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“Certain spaces are deemed suitable for nothing, are fenced off from those who would carry out activities within them, although it is understood that their functionless presence is only temporary, pending development .Industrial ruins belong to this assignation.… Formerly hubs of dense activity within the city from and through which flows of people, matter and energy coursed from far and near….” (Edensor 2005: 21)

The picture which Edensor paints in the above except is a strikingly apt portrait of the landscape located in Warwick, RI, formerly the site of the Rocky Point Amusement Part and the associated Rocky Beach Community. The Amusement Park has been a part of Rhode Island for one hundred and fifty years, becoming with each decade more intricately intertwined in the meshwork of the surrounding community, the city and the state. Its current ‘fenced off’ state, for the past fourteen years, has made it what Edendsor (2005: 21) calls a ‘wasteland’ or a ‘scar on the landscape’ and what Hetherington (1997) calls a ‘badland of modernity’. All these terms are used to describe the complex set of interactions and paradigm shifts that have occurred within the space after it was ‘abandoned’ in 1994.

The ‘abandonment’ of Rocky Point will be the focus of this paper. Beginning in 1994 when the owner of the property ‘declared bankruptcy’ I will outline and analyze what I consider the prolonged process of abandonment of the space from a social, political/financial and physical perspective. I will attempt to highlight those abandonment issues that contribute to or detract from how archaeologists are able to read these spaces. We will see that certain abandonment processes/ practices are classified much differently in archaeological discourse from popular discourse although they describe the same activity.
The term ‘Amusement Park’ is used to describe a space where a collection of rides and/attractions are assembled for the use and enjoyment of large groups of people. An amusement park typically, although not always will seek to cater to as wide a cross section of its potential patrons as possible. This may include consideration of ages (children, adults, teenagers), as well as interests (rides, attractions, games, eateries, markets etc.). It therefore can be in some sense said to unique to the community it serves while also being sufficiently generic so as to serve as wide a cross section of potential patrons as possible. Regardless of how closely tied an amusement park is to a community it is still fundamentally separate from the ‘everyday’ workings of the community.
One area where this becomes clear is when we examine how amusements parks are operated. One can only enter when it is designated ‘open’ and must leave when it is ‘closed’. At closing time the rides, shops, games and restaurants shut down. The spectacle of the park ends every night at closing. It is also the case that amusement parks tend to be operated seasonally. In the winter months smaller amusement parks like Rocky Point are shut down. I would argue that abandonment is a sense is built into the operation of an amusement park. 
Nevertheless, communities often find it difficult to reconcile their memories of enjoyment tied to the amusement park with their ideas about abandonment. In popular discourse ‘abandonment’ is seen as an irreparable separation of a place from its intended role or the community which it serves. This separation is usually the result of some catastrophic event and is thought to be linked somehow with mass migration (Cameron 1993: 3).  Salerno (2003: 1) examines abandonment “as both a discourse and consequence of political and social forces”. This analysis provides a welcome companion to the archaeological theory which sees abandonment as “a normal process of settlement, and more importantly… a key process in process in the formation of the archaeological record” (Cameron 1993: 3). The crucial perspective that both these ideas bring to abandonment is that of the process, and it is the concept on which I base my analysis of Rocky Point’s life cycle post-1994. 

The case of Rocky point is further complicated by the existence of the Rocky Beach Community. Rocky Beach is a collection of small vacation homes – some of which have existed since the 1920’s – accounts for 28.6 of the 124 acre Rocky Point property. As of 2004 Rocky Beach consisted of 74 homes, 48 of which were still occupied, 16 of these year-round.  Although some homes have been used by the same families of the course of several decades the residents owned neither the homes nor the land on which they sat, thus the community was also relinquished in the bankruptcy proceedings in 1994, although some of the homes were still inhabited almost ten years after the owners first declared bankruptcy.  

Any meaningful examination of the abandonment practices taking place within a landscape must begin with an understanding of the ‘circumstances of abandonment’. Cameron (1993: 3) identifies the following considerations as relevant to archaeological interpretations and depositional patterns in a landscape. I find them equally applicable to financial and social abandonment concerns.

· Speed of abandonment

· Degree of pre abandonment planning  and 

· Anticipation of return.

The following ‘abandonment process’ also identified by Cameron (2003) are the practices that are affected by the ‘abandonment circumstances’:

· Curate behavior
· Caching of tools

· Dismantling of structures

· Scavenging and 

· Reuse 

I would add to this list for consideration, particularly with respect to Rocky Point, activities surrounding:

· Contestation and 

· Memorialization
I take here a very broad stance as to what activities may qualify as memorialization. For my purposes this category may include, the sharing of anecdotes, interface with the space through tagging and graffiti, the creation and maintenance of websites or other forums dedicated to the landscape, as well as the making of videos/films/documentaries.

Rocky Point Today:

Rocky Beach

If we examine Rocky Point Park and Rocky Beach in juxtaposition we see clear differences in the circumstances surrounding their abandonment and consequently the unfolding of various abandonment processes. Their resulting archaeological records are therefore quite dissimilar.   Walking through the Rocky Beach summer houses one gets the distinct impression that the abandonment of the space was quite sudden, or else there was a strong expectation that the residents would be able to return to the community. Many of the houses still contain furniture, appliances and various housewares in fair condition. There appears to have been no attempt at dismantling the superstructures of the homes at the time of abandonment. Any deterioration is almost certainly attributable to natural decay, vandalism or other forms of post-abandonment reuse.

Rocky Point Amusement Park

The amusement park exhibits starkly different depositional patterns from the community. In its current state there is evidence of concerted acts to dismantle structures. We know however that this occurred later in the post-abandonment life of the site, and was a direct result of the reuse (perhaps better termed misuse) of the site.  This demonstrates a crucial element regarding how abandonment practices are to be understood.  One post abandonment practice, namely reuse, or what Edensor (2005) describes as adventurous play becomes the catalyst for another activity in the abandonment process, the dismantling of structures. The ability of one abandonment activity to instigate another, years after the initial abandonment of the site, in my opinion, gives clear support to the view of abandonment as a forceful and continuous agent on the landscape and on the archaeological record. Although the city did not begin to dismantle structures at Rocky Point until 2007, we know that a fair amount of what Cameron (2003) calls curate activity occurred at the site early in its abandonment history. Rides which had stood for decades at the site – some custom made – rather than being dismantled or stored were transported to other places where they could be put to use. 
Perspectives on Abandonment 
The perspectives which I present here like the abandonment process do not exist in a vacuum. Any action which the state takes with respect to the landscape affects how the community is able to interact with it and vice versa. This dynamic set of inter-relations work to redefine the social ordering of the landscape, and has over the past fourteen years transformed Rocky Point from a lived space to a heterotopic landscape.
In December of 1994 the owners of Rocky Point declared bankruptcy. This is not the type of catastrophe that a community usually associates with abandonment, thus the people of Rhode Island (based on media accounts) do not immediately seem too perturbed by the closing of the park. Even some with business interests in the park continue as usual, the parks’ restaurants and meeting rooms continue to operate. 

In late February of 1996 the public is alerted to the impending auction of Rocky Point’s assets. The rides which were to be auctioned off had been in the park for at least ten years, most for much longer. It is clear that those with financial and legal ties to Rocky Point were the first to abandon any anticipation of a revival of the park. 
Upon the announcement of the planned auction the state and the community began to respond. The Mayor begins to express a desire to preserve the shore line of the property while the community watches and listens closely for news on the intended fate of the land on which the park sat. Between 2000 and 2004 legal and financial battles continue around Rocky Point. The media records the conflict while no doubt increasing the anxiety of the public. Each new headline proclaims the fate of Rocky Point. Most claim the development of beachfront homes or condominiums none even suggest the possibility of the revival of the amusement park. Now ten years after the site’s abandonment the financial, legal and political conflict enters a state of limbo.  As one would imagine the site’s physical condition deteriorates significantly over the course of the period. Although the rides had been removed several large structures still stood. The state has tried to isolate the landscape “No Trespassing” and “Danger” signs mark the entrance. 
The now marginalized space is still used, but in different ways. Tagging, graffiti and vandalism mark the landscape. In 2004 the residents of the Rocky Beach community enter the legal battle, seeking to lay claim to or purchase the homes which they had lived in for years but never owned. In post-abandonment Rocky Point everyone seems to be pulled into the legal and financial battle. It seems that in all instances those with the greatest political and financial interests have far greater power than those in the community whose connections to the space are more nostalgic than anything else. In 2006 Rocky Beach residents lost their battle to keep their homes and were instructed to vacate the community. Thus at the end of 2006 the entire one hundred and twenty – six acre property was completely devoid of any legitimate/authorized inhabitants. 
A second fire in 2006 (again suspected arson) motivated the state to begin the demolition of the remaining buildings and structures at Rocky Point, which began in May of 2007. The site remains closed off and is still heavily monitored by law enforcement. Graffiti tells is that Rocky Point is still being used as site of ‘adventurous play’ (Edensor 2005: 25). The language of the graffiti at Rocky Beach is distinct from that in the park. The graffiti in Rocky Beach seems predominantly to have been left by persons who had a connection to the place. The messages’ primarily speak of the fond memories that were had at Rocky Beach. The homes in this way have become canvases for those who once lived in them. Nowadays, the city has itself begun using the homes for police tactical training exercises.
Conclusion

Abandonment is a complex cultural concept, made even more complex when one attempts to apply it in a meaningful way to archaeological sites. I sought here to define the character of the once beloved Rocky Point Amusement Park, Warwick, RI.  My ultimate goal was delineate it in such a way that would allow me to present meaningful propositions about how this now marginalized space exists within a framework of abandonment that is both archaeologically and culturally relevant. 
I presented the amusement park as a place that is designed to provide a luminal experience. I proposed that occasional abandonment was built into its very way of operating. This fact, I proposed made it an apt case study in which to apply a theory of abandonment as a process characterized by various practices (Cameron 1993). These practices, acting in tandem, dictated the depositional patterns which archaeologists use to classify a landscape and study its settlement history. 
With Rocky Point we saw that there were many perspectives from which one could trace a gradual process of abandonment this included:

· the material/physical use of the space, 

· political/legal/financial interest in Rocky Point, 

· and finally the process by which the community responded to Rocky Points abandonment.

The most important lesson gained from examining this diversity of perspectives is that ultimately we see that no one perspective can exist in vacuum. Just as Rocky Point was deeply embedded in the community when it is in use, so too in the abandonment process the actions of each stakeholder affects how the other can interact with the space, contributing to the new social ordering of the landscape
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