
 

 

 

 

This is the 2
nd

 draft of the 

poster, taken along to the 

meeting with Matt and Phil. 

The ‘modality’ of language 

(Latour 1986) used to 

describe interim findings 

much more ‘certain’ here 

than in the next version, 

where a lot more is left open 

for further inquiry. The 

potential for ‘expanding 

views’ and for new 

knowledge expressed more 

explicitly in the next version; 

subjectivity of interpretations 

dropped; introduction of 

‘new methods’ changed to 

‘recent’ at behest of the 

Archaeologists. 



 

 

 

 

The 3rd draft of the poster, 

amended after the meeting with 

Matt and Phil. 

 

Paragraph changed; better 

formulated ideas for semantic 

tools: supporting ‘story 

telling’, incorporating visual 

and tactile knowledge; cases 

complex, fragmentary; 

specialist input. 

Title excludes 

‘Anthropology’ 

No changes. 

Museum as 

learning 

context added 

Paragraph added: more 

specific focus on ceramics 

practicals and on lecturers’ 

personal experiences. Objects 

as ‘illustrations’ as well as 

‘cases in themselves’ (both 

Tom and Ann’s views) 

Only one 

illustration; 

more text 

Findings described more 

tentatively now;  no 

mention of CBL, but of 

‘case methods’; less  

obvious opposition to 

cognitive science 

literature (see above). 


