This essay is a critical review of the article ‘Between Roundhouse and Villa: Assessing Perinatal and Infant Burials from Piddington, Northamptonshire’ by Claire M. Thompson (Britannia vol. 48, published by the Society for the Promotion of Roman Studies). In it, I shall summarise, criticise, analyse, and engage with the scholarly debate surrounding the article itself, its arguments, themes, and conclusions, concluding with an overall evaluation of its merits and weaknesses. 
[bookmark: _Int_dOBRcuLl]The principal argument of the article is that while evidence of perinatal and infant remains in Iron Age and Romano-British domestic sites (a historically neglected subject) is receiving increasing attention from a “range of disciplines,”[footnoteRef:30429] this attention has been concentrated largely on what the data gathered A) indicates about “the funerary and social contexts of these burials”[footnoteRef:16843] while B) what skeletal analysis has been performed has “often [been] concentrated on biological age and sex determination in support of theories of deliberate death and disposal”[footnoteRef:32692]. Thompson states that the purpose of the article is to broaden the field by promoting a more balanced and clinical approach to the subject - “This research aims to highlight the value of palaeopathological evidence, in conjunction with funerary and other contextual evidence, when interpreting perinatal and infant remains from archaeological contexts”[footnoteRef:21840] .  [30429:  (Thompson, 2017, p.195)
]  [16843:  (Thompson, 2017, p. 196)]  [32692:   (Thompson, 2017, p. 
196)]  [21840:  (Thompson, 2017, p. 196)] 

Rather, she argues for the study of perinatal and infant remains as a useful source of data on the “the complex ways morbidity, mortality and lifestyle factors within past communities affected these perinatal and infant individuals”[footnoteRef:14797] rather than regarding them as sources for theories supportive of the practice of infanticide in Iron Age/Romano-British societies. Thompson, rejecting the ‘dominant’ discourse in favour of infanticide as a common practise, states that “It can be suggested that there is no indication of deliberate killing, thoughtless disposal or lack of care surrounding these burials. These individuals instead died weakened and ill, nothing more than the unlucky victims of chronic suffering”[footnoteRef:24648].  [14797:  (Thompson, 2017, p. 196)]  [24648:  (Thompson, 2017, p. 216)] 

Much of Thompson’s thesis is rooted in the existence of an academic consensus favouring theories supporting the practise of infanticide in Iron Age and Romano-British societies (“in support of theories of deliberate death and disposal,” as quoted above). Engagement with the scholarly debate surrounding the topic shows that while a predisposition to the subject exists, it is not unnuanced. For example, while Mays and Eyers’ ‘Perinatal infant death at the Roman villa site at Hambleden, Buckinghamshire, England’ is grounded in the discourse of infanticide and concludes in favour of assumptions of such at the site of the authors (“The results of the current work support the interpretation made by the excavator (Cocks, 1921) that the Hambleden infant burials provide evidence for infanticide”[footnoteRef:24210]).  [24210:  (2011, p. 1937)] 

[bookmark: _Int_zZP4fGQb][bookmark: _Int_CZBkXvZB][bookmark: _Int_RKdMj2Kb]However, Millett and Gowland‘s Infant and Child Burial Rites in Roman Britain: a Study from East Yorkshire’ - itself cited by Thompson - reaches similar conclusions - “A different explanation for the widespread occurrence of infant burials lies in the likelihood of high infant mortality in Roman Britain and, especially, a peak in deaths around the time of birth. Natural infant mortality statistics demonstrate that this pattern is the norm...”[footnoteRef:31013]. If compared with these two papers, Thompson’s scepticism towards such a consensus is the majority view. While Thompson is the only of the three to display photographs of and point out formations on and flaws in the perinatal bones via captioning of these photographs, her use of graphs and skeletal analyses is practiced by both of her fellows, suggesting that this is a difference of style rather than substance. Though this is a small sample size, it suggests that academic discourse on the subject is less rigid than Thompson suggests. [31013:  (2015, p. 187)] 

[bookmark: _Int_UeUQ53d4]As the piece is primarily a piece of archaeological research, Thompson’s primary source is the Roman villa and Iron Age sites at Piddington. Beyond that, her bibliography is several pages long[footnoteRef:31225], and rarely references any one academic more than once. Notably, the greatest exception to this rule – Rebecca L. Gowland, having contributed five of the entries of Thompson’s bibliography, one of which being cited by myself as part of the scholarly debate surrounding the subject – is also thanked in the Acknowledgements section of the article using a diminutive of her name, and credited for providing advice in the refinement of the article (“I wish to thank Dr Becky Gowland and Professor Charlotte Roberts for their guidance and constructive comments on an earlier version of this article...”[footnoteRef:18324]). While the provision of assistance on the part of Dr. Gowland is admirable, the singularly common referencing of her work on the part of Thompson – coupled with Gowland’s assistance on the ”earlier version” of it – implicitly lessens the article’s objectivity, and suggests a promotion of Gowland’s conclusions at the expense of independent research. [31225:  (Thompson, 2017, p. 216-219)]  [18324:  (Thompson, 2017, p. 217)] 

In and of itself, the article is well composed and persuasive. Thompson, having argued for a more detached and empirical approach to the subject of perinatal and infant remains in Romano-British and Iron Age contexts, is effective in conveying such to the reader. She makes consistent use of graphs, analyses, and other diagrams as visual aids, and seldom makes a point without citing another article or research to back it up. Her work is marked by conciseness throughout, and, as such, it is difficult for a reader not to emerge with an impression of a research as uniquely scientific as she claims her approach to be. 
[bookmark: _Int_inDdWVns]However, this impression is not viable the face of sustained comparison to other such pieces. Skeletal analysis, visual aids, and even her ostensibly new form of empirical argument – all are found in either or both of Mays and Eyers’ and Milett and Gowland’s articles, and conspicuously similar conclusions to the latter are hard to ignore. As such, when the reviewer factors in the devaluation of objectivity implicit to Gowland’s influence on the piece, as well as the comparative uncertainty and doubt comparison to other pieces and in particular Gowland’s work casts the piece’s central theses in, it becomes difficult to reach any other conclusion than that the flaws of Thompson’s article outweigh its merits.
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