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Social approach in prehistoric rescarches in Sri Lanka
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Introduction

In the early Age , the man used the symbols to explam ideas, We dentify this period
as the prehistonic Age (Damel and Renfrew 1986, 33 In 1851, Damel Wilson (Durmnel
Wilson, 1851 Site in Damel and Renfrew 1981, 1), wrote a book titled . "The
Archacology and Prehistory Annuals of Scotland” he used the word “Prehistoric
Age”. “Prehustory * i the field of Archseology for the first tume. Sm Lankan
Prehistone researches dating back tol 885, The aim ol this paper is to explain the
unportance of the social approach and its conteibition to the prelustoric research in
Sri Lanka.

Social Approach

Socl approach 154 more valuable method than other two meéthods (Systematie /
format approach and Antiquanan approach), The primary aum of the social approach
is o provide mterpretations based on present day social facts, This odes not entail
discarding the old facts but mterpreting the old facts in modern contexts (1.e. m
relation to the present day environment, socrety et} This method 1s used in almost
all modern archaeological research, especially in prehistoric 1esearch,

P.EP. Deramyagala (1980, 165-167) is an emment personality n the field of Sri
Lankan prehistory, His first research was not based on the social approach we see
that he followed this approach in hus later research. In 1930 he worked as a Deputy
Director in the Zoology section of the Colombo National Museum. During this time
he examined Fossile discovered from gem pits in the Pelmadulla area, this can 'be
considered the beginning of his prefustoric research. He examned fossils such as
extinet Elephants, Hippopotamus, Rhimoeeros and also some living animals-found in
Ratnapura and the surrounding areas. As these fossils were discovered in the
Ratnapura arca he named them ‘Rathnuaputra Fauna'®, s research wis related to
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1 The Pleistocene faunal and floral fossils discovered
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01, Gatahattha
02 Adorms Peak
03. Batathotalena
04; Kuruvita

05. Batadombalena
06. Rthnapura
07, Ukgalkalthoty
8. Balangoda
10, Diyavinna

1. Rakwann

12. Rukulegama
13. Kalawana

ated by P.E.P Detanivagala (1971)

gala (1971, 147) jomed the Bellanbandi-pelessa
uman remains discovered at the Bellanbandi-
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pelessa excavations provided the lnghest evidence of prefustorie hurmins in Sri Lank,
up to now; The remams of 12 mdividuals helonging 1o the Mesolithic Age were
diseovered here. In 1957 he explored and excavated many areas in Sri Lanka, fiom
the lowland arid, semi-arid zones and highland wet zone.

Some of these places are Ochehappuwa, Herassa-galge in Ranahimna, Budugnlleng,
Dippal-lena, Anakalla in the north-western provinee, Manela-galge, Gawaraginyg,
Kukulegama, Rakwana. Buthkanda, Ithitukands, Bagawalena, in Adams Poak,
Hungama, Thunmodara, Labupama, and Palhorukanda-lena (Deramivagala 1939, 351,
373). These siles were excavated carcfully and the mplements which were
discovered were sent for dating to India and USA. Much research was conducted in
Ratnapiir ' the surroundmg area. A large number of lithic and human remams were
discovered here. P. E. I Derantyagala (1980, 172-183) succeeded in identifying
important aspects of Sri Lanka's prehistoric Age (1.¢. the identification of *Balangoda
Man" and “Balangoda Culture™). e was especially exammed S Lanka s ¢xtiney
Pleistocene fauna. Deraniyagala’s research on the Pleistocene fauna of Sr Lanka s
the best research in this area up o the present day.

01 Vilparthuwa

02 Kithulgala-Belitena
03 Maniyangama Belilena Athula
(4. Notwood

05 . Rawanaella

O Lenama

07, Balangoda

{18 Thelulla-Alugalge
(9 Bellanhandipalassa
10, Menthagatkanda
11, Hungama

" w .
fig.2 Some .‘Ifra;.r-fﬁpn’nred and Excavared by KAR, Kennedy (197 1)

K. Al R. Kennedy, (1971, 25-60) who was an American researcher (fig. 2) al :
worked with PE.P. Deramyagala. He was part of the research team at Bellanband
pelessa, and analysed the human skeletal remains discovered here. He also conduct
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dy about Veddas can be considered more important than
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Sankankuli, Kudimbigala, Bambars easthalawa and Kandakadu, Thrikonamadu, near
the Mahaveli river, Hotton Plains ware explored (fig. 3). Prehistonic sites in the dry
zone and wet zone areas like Bundula Pathirajawels, Kithulgala- Belilena,
Batadombalena, Alulena, Fahienlena, Ruvaraella were examined (Deramiyagala, 1991,
16-18), Siran Deraniyagala's contribution 1o the prehistoric research in Sri Lanky
spans over two decades. And he provided valuabile hypotheses regarding the prehistory
of Sri Lanka.

He also conducied research on the pedalogy of Sri La nka (Deraniyagala 1992 44.
126), and also conducted comparative studies on world prebistory and Sri Lanan
prehistory, Shiran Deranivagala classified lithic implements discovered al excavaliong,
and explorations (1984, 105-108). He specifically rescarched on prehistoric soeiety:
(i.e. how it would have beeri?) (Deéranivagala 1991, 18 -22) and researched early
environmental patierns, lithic technology and chimate pattern (Deraniyagala 1992,
145-177).

Before the construction of the Samanlaswewa project in 1988 an extensive
archaeolopical exploration was conducted. Siran Deramyagala, WAL Wijaypala
and other archacologists, and researchérs (Deraniyagala 1980, 179- 180) took part in
this project. Ancient iron technology and more prehistorie data was discovered at
this exploration, Mesolithic open air siles and lithie implements were also discovered
at this exploration: This lithic implements were dated to 20,000 to 10,000 BY,
(Maonatunga 2001, 20-21). This p!:ﬂii:ﬁt'rﬂ'-fﬂalcd much miarmation about Prehistone
settlement patterns as well ws information of their daily life.

Sri Lankan prehistoric research was primarily restricted to wel zone ifed up Lo oW
But this tendency changed after 1988. Institutes apart from the Archacolog
Department such as the Post Graduate Institute of Archaeology (PGIAR) University
of Kelaniya played an tmporiant role m this regard. Excavations and explorat
held Sigiriva - Dambullis region (1990-1991 ) headed by Senika Bandarmpayake (1
1994) wha was thie hiead of the PGIAR at that time. |

Pidurangala, Mapagala, Thammannagala, Dambully, Pothana; Aligala and Dehiga
cla sites researches in this project. Gamini Adikari and Priyantha Karunarathne (1
excavated Siginya Aligala and Kimbissa near Pothana. Two human skeletans W
fountd ot Potana cave site. These remains provide important gvidence about prehistort
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A _' Dambulla were discovered. Mmhﬂ*tu, stone
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al Veddas live in this area in prelistoric Age.
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about the Stone Age.

tl pattern: He collected micro fossils
agoon altempted to provide groundbreaking
w2001, 23), The data from Horton plains
ovided important dates for the upper runge in

ina, Arjuna Thanthilage and the weam also
n Southern Province, Sri Lanka, he found
{Adikar1 2005, 16-25) (Ranatveera 2002, 5-

¥ Department of Archacology, University of
1 three caves and several caves in suburb
e lithic implements were discovered, and
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pther twWo caves deposited dust. But that cave hiwd rock art which could be dated to

e 30000 years old. Zig - zag markes 15 reason that inference.

Prehistoric rescarch THield again 0 December 3005 from Postgraduate Instilute of
Archacology (PGIAR) university of Kelaniya. That research held in Varana Rajarmaha
Viharava. Gamam Adikari, Senior lecturerin PGIAR 18 head of this gxcavation project.
stone implements together with ]J-D‘t.shcrdﬁ were found in this eave.

Conelusion

ke Wijesekara and Senarathne. In recreating pa
for that, ln social approach; we ratsed s
ast living? How wils past environmen

We obvious that researchers |
prehistorie period is more important
guestion on present fact like How was p
What were there techmcal method? We can give some example researchers

wgeial approach, are PP Deranivagata, §. U, Demniyagald, W.H. Wijayapala, Gam
Adtkari, Inworkd ﬁwh&ming;.-.m hypathesis apid conelusions which com thro
system are aceepted most succeskiul,
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