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Editorial It is with great sadness that I pass on the news of the very recent deaths of two great Mesolithic scholars: Roger Jacobi and Pavel Dolukhanov. I knew Pavel when I was a lecturer at the University of Newcastleupon-Tyne where he was a Professor in East European Prehistory. His research was particularly focused on the Mesolithic-Neolithic transition in Eastern Europe so we always had a lot to talk about. He was very enthusiastic and supportive, which was much appreciated by both colleagues and students. I am very grateful to Geoff Bailey for writing a biography for this volume at such short notice. I knew Roger from undergraduate days at the University of Nottingham. He got me hooked on the Mesolithic and for that I am forever grateful. Following his death earlier this month, a large number of emails circulated around the British Prehistory community. Everyone was shocked and saddened. I have gathered together a number of memories from people who knew Roger well which demonstrate his enormous contribution to British Palaeolithic and Mesolithic archaeology, his generous nature, and his unique and wonderful personality. This volume also contains the second in Chris Meikejohn’s series of papers which provides a comprehensive and detailed look at the chronology of Mesolithic human remains, this time focusing on Spain. Following this is a report on further fieldwork in the Vale of Pickering by Barry Taylor and Amy Gray-Jones which provides important new evidence for Early Mesolithic features. In addition, three research students, Hayley Saul, Amy Gray-Jones and Steinar Solheim present summaries of their PhD topics. I have also included information on two of the new Prehistoric Society Research Papers which have been launched this year. There are two Mesolithic meetings coming up in 2010. Details of the 19th German Mesolithic Workgroup Meeting, Schleswig (18-21 February 2010) are given towards the end of the volume. And hopefully everyone is aware of the 8th International Conference on the Mesolithic in Europe, to be held in Santander 13th-17th September 2010. The sessions and workshops are currently being finalised, and hopefully we will have further details in the New Year. Keep checking the website: http://www.meso2010.com/welcome.html for more information. The deadline for papers and posters is the 31st May. Best wishes for this festive season, and I hope you all have a Happy New Year.



Nicky Milner
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Radiocarbon dating of Mesolithic human remains in Spain Christopher Meiklejohn University of Winnipeg, Winnipeg, MB Canada, R3B 2E9 [email protected] Introduction This, the second of a series of papers looking at the chronology of Mesolithic human remains, uses identical methods to those of the first (Meiklejohn et al. 2009a), focused on Portugal. The calibration of dates uses the methods of Meiklejohn et al. (2009b) employing CALIB version 5.0.1 and reporting calibrated dates at a 1σ range. In this paper two regional measures of the reservoir effect are used. For northern Spain I use the value of 3 ± 40, derived from the Bay of Arcachon on the Biscay coast of France, while for Mediterranean Spain I use the Málaga value of -22 ± 35. For marine correction, pure marine and pure terrestrial limits of -12 and 20 are used, following Richards and Hedges (1999). Calculation of calibrated dates is as described in the previous article. Thirty years ago Newell et al. (1979) listed five potential sites in Spain with human skeletal material in Mesolithic context, with three considered to be of clear Mesolithic age, though no cases were directly dated. One, now seen as Mesolithic (Los Azules), was then seen as late Pleistocene, while one, now known to be post-Mesolithic (Urtiaga), was seen as of unclear age and affinity. The discussion below includes 25 sites or site complexes. There has been a major change in the status of Spain in studies of Mesolithic human material. Several issues occurred in writing this paper and they play a role in place names used, author citation, and sequence of sites in the paper. An initial issue relates to official languages. Spain has one official language, Spanish (Castilian), and four regional co-official languages. Though much of the literature discussed here is in Spanish, some is in Catalan (Català), the language of Northeast Spain. Though no literature used is from any of other co-official languages, Basque (Euskara), Gallego, or Valencià, both Basque and Catalan play a role in place names. As an example, Aizpea in the Basque region is placed by Barandiarán and Cava (2001) between Arive and Orbaiceta on the Rio Iriarte, all Basque names. However, the GPS finder used for this paper (using Spanish) locates it between Aribe and Orbaitzeta on the Rio Irate. A second issue affecting text references and bibliography involves Spanish surnames. Unlike English, which primarily uses single surnames, the Spanish have two, the first as in English, the second being the mother’s initial surname. Complexity arises in the fact that Spanish authors may use varying combinations in identifying their publications, in some cases using one and in some cases both names. I have followed the practice of Lawrence Straus (1992, 2008), a Spanish-speaking expert, in using only one name, except in cases where complex names (e.g. Fernández-Tresguerres) are in common use. There are several possible ways to sequence the sites in this paper. As seen in the associated map (figure 1), the sites are not evenly distributed in space. Rather, the vast majority of them lie either along the north coast, in Cantabria, in the neighbouring Pais Vasco (Basque country) to the east, and in northeastern Spain, Catalonia. Two further sites are in Eastern Spain, and two on the south coast, in Andalusia. There are no sites in the interior. As a result I have identified three regional groups, Cantabria and the Pais Vasco, Catalonia and Southeast Spain, and Southern Spain. As in the earlier paper (Meiklejohn et al. 2009a) those with material directly dated by radiocarbon are discussed first, those indirectly dated being discussed later. I have, however, separated out five sites falling at the boundary between the Late Upper Palaeolithic/Late Pleistocene and the early Mesolithic/Early Holocene, including those referred to as the Azilian culture. These are discussed after those identified clearly as Mesolithic. Finally, I discuss three groups of sites. The first of these comprises two sites that have been argued to contain Mesolithic remains. In neither case can this be currently demonstrated. The second contain two sites whose remains are now known to be post-Mesolithic, and the third contains a site recently announced but for which information is still very preliminary.
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Figure 1: map of Spain with key areas mentioned in the text.



1. SITES WITH DIRECTLY DATED HUMAN REMAINS This first group contains ten directly dated sites, those with radiocarbon dates from the human remains themselves, divided by region for ease of comparison. 1a. Cantabria and the Pais Vasco This group of seven sites has all yielded human material in 1987 or more recently, though two were initially excavated early in the 20th century. Several are still being excavated, and therefore only preliminary results are available. Where specified, the associated Mesolithic culture is Asturian. Archaeologists from the Universidad de Cantabria at Santander have excavated all but two of this group of sites. Aizpea, Navarra • • • • • • •



•



Nature and location of site: Rock shelter (abrigo or abric) on the right bank of the Rio Irati, a minor tributary of the Ebro northeast of Pamplona; 42.95 N, 1.26 W (latitude incorrectly cited as 41.95 by Barandiarán and Cava, 2001a). First excavated: Discovered in 1987; excavated in 1988 and 1991 by J. Aparicio and colleagues. Later excavations: None. Number of individuals: One, the largely complete skeleton of a young adult female. Primary description of human remains: By Rua et al. (2001) as part of the monographic publication of the site. Barandiarán (2001) describes the archaeological context. aDNA results are presented in the site monograph and by Izagirre et al. (2005). Direct dates on human bone: One, published by Barandiarán and Cava (2001b). Other dates known: There are seven dates on mammal bone, and one from an intrusive cereal grain from the Bronze Age (3610 ± 50 bp; GrN-13263)(Barandiarán and Cava 2001b). In all but one case the bone samples were run separately on collagen and residual fractions, the former being consistently earlier and with smaller standard errors. Only the latter are noted here. One from the level with the skeleton is slightly older (6830 ± 70 bp: GrN-16622). Two from below the skeleton are 7160 ± 70 (GrN16621) and 7790 ± 70 (GrN-16620). The overlying Neolithic level, with ceramics (Cava, 2001; see also Alday, 2003), is dated to 6370 ± 70 (GrN-18421). Diagnosis and Discussion: Securely dated to the terminal Mesolithic, within the time frame for the late Mesolithic/early Neolithic transition in this region. At Mendandia III and Forcas II, in the valley of the
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Ebro, early Cardial ceramics are dated to 7210 ± 80 (GrN-19658) and 6970 ± 130 (GrN-22687), the former ~100 km west, the latter ~100 km southeast of Aizpea (Barandiarán and Cava 2001c; see also Straus 2008). Date (bp) Number Burial (if known) 13C 15N cal. BP cal. BC 6600 ± 50 GrA-779 1 ----7560-7450 5610-5500 Cueva de Braña-Arintero, León • • • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Cave site between the villages of Braña and Arintero on the southern side of the Cordillera Cantábrica, ~40 km north-northwest of León; 42.95 N, -5.37 W. First excavated: Discovered during cave exploration in 2006; excavated in the same year by J.M. Vidal and colleagues. Later excavations: None. Number of individuals: Two; the largely complete remains of two adult males (figures 2 and 3). Primary description of human remains: Vidal et al. (2008) have provided an initial discussion of the burials, initial anthropological findings, and description of associated perforated Red Deer canines (figure 4). A further paper (Prada et al. 2009) focuses on pathology in one of the skeletons. Direct dates on human bone: Two, published by Vidal et al. (2008). Other dates known: None. Diagnosis and Discussion: This recently published find extends the distribution of dated Mesolithic burials to the southern slopes of the Cordillera Cantábrica, overlooking the Cuenca del Duero (Duero Bassin). The perforated red deer canines associated with Braña 2 make this individual one of the richest from the Spanish Mesolithic in terms of grave goods.



Date (bp) Number Burial (if known) 13C 15N cal. BP cal. BC 6980 ± 50 Beta-226472 Braña 1 ----7920-7750 5970-5800 7030 ± 50 Beta-226473 Braña 2 ----7940-7830 5990-5880 Figures 2 and 3 (left and next page): largely complete remains of two adult males



Figure 4 (next page): perforated red deer canines (Photos courtesy of Julio M. Vidal Encinas)
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Colomba, Asturias • • • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Cave near the village of Cardoso (Cardosu), between Llanes and Ribadasella, within 2 km of the coast; 43.44 N, -4.92 W. First excavated: By Vega del Sella in 1915. Later excavations: By Arias and colleagues between 2000 and 2002. Number of individuals: One; three leg bones were recovered associated with Asturian materials, in a situation suggesting a disturbed burial near the entrance to the cave. Primary description of human remains: Initial descriptions are provided by Garralda (in Arias et al. 2007a) and Drak and Garralda (2009). Direct dates on human bone: One, given by Arias et al. (2007a) (see also Arias et al. 2009; Drak and Garralda 2009). Other dates known: Three other dates are known, all the same age or older than the human material, ranging from 7020 ± 90 (UBAR-833) on charcoal to 7570 ± 140 bp (UBAR-782) on Monodonta shell (Arias et al. 2007a). Diagnosis and Discussion: The material is clearly dated to the Asturian.



Date (bp) 7090 ± 60



Number Burial (if known) 13C 15N cal. BP cal. BC TO-10223 Colomba 1 -16.7 12.2 7830-7695 5880-5745



Jaizkibel 3 (J3), Guipúzkoa (Gipuzkoa) • • • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Shell midden in a rock shelter in the Jaizkibel Mountain range, ~15 km northeast of San Sebastian and ~2 km from the coast; 43.36 N, -1.81 W. First excavated: Discovered in 1985; first excavated by M.J. Iriarte in 2003. Later excavations: Work is still in progress. Number of individuals: One; a poorly preserved individual identified as an adult male. Primary description of human remains: A preliminary description is given by Iriarte et al. (2005). Direct dates on human bone: One, published by Iriarte et al. (2004; see also Arias 2005). Other dates known: Two, on charcoal and shell from below the burial, 7780 ± 130 (GrN-28008) and 8190 ± 100 bp (GrN-27984) (Iriarte et al. 2004). Diagnosis and Discussion: The material is directly dated to the Mesolithic.



Date (bp) Number Burial (if known) 13C 15N cal. BP 8300 ± 50 GrA-23733 Burial 1 -16.7 11.5 9200-9020



ISSN 0259-3548



cal. BC 7250-7070



5



MM 20:2



Los Canes, Asturias • • • •



•



• • •



Nature and location of site: Cave site in the Cuera range near the village of Arangas, ~12 km from the coast south of Llanes; 43.32 N, -4.80 W. First excavated: In 1985. Later excavations: Continued until 1993 under the direction of Pablo Arias and C. Perez. Number of individuals: Four graves containing five individuals were recovered from Mesolithic level 6, an elderly woman, an adult male and partial remains of a second individual, an adult male, and the later grave of a child. In addition there were also loose human bone finds. Human remains were also found in overlying Neolithic level 8 and Magdalenian level 2. Primary description of human remains: Preliminary descriptions, including drawings and photographs, are given in several sources beginning with Arias and Garralda (1996a, 1996b) (see also Arias 1999; Arias and Alvárez-Fernández, 2004; Arias et al. 2009). Isotope results are discussed by Arias (2005) and Arias and Fano (2005) Direct dates on human bone: There are eight dates, six on the Mesolithic material, one from a Neolithic burial and one from bone in the Magdalenian levels (Arias 2005; Arias and Alvárez-Fernández 2004; Arias and Fano 2005). Other dates known: Further dates (material not stated) are available from the Neolithic and Upper Palaeolithic levels. Diagnosis and Discussion: The burials from level 6 are securely dated to the later and final Mesolithic. The Neolithic material is less than 300 years younger than the latest Mesolithic date. Stable isotope results suggest regional continuity of diet from the Upper Palaeolithic through the early Neolithic.



Date (bp) 5980 ± 70 6265 ± 75 6770 ± 65 6860 ± 65



Number TO-11219 AA-5294 AA-5296 AA-5295



6930 ± 95



AA-6071



7025 ± 80 7640 ± 210 13009 ± 105



AA-11744 TO-11218 AA-18020



Burial (if known) Neolithic individual in level 8 Mesolithic burial 1 - level 6-I Mesolithic burial 2 - level 6-II Mesolithic 2 - isolated bones: level 6-II Mesolithic burial 3 - adult?: level 6-III Mesolithic burial 2 - level 6-II Mesolithic burial 3 - child Magdalenian bone in level 2C



13C -21.0 -20.0 -19.8 -19.2



15N 7.7 7.9 8.0 9.4



cal. BP 6900-6730 7270-7030 7670-7580 7700-7590



cal. BC 4950-4780 5320-5080 5720-5630 5750-5640



-19.3



7.7



7840-7650



5890-5700



-19.6 ---20.8



7.8 -----



7930-7770 8690-8180 15550-15170



5980-5820 6740-6230 13600-13220



Poza l’Egua, Asturias • • • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Shell midden within a rock shelter in the karst system close to the village of Lledías, ~8 km west of Llanes and ~3 km from the coast; 43.42 N, -4.86 W. First excavated: In 2000 as a rescue excavation following recovery of the mandible (Arias et al. 2007b). Later excavations: None known. Number of individuals: One; a mandible. Primary description of human remains: Garralda (in Arias et al. 2007b) and Drak and Garralda (2009) provide brief descriptions. Isotope results are discussed by Garcia et al. (2006). Direct dates on human bone: One, noted by Arias (2005: see also Arias et al. 2007b, 2009; Drak and Garralda 2009). Other dates known: None. Diagnosis and Discussion: Clearly dated to the Mesolithic, it appears to be a loose bone find with no evidence for a disturbed burial (Drak and Garralda 2009).



Date (bp) 8550 ± 80



Number Burial (if known) 13C 15N cal. BP cal. BC TO-10222 PE1 -16.7 12.2 9510-9320 7560-7370
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El Truchiro (La Garma), Cantabria • Nature and location of site: Karstic cave system with multiple galleries and openings near the village of Omoño, ~10 km southeast of Santander and 5 km from the coast (see also below); 43.42 N, -3.66 W. • First excavated: In 1902 by L. Sierra (Arias et al. 2009). • Later excavations: Exact date of current excavations not published. Work in ongoing. • Number of individuals: One; see Arias and Alvárez-Fernández (2004) and Arias et al. (2009). • Primary description of human remains: None to date. The site is still under study. • Direct dates on human bone: One; see Arias and Alvárez-Fernández (2004) and Arias (2005). • Other dates known: One other date, on a skeleton in Chalcolithic levels of the site (4242 ± 56 bp, AA45568: Arias 2005). • Diagnosis and Discussion: Clearly dated to the later Mesolithic. Date (bp) Number Burial (if known) 13C 15N cal. BP cal BC 6470 ± 70 TO-10912 El T GAT-113/La Garma 84 -21.1 --7440-7320 5490-5370 1b. Catalonia and Southeast Spain Only two sites in this region have directly dated material. Unlike the Cantabrian sites, where many were excavated by a single group, these are unconnected in research terms, although they have both been excavated since 1980. Cingle del Mas Nou, Castellón (Castelló) • • • • • • •



•



Nature and location of site: Open air site near the Rambla Carbonera and the village of Ares del Maestre in the Castellón Mountains, northwest of Valencia; 40.43 N, -0.11 W. First excavated: In 1986 by Olària and colleagues (Olària 1999). Later excavations: Since 1999 by the same group. Number of individuals: Six; the skeleton of an adult male in extended position, with partial remains of at least five other individuals placed over the legs, an adult female, a 15 year-old adolescent, a 6-8 yearold child and two children aged 3 to 5 (Olària 2002/3). Primary description of human remains: Described by Olària (2002/3; Olària et al. 2005) as a collective burial from the final Mesolithic. The physical description of the remains is limited. Direct dates on human bone: Two, published by Olària (2002/3). Other dates known: The Mesolithic level has provided a date on non-human bone of 6910 ± 40 bp (Beta-170714) (González et al. 2009). The Early (Cardial) Neolithic levels have provided a date on charcoal and three on bone, ranging from 6560 ± 130 (Beta-136678) to 6900 ± 70 bp (Beta136677)(González et al. 2009; Olària 2000). Diagnosis and Discussion: The burial is clearly dated to the terminal Mesolithic. The average of three dates from this level is 6945 bp, while that from the overlying Neolithic is 6755 bp. Some confusion exists on the exact nature of the bone dates. Olària (2002/3) clearly identifies the two given below. However, Olària (2000) simply identifies the samples as collagen (colágeno). González et al. (2009) provide all the dates but animal and human bone dates appear to be identified with the same symbol (elsewhere they specifically identify human bone dates). This ambiguity has resulted in apparently incorrect citation of the burial date for the site in Meiklejohn et al. (2009; appendix) as 6730 bp rather than the average (from below) of 6965 bp (both dates used in the earlier publication are apparently Neolithic and non-human).



Date (bp) Number Burial (if known) 13C 15N cal. BP cal. BC 6920 ± 40 Beta-170715 ------7780-7690 5830-5740 7010 ± 40 Not known ------7930-7800 5980-5850 El Collado, Valencia • •



Nature and location of site: Open air site on the coastal plain south of Oliva, ~60 km south-southwest of Valencia and 2 km from the coast; 38.92 N, -0.12 W. First excavated: First discovered in the early 20th century (known as a source of marine shell).
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• •



Later excavations: December to February 1987/1988 and 1988/1989. Number of individuals: Fourteen graves with fifteen flexed or semi-flexed burials. Primary description of human remains: Initially surveyed by Pérez-Pérez et al. (1995), full descriptions are given in Aparicio (2008). There are further studies of dentition and diet by Chimenos et al. (2006) and Garcia et al. (2006). Direct dates on human bone: Two, both on grave XIII. The earliest available source appears to be Arias and Alvárez-Fernández (2004), and also given by Aparicio (2008), Garcia et al. (2006) and Olària (1994). Garcia et al. (2006) quote three earlier sources by Aparicio, not seen by myself. The stable isotope values given here (Garcia et al. 2006) are not associated with the radiocarbon dates. Other dates known: There are two further dates on unknown material from graves IV and VI. Both are older, 8080 ± 60 (UBAR-928) and 8690 ± 100 bp (UBAR-927), derived from a lower level of the site, and suggest that burial occurred over a period of a millennium or so. Diagnosis and Discussion: The burials are clearly dated to the Mesolithic, the only site with ten or more burials in the Spanish Mesolithic.



Date (bp) Number Burial (if known) 13C 15N cal. BP 7570 ± 160 UBAR-280 XIII -18.1 10.4 8450-8070 7640 ± 120 UBAR-281 XIII -18.1 10.4 8460-8210



cal. BC 8450-8070 8460-8210



1c. Andalucia The final site with directly dated remains is a recently and incompletely published site from the coastal southern Spain, recently dated. Cueva del Higueron, Málaga • • • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Cave site near El Rincón de la Victoria, on the coast ~10 km east of Málaga; 36.72 N, -4.30 W. First excavated: Not known. Later excavations: Not known. Number of individuals: Apparently one. Primary description of human remains: None; the available abstract (Muñoz et al. 2006) mentions 12 cranial fragments and two postcranial bones. Direct dates on human bone: The calibrated age (see below) is the only information available. Neither the method of calibration or error limit (1 or 2 sd) is given. Other dates known: None. Diagnosis and Discussion: Find within a show cave within the town of El Rincón de la Victoria. There is no apparent archaeological context but the date indicates a late Mesolithic age.



Date (bp) Number Burial (if known) 13C 15N cal. BP cal. BC na na na ----8750-8410 6800-6460 2. SITES WITH INDIRECTLY DATED HUMAN REMAINS This section discusses five sites, all excavated prior to 1985, with human remains that are either not directly dated, or attempts to date them have failed. Four are in Cantabria and one in Catalonia. There are no sites in the south in this group. Three of these are the only sites thought by Newell et al. (1979) to be clearly associated with the Mesolithic in Spain. 2a. Cantabria and the Pais Vasco Balmori, Asturias • •



Nature and location of site: Cave site on the Llera Plateau, ~600 m from the village of Balmori and ~2 km from the coast; 43.43 N, -4.83 W. First excavated: In 1908 by Alcalde del Rio.
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Later excavations: Between 1914 and 1917 Vega del Sella and Obermaier excavated a sequence of Upper Palaeolithic and Mesolithic deposits. G.A. Clark recovered the human bone from Asturian level 2 (level B of Clark 1976) in 1969 (see Newell et al. 1979). Number of individuals: By definition a single individual; whether from an undiscovered burial or a loose human bone find cannot be determined. Primary description of human remains: A partial mandible described by Garralda (1981). Direct dates on human bone: None. Other dates known: A date of 9240 bp (without error margin or lab identification) is given by Garcia et al. (2006) in a context suggesting a direct date, and reference to Garralda (1989). No date occurs in that source. I believe this to be a phantom date, due to transcription error. Diagnosis and Discussion: Newell et al. (1979) accept the Asturian association. A more accurate dating does not seem possible at this time.



Colombres (Molino de Gasparin), Asturias • • • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Small rock shelter near the town of La Franca and ~2-3 km from the coast; 43.372 N, -4.527 W. First excavated: Discovered by the site owner in early 1926 and totally excavated in the same year by Jesus Carvallo. Later excavations: None. Number of individuals: One; in the lowest cultural level of the site. Primary description of human remains: The material was not removed from the site and therefore the only descriptions are general. Newell et al. (1979) give a partial inventory, based on Carvallo (1960) and Clark (1976). Direct dates on human bone: None. Other dates known: None. Diagnosis and Discussion: Carvallo’s (1960) description, augmented by Clark (1976), shows the burial to be in Asturian (Mesolithic) association. No clearer dating is possible, though this is one of three finds considered by Newell et al. (1979) to be securely Mesolithic. Due to lack of excavation there is no full description. There is some confusion about the site name. Early descriptions, including those of Carvallo and Clark, and the survey of Newell and colleagues, identify the site as Colombres. More recent studies (e.g. Arias et al. 2009; Straus 1992, 2008) use Molino de Gasparin.



Cuartamentero, Asturias • • • • •



• • •



Nature and location of site: Large cave site near the village of Portilla, ~1 km from the port town of Llanes and the coast; 43.411 N, -4.759 W. First excavated: Discovered and initially tested during cave exploration by the School of Mines at Madrid, prior to 1967 . Later excavations: Further work in 1967 and 1969 included recovery of the human material. Geoff Clark did further work in 1969 (Clark 1976). Number of individuals: Unclear; the cranial remains, intact calotte and fragmentary skull base, represent a single individual. Whether the teeth recovered are related is unclear. Primary description of human remains: Garralda (1982) published the cranial remains, considered to be reliably associated with the Asturian by Newell et al. (1979). Two teeth, described by Menard (1982), were also recovered (see also Garralda and Irwin 1971). However, their provenience, and therefore age, is unclear and a Mesolithic association remains unproven (Newell et al. 1979). Garralda and Irwin (1971) considered the remains to be “probably Pleistocene”. Direct dates on human bone: None; an attempted date for the cranial material was unsuccessful (TO11216; D. Lubell, pers comm) though a δ13C value of -19.696 was obtained. Arias (2005) gives the date but not the laboratory number. Other dates known: None. Diagnosis and Discussion: An Asturian and Mesolithic association for the cranial material appears to be clear but without a closer date. However, Arias et al. (2009; 654) suggest, “attribution of the bone to the Mesolithic shell midden is only putative”. The teeth are undated.
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Mazaculos 2, Asturias • • • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Shell midden within a rock shelter containing cave art, ~1 km northwest of La Franca, and ~1 km from the coast; 43.39 N, -4.58 W. First excavated: 1908 by Alcalde del Rio; initially excavated by Vega del Sella in 1915 (González Morales 1978; see also González Morales and Márquez 1978) (figures 5 and 6). Later excavations: By Manuel R. González Morales between 1976 and 1983. Number of individuals: One. Primary description of human remains: By Garralda (1981); the isolated mandible of an adult male. Direct dates on human bone: None. Other dates known: Four, three from the Asturian levels, one from the overlying Neolithic. The Asturian dates range from 7030 ± 120 (GaK-15222) to 9290 ± 440 bp (GaK-6884)(Arias, 1995). Diagnosis and Discussion: The loose bone find is probably Asturian. The find spot is not clearly identified within the stratigraphy of González Morales (1978), and Garralda (1981, 597; free translation) is cautious; “Although the associated industry appears to be Asturian, the dating in not perfect; it is highly probable that it is Asturian”. A direct date would be valuable.



Figure 5 (left): entrance to Mazaculos 2 (photo courtesy of Igor Gutiérrez); Figure 6 (right): excavations in 1978 (photo courtesy of Manuel González Morales). 2b. Catalonia and Southeast Spain Abric Agut, Barcelona • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Rock shelter (abric), one of several in a travertine cliff, the Cinglera del Capello, ~50 km west of Barcelona; 41.53 N, 1.69 E. First excavated: Between 1910 and 1914 by Amador Romaní. At the time attributed to the Mousterian. Later excavations: Leslie Freeman in 1976, and a major program of studies begun in 1999 by Montse Esteban and Manuel Vaquero. Number of individuals: Up to five dependent on allocation of the teeth to one or more individuals. Four teeth came from early excavations, a further in 1976. A fragment of human temporal has also been recovered from the Romaní collections at the University of Barcelona. Primary description of human remains: de Lumley (1973) described the teeth recovered by Romaní (as Neandertal). These, together with the fragmentary temporal, were also published by Campillo et al. (1999). The tooth recovered in 1976 is undescribed. Direct dates on human bone: None.
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• •



Other dates known: Five, on charcoal, obtained as part of the recent work on the site, range from 9185 ± 60 (OxA-10049) to 10085 ± 60 bp (OxA-10050)(Vaquero et al. 2002). Confirmed by a sequence of Useries dates, these span the Late Pleistocene-Holocene border. Diagnosis and Discussion: In all probability early Mesolithic. Though there are no direct dates, those on charcoal allow attribution of the material to the early Holocene. Vaquero et al. (2002) discuss how the levels at Abric Agut were interpreted as Mousterian. The industry involved is now recognized as part of the Catalonian Mesolithic (see e.g. Vaquero 2006).



3. SITES FROM THE LATE UPPER PALAEOLITHIC/EARLY MESOLITHIC INTERFACE This section discusses a final five sites that have been considered to be of Mesolithic age, only one with directly dated human material. Newell et al. (1979) considered one of them, Los Azules, to be of Late Pleistocene age and therefore not Mesolithic as defined below. Paradoxically, this is the one in this group now clearly dated to the Mesolithic. Of the other four, three are associated with the Azilian culture, discussed below, the other in a context that may be terminal Pleistocene or early Holocene. Before continuing, the status of the Azilian needs discussion. Is it terminal Upper Palaeolithic, Mesolithic, or both? Within the narrow scope of this paper a start point is necessary. In Spain several sites sit near the Upper Palaeolithic/Mesolithic boundary. In this set of papers I take the beginning of the Mesolithic to be the Pleistocene/Holocene transition, ~10,300 bp, more specifically at the boundary of the Dryas III (Younger Dryas) cold event and the Preboreal, the position adopted by Newell et al. (1979)(see also Mellars 1981; Price 1983). Long problematic, the Azilian has often been referred to both as terminal Upper Palaeolithic and earliest Mesolithic. The issue here is to ask whether the Azilian extends into the Preboreal, and, as defined here, is Mesolithic. Newell et al. (1979) saw no evidence for a Preboreal Azilian, and labelled all such sites (including Los Azules; see below) as “remains alleged to be Mesolithic but … demonstrably older”. The irony is that Piette’s work at Mas d’Azil in the 1880s is often viewed as the initial identification of the Mesolithic. When I first looked at this question (Meiklejohn 1974) the only Azilian site with 14C results (St.Remèze, Ardèche) gave late Pleistocene results, a finding that partly underlay the decision made by Newell et al. (1979). Straus (1985) has made the most comprehensive study of the chronology, responding to the feeling that the Azilian derived from the Upper Magdalenian and dated to the Allerød. He analyzed over thirty Spanish and French sites, finding one possible case of a pre-Allerød Azilian and a breakdown of definitely assigned sites over the cycles from Allerød to Boreal. Twenty dated to Allerød or Younger Dryas III, fourteen to Preboreal and Boreal, the latest at the high altitude site of Balma Margineda. This showed that a priori reference of the Azilian to the terminal Pleistocene (and by extension the Upper Palaeolithic) was not justified. Azilian material must be analyzed on a site-by-site basis. Though other issues existed, Straus (1985) saw the core as presence of “flat-section” (Azilian) harpoons, absence of those of “cylindricalsection”, and presence of decorated cobbles (ibid.; 91). His conclusion is still viable, and he recently concluded (Straus 2008; 304) that the Azilian “developed unevenly and almost imperceptibly” from the late Magdalenian “over the last millennium and a half of the Würm Tardiglacial” lasting until the end Preboreal/early Boreal transition. At that point it transitioned into industries such as the Asturian (see also Fernández-Tresguerres 2004). 3a. Directly dated Azilian and Pleistocene/Holocene boundary Sites Balma Guilanyà, Lleida (Catalonia) • • • •



Nature and location of site: Rock shelter in small river valley in the Serra de Busa, ~70 km northwest of Barcelona; 42.10 N, 1.64 E. First excavated: Tested in 1992 showing a sequence of late Upper Palaeolithic and Mesolithic material (Casanova et al. 2007). Later excavations: Further excavations began in 2001. Number of individuals: Fragmentary remains of three individuals, an adult, a subadult and a child, were recovered from level E.
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Primary description of human remains: Described by Lalueza (1996) and Ruiz et al. (2006). Direct dates on human bone: Two, one on human bone and one on tooth. Other dates known: A further eight dates, on charcoal and hazelnut (Garcia et al. 2009; a contracted set with less detail is published by García-Argüelles et al. 2009). Azilian level E dates range from 10940 ± 50 (Beta-210729) to 12180 ± 50 bp (Beta-185066), those from level C, with a Mesolithic industry, from 9840 ± 50 (Beta-210728) to 8640 ± 50 bp (Beta-210730). Diagnosis and Discussion: In all probability the human material dates to the terminal Upper Palaeolithic. This site exemplifies issues that can confound assignment of human remains from the Azilian. The two direct dates, both considered to be from the same level, are apparently a millennium apart. Garcia et al. (2009) suggest a true date for the human remains within the range of Ua-34297 (11095 ± 195), on human bone, and Beta-210729 (10940 ± 50), on hazelnut, providing an age of ~11000 bp (~9050 bc), clearly assignable to the Younger Dryas. However, the younger direct date is earliest Preboreal if taken at face value.



Date (bp) Number Burial (if known) 13C 15N cal. BP cal. BC 10195 ± 255 UA-34298 Level E bone -19.9 6.5 12350-11390 10400-9440 11095 ± 195 UA-34297 Level E tooth -19.8 6.7 13160-12870 11210-10920 3b. Indirectly dated Azilian and Pleistocene/Holocene boundary Sites Los Azules, Asturias (Cantabria) • • • • • • •



•



Nature and location of site: Small cave site near Cangas de Onis in the valley of the Rio Sella between 10 and 15 km from the coast; 43.36 N, -5.13 W. First excavated: By J. Fernandez-Tresguerres between 1973 and 1975. Later excavations: None to my knowledge. Number of individuals: A single inhumation was recovered from Azilian levels in 1974. Primary description of human remains: By Fernandez-Tresguerres and Garralda (1986), Garralda (1977) and Legoux (1978). Direct dates on human bone: None. An attempted direct dating was unsuccessful (TO-11215; D. Lubell, pers comm), though a δ13C value (-19.973) was obtained (see also Arias 2005, who does not give the laboratory number). Other dates known: The burial was located between levels 3a and 3d, both dated, respectively, to 9430 ± 120 (CSIC-216) and 9540 ± 120 (CSIC-260), on wood charcoal (Almagro 1976). A further five dates on faunal bone from Azilian levels range from 10480 ± 210 (BM-1875R) to 11320 ± 360 (BM1877R)(Bowman et al. 1990), corrected versions of dates originally published by Burleigh et al. (1982b), discussed by Straus (1985). Diagnosis and Discussion: The Mesolithic nature of this burial, one of the most discussed Spanish Mesolithic burials, is secure. The Azilian association of the burial has never been questioned. However (see also above) Newell et al. (1979) saw it as pre-Holocene, even though the associated dates gave a prima facie Preboreal age, apparently supported by further Azilian dates published by Bowman et al. (1990), all of which were either Allerød or Younger Dryas. On the other hand Meiklejohn and Straus (1986) argued for a Preboreal age, and Straus (1985) saw the pollen profile and associated fauna in level 3 (upper), containing the burial, as clearly Holocene. The BM dates from the Younger Dryas are all from below the burial.



La Paloma, Asturias (Cantabria) • • • •



Nature and location of site: Cave site near Soto de Las Regueras, ~30 km west of Gijón and ~12 km from the coast; 43.45 N, -6.07 W. First excavated: Discovered in 1912 by J. Carballo and E. Miranda. Excavated by Hernández Pacheco in 1914 and 1915 (see Perez-Perez 1975). Later excavations: Not known. Number of individuals: A child’s burial (maxilla and teeth), excavated in 1914-15, was reported from the Azilian level. The finds are apparently lost. Straus (1992) also mentions teeth and a mandible
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fragment from Magdalenian levels, and burials were found in the Neolithic. The Magdalenian and Azilian materials are also mentioned by Barandiarán (1971). Primary description of human remains: The material has never been studied. Direct dates on human bone: None. Other dates known: None Diagnosis and Discussion: There is reasonable probability that the child’s burial is correctly attributed to the Azilian. An Azilian association is suggested by several sources (Arias and Alvárez-Fernández 2004; Arias et al. 2009; Hernández Pacheco, 1923; Martínez Navarrete and Chapa, 1980; Straus, 1992). Straus (1985) suggests a Dryas II or III age for the Azilian at La Paloma, and the find is more likely to be late Pleistocene rather than early Holocene.



Rascaño, Cantabria (Cantabria) • • • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Cave site near Mirones in the valley of the Rio Miera, southeast of Santander and ~20 km from the coast; 43.30 N, -3.70 W. First excavated: 1912 by J. Carballo. Later excavations: Beginning in 1974 J. Gonzalez Echegaray and I. Barandiarán uncovered a sequence extending from the Aurignacian to the Azilian. Number of individuals: Remains of two or three individuals have been recovered, one possibly Azilian, the other one or two of probable Magdalenian age. Primary description of human remains: Described by Guerrero and Lorenzo (1981). The Azilian find is a loose molar tooth; the earlier Magdalenian finds a further tooth (incisor) and a cranial fragment. Direct dates on human bone: None. Other dates known: Burleigh et al. (1982a) published an extended series of conventional dates (see also Barandiaran and Gonzalez-Echegaray 1981; Chauvin 2007) covering the full sequence. Dates for Azilian level 1 were 10486 ± 90 (BM-1449) and 10558 ± 244 bp (BM-1448). Diagnosis and Discussion: Straus (1992, 2008), who was part of the 1974 excavation, identifies Rascaño as a specialized Magdalenian and Azilian ibex-hunting site. Both Azilian dates, taken at face value, argue for a late Dryas III rather than Preboreal age, confirmed by Straus (1992) who notes a coldweather pollen profile and conditions of frost weathering. As a result these finds are currently best considered as Upper Palaeolithic rather than Mesolithic in age.



El Cingle Vermell, Gerona (Girona), Catalonia • • • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Small rock shelter in the Guilleries, a granite massif near Vilanova de Sau. Roc del Migdia (see below) is ~100 metres away; 41.96 N, 2.24 E. First excavated: In 1978 by a team from the University of Barcelona. Later excavations: Not known. Number of individuals: Three; an adult and two children. Primary description of human remains: By Turbón (1986, 1989). Direct dates on human bone: None. Other dates known: There is a charcoal date of 9760 ± 160 bp (UGRA-68)(González et al. 1985). Though not clearly tied to the burial it comes from the upper levels of the site (Anonymous 1986a). Diagnosis and Discussion: Without a direct date there must be some doubt about the age of the skeletal material, especially without a detailed archaeological account of the site. The single charcoal date from the upper levels appears to be a minimum age for the find. However, this date is early Preboreal age and, as a result a late Pleistocene/late Upper Palaeolithic age (Epipalaeolithic) cannot be excluded.



4. SITES WITH HUMAN REMAINS BUT WITHOUT CLEAR MESOLITHIC ASSOCIATION Discussed below are two sites that have produced considerable discussion. One of these is actually a group of sites within an extensive cave system in Cantabria. The other is a massive cave in Andalucia that sits at the core of any discussion of Upper Palaeolithic cultural chronology in southern Spain.
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La Garma A-D (La Garma Archaeological Zone), Cantabria The La Garma sites are handled together for two reasons. Firstly, though suggested to have Mesolithic burials, this cannot be currently demonstrated. Secondly, with excavation ongoing, full details, as provided for other sites, are not yet available. Only La Garma A through D are discussed here. El Truchiro, from the same site group, was discussed above. The term Archaeological Zone comes from Arias and AlvárezFernández (2004). At least two sources mention possible Mesolithic burial. Arias (1999: free translation) stated that “La Garma C suggests possible extensive use of caves as burial places during the Mesolithic”, while Arias and AlvárezFernández (2004; 233) indicate “(t)he presence of human remains in other Mesolithic contexts … such as La Garma B (dated to 7165 ± 65 BP; OxA-7300, 6156-5925 cal BC) and La Garma A shell midden (seven dates between 6500 and 5700 cal BC) and possibly La Garma C suggest extensive use of caves as burial places …”. However, the citation of OxA-7300 as 7165 (Arias 1999; Arias and Alvárez-Fernández 2004; Straus 2008) is a laboratory-reporting error. The correct date is 4165± 55 bp (Arias 2005). • • • • • •



•



•



Nature and location of sites: Karstic cave system of multiple galleries and openings near the village of Omoño, ~10 km southeast of Santander and 5 km from the coast; 43.42 N, -3.66 W. First excavated: 1995 by Pablo Arias and colleagues. Later excavations: Work is ongoing. Number of individuals: With work ongoing no full inventory of finds has been published. Primary description of human remains: None to date. Isotope results and La Garma diet are discussed by Arias (2005). Direct dates on human bone: Radiocarbon and TL dates have been published for the La Garma sites, especially La Garma A (Arias 1999, 2005; Arias and Alvárez-Fernández 2004; Chauvin 2007; Ontañón 2003; Straus 2008). There are no Mesolithic dates from human bone. Dates on human bone exist La Garma sites A through D. La Garma A has three Upper Palaeolithic dates, between 12990 ± 100 (TO11699) and 22200 ± 170 bp (TO-11697)(David Lubell pers. comm.). Later dates, from all four sites, range from Chalcolithic to Early Bronze Age, eleven dates from the four sites range from 4380 ± 70 (OxA-7299: La Garma B) to 3265 ± 45 bp (OxA-7153: La Garma A)(Arias 1999, 2005; David Lubell pers. comm.). Other dates known: Only late human dates are available for La Garma C and D. Many other dates, radiocarbon and TL, are known for La Garma A and B. The only Mesolithic 14C dates, four, are from La Garma A and range from 6870 ± 50 (OxA-7150) to 7710 ± 90 bp (OxA-7495)(Arias 1999; Straus 2008)( two TL dates areabout a millennium earlier). La Garma A has additional Upper Palaeolithic dates (Chauvin 2007), while La Garma A and B have additional post-Neolithic dates (Arias 2005; Ontañón 2003). Diagnosis and Discussion: Arias (2005) clearly suggests that a “great part of the Holocene levels of these sites attests burial use” (free translation). However, extensive dating currently suggests that this is largely post-Neolithic. Hopefully clarification of the complex situation will come from the ongoing work at these sites.



Cueva de Nerja, Málaga • • • •



Nature and location of site: Complex cave site, with three primary excavated areas, northeast of the town of Nerja, 56 km east of Málaga and ~1 km from the coast; 36.78 N, -3.86 W. First excavated: Initial work 1959 by Manuel Pellicer, followed in 1963 by A.M. de la Quadra, and from 1965 to 1967 by F. Jordá and A. Arribas. Later excavations: From 1979 to 1987 by Jordá and Pellicer. Number of individuals: Four individuals, three adults and a child, were recovered in 1962-1963 in an apparent Solutrean context in the Sala del Vestíbulo. Further foot bones, probably related, were found in 1984. Assignment to the Mesolithic was by González-Tablas (1990) based on photographs of the original excavation (see discussion in Arias and Alvárez-Fernández 2004). In 1982 Pellicer discovered a skeleton in levels of the Sala Torca described as Epipalaeolithic.
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Primary description of human remains: The Sala del Vestíbulo material has been described by Fusté (1965), Turbón et al. (1994) and Aura et al. (1998). The Sala Torca skeleton was described by Garcia Sanchez (1982, 1986). Direct dates on human bone: Three have been published. Two are clearly post-Mesolithic with the third ostensibly Mesolithic. Of the two later dates one (Ua-12467) is clearly labelled “Solutrean” by Jordá and Aura (2008) while the other is simply labelled Chalcolithic, and whether this sample is from the 1963 or later finds is unclear. Aura (in press) refers to Nerja V1 (1963) as Neolithic, while the other three 1963 finds are called questionably Upper Palaeolithic. For the third direct date (UBAR-134) the problem is what is dated. Jordá and Aura (2008) label it as “Solutrean” implying that it is one of the 1963 finds. It was published without isotope values and with a huge error value (Arias and AlvárezFernández 2004; citing Turbón et al. 1994). Aura (pers. comm.) further indicates problems with the sample, suggesting mixture of human and rabbit bone in the sample. Furthermore, the date is rejected by Jordá and Aura (2008). Other dates known: Jordá and Aura (2008) list 70 dates from the site, accepting 41 of them. However, this source and Pellicer (1987) reject the date on charcoal (8260 ± 360: Gak-8967) supposedly associated with Nerja T13 (1982) the Epigravettian burial described by Garcia Sanchez. A further date of 10580 ± 350 (Gak-8964), associated with the same industry as this skeleton, is accepted by Jordá and Aura but appears to be late Pleistocene in age. Of the other accepted dates those that are Pleistocene, and Epipalaeolithic, Magdalenian or earlier, range from 10450 ± 110 (GifA-102.013) to 24730 ± 250 bp (GifA-102.023), while those from the Chalcolithic and Neolithic range from 3420 ± 40 (Beta-193262) to 7160 ± 180 bp (Gak-8973). Diagnosis and Discussion: This is a difficult site with the most complete study of the radiocarbon results rejecting 41 percent of them! That there may be Mesolithic skeletal material in the site is clear. However, the apparent Mesolithic date from one of the “Solutrean” burials has been rejected, and González-Tablas (1990) indicates that the level with the burial contained domestic pig. The “Epipalaeolithic” burial from 1982 appears to be undated. The indirect dates possibly associated with it have either been rejected or appear to be terminal Pleistocene. At the time of writing there is no material that can be clearly dated to the Mesolithic as defined here.



Date (bp) 4260 ± 80 5875 ± 80 7360 ± 830



Number Ua-12466 Ua-12467 UBAR-134



Burial (if known) ? 1963 finds ? 1963 finds



13C -------



15N -------



cal. BP 4960-4640 6790-6570 9250-7420



cal. BC 3010-2690 4840-4620 7300-5470



5. SITES REMOVED FROM CONSIDERATION AS MESOLITHIC In this section are two sites with material previously called Mesolithic but now shown to be later. Roc del Migdia, Gerona (Girona), Catalonia • • • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Large rock shelter near Vilanova de Sau, ~100 metres from El Cingle Vermell in the same massif (see above); 41.96 N, 2.24 E. First excavated: Discovered in 1978 during the work at El Cingle Vermell, and excavated from 1981 to 1985 by a team from Barcelona (J. Estévez, G. Alcalde, R.M. Blanch and E.I. Yll). Later excavations: None known. Number of individuals: One; in a stone-lined cyst at the back of the rock shelter (Anonymous 1986b), with apparent resemblance to the burials at Abri Cornille (France) (Bahn 1987). Primary description of human remains: By Turbón (1989). Direct dates on human bone: One; showing the burial to be intrusive (Arias and Alvárez-Fernández 2004). Other dates known: At least four, on charcoal, three from the Mesolithic and one from the late Palaeolithic, ranging from 7280 ± 370 (UBAR-197) to 11520 ± 220 bp (UGRA-117). Diagnosis and Discussion: A number of sources have linked the burial to the earliest date from the site (UGRA-117)(e.g. Garralda 1989). The direct date indicates a medieval intrusion.
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Date (bp) Number Burial (if known) 13C 15N cal. BP cal. AD 1560 ± 80 UBAR-2550 R del M 1 ----1530-1370 AD 420-580 Urtiaga, Guipúzcoa (Gipuzkoa) (Cantabria) • • • • • • • •



Nature and location of site: Cave site, ~2 km from the sea, ~25 km west of San Sebastian; 43.27 N, 2.45 W. First excavated: From 1928 to 1936 by T. de Aranzadi and J.M. de Barandiarán. Later excavations: Further work by Barandiarán occurred in 1954, 1955 and 1959. Number of individuals: Three; each a cranial find. Two were recovered in 1935, one in 1936, assigned respectively to Azilian and Magdalenian levels of the site. Primary description of human remains: Several studies have been made, with a tendency to focus on the issue of Basque origins (Hoyos 1949a, 1949b; Marquer 1963; Riquet 1962; Rúa 1988; Garralda 1992). Direct dates on human bone: Three; showing the remains to be intrusive, of Chalcolithic/ Early Bronze Age date (Altuna and de la Rúa 1989). Other dates known: At least three further dates are known, on charcoal and shell, from the Mesolithic and early Magdalenian levels of the site. Diagnosis and Discussion: Many workers have accepted the assumed early age of the three crania (e.g. Garralda and Irwin 1971), while Newell et al. (1979, 192) pointed to problems in stratigraphy and mixture of Azilian and Asturian industries, suggesting that a Mesolithic association was “anything but proven”. The direct carbon dates show that the finds are intrusive.



Date (bp) 3430 ± 100 3445 ± 110 3475 ± 120



Number Ua-505 Ua-506 Ua-426



Burial (if known) UA1 (“Azilian”) B1 (“Magdalenian”) B1 (“Magdalenian”)



13C -------



15N -------



cal. BP 3830-3580 3850-3570 3890-3590



cal. BC 1880-1630 1900-1620 1940-1640



6. ADDENDUM: ADDITIONAL SITES WITH INCOMPLETE INFORMATION Finally, at the time of completing this report an additional site has been brought to my attention that is largely unpublished and has very limited details, but is listed in Aura’s forthcoming (in press) survey of Iberian burials. It is listed here for completeness and is not noted on the map. Penya del Comptador is an open air site in the mountainous Cordillera Bética near the boundary between the provinces of Valencia and Alicante (~38.66 N, -0.47 W), ~40 km southwest of El Collado and 25 km from the sea to the southeast (details from Aura et al. 2006). The number of burials is not clear but a direct date on human bone of 8570 ± 40 bp (Beta-156025) is given in the same source. Further details are not known. If further information is forthcoming I will update that given here in a later issue. It is worth noting that Aura et al. (2006) mention several further sites in the same region south of Valencia as Penya del Comptador that apparently contain human bone in possible late glacial or early Holocene context. However none appear to be dated at this point and mention here is premature (see especially Aura et al. 2006; 107).
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Definitely a pit, possibly a house? Recent excavations at Flixton School House Farm in the Vale of Pickering. Barry Taylor & Amy Gray Jones Archaeology, School of Arts, Histories & Cultures, University of Manchester [email protected]



Figure 1: Mesolithic sites around the palaeo-lake Flixton 1: Star Carr; 2: Ling Lane; 3: Seamer Carr Site F; 4: Seamer Carr Sites L & N; 5: Seamer Carr Site K; 6: Seamer Carr Site D; 7: Seamer Carr Site B; 8: Seamer Carr Site C; 9: Manham Hill (Moore’s site 6); 10: Cayton Carr (Moore’s site 7); 11 Cayton Carr (Moore’s Site 8); 12: Lingholme Farm Site B; 13: Lingholme Farm Site C; 14: Lingholme Farm Site A; 15: Barry’s Island; 16: Flixton School Field; 17: Flixton School House Farm; 18: Woodhouse Farm; 19: VP Site E; 20: VP Site D; 21: Flixton 9; 22: Flixton Island South (Moore’s site 1); 23: Flixton Island North (Moore’s site 2); 24: No Name Hill (Moore’s Site 3).



Introduction Since 2008 excavations have been carried out at the Mesolithic site of Flixton School House Farm, close to the modern village of Flixton in the Vale of Pickering (North Yorkshire, England). The aim of this work is to explore the relationships between Mesolithic hunter-gatherers and the changing environments of the area through a detailed programme of excavation and palaeo-environmental analysis. Although this work is still in progress the most recent excavations have recorded a relatively large number of Mesolithic features, mostly pits or postholes and small stake-holes. One of these features, a large pit over two metres wide, appears to have been re-used extensively and, in its later phases, is similar to the scoops or hollows that have been found on other late Mesolithic sites and which are often interpreted as structures. In this brief paper we outline the preliminary results of the project and, in particular, the evidence for the archaeological features that were associated with the Mesolithic deposits. ISSN 0259-3548
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Background Throughout the Mesolithic, groups of hunter-gatherers inhabited a complex wetland landscape of lakes, reedswamps and wooded carr that formed across the low lying ground of the eastern Vale of Pickering. As the wetlands developed, thick deposits of peat gradually filled in the lakes and built up across the surrounding landscape. This buried the remains of numerous Mesolithic sites and preserved a detailed record of their contemporary environments. Archaeological research has focused on the most easterly of these lakes, Lake Flixton, which now lies under farmland between the villages of Flixton, Folkton and Cayton. The area is most famous for the excavations carried out by Grahame Clark at the site of Star Carr but fieldwork carried out since 1975 has recorded a further twenty four areas of Mesolithic activity at locations around the former lake shore and on two small islands (Clark 1954; Conneller & Schadla-Hall 2003; Lane & SchadlaHall forthcoming) (figure 1). Over the past two years a programme of archaeological and palaeo-environmental research has been carried out at the site of Flixton School House Farm, which occupied a low hill on what would have been the southern shore of the lake. Mesolithic activity was first identified at the site in 1998 by the Vale of Pickering Research Trust and the area was investigated by test-pitting during the following summer (Lane & SchadlaHall forthcoming). The current project has drawn together the results of these earlier phases of work and undertaken two further seasons of fieldwork. This has included detailed auger surveys of the buried Mesolithic landscape, palaeoenvironmental analyses of samples taken from the peat, and test pitting and open area excavation in both the ‘wetland’ and ‘dryland’ parts of the site. Work is still ongoing but the results of the recent fieldwork have already provided some exciting new discoveries. Preliminary results During the Mesolithic, the site occupied a small hill adjacent to the shores of Lake Flixton. On the basis of samples taken from sites around the lake (Cloutman 1988; Dark 1998) wetlands environments began to form from c.9600 cal. BC when a thin fringe of willow (Salix) and aspen (Populus) trees would have grown on the wet soils near the base of the hill and dense beds of reeds (Phragmites) would have formed in the shallow waters of the lake margins. Beyond the wetlands edge, birch (Betula) woodland grew with an understory of male fern (Dryopteris) (Dark 1998; Cummins 2003) and behind the hill was a small pond, hydrologicaly separate from the main body of the lake. However, during the time that the site was occupied these environments gradually changed. As peat began to form in the shallow waters of the lake, a wooded fen carr of willow, aspen, and sedge (Carex) developed, flanking the sides of the hill and encroaching across the former lake margins (Taylor in prep). On the higher ground, hazel (Corylus) trees became more established and the small pond slowly silted up and was colonised by willow carr. By the start of the late Mesolithic (c.7500 cal BC) hazel woodland dominated the terrestrial environment (Dark 1998) whilst a thick band of wooded, boggy fen carr separated the hill from the lake. This gradually built up across the low ground on either side of the hill and by about 4000 cal. BC the hill had almost become an island within the wetlands (Taylor in prep). Evidence of Mesolithic activity occurred across the whole of the hill but the main focus of archaeological material was restricted to a small area on its northern edge, where a dense scatter of worked flints (over 6000 from 75m2) and a smaller assemblage of worked stone was recorded in association with a relatively large number of features (figure 2). These consisted of pits, postholes, stake-holes and two possible hearths that appear to represent several phases of activity. The earliest feature was a large pit, almost a metre deep and over two metres wide, which had been dug into the surface of the hill and partially filled with sand, charcoal and burnt hazelnuts (figure 3). The top half of the pit remained open for some time, allowing the top and sides to become weathered, and the feature continued to act as the focus for activity on the site. At least eight small post-holes or pits were cut into its fills, one of which contained a charcoal rich fill and was covered with a small pile of large burnt stones (see below). None of the pits contained more than occasional worked flints, which was surprising given the dense concentrations of worked lithics that were found in the deposit they were cut into. These small pits represent at least two phases of activity that were separated by the deposition of a layer of charcoal rich sand within the main feature. Along the northern edge of the pit three small stake-holes were cut, one of which clipped its edge and cut into its fills. This was obviously quite unstable as the stake-hole was re-cut twice. Immediately ISSN 0259-3548
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to the north of these a sequence of three, small, inter-cutting pits (two of which contained worked flints which appeared to refit) were also dug into the top of the hill, clipping the re-cut stake-holes. These truncated an area of very disturbed sediment that was either the result of animal or plant action or the remains of an earlier series of archaeological features. Before it had entirely filled in, the top of the pit was extended towards the north and east creating a shallow scoop over three metres across and at least twenty centimetres deep and destroying the original edges of the feature. This was subsequently filled with a charcoal rich sand that contained large quantities of Mesolithic worked flints.



Figure 2: Distribution of Mesolithic features and unworked stone recorded during the 2008-9 excavations at Flixton School House Farm. ISSN 0259-3548
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Figure 3 (left): Section through the main pit. Figure 4 (right): A fragment of incised and worn red mineral. Mesolithic flints (early and late) were recorded from almost all of the deposits associated with the main pit though very few were found within the related features. Analysis of the assemblages has not yet been undertaken but it is hoped that by refitting the lithics and radiocarbon dating the associated deposits we will be able to refine the phases of activity at the site. One of the more unusual finds was a small fragment of a red mineral that had been worn and then incised, possibly to extract material for use as a pigment (figure 4). A further twenty features, either small shallow pits or postholes, were recorded across the site. These have yet to be phased though they follow a similar alignment to the smaller features that were recorded in the main pit and may represent an associated phase of activity. Several of these features also ran parallel to a slope in the Mesolithic ground surface and may have been associated with it. A concentration of large burnt stones was recorded in the south of the site and may represent the remains of a hearth. The entire area was subsequently sealed by a thick deposit of sand, tentatively interpreted as a wind-blown sand, which formed a large bank or dune across the southern part of the trench burying the southerly group of features. Similar deposits have been recorded on the nearby site of Flixton Island where they were dated to the very late Mesolithic (Walker & Godwin 1954; Lane & Schadla-Hall forthcoming). An absolute chronology for the activity at this part of the site will, hopefully, be established by radiocarbon dating. Until then, it appears from the lithic assemblages that occupation spanned the early and late Mesolithic. A mixed artefact assemblage including Mesolithic and later prehistoric flints was recovered from wind blown sand and the overlying topsoil attesting to further phases of activity at the site. The character of the later prehistoric occupation requires further investigation and will be the focus of future fieldwork. Elsewhere, much smaller assemblages of early Mesolithic material, from single finds to discrete scatters of 50 or so lithics, were also recorded on the hill top as well as within the wetland deposits at the former lake edge. These included a small, spatially discrete scatter of flints close to what would have been the early Mesolithic lake shore. The wetland deposits also yielded small quantities of fragmented animal bone, teeth (including deer and pig), and a fragment of worked antler. Activity also took place in the pond to the south of the site where the articulated vertebrae and ribs of an auroch (Bos primigenius) were recorded during the 1999 excavations. A small scatter of late Mesolithic flints was found in association with these bones (Paul Lane pers. comm.). Excavations in this area were carried out in 2009 but these failed to recover any further faunal material and the finds appear to represent a single episode of activity.
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Figure 5: Four phases of re-use of the main pit. Concluding thoughts Until the post-excavation work has been completed it is difficult to say anything conclusive about the nature of activity at the site or the possible functions of the features that were recorded. It is, however, possible to make a few preliminary observations about the large pit, which appears to have continued in use for a considerable period of time, during which its form, and possibly function, were altered (figure 5). First, ISSN 0259-3548
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whatever its initial function the pit was either covered or was partially filled soon after it was first dug given the lack of primary silting and the fact that the lower sides and base of the pit show little evidence of weathering in contrast to the top. Several large ‘chunks’ of what appeared to be compacted sand, similar in character to the Mesolithic occupation deposits were also found within the fill, supporting the idea that the lower half of the feature was deliberately back filled. Second, in terms of its size and depth the partially filled-in pit is reminiscent of the small scoops or hollows found particularly on late Mesolithic sites and that have often been interpreted as structures. The stake-holes along its northern edge are contemporary with this later phase of use and may have been associated with it, perhaps forming a screen or other structural feature (though a review of the ethnographic literature shows that arrangements of post and stake-holes could have a variety of other, non-structural uses (Matthew Fowler pers. comm.). It is also possible that the small pit covered with burnt stones, which lay towards the centre of the main feature, was a hearth. Finally, whether it was a structure or simply a hollow utilised by later inhabitants, the upper part of the pit was probably extended, at least a metre to the east and over a metre to the north, after which it continued to act as an area of intensive activity. A thin layer of sand lay between the base of the extended parts of the hollow and the underlying features suggest a slight hiatus in activity. The recent excavations at the site represent a relatively small area of the hilltop and it is likely that Mesolithic activity was far more extensive. A geophysical survey of the area has identified a number of circular anomalies and these, along with other parts of the site, will be investigated by test pitting and open area excavation in the coming years. It is also clear that the area was in use during later prehistory and future excavations will aim to understand the character of this activity. The discovery of features such as pits, post holes and stake holes on Mesolithic sites is not a new occurrence and in recent years the range of recorded features, including possible structures, has grown rapidly. This has challenged some of the more traditional views of the period as being characterised by small, highly mobile ‘bands’ of hunter-gatherers and allows us to consider aspects of Mesolithic life such as architecture and the use and construction of space. It is hoped that future work at Flixton School House Farm will contribute to these debates and develop a richer understanding of Mesolithic society. Acknowledgements We would like to thank Carole and George MacDuff who very kindly gave us permission to work on their land and to the Vale of Pickering Research Trust and the University of Manchester who funded the work. The fieldwork forms part of Barry Taylor’s doctoral research which is funded by the AHRC. We are indebted to everyone who helped with the fieldwork and in particular to Chris Evans, Matthew Fowler, John Hirst, Andy Needham and Nick Overton who supervised. Cheers guys, hope to see you all next year! References • Clark, J. G. D. (1954) Excavations at Star Carr. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. • Cloutman, E. (1998) Palaeoenvironments in the Vale of Pickering, Part 3: Environmental History at Seamer Carr. Proceedings of the Prehistoric Society 54:21-36. • Conneller, C. and Schadla-Hall, T. (2003) Beyond Star Carr: the Vale of Pickering in the tenth millennium BP, Proceedings of the Prehistoric Society 69, 85-105. • Cummins, G. (2003) Impacts of hunter-gatherers on the vegetation history of the Eastern Vale of Pickering, Yorkshire. Unpublished PhD Thesis. University of Durham. • Dark, P. (1998) The Lake-Edge Sequence: Results. In Mellars, P. & Dark, P. Star Carr in Context: New archaeological and palaeoecological investigations at the early Mesolithic site of Star Carr, North Yorkshire. 163181 Cambridge: McDonald Institute for Archaeological Research. • Walker, D. and Godwin, H. (1954) Lake stratigraphy, pollen-analysis and vegetational history. In Clark, J. G. D Excavations at Star Carr. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. • Lane, P. and Schadla-Hall, T. (forthcoming) Hunter-Gatherers in the Landscape: Investigations of the early Mesolithic in the Vale of Pickering, North Yorkshire 1976-2000 Cambridge: McDonald Institute for Archaeological Research. • Mellars, P. & Dark, P. (1998) Star Carr in Context: New archaeological and palaeoecological investigations at the early Mesolithic site of Star Carr, North Yorkshire Cambridge: McDonald Institute for Archaeological Research. • Taylor, B. (in prep.) The development of the wetland environments at Flixton School House Farm.
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Postgraduate research projects Gastronomy economy: the study of cuisine at the transition to agriculture in the Baltic region using ceramic residue analyses Hayley Saul, 2nd year PhD, Supervisor: Dr. Oliver Craig Department of Archaeology, The Kings Manor, University of York, email: [email protected] The ‘Baltic Foragers and Early Farmers Ceramic Research Project’ is taking a multi-disciplinary approach to study the role of pottery at the transition to agriculture in southern Scandinavia, from the late 5th-early 4th millennium B.C. This region is unusual in northern Europe for having pottery in both the Neolithic and the Mesolithic periods. Pottery is a relatively untapped resource of information, especially because large portions of the region’s wetland geography allow for the amazing preservation of carbonised surface deposits, often termed ‘food crusts’. Using a combination of scientific techniques it is possible to evidence the contents of the pots in unprecedented detail across the transition, and within this context address changes in cuisine. The earliest pottery of the late Mesolithic Ertebølle culture is characterised by pointed-bases (figure 1) and thick-walls. Decoration is rare but there are limited incidences, such as examples from Ringkloster on Jutland which display simple bands of stabs and rhombic patterns (Andersen 1994-5). So called ‘blubber lamps’ also originate in this period; small oval-shaped bowls (figure 2) that sometimes bear evidence of a fibrous wick at their rim edge. During the early Neolithic Funnel Beaker period the blubber lamp form disappears but a greater variety of other ceramic styles appear. These are characterised by flat-bases and thinner walls, and range between more elaborate beakers, flasks and bowls that are frequently lugged and much more commonly decorated. A critical feature of these vessels is their spatio-temporal breadth. As well as spanning the transition, they also occur as a common feature on a variety of transitional sites. The research of the project aims to represent sites across Denmark and northern Germany (figure 3), including coastal and inland shell middens, ritually deposited ‘bog pots’, and settlements without midden evidence. These sites have demonstrated good preservation of organic remains (Andersen 1985, 1991, 1994-5). This preservation extends to lipids from food products that have absorbed into the fabric of the pottery during use (Craig and Heron 2006). Using a powerful combination of Gas Chromatography (GC), Gas Chromatography-Mass Spectrometry (GC-MS) and Gas Chromatography-Combustion-Isotope Ratio Mass Spectrometry (GC-C-IRMS), the preserved lipids are extracted from the ceramic fabric and their food origin evaluated. The combined techniques are sensitive enough to distinguish milk, freshwater fish, marine fish and mammals, beeswax, resins and tars like those produced by birch bark. As a result of degradation there is a preferential loss over time of unsaturated or unusual short or long-chain fatty acids (Heron et al. 2007) which oxidise and leach into the burial environment. This makes it difficult to identify plant remains in the samples, and to compensate the project has been conducting experimental extractions of phytoliths and calcium oxalate crystals, and starch grains from the carbonised ‘food crusts’, such as figure 4.



Figure 1 (left): An example of a pointed based Ertebølle vessel housed in the Danish National Museum, Copenhagen. Figure 2 (right): An oval ‘blubber lamp’ from Tybrind Vig. ISSN 0259-3548
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Figure 3 (left): A map of the main sites used in the study. Figure 4 (above): A view of the interior of a ceramic sherd from the transitional site of Bodal K in the Åmosen, Zealand showing a surface deposit.



As a result, it is possible to provide detailed information on the types of foods that were being combined in the vessels. Previous datasets have been heavily meat-biased, and by implication explanations of the transition often focus on the role of large mammals as movable calorie stores, or as feasting paraphernalia. The idea of deliberate mixing, or the chosen blending of ingredients is an important one. Cuisine in relation to pottery is a creative act involving transformations of the ingredients into new foods, under conditions of social acceptability. This social acceptability is a function of values, and so the choices that were being made on what to acquire, cook, blend, process and store are a window into how foods were valued when domesticates were beginning to be important. To varying degrees and in varying combinations foods engage us in dialogues with many types of values; medicine, pollution, health, disease, the Mind/Body, ethical virtue, beauty/aesthetics. It is these values that shape the decisions and choices of past peoples, and condition the changes in the way foods were used across the transition to agriculture. This analysis of cuisine follows on from one of the primary aims of the research which is to question whether there is a ‘sharp shift in diet’ (Richards et al. 2003) with Mesolithic groups adopting agricultural products to the exclusion of marine resources. Carbon and nitrogen isotope analyses of bone from Mesolithic and Neolithic individuals in the Baltic region would suggest that there is a rapid change in diet, but the results stem from a small sample number. The benefit of using pottery residues is that they are a much more plentiful resource, and are responsive to techniques that provide more sensitive identification of products being consumed. Acknowledgements Many thanks are extended to my supervisors Carl Heron and Oliver Craig for their ongoing support and advice. Thanks to Val Steele for generating such excellent organic-geochemical results, and for invaluable discussions. I am really grateful to all of the project stakeholders for allowing uninhibited access to their collections: Anders Fischer, Søren H. Andersen, Sönke Hartz, Katerina Glykou, Eva Koch, Harald Lübke, Niels Wickman, and their respective institutions for the warm welcome on sampling trips. Thank you to Nicky Milner, project scientific advisor and supportive discussant. Also thanks to Geoff Bailey, project scientific advisor. I am also very grateful to Marco Madella for training me in phytolith analysis and Kew Gardens for providing some of the modern reference material. Finally, thanks go to the Arts and Humanities Research Council for providing funding for the project and this PhD. ISSN 0259-3548
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Manipulation of the body in Mesolithic mortuary practice across NW Europe Amy Gray Jones, 3rd year PhD, Supervisor: Dr. Chantal Conneller Archaeology, University of Manchester, email: [email protected] A review of Mesolithic funerary practice in north-west Europe shows enormous variation in the treatment and manipulation of the body after death. Interpretations of this funerary archaeology, however, have tended to focus on the physical remains of the dead rather than the processes and practices through which those remains came into being. Whilst the remains themselves are important, it is the understanding of funerary practice (the interplay between the human actions and natural processes by which the body is transformed) that can illuminate the relationship between the living and the dead, attitudes to persons, bodies and death. Mesolithic mortuary practice ranges from the inhumation of intact bodies to their deliberate disarticulation and fragmentation. Within cemeteries, as well as single, multiple and successive interments there is evidence for the removal and manipulation of remains from graves. At Téviec (northern France), for example, a child’s rib was removed and decorated (Marshack 1972) and then possibly placed in another grave (Schulting 1996: 340), and at Skateholm I (southern Sweden) elements were deliberately removed from one inhumation, whilst another individual was subject to dismemberment before burial (Larsson 1984, 20-22; Nilsson Stutz 2003). This variation in body treatment becomes even more apparent outside of formal cemeteries, where the deposition of human remains ranged from isolated bones in pits and middens to collective arrangements of disarticulated bodies in caves. This material has however received less attention in discussions of mortuary practice. Isolated bones or disarticulated material were often dismissed as disturbed burials, but they have recently come to be recognised as evidence for alternative practices (e.g. Larsson et al. 1981; Cauwe 2001; King 2003; Louwe Kooijmans 2003; Meiklejohn et al. 2005; Conneller, 2006). Formally structured deposits of disarticulated remains, such as those within Belgian caves (Cauwe 2001), have been subject to more detailed analysis and their interpretation incorporates the taphonomic history of the human remains. In summary, whilst different forms of mortuary treatment have been recognised at specific sites, very few people have gone on to explore what this treatment was, what practices and processes it involved, and what the implications are for Mesolithic attitudes to the body and death. The aim of my thesis is to identify the specific processes involved in different mortuary practices in order to explore the role of the manipulation of the body in the Mesolithic. This will be achieved by a combination of literature review and osteological analysis of key assemblages. The review includes all skeletal material from across north-west Europe (excluding Scandinavia), from isolated elements to inhumations in cemeteries, in order to identify patterns in the skeletal material, its depositional context, landscape location, and the treatment of associated animal and artefactual remains. The osteological analysis has focused on reconstructing the processes through which the body was transformed. For example, specific practices and their timing have been ascertained by assessing whether bone was fractured in a fresh or dry state (fracture type) and by considering modifications such as cut marks, weathering, and burning. The nature and degree of ISSN 0259-3548
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processing has also been quantified by using the ‘zonation’ method of recording, which has recently been adapted from zooarchaeology (see Knüsel and Outram 2004; Outram et al. 2005). This provides a more accurate assessment of the number of elements present (from which the minimum number of individuals is established) and allows a direct comparison with the treatment of animal remains. This is particularly important on those sites where there are apparent similarities in the deposition of human and animal remains. Finally, an analysis of the degree of fragmentation of bones and the elements represented also establishes the history of an assemblage and aids in separating intentional actions from other post-depositional disturbances. Analysis is ongoing but some interesting results are already emerging. Re-analysis of one assemblage has identified cut marks and fresh fractures, indicating deliberate disarticulation of the body and fragmentation of bones. Distinctive patterns of burning observed on this material have parallels with that on material from other sites within NW Europe. Recognising that this material is the result of deliberate actions highlights the fact that the living had a physical interaction with these bodies. This may have included the sights and smells of an exposed, decomposing body, the employment of technical skill and bodily strength in the dismemberment of a corpse, or the emotional responses and memories recalled through the circulation of remains, amongst other experiences. Taking a wide geographical perspective has demonstrated that incomplete skeletons and isolated remains are ubiquitous across Europe and, along with evidence from cemeteries, suggests that the disarticulation and/or manipulation of the body after death was a European-wide phenomenon. Despite a common theme it does not however represent a single form of mortuary treatment. By examining diversity in practice over varying scales I hope to explore whether these differences are cultural, between regions or sites, or related to the identity of the deceased. The results of one of these case studies will be presented at this year’s TAG conference (December 2009). I would be very happy to hear about new discoveries of, or unpublished Mesolithic skeletal material and especially assemblages of disarticulated remains that are available for osteological analysis. Acknowledgements This project is funded by a postgraduate award from the AHRC, and I am also grateful for the John and Bryony Coles Bursary from The Prehistoric Society which funded one of my study visits. References • • • • • • • • • • • •



Cauwe, N. (2001) Skeletons in motion, ancestors in action: Early Mesolithic collective tombs in southern Belgium. Cambridge Archaeological Journal 11, 147-63. Conneller, C. (2006) Death. IN Conneller, C. & Warren, G. (eds.) Mesolithic Britain and Ireland: New approaches. Stroud, Tempus. King, M. (2003) Unparalleled Behaviour: Britain and Ireland during the 'Mesolithic' and 'Neolithic', Oxford, Archaeopress. Knüsel, C. & Outram, A. K. (2004) Fragmentation: the zonation method applied to fragmented human remains from archaeological and forensic contexts. Environmental Archaeology, 9, 85-97. Larsson, L. (1984) The Skateholm Project. A Late Mesolithic Settlement and Cemetery Complex at a Southern Swedish Bay. Papers from the Archaeological Institute University of Lund 1983-4, 5, 5-38. Larsson, L., Meiklejohn, C. & Newell, R. R. (1981) Human skeletal material from the Mesolithic site of Agerod I:HC, Scania, southern Sweden. Fornvannen 76, 161-8. Louwe Kooijmans, L. P. (2003) The Hardinxveld sites in the Rhine/Meuse Delta, the Netherlands, 5500-4500 cal BC. In Larsson, L., Kindgren, H., Knutsson, L., D. & Åkerlund, A. (Eds.) Mesolithic on the Move Stockholm, Oxford: Oxbow Books. Marshack, A. (1972) The roots of civilization, New York, McGraw-Hill. Meiklejohn, C., Merrett, D. C., Nolan, R. W., Richards, M. P. & Mellars, P. A. (2005) Spatial relationships, dating and taphonomy of the human bone from the Mesolithic site of Cnoc Coig, Oronsay, Argyll, Scotland. Proceedings of the Prehistoric Society 71, 85-105. Nilsson Stutz, L. (2003) Embodied rituals & ritualized bodies: tracing ritual practices in late Mesolithic burials, Stockhom, Almqvist & Wiksell International. Outram, A. K., Knüsel, C. J., Knight, S. & Harding, A. F. (2005) Understanding complex fragmented assemblages of human and animal remains: a fully integrated approach. Journal of Archaeological Science 32, 1699-1710. Schulting, R. J. (1996) Antlers, bone pins and flint blades: the Mesolithic cemeteries of Téviec and Hoëdic, Brittany. Antiquity 70, 335-350.
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Places, interaction and identity: Social boundaries in Neolithic Eastern Norway Steinar Solheim, 2nd year PhD, Supervisors: Dr. Håkon Glørstad (UiO) & Dr. Knut Andreas Bergsvik (UiB) Dept. of Heritage Management, Museum of Cultural History, University of Oslo Email: [email protected] The PhD project aims to identify socially constructed boundaries, or interaction areas, in the Early Neolithic of Eastern Norway (5000-4500 BP). A central hypothesis is that the production and use of material culture should be regarded as a response to daily technological and social challenges. According to this, the material culture will be of importance in the construction of group identity. The group identity will be of importance and played out during interaction between groups who perceive each other as different. The project also aims to discuss the use of and movement in the landscape in this particular hunter-gatherer society, as this will be of importance in connection with the construction of identity. At this point it is assumed that the different local groups were sedentary to a certain degree, not necessarily related to specific sites, but rather to limited landscapes. It is further assumed that the use of task groups were of vital importance. Empirically, the project is based on analysis of the archaeological material, which mainly consists of lithic material from different sites throughout Eastern Norway, but also on stray finds like Neolithic axes and slate artefacts.



Obituaries Pavel Dolukhanov Born 1st January 1939, died 6th December 2009 Pavel Dolukhanov, who was Emeritus Professor of East European Prehistory at the University of Newcastle upon Tyne, died on the 6th December 2009 at the age of 70. Pavel took his first degrees in the Department of Geography at the Leningrad State University, and spent the earlier part of his professional career as a Senior Researcher at the Institute of Archaeology, USSR Academy of Sciences, Leningrad (now the Institute for the History of Material Culture, St. Petersburg). In 1990 he took up a Research Fellowship in the Department of Archaeology at the University of Newcastle upon Tyne, followed by a permanent lecturing position in 1993, and promotion to Reader in 1995 and a personal chair in 2002. With his geographer’s training Pavel always brought a keen eye for ecology and landscape to his archaeological interpretations, and a taste for wide-ranging synthesis. His archaeological interests spanned the whole spectrum of prehistory from the earliest Stone Age onwards, and from the reconstruction of Quaternary environments to language origins and the origins of Slav ethnicity, with a particular interest in the Mesolithic period and especially the Mesolithic-Neolithic transition. Much of his major output especially in the earlier part of his career was published in Russian but he first came to the notice of western scholars with his 1984 publication by Duckworth on Ecology and Economy in Neolithic Eastern Europe. While at Newcastle he helped to develop the Centre for the Archaeology of Central and Eastern Europe with John Chapman, which hosted a number of successful international conferences, resulting in jointly edited publications, notably Cultural Transformations and Interactions in Eastern Europe (Avebury, 1994), and Landscape in Flux: Central and Eastern Europe in Antiquity (Oxbow Books, 1997). Pavel’s own authored works reflected his wide interests and include Environment and Ethnicity in the Ancient Near East (Avebury 1994), The Early Slavs: Eastern Europe from the Initial Settlement to the Kievan Rus (Longman, 1996), jointly edited special issues of Quaternary International on Quaternary of Northern Eurasia: Late Pleistocene and Holocene Landscapes, Stratigraphy and Environments (1997), and of Dossier-Archéologia on Archaeology in Russia (2002), and most recently a co-edited volume on The East European Plain on the Eve of Agriculture (BAR, 2009). ISSN 0259-3548
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His knowledge of languages and his contacts in the former Soviet Union gave to Pavel an encyclopedic knowledge of prehistory across the vast territories of Eastern Europe. With the thawing of international relationships and new sources of EU funding, he was able to coordinate a number of new projects, which stimulated new field explorations and new archaeological discoveries, and stimulated collaboration between scholars and scientists from Eastern and Western Europe. These projects included Scythia before the Scythians, Agricultural Prelude in the Russian Forests, and Waterways and Early Human Movements in North-western Russia. He was also co-leader of the IGCP programme on the Black Sea-Mediterranean Corridor over the Past 30 ky: Sea Level Change and Human Adaptation, and co-editor of its recently published findings: The Black Sea Flood Question: Changes in Coastline, Climate and Human Settlement (Springer, 2006). Just before his death, Pavel had completed corrections and updates for his chapter on the Mesolithic of European Russia, Belarus and the Ukraine, in a revised paperback edition of Mesolithic Europe, edited by myself and Penny Spikins. As someone who lived and worked in two very different worlds of scholarship and moved easily between them, Pavel had an unrivalled overview of European prehistory. His second home in Newcastle gave him a secure base from which to develop his interests and his wide network of international research contacts. It also gave him the opportunity to teach undergraduates, a new experience after a research career under the old Soviet system, and one about which he always spoke with great warmth. Geoff Bailey



Roger Jacobi Born February 1947, died 9th December 2009 Roger died on the 9th December at Watford General Hospital at the age of 62. He was an only child and his father had moved to England from Germany shortly before the Second World War. He went to school at Merchant Taylors’ School, Middlesex, and at school there was an archaeology society and a school museum. He is recorded as an Associate Member of the Prehistoric Society from 1963 so he must have joined the society as a schoolboy. Roger went to Cambridge to study Classics and Archaeology and became a fellow of Jesus College. He took 7 years to complete his PhD on the British Mesolithic. His first university teaching post was at Lancaster University and following closure of that department around 1983 he moved to the University of Nottingham. In 1994 he left Nottingham and took a post at the British Museum for a time, and then became a key figure in AHOB (Ancient Human Occupation of Britain project). Roger is well known for his extensive knowledge of the British Palaeolithic and Mesolithic periods. He had visited most museums and many large private collections to catalogue the material, and seemed to have an encyclopedic memory of everything he had seen. He compiled a vast and valuable archive of information over the years and has written and contributed to a large number of papers on a variety of Mesolithic and Palaeolithic subjects. Tom Lord and Nicky Milner •



Tribute to Roger Jacobi, by Nick Ashton:



Roger was already an established part of the ‘Sturge Basement’ when I started as a youthful curator at the British Museum in 1983. It was a humbling experience to realise that after two years of studying the Palaeolithic I knew virtually nothing. However, Roger was an excellent teacher and after several years of regular chats about stone tools, I learnt a great deal more. Even today when a stone artefact lands on my desk from an enquiring member of the public, at the back of my mind is the question – ‘What would Roger think of this?’. From the early years in the Sturge he was always likened to Sherlock Holmes, as played by Jeremy Brett. Although he lacked the deer-stalker and pipe, his gargantuan knowledge, meticulous observation and methods of deduction, made it more than a passing physical resemblance. ISSN 0259-3548
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His interests and knowledge were far from limited to the Mesolithic and Upper Palaeolithic, but embraced the whole of prehistory. From an early age, childhood summers were spent on the beaches of Norfolk looking for fossils and those elusive stone tools from the Cromer Forest Bed. His childhood dream was realised several decades later when he volunteered his services to the excavations at Happisburgh in 2006. Wearing his panama and white shorts, he proudly strolled over and announced with a beaming smile ‘Nick, I have found my first artefact from the Forest Bed.’ His passion for the subject never waned. He was still digging at Happisburgh in June this year, and has written with Tom Higham the two definitive papers on the British Upper Palaeolithic. They will stand the test of time for many years to come. It was my privilege alongside Simon Lewis to be working with Roger on a survey of Ipswichian sites from Britain. He finished his contribution only two weeks before he died, and my last words to him were ‘the hippos are going well, Roger.’ He will be greatly missed as a colleague, but foremost as a friend. •



Ode to Horace, by Tom Lord:



As an erstwhile classicist in his pre-Mesolithic days Roger would have read odes by Horace the Roman poet. Much to my relief the Horace I encountered with Roger did not speak Latin. It was a Late Glacial male elk skeleton found at Poulton, Lancashire in 1970. It was christened Horace by its rescuers who lived in the house next door and carefully preserved most of the skeleton when it was brought to light by a builder’s mechanical digger. Horace now stands reassembled in the Harris Museum, Preston. However, the preservative applied to his bones during conservation makes them difficult to date directly by radiocarbon dating. So Roger and I visited the home of the couple who had rescued Horace in the hope of finding a stray rib or such like that might have been kept as a souvenir and thus escaped conservation. We were warmly welcomed, given tea in the front room and regaled with tales of Horace who was clearly much loved, but alas of a bone there was none. Roger in his methodical and persistent way persevered and a year or two later I drove Roger and Tom Higham to the Harris Museum where Tom collected samples from the conserved limb bones and finally produced two excellent ultrafiltration AMS dates. When the results were published we recorded that the skeleton had been named Horace. Roger understood how things from the past become connected to us in a deep, moving and personal way. Roger was inclusive in outlook and prepared to share his knowledge and insights with amateur and professionals alike. Indeed I’m not sure Roger ever much used the term amateur. Being mostly self taught myself, Roger was always patient, kind, and most of all encouraging. I think Roger liked the company of people who lived most of their lives outside the world of academic archaeology. He took the trouble to understand collectors, and their collections. On our last trip together we passed by Saddleworth on the train to Manchester, and Roger spoke warmly of the late Pat Stonehouse who did so much work on the prehistory of the moors there. Roger said how much he missed him. Roger liked the limestone landscape of North West England. And he understood landscapes. We visited Goredale Scar and mused about Magdalenian wild horse hunting. We visited Malham Tarn and mused about Mesolithic aggregation sites. At Victoria Cave we mused about interactions between Late Glacial people, bears and wolves. Roger’s knowledge and breadth of understanding was revelatory. His scholarship spanned disciplines. It was a pleasure to know him. I always knew Christmas was fast approaching when Roger’s Christmas card appeared. It was usually the first card to arrive and nearly always a robin. Somehow I thought Roger would always be around. I missed my card this year, and I know I will miss Roger. •



Andy Myers:



When I heard of Roger’s death I felt a great sadness. Archaeology has lost a great character and true enthusiast. Of course through his research and publications he leaves a truly impressive legacy for Palaeolithic and Mesolithic research. However, his legacy rests not only in the work he has undertaken, but also in the personal support, encouragement and inspiration he has provided to so many over the years. For ISSN 0259-3548
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my part I will always remember Roger for the time he spent listening to and gently quizzing this rather naive postgraduate. Roger was heavily instrumental in my PhD. At a critical point in my studies he provided generous and unfettered access to his research and time. I well remember a period in the early 1980s when I stayed with Roger on campus at Lancaster. Roger opened his filing cabinets and said “here are all my notes, help yourself”. Each day was spent ploughing through his flint collections and data, whilst discussing and debating the Mesolithic. The day’s work was briefly relieved by a liquid lunch and followed by our midevening dash across the fields, through hedges, to reach a Berni Inn on the outskirts of the town. Suitably replete, we made our way back to the campus in time for last orders. After 10 days I was exhausted… So much so, I managed to catch the wrong train home. But, thanks to Roger’s generosity, patience and enthusiasm I was also somewhat better informed! •



Nicky Milner:



I feel very lucky to have been taught as an undergraduate by Roger at the University of Nottingham in the early 1990s. I remember the first seminar we had with him. It was just a small group and Roger was introducing us to the Mesolithic. He held up a microlith and asked us how long we thought it would have taken to make. There was silence, until one of my fellow students suggested 2 hours. Roger’s face was a picture and clearly he thought it was a mad answer; in fact I think he even said something to that effect. But he proceeded to show us how it would have been made and used, and then brought out all sorts of other stone tools – it was all very hands on and fascinating. He had me totally hooked and I chose all his modules on Palaeolithic and Mesolithic archaeology. He only came to Nottingham once a fortnight and so we had 4 hours of his teaching in one day. It was great. His extensive knowledge and the level of detail on everything he talked about was incredible and his enthusiasm was infectious. I felt I had to write down every word because there was so much to take in. There was one evening when we were sitting in the Department common room in the Museum, and he came to join us. He asked to see my notes because he was curious to see what we wrote down in his seminars. I was naturally worried that he might spot mistakes. I never did find out what he thought to them. I do however, still value those notes and all the detailed handouts he produced and often go back to them to find out what Roger thought about Star Carr, or the Ertebølle, or whatever else I happen to be thinking about. Roger also decided it would be a good idea to get us down to London to the British Museum, so I organised a minibus and we had a day trip to Franks with a few drinks at a local pub at lunch time. It was a really memorable day with Roger getting out all manner of artefacts for us to see. I think what struck me was that he put so much into his teaching and took time out to share all his ideas with us. In the middle of my third year Roger left Nottingham and we were all very sad to see him go. ArchSoc arranged a farewell party in the Museum and all I can remember is that it was an amazing send off which definitely involved dancing on tables. I continued to see Roger at conferences and other events, and more so in recent years - he has been a great supporter of our work at Star Carr. I was also thrilled when he agreed to give a presentation at the Prehistoric Society Europa day last year. At that time, Roger was not particularly well but you would never have known it from his talk, which was as engaging and enthusiastic as ever. It was great to spend a bit of time with him that weekend and hear about his latest research. It is hard to comprehend that Roger is no longer with us. There are so many things I still want to ask him. He will be greatly missed. •



We shall have to do our best without him, by John Stewart:



I first met Roger when I started work (during my Masters degree) on the birds of Pin Hole Cave in the early 1990s, when he advised me about the site’s stratigraphy and dating. More recently we had written up the analysis of the remains from the Middle Palaeolithic level of that site for publication (with the help of funds from the Ancient Human Occupation of Britain project). It would not have been possible to do this had he not spent a great deal of time during the intervening fifteen years unravelling the ages of the archaeology and bones from Pin Hole. This was a complex problem involving delving into Armstrong's (the Pin Hole excavator) archive and having key finds dated by the Oxford radiocarbon unit. It was this combination of scientific rigour and a comprehensive knowledge of the literature and archive, not to mention his legendary memory for the material record of British early prehistoric archaeology that was unique and made him the first port of call in any similar study. He was a singularly dedicated scientist. This describes the loss of Roger the academic which was, of course, only a part of him. He was also a very humane and fair-minded person ISSN 0259-3548
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who drew affection from a great many of us, former students and colleagues alike. He shall be missed; in fact I have just received an email enquiry that I would have consulted him on. I will have to do my best without him. •



Tom Higham:



Roger was one of the first people I met after I moved to the UK in 2001 from my previous position in New Zealand. In May of that year, he and Andy Currant came up to Oxford to meet me and discuss the possibilities of dating material from the British Palaeolithic using specific tripeptides extracted from bone. Sadly, we had abandoned the method, so were not able to help, but over a pub lunch I suggested that we might instead try to apply another method we’d recently introduced called ultrafiltration. So began a valuable collaboration that saw us chip away steadily at re-dating certain Palaeolithic bones that Roger thought looked ‘not quite right’, at the same time as trying to improve our technical methods for dating old samples. As we went on we realised that there were often big differences between the dates obtained using less rigorous techniques and the new ultrafiltered ones. It was a tremendously exciting time. For Roger, the realisation gradually began to dawn on him that at last, chronometric sharpness might just be feasible for his beloved British Middle and Upper Palaeolithic. Each new date was hugely informative and kept pushing us forward. The work progressed slowly. Patterns began to emerge and our confidence in the results began to grow. We began to present our work at conferences and write up some of the Picture of Roger with one of the Cro Magnon human long bones at the Musee results in 2005-6. Our first overseas trip together was to Lisbon de l'Homme in Paris in 2007 for the UISPP meeting. Roger was very nervous, having not flown for many years. I remember how surprised he was to see airport security and X-Ray scanners at Heathrow. The last time he’d flown, they hadn’t bothered with that kind of thing. The meeting was a huge success, along with others later in London (the QRA and Pal-Meso days). We established a tradition of getting together the day before a meeting and going through our often joint presentations together. I’d go and stay in Rickmansworth and we’d practice our talk or talks and then go for an Indian meal at Roger’s local, usually with Margaret. Before a talk, Roger was usually nervous, but always talked superbly and authoritatively. There were never any wasted words with Roger. By 2006 I decided that we ought to extend our work to the continental sequences. A research grant application to NERC was successful and ahead of us lay 3 years of site and museum visits to France, Germany, Spain, Italy, Belgium and other countries. This was an incredible opportunity and allowed Roger to examine collections from some of the key sites of the period; Abri Pataud, Le Moustier, Geissenklosterle, Fumane, Gorham’s Cave, Mochi, and many more, meet new and old colleagues and see many of the sites themselves. Roger’s work on this project was utterly indispensable and included identifying bones and cutmarks, selecting the right material for dating, examining the lithic remains, visiting the sites and understanding the stratigraphy. His companionship on these trips was wonderful and each trip hugely memorable. I will always remember his quiet satisfaction at the end of each day at a job well done and his happiness at getting back to England, even after a couple of days away. Roger died two months after the official end of this project. It is hugely sad that he did not live to not see the publication of this work and participate in its writing up. Roger’s productivity over the last few years has been truly astonishing. Working with him was like working with a Victorian gentleman: he never once touched a computer of course, but wrote notes and papers in his careful script, which was then later transcribed onto a computer (for his AHOB work, by Silvia Bello) before being modified and worked on later. Writing with him was a fabulous experience and always involved ‘doing a day’. Roger would come up to Oxford, leaving Rickmansworth at some ungodly hour on the train. Despite the fact that I lived only 3 mins from work invariably Roger would beat me in, and would already be ISSN 0259-3548
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waiting with a coffee in our tearoom. I only beat him in to the lab twice in 9 years and that was due to traffic problems on the M40. We would first take stock over tea or coffee, catch up on papers, news, people, meetings, then retreat to my desk and start work. We’d go through the paper on the screen, checking, modifying, making changes, moving things around and making suggestions. We never had any disagreement; we would always bend to accommodate each other’s view if we needed to. Around 12:15, Roger would suggest that we really ought to go for an early pub lunch. This was always accompanied by a large glass (or 2) of merlot. Afterwards we would often go back to the lab and drill a bone or two for dating that Roger had extracted from some museum in the middle of nowhere, and at around 3, he would ask me to print everything off that we’d worked on (pages and pages), and he would leave for the bus, effusively thanking me for my time and efforts as I told him it was a pleasure and there was no problem. Roger had tremendous insight and with a word or glance could cut to the heart of an issue or question. He had huge optimism regarding work and getting things done. When I was feeling negative about getting permission to do something, Roger would say not to worry, and maintained that it would all happen because the work was good. 99% of the time he was right. You could always trust that what Roger had said or recorded was correct. His annotated notes and comments litter the draws and shelves of museums all over this country. When I see his script I know that it is reliable and accurate. He was incredibly rigorous and a perfectionist in his work. His knowledge was vast, his thirst for new knowledge boundless. He asked the right questions. Roger believed passionately in museums and collections, and extracted huge amounts of information from them. He brought the sequences at Pin Hole and Kent’s Cavern from the shadows into the light, by careful and painstaking detective work on the collections themselves and the diaries and notes of the Victorian excavators. His publications are testament to his hard work, insight, patience and commitment. Right up until the very last days of his life we were feeding results and new dates to him to mull over. I feel hugely privileged to have worked with Roger, but much more fortunate to have been his close friend, and it is as a friend first that I will always remember him. Roger taken on our last trip away together to France in May this year. He is working on the Le Moustier material in Les Eyzies de- Tayac. Roger was ill on this trip, but still worked very hard indeed and did a fabulous job in a place he absolutely loved to visit. He was very happy to be there, working on this iconic site.



•



Chantal Conneller:



It is very difficult to write something that will do justice to Roger, or to my fondness and regard for him. I will miss, among many other things, his kindness, his patience and his sense of fairness. His unequivocal support over the last few difficult years has meant a lot. I will miss the days at Franks and the intoxicating lunches at the Rosemary Branch (and various other venues) that made handling complex refits in the afternoon always rather hazardous. One of the nice things about Roger is that he took younger archaeologists ISSN 0259-3548
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seriously, despite our youthful flights of fancy or seemingly outlandish claims about Long Blades. His prodigious knowledge must have caused him frequently to despair at the feeble efforts of us mere mortals, but usually he was far too much a gentleman to say (and when he did it was always very politely). Roger acted as a hub of knowledge for all the latest Mesolithic or Upper Palaeolithic finds. Going to Franks, one would receive, as free bonus extra to the assemblage one was looking at, news of the latest finds from around the country as well as a tour of some assemblages he felt would be relevant to one’s study. I would tell him, excitedly, my latest brilliant idea, only to be told that he had followed the same line of reasoning twenty years ago and, then, exactly why it didn’t work. But such incidents cheered both of us, I think, a mutual recognition of oneself in the other person perhaps. I much regret the conversations I can now never have. Roger had rather abandoned the Mesolithic during the last decade or so (‘microliths are a young man’s game’). However, when I last visited him in September, I sensed he felt certain issues remained unresolved. He had been feeling much better after chemotherapy and was full of future plans. We decided to ‘sort out’ the early Mesolithic together and sneak lots of dates through AHOB (don’t tell Chris, Andy or Nick). But we didn’t manage it in time and I will have to spend the rest of my life applying for large expensive research grants to replicate knowledge I could have gained in one more afternoon with Roger. But I guess we all feel like that. There will never be anyone else like Roger, even if anyone could ever exist to match his memory and amazing eye for detail. Due to time pressure for three year PhDs and the increased admin workload in teaching, no-one will be able to replicate Roger’s knowledge of all the English and Welsh sites. But perhaps this is a good thing; Roger will remain Britain’s greatest Mesolithic archaeologist, a title he fully deserves. I am certain a large envelope is about to arrive in which, on one concise sheet, he reveals the final secrets of the English and Welsh Mesolithic. I’ll let everyone know when it gets here. •



Beccy Scott



Like most people, I’m going to miss Roger’s kindness; no matter how busy, he never begrudged spending time helping other people – particularly those just starting out. It was Roger who talked me through how to check that everything that came in a particular museum box actually belonged together – thus saving me from struggling with contaminated artefact samples. He also never minded me bothering him with the objects I didn’t understand – the odd cores from Creffield Road, the retouched flakes that weren’t – and spending times showing me odd pieces in the collections that otherwise I would never have known were there (often going straight to the drawer in question). I’m missing Roger most, however, because he was extremely funny; he could do an impressively realistic impression of a large dog barking – unnerving when coming from the back of the Sturge. He kept a collection of tic tac boxes on his desk which apparently were miniature wheelie bins. I worry that no-one has told Penfold that he’s gone (last heard of working as a rural solicitor, having given up the thesis on 17th century witch burning – has anybody seen that lizard?). If his plate of food arrived with an unrequested salad garnish, he (on at least one occasion) removed it from his plate and stamped on it. On site, his panama hat and pale shirt-and-shorts combo made him look like the man from Del Monte, and that is how I think of him now, walking back along the beach at Happisburgh, for a large glass of Merlot.
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Book news The Prehistoric Society, in association with Oxbow Books, has this year launched a new series of Research Papers: a fully peer-reviewed series presenting the best of prehistoric research on themes and topics. The volumes have a distinctive format, similar in size to the Proceedings of the Prehistoric Society, and are published in hard cover. The first two are presented here because they contain papers on the Mesolithic and Mesolithic-Neolithic transition. The third Materialitas: Working Stone, Carving Identity, edited by Blaze O’Connor, Gabriel Cooney & John Chapman, has also just been published. Further details of the volumes can be found on the Prehistoric Society website: http://www.prehistoricsociety.org/ and can be bought from the oxbow website: http://www.oxbowbooks.com/home.cfm/Location/Oxbow • From Bann Flakes to Bushmills edited by Nyree Finlay, Sinéad McCartan, Nicky Milner, and Caroline Wickham-Jones (2009) Oxford: Oxbow books, ISBN-13: 978-184217-355-8, ISBN-10: 1-84217-355-3 hardback, £35, 224p This volume is the first in the new Prehistoric Society Research Papers Series. This volume was dedicated to Professor Peter Woodman, and was launched and presented to Peter at the Europa Day in May 2009 (see editorial in 20.1). The twenty-one papers cover many aspects of predominantly Mesolithic archaeology in Ireland, Britain and North-west Europe, reflecting the range and breadth of Peter’s own interests and the international esteem in which his work is held. Peter has a particular interest in antiquarians and the material they collected and Part 1 presents papers which deal with artefacts and finds by antiquarians. This includes research into a Bronze Age Hoard (Mary Cahill), Mesolithic coarse stone tools (Ann Clarke), microlith breakage patterns (Nyree Finlay), Prehistoric chain reactions (Thomas Kador), the South Munster Antiquarian Society (Joan Rockley) and potential Mesolithic axehead and bead from South-West Scotland (Alan Saville). Part 2 is related to fieldwork, which Peter has been dedicated to throughout his career. This section includes case studies on both new sites and sites which have been re-investigated, again predominantly in the Mesolithic period: Reindeer trapping sites (Sveinung Bang-Andersen), a Mesolithic site at Kilmore, Oban (Clive Bonsall, Robert Payton, Mark Macklin and Graham Ritchie), Star Carr (Chantal Conneller, Nicky Milner, Tim Schadla-Hall and Barry Taylor), Bronze Age ritual cave activity in Ireland (Marion Dowd), Later Mesolithic landscapes (Killian Driscoll), Mesolithic in Shetland (Kevin Edwards, Edward Schofield, Graeme Whittington and Nigel Melton), Zvejnieki (Lars Larsson), a Mesolithic chert quarry (Aimée Little), Belderrig (Graeme Warren), the settling of northern Scotland (Caroline Wickham-Jones). The final section, part 3, is related to the theme of people and animals and is particularly related to the Mesolithic-Neolithic transition: Late Mesolithic and Early Neolithic burials (Erik Brinch Petersen and Christopher Meiklejohn), “complex hunter-gatherers” and the transition to farming (Bill Finlayson), seasonality of periwinkles from Ferriter’s Cove (Michael Kimball, William Showers, Sinéad McCartan and Bernard Genna), Early Domestic Cattle in Southern Scandinavia (Doug Price and Nanna Noe-Nygaard), and Ireland’s Mammals (Paddy Sleeman and Derek Yalden). • Land and People. Papers in memory of John G. Evans edited by Michael J. Allen, Niall Sharples and Terry O’Connor (2009) Oxford: Oxbow books, ISBN-13: 978-184217-373-2, ISBN-10: 1-84217-373-1 hardback, £35, 240p, 99 b/w illus, 13 tbls This volume is derived from a conference held in honour of John Evans by the School of History and Archaeology, Cardiff University and The Prehistoric Society, at Cardiff University in March 2006. It brings together papers that address themes and landscapes on a variety of subjects. They cover geographical, methodological and thematic areas that were of interest to, and had been studied by, John Evans. The volume is divided into five sections, which echo themes of importance in British prehistory. ISSN 0259-3548
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This volume presents a range of papers examining people’s interaction with the landscape in all its forms. The papers provide a diverse but cohesive picture of how archaeological landscapes are viewed within current research frameworks and approaches, while also paying tribute to the innovative and inspirational work of one of the leading protagonists of environmental archaeology and the holistic approach to landscape interpretation. Part 1: this section includes papers about John Evans and environmental archaeology, experiment and philosophy: the first is an appreciation of Professor John Gwynne Evans (Michael J. Allen), the next considers culture and environment (Terry O’Connor), the third social interactions during flint knapping (Steve Mills), and finally a paper on experimental archaeology (Martin Bell). Part 2 is concerned with trees and chalklands and begins with a re-evaluation of chalkland postglacial woodland (Michael J. Allen and Julie Gardiner), followed by papers on: land snails and woodland clearances (Paul Davies and Neville Gardner); the prehistory of the Wylye Valley, Wiltshire (Julie Gardiner and Michael J. Allen), the fen-edge of Cambridgeshire and the downland of Cranborne Chase (Charles French), and excavations on Hambledon Hill (Frances Healy). Part 3 covers coast and islands with papers on Bronze Age Gwithian, Cornwall, (Jacqueline A. Nowakowski), the construction of barrows in Bronze Age Orkney (Jane Downes), the Islandness of St Kilda (Andrew Fleming), and Beaker settlement in the Western Isles (Niall Sharples). Part 4 covers one of the interests John was perhaps best known for, snails and shells, and the papers cover: environmental change in an Orkney Wetland (Terry O’Connor and M. Jane Bunting), Scottish shell middens which span the Mesolithic-Neolithic transition (Nicky Milner and Oliver E. Craig), environmental archaeology of the Roman villa at Rock, Brighstone, Isle of Wight (George R. Speller, Richard C. Preece and Simon A. Parfitt), and Neolithic woodland regeneration in Southern England (Mark Robinson). The final section, Part 5, is concerned with people, process and social order: connecting people and places (Alasdair Whittle), manure and the Medieval social order (Richard Jones) and the social face of threshing floors (Aikaterini K. Paschali).



Meetings 19th Mesolithic Workgroup Meeting, Schleswig, 18-21 February 2010 The German “Mesolithic Workgroup” (Arbeitsgemeinschaft Mesolithikum) meets regularly once a year somewhere in Germany or, occasionally, in a neighbouring country. The next meeting will take place in Schleswig at Schloss Gottorf. We would like to use this opportunity to welcome you to the newly founded Centre for Baltic and Scandinavian Archaeology at the Archaeological State Museum. According to the preliminary plan we shall have two full days (Friday and Saturday) of presentations. Papers may be presented in German or in English. If weather conditions permits and if there is sufficient interest we may end the meeting with a Sunday excursion to Mesolithic locations in Schleswig-Holstein. If you would like to participate in the meeting and in the excursion (without presenting a paper) please let us know by February 1st 2010. We would like to receive your registration, including the title of you presentation, no later than January 11th 2010. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have questions. For practical questions you are also most welcome to contact Mrs. Fischbach, Secretariat Prof. Dr. C.v. Carnap-Bornheim (Tel.: ++49 (0)4621 813 309; Email: [email protected]). Berit V. Eriksen ([email protected]) Harald Lübke ([email protected]) ISSN 0259-3548
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Miscellany Want to do a Masters in Mesolithic Studies? http://www.york.ac.uk/depts/arch/gsp/publicity/mesolithicdet.htm The course provides a background to European Mesolithic studies, exploring the ways in which the Mesolithic has been interpreted from the 19th century, up to the present day. It also explores key topics such as technology, consumption practices, death and burial, plants and animals and settlement, drawing on the research that is carried out in the Archaeology department at the University of York. There are a number of fieldtrips, hands-on practicals such as flint knapping, and opportunities to join research projects and excavations.



Join the prehistoric society! http://www.ucl.ac.uk/prehistoric/ Originally founded as the Prehistoric Society of East Anglia in 1908, the current name was established in 1935. The Prehistoric Society now has an international membership of around 2000 members. The Prehistoric Society's interests are world wide and extend from the earliest human origins to the emergence of written records. Membership is open to all, and includes professional, amateur, student and retired members from over 40 countries. An active programme of events including lectures, study tours, research weekends and receptions allows members to participate fully in the Society and to meet other members and interested parties. The Society produces two publications: the annual journal, Proceedings of the Prehistoric Society and the topical newsletter, PAST , which is published in April, July and November. Annual Research, Conference and Student Travel Awards are available to members to enable excavations, research, visits to conferences and travel abroad to sites and museums. Ordinary rate £35, Student rate £17.50, see website for more details



Contributing to the next volume Please send information on research, recent excavations, book reviews, conference summaries, radiocarbon dates, announcements, recent publications, PhD summaries etc. Deadline 1st April 2010. Please send contributions to [email protected]. Further details on http://www.york.ac.uk/depts/arch/Mesolithic/index.htm If you would like to be informed when the latest issue of MM is published and you are not already on the mailing list, please send an email with the topic  to the above email address. If you wish to be removed from the mailing list please send an email with the topic . This publication is free of charge.
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Dec 6, 2009 - It is with great sadness that I pass on the news of the very recent deaths of two great Mesolithic scholars: Roger Jacobi and Pavel Dolukhanov. I knew Pavel when I was a lecturer at the University of Newcastle- upon-Tyne where he was a Professor in East European Prehistory. His research was particularly ... 
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