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COURSE DESCRIPTION: ARCH 201 is an intermediate course on archaeological methods and 

approaches. The course entails lectures/discussions and a significant on-site component in 

the context of the Porolissum Forum Project. Students will gain significant hands-on 

experience in excavation, drawing, use of a Total Station and the study of artifacts and 

ecofacts. A series of evening lectures concern issues not easily dealt with in the field, such 

as archaeometry, Processual and Post-Processual archaeologies and the ancient economy. 

An important underlying question is: how do we know what we know? 

 

SUMMARY OF COURSE CONTENT:  

 

There will be a lecture component which presents overviews of themes, such as 

archaeometry, Processual and Post-Processual archaeologies and the ancient economy. 

Most of the course consists of a practicum in conjunction with the Porolissum Forum Project, 

directed by Eric C. De Sena and Alexandru V. Matei. Students will work under the 

supervision of the directors and research assistants and will be trained in excavation, 

drawing, use of a Total Station and the study of artifacts and ecofacts. Students will keep a 

field journal in which they will record what they did in the field each day and attempt to the 

best of their abilities to interpret the archaeological record. 

 

LEARNING OUTCOMES:  

 

Students will: 

 

• Gain in-depth knowledge of archaeological methods and approaches; 

• Learn the methods of archaeological research: excavation, manual drawing of 

architectural features, trench profiles and artifacts, use of a Total Station, study 

artifact/ecofact assemblages: 

• Learn basic research skills and critical thinking: how to develop a research question, 

how to collect information to address the question, how to present archaeological 

data in a meaningful way, how to interpret the data, merging archaeological data 

and literature.  

 

GRADING POLICY: 

 

• Test - 20% of final grade: this exam will consist of a series of short and long answers 

based upon the lectures, fieldwork and readings. 

• Final exam - 30% of final grade: this exam will consist of a series of short and long 

answers based upon the lectures, fieldwork and readings. 

• Field journal - 30% of final grade. 

• Oral presentation - 10% of final grade: Topics to be determined in class 

• Attendance and participation - 10% of final grade.  

 

  

 

 



COURSE SCHEDULE: 

 

Monday-Friday (June 22-July 24). Archaeological field work, 175 hours in the field. 

 

Evening lectures on archaeological theory and approaches – 5 hours 
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ACADEMIC HONESTY. As stated in the university catalog, any student who commits an act 

of academic dishonesty will receive a failing grade on the work in which the dishonesty 

occurred. In addition, acts of academic dishonesty, irrespective of the weight of the 

assignment, may result in the student receiving a failing grade in the course. Instances of 

academic dishonesty will be reported to the Dean of Academic Affairs. A student who is 

reported twice for academic dishonesty is subject to summary dismissal from the University. 

In such a case, the Academic Council will then make a recommendation to the President, 

who will make the final decision.  

 

 

STUDENTS WITH LEARNING OR OTHER DISABILITIES. John Cabot University does not 

discriminate on the basis of disability or handicap. Students with approved accommodations 

must inform their professors at the beginning of the term. Please see the website for the       

complete policy.  

 

 


