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Short Abstract

Every society designs specific types of built spaces suitable for structuring a complex
web of social relationships and interactiorRermanently interding, space and society

have a strong reciprocal relationship. Scholars in a number of related scientific fields
such as anthropology, sociology, and behavioral scienes®s, ¢tome to recognize the
importance of the built environment to the social livep@dple. Because of their highly
compartmentalized nature, buildings have the power to structure movement, encounters,
and social interaction between different users. Architecture sets the stage for certain
activities to happen at the expense of othémsthe process of plaemaking, the
investment in a useful design and elaboration of the built environment throughout the
stages of the PreProte, and Neopalatial periods on Crete were major tools that aided
the emerging and finally well established Minoglites in making sense of their world.
This dissertation adopts an integrative approach to the Minoan built space to investigate
the ways in which the Minoan elites employed (monumental) architecture and
performance as a means of advancing their spditical power during the Pre Proto,

and Neopalatial periods. In ordier do so it synthesizerost of the ongoing discussions

in past and recent publications on Minoan architecture and saciaty allcompassing
diachronic perspective from the Preplatial Tholos and House tombs to the Pratal
Neopalatial Minoan Palacesandhighlights6 h o w6 a thesemdnumentél building
structures played profound roless active media in the structuring of Minoan

communities.

" This book is the edited version of my PhD dissertation (2012) Socializing Architecture:
(Monumental) Architecture and Social Interaction in Minoan Society, written under the
supervision of Prof. D Panagiotopoulos at the University of Helmkg.
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Abstract

This part provides a general introduction to the major theme of this dissertation: the
Minoan Palaces. Following the overview of past and recent approaches to the Minoan
Palaces, the need to establish and present agrative approach by means of which
archaeologists can analyze the relationship between the built environment and human
behaviour is further highlighted. Finally, the specific aims of this study are presented as
well as the research designs and a strulcaw@rview in which the topics on which this

dissertation is based are succinctly introduced.
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Chapter 1.1. Minoan Palaces and Minoan Society

1.1.1. TheDichotomybetweenTraditional and Recent Scholarship

At the outset of this introductory paragha it should be underlined thlabm the moment

of their discovery onwards the Minoan Palatea t | east t hose of t he
Protopalatial and Neopalatial periods (1900 BC to 1450 B@)ere perceived as the
major seats and physical embodimentsmfereign powet The paradigm that connects

the Minoan Palaces to the existence of a central authority is the result odawop
approach to the archaeological data and finds its origin in the influential theories of
Arthur Evans’ Strongly concentratin on the creation of typological and chronological
classification, studies have emphasized a formal approach of analysis in order to suit a
worldwide comparative scheme and, finally, these studies have concentrated strongly on
the aesthetic of monumentsathwere of interest to a contemporary audience. This
typologicataesthetic approach, appearing from the-gghteenth century onwards, has
also provided the basis for the first scholars who studied Minoan architecture, primarily
dealing with functionalisiapproaches towards buildings and focusing on establishing
typologies of ground plans and different types of decoration and objBetstial and
nontpalatial architecture, among the most important starting points for the scrutiny of

political and socialorganization, were studied by this typologieaisthetic approach,

1 Childe 1950;Renfrew 1972, 36869; Warren 1985, 94Cherry 1986, 1815; Manning 1994;

Barrett 1998, 254€57; Warren 2002; Betancourt 2002.

2 Evans 1921, 26.

3 McEnroe 1982; Shaw 1973a; Schoep 2004, 243 There is a wide range of literatureoaib

specific architectural features, see for example Driessen 1982; Driessed9PBMarinatos

and Hagg 1986; Palyvou 1987; Donald Preziosi (1983) has applied a modular approach to
Minoan architecture with significant results; The round table heldatfShi el d A Ur bani sm
Aegean Bronze Ageo, edited by Branigan (2001la),
attempt to find new approaches to infer sgmoditical structure from the distribution of arteftacts

and architecture within the Minodmilt-environment; Hitchcock (1999; 2000) applied contextual

analysis to the Minoan built space; Palyvou (2002; 2004) approached Minoan architecture from

the perspective of accessibility and circulation, an approach upon which has been further
elaboratedy Letesson (2005; 2008; 2009) who looked for the architectural genotype in terms of
circulation within Neopalatial architecture by the application of sjsgogax theory.
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which was translated in a rigid classification of these forms into categories like the

Minoan Palace, the Minoan villa, and smaller hodses.

Previous research has interpreted the arcbgeall data from a top down perspective: it

defined a palatial style architecture and from the presabsence of elements in the

other buildings, it deduced a hierarchical society in which there was at the top a central
authority, pking ®i, bwhoa ofiBaeneged all siespect s
and regional levdbHo we v er , one question remains: i Do
pl eading for the existence of Minoan kingshi
we look at the historicalevidence and contextualize Minoan society within the

framework of other contemporaneous societies in the eastern Mediterranean, it would be

strange to assume that among these societies Late Bronze Age Minoan Crete was the only
example that was notorgagii i n a more or | ess pyramidal S
PriestKing was born out of the desire to enhance Crete to the status of a culture
competing with the great civilizations of the Eastern Mediterranean. As a consequence,

Evans adopted the visiorf the Palace as the residence of a ruler. Gibenlack of

independent religious buildings, the religious sector of society has been defined as
interwoven with the political and thus all layers of Minoan society were housed under

one single authority livig inside the Palaces: a resident Minoan Ri@&sy, which is a

construct unique within the entire Eastern Mediterranean.

Evansd model still BugrsaBetaneoart, vahb cofcludedl liswe r s t o «
review of the administrative data of Mino&retethati The evi dence i ndic
Cretan Palaces had strong direction and the most likely situation requires a central

political leader, which we would call King. No other system can adequately explain the

scale of the evidence for social and ecormimmilvancement over a period of several

centuries within” a peacef ul |l andscapeo.

4 Graham 19621987;McEnroe 1982, 49; Hagg 1997.

5 Driessen 1989990, 323.

¢ Evans 1935, 96MacGillivray 2001, 204.

" Betancourt (2002, 211quoted in Marinatos 2010, 4B}. For other scholars that concur with
Evans®é model s (@092 viltlareferencest Re |l a ki
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What material evidence corroborates the thesis that all spheres were centralized under the

reign of one single ruler? Or otherwise formulated: which types of material crdfleet

the rule on Crete of a Minoan King controlling the political, religious, and social sections

of Minoan society? Arthur Evans also struggled with this question and in his quest to

prove the hypothesis of Minoan kingship he tried to capture evesib®glimpse of

royal ideology in both iconography and palatial architecture. It should be noted that
Evansd reconstructions are sometimes very s
always certain whether or not his reconstructions constént@rchaeological reality.

What Evans found at Knossos was a palatial type of architecture with several rooms with

a religious character, comprising shrines, lustral basins, etc., all combined with ritual
iconography such as doukdete symbols and horns ebnsecration on the walls. For

Evans, thef r es co of 0t he Grandstando wi t h i ts
resemblances with the inner western facade of the Knossian Palace and led to the
identification of the central court building as a Paleenple® According to Evans, the

rich religiously colored archaeological evidence led to only one conclusion: in Minoan

society there was a strong alliance between politics and religion and both domains were
supposedly centralized at the Palat@bsessed by thKnossiancentric model Evans

portrayed Knossos as the residence of a PiKisj, in this role installed in the Throne

Room complex with his disciples in the anteroom and on the benches next to the throne.

To quote Evans: AThe Kmdsso$ leas emphasizédehe actthat v at i o
the fAiHouse of Minoso was a sanctuary quite &
a succession of Priesti n &l bhough Evansé idea of the ce
strongly influenced by the ideology hismi, one cannot deny that there are some
iconograpical resources speaking in supposdarhe form of royal authorityThe major

iconographical candidate corroborating the existence of a fKilgtruling Minoan
societyisthesc al | ed fAPri hbher wctbwh d e -dmemsionalt ed i n
plaster relief. This fresco is still today the subject of controveEsgns reconstructed

together with Gilliéron a male striding figure with naked torso, carrying a feathered

8 MacGillivray 2001, 192 and 207.
9Schoep 2010, 22222.
10 Evans1935, 960.
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crown with lilies, which he namedétPriestking.!! Evans wrote the following about the
fresco: A We have Kmg adter thaiarderlofyMinpsé Ih other wBrdsi e s t

we here recognize Minos hi mséllft iwasonEv anfs 0
belief that the place where theagments were found was once a corridor that was

connected to the Corridor of the Procession. In this corridor, the-Rimggtvas striding

in direction of the central court, a situation comparable with the processing figures

depicted on the walls of tr@orridor of the Processids.

Over time, Coulomb and Niemeier have criticized the reconstruction made by Evans and
Gilliéron.** After close examination of the evidence Coulomb argued that the feathered

crowned head and the rest of the body could not bettitgetsame person and suggested

that the Priest Kingvas probably a boxéf.Neimeier retakes the analysis by Coulomb

and agrees with the separation of the head from the body, however, he turned down the
reconstruction of a boxgf arguing thathe separatéragments of theelief must belong

to more than one individual, particularly since the crown was of antgpmally worn by

female figures’ Niemeier defined the figure as a Minoan god with long hair, which is

standing still and holding a staff and prbhawas part of a larger pictorial scene, the

feathered crown most likely belonging to a sphinx or priestess.

Despite alll the controversy on the matter,
was largely right and that the fresco fragments depictYao ung Pri nce-6 or f ut
King® However, it must have been said that St
regarding the reconstruction of a feathered crown on the head of this Agidigonally,

there is a c¢cl ose par drom Haghia Trmdatarhed aftér@iei ef t ai r
eponymous young male figure holding a scepker staff in front of him and which has

11 Shaw 2004, 65.

12Evans 1928, 779.

13 Evans 1928, 762.

14 Coulomb 1990:; Niemeier 1988.

15 Coulomb 1979; Coulomb 1981, 36; Coulomb 1990.-102.
16 Niemeier 1988, 238.

17 Shaw 2004, 65.

18 Shaw 2004, 701.

19 Shaw 2004, 73 and 82.
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been interpreted as a young prince who holds authority over the entire?slanithis

dissertation, we will reconstruct the present a PriesKing fresco in the south corridor,

which would have been the main access route to the central court because it was
connected to the Corridor of the Procession
later on, such a reconstruction meéwet the Minoan visitor entering the Palace from the

Corridor of the Procession would have been interacting with specific iconographical

themes, closely related to the ideology of the Palace and its controllers.

Especially seals with epiphany depictiasfsmale or female deities holding scepters in

the same manner provide interesting illustrations of the connection between the staff and
authoritative behavior. A first good example is a seal found in the Palace Shrine at
Knossos, depi cthien gMotumea afi Mot theorl dafngt t hi s ki ni
a peak guarded by lions while a person venerate$! ilBzcause of the importance of

peak sanctuaries in Minoan religion and the unusual size of the votary person depicted to

the right of the Goddess, Bns pointed out that this person could only be the Knossian

ruler himself in adoration of the Mother Goddés3he depiction on the left, which is

decorated with horns of consecration, could represent the Knossian Palace, as these horns
stress the politidaand religious connection to the Palace, in accordance with the real
physical link between the Palace of Knossos and Mount Juktas. A final example we

would like to discuss is the seal impression of a large gold ring dated to LM | which is
referred to inil t er ature as the HAMaster | mpressiono
figure standing on top of building that is situated on a mountain top. The male figure has

the same characteristics as the female figure on the Knossos impression, however she is
orienteddifferently. Hallager argued that the Master Impression of Khania displays a

clear representation of supremacy and authority through the image of the scepter and the
monumental representation of the person holdiri§ Krattenmaker argues that the

iconogmaphical evidence of the seal of the Mother of the Mountain or the Master

20 Niemeier (1988238) talks about a gesture of command, thus legitimizing his identification as a
young ruler.

2l Krattenmaker 1995, 50.

22 Evans 1921, 809: fig. 528.

2 Hallager 198519,
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Impression does not provide us with clear evidence to identify the Minoan ruler with
certainty. Instead of the real representation of a King or a Queen we are most probably
dealing wth a God or a Goddess who passes on the object of authority (the sceptre) to the

ruler, which is definitely supported by the gesture of devotion made to the female central

figure on the Knossos sealift).

The examples above provide good evidence allowing tie interpretation of the

depiction of the scepter in combination with prominently portrayed persons as a link
between the human and the divine and therefore as a medium through which the
legitimacy of Minoan kingship could have been transferred tdtinean domaii® Or in
Krattenmakersé words: AAl though it stild]l do
ruler with certainty, the ultimate identification of the figures on the two sealings
examined here does not affect their message, which is ong dbflei mi 2% d r ul eo.

Al t hough Evansé discourse was strongly infl
cannot deny that there are indeed several iconographical records speaking in favor of

some form of royal authority.

Over the past years, several scholase emphasized that Evans has exaggerated the
nature of Minoan authority and that the kingship model should fassessed. Among
these scholars, Koehl addressed the question of Minoan kingship arguing that quite
plausibly Minoan Crete had a number of aliysimportant aristocratic elites, controlled

at the top by a chief. The power and authority of these elites were spread over the other
most important palatial and nqralatial settlement&. Koehl also came to the conclusion

that these chiefs were regatideithin the palatial and nepalatial communities rather as

primi inter paresthan as absolute monarchs. The primary distinction of these chiefs lay
in their authority as the highest ranking local prelate. Davis finds herself somewhere in
between the pragsition made by Koehl and the one originally made by Evans. She

argues: Al find it difficult to conceive a

2 Krattenmaker 1995, 57.
25 Krattenmaker 1995, 567.
26 Krattenmaker 1995, 58.
2T Koehl 1995, 35.
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Age without a rfanhieh means teat sheokeeps atiléast the mossibility
open that Mmoan society had a more dynamic seqoaditical system with different

highly ranked chiefs. Thanks to Branigan, Driessen, and others, attention has been paid to
contextualize the palatial buildings within their urban setting in order to understand the
political, social and/or economical relationships between various groups (tiers) of people,
often referred to as elites and relites?®

The rejections above have major implications for the reconstruction of thepsiitical
landscape and the dynamic betweke different palatial and nepalatial settlements on

Crete. However, these refutations should not be seen as a true breach with past
scholarship, but rather as a gradual evolution. The publication of the vollime,
Monuments of Mingsllustratesintelligently the continuing search of different scholars
towards a ralefinition of the true nature of the Minoan sogidlitical fabric. In the
aforementioned volume, Shoep stresses that the material record shows an overall picture
of homogeneity in architégral forms and administrative practices, which have been
interpreted as an indication of a large, iskavide integrated political structure with a
dominance of Knossos spanning the entire isfdmdif t er t he publicati on
investigations, it becae clear that all Minoan Palaces shared a number of funétions.
However, the strong difference in scale, monumentality and elaboration between Knossos
and the other Minoan Palaces supports the view that Knossos was the typeset settlement
for the entire isdnd, whereas all lower order centers copied the shape and form of the
building3? Driessen and Vansteenhuyse discussed the existence of different site
hierarchies across the island, with the outcome that Knossos again came forward as the

mightiest politicalcenter® The uniqueness of Knossos has led some scholars to argue

28 Davis 1995, 18.

29 See the papers in the volume edited by Branigan 2001a.

30 Schoep 2002, 22; Knossos is among the palatial settlements the only site with clear traces of
human activity dated to as early as the seventh to the fifth millenniunmB®ecomes already

from EMII on the largest site on Crete. Knossos did not control the island at this point, but it has

been argued that a central authority inside the settlement organized the EM Il building program,
see Tomkins 2007 arespeciallywilson 2008, 88.

31 Graham 1962; 1987.

32 Schoep 2002, 22; Hamilakis 2002, 182.

33 Vansteenhuyse 2002, 243.
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that Knossos was the Acosmol ogi cal centero

the entire island?

However, the same authors try to nuance their statements since by meansraiftdiffe
integrative approaches they simultaneously attempt to challenge the Krossiao
model. Of major importance was the acknowledgement of a wide range of regional
phenomena that occurred outside direct Knossian cofitdlre-examination of the
exising material culture, which was traditionally interpreted as emphasizing the
Knossian dominance, does not yield the same homogenous picture as has been assumed
to date. By looking at both sides of the fence, the material evidence shows some
homogenous temuhcies across Crete, whereas at the same time regional differences
cannot be ignore?f In her analysis of the Proand Neopalatial Palaces, Schoep
deconstructs the similar timeframe for the construction of each of the Minoan Palaces.
She convincely arguefr example that the first real Knossian Palace was built slightly
later than the Malian on&.Such observations illustrate that Knossos did not necessarily
constitute the actual typste from which the palatial building form originated. The
palatial fom is rather the result of different regional processes that occurred on the
island, such as a continual process of innovation, social complexity and competition
between different sites, which eventually resulted in the regionally spread phenomenon of

the Minoan Palace across Crete.

Additionally, recent discoveries illustrate that the Minoan villas are not really isolated
entities in the landscape, but rather integrated as urban centers, which means that they
should not be perceived as traditional couttoyises of the palatial elite, but rather as
central places within distinctive communitf@surthermore, the fact that the number of
palatial and palatidike buildings rose considerably on the island, and that most of the
palatial buildings had neelatorated predecessors led to the rejection of the Minoan

Palace as the residence of a single ruler and the interpretation of the Minoan Palace as a

34 Soles 1995.

35 Schoep 2002, 23.

36 Schoep 2002, 23.

37 Schoep 2004, 24245.
38 Hamilakis 2002, 183.

W
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ritual centerr® These arguments have underlined the idea that social and political
structures in the Neopalati period were not as pyramidal and rigid as previously
assumed, but instead were more subject to chéngeorder to redefine these socio
political dynamics, the archaeological data of the Neopalatial period was analyzed
through the theoretical framevksr of hierarchy, heterarchy and factionalism, by means

of which scholars attempted to identify the different social tiers in Minoan society and
redefine the political and social landscdp&he above has led to a distinct preference in
Minoan research toomsider Neopalatial Crete as a heterarchically organized political
structure®? In this kind of model, power and authority are not necessarily in the hands of
one person, for example a King, but can be controlled by different persons, as power and
authorityis rather decentralizeéf.One should question why the models of hierarchy and
heterarchy are treated separately from each other, instead of as constituent parts of the
same social systeff.They can perfectly exist next to one another, with different elite
levels operating next to each other. In a truly hierarchical system these levels should be

centralized within the authority of one person, e.g. a King.

It becomes clear that recent scholarship favors a rather dispersed system of authority,
which immedigely brings into focus another concept which has been popular in recent
scholarshippt he noti on d¥Sevéral papgseifhe Mdnwnenis. of Minos

take this concept as a starting point and theorize Minoan culture through the concept of
factionalcompetition. Factions are different from claasd interest groups, in that they

are vertical divisions that focus around a leader or group of leaders, but also include other
social actors of lower rank and limited access to resources, often in a penbn/c
relationship. In that sense factions form a corporate identity, which focuses on the
differences between the individual factions rather than on differences between their

39 Driessen 2002.

40 Adams 2004, 19294.

41 Crumley 1995, 355; Hamilakis 1998; 2002.

42 Crumley 1995, 3; Adams 2004, 1923

43 parkinson and Galaty 2007, 116.

44 Schoep 2002; Schoep and Knappett 2005, 23.

45 Brumfiel 1995, 129; Brumfiel 19944amilakis 2002.
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respective membefS$Ther ef or e, this approach s$koul d

approach towards the Minoan period.

To recapitulate,ite discussion above shows that the nature of gmibcal structure in

the Neopalatial period is still a matter of debate. Within the voltmemonuments of
Minos several scholars share thentdlency to reject the traditional Kingship model of a
centralized political authority residing within the Palaces and inside this new framework
the most important agents for Minoan community life resided outside the Minoan
palacesln such a nofpalatial nodel, the palaces were not interpreted as residences of a
ruler or ruling group, but as a large communal building for the execution of rituals and
ceremonie¥, organized by the ruling factional group or political leaders and involving
all layers of the soal fabric*® PaulHalstead already suggested at a very early stage that
the Minoan Palaces are mtiitinctional and could have integrated the roles of
Buckingham Palace, Westminster Abbey and Wembley Stadium under one and the same
roof*° It is within the Ight of this new theoretical framework that studies which perceive
buildings as theatres for social discourse are becoming more cotfrddithin this
interpretation, the events that took place within these monumental buildings, whether
administrative actitties or religious rituals, are seen as being central to the maintenance
of elite power. Hosting such festivals was essential to the ruling elite in the process of
legitimizing their power and authoriby.The Palaces were the common arenas for social
and pditical display and formed a striking focal point within the urban landscape, to the
extent that many roads ultimately led to th&m.

One should not overemphasize the importance of group competition within Minoan
communities. Integroup competition was natecessarily a dominant element in the

sociapolitical fabric of Minoan Crete. Minoan elites used a wide variety of resources to

stress a sense of community as much as a sense of inequality. The one balances the other

46 Hamilakis 2002, 186.

47 Gesell 1987.

48 Hamilakis 2002; Schep 2002; Schoep 2006; Driessen 200&rren 2002; Betancourt 2002
Day et Relaki 2002; Vansteenhuyse 20B@rgna 2004.

49 Halstead 1981, 201.

%0 See Letesson and Vansteenhuyse 2006.

51 Hamilakis 1998, 48; Hamilakis 1999; Hamilakis 2002.

52 See Driessen (20094-51) who came carefully to such conclusions.

be
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out. Keeping the continuing traditicand past memory in place was maybe even more

important than the reign of one group over another.

Especially interesting in this perspective is a study carried out by Adams (2004), who, in

her analysis of power relations in the Neopalatial peredphasied the need to
contextualize the palaces within the entire settlement in order to understand the complex
dynamics between various elites and +etites inside the community. Although Adams

mentions the concepts of heterarchy and factional competitionprefiers to model

Minoan community life through a sophisticated variant of hierarchy in order to explain

the power relations existing between different squmbtical tiers.Through differences in

size and the distribution and presence/absence of arte€atégjories and architectural

features, Adams was able to identify for example the different social tiers living within

Knossos and Malia. What Adams discovered was aefehing formalization of

ceremonial activities throughout several buildings witthe settlements, which may

show a form of emul ation of the Palacebs a
responsible for commissioning, possibly living within these buildigsd a ms 6 anal ysi :
shows that oOelite6 ar chalwasorlyuaba foundinderyar c hae
specific buildings, which could betray elements of their exclusive use. Further, access to

and participation in ceremonial activities within such buildings was reserved to a select

group of people.

The town of Knossos appsato have been divided in different clusters of buildings with

at the very top the Palace, followed by the mansions or villas, specialized buildings and
non-elaborate house$.Similar observations could be made for Malia as well and might

be illustrativefor different social tiers living within the settlement; a complex dynamic

between the true elites in control of and maybe living at the Palace, the second tier and

the ones below? In such a situation, material culture and architectural elaboration
becameessentially important to negotiate and downplay status and authority, not only for

the Palatial elite, but also amotige other tier group®

58 Adams 2004, 210.

54 Adams 2004, 208 211.
5% Adams 2004, 21-213.
5% Adams 2004, 213.
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Adams does not elaborate whether or not the actual elite resided within the Palaces,
however, Schoepvho in a ecent article made very similar observations, clearly states

that the palaces were not inhabited and should be perceived as the main religious venues

for the execution of ritual performanc¥sAccording to Schoep, the main people behind

the construction of hese centr al court buil dings shoul
monumental complex&$§

Schoepmade a critical assessment of the traditional Palaceple model of Evans

bringing forwardthaEv ans & hi ghl y un uKingradidingnoaPaace of a Pr
Temple consciuously breaks with the traditions of the Eastern Mediterranean, expressing

Ev an s 6-cenrisn&% Farther, ke argues that the large number of archaeological

evidence compared to the time of Evans pleads for a different function ctitel

court buildings in that they only functioned as the main religious venues for the
performance of specific rituals and ceremonies, the actual main seats of political power to

be located outside the court buildings. The ruling group resided inshbatkfers to as

6the high profile buildingsé within the set:tt
typified by a strong presence of elite culture, in line with what has been attested at the

central court building&? Such a reconstruction followslosely the vision of a

decentralized system of authority since the publicatiofhefMonuments of MinS$

In light of the discussion above, it seems necessary to express some personal nuances as
regards the duality of kingship versus group factionaliSince both factionalism and
authoritative rule can exist simultaneously, one might find it hard to reject the existence

of a central political authority at the intsate level of Minoan society, especially for the
palatial sites. On the other hand, itvisry unlikely that an architectural concept as the
palatial form comes forward in a sogiolitical climate of shared political power among
rivaling social groups. Notwithstanding that competition among rivaling groups could
have been an important driverfthe political economy of Bronze Age groups, the

building of a mega structure like a Minoan Palace could better be explained as an

" Schoep 2010, 232.

8 Schoep 2006, 57.

% Schoep 2010, 22225.
0 Schoep 2010, 23233.
1 Schoep 2010, 236.
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example of cooperation, a collective investment of the community. Expanding the view
to different contemporaneous societiasthe Eastern Mediterranean, similar buildings
were erected for the benefit of sovereign authority often executed by a single nfénarch.
This of course, does not entail that a King also ruled Minoan Crete, but, until the opposite
has been proven, to meethypothesis that the Palaces were at least controlled by a group
of people constituting the highest elite remains valid. This would also imply that one
might find it still necessary to consider Minoan society as hierarchically structured rather
than hetearchically. Nevertheless, there is no denying that both systems existed

simultaneously and functioned together as one undivided whole.

The nature of the Minoan Palaces is widely debated, howevemth@unis opinidolds

that during the Middle and Latronze Age Minoan Crete was divided in several polities

of a certain status, at the center of which was a Minoan Pdl@teer flourishing non
palatial settlements such as Pseira and Palaikastro were intrinsically different from the
palatial settlementdhey had welconstructed elite buildings with several elite features,
well-formed street systems, but did not necessarily possess central buildings or
i Pal &dnehe Neopalatial period the number of peak sanctuaries decreases but those
which continuedo be used for ritual practices, show a strong elite presence and energy
i nvest ment i n t%hTée nembereoBrisual eaves blso rfl@utished. How
should one understand the function of the Minoan Palaces within the Minoan
communities? At theurrent state of research, this question cannot be answered in a
straightforward manner, however, it becomes cldget although the central court
buildings did not necessarily have a residential function, they still play an essential role in

Minoan commuity-life.

62| especiallywant to thank Prof. D. Panagiotopoulos here, since these nuances have been

strongly inspired on several short discussions with him. Such an observation closely aligns with

the views of Evans, Betancourt, and others as outlined above.

6 Vansteenhuyse 2002, 4 3 ; Cherry 1986; Cadogan 1994, Benne
least in the first half of the second millennium, that each Minoan Palace was politically

i ndependent 0.

64 Cunningham 2001; Adams 2010, 22.

% Peatfield 1994.
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The different approaches outlined in this chapter enabled us to locate more clues
regarding the socipolitical climate of Crete, however, they all offer little insight of how

the central court buildings were actuatigrceivedand experienced® Leaving aside the

guestion whether one deconstructs the view of the Minoan palaces being elite residences

or favors the view of the Minoan palaces being large communal buildings within the

Minoan community; these reconstructions do not give a suffi@&ptanation to the
guestions 1) Owhydéd these buildings were bui
have been the social strategies underlying their construction and 3) how these buildings

and the performances executed could have been actively ussttutbure human

relations and interactiorisa social construct in whichuman experienceas essentially

important.

This dissertation tries to reach beyond the discussions above and wants to elaborate on all
of these questions, trying to understand gbeial dimension of these constructions, in
order to shed light on the importance of the central court buildings as integrative devices
within Minoan communities, which can only be clarified by focusing on human
experienceAn assessment of the physicajdat and architectural elaboration, as well as

a thorough discussion of the performative events organized at the central court buildings
seems therefore well in pladeinvites to test the interpretation of the Palaces as settings
of elite performancesyhich would add a separate form of datal a different approach

to the ongoing discussions ahdlps us to elucidate the way in which these buildings
were used as meaningful media or representational spaces within the process of
community building.

In order to do so chapter 2 presents a methodology that builds on social theory and
phenomenology. Such an approach offers the possibility to read some of the most

important monuments of Minoan society as socially constructed entities.

% Adams (2007) is one of tHist scholars who tried to reconstruct Minoan experience, focusing

on how the specific nature of different types of entrances at the Minoan palaces affected Minoans,
each of them creating a very unique experience for people. In her article, Adams osgdfoa

the entrances themselves, which invites us not to focus solely on the importance of entrances, but
rather assess to what extent the entire architectural layout of the Minoan palaces was part of a
unique social experience.
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1.1.2. More than one wato Study a Minoan Palace: Past and Reégqiroaches

In studying prior publications as regards this topic, it has become clear that it is rather
difficult to review all approaches that were taken to the study of Minoan architecture
from the genesis of thdiscipline onwards. In general, these past approaches comprised
the following: scholars have studied architecture through the lens of evolutionary change,
focused on the creation of typological and chronological classification, building materials
and techiques, have emphasized a formal approach of analysis and the presentation of
the material and, finally, some attention has been paid to the semiotic and experiential
aspects of Minoan architectufeThe publications of the voluméghe Function of the

Minoan Palace® and The function of the Minoan Vift&clearly indicate the growing

need for a satisfying explanation and interpretation of the social reality behind these
monumental forms of architecture. However, the variety of approaches brought together
in these volumes suggests that there is no consensus as to which approach is the most
successful. It seems that there is more than one way to study a Minoan building.
McEnroe constructed a typology for Late Minoan architecture by a checklist of 32
architectual and norarchitectural features and divided Late Minoan buildings in three
distinctive types. Type 1 was closely related to the Minoan Palaces, which McEnroe
describes as dpol it ertai;Mimoani desgmc danon. &yhadi mp |l yi n
the leastc o mmo n features and wer e poorly bui l
ar c hi t"eHowewer, @ 8tudy by Hitchcock reveals that the checklist and typology
created by McEnroe is more fiction than reality and holds several discrepancies. In order
to create a mme reliable checklist, Hitchcock reviewed, modified and updated both the
checklists of McEnroe as well as the one by Preziosi and created a checklist of

approximately 60 typological featuré's.

7 Graham 1962; 1987; McEoe 1979; 1982; 1990; Shaw 1973a; 197Barinatos 1984;
Sanders 1984; 1990; Palyvou 1987; 1989; 1990; 2000; 2002; 2004; 2008; Preziosi 1983; 2003;
Hitchcock 1999; 2000; Letesson and Vansteenhuyse 2006; Letesson 2005; 2008; 2009.

%8 Hagg and Marinatos 1987.

®Hagg 1997.

"OMcEnroe 1990, 195.

"L McEnroe 1979; Preziosi 1983, 1487: table 11.6; Hitchcock and Preziosi 1994.
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With regard to the Minoan Palaces, what exactly constituiedda noan Pal aceo i s
debated? However, there are no difficulties in describing their form, which is

completely separate from their actual function as economic, religious, administrative or
political i R dry tad early ryears iofd then Mi@ns discipline, scholars

believed that the Minoan Palaces, in strong contrast to the sophisticated architecture of

Egypt and Classical Greece, were disorganized, chaotic, and labyrinthine structures with

di fferent distinct fsacaeonalraonged, nekxust el
not always in direct communicatidA.The large opesir spaces that are so typical of

these complexes, with the central court as the most prominent feature were regarded as

the main spaces creating cohesion betwkerifferent functional quarters.

In Minoan archaeology, two authors have dealt thoroughly with the study of architectural

design and focused extensively on the design and layout of the Minoan Palaces. Graham

was the first to carry out a profound studytloe principles of Minoan design, trying to

understand why these buildings were built in this particular form. Instead of a detailed
discussion of all individual buildings and their variability, Graham focused on similarities

and shared correspondencessaen the separate buildingsHis approach resulted in a

widely disputed basis for further comparison with the monumental architecture of other
contemporary cultures. In his study of the Minoan Palaces Graham tried to move away
from the traadd thypypat hdfisinssusi nce one of hi s
enough evidence to prove that a functional planning was at the basis of their construction.
Graham concl udes: Al't [é] seems evident that
the actual construan of these buildings. It also seems evident that the focal point of the

plan was the central court, and around this and facing on it most of the quarters were

b u i”®l Rorohim, the Minoan Palaces were built according to a very specific normative

designpr nci pl e: Aithe guiding principle in this

2 See various contributions in Hagg and Marinatos 1987; Schoep 2009; D8iessen 2002.
Evans 1921, 203; Pendleburry 1933.

4 Graham 198; 1987.

> Graham 1987, 237.
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court was not aestheticthere is no attempt to arrange them symmetrically, for example

but pr%ctical 0

As compared to contemporary s cdfeorddaa ashi p, Gr
progressive in that it stipulated the hypothesis that the Minoan architects made use of a
measuring system, referred to as the Minoan fodBraham departed from the

assumption that the Classical Greeks inherited many elements of the Muitaa with

the Mycenaean Greeks as intermediators. The
architecture was primarily directed by comparison with the innovations occurring on the

Greek peninsula. Investigation of houses of fourth and fifth centymyti@ds showed that

in the construction of the houses two different fileotgths were use@. Graham

=
<

di scovered in Minoan architecture also a
detailed analysis of the western facade of the Palace of Phaisiisevidence was
corroborated by proving that this unit also occurred in the layout of the west wing of the
Palace, the central couandthe northern fagcade facing the central c8t@raham even
attempted to reconstruct the manner in which the archite@hafstos proceeded in
designing the Palad.Graham further investigated Knossos and Malia and proved,
although in these cases the evidence was less clear, that a Minoan foot was used as a
standard length in the design of the Palaces, which made himnucdrel t hat At he pri
dimensions of large and important buildings (the Palaces) should often have been laid out

in round numbers, when not restricted by particular physical circumstances such as the

topography of the site or the presence ofgxistings t r u®%* ur es o

76 Graham 1987, 238.

" Graham 1960.

®"Graham (1960, 335): fMSome quarter of a centur.y
found that there were two reliable types of evidence: round numbers of feet in long dimensions

[ €] dwahole footlengths in short dimensions recurring in seiiethe threefoot intervals

bet ween the vertical incised |Iines on carefully
® Graham 1960ln his analysis of the northern facade facing to the central court of PHadgstos

concluded that the facade had a total length of 80 M.ft., divided in two distinct parts of 40 M.ft,

the middle formed by the northern entrance. Another example is the central court that measured
north-south 170 M. ft. This can be divided in 70 M. fiorh the northern facade up to the south

end of corridor 7 and a 100 M. ft. from that point up to the south end of the central court.

80 For detailed results, see Graham 1960, 339.

81 Graham 1960, 340.

82 Graham 1960, 341.



General Project Outline - 29 -

Cherry pointed out in an article that the Minoan foot of 0.3036m as proposed by Graham

did not occur as a standard to the degree which has been traditionally assumed. By
simulating the measurements of Graham in a statistical program, he bawiclude that

not Graham6s foot is the most recurrent uni-t
not have to consider this length as a given certditihis on the other hand does not

take away the fact that the design process behind the Palem® most probably

extremely controlled and that a measuring system was used. It would be strange to think

otherwise.

Preziosi also has substantially contributed to the field of Minoan archaéélbigydid

not deny the existence of the Minoan foot, buéssed that the geometry of the building
was at least as important in the layout of the Palaces. Presiozi argues that in Minoan
times a modular grid was used to design the Pafacescording to Presiozi the Minoans

used two different types of foténgths, a shorter and longer Minoan foot, of respectively
0.270 and 0.340 m in lengtAThe central court and the west wing form the actual core

of a Minoan Palace. The square formed by both parts of the Palace is literally cut in two
eqgual pieces by the eastdacade of the west wing.

Although the use of a metrical system might be disputed, both authors aimed to prove
that Minoan architecture, and especially the Minoan Palaces, consisted of planned
constructions built according to metrical standards and -aefihed proportions.
Supposedl vy, the architectbs maj or objecti ve

guarters, each with its own specific function.

Additionally, there is another trend in Minoan archaeology, in which scholars tend to
look towards thesemiotic and experiential side of Minoan architecture. They have dealt
with specific questions such as circulation patterns, the distribution of room types

throughout the building, the experience of monumentality, size, and decoration, as well as

8 For more information about the meth see Cherry 1983, 55.

84 Preziosi 1983.

85 Preziosi 2003.

8 Preziosi 1983, 486; In fact, he argues that the Minoan builders used several standards ranging
between 0.270 and 0.350m. Although, he states clearly that there are two clusters, one at 0.270
and one at 0.340m.
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the intenal and external orientations of the different units inside the Palaces Proper.

One of the most innovative approaches to Minoan architecture was developed by
Sanders, who studied building block B in the early settlement of Myrtos by means of an
integrative approac® His study builds upon an approach merging the fields of
semiotics, behavioral sciences, and archaeology in order to create a methodological
model, which should make it possible to trace the reciprocal relationship between
behavioral conventicsn and bui lt space, i.e. fAwhyo peopl
specific ways. In his work, semiotics and behavioral science are combined with a series

of archaeological procedures which include artefact distribution analysis, the study of

room layaut, etc. Sanders uses a variety of approaches to infer human behavior from the

buil dingds | ayout. He studies |lines of visi
distribution of specific boundary markers within the building, the circulation patech

the orientation of the different units within the building. Although Sanders did not study

the Minoan Palaces, his approach has clearly inspired Minoan archaeologists to look
beyond mere typology.

In Minoan Architecture: A Contextual Approathtchcock tries to create a contextual

approach to the Minoan built space and more specifically the monumental architecture of

the Neopalatial period (Minoan Palaces and Villas) in order to understand in a profound

and all compassing manner the relationship betwactual room function and the

different sociepolitical meanings attached tc#.

Central to her methodology was the effort to move away from typological approaches to

Minoan architecture in which diverse architectural features were studied in is@ation

by compari son; i nstead, Hitchcock emphasi ze:t
in terms of its proper context, i.e. in relation to the entire architectural structure and by

taking into account the artefacts and other architectural featured ¥athin.*° In order

to examine different room types in 6contexi

architectural, but also draws attention to the connectivity with and circulation patterns

8 Shaw 1973b; Hitchcock 2000; Palyvou 1987; 2002; 2004; 2008; Preziosi 1983; Scully 1962;
Marinatos 1934; Marinatos 1984; Sanders 1984; 1990; Goodison 2004; Letesson and
Vansteenhuyse 2006; Letesson 2005; 2008; 2009.

88 Sanders 1984; 1990

89 Hitchcock 2000.

%0 Hitchcock 2000, 16.
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leading to other rooms and the archaeological objects discbweitbin. Whenever
necessary, Hitchcock considers ethnographic comparison in order to add a
complementary form of data to the discussions.

Hitchcock claims that past typologies do not give sufficient explanation for the
archaeological data and that simitaom types do not necessarily have a single shared
function or similar functionality across different sites. On the contrary, they can have an
entirely different functionality depending on the context they were found in. A logical
outcome of this approackoul d be that a roombés function i
determined in terms of its architectural context.specific times and within particular
contexts, the same room could have served a different purpose. In this respect, a dining
area can turnnto an audience hall and even a kitchen can turn into a reception area
whenever necessary. Room function changes according to particular occasions and
contexts.

The book consists out of four different chapters, of which the first immediately is the
most dstinctive and useful one. Before turning to the different architectural features
found at the Minoan palaces and villas, the first chapter of the book containsa
historiographical overview of past approaches to Minoan architecture and material
culture goig back to as early as the first emergence of the Minoan discipline, ranging
from morphological and typological studies, to more recent approaches that try to blend
in semiotics or human experience with the Minoan built splade provides the reader

with clear information of how the Minoan discipline evolved over the past 100 years,
clearly showing how past and recent scholars were demonstrably influenced in their
writings and interpretations by the sogolitical time they lived in. This comes clearly
forward in Hitchcockds review of past publ i c
emphasizes for example the problematic use of past interpretations given to and the
terminology created by Evans for the description of several room types at Knossos and
their negligence of labelling structures found at other palace sites, clearly influencing the
ways in which scholars interpreted the material evidéhetwever, it has to be noted

that Hitchcock also retains much of the terminology proposed by Evangylimat the

%1 Hitchcock 2000, 13 61.
92 Hitchcock 2000, 28, 30, 6061.
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entire book, which leads me to question her intentions in foregrounding the issue. The
discussion could emphasize the very subjective nature of interpretation within the

Minoan discipline and of past reconstructions regarding Minoan societgvandoeyond

(see for example Blegends reconstrucions of
What follows in the next three chapters is a discussion of specific architectural features at

the Minoan palaces and villas of the Neopalatial period: sputilts and entrywa$s

(chapter 2), storage areas and workshop sfagelsapter 3) and Halls in Minoan

Buildings®® (chapter 4).

Particularly promising in the light of this dissertation are chapters 2 and 4. Chapter two
ACourt s, Cul t s, inaattorokgh tiscyssiom pfthe westm centeaal

courts of the Minoan palaces and the several unique architectural features connected to
themHi t chcockds analysis of the west courts u
different palace sites, psibly reflecting different social and ritual practices carried out

within them?’ Hitchcock stipulates the possibility that the architectural variation at each

of the palace sites was linked to the adoration of different deities, each with a unique set

ofri t ual activities carried out at the Pal ace
comparable to Zeus at Knossos, a water deity equal to Poseidon at Zakros, and a nature

deity at Malia and Gourni& Although these observations are interesting, carenet

deny the very subjective nature of her interpretations, which are in fact fully suggestive

and based on no clear archaeological evidence of any kind.

Hitchcockds examination of the central cour
as for the west court$® After a thorough discussion of the archaeological evidence,

Hitchcock focuses on different architectural features such as the Horns of Consecration

and Tripartite Shrines in order to understand their functionffitiditchcock stipulates

that he central courts could have been used for the execution of ritual performances (she

98 Hitchcock 2000, 40 42.

%4 Hitchcock 2000, 62 125.

9 Hitchcock 2000, 126 156.

9 Hitchcock 2000, 157 191.

97 Hitchcock 2000, 62 97.

%8 Hitchcock 2000, 89; the bull at KnossegeHitchcock 2000, 984; PoseidorseeHitchcock
2000, 94 97; Gournia and MaliaeeHitchcock 2000, 97.

99 Hitchcock 2000, 98 120.

100 Hitchcock 2000, 98 109.
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refers to them as social dramas), however, she does not take the time to reconstruct the
specific nature of the activities carried out within, nor does she question e¥aahe

central court played in the case of a large social event, which are issues covered within

this dissertation. Remarkable is her exhaustive focus on the question of whether or not

the central courts were used as an arena for bull g&madich is anissue that has
travell ed well i n past research as is her r
was to facilitate the connection and circulation to the other units inside the bdfling.

Al the more interesting inoan Halls (Crapter 4)cik 6 s di s
which their form, complexity, accessibility, decoration and archaeological remains are
considered in order to come to a more profound understanding of their fuf&tion.
Throughout the discussion the entire chapter foregrounds d hcockds bel i ef
general all Minoan halls functioned as important gathering places within the buildings

and were used for ritual, ceremonial, or administrative purp8$emwever, she fails to

explore the way in which the buildings were used amg they were elaborated in in

order to became representational spaces within a context of social interaction, elements

which are highlighted in the present dissertation.

Generally speaking, Hi tchcockds monogr aph
publicatiors on each of the room types and architectural featutbe diverse halls,

courts, storage rooms, etédound within the monumental structures of the Neopalatial

period. Notwithstanding that her intentions are promising, one cannot put aside the

overall mpression that she does not provide an alternative reading to the archaeological
evidence presented to us today.

Firstly, it might have been all the more interesting to discuss the archaeological material
diachronically, allowing to identify significanthanges within the Minoan built space

over time and more specifically throughout the stages of the Pha@oe, and Neopalatial

peri od. Secondly, such an approach would hel
built spaces became more and more contplexganized, reaching their culmination

point in the Late Bronze Age. A theoretical framework that builds upon social theory and

101 Hitchcock 2000, 115 120.
102 Hjtchcock 2000, 124.

103 Hitchcock2000, 157 191.
104 Hitchcock 2000, 190 191.
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human experience would allow us to reflect on the way in which such complexly
organized built spaces came into being and fasushe importance of structured built

spaces for Minoan communities and deal with the question why such processes became

so essentially important for Minoans, all circling back to a diachronic perspective on

changing built environments throughout all pels of Minoan history.

The core of this dissertation builds upon these insights, allowing us to reflect more
profoundly on the soci al di mension under |l yi
layout of such buildings with several units suitable fmial interactions could have been

used simultaneously as a setting for social display through which different social tiers

could be interacting with each other in socially and significantly meaningful ways.

Not until recently scholars pointed out the mnjance of a diachronic perspective to

material culture and more specifically the Minoan built space. In 2010, Mc Enroe
published a monograph that provides an overall discussion of Minoan architecture and
highlights how from as early as the Neolithic te thery end of the Bronze Age Minoans
created specific built forms o6t hdrpeesegth whi ch
t hemsel ve g% The boak tstarts rwithda brief discussion thie concept of

6 i delfand althobigh Mc Enroe claims that tissue of identity is crucial, it becomes
immediately apparent that the concept is not dealt with thoroughly. Most striking is the
absence of a clear theoretical framework that builds on various insights taken from the

social sciences. One gets the imprassiat all topics discussed throughout the different

chapters do not extend beyond the mere description of different forms of architecture and

the changes and innovations that occurred throughout the Minoan Bronze Age. As a
result, athe very end of eaathapter Mc Enroe touches only very briefly on the issue of

identity and the role of architecture in its establishment. Thus the issue of identity moves
automatically to the background.

In my view, Architecture of Minoan Cretdoes not read as a book abMinoan identity;

Mc Enroeds main objective rather seems t o

conversations on Minoan architecture that have gone on since the very beginning of the

105 McEnroe 2010, vii.
106 McEnroe 2010, 5.
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discipline 6for schol alistsinthehAegaanr BrmoniY en Ageds ¢
This corresponds to the structure of the chapters in which several issues regarding
funerary, domestic, and pal ati al built f or ms
great value when it comes to the diachronic approach takehetarthaeological

material emphasizing the birth of different architectural features in the Minoan built
environment®®, and illustrating an increasing complexity that reached its culmination

point in the Late Bronze Ag¥. These phenomena are also highkghtin this

dissertation, and argued to be closely connected with the arising need of more complexly
organized built forms in order to structure relationships between different groups of

people within these communitié¥’

This dissertation covers both of MEnr oeds objectives, i . e. a
Minoan architecture and a focus on synthesizing past and recent discussions with regard

to Minoan built spaces, however, we plead for the implementation of gosmllilated

and welifounded methodology thébuilds on social theory in order to reach a more

thorough understanding of the social meaning of architecture and the ways in which these
buildings could have been actively used as chief media in structuring interactions, groups

of people, and relationgis throughout Minoan history. What distinguishes this

di ssertation from Mc Enraockd theowtwal kamewsrk t he f o
(Part2 this dissertation) in order to understand more thoroughly the deeper meanings of
architecture in which weutn away from the descriptive architectural level and try to

describe and visualize more explicitly the power of the built spasgucturingpeoples

and interactions when they were actively used (Part 3, 4, and 5).

Palyvou focused strongly on trstruduring principles of architecturand studiedthe
architecture of Akrotiri through a numberiaferestingesearch angles. In her early work
she studied the buildings at Akrotiri by a typological approach and tried to define

recurrent patterns in the laypand design of the buidindgs In order to define such

107 McEnroe 2010, vii.

108 McEnroe 2010, $9 (Chapters 2 to 6).

109 McEnroe 2010, 69433 (Chapters 7 to 10).

110 See especially Chapter 3.2 of this dissertation.
111 palyvou 19871989.



- 36 - Part 1

building conventions, she focused on the placement of entrances and exits, the
distribution of light and ventilation, the distribution of rooms and their connections, the
circulation pattern within &uilding, etc. Further, she showed that structural conventions
were not only recognizable inside the houses, but also in the layout of the town, which is
indicated by the indentations of the streets that ran throughout the'‘toRecently,
Palyvou also adé@ssed the question of patterns of circulation in Minoan monumental
architecture'l® Concerning the form, functioning and significance of architectural types,
Palyvou examined the Minoan hall systems, central courts and west courts in order to
discuss pattas of circulation and especially the way in which the configuration of these
buildings filtered accessibility and human traffic within palatial settid$g this series

of articles, she illustrated convincingly that the Minoan Palaces possess a sdpHistica
system of circulation, which could provide a hierarchy of movement according to the
identities of the users. What is missing, however, is a vivid reading of the Minoan Palaces
and a true focus on the way in which these buildings, together with specific
performances, acted as active agents or chief media in structuring social interaction and
soci al relationships wi thin Mi noan communi
explored further in this dissertation with a strong focus on the reciprocal rehagions
between built space and human performance as integrating devices for the production and

reproduction of Minoan community life.

Also Letesson dealt thoroughly with the importance of structure, the subdivision of space

and their implications for sociatteractiont’® The majorcontribt i on of Let essons
is that he goes beyond the traditional issues of form and function and focuses on the
identification of a set of underlying principles within Minoan architecture, referred to as a

spatial genotypét® Using space syntax, Letesson is able to identify the importance of a
fundamental shift in the ways Minoans dealt with the organisation of the built space, as

from the Protopalatial through to the Neopalatial period. Throughout his work it becomes

clear thatin the majority of the Minoan buildings there has been a shift from an

H12palyvou 1987.

113 palyvou 2002; 2004; 2008.
114 palyvou 2002, 16177.

115 etesson 2008; 2009; 2012.
118 |_etesson 2009.



General Project Outline - 37 -

agglutinative to an articulated mode of organising space. The increased segmentation of
space within buildings over the course of the Reoid Neopalatial period shows the
growing imprtance of structure in Minoan architecture and illustrates that the
compl exity of a buildingds configuration
that lay behind it. Furthermorsuch changes in configurational thinking throughout the
Protc and Nepalatial periods resulted in the appearance of a wide range of indoor and
outdoor gathering spaces in the Neopalatial period, which gives the impression that
people wanted to categorize and structure people and their activities more strictly and
efficiently.

In his paperFrom Party to Ritual to Ruinl.etesson (2008) shows specifically that the
Minoan palaces of the Neopakdtiperiod showed a strong program,which the close
interplay of a series of courts, internal and external transition spaces ade mmge of

indoor gathering spaces created a very structured environment withotéetial to
structure interactions between different groups of people more strictly and efficiently.
Central to this paper is the synthesis of the main syntactical pespeftthe Minoan
palaces. What is lacking however, is a reconstruction of the actual nature of these
interactions and the way in which the entire spatial setting could have been experienced
as a meaningful environment for social interaction.

In a recentcontribution to the voluméegis 5 Letesson (2012) applies the method of
space syntax to a series of Cretan case studies in order to investigate the distribution of
fresco iconography and the syntactical properties for each of the spaces where frescoes
were found inside these buildings. Letesson emphasizes that from the Neopalatial period
onwards architectural suites decorated with monumental frescoes generally tend to be the
most segregated spaces within the configuration, which implies that these everesh
inaccessible spaces where very few people gathered hidden away from the eye of the
public. However, the Palace of Knossos does not fit in entirely with these conclusions
since it has several monumental frescoes in areas which were easily actesaiol®r
perceived by the public, which suggest that its function was far more complex than the
other case studies Letesson examined in this article, issues we will return to in Parts 5 and

6 of this dissertation.

ma
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Wh a 't i's gener al |y pproashsis very similar toLwhdt das een 6 s a
suggested above for the contributions by Hitchcock (Hitchcock 2000) and Mc Enroe
(2010), i.e. a focus on the actual nature of the interaction within these spaces, the actual
experience of the people moving througiede spaces and their interaction with the
physicality of the built space and the people present withetesson thoroughly
demonstrated the representation and quantification of these patterns of structure and
circulation within Minoan monumental architase and identified some recurrent
circulation patterns or typologies (structures), but only deals very shortly with their
sociological relevance or the social dimension that lay behind these changes, partly
because the core of his dissertation focusetesting the usefulness of the application of

the method of space syntax in Minoan archaeoldgySuch an approach requires
distancing oneself from the numerical access analysis and to focus on the real physicality
of the built space instead. It is only bgking into account a broad spectrum of
archaeological data that one can shed light on the actual experience people had when
interacting with thes spaces and the people withBuch a vivid reading of the Minoan

built space in which one tries to understdhd ways in which the space itself and its
elaboration were chief media in structuring and building relationships and interactions
can only be instigated by considering the archaeological material through the lens of
social theory and phenomenology whiefil be discussed and incorporated in a well

formulated methodology developed in Part 2 of this dissertation.

Letesson and Vansteenhuyse applied visibility analysis to the Minoan Palaces and tried to
reconstruct the main thresholds of vision and the wayms of people were zoned

according to differences insigtff Taken furt her H2ggds reconstr
appearance in the western fagade of the Palace of Knossos, which formed the focal point

for the people that gathered within the west courtythncovered a clear zoning of

17 | etesson (2009) criticizes the flows in his own method and argues the need to look towards

other theoretical approaches to the Minduilt space. Space syntax analyses forms the core of
Letessonbds dissertation, whereas the present st
tool for mapping circulation patterns within the Minoan Palaces.

118] etesson and Vansteenhuyse 2006, 101.
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groups of peoplé!® The further one was situated from this window, the blurrier the

vi ewer 6s vision and | ess intimate the inter

window 2% Such an approach shows that not only aceesisnoraccess were crucial in
forming social relationships, but that also other experiences such as vision andioon

should be reconsidered in a study of Monumental architecture.

Apart from internal design and structural issues, several scholads ttri define the
relationship between internal | ayout and
surroundingsThanks to these scholars, one can conclude that there is now accumulating
evidence that the Palaces were deliberately oriented deswastronomical events and
sacred mountains, many of them having an important peak sanctuary or sacred cave on
top of themt?! Proper orientation was keégportant in the construction of the Minoan
PalacesBecause the element of orientation is so importarthe design and further
layout of the Minoan Palaces, this matter will be désed into more detail in section

4.1.5 this dissertation.

1.1.3. Conclusion

It has become clear that several approaches to Minoan architecture and especially the
Minoan Palaes, ranging from typological studies, circulation patterns, building materials

and techniques, to building design and orientation, exist next to one another. The studies
mentioned above clearly illustrate that, although archaeology has its own methods and

approaches, one should bear in mind that if these are considered without recourse to other

evidence or theoretical frameworks contextualizing the archaeological material in a
broader perspective, they can only make a limited contribution to a bettestamdiéng
of spatial behavionWhat misses in all these approachesvsval reading of the Minoan
built space in which one tries to understand the ways in which the space itself and its

elaboration were chief media in structuring and building relatiossaif interactions.

119 H3gg 1987, 132.

1201 etesson and Vansteenhuyse 2006, 107.

121 Marinatos 1934 Scully 1962; Shaw 1973b; Preziosi 19&3podison P01; 2004 Blomberg
and Henriksson 1996; 2001; 2005; 2006; 2008; 2010; Doxtater 2009.
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This critique stresses the need to think of new integrative approaches to study the
interrelationship between human behavior and the-boilironment; something thatan

only be instigated by considering the archaeological matenaligh the lens of social
theory and phenomenology, discussed and incorporated in a well formulated

methodology developead Part 2 of this book.

Chapter 1.2. Problem Definition, Research DesagwlStructural Overview

1.2.1. Problem Definition andesarchDesign

The conclusion of the previous chapter has emphasized the limitations of archaeological
methodology and further underlines the necessity of developing an interdisciplinary
approach to the investigation of interrelationships between humanitwelnd the buik
environment.

In the previous chapter, we argued that within traditional and recent scholarship the
Minoan Palaces were perceived as the primary foci of elite power. Within this
interpretation, the events that took place within these mental buildings, whether
administrative activities or religious rituals are considered central to the maintenance of
elite power and the Minoan Palaces were just a passive backdrop or container for human
activity. In the analysis of Minoan soepwlitical structures, it has been illustrated that
most studies focus on empirical data and inscribed administrative tablets and combine
these approaches within the theoretical frameworks of hierarchy, heterarchy and
factionalism, emphasizing administrative andital systems. However, architecture is
much more than a passive backdrop for human activitlye attention has been paid to

the way in which these buildings together with the performances performed within these
settings played a major role in the fation of specific contexts for social interaction,
through which social status, elite power, and identity was produced, negotiated, and
maintained. Only recentlyscholarsexpanded the view of Minoan architecture beyond
this simple function. However, thegid not focus extensively on the sogolitical

function of Minoan performances.
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The study of architecture and human performance is particularly important in
understanding socipolitical dynamics during all periods of history. Architecture and
iconograply possess a silent voice and the active roles of these layers in the development
of sociopolitical difference should not be underestimated. Furthermore, human
performance in Minoan archaeology (such as dances, processiorsapinp, etc.) have

been ientified and studied since the beginning of the discipline. However, such
performances have been almost exclusively linked to the ritual sphere of Minoan society.
Although it is legitimate to assign a ritual function to human performance, it should not
beforgotten that performance also executes important gmaditical functions as it is an
important agent in community building. Performative events held at specific architectural

settings can have an impact on many other levels within commuffties.

This dssertation tries to tackle these shortcomings by examining some of the true
hallmarks of Minoan culturé particularly the Minoan Palaces, the Tholos tombs and the
House tomb$ throughan integrative framework in order to highlight the use of Minoan
monumental architecture and performance as chief media in the integration of Minoan
communities.Secondly, this methodology and especially when it is brought within a
diachronic perspective should make it possible to reflect upon the endured importance of
built-space and performance to the social lives of Minoan people in structuring social
relationships and interactions throughout the stages of the FlRge, and Neopalatial

periods on Crete.

122 5ee sectio.1.5this dissertation for dailed bibliography and discussions.
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1.2.2. StructuralOverview

Part 2 of this dissertation pesgs an integrative approach by means of which
archaeologists can analyze the relationship between the built environment and human
behavior in ancient societies, not only the Minoan one. The integrative approach reflects
upon the ways in which Minoan artécture and performance actively staged and
structured social encounters. Further, it highlights the use of these performative spaces as
contexts for large performative events through which spoltdical structures are
created, transformed and reproducé&Hdrough this approach, one csined light on the

active use of the layers of architecture, iconogragtdperformances by the Bronze Age
Minoan elites in the creation of meaningful contexts of social interaction through which

group identity and group fiérences were negotiated.

Part 3 is designed to situate the emergence of the Minoan Palaces within the past and
contemporary socipolitical and economic processes occurring on Crete over Tilis.

part discusses the period before and the transiti@raigpleading up to the emergence of

the Prote and later Neopalatial Palaces, which will be discussed later in Parts 4 and 5.
This contextualization is crucial in order to understand the close relationship between the
emergence of the monumental Minoarlaeas and the socioolitical developments on

Crete. Their construction may be interpreted as the material expression of gradually
changing power relations over the course of the Prepalatial, Protopalatial, and Neopalatial
periods.Although a prequel, thipart draws partly on the methodology of part 2 and
focuses on the interrelationship of built spaces, performance and social structures in the
Prepalatial period. The major case studies are the Tholos tombs and the House tombs

cemeteries.

Part 4 starts wi a deconstruction of the architectural form of the -kasivn Minoan
Palaces of Knossos, Malia, Phaistos, and Zakros. It has to be noted that these Minoan
Palaces share as much similarities as differences. This part aims to describe the Minoan
Palaces whout simultaneously effacing the strong individuality of each of these
buildings. The study of the circulation system throughout the building together with the
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presence of physical boundaries within the built space illustrates the uniqueness of the
Minoan Palaces as performative spaces. The unique architectural layout and circulation
pattern created a sophisticated environment for structuring social interaction and
relationships.

The fifth part starts of with a short discussion of thetorial evidencefrom Minoan

Crete out offside the palatial context, which not only illustrates that performative events
occurred at these places but also legitimates the straight correlation between the Minoan
Palaces and larggcale performative activities involving aobcial tiers of the respective
communities.In the first part it became clear that the precise nature of the palatial
complexes and of the elites using them is widely debated over the years, however, these
new approaches invite to test the interpretatibnthe Palaces as settings of elite
performances. This would add a separate form of datha different approado the
ongoing discussionsyhich helps us to elucidate the way in which these buildings were
used as meaningful media or representationalespadthin the process of community
building. By way of example, the Minoan Palace of Knossos will be read as a setting of
performancesin the end, we will synthesize the data from Knossos with regard to the
other Minoan Palaces by means of the conceptofe far chi tectur al narr g
create a general overview of how the Minoan Palaces and the performances conducted
within these settings functioned together as vehicles for the expression of normative

notions of power and authority in each adittrespective communities.

In Part 6 the main findings of all distinctive parts will be generalized in a short
conclusion about the ways in which the built space functions as an active media in a

discourse of social interaction in the Rferote, and Neopalatial period.
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An Integrative Approach to the Minoan Built Environment
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Abstract

The integrative approach outlined in Part 2 begins with a discussion of theoretical
approaches to the meaning of architecture Aeddle of performance in the structuring

of societies.

It combines contemporary social theory with an examination of how buildings encode
meanings that are nonverbally communicated and visually perceived by inhabitants
(controllers) and visitors, poteniia influencing their actions and interactions.
Architectural settings can serve as the contexts for interactions through which socio

political structures are created, transformed and reproduced. A short discussion of past
approaches to Minoan performancel | ustrates the strong focu
performance and the freligiouso character C
moves away from such approaches and focuses on the active and real life importance of
performative events (feasts) within thecess of community building and a discourse of

power, status, and identity.
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Chapter 2.1. The Formulation of a Methodology to the Study of The Built
Space

2.1.1. Architecture and PoweBettingthe Terms.

Architecture can affect how people intefseand thus plays in particular situations a major

role in social ordering. The physicality of the bwdfiace has the possibility to control
peoplebs interactions in a very sophisticate
that it has the powdp structure human interactions, has intrigued researchers for many

years. Numerous scholars in the fields of sociology, anthropology, and psychology have

dealt with the question of the role that the built space plays in a context of social
interaction andespecially how it is actively used as a physical medium to express
normative notions of power and aut®Farity as
the architect Markus buildings are classifying mechanisms, which reproduce social order
through thestructuring of social interactiort$? In Buildings and PowerMarkus was

intrigued by the ceaelationship between architecture and the exercise of power and
highlighted how the structured built spaces of institutional buildings such as schools,
prisons, hals, etc., were designed to control and disciple peidplée defined power in

terms of surveillance, monitoring and control of social interactions. Throughout the work,

Markus provides us with significant detail on how buildings embody asymmetries of
powerand contain a set of rules through which the freedom of aciagsfor example

movement, their visual freedom, and social encounters in geherah be strongly

controlled!2é

Recently, the contemporary architect Dovey built further on the work of Waakd
reflected thoroughly on the reciprocal relationship between architecture and power and

his work is particularly helpful and very comprehensive in order to understand how

123 Simmel 1969; 1995a; 1995b; Bourdieu 1973; 1977; 1984; 1987; 1990; 1991; 1991a; Giddens
1979; 1984, 1987; Lefebvre 1991; Gieryn 2002; Loéw 2001.

24 Markus 1987.

125 Markus 1993.

126 Markus 1993, 225.
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people use architecture to create the most suitable environment to enhanstathgj
influence and power. Dovey argues tfat fApowe
Instead, power is actively mediated through it and expressed in several dimensions. In

this dissertation, the following dimensions are of particular interest:

1) Segregation/accesboundaries and pathways can segregate places by status, gender,
race, culture, class or age, creating privileged enclaves of access, amenity and
community.

2) Publicity/privacy built form can segment space in a manner that pleeeain kinds

of people and action under conditions of surveillance while privileging other kinds of
people and action as private.

3) Identity/differenceplaces can symbolize socially constructed identities and differences
of individuals, cultures, ingttions and nations.

4) Dominant/docile a dominant built mass or volume signifies control over resources
necessary to its production. Relative scale in mass or volume cannot be divorced from
discourses of domination and intimidation.

5) Place/ideologythe experience of place has the capacity to move us deeply, to ground
our being, to open the question of spirit. Yet the very potency of place experience renders

its particularly vulnerable to the ideological appropriations of pdtfer.

Although Dovey opes up a completely new mode of thinking about the reciprocal
relationship between architecture and power, one has to add to this list of points an extra
dimension, namely the notion gdroximity/distance.As these notions are strongly
connected with the ecmept of boundaries, this element is discussed under the next
heading. The role of power within a context of social interaction should be interpreted as
the power of one individual (or one group) over the other and as an atmosphere in which
the distinctios between two or more groups are expressed, negotiated, and accepted,
which all can eventually result in the legitimation of the supreme status and authority of

12T Dovey 1999, 15.
128 All these points and many more can be found in Dovey 1999615
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one group over the othet®. The built space can be used in several ways to achieve this
mode @ interaction. A network of walls and doors for example creates and enforces
spatial exclusion within specific social events and the large energy investment in strongly
elaborated built environments not only shows the need in a particular society tesexpres
the supreme status of those that controlled the resources for the building project, but also
leads to an acceptance of the inferior position of potential visitors of the cotfhBaxt

space therefore can be used as an active medium to stabilize iindaedghe authority

of the ruling elite through its symbols, which are eventually culturally embedded.

However, it is not only the built space that mediates power and authority. Specific
performances, such as rituals and ceremonies (processions)ear@mgibrtant strategies

to produce and reproduce authority inside communities. Such performances are
characterized by a very important duality, in that they both express social inequality and
solidarity simultaneously, creating a sense of commu#ttyuildings, especially in
prehistoric societies, are often closely connected with such events. Power in a context of
social interaction should be defined as power over others and in order to achieve this,
both the structuring of the built spaaadthe performaoes inside these settings led to

the acceptance of normative notions of power and authority inside communities.

The presentation of a methodology, which helps us to study the ways in which power
relations are mediated through a combination of spatial ramoging and human
performance will be further developed throughout the following chapters of Part 2. This
will allow for a detailedanalysis of the way in which the Minoan elite used both the built

space and performance in the creation of asymmetricalrpeletions.

129Dovey 1999, 911.

130 For a good example of the role of elaboration and structure in the negotiation of identities, see
WallaceHadrill (1994) with an analysis of the Roman house.

131 On the neaning of performances and feasts, see various contributions in Dietler and Hayden
2001;Wright 2004a; Nordquist 2008.
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2.1.2. AWhyo Architecture? A Sociological
Boundaries.

Buildings, as an architectural construct, are in a functionalist point of view nothing more

than boundaries, since they physically separate the interion ftbe external
surroundings?? The distinction between the inside and the outside implies that the
distinction between who was in and who was out reflects at its most basic level a social

actor model with two sorts of users; visitors and inhabitants. Iro&firresearch we do

not have studies that explicitly deal with these different kinds of social categories, but in
classical research the works of Grahame and Walckill are important to our
understanding of the nature of interactions between visitadSrdnabitants and the role

of architecture and spatial layout in these interacttdh¥isitors, or as Grahame calls

them, (8% rameerbyyd definition those who are
building, they claim right to be present in a sfiegpace'®The questions fhow
were received by the inhabitants (those with the same right of movement in the house),

and in which rooms they were allowed to enter is difficult to grasp in archaeology, since

it depends on the personal relationshipsdeen the specific visitor and the inhabitants.

Recent research has convincingly argued that buildings are arranged and elaborated

|l ogically in a way which best suits the use
that people aim at creating the shosuitable environment to enhance their status,

influence and power (reproduction and legitimatibfi)WallaceHadrill tried to make a

clear distinction between private and public for the Roman hdlste formulated the

thesis that the Roman house artitesathe need of the Roman upper class to negotiate

their identity, power, and status within sociétyIn order to do so, Roman houses had a

132 pellow 1996, 1.

133 Grahame 2000; Wallagdadrill 1994; WallaceHadrill 1988.

134 Grahame (2000, 21) speaks about strangers and inhabhatiisdefined as the users of the

building.

135 Grahame (1999,59) Al nhabitants have preferential right
defined by the architecture of the house wherea
and 0 s tre bothgenstifuted and reproduced through practices which routinely include
individuals while simultaneously excluding other
136 This assumption is genereally corroborated by studies of the Roman house, see-Wallace

hadrill 1994; Grahame 2000; Laurari®94:Lawrence and Low 1990.

37WallaceHadrill 1994, 1737.

138 \WallaceHadrill 1994, 48 and 12.



- 50 - Part 2

very specific spatial programming in terms of design and decoration, with more public
reception spaces for gatherspgand more private spaces that respected the privacy of the
household. The decoration and elaboration of the rooms within the house were a major
medium through which visitors knew which spaces one was allowed to enter: strongly
elaborated spaces were pabfor the visitor, whereas less elaborated were more
private!®® Although the work of Wallacéladrill is very interesting, one should
remember that in Minoan Crete the situation could be slightly different in terms of the
placement of decoration within ugi{see Part 4 and 5 for some remarkable differences).
However, this does not mean that there is any correlation between the work of Wallace
Hadrill and the Minoan period4® One major problem of Minoan archaeology, and
especially regarding the Minoan Palscis the question whether or not they were in fact
Ainhabitedd. Therefore, we prefer not to

UusE€

rat her the term Acontroll erso, as the | atte

access and circuian throughout these complexes in the case of large public events. The
architectural setting and more specifically the subdivision of space has a strong
communicational and determining value, in that it regulates interaction and
communication between peegf! Lavin elaborated the idea of behavioral regulators or
physical boundaries in the built environment and looked at architecture as an outcome of
behavioral decisions prior to the actual constructional phase. These regulatory systems or
physical boundarg act as a means to control the amount and type of interaction that
occurred between individuals, groups, and between people and architectufé?ifdedf.

latter observation is interesting as in connection to buildiMsre specifically for

boundaries inde the interior space of the building, the reason underlying the

139 \WallaceHadrill 1994, 3861.

140 WallaceHadrill 1988; 1994; One should remember that such differences in elaboration and
decoration and the notions of publiwdBprivate spaces are context specific and therefore different

for every society. The general insights of Wallkte d r i | | 6s wor k are very
deserve to be reconsidered in this dissertation, all the more since decoration and elaboration in
this work also are of major importance for the Minoan elites as media for expression; See
Grahame (1997) for an alternative discussion.

141 The basics that are presented here in this chapter are the result of contemporary studies and
theories of space in emlogy, arthropology, and psychology.e8 Lawrance and Low 1990;
Grahame 2000, 1-23; Sanders 1990, 4&l; Specific archaeological studies the built
environment see Blanton 1994; Kent 1990; PaRegirson and Richards 1994; Locock 1994.

1421 avin 1981.
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construction of boundaries is the partitioning of space in such a way that a variety of
activities may be practically organz®y those making use of it® A driving force for

such divisionsis that, for instance, as far as the interior of the palatial building is
concerned, people can use the built space to regulate social interaction by making some
spaces easily accessible, less accessible, while closing off others, by means of doors,
corridors, vestibules, stairways etc. This implies that buildings constitute good
instruments for t he s actiodsyBuidings wexeonpain @acloss b e h av
within the process of social interaction between humans. They are the settings through

which social relationships are constantly formed.

In all societiesproximity and distanceplay an important role in the intensiveness of
interaction and communication between pedfftdn his proxemic theory, Hall studied

the nature of interpersonal and intengp interaction and defined eight personal space
zones in which people interact in very different ways. He defined an intimate, personal,
social and public level, each with two smbnes'*® The zoning of people and the
differences in distance between pepaffects the direct involvement in social interaction
and contributes to the creation of social difference between the members of the
community. However, the process of zoning is not the only aspect that has an impact on
people. Altman argues that the gloality of the built space, such as physical boundaries,
etc., comprises important elements of +vanbal communication, which offer the
possibility to transfer meaning and contribute to a feeling of social dist4tEspecially

for prehistoric societieene could argue that there is a strong relation between actual
physical distance and social distance. In terms of crossing boundaries, it should be
acknowledged that it is not only the physical distance that is essential, i.e. whether or not
interaction ca take place. As important is the difficulty in crossing the number of

boundaries placed between them.

143 Anderson 2004, 146.

144 Hall 1959; 1966; 1974:; Sanders 1984, 132.

145 Hall 1966, 113120.

146 Altman 1975, 66101 and 10345; Sanders 1984, 140.
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Barth argued that boundaries literally divide objectively at ground level and more
abstractly set limits demarcating social grotfd?eople conceptuallgreate boundaries

and on the basic level of the concept, boundaries are assumed to separate what they
distinguish. Where people invest in ploai boundaries, these are mastongly
intertwined with conceptual processes in the human Aifh@ihe twosided nature of
boundaries was emphasized by Wallman (1978), who suggested that boundaries have two
kinds of meaning. The first is purely structural: boundaries are the meeting places of
contiguous social systems or systems of organization and significancesetbed,
however, is particularly interesting in this dissertation, as it refers to the way in which
boundaries define members andfme mber s of particul ar groups
inside and outsid¥® During the process of creating a building, its teis conceptually

create boundaries before these are physically represented in the built environment. The
main assumption here is that the number of physical boundaries and the difficulty of
crossing them resulted in an enforced feeling of distance betpeeple. Physical
boundaries, as reflections of conceptual considerations made by humans, create a
physical setting that allows control over timeraction and communication between the

different userg>®

When visitors move through a building, they wilbtice that several transition spaces

such as corridors, stairways, doors, vestibule halls,-etorm the link between the
shallow spaces closely situated to the outside and the regions that lie deeper inside the
complex. These transition spaces gdedontrollers the choice to maintain a distance or

to move into convergence interacting with the visitor, eventually inviting them into the
deeper parts of the complex. The combination and orientation of internal and external
transition spaces and the gbity of doors and thresholds resulted in a configuration in
which access and movement could be easily controlled, structured and organized. This
enabled a dynamic, and clearly structured control of the interactions within these

buildings, since the numbef physical boundaries and the difficulty of crossing them

147 Barth 2000, 17.

148 Barth 2000, 2728.

149\Wallman 1978, 20@17; Mullin 2011, 6.

159 For information about boundariesee Pellow 1996; Barth 1969; Okely 1983.
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resulted in an enforced feeling of distance between people. This model of proximity and
distance extendeyondthe simple notions of true physicdistance in lengthand

instead definedistanceby access

Numerous sociologists have been particularly influential for the thoughts outlined above,

and they are often cited in numerous studies by those who take arcegiatl approach

to understanding the reciprocal relationships between archi#gegiaople, and (social)

structures®® Of the classical sociologists, Georg Simmel is by far the most important

author to promote our understanding of the concept of space and its relation towards the

social. The texts that are of primary importance fos tieisearch arBie Soziologie des

Raumesand Uber raumliche Projektionen socialer Formehoth written in 190322

Although his theories have been written during the first decade of the previous century, it

must be acknowledged that his work still offerstieorsy framework for the study of

compl ex societies. The most interesting aspe
space as a prexisting given, but that space is formed through social operations and

actions. Space is therefore not a -pxésting subsistence, but should always be
interpreted as something social constituting space and this formed space in turn
influences the sociaP? Crucial in his work is that social action forms space, but that

formed space (the physical) reflects on the socml,aan reinforce the social through its

physical presentations.

For Simmel, who was of great influence to Giddens, the investment in physical
boundaries in the built environment was a major human act. He refers to the
NRZer |l egbarkei't unde siBe grtehnez umar tdieosn aRa wsm o f
pieces fAdie als Einheiten gettnaredefited [ é] vo
by boundari es. For soci al groups or individ
functions as the wooden frame of a paig. In their most basic objectification they
isolate/protect from the outside, and act inclusively/collectively towards the inside.
Borders/boundaries are, according to Simmel, artificial; they are the result of social

151 Simmel 1969; 1995a; 1995b; Giddens 1984; Bourdieu 1977; Gieryn 2002; Léw 2001.

152 Simmel 1995a, 13283.; Simmel 1995b, 26220.

153Schroer (2006,66 5) gi ves a good overview of Simmel sd t
154 Simmel citedn Schroer 2006, 68.
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action and interaction. Delineatintbe opposite is according to Simmel a major social
practice!®® It is very important to note that for Simmel the boundary does not have to be
physical, but when it is, it reinforces the difference between the oppbSitegesting in

material reflections #t emphasize inequalities or difference through boundaries is in this

view to be seen as the installment of stability, social differences and a clear overview
bet ween the different soci al tiers. Since
actions theyare, therefore, normative in character and constitute a normative foundation

for the structuring of the living space, and play an essential role in the production and
reproduction of social relationships.

These kinds of thoughts and a particular focusheman action become apparent in the

works of sociologists during the last half of thé"2@ntury and especially in the works

of Pierre Bourdieu and Anthony Giddeh$.Core topics within their works are the
relationships between agency (human action) sowal structure. In hiStructuration
TheoryGiddens attempted to develop a theoretical approach with a strong focus on the
duality of structure. By actively engaging into different social practices and behaviors,
agents produce and reproduce social aires!® According to Giddens, structures have

a o6virtual exi stenced6 and are not materi al
and/ or behavior of the agent: 6t hey only ex
knowledgeable human agents andhasinstantiation of rules in the situated activities of

a g e #°tEsséntial in the work of Giddens is that people are knowledgeable agents, who
have certain motivations to engage into the action, who think rationally by constantly
making choices and whaeaaware of the consequences of their acttéhBor Giddens,
architecture (physical space) plays, similar to Simmel, an essential part in social

interaction. Architecture offers the possibility to create and reproduce social relationships

5'Si mmel cited in Schroer (2006, 69) : 6Di e Gr el
soziologischen Wirkungen, sondern eine soziologi
%Si mmel <cited in Schr oer ungid ie6Ljnie BhRaum géwdntr ch di e
das Gegenseitigkeitsverhéltnis nach seinen positieven und negatieven Seite eine Klarheit und
Sicherheit. 6

157 Bourdieu 1977; 1990; Giddens 1979; 1984; A thorough discussion and comparison between

the theories of Bourdieu dn Giddens can be found inPerales Perez 2008:
http://www.essex.ac.uk/sociology/student_journals/grad_journal/2008_2009/paco%206.pdf

158 Giddens 1984, 21Giddens 1979, 630.

199 Giddens 1987, 21.

160 Giddens 1984, 445.
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between people. W the concept of thiocalesGiddens illustrates the active use of the

physical environment in a context of social interaction, in which physical space
transforms into place, i.e meaningful centers of human'féocales are the main

settings for social nt er acti on. Gi ddens: AA setting 1Is
physical environment, in which interaction occurs: it is these elements mobilized as part

of the interaction. Features of the setting of interaction, including its spatial and physical
aspects é ar e routinely dr awn upon by S C
c o mmu n i & architecturé plays an important part in defining the manner in which

social interaction takes place and the significance it would have had for the agents
involved!®® Essential to social interaction is the element opmsence, which means

that several human agents are present inside these spaces. Giddens borrowed the concept

of co-presence from the sociologist Goffman, whom we will turn to f&fe@ieryng also

refleded on the relationship between space and society and was strongly influenced by
Giddens in that he argued that architecture is a medium in which social relations not only

take place but through which they are created, reproduced and &ttered.

Pierre Bow d i @&hedrysof Practice an be regarded as the major
Structuration TheoryBourdieu developed a set of concepts around which society and

human actions should be explained. In his writings, he puts constantly the focus on the
conepts of Ohabitusé, oO6fieldsd and O6capital 6.
a personal reference scheme through which an individual examines, judges, synthesizes

and eventually acts in the social world at all titfé$A per s o n 6 srousd s a | bacl
education, etc. all c¢onus Boudiee cohceptuglizes s on 6 s
the world in which we live in terms of different independent fields (i.e. the fields of

politics, the field of work or the field of arts), in which individes@ompete and struggle

161 Giddens 1984, 118.

162 Giddens (1979, &) quoted in Tilley 1994, 19.
163 Tilley 1994, 109.

164 Goffman 1963, 124.

165Gijeryn 2002, 37.

166 Bourdieu 1977, 83.

167 Bourdieu 1984, 170.
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over capitat®®Capi tal (i .e. economic, symbolic, and
t heory are different significant types of r
which constitute the social world. Individuals ubkés capital in order to negotiate their

social positionsPhysical and Social space are very closely related for Bourdieu. Human

agents are like thingscus boundedThe locus otoposas he call s it ican
the site where an agent or a thiagituated, as a location, or as a position, as a rank in an

or d®r oFurther he states fsocial space is an
retranslate itself, in a mor & Thismdasshat di rect
the physcal properties attributed to an individual is an indication of his or her position in

social spacé’*Wher e peoplesd interactions are conc:«
properties strengthen the differences and inequalities among them. Materialipossess

and social practices not only constitute social space but also become real symbolic
differences and constitute a language to negotiate, maintain and improve the normative

order in society.?

When it comes to the reciprocal relationship between pemearchitecture, the work

by the sociologist Martina Low adds much to the discussion. Martina Léw describes

space as a relational ordering of living beings and social §6ods i Raum i st ei
relationale (An)Ordnung sozialer Giiter und Menschen (Lebewasan) O 1'% Peaplée

are part of the entire set of elements of spatial construction and they have the power to
position and reposition themselves through their actions, which brings us to the first

maj or el ement of Lowds thedidys iPlazitthenpmwvwoc
Gutern und Menschen bzw. Positionieren priméar symbolischer Markierungen, um
Ensembles von G¢tern und MenscHeSpaciagg s sol ¢
includes, according to Léw, a wide range of topics, such as the estadlisbhtomputer

168 Bourdieu and Wacquant 1992, 97.

169 Bourdieu 1996, 11.

170 Bourdieu 1996, 12.

11 Bourdieu 1991, 3@3; Also Bourdieu 1991a.
172Bourdieu 1996, 17.

173 yw 2005, 3.

1741 6w 2001, 224.

1751 6w 2001, 158.
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networks to transcend national borders, the construction of buildings, but also, and this is

of major importance to this dissertation, the positioning of people in relation to other
peoplel’® This means that the constitution of spaces ine®Ipositioning, with the result

that group differences and the negotiation of power relations are a logic outcome of the
process’’/Furt her, L°w states that the constitut.
say, goods and people are connected tm fepaces through processes of perception,

i deat i on 8 Io order te énaektigate the relationship between people and
architecture, one first has to scrutinize th
space. To Low, human action is centmathe constitution of space. People actively shape

space through their actions, and through the process of social interaction people get
connected with other people or groups of pedpleBuildings can become
institutionalized tools within communities fahe expression of different positions

between groups of people and therefore have a very strong synthesizing effect. They are

on one hand a result of human action but on the other their institutionalized forms can

reflect on the people, and thus inform the@bout their place within society. Human

actions shape space and these spaces in turn reflect on the people. The institutionalized or
normative character of the built space, i.e. the rights and privileges you have to enter
certain places or not, are aasir g h t reflection of a personaos
Through specific cues encoded in the built environment people were informed about
normative and appropriate behavior within specific environméhBuildings and the

interactions within them can théoee be important mechanisms to downplay social

differences between different individuals and groups of peéple.

The significance of the Minoan Palaces, the most monumental structures of the Late
Bronze Age on Crete, lies in the existence of both shaneddifferent elements in the
habitus of all persons inside these communities. It is through the process of continual

social interaction within these communities that these buildings become meaningful

176 6w 2005, 3

77 6w 2005, 3.

178 6w 2005, 34.

179 6w 2005, 13.

180 Rapoport 1990, 8122.
181 Maran 2006a, 756.
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entities as such. Architecture plays a central rolesdoial interaction by delineating

physical and social boundaries between interacting agents.

The sociologist Goffman has reflected extensively on the necessary components for
social interactiort®? One such essential component to create a state of sueiaction

is co-presencebetween individuals or groups of peoplie.his work Behavior in Public

PlacesGoffman distinguished three typesofgar esence: a) a oO6gatheri n.
and c¢) a 0 s'¥ Ofieaskntiabimpmordasce orthis.diss t at i on i s t he
occasiono, which is likely to involve a | argdg

setting, which is characterized by a typical elaboration and/or special equipment essential

to the occasion. The type of social interactitn aa s oc i al occasion is
there is a clear focus of attention, when people show active engagement and when people
isustain a speci alt® whighpcan be for exampleuha Execatortaf vi t y o
group ritual. Go f f tmlatm évery wokk éhatr deadsswithaspcsal e s s e n
interaction: at particular social occasions, which involve different peer groups, a specific
architectural setting could have been created suited to the objectives of the hosting group.

As the context for these gntactions, architecture may have been used during these events

as a physical setting to negotiate social status, power, and identity and to structure social

relationships.

What connects all these sociologists is not only the active role of architecttine i
shaping of social interaction, but the importance of social interaction itself in the creation
of society. They all plead for an approach that aims to bring back to life past actors.
Although social theory is a good step forward in order to credteaetical frame, it

must be acknowledged that these theories have been constructed on the basis of the
aut hor sé6 r e al Wd firsf have to lfired eamalytigal inethods that help us to
infer the nature of social interaction through the analyisieearchitectural traces which

have been transferred in the archaeological record.

182 Goffman 1959; 1963.
183 Dynel 2011, 455; Goffman 1963, -P2.
184 Dynel 2011 455; Goffman 1963, 24; Goffman 1963, 83.
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2.1.3. Spatial Analysis: Is Access Analysis the Good Way to Go?

In past and recent archaeological investigations, scholars have argued that one such
analytical methodsi access analysis, an approach that has also already found its way to
Minoan archaeologi?® The background of this approach is space syntax theory. Access
(or gamma) analysis as developed by Hillier and Hanson assesses the articulation of
spaces within a pical building, and their link with each othf.Therefore, this model is

often called a theory of circulation that tries to move away from typological
considerations of buildings based on their ground plans, reintroducimgotrement and
circulationof people in the center of research. Through this method, one can very easily
assess the ease with which one space in the building can be accessed from another.
Access analysis permits fAthe representation
configurda i ons i n buil di'ff Begcausa thed meshedt had been ealnetidy O .
applied and explained in detail in several other archaeological studies, we will only give a
short introduction to the method and focus only on those elements that are crucial for th
present researcli® Accessanalysis begins with the creation of an aceesp!®® All

spatial units, including opeair spaces such as courtyards or transitional spaces such as
corridors, stairs or hallways, are presented by dots (circles) with linesotinatat these

units when there is a clear connection (permeability). This network of dots and lines
forms an unjustified access map. The exterior (or the carrier) space is represented by a
circle with a cross through it. It is important to note that simeeexterior marks the

space outside the boundary of the architectural complex it should always be integrated in
the analysis and that each building can only have one exterior. After the access map has

been created, it may be justified by making the exterio( car r i er ) t he Oroa

185 etesson 2005; 2008; 2009; For Mycenaean archaeology see Thaler 2005; 2006.

186 Hillier and Hanson (1984) refer to it as gamaralysis where the buipace of buildings is

concerned; Grahame (2000) refers to thethod asaccessanalysis; Further reading on space

syntax and its applications see Hanson 1998; Hillier, Hanson, and Graham 1987; Foster 1989;

Cutting 2003; 2006RPutzeys 2007.

187 Hillier, Hanson ad Graham (1987, 363juoted by Grahame 2000, 29.

8 Thedic ussi on here mainly follows Grahameés (2000
access analysis. They applied the method to the Roman sites of Pompei and Sagalassos.

189 Hillier and Hanson 1984, 14748.
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system®Fr om t his justi-griaephcaacdiefsfse rmarpt otropig! ogi

each of the units within the building can be calculatéddditionally, one could model

the ways in which t hractiob betweed ithasg whd €antrolled t ur e s ¢
access to the building (AtAnempartanhdlementih er so)
order to define the interaction potenti al 0

permitted to penetrate into the struetuWhen the assumption that inhabitants will
primarily only admit visitors in the rooms close to the exterior is accepted, this provides a
possible indication of which rooms are crucial in the interaction between inhabitants and
strangers. The more boumts that have to be crossed from the outside, the smaller the
chance that those who were out will be allowed to enter the space. Based on the depth
from the exterior, the mode of interaction between strangers and controllers may be
assessed and the placet most possible interaction between them identified. The
positions of power increased according to the depth one was allowed to penetrate inside
the structuré®? The deeper the room was situated, the harder it is to reach from the
people outside. In mostases, rooms are situated deep inside the structure if the
controllers want to limit access to thefrhe depth at which the inhabitant was situated
provides the main indication for status, and the depth to which visitors were allowed to
penetrate the buildg (the closer one could get to the culmination point) also indicated
their status®® However, caution needs to be preserved in considering the situation in
such an oversimplified way. Not only the depth within the configuration is important to
assess acssibility. A physical boundary renders units situated in depth levels closely to
the exterior as inaccessible to visitors as those situated in the deepest levels of the
building 1** We will therefore focus both on the distribution of physical boundaridsein t

built space and the distinctive depth levdkegarding status and power, Markus has

190 Grahame 2000, 280; Putzeys 2007, 34.

%1 putzeyg 2007, 35.

192Dovey 1999, 22; Putzeys 2007,-36.

193 putzeys 2007, 382; Apart from the depth, several other syntactical properties can be
calculated such as control value, mean depth, relative asymmetry, and real asymmetry.

194 One should, however, not avemphasize the predictability of access analysis in real active
contexts of social interaction. The presence of real physical boundaries in the built space and the
distribution of physical boundaries are at least as important in considering whethea amitas
accessible or neaccessible within the building. This has the result that even those units situated
in depth |l evels relatively close to the exterio
and visibility was strongly controlled anittéred by aphysical boundary
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argued that buildings are not only a tool &bessifyingclasses by restraining interaction

and drawing clear boundaries between different groups of people. Badwesl mature of

a buildingsd syntax the str uddndngleetweenh s el f C
various groups of peopl& Later this dissertation it will become clear how and why both

the mechanism of classifying and bonding play such important rolgsnwsocial

interaction (see Part 4 and 5 this dissertation).

Apart from the quantitative approaches outlined above and their positivist application by
Letesson to Minoan archaeology, there is a trend in archaeology to implement the method
of access angséis as ajualitativerather than a quantitative method for analyses. In some
cases, the poor quality of the archaeological record led the complete dismissal of the
method®® or, at least, instigated serious reservations to its applicfion.

Marion Cutting(2003; 2006), who conducted a qualitative access analysis involving the
prehistoric sites of Catalhdyuk and Hacilar in Anatolia, provided archaeologists with a
clearly defined set of parameters to be taken into account in order to identify whether or
not the application of space syntax analysis might be useful. According to Cutting, the
usefulness of space syntax analysis as a quantitative method in archaeology is site
specific and limited depending on the amount of archaeological data available for
investgation. What the archaeologist needs is 1) a minimum level of information
regarding the internal subdivision of space by means of walls and ideally completely
excavated buildings, 2) a clear view of the connections between the inside and the outside
of a luilding and the location of all entry points; 3) complexly structured spaces because
multiple room buildings bring forward more informative numerical information than
small buildings; and 4) knowledge of the layout of the upper level(s) of a buildingy whic
are almost never preserved archaeologically. In this case, the archaeologist needs to find
the connection points between the ground floor and upper levels, often identified by the
location of staircase'$®

195 Markus (1993, 25¢ited in Dovey 1999, 24.
1% Bernbeck 1997, 201.

197 Cutting 2003, 1516.

198 Cutting 2003, 18.
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When one of these parameters is almost entingbsing, one should be cautious in
applying access analysis as a quantitative technique. When a considerable amount of the
required information is missing, access analysis becomes less informative and secure.
Given that the nature of spatial data avadalblsometimes very unclear, one might even

ask oneself why so many archaeologists have been attracted to space syntax analysis in
the first place and why these numerical approaches became so popular in Minoan
archaeology as well? In his monograph, Letasamgued, and we have discussed this
thoroughly elsewhere, that the material record of the Neopalatial period on Crete
delivered enough representative data in order to apply space syntax analysis as a
guantitative method. However, one has to admit themmediately becomes clear that

one of the main motivations of applying the method lies in the desire to describe, define,
structure and thus interpret/understand the Minoan past, trying to quantitatively locate
supporting evidence in the numerical restdtgustify interpretations of Minoan social
structure. In Minoan archaeology where many-gagstions are still left unanswered or a
matter of debate, it is very tempting and fully understandable that such alternative
methods to increase our understandihiylinoan history are explored.

Although such positivist approaches to the built space are completely reasonable and
encouraging, Cutting explicitly argues that the power of space syntax analysis lies in the
fact that it could be used as a 'tool to thimkh'; in a nonquantitative way that "enables

the internal layout of individual buildings and the relationship between groups of
buildings to be studied and compared in ways that are overlooked by descriptions of
room sizes, the distribution of featuresdathe proportion of built to nehuilt space.”
Further she argues that "Where the archaeological data are sufficient about room
functions, thinking in terms of access analysis can highlight repeated associations
between certain activities, access andgmy/*®°,

Such a statement seems comprehensible for a number of reasons and shows that access
analysis as a method should not stand on itself but rather should be @amoof

formalized approach to the built space that builds on diverse insights withgodre

199 Cutting 2003, 18.
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sciences and the field of phenomenolofyg.an archaeologist, one often has to deal with
poor archaeological data: upper floors are often missing and some of the spaces within a
building are not clearly definable in terms of form and interconnégtwith the other

units in the overall structure.

Further, access analysis has strong limitations as a method for studying the lived
experience of buildings. Since access analysis replaces rooms and doorways with dots
and lines, this method does not calesithe physicality of the architectural environment,

e.g. its layout, size, elaboration (furnishings and decoration), and physical boundaries
such as doors or guards facing an entranedl-important elements that have been
brought into display by sociactors in order to create meaningful places and which all
have a direct i mpactPSinae thesé @ementsthave isfliencede r c e p t
the nature and intensity of social interaction, it is important to further evaluate their
meaning. Indeed, sadi encounters take place in real physical contexts and not in the
nodes of the access analysis. With respect to boundaries, in access analysis an immediate
continuum of circulation between units is indicated with a line. By contrast, in reality
circulationbetween rooms was most probably not continuous. No account is given of the
presence of real physical boundaries such as locked doors or even guards facing the
entrance, blocking off or giving access to the adjacenttriithe importance of physical
boundaies in a discourse of social interaction should not be underestimated: they have
the potential to clear access, but also to close, effectively segregating spaces and
controlling the means of access to any particular F8fnvithin a building several
trangtion spaces and physical boundaries, such as corridors, stairways, vestibules, doors,
etc., form the link between a certain space and the regions that lie deeper within the
complex?®® These transition spaces gave the inhabitants or controllers the choice t
maintain distance or to interact with the visitor, eventually inviting the visitors into the
deeper parts of the complex. Doorways play a significant role in all types of Minoan
architecture. In the case of the Minoan Palaces entrances to the palitiagbuand the

transitions from one unit to the other inside the complex were often marked by doors,

200 F|lis 1999, 80.
201 F|lis 1999, 80.
202 Foster 1989.
203 Grahame 1999.
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guards, sometimes by large thresholds, and maybe even curtains, which provided the
possibility to control movement and encounters between people. Thatylnf doors

inside Minoan buildings, which has often been neglected in research, resulted in a
configuration in which access, movement, and interactions within these buildings could
be easily controlled, structured and organized.

This enabled a dynamiand clearly structured control of the permeability and the
interactions within these buildings. In such an approach, one tries to move away from a
mathematical concept of space in which distance is expressed in true length, and rather
focuses on the negation of access and the way architecture dictated degrees of
accessibility and participation on social occasidagthermore, access analysis fails to
take into account important architectural and symbolic characteristics of the spaces in the
building putin place by those living actors who used and transformedgaeeinto a
meaningfulplacefor social interactiod® The physicality of the built space, however,
played an important role in the mediation of asymmetrical relationthis dissertation

we will not use the numerical data as derived from the access analysis: in this case they
are not very usefulCaution is heeded in applying @assive statistical method to

reconstruct- as is my purposé active social behavior in real contexts of social

interaction in which the layers of architecture and iconography are actively used as media
for expression. However, it may be suggested that the access maps themselves have the
potential to reveal the more general properties of centrality, linearity, degitoatrol in

a very illustrative way, especially when they are combined with a physical spatial
analysis of the buildingBoth should be combined since they give the possibility to reveal

a deeper structural program within buildings.

In such a model of &l interaction, the numerical access analysis itself is not very
useful and will be primarily used as a visual tool to illustrate the occasionally very
complex circulation patterns in a more comprehensive manner. Since we are dealing with
the active usef the built space by humans, we should abandon the dots of the access
analysis and redirect focus to the actual physicality of the built space. In Part 4 of this
dissertation,we clearly illustrate and prove the usefulness of turning away from the

numeri@l access analysis. To my mind, the use of the access graphs as a visual tool, a

204 Markus 1993, 23.
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focus on the position of different room types and the placement of physical boundaries
inside the built space result in a deeper and more vivid understanding of the underlying
principles behind the structure of a building and the active role of these physical features
in the structuring and shaping of social interaction and relationships.

It becomes clear that if one decides to use access analysis to explore social pnocesses i
Minoan archaeology, it should be used in a rather qualitative manner or as a visual tool
within a nonformalized approach to the built environment that finds its inspiration within
the field of social sciences and phenomenology.

2.1.4. Buildings and Maningi From Ordinary Spaces to Meaningful
Places

Above, we have attempted to take some first steps towards the formulation of a
methodology that gives archaeologists the opportunity to understand the relationship
between architecture and society and howidings function as structuring entities,
which could be used as active agents or chief media for the expression of different social
relationships. The structuring of different groups of people within the buildings during
particular social occasions @ws) could be a reflection of the so@alitical structure of

these communities since they built these structures thems@eehave argued above

that access maps of buildings are a good visual illustration when combined with the
physical representatiaof true boundaries in the built space, of the ways in which control

of movement and accessibility play dominant roles in producing relationships of power
and social inequality. | have also noted that a strong focus on the physicality of the built
space isnecessary, as access analysis does not take into account the symbolism and
meaning of built environments, or how people invest time, effort, and resources in
creating meaningful places for social interac®hAttention should be paid to the real
archite¢ural and artefactual elements that are brought into display by social actors in
order to create meaningful places and transfer messages to their users.
Rapoportds (1980; 1990) study of nonverbal
within this study heargues that architecture creates a physical environment which gives

205 pgrkerPearson and Richards 1994, 30.
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specific cues to users that remind them of saaitural rules, norms and conventions

and thus educate or instruct them about how to behave in particular contexts. Rapoport

(1980, 300)iBui | di ngs and settings are ways of o]
discrete and distinguishable places and settings, each with known and expected rules,
behavi or s an d-envirorenents ithksecondmunigate nheainings to help serve

social and cliural purposes; they provide frameworks, or systems of settings, for human
action and app% looprdeitadommubicate meaning ritdnakes sense to

assume that also Minoan communities have at their disposal a conventionalized symbol
system that was culturally embedded; a series of aesthetic, and architectural cues
meaningful for Minoans. These cues can be size and shape of the unit, color, materials,

and decoration. Architecture has therefore the possibility to stage human interaction, and

dictate some form of expected behavior in and around the structures of the building. The
emergence of specific forms of architecture is therefore the outcome of several
(continuously) changing sociaolitical phenomena over time (in this dissertation norms

inMi noan |i fe, the buildersd expectations, a
the elaboration of the built environment alone is not sufficient to communicate with the

visitor. A building needs a clear syntax, a fixed set of syntactic rules drbgt¢he

builders to construct a building in a way which allows visitors to understand the

relationship of each different architectural unit to the whole.

For Rapoport, fixedeature, semfixed, and norfixed feature elements are used as the

major mediad communicate meanirf§’ As a Minoan archaeologist the majority of the

data exists out of the totality of a buil di
walls, doors, porches, Lustral Basins, etc.), and a small portion of portable finds found

inside the different rooms (senfixed elements such as benches, stands, different

ceramics, tablets, etc.). Nonfixéeature elements that would inform us about the people

that dwelled inside these spaces are in most cases entirél{ losMinoan research thi

kind of three layered distinction of the built space in fixed, diered, and norfixed

confronts us with some problems, and this especially as to the role of iconographical

206 Rapoport (1980, 30@uoted by Sanders 1984, 124.
207 Rapoport 1990, §7101.
208 See Maran 2006a, 76.
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elaboration (wall, floor and unfortunately hypotheticallyceiling decoration)f these

buildings. Although they are fixed in space (on a wall or floor) their appearance may

have been modified strongly in time (more quickly than the walls of a building
themselves). They may have been non existent at certain periods and profisssiy qure

another point in history. Thaler has dealt with this problem in his study of the Mycenaean

Pal aces and has <created two different form
Aunstabl eo, the | atter compri ¢$anddecotaioe di f f e
of walls, floors and ceiling®® In the further course of this dissertation | will discuss both

stable and unstable fixed features together.

If architecture is imbued with meaning and is to be regarded as a medium for
communication and forthe structuring of social interaction, such places become
meaningful settings in a soemlitical discourse of power® Meaningful places are
places in which builders invested in building resources in order to create an adequate
setting that reflected thesupreme status inside the community, which in turn resulted in

a clear transfer of normative notions of power, authority, and status. In comparison with
previous, typological approaches to space that likened space to a container, filled with
objects andgpeople, and which formed the background of any action, the more dynamic
approach to concepts of space emphadizeactive roleof the built space itself in the
shaping of social interactioBoth material investments in the built spacellargescale

ritual performances were constitutive to the negotiation and transfer of normative notions
of power and authority in prehistoric communities without true written resources at their
disposal. The appropriation of a specific mode of elite culture within aed th
monumentality of elite buildings was more than just trying to be fashionable. Accepted
modes of representation were primarily used for the expression of power, wealth, and
authority. To the elites who built them, these buildings were active mediators in

establishing and maintaining their place in the dynamic soalitical realm.

This brings us towards the last part of the proposed methodology, i.e. performative
theory, which aims to look at the monumental constructions of the Tholos tombs, the

209 Thaler 2006, 95.
210 Tjlley 1994, 2622.
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House torb s and the Minoan Palaces through the

originally created by Fischarichte 2

2.1.5 Performative Theory

In Mycenaean citadels as performative spabéaran investigated the performative
aspects of Mycenaean citadelsdrder understand the close relationship between the
physicality of the buikspace and the social practices possibly taking place?i li.
order to do so, he turned to t Hiehtecwhiohcept of
has the quality of openinup, structuring and organizing possibilities for relations
between actors and the audience, for movement and perc&ptieor. Maran, the terms
performative space and staging are essential in order to understand Mycenaean citadels,
whose configuration desves to be interpreted under the viewpoint of performative
aesthetics (i.e. more specifically the connections between the aesthetical, the physical
design, the experience of space and the impact of this all on social actors experiencing it).
Architectural space needs human agents to become meaningful, i.e. to become a
representational space for sogiolitical display?* The analysis of the Mycenaean
citadels by Maran shows that movement, architectural cues and access @utasm

were important elements the creation of social differences and were constitutive to the
social order of things. In the Mycenaean citadels, the movement of people was
determined via a series of architectural (f.e. thresholds) and aesthetic cues, which were
considered meaningfiib the people when they traversed these spaessaran showed
exhaustively the social dimension behind crossing a threshold in the Mycenaean Palaces,
as it symbolically and physically indicated the transition from one realm into the?8ther.

In the same spt as Maran, this dissertation primarily deals with the question how the
multitude of spatial impressions within an architectural setting affects Minoan life and

how the human body and all senses experienced such settings.

211 FischerLichte 2004, 187.

212 Maran 2006a.

213 FischerLichte (2004, 187yuoted inMaran 2006a, 76.
214 Maran 2006b, 12.

215Maran 2006a, 82 and 85.

216 Maran 2006a, 82.
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In Performance, Power and Adf the Aegean Bronze A¢2005), German is one of the

first scholars to present a thorough study of the depiction of performance in Late Bronze
Age society using a we#stablished anthropological framework that builds upon
performance theory. One of tlmeain aims of her monograph was to present the reader
with a theoretical framework holding numerous insights about the active role of
figurative art and more specifically the depictions of performance in the constitution of
Late Bronze Age society in Creaed the Greek Mainlarid’

What distances German from other scholars who dealt with this topic is that she turns
away from previous approaches representing images as passive reflections of status and
instead argues that iconographical depictions are agctedia in the creation of well
defined social relationsThroughout the monograph/book German catalogues the
diversity of depictions of performance within the archaeological record and it
immediately becomes clear that the majority of these depictions fromeglyptic art

such as seals, seals impressions, rings and frescoes, and performances including bull
leaping and dancing are predominant. Before German attempts to answer the relationship
between the image of performance and its wider social meaningpainges first on
gender related aspects of the human figure (sex, age, and diverse social status) portrayed
within these depictions and recurrent characteristics in the figural compositions, such as
in case of the frescoes the inclusion of architectupgvad surface for the event, and an
audience observing the event. Her chapter on bull leaping provides a thorough overview
of the archaeological evidence in chronological order, and the same is true for the chapter
on Dance and Procession, which she asdade difficult to distinguish from one another

in Minoan art. German suggests that the typical locales for both bull leaping and
dance/procession activities would be open air courts and theatrical areas. This is not
innovative, nor is her discussion gender related topics which simply echoes past
reconstructions’Meanings of Performance: Interpreting the Images' is immediately the
most compellingchapter in this boakin this section German attempts to answer the
relationship between the image of merhance and some form of social meaning.

German underlines once more that the majority of these images of performance were

217 German 2005, 156.
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depicted on glyptic art and that their appearance should be connected to the palaces,
acting as O0si gns odlauihatity of the Palaces first onrCrete and t
l at er on t?hThesddepictidnsaaf pedormance were part of a larger-socio
political process in the Late Bronze Age in which sa@pictions of performance
became representational identificatiorvides for larger groupings. When people saw

these depictions on a shared medium such as glyptics, these depictions functioned as

some form of commemorative fibadgeso which

of this select group, but also their cooten to the Palaces.

Al t hough Germanés work is interesting and

of Minoan performance, the discussion above demonstrates that the objective of her work
is entirely different from what will be explored in thdissertation. German dealt
exclusively with the question of how Minoans might have perceived thelepaitionof
performance from the Neopalatial period onwards. In this study, however, we want to
guestion how Minoan perceived the performative eventf.itde examination of the
archaeological material form the PreProte, and Neopalatial periods gives the
possibility to reflect on the importance of performance and specific locales for
performance in the constitution of Minoan society over time, whichtrasts with

German who, apart from iconography, did not review any other archaeological material.

In order to understand how performance functioned as an important tool within Minoan
society, a first question is what one has to understand under part@raad how it

could turn into something meaningful within preodern and modern societidisis only
recently that the concepts of human experience, movement, and performativity have been
truly incorporated into archaeological thought and praéfitdnomata and Cohen
published an edited volume that tackled the questions of what constitutes performance
and how it can be identified in the archaeological reé8té wide range of scholars,

who draw upon a varied amount of casediesi Dynastic Egypt, ClassiMaya, Inca

Empire, etd. attempt to apply some wethown performance theories to archaeology.

218 German 2005, 85.
219 Bergmann and Kondoleon 1999.
220 Inomata and Coben 2006.
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Some define performance as ordinary and daily acdgnshile others use the term to

refer to largescale public spectacté? In this dissertation performancenald be
interpreted as largscale social events and is therefore closely related to the concept of
feasting which became a very popular theme in anthropology and Minoan arch&ébdlogy.
Performance, as Richard Schechnieur beforet s i
wi t n &2 Blawvever, it is necessary to focus on the social and physical backgrounds
behind such organized human behaviors in order to understand thepaslioal
function of this behavior. The basic hypothesis is that it is possible tlyzana
performative space to highlight how architecture acts as an active agent on the level of
the community in terms of structuring social interaction between different groups of

people.

Performance forms apart from architecture a second major comportbet negotiation

of identity. A focus on architecture and performance within a context of social interaction
offers us the possibility to draw some conclusions about the nature of the way in which
social structures within a society were negotiated, edeand maintained and especially
how people created specific forms of architecture and performative events for these
specific purposedihe core of this research tries to evaluate the crucial role of$aaie

ritual events performed and organized bg Minoan elites to create and negotiate social
status and identity.These events were important devices for the integration of
communities and the negotiation, production and legitimization of social differences,
status and pow&® and are crucial in the ostitution of every prenodern socief§®.
Performance in various cases can mean that both the actual performers and the audience
have a physical setting in which to perform, which has been designed in a way which

allows for the intended objectives behin@ therformance to be attained and transmitted

221 Hodde 2006, 82.

222 Connertm 1989 51 and 87Inomata and Coben 2006a, 16.

2230n the role of feasting in the negotiation and establishment of-potitical power see Dietler
and Hayden 2001; Various contributions in Hitchcock, Laffineur and Crowley 2008.

224 Schechner, quoted in Letesson and Vansteenhuyse 2006, 95.

225 Inomata and Gben 2006a, 12.

226|nomata and Coben 2006a, T3ylor 2002, 149169;Inomata and Coben 2006a, 11.
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to the audience observing?#. The specific architectural contexts for these performative
events and the active engagement of people with these architectural spaces transform
these particular settings into meagiul places inside Minoan communitidshas to be

clearly stated that what is referred to as performative acts, is not the same as normal
human behavior in evergay life. In the course of this dissertation | am not interested in
random daily behaviout rather in identifying the performance of large social events
and their nature. Victor Turner refers to social events performed on a community level as
fisoci al?:2 8uchasotilsevents comprise a large number of people which are often
brought togetar within a specific architectural setting and can include a number of
different performative acts, such as processions and dancing. Such events are perfect
tools to define and maintain social complexes and identii&everal performative acts,

like proeessions and dancing can coexist together as an integrated part of a larger rite. In
order to have enough representational power it is important that a large enough number of
people, participants and/or spectators are included, in order to create ath&east t
impression that it is a significant evesitnessed by a portion of society. This means that
the architectural forms used to stage perf ol
had to be spacious enough to include both actors and speétatbhe necessity to

repeat these events at several times makes them ritualized events, whictieaee,
structured, and programmed both in space and timsiele these communities. Ritual
performances are iterations of events in that they repeat events thahédgpefore and

it is only by this clear link to the past that the ritual can become a standardized
performance3!

Based on the study of Turner (1982) we have strong indications that the organization of
large social events gives communities the posgitiititreflect about the nature of social
complexes, structures of authority and class. These events are organized to address some
sociapolitical issues inside communities, are mostly performed by or for those in

authority, and are organized at specific dsmof the year to negotiate, and probably

227 Alexander 2006, 62.

228Tyrner 1974, 2&9; Turner 1982, 92.
229 pegrson 1998, 33.

230 FischerLichte 2005, 224.

231 Giesen 2006, 338.
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maintain the social boundaries between cla&&ds.this regard, performance is not only

a major tool to transmit prexisting structures, norms, and values towards communities,
but also has the power to creategotéate, and legitimate changes within communities. It
is through these events that identities are negotiated, formed, and transftrmed

It becomes clear that performance becomes a major form of social display. Architecture
(performative space) plays ihgse events a crucial role in that it influences the event by
numerous variations and creative distortions that possibly find their origin in the
architectural environment . The architectur a
st eps o0 t h admpldied betore the petioemance is fully executed. If we look at
modern times, then the places that would be labelled as performative spaces are those
spaces where sports, theater, and ritual are perfofthdebotball stadiums, large
churches, and theatease part of our common sense; nevertheless these spaces are not
entirely comparable with the architecture discussed in this dissertation, i.e. the Tholos
tombs, House tombs, and Minoan Palaces. However, when an event takes place, all of
these spaces areery intensively used as they attract large crowds for the organized
event. It is this characteristic, their use as performative spaces, that clearly links the
Minoan and modern examples. As to the modern examples Goffmann argued that the
performancesledbt fian expressive rejuvenation and re
the communi t y?2%iThesd places momete aasoaabksolidarity, not without
blurring the social differences between groups of people, but by engaging the whole
community in me collective identity® It is on these particular occasions, through the
repetition of the traditional rites, that the entire community is regeneted.
Performative spaces play a crucial role in structuring performative events and the social
identity of people, both performers and audience, who participate in them. A decent
spatial analysis of these spaces would include elements such as accessibility and

visibility. The concept of visibility closely relates to how physical boundaries are

282 Tyrner 1982, 92.

233 pearsa 1998, 33.

234 Schechner 1988, 11.

235 Goffmann (1959, 386) quoted by Schechner 1988, 13.
236 Dietler and Hayden 2001, 88.

27 Eliade 1965, 40.
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perceived by hunmraactors. To all cultures, the visible is important, and this is no less
true for the Minoan culture. Visibility is strongly determinated by the spatial context in
which we find ourselves. Our field of vision is made by the things we see, its horizon
formed by the boundaries of the physical environment that surrounds us. Vision, visibility
and their different gradations in a context of social interaction very often lead to
asymmetrical relations between people. This makes vision and the amount of visibility
important tools of powe?®®*6 To be able to seed or o6to be
particular places can be considered in specific architectural contexts as a privilege for a
select number of people and makes them powerful tools in shaping asymmeteic po
relations. Today for example, areas sectioned for Very Important People are only
accessible for a select number of people, and numerous elements like curtains, walls,
doors, elevated stairs, etc., block the direct sight of others wishing to seelityisibi
should therefore be perceived Iin my vVview
the other side of the fencebdé or not, and
differentiation. Therefore, the recognition of performative events @dttive role of
architecture within them are a direct reflection of how specific societies deal with the
establishment of differing individual and communal ident#fsThis makes a

performative approach especially interesting for the study of Minoaetgoc

In archaeology, several instances of pictorial and architectural evidence can be associated
with Minoan performances, such as dancing and processions. Both at the burial sites and
within the settlements of the PRrotoand Neopalatial period, striures include paved

and norpaved courtyard areas, where dancing and processions could have been
performed. Furthermore, pictorial evidence helps us to understand more clearly how and
within which architectural contexts such activities should be orgamgetitectural and
pictorial evidence concerning dancing and processions wiidmissed throughout Parts

3, 4 and 5 in this dissertatiéff. However, the main interest of this study does not lie in

the pictorial evidence of Minoan performance, but rathersociepolitical significance

238 SeeThompson 2000Thompson 2005, 351.

239 Inomata and Coben 2006ED.

2401n this dissertation only a selectionartthaeological sites, material and pictorial evidences are
discussed (Part 3, 4 and 5). For a more detailed overview and discussion of the pictorial evidence
regarding processions and dance, | would like to refer to German 200%, 50
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of the performative events themselves in the formation of commuffiti&be physical
correlates of Minoan performance and especially the functioning of the Minoan Palaces,
but also the Tholos and House tombs as active sgétitin large social events will be a

main focus in this dissertation.

2.1.6 Conclusions

In this part we have created a methodology which deals with the reciprocal relationship
between built space, performance and Minoan society. Although all treess isere
discussed separately, it should be noted that in every day life all these elements were
strongly intertwined. Spatial programming and the creation of meaningful places are part
of the same cognitive process of its builddisis theoretical framgork offers insights

into the ways in which we conceptualize ancient built environments and presents a means
to examine Minoan architecture as dynamic and experienced places, whereas the study of
these environments has largely neglected the centrality @fement and human
engagement as integral components to the built environment.

What follows is an examination of the archaeological evidence throughout the Pre
Proto, and Neopalatial periods which gives us the chance to reflect upon the nature of
the peformances executed within particular architectural settings, the function of
monumental buildings in structuring social relationships, and to draw some conclusions
on thereal impactof the performative events in the constitution of Minoan society over

time.

241 For more on feastg and performance in Minoan and Mycenaean archaeology, see the various
contributions in Wright 2004b; Hitchcock, Laffineur and Crowley 2008; Theorizing feasts from
an anthropological perspective, see Dietler and Hayden 2001.
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The Establishment of Social Complexity On Crete: a Continual Process of
Conceptualization and Innovation. A Survey from the Prepalatial, to the Protopalatial and
into the Neopalatial period.
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Abstract

Part 3disausses the period before and the transitional period leading up to the emergence
of the Minoan Palaces, which will be discussed later this dissertation in parts 4 and 5.
Through an analysis of the Tholos tombs and House tombs cemetery sites of the
Prepalatl period and the changes within the urban built environment throughout the
stages of the PreProte, and Neopalatial period;, will be argued that one can see some
gradual buikenvironmental changes within the archeological record, which illustrate a
constantly increasing architectural complexity and the growing importance of having
specificlocalesfor the execution of group performances.

We will discuss the hyptothesis that such beitzironmental changes were the result of
processes of increasedcgal complexity and this tendency towards social stratification
resulted and became -emforced through the construction of monumental building

structures and participation in communal performances in and around these settings.
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Chapter 3.1The Concefualization of the Minoan buténvironment in the
Prepalatial period: the Funerary Landscape and Social Complexity.

3.1.1. Introduction

The Prepalatial period on Crete covers approximately the period between 3100 BC to
1900 BC and spans the Early MinofdaM) 1, IlI, Ill and Middle Minoan (MM) IA
periods. The present section succinctly describes the phenomena occurring at the
Prepalatial cemeteries and settlements on Crete in order to add to our knowledge of the
ways in which Minoans conceptualized theuiltenvironment in this period and how

this is connected with changes in the social complexity of the Prepalatial communities.
The Prepalatial period on Crete, which essentially comprises the Early Bronzés Age,
marked by the absence of large urban esnand megatructures such as the Minoan
Palaces. The Minoan landscape of this period is primarily characterized as a mosaic of
agricultural settlements and communities, which grew in size and increased in number
and social complexity in the course of titrd millennium BC.At the current state of
research, information of Prepalatial domestic architecture and the ways in which it was
connected to the social is very scarce and limited to a small number of settlements, such

as MyrtosPhournou Koriphi, Trypi, and Vasiliki.

With regard to social complexity in the Prepalatial period, MyRbsurnou Koriphi is

still the most informative site so far. Thanks to the excavations carried out by Peter
Warren, Myrtos forms the basis for all discussions regardiegdpatial architecture as

well as EM social complexity. Peter Warren pictured the settlement existing out of one
single building that was inhabited by a large family or clan of-120 peoplé*? Tod
Whitelaw was one of the first scholars who dealt inteigiwith the exact nature social
relations in Prepalatial Crete. By a study of the material remains of the site of Myrtos
Phournou Koriphi through the concept of the household he proposed an entirely different

interpretation to the settlement. A carefubbsis of the relative chronology on site and

242 \Warren 1972 267 See espeally Tenwolde (19921) who defends and retak

reconstruction of one large extended family at MyRb®urnou Koriphi.
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the distribution of finds throughout the settlement in each of the architectural layers made

him conclude that the basic social unit in the Prepalatial Myrtos was the nuclear family.

The entire settlement of NpsPhournou Koriphi was occupied by 5 to 7 nuclear

families each with their own cluster of units for daily activities such as food preparation,

dining, sleeping, etc. The population of Myrtos would not have beeri20(@eople as

suggested by Warren, biar less, and only about 25 to 30 peofdfeBuilding further on

Myrtos Whitelaw believes that the household was the basic social unit on Crete in the
Prepalatial period** Additionally, Whitelaw identified the same social unit by the

analysis of the Tholog o mb s , somet hing that contradict
interpretation€®® For Branigan a larger social unit was involved in the construction,
possession, and final usage of the Tholos tombs and he concluded that the extended

family or a small clan groupvould be in possession of theMi.Whi t el awdés f i n:
argument in the analysis of Myrt&hornou Koriphi, i.e. that the households at Mytos

Phournou Koriphi were strongly interrelatéfl favors the hypothesis that larger social

ties among people were importasocial phenomena within Prepalatial communities. In

this view Branigands interpretation of a cC
household for the construction and possession of the Mesera tholoi sounds very
acceptablé®® The level of involvementof different individuals in the construction

process of the tomb structures will be discussed into more detail further down this

chapter.

Although there is very limited evidence from the settlements, the large numbers of
cemetery sites across the islandgtitute true hallmarks of the Prepalatial periodthis

time-span, burial practices show a very strong regional differentiati@hinclude cave

243\Whitelaw 1983, 333.

244 Similar observations can be made for Trypiti. At Trypiti six or seven different houses occupied
the sie in the Prepalatial period, which suggests a very similar population as at Myrtos, see
Vasilakis (2010) for detailed information.

245 \Whitelaw 1983, 333835.

246 Branigan 1993, 95.

24T Whitelaw 1983, 33334.

248 Branigan (1993,88 9) <cont r adi cmmiond\dmd argeds that & groumod ople
larger than the nuclear family should have been in possession of these tholoi.
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burials, House tombs and the wikiown Tholos tombs, which were communal and used
across generatiorfé’

Thdos tombs emerge from EM | onwards and are strongly clustered in southern Crete in
the region of the Asterousia Mountains and the Mesara valley, whereas the House tomb is
the form of burial architecture commonly found in sites in eastern and northernrCrete
the close vicinity of the Mirabello regigi® The archaeological material gives the
impression that both regions on Crete are characterized by strong regional differences and
each created unique sogolitical trajectoriesBranigan already pointed oat an early

stage that there are some exceptions to th&Tul®ne such exceptiois the cemetery of
Archanes, where Tholos tombs are attested outside the -cential regiorf>?
Additionally rectangular tomb structures have been found at several Tleohegeries in
SouthCentral Crete such &umasa, Ayia Triada, and Platanos

To date, the article by Legartderrero (2009) offers the most recent study of the
mortuary behavior in the first phase of the Prepalatial period on Crete and in particular
focues on the wide diversity of material assemblages and architectural innovations
taking place simultaneously in different regions of the island. Such a focus created the
potential to identify differences in the ways Cretan communities dealt with death and
afterlife. Moreover, it enabled an investigation of the way in which such cemetery sites
became important socialocales for the negotiation and sustainment of social
relationships and whether or not the role of these cemeteries changed diachronically
throughout the Prepalatial perig@® LegarraHerrero(2009) focused mainly if not only

on the first part of the Prepalatial period, i.e. from EM | to EM IIB and his analysis
demonstrated convincingly that the image of a unified Minoan culture on the entire Island
does not coincide with the material evidence at hand, but instead advocating a more
realistic picture of heterogeneity and wedfined group differences constituting the
mosaic of communities on the Cretan SteDifferent regions underwent different

processes of change, which suggests that one should not think in terms ofaigland

2491 egarraHerrero 2009.

250 Branigan 1993; Xanthoudides 1924; Seager 1912.
251 Branigan 1993, 12.

252 Maggidis 1998.

53| egarraHerrero2009 ,33-34.

2541 egarraHerrero2009, 34.
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models of a monotone and homogeneous Minoan culture, but in terms of differing local
trajectories and heterogeneity thus creating a more accurate picture for the social (and
political) complexity of Prepalatial communities on Créte.

As early as EM |, Crete could be divided into three distinct regions in terms of mortuary
behavior. In the region of the Asterousia mountains a new type of burial came into
existence. A round thos tomb used for communal burial which stands in large contrast
with the earlier individual burials in the Neolithic period within this regirAnother

breach with the Neolithic period was the large quantity of ceramic vessels deposited in
and around thee communal tombs, indicating the involvement of multiple individuals
(possibly the entire community) in social occasions, ceremonies or rituals held at this
location, rendering these tombs into socially importaaot for establishing, negotiating

and susaining social relationshipgS’Another interesting phenomenon can be attested at
the North coast in places such as Agia Photia Siteia, Gournes and to a less extent in
Pseira, where cemeteries consist of a series of small cist ccubd¢kmbs which are

often accompanied by Cycladstyle material culture; types typically found in the
Cyclades and in particular spots on the Greek Mainland. The fact that such burials are
found at these places in Crete illustrates the strong influence-islaritl connection on

the development of these EBA communities. Additionally, these strorgladfid links

are good indications that these communities not necessarily shared the same beliefs and
social structure as the tholos communiti&s.

The third type of mortuary behiav existed out of the use of cave and rock shelters as a
place for burial. This type of behavior was less regipecific and is found on the entire
island. It is interesting to note that the number of burials found here was significantly
smaller than thee found at the tholos tombs and larger than those found within the cist or
rock cut tombs along the North coast.

The tholos tomb communities show a very consistent pattern in terms of material

assemblages etc., which suggests that they all shared asivaitgr type of social

255 egarraHerrero2009, 30-31.
256 | egarraHerrero2009, 3437.
257 egarraHerrero2009, 3437.
58| egarraHerrero2009, 37.
259 egarraHerrero2009, 38.
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organization and structufé® In the North coast, the picture is far from homogenous,
pointing towards a strong diversity among the sites and commuiftties.

EMIlI A and EM IIB each have their own specific characteristics in terms ofuauy
behavior. EMIIA generally tends to be seen as the further development of the earlier,
existing EM | patterns, whereas EMII B marks a period of strong change on the island, an
important turning point in the development of each of the communitideinespective
regionsz®2In EM Il A, tholos tombs were still mainly connected to the Asterousia region.
However, examples also start to appear in the Mesara valley and slight changes in
mortuary behavior can be attested in the material record. As earM d#\EFtwo-tholoi
cemeteries are becoming common, which could point to the fact that during EM Il A,
these communities underwent a growing social complexity on the level of the
community. Offisland material and exotica are often to be found in most dhtiei.2%3

As compared to the Asterousia and Mesara region, the North coast underwent more
significant changes. Remarkably, the Cycladic style cemeteries at Gournes and Agia
Photia Siteia were abandoned; Pseira grew out to be a real necropolis, whi¢thniasfac

an example for the development of different new cemeteries on the North coast. Other
cemetery sites appeared all over the island, such as the east Mirabello region, with the
cemeteries of Mochlos, the North cemetery at Gournia and Palaikastro beitgdt

known example$® Typically for these sites is the presence of theated rectangular

6 h o us e 6EMHAosIdws again a very strong diversity in mortuary behavior on
Crete. The Asterousia mountains and Mesara valley kept their homogenous status
whereas the North coast of the island as well as the material assemblages found in the
eastern Mirabello region show that these communities were very heterogeneous in nature,
as their assemblages show very strong intrinsic differéfi¢e&MIl B shows verystrong
differences in terms of the development of mortuary behavior on Crete. The region of the

Asterousia mountaions and Mesara valley stayed very stable. Many of the tombs, if not

2601 egarraHerrero2009, 39.
261 egarraHerrero2009, 39.
262| egarraHemrero 2009, 39 40.
263 egarraHerrero2009, 4041
2641 egarraHerrero2009, 44.
65| egarraHerrero2009, 45.
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all, stayed in use and this without major modificati&tifNorth central @ete, and more
specifically the North Coast seems to have undergone a major crisis, as most of the
cemeteries were completely abandoned by the beginning of EM IIB. In the Mirabello
area, House tombs stay the most monumental burial form and most of tatees

seem to have undergone no major changes, with the exception of Mochlos, that showed a
continwous expansion throughout the Early Bronze Agscoming the major necropolis
known today?®’

The vast Prepalatial material available from the cemetery taitegate makes them an
interesting case study, not only in terms of diversity and correspondance between burial
practices, but especially in terms of the close interplay between the material and the
social. In this chapter, it will become clear that seveosher major changes and
innovations occurred outside this timeframe and should be situated later at the end of the
EM lIl -early MMI period. Such observations will further add to those made by Legarra
for the earlier periods.

In what follows, we will refect upon the reciprocal relation between increased social
complexity and the emergence of monumental tombs in the Prepalatial period. Such
construction processes suggest a very complex -patitical dimension at play behind
these architectural forms, amhis long before the erection of the Minoan Palaces. We
will start with a discussion of the Minoan tholoi and the way the diachronic changes in
their architecture and material assemblages are connected with the process of increased
social conplexity. Thesecond chapter ofa®t 3 is dedicated to the House tombs and

more specifically the cemetery site at Mochlos and the House tomb at NPymoss.

266 egarraHerrero2009, 45.
2671 egarraHerrero2009, 45.
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3.1.2 The Minoan Tholos Tombs: An Architectural Survey

3.1.2.1. Past and Recent Discussions

In what folows, we synthesize most of the ongoing discussions in past and recent
publications on the function of the Prepalatial Tholos tombsghlights the importance

of these building structures as active media in the structuring of Prepalatial Minoan
communites. In order to do so, one will focus dme changes and innovations that

occurred over time, their relationship to the settlements, and their sociological relevance.

Ample of research has been carried out by several scholars towards the appearance and
function of the Minoan Tholos tombs on Crete. Xanthoudides first systematically studied

the Tholostomb$®Addi ti onal ly, Keith Branigands inve
understanding of thes tholoi. Branigan dealt thoroughly with revealing the cgicall

relevance of the Tholos tombs for Minoan Society in several artidésnonograph®®

In the volumeCemetery and Society in the Aegean Bronze Bggnigan and Murphy

discussed the variety of functions of the Tholos cemeteries for the Prepalatial
communities?’® Their primary concern was trying to understand the motivations behind

their construction and how their appearance was connected with changes in the social

fabric of the Prepalatial pericd!Mur phy 6s findings are earticul
her reconstructions make it possible to challenge the traditional egalitarian image so often
proposed for the Prepalatial Tholos communitiésElsewhere this chapter we will

suggest to move away from the traditional paradigm and focus upon the hyptihesis

268 Xanthoudides 1924.

289 For Tholos tombs in general see Branigan 1970; 1993; 1998; Murphy 28%8 2006.

270 Branigan 1998; Murphy 1998.

2Branigan (1998, 13) defined a-wallednabavegroumchol os t o
structure with a single doorwayo. He is further
fully vaulted in stoe. Some tombs consist of a complex of rectangular antechambers, others of a

single room; some have no aitf@gamber at all and a handful has enclosures and/or paved areas in

the area in front of the tomb. This makes clear that it is not easy to give aebemgive

description of the Minoan tholoi as an architectural type.

272 Murphy 2000; 2006; Especially Branigan (1991, 188; 1993,-113® and 137) for the

traditional perspective.
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Prepalatial Crete was already a stratified hierarchical society with-stmettured

asymmetrical social relations.

As mentioned before, the Tholos tomb is the type of burial mainlgdfauithin the
Mesara regior(fig.1). Currently we have evidender about 94 existing tombs in this
region and it seems that their life span ranges from EM | to MMI, a date that coincides
with the construction of the first Palace structures on the igfdn@ompared to the
former Neolithic customs in this area, this ngye of burial heralds a new eratomb
construction.Tholos tombs were large communal burial sites and a focus for community
rituals?’* Minoan tholoi were situated in close proximity to the settlements, have varying
sizes and varied degrees of architegk complexity, were sometimes clustered in groups,
housed the collective memory, materialized the ancestral link with the forefathers and
simultaneously functioned as a geographical beacon territorializing the land that
surrounded the settlemétit. Tholos tombs were a dominant element in Prepalatial
community life, which is not only demonstrated by the large investment of energy and
resources, but also by their considerable size and monumefialitye Minoan tholoi

were the main social arenas for rituadtiaties and communal occasions of the

Prepalatial community’’

3.1.2.2. Settlement versus Burial Site

Minoan tholoi have a very typical positioning in the natural landscape and a look at the
topographical and structural properties of the tombs shbatsat a very early stage of

the Prepalatial period the Minoans already conceptualized the concepts of distance,
visibility and orientation as important guidelines to structure in a very sophisticated
manner the reciprocal relationship between the fundaayscape and the landscape of

the everyday life.

273 Branigan 1993, 12.

274 Branigan 1970, 99; Soar 2009a; Soar 2009b.

275 Murphy 1998 30, Branigan 1993, 556; Branigan 1970, 285.
276 Murphy 1998; 2000; 2006.

27" Murphy 2006, 8182.
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Several elements illustrate that the Minoan disposition towards the reciprocal relationship
between the world of the living and the world of the dead is a very complex and
important matter. Although the hgsical evidence is rather small to make any
generalizations, it seems that Minoan tholoi were located in the close vicinity of the
settlement. Many of the Tholos tombs were important landmarks and in almost 75 prc of
the cases a Tholos cemetery site hasebn associ ated with a
calculations show that many Minoan tholoi were placed no further than 250 m of the
settlement and to the east, which proves that one felt the need to place the burial sites

sett

close to the settlement to promote egsibility and visibility’”?Fur t her mor e, Br ani

tabulations of the location of the doorway for 46 investigated Tholos tombs illustrates
that a strong tradition existed which preferred an-fsshg entrance and an equally
strong aversion to the settient area being situated to the east of the tombs (fig.?Z, 3).
According to Branigan, such a placement could indicate the requirement that the world of
the living should have a direct view to the ancestral burials. At the same time, such a
placement couldhdicate a feeling towards the realm of the d€ddecause of this, one
conceptualized some interesting contrasts inside thednultonment. On the one hand,
they felt the need to place the tombs in close proximity to the settlements; on the other
theywere anxious to create a direct visible link between both and therefore they placed
the doorway of the tholoi away from the settlement, which indicates that they clearly
intended to separate the two real m&.t e
living, and vice versa.

Goodison sees the eastern doorway linked to the rising sun in the east, a similar
phenomenon closely linked to what was happening later as well with some spaces in the
Minoan Palace&! For this reason, the eastern doorwaylddwave been an important
feature in establishing a cosmological connection for the forefathers buried inside the

tholoi.

278 Branigan 1998: table 1; Branigan 1998,17.
279 Branigan 1998: table 2; This placement may also be otherwise, such as the orientation towards

therisingmornig sun in the east, which is often consi de

20Branigan (1998, 23) : iMaking the cemetery
ensuring that the dead could not intrude on the everyday life of the communitysreftect
underlying stress in attitudes to death and
281 Goodison 2001; 2004

t
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Joan Murphy argued that the placement of the tholoi was strongly connected to the

control of surrounding land and economic resourcHse short distance between

settlement and burial site was a necessity because Prepalatial communities wished to
materialize collective memory and an ancestral link with the forefatfrefslditionally,

the ancestral link functioned as a geographical bedooterritorialize the land that
surrounded the settlement, which has | ed hel
the landscape is a continuum which marks and parallels the perpetuation of the living in

the landscape. The act of maintaining thesetts and their visual effect on the landscape

mar k and | egitimize the related community?o:
resour ces i’ The WMieoanvtholoiiacted hog @nly as burial sites, but were

also important landmarks which gavecleaespective community the possibility to claim

the area around the settlement and authorize its use of land. In order to illustrate this
hypothesis, Murphy stresses the remarkable differences in the construction of both tombs

and settlements within thiggion?®* A first remarkable observation is the large number

of Tholoi found by archaeologists compared with the paucity of settlement remains.

Another argument is the large energy and resource investment in the tombs, which are

built with considerable sizand monumentality and conceived as permanent and durable

built features of the landscap®.This could point to the fact that Prepalatial communities

prioritized the funerary landscape over the daily life and that these places were the main

social arenas of communal occasiort8® Also Branigan comes to very similar
conclusions when describing the distribution
valley was divided into a number of discrete holdings, each held by one or more clan
groups ¢é maponvbulddhadve its oven arable land, fresh water supply, potting

clay é , and on each I and holding were built

tombs for the dead and anopen r s®Hr i ne. o

282 Murphy 1998, 2728.

283 Murphy 1998, 30.

284 Murphy 1998; 2006.

285 Murphy 1998; 2000; 2006.

286 This perspective, however, should be nuanced by recently discosettiement material
dating back to the Prepalatial period, which illustrates that similar processes happened within the
urban realm as well, see further down this dissertation.

287 Branigan 1993, 104.
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3.1.2.3. Diachronical Changes in Terms of Layout ad Design

Although Tholos tombs have been used continually throughout the entire Early Bronze
Age, it has to be noted that some major changes occurred in their overall design and
layout. Especially the transition between the early Prepalatial and lapalBtial period

is interesting, as these changesild indicate that the very nature of the social occasion
held at these places gradually became more complex within these commubdwvszshe
course of the Prepalatial period the overall plan of thedghtmimbs gains in complexity,

the number of tholoi per uniqgue cemetery increases (two to three tholoi) and by the end of
the Prepalatial period (EM IIT MM IA) this architectural type becomes the most
standardized and widespread phenomenon in the engisarsl plain (fig. 13 A general

trend may be noted in the rise and fall of the Tholos tombs. The Prepalatial period was
characterized by a rapid distribution and popularity, which was immediately followed by
a strong decline throughout the successivgestaf the Protopalatial period (MMIA
MMIIB). In some very exceptional cases, the Tholos tombs persisted and were used well
into the Protopalatial period and Neopalatial peff§d.

The majority of the Minoan Tholos tombs may be described as organicadigdext
complexes. The earliest Tholos tombs, which were constructed in EM 1, all go back to the
same tradition and existed of a circular burial in some cases complemented by one
anteroom facing the entrance to the tomb. By EMII, however, the layout aryh adsi

the Minoan tholoi became more complex. At some tholoi, several annex rooms were
constructed in the area in front of the tomb and paved courtyards or enclosegiropen
spaces were added. Examples for such Aor gan
Yerokambos (fig. 4) and Ayia Kyriaki (fig. 5). At Ayia Kyriaki, the tomb, the
antechamber and a second outer room were constructed in EM |. Afterwards, early in EM
II, a third outer room was added to the complex and soon after the construction of the
third chamber, the area in front of the tomb was partly enclosed by a wall with a floor in

288 | egarra Herrer@009, 4448.
289 See Branigan 1970: apmaix 3, for the chronology and usage of all Tholos tombs.
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tamped earth. The last feature dated to EM Il was a small stone platform laid out
immediately outside the third chamber inside this enclosure. Finally, a fourth room was
added to the south of the third room, at some point in MM 1, shortly before the tomb
became obsolet@® Added annexooms, paved or nepaved courtyard spaces and
precinct walls become an integral part of the structure from EM Il onwRalsed
courtyards ardound at the tholoi of Koumasa, in between Platanos A and B, and
Apesokari | and Il. Opeair enclosures, which were not paved, were found at Kamilari |,
Moni Odigytria and Ayia Kyriak?°! At several tholoi (Kamilari |, Lebena, Apesokari |

and Ayia Kyriak) altarlike structures were uncovered, both in the amoexns and
outside the tomb area (fig. &% In the transitonal period between EM Il MMI
Minoans started to reconsider the layout and design of the antechamber complexes in
front of the tholoi andhis process of innovation led to the creation of a standardized
format in the MM | period, in which the picture of grown complexes disappeared and was
replaced by clearly designed architectural suites. The process of conceptualization
reached its final fon in MM | A.?2°> The MM | tombs were faced by a rectangular
structure with internal partitions, which are characterized by a narrow corridor on one of
the sides, an antechamber, and one or two more chambers facing the antechamber at the
center of the unit.fig. 8) The direct linear axis from the tomb to the outside world is in
this way intentionally disturbed to prevent a direct link between the dead and the outside
world making it possible to obscure the view from the outside to the inner parts of the
tomb. Screening of the direct view to entrances to the tholoi within the course of the
Prepalatial period points towards intentionally controlled access to the burial. Good
examples illustrating this standardization are the tombs of Apesokari | (A) and B, Ayios
Kyrillos, Platanos B, Kamilari A.

290 Branigan 1993, 1-26; see Blackman/Branigan 1982 for detailed excavation report and
description of finds.

291 Branigan 1993, 12131.

292 Branigan 1970, 13234.

293t has to be stressed thatthe fiveM | f or m i s not a creation fAex
seen as an ongoing process of innovation due to changing social/political needs. A good
illustration of this is Platanos B since it is the only tomb that shows a rectangular suite in front of

it dating to EM II, which shows that already in EM Il people were engaged in rethinking the

layout and final design of the antechamber complexes.
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These diachronical changes indicate that within the course of the Prepalatial period the
Minoan communities tried to modify the built space into an environment, which
coincides with the purposes and activities that lvatle carried out in and around the
tombs. Rooms were added, enclosures were built and sometimes the area directly outside
the tomb was paved as a court was created or received amiogathering space. Such
elements were no main features of the Thotwshis from the beginning and were only
developed and introduced gradually by ERAfA.

This brings us to the socjmolitical dimension of constructing such monumental building
structures. This already starts in the earliest stages, i.e. the moment an aldivighoup

of individuals decides to build something what has to be of great importance: a main
locus for social interaction and a representational space within the community.
Sponsoring and organizing such a project is already a major social act indiffecing
relationships among people were formed and downplalyeidaplied a high level of
organization and involvement as raw materials had to be sourced and transported,
craftsman with different levels of spatization had to be hired, etc. The loggsultmay

bethat those individuals that sponsored the project where those with the highest authority
and acknowledgement within the community. Once the construction was finished, such a
building became representative for the sponsors responsible focaonstruction and at

the same time a major element of segoaditical display. With this in mindthe structural
changes happening at the Tholos tombs over time bear witness to the Prepalatial
communitiesd growing c onc er nronmeotrin whiche at i ng
communal performance could be execiffd.he large gathering space at Koumasa is an
excellent example of this evolution (fig. 2f.At Koumasa an eighneter wall confines a

large paved area (50 by 6m) from the actual cemetery. Beingreathgthin such a
clearly defined architectural space would certainly have promoted a sense of community
among the participants in the enacted performative e¥¥rBsanigan suggested that the

main activities performed at the Tholos tombs were ceremonial d ki ng and Aci

294 Branigan 1993, 12930; Soar 2009b, 352.

295 Branigan 1993, 12930; Soar 2009b, 352; Soar 20162153
2% Branigan 1998, 21.

297 Branigan 1970, 138.
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dancesod in which most me mb e S He ddsedthbe comm
arguments on the discovery of the figurines
people in a circle holding each other by the hands and shodi8drs.a recently

published article, Soar stressed the importance of such circular dances in Minoan Crete

and argued that these dances played an important role in the process of community
making3°® Group involvement in these performances created a feeling of befpngi

among the participants. Such circular dances thus express unity and equality between all
members of the communif}* The performances executed at the Tholos tombs thus

facilitated the enhancement of communal ties within the commiRitfhe material

evidence indicates that by EMII, Tholos tombs were not only used as a burial place, but

also as a major place for public performance between members of the community.

Therefore, when present at the Tholos tombs, it seems that the paved eairopen
enclosureswere used as communal gathering spaces where the majority of the
community was involved in dancirf§® One can see a clear shift from a simple place for
burial towards a place where burial still happened but simultaneously communal
performance became essaltlyi important. The construction of all these features shows
that its builders carefully planned the final layout of these environments. One has to
admit, however, that the Tholos tombs cemeteries look like naturally grown complexes
because several roomsichother features were added over time. Every time another
feature entered the built space, this must have added a new dimension to the way social

interaction was orchestrated.

2% Branigan 1993, 135; Branigan 1998, 13.
299 Branigan 1993, 130; Soar 2009b, 352.

800 Spar 2010, 14951.

%01 Spar 2010,151.

302Branigan 1970, 13438; Soar 2010, 151.
303 Brarigan 1970, 138.38; Soar 2010, 15253.
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3.1.2.4. EMII T EMIII ¥ MMI: Is it all about the Communal?

Nuancing the Rcture of Communality.

But is it only about the collective? Although tpecture outlined above shows that the
Tholos tombs evolved and were conceptualized over time as places for communal
gathering, there seem to happen from EM Il onwards several chavigeb could point

to the fact that there was simultaneously a growing concern for individualism and group
differences, rather than collectivity. Communality can be seen in the architectural
complexity of the Tholos tombs themselves. As Tholos tombs Vaege communal
burials, the addition of annex rooms to the Tholos could have happened because of
practical reasons, since one had to deal with a lack of space over time. Due to long
continuous use, the main Tholos chamber was packed with human bonessand/¢he
moved whenever a new dead body had to be carried into the main chamber. Over time,
the area of the main chamber became too small, and therefore additional annex rooms
were built and bones from the main chamber were removed and stored inside these
annexes. At some tholoi, however, the annexes were stacked with cups, bowls, etc.
Branigan already suggested very early that this equipment was used for toasting rituals
when the body got buriel* Such quantities of cups at several Tholos tombs suggést tha

a rather large number of people were involved in the ritual events. Additionally, Branigan
stresses that there is in the period between EMMII a strong increase in the number of
cups at Ayia Kyriaki, which could imply a growing level of involvement thé
community and a true focus on the commufaiGathering together within a clearly
defined architectural space would have corroborated the communal feeling among the
participants’® However, this communal aspect should be nuanced, because some very
contrasting phenomena are occurring at the Tholos tombs in the period betweeniEM llI

MM. Murphy argues that some of the annex rooms did not function solely as storage

304 Branigan (B70, 99) argues that the large number of cups at different sites played a part in a

toasting ritual when the body was being buried:
in the annex chambers was identical to that which we discussed eadievha&h took place
insidethetomlit h at i s, some sort of toasting. 0

305Branigan 1993, 230.
306 Branigan 1970, 138.
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areas for bones and equipment for ritual purpd¥e8he suggests that at some occasions,
thee small annex rooms could have been used to execute elite ritual, with a limited
number of participants and away from the eyes of the community that gathered outside
the tomb?*® The antechambers in direct proximity to the tomb are very small, which
means tht their simultaneous use was restricted to a very small number of people when a
ritual was performed. Such complexily organized built spaces suggest an exclusivity of
viewing and participation in ritual. However, one has to admit that the actual evidence

the execution of ritual inside the annexes to the tholoi is very scarce and rather
hypothetic. The only true example available is tomb Apesokari I, which has an altar
inside the annex (fig. 6). Because of the presence of a second altar outside theesgmb
one can suggest here an attempt to structure social interaction by elite participation in
screened off rituals inside the tomb structure. For example, at Lebena Yerokambos (Y2
and lla) extra rooms have been added to the original tomb chambers saymewbM I

and some of these annexes (room AN) were used for the deposition of cups, bowls, etc.,
just as at Ayia Kyriaki room 2. (fig. #° Apart from the ritual use of the annexes, one
can notice an increase in the number of individual burials witrenTifolos tombs in

pithoi and larnakes, which could signify a growing concern for social differentiation and
distinction®'° Further, it becomes clear that as early as EM | grave goods show a
particular interest communicating access to and involvement indistgnce networks of
exchang€!! These exotic goods could function for legitimating power and social status
within a burial context!? Also among living beings such objects could be important
features for social differentiation during particular occasifmsexample the execution

of group ritual. Worn objects could be used in order to aspire a superior position or status

307 See Murphy 1998, 3@ue to the lack of burial remains and the large amounts of cups, vases,
bowls and figurines found in some of the axngoms, it is most probable that some of the
annexes were used for ritual and cult purposes. At Platanos A for example, 300 stone bowls were
found and similar finds occur in Aghia Triadha A (room 1), Kamilari | (room B) and in Vorou A
(D1, D2). The rituafunction of some of the anneroms is corroborated by the benches found in
both Ayia Kyriaki, room 2, and Lebena I, room AN, whideahad a large number of cups.

308 Murphy 2000, 409.

309 Murphy 1998, 36.

310 Branigan 1993, 31; Maggidis 1998, 98.

311Schoep R06, 37 Colburn 2008, 20206; Legarra Herrer@009, 43 and 49.

312 Colburn 2008, 206.
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among the members of the grottpSuch objects became meaningful symbols of social
display within these specific contexts of social intécm. They could become a symbol

of power and authority, adding to the social status of the owners. Such objects were
typically associated with elites and drew a clear distinction between them and the others.

To conclude, the Minoan tholoi were the malaces for ritual activities and communal
occasions of the Prepalatial commurityThe evidence listed above clearly suggests the
twofold nature of social interaction among the members of the Prepalatial communities.
There was the need to express groupyyiut on the other hand individuality and social
difference equally had to be expressEldere seem to be two contradicting forces a play
within the Tholos tomb communities at the same time. From EM Il onwards there is a
trend towards communal participat and at the same time there is a growing concern for
emphasizing social difference and distinction, which could have been exemplified by the
restricted access to the annex rooms and the exclusivity of elite ritual. Furthermore, the
appearance of a seabwor a third Tholos at the same location over time could fit within
such a hypothesis, and could be a reflection of the changingsaldical structures
within the Tholos communities. Warren expl ai
same, but bynow much widening clan, extended family or group of related nuclear

f a mi 35 ibe does not discuss the element of growing social difference in between the
members of this groupegarra Herrerar gues At he more frequent p
situated tgether may have been derived from significant changes in the relations
between social units which could have modified the dynamics of-iaimd inter
community relationships. Also, the expansion towards the radically different landscape of
the Mesara vadly suggests that the use of the Tholos was adapted to new circumstances.
The links between tomb, community, kinship groups and landscape use may have been
reworked. However, the exact repercussions these changes may have had on the

organization ofthecommni t i es in the regi o®fltsomdsati ns unc

313 Haggis (2007, 76269) identifies seals as another medium of elite display comparable to
Minoan pottery.

314 Murphy 2006, 8182.

315 Alexiou and Warren 2004, 192.

316 egarraHerrero2009, 43.
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least plausible that the increase in the number of tholoi per cemetery is connected to a
phenomenon of increased social complexity. Different groups are starting to challenge
e ac h o ttus and positiorss wighin community life, which asks for slight nuances to
the traditional egalitarian image of Minoan Tholos communttiés.

The question is if such phenomena happening in the period just preceding the emergence
of the first Palaces on Cretepurely coincidental? | rather believe not. Such phenomena
are only comprehensible as the result of a process of increased social complexity that
gradually evolved over time.

3.1.2.5. Tholos Tombs: Built Space, Performance and the EstablishmemiSocial
Complexity

The discussion of the archaeological evidence of the Tholos tombs provides the
possibility to draw several conclusions. First, their wide spread distribution across the

entire region of the Asterousia Mountains gives the impressidrnthbantroduction of

these burials from EMI onwards were a response of the Prepalatial communities to the
changing socigolitical dynamics inside each of these communities and especially the

need to clearly define the interrelationship between eachestthommunities. In this

view, a pressing need arose to have some kind of territorial claim to the resources that
belonged to each of these communit®sT he shi f t from the simpl
Tholos buriali ant er oomo in EM | tm af coMpllexi mslpa) i
burialsT sets of annex rooms, paved courts or epenspaces with enclosures, and
someti mes altarso inside one cemetery in EM
EM Il - MM I, not only suggests a shift in the nature aodnhplexity of the established

rituals but also an increased social complexity in the Minoan social fabric from EM II

onwards, as the Prepalatial communities expanded, grew in social complexity and needed

more space to bury the dead as well as a propetestthal environment to structure the

rituals executed in proximity of the tombs. (fig. 9)

317Branigan 1991, 188.
318 Murphy 1998, 30.
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Ritual performative events held at these cemeteries had-foldvoature. First of all,

these gatherings, involving the major part of the community, primarilystat on the
communal aspect, through which the Tholos communities strengthened the ties between
the different social tiers inside their commurity.Thus, these communal gatherings
regenerated a sense of community. The majority of the population gathéheddpen

paved areas outside the tombs and participated in communal eating and dffhking.
However, this does not mean that internal differences between people inside the
Prepalatial community were not made visible during these events. The way people were
dressed, the kind of jewelry they wore, and whether or not they had direct access to the
burial and the annex rooms, created an environment suitable for the downplay of socio
political differences in these communitieBhe increased investment in architeet
segregation, the increase in the number of tholoi at several cemeteries and the
introduction of individual burials in pithoi and larnakes inside these formerly communal
tombs, are elements which render it plausible that the Prepalatial commbeitese
sociapolitically more complexly organized. The Tholos communities of southern Crete
gradually evolved towards a climate in which social differentiation became as important

as the ritual unification of the entire community.

For these reasons | woulitké to suggest that strong social stratification processes were
already in play long before the erection of the Minoan Palaces. With the construction of
the monumental tombs such scpidlitical differences became clearly visible within the
Minoan communies. The process of constructing such forms of architecture and the
establishment of ritualized performative events at such places led to the creation and
legitimization of differing symmetrical and asymmetrical social relations. It becomes
clear that thérholos tombs became real representational spaces for Minoans. Being able
to witness or actively take part in such social occasions led to a clear understanding of the
complexity of the social fabric within the Minoan communities. The leaders of the
different groups within the community used ritual to legitimize their higher status through

communally established ritual performances at the respective tdrhbsarchitectural

319 Spar 2010, 151See Wright (2006) on the interrelationship of space, performance and the
social.
320 Branigan 1993, 129.
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innovations may in this way reflect major sogolitical changes over time, i.e. aajar

shift from a focus on the communal towards the use of these funerary sites as a medium
through which the superior status, power, and authority of the emerging elite, consisting

of a very select number of people, could be materialized and legitimibedway in

which the built space was structured provided therefore an important tool in staging

soci al i nteraction and structuring soci al r e
the annexooms around the entrance to the tombs is symbolic ofsfiengtion by the

chief and his associates of both the physice
way the chiefs sanctified their power over that community by claiming a physical and

i deol ogical conné%tion to the ancestors. o

The above discusgioof the Tholos tombs in southern Crete at least suggests that the
Minoan builtenvironment of the Prepalatial period in the region of the Mesara was
dominated by two reference points that were fixed by architecture: i.e. the cemeteries and
the actual sdtment; the funerary landscape and the landscape of daily life. The different
tholoi communities were living in an environment, in which the major axes of Minoan
life were dominated by a close relationship between the world of the living and the world
of the dead. By the end of MMI there is a rapid decline in the use of Minoan oloi.
Also the late constructed Minoan tholoi such as Kamiliari | and Apesokari | and Il go out
of use in MM II, which illustrates that the Minoan tholoi were abandoned as ptaces
communal ritual as soon as the Protopalatial period had statted.

The main question remains: did the early Bronze Age communities prioritize the funerary
landscape over the urban environment in order to form and downplay the tensions
between group anddividual identity? In this chapter we already demonstrated that some
scholars indeed think that this was the c84®8ecause of the scarce material evidence
from Prepalatial settlements it is not surprising that the large quantity of funerary data

and tle strong elaboration of the funerary landscape gives at least the impression that

321 Murphy 1998, 3839.

822 Branigan 1993, 12.

323Branigan 1993, 11417.

324 Espesially Murphy 1998; 2000; 2006.
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these communities in a way prioritized the funerary landscape over the world of every
day life, as the burial sites were the main focus for ritual, constituting the majasare

for socicpolitical display inside these communities. It is only from the successive
Protopalatial period onwards that one can see a major shift towards the urban
environment with largscale communal occasions held at the Minoan Palaces, a theme

thatwill be highlighted in Parts 4 and 5 of this dissertation.

| do not disagree with the observation that a change in the loci of communal ritual
occurred from the Prepalatial into the Protopalatial period, i.e. from the Tholos tombs
towards to the Minoan Reces, but such a major, brutal shift needs to be nuanced by
recently published Prepalatial archaeological evidence from Minoan settlements. This
material illustrates clearly that Prepalatial communities also constructed loci for
communal gatherings insidiee urban environment and this long before the emergence of
the Minoan Palaces in the Protopalatial period. Before we start with a discussion of the
material evidence from the settlements, we will continue Part 3 with a discussion of the

House tomb commuires in the northern and eastern part of Crete.
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Figure 6 Situation of Altars Inside and Outside the Burial at Apesokari |

Figure 7 The Cemetery at Koumasa with the Large Paved Area at the East.
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Figure 8 Examples of Blocked Axis of Tomb Doorways at (Top to Bottom) Platanos B,
Apesdkari |, and Kamilari A (after Branigan 1998, fig. 1.5
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3.1.3. The Case of the House Tombs

3.1.3.1. Diversity and Similarity with the Tholos Tombs

The picture for the northern and eastern part of Crete in the Prepalatial gegiutitely
different from the situation for the southern Tholos region. Burial practices are more
diverse, change over time and therefore the overall image of northern and eastern Crete is
more dynamic and subject to change as compared to the rathaerethdituation | have
sketched for the Tholos communiti&8In these regions of Crete, House tombs were first
introduced at Mochlos and Gournia, show strong cycladic influences, and there are strong
indications that thehenomenon of the House tonsbhsoonadapted by other settlements

in EM 11.%28 This is suggested by the appearance of House tear$ we just sum up the
bestknown examples from the Prepalatial periedn Pseira, Gournia (the north
cemetery}?’, Palaikastrér®, ArchanesPhournt?®, Malia (ChryschkkosI¥3C, Myrtos
Pyrgo$3! and Mochlos (tombs Ill and IV/V/IV on the West Terragdé)the latter being

the besknown example of a real necropolis.

At the current state of research the work of Sdles Prepalatial Cemeteries at Mochlos

and Gournia and the Hse Tombs of Bronze Age Creddhe most comprehensiaad
descriptive study of the Hee tomb phenomenon arftas contributed greatly in
gathering the necessary architectural evidence for this chapter. Soles has divided the
House tombs into four distineypes, differing in complexity: one room tombs: two

room tombs;- compounds with more than two roomsand finally the monumental

325 Davaras and Betancourt 2004; Betancourt and Davaras 2002; 2003; Galanaki 2006.

326 Betancourt and Davaras 20Q3garra Herrer@009, 44.

327 Soles 1992, -40; Soles 1979; Vavouranakis 2007,-3%

328 MacGillivray and Driesset990, 398; Vavouranakis 2007,-33; Soles 1992, 17992.

329 Sakellarakis and Sakellarakis 1997; Panagiotopoulos 200ZlI&akis and Sakellarakis
1991; Soles 1992, 12™40.

330S0les 1992, 16Q475; Pelon et al. 1992.

331 Cadogan 1971978; Cadogan 1992; Hkey 1986; Vavouranakis 2007, 47; Soles 1992; 176
178.

332 Mochlos in general, see Soles 1992;14B; Tombs Il and IV/V/VI, see Soles 1992,-82;
Vavouranakis 2007, 2P6.



- 106 - Part 3

versions of the House tomb that were developed only at the end of Prepalatial period (EM
Il i MMI A) (Chrysolakkos | andl at Malia) 333

Thanks to Solesd typology it i's clear that
planned structures. A look at the area outside the actual tomb structure reveals that some
of these tombs were equipped with some unique architecturairdea The sites of
Gournia, Palaikastro, Archan@hourni, Malia (Chrysolakkos 1), Myrto$yrgos and
Mochlos (tombs Il and IV/V/IV on the West Terrace) all sharecmbination of
architectural innovations, such as the outer area which is sometimesatelirey
pavements (small paved courts) elaborated with a raised terracdikalttructures and

raised walkways, the latter being a unique feature attested at House tomb sites. The area
outside the Hose tombs received lotsf attention by its builderssince it was most
probably reserved for specific performances, as was also the case for the Tholos tombs.
Further, the House tombs were much smaller than the Tholos tombs, which is an
indication that they were reserved for a much smaller social unit. oywene might

recall the argument made by Whitelaw in the difficulties that exist to identify social units

by means of an analysis of Minoan architecture. It is very difficult to say whether or not
one burial belonged to one family or that different Hari@elonged to a largesocial

grouping such as the extended faniity.

As it appears, House tomb communities had a fundamentally different perception of how
the funerary landscape and the daily landscape are connected with one another. With
regard to the Tdlos tombs, it has been shown that they were unique territiorial markers,
alonestanding or arranged in small groups, situated in close proximity and clearly visible
from the settlement. The House tombs, however, were no ei@igphitectural type but

had irstead a number of architectural features borrowed from the real houses of the
Prepalatial villages and the sometimes highly clustered arrangement of multiple burials
gave them the appearance of a real necropolis. In the case of Myrguss for example,

the actual tomb even had an upper floor, which is indicated by a central pier in the middle

333 Spoles 1992.
334 Whitelaw 2001, 19.
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of the main chambe¥® Several features explicitly refer to domestic architecture at all
House tomb sites. Paved open areas in front of the tombs, mud brick supaesrwith
wooden beams, doorways with pivot stones, flat roofing, plaster on the walls, benches in
the rooms, the overall shape of the rooms; all these features rendered the cemetery site

into a miniature pendant of the settlement, rather than a monofmi&abwn.

The direct visible link between settlements and House tomb cemeteries was not a
common one. At Mochlos, the House tombs were oriented towards the seaside of the isle,
away from the location of the settlement and out of sight. This obsernstaso valid

for Gourni&®®, Malia (Chrysolakkos}’, and Archane®hournt®®, where the
communities built these tomb sites almost entirely out of sight of community life.
However, in the House tomb communities, visibility was not of major importance, which
incidentally does not mean that these communities did not want to explicitly connect both
realms. In order to do so, they sometimes created a stlimghphysical connection
between both realms by a paved walkway, which is a strong argument that the House
tomb societies did not attempt to separate both realms but rather created a strong nexus
between the funerary and daily landscape. Such elements were not present at the Tholos
sites. The architectural form of the Tholos structure was entirely differemt fine

houses in the settlements and the physical connection between both realms was not
objectively laid out over the surface of the earth, but rather expressed through the

concepts of visibility and proximity.

To conclude, Tholesand House tomb commures each independently created different
trajectories. However, such cultural diversity expressed in different forms of architecture
does not mean that both regions did not share a similar perspective on the reciprocal
relationship between the funerary ath@ly landscape. In fact, there is much reason to
believe that they did. In both regions, the cemeteries on the one hand and the settlements
on the other constituted the main axes of Minoan life. Each of these realms received

special architectural atteoi, which proves the sophisticated ways in which these people

335 5ples 1992, 178.

336 Spoles 1979, 161.

337 Pelonet al. 1992, 82.

338 Sakellarakis and Sakellarakis 1991, 98.
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dealt with the world of the dead. It may be stated that the funeral landscape and the rituals
associated with it were the main forces that held these communities together and through
which thesecommunities were constantly regenerated. As early as the Prepalatial period

House tomb communities actively used the funerary landscape as major arenas for socio

political display.

In the following, we will further elaborate the example of Mochlos sircalate this
site has received most attention in published research. At the end of this section, | will
link the evidence from Mochlos to the House tomb found at MyPogos.

3.1.3.2. A Case Study of the Mochlos Cemetery

The Prepalatial burials at &¢hlos are the best known example of a large number of
burials arranged together in a necropolis, with several House toanigby far the most
monumentally tomb examples known to date. (fig. 10) On the western part islehe
about thirty tombs have beexcavated over three terraces: the west terrace, the main
and the south slope. Just like the Tholos tombs, House tombs wermadarstructures,
which asked a proper planning, and the necessanah capital in order to builthem.

The use history of #h Mochlos cemetery goes back to the Neolithic and as early as EM
[IB approx. 13 tombs were in use. Beside the House tombs, severaheltérs and pit
graves were used as burial places as well in the Prepalatial p8ribthchlos is
traditionally perceive as the typsite illustrating how social difference and differences

in status and authority are reflected directly in the material record. The west terrace
comprises the two most impressive and elaborated complexes, tombs I/Il/lll and
IV/VIVI. 34 Their morumentality and artefacts such as gold jewelry, sila@d stone
vases distinct them from the other burials on the Main and South Slope. The differences
in size, monumentality and location of a great number of burials within the same

cemetery, suggest thatl these burials were thiecale®*! for different families where

339 Soles 1992, 412; Soles (1992, 201) for a chronology of the tombs.

340 30les 1992, 462.

341 For a proper discussion of the term Locale andhkeries by Giddens see sect@i.2 this
volume. The concept of the locale is borrowed from Anthony Giddens. With the concept of the
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they could execute rituals for the veneration of their ancestors. This observation is not
new. Soles already argued that the topographical division of the cemetery, with the most
distinctivetombs on the upper west terrace is a reflection of Prepalatial social structures,
in particular social ranking. For him the tombs on the west terrace belong to the most
elite families of the Mochlos community, whose existence was legitimized by elaborate
funeral and social displa&? According to Soles, the location, size and construction of
these tombs, together with the burial offerings found inside them, suggests that the
communities which built them developed an advanced social hierarchy early on in the
Prepalatial period, even prior to the Protopalatial pettdd.

Vavouranakis re&ontextualized the tombs on the west terrace within the entire necropolis
on the west, main, and south slope, and came to some interesting observations regarding
the overall layat of the cemeter§* The entire cemetery was constructed according to
two main reference points: the South Slope with Tombs Lamda and Theta and buildings
M, N and Ksi, and the West Terrace with Tombs I/llI/lll and IV/V/VI at the far end of the
cemetery. Onenain path running straight throughout the cemetery connected all tombs
of the cemetery with each other (fig. £ To quote Vavouranaki s: A A
to the cemetery entailed a progression that gradually left the world of the living and
plungeddeeper and deeper into the domain of the dead. As one advanced towards the far
end of the cemetery, namely the of@ncourtyard and tomb IV/V/VI, the architectural
setting became much more oriented towards burial rites, thus allowing for more complex
andi nt ense exper i3 Anoteer intérestind facsi®that Tiombs §V/VA/I

and I/lI/lll on the upper west terrace seem to be the eldest tombs of the cemetery and the

il ocal eso Giddens illustrates the active use of
interaction, in which physical space transforms into place, i.e meaningterser human life.

Locales are the masetings for social interaction.

342 SeeVavouranakis (2007, 2%pr a detailed discussion.

343 Another good example of how social difference is identified through the material assemblages

within the tombs comes from AmanesPhourni, see Maggidis 1998.

344 See Vavouranakis (2007, 99.0)for a detailed discussion.

345 There is a possible sideway, but that is irrelevant in this discussion.

346 \avouranakis 2007, 109.
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tombs on the main and south slope the most recent, which suggests that thefl&y®u

cemetery was dictated by the use history of the totf{bs

The great number of House tombs within one single cemetery should be understood as
the will of smaller groups of people, be it a nuclear or small extended family, to claim
their presence whin the funerary realm.do believe that House tombs became important
settings ornocalesto express individual wealth and social differences between different
groups within the community. This would also explain the differences in the presence and
distribution of gold and stone artefacts and other exotica in numerous tombs within the
cemetery and not only within those of the west terf4t€olburn (2008) has focused
intensively on the role of imported foreign materials, objects and technologies in the
sodal and political environm@ of Prepalatial Crete anglas able to identify the socio
political processes behind their presence,
emblems, often as bodily adornment in the creation and continued negotiatioelé a
identity in the period p%Suehdobjects warehan f i r st
integral part of elite culture, setting the highest elite, those with direct access to these
foreign connections, apart from the majority of the community who dié*fot

Because of their exotic character, such imported items have strong social connotations as
they show access to long distance networks of exchange and could have added to the
social status of the people: Apart from imported objects, immaterial fact@sch as

access to distant places, people, and ideas, are other important elements of social display.
However, proof of such connections was mainly materialized through the import of
foreign objects$™ In that sense, both material and immaterial foreign efgsmbecame

active actors in the negotiation of power and elite status. They became important tools for
the negotiation of elite identity, strengthening the ties among elites and reinforcing the
differences with the rest of the communityUsing PrepalatiaMochlosas a case study

to investigatehe importance of imported goods in negotiating social differences, Colburn

347Vavouranakis 2007, 10%09.
348\/avouranakis 2007, 25.

349 Colburn 2008, 202204.

350 Colburn 2008, 204.

31 Schoep 2006, 37; Colburn 2008, 2236.
352 Colburn 2008, 206.

353 Colburn 2008, 206.
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showed that three of the about 30 tombs (Tombs I/II/lll, IV/VIVI, and XIX) were not
only the most prominent and monumental constructidrey; also contained the largest
cluster exotica found at the site. The large investment of energy in their construction,
their position, located high on the western terrace, and the large quantity of imported
objects found within, are according to Colbutrosg indications that exotica played an
important role in negotiating social differences. They should be connected with the
highest elite of the local community/

The large diversity within the cemetery at Mochlos could be an indication that the level
of group participation within the funerary rituals at the House tombs was far more
exclusive as we suggested earlier for the tholoi communities. It becomes clear from the
discussion above that the architectural complexity of the Mochlos cemetery is the result
of an ongoing process of social complexity, in which different individual groups of
people within one and the same community started to claim their presence in the funerary
realm. However, this does not mean that the veneration of the dead was nottaveolle
activity. | do believe that at particular times of the year all members of the community
came together to honor the dead. However, the ritual performances executed within the
Mochlos cemetery and its actual layout and architectural complexibapkoembodied

the same messagee. the mirroring of social differences among different groups of
people.

As early as EMII, the community of Mochlos started to create a very specific structured
burial site with different terraces, paths and differently @lated tombs. In what follows

we will reflect not only on the structural qualities of the cemetery, but also on the nature
of the performances executed within. In order to do so we will focus more exhaustively
on tomb IV/VIVI.

Tomb IV/V/VI is not only themost elaborated tomb of the entire cemetery, it is also the
most ancient, which could explain why especially this tomb received particular attention.
Tomb IV/V/VI could be the pre mi nent site for connect.i
ancestorsin this casethe specific elaboration and situation of Mochlos tomb IV/V/VI
within the cemetery could be a good casady to investigate the role of the architectural

complexity of the tomb itself, but also that of the established rituals executed in

354 Colburn 2008, 212.

ng

\
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proximity of thetomb as major tools in displaying social differences among the members
of the community in terms of access and exclusive elite participation.

Tomb complex IV/V/VI located on the west terrace of the cemetery provides the best
example to explain how architecal elements are brought together in order to create a
meaningful environment in the EM Il period. Tomb IV/V/VI is situated at the north end
of the west terrac&? (fig. 10) In his preliminary observations prior to the actual cleaning

of the area aroundbtmb | V/ V/ VI , Seager referred to
¢ o u*ie tAfter initial cleaning, a complicated system of approach was revealed. Tomb
IV/VIVI was equipped with an opeair courtyard, a paved platform that overlooked the
open area (approx..2 m wide), an altalike structure and a paved walkway (approx.
1.407 1.60 m wide), which ran along the outer facade and created a unique environment
for specific ritual activities® (fig. 11) The presence of an exkbevated terrace that
overlooked thepen area in front of the tomb and the paved walkway suggests that there
were different levels of participation. Those very few who gathered on the raised terrace
could be the most prominent figures of the group, which overlooked the other
representativethat gathered in the open area in front of the téthb.

If the paved walkway in front of tomb IV/V/VI was indeed the end of the route running
through the cemetery of Mochlos, then one might suggesththatverall analysis of the
cemetery and the architecal analysis of tomb IV/V/VI create at least the possibility that
the progression of people throughout the cemetery towards tomb IV/V/VI took the form
of a procession, which started at the settlement and ran throughout the cemetery in a more
or less stright path leading up to tomb IV/V/VI, which was the focal point (fig. 33).

The fact that the paved walkway becomes very narrow and very steep at the end suggests
that during the procession the number of participants arriving at the actual burial at the
west terrace (tomb IV/V/VI) was very low (fig. 12). Access to the tomb was reserved

35 Soles 1992, 51; Soar 2009b, 352.

36 Seager 1912, 40; Soles 1992, 56.

357 Soles 1992, 57.

358 In one particular cas at the Minoan Palaces just like in Mochlos, platforms or terraces
overl ook these paths. A clear example is the
into the theatral Area. Elsewhere this volume (Part 5) | argue that this road and tred &neatr
constitute together an architectural setting, which is suited for the creation and mirroring of social
hierarchy.

39 Soar 2009b, 353.

t

he
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only to those relatives that had a clear ancestral link with the people entombed in this
structure. They were a small social group within the Mochlos community that had the
privilege to interact with the eldest ancestors.

These processions started off initially as large communal events. Additionally, one
should picture the possibility of such proc
number of participants diminishes aongruence with the walked distance. This means

that the possibility to progress in the procession becomes a representation of status and a
personso6 place in the politics of t he commt
permitted to progress towardsetliinal point of destination. Participation in the most

exclusive rituals in proximity of tomb IV/V/VI was a privilege earned only by a small

social group. The others had to leave the procession earlier and interact with the tombs

down the hill, closesiotthe settlement. Thus, the right to proceed until the very end was

an important element of social displa&dditionally, the small size of the different

architectural units within the tomb and the small ep&rcourtyard in front of the tomb

are a good rgument in support of the hypothesis that when they were used as places for

ritual, only a small number of people could gather within this setting at38httenust

be noted that tomb IV/V/VI is a unique case, in that it is the only burial site dateid to th

period, which leads us to expect such a complex organization of ritual activity. Other

sites, such as Gourdf, ArchanesPhournt®? and Chrysolakkc$® have some of these
characteristics but these never reveal such a strong architectural complexity théside

tomb structure.

I n the <case of Mochl os, it sounds acceptab
reserved to the very few, which suggests that within these communities there was a major
concern to deal with the aspect of social difference betwe@sratit groups within the

community. Thus, the procession at Mochlos could serve as a ritual tool to reaffirm or

negotiate social relationships within the Prepalatial communifties.

360 Spar 2009b, 354; Vander Beken 2010, 212.

361 Spoles 1979, 161.

362 Sakellarakis and Sakellarakis 1991, 98; Panagiutips 2002.
363 Pelon et al.1992, 82.

364 Holliday 1990; Soar 2009b; Vander Beken 2010.
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The ritual activity at Mochlos and the procession that ran throughout thetexy were

major tools to express social differences between all groups of the community, but also
within the group itself. At tomb IV/V/VI for example, only a very small group would
make it up to the opeair courtyard, with the altar and raised platfcffhHere the
process of social differentiation does not end, as the right to participate in ritual activities
inside the actual tomb structure was only reserved to the higdrdshg individuals in

this particular group. Thus, the sequence of ritual des/together with the architectural
setting itself possessed all elements to actively reflect the social inequalities and group
differences, be it on the level of the community or the smallest socialTineise were
meaningful events with a deep impact articipants and spectatdf§.Further, wearing
exotica during these performances also reflected such differences between people and
indicated social prestige and power, which can only be connected to the locH’ elite.
Such objects were strong mediatonscdommunicating social differences between the

emerging and eventually wadktablished elite and the rest of the local community.

365 Soar 2009b, 354; Such a hypothesis makes sense if one considers the entire layout of the
Mochlos cemetery. The route towards the eldest and highest situated Tomb I\Md&8\flacked

with other burials and according to a personés
the exclusive rituals at tombs IV/V/VI or not. For those who were not, the other and more
recently built House tombs were the major foci for fitaetivities.

366 Colburn 2008, 214.

367 Colburn 2008, 21220.
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West Terrace
Tombs I/11/11]
and IV/V/VI

7

30

To Town of Mochlos

Figure 13 Possible Procession Routes Throughout the CemetexyMochlos, after
Vavouranakis 2007, 107, fig. 5.14
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3.1.3.3. A Case Study of MyrtosPyrgos

Myrtos-Pyrgos is situated on a prominent hill located on the south cb&sete, nearby

the modern village of Myrto¥® The Minoan settlement was built on very hilly terrain on

the southeast border of the Lasithi massif. The earliest material at Ngntgss itself

dates back to the EM | period. Besa of the lack of publigld recordsit is not easy to
give an exhaustive overview of the settl eme
know fact that in MM IB terraces were built on the northern slope together with a tower
and two cisterns. The settlement was destroyeéiréyin LMI and a country house or
Minoan villa was built on top of it. The entire site was finally destroyed in the LMI B
period3%°

At Myrtos-Pyrgos, a House tomb was situated next to the settlement on the west slope,
just outside the terrace walls of thettlement. (fig. 15) The tomb could be reached from

the settlement by a paved road, reached by a set of stairs, which runs nedhtagest

along the western slope and gives out at the south end to a small paved open courtyard in
front of the tomb*’® The tomb itself measures about 5 by 3m and can be entered by a
doorway at the north corner of the western wall, which leads down by means of three
steps to the original floor of the main chamber, where a circular ossuary was found in the
southeast corner.hE tomb most probably had a second floor, marked by the large pillar

in the center of the room that supported a wooden floor. A second ossuary was situated
between the actual tomb and paved courtyard. It was a rectangular chamber entered by
another doorwaydjacent to the door that gave access to the main chdMBersed on

the artefacts and burials found in the tomb, the tomb was in use between EMVII

During EM I, the tomb was a standalone monumental construction, which, despite
small alterationstayed in use throughout the Protopalatial period and was pattbece

368 Cadogan 1977, 71.

%69 Vavouranakis 2007, 485lso Cadogan 1992; Hankey 1986.
870 Cadogan 1977, 71.

$1vavouranakis 2007, 46; Cadogan 1977, 43.
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in Neopalatial times$’? The area outside the tomb at Pyrgos has a layout which is very

similar to the one at Mochlos, however in a simplified concept.

Just like in Mochlos a paved maw walkway is an integral part of the setting at Mystos
Pyrgos. (fig. 16) The elevated walkway leads to a small paved courtyard in front of the
tomb. The paved road and courtyard cannot be linked with any other structure besides the
tomb and therefore mbave played an essential role in specific ritual activities. Inside
the courtyard, at the north corner, a part &moswas recovered, together with a bench

in the southeast that may have served as an offering*fdile.was the case at Mochlos,

the dear physical connection between settlenaard tomb at Myrto$yrgos by means of

a paved walkway suggests that processions might have occurred from the town to this
tomb37# Such an environment suggests that also at MyRiagos the physical setting of
pefformance plays a crucial part in the processes of guditical production and

reproduction.

3.1.3.4. House Tombs: Built space, Performance and the Establishment of Social

Complexity

It becomes clear from both castudies that there was a tendencyrfrithe EM [FEM 111

onwards to coordinate and control human circulation and interaction at the House tomb

sites in northern and eastern Crete, as demonstrated by the layout of paved courts in front

of the tombs and paved walkways guiding people towardéirtakedestination. In both

cases, the tomb functions as the eldest ancestral link for the entire community. One could

argue that tomb IV/V/VI at Mochlos and the tomb at MysRyggos function in such a

way because their wal | s offthe entire econmunity.eThec ol | e ct
specific performances at the burial sites and the arrangement of the architectural setting

could have very strong reciprocal relationships, as they both played very important roles

to emphasize social distinctionBhe evidencdrom the House tombs suggests that the

type of ritual activities performed at the site took the form of processions, which were

872\/avouranakis 2007, 46.
373 Goles 1992, 221.
374 \Wright 200, 53.
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constitutive to the reflection of social differences inside the community.

3.1.4. The Funerary Landscape and Monumental Toasbal_ocalefor Social Display

The evidence discussed above from both the Tholos and House tombs suggests that in the
EM II period a process of innovation was initiated inside Minoan communities, in which
people felt the need to restructure the builcgpand create new architectural forms, such

as open (paved) areas and raised walkways, that became an integral part of the funerary
landscape. In conclusion, it may be put forward that the phenomena attested at the burial
sites and the increased complexitythe built space reflected the progressively changing
social dynamics inside Prepalatial communiti@fe funerary landscape became a
sophisticated structurddcale within the community, a place where the increasedal
complexity became renforcedthrough the construction of monumental tombs and
participation in communal performanc&¥e argued before thatdue to the scarcity of
material evidence from Prepalatial settlemernitdgs not surprising that the large quantity

of funerary data gives thenpression that the early Bronze Age communities prioritized

the funerary landscape over the world of the every day life. However, this picture should
be nuanced and in order to do so | will give a short description of the phenomena
occurring within the sttlements in the Prepalatial, Protopalatial and Neopalatial period

by a retrospective.
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Figure 16 Paved Way at MyrtosPyrgos

Figure 15 The House Tomb at MyrtosPyrgos after Cadogan 197778, fig.5

(modified).
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Chapter 3.2. The Urban Landscape in the,FReota, and Neopalatial
period: A Process of Gradual Transformation.

3.2.1. Introduction

In what follows, ve will look at Minoan cities as entities, which were gradually formed
throughout the stages of the Rré&rote, and Neopalatial periods. This chapter is
necessary to contextualize and understand the processes behind the emergence of the
Palace structurewithin the Minoan built environment. In this chapter, we will try to
illustrate the ways in which the Minoans shaped angheped the budénvironment
according to the changing soqiolitical needs of their respective communities. This
implies- and ths is crucial for the further course of this chaptérat the overall layout

of a settlement reflects the social, political, economical and religious structures of a
specific community. Describing the process of Minoan urbanism from a sociological
perspetive leads to the necessity to move away from purely morphological approaches
and focus instead on the emergence of cities as a gradual process spanning several
generations, i.e. the social reality behind their formation and transformation. This
approach equires a diachronic discussion of the alterations occurring within the

settlements over time.

Thus, the predominant interest of this chapter is a diachronic discussion to define those
particular meaningful changes that occur inside the built space iRréheProte, and
Neopalatial period in order to understand in a better way how Minoans form and
transform the built environment as a setting for structuring social interaction and social
relationships. Because the majority of the material comes from ¢ine racent Proto

and Neopalatial periods, this chapter sketches a retrospective and starts with these, in
order to end with the eldest (Prepalatial).
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3.2.2. Social Complexity and Urbanism in the Pratal Neopalatial period

It is generally assumed that the Proteand Neopal ati al period At he
concept is well formed and clearly identifiable. The volume edited by Branigan

Urbanism in the Aegean Bronze Agehe only serious attempt in Minoan archaeology to
define the caondepta onforteh ec ofihpirteyhensi ve manne
in this series of papers is that most of the contributors conceptualized the Minoan city

from what it is certainly not and to this purpose they all make a clear distinction between

the urban and the rur¥° Archaeological studies dealing with the study of urbanism

focused almost entirely on the physical (layout and town planning) and the dominance of

a particular city within a region. In these studies it has been suggested that it is best to
approachthe t udy of wurbanism from the point of vi
or structuré®’® Although these approaches have led to some interesting results, such
morphological approaches always tend to classify the nature of ancient cities within

broad andyeneralizing categories and some general discussions on the principles of town
planning 3"’

Recent studies have approached cities from a more innovative research angle, in which
scholars tried to | ook at the soultisgate. real i t
These scholars did not perceive cities as clearly identifiable morphological entities, but

rather tried to understand how the layout and innovations occurring within the built
environment make citi e i a learmmdsfaidda wosfradp et i t
case study for t he3%sntarecgnt antitle, Priessen mpproagHedi t i on's
the Minoan city from such a perspective and looked at the Minoan city as a container for
structured and organized social interaction between diffeyups of inhabitants, but

also individual inhabitants and visitol®. Driessen starts his article with a statement of

375 Branigan 2001; Branigan 2001a.

376 Knapp 1997, 56; Osborne 2005, 2.

377 Adams 2010.

378 Amin 2002, 395.

379 Giddens (1984, 262) quoted in Driessen 2008 Driessen (2009) is one thie first Minoan
scholas who explecitly uses such strong sociologicapproach to further his understanding of
Minoan society.

380 Adams 2004.

381 Driessen 2009.
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Herzog and argues that the organization of the urban-dniitonment has to be

perceived as At he st age ank ofrthe alitedo exettise it€ o mmu n i

power ful s t3:tAccerding to Disesseni adtearagiohs inside the built space are
reflections of changing power relations inside Minoan commuritieslost scholars
regard the Protopalatial perigblM 1B -MMIIB) asthe moment at which these processes

occurred and the architectur al idiom of

demonstrated by the emergence of a clear structuring of internal streets, squares, courts,

and esplanade$? In this period smaller s@lements were abandoned and a large number
of people nucleated inside | arge wurban

centers on the Islam® It marks the time in which major changes in the organisational

structure of Minoan society occured an@th f i r st istat e@timmeppear ed

wherein a series of innovations suddenly appeared on the island and in which socio
political complexity was more complexly organis€dOne cannot ignore the fact that
there is a tendency among scholars to picthesProtopalatial period as a period that
marks a complete breach with the Prepalatial, however, it will become clear throughout
this chapter that such generalisations do not give a sufficient explanation for the

archaeological data.

Under the influenceof a continuously evolving process of increased spoidical
complexity, Minoan communities felt the need to innovate architecturally by creating and
incorporating new innovations within the built space. In this way, they created the
architectural necegties in order to stage the altering relationships between different
groups of people. In what follows, we will give a short description of the major
phenomena attested at the settlements of the-BnotdNeopalatial period.

%82Herzog (1997, 7), quoted by Driessen 2009, 41.

383 Driessen 2009, 41 and 44.

384 Branigan 1972, 752; Chryssoulaki 1990, 38D; Muller 1991, 558; Palyvou 1986, 192;
Romano 2003, 247; Van Effenterre 1963, 230; Warren 1994, 209.

385 Fitton 2004, 5657.

386 Renfrew (1972, 363 6 9) tal ks about 6chiefdom statesao,
Knappett (1999) thinks in terms of d&édsegmentary

%87See for example Wiend991; Warren 1994Cherry 1986.
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3.2.2.1. Street§ Walkwaysi Open Air Spaces

Scholars have argued that within the settlements that later become cities of recognizable
size, an internal street system became an integral part of thaack and streets were
clearly laid out in a particular manner to create al-established circulation network
through the towri® They are therefore major innovations that facilitated circulation
throughout the settlement. A waktablished circulation network also formalized a clear
and direct connection between the settlemedtather cities in the surrounding region

and such a network turned Crete into a mosaic of interconnected settlements in the Proto
and Neopalatial periotf® Most scholars believe that the clearly planned network of
circulation and the structuring of the Huspace in general were coordinated by a central
authority, which controlled the planning of the town and its appearance as it has been
transmitted to us today° The increasing population may have necessitated a good
established network of roads that faatied the organization of and circulation through

the town. The planning of the town and the installment of a circulation network and open
air spaces was a large communal operation, working at the level of the entire community.
Such large interferences ihe landscape were controlled by a higher elite who regulated
and managed all necessary resources for the building project. Since these streets connect

the different parts of the site with each other and connect the city and the hinterland, they

388 Warren (1994, 18210) and Branigan (1972, 755) both consider the presence of streets as the
major characteristic of a city/an Effenterre pleads that Minoan cities should show some kind of
tendency towards the concegligation of the built spacé&f/an Effenterre (1990, 489) refers to
Nnlga@®om®t ri sati on des espacements wurbains en un
Minoan cities should show some kind of tendency towards the regulation of the built
environment Driessen (2009, 442) argues that the installment of open air spaces inside
settlements of considerable size, such as the west courts, esplanades, etc. are the main elements to
distinguish a city as such; Palyvou (1986, 193) has demonstrated thatilthiegbalctivity at

Akrotiri was strongly related to street formation, which means that the people had conceptualized

an architectural idiom for constructing the stregttem and the city in that particular manner

She argued that at Akrotiri the dentatioihthe facades is primarily related to the street system,

since one of the objectives was to form +sbraight streets. It is a lodiyed rule respected by all
members of the community and in all successive building activities.

389 Chryssoulaki 1990, 372.

%0 Branigan 1972; Romano 2003; Warren 1994.
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played amajor role in the constitution of the urban environment both in the Protopalatial
and Neopalatial period§?

In Minoan times, the internal street system existed primarily out of walkways used by all
inhabitants of the settlemei¥® To quote Warren 1994fi t KKeossian roads are
excellently designed for people on foot or \
t r a 1% Thecbést known walkways are found at the Palace sites of Knossos, Malia, and
Phaistos, were raised above ground level and paved, altihoulifferent materials. For
example, the raised walkways at Malia were paved with Kalderim and at Knossos they
used poros limestone slabs. all of the largest palatial settlements (Knossos, Malia,
Phaistos, and Zakros) where raised walkways dated tBrtiteand Neopalatial period

have been attested, one or more walkways end up at one or more entrances of the Minoan
Palace’® These roads guided the people, both residents andesatents, throughout

the settlement towards its major focal points, in ncases the west and central courts of

the Minoan Palace$® The raised walkways penetrate the Minoan Palace and end up in
front of the central court, which is a termination point of the focused movements in the
building. The penetration of the building thghu a raised walkway is sometimes
associated with changes in the form of the paving as it enters the Palace. Cadogan
mentioned that the main causeway at Phaistos was built of crazy paving until it
approaches the main western entrance of the Palace. Anttenae the walkways
change into well laid out blocks of gypsum that ran straight through the main cétfidor.

At Knossos one can see a similar phenomenon at the west entrance. The white stone of

the raised walkway crossing the west court changes intogoken slabs, which are

391 Chryssoulaki 1990, 37879; Palyvou 2004, 21314; Van Effenterre 1980, 253; Warren 1994,

192.

W Chryssoul aki (1990, 377) made the interesting
minoennes portantdesé¢r& s de roues sont rareso.

393 Warren (1994, 207) argued thaese walkways served for the transportation of commercial

goods as well as for religious and ceremonial activities such as processions held at particular

times in the community. The traffic pasgialong these walkways could be guided by different

motivations, also socipolitical and that is what interests us.

3% palyvou 2002, 173; Palyvou 2004, 214.

3% Driessen 2004; Marinatos 1987; Driessen (2004ii8:he pl an of some speci fi
was dctated because of their function as an interregional meeting place for residents -and non
residents; in these cases the priority of access routes to the communicatiori daeicentral

court or, in some cases, another attention focusing paiatidedh e t ownés devel opment
3% Cadogan 1976, 96.
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faced with red stucc®’ Causeways are generally in between 1.10 and 1.4m wide and

their construction s®ems in a way fAstandardi

The unique interrelation of raised walkways, theatral areas, courts, and Palace entrances
suggest tat these walkways could be used at particular times of the year as procession
ways>®° Raised walkways indeed facilitated human traffic throughout the town, but these
walkways served apart from this practical function more symbolic functions when large
scaleritual events where held at the Minoan Pald€&3heir elevation above ground

level served a symbolic purpose and emphasized the people that actively participated in
processions. Further the narrowness of these walkways suggests that the movement of
peopk was restrained to a limited number, who probably walked one by one, or in pairs
behind each other towards the Pal#€eVisibility, elevation and distinction were
important features in these ritual events and asked for a sophisticated architectural
settirg, which is illustrated for example by the causeways, but also by the theatral areas,
which are equipped with platforms and standing/seating areas to overlook processions
from a higher level (Knossos, Phaistos), which creates a very interesting interaction

dynamic by the buitenvironment.

Il n Minoan research, scholars | ooked at proc
and focused mainly on the emergence and distribution of the iconographical theme,
clothing, gender, ritual objects, etc, in procesaloart but never focus on the socio

political function of processional behavior as main integrative devices within Minoan

397 Evans 1928, 760.

3% Warren (1994, 192) argued that the Royal Road at Knossos is such an example of
standardization; All slabs were 0.7 m wide, with two side wings of each 1.2 m and a central part
of 1.4m wide.

399 Palyvou (2004214 stressed that these roads were only occasionally used for processions, and
that the primary objective behind their construction was in the first place to facilitate traffic
throughout the townAdditionally, the elevated nature of thealkways could be just a practical
decision to keep the roads dry when there was |
arriving at a Minoan town would follow such a walkway and trust it to lead him through the main
arteries of the town. oo

400 palyvou 2004, 214.

401 Sakellarakis and Sapousakellaraki 1997, 129.
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communities’®?> Marinatos and later Palyvou and Driessen focused on the spatial aspects
of processions and argued that the raised watkywavhich are intrinsically connected

with the Minoan Palaces, were used on regular occasions as processiorfdf ways.

Although the importance of processions in the Minoan world remains largely
understudied, one can draw close parallels to the Mycenaeddh wowhich Cavanagh

and Maran have illustrated the importance of processional bet&iaccording to
Maran, processions are devices that allow a proper focused movement to a final
destination, in order to symbolically emphasize specific rdlitds. Mycenaean times,
processions were staged to express the Kking
community.Mycenaean processions were exclusive in nature and reserved for a minority
of the Mycenaean community. Similar observations were made recentlyefdinoan
Palace$® Although processions certainly had a religious/ritual function, they also
functioned as primary tools for the establishment, expression and maintenance of
asymmetrical power relations within Minoan communiti€ee processional wayed
throughout the town towards the citadel, which constituted the end zone of the procession
and the place where the people could interact with the ruler.

For most scholars, the central court of the Minoan Palace constitutes the final destination

point d the processiof” The term ficentr al courto is wel!l
element of controlled access to this sp@é@hese courts, of regular form and in most of

the cases surrounded by walls on all four sides, have a closed off charactertmabivo

further exploration. As these courts are inscribed in the circulation network of walkways,
they are only acc é%3weiwh hoeelabowate th ¢his heading ahithe i o n o .
function of the Minoan Palaces as loci for lasgale performativevents that involved

402 peterson 1981; Immerwahr 1990; Laffineur 2000; Shaw 2000; Smith 2003, German 2005;
Blakolmer 2008.

403 See Marinatos 1987; Palyvou 2004; Driessen 2004; 2009.

404 Cavanagh 2001, 13032; Maran 206.

495 Maran 2006a, 82.

406\ander Beken 20102010.

407 Driessen 2002; 2004; Palyvou 2002; 2004.

408 palyvou 2004.

409 palyvou 2004, 209.
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all sociepolitical layers of the Minoan community. This will be discussed in detail in

Parts 4 and 5 of this dissertation.

3.2.3. ThePrepalatial period: A Time of Gradual Transformation and Formation.

We have already argued in tbiscussion of the Tholesnd House tombs that very little
archaeological evidence providing information about the organization of settlements in
the Neolithic and Prepalatial period has survived allowing for a proper description of any
processes of chaag Together with the material evidence discussed above, the
excavations at Vasiliki and Myrtos are essential to our understanding of the life cycle and
layout of such earlier settlements. They have both been destroyed around MM Il and are
not considered asities, because of the fact that the passages and paths do not show any
logical arrangemerft® Although Prepalatial settlements are not considered as cities, the
archaeological material that is at our disposal today shows some noteworthy emerging
processeswhich are contemporary to the transformations that we sketched above for the
cemetery sites on Crete.

The <cl earest evidence comes from the Opal at
appearance and allocation of room for large open air spaces tinsggesettlements from

the Prepalatial period onwards. Open air spaces became a significant element in the
layout of settlements and therefore in the urban life of the Minoans. Their importance
may be understood as similar to the value awarded to themodgrm Cretans, since
many daily activities are still conducted outside in the dpeirrom the Prepalatial
period onwards, there is evidence for at least three palatial settlements in which the place
of the later central courtthe essential characterist€the Minoan Palaceswas already

an open space.

At the Kephala hill, where the later Knossian Palace was built, ten different strata of the
Neolithic period have been attested. The oldest strata of the Neolithic period go back to

the 7" millennium BC Soundings underneath the central court of Knossos unveiled the

410 Because of the absence of any arrangement Branigan (197252 prefers to refer to paths
and passages, rather than esubr streets.
411 palyvou 2004, 207.
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existence of substantial architectural remains dating to the Middle Neolithic (stratum IlI)

period. Here the remains of two multiple room buildings and a large roughly square room

have been mcovered underneath the area of the later central ¥éuburing the Final

Neolithic (stratum 1l and 1) the settlement still increased in size (3'R&f this period

little architectural finds have been attested which suggests that they disappearéeé with t

building of the first Palace. Underneath the central court, scholars have found the traces

of two distinct houses bas®4dltiscclearthatthespr esenc
structures constitute the last architectural evidence in the area adritral court before

it was leveled and turned into an open area. When did the central court become an open

area as such? Driessen has argued that a close connection existed between the central and
western courts and suggested to further examine the evoiaside the west court at

Knossos in order to gain extra evidence for the establishment of the central court as an

open spacé!® At Knossos, the EM period is the least known of #lIThe hilltop where

the later Knossian Palace got built underwent a serfiecchanges with sometimes large

levelling operations during EM IIZEMIIB as well as EM Ill, MMIA and MMIB*!’
Evansnot es t hat |l eveling operations ficlearly
therefore in a period before the erection of the first PdfdcEhe most remarkable finds

of the EM I phase are the deposits of the i
of the Palace. This deposit contained a large number of burnt ceramics and dates back to

the earliest phase of EM IA. The EM IB periockisown from a trench (FF) in the later

west court again containing burnt pottery. Several other deposits are related to trench FF

in the west court and formed the basis for a good description of the EM IB phase, which

is situated betweeweltbe aBM EM fi P&l aicest C

4121t seems that the Middle Neolithic period was a short period since in none of these structures
more than one building phase tteated, see Evans 1994 -18.

413 Evans 1994, 120.

“MEvans (1994, 1 6hedtworsdparatenhsused onghe basig af twe fixed hearths,

or small rai sed platforms, which he found in sefg
415 SeeDriessen(2007, 79-81) with references.

Wi Il son (1994, 23): fANo other period wnfg the Min
largely to the very extensive il i ons made during the course of | a

417Wilson 1994.
418 Eyans 1994, 16.
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deposit¥'®*The EM |11 A phase is especially well kr
deposits. Wilson notes that underneath a part of the later Protopalatial and Neopalatial
west court, the HAWest @as beentdatétidoutre EM Il perdod f ound
and was built immediately on top of the Final Neolithic phase. When this house was
constructed, the EM | phase was cut away before the building was placed. Because of the
lack of fundamental evidence, the function of th@lding remains unknown. At the end

of EM IIB, the building was leveled and this small part of the later west court turned into
an open are®’ If there is indeed a close connection between the west and central court,
than it seems reasonable to suppdsat tthe central court became an open area
surrounded by ancillary buildings from EM IIB onwardss early as EMIIB the west

court became partly an open space and fronted the court building on the hill. However,
the EM 1IB west court was very narrow andidé€ly not the size of the one in the Proto

and Neopalatial perriotf* The building activity further expanded during EM 1l when

the northwest court (which involved a large terracing) and the Early Keep were*added.
Also the Hypogaeum should probably msigned to this periotf® Other constructions

that date to the Prepalatial building are the Monolithic pillar basetffehater in
between EMIIII MMIA the first lines of the Throne room complex, and other structures
such as the early west facade were lait b was not until MMIBT MMII that the west

court gained its final form and till MM Il that the major lines of the Protopalatial Palace
were finally laid out. In MMII the central court of Knossos received its first real
paving#?® From the discussion abeyit becomes clear that as early as the Prepalatial
period, different things were going on at the later Knossian Palace site, which are the
more interesting if we contextualize them within the phenomena attested at the
contemporary funerary sitedll these extensions provided an enlarged space for large
gatherings within the Knossian town from the Prepalatial period onwards.

419 See Wison (1994fpr a detailed discussioithe Early Minoan Il phase is better attested in the
archaeological record an@ded on the findings it has been put forward that the EM Il settlement
comprised an area of about 4.84 ha.

420\\ilson 1994, 36; Driessen 2007, FD.

421 MacDonald 2005, 45.

422\Vilson 1994, 38; MacGillivry 1998, 34.

423 MacGillivry 1994, 4951.

424 Momigliano 1991 163167.

425 Mirié 1979, 3839.



The Establishment Oof é - 133 -

The archaeological evidence in the central court at Malia also points towards this early
EMII B date??® In a series of recent sounds, Pelon came across four floors dating from
EM IIA onwards. Based on these different floor levels, he concluded that the
constructions of EM IIA were covered by a floor of red earth in EM IIB. Moreover, it
seems that the central court has been freengfcanstructions from EM 1IB onwards.

This means that the central court at Malia also dates back to the EM |IB perieid. ||

B a building gets erected immediately above the EM IIA layer, which incorporates the
later open area of the central cotftSomesoundings in the vicinity of the Neopalatial
pillared hall (IX t2) revealed some traces of early structures dating to the EMII
period*?® The archaeological evidence suggests that a major change occurred in the
orientation of the buildings between EM llahd EM 1l B. In EM IIA the constructions
under the later Palace site were orientatediN&V. It is not until the EM 1l B period

that the architecture was conventionally orientated in more or less siri&@ direction.

Later, with the construction of threetual central court and the layout of the entire Palace,
this orientation seems to have retained the actual staffdard.

At Phaistos, the archaeological evidence is unclear. Although it is clear that constructions
dating to the Final Neolithic are situdten the area of the central court, what happened
with the central court between the Final Neolithic and the MM II period, when the paved
central court was constructed, is still a matter of delfdtere seems to exist agreement
upon the fact that there $idbeen a series of levelling operations on which different
terraces were built in the course of the EM Il and EM Il peffdrhe absence of
architectural remains in the area of the central court between these periods may suggest

that the central court wadready an open place from the Final Neolithic onwé&tts.

426 pelon 1980 128129 1989 771- 785 Hue and Pelon 1992: Driessen 2083

427 Driessen 2007, 86 86.

428 Hue and Pelon 1992, 31; Pelon 1993,-548; Pelon 2005Also Driessen 2007, 83.

429 Further reading oMalia, see Pelo 1970; 1980; 1982, 1986; 1989; 1993; 2005; Also Driessen
2004.

430 5 Rosa 2002.

lyvagnetti 19721973 7- 138 Branigan 1993, 116; Driessen 2007;88L
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In general, the material evidence from the Palace sites demonstrates that the central
courts and partly also the areas underneath the west courts of the later Minoan Palaces
were intentionally ldéf open at a very early stage and were at the beginning not clearly
marked by clearly enclosing architectural bounddtiés is only gradually over time

that there is a tendency to surround the area of the central court with ancillary buildings,
which gives the possibility to structure movement and social interaction at these places.

Such gradual changes will be discussed throroughly later this chapter.

In a number of nomalatial settlements some interesting alterations of the built space
have been atte=dl in the Prepalatial period. One of these sites is Vasiliki where several
Prepalatial phases have been discovered. In both EM IIA and EM IIB up to six houses
were clustered in this villag&2Here, early in EM IIB, a paved court measuring 20 by 20

m was aded at the heart of the settlement, which seems to act as a sort of village square,
with houses grouped around"if.At Palaikastro, underneath building block Chi, a series

of walls has been discovered which belongs to a building dated to the Prepataithl pe
Interestingly, adjacent to this building was a large open space, dated to the EM 1B

period?3®

3.2.4. Shifting Worlds: From Funeral to Urballinoan Urbanism in
Retrospective

We will now try to contextualize the changes that have occurred overittithe urban
environment as being part of a gradual and not a sudden process opdiital
change Although minimal, the Prepalatial evidence from both palatial andpadatial
settlements illustrates that as early as the Prepalatial period, Minoanunities started

to exploit the socigolitical opportunities of creating outside open air spaces as places
for social display*3*® These innovations all prove that architectural innovatitas

432 Evans 1994, -P0O; Driessen 2004, 78.

433 Fitton 2004, 48.

4347071s 1982, 20215; Driessen 20Q0B7- 88; Fitton 2004, 48.
435 Driessen 200,786 - 87.

436 MacGillivray and Driessen 1990, 398.2.
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occurred inside the Prepalatial cemetery sites simultaheonccurred inside the
Prepalatial settlements, which suggests that the evolving complexity of thepstitiaal

fabric generated the need to apply architectural innovations in order to stage the altering
relationships between peoyffer a detailed owwiew, cf. supra).

In the subsequent stage of the Protopalatial period the little hamlets were abandoned and
different groups started to nucleate in a substantially smaller number of urban centers,
some of which bear witness to the first Palace structmeSrete. Major changes have

been perceived both in terms of scale and elaboration within the urban sphere in the
Protopalatial and the later Neopalatial period. Their presence takes serious proportions,
whenever the urban environment is dominated by abwgen air spaces such as courts

and raised pathways. These are good arguments to state that the structuring of human
interaction and facilitation of human traffic were k&lgments in the establishment of
Minoan cities. Throughout Minoan history the ngedsented itself to conceptualize the

Minoan urban builenvironment in order to anticipate these squmtitical processes.

The changes that occurred in the-PRrote, and Neopalatial period illustrate that the
Prepalatial period was at the startaotontinual process of innovation that reached its
most sophisticated form in the Neopalatial period, a period of major institutionalization
hallmarked by the emergence of major palatial centers across Crete. These settlements
are characterized by monumahtarchitecture (Palaces and villag), clear internal
organization of streets, opair squares, and habitation quarters that are all organized
into a clearly structured entitysuch observations add a separate form of data to the
ongoing discussion of s@l complexity in the Prepalatial period. First of all, it becomes
clear that the formative stages of the Minoan Palaces, traditionally considered as a true
hallmark of the Prot@nd Neopalatial period, were set into motion during the Prepalatial
period. Such observations ask for-ti@nking the picture of socipolitical complexity
throughout the stages of the Rrerote, and Neopalatial period. The traditional picture

of a breach between the Prepalatial on one side, and the more complexly organsed Pro
and Neopalatial periods on the other, does not give a sufficient explanation to the
archaeological data. What we see is a rather gradual transformation over the course of

time, for which the basis is already laid out in the Prepalatial period.
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Is thee a change in the ways Minoans conceptualized the reciprocal relationship between
the funerary and urban daily landscape? The changes within the cemetery and the
settlement landscape of the Rreérote, and Neopalatial period may indeed suggest that
Minoan communi ties started to prioritize t
over the funeral landscape. Prepalatial communities constructed loci for communal
gatherings both inside the urban environment and at the burial sites, and this long before
the emergence of the Minoan Palaces in the Protopalatial period. It therefore seems that
early Bronze Age communities created places for social interaction both within the
funerary and the urban sphere. Although the Prepalatial settlement evidence is rather
limited, these examples illustrate quite well that both the funerary as well as the urban
environment were regarded as equally important and both play an essential role in the
process of elite place making. However, | strongly believe that the specifextoithe
cemetery sites and the nature of the social interactions that occurred here should be
considered as more sogolitically relevant compared to those within the urban
environment. The ritual performances executed at the Tholos and House tostbrees

makes the burial sites the main loci for focused ritual performances and communal
gatherings. The Tholos and House tombs housed the collective memory of these
communities and were therefore the key places for these purposes. These sites were the

most important places for soemlitical display inside the Prepalatial communities.

It is only from the successive Protopalatial period onwards that one can see a major shift
in the loci of communal ritual almost exclusively towards the urban enviranwigén
largescale communal occasions held at the Minoan Palaces. There seems to be a
diachronic change from the Prepalatial into the Protopalatial period. At the beginning of
the Protopalatial period, burial sites were possibly still an important featis@eme of

the Minoan communities; nonetheless, a shift in the axis of the funeral landscape and the
daily landscape of the Minoans can be clearly demonstrated. The dominant weight of the
funeral slightly shifted towards a dominance of the daily life. Witthe process of
urbanization the cemeteries were not the only landmarks for the Minoans. At that time,
the cemeteries were only one of a series of landmarks and the fact that they gradually

went out of use proves that the Minoans started to prioritzel#fly life over the world

he
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of the dead. The increasing complexity of the cityscape from the Protopalatial period
onwards may indicate that by that time the sgmébtical and economic life had been
irrefutably brought to the foreground. Towns become neatensive than before and are
elaborated with a street grid, blocks of houses and most importantly Palace structures
start to appear. By the Neopalatial period, the countryside was filled with villas and all
settlements were more or less connected byx#énsive street system that crossed the
island. Although the importance and character of the Minoan villas is still far from clear,

it is certain that they duplicated many features of palatial architecture in terms of
planning, function of rooms and arautural elaboration. Thus, they might have operated

as regional centers through which political authority was diffused. As a result, from the
Protopalatial period onwards, Crete may be regarded as a landscape in which several
phenomena across the islandgls as Palaestructures, peakand cave sanctuaries were

the main loci for communal gathering, which were used simultaneously for the
representation of socioolitical power and authorit§?’ This landscape was constructed
through the meaningful use of aitetture stressing the world of everyday life and in
particular, places of political authority, which established a network of opportunities to
express power and authority on both a local and regional level. Although in this
landscape the place of the deaas less dominant, this does not mean that it was not

dealt with, only in a less prominent fashion.

437 The function of the peak sanctuaries and Minoan caves for Minoan community life are beyond
the scope of this dissertation; More info concerning the gumlitical dimension of the peak
sanctuaries and sacred caves, see Jones 1999; Tyree 1974; Rutkowski 1988; Kyriakidis 2006;
Peatfield (1994) has suggested that the Late Minoan elites might have used peak sanctuaries and
cave sanctuaries as loci for sagiolitical dispay. Sanctuaries on mountain peaks might have
gathered communities from wider regions and catered to their ritual needs, as they were major
tools in the representation of sogiolitical power and authority. He bases his suggestion on the
sharp decrease the number of sanctuaries from about 25 to 6 throughout the Palace periods and
the fact that the material assemblages found at the remaining sanctuaries show a strong link with
the monumental Palace structures on the island. The increased architectyrakityg over time

and the very specific material assemblages involving luxurious goods such as gold jewellery,
bronze figurines, etc., lay in straight line with the developments attested at the cemetery and
urban sites discussed within this dissertatian:the active use of the built space and objects in
order to structure social interaction and seqmditical relationships (see Part 3, 4, and 5 this
volume).



- 138 - Part 3

Although the outside gathering spaces remained important during the entire Minoan
period, it has to be noted that in the course of the Paotd Neopaidtial period a wide

range of new room types appear in Minoan monumental architecture (both the Palaces
and villas), which could have functioned as important internal venues for specific
occasionsTheir formscan be summarized in some kind of recurringotggy, which |

will return to later in detail (see Part 4 beloWhe extensive appearance of besternal
andinternal gathering spaces from the Prepalatial through the Protopalatial and into the
Neopalatial period should be regarded as the materiadctigih of a continuously
growing social complexity in Minoan every day life. Their appearance should be
considered as the externalization of a conscious need to structure social interaction and
social relations by the extensive use of architecture in daareate a meaningful

environment for the expression of status, power, and authority.

In the next part of this dissertation, we will focus more specifically on the position of the
Minoan Palaces within the urban fabric of the Neopalatial period. Thmvinb chapter

starts with a short review of the past approaches taken to the study of the Minoan Palaces
and discusses shortly the recurrent architectural features at each of them. Additionally,
we give a descriptive overview of the b&sbwn Minoan Palkes and the different
gathering spaces inside these buildjngkichwere introduced in the Protopalatial period

and reached their definitive form in the Neopalatial period. Since it is claimed in this
dissertation that these gathering spaces were thespages establishing a mode of
structured interaction between several groups of people, their presence in and distribution

throughout the Minoan Palaces are of prime importance to our argument.
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The Minoan Palaes: Description and Architectural analyses.
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Abstract

In Part 4 we will conduct a descriptive and architectural analysis of thekmmsnh
Minoan Palaces of Knossos, Malia, Phaistos, and Zakros. Although all Minoan Palaces
have in common a number of mponents, they also show strong differences in the
placement of rooms, accessibility and general elabordtiost, we give an overview of

the recurrent components at each of the Minoan Palaces. This is followed by a detailed
description of all units witim them in order to clarify the individuality and differences in
situation, elaboration and layout. Special attention will be given to those units that are
important venues for occasions during performative evé@atsend, we will perform an
architecturalanalysis for each of the Minoan Palaces, which focuses on the presence of

physical boundaries within the built space.
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Chapter 4.1Deconstructing the Minoan Palaces: A Labyrinth versus a Clear
Conceptual Design

Before we continue with a thourough deégtion for each of the Palaces, it might be
usefull to draw attention to their most important characteristics. This chapter will
recapitulate at first the essential features (mostly) shared by all Palaces, widely discussed
in past literature. A study of ¢hMinoan Palaces by matter of form shows that they have

strong similarities but at the same time a strong individuality.

4.1.1. The West Court (fig. 17, 18, 19)

Open spaces are an important element in Minoan architecture and the large west and
central carts of the Minoan Palaces are the most common exartilese large paved

open west court is the most remarkable attachment of the three biggest Minoan Palaces
(i.e. Knossos, Malia, and Phaistos) and is equipped with slightly raised walkways. At
some Palaes, such as Knossos and Phaistos, the west court received a theatral area and
so-called Kouloures**® This space is situated at the transition between the actual Palace
and the rest of the town and therefore fulfilled a mediating function between the two in
the case of large performative events. In contrast to the central court, the orientation and
final form of the west courts differs strongly at each of the Minoan Pdl4tes.

A structural analysis of the west courts further elucidates our understandingabf wh
happened at these courts and what their function could have been for Minoan community
life. In past and recent scholarship it is commonly accepted that this court had some kind
of public function as it functioned as a venue for specific occasions. fEsenze and
gradual enlargement of this open space in the Protopalatial and Neopalatial periods

provide good arguments for an increased importance of the west court for the Minoan

438 palyvou 2002,167.
439 palyvou 2004, 214
440 Hitchcock 2000, 63; Palyvou 2004, 215.
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community, an element that we will pursue further in this dissertéttdPalvou argued

that the west courts were the main public spaces in Minoan society because access to

them is unrestricted and west courts form a direct link between Palace antf4own.
Vansteenhuyse has argued that the arrangement of the west court illustsai@asga

program which should be connected with the execution of a specific “itukie west

court should be perceived as a strategically placed public venue for occasions. Past
scholarship has defined the westpalpubliort i n s
plaza of the cityo for collective®etivitie
large size and open access indicate that west courts are areas suitable for large, communal

and public performancesThe west court connects the town and thalace- a
relationship that no one <could describe bet
controlled interface b*%tThweceun theréfaee played an and t
essential role in Minoan community life and constitutes a place féerelit social

processe$?®

At the three biggest Minoan Palaces, each Palace faces the town from the west, with the
west court forming a large transitional space between the town and the Pal&térbite.
western facade is therefore the side that faceguldic, which explains immediately
why this facade was treated with more attention than the other outer sides of the

building#*® It seems that most scholars believe that the monumentality of the western

441 Strong eidence exists that the west court at Knossos was expanded in the Neopalatial period,
a proof of the need for space and the growing importance of the west court for community life,
see Marinatos 1987, 138.

442 palyvou 2004, 215.

443Vvansteenhuyse 2002, 239.

444 preziosi 1983, 107.

445 Preziosi 1983, 87.

448 Indelicato 1986, 138; Hitchcock 2000, 63; Palyvou 2004, 208; Van Effenterre 1987, 85; Gesell
1987, 123; Vansteenhuyse 2002, 239; Driessen 2004, 7®1 at on 0 s (1990, 392)
contrasts with this view, as hedh numerous others believe that the center of community life
became the central court of the Palaces from the Neopalatial period onwards.

447 palyvou 2004, 214; Van Effenterre 1963, 236.

448 Preziosi 1983, 88.
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facade was indeed intentional and may have carrigghbdical message of power, sent

by the people who had the Palace construtfed.

Although at every Palace the west court may be intrinsically unique, these open spaces
also share several characteristics. One of these elements are-th#edoraised
walkways running through the town, securing circulation within and to the different
guarters of the town and leading the people of the community (inhabitants and/or visitors)
to the west courts and in front of the Pale#®@sAt each of the Palaces the raised
walkways penetrate the Palace at one or more entrances. In close resemblance to the
festival of the Panathenean, where the procession route traversed the agora before
proceeding towards the acropolis of the city, the raised walkways in the Minoan towns
crossd t he west courts before entering throug
proper?! At the west courts these walkways run in many directions and form sometimes
triangles, which suggests a dynamic movement which is simultaneously closely
coordinated at #se court§>? The coordinated movement at the west courts by these
walkways is clearly intended for a purpose, since they do not provide the fastest way to
reach the Palace entrance, which would have been crossing the west court in a straight

line.

The west court with its raised walkways formed an important hub between the town and

the Palace, which was a transition of major importance in the case of performative events.
Marinatos has argued that one of the arms of the triangles formed by the walkways at
Knossos, Phaistos, and Malia, ran directly to the circular structures (the kouloures),
which were large silos for grains and ceré&isMarinatos argued that the close

relationship between the raised walkways and the kouloures could be interpreted as

49 van Effenterre 1987, 85; Driessen 1997, #%itchcock 2000, 66; Driessen 2004, 80;
Panagiotopoulos 2006, &3.

40 The west court and causeway system has been associated with grain storage in the Kouloures
in the west court and/or a harvest festival or with ritual dancing. To this, we want to add the
possibility of large ceremonial events where processions ran throughout the town to the west
courts and the central courts of the Minoan Palaces. More information, see Marinatos 1987, 135
and 137; Palyvou 2004, 214.

41 Hplscher 1999, 30; Driessen 2004;12

452 Knirsch 2004, 12 and 76.

453 Marinatos 1987, 137.
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proces®ns wherein the tributes or agricultural surplus was brought from the countryside
towards the kouloures of the Paldetln the Neopalatial period, when the kouloures

went out of use, the processions proceeded further towards the magazines inside the
Pala@s®® Such an interpretation is possible, but we find it rather questionable that the
raised walkways only functioned as an access to the magazines. The final destinations of
the processions were not the kouloures or the western magazines, but the carigal c

and some ritual areas in the deepest parts of the Palace. The triangles at the west courts
are interpreted in various ways. As the focal point of the west court, it is perfectly
possible that several groups (or processions) came together at titi@padicontinued

further towards the primary entrance of the Pafdt®reziosi on the other hand has
identified these triangles as CRoothi®s tri ar
interpretation he draws a close parallel between the folkloric air@ddnces on Crete.

This circle stays closed until one person leaves the group and stands in the middle,
showing of his skills. However, in Moan times, one shoulcther think in terms of
processions coming from town and merging together in the west lefare turning
towards the Palac®®

Although Palyvou is right to label the west court as a public space because many people
gathered here, its function becomes much more complex and transforms entirely when

the west court is used as a place foraperfort i ve event . Pal yvouds
access to the west court was unrestricted and uncontrolled forms an insufficient argument

for the complexity of the west court. An alternative reconstruction of the function of the

west court as performative spacdlwve highlighted in more detail in part 5 of this
dissertation and builds upon a recently published article by Letesson and
Vansteenhuys&® The main questionto be discussets whether or not the west courts

wererealyi pu bl i ¢ 0 wh e rfor largescgle ritual events@ s e d

454 Marinatos 1987, 137.

455 Marinatos 1987, 13738; Hitchcock 2000, 64.

456 palyvou 2004, 214.

457 Preziosi 1983, 85.

48 See also sectioB2.2.1.and 5.2.2.1. this dissertation.
459 etesson and Vansteenhuy€9a.
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4.1.2. The Kouloures (fig. 17, 18, 19)

In the Protopalatial period two of the b&siown Minoan Palaces (Knossos and Ptoajs
received at the west courtrcular pitso r k ofiu | 0P rAe Matia no such structures

exist until tre Neopalatial period. Traditionally these pits were classified as cisterns,
garbage pits and planters for sacred tf&e$oday, most researchers prefer to identify
them as large granaries because of the close relationship with the Neopalatial granaries
found in the southwest corner of the Palace of M&fiaAt Malia, eight circular silos are
aligned in two rows of four within a walled spaé€é.

These structureg@not only typical for Palacgtes. Also at Myrto$yrgos one kouloura

was found. Strasser quested the interpretation of granaries and refers to Evans, who
interpreted them as large installations for the collection of water that ran off the paved
terrace of the west cout? For Strasser they were probably unrelated to Minoan
economy, but rather a@echnical design for a major problem. Without willing to
under mine Strassero6s alternative reconstruct

of granaries is the most widely accepted.

4.1.3. Theatral Areas (fig. 17, 19)

The Palaces of Knossos aRtiaistos are equipped with several rows of low stairs that

could be used for seating and/or standing situated at the north borders of the west court.

The discoveries by Evans at Knossos show t he
dates back to the Btopalatial Palace® The fact that we do not have such structures at

Malia can be due to topographical reasons. As the palatial site is situated on flat land with

no natural flanks or elevations in the terrain, such structures were never built. Preziosi

460 Bagg 1975, 3B5.

461 See Preziosi 1983, 85; Hitchcock 2000654 Marinatos 1987,135.

462 Marinatos 1987, 13138; Graham 1962: 13435; Tire and van Effenterre 196698Preziosi

1983, 85 and 108; Preziosi 1983, 110; Strasser 1997, 7.

463 Graham 1962: 134.35; The French excavators identified them since the beginning as large
water tanks, see Chapoutier and Demargne 1962818

464 Strasser 1997, 841.

465 Hitchcock 2000, 68 72.
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argues thatthesoal | ed MAAgora of Maliao could have
replaced the theatral ar&3.

The theatral area at Knossos is the most unique of all. The stairs have been arranged in a
straight angl e ar oun dth thehRoyalRBadl ytree Imajd caisedl t og et
walkway at Knossos) that ran and ended up in front of the eastern flight of stairs. This led

Evans to assume that this arrangement was a real ttikatrgtructure, reserved for

spectators that observed the ritual perfances inside the theatre and the west court
(ceremonies or processiorf§y.

It is very questionable that these stairs were used to sit just as is the case in a modern
theatreEvans states that O6assuming that the | ow
rather than for sitting, there might, indeed, have been room for something over 500
persong’®® Also Marinatos seems to agree to this observation, arguyiag people

probably stood upright on these stdffsBoth at Knossos and Phaistos the raised

walkways ran towards (at Phaistos they climb up) the theatre, which proves that the
designers clearly intended a clasennection between the thedtemeas and the raised

causeways.

Later in Part 5 this dissertation it will be argued that the west courts aththeatre,

causeways, and triangle created a unique environment to stage specific events and
eventually provided the possibility to structure social interaction and relationships. The

elevated or hierarchical nature of ttieatralareas may have funotied twefold in a

context of social interaction. The important people of the community could gather on this

Apl ace of appearanceo i n order t o be seen
Simultaneously, they could observe the activities that were perfonmibe west court

from a privileged position, looking over the heads of the masses. For the function of the

466 Hitchcock 2000, 71.

467 Evans 1928, 582; See Chapie?.2.4 this dissertation.

Evans (1928, 585) : iThe tiers of steps on the
persons, those on the west about 160, and the Royal Box would have been the most exclusive
area for about a dozen persons. o0

469 Marinatos 1987, 137.
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ATheatr al Areao as a performative space and

Part 5 this dissertation.

4.1.4. The Central Court

Thecentral court is, in contrast with the west court, a rectangular space clearly defined by
architectural boundariesnd is often considered as the diagnostic feature of the Minoan
palace*’® Graham and Preziosi focused primarily on the Palace as a box, twyimyeil

their syntax based on the interrelationship of the different strucflinesactual form of

the Minoan Palaces was guided by some normative principles of dasignresult they

actually confirmed what Shaw (1973) assumed in an early arhele, t

AThe centr al court was the O6coreformdé of
along its western side, facing east, and the placement of the rooms in such a

manner may have been a basicriterion de

Although the entral courts of the Minoan Palaces are different in size, they seem to be
built according to the conventional proportions 2:1 and surrounded on all sides by
monumental facad€$? The surrounding facades of the central court framed this court as
an isolatedentity and created a subtle but prominent gradual transition from open air
space towards the inner compartments behind them. In this view, the facades announce
and screen off what lies behind them at the same time, something that incites curiosity for
those who already reached the central court. People saw the numerous openings to the
deeper parts of the Palace from the central court, but had no clue of the internal
arrangement that lay behind them because they were mostly sealed off by physical

boundariesThe central court is often surrounded by a series of columns or pillars on one

470 Grahan 1962, 7383; Gesell 1987; Davis 198157 Preziosi 1983, 7848; Palyvou 2002;
2004, 215216; Vansteenhuyse 2002; Driessen 2004; Letesson and Vansteenhuyse 2006.
471 Shaw 1973b, 56.

472 Knossos: ca. 53 x 28 m; Malia ca. 51 x 22m; Phaistos: ca. 51 x 22mgsZak. 30 x 12m.
See Palyvou 2002, 171.
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or more sides and more or less oriented nsotlith?’® It is possible, especially for
Knossos, that some of the rooms of the upper flooor had balconies and balustrades

overlookng the central court, which gave the inner facades a very dynamic chéficter.

Apart from these close resemblances, all Palaces are characterized by a strong
individuality. A look at the west wings, i.e. the major ritual wing of the Palace, makes it
easyto recognize that the types of rooms found in the west wings and the degrees of
accessibility between the different units are substantially different at each of the Palaces.
At Knossos, the west wing consisted of a tripartite shrine and the throne rogpexp
whereas this kind of configuration is completely missing at Zakros. At Zakros, most of
the area behind the facade of the west wing was covered by a large Minoan hall (the
largest ever found in a Minoan Palace). Also the west wings at Malia andoBHzase

their unique configurations, which will become clear in the detailed descriptions of all
Palaces below.

Chronological evidence illustrates that the very concept of a large open space in the form
of a courtyard came into being in a period well befthe erection of the Minoan
Palace$”™ however, there is no doubt that the central court received its canonical form
during the Palace periods on Crete. As we will see later in Part 5, the central court
became one of the most integrated spaces withifPéhece building during the Palace
period, which favours the view that access to this place was controlled and
institutionalized during the Palatial periods so that it played an important role in

producing and reproducing normative notions of power ancatyth

4.1.5. Orientation

At an early stage in the investigation of Minoan structures, scholars came to recognize
the importance of their deliberate orientation to external focal points in the landscape

such as mountain peaks, caves, and even astroriaroitstellations or the rising sun.

473 Shaw 1973b; Preziosi 1983, 5610; This succession of columns and pillars form a Stoa or
portico, whi ch i s defined by -mhadobryextemsion ¢f 20 0 2 ,
outdoor space [€é.]60.

474 palyvau 2004, 211212; 2002, 173; Gesell 1987, 126.

475 Driessen 2004, 789; 2007; Palygu 2002, 168; Tomkins 2004;I$o Chapter3.2.3. this

volume.

17:
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Shaw has studied the orientation of the individual parts of the Minoan Palaces starting

with the central court and argued that its proper orientation was most probably an integral

part of the planning of the Palace. Sha®s the first to suggest the rougkS\brientation

of the Palaces and argued, based on his measurements, that this orientation was
intentionally and due to solar and lunar orientations; a conclusion already made by S.
Marinatos in 19347% With regard to ual structures Shaw made an interesting comment,
arguing that AThe 1 mpression one gets from

religious structures were setwithaneast st or i entati on a"“d were o

The Palace of Phaistos is an ex@@pon the rulebecause the topography of the hill was
already oriented 8 and restrai ned % Malia anthe dtherthand,t 6 s f r e
is very emblematic for an intentional orientation. Here, the archaeological evidence
suggests that a major changccurred between EM Il A and EM Il B. In EM IlIA the
constructions under the later Palace site were orientateid 3. It is not until the EM

Il B period that the architecture was conventionally orientated in more or less strist N
direction?’® The actial Palace at Malia was situated on a plain without large differences
in altitude, which means that the architects were not at all restricted to an obligatory
north-south orientation. The fact that they decided to do so proves that this orientation
was meaingful. At Knossos it also appears that the actual 8l oriented central court

was already laid during EM-Ill (see chapter 3.2.3 this dissertation). At Zakros the
central court is no later than LM | in date, with no structuresdptang the actual ped
court?® The Palaceof Zakrosis an unusual case with regard to its orientation. The
reason for this large difference in orientation could be due to the fact that the west wind

at Zakros is rather strong, explaining the unusual placement of the Ralzete/een two

478 Shaw 1973b; 1977; Marinatos 1934though Shaw (1973b) and others stress the more or less
north south orientadn, it should be noted that all of the Palaces have a slight or even large
deviation from the true North. Deviations for the Palaces are: (a) Phaistos: 2° 35°38" ; (b)
Knossos: 11° 37 08" ; (c) Malia: 17°01°48" ; (d) Zakros: 37° 33'20", see Shaw 19784,14

477Shaw 1973, 57, quoted in Goodison 2001, 81.

478 There is little agreement about the construction date of the central court at Phaistos; For more
information on the subject see La Rosa 1992, 240; Warren 1987, 48; Fiandra 1983, 34.

479 For more infomation regarding architecture and finds at Malia, see Pelon 1970; 1980; 1982;
1986; 1989; 1993; 2005; Also Driessen 2004.

480 See Platon (1999) for more information regarding the construction history of the Palace.
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surrounding hill$®! The intentionally NS orientation of the Palace building and its
central court proves its purposefulness. As a result, in all four largest Palaces, which are
oriented NS (Knossos, Phaistos, Mallia) or NBV (Zakros) the st important ritual

rooms were located in the western wing of the Palaces, facing east. The Minoan
architects situated the religious rooms especially in the west wing so that at sunrise they
could bathe in the sunlight. During winter most of the south gfathe west wing lay in

the shadows, which explains why at all Palaces the most prominent cult rooms were

situated in the northern part of the west wing facing the central court.

Preziosi further elaborated the hypothesis of a possiblenesstorienation inside the
Palace and argued that the core of the Minoan Palaces consisted of the square formed by
the central court and the west wing. (fig. 21) For the Palace of Knossos the exact center
of this square is the middle of the Tripartite shrine, thetnpoominent feature with a
ritual/religious connotation facing the central court. The central court at Knossos was laid
out according to the 0.270m standard and covered a modular grid of 200 by 200 units cut
in two at 100 units north south and east wéke building of the Palace started with the
layout of the central court and the west wing. The other parts of the Palace seem to have
been added in later phases either simultaneously or in following sequences, something
that is quite hard to tell from tharchaeological evidence. The part of the western
magazines at Knossos was built in accordance with the wider Minoan foot of
0.340m*#?At Malia and Phaistos also the Minoans built according to the same standards.
At Malia the central core of the Palace alststed of the central court and the central

part of the west wing. Again both parts constituted a modular grid of 200 by 200 units
built according to the 0.270m foot. This central grid is divided in two equal parts along a
north-south axis by the easterrallvof the west wing and there wasvesteast axighat
runsthrough the pillar crypt in the west wing. The altar in the central court is situated on
this eastwest line and forms the center point of the central 8&rthe core of the

Palace at Phaistas modeled according to the same grid. Again, it measures 200 by 200

481 Shaw 1973b, 53.
482 Preziosi 1983, 41832
483 Preziosi 1983, 43346.
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units and is divided in two equal parts by the inner facade of the west wing. The center of
the grid was focussed on the main ritual chamber (nr. 24), which proves again that a
ritual/saced space formed the center of the actual deSfgat Zakros also, the same

grid can be recognized. However, it was daigt in another standard of 0.340m. The

center of the square marks exactly one half of the length of the centraf®ourt.

Goodison (200;12004) further elaborated on these observationgdantbnstrated with a

vast amount of evidence that as early as the Prepalatial period Minoans took into account
the movement of the sun in the actual orientation and construction of the Tholos tombs,
an ekment that continued to be of great importance in the final layout of the Palace
structures on Crete as well. Her belief, that the orientation to the sun became important as
such is primarily based on her research into the Tholos tombs; observation®kshe to
further to investigate the Minoan Palaces and specifically the layout of the Throne Room
at Knossos.

Due to preservation issues, Goodison was only able to examine approximately one third
of the 94 tombs originally catalogued by BranigéhAlthough Shaw Branigan, and
others already stressed a tendency for Thol c
of the orientation of the doorway to sunrise shows that a complete alignment only
happened at certain days of the year and this close to the sumsteesthe winter
solstice and the equinoxes, as well as a period in late summer. It is only during the
complete alignment at sunrise that the interior of the tomb could be lit by a beam of light
coming through the doorway for a short amount of tiffileis may suggest that the
Minoan builders considered these orientations meaningful and that the illumination of the
tombdoés interior pl ayed an 1 mportarsach rol e i
specific moments in which the tomb is fully aligned witle morning sun may be
reflective of the use of the tombs as loci for seasonal festivities or fitdals.

Another interesting observation concerns the overall importance of the cardinalipoints
North, South, East, and West. Goodison argued that extrausgsicgduch as annexes,

antechambers, paved or encircled outdoor areas, and altar structures were usually added

484 Preziosi 1983, 45872.
485 Preziosi 1983, 47@78.
486 Goodison 2004, 340 ; Goodison 2001, 79.
487 Goodison 2001, 881.
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to the east/northeast side posterior to the original construction of the burial, in some cases

bl ocking the t onftEspecialy ii tloeiMMaperioddthe strugtaeg in

front of the original doorway look like standardized architectural suites where the visitor

needs to make several turns before being able to enter the tomb through its original
doorway. Such a physical barrier in which raoment towards the actual burial site could

be tightly monitored shows the continuous importance of the actual physicality of the

built space and the symbolic and maybe even goalitical importance whenever it was

used as a place for social interactthThe small size of the annex rooms and the
antechamber of the tombs at least gives the impression that participation in rituals
performed inside involved only a few participants and maybe even only the most
exclusive group within the community, whereas rtingority of the people were involved

in ceremonies performed outside.

Similar observations could be made for the layout of the Throne room at Knossos as well.

The four doors of the pieanddoor partition connecting the Throne Room complex with

the centrhcourt were intentionally constructed to align with sunrise at particular times of

the year illuminating specific architectural features. Goodison believes thagdipée in

control of the palace may have deliberately utilized the contrasts of lightlakdfor

ritual purpose$®°

The first architectural feature is the actual Throne with frescoes of griffins aside and

flanked by stone benches, which are lit by a beacon of light at the winter solstice.
Goodi son refers to thi gnmer thad bebomes\Wiemmoeer Thr o
meaningful in Iight of Reuschoés reconstruct.i
the performance of the epiphany of the Godd¥&ss.

The second feature is the doorway nated t he Oi r
Doorwaydo and | it at t hé?Geqisonpoigted®aut thatthey mmer e
doorways of the polytheron in between the anteroom and Throne room have been made a

little broader along this alignment, possibly in order to catch more light ousedhe

builders wanted to have sufficient width for a procession to pass through these openings.

488 Goodison 2004, 340.

489 Also Goodison 2004, 34842.

490 Goodison 2004, 242.

491 Goodison 2001, 884; Reusch 958, 334358, inGoodison 2001, 83.

492 Njemeier 19871651 166; Evans 1935, 910 and 920; AlSoodison 2001, 8% 85.
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Whatever the case, such anomalies point to the fact that the layout of both the polytheron

as well as the pieand-door partition was carefully planned andeintional*%3

The third i mportant feature iIs the Lustral
and lit at the midsummer solstice. At sunrise a beam of light shines through the extreme

left door of the pieanddoor partition in order to light the f@orner of the Lustral Basin

for a few minute$®

Goodisonds research makes <cl ear t hat the u:
architectural features was very complex and remains a matter of debate. However, the
intentional placement of these featwrgccording to a cyclical orientation to sunrise is

very plausible, especially in the Neopalatial periDifferent areas in the architectural

suite were mairioci of interest, possibly connected to rituals of epiphany. Furthermore,

the use of partitionsni the doorways obviously increases control over the main light

source enforcing the theatrical effects.

A slightly different study but still connected tive study of Goodisorforms the
archaeoastronomical approach carried out by Blomberg and HentfR&s@hey

exhaustively showed the importance of orientation within Minoan ritual buildings such as

Minoan villas, Palaces, peaks and caves. Regarding the Minoan Palaces, they argued the
importance to be oriented towards major astronomical events, such R&ngesun at

equinoxes and solstices. According to Blomberg and Henriksson, Minoans had a

l uni sol ar cal endar system in whch the Mi no

autumn?°é

In his studyThe Earth, the Temple, and the Gdlsully devoted much atteonh to the

relation between the orientation of architecture and the natural surrounding larfdécape.

In order to understand architecture, he argued that we do not have to seek the answer to
our questions by looking at the internal configuration, but rabyedooking at the
external relations of the building with the landscape. Scully argued that in Minoan times

493 Goodison 2001, 85; Goodison 2004, 343.

494 Goodison 2004, 343; Goodison 2001;&%

495 Blomberg and Henriksson 1996; 2001; 2005; 2006; 2P081.
4% Blomberg and Henriksson 1996.

497Scully 1962.
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the orientation towards natural sanctuaries on hills played a central role in the
construction of the Palaces. The external element, i.e. the peakesanctuary situated
on one of the prominent hills in the landscape, created the main axis for construction,
which almost exactly coincided with the nedbuth orientation of the central courts.
Therefore, the layout of the Minoan Palace was a coatibm of both external and

internal consideratiorf§8

In Rethinking the Sacred Landscape: Minoan Palaces in a Georitual Framework of
Natural Features on Cretdennis Doxtater tries to understand the relationships between
(religious) architecture and the-salled sacred landscape on Minoan Crete by drawing
further on the observations made by ScfiRThe detailed analysis of the geometrical
patterns between specific sites, such as the Minoan Palaces, caves and mountain peak
sanctuaries, illustrates extevesly that the relationship between architecture and the
sacred landscape was even far more complex as conceptualized by Scully, Shaw,
Goodison and Blomberg and Henrikas@®oxtate identified a clear geospatial pattern
between the four major Minoan Pala@g]l significant natural features on Crete, which
exactly point towards the fact that the Minoan Palaces were intentionally placed a
complexpre-existingnetwork of ritual sites, of which the existence goes back as early as
the Prepalatial period. Doxtatguestioned the relationship between the orientations of

the three major Palacesknossos, Phaistos, and Malliaand this preexisting spatial
pattern>®® A wide number of natural landscape features on Crete, such as the caves and
mountain peaks were uséat ritual and religious practices throughout the entire island,
even far before the construction of the Minoan Palaces, and the specific placement of
these monumental structures within pattern may suggest that the major Palaces existed in
a larger ritualcontext that may render Minoan Crete as a society which was enitrely
sociopolitically integrated. Although Doxtate6 s anal ysi s i s very con
guestion to which extend Minoans were able to understand and eventually lay out similar

patternsat larger, georitual scales?

498 Scully 1962, H40.
499 Doxtater 20009.
500 Doxtater2009, 1418.
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At Knossos, the close connection between the peak sanctuary of Juktas and the Palace is
known since the very beginning (fig. 22, 23). A paved road ran through the mountains
towards the sanctuary and led to the south entrahtdee Palace. Even today Juktas is

still the largest and most elaborated of all peak sanctuaries. In the Protopalatial period a
very large complex was already situated tRét&his peak sanctuary was built on two
terraces, enclosed by cyclopean encloswaks and an altar in use in both the Prand
Neopalatial period. Several high quality votive offerings show a close connection with
the Palace of Knossos. In the Neopalatial period this complex was expanded to include a
processional way that ended upaaramp that ran towards an open platform paved with
pebbled flooring and in the middle a stepped altar and a deep chasm west of ¥te altar
Below the platform was a succession of rooms (first 4, later 6) with along the exterior
(eastside) a bench to hdlvotives>® Because of its prominent placement on the hill this
sanctuary could have played an important role for numerous sites within the politico
religious context. The central axis of the central court and the orientation of the north
entrance passage more or less straight line with the Juktas sanctuary, created a clear
visible and architectural link between bath.

The geographical positioning of Knossos between Juktas and two other sanctuary sites in
the environment, the Ida and Psychro caeesates an interesting pattern that recently
got studied by Doxtatef?® (fig. 24) The difference in the two angles measured from

%01 Info on Juktas, see Rutkowski 1988; Watrous 1996; Karetsou 1981; The traces of burnt oily
earth in MMI All show that the Protopalatial isetuary probably was very large in size. The
Protopalatial shrine comprised a large open platform, with structures along the east. Finds: Walls
were found under the Neopalatial roomdM| a structure with steps next to a deep chasm in the
bedrock serveds an altar; stone kernos with ca. 100 cupules and in depression of bedrock a
cache of ca 34 bronze double axes; figurines in clay (human and animal) and bronze, jewelry;
pottery (mostly conical cups, also eggcups).

%02 Next to the altar many offerings wefeund, such as stone libation tables, bronze and clay
figurines, votive heads and many other.

%03 For detailed information about Juktas, its finds and history of research, see Karetsou 1981.

04 Shaw 1973b.

505 See Doxtater 2009 for a thorough presentation eéhthterial evidence in this discussidhe

Idaean cave was situated at Mount Ida at a height of 1528m. Finds have been dated going back to
the Neolithic till the & century A.D. The material of the Minoan period (MMMI) are human

and animal figurinegpottery, especially kamares ware, jars, jugs, cups, rhyta, jewelry, weapons,
double axes, stone offering tables, kernoi and relief vases; More detailed information concerning
the cave see Tyree 1974-48; The Psychro cave is situated in the Lasithi miegiothe northern

face of Mount Dicte. The cave consists of three areas: a broad terrace outside the cave, an upper
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Juktas are so small that they could be ignored, showing a geometrical pattern in the form

of a triangle. This geometrical pattennggests a triangular relationship between all three
sanctuaries, Knossos acting as the final point in the configuration, Juktas as the religious
mediator. It seems that the builders of the Knossian Palace constructed the building in
such a waydeaodhadf tKireosfisnoos i ntegrates perfect]
the peak sanctuary of Juktas and the Idean and Psychro>¢agektas, most closely

situated to Knossos, formed the ritual hub between the Palace and the Idean and Psychro
caves, unifying thevhole region of central (north, east and south) Crete. Since the use of

these sanctuary sites is dated to long before the construction of the later Palaces, good
arguments exist that this geometrical pattern was intentionally created and that the
inhabitarts of Knossos were aware of thisfgex i st i ng Aconfigurationo

that was fully integrated as the last constituent of the final l&{6ut.

At Malia, the northern entrance is considered as the primary access to the Palace, whereas
the souther entrance formethe ceremonial/processional otf€Both the southern and
northern entrance leading directly towards the central court are situated on the same line.
They are both placed on the same axis and face each other at both sides of the central
cout. When visitors entered the north entrance and arrived at the central court they
directly saw Mount Dicte with the Psychro cave rising up in the south. The situation at

Malia is therefore very similar to the one at Knossos.

For Phaistos, the situatioreems slightly different. Here, the architects invested most
effort in the elaboration of the northern inner fagade, which was intended to direct

attention towards Mount Ida appearing above this facade. A closer look at the actual

chamber and a lower cave. For a detailed description of the cave, its history, related finds, and
large bibliography, see Watrous 1996.

%06 Al three sanctuaries can be connected with the God Zeus through ancient sources: the Psychro
cave was identified with the birthplace of Zeu s
Theogony, 47#484; For adetailed discussion of this issue, see \Watr1996, 19The Idaean

cave on Mount Ida is also known in the literary sources as a cave dedicated to Zeus and even seen
as one of his birthplaces, ségree 1974, 4@13; For Juktas also a connection with Zeus can be
made, since both local traditions azakcient literary sources identify this site as the place where

the tomb of Zeus is situated, dearetsou 1981, 137.

07 Doxtater 2009, 4.1.

508 See section 4.2.3.9 for a discussion of the Malian entrances.
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orientation of the diffenet parts of the facade shows that the central corridor running
through this northern facade lies in direct line with the southern face of the Mount. Mount
Ida shows strong similarities with the Minoan horns, a very important religious element
in Minoan times, and the central corridor literally divides the head with the horns in two
similar pieces. Because the Kamares cave is barely visible from Phaistos, one could argue
that the focus in the architectural layout was the horned part of Mount Ida and the Idea
Cave. However, the Kamares cave also played an important role as a sanctuary in the
region, but became out of use in the Neopalatial péffod.

The geographical pattern investigated above makes it more than plausible that the
builders of Knossos, Malia drPhaistos used the sacred landscape in order to establish a

web or network of religious relationships, resulting in a sacred unity that contrasted
completely with the mosaic of political units that colored the island of Crete at the

time>1° The Palaces anthore specifically the central courts were important assets to

establish these connections. The statement of Peatfield could therefore be refined. Not

solely the close connection between peak sanctuaries, but also the interplay between

peaks and caves werempor t ant confi gurations for the M
regional level the intervisibility of peak sanctuaries provides an opportunity, for the
expression of ritual wunity maYFohrmwmesoust ransce
reasons Zakrosoald not be included in the analysig.

509 The Kamares cave was, for example, directly \és#t Haghia Triadha, a center believed to be

in strong competition with Phaistos in its viciniased on some archaeological evidence, one
could assume that also the Kamares cave was devoted to Zeus in ancienhéridasnares cave

has a history datgback to the Neolithic and activity is proven right into the Iron age. For the
most prominent discoveries are a pool of water at the rear of the cavern andtaust@taicture
serving as a hearth. More information regarding the finds, excavations bilfiography, see
Watrous 1996, 60.

510 Doxtater 2009.

511 peatfield 1994, 25.

®12 One of the reasons was the unusual topographical situation at the site of Zakros, with the
different geometrical lines of the Palace not pointing to any of the natural saesinate direct
environment. One could ask why that was the case here. A possible explanation for the
unconventional situation of Zakros is due to climatological circumstances. Because of the strong
winds coming from the sea, the Minoan architects weligadto build the Palace in between the

two hills surrounding it. Therefore, they could not built the Palace in relation to natural
sanctuaries. Additionally, Platon 1985 argues that the central court at Zakros dates back to LM
IA, very late in comparisowith the other Palaces. The remoteness of Zakros made it possible to
create their own unique independent historical trajectory, which was not so actively linked with
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4.1.6. The Magaziné$ (fig. 17, 18, 19, 20)

A typical featureof the Neopalatial palaces is the presence of a large number of storage
facilities, often but not exclusively situated in the west wing and in closenpitg>of the

west court. The magazines were structured in very different ways. At Knossos and Malia
these were long and narrow rooms, arranged in rows and accessible at one end by a
narrow long corridop*

The western storage complex of the Long CorridorKabssos existed out of 18
individual magazines that could store about 420 large pithoi; a storage potential of about
231.000 litres when fully stocke®everal magazines (¥VIl and 1X-XIll) and the Long
Corridor held rectangular cists in the floor ; gatomf 93 cists that increased the storage
potential tremendousR!> Two types of cists were installed: letwed cists for the
storage of norstaple goods, which sometimes were real treasuries, and plaster lined cists
which were ideal for staple storagfé.Apart from the west magazine other areas were
designed for storage purposes as well, such as the Room of the Giant Pithos and the
Temple Repositories used to store liquid commodities, which indicates that drinking
ceremonies were held at the Central Ral&anctuary!’ Further areas dedicated to
storage are the Magazine of the Jewel Fresco (or Magazine of the Vase Tablets) and the
magazine parallel to the Royal Magazines, and the compartments near the Corridor of the
Draughtboar@?®

At Malia, the largest stage complex was situated on the west, existing out of a central
corridor with storerooms on both sides. Quarter$a,al 1i 3, VIII 113, and XX 12

the existing web of religious relations that unified the Island. The other Minoan Relsess
followed more close trajectories. Zakros really stands out.

513 Begg (1975) was able to develop a typology of the different storage spaces in Minoan
ardhitecture; Christakis (1999, 2008, 20kt)died thévlinoan political economy by reevaluating
the different types of storage spaces in Minoan domestit Palatial architecturEor a thorough
discussion of the storage spaces at the different Palaces: Knossos (Christakis-2008g4D);
Phaistos (Christakis 2008, 4B, fig.13); Malia (Christakis2008, 4850, fig. 14); Zakros
(Christakis 2008, 552, fig. 18).

°14 Graham 1962, 12836; Graham 1979, 483; Begg 1975, 19; Preziosi 1983, 92.

515 Christakis 2008, 44Evans 1921, 448162; Evans 1935, 63632.

516 Christakis 2008, 440n the distinction betvem treasuries and staple storage see also Evans
1921, 452453.

17 pPanagiotakil999, 7172 ;Christakis 2008, 45.

518 Christakis 2008, 45 47 with references.
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make up the stores in the west wiigOther substantial storerooms wéine NorthEast
magazines existingf six rectangular spaces (Quartier XXVIi@) arranged alongside

the north portico and an eastest corridot?®, the East Magazines (Quartier Xi 7)

which exist out of seven long and narrow spaces arranged off & smuth corridor*!

and date to the Prot@tatial and remained in use over the course of the Neopalatial
period®?? and of course the silos, which were built against the southwest wing of the
palace and form an independent unit existing out of two rows of four circular structures,
each supported bgentral pillars and enclosed by a walled structdte.

At Phaistos the most substantial area for storage was not structured in the same way as
what we have seen at Knossos and Malia. The magazine block at Phaistos consisted of
two rows of five storerooms r@nged along the north south axis, each opening up into a
central corridor in which three large pillars supported the ceitfth@hese magazines

were also more easily accessible than the ones at Knossos or Malia as they have wide,
double doorways and werérectly accessible from the east end by a broad, paved and
columned vestibule that gave out onto the central court. This raises some questions for
future research: why did the builders at Phaistos decide to position the magazines in the
west, but with rdter different topological and morphological features? It is possible that

at specific times of the year and for specific occasions the long and wide corridor in the
middle of these storage rooms was used for the reception of visitors and therefore did not
only function as a corridor. This may be the reason that the orientation towards the
central court may have been more pronounced at Phaistos as compared to the other
Palaces. Apart from the west magazines, several other storage rooms were situated in the
Palaces.

At Zakros, the main magazine complex is more isolated from the Palace, and exists of
eight rooms(Rooms VIl or A, AaiG, HiK).>®® They were arranged in a separate

block, situated on the west side of the Palace and facing towards the town. Tia@ Zakr

519 Christakis 2008, 48 with references.

520 Christakis 2008, 489 with references.
521 Christakis 200849.

522 pe|on 1980, 9P4; Pelon 1980, 203.

523 Christakis 2008, 49.

524 Preziosi 1983, 128 ; Christakis 2008;49.
525Platon 1985, 115.
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magazine was packed with pithoi and other smaller containers and was probably used for
the storage of olive oft?®

It becomes clear that the Palaces of the Neopalatial period have a high storage potential
through the construction of extensive storersprstondined cists, enclosures, large
pithoi, and sometimes as at Malia the construction of 2gEhe importance of storage

to the wider picture of social, economic and political dynamics in Minoan society has
been well investigated in previous as wadlrecent research. Previously, research looked

at the archaeological material from a-w@wvn perspective and focused on the evolution

in terms of storage from the Protopalatial to the Neopalatial period. It has been argued
that during the Protopalatigeriod the Minoan Palaces played a dominant role in the
surrounding region as centers for the collection of agricultural produce and dominated the
flow of commodities and trade in the larger Minoan econéffiyBy contrast, the
Neopalatial period marked a t&of decrease in terms of storage potential at the Minoan
palaces, suggesting an exclusive elite oriented redistributive system, in which the Palace
served the needs of the elite instead of the entire comn¥hity.

A detailed discussion of the magazines #mlrole of storage and more specifically the
Minoan Palaces in Protopalatial and Neopalatial Crete is beyond the scope of this
dissertation. Nevertheless, it is a topic that has been reassessed recently by Christakis. His
book The Politics of Storage: &tage and Social Complexity in Neopalatial Cradees

not only offer a good historiographical overview of past approaches taken to storage
practices in Minoan society, by reevaluating the archaeological material available today it
also offers of a numbeof new insights into the nature of the Pratad Neopalatial
Minoan economy disproving the traditional perspectileChristakis convincingly
argues against a decrease in storage potential between the Protopalatial and the

Neopalatial period, claiming thétte material available for such interpretations is far too

526 Christakis 2008, 52.

527 Christakis 2011, 3.

528 Evans (1935, 63@8) was one of the first scholars to address the issueraiyst facilities as

an essential component to Minoan economy, emphasizing the large space reserved for storage in
the Knossian Palace and trying to define the importance of the Palace as a central place in
Minoan economy; also Halsted@881;Moody 1987.

529 Christakis 2011, 3

530 Christakis 2008Also Christakis 2011.
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fragmentary. According to Christakipast scholarship tetorage strategies during the
Protopalatial period almost exclusively focused on the |IKmdouresfound at Knossos

and Phaistgstheir disuse in the Neopalatial peridoeing consequentlylinked to a
fundamentakhift in the Minoan political economy. The political economy changed from

a staplefinanced communal system to a weditlanced elite systerf?!

After he has dismissed the traditibnmerspective, Christakis turns to the Neopalatial
palaces, each evaluated in terms of storage potential by focusing on the different types of
storage spaces and the number and capacity of the pithoi found 3#4tfiinis analysis
foregrounds the fact thaheé Minoan palaces were continuously useghether in the
Protopalatial or Neopalatial periddas central places for the storage of staple goods.
Further, it seems that in the Protopalatial period the Minoan Palaces were not conceived
as centers for redigbution in order to become differently organized in the Neopalatial
period. Instead, the examination of the archaeological data suggests that the area devoted
to storage within the Palaces was significant but limited to the production and
accumulation oktaples to serve the needs of a limited number of individsiate the

very beginning®3, a limited elite that used ritual and the luxury goods accumulated at the
Palaces to express and sustain their own power and authority within thepsiitotal

fabric of Minoan society3*

4.1.7. The Reception Halls and Residential Quarters (fig. 17, 18, 19, 20)

There is a reason to discuss under this heading together two types of spaces which have
traditionally been considered as belonging to distinct categoriesiowgh the
functioning of the Minoan Palaces as elite residences has recently been questioned, one
should not forget that some units inside these buildings show a strong energy investment
and were strongly elaborated, which makes these units distinctive &her areas of the

Palaces.

531 Christakis 2011, 3.
532 Christakis 2008 tables 8 and 9.
533 Christakis 2011, 7.
584 Christakis 2008, 123 and 14@1.
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Evans and Graham considered reception halls and residential quarters as distinctive
features of the Palaces and based on the evidence of Knossos, Malia and Phaistos,
Graham argued that the-salled reception or banquet lamust have been located on

the APiano Nobiledo of the building, wher eas
floor. None of these upper floor rooms were foumditu and have been reconstructed

based on the evidence found on the ground floors uratérieent>® Nevertheless, at

Zakros, one such hall has been discovered on the ground floor of the Palace (see chapter
4.2.5.3 this dissertation).

However, it has to be acknowledged that the rooms, which have been traditionally
considered as residential ayters, could have been used during particular events as
reception halls and therefore have a dynamic functionality that goes beyond mere
domestic functiot®® If we accept that these rooms did not only serve as Domestic
guarters an alternative explanatiohtleeir function has to be provided. The residential
guarters are very easily recognizable in each of the Palaces and apart from some
differences in size they all consist of a similar set of rooms with similar features that
made them typically palatial. €hresidential quarter at Knossos is the largest of all
Minoan Palaces and runs over three stories on the east side of the Palace. Malia and
Phaistos only had two stories and Zakros probably one. Further, access to these quarters
seems to be very restricteth most of the cases they only have one entrance to the
complex, which speaks in favor of such an interpretion.

What interests us here is the deconstructed view of these residential units. The residential
guarters were made up of different typespHces that are recurrent and widely dispersed
throughout the entirety of the floor plans of the Minoan Palaces. Each of these spaces
could serve as important venues for occasidi®e residential quarters exist out of

Lustral basing® a Minoan Haft*® and imovations such as the Polythetth All these

535 Graham 1956; 1959; 1960a; 1961; 1962,-124; 1979, 4%3.

536 Nordfeld 1987; Hichcock 1994.

%37 See Chapter 4.2 for detailed descriptions of the Minoan Palaces and the residential quarters.
538 Lustral basins are characterized by ashlaped stairway that lead to a sunken room. There is
often a balustrade running alongside the stairwageveral alignments were found with gypsum

and sometimes traces of frescoes. The basins are an integral part ofctiedsaesidential
quarters of the Palaces and closely connected with Minoan halls. Apart from some exceptions,
lustral basins are mthg situated rather deep inside the configuration of the Minoan Palaces.
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types were not solely part of the residential quarters but were also widely dispersed
throughout the building, which makes the Palaces very dynamic environments. Apart
from these, other types of rooms may haeerb suitable for assemblies such as the
Hypostyle Halt*!and Pillar Crypt*2.

A focus on the distribution and positioning of this variety of spaces throughout the
Minoan Palaces strongly broadens our perspective on the ways in which social interaction
between different groups of people was structured during particular events and how the
building itself operated as an active agent in the structuring of social relationships.

Evans argued that they were used for bathing, but several scholars have come up with strong
arguments that the lustral basins were not really designed for that purpose and semeld a ri
function. Many lustral basins contained cult objects such as offering tables or sacred vessels and
the walls are often decorated with religious themes. What interests me is their distribution in the
total configuration of the building. The fact thdtey have been situated deep inside the
configuration of the buildings can be a good explanation for their small size and the ritual spirit
that they breathe. Their specific physicality, connection with halls and small size are good
arguments to support thypothesis that they were only accessible by the very few, an issue we
will return to later on in this dissertation, ddgchcock 2000,16A63; Graham 1962, 9908.

539 In general, the Minoan hall consists of a principal hall separated by-arpl€ioor partition

from a forehall and a light well situated behind one or several columns. The palatial halls are the
most complex and have multiple pinddoor partitions, showing that this type of space in a
palatial context possesses much potential in tlse cd human interactions; Hitchcock (1994)
describes them as chaotic systems in that the possibility to play with open and closed doors gives
the users the possibility to manipulate and structure movement and visibility (interaction) in a
particular manner~urther reading Driessen 1982; Preziosi 1983%@3Graham 1962, 847.

540 One of the main characteristics of the polytheron is the presence of temgawor partition

which is a unigue feature, as several doors in the wall can create a fully permaatinuum
between two units or fully separate them, granting or restraining access, visibility and circulation.
Such an innovation would allow to control and structure social interaction in a very sophisticated
manner. When the doors are closed, it s#pa two different environments from each other,
which means that people on one side of the unit where screened off from the people in the other
unit behind the closed curtain that the polytheron createsMarinatos and Hagg 1986, 62 and

72; Palyvoul987, 200201.

54 The hypostyle hall is characterized by two central rows of columns. They are found in the
north wing of Malia and similar rooms are found in the Palaces of Knossos and Zakros. Only at
Phaistos, there is no such hall in the north wingGaéam 1962,12528; Hitchcock 2000,186

188.

®42 The pillar crypts are another important indoor gathering space for the Palaces. When they are
present, they are mostly situated in the centre of the west wing of the Palace, closely situated to
the central courtHallager (1987) argued that the place of the pillar crypt in the heart of the west
wing, in between the central court and the western magazines is no coincidence. The space itself
was rectangular or quadratic in form with in the center one, two, or ¢tolamns, se&raham
1962,138142; Preziosi 1983, 31477.
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The above illustrates the strong resemblances existing between all palatial bwldings

Crete. Apart from these recurrent tendencies in their design, each of the Minoan Palaces

shows a strong sense of individuality that makes each of them unique. In the following

we want to focus on these fAvariigtsthomugs on a t
a detailed description of each of the Minoan Palaces. In the following chapters we will

focus specifically on the distribution of different room types across the Palaces that were

suitable as venues for occasions. In order to do so, itesistivhat has been written in

past and recent literature for each of the Palaces. Aferwards, access systems and
circulation patterns wil/l be highlighted in
order to highlight the ways in which the Minoan Pelgossessed the capacity to

orchestrate the interaction of people in very dynamic ways.
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