 
	This critical review will discuss two pieces of academic writing. The first is an article by Michael Hoskin and the second is a chapter of a book by Fabio Silva. Both focus on Neolithic Iberian Megalithic archaeology. The article to be first reviewed is the 'Studies in Iberian Archaeoastronomy (5) Orientations of Megalithic Tombs of Northern and Western Iberia' by Michael Hoskin. The article was published in the journal of Archaeoastronomy, number 23, in 1998. Due to its scientific content, the article is primarily aimed at scholars and students of archaeology, cosmology and archaeoastronomy. 
 The second review will be of Fabio Silva's chapter entitled 'The View from Within: a 'time-space-action' approach to Megalithism in Central Portugal' published in Skyscapes: The Role and Importance of the Sky in Archaeology' which was edited by Fabio Silva and Nick Campion in 2015 and published by Oxbow Books. Silva's chapter, whilst also aimed at scholars and students, it was also written for a general public audience.

	In the first part of his article, Hoskins provides a brief description of the Iberian peninsula, highlights previous research carried out in said area and then states clearly that the research conducted and published in this paper was done 'in most of the remaining regions of the peninsula where megalithic tombs are plentiful' thus narrowing for the reader the area that this paper relates to.[footnoteRef:1] A simple map showing the area in full as well as highlighting the areas where the previous research had been centred and showing where the current research had been carried out is also included.[footnoteRef:2] The map allows the reader to familiarise themselves with the area, visually, and also to highlight research already conducted in the area both of which are invaluable to any student or scholar carrying out research on the subject matter. Hoskin has also provided information on the tools used in the research conducted, the type of measurements taken and how the results obtained were calculated.[footnoteRef:3] Thus allowing the reader or researcher to know the margin of error in the data provided. [1:  Hoskins, 1998: S39]  [2:  Hoskins, 1998: S40]  [3:  Hoskin, 1998: S40] 

The article does not provide any new interpretation of the data collected. The results are placed into the convention of orientation which shows that, of the ones measured, the megalithic 'tombs faced the eastern half of the horizon' and that 'nearly all tombs faced directions in which the sun rose at some time of the year.'[footnoteRef:4] The remainder of the article is split into the regions where the research was carried out. Each section is labelled with a letter that relates back to the original map and provides background on that specific area, a table of data showing all the measurements taken, a drawing showing the orientations of the dolmens and a short conclusion of the data obtained.[footnoteRef:5]    [4:  Hoskin, 1998: S41]  [5:  Hoskin, 1998: S41-S48] 

This is an article that provides large amounts of data. However, it does not provide a context for the interpretation of the data collected, other than the basic alignment of the megalith's.[footnoteRef:6] This is, by Hoskins' own admission, what the intention of the article is. It is data presented for other 'archaeologists and archaeoastronomers' to use and 'interpret as they see fit.'[footnoteRef:7] However, Hoskin and his team only took one specific measurement of alignment at each site. As Silva rightly points out, this does not mean that this orientation alignment was the true 'orientation as perceived by its builders' and further measurements should have been taken at each site for a more comprehensive data set.[footnoteRef:8]  [6:  Hoskin, 1998: S40-S41 and Ruggles, 2015: 361]  [7:  Hoskin, 1998: S41]  [8:  Silva, 2014: 26] 

The main critique of the article would be that Hoskin interchanges the term dolmen with the term tomb without providing any evidence that the structures surveyed contained any human remains. The terminology used is due to 'the default assumption of archaeologist's both locally and elsewhere in Atlantic Europe.'[footnoteRef:9]     [9:  Silva, 2015: 134] 


	In the first part of his chapter, Silva describes to the reader what the term dolmen encompasses and how these and other such structures are specifically 'positioned in relation to their landscape.'[footnoteRef:10] By making this point at the beginning of the chapter, Silva is pointing out to the reader the direction in which this chapter will be heading. He also states that he will be using the 'time-space-action model' which is a 'generic term for the expression of particular ways of seeing the world.'[footnoteRef:11] It is also what is known as a phenomenological approach to the research.[footnoteRef:12]  [10:  Silva, 2015: 120-121]  [11:  Silva, 2015: 121 and Darvill, 1999: 104]  [12:  Tilley, 1994: 11 - 12] 

A large section of the chapter is devoted to the history of the region and its transition from the Mesolithic into the Neolithic providing evidence of depositions and usage of the area. Silva, rather than just regurgitating theories previously put forward, also adds his own theories in relation to the evidence supplied.[footnoteRef:13]  [13:  Silva, 2015: 122] 

In his chapter, Silva refers to the work carried out by Hoskin and states that the 'generalized solar interpretation' that Hoskin used to explain the orientations of the dolmen's could not be applied to the 'outlier' sites and it was for this reason that he decided to carry out 'a more comprehensive survey of the region.'[footnoteRef:14] The survey re-examined dolmen's both measured and those not measured by Hoskin. The measurements taken for what Silva labelled  the 'window of visibility' of the dolmen is defined as 'the maximum extent of the horizon which, given the dolmen's corridor and entrance geometry, can be seen from the chamber.'[footnoteRef:15] By carrying out two additional measurements for this ‘window, Silva is adding to the data previously collected and allowing, through this additional data, further interpretations of the uses of the dolmens to be carried out. [14:  Silva, 2015: 123 - 124]  [15:  Silva, 2015: 124] 

Silva's chapter focus' on the specific landscape of the Serra da Esrela region and believes that the mountain range 'acted as a foresight' for important astronomical events that may have taken place in this area.[footnoteRef:16] From the measurements carried out, Silva concludes that it is the star Aldebaran that would have been 'visible from within all corridor dolmens' and that it's rising would be the marker for the inhabitants of the region to know it was time to move their settlements to higher ground, since they were seasonal hunter-gatherers.[footnoteRef:17] [16:  Silva, 2015: 130]  [17:  Silva, 2015: 131] 

Silva provides extremely detailed context to all of the evidence that he uses in his chapter, even providing more than one hypothesis for a specific set of data.[footnoteRef:18] This shows the reader that the information provided to them is well researched and not biased towards one specific theory.  [18:  Silva, 2015: 133, 134] 

As it is believed that dolmen's are tombs for the dead, Silva includes this theory in his chapter.[footnoteRef:19] However, he is quick to point out to his readership that evidence for the structures being tombs is scarce and this may be attributed to the acidic soil in the region.[footnoteRef:20] Yet Silva, in his final section of the chapter, states that the majority of the evidence found in the dolmen’s was in the forecourt area and that this points towards ceremonies taking place at the structures, most likely for initiation purposes.[footnoteRef:21] In the conclusion of the chapter, Silva who has presented his readers with numerous hypothesis' so far, states that he believes that the dolmen's themselves were built for more than one use and that they were 'the very materialization of liminality' considering their location, their alignments and their uses.                 [19:  Silva, 2015: 134]  [20:  Silva, 2015: 134]  [21:  Silva, 2015: 134 - 135] 

 
The two works which have been reviewed could not be more different in content. Hoskin's article was one that was data driven and primarily was written to provide a platform in which to present all the data that he and his team had collected. The article does was it was originally set out to do, albeit in a restricted fashion due to the terminology used and only one specific measurement being taken at each site. Yet Silva's chapter, whilst it does contain some scientific data, it is not data led and includes hypothesis and context to explain the data and evidence provided. Silva's article was harder to critique than Hoskin's since it contained large numbers of hypothesis' and lots of contextual evidence to back up the theories presented. Neither author's presentation of their data was right or wrong, it is just completely different. 
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