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archaeological techniques were applied at the Iberian Citadel of 
Calafell. In 1992 the site was partly reconstructed a� er a rigor-
ous architectonical and archaeological study. � is site is current-
ly an Open Air Museum and has been an example for other sites 
such as Numancia (Soria), La Bastida de les Alcuses (Valencia), 
la Draga (Catalonia) and others. Apart from these experimen-
tal archaeology sites in the � eld of architecture, there is another 
well developed branch of experimental archaeology in the � eld 
of lithic technology, mainly focussing on Palaeolithic.

� e Spanish archaeological tradition is mainly in� uenced by the 
French tradition, not the Anglo Saxon one. � is aspect was clear 
when the invited contribution which the congress started with 
was titled “Experimental approaches in Lithic technology” 
and given by Dr Jacques Pelegrin, director of research of CNRS, 
the prestigious scienti� c French institution.

At the same time, the fact that prevalence of experimental ar-
chaeology focuses on lithic technology was evident with 17 
speeches of the total of 80 given on this topic. � is ranking was 
followed by:

  12 speeches about experimental pottery and metallurgy,
  11 speeches on experimental archaeology, didactic and 

historical heritage;
  10 about experimental taphonomy and bone technology,
  9 on architectural structures and experimentation;
  8 about experimenting with � re, wood, ornaments and 

symbolic representation,
  7 speeches on experimental archaeology and use wear 

analysis
  6 speeches about methodology.

� irty percent of the presentations where from abroad, main-
ly from France, the others related to places in the Iberian Pe-
ninsula. � e Palaeolithic was the period most treated, followed 
by Neolithic, Metal Ages, Roman Times and the Medieval pe-
riod. � ese statements con� rm the predominance of prehistoric 
scholars within experimental archaeology in Spain; moreover, 
it is clear evidence of the link between the French and Spanish 
scienti� c tradition.

In 2003 the Spanish Association of Experimental Archaeolo-
gy, called Experimenta, was created with the aim of gathering 
together all professionals and individuals interested in exper-
imental archaeology. � ese two congresses and the increasing 
number of Experimenta members assure a prosperous future for 
experimental archaeology in the Iberian Peninsula, and a place 
where experimental archaeology can be shared and recognised. 
� e general assembly of the association held during the Ronda 
Congress promised to work on creating a website gathering all 
members, organise the next congress in two years and trying to 
become part of the wider European net, EXARC.
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Scotland was the venue of the 3rd yearly conference on experi-
ment in the British Isles. � e � rst call had been prepared at the 
conference a year earlier in Exeter, but there is no formal link 
between the conferences apart from the fact that participants 

to previous conferences are invited to the next. � e School of 
History, Classics & Archaeology of the University of Edinburgh 
hosted the Saturday session with no less than 13 papers. Inter-
estingly enough, many of these were non-British. With about 60 
participants, the conference was well attended.

Dineley (Orkneys) presented grain processing techniques, 
stressing that grain = � our = bread is a too simple view. � is 
sounds obvious, but when one has seen malting or brewing in 
process one realises the full scope of possibilities.

Elliott (York) presented his undergraduate research into barbed 
point manufacture at Star Carr. Hopkins (Bradford) discussed 
experience & experiment. � is subject had brought up a lot of 
discussion at the previous conference in Exeter and is also men-
tioned elsewhere in this volume. Choyke (Budapest) introduced 
ethnography into the conference and had brought her friend Mrs 
Daniel along, who is a Transylvanian farmer’s wife with much ex-
perience in textile working. Kirk (Cran� eld) had done some test-
ing with colours of Minoan faience – not making replicas, but try-
ing to get to know the process. Sternke (Glasgow) and Eigeland 
(Oslo) both presented experimental � int use, discussing skill lev-
els, skill transfer and again the duality of experience and experi-
ment. Heeb (Exeter) discussed similar issues, with a case study in 
copper axe production in Southeast Europe.

Trying to quantify use wear, Lerner (Ontario) approached his 
material and his data from many di! erent angles, assuming that 
another way of presenting the data would make them more quan-
ti� able and comparable. Massaud (Caïro) showed 3D computer 
models of ancient Egyptian architecture, of which unfortunately 
nothing has been put to test in reality. Masriera & Morer (Ca-
lafell, Catalonia) discussed Mediterranean Iron Age architecture 
– a study they had taken up when the roofs of their archaeologi-
cal open air museum needed to be replaced. � is involved the 
use of North African ethnographic experience. Paardekooper 
(Eindhoven) presented thoughts about international coopera-
tion to prevent each experimentalist from reinventing the wheel. 
Schenck (Oslo) � nally presented a tough but useful theoretic dis-
course on hermeneutics, the hypothetico-deductive-nomological 
method and the “gymnastic” split experimentalists make when 
using ‘hard’ science experimental methodologies on the one hand 
and the “so� ” human science of archaeology. True, people were 
and are not static, many experiments are not repeated or even re-
peatable – where does that leave us?

In the discussion, Bradley (Exeter) expressed, like elsewhere 
before, that experimentalists shouldn’t worry about semantics 
anymore although they should remain self critical. Experimen-
tal archaeology becomes more embodied within larger research. 
Other participants raised the issue of experimental archaeology 
being di#  cult to be recognised by generic archaeology – here 
the participants clearly were divided: some experienced this 
daily while some others had never thought about it.

Sunday, the participants visited the Scottish Crannog Centre 
(www.crannog.co.uk) at Loch Tay. Not only was this visit impor-
tant to balance experiment & experience, theory & practice (the 
Transylvanian lady demonstrated textile working side by side 
with a Scottish specialist) it also prove to be an excellent place 
to digest by discussion the many presentations of the previous 
day.

Most probably, there will be again an Autumn experimental 
conference in the British Isles in 2009.


