[bookmark: _GoBack]Consider how useful Childe’s criteria for the emergence of towns and/or states are for interpreting the emergence of social complexity in the East Mediterranean in the Bronze Age. In reference to the Aegean.
In this essay, I am going to be the examining some of the criteria Childe set out in his paper The Urban Revolution, about the factors that separate the earliest civilisations from “barbarism” (Childe, 1950: 5). I will be looking at several of the criteria that Childe suggested and then looking at how closely they relate to the Bronze Age Aegean, focussing on the Minoan population of Crete. Arthur Evans, the original archaeologist who excavated the region named the ancient society, the Minoan civilisation. Evans believed it was the first primitive population they had found with a starting date that predates Egypt (Evans, 1964: 1). Thus, making this early civilisation perfect for my research. By comparing Childe’s ideas with a civilisation where a lot archaeological material has been found, we will be able to critically asses how useful Childe’s theory is and if it applies to this civilisation at all.
From his seminal work “The Urban Revolution” Childe outlines the main characteristics for what he deems the first forms of civilisation. Childe’s criteria are quite ambiguous in form, some examples of these are that an area needed to be densely populated and have a food surplus from such things as agriculture and stock breeding. Childe states that they should have acquired writing, therefore this would be used for his later point that they should be recording. He remarks that the first forms of cities were made up by the multiplication of cohabitation, these formed settlements of “unprecedented size” (Childe, 1950: 5), not seen previously in the Neolithic era, thus showing that population size could be seen as the foundation that needed to be in place for the further criterion to begin.  
Alternatively, although Childe was influential there have been amendments and alterations to how we perceive civilisation, with a lot of researchers striving for a more reductionist approach. This makes more sense, as trying too hard to look at the bigger picture makes it too easy to categorise groups, when a more fluid approach may lead to overlooked nuances being discovered and understood. These groups are what Childe called barbarians or savages, however today we are far more sensitive with terminology, we do not put groups into time periods like the barbarians of the Neolithic. For instance, when looking at the Minoans Tomkins and Schoep said that the people of that time should be looked at as performing “actions of people operating under specific conditions of existence” (Tomkins, Schoep: 68).  Although this reductionist way of looking at societies is modern and offers a chance to look more in depth at certain areas, the need to categorise in some form is still required. One must not strictly abide to labelling a society a civilisation only under these conditions, even Childe wrote that some societies like the Mayas (anomalies) do not have all of his criteria but still classify. Other famous archaeologists have also attributed this same criterion for the emergence of a town or state (civilisation), but with a smaller necessary number of attributes. Renfrew for example thought “social stratification, highly developed handicraft specialization, town, written language, monumental spiritual construction” (Kradin, 2006: 89) were the makings of a civilisation. Although employing the same themes such as architecture and language, both Childe and Renfrew expect different outcomes of these categories, with Renfrew needing the architecture to be religious, whereas Childe needed it to be a social and administration centre.  One can see how these meld together to make a group of common factors, from looking at both Renfrew’s and Childe’s criteria one can see that there has to be specialisation, architecture, writing and a specific social organisation among the people. These features are in fact present among most of the earliest civilisations, however, we will be looking at only a few of Childe’s notions and applying them to see to what extent they factor into the Minoan society.
[image: Sketch of the Palace Complex at Knossos, Minoan Crete]In Childe’s paper he claims that one factor that showed the emergence of civilisation were monumental social centres containing features such as “workshops and magazines” (Childe, 1950: 12), they were the social centre of a city, as well as the amalgamation of talents and power that the area possessed. The Palace of Minos/ Knossos at Knossos in Crete was exactly fitting to this description. The palace included many magazines as you can see on the left of the image on the right.  The “remains of a gypsum vase maker’s workshop” was also found at the site this is shown via the findings from West Magazine XIII. The artefacts included “spindle whorls” and “rough cores with chisel marks” (Warren, 1967). These findings seem to show that Childe’s criteria apply well to the developing social circumstances of this area. Such a large social centre represents a more modern urbanised and clustered area. Thus showing how humans were expanding not only their population size but also the amount of social interaction they had with each other. (Evans, Sketch of the Palace at Minoan Crete)

A major part of a socially flourishing civilisation was trading with other societies, this allowed a society to create alliances and enemies and learn about new types of food and goods. This also allows for the natural process of assimilation and acculturation to take place, letting societies evolve into new forms. The Minoans, as much of the Aegean were known for using obsidian, as noted and illustrated by Marino Panagiotaki. In her work she illustrates obsidian artefacts and the use of obsidian throughout Minoan culture, including tools, blades and pottery (Panagiotaki, 1990: 24-33). However, this is not only limited to the Minoans, obsidian was an extremely important material for the whole of the Aegean, being majorly traded for around ‘five millennia’ (Renfrew et al: 225). Remains found at Knossos come from different areas such as Melos and Giali, demonstrating trading to Greece and Turkey (Dixon et al:43). The extensive trading routes that would be needed, and the variety of different types of obsidian show that the Minoans of Crete were adept at trading and had grown accustomed to using foreign materials in their everyday life. Childe identified that regular trading routes would be needed to qualify as an emergent civilisation, moreover he stated that they would be “dependent” (Childe, 1950: 16) on this raw material, which is fitting as we can see how the obsidian was vital in everyday uses for the Minoans of Crete.  
As previously touched upon, in order to make further developments towards a more socially complex civilisation there must first be a maintenance of basic necessities and population. One of these is a surplus of food, moving from hunter-gatherers to self-sufficient food production is a very important advancement for any society. As well as opening opportunity for specialists to be sustained, it also allows the population to grow quicker and possibly the emergence of ruling powers in order to organise this surplus. With all these factors in mind there is no doubt that the accumulation of food would be a top priority. The Minoans were very concerned with this as the “storage capacities of the Early Palaces at Knossos, Malia and Phaistos are substantial” (Knappett, Schoep, 2001: 366), the first methods of obtaining a surplus varied during the early bronze age. Egyptians are known for originating irrigation, but there was also a need for stock breeding (Childe, 1950: 11). In Knossos there is evidence from the Early Neolithic of cattle slaughter, all the way up to palatial period, as seen below in this table by Isaakidou (2004: 244). There should also be a way to [image: ]make other forms of food as well in order to supply a full diet. Knossos presents the specialisation of people who focussed on preparing certain types of food. Evidence from the Linear B script show words for these specialists, for instance “a-to-po-qo” (Isaakidou, 2004) meant bread maker. Showing that with the evolving skill of cookery, came new social status for those who prepared the food. Moreover, there was a need for new titles and specific sects of society that became the food industry section. These findings further the idea of a maintenance level needed from food surpluses at an earlier stage in the development of a civilisation, as well proving that Childe’s criterion pair well with the new social advancements within an ancient society. (Isaakidou, 2004: 244)

After using Childe’s criteria and applying it to an ancient civilisation that was developed around the late Neolithic to the Early Bronze Age, it is clear that the work produced in Childe’s Urban Revolution are not just random points, but specific criteria acquired from research of many different civilisations and their commonalities. The notions put forward by Childe applied very easily to the Minoans, expanding these points to speak about the social complexity of these areas only furthered the idea that there is a reason that Childe came to the conclusions he did. However, Childe was known to make “comparisons” in his work, his triad of “savagery-barbarism-civilisation” is noted by author Tanriöver (2010: 3). These generalisations can help when trying to research similarities between different areas and trying to reference certain areas in categories, this is not ideal though for someone who was for instance writing a monograph and trying to prove the individualisation of a specific subject. Another major criticism of using Childe is the sheer age of his work, written in a time where archaeology was still at its beginning and armchair anthropologists were seen as the true academics. There was not the cornucopia of knowledge that academics have to choose from today, moreover, there is a wide amount of opinions to base an argument off in the modern day. Childe had limited opinions to help influence his work, his arguments were based off what he saw. Although this sounds unbiased and possibly a purer form of work, having other opinions to work from can broaden a piece of research and offer an interesting to and fro. 
In reference to social complexity, using The Urban Revolution itself doesn’t offer insight into this idea, it is more of an outline of standards a society has to meet to enter into a certain classification. Alternatively, from the points outlined in his work there is an obvious pattern of expanding and altering social interactions. Whether this be trade routes and forming new associations, or the developing statuses of specialists and their association to the larger whole of society. One can deduce that the emergence of society itself is in part caused by the innovative social changes at the time. 
In conclusion I believe that Childe’s work applies to many ancient civilisations, from looking at the archaeological record one can see that trading, stock breeding and architectural designs match the ideas that Childe believed evolved the people of the earlier Neolithic to the budding societies of the Bronze Age. In relation to social complexity there will always be advancements in any era, including today with relationships to other countries and the status of women shifting. Childe’s work may not specifically refer to this sentiment, but it is a theme that all historical work includes, as there can be no history without ever evolving social complexity. 

Bibliography
· Childe, V. (1950). The Urban Revolution. The Town Planning Review, Vol 21, No. 1 (April, 1950), pp. 3-17. Liverpool: The Liverpool University Press.
· Evans, A. (1964). The Palace of Minos. (Vol 3). London: Macmillan & Co Limited. 
· Tomkins, P. Schoep, I. (eds) 2012. Crete. Back to the Beginning: Reassessing Social and Political Complexity on Crete during the Early and Middle Bronze Age. 66-82. Oxford: Oxbow Books. 
· Kradin, N. (2006). Archaeological Criteria of Civilisation. Social Evolution & History, Vol. 5, Number 1 (2006), pp. 88-108. 
· Evans, A. (n.d). Sketch of the Palace Complex at Minoan Crete. [image]. Available at: https://www.oxfordfirstsource.com/view/10.1093/acref/9780199399680.013.0008/acref-9780199399680-e-8#acref-9780199399680-e-8-div1-1 [Accessed 28/04/2020]
· Warren, P. (1967). A Stone Vase-Maker's Workshop in the Palace at Knossos. The Annual of the British School at Athens, Vol. 62 (1967), pp. 195-201. Athens: British School at Athens.
· Panagiotaki, M. (1999).  The Central Palace Sanctuary at Knossos. The British School at Athens. Supplementary Volumes, no. 31 (1999), pp. ii-xviii, 1-300. [ Accessed 29/04/2020]. www.jstor.org/stable/40800524. 
· Renfrew, C., Cann, J., & Dixon, J. Obsidian in the Aegean. The Annual of the British School at Athens, Vol. 60 (1965), pp. 225-247. Athens: The British School at Athens. 
· Dixon, J., Cann, J., & Renfrew, C. (1968). Obsidian and the Origins of Trade. Scientific American, 218(3), 38-47. [Accessed 29/04/2020]. www.jstor.org/stable/24925998 
· Knappett, C. & Schoep, I. (2000). Continuity and Change in Minoan Palatial Power. Antiquity, 74(284), pp. 365-371. doi:10.1017/S0003598X00059445 
· Isaakidou, V. (2004). Bones from the Labyrinth: Faunal Evidence for Management and Consumption of Animals at Neolithic and Bronze age Knossos, Crete. Published PhD thesis, Institute of Archaeology University College London. 
· Isaakidou, V. (2004). Cooking in the Labyrinth: Exploring ‘Cuisine’ at Bronze Age Knossos. Autour de la Cuisine: pratiques alimentaires dans les régions égéennes au néolithique et au bronze ancien. Clermont-Ferrand, Universities of Liverpool and Clermont Ferrand. (n.d).
· Tanrıöver, M. (2010). The Archaeologies of V. Gordon Childe. Principles of Archaeology - 1st Paper. [Accessed 29/04/2020]. https://www.brown.edu/Departments/Joukowsky_Institute/courses/principles2010/files/13675170.pdf 












image1.jpeg




image2.png
. Students » Hub. Mail - Georgia James (19012 X | @ MinoanPowerpaf x | [ 000019 W' Minoan chronology - Wikipe X o

orint/1444427/1/U591730.pdf

caution. With this caveat in mind, the following observations can be made. First, cattle
foetalinewbom remains are present in ENIc-ENII, MN and LN, suggesting that cattle were
reared in or near the scttlement at least during the latter part of the Neolithic. The absence of
such remains in sub-phases with small samples (¢.g., Aceramic-ENIa) and/or high levels of
attition (c.g., ENTb and Prepalatial) and/or subjected to non-systematic methods of recovery
(e.8. Palatil) (Table 7:3) should ot be taken as signifying that cattle were not bred within the
Settlement in any partcular period. Finally, the variable intensity and methods of recovery, as
well as differences in frequency of scavenger attrition between different sub-phases, make direct
comparisons between sub-phases particularly difficult in terms of frequency of deaths in this
fragile age group.

‘Table 7:3 Frequency of foetal/nconatal cattie post-cranial material by sub-phase
(MinAU)

In no sub-phase is the proportion of neonatal remains, even allowing for partial survival and
recovery, high enough to suggest an emphasis on the slaughter of infant calves — either for their
tender meat or skins or in order to maximize the availability of milk for human consumption.

7.4.3.2 Age and sex profiles (Figure 7:4)

In the Neolithic sub-assemblages (leaving aside the tiny Aceramic-ENla sample), ca. 30-45'

deaths occurred by 2.5 years, that is before reproductive age (assuming first calving at 3 or
‘possibly 2 years of age) and also before animals could have made an effective contribution to
traction (recent farmers do not begin training oxen until 2-3 years of age or more). These
‘animals were arguably reared primarily for their meat. The same interpretation may largely be

valid for a further ca. 10-30% of animals dying between 2.5 and perhaps 5 years of age (ic. the
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