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Introduction

Renewed interest in collaborations between social anthropologists and ar­
chaeologists has been emerging for some time now in global academia. 
The main ideas and motivations behind the renewed interest in collabora­
tions between social anthropologists and archaeologists also inspired the 
creation of this special section. Humans are not only social animals but sea­
sonal as well. The worldwide ethnographic record provides many perspec­
tives on seasonal human behavior, such as seasonal dwellings, seasonal use 
of space, and seasonal changes in the socio-political organization among 
non-state groups. Nevertheless, it remains challenging to identify seasonali­
ty from prehistoric assemblages. In exceptional cases, ethnographically doc­
umented practices observed among present communities may help infer 
seasonal practices from archaeological evidence based on direct historical 
analogy. In most prehistoric settings, however, a historical analogy may 
not be suitable due to the time lag of millennia. With continuing gaps in 
environmental and climate history and the impact of socio-political trans­
formations, the difficulty of providing continuity between the archaeologi­
cal and historical past and the ethnographic present represents enduring 
challenges. Building hypotheses based on cross-cultural anthropological 
research may be more suitable for some of these cases than individual cases 
of possible analogies.

Archaeologists continuously work towards developing new methods and 
sampling techniques in collaboration with experts in natural sciences. 
This well-established interdisciplinary approach has led to many new 
bioarchaeological and archaeometric methodologies in the last decades, 
providing new sources for analyzing past societies. Some even understand 
this approach as a Third Science Revolution (Kristiansen 2014). Even if 
the scientific impact of molecular biological analyses can only be assessed 
using a long-term perspective, its role might be placed alongside previous 
methodological innovations such as radiocarbon-dating or trace-element 
analyses of inorganics in the future. This development, also summarized 
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by a broadening of the term archaeological sciences has produced an 
enormous outcome of new data and models that confront researchers 
with the challenge of discussing and implementing the appropriate ethical 
(Somel et al. 2021; Ávila-Arcos et al. 2022; Kowal et al. 2023) and theo­
retical framework (Furholt 2021; Cveček 2024; Horejs 2024). The latter 
represents an ongoing process in archaeology searching for sustainable tool 
kits, where socio-cultural anthropology is experiencing a comeback for a 
renewed collaboration towards understanding past societies. In these con­
texts, interpretative approaches, generated through a collaboration between 
archaeologists and social anthropologists, remain vital to strengthening 
our understanding of past and present practices linked with seasonality 
and understanding of the (non-)human. This also promotes an improved 
awareness of how seasons continue to shape our research insights and/or 
frame our fieldwork rhythms.

Seasonal practices are spatial and time-dependent. They cannot be ig­
nored in long-term ethnographic projects but could be easily overlooked in 
archaeological deposits. In the latter, seasonal practices are entangled with 
everyday, possibly non-seasonal objects and practices. Therefore, to discern 
seasonal from non-seasonal, permanent from non-permanent, and material 
from non-material while putting back together these puzzles, archaeologists 
are invited to embrace the cross-cultural variability documented in the 
ethnographic record. At the same time, social anthropologists may crucially 
benefit from extending the retrospective timelines of inquiry backward, i.e. 
before 1492 AD. Including the archaeological insights in their writing about 
the social phenomena observed in the present may, after all, challenge the 
apparent uniqueness of certain social phenomena. Beyond all the debates 
and controversy the book has initiated, “The Dawn of Everything: The 
New History of Humanity” (Graeber and Wengrow 2021), through its wide­
ly shared interest to readers, has, since its publication, indicated a solidly 
growing, renewed interest in interdisciplinary dialogues between archae­
ologists and socio-cultural anthropologists. Although four-field approach­
es in anthropology may be more common in Anglo-American academic 
contexts, “The Dawn of Everything,” as well as this present issue, clearly 
indicates that dialogues between anthropologists of the past and those 
of the present also continue in Central Europe, beyond the anglophone 
world. Readers of the Anthropos journal, founded in 1906 by Wilhelm 
Schmidt, will need no special reminder that these dialogues have a rich 
and productive history, especially in German-speaking academia. Despite 
the possible comeback of active interdisciplinary collaboration between 
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archaeologists and socio-cultural anthropologists, such an approach still 
represents a nascent minority agenda within both fields.

Location of the case studies and examples mentioned in this special 
issue (M. Börner, S. Cveček, B. Horejs)

This special issue includes contributions dealing with seasonal practices 
in non-state and early state sedentary and (semi-)nomadic groups from 
ethnographic, historical anthropological, and archaeological perspectives 
(see Fig. 1). The topic of seasonality is addressed through the socio-po­
litical organization, dwellings, use of space, crafts, and farming/foraging 
practices, as well as gender and infrastructure. The main aim of this issue 
is to show how fostering a dialogue between socio-cultural anthropologists 
and archaeologists dealing with seasonal practices allows us to explore the 
entanglement of humans and non-humans in its diversity. Beyond Marcel 
Mauss’s “Seasonal Variations of the Eskimo” (Mauss 2004 [1906]) and 
the vast amount of attention for “The Dawn of Everything,” the present 
collection “The Seasonal and the Material” has also been inspired by the 
work of French social anthropologist Maurice Godelier. In “The Mental 
and the Material” (Godelier 1986), Godelier posed questions such as, “How 
is its [engagement of humans with nature] history to be explained? What 

Fig. 1:
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impact do material realities, natural and man-made, have on human be­
ings?” These questions were initially raised in the 1980s, and Godelier 
tackled them through “deep” and “shallow” history, including archaeology. 
These questions remain actual for present-day exploration and provide 
examples of how they can be addressed through interdisciplinary coopera­
tion and dialogue. Bringing both disciplines, i.e. primarily archaeology and 
socio-cultural anthropology, together in the combined contributions to this 
special issue also aims at renewing the traditional collaborative approach in 
the light of the recent bioarchaeological and archaeometric developments 
searching for new interpretative tools.

Seasonality in Anthropology

In addition to some of the famous early writings of Marcel Mauss (2004 
[1906]), seasonality was also an important topic elsewhere in socio-cultural 
anthropology from the field’s early-20th-century periods and the canoni­
cal classics they brought forth. For example, seasonality was documented 
in detail among the Nuer by Evans-Pritchard (1940), who documented 
and sketched the Nuer seasons by their seasonal rounds and explained 
seasonality’s impact on the Nuer perception of time and socio-political 
organization. Nuer seasonal movements depended on the availability of 
pasture and drinking water necessary for their cattle (p. 59). Moreover, 
they made use of seasonal flooding of, and by, rivers.1 In November and 
December, when the water level in the river falls, the Nuer dammed fish in 
the streams and lagoons that they caught with spears at night, with the help 
of fires lit behind the fishers.2 Also, among domesticated crops and staple 
foods, there were seasonal fluctuations. For example, milk was a staple food 
among the Nuer, available year-round. However, cows produced less milk 
towards the end of the rainy season due to the lack of available pasture. The 
seasonal variation in food was also significant for the social organization of 
the Nuer. The Nuer routinely held important ceremonies such as weddings, 
initiation rites, and religious ceremonies in the rainy season after the first 
millet harvest. At the same time, this was the primary season for raiding 

1 For seasonal patterns of flooding and how they have shaped human settlement, agricul­
ture, and resource use in the Amazon forest, see Hecht and Cockburn (2010).

2 For the cyclical nature of salmon reproduction, the seasonal labor patterns of fish 
farmers, and the impact of these rhythms on the social and ecological dimensions of 
salmon farming among industrial farming of salmon in Norway, see Lien (2015).
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the neighboring Dinka since the Nuer said they were too hungry to fight 
in the dry season (p. 84). The seasonal variation of activities, mapped by 
“EP” (Evans-Pritchard) in a seasonal chart, highlights seasonal time-reck­
oning. This is a well-known procedure in other ethnographic cases, too. 
The Nuer recognized the dry (tot) and the wet season (mai), including 
two transitional periods between them. They spoke of rwil, which is when 
they move from camp to village and from clearing to planting (mid-March 
until mid-June), and jiom, when they moved from village to clearing and 
pasture (mid-September until mid-December). Based on the importance of 
seasonality and ecology in the Nuer’s ways of living, EP argued that

probably, for ecological reasons, the actual political configuration re­
mains very much the same from generation to generation. People pass 
through the political system without their structural position in it chang­
ing to any extent during their passage. It is the same with the lineage 
system. (Evans-Pritchard 1940: 256)

The last quote highlights that seasonality is not only a dynamic process that 
results in change but that seasonal practices may also contribute towards 
maintaining socio-political stability and reproduction of the same type of 
social organization. This argument complements the role of seasonality 
linked with political fluctuations among the hunter-gatherers and early 
farming groups in Eurasia that was recently re-emphasized (Graeber and 
Wengrow 2021). Therefore, it remains important to look at how seasonality 
affects the material consequences and changes in socio-political organiza­
tion but also may pose constraints to change in kinship, politics, religion, 
and rituals of local and broader regional groups.

Other classical works from anthropology’s history before and after the 
mid-20th century also demonstrate that seasonality was intrinsic in most 
of them. In “The Work of the Gods in Tikopia” (1967 [1939]), Raymond 
Firth analyzed in detail the Polynesian seasonal ritual cycle among the 
Tikopia, which he described as the crucial aspect of their social life. In turn, 
throughout his four volumes of “Mythologiques,” Lévi-Strauss subsequently 
(1964; 1967; 1968; 1971) explored the cross-cultural representation of food 
and cooking, trickery and mythology, food sharing, and the human body 
and art from structuralist perspectives to address the universal structures 
and themes that underpin myths. Food practices and myths, however, were 
closely linked with seasonal cycles that related to indigenous social organi­
zation among the societies he studied in the Americas. In her different but 
complementary perspective, Mary Douglas (1970) explored the symbolic 
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meanings attributed to natural phenomena, including seasonal cycles. She 
argued that human societies create myths, rituals, and cultural practices – 
related to seasonal changes – to make sense of the natural world. At about 
the same time, in his radically systemic and environmentally oriented ap­
proach, Roy A. Rappaport (1968) explored the relationship between ritual, 
religion, and ecology among the Tsembaga of Papua New Guinea. These 
are just a few well-known examples from some of the major British, French, 
and American legacies in 20th-century anthropology before the post-mod­
ern turn. Peter Rohrbacher (this issue) discusses important counterparts 
in German. In all these works, seasonality was not described as a one-way 
road. In some cases, seasonality may denote change (Graeber and Wengrow 
2021, see also Krause , see also Krause, this issue); in others, stability (see 
Evans-Pritchard 1940: 256; Douglas 1970).

However, it has to be said that before the publication of “The Dawn of 
Everything” (Graeber and Wengrow 2021), seasonality had not yet emerged 
as a topic sui generis in socio-cultural anthropology (see also Schweitzer, 
this issue). In contrast, archaeologists considered seasonality an important 
topic regarding the “agricultural revolution” (Braidwood 1960). Yet, togeth­
er with the rising importance of climate change research in the past two 
decades (Hastrup 2009; Crate and Nuttall 2016; Stensrud and Eriksen 
2019), seasonality has witnessed an important comeback in a new format. 
In classic ethnographic texts, seasonality was treated through adaptation to 
natural fluctuations and using a stark conceptual divide between nature and 
culture, although not in all cases (see Schweitzer, this issue). By contrast, 
recent scholarship has usually preferred to conceptualize seasons in terms 
of rhythms, emphasizing “the dynamics of social and ecological process­
es” that “allows us to recognize them not as fundamentally separate or 
opposed, but as implicated in each other” (Krause 2013: 24). Therefore, sea­
sons, rhythms, nature, and culture cannot be neatly separated but have to 
be studied side-by-side. Under these reinvigorated premises, research will 
gain an improved understanding of local dwelling and movement codes 
and ensuing variations in socio-political organization.

Seasons often have a political dimension to them, as can be observed 
in this special issue. For example, Lisa Rail in this issue describes how 
seasonality shapes the infrastructure, dwellings, and property relations in 
the Austrian Tyrol region. Moreover, the returning seasonal rhythm of visit­
ing the high mountain summer pastures among the Kalasha recreates and 
maintains strong male-to-male bonds, as described by Augusto Cacopardo 
in this issue for northwestern Pakistan. The political side of seasonality 
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can also be noticed beyond the cases addressed in this special issue. For 
example, during the Covid-19 pandemic, seasonal workers in agriculture 
were exempt from travel bans to harvest asparagus, salad, grapes, and 
other items requiring the employment of short-term but large workforces 
in central Europe. Furthermore, seasonal migration is to be observed, for 
that matter, for harvesting salmon in Norway (Hecht and Cockburn 2010), 
where the Covid-19 restrictions also did not apply to workers within the 
fishing industry. Therefore, we must not overlook the importance of state 
and local needs when thinking about seasonality, seasons, and seasonal 
rhythms. Both tribal, non-state societies as well as industrialized nation 
states, as we know them today, are incapable of ignoring, and certainly have 
not “overcome,” seasonality and seasonal rhythms.

Seasons also have much more obvious economic relevance. For example, 
seasonal trade routes rely on seasonal winds that enable seafaring from one 
coastal or riverine site to the other or trading across difficult terrains. On 
the southeast coast of Papua New Guinea, sea voyages were seasonal and 
could only happen at particular times. This was the only time to connect 
with one’s trade partner on the other side of the gulf.3 If people knew 
that trade would take place this year, everyone would have created and 
produced more: they would have produced more pots and cultivated more 
gardens to harvest more and create more surplus. Once the voyage was 
successfully concluded, a Big Man took much credit for redistributing the 
surplus (Munn 1992). Also, Anna Tsing, in her book “The Mushroom at 
the End of the World. On the Possibility of Life in Capitalist Ruins” (2015), 
delves into the seasonal rhythms and ecological dynamics that shape the 
mushroom’s growth and the ways in which it is entangled with human 
societies. To paraphrase Marshal Sahlins, who argued that “the elementary 
forms of kinship, politics, and religion are all one” (Sahlins 2008: 197), it 
seems that the elementary forms of politics and economics are inseparable 
from seasons. They – politics, economics, and seasons – are one.

Seasonality in Archaeology

The impact of seasonality and seasonal rhythm upon prehistoric societies 
has been well-known since the early days of archaeology as demonstrat­

3 The same applies to the Bothnian Gulf of Finland where during medieval times locals 
would stop trading over winter, between November and May, due to the inaccessible 
packed ice (Nurmi et al. 2020).
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ed by seasonal cycles of hunter-gatherers related to hunting Pleistocene 
megafauna in Ice Age Europe as described by M. Hoernes, the founder 
of prehistorical studies at Vienna University (Hoernes 1892: esp. 156-218). 
The existential significance of seasonal-related conditions, limitations, and 
opportunities have been integrated since then into archaeology, leading to 
an enormous number of publications dealing with environmental-related 
seasonality around the globe. A recent study, for example, provided the mi­
croscopic evidence of eggshells from migratory birds pointing to a seasonal 
benefit as an additional nutrition source for the lakeshore hunter-gatherers 
in Schöningen (Germany) c. 300,000 years ago (Conard et al. 2015).

While the political and social dimensions of seasonal rhythm and cycles 
are well addressed in anthropology, the archaeological debates of prehis­
toric communities in deep history did not primarily focus on these aspects, 
not only but also because of the methodological difficulties in proving 
direct causal connections of short-term practices with their long-term so­
cio-cultural or even political impact based on scientific data. The nature of 
solid archaeological data in deep history usually prevents the modeling of 
rapid events or abrupt changes within one human generation. Therefore, 
reconstructing the political effects of seasonality in archaeology was mostly 
restricted to such state or pre-state systems in antiquity that were related to 
available written sources. The rise of Pharaonic Egypt, inter alia, based on 
the newly invented centrally organized agriculture and water management 
of the repeating seasonal Nile flooding c. 3000 BCE (Kemp 2006) or the 
hydro-engineering technologies related to the seasonal rhythm of agricul­
ture closely linked with the early state formation process in Mesopotamia of 
the 4th millennium BCE (Wilkinson 2014; Rost 2017) are examples for the 
political dimension in the archaeology of seasonality.

However, the nature of seasonality-linked data in archaeology offers the 
advantage of studying regular repeating effects beyond short-term events 
but through the lens of a longue durée perspective. Hence, seasonality-relat­
ed results in the archaeology of prehistoric and pre-state societies cover a 
wide range of topics, like distinct agricultural or hunting-foraging practices, 
nutrition, and food-related activities, sourcing and procurement strategies, 
exchange networks and traveling modes, sedentism, mobility and pastoral­
ism, production and applied technologies as well as their differing impact 
through space and time.
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Seasonality and Cultural Dynamics in Archaeology

Seasonal-related challenges to past societies played a distinct role in defin­
ing specific cultural dynamics, such as the maritime networks developed 
between continental southeast Asia and Japan for the rising of the Jomon 
culture since the early Holocene based on – among others – seasonal 
fishing practices (Kobayashi et al. 2003; Lapteff 2006) or the cultivation 
of particular wild crops and the associated plant management in the ear­
ly agricultural Fertile Crescent (Braidwood 1960; Asouti and Fuller 2011; 
Riehl 2016). The impact of seasonal cycles on early Mediterranean societies 
represents another illustrative example for demonstrating the wide-ranging 
cultural dynamics based on seasonal cycles in archaeological case studies. 
Since at least the upper Paleolithic, the specific environmental conditions 
for navigating through the Aegean Sea (including deep water) before the 
invention of sails required a distinct nautical knowledge of and seafaring 
skills covering winds, currents, fresh water sources, landing options and 
routes – a nautical package which is strongly interlinked with seasonality 
(Broodbank 2013). Specific repeated practices in the early Holocene Aegean 
region can be linked with this nautical package and are evident in new 
sourcing practices for obsidian and jadeite on the Cycladic Islands (Horejs 
2019), food and ornament procurement strategies (Perlès 2016) or migra­
tion routes of Neolithic pioneers into the region (Horejs et al. 2015) – all 
of them representing the longue durée aspect of seasonality and seasonal 
rhythm for these societies. Recent studies, including the new analytical 
opportunities of stable isotopes in Mesolithic shell middens, demonstrate 
seasonal practices both in foraging marine shells by the populations in 
Iberia arguing for the intimate knowledge by the foragers of the seasonal 
development cycles of the mollusks and in choosing the colder months for 
collecting due to higher meat yield (García-Escárzaga et al. 2019).

New Challenges and Current Debates

Coming back to our main aim of fostering a new dialogue between our 
disciplines dealing with seasonal practices, it is worth addressing some 
challenges from an archaeological perspective in light of current debates. 
While the majority of interdisciplinary studies in archaeology focus on 
past societies with a traditional strong human-centric (and human-made 
material) perspective, it appears the right time to shift our focus towards 
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a wider and more inclusive perspective for future (less anthropocentric) 
approaches. Coevolutionary theoretical frameworks for understanding the 
interweaving of humans and their environments represent an established 
approach in archaeology, where animals and plants, as well as the environ­
mental contexts are regularly studied. The interdependencies of co-existing 
species are well-known since we overcame the “man as crown of creation” 
concept decades ago but have received new attention since the Covid-19 
pandemic. This refreshed perspective on humans as part of interconnected 
species is reinforced by the new bioarchaeological data of recent years. 
For example, the cultural transformation process of the Neolithization 
between southwest Asia and Europe c. 9,000 years ago was accompanied 
by human-adapted bacterial pathogens and viruses, such as Salmonella 
enteric or Yersinia pestis (Key et al. 2020; Morozova et al. 2020). Studying 
the development of early agricultural communities and their new way of 
living in house-based communities should, therefore, include not only the 
new human social relations but also a new level: the intensity and quality 
of interaction of humans and animals living closely together for the first 
time in history, supporting the emergence of zoonoses and new viral dis­
eases, such as tuberculosis, plague, or hepatitis. This new perspective of a 
multispecies archaeology (Horejs 2024) not only offers a fresh look at old 
questions including the role of seasonality but also allows us to integrate a 
new methodological approach to obtaining new data.

A Case Study of Multispecies Archaeology and Seasonality

One example from ongoing studies about early farming and herding com­
munities in southeast Europe can illustrate the new opportunities in the 
light of multispecies archaeology and the potential role of seasonality for 
new insights into past societies. The first agricultural communities in the 
Balkans are associated with the Neolithic expansion by a movement of 
pioneers (small-scale groups) with livestock, crops, and pulses from west 
Asia into southeast Europe c. 6200-6000 calBC. The subsequent centuries-
long cultural transformation is summarized as Neolithization. This term 
refers to a complex, only vaguely understood process of adaptation and 
modification in aspects of cultural expression, social organization and in­
teraction, economy, and technology (Greenfield and Jongsma Greenfield 
2014; Borić et al. 2018). The very likely semi-mobile lifestyle related to 
pastoralism appears currently as the best model to characterize most of the 
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early Neolithic sites in the central Balkans, where permanent, long-term 
settled villages are lacking in the associated Starčevo cultural horizon for 
at least half a millennium after the initial Neolithic (Bánffy 2019; Horejs 
2024).

Seasonal mobility of herding communities within a regularly repeating 
scale would explain some of the scarce archaeological data from this period 
and the dominating “pit-houses” in particular but are almost impossible 
to scientifically argue for, based on the archaeological evidence (Bailey 
1999). New interdisciplinary investigations at the early-middle Neolithic 
site in Svinjarička Čuka (south Serbia) are aimed at analyzing the hypoth­
esized cycles of occupation by farming and herding communities and 
their flocks between 6100 and 5400 calBC (Horejs et al. 2022). Our focus 
on the variety of scales, intensities, quantities, and qualities of settling 
on this river terrace is aimed at a better definition of the so far simple 
dichotomy of mobility/sedentism for early Neolithic communities in the 
Balkans. Seasonal rhythm seems the most promising frame in our current 
studies of aDNA, pollen, faunal, and floral remains contextualized within a 
micro-morphological and micro-archaeological approach. Seasonal-linked 
herding management, farming-associated practices like the storage of seeds 
for the sowing period, and temporarily occupied floors, including remains 
of a variety of species, hence, are important indicators for modeling the 
multispecies evidence at the site. This leads us to expect new insights into 
the cultural transformation process of the Neolithic in the near future. The 
case study described above and other interdisciplinary projects carried out 
in Vienna recently (see Cveček and Emra 2021; Cveček 2022, Cveček and 
Schwall 2022) were the main reasons for organizing an interdisciplinary 
panel at Vienna Anthropology Days (VANDA) 2022 preceding this collec­
tion.

The Seasonal and the Material

The seed for the present collection, “The Seasonal and the Material: An­
thropology of Seasonal Practices,” was planted by preparing and holding 
a topical session for VANDA 2022.4 This took place between September 
26–29, 2022, in Vienna as a panel organized by the editors. In line with 
VANDA’s mission, our panel aimed to bring together scholars from vari­

4 https://vanda.univie.ac.at/scientific-program/
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ous fields and subfields in anthropology, social sciences, and humanities. 
With this special issue, we wish that seed to sprout and to continue inter­
disciplinary discussions on the temporality of human practices. Wherever 
necessary, it is hoped this will challenge our perspectives on how best to 
look at human and non-human beings through the lens of temporality 
and seasonality. Importantly, Tim Ingold (1993) initiated this process of 
debate and reflection three decades ago by highlighting the temporality of 
the landscape through the coinage of the “taskscape,” later also extended 
to a seasonal “taskscape”, denoting repeated rythms of seasonal butcher­
ing practices (Cveček and Emra 2021). Contributions in this issue implic­
itly follow Ingold’s approach and explicitly highlight the temporality of 
(non-)human practices and the inability to disentangle human practices 
conceptually from the constantly changing environment, be that geese mi­
gration, freezing of rivers, changing of the grazing land and/or political 
economy.

“The Seasonal and the Material” is an experiment in translation. Accord­
ing to the Oxford Learner’s Dictionary, an experiment is the following: 1) 
“a scientific test that is done in order to study what happens and to gain 
new knowledge” or 2) “a new activity, idea or method that you try out 
to see what happens or what effect it has.”5 In our case, the experiment 
followed both definitions. Our aim was to 1) test what new knowledge 
can be generated when we bring scholars working in different regions and 
specialists in different periods to interact through a cross-cutting lens and 
see 2) what happens when scholars apply seasonality as that cross-cutting 
lens to their ethnographic and archaeological material. For our panel in 
Vienna, we asked participants to follow the Pecha Kucha style of presen­
tations, in which presenters had approximately seven minutes to present 
their research, followed by a short question and answer round. In the 
final discussion round, the panel organizers, presenters, and the audience 
formed a circle in which participants shared their thoughts and reflections 
on the panel. The initial short format of presentations was also the main 
reason for keeping contributions to this special issue short and continuing 
to experiment with a new method of publishing, which was generously 
facilitated by Anthropos journal’s editor.

Quite a few new methodological insights regarding seasonality were gen­
erated by these interactive academic processes in Vienna. Panelists ascribed 
one of the main differences regarding seasonality to the nature of the 

5 The definition taken from Oxford Learner’s Dictionary: https://bit.ly/3M7vGAI
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material that archaeologists and socio-cultural anthropologists respectively 
study. For example, within the archaeological trench, hundreds of years 
may “collapse” within a few centimeters of anthropogenic layers. Therefore, 
archaeologists are challenged to “find” and identify seasonality by using 
already provided scientific data as well as by developing potential new 
state-of-the-art methods, even though archaeological fieldwork is usually 
seasonal (see Krause, this issue). By contrast, ethnographers may stay a 
few seasons in the field or return to the same place in the same season 
(see Schweitzer, this issue). For most of them, it becomes obvious by 
experience how different a place may become during each season (e.g. 
winter, summer, spring, or autumn as well as other locally defined seasons). 
Therefore, we are convinced that integrating seasonal practices into these 
interdisciplinary reflections can shed new light on past and present soci­
eties regarding subsistence and political economy. Seasonal practices, such 
as the harvesting of fruits, goose hunting, or the seasonal use of electricity, 
shape human dwelling in the world.

The classification of “four seasons,” which was just reiterated above, 
in itself requires critical reflection. Not only because, as such, it applies 
exclusively to the moderate zones around the globe north and south of 
the equator, hence this particular variety of seasonality as four equivalent 
if not quasi-harmonious seasons cannot claim any universality but has to 
be changed not only according to given regionalities within global contexts 
but also in relation to climatic history and its main periods and phases. 
Moreover, the respective “seasons,” beyond their geographic and temporal 
positioning, are also a challenge as soon as they require being addressed 
as linguistic and mental constructs. Such a move/an approach is possible 
for most socio-cultural anthropologists but almost impossible for most 
archaeologists, who will usually find it more adequate to elucidate seasons 
as practices rather than as concepts.

The answer to how archaeologists may better understand seasonality 
does not only lie in developing new methods through state-of-the-art in­
terdisciplinary collaboration with natural sciences. Beyond that, archaeol­
ogists should also become more open to searching actively for seasonal 
practices within the ethnographic record. These practices may or may not 
be the same as those we can observe in the same place today, and therefore, 
ethnographic analogies with the present can be drawn only in exceptional 
places. Cross-cultural ethnographic literature, however, may help archaeol­
ogists understand the importance of seasonality in societies comparable 
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to those studied by archaeologists, which could, in turn, promote an under­
standing of seasonal cycles and rhythms also in deep history.

Discussion

At VANDA 2022, Thomas Hylland Eriksen delivered the opening keynote. 
He stated that every good conference should end with making one new 
friend, hearing one good paper, and learning something new. Apart from 
creating new friendships between the panelists and contributors to this 
special issue and hearing many good presentations, there are several take-
home messages that our panel participants generated in Vienna. First, the 
panel contributed to the anthropological understanding of cultural change 
and the tradeoff between seasonality and monotony. Change and stability 
can come from both monotony and seasonality. The monotonous lives, 
however, that we live today (in offices) are not the norm (see Krause, 
this issue). Participants were convinced that there is a need for more collab­
oration between socio-cultural anthropology and archaeology. Social an­
thropologists highlighted the need to remain humble regarding timescales 
when compared to archaeologists. All presentations have also highlighted 
the need for seeing seasonal changes in economic, political, and cultural 
contexts simultaneously.

There was a persistent call for help raised by archaeologists to socio-cul­
tural anthropologists. The editors, however, do not believe that socio-cul­
tural anthropology has all the tools necessary to equip archaeologists with 
a better understanding of seasonality. In our view, ethnography, as a key 
tool, has the power to shift perceptions from monotonous to more dynamic 
perceptions of excavated finds. Such “added value” of ethnography as repre­
senting “varied and heterogeneous reasons or causes for a practice,” (Ucko 
1969) has been recognized by some archaeologists. At VANDA, archaeolo­
gists voiced their wish that questions generated within archaeology would 
also hopefully become of more interest to socio-cultural anthropologists in 
the future by means of generating collaborative results as well as jointly 
tackling “hot topic research questions.” The fact that the nature of most 
archaeological work is seasonal, which most archaeologists are not aware 
of, is the final takeaway message. This could be due to a lack of discussions 
on positionality and situated knowledge (see Haraway 1988) in archaeology. 
Beyond working on seasonality, archaeologists may, therefore, also need 
to invest more into addressing questions of positionality, namely actively 
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reflecting on the question of which biases are shaping their modes of 
thinking and how their socio-political as well as economic backgrounds are 
molding their ways of seeing the world. Overall, both disciplines working 
together have the power to evaluate old models and to create new solid ones 
for discussing “The Seasonal and the Material. Anthropology of Seasonal 
Practices.”

Preview

Essays in this issue include case studies ranging across eight countries 
and span the time from prehistory until today. The opening essay by 
Franz Krause makes an ethnographically grounded appeal to archaeologists 
to prioritize seasonality in their analyses, considering that archaeological 
fieldwork is also a seasonal practice.6 Based on the case study of Kalasha 
in Hindu Kush-Karakorum, Augusto Cacopardo highlights the key role of 
seasonality in the maintenance of gendered practices and spaces between 
the permanent villages (mixed gender) and seasonal summer pastures (only 
male). Francesca Rail coins a category of “cowless shed” that includes 
material remains of seasonal practices intertwined with communal rights 
granted by the Habsburg Empire in the Austrian region of Tyrol. Clirimtare 
Januzaj highlights the importance of pastoralism and the seasonal harvest 
of wild fruits and nuts in the mountains of Isniq in Kosovo for subsistence 
and maintaining a connection with ancestors. Through ethnographic ac­
counts of two villages in Iran, Wulf Frauen questions the paradox between 
permanent and seasonal as well as immobility and mobility by showing 
how pastoral history shapes villagers’ identities today.

A few archaeological case studies contain introductory essays based 
on ethnographic insights. Hojjat Darabi discusses the various forms of 
Neolithic occupation, including the evidence for seasonal and permanent 
settlements, in western Iran c. 10,000–6,000 BC. Laura and Oliver Dietrich 
speak of seasonal peaks at the early Neolithic Göbekli Tepe, which Wulf 
Frauen furthermore contextualizes through the concept of Resource Cul­
tures, developed within the SFB 1070 project at the University of Tübingen. 
Inspired by the interactionist model of Resource Cultures, unique archaeo­

6 Even love can be seasonal. For example, an interlocutor shared with the first author 
of this chapter that participating in an international excavation enabled them to work 
with excellent international researchers, excavate a fascinating site, and find a 'summer 
love' without strings attached, between different excavation campaigns.
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logical evidence for the seasonal use of open-air pottery workshops in the 
Iron Age (8th–5th century) in the northern Apennines in Italy, is presented 
by Raffaella Da Vela.

Following these archaeological cases, the last three articles are based 
on historical anthropology and a literature review. Andre Gingrich exam­
ines seasonality in Southwest Arabia’s Late Pre-Islamic Era through a 
socio-cultural anthropological overview of what is known through archae­
ology and philology. Peter Schweitzer reflected on his own longstanding 
engagement with the (Alaskan) Arctic in an essay dealing with human 
and more-than-human cycles of engagements with seasons, seasonality, 
and seasonal rounds in the region. Finally, Peter Rohrbacher concludes the 
current collection with a historiography of interdisciplinary discourses in 
Vienna dating back to the early 20th century, under the umbrella of culture 
circle debates (Kulturkreislehre).

Peter Rohrbacher’s article is crucial in highlighting that there is a long­
standing tradition of scholarly interaction between archaeologists and so­
cio-cultural anthropologists in Vienna. Such interactions have also been 
recently re-established through several PhD and postdoctoral research 
projects (see Cveček and Emra 2021; Cveček 2022; Cveček and Schwall 
2022). They aim at bridging the gap between the two disciplines, or 
sub-disciplines for those among us who consider anthropology as a four-
field discipline. Our subtitle “Anthropology of Seasonal Practices,” aims at 
conveying a certain intersection, if not unity between these two (sub)disci­
plines. As this special issue shows, there is an enduring need to continue 
a close dialogue between them. This may unfold through ethnography, 
excavations, historiography, and various other approaches. Such dialogues 
will allow us to coin new categories and unpack already established ones 
with a shared aim of a better understanding of human diversity of dwelling 
in the world in both the past and the present.
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