Evidence For Mycenaean Pottery Trade in the East Mediterranean – (working title)
I had some difficulty on deciding the topic for my dissertation this was due to me having a vast amount of ideas and not being sure what I wanted to focus on. I sent a series of ideas to my supervisor, all of which were rejected due to there not being enough evidence available to support them or the ideas being too complex. 
While I was trying to decide on a topic I then found Thomas F. Tartaron’s “Maritime World of the Mycenaean Greeks of the Late Bronze Age”.[footnoteRef:1] The book was fascinating as it gave me a detailed idea on the possible ways that the Mycenaean trade developed. It also gave probable locations to the harbours in the Mediterranean, as well as conceivable movements of land showing the changing and movement in the Mediterranean Basin. This sparked my interest and I then decided to write a dissertation on Mycenaean trade, and this is what led to my original thesis.  [1:  Tartaron, Maritime World of the Mycenaean Greeks of the Late Bronze Age (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press 2013)] 

I intended to examine the possible changes of the Mediterranean basin coasts and how this could have impacted on the trading systems for the Mycenaean. My main thesis was that the Mycenaean trading system dominated trade in the Mediterranean basin during the Early Bronze Age.[footnoteRef:2]  It seems that the trading routes developed and altered throughout the period, I wanted to explore possible reasons as to why the routes changed as well as focusing what was traded between the different sites of the Ancient Mediterranean.[footnoteRef:3] The purpose of the investigation was to determine whether natural topographical changes in the Mediterranean basin such as land erosion or tectonic movement caused the Mycenaean main trading ports to be abandoned.[footnoteRef:4]  [2:  ibid]  [3:  ibid]  [4:  ibid] 

Another part of my thesis was to argue that the trading system only buckled due to the collapse of the palaces and topographical changes in the Mediterranean basin. These changes meant that the system collapsed in on itself, a key change was that the areas that were being used as ports were no longer able to perform their function.[footnoteRef:5] [5:  ibid] 

However, my supervisor advised me that my thesis was too close to the work of Tartaron’s “Maritime World of the Mycenaean Greeks of the Late Bronze Age.” My supervisor suggested that I went for a more original approach in examining three sites found in different areas of the east Mediterranean. 
I still intend to use the methods that I previously planned, and possibly use it as part of my original idea maybe as a 1st chapter, in which I will define and explain the complexity of Mycenaean trade.
My dissertation will focus on the Mycenaean culture. I intend to concentrate on the trading system of the period, as well as examining the trading system as a whole. I will consider what was traded as well as the life history of the trade systems. I plan to do this by examining the possible trading methods that the Mycenaean culture used when trading in the Mediterranean, as identified by Tartaron. The methods of transport used by the Mycenaeans will also be examined as a way to identify what was traded across the Early Bronze Age Mediterranean. My research aim is to prove that there was a strong trading system from the Early Bronze Age, and that the Mycenaean culture was a dominant culture in the Mediterranean during this period. 
I propose to approach the topic by examining the archaeological record to see where the main exports of the Mycenaean culture can be found across the East Mediterranean. I also want to examine the imports found in the main site of Mycenaean culture, Mycenae, to assess whether mutual trading partnerships existed with the other sites or was Mycenae a key city site which controlled the other city states across the Mediterranean? 
My dissertation will use the following three sites: Ugarit, (Levant), Enkomi, (Cyprus) and Amarna (Egypt). Within these sites I will examine the letters from the Amenhotep III and his wife Tiye in the archive of Amarna and the script on Linear B in Cyprus. [footnoteRef:6]This will be challenging because there is much debate on the accuracy of the translation of the Linear B. [footnoteRef:7] Another important aspect that I also intend to examine is the types of objects that the Mycenaean’s traded. I know from reading the archives of key Mycenaean sites that the main export was pottery.[footnoteRef:8] Therefore I intend to look at the concentration of pottery in the certain sites to argue about the dominance of the Mycenaean trading networks.[footnoteRef:9] 	Comment by Chris Jackson: ref [6: J.M. Kelder- the Egyptian interest in Mycenaean Greece (2008)]  [7: Palmer- Mycenaeans and Minoans (Oxford : Clarendon Press, 1998 )]  [8:  J.Chadwick - Documents in Mycenaean Greek (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1973)]  [9: C.W.Shelmerdine-The Cambridge Companion to The Aegean Bronze Age (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press 2008)] 

I also intend to use the pottery to argue how long the Mycenaean trade was active. This can be shown by examining the pottery styles, as they are useful for dating as certain styles have distinct differences.[footnoteRef:10]  [10:  C. E. Morris and J. H. Crouwel-‘Mycenaean Pictorial Pottery from Tell Atchana (Alalakh)(1985)] 

Using these pieces of evidence and artefacts found at the three sites I intend to argue that the Mycenaean’s were dominant in trading in the Mediterranean during the late Bronze Age.

Topic 
· Who? The Mycenaean, Egyptians, Cypriots and the people of Ancient Levant  
· What? The pottery and Linear B texts. 
· Where? Ugarit(Levant,) Enkomi, (Cyprus) and Amarna (Egypt), Mycenae (Greece) 
· When? The Archaic period, or late Bronze Age. 
Objectives
· How did the Mycenaean pottery get to the locations of the three sites?
· What role in society did the pottery have?
· Why was the pottery used despite the civilisations who controlling the sites having the ability to make their own pottery? 
· Were the Mycenaeans the dominant culture over the Minoans? 
· What can the transactions between Egyptians and the Mycenaean’s show us about the relationship between the cultures?

Proposed Structure of dissertation 
Introduction & Methodology & Theoretical approaches -gift exchange? - Braudel?
Chapter One - Mycenaean Trade
Chapter Two - : Ugarit, (Levant) -Natural boundaries? Geopolitical boundaries? Cultural boundaries? 
Chapter Three - Enkomi, (Cyprus)
Chapter Four - Amarna (Egypt)
Conclusion
Theoretical perspectives
I have considered a number of different theoretical approaches that would be helpful in exploring my topic.  They are as followed;
· Materialities – Mycenaean pottery and Linear B inscriptions. 
· Biography of objects- looking at objects as agents. The life of objects, why did they write down inscriptions? 
· Gift exchange or exchange theory – This is an important theory for my dissertation as it can be the origin of trading between the civilisations, it is also important because it can be used to connect the social worlds. 
Methodology
I intend to focus on three sites, where Mycenaean pottery has been found and the Linear B texts. 
I will use the following scholarship by
· Jorrit M. Kelder- The Egyptian interest in Mycenaean Greece
· The only article that I have read of his is very interesting as it proves that there was a connection between Egypt and Mycenaean Greece. The article is also useful because it provides the life history of the connection between the civilizations. This is shown by the records of communication between multiple Pharaohs through the Egyptians annuals. The article also suggests that there connection is not just trade but rather that it goes beyond it, this can be shown by reference to Mycenaean being in the courts of various Pharaohs. Therefore the article is significant for my examination of the Egyptian site within my dissertation.
· Louise Steel - A reappraisal of the distribution, context and function of Mycenaean pottery in Cyprus.
· . These various are useful because she has written a large section on the site I want to focus on in Cyprus, Her focus is also on pottery which is very useful for me as it is the main export of the Mycenaean so there are plenty of articles for me to gain information from. 
· Gert Jan van Wijngaarden- Use and appreciation of Mycenaean pottery in the Levant, Cyprus and Italy (ca. 1600-1200 BC)
· Covers two areas of interest, the book also talks about the use of the pottery, valuable as it allows me to have a much larger understanding in the concept of why Mycenaean pottery was traded to the far reaches of the Mediterranean. The book also is beneficial as it also shows that it was not only the East Mediterranean that was being traded with.
· L.R. Palmer -Mycenaeans and Minoans
· I have read two of his books on the interpretation of the Linear B texts, they both were interesting as it provided a valuable explanation and history to how the texts were translated. The books also gave a good argument, which was that I should be careful with my reliance on translations of the Linear B text because they may have been mistranslated, however the written evidence that I will examine for evidence is written in Linear B and an untranslatable text. 
· John Chadwick- Documents in Mycenaean Greek
·  The book is split into sections, part 1 is about the discovery and deciphering of the Mycenaean texts. This therefore complements Palmer’s work on the translation of the text. The other part of the book splits the texts into sections of what was written in the text on objects such as tablets. This is valuable as an important part of the text was focused on administration, this section includes trade information.
· Cynthia W.Shelmerdine.- The Cambridge Companion to The Aegean Bronze Age
· Her book is about the Aegean during the Bronze Age. Her book gives a detailed explanation of the main cultures of the time, this is valuable as it has a large section on Mycenaean culture with context of the Minoans of Crete. The book also is useful as it provides detailed maps of the Mycenaean world as well as the Mediterranean. This therefore is beneficial for my dissertation as it can be used to give the reader an understanding of the structure of Mycenaean culture. 
· Thomas F. Tartaron- Maritime Networks in the Mycenaean World
· It was very scientific in its approach but still easy to understand. The book was very useful to me as it provided me an insight to possible ways that the Mycenaeans would have traded. This was a new concept to me because in the past when I came in contact with the Mycenaeans it was at the site of Mycenae or that there was Mycenaean stuff found there, there was no explanation of possible routes that the objects could have taken to get to its final location. 
· Eric Cline - An unpublished Amenhotep III faience plaque from Mycenae
· The 1990 article is useful as it analyses an unpublished plaque from Mycenae during the reign of Amenhotep III.  This is beneficial as it demonstrates that there were clear trade connections between Egypt and Mycenae. This is also a valuable insight as it indicates that there was not one way trade, it shows that Egyptian products were ending up on the Aegean and Mycenaean products were ending up in Egypt. 
· Yannis Aspiotis- Consuming Material Ambiguity: The Social and Symbolic Implications of Mycenaean Pottery in Ugarit
· This is useful as I don’t have much in regards to the research towards the site of Ugarit. This is useful to me as it talks about the possible meanings towards the discovery of Mycenaean pottery being found on the site. This therefore provides my dissertation with some backing in theory. I am only halfway through this article so I cannot say how valuable it can be in the long run but it is useful for providing information on Ugarit regardless. 
·  Vronwy Hankey- Mycenaean trade with the South-Eastern Mediterranean
· [bookmark: _GoBack]This article is an old one however it can be used with Aspiotis’ article, this is due to it being on Ugarit too. The article is also useful as it can give a timeline of the site having Mycenaean pottery on it. The article is also valuable as it also shows the switch between Minoan imports to Mycenaean, this therefore supports my argument in the dissertation. The article argues this through the interpretations of Linear B in Knossos, while it isn’t one of my sites of examination it is still a significant site for the period. 
· C. E. Morris and J. H. Crouwel-‘Mycenaean Pictorial Pottery from Tell Atchana (Alalakh)
· Their article is about Mycenaean pottery on the site from the Levant, this is useful as it allows for identification between the different types of Mycenaean pottery as well as providing evidence that Ugarit was not the only site in the Levant that traded with the Mycenaean. I still need to finish this article. It will possibly be useful for the explanation/ definition of Mycenaean pottery. 
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