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Introduction
Professor Bernard Knox

Ladies and G entlem en: It is my pleasant task, as a founding member 
and, until last year, chairman o f the Society for the Preservation o f the 
Greek Heritage, to welcome you to this seminar, sponsored jointly by 

the Society and the Sm ithsonian Institution, on the M ycenaean gold 
treasure (that will officially be handed over to representatives of the Greek 
government next Tuesday) and on the M ycenaean world and the 
Mycenaeans themselves, and on the volatile, indeed potentially explosive, 
issue of the repatriation o f antiquities. For this particular act o f repatriation 
the Society is proud to have acted as the agent. T h e  New York art dealer 
who had put the treasures up for sale, facing a law suit by the Greek 
government, agreed to donate it to the Society and take a tax deduction.

T h e  Society, after holding it for the two years prescribed by law, and 
exhibiting it in the Dallas A rt Museum, will now return it to its rightful 
owner.

This alternative to what would have been a long drawn out and very 
expensive international law suit will, we hope become a model for future 
cases of antiquities stolen from tombs and put up for sale far from their 
country o f origin.

The legal aspects of this interesting case have been explored and 
explained in an article by Professor Elia, here present, in the British 
periodical. T he International Journal o f  Cultural Properties.

T hat there will continue to be such cases no one should doubt. For if 
there is one thing certain in this world it is that people will go on digging in 
ancient graves for treasures to sell to the highest bidder. It is a profession 
that goes back as far as ancient Egypt, where tombs in the Valley o f the 
Kings were emptied o f their valuables m illennia before the arrival o f the 
archaeologists. Tutankham en’s tomb was a glorious exception, hut even it 
had been penetrated and resealed by the necropolis authorities in ancient 
times.

But tomb robbery is a modern phenom enon, too. T h e  fine Greek vases 
that occasionally turn up on the free market in antiquities in Switzerland 
come from Etruscan tombs that have been located and stripped o f their 
valuables by professionals. T his is almost certainly the source of the great 
Euphronios vase now in the M etropolitan Museum.

In 1922, when Howard Carter revealed the spectacular riches of 
Tutankhamen’s tomb there was no question about their destination. They 
remained in Egypt. But in the early days of excavation there was no



knowing where the finds would end up. To see the best preserved section of 
the Parthenon Frieze you have to go to London to the British Museum. You 
have to go to Paris to see the Aphrodite of Melos and the Nike of 
Sam othrace, to M unich to see the sculptures of the temple o f Aphaia on the 
island of Aegina and to Berlin to see the great frieze from the A ltar of Zeus 
at Pergammon. Before the second World War Berlin was also where you had 
to go to see the so-called Treasure of Priam, that H einrich Schliem ann 
found in 1873 in his excavations at Hissarlik which established the site of 
ancient Troy. O f course it is not there now. It disappeared from Berlin when 
the Red Army occupied Berlin in 1945 and the Russian government has 
only recently acknowledged possession of it. It proposes to put the objects 
on exhibition but their eventual disposition is left in doubt. Germany claims 
them, of course, but the Russians insist on the Germ an surrender of the 
many art works removed from Russia during the Germ an invasion, many of 
which can no longer be traced. T h e  Turks have no longer a claim , since 
they accepted a cash settlem ent from Schliem ann in 1875.

H einrich Schliem ann, once the subject of admiring biographies, not to 
mention admiring autobiographies, has been a target for some savage 
criticism  in the past decade. Two Am erican scholars, in particular, have cast 
a cold and critical eye on his autobiographical writings and combed his 
correspondence and diaries for contradictions and discrepancies. They have 
found clear evidence of elaborate and sometimes breath-taking mendacity. 
His eyewitness account o f the great fire in San Francisco, for instance, 
shows that he was in Sacram ento at the time and took the lurid details of 
his accounts from the reports of the Sacram ento Daily Union. And it is 
hard to believe his account of his uninvited visit to President Fillmore in 
the W hite House, where he conversed with the first family for one and one- 
half hours and then, at the President’s invitation, stayed on for a huge 
reception at w hich he W'as introduced to the Secretary of State and other 
worldlies, all this long before he was famous as the discoverer o f Troy but 
was just a German merchant, arriving from Russia on a business trip. His 
critics have also shown that he almost certainly collected what he later 
billed as Priam’s Treasure piece by piece during the excavation and then 
produced it at the last moment as a dramatic surprise; that he was far from 
honest in his business transactions, spectacularly ungrateful to people who 
had helped him, and all too ready, in his voluminous publications to claim 
credit for other people’s insights and ideas. Much o f this criticism is justified, 
but the critics went too far. Trying to explain his conduct, one o f them, 
W illiam Calder 111 concluded: “Schliem ann is ill, like an alcoholic, a child 
molester, a dope fiend”, and another David R. Traill cited psychiatric 
textbooks at great length to prove that he was a “psychopath”. But, in fact, 
all that is needed to explain Schliem ann’s character is his background. He
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was a poor boy from a broken home who had to leave school at the age of 
fourteen to work for seven years as an apprentice to a grocer and who, 
without connections or patrons, made a fortune that enabled him to retire 
from business at the age of 34 as a wealthy man. Such a transformation is 
not brought about by the exercise o f the Christian virtues o f generosity and 
self-effacing modesty.

Schliem ann came very close to being a swindler and a crook and he was 
a relentless and unscrupulous self-promoter but he was also, like Christopher 
Columbus, the discoverer of a new world. In the new full length biography 
Traill has just published, authoritative in its publication o f new documents 
and much more judicious than some o f his previous articles, he admits the 
justice of the claim  Schliem ann made at Hissarlik, “I have opened up a new 
world for archaeology”. Indeed he had. He had established the reality o f the 
existence of ancient, if not Hom er’s Troy, something doubted by most o f the 
learned world at the time, and subsequent excavations on the site, by 
Doerpfeld and Blegen, confirmed the importance o f his discovery.
But his next major excavation at M ycenae revealed a world that no modern 
scholar had ever dreamed of and that the Greeks of the historical period had 
completely forgotten, a world rich in gold, just as Homer had described it 
“Polychrysoi Mykenes,” Mycenae with its wealth o f gold. Even though many 
scholars reacted with disbelief, one famous Germ an scholar, Curtius, 
announced that one of the gold masks, presumably the one often associated 
with Agamemnon, was a late Byzantine image of Jesus Christ. T h e  discovery 
demonstrated the existence of a previously unsuspected civilization, and 
subsequent excavations have found unmistakable M ycenaean artifacts not 
only on Greek sites (B legen’s excavation at A no Englianos, for example, the 
palace of Nestor at Pylos), but all over the Mediterranean world including 
Crete. T h e  M ycenaean world, its treasures and its inhabitants will be the 
focus o f our two speakers this morning. ■
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THUGS OR HEROES?
The Early Mycenaeans and Their Qraves of Qold

James C. Wright 

Bryn Mawr College

T Archaeological Institute of A m erica has recently instituted a code 
of ethics to guide its members in their professional activities. Two 
clauses of this code are that members are responsible to report to 

appropriate authorities any information about cultural property for which 
they have knowledge or suspect that it was illegally obtained, and that they 
are responsible for public outreach, to educate the public about the past and 
the responsibilities that com e with studying the material record o f the past. 
This seminar today is an excellent example of how this code of ethics can 
be realized. Here we are gathered together to celebrate the return o f a very 
significant cache of jewelry to the H ellenic Republic because of the 
cooperative efforts of officials o f the Greek A rchaeological Service and 
professional archaeologists in the U nited States. By setting forces in motion 
to save from being sold on the public market we have created an example 
for the repatriation of cultural property. And in sponsoring this seminar, the 
Society for the Preservation o f the Greek Heritage and the Sm ithsonian 
Institution are providing an important example of how public outreach and 
education, especially about the ethical and legal issues of cultural property 
legislation, can be brought in an interesting and informative manner to 
public attention.

W hat is the significance of the jewelry which is the subject of today’s 
colloquium? Others will be focussing on the the question of cultural 
patrimony and the international traffic in antiquities. 1 wish to turn our 
attention in another direction, namely to consider what information is lost 
when artifacts are ripped out of the ground and disassociated from their 
archaeological and cultural context. In my view, the loss o f knowledge that 
occurs when this happens is the greatest crime com mitted by collectors, 
antiquities dealers, and the illicit excavators who work for them. For 
without the context— the location, the physical setting, the associated 
surrounding artifacts—  not only is the authenticity of the material in doubt, 
but worse, its cultural and historical meaning is compromised, if not 
irretrievably lost.

Had this case gone to court the archaeological experts involved would 
have presented evidence to bolster their view that the jewelry for sale by



M ichael Ward was stolen from a large chamber tomb cemetery at Aidonia, 
in the district o f the Corinthia in the Peloponnesos. T h e  actual discovery of 
jewelry from tombs at this site had been known to many of us for some time, 
and as illustrated here, some o f that material was published and accessible 
for study. It is possible, therefore, to explain clearly what the probable 
context o f this jewelry was, and why that is important for scholarship on the 
Mycenaeans.

Ever since H einrich Schliem ann’s discovery in 1876 of the great 
treasures in the so-called Royal Shaft Graves at M ycenae, the world has 
been fascinated by the close similarities between the archaeologically 
demonstrable world o f the M ycenaeans and the legendary world o f the 
heroes of Hom er’s epics, the Iliad and the Odyssey. In western society this 
tradition is deeply embedded. W hen we talk about mentoring a new 
colleague or complain o f some bully’s hectoring, or tell someone he has a 
stentorian voice, we are borrowing from Homer. W hen we say someone has 
an A chilles’ heel, the patience of Priam, the wiliness of Ulysses, or heeds 
the Sirens’ call, we are merely using Homer’s epics for metaphor. So there 
has naturally been fascination with the archaeology of the Late Bronze Age 
of G reece, commonly known as the M ycenaean age, for it brings us face to 
face with the actual physical world o f what the Greeks referred to as the 
Age of Heroes.

In 1952 M ichael Ventris deciphered Linear B, the name we have given 
the script with which the Mycenaeans wrote. Consequently it became clear 
that the Mycenaeans indeed were Greeks, since they were writing in an 
archaic form of the Greek language. This discovery opened wide the doors 
o f the Mycenaean palaces to reveal inside much information about their 
society, its administration, its econom ic system, its political structure, its 
religion, and even its people.

As we have learned about the M ycenaeans we have heralded their 
achievem ents in establishing a widespread system of palaces controlling 
most all the mainland of G reece, the islands of the Aegean, and the large 
island of Crete. W e have been able to demonstrate their strong presence 
along the western coast of A natolia, modern Turkey, on the island of Cyprus 
and in ports along the eastern M editerranean coast, up the Nile at sites in 
Egypt, and in the west as far as Sardinia. O f the origins of this society less is 
understood. For example, though we have the wealth from the Shaft Graves 
at M ycenae, we know little about the houses and the settlements inhabited 
by these people.

In fact, most of what we know from the archaeological record has been 
recovered from tombs, especially those not disturbed by vandalism. 
Fortunately, however, tombs and their contents tell us much about people. 
Research by anthropologists has established that there is a strong correlation
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between the structure and form of burials and their contents and the 
structure and form of a society, o f its social and political organization. If 
contemporaneous mortuary remains are preserved at many different locales, 
they help in the reconstruction o f cultural attitudes about social relations, 
about distinctions among different groups of people, such as families and kin 
groups, affiliation with groups that cut across lines of kinship, and 
econom ic, political and religious status. If adequate mortuary remains are 
preserved from different periods in a society’s history, then it is possible to 
trace developments in the society and even to begin to reconstruct models 
o f its evolution, its contact with other societies, and even specific historical 
interludes or events. Such is the case with the Mycenaeans.

In the study of Mycenaean civilization all o f the above conditions for 
archaeological study are true. Although we still need much information, 
there is enough to sketch the formation o f the society, from its origins at the 
beginning of the second millennium B .C . to the founding of its palaces ca. 
1400 B .C . W hat is particularly interesting, and the focus of my attention 
today, is the rise of small territories ruled by chiefs, and the association of 
that process with contacts between mainland chieftains and islanders, and 
between mainland chieftains and the rulers in the M inoan palaces on the 
island o f Crete.

As we examine this phenom enon it is important to observe that we 
have solid archaeological evidence o f interm ittent contact between 
mainland G reece and Crete from the early second millennium. Thus 
M inoan artifacts, particularly pottery, are found in the southern 
Peloponnesos in Messenia and Lakonia. They were almost certainly 
funneled through the island of Kythera, which by the end o f the Early 
Bronze Age had become a M inoan outpost, probably to facilitate access to 
porphyry and other desirable stones found in southern Laconia near the 
excavated site of Agios Stefanos. A nother well known site with M inoan 
material is that of Lerna in the Argolid. Lerna is located on the G u lf of 
Argos and was one of a number o f important ports on the coast. From the 
beginning of the Middle Bronze Age, Lerna received M inoan pottery, and, 
because we have an excellent series o f occupations through the Middle and 
into the early Late Bronze Age, we can register how this contact affected 
the production of local pottery at Lerna.

Two other important sites are that o f Ayia Irini on the island o f Keos 
and that of Kolonna on the island o f Aegina. Both islands lie off the coastal 
mainland and served as last stepping stones from Crete to the mainland. 
Keos is opposite the coast of A ttica  where the site o f Lavrion holds 
important deposits o f metal, especially copper and silver.

Aegina was important because it was the major source of andesite, 
which was used for grinding stones for processing grains and olives. A ll of
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these sites were extensions o f a M inoan trading system which was directed 
outwards from the M inoan palaces to gather goods needed in the palaces, 
not least of which, 1 think may have been slaves.

It is important to stress that during the early second millennium 
throughout the whole Aegean basin only Crete was organized into a 
com plex society. Crete was governed through palaces which controlled 
access to raw materials, managed their transformation into finished goods, 
and then distributed those goods throughout the areas controlled by the 
palaces, an area that by the time o f the beginning of the Late Bronze Age, 
ca. 1600 B .C . had expanded across the Aegean islands to the coasts of 
G reece and Anatolia.

This was also the time of the heyday o f the island of Thera, about 
which we have so much information because o f the excavations o f the site 
of Alcrotiri, the Bronze Age Pompeii, which our Greek colleagues are 
carefully uncovering beneath the blanket of volcanic ash which covers it. 
T h e  picture I am painting for you is one of the M inoan palaces exploring 
outwards to find materials and markets that they could use and bring under 
their control.

O n the other side of this picture are the Middle Bronze Age settlements 
on the mainland o f Greece. Excavations of these sites shows them  to be very 
small, clusters of houses which we might call hamlets or villages at best, but 
definitely not urban and certainly not part of any craft economy. T he 
remains from excavations demonstrate small populations loosely 
scattered over the landscape meeting their basic needs through the practice 
of agriculture, which included sedentary farming and pastoral sheep and 
goat keeping.

Much ethnographic and archaeological study has examined what 
happens when a large, wealthy and powerful society comes into contact at 
some distance with small, poor and weak society. Even in instances where 
the superior society simply takes over or begins to elim inate the inferior one 
(and here 1 am not using the words ‘superior’ and ‘inferior’ in a qualitative 
sense), as for example when Europeans began to colonize the Americas, the 
indigenous group reacts strongly. This external stimulus has the following 
effects: it reinforces existing social bonds and political structure; it tends to 
promote the reification of belief and the consolidation o f customs, often in 
direct opposition to the beliefs and customs of the arriving foreigners. Most 
of all information from the superior culture is transferred to the inferior one. 
M uch o f this information is technological in form, for example as an iron ax 
or a steel sword or gun. But it is not the case that the presentation o f these 
new artifacts necessarily and immediately transfers the understanding o f the 
technology. In fact, more often the transfer is merely o f the ob ject, to which 
there develops an associated value, often symbolic in nature. For example
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the acquisition of a blunderbuss by a native Am erican was only o f practical 
value so long as the owner could also get powder and bullets, but the power 
of the object itself quickly took on special significance for its owner and his 
group, since it was utterly foreign to their way of life and their technological 
level. In possessing such an ob ject, the owner advertised his access to this 
foreign power, and thereby acquired by association some o f the foreignness. 
This exchange enhanced his reputation among his group, especially if he 
was able to do several things: (1 ) keep the foreign object, (2 ) use the 
foreign ob ject to attract followers, (3 ) gain more foreign things through his 
contact with the foreigners. U ltim ately this process promotes an increased 
use o f local natural and human resources, particularly since exchange 
requires the trading of surplus. It stimulates the acquisition o f land and labor 
in order to produce surplus, which leads to the creation o f different levels of 
wealth within a society. Such an econom ic stimulus completely transforms 
any subsistence-oriented economy. It creates geographic foci of interest 
whereas previously there had been none or they had only been seasonal— as 
during the hunt; or irregular— as when population movements disrupted the 
balance o f relations among largely subsistence tribal groups. These foci of 
interest are usually ports of trade, where the foreigners arrive and set up 
shop, perhaps only interm ittently at first, but later by their establishment of 
permanent trading outposts.

This model fits well with the evidence for trade and interaction 
between mainland groups and islanders during much of the Middle Bronze 
Age. T he phase of acceleration fits that o f the period of the second palaces 
on Crete, when we have strong evidence o f a focussed interest on the part of 
the Cretans in securing stronger control over areas o f the Aegean and of the 
evidence which we have o f the response o f mainland groups to this stimulus.

How did this process affect the mainlanders?
W e see the effects most evident in the tombs, in their form, structure 

and content. T he Shaft Graves at M ycenae are particularly eloquent 
because they range in time from the end o f the Middle Bronze Age through 
the second phase of the Late Bronze Age (LH 11). During the course of this 
time they develop in form and in their contents. T h e  standard mode of 
Middle Bronze Age burial was the simple cist grave, sometimes covered with 
slabs.

These graves begin to change to larger and more formally built ones 
until finally there develops the deep shaft grave type with the cist grave at 
the bottom. T he cist grave is lined with stone, covered with slabs and then 
the shaft is filled to the top, —  sometimes marked with a decorated stone 
slab for identification.

These markers display pictures that bespeak the dead below: 
charioteers, warriors with swords, hunters of lions. Concurrent with this



change in the form of the burial facility is a change in the contents. T h e  
simple early and small cist graves contained a skeleton in a flexed position 
with perhaps a pot or two set beside it. T h e  more elaborate burial facilities 
often contained foreign objects, most notably items made of precious metals 
and of stone. From the beginning many of these are objects of Cretan 
manufacture.

T h e  identification with a group is an important com ponent of this 
process. In Grave Circle B at Mycenae groups of graves are specifically 
contained. A  circular retaining wall was built and then over time 24 graves 
were placed within it. T h e  large burials now contain multiple inhumations, 
signalling that they were meant to be reopened when other members of the 
group died. This is evidence o f a strong group association, probably a kin 
group. Many anthropological and archaeological studies of cemeteries have 
demonstrated that this tendency to create well-defined burial groups is 
directly related to the claims these groups asserted over resources, especially 
over land, but also over other people. Such amassing o f wealth and power is 
also reflected biologically, the exam ination of these skeletons shows that 
these people were very healthy, well-fed, larger and more robust than the 
average individual— all good evidence that these persons enjoyed a better 
diet than others. In fact, other indications from the skeletons show that 
those buried in the shaft graves were used to bearing heavy equipment, like 
arms and shields, and that some o f them suffered injuries made by blows to 
the head and the arms, injuries that are easily associated with combat. 
Researchers at the University of M anchester have reconstructed the faces of 
many of these individuals and suggested, not entirely in jest, that on the 
basis o f their large features and rather fearful countenances that these 
warriors were more thugs than heroes.

These changes in burial habits reflect changes in social organization 
and changes in power relations among groups, and signify the emergence of 
a political structure. They represent an accentuation o f inequality among 
people— an inequality that is marked by different levels of wealth and 
power. In short these changes reflect the emergence of chiefdoms. In 
adopting the model of the chiefdom 1 am referring to a mode of socio
cultural integration that politically is defined as being less complex than a 
state and more complex than a tribe. Chiefdoms are marked by emerging 
centrality, and in many varied forms they have been recognized 
ethnographically around the world. N ot being states, chiefdoms lack an 
official hierarchy marked by administrative rules and bureaucratic 
organizations. Instead power is concentrated in the chief, who maintains his 
position by virtue of his personal prowess, by his ability to attract and retain 
a retinue of associates who can do his bidding and advertise his power, and 
by his ability to keep them and others from successfully challenging his
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power. How this is accomplished is various. W e often think of a ch ief as a 
powerful warrior. T h e  evidence from the Shaft Graves, and from other 
chiefly sites in early M ycenaean G reece, confirms that militaristic display 
and reputation were important. Yet increasingly archaeological and 
ethnographic study emphasize the importance o f the use o f symbolic 
artifacts to maintain power.

Good examples of such artifacts are the gold and silver cups from the 
Shaft Graves, the golden rings, the stone vessels, elaborate daggers, and 
many other items. Possession of these objects is symbolic in many ways, and 
they challenge archaeologists to decipher the different meanings they 
carried. O ne obvious meaning is the identity of these individuals as warriors 
and hunters. This is easily demonstrated by the pre.sence of weaponry in the 
tombs and by the consistent iconographic representations of warriors and 
hunters found in Mycenaean and other contexts. Thus we may move from 
the burials with swords laid beside the skeletons to the stone grave markers 
to the Signet Ring to the daggers showing hunt .scenes to the boar’s tusks 
deposited in graves. Clearly such artifacts and images demonstrate manhood 
and leadership.

In the fresco from the north wall of the W est House at Akrotiri, Thera, 
we find depicted a file of warriors, outfitted with the accoutrements of a 
Mycenaean warrior: helmets with boars tusks, rectangular shields, sheathed 
swords, and long lances. Taken together with their depiction on the 
adjacent Ship Fre.sco, where they are being tran.sported on ships from one 
town to another, the evidence permits us to infer that they w'ere organized 
groups of warriors. W e can only speculate that this was one o f the primary 
means o f the chiefly groups on the mainland of gaining access to wealth, but 
it seems certain that in some fashion— either as mercenaries or as roving 
bands— they were resident among the tow'ns of the islands and, possibly, in 
the courts of the M inoan palaces. S ince 1 have raised this issue 1 will take it 
a little further and suggest that the M inoans found among the Mycenaeans 
groups who were willing and able to help them in policing their expanding 
holdings in the Aegean, keeping pirates at bay and possibly securing the 
peace in places where the Minoans may have been less than welcome. Thus 
there may have been some kind o f formal relationship between the M inoan 
courts and some of the chiefly groups of the mainland.

A nother meaning carried by these artifacts is that of knowledge, 
e.specially exotic knowledge. O ne o f the well documented aspects of people 
who travel is that they are regarded as very different from those who do not. 
They are understood to possess special knowledge from their travels, 
knowledge about other peoples and their customs, knowledge about other 
places, and knowledge about how to do things unknown to the residents of 
their local community. This knowledge is power and it can be manifested in
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exotic things brought back from foreign places. Such knowledge is 
technological, social and ideological. This knowledge is also spatial in both 
the geographic and cosmological sense. Those who have travelled know 
different geographies, know ways of recognizing and measuring other spaces. 
For travelling beyond the known world of their own society they are 
recognized as more than adventurers, and often are regarded as heroic or 
quasi'divine, for their travels take them beyond the horizon. They are often 
perceived as going to the place where heaven and earth meet, and thereby 
of having access to and knowledge of the nether worlds of spirits, of the 
controlling realms of nature, of the places where the divinities reside.

W e can read something of this process when we exam ine the artifacts 
left for us. Again, as 1 stressed at the outset, it is paramount that we recover 
the objects in context and not in the hands of a dealer or collector, because 
the symbols borne by these objects need to be understood in their 
appropriate spatial setting. This is apparent by comparing several different 
settings. Let us begin with Mycenae.

T he amount of material discovered at Mycenae is disproportionate to 
that from other locales on the Mainland. This is easily illustrated by a graph 
which shows the number of artifacts in different categories recovered from 
the Shaft Graves relative to other sites on the mainland. T his concentration 
permits us to reason that from very early on Mycenae had developed a 
special, possibly exclusive relationship with the sources of this wealth. If the 
material from the Shaft Graves had not been archaeologically recovered, we 
would not know that the concentration of wealth was so extreme. This 
point is further enhanced by observing that of the wealth from the Shaft 
Graves, over 79%  o f it comes from just three (?) graves from Circle A . This 
means that the wealth was not merely concentrated at M ycenae, but that it 
was concentrated within a few hands, or within a few families, at Mycenae. 
Research by Imma Kilian-Dirlm eier has taken the investigation further yet, 
since, because the material was recorded in its original position within the 
graves, it is possible to associate it to individual burials. She has studied this 
distribution o f grave gifts and associated material by sex, which enabled her 
to assess differences in the type o f gifts by sex, and also by age (adult and 
child). Because of this she has been able to draw conclusions about 
differences in the way males and females were clothed in death and has also 
distinguished different ways by which their social rank was signalled. This 
careful research is fundamental to our quest to understand not just the 
details of this lost civilization but also to reconstruct how it functioned in 
socio-political terms.

How does the material from Aidonia fit into this picture? Speaking 
from a strictly contextual perspective, we could only use for reconstruction 
those artifacts which were recovered through a legal, recorded excavation
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about which reports are published. T his would restrict our study to the 
pottery, jewelry and other remains excavated there by Dr. Krystalli-Votsi. 
There are very strong resemblances between the material excavated from 
the tomb and that placed on sale by Mr. Ward. Let us see what the relations 
are before proceeding with analysis o f the meaning of this material at 
Aidonia. 1 am here summarizing observations made of this material by Dr. 
Demakopoulou and members o f her com m ittee, by Kalliope Krystalli-Votsi, 
the excavator of the tombs at Aidonia, and by Prof. John Younger of Duke 
University, an expert on M inoan and M ycenaean jewelry.

T h e  excavations recovered a gold signet ring (Nem  Mus 550) with 
women among papyrus plants. There are few close comparisons to this ring. 
O ne is a gold ring from a chamber tomb at Midea (C M S 191), dated to LH 
11-111. A nother is the ring from the Ward collection, which shows a similar 
scene, here two women, one holding a papyrus and the other a lily.
T h e  hoop on this ring is very unusual. A  simple strap is decorated with 
three rows o f granules of gold, the central one being the largest. Although 
strap hoops are common and granulation appears on other pieces of jewelry, 
the com bination is only paralleled on one ring, the gold ring with the 
missing circular bezel from the robbed Aidonia tomb (Nem  Mus 551).

T h e  excavations of the tomb at Aidonia disclosed a plain hemispherical 
bead which is similar to one in the Ward collection. T h e  latter, however, 
has receptacles for cloisonne, which itself recalls the ring from Aidonia with 
cloisonne decoration. O ther examples of such beads are known from other 
cemeteries in the Argolid, as Dr. Demakopoulou has illustrated in her 
lecture. Also from the Aidonia tomb is a lentoid agate seal showing a sow. 
Sows are very unusual as depictions on seals, showing up only on two other 
seals, one of which from the Ward collection is an agate sealstone showing 
two wild pigs. These are the grounds for considering the two groups as 
belonging together. They are both stylistic and technical. Furthermore, the 
association is based on the fact that these features are virtually exclusive of 
other known objects from other sites. This is an important consideration 
because one may consider that these close similarities relate to the 
production of the objects. They would likely have been obtained from the 
same source and at the same time.

It is difficult to date this material precisely, but none of the objects from 
either the Ward collection or the excavations of the tomb at Aidonia is 
later than LH I/II, that is they are contemporary with the shaft graves at 
Mycenae. T his comparison is important, for when one examines the signet 
rings, it is apparent that they are among the largest known. Two of 
approximately the same size are (C M S 1 ^ 1 5 )  from Shaft Grave IV at 
Mycenae, the other is one o f the Aidonia rings. W e may therefore be 
justified in thinking that the owner of the material from the Aidonia tomb
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had access to the same sources of this jewelry as did one of the deceased in 
Shaft Grave IV — or if not the same access, then perhaps such a close 
relationship to the people at Mycenae that they provided these objects. It is 
preferable to think the deceased at Aidonia enjoyed his own access, 
however, for other objects from the Ward collection, namely the monkey 
ring and an amethyst scarab carved with a human and a griffin, are very 
unusual, probably from Crete. If these two objects truly were a part of the 
collection owned by the deceased person in the tomb at Aidonia, then we 
have evidence, as all expert observers have emphasized, for a collection of 
Middle Bronze Age M inoan artifacts, in other words evidence for the 
earliest collection of M inoan material on the mainland. O ne other 
contemporary amethyst piece from Crete is the disk seal of a male from 
Shaft Grave Gamma of Circle B. This connection with the Shaft Graves, 
especially with the earlier shaft graves, at Mycenae is strengthened by the 
gold repousse jewelry in the Ward collection, such as the rosettes, since 
similar pieces are ubiquitously found in the Shaft Graves.

W hat can we make o f these remains and their associations.' A  first 
conclusion we can draw is that the appearance o f this extraordinary material 
in the cemetery at Aidonia indicated that perhaps as early as 1600 B.C. 
there was a chiefdom emerging at this place at the same time as at Mycenae 
and at other sites in the Argolid, such as Argos, Tiryns, Asine and Midea. If 
we are correct in assessing the Aidonia material to have been acquired 
during the transitional period between the end o f the Middle and the 
beginning of the Late Bronze Age— and for this to be established the 
pottery will have to be studied and published (it may well be that the 
looting of the nearly twenty tombs in the Aidonia cemetery resulted in the 
mixing of material from the tombs; certainly the looting will have so 
disassociated the finds from their accompanying pottery that the actual date 
of this cache will never be able to be properly assessed)—  then we may 
surmise that this site was the equal of any of those in the Argolid. Indeed, 
except for Mycenae none of the others has produced jewelry so exceptional.

Heretofore our understanding of the geography of the M ycenaean world 
has been focussed on the main centers, like the sites in the plain o f Argos. 
Yet recent discoveries of substantial remains in peripheral areas have begun 
to alter that view. Dr. Demakopoulou has excavated a sequence of rich 
burials at Kokla, southwest o f Argos. T h e  discoveries at Aidonia confirm 
that areas hitherto considered as hinterlands, contained substantial 
settlements, especially during the formative period of Mycenaean society.
My own work in the Nemea Valley has shown that these hinterlands after a 
considerable period of abandonment began to be resettled at the end o f the 
Middle and beginning of the Late Bronze Ages. T h e  notion o f abandonment 
of much of the countryside and of a dramatic decrease in population
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following upon the destruction o f sites within the latest phases of the Early 
Bronze Age has long been held. But the question o f how the landscape was 
resettled and how the population grew has not been systematically tackled. 
O ne of the reasons that my colleagues and I undertook our research project 
in the Nemea Valley was to try to understand how an area contiguous on 
the immediate environs of Mycenae related to Mycenae as her fortunes rose 
and fell. O ne of our conclusions is that our valley’s success during the 
M ycenaean era was very much involved with that of M ycenae’s. W e see the 
valley begin to become a successful settled area during the period o f the 
Shaft Graves. It flourishes throughout the period o f the succeeding palaces, 
and many o f the artifacts found at the site are clearly imported from outside, 
quite likely from Mycenae itself. T h en , as the palace at Mycenae is 
destroyed and the palatial economy and centralized political control 
collapse, our valley and its main settlem ent are abandoned.

Aidonia lies in the southwestern end o f the next valley west. If we 
examine the geography o f the region we can see that three valleys lie to the 
north of M ycenae, and one other lies to the east. T h e  one to the east, the 
Berbati valley, holds a M ycenaean site, and we have known since Captain 
Steffen’s topographical map of 1888 that this valley and the high passes to 
its north w'ere tied to Mycenae by a sophisticated system o f built roads. 
R ecent archaeological survey around this valley and its surrounds has shown 
that the area was extensively terraced and probably exploited for food 
production, that reasonably can be interpreted as for feeding the population 
of the capital. Directly north of the Berbati valley area is the Kleonae 
Valley, with a major settlem ent at Zygouries. T his valley is large and would 
have been an important agricultural area controlled by M ycenae. It was also 
an important part of M ycenae’s control of routes of passage into the Argolid.

Directly west lies the Nemea Valley, which is smaller and holds the site 
of Tsoungiza. Again this valley could have supplied agricultural material to 
the palace. W est again is the Asopos Valley with M ycenaean sites at 
Phlious, at Ayia Irini, and at Aidonia. A t all of the sites late Middle 
Helladic to early M ycenaean material is known and the issue of early 
settlem ent has been raised by Jeremy Rutter in a recent masterful survey of 
archaeological research o f this period. T h e  extensive Phliasian valley also 
has good agricultural land, and it also borders the mountainous area to the 
west, for directly above it rise the mountains that contain  Stymphalos. A ll 
of these valleys are connected to Mycenae by passes. From the Asopos 
Valley several different routes lead south. A t the southeast the Kelossa Pass 
connects directly to area just west of M ycenae. Traversing on the track that 
branches west from the Kelossa pass takes one south to modern Gymno, 
which is also reached by heading south from Aidonia. From there one can 
follow a route to the upper reaches of the Inachos river which flows out by
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Argos. Also from Aidonia there is the route which leads up into the western 
mountains. In strict geographic terms, then, Aidonia lies along the western 
and southern border o f an area which either Argos or Mycenae may have 
controlled, since it is situated in the southwestern com er o f an area 
bordered by the mountains and by the watershed which flows to Argos.

I have argued that the jewelry from Aidonia is more closely related to 
that from the shaft graves at Mycenae than to any other site. T his strongly 
indicates that there was a special relationship between Mycenae and 
Aidonia from very early in the M ycenaean period. T he jewelry from 
Aidonia personalizes this argument. It permits us to imagine personal 
relations among the groups holding power in these centers. T h e  similarity of 
the imagery, on the one hand militaristic and on the other religious and 
foreign, suggests that these persons held their power both by force and by 
virtue of their knowledge and access to the exotic world o f the rulers o f the 
palaces o f Crete.

W ith regard to the existence of other chiefdoms around the Argolid, it 
may be that during this early period, before the consolidation o f power and 
territory in the palaces, the groups of warrior-adventurers would band 
together and cross the seas. Could such groups be those represented 
defending the settlements of the island and of C rete, as depicted in this 
fresco from Thera? Are they the same as those warriors transported on ships 
from a harbor town to a fortified city? Such a scenario helps to explain how 
the graves of chieftains on the mainland of G reece came to be filled with 
exotic objects that are known to have been manufactured for use in the 
palaces o f Crete and especially for use in the rituals of M inoan religion. It is 
just this kind of contact that provided information that flowed back to the 
mainland of G reece and in the course of perhaps two centuries utterly 
transformed the way o f life o f the early Greeks.

T h e  finds from Aidonia are important because they help us to 
expand our understanding of the geography of the early M ycenaean period. 
In so doing they raise important new questions about how the wider land
scape was settled and exploited. T he rise of chiefdoms is seen not to be lim
ited to those centers, like M ycenae, that later developed palaces, but 
instead to have been an important mechanism for repopulating and bringing 
under cultivation and control a wide geographic region. T h e  imagery of the 
chariot on the Aidonia signet ring reinforces the notion that a certain 
amount o f thuggery was necessary in order to establish control over these 
regions. Yet the legends of the exploits o f these warriors who explored the 
wider areas of the Aegean sea and ultimately took control o f the Aegean,
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including the palatial civilization o f M inoan Crete ultimately took form in 
such stories as those of Homer, and that generation the later Greeks regard
ed as Heroes. ■
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The Mycenaean World: An Overview
Dr. Katie Demakopoulou

1
 congratulate the Society for the Preservation of the Greek Heritage and 
the Sm ithsonian Institution, for the fine idea of organizing this Seminar 
on the Mycenaeans and the subject of repatriating antiquities. It is quite 

appropriate that the Sem inar coincides with the exhibition o f the 
Mycenaean Treasure in W ashington and its donation to G reece by the 
Society for the Preservation of the Greek Heritage. W e are all very happy 
that the Treasure is now returning to the country o f its origin. O n behalf of 
the Greek archaeologists 1 should like to thank our Am erican colleagues 
very warmly for their scholarly help and support.

My contribution to the Sem inar is an overview of the M ycenaean 
civilization during the five centuries of its existence, from the Shaft Grave 
Period up to the end of the Bronze Age in G reece. This will help us, 1 hope, 
to place the beautiful objects o f the Treasure in their broader cultural, 
regional and chronological context.

G reece was once the home o f flourishing Bronze Age civilizations, 
which were brought to light during the so called “heroic” years of the first 
excavations in the area of the Aegean. T h e  term Mycenaean was coined 
after the excavations by H einrich Schliem ann at Mycenae one hundred and 
twenty years ago. However, the first composite work on Mycenaean 
civilization was written in 1893 by the great Greek archaeologist, and 
Schliem ann’s successor at Mycenae, Christos Tsountas. A nother legendary 
figure of research in the Prehistoric Aegean was the British archaeologist 
Sir Arthur Evans, whose work at the turn o f the century at Knossos helped 
resurrect the until then unknown civilization of Crete, which he suitably 
termed M inoan. This great civilization had a strong influence on the 
development of Mycenaean culture.

Schliem ann, Tsountas and Evans were remarkable individuals who 
revealed the dazzling richness of mythical sites, such as Troy, Mycenae and 
Knossos. These pioneers and their worthy succe.ssors brought to light 
previously unknown civilizations, and up to the middle of our century, 
attempts were made to glean something of this distant past through study of 
the remaining monuments and works of art. In 1952, however, yet another 
great pioneer, the English architect M ichael Ventris, made a decisive 
contribution by deciphering one o f the Aegean scripts, the M ycenaean 
Linear B, thus affording scholars the possibility o f studying the information 
contained in the written documents.

T h e  chronology o f Mycenaean civilization spans the Late Helladic 
period, namely the third and final phase of the Bronze Age in Mainland
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Greece, from about 1600 to 1100 B .C ., in the conventional dating system. 
Nevertheless, the first hints of the process, which was to lead to the 
appearance of Mycenaean civilization, are already evident hy the Middle 
Helladic period, namely the second phase o f the Bronze Age. It was at the 
beginning of this period that the main bulk o f the Greek-speaking people 
arrived in mainland Greece. Middle Helladic civilization, however, appears 
to have been mostly agricultural, and to have developed quite slowly. By 
circa 1600 B .C ., however, around the end o f the Middle Helladic period, 
the cultural picture o f mainland G reece, and especially of the Peloponnese, 
shows signs o f a transition from econom ic stagnation and isolation, which 
characterize the bulk of the Middle Helladic period, to a gradual recovery 
accompanied by contacts with areas of the southern Aegean. This period 
saw relations between mainland G reece and the Aegean multiply. It is clear 
that frequent contacts were established with the Cyclades, and especially 
with Crete with its much more sophisticated civilization, palatial centres, 
affluent society, advanced technology and fine artistic tradition. Relations 
with Crete were due either to commercial or even to military operations, 
and were either direct or, more likely, made via the Cyclades and other 
important Aegean islands o f the period, such as Aegina and Kythera.

Most of the evidence we have for the reconstruction of society at the 
end of the Middle Helladic period comes from excavations in various sites 
on or near the coast of the Peloponnese such as: Nichoria in Messenia;
Agios Stephanos in Laconia; Lerna, Asine, Argos, M ycenae, Tiryns in the 
Argolid; and Korakou in the C onrinthia. In all these sites, Aegean influence 
during the Middle Helladic period is evident in various imported items from 
Crete and the Cyclades. These contacts and interconnections reached a 
peak towards the end of the Middle Helladic period, when M inoan 
influence becomes all clear. This constitutes a decisive factor in the 
emergence of Mycenaean civilization.

T he most characteristic factor, however, in the appearance of 
Mycenaean civilization is the development, precisely at this period, of 
several centres of authority and wealth, most o f which would remain 
important right up to the end of the Mycenaean period. C ertain sites 
became prominent, especially in the Peloponnese, where a small elite 
managed to gain sufficient wealth to exercise power. This is especially 
discernible at Mycenae.

T he process of social stratification in the Aegean Late Bronze Age is 
clearly represented in the two Grave Circles at Mycenae. It is not only the 
valuable objects and status symbols found in the graves that indicate the 
social difference o f the deceased, but also the types of graves, which are 
large elaborate Shaft Graves. A t M ycenae, around the end of 17th century 
B .C ., an elite group selected a reserved burial area - Grave Circle B - and
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placed grave offerings of value and prestige with their dead. Later, in the 
middle of 16th century B .C ., another group o f the ruling families at 
Mycenae chose a new burial area closer to the settlem ent - Grave Circle A. 
C ircle B remained in use until the end o f the 16th century, while C ircle A  
continued until the m id-15th century B .C . T h e  fortification wall of the 
Acropolis at M ycenae, built in the m id-13th century B .C ., enclosed the 
graves of Circle A . C ircle B always remained outside the fortified Acropolis.

T h e  high rank of the occupants o f the Shaft Graves, male and female, 
especially those of Grave C ircle A , is indicated by the prestige goods and 
symbols of authority found, such as stone, silver and mainly gold vessels, and 
gold funerary masks, which covered the faces o f the dead rulers. Five gold 
masks were found in Grave Circle A , and one o f electrum in Circle B. All 
were associated with male burials.

Also found were gold diadems, a few of which were of great size and 
evidently funerary. Gold cut-outs adorned the clothing or shrouds of the 
dead. O ther items found included precious jewelry and gold signet-rings. 
TTiere was even a large amount o f bronze vessels and many weapons, mostly 
swords, as well as the famous daggers with inlaid decoration of gold, silver 
and niello. Amongst these precious objects one can find quite a few M inoan 
works, mainly the daggers and the long swords and most of the metal 
vessels, such as the well known silver and gold bull’s head rhyton.

There were also imported pottery and exotic objects, such as amber 
necklaces from the north-west Europe and ostrich eggs from the East. A ll 
these suggest the large accumulation of wealth in one area ruled by a closed 
aristocratic warrior class with a love for gold and opulence.

Equally important are the graves of this period in Argos, many o f which 
are similar to the Shaft Graves at Mycenae with their rich grave goods, thus 
indicating that Argos witnessed a similar process in its development. In 
neighboring Lerna, moreover, two Shaft Graves of the same period were also 
found.

T he same phenom enon, namely the accumulation of wealth and power, 
is observable in Messenia in the south-west Peloponnese, where, already by 
the end of the Middle Helladic period, monumental tholos tombs were 
being constructed and covered by immense tumuli. These tombs increase 
significantly during the Shaft Grave period at Mycenae. Found in the tholos 
tombs o f Peristeria, close to Pylos, were rich grave goods similar to those 
from the Grave Circles at M ycenae, such as gold cups.

Outside the Peloponnese, there exist important tombs of the 
Mycenaean Shaft Grave period, which are associated with the Middle 
Helladic tradition, but also indicate progress towards Mycenaean culture, for 
example those at Thorikos, Eleusis, M arathon, Aegina, Thebes and 
Orchom enos. These are mostly cist graves, which in the case of Thorikos
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and M arathon were accompanied by tumuli. A  few of these burials 
contained grave goods reminiscent of those from the M ycenaean Grave 
Circles. However, the earliest richly furnished Shaft Grave, dated to the 
early 17th century B .C ., was found in Aegina. T h e  importance of this island 
as a state site in the Bronze Age Aegean has been recently recognized.

T h e  finds show that, in the beginning o f the M ycenaean Age, great 
wealth had been gathered in Messenia, and especially in the Argolid, with 
Mycenae as the example par excellence. W e still do not know the reason 
behind this attainm ent of wealth and authority, which brought the first 
powerful Mycenaean centres to the fore. O f course, the prevailing view 
regarding the birth of Mycenaean culture is that it developed frotn the 
previous Middle Helladic civilization, and grew out o f indigenous H ellenic 
elements. T h e  Middle Helladic tradition is clear in the tomb types, as well 
as in the life style, the settlem ent patterns, domestic objects, but also in a 
few of the weapons and precious vessels.

W e should underline here that our knowledge o f the beginnings of 
M ycenaean civilization comes almost exclusively from funerary deposits. 
Organized settlem ent units have not yet been found, and neither can we 
point to important buildings from the period. Furthermore, the appearance 
o f a new civilization, at this early stage, is only attested by the impressive 
tombs with finely wrought works o f art made o f precious materials. There 
are no other characteristic signs of an advanced civilization, such as we find 
in Crete during this period, namely the large urban centres, monumental 
buildings and administrative centres, the use of script and measuring 
systems, and the storage of goods. These characteristics are only later in 
evidence in Mycenaean civilization.

O f course, the finds from the graves, especially from the Grave Circles 
at M ycenae, indicate that a close association with Crete existed at the time. 
T h e  island’s influence certainly played an itnportant role in the 
development o f M ycenaean civilization. Not only were M inoan symbols, 
associated with cult practice and authority, found in the Shaft Graves, but 
there were also many works of art imported from M inoan Crete, or works 
which show a marked M inoan influence. This fact most probably indicates 
that, within the framework of the close relations with Crete, C retan artisans 
came to M ycenae, perhaps sent from the palace at Knossos, to work for the 
new rulers o f mainland Greece. T h e  archeological evidence, furthermore, 
shows M inoan influence in the Argolid to have been very strong at the 
beginning of the Mycenaean period, and it seems that there must have been 
a special relationship between the M inoan palaces and the up-and-coming 
centre of M ycenae, along with the other centres in the Argolid. It is not 
impossible that Cycladic ships transported products form the fertile Argolid 
plain to the M inoan palaces. Very recently, the Danish archaeologist Soren
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Dietz suggested that the Mycenaeans most probably traded in horses, which 
first appear in Crete during the 16th century B .C . Let us note, however, that 
the new rulers of Greece must have been specialists in warfare (suggested by 
the host of weapons found in their burials), and this perhaps played some 
important role not only in their relations with C rete, but also in the 
attainm ent o f their wealth and power.

Q uite a few scholars maintain that the political and econom ic change 
observable in G reece during the Shaft Grave period was due to the trade 
which the Mycenaeans had developed with Europe in order to obtain 
metals, such as gold, bronze and tin. According to this theory, Cretan 
interest in M ycenaean G reece was due to the latter’s ability to supply itself 
with metals from Europe, which were then sent to Crete where they were in 
great demand. However, a situation whereby the Mycenaeans controlled 
trade between the east and west Mediterranean seems more possible for the 
period after the middle o f the 16th century B .C ., when Mycenaean 
civilization had already established itself. Grave Circle A  at Mycenae is 
already in use by this time, and the most important imported Cretan and 
exotic objects were found therein. Furthermore, relations between Mycenae 
and the central M editerranean and western Europe during this period are 
clearly evident. Pottery of the Late Helladic 1 period has been found in 
Southern Italy and in the Aeolian islands. Moreover, gold vessels and 
bronze swords imitating corresponding M ycenaean objects o f this period 
have been found in various sites in north-west Europe. Relations between 
Mycenaean G reece with Europe are suggested by the presence o f amber, a 
valuable commodity originating in the Baltic, and imported into G reece via 
the Adriatic. Many amber necklaces were found in the Mycenae Shaft 
Graves and in the early M ycenaean tombs in Messenia.

T he first phase of the Mycenaean age is also characterized by the 
appearance o f the earlier specimens o f M ycenaean pottery, in which the 
influence o f Crete is apparent. T h e  new style, com bining elements from the 
old Middle Helladic tradition with those o f Late M inoan lA  pottery, was 
most probably created in Laconia under M inoan influence via Kythera, and 
later perfected in the Argolid. T hence it spread to quite a few places o f the 
Peloponnese, and later to central G reece and Euboea. T h e  new style is 
characterized by the use of lustrous paint for decoration on a light-colored, 
slipped surface. T h e  shapes o f the vases are either Helladic or C retan (such 
as the Vapheio cup). Middle Helladic pottery, however, still predominates in 
most of the areas of G reece in this period.

O ther power centres appear at the beginning of the next phase of 
M ycenaean civilization, known as Late Helladic II and covering the entire 
15th century B.C. W e can see this in the spread o f tholos tombs to various 
sites in G reece, especially in the Argolid, but also to Thorikos in A ttica
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(which then may have controlled the metal producing area of Lavrion), to 
Kakovatos in Triphylia, and Myrsinochori in the western Peloponnese, and 
finally to Vapheio in Laconia. T h e  Vapheio tholos tomb contained 
extraordinary grave goods, such as the two famous gold cups with embossed 
depiction of bulls being captured, and a large amount of seal stones and 
other precious objects, an indication o f Laconia’s important position in the 
early M ycenaean period.

In the first half of the 15th century B .C ., in particular, the Cretan 
influence appears quite pronounced, not only in artistic expression, but also 
in everyday life. Even religion shows traces of close similarities, and a 
common religious outlook may have been shared, albeit limited to the upper 
social classes o f the great Mycenaean centres. A t a later date, of course, 
Mycenaean religion differed considerably from M inoan, with cult places 
that are unlike the shrines of palatial Crete and with its own Pantheon. 
Names o f the Greek deities are mentioned in the M ycenaean clay tablets.

In pottery, the M inoan influence is still strong, as we can see in the so- 
called Palatial Class of vases in contrast to the Domestic Class, characterized 
by the Helladic tradition. Especially close ties continued between Crete and 
the eastern Peloponnese, and it would seem that from this period the 
Mycenaeans began to conduct jo in t ventures with the M inoans to the 
distant lands of the East and Egypt.

After the eruption of the Thera volcano around 1500 B .C . and the 
great catastrophes which reduced the large M inoan palatial centres about 
half-a-century later, the centre of gravity shifted from Crete to mainland 
Greece. T he Mycenaeans benefited from the weakening of Crete and the 
Minoans’ accompanying dislocation from the island’s old sphere of 
influence; gradually the Mycenaeans would come to dominate the entire 
Aegean. According to the prevailing theory, they established themselves at 
Knossos a short while after the middle of the 15th century B .C . T he palace 
at Knossos now constituted the seat o f authority for a powerful M ycenaean 
dynasty, which probably controlled all Crete till the final destruction of the 
palace two or three decades after 1400 B.C.

T he presence o f the M ycenaeans at Knossos, who are believed to have 
originated in the Argolid, is indicated by the “Warrior Graves”, which 
betray Mycenaean burial customs, as well as by the presence in Crete of 
purely Mycenaean vases, such as the alabastron and the Ephyrean goblet 
and of Palace Style jars, most of which were found in the palace at Knossos. 
Another strong argument is the archive o f Linear B tablets, found also in 
the palace at Knossos, and dated to the period before its destruction.

T h e  second half of the 15th century B .C ., finds the Mycenaeans 
consolidating their authority in the Aegean and becoming gradually more 
independent o f the artistic influence o f Crete. This is clearly apparent in
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the pottery, where Helladic shapes predominate (goblets, kraters, alabastra, 
beaked jugs) and where schematisation and symmetry now appear in the 
decoration. O ne can also see the beginnings of purely M ycenaean metal, 
jewelry and ivory workshops.

T he production o f gold jewelry increased in this period. T h e  most 
common ornaments are the releaf bead necklaces found, along with other 
luxury objects, mostly in tombs. Extensive cemeteries with richly furnished 
chamber tombs have been found on Crete and in the Mainland, the most 
prominent being those in the Argolid. T h e  chamber tomb cemetery at 
Aidonia, near Nemea, which was severely plundered before its proper 
excavation by the Greek Archaeological Service in 1978 to 1980, must be 
included amongst the most important cemeteries of the Argolid. The 
spectacular finds from this cemetery can be parallel to finds from other 
Argive cemeteries. They are very similar to the objects o f the M ycenaean 
Treasure which is now returning to G reece, the country o f its origin. Indeed 
there are several impressive links between the finds from the Aidonia 
cemetery and the jewelry for sale by M ichael Ward. T h e  two groups can be 
connected on stylistic, material and technical grounds and must be o f the 
same origin.

T h e  period o f the late 15th century was a flourishing one, expecially in 
the arts. Several important pieces of ivory carving belong to this period. 
Furthermore, this period can also boast the earliest palatial buildings on 
mainland G reece, which resemble the Middle Helladic megara in form, and 
were established at the M enelaion in Laconia, at N ichoria in Messenia, and 
perhaps in Kakovatos in Triphylia.

W e are quite close to that period which was to witness the zenith of 
Mycenaean civilization. Already in Tiryns, in the end o f the 15th century, 
the first palace was built with a central throne room. T h e  large palaces, 
however, were consolidated in the 14th century, when the first strong 
cyclopean fortification walls were built around the citadels at M ycenae, at 
Tiryns and at G la in Boeotia (the model for the M ycenaean citadels may be 
found in A natolia, in the Kingdom o f the H ittites). O ther important 
palatial buildings have been found at Pylos, Thebes and O rchom enos. T he 
Mycenaean palaces now become centres of authority on the model of the 
older M inoan palatial centres.

T he palace was the centre o f Mycenaean society and was located at the 
centre of the acropolis. Crowded around the most important building, the 
megaton with the throne room, were many ancillary structures linked to it 
by corridors: these were guest rooms, quarters for members of the royal 
family, baths, storerooms, workshops and guard-houses. All these areas were 
gathered around one or more courtyards and constituted a closed functional 
unit, almost an autonomous community.
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T h e Mycenaean palaces were residences for the king who oversaw the 
production of goods. But apart from being homes for the king and the royal 
family, the palaces were also centres for the gathering, recording and 
distribution of all goods, whether the result of production or trade. It was 
here that political decisions were made, and here that the economy was 
directed and social cohesion supervised. W ith the help of the Linear B 
script, the first Greek script, the Mycenaean kings developed a complex 
system of listing, with which they were able to control the gathering and 
the redistribution of goods. W ithin  the fortified acropolis there existed other 
buildings with various functions, amongst them the shrines. Terra-cotta cult 
figures of deities and terra-cotta snakes have been found therein. W all- 
paintings with religious scenes were uncovered in the Cult Centre at 
Mycenae.

There is no doubt that the largest and most important o f the palatial 
centres in Mycenaean G reece was the acropolis of Mycenae itself, there 
follow Tiryns, Pylos and Thebes. Midea, Asine, O rchom enos, G la, lolkos 
and Athens are also important palatial centres, while smaller citadels and 
settlements existed both in the Peloponnese, as well as in central G reece 
and in the Cyclades (Phylakopi on Melos, for example). Much of the 
information we have, as to the wealth of the citadels and other centres, 
comes from the finds from their cemeteries. W hile monumental tholos 
tombs were reserved for rulers and members of the royal families, the 
chamber tombs in extensive cemeteries spreading around the surrounding 
hills were meant for the simple urban population.

M ycenaean G reece was politically divided into small autonomous states 
governed by independent rulers who may have been related to each other by 
blood. These states had between them a loose military-political bond, and 
held customs, language and religion in common. T h e  social divisions can be 
gleaned by looking at architecture. T h e  strong cyclopean walls, built with 
huge stone blocks, protected the Mycenaean centres with their palaces, 
giving them an aura of magnificence. T h e  urban population inhabited a 
wider area around the citadels in various settlem ent units. Narrow streets 
divided the houses, and no attention was paid to a specific plan. Both 
houses and palaces were built with mud-bricks, bound with wooden beams, 
but almost all had stone foundations, and frequently a stone superstructure. 
T he roofs, which were mostly pitched, were covered with terra-cotta tiles. 
T he large fortified Mycenaean citadels always included the palace, although 
a few important Mycenaean palatial centres, such as those at Pylos, 
Orchom enos, lolkos and possibly at Thebes, remained unfortified.

During the period of the palaces’ greatest power in the 14th and 13th 
centuries B .C ., Mycenaean G reece reached the peak o f its development, and 
the influence of its brilliant civilization reached all the corners o f the
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M editerranean. T his is the age of the famous “M ycenaean Koine”. T he 
northern Mycenaean borders reached Macedonia and Epirus, while the 
Mycenaean World comprised all of the Aegean, including the Cyclades, the 
Dodecanese and Crete. In this manner an early com mercial and cultural 
empire was created.

A t an early date, the Mycenaeans turned their attention to Cyprus, the 
Near East and Egypt for raw materials such as bronze, tin, gold, ivory, 
alabaster and semi-precious stones, vital for the production of certain luxury 
works of art in the palace workshops. In return, massive amounts of 
Mycenaean pottery flooded the markets o f Cyprus, Syria, Palestine and 
Egypt. Mycenaean pottery o f this period has also been found on the coast of 
Asia Minor, such as at Miletus, Klazomenae, Smyrna and Troy. 
Com m unication with the lands o f the East and Egypt is also in evidence in 
the objects of eastern Egyptian provenance that have been found in G reece 
such as cylinder-seals, scarabs, Canaanite jars, stone and faience vases with 
Egyptian cartouches, ivory works in the round, etc.

As we saw, the Mycenaeans developed close trading relations with Italy 
from very early on. These relations would later spread even further afield, as 
we can see from the abundant Late Helladic lllA  and B  pottery (1 4 th '1 3 th  
centuries B .C .), found in Italy, Sicily and Sardinia. T h e  interest of the 
Mycenaeans in Italy was most probably due to the need for metals. In 
Sardinia, many bronze ingots have been found, similar to those uncovered 
in mainland G reece, Crete and Cyprus. These ingots constituted the basic 
form in which bronze was transported as a raw material during the second 
millennium in the M editerranean, and were the most stable means of 
commercial exchange. Furthermore, in their overseas expeditions for metals, 
the Mycenaeans may well have reached even the Iberian peninsula, as 
seems to be suggested by the M ycenaean sherds of the 14th-13th  century 
B .C . found at the M ontoro site near Cordoba.

During the 14th and 13th centuries the power of the palaces ran 
parallel with the acme o f the M ycenaean civilization. In this period we find 
the greatest increase in population o f M ycenaean G reece. Up till today, 
about 750 Mycenaean sites have been located in mainland G reece and the 
islands o f the Aegean. T h e  power and wealth o f the Mycenaean kings, who 
controlled overseas trade, is underscored by the large technical works, such 
as the palaces, the fortification walls, the spacious private buildings, earth
works, the drainage and irrigation systems, the magnificent tholos tombs, 
and finally the road system with its bridges, which linked the various areas 
o f the Mycenaean world.

T h e  flourishing economy led to the blossoming o f the arts and to ma.ss 
production. A n increase in pottery production is especially noticeable, while 
the product itself is distinguished by standardization, and the schematisation
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and strict symmetry o f the decoration. T h e  vases o f the Pictorial style, 
mostly amphoroid or hell kraters, stand out amongst the rest. These vases 
constitute a special category of Mycenaean decorated pottery, since they 
hear depictions of chariots, human figures, animals, imaginary beings, hirds 
and fish. T h e  main provenance o f these vases, much sought after in Cyprus 
and the East, was the Argolid, a fact verified by clay analysis of certain 
samples from vases found in Cyprus and Mainland Greece.

T h e  Mycenaean palaces were adorned with multicolored wall-paintings, 
equal in their impressiveness with those of Crete, whence the Mycenaeans 
borrowed the technique and many decorative motifs. T h e  pictures were 
painted onto wet plaster with mineral colors which were thus fortified and 
became ineffaceable. T h e  motifs were varied: cult processions, hunt scenes, 
buildings, imaginary beings, armed men, deities, flowers and spirals. We 
often encounter compositions depicting many figures and covering a large 
wall'Surface. W all-paintings from the end of the 16th century B.C. have 
been found at Akroteri on Thera, where they are preserved almost intact.
A t M ycenae, Tiryns, Pylos, Orchom enos and Thebes, noteworthy wall- 
paintings have been uncovered. Apart from the official quarters at the 
palaces, wall-paintings have also been found in shrines and a few rich 
private houses.

T h e  palace workshops manufactured metal, stone and faience vessels, as 
well as fine works of gold and ivory. T h e  influence of Crete provided a 
special impetus for the development of ivory work. T h e  East also played a 
role in this process, and ivory was imported thence not only as a raw 
material, but also in the form o f manufactured objects. T he most important 
workshops with the most talented craftsmen existed in Mycenae and 
Thebes. T h e  palace at Thebes, after its destruction around the middle of the 
13th century B .C ., failed to recover, and the excavations there have 
provided us with impressive works of art, such as magnificent jewelry, carved 
ivories, large bronze vessels and the imported oriental cylinder-seals o f lapis 
lazuli.

T h e  second half o f the 13th century B .C . is marked by extensive 
building activity, especially of a defensive nature. In the citadels at 
M ycenae, Tiryns, and Athens, the existing fortifications were strengthened 
and extended. New fortifications were also constructed, such as the wall at 
the Isthmos at C orinth  and the Dymaeon wall in Achaia. T h e  increase in 
building activity to strengthen fortifications has been interpreted as an 
indication of an uneasy attempt at defense, taken by the rulers of 
Mycenaean G reece to ward off an expected attack. Research has not yet 
arrived conclusively at an explanation as to the nature of this threat. But 
wherever it may have come from , the period towards the end o f the 13th 
century was certainly critical for the Mycenaeans, due to the great
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difficulties faced in the till-then flourishing M ycenaean trade with the East. 
These difficulties were due largely to disruption caused in the Eastern 
Mediterranean hy the incursions o f the “Peoples of the Sea”. Following on 
from these events came the cessation o f com m ercial activity between the 
Mycenaean centres and the kingdoms of the East, and the accompanying 
dissolution o f the “M ycenaean Koine”.

Around the middle and at the end of the 13th century B .C ., various 
Mycenaean centres came to he destroyed hy fire, and a few were even 
abandoned. T he large centres with palaces or other important buildings 
were destroyed by large conflagrations. G la and O rchom enos in Boeotia, 
Zygouries in C orinthia, the M enelaion in Laconia and Pylos in Messenia 
were completely burnt and abandoned. M ycenae, Tiryns, and Midea in the 
Argolid, Thebes in Boeotia, and Nichoria in Messenia, after a series of 
catastrophes and fires during, and especially at, the end of the second half of 
the 13th century B .C ., when the palaces were destroyed, continued to be 
inhabited up to the end of the Mycenaean period, around the middle o f the 
11th century B .C . A thens and lolkos escaped these catastrophes.

Many theories have been forwarded to explain the reasons behind these 
extensive destructions. T h e  fact that all did not occur simultaneously makes 
an acceptable explanation all the more difficult. Scholars of Mycenaean 
civilization have recently tended towards accepting the theory that the 
destructions were not the result of an enemy attack. Especially in the 
Argolid, excavations at M ycenae, Tiryns and recently in Midea, have 
brought to light evidence showing that all three centres were struck by 
powerful earthquakes around the middle (M ycenae), but also towards the 
end, of the 13th century B .C . (Tiryns, M idea). Consequently, the great 
destructions of the Mycenaean centres in the Argolid were perhaps due to 
earthquakes and the fires which raged in their wake.

T h e  final period o f the Mycenaean age covers the entire 12th and the 
first half o f the 11th century B .C . T h e  beginnings o f this period coincide 
with a great change in the M ycenaean world. T h e  destructions ot the main 
Mycenaean centres at the end of the 13th century B .C . contributed greatly 
to subsequent decline. T h e  period of stability and expansion was followed by 
a period of general dislocation and an end to the M ycenaean thalassocracy. 
T h e  standardized nature of the pottery from the previous phases was now 
shattered into many local styles, evidently due to the weakening of central 
authority and the independence of M ycenaean settlem ents from a powerful 
centre.

During the 12th century, the M ycenaean World reappeared in a new 
form. T h e  coastal stretches now become densely inhabited at the expense of 
inland areas, since many inhabitants fled to coastal and island areas after the 
catastrophes. Thus we find settlem ents increasing in Cephallonia, Ithaca
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and expecially in Achaia, whither many inhabitants i)t the Argolid fled.
T h e  Aegean remained safe and eastern coastal sites, such as Perati in A ttica, 
Leukandi in Euboea, Asine in the Argolid and Epidaurus Limera in Laconia 
now witnessed a flourishing period marked by developed commercial and 
cultural relations with the Cyclades, the Dodecanese, and C rete, all of 
which were in a similar period of prosperity at this time. But, although we 
find around the middle of the 12th century B .C ., a revival of M ycenaean 
civiliiation, it was, nevertheless, nearing its end.

This revival is reflected in the pottery with the appearance of two new 
important ceramic styles, the Argive “Close Style” and the Aegean 
“Octopus Style”. Va.ses also reappear with a pictorial decoration representing 
warriors, hunting .scenes, and imaginary beings. T h e  citadels at Mycenae 
and Tiryns were repaired and extended, while inhabitation at A thens and 
lolkos never witnessed a break. There are, furthermore, some inland sites 
which attracted quite a few inhabitants during this period, as for example 
Palaiokastro in Arcadia.

T he movement of population was not limited to the interior. Large 
waves o f refugees abandoned mainland G reece and established themselves 
en masse in the islands of the Aegean (the Cyclades, the Dodecanese, Chios 
and C rete), as well as in Cyprus and on the Asia M inor coast (M iletus and 
Tar.sos), where they transmitted their pottery techniques and culture. This 
ma.ss exodus continued throughout the 12th century.

W ith the passage of time, new catastrophes occurred at several sites of 
mainland G reece, such as Mycenae, Tiryns and Leukandi. W ith the 
progressive decrease of the population, the interior remained empty, and 
thus became attractive to those races to the north who had lived on the 
outskirts of the Mycenaean world. T h e  archaeological record shows that the 
descent of these races into mainland G reece occurred at the end of the 12th 
and especially in the I Ith  century B .C . Although this movement did not 
represent a concerted campaign, it nevertheless, brought disturbances and a 
fundamental reorganization of mainland G reece in its wake.

During the 1 1th century B .C ., the final coastal settlements at Leukandi, 
Perati, Asine, and Epidaurus Limera witne.ssed a decline. From the large 
cemeteries of this period with their simple pit and cist graves, at Leukandi, 
Salamis, the Kerameikos, and Argos, comes the Sub-M ycenaean pottery 
which represents the final glow of Mycenaean pottery, and provides a link 
between Mycenaean and Proto-Geom etric pottery. Mycenaean G reece now 
enters the so-called “Dark Ages”. T he Mycenaean World has lost its old 
vigor and glory, while its creative powers begin a long period o f decline. The 
flame would be rekindled, however, some two centuries later, when the 
Mycenaean legacy laid the fi)undations for the Greek miracle of the 
historical period.
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Mycenaean Civilization, which stands at the beginning not only of 
Greek, but also of European history, covers all five centuries of the Late 
Bronze Age in Greece. During the rise of their civilization, the Mycenaeans, 
after assimilating the teachings of the M inoans (whose heirs they were), 
managed in effect to dominate almost the entire M editerranean, and in the 
process, create impressive monuments and remarkable works o f art. 
Nevertheless, despite the fact that research has solved many of the problems 
attendant on this civilization, we still can throw little light on the nature of 
its inception and its destruction. Thus, we are not entirely clear as to what 
provided the impetus behind the creation of the first powerful M ycenaean 
centres. T he exact cause of the decline of palatial power and the palace 
system also escapes us, a decline which ushered in the end of the 
M ycenaean civilization. O ne may suspect, however, that a further possible 
cause, apart from the destructions, was econom ic exhaustion due to the lack 
of resources in raw materials, over-production due to excessive exploitation 
of agricultural land, and increased building activity, especially in the second 
half of the 13 th century. A ll these factors may have contributed to the 
crumbling and final collapse of this great civilization. ■
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There’s No Place Like Home 
For Our Heritage
Stephen G. Miller
Department of Classics
University of California, Berkeley, California

W
e celebrate the return o f a collection o f M ycenaean gold jewelry 
to its homeland. This rare and happy occasion deserves to be 
celebrated, but 1 lament that such an occasion is necessary, to 
argue that such objects ought never to have left G reece —  or any other 

country of origin —  and to suggest positive steps that can be taken by us to 
insure that such cultural pillaging does not recur.

My participation in this seminar is not due to any expertise in the 
archaeology of the Mycenaean period. As an archaeologist who has 
excavated in Greek soil for nearly 30 years, 1 have handled material from 
that Mycenaean period, and as a teacher I am called upon to introduce the 
unsuspecting undergraduates to the wonders o f the Bronze Age in Greece, 
but I can claim no special knowledge like that which belongs to my 
predecessors in this seminar.

Nonetheless, my involvement with the subject today is immediate and 
intensely personal; but at some level, the same could be said o f any 
archaeologist who attempts to apply his or her science. Thus, 1 will not 
argue against the removal o f archaeological artifacts from the place where 
they were found because of legal considerations. Laws are a response to the 
needs —  real or perceived —  of a society, and laws will help archaeology 
only when it is finally understood that the interests o f society and those of 
archeology coincide. H ence the existing laws o f any society at any given 
point in time may or may not reflect the real needs of the archeologist.

Nor will I argue that artifacts ought to stay where they were found on 
the basis of any moral consideration, for morals —  like laws —  grow out of 
society, and not out o f science.

My argument will take a much more practical approach —  that it is 
necessary for the advancement of knowledge that ancient artifacts remain 
where they were found —  that the scientific work of the archeologist 
cannot go forward unless the raw materials o f his science are easily and 
immediately accessible. This is, obviously, a selfish and self-serving point of 
view, but one which I trust you will tolerate —  at least for the next hour or 
so. After all, if museum directors and private collectors are entitled to 
attempt to justify their activities, surely so is the archeologist. Let us never 
forget the archeologist’s hands are dirty only from the pursuit o f knowledge.
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Blit is archaeology really a “science”? You who live and work in 
W ashington might suspect otherwise. You are perhaps aware that only that 
archaeology which deals with prehistoric cultures is defined as a “science”: 
those who are involved in the excavation of prehistoric sites may apply for 
support to the N ational Science Foundation. But once that culture —  that 
ancient Greek culture —  has discovered how to read and to write and to 
produce a literature that has endured for thousands of years, then the 
Am erican archaeologist is defined here in W ashington as a humanist and 
told to apply to the N ational Endowment for the Humanities for support of 
his work. (1 am all too well aware that when 1 speak of the NEH 1 am 
speaking of an endangered species —  but whether the Am erican taxpayer 
ought to support research into his own heritage that he might better know 
him.self is another subject for another tim e.)

This definition o f archaeology as somehow “unscientific” is a pervasive 
one. Homer Thompson, one o f the world’s leading classical archaeologists, 
has often told a story that many of you have heard. He tells o f a time when 
his then-infant daughters had contracted a mysterious childhood ailment 
that refused to respond to the ministrations of the family doctor. That 
gentleman, frustrated and under nagging scrutiny by the family, finally 
turned in exasperation and said: “Profes.sor Thom pson! Please understand 
that, unlike archeology, medicine is N O T  a precise science.” Neither, of 
course, is archaeology which is why Thompson tells the story.

But what is a “precise science”? Is it one that uses numbers? or test 
tubes? (ir cyclotrons or other “state-of'the-art equipm ent”? I suspect that 
every m athem atician, or chem ist, or physicist, would acknowledge that the 
“precision” of his or her science depends not upon those symbolic tools of 
the trade, but upon the application made of them. In other words, any given 
science is “precise” or not depending upon the person who exercises it.

Perhaps 1 can make my point more succinctly by quoting to you from an 
extemporaneous and impassioned statement once made in my presence by 
Angelos Delivorrias, Director of the Benaki Museum in Athens. T he issue 
was whether it was more likely that an archaeologist could determine the 
authenticity of a questioned statue by exam ination of its style and the 
techniques used in its creation, than could a “scientist” by isotopic analysis 
of the composition of that statue’s material. As the debate advanced, 
Delivorrias suddenly jumped to his feet and exclaim ed: “How dare you imply 
that my approach as an archaeologist is not scientific? I have a little 
computer that is commonly called my brain, and in it 1 store tens of 
thousands of items —  items, or data, derived from observation of authentic 
statues o f different eras and different styles and different materials and 
techniques. W hen I examine a new piece, my “computer” makes 
comparisons and tests against that data bank, and that is the essence of a
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“scientific” experiment. My approach is every bit as “scientific” as that of 
those who use machines and fancy equipm ent!”

Delivorrias did not m ention that some computers are bigger and better 
than others, and that some have software that allows for more sophisticated 
“tests and comparisons”, but his point is —  in my opinion —  completely 
valid. But what o f that “data bank”.' How is the archaeologist to progress in 
his or her work if the data are incomplete? Could the chem ist continue his 
work if he were denied access to, let us say, six elements like iron, nitrogen, 
sodium, copper, potassium, and hydrogen.' Could the m athem atician work 
his equations without the number V. But who will com plain if the 
archaeologist is deprived of fundamental data.' W e —  the archaeologists —  
we must complain, and 1 am.

I would like to share with you some examples o f why this data must 
remain where it was found so that it can enter the data bank of our little 
computers and be easily retrieved. It is, of course, inevitable that such a 
discussion include the Parthenon and the Elgin marbles, for this is the best 
known of all the examples that could be cited. W e see before us the symbol 
of Classical Athens —  the source of so much ot our own society, and the 
question is whether that monument ought to have rejoined to it the 
sculpture that once adorned it and completed it. 1 leave to others to argue 
the legalities, the moralities, and the esthetics of the issue. But 1 insist that 
the sculpture should be returned because its absence deprives the 
archaeologist of the ability to study and understand the whole monument, 
and to make advances in our knowledge of it.

It may be argued that casts and replicas allow for a com bination that 
enhances study, and that the example o f the “Rampin horseman” might 
serve in this argument. Perhaps you all know that the head o f this archaic 
equestrian statue is in Paris and the body still in the Acropolis in Athens. 
Plaster cast head and original marble torso allow for a full understanding of 
the statue. O r do they?

A few years ago 1 had the privilege o f being present on the Acropolis in 
Athens when an experiment was undertaken. A  colleague from the 
University of Oregon, Jeff Hurwit, had resurrected an old question of 
whether or not the head of the so-called Kritios Boy actually belonged to 
the body. It is beyond our purpose to analyze the arguments about whether 
this statue is to be dated to just before or just after the Persian destruction of 
Athens in 480  B .C . But Hurwit was able to prove not only that the head 
and the body originally were from the same statue and carved from the same 
block of marble, but also that the previous restoration of the statue was not 
quite correct.

How was this done? By the simple means o f removing the head from 
the body and cleaning away the thin layer o f plaster that had previously
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been restored between the two pieces.
This done, it became immediately clear that the pieces physically 

joined, that breaks in the surface of one piece fitted uniquely against breaks 
in the surface of the other.

But because o f the worn edges of the broken marble at the exterior 
surface of the statue, and because o f the cuttings for the dowels that were 
inserted to join the pieces in modern times, the area of broken surfaces that 
still fitted together was extremely small.

T hat surface was, however, sufficient to be compelling —  1 know, I held 
the pieces and felt the jo in  come into place. This sort of jo in  could N O T  
have been verified by the use of plaster casts, and if the head of the Kritios 
Bt>y were in Paris, and the torso in Athens, the fact that they do belong 
together could not have been established.

Is this fact important outside the little world of archaeology.' W e stand, 
at 480 B .C ., at the threshold of the Classical Age, and the various talents 
and experiences of emerging Greek culture were at a corre.spondingly 
important stage. In the Kritios Boy we see the development of that 
rendering of the huinan body which w'e know today as Con[rap[)osco with the 
weight of the body on one leg and the other relaxed in a static restlessness 
whose next step will be into motion. T he body with the slight and subtle 
imbalances of the hips and the asymmetry of the torso confirms the natural 
position, but with the new restoration, the head —  on its own neck which 
is actually shorter than the old restoration had made it —  turns more to the 
right and looks more downward, and hence emphasizes the contrapposto 
that is the result of the ancient Greek artist’s now advanced abilities. In 
short, the Kritios Boy is an important landmark on the road toward man’s 
ability to portray nature and him self in a completely realistic way —  and the 
new restoration adds to our understanding o f that landmark in the history of 
human endeavor. It was possible only because all the “data” were together in 
one place.

O n that same day in 1987 another small step forward in our knowledge 
was taken by a Greek colleague, Alexander Mantis. In the Acropolis 
museum there is a sadly fragmentary archaic relief of a battle scene —  most 
likely between the gods and the giants. This relief has long been known, but 
little studied. As we were walking across the Acropolis on that day in 1987, 
M antis’ eye was taken by a tiny fragment of marble which he immediately 
thought must belong to that archaic relief in the Akropolis museum. He was 
correct, and the face ot A thena was rejoined to her head, and we knew a 
little bit more about A ncient G reece than we had known a few moments 
earlier. Could this advance have occurred if the fragment with the face were 
in some museum in another part o f the world? Alm ost certainly not. And 
the jo in  would have been completely impossible if the smaller fragment had
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been in some private collection. M antis’ little computer needed the data 
together in a single place at a single time.

T h e  same story could he told thousands of times. Let me give you just 
two more examples from my own excavations at Nemea. In 1976 the larger 
of two joining fragments of an inscription was found in a layer of earth that 
had been churned up in the 6th  century after Christ. Two years later the 
smaller piece was found in debris that had been thrown down a well in the 
3rd century before Christ —  the well is located about 100 feet away from 
the discovery point o f the larger piece. Together these pieces inform us that 
com m ittees o f 6 were to circulate throughout G reece to announce the 
Nemean Games, and that —  according to the smaller joining piece —  one 
o f these com mittees w'as to visit Akarnania in northwest Greece.

T he upper left of the three pieces was discovered on June 13, 1975, on 
the earth seating embankment of the south end o f the stadium at Nemea. 
T he other two pieces were found 15 years later buried beneath the floor of 
the ancient locker room outside the stadium; they had been separated by 
about 150 meters already in the early H ellenistic period. Together, they tell 
us ot an otherwise unknown athlete from Egypt who died of injuries suffered 
in the wrestling event at the Nemean Games.

In both the cases just presented to you, the joins between two fragments 
of antiquity that increase our knowledge were possible only because those 
pieces had remained at Nemea, housed in the museum with immediate 
access for the scholar who had recognized that those fragments might indeed 
belong together.

W hen I designed the museum at Nemea in 1972, 1 had in mind first of 
all that it would allow all the discoveries in the excavations at Nemea to 
remain on the site so that our research would be facilitated. By locating the 
building just south of the Sanctuary o f Zeus and west o f the stadium, 1 
hoped that we could integrate the displays of our discoveries with the 
ancient remains still on the site. Thus, the visitor might better understand 
what had happened at Nemea in antiquity, and precisely when it happened, 
and why. H ence, the museum was oriented to lie parallel to the Temple of 
Zeus, and the main exhibition hall was located along that side of the 
museum that fronts toward the Temple. And thanks to the three standing 
columns of the Temple of Zeus, the visitor has a landmark for orientation 
whether walking directly to the site, or entering the museum and looking 
from the foyer toward the exhibition hall. A  large picture window in the 
exhibition hall allows visual contact with the site that reminds the visitor of 
the relation between the material on display and the place where it was used 
and left behind more than two m illennia ago —  and hence it helps to 
com plete the picture ot ancient Nemea. A reconstructed model of the 
Sanctuary o f Zeus just inside the window —  connected visually with the
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antiquities outside —  helps to fill out that picture.
In another area, a photograph retninds the visitor of the location of an 

ancient well vis-a-vis the Temple of Zeus, so that the actual well can he 
found on the site, while in a display case are representative objects that were 
found in the well. Drawings of the well reveal finally the chronological 
significance of the ancient artifacts displayed in the case and what they tell 
us about that period in the history of the site.

In other words, in addition to the need of the scientist to keep his raw
materials together where they were found, there is a great benefit in a 
pedagogical context tor the visitor if the antiquities are kept where they 
were discovered. T he visitor’s understanding o f the history of a given site, 
even as the scientist’s knowledge, is clearly enhanced by —  indeed, depends 
upon —  seeing all of the physical remains together. 1 suppose it might be 
argued in our world today that we could generate a “virtual Nemea” 
anywhere we like, but 1 cannot believe that the impact would be the same
any more than if Williamsburg were moved to Orlando.

It will already be obvious that 1 am very proud of this museum at 
Nemea, and that pride comes not only from the attempt —  which I think 
has enjoyed some success —  to present the whole of the story of the ancient 
site ot Nemea, to provide access to all ot the antiquities to scholars from 
around the world, and to give shelter and security to those antiquities. My 
pride also comes from the fact that this museum has given protection to 
antiquities from other sites in the vicinity o f Nemea. Indeed, at the far end 
of the exhibition hall are four cases o f material that are not from Nemea 
and our excavations, but from two other sites. Both are of Bronze Age date, 
and one has been referred to already —  Aidonia.

W hen 1 designed this building, i could not know how much, or what, 
we would discover in the excavations at Nemea, but I was certain that space 
would always be needed. Hence 1 made the building larger than was 
necessary at that time, and there is still an entire room that has allowed for 
research and storage of the discoveries of more than 20 years by the 
University of California, of discoveries from longer ago by the Am erican 
School of Classical Studies, and for the discoveries of Professor W right and 
his team on the Bron:e Age settlem ent west of the Sanctuary of Zeus in 
excavations undertaken in the 1980’s.

This room will become the permanent home of the material that is now 
being returned to Greece, for it is clear to all of us that the gold artifacts 
now here in W ashington originally came from the site ot Aidonia. And it is 
equally clear that they should be housed together with the material 
discovered in the legal excavations ot that site by Mrs. Krystalli-Votsi. Thus, 
at some point in the next two years, we can anticipate the opening of the 
East Room of the Nemea Museum with the full exhibition of Bronze Age
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material from the Nemea region.
W e have now come to the nitty-gritty of this seminar. It is believed that 

the material here in W ashington was illicitly excavated at the site of 
Aidonia. Two experts in the archaeology of Bronze Age G reece have spoken 
to this issue, and what 1 have to add is not their kind of knowledge, hut 
comes instead from what 1 have heard and seen in more than twenty years 
of living and working at Nemea. My evidence is, in other words, anecdotal 
hut nonetheless compelling —  at least in my mind.

T h e  northern portion of the Peloponnese consists, in general geo
graphic terms, o f a series o f valleys, more or less parallel to one another, 
each o f which drains northward toward the G u lf of C orinth. Beginning at 
C orinth itself, and moving westward, we see the valley that was dominated 
hy the town of Kleonai, then the Nemea Valley, then the valley of ancient 
Phlious, and then the valley (and lake) of Stymphalos. As we move 
westward, we enter the Arkadian mountains and move progressively higher 
in elevation.

T h e  site of Aidonia lies in a western arm o f the Phlious valley nearly 10 
miles hy road from ancient Nemea, but we must here make clear a situation 
that has led to confusion for many. T h e  Phlious valley is dominated 
politically today by a large town o f about 4 ,500  inhabitants that lies at the 
south-eastern corner of the valley. T his town u.sed to be called Aghios 
Georgios (S t. George) but a little over a century ago, a clever mayor —  
noting that the name Nemea was well known from antiquity —  
appropriated that name. H ence, this town is now technically known as Nea 
Nemea while the small village of about 400  that lies next to the ancient 
sanctuary of Nemean Zeus is officially known as Archaia Nemea. But 
virtually every modern Greek calls the larger town simply Nemea. Hence 
early reports of illicit digging at Nemea caused special alarm for me although 
it soon emerged that the site for which I am responsible was not involved.

Our valley of Archaia Nemea is quite distinct from that o f the ancient 
Phlious (or Nea N em ea), separated from it by a ridge which is dominated by 
the hill known today as Prophetis Elias. T h e  town of Nea Nemea, it .should 
be said right from the beginning, is well known for its wine production, but 
also —  at least in the immediate area —  as a center of illicit digging for 
antiquities, or “archaiokapilia” as it is called in Greek. W hen 1 first arrived 
in 1973 to begin my work at A ncient Nemea, it was not uncommon for 
men to approach me in the streets of Nea Nemea and offer to “work with 
me”. O ne man, for example, told me to call him to bring his tractor. He 
could —  he proudly proclaimed —  find antiquities anywhere as he had 
often proven, even at night without benefit of lights. He and 1 were —  I was 
to understand —  “synadelphoi” (colleagues). W hen 1, astonished, said, “but 
you are an archaiokapilos”, he drew him self up and responded, “Yes, and a
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very good one.”
These people who make a hahit of ravaging the countryside in the 

search o f antiquities are well known locally, and sometimes even prominent 
people in the local community. Som e “archaiokapiloi” are simply farmers 
who plow up artifacts in their fields, hut others are well organized and, in 
the local vernacular, “go out searching at night.” Many o f them are well- 
connected politically. It is hardly surprising then, that the first knowledge of 
the Mycenaean cemetery at Aidonia came from such “archaiokapiloi”.
W hat of Aidonia? This site controls the western entrance into an extremely 
fertile valley which supported a prosperous agriculturally based community 
in classical antiquity even as it does today, and as it must have done in the 
Bronze Age as well.

T h e  cemetery with its twenty known tomhs cut out of the bedrock had 
been discovered already by November, 1976, and in the following month 
there broke out a gunfight between two rival gangs o f “archaiokapiloi" - a 
gunfight which was seen and heard by the whole village o f Aidonia, and 
which —  it is said —  was won by the gang which included the then mayor 
of the village. In January, 1977, the existence of the illicit digging was 
reported to the head guard at the site o f A ncient Nemea who was the 
nearest representative of the Archaeological Service. But it was not until 
the evening o f November 18, 1977 —  nearly a year after the first report was 
made —  that the guards at A ncient Nemea were ordered to guard the site at 
Aidonia. It was in the spring of 1978 that official excavations by the 
Archaeological Service under the direction of Kalliope Krystalli-Votsi were 
undertaken.

These tombs are cut from the rock with a long sloping ramp —  the so- 
called “dromos” - approaching the burial chamber. Twenty of these tombs 
are known in the cemetery, although the full extent of the cemetery has not 
been determined. O f the known tombs, only two were discovered by the 
Archaeological Service in an undisturbed state; the others had all been 
plundered by the “archaiokapiloi” who were clearly interested in a quick 
buck, for broken pottery fragments were not collected. But in one of those 
plundered tombs (dubbed “Tomb 7” by the excavator), the illicit diggers had 
overlooked a pit cut into the bedrock floor in antiquity. T h e  pit was noted 
by an experienced digger in the employ o f the Service, and it contained 
jewelry that is now on display in the museum at A ncient Nemea. T hat 
jewelry allowed the experts to show the probability that the jewelry in 
W ashington was made by the same hand and could well have come from the 
same cemetery. Did it, in fact, come from Aidonia?

1 am convinced that it did, but not only because o f technical reasons. 
First, 1 learned about the existence of illicit digging in the region o f Nea 
Nemea at a cocktail party in A thens in the summer of 1977 —  that is, after
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the Aidonia cemetery had been discovered hy the A rchaeological Service. 
A n acquaintance of mine who works for a bank in Switzerland informed me 
that whole Mycenaean vases were coming onto the antiquities market, and 
that they were coming from Nemea smuggled out o f G reece in watermelons. 
In other words, this is clear evidence that material from Aidonia did in fact 
leave Greece.

Further, not long after I learned of the existence o f illicit digging 
somewhere in the region of Nemea, and long before the jewelry in 
W ashington was known to the scholarly world —  that is, long before it 
came onto the market —  there were strong and persistent rumors in Nea 
Nemea that Aidonia had produced great wealth in the form o f gold which 
included large gold rings with carved depictions of bare-breasted women in 
long skirts. Now such a de.scription is so genetically characteristic of the 
period in question, and is further true of rings from the legal excavations of 
Aidonia, that it is difficult to be certain that the legally excavated material 
was not the source o f the rumors. T h e  same is true of rumors of “gold 
flowers”, for items that might be so described were found at Aidonia and are 
now in the museum at Nemea. But these descriptions also fit material in the 
collection in W ashington, and 1 heard these descriptions from truck drivers, 
and shopkeepers, and cabinet-m akers who had certainly never seen the 
legally excavated material from Aidonia at the time they told me about the 
gold discovered by the “archaiokapiloi”.

Even more telling for me is the fact that, according to the local guards 
who spent a great deal of time at Aidonia, and who have real experience in 
proper excavations, the earth from one —  and only one —  of the tombs 
excavated illegally had been sieved. This was not, incidentally. Tomb 7.
This sieved earth clearly indicates that the archaiokapiloi had discovered 
something of interest —  or perhaps I should say, something o f obvious value
—  in that particular tomb and they were careful to be sure that they did not 
miss anything else of value from that tomb.

In other words, the circum stantial evidence that the gold in 
W ashington originally came from Aidonia is compelling. And we can, 
therefore, celebrate the fact that it will return home to live where it 
belongs. There are those who can take justifiable pride in the outcome of 
this story, and who ought to be congratulated. In fact, everyone of us who is 
an Am erican taxpayer can be proud that we have underwritten the tax 
deduction laws that provided an impetus for the gift o f this gold to the 
Society for the Preservation of the Greek Heritage. But we must at the same 
time be sad that this story was necessary, for the scientific value of this 
collection has been greatly reduced.

It is sometimes overlooked in the controversy about the Elgin marbles 
that, even though it is a handicap to science that they are not now where
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they should be, at least we know whence they came and therefore can he 
certain about their date, function, authorship, etc. T h e  jewelry in 
W ashington, however, has been stripped o f such possible certainty. We 
cannot know if every last piece of it was actually from a single tomb or if 
some pieces came from different tombs. W e cannot know, therefore, if every 
piece is contemporary with all the other pieces. Nor can we be certain, 
without the proper scientific excavation, whether —  even if it all came 
from a single tomb —  one or more pieces might have come from an earlier 
or later burial within that single tomb. And we will almost certainly never 
know what ceramics were associated in the same tomb with this gold 
material.

W hy was this scientific evidence —  of such great value to our 
understanding of a brilliant period in the history of mankind —  destroyed.^ 
W hy do looters break into the laboratory of the archaeologist, but no one 
would try to steal a chem ist’s test-tube.^ Clearly the basic difference is the 
intrinsic value of the artifacts —  for who would want a test-tube on his 
mantelpiece.' or to hang a mathematics formula on his wall? Clearly if there 
were no market value for our raw data, it would be allowed to remain safely 
in the ground. In this way it is clear that a part o f the solution to our 
problem is to remove the market, and we can all applaud the G etty Museum 
for its unilateral decision to refuse to purcha.se any antiquities for a five year 
period. If all institutions were to follow this example, a great step forward 
would be taken toward stopping the destruction cau.sed by “archaiokapilia". 
And here is something that everyone of us in the United States can do.
Take ten minutes to write a letter to an institution that has a collection of 
antiquities and urge that it follows the lead of the G etty in declaring a 
moratorium on the purchase of any antiquities at all. Indeed, urge that 
institution to display its scientific responsibility by going beyond the Getty 
and announcing an indefinite moratorium. But a massive institutional 
withdrawal from the marketplace would be a major first step in placing 
pressure on the private collector as well, and as we have just seen with the 
present collection, the material must not leave its original context in the 
first place if we are to preserve its full scientific value.

A  .second step that each of us can take is to make it known clearly to 
collectors and dealers in antiquities that they steal from the scientist —  that 
they are directly responsible for a part of the destruction of the evidence 
that we archaeologists depend upon. 1 wonder what dealers would do if 
archaeologists refused to write descriptive catalogues for them? But even if 
our efft)rrs in the marketplace are successful, and the demand for our 
archaeological evidence were reduced, can we be sure that the suppliers 
would cease their activities? After all, if there is a supply of material of a 
type that has, by its very nature, the power to generate a demand, then the
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cycle will start again all too easily. H ence, we must also look to the local 
situation in Greece.

Let us return to the situation o f the ancient cemetery at Aidonia and 
note a number of facts. As already mentioned, the site of the cemetery is 
easily visible from the village, and sounds carry so well that we must 
understand that any w’ork in the ancient cemetery at night was also audible 
in the village, and the results of that work clearly visible in the light ot 
morning. For nearly a year work went on in the pillaging o f this cemetery, 
and eighteen tombs were looted. T h at did not happen in a single night, or 
even a single week or month, and yet no one from the village made any 
report to the authorities. T h e  report to the authorities that went through 
the head guard at A ncient Nemea —  in January, 1977, as 1 already 
mentioned —  came from people who did not live in the village of Aidonia, 
and my report —  which did not m ention Aidonia because I did not know 
the site then —  came by way of Switzerland. T h e  head guard at A ncient 
Nemea was finally ordered to protect the site at Aidonia on November 18, 
1977. T hat was the day of N ational Elections in G reece —  and a new C h ief 
of Police had just arrived in Nea Nemea. T h e  head guard from A ncient 
Nemea and another guard went to Aidonia and took up their posts. A t 
about 2 a.m. on the night of November 18/19, 1977, the owner of a nearby 
house called the police to report suspicious activities at the site. T hat w'as 
the first time any such report had been made about the site from a villager, 
and the “suspicious activities” were, o f course, those o f the guards 
themselves.

T he owner of the house —  who had made no report during the 
previous year —  was, for other reasons, high on the list of suspects who were 
involved with the illicit digging according to the new C h ief of Police. But 
the owner ot the house was subsequently appointed as an official guard of 
the site. So, too, was a nephew of the mayor ot Aidonia. How did these two 
men come to be appointed to watch over the plundered cemetery? Through 
the intervention of a very powerful politician from the region of Nemea. In 
other words, a politician played a major role in this story, not necessarily in 
any active way, but by tacitly rewarding those who appear to have been 
involved in the plundering of the tombs. O r so, at least, the local people 
understtxid it. Hence, with the mayor and the previous C h ief of Police 
involved, or thought to be involved, in the “archaiokapilia”, and with the 
most powerful political figure in the region lending apparent support, is it 
any wonder that the people o f Aidonia —  and we must remember that the 
majority ot them were not directly involved with the looting —  kept quiet 
about the activity that they saw and heard going on near their homes?

1 wish 1 could say that this is the only instance of frivolous meddling by 
the political leadership of G reece with the antiquities of that country. But
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guards for the archaeological sites and museums of G reece are frequently 
appointed because they have votes and belong to the party in power and not 
because of their knowledge about or interest in antiquities. And this has 
been acknowledged publicly by the U nion o f Guards itself (A thenian 
newspaper Eleutherotypia of June 17, 1993). In fact, there is a shortage of 
guards for these sites, but this is of concern to the political leadership only 
during election years. To be sure, most politicians do not try to appoint 
guards and are involved with archaeology only in a politically negative way.
1 mean that they condemn the Archaeological Service and its members —  
my colleagues —  for their slow and bureaucratic ways when some 
constituent complains that his construction project is being delayed, or 
when a new road is side-tracked, because the members of the 
Archaeological Service are tardy in carrying out the preliminary salvage 
excavations that are a prerequisite to such construction. But the tardiness 
comes from a lack ot resources at the disposal o f the archaeologist and not 
from any lack of will or ability. For example, in 1988 there were only 9 
archaeologists and 36 regular workmen in the employ of the Regional Office 
that is responsible for the whole of the northeastern Peloponnese including 
C orinth, M ycenae, Nauplion, Epidauros, Argos, and ...A id onia. But those 
same political leaders who criticize the Archaeological Service vote for the 
national budget.

W e might think of the antiquities of G reece as a national treasure for 
that country —  as well as a fundamental part of our own heritage. W e might 
regard the antiquities of G reece as an econom ic resource for Greece. For 
example, my work has put more than $2 ,000 ,000  directly into the local 
economy of Nemea, and the casual purchases of my students and of the 
visitors who come to see our work produces more income, but this story can 
be duplicated all over Greece. But what do you think is the share of the 
national budget allotted to the Ministry of Culture.’ And please remember 
that the Ministry of Culture has responsibility not only for antiquities, but 
also for the libraries and theaters, for dance and music, for all of the cultural 
affairs of Greece. In 1985 the Ministry of Culture was allotted 0 .43%  o f the 
national budget. 1 have heard that today the figure is even lower. O f course, 
we Am ericans have nothing to be proud about —  we do not even reckon 
“culture" as worthy of a cabinet seat.

It is the Greek political leadership —  with notable exceptions —  that 
shows its .scorn for Greek antiquities by voting such a budget that leaves the 
antiquities exposed to the dangers of not only “archaiokapilia”, but of 
neglect. But the cavalier treatm ent of the antiquities by the pt)litical leaders 
of G reece does not stop there. Clippings from the Kathim erini, an A thenian 
daily newspaper that is one o f the most serious and most respected in 
G reece from two years ago —  January 21 and 23, 1994 —  reveal that an
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extremely highly placed political figure has a private collection of 
antiquities that has been proven to contain material illicitly excavated in 
C rete in 1979 and 1980. W hen questioned about the provenance of those 
antiquities, it is said that this politician responded that there was no reason 
for him to he concerned about where the antiquities came from —  the law 
required him only to declare that they were in his possession so that they 
could be registered by the Archaeological Service’s Department of Private 
Collections.

1 do not know if this report is true, and 1 hope that it is not, for is such 
irresponsible behavior comes from such an important leader, it is a miracle 
that there are any antiquities left in Greek soil —  a miracle, and a tribute to 
the devotion and the sacrifices, in the face o f such “leadership”, by the 
members of the Archaeological Service. Katie Demakopoulou does not 
punch a clock and turn off her concern for the antiquities of her country 
when the buzzer rings. She works nights and week-ends and whenever the 
need exists, and she and her fellows and all o f the honest guards and 
workmen are the patriots who deserve the thanks o f all Greeks —  including 
their political leadership —  and of all of us who care about the science of 
archaeology.

But in fact, they are not only underappreciated, but understaffed and 
underpaid. In June, 1990, 1 was asked to serve as an exam iner for young 
candidates for a few positions that had opened in the Archaeological 
Service. 1 was astounded when 1 entered the room to see 81 candidates. A 
major reason for this is because an archaeologist who is fortunate enough to 
become a regular member o f the Archaeological Service can anticipate a 
starting annual salary, after deductions, of just under $6,000 . I say fortunate 
because —  although there are hundreds and hundreds of bright and well- 
trained young archaeologists com ing out o f the Universities of G reece, there 
are only about 400  positions for archaeologists in the whole Archaeological 
Service to cover all the archaeological needs o f the whole country. And if 
that young archaeologist perseveres and works for the next thirty years, and 
finds the time and energy to earn a Ph.D ., and become a director of a 
mu.seum or of a regional office, then the salary will rocket up to an 
astonishing annual take-home pay o f $13 ,500 .

T hat new member of the Archaeological Service can anticipate 
incredible difficulties that start with that inadequate salary and continue 
with the problems of actually getting to the sites where, for example, illicit 
excavations have been reported. He or she cannot afford to own a car —  a 
fact that probably seems incredible to an Am erican —  and must rely upon 
public transportation, or, in rare examples, upon an automobile that belongs 
to the Archaeological Service. But when, for example, Mrs. Krystalli in 
1978 wanted to go to Aidonia, which is about an hour’s drive away from her

45



office in Nauplion, if she took the Service car, then her colleagues had no 
way to go to their sites except by bus. This is not an efficient situation, and 
it invites mischief, especially in reiTH)te areas.

I must mention another pressing reason for concern about the 
antiquities of Greece. 1 have used the word “archaiokapilia” as a term for the 
illicit digging up o f antiquities that had been in the place where they were 
left more than 2000 years ago. This illicit digging destroys the evidence that 
is so important to us archaeologists, and we sometimes do not even know 
that it has happened, if an ancient tomb is discovered and plundered and 
covered over in an isolated area, we may never find out about it. T h at is 
why Aidonia is so important —  the Archaeological Service was informed 
and did carry out excavations .so that, even if much evidence has been lost, 
we still have .some information.

But there is another, more proper, use of the word “archaiokapilia”. 1 
refer to thefts, not from isolated and unrecorded sites, but from museums 
and sites that protect —  thei)retically —  previously excavated antiquities. 
And this aspect of “archaiokapilia” has been on the rise in the last twenty 
years. It is significant that the number of thefts from museums and sites 
jumped dramatically at the end of the 1980’s. Even more significant is the 
nature of the material taken and the places from where it was stolen. Some 
ot these thefts are clearly “touristic”: one can imagine a tourist snapping a 
leg oft the frieze of the Siphnian Treasury at Delphi when no one was 
looking. But theft was equally clearly tor the antiquities market since a 
mosaic stolen trom Sparta in 1986 turned up in the United States, and by 
1988 it is clear that there is an organized ring of thieves at work. Material 
stolen from Aegion in 1988 was located in Belgium, and a Hermes head 
stolen trom Euboea was tound in Zurich. T h e  most infamous of these thefts 
occurred within a week in early April, 1990 when two sites in northern 
A ttika were hit, tollowed by the looting of the museum at C orinth. Some 
270 objects were taken, and the night guard at the museum was viciously 
beaten within an inch ot his life. He spent months recovering in a hospital 
bed, and will never tully regain his health.

But what is particularly worrisome about these robberies that looted 
museums at Paros, Tegea, and Schim atari in the summer of 1992, is not just 
the quantity ot material, hut also the selectivity of the thieves. In each of 
those examples, antiquities were left behind which would seem to be as 
valuable as those that were taken. As Nancy Bookides, Assistant Director of 
the Excavations at C orinth, said the morning after that robbery: “It is as if 
they had a shopping list.”

Equally disconcerting is the increasing nerve that has been displayed. 
Pieces of sculpture were taken trom the Akropolis Museum and the 
Kanellopoulos Museum in A thens in December, 1992, and January, 1993,
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respectively, apparently during hours of operation. T h e  greatest display of 
chutzpah, however, occurred in June, 1993, when a marble head was 
removed from its base (not an easy task with the iron rod that had been 
cemented in place) and taken out of the N ational Archaeological Museum 
in A thens while the museum was open, apparently in the period between 
12:30 p.m. when the guard o f room 12 left for the day and 12:45 p.m. when 
the replacement guard arrived.

This brings me back to Nemea and the question of political leaders and 
guards. It will have become apparent to you that 1 am concerned, and that 
there is cause for concern, about the safety of all museums in Greece, 
including ours at Nemea. My concern is not only that of the person who 
built and equipped that building, and still maintains it, but of the scientist 
whose raw data is stored in that structure. A  theft of the material on 
exhibition would be extremely painful, but the scientific loss that could 
come with a break-in would be permanent. T he thousands of coins and tens 
of thousands of pottery fragments and other material that are not on 
exhibit, but are carefully stored in accordance with the precise place where 
each was found is my greatest concern. T h e  system is in place in that 
museum so that any scholar can retrieve, and physically reassemble on a 
worktable everything but the dirt from a given ancient layer —  and 
frequently even samples of dirt. Thus the analysis and interpretation of this 
material that we have done, and are still doing, can be checked in the future 
when knowledge and archaeological techniques have advanced. A  simple 
act ot vandalism —  not even theft —  by which material from different 
archaeological contexts was mixed together would destroy the value o f that 
material’s evidence and, hence, information about our past.

In June, 1981, a few months before a national election, a new guard was 
appointed at Nemea. 1 will call him Mr. M. He is a native of the valley with 
a large family with many votes, and he not only knew nothing about the 
antiquities of A ncient Nemea, but he frequently bragged about the fact, for 
his appointinent revealed his political clout, not his archaeological 
qualifications. During the next four years, Mr. M continued to reveal his 
di.sdain for the antiquities. In front o f me, he handed out fragments of 
ancient roof tiles to visitors as souvenirs. He sat, unmoving and unmoved, 
in the shade and watched a French tourist enter one o f my trenches and 
scrape the scarp to remove a pot sherd. His initials appeared scratched on a 
column from the Temple of Zeus, and the telephone numbers of his girl 
friends appeared scratched on the marble window sill o f the museum. I did 
not see him make the scratches, but workmen and other guards stated that 
they had seen Mr. M produce these defacements. I did see him bring his son 
into the museum to play soccer —  which resulted in dirty ball-marks on the 
w'alls and forced me to repaint. He chased two different female members of
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the California excavation staff around the site, and in the case of the 
photographer, up the stairs to her darkroom where she locked herself in and 
screamed for help. Mr. M came frequently to the site drunk and abusive, and 
the obscene epithets that he shouted at his fellow guards —  male and 
female —  could be heard clearly at the far end of the archaeological site 
more than 400  meters away.

This unacceptable behavior led Mrs. Demakopoulou, then responsible 
for the archaeological region o f which Nemea is a part, to launch an official 
investigation and, on O ctober 10, 1985, Mr. M was discharged from his 
position as guard. O f course, the political party of which Mr. M was a part 
and the source of his clout was no longer in power at that time. T he 
following year, in time for the local mayoral elections, Mr. M switched his 
political allegiance in return for which one o f the workmen, who had 
testified that he had seen Mr. M scratch his initials on the Temple o f Zeus 
column, recanted his previous testimony. O n that basis, Mr. M was 
reinstated as a guard, but assigned to the site of Kleonai, about 5 miles east 
of Nemea. A  year later two large inscribed marble statue bases of Roman 
Imperial date —  that had been lying for hundreds of years in the same place 
in the ancient site of Kleonai —  disappeared. In 1989, on the day after 
National Elections in which the political leadership o f Greece changed, Mr. 
M switched back to his original political alignment.

O n April 13, 1993, again in a pre-election period and as a part of a 
general stratagem by the then ruling political party, Mr. M was appointed 
head guard of A ncient Nemea, and instructions were issued that the keys to 
the museum and the code to the burglar alarm were to be turned over to 
him. T h e  archaeological authorities of the region, well aware of Mr. M ’s past 
behavior, delayed implementation of the order, and opposition to that order 
grew when it was learned that Mr. M ’s son had just been sentenced to a 
seven-year term in jail on his third conviction of armed robbery. T hat 
opposition reached a peak when, on June 18, 1993, five members of 
parliament formally asked the Minister of Culture why Mr. M had been 
appointed without the consultation of the local archaeologists, and whether 
the M inister was aware of Mr. M ’s past record. Those five members of 
parliament were, unfortunately, of the opposition party for, as .so often 
happens to people in positions of power, the ruling party could not rule 
itself.

Finally, the order reinstating Mr. M as head guard was withdrawn. And 
the Am erican School of Classical Studies at A thens received an official 
letter from the then Director of A ntiquities reprimanding me for meddling 
in the internal affairs of Greece. 1 am certain that 1 will receive much such 
criticism.

But it has seemed to me that 1 must speak out. If 1 do not defend my
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work, if 1 do not defend the basis of my science, who will? It has always 
seemed to me that history is a roadmap that tells us where we are by 
allowing us to see where we have been and how we got there, and how to go 
where we want to go. But if the historian-cartographer is to provide a full 
and accurate map, the archaeologist-surveyor must provide all the detailed 
information. And that cannot happen if those precious pieces of our past 
have been removed. Our heritage, in all its manifestations, must not return, 
but stay safe at home.

And if 1 don’t, who else will say that, 400  yards from the museum at 
Nemea —  which is the ultimate and appropriate destination of the gold 
jewelry in W ashington —  lives Mr. M, still an official guard, with his son 
who once played soccer in that museum and who, last month, was released 
on parole from the federal penitentiary.' 1 want the whole world to know 
that this danger is real, and it takes only the cupidity o f a frivolous 
politician in the wrong place at the wrong time to have that danger realized.

All the citizens of this little world where w e  live, must constantly 
remind our elected representatives that they are the fiduciaries, not the 
beneficiaries, of our common resources. T h at they will not be allowed to 
exploit our treasures for their own selfish goals. T h at —  on the contrary and 
on our behalf and with our support and co-operation —  they must endeavor 
to preserve and protect them, whether those treasures are the redwoods of 
California or the antiquities o f Greece. ■
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The Panel
Mr. Thomas L. Freudenheim, Moderator 
Dr, Constance Loeiventhal 
Professor Robert Elia 
Mr. James Fit:^atrick

Freudenheim : 1 am really not personally involved, so 1 am safe on all of 
this. I do want to say at the outset that this is not my field of expertise, 
other than the tact that I am extremely interested in having issues o f this 
kind discussed more and having public forums of this kind. 1 think it is very 
important.

W hat vve have are conflicting interests; it will he interesting to see how 
the conflict sorts itself out. We are not going to ask for a show of hands or 
anything like that, hut we have very important conflicting interests between 
scholarship and other fields. The.se are not always direct conflicts, these 
conflicts rage among fields of scholarship: archaeology, art history (which is 
where 1 learned to look at Greek art). Art history is not necessarily the same 
as archaeology and often maintains a different point o f view. W e like 
looking at things in museums rather than on site. T h e  issue of site-hased 
data that you just heard about relates to the museum’s ability to give you 
direct access in some ways, less direct access in other ways: these are 
questions that 1 was thinking about listening to Professor Miller, whether 
things are safer in museums, at least in our museums or in the British 
Museum, and how that relates to the issues that vve have just been listening 
to. And then, of course, we must confront the ethics and morality issue, 
which is not necessarily the same as all of those other questions. A rt history 
has never been big on ethics, and 1 am not sure whether the same is true of 
archaeology, but 1 shouldn’t judge that, since 1 am only an art historian and 
not an archaeologist.

T he tact is that we are living in a time when, happily, the questions of 
ethics are being raised; questions about exactly whose heritage it is. W e hear 
words bandied about, such as “world civilization” and its belonging to 
everybody in the world: “national heritage” and “international heritage” and 
that sort of thing. But who are we talking about.^ W hich  nation is it.' 1 have 
spent a fair amount of time in Turkey and in G reece and am always struck 
by the question of who.se heritage I am viewing, especially when in Turkey. 
There, I tend to be more interested in the Greek material; whereas when 
you are in G reece you know the word Turkey is never mentioned.

T h e  question remains; where are the lines that we want to respect, how
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are they made and who makes them? W ho respects them? It isn’t as simple 
as people just saying they need to obey laws; laws are made by people and 
they are devised for certain purposes, Am erican laws as well as laws o f other 
countries. How should any statute of limitations work? W e all know there 
are statutes of limitations in regard to this issue in most places. O n the other 
hand, in the United States, Am erican Indian materials are not subject to 
conventional statutes of limitation. It is interesting to think of the potential 
impact ot that world-wide.

W hat about materials not considered archaeology? W hy is this question 
only about archaeology? Doesn’t this problem hold true for paintings that 
have been ripped out of their context and objects that were stolen from 
churches? W hat about the paintings we revere at the National Gallery 
across the street, that might not have come legitimately from some church 
or other? W e have all happily visited places where works are in their 
original site. 1 was in Venice this past summer —  one of the great places 
where you still see many works of art that are in their original sites, 
especially in churches. Imagine the Church of the Frari without its Titian, 
etc.

1 am particularly interested in the impact of N A G PR A , the Native 
Am erican Grave Protection Repatriation A ct, which deals with issues of 
cultural affiliation, not necessarily geographic sources, so that material by 
Am erican law is now being returned to Native Am erican groups based on 
cultural affiliation. W hat would happen if that law were applied world-wide? 
Does that mean that the Turks would have to return material to the Greeks 
because it is culturally affiliated with what is now Greece? T he Israelis 
returned to Egypt material that was dug up in Sinai relatively recently, and 
yet some of it may be material that is culturally affiliated with Israel and by 
Am erican law would have conceivably been claimable by the Israelis. There 
are many potential examples of that.

I question the appropriate venues for re.solution o f those disputes. In 
relation to Am erican Indian materials, it would be resolved in our courts. 
There are two tribes currently fighting over whether members’ material 
should be returned to the tribes, even though archaeologists consider these 
artifacts as prehistoric and therefore not affiliated with any currently known 
tribe. It is going to be interesting to see how that gets decided. Are the 
courts really going to be neutral, whatever that means, and fair in that 
regard? W hat will be considered “fair” and to whom?

And then we return to issues of morality and ethics. I am not sure that 1 
agree with Professor M iller that we should all be proud that Am erican tax 
dollars are helping to repatriate this material, because the question is about 
whether it rewards what may or may not be theft. If it is theft, should I, the 
taxpayer, be subventing the return of material in another country through
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what may he essentially a “front organization” in order to make that 
happen? 1 am not arguing that it is had, as 1 said at the outset. I am just 
interested in having these questions raised.

1 really, personally, don’t have a clear position on this field, hut 1 have 
very strong feelings that we need a lot more discussion o f this, such as 
forums like this as well as in the press. W e need to have the press ask more 
honest questions, with less heroic discussion o f institutions like museums. 
Museums, after all, are trophy halls and when they become celebrated for 
being trophy halls it is very hard to think of them in a way that criticizes 
them. T hat is related to the way that all of us project what museums are 
about. 1 say that even though 1 have spent my life working in museums.

Finally, 1 want to say that 1 am grateful to Professor M iller for talking 
about the fact that we can do something, that everyone of us is involved 
with this in some form. W e all have personal responsibilities. T his isn’t 
something that is happening somewhere else. T h at doesn’t mean that we 
can make change happen easily, but we can ’t pretend this is simply someone 
else's problem. As 1 said, I am probably the only person here without a firm 
position on these issues, and we will start with C onnie Lowenthal, whom 
probably all of you read regularly in the W all Street Journal, and whose 
position you may know. She has a great deal to say on this subject.

Low enthal: 1 would like to thank all of you for coming to-day to think 
about all these issues and to learn about Mycenae and this particular group 
of gold objects.

T h e  International Foundation for A rt Research is a twenty-six-year-old 
not-for-profit organization. 1 have only been there for 11 years and only for 
the last 15 years of our existence have we collected information on stolen 
art. W hat do we do? W e register stolen items. Clearly, you are thinking 
ahead of me. If it has been underground or under water you can’t register it. 
You have never seen it, photographed, or measured it.

W hen we talk about the scope of the theft world-wide, different 
numbers are bandied about. Som e people say two billion dollars a year. 1 
don’t know' if that is wholesale or retail. 1 do know that it includes plunder.

Art objects are reported to us that are reported stolen to the police, but 
it is international. It has to be a stolen item, and so for us that usually 
means a burglary, a robbery, a high-jacking of a vehicle, an opportunity 
theft, a planned theft. “They knew what they w'anted.” They took a random 
selection. W e get all kinds of plain detective stories. But, when it comes to 
the archaeological things, IFA R takes an interest in it because of the law 
that governs recovery of stolen property, and we like to keep that law 
favorable to the victim.

O ne of the things that has not been m entioned today is what is the
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Greek law on the ownership ot antiquities. Is everything under the ground 
property ot the State, and would that statute, as it is drafted, have held up in 
court in this case? Peru’s law that gives ownership to the State of everything 
that is dug up from the ground did not hold up in federal court. There are 
signs that Turkey’s law of 1906 may hold up in federal court. A t least from 
some pretrial motions in a case that is pending in New England, it looks 
favorable. W e will see.

So, stolen means many different things to many different people. 
Repatriation, of course, is what we are celebrating to-day because these are 
things of Greek origin and are going back to G reece. W e could debate the 
desirability of some things having a diaspora. How many people in Am erica 
got interested in G reece becau.se of things ot Greek origin that they .saw 
here, or went to London to see the Elgin inarbles and were inspired to go 
beyond that on another trip to .see the Parthenon from which it came.’ 
Complicated as that may all be, and with all the em otional ramifications, 
art can be an amba.ssador after it is pried loose from its place of origin. So 
there is some balance, it is not all bad for some things to spread around.
And that goes in the modern era, too.

In the United States we have no export restrictions on cultural goods. 
T his would be a concern if you happen to be worried about Edward Hopper 
becoming too rare in this country because all o f a sudden a Frenchman 
maybe got very rich and decided to corner the market on Edward Hopper, 
and we consider him the Great Am erican painter —  or Winslow Homer. 
W hat would happen? W hat about that document of the Louisiana Purchase 
that was recently purchased at auction by two dealers? For whom? Is it gt)ing 
tt) stay here, is it going to go to a museum where we can all enjoy it? We 
hope so. Our laws don’t make any provision for keeping tho.se things within 
America.

Let me just say something about the international reporting of stolen 
art. W hen it came to the cleaning out o f the mu.seum in ancient C orinth, 
the Am erican School o f Classical Studies paid our organization the grand 
fee of $5 ,000  to put out a 28-page booklet with the details of all the items 
that were stolen, which was circulated among our subscribers and their list.
It costs twenty-five dollars to publish a single item, but if it comes through 
Interpol, it doesn’t cost anything. W e are a not-for-profit organization, and 
we raise funds to publicize thefts.

T he list of items stolen from G reece that was distributed to-day is news 
to me. W e have been doing this for 20 years. W e occasionally ask people 
with Greek connections to report to us, but we have not received very many 
reports. Each Interpol office is funded by the nation, in our case it is under 
the Department of Justice, it is called the National Central Bureau. In 
London, it is in the same building as Scotland Yard’s A rt and Antique
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Squad. Here, it is in a different building. I don’t know where it is in 
Moscow; I don’t know where it is in A thens. But, there is an art reporting 
form for stolen items, from private collections, from museums as long as 
there is sufficient documentation. And G reece reports very little through 
Interpol.

So again, it is not going to help with the archaeological plunder 
problem unless it is already on site, in the shed and has been measured and 
photographed. But those places are vulnerable too. If you list with the A rt 
Loss Register, it doesn’t only go into IFA R reports, it also goes into a 
database which now has 70 ,000  items in it. T h at database can be consulted 
free of charge by any law enforcem ent agent, whether a drug enforcem ent 
agent who has just confiscated something, or a policeman or detective who 
has just received a tip that something stolen is being offered, or whether an 
archaeologist has called to say that a dealer has something that is a stolen 
item. It could be seized; by the way, that is the cheapest and fastest way to 
get it back. And in this country, much to the chagrin of many dealers and 
collectors, our laws and our law enforcem ent are very sympathetic to the 
original owner. So I would urge any of you who knows o f a theft and who 
can provide photographs and measurements, or whatever constitutes a 
unique description if no photo is available, to report it. If it is described 
uniquely, we can register it. It will be on the computer in our office and in 
our London affiliate; these records are available not only to police agencies. 
But police keep records o f stolen art primarily for the purpose of getting the 
criminals. W e keep them for the purposes of recovering the art for the 
original owner. So, not knowing the particulars of this case, (because it 
never went through trial) I can ’t say that it is stolen, although 1 am very 
impressed with the arguments I have heard today. It is going back, of course, 
to where it was originally made. But many thefts are suffered by G reece and 
by other countries that have a hard time guarding their numerous treasures. 
M uch can be done to improve the recovery rate, but sharing information is 
crucial.

Am erica has its thefts, too; it really can happen anywhere. Please report 
it. Our courts require victims to take some action to make it publicly known 
and not rest on a victimization status. You have to take a pro-active stand in 
pursuing your property, and then our laws are extremely hospitable to claims 
from foreign countries and individuals who are victims of art theft.

F itzpatrick: For twenty five years I have represented dealers in ancient, 
oriental and primitive art. I feel that coming here today is like an active 
pro-choicer appearing before the Christian C oalition. I was pleased that this 
material is going back to G reece and I must say, I think it is a very generous 
and positive decision of Mr. Ward and his wife.
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After Dr. M iller’s description of what might happen to the gold in 
Greece, my colleagues here might have second thoughts about it being sent 
back to be stolen. Would it be safer in the Met.^ Alm ost certainly it would.

T he question considered here of protection of goods, both in the 
ground and in institutions, is part of what is wrapped up in an extra
ordinarily complicated debate. 1 would suggest nobody has a monopoly on 
morality. I have been involved in discussions about national and 
international standards on the movement of cultural properties for 25 years 
when the U nited States first commenced an analysis as to how we could 
implement the U N E SC O  treaty on cultural properties. And that has been a 
debate that is virtually irreconcilable. O ne has to recognize that there are 
certain perspectives that people bring to a debate. None of those 
perspectives is a priori right, and the other guy is a thug. 1 think 
archaeologists have a strong view of what they think is important in terms 
of their scholarship. Museums, oftentim es, have a different view —  where a 
work o f art can be understood and studied and appreciated and seen and 
written about, even though it isn’t in an altarpiece in Tuscany. These are 
issues that are legitimate in terms of balancing interests, professional 
interests, econom ic interests, scholarly interests and public interests, and a 
consideration of how one sets out sensible public policy toward the 
movement of cultural properties.

Genesis 1 is that if something is stolen —  if you take something from a 
museum or you take something from a protected site —  no one has any 
question about the propriety o f any society getting that item back except 
“continental” societies. Many “continental countries” say a hona fide 
purchaser of a stolen item doesn’t have to return it; in the common law 
world, it has to be returned. O nce we go beyond that situation and get into 
issues —  at least on the legal side —  o f when our courts will be returning 
non-stolen material to a claiming country, the issues get much more muddy 
and the debate gets much more complicated.

T h e  way that this country has sorted through this issue (it has only 
done so once as a matter of national Congressional debate) a bureaucratic 
system was set up under the U N E SC O  Convention for the return o f cultural 
properties. T hat law created a group o f experts who administered the law, 
administered a system whereby countries, if they wanted to close our borders 
to specific cultural goods, would file an application with U SIA , the 
administrative authority, and had to make certain showings in terms of the 
material that was subject to looting. This law emerged from what had 
happened in Central and South Am erica, where there were awful instances 
of grave robbing. This was an institutional attempt to respond —  creating a 
group of experts who, on a retail basis, would look at the particular claim of 
a country and could conclude, “these goods are critical to national
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patrimony and should he kept out.” There have been six or seven instances 
where the cultural property advisory board, made up of archaeologists, 
anthropologists, dealers, collectors, and public members, have looked at that 
evidence and said, “yes, these materials should be kept out.” T his is the one 
time where there has been institutionally an attempt to rationalize or to 
coordinate, as a matter of process, the views of what our national policy 
ought to be.

Beyond that, at least in the terms of the courts, the situation is much 
more murky. Speakers have referred to the Greek law, which wasn’t tested in 
this matter. It is, at least in terms o f its enforceability, open to some question 
in our courts, because the Greek law creates ownership in the Greek state 
but permits individuals to retain ownership and control and sell those 
works. T h at type of law was not considered an ownership statute in the 
traditional sense where our courts are going to enforce it.

There are other questions here. 1 don’t know enough about the gold in 
question here. I believe this would not have been a “slam-dunk” had the 
Greek government gone to court to try to get a judge to order these works 
back to Greece. I think that there were legitimate, scholarly questions about 
attribution of these works. From what I have seen o f the evidence, there 
would have been a very hard fought proceeding to determine the source of 
these works. It is conceivable that some of these materials come from 
mainland G reece, more likely from Crete. It is at least arguable that the 
materials could have come from C rete because there were items indigenous 
to Crete. It was suggested today that the material had come from princes 
that had gone to Crete and brought the material back. T h e  possibility is to 
the contrary.

I don’t know how the case would have turned out. I do know that this 
case illustrates, as a practical matter, the difficulty an individual has in 
defending a lawsuit against a sovereign government that has as deep a 
pocket as it needs to press its case. I have been involved in the Ben Johnson 
case involving Peru where we represented a dealer. T h e  private cost of 
handling that case and going through the district court and the Court of 
Appeals was almost a quarter o f a m illion dollars. A  lot o f dealers are 
unwilling to go through that process, whether there is an appropriate case or 
an inappropriate case o f attribution. I think that Mr. Ward here made the 
proper decision in all circumstances. He feels, and his lawyers feel, that 
these questions of provenance and attribution are much more open than 
some of the people on the other side believe. T h at is what makes the world 
go around, that these are difficult issues. People have quite differing views. I 
think that it is very counterproductive to create a demonology. Som e have 
said that collectors are the real looters. Under that view, the M et might be a 
real looter and some of you feel that might be the case.
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Let me read the view of one em inent archaeologist which was presented 
at a conference in Vienna which, 1 must say, I don’t think advances the 
dialogue. It might feel good for one archaeologist to say this to another, but 
in terms of public policy I don’t think it gets you very far: “It has been 
suggested that archaeologists would elim inate all commercial demand for 
such objects, if possible, and that archaeology is at war with the market. 
People have been told that archaeologists are delighted when fakes appear 
on the market. This is all aKsolutely true. Archaeologists do, indeed, assume 
that an ancient ob ject was illicitly acquired unless there is convincing proof 
to the contrary —  guilty until proven innocent.”

Public policy must, 1 would suggest, recognize that there are legitimate, 
appropriate values in an international commerce in works of art for purposes 
of study, for purposes of scholarship, for purposes of enjoyment. T h e  contrary 
view, 1 would suggest, is an extremist position. T h e  debate will go on 
forever. My sense is that the return of these works to G reece is a happy 
resolution, if Professor M iller can get guards around the museum he wants 
and the stuff isn’t heisted. 1 welcome any questions that you might have on 
these issues. 1 think that simplicity and rampant self-morality are the 
enemies of their resolution.

Elia: 1 don’t think 1 would accuse the dealers’ groups of rampant morality. 
But 1 am an archaeologist and 1 am very concerned about this problem from 
a number of perspectives.

T he primary one that 1 worry about, like those speakers that we heard 
earlier today, is the destruction of the archaeological resource base which 
translates to a loss of history and a loss o f our cultural heritage. It is not 
really a political issue, although in the debate it tends to be politicized. I see 
cultural heritage as a universal heritage as well as a national heritage for 
certain groups. 1 think o f the Greek archaeological sites as the heritage of 
the entire world. T h e  Greeks see it as part of their own cultural past and 
history, and rightly so. They are also the stewards and the custodians of the 
past for the rest of us. So I don’t see it necessarily as a political issue.

1 got involved in this case quite by chance in April of 1993, reading my 
Sunday New York Times, and 1 read about the Aidonia case, not in the 
science section, about the discovery of these tombs, but in the Arts and 
Leisure Section, in an article about the exhibition and sale of these artifacts 
in a New York gallery. 1 was shocked by that, and outraged. I usually am in 
these cases; but if you put a Roman statue on sale it could have come from 
20 or more countries —  it is very hard to find out where it might have come 
from. But Mycenaean period material seems to me to have been pretty well 
limited to southern G reece and perhaps central G reece and it was a fairly 
good case for pillage because of the Greek laws that for so long have
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protected the cultural patrimony. T he title of that article described these 
finds as “rare baubles” and I thought, “grave goods”, archaeological data, 
cultural heritage, archaeological resources, but “baubles”? Is that what it is, 
trinkets? It seemed to me to be symptomatic o f the kind of thing when you 
comodify these archaeological resources which are information sources and 
turn them into valuable trinkets on somebody’s mantelpiece. They become 
baubles, not history. So 1 simply notified the Consul General of G reece in 
New York and got a little bit involved in the case in a modest way.

1 am very pleased with the resolution, but 1 am still troubled with all of 
the other problems we face with this case and with other cases like it. The 
solution here is a good solution. I don’t favor a tax break that 1 have to 
share in paying for the dealer, and 1 certainly don’t like the fact that only a 
portion of the contents of 18 tombs is going back. But even if all of it went 
back 1 don’t think that’s enough, because we are only talking about objects 
stripped of their context and their archaeological interest and value and so 
it is that loss o f information that is really the tragedy in this case. It is a 
good victory and it is an important symbol and it shows that the country is 
very interested in getting its cultural heritage back. But I want to see that 
meire Aidonias never happen again. And to do that, we have to look at the 
issue of what causes the looting. It isn’t a question of different values and 
perhaps competing values. They are not all equal and I would contend that 
it is primarily a moral issue. W e have to make a value judgment in this 
matter. Not every position is equal when you consider what their goals and 
consequences are. I agree that art can be a good ambassador —  it is a cliche 
now —  but looted art is a bad ambassador. Looted and pillaged art is a 
message that creates bad will between nations. Like many people, I grew up 
looking at museums and got interested in ancient culture through the 
objects in the museums, and I was in love with the objects first and the 
information came later. 1 thought of museums like secular churches —  you 
go in with hushed tones and you admire things. But when I found out how 
the museums were acquiring these objects I so admired, 1 felt, and still feel, a 
sense of betrayal. It is a shameful and shocking kind o f acquisition because 
the very groups that claim to be cherishing and preserving the past are, in 
fact, responsible for the destruction of a good portion o f the past. So, I see 
that as the true problem.

People who have tried to deal with this issue for more than 30 years 
have focused on legislation, on education. W e tried to educate the people 
and the looters, we tried to deal with enforcem ent agencies, with the guards 
and with customs and we talk about political will and corruption. Very few 
people will be willing to talk about the root source and cause of the looting 
and that is collecting. It is the willingness o f collectors, and by collectors I 
mean private collectors and institutional collectors —  museums —  to
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purchase undocumented, unprovenanced antiquities. W hen the source of 
those antiquities is, most of the time —  perhaps almost all of the time —  
going to be a looted site. Collecting causes the looting —  looting doesn’t 
just happen. Collectors can go into a dealer’s shop and buy something and 
feel morally pleased they didn’t loot it —  it had already been pre-looted for 
them, as it were. But I would say their money is paying for the next round. 
Looters don’t loot for fun and for recreational purposes. They loot for 
money, and when you put those incentives in front o f underpaid, 
undereducated guards, farmers, and local people, it is an irresistible pressure 
to many people. And that pressure comes from the demand for antiquities, 
and that pressure comes from the collectors.

Our primary focus has to be on changing the public attitude of this kind 
of collecting, not every kind. But we need to change the attitude much as 
the attitude has changed about wearing furs or smoking in public. I haven’t 
got to the point of advocating throwing red paint oti looted pots in 
museums yet, but 1 really do think the focus needs to be on the public 
appreciation and the esteem we give to collectors who are, after all, taking a 
common heritage and rendering it a private object, and feel morally clean
—  they didn’t loot it. ■
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