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were exchanged independently and intact through various
processesof diffusion. | believethat both processesunder-
lie his ultimate interpretation, which he illustrates in a
series of complex figuresthat show the distribution of the
harpoon head typeswithin Greenland and map at | east four
paths of these traditions into and around Greenland.
This work is the author’s Ph.D. dissertation, and it
exhibits some of the strengths and weaknesses character-
istic of such documents. One of its real strengthsis mas-
sivescope; ittriestointegratediverselinesof complex and
often confusing evidence into a unified whole. However,
this monograph occasionally displays an uneasy blend of
theory and description, al so characteristic of dissertations.
The above quotation concerning harpoon heads, aswell as
amore lengthy discussion in chapter 6, seem to represent
the philosophy behind his interpretation rather than an
exposition of the method used to identify the “parallel
traditions.” Certainly he does not explain how to determine
independently which of the several possible “meanings’ is
responsible for the shape of any given harpoon head type.
On the basis of my own interests and research, | find
Gullgv’ streatment of two topicsunconvincing. Part of his
thesisisthat one of the “parallel traditions” derived from
contact between people of the Thule and Dorset cultures.
| have elsewhere argued that the preponderance of evi-
dence, including harpoon head styles and radiocarbon
dates, does not provide convincing proof for such culture
contact (Park, 1993). There is no need to repeat those
arguments here, but I am no longer alone in questioning at
least some of the commonly cited evidence for Dorset-
Thule contact (Kleivan, 1996).
| am also concerned with Gullgv’ sreliance on problem-
atic radiocarbon dates, especially since chronology is
important to many of hisconclusions. Many of theexcava-
tionswere carried out years ago, and therefore some of the
radiocarbon dates reported herewere al so obtained quite a
while ago. However, | am unconvinced that dates run on
turf (or “turf containing blubber from slag horizon,” p. 88)
or on marine materials (including harp seal and guillemot
bones, walrusivory, and bal een) provideany useful chrono-
logical information. Rather than listing all the objections
to the use of such materials, especially those from migra-
tory sea mammals, | will simply cite Tuck and McGhee's
(1983) excellent discussion on the topic. In addition to
drawing heavily on such suspect radiocarbon dates, Gull gv
elsewhererejects at least one date run on wood because it
“seemstoo early” (p. 450). Healso reinterpretstheimpres-
sively tight cluster of datesobtained by M cCullough (1989)
on Ruin Island phase sites. He claims that, rather than
reflecting arelatively brief phenomenoninthelate 12th or
early 13th century, these dates indicate that Ruin Island
lasted from the 13th through the 15th century (p. 453).
Despite such criticisms, thisvolumedeservesaplaceon
the shelves of scholars interested in the prehistory and
history of Greenland. The excellent illustrations include
numerous line drawings of representative artifacts (often
with multiple views or profiles). The occasional awkward

sentence makes one aware that this work has been trans-
lated from Danish, but overall the writing is clear. One
editorial deficiency, however, istheabsenceof anindexin
a work of this size and complexity. Several important
topicsaredealt with in multiplelocationswithin thework,
afact not readily evident in the table of contents.
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Fifty Years of Arctic Research presents papers by scholars
working acrossthe Arctic, gathered to mark the retirement
of Jorgen Meldgaard from a career of more than 50 years
in Arctic archaeology. The papers honor both the long
tradition of Arctic research in the National Museum of
Denmark’s Department of Ethnography in general and
Meldgaard’' s remarkable contribution in particular. Asis
to be expected in such avolume, the papersvary widely in
both scope and content, reflecting the broad influence of
Meldgaard's long career. Taken together, they depict a
discipline that has grown a great deal in 50 years but still
presents some fundamental questions for researchers.
Giventheinspiration of thisvolume, it isnot surprising
that memoirs have a prominent place. The editors’



introduction begins by summarizing Meldgaard’ s career,
from hisfirst appearance in the Department of Ethnogra-
phy in 1945 until his retirement in 1997. Included in the
introduction, although not listed in the table of contents, are
two birthday tributes, one from George Qulaut, Commis-
sioner of the Nunavut I mplementation Commission, and one
from Greenlandic artist Jens Rosing. Similar brief notes,
editorials, and picture essays are scattered throughout the
text. OldfriendsKlausFerdinand and Hans-Georg Bandi also
contributed memoirs. Both shedlight not only onMeldgaard’ s
research, but on him as a person as well.

Other contributors (Schultz-Lorentzen, Kapel, Hart
Hansen, and M ghl) chose to focus on the historical devel-
opment of institutions in Denmark and Greenland, their
relationships, and their activities over the years. As a
group these papers, based primarily on Danish sources,
provide useful background to archaeol ogical and museum
research in Greenland, particularly for non-Danish re-
searchers.

Most of the papers are archeol ogical or anthropol ogical
reports of one sort or another, nearly evenly divided
between Greenlandic and non-Greenlandic subjects. They
range over thewhole of the New World Arctic and beyond,
from Greenland to the Yamal Peninsula of Siberia. The
whole temporal span of the human occupation of the
Eastern Arctic is also covered, although some periods
receive more attention than others do.

Considering thetitle and theme of thisvolume, it is not
surprising that many of the papersrefer to seminal work by
Meldgaard on avariety of subjects. What might be consid-
ered surprising (especially to a specialist from one of the
moreintensively studied parts of theworld) isthe fact that
many of the issues Meldgaard identified in Arctic prehis-
tory have yet to be resolved. The most pressing problems
remain in the Paleo-Eskimo period, which—despite an
increasing volume of work in recent years (e.g., Grgnnow
1996)—is still poorly understood.

Thequestion that arises most oftenisthe meaning of the
terms Independence | and |1, Saqgag, and Pre-Dorset. Do
these represent distinct cultures, regional variants of one
culture, or neither? What are more important, their obvi-
ous similarities or their evident differences? And what do
these differences mean? Appelt addresses this issue most
forcefully, making a case for Saggag as a culture distinct
from other Paleo-Eskimo manifestations. Susan Rowley,
working with a large amount of diverse material from
Igloolik, takes the opposite position, following Helmer
(1994) inidentifying all of these as part of the Pre-Dorset
Initial Horizon. What is lacking hereis any consideration
of what either of these positions means in cultural terms.
Onedifficulty inresolving thisissue, of course, isthe lack
of large, stratified, early siteswith good preservationinthe
Canadian Arctic to compare with those in Greenland.

Grgnnow, M. Meldgaard and M gbjerg all present mate-
rial from such sites in Greenland, enriching our under-
standing of the early inhabitantsof Greenland and arousing
the envy of those of usworking in less productiveregions.
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By comparing their Saqqaq material with material from
far-flung sitesin other partsof the Arctic, Grgnnow and
Magabjerg seem to be supporting the idea that Saqqaq
culture is aregional variation of a more general Pre-
Dorset culture. Harp, in his description of early finds
on Belcher Islands, also seems to support this idea,
although he does not address the question directly.
Andreasen contributesto the debate by identifying Pre-
Dorset and Dorset as useful general terms, reserving
the others for more specific mani festations. Describ-
ingfindsfrom therecent NEWIland Project in Northeast
Greenland, he makes a tentative case for two groups
coexisting for atime in parts of Northeast Greenland,
one aregional variant of Peary Land Independence I,
the other possibly an Early Dorset group moving in.

Another major issuein Arctic prehistory isthe question
of transitions and contact: the Pre-Dorset to Dorset transi-
tion, the Dorset to Thule transition, and Norse-Thule
contact. The late Moreau Maxwell addressed the first of
these, citing avariety of evidence to support the idea of a
transitional culture between the Pre-Dorset and Dorset, to
be identified either as “Transition” or as “Groswater.”
Susan Rowley applies datafrom Igloolik to this question,
pointing out that new datashow thetransition to have been
lessabrupt than Meldgaard initially thought. Thereisgreat
potential here for enterprising researchers to take up this
guestion and begin to clarify this whole period.

TheDorset period islesswell represented here. Suther-
land makes a convincing case for deconstructing the long-
held belief of uniformity in Dorset art in favor of a more
nuanced view of considerable diversity, based not only on
time and space, but also on context. Returning to
Meldgaard’ sideathat thereisa*smell of theforest” about
the Dorset, Petersen makes aless convincing case, linking
Greenlandic myths (assumed to be relicts of early Dorset
myths) with themes in Northwest Coast and early Boreal
forest mythology.

Typically, the Dorset to Thule transition receives more
attention than the Dorset Culture itself. The three authors
(Gullgv, McGhee, and Plumet) who address this issue all
suggest that Dorset people did indeed encounter early
Thuleimmigrants. In adirect critique of Park (1993), who
argued that the Dorset Culture had disappeared before
Thule peoples arrived in the Canadian Arctic, McGhee
makes the strongest case, based on his work at Brooman
Point. Gullgv’s case, based on the symbolic meaning of
harpoon headsin timesof hunting stress, will not convince
anyone looking for a“smoking gun,” but hasthe appeal of
an argument based on Inuit cultural values. In describing
archaeological research at Kangirsujuag, Plumet reiter-
ates his conviction that thisis arich areafor an in-depth
study of thisissue.

The question of Norse-Thule contact is addressed in
Arneborg’s summary of known instances of contact. Her
discussion of social reasonswhy such contact should have
had limited impact on the cultures involved might profit-
ably be applied to the Dorset/Thule debate (asis donein
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someways by McGhee). Berglund presentsthree pieces of
Norse carving from the Farm in the Sand site, focusing on
their meaning in Norse society.

Other times and parts of the Arctic are less well repre-
sented here. Historic Inuit culture is addressed in four
papers. Kaplan, studying early historic Inuit sitesin Lab-
rador, demonstrates the utility of combining data from
diverse sources, including archaeological and anthropo-
logical data, historic and archival sources, and climate
change studies, to understand changes in Inuit social or-
ganization in the 18th century. Carpenter, Hansen, and
Robert-Lamblin present descriptive papers, reporting on
19thand early 20th century drawingsfromaround Igloolik,
historic fishing jigs from Greenland, and mortality data
for late 19th to early 20th century Ammassalik people,
respectively.

Finally three authors (Laughlin, Mdller-Beck, and
Fitzhugh) focus on the western Arctic. Fitzhugh revisits
the long-forgotten question of a Western Siberian origin
for Thule culture, describing recent work on the Yamal
Peninsula. Not surprisingly, the archaeol ogical evidence,
whileinterestinginitsown right, doesnot support theidea
that Thule Culture was derived from this distant land.
M ller-Beck discusses achopping tool recently excavated
from ahouse at Ekven. He makes agood casefor itsbeing
used to shape whalebone roof supports, but ison muchless
firm ground when he goes on to assert that the spread of
Thule Culture into the Eastern Arctic may have been an
adoption of new technology rather than a migration.
Laughlin provides both a memoir and a discussion of his
theory of a single migration into the New World 19000
years ago. Unfortunately the limited presentation of data
makes it difficult to evaluate his cryptic arguments.

| have classified afinal group of papers as commentar-
ies. They include de Laguna’ sinteresting speculations on
the fate of Krueger’'s geological expedition of 1929,
Kleivan's discussion of political poetry and archaeology
in Greenland, Swinton’s thoughts on Inuit art and Inuit
artists, and Carpenter’s notes on what he believes to be
under-appreciated early Arctic researchers (Rasmussen,
Freuchen, Flaherty, Harrington, and Sivertz). Overall these
are thought-provoking papers. Carpenter’s comments in
particular arelikely to raise objections among researchers
in avariety of fields, while de Laguna’s speculations are
food for thought for anyone planning along Arctic field
season.

Asisthe casewith many such compilations, thisvolume
hasits shareof minor editorial slipsintheform of reversed
figures and typographical errors (my favorite of these
appears on page 88, where parka-wearing figures are
described as “fur-glad”). Considering the editors (and
many of the authors) are not native English speakers, such
minor errorsare understandable. The editorshavethought-
fully provided uswithreferencesfoll owing each paper and
ajoint bibliography at the end, aswell asindexes of place
names, personal names, and subjects. On thewhole, thisis
aworthwhile publication. It will be of interest particularly

to researcherswhosework focuses on Pal eo-Eskimo prob-
lems, particularly the Pre-Dorset period. It also provides
valuable information for those of us unfamiliar with the
history of anthropological and archaeol ogical institutions
in Greenland. Although it is not primarily intended for
students, they will benefit from the historical perspective
offered by some of the papers and will also find it arich
source of problems for future research. Fifty Years of
Arctic Research is, in short, a suitable commemoration of
along and productive career.
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The Ifiupiaq Eskimo Nations of Northwest Alaska is the
first of at least three volumes by Ernest S. Burch, Jr. on
Northwest Alaskan | fupiag culture, theresult of morethan
three decades of research in that region. In this book,
Burch presents data on the individual “Nations’ that in-
habited the region before the twentieth century. Later
publicationswill describe the internal workings of North-
west Alaskan groupsandtheir external relationships. Burch
sets forth two goalsin producing this valuable addition to
Arctic anthropology. Thefirst isto present a comprehen-
sive view of the subsistence and settlement of 11 Ifiupiag
Nationsthat inhabited Northwest Alaskabeforethe end of
the 19th century. The second isto usethose datato support
hiscellular (read societal or tribal) model of I fiupiaqg social



