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Editorial 
 
 
Dear EAA members, dear European Archaeologists, 
of course you would expect The European Archaeologist to be as European as possible. 
However, this issue of TEA is so European that it surprises even me. The Debate section in 
particular sees poignant statements that reveal a deep concern with Europe and its 
archaeology. Martin Rundkvist bluntly states: ‘The thinking habits of North-western and 
Eastern European archaeologists are very different’. Is this true, despite the fact that the EAA 
for almost twenty years provides a forum for exchanging new data and communicating 
existing paradigms, and that also a number of conferences have debated ‘Archaeologies 
East – Archaeologies West’? Rundkvist claims that much of archaeology in Eastern Europe 
is following the essentialist paradigm many ‘Westerners’ have abandoned due to the critical 
post-processual or generally theoretical debates. Is there a new East-West split in 
archaeological thought? 
The Conference Report on a meeting in Russia that brought together young archaeologists 
from Eastern Europe may add fuel to the fire. It claims the unity of the former Soviet states, 
now loosely connected in the ‘Commonwealth of Independent States’ (CIS), and the author 
Vlasta E. Rodinkova expresses the wish that such a conference should ‘form a common 
scientific and partly ideological field’ for young CIS archaeologists. Obviously there is more 
than one European archaeology, and we should be aware of different traditions and trends, 
beyond the Western critical approaches. 
Also Felipe Criado-Boado in his Debate paper emphasises this way of critical thinking. He 
reminds us that the critical debates that we, i.e. Western archaeology, intensified in the last 
two or three decades enable us to be more self-aware and reflexive than traditional 
archaeology was: archaeology ‘has never had the ability to be so transparent, or to be so un-
naïve’ as it has today, he says. And he reminds us that archaeology has started to play new, 
non-nationalist roles: ‘from the 1990s onwards it became part of a project for a new Europe 
conceived as a hyper-nation. At the same time, it was part of a cultural critique to open the 
way for emancipatory demands, including the construction of a post-nationalist Europe’. 
However, Criado-Boado sees a pressing need to reconsider the construction of Europe and 
archaeology’s role due to the heavy crisis, which is not only a financial crisis. 
Another conference, one dealing with two very particular types of monuments, is also able to 
reveal different attitudes towards ‘Europe’. While Sardinian Nuraghi and Scottish Brochs are 
juxtaposed in Brian Smith’s Conference Report, it becomes clear that we can compare 
different European regions and histories without writing a ‘Europeanist’ history that deems 
apparently similar phenomena such as Metal Age stone buildings as an example of 
‘European’ ‘unity in diversity.’ Rather, the conference obviously is an example how to write 
histories of Europe (rather than European history) through diversity. 
However, even the concept of diversity is not an easy solution. Would we include the 
Ottoman Empire as a component of ‘Medieval Europe’, or would we consider the Balkans to 
be beyond ‘Europe’? These are questions posed and discussed during a session at this 
year’s EAA meeting in Helsinki – see the Session Report by Søren Sindbæk and Sam 
Nixon. 
Other topics that re-emerge every now and then are metal-detecting and how to turn it into a 
somehow useful practice as well as the engagement with voluntary and hobbyist uses of 
heritage (Suzie Thomas’ conference report), publishing in archaeology (Report by Emese 
Sarkadi Nagy, Debate paper by C. Stephen Briggs, and Session Report by Robin Skeates 
and Estella Weiss Krejci). And this issue contains a remarkable number of Session Reports 
and Announcements concerned with our heritage under water (s. Riikka Alvik and Elena 
Pranckenaite; Björn Nilsson; SPLASHCOS conference announcement). 
Finally, let me remind you that the 2013 EAA Meeting will take place from 4 – 8 September in 
Pilsen. The deadline for session proposals is 15 November! The Deadline for articles and 
announcements for the TEA 39 summer issue is 15 April 2013. Looking forward to hearing 
from you!        Alexander Gramsch 
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Debate 
 

A Post-European Association of Archaeologists? 
 

Felipe Criado-Boado, Institute of Heritage Sciences (Incipit), Spanish National Research 
Council (CSIC), Santiago de Compostela, Spain (felipe.criado-boado@incipit.csic.es)  

 
In this title I have chosen to use the prefix “post” in its two generally accepted meanings: as a 
criticism and as an alternative. Therefore, the intention of the title is twofold. On the one 
hand, it is a way of suggesting that if we do not react soon in Europe, we will have to start 
thinking about a new Europe that will no longer be the one we know. This is a Threat that 
affects us all, including the EAA. On the other hand, it is a way of suggesting that we should 
perhaps start to think in the future using ways of thinking and ideas that are different from 
those we have used up to now; I am not sure whether this is an Opportunity or a Weakness, 
but in any event, strengthening European integration against the backdrop of the current 
context is a challenge of interest to us all, including the EAA. 
The creation of the EAA was an epiphenomenon that came about as a result of the wider 
process of constructing post-Cold War Europe. The generation that founded the EAA 
between 1993 and 1997, especially its former president, Kristian Kristiansen, saw very 
clearly that the European Union also required an integration of strategies in science and 
heritage, and therefore in archaeology; and vice versa. For this generation, the SAA or AAA 
were not only model organizations in terms of their quality and capacity, but also for 
channelling archaeological thought, practices and projects at a federal level. I remember that 
Kristian Kristiansen, at the end of the first meeting of the EAA, held in Santiago de 
Compostela (Spain) in September 1995, told me with a mixture of satisfaction, realism and 
responsibility: “We are making history”. He was right. 
The problem is that this history has become warped. The project for greater integration at the 
European level has lost its way in the new Minotaur labyrinth that connects the Bundesbank 
with the City of London. The last ten years have shown right the hypercriticisms made by 
those denouncing that the common Euro would foster a mercantile Europe, instead of a 
social Europe, a Europe with the focus on its citizens or social aspects. It is true that over the 
last 30 years the European project has been a scenario for an interplay of different interests. 
Without admitting a certain degree of cynicism (looking after your own interests within an 
European collaborative rethoric), there was no way for play on the European environment: 
naivety faired badly on the European markets. But initially, the game had very different rules: 
regionalization, cooperation, solidarity, balance, and interaction. Today the focus is purely on 
selfish interests. Today Europeanism is at its lowest ebb; a vast majority believe that if their 
problems cannot be solved in Europe, then Europe is not the solution, but instead the 
problem. Dissatisfaction with European pragmatism and with the surrendering of 
governments in the face of the final transformation of capitalism (as today we are not only 
lacking social democracy, but even at least the difference between Renanian and 
Manchesterian capitalism) has reached the point where support for nationalist and local 
movements has appeared throughout the whole of Europe. The People’s Europe is turning 
its back on Europe. 
All of this is occurring against the backdrop of the current economic crisis. But it is not the 
crisis; the crisis is this. Often it leaves you wanting to shout (rephrasing the unofficial slogan 
from Bill Clinton’s campaign): “it is not the economy, stupid!” We fix our eyes on the current 
crisis and forget about who has been responsible for it and who will benefit from it. The 
problem is not only the crisis, but the neo-conservative manner in which it is being handled. 
This means that we are suffering from the “Great R”, where the “R” can either stand for 
Recession or Robbery. The crisis is an excuse to operate a systematic transfer of income 
from the middle and working classes to the financial powers that be, and in the process to 
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rewrite our history at European, national and regional level of the last 30 or 40 years 
(something which has become very clear at this particular moment in time in Spain). 
Operating as a tremendous disguise for all of this, the countries of southern Europe are 
being victimised. Once upon a time we were in fashion. At one time the young European 
democracies, together with the dynamism of our young demographics, were looked upon 
warmly and appreciated, a reference point and welcome partner for all of Europe. Today a 
veil of collective suspicion has fallen over us, which is resulting in a crisis of self-esteem and 
pessimism (and there is no harm in the rest of Europe being aware of this) which, together 
with the loss of opportunities, is further reducing our ability to respond to the crisis.  
However, the population is not to blame for fact that our oligarchies have latched on to (or 
accepted, because really the Greek, Portuguese or Spanish oligarchies have not even been 
creators, but merely followers) the neoliberal strategies of all of the European oligarchies. We 
are accused of being wasteful; if we put to one side the fact that this is the fault of our 
bankers, this accusation is intended to serve as a narrative to legitimise a monumental 
process to sequester the savings of the middle and working classes of southern Europe, 
redirecting them to the financial systems of the north. The IMF used a similar policy for years 
with the debt of the emerging nations, ... with the result that it took them 25 years longer to 
emerge. When you talk to “normal” people from any European country (and not just the 
Spanish, Italians, Portuguese or Greeks), you realize that the process is general throughout 
all of Europe, and not just limited to a transfer of income from the south to the north (due to 
the high rates of country risk for southern Europe and other financial mechanisms), but that 
instead it is affecting the middle classes in all of our countries. 
Here we find another rationale for the current crisis. It is true that this has partly been due to 
the globalisation and appearance of new players such as China, India and Brazil. However, 
there is a political and ideological crisis underlying all of this that has much to do with the 
rationality of Europe and historic debts we do not want to admit. The actual impoverishment 
of the Western World is partly a result of the impossibility to uphold the historical injustice 
(which served as the foundations for Europe’s development from the 15th century until the 
1980s) of increasing the wealth of the West by expropriating the wealth of others. 
However, this comment is not about international policy, and even less so about the crisis. 
This comment just asks about what the EAA is going to do (like any other player on the 
European stage) in order to critically and positively rethink Europe. 
I can only put this challenge into words as a question, because I no longer know the answer. 
But I do know that for a time, the EAA was a Strength that served to construct a European 
archaeology, in Europe. Can it or should it continue to be one? Under what conditions, and in 
what way? The answer has to be collective. Either we reinvent Europe, or we will be left with 
a Post-Europe (in a critical sense), understood as a continent in which the promising 
“European” values of progress, welfare, liberty, tolerance, respect for cultures, promotion of 
the individual and development of the communities, will be merely a reminiscence of an 
episodic (not structural) moment of Europe history (ca. 1950- 2005) that vanished in financial 
crisis. Faced with this dilemma, what role can archaeology and the EAA play? 
This question calls for a reflection on the meaning of “crisis” as a questioning of Western 
hegemony, the struggle for the distribution of economic power in the coming years, the 
present transformation of capitalism in this transmodern context, and the historical role of the 
European welfare state: is Europe still a reference for the rest of the world, or is it an episodic 
itinerary of cultural evolution that was attempted at a given historical moment, and which will 
turn out not to be the main route, but instead an abandoned secondary route? There are a 
large number of powers interested in convincing us that the European welfare model is not 
an example, but instead an anachronism. The battle is now between liberal capitalism with its 
human, European face, and the capitalism without political and democratic liberties from 
outside of Europe that serves to heighten inequality and insecurity. A few months ago in 
Madrid, Lula da Silva, former president of Brazil, said: “You Europeans must protect your 
socio-economic model by any means possible. The European welfare state is part of the 
world’s heritage.” The dilemma is very clear: if this model fails, it will be bad news for most of 
humanity; but the model itself has problems in terms of its sustainability that call its viability 
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into question. In any event, the declaration by Lula still has specific implications for all of us 
who are specialists in the field of heritage!  
The battle looming on the horizon will not be easy. But our best ammunition is the high 
degree of self-awareness we have achieved as a result of the Cultural Turn of the 1980s and 
1990s, and the real increase in reflexivity that is now available to us. Our civilization has 
never been as self-aware, nor as hypercritical, nor as reflexive as it is today; it never had the 
ability to discover all of the multiple facets of all of the different practices, to elucidate all of 
the different aspects of everything we do; it has never had the ability to be so transparent, or 
to be so un-naïve. 
This self-awareness teaches us that in the European arena, archaeology has played and is 
still capable of playing three traditional roles, together with two new roles. Having comprised 
a fundamental cornerstone of modern national construction in Europe, from the 1990s 
onwards it became part of a project for a new Europe conceived as a hyper-nation. At the 
same time, it was part of a cultural critique to open the way for emancipatory demands, 
including the construction of a post-nationalist Europe. However, archaeology now also 
operates in a neo-nationalist scenario partially fed by a widely extended sense of failure of 
the European project. In the meantime, archaeology performs now an active function in 
public science, to engage archaeological knowledge with social and community claims. How 
will the EAA criticise or promote these different ways of perceiving archaeological practice? 
 
Coda: In being situationists, by the moment we should set this comment apart from the 
critical consideration of whether this downfall of Europe was in fact already embedded in the 
very idea and historical practice of Europe. At the end of the day, the current European crisis 
is a result of applying to our societies the type of exploitation-based relationships we applied 
to others for long periods of time. Therefore we would have to invent a Post-Europe as a 
means of liberation, as an alternative. 
 
 
  


