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social landscape through practice theory. Due to the short 
occupation of the islands and rich ethnohistorical accounts he 
is able to track a process of space ritualization and distinguish 
three phases of inhabitation: ‘emergent’, ‘landscape’ and 
‘monumental architecture’. With a similar focus on space, 
George Sabo uses Chapter Fifteen to assess Pre-Columbian 
Indian rock art as evidence of ritualization practices. Adopt-
ing a post-structural method he demonstrates that the land-
scape context of iconographic material is significant. Indeed 
representations relate the spirit and human worlds and this 
correspondence is visible within the spatial order.

John Kelly, James Brown and Lucretia Kelly again 
focus on Cahokia religion in Chapter Sixteen. They present 
the case of Mound 34, a non-mortuary icon, emphasizing 
construction, composition, geographical context and material 
residue of past ritual. This is an excellent article that illustrates 
the importance of archaeologists being familiar with — and 
moving beyond — anthropological approaches to religion. In 
some ways Chapter Seventeen by Meghan Howey reiterates 
such with the warning that archaeologists too readily defer 
to living sources to interpret religion. In both her sensible 
recognition that the material record holds evidence of past 
ritual that cannot be found in living cultures and her thorough 
examination of the Late Prehistoric Missaukee Earthworks 
site she obligates us to prioritize the material. It is clear that 
the archaeology of religion will need to address the challenges 
and at the same time grasp the opportunities presented by 
ethnographic sources and theories.

Chapter Eighteen by Mark Aldenderfer engages with 
the archaeology of one of the world religions, a fundamental 
topic otherwise omitted from the volume, specifically elev-
enth-century Buddhist monastic architecture in Piyang. This 
is a sensitive article illustrating that in certain circumstances 
text and materiality need not be antagonists. The article calls 
for ‘creative syntheses’ and a ‘resistance to privileging one 
source over another’. While being broadly sympathetic to 
assimilative methodologies incorporating manifold lines of 
evidence, this reviewer finds Aldenderfer’s approach some-
what reminiscent of the archaeological ‘Search for Proof’. 
Religious texts are by their nature sacred and canonical, 
and countless revisions and distortions impair their use as 
historical documents.

Taken as a whole this volume is a key addition to the 
corpus of works which address the materialization of past 
ritual. It overcomes the pitfalls of equating religion with false 
consciousness, offers astute observations of the changes and 
shifts in belief and ideology reflected in elements of material 
culture, and demonstrates a range of exciting theoretical 
directions. Of particular note are the many varied interpre-
tive uses of practice theory which undoubtedly signal a 
positive future for the archaeology of religion. 
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This book is based on the author’s PhD dissertation (Cam-
bridge 2000), but the bibliography has been updated. The 
Preface begins with a nice essay about islands and their 
connotations. Berg then discusses the development of ‘island 
theory’ (she does not use the term): islands used to be seen 
as self-contained, isolated ‘laboratories’ (p. xiii), but recently 
scholars have characterized islands as ‘semi-closed systems’ 
(p. xiv), with people crossing the divides frequently (p. xv) 
— in fact, the sea actually facilitates communication. 

Berg then takes up her main subject: Minoanization 
in the Middle and early Late Bronze Ages. ‘Minoanization’ 
too has a history; it used to be viewed as an overwhelming 
process, but with post-colonial theory (she does not use this 
term), ‘Minoanisation of the Cyclades is no longer viewed 
as the inevitable outcome of proximity to and contact with 
a culturally superior Crete but can now be understood as 
a deliberate strategy; one that differed from community to 
community’ (p. xvi). 

Cycladic resistance (she uses this term once, p. 70) to 
Minoanization will be measured in pots (she examined some 
78,000 pieces, mostly from Phylakopi on Melos), and from 
the imported Minoan, locally made, and local Minoanizing 
pottery she will gauge how ‘each community negotiated 
its own degree of Minoanisation’ (p. xviii). The thesis thus 
sounds innovative and practicable — if in the end illusory 
and futile. 

Chapter One, ‘Islands in Time’ (pp. 1–17), sketches 
a history of the Cyclades from Upper Palaeolithic to the 
early LBA. After Phylakopi I (EC IIIB), ‘the last phase in 
which the islanders were able to act as truly independent 
players’ (p. 11), we move into the period of main concern. 
By the Protopalatial period in Crete, Minoan and Mainland 
exports are reaching the islands. Local Cycladic pottery, 
always dominant, is also exported in small quantities to 
Crete. With the eruption of Thera toward 1600, Minoan trade 
shifts westward, and Kastri on Kythera experiences a boom. 
Mycenaean influence in the Cyclades becomes dominant in 
middle Late Cycladic III.

Chapter Two, ‘Aspects of Cycladic Island Life’ (pp. 
19–59), presents several topics: rise in sea-level (over 100 
m, 18,000–5000 bp); navigation and currents; sailing ships 
(more efficient than previously thought); climate (wetter); 
agriculture (productive with plowing); erosion (significant 
only during deluges); diet (legumes important, olive and 
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vine cultivation unlikely before the LBA, p. 40); sheep, goats, 
and pigs were heavily consumed; cattle were probably used 
more as draught animals; and fish was not very important 
(pp. 42–8). Health was bleak. The average age at death was 
‘not much above 30’; women had a shorter life expectancy 
because of childbirth (p. 53, table 8) — few people lived past 
50. Malnutrition was rampant: ‘commonly stored foods like 
cereals, pulses, figs, raisins, dates, honey, and olive all are 
generally deficient in iron, Vitamin C and calcium’ (p. 52); 
virtually everyone suffered from growth disturbances (p. 
52), dental caries, tooth loss (p. 58), and infectious diseases 
(list, p. 56). 

Chapter Three, ‘Cultural Interaction and Minoani-
sation’ (pp. 61–72), discusses theories ‘to explain Crete’s 
influence on other populations’ (p. 61). In the early 1980s J. 
Davis and J. Cherry proposed a corridor of Minoan influence 
extending north along a western string of islands towards 
the Lavrion silver mines; K. Branigan distinguished types of 
colonies (‘settlement’ colony of Minoans on Kythera; ‘com-
munity’ colonies at Phylakopi, Ayia Irini, and Akrotiri, pp. 
65–7); and M. Wiener’s ‘Versailles effect’ describes how one 
culture may strive to imitate another simply ‘because they 
perceive it to be culturally superior’. 

In the 1990s a new ‘shift from linear acculturation to 
multidirectional transculturation has allowed archaeologists 
to explore and explain culture from a variety of perspectives, 
such as gender, class and resistance’ (p. 70). Oddly, Berg 
attributes this shift to the work of G.M. Foster (1960!) rather 
than to the development of more recent post-colonialist 
theories. 

Chapter Four, ‘A Local Perspective on Minoanisation’ 
(pp. 73–109), presents the pottery from Phylakopi. ‘Local 
Fabric’ was used for all shapes, including Minoanizing 
vessels; ‘Cycladic White’, at first only two per cent of the 
assemblage, wanes to almost non-existent by LC II — this 
is the fabric that was exported (pp. 78–81). Wheel-formed 
vessels first appear in late MC. But local shapes in ‘The ‘local’ 
fabric and Cycladic White are predominantly handmade’ (p. 
88). ‘Minoan-style shapes produced in the ‘local’ fabric were 
more regularly wheelmade’ (p. 93).

This pattern is not visible at other sites: at Akrotiri 
most MC pottery was made by hand but eventually most 
vessels were made on the wheel; at Ayia Irini almost all 
pots were made on the wheel by LC I. To explain these 
differences, Berg imputes social significance to technology: 
Minoan shapes and motifs would have been highly visible 
and this high visibility would have been desirable during 
elite rituals associated with Minoan culture. The technique 
of forming pottery on a wheel, however, is not highly visible 
in the finished product, and consequently it ‘was resisted 
for fear of undermining the deep-rooted facets of the local’s 
identity, such as kinship, gender, social class and learning 
networks, the practice of hand-building had become associ-
ated with’ (pp. 95–6).

Berg asks, ‘how should we explain the observed over-
all increase in Minoanising vessels?’ She cannot answer this 
definitively. A better question would have been: why make 
Minoanizing pottery that was so obviously not Minoan? 
Since the people at Phylakopi were not attempting to fool 
anybody, making Minoanizing pottery must actually have 

done something positive for them — it would have allowed 
them to stay current with recent social trends (Versailles 
effect), while at the same time reinforcing, even celebrating, 
their distinctive Melian character. Such an answer would 
have well served Berg’s main theme.

Chapter Five, ‘Island Strategies in the Aegean’ (pp. 
111–51), looks at individual Cycladic settlements to see 
how they responded to Minoanization. Berg looks at the 
relative amounts of imported, local, and imitative pottery, 
along with forming techniques. After discussions of the 
material from these sites, Berg comes to several conclusions; 
I mention two here.
1.	 The potter’s wheel was probably uniformly used 

throughout the Cyclades: its products gradually 
increased from small open vessels to medium-sized 
closed pots, but the skill to make large closed vessels was 
never fully achieved. The use of the wheel was primarily 
restricted to making Minoanizing serving vessels; but at 
Ayia Irini and Akrotiri there was more variety in wheel-
formed vessels than at Phylakopi (pp. 140–42). 

2.	 Minoan imports decreased at Phylakopi after late MC, 
while they increased at other sites, especially Kastri. 
The kinds of imported pottery also differed: Ayia Irini 
imported all kinds of vessels, including processing 
vessels, while other sites, like Mikre Vigla and Kastri 
imported only serving vessels (pp. 142–3). 

The varying quantities and types of imported pottery at the 
various sites implies a range of choices, tantamount to the 
‘Cycladic islanders [being] in charge of their own destinies’ 
(p. 150). Crete was not unilaterally enforcing its pottery 
(and attendant policy of Minoanization) on the islands; the 
islands could control the amount and kind of Minoanization 
they experienced. 

Chapter Six, ‘Islands in Context’ (pp. 153–67), takes 
a look at exotic items imported into the islands. This is 
perhaps the most problematic chapter in the book since 
the actual materials which Berg is using in her analyses are 
never explicitly stated. In her discussion, she compares the 
‘range’ of exotic materials, not the kinds or amounts; she 
gives each site a number representing this range (p. 156, 
table 29), but she never states what materials constitute a 
range. The captions to her distribution maps (figs. 35a–c) 
specify eighteen materials (e.g. the stones obsidian, ser-
pentine, marble, gypsum, lapis lazuli, rock crystal) and it is 
presumably these that constitute the ‘range of stones’, but if 
they do, how do they? (are all the stones mentioned above 
one ‘range’? how does gypsum differ from alabaster? and 
is rock crystal exotic?). So, for Knossos she attributes the 
highest number (of something), sixteen in all periods, and 
the lowest, two, for Kastri in the MBA, rising to eight in LB 
II. I wish I knew what she is talking about.

Using the studies of A. Appadurai, Berg then divides 
materials by status: elite materials are ‘characterized by the 
complexity of acquisition through institutionalized scarcity, 
specialized knowledge … for appropriate consumption, 
and their non-functionality’; sub-elite materials ‘are readily 
available, … used as tools and weapons’ (p. 157). ‘Thus, set-
tlements with much pottery, stone, lead, bronze, and copper 
but no exotica were unable to gain access to the elite sphere 
and can therefore be regarded as lower ranking settlements’ 
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(p. 163). Accordingly, Phylakopi, Ayia Irini, and Kolonna 
are lower-ranking settlements, Akrotiri and Kommos are 
higher ranking, and Knossos is the highest. This does not 
sound new.

This chapter offers a surprise ending to the book; since
only changes in high-ranking societies will lead to 
recognizable changes in the distribution pattern of 
material culture [, l]ow-ranking societies … cannot 
influence interregional patterns in a manner that 
can be detected archaeologically. …Thus, the conse-
quences of Ayia Irini’s active promotion of trade or 
Phylakopi’s insistence on traditional features in its 
pottery production are not detectable on a regional 
level. 

Each ‘was kept in its low-ranking position’ (p. 167), despite 
attempts to improve its position. In other words, world-sys-
tems theory (p. 166) raises its elitist head at last: the Cyclades 
are locked into a cultural situation whereby Knossos is (yet 
again) the superior influence and the individual settlements 
are doomed to be always minor players. 

This was not Berg’s goal at the beginning of this book.

John G. Younger
Department of Classics

University of Kansas
1445 Jayhawk Boulevard

Wescoe 1032
Lawrence, KS 66045

USA
Email: jyounger@ku.edu

CAJ 19:3, 459–60      © 2009 McDonald Institute for Archaeological Research
doi:10.1017/S0959774309000729

Creating Prehistory: Druids, Ley Hunters and Archaeologists 
in Pre-war Britain, by Adam Stout. Oxford: Blackwell 

Publishing, 2008; ISBN 978-1-4051-5504-5 hardback £55 
& US$99.95; ISBN 978-1-4051-5505-2 paperback £22.99 & 

US$54.95; x+318 pp., 33 b&w ills.

Pamela Jane Smith

The ethical task of archaeology is thus to bear witness 
to the past other. (Julian Thomas, original italics, as 
quoted by Adam Stout 2008, 246).

In Creating Prehistory: Druids, Ley Hunters and Archaeologists 
in Pre-war Britain, Adam Stout (p. 242) discusses ‘The Need 
for Otherness’. He agrees with Julian Thomas’s statement 
that

Perhaps an archaeological poetics which attempts 
to ‘take the measure’ of this difference would allow 
us to open up a relationship with the past which 
involves a proper degree of reverence (Thomas as 
quoted by Stout p. 243). 

Archaeologists should look for and respect the different 
ancient multivocalities. 

But, ‘Otherness is scary, profoundly destabilizing’, 
Stout warns (p. 243) and quotes Johan Hegardt:

Our desire as archaeologists is our will or wish to 
reach the otherness of the Other [but] the presence 
of the Other will problematize our self-sufficient 
understanding of history. 

It is precisely ‘in its difference that the past reveals truly 
radical possibilities’ states Julian Thomas (as quoted by 
Stout pp. 245–6).

The ‘past’ should not be used as a narcissistic pond in 
which we see our present needs reflected. As an historian, I 
wholeheartedly concur. The ethical task of historical analysis 
is to bear witness to the past ‘Other’ with tolerance, wisdom 
and reverence. In his conclusion, Stout specifically encour-
ages us to value ‘otherness’; interpretation should not be 
‘shorn of ambiguity’ (p. 242). 

It is therefore disappointing that Adam Stout interprets 
the history of pre-war archaeology, in the first sections of his 
book, as securely controlled by a few ‘Big Men’. These ‘Big 
Men’, Stout’s others, are Gordon Childe and O.G.S. Craw-
ford, from the 1920s, the pre-Institute-of-Archaeology Mor-
timer Wheeler from the early 1930s and the much younger, 
certainly not-yet-powerful Stuart Piggott and Grahame 
Clark, both of whom did not have secure academic posts 
until after WWII. Another ‘Big Man’, Christopher Hawkes, 
was not yet appointed to foundation Oxford Professor of 
European Archaeology and was still considered too junior to 
be a candidate for the Disney Professor in 1939. Oddly the, 
then unknown, Cambridge PhD candidate, Glyn Daniel, is 
also considered a member of this loyal band of conspiring 
pre-war brothers. 

These were very different men of very different ages, 
with variegated theoretical agenda; Childe’s and Crawford’s 
1920s Marxist-informed realism was not the same as Clark’s 
late 1930s and early 1940s ecological, A.G. Tansley-inspired 
concepts of homeostasis and systems analyses. Both these 
theoretical standpoints famously conflicted with Daniel’s 
early devotion to diffusionistic thinking during the 1950s. 
However, here they are, in a reductionist manner, clumped 
and described as the powerful ‘orthodox world’ (p. 195), a 
disperate group retrospectively and erroneously character-
ized as a coherent monolithic repressive cohort, ‘the radicals’ 
(p. 66), ‘the professionals’ (p. 192), ‘the “heroic band”’ (pp. 
18, 20, 27, 36, 47, 118). 

By focusing on a few men, the author produces 
an androcentric hagiography from which women are 
eliminated. Yet, women flooded into field archaeology in 
the 1930s, sometimes thinking quite differently to their male 
colleagues. Dorothy Garrod’s non-Eurocentric explorations 
established the twentieth-century British academic agenda 
for the study of world prehistory but she is here ignored. 
Women participated successfully in founding the London 
Institute of Archaeology and were crucially involved in the 
intellectual ‘transformation’ and innovation of scientific, 
interdisciplinary environmental archaeology at Cambridge 
(see Smith 1994 on Margaret Godwin). Tessa Wheeler, 
remembered in interviews as the great teacher and excava-
tor, Molly Cotton and Kitty Richardson are all omitted from 
the author’s analysis of Maiden Castle; the talented dirt 
archaeologist, Dorothy Liddell, mentor to Mary (Leakey) 
Nicol, Aileen (Fox) Henderson and Thurstan Shaw, is not 


