
prehistoric record for what 

were probably matrilineal societies. Diverse humanistic 

approaches from many (including non-archaeological) view­

points can provide worthwhile avenues for investigation with 

new scientific tools. Narrow interpretive frameworks should 

be avoided in favor o f  the delightful banquet o f  multiple 

simultaneous or blended approaches. 

It is an hon1 Tm
o88tful hon112Toet is is 

an 

of it is 
useful and imaginative to work with. The great diversity 
and attractiveness of different theoretical frameworks 
should offer exciting possibilities at a time when mixing 
and matching varying approaches becomes more and 





It successfully gathered staggering amounts of infor­
mation and accomplished stunningly complex, daily 
mathematical simulations for grand predictive model­
ing and moment-by-moment assessment, changing 
politics forever (Scherer 2012). 

For archaeologists, who have smaller amounts of 
hard data, an important skill is picking what is able to 
be inferred from them fairly safely and then stating 
clearly that the rest is reasonable (or wild) specula­
tion. Without the data, one should not just invent. It 
is fascinating that humanistic theory involving pure 
storytelling is pouring out at a time when so many 
new scientific tools and instruments are available to 
learn specific, previously inaccessible aspects of the 
archaeological record that could make the stories 
more accurate (I return to this particular irony 
below). Archaeologist perreasical 
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(personal communication, 2013) calls it "explication 
through obfuscation." It is characteristic of a huge 
segment of academia, of course, where one can "prattle 
bombast larded with buzzwords" (Maynard 2009) to 
succeed and the meritocratic approach rewards mere 
facility in such practices (Kim 2009:119-122). 

Rather than list such abuses, I note only a few 
examples (with citations omitted out of respect for 
colleagues): "problematize," "structuration," "perfor­
mativity," "situatedness," "materiality." The last is one 
of the worst; for heaven's sake, this is what we do as 
archaeologists: study the material to see how it indicates 
or embodies everything else about humans. Then 
there are "habituation," "habitus," "doxa," "practice"­
what people do every day and their sense of place as 
manifested in the material evidence-consisting of no 
more than new terms for what we have always looked at. 
Likewise, "hermeneutics" and "phenomenology" refer­
ence the notion that objects have subjective meanings 
attached to them; any archaeologist knows this. These 
and other once-simple terms and ideas get combined into 
phrases: "genealogies of cultural productions," "materi­
alized contestations of prehistoric identities" (these 
examples are composites, so as not to single out anyone). 
We all do this to some extent, setting forth elaborate 
language to appear erudite. But these terms are so 
derived that the reader must look them up all the time to 
figure out what they mean, like credit 



understood, the meaning becomes unambiguous, while 
postmodern writing can remain annoying and subject 
to multiple interpretations (more of that irony). 

For archaeologists, much of the newer theoretical 
prose is not only incomprehensible but also pretty 
boring compared to accounts of interesting features, 
beautiful or mundane artifacts, sites, settlement pat­
terns, or other standard archaeology. Much of it is 
contradictory, too. For example, if "positivism" is the 
perspective that all is knowable from empirical data if 
the right tools and methods are developed, then 
postprocessualists, attempting an "ernie" viewpoint, 
are positivists since they think determining what was 
significant to past peoples can be done from the 
archaeological record. 

It is easy to make fun of postprocessual excesses, and 
processual-scientific jargon can be just as mind-numb­postprocessualists, mind-numb­
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Figure 1. Fort Walton Incised open bowl forms distinctive to Mississippi-period northwestern Florida: left, six-pointed vessel 
from Mound at Walton's Camp (Fort Walton Temple Mound, 80K6; adapted from Moore 1901:444, Figure 22); right, five­
pointed vessel from Mound Near Jolly Bay (8WL15; adapted from Moore 1901:460, Figure 51). 

(sometimes 5-pointed) open bowls (Figure 1), which 
apparently do not appear elsewhere in the Mississippi­
period Southeast (White et al. 2012). No functional 
reasons (such as lack of shell for temper or use with 
special regional foods requiring such a vessel shape) 
exist to account for this distinctiveness in both style and 
technology. Thus these ceramics might be interpreted 
as manifesting regional preferences, evidence of isola­
tion or interaction, resistance, or simply identity 
maintenance. Whatever the case, such unusual artifact 
types regexplanan, 
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dently expressed in two other articles of this group, by 
Levy and Sullivan). This 
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made them moved in. Our houses are full of Japanese 
electronics. 

Given all these new tools obtained from other 
sciences, we must have multiple approaches. Walter 
Taylor (1948) long ago noted how archaeologists were 
too narrow, focused on chronology and description, 
and should instead have many kinds of data and 
materials, do wide horizontal excavations, study 
plants, soils, everything! But he never did this and 
nobody else could either. Recently Taylor's views, after 
decades of deliberate neglect and shunning, are being 
revisited ajh90.0308 Tc  Tm
(in. )Tj
E 3a2are 
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