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The 1993 'Auuivenmry' conference of the Lithic Studies Society, 'Looking 
Backwards and Looking Forwards' ~ was onc of the most exciting, stimulating 
and good natured academic meetings that 1 have 3(1CII(.IOO over Ihe last five ye,ars 
or so. 'ilIa! the proceedings were produced so qUIckly and 10 such a lugll 
standard, within e ighteen months (unlike this review!) is a tribute to the 
confcrcn<.:c organisers, the editors und the contribulors .'hcms:!vcs. . 

The bouk is divided into five £ections, each With an mtnxiucholl by a 
recognised figllre ill the respective field. and Ihese arc as follows: Dating und 
Scient ific Techniqucs (Mike Tile), Raw Materials and PClrology (lolm Wymcr? 
Resource Managl: lIlcnt (Andy Brown), Technology and ~sc Wc~r AnalYSIS 
(Nick Barton) and Typology (Fr.mces Healy). All of these 1ll1ruc:luc~ IOIIS set the 
scenc clearly and concisely for what is 10 follow - and what follows IS excellent; 
some.twenty OIlC papers involving lhirty authors. which give.up to d~te accounts 
of topics as wide ranging a~ resource m!magement to .re-fillmg studies. Du the 
evidence presented here lithic studies, genemlly. arc m a ve~ healthy stale. 

I found this a gcnuinely cxciting read and I have cOIlSl(lcred each paper 
here in un aUemplto give something of the overall navour of thc ·book. 

Part 1: DaUnt; ulld Scientific TecllllhJucs. TIle papeno in this section aU deal 
with the application of various scicntific methods to lithic studies. 

Debenham produces a clear and concise statement on recent advances and 
problems ill the TL dating of flint assemblage.s (4-6), w~lil.e Hedg~s and Freeman 
approach li thic d:lting from the perspective of dlffu~ IUtrOgclI profile 
assessment (7-9). '111is latter is a statement on an oll-gomg progrmnllle of 
rcscarch using SIMS (Secondary Ion Mass SI:lectrometry) and if the methoc:t. e~n 
he validated titell it holds out exciting possibilities for the datiug of early htlue 
as!lCmblages. On a different tuck, Robert her addres!lCs the issue of whether orc 
petrography has a practical role in the finger-printing of rocks .(l0-23). ~1I the 
basis of results from the analysis of millstones from the MCtilternmerul Island 
of Pantelleria, he concludes that Ofe petrography may help in the reclassification 
of some of our commoll axe groups, eSl'lecially those comprising, greensto~le~, 
basalt-dolomites, fine grained tuffs. ashes and lavas and greywackes. If tlus IS 
thc ca!lC then Peter Ilerridgc might certainly be interested in the tcclmi<lue (sce 
beluw). 

Callallco et al. report 011 the difficully of identifying blood residucs on 
lotone artefacts fmlll Jlrehistoric contexts (in this instance arrowhead/! from 
Crickley Hill), (24-27). Again, this is onHgoing work and further results are 
pmulised. 
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For me lhe high spot of this section was, David Ilridgland's lIU1ste rly 
rev iew of Lower Palaeolithic industries in the Lowcr 'I1mmes tcrmce sequence. 
In twclve pages (28-40) he introduces his revi!lCd illterprc tation of the Lowef 
Thames l;Ctlllence (an expanded version of this can be fOUlld in this 1994 hook, 
J1,e QU(ltemary of the Thames), and highlights the fact that now. the terrace 
sequence itseljpmvides the frame work for dating tile artefacts cOlltailled witllill 
it rather thun it being Ihe othel' way around, as was the cuse in the early years 
of the century. This is the result of the COl'I'ehlt ion of the devd opJlIt:ul of thc 
terraces with the Oxygen Isotope sequence. Bridgl:lIld's discussion of the 
sigllificlUlCC of th is new schcme for Palaeolithic archaeology (34-39) is d C;lf, 
uuderstated if anything. and highly readable. It is obviously the product of a 
researcher totally on top of his material. 

Having said all this it sco.:llIS ironic that the on ly mix-up with figtln:Jtab le 
numbering that I spoiled ill the volUJUe comes in thi s papcr. 011 pp.32-33 in the 
section dealing with Chl'OlIostratigrapiLy, there is rd'en:ncc to Table I and Table 
2. The latter never appears. 

l'urt n: lbw Material allll petrology 

111is section starts with another impressive contrihution, this lime from Peter 
Berridge. which is a deconstruction of ideas lIbout the so called 'Col'llish Axe 
Factories' (45-56). This should be recommended reading for all uudergmduates 
as an example in textual cri ticism :lIld logical think ing. He sets Ollt the 
background to the establishment of the Cornish rock groups and details the 
models put forward by Cummins and Mercer. among others, to explain the 
distribution of the axes supposedly made from thcse rocks (in the course of this 
' Icbensmum' is spelled wrongly on page 47). He shows the suhjl.:ctivc natu re 
of rock clial'll.cterisation and how, in the nature of some archaeological writing, 
tentative slatcllleuts Uecome truths in the re-tdling. Hc then discllsses, ill detai l, 
tlte problems with the standard interpretation of the Cornish data. These ure too 
many and vll ried to be discussed ill this review. suffice it to say th;\I he take the 
axe trade Ulodels armt as heiug ana.:hwuistie, and he highlights the illability of 
researchers to pin-point a definite 'factory' site in COl'llwall alld also the fact 
tklt rock identificatioll by tll in section is not :IS objective a people o llce thollght. 
He lays great stress too on the possible role of rocks from secollclary sources 
being IIsed as blanks for axes. In this respect he hrillgs back some of Stcphen 
Driggs' often ill criticised work into the mainstream. In his conchlsio\! he 
makes a plea for the strategic. use of thin section wmk, ill all effort to brillg the 
t(,'(;hnique to bear on finds from scaled , da ti1blc archaeological contexts. Ile 
suggests that the most impmtllnt area for future n.:seal'ch on potential stonc axe 
mw materials in the distributioll of material ill derived sources, what he tenus 
' the natural paltem of CilW lIl ilterials'. He be lieves that without ll!gnjlicaut 
advances i ll this area most future petmlogical work ill this coull try wHI be 
meaningless. 

91 



nook Relliews 

Alan Saville (57-70) reviewi\ i\ources of raw material in earlier prehistoric 
Scotland. As Oile would expect from him, this is a very well wri tten pitX:c 
which comments on changing patterns of resource exploitation over time, fro m 
the Mcsolithic to bronze lIgc periods. Cou(fi\.sting the exploitation of rucks such 
as bloodstnne lInd pitchstone he explores the local/long dist:lllce exploitatioll uf 
some sources of rock. He discusses the use of the Buchan Ridge milt source 
and raisei\ the issue of the tntnSl)()rtatioll of artefacts fmm Scotland to Ymkshire 
and vice-versa and evell as fa r afield as Scandinavia. Hc coulrasts oppurtunistic 
patterns of stolle ex ploitation in the Mesoli thie with mon: strategic use of the 
resource in later periods, 

Going beyond the British Isles to Haly, u\wrellCe Barfield (7 1-83) oullim:s 
some of Ihe results of his survey and excavation at the Monti Lessini Hint 
source ill northern Italy, The 'Iceman' was a user of this type of flint , and 
Oarfield argues for the exploitation of flint in secondary sources ill the urea, the 
dcvdoplllelll of a speciulised flint working cOllllllunity with the ellll:rgclIl;e or 
the Call1piglliulI Tradition, im plement specialisation and die det:liled selection 
of blanks for specifie tool forms, and different methods of quarrying at different 
limes to obtain differcnt raw JIIaterials. 

1'111'1, 11 w Ucsotu'cc MmmgclllclIt 

This section takes the book into a totally different area of lithic :itudies, and 
begins witli Andy Bl'Own getting on his bike to ' Pedal the Management Cycle' 
and suggest a I)()ssible role for the Lithics Studies Society in lithic resource 
managelllcllt, 

Joltu Schofield (90-98) produces It very upbeat discussion on maximising 
the usable informatioll from li thic scatters through an English Heritllge inilialive 
linked to the MPP. '111is seeks to introduce some standardised recording 
mcthods that will allow li thic scaller data 011 SMRs 10 be used in tnllls - national 
comparat ive research strategies to highlight regional pallcming in the dala and 
to enhancc our understanding nf what is, for most periods of earlier Jlrehistory 
in this country, a vi tal part of the archaeologicru. resource. TIle scheme set out 
in this paper is being trialed at the moment and I have subsequently heard John 
talk about the wOl'k at the recent Society for LlIndscape History Conference ill 
Ncwcastle w we await the resulls with interest. 

I{obi n Holg:lte reviews provision for the curatioll of lithic material ill 
museums (99- 103) and quite rightly stresses the importance of 'community 
archaeology' programmes as a means of ensuring that non specialists arc made 
aware of the importance of stone tools, Fmneis WenbanwSmith concludes the 
managemcnt section with a detailed progmmme for the managcment of the 
Palaeolithic part of the English heritage. He makes a disanningly simple but 
crucial point in his conclusion that the Palaeolithic heri tage must be recognised 
as including arteractually sterile geologicw deposits, 
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l'url IV w 'i'cciultllul;Y autl Usc Wcal' Analysis 

LouiSt: Austin's' Life and Death of a Boxgrove Bifilce' ( 119- 126), exaliliues the 
flint lIssclIlhlage fW III two excavated areas in tile western part of the Nite. She 
hi~hlights the po ilLt that for alt the work at Iloxgrove there is. as yet, no 
eVidence for the cOlHpletion of a single birace at a single locat ion, However 
what her rcfilling studies do show is the cOlllplcx llll ture of the transportation of 
roughouts und other c1elllCllts of biface jlmductioll acmss the palaeo-Inndscapc 
lit the site, It is a testimony to the (IUalily of the work at Bn:<gruvc :md to Iler 
own patience alld skills of obscrvaliou, that this iUlcrestiug cOll tribulion could 
be (lrOl.litced, 

This section of tile book thell move to a different chrullological period and 
gcogmphiclll area with Tristau Cm1er's analysis of obsidiall blades and cores 
from burial contexts in the early Bronze Age of the Aegean (127- 141\), 'nlis is 
a critica l iUl lllysis of deposition plIttems, among other things, in which hc mgue!> 
that there was 11 tlclibemte cllnice of ollly celllliu artefact types for illclus ioll in 
Imrials up to the Middle Bruuze Age in the Aegean, This he argues is part alld 
parcel of the meaningfu l constitution of grave assemblages ill the regiou ami he 
concludes with a stl1lcturalist based, nppositioll:tl. interpretatioll of the lIIajor, 
observed IIssociatiolls. 

111e Insl three cOlltl'ibutiollS in this section are short and concise plIl)(!rs, 
Those by Hurcombe and DOImhue deal with use wear analysis and Rallsome's 
paper examiues perfol'ated mace head technology in Orkney, Of these J)onahue 
(156-168) prcsents a slmightforward account of the current state of micro-wear 
analysis, He reviews past contl'Ovcrsies in this area of technological studies and 
produces 11 uscful and up to date bihliogmphy of the state of the al'l. His 
discussion of his own hierarchical system for micro-wear work is an interesting 
ins ight into the thinking of one researcher in the field and he concludes with an 
appeal for micro-wear studies to be illtegmted with other techniques and 
:'!l~roaches to resolve ':Vhat he calls the 'fundamental questions ill prehistory', 
IIIIS was a usefu l revlcw but I found Hurcombe's discussion of behaviour 
fUllction and cultural choice a more stimulating piecc of WOl'k. In Ihi~ pape; 
( ~ 45~155) sh~ shows hO":' wear,characteristics all tools can be used to go beyond 
stmple functIOnal mlUlyslS to diSCUSS Ihe impact of cultural prescription Oil tool 
shape and the relutionship of this phenomenon to human behaviour, Her 
discussion of tool use, re-use and re-cycling in c(Jujullction with her ideas 011 

cultural choice were clearly illustrated and integmted ill her C:l~e studies, ,utd the 
section 011 'revising function' indicates sUllIe of the new heights to which use 
wear stod ies might take us. 

Rachaet Ransom's paper (169-175) is all the morc interesting because it 
stems froUl work tlmt she did as an undergraduate student at Belfast. She 
examines th~ whole process of mace head manufacture in Neolithic aJld DfOllze 
~,ge Ol'kntly, paying particular attenlion to resource :md time managelllent. 
b gure JII/mllers and cuptions were missing from her two iUllslmlions though. 
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I'art IV - 'I'YIIOIIIl;Y 

Frances IIcaly begins Part V with a critical three p:lgc inlmductiou (1 79- 181) 
which I hi~ reviewer has already used as a ~laI1ing: point for discussions with 
graduate students in lithic :malysis dasses. She is obviously a ' IuIlIllCr' mther 
than a ' spliuer' whcn it comes to classification and her critical remarks set the 
tonc for Ihe book's last section. Ashton and McNabb offcr a radical re­
asSCSSIILCllt of biface morphology, chronology and technology. l11ey argue 
convincingly Ihat archaeologists Ilcctl 10 re-think their notion of tile classic 
hiface, and Ihey nag up Ihe importance of what they term lion classic bifaces in 
lower Paiae()lilhic assemblages. Raw material as well as the knappcr's ' menial 
conslmct' is seen as onc of the major conditioning fac tors of biface IIlOfjlllOlogy. 
As a nOli -Lower Palacolithie specialist 1 found this chapter all intcresting 
challenge to Ihe tradilional ideas 1 learned as a student. 

Jacobi (1 92- 198) Ilroduces a paper critical of some of his earlier 
imerpn: laliolls of radio-carbon dates from Mesolithic sites in the 11011h ami soUlh 
of England. This obviously has a bearing how we think about artefact 
development in the early and laler Mesolithic periods, and his conclusions; that 
we should disregard most of the upland, northern, eudy Mesolithic radio-curbon 
dates, makes for chilling reading. But he is right to point out the problems of 
context, sample integrity and probubiJity of human ussociations of some of the 
dates in question. 

Michael Reynier (199-205) exmllines twelve morphological attributes of 
ten early Mesolithic microlith assemblages, applying discriminant and cluster 
analysis 10 the data in an attempt to ideutify stylistic components in the 
assemblages. Using available mdiocarbon chronology, he confirms Jacobi lmd 
Pills' earlier observations about the chronological relationship belwccn 
' Horsham' and 'Maglemosian' point .. ruui suggests that there is no nadiocarlxm 
plateau :It 9,2000 BP (bUl see Day and Mellars, 19(4). He further suggests that 
the time span of Magicmosian assemblages should be greatly reduced. On the 
bas is· of stylistic aspects of his tribute analysis he suggests the existence of 
discrete territorial regions in the early Mesolithic of south cast England. As 
such this work Illust be followed up and expanded upon. From et ai's interim 
rcpo~t on lhe WawcoU side XXX in the Kenllet Valley (206-2 12) is a lIludel of 
clarity and Woodman's altempt at a ddinitiOIl of early Neolithic lithic 
assemblages in Jrcl:Uld has ilUlXH'tant implications for the Mesolithic - Neolilhic 
Tcunsitioll ill Ireland (2L3-2 1S). 

To conclude then, this is an elegantly produced volume, witll good quality 
illustrations. It has a massive range and scope and there is, as I hope I have 
shown, sOlllclllillg in it for everyone illtcrcstt!d in British and Irish lithic studies. 
It illustrates the focused nature of a lot of CUITCnt work and points the way to 
expanding the impact and overull contribution of lithic :;tudies to wider issues 
of British Ilrchi.story. I look forward to the Jlcxltell years with great acitement 
ruld interest. 
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~f I ~Josc my eyes I can stillSt."C it just as if it was yesterday. Three of us silting 
III Ins office. He across the desk ftom mc, irrililled, and peering at me over the 
top of his glasses. I knew the signs only too well. Over by the door Marliu 
Dates sat quietly, sensibly Inking uo further part ill the inereasilLgly hell ted 
argument. 

"I don't care what they say." he said shmVly. He rose from his chair aud 
strode o~er to the hig four drawer filillg cabinet. 1·le pulled opellthe top drawer, 
reached 11110 the very back, and pulled oul a file. 

"Charcllte Mousterian! " He threw a shed of gr:.ph paper across the dcsk 
m me. "I was the first PCDiOl! 10 type the High Ludge assemblage using Ihe 
.I~ordes method, lllld its. Charellie MousterialL. Sec." I looked at the gmph. 
Ioward Ille top was a tlun dark line li ke a fli ght of degraded river ICfnll;es. 

"You see, Chanmte Moustcrian." he said again. 
"But it can't bc. the geology is pre-Angli.m." I'd just come back frollL 

working 011 the site. I'd beelL there whel! they l!:Id pieced it all togelher. High 
Lodge was a prc-Anglian site. 

"Which do you believe, the geology," spoken derisively, "or the 
archaeology?" he said nodding towlLrd the graph. 

"The geology." He didu't say anything, just looked lit lIIe as i f I'd stabbed 
him in the back, 

By his OWIl admission myoid tutor was a Bordesiall archaeologist, purc and 
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