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A SYNTHESIS OF THE STUDIES OF "LITHIC WORKSHOPS" IN ANDALUSIA
(SPAIN).

Antonio MORGADO and M* Elena RONCAL

This paper attemps to deal with the problems related to the study of surface lithic
assemblage, the so-called "lithic workshops". In order to achieve this aim we will
summarize the research undertaken on this subjet. We will take the region of Andalusia
(Spain) as our starting point and from here we will proceed into a study of its
theoretical and methodological bases.

It is not our objetive to establish, once and for all, the meaning and application
of the term "workshop", but rather to reflect upon the problems brought about by the
use of this term. Indeed, this term has often been applied to the latest research in the
Andalusian area. However, these works fail to take into account any previous
considerations which could establish the ground rules for its appropiate usage.

From a semantic point of view, in prehistory the term "workshop” designates the
whole formed by the funtional scope for human behaviour plus lithic deposits, where
the main activity is the exploitation of these resources. On the other hand, tradition
has come to associate the term with any surface lithic assemblage within a paleolithic
chronology. Thus, the use of such term seems to have been restricted to a number of
archaeological sites within a predetermined chronological and cultural framework, which
has resulted in a loss of its functional meaning. Nevertheless, this usage has sometimes
been admitted to be incorrect, since the term "lithic workshop"” ought to designate a
site of direct utilization of raw materials. In spite of all this, scholars have continued
to use the term to designate archaeological sites where the only evidence was large
surface lithic assemblages.

The world of "lithic workshops" is complex not only because of its nature but
also because of the multifarious conceptions of the term, so that its application depends
on its definition and interpretation.

This complexity is even more obvius when one tries to classify the various
manifestations these sites may have had in the past and which would display
polumorphism of archaeological sites. Therefore the various classifications attempt a
generalization of these hypothetical "lithic workshops". However, many of the
inaccuracies or confusions in the classification, which can be appreciated in typologies
of "workshops", are derived from the lack of a concrete definition of workshop. On
order to clarify workshops we must set a basis for the definition of this concept,
since the usual practice of taking it for granted according to archeological relics could
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result in unfortunate taxonomies. Hence its definition should be the product of a logical
deductive process. On the other hand, the application of typologies is often based upon
intuitives definitions which follow a series of predetermined ideas in respect to surface
lithic assemblages. .

For the time being, we want to point out that in order to achieve a correct
classification an definition of the sites, we should bear in mind a number of factors
whose hierarchy could be considered a taxonomic criterion. The factors have already
been dealt with in other papers and could be: type of exploitation of siliceous deposits,
position of each one of the workshops within the process of transformation of lithic
material, the quantity and quality of raw materials, its re-use, etc.

Consequently, we suggest that the word "workshop" should be used in accordance
with its conceptual meaning, which is restricted to extraction and/or lithic exploitation,
i.e. in order to denominate and determine the behavioural scope where the first step
in the exploitation of lithic resources takes place. This would disassociate the activities
of transformation which take place within scope of subsistence, whose main function
is not mainly lithic exploitation.

From this critical vision of the present times we intend to appreciate the functional
problems that one may face when it comes to determining them as “lithic workshops".
Similarly, we want to focus upon the narrow chrone-cultural parameters which determine
the time dilatation of use of silicious deposits by prehistoric people; all this is the
result of its intrinsic nature, due to the fact that it is a source or resource which could
be diachronically used by prehistoric or even historic people.

This essay attemps to introduce the problem and question it, which is the reason
why it poses a number of questions which would be the hypotheses and criteria of
research for a correct approach to these sorts of archaeological sites in the future.
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