MY CENAE, RICH IN SILVER
Jorrit M. Kelder*

Whilst gold is the metal that is most commonly associated with Mycemzstly because of
Homer's reference to that city, but also becausth@ffabulous death masks that were uncovered
by Schliemann in the shaft graves of Grave circle A, relatively little is known Hisuwole and
appreciation of silver in the Mycenaean world. Silver artefacts have foeed only sporadically

at Mycenaearsites, suggesting that the metal was rare, yet there is good evidence that the
Mycenaeans were already mining silver in the Laurion, south of Athens. Ticis avill try to
explain this apparent dichotomy, by exploring the role and importance of gilfke Mycenaean
world.

INTRODUCTION

The Mycenaean world, and Mycenae in particular, is known prinfarilthe fabulous wealth of its
elite. Homer called Mycenae ‘Rich in Gold’, and Schliemann’s discovery of thié Ghaves,
which contained fabulous gad death masks and other precious objects, seemed to confirm the
Poet’s description of Agamemnon’s citadélpart from numerous gold objects, the Shaft Graves
also contained a large amount of silver artefacts. Interestingly, ther sibjects ‘zeigen
ausiahmslos gute Qualitat und saubere ArBeitthereas the quality of the gold objects is more
varied (Karo reports sevenaborly made cups with defects).

Whilst over 30 silver objects were recovered from the Shaft Graves, silver is only
sporadically foundn later strata at Mycenae. Indeed, the precious metal is rare in the Mycenaean
world as a whole, whereas gold has been found at numerousasiteB) far greater quantities.
Indeed silver @-ku-ro, as part of the decoration of a set of wheels) is mentioned only once (!) in
the extant Linear B texts (on Sa 287 from Pylos), although the ideagegmhich mightindicate
silver) is found on a handful of other tablets (including an interestingramce on Oa 734bis,
wherewE is written over what has been identified asngOT ideogram)®

This scarcity of silver in the archaeological and Linear B record is remarkablé)efor
Mycenaeans did not have direct access to natural gold reserves, whereas itvbe @xtracted
from the mines in the Laurion. St&ale and Gale conclusively demonstrated that these silver
reserves were already exploited from the (late) Middle Helladic pemwards, until at least Late
Helladic I1IC (1211th centuries BC).

* | thank the editors, dr. Kleber and dr. Reingrtiber, for tineitation to contribute to this Festschrift to my
PhD supervisor, Bert van der Spek. Much of the researctthifempaper has been done in Oxford and
Amsterdam, and | thank my colleagues at those places for their helipspirihg discussions. In partiaul |
should like to thank Joanna Palermo and Lisa Bendall for their feedbackfarehces.

! The Shaft Graves, of course, turned out to be much older than Agameragen(dating as they do to the
beginnings of the Mycenaean period, to ca. 18550 BC, whereas the stories of the lliad in essence seem to
hark back to the late Mycenaean period, shortly before 1200 BC), but theithwemains a staggering
testimony to the apparent power and prestige of the early Lords of Mycenael|d e the Shaft Graves is
generally thought to have come from Egypt and the golden death maskslgigekm to hint at early
contact between Mycenae and Egypt. However, many of the Egyptian objdutsShaft Graveprobably
reachedVlycenae via Minoan Crete (see alre&thro 1930, 318; for a recemsssessmer@line 2007, 193.)

2 Karo, op. cit. 225.

3 Cf. Ventris/ Chadwick 1973, 351L.ujan 2011, 30.But see Olivie Vandenabeel¢1979, 152153) who
dismisses the identification e.66 as anNGOT ideogram, wherease may more plausibly be identified as a
designation for textile (wehanos).

4 StosGale / Gale1982
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Despite its sporadic occurrence in the archaeological record, there candbehtdhat
silver was highly valued in the Mycenaean world: indeed, some of the enast bbjects from the
Shaft Graves, including the ‘siege rhyton’ and a rhyton in the shfagpédull’s headfig. 1), were
made of silver, whereas several later"18" century) procession frescoes from Knossos and
Tiryns demonstrate the use of silver (and gold) vessels in religious ceesmhdhe sudden
‘boom’ of silverwork in the Shaft fAves, and the later scarcity of silver in the Mycenaean
archaeological record thus requiresexplanation.

Figurel:Silver rhyton from Shaft Grave IV at Mycenae
(photo by Oren Rozen, CC License unported)

SILVER AND THE RISEOF MYCENAE

Silver was used in the Aegean from at least the third millennium BC dewBarly examples of
silverwork include a superbly made silver diadem from Amorgos (in thea@ss), and a
beautifully made twdandled sauceboat fromiroy Ilg, weighing a staggering 600 grams.

® On the procession frescoes, see Blakolmer 2007, 43; se&/aikmrtner 20122234,
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Chemical analysis suggests that, during the third and early sectledniom BC, silver from
various sources (in Anatolia, the Cyclades (Siphnos), and possitdglyltlee Laurion) was used
throughout the Aegean. Towards the end of the Middle Bronze Age, however, the Lagnisrice
have become the main source of silver: chemical analysis of a small number of objedtsefrom
Shaft Ggaves at Mycenae suggests that 80% of the silver foundsmtthrabs originateffom the
Laurion.

The question rises as to how such a large quantity of silver from the Laurioed at
Mycenae. It seems unlikely that Mycenae already exercised some sort of contrdleolaution
as early as Late Helladic | (the era of the Sliafaves), and it seems equally implausible to
attribute the wealth in the Shaft Graves exclusively to successful raids. Jristsachore likely
that most of the objects from the Shaft Graves were acquired in the procdfsesclgange
between the rulerof Mycenae and other potentdtesiost likely partners (or competitors) in a
trading network centred on the Saronic Gulf, which connected the Argolid te, @re Cyclades,
and the Near Eaét.
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Figure2:The Saronic Gulf andaarby regins, with LH HII sites mentioned in the text.

At the centre of this network stood Kolonna on Aegina, which, by the timeeoShaft
Graves, reached its zenith in terms of wealth and power. Testihmoiylonna’s wealth and
importance as trading centre is thecstled Aegina Treasure (dated to ca0Q# 1500 BC). It
seems likely that the rulers of Kolonna, Mycenae and other Aegean states, cenantethtions
by sending gifts, such as this type of precious metalwork. It is equadlly likat Kolonna was
instrumental in facilitating Mycenae’s a&ss to the Minoan world and that various objects from the

® StosGale and Gale ((supra), 476).
"Voutsaki1999 110.
8 For a recent assessment of the Saronic trading networkaseeon 2013esp. 236 ff.



4 JRRITM. KELDER

Shaft Graves at Mycenae reached that citadel via Aeginite middiealéimough direct contacts
between the Argolid and Crete must also have exiSted.

Although it remains unclear how and why Mycertzecame involved in the Aeginite
network, there is good evidence to suggest that, towards the ertib(i.e. the late 15 century
BC), Kolonna was eclipsed by Mycenae. There is no evidence for significéginglactivity at
Kolonna during LH 1IB, and though it is generally assumed the ‘mansion’ at Kolonna cahtinue
function, it was evidently out of use in LH IlIA (when a large kiln was consduinside its
remains)t' The decline of Kolonna in LH 4llIA, which coincides with the rise of Mycenaea
Troezen, may well be seen as a conscious Mycenaean attempt to eliminate a contesgien&dr r
hegemony and to establish more direct control over important trading tbutes.

Kolonna was not the only important centre in the area that suffered aksetldaH 11B-
IIIA: numerous important sites iAttica similarly seem to have lost in importance, too. Thorikos,
which had been graced with the-called ‘elliptical tholos’ (or built chamber tomb 1V) durindHL
I-1IA and a tholos tomb in LH llIA, ceased to be infportance: there is no evidence for later
substantial architecture (such as fortification walls, mansiotisotws tombs), although habitation
at the site continuetf.Other sites irAttica which had been of importance during MHI, such as
Kiapha Thiti alsoceasedo be of significance between LHII and LHIIIA. Indeed, the abandonment
or decline of hitherto ‘princely’ villages throughout LHIIAL1 Attica is so widespread and
marked, tlt it has been connected to Theseus’s mythical ‘synoikislrﬁti{s?t there is, in fact, no
reason to suppose that this phenomenon was the result of Athenian interventiotheQuitatrary
in fact, for there are precious few indications of substantial activityhenAthenian acropolis
predating LH 11IB®

It is tempting tosee the decline of the early Mycenaean ‘princely’ villageatiita as the
result of Mycenaean intervention, aimed at gaining control over the Lauiites rand the sea
routes to the Cyclades, Crete, and further east and south, to AnatoliaygidAfpr the decline
of Attica in LH 1IB and the eclipse of Kolonna (where the mansion was abandoned) towards the
end of the same period, Mycenae was left in effective control of theniSa@ulf and, by
extension, the mines of Lauridh.

® Tartaron 2010172.

¥ The adoption of numerous Minoan elements in Mycenaean culture ftesidies to Crete’s role as the
leading region in cultural, political and economic life in early Mycenaeagstim

" Gaus201Q 476. But note that Kolonna remained a major ebgpaf ceramics to, e.dhttica, and northern
Korinthia, until LH IlIA2: cf. Tartaron (op. cit), 175.

12 Cf. KonsolakiYiannopoulow2010, 73.

13 Cf. Servais 1969esp. 68 and n. 7. Servaik9y1, 21102 suggested that the LH IIA ‘proper’ tholos at
Thorikosmay have belonged to a new ruling house at Thorikos.

14 Lohman @010, 44-45) prefers ‘sympoliteia’, noting that some of the settlements remabitel
(although clearly of lesser status), whilst there is no evidence fgraamtentration of settlemeat Athens.

15 Hurwitt 1999, 72; although Mountjoyl995, 16) notes that two sherds in thecsdled Palace Style that
have been found on the acropolis suggest that the settlement theraweuseén of some importance.

¥ N. Papadimitriou 201Q 255) simiarly suggests a Mycenaean takeer of Thorikos. | consider Mycenae
to have been the dominant centthe ‘capital- of the Argolid by LH IIA at the very latest (when the first
tholos at that site was built). The funerary record also points to the grareminence of Mycenae: S.

Voutsaki 010,97 ff.) observes that the rise of Mycenae in LH Il is accompahbjethe rise of several

(secondary / dependent) sites, and that burials are notably wealthy intdra gast of the Argolid (i.e. the

region arond Mycenae), although she argues that only during LH [lIA2 the processoéntrating wealth

at Mycenae reached its final stage.
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Whilst the exact degreef control over this area may have changed per region and over
time'’, there are reasons to believe that by LH 1IIB (th8 d&@ntury BC), Mycenae’s grip on the
area was tightened. At Korphos: Kalamianos on the Saronic coast of timthiép a large and
monumental harbour town was constructed (pottery evidence ssggdstimited habitation on
the site prior to LH [1IB) which is thought to have been Mycenae’s main pahni region. Daniel
Pullen, one of the site’s excavators, has described it as @-lisled maritime outpost, purposely
founded as a component of state expansion in a climate of intenggofigecompetition in LBA
(fifteenththirteenth centuries BC) Greecé Similarly, the sudden rise during LH I1IB early of the
acropolis of Athenssathe dominant centre éfttica may be seen as conscious attempt to bring the
region under palatial control: Hurwitt assumes (and | agree) that a Mycenakee pvas
functioning on the acropolis in LH IlIB, but it was only towards the end of LB, lin the last
quarter of the 13th century BC, that the acropolis was surrounded by a cyclopedievatipulse
for the fortification (and quite possibly for the establishment tifeAs as the palatial centre for
Attica as a whole), Hurwitt (op. cit. 80) suggests, may well have come from theidirgel
Mycenae.

If we were to assume that all of the above is true (and the problem with all this is, o
course, that nothing can be conclusively proven or, for that matter, réfeeted that Mycenae,
from ca. LHII-IIIA1 onwards managed to control the entire Saronic Gulf, and thus had fulblcontr
over the Laurion, we are faced with two questions:

1. what triggered the collapse of the early Mycenaean (MHLIdt#lA) system of peer polity
interaction and gift extange, and caused the rulers of Mycenae to expand their realm?

2. what happened to the silver that was extracted from the mines in the Lalloamg
Mycenae’s annexation éfttica?

In my view, the answers to these two questions are closely redatgédave to be sought beyond
the Aegean; in Egypt.

SILVER FOR GOL[?

In ca. 1437 BC, whilst on campaign in northern Syria, Thutmoses lll received an eowothé
‘Prince of Tanaju’, bringing hina silver shawabtivessel in Keftiuan workmanship togethgth
four bowls of copper with handles of silver. Total 56 deben 4.¥itgeftiu has long been
recognized as the Egyptian designation for Crete, whereas Tanaju is muimnstood as the
Egyptian term for mainland Greece. That Tanaju was indeed situatesl Aggean is confirmed in
a later text, dating to the reign of Amenhotep Il (ca. 13AB53 BC). This text, a long list of
states describing the world then known to the Egyptians, is inoiséloe bases of colossal statues

M Tartaron 2010, 171: see now also Tartaron 20d8tes that the northern part of the Korinthia, as far as the
archaeologial record is concerned, shows very little Mycenaean impact until LF2|¢aen the export of
pottery at Kolonna declined and local pottery production started to stromg links with the Argolid. It
should be stressed, however, that archaeology is depmatic tool for establishing political boundaries and
limits of ‘imperial control’ (cf.Kelder 2013, 4452), whereas Hittite texts (cf. below) suggests a very early
expansion of Mycenae.

¥ Pullen 2013, 245.

¥ As | have argued elsewhere (Kelder 2013), aeciogy alone is not a very reliable tool for identifying
state formation and expansion. The same goes for the Linear B evidehoaghalthere are some clues, most
notably the uniformity of script and administration throughout Greét& suggests a degree of unity
towardsthe very end of LH 11IB (CfPostgate, 2013412 (and references thereinphich is too late in date
anyway to be of much use in reconstructing the development of the earipnéédyrestate.

2 Annals of Thutmoses IlI; cfStrange 198050-51; P. Haider (1988, 10) reads ‘iron cups’ with handles of
silver.
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of Amenhotep Il in his moriary temple at presediay Kom el Hetan. On one of these bases,
Tanaju is listed immediately following Keftiu, which, considering the gmog of other (known)
states in the list, suggests that Tanaju lay in roughly the same dirastiGeftiu, although fuher.
Whilst its grouping with Keftiu already indicates that Tanaju must be sduist the Aegean,
evidence for its exact position is provided in a second column, listing tles eitid principal
regions of Keftiu and Tanaju. Although a number of these have not been conclusivéfiedjent
the identifications of Mycenae and Nauplion, as well as Kythera, Messenia anthébaid
(notably the region around Thebes, but not Thebes itself) are now widely acddpigdoses’
annals thuseem to indicatéhat, already in the (advanced)"6entury BC, Mycenae was already
involved in international gift exchange.

One objection against this notion of early contacts between Egypt acenily may be
that it issimply too earlyand that Minoan Crete, at this time still the major power in the Aegean,
must have been too great a barrier for all this to haggewever,there can be little doubt that
Mycenaean Kings were involved in international diplomadigtite texts suggest that, already in
the 18" century BC, a kg of Ahhiyawa received the island of Lazpa (Lesbos) as a dowry from
the King of ASSuwa-a clearindication ofearly diplomatic contact between the Mycenaean world
andan Anatolian great powét These same texts alsalicate that the King of Ahhiyawa sent, and
received, prestige goods in the context of diplomatic missions to and from tite ¢turt. That
this also involved the exchange of messages is clear: at least one otcHiled@hhiyawa texts
found atBoghazkdyhas now been identified as a letherm a Mycenaean King seitd the Hittite
King.? In sum, there are very good reasons to believe that already in"teritbry BC, the Lords
of Mycenaewere involved in international gift exchange and diplom&wsya result, iereference
to Mycenaean messengers from TanajthmAnnalsof Thutmoses lliis entirely consistent with
the Hittite textual evidenceThe mission from Tanajoanthusbe interpreted in terms of royal gift
exchange between the Mycenaean world and Egypt. Archaeological evidence, rabdy ti
large and homogenous corpus of Mycenaean pottery at El Ansaiggests thatiplomatic contact
between the Pharaonic court and the palace at Myamrdimued quite mssiblyuntil the end of
the Mycenaean palacés

Egypt may have been of interest to the Lords of Mycenae primarily becauseeas@atves
of Nubian gold®* In addition, the very concept of gift exchange with the Egyptian court itsetf mus
have been a sigicant attraction to any Mycenaean Lord, as Pharaoh’s recognitianfarfeign

2 Teffeteller2013 596571

2 First suggested by F. Starke (unpublished lecture at Concordia Univessié also MelchertC.
(forthcoming / draft available online): Mycenaean and Hittite Diplomatic&Spondence: Fact and Fiction,
in A. Teffeteller (ed.), Mycenaeans and Anatolians in the Baittnze Age: Th Ahhiyawa Question; and
now Kelder2013, 4152.

% Cf. Kelder2009,339. The objectiorthat ‘it is hard to conceive of these pots as the result of deliberate and
specific highlevel giftexchange such as represented in the Amarna letters. Instead, the popdlation o
Akhenaten’s capital appears to have haslddenandwide access to this class of unspecific exotica’ (my
italics), as per Van Wijngaarden (2011, 2Z3®) ignores the point that the over 800 pots at Amarna are
remarkably homogenous (chemical analysis suggests that virtulatly these pots come from the region
around Berbati, near Mycenae) and must have served as containers for mmbledggiods such as
(perfumed) olive oil (a point that is strengthened by the equally suajtfeearance of olives in the botanical
and iconographic record at Amarna), whereas the notion of a ‘wide’ access to thésa sgems to
contradict the archaeological facts (i.e. the majority of the Mycenaean sherdowmtérf the Central City
—the palatial heart of Amarnavhile only small quantities were found in the domestic quarters of the city
Van Wijngaarden also leaves the question as to how and why this singylas ceachedhe Egyptian
capital unanswered. For an overview of the available evidencEesder 2010

2 StosGale / Galel982, 476.
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peer (or anything that might be construed as such at home) added to origje PrEtsewhere, |
have argued that the Egyptian desire to acquire Mycenaean (perfumed) olnlevedl and olive
trees, may have been the main incentive for Amarna age interest in the Mycenddaaltiiough

an interest in other Aegean goods and people are likely to have begrodhince, tod® Strategic
considerations may also have played a role, and the American archaeologist ifgich&3
suggested that Egypt, especially during the reign of Amenhotep Ill, mayabtively courted the
Mycenaeans in an effort to isolate the Hittiteat the same time, Amenhotep’s interest in the
Mycenaean world may also have been triggered by its silver reserves, as has recently been
suggested by David Giff. Gill did not provide any evidence for Mycenaean shipments of silver to
Egypt (although he did point out that the silver ingots brought by Minoanspasedicon the walls

in the tombs of the Theban nobles, may have originated from the Laurion), bxténgtérom the
Annals of Thutmoses Il cited above, clearly shows that silver objects wesenped to Pharaoh
by Mycenaean messengers.

Whilst the Annals of Thutmoses Il document the earliest (known) diplontatntact
between Mycenae and Egypt (in ca. 1437 BC), it is likely that the Mycenaean(ammldycenae
itself, especially) had already been part of the Egyptian world for almostdnturies. Tare are
strong indications that thet-Téd Treasure (which includes one gold and 153 silver cups, a number
of (mostly lapis lazuli) seals, 10 gold ingots, 20 silver chains (which aievedlto be a typ of
ingot) and 13 silver, ovdbarshaped ingots, and which hitherto was thought to have dated to the
Egyptian 13 dynasty (thus excluding any possible link with the Mycenaean world)) is tlleiqir
of Mycenaean workshops. Maran has persuasively argued that the sh@enaétalwork indicates
that the obgcts from efl6d belong to the (early) Shaft Grave era, i.e. the final stages of ttdeMi
Helladic period (the I7century BC)® If the silverware from eTéd is, as Maran argues, indeed
the productof a Mycenaean workshop, the connections between the early Mycenaean Greek
mainland and Egypt may have already been much stronger than has hithettmbgbt®

SILVER FIT FOR KINGS

The realisation that the-&bd silver $ems from the Mycenaean world mayplain why the MH
final-LH 1l system of Aegean peer polity interaction, with its regional systenggfloexchange
(between e.g. Kolonna and Mycenae) eventually collapsed. As | noted above, tmeti@nyof
contact with Egypt must have greatly addedaty Mycenaean Lord’s prestige, whilst Egyptian
gold and other exotica from the Nilotic Kingdom will have further boosted testige of the
recipient. In view of the clear parallels between the silver cups frehdceiand several vessel

from the Shaft Gaves at Mycenae, the Egyptian influence at Mycenae (e.g. the golden death

% See the various contribaotis to Cohen / Westbrook 2000 for an up to date discussion of Amgena
diplomaticmores

% Cf. Kelder 2009 (supra); J. Keld2p10(supra) 125140.A. P. Kozloff (1977, 101103) identified Minoan
fan-bearers on a relief from Amarna; dflaider 1996for an extensive discussion of possible Aegean
presence in New Kingdom Egypt.

%" Note that V. Hankey proposed a similar (if earlier) scenario (involvingaaiage alliance between a
Minoan (Knossian?) royal family and the kings of the earfyydhasty): cfHankey1999, 115119.

8 Gill 2010, 2135.

29 Cf. Maran1987 Note that E. Davis (1977, 767) already pointed out that these cups could not have been
made by Minoan workmen, noting that ‘the connection with the wbthkeoMycenaeans [..] is even stronger’
(p-77; see similar statements on p. 127).

% Maran cautions that the silver fromBbd may have reached Egypt via middlemen on Cyprus or in the
Levant. Whilst this possibility cannot be excluded, the impression itdromty —the 153 silver cups to my
(untrained) eye seemed to be the work of a single worksfemms to argue for a single (direct) shipment.
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masks}’, and indeed the later (LH 1I/8) ‘special relation’ that Mycenae seems to have enjoyed
with Egypt, itseems reasonable to assume that, by Lebmtacthad been establishdzetween
Mycenaeand with Egypt. Mycenae’s wealth and soaring prestige amongst its-ILigders may
have tipped the balance of power, allowing Mycenae to establish itself asémeipent centre in
the Argolid and, not much later, to impose itself onvthdous communities around the Saronic
Gulf. The wealth of the Laurion mubaive made that region of singular importance to the early
Mycenaeans; for control over the mines secured ongoing contadEgypt and other parts of the
Near Easf? Dickinson, i his seminal ‘The Origins of Mycenaean Civilization’ (1977;56,
already argued that trade in basetals was the most important factor in the rise of Mycenae. To
this, one may now add a very international and silvery dimension.

It is difficult to sayanything with certainty about Mycenaean royal burials after the era of
the Shaft Graves since virtually all tombs were robbed. From the scraps that, ieseems likely
that later rulers were buried with equal expressions of wealth. Silver, hgweeens to have gone
largely ‘off the menu; although there are exceptions (most notably the LH IlIA tholos tomb at
Dendraj®. Whereas pieces of gold leaf, beads, etc., have been recovered from vayalis ‘r
tombs throghout Greece, silver objects are raFkbe reason for this may plausibly be sought in an
increasing Mycenaean familiarity with Near Easteores

There can be no doubt that, during ‘the international age’ of tharid 13" centuries BC,
silver was widely used as a universal means of payment: as ragaelyla lettre Silver served as
an index of value: it was a widely recognised ‘standard’ that was used tatestime value of
diplomatic gifts, trade, salaries, tribute, ransoms and fines. Given its itgntoalnternational
diplomacy, law ad trade, it seems likely that silver, more than any other metal, was systéynatica
removed from circulatioff —-not only in the ancient Near East, but dlsdlycenaean Greect is
likely that, as Mycenae was drawn more closely into the orbit of other, Neariastates and
became more involved in international exchange and diplomacy,ruless —like their
contemporaries in the Near Eastarted to remove silver from circulation, to resmelt it infgpts
that could be used to maintain their positionthe international scene.

The collapse of the Mycenaean palaces brought thi$ negaopoly on silver to an end,
althoughthe mines at Laurion contindéo be exploited” Varioussilver (and lead) objects from
the Laurion hge been recoveredlongside numerousrientalia from the LH IlIC cemeteryat
Perati, no doubt reflecting the metal’s ongoing importance for oversades Berati gradually
dwindled into insignificancaround 1078C, and it is unclear to what extent the mines were used

3 p. Russell 1999, 119. It may be interesting to note that the Mycenaedror gold,ku-ru-so, ypvcoc, is

a loanword from west Semitic (compare tobirawv harusand Ugaritichrs). Cline (2013, 32) notes that ‘it
seems clear (...) that the foreign word was imported along with the roobigct, arriving together in the
Bronze Age Aegean.’ If Mycenae’s gold came indeed from Egypt, then the@laak pend seems a good
fit, as this coincides with the final decades of Hyksos rule in Egypt.

32 Note that a silver vessel in the shape stag from shaft grave IV hissslatontacts between Mycenae and
Anatolia (chemical analysis suggests that the silver originated frioesrin the Taurus mountains: 8tos
Gale/ MacDonald1991 271- 73, 285).In addition, C. Melchert (2008, 18%7) has established that the
Mycenaean word for leadnp-ri-wo-do) is a loanword from Lydiamariwda(dark, black), probably datin
to the period 2500500 BC, which suggests close connections between the early Greeks asidhAnat

% The depositions in the tholos included at least 4 silver vessels (aivapie [NM7340], a goblet
[NM7339], a onehandled teacup, and a silver cup [N886]). See Davis 1977, 283; Burns 2010, 182.
¥Kassianidou 2009, 52, with references.

% Mountjoy (199%, 195227), noting that the Transitional LH Il B2/C early pottery assenabitigm
Thorikos mine No. 3 is unusual and that its nature implies a spaifition rather than the debris of normal
settlement, suggested that activity continued in mine 3 at Thorikos.
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(and by whom) in the centuries that follow&dt is onlyduringthe 8" century BC that silver from
the Laurion again propels the Greek world ontoiternational stage.
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