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Preface

The idea for this symposium came to me after a
lecture that Christos Boulotis gave in the autumn
2004 on his excavations in Koukonisi — why not
make a small seminar, i.e. Minoan Seminar
Colloquium, on the Minoans in the central, east-
ern and northern Aegean and discuss the problems
of trade, thalassocracy, colonization, etc.? As time
passed it proved that there were more archaeolo-
gists than originally thought who had found yet
unpublished evidence for the Minoans in these
areas. Thus, a one-day symposium became a two-
day event, and Wolf-Dietrich Niemeier kindly
offered to be its co-organizer, placing the facilities
of the German Archaeological Institute at our dis-
posal. I would like to thank Wolf for this, and for
our good collaboration. I would also like to thank
all the speakers for coming to give their lectures
and I am grateful that they agreed to have their
papers published.

At the conference, there was no fixed length for
individual presentations. The organizers felt it was
important for each participant to be the judge of
the time needed for a proper presentation of her/
his material. The discussions following each paper
should then be limited to concrete matters con-
cerning the excavation and their finds, while the
larger issues on trade, international relations, etc.
should be reserved for the final discussion on

Sunday afternoon.

Special thanks go to Colin Macdonald, who has
not only been invaluable in helping to organize all
Minoan Seminars under the auspices of the Danish
Institute, but has also undertaken the task of
reviewing and editing the papers presented here. I
am grateful to Maria Xanthopoulou, who typed
the discussions from video recordings.

As far as the publication is concerned, I would
like to stress that, paradoxically, in this digital world
it is not always possible to acquire images of a high
enough quality for optimal printing. Many images
have been returned to the authors with a request
for new images at a higher resolution or for the
original images to be submitted for new scans. I
wish to thank all authors for their patience with
my requests and I wish also to thank them for their
patience with the delay in publication.

I would like to extend my thanks to INSTAP
that has most generously provided the organizers
with a grant without which the symposium would
never have taken place. Last, but not least, I would
like to express my sincere gratitude to INSTAP
and to the German Archaeological Institute for
generous financial support of the publication.

Athens, August 2009
Erik Hallager
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Opening address

Yannis Sakellerakis

Dear colleagues and friends of Minoan Crete, I
welcome you as chairman of the first session of
the Seminar, The Minoans in the central, eastern and
northern Aegean — new evidence, organized by the
Danish and German Archaeological Institutes. I
imagine that the new evidence on this subject re-
lates to everything found since the symposium, Mi-
noan Thalassocracy, myth and reality, held in 1982 by
the Swedish Institute at Athens. It is clear that the
northern Europeans are more interested in their
southern neighbours. Since 1982, much evidence
has come to light for Minoan expansion, bring-
ing reality and myth closer together, closer indeed
to a few words written by Thucydides, as well as
by Sir Arthur Evans and, more recently, Sinclair
Hood. I have been fortunate to have been able to
add something new on Minoan religious influence
in the Aegean through my excavation at the peak
sanctuary on Kythera; its publication, with 14 good
colleagues and specialists on different topics, is im-
minent.

I have been asked by some why Kythera was
not included in the seminar; my partly tongue-
in-cheek answer was that the island appears to be-
long more to the west, to the [onian Sea since its
occupation by the last Thalassocrats, the British,
and not to the Aegean, certainly not the central
Aegean. On the other hand, certain other Aegean
islands, Melos and Keos, belong to the so-called
Western String. Much further west is really too far
west for the Minoans. Although one of the Minos
rings was re-found in recent years, Minos’s tomb
has not been found in Sicily. Although from Hom-
er onwards, Crete lies in the middle of the sea, we

shall leave to one side, during these two days, the
astonishing finds of Tel-el-Dab“a in the south and,
of course, Tell Kabri in the east. Let us leave the
Minoans travelling only to the north and northeast.

Before opening today’s session of our seminar, I
would like to welcome our colleagues from Turkey,
Messrs Erkanal and Keskin. We can be certain that
this first Turkish contribution to Minoan scholar-
ship will be expanded in the future, since we all
recognize how rich Minoan earth can be. I would
also like to congratulate those colleagues who had
the initiative to start a Minoan Seminar and we all
hope that it will be as fruitful and long-lived as its
forerunner, the London Mycenaean Seminar. We
have to thank, of course, Erik Hallager, the host of
the first two years of seminars. All Minoan scholars
in Greece and abroad are delighted to have not one
but two eminent Minoan archaeologists as direc-
tors of foreign schools at Athens. Positions are not
eternal and rotation is the agreed European rule of
the Seminar. The organizing committee, therefore,
decided that the 2006 Minoan Seminar should be
organized by a Greek institution such as one of the
three Cretan Ephoreias of Antiquities, or the Ar-
chaeological Institute of Crete, or the Archaeology
Department of the University of Crete. I am happy
to announce that the Greek Ministry of Culture is
willing to support the Minoan Seminar, and more
particularly, the Archaeological Society at Athens,
as host, will be able to offer the best facilities avail-
able in Athens.

We thank our friends Erik Hallager and Wolf
Niemeier and I ask them to introduce the seminar

and explain its aims.






“Minoanisation” versus “Minoan thalassocrassy”

— an introduction

Wolf-Dietrich Niemeier

The contributions in the proceedings of this con-
ference present new evidence from various island
sites of the central (Ios, Thera), eastern (Karpathos,
Rhodes) and northern (Lemnos, Samothrace)
Aegean, as well as from sites in western coastal
Asia Minor (Teichiussa, Miletus, Cesme, Troia) on
the phenomenon generally referred to in recent
literature as “Minoanisation”. According to C.
Broodbank, who provided an important and high-
ly analytical article on the subject, “Minoanisation”
is to be understood as “a modern term of some-
times deceptive convenience for a heterogeneous
range of ancient material culture traits and prac-
tices that indicate the adoption in places beyond
Crete, through whatever means, of ways doing
things that originated directly or indirectly within
this island. Examples include artefact styles and
consumption, cooking habits, writing, weight sys-
tems, weaving, wall-paintings, design and use of
built space, burial practices and ritual action”.!
The problems raised by such a term become clear,
when one considers related expressions, most
notably “Romanisation”, which has traditionally
been used to subsume the complex cultural proc-
esses in the provinces of the Roman Empire and
has therefore come under serious critique in
recent years.>

The new finds presented here complement and
significantly enrich what was known from previous
investigations in the area.® There is, however, a
steady influx of information from ongoing archae-
ological discoveries, e.g. the Heraion of Samos and
the islet of Tavsanadasi, between Miletus and
Didyma, which in the Bronze Age was most prob-
ably a peninsula. At the time of writing, in the
summer of 2009, both sites are in the process of

being excavated.

“MINOANISATION"’ VERSUS “MINOAN THALASSOCRASSY

New excavations in 2009 by the German
Archaeological Institute under the author’s direc-
tion and in co-operation with Ou. Kouka (Uni-
versity of Cyprus) at the Heraion of Samos aim to
the origins and early history of the sanctuary by
investigating the sequence of phases of the impor-
tant Early to Middle Bronze Age settlement that lay
under the sacred precinct of the historic period, as
well as the question of the origin of the sanctuary
of Hera. New soundings in the area of the early
altars® have shown that the sanctuary originated as
early as Late Bronze I and that its earliest phase
demonstrates strong Minoan traits, such as a pres-
ence of conical cups. Conical cups came to light in
significant numbers during the early excavations at
Heraion but, with one exception, remained unpub-
lished.® To the extent that such early finds are still
available for study,” they will now be fully recorded
and documented for publication, together with
other Minoan vessel types such as cups, bridge-
spouted jars, lamps and rhyta from the same con-
text. Further pottery of this type was discovered
during the 2009 campaign, most notably an assem-
blage of conical cups, which were found in situ
turned upside down on the oldest paved surface in

! Broodbank 2004, 46.

2 For a synopsis of Romanisation theory and its recent cri-
tique, see Woolf 1998.

> On this, see the papers in Higg & Marinatos eds. (1984),
passint, Broodbank 2004; Davis 2008.

* On the prehistoric settlement, see Milojcic 1961; Isler 1973;
Weisshaar 1985; Kouka 2002, 285-94.

> On the older excavations, see Buschor & Schleif 1933;
Walter 1990, 21-2, fig. 8.

6 Buschor & Schleif 1933, 150, 158-9; Walter 1957, 36.

7 The finds from the 1933 excavations were lost during the
Second World War.
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a position similar to that known from ritual con-
texts in Crete.?

In a paper several years ago, I argued, on the
basis of a conical cup and a grill stand discovered by
S. Til during surface survey on Tavsanadasi, that
the site could represent another “Minoanising” set-
tlement on the western coast of Asia Minor.’
Excavations carried out there by E Bertemes
(University of Halle) have revealed further evi-
dence in the form of Minoan imports as well as
“Minoanising” pottery similar to the finds from
Miletos IV. Cretan imports include an amygdaloid
Minoan seal of rock crystal with the depiction of a
sailing ship.!°

The term ‘“Minoanisation” derives from the
expressions “Minoan” and “Minoans”, which,
from the time of A.J. Evans who referred to the
traditions concerning King Minos, the mythical
king of Knossos, came to be used to describe the
culture and inhabitants of Crete during the Bronze
Age.'! As such, these terms are modern constructs.
Indeed, we are in no position to know whether
Bronze Age “Cretans” used a generic expression
to describe themselves. In Egyptian sources, Crete
is referred to as “Keftiu”,'? and in those of the
Near East, as “Kaptaru”. * In recent years, terms
such as “Minoan” and “Minoans” have come in
for a great deal of criticism to the extent that some
favour their complete abandonment.'* As pointed
out by C. Broodbank, however, such a move
would have little meaning in the absence of a bet-
ter terminology.' It is nevertheless important to
be aware of the fact that the term “Minoans” does
not represent any named ancient ethnic entity but
rather a modern conventional term for the Bronze
Age inhabitants of Crete,'® similar to the term
“Mycenaeans” used to describe the inhabitants of
southern and central mainland Greece, who were
referred to by later generations as “Achaioi” and
“Danaoi” and probably called themselves accord-
ingly.'’

Since the rise of “new” or processual archaeol-
ogy, the “Minoanisation” of a series of Aegean
islands and settlements on the western coast of Asia
Minor, especially at the start of the Late Bronze
Age, has come to be interpreted as a rather peaceful
process; amongst other things, it has been taken to

12

involve the expansion of Cretan diplomatic control
over a series of otherwise — at least in the case of
Thera — independent islands, organized politically
in the form of a republic, in which Cretan agents
settled (K. Branigan’s model of “community colo-
nies”),'® according to another model, this process
was solely based on native developments of cul-
tural emulation,' in the course of which rising
elites or factions competed for prestige, which they
derived by establishing associations in a “new envi-
ronment” with power centres on Crete,? in other
words, at least some of the phenomena described
under “Minoanisation” were not the result of direct
Cretan intervention or control networks in the
New Palace Period but rather became the manifes-
tations of a cultural status vocabulary for many
communities of the south Aegean.? Scholars who
are inclined to attribute to Neopalatial Crete a
political and military supremacy in the Aegean and
explain “Minoanisation” also in these terms? — a
pattern consistent with most of the models dis-
cussed above — run the danger of being branded

8 On the ritual use of conical cups in Crete, see Wiener 1984,
20; Wiener 1990, 137-8; on inverted conical cups, Hogarth
1899-1900, 76, pl. 6.1-2; Evans 1928, 548 fig. 348; Marinatos
1951, 260-1, fig. 2; Platon 1957, 90.

? Tiil 1986, 722-4, nos. 28-29, fig. 516; Niemeier 2005, 10.

107 wish to thank E Bertemes for permission to mention these
discoveries in the present paper.

" MacGillivray 2000, 134-5. For the use of the term
“Minoan” before Evans see Karadimas & Momigliano 2004.

12 Vercoutter 1956, 33-123; Sakellarakis & Sakellarakis 1984;
Wachsmann 1987, 93-9

13 Heltzer 1989; Cline 1994, 126-8.

4 Hamilakis 2002a, 2002b; Whitley 2006; see also the critical
remarks by N. Momigliano and M. Melas in the present vol-
ume.

15 Broodbank 2004, 54.

6 Renfrew 1996, 21: “The Minoans were the prehistoric
inhabitants of Crete. Nothing more, and nothing less.”

17 R enfrew 1996, 1.

¥ Doumas 1982; On the ‘community colonies’ model, see
Branigan 1981, Branigan 1984.

19 Davis 1979; Davis 1980; Davis 1984; Davis & Lewis 1985.
20 Davis & Gorogianni 2008.

2! Broodbank 2004, 65. For a similar earlier account see,
Melas 1991. See also Melas, this volume.

22 For example Cadogan 1984; Hood 1984; Niemeier 1984;
Niemeier 1986; Wiener 1984; Wiener 1990; Niemeier
1998a; Niemeier 2004; Niemeier 2005, 4-10; Niemeier
2007a, 10-3; Niemeier 2007b, 47-50.
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“latter-day Minoan imperialists”? that subscribe to
a “Knosso-centric ideal”, which ,,carries with it
the whole package of largely romantic, Eurocentric
ideas and stereotypes perpetuated since Evans times
and which clearly echo his social and historical,
context”? and “offers an excuse for the colonialism
of the Victorian era”.?

A.J. Evans, following his grand discoveries at
Knossos and based on a combination of source
material, including the finds at Knossos and other
sites in Crete,? the discoveries from older excava-
tions on Thera and Therasia?’ and Phylakopi on
Melos,? as well as the later Greek literary tradition
of King Minos’s thalassocracy,® did indeed con-
jure a vision of a Minoan Empire, which extended
well beyond the Aegean islands and over wide
areas of mainland Greece.*® Evans and subsequent
scholars saw this Minoan domination of the main-
land as the result of military conquests.*® Such
overstatements, which stressed the later Greek
tradition beyond its limits and could hardly be
borne out by the archaeological evidence, were
rightly challenged in the years following the
Second World War,**> however this led to over-
statements in the opposite direction to such an
extent that even one of Evans’s critics, the great
Swedish archaeologist, A. Furumark, felt the need
to retort:* “Omne must protest against the ten-
dency of recent writers to reduce at all costs the
importance of Crete and the Minoan civilization.
Only because Evans and his school have exagger-
ated the importance of Crete in some respects and
underestimated the Helladic element, there is no
reason to go to the opposite extreme and to turn
things upside down. Every attempt to deny the
fundamental fact of the great indebtedness of
Mycenaean culture to the Minoan, and to put a
Helladic label on things which can be shown by
ambiguous evidence to have originated in Crete,
is bound to fail. To state this is not to be, pro-
Minoan’ (as I have been accused of being) but to
speak in the interest of historical truth”. Based on
his interpretation of the archaeological discoveries
at the time, Furumark, who authored two funda-
mental works on Mycenaean culture,** clung
firmly to the idea of Minoan domination of the
Cyclades in the New Palace Period,” for which

“MINOANISATION"’ VERSUS “MINOAN THALASSOCRASSY”

he received reproach, even recently, for his work
being “still couched in the language of empire”.%

Research over several decades on Minoan Crete
has rendered the existence of a settlement hierarchy
on the island highly likely,* at the top of which
stood multifunctional monumental architectural
complexes, which, despite Evans’s interpretation as
palaces, could perhaps be better understood as
“temple palaces” or “palace temples”, as they had
not only political and economic but also religious
and ritual functions.*® These also included an urban
settlement and a territory, within which lay smaller
centres or ‘mini-palaces’, surrounded by settle-
ments and ‘villas’,* certainly in the New Palace
Period but perhaps also as early as the Old Palace
Period. This model has recently been called to
question by Y. Hamilakis, who has argued for an
extreme fragmentation of Crete into factions —
informal, very fragile, organisations centred on
leading individuals — which presumably resulted in
a short-lived local or regional political authority.*’
It is not the purpose of this paper to dwell on this
unconvincing model," for which Hamilakis him-
self acknowledges that:** “As with previous inter-

23 Schofield 1984, 45.

24 Hamilakis 2002b, 182-3.

25 M. Melas, this volume.

26 Excavations at Phaistos also began in 1900.

% Dumont & Chaplain 1888.

28 Atkinson et.al. 1904.

29 On this, see below.

30 Bvans 1928, 626. 757; Evans 1929, passim; Evans 1935, 283,
754-5.

31 For instance, Hall 1928, 215-7; Pendlebury 1939, 230-1.
32 Kantor 1947, 50-3; Furumark 1950, 182-3, 185-92.

33 Furumark 1950, 254 n. 1. One such scholar was Kantor
1947 — see Furumark 1950, 214 n. 1, 253-4.

3% Furumark 1941a; Furumark 1941b.

35 Furumark 1950, 192-201.

36 Broodbank 2004, 54.

37 In lack of further legible written sources there is little cer-
tainty to be achieved.

3 See several contributions in Higg & Marinatos (eds.) 1987;
Castleden 1990.

3 Cherry 1986; Poursat 1987; Poursat 1989, 213-4; Cadogan
1994; see also the papers in Higg (ed.) 1997; Kanta 1999;
Driessen 2001; Warren 2002; Warren 2004.

40 Hamilakis 2002b.

H Warren 2002 has already stated what is necessary.

42 Hamilakis 2002b, 199.
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pretations, this one is also a product of its time”,
and indeed it seems to me that the concept of fac-
tions is very much a phenomenon that character-
izes the division of Western contemporary societies
into interest groups, although this is not to say that
Cretan society, as every other human society for
that matter, was without internal divisions or com-
peting interests or devoid of conflict. It is without
doubt that Evans, in creating his vision of the
Minoan past, was significantly influenced by his
time,* as we might be by our own. It is therefore
possible that terms such as “palaces”, “kings”,
“princes” or “aristocracy” were applied in the light
of contemporary Victorian, or rather Edwardian,
institutions,* although they were also used to con-
vey meanings derived from his deep knowledge of
Near Eastern and Egyptian cultures. As G. Cadogan
aptly remarked,* “In the role then of religion, and
generally the arrangement of space and function,
Crete’s palaces would appear to be at the West end
of a long line of palaces, palace-temples and tem-
ples stretching to the East as far as the Euphrates
and the Tigris”.

Was Knossos in the New Palace Period ever the
power centre of the entire island?* Knossos was
certainly an extremely ancient and established cen-
tre in Crete in all spheres and moreover constituted
probably a cosmological centre of the island.* In
the New Palace period, Knossos was by far the
largest of the known Minoan palaces, almost dou-
ble the size of that at Malia and two and a half times
larger than that of Phaistos.* Regarding the archi-
tecture of the New Palace period, the rest of the
palaces as well as a series of elaborate buildings in
Crete and beyond in the Aegean followed the
“School of Knossos”.* The same is true for the
fresco paintings of ceremonial/ritual character.?
The imitation of Knossian architecture and frescoes
could possibly also mean that local elites were emu-
lating Knossos in a “Versailles effect”.’! However,
finds of Neopalatial clay sealings made of appar-
ently local clays and impressed by the same or
nearly identical Knossian gold rings, many of them
with the representations of bull leaping scenes,
from sites in central, western, southern and eastern
Crete appear to indicate that administrators were
sent out from the palace at Knossos to manage eco-

14

nomic activities in different parts of the island, as
first argued by J.H. Betts.>> Arguments against the
function of Knossos as a monarchic power centre
have stressed that, in contrast to Egypt or the Near
East, there is a lack of established ruler iconography
in Bronze Age Crete.”® While this is indeed the
case,>* it has to be remembered that the same
applies to Mycenaean Greece,” where the Linear-B
texts testify to the existence of monarchic rulers.*
Furthermore, the bull motif was closely connected
to Knossos. Large bull scenes adorned the entranc-
es to the palaces as well as official halls.” The
Hallagers have convincingly argued that the bull
formed the power symbol of Knossos.* Thus, they
confirm the conclusion reached by Betts that the
Knossian administration used signet rings with bull
leaping scenes as their main insignia. All this cor-
responds to an Egyptian inscription of the time of
Thutmoses III mentioning the king of Keftiu
(Crete) together with the kings of other countries®
as well as to the later Greek tradition of an over-
lordship by the Knossian rulers of dynasties in
other parts of the island owing allegiance to them.®

Outside Crete, of those “Minoanising” sites
identified so far — and with the exception of

4 Niemeier 1982, 268-71; Nixon 1983; Bintliff 1984; Zois
1994; MacGillivray 2000; several papers in Hamilakis (ed.)
2002 and in Hamilakis & Momigliano (eds.) 2006.

* As argued by Hamilakis 2002b, 180-1.

45 Cadogan 1986, 169.

4 Contra: Hamilakis 2002b, 182-3.

7 Soles 1995; Manning 1999.

* Graham 1987, pl. 7; Wiener 1987, 266.

* Wiener 1990, 140-1.

%0 R ehak 1997; Shaw, M.C. 1997

51 For the term ‘Versailles effect’ see Wiener 1984, 17; Wiener
1987, 266.

52 Betts 1967; Hallager 1997, contra Weingarten 1986, 296-7
n. 25.

53 Hamilakis 2002b, 183-4.

54 Niemeier 1987; Davis, E. 1995, 11-8.

5 Davis, E. 1995, 18.

56 Palmer 1963, 83-95; Ventris & Chadwick 1973, 120, 264-
7, 280, 300, 408-9, 478-80; Carlier 1984, 3-134; Palaima
1995; For a new intriguing interpretation of the wanax as the
Great King of Ahhiyawa of the Hittite texts see Kelder 2008.
57 N. Marinatos 1993, 51, fig. 40.

58 Hallager & Hallager 1995.

% Vercoutter 1956, 64.

% Poland 1932, 1898-1902; Huxley 1968, 14, n. 65.
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Kythera — none can be securely identified as a
Cretan “settlement colony”, in accordance with
Branigan’s definition.®! For Kythera, such an iden-
tification, first proposed by S. S. Benton,® has been
remarkably confirmed by the results of the investi-
gations at the Bronze Age settlement at Kastri® and
the peak sanctuary of Agios Georgios sto Vouno,*
as well as by the intensive Kythera Survey:® the
first Cretan settlers arrived in Phase 2 (c. 2500 BC);
in Phase 3 (which generally coincides with the Old
Palace Period in Crete) — or perhaps somewhat
earlier — the peak sanctuary of Agios Georgios sto
Vouno was established;*® Phase 4 (which generally
coincides with the New Palace Period in Crete) is
characterized by an explosion in the variety of
available evidence: Kastri increased in size to a set-
tlement of at least 6-7 ha and had a series of satellite
communities in its environs. The hinterland which
up to then was empty now became dotted with
small rural sites, almost over 100 in the survey area
and perhaps therefore about 500 on the whole
island, suggesting another wave of immigration
from Crete.

The Bronze Age site of Trianda/lalysos on
Rhodes, which A. Furumark in 1950 based on his
reassessment of the earlier Italian excavations of
1935-36 regarded as a newly-founded settlement at
the beginning of the Cretan New Palace Period,*
has according to the results of more recent investi-
gations a history stretching back to the Middle
Bronze Age, even if the location of the Middle
Bronze Age settlement is rather different and the
area it covers does not correspond completely to
the settlement of the Late Bronze Age.®® Similarly
at Miletus, the results of excavations in the 1930s
and 1950s of the Bronze Age strata underneath the
temple of Athena — based on finds of Minoan and
‘Minoanising’ pottery — had then suggested the
existence of a settlement founded for the first time
at the beginning of the New Palace Period on
Crete.” The recent excavations between 1994 and
2004 have now demonstrated that the site at the
temple of Athena has a continuous settlement
record dating back to the Late Chalcolithic.”

Except for Kythera, it is thus impossible to iden-
tify any other Cretan ‘settlement colony’; it is how-
ever conceivable that a significant share of the
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population in settlements with predominantly
Minoan material traits, which at the beginning of
the Late Bronze Age replaced Middle Bronze Age
sites, such as those Trianda/Ialysos on Rhodes and
Miletus (Miletus IV) were of Cretan background,
as in Phase 4 at Kythera.

An economic predominance of New Palace
period Crete in the Aegean is indicated by the
occurrence of balance weights of the Minoan
weight system beyond Crete — at Akrotiri on
Thera, Phylakopi on Melos, Ayia Irini on Keos,
Heraion on Samos and Miletus as well as at Vapheio
in Laconia and Mycenae;”' the existence of Linear
A inscriptions on locally produced pottery from
Akrotiri, Phylakopi, Ayia Irini, Kastri on Kythera,
Miletus and Tiryns;’ the local use of Linear A clay
tablets at Akrotiri, Phylakopi and Ayia Irini;”® and,
finally, by a hoard of sealings of non-local, probably
Cretan, clay recently discovered at room Delta 18b
at Akrotiri,” of which three were impressed by a
gold ring which had been also impressed on seal-
ings at Hagia Triada and Sklavokampos,” and sev-
eral others by a gold ring with a bull-leaping
scene.” The sealings belong to the type of the ‘flat

6! Branigan 1981.

62 Benton 1931-32, 245-6.; see also Furumark 1950, 201.

% Coldstream & Huxley 1972, 275-303, 309; Coldstream &
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based nodules’ (or better ‘parcel-nodules’ —
Pickchenplomben”) which had sealed parchment
documents.”

Was there a connection between trade and flag
and was there also a political and military predomi-
nance of New Palace Period Crete in the Aegean?
In lack of relevant written sources, this question
cannot be answered with certainty on the basis of
archaeological finds alone. As stated by Ch. Doumas,
the sealings from Akrotiri “demonstrate the associa-
tion — direct or indirect — of the owner or user of
room Delta 18 with Crete”.”” Ch. Boulotis consid-
ers it a possibility that a Minoan could have been
present at Akrotiri as a commercial supervisor.® A
Linear-A tablet from Phylakopi III was discovered
in the ruins of a “mansion”, which may have been
the administrative centre of the settlement®' or the
“governor’ residence”, as anticipated by Branigan
in his model of a ‘governed colony’.®> Another
potential candidate for a ‘governor’s residence’is
House A at Ayia Irini on Keos,* which “occupied
a central and conspicuous place in the ancient town
... and was almost certainly the largest single build-
ing and presumably the most important in the eco-
nomic life of the community”.#

Common sense suggests that Crete in the New
Palace Period controlled extended regions in the
Aegean in both political and military terms. In the
Aegean, Minoan bronze smiths were leading in
bronze weapon technology.®® Important new
weapons such as long swords,® spearheads of dif-
ferent types,® probably also helmets and large
body shields®® were first developed in Crete. The
great number of bronze weapons which have must
been available in New Palace period Crete is illus-
trated by the masses of bronze swords from the
Arkalochori cave deposit.®” Minoan weapons were
exported to the Mycenaean mainland” and — fur-
ther away — to Egypt’ and the Near East.”? In
Crete, there existed ‘warrior burials’ which pre-
cede any evidence for a, Mycenaean conquest’ of
Crete,” and there are combat scenes in Minoan
art.* The numerous representations of sailing ships
on Minoan seals from the Old Palace Period
onwards demonstrate a great interest in seafaring.”
Moreover, between the end of Early Cycladic II
and the LH IIIB and C periods, “evidence for
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Aegean ship architecture is dominated by a linear
succession of ship types defined by the artefact
distribution as Minoan”.%

There is no doubt that Crete possessed the req-
uisite power to control the Aegean islands. As
M.H. Wiener has stated, “the difference in popu-
lation, resources and scale of organization between
a unified Crete and various Cycladic islands is evi-
dent”.?” And ]J.L. Davis, who is sceptical about the
“Minoan thalassocracy” admits:*® “It is not hard to
imagine that authorities in a Cretan palace could
forcibly have imposed their will abroad, had they
so chosen”. As stated by Ch.G. Starr, there is no
reason why the Minoans should have been com-
pletely different from the other early civilizations
in Egypt, the Near and the Far East or central
America, for which warfare and expansion are
characteristic features.”” Palatial Crete had an
important reason to expand its power beyond the
island: it was dependent on the overseas imports of
metals, above all copper and tin and had undoubt-
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edly to secure its sea-routes.'” Therefore it is not
surprising that the most intensively ‘Minoanised’
settlements were situated along the trade routes
connecting Crete with regions rich in metal
sources: Kythera on the route between western
Crete and Laconia which also has the sources of
rosso antico and lapis lacaedamonius,'”" Phylakopi,
Akrotiri and Keos on the ‘“Western String’ route
between Crete and Attica,'”? and Karpathos,
Kasos, Rhodes, Telos, Kos, Kalymnos and Samos
on the route between Crete and the west coast of
Asia Minor with the ‘Minoanising’ settlements of
Miletus, Tavasanadasi, Teichioussa, Iasos and
Knidos and contacts to Cesme and Bademgedigi
Tepe, and — via Rhodes — Cyprus, the Levant and
Egypt‘lofi

What E. Linder has said for Ugarit, applies also to
Minoan Crete:'™ “Peace at sea is essential to any
political entity whose economy is based on maritime
trade and communications... The sea must be free of
pirates who have plagued the sea routes since the
earliest maritime commercial ventures, looking for
the easy prey of isolated and unprotected merchant-
men”. There is no doubt that piracy also existed in
the Aegean during the Bronze Age.'” Our percep-
tion of this practice has been, nevertheless, a roman-
ticized one, largely influenced as it were by represen-
tations in modern films such as those starring Errol
Flynn. Contemporary experiences, such as the
recent incidents off the coast of Somalia, have
brought in sharp focus the problems associated with
piracy and the difficulties in dealing with it.

C. Broodbank argues that “none of the polities
envisaged ... (including even the most optimistic
estimates for Knossos) are remotely comparable to
the contemporary, proto-imperial conquest states
operating out of the Nile valley, Mesopotamia and
the Anatolian plateau”.! All these had, however,
small beginnings, and a longer history of expansion
than New Palace Period Crete until the LM IB
destructions. Furthermore, Broodbank is of the
opinion that, in the Linear B tablets, “there is no
indication that areas overseas were in any sense
controlled” by a mainland Mycenaean polity.'”
Although this is true for the texts on the Linear B
tablets, the content of which is restricted to issues
of the local palatial administrations, the Hittite
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written sources offer a different picture. It is today
generally accepted that the land referred to in these
documents as “Ahhiyawa” represents a Mycenaean
kingdom with its centre, whether Mycenae or
Thebes, ' situated on the Greek mainland.
“Millawanda”, which can now be securely identi-
fied with Miletus,'” was a stronghold of the
Ahhiyawa on the coast of Asia Minor. '
Archaeological evidence suggests the existence of
Mycenaean (“Ahhiyawan”) characteristics on site
since the second half of the 15" century Bc
(Miletus V).""! There are repeated references to
islands belonging to “Ahhiyawa”, which became
the places of refuge for enemies and renegades
attempting to flee Hittite persecution, most nota-
bly in the case of Piyamaradu who fled via
Millwanda/Milet."'? It is likely that the islands
referred to included the Dodecanese and possibly
also Samos, in other words, places where from the
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1990, 145-50; Wiener 1991, 327-8; Niemeier 1998a, 36-8.
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second half of the 15" century Bc the pre-existing
“Minoanising” settlements begin to demonstrate
Mycenaean traits.'”

Furthermore, it seems most likely that the estab-
lishment of such territorial control did not proceed
by means of founding new Minoan colonies, the
evidence for which, with the exception of Kythera,
is very scarce. Similarly, one should entertain the
possibility that governors according to Branigan’s
model of ‘governed colonies’ were not necessarily
of Cretan origin but rather local vassals appointed
by Cretan rulers, as was common practice for the
Egyptians and Hittites.!* If such local vassals exist-
ed, then it is reasonable to assume that they would
want to advertise their connections to Crete for the
purpose of prestige and legitimation. Without any
legible contemporary texts from the Aegean it is
difficult to identify the relationship between these
individual “Minoanising” settlements and Knossos
and among each other. There certainly existed
regional trade networks and settlement hierarchies,
and therefore it is conceivable that Milet IV, as the
strongest ‘Minoanising’ settlement in SW Asia
Minor functioned as a central place and/ or sec-
ondary centre for other Minoanising settlements in
the immediate region, such as Tavsanadasi,
Teichioussa and Iasos.

The only surviving contemporary written sourc-
es that make reference to Crete of the New Palace
Period are those of XVIII Dynasty Egypt. There,
in addition to “Keftiu”,'*> the term ,,the islands in
the midst of the Great Green (Sea)® is also used.!!¢
Sakellarakis & Sakellarakis have convincingly
argued that “by distinguishing the Keftiu from all
other anonymous inhabitants of the “islands in the
middle of the Great Green (Sea)”, the Egyptians
clearly indicate the leadership of Crete, the so-
called ‘Minoan thalassocracy’.!"”

To conclude, we now come to consider the later
Greek tradition about Minos’s thalassocracy.!® This
has been seen as reflecting a historical reality'"
until Ch.G. Starr argued in 1955 that the ,,myth of
the thalassocracy of Minos® was a concept invented
in the 5% century BC to make political capital for
the justification of the supremacy of Periclean
Athens in the Attic-Delian League.!® After the
publication of Starr’s article, this tradition has been
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mostly considered as irrelevant and has been large-
ly ignored in discussions concerning the role of
Minoan Crete in the Bronze Age Aegean.'?
Unfortunately, none of the papers presented at the
important Symposium in 1982 at the Swedish
School at Athens ,,The Minoan Thalassocracy:
Myth and Reality™ discussed the literary sources of
the myth."” To my knowledge, the only serious
critical responses to Starr came from two Italian
scholars, namely E Cassola and A.M. Jasink.'??
Clearly, the relevant later sources must be treated
with caution;'** however, it may be argued that their
contribution still has some value. As E Cassola
rightly pointed out, one should ask why should 5%
century BC Athenians choose an unpopular figure
such as Minos, a mythical foe who had imposed a
savage and debilitating annual tribute on their state
—specifying that seven young men and women be
sent to the Minotaur on Crete for sacrifice'® — as a
legendary forebear of their own hegemony.'* Newly
fabricated myths tend to glorify local heroes,'* as for
example in the case of the use of Theseus by the
Athenians, who aimed to project their supremacy
over Delos back to a glorious heroic age.'?® Moreover,
the tradition of Cretan supremacy is much older
than the 5% century Bc As early as ¢. 700 Bc, Hesiod

13 Niemeier 2005, 13-4 with fig. 35; Niemeier 2007b, 52-4
with fig. 2
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wrote about Minos: “He was the most royal of all
mortal kings and rules over most of mankind who
dwelt about, holding the sceptre of Zeus; with it he
was the king of multitudes”.'® Since paramount
kingdoms of this kind did not exist in the time of
Hesiod or in the (so-called) Dark Age of Greece,
and since there is no textual or archacological evi-
dence that the Mycenaean kingdom of Knossos
expanded beyond the island, this passage must reflect
Crete’s most glorious period before the Mycenaean
supremacy in the Aegean.

There is no doubt that Thucydides, Herodotus
und Diodorus based their remarks on the sea power
of Minos on earlier sources. According to
Thucydides (I. 4.1; 1.8.2), Minos was the oldest
ruler known to have owned a fleet. Diodorus
points out that Minos achieved a noteworthy
(IV.60.3) and great (V.78.3) power at sea, which
could be supported by land forces of equal size
(V.84.1). Thucydides (I.4.1; 1.8.2) relates how
Minos cleared the sea from the pirates, a fact that,
on the one hand, resulted in a more stable flow of
income (I.4.1), and, on the other, the growing
safety and welfare of the population (1.8.3).

The population of the Aegean islands referred to
as Kares or Leleges'®* were, according to Herodotus,
(T 171, see also Strabo XIV 2, 27, 661) subjects of
Minos, whom he used to man his ships whenever
necessary without raising tribute. In contrast,
Thucydides (I 4.1) narrates that Minos forced out
the Kares from the islands and became thus the first
settler (oikistes) of most islands of the Cyclades.
Diodorus (V 84,1) reports the existence of many
colonies sent out from Crete and also that Minos
settled most of the Cyclades and arranged for the
distribution of land. E Poland has suggested that
this incongruity can be bridged by assuming that
both views may be valid to a certain extent, name-
ly that some of the islands were conquered, while
the others were settled,'®' as also stated by Aristotele
(Politics IT 10 p. 1271 b, 37ff)). According to
Thucydides (I 4,1), in order to strengthen his
domination, Minos placed his sons as governors
(hegemones) of the islands.

There are many local traditions about Cretan
supremacy in the Aegean in the time of king
Minos. About 500 Bc, the first Ode of Bacchylides
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of Keos (I.113-23) recounts how: “On the third
day warlike Minos came, bringing fifty ships with
gleaming sterns and a company of Cretans. By the
grace of Zeus who grants glory, he took the low-
girded maiden, Dexithea, and left half of his con-
tingent-soldiers. He allotted the craggy land to
them and sailed to the lovely city of Knossos”. This
is no idyllic scene.!*? Minos is described as “war-
like”, as he arrives to occupy the island. Moreover
he takes Dexithea by force, as is indicated by the
verb damasen.'” Diodoros (V.54.4) reports that the
first settlers of Karpathos were companions of
Minos. According to Ephoros of Kyme, Miletus
was founded by Sarpedon, a brother of king Minos,
who brought settlers from Crete.!** Herodotos of
Herakleia reports, that, at the time of the founda-
tion of Miletus, Cretans also settled on Samos.!?
According to Diodoros (V.84.1), Minos not only
occupied most of the Cyclades but also seized no
small part of the western coast of Asia Minor.
How are we to assess the validity of the sources
on ‘Minos’ thalassocracy’? Surely, one cannot fail to
acknowledge that much ‘invention’ has replaced
historical tradition, as already noted by the
renowned historian Eduard Meyer.* Yet the
knowledge about the power of Minos is too old,
going back to the time of Hesiod, and too widely
distributed to represent mere invention. In this
respect, it is perhaps no surprise that four of the
places associated in these local traditions with the
conquest and settlement by Cretans in the age of
king Minos — Keos,"?” Karpathos,*® Samos'* and
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Miletus'® — belong to the settlements with the
strongest indications of ‘Minoanisation’. Moreover,
as J.L. Davis thinks,'*! in a time of accelerated
population growth in the New Palace period'* the
prospect of available land may have attracted
Minoans to the islands of the Aegean.

A series of scholars have emphasized the exist-
ence of open, unfortified harbour settlements on
the coasts of Crete, which should only indicate the
lack of any threat from the sea or, in other words,
that Crete exerted maritime domination in the
Aegean'. Such harbour settlements include, for
example, Amnisos,'** Nirou Chani,'* Malia,'
Palaikastro,"*® Kato Zakros™ and

Kommos."”® To Eduard Meyer, the territorial

Pseira,'#’

expansion of the empire of Minos as described in
the sources appeared as a plausible scenario.”™ “The
image that the tale preserves is in its main features
correct; the fact that the tradition knows of raids to
the Greek mainland but does not have anything to
say about Minos’s domination of the same territo-
ries strengthens the value of this tradition and
attests to its reliability in an almost surprising man-
ner.” In fact, literary tradition seems to be consist-
ent with the available archaeological evidence: the
Greek mainland shows to a large extent distinc-
tively separate cultural dynamics.'® Broodbank
points to the fact that “in the southern Peloponnese,
an area that lies as close to Crete as do Thera and
Melos”, at Ayios Stephanos in southern Laconia,
“a major Minoanising element in the pottery is
documented”.’>® This is true for the painted fine
ware in local clay in which Minoan style and tech-
nique of MM III-LM 1 is sufficiently common to
suggest the possible presence of Minoan or Kytheran
potters.’® Conical cups are, however, rare,' in
contrast to the superabundance of conical cups at
Minoanised sites like Kastri on Kythera, Akrotiri
on Thera, Phylakopi on Melos, Ayia Irini on Keos,
Trianda/Ialysos on Rhodes, Seraglio on Kos,
Heraion on Samos and Miletus,'® a superabun-
dance, which was — in the words of J.N.
Coldstream’” — “essential to the well-being of any
Minoan society of this period”.

It is therefore my opinion that future studies of
the phenomenon referred to as ‘Minoanisation’,
should not only investigate material culture dynam-

20

ics, as suggested by Broodbank,'®® in areas such as
manufacturing traditions, pottery styles, kitchen
wares, loom technology, architecture, inter-region-
al and regional trade networks, or in Minoanising
landscapes (like that studied by the Kythera Survey),
including 1ideologically-charged landscapes with
peak sanctuaries (such as Ayios Georgios on
Kythera'™ or Troullos on Keos,!™ other possible
examples'®’) and — as I would like to add — other
sanctuaries (such as Miletus'®? and the Heraion on
Samos'®) but also keep clearly in mind the ques-
tion of political and military supremacy of New
Palace Period Crete. This is a particularly topical
question, since cult and religion are known to have
played an important political role in the expansion

140 Niemeier & Niemeier 1999; Niemeier 2005, 4-9; Kaiser
2005; Kaiser, this volume.

I Davis, J.L. 2008, 201.

142 See Warren 1984.

143 For instance Weber 1925, 16-7; Wilcken 1926; Karo 1927;
Rostovtzeff 1941, 84-5.

144 Schifer1991; Niemeier & Schifer 1992.

145 Xanthoudides 1922; Evans 1928, 233, 267-85, 552.

146 Hue & Pelon 1991; Raban 1991, 139-40.

147 Seager 1910, 6. For the results of the new excavations at
Pseira see the volumes of the Pseira series edited by Ph.P.
Betancourt.

148 For Palaikastro as harbour see Evans 1928, 253, 508. For
the results of the new excavations under the direction of H.
Sackett & J.A. MacGillivray see preliminary reports in BSA.
9 Platon, N. 1971, 245-6, 248; Raban 1991, 140-1

150 Shaw, J.W. 2006, 51-9.

151 Meyer 1928, 216 (translation by D. Grigoropoulos)

152 Dickinson 1977; Dickinson 1984; Korres 1984; Dietz
1991,

153 Broodbank 2004, 48.

154 Rutter & Rutter 1976, 3. 64-5; Wiener 1984, 19.

155 Rutter & Rutter 1976, 65.

156 Por Kastri see Coldstream & Huxley 1972, 285; for the
Cycladic sites Wiener 1984; Wiener 1990, 137-9; for
Trianda/Ialysos Marketou 1998a, 50; for Kos Morricone
1972-1973, 282-3; for Heraion on Samos the remarks at the
beginning of this article; for Miletus Niemeier 2005, 6; Kaiser
2005; Kaiser, in this volume.

157 Coldstream and Huxley 1972, 285.

158 Broodbank 2004, 59-67.

159 Sakellarakis 1996.

160 Caskey 1971, 392-5; Wiener 1984, 19 n. 20

161 Sakellarakis 1996, 92-7

162 Niemeier 2005, 6-7; Niemeier 2007a, 11-2.

163 See the remarks on the Heraion at the beginning of this

paper.
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of various cultures throughout the ages. J.L. Davis
thinks:'** “It may be a safer strategy to abandon any
attempt to write a political history for this episode
in Aegean prehistory and to concentrate our efforts
on explicating the processes by which, in the New
Palace period, the Cycladic islands, the Dodecanese,
and southwestern Turkey became parts of the same
highly integrated social and economic system”. I
may be old-fashioned, but I consider it impossible
to investigate these processes without taking into
account the political matters of the period. And I

“MINOANISATION’’ VERSUS “IMINOAN THALASSOCRASSY”

would agree with Furumark:!®> “Still, the recon-
struction of the earliest Greek history remains the
most important task of modern historical science.
In my opinion is is even the princpal raison d’étre of
Aegean archaeology”.

164 Davis 2008, 205.
165 Furumark 1950, 183.
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“Beware Cretans bearing gifts”
Tracing the origins of Minoan influence at Akrotiri, Thera”™

Irene Nikolakopoulou

Introduction

The final stages of the Middle Bronze Age and
the beginning of the Late Bronze Age are peri-
ods of crucial transformation for southern Aegean
polities. This is the flourishing time of the Ne-
opalatial period in Crete, a period marked by sig-
nificant changes in political systems within the
island and also by the intensification of off-island
influence. While research on the phenomenon
of “Minoanisation” in Late Minoan I has played
a central role in Aegean studies, its initial stages
have been poorly explored until recently. A fresh
look at Bronze Age cultural dynamics would be
particularly welcome in order to promote our un-
derstanding of the context in which such interac-
tion took place.

This paper first reviews the significance and the
implications of the term “Minoanisation”. It then
presents new evidence for interaction between
Akrotiri and Crete, discussing the interplay over
time between Minoan attributes and the local ma-
terial culture and practices at Akrotiri. Finally it
contextualises such interaction within social and
cultural landscapes of the Bronze Age southern
Aegean.

“Minoanisation”, a term brought into common
use by Arthur Evans, has become a blanket term
which is conveniently used to describe both the
process and the effects of adopting practices from
the cultural sphere of Bronze Age Crete by off-is-
land communities.! While few would disagree on a
general level with the brief definition of the term as
outlined here, it has become evident in the course
of recent research that a refinement of the term
and its applications is needed. Indeed, the issue of
whether the term “Minoan” should be used in the
first place has been strongly questioned in current

debate, but this is not the place to dwell on these
arguments. For the purposes of this paper, a dis-
tinction is made between the “Minoanising” proc-
ess, to refer to the mechanisms through which the
influence expanded and “Minoanising” effect, to
refer to the nature and degree of influence in mate-
rial elements and practices. In temporal and spatial
terms, the “Minoanising” effect is thought to have
become established during the period which coin-
cides with the Neopalatial period in Crete, mainly
in communities on the islands and coastal areas of
the central-south Aegean.

The need to reconsider our concepts on the
“Minoanising” process and effect derives from ad-
vances mainly in three fields of study:

(1) The formation and operation of Cretan state
polities in the Old and New Palace periods.

(2) The establishment of local sequences and un-
derstanding of cultural practices in individual
Aegean communities.

(3) The exploration of the nature and the extent
of networks operating in the Bronze Age Aegean.

The first field of research lies at the heart of the
issue. It is related to the extent that our percep-
tion of the “Minoans” as a homogeneous group in
cultural, political and even genetic or ethnic terms
determines the explanatory approach of the “Mi-

* This paper presents some thoughts on material currently
studied by the author in collaboration with C.J. Knappett,
PM. Day and D.E. Wilson, to all of whom I am very grateful
for fruitful discussions and valuable comments on earlier

drafts.
! For a recent and stimulating discussion see Broodbank 2004.

See also Momigliano this volume.
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noanising” process. While the genetic and ethnic
approaches require a different line of argument well
beyond the scope of this paper, it has become evi-
dent that the cultural attributes and the political or-
ganisation of the Bronze Age Cretans are variables
in direct association with regional and temporal
contexts, e.g. the differences between contempo-
rary assemblages in various parts of the island or
the contrasts between the organisation of Protopa-
latial and Neopalatial polities. It is a question of
how uniform the “way of doing things” was for the
Cretans themselves in the first place; when, if ever,
this notion developed in the past; and, how it was
perceived by or forced upon off-island communi-
ties which exhibit traits attributed to the generic
“Minoanising” effect.

How and when attributes of Cretan prove-
nance and/or Minoan concept reached Aegean
communities is a different issue than the phe-
nomenon of a society adopting and adapting
“Minoanising” practices in material and non-
material culture. In the case of the former, we
refer to contact (e.g. the presence of imported
material) or superficial influence (e.g. the imita-
tion of a decorative motif). In case of the lat-
ter, we refer to impact on local production and
practices, a more long-lasting and crucial effect
which caused radical changes on a practical and
conceptual level of “doing things”.

This is a point that relates to the origins of the
“Minoanising” effect and can be traced through
the reconstruction of local sequences and cul-
tural horizons in individual settlements. This line
of argument is useful in order to assess the nature
of relations of an Aegean settlement with one or
more Cretan polities at a given time and the de-
gree of reception and emulation of Minoan ele-
ments. Pottery is one of the most revealing indi-
cators for contact and change, as the latter can be
followed through stylistic, technological and func-
tional traits. A quantitative and qualitative study of
Cretan imports and their impact on local produc-
tion and practices appears to serve our purposes.
In this context, the third field of research listed
above sets the theoretical framework within which
the movements of goods, people and ideas are
monitored in the Bronze Age Aegean. A complex
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system of trade, exchange and affiliation networks,
direct and indirect contact, core and periphery
interdependence, all define the modes of interac-
tion at work, with any one component being the
main driving force at different periods and differ-
ent scales.

This introduction only touches upon the gen-
eral issue of Minoan influence on communities
in the Aegean and beyond. The main purpose
of these remarks is to provide questions to bear
in mind during the presentation of new ceramic
material from Akrotiri, Thera. There, the most
important asset is the unique state of preservation
of the LC I settlement, which has enabled scholars
to discuss in great detail aspects of the Minoan
impact. Naturally, a contextual and diachronic ap-
proach to the issue requires a combined examina-
tion of all kinds of material correlates, but this is
a task to be undertaken on a synthetic level in the
future. However, even at this preliminary stage we
can afford a glimpse at the other activities during
the formative period of the Minoan impact at the
settlement.

New ceramic evidence from
Akrotiri, Thera

Excavations conducted at Akrotiri, Thera, during
the period 1999-2001, have provided us with a
wealth of new evidence for the history of the site
and the activities of the community from the Ne-
olithic period until the volcanic eruption in Late
Cycladic (LC) I. Over 120 trenches were excavat-
ed for the foundations for the pillars of the new
roof over the site. For this reason, the excavation
reached the bedrock, which was encountered at a
great depth, especially at the eastern part of the site.
It is mainly from this area that the evidence for the
different phases of the settlement is better preserved
due to the thickness of the deposits. The first stage
of sorting the ceramic material from the trenches,
which includes more than 1700 large crates of pot-
tery and more than 3000 catalogued complete and
partially preserved vases, was completed at the end
of autumn 2004.

Substantial deposits of EBA material were re-
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trieved during the excavation of rock-cut cham-
bers. Some of the chambers comprised closed,
single phase deposits, which show a clear local
development, as well as strong contacts with sur-
rounding islands in the Cyclades and Crete.? The
EM imports at Akrotiri are the first certain Pre-
palatial Cretan ceramic exports to be found in the
Cyclades and ofter the possibility of tracing the
early history of contact with Crete. The EM sherds
identified thus far mainly date to the EM IIA and
EM IIB periods.

The EM ITA material recovered so far occurs
primarily in deposits of the early part of the EC II
period (Keros-Syros assemblages) and seems, there-
fore, to be contemporary with the earliest EM ITA
in north-central Crete, as suggested also by evidence
from Knossos and Poros.® Cretan imports dating to
EM IIB are more numerous and varied. These oc-
cur in deposits of the later EC II, which contain rich
Kastri Group assemblages.

The EM imports at Akrotiri identified so far
constitute only a very small percentage (much less
than 1%) of the assemblages which contain much
larger quantities of local and pottery imported
from other Cycladic islands. The rarity of the
Cretan imports does not allow much room for in-
terpretation, but the quantity and quality of mate-
rial imported from other islands demonstrate that
in this early stage the community at Akrotiri is
actively involved in exchange networks operating
within the southern Aegean, but local preferences
favour imports from other Cycladic islands rather
than Cretan sites.

The classification of the deposits following the
Kastri Group horizon until the end of the MC
period into four phases facilitates the examination
of the evidence.* A preliminary quantitative assess-
ment for the Minoan imports during phases A-D
has been presented elsewhere.” The next pottery
phase at Akrotiri after the late EC II Kastri Group
horizon appears to be largely contemporary with
Phylakopi I-iii, dating to the beginning of MH and
MM based on stylistic synchronisms with the Greek
mainland deposits and imports from Crete.® In
Phase A, Dark-on-Light matt-painted ware in the
geometric style continues from an earlier tradition,
while White-on-Dark decoration is now brought
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in. Carinated shapes are introduced in this phase,
as also is the “Cycladic cup” type, ovoid pithoi
with ribs and “barrel jars”. The deposits contain
Cretan imports which seem no earlier than Mid-
dle Minoan IA in date’ and again make up only a
small proportion of the assemblages. These imports
consist of drinking and pouring vessels with a few
small storage jars.

The Protopalatial and the beginning of the Ne-
opalatial periods in Crete correspond roughly with
phases B-D at Akrotiri.® Our knowledge of Phase
B is limited, both in terms of identified assemblages
and the imports they contain. The local material
consists of vessels in a variety of shapes, mainly in
Dark-on-Light, Slipped and Burnished and Plain
wares. There seems to be a range of imported
Minoan vessels for drinking, pouring and storage
similar to the previous phase. Wares include mono-
chrome, white-on-dark and some polychrome ex-
amples. A generic date would plausibly fall into the
MMIB-MM II period, but the diagnostic sherds
are extremely rare.

The most representative of Phase C deposits
come from selected trenches on the eastern part
of the site, which have provided the most substan-
tial evidence for the MBA period. The main lo-
cal wares in this phase are Dark-on-Light and Bi-
chrome. Dark-on-Light ware is popular in drinking
and pouring vessels. In Bichrome ware, the deco-
ration comprises a large variety of motifs, mainly
naturalistic/pictorial, of which the most impressive

2 The identification of Cretan imports in these assemblages
was made during fieldwork at the site by PM. Day and D.E.
Wilson in collaboration with the author and S. Kariotis, who
is studying the EC material for his doctoral thesis. Preliminary
results were presented in Day ef al. 2005; Kariotis et.al. in
press. Publication of stylistic and analytical studies of this
material is in preparation.

3 Wilson et al. 2008; Wilson et al. 2004.

* Nikolakopoulou et al. 2008.

5> Knappett & Nikolakopoulou 2005.

6 Supra n. 2 and 4. Nikolakopoulou 2007.

7 The material is under study in collaboration with PM. Day
and D.E. Wilson.

8 The Cretan imports from these phases are under study,
including petrographic analyses by C.J. Knappett and the
author.
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include birds, animals, griffins and human figures.”
In Plain ware, the most characteristic vase types in
fineware are the “Cycladic cups” and bowls. A va-
riety of vase types appears in Red or Black Slipped
and Burnished ware.

In contrast to the previous phases, substantial
quantities of Cretan imports are found in Phase C
deposits.'” They consist of drinking, pouring and
storage vessels. In both shape and decoration, cup
types have good parallels in examples from Crete —
and especially Knossos — from MM IIIA contexts.
Imports also include an occasional conical cup and
ledge-rim bowl, which appear for the first time at
Akrotiri, undecorated and rather crudely made.
The pouring vessels include some large bridge-
spouted jars with black slip, precision grooving,
white dots and single red band and a few smaller
bridge-spouted jars and ewers decorated with rip-
ple, a very common feature in MM III assemblages
on Crete. It is clear that some of the pouring vessels
are designed to accompany some of the drinking
cups mentioned above and may have been import-
ed as drinking sets.

Amongst the storage vessels imported to the site
from Crete, there are oval-mouthed amphorae —
usually with a dark slip and often with some sim-
ple white-on-dark decoration — pithoid jars and
pithoi. The same polychrome decorative scheme
which occurs across a range of types may suggest
an emphasis on importing value-added products.
However, imported plain ware, such as coarse large
vases, conical cups and also the appearance of tri-
pod cooking pots are elements that show that the
imports cover a varied range of requirements.

Macroscopic assessments indicate fabrics consist-
ent with north-central Cretan fabrics, while there
also seem to be some Mesara fabrics represented,
as also a fabric distinctive of the Malia region and
another from the area of Mirabello. It is evident
that Cretan imports are reaching Akrotiri from a
number of locations, a pattern that continues in the
LM IA/LC I levels at the site.

The question of what happens between phase C
/ MM IIIA and the well-known situation of LC
I / LM IA is still difficult to answer. The phase
D deposits are quite different to those of phase
C in that they are almost always just scrappy fills,
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so comparisons are tricky; nonetheless there is
enough datable material to suggest that they are
in fact quite close in date to phase C, perhaps still
MM IIIA in Cretan terms. These phase D depos-
its are connected with rebuilding activities and
a reorganization of the settlement following the
phase C destruction. The LC I city suffers a minor
destruction early in LC I (“Seismic Destruction
level”!) and lives through to the volcanic eruption
rich in Minoan attributes. Of particular interest
are Cretan vases, apparently of earlier MM IIIA
and IIIB traditions, which are possible heirlooms
found in secure LC I contexts.

With regard to LC I, new ceramic material
from the recent excavation of rooms and open ar-
eas of the settlement broadly confirms conclusions
reached by earlier studies. The predominant local
ware is Dark-on-Light, often with details in white,
followed by Slipped and Light-on-Dark wares.'?
While distinctive motifs in Minoan pottery, such
as the ripple and the running spiral, are widely
adopted in the decorative schemes of Theran
vases, a predilection towards specific naturalistic
motifs is evident on a large proportion of the lo-
cal products. Accordingly, a similar situation is at-
tested in the wide variety of vase types produced,
where diversification within the same functional
category came as a result of complementing,
rather than replacing, traditional vase types with
those of Minoan concept. The wide adoption of
the wheel fashioning technique is another distinc-
tive feature of local pottery manufacture in LC L.
This tendency of merging and adapting Minoan
attributes into a long established tradition was al-
ready at work during the last stages of the MC
period, but it appears to have been consolidated
during LC I, for reasons apparently more compel-
ling than those existing in the previous stage. The

13

standardisation of vase shapes and sizes,'” as also

? Nikolakopoulou ef al. 2008. Papagiannopoulou 2008.

19 The most representative of the Cretan imports are pre-
sented in Knappett & Nikolakopoulou 2005; Knappett &
Nikolakopoulou 2008.

1 As defined in Marthari 1984.

12 Marthari 1987; 1990a.

13 Katsa-Tomara 1990.
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the recurrent combination of specific types with
particular decorative schemes, are attributes of the
LC I ceramic output.

With reference to the Cretan imports, it is es-
timated that they constitute no more than 10% of
the total assemblage uncovered thus far.!* They
consist of vessels of a wide range of types from all
functional categories. Macroscopic observations
suggest that the provenance of the vases is equally
varied. However, it is not yet possible to ascer-
tain whether a specific area was favoured over the
others in terms of quantities or specific types of

imports.

Ceramic change at Akrotiri in
context

In summarising the evidence for Cretan ceramic
imports at Akrotiri, emphasis should be placed on
three points: the quantities, the nature of the im-
ports and their provenance. The evidence suggests
that this is not a simple case of a gradual and steady
progression from EM period through to LM 1. The
Cretan imports during the time of the Prepalatial
period in Crete are much less than 1%, while they
occur in limited quantities until the MM IIB-MM
ITIA period. It is during Phase C at Akrotiri that
we witness a significant increase in the numbers of
the Cretan imports, making up about 11% of the
vessel totals, broadly comparable to the quantities
estimated for LC I period assemblages. This quan-
titative increase, in combination with an increase in
the variety of range of imported vessel types, marks
a watershed in the relations between Akrotiri and
Cretan sites. From a Cretan perspective, this is the
period of time which marks the transition between
the First and Second Palace Periods. Forthcoming
results of petrographic analysis will allow us to spec-
ify the links between Akrotiri and Cretan polities in
different periods of time and examine how the po-
litical situation in Crete may have affected localised
ties, such as those which probably existed between
the two areas during the Prepalatial and Protopala-
tial period.

Having presented a diachronic account of the
Cretan imports at Akrotiri we have hardly touched
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upon the issue of the beginning of the “Minoanis-
ing” eftect, so evident in many aspects in the LC
I period. The indications of this process are not
directly related to the number of imports at each
phase, but rather to the impact they had on local
production and practices.

In the local pottery production of Akrotiri, we
can identify almost no evidence for Minoan influ-
ence in the phases corresponding to the Prepala-
tial period and limited evidence for influence in
those corresponding to the early Protopalatial pe-
riod. A characteristic example is the rare produc-
tion of imitations of Light-on-Dark and Kamares
wares during the earlier stages of the MC period."®
The situation changes radically in Phase C, roughly
corresponding to the MM IIIA period. What is of
considerable interest is the impact on technological
practice.!® In this phase, ledge-rim bowls begin to
be imported from Crete and are imitated in local
buff fabrics, manufactured using the same wheel-
fashioning technology. While the wheel technique
had already been in use on Crete for some consid-
erable time, at Akrotiri it is used in local production
only at a late stage of the MBA, for very few shapes
(the ledge-rim bowl, a few plain straight-sided cups
and some plain handleless piriform cups). Other-
wise the technique has hardly any impact on lo-
cal production. In other cases, Minoan shapes and
styles are imitated but without great precision. This
is the case for bridge-spouted jars and ewers with
local versions of ripple, some more faithful to Mi-
noan prototypes, others with a combination of lo-
cal bichrome ware and Minoan ripple. Some local
cups have added white dots, applied in a style dis-
tinct from the Minoan norm. These remarks point
to the beginning of the “Minoanising” effect that is
fully established only in the LC I period. So, what
does the evidence from the formative period tell
us about the ways we are to perceive the Minoan
impact at Akrotiri?

A comparative approach to the ceramic evidence

14 Marthari 1980, 208; Marthari 1990b, 61.
15 Noted also in Papagiannopoulou 1991.
16 Knappett & Nikolakopoulou 2005; Knappett & Nikola-

kopoulou 2008.
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from the formative period before the end of MC
and from the fully Minoanised period of LC T is
helpful for our purposes. It is worth emphasising
that the quantities of Cretan imports in the two
phases do not differ significantly, a remark that
should warn us against reaching conclusions at any
site without considering the local production. The
shift in the degree of the Minoan impact in the
LC I period is evident in three major fields: the
wide application of wheel-fashioning technique,
the adoption of a larger variety of vase types and
of decorative schemes of Minoan origin within the
same functional categories, e.g. drinking and pour-
ing vessels, and the standardisation of shape, size
and decoration. Evidence for the initial stages of
the first two practices is found in the formative pe-
riod, while standardisation is a predominantly LC I
feature. Until the end of the MC period the local
tradition remains strong and prevalent, especially
in the domain of pottery manufacture. The new
drinking and pouring vessel types do not replace
traditional types, not even in the LC I period. Lo-
cal tripod cooking pots are made in Phase C after
Minoan prototypes, but cooking vessels such as the
one-handle jar persist and continue in LC I, oc-
casionally in a hybrid form. The most impressive
example is the range of storage vessels that retain a
strong local character, in many ways unique to the
island, incorporating Minoan forms selectively in

LC 1Y

Non-ceramic evidence at
Akrotiri

Further examples to illustrate the nature of these

o Cdl 1 1 11C

marked changes can be found in other fields. The ar-
chitecture of the LC I settlement and its Minoan at-
tributes have been extensively studied.'® The nature
of the recent excavations, conducted in trenches of
limited size, allows only for a glimpse into the situ-
ation during the formative period of the later stages
of the MC. The evidence retrieved certainly calls
for more thorough study. Two preliminary remarks
are of relevance for our purposes, stated with due
caution: firstly, in terms of technologies of building
construction, no ashlar masonry has been found in
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the MC levels; secondly, large public spaces seem to
have been formed only after the destruction of the
MC city through levelling activities over pre-exist-
ing domestic areas. The innovations in technology
and the new concept of the organisation of space,
which may comprise a response to specific needs
related to ritual activities, may be related to the Mi-
noan impact.

Turning to wall paintings, only a few aniconic
fragments of lime plaster have been retrieved from
MC levels. No wall paintings were found on the
preserved walls of MC buildings and the stuccos
which were covering the walls appear quite differ-
ent in consistency to the lime plaster used in LC
[ buildings. As attested by pottery, the inhabitants
of MC Akrotiri were familiar with the representa-
tions of human, animal and mythical figures, even
on a large scale with an impressive range of de-
tails,! a tradition conspicuously missing in EBA
and MBA Crete. It was the learning of the tech-
nology of making lime plaster and obviously the
acquired need for large scale paintings in houses
that led to the creation of figurative wall paintings
inLCL

No Linear A or Cretan Hieroglyphic script in
any medium has been retrieved from MC levels.
Seals are also extremely rare; one remarkable piece,
a ‘talismanic’ seal of MM III date was found dis-
carded in the construction layers of the floor of the
MC building in Pillar Pit 67.2° Certainly it provides
insufficient evidence for the origins of the admin-
istration system at work in LC I Akrotiri, as evi-
denced by a considerable number of finds, which
include locally produced Linear A tablets and vase
inscriptions, as well as seals and sealings of Cretan
manufacture.’’ Another component related to bu-
reaucratic and trade activities lies in the adoption
of weight and capacity systems,?* of which there is
no convincing evidence for the MC period. Loom

17 Cf. Nikolakopoulou 2002; Nikolakopoulou 2006.

18 Palyvou 1999.

19 Supra n. 9.

20 CMS VS.3, 390.

2! Boulotis 1998. Karnava & Nikolakopoulou 2005; Doumas
2000; CMS VS.3, 391-405; GORILA, THE 1-4.

22 On LC I evidence see Michailidou 1990; Katsa-Tomara
1990.
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weights of the discoid type only make a concerted
appearance in LC I buildings.?® Further evidence is
expected as the study by experts advances in each
field.

Discussion

To summarise the argument: contact between
Akrotiri and Cretan sites starts early in the EB pe-
riod and continues without major interruptions or
changes until roughly the phase equivalent to MM
IITA in Crete, when a shift takes place in the scale
and the nature of contacts between Cretan sites and
Akrotiri. It is suggested that this is the formative
time for the Minoan impact on Akrotiri, when
emulation is attested on a higher level than that
of mere influence and reproduction, involving as-
pects of technology transfer and acquaintance with
cultural practices which were to be fully adopted
and adapted during LC I. Therefore, the Minoan
impact goes much further than the mere reproduc-
tion of prototypes for aesthetic reasons and involves
more complex processes than the simple adaptation
of fashionable innovations.

The main point is that the “Minoanising” ef-
fect is more evident in fields related to practices,
such as the learning and application of a new tech-
nology (e.g. wheel-fashioning) and the response to
increased consumers’ requirements linked to new
and diversified needs in the economic and cultural
domains (e.g. standardisation and the adoption of
types such as the conical cup and the rhyton). The
process starts during the time of transition between
the First and Second Palace Periods, when Akrotiri
appears to have diversified its contacts with Cretan
polities, either directly or via Knossos. In a broader
context, a transformation is attested in the nature
of interaction networks operating in the south-
ern Aegean. The emphasis shifts from exchange
through contact to affiliation by selective emula-
tion; this could be the contextual framework for
the “Minoanising” process,>* which only really de-
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velops from MM IIIA onwards. At the same time
Cycladic imports are attested on Crete, but in lim-
ited quantities.”® This material testifies to a very
different context of consumption from the Minoan
material in Akrotiri.

In this context we may consider the impact on
local communities beyond Crete through the de-
gree of integration in affiliation networks, which
involves the aspects we discussed for Akrotiri above.
Local communities may well have had the scope to
choose exactly how they would participate, there-
fore allowing much space for local patterns and
community choice evident in comparative stud-
ies of the “Minoanising” effect in different sites.
The community at Akrotiri participated in the new
scheme by adopting and adapting consumption
patterns and practices. Local choice, for example,
is evident in the performance of ritual activities,
where it seems that the key issue is the negotiation
of identity. From a similar perspective, Akrotiri also
participated in regional exchange networks operat-
ing in the Cyclades and the southeast Aegean at the
same time and probably without direct Cretan su-
pervision. A remarkable example from Akrotiri of
a “Minoanising” jar of Dodecanesian(?) provenance
emphasises the point that the interaction process in
the southern Aegean is more complicated than we
think.?

From the new evidence presented from Akrotiri,
as also from other Aegean sites, it is becoming in-
creasingly evident that the study of local sequences
and pottery deposits of sites in the southern and
eastern Aegean is an essential component of re-
search seeking to clarify the origins and the nature
of the phenomenon described as “Minoanisation”,
especially in its less well known initial stages.

2 Cf Tzachili 1990.

24 A point raised in Knappett & Nikolakopoulou 2005;
Knappett & Nikolakopoulou 2008.

% Cf. MacGillivray 1984; Knappett 2006.

26 Cf. Knappett & Nikolakopoulou 2005.
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Middle Cycladic and early Late Cycladic ceme-
teries and their Minoan elements: the case of the

cemetery at Skarkos on los*

Marisa Marthari

Cycladic cemeteries in the MB
and Early LB: a synopsis

Our knowledge of the Early Bronze Age in the
Cyclades, and of the EC (Early Cycladic) I and
II periods (Grotta-Pelos and Keros-Syros cultures),
in particular, is rooted to a large degree in cem-
eteries, even though many of these have been
found looted. This is due to the identification and
excavation of a considerable number of cemeter-
ies, both large and small, scattered throughout the
Cycladic islands; to the publication of a number of
these sites; and to the combined study of both the
cemeteries and burial customs by Doumas.! Dur-
ing these periods, cemeteries were situated out-
side, but close to, settlements. Two main types of
graves were used: the cist and the corbelled grave.
Some examples of platforms, where funerary rites
were conducted, have been found in the cemeter-
jes.?

In EC III (Phylakopi I culture), the evidence
for burials starts to become poor. The cist and
corbelled types of graves continue to appear, as is
shown by occasional examples from sites on Amor-
gos® and Syros.* At the same time, two new burial
types appear in the Cyclades. On the one hand,
infant pithos burials were dug under the floors of
houses in the towns at Phylakopi and Paroikia.’> On
the other, chamber tombs have been recovered on
Melos at Aspro Chorio, Spathi and possibly Phy-
lakopi,® and on Thera at Ayios loannis Eleemon;’
these are rock-cut on the former, and under-dug
into the loose volcanic soil on the latter.

The available evidence concerning Cycladic
cemeteries in the Middle and early Late Bronze

MipDLE CYCLADIC AND EARLY LATE CYCLADIC CEMETERIES AND THEIR MINOAN ELEMENTS

Age is even poorer. First, they have only been ex-
cavated on three islands, at three sites: Ayios Ioannis
Eleemon on Thera, Ayia Irini on Keos, and Ailas
on Naxos. Second, only the cemeteries at Ayia
Irini, have been excavated extensively. At Ayios lo-
annis Eleemon, only one tomb has been recovered
by excavation, whereas the material from some
others has been handed in to the Archaeological
Service following destruction caused at the site by
the Karageorghis quarry, which was operating in
the area. Likewise at Ailas, only two graves have
been brought to light by excavation. Third, only
the cemeteries at Ayia Irini chronologically cover
the whole period under discussion, i.e. the Cycla-

* The illustrations were drawn by the painter K. Mavragani
(Figs. 7, 9, 12-17,19, 21, 22-23, 25-27) and the surveyor-
engineer Th. Chatzitheodorou (Fig. 4). Most of the photo-
graphs of the movable finds were taken by the photographer
G. Patrikianos. I thank them all. The illustrations of Figs.
32-33 were drawn by the writer. I would also like to thank
the archaeologist K. Karseras for amending the English of my
paper and the designer E. Papadea for her help in the presen-

tation of the paper.

"' Doumas 1977.

2 Doumas 1977, 35-52.

3 Barber 1987, 152.

4 Barber 1981.

> For the pithos burials at Phylakopi, see Atkinson ef al. 1904,
15; Dawkins & Droop 1910-11, 6-9; Renfrew with Scarre,
Whitelaw & N. Brodie 2007, 49-50, pls. 5a, 7a-b. For the
pithos burials at Paroikia, see Rubensohn 1917, 12. On this
subject, see also Barber 1987, 83-5, 140.

¢ Atkinson ef al. 1904, 23, 234-7; Papadopoulou1965, 513;
Renfrew 1972, 189; Doumas 1977, 49, 53; Barber 1987,
83-5, 140.

7 Marthari 2001c, 109-11, 116.
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Fig. 1. Map of the Cyclades showing the locations of MC and early LC cemeteries.

dic MB and early LB. The Ayios loannis Eleemon
cemetery is restricted chronologically to EC III
and the early MC, while the Ailas graves date from
the end of the MC or the very beginning of LC
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strate that the chief EC features of cemeteries and

wever, the 100~
graves survive into the MC and the early LC, al-
though usually altered to a degree, or combined in
new ways.

At Ayios Ioannis Eleemon on Thera (Fig. 1),%
the aforementioned EC III cemetery of chamber
tombs dug into the soft volcanic soil continues to
be used in the early MC period, as shown by the
pottery recovered from it. This pottery includes
characteristic EC III types and wares, such as Dark
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Burnished Incised and Geometric pottery, as well
as MC types and wares, such as Cycladic White
which, however, is in the early phases of its devel-
opment. As regards the Cycladic White vases from

ARt

the cemete Ciy, uuuh the continuation of the \Jyudu—
ic tradition in the beaked jugs and the feeding bot-
tles, and the influence of Minoan types (adapted
however to the local style) in the bridge-spouted
jar, are apparent.’

It seems that some of the chamber tombs at Ayi-

8 For the cemetery at Ayios loannis Eleemon on Thera, see
Marthari 2001c, 109-11, 116.
? Papagiannopoulou 1991, 321-3; Marthari 2001c, 110-1.
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os loannis Eleemon were used for multiple buri-
als, since three skulls were found in the excavated
tomb.!” This brings to mind the concept of the
permanent use of the same tomb for members of
a family, which also occurs in the EC cemeter-
ies with cist graves.!! The Ayios loannis Eleemon
cemetery in the middle of the Caldera probably
succeeded the EC cemetery of cist graves, which
lay a short distance to the north.!? It seems likely
that the chamber tomb type was only prevalent on
the volcanic islands of Thera and Melos, where
the ground was favourable to their construction. !
This, at least, is the picture that emerges through
comparison with the cemeteries at Ayia Irini on
Keos (see below), which were largely contempo-
rary with the one at Ayios loannis Eleemon on
Thera, but which do not contain chamber tombs.

The early MC town at Ayia Irini on Keos (pe-
riod IV) (Fig. 1) has yielded three extramural cem-
eteries and one intramural tomb. A variety of grave
types were in use there, “largely determined by the
physical environment, which is rocky with thin soil
cover but with ready access to an abundant sup-
ply of stone,” according to Overbeck.!* They are
pit, regular cist, built-cist and pithos graves, most of
which have their distant precursors at the Neolithic
Kephala cemetery. Towards the end of period IV,
larger, more elaborate built tombs make their ap-
pearance, resembling some of the small shaft graves
at Mycenae. Platforms containing graves also ap-
pear at Ayia Irini. It has been suggested that they
were also used to make grave offerings or conduct
funerary rites. The pottery from the Ayia Irini pe-
riod IV cemeteries is local, similar in style to that
found at the Ayios loannis Eleemon cemetery,
but also includes some few Minoan and other im-
ports.’> Only two cist graves, one extramural, the
other within the Great Fortification Wall, date
from late MC, i.e. Ayia Irini period V; this shows
the continuation of the cist grave type into this pe-
riod.'®

In LC I/ LM Ia, Ayia Irini period VI, there is
continuity but also change in terms of grave types
and burial customs. Jar burials continue with three
examples, but they are now intramural and in plain
coarse jars. A four-slab cist grave was found in the
area of the old West Cemetery North. No plat-

forms of this period have been brought to light.
Three large stone-built tombs, nos. 28, 29 and 30,
have been excavated in the East Cemetery, show-
ing that the construction of monumental tombs,
which began as early as late Ayia Irini period 1V,
continues into period VI."7

Grave 28 is a vertical shaft covered with three
slabs set into a tumulus bordered by upright slabs.
Tomb 29 is a rectangular tomb consisting of two
compartments, a vertical shaft and an inner cham-
ber. Tomb 30 was similar in construction to 29.'
All three tombs had been looted but, fortunately,
the robbers left 10 clay vases in tomb 29; photo-
graphs of this pottery have not been published.
According to Overbeck, the vases include conical
cups dating to no later than the LC I / LM Ia pe-
riod, and two vases imitating Minoan stone vases
of earlier date, which look to have been heirlooms
from earlier periods."”

Finally, Klon Stephanos excavated two cist-
graves, considered to be of MC date, at Ailas on
Naxos (Fig. 1).2° The first*! of these graves con-
tained bronze metal tools, the second,? pottery. It
is the pottery which dates this latter grave to the
end of the late MC, or to the very beginning of the
LC I period® at the latest, but in any case to before

10 Marthari 2001c, 110.

' Doumas 1977, 55-58; Marthari 2001c, 116.

12 For this EC cemetery, see Karo 1930, 135.

13 Marthari 2001c, 109-10, 116; Barber 1987, 140.

14 Overbeck 1989, 204.

5 For the Ayia Irini on Keos period IV cemeteries see,
Overbeck 1989, 184-205.

16 For the Ayia Irini on Keos period V graves see, Overbeck
1986, 79-80.

I7 For the Ayia Irini on Keos period V tombs see, Overbeck
1984, 116-7

18 Overbeck 1984, 116-117; Schallin 1993, 94-7.

19 Overbeck 1984, 117.

20 For the chronology of the graves in MC, see Stephanos
1903, 57; Renfrew 1972, 519, no.25; Fotou 1983, 47-8.

21 Stephanos 1903, 57; 1905, 224; Papathanasopoulos 1963,
129-30, pl. 62, grave no. 23.

22 Stephanos 1903, 57; 1905, 221, 225; Papathanasopoulos
1963, 130-131, pl. 63-4, grave no. 24; Maragou (ed.) 1990,
179, no. 191.

23 Barber dates the Ailas graves to the late MC or early LC,
Barber 1987, 152-3.
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Fig. 2. Map of Tos showing the site of Skarkos.

the Seismic Destruction at Akrotiri, Thera. Ac-
cording to the excavator, eleven clay vases were un-
earthed, eight of which have been identified in the
National Archaeological Museum and published
by Papathanassopoulos.** They are as follows: six,
one-handled conical cups (five dark-coated and
one with tortoise-shell ripple pattern decoration),
a one-handled, semi-globular cup (also with tor-
toise-shell ripple pattern), and a plain, handleless
conical cup. These vases are imports from Minoan
Crete and/or local imitations of Minoan proto-
types and, consequently, are indicative of the Mi-
noan influence on Naxos, the island of Ariadne, in
the late MC and early LC period. This idea of a
close relationship between Naxos and Crete is fur-
ther bolstered by the relatively recent investigations
at settlement sites on this island and the adjacent
Kato Kouphonisi.?®

Furthermore, it is interesting that the graves un-
der discussion were found together with at least
another cist grave, although this dates to EC 1.2°
Thus, the Ailas cemetery is the second cemetery,
after Ayia Irini, to display the use of the same site
for the burial of the dead over a long period of time
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in the prehistoric Cyclades, as well as the survival
of the traditional Cycladic grave type, the cist, into
late MC, or even to the very beginning of LC L.

Skarkos on Ios (Fig. 1), which has been un-
covered in a series of excavations since 1986, is
the fourth site that enriches our knowledge of
the cemeteries and burial habits in the Cycladic
MB and early LB periods. It offers a considerable
corpus of new evidence for late MC and early
LC cemeteries, particularly of the south western
Cyclades, taking into account that cemeteries of
these periods of the important towns at Akrotiri
on Thera and Phylakopi on Melos have yet to be
investigated.

The Skarkos cemetery on Ios:
preliminary presentation

Introduction

The site of Skarkos is on a low hill surrounded by a
fertile plain near the cove of the large natural har-
bour of Ios (Figs. 2-3), an island situated at a key
point on the network of sea communication routes
linking the northern Aegean and mainland Greece
with Crete. The excavation has so far uncovered
an EC (early EB II, Syros group of the Keros-Syros
culture) settlement and the later cemetery under
discussion.?” The important EC settlement is bet-

24 See above, note 22.

% Barber & Hadjianastasiou 1989; Hadjianastasiou 1989;
1993.

26 For the EC grave, see Stephanos 1903, 57; 1905, 221;
Papathanasopoulos 1963, 131-132, pl. 65, no. 25; For the
chronology of the grave in EC I (Grotta-Pelos culture), based
on a cylindrical pyxis found in it, see Renfrew 1972, 519,
no.25; Fotou 1983, 36-37; For the possible occurrence of
more EC graves, see Fotou 1983, 37 with note 114.

27 For the excavations at Skarkos, see Marthari 1990; 1999;
2001b. For the sealed oblong terracotta objects. from EBA
Skarkos, see Marthari 2004. For a study comparing Skarkos
to the EBA settlements on the northeast Aegean islands, see
Marthari 1997. For the pottery imported to the EBA settle-
ment, see Marthari 2008. For the exhibition of movable finds
from Skarkos at the Ios Archaeological Museum, see
Marthari 1999, Marthari 2001a; Marthari 2002.
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Fig. 3. The hill of Skarkos and the surrounding area.

ter known, given its excellent state of preservation:
two-storey buildings have been brought to light, a
feature without precedent among Cycladic settle-
ments of the EB. However, the later cemetery is
also of great interest for research into the MB and
LB Cyclades.

The occupation record of the site is gradually
being understood by means of a complex and dif-
ficult research project, as it is usually necessary to
excavate the earlier settlement and the later cem-
etery simultaneously. The tombs are usually un-
covered high up, at plough level down to a depth
of 35 cm, although certain tombs are revealed
lower down in the destruction level of the EC
site, which they disturb to a depth of 90 cm. The
graves have been noted in areas corresponding to
open spaces in the EC settlement (Squares 1, 2
and 4), the rooms of EC buildings (Buildings B

MiDDLE CYCLADIC AND EARLY LATE CYCLADIC CEMETERIES AND THEIR MINOAN ELEMENTS
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and M) and the surviving tops of the walls of these
buildings (east wall of Building M) (Fig. 4). Thus
it seems very likely that when the area began to
be used as a cemetery the EC settlement had been
buried to any great extent.

The systematic excavation at Skarkos has, to
date, focused on the eastern and northern slopes
of the hill, although test trenches have also been
opened up on the western slope. The EB settle-
ment is spread across the whole excavated area,
whereas the later cemetery lying above it is limited
to the north part of the eastern slope of the hill
(Fig. 4). The settlement to which the cemetery be-
longs has yet to be located.

Two groups of graves have been brought to light,
group 1 in the north and group 2 in the east of area
26 of the excavation grid (Fig. 4). The graves are of
two types: pit-graves and jar burials.
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Fig. 4. Plan of the Skarkos site showing part of the EC II settlement (in grey) and the late MB and eéﬂy LB grave

groups (in black) above it.

The graves and their chronology

Grave group 1

Grave group 1 lies above Square 4 and Buildings M
and B of the EC settlement. It includes six graves,
four of which are jar burials (nos. 1-4), with the
remaining two in pits (nos. 5-6).

Jar burial graves 1-3 were found in a row, at
depths of between 30 cm and 70 cm, above the
west part of Square 4 and the northern room of
Building B of the EC settlement. The burial jar of
grave 1 (Figs. 4 and 5) was set upright in a cavity
dug in the destruction debris of the EC settlement.
No human bones or grave goods were found in-
side it, indicating that this was probably an infant
burial. The precise shape of the burial jar is uncer-
tain since its upper part is missing. Therefore, any
attempt to date this vessel seems dicey.

The burial jar of grave 2 (Figs. 4 and 6) was
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found lying on its side. No human bones or grave
goods were found inside this vessel either, mean-
ing that it too probably held an infant burial. The
bi-conical shape and crescent-shaped (Fig. 7), in
combination with the imprint of a circular mat on

Fig. 5. Grave 1.
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Fig. 6. Grave 2.

Fig. 7. Grave 2, burial jar (IM 814).

its base, suggests a MC date for this medium-sized
burial jar. As for the date of the burial, it may be
contemporary with or later than the jar.

The burial jar of grave 3 (Figs. 4 and 8) was
found smashed by cultivation of the plot. However,
large fragments of its lower part, parts of the skel-
eton, and the grave goods were preserved. A mini-
ature nippled ewer (Fig. 9) and a hollow-mouthed
miniature jug (Fig. 10), both local, were found in-
tact among the fragments of the jar. The miniature
nippled ewer, a characteristic Cycladic type, has
counterparts in the LC I / LM Ia Akrotiri Volcanic
Destruction Level,?® even if the broad spout, the
thick neck and the absence of painted decoration
distinguish it from those examples (Figs. 32 right,
33 right). The hollow-mouthed miniature jug is
a minoanising shape,”” which has an abundance
of parallels at Akrotiri, Phylakopi and Ayia Irini
in early LBA levels.® Consequently, an early LBA

AN TTES
5.4

Fig. 9. Grave 3, nippled ewer (IM 6006).

Fig. 10. Grave 3, hol-
low-mouthed minia-
ture jug (IM 607).

28 Marthari 1993, type 23:4.

* For Minoan examples from LM Ia levels, see for instance
Catling, Catling & Smyth 1979, no. 237, fig. 35, pl.8i;
Popham 1984, pl.131j.

30 Akrotiri, Thera, LC I / LM Ia Volcanic Destruction Level,
Marthari 1993, type 28, Phylakopi, Melos (Atkinson ef al.
1904, 139, pl. XXXV, 6, 9) and Ayia Irini, Keos, LMI a/ LH
I and LM Ib/ LH II levels (Cummer & Schofield 1984, no.
92, pl., 48, nos. 429-430, pl. 56, nos. 688-689, pl. 60, no.
851, pl. 65, no. 1442, pl. 81).
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Fig. 11. Grave 4.

Fig. 12. Grave 4, burial pithos (IM 904).

date may be suggested for this burial. The small
size of the vases used as grave goods most probably
indicates that this was a child grave.
Pit-graves 5 and 6 (Fig. 4) have been unearthed
north of graves 1 to 3, in a second row and above
the surviving top of the east wall of EC Building
M. They contained skeletal remains, but no grave
goods. As a result, no date can be suggested for
these graves.

Grave 4 (Figs. 4 and 11) lay to the west of graves
5 and 6, above the southern room of building M of
the EC settlement. This grave is, relatively speak-
ing, quite rich. The burial pithos was found in situ,
lying on its side and deviating only slightly from
the north-south axis, with its mouth facing south
and sealed with a roughly cut circular schist slab. It
is an ovoid pithos with two crescent-shaped han-
dles, a low cylindrical neck, and a flattened lip (Fig.
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Fig. 13. Grave 4,
small beak-spouted
jug (IM 910).

Fig. 14-15. Grave 4, conical cups of low type (IM 906)
and of high type (IM 909).

Fig. 16. Grave 4, goblet (IM 666).

12). A rectangular slab of schist was placed under
the mouth of the pithos. The upper side of the
pithos was recovered directly beneath the cultiva-
tion layer at a depth of 34 cm, while the lower side
was at a depth of 90 cm, that is to say within the
destruction layer of the EC settlement. It is clear
that a fairly large pit had been dug to bury this
pithos, since it is a large vessel (80 cm high, with a
diameter of 60 cm). The funerary pithos was found
broken into a number of large pieces which, how-
ever, had not been moved out of position; the find
had retained its form.

The removal of the slab sealing the mouth and
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the upper pieces of the pithos allowed the inves-
tigation of the inside of the vessel, which revealed
the following: although the bones were found to
have been quite disturbed, their positions show
that the dead person had been placed inside the
pithos in a contracted position, with the head to-
wards the bottom. It seems that during the burial
it had been necessary to break the wide lip of the
pithos, which had a diameter of 30 cm. (Fig. 12),
at certain points in order to manoeuvre the dead
person inside. This is indicated by the fragments
of the lip found around and beneath the slab that
sealed the pithos. The grave goods were all found
between the centre and the mouth of the pithos,
apparently because they were inserted after the
dead person had been placed inside.

The grave goods included six clay vases: a small
beak-spouted jug (Fig. 13) along with four conical
cups (two of the low type, and two of the high)
(Figs. 14-15) and a goblet (Fig. 16). The small
beak-spouted jug and the conical cups (Figs. 13-
15) are made of the same local red-brown fabric
with marble and micaceous inclusions, and seem to
have constituted a set. The goblet (Fig. 16) is made
of light brown fabric with micaceous inclusions,
most probably imported from another Cycladic is-
land.

The hair of the dead person, possibly a girl, seems
to have been adorned with a bronze hairpin (Fig.
17), which was uncovered in a slanting position
beneath the skull. The hairpin is fairly elaborate in
form due to its slender shaft and rolled up head.
The external side of the roll is decorated with a se-
ries of tiny circular protrusions, which lend a certain
grace to the piece. The hairpin belongs to a type,
which is also known from other areas in the Aegean
and appeared throughout the BA.*! An example of
the type was found in the Cyclades at Phylakopi,
though in a much later context.*

The way hairpins were used is shown to us on the
Altar Fresco decorating the lustral basin in Xeste
3 at LC I Akrotiri.®® In the Akrotiri fresco, one of
the three female figures (the seated figure) wears,
according to Televantou, two pins in her hair, one
the shape of a lily blossom and the other in the
form of a myrtle branch, which are made of sheets
of gold and silver.** The Skarkos example is one
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Fig. 17. Grave 4, bronze hairpin (IM 121).

of the finds which document and prove, through
excavation, the actual use of hairpins in the Aegean
world which were otherwise merely noted in ico-
nography.®

The pottery dates the burial to no later than
early LBA. The small beak-spouted jug (Fig. 13)
is reminiscent of the numerous miniature beak-
spouted jugs from the LC I / LM Ia Akrotiri
Volcanic Destruction Level,®® even though it is
much more bi-conical in form than those exam-
ples. The minoanising shape of the conical cup
(Figs. 14-15) had appeared in the Cyclades by the
Middle Bronze Age, and continued to be pro-
duced until LM IB in Minoan terms, as shown
by evidence from Akrotiri, Thera, and Ayia Irini

31 Kilian-Dirlmeier 1984, 59-60, pl.5, 146-151.

32 Cherry & Davis 2007, 413 with fig. 10.4, no. 707, 414-
415.

3 For other representations, as well as figures showing the
way hairpins were used, see Konstantinidi 2001, 25-26;
Sakellarakis & Sakellaraki 1997, 667.

3 Televantou 1984, 26-27, 45-46, ew. 7: 48, 49; According to
Doumas 1992, 129, figs.105-106 this female figure wears a pin
and a mirtle branch upon her head.

3 Por such finds, see Konstantinidi 2001, 25-26.

36 Marthari 1993, type 22e.
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Fig. 18. Grave 4 and surrounding area from the east:
burial pithos (IM 904) on the right, and cooking pot in
the shape of a wide-mouthed jug (IM 636) on the left.

Fig. 19. Area surrounding grave 4: cooking pot in the
shape of a wide-mouthed jug (IM 636).

on Keos.*” The goblet (Fig. 16), quite individual
in profile, is broadly reminiscent of goblets from
Grave Circle B at Mycenae.*® The ovoid-shaped
funerary pithos (Fig. 12) can be dated, on the ba-
sis of morphological features and the imprint of
a mat on its base, to late MC. It can be supposed
that it was made in late MC, and that it survived
down to the period in which it was used as a
ICR, J.

Traces of intense activity associated with the
cemetery, and probably with grave 4 in particular,
have been noted in the area surrounding the burial
pithos of this grave, at a depth of between 30 and 40
cm (Fig. 18). A small cooking pot in the shape of a
wide-mouthed jug, a type of vessel common at LC
I Akrotiri as well as late MH and LH I Greek Main-
land and Aegina (Fig. 19),%° and two conical cups,
one of which was filled with animal bones, have
been found to the south of, and close to, the sealed
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Fig. 21. Grave 7, nippled ewer (IM 610).

burial pithos. Traces of two fires have also been de-
tected in the wider area of the burial at the same
depth. This excavation data supports the hypothesis
that ritual meals were organised and food offerings
were made at the cemetery.

37 For Akrotiri, Thera, see Gillis 1990, 75, fig. 28; Marthari
1993, types 2a and 2b. For Phylakopi, Melos, see Atkinson et
al. 1904, 133, no. 6, 139, figs. 103-4, pls. XXV, 11, XXVII,
11, pl. XXVI, 3, 5-6, 8-10, 12, 13, 17, 18; Barber 1974,
40-1, fig. 8 (225), pl. 5a, c. For Ayia Irini, Keos, see
Overbeck & Overbeck 1979, Davis 1986, pl. 38a; Cummer
and Schofield 1984, 47-8, 140, pl. 47, Preston 1972, nos. 28,
29, 30.

3 Mylonas 1972, no. I'-24, 56, pl. 231 and no. M-148, 154,
pl. 231.

% Marthari 1993, type 56; Dietz 1991, 297; Zerner 1988, 5
(C, IX, no.18), fig. 23, no. 18.
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Fig. 22. Grave 7, semi-globular cup with pulled-rim
spout (IM 609).

Fig. 23. Grave 7, semi-globular cup with pulled-rim
spout (IM 637).

Grave Group 2
Grave group 2 consists of four graves, nos. 7 to
10 (Fig. 4). Grave 7 is thought to be a pit-grave.
Graves 8 and 9 are jar burials. Grave 10 is a pit.
The contents of pit-grave 7 (Fig. 4), and the ma-
terial associated with it, was brought to light above
the point where Squares 1 and 2 of the EC settle-
ment meet, northwest of the stairs of EC Building
Delta. The grave had been completely destroyed
because the layers in this area had been heavily
disturbed. None of the grave goods, which were
either sepulchral offerings or formed part of the
clothing or toiletry implements of the dead, were

Fig. 24. Grave 7, faience bead (IM 1112 a).

uncovered in situ. Even so, it appears to have been
one of the richest graves at the Skarkos cemetery
excavated to date.

Parts of the skeleton, including the skull and
bones from the upper and lower limbs, and a consid-
erable number of grave goods were found scattered
between the depths of 27 cm and 60 cm. A clay nip-
pled ewer, undoubtedly a local, Iotic product, was
found upside down in an almost vertical position
and lodged between two slabs (Figs. 20, 21); this
is indicative of the heavy disturbance of the grave
contents. Two fine imported Minoan semi-globular
cups with pulled-rim spouts, the one with dark-on-
light decoration and the other simply red-coated,
were recovered beside the nippled ewer (Figs. 22,
23). The cups date the burial to no later than the
Neopalacial period in Minoan terms.*

A faience bead was also found (Fig. 24). The fai-
ence bead is of compacted bi-conical shape and dec-
orated with incisions in torsion. Similar beads with
radial incisions form part of the Aidonia treasure.*!

Bronze artefacts were also brought to light, such
as a punch, (Fig. 25), a pair of tweezers (Fig. 26)
and a double-edged, tongue-shaped razor blade
(Fig. 27). The bronze punch (Fig. 25), which ac-
companied the burial of pit-grave 7, is square in
section and tapers to a sharp end that is circular in
section. It is badly corroded, and as a result looks
thicker than it would have been originally.*?

The bronze pair of tweezers (Fig. 26) is of a type

40 Cups of this shape occur in Neopalacial pottery assem-
blages in Minoan Crete, see for instance Barnard & Brogan
2003, 46, 48 with no. IB.216 and fig. 8.

# Demakopoulou 1996, 67, no. 57.

#2 For punches and their distribution in BA Aegean, see
Branigan 1974, 27.

MIDDLE CYCLADIC AND EARLY LATE CYCLADIC CEMETERIES AND THEIR MINOAN ELEMENTS 51



Fig. 25. Grave 7, bronze
punch (IM 613).

Fig. 26.
Grave 7,
bronze pair
of tweezers

Tt ameny.

Fig. 27. Grave 7, double-edged tongue-shaped razor
blade (IM 612).
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Fig. 28. Wider area of grave 7: legs of tripod cooking
pots (IM 207, 1110, 364).

formed by bending a single sheet, widened towards
the tips, into two arms, and is close to Branigan’s
type II. This type is attested on Crete, Mainland
Greece, and the islands of the Aegean from the
Early to the Late Bronze Age.*

The double-edged tongue-shaped razor blade
(Fig. 27) has convex sides and swells to a maxi-
mum width not far from the tip; it has two holes
in its shoulder for the rivets that secured the han-
dle. The Skarkos razor is reminiscent of Branigan’s
razor type III. The known examples of this type
date from the MB and occur on Crete and the
Greek Mainland.** As regards the Cyclades, the
closest parallels for the Skarkos razor come from
LC I Akrotiri on neighbouring Thera. Two ra-
zors of this type were found there, but they are
wider than the Skarkos example near their ends,
and their handles were attached with three rivets
as opposed to two.*

The tongue-shaped razor and the pair of tweezers
found in Skarkos pit-grave 7 allow us to better un-
derstand a group of four artefacts in the Goulandris
collection, which are recorded as having been found
together on Naxos, and for which an EC II date has
already been proposed.*® The group includes: 1) a
double-edged tongue-shaped razor with two holes
at its shoulder for attaching the handle that is simi-
lar to Branigan’s type I1la,*” and reminiscent of the
Skarkos (Fig. 27) and Akrotiri razors (see above);

# Branigan 1974, 31, 174-5, pl.15; Sakellarakis & Sakellaraki
1997, 602, fig. 629.

# Branigan 1974, 33-34, 177, pl.16.

* Marinatos 1971, 38, pl. 89a; Doumas 2002, 164, fig. 98B.
46 Doumas 2000, 211, nos. 357-9, 219, no. 378.

47 Branigan 1974, 33, 177, pl.16.
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Fig. 31. Grave 9.

2) a pair of tweezers of exactly the same type as the
one from Skarkos (Fig. 26); 3) a dagger suggestive
of LC I Akrotiri examples;*® and 4) a bone handle
shaped like a truncated cone, which belongs either
to the razor or the dagger.* By comparing this
group of bronze items in the Goulandris collection
to the objects recovered from Skarkos pit-grave 7,
it can be suggested that these objects were derived
from a group, probably funerary and dating to the
late MC or the early LC.

In the wider area of pit-grave 7, and above it,
a complete cooking pot in the shape of a wide-
mouthed jug was found at a depth of 25 to 27 cm.
In addition, legs of tripod cooking pots, which also
occur as surface finds at Skarkos, were encountered
at a depth of just 27 cm (Fig. 28). This evidence,
taken together with the aforementioned evidence
from the area of grave 4 in grave group 1, strongly
suggest that rituals including the preparation, of-
fering and consumption of food took place at the
Skarkos cemetery.

The other three graves of grave group 2 were
brought to light a little to the north of pit-grave
7, at a depth of 30 cm (Figs. 4 and 29). The burial
jar of grave 8 was found almost intact, lying on its
side. No human bones or grave goods were found
inside it. The burial vessel is a piriform jar, a type
very common at LC I Akrotiri (Fig. 30).%°

The burial jar of grave 9 was set upright, sup-
ported by slabs (Figs. 4 and 31). The upper part
of the jar had been smashed during the cultivation
of the plot. No human bones or grave goods were
found inside this vessel either. The burial vase is a
conical jar of medium size. Pit-grave 10 contained
human bones, but no grave goods.

Conclusion
The study of the Skarkos cemetery leads to the fol-

lowing conclusions:
This cemetery shares elements with other MC

48 Marinatos 1971, 38, pl. 89a.
4 Doumas 2000, 219, no. 378.
50 Marthari 1993, type 40a.
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Fig. 32. Iotic nippled ewers.

and early LC cemeteries. As regards the plan and
range of grave types, it is reminiscent to a degree of
the Ayia Irini, period IV and VI, cemeteries (grave
groups, pit-, jar- and pithos-burials); in terms of
pottery, it recalls to some extent the Ailas grave
(Minoan and Minoanising pottery, conical and
semi-globular cups).

It is clear that only a part of the Skarkos cem-
etery has been detected and excavated to date. The
surface finds show that the cemetery may also ex-
tend over other areas of the Skarkos hill. To the
best of our knowledge, the grave groups brought
to light date to the late MC and early stages of LC,
given that most of the pottery is coarse, and fine
vases, which are valuable for ascertaining precise
chronology, are rare.

The Skarkos cemetery included primarily infant
and child burials, indicating that the mortality rate
of infants and children was high during its period
of use. Most of the graves have no grave goods,
or are poorly provided for; the exceptions of some
rather rich graves show that differences in wealth
and status existed in the settlement associated with
the cemetery.

Two grave types, pit and jar/pithos, were in
use, and inhumation was the only form of burial
practice. Each grave contained one body placed
in a contracted position. These general features of
graves and burial practices show continuity from
the EC and early MC cemeteries.

According to the excavation data, rituals took
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Fig. 33. Theran nippled ewers.

place in the Skarkos cemetery involving the prep-
aration of food and its offering, particularly in
conical cups, as well as the possible organisation of
meals in the cemetery. This evidence on the one
hand points to a continuation of the rituals occur-
ring in the EC and early MC cemeteries, and on
the other reflects certain aspects of Minoan burial
habits.

The majority of the pottery is local, made of a
characteristic coarse, red-brown fabric with mica
and marble inclusions. A great variety of shapes
are of the Cycladic tradition. They include the
nippled ewer (Fig. 21), the miniature nippled ewer
(Fig. 9), the small beak-spouted jug (Fig. 13), and
a range of open jars which are bi-conical (Fig. 7),
or piriform (Fig. 30) in profile. One form, the
cooking pot in the shape of a wide-mouthed jug,
is of the Cycladic-Helladic tradition (Fig. 19).
However, Minoanising shapes, such as the conical
cup (of both high and low type) (Figs. 14-15), the
hollow-mouthed miniature jug (Fig. 10), and the
tripod cooking pot (Fig. 28), are also represented.
The closed ovoid jar (Fig. 12) is a rather unique
type that combines Cycladic elements, such as
crescent handles at its shoulder, with others of Mi-
noan derivation, such as the cylindrical neck and
flat lip. Most of these shapes have counterparts at
the three extensively-excavated prehistoric Cycla-
dic towns, namely Akrotiri on Thera, Phylakopi
on Melos, and Ayia Irini on Keos, in levels of the
late MC and early stages of LC, which correspond
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chronologically to the New Palace period on
Crete.

It is noteworthy that the local, Iotic, nippled ew-
ers (Fig. 32) recall similar jugs from other Cycla-
dic sites (Fig. 33); however, they display individual
features, such as the broad spout, which set them
apart. Thus, it is once more suggested that in the
late MC and early LC the pottery of every Cycla-
dic island still bore its own special characteristics.

In addition to the local, Iotic pottery there are
also vases imported to los. They comprise the Mi-
noan, fine one-handled semi-globular cups with
pulled-rim spouts on the side (Figs. 22, 23), and
the semi-coarse goblet (Fig. 16), which gives the
impression of being the product of a Cycladic,
but not Iotic workshop. It should be noted that
surface finds from Skarkos corresponding chrono-
logically to the horizon of grave groups 1 and 2

MIDDLE CyCLADIC AND EARLY LATE CYCLADIC CEMETERIES AND THEIR MINOAN ELEMENTS

of the Skarkos cemetery include imports from the
adjacent islands of Thera and Melos, as well as the
Greek Mainland.

The moveable finds, and the clay vessels in par-
ticular, reflect the co-existence of local and Mi-
noan elements, as is usual for Cycladic sites of the
late MC and early stages of LC. Consequently, the
pottery evidence from the cemetery at Skarkos
shows us that the Minoanisation of Ios advanced in
tandem with that of other investigated Cycladic is-
lands, including Keos, Melos, Thera, Naxos, Kato
Kouphonisi, and Delos. In addition, the move-
able finds, and in particular the bronze artefacts,
also present parallels with Crete, Thera and the
Greek Mainland, showing strong interconnections
throughout the Aegean area during the period un-
der discussion.

55



Bibliography

Atkinson, T.D. et al. 1904
Excavations at Phylakopi in Melos
(BSA Suppl. 4), London.

Barber, R.L.IN. 1974

‘Phylakopi 1911 and the history of
the later Cycladic Bronze Age’,
BSA 69, 1-53.

Barber, R.L.N. 1981

‘A tomb at Agios Loukas, Syros:
some thoughts on Early-Middle
Cycladic Chronology’, JMAA 1,
167-79.

Barber, R.L.N. 1987
The Cyclades in the Bronze Age,
London.

Barber, R.L.N. & O. Hadjianasta-
siou 1989

‘Mikre Vigla: a Bronze Age settle-
ment on Naxos’, BSA 84, 63-162.

Barnard, K. A. & T. M. Brogan
2003

Mochlos IB, Period III, Neopalacial
settlement on the coast: the Artisans’
Quarter and the farmhouse at
Chalinomouri. The neopalacial pottery,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.

Branigan, K. 1974

Aegean Metalwork of the Early and
Middle Bronze Age (Oxford Mono-
graphs in Classical Archaeology),
Oxtord.

Catling, H.W.,, Catling, E. A. & D.
Smyth 1979

‘Knossos 1975: Middle Minoan III
and Late Minoan I houses by the
Acropolis’, BSA 74, 1-80.

56

Cherry J. E & J. L. Davis 2007
‘Chapter 10: The other finds’, in
C. Renfrew et al. 2007, 401-37.

Cummer W.W. & E. Schofield
1984

Keos 11, Ayia Irini, House A, Mainz
am Rhein.

Davis, J.L. 1986
Keos V, Ayia Irini: period V, Mainz
am Rhein.

Dawkins, R.M. & J.P. Droop,
1910-11

‘The excavations at Phylakopi in
Melos, 1911, BSA 17, 1-22.

Demakopoulou, K., (ed.), 1996
The Aidonia Treasure: seals and jewel-
lery of the Aegean Late Bronze Age,
Athens.

Dietz, S. 1991
The Argolid in the transition to the
Mycenaean Age, Copenhagen.

Doumas, C. 1977
Early Bronze Age burial habits in the
Cyclades (SIMA 48), Goteborg.

Doumas, C. 1992
The wall-paintings of Thera, Athens.

Doumas, C. G. 2000
Early Cycladic culture: The N. P
Goulandris Collection, Athens.

Doumas, Ch. 2002
‘Avaoonap? Axputnpelov Bfead,
Pract 1999, 155-202.

Fotou, V. 1983
‘Les sites de I'epoque néolithique et
de I'age du Bronze 3 Naxos

(recherches archéologiques jusque
en 1980)’, in Les Cyclades: materi-
aux pour une étude de géographie his-
torigue, Rougemont, G. (ed.), Paris,
15-57.

Gillis, C. 1990
‘Statistical analysis and conical cups:
a preliminary report from Akrotiri,

Thera’, OpAth 18:5, 63-93.

Hadjianastasiou, O. 1989
‘Some hints of Naxian external

connections in the earlier Bronze

Age’, BSA 84, 205-15.

Hadjianastasiou, O. 1993

‘Naxian pottery and external rela-
tions in Late Cycladic I-II’, in Wace
and Blegen: Pottery as evidence for
trade in the Aegean Bronze Age 1939-
1989, Zerner, C. W. (ed.),
Amsterdam, 257-62.

Karo, G. 1930

‘Archaeologische Funde aus dem
Jahre 1920 und der ersten halfte
von 1930, Griechenland und
Dodekanes’, AA, 88-167.

Kilian-Dirlmeier, 1. 1984

Nadeln der friihelladischen bis
archaischen Zeit von der Peloponnes,
(BPF X111, 8), Miinchen.

Konstantinidi, E.M. 2001

Jewellery revealed in the burial contexts
of the Greek Bronze Age (Bar
International Series 912), Oxford.

Maragou, L. (ed.) 1990

Cycladic Culture: Naxos in the 3"
Millennium BC, Athens.

MarisA MARTHARI



Marinatos, S 1971
Excavations at Thera IV (1970 sea-
son), Athens.

Marthari, M.E. 1990

udiprog, évag [Towtonvudadnodg
owtop.og oty Lo, in Topvua N.II.
LIovdavdpsj - Movaeio Kvxdadixije
Téyvne. Awarééerg 1986-1989,
Athens, 97-100.

Marthari, M.E 1993

Axpwrijpr Orjpag: n xepauej tov
2rpdyuaros e Hpatorsianyc
Karaorpoypijg, Dissertation, Athens
University.

Marthari, M.E 1997

‘Ao 10 Xnapno oty IToloyvy:
[Mopotneyoetg Yo Ty 1OWVKVIKO-
OLMOYOUINY] AVATTVEY] TWV OULTCPLGY
¢ Hpwiung Enoync tov Xodxod
ottg Kurhadeg ot to vrota tov
Bopetoavatoixnold Aryatov’, in H
oAy nar p Ipciune Enoyij tov
Xakxob oro Bdpsio Arpato / Poliochni e
I’ Antica Eta del Bronzo nell’” Egeo
Settentrionale, C.G. Doumas & V. La
Rosa (eds.), Athens, 262-82.

Marthari, M.E 1999

To Agyatodoyixd Movoeio s Tov:

2 "Ovrouy mepujynon otis apyaldTyTeS s
Tov péow tawv exbsudrawv rov Movoeiov,
Athens.

Marthari, M.E. 2001a

‘Altering information from the
past: illegal excavations in Greece
and the case of the Early Bronze
Age Cyclades’, in Tiade in illicit
antiquities: the destruction of the
World’s archaeological heritage, N.
Brodie, J. Doole & C. Renfrew
(eds.) (McDonald Institute
Monographs), Cambridge, 161-72.

Marthari, M.E. 2001b
‘Avoonoes, SlopoQPwoELg
XOYALOAOYIHWY YWOWY KL LOVTELONA
gpyx ot vnoa To xar Zopo’, in H
2uppolij tov Yrovgyeiov Atyaiov otnp

MiDDLE CYCLADIC AND EARLY LATE CYCLADIC CEMETERIES AND THEIR MINOAN ELEMENTS

Epevva nat avddeiEy) tov moliriapot tov
Apyreddyovs, Athens, 88-93.

Marthari, M.E. 2001¢

‘H Onpo and v Ioowun ot Méon
Enoyn touv XaAxob: o anoteréopata
amd g avaonapés otov DTEANO uat Tov
Ayto Iwavvn tov Edenpove’ in
Zavropivy: Orjpa, Oneaoia, Aompovijor,
Hoaworeia, 1. M. Danezis (ed.),
Athens, 105-20.

Marthari, M.E. 2002

‘Exbéoerg povoeiny xat 0 poLog Tov
oY toAOYoL TG EAAvinng
Apyarohoymng Ynnpeoiag: To
TUEABSELY X TNG TUQOLCLAGYG TOV
TEWTONLUAXSIXOL xOGpoV’, in To
HEMow Tov apelldvtog pag:
Awyvevovrac ¢ mpoortirés e
Agyawdoyiijc Yrnpeoiac rar tyg
EMpvic Agyatodoyiag, ZoAMoyos
EMijvewrv Agyaioddywr, Athens 2002,
167-73.

Marthari, ML.E. 2004

‘Tos, Archiologisches Museum:
Skarkos’, in Pini, L. (ed.), Kleinere
Griechische Sammlungen:
Neufunde aus Griechenland und
der westlichen Tiirkei, CMS V,
Supplementum 3, Berlin.

Marthari, M.E. 2008

‘Aspects of pottery circulation in
the Cyclades during the early EB
II: Fine and semi-fine imported
ceramic wares at Skarkos, Tos’, in
Horizon-Opilwy, a colloquium on the
prehistory of the Cyclades, N. Brodie
et al. (eds.), (McDonald Institute
Monographs), Cambridge, 71-84.

Mylonas, G.E. 1972
O Taypede Koxdog B twy Moxpvov,
Athens.

Overbeck, G.E 1984

‘The development of grave types at
Ayia Irini, Kea’, in The Prehistoric
Cyclades: contributions to a workshop

on Cycladic chronology, J.A.
MacGillivray, J.A. & R.L.N. Barber
(eds.), Edinburgh, 114-8.

Overbeck, G.E 1986
‘The graves’, in Davis 1986, 79-80.

Overbeck, G.E 1989

‘The cemeteries and the graves’, in
Overbeck, J. C., Keos V11, Ayia
Irini: period IV] part 1: the stratigraphy
and the find deposits, Mainz am
Rhein, 184-205.

Opverbeck, J.C. & Overbeck, G.E
1979

‘Consistency and diversity in the
Middle Cycladic era’, in Papers in
Cycladic Prehistory, J.L. Davis & J. E
Cherry (eds.) (Monograph 14,
Institute of Archaeology, University
of California), Los Angeles, 106~
12.

Papadopoulou, Ph. 1965
‘Apyonotreg not pvnpeio Korha-
Swv: Mnhog’, ArchDelt 20, Chron,
508-14.

Papagiannopoulou, A. 1991

The influence of Middle Minoan pot-
tery on the Cyclades (SIMA-PB 96),
Goteborg.

Papathanasopoulos, G.A. 1963,
‘Kuorhadind Naov’, ArchDelt 17,
Melete, 104-51.

Popham, M. R. 1984
The Unexplored Mansion at Knossos,

London.

Preston L. E. 1972

House F: a building of the Late
Bronze Age at Ayia Irini on Keos,
Dissertation, University of
Cincinnati.

Renfrew, C. 1972

The emergence of civilisation: The
Cyclades and the Aegean in the third
millennium B.C, London.

57



Renfrew, C. et al. (eds.) 2007
Excavations at Phylakopi in Melos
1974-77 (BSA supplementary vol-
ume 7), London.

Renfrew, C. with C. Scarre, T.
Whitelaw & N. Brodie 2007
‘Chapter 3: The excavated areas’, in
C. Renfrew et al. 2007 (eds.),
19-86.

Rubensohn, O. 1917

‘Die prahistorischen und frithges-
chitlichen Funde auf dem
Burghitigel von Paros’, AttMitt 42,
1-98.

58

Sakellarakis, Y & E. Sakellaraki
1997

Apydveg: Mia véa pard oty Mwwig
Korjry, Athens.

Schallin, A. L. 1993

Lslands under influence: the Cyclades in
the Late Bronze Age and the nature of
Mycenaean presence (SIMA 111),
Jonsered.

Stephanos, K. 1903
‘Avooxagol Naov’, Pract, 52-7.

Stephanos, K. 1905
‘Les tombeaux prémycéniens de

Naxos’, in Comptes rendus du
Congres international d” archéologie,
1ére session, Athénes, 216-25.

Televantou, Ch. 1984
‘Kooufpoato and v npolotopx

Onoa’, ArchEph, 14-54.

Zerner, C. 1988

‘Middle Helladic and Late Helladic
I pottery from Lerna: part II,
Shapes’, Hydra 4 (1988), 1-10.

MARISA MARTHARI



The Afiartis Project: excavations at the Minoan
settlement of Fournoi, Karpathos (2001-2004)

— a preliminary report*
Manolis Melas

Topography and geographical
background

The settlement of Fournoi is located in the south-
ern part of the island of Karpathos (Latitude 35° 26'
35" E, Longitude 27° 8' 49" N; altitude ¢. 43 metres
a.s.l. — Figs. 1-2). It is only a few hundred metres
from the sea lapping the broad, flat and fertile plain
of Kato Afiartis. Selective surface survey in the plain
identified several prehistoric and especially Minoan
sites' (Figs. 1-2 ). One of these is in the process of
being excavated at Fournoi, while another, at Kon-
tokephalo, has already been dug.?

The coastline and corresponding (prehistoric)

Fig. 1. (left)
Evidence for
Middle Minoan —
Late Minoan I set-
tlement on
Karpathos as
revealed from
extensive survey.

Fig. 2. (right)
Middle Minoan —
Late Minoan I
sites on the coastal

plain of Afiartis,

southern

harbours to the east, south and southwest are vis-
ible from the settlement. A preliminary examina-
tion of the pottery indicates that the settlement
spanned a period of about 250 years (late Pro-
topalatial — end of Late Minoan IA, ¢. 1750-1500
BC).

The inhabited area was confined to the eastern
fringes of a low hill and to its northern, flat and

* 1 take this opportunity to thank the Ph.D. candidate Anna
Klys for her unfailing assistance, andINSTAP and Demo-
kritos University of Thrace for their financial support.

! Melas 1985.

2 Melas & Karantzali 2000.

Karpathos.
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infertile extension, immediately below and east of
a low and rocky clift (Fig. 3). The settlement cov-
ered an elongated area of about 5 acres. The loca-
tion and layout of the settlement indicates that the
main criteria for its situation were the following: a)
access to physical resources (mainly water and cul-
tivable land and avoidance of its usage for building
activities); b) easy access to, and good view of, the
sea; ¢) direction of the sun, and, lastly d) protection
from the winds.

Excavation and study of

Minoan houses and field walls
(2001)

Sector 1

The 2001 excavation was carried out in three sec-
tors.” In sector I, situated in the southern part of
the settlement, the remains of a dwelling, whose
eastern part rested on a rubble stone terrace, were
brought to light. Only part of the clay floor and
the structure of a stepped entrance in the south-
west corner of the edifice have been preserved
(Fig. 4).
as well as of associated fallen stones on the floor

The total absence of wall foundations,
is due to two reasons: Firstly, erosion has meant
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that remains are found almost on the surface; and
secondly, plundering over a long period by local
people who needed stones for their field-walls, has
particularly reduced those walls associated with the
excavated settlement, the diachronic use of which
(already from Minoan times) was demonstrated by
this year’s excavation.

The floor of the excavated room rested on fine
rubble bedding and comprised a dense-grain earth,
light grey in colour and containing small-sized
stones and lumps of soft, light coloured, calcareous
stone. In the east and SE part of the room, the soft
bedrock, which resembles the rest of the floor in
texture and colour, had been cut into and levelled
for use as a floor. The floor bedding is composed
of darker and looser earth, mixed with small stones
(Fig. 4).

Due to the inclination of the ground, the floor’s
extension to the east, part of which may have been
a courtyard, rested upon a rubble terrace composed
of stones of all sizes and small quantities of pot-
sherds in an earth matrix (Fig. 8, behind the field
wall).

On the SE side of the floor area an oblong heap
of very fine sand was found, the origin of which
is of great interest (Figs. 3-4). From the first, it

3 see Melas 2002.
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Fig. 4. Sector I. The floor substructure is composed of
darker and looser earth, mixed with small stones.

was thought to have arrived here due to the tsu-
nami caused by the Theran eruption. Evidence of
tsunami also seemed to be indicated by the rock
found lying on a floor in Sector II, which appar-
ently rolled down from the overlying cliff during
an earthquake, probably that associated by some
with the Theran eruption (Fig. 5).

Evidently the floor level on the southwest part
of the edifice was lower than the base of the wall
foundations, a phenomenon also found at the near-
by Kontokefalo. The way the doorway was con-
structed at the southwest corner of the dwelling
does indeed demonstrate that, upon entering, one
had to go down two steps, one hewn in the soft
rock, the other one built. The cutting of the rock
carries on immediately to the right of the entrance
in a south-easterly direction, and this apparently
formed the base on which the south wall of the
house rested.

On the left just inside the entrance, in the south-
west corner of the room a wide-mouthed, bridge-

EXCAVATIONS AT THE MINOAN SETTLEMENT OF FOURNOI, KARPATHOS

Fig. 5. Sector II. Part of the floor (2001) with the rock,
which rolled down from the cliff.

spouted jar was found in situ (Fig. 6). It was located
high up, over a metre above the floor. The edge of
its base rested against the natural bedrock which
had evidently been cut at this point and used as part
of” the western side of the room, with a wall built
upon or against it. The lower part of the jar’s body
was leaning upon two stones in such a way that
it lay at an angle towards the centre of the room.
A similar situation was, until recently, common in
the traditional houses of Karpathos, where the so-
called water-jar stand, a niche built into the wall
about one metre above the floor level, was located
immediately to the right or left of the entrance,
with the water-jar leaning at an angle on a wooden

support.

Sector 11

As the 2001 excavation showed, Sector II was a
relatively large, inhabited area (Figs. 3, 7, 9). This
space is delineated on the north and south by trans-
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Fig. 6. Sector I. West part of building, top layer. The
edge of pot’s base rested on the natural bedrock.The
pot is here seen in situ after its excavation.

verse (following the direction of the slope) walls,
0.60-0.70 c¢m thick and about six metres apart (Fig.
7). The size of the area and the quantity and nature
of the finds from the fill of the floor terrace indicate
that we probably have to do with a courtyard rather
than an interior. It was thought that this courtyard
was an annexe to an adjoining dwelling, all traces
of which have now disappeared. Only the SE side
of the “courtyard” has so far been excavated. Two
distinct archaeological deposits, separated by a floor,
were revealed. The lower deposit was the fill of an
artificial terrace and varied in thickness due to the
irregular formation of the slope, with the great-
est depth, at the bottom of a shallow bedrock pit,
reaching over one metre (Figs. 7, 9). Excavation
showed that this layer formed the bedding of a floor
which, due to the sheer drop of the cliff, took the
form of a thick terrace. The construction of the lat-
ter is interesting, since it is far from traditional and
modern practice.

A strong retaining wall would certainly have
been constructed in the front of this terrace in a
north-south direction. However, this wall has not
been preserved due to erosion, as was the case with
the dwelling to the south of the “courtyard”. What
do remain and are of interest are three low, irregu-
lar, transverse walls built on east-west or southwest-
northeast axes. The intervening spaces were filled
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with debris so that the floor acquired a strong,
compact and long-lasting substratum, which has
been preserved intact.

The fill consisted of different sized stones mixed
with earth and abundant potsherds (e.g. Figs. 12-
15). Many of the stones appear to have been worked
and presumably came from a house that preceded
the one under discussion. Millstones were also
among the debris.

The date of the associated pottery seems to of-
fer a plausible solution to the question of the de-
bris’ origin. A preliminary examination of the pot-
tery shows that so far recognisable sherds belong
to the Protopalatial period (MM II). Among these,
the most distinct ones are post-Kamares ware an-
gular (carinated) cups, conical cups with straight
string marks on their base, and cooking pot legs,
flat-ovoid in section. However, at least some of the
pottery from the floor deposits appears to be later,
dating to the Neopalatial period. Some of the sur-
face pottery from the site (including the complete
pot from Sector I, Figs. 6) also belongs to this pe-
riod.

We can conclude that the debris probably came
from one or more nearby, or even adjoining, Pro-
topalatial buildings. This building was probably lo-
cated to the south of the terrace in the now com-
pletely eroded “intermediary space” (see below).
It appears that the debris was moved and re-used
during the wider building programme which in-
volved the construction of a new cluster of houses
and courtyards to replace of the old ones (includ-
ing that in the “intermediary space”) that had been
destroyed, apparently by an earthquake.

A great part of the floor of what we have labelled
a courtyard seems to have been destroyed with only
its western part preserved and now partly excavat-
ed. The floor comprises of trodden, light coloured
earth mixed with tiny stones and potsherds. A flat
stone found in situ on the floor presumably indi-
cates the existence of a paved area. To the north of
this, an east-W stone feature of unknown purpose
was revealed resting on the floor. It could perhaps
have divided activity areas or even the location of
animals within the “courtyard”. A medium sized,
dark grey stone found nearby may have been a
whetstone.
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Fig. 7. Plan of Sector II after the excavation in 2004.

The intermediary space

Sector II is located some twenty metres to the
north of Sector I. The intervening space is ar-
chaeologically empty and is comprised of a slight-
ly sloping ground (Figs. 3, 8). It is bordered on
the west by the abrupt cliffs of the hill, called
“Tou Mari to Kefali”, and on the east by a narrow
agricultural field which runs alongside the settle-
ment (Sectors I — II). In the south it is delim-
ited by the northern, destroyed, part of the floor
of Sector I, and in the north by the W-E thick
wall (attached to the terrace and associated floor),
bordering the south of Sector II. The surface of
this intermediary space is composed of the disin-
tegrated soft white-yellow bedrock found in the
area and no trace of human presence or activity
remained, even though it was certainly used in the
prehistoric period.

It seems most likely that this used to be the cen-
tre of the settlement based on the suitability of
its location and the fact that dwellings have been
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found on either side. However, weathering, ero-
sion, stone looting and its use (on the leeward side)
for animals and beehives, all resulted in the total

obliteration of remains.

Sector 111

This sector includes a narrow field on the top of
the hill (Fig. 3). On its east side, it is supported
by the massive (“cyclopean”) Minoan terrace wall
(see below). A trial trench was opened in the cen-
tre of this area. The shallow (c. 1020 cm) deposit
between the surface and the bedrock contained
nothing but sparse pottery sherds. The surface of
the field, however, has produced a relatively larger
quantity of potsherds, including pithos and cook-
ing pot fragments, as well as two fine imported
sherds (Kamares). The latter could be connected
to some worship rituals probably held on the top
of the hill, a hypothesis that could be reinforced by
the interpretation of the present geological forma-
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tion on the west side of the small plateau as indica-

tive of the exixtence of rock-shelters in the past.
In Minoan Crete, the presence of Kamares ware
in caves and rock-shelters has often been linked to
cult activities.

The organisation of the fields

The 2001 investigation offered impressive results
on the dating and organisation of the agricultural
fields just next to the settlement being excavated.
These fields would have been important as essen-
tial means agricultural production for the prehis-
toric inhabitants of the area. The modern farmers,
who lived until recently in similar settlements, call

these fields “owléc
attached to the house or were located very near.

(courtyards), because they were

They were thus taken to be extensions of the house
courtyards.

The terrace walls (Fig. 8) of three of these fields,
which comprised parallel stepped terraces facing
east, were cleaned and studied. The uppermost
one skirts the top of the hill. It borders Sector
IIT on the east and consists of massive (“cyclope-
an”) masonry built in a line. The associated pot-
tery is exclusively Minoan, as is the pottery from
the other two walls. The middle wall is located in
front of the excavated section of the settlement
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Fig. 8. Sector I. A sec-
tion of one of the
Minoan field walls

(2001).

(Sectors I —II, Fig. 8). The third lies about forty
metres further to the east and encloses a large flat
field which extends up to the northernmost ex-
tension of the settlement (Sector V). In the latter
two cases we have two different types of walling.

The first type uses higher quality (more com-
pact) boulders for the foundations and base of the
wall compared to those used in Sector III. They are
better and more firmly placed and positioned up-
right, a feature that seems to characterize the wall-
ing of the ‘Minoan’ era on Karpathos. There are
more examples from other Minoan sites on the is-
land, including several others at the Afiartis region
and a couple more at Lefkos. There are hundreds,
if not thousands of other examples, all over the ex-
tensive plain of Afiartis.

The other type of masonry is supplementary to
the last in that it overlies the ‘megalithic’ substruc-
ture. It comprises rubble masonry of much smaller
stones (Fig. 8, bottom left).

According to the above information, it is almost
certain that we have here at Afiartis a strong indica-
tion of continuity in the agricultural system’s func-
tion and field exploitation for about four thousand
years. The data indicate that the abandonment of
the settlement at Fournoi and elsewhere at Afiartis
did not necessarily bring about abandonment of the
associated fields. The latter appears to have been
cultivated without interruption until the modern
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Fig. 9.

Sector II
2004. The
main building
seen from the
south, includ-
ing the com-
plete layout
of the terrace
and the possi-
ble position
of the eastern
wall (bottom
right).

era, a hypothesis that presupposes the constant
maintenance of the terrace walls to keep the earth
(“Baotaot”) in place. However, due to a number of
external factors e.g. piracy, there do appear to have
been certain periods of abandonment as indicated
by later, rough repairs to the Minoan walls.

Excavation of Minoan building
complex (2004)

The target of the 2004 season was to establish the
north, west and east limits as well as the plan, char-
acter and function of the built features uncovered
in 2001.*

The unexcavated slope west and north of the ex-
cavated area was investigated. After removing the
deposits overlying the floor level (surface strata and
destruction layers) the depth of which fluctuated
between ¢. 10 and 40 cm depending on the slope,
new architectural features came to light, which link
structurally with those already identified (north
and south walls, floor, terrace).

EXCAVATIONS AT THE MINOAN SETTLEMENT OF FOURNOI, KARPATHOS

Building — residence

The western edge of the floor portion and of the
stone parapet (revealed in 2001) coincides with the
beginning of a low (maximum height ¢. 40 cm)
artificial terrace produced by a longitudinal cutting
made into the sloping soft rock of the hill. This ter-
race is bordered by the south and north housewalls
found in the 2001 and by the eastern and western
walls discovered in 2004 (Figs. 7, 9).

To the west of the western end of the floor (ex-
cavated in 2001) and ¢. 2.5 m from it, a transverse
wall appeared that joins with the two others already
known, making a TT-shape, which surely continued
eastwards to meet the now vanished transverse east
wall of the building. It now appears that the large
terrace wall was probably built at a distance of ¢
8 m from that on the west (Figs. 7, bottom left, 9
bottom right).

To roof a building of such a size in this period
required suitable supports e.¢. interior walls and/
or pillars. Indeed an appropriate transverse wall

* Cf Melas 2005, fig. 41.
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(kontotoichi in local ethnography) c¢. 60 cm wide
was unearthed in 2004 (Figs 7, med-left, 9 mid-
bottom). It has a north-south orientation with its
lower courses buttressing the west low terrace al-
ready mentioned. Its length covers about two thirds
of the narrow side of the building. It begins from
the west end of the bed stone parapet and the as-
sociated northwest edge of the 2001 floor, and ends
up at the northern wall. Before abutting the latter,
it leaves a narrow passage for communication be-
tween the rooms on either side.

The central room

This is a relatively large space ¢. 6.5 x 5.5 m,
the roofing of which would not have been pos-
sible without the use of a central pillar, unless part
of the space was an open courtyard. In this case,
the stylobate would have been founded upon the
eastern artificial terrace, the sophisticated and solid
construction of which may have been related to
this possibility.

Owing to the nature (soil composition and incli-
nation) of the ground and the serious erosion, the
overall ground-plan of the room eludes us (Figs 7
bottom left, 9 bottom right). Only the western side
has been partly preserved, including the buttress
wall (kontotoichi) and part of the north and south
walls. It is certain that the latter continued east-
wards and that their foundations rested not upon
the terrace (which is bordered by the two walls),
but on a solid ground. We also established the east-
ern borders of the artificial terrace, which should
rather have signalled the position of the eastern
wall, where the entrance to the house should have
been located (Figs. 7, 9).

For the reasons stated above, only the western
side of the room has been partially preserved. In
its southwest corner, part of the clay floor has sur-
vived. This rests on the deep artificial terrace that
covers the slope to the east. A low stone bench
(parapet) rests upon the north side of the floor next
to a whetstone which was found in situ.

The parapet points to the east, but its length is
unknown. This year's work has shown that this
feature may have been part of the edge of a clay
sleeping platform (Figs. 7, 9 mid bottom), similar
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to that known in Karpathian ethnography as cowpdg
(sofa in English) and frequently encountered in tra-
ditional houses in the area.

The fine clay surface of the ‘bed’is a few centi-
metres lower than the top of the stone surrounds,
apparently so that it could hold the mattress. Traces
of this surface seem to survive in the northwest
corner of the room. The bed was attached to the
transverse wall (kontotoichi) which appears to have
had one or two niches in its lower courses overly-
ing the pillows of the sleeping people. This is de-
duced from the evidence provided by one of the
stones of the wall, which has an artificial shallow
hollow on its upper surface. Such fixtures above
sleeping platforms are also a common feature in the
local traditional farmhouses.

The eastern and northern limits of the sleeping
platform cannot be established. It seems likely that
in the north it terminated at the point where two
adjacent stones abut the buttress wall and run paral-
lel to the parapet further south. The few traces of a
clay floor that survive between these stones and the
north wall were probably part of the floor of the
room rather than of the sleeping platform. At the
junction between the buttress and the north wall,
a narrow passage was constructed connecting the
rooms on either side.

The back room

This is a long, narrow space (c. 6.5 x 2.5 m)
easily roofed (Figs. 7 top left, 9 bottom left). The
roofing would be constructed by transversal wood-
en beams resting, on one side, on the back wall
and the buttress, and on the other southern side,
on a horizontal wooden beam which would have
substituted the missing part of the partition wall as
a supplement for xovtototyac.

The space communicates with the central
room, which lies at a lower level, mainly through
the wide opening between the southern termina-
tion of the buttress (kontotoichi = short wall) and
the south wall. In local ethnography this arrange-
ment is common, and the interior room is called
kontothouki. Here, however, the existence of one
more entrance, like that in the northeast corner of
the kontotoichi, would have been inconceivable.
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The rear western wall has one face only, con-
sisting of a single row of large and unworked
blocks which lean back onto the abruptly sloping
soft rock. The interstices were filled with smaller
stones and clay. The floor was formed in the fol-
lowing way. First, the soft uneven surface of the
slope was roughly smoothed. Next, rubble was
introduced into the hollow space to construct an
even low terrace. Then, the protruding parts of
the bedrock were levelled, mainly in the north
side, and the rest of the surface was covered with
beaten earth mixed with small stones and pebbles.
The floor (‘n&bvy’ in local ethnography) is not well
preserved.

On the ground, in the northwest corner of the
room, two relatively large stones may have been
as a manger rather than intended for supporting
a pithos. A similar construction was found on the
floor further south, adjacent to the west wall. Here
the edges of the construction seem to intrude into
an earth deposit at the point where the stones of
the west wall are missing. This feature seems to
point to a later, secondary use of the room (Figs. 7,
9, 10).

To this later phase belong three other small
stone constructions, along the middle long axis
of the room (Figs. 7, 9, 10), which seem to have
been slots for slim wooden roof pillars. It seems
that the roof of the initial structure, a considerable
time after its construction, had suffered serious
damage requiring hasty repairs. Effectively, the
use of the space must have changed, perhaps to
animal sheltering (barn).

Northern supplementary buildings and street

To the north and northwest of the main building,
on the stony slope that extends nearly ten metres
northwards, below and along the almost flat and
rocky continuation of the hill (the centre of the
settlement), the badly preserved remains of some
small buildings were uncovered (Figs. 3, 7). Here
the slope of the ground is rather steep and it was
necessary for it to be levelled by means of a terrace
similar to that of the central building, but without
strengthening transverse walls. Instead, the terrace
wall was made of massive stones, some of which
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PR N Vil - s
Fig. 10. Sector II 2004. The back room from the north.
Rough stone bases of wooden roof posts can be

observed along the longitudinal axis.

have survived immediately north of the preserved
end of north wall of the building. At this point, and
in a narrow space (c. 2.30 x 5 m), next to and at the
north end of the north wall, a few building remains
were preserved.

A wall on the west side of this space, associated
with a large rock which later shifted destroying it,
bordered the north wall of the main building. Its
full length cannot be determined but it probably
reached as far as the presumed street, which runs at
an angle some ten metres further north. A couple
of stones from the foresaid wall can be seen under
the rock. Immediately to the east, we came across
a slightly sloping surface of levelled soft rock that
had obviously been a floor. From the point where
the slope ends, the floor continues east as a trod-
den earth surface. A large closed vessel was found
on this surface. The floor is best preserved on the
east side next to the end of the north wall. The

67




Fig. 12.
Fragments from
plain and deco-

rated carinated
cups.

Fig. 11. Base and belly frag-

ments from late or post-
Kamares pottery. The top left
bears traces of white decora-
tion.

Fig. 13. Rim and belly fragments from
hemispherical cups with everted rim.

evidence points to a narrow room attached to the
northern wall of the central building. It was prob-
ably a barn which communicated with the back
room through a passage, a convenient means for
hay accomodation. In local ethnography this kind
of hayloft is called ‘xodpmbag’.

Further north, only part of the terrace’s fill is
preserved, consisting of earth and stones of vari-
ous sizes. These remains appear to finish in a shal-
low gully that emerges from a low rocky plateau
in the west, creating by erosion a natural passage
with steps on its west side, and making its way east
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Some old stones set in a row across the hill could

be possibly taken as parts of steps of a street. This
natural formation was used until recently as a path.

Pottery and stratigraphy

Further investigation to east, west and north of the
2001 excavation has allowed us to confirm that the
overwhelming majority of the pottery is located in
the layers of the main terrace in the central room of
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Fig. 14. Jar shoulder fragments
decorated with splash and
trickle patterns and bands.

Fig. 15. Rim and belly fragments from hole-
mouthed jars.

Sector II. This forms a stratigraphically important
group that will be of great value in dating the finds
and associated architecture. We are dealing with a
“closed deposit”, that is a sealed, and stylistically
and chronologically homogeneous concentration
of artefacts, since they were deposited at the same
time.

By using vertical and horizontal stratigraphy, as-
suming that the debris originated in a destroyed
building nearby, it can be concluded that the pot-
tery of the closed group is older than the pottery
from the deposits of the building on top of the ter-
race. Their relative chronological relationship will
be further clarified through stylistic analysis.

EXCAVATIONS AT THE MINOAN SETTLEMENT OF FOURNOI, KARPATHOS

What eludes us is the absolute chronology of
the pottery and its deposition in the terrace and in
the later building. If the time difference was great
enough, there must have been a stylistic variability
between the pottery groups. If not, it will be dif-
ficult to identify differences in style.

Generally, the pottery’s state of preservation is
not good, the fragments being small with little or
no decoration preserved. This is, of course to be
expected in the case of the terrace where the pot-
tery formed part of a fill. A preliminary glance at
the ceramic repertory (especially from the terrace)
shows that there exist characteristic Protopalatial
types (many Middle Minoan IIB-IIIA), most of
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them imported. We illustrate here some of the
characteristic shapes: Cups (Kamares, carinated,
rounded, with straight marks underneath base
etc.); jars (oval-mouthed, hole-mouthed, with
splash and trickle decoration); cooking vessels
with thin section (Figs. 11-15). The pottery of
the second building period, post-dating the ter-
race assemblage, needs further study, but it seems
that part of it carries on the old palace tradition,
whereas the rest falls within the Neopalatial pe-
riod (e.g. the complete spouted jar from Sector I,
Fig. 6).

Discussion: Minoan accultura-
tion versus colonialism

The plenary session of the Colloquium on “The
Minoans in central, eastern and northern Aegean”
(227423 January 2005) was intended to be a dis-
cussion of the nature of Minoan presence at sites
where the represented investigations were con-
ducted. Empirical and analytical matters of manu-
facture, provenance, distribution, style and chro-
nology were discussed after each individual paper.
The longstanding historical question of the Mi-
noan penetration overseas is complex and needs
to be addressed with appropriate and up-to-date
theoretical and methodological tools.

The present author emphasized this at the outset
by suggesting two avenues of approach. The first
concerned the need to ask the speakers to express
their views on how they envisage the origins and
development of Minoan presence at their sites. In
my view, this line was not adequately pursued.

The second was more substantive and concerned
critical and theoretical approaches. The author sug-
gested that for more than 100 years, indeed since
the Evans era, the problem we still face is one of
stalemate. Victorian ideals and neo-evolutionary
ideas still prevail. These promote anachronistic
models serving the interests of the present. ‘Mi-
noan’ is nothing but a myth, an invented culture
diachronically incorporating an imperialist gener-
ic code. It offers an excuse for the colonialism of
the Victorian era, whose imperial grandeur found
expression through palaces, both at home and in
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the colonial centres. These, in turn, have provided
models for unsubstantiated interpretations of the
Minoan “palaces” in neo-evolutionary terms, as
seats of states and empires. The notion of the latter
has inevitably been linked with another misinter-
pretation, that of Minoan colonialism and the so-
called thalassocracy.

If we can rid ourselves of empiricist methodolo-
gies and of modern — including nationalist — and
politically suspect preoccupations, we can move
towards critical and theoretical approaches. This
involves an engagement with contemporary, new
and interesting ideas deriving from such intellec-
tual fields as philosophy, sociology, critical theory,
anthropology, social and cultural theory, phenom-
enology, structuralism, and realism. The two latter
are anti-empiricist, implying that what is important
is invisible to the eye and that we thus need to go
beyond appearances searching for the essence.

I had hoped to discuss how these ideas might
be applied to the issues under discussion at a later
point in the proceedings. However, no opportu-
nity presented itself since the too much time — in
my view — was taken up by discussions of sites and
pottery, and whether the presence of Minoan ma-
terial cultural traits and technology (architecture,
artefacts, potter’s wheels and kilns or loom weights,
murex dyes) should necessarily be equated with ar-
rival of outsiders i.e. colonialism!

Here, however, I can examine very briefly how
the theoretical inspirations stated above might
prove useful in the present discussion. The Aegean
has always been an open system of contact and in-
teraction. As such it has favoured the relatively easy
and quick transmission of goods, practices (includ-
ing cultural and technological) and ideas, as well as
the formation, on several occasions in prehistory, of
cultural homogeneity across its domain. On every
occasion, there has without exception been a hi-
erarchy (systems and subsystems, cores/centres and
peripheries) among the cultures involved, based on
power and cultural radiation. The Cyclades, for ex-
ample, were the centre in the Early Bronze Age,
whereas Crete and the Argolid prevailed during

5 Cf Melas 1988.

ManoLis MELAS



the second millennium, with Knossos and Myc-
enae being the core sites. Any examination of par-
ticular phenomena within the Aegean system must
be conducted within the context of this broader
geographical, socio-economic, cultural and politi-
cal framework.

During the first half of the second millennium
the palatial culture of Crete expands to the southern
Aegean and to a lesser extend further north. This
process seems to begin in MM II and culminates in
LM I. Minoan penetration brings about a radical
change in the receiving cultures. This change is a
cultural phenomenon that has to be explained, no
matter what it is called: acculturation,® minoani-
sation or something else. Any change in material
culture must always be seen in relation to socio-
economic and/or political structure and change.

Rather than employing empiricist premises and
unnecessary models involving the movement of
peoples (colonization, invasion, etc.) or diffusion
not based on a theoretical model (simple cultural
adoption with no social underpinnings), it would
be more fruitful to see change in the context of
underlying principles, structures and processes. To
material evidence of Minoan pen-
etration, it can be hypothesized that both the in-
itated material culture was used

coming and the 1

by locals. If this is correct, the question arises as
to Mhy this occurred. Certainly, com-
nercial exchange and other processes, such as pos-

sible exchange of services (e.g. maritime transport
by Cycladic islanders, Karpathian masons in Crete)
may account for the transmission. The question
why requires a deeper discussion.

Change cannot occur in a vacuum. It presup-
poses social need, innovative spirit and individual
aspiration. At this time the local societies were
hierarchical, and owing to the gradual increase of
wealth in a period of prosperity in the Aegean,
their structures must have become more complex,
and social mobility (threatening the existing elites)
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more effective. Evidently, both the ruling classes
and their challengers (emulators) needed new le-
gitimating strategies and powerful ideologies to as-
sist their contradictory social aims (stability for the
first, change for the second). This was offered by
the adoption or close imitation of the superior and
“international” Minoan culture, in all its manifes-
tations, from elaborate architecture and religious
transmission (e.¢. Thera and Rhodes), and super
luxurious artefacts (Mycenae), to more ordinary
artefacts, social habits and technology/industry.

Whether this process could be called a “Versailles
effect” or otherwise is not important. The unde-
niable fact is that Minoan materials and practices
(luxuries or everyday objects and technologies,
the latter with equal social value) were imported,
imitated and used for social ends, that is for social
display and as status symbols within the context of
antagonism and power games.

The weakness of the “colonies” model” is fur-
ther demonstrated by the contradictory relation-
ship between architecture and artefacts at the
“Minoan” sites. With the exception of Thera and
Rhodes, where apparently some of the elites were
wealthy enough to adopt luxurious architectural
features (“Versailles effect”), the architecture is lo-
cal, in contrast to the Minoan character of all (e.g.
Karpathos: Kontokefalo, Fournoi) or most part of
the movable finds. A general or extended transmis-
sion of Minoan house forms and architecture to
the Aegean would certainly have a bearing on our
interpretations in view of relevant arguments pro-
vided by ethnographic analogy.

6 see Melas 1991.
7 see Branigan 1981.
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[alysos and its neighbouring areas in the MBA
and LB I periods: a chance for peace

Toula Marketou

Mt. Phileremos in the MBA
period

When some years ago, Prof. Y. Sakellarakis, with
his deep knowledge of Minoan Crete and its re-
ligion, suggested there might have been a ‘peak
sanctuary’ on Mt. Phileremos,! the hill that domi-
nates the landscape occupied by the prehistoric set-
tlement at Trianda (Ialysos), all that was known of
the prehistoric installations on the summit of Mt.
Phileremos was the material published in 1984 by
M. Benzi.? This evidence alone did not appear suf-
ficient to support the hypothesis of a peak sanctu-
ary on the mountain.®> However, among the great
mass of Geometric, Archaic and Classical offerings
from the votive deposit of the Athena sanctuary in
the ancient acropolis of lalysos on Mt. Phileremos,

there are still other, prehistoric, finds worthy of no-
4

tice:
According to a most careful and comprehensive

examination by Benzi, a date “not earlier than MM
IB and not later than MM II"” has been suggested

2% PRSP IRE SO B o

Fig. 1. The ravine of Prophetes Elias on Mt. Phile-

remaos.

JALYSOS AND ITS NEIGHBOURING AREAS IN THE MBA AND LB I PERIODS

for the interesting group of MBA finds. The pot-
tery comprised four carinated cups, three bridge-
spouted jars, a bridge-spouted basin and a high-
necked cut-away jug, all found on a floor of beaten
earth west of the temple of Athena. In addition,
four MM stone vases were found among the many
offerings of the historical periods in the votive de-
posit west of the temple.® Fragments of other cari-
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support for the study of the material from the excavations at
Trianda. I would like to express my gratitude to the Director
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Aggourias for a thorough updating of the topographical plan
of the prehistoric settlement, executed previously by my
architect friends, Prof. G. Rocco and M. Livadiotti. Last, but
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ticipated in some of the excavations discussed in this essay,
namely the late A. Gregoriadou, E. Farmakidou, M. Chalkiti
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! Sakellarakis 1996; Mt. Phileremos is seen on fig. 18b.

2 Benzi 1984.

3 Sakellarakis 1996; Marketou 1998b, 62.

4 Martelli 1988; 1996a;1996b; 2000. The material is cur-
rently under study by Prof. M. Martelli, and therefore not
illustrated here.

5> Benzi 1984, 98.

® Benzi 1984, figs. 13, 14, 16-30. A Cypriote origin may be
suggested for the stone of the one-handled cup no. 6835
(idem 104 no. 20, fig. 29) which is, therefore, excluded from
the group of MM imported Cretan stone vases. The rather
rough cup is made of Cypriote limestone, a material macro-
scopically very similar to the statuettes of Cypriote limestone
figurines, dated to the second half of the 7"-mid 6 cent. Bc,
which according to analysed samples proved to be Cypriote
imitations made of Cypriote limestone for special distribu-
tion to the Aegean sanctuaries, Kourou & Karageorghis
2002.
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Fig. 2. MBA pottery from Prophetes Elias on Mt.
Phileremos.

nated cups were found between the stones of a Late
Archaic/Classical platform in the cella of the tem-
ple of Athena.’

This evidence suggested the existence of an
MBA installation on the plateau of the ancient
acropolis as indicated by the pottery, while the
more luxurious finds of the same period, namely
the imported stone vases, were found in the votive
deposit of the sanctuary. Since the area around the
temple of Athena has never been thoroughly ex-
cavated, we are not yet in a position to define the
character of the MBA installation nor to imply a
definite contextual connection between the MBA
pottery and the MM IB-MM II stone vases.

In the light of another group of MBA pottery
found in the ravine of Prophetes Elias, on the
northeast peak of Mt. Phileremos® (Fig. 1), it can
be deduced that there were at least two separate in-
stallations on Mt. Phileremos: one extending onto
the plateau and another, further east, on the eroded
northeast peak of the mountain. The presence of
typologically similar high-necked jugs and cari-
nated cups (Fig. 2) at both sites suggests that they
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Fig. 3. Scuttle from the LB I settlement at Trianda,
similar to the scuttle from Mt. Phileremos.

are broadly contemporary. The stone vases of the
votive deposit in the sanctuary may indicate that
the period in question overlaps with MM IB-II in
Crete.

Mt. Phileremos in the LB
period: The evidence for LM
IA and Mycenaean offerings

The published finds from the votive floor of the
Athena sanctuary on Phileremos include a scuttle’
(Fig. 3), a plain spindle whorl and a discoid loom
weight,!? probably from the LB I period, although
the character of these finds and the lack of stratigra-
phy do not allow them to be securely dated. How-
ever, similar artefacts from the settlement are dated
to LM IA. Some of the unpublished prehistoric
finds from the same votive deposit furnish fuller
evidence for the character of the LBA presence on
Mt. Phileremos:

a) A marble discoid weight, similar to another

7 Benzi 1984, 94.

8 Marketou 1988, 28, figs. 2-3; Marketou 1998a, 42, fig.2a.
% II 13120 from the excavation in the Markos plot. See
Georgiou 1986, 28-30. The young priestess in the fresco of
the West House at Akrotiri holds a similar scuttle, Doumas
1992, 46, figs. 24, 25; Doumas 1983, 83-84, pl. XIII;
Sapouna-Sakellaraki 1981, 501; Televantou 1994, 173-180.
19 Benzi 1984, 97-98, 103, fig. 15. Similar braziers and loom
weights were found in the LM IA levels of the settlement at
Trianda.
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Fig. 4. A marble weight from the LB I settlement at
Trianda, similar to the example found in the votive
deposit of the Athena temple on Mt. Phileremos.

found in the LB IA strata of the settlement at Tri-
anda'! (Fig. 4).

b) Two cast bronze adorants of the typical Minoan
type,'? already known from the settlement at Tri-
anda.’® The male adorant is reminiscent of the ex-
ample from the Giamalakis collection in Athens,'
while the female example has some similarities to
the schematic female adorant (M 1071) from Tri-
anda.'® Like the Kalymnos example (K 166),¢ her
face is rounded, although lacking any facial char-
acteristics. The hairstyle of the female adorant is
modelled in the same way as the Trianda statu-
ette 1071, while their skirts are of an analogous
triangular and flat form. The female Phileremos
statuette, however, is less schematic than the ex-
ample from the settlement. The breasts of the fig-
ure are depicted and the skirt is decorated with
horizontal incisions — a parallel to the skirt of a
female bronze adorant from Aghios Georghios at
Kythera.’

However, the votive character of the later Myc-
enaean finds, found in the deposit of the sanctu-
ary of the historical period, is stronger. In addition
to the published material, (two marble pommels
and a Cypriot bronze tanged mirror,'® which are
common offerings in Mycenaean tombs and other-
wise have a ritual character) the finds in the deposit
also included a few fragments of painted pottery,
two terracotta animal figurines and an elaborate
elephant-ivory mirror handle!' (Fig. 5), along with
four cylinder-seals, two seals of steatite and some
cornelian beads from Mycenaean necklaces. Thus,
apart from the votive character of the bronze statu-
ettes and the possible non-domestic nature of the
rest of the LB I finds within the deposit, it seems
fairly clear that the Mycenaean objects from the
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votive deposit on Phileremos should not be associ-
ated with domestic use. Moreover, a hypothesis that
suggested so many objects could have been brought
as heirlooms by the families of the votaries is weak.
Nor does it appear likely that their ancestors in the
surrounding areas could have found all these ob-

' The marble weight with an incised circle in the centre is
also paralleled at Knossos and Akrotiri, Michailidou 2004,
311,215, figs. 26.2, 26.6.

12 Minoan adorants nos. 8072, 8064: Martelli 1988, 107. The
gesture of both the bronze adorants, the male (8072) and
female (8064), follow the typical Minoan gesture with their
upraised arms touching the forehead.

13 Marketou 1998b.

14 Lembesi 2002, 53, ew. 19, see also eadem for further refer-
ences.

15 Marketou 1998b, 60-61, fig. 8, 10.

16 Marketou 1998b, 63-64.

17 Sakellarakis 1996, pl. 13d, the fourth idol in the 4™ row.
18 Catling 1964, 224; Benzi 1984, 100, 104, fig.33; Benzi
1990, 182, pl. 180 g-h.

1 Rhodes Museum 7939. Ivory plaque with one face in
relief and the other flat and polished. Heraldic lions sitting
on their hind legs and with their forepaws resting on an altar
with concave sides. The head of the lion on the left is miss-
ing. Both the lions and the altar are placed on the facade of
tripartite opening; the middle is inner and wider, flanked by
two rather narrow openings or elaborated pillars, Shaw
1978. Three holes bored in the middle of the relief indicate
riveting to the lower part of a bronze (now missing) mirror
(end of 14‘1’—early 13t century BC). Barnett 1939, 13, n. 4;
Barnett 1982, 37, pl. 33a; Kantor 1947, 88-89; Poursat
1977, 69, n.29; Benzi, 1990, 193-194; Martelli 2000, 105,
fig. 1. The iconography is reminiscent of the famous relief
on the Lion Gate at Mycenae, Wace 1949, 52-53, fig. 73a-b,
74 a; Mylonas 1966, 173176. The relief is dated to the end
of LH III A:2 and beginning of LH III B, Wace op.cit., 22,
50, 89, 132; Astrém & Blomé 1964. Other pairs of animals,
or hybrids, either antithetic or in an heraldic syntax resting
on concave altars are plentiful on Mycenaean seal-stones, see
Yavis 1949, 29, fig. 16; Sakellariou 1966, 37-38, 93,96-97,
39,40,75,92,97, 73, pls. 2 no. 46, 3 no. 98; eadem 1964, Nr.
46;98;73. For other concave altars see also, Yavis 1949, 30,
fig, 17, PM IIi, 187, fig, 100; PM II:i, 607, figs. 380, 381.
A similar round altar with incurving sides is to be seen on a
plaster tablet from Mycenae, Mylonas 1966, 162, fig. 131,
and the relief thyton from Kato Zakros, Shaw 1978, 432-
437. A date later than the LH period for the iconography,
however, seems doubtful, since altars with concave sides are
typical of the Mycenaean period and do not appear in the
historical periods, Yavis 1949, 167-168. In the 7" century
BC heraldic animals are not divided by concave altars, Kunze

1950, 24-5, fig. 3.
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Fig. 5. Mycenaean ivory plaque of mirror handle from
the votive deposit of the Athena sanctuary on Mt.
Phileremos.

jects by chance. Meanwhile, some analogous finds
in settlements, such as the bronze adorants?® from
the settlement at Trianda, may be connected with
domestic cult equipment (if they are not products
of local manufacture), kept at home or at workshop
sites.

Until now, the plateau of Phileremos has pro-
vided no evidence for LBA settlement or burial.
There is, however, evidence for MBA occupation,
as illustrated by the domestic pottery (carinated
cups and high-necked jugs). On the other hand,
the majority of the early material found in later
Greek contexts usually occurs at sites with long
occupation sequences, e.g. within the contexts of
Geometric cemeteries situated above prehistoric
settlements. The example of a LH IIIB piriform
amphora?! discovered among the Protogeometric
offerings of a tomb on Kos is typical.

The quantity of the prehistoric objects found
among the 5000 offerings®* discovered in the vo-
tive deposit of the Athena sanctuary, one of the
richest sanctuaries in the Aegean, is unusual and
unique. Prehistoric finds among the Geometric
and Archaic offerings at other sanctuaries in the
Aegean are limited to one or two examples.?® The
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presence of such numerous prehistoric finds runs
contrary to the theory of dedicated heirlooms, or
chance finds derived from looting earlier strata.

The nature of the Mycenaean finds,** as well as
the two LM IA adorants, at least suggests BA ritual
rather than domestic activity on Phileremos, and
since there is no funerary evidence on the sum-
mit, they may have been associated with a cult
place, similar to the peak sanctuaries of Kythera
and Crete, as suggested by Prof. Sakellarakis and
considered by Prof. Benzi.?® Thus, early worship,
not later than the mature phase of the LM IA, may
have taken place in the earliest phases of the Ath-
enaion of lalysos, continuing at least until the LH
[IIA:2-IIIB, reappearing in the Protogeometric/
Early Geometric and later activity on the acropo-
lis.

In contrast, the characterization of the MBA
installation on Phileremos is a matter for further
investigation, since, apart from the imported stone
vases, the rest of the material appears similar to
the domestic finds from the settlement at Trianda.
However, a MBA settlement on Mt. Phileremos
had already been suggested by Benzi,?® and asso-
ciated with the installation on Prophetes Elias,?’
where a group of characteristic MBA finds was
found. Nevertheless, the four MM IB-MMII stone
vases found on Philememos still remain a group of
luxurious imports within the local assemblages of
artefacts from MBA Talysos.?

20 Marketou 1998b.

21 Morricone 1950, 322, fig. 90; Desborough 1972, 175.

22 Martelli 1988, 104.

2 This is obvious in the catalogue recorded by Benson 1970,
115-8.

2 The bronze mirror, of a type occurring in the LH III C
contexts of the Mycenaean cemeteries of Ialysos, is the only
find that may be interpreted as an heirloom, or chance find,
as appropriately observed by Benzi 1984, 100, 104; see also
Sakellarakis 1996, 93, n. 131.

% Sakellarakis 1996, 93-4, and 93, n. 131.

26 Benzi 1984, 100; see also his letter in Sakellarakis 1996, 94,
n. 136.

27 Marketou 1988, 27-28; Marketou 1998a, 42.

8 As stated by Benzi in his letter (n. 26).
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The case of the Daskalio Cave
at Vathy, Kalymnos

Another location in the Dodecanese connected
with cult is the Daskalio Cave on Kalymnos. The
cave was used during the Late/Final Neolithic and
the EBA periods as for rather permanent installa-
tions,?” as were other caves on the island. A group
of LM I and LH III pottery indicated periodic use
of the cave in the Late Bronze Age. The presence
of fine imported pottery, including three rhyta and
a stone ladle, is more ‘in keeping with a cult place
than a dwelling place’, according to Benzi;* a re-
cent find of a bronze Minoan adorant®! has rein-
forced his hypothesis. However, the later LM IB
and Mycenaean finds (until LH IIIC) are not obvi-
ously ritual in character, but still do not confirm
continuous habitation of the site. The MBA finds
include a fragment of an imported MC beaked jug
in the Curvilinear Style, a carinated cup, a shallow
straight-sided bowl, and a large Minoanising MM
[-1I pedestalled lamp.** The small amount of MBA
finds within the cave, compared with the larger
quantity of EB 3 material, points to a change in the
use of the cave, or a period of slow abandonment
combined with a change in settlement patterns on
the island during the MBA. It seems certain, how-
ever, that the cave was used as a cult place in the
LM IA period. The MBA material does not con-
clusively indicate cult activity. Thus, Phileremos on
Rhodes and the Daskalio cave on Kalymnos are
the only sites in the Dodecanese with evidence for
Minoanising cult activities in the LM IA period.

Recent MBA evidence from
[alysos

The recent evidence for the earlier periods of oc-
cupation of the site should lead to a more com-
prehensive analysis of the LB IA material culture
of Ialysos society and its relations with neigh-
bouring areas during this Minoanising period of
the Aegean. The on-going rescue excavations on
Rhodes, mainly at Ialysos, have also provided new
evidence for the period before the LM IA era of
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Fig. 6. MBA jug in the Kavalieros plot, east of the main
LB settlements at Trianda in situ.

the Trianda settlement. The MBA occupation in
the area of the Athena Temple on Phileremos is
clearly pertinent, in terms of culture and chronol-
ogy, to MBA settlement patterns in the northern
part of the island where five other locations have
yielded relevant material.

i. The group of MBA pottery, discussed above,
found near the modern chapel of Prophetes Elias
on the low north-eastern peak of Mt. Phileremos,
has suggested a second MBA site on the mountain.
ii. At the northernmost site of the island, approxi-
mately 10 km from the LBA settlement of Trianda,
an MBA installation has been uncovered beneath
the levels of the Hellenistic city of Rhodes.>® The
site, located not far from the port of Akandia (one
of the five ports of the ancient city of Rhodes), is
the only known MBA site next to the sea. Based
on the presence of a great number of loom weights
associated with a carinated cup and a fragmentary

29 Benzi 1997.

30 Benzi 1993, 279-80, pl. 37a-b.

31 Marketou 1998b, 63-4, fig. 12.

32 Benzi 1993, 279-81, pls. 36¢, 37a, 37b.
33 Dreliosi-Irakleidou 1999, 24-5.
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Fig. 7. Plan of the MBA installa-
tions revealed south of the main
LB I settlement at Trianda.

Voutsis plot

high-necked jug,** the installation is MBA in date.
Numerous loom weights, found in situ, suggest a
site or structure connected with textile production.
Nevertheless, there is no other evidence of prehis-
toric habitation in the surrounding area, presum-
ably lost as a result of the intensive building activity
of later periods.

iii. Local MBA production of textiles is also associ-
ated with another installation found 600-620 m.
east/southeast of the main prehistoric settlement
at Trianda: large numbers of similar loom weights
were found scattered around the area. Their asso-
ciation with fragments of characteristic MBA pot-
tery, along with a coarse example of a one handled
cup® (Fig. 6), suggested broad contemporaneity
with the other MBA installations in the northern
part of the island. The site is located a short dis-
tance from the most recently uncovered section
of a rather poor dwelling, and close to an isolated

MBA pithos burial 3¢
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Danovasilis-
Tsaggaris plot 4~

plot

Mavrothalassitis plot

iv. The most important MBA evidence, however,
was found in an area 812 m west of 11, and approxi-
mately 193 m. south of the southernmost known
limit of the main LB settlement of Trianda.*” At
least six different buildings, set out in insulae and
aligned across pebble-paved streets, have been re-
vealed in that area (Fig. 7). The pisé walls, erected
on low foundations of irregular, unworked stones

3 Dreliosi-Irakleidou 1999, pl. 1b-2a-b. The material is
exhibited in the permanent exhibition ‘Rhodes 2400 years
on from the foundation of the City ’ in the Palace of the
Grand Masters, Rhodes.

% Lloyd & Mellaart 1965, 87, fig. P. 6-4.

% The isolated pithos burial was found in the Giannikouris
plot, where there were no other features or architectural
remains. Marketou 1998a, 45, pl. Tb.

37 The installation at Mavrothalassitis’ plot is located at a dis-
tance of around 250 m. from the southermost part of the LB
I town, Marketou, T., ArchDelt (1999) Chronica (forthcom-

ing).
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Fig. 8. General
view of the excava-
tion at Mavrothalas-
sitis plot from the
south-southwest.

of different size and type, seldom are more than
0.40 m wide. Judging from the depth of the MBA
architectural remains further south below the LM
IA settlement, 4 m from the surface, and the depth
of the foundations of these buildings, approximate-
ly 1.20-2.00 m below the present surface, it is ap-
parent that this early settlement was established on
a natural slope of the Bronze Age landscape, higher
than the later, main LB I settlement.

Scant evidence of both white and reddish plaster
within the MBA strata indicated that the interiors
of these early houses were plastered. This has been
confirmed by the excavation of the southernmost
MBA building of the area (within the Mavrothalas-
sitis plot), where an important building — very dif-
ferent from the rest — has been partly revealed (Fig.
8). It comprises two rooms with plaster on all the
internal wall faces (preserved to height of ¢. 0.30
m), as well as on the floors.

The largest room, painted red, (4.50 x 6.15 m)
was entered through a doorway, with a monolith-
ic bluish-grey plastered threshold, from a smaller,
white plastered room (2.30 x 2.65 m). A pink-
ish plastered bench, built at the far end of the red
room, rests against the internal face of the east wall.
In front of the bench, the remnants of a rectangular
construction, set in the floor as a kind of an offer-
ing table also covered by red plaster, were preserved
(2.05 x 1.05 m). This red plastered feature is remi-
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niscent of some fixed offering tables at Phaistos and
Malia associated with cult activity.’® The red paint
applied over the entire surfaces of the walls and the
floors of the room were carefully polished, most
probably by a stone implement, such as one found
at Phaistos.*

Some vases, most probably placed on the bench,
were found lying in front of it (Fig. 9). A probable
open-air area, scattered with pottery fragments,
was revealed to the south of this group of rooms.
Another wall and a section of pebbled pavement
found at the southwest part of the excavation be-
long to an additional building.

The importance of this architectural complex
is reinforced by the presence of a thick, elongat-
ed construction, exposed to a length of 7.90 m,
orientated NE-SW, and made of large pebbles
aligned along a row of flat stones. This wide (1.2
m) structure is parallel and attached to the internal
mudbrick filling of the east wall of the red room,
which presumably reaches a thickness of 0.70-0.75
m, and formed the foundation of an enclosure or
the fortification wall of the settlement (Fig. 8). This
construction lays on the virgin soil. The difterent
style of building in mudbrick, either with low or

38 Gessel 1985, 106-7, 120-4; Gesell 1987, 120-5.
39 Levi 1955, 411, fig. 37, no. 573.
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higher stone sockles, or even without, is probably
40

influenced by the scarcity of stones in the area.

The partly excavated building in the Mavro-
thalassitis plot has sophisticated elements as thresh-
olds, clay benches*' against walls, a built square
construction (table) and floors all carefully covered
with polished plaster. This kind of strong and shiny
plaster made the walls harder and damp-proof.*?
The superstructure of the last phase of the EBA 3B
occupation at Asomatos was also made of mudbrick,
resting upon a low sockle of unworked stone. The
sockle at Asomatos stands at floor level such as in
the case of the Mavrothalassitis plot. However, the
walls of the EBA 2B phase at Asomatos were con-

Fig. 10. MBA houses in the Voutsis plot from the east.
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Fig. 9. MBA pottery, in situ,
near the bench of the red
plastered room in the
Mavrothalassitis plot.

structed of pise, above a stronger, undressed stone
sockle.* Similar building techniques appeared in
western Anatolia as early as the EBA, e.g. at Beyce-
sultan and Karatag.*

The buildings found north of the above complex
belong to at least four or five houses that look rath-
er uniform but are quite different from the red and
white plastered houses (Fig. 7, 10). The southernmost
house is divided into at least six spaces. A pebbled
paved street runs across its western long side. A similar

# Similar explanation is suggested for the style of EM build-
ing methods at Myrtos, Phournou Koryphe see Warren
1972, 257.

41 A MM 1I shrine west of the palace of Malia, Warren 1988,
4.

#2 Warren, 1972, 307, n. 1. The thick wall against the east
wall of the red room most probably protected also the room
from humitity. A thick layer of pebbles used to prevent mois-
ture from seeping up from below was added to the exterior
of some MBA walls in the Paraskevas plot.

4 Marketou 1997, 396, fig.1. The exterior walls of the
megaron at Asomatos are covered with a mixture of lime-
stone to prevent humidity to enter into the building.

# The only method to reveal the real width of the walls,
which in the case of the red room and the adjacent white one
reached a thickness of ¢. 75 m, was to follow their exterior
lines according to the outer limits of the remaining debris, or
by the absence of pottery fragments or other objects, see
Warner 1994, 139; Lloyd & Mellaart 1962, 59-62; 1963,
62-6.
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Fig. 11. MBA architectural
remains in the Paraskevas plot
at Trianda. View from the
south.
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house appears further north of an open pebbled area,
which looks to be either a street or a corridor. Two
other similar houses have also partly excavated; the
smaller rooms may have served as storage areas.

The lowest levels of the main LB I settlement at
Trianda have provided some evidence for habita-
tion before the early LM IA or the MM IIIB pe-
riods. This observation was mainly based on pot-
tery and some scattered walls found at the Markos
plot in the N'W sector of the settlement and in the
deepest levels of the Bournis plot in the SE sector.
Nevertheless, these strata did not extend under the
whole excavated area of the Late Bronze Age set-
tlement. Thus, Furumark®® does not mention this
period. Papazoglou, in her comprehensive article
dealing with Furumark’s discussion, assigns some
carinated cups to her Trianda I phase.* It is not
certain, however, whether the architectural phase
corresponds to the transitional MM III/early LM
IA or to the earlier MBA phase, a distinct archi-
tectural phase under the walls of the MM 111/ early
LM IA period.

The MBA architectural remains, which exist
below the walls of the early LM IA phase of oc-
cupation at Trianda belong to a single phase of oc-
cupation, similar to the other remains further south
of the main LB I settlement, although there are
some architectural rearrangements within the same
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e
g

ceramic phase, as there is no change in the charac-
teristic local pottery forms.

In the south sector of the LB I settlement, be-
low the early LB IA walls, three rooms, on an ori-
entation different from the above LB I walls, have
been revealed in the deepest layers of the excava-
tion in the Paraskevas plot*’ (Fig. 11). Of greatest
importance were the floor deposits, comprising as-
semblages of the characteristic, mainly local, MBA
pottery, similar to some finds already known from
the MBA context on Phileremos and the peak of

* The first stratum according to Furumark is dated to LM
IA, Furumark 1950, 179, n. 1 and he does not mention any
pottery earlier than MM III; To the contrary there is evi-
dence for MBA pottery found in the Italian excavations,
Coldstream 1969, 1, n. 6; Monaco 1941, 52-3, fig. 5.

46 According to the excavator, Papazoglou-Manioudaki 1990,
144, 181-2, the first stratum of Trianda is dated to MM III.
The pottery from this first stratum, however, includes both
transitional MM III /early LM IA semigloboular cups, such
as eadem, no. 156, 149, fig. 5a, pl. 61b, as well as some frag-
ments of earlier MBA carinated cups, eadem, 149-50, figs 5b,
pl. 62a-63a. The associated architectural remains, however,
seem to belong rather to the MM IlI/early LM IA period
than to the earlier MBA stratum. Cf also Driessen &
Macdonald 1997, 248.

47 Marketou, T., ArchDelt 52 (1997) Chronica 1102-3;
eadem, ArchDelt (1999) Chronica; (2000) Chronica (forth-
coming).
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Fig. 12. MBA carinated cups from the deepest layers of the settlement at Trianda.

Prophetes Elias. Remains of the same period were
also found in all our deep sections of the above
excavation.

The MBA pottery

Typical local MBA pottery comprises carinated
cups, with the upper attachment of ribbon handles
laid on the interior of the rim (similar to the exam-
ples from Phileremos and the Vathy cave on Kalym-
nos) (Fig. 12), straight-sided cups, shallow handle-
less bowls, high-necked jugs (either plain, like the
Phileremos example, monochrome or painted*),
spouted-jars, sherds of bridge-spouted jars (e.g.
the Phileremos examples), and a red crossed plate.
MBA jugs are frequently shaped in similar forms to
the earlier EBA3 jugs from Asomatos* (Fig. 13).
The carinated cup, as a shape, is widespread
and is typical of MM IB-II Crete. However, the
Rhodian examples, west Anatolian or local and are

Fig. 13. MBA jug from Trianda and EBA jug from
Asomatos.
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derived from from the EBA 3 red slipped carinated
bowl®® rather than from the Cretan, MM IB-II,
carinated cups.

Anatolian elements may also be seen in the large,
carinated, red-slipped stemmed bowl®' recently
found in a typical MBA floor deposit (Fig. 14a).
Within this deposit, along with local pottery that
includes the red-slipped pedestalled carinated bowl
just noted, there was also a group of some Kamares
ware: fragments of small hole-mouthed jars (Fig.
14b), and other polychrome painted fragments.
This is one of the most important MBA floor de-
posits at Trianda in terms of chronology and the
cultural affinities demonstrated by local produc-
tion.

The LB I settlement at Trianda
(Ialysos plain)

The clear stratigraphies of the settlement at Trianda
and at the Serayia on Kos suggest that the founda-
tions of the early LB IA phase were built above

* Marketou 1998a, 44-5, fig. 2a.

* The EBA 3 Rhodian jugs being more elongated and with
higher necks are closer to different from the EM II/EM III
parallels, Walberg 1983, 6.

5 For the evolution of the form of the MBA carinated cups
from the EBA3 carinated bowls see Marketou 1990, 102, fig.
3.

! The deposit ifound at Danovasilis-Tsaggaris plot south of
the main LB I settlement and north of Mavrothalassitis plot
included carinated cups and high-necked jugs. Marketou, T,
ArchDelt Chronica (2004) (forthcoming). Similar red slipped
pedestaled bowls are common at Beycesultan IVc, Lloyd &
Mellaart 1965, 103, fig. P14, P. 15.
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Fig. 14. MBA red-slipped carinated stemmed bowl and
light on dark pottery from the Danovasilis plot at
Trianda.

those of the MBA phase.>? From the few fragments
of a white-painted and polychrome wheelmade
pottery which have been found recently, the MBA
period at Trianda seems to have overlapped with
the MM IB-MMII Cretan phase, a date which suits
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plot at Trianda.

the chronology of the Minoan stone vases from
Phileremos. Nevertheless, the town planning and
other characteristics of this phase, are still obscure
due to later intensive building activity of the ma-
ture phase of the LB IA, but it seems that it retained
its own local tradition in terms of both building
techniques and pottery manufacture.

The mature LM IA buildings incorporated
some of the earlier walls and rearranged some of
the previous spaces (Fig 15). The interiors of the
buildings were plastered, but since most of the
walls were either damaged or reused, the majority
of the frescoes from the early phase of the LB IA
period have vanished; some very fine whitish plas-
ter fragments with a shiny surface were preserved

52 Marketou 1990, 104-7.
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Fig. 16. LM IA post-holes in the Margaritis plots.

in the middle of a room at Paraskevas plot.>® There
is also some evidence to indicate that the inhabit-
ants used rows of wooden columns®* (on stone
bases over floors that were perfectly made of beat-
en earth and pebbles), most probably continuing
a tradition from the MBA; two post-holes were
found in a MBA room in the Paraskevas plot and
another in the Danovasilis—Tsaggaris plot, similar
to those found in the Liamis and Margaritis plots
(Fig. 16).

The fact that the mature LB I A town was comi-
pletely rebuilt on the same scale after an earthquake,
shows the dynamic nature and organizational abili-
ties of the society. The new town was characterized
by its monumental and impressive ashlar masonry.
The massive buildings share common characteris-
tics with the Xestae at Akrotiri. A paved street di-
vides two large insulae within the Paraskevas plot,
each insula comprising one large building which
included at least one polythyron or pier-and-door
partition (Fig. 17).
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Although the hypothesis that connects polythyra
rooms with ritual is still under consideration, it

is important to note that all the polythyra rooms
found at Trianda were abandoned after the tephra
fall (the tephra layer that fell on their pavements was
never removed). Similarly, the impressive streets
were also left forever sealed by the fallen tephra, a
fact indicating that they were never reused. Some
openings (mainly wells) were also found to have
been opened in one or more corners of the poly-
thyra, as if the inhabitants purposely dug new wells
after the tephra fall. We also noticed other activities
near the polythyra, such as the blocking of the door

53 This is one of the most impressive destruction layers of the
early phase of the LB I period, which proved that high qual-
ity plaster and frescoes with white reserved areas, like the
Aktotiri frescoes existed before the mature LB I phase at
Trianda. The find is still under the process of conservation,
Marketou, T., ArchDelt 53 B3 (1998) Chronika, 953.

5 Marketou 1998a, 46.
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Fig. 17. The north polythyron in the Paraskevas plot.

of the ante-room in front of the south polythyron
at the Paraskevas plot (Fig 17), or a crouched burial
on a pebbled paved layer to the north of the north
polythyron.

These activities were most probably related to
the environmental destruction caused by the earth-
quake and the tephra fall. These catastrophes also
seem to be associated with the rather poor cem-
etery near the Bronze Age shoreline of the settle-
ment,> as well as with the presence of two animal
skulls (of a bull and a goat) in the same cemetery,
the skulls being indicative of some ritual activities
in the cemetery.

The Bronze Age landscape of
Jalysos

The landscape of Ialysos looked different in the
Bronze Age. Today’s shoreline is approximately
500 m north of the ancient line, as revealed by the

level of sandy and pebbled earth in the LB I cem-
etery and the formation of the present large flood
plain. The BA harbour may have had the form of
a Delta in the area of the ancient Schedia.’® Mt.
Phileremos dominates the rather flat landscape of
the alluvium coastal plain of Ialysos to a height
of 267 m.; the hill has three curved peaks (the
chapel of Prophetes Elias, where MBA pottery has
been found, is located on the easternmost curved
peak), and its distinctive west slope descends to the
sea forming a peninsula (Fig. 18 b). This is the
picture of Phileremos today as viewed from the
sea. On the site itself, some of the uncovered LB
IA architectural remains are bordered by streams:
The main stream (Potamos of Trianda) emerges
from the east side of the mountain descending to
the sea. It flows behind the prehistoric settlement
coming down to the NW sector of the excavated
part®” (west of the Paraskevas plot with the ash-
lar buildings and the two polythyra, and west of
the Markos plot with the other polythyron). Small
streams, like the Potamouli tou Peristeriou, which
runs west to the Papaemanouil-Chalkiopoulos
plot and the area of the Italian excavations, also
occur (Fig. 18 c). Most of these watercourses have
been now converted into roads, a cause of the very
frequent modern flooding at Trianda. Neverthe-
less, some of these streams do not coincide ex-
actly with the Bronze Age beds. A trial trench in
modern bed of the Trianda stream, west of the
Markos plot, showed that the LM I ruins did con-
tinue below the western modern bed of the stream
and only the eastern bed of the modern stream
coincides with ancient stream.>®

Interestingly reminiscent of Phileremos is the
mountain depicted in the Miniature Frieze of the
Departure Town of the West House at Akrotiri®’

% The suggested ancient shoreline is in agreement with the
analysis of some cores taken by Sewell 2001. Core 3 appeared
to be similar to the modern beach sand. Cf. idem, 192, 208,
359.

5 Papachristodoulou 1989, 87, n. 404.

57 Marketou 1998a, 61-2.

5 Marketou, T., ArchDelt 44 (1989) Chronica, 502, pl. 277
B.

59 Marinatos 1974, 30-45; Warren 1979; Morgan 1988, 161;
Televantou 1994, 97-112.
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Fig. 18. a-b. The West House Miniature fresco and Mt
Phileremos at Ialysos. c. the streams bordering the LB I
town at Trianda (after Monaco 1941).

(Fig. 18a-b). The distinctive mountain with the
three peaks and its left (west?) hillside descending
down to the sea, forming a peninsula, is a good
reason for thinking that the Bronze Age Philer-
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emos and its surroundings gives the impression
of a sub-tropical landscape around the coastal LB
IA town of Trianda. Thus, the river on the mini-
ature fresco is reminiscent of the Trianda stream®
(Potamos of Trianda), which flows from the east
to the north-northwest. The land of the departure
town, according to the comprehensive description
of L. Morgan,®! “with its divided river creating a
marshy island built up from its alluvial deposits in-
dicates the way in which small rivers...reach the sea
through deltas”.

Much of the upper part of Phileremos is made
of Late Triassic limestone,®® and this is in agree-
ment with the homogenous appearance of the land
around the Departure Town of the miniature fres-
c0.%® This muddy appearance of the Rhodian land
(due to the presence of these streams and brooks)
1s described by Diodorus.®* Nevertheless, either by
coincidence or not, the modern streams at Trianda
are appropriately surrounded by marsh reeds like

0 Monaco 1941, pl. I

1 Morgan 1988, 38

2 Higgins & Higgins 1996, 155, fig. 14-4; Morgan 1988, 34,
39.

3 Morgan, 1988, 39.

64 “katde TV €€ doXAS oVOTAOLY THS VHoOL TNADdOVG 0O
étueal padanenc”, Diodorus Siculi V56.
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Fallow deer bones from EBA 3
settlement at Asomatos
(after Trandialidou 2002, 159).

J

Fallow deer, dama dama bonesx from the LB I settlement at Trianda
(after Trandialidou 2002, 162).

Fig. 19. a. The deers and the pinus brutia trees from the Miniature fresco from the West House of Akrotiri. b. Fallow
deer in modern Rhodes. c. Pinus brutia tree. d-e. Bones of fallow deers from Asomatos and Trianda.

the reeds of the fresco, the present hill also being  the location of the chapel of Prophetes Elias ex-
covered with a similar type of pine tree. Pinus bru-  tending further west.

tia (Calabrian pine)® is the indigenous dominant Red fallow deer (Dama dama) bones, already
forest species of the mountain (Fig. 19 a, c). The

rocky part below the left curved peak coincides
with the deeply eroded slope of the mountain at 65 Kitsos 1962, 32, 48, Tsintides et al. 2002, 77.
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Fig. 20. The painted stucco floor in the Paraskevas-Pilateri plot at Trianda.

known from the late 6®-early 5% centuries Bc, are
also present in the EBA 3 settlement at Asoma-
tos® (Fig. 19 d, €). They are completely absent at
Akrotiri.®” The animal was imported to Rhodes to
be hunted, since it appears in the rather symbolic
hunting scene on the top of the mountain, where
a striding lion is depicted chasing three red fallow
deer. The lion is merely symbolic representing the
successful outcome of the deer hunt, the most im-
portant source of nutrition of the prehistoric Ia-
lysians.®® Certainly the significance of the lion as

9 (an element which gives a

a symbol of power
Mycenaean flavour” to the scene) and the hunting
itself is associated with the ritual character of the
mountain peaks.

As we have excavated just 5,280 m? of LB I
Trianda, a full reconstruction of the town is im-
possible. However the settlement is estimated to
measure more than 17.52 hectares. Looking at the
Theran fresco, one can observe similarities in the
ashlar masonry (xestai) between the fresco and the
isodomic facades at Trianda. It is also worth noting
that, in common with houses that look plastered
in the Theran miniature fresco, there is at least one
isodomic facade at Trianda (the south facade of the
large building in the Paraskevas plot), which is plas-
tered on the exterior. Looking also at the buildings
of the river (right) in the fresco, one can observe
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some topographical affinities with the west part of
the Trianda settlement.”?

Religion, the frescoes and
catastrophes

Further evidence of a possible Minoanising religion
is provided by the ‘horns of consecration’ found in
the well opened in the NE corner of the polythyron
(in the Markos plot’?). A religious association may
be given (as on Crete) to the fresco fragment depict-

66 Trandalidou 2000a,122; 2000b, 720; 2002,161.

7 The animal appears in the offshore islands of the NE
Aegean, Trandalidou 2002, 160; similarly, Rhodes being an
offshore island shows a long presence of the fallow deer,
which was imported to Rhodes and the other islands to be
hunted.

8 Trandalidou 2002.

% Morgan 1988, 44-9; Niemeier 1990a, 268; Televantou
1994, 292. For other Mycenaean elements in the miniature
fresco see Niemeier 1990a.

70 Morgan 1990, 257.

7! Trial trenches to the north of the Theocharis plot and the
modern road from Rhodes to the Kremasti did not reveal any
LB I architectural remains in that area. It could be suggested
that the western part of the settlement was more narrow than
the rest, limited to the area near the Bronze Age seashore.

72 Marketou 1988, 30; Cf also Driessen & Macdonald 1997, 250.
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Fig. 21. Solidly and trickle painted pottery from the LB IA town at Trianda.

ing a double axe with a sacral knot,” found in the
debris of the same polythyron. It has been assumed
by Davis’* that the frescoes at Trianda were closer to
the Minoan tradition chiefly on the basis of the red
painted examples; the red on white lilies, however,
despite the clear separation of their petals, which dis-
tinguishes them from the lilies of Crete, look closer
to the Theran and other Aegean frescoes. In addi-
tion, some rosettes found at the settlement of Trian-
da look similar to the Akrotiri designs. Interestingly,
there are also numerous fresco fragments with white
reserved areas (some with elegant painted lines), a
technique also found on Thera. Other iconographic
analogies between the Theran wall paintings and
Trianda are depicted in the identical hairstyle of the
female figurines from Trianda.”

In general, judging by the fragments of frescoes
found in almost every insula or house at Trianda, it
could be assumed that the situation is very similar to
that at Akrotiri.”® However, red plastered floors were
also found, apparently a Cretan trait. The most im-
pressive example a stucco floor decorated with red
and black spots (imitating pebbles) was uncovered
in the Paraskevas Pilateri plot’” (Fig. 20). The large
corpus of plaster fragments from Trianda is now in
the final stage of a comprehensive analysis, including
chemical analysis of the different pigments; this will
reveal the extent of their affinities to other Aegean
centres (Thera, Ayia Irini on Keos and Phylakopi on
Melos) as well as to Crete.

Within the thriving town of Trianda during the
mature phase of the LB IA, some vases from the
Messara plain of Crete and a great amount of pot-
tery in the light-on-dark and dark-on-light styles
from Serayia occurred, wares that were in use si-
multaneously with the thousands of conical cups
and local imitations of Cretan pottery.”® Conversely,
local Trianda ceramics, such as some askoi and jugs,
solidly painted with some trickles of paint (Fig.
21), were most probably exported to Iasos.”” All
this evidence may imply that Trianda participated
in Aegean maritime trade along with the Koans
(from Serayia), Cretans, Therans® and people from

73 Marketou 1998a, 60. The sacral knot itself has been most
recently identified as a stylized plant-pendent motif. o
Boulotis 2005,33.

7 Davis 1990, 225.

7> Marketou 1998b, 66.

76 Morgan 1990, 252.

77 A polychrome painted floor with black and red spots on a
blue painted stucco floor is known from Malia, Chapouthier
& Charbonneaux 1928, 13; A room with ceremonial func-
tion found in Tel Kabri, Israel, is decorated with irregular
shapes in red, blue and black, imitating the Minoan rock-
work. Niemeier 1990b. 123-4. For the Trianda stucco floor
similarly imitating rockwork, see, Marketou, T., ArchDelt 52
(1997) Chronica, 1103, n. 77.

78 Marketou, Karantzali (forthcoming).

7 Personal communication with N. Momigliano.

80 This is in agreement with the scene of maritime trade depict-
ed in the Miniature fresco of the West House at Akrotiri, see
also Doumas 1983, 130; 1986, 236; Boulotis 1992, 90, n. 27.
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Aegean centres. One of the common characteris-

tics between Trianda and Akrotiri is the presence
of imported Koan light-on-dark and dark-on-light
pottery.®!

During this flourishing phase of the settle-
ment, and as a result of the hardships caused by
the earthquakes, tephra fall and floods of the LB
IA, the inhabitants of Trianda expanded to other
locations of the island, including the nearby area
of Kremasti. A small deposit of conical cups, the
first (and unexpected) evidence of LB I presence
within the city of Rhodes, was found recently near
the Venetokleion School.®? The site is on a low
hill, where most probably a LB I site may have ex-
isted in parallel with the Trianda settlement, and
the site at Kolymbia.®® Most recently two parallel
elongated and unfinished walls were found covered
with tephra at the area of Kremasti® (Fig. 22). The
structure unearthed to a length of 14 m. is part of
a retaining wall, as indicated by its revealed length
and the channel that was opened vertically across
one of the walls to allow rainwater to drain away.
The unfinished walls at Kremasti show the efforts
of the inhabitants to erect a new structure, begin-
ning with a retaining wall, to protect themselves
from floods: extra evidence that they had already
experienced flooding after the earthquake and be-
fore the tephra fall. This expansion coincides with
the movement of the population to safer areas after
the earthquake and before the tephra fall. As well as
severely harming both agriculture and cattle breed-
ing, these disasters also significantly altered the
environment. It was at this stage, after the tephra
fall, that the inhabitants constructed the impressive
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Fig. 22. LB IA elongated walls at
Kremasti.

flood-control system in the N'W sector of the set-
tlement.® Similar thick walls continued to be con-
structed until the very end of LH III A:2-LH III B,
when, following another devastating flood, homes
were abandoned forever.

During these periods of successive natural dis-
asters the inhabitants of Trianda might well have
sought refuge again on Mt. Phileremos, as has been
indicated by the presence of LM I A— LH III A:2-
III B and LH IIIC finds in the area of the Athena
temple on the acropolis of historical times. The
devastating earthquakes, tephra fall and flooding —
phenomena that touched more or less the whole
of the Aegean — may have caused the inhabitants
to undertake ritual activities at different locations,
both within the settlement and on the mountain.
There is a possibility that such activities may also
have been influenced by Minoan religion.

Conclusions

The examination of the MBA at Trianda, Philer-
emos and the surrounding areas shed new light on
the background of the long tradition of the area
before the Minoanising era of the LB IA in the

81 Marthari et al. 1990.

8 Mpairami, K., ‘Ow. ®ot’, ArchDelt (2000) Chronica
(forthcoming).

83 Marketou 1998a, 63.

84 Marketou, T., ‘Ow. Totowpoton’, ArchDelt (2000) Chronica
(forthcoming).

8 Marketou 1988, 31, fig. 9; 1998a. 61-2, pl. II.
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Aegean and the development of the large town at
Trianda. During the MBA period, a period with
many local characteristics continued from the pros-
perous EBA 3 period at Ialysos, a few imports from
MM IB-MM II Crete do not suggest any strong
and tangible Middle Minoan influence on the is-
land.

It is during the mature phase of the LB IA set-
tlement, that the new town at Trianda adopted
many Cretan characteristics, as happened at most
Aegean sites: Ayia Irini, Phylakopi, Akrotiri (but
see Nikolakopoulou, this volume) and Miletus.
This evidence is not so strong at Serayia on Kos,
where the MBA period appeared similar to Ialysos
on Rhodes, whilst in Asia Minor, Iasos appears
much less Minoanised than Miletus. However, Mi-
noan imports and Minoanising artefacts have been
found at all these sites which, however, attained
different levels of Minoanisation. The most promi-
nent Minoan architectural element at Serayia on
Kos 1s a ‘provincial’ polythyron. Minoan imports
also occurred on Kos alongside massive amounts of
local light-on-dark and dark-on-light pottery that
was exported to several sites of the Aegean, Crete
and most probably to Asia Minor.

The town planning at Trianda has some simi-
larities with Akrotiri. Sharing a common fate with
the Therans, the Rhodians experienced two earth-
quakes followed by the tephra fall, events which
changed their lives. Though it seems a monumen-
tal task to define the local society according to data
derived from an excavated area of 5,280 m?, there
is enough evidence for a general definition of the
role played by the members of the society of Ia-
lysos and Serayia in this Minoanising period of the
Aegean.

The ritual evidence from Phileremos, dated to
the LM IA and the LH III A:2 and III B periods,
occurs in periods when the Ialysians were in dan-
ger (because of the earthquakes and the tephra fall).
During the period of the first catastrophe in the
mature phase of the LM IA the inhabitants of the
Trianda plain retained their strong local character
while developing a Minoanising way of life more
or less like the other Aegeans. It seems therefore
that the locals, with their strong local cultural back-
ground, did not develop in isolation, but rather they

JALYSOS AND ITS NEIGHBOURING AREAS IN THE MBA AND LB I PERIODS

participated in the phenomenon known as the Pax
Minoica, not only as an expression of elitism, but as
a need to survive after the environmental destruc-
tions. They needed a kind of political organization
to re-organise their homes and their individual so-
cial system. Thus, when their agricultural and cat-
tle raising organizations could not meet the envi-
ronmental change after the tephra fall they might
have accepted a kind of help from the rest of the
Aegean people, perhaps notably the Cretans.

During this period and under such circumstanc-
es Aegean maritime trade developed a process® in
which the Rhodians participated peacefully with
the Minoan traders. It seems possible that they may
have adopted some aspects of Minoan religion, to
face danger and catastrophe. In a period of serious
environmental damage and changes, lalysos played
an important role in the so-called Pax Minoica of
the Aegean, by adopting some of the Minoan ele-
ments and by participating in the exchange pat-
terns as a member of the maritime organizations.
This period definitely could not be a period of war.
As long as the Theran fleet with the merchants (ei-
ther Therans, Cretans, or other Aegeans) sailed to
Crete or Cyprus the participation of the Ialysians
seems possible, and Trianda might have played a
role of a station or emporeion. The similarities of
some Trianda frescoes to those on Thera are in-
dicative of this relationship.

This concept reinforces the hypothesis that the
Miniature fresco painter might had seen a settle-
ment like Trianda, either working there, or obtain-
ing a sea-farer’s view from the sea.

Moreover religion, along with their other be-
liefs and their long local tradition, might have also
played an important role during the days of the
natural catastrophes. The long standing question
of a Minoan Thalassocracy and the existence of
Minoan colonies, or not, in the Aegean may be
re-examined in the light of the data from the most
recent excavations, and the new evidence for cult
places in the area.

The subtropical landscape surrounding the coast-
al town IV in the West House at Akrotiri could

86 Doumas 1986.
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also be discussed in the light of the new evidence
presented here and in relation to the role of lalysos
in maritime trade in the area, before the eruption
of the Theran volcano. Thus, sea-farers could have
visited their sanctuaries, open air or not, on Mt.
Phileremos to devote the precious and exotic ob-
jects mentioned above. The sanctuary might have
been visited again in the LH IITA-IIIB during the
period of the floods. And when the flood caused
serious erosion of the mountain, its earth being soft
and clayey, according to Diodorus,”’ they left their
homes for ever.

The paradigm of Hellenistic Rhodes, which
controlled the seas for a long time, destroyed pi-
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racy, and became a friend to the Romans and to
Greeks, provides a clear picture of the maritime
role of the island in the historical periods,® which
seems analogous with the circumstances in the
Aegean Bronze Age. Consequently, in both in-

stances, Rhodes preserved its independence.®’

87 «...and during their lifetime there came a great deluge and

Cyrbe was buried beneath the flood and laid waste”. (Dio-
dorus Siculi V57-13-15 and V58)

88 Gabrielsen 1997.

8 According to Strabo, I'ewyoupund, 14.2.5[C652].
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Relations between the Urla peninsula

Minoan world

Hayat Erkanal & Levent Keskin

From the moment Aegean Archaeology was de-
fined as a special research subject, the west Anato-
lian region remained largely unknown in terms of
prehistoric cultures. Due to the dearth of research,
the potential of the region was totally ignored and
our knowledge limited to a few sites such as Troy
and Beycesultan. However, research carried out in
the region, especially in the last quarter of the 20
century, has provided us with valuable informa-
tion and changed the overall picture dramatically,
demonstrating the existence of strong prehistoric
cultures starting from the Neolithic until the end of
the Late Bronze Age. Thus, data from both coastal
and inland zones have helped us to define and re-
construct the prehistoric cultures of western Ana-
tolia.

One of these investigations, the [zmir Region
Excavations and Research Project (IRERP)!, a re-
gional project begun in 1985, is conducting ex-

and the

cavations and surveys in Izmir province to define
the prehistoric character of the region. The finds
from sites Cesme-Baglararast and Liman Tepe in
the Urla peninsula (Fig. 1) have provided us with
important data on the relations of the region with
the Minoan world.

During the first half of the 2™ Millennium Bc,
Cretan merchants extended the influence of Mi-
noan culture to the northern Aegean as well, form-

! Tzmir Region Excavations and Research Project (TRERP)
is continuing under the framework of Ankara University
Research Center for Maritime Archacology (ANKUSAM)
and is generously supported by the Ministry of Tourism and
Culture, Turkey; Ankara University Research Fund Project
Nr. 06B5358001; TUBITAK Project Nr. 108K263; INSTAP,
Ankara University, Dil ve Tarih Cografya Fakiiltesi; INSTAP-
SCEC; the Municipality of Urla and the Turkish Historical
Society. For general information and a bibliography of the
project see: http://www.geocities.com/irerp_tr

20 30Km

Fig. 1. Map showing the sites,
investigated by IRERP.
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Fig. 2. Cesme — Baglararasi, general view of the site.

ing the so-called “Minoan Colonies” in the south-
west Aegean, the Cycladic islands and the western
Anatolian coastal zones. Until recently, Miletus was
the most northern settlement to represent such ac-
tivities on the west Anatolian coast.? Now, the new
site at Cesme-Baglararas: has extended this line far
to the north. The site (Fig. 2), located very close
to the modern harbour of Cesme, was inhabited
at a time contemporary with the Middle Minoan
III — Late Minoan I periods, when the so-called
Minoanisation process achieved its highest point
throughout the whole Aegean world.

The importance of the site derives mainly from
its geographical location. Apart from the rich natu-
ral sources, the Gediz (Hermos) and Biiytik Men-
deres (Great Meander) river valleys which connect
the coastal zone to the inner Central Anatolian
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plateaus and the location of the site advantageous
for overseas activities made the site very strategic.
Considering these facts, it should not be a surprise
that it was a major harbour-town during the pre-
historic periods, a fact demonstrated by a wealth of
finds.

Despite being a relatively new excavation, after
three years of fieldwork, the site provided many
new data for the archaeologies of Anatolia and the
Aegean.

The site was discovered by chance in 2001. We
owe the discovery of this important site to Mr.
Hiiseyin Vural, assistant director of the Cesme Ar-
chaeological Museum who lives next to the cur-

2 See Niemeier & Niemeier 1997 and 1999.
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rent excavation area. When foundation trenches
were being dug for a new building, he realized that
the excavated soil was full of pottery sherds. The
Museum immediately took action and the con-
struction work was halted to avoid further destruc-
tion. Next, the Museum conducted a small-scale
excavation in the area and, upon the discovery of
some architectural features, the IRERP team was
contacted.

During an exploratory visit, we were able to
identify much imported Minoan and Minoanising
pottery as well as local western Anatolian wares
dating to the end of the Middle Bronze Age, scat-
tered across the site. Thus, after making all neces-
sary applications to protect the area, systematic ex-
cavations started in 2002° and are still in progress,
in collaboration with the Cesme Archaeological
Museum within the context of the [zmir Region
Excavations and Research Project (IRERP).

Although the levels excavated so far point to a
very short period of occupation, new evidence in-
dicates that earlier and later levels might also have
existed in the vicinity of the site. In 2004, a test
sounding, dug by the Museum just 30 m from the
excavation area, yielded Early Bronze Age archi-
tectural remains and pottery. Again, appropriate
measures have been taken to protect the site which
was scheduled for excavation in 2005.

The evidence for a later settlement comes from a
pit, within the excavation area, which yielded ma-
terial contemporary with the Late Helladic IITA:2
— Late Helladic ITIB:1 periods. The pottery con-
sists of both local buff slipped wares and imported
painted Mycenaean ceramics. Kylixes, stirrup jars,
bowls and spouted bowls are the most common
forms. Unfortunately, due to the intensive later
habitation in the area, no traces of a LBA settle-
ment have been found.

The main excavation area is divided stratigraphi-
cally into three different phases, covering the MM
III — LM IA periods (Table 1) The earliest phase of
the settlement, CB 2b, was founded on sterile soil.
The settlement plan was well-organized with streets
between house-complexes. Almost every building
consists of a single room with fairly standardized
architectural features. A common and interesting
feature found in many buildings is that the interior

RELATIONS BETWEEN THE URLA PENINSULA AND THE MINOAN WORLD

Pit LH III A:2 —LH III B:1
................................. L€ - | SRR S IS
CB 1 LM 1A

CB 2a MM III
.............................. earthquake.....................
CB 2b MM III
........................... (2.
Nearby settlement Late EB 2

Table 1. Current Stratigraphy at Cesme — Baglararas.

walls were plastered, the plaster covering both the
mud-brick and the stone foundations.

The effects of a strong earthquake which ended
this phase can be traced throughout the whole set-
tlement. The walls had collapsed into the houses
sealing the archaeological level. Notably, the fact
that the mud-brick walls were well-preserved
points to a quick recovery and immediate re-build-
ing at the start of the succeeding period.

The architectural remains of this phase were
mostly domestic in character, although one building
complex, House 2, reflects an industrial function.

This complex (the “Wine House’) comprises a
trapezoidal frontal structure with three rectangular,
narrow rooms attached to it (Fig. 3)*. These addi-
tional rooms were probably used as storage facilities
built partly below the main floor level. The archi-
tectural features indicate that the whole complex
was planned and built at the same time. A series of
features associated with wine production was un-

3 Por a preliminary report of the first season see Erkanal &
Karaturgut 2004 and Sahoglu 2007. A detailed publication is

in progress.

* Brkanal & Karaturgut 2004, 157, resim 11-12.
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Fig. 3. CB, House 2 (Wine House).

covered in the front room. These consisted of a cir-
cular, plastered basin linked to a smaller pit, again
plastered. This structure must have been used as
a wine production facility where grapes were first
pressed and the liquid went through certain phas-
es ending up as wine. Thus, the two basins were
used respectively for pressing and collecting. The
storage rooms also help to identify the character
of the complex. The southern room might have
been domestic, used for storing pots and food. In
the central room, all the walls and the floor were
plastered. Entry was presumably gained from above
since there were no doorways. The fact that it
was completely plastered points to this room be-
ing used as a storage area in connection with the

100

wine production process. All these features suggest
that this complex was a wine production facility.
The numerous trefoil jugs and semi globular cups
found in the third room also support this view.
Similar installations are known from Epano Zakros
and Vathypetro in Minoan Crete.® With its entire
assemblage, this wine house represents one of the
earliest examples in the Eastern Mediterranean.

The pottery of 2b phase consist of mainly local
wares with a buff or red slip. High quality vessels
and coarse wares for daily usage form two large
groups.

5 Hamilakis 1999, pl. 1.
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Fig. 5. CB, Imported footed vessel, Phase 2b.

Another important group is the repertoire of the
wine house. Trefoil jugs with a buft or red slip form
the majority of this group which are well-known
from sites, such as Liman Tepe,® Panaztepe’ and

Fig. 6. CB, Imported dark-faced incised lid, Phase 2b.

Kocabagtepe® in the Izmir region. Semi-globular
cups, found in large quantities, probably served as
drinking vessels related to the function of the com-
plex (Fig. 4). This form might be interpreted as a
functional equivalent of the Minoan conical cups
in the west Anatolian coastal zone.

Imports are few from this earliest phase of the
settlement. Notable among them is a footed vessel
(Fig. 5) found together with other examples associ-
ated with the Wine House. The mottled black slip
of the vessel is severely worn. It has a yellowish and
soft fabric. Other sherds, belonging to smaller ves-
sels found in the same deposit are of the same fab-
ric and have a similar thin and red/black mottled
slip. Another imported find is a dark slipped lid of
Theran origin belonging to the dark-faced incised
pottery group (Fig. 6).°

The next phase, 2a, is very poorly preserved. It
covered a short time period compared with the pre-
ceding one. The buildings were re-used with some
additional installations and renovations. The settle-
ment seems to have lost its organized layout and
consisted of some simple dwellings and open-air
work areas. Numerous clay and stone basins point

% Giinel 1999a, 53, abb. 14, no. 16-17.

7 Giinel 1999b, 52, lev. 106, 162.

8 Aykurt 2004.

% See Rambach 2004, 1237-38 for similar examples from the
late EBA III period.
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Fig. 7a-b. CB, Ivory seal, Phase 2a.

to a shortage of supplies and an increasing demand
for storage facilities following the big earthquake.

The pottery assemblage continues the tradition
of the preceding phase with no radical changes.
Local west Anatolian wares with buff/red slip are
abundant. Imported examples are few and have the
same greyish yellow fabric of the previous phase.

An important find of this level is a short cylin-
drical, ivory stamp seal (Fig. 7, a-b). The designs at
each end are, respectively, an eight-petal rosette and
four spiral-like motifs within two circles. Both the
motifs and the shape of the seal have similar coun-
terparts in Minoan Crete,!® a fact which might be
interpreted as an indication of Minoan presence at
the site.

Unfortunately, due to its close position to the
surface, Level 1 of Cesme-Baglararas: is largely de-
stroyed and has only fragments of walls. This level,
contemporary with LM 1A in Crete, is represented
with many pits spread over the whole excavation
area. The materials from the pits show that Cesme-
Baglararas: not only had strong relations with the
Minoan world, but also actively took part in the
Aegean trade networks, in a wider sense, during
this period.

Again, the majority of the ceramics from the
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pits are buft slipped, characteristic of west Anato-
lian wares. Among them, bead-rim bowls are the
most common form. Another local pottery group
comprises Anatolian Grey Wares, represented by
medium to high quality examples. Another char-
acteristic feature of this level is the abundance of
‘S” profiled cups with flat bases. Obviously they
replaced the semi globular cups of the preceding
phase and had the same function.

Incense burners are noteworthy (Fig. 8). Very
similar forms are known both in clay'! and from
Theran wall paintings'? indicating that at least
some religious elements of south Aegean origin
were used or adopted at the settlement. A lid with
many perforations from 2b phase might have been
used with such an mncense burner (Fig. 9).

The imported pottery from this level displays
a wide variety of forms and origin. They can be
classified as Minoan imports, Cycladic painted and
Minoanising wares and imports from mainland
Greece.

10 Sakellarakis & Kenna 1969, nr. 121, 24D, 31D.
11 MacGillivray 1998, fig. 2.24, pl. 47, 148-9.
12 Marinatos & Hirmer 1976, fig. 153.
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Fig. 8. CB, Incense burner, Phase 1.

Fig. 10. CB, Minoan imports, Phase 1.

The small group of Minoan imports are distin-
guished by their high quality (Fig. 10). They are
of polychrome'? and tortoise-shell/ripple wares!*
bearing spirals and band decorations.

Imports from the Cyclades form the largest
group. They consist of Cycladic painted examples
and of Cycladic Minoanising wares. Minoanising
wares are represented mainly by Dark-on-Light
examples; however some Light-on-Dark examples
also occur (Fig. 11). Both monochrome and poly-
chrome examples do exist. Running spirals and in
some cases, floral motifs are used as decoration.
Minoan and Cycladic type one-handled cups are
the most common forms' (Fig. 12).

Among Cycladic wares, there are some fine,
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Fig. 11. CB, Minoanising wares, Phase 1.

wheel-made examples with brown decoration on
a beige slip.!® Another Cycladic import, a white

13 Cf Schiering 1998, 72, 74, 159, taf. 42, 3; MacGillivray
1998, 75-77, Type 4-7.
4 Cf Betancourt 1985, 113-14; Betancourt 1984, 89-91, fig.

2, C 2578.
15 Cf Caskey 1972, 393, pl. 93, G-52; MacGillivray 1998,

75-77, Type 4-7.
16 Atkinson ef al. 1904, pl. 20, 1; Overbeck 1989, 76, pl. 52.
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Fig. 12. CB, Imported Cycladic-Minoanising cup.

slipped jug with geometric decoration (Fig. 13),
represents a unique find in this part of the Aegean.!”
Imports from mainland Greece are represented by
some sherds of Aeginetan wares'® with a greenish

104

yellowish fabric with inclusions and by examples of
Yellow Minyan.

Minoan-type loom weights with a characteristic
groove on the upper edge,'” produced locally, were
also found in the pits.?® This is another indication
of the Minoan contacts of the settlement which
might also be interpreted as a transfer of technolo-
gies considering their broad distribution in the

L 30 prar-

wider Aegean and west Anatolian region,
ticular.

Parallel to the excavations, the geomorpho-
logical work, undertaken by E. Reinhardt and B.
Goodman from MacMaster University, Canada,
aims to trace and understand the changes in the
coastline regarding the settlement’s history. A core
taken from about 20 m from the excavation area re-

vealed the presence of an ash layer similar to Theran

17 Brkanal & Karaturgut 2004, res. 7.

8 Cf Zerner 1993, 49.

19 See Evely 2000, 498ff., figs. 202-3 for the technique and
types of Minoan loom weights; for a different use as fishnet
weights see Powell 1996, 116, fig. 74-5.

20 Brkanal & Karaturgut 2004, res. 8.

2! See Niemeier 2000, abb., Momigliano 2001, 15, fig. B, and
Guzowska 2002, 587, for examples from Miletus, lasos and
Troy, respectively.

Fig. 13. CB, Imported
Cycladic jug, Phase 1.
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tephra. If this is the case (analyses are in progress),
although it is still too early to link this discovery
with the stratigraphy of the site, future work will
no doubt help to clarify the affects of Theran erup-
tion on the west Anatolian coastal zone and the
associated chronological issues.

Another site, investigated in the context of the
IRERP is Liman Tepe (Fig. 1).?? The site, which
was an important harbour town in the Urla pe-
ninsula from the Early Bronze Age, yielded im-
portant data for the overseas contacts of the region
throughout the Bronze Age. Some recent finds,
however, gain special importance in respect of Mi-
noan relations.

First of these — a small fragment belonging to an
open bowl — was found in the late EB II deposits of
Liman Tepe which are contemporary with EM II
B in Crete.?® It may be a Minoan import.?* If this is
the case, this piece represents the northern limit for
evidence of this culture. The second piece, discov-
ered in 2004, is another Minoan import vessel (Fig.
14) in the form of a deep, spouted bowl which
is well known from the EM II-MM I periods in
Crete. Several loom weights of Minoan type with
grooves on the upper edge are also found in the
Middle Bronze Age levels (Fig. 15).

Although displaying a different character from
that at Cesme-Baglararasi, all these finds show that
the relations of the region with the Minoan world
had begun as early as the later part of the Early
Bronze Age.

The Minoanisation process, based on the wide
distribution of Minoan elements outside Crete
during the first half of the 2°¢ Millennium Bc, has
already been defined and accepted as a cultural
phenomenon and discussed by many scholars,?
both from archaeological and theoretical points
of view. However, there are still some open issues
especially regarding the appearance, the dynamics
and the overall character of this expansion. Some
scholars want to see this in terms of Minoan colo-
nies?® throughout the Aegean for which there may
be evidence at settlements such as Phylakopi on
Melos, Ayia Irini on Keos, Akrotiri on Thera and
Trianda on Rhodes.?”’” However, others have tried
to explain it as a result of one directional or recip-
rocal trade based on the circulation of raw materi-
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Fig. 14. Liman Tepe, Imported Minoan spouted bowl.

als and particularly luxury items.?® Recent investi-
gations throughout the whole Aegean have much
contributed to our knowledge. But, at this stage
of research it seems more appropriate to focus on
a local level and then apply the results to a wider,
regional scale.

22 Brkanal 1996.

% Sahoglu 2002, pl. 116.

24 This piece was first identified during the sampling work for
the international joint project of “Kastri Group Pottery: The
Transition of Style and Technology in the EBA Aegean”,
analysis are still in progress.

% Branigan 1981, 1984 and 1989; Wiener 1984 and 1990;
Melas 1991 and Berg 1999.

26 Branigan 1981.

27 Niemeier & Niemeier 1999, 552.

28 Melas 1991; Davis 1979.
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At the beginning it was thought that Minoan
expansion was limited to the south Aegean world.
However, Mikro Vouni on Samothrace shows
clearly that it reached up to the far northern point
of the Aegean.?’ Finds from settlements such as Mi-
letus,* Iasos,?! Bademgedigi,** Teichiussa (Komiir
Adas1),” Tavsanadasi,® Troy* and, more recently,
Cesme-Baglararasi, show that the west Anatolian
coastal zone was also within the limits of this in-
teraction. However, the scale and character of this
interaction varies from site to site and it is usually
not so easy to characterize each case using the same
criteria.

The most common element in the archaeologi-
cal record is pottery, and it forms the major group
of Minoan elements found outside Crete. How-
ever, the presence of imported Minoan vessels or
their imitations at a site does not necessarily mean
the exact presence of Minoans. This can be inter-
preted as an imitation or adoption of the fashion-
able items of the particular period, a phenomenon
referred to by Wiener as the “Versailles Effect”.%
Thus, the existence of pottery must be supported
with other archaeological evidences to trace Mi-
noan presence.

So far, Miletus was the only settlement on the
west Anatolian littoral to have shown strong and
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Fig. 15. Liman Tepe,
Minoan type loom
weights.

solid evidence indicating the presence of a Minoan
colony. Some of the features requiring investigation
in order to define the level of Minoanisation at a
particular site were listed by Niemeier.*’ In this re-
spect, the discoveries at Cesme-Baglararas: provide
interesting results:

1) some features observed in the architecture (the
plastering of the inner faces of the walls) and the
Wine House with similar examples from Minoan
Crete;

2) the seal with Minoan elements;

3) the use of incense burners and Minoan-type
loom weights. These, considered together with
Minoan and Minoanising imported vessels and lo-
cally produced Minoanising pottery, are strongly
indicative of Minoan influence, and even presence,
at the site.

29 Matsas 1995.

30 Niemeier & Niemeier 1997 and 1999.

31 Momigliano 2000 and 2001.

32 Meri¢ & Mountjoy 2002 and Meric 2003.
3 Voigtlinder 1986 and 1988.

34 Til 1986, 722-4.

¥ Guzowska 2002.

36 Wiener 1984, 17.

37 Niemeier & Niemeier 1999, 544fF.
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The fact that Minoan expansion or interest did
not depend on geographical proximity has been
already demonstrated by Mikro Vouni on Samo-
thrace. Therefore, it must be explained in other
terms. One of the reasons for Minoan expansion
was obviously to gain access and control of the
trade routes for metals and raw materials. In this
respect, the Minoan presence at Miletus and Mikro
Vouni, particularly in view of the administrative
documents, fits very well into this picture. Cesme-
Baglararasi also must have had a special interest in
trade given its geographical position on the axis
of the main trade routes between the Aegean and
Central Anatolia and its proximity to rich natural
resources and metal sources within its territory.*®

At the present state of our knowledge it is hard
to determine the exact size of Minoan presence at
Cesme-Baglararasi. However, the archaeological
evidence observed in architecture, administration
and ritual behaviours indicate a strong presence of
Minoan elements which can hardly be explained
only in terms of interregional trade activities. In
addition, the settlement displays a strong Anatolian
character in terms of the settlement organization,
architecture and pottery. It should also be noted
that this is a relatively new excavation and that only

R ELATIONS BETWEEN THE URLA PENINSULA AND THE MINOAN WORLD

a small area has so far been excavated. Thus, future
work at the site will help obtain more detailed re-
sults.

The settlement at Cesme-Baglararas: was an im-
portant harbour town, inhabited at a time contem-
porary with MM III-LM IA on Crete, during the
peak of Minoan power and expansion throughout
the Aegean. It is the most northerly settlement of
the west Anatolian littoral with intensive Minoan
influence and contacts observable in architecture,
small finds and pottery. The site, building on strong
local traditions of west Anatolian character, displays
a very important phenomenon where Anatolian
and Aegean civilizations met and Minoan finds are
found within the same contexts as Central Anato-
lian influenced materials.

Considering the whole evidence, future work at
the site can be expected to clarify further the com-
parative chronologies of Anatolia and the Aegean
during the 2@ Millennium BC presenting an op-
portunity for more accurate correlations.

3 MTA 1981; Lengeranh 2008.
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The Bronze Age settlement of Teichiussa

Walter Voigtlander

This paper gives a summary of what is discussed
and written in a recent published monograph.'

Thucydides mentioned Teichiussa. He wrote?
how Alcibiades, the famous, well loved and hate-
ful Athenian, came on horseback from Miletus
to Teichiussa to meet a commander of the Pelo-
ponnesian fleet which lay at anchor there. Alcib-
iades did not need a ship for this short trip and
the fleet was hidden in the neighbourhood of the
Milesian metropolis after entering the Bay of Man-
dalya. This ancient reference is one of several argu-
ments used to support the identification of our ar-
chaeological area as Teichiussa.> G. Bean preferred
a location at Doganbeleni,* an idea repeated by E.
Olshausen.” Other authors like P. Le Bas and W. H.
Waddington® were thinking in terms of a location
situated south of Didyma.

The Teichiussa area is situated between Miletus
and Iasos on the southern shore of the Milesian
peninsula and more or less half way between Crete
and Beycesultan in Lydia (Fig. 1). Springs of the
Maiandros River are located near Beycesultan with
its well-known architecture dating from Chalcol-
ithic to the first half of the second millennium Bc.”
At that time, the famous Maiandros ran into the
Aegean Sea at the northern shore of the Latmien
Gulf not far from the Milesian peninsula.

In the course of our investigation, we found
three settlements of different periods close together
at the coast (Fig. 2):

1) Neu-Teichiussa, now under a modern holiday
camp. We supposed it was founded in the late Clas-
sical or early Hellenistic period, the date based only
on photographs of small finds. These finds were
excavated in the area of Neu-Teichiussa by the mu-

THE BRONZE AGE SETTLEMENT OF TEICHIUSSA

seum authorities of Aydin (ancient Tralleis), some
years before we started our work.®

2) Teichiussa, the early-Antique town built on a
peninsula some one hundred metres east of Neu-
Teichiussa; it was not rebuilt after its destruction in
about 500 Bc.”

3) Alt-Teichiussa, a Bronze Age settlement situated
on a magula between both; it was not built upon
in later periods.!”

Last, we discovered and explored, in the surround-
ings of these three settlements, monuments of Ar-
chaic phases, which are important to the history of
culture in general and of architecture in particular
in this area between the Aegean and Asia Minor.

The newly discovered ruins and finds from
Bronze Age and Pre-Classical phases give an im-
pression of an early, highly cultivated and inde-
pendent territory continuing there to the end of
the 6™ century BC.

' Voigtlinder 2004, 113-31. Thanks to Jim Smeader for proof
reading the English manuscript.

2 Thuc. 8.26.

3 Voigtlinder 2004, 2. 297.

4 Bean 1976, 890-1.

5> Olshausen 1979, 557.

6 Les Bas & Waddington 1888, 238, 242,

7 Seton Lloyd & Melaart 1962 passim.

8 This Neuteichiussa can corresponded with a village (kome)
of Miletus mentioned in a Hellenistic inscription: Rehm &
Harder 1958, 6, 6. 228, 1. 231, I 2. 275.

? Teichiussa is first mentioned in an inscription on the Chares
statue of the earlier 6™ century Bc: Tuchelt 1970, 78 fF. K 47
(= BM 278).

10 See note 1.
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Since 1984, when our field-work at Teichus-
sa began,'" our main problem was the question
of whether Teichiussa should be described as an
Aegean bridgehead or as a harbour location for
Asia Minor as Lisbon, for example, is for Europe.
In other words, how could we describe the position
of that area in the border zone between the Aegean
and Asia Minor? How could we ascertain the ori-
gin or descent of the inhabitants of the settlements?
What of local production and the direction of trade
in portable finds? What of the cultural context of
the architecture that we discovered?

We had to assess each phase and period in terms
of the relative levels of eastern and western influ-
ence. In addition, how independent of these influ-
ences was the site and were there other influences
from all points of the compass?

THE BRONZE AGE SETTLEMENT OF TEICHIUSSA

But what kind of influence could come from the
‘west’, chiefly the north and south Aegean and all
the islands in between? How can we identify what
is local and what is eastern (Lydian, middle Ana-
tolia, Ispata region) during the Bronze Age? We
encountered difficulties in applying accepted ter-
minologies in this relatively unknown area.

During our work we became more and more
certain that the accepted view of Anatolian peo-
ple as more or less mere spectators, while Mi-
noans, and later Mycenaeans, made history dur-
ing the Bronze Age in Asia Minor was wrong.
Also the concept that Carians and Lelegians were

' Mellink 1985, 551-2. 558; Voigtlinder 1986, 613-67;
Mellink 1987, 16-7; Voigtlinder 1988, 567-625.
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only uncultivated and passive peoples when, later,
the Greeks arrived on the coast, is not at all help-
ful when trying to interpret the complex state of
affairs in Caria. We needed different methods to
come closer to historical and prehistoric reali-
ties. We also learned to be cautious when using
terms such as evidence, influence and immigrants,
as well as modern name labels such as Minoans,
Carians and Cycladians.

It became clear to us that it is not enough to look
merely at the condition and types of vases and other
portable finds associated with uncovered walls in or-
der to determine the identity of the settlers, their
origin and their cultural and civilising background.

Alt-Teichiussa occupies ¢. 1.5 hectares. Some
walls were partly lower than sea level which was
surely more than two metres lower during the sec-
ond millennium Bc. This is based on an observa-
tion in the bay 4 km east of our settlement, where
we found, at a depth of 2 metres, very large vessels
which could have been produced during the pe-
riod of habitation of Alt-Teichiussa.

Finds from the settlement and discussed here can
be divided in to three groups:

1) Implements of stone and obsidian, fragments
of vessels from the Chalcolithic and EBA periods
with no stratigraphic connection to any of the ar-
chitecture.

2) Implements in clay and fragments of vessels found
beside unbroken vases of LM I, as well as good, solid
architecture with courts, halls, rooms and passages
such as narrow streets and public areas.

3) Fragments of vases from Protogeometric to Late
Archaic from destroyed tombs dug into the LBA
layers and walls.!?

Alt-Teichiussa was occupied during the later
Chalcolithic. It is enough to mention typical bak-
ing plates. Similar material was found in Pythago-
rion on Samos and is published as Chalcolithic
III"* and in Doganbeleni!'* between Teichiussa
and lasos. We cannot see clear differences be-
tween Late Chalcolithic finds and the EBA ma-
terial at Teichiussa. EBA — dated material from
Alt-Teichiussa is comparable to well-known and
published finds from lasos and the Samian He-
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raion, from the first settlement of Miletus and
from Killiktepe nearby.!®

The material is typical of the west coast settle-
ments of Asia Minor from Mysia to Caria and the
Aegean sites from Samos to Kos, especially of sites
around the Carian Sea. This simple and homo-
geneous pottery is surely not imported but pro-
duced close to the settlements where it is found,
and therefore can be used to identify members of
a population throughout this region after the end
of the Neolithic period. However, it is not clear
tor how long these people of unknown origin pro-
duced their handmade, red monochrome, straw-
tempered clay vases.

EBA material excavated in the centre of Miletus
came from an undisturbed, grey clay layer.'® Marija
Gimbutas' suggested that the so-called Kurgan
people destroyed Miletus in about 2300 BC. Even
if doubts remain, this may indicate the reason for
the end of such an early occupation in Miletus. If
similar destructions can be identified in the area
under consideration, it is possible that the whole
culture identified by its red monochrome vessels
ended at that time along with the first occupation
of Alt-Teichiussa.

There are no clear signs of habitation in the
period between the end of the production of red
monochrome ware and the time when architecture
occurred in Alt-Teichiussa. We only found some
fragments of black burnished pottery. It could be
EBA III or earlier, because similar pieces of this
ware were found together with the EBA material
at Miletus. And from Alt-Teichiussa, came a dark
grey, burnished sherd with incised decoration filled
with white.!® It could be Cycladic (Syros ware) or
from Asia Minor, in the tradition of Yortan pottery
production.

12 Voigtlinder 2004 pl. 65-8, 142-77 (small finds). 2-15. 94-6
(architecture).

13 Felsch 1988 pl. 31, 3. 6 nr. 280. 31, 7. 35, 8 nr. 68. 40, 2
nr. 424-5.

14 Voigtlinder 2004, 62 fig. 6, 332.

15 Voigtlinder 1983, 5-39.

16 Voigtlinder 1982, 36-8.

17 Gimbutas 1973, 133.

18 Voigtlinder 2004 pl. 143, 10.
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All the vessel and implement types with clear
signs of south Aegean influence are well known.
The inhabitants acquired this material through
trade, since we could not find any sign of a pro-
duction centre in or near Alt-Teichiussa.

Among the implements are loom weights with
grooves on flattened upper part and Spinnwirtel
(spindle whorls), a grate or grill, a small shovel and
a kind of incense burner or firebox. Among the
closed vessels are some with simple decoration of
horizontal bands or wavy lines in light-on-dark
ware. Among open shapes were examples of so-
called red washed ware with typical, thin profiles.
Unpainted vessels with buft surfaces, e.g. jugs with
knobs at the rim and handles, are very common.
A jug from Thera with Linear A signs is similar in
form and decoration and may be used as a chron-
ological indicator.!” In addition, coarse ware lids,
vessels with horizontal incised bands and cooking
pots came to light at Alt-Teichiussa. Open shapes
included cups with several profiles, conical cups
and the lower part of a large closed vessel that was
used in this fragmentary state as a dish or bowl.
Lastly, there was one example of a hybrid jug with
spout, one vertical and two horizontal handles, two
simple horizontal relief bands and three feet in the
form of simple volutes known from burned vessels
in Keos.

This small selection of portable finds is sufficient
to get a picture of the chronological range and
production techniques of domestic wares at Alt-
Teichiussa. The material is related to the architec-
ture and gives an impression of life and lifestyle in
the settlement. All these vessels were found on the
latest floors of the houses and in the streets.

Although a specialist may be able to divide the
material into earlier and later pieces, the precise
time range represented cannot be defined with
certainty. All the vases and implements are of the
27 millennium BC and were in use up to the mo-
ment the settlement was abandoned. This is a sin-
gle phase settlement in architectural terms and we
suggest that it is contemporary with Late Minoan
IA.

We found no human or animal bones in the
sectors investigated. Nor could we recognize clear
signs of destruction by war or fire. However, it

THE BRONZE AGE SETTLEMENT OF TEICHIUSSA

is difficult to find such signs in an area near the
water line. Stones beside some walls could have
fallen or were perhaps moved there. But a deci-
sion as to whether such stones fell down because
of earthquakes, human activities or sea erosion in
a space of more than 3500 years is impossible. But
all observations and evaluations lead to the inter-
pretation that the inhabitants in the explored area
left their houses at a single moment and did not
return.

There are some more observations about the last
phase in Alt-Teichiussa:

1) We found eleven vessels in a group with a quern-
stone at a shallow depth below the existing ground
level upon the uneven loamy, earthy floor of house
V. Two interpretations are possible. Either the vases
were part of the domestic assemblage of house V
or the group is a distinct sign of departure when
people hurriedly left and forgot to take these col-
lected vessels.

2) In the street between house VI and VII two vas-
es were found in situ under a thin red-yellow clay
layer in grey soil. Particles of ash coloured the soil.
One vase has a basket handle, perhaps used as a pail;
the other vase was a jug with light-on-dark deco-
ration. These vases stood in the street during the
last hours of the settlement’s occupation; they re-
mained, tilted over and broken, as we found them.
They could be again signs of an unexpected event.
3) We found white grey and crystalline ash outside
the entrance of house II. Some small lumpy pieces
appeared to have needles on their surfaces and are
probably tephra. Sea water had disturbed the rest.?
4) We observed ash in a fireplace inside house IV.
This was dark grey like the ash of carbonized ma-
terial. Thus, there were two different kinds of ash
present at the last moment of the settlement, one
in a room under cover and another in an open area.

19 Marinatos 1971, 128 fig. 23.

20 1t is interesting to note that comparable ,,crystallic and
light grey ash formed in lumps with needles on the surfaces
and with diameters up to 10 cm have been found west of the
buleuterion in Miletus above the destruction level of early 5%

cent. BC.
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Fig. 3. Alt-Teichiussa. Ground plans of houses.

These last observations may indicate that tephra-
fall had something to do with the end of the set-
tlement. However, the tephra layer was not thick
(0.05-0.10 m thick) and may not have presented
a real danger. Nevertheless, people did leave and
did not come back. There is no evidence of any
settlement during the rest of the 2°¢ millennium
BC. The reasons for this are unknown. However,
it is remarkable that our region remained deserted,
while Miletus and Iasos received an influx of new
inhabitants.

Attempting to put this event into a historical
context, in terms of what was happening between
Beycesultan, Thera and Crete, we can say that this
moment marked an end to the period of peace in
the Aegean, west Caria and Lydia where fortifica-
tions were unnecessary. Tephra was also found at
Sardis but not in a secure context. The date for the
end of occupation at Beycesultan suggested by S.
Seton Lloyd and J. Mellart is not far removed from
the eruption on Thera now dated by some to the
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later 17 century Bc. Whatever the final outcome
of the Theran eruption debate, there are excellent
indications for a synchronism between the end of
Alt-Teichiussa on the Carian coast and of Akrotiri
on Thera.

The last part of this paper concerning this small
village of some 20 houses at the interface between
the Aegean and Asia Minor, is reserved for some
remarks about the architecture and its context.
The buildings were large with solid foundations up
to 0.80 m. thick, often rectangular in plan made
of unhewn stones with a framework of clay and
wood in the upper parts. Ceilings or roofs were
flat. Loamy earthy floors predominated in courts,
rooms and streets. No steps were recovered.

These buildings belong to two traditions:
1) Houses IV and V (Figs. 3 and 4) represent a
single tradition. Both are rectangular and measure

more than 8 by 14 meters. They have courts on

‘WALTER VOIGTLANDER
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Fig.4. Alt-Teichiussa. Partly reconstruction of the houses.

their east sides and a hall in front of two rooms situ-
ated side by side. Other rooms follow behind. The
ground plans of both buildings are not aligned with
one another but rather converge at their east sides.
M. Korfmann would have said that the houses rep-
resent a modified Anatolian village plan. The ar-
rangements of the rooms in both houses appear to
display a kind of symmetry. For example, the main
room of house IV is on the left while that in house
V is on the right.?!

House IV has a long bench against its south
wall and a hearth in the middle of the main room.
The bench is built of stones, the round hearth of
clay. This combination of a bench and hearth is
known from the EBA Megaron A at Beycesultan.
However, the bench at Alt-Teichiussa leads from
the main room through a passage into a second
chamber. Only Room of the Throne at Knos-
sos and its antechamber display this architectural
arrangement. A single wall separates two rooms
with such benches at Knossos; at Alt-Teichiussa,

THE BRONZE AGE SETTLEMENT OF TEICHIUSSA

HAUSBEREICH |

HAUSBEREICH VIl

textile hangings could have separated the two
rooms.

However, neither building at Alt-Teichiussa re-
ally has anything to do with south Aegean architec-
ture. They reflect a tradition that goes back to EBA
although convincing predecessors or comparisons
are hard to find, either in the Aegean, Mainland
Greece, the Troad or Lydia. However, we can
be sure that the remains in no way reflect south
Aegean owners or builders.

It 1s unknown when these people arrived at the
site. Both houses could have been constructed ear-
lier than the other buildings in Alt-Teichiussa even
though they were ultimately inhabited at the same
time as the other buildings in LB I.

2) The other buildings: On either side of the double
complex comprising Houses IV and V, the houses
are in no way humble like fishermen’s cottages.

2! Voigtlinder 2004, 117-9, 123-7.
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The ground plan of one of the buildings could
have been as large as the plan of the well-known
West House at Akrotiri on Thera. The architecture
seems generally Mediterranean, but not specifically
Theran, Cretan or Aegean. Good comparisons are
missing.

Nor is there any obvious relationship to the
known architecture of Asia Minor. It should be
noted that at Beycesultan great architecture arises
during the first half of the second millennium Bc.
belonging to different traditions. There are build-
ings with rooms side by side that belong to the
local tradition that goes back to the EBA. At this
time, people brought the idea of the Megaron to
Beycesultan, a feature which was then mixed with
local ideas. The result was a typical plan of rooms
set side by side.

The famous residence in Beycesultan with more
than forty excavated rooms and courts follows other
ideas. Its design has nothing to do with local archi-
tecture. Again, this building has some features that
are more Mediterranean than Anatolian, although
there are no good comparisons in the Aegean or in
Anatolia.?

This is exactly the same situation found at
Teichiussa with well-designed buildings containing
rooms, halls and courts. But halls, for example, have
also been found at Troia, Cretan Kommos and per-
haps at Beycesultan. The same phenomenon occurs
near the springs and delta of the River Maiandros,
beginning at about the same time as south Aegean
trade reached the west coast of Asia Minor. Both
the residence at Beycesultan and the well-designed
houses at Teichiussa give an impression of aesthetic
considerations. However, the origin of the Lydian
residence and Carian houses remains obscure. Cer-
tainly the origin does not lie to the north or east
of Beycesultan. Rather, the ideas came from the
south or west in the areas north and south of the
Maiandros River. We leave it to others to discover
the precise origin of the architecture — Phoeni-
cian territories, Rhodes, Thera or the centre of the
south Aegean? From an independent perspective,
it is presently impossible at this time to label this
architecture typically Anatolian or Aegean; it may
be a combination of different influences combined
with local ideas.??
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We make a final remark about an interesting
phenomenon. In the Bronze Age cemetery of
Phourni-Archanes in central Crete freestanding
tombs belonging to different traditions have been
excavated.?* Some were built during the time of
Mycenaean influence; others were built using tech-
niques related to Cretan villas, palaces and town
houses. However, the large burial complex B has
its own tradition.

Its fagades are constructed in a regular manner,
while the inner arrangement of a dromos, a tholos
and other chambers on different levels are very
different. The builders used hewn stones only for
the foundations, facades and vaults. During the
long period of use, the owners changed the inner
arrangement. The architecture of complex B is
far removed from any “Versailles effects”. How-
ever, the owners of this burial building ordered
the same beautiful pottery as the owners of the
tombs nearby and the inhabitants of local palaces
and towns.

We found no tombs in the time of Alt-Teichius-
sa. We did discover many freestanding tombs of
the Archaic phases in the surrounding area.?” The
tombs are built on bedrock, the ground plans
measuring between 40 and 100 m? with heights up
to about 3 m. The facades of some are construct-
ed in a regular manner. The interior arrangement
consists of corridors and different chambers like
bee-hives and niches. Again, hewn stones are used
only for vaults and walls. There can be no doubt
that complex B in Phourni is the prototype of our
tombs. It is improbable that such a developed type
would be created twice independently.

Two possible explanations for this phenomenon
spring to mind. First, Cretans continuing to live
with a Bronze Age tradition came to the southern
coast of Milesia at the beginning of the first mil-
lennium BC bringing to Caria this idea for tomb
building. Secondly, some of the inhabitants at Alt-
Teichiussa one thousand years before brought this

22 Voigtlinder 2004, 87-90, 107—13.
2 Voigtlinder 2004, 12 -7.

24 Sakallarakis 1973, 168 fig. 1.

% Voigtlinder 2004, 236—60, 267-72.
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special custom to Asia Minor and the idea survived.
Whatever the correct conclusion, a close connec-
tion between the history of architecture in Crete
during the LBA and Caria in the 6™ century BC can
be argued with some conviction.

Tare BRONZE AGE SETTLEMENT OF TEICHIUSSA
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Minoans at Iasos?!

Nicoletta Momigliano

In this paper, in compliance with the title of this
Minoan Colloquium, I shall briefly examine the
evidence for ‘Minoans’ at Iasos, a substantial multi-
period coastal site in Caria, SW Turkey, located at
the head of the Gulf of Giilliikk (also known as the
Gulf of Mandalya), and halfway between Miletus
to the north and Bodrum (ancient Alikarnassos) to
the south.

The first modern archaeological exploration
of this site began with Doro Levi’s excavations in
1960,% which had the specific aim of investigating
the relationship between prehistoric Caria and the
Aegean civilisations, and the related issue of the
‘Minoan Thalassocracy’. In the early 1970s, Cle-
lia Laviosa, who shared Levi’s aims and prehistoric
interests, succeeded him as director of the excava-
tions. After about a decade at the head of the Italian
Archaeological Mission at lasos, Laviosa was suc-
ceeded by Fede Berti, whose work has focused on
later periods. Although no longer director of the
[talian Mission, Laviosa maintained a close interest
in Tasos until her untimely death in 1999. My own
work at this site, which started at Laviosa’s invita-
tion, just before her death, has consisted so far of
the study for publication of the MBA and LB I lev-
els from her and Levi’s excavations.

As is well known, Levi and Laviosa had no
doubts about the presence of ‘Minoans’ at Iasos,
whom Laviosa explicitly saw in terms of Middle
Minoan colonists bringing urbanisation to the
SW shores of Turkey.® Thus, given the title of
this Colloquium — ‘The Minoans in the central,
northern and eastern Aegean’— it seemed obvious
that all I needed to do was to follow in Laviosa’s
footsteps. As I started thinking about my task,
however, I immediately stumbled on a number of

problems.

MINOANS AT JASOS?

The first problem was: what do we really mean
by ‘Minoans’? At first, I thought I could find a solu-
tion in the article promisingly entitled “Who were
the Minoans?’ by Colin Renfrew, in which he gave
the (deceptively) simple answer: ‘[TThe Minoans
were the prehistoric inhabitants of Crete. Noth-

! Acknowledgments: I should like to thank the organizers of
the Minoan Seminar (E. Hallager, W-D. Niemeier, and C.
Macdonald) for inviting me to speak at this ‘Minoan
Seminar’, and especially Wolf Niemeier for gently twisting
my arm ... Many friends and colleagues have been generous
in sharing ideas, advice, and criticism: I should like to thank,
in particular, Andy Bevan, Cyprian Broodbank, Jack Davis,
Don Evely, Evi Gorogianni, Carl Knappett, Toula Marketou,
Peter Warren, and Marika Zeimbekis (and I hope to be for-
given by those whose names I have inadvertently omitted).
My research at Iasos would not have been possible without
the financial support of the Institute for Aegean Prehistory,
the British Institute for Archaeology at Ankara, the Istituto di
Studi sulle Civilta dell’Egeo e del Vicino Oriente (C.N.R.,
Rome), and the University of Bristol (Arts Faculty Research
and Conference Funds). I am grateful to the Director of the
Italian Archaeological Mission at Iasos, to the members of the
mission, and especially to members of the BACI (Bronze Age
Carian Iasos) project between 1999 and 2004. I also wish to
thank all the Turkish friends and colleagues who have helped
me over the years (especially Hayat Erkanal, Vasif Sahoglou,
Nilufer Giilli, O. Simsek and Hiusseyn Koktiirk. Special
thanks are due to Mrs. Sue Grice (University of Bristol) for
producing the illustrations.

I should like to dedicate this paper to Oliver Dickinson, in
the hope that he might forgive me for failing to contribute
to his Festschrift on time: he may find an echo of his paper
‘Minoans in Mainland Greece, Mycenaeans in Crete?’ (Cretan
Studies 5, 1996) in my title and in some of the issues discussed
here.

2 See Levi 1962, 505-71.

% As illustrated by the following passage: ‘Tasos ... was ... a
large settlement already in the Middle Bronze Age, showing
a developed urbanization to be attributed to Minoan colo-
nists ..." (Laviosa 1984, 183-5).
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ing more and nothing less’.* This is an answer that
both Levi and Laviosa may have agreed with (at
least at a basic, superficial level),> and which, at first,
I also found somewhat reassuring. There is some-
thing appealingly simple and logical in Renfrew’s
definition (especially in his rejection of the ethnic
connotations that the term Minoan has acquired in
the writings of some scholars).® But what would
happen if I applied it literally in this paper? Clearly
the phrase ‘Minoans in the central, northern and
eastern Aegean’ and my specific remit, ‘Minoans
at Tasos’, would imply that I should present evi-
dence from this site that could only be interpreted
in terms of demic or ethnic movements of people
from Crete — and this in itself is in fact rather dif-
ficult, for at least two reasons.

First, to interpret the presence of Minoan and Mi-
noanising objects or other traits at Iasos simply and
exclusively as the result of the presence of Bronze
Age Cretan emigrants or colonists is not only too
simplistic, but also sometimes downright impossible
or demonstrably wrong.” I do believe that we can
find some evidence of ‘Minoans’ at Tasos, but only
in the sense, as recently suggested by Broodbank,
of people behaving or doing things in a way close-
ly comparable to the behaviour and ways of doing
things that ultimately originated in Crete.® This, of
course, does not necessarily imply some kind of eth-
nic affiliation with (or descent from) the inhabitants
of that island. In addition, although I believe that
there may have been ‘Minoan’ emigrants in Iasos,
[ also believe that demic movements or migrations,
while a constant feature of Mediterranean life,” are
only a partial explanation for a much more complex
set of processes that underlie the Minoanisation of
the Aegean, and consequently the Minoanisation of
Tasos.

The second difficulty I encountered in accept-
ing Renfrew’s definition at face value was the fol-
lowing: even assuming, for argument’s sake, that
I could find evidence of ‘Minoan’-looking emi-
grants in lasos, how could I tell that they were ac-
tually people from Crete and not from Miletus, or
Trianda on Rhodes, or Seraglio on Kos, or some
heavily Minoanised Cycladic islands? And this,
of course, made me realize that Renfrew’s appar-
ently reassuring answer that ‘Minoans’ is a conven-
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ient shorthand for ‘the prehistoric inhabitants of
Crete’, was perhaps not so reassuring after all. If
that was the case, what are we to make of some of
the prehistoric inhabitants of Kastri on Kythera or
Miletus in western Turkey or Ayia Irini on Keos?
Are they really not ‘Minoan’ and more different,
for example, from the Knossians or Phaistians than
the inhabitants of Vrysses and Nerokourou in west
Crete or Achladia and Petras in east Crete? In other

* Renfrew 1996. Renfrew’s title echoes, of course, John
Myres’s book Who Were the Greeks? — in which Myres
famously answered this question as follows: ‘the general con-
clusion is that the Greeks never wholly were “one people”,
but were ever in process of becoming; that they achieve such
unity as they enjoyed in their “great age,” under austere
regional controls eliminating, selecting, fostering qualities,
faculties, and aspiration, in an originally diverse and hetero-
geneous population; and that in the last crisis it was this very
diversity and chaotic intermixture which became the most
potent stimulus in the struggle to “live well,” and, through
reasonable accommodation between social order and per-
sonal initiative, to achieve maturity, in a self-mastering
freedom.” (Myres 1930, 538-9).

5 I do not wish to speculate, here, as to whether Levi and
Laviosa (unlike Renfrew) would have preferred to attribute
ethnic connotations to the term.

¢ See, eg. Renfrew 1996, 2: ¢ ...
“Who were the Greeks” we muddy the waters considerably
by talking of the Mycenaeans as if they were already in the
late bronze age an established nation or an ethnic group. It is
open to question also whether the bronze age Cretans were

when we ask ourselves

either of these things. The term “Minoan”, in the strict
sense, simply means “pertaining to the prehistoric inhabitants
of Crete”, and does not (or should not) imply any necessary
collective awareness of corporate identity on their part’. See
also Renfrew 1996, 5-6: ‘[I]t is not just the name
“Minoan”which is invented. The underlying ethnic aware-
ness and identity which it might be thought to imply cannot
in fact be assumed.

7 The limitations of this culture-historical approach are too
well known to be reiterated here (¢f e.g Jones 1997; Shennan
(ed.) 1989; Trigger 1989, esp. 148-206).

8 Cf Broodbank 2004, 46: ‘Minoanisation ...is a modern
term of sometimes deceptive convenience for a heterogene-
ous range of ancient material culture traits and practices that
indicate the adoption in places beyond Crete, through what-
ever means, of ways of doing things that originated directly
or indirectly within that island’.

? On human mobility as a common feature of Mediterranean
populations, especially coastal ones, and on movements of
goods that include people see Horden & Purcell 2000, espe-
cially 342-400.
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words, what are we to make of cultural variations
within Crete? And, above all, what are we to make
of the creation of new ‘Minoan’ identities (not to
be confused with ‘Minoan ethnicity’, which prob-
ably never existed)?!” The creation of new ‘Mi-
noan’ identities must have constantly occurred in
the 20™-15% centuries BC (and indeed earlier) both
in Crete and throughout the Aegean.!! I began to
wonder whether the more inclusive definition in
the Oxford English Dictionary could perhaps be
more suitable, since this states that ‘Minoan’ signi-
fies a ‘native or inhabitant of Minoan Crete or other
parts of the Minoan world [my italics|’, in which ‘Mi-
noan’ has essentially a chronological and cultural
meaning.

In addition to the problems mentioned above,
I could not ignore the fact that ‘Minoan’ and its
corollary ‘Minoans’ are in fact labels and concepts
that are largely modern constructs, ultimately orig-
inating in the late 18- early 19" century Alter-
tumswissenschaft of Karl Hoeck and Carl Otfried
Miiller of the University of Gottingen.'? Original-
ly, the term ‘Minoisch/e’ (translated into English
as ‘Minoan’ since 1830) had indeed an essentially
chronological (and cultural) meaning (such as “Vic-
torian’ or ‘Pharaonic’). With subsequent scholar-
ship, the term went through significant semantic
shifts, especially since Evans’s excavations at Knos-
sos in the early 20" century. Since the early exca-
vations of Knossos, Phaistos and other Bronze Age
sites in Crete, a material culture has been turned
into a lost people: ‘the Minoans’. This is not such
a totally illogical enterprise, as some scholars may
wish to suggest, given that some people must have
produced this material culture, but one that is not
quite so straightforward, and entails a number of
theoretical and methodological problems, especial-
ly when the correlation of material cultures and
ethnic groups is involved — problems that are well
known to archaeologists, but are sometimes forgot-
ten.

Although I believe that the modern invention of
the term ‘Minoan’, of its corollary ‘Minoans’, and
their varied meanings are issues deserving further
investigation, this is beyond the scope and aim of
this paper.!* Nevertheless, what we mean by ‘Mi-
noans’ and the possible relationship between ‘Mi-

MINOANS AT JASOS?

noanising’ material culture and ‘Minoan’ emigrants
are two of the prickly issues that one should bear
in mind when looking at the evidence from Ia-
sos, or indeed any other site. I shall return to these
issues later on in my paper, after discussing some
of the empirical evidence, which attests to some
kind of relationship and connexion between Iasos
and Crete and/or between Iasos and the ‘Minoan
world’ more generally.

I shall discuss this evidence in chronological
order, but before this, I must remind the reader
that Iasos is a site that has been occupied (although
not necessarily continuously) from the final Neo-
lithic or Chalcolithic period to the present day.'*
Later building activities have seriously affected the
Bronze Age levels — pieces of the same pot can be
found in Bronze Age and in Geometric or Archaic
or even later levels. Objects, especially sherds, are
not particularly photogenic: they can be tiny and
also very worn, because in some cases they have
been under water for a couple of millennia (for at
lasos, as at Miletus, the water table has changed
since antiquity: ¢f Niemeier, this volume).

10" As one can have a ‘British’ identity which is different from
an English, Scottish, or Welsh ethnicity or any other ethnic
identity. On the difference between cultural and ethnic iden-
tities see Hall 2002, 9-19, esp. at 17.

' On variation of Minoan culture(s) and creation of new
‘Minoan’ identities see Davis & Gorogianni, in press. See also
Broodbank 2004, at 51-2; ¢f also Dickinson 1996, at 67: ‘to
adopt customs that resemble them [Mycenaean burial cus-
toms] so closely is arguably to be proclaiming oneself in some
sense “Mycenaean”, but equally to adopt important elements
of high-status Minoan dress is to be proclaiming oneself in
some sense “Minoan”, so that the ruling class of the Knossos
state could be argued to be creating an identity for itself that
drew on both previous traditions, and by following Minoan
custom in an important respect was emphasising its legiti-
macy. For a useful comparison with discourses about ‘purity’
and ‘variations’ of Greek culture see Dougherty & Kurke
(eds.) 2003.

12 Karadimas & Momigliano 2004.

13 Karadimas, in preparation.

4 All the finds discussed in this paper come from the area
beneath the Geometric Cemetery by the West Porch of the
later Roman Agora, with the exception of Fig. 22, which is
from the area of the so-called Basilica by the East Gate (for
the location of these areas see Belli 1999).
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Fig. 1. Middle Minoan import, probably from north
central Crete (Iasos AG/NM/94) (MM IIB-IIIB).

[asos and “The Minoans’ in the
protopalatial period

The earliest evidence of direct or indirect contacts
between Iasos and Minoan Crete or the ‘Minoan
world’ is provided by three fragmentary vessels,
which could date, in Minoan terms, to the Pro-
topalatial period (Figs. 1-3). Two (Figs. 1-2) are
represented by small fragments of Minoan drink-
ing cups comparable to material found at Knossos
and other Cretan sites and mostly datable to MM
I[IB-MM IIIA, but also MM IIIB: one is deco-
rated with white spots/sprays; the other is another
cup fragment with a bevelled base, possibly also in
white-spotted ware.!”> The third vessel (Fig. 3) is
represented by a number of non-joining fragments
from some kind of jar, and is comparable to pots
from the Old Palace at Phaistos (mostly Levi’s phase
IB), a parallel also supported by the petrographic
analysis of the fabric carried out by Carl Knap-
pett, which suggests a Mesara provenance for this

piece. 16

0 5cm

Fig. 3. Iasos, Middle Minoan import from the Mesara
(AG/NM/341) (MM IB-IIA).
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Fig. 2. Middle Minoan import, probably from north
central Crete (Iasos AG/NM/20) (MM IIB-IIIB).

Unfortunately, no pure level datable to a phase
equivalent to the Cretan Old Palace period has yet
been excavated at Iasos, and these three sherds were
found in later levels, datable between MM IIIB and
LM IA in Minoan terms.!’

Doro Levis and Laviosa’s ‘Kamares’ and
‘Kamares imitation’ pottery from Iasos, which
turned out to be the SE Aegean Light-on-Dark

ware of the Neopalatial period, was also found in

15 Tasos nos. AG/NM/20 and AG/NM/94 (also illustrated in
Momigliano 2006, fig. 3; Momigliano 2005: fig. 2). These
sherds are closely comparable with MM IIB-IIIA Knossian
material: see, e.g., MacGillivray 1998, pl. 17: 404-7, but also
find comparanda with MM IIIB pottery (¢ Warren 1991,
esp. fig. 9: B, F). Cf. also Betancourt 1990, 1316; Levi 1976,
pls. 105: 8, 118: b, 123: a, 127: ¢, 132: p, 138: £, 178: 3, 179:
h, all from ‘Fase 1b” and ‘Fase II’. See also Levi 1976, pl. 198:
¢, 201: b and h, pl. 210: g-m, from ‘Fase [II’, which include
Knossian MM IIIA and IIIB; ¢ also Muhly 1992, 48 fig. 4:
nos. 32, 34, 35. Petrographic analysis of AG/NM/94 (by Carl
Knappett) is in process.

16 Tasos no. AG/NM/ 341 (the largest fragment is also illus-
trated in Momigliano 2005, fig. 3): ¢f. Levi 1976, pl. 53: c-d;
pl. 66: g; pl. 67: £ pl. 73: a, ¢, and d. I am very grateful to
Carl Knappett for his preliminary reports on the petrograph-
ic analyses of this and other sampled pots from Iasos, which
he will fully publish in due course.

17 In this context, it is intriguing to see that a number of MM
IITA pots have been found in LM IA destruction levels at
Akrotiri: see Nikolakopoulou, this volume.

NICOLETTA MOMIGLIANO



WEST PORTICO

’-o

BUILDING B

BRONZE AGE
E]l GEOMETRIC ?

Fig. 4. A: general plan of the Bronze Age levels by the West Portico, area of the Roman Agora (courtesy of Paolo
Belli). B: detail showing plan of Building F at the time of the 1971 excavations (courtesy of Paolo Belli).

levels datable between MM IIIB and LM IA in
Minoan terms.!®

Thus, to sum up, the three pots discussed above
are surely not enough evidence to suggest the pres-
ence of ‘Minoans’ at Iasos in the period equivalent

to the Cretan Protopalatial (whatever meaning one

MINOANS AT IASOS?

assigns to the term ‘Minoans’!), although they sug-
gest the presence of MBA levels earlier than those
recognized so far.

8 Davis 1972; Benzi et al. 2000; Momigliano 2000;
Momigliano 2005; Momigliano 2006 and 2007.
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Fig. 5. Building F: north wall and adjacent pavement
(‘marciapiede’).

[asos and ‘“The Minoans’ in the
neopalatial period

In the Neopalatial period the evidence for contacts
between lasos and Crete or, more generally, the
‘Minoan’ world is much more abundant, especially
in the phases leading up to the LM IA Santorini
eruption, and some of these data may be interpret-
ed as indicating some kind of ‘Minoan’ presence at
the site, as discussed below.

For the period corresponding roughly to MM
IIIB-LM TA the evidence comes from: 1) archi-
tecture; 2) Minoan writing, i.e. potters’ marks in
Linear A; 3) possibly stone objects; and 4) pot-
tery, which provides the most abundant (and better
studied) data so far.
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Fig. 6. Building F: north east corner, showing stretch
of the east wall, and part of the north wall and north
pavement; also visible are some of the later (Geometric?)

circular funerary structures.

Starting from the architecture, one building of
almost square shape, known as Building F was
constructed with many large roughly triangular or
wedge-shaped stones, a technique which is quite
at home in Minoan Crete (Figs. 4-6)." This is a
rather impressive, almost monumental structure,
which has also produced a high concentration of
Minoan imports and Minoanising finds. Assuming
that Building F 1s an example of ‘Minoan architec-
ture’, this could indicate the presence of ‘Minoan’
masons, possibly employed by a local ‘Anatolian’
elite emulating Minoan fashions or by a ‘Cretan

19 Shaw 1971, 92; for specific Cretan parallels see Belli 1999,
esp. 680-1 (note, however, that the phasing and dating of
Building F reported in Belli’s paper has now been largely
revised).
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Fig. 7. Loom weight,
conical cup, and Linear
A potter’s mark.

Thalassocrat’, depending on your own modern
political and theoretical affiliations.?’ My assump-
tion here is the following: anyone can ‘consume’
a ‘foreign’ product, i.e. anyone can live in a house
built by a ‘Minoan’ mason or drink from a ‘Mi-
noan’ cup imported from north central Crete, but
the specific mental templates, manufacturing tech-
niques, and even motor habits required to build a
‘Minoan’ house or to make a ‘Minoan’ pot in a
certain way are much more difficult to acquire and
therefore are more likely to reflect at least the cul-
tural origins and affiliations of their makers, if not
necessarily their ethnicity.?! In other words, assum-
ing that the technique employed to erect Building
F is exclusively typical of Bronze Age Crete or of
other Minoanised areas, one might suggest that this
could indicate the presence of ‘Minoan’ masons at
Tasos. What I find more difficult to demonstrate is
Laviosa’s claim that buildings such as this illustrate
a level of urbanisation at Iasos to be attributed to
Minoan colonists.??> We know very little about the
actual extent and organisation of the whole set-
tlement, and about Anatolian architecture in this
area in general, especially for the preceding Middle
Bronze Age phases, and perhaps a bit more caution
would not go amiss.

Concerning ‘Minoan’ writing, Iasos (unlike
Miletus)® has not produced evidence of ‘active’
use of Linear A, but only a few potters’ marks (3
or 4 in total). As one of my colleagues, Isabella
Morabito, will publish them, here I illustrate only
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one fragment (Fig. 7: bottom right) from a vessel
that appears to be made in a local fabric and in-
cised before firing with a Linear A sign (probably
identifiable with 81°/81b),%* closely comparable
to contemporary finds from Ayia Irini on Keos.?®
The fragment illustrated here is too small to say
much about the pot it came from, but at least one
[asian potter’s mark appears on a vessel likely to
belong to the local Anatolian tradition.?® Thus,
what do these potters’ marks tell us about ‘Mi-
noans’ at [asos? The mere occurrence of Linear A
writing, of course, does not necessarily imply the
presence of a Cretan language at Tasos. Moreover,
given our present lack of adequate knowledge of
the languages of Bronze Age Crete and Bronze

20 On the two basic models, colonialism (or ‘thalassocracy’)
versus indigenous emulation, which have so far dominated
the relevant literature see Broodbank 2004, 55-8, with fur-
ther references. See also Knapp 1993.

2l The ‘Minoan’ masons may not share the same ‘ethnic’
identity as the Prehistoric Cretan population (which may
have been ‘multi-ethnic’ anyhow). On the difficulties, in
general, of detecting emigrants on the basis of purely
archaeological data see, e.g., Schofield 1983; Schofield 1996.
On detecting possible ‘Minoan’ craftsmen see also, e.g.
Broodbank 2004, 59-60; Davis & Gorogianni, 2008;
Momigliano 2005.

22 Cf note 3 above.

23 See Niemeier, this volume, with further references.

24 Brice 1961, Table 1; Raison & Pope 1994, 22-3.

25 Bikaki 1984, 23 and ff. (V-2, V-3, V-4, VI-12, VIL-5).

26 Morabito 2006.
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Fig. 8. Fragmentary mace head/hammer in breccia/
conglomerate (Iasos inventory no. 2815).

Age Caria,”” perhaps one should conclude that
the Tasian potters’ marks provide evidence for a
Cretan (or even ‘Minoan’) presence that is fairly
limited and ambiguous at best, and inconclusive at
worst.

Concerning stone objects, I can only suggest
some vague ‘Minoan’ connexions for the three ex-
amples illustrated in Figs. 8-10. Although it is dif-
ficult for an Aegean prehistorian not to associate
stone objects and vases with Minoan Crete, I can-
not offer very strong arguments for a specifically
Minoan pedigree for all these objects, and I can
only confess my ignorance about stone craftsman-
ship in Anatolia in general.

Of the three Iasian stone objects illustrated in
this paper, Fig. 8 represents a fragmentary mace
head or hammer in pudding stone (a kind of
conglomerate), probably imported to Iasos, and
comparable to finds from Crete, but also from
elsewhere.?® Figs. 9 and 10 illustrate stone vases
made in the local red marble. Fig. 9 shows a small,
simple, flat dish with raised rim, i.e. a saucer-like
vessel, a shape of such simplicity that it would
be rather difficult to argue for a specific Minoan
derivation (and certainly I could not find a par-
allel in Peter Warren’s Minoan Stone Vases, still
our ‘Bible’ on this subject).?” Fig. 10 illustrates a
very fragmentary vase with a fairly rough surface
(perhaps unfinished?), whose overall shape could
be reminiscent of some Minoan low-pedestalled
lamps.*® Obviously the presence of a Minoan-type
stone vessel, made in a Minoan technique, and in
a local marble, could be further evidence of ‘Mi-
noans’ at Tasos, but given the condition of this ob-
ject I would not wish to push this identification
very far. Nevertheless, this possibility, combined
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Fig. 9. Small flat dish in local red marble (lasos inven-
tory no. 3860).

with some comments made by Peter Warren and
Lorenzo Lazzarini on rosso antico and on other
red marbles, suggests a possible line of enquiry,
with Minoan connexions.*! Lazzarini, in particu-
lar, has remarked on the difficulty of distinguish-
ing macroscopically and chemically between rosso
antico from Laconia (marmor taenarium) and some
red Carian marbles (marmor carium or iassense), al-
though petrographic examination may allow some
differentiation. Thus, it is perhaps legitimate to ask
whether some Minoan vases described in the past
as being made of rosso antico or as being made

%7 No inscriptions have been found as yet which could shed
some light on the Bronze Age Carian language(s). The 1*
millennium BC inscriptions discovered so far illustrate an
Indo-European Anatolian language of the western type,
related to Luvian, Lycian, and Lydian, and, presumably, the
descendent of a language spoken in the 2% millennium: see
Adiego Lajara 1993, esp. 285-91; Melchert 2004.

28 Although I have not been able, so far, to find exact paral-
lels, similar objects have come to light in Crete, but also
Anatolia. For Crete see, e.g. Evans 1935, 356-7, fig. 299:
mace head from ‘mace bearer tomb’ in breccia (cemetery of
Isopata). See also Panagiotaki 1999, 122-4, fig. 29: 298 and
pl. 21: b; Platonos-Manti 1983). For Anatolia see, e.g., Kosay
1951, 165-8, pl. CLXXXII, 1 (from Tomb K, probably made
of breccia).

29 Warren 1969.

30 Cf, eg, Warren 1969, P295, P296, P299, and P300.

31 Warren 1969, 126; Lazzarini 1990.
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Fig. 10. Fragmentary low pedestalled lamp (?) in local
red marble (Iasos inventory no. 3410).

in a reddish-purple stone, may have been made
from lasian marble, and provide thus another link
between SW Turkey and Minoan Crete or other
Minoanised regions of the Aegean. Outcrops and
quarries of red marble are found close to Iasos
and also near Akbiik, on the road from Iasos to
Teichiussa and Miletus. Thus, I cannot offer con-
crete proof that Minoan craftsmen made any of the
three stone objects from Iasos illustrated here. Nor
can I demonstrate that some Minoan vases found
in Crete or in some other Minoanised sites such as
Seraglio on Kos were made in this attractive Car-
ian red marble, but this is a possibility, which per-
haps could be explored in future investigations.

Last but not least, I shall discuss the evidence
that may suggest the presence of ‘Minoans’ at Iasos
provided by the ceramic finds. For the Neopalatial
period we have many imports from Crete (and also
from other islands and regions of the Aegean).* In
addition, we have local production and local imita-
tions of Minoan-type pottery.

Starting with the Cretan imports, these amount
to approximately 50 sherds of various sizes. Some
fragments are from unknown contexts, some are
from Geometric or later levels, and some were
found in contexts datable to LM IA, i.e. in levels
either directly sealed by or stratigraphically earlier
than a thick layer of volcanic ash from the Bronze
Age eruption of Thera.*

That these are fragments with a likely Cretan

MINOANS AT IASOS?

Fig. 11. Cretan imports: fine cups (A: lasos inventory
no. 4451a; B: lasos inventory no. 4453b; C: Iasos
inventory no. 4458).

provenance is indicated by macroscopic exami-
nation, often supported by petrographic analyses
carried out by Carl Knappett. These Cretan im-
ports may not be plentiful, but, interestingly, they
cover a wide range of shapes, from small drink-
ing cups decorated with ripples and spirals in a
fine buft fabric typical of north-central Crete (Fig.
11), to middle sized jars or jugs (Figs. 12 and 13),
to proper pithoi of various shapes and sizes (Figs.
14, 15, 16) and equally varied provenances within
Crete. Some of these imports have already been
published elsewhere,® but those in Figs. 13 and
16 are illustrated here for the first time. Fig. 13
shows the rim fragment from some kind amphora

32 Momigliano 2005, with further references.

3 Benzi et al., 2000; Momigliano et al. 2001; Huber et al.
2003, 83-105.

3 See Momigliano 2005.
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Fig. 12. Cretan imports: jugs and jars (A: lasos AG/
NM/291; B: Iasos AG/NM/144).

Fig. 13. Rim fragment of Cretan jar (Iasos AG/NM/
269).

or jug: its petrographic analysis suggests a possible
provenance from the Cretan SE coast. Fig. 16 il-
lustrates fragments from a jar decorated with hori-
zontal plastic ridges, and entirely covered with a
red coat or slip, made in a rare phyllite fabric also
found in some pots at Malia. A similar vessel, also
identified as a Cretan import, has been found at
Ayia Irini.>
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0 10 cm
— e —

Fig. 14. Fragmentary pithos (Tasos inventory no. 3005
= Izmir Museum 973-5-96).

0 10 cm

Fig. 15. Pithos fragment (Iasos AG/INM/ 293).

Whether these Cretan imports came to lasos
more or less directly or via other Minoanised cen-
tres such as Trianda, Seraglio, or Miletus, is dif-
ficult to tell, but the latter scenario seems more
likely, assuming that cabotage would have been

% Davis 1986, 20: C-33.
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Fig. 16. Pithos fragments (lasos AG/NM/258).

0 5cm

Fig. 17. Anatolian type vessel (carinated pedestalled
bowl) imported from Miletus (Iasos inventory no.
4418).

MINOANS AT IASOS?

the normal method of maritime transport, and
also in view of the fact that we have several im-
ports from these areas (especially from Kos).*® In
the case of imports from Miletus found at Iasos,
interestingly, we have both Anatolian-type vessels
(Fig. 17) and Minoan-type pottery, such as coni-
cal cups (Fig. 18).%7

Minoan imports, however, either from Crete or
from sites where the substantial presence of ‘Mi-
noans’ can hardly be contested, do not necessarily
tell us very much about ‘Minoans’ in Iasos: they
could simply attest to some kind of trade or ex-
change.

Similarly, the presence of a great deal of the SE
Aegean Light-on-Dark and Dark-on-Light pot-
tery, mostly made on Kos, which Levi and Lav-
iosa called ‘Kamares’, tells us a great deal about
emulation and trade networks, but not much
about a ‘Minoan’ (let alone Cretan) presence in
lasos.®
In order to find ‘Minoans’ at lasos, it may be

3 Momigliano 2005, 2007.

37 Identified by Wolf and Barbara Niemeier during one of
their visits to the Iasos storerooms.

3 Momigliano 2007.
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Fig. 18. Miscellaneous conical cups from Iasos, including Milesian imports.

0 10 cm
— ——

Fig. 19. Cooking pot (lasos inventory no. 3393 = Izmir
Museum 973-5-106).
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more fruitful to focus our attention on the local
production of Minoan-type pottery, because, as I
suggested earlier, the way in which a pot is made
may be more indicative of a ‘Minoan’ presence at
Tasos — for techniques and motor habits are among
the most difficult things to acquire and change.

Local production of Minoan-type pottery
(which is rather limited in quantity: see below)
includes what is usually categorised as ‘domestic
and specialised pottery’ and ‘fine wares’, but per-
haps more important is the distinction between
ceramic objects that are clearly poor imitations
of Minoan proto-types (i.e. objects that try to
imitate Minoan pottery but seem to indicate that
the potter was trained in another manufacturing
tradition) and those that indicate that the potter
was working according to proper ‘Minoan’ tem-
plates.

Among ‘domestic’ and specialised vessels, Iasos
has produced hundreds of conical cups of various
types, a few dozen loom weights, several cooking
pots (Fig. 19), a few fragmentary ‘scuttles’ (Fig.
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A (NOT TO SCALE)

Fig. 20. ‘Scuttles’ (A: after Laviosa 1973 pl. 46 a; B:
Tasos, AG/NM/35).

20), and one ‘spit-rest’ (Fig. 21).%” Sometimes these
items are referred to as constituting the ‘Minoan
kitchen kit’, ** but perhaps they should not be
lumped together, especially the ‘spit-rests’, which

|

Fig. 21. ‘Spit-rest’ (lasos AG/NM/58).

MINOANS AT 1ASOS?

Fig. 22. ‘Local’ fine deco-
rated ‘Minoan’ ware (lasos
BE/INM/98/2, from the
area of the so-called
Basilica by the East Gate).

may have nothing to do with cooking anyhow, and
could even be, ultimately, of Anatolian origins.*
More interesting is the way in which some of these
pots are made and, as I have already argued else-
where,* I think there is some evidence suggesting
that most conical cups at lasos are made following
proper ‘Minoan’ templates, techniques, and motor
habits.

While the conical cups run into the hundreds,
the local production of fine decorated wares of
Minoan type is much more limited. Fig. 22 illus-
trates one interesting sherd in a very micaceous and
relatively fine fabric, which at a macroscopic level
looks possibly ‘local’ or at least not out of place in

% Momigliano 2001 (conical cup and loom weight);
Momigliano ef al. 2001: fig. 3: c-e and fig. 4: b-c; Laviosa
1973, pl. 45: b (cooking pot), pl. 46 (scuttles), pl. 47 (conical
cups); Momigliano 2002, 49-50 (spit-rest).

40 See, e.g., Niemeier & Niemeier 1999, 545.

H Joukowsky 1986, 401-2 and figs. 341, 423. For Aegean
‘spit-rests’ see Georgiou 1986.

#2 Momigliano 2005.
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Fig. 23. Local imitation of LM I vessel (lasos inventory
3084 = Izmir Museum 973-5-105).

western Anatolia (although more analytical work is
needed). The fragment does look as if belonging to
a pot, which could have been made by a ‘Minoan’
potter, on the basis of its relatively well-executed
decoration. We can contrast this fragment with an
interesting imitation of a LM IA vessel (Fig. 23)*
made in local clay and very similar (in terms of fab-
ric, slightly carinated bi-conical shape, and paint) to
the ‘red wash’ and ‘red-painted’ wares in the ‘Ana-
tolian’ tradition (¢f. Figs. 24 and 25). This is either
a vessel made by a local ‘Anatolian’ potter trying to
imitate a Minoan prototype (which I think is the

134

Fig. 24. Jug in red wash ware (ag/nm/9; from 1982

Iasos excavations).

most likely explanation), or by a ‘Minoan’ potter
trying to go native, perhaps a less likely alternative
in this specific case, but a possibility that in our
Creto- (or Mino-) centric view of the Aegean has
rarely been considered explicitly (if even consid-
ered at all).*

Minoan imports and locally produced pottery
of Minoan-type probably amount to something in
the region of 5% of the total ceramic assemblage at
Tasos. Most pottery belongs to the local Anatolian
tradition, such as the vessels illustrated in Figs. 24-
26. The pot illustrated in Fig. 26 is a nice ‘heir-
loom’, i.e. 2 Middle Bronze Age vessel, which has
been repaired and curated, until it was abandoned,
together with another jug of Anatolian type and

43 Already published in Levi 1970, fig. 33; Laviosa 1973, pl.
48; Momigliano 2001, fig. b; Momigliano et al. 2002, fig. 4:
b.

# 1 am not aware of any studies that have addressed the issue
of the assimilation of ‘Minoan’ (including specifically Cretan)
emigrants in areas outside Crete. Schofield 1996, 44-6, how-
ever, has pointed out the general difficulties in detecting
emigration archaeologically because of processes of assimila-
tion. On Minoan emigrants in general see also Schofield
1983 and 1984.
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Fig. 25. Examples of Anatolian ‘red painted ware’ (A: lasos inventory no. 3006; B: Iasos inventory no. 2683).
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Fig. 26. Anatolian MBA jug (Iasos inventory no. 2041 = Milas Museum 638).

half' a dozen Minoan conical cups, in the fire that
destroyed Building B, a rather flimsy structure built
directly upon a thick layer of Theran ash.*®

Not surprisingly perhaps, the evidence for con-
tacts between lasos and the Minoan world wanes in
the aftermath of the Santorini eruption and, while
the fire destruction of Building B is likely to date
to LM IB in Minoan terms, no diagnostic pot-
tery of this period has yet been identified at Iasos<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>