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(Abstract)

Most approaches to intrasite spatial analysis in archaeology
are N lNim it e di orl e on's tiriaiinie d U NtnSonielor smorel ways. . That is,
these analyses only can detect, or they assume, or they create
as a result of the analytical procedures themselves, spatial
distribntions “in whieh'artefact eclusters jare either: 1) .of
roughly the same size, 2) of a specific, limited range of
shapes, 3) of approximately the same density, 4) of discrete
composition, or 5) based on uniform relations of association or
clorirelfat i onamaenigsartiifaet S types. Boweyver, in. terms of our
pEesent understanding e fSthie pirocesisiesy thaltimayl havelereated
such spatial distributilons, " we ecan expect them to vary 1n terms
o aNiIfsvie N ot thie stelcihiairalcitielrssitiilcls DA S gl its tiliciallll y i s i mplie
approach ‘te spatialanalyisiisi¥i's ‘presented, din whiech nonesof
thesercharacteristiecs are heldconstant, buthin which all five
may vary freely and thus serve as bases for describing spatial
dhisiT R bEsTenisa N sitic halia vila st o achil I fate M nicerpretation,
IheSappreach s appiliilcableftiondatain the form iofifcountsi per
grid square as well as exact coordinate information on each
item. Data from an ethnoarchaeological study of an Eskimo
hunting camp is used to test and demonstrate this approach.
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