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Abstract: The Smithsonian Institution’s National Museum of Natural History recently con-
ducted a two-year project to process and connect the archives and artifacts of archaeolo-
gists Ralph and Rose Solecki, most famous for their work at the sites of Shanidar Cave and 
Zawi Chemi Shanidar in northern Iraq. Through a collaboration between the archivally- 
focused National Anthropological Archives and the object-focused Department of Anthro-
pology collections management group, the Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki Papers and 
Artifacts Project sought to set an example for archaeological collections and archives 
stewardship by preserving the association between archaeological specimens and archival 
records through an integrative methodology of archival processing and specimen catalog-
ing to increase their value to future researchers. Further, the project provides a case study 
intended to contribute to interdisciplinary conversations about the enduring legacy of 
archaeologists and their collections within archives and museums through collaborative 
collections and archives management.

[Keywords: anthropological archives; archaeology; archaeologists; archiving; cataloging; natural 
history museums; national museums; Iraq.]

Before deposition within repositories, assemblages of archaeological material and 
associated records are necessarily, deeply intertwined physically and intellec-

tually by the archaeologists and/or institution that excavate and analyze them. The 
transfer to and stewarding of these materials in collecting repositories can sometimes 
separate the artifacts, specimens, and archives, breaking the essential connection 
between them. For example, at the Smithsonian Institution’s National Museum of 
Natural History (NMNH), one of the largest repositories of archaeological material 
in the United States, artifacts are housed in the museum’s collections and curated by 
the Department of Anthropology’s collections management staff, while any associated 
archival material such as maps, field notebooks, and other data are stewarded by 
archivists within the National Anthropological Archives (NAA). While both reposito-
ries are administrated by the NMNH Department of Anthropology, the physical and 
intellectual separation of these collections and stewardship by disparate disciplines 
proves challenging for the long-term maintenance of the crucial connections from the 
fieldwork, analysis, and interpretation by archaeologists, especially in relation to leg-
acy museum collections (Knoll and Hucknell 2019). Often the onus of making these 
connections falls to researchers and users of these collections, but how can backend 
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processing, cataloging, database ingestion, and digitization maintain the associations 
carefully crafted by archaeologists in perpetuity, especially at large institutions like 
the Smithsonian, where the artifact and archival material are stewarded differently?

In 2017, the NMNH Department of Anthropology began a two-year collaborative 
project between the Department’s collections management group and the NAA funded 
by the Smithsonian’s Collections Care and Preservation Fund aiming to connect the 
archival and artifact collections of archaeologists Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki, known 
for their work at Shanidar Cave and Zawi Chemi Shanidar in northern Iraq from 
1951–1960 and at other sites throughout Southwest Asia.1 While the collection has a 
long and complicated history, much of it is now housed at the Smithsonian. Here, I use 
this collection and its curation as a case study to illustrate how archival collections and 
artifacts can be re-contextualized in large museums with a dual collection infrastruc-
ture, such as is found at the Smithsonian Institution. The integration of the Soleckis’ 
collections within the Smithsonian Institution provides an example for collaborative 
collections and archives management by insuring that the association between archaeo-
logical collections and their related data and analysis held in archival records is pre-
served in a way that increases their value to researchers and the public within reposito-
ries collecting and preserving the collections of archaeologists. The Ralph S. and Rose 
L. Solecki Papers and Artifacts Project’s (or Solecki Project’s) goals, methodologies, and 
challenges can encourage broader discussions relating to the preservation, physical and 
intellectual accessibility, and legacy of archaeological artifacts and records. 

A Brief Timeline of the Ralph and Rose Solecki Collections

The history of the collections of the Soleckis is primarily tied to their affiliations 
with Columbia University and the Smithsonian Institution. The Soleckis began their 
doctoral studies in archaeology at Columbia University in 1946 (Figure 1). During 
this time, Ralph also worked with the Smithsonian’s Bureau of American Ethnology 
as part of the River Basin Surveys project (Solecki 2006; Thiessen and Roberts 2009). 
Ralph continued in various capacities at the Smithsonian for over a decade, eventu-
ally being named associate curator within the Department of Anthropology in 1958. 
While at the Smithsonian, Ralph conducted three of the four field seasons of exca-
vation at the sites of Shanidar Cave, uncovering nine Neanderthal skeletons (a tenth 
was later discovered within the Soleckis’ excavation material by Cowgill et al. 2007) 
and a Proto-Neolithic cemetery (Solecki 1953, 1955, 1961, 1963, 1971, 1972; Solecki, 
Solecki, and Agelarakis 2004). Rose also conducted one of the two excavation seasons 
at the nearby Proto-Neolithic site of Zawi Chemi Shanidar (Solecki 1981). The exca-
vations at Shanidar Cave and Zawi Chemi Shanidar proved to be pioneering for their 
time in that the Soleckis incorporated methodological and analytical influences from 
fields beyond archaeology and argued for innovative, and occasionally controversial, 
interpretations of the sites (Solecki 1971). 

Per an agreement between the Iraqi Directorate of Antiquities and the Smithsonian 
Institution, the Soleckis left a portion of the excavated materials with the Iraq Museum in 
Baghdad. This included eight of the nine Neanderthal skeletons and approximately half 
of the other excavated material. The other half of the material, including one Neanderthal 
skeleton, was brought to the United States National Museum (now the Smithsonian Insti-
tution’s National Museum of Natural History) in Washington, DC (Solecki 1971). How-
ever, in 1959 Ralph left the Smithsonian for a professorship with Columbia University’s 
Department of Anthropology, further splitting the archaeological material and taking part 
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of the Smithsonian’s collection (approximately 550 catalog records) from Seasons I-III of 
excavation at Shanidar Cave and Zawi Chemi Shanidar and depositing them at Columbia 
University. The Soleckis then conducted the final field season at Shanidar Cave and Zawi 
Chemi Shanidar in 1960, and the collections were again split between the Iraq Museum 
and Columbia University, presumably under another agreement between the Iraqi Direc-
torate of Antiquities and Columbia University (although at the time of publication, the 
author has not located such an agreement within the archival collection). In addition to 
occasionally working in North America, Europe, and Africa throughout their careers, the 
Soleckis primarily focused their work in Southwest Asia and excavated other sites includ-
ing at Nahr Ibrahim and El Masloukh in Lebanon and Yabroud in Syria until Ralph’s 
retirement from Columbia University in 1988. From 1990 to 2000, the Soleckis relo-
cated to be adjunct faculty in the Department of Anthropology at Texas A&M University 
and they brought with them the artifact and archival collections from their excavations, 
which had been housed at Columbia University. They, and the collections, later returned 
to Columbia University in 2000, although some materials may remain at Texas A&M 
University. In summary, over the course of their careers, archival records and archaeolog-
ical excavation material by the Soleckis were spread across the Smithsonian Institution, 
Columbia University, Texas A&M University, and the Iraq Museum in Baghdad. 

Figure 1. Ralph and Rose Solecki with artifacts from Shanidar 
Cave and Zawi Chemi Shanidar, 1957 (Series 1.7 Photographs 
and Slides 1950– 2017, Box 57, Folder ‘Shanidar Cave and Zawi 
Chemi Views, General Studies 1956-1973’, Ralph S. and Rose L. 
Solecki papers, National Anthropological Archives, Smithso-
nian Institution).
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In August 2016, Smithsonian staff traveled to Columbia University and to the 
Soleckis’ home in South Orange, New Jersey to collect both the archival and arti-
fact collections of the Soleckis. This transfer of material comprised archival records, 
artifacts, and archaeobiological material from Shanidar Cave, Zawi Chemi Shanidar, 
Lebanon, Syria, and other specimens from their collections at Columbia University 
intended to join to the Soleckis’ existing collections at the Smithsonian from north-
ern Iraq, Alaska, and other localities in which Ralph excavated during his time with 
the River Basin Surveys (Figure 2a). Around this time, archival and archaeological 
material relating to the Soleckis’ work in New York and the surrounding environs was 
transferred to the American Museum of Natural History in New York City. In January 
2018, additional archival material, artifacts, and a collection of field equipment were 
transferred to the Smithsonian (Figure 2b). Finally, in May and July 2019, three more 
boxes of material sent by the Solecki family joined the archival collection. 

Formulating the Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki Papers and Artifacts Project

Conversations and recommendations surrounding the curation and management of 
archaeological collections, which has grappled with the “crisis” of overwhelming vol-
umes of material and data, has been ongoing for decades (Childs 2004; Collins et al. 
2010; Knoll and Hucknell 2019 Pearce 1997; Sullivan and Childs 2003). While repos-
itories like the NMNH struggle to conquer the backlog of specimens and records, the 
field has begun to advocate for increased use of legacy collections in an attempt to 
reduce the amount of new material excavated (Frieman and Janz 2018; Luby et al. 
2013) and to standardize the management not only of the specimens but also of the 
associated data within collecting repositories (Barker 2001). Ixchel Faniel and her 
collaborators have discussed the challenges of maintaining critical contextual data for 
future archaeological data reuse from the field to the repository “due to the emergent 
and diffuse nature of guidelines, standards, and ontologies in archaeology” (2013, 
296). Recent scholarship has also focused particularly on archaeological archives 
and their critical role within the process of archaeological research (Bauer-Clapp and 
Kirakosian 2017). Sarah Buchanan (2019) states that proper archaeological steward-
ship can be thought of as an “assemblage of several professions,” and the Solecki Proj-

Figure 2. Before processing and cataloging the archival and specimen collections: (a) Ralph and 
Rose Solecki’s laboratory at Columbia University before being transferred to the Smithsonian 
Institution, 2016. Photograph by Teresa Hsu,  (b) Archival and artifact material at the Smithsonian 
Institution's Museum Support Center from the second transfer of material from the Solecki resi-
dence, 2018. Photograph by Molly Kamph.



doi/10.14434/mar.v15i1.31729 |  43Kamph

ect aimed to assemble the professions of archaeology, museum collections manage-
ment, and archival and information sciences to attempt to collaboratively integrate 
the existing legacy collections from the Soleckis with newly acquired material. 

The Solecki collections needed to be curated in a way that preserved not only the arti-
facts and archaeological specimens but also attempted to preserve crucial archaeolog-
ical data including excavation provenience, the collection’s provenance, archaeolog-
ical analysis, and other associated data in the archives. The two-year Solecki Project 
would operate with funding from the Smithsonian’s Collections Care and Preservation 
Fund and aim to process, catalog, and house the artifact, archaeobiology, and archival 
collections in accordance with Smithsonian collections management policies, and to 
link the archival records at the NAA to the Department of Anthropology’s archaeology 
collections to increase accessibility and facilitate research. This work was to be done 
by one contracted technician (the author) who was trained in archaeology, museum 
collections management, and archival processing, in conjunction with NAA, Depart-
ment of Anthropology collections management staff, and in consultation with the 
Soleckis. During the second year of the Solecki Project, eight interns and three volun-
teers also aided in cataloging and processing the artifact and archival collections. 

Year One: The Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki papers

The first year of the project focused on surveying, rehousing, arranging, and describ-
ing the archival materials of the Soleckis to both the NAA’s guidelines and DACS, or 
Describing Archives: A Content Standard, with the intention of creating an online 
finding aid for the Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki papers (Ritzenthaler 1993; Society 
of American Archivists 2019). 2 The initial collection consisted of thirty-five record 
boxes of professional and personal paper files; photographic prints and negatives; 
motion picture films; seven tubes of rolled maps; and a collection of oversized plexi-
glass maps, photograph albums, and illustrations dating from 1904–2017 (the early 
collection date owed to Solecki family genealogical documents). During the initial 
survey of the archival collection, it was determined that much of the material had 
been organized by the Soleckis by affiliation with archaeological site (e.g. Shanidar 
Cave) or institution (e.g. Columbia University). To maintain the original order of the 
collection, a preliminary archival processing plan was developed that would preserve 
the archival records themselves as well as the intellectual arrangement established by 
the Soleckis (Table 1) (Society for American Archivists 2019). This arrangement was 
intended to also allow for incorporation of the data found within the archival collec-
tion to the artifact and specimen collections in the second year of the project. 

Year One Workflow Planned Actual

Surveying Month 1-2 Month 1-2; Month 6-7

Rehousing and Preliminary 
Arrangement Month 2-6 Month 2-12

Description Month 6-12 Incomplete

Table 1. Timeline of Year One of the Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki Papers and Artifacts Project. Due 
to the influx of material approximately halfway through Year One, surveying the new materials 
transferred in January 2018 was done concurrently with rehousing and preliminary arrangement of 
materials from the August 2016 transfer.  
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In January 2018, Smithsonian staff again visited the Soleckis’ home in South Orange, 
New Jersey to collect another fifty boxes of archival and artifact material that the Soleckis 
had previously requested to be held back from the initial transfer of material due to 
their continued scholarship and in-process publications, and to conduct an oral history 
interview with the Soleckis. The material from the second transfer consisted primarily of 
research files and correspondence and was incorporated into the existing rehousing and 
arrangement workflow of the project. The workflow involved light preservation tasks such 
as removing paperclips and staples, refoldering, and rehousing into archival boxes. There-
after, materials were preliminarily arranged into archival series by archaeological site or 
institution. Due to the influx of material halfway through the first year of the project, the 
first phase of the project ended with much of the collection rehoused to archival standards 
and tentatively arranged, but little of the collection had been described into a publicly 
accessible online archival finding aid (Figure 3).

Figure 3. Part of the Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki papers being processed 
in storage at the Smithsonian Institution's Museum Support Center, 2018. 
Photograph by Molly Kamph.
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Year Two: The Solecki Artifact Collections

The second year of the project focused on cataloging artifacts comprising approxi-
mately 2,000 pounds (or 30 cubic feet) of archaeological material excavated by the 
Soleckis from Shanidar Cave, Zawi Chemi Shanidar, and other localities in northern 
Iraq; Lebanon, Syria, and other Southwest Asian sites; France and other European 
sites; Sudan; and field equipment used by the Soleckis during their excavations. 
Because of the extent of the collection and the intention to incorporate data from 
the archival collection in cataloging the artifacts, material from Shanidar Cave and 
Zawi Chemi Shanidar was prioritized for cataloging. This constraint on the scope and 
workflow of the project allowed for a concise unit of the material to be completely 
cataloged as well as potentially allow for more time to return to the archival collection 
to create the online finding aid (Table 2). 

Like the processing workflow of the archival collection, the artifacts and specimens 
from Shanidar Cave and Zawi Chemi Shanidar were first surveyed to determine how 
to incorporate the newly donated materials from the 2016 transfer of material. The 
survey illuminated the complex history and provenance of the artifact collection from 
Shanidar Cave and Zawi Chemi Shanidar at the Smithsonian and Columbia Univer-
sity. For example, the newly donated collections primarily comprised of material 
from the fourth (IV) and final season of excavation for the Soleckis in northern Iraq; 
however, part of the newly transferred materials (550 catalog records) consisted of 
artifacts and specimens from the third (III) season of excavation that were previ-
ously catalogued by the Smithsonian Institution, but that Ralph brought with him 
to Columbia University in 1959 (Figure 4a). These materials were reunited with the 
existing, cataloged Shanidar Cave and Zawi Chemi Shanidar collection in a new per-
manent storage location at the Smithsonian’s Museum Support Center.3 During this 
time, the archival collection was also assessed for records that would aid in establish-
ing provenience and analysis of the artifacts and archaeobiological material, which 
highlighted several categories of files: excavation catalogs/registers, field data cards, 
field notes, maps, and artifact analysis data sheets. The information held within these 
archival documents proved critical to the eventual cataloging and attempted recontex-
tualization of the archaeological specimens.

Year Two Workflow Planned Actual

Surveying Collection and 
Archival Assessment Month 1-2 Month 1-2

Re-cataloguing Existing 
Collection Month 2-5 Month 2-5

Pod Integration Month 5 Month 5

Cataloguing New Material Month 6-12 Month 5-11

Continued Archival  
Rehousing and Description Not planned, but possible Month 9-13

Digitizing Archival Material Not planned Month 6-13

Digitizing Archaeological 
Specimens Not planned Month 11-13

Table 2. Timeline of Year Two of the Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki Papers and Artifacts Project. Due 
to the United States federal government shutdown in January 2019, the project was paused and 
then extended for one month (Month 13) upon reopening of the federal government. 
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After surveying the collection and integrating the previously cataloged material into 
storage, cataloging the new material from the fourth (IV) season of excavation mate-
rial from Shanidar Cave and Zawi Chemi Shanidar commenced (Figure 4b). The initial 
organization of the new material was by field number as assigned by the Soleckis during 
excavation. Once the field number for a subset of artifacts was established, the grouping 
was further organized by material (ceramic, lithic, archaeofaunal/biological) and then by 
type. Many of the further distinctions were denoted by other numbering systems set by 
the Soleckis or one of their collaborators (a few examples of other numbers and categories 
used by the Soleckis found on the artifacts are as follows in Table 3). 

These other numbering systems found written on the artifacts required a counterpart 
within the archival records that had been identified within the prior survey of the 
collections, such as a catalog/register, data card, or analysis sheet, for proper incor-
poration into the museum’s collections catalog and database (KE-EMu). Once the 

Figure 4. Cataloging and integrating the artifact and specimen collections: (a) Re-catalogued arti-
facts from Season III excavations of Shanidar Cave (Accession 220078, Department of Anthropol-
ogy, National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution). Photograph by Molly Kamph, 
(b) Cataloged specimens being integrated into permanent storage at the Smithsonian Institution's 
Museum Support Center. Photograph by Tiffany Priest. 

Table 3. Examples of handwritten artifact labels, signified number types, and associated physical 
archival media from the collections from Shanidar Cave and Zawi Chemi Shanidar (Accession 
220078).
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archival counterpart was identified, the goal was to cross-reference the artifact and 
archival collections through the Department of Anthropology’s collections database 
by tagging the corresponding catalog record with the Soleckis’ field and/or artifact 
numbers as well as providing citations as to where the archival documentation for the 
corresponding number occurred within the archival collection within a “Notes” field. 
It should be noted that similar citations are not found within the archival finding aid 
due to the standards set forth by DACS (Society of American Archivists 2019). Unsur-
prisingly, the archival records proved crucial to the organization and classification 
of the artifacts (Figure 5). The collection is now comprised of 3,600 catalog records 
of material that have been measured, catalogued, and labelled with newly assigned 
Smithsonian numbers, and entered in the collections database. All of the Shanidar 
Cave and Zawi Chemi Shanidar material is publicly accessible on the Smithsonian’s 
Department of Anthropology online Collections Search platform.3

Figure 5. “Notched Steep Side Scraper” artifact (A607238-0) and 
catalog illustration from Season IV excavations of Zawi Chemi 
Shanidar, 1960 (Series 1.1 Season I-IV Field Notebooks, Excavation 
Catalogs, and Notes, 1951–1963, Box 6, Folder ‘IV Register of 
Catalogued Specimens’, Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki papers, 
National Anthropological Archives; Accession 220078, Department 
of Anthropology, National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian 
Institution). Photograph by Molly Kamph.
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The final stage of the second year of the project was dedicated to making as 
much of the archival collection accessible online as possible. This effort included 
describing the archival material related to the Soleckis’ work at Shanidar Cave 
and Zawi Chemi Shanidar in the online finding aid for their papers. The accessible 
archival material from Shanidar Cave and Zawi Chemi Shanidar include ninety- 
eight boxes of paper files, photographs, sound recordings, and motion picture 
films. Approximately one hundred boxes containing material from the Soleckis 
work in Lebanon, Syria, and elsewhere remain to be arranged and described into 
the finding aid. Interns and volunteers on the Solecki Project also digitized 3,500 
field and artifact data cards that can be viewed in the online Ralph S. and Rose L. 
Solecki papers finding aid on the Smithsonian’s Online Virtual Archives website. 
As of 2021, the digitized data cards are in the process of incrementally being tran-
scribed by virtual volunteers through the Smithsonian’s Transcription Center for 
increased searchability.4

Constructing Archaeological Legacies: Challenges and Conclusions

The collaborative goals and methodologies of the Solecki Project were not with-
out challenges. The history and varied provenance of the collection through the 
Soleckis’ careers proved challenging to reconcile, and the ramifications of com-
plex, dispersed legacy collections and archives like the Soleckis can be daunting to 
overcome (Knoll and Hucknell 2019; Punzalan 2014). First, the project spanned 
interdisciplinary differences in shifting professional standards over the decades-
long history of the collection in the fields of archaeology, museum collections 
management, and archives, including differing epistemologies in determining how 
to best steward the collections while also making them accessible to the archaeo-
logical, museum, and archives researchers and communities. Institutionally, the 
project grappled with time and funding constraints (although unlike other reposi-
tories, the project benefited from an internal funding source), integrating the new 
material into the existing collection, and liaising between two separate reposi-
tories, the NAA and Department of Anthropology object collections. While both 
repositories are located at the Smithsonian’s Museum Support Center, and histori-
cally associated within the NMNH Department of Anthropology, each approached 
the collection following distinct, occasionally incompatible disciplinary standards 
including the ways in which the archival and artifacts collections are organized 
in two separate data management software applications (ArchivesSpace and 
KE-EMu). Although the databases are equipped with the structural ability to 
incorporate both archival and object data, the ontological differences and dis-
parate standards between the two fields and repositories constrained where the 
relational information could be located within the databases. Archives typically 
approach the organization and description of their collections and its associated 
information in standardized aggregates (or series) in order to uphold the princi-
ples of original order, provenance, and context (Jimerson 2002; Society of Amer-
ican Archivists 2019). Due to archival guidelines such as DACS and the National 
Anthropological Archives’ Processing Standards (which closely follows DACS), 
the archival finding aid was limited in the type of information it could contain 
(Society of American Archivists 2019). While the museum field also follows 
guidelines and best practices such as Museum Registration Methods (or MRM6), 
many museums and even departments or divisions within museums often develop 
their own standards for cataloging at item- or lot-level as well as for associated 
data contained within collections records and catalog databases, which can result 
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profound legacy issues that ultimately result in costly recataloging efforts but 
allows for more flexibility (Simmons and Kiser 2020). The NMNH Department of 
Anthropology’s catalog permitted more contextual information from the archival 
records to be included in more flexible database fields like “Notes,” so the artifact 
catalog became the location where many of the archival connections were docu-
mented. The incompatibility in these standards and systems can inhibit the inher-
ent connections and ultimately the accessibility of the physical and intellectual 
data within the collections (Greene 2016; Nimer and Daines 2008; Turner 2016; 
Wiedeman 2019). Finally, integrating the collections during the project presented 
logistical challenges. The archival and artifact collections were both large (107 lin-
ear feet for the archives, 2,000 pounds of 30 cubic feet of archaeological material), 
which, for many repositories including the Smithsonian, can lead to long-term 
storage challenges inherent to the archaeological curation crisis (Childs 2004; 
Childs and Sullivan 2003). 

The amount of time required to comprehensively process, catalog, and integrate 
the collections through a similar methodology to the Solecki Project, including 
cross-referencing and digitization, in addition to the basic cataloging and archival 
processing standards are demanding within current interdisciplinary and insti-
tutional constraints. To counter some of these challenges, the project relied upon 
eight interns and three volunteers throughout the course of the project along with 
one full-time contractor to complete approximately one-third of the collection to 
this level of stewardship in consultation with NMNH curator emeritus Melinda 
Zeder, the Solecki family, and staff of the NAA and the Department of Anthropol-
ogy collections management group. Moving forward, the archaeological, museum, 
and archives communities must continue to collaborate and innovate to improve 
upon the ways in which archaeological legacies and associated collections are 
established and stewarded in collecting repositories (Frieman and Janz 2018; 
Knoll and Hucknell 2019). By effectively and sustainably integrating these mate-
rials, heritage communities and future researchers can begin to engage more fully 
with the range of historical and scientific legacies (Barker 2001; Buchanan 2019; 
Schiappacasse 2019). 

With exciting new discoveries continuing to be uncovered at the Shanidar Cave 
site by the next generation of archaeologists (Pomeroy et al. 2020; Reynolds 
et al. 2015), the stewardship and accessibility of these collections through the 
Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki Papers and Artifacts Project provides a case study 
exploring the legacy of archaeological museum and archives collections through 
collaborative collections and archives management (Figure 6). While the connec-
tion between the archival and artifact collections may not be surprising and is, in 
fact, second nature to most archaeologists, the way in which these collections are 
ultimately stewarded by archives and museum professionals, separated by distinct 
disciplines, proves challenging for maintaining the crucial connections between 
them. Archaeologists should be deeply involved in constructing the legacy of the 
collections tied to their work through engaging with the institutions that will care 
for their collections and make them available for future scholarship (Figure 6a). 
Institutions and repositories should collaborate in innovative ways while steward-
ing archaeological collections to find a balance between the imperative of stew-
ardship and accessibility and the realistic expectations for archives and museum 
professionals with limited funding, staffing, and opportunity for efforts to collabo-
ratively preserve archaeological collections. 
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Finally, the author wishes to thank the editorial staff, reviewers, and many others 
who provided thoughtful comments on this publication. 

Figure 6. Highlights from the Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki collections: (a) Ralph and Rose Solecki 
being interviewed for an oral history recording in their home by National Anthropological Archives 
staff. Photograph by Diana Marsh, (b) Ralph Solecki’s field notebook entry for the discovery of 
the Shanidar 1 Neanderthal, 1957 (Series 1.1 Season I-IV Field Notebooks, Excavation Catalogs, 
and Notes, 1951-1963, Box 4, Folder ‘1957 Shanidar’, Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki papers, National 
Anthropological Archives). Photograph by Molly Kamph, (c) Ralph Solecki’s personal trowel 
(Department of Anthropology, National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution). Pho-
tograph by Molly Kamph. 
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Notes

1. More information about the Smithsonian’s Collections Care and Preservation Fund 
is available at https://interdisciplinary.si.edu/collections/collections-care/.
2. Ralph S. and Rose L. Solecki Papers, National Anthropological Archives, 
Smithsonian Institution. Available at https://sova.si.edu/record/NAA.2016-29.
3. Accession 220078, Department of Anthropology, National Museum of Natural 
History, Smithsonian Institution. Available at https://collections.nmnh.si.edu 
/search/anth/?q=an+220078.
4. More information about the Smithsonian Transcription Center is available at 
https://transcription.si.edu/, and more about the transcription of the Ralph and  
Rose Solecki- Field and Artifact Data Cards Project available at https://transcription 
.si.edu/node/96.
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