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Mortuary Customs, Palatial Society and
State Formation in the Aegean Area:
A Comparative Study

by

Mary K. Dabney and James C. Wright

Absiract

This paper compares developments in the pelitical organization of
the complex societies we term *‘palatial’ in Minoan Crete and Ny-
cenaean Greece. Traditional scholarship holds that the existence of
the Minoan palaces influenced the formation of the Mycenaean
ones. The authors argue that, although there js abundant evidence
that Minoan cultural forms were adopted by the Mycenaeans, both
arcas had significantly different forms of political and economic
organization as they moved towards statehood. By analysis of mor-
tuary practice and of patterns of economic and ideological
behavior, the authors present evidence for changes in levels of
socio-political integration that relate to state formation. The extab-
lishment of the palaces is seen as merely one episode n 1the long
process of state formation in both areas.

INTRODUCTION

Axel Persson was keenly interested in using mortnary re-
mains as evidence in the identification of the political struc-
tures of early societies in the Aegean area, especially for 1he
carly Mycenaeun period, as his work at Dendra shows. He
was also concerned with the distinetion between (he palace-
centered societics on the mainland and on Crete. In his The
religion of Greece in prehistoric rimes, Persson remarked,
““there s a striking difference between Crete and the Greek
mainland. The archaeologists whose field is prchistoric
Greeee view as one of thelr most important tasks the dif-
[erentiation between the two culures™.' This remains a
major issue for discussion in prehistorie Aggean studies to-
day. In this paper we compare and contrast changes in the
organmization of the complex socicties we term **palatial”™” on
Crete and the mainland, beginning with state (ormation in
Minoan Crete.

STATE FORMATION IN MINOAN CRETE
(Mary K. Dabney)

Several recent studies ol the palaces in Crete suggest their
socio-political roles as centers for rituals which validated
and consolidated the authority of the state.” These views
place the Minoan states in the general calegory ¢f political

organization called a theocracy.’ Classification of the level
of political organization as a theocratic chicfdom oy
theocratie slate at a particular point in time is not the goal
Rather, Dby comparisons with ethnographically
documented theoeracies,” cerlain patierns in the archae-
ological remains which may rellect specific processes in the
formation and mainienance of states are discusscd.
Generally in theoeracies, the leaitimacy of the ceniral
authority is maintained socially by ritual acts, which are
most conspicuously manifest in the archacological record in
the torm of meonumental architecture and religious icono-
eraphy in art. The management of rcsources (goods and
labor) legitimate the central authority economically.’

here.

Monumental royal burial is one [ealure common to early
theocratic states, according 1o Feeley-Harnik.” Transfer of
power 1s rcinforced through burial rites. Evideuce for
monumental roval burial in Proto-palatial Crete, however,
is entirely lackmg. Considering the intensive archaeological

AW, DPersson, The religion of Greece in prefistoric iimes,
Berkeley 1942, 5. This paper has benefited from the comments and
criticisms ¢f Jeremy Rutter, Imma Kilian-Dirlmeier, and Klaus
Kilian. Unfortunately we were not able to incorporate all their sug-
gestions in our revisions for this publication.

* I.F. Cherry, ‘Generalisation and the archacology of the state’.
n Social organisation and seitfement {BAR-1S, 47), eds. D. Green,
C. FHaselgrove, and M. Spriggs, Oxford 1978, 411-437; G.
Cadogan, Palaces of Minoan Crete, London 1980, 33; N. Platon,
“The Minoan palaces: Centres of organization of a theocratic social
and pelitical system’, in Minoan sociery. Proceedings of the Cam-
bridge colloquinm 1981, eds. O. Kreyszkowska and L. Nixon,
Bristol 1983, 273-276; W..D. Niemeier, ‘Zur Deutung des
Thronraumes im Palast von Knossos', AM 101, 1986, 63-95; R.
Hage and N. Marinatos, eds., The function of the Minoan palaces
{(ActaAth-4°, 35), Stockholm 1987,

‘ D.L, Webster, ‘On theocracies', American unthropologisi 78,
1976, 512828, esp. 815.

© Gl Feelev-Harmik, ‘Issues in divine kingship', Annuat review
af anthropelogy 14, 1985, 273313,

T Webster (supra n. 3), 815 -817; Feeley-Harnik (supra n. 4).

" Fecley-Harnik (supra n. 4).
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exploration of the palaces and their immediate surround-
ings, it seems unlikely that such tombs existed and are stili
unknown. Therefore, the present evidence in Crete suggests
an atypical development in state formation. Perhaps
members of the ruling elite lost their sacial role upon death
because authority was vested in the institution, not in the in-
dividual who held office, and was not hereditary, This situa-
tion might also explain the lack of royal iconography in art.

An ethnographic parallel for this lack of monumental
roval tombs during the early phase of state formation is
found among the Merina in Madagascar from 1780 to
1850.” Royal tombs were not built because of the strength
of local kin groups. The ruling clite in complex societies
usually discourage regional differences, such as resident kin
organizations, because they divert social and cconomic sup-
port from the state.’ In Madagascar, however, these local
kin groups were relatively strong in comparison with the
central authority because the state depended on their organ-
ization of agricultural labor during the period of state for-
mation.’ Politically defined administrative units were con-
liguous with the territorial houndarics of kin group land
holdings.”” Land ownership was restricted to members of
the local kin groups (called ““demes”} by the practice of en-
dogamy. The emphasis on social relationships at the local
(or ““deme™) level was expressed in their material culture by
megalithic tombs in which members of the “‘dcme’ were
buried together. The right to own land was direcily related
to tomb-group membership.!’ This situation provides a
striking parallel for the absence of monumentral royal tombs
and the continuance of burial in the tholos tombs of the
Mesara arca throughout the Middle Minoan period, well
after the foundation of the palaces which are the first overt
svmbol of state formation in Crete,

Social dynamics in the Knossos area differed rom those
in the Mcsara area. Because Knossos reached urban status
in the Middle Minocan 1:)eriod,‘2 local kin groups resident in
the villages were already broken up.” Hence, other forms
of burials, such as the Mavro Spelio tombs and the larnax
and pithos burials,'“ are common there.

Reviewing characteristics of Lheocratic states, Webster
observes that during the carly process of state formation the
central authorily may continue (o recognize, even depend
on. local kin groups as parl of the organization of the siate.
Ultimately, in order to maintain the central authorily, the
local leaders have to “‘shift their allegiance to the higher
organizational system  they valued and strove to
" Note in this conncction that Middle Minoan
[118B tholos rombs are poor in prestige poods in comparison
with  similarly well-prescrved  earlier (EM—MM  [A)
1ombs.'® By comparison, the wealth of prestige goods in
the MM IIT Temple Repositories deposit at Knossos, the
LM 1 Zakros treasury, and the MM III-LM [ peak
sanctuaries'’ suggests that it is al this time that wealth was
being centralized through ¢eremonial acts.

In ¢conclusion, the maintenance of traditional burial prac-
tices in the Mesara area may reflect the continuing strength
of local group organizations in one region centered around
a palace at the same time that the central autherities at the
palaces operated within a larger framework of economic

emulate.

and political relations in Crete. This suggestion that overall
social integration was not achieved during the Proto-
palatial period complements observations made by Moody,
Nixon, and Peatfield at the dih Swedish Institute Sym-
posium,” that the villas and peak sanciuary shrine
buildings reflect newlde\'elopmenls in socio-economic in-
tegration at the beginuing of Lhe Neo-palatial period.
Webster observes that an increase in local imitations of the
centralized elites’ consumption patterns is another indica-
tion of the extent to which the social as well as economic
focus is shifting in emphasis towards the central authority
and away from local g,roupings.w In Crete, these imitations
include the increased emphasis in the MM [[I-LM I period
on the storage of poods similar 1o those stored at the palaces
(a pattern which continues in the Late Minoan period, as
shown by Begg) and the increased standardization and
elaboration of domestic architecture in imitation of palatial
architecture at the same time as shown by McEnroe.” The

" AL Bloch, *Tombs and states’, in Mortalicy and inunariaiiny:
The anthiropology and archeeology of death, cd. 5.C. Humphreys
and H. King, London 1981, 137—147; Feeley-Harnik (supra n. 4),
297,

* D.V. Kurtz, ‘Stralegics of legitimation and the Azlec slate’,
Fiimology 23, 1984, 301 -314, esp. 302,

* Feeley-Harnik {supra n. 43, 257.

"M, Bloch, Placing the dead: Tombs, ancesiral villeges, and
kinship organization in Madagascar, London 1971, 47,

"' Bioch {supra n. 10y, 127(.

©'S. Hood and D. Smylth, archacological survey of rthe
Knossos area (BSA, suppl., 14), London 1981, § 10; T. M.
Whilelaw, 'The seitdement at Fournou Korifi, Myrios and aspects
ol Early Minoan soctal organization’, in Minean society (supra n.
2), 323 345, esp. 3139,

" R.H. McGuire, ‘Breaking down cullural complexily: In-
equality and heterogencity’, in Advances in archaeological method
and theory 6, cd. M.B, Schiffer, New York 1983, 91142, esp.
1191,

U B, Rutkowski, “Ard v ioTopiav 1@V KPNTKGV
Lapvarwov', in Proc2CretCangr £1966) 1, Athens 1968, 234-237;
K. Branigan, The foundations of Palerie! Crete, Londou 1970,
176f.

" Websler (supra n, 3), 820.

" M. Dabneyv. A comparison of correlations in the spatial dis-
tribiction of archaeoiagical remains from Prepalarial and Palaiial
period seitlements and tombs in centrgl Crele, Ph.D. thesis,
Columbia Univ. 1989,

" C. Boulclis, ‘Nochmals zum Prozessionsfresko von Knossos:
Palast und Darbringung ven Prestige-objekieu’, in Hagg and
Marinatos (supra n. 2), 145 135; A, Peatfield, ‘Palace and peak:
The political and religious relationship between palaces and peak
sancluaries’, in Hagg and Marinatos {supra n. 2), 8993,

" 1. Moody, ‘The Minoan palace as a prestige artifact’, in
Hége and Marinatos (supra n. 2), 235-240: L. Nixon, ‘Neo-
palatial outlving scttlements and the Tunction ef the Minoan
palaces’, in Hape and Marinatos (supra n. 2), Y5—98; Peatficld
(supra n. 17).

" Webster (supra n. 3), 818 820.

DI Bega, Minoan starerooms in the Lale Bronze Age,
Ph.D. thesis, Univ. of Torento 1975; J.C. McEnroe, Minoan house
and fown errangement, Ph.D. thesis, Univ. of Toronto 1979; idemn,
‘A vpoloey of Minoan Neopalatal houses', ASA 86, 1982, 3—19;
wder, *The significance of local styles in Minoan vernacular ar-
chitecture’, in L habitar égden prehistorigue (RCH-Suppl.), ed. R.
Treuil and P. Darcque, forthcoming.
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villas, first built during the LM 1 period, are the perfected
form of this local imitation of palatal architectural forms
and storage practices.”

1 suggest the hypothesis that the end of regional burial
practices coincident with the earliest villas is a reflection in
the material remains of a cbange in the administration of
agricultural production. The organization of agricultural
production on the local level, which supported loyalties 1o
[ocal kin groups expressed in the maintenance of local mor-
luary practices, posed a threat to the authority of the cen-
tralized elite ar the palaces. This systemn of organization may
have been superceded by the organization of agricultural
production through a secondary elite housed in the villas.
The villas were independent of the villages, thus set apart
from local kin groups resident in the villages, and sym-
bolically expressed their loyaliy to the central authorities by
emulating palatial architectural forms and storage practices.
Aceording to Webster,” such a shift would indicate a de-
velopment in the political system towards a more complex,
partially secularized state during the LM I period. All these
changes suggest that the process of state formation in Crele
continued throughout the Middle Minoan period, well after
the construction of the first palaces.

In summary, I suggest that the end of regional burial
practices coincident with the carliest villas mav be a reflec-
lion in the material remains of a gradual change in the social
and political structure of palatial Crete towards a more
complex state. In this interpretation of the significance of
changes in burial customs for understanding Minoan stale
formation, three imporlant points are being made, The ar-
chacological remains reflect changes in burial customs, re-
ligious rituals, and other symbeolic behavior, These social
changes can be broughl aboul by polilical developments.
particularly concerning the conirol of resources, during the
process of state formation. This process continued through-
out the Middle Mincan period, long afler the first overl
symbol of state formation, the construction of the first
palaces, had occurred.

STATE FORMATION IN MYCENAEAN GREECE
(James C. Wright)™

Conventional wisdom holds thal Mycenaean palatial society
was largely derived {rom the Minoan one. This view over-
simplifies the relationship beiween these societies as much
scholarship of the last two decades has shown.™ It also
hinders meaningful comparison of the different processes
by which complex societies in the Acgean developed.

In this halt of our jeint paper I intend 10 focus on three
salient features of Mycenaean scciety thal [ believe contrast
strongly with Minoan and illustrate the different trajectory
lowards societal complexity followed on the mainland.
These are (1) the relative lateness of the development of the
palatial system, (2) the focus of the social order on the per-
son of the ruler, and (3) the lack of cutward signs of a
highly developed ideological structure in the society.

To begin, some definitions are needed. What is a palace?
What is meant by a palace-centered society? A common
definition of palace is the residence of 2 ruler.” Such a

definition, however, focuses attention only on an architec-
tural and residential form and ncglects to encompass the
economic and political developments that lie behind the
emergence of the monumental edifices that common opin-
ion in Aegean studies accepts as palaces, e.g. the “‘Palacc of
Minos".® In architcctural terms a palace is characterized
by monumecntality, complexity of plan (for a diversity of
functions) and the use of specialized lechniques of constlruc-
tion. In the Aegean the last item is recognized in details,
such as ashlar masonry, half-timbering, plastered and
frescoed walls and floors, stone paving, stone reveiments
and dadocs, Lhe use of special materials, elaborate drainage
systems, and units of mcasure. Such characteristies require
the skills of specialized crafismen and represent in a single
architectural form the degree of organization necessary for
a palace-centered society—one that demands that somc
segments of the population work to support others who are
engaged in specialized activities focused on a central place.
In this sense, the palace is an artifact of a complex society
and symbolizes certain values of the soeiety or, perhaps
more correctly, of its rulers.”” When such a monumental

5. Hood, ‘The “country house' and Minoan socicty’, in M-
noan society (supra n. 23, 129—135; Nixon (supra n. 18).

 \Websler (supra n. ), 820,

* This half ol the paper is in part instigated by T.G. Palaima,
whose work on the origins of Mycenacan script (' The development
of the Mycenacan writing system’, in 1.-P. Olivier and T.G.
Palaima, eds., Texts, tabiets and scribes. Studies in Mycenaean
epigraphy and economy offered to Emmeir L. Bennen, Jr. (=
Afines, Suppl. 10, Salamanca 1988, 269—342) urns in the final
analysis on the archaeclogical question of determining “*when [the
mainland centers'] activities would have reached the point when
their administrations could no longer function or function effec-
tively without the assistance of writlen records™ (p. 336). Determin-
ing this moment archacologically is a primary concern ol this
paper.

“* The role and influence of the islands has cspecially changed
our understanding of the mechanisms of interaction in the Aegean
(sce N. Coldstream and G. Huxley, eds., Kythera, London 1972;
J.L. Caskey, ‘lonvestigations in Kcos, Part I, Hesperia 40, 1970,
339386, and idemn, ‘Investigations in Keos, Part I1: A conspecius
of the poltery”, Hesperig 42, 1972, 357- 401, and the final reporis
new issuing irom that project; see also, J. Cherry and J. Davis,
“The Cyelades and the Greek mainland in LC [: The evidence of the
pottery’, A.J4 86, 1982, 333341 and E. Schofield, 'The Western
Cyclades and Crete: A **special relavonship™’, OJA4 1, 1982, 9
25y while the importance of the indigenous Middle Helladic culture
has been better appreciated through the work of Dickinson, Rutter,
Zerner, and Nordquist among others {see below, notes 29, 32, 33,
36).

® Cf. K. Kihan, ‘L architecture des résidences mycénienncs:
Origine et extension d’une struciure du pouvoir politique pendant
age du Bronze récent’, in Le systenie palalial en Qrient, en Grece
et ¢ Rowre. Acies du Collogue de Strashourg, 19 22 juin 1983, ed.
E. Lévy, Leiden 1987, 203 217, esp. 203.

o Renfrew, The emergence of civilisation, London 1973,
3621390, passirm; P. Halstead, ‘On redistribution and the origin of
Minoan—NMycenacan political economies’, in Problems in Greek
prediistory, ¢ds. E.B. French and K.A. Wardle, Bristol 1988,
319 329

" Renfrew (supra n. 26), 348; Halstead (supra n. 26); Moody
(supra n. 18); as an owtward manifestation of the structure of
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form arose is difficnl to recognize. Although in Crete the
date of MM IB is generally accepted, the evidence ol
monumental buoilding is not entirely clear, as the case of
Maliia during MM 1—I1 demonstrates.” On the mainland
these early stages are cven less well defined, for in general
the early Mycenaean period is not well known.”

In my view the Tormation of the palaces of the mainland
occurred as much as ¢. 400 ycars aficr the rise of the first
palaces on Creie and as much as ¢, 200 vears afler the
heightened contact with the Minoans that we mark with the
era of the Shaft Graves.™ Clearly the mainland palaces did
not develop in immediate response o the Minoan ones.
Probably the preconditions for the advent ol a palatial
sociely had not yer arizen on the mainland. More apropos,
however, is the possipility that they had nol even developed
bw the time of the Shaft Graves. Apparently the creation of
a complex palace-centered socicty on the mainland during
the Late Bronze Age was much delayed with respect to the
unitial period of stratification observed during the Shaft
Grave period. There is no clear evidence that the monumen-
tal palaces on the mainland were constructed betore LH
1Al

Forthermore, T propose that the developioient of My-
cenaean sociely, as we term it, was not a uniform event over
the whole mainland. [nstead different arcas developed ac-
cording to the resonrees and conditions specific to each, fac-
tors already observed during the MBA." Thns the rise of a
nnmber of highly visible Tortified citadels with palaces in the
Argolis contrasts with the single palace at Pylos in Messenia
and the yet undiscovered traces of any in Laconia. The ex-
istence of the multi-phase and carly (LH I1?7—IITAl) man-
sions at the Menelaion might then be viewed by us not so
much as cvidence of a “‘missing link™ in the path to a
uniform palace-centercd socicly on (he mainjand, but as one
local early solution to increasing demands for administering
a small regicn.™

Such an argument runs counier to the idea that the
emercence of Mycenaean palaces was a natural and gradual
process of development respending to the demands of an in-
creasing population and/or (o the vacuum of power in Crete
after the collapse at the end of the Neo-palatial period.™
Although such reconstructions attempt to make a reason-
able story through a concatenation of archaeclogically se-
quential events, they fail 1o examine the structural form of

power relationships in the society, the palace is an artifact created
and manipulated by the ruling group; see the contributions by vari-
ous authors to 1. Hodder, ed., Svmbelic and structural archaeol-
ogy, Cambridge, U.K. 1982.

* H. van Effenterre, Le palais de Maliia et fa cité minoenne |
(Incunabula Graeca, 76). Rome 1980, 3041, 201-229; O. Peclon,
in ‘Chronique...”, BCH 108, 1984, 881-887; idem, in ‘Chro-
mque...’, BCH 110, 1986, 813-816.

0. Dickinson, The origins of Mycengean civitisation (SIMA
49), Goteborg 1977, especially chapter V1.

" The Jength of time between the formation of the palaces on
Crete and on the Mainland has recently been emphasized by J.1.
Davis in a paper given at the Mycenacan Seminar of the University
of London (‘If there’s room at the top, what's at the bottom?’
|absiract], BICS 35, 1988, 164(.). The length of time between the
Shaft Graves and the first Mycenaean palaces would be as much as
250--300 years if recent attempts to raise the date for the inception
of the Late Bronze Age are upheld; see M.J. Aitken, H.N. Michael,
I>.P. Betancourt, and P.M. Warren, ‘The Thera eruption: continu-
ing discussion of the dating’, Archaeomerry 30, 1988, 165—182.

" With respect to identifying the emergence of a palace-
centered society on the basis of the appearance of monumental ar-
chitectural forms and attendant features such as frescos and in-
stallations requiring specialized masonry and carpentry, it is im-
portant to observe that without well-preserved remains it is ex-
tremely difficult 10 detect monumental architecture. This is ¢x-
emplified when one attempts to trace the early history of the
palaces at the major Mycenaean centers. For example, carly re-
mains al Mycenae were reported in detail by Wace, who argued for
an early palace of LH I date (A. Wace, ‘Mycenae, 1921-1923",
BSA 25, 192123, 269=270; idem, Mycenae. An archaeological
lustory and guide, Princeton 1949, 73 73), but the actual evidence
from the Pillar Basement, the Pithos Room and other arcas over
the crown of the citadel, such as rooms 16, 32—33, 39 and 41
{(Wace, BSA 25, 192123, 185186, 195—-204), although appar-
ently documenting the existence of a LH [ phase with architectural
remains, does not preserve secure evidence of a monumental con-
struction.

A similar preblem exists at Tiryns (K. Miller, Tiryns 1II,
Augsburg 1930, 77f.) where recent excavations by Kilian have un-
covered the LH IIIA remains (*Chronique...”, BCH 109, 1983,
776778, 110, 1936, 688 Kilian, supra n. 25, 209}, and at Thebes

and Pylos. At all these sites we are unable 1o push the evidence of
palatial edifices earlier than LH II1IA1, despite Kilian's (ibid.) at-
lempl Lo reconstruct a “*Minoan' palace at Pylos during the early
Mycenaean period utilizing the extremely scanty remains uncovered
(ef. C.W. Blegen ¢ al., The palace of Nesior at Pylos in
southwestern Messenia 111, Princeton 1973, 36 40, passint). As
lor the 2nd mansion of LH 111A1 date at the Menelaion (infra n.
33) determination of the extent to which it utilized monumental ar-
chitectural techniques and planning must await final publication of
the remains.

* Increasing variation in artifactual assemblages for the MH
period is evident in ceramics, as recognized by J. Rutter and $. Rut-
ter, The transition (0 Mycenaean (Monumenta Archaeologica, 4),
Los Angeles 1976; C. Zerner (infra n. 41), and others in recent
studies, and is also apparent in burial types {infra n. 36), house and
settlement forms.

* H.W. Catling, ‘Excavations at the Menelaion, Sparta, 1973—
1976", AR 23, 197677, 24—42, esp. 29-3]. The plan of Mansion
2 appears to be an elaboration of its predecessor and it is unfor-
tunate that more artifactual evidence indicative of the functions of
these buildings was not preserved.

Reasons for the different regional developments are certainly
traceable to the different resources of cach region and its relation
10 predominant routes of commerce, again exemplified by compar-
ing the regions of southwestern Messenia and the Argive plain. As
R. Higg has demonstrated {‘On the nature of Minoan influence on
early Mycenaean Messenia’, OpAth 14, 1982, 27-37), SW
Messenia had an apparently close relation with Crete during the late
MH and carly Mycenaean periods, a relation also atlested by Y.
Lolos in his study of the LI [ ceramics there (The Late Helladic T
potlery of the southwestern Peloponnesos and its local characteris-
fics  [SIMA-PB, 50|, Goteborg 1987, 524—530). This pre-
cociousness, also observed on the island of Kythera (N. Cold-
stream, in Coldstream and Huxley, supra n. 23, 291) and at A.
Stephanos in Laconia (J. Rutier and S. Ruiter, supra n. 32}, is com-
parable to that of contemporary Lerna (among cthers) in the
Argolid, but does not persist beyend the early Mycenaean period
when these areas were overshadowed by the development of the
major citadels in the Argolid and Central Greece that were appar-
ently more successful in utilizing local resources and populations
and in developing internal and cxternal markelx.

“ Thus S. Hood, The arts of prehistoric Greece. Harmonds-
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the socicly and do not explain the process of its develop-
ment, ™

Turning 1o the issue of the socio-political structure of My-
cenaean society, the evidence from morluary remains
presents a strikingly different picture from that of Minoan
Crete. At the time of increasing contact with Neo-palatial
Crete, within the MH period, there arc clear signs of emerg-
ing stratification seen in burial pracrices, both in the custom
* of tumulus and cist burial.™ Cist tomb cemeteries and
tumulus burials are forms of corporate burial reflecting kin
eroups linked togerher into a commnunity,’ The shaft
graves, grave circles and their equivalents at Lerna, Aegina
and throughout Messenia, represent an intensilication of
this social process in three ways. First, there is a shift from
burial in cemeleries to burial in special reserved arcas for
very limited secial groups (as Circles A and B) or 1o highly

individual family burial {as in the carly t(holei of
Messenia). " Second, and symptomatic of the social von-
tinuity from MH to LH times, old and new burial forms are
found concurrent (or in very close chronological succession)
at many sites, such as Pylos, Voidokoilia, Mycenae, and
Marathon, Lo name a few.” Third, these special tombs are
further ¢laborated by the visible signs of weaith and power
found in the artifacts deposited in them.

The sudden increase in wealth in the special tombs is not
merely explainable by reference to the cstablishment of in-
ternal industries but connotes a special access {or those high
status persons and their kin to the markets and preduction
cenlers of Crete and the Aegean islands.™ That is to say
that on the mainland at this tme such industries as existed
were closcly connected 1o Mincan technologies and c¢losely
tied 1o the small clite groups:™ they were not developed 10

worth 1978, 24; M. Popham, ‘Mycenaean—Minoan relations be-
tween 1450 and 1400 B.C.°, BICS 23, 1976, 119 121; idem,
‘Cretan sites occupied between ca. 1450 and 1400 B.C.", BSA 75,
1980, 163—167; «f. J. Cherry, ‘Cvolution, revolution and the
origins of complex socicty in Minoan Crete'. in Minoar socicty
(supra n. 2), 33 47; and R. Kilian (supra n. 23), 212 -217.

* Thus Halstead (supra n. 26).

*oSee Gl Nordquist, A Middle Helladic villaze (Boreas, 16),
Uppsala 1987, 91 106;: and in this volume. The gencral outlines of
the intensilication of social stalus are apparent in the change in the
number and kind ol erave zoods, in the claboration of the burial
facihity and in the creation of cemeteries and burial plots (¢f. A.
Saxe, The social dimensions of miortuary praciice, Ann Arbor
1983; .. Goldstein, Mississippian mortuary practices, A case sindy
af two cemereries In the fower Hlinois Valley, Cvanston 1980; J.
O'Shea, Mortuary variability: An archaeclogical imvestigation,
New York 1984, 23—49). But a detailed study of this phenomenon
for MH burial is lacking and one must rely on K. Syriopoulos, "H
rpoioropfa ¢ Heiorovviicov (BiflioBniwn tig &v "AbBnvag
‘Aprowokioyikic "Ertwpeing, 51), Athens 1964, 330--353; E.T.
Blackburn, Middle Helladic graves and burial custonts with specia!
reference to Lerna in the Argolid, Ph.13. diss., Univ. of Cincinnati
1970, chapters 11, [V,

v Supra n. 36; J.A, Brown, *The scarch for rank in prehisioric
burials’, in R. Chapmaun, [ Kinnes and K. Randsborg, cds., Fie ar-
chaeology of deathr, Cambridge, UK. 1981, 25=37, esp. 28- 30; K.
Branican, ‘The round graves at Lefkas reconsidered’, 254 70,
1975, 3749, esp. 4345,

¥ 0. Dickinson (supra n. 29), 62, on the dale of the earliest
tholel in Messenia.

* Pylos: CW. Blegen er ef. (supra n. 31), 71=171 (and on the
Vagenas burials differing with O. Pelon, Thelel, iumuli et cercles
Sunéraires, Paris 1976, 194). For Marathon-Vrana sce Pelon.
op.cit., 82—83, 228231, sec also possibly Routsi: Pelon, op.cit.,
75f., 198 200, and Koukirikou: Pelon, op.cit., 77, 207-211. TFor
Voidokoilia, see G. Korres, “Epyaoint, Epeuvol, xal avegkaeai
avie v Hoklay', Prak: 1977, 229-295 csp. 265294,

# Such aceess may be evaluated in terms of evidence of rare
items {luxury or high status ones) found only in special locations (0
which only cerlain persons would have access (1. Haas, The evolu-
tion of the prehisioric state, New York 1982, 174 -176). A [ew ex-
amples are objects in the Shaft Graves that correspond to objects
found in special locations in Crete, such as the stone bull rhylon of
Grave IV (examples from the palace at Zakros and from e Little
Palace at Knossos), marble vessels from Graves [V and V (with
parallels from the palace at Zakros), or the faience cup of Cirele B.
CGrave Gamma (with a complementary one in the Temple
Repositories al Knossos).

' In his consideration of early Mycenacan industries in The

origins of Mycenaean civilisation (supra n. 29), 66—86, Dickinson
acknowledges that Cretan industries produced mueh of the maierial
found in  Mycenaean mainland coniexts, recognizing  that
specialized craftsmen had produced much of the material wealth
found in such comicxis as the Shafi Graves. He explains the
cimergence of strictly NMycenaean industries in terms of a ““MNoed of
Acgean craltsmen, many probably from Crete iself, 1o the
mainland in the early Mycenacan period™ {p. 62y and goes on Lo ac-
knowledge that **it is, indeed only an assumption that most objeels
found on the mainland were made there, for no workshop or work-
ing areas have been excavated apart (rom the Berbati Xiln and a few
moulds or craftsmen’s wols' (ibid.}. Thig situation has changed
tinlle in the decade since the publication ol this book. What is
changing is our picture of the archacological record, namely
evidence that the maintand began (o become a lucrative market dur-
ing the Middle Helladic period and increasingly so during the early
Mycenacan onc. Ceramic studies such as those of T, Rutter and C.
Zerner (‘Early Hellado—Minoan contacts’, in R, Hagge and M.
Marinatos, eds., The Minocen thalassocracy. Myt and reality,
Stockholm 1984, 753—82) and C. Zerner (‘Middle Helladic and Late
Helladic I pottery from Lerna, Part 1°, Hyvdra 2. 1986, 58- 74, esp.
715 idenn, *Mhddle Helladic and [Late Helladic | pottery from Lerna,
Part 1I°, Hydra 4, 1988, 110, figs. 1-41) give some perspeclive
on (he history and early vigor of ceramic production and exchange
(cf. also 1. Davis, "The Muainland panelled cup and panelled style',
AJA 82, 1978, 216=221; Y, Lolos, supra n. 33; 1. Rulter and S.
Rutter, supra n. 32; J. Overbeck, ‘The hub of commerce: Keos and
Middle Helladic Greeee', Temple University Aegean Symposiim 7,
1982, 3849y, This interaction also stimulaied the discovery and
exploitation of new resources, such as metals (see Z.A, Stos-Gale
and N.H. Gale, ‘The sources of Mycenacan siiver and lead', JF4
9, 1982, 467-483; idemr, ‘Oxhide copper ingors in Crete and
Cyprus and the Bronze Age metals trade’, 554 &1, 1986, 31 100,
csp. 92 100y, Other industries scemingly were either slow 10 start
up, with little evidence until LH I1 or LH [IIA, or fostered 1o creale
luxuries for the elite, for example: laience (K.P. Foster, Aegean

Jaience of the Bronze Age, New Haven 1979, esp. 1531, stone

vessels (J. Sakellarakis, ‘Mycenaean stone vases', SMEA 17, 1976,
173- 187, exp. 176—178), wvory (J.-C. Poursal, Les ivoires myce-
niens, essai sur la formation d’'un art mycénien [BEFAR, 230],
Athens 1977, esp. 217--223, 249-252; 1. Sakellarakis, 70
EAEPUVTOSOVTIO Kal N KQTEPYQOIT TOU OT¢ NUKRVIIKG YPOVIia
(Bifdaobnkn g &y "Abivaig "Apgaoroyikic TErmpeias, 93),
Athens 1979, esp. 411., passim), bronze, silver and gold werking
{H. Maithdus, *Minoan influence on the Greek mainland during
the sixteenth century B.C. and the origins of Mycenacan civilisa-
tion', Temple University Aegean Symiposinm 3, 1980, 3744, esp.
39, 41; and also his discussion in idem, fdie Bronzegefufe der
kretischr miykenischen Kulrur [PBE LI, 1], Munich 1980, 34171,
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the extent that they served the local communily or were
competitive in Aegean markets. Futhermore there is no
evidence of a population organized to support specialized
production centers, let alone much in favor of intensive and
specialized agricultural production. Therefore we see in the
Shafl Graves mainly a socio-political development supplied
externally and limited by highly restricted access 1o markels
and production centers. Such a development sirongly con-
trasts with the picture of Proto-palatial Crete where a
broad-based internal development founded on agriculiural
production and storagce is suggested (cf. above}.

Under these hypothetical circumstances palatial organiz-
ation would not need develop merely as result of the inten-
sification of political and economic power in the hands of
elite groups during the Early Mycenaean period (in this in-
stance belween MH 1II—-LH II). This hypothesis also sug-
gests how these mainland elites could have a dependent rela-
tionship with respect to the primary centers of Crete without
having immediately 1o adopt and adapt the complex struc-
lure of their society. Certainly there is litile evidence that
Early Mycenaean Greece had developed a comiplex society.
Settlement information suggests a lack of highly developed

central places.’? There is a lack of central processing and
storage lacilities and no record systent.™ Likewise, the pol-
itical hierarchy was not compIex,“ ner did it have a
sophisticated ideology that was manipulaled through a com-
plex system of symbols and rituals focused on ceremonial
centers distributed widely over the governed areas.” In-
stead it relied upon an intensificalion of displays of wealth
and power of the elite persenage. These displays are mostly
manifest in the shaft grave, tholos and chamber tonbs,
where, as has already been pointed out here and else-
where,” the claborale ceremonies connecled with death
and burial were uscd as a means of reaffirming the elite
group identity, conseolidating power and passing il on 10
heirs. Allin all the evidence suggests that during this period
there was no major shift from the socio-economic form of
the Shaft Grave peried, including no rapid increase in
population, and therefore no pressures on the social fabric
10 undergo major organizational change.”’

So long as the elite groups on the mainland were able Lo
maintain their relationship to the external sources of wealth
and production and maintain their control over the
populace and necessary land holdings, there was probably

both of which define the nature ol incipicnt metal workshops on
the mainland; E. Davis, The Vapheio cups and Aegean gold and
sitver ware, New York 1977, esp. 328356, where the rudimentary
nature of the carly Myeenacan workshops is clarified [38 Myce-
nacan vessels, nearly all cups in simple techniques, as opposed 10
72 Minoan ones representing a diversity of shapes and a much more
sophisticaled range of techniques|}, and finally the important issue
of the use of sealings (sec discussion in Palaima, supra n, 23, 339
and notes 108, 109).

* A rabular presentation of early Mycenaean sites consulied in
the Gazetteer (R, Hope Simpson and O. Dickinson, A gezeireer of
Aegean civilisation in the Bropnze Age |0 The mainland and the
islandy [SIMA, 52], Gotcborg 1979) shows how unsysiemalic our
information about this period is:

Archi- Exca-
Period tecture Touth Surlace vated
MH 31 58 272 94
LH /11 23 67 90 as
LH illa 33 127 126 32
LH LB 45 133 154 143

{The numbers are totals of siles recognized according o the above-
listed criteria.) Whereas by the criteria of surface colleetion and ex-
cavation there is a marked decrcase in sites during the LH 1471
period. thereis a contradictory increase in lomhs, obviously a result
of the higher visibility of the tholos and chamber tomb type. This
suggests that our information on early Mycenacan setilement distri-
bution is spurious. When considering ihe problem of distinguishing
surface pottery of early Mycenacan Trom that of lale Mycenaean
date, this issuc is exacerbated (sec J. Wright, “An early Mycenacan
hamlet on Tsoungiza at Ancient Nemea', in R. Treuil and P.
Darcque. eds., in press (supra n. 20).

' Palaima (supra n. 23); sce also the discussion lollowing the
paper by 1. Pini, *Minoische Siegel ausserhalb Kretas', in R. Higg
and N. Mariuatos, eds. (supra n. 413, 123 131, esp. 130f,

1. Kilian-Dirlmeier, ‘Beobachiungen zu den Schachtgriabern
von Mykenai und zu den Schimuckbeigaben mykenischer Manner-
graber. Untersuchnng zur Sozialstrnkuur in spathelladischer Zeit',
JRGZM 33, 1986, 159— 198, esp. 196 198; and her contribution 1o
this volume.

“ We do nol possess direet evidence of carly Mycenaean shrines
or religious centers (see R. Higp, ‘Mycenacan rehgion: The
Helladic and the Nlinoan components’, in A, Morpurgo Davies and
Y. Duhousx, eds., Limear B: A 1984 survey [BCILL, 26], 203—225,
esp. 213 1.C. van Leuven, ‘Problems and methods of prehellenic
naology’, in SCABA, 20, 23-24; figs. 1, 2, 5 for one list of prob-
able religious structures; €. Renfrew, *Questions of Minoan and
Mycenacan culi’, in SCABA, 28, 30: R. Hapg, *Mykenische
Kultstateen im archaologischen Maierial’, OpArh 8, 1968, 39-60
(although for Cleusis see now: P, Darcque, ‘Les westiges mycéniens
découvertes sous le Télestérion d'Eleusis’, BCH 105, 1981, 593—
605 [not a LH II period temple]). Except for the carly LM 1 period
shring al Epidauros (V. Lambrinudakis, '‘Remains of the Myee-
nacan period in the sanctury of Apollo Malealas®, in SCABA,
59 63) our information for early cult is derived entirely [rom the
complicated evidence of the iconography of scals, scalings,
frescocs, metalwork ete., much of which is of Minoan origin.

# ). Wright, ‘Death and power at Mycenae', in Thenatos,
Liege 1987, 17)—184; Kilian-Dirlmeier (supra n. 44).

¥ The attempl o asscss rales of populaton growth during the
Mycenacan era founders on inadequate and unrepresenialive infor-
mations see J. Cherry, review of M.J. Alden, Bronze Age popula-
tion fluctuation in the Argofid from the evidence of Mycenaean
fombs (SIMA-PB, 15), Goleborg 1981, Bibliotheca Orientaiis 41,
1984, 196—199. I{ population growth was not a widespread phe-
nomenon during the carly Myeenacan period. competition for land
may nol have been a major factor in political and economic rela-
lions of the period. Artifaciual and iconographic cvideuce of
weaponry and its use that might be taken as overt military displays
and as cvidence for such competition, have been handily deall with
by C. Morris (this volume) as an aspect of the hunt and an advertis-
ing of rank in the early Mycenacan period (see also 1. Kilian-
Dirlmeier, this volnme: cf. J. Haas, supra n. 40, 178—182). In line
with this direction of argument the lack of ¢lear evidence of wide-
spread fortifications, if any, during this period (5. lakovides,
"Wehrbaulen', in Kriegswesen | [= ArchHom, chapter E1|, Got-
vngen 1977, 1710 1. Wright, Mycenaean masonry and elewnenis of
constriction, unpublished Ph.D. 1978, 162—-179) certainly has im-
plicatious regarding the size and delinition of erritories. Fortifica-
tions are a clear sign of active conflict and cempetition for land
among different centers; this is why there are many fortified sites
iu the erowded Argive plain and none in Messenia, Tor example.
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no impetus for the ¢stablishment of a complex ad-
ministrative mechanism. But any growth in the domestic
econemy (either its agricuitural or industrial scclor) or in
the population would demand more sophisticated means of
decision making and create a more complex web of inter-
relationships at all levels,™

The archacological record of this phenomenon is found in
the increased distribution of recognizably Myccnaean ar-
tifacts beginning in the LH [TIA1 peried when they occur
widespread over the Acgean and in remarkable quantities
throughout much of the Fastern Mediterrancan.” My-
cenaean architectural forms, {or residential, administrative
and morluary use, become recognizable at emerging local
centers on the mainiand and overscas.™ The relationship of
the mainland with Crete undergoes a ransformation.”™ The
cvidence of a full scale economy with centers of production,
storage and distribution networks becomes evident at this
time, especially LH [1IA2, a period thal wilnessed the first
spurt of building beyond the fortifications at Mycenae and

the creation of workshops within the palaces.™

The succeeding LH MHIB period was clearly one ol con-
solidation of palatial control. There should be no deubt that
this period enjoyed a well-gstablished industirial base and
formal exchange system,” that the palaces enlarged their
urban peripheries, and that a sophisticated administrative
and record-keeping system emerped.™ Particularly import-
ant is the cvidence of a highly controlled population. This
15 found in the massive construction projects of nearly every
citade! {with the cxception of Pylos). During LH [11A2
through LH IIIB the ercction of fortifications,” palaces,
subsidiary buildings, outworks such as road and bridges,™
and monumental tombs® required a highly organized and
extensive labor (orce coerced or scconded [(rom its normal
aclivitics.

Massive land reclamation projects as in the Kopais and
arpound Tiryns {(the Kolini dam and re-routed stream chan-
nel) also required extensive manpower and rellect an
enlargement and intensification ol agricultural activity Lo
supply foodstufls and produce raw goods [or industry and

* One example of how such an economy could be stimulated is
the study by I, Davis and H. Lewis of the Kean pottery industry's
reaction 1o the intreduction of large numbers of cheap Minoan im-
ports (*Mechanizalion of potlery production: A case study rom the
Cyclades', in Prefuistoric production and exchange, the Aegean and
enstern Mediterranean. A.B. Knapp and T. Stech, eds. (Institure of
Archaeology, U.C.L.A., Meonograph, 25}, Los Angeles 1985, 79
92. For the theoretical background to the causes for increascd
social and economic complexity see R. Carneiro, ‘On the relation-
ship between size of population and complexily of social organiz-
ation’, Sowtivvestern journal of anthropology 23, 1967, 234-- 243,
esp, 239 242; C. Peebles and S. Kus, '‘Some archaeological cer-
relates of ranked societies’. Awmerican Anifguity 42, 1977, 421—
448, esp. 427—-430; R. Dumond, ‘Population growth and political

entralization’, in Population growth: Anthropological implica-
tions, ed. B, Spooner, Cambridge 1972, 286—310; . Hassan,
Demaographic arcligeofogy, Now York 1981, chapter 13 and pp.
230 257. | wish 10 thank Keith Dickey for enlightening me on the
complexities of this literature on population growth and socio-
political cemplexity.

“ See now, R.L.N. Barber, The Cyciades in the Bronze Age,
lowa City 1987, 224~ 224; idewr, ‘The Laie Cycladic pericd.: A
review’, BSA 76, 1981, 1=21, esp. B—10; for Rhodes see: C. Mee,
Rhodes in the Bronze Age, an archaeological survey, London 1982;
K. Jones and €. Mee, ‘Spectrographic analysis of Mycenacan pot-
rery from lalvsos on Rhodes’, JFA 5, 1978, 461-470; (or Cyprus:
H. Catling, Cypriot bronzework in the Mycenaean world, Oxlovd
1964, 49f.; K. Nicolaou, ‘The first Mycenaeans in Cyprns’, in The
Mycenaeans in the eastern Mediterranean (Acis of the internarional
archaeological symmposivm, Nicosia, 1972), Nicosia 1973, 51 -61;
(. Cadogan, *Patterns in the distribution ol Mycenaean potlery in
the eastern Mediterranean', in The Mycenaeans in the easiern
Mediterranear, 166—179, csp. 170: Tor LH TT1AIL see P.AL Mount-
jov, Mycenacan decoraied potiery: A guide to identification
(SINA, 73), Goleborg 1986, csp. S1. LH AL is ofien found to-
gether with LH 11B; the two are not well stratigraphically defined.
This period also marks the advent ol the Pictorial Style: E.
Vermeule and V. Karageorghis, Mycenaean pictorial vase painting,
Cambridge, Mass, 1982, 3, 6 8.

¥ Phylakopi: C. Renfrew and M. Waesiaff, eds., An island
polity, The archacology of exploitation in Melos, Cambridae 1932,
41.

Crete: AL Kanta, The Late Minoan 1 period in Creie, A survey of
sttes, poliery and their disiribution (SIMA, 58), Gotcborg 1980,

passing, esp. 318- 3200 B, Haydeil, 'Crete in transition: LN [IA—
HIB architecture, A preliminary study’, SAEA 26, 1987, 199 234,
¢sp. 210-216.

Rhodes: Mcee (supra n. 49).

*' Hayden (supra n. 50); Popham 1976 (supra n, 34), 120f. and
fetenti 1980 (supra n. 34), 163—167 (1o which append Kommos: sce
1. Shaw er af. ‘Excavarions at Kommos (Crete) during 19777,
Hesperic 47, 1978,  165—170); H. Matthdus, ‘“Minoische
Kriegergriber®, in Minoan society (supra n. 2), 203 -215, W..D.
Niemeier, ‘The character of Knossian palace society in the second
hall of the filteenth century B.C.°, in Minoan society, 217 236; 1.
Kilian-Dirlmeier, *Nocheinmal zu den “Kricgerarabern™ von
Knossos', JRG/ZM 32, 1985, 196 214, esp. 197, 2071, 210f.

“ Early buildings outside Mycenae are Petsas® House (P.
Petsas, “Avacrkapn &v Muxnvag’, Praks 1950, 203- 233; 1951,
192- 190) and the House of Lead, The House of Shields, the
House of the Ol Merchant, for which see L. French, *Potrery
groups al Mycenacr A summary’. BSA 58, 1963, 44 52, csp.
46—49,

“H.W. Catling, 1.F. Cherry, R.L. Jones, 1.T. Killen, 'The
Lincar B inscribed stirrnp jars and west Crete', 854 73, 1980, 49
113; C. Shelmerdine, The perfume indusiry of Mycenaean Pylos,
(SIMA-PB, 34), Goteborg 1985; J. Killen, *The Lincar B tablets
and the Mycenacan cconomy’, in Lirear B (supra . 45), 241 305,

* Palgima (supra n. 23), 4, n. 13.

AL Midea, Mycenae, Tirvns, Argos, Krisa, Teichos Dymaion,
Samikon, Gla, Thebes, Athens, o name the best known; see S,
lakovides, Late Helladic citadels an maintand Greece (Nlonumenta
Graeca of Romana, IV), Leiden 1933; Wright (supra n. 47), 162
179; for Kleidi--Samikon sce E. Papakonstantinou-Charilou,
Temorn Yaurob: apyaiciorinss évSeliels KarolKcems ori
taromre ypovia, 'Eretnpic i Fropeiag "HAuwdy peietén 2,
1983, 287306, csp. 291.

* B. Steflen, Karten von Mykenae, Bevlin 1884; G. Mylonas,
Mycenae and the Mycenaean age, Princeton 1960, 86 W. A,
MeDonald, *Overland communications in Greece during LH 11,
with special refercnce to the southwest Peloponnese’, in Mycenzean
studties, T.L. Bennett, Ir. ed., Madison 1964, 217 240; WA,
Heurtley, *Notes on harbours of south Boeotia and sea-trade be-
tween Boeolla and Corinth in prehistoric times’, AS4 26, 1923~
25, 30—-435; Hope Simpson and Dickinson (supra n. 42), 230f., site
GAs.

¥ Wright (supra n. 46).
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for that portion of the population engaged in specialized ac-
tivities.™ Documents in Lincar B alse record the manage-
ment o people and the administration of specialized in-
dustries.” Some of (hese are records of tax collection, slave
holding, arinaments for middle level officials and military
duties, all of which strongly indicate formal agencies of en-
forcement, Cerlainly the frequent appearance of armaments
in tomb inventeries and in representalions supports the no-
tion that a standing military or pelice forec existed. Finally
the ranked structure of authority and land holding in the
Linear B tablets suggests thal power was concentrated at the
top of a political hierarchy.

Within this hierarchy the role of established idcology in
Mycenaean society is far frem clear.”” The bulk of evidence
is late, LH IIIB and even Post-palatial. None of it is con-
nected with independent monumental ceremonial centers;
consider, for example, the architecture of the shrine com-
plex al Mycenae. Except for the very recent discovery of a
laree figure like the lady of Phylakopi at Tsoungiza (which
suggests a shrine there),” all the cvidence we have is con-
centraled at major centers: Mycenae, Tirvns, Thebes,
Phylakopi, Asine, Athens. Ceremonial scenes in Mycenaean
[resco painting are nol common and occur only in palarial
scttings while divinity and cult are not commonly expressed
in Mycenaean art.”

This relatively undeveloped nature of cult places and culr
svinbolism suggests a continuing lack of emphasis en a
divine ideology as a means lor controlling the populace. The
appecarance of cull centers only late in the Mycenaean
period and only at major centers suggests thal recognilion
of the utility of" using ideology to reinforce allegiance 10 the
palace was nol highly developed and previously had not
been utilized very systemartically. In contrast it should be
clear from the continuance of burial customs that reinforce
patierns of allegiance 1o lineal ancestors (as seen in the long-
used chamber tomb cemeteries, in the monumental burials
ol the tholoi, and in the maintenance of cemelerics over a
long time} that much emphasis was placed upon the respect
or worship of anccstors. These practices are part ol the in-
creasing focus on individual power seen al Mycenae in the
symbolic use of menumental mortuary, palanal and
military architecture, and in the establishment of monumen-
tal ancestor cult settings during the LH [IIB period. Thus
the contrast between the elaborate display and strategic
location of the refurbished Grave Circle A and the Jess
pretenticus and less centrally located **cult center’ once
asain focuses attention on the Mycenaean emphasis on the
importance of persons, in this case probably putative
ancestors of the ruler.”” Such a devclopment, well docu-
mented at Mycenae, wilnesses the emergence of an early
form of state that is focused on the ruler and his house, on
noble kin groups, and on a concern with establishing a
dynastic heritage. Perhaps these developments at Mycenae
during the LH 1B period signal the convergence of
ideclogy and political centralization such that the establish-
ment of the cult center there was part of the final process
of consolidating power in the hands of a single ruler.

CONCLUSIONS

In both arcas of this study investigation of symbeolic
behavior, particularly in burial customs, helps elucidate the
forms of social relationships, such as kin groups, which
have economic and political reles in these societies, More-
over, changes in these cusiems, along with other faclors,
provide data for hypotheses about changes in social integra-
tion which refleet political developments, Examining the
evidence in light of anthropological studies of stale forma-
tion leads (o the realization thar the institution of the
palaces 15 bul one episode in the long process towards state
formation in both areas. Although the palaces are its most
visible archaeological aspect, as we have discussed, develop-
ments on Crete and the Mainland did not follow the same
path nor result from the same causes. By focusing on devel-
opments specilic to different regions, such as those of the
Mesara and around Knossos in Crete and of the Argolis and
Messenia on the mainland, we suggest directions for future
research to provide additional evidence for the different
social forms and economic structures which propelled Crete
and the Mainland along different routes of political devel-
opment.

Mary K. Dabnrey James C. Wright
Department of Art History Department of Classical and
and Archacelogy Near Eastern Archazcology
Columbia University Bryn Mawr Collcge

New York, NY 10027 Bryn Mawr, PA 19010

“* In general for this phenomenon sce K. Brizer, Griental

despotism: A comparaiive study of tofal power, Now Hawven |957:
while lor hydraulic systems in Greece see: L. Kenney, *The ancient
drainage of the Copais’, Annals of archaeslogy and anthropology
(fiverpool) 22, 1935, 189206 and most recently, J. Knauss, B.
Heinrich. and M. Kaleyk, Die Wasserbauten der Minyer in der
Kopais: die ilieste Flufiregulicrung Evropas. Nunich 1984 {(who
make inaceurate use of the archacological data, viz.: LH IT[A -
1300, and incorrectly date ihe dikes too early by an infelicitous
reliance upon myily a date of early LH 1B concnrrent with the
erection of the wall of Gla is nearer correct); for the Kofmni dam
near Tiryns sce J. ML Baleer, *The Mvyeenaean dam at Tiryns', A.J7A
78, 1974, 14]--144 and now E. Finke, Landscape evolution of tie
Argive plain, Greece: paleoecology, Holocene depositional history,
and coastline changes, Ph.D. thesis, Stanford University 1988,
88(., 112, 1241., 147 (I thank Dr. Finke for giving mc a copy of this
work 10 read).

“ M. Lindgren, The people of Pylos. 11: The use of personal
designations and their interpretation (Boreas. 3:11), Uppsala 1973,

UM Ventris & 1. Chadwick, Documents in Mycenaean Greek,
Cambridge 1973%, 125-129, passini; 1. Chadwick, ‘What do we
know about Mycenacan rcligion?’, in Linear B (supra n. 45),
191-202.

T Wright, 1. Cherry, 1. Davis, E. Mantzourani and S. Sur-
ton, ‘The Nemea Valicy Archacological Project, 1984—1987: A
prefiminary reporl’, Hesperia, forthcoming.

“ Hood (supra n. 34), 77—83; . Kritseli-Providi, Totyoypaipics
TOU BpNoRELTIKOD KEvrpob Tov Muxknvay, Athens 1982, esp.
100—107; Tucinda R, McCallum, ‘Frescoes from the throne room
al Pvlos: A new interpretation’, AJ4 $1, 1987, 296 (abstract).

“ Wright (supra n. 46).
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Discussion

S. Diamant: Did [ understand vou correctly, that you
almost completely disassociate the appearance of palatial
structures on the mainland in LH IIIA1 from the collapse
of Crete, and, what [ take (o be even more important, the
take-over of the Minoan sphere of influence by the Myce-
naean sphere of influence? It seems to me hard that they
could be completely unrelated cvents.

J. Wright: My point was more to emphazise that the early
Mycenaean period was one of development and onc of
dependency on the Minoan structure. Whatever happened
to the Minoan palatial structure and whatever scenario one

wanis 1o follow during the LH TIIA and LM IIIA periods
is acceptable, 1 don't rcally feel that I am obliged to come
down on one side or the other of the issue,

S. Digmant: Did you say that there were Mycenaean
monumental funerary structures in the 14th and 13th cen-
tury? [ had the impression that the building of tholos tombs
had finished by the 14th century.

J. Wright: That is certainly not the case for the
Clytaemnnestra and the Atreus tholoi, dating to LH 1IIBI.
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