An Embarrassment of Riches? Post-Medieval Archaeology

in Northern and Central Europe

David Gaimster

History gets thicker as it approaches recent times
(Taylor, 1965:602).

[Sleveral knowledgeable people familiar with Brazil
have advised me about the things I will need most
when I arrive in the [New] Land. ... Also, I have sure
information ... that a suit of clothes that costs around
six Reichsthaler in Amsterdam could only with diffi-
culty be made for sixteen in the [New] land. ... Also,
shoes, slippers, hats, and white linen cloth are as
expensive in the [New] Land as in Amsterdam. ...
We are today, 8/18 January, putting out to sea in the
name of the Highest, having waited out, praise God, a
desired good wind. I ask Herr Morian most sincerely,
if it is possible and can be done, to send me these items
on the next ships going to Brazil (Stephan Carl
Behaim, musketeer officer of the Dutch West India
Company to Johannes Morian, January 1636, as he
embarked to Brazil [Ozment, 1990:269-271]).

Introduction

The letters of three Behaim brothers, each from
successive generations of a Nirnberg merchant
family, provide a firsthand account of everyday
life in early modern Europe. They vividly record
personal experiences of some of the defining events
and developments of the age, from the pressures of
running a business and studying at a university to
participation in the Thirty Years’ War and service in
a colonial army. The brothers are obsessed about
their personal belongings, the state of their clothes,
the quality of their food, and their home comforts.
Each letter home, either to the family matriarch or
their banker, allows a fleeting glimpse into the
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material concerns of the European merchant com-
munity. But such sources are rare, particularly those
so personal and wide-ranging in their scope. Not
everyone was literate and could record their experi-
ences. The vast majority of the population of early
modern Europe left no documentary legacy. What
we have—wills, probate inventories, legal docu-
ments, etc.—belong almost exclusively to the ruling
and professional classes. For many years, it has
been recognized that any reconstruction of lifeways
across the spectrum of post-medieval European
society, whether in town or in the country, relies
on the cross-referencing of a wide range of physical
and historical sources of evidence. Continental and
Scandinavian Europe, as distinct from Britain,
has developed a particularly strong ethnological
tradition in early modern historical studies, combin-
ing the study of oral, documentary, and curated
evidence. But of all the material fields active in
this area over the past 25 years, the development
of an archaeological approach has made both a
novel and by far the most dramatic impact,
quantitatively and qualitatively, on the study of
European post-medieval society and its technologi-
cal development.

Any review of post-medieval archaeology in
Europe must seek attempts at definition and subject
identity among those working in the field. The exer-
cise begs a series of fundamental questions. Most
importantly, what is meant exactly by the rather
general term “post-medieval” in a pan-European
context? Is it period, culture, or material related?
Can we detect in Europe the emergence of a dis-
tinctive historical subdiscipline with its own meth-
ods and theoretical approaches? How does the
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subject differ across such a diverse continent with
such profoundly contrasting historiographies and
research traditions? How has the archacology of
the post-Middle Ages on the Continent developed
in comparison with the experience across the
English Channel where post-medieval archaeology
was formalized as early as the mid-1960s? This
review will attempt to address some of these issues
of definition and provide a critical analysis of the
development and organization of the subject area
as a whole.

This process has been facilitated by the recent
publication of a number of surveys of post-
medieval archaeology in European countries (see
below). However, comprehensive coverage is
beyond the scope of this short summary, and so
I have chosen to concentrate on some of the more
diagnostic and developed areas of this emerging
discipline. Thus this chapter will focus on an
examination of the impact of urban archaecology
on the study of post-medieval society over the last
25 years, with a special emphasis on material cul-
ture studies, a growth area within the subdisci-
pline of post-medieval archaeology. It will also
concentrate on the latest developments in north-
ern Europe and Scandinavia and in their neigh-
boring eastern and central Continental zones
north of the Alps, areas with which I am most
familiar through my own research experience.
For a review of southern Europe and the Medi-
terranean, I recommend Marco Milanese’s
recently published collection of papers Archeolo-
gia postmedievale: Societa—ambiente—produzione
(Milanese, 1997b). For the purpose of this review,
I am making use of Charles E. Orser, Jr.’s defini-
tion of “post-medieval archaeology” as a subject
that specifically examines European material
culture of the early modern period as a continua-
tion of indigenous medieval culture (Orser,
1996:190-194, 1997). I shall avoid the term “his-
torical archaeology,” which in northern Europe
has developed as a convenient shorthand for a
methodological approach, mainly in the context
of multiperiod (medieval to early modern) sites or
subjects (e.g., Cinthio, 1984; Gaimster, 2005,
2006; Niukkanen, 1999), or refers generally to
the study of post-classical literate societies
(Andersson, 1997; Andrén, 1998:9-36; Andrén
and Verhaeghe, 1997).

Organization

In contrast to developments in the United Kingdom
(see Egan, this volume; see also Crossley [1990] and
Gaimster [1994a]), post-classical archaeology in the
rest of Europe remains a relatively young research
field, with medieval archaeology emerging some-
time before a separate identity for the post-medieval
period. The experience in German-speaking coun-
tries exemplifies the developments well. Here, the
formalization of medieval and later archacology as
an identifiable subject area can only be traced back
to the mid-1970s with the founding of the Journal
for Medieval Archaeology ( Zeitschrift fiir Archdolo-
gie des Mittelalters) and the Working Group for
Medieval Archaeology (Arbeitsgemeinschaft fiir
Archiologie des Mittelalters) (AG M/N 6, 1995:6-7).
It was not until the group’s 15th conference in 1991
that the decision was taken to extend its remit to
include the post-medieval period and rename itself
in recognition of the work being conducted in this
field (AG M/N 6, 1995:8-9). In 1999, the member-
ship of the German Working Group, now the
German Society for Medieval and Post-Medieval
Archaeology (Deutsche Gesellschaft fiir Archdolo-
gie des Mittelalters und der Neuzeit), had grown to
336 members, of which around one-sixth stemmed
from outside Germany (AG M/N 10, 1999:7).
A sister organization has now emerged in Switzerland.
The Schweizerische Arbeitsgemeinschaft fiir Arch-
dologie des Mittelalters was founded in 1976 and
added the suffix Neuzeit in 1994 (AG M/N 5, 1994/
1995:34). In the neighboring Czech Republic, a work-
ing group for post-medieval archaeology emerged in
1982 out of the original medieval working group
within the Institute of Archaeology of the Academy
of Sciences of the Czech Republic (Smetanka and
Zegklitz, 1990).

The international membership of the German
Working Group, which is particularly strong in the
Alpine countries, Scandinavia and eastern Europe,
reflects the developing sense that the archaeology of
the European medieval and later society is a distinc-
tively international subject and that modern frontiers
only serve to obscure the historical reality of long-
distance trade and exchange and the cosmopolitan
nature of European communities. The annual report
of the group contains detailed information on
the composition of the membership (profession,
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academic background, gender, etc.) and provides an
invaluable guide to the development of medieval and
later archacology in post-Reunification Europe. In
Central Europe, therefore, and in Germany in parti-
cular, post-medieval archaeology is attaining formal
recognition as a subject worthy of debate by the
archaeological establishment. In 1994, the Associa-
tion of German State Archaeologists (Verband
der Landesarchdologen in der Bundesrepublik
Deutschland) devoted their annual conference to
post-medieval research and conservation issues.
The following year, the proceedings of the meeting
were issued as a separate volume of Ausgrabungen
und Funde (“Excavations and Finds” 40[1], 1995),
which was prefaced by Ingolf Ericsson’s (1995) cri-
tique on the development of post-medieval archae-
ology in Germany or the “Archaeology of Modern
Times” (Archdologie der Neuzeit).

In Germany, as in the United Kingdom or else-
where, practitioners of post-medieval archaeology
tend to work in museums, regional heritage and
conservation agencies, or in the field. Few post-
medieval archaeologists have university status,
although the subject is finally being taught on a
formal basis in university departments. Over the
past 20 years, a number of Chairs of Medieval and
Later Archacology have been founded in German-
speaking countries: at Bamberg (1981), Innsbruck
(1989), Tiibingen (1994), and Halle-Wittenberg
(2005), and medieval and later studies are now a
well-established component of archaeology classes
taught at Hamburg, Heidelberg, Wiirzburg,
Gottingen, Greifswald, Vienna, and Ziirich (AG
M/N 5, 1994/1995, and 6, 1995; Ericsson, 1995,
1999; Fehring, 1993; Felgenhauer-Schmiedt, 1993).
In Scandinavia, there are separate departments for
the medieval period (i.e., medieval and later) within
the Institutes of Archacology in Lund, Sweden, and
in Aarhus, Denmark. During the 1990s, the Univer-
sity of Turku (Abo) in Finland appointed a histor-
ical archaeologist to its chair in archaeology.
Although it is possible to study medieval archaeol-
ogy in Norway (at Oslo and Tromse), there are no
independent professorships (Andersson, 1993).
Despite these initiatives, however welcome, post-
medieval studies generally do not enjoy an indepen-
dent status and are rarely taught as a subject area in
their own right. Quite correctly, many of the major
historical questions concerning European society

are the same for both periods, but there is little
recognition of how some of the more profound
cultural changes of the early modern period (the
Renaissance; the Reformation; the growth of mer-
cantile capitalism, colonialism, etc.) might frame
the questions in a new light or how approaches
might be adapted to take account of the diversity
of complementary historical sources that character-
ize the period (documents, iconography, ethnogra-
phy, and others).

The university situation characterizes much of
the establishment attitude toward the archaecology
of Europe after the Middle Ages. The field scarcely
enjoys a separate identity and is frequently regarded
as little more than a chronological extension of
medieval archaeology. In contrast to Britain, there
is no research journal exclusively devoted to post-
medieval archacology anywhere on the Continent.
Recognition of the subject, where it exists, stems in
the main from the growth of urban rescue archae-
ology, which has transformed the material inven-
tory for the early modern period over the past two
decades (see below). However, in the worst-case
scenarios, archaeologists working in medieval
towns are forced to deal with post-medieval archae-
ology “because it is there,” and they must record it
“on the way” down to the underlying levels. The
problem of recognition can be attributed to a com-
bination of factors, including the failure to develop
a research framework for post-medieval material
culture studies and to the ongoing debate among
archaeologists across the Continent concerning per-
iodization and disciplinarity. The present character
of European post-medieval archaeology reflects the
training and academic background of most of its
practitioners. Unlike the majority of their counter-
parts in North America who have been trained in
the anthropological tradition, almost all come
from an explicitly archaeological or historical
background.

Defining the Subject

By far the greatest challenge facing post-medieval
archacology on the European continent is its
chronological and methodological definition.
Despite Eric Cinthio’s (1984) attempt to isolate the
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archacology of the Middle Ages as a discreet subject
in Scandinavia (see also Drake [1984] for further
discussion), few archaeologists in the region have
sought to address the issue. Those who have done so
have refused to acknowledge a necessity for an
independent archaeology of the post-Middle Ages
(e.g., Mogren, 1995). The attitude is perhaps a pro-
duct of the urban archaeological scene or the survi-
val of monuments that are invariably multiperiod in
character. As already noted, most European
archacological institutions prefer to treat the sub-
ject as a suffix to the main business of studying pre-
Reformation culture. In a sense, the continuum
approach is perfectly sensible and avoids the sticky
problem of period division, a typically British tradi-
tion, which inspired the foundation of the Society
for Post-Medieval Archaeology in 1966 but which
imposes its own problems that can obscure rather
than enlighten questions of continuity and change
(Gaimster and Stamper, 1997a).

Recently, a number of Continental research
projects have been launched on specifically multi-
period themes such as the archacology of Hanseatic
urban culture (e.g., Dunckel et al., 1999; Gaimster,
1999b, 2005; Gliser, 1993; Gliser and Miihrenberg,
1997; Stephan, 1996). Moreover, papers given by
Continental scholars at a joint conference hosted
in 1996 by the Socicties for Medieval and Post-
Medieval Archacology on “The Age of Transition:
The Archaeology of English Culture 1400-1600”
(see Gaimster and Stamper, 1997b) have high-
lighted the dangers of studying the post-medieval
period in isolation from its precursor. Quoting the
work of historians, two contributors—Verhaeghe
(1997) and Courtney (1997)—questioned the tra-
ditional Marxist model used to characterize the
fifteenth- and sixteenth-century transition from
feudalism to capitalism, because it seriously
underestimates the impact of mercantilism on
late medieval (urban) society. Although focused
on the English experience, the 1996 London
conference was the first such international forum
on the issue of the period divide between the
Middle Ages and early modern period and was
attended by archacologists from across western
and northern Europe. Its aim was to assess the
physical evidence for both change and continuity.
In virtually all of the case studies presented, it was
noted that the rate and extent of development was

not uniform and that tradition loomed as large as
innovation in the lives of ordinary men and
women. Although some changes of the period ca.
1400-1600 were sudden, momentous, and deci-
sive, others were less so, including some that repre-
sented the culmination of a much longer period of
change, if not evolution. However, it was hard to
avoid the archaeological evidence for a number of
major cultural and technological innovations that
transformed the meaning and quality of life for
large sections of the population, particularly for
the emerging middle classes.

Cultural transformations in fifteenth- and
sixteenth-century England included wider access to
a new range of domestic goods and personal acces-
sories, a greater emphasis on privacy and material
comfort in the home, and the reconfiguration of
public and private space. In equal measure, the dis-
covery of the New World and the invention of gun-
powder are two developments directly visible in the
archaeological record—in the dietary habits of
urban mercantile communities and in fortification
design. In the domestic sphere, the period after 1450
is characterized not only by an increasing multipli-
city of products, but in their new multidimension-
ality of material, form, and decorative treatment.
Functional and technological innovations are
most clearly visible in the late medieval to early
modern ceramic record both in England and
Europe (Gaimster and Nenk, 1997). The migration
of ceramics from the kitchen and cellar to the center
of the table represents the transformation of the
medium from an exclusively utilitarian to a social
commodity. Technological innovations such as the
introduction of molded ornament based on contem-
porary printed sources transformed formerly utili-
tarian stoneware and stove tiles into fashion items
in their own right by the early sixteenth century.
These innovations are dramatic and distinctive.
They help to distinguish the early modern domestic
environment from that of the evolutionary Middle
Ages. In England, these physical traces of change
were recognized as justification for the creation of a
new subdiscipline of post-medieval archaeology and
were enshrined in the editorial of the first issue of the
journal Post-Medieval Archaeology (Butler, 1967).

Although any formal consensus on an ending
date for the post-medieval period has yet to be
reached by European post-medieval archaeologists
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(see Tarlow, 2007:1-33), the British research com-
munity has long recognized the mid-eighteenth
century introduction of factory methods and
modes of production as the watershed dividing
early modern from industrial society (Butler,
1967). As with the transformations of the late Mid-
dle Ages, the British Industrial Revolution can trace
its origins back into the preceding centuries, but its
cumulative effect felt during the late eighteenth to
early nineteenth century served to change society
beyond recognition (Courtney, 1997:10-11). Its
demographic, social, and economic impact in
terms of population growth, the relocation of entire
communities, increasing class polarization, and the
development of an international colonial economy
were decisive in creating a new material inventory.
In Germany, in contrast, the new Archdologie
der Neuzeit seems to make little distinction between
early sixteenth-century Renaissance and Reforma-
tion culture and World War II air-raid shelters (e.g.,
papers in Ausgrabungen und Funde 40[1], 1995).

The danger with these arguments on periodiza-
tion is that they will appear overly Anglocentric.
The chronology of the British Industrial Revolution
is unique in Europe. Britain became an industrial
nation in terms of a producer and consumer over
100 years before many of her Continental counter-
parts. Even in western Germany, the introduction of
the factory system and the migration of rural popu-
lations into the towns did not occur until the 1820s
at the earliest (see Gaimster [1986] for the archae-
ological implications of this phenomenon). Thus,
we are in a position to construct a unique “post-
medieval/early modern/proto-industrial” epoch for
each country or region in Europe, as Crawford’s
seminal 1967 paper on the Scottish experience or
Sarvas’s (1977) study of the Finnish regionality pro-
blem suggest. Some divisions might overlap, but
most would be mutually exclusive.

If subject demarcation on temporal grounds alone
seems an increasingly sterile exercise, most of the more
recent discussions of the nature of post-medieval
archaeology in northern and Central Europe have
come down on the side of a general cultural definition
corresponding to a broad post-Columbus/post-
Gutenberg (Bible)/post-Schism/proto-Industrializa-
tion time frame (e.g., Carmiggelt and Hacquebord
[1990] for the Netherlands, Verhaeghe and Otte
[1988] for Belgium, Gaimster [1995] for Sweden;

Smetanka and Zegklitz [1990] for the Czech Republic,
and Taavitsainen [2001] for Finland). Indeed, Scandi-
navian archaeologists are now explicitly referring to
“post-Reformation archaeology” (e.g., Bergen, 1983;
Broberg, 1982; Mogren, 1995). This culture-centered
division even coincides with thinking in Roman
Catholic portions of Europe that were untouched
by the Lutheran Reformation, but which were
transformed materially by the Renaissance and the
development of New World trading markets (see
Milanese [1997a] for Italy and Amores [1997] for
Spain). The Reformation in Britain and northern
Europe has recently been debated as an archaeologi-
cal question at the 2001 joint conference of the Socie-
ties for Medieval and Post-Medieval Archaeology
(Gaimster and Gilchrist, 2003), while the impact of
changes in social and religious mentality on six-
teenth-century domestic material culture has
recently been explored in a preliminary study by
Gaimster (2000a). For others, however, cataclysmic
events—such as the Black Death and the Thirty
Years’ War—are equally decisive in framing the
material and mental map of early modern Europe
(Hundsbichler, 1997).

Inevitably, any discussion of periodization relies
on divergent criteria and can obscure rather than
clarify the issue. In contrast, most commentators
are in agreement over the question of methods.
They are united, it seems, on the necessity of a
pluralist approach to post-medieval material his-
tory that combines archaeological evidence with
ethnographic, documentary, cartographic, icono-
graphic (pictorial), architectural, and scientific
sources. Thus it is this multidisciplinarity and
cross-referencing potential of the subject, as a
reflection of the wealth and variety of historical
evidence available for study, which distinguishes
the study of post-medieval archacology from its
longer-established sibling (e.g., Ericsson, 1995:10-12;
Falk, 1996; Gaimster, 1995; Smetanka and Zegklitz,
1990; Stephan, 1980a). A recent project to recon-
struct the household of a late-sixteenth-century
miller’s widow in the Netherlands from probate
and archaeological evidence seems to represent
what European post-medieval archaeology is all
about (Baart, 1986a; ter Molen et al., 1986). Mean-
while, the sheer magnitude and diversity of the
European post-medieval material inventory—in
comparison to what survives from the preceding
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Middle Ages—makes the post-medieval “finds
mountain” a pivotal issue among Continental and
Scandinavian researchers (Andersson, 1994). This
recognition represents a radical change from the
position of the 1960s and 1970s. Traditionally, the
archaeology of the post-medieval period has been
regarded as little more than supplemental to the
main business of the documentary record and has
suffered from the “handmaiden of history” syn-
drome. Today, as the first synthetic studies are pub-
lished, the subject is tentatively beginning to frame
its own historical points of reference as well as
define its own distinctive methodological emphasis
(Pajer, 1990).

The emergence of a multidisciplinary discipline
for the post-medieval period is best illustrated in
Austria where the National Academy of Sciences
established the Institute for the Material Culture of
the Middle Ages and Early Modern Period in 1996
(Institut fiir Realienkunde des Mittelalters und der
frithen Neuzeit; see AG M/N 8, 1997:27). The Insti-
tute, based at Krems, Austria, has formed an
archive of pictorial and iconographic sources illus-
trating contemporary material culture. The inven-
tory of over 20,000 photographs offers a unique
opportunity to examine archaeological artifacts in
their physical, social, and functional contexts.
Moreover, it is possible to view objects in use before
the point of discard or loss. Certainly radical in the
strictly compartmentalized central European
research environment, researchers at the institute
are initiating discussions on interdisciplinary
approaches to medieval and post-medieval
material culture studies (Hundsbichler, 1996,
1997). A recent publication of the institute, for
instance, examines the archaeological potential of
studying archaecological artifacts in the contempor-
ary iconographic record (Jaritz, 1996). Similarly,
now that the political barriers separating west
from east have been dismantled, the work of eastern
European institutes of material culture history is
beginning to find a resonance among western
researchers. A notable example is the Institute of
Archaeology and Ethnology of the Polish Academy
of Sciences in Warsaw, which publishes the Quarterly
Journal of Material Culture History (Kwartalnik
Historii Kultury Materialnej) containing a wide
range of post-medieval archaeological and folk-
history subjects.

Urban Archaeology

Over the last 25 years, the exponential growth of
rescue archaeology across the European continent
has transformed our existing understanding of life
and lifestyles in the early modern town and city.
Excavations in towns and cities have enabled
archaeologists and colleagues in related spheres to
make a physical measure of material consumption,
production, trade, and diet among urban popula-
tions, both within individual communities and on
an inter- and intrasite comparative basis (Falk,
1992). Urban redevelopment has been a particular
feature of northwestern Europe, where a series of
major urban archaeological projects have now been
running, some of them for more than a decade and a
half. Many of these projects, of course, are multi-
period in their scope. Even though so many towns in
the region trace their origin back to the Roman
period, their post-medieval development has more
recently been given considerable attention. In some
areas, the early modern period has been the subject
of special interest, nowhere more so than in the
Netherlands, a country that was formed during the
late sixteenth century and which became the cul-
tural and commercial hub of northwestern Europe
during the seventeenth century (see Schama [1987]
for a picture of the Dutch Golden Age). Dutch
urban archaeology of the post-Middle Ages has
been the subject of recent surveys by Sarfatij
(1995) and by Baart (1997).

In Scandinavia and the Baltic, there has been
much interest in the archaeology of the post-
medieval town, many of which were radically
redeveloped or even established in the sixteenth or
seventeenth century, a situation comparable to
North American urban settlement. In Sweden,
post-medieval archaeology seems to be thriving in
seventeenth-century “new” towns such as Goteborg
(Jonsson and Kihlberg, 1981) or in towns replanned
after total conflagration such as Nykoping after
1665 (Hallans and Andersson, 1992) or Karlstad
after 1719 and 1752 (Lundh et al., 1994). The Hel-
sinki City Museum has recently published the
results of extensive excavations in the Old Town of
the Finnish capital, which was founded in 1550 as a
regional center by the Swedish king Gustav Vasa
and which was relocated in 1640 (Narinkka, 1994).
The settlement represents a unique archaeological
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time capsule for the study of urban material life in
early modern Europe (Niukkanen, 2002). In Copen-
hagen, the Danish capital, the excavation of a town
refuse dump has revealed a unique time capsule for
northern Europe dating to the period 1750—-1765. In
addition to the ceramics, glass, and metalwork, the
waterlogged conditions have produced rare survi-
vals of contemporary clothing and footwear of both
rich and poor, including extensive evidence for the
recycling of dress and human hair (Hest-Madsen,
2005). The excavation has effectively launched post-
medieval archaeology in Danish towns. Previously
little, if any, archaeology had been conducted on
post-1536 deposits (i.e., post-Reformation). City
archaeologists in St. Petersburg, Russia’s Baltic
capital founded by Peter the Great in 1709, have
recently produced the first monograph on the
archacology of this eighteenth-century metropolis
(St. Petersburg, 1996).

In Germany, there exists a well-established tradi-
tion for a multiperiod approach to towns and cities
established in the medieval period (Falk, 1992;
Stephan, 1990). The Liibeck Archaeological Office
(Bereich Archiologie der Hansestadt Liibeck),
responsible for the capital of the Hanseatic League
and a UNESCO World Heritage Site since 1987, has
recently celebrated over 35 years of intensive urban
excavation and research (Falk and Miihrenberg,
1997). Performing its combined role of conservation
agency and research institute, it publishes an annual
monograph (Liubecker Schriften zur Archdologie
und Kulturgeschichte: Vorgeschichte, Mittelalter,
Neuzeit) that records excavation campaigns on
rescue sites in the city. Since its foundation in
1978, the journal has provided a barometer of
research trends in medieval and later urban archae-
ology in Germany and northern Europe. The jour-
nal is a rich source of information on medieval and
post-medieval buildings archaeology, artifact stu-
dies, and the urban paleoenvironment.

Vigorous urban archaeology programs are now a
feature of many of the Hanseatic cities around the
Baltic rim, particularly since the Reunification of
the region, and they are beginning to generate syn-
thetic studies on trade and material culture (Gaimster,
1999a, 1999b, 2006). Of those with a strong post-
medieval emphasis and the development of a special
interest in artifact sequences, I would recommend
Wismar (e.g., Buchholz, 1994; Hoppe, 1990, 1992),

Rostock (Schifer, 1990; Schafer and Paasch, 1989),
Stralsund (Gaimster et al., 2001; Moller, 1996;
Schifer, 1999; Schindler and Schéfer, 2001),
Greifswald (Liith and Schéfer, 1995; Schifer,
1995), Elblag (Elbing) (Golgbiewski, 1992;
Nawrolski, 1987, 1997), Stockholm (see Chapters
10 and 11 in Dahlbick [1983]; Hallerdt [2002]),
Helsinki (Narinkka, 1994), Haapsalu and Tallinn
(Mill and Russow, 2000; Russow, 2002), Kalmar
(Blohmé, 1995), and Malmé (e.g., Billberg, 1987)
for key reports. Latterly, the 2005 exhibition and
handbook reviewing 15 years of intensive urban res-
cue archaeology in Mecklenburg—Lower Pomerania
forms a comprehensive overview of work following
the fall of the Iron Curtain forms in the region (Jons
et al., 20095).

Elsewhere in northern Germany it is possible to
trace an equally rich post-medieval archaeological
tradition. Here much of the work carried out has
been rescue-led, but there is a considerable number
of long-term projects that have maintained a strong
research dimension. Hans-Georg Stephan’s and
Sven Schiitte’s work in the Westphalian and
Lower Saxon towns of Hoxter, Hannoversch
Miinden, and Goéttingen deserves a special mention
here insofar as their studies of urban life have
formed a blueprint for post-medieval material cul-
ture studies in north German towns (Schiitte, 1978;
Stephan, 1980b, 1980c) (Fig. 1). Finally, further rich
and well-dated groups of post-medieval domestic
refuse have been recorded at Hoxter (Konig,
1989), Lemgo (Diedrich, 1989); Liineburg
(Andraschko et al., 1996; Biittner, 1997; Kiihlborn,
1995); Einbeck (Heege, 2002), Heide in Schleswig-
Holstein (Arnold, 1986; Arnold et al., 1992/1993;
Liibke and Westphalen, 1989). Important, but
rarely reported groups of nineteenth-century
domestic artifacts have recently been excavated at
the ducal residential town of Bergen on the island of
Riigen (see Schifer [1998] for a survey of post-
medieval archaeology in the region).

Of all the major urban archaeology programs in
northwest Germany, one stands out in particular in
terms of its multidisciplinary scope and special
attention to the late medieval to industrial sequence.
The 10-year program of intensive excavation in
Duisburg, a Hanseatic city located at the confluence
of the Rhine and the Ruhr, has formed a unique
urban material archive from over 70 sites. The
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Fig. 1 Graphic
representation of the
comparative ceramic profiles
of two Lower Saxon towns:
Hoxter, ca. 1500-1550 and
Gottingen ca. 1550-1600.
Bar charts indicate the
relative aggregate
proportions of ceramic
wares found; the pie charts
divide the wares into
functional categories and
show the extent of
competition between
ceramics and other
household products (wood,
glass, metalware, etc.) (from
Stephan, 1980b:Fig. 16,
courtesy Habelt Verlag,
Bonn)
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was published in 1992 (Krause, 1992), and it con-
tains a series of studies on material consumption,
dietary trends, urban pollution, and craft produc-
tion among the town’s citizens over the late
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medieval to early modern period. Of particular
interest is the evidence for the demographic, envir-
onmental, and material impact of industrialization
on a city and its hinterland during the eighteenth to
early nineteenth century (Gaimster, 1986, 2006).
The Duisburg project was also the first of a growing
number of urban archaeology projects in northwest
Germany to lay equal stress on the post-medieval
artifactual and ecofactual evidence (e.g., Wiethold
[1995] for Liineburg).

In contrast to the north and northwest part of the
country and despite a number of initiatives in towns
such as Frankfurt-am-Main (Doéry, 1984, 1988),
Heidelberg (Lutz et al., 1992), Nirnberg (Kahsnitz
and Brandl, 1984), or Konstanz (Oexle, 1986), little
in terms of long-term post-medieval urban projects
have developed in southern Germany, where there
has been a long-established focus on the region’s
Roman and early medieval settlements. An impor-
tant exception is Walter Janssen’s detailed treat-
ment of the material culture and paleobiological
profile of a ca. 1500 civic hospital in the Imperial
town of Bad Windsheim, as recovered from a large
latrine deposit (Janssen, 1994). In contrast, there
has been much recent activity in the “new” federal
states, such as Mecklenburg-Lower Pomerania
(see above) and Saxony, where the rate of urban
redevelopment has been stimulated by Reunifica-
tion. Publications and public exhibitions on excava-
tions in the historic triangle of Leipzig, Dresden, and
Chemnitz have demonstrated the growing interest in
the material culture of the medieval to early modern
European city (Oexle, 1994, 1995a, 1995b).

The towns located downstream from Duisburg
along the Rhine and the Maas demonstrate a long
tradition for post-medieval archacology. Dutch devel-
opments in the urban sphere have recently been synthe-
sized by Jan Baart, city archacologist for Amsterdam
(Baart, 1997). Virtually all the major towns of the
Netherlands have produced major monographs on
their medieval to early modern sequences. Collectively
they have generated the most extensive post-medieval
urban inventory in Europe. The reports are particu-
larly rich in ceramics and glass assemblages, and the
extensive quantitative data provide an invaluable
source for refined intersite analysis (e.g., Clevis and
Kottman [1989] for Deventer; Clevis and Smit [1990]
for Kampen; Thijssen [1991] for Nijmegen; Bitter
et al. [1997] for Alkmaar; and Bartels [1999] for a

survey of ceramic finds). Of particular interest are
those sites that offer a documented social context
such as the excavations on the site of a known mer-
chant family of ca. 1760-1840 in the Nijmegen
Smidsstraat (Thijssen, 1984).

Perhaps the greatest post-medieval urban archive
in the Netherlands has been generated by three
decades of excavations in the center of Amsterdam.
The 1972-1979 excavations in advance of a new
underground railway produced a substantial corpus
of post-medieval finds (Baart et al., 1977), and exca-
vations on the Waterloo Square during 1980-1982
provided an opportunity to examine a complete
seventeenth- and eighteenth-century residential
quarter of the city. Four blocks, comprising about
150 houses, were systematically examined. The
resulting finds assemblages—ceramics, glass, leather,
textiles, metalware, wood, bone, and paleobotanical
finds—provided a laboratory for the study of Dutch
material consumption and dietary habit during the
Dutch Golden Age (Baart, 1983, 1997).

Across the border in Flanders, several decades of
intensive excavation in Antwerp have revealed
something of the material wealth of what was one
of northern Europe’s finest Renaissance cities
(Antwerp, 1983; Veeckman, 1992, 1996). Integral
to the history of Antwerp’s and commercial and
cultural development during the sixteenth century
is the archaeology of the migration and establish-
ment in the city of two Mediterranean Renaissance
technologies, namely the maiolica and glass indus-
tries originating from central Italy and Venice,
respectively (see Veeckman [1997] for maiolica;
Denissen [1983] for glass; and Veeckman [2002]
for a fuller survey). The post-medieval wealth of
Flanders as a whole can also now be observed in
the rich ceramic and glass assemblages excavated in
Bruges (e.g., Hillewaert et al., 1991), Brussels
(De Poorter, 1995), Antwerp (Veeckman, 1992,
1996), and Masseik (Heymans, 1989).

Finally, in Central Europe, while medieval
archaeology is a relatively new development, post-
medieval archaeology is still very much in its
infancy and, as elsewhere, a product of the redeve-
lopment of urban centers following the collapse of
the Iron Curtain. Although essentially rescue-led, in
their summary of developments in Prague and other
Bohemian towns, Smetanka and Zegklitz (1990)
identified the growth of a definable post-medieval
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archacology in the region with a particular focus
on mass-produced material such as ceramics. For
Hungary, Imre Holl included a discussion of the
Turkish occupation in his recent survey of Budapest’s
urban archaeology (Holl, 1991). Here King Martinus
Corvinus’s late-fifteenth- to early-sixteenth-century
Renaissance palace of Buda has long been a focus
of archaeological interest (Farbaky, 1991). Mean-
while Vienna’s archaeologists have concentrated on
the city’s rich medieval to early modern ceramic
inventory as an index of commercial and cultural
contact around the Empire and beyond (Harl, 1982).

Material Culture Studies

Of all the social and economic spheres that make up
post-medieval European cultural history, it is in the
study of the household—its utensils, physical envir-
onment, and behavior patterns (in other words, its
Alltagskultur)—that archaeology has made by far
the greatest impact over the past 25 years, particu-
larly with the growth of urban rescue excavations
(Falk, 1992). For the first time, city artifact deposits
have provided a physical key to significant eco-
nomic and social developments of the period,
including the growing commercial and cultural
influence of the urban mercantile community and
their increasing access to global markets. By virtue
of its utility at most levels of post-medieval
European society, its relatively short lifespan, and
its durability in the ground, ceramics have proved to
be one of the most sensitive and reliable sources of
economic trends and social behavior. As in Britain
during the 1960s, the study of ceramics has been
the catalyst for the emergence of post-medieval
archaeology as a definable discipline in Europe
(see Gaimster [1994a] for Britain). Equally, the
study of ceramic- and glass-manufacturing sites has
generated a vast corpus of information on technolo-
gical innovation and developments in the modes of
production. Well-sourced artifacts are a necessary
prerequisite for examining questions of interregional
trade and cultural exchange (e.g., Gaimster
[1997a:51-114, 1999a, 1999b, 1999¢] for the study
of the Baltic ceramic market ca. 1200—1600). Thus,
in recent years, we have seen an explosion in the
study of artifact distributions and in scientific

characterization programs, particularly of ceramics
(e.g., Hook, 1997, Hook and Gaimster, 1995;
Hughes and Gaimster, 1999).

In the northern European post-medieval ceramic
sphere, most attention has been paid over the past
two decades to products such as slipware, stone-
ware, and stove tiles, which were transformed tech-
nologically and visually under pressure from an
increasingly sophisticated ceramic market and
which consequently offer enormous potential for
consumer studies. Equally, the Mediterranean tin-
glazed earthenware (maiolica) industries, which
migrated across the Continent in search of new
markets during the sixteenth century and which
transformed indigenous pottery-making traditions,
are now the subject of detailed scrutiny (Gaimster,
1999d; Veeckman, 2002). In addition to urban exca-
vation monographs that contain catalogs of pottery
and other artifacts (see above for selection), several
important synthetic studies of post-medieval cera-
mic production, consumption, and distribution
have appeared over the past two decades (Gaimster
[1992], Naumann [1988], Stephan [1992], and Ver-
haeghe [1988] provide major regional overviews).

The slip-decorated earthenware industries of
Central and northern Europe have been the focus
of a special study by the German archaeologist
Hans-Georg Stephan. Stephan’s 1987 study charts
the spread of polychrome-painted lead-glazed
earthenware across the Continent from the early
sixteenth to mid-seventeenth century and provides
a measure of the spread of Renaissance table culture
among the middle-ranking to lower levels of society
(see Gaimster [1989] for review). His long-term
examination of slipware-production sites along the
Upper Weser and Lower Werra Rivers is a model of
an archaeological approach to a field of study tra-
ditionally dominated by decorative arts historians
(Stephan, 1981, 1983, 1992). Excavations in the
consumer towns of the region have also indicated
the extent to which these products penetrated the
local ceramic markets and performed in competi-
tion against imported wares (Stephan, 1980b,
1980c).

Equally influential in the development of north-
west European earthenware studies has been the
work of John G. Hurst, the British archaeologist
and ceramic researcher (see below). His analysis
of the North Holland slipware industry of the
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late-sixteenth to mid-seventeenth century provides
an important geographical extension to Stephan’s
work (Hurst and van Beuningen, 1975). The inten-
sive level of archaeological interest in the Low
Countries earthenware industries is further exem-
plified by Anton Bruijn’s special study of the Werra
slipware kiln that moved to Enkhuizen during the
first decade of the seventeenth century (Bruijn,
1992), Gerrit Groeneweg’s examination of redware
and maiolica production in Bergen op Zoom
(Groeneweg, 1992), and Peter Bitter’s excavations
of the Alkmaar redware kilns (Bitter, 1996:93—113).
Local earthenware production is proving to be one
of the most active areas of post-medieval excavation
activity in the neighboring regions of Flanders
(Verhaeghe, 1988) and northeastern France (see
various papers in Blieck [1989]).

Perhaps one of the liveliest areas for slipware
research in recent years has been the Lower
Rhineland, the location for an extensive network
of rural workshops supplying both the region and
the neighboring Low Countries and beyond into the
North Sea between the late sixteenth and eighteenth
century. A number of major exhibition handbooks
and conference proceedings have provided an over-
view of the field, which is characterized by a multi-
disciplinary approach combining archacological,
art-historical, documentary, and ethnographic evi-
dence (Burhenne et al., 1991; Gaimster et al., 1988;
Naumann, 1988; Tromnau and Krause, 1986).
Excavated materials from production sites provide
key information in this field (e.g., Frankewitz, 1992;
Mars, 1991). The study of these industries and their
role in the regional pottery market has been trans-
formed by the results of over a decade’s intensive
excavation in the city of Duisburg on the confluence
of the Rhine and the Ruhr (see Krause [1992]
above). Over 50 sealed contexts covering the period
ca. 1400-1800 have provided a detailed picture of
the changes in regional pottery supply and demand
across sites of different status and between town
and country (Gaimster, 1986, 1988, 1991, 1992,
1994b, 2006). The project conducted by the author
on the post-medieval ceramic sequence of Duisburg
and its hinterland was designed to span the divides
separating the post-Middle Ages from the earlier
medieval and subsequent industrial periods, thereby
enabling a long-term picture to emerge of continu-
ity, change, and competition in the local pottery

market. Parallel to developments in northwest
Germany and the Low Countries, an archacology
of local post-medieval earthenware production is
also developing in southern Scandinavia and in
Poland, a field traditionally the preserve of ethno-
graphers (e.g., Galt [1981] and Broberg [1982] for
Stockholm; Augustsson [1985] for Halmstad;
Billberg [1989] for Malméo; Blohmé [1995] for
Kalmar; and Buko and Pela [1997] for a collection
of Polish studies).

Meanwhile, a far greater understanding is begin-
ning to emerge regarding the genesis of the northern
European tin-glazed earthenware industry. Maiolica
was revolutionary in both its technology and its
social impact, and represents, along with colored
glass in the Venetian style, the spread of Italian
Renaissance know-how and domestic fashion to
the north. Pivotal to the study is the new archae-
ological and documentary research being conducted
on the maiolica workshop established in 1476 by
Italian artisans under King Matthias at the royal
palace of Buda in Budapest and the subsequent
migration of central Italian maiolica potters to
Antwerp and Flanders during the early years of
the sixteenth century (Bertalan, 1991; Dumortier,
1988; Veeckman, 1997, 2002). Jan Baart’s work on
Italian and Portuguese tin-glaze ecarthenware
imports into Amsterdam form templates for the
growth in demand for Mediterranean-style table-
wares along the North Sea littoral during the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries (Baart, 1986b,
1987). Recent research by Falk and Gaimster (2002)
has stressed the role of imported Mediterranean and
Low Countries maiolica in the transformation of
dining culture in the Baltic during the sixteenth
century. The establishment of a tin-glazed earthen-
ware industry around the Low Countries and across
the English Channel during the course of the six-
teenth century is the subject of an edited volume
published by the British Museum (Gaimster,
1999d). For the seventeenth and eighteenth centu-
ries, excavations on manufacturing and consumer
sites in the Low Countries, the Rhineland, and the
Baltic region have transformed our knowledge of
technological developments in the industry and of
the continuing demand for the tin-glazed earthen-
ware in the north before the impact of industrially
mass-produced wares in the later eighteenth century
(see Bischoff and Dory [1984] for Frankfurt-am-
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Main; Eriksson [1991] for Sélvesborg, South Swe-
den; and Schulz-Berlekamp [1992] for the distribu-
tion of Stralsund wares).

But of all the European ceramic industries of the
late medieval to early modern period, one in parti-
cular made a profound global impact. Stoneware
made in the Rhineland, Lower Saxony, and Saxony
is characterized by an extremely robust body that is
also stain and odor-free, completely impervious to
water, and ideal for drinking, decanting, storage,
and transportation purposes. Its physical and artis-
tic attributes enabled the German stoneware indus-
tries to dominate the regional ceramic markets of
northern Europe between the early fourteenth and
mid-eighteenth century and to penetrate the Eur-
opean colonial trade from the late sixteenth century
onward. The introduction of molded relief orna-
ment based directly on contemporary print sources
during the early sixteenth century transformed the
medium from primarily utilitarian in character to a
fashion item in its own right. Stoneware in context,
therefore, offers archaeologists the opportunity to
examine questions of commercial contact and
sociocultural development.

The archaeology of German stoneware has
been the subject of a detailed study by the author
(Gaimster, 1997a) that summarizes over a century
of excavation on production sites and the evidence
for its distribution around Europe and the New
World. With its ubiquitous distribution, shared only
with clay pipes, German stoneware has become one
of the principal “type fossils” of European post-
medieval archaeology. German stoneware is central
to all the most recent archaeological studies of
commercial and cultural contact in the North Sea
and Baltic trading zones between the fourteenth
and seventeenth century (e.g., Hurst et al., 1986;
Gaimster, 1997a:78-97, 1999a, 1999b, 1999c¢, 2005;
Reed, 1990; Sveinbjarnardottir, 1996) (Fig. 2). The
product was also in widespread demand as a cera-
mic utensil and transportation container on voyages
around Europe and to the New World, as the global
shipwreck distribution demonstrates (Gaimster,
1997b, 2000b). State and civic archaeological
authorities in Germany have recognized the inter-
national cultural importance of their early modern
stoneware industries and are now taking a more
responsible attitude to the conservation and
research of key production sites. Recent

excavations at Siegburg and Frechen in the Rhine-
land and at Grossalmerode in North Hesse are
models of this development (e.g., Jiirgens et al.,
1995; Korte-Borger, 1991; Stephan, 1986).

As with so many categories of European post-
medieval ceramics, ceramic stoves represent a cate-
gory of material culture that have traditionally been
the preserve of decorative arts historians and ethno-
graphers but which are now the focus of consider-
able attention by post-medieval archacologists
working in northern and Central Europe. Besides
a radical innovation in domestic heating technology
during the late medieval period, the smokeless cera-
mic stove, with its relief-molded and glazed tiles,
injected a new visual dimension into the household
interior of aristocratic residences, monasteries, and
town merchant houses alike. Like stoneware, the
use of contemporary printed designs (portraits, alle-
gorical subjects, etc.) transformed tile stoves during
the sixteenth century into a medium for cultural and
political exchange (Gaimster, 2000a). The study of
post-medieval stove tiles and their molded designs
from archaeological contexts is developing rapidly
with the realization that excavated assemblages pro-
vide a basis for the study of the material wealth,
spatial arrangements, and the living conditions of
individual households. Stove-tile research has
formed one of the principal fields of post-medieval
archaeology in Central, northern, and Baltic
Europe since the 1930s (Blomqvist, 1936; Gaimster,
1995). Major archaeological studies published
recently include those by Unger and Gaimster
(1988) for the Rhineland (Cologne); Stephan
(1991, 1992) for the Werra and Weser Rivers; Ring
(1996) for Liineburg; Kuncevicius (1992) for
Lithuania; Ose (1996) for Latvia; Vunk (1996) and
Russow (2006) for Estonia; Kilarska and Kilarski
(1991, 1993) for the Baltic coast of Poland; Brych
et al. (1990) for Prague; Roth Heege (2001) for
Switzerland; Richard and Schwien (2000) for France;
and Gaimster (1999c, 2001a) for the Baltic rim.

Of the other principal classes of material culture,
the study of the manufacturing and use of post-
medieval vessel glass has been transformed by
archacological discoveries, particularly in towns.
Extensive urban sequences have been published,
among others, from Amsterdam (Baart et al.,
1984), Deventer (Clevis and Kottman, 1989), and
Alkmaar (Bitter, 1996) in the Netherlands; Antwerp
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Fig. 2 Selection of imported
German stoneware ceramics
excavated at the Danish royal
castle of Lindholmen, Scania
(Sweden): 1, Saxony, ca.
1475; 2, Cologne, ca. 1550; 3,
Frechen, ca. 1550-1575; 4,
Raeren, ca. 1597-1600 (from
Gaimster and Stilje,
1995:Fig. 4, and Gaimster,
2001b:Fig. 7)

(Denissen, 1983); Liibeck (Dumitrache, 1990);
Elblag, Torui, Szczecin, and Kolobrzeg, Hanseatic
towns on the Polish Baltic coast (Golgbiewski,
1993); Hoxter in Westphalia (Stephan, 1980b);
Gottingen (Korbel, 1983) in Lower Saxony; and
Nymburk, Bohemia (Sedlackova, 1997). Mean-
while, post-medieval rural forest glass industries
have come to the attention of archaeologists. The
study by Wamser (1984) of Spessart glass in Fran-
conia and that by Wichert-Pollmann (1984) of the
workshops in the eastern Westphalia/Lippe region
exemplify the trend. In Scandinavia and the Baltic,
the excavation of early forest glass sites bridges the
subject and methodological divide between post-
medieval and industrial archaeology (Matiskainen

T
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and Haggrén, 1995; Matiskainen et al., 1991;
Roosma, 1966). The survey by Henkes (1994) of ves-
sel-glass production and use in the Netherlands dur-
ing the late medieval to early modern period is a model
of the more recently published synthetic reports.
Equally, clay pipes are now being studied on both
the regional and local level, and several major corpora
are now in print (e.g., for regional European surveys
see Davey [1980, 1981]; see also Kiigler [1987] for the
German Westerwald; Miktaszewicz [1995] for Torud,
Poland; Buchholz [1992] for Wismar, Mecklenburg;
and Stephan [1994] for Hoxter). Annual meetings of
the German Clay Pipe Research Group are attended
by researchers from neighboring countries and
beyond (Kiigler, 1996).
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Because of the prolific nature of Continental
urban archaeology, this survey has restricted itself
in the main to the study of urban artifact sequences
and consumption by mercantile and artisan popula-
tions. However, it cannot draw to a conclusion with-
out mentioning one or two other rich sources of
material culture, particularly those that relate to
elite (royal, aristocratic, or ecclesiastical) culture
and rural (peasant) communities. Examples of sub-
stantial post-medieval ceramics and glass collections
recovered from patrician sites in northern Europe
include those from Burg Gleichen, Thiiringia
(Lappe, 1983); Fiirstenberg on the Weser (Stephan,
1982); Heidelberg Castle (Lutz et al, 1992),
Johannisburg Castle, Aschaffenburg (Ermischer,
1996), and the cathedral precincts at Hildesheim
(Kruse, 1990) in Germany; the castles of Kessel and
Tilburg in the Netherlands (Clevis and Thijssen,
1989; Stoepker, 1986); the royal Danish castle
of Lindholmen, southern Sweden (see Fig. 2)
(Gaimster and Stilje, 1995); and from castles in
Mecklenburg, northern Germany (Schoknecht,
1999). Each assemblage is characterized by abnor-
mally high levels of imported high-status wares.
Many of these sites have produced luxury artifacts
worthy of special study in the context of investigating
court lifestyle and leisure activities (e.g., Streitwolf
[1993] on the wooden bat from the court ballgame
found in the vicinity of the Palatine court buildings at
Heidelburg, or Fritsch [1989] on the ornate stove tiles
excavated at Schloss Brake, Westphalia-Lippe).

Regional studies include Gaimster’s (2001b) sur-
vey of material life and lifestyle in the Baltic castle
up to ca. 1600. In contrast, relatively little excava-
tion has been carried out on rural village sites,
farms, or manor houses over the past 25 years.
Important exceptions illustrating the relative levels
of consumption in the countryside include the vil-
lage of Weidemoor outside Rostock in Mecklen-
burg, deserted around 1625 (Schifer, 1996), and
the farmhouse of Haus Gelinde in the Lower Rhine-
land, which was occupied during the eighteenth and
early nineteenth centuries and produced vast assem-
blages of local and imported (industrial) ceramics
(Hackspiel, 1993). Even in Scandinavia, today still
an essentially agricultural landscape, archacologists
have only recently turned their attention to rural
communities. The multidisciplinary study of a
manor house complex at Perni6é on the Baltic coast

of Finland represents the beginning of a new trend
in the region (Niukkanen, 1997; Haggrén et al.,
1998). Christina Rosén’s (1995) study of redwares
on town and country sites in the western Swedish
province of Halland represents a rare survey of rural
ceramic consumption between the sixteenth and
nineteenth century.

An Embarrassment of Riches?

This survey of recent trends in post-medieval
archaeology in northern and Central Europe has
been both geographically and thematically selective.
In concentrating on the growth in urban rescue
archaeology and the proliferation of artifact stu-
dies, I have been unable to discuss other equally
important fields of European post-medieval archae-
ology that are coincidentally well developed in Brit-
ish or North American studies. Here I include the
archaeology of post-medieval standing buildings
and housing, the food supply and environmental
conditions, cemetery sites and burial practices, reli-
gious practice and belief, fortifications, the various
extraction and mechanical power industries, ship-
wrecks, and the archaeology of leisure. However,
the exercise has at least demonstrated some of the
main developments and areas of activity for north-
ern Europe in what is clearly, through the demands
of urban redevelopment, a growing practitioner
field. Viewing the situation impartially (and from
the other side of the English Channel), it would be
accurate to say that post-medieval archaeology on
the Continent and in Scandinavia is still very much
in the developmental stage and conducted at an
essentially normative level. As with all new fields
of study, its ambitions to date have been rooted in
the primary tasks of subject definition, classifica-
tion, and description. Meanwhile, its principal chal-
lenge has been to find both an intellectual and a
methodological solution to the diversity and profli-
gacy of physical evidence and historical source
materials that so define the epoch. Despite its com-
parative youth, post-medieval archacology in
northern and Central Europe has already generated
a “finds mountain,” or “embarrassment of riches,”
which is far more daunting than in any other period
or cultural field.
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Despite these challenges, there are signs that
practitioners and researchers are rapidly moving
away from their former “supplemental” role and
are becoming increasingly aware of the potential
of the post-medieval material record as a primary
historical source in its own right. If not period-
specific, post-medieval archaeology is developing
into an identifiably multidisciplinary subject that
can form a bridge between economic and cultural
history. European post-medieval archaeology is
defining itself methodologically through its exploi-
tation of diverse material, historical, and scientific
sources of evidence. Increasingly, research projects
are beginning to employ a combination of archae-
ological, ethnographic, iconographic, documen-
tary, and environmental or material science
approaches to artifacts, buildings, or landscapes
(Boockmann et al., 1980; Smetanka and Zegklitz,
1990). This development is particularly visible in
German-speaking countries where research pro-
grams are examining the methodological issues of
multi- and interdisciplinary collaboration. In
Liibeck, archaeologists and historians working on
the social topography of the city have identified
some of the problems of linking documentary
records for residential occupation with the actual
archacological context (Falk, 1987; Falk and Ham-
mel, 1987). Meanwhile, researchers at the Institute
for Material Culture in Krems, Austria (see above),
have developed a computerized iconographical
database. The recorded images provide a visual func-
tional and social context for domestic archaeological
artifacts of the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries (see
above, and also Hundsbichler [1982], Kiihnel [1992],
and various papers in Jaritz[1996]). The initiative has
inspired archaeologists working in other parts of
Europe, including myself, to examine pictorial
sources as a means of reuniting object with context
(Gaimster, 1997a:115-141, 1997c). The Krems
Institute has taken on a special role to establish a
methodological and intellectual framework for inter-
disciplinary research in archaeology, iconology, and
documentary study of early modern European
society (e.g., Hundsbichler, 1992, 1996, 1997). In
northern Germany, institutes of ethnography have
also invited archaeologists to contribute to broad
thematic conferences dealing with major ethnohisto-
rical issues such as Hanseatic dietary habit and din-
ing practice (e.g., Stephan, 1996).

Excavated and curated material evidence is
beginning to make a more telling contribution to
the wider historical narrative on the continent of
Europe, particularly in the reconstruction of the
past lifeways of a much broader spectrum of society
than those groups that tend to dominate the docu-
mentary record. Let us hope that this trend con-
tinues over the next decade and that archaeology
can develop strategies to more effectively exploit
this vast resource. By doing so, European archae-
ologists will also be able to contribute a longer-term
historical perspective for the settlement of their
ancestors in the New World.

Postscript Since completing this chapter in 2006, the
German Society for Medieval and Post-Medieval Archaeol-
ogy has published a first volume of 22 chapters dedicated to
the archaeology of the post-Middle Ages in German-speak-
ing Europe (Paderborn, 2007).

Acknowledgments This chapter was first drafted in 1998 and
revised during the summer of 2001 before a final edit in 2006.
For guidance and critical commentary on various drafts, I
would like to thank a number of colleagues working in Eur-
opean historical archaeology, notably Ingolf Ericsson,
Bamberg; Alfred Falk, Liibeck; Helmut Hundsbichler,
Krems; Giinter Krause, Duisburg; Erki Russow, Tallinn;
Zdenék Smetanka, Prague; Hans-Georg Stephan, Halle;
Peter Streitwolf, Basel; Jussi-Pekka Taavitsainen, Turku;
and Frans Verhaeghe, Brussels. I am indebted to my coedi-
tor, Terry Majewski, for her encouragement and insightful
comments.

References

AG M/N = Mitteilungen der Arbeitsgemeinschaft fiir Arch-
dologie des Mittelalters und der Neuzeit, edited by A. Falk
and M. Untermann, Liibeck and Freiburg.

Amores, F., 1997, La arqueologia postmedieval en Espana.
Panorama y perspectivas. In Archaeologia postmedievale:
Societa—ambiente—produzione. L’esperienza  Europa e
L’Italia, edited by M. Milanese, pp. 51-68. All'Insegna
del Giglio, Florence.

Andersson, H., 1993, Medieval Archaeology in Scandinavia.
In The Study of Medieval Archaeology. European Sympo-
sium for Teachers of Medieval Archaeology, edited by H.
Andersson and J. Wienberg, pp. 7-21. Lund Studies in
Medieval Archaeology 13. Stockholm.

Andersson, H., 1994, Massmaterial och nyare tidens arkeologi.
In Arkeologiska massfynd. Seminariet ‘Det arkeologiska
massmaterialet’ den 5 juni 1991, pp. 36-43. Riksantikvar-
iedimbetet, Stockholm.

Andersson, H., 1997, Tradition and Renewal. In Visions of
the Past. Trends and Traditions in Swedish Medieval
Archaeology, edited by H. Andersson, P. Carelli, and L.



540

D. Gaimster

Ersgard, pp. 11-22. Riksantikvarieimbetet Arkeologiska
Undersokningar Skrifter 24 and Lund Studies in Medie-
val Archaeology 19. Riksantikvarieimbetet and Institute
of Archaeology, University of Lund, Lund.

Andraschko, F., Lamschus, H., Lamschus, C., and Ring, E.,
1996, Ton—Steine—Scherben. Deutsches Salzmuseum,
stadt Luneberg, Liineburg.

Andrén, A., 1998, Between Artifacts and Texts: Historical
Archaeology in Global Perspective. Plenum, New York.

Andrén, A., and Verhaeghe, F., 1997, Preface. In Method and
Theory in Historical Archaeology. Papers of the ‘Medieval
Europe Brugge 1997 Conference, vol. 10, edited by G. De
Boe and F. Verhaeghe, pp. 5-7. Instituut voor het Arche-
ologisch Patrimonium, Zellik.

Antwerp, 1983, Van Nederztting tot Metropol, “Archeolo-
gisch-historisch onderzoek in de Antwerpse binnenstad.”
Volkundemuseum, Antwerp.

Arnold, V., 1986, Die Niederbrennung Heides am 13.6. 1559
im Spiegel neuer Bodenfunde, Dithmarschen, Zeitschrift
fir Landeskunde und Landschaftspflege, Neue Folge
1:1-9.

Arnold, V., Libke, H., and Westphalen, T., 1992/1993,
Archéologische Untersuchungen auf den Grundstiicken
Markt 62-64 in Heide, Kreis Dithmarschen. Offa 49/
50:513-558. Neumdinster.

Augustsson, J.E., 1985, Keramik i Halmstad ca. 1322—1619.
Produktion—Distribution—Funktion. Hallands Lénsmu-
seers Skritserie 2, Lund.

Baart, J.M., 1983, Verrassende vondsten tijdens archeolo-
gisch onderzoek op Waterlooplein. Werk in Uitvoeing
33(6):84-91.

Baart, J.M., 1986a, Materi€lle cultuur in delate 16de
eeuw: het milieu van een molenaarsweduwe. In Huisr-
raad van een molenaarswedue, Gebruiksvoorwerpen uit
een 16de-ecuwse boedlinventaris, edited by J.R. ter
Molen, A.P.E. Ruempol, and A.G.A. van Dongen,
pp- 93-103. Museum Boymans-van Beuningen,
Rotterdam.

Baart, J.M., 1986b, Italiaanse majolica en faience uit de
Amsterdamse bodem: het tafelgoed van de gegoede bur-
gerij. In De Smak van de elite. Amsterdam in de eeuw
van de beeldenstorm, edited by R. Kistemaker and M.
Jonker, pp. 78-92. Amsterdams Historisch Museum,
Amsterdam.

Baart, J.M., 1987, Portuguese faience uit Amsterdamse Bodem.
In Portuguese Faience 1600—1660 | Portuguese Faianca
16001660, edited by C. van Lakerveld and T. Oliveira-
van Royen, pp. 19-95. Secretaria de Estado da Cultura,
Lisbon/Amsterdams Historisch Museum, Amsterdam.

Baart, JM., 1997, Post-medieval archaeology in Holland.
In Archeologia postmedievale 1: Societa—ambiente—produzione.
Lesperienza Europa e ['ltalia, edited by M. Milanese, pp.
37-50. All'lnsegna del Giglio, Florence.

Baart, J.M., Krook, W., and Lagerweij, A.C., 1977, Opravin-
gen in Amsterdam, 20 jaar stadskernonderzoek. Unieboek,
Bussum.

Baart, J.M., Krook, W., and Lagerweij, A.C., 1984, Der
Gebrauch von Glas in Amsterdam im 17. Jahrhundert.
In Glick und Glas. Zur Kulturgeschichte des Spessart-
glases, edited by C. Grimm, pp. 34-47. Bayerische
Geschichte und Kultur, nr. 24. Munich.

Bartels, M., 1999, Steden in Scherven. Cities in Sherds 1 and 2.
Finds from Cesspits in Deventer, Dordrecht, Nijmegen en
Tiel (1250-1900). SPA and ROB, Zwolle.

Bergen, 1983, Efterreformatorisk Arkeologi. Foredrag holdt
pd det Norske Arkeologmotets. Symposium i Bergen
(1982), Arkeologiske Rapporter 7. Historisk Museum,
Universitetet i Bergen, Bergen.

Bertalan, H., 1991, Majolikafunde aus dem Budaer
Koningspalast. In Budapest im Mittelalter, edited by G.
Biegel, pp. 288-291. Schriften des Braunschweigischen
Landesmuseums 62. Braunschweig.

Billberg, 1., 1987, Fran Tratthdgare till Fajans. Malmoya,
Malmo6 Museer, Malmo.

Billberg, I., 1989, Nagra krukmakare I 1600-talets Malmo. In
Mot Sdttning och Samverkan. Nya Bidrag till Malmé His-
toria, Festskrift till Einar Bager April 1987, edited by B.
Berggren and K.A. Modéer, pp. 44-52. Malmo6 Fornmin-
nesforening, Malmo.

Bischoff, C., and Dory, L., 1984, Frankfurter Fayences des 18.
Jahrhunderts. Kleine Schriften des Historischen Museums
Frankfurt a. Main 21, Frankfurt am Main.

Bitter, P., 1996, Geworteld in de bodem, Archeologisch
en historisch onderzoek van een pottenbakkerij bij de Wor-
telsteeg in Alkmaar. Publicaties over de Alkmaarse
Monumentenzorg en Archeologie 1. Stichting Promotie
Archeologie, Zwolle.

Bitter, P., Dijkstra, J., Roedma, R., and van Wilgen, R., 1997,
Wonen op niveau. Archeologie, bouwhistorie en historie van
twee percelen aan de Langstraat, Rapporten over Alkmaarse
Monumentenzorg en Archeologie. Rapport 5. Alkmaar.

Blieck, G., editor, 1989, Travaux du Groupe de Recherches et
d’Etudes sur la céramique dans le Nord-Pas-de-Calais,
Actes du Colloque de Lille (16-27 Mars 1988). Nr. 1
hors-série de Nord-Ouest Archéologie, Lille.

Blohmé, M., 1995, Siste krukmakaren I Gamla stan. Kalmar
ldn 1995:86-94.

Blomqvist, R., 1936, Kakel och kakeltillverkning I Lund
under Dansk tid. Kulturen. En Arsbok 1936:180-218.
Boockmann, H., Dreier, F., Hiibener, W., and Wiegelmann,
G., 1980, Uberlegungen zu Méglichkeiten und Grenzen
einer interdisziplindren Zusammenarbeit von Geschichte,
Kunstgeschichte, Archdologie und Volkskunde. Liibecker
Schriften zur Archdologie und Kulturgeschichte 4:220-228.

Broberg, A., 1982, Senmedeltida och efterreformatoriska
rorskaftsgrytor fran Helgeandsholmen i Stockholmen.
Huikuin 8:73-84. Hojberg.

Bruijn, A., 1992, Spiegel Beelden. Werra-Keramiek uit
Enkhuizen 1605. Stichting Promotie Archeologie, Zwolle.

Brych, V., Stehlikova, D., and Zegklitz, J., 1990, Prazske
Kachle Doby Gotické a Renesancni. Prazsky Ustav Statni
Pamatkové PéCe a Ochrany Prirody, Prague.

Buchholz, R., 1992, Tonpfeifen des 17.—19. Jahrhunderts als
Bodenfunde aus dem Wismarer Stadtkern. Wismarer Stu-
dien zur Archdologie und Geschichte 2:73-84, Wismar.

Buchholz, R., 1994, Mineralwasserflaschen des 18. Jahrhun-
derts aus Steinzeug—eine Fundiibersicht aus der Hanses-
tadt Wismar. Wismarer Studien zur Archdologie und
Geschichte 4:117-153, Wismar.

Buko, A., and Pela, W., editors, 1997, Imported and Locally
Produced Pottery: Methods of Identification and Analysis.
Scientific Society of Polish Archaeologists, Warsaw.



An Embarrassment of Riches?

541

Burhenne, V., Gaimster, D.R.M., Stephan, H-G., and Schil-
ling, L., 1991, Friihe dekorierte Irdenware. Malhorndekor
und Kammstrichverzierung vom Niederrhein und aus dem
Kéln-Frechener Raum. Fiihrer und Schriften des Rhei-
nischen Freilichtmuseums—Landesmuseum fiir Volks-
kunde, nr. 43. Kommern.

Butler, L., 1967, Editorial, Post-Medieval Archaeology 1:1-2.

Biittner, A., 1997, Steinzeug Westerwdlder Art. Das Ausge-
henden 16. Jh. Bis 1800 in Liineburg. Archdologische und
Bauforschung in Liineburg 3, Liineburg.

Carmiggelt, A.H., and Hacquebord, L., 1990, Historical
Archaeology in the Netherlands: A Mature Archaeologi-
cal Discipline. In Medieval Archaeology in the Nether-
lands: Studies Presented to H.H. van Regteren Altena,
edited by J.C. Besteman, J.M. Bos, and H.A. Heidinga,
pp. 315-324. Assen, Maastricht.

Cinthio, E., 1984, Vad betyder medeltiden for arkeologien?
In Historiallisen ajan arkeologia Suomessa ( Den historiska
tidens arkeologi i Finland), edited by H. Brusila, K. Drake,
and E. Mikola, pp. 52-64. Raportteja 6. Turun maakun-
tamuseo, Turku (Abo).

Clevis, H., and Kottman, J., 1989, Weggegooid en terugge-
vonden: aardewerk en glas uit Deventer, vondstcomplexen
1375-1750. Stichting Archeologie Ijssel/Vechtstreek,
Deventer.

Clevis, H., and Thijssen, J., 1989, Kessel, huisvuil uit een
kasteel. Mededelingenblad van Vrienden van de Cera-
miek 136, nr. 4. Goltzius Museum, Venlo.

Clevis, H., and Smit, M., 1990, Verscholen in vuil; archeolo-
gische vonsten uit Kampen 1375-1925. Sichting Archeolo-
gie, Ijssel, Vechtsreek.

Courtney, P., 1997, The Tyranny of Constructs: Some
Thoughts on Periodisation and Change. In The Age of
Transition. The Archaeology of English  Culture
1400-1600: Proceedings of a Conference Hosted by the
Society for Medieval Archaeology and the Society for
Post-Medieval Archaeology at the British Museum,
London, 14-15th November 1996, edited by D. Gaimster
and P. Stamper, pp. 9-24. Society for Medieval Archae-
ology Monograph 15. Oxbow Books, Oxford.

Crawford, I.A., 1967, The Divide between Medieval and
Post-Medieval in Scotland. Post-Medieval Archaeology
1:84-89.

Crossley, D., 1990, Post-Medieval Archaeology in Britain.
Leicester University Press, Leicester.

Dahlbick, G., editor, 1983, Helgeandsholmen: 1000 dr in
Stockholms strom. Monografier Utgivna av Stockholms
Kommun 48. Liber Forlag, Stockholm.

Davey, P., editor, 1980, The Archaeology of the Clay Tobacco
Pipe, 1V, Europe, 1. BAR International Series 92. British
Archaeological Reports, Oxford.

Davey, P., editor, 1981, The Archaeology of the Clay
Tobacco Pipe, V, Europe, 2, pts. i and ii. BAR Interna-
tional Series 106 (i and ii). British Archaeological
Reports, Oxford.

De Poorter, A., 1995, Au quartier des Riches-Claires: de la
Priemspoort au Couvent. Archéologie a Bruxelles 1. Brussels.

Denissen, S., 1983, De voorwerpen in glas. In Van Nederzt-
ting tot Metropol, “Archeologisch-historisch onderzoek in
de Antwerpse binnenstad,” edited by Antwerp, pp.
113-124. Volkundemuseum, Antwerp.

Diedrich, R-M., 1989, Funde aus einer Kloake des 16./17.
Jahrhunderts in der Kramerstrasse 4 in Lemgo. In Renais-
sance im Weserraum, edited by J. Kastler and R. Fritsch,
pp- 257-263. Schriften des Weserrrenaissance—M useums
Schloss Brake 1. Munich.

Dory, L. von, 1984, Entsteht im Rhein-Maingebiet die Arch-
dologie der Neuzeit? In Ghick und Glas. Zur Kultur-
geschichte des Spessartglases, edited by C. Grimm,
pp. 17-24. Bayerische Geschichte und Kultur, nr. 24.
Munich.

Déry, L. von, 1988, Grabungserfahrungen in Frankfurt a.
Main und Umgebung—Zur Geschichte der Keramik im
16.-19. Jahrhundert. In Beitrdge zur handwerklichen fidn-
kischen Keramik, pp. 13-23. Arbeitskreis fiir Keramik-
forschung 22. Spessartmuseum, Lohr a. Main.

Drake, K., 1984, Om medeltidsarkeologi. In Aboa, pp. 9-48.
Turku Provincial Museum Yearbook 48. Turku.

Dumitrache, M., 1990, Glasfunde des 13.—18. Jahrhunderts
aus der Liibecker Innenstadt. Grabungen 1948-1973.
Liibecker Schriften zur Archdologie und Kulturgeschichte
19:7-162.

Dumortier, C., 1988, Les ateliers de majolique a Anvers
(1508—1585). Bulletin van de Antwerpse Vereniging voor
Bodem- en Grotonderzoek 1:23-38.

Dunckel, R., Gldser, M., and Oltmanns, U., editors, 1999,
Liibecker Kolloquium zur Stadtarchdologie im Hanseraum
1I: Der Handel. Bereich Archdologie der Hansestadt
Libeck, Liibeck.

Ericsson, 1., 1995, Archidologie der Neuzeit. Ziele und
Abgrenzung einer jungen Disziplin der archdolo-
gischen Wissenschaft, Ausgrabungen und Funde 40(1):
7-13.

Ericsson, 1., 1999, Archéologie des Mittelalters und der Neu-
zeit als Universitétsdisziplin. Erfahrungen aus der Otto-
Friedrich-Universitdt Bamberg, Deutschland. In Actes du
Ille Colloque Européen des Professeurs d’Archéologique
Médiévale, edited by J. Decaéns and A-M. Héricher,
pp. 27-31. Publications du CRAM, Caen.

Eriksson, G., 1991, Fajanserna kring Ostersjon, 4:2: Mana-
faktutren in Sélvesborg. Kulturen, Lund.

Ermischer, G., 1996, Schlossarchdologie. Funde zu Schloss
Johannisburg in Aschaffenburg. Museen der Stadt Aschaf-
fenburg, Aschaffenburg.

Falk, A., 1987, Materielle Kultur und Soziale Struktur.
Erfahrungen und Ergebnisse archidologisch-historischer
Arbeiten in Liibeck. Zeitschrift des Vereins fiir Liibeck-
ische Geschichte und Altertumskunde 67:9-30.

Falk, A., 1992, Stadtarchiologie und Sachkulturforschung.
Wismarer Studien zur Archdologie und Geschichte
2:31-47. Wismar.

Falk, A., 1996, Sachkultur, Archidologie und schriftliche
Uberlieferung. In Realienforschung und Historische Quel-
len, pp. 115-126. Archéologische Mitteilungen aus Nord-
westdeutschland, Beiheft 15. Oldenburg.

Falk, A., and Gaimster, D.R.M., 2002, Maiolica in the Baltic
c. 1350-1650: A Material Index of Hanseatic Trade and
Cultural Exchange with Western Europe. In Maiolica and
Glass: From Italy to Antwerp and Beyond: The Transfer of
Technology in the 16th—early 17th Century, edited by J.
Veeckman, pp. 371-390. Stadt Antwerpen, afdeling
archeologie, Antwerp.



542

D. Gaimster

Falk, A., and Hammel, R., 1987, Moglichkeiten einer inter-
disziplindren Auswertung der archdologischen und schrif-
tlichen Quellen. Libecker Schriften zur Archdologie und
Kulturgeschichte 10:301-308.

Falk, A., and Miihrenberg, D., 1997, Geschichte der Liibecker
Archdologie. Archdologische Gesellschaft der Hansestadt
Liibeck 1. Liibeck.

Farbaky, P., 1991, Der Konigpalast von Buda im Zeitalter
der Renaissance. In Budapest im Mittelalter, edited by G.
Biegel, pp. 259-271. Schriften des Braunschweigischen
Landesmuseums 62. Braunschweig.

Fehring, G., 1993, Archéologie des Mittelalters in Zentra-
leuropa. In The Study of Medieval Archaeology. European
Symposium for Teachers of Medieval Archaeology, edited
by H. Andersson and J. Wienberg, pp. 44-48. Lund Stu-
dies in Medieval Archaeology 13. Stockholm.

Felgenhauer-Schmiedst, S., 1993, Die Sachkultur des Mittelalters im
Lichte der archéologischen Funden. Européische Hochschuls-
chriften, Reihe XXXXVIII Archéologie, Bd. 42. Frankfurt.

Frankewitz, S., 1992, Keramik aus Kervenheim. Produkte einer
Topferwerkstatt von 1715 bis 1772. Heimat- und
Verschonerungsverein Kervenheim und Kervendonk e V.,
Kevelaer-Kervenheim.

Fritsch, R., 1989, Der Kachelfund aus Schloss Brake. In
Renaissance im Weserraum, edited by J. Kastler and R.
Fritsch, pp. 350-359. Schriften des Weserrrenaissance-
Museums Schloss Brake 1. Munich.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1986, Premliminary Observations on the
Pottery from the Alter Markt Site, Duisburg, W.
Germany. Post-Medieval Archaeology 20:19-30.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1988, Pottery production in the Lower
Rhineland: The Duisburg Sequence c. 1400-1800. In Zur
Keramik des Mittelalters und der beginnenden Neuzeit im
Rheinland. Medieval and Later Pottery from the Rhineland
and Its Markets, edited by D.R.M. Gaimster, M.
Redknap, and H-H. Wegner, pp. 151-171. BAR Interna-
tional Series 440. British Archaeological Reports, Oxford.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1989, Review of H.-S. Stephan (1987).
Archaeological Journal 146:634-636.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1991, The Development of Decorated
Earthenware in the Lower Rhineland c¢. 1550-1675:
Recent Finds from Duisburg. In Friihe dekorierte Irden-
ware. Malhorndekor und Kammstrichverzierung vom Nie-
derrhein  und aus dem Kdoln-Frechener Raum, by
V. Burhenne, D.R.M. Gaimster, H-G. Stephan, and
L. Schilling, pp. 45-60. Fithrer und Schriften des
Rheinischen  Freilichtmuseums—Landesmuseum  fiir
Volkskunde, nr. 43. Kommern.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1992, Frithneuzeitliche Keramik am Nie-
derrhein. Ein archiiologischer Uberblick. In Stadtarchdo-
logie in Duisburg 1980-1990, edited by G. Krause,
pp- 330-353. Duisburger Forschungen 38. Duisburg.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1994a, The Archaeology of Post-
Medieval Society, c. 1450-1750: Material Culture Studies
in Britain since the War. In Building on the Past: Papers
Celebrating 150 Years of the Royal Archaeological Insti-
tute, edited by B. Vyner, pp. 283-312. Royal Archaeolo-
gical Institute, London.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1994b, The Production, Distribution and
Use of Ceramics in the Lower Rhineland c. 1400-1800: An
Interdisciplinary Archaeological Research Programme. In

Assembled Articles, I, A Symposium on Medieval and Later
Ceramics Held at Nijmegen, Sep. 1993, edited by H. Clevis
and J. Thijssen, pp. 171-194. Sichting Promotie Archeolo-
gie, Nijmegen.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1995, Writing Home—A British Perspec-
tive on Post-Medieval Material Culture Studies in Sweden.
In META, pp. 51-64. Medeltidsarkeologisk Tidskrift,
Lund.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1997a, German Stoneware 1200—1900:
Archaeology and Cultural History. British Museum
Press, London.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1997b, Rhenish Stonewares from Ship-
wrecks: The Study of Ceramic Function and Lifespan. In
Artefacts from Wrecks: Dated Assemblages from the Late
Middle Ages to the Industrial Revolution, edited by M.
Redknap, pp. 121-128. Oxbow Monograph 84. Oxford.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1997¢, ‘Distant Voices, Still-lifes.” Late
Medieval Religious Panel Painting as a Context for
Archaeological Ceramics, In Method and Theory in His-
torical Archaeology. Papers of the ‘Medieval Europe
Brugge 1997’ Conference, vol. 10, edited by G. De Boe
and F. Verhaeghe, pp. 37-46. Instituut voor het Arche-
ologisch Patrimonium, Zellik.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1999a, Der Keramikmarkt im Ostseer-
aum 1200 bis 1600: Exportkeramik als Indikator fiir
Fernhandelsbeziehungen und die Wanderung des Han-
sischen Handwerks und der Wohnkultur. In Libecker
Kolloquium zur Stadtarchdologie im Hanseraum II: Der
Handel, edited by R. Dunckel, M. Gléser, and U. Olt-
manns, pp. 99-110. Bereich Archiologie der Hansestadt
Libeck, Liibeck.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1999b, The Baltic Ceramic Market c.
1200-1600: An Archaeology of the Hanse. Fennoscandia
Archaeologica XV1:59—69.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 1999¢, German Stoneware and Stove-
Tiles: Type-Fossils of Hanseatic Urban Culture in the
Baltic c. 1200-1600. In The Medieval Town in the Baltic:
Hanseatic History and Archaeology (Proceedings of the
first and second seminar, Tartu, Estonia, 6th-7th June
1997 and 26th—27th June 1998), edited by R. Vissak and
A. Misalu Tartu, pp. 53-64. Tartu Linnamuuseum,
Tartu.

Gaimster, D.R.M., editor, 1999d, Maiolica in the North. The
Archaeology of Tin-Glazed Earthenware in North-West
Europe c. 1500-1600. British Museum Occasional Paper
122. British Museum, London.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 2000a, Saints and Sinners. The Iconogra-
phy of Imported Ceramic Stove-tiles in Late Medieval
and Renaissance London. In Gevonden Voorwerpen.
Lost and Found. Essays on Medieval Archaeology for H.
J.E. Van Beuningen, edited by D. Kicken, A.M. Kolde-
weij, and J.R. ter Molen, pp. 142-150. Rotterdam Papers
11. Rotterdam.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 2000b, Hanseatic Trade and Cultural
Exchange in the Baltic c. 1200-1600: Pottery from Wrecks
and Harbours. In Schutz des Kulturerbes unter Wasser.
Verdnderungen europdischer Lebenskultur durch Flufs- und
Seehabndel, Beitrdge zum Internationalen Kongress fiir
Unterwasserarchdologie (IKUWA ‘99), edited by H.
Grifin von Schmettow, pp. 237-247. Beitridge zur Ur
und Frithgeschichte Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 35.



An Embarrassment of Riches?

543

Archiologisches Landesmuseumund Landesamt fiir Bod-
endenkmalpflege Mecklenburg-Vorpommern, Liibstorf.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 2001a, Handel und Produktion von
Ofenkacheln im Ostseegebiet von 1450 bis 1600. In Von
der Feuerstelle zum Kachelofen, Heizanlagen und
Ofenkeramik vom Mittelalter bis zur Neuzeit, Beitrdge
des 3. Wissenschaftlichen Kolloquiums Stralsund 9-11
Dezember 1999, edited by C. Hoffmann and M. Schnei-
der, pp. 174-189. Stralsunder Beitrdge zur Archiologe,
Geschichte, Kunst und Volkskunde in Vorpommern, Bd.
I11. Kulturhistorisches Museum, Stralsund.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 2001b, Life and Lifestyle in the
Baltic Castle: Patterns in Ceramic Consumption c.
1200-1600. In Castella Maris Baltici V, pp. 99-114.
Langelands Museum/Nationalmuseet, Rudkebing/
Copenhagen.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 2005, A Parallel History: The Archaeol-
ogy of Hanseatic Urban Culture in the Baltic c.
1200-1600. World Archaeology 37:408-423.

Gaimster, D.R.M., 2006, The Historical Archaeology of Pot-
tery Supply and Demand in the Lower Rhineland, AD
1400-1800. An Archaeological Study of Ceramic Produc-
tion, Distribution and Use in the City of Duisburg and Its
Hinterland. Studies in Contemporary and Historical
Archaeology 1. Archaeopress/BAR International Series
1518. Oxford.

Gaimster, D.R.M., and Gilchrist, R., editors, 2003, The Archae-
ology of Reformation, c. 1480-1580. Society for Post-
Medieval Archaeology Monograph 1. Maney, Leeds.

Gaimster, D.R.M., and Nenk, B.S., 1997, English House-
holds in Transition c. 1450-1550: The Ceramic Evidence.
In The Age of Transition. The Archaeology of English
Culture 1400-1600: Proceedings of a Conference Hosted
by the Society for Medieval Archaeology and the Society
for Post-Medieval Archaeology at the British Museum,
London, 14-15th November 1996, edited by D. Gaimster
and P. Stamper, pp. 171-198. Society for Medieval
Archaeology Monograph 15. Oxbow Books, Oxford.

Gaimster, D.R.M., Redknap, M., and Wegner, H-H., edi-
tors, 1988, Zur Keramik des Mittelalters und der beginnen-
den Neuzeit im Rheinland. Medieval and Later Pottery
from the Rhineland and Its Markets. BAR International
Series 440. British Archaeological Reports, Oxford.

Gaimster, D., Schindler, G., and Schéfer, H., 2001, Der
Ofenkomplex aus der Latrine Miihlenstrasse 17 in Stral-
sund. In Wargentin und Stralsund: eine Wiistung bei
Basedow, Lkr. Demmin und ein Ziegelschacht in der Miih-
lenstrasse in Stralsund, edited by U. Schoknecht, pp.
97-104. Archéologische Berichte aus Mecklenburg-
Vorpommern, Beiheft 5. Archidologische Gesellschaft
fiir Mecklenburg und Vorpommern, Waren.

Gaimster, D., and Stamper, P., 1997a, Introduction. In The
Age of Transition. The Archaeology of English Culture
1400—-1600: Proceedings of a Conference Hosted by the
Society for Medieval Archaeology and the Society for
Post-Medieval Archaeology at the British Museum,
London, 14-15th November 1996, edited by D. Gaimster
and P. Stamper, pp. ix—xiii. Society for Medieval Archae-
ology Monograph 15. Oxbow Books, Oxford.

Gaimster, D.R.M., and Stamper, P., editors, 1997b, The Age
of Transition: The Archaeology of English Culture

1400-1600: Proceedings of a Conference Hosted by the
Society for Medieval Archaeology and the Society for
Post-Medieval Archaeology at the British Museum, Lon-
don, 14-15th November 1996. Society for Medieval
Archaeology Monograph 15. Oxbow Books, Oxford.

Gaimster, D.R.M., and Stilje, K., 1995, Levnasstandard och
europdiska Kontakter. In Lindholmen. Medeltida Riks-
borg in Skane, edited by M. Mogren and J. Wienberg,
pp. 227-238. Lund Studies in Medieval Archaeology 17.
Institute of Archaeology, University of Lund, Lund.

Galt, C-E., 1981, Keramiken fran kvarteret Bjérnen. Stads-
vandringar 4:85-93. Stockholm Stadsmuseum, Stockholm.

Gléser, M., editor, 1993, Archdologie des Mittelalters und
Bauforschung im Hanseraum. Schriften des Kulturhistor-
ischen Museums in Rostock 1. Rostock.

Gliser, M., and Miihrenberg, D., editors, 1997, Stand, Auf-
gaben und Perpektiven. Litbecker Kollogium zur Stad-
tarchdologie im Hanseraum I. Amt fiir Archédologische
Denkmalpflege der Hansestadt Liibeck, Liibeck.

Golebiewski, A., 1992, Ornamentyka poinos redniowiecz-
nych I nowozytnych naczyf szklanych. Kwartalnik His-
torii Kultury Materialnej X1.(4):469-491. Warsaw.

Gotgbiewski, A. 1993, Mittelalterliche und neuzeitliche Gla-
serzeugnsse von ausgewiéhlten Fundstidtten Nordpolens,
Zeitschrift fiir Archdologie des Mittelalters 21:107—134.

Groeneweg, G., 1992, Bergen op Zooms Aardewerk. Vorm-
geving en decoratie van gebruiksaardewerk gedurende 600
Jaar pottenbakkersnijverheid in Bergen op Zoom. Stichting
Brabants Heem, Waalre.

Hackspiel, W., 1993, Der Scherbenkomplex von Haus Gelinde.
Gebrauchsgeschirr des 18. und 19. Jahrhunderts. Kunst
und Altertum am Rhein, nr. 139. Koln.

Haggrén, G., Mokkonen, T., Niukkanen, M., and Peltonen,
K., 1998, Helgid and Nise. Two Crown Estates in Pernio.
Fennoscandia Archaeologica XV:43-58.

Hallans, A-M., and Andersson, C., 1992, Acquiring, Using,
Discarding—Consumption Patterns in the 17th Century
Town of Nykoping. In Rescue and Research. Reflections
of Society in Sweden 70-1700 A.D., edited by L. Ersgard,
M. Holstréom, and K. Lamm, pp. 191-206. Arkeologiska
undersokner Skrifter, No. 2. Riksantikvarieimbetet,
Stockholm.

Hallerdt, B., editor, 2002, Upptaget. Arkeologi I Stock-
holm infor 2000-talet. Sankt Eriks arsbok 2002. Stock-
holms Stadsmuseum/Stockholms Medeltidsmuseum,
Stockholm.

Harl, O., editor, 1982, Keramische Bodenfunde aus Wien.
Mittelalter — Neuzeit. Museen der Stadt Wien, Vienna.
Heege, A., editor, 2002, Einbeck im Mittelalter. Eine archdo-
logisch-historisch Spurensuche. Studien zur Einbecker

Geschichte, Bd. 17. Einbeck.

Henkes, H.E., 1994, Glas zonder glans. Rotterdam Papers [X.
Rotterdam.

Heymans, H., editor, 1989, Van put naar kluis. Historisch,
bouwhistorische en archeologisch onderzoek van ‘Den
Prince van Luyck’, ‘De Stadt Amsterdam’ te Masseik.
Museactron, Maaseeik.

Hillewaert, B., Verhaeghe, F., and De Bleser, m.m.v.C., 1991,
Een afvalput uit de 16de—18de eeuw. In De Brugse Burg.
An grafelijke versterking tot moderne stadskern, edited by
H. De Witte, pp. 207-251. Archeo-Brugge 2. Bruges.



544

D. Gaimster

Holl, 1., 1991, Stadtarchiologie in Budapest und in Ungarn.
In Budapest im Mittelalter, edited by G. Biegel, pp. 71-94.
Schriften des Braunschweigischen Landesmuseums 62.
Braunschweig.

Hook, D., 1997, Provenancing Rhenish Stoneware Using
Neutron Activation Analysis. In German Stoneware
1200-1900: Archaeology and Cultural History, edited by
D.R.M. Gaimster, Appendix I, pp. 344-353. British
Museum Press, London.

Hook, D.R., and Gaimster, D.R.M., editors, 1995, Trade and
Discovery: The Scientific Study of Artefacts from Post-
Medieval Europe and Beyond. British Museum Occasional
Paper 109. British Museum, London.

Hoppe, K-D., 1990, Aufgaben und erste Ergebnisse der Stad-
tarchdologie in Wismar. Wismarer Studien zur Archdolo-
gie und Geschichte 1:20-48. Wismar.

Hoppe, K-D., 1992, HANS BERMAN 1562 signierte Ofen-
kacheln und Kachelform in Mecklenburg-Vorpommern.
Wismarer Studien zur Archdologie und Geschichte
2:66-72. Wismar.

Host-Madsen, L., 2005, Eighteenth-Century Copenhagen
Viewed from a Refuse Dump. Post-Medieval Archaeology
39:311-322.

Hughes, M., and Gaimster, D.R.M., 1999, Neutron Activa-
tion Analysis of Maiolica from London, Norwich, the
Low Countries and Italy. In Maiolica in the North. The
Archaeology of Tin-Glazed Earthenware in North-West
Europe c¢. 15001600, edited by D.R.M. Gaimster,
pp- 57-90. British Museum Occasional Paper 122. British
Museum, London.

Hundsbichler, H., 1982, Approaches to the Daily Life in the
Middle Ages. Methods and Aims of the “Institut fiir
Mittelalterliche Realienkunde Osterreichs.” Medium
Aevum Quotidianum 1:19-25. Krems, Austria.

Hundsbichler, H., 1992, Worter und Sachen—Bilder und
Sachen—Sachen und Menschen. In Wérter und Sachen,
edited by K. Beitl and I. Chiva, pp. 291-311. Referate
des 3. Internationalen Symposions des Instituts fir
Gegenwartsvolkskunde der Osterreichischen Akademie
der Wissenschaften vom 18, bis 21, September 1988,
Eisenstadt (Burgenland), Vienna.

Hundsbichler, H., 1996, Sachen, Menschen, Alltag und
Geschichte. Faust und die Erkenntnis der Realitdt. In
Realienforschung und Historische Quellen, pp. 11-28.
Archéologische Mitteilungen aus Nordwestdeutschland,
Beiheft 15. Oldenburg.

Hundsbichler, H., 1997, Sampling or Proving ‘Reality’?
Co-ordinates for the Evaluation of Historical Archae-
ology Research. In The Age of Transition: The Archae-
ology of English Culture 1400-1600: Proceedings of a
Conference Hosted by the Society for Medieval Archae-
ology and the Society for Post-Medieval Archaeology at
the British Museum, London, 14—15th November 1996,
edited by D. Gaimster and P. Stamper, pp. 45-60.
Society for Medieval Archaeology Monograph 15.
Oxbow Books, Oxford.

Hurst, J.G.H., Neal, D.S., and van Beuningen, H.J.E., 1986,
Pottery Produced and Traded in North-west FEurope
1350-1650. Rotterdam Papers VI. Rotterdam.

Hurst, J.G., and van Beuningen, H.J.E., 1975, North Hol-
land Slipware. Rotterdam Papers 11: 47-65. Rotterdam.

Janssen, W., 1994, Der Windsheimer Spitalfund aus der Zeit
um 1500. Ein Dokument reichsstddtischer Kulturgeschichte
des Reformationszeitalters. Wissenschaftliche Beibidnde
zum Anzeiger des Germanischen Nationalmuseums 11.
Nuremberg.

Jaritz, G., editor, 1996, Pictura quasi fictura. Die Rolle des
Bildes in der Erforschung von Alltag und Sachkultur des
Mittelalters und der friithen Neuzeit. Forschungen
des Instituts fir Realienkunde des Mittelalters und der
frithen Neuzeit. Diskussionmen und Materialien, nr. 1.
Vienna.

Jons, H., Liith, F., and Schéifer, H., 2005, Archdologie unter
dem Strassenpflaster. 15 Jahre Stadtkernarchdologie in
Mecklenburg-Vorpommern. Beitrdge zur Ur-und Frih-
geschichte Mecklenburg-Vorpommerns 39. Schwerin.

Jonsson, E., and Kihlberg, S., 1981, Eftermedeltida arkeologi
in Goteborg. META 2:13-17. Goteborg.

Jiirgens, A., Kleine, D., Kober, E., Merse, E., and Rosen-
stein, A., editors, 1995, Ausgegraben: Keramik aus
Frechen vom Mittelalter bis zum 19. Jahrhundert. Kera-
mikmuseum Stadt Frechen, Frechen.

Kahsnitz, R., and Brandl, R., editors, 1984, Aus dem Wirt-
shaus zum Wilden Mann. Funde aus dem mittelalterlichen
Niirnberg. Germanisches Nationalmuseum, Nuremberg.

Kilarska, E., and Kilarski, M., 1991, Ofen und Ofenkacheln
aus dem ehemals Preussischen Gebieten Polens. Keramos
133:15-38.

Kilarska, E., and Kilarski, M., 1993, Der Renaissance-
Kachelofen im Danziger Artushof vor seinem Wiederauf-
bau. Keramos 142:31-60.

Konig, A., 1989, Ausgrabungen eines frithmittelalterlichen
Brunnens in Hoxter an der Weser. In Renaissance im
Weserraum, edited by J. Kastler and R. Fritsch,
pp. 252-256. Schriften des Weserrrenaissance-Museums
Schloss Brake 1. Munich.

Korbel, G., 1983, Eine Typologie von Portweinflaschen mit
Hilfe eines Dreieckdiagrams: der methodologische
Aspekt. Zeitschrift fiir Archdologie des Mittelalters
11:109-114.

Korte-Borger, A., editor, 1991, FEine Siegburger
Topferwerkstatt der Familie Kniitgen. Kunst und Alter-
tum am Rhein 133. Koln.

Krause, G., editor, 1992, Stadtarchdologie in Duisburg
1980-1990. Duisburger Forschungen 38. Duisburg.

Kruse, K.B., editor, 1990, Kiiche, Keller, Elemente. Alltagsle-
ben auf dem Domhof um 1600. Kirchliche Denkmalpflege
in Zusammenarbeit mit dem Didzesan-Museum Hilde-
sheim, Hildesheim.

Kiigler, M., 1987, Tonpfeifen. Ein Beitrag zur Geschichte der
Tonpfeifenbdckerei in Deutschland. Quellen und Funde aus
dem Kannenbdckerland. Hohr-Grenzhausen.

Kiugler, M., 1996, The German Society for Clay Pipe
Research. Society for Clay Pipe Research Newsletter 50
(Autumn/Winter 1996):12—15.

Kiihlborn, M., 1995, Ein Glas- ung Keramikensemble der
frithen Neuzeit aus Lineburg. Archdologie und Bau-
forschung in Liineburg 1:7-128. Liineburg.

Kiihnel, H., 1992, 20 Jahre Institut fir Realienkunde des
Mittelalters und der frithen Neuzeit. Ein Restimee, Zwan-
zig Jahre Institut fiir Realienkunde. Medium Aevum Quo-
tianum 25:9—18. Krems, Austria.



An Embarrassment of Riches?

545

Kuncevicius, A., 1992, Die Kacheln aus dem Palast der
Grossfirsten in Vilnius. In Archdologische Schdtze aus
Litauen, pp. 71-134. Kultur- und Stadthistorisches
Museum, Duisburg, and Historisch-Ethnographisches
Museum Litauens, Vilnius/Duisburg.

Lappe, U., 1983, Die spédtmittelalterliche bis frithneuzetliche
Besiedlung der Burg Gleichen. A/t-Thiiringen 19:164—187.

Liibke, H., and Westphalen, T., 1989, Funde und Befunde
von Haus A, Markt 61-64 in Heide, Kr. Dithmarschen.
Archdologische Gesselschaft Schleswig-Holstein aktuell,
Heft 1-2:79-86.

Lundh, G., Lundqvist, L., Stibéus, M., and Angevy, G.,
1994, De arkeologiska undersékningarna i kvarteret Mer-
cutius i Karlstad. Riksantikvariedimbetet, Karlstad.

Lith, F., and Schéfer, H., 1995, Geschichte aus dem Unter-
grund. Archdologie in Deutschland 3:18-21.

Lutz, D., Prohaska-Gross, C., and Schwerdel-Schmidt, H.,
editors, 1992, Vor dem Grossen Brand. Archdologie zu
Fiissen des Heidelberger Schlosses. Landesdenkmalamt
Baden-Wiirttemberg, Stuttgart.

Mill, J., and Russow, E., 2000, Local and Imported Cera-
mics in Tallinn in 1200-1550. Eesti Arheoloogia Ajakiri,
Journal of Estonian Archaeology 4(2):120-128. Tallinn.

Mars, A., 1991, Keramik aus Gennep. Archdologishe Untersu-
chung einer Topferwerkstatt des 18. Jahrhunderts. Fiihrer
und Schriften des Rheinischen Freilichtmuseums—Land-
esmuseum fur Volkskunde, nr. 45. Kommern.

Matiskainen, H., and Haggrén, G., 1995, Finland’s Oldest
Glass Furnaces. Studies in Medieval Archaeology, Annales
du 13e Congres de’l’ Association Internationale pour I’His-
toire du Verre, pp. 447-462.

Matiskainen, H., Haggrén, G., and Vanhatalo, S., 1991, The
Archaeology of the Early Glass Industry in Finland. Bulle-
tin of the Finnish Glass Museum, Helsinki.

Miktaszewicz, D., 1995, A Report on Clay Tobacco Pipes
Recovered from Archaeological Excavations in Toruf.
Pomorania Antiqua XV1:329-356. Gdaiisk.

Milanese, M., 1997a, Archeologia postmedievale: Questioni
generali per definizione disciplinare. In Archeologia post-
medievale:  Societa—ambiente—produzione. L’esperienza
FEuropa e L’ltalia, edited by M. Milanese, pp. 13-18.
All’'Insegna del Giglio, Florence.

Milanese, M., editor, 1997b, Archeologia postmedievale:
Societa—ambiente—produzione. L’esperienza Europa e
L’Italia. Al'Insegna del Giglio, Florence.

Mogren, M., 1995, Var outforskade gardag. Efterreformator-
isk arkeologi in Sverige—dess ljussglimtar och bristar.
META 1995:3-14. Medeltidsarckeologisk Tidskrift, Lund.

Moller, G., 1996, Ein frithneuzeitlicher Fundkomplex aus
dem Hellen Gang des St Johannisklosters in Stralsund.
Archdologische Berichte aus Mecklenburg-Vorpommern
3:113-118.

Narinkka, 1994, Helsinki 1550—1640. Helsinki City Museum,
Helsinki.

Naumann, J., editor, 1988, Keramik vom Niederrhein. Die
Irdenware der Duppen- und Pottbdcker zwischen Koln und
Kleve. Veroffentlichungen des Kolnischen Stadtmuseums
IV. Koln.

Nawrolski, T., 1987, Elblag w XIII — XVIII wieku. Kultura
materialna w wykopaliskach archeologicznychfg Muzeum
w Elblqgu. Elblag Museum, Elablag.

Nawrolski, T., 1997, Przycynek do znajomosci nowozytnych
naczyn  kamionkowych.  Archaeologia  Elbingensis
2:171-188. Elbla g.

Niukkanen, M., editor, 1997, Pernié—Kuninkaan ja Karta-
noiden Pitdjd. SUKKA, Helsinki.

Niukkanen, M., editor, 1999, Historiallsen ajan arkeologian
menetelmdt, seminaari 1998. Museoviraston Rakennush-
istorian Osaston Julkaisuja 20. Helsinki.

Niukkanen, M., editor, 2002, Sirpaleita. Suurvalta — Ajan
Helsingistd. Museovirasto Rakennushistorian Osasto ja
Suomen Pankki, Helsinki.

Oexle, J., 1986, Die mittelalterliche Stadt—ein Forschungs-
feld der Archéologie. In Der Keltenfiirst von Hochdorf.
Methoden und Ergebnisse der Landesarchdologie in Baden-
Wiirttemberg, edited by D. Planck, J. Biel, G. Stisskind,
and A. Wais, pp. 449-507. Landesdenkmalamt Baden-
Wiirttemberg, Theiss Verlag, Stuttgart.

Oexle, J., editor, 1994, Archdologie Aktuell im Freistaat Sach-
sen, vol. 2. Landesamt fiir Archidologie mit Landesmu-
seum flir Vorgeschichte, Dresden.

Oexle, J., 1995a, Archdologische Zeitreise ins Mittelalter
Sachsens, Archdologie in Deutschland 3:26-31.

Oexle, J., editor, 1995b, Archdologie Aktuell im Freistaat
Sachsen, vol. 3. Landesamt fir Archiologie mit Land-
esmuseum fiir Vorgeschichte, Dresden.

Orser, C., Jr., 1996, A Historical Archaeology of the Modern
World. Plenum, New York.

Orser, C.E., Jr., 1997, Expanding Historical Archaeology. In
Method and Theory in Historical Archaeology. Papers of
the ‘Medieval Eurupe Brugge 1997° Conference, vol. 10,
edited by G. De Boe and F. Verhaeghe, pp. 9-13. Instituut
voor het Archeologisch Patrimonium, Zellik.

Ose, 1., 1996, Podinu Krasnis Kurzemes un Zemgales Pilis 15.
gs. beigas—18. gs. Sakums. Latvijas Veéstures Instituta
Apgads, Riga.

Ozment, S., 1990, Three Behaim Boys: Growing Up in Early
Modern Germany. Yale University Press, New Haven,
Connecticut.

Paderborn, 2007, Mitteilungen der Deutschen Gesellschaft fiir
Archdologie des Mittelalters und der Neuzeit. Archidologie
der Frithen Neuzeit 18.

Pajer, J., 1990, On the Development of a New Scientific
Discipline—Post-Medieval Archaeology—Some Thoughts
on Its Current State and Its Perspectives. In Studies in
Postmediaeval Archaeology 1, edited by Z. Smetanka, and
J. Zegklitz, pp. 23-28. Institute of Archacology, Academy
of Sciences of the Czech Republic, Prague. Reissued in CD-
ROM format 2008.

Reed, 1., 1990, 1000 Years of Pottery. An Analysis of Pottery
Trade and Use. Meddeleser, nr. 25. Riksantikvaren,
Trondheim.

Richard, A., and Schwien, J-J., editors, 2000, Archéologie
du poéle en céramique du haut Moyen Age d ['époque
moderne. Technologie, décors, aspects culturels. Actes de
la table ronde de Montbéliard, 23-24 Mars 1995, Revue
Archéologique de I’Est, Quinzieme Supplément, Dijon.

Ring, E., 1996, Eine Bildwelt fiir die Stube. In Ton—Steine—
Scherben, by F. Andraschko, H., Lamschus, C. Lamschus,
and E. Ring, pp. 71-91. Deutsches Salzmuseum, Liineburg.

Roosma, M., 1966, Hiiti klaasikoda. Jooni klaasimanfak tuuri
tegevuset Eestis XVII sajandil. Tallinn.



546

D. Gaimster

Rosén, C., 1995, Keramik som kulturell spegel. Yngre
rodgods 1 olika miljéer ca 1550-1850. META 3:25-38.
Medeltidsarkeologisgk Tidskift, Lund.

Roth Heege, E., 2001, Bernische Kachelofen im spédten Mit-
telalter. Keramos 171:73-100.

Russow, E., 2002, Medieval and Post-Medieval Ceramics in
Haapsalu. In Toimetised, pp. 33-49. Proceedings of the
Liidnemaa Museum VI. Haapsalu.

Russow, E., 2006, Post-Medieval Archaeology in Estonia. In
Archaeological Research in Estonia 1865-2005, edited by
V. Lang, pp. 193-203. Estonian Archaeology 1. Tartu
University Press, Tartu.

Sarfatij, H., 1995, Der Umgang mit den Bodendenkmilern
der Neuzeit in den Niederlanden. Ausgrabungen und
Funde 40(1):37-45.

Sarvas, P., 1977, Om historisk arkeologi. Historisk Tidskrift
for Finland 62:353-376. Helsinki.

Schifer, H., 1990, Eine Schwindgrube im Burgwall von
Rostock. Aus der materiallien Kultur des 16. Jahrhun-
derts. Beitrdge zur Geschichte der Stadt Rostock, Neue
folge 10:4—-11. Rostock.

Schifer, H., 1995, Untersuchungen auf dem Kirchengrund-
stiick Domstrasse 53 in Greifswald. Bodendenkmalpflege in
Mecklenburg-Vorpommern (Jahrbuch 1995) 43:135-158.

Schifer, H., 1996, Schalen und Schiisseln der Zeit um 1590
aus der Wistung Weidemoor bei Rostock. Archdolo-
gische Berichte aus Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 3:90-104.

Schifer, H., 1998, Eine Abfallgrube des fithen 19. Jahrhun-
derts aus Bergen, Lkr. Riigen. Bodendenkmalpflege in
Mecklenburg-Vorpommern (Jahrbuch 1997) 45:299-320.

Schifer, H., 1999, Renaissancezeitliche Funde aus der
JacobiturmstraBe Sa in Stralsund. Bodendenkmalpflege in
Mecklenburg-Vorpommern (Jahrbuch 1998) 46:471-488.

Schifer, H., and Paasch, A., 1989, Ein spitmittelalterlicher
Feldsteinbrunnen mit reichen frithneuzeitlichen Fundma-
terialien aus Rostock, Wokrenterstrase 41. Ausgrabungen
und Funde 34(3):145-154.

Schama, S., 1987, The Embarrassment of Riches. An Interpre-
tation of Dutch Culture in the Golden Age. Collins, London.

Schindler, G., and Schéfer, H., 2001, Ein frhneuzeitlicher
Ziegelschacht aus der Miihlenstrasse 17 in Stralsund. In
Wargentin und Stralsund: eine Wiistung bei Basedow, Lkr.
Demmin und ein Ziegelschacht in der Miihlenstrasse in
Stralsund, edited by U. Schoknecht, pp. 70-96. Archéo-
logische Berichte aus Mecklenburg-Vorpommern, Beiheft
5. Archéologische Gesellschaft fiir Mecklenburg und
Vorpommern, Waren.

Schoknecht, U., editor, 1999, Spdtmittelalterliche und
renaiassancezeitliche Funde aus Passewalk und den Burgen
in Stargard und Stuer. Archidologische Berichte aus
Mecklenburg-Vorpommern, Beiheft 3. Archdologische
Gesellschaft fiir Mecklenburg und Vorpommern, Waren.

Schulz-Berlekamp, G., 1992, Stralsunder Fayence als Boden-
fund aus Wismar. Wismarer Studien zur Archdologie und
Geschichte 2:85-86. Wismar.

Schiitte, S., 1978, Funde und Befunde des Mittelalters und der
frithen Neuzeit vom Markt 4 in Gottingen. Neue Ausgra-
bungen und Forschungen in Niedersachsen 12:95-233.

Sedlackova, H. 1997, Renaissance Glass and Other Archae-
ological Finds from Nymburk. VEGA-L Publishing
House, Libice nad Cidlinou.

Smetanka, Z., and Zegklitz, J., 1990, Postmediaeval Archae-
ology in Bohemia and Its Problems. In Studies in Post-
mediaeval Archaeology 1, edited by Z. Smetanka and J.
Zegklitz, pp. 7-21. Institute of Archacology, Academy of
Sciences of the Czech Republic, Prague. Reissued in CD-
ROM format 2008.

St. Petersburg, 1996, Archaeologia Petropolitana. Aca-
demic Council on Historic-Archaeological Research,
St. Petersburg.

Stephan, H-G., 1980a, Stand und Aufgaben der Archiologie
des Mittelalters und der Neuzeit in Nordwestdeutschland.
In Geschichte der Alltagskultur: Aufgaben und Neue
Ansatze, edited by G. Wiegelmann, pp. 23-51. Coppen-
rath, Miinster.

Stephan, H-G., 1980b, Uberlegungen zur Wirtschafts- und
Sozialgeschichtlichen Interpretation archdologischer
Fundmaterialien des spiten Mittelalters und der Neuzeit.
Am Beispiel ausgewdhlter Fundkomplexe des 16. und 17.
Jh. aus Gottingen und Hoxter. Liibecker Schriften zur
Archdologie und Kulturgeschichte 4:120—131.

Stephan, H-G., 1980c, Gebrauchsgegenstinde aus einem
hoxteraner Biirgerhaushalt der Mitte des 18. Jahrhun-
derts. In Beitrdge zur Archdologie Nordwestdeutschlands
und Mitteleuropas, pp. 314-382. Materialhefte zur Ur-
und Friithgeschichte Niedersachsens 16. Hildesheim.

Stephan, H-G., 1981, Coppengrave. Archdologische Studien
zur Topferei des 13. bis 19. Jahrhunderts in Nordwest-
deutschland. Materialhefte zur Ur- und Frithgeschichte
Niedersachsens 17. Hildesheim.

Stephan, H-G., 1982, Archéologische Funde zur Kultur-
geschichte von Schloss Firstenberg an der Weser.
Nachrichten aus Niedersachsens Urgeschichte
51:189-220. Hildesheim.

Stephan, H-G., 1983, Archiologische Untersuchungen im
Topferviertel von Hannoversch Miinden. Neue Entdeck-
ungen und Erkentnisse zur frihneuzeitliche Keramik.
Neue Ausgrabungen und Forschungen in Niedersachsen
16:363-386. Hildesheim.

Stephan, H-G., 1986, Grossalmerode. Ein Zentrum der Her-
stellung von technischer Keramik, Steinzeug und Irdenware
in Hessen, Teil 1. Glass- und Keramik-Museum,
Grossalmerode.

Stephan, H-G., 1987, Die bemalte Irdenware der Renaissance
in Mitteleuropa. Ausstrahlungen und Verbindungen der
Produktionszentren im gesampteuropdischen Rahmen. For-
schungshefte Bayerisches Nationalmuseum Miinchen,
Munich.

Stephan, H-G., 1990, Archédologie und Stadtgeschichte. Reflex-
ionen zu Moglichkeiten, Grenzen und Nutzen archiolo-
gischer Stadtforschung in der Bundesrepublik Deutschland.
In Gedenkenschrift fiir Jirgen Drichaus, edited by F.
Andraschko and W-R. Teegen, pp. 287-325. Mainz.

Stephan, H-G., 1991, Kacheln aus dem Werraland. Die
Entwicklung der Ofenkacheln vom 13. bis 17. Jahrhundert
im unteren Werra-Raum. Schriften des Werratalvereins
Witzenhausen 23. Witzenhausen.

Stephan, H-G., 1992, Keramik der Renaissance im Oberwe-
serraum und an der unteren Werra. Beitrdge der Archdolo-
gie zur Erforschung der Sachkultur der friihen Neuzei.
Zeitschrift fiir Archidologie des Mittelalters, Beiheft 7.
Koln.



An Embarrassment of Riches?

547

Stephan, H-G., 1994, Tonpfeifen aus dem Rathaus von
Hoxter, in Das Rathaus in Hoxter. Schriften des Weser-
renaissance-Museums Schloss Brake 7:207-215.

Stephan, H-G., 1996, Deutsche Keramik im Handelsraum
der Hanse. In Nahrung und Tischkultur im Hanseraum,
edited by G. Wiegelmann and R-E. Mohrmann,
pp. 92-124. Waxman, Miinster/New York.

Stoepker, H., 1986, Graven naar het kasteel van Tilburg.
Bijdragen tot de Studie van het Brabantse Heem 29.
Stichting Brabants Heem, Waalre.

Streitwolf, P., 1993, Ein fiirstliches Ballspielgerdt aus Heidel-
berg. EAZ Ethnografische Zeitschrift 34:400-432.

Sveinbjarnardottir, G., 1996, Leiker d Island. Pottery Found
on Excavations in Iceland. Rit Hins islanska forneifafélags
og bjodminjasafns Islands, Reykjavik.

Taavitsainen, J-P., 2001, Medieval Finland. In Medieval
Archaeology: An Encyclopedia, edited by P. Crabtree,
pp. 105-109. Garland, New York.

Tarlow, S., 2007, The Archaeology of Improvement in Britain,
1750-1850. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
Taylor, A.J.P., 1965, English History 1914—1945. Clarendon

Press, Oxford.

ter Molen, J.R., Ruempol, A.P.E., and van Dongen, A.G.A.,
editors, 1986, Huisrraad van een molenaarswedue, Geb-
ruiksvoorwerpen uit een 16de-eeuwse boedlinventaris.
Museum Boymans-van Beuningen, Rotterdam.

Thijssen, J., 1984, De inhoud van de put. In Een burgerfamilie
in de Smidstraat 1760-1840, edited by J. Thijssen, pp.
13-22. Nijmegens Museum Commanderie van Sint Jan,
Nijmegen.

Thijssen, J., editor, 1991, Tot de Bodem uitzocht. Glas en cer-
amiek uit een beerput van de ‘Hof van Batenburg’ te Nijme-
gen, 1375-1850. Stichting Stadsarcheologie, Nijmegen.

Tromnau, G., and Krause, G., editors, 1986, Volkstiimliche
Keramik von Niederrhein. Topferware des 8. bis 20. Jahr-
hunderts. Niederrheinisches Museum der Stadt Duisburg,
Duisburg.

Unger, 1., and Gaimster, D.R.M., editors, 1988, Kilner Ofen-
kacheln. Die Bestdnde des Museums fiir Angewandte Kunst
und des Kdolnischen Stadtmuseums. Kolnischen Stadtmu-
seums, Koln.

Veeckman, J., 1997, Recent Research Concerning Antwerp
Maiolica Production. In Material Culture in Medieval
Europe. Papers of the ‘Medieval Europe Brugge 1997
Conference, vol. 7, edited by G. De Boe and F. Ver-
haeghe, pp. 113-117. Instituut voor het Archeologisch
Patrimonium, Zellik.

Veeckman, J., editor, 1992, Blik in de Bodem. Recent stad-
sarcheologisch onderzoek in Antwerp. Stad Antwerpen,
Antwerp.

Veeckman, J., editor, 1996, Berichten en Rapporten over het
Antwerps Bodemonderzoek en Monumentenzorg, vol. 1.
Stad Antwerpen, Antwerp.

Veeckman, J., editor, 2002, Maiolica and Glass: From
Italy to Antwerp and Beyond. The Transfer of Technology
in the 16th—Early 17th Century. Stad Antwerpen,
Antwerp.

Verhaeghe, F., 1988, Post-Medieval Pottery Research in
Flanders and in the Waasland. In Archéologie des Temps
Modernes, edited by F. Verhaeghe and M. Otte, pp.
227-326. Actes du Colloque de Lic¢ge (23-26 avril 1985),
Etudes et Recherches Archéologiques de I'Université de
Liege 26. Liege.

Verhaeghe, F., 1997, The Archaeology of Transition: A
Continental View. In The Age of Transition: The Archae-
ology of English Culture 1400-1600: Proceedings of a
Conference Hosted by the Society for Medieval Archae-
ology and the Society for Post-Medieval Archaeology at
the British Museum, London, 14—15th November 1996,
edited by D. Gaimster and P. Stamper, pp. 25-44.
Society for Medieval Archaeology Monograph 15.
Oxbow Books, Oxford.

Verhaeghe, F., and Otte, M., 1988, Introduction. In Archeé-
ologie des temps modernes, edited by F. Verhaeghe and M.
Otte, pp. 5-13. Actes du Colloque de Liége (23-26 avril
1985), Etudes et Recherches Archéologiques de I'Univer-
site de Liége 26. Liege.

Vunk, A., 1996, Pirnu 16. Sjandi ahjukahlte tiipoloogiast ja
valmistamise — tehnoloogiast. Stilus 6:37-42. Reports of
the Estonian Archaeological Society, Tallinn.

Wamser, L., 1984, Glashiitten im Spessart—Denkmadler fri-
her Industriegeschichte. In Gliick und Glas. Zur Kultur-
geschichte des Spessartglases, edited by C. Grimm,
pp. 25-33. Bayerische Geschichte und Kultur, nr. 24.
Munich.

Wichert-Pollmann, U., 1984, Glashiitten im ostwestfélisch-
lippischen Raum. In Gliick und Glas. Zur Kulturgeschichte
des Spessartglases, edited by C. Grimm, pp. 57-67. Bayer-
ische Geschichte und Kultur, nr. 24. Munich.

Wiethold, J., 1995, Reis, Pfeffer und Paradieskorn: Pflan-
zenreste des 16. Und 17. Jahrhunderts aus der Kloake
der Patrizierfamilie von Dassel aus Liineburg. In Arch-
dologie und Bauforschung in Liineburg, pp. 129-166.
Liineburg.



	An Embarrassment of Riches? Post-Medieval Archaeology in Northern and Central Europe
	Introduction
	Organization
	Defining the Subject
	Urban Archaeology
	Material Culture Studies
	An Embarrassment of Riches?
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


