Ancestors, Death and Burial
Summary: What Have We Learnt?

I would like you to discuss what we have covered in Ancestors, Death and Burial over the past three weeks, focusing not just on the individual case studies and theoretical approaches but also thinking reflexively about what you have learned about the complex social, political, ideological and political interactions between the living and the dead.
1. Has your understanding or perception of death been altered by this module? If so, in what ways? Has this been a positive experience? How have the practical workshops helped inform your understanding?
2. Summarise the key aspects of funerary practices that we have met throughout the module. Are there significant similarities and differences in the ways in which people through the East Mediterranean negotiated and experienced death?
3. What are the over-riding narratives used by archaeologists to explore/explain these practices? How useful, convincing are these narratives?
4. Rites of passage: how useful is this specific approach for making sense of the practices you have read about? What about Hertz’s discussion of the physical transformation of the body?
5. Ucko (1969) and Whitley (2002) both provide robust critiques of archaeological approaches to death and burial. How useful are these? Should they provide a benchmark for archaeological studies?
6. Which articles stand out to you (individually):
a. for being particularly useful, provocative or challenging?
b. for being overly simplistic, unthinking, simply repetitive of unchallenged ideas?
Make a robust case for each!
