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Closing Comment
We would like to thank the respondents 
to our paper for their contributions to the 
unfolding debate over Brexit and its rela-
tionship to archaeology and heritage. These 
essays reflect in diverse ways the complex 
intersection of the scholarly, the political and 
the personal that has perhaps always been 
with us, and increasingly commented upon, 
but which Brexit has brought to a moment of 
crisis from which we can only hope a positive 
outcome is still salvageable. Since writing the 
initial paper for this Forum in July of 2017, 
events have moved forward in several ways, 
although ironically in terms of the actual pro-
cess of exiting the EU remarkably little has 
happened. More and more evidence is cer-
tainly emerging of the social and economic 
problems that this process, should it reach 
conclusion, will cause, whether in UK gen-
erally, in the rest of Europe (particularly in 
Ireland; e.g. House of Lords 2016; The UK in a 

Changing Europe 2017), or in our particular 
sector (Schlanger 2017). More disturbingly, 
perhaps, the tone of debate represented 
in some media outlets has darkened even 
further and universities in particular have 
come under attack as bastions of ‘remain-
erism’. Just prior to writing this piece, the 
Conservative politician Chris Heaton-Harris 
MP was in the news for seeking information 
about the teaching of Brexit-related issues in 
all UK universities (BBC 2017a). Whatever the 
motivation behind this, the front cover of the 
Daily Mail on October 26th (headline, ‘Our 
Remainer Universities’) followed up on this 
story, and made it clear that for some on the 
pro-Leave right-wing, universities are now 
a major target for political attack. This can 
be seen as part of a wider trend, pre-dating 
the referendum and becoming widespread 
across the western world (and certainly in  
the US), of right-wing populists painting 
 universities – and, by extension, academic 
and scientific knowledge – as simultaneously 
liberal/left-biased and elitist (cf. Runciman 
2016). Meanwhile, these same populist 
movements appear to be, literally, on the 
march, from Charlottesville in August (BBC 

UCL Institute of Archaeology, GB
Corresponding author: Andrew Gardner  
(andrew.gardner@ucl.ac.uk)

FORUM

Brexit, Archaeology and Heritage: 
Reflections and Agendas
Andrew Gardner and Rodney Harrison

This short report represents the closing comments to the forum covering Brexit, 
Archaeology and Heritage.

Keywords: Archaeology; Brexit; Heritage; Funding; EU; Post-Truth

 
 

Papers from the Institute of Archaeology  
 
 
Review of Neely, M, Clark, G, & Michèle Daviau, P M (eds.). 
2017. Walking through Jordan. Essays in Honour of Burton 
MacDonald 
 
Xosé L. Hermoso-Buxán 1,* 
 
 
 
 
How to cite: Hermoso-Buxán, X. L. 2019. ‘Review of Neely, M, Clark, G, & Michèle 
Daviau, P M (eds.). 2017. Walking through Jordan. Essays in Honour of Burton 
MacDonald’ Papers from the Institute of Archaeology, 2019, 28(1): pp. 1–5. DOI: 
10.14324/111.2041-9015.002. 
 
 
Published: 30/04/2019 
 
	

Copyright:	
© 2019, The Author(s). This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative 
Commons Attribution License (CC-BY) 4.0 https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/, which permits 
unrestricted use, distribution and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source 
are credited • DOI: [https://doi.org/10.14324/111.2041-9015.002]. 
	

Open	Access:	
Papers	from	the	Institute	of	Archaeology	is	a	peer-reviewed	open	access	journal.	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



1   X. Hermoso-Buxán 
 
 
 
 

Gardner, A and Harrison, R 2017 Brexit, Archaeology and Heritage: Reflections and 
Agendas. Papers from the Institute of Archaeology, 27(1): Art. 28, pp. 1–2, DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.5334/pia-548

Closing Comment
We would like to thank the respondents 
to our paper for their contributions to the 
unfolding debate over Brexit and its rela-
tionship to archaeology and heritage. These 
essays reflect in diverse ways the complex 
intersection of the scholarly, the political and 
the personal that has perhaps always been 
with us, and increasingly commented upon, 
but which Brexit has brought to a moment of 
crisis from which we can only hope a positive 
outcome is still salvageable. Since writing the 
initial paper for this Forum in July of 2017, 
events have moved forward in several ways, 
although ironically in terms of the actual pro-
cess of exiting the EU remarkably little has 
happened. More and more evidence is cer-
tainly emerging of the social and economic 
problems that this process, should it reach 
conclusion, will cause, whether in UK gen-
erally, in the rest of Europe (particularly in 
Ireland; e.g. House of Lords 2016; The UK in a 

Changing Europe 2017), or in our particular 
sector (Schlanger 2017). More disturbingly, 
perhaps, the tone of debate represented 
in some media outlets has darkened even 
further and universities in particular have 
come under attack as bastions of ‘remain-
erism’. Just prior to writing this piece, the 
Conservative politician Chris Heaton-Harris 
MP was in the news for seeking information 
about the teaching of Brexit-related issues in 
all UK universities (BBC 2017a). Whatever the 
motivation behind this, the front cover of the 
Daily Mail on October 26th (headline, ‘Our 
Remainer Universities’) followed up on this 
story, and made it clear that for some on the 
pro-Leave right-wing, universities are now 
a major target for political attack. This can 
be seen as part of a wider trend, pre-dating 
the referendum and becoming widespread 
across the western world (and certainly in  
the US), of right-wing populists painting 
 universities – and, by extension, academic 
and scientific knowledge – as simultaneously 
liberal/left-biased and elitist (cf. Runciman 
2016). Meanwhile, these same populist 
movements appear to be, literally, on the 
march, from Charlottesville in August (BBC 

UCL Institute of Archaeology, GB
Corresponding author: Andrew Gardner  
(andrew.gardner@ucl.ac.uk)

FORUM

Brexit, Archaeology and Heritage: 
Reflections and Agendas
Andrew Gardner and Rodney Harrison

This short report represents the closing comments to the forum covering Brexit, 
Archaeology and Heritage.

Keywords: Archaeology; Brexit; Heritage; Funding; EU; Post-Truth

 
BOOK REVIEW 

Review of Neely, M, Clark, G, & Michèle Daviau, P M 
(eds.). 2017. Walking through Jordan. Essays in Honour of 
Burton MacDonald 
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Neeley, M, Clark, G, & Michèle Daviau, P M (eds.) 2017. Walking through 
Jordan. Essays in Honour of Burton MacDonald. Sheffield; Bristol, 
Equinox Publishing. 405 pages (Hardbound). £90. ISBN 978-1-78179-
283-4 
 
 
 
This collection of nineteen essays aims to honour the legacy of Jordan’s most 
distinguished survey archaeologist, Professor Burton MacDonald (b. 1939). Trained 
in Canada as a Biblical scholar, MacDonald’s five major regional surveys of West-
Central Jordan between 1979 and 2012 meant a significant departure from earlier 
surveys of the region. Early archaeological surveys in the Levant date back to the 
early years of the nineteenth century (e.g. Burckhardt 1822) which, given the 
limitations of the time, concentrated on locating high visibility sites but were unable 
to date them. The first relatively systematic surveys took place in the 1920s and 1930s, 
when William Albright (1924) and Nelson Glueck (1934) respectively developed 
ceramic chronologies for dating Levantine sites and documented, through the first 
extensive surveys, numerous sites believed to be associated with events in the Bible. 
With the advent of the New Archaeology in the 1960s and 1970s and the success of 
regional survey projects in Mesopotamia (e.g. Adams 1965; Hole et al. 1969), 
archaeologists began to incorporate a regional perspective in their research agendas, 
identifying sites likely to be important for subsequent excavation as well as providing 
inventories of sites that allowed archaeologists to begin to address questions of 
regional scope, such as shifting settlement patterns (Marks and Freidel 1977) or 
seasonal land use related to transhumance (Henry 1995). It is in this context that 
MacDonald initiated his first survey in the Wadi Hasa (MacDonald 1988), which 
would be followed by further surveys in the Southern Ghor and Northeast ‘Arabah 
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(MacDonald 1992), the Tafila to Busayra region (MacDonald et al. 2004), Ayl to Ras 
an-Naqb (MacDonald et al. 2012) and Shammakh to Ayl (MacDonald et al. 2016). 
As opposed to previous surveys, MacDonald’s were not tied to ongoing or planned 
excavations but, in spite of his interest in the Iron Age and Early Christian period, 
intended to produce thorough records of human occupation in the areas under 
investigation from the Lower Palaeolithic to the end of the Ottoman Empire (1918), 
and he encouraged others to use the data and to expand upon them by means of 
further surveys and excavations linked to their own particular specialisms. Thus, 
MacDonald’s surveys, which altogether recorded over 2400 sites, laid the 
foundations of survey research in Jordan. Unfortunately, these data remain largely 
unexamined due, to a large extent, to a failure to adopt problem-oriented conceptual 
frameworks and to take advantage of new methodologies (Neely et al. 2017: 8-9). 
This book brings together a wide range of scholars who aim precisely to build on 
MacDonald’s initial survey work. 
 
The volume is structured thematically into three sections. The first section (chapters 
2 to 7), brings together six essays dealing with archaeology of the time of the Bible. 
Three of these (Edwards, Chadwick and Daviau) explore the Iron Age site of Khirbat 
al-Mudayna ath-Thamad in northern Moab, and its surrounding area from the point 
of view of material culture, mortuary archaeology and craft production. A more 
regional approach is taken, respectively, by Kafafi and Ferguson, who review the 
archaeological and textual evidence of the lesser known northern regions of Jordan 
and reassess Nelson Glueck’s concept of the ‘Madaba Line’. Finally, Fiema presents 
the results of the excavations at Jabal Harun and its economic role in the wider Petra 
region. 
The second section of the book (chapters 8 to 15) deals with archaeological survey: 
recent archaeological surveys in the Khirbat Iskandar region, the Bab edh-Dhra’, the 
Kerak Plateau, the Northern Negev, the Southern Ghors and Northeast Arabah, the 
Central Arabah, and the Tall Ma’an, and Barqa/Faynan regions (Richard, Klassen, 
Smith II, Foran, Adams et al.), a reassessment of the surveys by MacDonald in the 
Wadi Hasa (Banning) and Glueck’s pioneer studies of Eastern Palestine (van der 
Steen) and analysis of ceramic data derived from MacDonald’s surveys in the 
Highlands of Southern Jordan (Herr). 
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The final section of the volume revolves around Neolithic and Palaeolithic 
Archaeology (chapters 16 to 19). Peterson examines Pre-Pottery Neolithic mortuary 
practices, subsistence, architecture, lithic technology and site geomorphology at the 
site of Khirbat Hamman, first identified by MacDonald’s Wadi Hasa Survey. An 
overview of the Late Natufian archaeological material and geomorphological context 
of the TBAS 212 site, in the Wadi Qusayr, discovered in the course of MacDonald’s 
Tafila-Busayra Archaeological survey, is provided by Neely and Brett Hill, whereas 
Olszewski et al. present the archaeological materials and function of the Middle 
Epipalaeolithic site of Tor at-Tareeq, also recorded as part of MacDonald’s Wadi 
Hasa survey. Finally, Clark assesses the impact of MacDonald’s surveys on the 
development of Palaeolithic archaeology in Jordan. 
 
Walking through Jordan brings together a large and varied number of topics related to 
prehistoric Jordanian archaeology, the common denominator of all of them being 
that they build on the pioneer survey work carried out by Burton MacDonald over 
almost forty years. It is precisely the breadth of the scope of these essays that makes 
it difficult to organise them thematically. The editors have attempted to overcome 
this problem by distributing the chapters into two chronological sections 
(Archaeology of the Bible and Neolithic and Palaeolithic archaeology) and a thematic 
section (new archaeological surveys building on MacDonald’s). This solution does 
bring some order to the chapters, albeit there is little in common between them. The 
essays by Kafafi, Banning and Clark aim to synthesise questions related to Early Iron 
Age Archaeology in Jordan, the current state of survey research in Jordan and the 
impact of MacDonald’s surveys on our knowlege of the Stone Age in the region, but 
they fail to take into account the contributions of the other scholars in their 
respective sections. In this regard, a final editorial chapter which attempts to make a 
general assessment of how the information in the papers in this volume progresses 
beyond MacDonald’s surveys and impact on our knowledge of Jordanian 
archaeology, how they contribute to overcome the traditional shortcomings of survey 
research that were highlighted in the introductory chapter, and what the possible 
avenues for future research are, would have been beneficial. A second criticism is the 
decision to place the chapters dealing with archaeological survey between the 
'Archaeology of the Bible' and the 'Neolithic and Palaeolithic Archaeology' sections, 
thus interrupting the chronological progression of the essays. Further, the choice of 
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the heading 'Archaeology of the Bible' for the first section seems inaccurate, as none 
of the papers included, except for Kafafi’s synthesis of the archaeology of North 
Jordan, takes heed of the Biblical account and its potential connections with 
archaeology. A more neutral term such as 'Iron Age Archaeology' or even 
'Archaeology during the Biblical period' would have avoided this problem. 
 
Overall, this is an indispensable contribution to the study of survey archaeology in 
Jordan. It points out the centrality of survey for the progress of archaeological 
research and shows how Burton MacDonald’s work set the basis for much of what 
we know about Jordanian archaeology and for current research in this region, as can 
be seen in this collection of essays based on his work. 
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