October 4, 2005
A. Katherine Morales


Annotated Bibliography

Fabian, Johannes


1983
Time and the Emerging Other: How anthropology makes its object. Columbia University Press, New York. Chapter 1 (pp. 9-27).

Fabian discusses the history of the concept of Time in Western thought, which undergoes a conversion from religious to secular.  He identifies three main (not mutually exclusive) uses of time:  Physical, Typological/Mundane, and Intersubjective.  Physical Time is associated with chronology – the sequence of events relative to each other.  The Typological Time focuses on the periods of time associated with major events.  Mundane Time describes the major epochs in history, such as the Stone Age.  Finally, the Intersubjective Time focuses on instances and periods of human interaction between various societies.  Anthropologists are the primary analyzers of temporal distance, which focus on time as the fourth dimension.  One major issue for anthropologists is that when analyzing various societies (even contemporary ones) we tend to place them in a time non-synchronous to ours or as Fabian describes it at a temporal distance.  That means that anthropologists have to present themselves as coeval with different societies that they are studying; meaning being present in the same epoch or era.  This is a much broader perspective then synchronous or contemporary, which focus more on being during the same physical or typological time.  Ethnographers create anachronisms when they view their research as studying a “savage society” (32) and therefore needing to distance themselves into a different era.  Anthropologists also view the natives’ ancestor worship as a cult, which is not supported in Western societies.  More research has to be done to find a way to stop the time-distancing of the studied societies.

Stahl, Ann Brower


1993
Concepts of Time and Approaches to Analogical Reasoning in Historical Perspective. American Antiquity 58:235-260.

Stahl discusses the use of analogical models for interpreting archaeological data; historical use types of time in analogies in archaeology; and methods of studying modifications culture over time.  Stahl defines two types of analogies: direct historical analogues, which could provide a connection between a modern society and the earlier periods of that same society and “new analogies” (236) which had a greater concentration on the details of the culture focusing on society’s ways of life.  as identification of dissimilarities of the past to identify differences from the present.  Different methods of applying analogies to archaeology have been used.  Stahl presents several examples of archaeologists using typological time, as defined by Fabian, to apply analogue uniformitarianism to compare an ethnographic account or a contemporary culture that uses stone or bone technology to societies of the ancient past.  One example of that is Hill’s and Hurtado’s use of the Ache society to describe the ways of life during hominid evolution era, because the Ache society was using bones to make their tools with.  Lately there has been more acceptance for the interaction between history and archaeology.  However, there are criteria that need to be observed when sharing data between the disciplines of history and archaeology.  For example, Vansina established some precautionary steps for historians to address before utilization of archaeological data.  Historical documents also need to be analyzed before granting them true historical authenticity.  Therefore, Schmidt argued that there could be problems with statements made by historians that archaeologists need to be cautious of when viewing historical data.  

Bailey, G. N.


1983
Concepts of Time in Quaternary Prehistory. Annual Review of Anthropology 12:165-192.

Bailey discusses the relationship between time and archaeology.  He defines time as being a one-dimensional concept, not the fourth dimension as viewed by others.  It is unilinear because there is no way of backtracking.  The process of doing archaeological and historical research is a paradox.  We cannot analyze the information until it becomes part of the past, however we are doing the analysis in the present from the perspective of the present.  Time can be viewed from multiple perspectives such as process, representation, and elimination thereof.  Elimination of time is sometimes displayed in the form of uniformitarianism, which has lately come to mean the application of contemporary cultural models on ancient societies, based on similarities of certain criteria.  One major criterion is that of climate adaptation, which fits into the environmentalist perspective.  Bailey goes on to analyze varieties of the changes that evolved as a result of the environmental factors, such as preplanned interactivity among hunter-gatherer groups and eventual development of farming.  He also explains how time can be analyzed over different ranges as suggested by different anthropologists, with several breakdowns of “wavelengths” ranging between three and six.  The lowest of these was on molecular level ranging as high as the geological cycles, which are on the other extreme in the millions-of-years category.

Binford, Lewis R.


1981
Behavioral Archaeology and the "Pompeii Premise". Journal of Anthropological Research 37:195-208.

Binford discusses the criteria of behavioral archaeology focusing on the fact that the ancient cultures are usually not all found in the status of the “Pompeii Premise,” which he describes as a permanent freeze in society.  He supports Ascher’s suggestions focusing on the fact that the archaeological record is not formed in one instance, it is a result of ongoing utilizations of the site, which include ongoing changes to the tools and resources being utilized by a society and not necessarily a change of inhabitants.  Binford also mentions that Schiffer represents the traditional views focusing on the association of the ethnological modern-day research with the static perspective of archaeological sites.  Binford defines Schiffer as an inductivist supporting imperialist views.  Binford states that our main premise as archaeologists is to figure out how to interpret the archaeological records that were not found in the form of the Pompeii Premise.  Binford views time in archaeological records, over broad periods.  He describes Schiffer, on the other hand, as trying to recreate the “true history” based on the “ethnographic present” (201), which can only be done on the basis of the Pompeii premise.  Schiffer’s interpretation of time also makes it difficult to define most artifacts as C-transforms, which greatly imposes on any inductive archaeological analysis.  However, in archaeology that is not a realistic method of research.  

Murray, Tim


1999
A Return to the "Pompeii Premise." In Time and Archaeology, ed. by Tim Murray, pp.8-27. New York: Routledge.

Murray discusses the differences of several post-processual perspectives of time in relation to archaeology, which presented nothing but problems; there was never any validity suggested by any of its supporters including Shanks and Tilley, Squair, and Thomas to name a few.  However, all of the above mentioned have problems with their interpretations of absolute time pertaining to archaeology.  There was a new epistemology developed, time perspectivism, however very few archaeologists took it up.  Murray points out that Bailey’s breakdown of short-term and long-term concepts of time are not sufficient for archaeological analysis, considering he also does not permit any reference to present-day ethnographic research.  One of the most important refutations is focused on analyzing “structural properties … of the present” (22) and ignoring those of the past, which does not fully make sense, considering that archaeology is a discipline focusing specifically on the past.  Murray also covered Binford’s major points over the years including:  the static nature of the archaeological record, lack of necessity to focus on the creation of artifacts for comprehension of cultural systems, and the necessity to comprehend the cultural differences of various societies.  Even though Shanks and Tilley argued against Bailey’s analysis of time, they were never able to suggest anything valid.  However, one of the most important aspects that Murray points out as being mandatory for archaeology to resolve is the neglect of structural properties of archaeological data.  

McGlade, James


1999
The Times of History: Archaeology, Narrative and Non-Linear Causality. In Time and Archaeology, ed. by Tim Murray, pp.139-163. New York: Routledge.

McGlade analyzes the past views of archaeology and history and concludes that a totally new ontology is necessary including revisions of historical models, structural changes, causality, time, and non-linearity.  He discusses how the concept of time has changed over the years, from kairological to the presently used temporal.  In the past, history was constructed based on three types of narratives:  chronological sequential (time-based), individual’s observational (story-based), and lists of important events (not specific to individuals).  McGlade also specifies that Postprocessual archaeology totally dismissed any effects that the environment might play on societal changes, opposite of New Archaeology.  Therefore, what is necessary is the unification of the two concepts to be applied in order to get a more accurate perspective of ancient society.  

Dark, K. R.


1995
Theoretical Archaeology. Ithaca: Cornell University Press.  Chapter 7: “Explaining Cultural Change”, pp. 169-195.

Dark lists and summarizes different theories that have evolved in the twentieth century (especially in the second half) attempting to explain changes that took place in cultures around the world, which is one of the biggest debates in archaeology.  He starts with the systems and catastrophe theories, which applied mathematical techniques to explain cultural changes based on sub-systems and factor build-up, accordingly.  The Majority of archaeological theories, however, focus on cultural perspectives, starting with cultural evolution, which was popular in New Archaeology and was later discarded by post-processualists.  Environmental explanations, which were siblings to the former, focused on culture resulting from societies’ environmental factors; some also began analyzing demographic data to comprehend living conditions at the time.  Dark describes post-structuralist theories as including very broad perspectives such as the use of critical theory and literary theory in archaeological analysis.  The individualist approach focuses on the innovations developed by individuals and influence societies.  Diffusion and invasion transports changes from adjacent cultures to each other by means of communications.  Innovation is a spin-off of diffusion based on new developments produced in a society that can be spread.  Finally, acculturation is the adaptation of individuals to the society where they moved to; this can be displayed in a number of archaeological methods such as burials.  
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