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The archacologmical engagement with "landscapes of movement” is beset with some fundamental
gruities. The conundrum presented by the reliance on the use of static, material signatures 1o
ent the active passage of agencies in/through space in the past, further compounded by the
ons of our heuristic devices (transects, sites), restricts the atternpts to understand and appreciate
mics of events at a site over time: Understandably. there 15 a tendency to emphasize certain
d places; and significant points in a terrain may be marked in special ways—by painting.
troglyphs, oreven by the creation of monuments—but this does not happen everywhere.

S

While the direct comelation of organization of material space as a reflection of social organization
more or less debunked: archaeological practice continues to take for pranted that the material
ent of humun behavior does have pattemn in itsiawn right. At the heant of this luys the issue of
onship between social action and space and time. As all action must be located in space and
same point in time and since human action is inextricably attached lo meaning, it must also

w that meaning engages with space and time, as is most apparent in rituals. (Fletcher 2006: 110-

Therefore, landscapes, and the monuments which they contain, are symbolic and meaningful.
der 1o understand a landscape 1t Is necessary first to understand people’s attitudes, meanings,
es. If people ‘encode’ their ideas about the landseape according to a given cultural code/limit,
nding these ideas implies a process of *decoding’. Thus, the idea of space is one concept
closely linked o the conceptualization of landscape. (Ashmore and Knapp 1999) An increasingly
approach to landscape archasology in recent years is quite understandably the phenomennlogical
\where individual experience and the perceéption of landscapes has been central (See, Bradley
ey 1994, 2004); the common factor within all these studies of landscape is that they relate
inrelation to landscape, and how monuments are perceived “today” in the present landscape.
nts, like other artifacts, lead people to eresdte a past through active remembranees within the
ext in which they live.

& Morcover the increasing significance of the social meaning of space as ‘places” also mean that

toneglected sites fike caves, wouds, rivers, and springs or even physically empty places which
ply classified as ‘natural” places are being increasingly probed and analyzed. Skirting therefore
intragtable issue of defining landscape. Ashmore and Knapp, maintains that it is essentially
inwhich and through which memory, identity. social order and transformation are constructed,
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