Fyyﬁﬂv&-?—#imyéj
D4R 1 1980 DL D17

® B

I. U » &

HORARBEE L7, ¥4~ (Kidder) HEEOREEREROMERICK L, Hid bigdidh
PO, BEIBEmMOVAALZ —« T4 5 —(Walter Taylor) THotz, HDEHE “A Study
of Archaeology” (1948) = T?hﬁ_ﬂ i, BkREEEFRLFELETD [2a—oT7~rdnry
~ | DEEAHAYTFRLELELDOTHD L bbb T35, Lmbr47~ﬁ%mﬁhtrﬂﬁ%Jf
WEHoTh [7 4 —A Ko 70— Thhotlodd, HBHWIRAMBEDIDL, BZHIX
HEOBET L, HOER @F%ﬁjkﬁk%+£$@ﬁﬂ#~%fﬁot(Tmm%lm9
19—61),

2T, w&@m%5—A®r%ﬁ$®%%%hb%$w4z'6v7x~F(&msmdm®ﬁ
BORELEEERICK & B EYRIT LI “Archacology as anthropology” #F&E L,

e Tt r Y —0RkE Sk, RIXEOLEEM s HTMYBRRE LESBREOMEIC S

FAEIEH 2 v T 2 A P TIBL S WAL, AFE¥ELTOEHRSED FEi Ui (Binford
1962), LISHOBBRICHEY 5 T 1histn BOREHEER TR #~Bbh T %4, & {1970
ORI, FED =Y v e LY 7Y o~ (Colin Renfrew) O LIILEOHT, FHFHL,

AR Y AT AROBAK LD, BEROVAL &AD%&&%GZKL%L (#:2) AEF¥R
BOZBMNTEDL L o7& XE L (Renfrew 1973),

ILHLEDEdi=a—e T —rtr A RO (HE) ABEERHAFENOHGEVARL
WL, HEEOHLAEEEZ=-= YAV F « Y ~F (Edmund Leach) i, ERE#HEDHFD “Con-
cluding address” * T3 BERIOHFT, ORI L [FKD| 21T -7 ZFZTHoFERE L
ONEEHLTARL S, ' ' R '

DE V74— FO [FENE, 3o v =) — LREE OHEEGROEY] L 5% % i,
o EHRFECE > TUL “new” THoTh, &Akﬁ%k%bfmmmﬁﬁk <)) 7 AF~—
(Malinowsky) #33CIEDORTV5EZHTHS,

COEEAERE, <V 7 AF—L0 [HEETHE] b, Vv, = A+ r~—2A (Lévi-Strauss)
5O THEEFEH | /o &I paradigm shift 217 - T 523, BEHEFILZ OBLITEBE DWW T,
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" e 3]

@ NS wonTik, S AEERBEIRECHBE - M THZ L3 TEB TR E, EHE
HIIMHEERL, BAVIEHEDT I o 7y F LAFRTHI ENTER, o TEHEER
EoTHFRE, R T77 027« ®Fy 72 TL2BHY L (Leach 1973),

Pied ELITVERORELBE L, A+HHE-TY —FORDOD - Q% BD, BREHH -
TOEZFARDI LTS, kK, Ghe) ABEABEACIBEANRE > TELIOLL,
1980EMRFEDO S H, BEHFOFIIS—20F LWEHERHTETW3, ThIXEEDOA 7 v »
kv #— (Ian Hodder) & m#21E3% Symbolic and Structural Archaenlogy ¢k %YV, AFEoO
DTFOBHFTE, 20 TovfY 7 e 7—rdro—| o [EH] & MEE) #BYL, oo
+¢%%@%¢ua¢5r_a—-7 rAw Y~ | OBRERTH - THREER] - [30LE

782 (Cultural Ecology) ] % X O M3zfbME#s (Cultural Materxalxsm)_] LoxtrEZ TAHRK
W

H.F—;—-T &*n/ — | O m*ﬁer/+)/a-7 &%n/
o~ DIRE

if@bm,:::+$ﬁ,%@%¢u&?é—;e-7 roAw Y=k TEIHEERITD
WO NFIE e B s, '

74V 4 Fe b=R (David Thomas) OB WLEHFEDOAMEBOFRT, EHY L AESHE
5B & OB R Ui (1979 : 95—135), ' | '

FPMHEF — > v 7 ORI (Keesing 1974) %% H e AFEF B0 5 # P # % ideational appro-
arch & adaptive approarch D_Ok\_jcﬂljbﬁ_o ZLTCHEB R [ TAF7 « vt « EpigEE
ENANHOTE % B5K 5EAx BTk, hEr THM « £ (ORI « AD « B Ea AR
DB RT3 B EABHE] LEHE L, ILRHBITHIE L Th s Cognitive Anthropology,
Structural Anthropology, Symbolic Anthropology 7 & NEHZICEET B ENTEL N ES
H Rt .L “not very”. IR ¥ EHBHIRMER L, —HBEBCEING [SULHEWH |« [EE
ABE ] TUfeEbaR ] B LTk, BREMRMEZRL, &9 bdehimeE - Tk, XEE
HEEOR L LEHE T EDRE THS L ETE > T 5,

L= ATHIGH (adaptive) « MEHZREY (materialistic) 5\ M {TEISERY (bahavioral) 7 7w ~
FRERELEDOBEOREEEY L L TELOREXFRIARVEETHS, ThIE—DRRIIEHLED
FRTEZ2ENOUECTRER DD, 2 DEEFICE T, Hilf « B « £% « SREOHETH
NI D DREFER LT THBHE LBV Z I, Fh &5 BT EEE T O R itk & 258z oL
TREHFLENLBHEEN TH > O IBEETHS D (Trigger 1971), BHFCRT 5 [HE
(SRR | RO HEOREIL, VXY —« kw74 b (Leslie White) 0 [—EaR 222V 7
Ve AF 2 7~ F (Julian .Steward) o /b4 HEZ « %%‘J@'ﬂ:ﬂﬁﬁaj EHEST, ;#—{‘ﬁo)
HEHFEREIASFTEL (Kohl 1981), L
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FTovEY w7 e 7—4dry—| OB 180FERDEHEOFTSH

XC, kUL P RAF 2V~ FOBEHRD LD RN D, ~—Y 4 v e~ ) A (Marvin Har-
ris) 1%, X DAREMAERTHS [LHEwER] 2IBx 5 (1968 : 1980), itz THEE -
W - S CBL X, Bl o RE « BIF - AnD D5 TGS RS (EihREsD
LB (RBEMS) RHERMCHETS (probablilistically  determine) &35 % A= (1980
: 55—56), Fhofiit, EFEBFRY THEEL VETL, THEECI Y, EANEROZEDS
LR X 5T, LM A 7 AT HRTA/ L LR LB EEEALT %, HOEROBEDO—
Dk, —RAAHICR 2 2B ER TEH] RBRODHZEXFH LIS LTHRED S,
izl Ax o aDT AT HEOARYBENSHERL, HORCEKFTHH O, EdafERcUA
DEE - A BB BT AEENSD ED, TRV VDY) <A v T4 T VRELSADBRD
MBI, ADBMERASTAEEN DD E Vol dEE LD LT THS (Harris 1977), BT %
AL BEHC TS EC L o TREIRTWBETHDTHS, '

Y ABRSRORIE LB LT, REEESRE, MR T, EHEET 2 R T
BDEWSBMBLMTETWS LS5 ThH5 L, Cultural Materialism &\ 5 flizEAY, BRI THIK
WHThh, EHFOBUPCHKREIRhS o> TER, (L xilkERbhi\v, American
Antiquity, 41-1: M. Chibnik 3%3C; [47-4: B. J. Price 5%3(o) - | :

Fbretpsn ] MBEHRS, RkEOZLLTS, 2—r, %, ZLTHROEEFEEZEOREICK
XCHBLTELLEEDEVWEETH), LIELEEHEEZERAVNER UWEE “F# 1t
LicEER > T\5, [BUECHN L) UTEERBLT-> Tl &b, THREHZS
B LRSI e Sh T3] W REOTHRIIL, 3l L TMERMEENFELT
w3 X oicBbhb (Kohl 1981),

FRFEINAR RS [HEEF mﬁ&J%F%DiK@% AHECEDTLIVEIORE
bhd, BT T TWOARBENHE L, BRERS T LB EREOET L Vo THE] By
KBTI, & ETRENEOSTHOMRERECHbhTEL THIE] &\ 5 BE,
YALDEREFHATHEE L LTHEDNE 5B, %E@M%m&é@ﬁkbotrﬁ& RS
LT\ 5,

XC2a— o 7= AR —DEERK > TELDIIVI FTHREY 7 4~ FTH-T, #
@ﬁﬁlx*%~@%ﬁﬂﬁ?%ﬁ%&ﬁ%?ﬁﬁf%ta%Kﬁ@lx/-7—#+ﬁnv—®
SR IHENCELLORPE VA, Ry £—b [V VHEY 7 e T—rArr At ] Off
HOBRELCHMN > TWBDIERIDE Y 7 4 — VD TH D, LT TROERADULREDE Y 7 »
— F OB RS 2 T\ BRSOV TE L TR bl |
I, XALRHE> mental template WA B X, LEXAECIEX X 5 & T % “normative
view” It AR D = 2 — e T —r A n U —FHEIRL, IHEHEL, 2—r vy ROHAR
BREBTBAATITvDT7T v 7Y » PRALRBHERERIULRKEDE TR/, HIERE
i ISR O—METHS & Uiz, Lo LHEREYE LIRS LY, SULORHTED X
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I S
ST DIXHENCHET B L, € v 7 5~ FORE LBBRSEERALT LI BIEY KM LT\
B EVHRERILNT EMD, 75 v V7 « Ea ¥ (Francois Borde) &5 DBk U\ HEHI % 5 137,
T & THRIREISRE DX, 26614‘01—%[?5[7\] TOFBIGEM (adaptive strategy) DX, FencE
HICRIEDT v ) » PEBTIERRTIRDIC, =A% 2—0OREREE L, &< CBYRE
ORI BEOBRLIINTR LT %, £\ 5 01k, B REAkciz— > 0B 2 Bbh % i
5THD, 2% WO EREOSE—INE EnEIRE IS FOSE I —BNEER LS L,
Ted B L BEBROFEXL, —AFe—20 % & @ mental template 2 B35 D H Licd O Tidie

Vo TLTEMSREELENTHES HZBIL, =A% —12RE L EEDTEEN: & 2 CRHH LT
5o TR DOEIMAF IR, “HEE” WENFELEL, FRECF->T=AF 2~ 13 NE, 575 E
& » Zfl7e £ 2B 3 % decision-making %, FHP—EOBYOEHICIE LTTRS L5 & T
BB, LIchio T—HERCERINL, W Oh ORI S bh 2 E——MHEO Y O 4 WL
DE—IFEMTe LI F 5 ISR DE X R LT W5, ZOX 5 FEDS Lt 30k © %
EZ (BWOBIARCL > THERIhOIE, LOEYHTHS) RHIEHR (adaptive expe-
dience) DFERTH D, LWHOHARLIFM L L 5> & L (Binford 1978),

A DWED —HOWTE « WML TIX, =AFE—R7, Vo= v Pl Bk s A%

BRI L LTEDBY, L= AFE~BFIET v v a7 VvEIERTBRET D ARZ b A D
k,m@%<®imﬁ%f@ié,—&®£%ﬁ%ﬁibfb6I51%5(&dmdwm,wm
1982), ' : o ’

MLOAT%t,Emm77H—% c fTEEMT 7 v —F, BB ITALARES: « TILMEWER D
RBEGRL, TNTCTRAEVWRLAREERZFRLET S =a— e 7T—rF ey —DRECH T &5
TRBIE . Ry = DHORBTE YV EY o7 e T—brdrdmil, 2a—sT7—4rFr—0
BRI DD Zh b ORI T 5N IR E S, ' \

Fy =1k, HOHFHE L7 Symbolic and Structural Archaeology (1982a) &\ 5 SHzEDEH
DL “Theoretical archaeology: a reactionary view” “CRD L 5 /e BN =0 — o 7 — 4
*r o =2 Ui, '

OFAtDZE R H Y B iy (utilitarian purpose)—& I AEHF—1 T CHIT2DREB I THBY,

OBEMBLAIEOER 2=~ 7 X LR TELSHEBETE L, '

QUESMEBROERAYERT 2520, EAOREANER IR TS,

D= a7 =r+r oA 2 LTS B (cross-cultural) WD L TiL, 4 @324[;0)
2T 7 AL RER LTS O[5 OLO-EH), LB YIE LB i,

O F IE L VANAVORR, ok LEEAER, POER, EAEHRS, @AOroEke o
NDXOIRIEBLZONRTHAED, ThBR—B Le—20HE « TBHOFTHE IhTE e b
W (ET8E 83 —6), ' '
T X MO TRBIIETOER %:@Bﬁ LTV TR OBERL L 2 THTWE 5,
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[ vdY y 2 e 7—brdry—] O 180FEROELHFEDTIT
BT HE LS (2o T—rAro——BELATVWLESS) TRHE &HEEESR
WA LERCHS « BRABEAOBIED 5 — v EH2 50, HiE (structure) (XEMEMY/c/ % — v
ARAARDBIEFTECAD T — FigW LR EEMTRETHS, c0=— Figb LRAN, &
L D BIEERIS L BRT A LTI INE LD TH B, HERNTD2 I 2 =27 — v g v R
BB 5B RHAEY ., PR LTHATSR/ERLOTH S,

MBI 2 — FIC L > TS hicy v A DTH D, v v BEALEBRTHHECRIND
5, ThbbyvEir—20Dt, FICHMKT 51k syntagmatic &, BarDy vy ELOBEERY
RFID > v £ & DK TED 5 FHE paradigmatic D2 THhb, BT HIL A wT 4 —Ln—%
:—@Ehﬁt&i&hédmﬂﬂwwo%EimM%ﬁkéhtﬁﬁwﬂyb&bfmﬁéh%
BRI 2 — VIRECH B 2 — FCER LTEMShRIER LV, S 5icd T TiRlps
HEOESEEDORE, 5\ Rt ERNOER BN, BflE—0Y v Fridiabh
T, vy ALEEKOENR, REFOY Y EANBERINHEHITE Vi, THILME 4D
WA 2 v F 2 A E L DOBEFOHR TR UHDTHLMCI NS,

v v EAEROT N (information flow) ZHRALIEHLDICHEINATNEDOTHY, ¥
v AL DR representation DAEXIAYCIREE DB ML, BRI, Box OB, WEX
(bh 2 2B R DB A (ideological) 7eEMTH » TEHBEORR TN EWSI T LRDDB, vV
B L FOREHEEI ST ARG S v iibh, TOBRTHY, BRRIAZLHELT
W< (1982b), _ . _

bk y £ —BADEFCTH D, KETHELNEGHTAELL > T D0 EH5D, ORI
%Etmbiﬁeﬁﬁ%oﬁmxtvo

FFHAANENFOETH DN D, 25 LTEEXLZTWBDREIRILOBETH D,
SeAbhY AR DS « WIGIC KR WEDTHDE LR BV, L LS « BINIET Tk
[+RT| HBPATERCDLEETHD, e FEERSH YA v F e TV —%EFTEL
DICITIED B & BB O b Te\tosd & 5 THIGK] B HBH, ThTREEHFVOEET
Xt E WO BBICIZE o Tt SOFIN D bbnD X Y i, LI « BIGKET Tk
b%h&mfmmmLﬁﬁéa:l~-7—v¢nyxb%F%ﬂ%&J%D%%%ﬁﬁLTbt
T\, fo & 2 £ % v (Dunnel 1978) %, WEMALOERICIEITE, 2% HIKEHLR
LA RANHERDND D ET B, * LTHBEILOEE D D, TiIK] ©2H=RALTFTE
L LT A, BEGELCHIES & SR THERBER (stochastic) wZL LT, & L7,
Lo L—fREIIE s » T A & 1 AER A BRI RIS EBOIER L TERDLI TRV, b5
oy Be Do TWB ETHIXAZ A LEAEDBR TR, TORRCETHELZERTNE
THHENI T ETHDB,

it%ﬁ%%m%%D%%%E&ﬁ%ﬁ@i5k%§ikm mO%@t&zmH%mtkiD
[Andk s v EIA AT HRBENKEVEELZNBIEN, Fy F—RINELTRRIDBHEY, L5 T
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%" Ik B
LR BD. THHHERMTCHIWEILE 1 LV ) EHEOERLE LV, —LXTE
NEWVWIZ ETHDERDRS, ' ‘

Ry X~ DEFHIPELHBRE VY 4, =2 b v — ROBEEHRBRAOEEL 513 T\ 5, ZH%D
AMBREDE D OB XBRTHESEYE - T3,

By F—DOBRLED ETHI0, EERENRS F CHBIL - MUEOBFLE, 1-&2iEA
BA N EDRBLEDEDOTME D E v ole “IEE” LERCIIEXLBRETRNLS5, BIT5
E SR E LT, —D0 paradigm shift # BRI LT3 L3 kEPh S, '

RE T LEHREL,» S REHPIEL , SHEH LR L TR,

M. BF/: o vAV w2« T—bduy—

<ZE > : :
CRERE YT g~ FREDIREGALEN D, R OBiEEE v v AT 1 SR ER
AL ORI\ R IUEE (isomorphism) 435 % & L, - 3 DRI S N TOA DRI
DERCEBERMT S LE X, oML &, Y - CHERBILAERT 5 TERD
e BFfTichhie (eg King 1978),

LUk y F—~RED LFRR/LEDHRT, <171« €7V v (Michael Pearson) i13e 7 bV
7 AR R OB ORI AP LI D X 5 Iefihihm Lic, O2dl7e S3HEOHLBIFELLF LD
EERBIE Uity QT B 1 74 v —12 UL LIEBE] S ORFEL, L4 mystify
e\~ LIES(L (naturalize) 3%, @ZDbiid, FEHRAER &R - REHIE LHITE 2 HRDH
BTHoH, QESCET~FY « F 4 A A FRRM LT3 X 5 I 2B 0L L, BHROB X/
LWE I, o &b LIEHOENRHTLAL5ThHs (1982),

HIDI 2 TRERT LT, BEOHLBREFHORICIIA FA e —ANETS L, B
O TG LRt THE] LR2TFLL—FK LAy, BEThE 8] 0REC M| ORIt
bhEhitwkwsz b Ths, _

Ew Ay e vy v 7 A (Michael Shanks) &7 Y A 7 5~ ¢ 5 4 U ;4 (Christopher Til-
ley) 12, AMOfi1ci body symbolism 2353 & 0 Ritin s, BMNAEBRRBROEC KT 5 AEE
MALOBBE L I Lico £ LT EMBEDEARDT v 5. v Al LERDR D i\ FE
HOLSIeED, EADKIOHDENSHEL TIARBEEND, < 0o OMEHRIE 4
LtoChB@ﬁ%K%L%%%%ﬁmﬁofb&bﬁ,ﬁ@yyﬁva,t&k@ﬁ%tti
5 LRI TR ORBIAER DK I O metaphor 10785 &4 5 fla s < omBif, + O
ROTHEREE X T 5, £ LT—RRE LT, LWEHTH 2 AROKCIT AL & B
ROFEIESR, FATECKD T LICL > THRRER IR T SHE 2 A TR LT
feofc RS, &5 FREARE LA (1982) (K1), :
<LV r v ERYEREED> |
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[ vl 27 e 7—rFud—] OE  1980FERDEHEDITS

body
D
transformation
A4
skelton selection and
arrangement of bones
nature < —p  culture

1
The somatic triangle (after Shanks and Tilley:Fig.11)

4 —7 (Moore) 37 =7 BT HBLERKEDOEE,LL, BWEETLELS 2 (B TOFBETIR
£, FDHEDS FhrF B LABEr b B> 5L EREE LI, r=70<T /Y ay
P (Marakwet) HREIREREEBEE L TE2, —FEFSEREELED S & XFNRELNEX X
LTHEIRD, b, RELPBROBHT, Kerbis 2 s@35H B0, Tl lEoK
BENROBICET, chbo = { #RESRL (1982),

C OIS ¥ CE L UTERRRER & QBT Lis & D B b -k BIFPFRC O
HHNEHT, FTAFRIELBROEEOEHEORM | L\ IFEXLCHEEY S kATLOTHS,
BT >

WS ONDIHRBFINBH DD, Sy &F—DF 7 v FHABRHROGLZZTHRL S, HIXLEROH
HER AR IR & S B &\ o P BT L, £ LT B B O SOREEBUIC R B BL & 253K L < T
B0k, YR - TEREEFEYELLLES ET3RLALEEEET S, HEAEOHEE
b2 BEOEM, HHPLEeY LAy PRbAR LS ET5 (19820),

1& £ =

EBER > TEHLS - DOXERCHFELYRMOM ALK LS, HHDW5 L AR HF
TSR De2 %, 2 W BEYWORETL HIROBHMTL > v R Y » 7 RERBMELTL
5, LV ORBTLIH LWEBTIRRWS, HEASE I ORIt » TERE « REER* %<
£, EHEFEROFLVHERERAAZATZLVWER S, EHLWEO O LMK LU Tz &
CH BB T & e, £ THETRREEZORTHI L,

299




® O Lz - ;
ﬁ%m~ELfﬁ¢ﬁﬁ,ﬁaumﬁ%ﬁ%k@%%utuf%t<&%wmx.zabrﬁ%
DOHFLNT T AN R BAOREOEMPBEMNTIZEE (BREE 1981, 1982) »nb, RMEFOT — x3HE
&b WPFOITHIRIR & WERIZE R & OB OERICH - T C, BT HARORL (B 1983)
2715 (Goto 1983a) TOWIEET-> T\ b, OB TEEOWRI S ZKHI 1z BIEH
CEIE 7 TR~ F OB ECH o kbl T, &I BoRE Lok Bk o BETIE, 7 — F

(Kirch 1980) ®+ 3 —% & (Jochim 1982) &0 MMM D - & h, Hitb & h
DI B by 0 2 v b A2y, % LTS, HEMBKS O £iME 0= >0 NE
MIDOBIR, HWUECER S BIGEHM ORI X ARE~DORE Lic#ita B8R Lz (Goton.d), &
CRHEASYI TR LY —F0EiRE 5, BRI/WIET) (adaptability) % 5 ZKEFTERTH S
b, x4 HEr T~k norm R FHHE" OHXHTHL, BREWKT 7 AL EEHLD
HICT 2 oo BT B IC TG A HE LIS C R bl Th B, — AT 5, EHEN
large/massive % 1 7 L3 2 EIEERNESHT “BBEH” LW RFLH B, EHEIL LALEEA
ERLWAL, = OWFM, FIBL s FULPCERFI IO~ v R Y 5 7 IR E b2 X 5Tl
2Tk LF i (Goto n. d), SIHIRHEFRA » £~ 6@%%@%&%%01 WA #EfEH O

AR Y R 7 OFRCBT 2T, HHOEE &i@éf’?}ﬁfﬁ@ﬁékb 5 Hifr B ol B X ORI
B LICEIGR R B2 d &V o BRI & W ) o0k, Y v AR Y Ra L
5 = ORI WIS HTETHS (Goto 1983b), = a— =7 ¥ FEBRIRY 3+ 2 7 43T
35U CHIIHRIE LA AR E D R it o e £ DT RN X O MBI CADY
T Ho NTARA —AZ —TCRERNR=Ar A« V2T ORRAE) FR T binbbig\d,
b Lol s LTHBFCET 2 ABBROBEOHELEHE Dy, HEWIRL L EFHEEVS
DR OHIHTHEE L LTHRW TRV EVIBASBFEOREREFHITEL L 58I s, L
B LIsERRAY K v 7 DAy A TRERRICHAAHE (Sinoto 1979), MERFFRE TREF
Shiem &b & (Rollin 1929), ZHBREIENTRT L D IC, FERIIEFRMOMICEROTF AL
ELfT5—HOBREERTEHTHHE LT, FZOKRLT, JVFNTEDL L cBbhb,
P =AFE—IE > TOFERBFALLD Y wHY » 7 IERE S > Tk 5 THER, HHO
GRS EORTTHOLMCHIGHI TH B LD, HZORTLIC RS ERO L LT 5
ZLREEETHD, ThP <Ay S ADFERRRECHILREET L DOTH B,

S HIESHERTFEMIBOBR AL fTie 5 FEOBWREEO ST, RAMEGRDOHETE S
EDfBIZ, €v 73— FAFo T BMOEBALOLEOEDOMEL Y v 7 5+ — VOB, 2
¥ OEEHR E L EHBN Lt74v4@ﬁ£,__fmAwfum<®%@%®//+UXA%
BE LTV LB L, - |

ZDES5ky K—HDWS LT 6%F<%ﬁ?hm prEp- (HHNW:EZ@%) LY R
v bo&x—v (Miller 1980), 4% (Bowdle1980) 7c&E~ND X 7=ZEED Y ViKY o 7 ERDN
FErEDHOMSIHE, IHIRe y 7« 7 — FOFEND B ERLTFHEE L ES RS2 (Jones
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(VYR Yy 2 e T—bdro—] O 1980ERDEHF DTS

A. TECHNOLOGICAL SPHERE

Hunting,

Warfare, Agriculture

Medicine, Fertility, Magical Support of

warrior Society Technology and

Membership

Effective Tools of Symbolic

Value

Adult Group Membership Symbolic Systems,

and Participation . world View

Initiation, Fertility,

Mortuary, and Adoption

Ritual

B. SOCIETAL SPHERE C. IDEOLOGICAL SPHERE

X2 .
Multiple associations of weapons (after ‘HiI.I:Fig.4)
1967) 72 EB DI BT B o 1,

LT HThIMIALDOTRIC D & » £ — 5 OER LFEL LPIEA G D0 bbb L5 THB,
R TR R IR GO AR DIEHIC A DN S 5% « EEELIEH L, Fhny
P ORI AR B - 1o W H dual system @ code R LT3 EFRNTW3 (K 1977 : 1980),
FKRBEFKO 5B REEZER IOKEF1968) DO TR S o475 R EI G — (1978)
X > THEREZED, SOAPRIRE, £EOHERE» S BAMCBIEROLLEEE T
D LR TS (1982), FABHHK (1979 BBERLBEYRLEHH IR, THEOTR
BECHIAOHRBO—HERHEEL Y LShTWwb, £ELZhLOWRICHELH > T2 0D
T, SROBRZRB LEFRRLONTEEL Y, FTHERLTHED - 5 FHI D% 05 SFE
X, TEE] © THRRES] - HRAP LRI, Whif TSbo$] kT s s k&
FEECHD & 5B A, &OXLOBORIICHELE &\ 12, RERCRILOWE
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® e ]

WA b B I B B, I TUHEE (FHH1982) &\ o fo RO L SBIEA DS 5.
STHERY > CHETS &\ 5 ZBIBEOUING, E3HE GEED LH8T 5 L\ o feliln
B LIS 5 v, BREORLAMABICH ) FHROEE, WHEPRIESILS Il
B, EER AT BREONFEAR GRS ()l 19800
XTCXEFRONLF/HEOWHECRS &, RIXEBROTHEBRTHREL LT, TRy
SAEBHFCEOND, ERFHRIEFLOSEEEMHSEEE L TEbhS, ZhbEROX
FEHES & 4575 0 5 BIRERS & S HT T % 2B DA e bl Cid Ao, THET syntagmatic X para-
digmatic DR F% BT, ok X LB OBMILHEOLEBRBIRD 5\ ILFAFIORALHE D« »
b & LT OBARIL paradigmatic TH h, BB LEER, HDVIEEBLEEORED X S E
B Xh Y syntagmatic DRIEETH 2, FRECEFIOHEEIM OMEL paradigmatic DRFFE
THDY, HxDEFEN—EHENCED X S ICERE SN %HIX syntagmatic OFETH B, T
BN RO R & THI S hic & E kR O BRI paradigmatic Th b, FEHDH B\ ITHEEAF
BEIRAIC E 5 B Xh bt syrtagmatic ORIETH 5, & DL 5L EBONEIEE « BB LT
BEHOSEEEE, 2RI (space syntax) | DTG THATEETH 52 d Ly (Hiller et
al 19767 &), |

Bk« IR « BHRED Lk y £~ HOFEZXFHOBNCDONTONL 5, FBTEHE OFKIL,
A A DUSBIE L E DFIE, FHEL HA\ILE VR [FEEE | kTR OWELL
DI & ORI EEOBEAS D, BERTELRE LTS EOEELL > THbRS X5
Thh, ECHBEy F—LORET S LT A, WHKILC TS #BEL LT 201, B
FEHECTFENME-TEREE, & XIXF ot R MR L EHNCPFE SRS E ML O
FECHRLNBBETHS LD = EThD, DF VELOERTH Ml 553 DXBT LD,
BE& 0 RMRARE (isomorphic) ARBTIL <, T LARROTFFLIFRRO v~V TEH
g5 L ots, WhiEHE @ﬁ%%}gé’bbi Li3 misrepresent B 5\ i mystify 35 § DD
Thb, ty X—bit, WEXCELhLHEE, —HE0bOM FAeF~, L UTHLEKRE
FOFEE ORI, X VEMHCEHNBERERELTCWSL5ThHS, LLTHRTEIHEB L
BEETSL0THD, BEEIRETLEIADS Fh e F - RBHCILAECRES LD
LCh—ERR IR, FreF—3¥ctA o W EEBRFCHESIIEE LTheRizT
LhBHb, hy F—BIRZDEERENTYA 7 AEROS FArF—HEBEALTL 50TH 5,
RITH y F—LOMRISBEEL L DM E I F I BV ENS T ERBNL 5, T
SORBROLDECHD—DELTVWB VY 4 = A b r— ADHBEEHIRTH D, HBRIT 2
BAEEEE A DR C L ERCH LT 4 DB B, VY4 = AL r—2ADW SRS
bouz, M- BEOTENRECTH D, BLTHLHCERNTETHHLOMN S X 5 B
(Thomas 1979 : 117), Tl 2D —5E DM CHEALHHEMICITO [Hid ] 25 L2 T,
ERPBADER T LT > THERLS 57 Ffe S LICHELALFIC misrepresent

302




T vY oy 2 e T—FArd—] O 1980ERDEHFEDOTH

N EBROFELRE SR> TERTHIXLOME WS BERMLEE T 5,

¥b 5 —TOEBHERTHL A 7 AXERBEA LTI E ST L5, &y £—BIRERE
AEBHESOMEXHE Ui~ 7 A0BBHFDH DT, = FU= (Godelier) x4 « =
N7 RARAR 7Y — F=v (Friedman) OREZEFFHEHN < 7 2E 2 (Structural-Marxism) Hig%
ERBCLTWDL5THD, thbwi 7 AEHENBA (Marxist Perspectives) D% & kE D
TACAERBS: « ALMEWRR ORI & Tk, B UEBE, &2kl v F 4 7 v0oHEL S » FT
bERED5, E&LTHEIRE « BILVPHESTEXRET L0 L LT L (Godelier - 1975),
REXLTADRBEEOEAEXEDLOADEREB LAV T2 8END B L, [HIEH] bz
b THD, EENIERCHy X~ bOXRY, [HETRELERCEDETLTERCTS &
WE X O RN KX BNETR ] ERNCERIIIEH D, THIIETShicEHc
WNTLBRPEI DO THD, SLIERBEHRBOSHH L MHETHMAEREY | (Alland 1975)
BHSDEBLBPMEENHCNDZ L EBEYEHC LTS,
SHI—OREMNIRIEL BB, THIIMHOMBETH S, HEAMICIEY, 5%\ IERRm
(atemporal) 7HEEEFRHER/ELEHRICLED ISR LTHEODT B 00, #HEILE OB DR
BTHIZEDh, HEBERENXSNTENIETELORTLH S5, Li LAGKITIC
EOREDORMIIREZR TEWW DR, ZhESGETELhoHETHS, BH¥EEILSET
[y V] &h TR v ol a - TELD, v ¥ * K] RRES2oH Tt
HAYBERE R 22 AV & R £ ORHIE « BRFBAEN E NI ERBCERB IR TELTHSL S
Mo T 4 V4 ¥ e 25 —2 (David Clarke) (2 0EHHEED “EIE” % “loss of innocence”
EEIE LICHRPF TRDO L SRCEREZDTHE LTS, [7F5v 2« 22507 03 FEL
tedbbles@miit, 5 20K LMEDOFIITHRT 501X, < F 2l FABFOTHRTH
BLLS ETHRELVHZERDOTHS] (1973:10), 3 bAAZHIIEEEEOELTH S,
MECE Y7 5 — FIXEHZEE O § ORBCOWCEEARRKRE % > T\ 5 (Binford 1981),
Bx, [EELEIERT IO, BEOLIBEDD DA TIEE » LEEBR S ABETS
51 &5 E L kA A [HTHR (Pompeii premise) & LTEB LS HHIT B, L5 Didfkic k 2
& BHEENR D BRCRABENCEH 4« DEROEEO LB bhi, RO HER L 15% 72
BRI LESTCRITD Y 7 Y 7 4 — (different order of reality) b 255 Th s, £E A
HEHCREL, COBEXRRREIRTRDE, BHZEORIZ LIV LE v 7 4 — Fo cultural
system (XfiDOAIL « HEBlE (NEF « fo%F « B, Z U TBAR L - Tk Bzl &)
DS ZALERBEINCY 7V T 4 —HRBICLTWBE WS Z Litind, BEHEFERELEIIb -
THRETH LT L - THEHAMAMOBEIC X 5D LIRS - L b—8BE X > THRARDOL DL
—HRTL BD TR, EWS T ek d, RUMOBEC L v EHEOBECEXE PR
Bbig 74X BHERIND, TORRIETEEZOMEADREMELTCOTSI 49T 4 —hih
LHDTEDHDECD, 3 LES Kb, ﬂ#FaﬁE‘N:}U[:%{ﬂHﬁ} LT REEL, L RERNCcH
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X 3 N _
WiBE, MpTHZ LRI TELLOLAMBCI bDLHD, HEIVIRMTTHZ L L
CTHX T 53D ELAMBCR 2> TLESI b DLHD, W5 bichd, LILh-TEE
IR VY g A b v - A ORBERRREFHFCHEAT S 21, KEVRIER DD, &
W kk%k%oVW4—X¥H—ZﬁEMﬁOﬁ¥TF?%JLK% &6 % B DIL, AR
EEEED LI CEHNEE LD THELIAIBEEADOLOTH B EHFIL L - TH XL IUIEELT

ThHN,
SHNSR T DB L, BRMITARTERL A RO D X 5 CRENTHEILL, Mabh
e OHEATLDE, MDOAR » HEBFEO/ZSBEOF - X —ERE LTV 2 &S, LL

T DHE @oﬁﬁoﬁﬁO@k%%<u&%ﬁ%urﬁ SEEE | LT WoRBERTHS, B
LELEAZLT, myf~bD [vvEYy 7 e 7—rarey— ] BRIWRHCERZSI LT
5o

V. » & # &

1980ERICE » T, BHCHT ) —F0 [RD ] BDHebirllhosTELLII>THSD, L)
DU (#2) AEE TSRk o Mo TR, TEEER] T~ 7 AERE

B BOHEH REEFEHEVBEROMNGE LI LDENLTHD, TREBAREFETL, 4%
foﬁﬂﬁDXKEQLH?%EK%ﬁ%ﬁtoT?Ll51%6Kmmew%% H O3k
 NESENFECEMB T E b T, RPFBENTESEHFL, HSHRETNTOX
LN BICTEBRLIT T, TOEFRCEWTENRLDOENM%Y L - T3,

Ry =D YVl Y) y 7 e T —rdnry— Jﬁ%é%k%%%%ﬁ<m BHHECEEEEY
FTETRILIESD L, #FH0 [HE Jkr%ﬁj®74—boﬂy7kﬁﬁ%mmtBtb
hy £—HOEESL ST, 804F « WERDOEFHI—BHEMLAFHELE LT 20HEVH S
F\, FORTHEAOEEREZESO M5 2PABCEE LTurk TRELRWTHS 5,

PERAT EEZOFHCES LAY, H5VIIEEORMCES LA H50b LA
e\, BRD B HIIE0 BETHRCHTe» THERL, REAHTLETSRE, FERKCHT S
[l 7 ALEHE G BN S5 HIT, ﬂ74ﬁM[kk1&M%sﬁ“MMﬁﬁPawe
ctives in Archaeology” (Cambridge Univ. Press) 73 4 F|fTFE s D THr E;}’Lﬁ_b\

(Dec. 19. 1982. Univ. of Hawaii at Manoa, Honolulu)

<a &> _

BRI, B iiA CE LR eET2F A\,

(DEFED American Antiquity (1982) iR E It ~<—7 « Ud—% (Mark Leone) DO
3 “Some opinions about recovering mind” 01#%%“6@“\71:7 = LEABRHNEWDOTER Lo,
ChitS E CERBEERCEBEMERIPL T ok (=« T— AR~ | OFRRSDLER
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Fo VY o2 e 7 bd B I | DR 1980EROEEEDTT
Nhts, Px—sRXeF 4 —v (James Deetz) HDEF (ki 1977) by £ —LORE
DFRICEBR DT LHLTH D, BB L 51k y F—HLOEEE, ~A 27 AXERDSI T AR

F i EBRBECDRED, VA—FORLIRLTHDED, HL ETHHELOHEBIIFKIDOK
kEHEZEREECILNE, [YvRY o 27« =2y T 4 7| OhO—2D 7 L BRTNE
THDH D,

Ry F—=bRR LD, BEHFRCRTS [HEEEE] S, %ﬂm@%hﬁ?ékwﬁb Vi —
FHND XA, KRR TR, TRCOBE BV LENLE (Fo & 2 “SEHEY” o
ZuWS DTILILL) AELEESE Y > TR, LWI LR OW|MHLBBILLDEH 77
HETHA D, D DEMEH, o\ LIWETIEAE LT, 55 i2EthbTToOROMER
BT X > T b D vt & 2 E AR DR MBS ——% BRI LTV B EE L 5 Th b, 0
HERTR VA - RARLCBETHREALDEREENRAETLLDOEES,

STHRDPDPND DX DOENLTH D, WHAALOHE S LET S h e REHIERRL £ DR
RENBATH T —%, WIEOFELIEZ 50, BEOHEFELRT IO LB B2, HB Wik
HETYHENEBROMHBR G LB 55, ThEIRBHCIIMENEBCHEIND D, —F
HEWERNERC Y RIETEDOLE L Bh, THLLI->TIEIERHMRTL LTI,
Lietio Ty £ =R VA — 2 OERE, fxOEEFEOTHO, BANEELRLTVS X
wBbhs, |
QHEEEREBLBKED =2 — « 7 —rAea b}, AHLBROTORMERTH L, Kk
RIEFTETHB LI, o -

EFFEY 74— VO, ABOBHEESIULEHO X 5 eboLixfigic, H<ETLA
Mo THEISTE] ZBERLTHWI S5 LW HDTHD LowrBhbhsd (1978 11,

—HEBFHBAN DERLBE L CE e ~ 712, %E%kkwéﬁmﬂ W BE 3 B BRI
@ﬁ{&@ﬁﬂﬁ‘ “prospect” IZR\ T, SHEMHEYEEEY (materialistic) 7o\ LAERBRHIT v —F L,
%ﬁi%%&mtvy¢uy777n~+&ﬁﬁ%ﬁmkbkm&ﬁbt(m&:mﬂo:h%%
BT 200k oK, REOHEOEECITILOEAMHIRERE L COLBENERICIL, A0
5?40%%(mmh&Ym1%@_@;5&yy£uyamgﬁm%ﬁmmmbmag%ﬁ5#
i B, _ ,

WA, [ PEREOREOT TEEZNEROEROMILRL, HIITE B
TyvAR) y PRBERC I DHBEEYRARSL ] Lo bR AFEREYESTW B L% (KEDE
AT 4 Ay ¥ a vIZE D),

<H w>
Aimd LOBRTE 2 TEME, %E%ﬁm;o@%mkﬁﬁ%ﬁib%&tﬁhhfﬁé
CHBTELS, ZTLTZOMER, [EHZFRI-THEHMDS500 ] E\vvoTeiBiBRcd o

305




O i

o T THA D, [HhE] R THE] % ITIERMAAOWRICE T, BHEFIAZZ
WEM L C & [ER¥EMNT 7 v —5] (Fo& ¥ Butzer 1982) LEERBIhTW5 ¥ v
EY y 2 e7 7 —F] BHEELTUPRXLLRVTHA D,

b=

D ky £~ bORETHEEFE—FMERLTHERBRL TV vnikofe, BRLTHE GRED %
W W (EBRA) EHELVLHEEEELENTFTLR, AROBTANS LI, HEOW)
L EAREGBIRTABRT Vvl y 2 e 7—rArs—] EFTB52L LI, BBIHRIE, 207
f—F'¥77(dﬂdewm)B@Vvﬁvyﬁ~7V7n£m9—%%K%%LTM6®T@KVO

2) Ry F—DEVT 44— FtHIMR I DERD B,

3) Y YRR FREKCERY D DO TIERL, ﬂ@//+»&ﬂm§h,m®//+»&m@LTL6
NHBWNNRD D, vV EALOBRIIEEDHTREIRTYDTRESL LD TH S, UEDL O ELE
RLTW3,

4 @&Vﬁﬁéﬁﬁ@v»yxi%%%ﬁ%?kﬁ tb, BAEERCRTS (ML) < M3 H%%J
L OHBICE LTI, ﬁ&&bf CTHiz\,
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Symbolic Archaeology: A New Vista for the 1980’s

Over the past 20 years, “new archaeology” based on a view of culture as an adaptive
" device, has contributed to the advancement of functional and evolutionary-ecological methods
in the field. But at the beginning of the 1980’s there seems to be a reaction to what is now
percieved as an over-emphasis on the material, behavioral or functional aspects of cultur_e. ,
Several papers by Hodder and his students (Hodder 1982), and a recent paper by Leone
(1982), argue that we should reevaluate the importance of the mental and symbolic aspects
of man, and the historical context of culture. These archaeologists seem to share several
assumptions: that all objects in a culture are equally important in regard to overall organi-
zation of that culture, and that all objects are shaped by a fundamentally mental structure
(as well as primary use) which shapes social organization, myth, etc.. Some of them are
more specifically concerned with structural analysis of archaeological materials and adopt its
analytical criteria such ‘as syntagmatic and paradigmatic relationships, binary opposition, etc..
Recently some Japanese archaeologists have also tried to reconstruct prehistoric social orga-
nization and cosmology on the basis of several kinds of materials such as mortuary practice,
settlément form, pottery decoration, etc..

This symbolic approach in archaeology, or “symbolic archaeology”, will contribute to the
construction of a holistic perspective in the archaeological study of man and culture. How-
ever, there are certain problems in the use of this approach as a research methodology.

One problem is that the relationship between the symbolic/ideological aspect and the
behavioral/ecological aspect of a culture is very debatable. Each archaeologist interested in
this approach should clarify his position (eg. Cultural Meterialism, Marxist Perspective, etc.)

Another problem is how to test the validity of a symbolic structure and how to inquire
into actual social relationships which, according to some archaeologists, are often misrepre-
sented by the symbolic aspects of material culture.

Third problem is how to introduce atemporal theory (eg. Levi-Strauss’s structuralism)
to archaeology which is essentially a diachronic discipline, without following “Pompeii
premise” (Binford 1981). |

Though “symbolic archaeology” has. several problems, it is my: conclusion - that the recent
proposal for use of symbolic approach presents a stimulating new vista for archaeologists

who are seeking more comprehensive theory and method in the study of culture.

309




