Origins and Innovation
Discuss whether the appearance of the palaces on Crete is better characterised by a model of secondary state formation or a model of heterarchy.
Intro
This piece of work, will consider whether the aspects of secondary state formation is a viable interpretation of the Minoan palaces of Crete or whether a Heterarchcal society would better suit the social evolution of the palaces. Due to the lack of preservation and documentary evidence, it is not possible to say with any certainty the exact structure of society within the Prepalatial period running through to MMIII A – LM IB. Using a number of social and archaeological theories alongside archaeological evidence to hypothesise credible outcomes and construct a feasible interpretation (Semiotics, Social evolution, Marxism), in correlation specifically with the palaces of Knossos and Phaistos to illustrate alternative coherent outcomes. Focusing primarily from the protopalatial period 
This essay, I will be defining the meaning of Heterarchy using Cromwell’s definition of heterarchy as being ‘the relation of elements to one another when they are unranked or when they possess the potential for being ranked in a number of different ways’ (Barrett, 2004). Barrett and Halstead in the emergence of Civilisation Revisited (2004) associate this definition coherently by being compared to that of a self-colonising colony of ants. 	In terms of hierarchy I am applying the widely accepted principles of Marxist social theory. Briefly, where there consists a social structure where one is less equal to another, dependant on one’s social standing within society. However, throughout history a number of societies have demonstrated that it is possible for both concepts to symbiotically co-exist with one another in retrospect to the social evolution and the growing complexity of the society. It is possible for us to enact and examine ways in which hierarchy and heterarchy can work for each other and against each other within a single complex system. I will be discussing whether this is a more viable interpretation of the palace complex and the society behind it, or whether other academics interpretations of either a model of a hierarchical or heterarchical state would better fit the interpretations of the complex society.
One of the more traditional methods of delving into the various interpretations of the possible function and purpose of the palaces is by using Spencer’s theory of Social evolution model and taking the basic principle; that a single process or significant development links to the next as an evolutionary process. But further still, incorporating that process with the evolutionary development of the Cretan Minoan society while pressing on Spencer’s idea, the result of which, ‘hoped to show that a similar evolutionary mechanism determined which form of society prospered and which failed.’ (Ransome, 2010). Could it be presumed that one reason for the civilisation to last so long and prosperous is a result of the way society was run? And if so was this due to the society being a secondary state formation or a heterarchical state? As Crete develops with international trade and making more connections, the state becomes more complex. How much do they rely on international trade links to support the economy? Would this then make the state more stable?
‘the basic principle of Spencer’s theory is that primitive or simple society tends to be unstable, and thus prone to failure (extinction), while forms of society that do survive are those which have become more complex and thus more stable.’ (Ransome, 2010) (ref in bib)
· Heterarchy –  an alternative view stein because they operate within an ideological, political and social framework that advocates equality even when this is not necessarily achieved (Osbourne 2007) in (Schoep, Tomkins and Driessen, 2012) - Good to note that biases in gender, age and sex are still real factors in light of goals for equality
· Complex society organisation of urbanism, production, craft specialisation, exchange
The notion of a secondary state model refined by Barbara Price (1978) holds two forms of what is considered to distinguish a secondary state as ‘those that developed via historical succession from a pre-existing state, and those that formed via interaction between less and more politically complex societies’ (Parkinson, 2007). The latter would conform to the data already collected and catalogued currently in the archaeological record.
· Secondary State Formation - Among these latter “secondary-via-interaction” states, Price identiﬁed two subtypes that she understood as poles on a continuum: one that required direct political or economic incorporation or takeover by an outside power, and another that involved indirect transformations of existing socioeconomic and political institutions.
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/9368/bb8ab358a3008e946330a72c87a244badd61.pdf

Secondary state formation and model of heterarchy (negotiated space, examine ways in which hierarchy and heterarchy can work for each other and against each other within a single complex system (complexity theory concerns itself with complex adaptive systems and the self organising) no evidence to the contrary) overview – what makes it? 
In Evan’s view that the palaces were the residence of the highest political and religious authority within a hierarchically structured society.

It is a viable theory that the palaces of Crete symbolised the characteristics as a model of a heterarchical state by the architectural design of the complexes. (whether this was deliberate or not?) The throne room and the halls? Could be seen as a space used for important negotiation, the space can also be perceived through Peirce’s systematic theory of semiotics. Houser best explains Peirce’s theory by the 3 categorising of signs. All three categories (firstness, secondness, and thirdness) aid in the description of the meanings of space. When combining this to the space within the palaces, the throne room and the hall specifically, the description of secondness; ‘Secondness is that which is as it is relative to something else.’ (Gaines, 2006), the secondness applies in this scenario. Furthermore, this implies a space that is representative to all who enter. A space in which each person’s voice is heard. That in itself beholds such importance and for the people visiting the palace, one could only presume the emotional connection between the space and the throne room and hall walls.
An argument can be made that the palaces can be seen as a secondary state formation due to the evolving influences and pre-existing connections between Crete and other ‘exotic’ societies extending from Anatolia and the Near East including Cyprus and Egypt as archaeological evidence enhances our knowledge of the economic value of goods in retrospect to trade and exchange methods and systems integrated deep within the societies. Thus, creating a complex network of communication and interaction all around the Near East with Crete becoming one of the main states in which to acquire highly valued copper. Consequential to the direct contact, hierarchical societies within Greece were adopting outside influences in order to integrate within a more heterogeneous society. (Parkinson, 2007)
Knossos (map ref; 35° 18’N, 25° 10’E.) is and was a unique site being the earliest as well as the longest continuously occupied site on Crete, not to mention the largest settlements from the Neolithic right through to late Minoan I (Knappett, 2004). Founded in a low and inland position on a shelf jutting out from the West side of the valley should have been chosen as the site of what became the capital of Minoan Crete. It was a hill set in the valley in the 7th millennium – levelled in MMII which created the West court as a result. There consist numerous advantages of the location of the palace as it is close to the sea for trade and economic purposes, although holding further strategic advantages, erected further in land to allow for time for an escape from possible invaders and also located close to higher ground in case of refuge. In terms of agriculture the palace had access to supplies of fresh water with a rich farming land in the surrounding area to grow crops which enhances the maritime trading connections.
The palace of Knossos expanded exponentially to almost twice the size of Phaistos palace, however, archaeological dating of the site raises further speculation as it would seem that the palace was not originally constructed for such a significant population. Through the archaeological data recovered from previous excavations, it is clear that the palace expanded and was built upon the foundations to enable to evolve as the Minoan society becomes more developed and complex. The foundations of the complex suggest areas of communal gatherings in such case a theatre production for entertainment purposes. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The palace of Phaistos on the other hand is located to the south of the island (Map references of 35°03’ N, 24°49’E), home to the origins of mythological tales representing the legendary brother of Minos. The site was thought to have been perceived as a more spiritual environment in comparison to the palace of Knossos which was deemed more economic. 
Old palace built in the protopalatial period (C.1900 - 1700BCE) rests on an acropolis erected on three low level hills allows for the oversight of the Mesara plain. (Wilson Myers etal 1992) It was originally excavated by Pernier in 1900 and Levi in 1950,1966,1969 and 1971 with The Italian Archaeological Mission publishing the archaeological excavations.
The palace complex situated around the central court within a North-South alignment, the main entrance of the palace would have been from a westerly direction. With the steps to the main entrance of the palace, with the foundation of the palace still surviving, it is believed that one possibility that the palaces are the result of a hierarchical society, one could interpret to enhance their theory that the notion of hierarchy coincides with the representation to the entrance of the palace steps as they reside on a raised platform and originally would have been difficult for onlookers to observe the activities taking place.
‘The round hut at the southwest corner of the central court has a unique plan and is important evidence for discussions of how the round plan of the Mesara tholos tombs developed’ (Wilson Myers etal 1992) – these round huts were considered to be the major architectural structures of the time – looking closely at funerary aspects and in what way it impacted the society in terms of the palace complex and the daily proceedings, i.e. in the forms of rituals, gifts, offerings and from other societies. The manner in which the dead were buried in these tombs indicate a society without hierarchical structure. The tombs were used for centuries by the community and later by other villages and clans. Moving the previous offerings to one side while making room for a new burial. Human remains have been found in small bone chambers outside the Thalos structure which suggest the removal of the previous deceased. 
Archaeological evidence places large quantities of pottery sherds spreaded all around the palace complex.  These can be dated from the early Minoan period (C.3000-1900BC). Further pottery fragments have additionally been found in the older foundations of the palace. In comparison we can see the development of the Minoan pottery in a gradual process of development through the characteristics of the style and designs of the pottery. This would also include artistic design influences and in the shape of which the pottery would have originally moulded. However, through developing influences with outside connections, the Minoans have obtained certain concepts and incorporated that into their pottery to create a new hybrid object resembling the distinguishing relationship between Crete and other foreign influences.
The Minoan civilisation lasted approximately 1500 years as a whole and one has to consider the way in which the Minoans adapted to each evolutionary advancement whether that be outside influences from other lands and the impact upon the economic aspects.
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