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Introduction 

This special centennial issue of the 
Arizona Anthropologist is intended 
as an accessible, multi-media ac-
count of the history of the School 
of Anthropology. But, as an editor 
of the Arizona Anthropologist, my 
point of entry for understanding 
that story began with research 
into this journal’s history. The Ar-
izona Anthropologist actually had a 
previous existence, beginning in 
1944 as a departmental newsletter 
called the Atlatl. To my surprise, 
and without really intending to 
do so, I ended up reading all of 
the Atlatls cover to cover. These 
little newsletters are rich primary 
sources for insight into the early 
years of School (nee Department) 
of Anthropology (SOA). There-
fore, a history of the Atlatl is apro-
pos for the centennial anniversary. 

The underlying theme of the 
Atlatl was community. As a pub-
lication of the Anthropology 
Club, founded in 1941 by Emil 
Haury, the mission of the news-
letter was explicitly about creat-
ing and maintaining community. 
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“Dear Gang:” The Atlatl, History, and Community in the 
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In Haury’s words: 
The Anthropology Club, since 
its inception, has been a means 
of bringing faculty and students 
together, of sparking a camara-
derie that has cemented friend-
ships and helped to develop 
more than a textbook interest in 
anthropology. Let us hope that 
the Club will continue to carry 
news of the students, depart-
ment, and museum to the alum-
ni” (Haury, November 1963, An-
thropology Club Then and Now).
Primary source documents such 

as the Atlatl allow readers to un-
derstand the department’s histo-
ry through the eyes of its former 
students and faculty. These are 
archives of a social history, that 
is, a history that deals with the 
experiences of the everyday and 
ordinary, in contrast to histories 
oriented around “great men,” 
or major events. The Atlatl does 
document major happenings of 
the early department, but also the 
quotidian social lives of its stu-
dents. The great men and wom-
en of our particular past are also 
represented, but not in the tradi-
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tional sense. This newsletter is an 
important forum to understand 
these figures in the context of stu-
dents’ discussions of them, with 
detailed accounts of their lectures, 
research, course offerings, and 
party-hosting abilities. The Atlatl 
also represents the great men and 
women through their own words, 
especially those of Emil Haury, 
who wrote a column for the majori-
ty of the issues for several decades. 

This article offers a brief history 
of the newsletter, as well as a de-
tailing of its uses as an historical 
source. Based on my newfound 
love of the Atlatl, I used my edi-
torial influence to ensure that it 
would also be well-represented 
throughout this centennial issue. 
The final section of this paper 
functions as an explanation for 
how I conceive the Atlatl comple-
ments this issue’s theme, as well 
as that of the centennial celebra-
tions of this department. 

Atlatl History

In 1944, the Atlatl first began to 
circulate the halls of the Depart-
ment of Anthropology here at the 
University of Arizona and among 
its alumni. The newsletter was 
published under the auspices of 
the newly minted Anthropology 
Club, which had been founded 
just three years before (1941) with 

the encouragement of Emil Hau-
ry. At the time, the club included 
both graduate students and un-
dergraduates majoring in Anthro-
pology. The newsletter represent-
ed a formalized vehicle for the 
personal letter writing campaign 
undertaken by Emil Haury to 
maintain contact with overseas 
service member alumni – this was 
of course at the height of World 
War Two (U.S. involvement in 
the war dating from 1941 through 
1945). In fact, during the first de-
cade of the newsletter’s publica-
tion (through the Korean War, 
1950-53) the mailing addresses 
for service members were pub-
lished, usually with a line or two 
of encouragement for department 
members to write them. Orienting 
itself as a vehicle for morale both 
at home and overseas, Atlatl began 
as an often humorous accounting 
of the various goings-on in the de-
partment and the activities of the 
Anthropology Club. 

With almost every issue pub-
lished through 1964, Haury 
penned a column in the vein of 
his previous more personal let-
ters; these columns always began 
with the salutation, “Dear gang,” 
an informal, inclusive and fond 
greeting that matched the tone 
of his columns. This informality 
and inclusiveness also matched 
the tone of the issues as a whole, 
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where each newsletter would pe-
tition for and publish alumni in-
formation on marriages, births, 
deaths, career changes, and the 
unexpected ways these alumni 
found that their Anthropology 
degree applied unexpectedly and 
opportunely in their non-Anthro-
pology jobs. In the 1940s, Anthro-
pology Club members would also 
periodically publish stories about 
their impromptu archaeological 
projects in wilderness areas out-
side Tucson. By today’s standards 
of cultural preservation, such im-
promptu digging would be seen 
as ethically calamitous and indeed 
illegal, but at the time, such activi-
ties were quite innocent. Based on 
the published accounts of these 
“excavations” in the Atlatl, they 
seemed to go far in fostering the 
students’ love of archaeology 
(one such account is presented 
in Figure 1). Indeed, servicemen 
who sent lines to the newsletter 
would also occasionally include 
details about the various artifacts 
encountered during the course of 
their war-time travels and duties.  

The current anthropology stu-
dents recorded their summer 
plans, and their collective doings 
when the weather cooperated (see 
Figure 2, “Club celebrates warm 
weather”), as well as the hazards 
of the early processes of self-pub-
lishing using a hectograph (see 

Figure 3, “Fire Burn and Cauldron 
Bubble”).  The newsletter some-
times publicized contests with gag 
rewards, such as the “24-Carrot 
Plaster of Paris Kewpie1” offered 
for the winning bid in the quest to 
name a new truck purchased for 
the Arizona State Museum. The 
contest announcement included 
the warning that Dr. Haury had 

1 Kewpie dolls were a type of doll dis-
tinguished by large eyes, chubby cheeks 
and bald heads except for a singe curl or 
topknot

Figure 1. In this 1945 excerpt from 
the Atlatl, staff-writer Bill Jeffries de-
scribes some impromptu excavations 
undertaken by members of the An-
thropology Club. Atlatls are reprinted 
courtesy of the Arizona State Muse-
um Archives. 
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pre-emptively vetoed nomina-
tions for the bright red truck to be 
named “Scarlett O’Hara.”

Issues published after the 1940s 
later issues became slightly more 
formal accounts of lectures, the 
pursuits of their expanding facul-
ty, accounts of field school expe-
riences, and tips for funding and 
faculty interaction. Formal arti-

cles were later marketed as short 
monographs sold for $0.10 to $1 
to raise funds for the Anthropol-
ogy Club. However, through the 
early 1970s, the Atlatl maintained 
a slightly sarcastic, but ultimately 
good-humored voice that Hau-

Figure 3. The second issue of the At-
latl (1944) records the publication 
process with a hectograph. Atlatls 
are reprinted courtesy of the Arizona 
State Museum Archives. 

Figure 2. An account of the Anthro-
pology Club’s spring picnic is recorded 
in this May 1947 excerpt from the At-
latl. Atlatls are reprinted courtesy of 
the Arizona State Museum Archives. 
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ry later reflected was a bit more 
“breezy than dignified, but it told 
its story well” (Haury, November 
1963, “Anthropology Club: Then 
and Now). For example, from the 
1971/72 issue, J.J. Reid’s account of 
the Anthropology Club’s “White 
Peccary Sale” represents the classic 
“breezy” affability that character-
ized the run of the Atlatl.

It was from the inscrutable, mer-
cantile mind of Pila Kikuchi that 
the idea arose for a sale of eth-
nic crafts, or nic-nacs, to give a 
little weight to the empty coffer 
of the Anthropology Club. Since 
anthropology students, espe-
cially graduate students, tradi-
tionally possess little money and 
lots of miscellaneous nic-nacs, a 
pre-Christmas sale would assist 
students as well, by providing 
them with an opportunity to 
reap the benefits of petty capi-
talism as well as circulate some 
of their more tiresome nic-nacs 
among their friends and the uni-
versity community in a manner 
reminiscent of the much ad-
mired Kula ring…

The name for the sale emerged 
when Susie Furer suggested that 
“white peccary” was more than 
appropriate. None possessed 
the presence of mind to inquire 
of the exact meaning behind 
“white peccary” for we thought 
her momentarily berserk and 

suggested some rest away from 
the museum animal display. In-
stead she volunteered to make 
the posters, if we decided upon 
a name. We didn’t, but she did. 
On the morrow no less than a 
hundred posters advertised, in 
that unmistakable pale blue of 
the spirit mimeo, a WHITE PEC-
CARY SALE. The etymology of 
the phrase eludes me still.  
If this excerpt provoked a laugh, 

I encourage you to read the Atlatl’s 
account of how the Anthropology 
Club “solved” the “irreconcilable 
differences said to exist between 
anthropologists and their reli-
gious counterparts” with their 
“informal, flippant, non-winning” 
Homecoming Parade float rep-
resenting the Biblical Adam and 
Eve as Australopithecines (the full 
story and a photo can be found in 
the 1971-1980 timeline, page 76).

Atlatl as History

The Atlatl is not just of historical 
value for the humor it offers. Ta-
ble 1 is an abbreviated timeline of 
major events in the department 
and the corresponding Atlatl cov-
erage, from 1915 to 1971/72, when 
the last newsletter version of the 
Atlatl was published. Though the 
Atlatl was not founded until 1944, 
certain events received some form 
of coverage after the fact. 
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Beyond the scope of major events, 
the historic value of the Atlatl can 
also be traced along thematic lines.

On changing ethics

The newsletter’s accounts of im-
promptu digs and burials of lab 

specimens on active archaeologi-
cal sites (see Figure 19, “The Saga 
of Frank the Chimp” in the 1941-
1950 timeline, page 31) represent 
the degree to which conceptions 
of anthropological ethics have 
changed. Namely, today’s ethical 
and legal standards prohibit the 
deposition of materials in active 

Table 1. Events in the history of the Department of Anthropology are recorded alongside accounts 
of their coverage in the Atlatl newsletter. This timeline dates from the founding of the department in 
1915 to 1971/72, which marked the last issue of the Atlatl in its iteration as a departmental newsletter. 
The timeline was constructed with the aid of Thompson’s account of this department’s history (2005). 
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archaeological sites. The evolu-
tion of the Atlatl’s cover design 
also illustrates changing ethics in 
the department, moving from a 
caricature of a Native American 
holding an atlatl to a more abstract 
and respectful form (Figures 4 and 
5 depict this change).  

On conferences, lectures and 
ongoing research in the department

Summaries from conferences and 
roundtable sessions are sum-
marized in the Atlatl. In 1947, a 
Conference for the Council on 
Arizona Indians was held at the 
University. It constituted a round-
table discussion between tribal 

representatives (members from 
seven Arizona tribes were pres-
ent), members of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs (BIA), and anthro-
pologists. As this was in the ear-
ly years after the passage of the 
Indian Reorganization Act (IRA, 
1934), the newsletter’s summary 
of this conference offer some pro-
found and no-holds-barred early 
insights into how anthropologists 
of the time period conceived their 
changing role in relation to Native 
American tribes after the passage 
of this important legislation (see 
our republication of the March 
1947 story, “What Good is an An-
thropologist?,” Figure 48, page 

Figures 4 and 5. The left image is that used through the 1950s, while the right image 
came into use by the mid-1960s. Atlatls are reprinted courtesy of the Arizona State 
Museum Archives. 
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122). For example, this discussion 
was upfront about the “mutual 
Anthropologist-Indian Service an-
tipathy.” That edition of the news-
letter was additionally devoted to 
formal issue papers, summarizing 
issues faced by Arizona tribes in 
topics ranging from education to 
herding, to the economic impor-
tance of tribes to the state, all cov-
ered at the conference. 

In 1953, the meetings of the 
American Anthropological Asso-
ciation – the organization for pro-
fessional anthropologists work-
ing in the Americas – was held in 
Tucson at the University. Haury’s 
“Dear Gang” letter recounts both 
the process of preparing for and 
hosting this major professional 
conference, and also discusses 
the proceedings. 

Atlatls regularly listed the peo-
ple from the department attend-
ing major conferences, along with 
the names of their planned pre-
sentations. Occasionally, the Atlatl 
summarized those presentations. 
Additionally, the Anthropology 
Club regularly hosted informal 
lectures at the homes of faculty or 
club members, and slightly more 
formal lectures in the halls of the 
department. The featured speak-
ers were mainly faculty members 
from within the department, but 
occasionally prominent figures 
from other universities. Accounts 

from many of these lectures, which 
were effectively Notes from the 
Field for these researchers’ field-
work, were regularly published. 
The accounts include some of the 
early conclusions from the speak-
ers’ respective research, as well as 
accounts of some of the problems 
and successes in their strategies 
for building relationships within 
the communities with whom they 
were conducting research (see our 
republication of the May 1947 sto-
ry, “Yaqui Worker Gives Points,” 
Figure 28, page 71, which sum-
marizes some of Edward Spicer’s 
early fieldwork with the Yaquis).  
It is also quite fun to read into the 
Club members’ delight when col-
or photos were featured in these 
lectures (!), which at the time 
were sufficiently cutting-edge to 
be notable. 

What can also be found are ac-
counts of publications and publi-
cation plans of faculty members. 
Major grants and awards re-
ceived, major projects undertaken 
by the department, and aspira-
tions for the future are all record-
ed in these pages. From the time it 
was founded in 1952, accounts of 
the awards received, the research 
in progress, and publications of 
the Bureau of Ethnic Research 
were given substantial space in the 
pages of the Atlatl (see our repub-
lication of the article summariz-
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ing the mission of the Bureau at 
its founding, Figure 29, page 72). 
For someone interested in the his-
tory of the Bureau, the Atlatl could 
serve as an important resource. 

On field schools

Similarly, a history of the field 
schools can be found recorded in 
the Atlatls. The drudgery, the hu-
mor, and the thrill of discovery are 
all captured in various accounts – 
and there are plenty from which 
to choose. One such account heads 
with the sentiment, “It’s good to 
have it done!” (Gary Rollefson, 
1971/72, “Tabun Excavation Ends, 
Crew Returns Home”). Haury 
himself also contributed to the 
field school narrative in many 
of his “Dear Gang” columns. In 
one such account, Haury reflect-
ed on the new accommodations 
constructed over a summer field 
season at Point of Pines: “If any 
compaints are forthcoming…it’s 
because the camp is too plush and 
will forever spoil a budding ar-
chaeologist in his ability to rough 
it” (November 1947, re-printed 
on page 48, Figure 20). Another 
example is “Potato” Chips Chind-
sey’s account of his time on kitch-
en duty at Point of Pines: “If any-
one should find need of a potato 
peeler with considerable training, 
Doc says he will be glad to act as 

my reference” (December 1948, 
re-printed on page 185, Figure 
70). Humorous sentiments such 
as the ones above were invariably 
followed by slightly more serious 
accounts of the training process of 
the student fieldworkers, a pre-
liminary assessment of findings, 
and a general record of progress 
of excavations. 

On curriculum

From 1961 to 1972, at which point 
the Atlatl experienced a decade 
long hiatus, issues offered facul-
ty interviews (in lieu of Haury’s 
“Dear Gang” columns, which 
ceased in 1961 as he prepared to 
retire as Department head), cir-
culating among members of the 
Anthropology faculty with each 
issue. The stated goal in printing 
these interviews was to promote 
and facilitate greater dialogue be-
tween students and faculty, with 
the note that personal conversa-
tions could provide scholarly in-
sight beyond the classroom expe-
rience. Faculty interviews varied 
in terms of topics covered, but 
often included the given facul-
ty member’s immediate research 
plans. Many listed the classes of-
fered by the given faculty-mem-
ber, along with some key tips for 
students’ success in those class-
es. For example, in his interview 
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from  the  1971/72  issue  of  the  
Atlatl, William Kelly described 
his course offerings and the vary-
ing amount of work they entailed 
for students. 

My 200 courses are teaching 
courses. I expect my students 
to learn the fundamentals, and 
they are repeated over and over 
again in lectures and reading. 
The result is that some students 
head for the nearest exit, espe-
cially when they learns that they 
must work hard enough to hand 
this back to me in proper form in 
a series of quizzes. So much for 
formal pedagogy…. There are 
no term papers and no time is 
formally allotted to original re-
search. These tasks are reserved 
for my seminars where I see to 
it that I do practically no work 
at all. 

Kelly echoes some of the univer-
sal frustrations of teaching (I am 
sure many faculty and teaching 
assistants today can relate), that 
some students want to “head for 
the nearest exit” when they re-
alize that there is hard work in-
volved in a given course. Overall, 
the faculty interviews offer a bit of 
insight the types of training these 
faculty offered to students, as well 
as their respective teaching styles. 
Through these interviews and 
other articles, it is also possible to 
get a sense of the changing curric-

ulum offered by the department, 
as well as the feelings of students 
about their course load and re-
quirements. One example is a stu-
dent’s account of his nightmare 
about comprehensive exams, that 
there would be a revised exam 
format of which he would only be-
come aware as he sat down to take 
the exam (Roger Nedry, May 1952, 
“Phantasy in One Act”). However, 
in the dream, things all work out 
as the examiner’s questions just 
happen to align with the guttural 
sounds the student makes when 
he cannot think of an answer: 

Examiner: Among the various 
fields of anthropology…one of 
the most richly rewarding to the 
student of culture is that of Old 
World prehistory. Tell me the 
name of the one of the most out-
standing of the Near East sites at 
which archaeological work has 
been done.
Student: (dubiously) Er – r – r ---
Examiner: All right. A very in-
teresting example – the Ur of 
Chaldea…

Dr. Reid’s contribution to this issue 
(page 87) also discusses the evo-
lution of graduate comprehensive 
exam requirements in some detail.

In March 1958, Harry Getty was 
a guest contributor for Haury’s 
“Dear Gang” column while Haury 
attended a Wenner Gren confer-
ence in Washington, D.C.. Getty of-
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fers more specific details about the 
changing curriculum, and the aging 
departmental staff (also jokingly al-
luding to their drinking habits): 

You star-students of former 
years would hardly recognize 
the courses offered now in the 
Department. After many an 
hour of struggling, sweating, 
and swearing last spring the De-
partment staff came up with a 
“new look” for the course struc-
ture. The courses now required 
for the BA are Archaeology, Cul-
tural Anthropology, Linguis-
tics, and Physical Anthropolo-
gy. Remember the old Current 
Problems, well, now that course 
covers only common problems 
in two of the four fields in any 
one year. This year it’s Archae-
ology and Physical Anthropol-
ogy. Some of you will remem-
ber struggling through the area 
courses — Africa, Asia, Oceania. 
They’re all gone - collapsed into 
one reading course. There are a 
lot of other changes in the cours-
es - better take a peek at the new 
catalog when you have a chance. 
      If you could see the Depart-
ment staff members that were 
around when you were here, 
you might see some changes 
there too. Some can’t get as close 
to the table as they used to. Hair-
lines are sneaking back on some 
foreheads. But we still have a 

sparkle in our eyes, and in our 
glasses (highball, that is). 
Leading up to Haury’s official 

initiation of a doctoral program 
in Anthropology in the 1948-49 
academic year, the Atlatl included 
biographies of the incoming doc-
toral hopefuls. Notable and partic-
ularly heartwarming is the profile 
on Joe Ben Wheat – whose disser-
tation would settle the Mogollon 
controversy (see Reid and Whit-
tlesey 2010 for a colorful account 
of the controversy and the role of 
Wheat’s dissertation) – written by 
his wife, entitled, “New Fellow is 
Jolly Good Fellow Too” (Novem-
ber 1947).  Concluding the profile 
is the following Editor’s Note: 
“The tall, beautiful redhead who 
usually has an eye on Mr. Wheat 
is his wife of last April, who keeps 
tabs on him, and wrote this pro-
file.” At the level of both faculty 
and students, these issues provide 
a social history of the department, 
which provides a special kind of 
insight into their lives, their schol-
arly formation, and cumulatively 
also, the character of the depart-
ment itself.

On community

In sum, the archives of the Atlatl 
represent a rich source for a social 
and professional history of the 
Department of Anthropology. In 
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time for the centennial anniversary 
of the SOA, select stories from the 
Atlatl are re-published in this spe-
cial commemorative issue. These 
primary sources have been select-
ed to specifically complement the 
narratives offered by this issue’s 
contributors, which themselves 
represent primary sources where 
they are largely based on personal 
knowledge and experience. Con-
tributors reflect on their connec-
tions to this School, in terms of the 
relationships that shaped their ca-
reers and that certain je ne sais quoi 
that is “the Arizona personality,” 
described so well in the contribu-
tion by Professor Emerita Susan 
Phillips (page 97). Other of the 
contributions, most prominently, 
Emeritus Professor and former 
department director Ray Thomp-
son’s directory of all participants 
from archaeological field schools 
run by the University (exceptions 
and parameters detailed in his 
account) provide another kind of 
inclusive primary source materi-
al (page 146). Like the Centennial 
Connections image gracing our 
cover (see the companion story on 
page 1), the field school directory 
provides some sense of the scope 
and make-up of the community 
that has been built over 100 years 
around the Department/School of 
Anthropology. To reiterate once 
more, one of the re-sounding 

themes of the Atlatl itself is “com-
munity.” This theme also rever-
berates through the contributions 
offered in this issue. 

In the 2005 edition of the Arizo-
na Anthropologist, then-editor John 
Murphy offered a short history of 
the Atlatl and Arizona Anthropol-
ogist. His conclusion reflected on 
the importance of the Atlatl’s his-
tory in the present. 

I…hope that the history of the 
Anthropology Club and the Ar-
izona Anthropologist may provide 
models for what the graduate 
student body may be like in our 
department. As the department 
expands, its sense of community 
may be too easily lost; what we 
remembered is that, when such 
a sense was present, it did not 
exist by chance, but by the ef-
forts of the people in it. The an-
tidote to anomie that can affect 
[a] large department is a well-or-
ganized graduate student body, 
with opportunities and activities 
that bring the students together 
for fun and anthropology both. 
Faculty in our department have 
always been open to helping in 
this, and in my experience are 
no less so today than in the past, 
but the students must provide 
the initiative. The Arizona An-
thropologist is one area where 
this can take place, and each 
student who participates in it 
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sees firsthand the fruits such 
organizations may bear, while 
also adding to its momentum.” 
(Murphy 2005: 9).

This sentiment rings true in the 
present, and especially for this cen-
tennial issue. It is my hope that the 
current iteration of the Atlatl, the Ar-
izona Anthropologist, continues to be 
a source for community-building. 
Certainly, the editorial staff views 
this particular issue as a major con-
duit for that endeavor. 

Atlatl Revisited in This Issue
 
The goal of this special centennial 
edition of the Arizona Anthropol-
ogist is to provide a multi-media 
document representing the his-
tory of anthropology at the Uni-
versity of Arizona. This is the fea-
ture of our contributions, which 
largely record the history of the 
department from the perspective 
of people who experienced that 
history. Where they do not draw 
directly from personal experience, 
the contributions extensively ref-
erence primary source material, 
and to the extent possible, still 
represent history in the words of 
the figures they discuss. 

Complementing the submis-
sions received is a timeline for 
each of the decades of anthro-
pology at Arizona, populated by 
archival photos and documents, 

which present a snapshot of the 
department during that period. 
All submissions are organized 
chronologically to the time pe-
riods they discuss (insofar as it 
is possible, where some of the 
narratives span several decades), 
and timeline pages precede the 
groups of articles representing 
that given decade. 

Additional primary source ma-
terial,  in  the  form  of  archival  At-
latl articles, are also interspersed 
through this issue. Republished 
articles from the historical news-
letter are paired with the articles 
of this issue’s contributors. As our 
contributors refer to specific top-
ics or historical periods, the corre-
sponding Atlatl articles are meant 
to be complementary, but not nec-
essarily overlapping. Where many 
of the articles submitted for the is-
sues have the benefit of hindsight 
in their recounting of careers and 
the evolution of certain programs, 
the Atlatls offer contemporary 
perspectives of those events, and 
accounts of formative research 
whose culmination is reviewed in 
the associated submissions. The 
re-publishing of select articles 
from Atlatl also offers a chance for 
those who do not have time or op-
portunity to visit these archives to 
engage with what Atlatl has to of-
fer. As is recorded above, Atlatls are 
rich historical source material.  
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Emeritus professor and former 
department director Raymond 
Thompson contributed three ar-
ticles to this publication, one re-
garding the University of Arizona 
Anthropology’s founding father, 
Byron Cummings (page 21); one 
about Emil Haury (his scholarly 
mentor and a dear friend) (page 
32); and a directory he compiled of 
all participants of archaeological 
field schools run by the Universi-
ty of Arizona Department of An-
thropology (page 146).  Although 
the Atlatl was founded after 
Cumming’s time, Haury played 
a prominent role in the newslet-
ter’s creation. Several of Haury’s 
“Dear Gang” letters are reprinted 
in this issue. After Thompson’s 
field school article, two original 
accounts of field school experi-
ences from the 1948 Point of Pines 
summer field season (Figures 70-
71, page 185). 

Emeritus professor Thomas 
McGuire’s brief genealogy of so-
ciocultural and applied anthro-
pology at the University of Arizo-
na focuses on the founding of the 
Bureau of Ethnic Research – led by 
William Kelly. Also a focus is the 
relationship between former Ari-
zona professors Harry Getty and 
Edward Spicer in formative stages 
of their careers. Complementing 
this article is the Atlatl’s account 
of the founding the Bureau of Eth-

nic Research (Figure 29, page 72), 
though the subsequent work of 
the Bureau was also well-covered 
in the Atlatl.  Also re-published 
is an account of one of Spicer’s 
1947 lectures to the Anthropolo-
gy Club (Figure 28, page 71). Fi-
nally, a cover image celebrating 
Getty’s finishing his Ph.D. (Figure 
27, page 70). Getty was faculty at 
Arizona when he earned his doc-
torate from the University of Chi-
cago, and the Atlatl marked the 
occasion with fanfare. 

John Welch, who earned his 
Ph.D. at the University of Arizo-
na, and who currently is a pro-
fessor of anthropology at Simon 
Frasier University, writes about 
his extended time as field school 
director at Grasshopper and its 
impact on his career working 
with the White Mountain Apache 
(on whose land Grasshopper is 
located). Particularly Welch focus-
es on the role of anthropologists 
(mainly archaeologists) to serve 
the Native American communi-
ties whose heritage they excavate. 
In the spirit of this article, an ac-
count from the 1947 Council on 
Arizona Indians has been re-pub-
lished, entitled, “What Good is an 
Anthropologist?” (Figure 48, page 
122). It explores the possibilities 
for anthropologists to serve Na-
tive American tribes in the wake 
of the Indian Reorganization Act.  
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Forensic anthropologist for 
the Pima County Office of the 
Medical Examiner and University 
of Arizona Ph.D., Bruce Ander-
son, writes about his experience 
training under former Arizona 
professor, Walter H. Birkby. Birk-
by founded the Human Identifi-
cation Laboratory at the Arizona 
State Museum, for which a con-
temporaneous account was writ-
ten in the 1971/72 issue of the At-
latl. This account is re-published 
in this issue (Figure 44, page 95). 

Seven additional articles were 
submitted for this issue, for which 
there was no appropriately corre-
sponding Atlatl account. Emeritus 
linguistics professor Susan Phil-
lips writes about her career at Ar-
izona, from hiring to retirement, 
providing a wonderful narrative 
that underlines the departmen-
tal espris de corps, her perceptions 
of Tucson, and the department’s 
uniquely welcome environment 
for female faculty (page 97). Re-
cent Ph.D. recipient Yancy Orr 
also offers his characterization of 
the uniqueness of our department 
based on his experience in other 
anthropology faculties through 
his BA, MA and post-doctoral ca-
reer path (page 133). Meanwhile, 
Katy McFarland contributed an 
article about her experience as 
an Arizona anthropologist from 
her BA, through MA, and in the  
homestretch for her Ph.D. (page 

140). Roderick Kevin Donald, a 
former Residential Scholar at the 
University Indian Ruins, wrote a 
tribute to the Department of An-
thropology, which hosted him 
(page 130).

Emeritus professor J. Jefferson 
Reid writes about his experience 
with the former and reformed 
comprehensive exam process for 
Ph.D. students (page 87). Emer-
itus professor  Michael  Schiffer  
wrote  about William Rathje, a 
former professor of archaeology 
at Arizona, his mentor, and the 
founder of the Garbology Project 
(page 78). Patrick Lyons writes 
about the Laboratory of Tradi-
tional Technology founded by Mi-
chael Schiffer (page 125).
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