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    CLASSICAL CIVILISATION

1. Classical Archaeology and History

· Archaeology derives from the Greek words archaios and logos, ‘study of old things/the past’ i.e. material (physical) remains of the past. 

· History derives from the Greek word istoria, ‘learning by inquiry’.

2. Archaeology and/versus History

· Traditional rivals

· Both seek to understand the past

· Archaeology describes what people did

· History describes how people thought

– but is either that limited?

3. History

· Depends on written evidence, which is prone to:

· Multiple and contradictory versions of the same event

· Biased accounts (for political or nationalistic reasons) – i.e. not objective

· Omissions or total absence (e.g. the Roman historian Tacitus’s account of the first few Roman emperors has large gaps, including the invasion of Britain in AD 43)

· Very limited scope to the last 5000 years (human activity around the Mediterranean has lasted c. 500,000 years)

4. Archaeology

· Covers a far wider chronological scope than History

· Has been developed in the context of non-literate societies

· Utilizes excavation and non-invasive techniques

· Is built around scientific methodology, i.e. assembly of factual data according to standardised measurements, and comprehensive recording, 

· Recording serves as a basis for theorising leading to experimentation and conclusion (interpretation)

· Meticulous recording also provides a basis for future total reinterpretation

5. Changing Archaeology

· Archaeologists now look beyond data to questions of pattern and significance
· Some believe archaeology produces better evidence (does it?) for social structure, and economic activity

· A building’s remains and contents can be analyzed to determine its position in a social hierarchy

· Nature and range of technology/imported materials may determine economic prosperity e.g. Greek and Roman amphorae (wine jars)

· Sophisticated analysis of artefacts, and other customs, may help determine ethnicity of population (though tombstones are more explicit) and social behaviour

Discussion point:

How reliable is archaeological evidence really? Is using words like ‘probably’ and ‘possibly’ a cop-out?
