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	More than 100 years ago Sir Arthur Evans' spade made the first cut into the earth above the now well-known Palace at Knossos. His research at the Kephala hill as well as contemporary fieldwork at further sites on Crete saw the birth of a new discipline: Minoan Archaeology. Since these beginnings in the first decades of the 20th century, the investigation of Bronze Age Crete has experienced fundamental progress. The impressive wealth of new data relating to the sites and material culture of this Bronze Age society and its impact beyond the island's shores, the refinement of its chronology, the constant development of hermeneutical approaches to social, religious or political issues, and new methods and instruments employed for the exploration and conservation of the archaeological remains have shaped the dynamic trajectory of this discipline for more than a century. In March 2011 - exactly 111 years after the beginning of Evans' work at Knossos - a conference on Minoan Archaeology took place at Heidelberg with the aim to outline current trends and prospects of this scientific field, by setting up an open dialogue between renowned scholars and the young generation of researchers. The present volume brings together most of the papers presented during the conference. They are subsumed under six chapters highlighting current key issues in the study of Bronze Age Crete with a pronounced focus on the broad subject of society.
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           On March 23, 2011 – on the 111th anniversary of Arthur Evans’ first working day at Knossos – the international conference “Minoan Archaeology. Challenges and Perspectives for the 21st Century” was launched at the Institute of Classical Archaeology, University of Heidelberg. For five days, early career researchers shared their ideas and concepts with some leading scholars of the field and engaged in discussions revolving around the current character, potential and scopes of Minoan Archaeology. The group of 32 young archaeologists who presented their work at the conference was complemented by six keynote speakers and two evening lectures.

           The present volume is the outcome of this event, a broad assemblage of theoretical positions and methodological issues making up a picture of current approaches taken by both young and established scholars with the aim to explore the culture and society of Bronze Age Crete. First and foremost, we would like to thank all speakers, who embraced the concept of the organizers of the conference and made it such a successful and stimulating event. The conference could not have been realised without the help and support of a number of people, to whom we would like to express our deep gratitude. As PhD students at the University of Heidelberg, Torben Kessler, Yasemin Leylek, Noach Vander Beken and Eva Wacha assisted the editors not only in the lengthy and demanding process of preparation but also in the organization of the event. Their help and support at every level has been invaluable. We are most obliged to the Fritz Thyssen Stiftung for its generous funding which made this conference possible. Our sincere thanks are also due to Professor Jochen Tröger, head of the university’s anniversary committee, who included our meeting among the events marking the 625th anniversary of the University of Heidelberg in 2011, an honour which was supplemented by substantial financial support. We are grateful to the Institute of Classical Archaeology and especially its acting director in 2011, Professor Reinhard Stupperich, for a financial contribution and the allowance to use the institute’s facilities. Further thanks are due to Klaus Kirchner from the university computing centre (URZ) and to Ekkehard Hornung, Hubert Vögele and Marlis Jahraus. Only through their efforts and expertise was it possible to make the conference a broadcasting event, enabling colleagues from all over the world to follow the presentations and join in the discussions via live stream and live chat. Last but not least, we are deeply grateful to all students who helped during the conference, especially during the receptions.

           The present volume includes 27 of the papers presented during the conference as well as the Closing Remarks by Peter Warren. We would like to express our sincere gratitude to INSTAP for granting us financial support for the publication of the proceedings. Last but not least, we are most obliged to Jan Driessen for including our publication in the AEGIS series.
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          Conference participants, photographed in front of the Heuscheuer at Heidelberg

           The turn of the new century coincided with the completion of 100 years of systematic archaeological research on Crete. The occasion of this anniversary has already triggered several retrospective and prospective views on the aims, methods, deficits and potentials of this discipline.1 On 23rd March 2011 – exactly 111 years after Sir Arthur Evans’ spade made the first cut into the earth above the now well-known Palace at Knossos – another conference was launched at Heidelberg with the aim to outline current trends and prospects of this scientific field. What set the Heidelberg meeting apart at that time from other meetings with similar objectives both in the field of Aegean Archaeology and in other archaeological disciplines was the fact that the main body of participants were young researchers who will be shaping the disciplinary self-image in the decades to come. The main aspiration of the organizers was to provide a platform for the younger generation on which they could present their current work, ideas, questions or critiques and receive an immediate feedback by a group of distinguished Aegean archaeologists who also participated in the conference.

           By organizing this meeting, our aim was not to proclaim Minoan Archaeology as an independent discipline, but to focus on the vast field of data, issues and methods relating to the material culture of a specific Aegean region, i.e. Bronze Age Crete. Much of what we discussed about empirical evidence, theories and methods has undoubtedly a great relevance to the study of Mycenaean Greece or the Prehistoric Cyclades as well. With the focus on Minoan Archaeology, however, our conference intended to foster an intense discussion, embracing the legacy of the past, the open questions of the present and the challenges of the future of this very particular field of research.

           Compared to other archaeologies, Minoan Archaeology is a rather young discipline. Its past, present, and future are thus still closely tied together. One of the most distinctive features in its history is undoubtedly the lasting influence of one of its pioneers, Sir Arthur Evans, which is as a fact not at all self-evident. Contrary to many great pioneers in other regions of the ancient world such as Heinrich Schliemann in Mycenaean Archaeology or Sir Flinders Petrie in Egyptology – who in their disciplines are nowadays just history – Arthur Evans’ work still has a strong impact on current research on Minoan Crete. The reason for his strong presence some generations after his death is not just the fact that he came first but that he bequeathed to us his monumental work, “The Palace of Minos”. This opus magnum has provided not only a very impressive narrative of the newly discovered culture but contains a dazzling array of observations, explanations, and hypotheses that cover almost every single aspect of Minoan Archaeology. Evans’ ideas have served and still serve as point of departure for many debates on major and minor issues in our discipline. Be that as it may, there can be no doubt that we have to free ourselves from the heavy burden of his legacy; yet this is not an easy task. A simple reference to his Victorian intellectual background is not enough for discarding his ideas as anachronistic. If we want to overcome his lasting influence, thus making him at last not part of our present but part of our collective memory, we have to completely revise his imaginative synthesis of Minoan culture and his chronology and replace them with something which has to be better and is not just partially amended. In this regard, it was most welcome to see that most of the participants of the Heidelberg conference did shift the focus from Knossos and Evans’ ideas to other Minoan sites and introduced new questions and fresh approaches to Minoan material culture.

           Between Evans and the present generation of archaeologists, there have been many scholars from different nations who have dedicated their careers or lives to the study of Minoan Crete, fostering significant advances with their personality, commitment, scientific brilliance and systematic work. Even if their intellectual legacy is nowadays not as vivid as that of Evans, these exceptional personalities have contributed significantly to our ways of dealing with Minoan archaeology. It should thus be a task of future research to give them more weight in our work. On the other hand, it is apparent that in the history of a discipline – as in the history of cultures – the impact of structures or conjunctures (in the Braudelian sense of the term) is much more significant than that of individuals. There can be no doubt that the trajectory of Minoan Archaeology in the past was determined not only by some exceptional personalities but also by external factors, such as Crete’s and Greece’s turbulent political history in the 20th century, the two World Wars, international diplomacy, economic crises, the difficulties of archaeological research on a densely populated island, different academic traditions, and more recently the terrible constraints on scientific research resulting from the obsession of evaluation and assessments and the – at least paradoxical – employment of quantitative criteria for defining the quality of scientific achievements. From a methodological perspective, one of the most decisive factors in the history of this discipline has been the deep impact of New Archaeology which radically changed the way we collect, treat, evaluate and communicate our data. Minoan or Aegean archaeologists belonged to the pioneers of this major paradigm shift in archaeological disciplines, since they adopted the new way of thinking faster and more forceful than Classical and Near Eastern Archaeologists or Egyptologists.

           Against this background, the conference certainly did not strive to “attack” the great, still open questions of Minoan Archaeology but set a more modest aim, namely to initiate a dialogue about our methods, potential and limitations. It was very important for us to put forward questions on where we stand, where we want to go and which direction we can follow. It was furthermore important, in a meeting that brought experienced scholars and young researchers together, to generate a discussion about what might be a good scientific practice in our field and how we might find the right equilibrium between empirical evidence and the thoughtful application of theoretical models.

           After the call for papers, we had the difficult task of selecting and arranging the submitted papers into sessions adhering to a conceptual basis. In a sense, we left our participants to shape the topics of this meeting with their papers. As a result, the overall subject and the thematic orientation of the sessions mirror some current trends of our discipline. Interestingly, most of the contributions do not focus on the abstract notion of culture but on people in their encounters with nature, built space, supernatural forces, foreigners and, of course, with each other. Thus, the broad field of “Minoan society” appeared to us as an appropriate heading for bringing the heterogeneous subjects of the selected papers under a common conceptual umbrella and arranging them into sessions that represent parts of a coherent entity.

           Society is understood here as a dynamic structure consisting of a multitude of constantly changing fields and constellations. It is constituted by human interaction and the active manipulation by humans of the material world that surrounds them. The reconstruction of social issues and practices in several periods of the Cretan Bronze Age constitutes one of the main concerns of Minoan Archaeology. This is definitely not an easy task. Only through the development of new theoretical and methodological approaches is it possible to fill the numerous gaps in archaeological evidence. In the early 1980s, the colloquium “Minoan Society” made a first and significant step in this direction.2 It was the first time that broader issues of the social and cultural history of Bronze Age Crete were addressed with the aim of reconciling theoretical models with material evidence. Following this colloquium, however, material categories such as architecture, pottery or small finds still prevailed in the conception of research projects and conferences. This tendency can also be observed in recently published handbooks on the Aegean Bronze Age that offer an up-to-date overview on the research concerning early Aegean cultures but retain the traditional framework of material culture and only marginally touch upon methodological concepts or future developments of this discipline.3

           The necessity not only to apply but also to clearly expose the theoretical or methodological background of each approach was therefore the basic criterion for the selection of the papers. The participants had been furthermore encouraged to embed the paper’s subject within pertinent key issues and/or the history of research. In other words, their main task was not only to present their current work but also to put and answer the simple question why this very subject is significant for our discipline and why their own approach marks a step forward compared to previous research. As a result, the Heidelberg conference offered a broad and inspiring range of young researchers’ approaches and methods pertaining to crucial issues of Crete’s Bronze Age culture and archaeology: from innovations in material studies, fresh examinations of long-known archaeological sites as well as new questions and insights into the history of research, through to the application of recent theoretical advances. In this way, lively debates were generated among the participants, revolving around the past, present, and future of Minoan Archaeology.

           For the reasons stated above, the arrangement of the papers into conference sessions was deliberately not based on material categories.4 In order to avoid decontextualized approaches to single object groups and to prompt discussion on the Minoans’ active role in shaping their societal environment, the sessions were organised according to issues relevant to recent concerns of social and cultural studies in Minoan Archaeology. With the written contributions divided into six sessions, the design of this volume is still based on this premise.

           The introductory session Dealing with “Minoan”: 111 Years of Minoan Archaeology looks at the very beginnings of Minoan Archaeology and its impact on subsequent generations of scholars. It is followed by theory-based sessions in which different aspects of Minoan society are analyzed. They include the relationship between man and the architecturally constituted environment and landscape (Data in Progress: Exploring the Cretan Land- and Cityscape), the construction of social and ritual spaces (Let’s come together: Places and Spaces of Social and Ritual Interaction), social structures (Peer Pressure? Social Structure from a “Minoan” Perspective), performative activities and social interaction (Be(hav)ing “Minoan”: Negotiating Life and Death Through Practice and Performance), as well as the documentation and interpretation of the evidence for craftsmanship in Crete and beyond its shores (“Minoan” Material Entanglements: Documenting and Interpreting ”Minoan” (?) craftsmanship). In the Closing Remarks, Peter Warren summarizes the topics of the sessions and presents his impressions of the conference proceedings as well as perspectives on future research agendas.

           Despite the comprehensive coverage of the sessions as a whole, there were some obvious gaps which may be indicative of some current trends. Some of the traditional fields, such as the issues of political power, bureaucracy, and imagery, were rather underrepresented among the submitted papers if not totally absent. These gaps can be regarded as a reflection of the current state of the art in Minoan Archaeology and the preponderance of new issues which gradually transform our discipline and expand its thematic and methodological range.

           So, what about the future? We have every reason to look to the future of Minoan Archaeology with optimism. Several big questions remain unanswered, there are still “palaces” and “villas” to be unearthed, two writing systems to be deciphered, many important finds in the magazines of the Cretan museums that await proper publication, and, last but not least, a whole arsenal of inspiring theoretical instruments which may open up new avenues of research. The possibilities of Minoan Archaeology are unlimited and promise a very dynamic development in the future. The results of the conference published in this volume clearly reflect the necessity and, at the same time, the potential of bringing together young and established researchers not only for the formulation of prospective research agendas but also for a re-evaluation of previous research. Through the publication of the conference proceedings we hope to contribute to the continuation of this fruitful discussion and trigger similar meetings in the future with the aim to re-evaluate previous research and to set some new agendas for the further development of this discipline.

        

        
          Bibliography

          Bibliography

          Cherry, J.F., D. Margomenou, and L.E. Talalay, eds. 2005. Prehistorians Round the Pond. Reflections on Aegean Prehistory as a Discipline. Papers Presented at a Workshop Held in the Kelsey Museum of Archaeology, University of Michigan, March 14–16, 2003. Kelsey Museum Publication 2. Ann Arbor: Kelsey Museum.

          Cline, E.H., ed. 2010. The Oxford Handbook of the Bronze Age Aegean (ca. 3000–1000 BC). Oxford: Oxford University Press. Kopaka, K., ed. 2009. Η αιγαιακή προїστορική έρευνα στις αρχές του 21ου αιώνα – Aegean Prehistoric Research at the Beginnings of the 21st century, Proceedings of an International Scientific Workshop, Department of History and Archaeology, University of Crete, Rethymno 5–7 December 2003. Irakleio: University Press of Crete.

          Krzyszkowska, O., and L. Nixon, eds. 1983. Minoan Society. Proceedings of the Cambridge Colloquium 1981. Bristol: Classical Press.

          Shelmerdine, C.W., ed. 2008. The Cambridge Companion to the Aegean Bronze Age. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

        

        
          Notes

          1  See primarily the workshops which took place in Rethymnon (Kopaka 2009) and Ann Arbor (Cherry et al. 2005) focusing on the current profile and future perspectives of Aegean Archaeology.
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           17:00 Registration

           19:00 Welcome and Introduction

           19:30 EVENING LECTURE: Eleni Hatzaki (Cincinnati)

          
             
            Knossos and the Making of “Minoan” Archaeology. Research Agendas and Results, Past, Present, Future
          

           afterwards: Reception

          THURSDAY, 24.03.2011

          SESSION I DEALING WITH “MINOANS”: 111 YEARS OF MINOAN ARCHAEOLOGY

           9:00–9:30 Nektarios Karadimas (Athens)
The Unknown Past of Minoan Archaeology: From the Renaissance until the Arrival of Sir Arthur Evans in Crete

           9:30–10.00 Ioannis Galanakis (Oxford)
Oxford to Knossos: Sir Arthur Evans’s Legacy and the Exhibition of the Minoan Past

           10:00–10:30 Bryan Burns (Wellesley)
The Minoan Body: Twentieth-Century Revivals Reconsidered

           10:30–11:00 COFFEE BREAK

          SESSION II DATA IN PROGRESS: EXPLORING THE CRETAN LAND- AND CITYSCAPE

           11:00–11:45 KEYNOTE LECTURE: John Bennet (Sheffield)
Cityscapes, Landscapes, and Seascapes: Space and Place in Minoan Archaeology

           11:45–12:15 Kostas Chalikias (Heidelberg)
Chryssi Island: New Evidence on the Bronze Age Settlement Patterns of the Ierapetra Area

           12:15–12:45 Alessandra Ferraro (Naples)
A GIS Platform for the Protopalatial Site of Monastiraki (Amari Valley, Crete)

           12:45–14:15 LUNCH BREAK

           14:15–14:45 Antonia Stamos (Philadelphia, presenting), Chryssa Sofianou (24th Ephorate of Prehistoric and Classical Antiquities) and Thomas Brogan (INSTAP East Crete Study Center)
Making the Invisible Visible: Ground Penetrating Radar at Papadiokampos, Crete

           14:45–15:15 Sylviane Déderix (Louvain-la-Neuve and Rethymnon)
Capturing the Dynamics of the Minoan Mortuary Space in South Central Crete

           15:15–15:45 D. Matthew Buell (Buffalo)
Minoan Cityscapes: Urban Planning in Neopalatial Society

          SESSION III LET’S COME TOGETHER: PLACES AND SPACES OF SOCIAL AND RITUAL INTERACTION

           15:45–16:30 KEYNOTE LECTURE: Clairy Palyvou (Thessaloniki)
Archaeology and Architecture: Different Disciplines in Common Tasks

           16:30–17:00 COFFEE BREAK

           17:00–17:30 Giorgia Baldacci (Athens)
The Places and the Role of Consumption in MM II Phaistos

           17:30–18:00 Kathrin Müller (Berlin)
Defining Minoan “Cult Rooms” – Past and Present Approaches to the Archaeology of Cult

           18:00–18:30 Mark S. Peters (Sheffield)
Between the Physical and Metaphysical: Exploring Aspects of Communication in the Temple Tomb at Knossos

           18:30–19:00 Panagiota A. Pantou (Buffalo)
(De)Constructing Identities through Architecture in LM III Crete

          FRIDAY, 25.03.2011

          SESSION IV PEER PRESSURE? SOCIAL STRUCTURES FROM A “MINOAN” PERSPECTIVE

           9:00–9:45 KEYNOTE LECTURE: Jan Driessen (Louvain-la-Neuve)
All in the Family? Identifying Minoan Social Structure

           9:45–10.15 Steve Karacic (Bryn Mawr)
Exotica and the Longboat: Mortuary Evidence for Heterarchical Structures in Prepalatial Mochlos

           10:15–10:45 Maria Mina (Nicosia)
Gender as a Gauge of Social Complexity? The Case of Pre-Palace Society on Crete

           10:45–11:15 COFFEE BREAK

           11:15–11:45 Sandra Lozano Rubio (Madrid)
Gender Asymmetries in Minoan Crete: A New Agenda

           11:45–12:15 Emily Anderson (Baltimore)
Connecting with Selves and Others: Varieties of Community-Making across Late Prepalatial Crete

           12:15–12:45 Luca Girella (Louvain-la-Neuve)
Diversity vs. Similarity. Exploring the Mortuary Evidence in Middle Minoan III

           12:45–13:15 Argyro Nafplioti (Athens)
Social Stratification in Middle Bronze Age Knossos: A Bioarchaeological Perspective

           13:15–14:30 LUNCH BREAK

           14:30–15:00 Emmanouela Apostolaki (Athens)
On the Basic Social Unit of the Neopalatial Society

           15:00–15:30 Maud Devolder (Louvain-la-Neuve and Athens)
Manpower and Neopalatial Architecture. The Architectural Project as a Meaningful Experience

          SESSION V BE(HAV)ING “MINOAN”: NEGOTIATING LIFE AND DEATH THROUGH PRACTICE AND PERFORMANCE

           15:30–16:15 KEYNOTE LECTURE: Yannis Hamilakis (Southampton)
Bodily Senses, Emplaced Memories, and the “Emergence of the Palaces“ on Bronze Age Crete

           16:15–16:45 Ilaria Caloi (Venice)
Recreating the Past. Using and Re-Using Tholos Tombs in Protopalatial Mesara (Crete)

           16:45–17:15 COFFEE BREAK

           17:15–17:45 Anna Simandiraki-Grimshaw (Kent)
The Body Brand and Minoan Zonation

           17:45–18:15 Katy Soar (Nottingham)
Performing Death: Performance, Social Differentiation and Architectural Space in Early Minoan Cemeteries

           18:15–18:45 Maria Chountasi (Thessaloniki)
Performance Theory in Minoan Rituals and the Ambiguity of Minoan Symbols

          SATURDAY, 26.03.2011

           9:00–9:30 Céline Murphy (Kent)
Choreographed Frenzy: A Sequence of Steps towards the Understanding of Movement, Gesture and Dance in Minoan Iconography

           9:30–10.00 Katarzyna Zeman-Wisniewska (Dublin)
A Portable Goddess. On Performative and Experiental Aspects of Figures and Figurines

          SESSION VI SOCIALISING POTS: THE INFORMATIVE VALUE OF VASES IN UNDERSTANDING SOCIAL ISSUES

           10:00–10:45 KEYNOTE LECTURE: Carl Knappett (Toronto)
Minoan Pottery: From Materials to Materiality

           10:45–11:15 COFFEE BREAK

           11:15–11:45 Iro Mathioudaki (Athens)
Minoan Archaeology: the Pretence of Being through Perception, Retention and Recollection

           11:45–12:15 Andrea Vianello (Oxford)
Closed-Context Deposits and Middle Minoan Social Hierarchy

           12:15–12:45 Sebastian Traunmüller (Heidelberg)
Pots and Potters – Thoughts on Ceramic Technology and the Craftsmen behind the Product

           12:45–14:15 LUNCH BREAK

          SESSION VII “MINOANS” AND THE OTHERS: TRACING NETWORKS AND INTERACTION IN THE AEGEAN

           14:15–15:00 KEYNOTE LECTURE: Susan Sherratt (Sheffield)
“Minoans“ and the Others

           15:00–15:30 Borja Legarra Herrero (Leicester)
Looking to the East, Thinking of the West: Contextualizing Cretan Early Bronze Age within Mediterranean Prehistory

           15:30–16:00 Angelos Papadopoulos (Athens)
Looking Back to the Earlier Interactions between Crete and Cyprus from an Eastern Mediterranean Perspective

           16:00–16:30 COFFEE BREAK

           16:30–17:00 Manolis Mikrakis (Nicosia)
Cross-Cultural Aspects of Music Making in Minoan Crete

           17:00–17:30 Constance von Rüden (Bochum)
Minoan Style Reliefs from Tell el Dabca – A Case of Transmediterranean Knowledge Transfer

           19:00 EVENING LECTURE: Aleydis van de Moortel (Tennessee)
The Middle Bronze Age Boat from Mitrou: First Light on Building Concepts and Seafaring Capabilities of Bronze Age Aegean Boats

           afterwards: Reception and Visit of the Exhibition „Inseln der Winde“ (Islands of the Winds) in the Abgusssammlung of the Institute of Classical Archaeology

          SUNDAY, 27.03.2011

           9:30–12:30 ROUND TABLE chaired by Peter Warren (Bristol)
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          The Unknown Past of Minoan Archaeology

          From the Renaissance Until the Arrival of Sir Arthur Evans in Crete*


        

        Nektarios Karadimas

      

      
        
          
            To Nicoletta Momigliano
μικρό αντίδωρο φιλίας

          

          The article aims to systematically present the period from the Renaissance until the beginning of the 1890s, when Arthur Evans first arrived in Crete. It discusses how scholars discovered and identified prehistoric sites in Crete, defined cultures and coined terms, which inspired Evans in the construction of his Minoan paradigm. In doing so, it resurrects the work of scholars, such as Buondelmonti, Müller, Hoeck, Pashley and Spratt, and it assesses their importance in the development of Minoan studies, showing the intellectual debt that Evans owed to them. Moreover, this article aims to show that the period before the 1890s was no tabula rasa for Minoan archaeology, but an important and interesting phase, in which important discoveries and theories took place, some of which continue to influence current scholarship.

           Arguably, most works on the history of Minoan archaeology begin with Sir Arthur Evans’s excavations at Knossos, thus implying that the period before him represents for Minoan studies some kind of tabula rasa.1 However, while Evans remains the main discoverer of the material remains of what he called “Minoan civilisation”, in terms of his interpretations, he is much indebted to previous scholarship. For centuries before Evans, other scholars were interested in what we now call the prehistoric times of Crete: on the one hand, philologists and historians, who never visited the island, worked through their libraries and studied the ancient history of Crete; on the other hand, travellers, who actually set foot on the island, made the first topographical and archaeological observations. This article discusses this long period of “Minoan studies” before Evans, which lasted almost 500 years, and is divided into four main sections: 1) from the Renaissance to 1820; 2) the decade between 1820 and 1830, which saw the emergence of very influential studies on ancient Crete by scholars based at the university of Göttingen; 3) the period of 1830–1875, which saw the first archaeological and topographical researches on the island; and 4) the period of 1876–1894, representing the phase between Schliemann’s discoveries at Mycenae and Evans’s first visit to Crete.

          I. The Unseen Foundations of Minoan Archaeology (From the Renaissance Until 1820)

           The Renaissance was a cultural movement that deeply shaped modern thinking largely through the renewed study of ancient classical texts and ancient civilisation. As few “pre-Dorian” material remains were known, most scholars, philologists and historians exclusively based their ideas on ancient written sources. By meticulously examining the Homeric poems and other ancient works, they endeavoured to describe the religion, politics, ethics, social organisation of Crete during the Heroic or Homeric times, as the prehistoric times were commonly called at that period.

           In terms of religion and social organisation, it is interesting to note that scholars, such as William Mitford, believed that kings in Heroic and Homeric times exercised supremacy in matters of religion in addition to their political obligations.2 Kings were effectively considered to be Priest-Kings, a term that was frequently employed in Homeric discussions of the 18th–19th centuries. The best example was Minos himself, as suggested by Gottfried Herrmann in 1802: “Priester und König bestanden bei den Griechen in einer Person. Minos war König und Priester.”3 The notion of a Priest-King was also adopted by Arthur Evans himself, who sought to identify portraits of Priest-Kings in a series of Late Bronze Age seals, and, most famously, in a relief fresco known as the “Priest-King”.4

           The figure of Minos is also important for other issues concerning the religious, social and political organisation of prehistoric Crete, which found their way into the work of the “father” of Minoan archaeology. Many contradictory ancient Greek myths existed around King Minos: most ancient authors supported the existence of a single person, while others spoke of two Minoses.5 To solve this problem, most scholars suggested that there had been two Minoses: the first was the lawgiver and the second the master of the seas.6 The problem became more acute towards the end of the 18th century, when Indo-European studies begun. Some scholars, such as Jacob Bryant, William Holwell and William Jones noticed many similarities between Minos and other mythical figures from other cultures, such as the Egyptian Menes, the Indian Menus, and the German Mannous.7 Other scholars preferred comparisons with the Jewish Moses, who had climbed Mount Sinai to receive the laws from his God, in the same way as Minos had climbed Mount Ida to receive the laws from Zeus.8 Besides their almost identical names, these figures shared a number of features: they were sons of gods, first kings, and had introduced laws and arts to their people. Because of this, some scholars, such as Allwood and Plass, argued that Minos’s name indicated a title or a dynasty;9 and this became a crucial tenet in Evans’s reconstruction of Minoan Crete.10

           While philologists and historians tried to understand Crete’s most distant past through the available written evidence, Crete was becoming the centre of intense archaeological interest.11 From the Renaissance onwards, travellers visited the island in increasing numbers. Unsurprisingly, during this period interest in non-classical sites or monuments was very limited. Classicism prevailed in Europe during the 15th–18th centuries, and this caused travellers to visit mainly classical monuments.12 This phenomenon was further accentuated by the publication of Winckelmann’s Gedanken über die Nachahmung der griechischen Werke (1755),13 and from 1762 onwards by Stuart’s and Revett’s magnum opus, The Antiquities of Athens.

           Two Cretan sites, which were dated to Minos’s times, were the...
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