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Chapter 8

The work presented in the previous chapters represents the effort to investigate a partic-
ular group of “objects,” Andean mummies, from two complementary perspectives: histor-
ical and archaeological. As has been emphasized during this thesis, the descriptions of the
physical properties of these human remains, their materiality, and the discourses written
about them through time allow a reconstruction of object biographies. Through the biog-
raphies of objects and people, in this case indeed of both, a practice charged with power
relations, such as collecting, can start to be untangled.

This chapter is thus a summary and reflection of the journey followed through
these pages to answer the initial question posed by this research: What are the relation-
ships between Andean and Western European nations that can be evidenced by looking
at the collections of Andean mummified human remains formed for National Western
European museums from the mid nineteenth century until 1930, and what do they tell us
about those same relationships today?

Answering these question demanded, as explained in chapter 2, an understand-
ing of collecting as the transformation of things into objects of signification, where the sys-
tems of circulation in which they move in one point or another of their histories become a
reflection of History.

The historical moment represented in the collections of which this research en-
compasses is the period between the mid nineteenth century and the first half of the
twentieth century. As a consequence of the timeframe chosen, the first conclusion that
can be drawn is that the collections researched show commonalities born out of a glob-
al change in the way culture is perceived, and as such can be compared and discussed
outside of the specific museum to which they belong. Though this conclusion may seem
obvious, it is important to consider that, for Andean mummy collections in Europe, a com-
parative approach has not been used before.

The description and comparative contextualization of the Andean human remains
extant in European national museum collections was one of the objectives of this work,
and that exercise introduced the possibility of considering these collections on a macro
level, and as such, to exchange information between them regarding “objects” and collec-
tors. In that line, this thesis has stressed that it is of vital importance to understand the
political process in which these collections are circulating. The way these mummies move
and are transacted is embedded with the meaning given to them by the agents/actors who
moved them. These actors are not constrained to fixed spheres: a collector can be at the
same time a political personality, a private donor of antiquities, and an ethnology enthu-
siast.

The second conclusion of this thesis is that, though the sphere in which this
exercise has been undertaken is that of national museums, the history of the collection
of Andean mummies in Europe, told through this research, is not only applicable to that

particular realm. Collections are being formed in universities and private institutions fol-
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lowing similar trends, in line with the intention to construct national identities. In that
regard, museum collections are seen as platforms for the expression, and construction
through opposition, of identity.

Looking at the collections as a whole highlights the process of change of cultural
institutions in Europe; how the collections of Andean mummies, and of American objects
in general, have changed through time. The historical narratives and circumstances visible
through those processes show that there is a perhaps unconscious connection between
the experiences of all these collectors, and in consequence between the collections made
for each museum. Unconscious in the sense that these connections are formed from tem-
poral coincidences, more than from a deliberate intent to connect and collect similarly,
but are nevertheless conducive to the same results. The idea of a museum as an heteropia,
in Foucaults terms, aligns with this vision of the museum as a sum of all these conscious
and unconscious efforts to collect, joining together in a transformative space.

Secondary questions posed at the beginning of this work are answered from this
perspective: What are the regions, cultures and populations represented in Andean mum-
my collections in Western Europe and what is their relevance in relation to archaeological
collections of the same nature in their countries of origin?

The re-contextualization of remains that took place during this thesis shows a
number of sites and the cultures mentioned which need to be updated. Nevertheless,
there is still a considerable prevalence of Peruvian objects in the collections analyzed.
Chapter 6 mentioned that documentary information pointed out that half of the mummies
of all the collections are currently described as coming from Peru. The second largest pro-
venience was recorded from archives as being Chile, but lagging far behind from Peru. In
third place came Argentina, followed closely by Bolivia, and in last place Colombia.

After re-contextualization, the data presented by this thesis positions Peru as
the place of origin of 78% of the human mummified material collected. Bolivia, however,
gained prominence with 12% of the total, followed by Chile and lastly Colombia. This dif-
ference is due to the ambivalence of remains that are now identified as coming from the
Tiahuanaco area, which included modern Peruvian borders to the Pacific, but that is taken
here in relation to the center of power, which is located in Bolivia.

An important conclusion can be made from these statements: Peruvian material,
including mummified remains, was the most commonly collected by European museums
in the mid nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. In terms of cultural archaeological
groups represented in the collections, those associated with the regions occupied by the
Chancay and Lima affiliations are the most common. The Tiahuanaco, Arica, Wari, Muisca,
Inca and Chinchorro classifications make up the second largest group; while Paracas and
Chimu-Inca are almost absent.

The geographic spread of what was collected is another important dataset that

needs to be considered. Though the timeframes of collecting point to historically signif-
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icant moments and motivations, the spread of where these remains were collected can
certainly help reinforce or reject those temporary links. Not only do they convey areas of
interaction for collecting, but these locations of collecting also point to routes of trade in
objects and ideas. Furthermore, they speak of limitations of movement and, more impor-
tantly, they also show a first indication of the cultural representations that were sought
for the Andes, aided by the interactions with local scientists, and reinforced by continuous
visits to the same places that had been already proven to yield a high quantity of objects.

These results are probably a caused by the familiarity with Peruvian archaeology
that early collecting had sprouted, and by Latin American collectors who specialized in the
area, such as Mariano Macedo, as much as by political circumstances, wars and diplomatic
postings.

As important as the descriptions made of where and when mummies were found
in the Andes, the collectors, donors, and sellers of these remains offer a different insight
to the collections in this research. The information available on documents and archives
comes precisely from what those sellers and collectors have deemed appropriate to con-
vey to the museum. In that sense, the direct interlocutors for the mummies are their col-
lectors. Therefore, the relevance of understanding who collected the remains now present
in museum collections has to do with the veracity and validity of the information provided
about them.

Through the available archival information, it becomes evident that there were at
least three very well-defined groups of collectors, which provided not necessarily different
types of information on the mummies, but rather a more or less nuanced recording of said
information. A general way to describe these actors is calling them nineteenth century
travelers. Though the collectors of mummies are indeed travelers from Europe to the
Americas, lumping them all together under the same category diminishes the complexity
of their travels.

The veracity of their claims and the authenticity of the information provided with
the mummies should still be taken with healthy skepticism, more so in the case of private
sellers or sponsored scientific collectors, as their bending of the truth may have served
their economic intentions — and we are not privy to those through documentary evidence.

How these collectors moved and finally donated the remains they had collected
is also a point of interest. In that regard, one of the important concerns of this research
was to try and untangle, from the places where mummies were collected to their ports of
arrival, if there were particular routes, areas or transports on which these mummies were
taken on their way to Europe. In that sense, the author aspired to map the journeys of
these Andean remains from their origin sites to Europe. Ultimately, mummies themselves,
as well as antiquities, were not traveling or moving in particular circles or specialized ves-
sels from America to Europe, but rather as all other freight, they followed the same routes
as other imports.
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Chapter 5 described the political moments (such as wars) and relationships (economic,
military and cultural) between the Andes and Western Europe that led to the creation of
these museum collections in the period between 1850-1930. The first political changes:
independence, nation formation and early border disputes take place in the Andes in the
early-nineteenth century, up until the 1860s. Later on, three moments of conflict coincid-
ed with popular periods of mummy collecting, particularly from 1865 to 1900: one is the
end of the Civil War in the United States, the second, the War of the Triple Alliance, and
the third, the War of the Pacific. In that regard, as has been argued, the independence
process and the disputes for borders at the time are very much linked with the collecting
opportunities for archaeological artifacts.

Similarly, the shifts in cultural displays introduced by World Exhibits provided a
stimulus to anthropological research. These included the Paris exhibits of 1878 and 1889,
and continued during the Chicago Exhibition in 1892.

The human remains in which this research focuses clearly highlight that collecting
practices involving human remains should be embedded within the history of anthropo-
logical practice, as much as the practice of collecting. The transformation of collectors’
interests, from the admiration of sacred practices to that of scientific curiosity, is extreme-
ly important when considering sensitive objects such as Andean mummies. Likewise, the
practice of anthropological collecting, changing from the collecting of mummified remains
to that of skeletal material, is vitally important when looking at the conditions of the
remains once they are integrated into collections. It is on par with the importance of the
type of museum and collection into which they are integrated, whether they focus on ar-
chaeology, ethnology, or natural history.

The relation between what was collected in the nineteenth century by Europe
and what has been left behind and collected in Latin America is interesting in that it
shows two things: that European collectors had been coached and aided by local archae-
ologists and enthusiasts; and that what is collected in Europe does not always represent
the most interesting items discovered to date.

In that regard, this thesis has shown that in Latin America the remains are pre-
sented within their specific burial contexts, with their offerings and, when possible, within
their original bundles. As such, the exhibition halls present a full overview of mortuary
practice, rather than only the bodies of the dead.

This leads to answering another of the secondary questions posed: How does the
place of Andean mummies in Western European museum collections, from the time of
their acquisition until today, reinforce or not the representation of the Andes in the West?
Chapter 7 focuses on showing how source nations have handled their remains in a more
integrated way. Archaeology and the exhibition of mummies have shifted together, not
with one leaving the other behind. In Europe, the Andean mummy context has long been

overlooked, with only now a few cases where they are integrated into projects concerning
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mummified remains. It is worth pointing out, though, that those projects were originally
born of inspiration from Egyptian mummies and not Andean mummies.

While for other remains such as stone, textiles and especially ceramics, the An-
dean world continued to be exhibited, updated and hence reimagined in European muse-
ums, the mummies were consistently left behind the veil of nineteenth century discovery,
as has been seen by their exhibit cases and documentary information. This leads to the
conclusion that there has been no translation of meanings, no change of understandings
since their inclusions in the collections, and though studies like this one are encouraging
in that they show there is an interest from curators and museums to change this, there
is still much work to be done.

In regards to the question posed during the introduction: “How do mummies
represent what is thought of as the Andean world in European museums?“ the answer is
much more complicated. The collecting process of the first half of the twentieth century
proposed a way in which the mummies may have had a role in showcasing a part of the
Andean culture, but their presentation to the public was not always accurate, complete or
contextualized. This is not exclusive to Andean materials, or human remains. Following the
critiques explored in chapter 2 of the way museums today present knowledge, it may be
that this lack of discernment about what from the Andes is showcased and how is a con-
sequence of colonial thinking and should be looked at carefully for each subset of objects,
in each museum in particular, and in comparison with materials from other geopolitical
contexts such as Africa and Asia. Another conclusion drawn from these reflections is that
because of the particular obscure place that mummies have had in the collections re-
searched, there is no systematic approach that can be used to look for a representation
of the Andes in the way the mummies are now exhibited or stored.

In that same line, the intentionality of collecting poses issues when interpreting
museum holdings. Although looking at collections as a whole and not separated by mu-
seum allows for a macro view of holdings, individual motivations — consideration of taste
— cannot be taken into account when looking at collections from this perspective. The per-
sonal preferences of collectors in terms of color, details, etc. or even in terms of luggage
allowances when making the transatlantic trip, could also be factors that limit what is col-
lected and could skew the interpretations made in terms of the demographic composition
of mummy collections in Europe.

The question of how the place of Andean mummies within Western European
museum collections has changed from 1930 until today can be answered in the same way.
There is no systematic way to account for exhibit and storage changes across the museums
explored in this research. The information available on the administration of the collec-
tions is limited to the data recorded by curators, conservators, and managers, and so,
dependent on what they have deemed important to note. In some cases, it can be detailed

from every time a collection is inspected, in others the information is non-existent. In that
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sense, sometimes it is not possible to decipher if the remains have been exhibited, for
example, or if the curators have treated them with pesticides, resins or coatings. Though
directly associated objects are almost always noted — as the case of funerary wares sold or
collected with the remains— relationships between mummies and other not directly asso-
ciated objects is not normally noted, though it is present most of the time in the accession
books. To retrace the life of each mummy is very difficult. Though the majority of muse-
ums are following the guidelines written by UNESCO and ICOM in regards to the display
and storage of human remains, there are a few museums that have maintained displays
from the end of the nineteenth century and the beginning of the twentieth century. This
leads to a conclusion that, though global trends are reflected in the majority of national
museums in regards to the exhibition and storage of human remains, a particular case-
by-case story is more telling of national cultural heritage management.

Considering the methodological challenges faced by this dissertation, there have
been several observations that should be emphasized here. The first is that most human
remains that have been separated from diagnostic artifacts cannot be contextualized by
non-destructive methods. Only by means of isotopic or DNA techniques can these remains
be geographically placed, though there is no means to specify the cultures to which they
may have belonged.

A second important observation is that most contextualization possible with re-
mains that have associated artifacts has to do with textiles. It is vital then that the existing
research with textiles that has already been conducted, sometimes in the same museum
collections, be compared to those attached to the human remains in said collections. Sim-
ilarly, the importance of the transformation of the remains, unbundling, textile separa-
tion, funerary offerings separation, etc. should be accounted for before contextualiza-
tion, and the only way to be privy to that information is by looking at the collectors and
descriptions found in the museum’s accession books and archives. Thirdly, though there
are manuals regarding the storage and conservation of human remains published in the
United Kingdom, most museums visited do not have a standardized protocol to deal with
the storage demands of the mummified remains in their collections. A comparison be-
tween the collections has highlighted these differences and should be further addressed
in future research.

The issues in regards to collecting, exhibiting, and storing human remains are far
from resolved. However, this thesis points at the history of their collecting at a national
level as a means to re-contextualize them in museum collections and as a starting point to
embark on further discussion regarding their roles and permanence in those collections.

It is not the aim of this work to suggest practices that should be implemented in
the museum collections. That has been done individually with reports to the museums
after research visits. What is important here is to emphasize the contribution of compar-

ative work, and more to the point, of comparative work that includes both historical and
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archaeological data. Complementary, interdisciplinary research is starting to be the norm
in the humanities, and the exploration of human remains collections is a good point to
continue with this trend, at the very least with paleo-imaging and other bio-archaeological
methods when possible (like DNA and isotope testing).

The analysis of timeframes, actors, and places of collecting, as well as the in-
formation recorded about all three by museums, can result in vital information not only
about the process of collecting itself, but also about the motivations and contacts between
source countries and the European repositories of these remains. Although an interpreta-
tion of the consequences of such processes and motivations on the way these human re-
mains have been stored, exhibited and classified in national museums necessitates further
observation into their materiality and history once within the museum, the information
presented in this dissertation serves as a valuable starting point to continue exploring
these critical topics.

In rooms packed with ancient objects, human remains and especially mummies
deserve particular attention. Not as materials, but as witnesses of the past, agents of
change in of themselves in pre-Columbian times, now transformed into onlookers as the

world around them has tried to accommodate them, both in storage and exhibit rooms.

232



Conclusions

233






REFERENCES



1.Primary Sources

Austria, Vienna, Weltmuseum
Acession book registry 27.371, 1887
Acession book registry 27.372, 1887
Acesssion book registry 27.382, 1887
Acession book registry 58.336, 1887
Acession book registry 139.748a, 1948
Acession book registry 139.922, 1922
Acession book registry 186.208_1_2, 1888
Acession book registry 5798, 1888
Acession book registry 5833, 1888
Acession book registry 5877, 1888
Acession book registry VO5808, 1888
Acession book registry VO5809, 1888
Acession letters Lois Sokolosky. 1887.
Acession letters Victor Wolfgang von Hagen, 1947
Acession letters Adolf Nobl, 1897

Belgium, Brussels, Royal Museum of Art and History
Acession letters Auguste Serruys, (1839)

Acession letters Corneille de Boom, (1846)

France, Lyon, Musée des Confluences

Acession letters Mr. Cotte (1903)

Acession books Muséum D’Histoire Naturelle de Lyon, (March 1878)
Acession books Muséum D’Histoire Naturelle de Lyon (January 1879)
Acession books Muséum D’Histoire Naturelle de Lyon (June 1879)
Acession books Muséum D’Histoire Naturelle de Lyon (May 1880)
Acession books Muséum D’Histoire Naturelle de Lyon (June 1884)

Acession books Muséum D’Histoire Naturelle de Lyon (December 1903)

2.Literature

Acsadi, G., & Nemeskéri, J. (1970). History of human life span and mortality. Akadémiai Kiadé.

Ahmed, S. (2000). Strange encounters: Embodied others in post-coloniality. Psychology Press.

Albert, A. M. & Maples, W. R. (1995). Stages of epiphyseal union for thoracic and lumbar vertebral centra as
a method of age determination for teenage and young adult skeletons. Journal of Forensic Science, 40(4),
623-633.

Albertti, S. J. M. ., Bienkowski, P., Chapman, M. J., & Drew, R. (2009). Should we display the dead?. Museum
and Society, 7(3), 133-149.

236



References

Albertti, S. J. M. & Hallam, E. (2013). Medical Museums. Paste, present, future. The Royal College of Sur-
geons of England.

Alegria, L., Ganger, S., & Polanco, G. (2009). Momias, crdneos y canibales. Lo indigena en las politicas de
“exhibicién” del Estado chileno a fines del siglo XIX. Nuevo Mundo Mundos Nuevos. Nouveaux mondes
mondes nouveaux-Novo Mundo Mundos Novos-New world New worlds.

Algee-Hewitt, B. F. (2013). “Age estimation in modern forensic anthropology”. In: Tersigni-Tarrant, M.T.A.
and Shirley, N.R. (eds). Forensic anthropology: An introduction, Boca Raton: CRC Press, pp. 181-230.
Andersen, L. (2010). Exhibiting human remains in the museum: A discussion of ethics and museum prac-
tice. Columbian College of Arts and Sciences of the George Washington University. Museum Studies, 270.
Andrushko, V. A. & Verano, J. W. (2008). Prehistoric trepanation in the Cuzco region of Peru: a view into an
ancient Andean practice. American Journal of Physical Anthropology, 137(1), 4-13.

Appadurai, A. (1994). “Commodities and the politics of value”. In: Pearce, S. (ed.), Interpreting objects and
collections, London and New York: Routledge, pp. 76-91.

Appelboom, T. & Struyven, J. (1999). Medical imaging of the Peruvian mummy Rascar Capac. The Lancet,
354(9196), 2153-2155.

Arriaza, B. T. (1995). Chinchorro bioarchaeology: chronology and mummy seriation. Latin American Antig-
uity, 6(1), 35-55.

Arroyo, F. C. (1990). La momia de Pisba Boyaca. Boletin Museo del Oro, 27, 3-13.

Ashcroft, B., Griffiths, G., & Tiffin, H. (1995). The post-colonial studies reader. London and New York: Rout-
ledge.

Assies, W. & Gundermann Kroll, H. (2007). Movimientos indigenas y gobiernos locales en América Lati-
na. San Pedro de Atacama: Linea Editorial IIAM.

Aykroyd, R. G., Lucy, D., Pollard, A. M., & Roberts, C. A. (1999). Nasty, brutish, but not necessarily short:
a reconsideration of the statistical methods used to calculate age at death from adult human skeletal and
dental age indicators. American antiquity, 64(1), 55-70.

Baker, B. J., Dupras, T. L., & Tocheri, M. W. (2005). The Osteology of Infants and Children. Texas A&M Uni-
versity Press.

Balachandran, S. (2009). Among the dead and their possessions: A conservator’s role in the death,
life, and afterlife of human remains and their associated objects. Journal of the American Institute for
Conservation, 48(3), 199-222.

Bankes, G. (1984). Middle and South American Archaeology and Ethnography. Newsletter (Museum Ethnog-
raphers Group), 15, 77-85.

Bass, B., Bass, W. M., & Jefferson, J. (2004). Death’s acre: inside the legendary forensic lab-the Body Farm-
where the dead do tell tales. New York: Penguin.

Bassnett, S. (2013). Translation studies. New York and London: Routledge.

Bea Brommer (eds.). (1988). 3000 Jaar Weven in de Andes. Textiel uit Peru en Bolivia. Gemeente Museum
Helmond.

Beckett, R. G. (2014). Paleoimaging: a review of applications and challenges. Forensic Science, Medicine,

and Pathology, 10(3), 423-436.

237




Beckett, R. G. & Conlogue, G. J. (2009). Paleoimaging: field applications for cultural remains and arti-
facts. Boca Raton, London and New York: CRC Press.

Bedoya, M. E. (2016). Antigliedades y nacion: Practicas del coleccionismo, agencia intelectual y sociab-
ilidades cientificas. Historias cruzadas desde la regidon andina (1890-1920). PhD Thesis, Universidad de
Barcelona.

Bennett, T. (2004). Pasts beyond memory: Evolution, museums, colonialism. New York: Routledge.

Bennett, T. (2013). The birth of the museum: History, theory, politics. New York: Routledge.

Bernstein, B. (1989). Ethnographic Museum Collections and their Use by Anthropologists. Museum
Anthropology, 13(1), 2-17.

Berthier-Foglar, S. (2009). The 1889 World Exhibition in Paris: The French, the Age of Machines, and
the Wild West. Nineteenth-Century Contexts, 31(2), 129-142.

Bleichmar, D. & Mancall, P. C. (eds.) (2011). Collecting across cultures: material exchanges in the early mod-
ern Atlantic world. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press.

Bloom, W. (1993). Personal identity, national identity and international relations (Vol. 9). New York: Cam-
bridge University Press.

Boccara, G. (2002). Colonizacidn, resistencia y mestizaje en las Américas (siglos XVI-XX) (Vol. 148). Editorial
Abya Yala.

de Bock, E. K. (1981). Pre-Colombiaanse Mummies uit het Rijksmuseum voor Volkenkunde te Leiden. Un-
published ms. Leiden, Museum of Ethnology.

Borucki, A. (2011). The slave trade to the Rio de La Plata, 1777-1812: Trans-imperial networks and Atlantic
warfare. Colonial Latin American Review, 20(1), 81-107.

Bourdieu, P. (1990). In other words: Essays towards a reflexive sociology. Stanford: Stanford University
Press.

Bourdieu, P., Darbel, A., & Schnapper, D. (1997). The love of art: European art museums and their pub-
lic. Cambridge: Polity Press.

Bourdieu, P. & Thompson, J. B. (1991). Language and symbolic power. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.
Briggs, A. (1988) Victorian Things. London: Batsford

Browman, D. (1999). Max Uhle and the Museo de Historia Nacional-Lima. Bulletin of the History of Archae-
ology, 9(1), 7-9.

Brown, P. (2011). Us and Them: who benefits from experimental exhibition making? Museum Management
and Curatorship, 26(2), 129-148.

Buikstra, J. (1981). A specialist in ancient cemetery studies looks at the reburial issue. Early Man, 3(3),
26-27.

Calatayud Arinero, M. (1986). Antecedentes y creacion del Real Gabinete de Historia Natural de Madrid. Ar-
bor, 123(482), 9.

Cafiizares-Esguerra, J. (1998). Spanish America in Eighteenth-Century European Travel Compilations: A New
«Art of Reading» and the Transition to Modernity. Journal of Early Modern History, 2(4), 329-349.
Cafiizares-Esguerra, J. (2001). How to write the history of the New World: histories, epistemologies, and

identities in the eighteenth-century Atlantic world. Stanford: Stanford University Press.

238



References

Cafiizares-Esguerra, J. (2007). Entangled Histories: Borderland Historiographies in New Clothes? The Amer-
ican Historical Review, 112(3), 787-799.

Carbonell, B. M. (2012). Museum studies: An anthology of contexts. Oxford: Blackwell Publishing.
Carducci, G. (2002). New Developments in the Law of the Sea: The UNESCO Convention on the Protection
of Underwater Cultural Heritage. American Journal of International Law, 96(2), 419-434.

Carminati, P. (2011). Les momies du Muséum national d’Histoire naturelle : du cabinet anthropologique au
musée de 'Homme. La Lettre de I'OCIM. Musées, Patrimoine et Culture scientifiques et techniques, 137,
26-34.

Carminati, P., Begerok, A.-M., & Gill-Frerking, H. (2014). Surface Treatment of Mummies: Mummification,
Conservation or Beautification. Yearbook of Mummy Studies, 2, 159-166.

Carter, C., Vilches, F., & Santoro, C. M. (2017). South American mummy trafficking. Captain Duniam’s nine-
teenth-century worldwide enterprises. Journal of the History of Collections, 29(3), 395-407.

Cassman, V., Odegaard, N & Powell, J. (2006). Human Remains: Guide for Museums and Academic Institu-
tions. Plymouth: Rowman Altamira Press.

Centeno, M. A. (1997). Blood and Debt: War and Taxation in Nineteenth-Century Latin America. American
Journal of Sociology, 102(6), 1565-1605.

Chapman, W. R. (1981). Ethnology in the museum: AHLF Pitt Rivers (1827-1900) and the institutional foun-
dations of British anthropology. PhD Thesis, Faculty of Anthropology and Geography, University of Oxford.
Clark, G. A. (1996). NAGPRA and the Demon-Haunted world. Society for American Archaeology Bulletin,
14(5), 3.

Clifford, J. (1988). The predicament of culture. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

Cockburn, A., Cockburn, E., & Reyman, T. A. (1998). Mummies, Disease and Ancient Cultures (2nd edi-
tion). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Coggins, C. (1969). lllicit Traffic of Pre-Columbian Antiquities. Art Journal, 29(1), 94-114.

Conde, R. C., Stein, S. J., & Rybadek-Mlynkova, J. (1977). Latin America: a guide to economic history, six-
teenth-1930. Los Angeles: University of California Press.

Conklin, A. L. (2002). Civil Society, Science, and Empire in Late Republican France: The Foundation of Paris’s
Museum of Man. Osiris, 17, 255-290.

Cordova Gonzélez, J. & Bernal Peralta, J. (2001). Fascinacion por las momias, reforzamiento de la vida. Chun-
gard (Arica), 33(1).

Coronil, F. (2015). “Latin American postcolonial studies and global decolonization”. In: Nayar, P.K. (ed).
Postcolonial Studies: An Anthology, Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell, pp. 175-193.

Cox, S. L. (2015). A critical look at mummy CT scanning. The Anatomical Record, 298(6), 1099-1110.
Crane, S. A. (1997). Memory, distortion, and history in the museum. History and Theory, 36(4), 44—63.
Crossland, Z. (2012). “Materiality and Embodiment”. In: Hicks, D. and Beaudry, M. (eds). The Oxford Hand-
book of Material Culture Studies. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp.386-405.

Cummins, T. B.(1998). Let me see! reading is for them: Colonial Andean images and objects «como es
costumbre tener los casiques Sefiores». In: Boone, E.H. and Cummins, T.B.F. (eds). Native Traditions in the

Postconquest World, Washington, DC: Dumbarton Oaks, pp.91-148.

239




Cunningham, C., Scheuer, L., & Black, S. (2016). Developmental juvenile osteology. Academic Press.

Cuvi, N., Sevilla, E., Ruiz, R., & Puig-Samper, M. A. (2016). Evolucionismo en America y Europa. Antro-
pologia, Biologia, Politica y Educacién. Quito: Flacso-Sede Ecuador, PUCE.

Dannélls, D., Damova, M., Enache, R., & Chechev, M. (2011). “A framework for improved access to museum
databases in the semantic web”. In: Proceedings of the Workshop on Language Technologies for Digital
Humanities and Cultural Heritage, Hissar, Bulgaria, 16 September 2011, pp. 3-10.

Dauelsberg, P. (1972). “Arqueologia del Departamento”. In: Enciclopedia de Arica. Ensayo de Informacion
General del Departamento de Arica. Santiago de Chile: Editorial de Enciclopedias Regionales Ltda, pp. 161-
178.

Dawson, W. R. (1928). Two Mummies from Colombia. Man, 28, 73-74.

De Beer, G. R. (1953). Sir Hans Sloane and the British Museum. The British Museum Quarterly, 18(1), 2—4.
Degano, I. & Colombini, M. P. (2009). Multi-analytical techniques for the study of pre-Columbian mummies
and related funerary materials. Journal of Archaeological Science, 36(8), 1783-1790.

Delbourgo, J. (2017). Collecting the World: the life and curiosity of Hans Sloane. Penguin UK.

Denzin, N. K. & Lincoln, Y. S. (2008). Collecting and interpreting qualitative materials (Vol. 3). Sage.

Dias, N. (1991). Le musée d’Ethnographie du Trocadéro (1878-1908). Anthropologie et muséologie en
France. Paris: Editions du CNRS.

Dias, N. (2010). “The visibility of difference: Nineteenth-century French anthropological collec-
tions”. In: Macdonald, S. (ed), The Politics of Display. Museums, Science, Culture. London and New York:
Routledge, pp. 44-58.

Diemel, C. & Dohrmann, A. (1999). Archaologie des Alten Peru. Mit der Sammling von Wilhelm und Erna
Gretzer (Vol. 1). Hannover : Niedersachsisches Landesmuseum Hannover.

Dillehay, T. (1995). Tombs for the Living. Andean Mortuary Practices. Washington, DC: Dumbarton Oaks
Pre-Columbian Symposia and Colloquia.

Dittmar, K., Mamat, U., Whiting, M., Goldmann, T., Reinhard, K., & Guillen, S. (2003). Techniques of
DNA-studies on prehispanic ectoparasites (Pulex sp., Pulicidae, Siphonaptera) from animal mummies of the
Chiribaya culture, Southern Peru. Memdrias do Instituto Oswaldo Cruz, 98, 53-58.

Do Carmo, M. A. (2002). Carmo Archaeological Museum: a guide to the permanent exhibition. Lisboa: As-
sociagdo dos Arquedlogos Portugueses.

Doyal, L., Muinzer, T., et.al. (2011). Should the skeleton of “the Irish giant” be buried at sea? BMJ: British
medical Journal (online), 343:d7597.

Dromgoole, S. (2003). 2001 UNESCO convention on the protection of the underwater cultural heritage. The
International Journal of Marine and Coastal Law, 18(1), 59—-108.

Franco Toriz, S., Dube, G., & Dube, S. (1999). Pasados poscoloniales: Coleccion de ensayos sobre la nueva
historia y etnografia de la India. México: El Colegio de México, Centro de Estudios de Asia y Africa.

Duran Serrano, E. (2004). El Nifio del Cerro el Plomo: A 50 afios de su hallazgo. Revista de Arqueologia
Americana, 23, 337-348.

Duvignaud, J. (1973). The sociology of art. New York: Harper & Row.

240



References

Dwyer, J. P. (1971). Chronology and iconography of late Paracas and early Nasca textile designs. Ph.D. dis-
sertation. Department of Anthropology, University of California, Berkeley.

Dyson, M. C. & Moran, K. (2000). Informing the design of web interfaces to museum collections. Museum
Management and Curatorship, 18(4), 391-406.

Earle, R. (2007). The return of the native: Indians and myth-making in Spanish America, 1810—-1930. Durham:
Duke University Press.

Edwards, J. (2009). Language and identity. Wiley Online Library.

Effert, R. A. H. D. (2008). Royal cabinets and auxiliary branches: origins of the National Museum of Ethnol-
ogy, 1816-1883. Leiden: CNWS Publications.

Elsner, J. & Cardinal, R. (eds.) (1994). Cultures of collecting. London: Reaktion Books.

Ernest, R. (1882). Qu’est-ce qu’une nation?. Conférence prononcée le 11 mars 1882 a la Sorbonne.
Escobar, A. (2004). Beyond the Third World: imperial globality, global coloniality and anti-globalisation
social movements. Third World Quarterly, 25(1), 207-230.

Fairclough, N. (2001). Language and power. London: Longman.

Farro, M. E. (2008). Historia de las colecciones en el Museo de La Plata, 1884-1906: naturalistas viajeros,
coleccionistas y comerciantes de objetos de historia natural a fines del Siglo XIX. Tesis Doctoral Inédita, La
Plata, Buenos Aires, 550 pp.

Fischer, M., Bolz, P., Kamel, S., & Schalk, E. (2007). Adolf Bastian and his universal archive of humanity: the
origins of German anthropology. Hildesheim: Georg Olms.

Fletcher, A., Antoine, D., & Hill, J. (2014). Regarding the Dead: Human Remains in the British Museum. Lon-
don: The British Museum.

Foerster, R. & Vergara, J. (2000). “Los mapuches y la lucha por el reconocimiento en la sociedad chilena”. In:
Castro, M. (ed). XlII Congreso Internacional de Derecho Consuetudinario y Pluralismo Legal: Desafios en el
tercer milenio, Vol. 1, pp. 191-206.

Foucault, M. (2002). The order of things: An archaeology of the human sciences. New York and London:
Routledge.

Frangozo, M. & Strecker, A. (2017). Caribbean Collections in European Museums and the Question of Re-
turns. International Journal of Cultural Property, 24(4), 451-477.

Ganger, S. (2009). Conquering the Past: Post-War Archaeology and Nationalism in the Borderlands of Chile
and Peru, c. 1880-1920. Comparative Studies in Society and History, 51(04), 691.

Ganger, S. (2013). Disjunctive circles: Modern intellectual culture in Cuzco and the journeys of the Incan
Antiquities ¢.1877-1921. Modern Intellectual History, 10(02), 399-414.

Ganger, S. (2014a). Conversaciones sobre el pasado. José Mariano Macedo y la arqueologia peruana, 1876—
1894. In: Kummels, I. and Noack, K. (eds.) Debates. Las conexiones temporales, regionales y transatlanticas
de los Andes y la Amazonia: Personas y objetos como actores de una historia entrelazada. Nuevo Mundo
Mundos Nuevos, 14.

Ganger, S. (2014b). Relics of the Past: The Collecting and Study of Pre-Columbian Antiquities in Peru and
Chile, 1837-1911. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

241




Gerassi-Navarro, N. (2017). Women, Travel, and Science in Nineteenth-Century. Palgrave Macmillan.
Geurds, A. & Broekhoven, L. V. (2013). Creating Authenticity: Authentication Processes in Ethnographic
Museums. Leiden: Sidestone Press.

Giddens, A. (1985). The Nation-State and Violence. Vol. 2: A Contemporary Critique of Historical Material-
ism. Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press.

Giddens, A. (1991). Modernity and self-identity: Self and society in the late modern age. Stanford: Stanford
University Press.

Gonzalez, L. R. (2003). El oro en el Noroeste argentino prehispanico. Estudios técnicos sobre dos objetos de
la Casa Morada de La Paya. Relaciones de la Sociedad Argentina de Antropologia, 28.

Gosden, C., Larson, F., & Petch, A. (2007). Knowing things: exploring the collections at the Pitt Rivers Muse-
um 1884-1945. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Gosden, C. & Marshall, Y. (1999). The cultural biography of objects. World archaeology, 31(2), 169-178.
Graf, C., Wager, E., Bowman, A., Fiack, S., Scott-Lichter, D., & Robinson, A. (2007). Best practice guidelines
on publication ethics: a publisher’s perspective. International journal of clinical practice, 61, 1-26.
Gronow, J. (2002). The Sociology of Taste. London: Routledge.

Guaman Poma de Ayala, F. (1980[1615]). Nueva cordnica y buen gobierno. Fundacion Biblioteca Ayacucho.
Guillén, S. (2004). Artificial mummies from the Andes. Collegium antropologicum, 28(2), 141-157.
Gustafsson, M. (2001). How is it that Chinchorro has become part of the western Swedish cultural heri-
tage? Chungard (Arica), 33(1), 103-105.

Hallam, E. & Street, B. (2013). Cultural Encounters: Representing Otherness. London: Routledge.

Hamy, E. T. (1897). Musée d’Ethnographie du Trocadéro Paris. Galerie américaine du Musée d’ethnographie
du Trocadeéro: choix de pieces archéologiques et ethnographiques. Paris: E. Leroux.

Heaney, C. (2018). How to Make an Inca Mummy: Andean Embalming, Peruvian Science, and the Collection
of Empire, Isis: A Journal of the History of Science Society, 109 (1), 1-27.

Heller, M. (2003). Globalization, the new economy, and the commodification of language and identity. Jour-
nal of sociolinguistics, 7(4), 473—-492.

Hernandez Alvarado, J. (2007). éUna nueva izquierda latino americana?, La Tendencia. Revista de Andlisis
Politico, 4, 18-21.

Herrmann, B. & Meyer, R.-D. (1993). Siidamerikanische Mumien aus vorspanischer Zeit: eine radiologische
Untersuchung. Staatliche Museen zu Berlin—Preussischer Kulturbesitz.

Hicks, D. & Beaudry, M. C. (2010). The Oxford Handbook of Material Culture Studies. Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press.

Hicks, D. & Stevenson, A. (2013). World Archaeology at the Pitt Rivers Museum: A Characterization. Oxford:
Archaeopress.

Hoffmann, B. (2017). “Introduction into the history of the textile collection at the Ethnological Museum
Berlin”. In: Bjerregaard, L. and Peters, A. (eds). PreColumbian Textile Conference VIl / Jornadas de Textiles
PreColombinos VII. Lincoln: Zea Books, pp. 176-190.

Holden, C. (2001). Otzi death riddle solved. Science, 293(5531), 795.

242



References

Holtorf, C. & Schadla-Hall, T. (1999). Age as Artefact: On Archaeological Authenticity. European Journal of
Archaeology, 2, 229-247.

Hora Tricallotis, E. (2000). Diademas de plumas en entierros de la costa del norte de Chile: ¢Evidencias de
la vestimenta de una posible parcialidad pescadora? Chungara, Revista de Antropologia Chilena, 32(2),
235-243.

Hrdli¢ka, A. (1930). The skeletal remains of early man. Washington: The Smithsonian Institution.
Hutchinson, T. J. (1873). Two Years in Peru with Exploration of its antiquities. London: S. Low, Marston, Low,
[and] Searle.

Ingold, T. (2000). The Perception of the Environment of the Environment: essays on livelihood, dwelling and
skill. London: Routledge.

Ikram, S. (2005). Divine creatures: animal mummies in ancient Egypt. American University in Cairo Press.
Isbell, W. H. (2008). “Wari and Tiwanaku: international identities in the central Andean Middle Horizon”.
In: Silverman H. and Isbell, W.H. (eds), The Handbook of South American Archaeology, New York: Springer,
pp. 731-759.

Isbell, W. H. & Schreiber, K. J. (1978). Was Huari a state? American Antiquity, 43(3), 372—-389.

Jenkins, R. (1996). Social Identity, London and New York: Routledge.

Jenkins, T. (2012). Who are we to decide? Internal challenges to cultural authority in the contestation over
human remains in British museums. Cultural Sociology, 6(4), 455-470.

Jones, G. & Harris, R. J. (1988). Archaeological Human Remains. Scientific, Cultural and Ethical consider-
ations. Current Anthropology, 39(2), 253-264.

Jones, S. (2010). Negotiating Authentic Objects and Authentic Selves. Beyond the Deconstruction of Au-
thenticity. Journal of Material Culture, 15(2), 181-203.

Joy, J. (2009). Reinvigorating object biography: reproducing the drama of object lives. World Archaeology,
41(4), 540-556.

Joyce, T. A. (1912). A short guide to the American antiquities in the British Museum: with 12 plates and 48
illustrations. London: The British Museum.

Joyce, R. A. (2008). Ancient bodies, ancient lives: sex, gender, and archaeology. New York: Thames & Hud-
son.

Julien, C. J. (1999). History and art in translation: The pafios and other objects collected by Francisco de
Toledo. Colonial Latin American Review, 8(1), 61-89.

Jungova, G. & Peceny, J. (2017). Chilean Infant Mummy in the Collections of the Naprstek Museum: Anthro-
pological Analysis. Annals of the Ndprstek Museum, 38(2), 87-92.

Kant, 1. (2001[1790]). Critique of the Power of Judgment. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Karp, I. (ed) (2012). Exhibiting cultures: The poetics and politics of museum display. Washington: The
Smithsonian Institution.

Kaulicke, P. (1997). La Muerte en el Antiguo Peru: Contextos y Conceptos Funerarios. Una Introduccién. Bo-
letin de arqueologia PUCP, 1, 7-54.

Kaulicke, P. (1998). Max Uhle y el Peru antiguo. Lima: Fondo Editorial PUCP.

243




Kilmister, H. (2003). Visitor Perceptions of Ancient Egyptian Human Remains in Three United Kingdom Mu-
seums. Papers from the Institute of Archaeology, 14, 57-69.

Knobloch, P. J. (2005). Monkey Saw, Monkey Did: A Stylization Model for Correlating Nasca and Wari Chronol-
ogy, Andean Past, 7, 111-134.

Kohl, P. L., Podgorny, I., & Ganger, S. (eds) (2014). Nature and Antiquities: The Making of Archaeology in the
Americas. Tucson: University of Arizona Press.

Kopytoff, I. (1986). “The cultural biography of things: commoditization as process”. In: Appadurai, A. (ed).
The Social Life of Things: Commodities in Cultural Perspective, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
pp.64-91.

Larsen, C. S. & Walker, P. L. (2005). “The ethics of bioarchaeology”. In: Turner, T.R. (ed.), Biological Anthro-
pology and Ethics: from repatriation to genetic identity. Albany: SUNY Press, pp. 111-119.

Lenares, M., Longhena, M., Orzincolo, C., Vandini, M., Bernabo-Brea, M., Macellari, R., ... Gruppioni, G.
(2003). Etno-anthropological study on an Andean mummy preserved in the Civic Museums of Reggio Emilia
(preliminary investigation). Conservation Science in Cultural Heritage, 3(1), 69-83.

Lerario, M. G. (2012). The National Museum of Prehistory and Ethnography “Luigi Pigorini” in Rome: the Na-
tion on Display. In: Great Narratives of the Past Traditions and Revisions in National Museums: Conference
Proceedings from EuNaMu: European National Museums: Identity Politics; the Uses of the Past and the
European Citizen. Paris 28 June—1 July & 25-26 November 2011. Linkdping University Electronic Press, pp.
49-67.

Leuchars, C. (2002). To the Bitter End: Paraguay and the War of the Triple Alliance. Westport, Conn: Green-
wood Press.

Lewis, G. (2003). Deaccessioning and the ICOM Code of Ethics for Museums. ICOM news, 56(1), 3.
Loomba, A. (2015). Colonialism/postcolonialism. London: Routledge.

Lopez-Oncon Cabrera, L. (2002). La América Latina en el escenario de las exposiciones universales del siglo
XIX. Procesos. Revista ecuatoriana de historia, 1(18), 103-126.

Lubina, K. (2009). Contested cultural property: the return of Nazi spoliated art and human remains from
public collections. Doctoral dissertation, Maastricht University.

Macdonald, S. (ed) (1998). The politics of display: Museums, science, culture. London and New York: Rout-
ledge.

Macdonald, S. (2006). “Collecting practices”. In: Macdonald, S. (ed). A companion to museum studies, Lon-
don and New York: Routledge, pp. 81-97.

Macdonald, S. (2012). Museums, national, postnational and transcultural identities. In: Carbonell, B.M.
(ed). Museum Studies: An Anthology of Contexts, Oxford: Willey-Balckwell, pp. 273-286.

Mahoney, K. (2012). Nationalism, Cosmopolitanism, and the Politics of Collecting in The Connoisseur: An
Illustrated Magazine for Collectors, 1901-1914. Victorian Periodicals Review, 45(2), 175-199.
Maldonado-Torres, N. (2004). The topology of being and the geopolitics of knowledge. City, 8(1), 29-56.
Mariman, J. A. (2005). El conflicto nacionalitario y sus perspectivas de desarrollo en Chile: el caso mapu-

che. Austerra, Revista de Antropologia Social, Universidad Bolivariana de Chile, 2, 2-14.

244



References

Markupova, T. (2017). Between Objects of Culture and Objects of Nature Human Remains Collections from
the Musée d’Ethnographie du Trocadéro and the Musé du quai Branly. Master’s Thesis, Faculty of Archae-
ology, Leiden University.

Marquez- Grant, N. & Fibiger, L. (2011). The Routledge Handbook of archaeological human remains and
legislation: an international guide to laws and practice in the excavation and treatment of archaeological
human remains. London and New York: Routledge.

Marquez-Grant, N., Litherland, S., & Roberts, J. (2012). “European perspectives and the role of the forensic
archaeologist in the UK”. In: Dirkmaat, D.C. (ed). A Companion to Forensic Anthropology, Oxford: Blackwell
Publishing, pp.598-625.

Masters, B. & Skene, L. (2002). What legal rights do you have over your body after your death? Reform, 81,
38-41.

McAlister, N. H. (1974). John Hunter and the Irish giant. Canadian Medical Association Journal, 111(3),
256-257.

McFarlane, A. & Posada-Carbd, E. (eds.) (1999). Independence and revolution in Spanish America: perspec-
tives and problems. London: Institute of Latin American Studies.

McGee, R. J. & Warms, R. L. (eds.). (2013). Theory in social and cultural anthropology: an encyclopedia. Los
Angeles: Sage Publications.

Mertens, J. & Garrett, R. (2003). Lessons From the Body Farm. Law Enforcement Technology, 30(6), 32—-38.
Mignolo, W. D. (1993). Colonial and postcolonial discourse: cultural critique or academic colonialism? Latin
American Research Review, 28(3), 120-134.

Mignone, P. (2010). Ritualidad estatal, capacocha y actores sociales locales: El Cementerio del volcan Llul-
laillaco. Estudios atacamefios, 40, 43-62.

Miles, A. E. (1974). Julia Pastrana: the bearded lady. Proceedings of the Royal Society of Medicine, 67(2),
160.

Millones, L. & R. P. Schaedel. (1980). Plumas para el Sol: Comentarios sobre un documento sobre cazadores
y cotos de caza en el Antiguo Peru. Boletin del Instituto Frances de Altos Estudios Andinos, 1X(1-2), 59-88.
Montenegro, J. L. C. (2009). 200 afios de independencia de latinoamerica y su evolucion geopolitica. Una
vision desde sudamérica. Revista Relaciones Internacionales, Estrategia y Seguridad, 4(1), 91-111.

Mora, E. A. (2008). Historia general de América Latina: Los proyectos nacionales latinoamericanos : sus
instrumentos y articulacion, 1870-1930. Madrid: Editorial Trotta and Paris: UNESCO.

Mufioz, A. (2011). From Curiosa to World Culture. The history of the Latin American Collections at the
Museum of World Culture in Sweden. PhD dissertation. Univeristy of Gothemburg, Gotheburg, Sweden.
Natanson, J. (2008). La nueva izquierda: triunfos y derrotas de los gobiernos de Argentina, Brasil, Bolivia,
Venezuela, Chile, Uruguay y Ecuador. Buenos Aires: Debate.

Nash, S. E. & Colwell-Chanthaphonh, C. (2010). NAGPRA after two decades. Museum Anthropology, 33(2),
99-104.

Nicholas, L. H. (1994). The rape of Europa: the fate of Europe’s treasures in the Third Reich and the Second
World War. Vintage Publishing.

245




Nieto Camacho, A. L. (2006). La practica consular en el siglo XIX a traves del consuladode Estados Unidos en
Veracruz, 1822-1845. Estudios de Historia Moderna y Contemporanea de Mexico, 31, 5-30.

Olmi, G., Impey, O., & Macgregor, A. (2001). The Origins of Museums: the cabinet of curiosities in sixteenth
and seventeenth-century Europe. House of Stratus Ltd; 2nd edition.

Ordofiez Alvarez, M. P. (2014). A museum and its mummies. The Rijksmuseum Volkenkunde stand on hu-
man remains and the views of its personnel. Master’s thesis, Faculty of Archaeology, Universiteit Leiden,
Netherlands.

Orddiiez, M. P., Beckett, R., Nelson, A., & Conlogue, G. (2015). Paleoimagen y analisis bioantropoldgico de la
coleccion Maranga del Museo Jacinto Jijon y Caamafio. Antropologia Cuadernos de investigacion, 15, 63-79.
Ordofiez Alvarez, M. P. (2019) Archaeology, Looting, and Cultural Heritage in the Andes. The Andean World.
First Edition. Routledge.

Page, K. M. (2011). The Significance of Human Remains in Museum Collections: Implications for Collections
Management. Master’s thesis. Buffalo State College.

Painter-Thorne, S. D. (2010). Contested Objects, Contested Meanings: Native American Grave Protection
Laws and the Interpretation of Culture (SSRN Scholarly Paper No. ID 1544608). Rochester, NY: Social Science
Research Network.

Paquette, G. B. & Brown, M. (2013). Connections After Colonialism: Europe and Latin America in the
1820s. Tuscaloosa: University Alabama Press.

Pearce, S. M. (1994). Interpreting objects and collections. London and New York: Routledge.

Peters, Ann H. (2014). “Dressing the Leader, Dressing the Ancestor: The longue durée in the South Central
Andes”. In: Textile Society of America Symposium Proceedings. Nebraska: University of Nebraska.

Phillips, A. (2013). Our bodies, whose property?. Princeton University Press.

Pillsbury, J. & Trever, L. (2015). The king, the bishop, and the creation of an American antiquity. Nawpa
Pacha. Journal of Andean Archaeology, 29(1), 191-219.

Pomian, K. (2001). Collection: une typologie historique. Romantisme, 31(112), 9-22.

Pomian, K. (1987). Collectionneurs, amateurs et curieux: Paris, Venise, XVle-XVllle siecle. Paris: Gallimard.
Previgliano, C. H., Ceruti, C., Reinhard, J., Araoz, F. A., & Diez, J. G. (2003). Radiologic evaluation of the
Llullaillaco mummies. American Journal of Roentgenology, 181(6), 1473-1479.

Price, S. (2002). Primitive art in civilized places. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Puwar, N. (2004). Space invaders: Race, gender and bodies out of place. Berg Publishers.

Quigley, C. (2001). Skulls and Skeletons. Human Bone Collections and Accumulations. North Carolina, USA:
McFarland & Company, Inc., Publishers.

Quijano, A. (2000). Coloniality of Power and Eurocentrism in Latin America. International Sociology, 15(2),
215-232.

Quijano, A. (2007). Coloniality and Modernity/Rationality. Cultural Studies, 21(2-3), 168-178.

Ramén Joffré, G. (2005). Periodificacion en Arqueologia peruana: geologia y aporia. Bulletin de I’Institut
francgais d’études andines, 34 (1), 5-33.

Reid, J. W. (2005). Magic Feather. Textile art from Ancient Peru. London: Textile and Art Publication.

246



References

Reinhard, J. & Ceruti, C. (2005). Sacred Mountains, Ceremonial Sites, and Human Sacrifice Among the In-
cas. Archaeoastronomy, 19, 1-43.

Reiss, W. & Stubel, A. [1880](1998). The Necropolis of Ancon in Peru. A contribution to our knowledge of the
culture and industries of the Empire of the Incas being the results of excavations made on the spot by W.
Reiss and A. Stiibel. (Facsimile Edition, Vols. 1-3). Hannover: A. Asher & Co.

Reitlinger, G. (1970). The Economics of Taste: The art market in the 1960’s (Vol. 3). London: Barrie and
Rockliff.

Richardson, J.B., (2001). Recuperando el Peru Precolombino: Investigacion arqueoldgica versus tesoro,
saqueo y botin. Revista Arqueologia Americana. 31-50.

Riviale, P. (2003). Charles Wiener o el disfraz de una misidn ltcida. Bulletin de I’Institut frangais d’études
andines, 32(3), 539-547.

Riviale, P. (2008). Artefactos para los museos: ingreso y circulacion de objetos americanos en Francia, siglo
XIX. Baessler-Archiv, 56, 89-98.

Riviale, P. (2015). Los viajeros franceses en busca del Peru antiguo (1821-1914). Lima: Institut frangais
d’études andines.

Rollo, F. & Marota, I. (1999). How microbial ancient DNA, found in association with human remains, can be
interpreted. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London B: Biological Sciences, 354(1379),
111-119.

Rose, J. C., Green, T. J., & Green, V. D. (1996). NAGPRA is forever: Osteology and the repatriation of skele-
tons. Annual Review of Anthropology, 25(1), 81-103.

Rosendahl, W. (2007). Vom Forschungsprojekt zur Ausstellung-Die Geheimnisse der Mannheimer Mumi-
en. Antike Welt, 38, 78-80.

Rosendahl, W., Alt, K. W., Meier, S., Ruhli, F., Alterauge, A., Michler, E.,Tellenbach, M. (2007). “Stidamer-
ikanische Mumien aus den Sammlungen der Reiss-Engelhorn-Museen”. In: Wieczorek, A; Tellenbach, M;
Rosendahl, W. Mumien: der Traum vom ewigen Leben: Begleitband zur Sonderausstellung “Mumien - der
Traum vom Ewigen Leben” in den Reiss-Engelhorn-Museen. Philipp von Zabern, pp. 358-366.

Rowe, J. H. (1945). Absolute chronology in the Andean area. American Antiquity, 10(3), 265-284.

Said, E. (1979). Orientalism. New York: Vintage.

Said, E. W. (1985). Orientalism reconsidered. Cultural Critique, 1, 89-107.

Salomon, F. & Urioste, G. L. (1991). The Huarochiri Manuscript; A testament of Ancient and Colonial Andean
Religion. Austin: University of Texas Press.

Salomon, F. (1995). “The beautiful grandparents: Andean ancestor shrines and mortuary ritual as seen
through colonial records”. In: Symposium Tombs for the living: Andean mortuary practices, Washington:
Dumbarton Oaks, pp. 315-353.

Schimdt, M. (1907). Kunst in Alt-Peru aus der vormals Gretzerschen Sammlung des KGL. Museum fur Volk-
erkunde. Berlin: Kgl Museum fur -Volkerkune zu Berlin.

Schmidt-Nowara, C. (2008). The conquest of history: Spanish colonialism and national histories in the nine-

teenth century. Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press.

247




Schubert, J. D. (1995). From a Politics of Transgression Toward an Ethics of Reflexivity Foucault, Bourdieu,
and Academic Practice. American Behavioral Scientist, 38(7), 1003-1017.

Schwarz, E. (1862). Anthropology: Novara expedition. A system of anthropometrical investigations as a
means for the differential diagnosis of human races some general results of the measurements The instru-
ments required. Invented and established by Eduard Schwarz. Berlin: Staatsdr.

Shanks, M., Tilley, C. Y., & others. (1987). Social theory and archaeology. Polity Press Cambridge.

Sillar, B. (1996). The Dead and the Drying: Techniques for Transforming People and Things in the An-
des. Journal of Material Culture, 1(3), 259-289.

Silverman, H. & Isbell, W. (2008). Handbook of South American Archaeology. Springer Science & Business
Media.

Smith, A. D. (1999). Myths and Memories of the Nation. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Smith, A. D. (2001). Authenticity, antiquity and archaeology. Nations and Nationalism, 7(4), 441-449.
Smith, L. T. (2013). Decolonizing methodologies: Research and indigenous peoples. Zed Books Ltd.

Sofaer, J. R. (2006). The body as material culture: a theoretical osteoarchaeology. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Stanfield-Mazzi, M. (2009). The Possessor’s Agency: Private Art Collecting in the Colonial Andes. Colonial
Latin American Review, 18(3), 339-364.

Sullivan, E. J. (2007). The Language of Objects in the Art of the Americas. New Haven: Yale University Press.
Sullivan, J. A. (2015). Popular Exhibitions, Science and Showmanship, 1840-1910. London and New York:
Routledge.

Tajfel, H. (1981). Human groups and social categories: Studies in social psychology. CUP Archive.
Tantalean, H., (2014). Archaeological Heritage in Peru: Definitions, Perceptions and Imperceptions. In
Grove, L; Thomas, S. (2014) Heritage Crime. Progress, Prospects and Prevention. Palgrave Macmillan, Lon-
don.

Thurner, M. (1997). From two republics to one divided: Contradictions of postcolonial nationmaking in An-
dean Peru. Durham: Duke University Press.

Timmann, C. & Meyer, C. G. (2010). Malaria, mummies, mutations: Tutankhamun’s archaeological autop-
sy. Tropical Medicine & International Health, 15(11), 1278-1280.

Touraine, A. (1997). What is Democracy?. Translated by David Macey. Boulder, CO: Westview Press.
Tromp, M. (2007). Victorian Freaks: The Social Context of Freakery in Britain. Ohio State University Press.
Ubaldi, M., Luciani, S., Marota, I., Fornaciari, G., Cano, R. J., & Rollo, F. (1998). Sequence analysis of bacte-
rial DNA in the colon of an Andean mummy. American Journal of Physical Anthropology: The Official Publi-
cation of the American Association of Physical Anthropologists, 107(3), 285-295.

Van Broekhoven, L. (2013) Ethnographic Heterotopias. Beyond Modernity. Do Ethnographic Museum Need
Ethnography?. Espera Libreria Archeologica.

Van der Grijp, P. (2006). Passion and profit: Towards an anthropology of collecting (Vol. 3). Lit Verlag.
Vargas-Cetina, G., Nash, J. C., Igor Ayora-Diaz, S., Conklin, B. A., & Field, L. W. (2013). Anthropology and the

Politics of Representation. Tuscaloosa: The University of Alabama Press.

248



References

Villacorta Ostolaza, L.F. (2009). “Del asombro a la polémica: Arturo Jiménez Borja y las momias del Perd”. In:
Centenario. Arturo Jiménez Borja, promotor cultural de Ate. Municipalidad de Ate, Lima.

Walker, Philip L. (2000). “Bioarchaeoogical Ethics: a Historical Perspective on the value of Human Re-
mains”. In: Katzenberg, M.A. and Saunders, S.R. (eds). Biological Anthropology of the Human Skeleton.
John Wiley & Sons, pp. 3-40.

Wanning, T. (1991). Image Databases for Museum Staff, Visitors and the Outside World. In: Hypermedia &
interactivity in museums: proceedings of an international conference [October 14-16, 1991, Sheraton Sta-
tion Square, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania] (p. 57). Archives & Museum Informatics.

Watters, D. & Zamora, O. (2005). World’s Fairs and Latin American Archaeology: Costa Rica at the 1892
Madrid Exposition. Bulletin of the History of Archaeology, 15(1).

Weber, M. (1994). Weber: Political Writings. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Whymper, E. (1911). Travels amongst the great Andes of the equator. New York: Thomas Nelson.

William Y. Adams, & Ernest W. Adams. (1991). Archaeological typology and practical reality: a dialectical
approach to artifact classification and sorting. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Wilson, D. M. (2002). The British Museum: A History. London: British Museum Press.

Wolfe, S. J. & Singerman, R. (2012). Mummies in nineteenth century America: ancient Egyptians as arti-
facts. McFarland & Company.

Wulf, A. (2015). The invention of nature: Alexander von Humboldt’s new world. Vintage.

Zimmerman, L. J. (2006). Liberating archaeology, liberation archaeologies, and WAC. Archaeologies, 2(1),

85-95.

3. Web Sources

CONAIE (1988). Las nacionalidades indigenas en el Ecuador: nuestro proceso organizativo. http://bases.
bireme.br/cgibin/wxislind.exe/iah/online/?IsisScript=iah/iah.xis&src=google&base=LILACS&lang=p&nex-
tAction=Ink&exprSearch=273413&indexSearch=ID.

Riviere, P. (2011). Sources of the Pitt Rivers Collections. http://web.prm.ox.ac.uk/rpr/index.php/article-in-
dex/12-articles/435-sources/

Textiles from Andean South America (2017). https://www.britishmuseum.org/research/research_projects/
all_current_projects/andean_textiles/textiles_from_the_andes.aspx

The Vermillion Accord on Human Remains. (1989). http://www.worldarchaeologicalcongress.org/about-
wac/codes-of-ethics/168-vermillion

Dread Nought Project (2018) William Alison Dyke Acland, Second Baronet. http://www.dreadnoughtproj-
ect.org/tfs/index.php/William_Alison_Dyke_Acland,_Second_Baronet

United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (2007). https://www.un.org/development/
desa/indigenouspeoples/declaration-on-the-rights-of-indigenous-peoples.html

UNESCO. (1970). Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and Preventing the lllicit Import, Export and
Transfer of Ownership of Cultural Property. Recuperado 23 de octubre de 2016, de http://www.unesco.org/

new/en/culture/themes/illicit-trafficking-of-cultural-property/1970-convention/text-of-the-convention/

249




List of Images
Image 1: Examples of accession book entries. Pitt Rivers Museum
Image 2: Example of field notes. Included sketch and notes are taken from each mummy
Image 3: Chancay mummy with diagnostic textiles. Weltmuseum Vienna

Image 4: Separated mummy head with Chancay textile turban. Quai Branly collection,
Paris

Image 5: Tiahuanaco style mummy bundle. Reed basket constructed around remains.
Quai Branly collection, Paris

Image 6: Hand and head detail with metal objects. The hand on the left belongs to a
known Chancay mummy from the Quai Branly collection. On the right, the detail of
the copper mask on a bundle from the central coast of Peru, probably form the middle
horizon. Weltmuseum collection

Image 7: Assortment of textile, ceramic and wooden objects associated with mummified
remains. Andean central coast. Quai Branly collection, Paris

Image 8: Mummified child remains with gourd positioned near the midsection of the
body, probably from the Lima region. Weltmuseum collection, Vienna

Image 9: Mummies with face masks. The left side is part of the permanent exhibit at the
Museo de America, Madrid. The right side is at the storage facilities of the Ethnology
Museum in Berlin

Image 10: Rebeca Carrién Cachot in One of the Open Public Mummy Unbundlings. Lima
1951. Taken from an educational video at the Museo Nacional de Arqueologia, Antrop-
ologia e Historia del Peru, Pueblo Libre, Lima

Image 11: Letters sent with a parcel of mummies to the Weltmuseum in Vienna by Pri-
vate Collector L. Sokoloski

Image 12: Original packaging of a mummy sent from Chile to the Weltmuseum in Vienna

List of Tables
Table 1: Museums and Collections Visited
Table 2: Total number of mummies included in research
Table 3: Cultures documented vs. Cultures recognized archaeologically today
Table 4: Collection of mummies at the British Museum
Table 5: Collection of mummies at the Museum of Confluences
Table 6: Collection of mummies in the Weltmuseum Vienna
Table 7: Number of mummies at the National Museum Denmark
Table 8: Collection of mummies at the Royal Museum of Arts and History
Table 9: Collection of mummies at the Ethnology Museum Leiden
Table 10: Collection of mummies at the Naprstek Museum
Table 11: Collection of mummies at the Archeological Museum of Carmo Convent
Table 12: Collection of mummies at the Museo de America
Table 13: Collection of mummies at the Reverte Coma Museum
Table 14: Collection of mummies at the Qual Branly museum

Table 15: Collection of mummies at the Pitt Rivers Museum

250

61
71
72

72

73

74

74

75

75

163

171

56
57
63
89
93
97
99
102
103
107
108
111
112
119



References

Table 16: Collection of mummies at the Ethnology Museum Berlin 126
Table 17: Collection of mummies at the MEG 135
Table 18: Collection of mummies at the University of Coimbra Anthropology Museum 137
Table 19: Collection of mummies at the Mannheim Museum 139
Table 20: List of locations mentioned in documental sources. The two columns on the 159

right indicate the countries the locations belonged to before and after the War of the
Pacific
Table 21: Cultures ascribed to mummies in the documentation. Only 32/225 have a cul- 161
tural tag. Of the descriptors used 5/13 are references to a geographical location rather
than to an archaeological culture recognized today

Table 22: Total number of remains explained 181

List of Graphs

Graph 1: Number of remains subject to medical imaging vs not imaged 58
Graph 2: Percentage of medical images conducted by type 58
Graph 3: Relation Between Number of Mummies and Museum Collections 148

Graph 4: Relation Between Number of Mummies and Decade of Collection for All
Collections 151

Graph 5: Relation Between Number of Mummies Collected and Year of Collection 152

Graph 6: Ascribed Countries of Origin for the Mummies in the Collections Part of This
Research. Only those countries, or country regions mentioned directly, have been
taken into account 156

Graph 7: Percentile Distribution of Collectors According to Type: Scientific, Diplomatic,
Private and Unknown Categories 168

Graph 8: Distribution in percentiles of the type of collector in three museums: British
Museum, Quai Branly and Ethnology Museum Berlin 172

Graph 9: Archival Data on Mummies Organized by Provenience 182

Graph 10: Percentages of Mummies in Relation to the Contemporary Country Where

They Are Located 183
Graph 11: Archival information Regarding Cultural Affiliation of Mummies 183
Graph 12: Percentages of Mummies with Reassigned Versus Not-reassigned

Proveniences 184
Graph 13: Mummies Organized According to Contemporary Cultural Affiliation 185

Graph 14: Percentages of Mummies That Exhibit Diagnostic Traits Versus Those That
Do Not 186

Graph 15: Number of Individuals That Have Textiles As Diagnostic Traits for
Contextualization 187

Graph 16: Percentages of Mummies That Are Complete, Versus Those That Are

Fragments of Bodies 188
Graph 17: Percentages Bundled vs. Unbundled Mummies 189
Graph 18: Number of Mummies Organized by Size 190
Graph 19: Percentages of Types of Mummy Fragments 191

251



Graph 20:
Graph 21:
Graph 22:
Graph 23:
Graph 24:
Graph 25:
Graph 26:
Graph 27:
Graph 28:

Percentage of Remains that Have a Sex Determination Versus Undetermined
Percentages of Age at Death of Remains

Number of Remains With Associated Artifacts

Types of Associated Remains by Number

Percentages of Mummies With Associated Textiles

Percentages of Mummies That Have Undergone Changes After Collection
Changes Undergone by Mummies in the Collections by Frequency

Number of Remains With Odor or Possible Decomposition Signs

Percentages of Mummies on Exhibition Versus Not Exhibited

List of Maps

Map 1: Places mentioned in documental information as provenience for mummies in

Peru and Chile. Green has been used for those in Peru, blue for Chile. The map signals

the position of the places according to modern territorial borders

Map 2: Area directly influenced by border changes after the War of the Pacific. Red

highlights the areas, today part of Chile, which were once territories of Peru and Bo-

livia. It is noticeable that during this conflict, Bolivia lost its coastal access

252

192
193
194
195
196
197
198
199
200

158



References

253






