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H opidia e&etdlet ™ oyéomn petald TV TAPIKOV
MPOKTIKOV Kol TNG KOWVOVIKNG aAlayng otn Notwa
EXAGda katd ™ 2n m.X. yihetio. Zn dbpketa av-
™G TNG YIMETIOG EVPELG KOVOVIKOT LETOGYNLATIGLLOT
00N YNGaV 6T dNHLOVPYL EXIKPATELDV, OTWOS TOALOT
Bempovv, pe onuavtikn gupéreta dpdomng, KoTd TO
de0TEPO GO ™G TEPLOdOV. L26TAGO, TO TPONYOV-
peva otéde ovTg TG e£EMENG dev elvat emapKdg
yvootd. [Hapoatnpodviot mohd onpaviikés aAlayEg
ota €01 TaeNc, ot omoieg eaivetol vo TponyovvTal
™G ONOVPYING CVTMOV TOV KPOTIKMV GYNLATIGLMV,
pe ™ petafacn amd vekpotageio 1 AAAEG OpLAdES
ATOLKOV TAPOV (TOUPOVGS, TAPES GE OIKIGTIKOVS YM-
povg mov dev givar TAéov Gg ypnon) oe opadkoe
TAPOVS APy LKA KL GE VEKPOTOPELD OLASIKOV TAP®OV
ot ovvérela. Ot arhayéc avtég Aapfdvouy ydpa pe
SLopopeTiKd TpOTO Kot pLOUO GTIG SLUPOPES VOTLOEA-
Aaducég meployéc. Xuyva Bewpeitat 6Tt ovakAovv )
Spdiom Epap KOV KOWMVIKMV SOUMV Kot OPICULEVES
PopEg Exet vmooTnpyPel OTL LECH OVTOV TV SladL-
KOG1OV KaB1ep@VOVTOL 01 LUKNVOIKES APYOVCEG Od-
dec (eMir).

Yrootnpiletor 6Tt 01 KOWVOVIKOL LETAGYNULATIGHOT
OV TTPOOL®VILOVTOL TNV ELEAVICT] KPOTIKMV GYMLLOL-
TGOV deV givar dpeca opatol 6t véa Tagkn 1dgo-

Aoyia. H dtapopomompévn avtiinymn g Evvolag Kot
™G KotdoTtaons Tov BavAatov mov vTodNA®VOLY Ot
opadwot tapot Paciletar og cVVOLO WOeDV TeEPT TAL-
TOTNTOG KOl TPOYOVIKAOV OULAS®V, 1) GLLLLETOYY| OTLG
omoleg pmopel GALOTE VO VTOKELTOL GE TEPLOPLGLLOVG
Kot AAote va etvar evpeia. H véa taeikn deoroyia
GUYKEPAOTNKE TEMKA [LE TIC AVTIMWELS TNG EMT TTEpl
Kuplapyiog (ot pe OpnoKkevTiKég avTiAyelg tepi Tov
Beiov), aAAd Ta Taekd £01pa amotelovoay avékadev
eSO AVOLETPTONG TOV AVTIANYE®V Yo TN GHON TNG
Kowoviog.

v optAia O TEPOVGLAGTOVY Ol AAAAYES TTOV TTOPOL-
TNPOVVTAL OTIG TAPIKES TPAKTIKES KOTA TV Mukn-
Vaikn emoy o€ TEVTE TOUEIS: TAPIKN OPYLITEKTOVIKT,
owoyeveloKol deool KOt OLOOIKES TAPES, OVOKOLL-
déc, Tapucd tomio kol VKOS moltiopds. Oa emiyet-
pnbei n katavonon tov unyaviocpdv mov BEtovv ce
kivnon avtéc tig adhayéc eetdalovtag TG oYEELS
peta&d {OvVImv, VEKPOV Kot TPoyovmY, To POAO TG
apyovcag ThEng oty TPo®ONCN 1 UN AVTOV TOV OA-
Aaydv, To OTnpa TG oYXEoNG LETAED TOV OALAYDV
Kot avTiAyeov tepl abavaciog kat tov Belov Ko,
TENOG, TO POLO TOV TUPIKAOV TPAKTIKOV GTT) EVPVTEPN
StapBpmaon g Kowmviag.
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“Becoming Mycenaean?

Developments in Mycenaean burial practices
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and their role in wider social change
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(Central building of the University of Athens
Panepistimiou 30)

The lecture will be held in english

This paper considers social change in the societies
of southern Greece in the second millennium BC
by considering the relationship between developing
burial practices and wider social change. Broad trans-
formations in society have long been identified over
the course of the millennium leading to what many
see as state-level societies functioning over a signif-
icant area in the latter third of the period. However
the prior stages are not well understood. In parallel,
but apparently preceding the formation of state-level
institutions, are very significant changes in mortuary
customs from cemeteries or other groups (tumuli,
burials in disused parts of settlements) of individual
tombs to collective tombs and then to cemeteries of
collective tombs. These transformations take place in
different ways and at different rates across the area
in question. It has often been assumed that these de-
velopments represent the activities of hierarchical so-
cial structures and it has sometimes been argued that
Mycenaean elites created themselves through these
processes. This paper argues that any transformations
in society prefiguring the appearance of state-level in-
stitutions are not directly reflected in emerging burial
ideologies. The altered understanding of the meanings

of death and being dead implicit in collective tombs
centre on aggregate notions of identity and ancestral
groups, membership of which can in some cases be
somewhat restricted and in others seems relatively
wide. These developing ideologies were ultimately
reconciled with elite notions of leadership (and reli-
gious notions of the divine), but the burial field was
always an arena for contested notions of the nature
of society.

The paper will consider the changes in burial prac-
tices through the Mycenaean period in five areas: fu-
nerary architecture, association and collective burial,
secondary treatments, the funerary landscape, and the
use of material culture. In attempting to understand
the agencies driving these changes the paper will con-
sider evolving relationships between the living, the
dead and the ancestors, the nature of the role of elites
in driving change (or not) in the funerary sector, the
question of any relationship between the development
of notions of immortality and the divine with the fu-
nerary sphere, and finally the role of burial practices
in wider social structuration.
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