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PREFACE

The book Recent Developments in Archaeometry and Archaeological
Methodology in South-Eastern Europe presents papers from the 3" and 4™
scientific conferences Methodology and Archaeometry, which were held
during 2015 and 2016 at the Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences of
the University of Zagreb, Croatia. As the goal of the conference is to entice
interdisciplinarity, critical thinking, new insights and approaches, as well as
new theoretical frameworks in contemporary archaeological science, it has
resulted in the ten scientific papers presented in this volume. The papers
focus on various kinds of archaeological issue in the fields of archaeological
methodology and archaeometry. From non-destructive methods which help
us to better understand archaeological sites and landscapes and to preserve
them, through different aspects of material analysis by using different
analytical methods and techniques, to experimental archaeology which
enables us to explain and reconstruct technological processes in the past.
The various research and case studies in this volume bring together
scientists from different disciplines (archaeologists, geologists, chemists,
physicists) who give new insights and approaches, as well as new theoretical
and methodological frameworks in contemporary archaeological science.
Using different analytical techniques, approaches and tools, they encourage
us to improve archaeological interpretation based on collected data and to
give a more objective and comprehensive picture of past processes.

In order to create a volume of high scientific quality, each of the
conference papers has been reviewed by two anonymous reviewers, to
whom I am especially thankful for their comments, opinions and remarks. I
also wish to thank all the authors who contributed to this book, as well as
Croatian Archaeological Society for their support and Andy Tomlinson for
proofreading of the manuscript. At the end special thanks goes to
Cambridge Scholars Publishing for their interest in publishing the papers
from the Methodology and Archaeometry conference and for their
assistance during the process of editing this volume.

—1Ina Miloglav





