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Day 1: Friday February 24th 

16:00-16:15 Conference opening 

16:15-16:35 Vladimir Stissi 

Diagnosing the (un)diagnostic: using sherd catalogues 

as a source of interpretation 

Interpreting 

survey pottery 

16:35-16:55 Kristina Winther-Jacobsen 

Sampling, recording, interpretation and publication, 

why is it so complicated? 

16:55- 17:15 Jesús García Sánchez 

Statistical distances on a map (STADION): A method 

to explore intra-site variability of pottery assemblages 

17:15-17:45 Session Discussion 

17:45-18:15 Coffee break 

18:15-18:35 Christian F. Cloke, Alex R. Knodell, Sylvian Fachard, 
Kalliopi Papangeli 
Diagnostic Visibility and Problems of Quantification in 

Survey Assemblages: Examples from the Mazi 

Archaeological Project (Northwest Attica) 
Diagnosticity 

and 

Classification 
18:35-18:55 Tymon de Haas & Gijs Tol 

From dating sites to reconstructing socio-economic 

histories: Developments in the interpretation of 

surface ceramics within the Pontine Region Project 

18:55-19:15 Session Discussion 

19:15-19:30 Break 

19:30-20:15 Keynote lecture: Todd Whitelaw 

Reconciling objectives and methods in the collection 

and analysis of surface survey ceramics in Greek 

surveys 

KEYNOTE 

20:15-20:30 Discussion 

20:30-21:30 Drinks 

21:30 Conference dinner 

  



 

Day 2: Saturday February 25th 
10:00-10:20 Ayla Krijnen, Jitte Waagen & Jill Hilditch 

Survey, ceramics and statistics: the potential for 
technological traits as chronological markers 

Fabrics and 
technology 

10:20-10:40 Margarita Nazou, Joanne Murphy, Natalie Abell and 
John Wallrodt 
Down to the details: the pottery recording 
methodology from the Kea Archaeological Research 
Survey 

10:40-11:00 Francesca Ippolito & Peter A. J. Attema 

The potential of impasto pottery studies for 
understanding regional settlement dynamics and 
cultural connectivity in Bronze Age landscapes in Italy 

11:00-11:30 Session Discussion 

11:30-12:00 Coffee break 
12:00-12:20 Anna Meens 

A buried landscape and a landscape of the buried: 
Considering rural burial sites in survey 

Interpreting 
rural sites 

12:20-12:40 Marleen Termeer 
Creating a differentiated colonial landscape: 
variability in black gloss pottery around the colony of 
Aesernia (Central Italy) 

12:40-13:00 Dimitri van Limbergen, Devi Taelman & Frank 
Vermeulen 
Time matters. Or how to extract diachronic 
patterning from field survey data and reconstruct 
rural history in the lower Potenza valley (central Italy) 

13:00-13:30 Session Discussion 
13:30-14:30 Lunch break 

14:30-14:50 Corien Wiersma 
The Ayios Vasilios Survey Project: Sampling a 
prehistoric ‘urban’ settlement 

Urban survey 

14:50-15:10 Dean Peeters, Philip Bes & Jeroen Poblome 
A case in point. The Late Hellenistic to Late Roman 
pottery from extra-mural Tanagra: methodology, 
chronology and function 

15:10-15:30 Conor Trainor & Peter Stone 
Tales of Two Cities: Urban Surveys of the Hellenistic 
and Roman Cities of Sikyon and Knossos 

15:30- 16:00 Session discussion 

16:00-17:00 Final Discussion (lead by John Bintliff) DISCUSSION 

17:00 Closing remarks 

  



 

 

 

 
 
The Netherlands Institute in Athens presents: 
 
 
 

Reconciling objectives and methods in the collection and analysis of 
surface survey ceramics in Greek surveys 
Todd Whitelaw (UCL Institute of Archaeology, London) 

 
In the early to mid-1980s, there was 
considerable discussion and debate 
about  field collection strategies in Greek 
surveys, but there was little follow-on 
discussion of approaches to data analysis 
or interpretation, after those surveys 
completed their fieldwork.  These 
projects were published in disparate 
ways, which makes analytical and 
interpretative comparisons difficult, and 
there has been little subsequent critical 
appraisal, to assess how effective the 
collection, analytical and interpretive 
approaches have been, in the light of the insights and limitations of the 
interpretations produced. In consequence, much fieldwork since the 80s 
continues to use these largely unassessed 1980s fieldwork protocols.  Are 
they adequate, particularly as our questions have become more detailed 
and subtle?  The limited publication of post-80s Greek surveys has not 
helped to encourage any critical appraisal.  In this paper, I will draw on over 
30 years of survey design and analysis, to consider how we might better link 
our objectives and methods in Greek survey (an alternative title might have 
been 'do as I say, not as I've done'). Survey has become a standard 
investigative strategy, but critical assessment is essential, to reconcile the 
methods used at all stages in data collection, analysis and interpretation, 
with the developing objectives of such research. 

 
A lecture at the Danish Institute at Athens, Herefondos 14, Plaka 
Friday February 24th 19:30 

 

 


