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a b s t r a c t

This paper considers the performance of archaeology in the field. To do so it examines the notebooks
recording the British Museum excavations in Cyprus during the period 1893e1896. Archaeologists have
described the practices of writing and drawing as a performance that accords archaeology its disciplinary
identity. However, there have not been systematic studies of the centrality of fieldwork in the disci-
plinary culture of nineteenth-century archaeology as there have been for other field sciences. Histories
and geographies of science have shown that field knowledge was produced through a variety of spatial
practices e including inscriptive practices e whose meaning, processes and intentions were embodied
in the material artefacts of science, such as instruments and notebooks. Drawing on that work, this paper
locates the British Museum notebooks as material objects of science in the disciplinary landscape of late
nineteenth-century Cypriot archaeology and in British classical archaeology more broadly. In doing so,
this paper furthers our understanding of how classical archaeology became established as a field-based
scientific discipline in the later nineteenth century. This paper argues that the British Museum notebooks
functioned as paper tools in the field: they constructed a new interpretative model of the ancient Cypriot
artefacts that placed the island within the prehistoric Greek world. This archaeological model was
established through the more accurate, schematic, abstracted and numerical syntax of the notebooks.
Importantly, the British Museum archaeologists through the use of the notebooks as paper tools created
a new entity, the excavated Cypriot artefact, that was firmly associated with the conditions of its dis-
covery and evaluation processes.

© 2017 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

This paper considers the performance of archaeology in the field
by examining the notebooks that recorded the three seasons of
large-scale archaeological excavations conducted in Cyprus by the
Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities of the British Museum
from 1893 to 1896. Archaeologists have recently described writing
and drawing as performances in the field that accord archaeology
its cultural identity. Particular importance has been accorded to
drawing as one of the ‘fundamental representational devices of
archaeology's visual vocabulary’, and whose changing format
demonstrates the emergence of archaeology as a scientific disci-
pline in the late nineteenth century.1 Indeed, it has been argued
that the British Museum notebooks and their published version,

Excavations in Cyprus, demonstrate one of the earliest attempts to
present archaeological data in a systematically clear and coherent
manner.2 While historians of science have studied the histories of
other field-based disciplines, such as geography and botany, ar-
chaeologists e despite recent calls e have not yet systematically
considered the centrality of travel writing and fieldwork in their
disciplinary history.3 Elsewhere, the focus on the epistemology of
the field has shown that knowledge was produced there by a va-
riety of spatial practices that may be characterized broadly as
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movement, performance and encounter.4 By drawing on this
scholarship, this paper locates the British Museum excavation
notebooks as material objects in the disciplinary landscape of late
nineteenth-century Cypriot archaeology and in British classical
archaeology more broadly. In doing so this paper furthers our un-
derstanding of how classical archaeology became established as a
field-based scientific discipline in the later nineteenth century.

The BritishMuseum excavations conducted in Cyprus from 1893
to 1896 were funded by a private bequest made by Emma Tourner
Turner (1811e1892). Turner, born in Oxford, seems to have lived at
her family house for most of her life. In 1892 she bequeathed, in her
will, £2000 to the museum for the ‘purpose of excavation or survey
of sites in Europe, Asia or Africa in furtherance of the study of the
antiquities of Greece, Rome or Egypt or of Biblical Antiquities’.5 By
this time, Heinrich Schliemann's discoveries of the remains of the
Bronze Age Mycenaean settlement at Hissarlik e the ancient site of
Troy e in Asia Minor during the 1870s had revived popular interest
in the prehistory of the EasternMediterranean and had directed the
focus of classical archaeology's investigations to the pre-classical
remains of the ancient Greek civilizations in the region (Fig. 1).
Following these developments, the British Museum's classical ar-
chaeologists went to Cyprus in order to study the ancient history of
the island in relation to the Aegean civilizations of the Late Bronze
Age (from 1650 B.C. to approximately 1050 B.C.) by finding and
studying Mycenaean remains, and by bringing them back to Lon-
don for exhibition. This meant that the excavation sites on the is-
land were chosen by the British Museum because of their
associations with the pre-classical and classical Greek world, as
corroborated in ancient Greek literature, and because of the dis-
coveries made at those sites in the early 1870s by Luigi P. Di Ces-
nola, the then American consul in Cyprus.6

The organization of both private and institutional excavations,
including those of the Turner Bequest, followed a similar pattern in
the EasternMediterranean. They involved a ‘director’, theworkmen
e hired ‘unskilled’ local labourers e and their overseers.7 The in-
structions given by the British Museum to its on-site archaeologists
show that, in this case, the distinctive traits of an emerging scien-
tific archaeology can be found in the exact practices of collecting
through excavation: recording, preserving, ordering and securing
the provenance of objects. Alexander S. Murray (1841e1904), the
then keeper of the Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities,
instructed the on-site archaeologists ‘to report mainly on the re-
sults’ that were obtained and to ‘advise as to the best methods of
observing and recording such results’.8 Following Murray's rec-
ommendations, the British Museum Trustees instructed the Turner
Bequest archaeologists to ‘superintend the work as an archaeolo-
gist’ and to ‘control the excavations’.9 These instructions point to

concerns with methodology and the field that were common in the
nineteenth-century field sciences since scientific subjects were still
‘disciplining’ themselves in terms of both their practices and their
personnel.10 Thus, as Mary Beard and Christopher Stray point out,
archaeology was aggressively trying to define its disciplinary
boundaries and a basic scientific principle was being formed: that
the accurate location of objects foundwithin a site established their
value as data.11 Nevertheless, at the time of the Turner Bequest
excavations there was still no single standardized methodology for
reporting ancient relics, apart from a general tendency towards
empirical exactness in collecting methodologies based broadly on
antiquarian methods of illustration, written reportage and classi-
fication. Archaeology was still not established in British universities
and neither the Society of Antiquaries nor other prominent public
institutions such as the British Museum published manuals on how
to undertake archaeological fieldwork.12 However, it has been
argued that in the Eastern Mediterranean in the late nineteenth
century the transition of adventurous archaeological explorations
to authoritative scientific expeditions was shaped by the involve-
ment of public institutions such as the British Museum.13 The
British Museum was an authoritative institution at the top of the
museum hierarchy that endowed its archaeologists and agents
with official support, authority and scientific rationalization for
their overseas work.14

Following a critical review of the theoretical context for this
historical geography of archaeology, this paper investigates the
material connected with the Turner Bequest excavations in Cyprus.
First, there is a close analysis of the six notebooks in which the
results of the excavations were recorded, examining their materi-
ality, research themes and function in the field, and placing them
within their specific contexts: the ancient sites of Cyprus and the
changing practices of British archaeology. Then the paper turns to
explore the textual content of the notebooks and the ways the
excavations associated with the Turner Bequest were represented
in them. Finally, the paper focuses on the graphic content of the
notebooks e drawings of the artefacts, sketches and maps of tomb-
sites e and its use as a representational tool that provided an
impersonal and objective account of the archaeological in-
vestigations. Overall, the paper argues that the notebooks func-
tioned as paper tools in the field, which constructed a new
interpretative model of the ancient Cypriot artefacts in a predis-
ciplinary archaeological landscape. In particular, the more accurate,
abstracted and numerical imagery of the notebooks firmly placed
Cyprus within the Greek world and constructed the theory of the
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