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Abstract  

This thesis contributes an original approach to the understanding of human-object relations at 

funerary and ceremonial sites during the period c.2200 BC - 1400 BC within Wales. A primary 

review of archaeological work within this region contextualises this thesis and challenges the 

notion that this area is materially-poor during the Late Neolithic and Early Bronze Age. 

Drawing on existing excavation reports and archived material, a database of archaeological sites 

detailing context and material culture was created. Additionally a calibrated set of dates, was 

mapped against architectural, depositional and material practice. These data sets provided the 

opportunity to compare different Late Neolithic and Early Bronze Age archaeological features 

in terms of the character and variety of associated objects and materials. Analysis of this data 

has illustrated key contrasts and similarities in the treatment of material culture across 

architecturally distinct ceremonial and funerary site types. This interpretation is framed by a 

discussion of materiality, arguing for a model which is located in past perspectives rather than 

a deconstruction of Western material values. Materiality is explored as a contextual, often 

learned understanding of the world, which is not restricted to the physical qualities of materials. 

Potential concepts of materiality were considered with particular attention given to the treatment 

of human remains in funerary and ceremonial contexts. The result of this thesis is an enhanced 

understanding of depositional practices and their role in the construction, use and perception 

of funerary and ceremonial sites within the Early Bronze Age of Wales. 

  



 
9 

 

Declaration  

No portion of the work referred to in the thesis has been submitted in support of an application 

for another degree or qualification of this or any other university or other institute of learning. 

  



 
10 

 

 

Copyright statement  

The following four notes on copyright and the ownership of intellectual property rights must 

be included as written below: i. The author of this thesis (including any appendices and/or 

schedu�O�H�V���W�R���W�K�L�V���W�K�H�V�L�V�����R�Z�Q�V���F�H�U�W�D�L�Q���F�R�S�\�U�L�J�K�W���R�U���U�H�O�D�W�H�G���U�L�J�K�W�V���L�Q���L�W�����W�K�H���³�&�R�S�\�U�L�J�K�W�´�����D�Q�G���V���K�H��

has given The University of Manchester certain rights to use such Copyright, including for 

administrative purposes. ii. Copies of this thesis, either in full or in extracts and whether in hard 

or electronic copy, may be made only in accordance with the Copyright, Designs and Patents 

Act 1988 (as amended) and regulations issued under it or, where appropriate, in accordance 

with licensing agreements which the University has from time to time. This page must form 

part of any such copies made. iii. The ownership of certain Copyright, patents, designs, trade 

�P�D�U�N�V�� �D�Q�G�� �R�W�K�H�U�� �L�Q�W�H�O�O�H�F�W�X�D�O�� �S�U�R�S�H�U�W�\�� ���W�K�H�� �³�,�Q�W�H�O�O�H�F�W�X�D�O�� �3�U�R�S�H�U�W�\�´���� �D�Q�G�� �D�Q�\�� �U�H�S�U�R�G�X�F�W�L�R�Q�V�� �R�I��

copyright works in th�H���W�K�H�V�L�V�����I�R�U���H�[�D�P�S�O�H���J�U�D�S�K�V���D�Q�G���W�D�E�O�H�V�����³�5�H�S�U�R�G�X�F�W�L�R�Q�V�´�������Z�K�L�F�K���P�D�\���E�H��

described in this thesis, may not be owned by the author and may be owned by third parties. 

Such Intellectual Property and Reproductions cannot and must not be made available for use 

without the prior written permission of the owner(s) of the relevant Intellectual Property and/or 

Reproductions. iv. Further information on the conditions under which disclosure, publication 

and commercialisation of this thesis, the Copyright and any Intellectual Property and/or 

Reproductions described in it may take place is available in the University IP Policy (see 

http://documents.manchester.ac.uk/DocuInfo.aspx?DocID=487), in any relevant Thesis 

restriction declarations deposited in the University Librar�\���� �7�K�H�� �8�Q�L�Y�H�U�V�L�W�\�� �/�L�E�U�D�U�\�¶�V��

regulations (see http://www.manchester.ac.uk/library/aboutus/regulations) and in The 

�8�Q�L�Y�H�U�V�L�W�\�¶�V���S�R�O�L�F�\���R�Q���3�U�H�V�H�Q�W�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I���7�K�H�V�H�V��  

 

  



 
11 

 

 

Acknowledgments  

I would like to thank my parents Jini Williams and Geoff Pettitt as in so many ways this thesis 

would not have been possible without them. In no particular order I would like to thank Elin 

Goh, Anna Pettitt, Geoffrey Pettitt, May Pettitt, Imogen Pettitt, Melissa John, Geraint Williams, 

Irene Garcia Rovira, Ray Nilson, Dan Goodall and Dr Janet Goodall for their continuing 

support, love and friendship. I would like to thank and all the doctoral researchers from room 

101 for their friendship, support and the wonderful working environment they have created. I 

would also like to thank Julian Thomas for his academic guidance. Additionally I would like 

to thank The National Museum of Wales, Scolton Manor Museum and Tenby Museum who 

have each been incredibly helpful and considerate when letting me access their collections, 

archives and databases.  

  



 
12 

 

 

Chapter One. Introduction  

 

 To many the past is alien and intangible; dislocated from our own world by the gulf of time. 

To others it is closer, forming an inseparable part of thier constitution. Whether through 

genetics or ideology, the past is understood as part of the present. Yet all those that attempt to 

understand the past, whether as processes, values or structures are constructing a model of 

materiality which is being applied to the past. Materiality has been problematized in the recent 

work of Tim Ingold (2007a & b) calling for a greater focus upon materials, however materiality 

is more than the materials of an objects makeup. For myself materiality defines what constitutes 

materials, substances objects, animals, humans, behaviour, thought, action and society. It sets 

out those parameters by which a person may understand whether their ideas are a product of 

something intangible or are indivisible from physical action. For example it defines at which 

point a person is born and becomes a person and at which point a person enters death. There 

are numerous ways in which frameworks of materiality can manifest. It is perhaps modern 

western development of the sciences which has perpetuated the study of materiality to be 

primarily concerned with the consistent observable physical qualities of materials. This 

approach is however subject to perception and therefore emphasised or dismissed according to 

the framework of materiality performed. Hence, all those that attempt to uncover any aspects 

of a past world are creating a particular perception, a particular view, of how the world was to 

those past people (Shanks and Hodder 1998, 16). However there is a tangible reality, as Ingold 

puts it: 

 �µthey [materials] are neither objectively determined not subjectively imagined but practically 

�H�[�S�H�U�L�H�Q�F�H�G�¶ (Ingold 2007, 14).  

We perceive the world through our lens of both culture and body, therefore whilst there is no 

�I�X�Q�G�D�P�H�Q�W�D�O���µ�W�U�X�W�K�¶���W�R���U�H�D�O�L�W�\�����Z�H���G�R���H�Q�J�D�J�H���Z�L�W�K���D���U�H�D�O�L�W�\���W�K�D�W���Z�H���F�D�Q�Q�R�W���R�X�U�V�H�O�Y�H�V���G�H�Q�\�����2ne 

may argue that a stone wall is a stone wall, and that the experience of that wall is innate. Yet 

textures, weight and colour are not steady things but change according to whom and how they 

are experienced. A wall could be perceived as many things, such as a particular collection of 

minerals, a physical manifestation of a division in ownership or the investment of labour. There 
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may be universal qualities which guide experience but not a universal perception of this 

experience.   

 It is the role of the archaeologist to consider the culture specific perceptions of materiality 

rather than establish universal laws. There has already been much intensive reflection on the 

problems of our own modern materiality and we must now attempt to define past materialities 

rather than apply a model based on the antithesis of western materiality. That is not to say we 

should not deconstruct our own conceptualisations of materiality. Indeed this is indivisible 

from any thorough discussion of the archaeology of materiality. However by focusing upon a 

deconstruction of our methods and terms of interpretation we may better develop the manner 

by which we understand past materialities through engagement with the archaeological 

remains.  

 So how do we attempt to create a view of the past which acknowledges our subjectivity yet 

illustrates a being-in-the-world that is not our own (Heidegger 1996, 62)? No matter how aware 

of our beliefs and values we are, we are still inevitably constructing a materiality, as within the 

world view of post-modern archaeology there is no fundamental truth to be uncovered. The 

answer may be complex, but we are left with a simple course of action: to acknowledge our 

own context and construct an understanding of the past which satisfies our own understanding 

of reality. That is not to say we can write whatever we wish, on the contrary, our reality requires 

observations, correlations and contrasts (Shanks and Hodder 1995, 19; Shanks 1998, 16). It 

demands that we choose those methods of interpretation which allow for a clear picture to be 

painted which is suited to our own context of understanding. For example, when an artist paints 

�D�� �S�R�U�W�U�D�L�W�� �W�K�H�\�� �F�D�Q�Q�R�W�� �V�H�H�� �W�K�H�� �Z�R�U�O�G�� �W�K�U�R�X�J�K�� �W�K�H�� �V�X�E�M�H�F�W�¶�V�� �H�\�H�V���� �E�X�W�� �W�K�H�\�� �F�D�Q�� �L�Q�W�H�U�S�U�H�W�� �D�Q�G��

portray elements of what they believe that person is. Whilst one artist may take greater care to 

capture the observable colours, textures and contrasts; attempting to illustrate accurately a 

�S�H�U�V�R�Q�¶�V���I�H�D�W�X�U�H�V���D�Q�G���V�W�D�Q�F�H�����D�Q�R�W�K�H�U���D�U�W�L�V�W���P�D�\���F�K�R�R�V�H���W�R���H�[�S�U�H�V�V���W�K�D�W���S�H�U�V�R�Q���L�Q���D�E�V�W�U�D�F�W���I�R�U�P�V��

to portray other views of the subject, such as adoration or violence, expressing ideas linked to 

the person but which are not necessarily visible. Similarly as archaeologists we choose which 

manner we use to construct past materialities, and choose those methods which appeal to our 

sensibilities, motives and cultural contexts.  
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1.1. Thesis Aims  

 There are many ways to approach the past; archaeologists themselves are generated alongside 

their social worlds and their texts are produced in culturally specific contexts (Fowler 2004, 6). 

The aim of this thesis was not simply to offer critique of archaeological practice but to present 

a self-reflective illustration of how we approach and apply materiality to the past, whilst posing 

methods by which we can reconstruct past materialities from the material available. An 

awareness of the associations and presumption that accompany certain terms is an important 

part of a general method of understanding our subjectivity. However, the re-creation and 

furthering our understanding of past materialities can also be a product of this awareness. This 

thesis unravels the discourse surrounding materiality, often using understandings of the body 

as a pivot for discussion. It examines how the interpretive values of materiality are built from 

historical application and explores how we establish models of materiality for the past. This 

will be considered in the reappraisal of funerary and ceremonial activity c.2200 BC - 1400 BC. 

This largely falls within the period known as the Early Bronze Age. However this period also 

incorporates parts of the Chalcolithic period c.2450-2100 BC and the Middle Bronze Age 

c.1600-1000 BC (Burrow 2012, 184).  

 

1.1.1. Introducing the Early Bronze Age in Wales 

This period is socially and materially complex, providing an interesting arena for the discussion 

of past materialites. Within Wales and nationally c.2200 BC-1400 BC, ephemeral settlement 

building suggests a mobile lifestyle, with a pastoral economy and some evidence for cereal 

cultivation (Walker 1993, 172: Brück 1999, 65- 67; Jay et. al. 2012, 228). There were extensive 

mixed woodlands within this period, with successive clearance episodes and climate 

deterioration only becoming evident in the Middle Bronze Age (Caseldine 1990, 55; Walker 

1993, 172, 182). This was not a period of complete revolution in practices and we see some 

continuation from the Late Neolithic. Across Britain burnt mounds remained in use, Late 

Neolithic monuments were engaged with and within Wales large scale monuments continued 

to be constructed in Powys c.2100 BC (Gibson 1992c; 1994b). Also, on rare occasions, the 

dead continued to be buried within flat graves until at least c.2000 BC. From c.2100 BC 

extensive construction of a diverse range of round barrows forms began. They have been 

categorised here as stone cairns, earthen barrows, ring cairns, kerb cairns, stone-first composite 

mounds, earth-first composite mounds and structured cairns. The deposition of cremated 
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human remains dominated practices through much of the Early Bronze Age (Lynch 2000, 79). 

They are frequently found within or accompanied by Collared Urns, and on some occasions 

Food Vessels, Beakers and Cordoned Urns. Beaker sherds and flint sherds have been found as 

scatters interpreted as domestic debris. However, Collared Urns and Food Vessels are very 

rarely found outside of funerary or ceremonial sites. Collared Urns have also been found 

standing stone complexes, urn cemeteries and in the re-use of henges and timber circles 

(Burrow 2012, 178). Abundant small portable finds include pottery, flint flakes and flint tools. 

Early Bronze Age bronze objects are not commonly found in Wales (Lynch 2000, 80). They 

are most likely found within burial contexts across Wales or within the hoards of North Wales 

(Burgess 1962, 18; Needham 1997, 62; Lynch 2000, 99; Gwilt et. al. 2004). More unusual 

Early Bronze Age finds include a section of a plank-sewn boat, dug-out boats, a wooden 

launder (an open drain), woven and twisted branches, jet objects, gold lunula and a gold cape 

(Morteani and Northover 1995). Exploitation of copper ores within Wales contributed to an 

important new metal production from c.2100 BC and possibly earlier (Timberlake 1988; 2006, 

79, 82; Dutton et. al. 1994, 245; Burrow 2012, 175). 

 

1.1.2. Compiling Data  

The Bronze Age in Wales has been largely dominated by those methodologies typically applied 

to the macro scale of archaeological evidence including in particular the marriage of diffusion 

and typology (see Fox 1959; Grimes 1951; Wheeler 1925). In most cases this de-contextualised 

objects in order to piece together wide reaching systems, thereby undervaluing human practice 

and social context (Hodder 1982, 9; Foucault 2004, 8 (1969). The data produced by these 

archaeologists is emeshed with the values and perception of materiality placed upon the past. 

Archaeological method cannot be distinguished from the data and interpretations produced 

(Fowler 2013, 233). Antiquated research should not however be dismissed out of hand, with 

some providing well recorded excavation and others also touching upon interpretive interests 

still largely relevant today (see Fox 1959; Grimes 1951; Wheeler 1925). Whilst much of the 

material remains unexcavated to a modern standard there is still a considerable corpus of 

research material available which has had little attention as a single body of material. In 

consideration of this, I give an in-depth presentation and appraisal of the narratives which have 

been produced with this material. This will also introduce the reader to the character of Early 

Bronze Age archaeology in Wales. 
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In order to explore the materiality on the basis of perspective I have endeavoured to develop a 

methodology through which I can explore past perception. To address different scales of social 

practice I looked at both long term and short-term practices. In order to examining the 

boundaries and nuances of past lives I included both typical and unconventional activity. This 

can be outlines as follows: 

�x A consideration of the distribution of key ceremonial and funerary site types across 

Wales. Bringing together the data from numerous recent surveys and illustrating areas 

of site concentration and distribution within upland and lowland locations. 

�x The collection of data from Early Bronze Age sites which defined the type of object or 

material, the site type and the context within the site.  

�x A comparison of the site types and their associated material culture. Establishing key 

contrasting and similar distributions of material culture within site contexts.  

�x The study of selected case studies and consideration of their often unique and complex 

practices.  

.  

There are a great number of opportunities to bring this material into the sphere of current 

archaeological interests. Through the analysis of excavation reports, archived literature and 

curated objects I have contributed to the understanding of Early Bronze Age concepts of 

materiality, with particular emphasis on the concepts of the body substance and practice. I 

examine multiple, interrelated and predominantly co-existing aspects of the funerary and 

ceremonial contexts within Early Bronze Age Wales.  

 

1.2. Chapter Outline  

Here I will outline the structure of this thesis.  

Chapter Two examines the historical development of models of materiality as developed from 

philosophical, archaeological and anthropological schools of thought. It outlines the essential 

attitudes to how we construct our world through notions of humanism, materialism and 

positivism and phenomenology. From the limitations and potentials of these outlooks I have 

explored the prospects of such views within the archaeological discipline and gained 

understanding of the methods through which materialities have been applied to the past. 
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Current theoretical models are then discussed and developments from this are proposed. The 

�W�H�U�P���µ�W�D�V�N�V�F�D�S�H�¶���D�V���L�Q�W�U�R�G�X�F�H�G���E�\���7�L�P���,�Q�J�R�O�G���Z�L�W�K�L�Q���K�L�V���S�X�E�O�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I���µ�7�K�H���7�H�P�S�R�U�D�O�L�W�\���R�I��

�W�K�H�� �/�D�Q�G�V�F�D�S�H�¶�� �������������� �I�D�F�W�R�U�� �K�L�J�K�O�\�� �L�Q�� �P�\�� �G�L�V�F�X�V�V�L�R�Q���� �7�K�H�� �W�D�V�N�V�F�D�S�H�� �L�V�� �D�� �V�X�E�M�H�F�W�L�Y�H���� �I�O�X�L�G��

context of human activities which serves to contextualise people�¶�V���D�F�W�L�R�Q�V���D�Q�G���V�L�W�X�D�W�H�V���W�K�H�P���D�V��

�U�H�O�D�W�L�R�Q�D�O�� �D�Q�G�� �V�R�F�L�D�O�O�\�� �S�U�R�G�X�F�W�L�Y�H���� �7�K�L�V�� �F�K�D�S�W�H�U�� �G�L�V�F�X�V�V�H�V�� �E�R�W�K�� �,�Q�J�R�O�G�¶�V�� �S�D�V�W�� �D�Q�G�� �P�R�U�H��

contemporary views of this concept, and then explores how this term has been incorporated 

into archaeological practice. An understanding of transformational processes and metaphorical 

structure to meaning is also outlined as key areas for debate. Thus the epistemological 

background and the forms of transformations and metaphors identified within archaeological 

texts will be discussed. From these discussions I argue that materiality should be viewed not 

as a condition of existence but of perspective. I set materiality within a framework of relational, 

contextual practices rather than universal physical qualities. 

Chapter Three presents the characteristics of the material studied and defines the parameters 

and methodology for this thesis. This includes summarises of the geographical boundaries and 

topographical characteristics, current archaeological evidence, key site types and key sources. 

I will also discuss how my data set was constructed and outline the manner by which this 

material will be presented and analysed. 

Chapter Four will identify the key figures in the interpretation of the Welsh Early and Middle 

Bronze Age material culture, outlining the paradigms which framed these understandings and 

considering the implications of such methods. This will also provide a thorough background 

for the interpretation of this period for which to build my later analysis. 

Chapter Five presents a study of the Early Bronze Age material compiled within my data set. 

It begins with an assessment of the distribution of the funerary and ceremonial monuments 

across Wales. This illustrates in particular the high density of round barrows and standing 

stones across the landscape, many of which are still extant. Regional variation in the occupation 

of upland and lowland areas by such sites is also discussed. Following this an analysis of the 

artefacts and their contextual distribution within the round barrows, standing stone monuments 

and post-build structures will be examined. This work established that the treatment and 

attitudes to artefacts varies according to monument context. This is in part a result of 

chronological development and changing cosmological belief systems. However, 

contemporary practices at different monument types also suggest differing attitudes to 

important objects and potent substances according to different monument types and their 
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different contexts within said sites. Additionally certain constants remain between contexts 

reflecting widely perceived material understanding and cosmological value afforded to 

artefacts. 

The Sixth Chapter considers the treatment and perception of artefacts and bodies during the 

Early Bronze Age. It examines the relationship between material culture and their contexts 

through the construction of people, places and things. It explores potential Bronze Age attitudes 

to substances of the world and of the body and considers where divisions concerning materials 

may have come into existence. I will do this in part by investigating a number of variables in 

the quantity, condition and contextual treatment of cremation within welsh Bronze Age 

contexts.   

The Seventh Chapter will conclude this thesis. It will provide an overview of the key elements 

outlined within his thesis. Also considering the value of materiality as a conceptual framework 

and posing potential future work in this field.  

  

1.3. Interpretive Words in Archaeology: An Etymological and Textual 

Context interpretive strategy  

 

"Language can also be compared with a sheet of paper: thought is the front and the sound 

the back; one cannot cut the front without cutting the back at the same time; likewise in 

language, one can neither divide sound from thought nor thought from sound." (Saussure 

1966, 157). 

�µWriting is a material process actively creating meaning and the reality of that which we 

investigate.�¶�����7�L�O�O�H�\�����������������������7�L�O�O�H�\�¶�V���H�P�S�K�D�V�L�V���� 

 

Just as language is not divisible from thought, archaeological interpretations are not divisible 

from the words used to explain, quantify and illustrate past worlds. The fundamental obstacle 

that confronts our interpretations of the past is the inevitable emergence of our vocabulary and 

understandings within a modern western context (Ingold 1996; Latour 1993, 2009; Strathern 

1988). Many have subsequently concluded that objectivity cannot be achieved by the observer, 
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as no person can separate themselves from their own culture (Gell 1998; Ingold 2000; 

Rowlands 1998).  

Archaeological interpretations are a product of a series of contemporary assumptions regarding 

fitting forms of analysis and explanation. We may be able to identify prejudices and 

generalisations within our own interpretations, but we can never be separate from our cultural 

context. A truth of the past can be achieved, but we create the boundaries which define it. As 

our world views shift so do does our perception of what composes archaeological realities. 

With changing archaeological methodologies come different linguistic choices. Terms drift in 

and out of use with intellectual trends. As we present our archaeological interpretations 

linguistically through the selection and association of particular words, we are piecing together 

a particular view of the past. We choose particular terms over others in order to express the 

past in ways that we consider appropriate (Joyce 2002, 47). 

�&�K�D�Q�W�D�O���&�R�Q�Q�H�O�O�H�U�¶�V�����������������L�Q�W�H�U�S�U�H�W�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I���W�K�H���X�V�H���R�I���G�H�H�U���I�U�R�Q�W�O�H�W�V���D�W���6�W�D�U�U���&�D�U�U���L�Q���<�R�U�N�V�K�L�U�H��

is an interesting example of the application of anthropologically observed concepts through 

indirect means. Professor Grahame Clark excavated Starr Carr in 1949-1951 uncovering a 

�µ�E�U�X�V�K�Z�R�R�G���S�O�D�W�I�R�U�P�¶���L�Q���D�V�V�R�F�L�D�W�L�R�Q���Z�L�W�K���W�Z�H�Q�W�\���R�Q�H�� �D�Q�W�O�H�U���I�U�R�Q�W�O�H�W�V�����&�R�Q�Q�H�O�O�H�U�������������� ������������

The frontlets consisted of the uppermost part of the skull of a red deer with the antlers 

remaining intact. Two perforations had been made in the skull and the skull had been lightened 

and smoothed down. These modifications are understood as part of the method of attaching the 

frontlets to the head (ibid.). The antler frontlets have been interpreted as part of ritual dances, 

which would reveal the bodies as transformed into a new state of being. The boundaries of the 

human and animal would become ambiguous (ibid.���������������&�R�Q�Q�H�O�O�H�U���V�W�D�W�H�V�����µThough the animal 

�L�V���Q�R�W���O�L�W�H�U�D�O�����W�K�H���W�U�D�Q�V�I�R�U�P�D�W�L�R�Q���L�V�¶ (ibid., 50). Therefore, whilst the human would not become 

the deer in a physical sense, both the human and animal are altered by each other and they are 

transformed into a new state (ibid., 50). Conneller uses transformation as a state of being in 

�L�W�V�H�O�I���� �Z�K�L�F�K�� �U�H�W�D�L�Q�V�� �E�R�W�K�� �W�K�H�� �D�Q�L�P�D�O�� �D�Q�G�� �W�K�H�� �K�X�P�D�Q���� �Z�K�L�O�V�W�� �L�W�� �L�V�� �D�O�V�R�� �µ�«something else 

entirely�«�¶�����&�R�Q�Q�H�O�O�H�U�������������������������7�U�D�Q�V�I�R�U�P�D�W�L�R�Q���L�V���D�O�V�R���V�H�H�Q���D�V���D���P�R�G�H���R�I���F�U�H�D�W�L�R�Q�����D���S�U�R�F�H�V�V��

of making bodies. Facilitating an engagement with the world from a new perspective (ibid).  

Close comparisons can be found in anthropological studies, in particular the deer dancer of 

Yaqui studied by Schechner and Appel (1990).  

Whilst the man is transformed into the deer, he still retains human characteristics;  
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 �µ�7�K�H�� �Z�K�L�W�H�� �F�O�R�W�K�� �V�H�S�D�U�D�W�L�Q�J�� �W�K�H�� �G�H�H�U�� �G�D�Q�F�H�U�¶�V�� �I�D�F�H�� �I�U�R�P�� �W�K�H�� �G�H�H�U�� �K�H�D�G���� �D�� �F�O�R�W�K�� �W�K�H�� �G�D�Q�F�H�U��

keeps adjusting, is the physicalization of an incomplete transformation, of the simultaneous 

presence of man and deer. In the performance itself, at this precise juncture of time and space, 

the problems of representation, imitation, and transformation converge���¶�� ���6�F�K�H�F�K�Q�H�U�� �D�Q�G��

Appeal 1990, 4).  

This illustrates the use of objects to transform a person, whilst also demonstrating that 

transformation is changeable, temporary and sometimes incomplete. Whilst the man is 

transformed into a new state, his old state is retained.  

 Conneller tries to avoid employing anthropological analogy (Conneller 2004, 52). However 

there are clear similariti�H�V�� �E�H�W�Z�H�H�Q�� �6�F�K�H�F�K�Q�H�U�� �D�Q�G�� �$�S�S�H�D�O�¶�V�� �V�W�X�G�\�� �������������� �R�I�� �W�K�H�� �<�D�T�X�L�� �D�Q�G��

�&�R�Q�Q�H�O�O�H�U�¶�V�����������������L�Q�W�H�U�S�U�H�W�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I���W�K�H���0�H�V�R�O�L�W�K�L�F���S�H�R�S�O�H���R�I���6�W�D�U�U���&�D�U�U����Conneller interprets 

her findings with terminology arising from anthropology. Certain terms and interpretations 

such as �µ�%�H�F�R�P�L�Q�J�� �G�H�H�U�¶ ���&�R�Q�Q�H�O�O�H�U�� ������������ �������� �D�Q�G�� �µtransforming the body rendering its 

�E�R�X�Q�G�D�U�L�H�V���D�P�E�L�J�X�R�X�V�¶ (ibid., 48) are nearly identical to the work of Schechner and Appeal; 

�µ�E�H�F�R�P�L�Q�J�� �W�K�H�� �G�H�H�U�¶���� �µ�V�L�P�X�O�W�D�Q�H�R�X�V�� �S�U�H�V�H�Q�F�H�� �R�I�� �P�D�Q�� �D�Q�G�� �G�H�H�U�¶ �D�Q�G�� �µtransformation�¶��

(Schechner and Appeal 1990, 4). The tone of her interpretation was anthropological, not 

because she used anthropological examples but because she employed an anthropological 

language and mode of interpretation. Conneller observes that the use of analogy can lead to an 

uncertainty as to where the analogy starts and the interpretation begins (Conneller 2004, 52). 

However, interpretation can still be influenced by certain modes of thought without explicit 

analogy.  

Every word we use has a particular value within our interpretations, there are certain words 

which are particularly loaded with associations and which have powerful implications when 

applied to archaeological material. These are fundamentally interpretive words, words that 

determine specific ways of viewing and hence of interpreting the archaeological material. 

Given that these words will have such a significant impact on our perceptions of the past, it is 

essential to carry out a self-reflective critique of such terms. The aim is not to search for a 

singular finite meaning for such lexical units and hence a formal analysis of semantics will not 

be followed. Instead I will present a contextualised discourse analysis which can further our 

understanding of how we use the dynamic toolbox of language to interpret the past.    

This kind of critique has become increasingly common in archaeology. For example, ritual and 

landscape have been subjected in particular to such evaluation (see Insoll 2004; Brück 1999; 
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Hodder 1992; Bender 1999; Ingold 1993; Ucko and Layton 1999). For the most part, these 

critiques identify the importance and variability of meaning within differing contexts and from 

differing perspectives (e.g. Ingold 1993, 156, Insoll 2004, 12), sometimes addressing the 

contrast between visions of the world fostered by Enlightenment views or ecological thinking, 

and those of non-western peoples (e.g. Bender 1999, Ucko and Layton 1999, 4). These 

approaches also attempt to overcome dichotomous thinking, as manifested in the distinctions 

between sacred and secular rituals, or formal and natural landscapes (Insoll 2004, 10, Ingold, 

1993). This harmonises with a current tendency within archaeology and anthropology to 

address multi-faceted, fluid forms of action and perception; our interpretive words are a prime 

target for re-appraisal within this framework. �:�L�W�K�L�Q���W�K�H���Z�R�U�N���R�I���5�R�V�H�P�D�U�\���-�R�\�F�H�����������������µ�7�K�H��

�/�D�Q�J�X�D�J�H�V���R�I���$�U�F�K�D�H�R�O�R�J�\�����'�L�D�O�R�J�X�H�����1�D�U�U�D�W�L�Y�H���D�Q�G���:�U�L�W�L�Q�J�¶���L�W���L�V���V�X�J�J�H�V�W�H�G���W�K�D�W���V�X�F�K���I�O�X�L�G�L�W�\��

and multivocality should be reflected in archaeological writing through dialogues (Joyce 2002, 

55). A demonstration of the dialogue in archaeological interpretation has been followed for a 

�Q�X�P�E�H�U�� �R�I�� �\�H�D�U�V�� �L�Q�� �W�K�H�� �&�D�P�E�U�L�G�J�H�� �M�R�X�U�Q�D�O�� �µ�$�U�F�K�D�H�R�O�R�J�L�F�D�O�� �'�L�D�O�R�J�X�H�V�¶���� �$�� �V�H�O�H�F�W�L�R�Q�� �R�I�� �W�K�H�L�U��

articles are followed by comments from peers and subsequent responses from the author. A 

dialogue is presented as a methodological chronological process.   

However, the current structure for archaeological reports is conducive to the easy location and 

extraction of the author�¶s interpretation of the material excavated or surveyed. In my own work 

the conventional structure of a site report has enabled me to compile a database with much 

more efficiency than if there had been greater variation in site report structure. Moreover, 

whilst the format of our narrative should be developed, it is the faux objective language and 

stance of the authoritative community which needs our greatest attention at this time.  

The language we use is socially active and inherently contextualised. As we communicate our 

argument and interpretation it is characterised by the terms and prose we use. Each term is 

recognised as a fragment of interpretation, which brings with it a range of potential 

connotations. In archaeology the words that are used often illustrate important nuances and 

particulars of practice. As a consequence we must gain insight into the specific nature of their 

use and role within a culturally specific interpretation rather than contributing solely to a 

universal understanding of those processes. Within my work, I will focus in particular upon the 

linguistic and conceptual use of materiality and a selection of terms which have been influential 

to the development of materiality as a concept, these being; metaphor, taskscape, temporality, 

transformation and liminality. This �Z�L�O�O���L�Q�Y�R�O�Y�H���W�K�H���L�G�H�Q�W�L�I�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I���W�K�H���W�H�U�P�¶�V���R�U�L�J�L�Q�V���Z�L�W�K�L�Q��

certain schools of thought, a consideration of their productive origin a discussion of any 
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universalisms and culturally specific nuances, and a formulation of how we are to reproduce 

these terms in a manner which befits the culture we aim to understand.   

 

1.4. Conclusion  

�µIt is easy to assert that material traditions �± patterns of life and labour �± are intimately bound 

up in the reproduction of the social world. It is rather more difficult to flesh out those ties, to 

chart their articulation, or to follow how they changed���¶�����(�G�P�X�Q�G�V��������������������   

In order to build a suitable framework of analysis for the material under study I have chosen to 

tackle the fundamentals of existence and perception under the title of materiality. As a result 

of the exploration of archaeological and philosophical approaches to this theme, my work is 

segmented into studies of transformations, liminality, metaphor and the taskscape as key 

elements of this discussion. Concepts of transformation, liminality and metaphor are not 

separate entities from materiality but are entwined with the foremost elements of materiality as 

understood through anthropology and archaeology. 

An understanding of how things are developed, maintained, altered or decay forms an 

important element of archaeological interpretations, such as identity, memory, gender, the 

senses and performance (e.g. Brück 2004; Edmonds 1997; Fowler 2004; Gilchrist 1999; Jones 

2007; Parker Pearson and Shanks 2001). I will be discussed in the relevant chapters in great 

detail, how these particular words are used within the wider archaeological discipline 

characterises the individual interpretations presented. Furthermore, limiting myself to the in-

depth study of a small number of interpretive words allows me to delve into the depth of their 

history of use, exploring their development in those disciplines which have come to influence 

their use within archaeological interpretations as well as the archaeological discipline itself.   

This chapter has outlined the methodology and interpretive interests which make up this thesis. 

I have specified on what basis sites were selected for study whilst also exploring the potentials 

and problems which occur when selecting data. I have discussed the methods that have been 

used in order to present my interpretations of this data collated. I also have outlined the 

motivations for the undertaking of a textual analysis as a critical reflection which will further 

our understanding of how we construct interpretations. 
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Chapter Two. Materiality  

 

2.1. Introduction   

I argue here that the numerous philosophical paradigms which have influenced archaeological 

theory and practice are themselves models of materiality. I will thus consider their development 

and the impact upon archaeological theory today. In order to re-evaluate archaeological 

methodology. I will also be addressing materiality as a term used within current archaeological 

interpretation. How people engage with and understand objects and materials has been eagerly 

discussed in recent years within archaeology (Olsen 2010, 2; Hurcombe 2000, xix; Hurcombe 

2007a; Hurcombe 2007b; Gosden and Marshall, 1999). From these interests, considerations of 

the philosophy of material things has been brought into the wider discussion of materiality 

(Miller 2005; Ingold 1993; 2007; Tilley 1999; 2000; 2004). Within this dialog a clash has 

occurred between those wishing to define materiality as the physical material of things, and 

those who wish to �L�Q�F�R�U�S�R�U�D�W�H�� �D�O�O�� �D�V�S�H�F�W�V�� �R�I�� �D�� �S�H�U�V�R�Q�¶�V�� �Z�R�U�O�G�� �L�Q�� �W�R�� �F�R�Q�F�H�S�W�L�R�Q�V�� �R�I�� �S�D�V�W��

materialities (Ingold 2007a, 11). I argue that the former perpetuates numerous divisions such 

as object/person, thought/person and object/substance (such as Knappett 2007, 23; Fahlander 

and Oestigaard 2008, 4).  Structuring the material world yet undervaluing perception. From 

this evaluation I aim to develop an understanding of the dynamics involved and pose potential 

means by which we can move from the discussion of our own materialities to an understanding 

past materialities.   

 

2.2. Historical Materialities 

The study of materiality has a long history from which much of the later philosophical rhetoric, 

and by proxy anthropological and archaeological discussion observes their origins. The 5th 

century early Greek philosophers demonstrate the earliest historical record of discussions in 

the metaphysics of change, and their work has been influential in such dialogue over the 

millennia. Etymologically materiality is rooted within the term matter of which originates from 

materialis �µ�R�I�� �R�U�� �E�H�O�R�Q�J�L�Q�J�� �W�R�� �P�D�W�W�H�U�¶���� �Z�K�L�F�K�� �L�Q�� �W�X�U�Q�� �G�H�U�L�Y�H�V�� �I�U�R�P�� �W�K�H�� �*�U�H�H�N��hylê, meaning 

wood (Taylor 2009, 300; Bunnin and Yu (eds.) 2004, 415). The material is posed as the 

opposite of the immaterial, that which has been argued as not taking a material form, such as 

thought, ethics and spiritualism. Despite the philosophical critique of dichotomies of mind and 

body and subsequent critique of the dichotomy between the physical and ephemeral in 



 
25 

 

discussions of the materiality of thought, archaeological methodologies are also often similarly 

dominated by this division (Kuchler 2005; Heidegger 1996; De Marris et. al. 1994, 1).   

Considering the concept of materiality rather than its etymological origins we are led again to 

Greece, yet towards an earlier period. One of the earliest known textual records of discourse 

on this issue can be found within the ancient Greek philosophical rhetoric which attempted to 

determine the underpinning state of reality (Aristotle 1966, 103, 140; Brumbaugh 1981, 50; 

Curd 1998, 63; Guthrie 1962, 1; 1965, 4-5; Heidegger 2006 (1962)).  

 For example, assessing the metaphorical prose of the Greek philosopher Herakleitos (born in 

approx. 503 BC), he perceived change as paradoxical and perceived transformation as a 

process, with materials being in infinite flux (Guthrie 1962, 433; Hussey 1999, 99). Others 

such as Parmenides (born in approx. 515-���������%�&�����F�R�Q�F�O�X�G�H�G�����³�What reality [is], and must be, a 

unity in the strictest sense and that any change in it [is] i�P�S�R�V�V�L�E�O�H�«�´���D�Q�G���W�K�H�U�H�I�R�U�H���W�K�D�W���³�«the 

world as perceived by the senses is unreal�´�� ���*�X�W�K�U�L�H�� ������������ ������ ������������ ��-5). Such a denial of 

change is based on the concept that any change undergone would involve the phenomenon in 

question not being what it is, which is incompatible with its mode of being. The extensive 

�Z�R�U�N�V���R�I���H�D�U�O�\���*�U�H�H�N���S�K�L�O�R�V�R�S�K�H�U�V���D�W�W�H�P�S�W���W�R���U�H�V�R�O�Y�H���W�K�H�V�H���F�R�Q�W�U�D�G�L�F�W�L�R�Q�V���Z�L�W�K�L�Q���+�H�U�D�N�O�H�L�W�R�V�¶��

developments of metaphysics. This was largely achieved through the combination of the 

mutability of Parmenides and the material flux of Herakleitos (Aristotle/Ross 1924). He argues 

that the potential being (matter) and the actual one (form) are one and the same thing 

(Aristotle/Ross 1924, 187). �,�Q���W�K�H���W�U�D�Q�V�O�D�W�L�R�Q���E�\���:�����'�����5�R�V�V���R�I���$�U�L�V�W�R�W�O�H�¶�V���µ�0�H�W�D�S�K�\�V�L�F�V�¶�����L�W���L�V��

stated:  

 �³Concrete things are generable and therefore destructible, forms are never in course of being 

destroyed any more than of being created; they are or are not, without generation or 

destruction�´�����$�U�L�V�W�R�W�O�H���5�R�V�V������������������������   

In this understanding, you cannot destroy or change something which is always in flux. Such 

discussions of transformation and fluid mutability of existence in the moment of change have 

continued to be important points of philosophical and archaeological discussion. Relevance 

can be found in a consideration of perception and engagement. For example does a pot become 

a pot once it has been given its shape, or when it has been fired? If broken into sherds does it 

remain a pot or does it become a substance? The integration and separation of perception from 

material and the dichotomy between the mind and the body has factored highly in the 

discussion of idealism and materiality (Rousseau 1990, 6). 
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Materiality has been reconsidered at many points in the subsequent history of European 

thought. In particular during the fourteenth century A.D. in England much scholastic 

philosophical and theological discussion was dedicated to the discussions of matter and it is at 

this point in time that the specific term materiality was derived from the material. They too 

employed early Greek philosophical doctrines in their understanding of the elements, in 

particular the Aristotelian concept of the cyclical transformation of the four elements, which in 

turn determined the natural and artificial transformation of metals (Obrist 2003, 25). 

Importantly such theoretical discussion formed a base for the humanism and idealism of the 

Enlightenment, and in turn, modern western philosophy and archaeology (Arroyo-Kalin 2004; 

Rousseau 1990, xviii; Levere 2001, 1).  

 

2.2.1. Philosophy and Materiality 

�µ�7�K�X�V���W�K�L�V���µ�,�¶���± that is to say, the soul through which I am what I am �± is entirely distinct from 

the body, and is even easier to know than the body, and even if there was no body at all, it 

would not cease to be all that �L�W���L�V�¶ (Descartes 1998 (1637), 17).  

�µThere is no inherent divide between the "physical" world, the "physiological" world, and the 

"mental" world, consequently nor is there a duality of sensation and perception, interpretation 

�D�Q�G���U�D�Z���G�D�W�D�¶ (Sanders 1993, 289).  

Direct discussion of materiality within archaeological literature has largely borrowed from the 

paradigms of the French and German philosophical schools of the 20th century with critical 

analysis of the dynamics and juxtapositions created and deconstructed. Such perspectives often 

borrow elements from idealism, scientific realism, materialism, humanism and phenomenology 

(Calvert-Minor 2010, Tilley 1999). Each of these philosophical approaches takes a different, 

although not altogether mutually exclusive perspective and understanding of the world and its 

physical constituents. For example materialism and idealism are opposing concepts: one being 

centred in the mind the other in an innate physical reality (Priest 1998, 66). There are 

alternatives to these perceptions of materiality as used in archaeology and eachontology has its 

own history and subdivisions. I have however selected those paradigms which I believe have 

dealt the greatest impact upon archaeological interpretation to varying degrees. This discussion 

will also examine a number of archaeologists who have involved a direct discussion of 

materiality in their work, considering the extent of our critical attitudes whilst also exploring 
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how views of materiality have been put into practice in archaeological interpretations. Figure 

1. is a presentation of some of the key models of materiality relevant to archaeology, produced 

to aid the reader. These are complex issues and this image seeks to illustrate core elements of 

these view points as an introduction rather than as an inflexible definition.  

 

 

Figure 1. A Summary of Four key Understanding of Materiality within Philosophy Archaeology (own image). 

 

Modernity and humanism 

Understanding materiality and how we appropriate it requires us to consider the attitudes to the 

body, mind and perception which have been upheld historically. Julian Thomas (2007) states 

that the construct of an autonomous individual has formed the basis for modernity and the 

political system of liberalism (2007, 211-2). He argues that modern humanistic attitudes have 

consequently been impressed upon the archaeological understanding of the body (ibid.). Whilst 
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there is no singular form to modernity, it can be characterised by the belief in rationale and 

logic, the critique of theology and the rejection of a teleological view of human nature 

(Baumeister 2000, 51). Descartes (1596-1650), verified his existence through thought on the 

�S�U�H�P�L�V�H���W�K�D�W���K�H���F�R�X�O�G���Q�R�W���G�R�X�E�W���K�L�V���G�R�X�E�W�����I�D�P�R�X�V�O�\���S�D�U�D�S�K�U�D�V�H�G���D�V���³I think, therefore I am�´��

(Papineau 2009, 49). From this argument he is presenting a model of materiality which creates 

a duality between the mind and the body, with thought as immaterial (Cottingham 2000, 79). 

�:�L�W�K���W�K�H���L�Q�I�O�X�H�Q�F�H�V���R�I���'�D�U�Z�L�Q�¶�V���H�Y�R�O�X�W�L�R�Q���W�K�H�R�U�\���L�W���Z�D�V surmised that through archaeology it 

was possible to trace back to the earlier stages of human evolution as a precursor to civilised 

man (Lemaire 1997, 15). Archaeologically, time and progression were illustrated through 

technological changes. Within this framework of materiality, thought was disconnected from 

artefacts and bodies. This realist perception of humanity also prioritised the rationale of the 

western, white, male, heterosexual individual. Perpetuating the notion that the latter were 

superior to those who did not conform to these characteristics, whether past or present (Thomas 

2004, 211-2; Thompson 1977, 32).  

 Together with humanism, positivism is known to have emerged from the western European 

seventeenth and eighteenth century period (Darder, Baltodano and Torres 2003, 32). The priori 

of rationalism and logic then developed to incorporate analytical reasoning and reductionist 

attitudes which saw the underlying understanding of the world as based in the micro, such as 

the molecules and atoms which make up the universe (ibid., 80). It was the latter epistemic 

scientific methodologies which came to characterise positivism as introduced through the 

works of Auguste Comte (1988 (1830-1842); Mill 1866). However, despite the seeming 

incompatibility of the mind/body dualism and the materialism of scientific practice, Descartes 

himself contributed to the scientific revolution with his methodology of experimentation led 

by reason rather than experience (Clarke 1982, 48). This may in part account for the persistence 

of the Cartesian dualism as incorporated into the science-dominated western understanding of 

the mind and body.   

Whilst positivism is largely considered to follow the intentions of the Enlightenment, an 

important point of separation has been defined by Steven Fuller as a differing knowledge 

process (Fuller 2001, 291). That is, the reasoning of the Enlightenment sought to eliminate the 

false to identify a truth, whilst positivism sought to eliminate the false in order to increase 

credibility of knowledge whilst building a foundation for future growth (Fuller 2001, 291). 

Further divergence can be seen in the approach to the (de)centrality of humans. Positivist 

attempts to observe and prove the laws by which material things are bound. Constructing an 
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understanding of materials which promotes their existence regardless of human experience. 

Those once ephemeral things such as thought and belief have been materialised into 

neurological processes (Lakoff and Johnson 1999, 105). Whilst positivism may have taken 

humanist and idealistic perspectives in its early inception, this ontology is later dominated by 

materialist concepts whereby thought is a physical thing. Indeed materialism is observable on 

both sides of the archaeological processual/post- processual coin. P. L. Khol. (1981) and others 

considers that there are basic elements of a materialist approach inherent within archaeology 

overall, basing this on the correlations made between past people and the objects they create 

(also see Rathje 1978, 373). However, whilst processualism followed the tenements of 

materialism, it was generally not recognised by its practitioners, Lewis Binford and Jeremy 

Sabloff being of the few exceptions (1965, 1982).   

Within archaeological methods the influence of logical positivism from the natural and social 

�V�F�L�H�Q�F�H�V���F�X�O�P�L�Q�D�W�H�G���L�Q���W�K�H���F�U�H�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I���S�U�R�F�H�V�V�X�D�O�L�V�P���G�X�U�L�Q�J���W�K�H�����������¶�V�����:�L�O�O�H�\�� �D�Q�G���3�K�L�O�O�L�S�V��

1958; Binford 1965; Flannery 1967; see Earl and Preucel 1987, 501; Hodder 2003, 21 and 

Bentley et al 2009, 29). Scientific rational and objectivity was understood as the key to 

understanding past societies, whilst the aim of archaeology was to establish general laws of 

human behaviour, understanding culture as a process rather than a history (Earl and Preucel 

1987, 501). Whilst a pervasive force within the archaeological discipline, processualism was 

not without its own contemporary critique, notably Jacquetta Hawkes (1968, 259) who feared 

the dehumanization of archaeology. Such sentiment was later echoed in the post- processual 

archaeologies of Chris Tilley (1989), Michael Shanks (1992; 1987, 15, 104), Richard Bradley 

(1997) and many others (e.g. Tilley 1989, 275-280; Edgeworth 1990, 246; Wylie 1992; Hodder 

1989; 1997, 692; 2000a; Andrews, Barrett and Lewis 2000, 526; Lucas 2001a; 2001b).  

  

2.5. Phenomenology and Idealism  

�)�U�R�P���W�K�H���O�D�W�H�����������¶�V���D�U�F�K�D�H�R�O�R�J�\���W�K�H�R�U�\���K�D�V���V�H�H�Q���D���P�R�Y�H�P�H�Q�W���W�R�Z�D�U�G�V���F�R�Q�W�H�[�W�X�D�O���D�Q�G���V�R�F�L�D�O��

archaeologies which explored meaning, perspective and engagement (Kristiansen 2004, 179; 

Taylor 2009, 301). Within this work there has been heavy reliance on the philosophical debates 

of Pierre Bourdieu (1977), Martin Heidegger (2000; 1996), Foucault, Karl Marx, Merleau-

Ponty (1962 (1945), 1964) and many others philosophers of the 20th century (Hodder 2007, 

34; McGuire 1992; Meskell 2001, 16). Chris Gosden (1994), Chris Tilley (1994), Julian 

Thomas (1991, 1992, 1996) and Ian Hodder (1997) have particularly expounded the works of 
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�H�[�L�V�W�H�Q�W�L�D�O���S�K�H�Q�R�P�H�Q�R�O�R�J�L�V�W�¶�V���V�X�F�K���D�V���+�X�V�V�H�U�O�������������������+�H�L�G�H�J�J�H�U�����������������������������D�Q�G���0�H�U�O�H�D�X-

Ponty (1962 (1945), 1964). Most influentially, borrowed from the work of Heidegger, was an 

opposition to the dichotomies of modernity, in particular the mind/body duality and the 

marriage of phenomenology and materialism through non-reductive materialism (Heidegger 

1979 123; 1996, 179; Porpora 1982 13-�����������$�Q���H�P�S�K�D�V�L�V���X�S�R�Q���µbeing-in-the-world�¶���Z�D�V���W�D�N�H�Q��

�D�V�� �W�K�H�� �L�P�S�R�U�W�D�Q�F�H�� �R�I�� �D�� �S�H�U�V�R�Q�¶�V�� �F�R�Q�W�H�[�W�� �E�R�W�K�� �V�R�F�L�D�O�O�\�� �D�Q�G�� �S�K�\�V�L�F�D�O�O�\�� �F�R�P�E�L�Q�H�G�� ���+�H�L�G�H�J�J�H�U��

1996, 59-������������ �%�R�X�U�G�L�H�X�¶�V�� �������������� �D�Q�G�� �K�L�V�� �µ�2�X�W�O�L�Q�H�� �R�I�� �D�� �7�K�H�R�U�\�� �R�I�� �3�U�D�F�W�L�F�H�¶ has also had a 

pronounced affect upon the archaeological application of phenomenology despite himself 

being a critical of the subject. Through this work it has been argued that agents create their 

world through their actions whilst the material world in turn restricts or enable certain practices, 

thereby creating a discursive relationship between agents and their material world (Bourdieu 

1990, 57; Bourdieu 1977, 1990; Miller 2005, 402; Throop and Murphy 2002, 189). Whilst the 

application within archaeology prioritises practice in the shaping of materiality it also brings 

attention to the contribution of wider social structures which are created through such practice 

(Joyce 2004, 147). Such work was to open up the potential of the material world as it became 

more than just matter to be reduced to its components but active social agents. �+�R�G�G�H�U�¶�V���H�D�U�O�\��

contributions to archaeology explored the expression of meaning and understanding of artefacts 

and the variation of these factors as dependent of the time, space, deposition and typology 

which they are situated within (Hodder 1986, 131; Thomas 2000, 9). A principle concern was 

how objects were situated into a wider sphere of activity and recursively how the wider sphere 

of activity was defined by objects. This was seen as continual recreation of meaning and 

perspective in the past, with every action re-making the material, social and knowledgeable 

conditions (Hodder 1986, 154). Criticism has been made of his continual textual analogy due 

to its unsuitability to the multiplicity of meaning in addition to his inclusion of the individual 

rather than broader social processes (Barrett 1987, 472). However, the understanding that all 

material things have social meaning and should be considered in their particular context of 

social action is a concept which has had lasting resonance. It employs many elements argued 

for in discussions of the taskscape and more recent concepts of relational realist archaeology 

(Fowler 2013, 256). Followers of this understanding of material culture have made much use 

of the philosophies of Bourdieu (1977) and his habitus �D�Q�G���+�H�L�G�H�J�J�H�U�¶�V���S�K�H�Q�R�P�H�Q�R�O�R�J�\�����Z�L�W�K��

�P�X�F�K�� �D�W�W�H�Q�W�L�R�Q�� �E�H�L�Q�J�� �J�L�Y�H�Q�� �W�R�� �O�D�W�W�H�U�¶�V�� �F�R�Q�F�H�S�W�� �R�I�� �E�H�L�Q�J�� �L�Q�� �W�K�H�� �Z�R�U�O�G�� ���7�L�O�O�H�\�� ������������ �7�K�R�P�D�V��

1996).  
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 However, whilst some phenomenologists overtly rejected idealism, their emphasis on 

perspective and subjectivity has been argued as idealistic (Barrett and Ko 2009, 290; Olsen 

2007, 583). There certainly are some idealistic traits, particularly in the sense that within 

phenomenology things appear to come into existence through human engagement. However, 

aspects of materialism also factor in this philosophy. Although not pertaining to the scientific 

realism of materialism, there is an understanding of the qualities of material as restraining and 

gui�G�L�Q�J���S�H�R�S�O�H�¶�V���S�H�U�I�R�U�P�D�Q�F�H�V�����7�K�L�V���F�R�X�O�G���E�H���S�H�U�F�H�L�Y�H�G���D�V���D���V�L�W�X�D�W�H�G���Z�L�W�K�L�Q���W�K�H���P�L�Q�G�����L�W���K�D�V��

generally been spun as a demonstration of the innate reality and qualities of material which is 

created through practice rather than thought. Arguable phenomenology draws upon both 

idealism and materialism yet is loyal to neither. For example, in the work of Tilley (2000) he 

has aligned himself with Dialectical Materialism with an emphasis upon the relational creation 

of things. Dialectical Materialism as developed from Marxist thought rejects both idealism and 

materialism, yet attempts to bridge together the ideal and the material whilst maintaining them 

as separate entities (Oestigaard 2004, 31). Tilley (2000) argues that time space and 

circumstance contribute to how a person acts. An object has no core meaning and function but 

is a signifier, subject to its relationship with the interpreter (Tilley 2000, 73-76; Tilley 1994; 

�7�L�O�O�H�\�����������������<�H�W���K�H���V�W�L�O�O���F�R�Q�F�O�X�G�H�V���W�K�D�W���P�D�W�H�U�L�D�O�V���K�D�Y�H���D���µ�E�U�X�W�H���P�D�W�H�U�L�D�O�L�W�\�¶�����,�Q�J�R�O�G������������������. 

Importantly, we must recognise that trying to understand thoughts and ideas does not make a 

philosophy idealistic. The influence of structuralism, phenomenology, dialectics and non-

reductive materialism in archaeological rhetoric has led to an understanding that all things in 

this world, including cognition and performance, possess materiality and are subject to 

objectification (Miller 2005, 10). As part of this, there has been much discussion on the power 

of objects as agents or mediators, and their consequential impact upon human behaviour (Robb 

and Dobres 2000, 3). However, whilst thoughts and ideas have become more tangible, objects 

have moved in a counter direction. The work of Chris Gosden and Yvonne Marshall (1999), 

John Robb and Marci-Ann Dobres (2000), and many others have brought attention to the 

agency of objects which heavily relies upon the work of anthropologists including Alfred Gell 

(1998), Appadurai (1986) and Hoskins (1998) (Barrett 2000, 65-66; Berggren 2000, 39-41; 

Dobres and Robb 2000, 8-11; Moore 2000, 260; Barrett 2001, 141-42; Gosden and Marshall 

1999). Others such as Rainbird (1999) and Ingold (2007, 35) have focused on the connection 

and meshing of objects, bodies, place and performance.  

 The work of Kopytoff (1986) is demonstrative of the understanding that objects are temporal; 

they move in and out of states, maintaining or alienating themselves from particular meaning. 



 
32 

 

Emphasis is placed on perception and engagement with objects, whilst following the idealist 

interest in thoughts and ideas. This work holds to the materialist philosophy that social relations 

can be materialised in the physical objects. As thoughts and experience are not separate, 

material things are engaged with, not through the body, but in conjunction of body and mind. 

This relies upon the philosophy of Merleau Ponty (1962). He argues against the mind/body 

dualism of empiricism and idealism, proposing that the body and mind do not work as separate 

units. His notion is that our bodies structure our experience of our world. Indeed, our mind 

cannot choose to experience the world in a way contrary to the interactions which our body 

experiences. Furthermore, knowledge is understood as a product of our material conditions as 

corporeal beings. Merleau Ponty says the difference between the body and other object with 

the world is that a body is being perceived constantly (Priest 1998, 58). The body is not just an 

object but is a subject, subject to its own actions, experiences and acts of thinking (Priest 1998, 

67). Merleau �3�R�Q�W�\���� �K�H�D�Y�L�O�\�� �U�H�M�H�F�W�V�� �P�D�W�H�U�L�D�O�L�V�P�� �D�Q�G�� �W�K�H�� �Q�R�W�L�R�Q�� �W�K�D�W�� �W�K�H�� �E�R�G�\�� �µ�L�V�� �R�Q�H�� �R�I�� �W�K�H��

�R�E�M�H�F�W�V���R�I���W�K�H���Z�R�U�O�G�¶�����0�H�U�O�H�D�X- Ponty 1962, 70; also cited in Mootz 1992, 520). He believes 

that with a philosophical understanding of materialism comes determinism, moreover that 

materialism is reductive (Priest 1998, 161). However, as already observed not all aspects of 

materialism and phenomenology are in opposition to one another, and within archaeology the 

body has been viewed as both a physical object of this world and the corporal entity which 

produces our view of the world.  

 With a combination of elements of materialism with idealistic perspective an understanding is 

�I�R�U�P�H�G���W�K�D�W���W�K�H�U�H���P�D�\���E�H���D���P�D�W�H�U�L�D�O���U�H�D�O�L�W�\�����\�H�W���D���µ�Q�D�W�X�U�D�O�¶���V�W�D�W�H���L�V���L�Q���L�W�V�H�O�I���D���K�X�P�D�Q�O�\���F�U�H�D�W�H�G��

perspective (Brück 2006b, 91). Of particular influence in the movement towards the inclusion 

of such perspectives in archaeology is the work of John Chapman (2000) with his work on 

fragmentation and the thesis that generation and destruction are only present when they are 

perceived (Brück 2006b, 91). Chapman has demonstrated that the breaking of an object does 

not necessarily mean the end of social engagement with that object. Rather, a process of 

enchainment can occur whereby a fragment of an object is exchanged or gifted to create 

connections between people (Chapman 2000). Thus concepts of creation and destruction are 

thereby extended beyond modernist conventional boundaries.   
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 2.2.2. Archaeology and Scientific Practice 

Whilst a consciousness of our epistemological framework may have rejected many of the 

processual motivations, elements of positivism and scientific practice have remained important 

in the construction of past materialities (Giroux 1988; Thomas 2000, 77; Binford 1987; Hodder 

1991; Hodder 2003, 21 and Bentley et. al. 2009, 29). Andrew Jones (2004) in particular has 

defended the use of scientific practice within archaeology. His proposed methodology 

acknowledges the subjectivity of the archaeologist whilst fully supporting the systematic 

rigours of science. Indeed developing from discussions of the objectivity and subjectivity of 

�V�F�L�H�Q�W�L�I�L�F���D�F�F�R�X�Q�W�V���$�Q�G�U�H�Z���-�R�Q�H�V���D�U�J�X�H�V���W�K�D�W���Z�H���V�K�R�X�O�G���µembrace the concrete and contingent 

�Q�D�W�X�U�H���R�I���E�R�W�K���W�K�H�R�U�\���D�Q�G���G�D�W�D�¶��and observe the intentionality of material culture (Jones 2004a, 

169). He argues that archaeological data and the innate qualities of materials resist and enable 

interpretation (Jones 2004a, 180). Through a combination of the social theorist work of Pierre 

Bourdieu (1977) and Anthony Giddens (1984) and theorists of science and technology Bruno 

Latour (1987; 1991; 1993; 1999) and Pickering (1995) he develops his own take on practice 

theory. He argues that evidence is relational and only present through a structured web of other 

�µ�N�Q�R�Z�Q�¶�� �W�K�L�Q�J���� �R�I�� �Z�K�L�F�K�� �D�U�H��subject to ideas, politics and economics (Jones 2004a, 34). 

�)�R�O�O�R�Z�L�Q�J�� �D�V�S�H�F�W�V�� �R�I�� �+�R�G�G�H�U�¶�V�� �U�H�I�O�H�[�L�Y�L�W�\�� �K�H�� �W�U�L�H�V�� �W�R�� �E�U�L�Q�J�� �G�L�I�I�H�U�H�Q�W�� �V�W�D�J�H�V�� �R�I�� �L�Q�W�H�U�S�U�H�W�D�W�L�R�Q��

together suggesting reflexivity between research questions, site and artefact (Jones 2004a, 78; 

Hodder 2000a). A similar argument was previously made by Chris Tilley who incorporate 

dialectics and subjectivity with empiricism so as not to fall foul to idealism (2000, 75). 

Innovative fieldwork has followed with an emphasis upon the context and multivocality of the 

methodological process (Hodder 2000a; Chadwick 2003; Jones 2004a; Chadwick 2003).   

In practice Jones (2004) has placed emphasise upon the spatial re-contextualisation of artefacts 

and the correlation of this with scientifically observed materials and substances of said 

artefacts. In many ways this becomes a question of the scales of interpretation and the manner 

by which we deal with them. Where we attempt to view the material as individual events which 

form a part of a whole. With clear references to both normative and differentiated practices. 

�-�R�Q�H�V�¶�� �������������� �Z�R�U�N�� �F�R�Q�V�W�U�X�F�W�V�� �D�� �P�D�W�H�U�L�D�O�L�W�\�� �Z�K�L�F�K�� �F�R�P�E�L�Q�H�V�� �W�K�H�� �P�D�W�H�U�L�D�O�L�V�P�� �R�I�� �V�F�L�H�Q�W�L�I�L�F��

realism, the human and material agency of phenomenology and a rejection of a humanist 

philosophy. Attitudes to materiality within archaeological practice have a consequential affect 

upon the theoretical reconstruction of past materialities. Acknowledging the multivocality of 

objects, the recursive nature between persons and materials, the importance of scale and tends 
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to produce a past materiality which values those concepts. It is important to remain aware that 

reconstructions of past materialities are typically a recreation of our own. 

 

2.3. Modelling Materiality  

As discussed above, the understanding of social ontologies has moved towards a subjective 

fluid model of human activities (e.g. Manuel Arroyo-Kalin 2004). Elements of idealism, 

humanism, positivism and materialism have each factored in current archaeological 

methodologies and the construction of past materialities. Much of archaeological theory and 

its critique has been part of a wider post-modern, post-structuralist critique. In conjunction with 

�W�K�H�� �O�D�W�W�H�U�¶�V�� �G�H�F�R�Q�V�W�U�X�F�W�L�Y�H�� �P�H�W�K�R�G�R�O�R�J�L�H�V�� �$�F�W�R�U�� �1�H�W�Z�R�U�N�� �7�K�H�R�U�\�� ���$�1�7������ �K�D�V�� �E�H�H�Q�� �K�L�J�K�O�\��

influential in the development relational models of human understanding and interaction within 

archaeology (Latour 1987; 1991; 2005 e.g. Shanks 2005; Olsen 2007).  

With modern developments of globalisation there came changes in spatial movement, 

interaction, influence and communication (Massey 1995, 53). Within the school of Human 

Geography it has been argued that this has caused a movement away from place as different, 

separable and probably bounded into the emergence of a space of flows rather than a space of 

places (Massey 1995, 54�������7�K�L�V���L�V���N�Q�R�Z�Q���D�V���µ�D�F�W�L�Y�L�W�\���V�S�D�F�H�¶���D�Q�G���L�V���I�R�U�P�H�G���E�\���V�R�F�L�D�O���U�H�O�D�W�L�R�Q�V��

intersecting each other (ibid). A development of the sociological sciences, ANT is based on 

relational materiality, whereby its components, such as knowledge (science) and technology 

(artefact), are meaningful through their co-existence (Hodder 2012, 91). The anthropologist 

Tim Ingold has differentiated his work from ANT, and distanced his theoretical stance from 

the concept of materiality. However he has developed a similarly relational perspective which 

has had a significant impact upon discussions of perception, the environment and materiality 

within archaeology (Ingold 2007; 2011, 20, 70). Ingold made particular impact with his 1993 

�S�X�E�O�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q���µ�7�K�H���7�H�P�S�R�U�D�O�L�W�\���R�I���W�K�H���/�D�Q�G�V�F�D�S�H�¶���D�Q�G���Paintained a presence in archaeological 

�W�K�H�R�U�\�� �W�K�U�R�X�J�K�� �F�R�Q�V�H�T�X�H�Q�W�� �S�X�E�O�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q�V�� �F�R�Q�F�H�U�Q�L�Q�J�� �µ�0�H�V�K�Z�R�U�N�V�¶�� �D�Q�G�� �µ�:�D�\�I�D�U�L�Q�J�¶�� ���,�Q�J�R�O�G��

1993; 2007a; 2007b; 2010, 11; 2011). It was in the former work that he first proposed the 

concept of the taskscape as a way to re-engage with activities and practices which are a part of 

the landscape (1993). Whilst this term has peaked and waned in popular application, its use 

and perhaps misuse has had a significant impact upon our perceptions of the prehistoric 

landscape (Olsen 2007, 583). I will therefore begin with a brief review of its conception and 
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initial intention then continue to explore the impact of this term upon archaeological projects 

and upon those schools who themselves have influence upon the development of archaeology.   

�,�Q�� �µ�7�K�H���7�H�P�S�R�U�D�O�L�W�\���R�I���W�K�H�� �/�D�Q�G�V�F�D�S�H�¶�� �,�Q�J�R�O�G�� �������������� �D�G�G�U�H�V�V�H�G���W�K�H���F�H�Q�W�U�D�O�L�V�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I���V�N�L�O�O�H�G��

�S�U�D�F�W�L�F�H�� �D�Q�G�� �W�K�H�� �Q�H�H�G�� �W�R�� �F�R�Q�W�H�[�W�X�D�O�L�V�H�� �S�H�R�S�O�H�¶�V�� �D�F�W�L�R�Q�V�� �D�Q�G�� �V�L�W�X�D�W�H�� �W�K�H�P�� �D�V�� �U�H�O�D�W�L�R�Q�D�O�� �D�Q�G��

socially productive. Such concepts of networking practices draw upon trends within Human 

Geography as exposed by Rodney, White and Peter Gould (1974) and the mid to late 20th 

century German and French philosophies of Martin Heidegger (2000) and Maurice Merleau-

Ponty (1962), respectively. It is within these works that we c�D�Q���V�H�H���W�K�H���E�D�V�L�V���I�R�U���,�Q�J�R�O�G�¶�V���S�R�V�W-

modern outlook.   

 �$�V�� �W�K�H�� �W�L�W�O�H�� �R�I�� �,�Q�J�R�O�G�¶�V�� �Z�R�U�N�� �L�P�S�O�L�H�V���� �W�L�P�H�� �D�Q�G�� �F�K�U�R�Q�R�O�R�J�\�� �D�U�H�� �L�P�S�R�U�W�D�Q�W�� �D�V�S�H�F�W�V�� �R�I�� �K�L�V��

proposal. Ingold believes that landscape develops and changes with time as a story (Ingold 

1993, 152). The landscape is created by the telling of that story, and with every different teller 

there is a different view and creation of the landscape. With a variable subjective nature there 

is not strict category to which it falls into, with land, nature and space being interpretations 

rather than innate features. Whilst a landscape may have boundaries and foci these only occur 

�µ�L�Q relation to the activities of the people (or animals) for whom it is recognized or experienced 

as such.�¶�����L�E�L�G�������������������/�D�Q�G�V�F�D�S�H���L�V���W�K�H�U�H�I�R�U�H���F�Xlturally and socially based, and perception of 

�W�K�H���O�D�Q�G�V�F�D�S�H���F�R�P�H�V���I�U�R�P���D���µ�U�H�P�H�P�E�U�D�Q�F�H���R�I���D���S�D�U�W�L�F�X�O�D�U���Z�D�\���R�I���V�H�H�L�Q�J�¶ (ibid., 153).  

 �/�D�Q�G�V�F�D�S�H���L�V���X�V�H�G���E�R�W�K���D�V���D���I�R�F�X�V���R�I���K�L�V���G�L�V�F�X�V�V�L�R�Q���D�Q�G���D�V���D�Q�D�O�R�J�\�����,�Q�J�R�O�G���V�W�D�W�H�V���µlandscape 

is an array of related featur�H�V�¶ in order to demonstrate the connections and content of the 

taskscape (ibid.,158). Whilst in some instances his work is focused upon an integration of the 

tasks into a physical landscape, he also considers the taskscape as bounded by the senses rather 

t�K�D�Q���W�K�H���O�D�Q�G�����7�K�H�U�H�I�R�U�H�����O�D�Q�G�V�F�D�S�H�V�¶���U�R�O�H���L�V���L�Q���W�K�H���V�H�O�H�F�W�L�R�Q���R�I���L�W�V���I�H�D�W�X�U�H�V���W�R���E�H���H�Q�J�D�J�H�G���Z�L�W�K��

by the agent as socially and culturally integrated rather than a background to map these 

experiences. Ingold frames the taskscape as a result of labour arising alongside the landscape 

(Ingold 1993, 158-162). Thus, fundamentally, a taskscape is a conception of a materialist 

materiality. It models the manner by which people engage with their word, which is constructed 

by their engagement with physical things, yet it retains humanistic and idealist connotations as 

taskscape only exists when it is being engaged with (Ingold 1993, 161). The temporality of this 

process is emphasised since both labour and landscape are in a constant process of change and 

mutual incorporation (ibid., 158-162). The tendency within archaeology is to employ the term 

taskscape to look at landscape using only visually significant characteristics to consider 
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technology through mapping a particular activity rather than building a story of many 

interactions and perceptions. Indeed it is often those who do not use the term who have fully 

incorporated this concept into their work.   

 

2.3.1. The Taskscape and Recursive Archaeological Theory  

One of the first uses of the term taskscape in an archaeological publication can be seen in Mark 

�(�G�P�R�Q�G�V�¶�� �µ�7�D�V�N�V�F�D�S�H���� �7�H�F�K�Q�R�O�R�J�\�� �D�Q�G�� �7�U�D�G�L�W�L�R�Q�¶�� ���������������� �:�K�L�O�V�W�� �K�H�� �G�R�H�V�� �Q�R�W�� �S�U�R�I�I�H�U�� �D��

definition we can see that he uses the term to refer to placing routine tasks in their broader 

context (ibid., 99). Within the taskscape, routine tasks are reproducing the social world in a 

cyclical practice. Landmarks are totemic, metaphoric and mnemonic and are reproduced 

through oral, practical and physical engagement (ibid., 101, 108). His application of the 

taskscape produces an interesting and insightful view of Mesolithic and Neolithic life. He 

interprets Mesolithic archaeology as denoting mobility with a system of tenure rather than 

ownership, yet with consistent lithic forms denoting continuity in social interaction (ibid.). 

Therefore the Neolithic saw the reworking of pre-established ideas of kin, tenure and renown, 

with less rigid knapping forms and building of tombs as part of the new ways of thinking with 

new tensions (ibid., 104). He considers the temporality and transformation of activities in a 

wider context of practices. If we are to draw any constructive criticism from this work we may 

suggest that whilst he acknowledges variation, he does also apply many generalisations, rarely 

being explicit in the expression of these social circumstances.   

 Taskscape is certainly not intended to be a holistic replacement of landscape studies in 

archaeological interpretation but was originally developed as an alternative interpretive tool to 

those landscape studies which took landscape to be a universal concept. It is then interesting 

that the spatial aspects of the taskscape are often one of the main exploratory values taken as 

being part of the taskscape. The use of GIS is one such methodology which has been applied 

and integrated into taskscape orientated interpretations. Whilst there is some acknowledgement 

that this approach is environmentally deterministic there are flaws in attempts to overcome this 

by the creation of Temporal GIS sequences which try to create 'socially experienced time' 

(Doortje Van Hove 2004, 1). This approach is taken by Doortje Van Hove (2004) who tries to 

�E�U�L�Q�J���1�H�R�O�L�W�K�L�F���V�R�F�L�H�W�\�¶�V���V�R�F�L�D�O���H�[�S�H�U�L�H�Q�F�H���R�X�W���R�I���G�D�W�D���W�K�U�R�X�J�K���D�Q���D�V�V�H�V�V�P�H�Q�W���R�I���W�K�H�L�U���H�F�R�Q�R�P�L�F��

aptitude. Economy is seen as a background for which social activities are played out upon 

(Doortje Van Hove 2004, 3.5). A dichotomy is created between the economical and the social 
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which takes an ahistorical systemic attitude with strong tones of processualism. Here is a notion 

which has come out of our modern globalisation and is being applied to the past in the guise of 

�W�K�H�� �W�D�V�N�V�F�D�S�H���� �7�K�L�V�� �L�V�� �Q�R�W�� �,�Q�J�R�O�G�¶�V�� �W�D�V�N�V�F�D�S�H�� �E�X�W�� �D�Q�� �L�Q�W�H�U�S�U�H�W�D�W�L�R�Q�� �R�I�� �L�W�� �Z�K�L�F�K�� �E�H�D�U�V�� �F�O�R�V�H�U��

resemblance to the activity space (Ingold 1993).  

So is there a problem in applying this systematic thinking on to the past? There is no doubt that 

we should recognise the flowing social interactions that occur in the past, but we must be 

careful not to take also the systematic mapping of networks which expresses our modern logic. 

I believe it is important to observe that both Human Geographers and Archaeologists have 

come to reinvent space and place in a similar manner. This may mean we are imposing a 

contemporary understanding of people and their relationships, rather than a specific model of 

materiality created in the past. When taskscape was approached by Vuk Trifkovic using GIS 

again the focus was on spatial relations rather than social relations with the key methods being 

that of analysis of the intra-site configuration and the distribution of objects in intra-site data 

(Trifkovic 2006, 259). It appears that such networks of activity through the landscape are not 

concerned with the temporality of experiences but are a process of mapping activities onto the 

landscape. Their interpretations are perhaps better suited to Human Geography methodologies 

�V�X�F�K���D�V���'�R�U�H�H�Q���0�D�V�V�H�\�¶�V���D�F�W�L�Y�L�W�\���V�S�D�F�H�����0�D�V�V�H�\����������������������   

 These examples demonstrate that employment of the taskscape does not directly accord with 

that outlined by Ingold (1993). Instead, we find less emphasis on the temporality and flux of 

relationships and activities than the contextualising and physical networking of activities 

through the landscape. The taskscape was not intended to map activities in the landscape but 

to consider how they were experienced and situated there. That is not to say that documentation 

of the situation and distribution of activities within the landscape cannot be incorporated into 

the taskscape, indeed it may be very helpful to do so. It is important not to map out these 

activities without considering the particular journeys, relationships and experiences and in 

particular the temporality involved rather than creating a holistic landscape that is active and 

known, as one experiences with a map.    

 Ingold himself has moved away from his taskscape theory finding it restrictive. He now 

illustrates a social world as an interweaving mesh of actions and relations (Ingold personal 

communication; Ingold 2011, 20). I would argue that such work is a development of the 

concepts outlined within his work on temporality and the taskscape rather that a full rejection 

of his previous work as much of the same issues involved in social relations are addressed. 
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Also a number of methodological problems have arisen in the application of the taskscape to 

the past, as outlined above. As with many approaches of a theoretical nature, translation into a 

�P�H�W�K�R�G���R�I���D�S�S�O�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q���L�V���D���G�L�I�I�L�F�X�O�W���W�D�V�N�����7�K�L�V���L�V���L�O�O�X�V�W�U�D�W�H�G���Z�H�O�O���L�Q���$�Q�G�U�H�Z���)�O�H�P�L�Q�J�¶�V����������������

critique of attempts to develop methods of archaeological practice using phenomenological 

understandings of past landscapes. He finds that observations of the referencing of points in 

the landscape by particular monuments may be weak or coincidental. The ensuing hyper-

interpretation makes assumptions with insufficient discussion of alternatives (ibid). 

Unfortunately, whether GIS modelling or mapping intervisabilty, it is easier to find fault in the 

application of models of materiality in archaeological practice that to create such a 

�P�H�W�K�R�G�R�O�R�J�\�����,�Q�J�R�O�G�¶�V�����������������H�D�U�O�\���F�R�Q�Wributions and the creation of the taskscape has been an 

integral part of the development of models of materiality and maintains relevance today. 

However, as identified within ANT, the taskscape could be understood as a response to current 

attitudes to space, place and time within a society where spatial movement, interaction, 

influence and communication are intrinsic to one another (DANT 2005, 3). Thus whilst models 

�S�U�R�Y�L�G�H�G�� �Z�L�W�K�L�Q�� �$�1�7�� �D�Q�G�� �,�Q�J�R�O�G�¶�V�� �W�D�V�N�V�F�D�S�H�� �D�U�H�� �D�� �P�H�D�Q�V�� �W�R�� �X�Q�G�H�U�V�W�D�Q�G�� �S�H�R�S�O�H�� �D�Q�G�� �W�K�H�L�U��

interactions, they do not automatically accord with past perspectives of those interactions.  

 

2.3.2. Time and Transformation  

�,�Q�J�R�O�G�¶�V���H�[�S�O�R�U�D�W�L�R�Q���R�I���W�H�P�S�R�U�D�O�L�W�\���K�D�V���E�H�H�Q���L�P�S�R�U�W�D�Q�W���L�Q���F�R�Q�W�U�L�E�X�W�L�Q�J���W�R���R�X�U���X�Q�G�H�U�V�W�D�Q�G�L�Q�J���R�I��

the continual mutability of existence (Ingold 1993, 152). The relevance of time, temporality 

and scale within archaeology is clear as much of our interpretive strategy is structured around 

chronology. Additionally when attempting to consider concepts of materiality, the formation 

of time and space are integral components as they contribute to how the perceived world is 

structured. The direct discussion of this topic is however a relatively recent phenomena within 

the discipline of archaeology (Yoffee 2005, 4; Lucas 2005, i, 28). However, resolutions of time 

and space may vary within different cultural and social contexts (Bradley 1991, 209; Gosden 

1994; Thomas 1996; Lucas 2005; Bailey 2007, 199). Time may be perceived as cyclical, linear, 

material or intangible, gendered or retaining multi-dimensions (Insoll 2004, 129, Thapar 2002; 

Gilchrist 2000, 325). We can observe particular epistemologies of time practiced by both the 

subject and the interpreter.  

A western notion of time as a linear chronology which is broken up into consecutive equal 

segments with every second holding the same abstract precision, has been used to structure the 
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past (Bradley 1991, 209). However, Lucas argues that whilst pertaining to a linear structure, 

an understanding of time through seconds and minutes is itself an understanding through cycles 

of repeated events, therefore through this view point, linear and cyclical time are inter-

dependant (2005, 93). Multidimensional qualities of western time are also apparent when we 

consider that during our daily life certain events or moments in time take on greater value and 

can be experienced at different speeds regardless of their unitary value. When building 

�K�L�V�W�R�U�L�H�V���� �F�H�U�W�D�L�Q�� �H�Y�H�Q�W�V�� �D�U�H�� �G�H�H�P�H�G�� �D�V�� �R�I�� �J�U�H�D�W�H�U�� �V�L�J�Q�L�I�L�F�D�Q�F�H�� �D�Q�G�� �L�P�S�D�F�W�� �W�R�� �D�� �F�X�O�W�X�U�H�¶�V��

development. Events and processes identified within chronologies do not hold equal 

�F�R�Q�Q�H�F�W�L�R�Q�� �W�R�� �H�D�F�K�� �R�W�K�H�U�� �D�Q�G�� �µ�S�H�U�L�R�G�L�V�D�W�L�R�Q�¶�� �R�F�F�X�U�V�� ���/�X�F�D�V�� ������������ ���������� �)�X�U�W�K�H�U�P�R�U�H���� �Z�K�L�O�V�W��

conforming to the abstract notion of time, chronologies are pieced together from the material 

consequence of events. Within archaeology time becomes material. Change or transformation 

is often defined as either short or long term, subjective to the scale of references. 

Conventionally a short period may be an instance of manipulation such as the smashing of a 

pot, or a temporary period such as the deer hunting season, whilst long term change may refer 

�W�R���D���F�X�O�W�X�U�H�¶�V���J�U�D�G�X�D�O���G�H�Y�H�O�R�S�P�H�Q�W�V���L�Q���V�W�\�O�L�V�W�L�F���U�H�S�U�H�V�H�Q�W�D�W�L�R�Q�����R�U���W�K�H���H�Y�R�O�X�W�L�R�Q���R�I���K�X�P�D�Q�N�L�Q�G��  

With greater awareness of the variable views of time, the multidimensional potential of time, 

and the value of past perspectives, leads us to reconsider the structures of time which we apply 

to the past. By focusing on the lived experience we can form a view of past temporal awareness, 

whether continual, traditional, momentary or uncertain. The prioritisation of large scale events 

and long lengths of time has characterised archaeology through much of its existence (Hodder 

2000b, 21). Indeed the study of long term change is popularly considered to be one of the main 

strengths of the archaeologist (Whittow 2003, 404, Preucel and Hodder, 1999). This inevitably 

brings a particular view of time to our interpretations of past if the longue durée takes pride of 

�S�O�D�F�H�����7�K�R�P�D�V�������������������������)�U�R�P���W�K�H�����������¶�V���H�D�U�O�\���D�U�F�K�D�H�R�O�R�J�L�V�W�V�����L�Q�I�O�X�H�Q�F�H�G���E�\���V�R�F�L�Dl Darwinian 

principles and the humanist concept of progression, developed a theory of unilinear cultural 

evolution which tracked cultural change as a gradual progression from simple to complex 

(Thompson 1977, 32; Dark 2000, 55; Trigger 2004, 167; Díaz-Andreu García 2007, 375). 

There has been much critique over the years of the application of social evolution, however the 

unilinear notion of time and the broad chronological focus has only been subject to substantial 

critique in recent years (Lyman, O'Brien and Dunnell 1997, 229; Hunt, Lipo and Hodder 2001, 

21; Sterling 2001, 4; Patterson 2003, 33; Trigger 2004, 129, 207, 221; Yoffee 2005, 4; Lucas 

2005, i, 28). �'�X�U�L�Q�J�� �W�K�H�� ���������¶�V�� �3�U�R�F�H�V�V�X�D�O�L�V�P�� �G�R�P�L�Q�D�W�H�G�� �D�Q�G�� �Z�L�W�K�� �W�K�H�L�U�� �H�F�R�I�X�Q�F�W�L�R�Q�D�O�L�V�W��

systems came a rejection �R�I���&�K�L�O�G�H�¶�V���Z�R�U�O�G���V�\�V�W�H�P�V���W�K�H�R�U�\�����\�H�W���W�L�P�H���U�H�P�D�L�Q�H�G���F�O�R�V�H�O�\���W�L�H�G���W�R��
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the large scale structured chronology of the preceding archaeological disciplines (Anthony 

1996, 48; Patterson 2003, 19; Trigger 2004, 396, 410). The short term event was the 

handmaiden of the long term process; a component studied to reveal the bigger picture rather 

than of interest in itself.   

 Criticisms of the evolutionary and processualist approaches largely culminated during the 

���������¶�V�� ���/�X�F�D�V�� ������������ �������� �0�D�J�X�L�U�H�� ������������ ���������� �$�U�J�X�D�E�O�\�� �W�K�H primacy of grand ecological 

narratives were replaced by grand social and political narratives (Gosden 1994, 35). In some 

studies this was interwoven with a study of the experience of space and architecture resulting 

in a concern with tradition, power and monumentality (Miller and Tilley 1984, Clark 1985, 

Thomas 1992, Foxhall 2000, 484). The transitory, physical and symbolic values and 

characteristics of materials and their contexts have been brought to the forefront of many 

interpretations (Bar-Yosef and Van Peer 2009, 103). This has culminated in some instances 

with a focus upon the biographies of individual persons and objects (Holtorf 2002; Hodder 

2000b, 25). Here we see an important shift towards agency and experience, which pertained to 

the macro social structure. This has resulted in a greater emphasis upon the small scale actions 

which were performed by the agents under study (Tilley 1994). Whilst large scale social trends 

running through local variability are acknowledged, interests are diverted to local creativity 

and the diversity of perception (Preucel and Hodder 1999, 216-7). This was realised through 

an emphasis on the power of individuals to impact and create the structuring rules to their 

�V�R�F�L�H�W�\�����<�D�U�U�R�Z�����������������������7�U�L�I�N�R�Y�L�ü�������������������������� 

As a consequence of the shift towards small scale practices it was hoped by some that attention 

would be brought to those individual narratives which had been previously lost within the 

construction of nations and communities (Hodder 2000b, 21- 2). However, this saw some 

critique for the application of modern notions of experience, power and the individual upon the 

past (Fowler 2001, 141; Thomas and Brück 2002, 765-6). A concern with the micro scale in 

many cases has nonetheless become entwined with the movement away from the study of elite 

persons and their ceremonies and a greater concern of everyday living and the everyday person 

(Foxhall 2000, 483). In a reanalysis of historical Greece, Lin Foxhall (2000) demonstrates that 

many interpretations which focus on long term change can be re-orientated towards a study of 

the short term. For example, based on the sporadic distribution of artefacts she argues that those 

rooms within farm houses which have previously been interpreted as having strict spatial 

organisation on the contrary do not have a single fixed purpose but are better explained in 

temporal terms rather than spatial (Foxhall 2000, 494-5). Whilst she places some value on the 
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long term patterns visible in the past, she argues for greater emphasis on short term events as 

constituent elements of the long term. This thereby allows the dynamic nature of the past to be 

understood through the main temporal context (ibid., 496). Furthermore with an understanding 

of culture as neither static nor pertaining to a progressive evolutionary model the micro scale 

was to be purported by some as the true level of social and cultural reproduction (Shennan 

1997, 58).  

 Consequently some studies place the study of temporality and small scale social existence at 

the forefront of their interests (Whittle, Bayliss and Healy 2008, 65). This has led to the 

suggestion that post- processual archaeologies, with the intention of readdressing the balance 

back towards localised action, have neglected change and the long term altogether (Robb and 

Pauketat 2008, 57). If resolutions of time are intrinsically linked with cultural perception then 

any assumed localised perspective may be equally misleading. Certain phrases such as every 

day and mundane have themselves been critiqued due to their own subjective nature, in 

particular when they are considered as categorically differentiated from the ritual or spiritual 

(Highmoor 2002; Insoll 2004, 89). Potentially the study of the meaningful experience of 

persons in the short term may cause past economics and politics to be neglected 

disproportionately to the cultural perception of their importance held by the people under study 

(Robb 2005, 5). It is evidently not enough for us to relocate to the short term in response to 

past preferences for the long term within the archaeological discipline. We must also attempt 

to locate the past cultural perspective on time and identify the significance they place upon 

those actions we categorise as short and long term actions.   

 But how have archaeologists adjusted the balance towards the localised and small scale in 

practice? The smaller the scale of materials studied does not always mean the more localised 

the interpretation. Flora and fauna residues and chemical sampling may be miniscule in mass, 

but are often interpreted in relation to large scale, long term trends. In part this has been 

addressed through a greater consideration of small scale practices within domestic contexts 

(Anthony 1996, 48). In more general terms the greater trend is towards the analysis of portable 

objects, with an increased awareness of temporality, transformation and localisation, into 

which I will now delve further.   

A time structure prevails which equates closely with that outlined by the historian Braudel: the 

long term as a result of the environment, medium term as a result of social or economic 

organisation and the short term as a result of individual action (Braudel 1972, 1980, cited in 
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Lucas 2005, 15). Such divisions are however problematic; a culturally perceived view of time 

should not be ignored from a grand narrative, whilst the small scale should not ignore larger 

contextualising structures. In actuality, there is no short and long term, but a perceived 

resolution of practices. Therefore whilst we seek to reincorporate the small scale and short term 

into our understandings of the past, we must make ourselves aware of how we aim to create 

and define this resolution (Lucas 2008, 49). To incorporate multiple scales within 

archaeological interpretation necessitates a reappraisal of the archaeological fieldwork 

methodologies. Archaeological interest in large-scale, long-term interpretations of change is 

supported and incorporated into the methodological practices; in the last thirty years the use of 

the survey has grown to become one of the primary research methods (ibid. 2003, 404). Whilst 

local diversity can certainly be derived from the data this produces, there is an integral 

orientation for interpretations to take a broader view point. Moreover, whilst the study of short 

term practices does not necessarily equate to small scale intensive methodologies and an 

interest in long term activities does not require the study of an immense data set,  difficulties 

are apparent when archaeologists are unable to move to a shorter generational scale, regardless 

of the breadth of archaeological record in question (Whittle et. al. 2008, 65).  

 Within the past multiple, perhaps even contradictory resolutions of time and perceptions of 

change may have been constructed and experienced (Lucas 2008, 94). It is therefore important 

to look for variation in practices as much as searching for trends and consistencies. 

Furthermore, there are many instances where the long term experiences of a person may be 

considered as a short term event in the longevity �R�I���K�X�P�D�Q���S�U�D�F�W�L�F�H�����$���S�H�U�V�R�Q�¶�V���W�U�D�Q�V�L�W�L�R�Q���I�U�R�P��

youth to old age may be perceived by an individual as a very long process, but the events and 

instances which mark that period may well be interpreted archaeologically as short term events. 

The social perception of time is an important element of how we interpret past practices and 

experiences. It is necessary for us to distinguish between those properties of time by which we 

structure our own understanding of the past. For example long term chronologies and systems, 

from the notion of time as understood by the people subject to our investigations (Lucas 2008, 

59). Gavin Lucas critiques the multi-scalar mode for understanding change and argues that this 

approach wrongly disassociates events with structures, systems and chronologies (Lucas 2008, 

59; Robb and Pauketat 2008, 58). By viewing the past as short term events and long term 

structures, separate ontological planes are created for these different phenomena (Lucas 2008, 

60).   
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 Yannis Hamilakis and Jo Labanyi (2008) employ a discussion of materiality in relation to time 

and place when exploring the reworking of objects, such as the later addition of a block 

inscribed with nineteenth century Arabic script to the Athenian Acropolis and the blocks later 

inscribed by children during the mid-twentieth century at the Sanctuary of Poseidon on the 

island of Poros (ancient Kalaureia). Using these case studies they explore the multi-temporal 

qualities of these blocks which have been created through the reworking, re-engagement and 

reactivation of these architectural fragments (ibid., 2008, 6). They argue that such objects do 

not support a linear understanding of time but evoke different times simultaneously. They 

purport that materiality enables memory to be embodied through time (ibid., 8).  

 Importantly Hamilakis and Labanyi acknowledge the danger of homochronism, that being the 

application of a homogenous view of time and materiality without consideration of the socially 

and historically specific understandings of time which may be present (Hamilakis and Labanyi 

2008, 8). When deconstructing the western academic modernist view of time, place and 

materiality we often appear to be attempting to create a perspective which forms the total 

opposition to modernity. However, this generalises the situation placing modernity and the past 

perspectives in two separate camps, indeed in yet another dualism. Past societies are in reality 

as unlikely to pertain to a construct of materiality that is in total opposition to modernity as it 

is to perfectly mirror it. Placing modernity on such a pedestal is not conducive to creating a 

balanced view of potential conceptions of materiality. This is even true of the Age of 

Enlightenment itself, as those upholding the ideas of modernity are likely to have been largely 

limited to the intellectuals and industrialists of the time rather than the general population. It is 

only over time that values based in modernity, such as the mind/body dichotomy and emphasis 

on the visual, have become so widely integrated into general practice and belief, and indeed 

�W�K�H�U�H�� �D�U�H�� �P�D�Q�\�� �H�O�H�P�H�Q�W�V�� �R�I�� �S�U�D�F�W�L�F�H�� �L�Q�� �W�R�G�D�\�¶�V�� �P�R�G�H�U�Q�� �Z�H�V�W�H�U�Q�� �V�R�F�L�H�W�\�� �Z�K�L�F�K�� �G�R�� �Q�R�W�� �H�D�V�L�O�\��

accord with the values of modernity.  

 It is evident that change and materiality may be studied at differing scales. We may consider 

the large scale transformations of society, with shifts in social relations and belief systems, as 

achievable through the exploration of contrasts in material forms over large geographical areas. 

Alternatively we may consider those very same processes through the exploration of those 

juxtapositions expressed at single sites or as a single contextualised object. However to 

understand time, change and materiality within a society, requires us to understand the 

perceptions held in the past (Hamilakis 1999, 74). For example a society may continually and 

drastically change its material culture yet perceive itself as a traditional society. To do we must 



 
44 

 

explore the attitudes expressed in the treatment of material culture as well as the material 

culture produced. Furthermore we must look at how people both transformed and maintained 

their bodies, objects and lives.  

 

2.3.2. Transformation and Liminal Bodies  

Entwined with an understanding of time is an understanding of transformation. 

Anthropological interpretive structures have been particularly influential in the development 

of acts of transformation as a key component of past materialities (e.g. Oestigaard 1999, 345-

364; Conneller 2004 37-56; Fowler 2004, 44; Flohr Sørensen and Bille 2008, 253-267). The 

gravitation towards those transformations which are culturally emphasised through 

performance and material culture has characterised much of anthropological and 

archaeological interpretation of cultural belief systems (e.g. Turner 1969; 1977, 53-72; 1990, 

8-18; Meyerhoff 1990, 245-249; Battaglia 1993; Schmidt 2005). Whilst problematic in its 

universalisation ,the rites of passage and the concept of liminality, maintain a positive legacy 

in drawing attention to particular transformations and in argument of a fluidity between states 

of being and thus the changeable nature of personhood and social relationships (Arnold van 

Gennep 1960, vii, 21, 11���� �&�D�U�W�H�U�� �D�Q�G�� �3�U�H�V�Q�H�O�O�� ������������ ���������� �5�H�O�\�L�Q�J�� �K�H�D�Y�L�O�\�� �R�Q�� �9�D�Q�� �*�H�Q�Q�H�S�¶�V��

�W�K�U�H�H���S�R�L�Q�W���V�W�U�X�F�W�X�U�H���R�I���W�K�H���µ�U�L�W�H�V���R�I���S�D�V�V�D�J�H�¶���7�X�U�Q�H�U�����������������J�X�L�G�H�G���W�K�H���H�P�S�K�D�V�L�V���W�R�Z�D�U�G�V���W�K�H��

liminal period of ceremonial practices, emphasizing the state of being in-between phases, with 

a person temporarily maintaining a state which is neither of its previous or potential status; 

 "Liminal entities are neither here nor there; they are betwixt and between the positions 

assigned and arrayed by law, custom, convention, and ceremonial" (Turner, 1969, 95).  

Recently numerous studies have incorporated the term liminality as a key descriptive element 

in the interpretation of past belief systems. This includes the work of Vicki Cummings (2001, 

42) Robert Van de Noort (2003, 413), Chris Fowler (2004, 132), Andrew Cohen (2005, 18), 

Mark Child (2006, 158) and others (see also Chase and Chase 2009, Hingley 2005). In 

particular the performative, material, impermanent and dangerous qualities of liminality have 

been emphasised (Turner and Turner 1978, 2; Tilley 1999, 154; Cummings 2001, 42; Van de 

Noort 2003, 413; Fowler 2004, 132; Cohen 2005, 18 and Child 2006, 158). Liminality is 

popularly used to refer to a place in the landscape or a point within the architecture of a 

monument which can be perceived as between two otherwise separate features. However this 
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is not simply used as a substitute for the wor�G���µ�E�H�W�Z�H�H�Q�¶���D�V���L�W���D�O�V�R���J�L�Y�H�V���F�R�Q�Q�R�W�D�W�L�R�Q�V���R�I���D���E�H�O�L�H�I��

system which has evolved from anthropological work.  

Within archaeology liminality of the body is often interpreted as a disruption of normal 

characteristics. In burials this may be the absence of gender specific grave goods or the burial 

of human bodies in contrasting ways to the common practices of the cultural context (Green 

1997, 901). John Barrett defines mortuary rituals as those rituals that construct practices 

between life and death (Barrett 1996, 397). He considers the liminal phase of the inhumations 

to end with the placing of the body in the grave. Identification of these practices relies on the 

symbolic materials used to structure the liminal period being placed within the grave (Barrett 

1991, 122). The cremation or detainment of bones for later burial may be the extension of this 

liminal phase for particular spatial and temporal distances between the living and the dead. He 

aims to focus upon the actions of the mourners to reproduce or transform social practices in 

particular obligation, authority and status rites. His concern with liminality evidently shows 

roots of his influence with Turner (1969), yet also with the manner of reflexive practices, the 

temporality of social structure and the performativity of these practices. Elsewhere the term 

liminal is used to mark out particular acts and perceptions as important parts of a social process. 

Liminality is observed in absence of sexual characteristics upon figurines, the absence of 

gender specific grave goods or the burial of human bodies in contrasting ways to the common 

practices of the cultural context (Green 1997 901, 902; Bietti Sestieri 2008, 120). The 

structuralist aspect of such a process is underplayed, yet connotations of danger and fear are 

frequently applied by simple association with the liminal. Turner proposes that liminality is a 

state of choice and multiplicity rather than a state restricted to danger and fear (Ashley 1990, 

71). Danger and fear was kept in close association with liminality, often following 

anthropologist Mary Douglas (2002, 96-97).  

The term liminality is often eschewed as a result of is structuralist connotations. However an 

emphasis on the processes of change in relation to the body is still a popular concern. Much of 

our understanding of the transformational qualities and temporality of the body comes from a 

small number of exemplary studies of the Indian caste system and Melanesian personhood 

(Marriott 1976). Marriott observes that Indian personhood is construed out of many parts which 

are regularly reproduced through the interchange of substances. Whether food or knowledge, 

�W�K�H�V�H���V�X�E�V�W�D�Q�F�H�V���F�R�Q�W�U�L�E�X�W�H�V���W�R���W�K�H���Z�K�R�O�H���R�I���W�K�D�W���S�H�U�V�R�Q�¶�V���L�G�H�Q�W�L�W�\�����)�R�Z�O�H�U�������������������������,�W���L�V���W�K�L�V��

permeation of the whole personhood which leads Cecilia Busby (1997) to conclude that the 

southern Indian construction of self is more permeable than partible, with substances being 
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extended out of them rather than extracted (Fowler 2004, 31). This does not necessarily mean 

that a body is unstabl�H�� �D�V�� �V�X�F�K���� �D�V�� �W�K�H�� �E�R�G�L�H�V�¶�� �L�Q�W�H�U�F�K�D�Q�J�H�D�E�L�O�L�W�\�� �F�D�Q�� �E�H�� �V�W�U�X�F�W�X�U�H�G�� �D�Q�G��

predicted. Therefore, a temporal body may be subject to many changes, yet such 

transformations may be consistent and expected. The state of the body can be so 

interchangeable that it is perceived as in a constant state of transformation. This is interpreted 

as a temporal body, which is constantly renegotiated through performances of exchange. Again 

in the often cited study of Melanesian persons we see that the performances and exchanges of 

material items are part of the reiteration of the dividual and partible personhood (Fowler 2004, 

26). Due to their partible nature, during these exchanges a person decreases in scale as a part 

of them is being given away and a person increases in scale when they receive something 

(Fowler 2004, 26). This changing scale is continually renegotiated with the exchanging of 

positions as receiver and giver. These studies are important in deconstructing our modern 

western view of the body, and giving us insight into the potential for culturally ascribed 

transformations of the body. They have also greatly contributed to the movement to identify 

personal and interpersonal identities within the past, rather than those identities of national 

proportion. For an in-depth exploration of both the Indian caste system and Melanesian 

�S�H�U�V�R�Q�K�R�R�G���V�H�H���)�R�Z�O�H�U�¶�V�����������������µ�$�U�F�K�D�H�R�O�R�J�\���R�I���3�H�U�V�R�Q�K�R�R�G�¶.  

It is however important to recognise that such social structures are not the antithesis of those 

from the Western world. For example the idealist conception of personhood as a bounded 

physical individual with an abstract mind, is not universal within Western concepts of 

personhood. For example Catholics may consume the body and blood of Christ as wafer and 

wine, a mother will often consider her child as a part of her even when the child has become 

fully grown. In this sense we can find concept of the metaphorical body and dividuality in the 

present. The belief that the modern Western view of the body is based upon an individualistic 

model overshadows the nuances and variable modes of being within this society. Kopytoff, 

argues that all processes of the body and object can be considered interchangeable (Kopytoff 

�����������������������,�Q�G�H�H�G���D���S�H�U�V�R�Q�¶�V���L�G�H�Q�W�L�W�\���F�D�Q���S�R�W�H�Q�W�L�D�O�O�\���E�H���I�O�X�L�G���D�Q�G���X�Q�V�W�D�E�O�H�����(�Y�H�Q��a seemingly 

static, stable identity requires continual maintenance and is continually re-invented. It is 

however, as important not to restrict the past to concepts of the dividual or permeable body as 

much as it is important not expect concepts of individuality in past.  

The popularity of transformations in post-modern factions of various disciplines may also be 

�D�W�W�U�L�E�X�W�H�G���W�R���W�K�H���W�H�U�P�¶�V���U�H�M�H�F�W�L�R�Q���R�I���I�L�[�L�W�\���D�Q�G���I�L�Q�D�O�L�W�\���F�R�Q�F�H�U�Q�L�Q�J���W�H�[�W���D�Q�G���P�H�D�Q�L�Q�J�����6�F�K�P�L�G�W��

2005, 60). Transformation then is expressive of the fluidity of meaning which we now cling to 
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in opposition to the structures and strictness of prior interpretations of the world.  Further 

studies have noted that transformations of the body may include a wide spectrum of physical 

and conceptual changes, such as tattooing, piercing, amputation, growth, menstruation, ageing, 

emotional development, learning, spiritualisation, social elevation, maintenance and decline 

(Tarlow 2012, 171, 178). However, physical changes may occur without social recognition, 

and conceptual changes may occur in absence or regardless of physical changes. 

 

2.3.3. Transforming Objects and Substances  

In recent years many archaeologists have turned to the small scale forms and temporalities of 

material culture (Gosden and Marshall 1999; Hoskins 1998). This has often resulted in a focus 

upon the portable objects we so often uncover as their small size can easily convey limitations 

in physical and temporal human engagement. In order to understand the dynamics of material 

culture studies let us touch upon the background to the latter in the history of archaeology. 

�6�L�Q�F�H���W�K�H�����������¶�V���W�K�H�U�H���K�D�V���E�H�H�Q���D�Q���L�Q�F�U�H�D�V�H�G���U�H�F�R�J�Q�L�W�L�R�Q���W�K�D�W���D�U�W�H�I�D�F�W�V���F�D�Q���E�H���X�V�H�G���I�R�U���P�R�U�H��

than determining the date of the context and ethnic association. Indeed, whilst the eminent 

�D�U�F�K�D�H�R�O�R�J�L�V�W�� �*�R�U�G�R�Q�� �&�K�L�O�G�H�¶�V�� �G�R�P�L�Q�D�Q�W�� �L�Q�W�H�U�H�V�W�V�� �O�D�\�� �L�Q�� �W�K�H�� �O�D�U�J�H�� �V�F�D�O�H�� �V�R�F�L�D�O�� �H�Y�R�O�X�W�L�R�Q�� �R�I��

cultures, he does recognise that action is the key to the transmission of culture and indeed ideas 

may be realised in action (Childe 1963, 42, 167). Such an understanding of the materialisation 

of ideas is intrinsic to most of our interests in the meaning and actions involved with objects. 

However, the change to material culture studies was as much influenced by the remodelling of 

our methods of analysis as the broadening of our interpretive prospects to the materialisation 

of ideas.   

 One of the first to bring full emphasis upon those actions and material qualities involved in 

the creation and transformation of materials into objects was Anna Shepard (1956) who 

explores the importance of ceramic composition, source and production techniques. 

Importantly she considers the role of the potter, with the pot being �µ�«�D���S�U�R�G�X�F�W���R�I���K�X�P�D�Q���V�N�L�O�O��

�D�Q�G���L�Q�W�H�O�O�L�J�H�Q�F�H�����D�Q�G���D�V���D���I�D�F�H�W���R�I���F�X�O�W�X�U�H�¶ (ibid., 5). Whilst her methodology was not initially 

recognised for its potential, more recent studies have heralded her techniques as pioneering 

(Gibson and Woods 1997, 18). The study of the diverse characteristics of objects and the factors 

affecting their creation and use developed into two main methodological considerations, 

ceramic ecology and the chaîne opératoire.   
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 Ceramic ecology developed by Matson (1965) aims to illustrate the environmental background 

to ceramic production, involving raw material proximity, wind direction, ambient temperature, 

rainfall, topography and so forth in order to build a picture of the environmental conditions of 

production, transportation, economy and seasonality of activities (Freestone and Gaimster 

1997, 12). However, tainted with the tendencies and problems of functional reductionism and 

environmental determinism this methodology falls short of the experiential aspects of 

production and consequently has been widely rejected in critical archaeology circles (Arnold 

2000, 121).   

 The consideration of the transformations of the materials and creation of objects is more 

popularly outlined through the concept of the chaîne opératoire (Schlanger 1996). Born out of 

an understanding of lithic materials this method originally attempted to reconstruct the 

processes by which lithic tools and their debitage had been produced (Bar-Yosef and Van Peer 

2009, 103). This methodology has broadened out from a study of technological procedures and 

allows for other determinates such as destruction, manipulation and alteration of materials as 

set within changing social contexts. This approach has subsequently been referred to as the life 

history or biography of objects, drawing particularly upon the connotations of a narrative with 

a progressive connected history of events and transformations from birth to death (ibid.; Holtorf 

2002, 51; Hurcombe 2007b, 41). An anthropological influence can be found in the development 

of the biographical manner of objects. The work of Hoskins (1998), Battaglia (1983, 1992, 

1993) and Marriott (1976) stressed the multiplicity and progression of meaning and social 

function which an object held during its use. Furthermore, they mapped out the changes and 

continuations in the use of the object as representative of relations that objects embodied.  

�2�Q�H���R�I���W�K�H���P�R�V�W���I�U�H�T�X�H�Q�W�O�\���F�L�W�H�G���Z�R�U�N�V���R�Q���W�K�H���E�L�R�J�U�D�S�K�\���R�I���R�E�M�H�F�W�V���L�V���W�K�H���µCultural biography 

�R�I�� �W�K�L�Q�J�V���� �F�R�P�P�R�G�L�W�L�]�D�W�L�R�Q�� �D�V�� �S�U�R�F�H�V�V�¶��by Igor Kopytoff (1986). Kopytoff suggests that the 

commoditization of a person through slavery is only a temporary state and re-socialisation 

occurs (ibid., 64). He observes that boundary of the body is permeable and argues that the body 

or body parts may become objects and commodities (ibid., 87). He continues to argue that 

whilst an object or person may be a commodity it is still situated within a cultural context and 

maintains a moral economy (ibid., 64). Furthermore, an object and its cultural significance is 

redefined as it passes through different phases of its own biography. The main theoretical 

perspective taken from his work by archaeologists is that the model of a fluid transient nature 

of identity of persons is applicable to objects. �7�K�H���µcultural biography of objects�¶���V�R�P�H�Z�K�D�W��

illustrates this notion and may have resulted in the popularity of the phrase. Additional 



 
49 

 

phraseology argued for by Kopytoff, such as singularisation appear to be less well regarded, 

certainly being infrequently used within archaeology. Singularisation refers to that which is not 

or no longer a commodity, but pertains to being singular, unique and incommutable (ibid., 69). 

One problem we can identify with this definition is that it suggests that a perfectly un-

commodified object is not part of a collection, dividual or partible, but is individual (ibid); a 

notion which is easily countered when considering the non-commodified collections of objects 

found at many shrines and sacred places. For example the rags tied to trees at many of the holy 

wells of Ireland hold no economic value but together define sacred places and sacred 

performances (Carroll 1999, 34-35). A commodity is defined as something with value that can 

be bought or bartered with the primary purpose of exchange rather than any other social 

intention. Whilst at some points Kopytoff argues that commodities are cultural he also states 

that excessive commoditisation is anti-cultural, suggesting that the struggle between being a 

commodity and a singularised object is a struggle between commodity and culture (Kopytoff 

1986, 73). Kopytoff repeatedly alludes to the ordering and control of people through society 

rather than as creators of society, indicating the influence of the structural components of 

�'�X�U�N�K�H�L�P�¶�V�� �Z�R�U�N�� ���L�E�L�G������ �������� �������� �7�K�R�P�D�V�� ������������ �������� Although he argues that systems of 

commodity and non-commodity may co- exist he still maintains a division which denies the 

cultural nature of the commodity. This creates a false dichotomy, and denies the flexibility in 

object biographies which Kopytoff himself has argued for. Indeed in the same volume 

Appadurai points to those cases where permanent commoditization of singularities occurs 

(Appadurai 1986, 17).  

A consideration of the variable perceptions of time and object manipulation may also be 

integrated into this platform of understanding. In addition to the understanding that cultural 

meaning of people and objects are continually fluid and changing, developments of the 

biography of objects analogy have come to observe the accumulation of events which mark the 

creation, use and deposition of an objects life history (Stephens 2007, 245).  

�µThe central idea is that, as people and objects gather time, movement and change, they are 

constantly transformed, and these transformations of person and object are tied up with each 

�R�W�K�H�U�¶ (Gosden and Marshall, 1999: 169, cited in Stephens 2007, 244).  

Over time and with changing social and physical contexts, the meaning and effect of an object 

also changes (Gosden 2005, 208). The critique and development of the object biographies has 

stemmed largely from the time perspective created through this strategy of understanding. 
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David Mullin demonstrates succinctly the need for flexibility in the study of biographies 

arguing that forgetting whilst contra to a linear biography can be as important as remembrance 

in the history of a monument (Mullin 2001, 536). Furthermore, whilst a strong figure in the 

discussion of the object centred approach to agency (Gosden 2005, 193), Chris Gosden finds 

�I�D�X�O�W�� �L�Q�� �W�K�H�� �F�K�U�R�Q�R�O�R�J�L�F�D�O�� �W�H�P�S�R�U�D�O�L�W�\�� �Z�K�H�Q�� �U�H�Y�L�H�Z�L�Q�J�� �W�K�H�� �E�D�V�L�F�� �S�U�H�P�L�V�H�� �R�I�� �W�K�H�� �µ�R�E�M�H�F�W��

�E�L�R�J�U�D�S�K�\�¶�� ���'�R�E�U�H�V�� ������������ ������������ �+�H�� �F�R�Q�V�Lders it as unreflective of the inter-subjective, 

intangible relations and practices of the material (ibid.). A linear view of the biography of 

objects does not allow for the total transformation of an object, the connections and dividuality 

with other objects or people, or other situations which do not conform to a chronological view 

of time or a static view of material identity. The deconstruction of temporality and materiality 

has led to the increased popularity of such terms as flows, transformation, fluidity and 

transition which are increasingly used in archaeology to illustrate the permeable nature of 

objects and meaning (Gosden 2006, 421).   

 One particularly influential alternative to linear time and relations is purported by Ingold who 

visualizes the process as a mass of interactions, like strings that have been tangled and knotted 

together (Ingold pers. comm. (see Appendix 1.); Ingold 2011, 87; Adam 1994). Thus networks 

and webs of social relation and interaction are mapped out as physical representation of events 

and processes allowing for an understanding of non-linear time (ibid.). Such re-

conceptualisations of time and materiality are important, however it is also necessary to keep 

in mind that whether a ball of string a web or line, each are specific views of time which may 

not accord with the past perceptions of change and continuation. For example it is important to 

note, whether you believe that the web notion of temporality replaces the linear notion as a 

format universally applicable to human kind, or whether, as I believe, that time and materiality 

is very particular to a social group. For example whilst the web view may apply to say a 

historical archaeological situation, the importance of the linear view of time to those past 

people is just as, if not more important. The application and awareness of perspectives of 

change and transformation can vary in their dependence on connections in the recognition of 

material and cosmological correlations. They rely on those connections in the context or 

material form being a reflection of past values and beliefs. It is important to understand that 

with an interest in the way we construct our own narratives of interpretations, our 

interpretations themselves are becoming concerned with the narratives of material culture. 
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2.3.4. Metaphor as Materiality  

 

 �µTrying to understand metaphor, then, means attempting to understand a vital part of who we 

�D�U�H���D�Q�G���Z�K�D�W���N�L�Q�G���R�I���Z�R�U�O�G���Z�H���O�L�Y�H���L�Q�¶ (Kovecses 2002, xi). 

   

Where the use of the term transformation may represent our understanding of materiality as 

fluid and changeable, metaphor represents our understanding of objects and substances as 

multi-vocal. It contributes to our understanding of the multiplicity of meaning afforded to 

objects and is often used to establish cosmological structures within past practices.  

In an attempt to understand how people give meaning to the world they encounter and create 

both anthropology and archaeology have concerned themselves with the ascription of meaning 

and the use of symbolism. However symbolism has been critiqued for implying a separation 

between meaning and object, inherent value and ascribed value (Gosden 2006, 427). Objects 

may embody and create meaning and thus be ideas rather just represent them (Trigger 2004, 

342; Heidegger 2000, 19, 37). Thus a metaphorical understanding of the perception and 

creation of things, people and the world has largely superseded symbolism as it allows for 

indivisibility between meaning and physical reality.  

Within metaphor characteristics do not need to be inherent in both the subject and object and 

can change depending on context. For example Micheil Leezenburg notes that the Ilongots 

tribe of the Philippines name the parts of orchids metaphorically and contextually:  

�µThe Ilongots thus appear to use body-part names metaphorically for the ordering of an 

otherwise unstructured domain of orchids, on the basis not so much of specific similarities as 

a 'contextually relevant equivalence'�¶�����/�H�H�]�H�Q�E�H�U�J����������������������   

If this is the case, then any object found to be associated with another may pertain to a 

�P�H�W�D�S�K�R�U�L�F�D�O���D�V�V�R�F�L�D�W�L�R�Q�����,�Q�G�H�H�G���L�I���D���S�H�U�V�R�Q�¶�V���X�Q�G�H�U�V�W�D�Q�G�L�Q�J���R�I���W�K�H���Z�R�U�O�G���L�V���W�K�U�R�X�J�K���P�H�W�D�S�K�R�U�V��

then every aspect of life involves metaphor. However, in archaeology, specific associated 

objects are classed as metaphorical. Metaphor has largely been given the role of accounting 

for those objects which do not fit into to their logically associated context. Through the use of 

metaphor we are able to understand the illogical. For example if we find an object purposefully 

treated in an unusual way or associated with something which does not have a practical 

relationship we instead construct a system of perceived meanings for those practices to be 
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placed. As we try to form an understanding of metaphors we emphasise the associations 

between certain phenomena. This we place in a wider frame of understanding that we have 

constructed for that society. In essence we consider that metaphors structure world views.  

Chris Scarre (2002) cites the cosmological belief in the transformative power of the land/sea 

boundary held by the Nootka and Kwakiutl of the north-west coast of North America and the 

Saami of Northern Europe he believes that the shore line may have had imbued significance in 

Neolithic Northern Brittany (Scarre 2002, 72, 84). He also suggests that the sound, movement, 

and changing tides of the sea may have been an evocative metaphor for the transition between 

life and death. He supports this with an analysis of the locales of monuments demonstrating 

their location on the extreme margins of land (Scarre 2002, 86). Whilst dualisms, contrasts and 

comparisons are essential to forming an understanding of perceptive processes, we must also 

take care not to create strict dualities when permeation and fluidity of concepts may occur. 

Communication and understanding are not strict and unyielding but bend to the movement of 

�L�G�H�D�V���D�Q�G���S�H�U�F�H�S�W�L�R�Q�V�����/�L�I�H�¶�V���D�V�V�R�F�L�D�W�L�R�Q���Z�L�W�K���W�K�H���M�R�X�U�Q�H�\�����D�Q�G���D�Q���H�F�R�Q�R�P�\�¶�V���D�V�V�R�F�L�D�W�L�R�Q���Z�L�W�K��

organic growth both employ different metaphorical concepts to create their understanding. 

Metaphors are not a list of things which share qualities, but form a complex network of ways 

of understanding integrated into the subject themselves. There is a physical context, a 

cumulative processes and particular intentions of metaphorical objects and practices (Ray  

1987, 68; Preucel 2006, 142). Metaphors are intrinsic and reflexive in the formation of thought 

and perception (Lakoff and Johnson 1980, 3; Bowers 2009, 2). Whilst structure occurs, it is not 

as some fixed cultural design within which actions conform, nor is it, as Lakoff and Johnson 

(1980) might suggest, a neurologically inherent system. The Cartesian mind-world dichotomy 

which dominates Western society is itself an understanding of the world which employs signs 

and metaphors in its creation, but is not a universal, biologically imbued division.   

Tilley argues that when metaphor is used it is as a subjective necessity of emotion and used to 

describe and form ideas of the world (ibid., 4, 7). Interpretations are therefore themselves 

metaphorical as understanding involves the unfamiliar to be understood in terms of the familiar 

(Tilley 1999, 21). However, whilst this may be the case, as a method to understanding the past, 

care must be taken not to produce universal cognitive oppositions rather than culturally specific 

understandings (Ucko and Layton 1999, 13).    
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2.3.5. Materials or Materiality  

When categorising objects through type and material we must consider that these do not 

necessarily represent past categories. Yet, we must also ensure that concepts such as 

permeability and transformation are acknowledged in interpretation. To focus upon matter as 

a means to understand the past it is vital to consider materiality. How people experience their 

world is subject to how they perceive, divide and mould their world which is a discussion of 

materiality not just the material. Khol (1981, 91) argues that archaeological practice continues 

to accept a materialist perspective yet remains sceptical of archaeologies which address ideas 

and thought. To focus on the experience of the material is to presume that it is only the material 

which guides experience. There is a core reality to the material world which enables and 

constrains action but perception cannot be separated from this experience nor be reducible to 

the science of the senses or the context of experience. Ingold may not disagree with this view 

but there is an inherent conflict within his work as he prioritises context yet favours matter over 

materiality (Ingold 2007, 2, 7, 14).  

 As a product of such rhetoric, many studies have chosen to focus upon the manner by which 

the body engages with physical things. This is based on the premise that if we can trace physical 

engagement, this will give us an understanding of thought, ideas and experience as they are all 

intertwined. This is an integral methodology within archaeology as it is through this 

understanding that we are able to interpret archaeologically observed evidence. However in 

some instances, qualities of materials and the manner of human engagement with them are 

treated as inherent within objects, which results in the application of modern experiences to 

material objects, technologies and materials encountered in the past.  

This may in part account for the frustration with the concept of materiality as experienced by 

Ingold (2011, 20). He suggests that materials have been usurped by the social in the way they 

are currently understood. Ingold (ibid.) indirectly argues against the bodily perspective-led 

conception of materiality as argued for by Merleau-Ponty in the sense that he prioritises the 

innate qualities of material things over all else in the creation of materiality (Merleau- Ponty 

1962, 70). Ingold rejection of philosophising and his call for observation, struggles against his 

overall contextual and interconnected approach to materiality (Ingold pers. comm.). However 

materiality is not against the physical properties of materials, but is selectively and contextually 

constructed by them. 
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Linda Hurcombe (2007b�����D�U�J�X�H�V���W�K�D�W���Z�H���P�X�V�W���O�R�R�N���D�W���µ�D�W�W�H�Q�W�L�R�Q-�G�U�D�Z�L�Q�J�¶���T�X�D�O�L�W�L�H�V���R�I���P�D�W�H�U�L�D�O��

culture which could have drawn the attention of people in the past. This approach is useful, 

however we must not presume a correlation between those aspects of material which draw our 

attention and those qualities which draw interest from past participants in an activity. Greater 

significance should be given to the contextual situation and treatment of materials and objects. 

�7�K�X�V���Z�H���V�K�R�X�O�G���Q�R�W���O�R�R�N���D�W���µ�D�W�W�H�Q�W�L�R�Q-�G�U�D�Z�L�Q�J�¶���T�X�D�O�L�W�L�H�V�����E�X�W���µ�D�W�W�H�Q�W�L�R�Q-�G�U�D�Z�Q�¶���T�X�D�O�L�W�L�H�V�����7�K�D�W��

is to say those qualities which past people have demonstrably placed an emphasis on. For 

example the qualities of fire are attention drawing, but it is the attention drawn to fire, such as 

the presence of burying within a burial, or the scattering of ashes in a place around the periphery 

�R�I���D���V�H�W�W�O�H�P�H�Q�W���Z�K�L�F�K���V�K�R�Z���D�W�W�H�Q�W�L�R�Q���K�D�V���E�H�H�Q���G�U�D�Z�Q���W�R���W�K�H���T�X�D�O�L�W�L�H�V���R�I���I�L�U�H���R�U���L�W�¶�V���E�\- products.   

Engaging with the material as Ingold suggests is not necessarily engaging with the thoughts, 

feelings, beliefs and physical actions experienced by someone else who has also engaged with 

this material (Ingold 2007, 6). Thus we have to build a world from all of the elements that we 

have access to, such as the context of these actions, the manner by which they engage with 

materials, each other, the results of their own action. Discussion about materiality has 

established variability in the forms that material understandings can take. It is important to 

consider that the human body does not just engage and create the material world but is the 

material world. This does not necessarily mean that such a perspective was held in past. Rather 

it is our own model of materiality biult to understand how we are situated within our world.  

 Archaeologists have deconstructed their own concepts of the self and matter inorder to explore 

the realities of past material worlds. Materiality goes beyond the material to include any 

physical act including performance, which is both physicalised and materialised through the 

human body rather than a distinct set of materials. Those thoughts and beliefs that were once 

unobtainable were now considered materially manifested. Through such paradigms the world 

became meaningfully created through material things, and hence materiality was everything.   

Whilst we may have experienced a rejection of objectivity within post-processual 

archaeologies it is still an understandably pervasive force as we still attempt to understand and 

construct a past which does not simply reflect our own thoughts and ideas (Tilley 1990, 338). 

In consequence many try to move away from the humanism, capitalism and scientific realism 

with the misconception that non-western societies are by proxy closer to the past than western 

society. However, if the model of materiality consequently created is applied to all non-

westeren people we have problematically created a model of materiality charecteries by an 
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opposition to western materialites. There are of course inherent dangers in creating any such 

universalisms. This rejection of modern concepts can be identified as the lingering presence of 

our attempts to create objective understandings of the past not derived from our own 

philosophies such as the Marxist rejection of capitalist thought. This has derived from a belief 

that aspects of modern western thought such as capitalism and secularism are alien in the 

context of the entirety of past cultures. It maintains a view identifying modern western society 

as superior and unique by placing it as the antithesis to all other culture. In doing so it denies 

the non-humanist qualities of western society and creates the west as the subjective and those 

cultures external to modern society as the objective model.   

 

2.4. Conclusion  

It is important to deconstruct our own subjective view of behaviour, bodies, objects and space 

and construct an understanding which better accounts for the fluidity of society and culture. 

This is however, only one step in a methodology of archaeological interpretation. 

Archaeologically, we should not be trying to achieve some pure sense of the material world. If 

we do not attempt to outline which physical transformations and which changes in context were 

important, or where fluidy in personhood or object meaning was relevant and where it was not, 

we would be applying universal non-western model of materiality to the past. For example 

when discussing the culture/nature dichotomy Thomas (2004, 222) proposes that the amount 

of labour invested in the erection of a monument may be irrelevant if Neolithic people perceive 

no difference between cultural and natural origins. It is consequently very important not to 

simply deconstruct modernity and pose an alternative, but establish the perspectives of 

materiality based upon the behaviour of those in the past.   

�,�Q�J�R�O�G�¶�V�������������D���	�E�����������������������������S�K�L�O�R�V�R�S�K�L�H�V�����L�Q�F�O�X�G�L�Q�J���F�R�Q�F�H�S�W�V���R�I���W�D�V�N�V�F�D�S�H�����P�H�V�K�Z�R�U�N���D�Q�G��

wayfaring have been widely incorporated into archaeological interpretation. This is largely 

because they enable us to find an integral recursive connection between past human activity 

and the material things we encounter through archaeological investigation. However, such 

models do not provide a methodology but a manner of understanding. Differing studies have 

placed variable amounts of emphasis upon the different constituents of past human worlds, 

whether spatial, historical, experiential or social (e.g. Jones 2002, 126-131; Cochrane 2005, 

15; Hurcombe 2007b, 6). 
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 The taskscape is a model or perception of materiality. Even if universal, it is not universally 

perceived. Similarly when concepts of metaphors, liminality and transformation are observed, 

each terms and concepts are used to introduce alternatives to modern modes of understanding 

materiality. They are the conceptualisations of the archaeological imagination utilised to 

transcend our own boundaries as much as create past perspectives. Whilst Ingold (2007, 1-16) 

may find the use of the term materiality restrictive I would maintain the opposite, that it is all 

encompassing and can be used as adaptive to any cultural mode. What is of importance is to 

make clear which understanding of the word is being used.  

A manner by which we can understand materiality archaeologically is through the exploration 

of the material qualities which are drawn attention to, as discussed above. This will involve a 

focus upon the transformation of materials such as changes in form, context and physical 

engagement. Archaeologists have long been concerned with transformations at varying scales 

of understanding, from changing social networks, cultural characteristics and ideological 

frameworks to concepts of self, materials, objects and places and particular events and practices 

(Van der Leuw and McGlade 1997, 3). Some of the most notable frameworks of change 

developed within archaeology include diffusionism, ecofunctionalist systems, historical 

positivism and to some extent agency (Anthony 1996, 48; Patterson 2003, 19; Trigger 2004, 

129). Additionally critical discussions of time and change have been popular over the last two 

decades perceptions of time have a particular impact on the way in which we view 

transformations (Van der Leuw and McGlade 1997, Lucas 2008). �*�H�Q�Q�H�S�¶�V���U�L�W�H�V���R�I���S�D�V�V�D�J�H��

remains of great influence and liminality stands as the pivotal point within a process of 

transformation pertaining in particular to the temporary, volatile, emotive and spiritual phases 

(Turner 1977, 54). However, the more generalised reference to transformation and 

transformative processes appears to have superseded the framework of the ri tes of passage 

(ibid.). The use of the term transformation in place of liminality may be a result of its 

appearance as less loaded with emotive concepts of danger, fear and spirituality. However, 

whether we refer to change as transformative or pertaining to a structure which involves 

liminality we must remain aware of how this use is indicative of our own conception of time 

and change in the archaeological record. Indeed, we must also concede that the form of 

transition depends on the culture in question. A �F�X�O�W�X�U�H�¶�V���D�F�N�Q�R�Z�O�H�G�J�H�P�H�Q�W���R�I���F�K�D�Q�J�H���L�V���Q�R�W���D��

given.   

Particular words we use to interpret archaeological findings have a complex network of 

meaning based not within a strict dictionary definition but as collected and created through 
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contexts of use. Without the spiritual connotations of liminality, or the literary associations of 

metaphor, transformation may appear to be an innocent word, a word that is not loaded with a 

long history of associations and presumptions. However, all words pick up particular 

connotations and relations and evolves with use. Unfortunately, transformation sometimes 

takes an over generalised meaning. It is therefore important to define the nature and perception 

�R�I�� �S�D�V�W�� �W�U�D�Q�V�I�R�U�P�D�W�L�R�Q�V�� �D�Q�G�� �P�H�W�D�S�K�R�U�V�� �E�D�V�H�G�� �R�Q�� �L�W�V�� �F�R�Q�W�H�[�W�X�D�O�� �µmeaningfulness�¶���� �Q�R�W�� �V�L�P�S�O�\��

their presence (Thomas 2004, 200).  

When materiality as a term is used within archaeological contexts two main approaches 

emerge. One is that materiality denotes the physical qualities of the world, textures, weight, 

colour and so forth. The other definition is that materiality is the way in which we understand 

the world around us and the perspectives which form our understanding of the physical and 

immaterial world, focusing on how we experience material things. The latter is seen as a 

discussion of metaphysics whilst the former is understood as the study of the qualities 

possessed by materials. However, the focus upon material qualities is itself an applied 

metaphysical approach. Such studies often employ scientific realism with a focus upon the 

scientifically established structural compounds and chemical processes associated with an 

object. In contrast a more overtly metaphysical approach such as phenomenology gives greater 

attention to the sensory experience of material qualities such as texture, temperature and 

aesthetics.   

In practice, division occurs between uses of the term materiality as a reference to specific 

material, raw substance, and the understanding of materiality as a concept of the entirety of the 

world. For example the human body which is of concern here, often enters into discussions of 

materiality when trying to understand the body philosophically as a metaphysical phenomenon, 

and in-order to deconstruction of the body/object divide. Yet within excavation reports human 

skeletal remains are generally discussed as separate from the artefact assemblage. Thus 

separating the body from the material object. Additionally, there has been an unfortunate bond 

made between the uniformity of matter as in reductive materialism and the sensory experience 

explored through phenomenology. Thus creating the belief that as humans we can engage with 

raw materials and that experience can be transposed into the past. Furthermore whilst many 

archaeologists would claim they do not hold to universalisms there is a general application of 

particular models of materiality. Whilst admirable for their deconstruction of modern western 

and enlightenment views of materiality, the presumed conformity of the past to post-modern 

values is similarly presumptive. For example whilst we may argue that the transformation of 
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�µ�U�D�Z�¶�� �F�O�D�\�� �L�V�� �P�H�D�Q�L�Q�J�I�X�O���� �Z�H�� �F�D�Q�Q�R�W�� �S�U�H�V�X�P�H�� �D�Q�� �D�F�W�� �R�I�� �W�U�D�Q�V�I�R�U�P�D�W�L�R�Q�� �I�R�U�P�V�� �S�D�U�W�� �R�I��

cosmological system as an act of understanding in the past simply because it existed. Form and 

meaning are a matter of perspective. Character and meaning may be dramatically altered by a 

simple shift in focus (Lewis 2004, 74). To include all action thought and matter under the 

premise of materiality is quite clearly employing a materialist outlook. However whilst I may 

understand materiality as all inclusive in the materialist sense, my interests are arguably more 

idealist in their concern with perspective. Whilst we cannot presume a particular philosophical 

outlook was held within the past, we also cannot extract our philosophical approaches from our 

interpretations, thus instead we choose to acknowledge and utilise these paradigms in our 

interpretation of the past.   

Archaeology as a discipline locates meaning within material culture. This is understood as the 

primary means by which we can understand the past. Elements of a materialist outlook are 

intrinsic to the manner by which we try to extract practices and beliefs from the past. Yet we 

must consider non-materialist perspectives through this lens. Indeed all beliefs and concepts 

would not be engaged with all at one point in time in any case. Positivist methodologies dictate 

that we must organise and divide aspects of materiality in order for us to understand it. 

Constructing categories such as landscape, the body, objects, buildings, beliefs and bodily 

practices. Yet we must also deconstruct these divides within our interpretation strategies so as 

not to construct false dualities. It is essential to maintain a consideration of the potential for 

permeability between categories, whilst also not presuming permeability. Much of this 

construction will be reliant on our ability to determine where boundaries are placed, and 

whether these boundaries are strict or permeable.  

We must try and understand multiple ways of viewing materiality as dependant on the context. 

How objects, substances, structures, the landscape are treated are as important as the qualities 

of the materials themselves. The electrostatic qualities of quartz or the gritty texture of clay are 

irrelevant observations unless situated into a context and considered in terms of the manner in 

which they are engaged. For example both the grinding of wheat and the smelting of bronze 

involve a potentially important transformative process during the Bronze Age. However the 

presence of transformation is not enough for us to conclude a conceptual correlation. Instead 

we must draw upon nuances of practice which convey culture-specific contextual and physical 

correlations. Examples of this might include correlations in the find sites, or similarities in 

potential sensations brought on by chosen qualities in the materials used. Moreover, if they 
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chose particular shared characteristics in their materials, the style and form of the tools used or 

the settings chosen, a correlation between these practices may have been drawn.   
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Chapter Three. Methods, Approaches and Data 

 

3.1. Boundaries  

The data used within this thesis have been compiled from sites found across Wales (see figure 

2.). The modern boundaries of Wales are in part a product of the terrain. Much of Wales is at 

a higher altitude to those parts of England along the eastern boundary of Wales. A boundary 

also marked by the rivers Severn and Dee. The northerly, westerly and southern extent of Wales 

is flanked by the Irish Sea and Bristol Channel. It should be noted that the boundaries of 

altitude, river and sea shall not be presumed to have the same relevance to past societies as it 

does today (Adams 2001, 292). Indeed with the transportation of pottery, metals and ores across 

the Irish Channel being well documented in the Bronze Age it brings to attention the concept 

that the coastal counties of Wales were well connected to the coast of Ireland (Waddell 1993, 

33; Savory 1963; Burgess 1980; Fox 1932; Lynch 1990, 1-19). The high density of monuments 

along mountain ranges and along their trackways would also suggest levels of communication 

and movement may have been high across upland areas (see figure 3.) (Lynch 2000, 95). This 

chosen area is arbitrary in the sense that modern boundaries was chosen in order to give some 

limitation to the huge quantity of archaeological sites available for study. This is not to say that 

boundaries in some form or another did not exist, rather that they cannot be presumed to be the 

same as our own. An updated exploration of the connections and divisions of these regions 

would be a worthwhile study, however it is not the aim of this thesis. I nonetheless have 

approached my data with an awareness of cultural variability, division and unity in boundary 

perspectives which may not conform to my own.  
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Figure 2. Location of Bronze Age excavated sites within Wales as compiled within my Database. 
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Figure 3. Relief Map of Wales (Ordinance Survey, Crown Copyright, 2009). 
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3.2. Terrain  

The terrain of the westerly counties of Wales varies greatly and encompasses the mountainous 

region of Snowdonia, the gentler hills of Pembrokeshire, and the various beaches, inlets, rivers, 

marshes, open plains and wooded areas which appear in all areas to varying degrees. 

Topographically, Pembrokeshire and Anglesey with their small hills and plains stand apart 

from the higher mountains and deeper valleys of central and parts of North Wales. 

Reconstructions of the Bronze Age climate and terrain in Wales is based on various 

palaeoenvironmental investigation of sediments by T. M. Mighall et al. (2002), Petra Dark 

(2006), A. E. Caseldine and C. J. Griffiths (2004, 2006a, 2006b) and others. This largely 

consists of the analysis of peat and soil samples for palynological evidence, using such methods 

as pollen analysis, stratigraphy and radiocarbon dating.   

 

3.3. The Data-set 

The data-set of sites used to produce site distribution maps (figures 18, 19 & 20) were compiled 

from the Historical Environment Records (HER), National Monuments Records (NMR) and 

published surveys produced by the Royal Commission on the Ancient and Historical 

Monuments of Wales (RCAHMW 1937, 1956-64, 1976), and county based archaeological 

field surveys undertaken by each of the Welsh trusts; the Gwynedd Archaeological Trust 

(Smith 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004), Clwyd-Powys Archaeological Trust (Jones 1999b, 2004b; 

2004c; 2005, 2007; Lynch 2003; Gibson 1998). Dyfed Archaeological Trust (Cook 2006, 2008; 

Cook, Hughes, Page and Ramsey 2002) and Glamorgan-Gwent Archaeological Trust (Evans 

and Lewis 2003). 

These were produced in contribution to a pan-Wales study of prehistoric and funerary sites, 

funded by Cadw: Historical Monuments from 1998 to 2008 (Cook 2007, 2008). These surveys 

are largely based on non-intrusive field observations and thus the number of sites identified 

should be considered as approximations due to the potential for misidentification. Furthermore 

whilst some variation within the distribution across Wales may be of archaeological 

significance other influences may be at play. For example the lack of aerial photography within 

Gwynedd, the intense agricultural use of Anglesey and other lowland areas (Smith 2002; 2003, 

4) Furthermore, the data produced by those studies within Ceredigion, Carmarthenshire, 

Pembrokeshire Wrexham and Flintshire do not define between the numerous forms which 

round barrows are found and thus have been supplemented with those HER records which 
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make this definition (Cook 2006, 2008; Cook, Hughes, Page & Ramsey 2003, Lynch 2003). 

As only select HER records provide sufficient detail, the number of entries for round barrows 

does not match the exact number of round barrow monuments as provided by the surveys. The 

data based upon HER records rather than the referenced surveys is noted within the tables in 

Appendix 2. Due to discrepancies between HER record and the surveys it is reiterated that this 

data should be taken as approximate. Discussion of the distribution and accompanying 

distribution maps can be found in Chapter Five. 

The data collected for the contextual analysis of artefacts as discussed within the final chapters 

of this thesis was sourced largely from published excavation reports within those principal 

journals for Wel�V�K���D�U�F�K�D�H�R�O�R�J�\�����µ�$�U�F�K�D�H�R�O�R�J�L�D���&�D�P�E�U�H�Q�V�L�V�¶�����µ�7�K�H���$�U�F�K�D�H�R�O�R�J�\���R�I���:�D�O�H�V�¶��and 

�W�K�H���µ�%�R�D�U�G���R�I���%�U�L�W�L�V�K���&�H�O�W�L�F���6�W�X�G�L�H�V�¶. A small number are also found from alternative sources 

such as local bulletins, national journals and unpublished excavation reports. The selected 

publications span the period of 1856-2010, and reflect the changes in archaeological practice 

over this period; there are few intensively excavated and recorded sites from the beginning of 

this episode, whilst there are also a large number of excavations of particular size and thorough 

�G�R�F�X�P�H�Q�W�D�W�L�R�Q���G�X�U�L�Q�J���W�K�H���O�D�W�H�����������¶�V���D�Q�G�����������¶�V�����7�K�L�V���O�D�W�W�H�U���F�R�Q�F�H�Q�W�U�D�W�L�R�Q���L�V���O�D�U�J�H�O�\���D���U�H�V�X�O�W��

of the work of George Williams, which includes the excavations and consequential publications 

of Stackpole Warren, Pembrokeshire (SR98109506) (Benson et. al. 1990) and Longstone, St 

Ishmaels, Pembrokeshire (SM84870842) standing stone sites (Williams 1989).   

 Excavations have been undertaken by numerous private and public organisations, however the 

most contributing organisations are those of the National Museum of Wales, Cadw and the 

Four Welsh Archaeological Trusts: Dyfed Archaeology, The Clwyd-Powys Archaeological 

Trust (CPAT), The Glamorgan Gwent Archaeological Trust (GGAT) and Gwynedd 

Archaeological Trust (GAT). The work performed by the RCAHMW since 1901 must also be 

mentioned for their contribution to the inventory of much of the archaeology within Wales. 

Their early work resulted in the publication of a number of county-based inventories which 

document all those known archaeological and historical sites of the chosen areas. Currently the 

RCAHMW has a number of responsibilities but largely focuses on the production of national 

and local surveys and the continual assemblage of the Coflein electronic resource which is 

publically accessible online. Of those resources provided by the National Museum of Wales a 

database of radiocarbon dates from sites within Wales and its borders has been particularly 

useful within this thesis (Burrow and Williams 2008).   
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 The data acquired through analysis of excavation reports has been supplemented with that 

gained from the direction by the author of the excavation of an area adjacent to a small standing 

stone named Pencnwc Bach Farm located upon the edge of the Preseli Mountain area. At this 

site an area of 5m x 2.5m was excavated after the results of a resistivity survey indicated the 

possible presence of some pit like features. Whilst these were not discovered a number of stake 

holes and pottery were identified. In addition to this I have also contributed to my database 

through the study of a number of the artefacts held within the archives of Scolton Manor 

Museum and Tenby Museum in Pembrokeshire. This included the recording of details of form, 

condition and colour of pottery and cremated material.  

Survey work has been extensive within Wales. This material rarely deviates beyond detailing 

the physical characteristics of the monuments and artefacts discovered. Those who have 

attempted to interpret the material beyond classification and description have largely focused 

upon the identification of preferences in location, characterised by altitude and position upon 

or close to particular geographical features of the landscape and situation in relation to 

contemporary or precursor archaeological sites (such as RCAHMW 1964, lix; Roese 1985 and 

Darvill and Wainwright 2003). Description of stratigraphy, features, artefacts, chronology and 

date are consistent aims within excavation reports. The more rigorous reports contextualising 

the site within wider practice within Wales and across Britain (for example Baynes 1909; 

Owen-John 1986; Gibson 1992b 15). Occasionally there is reference to the status of a burial or 

its use as a signifier of a particular cultural group (for example Smith 2006, 19; ApSimon 1973, 

47).  

 Those occasions where in-depth interpretation is demonstrated tends to be found within those 

excavation reports written by authors who have also produced general compiling texts on this 

particular period and area. Examples include Mortimer Wheeler ���������������� �:�L�O�O�L�D�P�� �*�U�L�P�H�V�¶�V��

(1936a), Frances Lynch (1970) and Herbert Savory (1972). The majority aim to construct an 

understanding of continuation of practices from the Neolithic period and the geographical and 

cultural origin of trends from other areas of Britain and Europe. In some cases contrasting 

contextual practices are explored in much detail, for example as a result of archaeological 

excavation Savory (1972) constructs a lengthy sequence of the events which took place at 

Ysgwennant Barrow, Llansilin, Clwyd, including the identification of the manner in which acts 

were performed. For example he interprets an area of pottery sherds of Enlarged Food Vessel, 

Collared urn, Beaker and unidentified sherds, as an arc distributed by a single person standing 

on or near an adjacent pit (ibid., 35).  
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The techniques and remit of research in Wales follow the general archaeological trends in 

Britain through the manner of excavation reports, surveys and authored research texts. There 

was a gradual movement from the 19�����¶�V���W�R�Z�D�U�G�V���V�F�L�H�Q�W�L�I�L�F���U�L�J�R�X�U���D�Q�G���E�\���W�K�H�����������¶�V���D�W�W�L�W�X�G�H�V��

had changed towards a representationalist agenda which pertained to objectivity in 

interpretation (Brittain 2007, 144-145). There are wider social trends within this history which 

contributed to the characterisation of archaeology within Wales. The most comprehensive 

discussion which involves the socio-politics entangled within the interpretations of the 

prehistory in Wales can be seen in the work of Marcus Brittain (2007). He explored this topic 

in great depth in his PhD thesis and a later publication (Brittain 2007; unpublished 2008. 

Brittain sees a dramatic change in the archaeology of Wales from the post-World War I period 

(Britain 2007, 144). He argues that hope for global unification in the present required 

legitimization in the past and thus interpretation was tailored to these interests (Brittain 2007, 

144).   

It is those authored research volumes which compile the archaeological evidence over large 

geographical and chronological areas which are also generally the works which attempt 

interpretation beyond classification (e.g. Grimes 1951, 111; Savory 1965; Lynch 1991; 2000). 

There is a preference within these volumes for broad scales of interest and subsequently often 

addressing issues of movement, development and social structures. Hence Chapter Four will 

largely be concerned with such research and in reflection of this will be structured in relation 

to the material historically chosen to interpret this period of the past. Within this next chapter 

I have argued that many archaeologists addressing this material have made a number of 

presumptions which characterised this area of research for some time and in some cases 

continued to influence interpretations of this material. Historically within archaeology 

interpretation of Welsh material has been dominated by the interpretation of material from 

elsewhere in Britain. When recognised, the unique qualities of the material from Wales have 

led to an interpretation of the area as composed of isolated and underprivileged communities 

during the Early Bronze Age. This interpretation has undervalued the cultural nuances and 

values of the region and the pivotal position of Wales during the Early Bronze Age within the 

Irish Sea Zone (Burrow 2012, 172). Furthermore, whilst there have been some important 

modern studies set within this region, there is a general deficiency of modern theoretical 

discussion. 
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3.3.1. Site Categories  

This research and my database includes sites from all over the country of Wales. The sites 

compiled within my data set include:  

30 excavated earthen barrows, 29 stone cairns, 24 standing stones sites, 15 ring ditches un-

associated with mounds, 12 ring ditches associated with mounds, 13 ring cairns, 13 ramparts 

and raised enclosures, 12 stone-core composite mounds, 8 earthen-core composite mounds, 8 

urn/cremation cemeteries, 8 burnt mounds, 7 post structures associated with ceremonial 

structures (excluding those which are part of the construction of barrows), 7 post structures un-

associated with monuments, 5 pit/timber circles, 5 stone circles, 4 kerb cairns and just 2 

platform cairns (see Appendix 4. for the full database).  

Each site type can be found across Wales although in varying quantities (Appendix 2.). With 

further excavation material it may be possible to find points of distinction in the use of these 

monuments. It was not possible within the constraints of material currently available. An effort 

has been made to include those sites types which are known to have include the deposition of 

human remains, thus the number of burnt mounds, ramparts and raised enclosures included are 

only a small sample of those excavated. 

These site types are constructs of our own understanding of the architecture, place and 

technology of the past and therefore we must take care to remain flexible and consider not only 

permeation between these categories but the arbitrary nature of such categories. Nevertheless, 

site categorisation is still an important methodological tool and those categories to which 

prehistorians are familiar with will be used. In particular I have drawn �X�S�R�Q���)�U�D�Q�F�H�V���/�\�Q�F�K�¶�V��

(1979, 3; 1993) monument categorisation of round barrows. Categorisation is reviewed in 

relation to associated material culture and treatment to shed light on the manner in which these 

categories were related to during their use during the period c.2200-1500 BC. Associations and 

divisions between the understanding and activity associated with these different site types has 

thus been drawn.  

I have chosen to focus upon those accounts of the deposition of human remains or those sites 

and their practices which are traditionally associated with burial and maintain those 

characteristics of a ceremonial monument, but where no human remains have been located. In 

this region human remains are predominantly found intact within earthen barrows, stone cairns, 

kerb cairn, ring barrows, platform cairns, structured cairns, ring ditches, standing stones, cairn 

circles, stone circles, stone pairs, stone rows, stone setting/groups, cists, cremation cemeteries, 
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isolated burials, pit-avenues, pit circles and timber circles. In order to investigate a human 

perception of the world I wish to centre this axis of understanding upon appropriations of 

human remains and situate this within the perspectives of Bronze Age people. It is useful to 

consider site types as a composition of elements which relate and interact in the past and 

present. So for example a barrow may be an assemblage of its constituting parts such as soil, 

stone, pottery and cremation but also those personable interrelations such as the strain of 

digging, the crackle of burning wood, the exposure to wind and rain and so forth.  

 

3.3.2. Short Definitions 

The main categories for the funerary and ceremonial related sites are outlined below as defined 

within the extensive survey work performed across Wales by the Cadw and those definitions 

outlined by Frances Lynch (1979, 3). These categories will be used within my work with the 

addition of the terms; composite monuments defined as earth-first composite mounds and 

stone-first composite mounds. 

 

Round Barrows 

The most abundant Bronze Age funerary of ceremonial site type within Wales is that of the 

round barrow which includes the subtypes of earthen barrows, cairns, ring cairns, kerb cairns 

and platform cairns. They are oval or circular mounds of stone and/or earth, and can typically 

range in diameter from 3-30 meters and approximately 0.3-3m in height (Jones 1999b, 15). The 

most common diameter varies between areas, being 20-29m in Anglesey, Wrexham and 

Flintshire, 5-9m in West Gwynedd, North Gwynedd, West Conwy, Merioneth, 10-19m 

Denbighshire, East Conwy, North Powys and Mid Powys (Smith 2003, 28; Jones 2004b, 164; 

Lynch 2003, 28).  

 

Earthen Barrows  

Earthen barrows are composed of a mound of earth, sometimes including a mix of stones, 

although frequently consisted of largely stone free layers of laid turf. They are occasionally 

surrounded by a ring ditch, often considered the source of the material for the mound. They 

can often include stone cists of similar form to those found within cairns. Whilst less common, 

they can include inner and outer stone kerbs, orthostats and in rare cases traces of woven 
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hurdles have been discovered. Clay capping and differing layers of earth are often found. In 

some cases these appear to be exotic to the site. They are sometimes found in pairs or as larger 

groups often referred to as cemeteries (Jones 1999b, 14). 

 

Stone Cairns  

Stone cairns are composed of a circular mound of stones and can be referred to as a simple 

cairn to distinguish it from those with dominant structural features such as kerbs and orthostats. 

Cists, small rectangular stone boxes, can be found within the mound material and beneath the 

mound. They are generally composed of stone slabs, often of some irregular form and the do 

not always include a stone slab base or lid. A cairn may also include outer and inner kerbs, 

orthostats and the careful ordering of stones. It is often the lack of such structural features, 

portable material culture and human remains which cause such cairns to be designated as 

clearance cairns, although these can share the same manner of construction as a funerary cairn, 

sometimes including the construction of a kerb and practices of burning and pit digging.  

 

Ring Ditches 

Ring ditches are formed of one or more circular or oval ditches, typically between 10m to 25m 

in diameter. Whilst no visibly surviving mound is present they are commonly considered to be 

the ploughed out remains of a round barrows (Evans and Lewis 2003, 28). Prehistoric Ring 

ditches of a greater diameter are rare and generally interpreted as settlement enclosures.  

 

Composite Mounds 

Composite mounds are mounds which on excavation have proved not to fit strictly within either 

cairn or barrow site category as the material at their core differs from that to their outer layer. 

These will be referred to as earthen-core mounds and stone-core mounds. Earthen-core 

mounds are generally composed of an earth mound with a stone capping which creates the 

appearance of a cairn. Stone-core mounds ae made from a mound of stone which is later capped 

with earth. Nine stone-core composite mounds, and eight earthen-core composite mounds have 

been included within the data of this research.  
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Kerb cairns  

Kerb cairns are circular or oval mounds of stones with an outer kerb of disproportionally large 

stones (Evans and Lewis 2003, 28). 

 

Platform cairns 

Platform cairns are circular or oval mounds with a levelled flat top (Evans and Lewis 2003, 

28). 

 

Ring Cairns  

Ring cairns are composed of a circular bank of stones with a hollow central area. Spaced stones 

or a stone kerb can be found within the circle, along the inner and/or outer edges of the bank 

(Evans and Lewis 2003, 28). Lynch defines those with an inner ring of orthostats as a complex 

ring cairn (1972, 3). When an oval bank with a ring of orthostats set within the bank and a 

stone lined entrance they are known as embanked stone circles (Lynch 1979, 3). 

 

Structured Cairns 

Structured cairns refers to those circular or oval stone mounds which includes additional 

features such as a kerb or stone setting. Kerb cairns can often be referred to as structured cairns 

(Evans and Lewis 2003, 28). A cairn with a ring of orthostats within the mound is referred to 

as a cairn circle by Lynch (1972).  

 

Standing Stones 

Stones set upright, or originally upright, within a stone-hole or set upon the ground surface. 

They can be found singularly, within pairs, small groups or in rows (Evans and Lewis 2003, 

28). They can vary greatly in height although commonly fall between 0.5m-3m. A small 

proportion have also been incorporated into round barrows and ceremonial complexes. Finds 

within stone sockets are rare and include flint flakes, whet stones, degraded prehistoric pottery 

and human cremation (Lewis 1966, 250-4; Vyner 1978; Williams 1989). Stone rows are 

defined as one or more parallel rows of three or more upright stones set at intervals within 

stone-holes or set upon the old ground surface (Evans and Lewis 2003, 29). 
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Stone Circles 

A group of stones set upright within stone-holes or upon the old ground surface to form a circle 

or oval (Evans and Lewis 2003, 29). Commonly they are formed of low orthostats of heights 

between 0.3m and 2m in height. When surrounded with an abutting bank this is referred to as 

an embanked circle by Lynch (1972) and may include a break in the circle and bank faced with 

orthostats. 

 

Kerb Circle 

A ring of upright stones closely abutting one another to form a circle or oval. This is considered 

a sub-group of the stone circle. Central mounds, pits, external ring banks and an orthostat faced 

break in the circle can be present (Evans and Lewis 2003, 29).  

 

Cremation Ccmetery 

Cremation cemeteries or Urn cemeteries are groups of urned or un-urned cremation deposits, 

commonly within pits or cists. Whilst most frequently referring to those sites without associate 

monuments, they can be found associated with round barrows or standing stones. The 

cremations can be found beneath barrows as a distinct phase of activity or be closely associated 

with the construction of the mound or indeed incorporated into the material of the mound.  

 

Pit avenue, Pit circles and Timber circles 

Pit avenues refers to the parallel alignment of two rows of pits. Pit circles are a circular form 

of pits. When excavated, pit circles have in some cases been defined as timber circles if the 

depth and form of the pits suggest that posts where once inserted to form a circle of largely 

contemporary posts. Timber circles can also form part of the structure of a round barrow as a 

façade (Lynch 1993, 117-9). Each of these structures are rarely found in Wales.  

 

Stone Cists  

Stone cists are found as stone slabs or boulders placed in upright positions commonly forming 

square, sub-rectangular or rectangular shape although variations occur (Roese 1985). They can 
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be inserted into an isolated pit, a pit beneath a round barrow or built with the material of a 

round barrow. 

  

3.2.3. Data Collation and Presentation 

 The data has been collated into tables which are presented in Appendix 4. Approximately two 

hundred and fifty excavations, surveys and find spots were collated in the initial compilation 

of material. This was then filtered down to excavations alone, numbering approximately one 

hundred and fifty sites, as the context of artefacts is an important part of this analysis. It was 

established which site types typically included the deposition of human remains: standing 

stones, barrows, cairns and urn fields. A small number of sites from these categories did not 

include human remains. These were included in order to explore the extent and nature of the 

relationship of these site types with human remains and identify the significance of their 

absence. An additional small selection was made of those sites types where human remains 

were uniformly absent: burnt mounds, clearance cairns, hoards and the rare occurrence of 

buildings which had not been identified as relating to practices of human deposition. This 

provided the opportunity to identify contrasts and similarities between those sites associated 

and disassociated with human remains whilst also contextualising these practices within wider 

social trends. Additionally a small selection of sites associated with human remains were 

included to accommodate the possibility that some sites may be associated with ceremonial or 

funerary practice without the practice of depositing human remains. F�R�U�� �H�[�D�P�S�O�H�� �µempty�¶��

clearance cairns may be more than a by-product of field clearance and have similar if not the 

same meaningful significance as other barrows and cairns when built.  

The main categories initially employed within my database were name, site type, source, 

author, environs, geology and materials, structure and architecture, finds, dating and project 

type. However, for the purpose of analysis I later re-built my database to distinguish between 

the different artefacts and their contexts within each sites to allow for greater contextual 

comparison. The main database is presented to include the key contexts differentiated by the 

excavator. Thus a site may be represented as a number of rows with that unique context 

identified and the presence of the different artefacts and materials indicated within the relevant 

cells. It should be noted that it is the presence of an artefact within a context rather than the 

number of artefacts within each context which is indicated. This is to allow for later comparison 

of artefacts at different sites without an exaggeration of results caused by a singularly large 
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assemblage of objects. For illustration purposes the data has been in some cases amalgamated 

into their different context types and site categories. Within my data set I have selected 

particular contexts for comparison graphically. The pits and surface area beneath mounds or 

associated with other Bronze Age structures, the mound material from round barrows, pits 

cutting the mound material, ring ditches and post holes. The form of each may vary and should 

not be considered as unified entirely consistent entity. Then the percentage of contexts which 

contained each artefact type within each specific site category was calculated for comparison 

with other site categories. This form of illustration is only useful when there is a sufficient 

number of sites present. Without a sufficient and comparable number of sites, the presence of 

an artefact may appear exaggerated in proportion and thus significance. Thus I have been 

selective in the use of this manner of presentation. Some sites will thus also be presented as the 

number rather than percentage of sites within each category with such artefacts present. Whilst 

in some cases graphs have been avoided if a poor illustration of the findings. 

Whilst such methods may appear to be attempting to obtain objectivity in analysis such a study 

is innately subjective. The interpretive process does not begin at the reading of a graph but in 

the development and learning of its creator and the choices and allowances within the source 

material.  

  

 Radiocarbon Dates  

A large portion of the radiocarbon dates used within this study have been sourced from a 

database of the radiocarbon dates from within Wales and its boarders compiled by Steve 

Burrow and Williams (2008). I have calibrated the dates used with Calib. Radiocarbon 

Calibration (version 4.0 and 5.0) (Stuiver and Reimer 1993; Stuiver, Reimer and Reimer 2005). 

Calibrated dates with a standard deviation greater than 50 C14 yrs have been rounded to the 

nearest 10 C14 yrs. In the creation of Appendix 3. dates were largely selected which kept within 

the range 2500-900 Cal BC. However a small selection of additional dates have been selected 

outside this range in order to illustrate the continued use of certain sites and contrasting 

practices beyond the latter range. I have attempted to select those radiocarbon dates which are 

considered secure and illustrate a particular phase of Bronze Age activity. In some instances 

those dates procured may not represent the date of the associated artefacts and phase of activity. 

This can occur when associated artefacts or the sample itself is residual, intrusive or produced 

from long-life materials such as oak timbers (Burrow 2012, 173). Carbonised twigs and small 
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�E�U�D�Q�F�K�H�V���D�U�H���O�H�V�V���O�L�N�H�O�\���W�R���E�H���F�R�P�S�U�R�P�L�V�H�G���E�\���W�K�H���µold wood effect�¶�� Additionally the old wood 

effect is less compromising when dates used to demonstrate the later extent of a date range. 

However, when compiling the start period of certain activity, the potential aging of samples 

must be considered. Similarly, recent research suggests that human remains were potentially 

curated for some time af�W�H�U�� �D�� �S�H�U�V�R�Q�¶�V�� �G�H�D�W�K�� �G�X�U�L�Q�J�� �W�K�H�� �%�U�R�Q�]�H�� �$�J�H�� ���3�D�U�N�H�U�� �3�H�D�U�V�R�Q�� �H�W���� �D�O����

2005, 531). Thus deposition may have taken place at a later date than produced from 

radiocarbon dates. AMS dates from cremated remains are however considered more accurate 

than procured from charcoal samples as there is less chance they are sampled from residual 

material (Burrow 2012, 173).  

In terms of the presentation of radiocarbon dates, the flexible model A. F. Harding (2000) has 

produced appears to account for the contemporaneity of trends and thus reflects the many 

changes and transitions which take place over the period under study (Harding 2000, 18). Thus 

I have followed a similar framework through the creation of a floating bar chart for the dating 

evidence for the various site types (see figure 16.). Problematically, compartmentalisation 

around any one monument type prioritises certain structural qualities over others. Yet we also 

wish to establish trends within the data in our preference to establish cultural bodies or 

packages. Furthermore contextual relationships are greatly focused on large scale trends with 

less interest in those particular practices and site contexts involved. I have also produced a very 

large compilation of radiocarbon dates with associated symbols to denote the context and 

associated material culture (this is presented within Appendix 3). This is best viewed 

electronically rather than within the printed appendix, thus a CD is provided at the back of this 

thesis which contains this illustration). There are some draw backs to the scale of the image but 

it is hoped that experimentation will lead to improved methods of presentation. 

 

Site Selection 

This study does not represent all of the excavated Bronze Age sites within Wales. I have 

however, included as many sites as possible to avoid a confirmation bias. I have selective those 

sites which provide a sufficient amount of information for my analysis and shown a preference 

for those which are published. A �Q�X�P�E�H�U�� �R�I�� �V�L�W�H�V�� �H�[�F�D�Y�D�W�H�G�� �S�U�L�R�U�� �W�R�� ���������¶�V�� �D�Q�G�� �P�D�Q�\��

unpublished excavation reports have not been incorporated into this study.  This 

provides opportunity for future study which time constraints have inhibited me from 

completing within this thesis. As a result of the afore mentioned selection process I have not 
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included hoards and find spots in my database. Excavations of find spots are rare and such sites 

tend to be un-associated with other activity and rarely show more than a scatter of flints or a 

pit containing metal finds predominantly of a later date than the subject of this study. Further 

study of such find spots would be a valuable contribution to the understanding of Bronze Age 

society within Wales, but it does not form a significant part of this research.   

 An additional factor to be considered within my analysis will be the extent of excavation 

undertaken at each site in question. Whilst some sites have been extensively excavated others 

have seen only small areas investigated and therefore the full extent of material culture 

deposited is still not known to us. This could be problematic if some site types are excavated 

in greater proportion than others. In particular the possibility that the standing stones and 

rotunda monuments have been excavated to different extents due to their form could affect the 

data. Therefore, a strict awareness of this must be maintained when interpreting such data.  

 The excavation procedure is very selective and dependant on the policies and interests of the 

excavators. Such selection may well have led to particular omissions in the data available. Most 

notably stone circle sites have rarely been excavated in Wales. One motivation for the 

excavation at Pencnwc Bach Farm, Eglwyswrw, Pembrokeshire was to contribute to an 

understanding of the small standing stones sites found. Few of such small standing stone sites 

have been excavated, potentially as larger stones have provoked more interest due to the 

equation of size with prehistoric importance and potential for prehistoric remains.   

 Additionally through the selection of the main contexts within the sites I have attempted to be 

inclusive of those contexts where material culture is not present to better demonstrate the 

exclusion as much as presence of material things. However, as it is often through the deposition 

of material culture by which a context is considered notable by the excavators there is expected 

to be some small level of preference given to those contexts which contain some form of 

distinguishable material culture.  
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Chapter Four. A History and Analysis of Bronze Age Wales  

 

�µNorth Pembrokeshire is something of an archaeological backwater despite its wealth of 

upstanding monuments and huge potential.�¶ (Darvill and Wainwright 2003, 10) 

�µBut the study of Bronze Age Wales seems to the writer to reveal not so much a backwater as 

a frontier zone, a battleground for cultural elements derived respectively from the east and 

the west���¶�����6�D�Y�R�U�\���������������������� 

 

 

 4.1. The History of the Archaeological Study of the Bronze Age in Wales 

  

�µ���������$�E�H�U�F�U�R�P�E�L�H�V���G�H�I�L�Q�L�W�L�R�Q���R�I���W�K�H�P���D�V���D���µ�U�D�F�H���R�I �%�L�O�O���6�\�N�H�V�¶���¶���E�H�F�D�X�V�H���R�I���W�K�H�L�U���U�X�J�J�H�G��

features may not be entirely justified.�¶�����*�U�L�P�H�V������������������������ 

 

Within Wales the antiquarians of the mid-19th century either concerned themselves with the 

basic identification and observation of ancient sites through field walking with the aim of 

ensuring their preservation, the digging of barrows in order to claim the ancient bones or the 

study of the ancient origins of language (Jones 1854, 81-87; Roese 1987, 238). Barrows and 

cairns were considered to be pre-Roman chieftain burials, whilst standing stones and stone 

circles were often, although not exclusively, considered to be druidic sites of worship (Rees 

1854, 125-136; Robson, 1854, 209; Wakeman 1855, 120). Druidism appealed particularly to 

Welsh patriots and many w�H�U�H�� �L�Q�I�O�X�H�Q�F�H�G�� �E�\�� �,�R�O�R�� �0�R�U�J�D�Q�Z�J�¶�V�� �D�Q�F�L�H�Q�W�� �P�D�Q�X�V�F�U�L�S�W�V���� �Z�K�L�F�K��

were later discredited as forgeries (Jenkins 1979, 45). Within these works an interest in the 

origins of the ancient Welsh society is apparent, and within Wales the perceived continuity 

from ancient times to the modern day was of great interest and had political traction (Stout 

2004 unpublished, 109). This was not restricted to Wales and Almond (2000) considers the 

creation of an ancestral druidism to have greatly contributed to a sense of British national self-

identity during the second half of the eighteenth century.  








































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































