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The Marakwet tribe are div i ded 
into five sections, and it was with 
one such section, the Endo 
Marakwet, that Moore worked. 
Sections are divided, in turn, into 
a number of patriclans. Each of 
these patrilineal clan groupings 
has its own residential area, 
although more than one patrician 
can reside in a single village. 
Villages take the form of dispersed 
agglomerations of discrete com
oounds, and their boundaries are 
normally contiguous . 'vfost com
oounds house a family unit, 
although through the workings of 
the domestic cycle, these vary 
considerably in terms of comoosit
ion and the age and gender of their 
members. 

Reviewed by Paul Lane 

It is rare, these days, to find 
a work on the nature and meaning of 
symbolic forms that is unfettered 
by both obscurantist jargon and 
abstract theorising. Henrietta 
Moore ' s book Soace, Text and Gender 
i s one suc!J~tion, in which 
clarity of exoression and argument 
comoete with the book's subject 
matt~r, to make its readinq a 
oleasurable exercise . 

If , by itself, this is not a 
sufficient recommendation to an 
archaeological readershio, then 
Moore's frames of reference must 
surely be so. In a general sense, 
this book is about the connection 
between beliefs, their represen
tation through material culture and 
the sncio-economic conditions which 
gave rise to ·and help maintain 
cultural productions of this kind . 
•Wore soecifically, it is based on 
an analysis of the organisation of 
the residential soace of a contemp
orary society, the Marakwet of 
Ken ya . 

As with other societies, certain 
regularities in the organisation of 
space within comoounds and houses 
can be discerned . For instance, 
traditional Endo houses, which in 
plan are sub- circular , are divided 
into areas for cooking, sleeoing 
and storage. Moreover the location 
of each area is always in the same 
position relative to the other two. 
In addition, individual houses 
within a compound are also differ
entiated f rom one another, either 
according to gender or to function. 
In fact, given the practica l 
assoc i a tion of women with their 
hearths, the modern division of 
cooking:sleeping i s r eall y only a 
mutation of the older wife:husband, 
female: ma l e oopositi on. 

The Marakwet homel and lies in 
the remo t e Cher angani Hi ll s and 
Kerio Valley r egion of western 
Kenya. ~s subsi s tence farmers , the 
Marakwet relv heavi lv on t he cult i 
va tion of sorqhum and finger 
mill et , and some secondary croos, 
as well a s lives tock herds, in 
oarticular goats. The divi s ion of 
labour is s uch that mos t farming 
t asks are a lloca ted t o women, while 
men ar e resoons ibl e for the herds. 
Neverthel ess , bo th men and wome n 
have ce rta in ri ghts in both land 
and lives tock . 

A number of additional factor s 
can further govern the orientation 
although, as with the arrangement 
of internal featur es , houses should 
ideally stand in the s ame pos ition 
vi s -a-vi s thei r counterparts. The 
same concern to maintai n consistent 
relations hips of soatial or ienta
tion between male- and female
associated components also serves 
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to structure thP. location of 
burials and eve n the disoosal of 
certa in cate~ories of refuse . 

Intrigu ing though these details 
are, the s iqnificant ooint about 
Moore•s work is that she is i ntent 
on demonstrating how individuals, 
differently situated within age and 
gender hierarchies, interoret these 
orincioles and thereby generate a 
heterogeneous array of soatial 
forms . In this respect, her 
approach to the study of space 
marks an important departure from 
the more familiar ' reflectionist' 
and 'structurali s t' oerspectives. 
One difficulty with such modes of 
analysis, Moore argues, is that 
they often "emphasise coherence and 
systemnes s at the exoense of con
ceots like conflict, contradiction 
and oower" (o. 74). In contrast to 
these aooroaches, Moore recommends 
that the material world and its 
spatial structure can be viewed as 
analogous to a written text, and be 
subject to the same forms of 
criticism. Moreover, from such a 
persoective, human agents , as 
r eaders of these texts, are seen to 
be actively enga~ed in t he process 
of creating and recr eating the 
meanings of these , rather than 
merely passively responding to 
them. Consequentl y, a "theory of 
the interrre ta tion of spatial texts 
would attemp t to account for the 
range of different readings for a 
given spatial frame" (pp. 85-6) . 
It is orecisely this which Moore 
attempts in l a t er chapters, with 
respect to the different per spec t 
ives of young and ol d , and o f men 
and women . 

In Chaoter 8, · for instance, the 
or efer ence among vounger Marakwet 
fo r squar e r at her than round 
houses, fo r ' wes ter n' rather than 
indigenous items of hous ehold 
equ iome nt, and a l ack of concern 
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about segregating different types 
of refuse, are discussed. Although 
these could be held to be conse 
quences of rather abst rac t 
orocesses such as 'weste rnisation' 
and the emergence of a wage
economy , t he author is concerned to 
show how, throuqh changing 
circumstances , the relational si~
nificance of cer t ain elements of 
the spatial frame has changed. 

Thus, for examole, while the 
greater densities of non-ind igenous 
artefacts in the houses of employed 
men and women might be said t o 
reflect their greater wealth, they 
a lso speak of the deliberate strat
egies of these i ndividuals t o 
direct their caoital towards the 
acQuisition of oossessions. I n 
turn, these object s assume a 
significance, and become a yard
stick against which the qua lity of 
modernity can be judged. 

There are fu r ther ramifications 
to this orocess, in that , partly in 
order to demonstrate the att r ibutes 
of modernity , a greater emohasis i s 
olaced on entertaining, thereby 
g 1v1ng rise to changes to the 
organisation of household space. 
In turn, this has led t o qualitat 
ive ~hanges in the nature of hou se
hold space, such as a dimini shi ng 
emphasis on the 'gender i sation ' of 
spec if ic domains. 

Hence, while in the mo re 
traditiona l compounds house s are 
differenti ated according to gender, 
th e recen t trends have had the 
effect of alteri ng t he con t extua l 
relation ships be tween such key ele 
ments as the hearth, bed and 
centreoost. As noted in ear li er 
chaoters , t he associations between 
these elements and their users have 
oarticular symboli c connota tions. 
Hence, by altering t he positi on of 
the hear t h, for examo l e, younger 
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men and women are not only markin~ 
their difference in a physical 
s ense, but are also in the process 
of creatin~ a new order. 

Leaving aside the anthrooo
logical merits of this book, 1 
susoect that the obse rvation of 
~reates t significance to the 
archaeolog i st i s t hat soatial oat
terns of mat eria l culture are in 
some resoects s imilar to written 
texts. Like texts , a particular 
oatt ern is ooen to a variety of 
interoretations subject t o the con
text and the s ituat ion of the 
individual 'readers•. Recognition 
of this ool ysemic quality, however, 
need not give us too much cause for 
disma y . Indeed, it could even lead 
us on to fre s h insights into the 
soc ial words of our prehistoric 
forebea r s. For, if we accept 
Moore' s thesi s that these polysemic 
qualities derive from "t he conduct 
o f a continual process of argument
ation (between human a~ents)" (o. 
80, then our task of interoreting 
sryecl fic oatterns is transferred 
from t~e irrmenselv difficult search 
for universal truths to the far 
simoler one of understanding 
individual circumstances . 

Woreover, by understanding the 
soec ific hi s torical contexts of 
different actions, we will be in a 
far better oosition to j udge their 
wider ideological and discursive 
significance. Anyone doubt in~ this 
should read this book, in which a 
number of case studies demonst r ate 
how this is so. Adapting her 
aporoach to s uit archaeology will 
not be easy , for it will require 
altering time-honoured notions 
about mate rial culture, but it is 
achievable. 

* * * 

YOONG, D.E AND BONNICHSEN, R., 
Understanding Stone Tools: A 
Cognitive Aoproach. Centre for the 
Study of Early Man, University of 
Maine at Orono, 1984. 312pp (28 
tables, 46 figs. and 3 appendice s ). 
No orice given, ISBN 0-912933-00-3. 

Reviewed by Mark Edmonds 

There c an be little doubt that 
the last two decades hav e witnessed 
something of an explosion in the 
number of new oerspect ives and 
t echn iques which have been brought 
to bear uoon the study of lithic 
materials. As one a spect of this 
growth, the experimental repli
cation of s tone tools, a practice 
with a long and varied history, has 
taken on a new significance. 
Renewed interest in experimental 
approaches has to a large extent 
been stimulated by the s uccess with 
which the technological s trategi es 
necessary for the creation of spec
ific artefacts and assemblages have 
been identified and replicated. 
However , it is perhaps on! y more 
recently that we have begun to see 
the articulation of this un ique 
body of data within framework s 
which attemot to graso imoortant 
archaeological nettles . 

This volume is one of a growing 
number of s tudie s that have cont
ributed to the debate concerning 
possible links between techno 
l ogical behaviour and the nature of 
soci et y. Such s tudies have tended 
to be dogged by a number of 
problems, not least that of the 
appropriate scal e at which our 
analyses sh ould be set. As much 
recent literature suggests, .the 
price that we oft en pay for el egant 
but narrowly focussed research is 
the los s of a wider picture. 

Whil s t this stimulating study by 
Young and Bonnichsen is primarily 


