Essay Topic for Paper #1

Islamic Archaeology - AE0060 – Fall 2006
Due Date: Monday October 16 in class (no exceptions)
Instructions: 
Please address the following question in an essay not to exceed 2000 words. I expect that in your essay you will articulate and defend an argument with a clear thesis and demonstrate the significance of your thesis in terms of the essay question. You are strongly encouraged not to speak in generalities but instead to focus on specific pieces of evidence to warrant your claims. Such evidence may take the form of quotations from the various readings which we have had in this course, illustrations such as specific sites, objects or other visual representations, as well as references to class discussions and lectures. 
I expect this paper to be polished and well edited. In your essay you can use parenthetical citations for any readings from the course [e.g. (Moreland 2001: 23)] and do not have to include them in a bibliography. Should you choose to draw on sources not from the class readings, make sure to list them in a proper bibliography. However, please note that I do not expect you to engage in any outside reading in order to tackle this question. 


In terms of formatting, please use a readable font and size (e.g. times roman 12), double space, name, page numbers, standard one inch margins, etc. I want a hard copy and NOT an electronic version. A title is optional. 

Essay Topic:

Timothy Insoll has been much critiqued within the field of Islamic archaeology for his efforts to articulate an “Archaeology of Islam.” We have seen how Alistair Northedge has roundly rejected the notion that Islamic archaeology is about religion and has instead claimed that it is about a single world civilization. At one level both of these positions are concerned with addressing the problem of the marginalization of Islamic archaeology. On the other hand, we might also argue that their efforts to define the field, and even the very act of attempting to define the field, contribute to that very marginalization precisely because they have limited the diversity of possible archaeological subjects, an issue which we have addressed throughout this course. Given the state of this debate, what would you offer as the suitable direction for Islamic archaeology? What, if anything, should constitute its archaeological subject? What kinds of questions should it ask? Finally, what are the political stakes involved in such an endeavor to define the field?

In framing your response to this series of questions, you will want to pay close attention to the issue of the archaeological object and the practicalities of how data from the archaeological and textual records can provide answers. That is, be wary of putting forward as an archaeological subject something which is simply unknowable given what the Object and the Word (to use Moreland’s terminology) can tell us about Muslim societies and/or the Past.  It will not be enough to say, as does Alan Walmsley (2004: 319), that Islamic archaeology should provide ‘an understanding of the processes by which early Islamic societies were formed and developed’ without articulating what those processes are, who are the actors involved in them, and how we approach them given the data at our disposal.
Good Luck, and please make sure to get some SLEEP! In order to exercise your mind your body must rest.

