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Preface

This book is the outcome of a conference held in Cambridge on 20-21 March 2015
in the Faculty of Classics of the University of Cambridge. Following a partial solar
eclipse on the morning of the 20th (sadly obscured by cloud in Cambridge), nine
papers were delivered by this volume’s contributors over the course of the two days,
culminating in a delightful (and delicious) conference dinner hosted by Magdalene
College.

Many thanks are owed to all involved in the conference. My first thanks go to
the speakers/contributors themselves, for being so generous with their time and
ideas, as well as to everyone who attended the conference, for making it such a
success. I know that the conversations and discussions that went on during the
event added a great deal to this ensuing publication. Over the two days, everything
was set up for us beautifully by the Faculty’s custodian, Tony Brinkman, and there
were several people who volunteered to help out with running the event: above all
my partner, James Bowe, who was working wonders behind the scenes throughout,
along with my colleagues Ester Salgarella, Matthew Scarborough, Sarah Finlayson,
Moreed Arbabzadah and even two of the speakers themselves, Anna Judson and
Roeland Decorte. The conference would not have been able to take place without
the generous contributions of the British Academy and the John Chadwick Fund of
the Faculty of Classics.

Further thanks are owed to everyone who had a hand in shaping this edited
volume. Giorgios Douros’s freely available Aegean, Cretan and Cypro-Minoan fonts
were indispensable in the preparation of most chapters, where special characters were
essential to illustrate our arguments. The editors at Oxbow have been very helpful at
every turn, and I would like to express my gratitude in particular to Clare Litt, Julie
Gardiner, Mette Bundgaard, Katie Allen, Becca Watson and Hannah McAdams for all
their hard work and attention to detail at every stage of the book’s production. I am
also grateful to everyone who played a role in the peer review process in the early
stages of manuscript preparation, and to the contributors for dealing attentively with
queries and edits. My Mother, Anne, deserves special mention for the immeasurable
help she has given me throughout my editorial activities on this book. The final
stages of the publication process were completed during my tenure of a European
Research Council grant (no. 677758), as Principal Investigator of the project Contexts
of and Relations between Early Writing Systems (CREWS), also held at the Faculty of
Classics in Cambridge.

My final words are devoted to a dear colleague and friend, who is sadly no longer
with us: Anna Morpurgo Davies. It is impossible to express in a few words just how
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great a debt is owed to Anna by all of us who work in ancient linguistics and epigraphy,
not only for her insights and intellect but above all for her generosity and kindness.
I will always be grateful for the support she gave me when I was researching for my
doctorate and forging the beginnings of an academic career, for writing references and
giving advice, for her incisive comments on my work, and above all for her warmth
and good humour. This volume is dedicated to her memory.
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Chapter 5

Reconstructing the matrix of the ‘Mycenaean’
literate administrations”

Vassilis Petrakis

During the Third Palace period, spanning from the end of the Second Palace period
administrations at the close of the Late Minoan (hereafter LM) IB phase to the end
of the Late Bronze Age (hereafter LBA) IIIB phases, literate administrative activity
has been identified in a considerable number of southern Aegean sites from coastal
Thessaly to Crete. Even a cursory survey of the material reveals three developments
that were without precedents in the Aegean: the almost exclusive restriction of writing
to administrative use, its considerable expansion in regions that had never been truly
literate before (the Greek Mainland) and an astonishing level of uniformity, observed
in the typology of the documents used, the uniform spelling rules of the shared
writing system (Linear B, hereafter LB), as well as in text-formatting techniques,
specific palaeographic traits and even technical vocabulary, offices and titles. This is
the general picture, painted in the broadest possible strokes. This paper is concerned

“This paper is a slightly modified version of the oral presentation delivered at the symposium. It reflects
a further development of ideas first put forward during a Mycenaean Seminar given on 16 January 2013
(Petrakis 2014) that will hopefully be dealt with in a much longer format in the future. I should like to
thank Pippa Steele for her kind invitation and arrangement for accommodation during the excellent
and stimulating occasion she put together, as well as for her editorial patience. Helena Tomas is also
thanked for her review of the final draft of this chapter. For feedback and stimulating discussion of these
ideas at Cambridge I am also grateful to Yves Duhoux, Silvia Ferrara, Anna Judson and Torsten MeiRner.
I am grateful to Oliver Dickinson, Georgia Flouda, Erik Hallager, Walter Gauss, Artemis Karnava, Olga
Krzyskowska, Tom Palaima, Diamantis Panagiotopoulos, Ingo Pini, Todd Whitelaw, Jérg Weilhartner and
Judith Weingarten for discussions pertaining to arguments included herein on other occasions, and again
Tom Palaima for the opportunity to present some of these ideas to a broader audience during my visit to
PASP in the spring of 2016. I wish to thank Artemis Karnava and Kevin Pluta for permission to cite their
unpublished doctoral theses; Diamantis Panagiotopoulos for an early draft of his study of Third Palace
period sealing practices; Jean-Pierre Olivier and Louis Godart for the use of images for the figures that
accompany this paper; Adamantia Vasilogamvrou for permission to refer to still unpublished material
from her excavations at Ayios Vasileios in Laconia; and Alexandra Salichou for constructive criticism
and everything else. It is my honour and pleasure to acknowledge that an early stage of this research
was supported by the Michael Ventris Memorial Award for 2011.
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with the reconstruction of the conditions in which it came into being; it is in this
sense that the ‘matrix’ in my title is intended.

Any attempt to reconstruct the conditions in which the Third Palace period (or
‘Mycenaean’) literate administrations could have taken shape must necessarily be
composed of certain seamlessly intertwined questions concerning the place, date and
socio-political context of the system’s emergence, its degree of reliance on the earlier
Cretan systems and the reasons behind those features that we consider as innovations.
Here I focus on the relationship of these Third Palace period administrations to
systems (literate or not) that had been used earlier in the Aegean and stress its
probable implications for any reconstruction of the ‘matrix’ of these administrations.
In order to assess this relationship, I propose to begin by focusing primarily on the
administrative document types associated with the LB writing system and their
ancestries, although other epigraphic features will also be brought into the discussion.

1. The systemic unity of the Third Palace period administrations

A typological survey of these different document types readily reveals that these
function in two distinct yet overlapping and complementary ‘modes’ (i.e. ways of
conveying significant information): one literate (involving the employment of writing
on various tablet formats, nodules and labels) and one that I have chosen to call
para-literate or ad-literate (involving the action and effect of sealing on a variety of
documents). Table 5.1 shows the distribution of the various document types employed
by these administrations in the southern Aegean of the time (for a map showing the
distribution of the different types of sealings see Panagiotopoulos 2014, 5, fig. 1). At
first sight, it might be arguable that the development of the document types could
have followed a trajectory different from that of the LB script itself. This position
has been indeed entertained by Bennet (2005, 270) and Tomas (2012b; this volume).
However, there are some strong indications favouring the systemic unity between
script and administrative document types, as well as between the two aforementioned
administrative ‘modes’.

First, we need to carefully consider that frequently cited fact, namely that LB is
only known to have been used for administrative purposes, and especially on those
documents whose distribution is shown on Table 5.1.2 Although some restricted (but

! Throughout the paper, a deliberate attempt has been made to suppress the term ‘Mycenaean’ and the
pseudo-ethnic connotations it may carry (cf. also Bennet 2005, 270-1). The chronological term ‘Third
Palace period’ (coined by Dickinson 1994, 13, fig. 1.2) is favoured here as a convenient reference to the
LBA II-IIIB southern Aegean, nicely underscoring a degree of continuity from the preceding First and
Second Palace periods, which in Dickinson’s scheme correspond to the Protopalatial and Neopalatial
respectively. As they efficiently emphasise diachronic associations in Aegean administrations, Dickinson’s
terms are used throughout this paper.

2 This statement invites some comment on two categories of administrative documents that have been
excluded from Table 5.1, namely inscribed stirrup jars and the clay stoppers that secured their spouts.
This is no special pleading: scientific analyses of both have demonstrated that they moved in a scale
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admittedly controversial) evidence does exist for some possible non-administrative
uses of the script (most recent overview in Pluta 2011, 95-118), the patchiness of this
material (whose interpretation is in any case far from straightforward) suggests that
such usage was indeed non-canonical. This is a major obstacle in any attempt to draw
a distinction between the script and its contemporary administrative instrumenta:
minor aberrations aside, it might be fair - albeit bold - to say that the LB writing
system did not properly exist outside the realm of administrative activity.

Such exclusivity is obvious in the case of tablets and labels, whose raison d’étre is to
carry the script. However, one might wish to argue that the sealings, functioning in a
different ‘mode’, could be viewed as a separate sub-system (cf. Bennet 2005, 270), as
sealing administrations can theoretically function in non-literate contexts. However,
the distribution of Aegean documents makes such a position difficult: our extant data
reveal that sites that have yielded sealings (inscribed or not) during this period, have
yielded evidence of literate administrative activity as well,? in the form of tablets or
inscribed regular string-nodules* (Table 5.1). This pattern suggests a degree of overlap
between the literate and the para-literate ‘modes’ that is meaningful and intense, further
and best exemplified in the regular concurrence of writing and sealing on the same
documents, namely the regular string-nodules. Beyond accidents of discovery or
recovery, such close correspondence cements the case for what has been described as
the ‘quasi-complementary, quasi-supplementary and quasi-independent’ partnership
(Palaima 1990, 83) between writing and sealing in the Third Palace period Aegean.

These observations indicate a mutually inclusive relationship between writing and
sealing administration during the Third Palace period: on the one hand, with few

quite alien to the rest of the extant administrative apparatus, even between regions that constituted
different administrative polities during the Third Palace period, such as West Crete and the Argolid or
Boeotia (Haskell et al. 2011); treating these categories separately from the rest of the document types is
therefore justifiable. We have no evidence that tablets themselves were transported in any considerable
distance; although this would not have been physically impossible (Hallager forthcoming), whether
this was actually practised is a different issue. The mobility of nodules is a far more complicated and
debatable issue; however, even if these could have been produced at peripheral sites (yet still within the
same region), there is no positive indication at all of a Third Palace period nodule that was produced
outside the administrative catchment of the site where it was eventually deposited.

3 This statement needs two additional comments: (i) one string-nodule has been found in Quartier Nu at
Malia (Panagiotopoulos 2014, 103, fig. 34), and, although Malia has not yielded archival LB documents,
fragments of inscribed stirrup jars have been found in Quartier Nu, suggesting at least some level of literacy
during the period concerned; (ii) the fragmentary Kolonna sealing (Gauss 2007, 166-7, fig. 6) from a LH IlIA
context and a site that has yielded no further evidence for administrative activity (literate or not) seems,
at first sight, to shake the consistent association between sealings and literacy. However, its typological
affinities are not certain (E. Hallager pers. comm.); in Table 5.1 it is classified tentatively as a direct-object
sealing and this identification, if confirmed, would demonstrate that, during the Third Palace period,
direct-object sealings could also work in non-literate contexts, as in the First Palace period (Monastiraki).
“Regular string nodules constitute the inscribed sealing type par excellence during the Third Palace period.
This term refers to the gable-shaped, two-hole nodules that are found mostly intact in literate Third Palace
period sites and probably had a labelling function (Hallager 2005a, 253-4; Panagiotopoulos 2010, 301-3,
2014, 108). On document typology, I generally follow Hallager’s nomenclature with slight modifications.
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debatable exceptions, LB, the writing system employed by these administrations was
seemingly used for administrative purposes only; on the other hand, there is extreme
difficulty in identifying contemporary administrative contexts that functioned
without literacy. Although the structure of a writing system and the structure of an
administrative system are conceptually unrelated, one can strongly argue, on the
basis of the distribution and use of the LB documents, that, during this era, the two
were at least functionally interdependent.

Admittedly, we cannot easily assume that synchronic unity can be used to safely
infer unity throughout the system’s development: convergences are indeed far
from impossible. Still, we must admit that no hint at such a convergence process
is apparent from our available evidence. Rather, despite certain oddities apparent
in some (probably early) deposits (e.g. the flat-based nodules from the Room of the
Chariot Tablets at Knossos), Third Palace period bureaucracies seem to have been fully
developed already by the beginning of the LH IIIB period, as the perfectly ‘canonical’
document typology from the ongoing excavations at Ayios Vasileios in Laconia shows
(Vasilogamvrou forthcoming; data included in Table 5.1).

Accepting the unity of the LB writing system and the administrative system
in which this script was almost exclusively employed might have a considerable
consequence for our study: it suggests that we should arrive at a plausible hypothesis
that has the potential to explain all aspects and features of the system.

2. The ancestries of the Third Palace period administrative
document types

Returning to my stated intention to focus on Third Palace period administrative
document typology, I should readily observe that wonderful overviews of the
various document types and their development and association with earlier Aegean
administrations have already been performed by Erik Hallager and Helena Tomas
(Hallager 2011; 2015; Tomas 2008; 2011; 2012b; this volume). The method employed
has been to compare the form and function of the documents associated with the LB
administrations with the range of document types associated with administrations
using the Linear A (hereafter LA) and the so-called ‘Cretan Hieroglyphic’ (hereafter CH)
scripts, observing continuities and discontinuities, as well as possible correspondences
among the different systems. Before I embark upon a more detailed discussion of the
picture that they have managed to draw so effectively, I would like to comment on the
rationale and objectives behind such valuable exercises in document type comparison.

A seeming inconsistency has generated a considerable puzzle: although most of
the LB phonographic signary may be a further development or adaptation of the LA
one (as many as 68 out of 87 or c. 80% of the LB syllabograms have certain or probable
LA correspondences®), this is not reflected in the considerable changes observed in

° For the most recent overview see Melena 2014, 8, 12, figs 17.1-17.2. However, the figures of LA correspondences
are considerably lower in the non-phonographic component of the LB system (Petrakis forthcoming).
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the types and functions of the administrative documents used to carry the LB script.
Important documents associated with LA, such as the roundel and the varieties of
hanging string-nodules seem to fall entirely out of use during the Third Palace period
(Hallager 2005, 245-9, figs 1-2; Hallager 2011; Tomas 2012b), while the inscribed LB
document par excellence, the tablet, also seems to differ considerably in form, format
and function from its LA counterpart (Tomas 2011, this volume).

It is important to be aware of the assumptions that form the background of
these comparisons. Comparanda to the LB document types have been predominantly
sought in the latest known horizon of the administrative use of LA, with significant
assemblages yielding evidence for both the literate and the para-literate administrative
modes, associated with LM IB destruction horizons from Ayia Triada in south central
Crete, Kato Zakros in far eastern Crete and Khania in west Crete. Implicit in such
comparisons is the assumption that these administrations were typical of their era,
the phase that might have immediately preceded the genesis of the LB system (both
writing and administrative). The reluctance to extend the range of comparanda to
include documents predating the LM IB period may be understandable. But the crucial
question of how representative of the overall administrative ‘landscape’ the LM IB
material is has seldom been raised, despite the generally acknowledged differences
between the assemblages that already hinted at significant regional diversity.
However, well-known facts, such as the overwhelming dominance of standing flat-
based nodules at Kato Zakros versus the popularity of single-hole hanging nodules
at Ayia Triada (Hallager 1996 1, 236; Krzyskowska 2005, 184, 192; Panagiotopoulos
2014, 51), do suggest that using the extant assemblages to reconstruct the typical LM
IB administrative assemblage may be based on the false axiom of uniformity, as well
as representativeness. The latter may be particularly significant, since we lack LM IB
deposits from the largest Cretan centre at the time, Knossos itself. Given the evidence
for considerable regionalism in Second Palace period sealing practices, we must not
light-heartedly assume that the Knossian lacuna can be easily filled by referring to
material from other sites.

In 2010, the full publication of a seemingly unrelated assemblage, the Middle Minoan
(hereafter MM) IIB ‘Archive’ recovered in 1996 at Petras near Siteia (Tsipopoulou and
Hallager 2010), revealed that a lot of what seemed unprecedented in the Third Palace
period administrations now could be traced to a much earlier system employing not
LA, but the CH script. By inviting the CH evidence into the picture, the differences
between the LM IB and Third Palace period document typologies were put in a new
perspective, although the chronological distance between CH assemblages and Third
Palace period ones remained a concern (Hallager 2011, 326; Tomas 2012b, 38, 44). We
shall review the problem of this chronological gap later on; for the time being, let us
focus on the forms and functions of the documents themselves.

The initially surprising CH ‘correspondences’ of Third Palace period documents
are particularly apparent on certain sealing types, as well as tablet formats. Table 5.2
shows the basic associations of the LB document types with those associated with
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Table 5.2: The administrative document types associated with the LB script and their correspondences
with types of documents inscribed in the LA and CH scripts

LB document type

LA

CH

portrait ‘page-shaped’ tablet
landscape ‘page-shaped’
tablet

elongated (‘palm-leaf’) tablet

Label

inscribed unsealed string-
nodule

regular string nodule
(occas. inscribed)

irregular string nodule

‘fold-over’ nodule
(KN, KH only?)

direct-object sealing
(various sub-types)

combination nodule

dome-nodulus
(inscribed only at KN)

flat-based nodule
(KN RCT, KH? uninscribed)

x (different function from LB?)

@ (but HT 10, HT 133 are
almost square)

x (PH; KN; all evidence is
pre-LM IB)

)
)

@ (cf. two-hole hanging
nodules, see discussion in text)

x (KN ETR)
@

[0
x (rarely inscribed)

x (rarely inscribed)

19

x (KN HD; PH; dubitanda that
could be LA: Table 5.3)

x (MA; cf. also CHIC #108;
‘lames’; four-sided bars)

@

@ (but cf. inscribed unsealed
crescents at KN HD)

@ (but cf. inscribed crescents,
see discussion in text)

= (KN HD; PE?)
? (cf. PE ‘lumps’ L9-10?)

x (PE; perhaps KN: CMS I1.8,
13 of unknown context)

x (uninscribed)

x (KN HD; MA DH)

KN: Knossos; ETR: East Temple Repository (Knossos); PH: Phaistos; MA: Malia; DH ‘Dépét Hiéroglyphique’ (Malia); HD:
Hieroglyphic Deposit (Knossos); PE: Petras
The difference between the so-called ‘portrait’ and ‘landscape’ formats of the page-shaped tablet refer to whether
the text (usually of more than three lines) follows alongside the short or the long side of the roughly rectangular
writing surface. On the possibility of the Petras ‘lumps’ being ‘fold-over’ nodules see Hallager 2005b, 108-9, figs
6-7. Types whose association with Third Palace period administrations is still open to doubt (e.g. ‘irregular flat-
based nodules’, see Hallager 1996 1, 202-3) have not been included. Other references: CMS 11.8; Hallager 1996, 2011;
Panagiotopoulos 2010, 2014; Petrakis 2014; Tomas 2011, 2012; Tsipopoulou and Hallager 2010.

the other two writing systems that were put in administrative use in earlier periods,
namely the CH and the LA scripts. The emerging picture is already complex enough,
but it must be supplemented with a few important additions. It must be stressed from
the outset that ex silentio argumenta need to be formulated with extreme caution:
absence of evidence is not evidence of absence and one should be careful in assessing
such ‘absences’, even when the quantity and quality of the evidence suggests that they
are meaningful. Nonetheless, we cannot refrain from considering the picture as it is.

The overall picture presented in Table 5.2 is already discussed to some extent by
Hallager and Tomas (Tomas this volume, with references). Hallager has justifiably
stressed that correspondences between LB- and CH-associated types are more
numerous and better, emphasising that those types shared between LA and LB (i.e.
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various tablet formats, stoppers, direct-object sealings, noduli and flat-based nodules)
are not exclusive, since they also occur in association with CH (Hallager 2011, 322).

It is necessary to refer to the strong affinity between the Third Palace period
gable-shaped regular string-nodule (the LB-inscribed sealing type par excellence) and
the very similar so-called crescents associated with CH administrations and very
often inscribed in the CH script. ‘Mycenaean’ regular string-nodules are closer to
crescents than to Second Palace period two-hole hanging nodules, which are relatively
scarce, very rarely inscribed and morphologically rather diverse (as opposed to the
gable-shaped variant which is remarkably uniform across the Third Palace period
southern Aegean, cf. Hallager 2005a, 254). Such correspondence between the Third
Palace period regular string-nodules and CH crescents becomes even more compelling
when one considers the similarity between the LB document type named here the
inscribed unsealed string-nodule (classified as Wo at Pylos and as Wm at Knossos), which
has no parallel at all in the Second Palace period administrations associated with LA®,
and the CH inscribed unsealed ‘crescents’ (Hallager 2011, 322). The inscribed unsealed
crescent is so far only known from three examples from the ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’
at Knossos,” an assemblage located at the North End of the Long Corridor in the West
Wing of the palace, that will be of critical importance in our discussion, although its
chronology and coherence should invite some comments (see infra).

Closer study of some probably early LB assemblages reveals a few more features on
documents other than sealings that are paralleled in the so-called CH administrations,
but not attested in relationship to LA. Although what we can associate is a sporadic
feature in one system with what is far more common and canonical in the other,
these parallelisms deserve to be considered here, since they can be placed within a
broader framework of interconnections among the three categories:

i. The practice of cutting elongated tablets to form separate shorter mini-documents,
very popular in the Room of the Chariot Tablets (hereafter RCT)® also at Knossos
and extremely rare anywhere else (Driessen 2000, 48-9; Duhoux 2012a; Tomas

¢ Besides tablets, the only inscribed documents without sealing impressions are those sporadic instances
tentatively named as ‘irregular noduli’ or ‘labels’, which are not a homogeneous category (Hallager 1996
I, 203-4).

7 KN Ha(01) 01-03 = CHIC #001-#003.

® I here accept the view that the Linear B documents from the RCT may be dated to a comparatively
earlier stage of the development of the Third Palace period administrative system, quite plausibly within
the LM II-111A1 range (see Driessen 2000 for a thorough analysis of the deposit). A crucial feature is the
occurrence of a few examples of a variant of the flat-based nodule, a type of clear Second Palace period
descent (associated chiefly with LA but also with CH) that probably sealed ‘packages’ of leather documents;
these flat-based nodules are found with LB documents nowhere else except in the RCT. As Hallager (2005a,
252) has emphasised, the RCT flat-based nodules are somewhat different from the usual Second Palace
period varieties (e.g. those found at LM IB Kato Zakros). So far, the best typological parallel for the RCT
nodules is a flat-based nodule found in a LM 11IA1 context in Khania (Hallager 2005a, 252-3; CMS V S3,
no. 103). Still, parallelism is not exact, since the Khania nodule bears the impression of thick twisted
cord (E. Hallager, pers. comm.), instead of the (leather?) straps on the RCT nodules (CMS 118, 43, fig. 11).
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2013), is unknown in LA, but has been identified in two CH four-sided bars from
Knossos (KN Hh(04) 02 and Hh(04) 03°) that were originally cut from a longer
document (Olivier 1994-1995).

ii. The unusual tall dividers evident in the Knossos Vd tablets, again from the RCT
(see also Duhoux 2012a, 216-18), resemble the CH vertical dividers (< | >) that
occur chiefly on archival documents (CHIC, 446-7), but are so far unknown from
LA administrative documents.?

iii. An interesting correspondence in format exists between two four-sided bars
inscribed in CH from the so-called ‘Dép6t Hiéroglyphique™ at Malia (probably
on MA/P Hh(07) 01 face a; more confidently on MA/P Hh(07) 02 face cA-cB*?)
and a very popular arrangement on LB elongated tablets: what I will call here the
‘half-way ruling’: a horizontal ruling line does not divide into two registers the
entire length of the elongated writing surface, but a part of it is reserved without
horizontal ruling and written with larger signs.*

A couple of possible morphological correspondences that seem to link the LB and
CH phonographies directly (i.e. without any extant LA correspondences) might also be
mentioned: (i) between B 33 <ra> < ¥ > (so far exclusively Helladic in its phonographic
use and exclusively Knossian in its non-phonographic or sematographic use) and CH
sign 023 < ¢¥ >; (ii) between B 62 <pte> < | > (of more general distribution) or perhaps
untransliterated B 63 <[}> (so far exclusively Helladic) and CH sign 036 < [*7 > (CHIC,
19). Other instances noted as possible by Olivier and Godart may also be considered (e.g.
between CH sign 008 < % > and B 52 <no> < Ws > in cHIC, 19, but AB 28 < ¥ > can also be
considered). However, I hasten to note that any such similarity (and I also note these are
not absolutely compelling matches) needs to be treated with great caution, because their
significance principally rests on negative evidence, namely the uncertainty or absence
of corresponding LA forms. The case of AB 48 <nwa><'X >, once considered as a direct
and exclusive link between the CH and LB phonographic signaries (e.g. Hallager 2011,
324),is very didactic as to the dangers involved in such assessments: the sign was, in the
meantime, identified on SY Za 4, a so-called ‘libation table’ from Kato Symi inscribed
in LA (Muhly and Olivier 2008, 207-8, 216).

We might here add an example of a non-phonographic LB sign that does show an
intriguing affinity to CH. A non-canonical variant of *159 < [] > teta (‘cloth’) is found

° CHIC #057 and #058 respectively.

1 Tall vertical marks that resemble dividers appear in Linear A graffiti on stucco from Ayia Triada (HT Zd
155-157, see GORILA 4, 130-135), but are lacking from archival documents. The CH vertical dividers occur
also - albeit somewhat questionably - on a few inscribed seals (CHIC #206, #283, #291, #292, #297 and #305
that, interestingly, also include a few questionable occurrences of ‘klasmatograms’ 308 Q and 309 »).
1 The French term is retained here throughout in order to avoid confusion with the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic
Deposit’.

12 CHIC #112 and #113 respectively.

© The registers thus formulated are transcribed through uppercase Latin characters (.A, .B, etc) in LB
editions and a similar practice is followed in CHIC, 165 for the four-sided bar MA/P Hh(07) 02 face c.



78 Vassilis Petrakis

on tablets from the ‘Megaron’ (Room 6) of the Main Building of the ‘Palace of Nestor’
at Pylos (PY La 623 verso; 626 verso; 630). There, besides the ubiquitous (and therefore
‘canonical’) fringes commonly found in the bottom part of the main rectangular element
of the sign, fringes also appear on the top (Nosch 2012, 306-7, fig. 3, 326, fig. 10 bottom);
this specific feature, unknown in the examples of its LA homographs, is paralleled in
the CH sematogram *163 < [ > known from a clay medallion from the Malia ‘Dépét
Hiéroglyphique’ (MA/P He(07) 01 face b™). It is interesting, in this perspective, that
Melena has advanced a persuasive argument favouring the earlier (pre-LH IIIB, probably
LH I11A) date of the these ‘Megaron’ tablets (Melena 2000-2001, 367; Skelton 2009).

Of course, none of them may be considered unequivocal evidence for ‘direct’ links
between the LB and CH signaries: just as the case had been with <nwa> until the
publication of the Symi inscription, their significance rests on the absence of such
features or variants from the extant LA material. We cannot afford to underestimate
the complexity of palaeographic interrelationships within the Aegean and the sheer
number of unknowns that lurk behind the enormous gaps among the patches of
our evidence, not just about ‘early’ LB, but almost all Aegean epigraphic material
predating the 13th century BC.

Having raised these cautionary warnings, I must note that the ancestry of LB
signs must be approached with an open mind: no exclusive affinity with LA should be
axiomatically accepted for those LB graphemes that have reliable homographs in both
CH and LA scripts. Besides a careful comparative reassessment of their palaecographic
variants, the regional and chronological distribution - as well as patterns of use of
these signs - need to be taken into account. Unfortunately, such an analysis could
not be undertaken in the present context (but see comments in Tomas, this volume).

Let us now consider all the three separate ‘groupings’ of evidence suggesting the
association between the LB and CH administrations. We have so far considered
the considerable correspondences in document types (Table 5.2 with references),
the aforementioned epigraphic traits, and the very questionable - albeit not entirely
impossible - correspondences in a few graphemes. Overall, it is the accumulation
rather than the individual definitiveness of the aforementioned associations that
prove them collectively significant. It is of considerable importance that such ‘links’
actually transcend what was previously argued to be an artificial (even if heuristically
useful) division between the literate and the para-literate administrative ‘modes’.

However, we cannot lose sight of the fact that, impressive as their concentration
might seem, those CH features so far considered cannot possibly stand alone as
an explanation of the formation of the Third Palace period assemblages. Quite the
contrary: they should be considered alongside those features that can also (or even
perhaps exclusively) be understood as a further development of the LA system, most
notably a considerable part of the LB phonographic signary. We should also carefully
consider those features or elements that are found in association with all three writing

14 CHIC #103.
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systems: such shared links actually obscure any positive assignment of their Third
Palace period correspondences, making any inference about the development and
ancestry of these common types a matter of speculation.®

This baffling condition has generated a variety of responses. Hallager, rejecting
any plausible genetic link between the LB system and the LM IB administrations using
the LA script, chose to overemphasize the CH links, thereby suggesting that

‘the Linear B administration did not derive directly from Linear A, but also and basically
from the Cretan hieroglyphs’. (Hallager 2011, 326)

Other scholars have been willing to consider the possibility that the Third Palace
period system had multiple origins, as suggested by the different patterns observable
in the development of the various aspects or components of the system. Tomas has
advocated such a position, carefully suggesting that

‘the origin of Linear B was not limited to a single source [...] whereas Linear A remains the
main source for the script, the administrative system appears to have derived partly from
the Cretan Hieroglyphic administrative system’. (Tomas 2012b, 44, emphasis added)

A somewhat similar thesis is also tentatively put forward by Diamantis Panagiotopoulos
who has referred to the

‘Méglichkeit eines hieroglyphischen “Substrats” in der mykenischen Siegelpraxis [...] Es wére durchaus
mdglich, dass im mykenischen Verwaltungssystem Elemente aus beiden kretischen administrativen
Traditionen (Hieroglyphen und Linear A) fortlebten’. (Panagiotopoulos 2014, 56)

These views may well offer possible interpretations of the picture we have so far
encountered. Especially the hypothesis of multiple origins is an elegant one (Tomas
2012b; this volume). However, there are serious obstacles created by the strong -
almost exclusive - association between writing and administration during the
Third Palace period, as well as the consistency and uniformity of the LB system.
These patterns make it difficult to accept any explanatory framework that isolates
specific components, aspects or features of the system in order to advance ad hoc
interpretations of one independently of the others.

My working hypothesis here is as follows: if, in order to explain the full range of the
features attested in Third Palace period administrations, we find ourselves needing to
refer both to elements hitherto associated with LA as well as elements hitherto associated
with CH, this may suggest that the context of the emergence of this new system
somehow included a co-existence of both categories. It might even be necessary to
carefully reconsider the degree to which these had so far been considered as mutually
exclusive entities.

15 For instance, Hallager uses the typological correspondences to argue that the CH administrative system
could have been the common ancestor of the sealing systems associated with LA and LB (Hallager 2011,
323 with fig. 4). Much of the same evidence is interpreted by Tomas (2012b; this volume) as indicative
that the LB administrative system developed out of both CH and LA components.
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Further exploration of this line of argument invites consideration of a phenomenon
not previously associated with the genesis of the Third Palace period bureaucracies,
but which now emerges as directly and fundamentally relevant: what has often been
described as the ‘co-existence’ of the CH and LA writing systems.

3. Paradox or unrecognized norm? The interplay between CH
and LA in Bronze Age Crete

The co-existence of features that are considered as ‘canonically’ associated with
CH and LA, once considered an oddity of the Malia so-called ‘Dépét Hiéroglyphique’
(originally published in Chapouthier 1930), can now be documented in at least two
more sites, a fact which strongly suggests the need for a change in perspective
(cf. Meriggi 1973, 172, n. 1; Olivier 1996, 108; also Karnava 2007 on First Palace period
evidence). In what follows I wish to place the emphasis on two significant aspects of
the problem: (i) the existence of dubitanda, documents which our modern etic scholarly
perspective may classify as either CH or LA and (ii) the remarkable interplay between
CH and LA features, especially in the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ and the Malia
‘Dépdt Hiéroglyphique’.

As the editors of CHIC have noted, a number of documents they eventually chose
to classify as CH could, with varying degrees of certainty, be understood as actually
being inscribed in LA (CHIC, 18). I have also tentatively added to this list three more
documents whose affinities are, for the moment, unclear: (a) KN Wc 23, a roundel
from the ‘East Temple Repository’ (hereafter ETR) located in the West Wing of the
Knossos palace, which was excluded from the LA corpus since it bears a mark that had
not been considered a writing sign proper (GORILA 2, lvi), and has not been accepted
as a CH inscription either; (b) a small four-sided bar from Palaikastro, published by
Brice as bearing a LA inscription (Evans and Bosanquet 1923, 146, fig. 128, pl. xxxiiib;
Brice 1961, 21, pl. xxvii: no. iv 6); (c) CHIC #110 = MA/P Hf (06) 02, a probable ‘lame a
deux faces’ or tablet fragment from the Malia ‘Dépét Hiéroglyphique’. Although this has
been included as an unproblematic CH document in CHIC, it was originally published
as bearing a CH inscription [H.19] on one side and a LA inscription [L.3] on the other
(Chapouthier 1930, 23, 56, pl. ii [H.19]; Brice 1961, 19, pl. xxvi, no. iii 11). One might
excuse Chapouthier’s original identification, by considering the overall context of the
‘Dépdt Hiéroglyphique’ (where a ‘co-existence’ of CH and LA would justify the presence
of a document written in both scripts), but the identification of the only legible sign
on side b (Chapouthier’s ‘LA’ side), CH sign 085 < A > is only found on this document
and on CHIC #041 = KN He (06) 02, a clay medallion from the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic’
Deposit’. The significance of this limited distribution will be discussed infra.

Besides these three examples (two of which are currently absent from all extant
corpora), extant dubitanda documents (Table 5.3) include three crescents, two tablets
and one three-sided bar. Out of seven documents, it may be highly significant that
five dubitanda come from the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ (the other two being
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Table 5.3: Dubitanda: Inscribed documents that might be identified either as written in the CH or in the
LA writing system

CHIC #no.  Document  Museuminv.  Type Provenance Reference
010 KN Ha HMs 190 crescent Knossos CHIC, 18, 72-73
(02) 07 ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’
014 KN Ha HMs 249 crescent Knossos CHIC, 18, 74-75
(02) 11 ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’
019 KN Ha HMs 189 crescent Knossos CHIC, 18, 78-79
(03) 04 ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’
048 KN Hgo01 HM 1303 three-sided Knossos CHIC, 18, 98-99
bar ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’
068 KNHio1 HM 1268 tablet Knossos CHIC, 18, 122-123
‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’
122 PHHio1 HM1 tablet Phaistos CHIC, 18, 182-183
(unknown context)
not KN Wc 23 HMs 342 roundel Knossos ‘East Temple ~ GORILA 2, lvi;
included Repository’ Hallager 1996 11, 160
not IV é ‘four-sided Palaikastro Brice 1961, 21,
included  [Brice] bar’ pl.xxvii: no. iv 6
110 MA/PHf HM 1384 lame a deux Malia ‘Dépot CHIC, 158-159
(06) 02 faces or tablet?  Hiéroglyphique’

Their concentration at Knossos in notable, especially in the so-called ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’. Note also the
concentration of klasmatograms shared between CH and LA in the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ (see text for
discussion). HM = Herakleion Museum no.; HMs = Herakleion Museum sealing inv. no.

the ETR roundel - but still Knossian - and the Phaistos tablet PH Hi 01 of unknown
context). The situation is highly intricate. If we allow these dubitanda to be actually
identified as inscribed in LA (an admissible option), then the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic
Deposit’ would feature the very same ‘oddity’ as the Malia ‘Dépdt Hiéroglyphique’: a
seeming co-existence of CH and LA documents (cf. Olivier 1996, 108).

Still, to term this as mere ‘co-existence’ is an understatement of the highly complex
situation revealed when these dubitanda come to focus. Most intriguing is the Knossos
three-sided bar (KN Hg 01 = CHIC #048). Olivier and Godart recorded their doubts (CHIC,
18), but eventually decided to include the Knossos three-sided bar in the CH corpus,
while Artemis Karnava, on the other hand, has chosen not to consider it, identifying
it as a LA document (Karnava 2000, 19). The only typological parallel for KN Hg 01 is
the three-sided bar MA 2 from the ‘Dépét Hiéroglyphique’, which, however, has been
commonly classified as a LA document (Fig. 5.1). But the Maliote LA associations
of KN Hg 01 do not end here: it features signs *164 < [i > and *165 < [ >, which are
unparalleled in the CH corpus (CHIC, 426), but bear a remarkable resemblance to sign
AB 180 < [} > that appears (in simple or ligatured forms) on two of the Malia elongated
tablets recognised as inscribed in LA, again from the Malia ‘Dépdt Hiéroglyphique’
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Fig. 5.1: Left: The three-sided bar from the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ KN Hg 01 = CHIC #048; Right:
the three-sided bar MA 2 from the Malia ‘Dépdt Hiéroglyphique’. Images after CHIC, 98 and GORILA
1, 270. Courtesy of Professors Louis Godart and Jean-Pierre Olivier.

(MA 4; MA 6) (Fig. 5.2). On the other hand, if one follows Karnava in identifying KN
Hg 01 as inscribed in LA, just like the Malia three-sided bar, another point can be
raised: the shape of the inscribed artefact itself recalls that of the three-sided prism,
the commonest shape among CH seals (76 out of 148 examples as counted in Karnava
2000, 165, Table 32).

We are faced with nothing less than a true conundrum: we have a document
type whose shape is clearly associated with the seal shape best represented in
the CH corpus. But the clay document itself may never be inscribed in CH; both
examples might be inscribed in LA; still, in both its occurrences, it is found in
close association with inscriptions identified as ‘canonical’ CH in the Knossos
and Malia deposits.

At this point, it is imperative that 1 add one observation on the signary used
on documents from the ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’: klasmatograms (signs representing
fractional amounts) from this assemblage are almost all paralleled in LA (CHIC, 17, 19,
429-31) (Fig. 5.3). Their distribution elsewhere in the CH corpus is extremely limited:
they do not occur in the First Palace period assemblages from Malia (Quartier Mu) or
Petras. Their densest concentration is on three four-sided bars (bearing commodity
signs and classified as Hh(08) = CHIC #065-#067) and the dubitandum tablet KN Hi 01 =
CHIC #068 from the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’; besides three CH seals (CHIC #206,
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Fig. 5.2: Left: CH commodity signs *164-*165 on the three-sided bar from the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ KN
Hg 01 (sides a-c) = CHIC #048. Right: LA commodity sign AB 180 (plain and ligatured forms) on tablets MA 4
(top) and MA 6 (bottom) from the Malia ‘Dépbt Hiéroglyphique’. Only sufficiently preserved occurrences of
the sign are highlighted within rectangle frames. Images after CHIC, 98 and GORILA 1, 272, 274, 276, rearranged
and annotated by the author. Courtesy of Professors Louis Godart and Jean-Pierre Olivier.

#291-#292),'* non-Knossian attestations are on documents that either could be LA (the
dubitandum Phaistos tablet PH Hi 01 = CHIC #122), or ‘co-existed’” with documents
classified as LA (the four-sided bar MA/P Hh(08) 01 = CHIC #118 from the Malia ‘Dépét
Hiéroglyphique’). The distribution of these signs and their ligatures forms an additional
intricate nexus between the Knossos and Malia assemblages.”” The concentration of

16 Jasink (2005) has argued that these signs, when they appear on seals, function as logograms or
phonograms. Her analysis is persuasive, but we should observe that these ‘odd’ occurrences are on seals
that feature other ‘odd’ features, such as the presence of vertical ‘dividers’ (admittedly, the ‘cross’ or
X-shaped stiktogram occurs more widely on seals).

7 Klasmatograms that hitherto exclusively occur on the Hh(08) bars and/or tablet KN Hi 01 from
the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ (CHIC #065-#068) are: 303 © < 1, >, 305 Z < ¥ >, 306 IT < [' >, as well
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klasmatograms on dubitanda and other documents from the Knossos ‘Deposit’ and
the Malia ‘Dépdt’ suggest that their employment there might constitute a feature (or
symptom) of the aforementioned CH-LA ‘co-existence’.

It must have been clear by now how complicated the situation is in the Knossos
‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ and how many and diverse links and parallelisms can be found
with the Malia ‘Dépét Hiéroglyphique’. This situation adds significance to the existence
of signs (presumably phonograms) that are only shared between these two ‘Deposits’,
such as the aforementioned CH sign 085 < A\ > between the clay medallion KN He
(06) 02 = CHIC #041, and the possible ‘dubitandum’ lame or tablet fragment MA/P
Hf (06) 02 = CHIC #110.' The least we can do is admit an intense interplay between
the CH and LA categories in at least these two cases. However, to do so is actually
to dance around the crucial question: what was really going on at the Knossos and
Malia administrations represented by these assemblages? What kind of system (or
systems) do they represent?

Directly relevant to any attempt to answer this is what stems from a comparison
of the two assemblages. The types of inscribed documents attested in each ‘deposit’
are shown on Table 5.4. We must note that if the question-marks are removed from
the Knossian dubitanda, we have a no less than impressive typological correspondence:
both the Knossos and the Malia assemblages will then be featuring almost the same
types of inscribed documents, distributed almost in the same way among the two
scripts.”® This surely cannot be accidental. The only exceptions seem to be the lames a
deux faces and the roundels, two types which are present at Malia, but are absent from
the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’. However, we must observe that, on the one hand,
the appearance of the lames at Malia can be explained as a local traditional feature,
since such lames (class Hf in CHIC) occur almost exclusively at Malia Quartier Mu at
the end of MM II (CHIC #085-#094%), while on the other hand Knossos has yielded

as klasmatogram ligatures 302 + 303 A® < |}, > and 304 + 303 A® < }{ >. Of these, all have reliable LA
homographs, except the hapax 305 =. 302 A <|, >, 304 A <} > and ligature 304 + 302 AA <}, > (all three
with LA homographs too) occur at the Knossos ‘Deposit” as well as on a MA/P Hh(08) 01 from the Malia
‘Dépbt’ (302 A < |, > also occurs on PH Hi 01); ligature 302 + 307 AZ < [+ > occurs only on PH Hi 01 and
301 T < 1 > only on MA/P Hh(08) 01. 308 O < | > and 309 » < g > seem to appear on seals, but their
identification there as ‘klasmatograms’ can be questioned (Jasink 2005). Nonetheless, 308 © < |y > also
occurs on a lame or bar from Symi (SY Hf 01, see infra n. 20), while 309 » < g > might occur on roundel
KN Wc 23 from the Knossos ETR, see infra). 307 £ < + > appears on seals, but occurs also on PH Hi 01
and has good klasmatographic homographs in both LA (A 702 or B) and LB (where, even as a metrogram,
it is transcribed as AB 02 <R0>).

18 1t is acknowledged that a thorough palaeographic re-examination of these assemblages is demanded
and is scheduled by the author for the near future.

¥ 1t is noteworthy that they also share one type of uninscribed document, the flat-based nodule. There
may be reasons to sustain belief that the bulk of the material is chronologically and contextually
homogeneous (see infra for comments on the ‘integrity’ of the ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ and the Malia
‘Dépdt Hiéroglyphique’).

» A seeming exception might be the fragment from the Kato Symi sactuary in the Viannos region (south-
central Crete), identified as a lame a deux faces (SY Hf 01) (Lebessi et al. 1995). Since the diagnostic part
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Table 5.4: Typological composition of inscribed documents from the
Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit” and the Malia ‘Dépét Hiéroglyphique’

Script Document Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Malia ‘Dépét
type Deposit’ Hiéroglyphique’

CH crescent x x
lame a deux faces - x
four-sided bar x x
medallion x x
tablet x x

LA four-sided bar - x
three-sided bar - x
tablet - x
roundel - x

Dubitanda | three-sided bar x -
crescent x -
tablet x -

x occurrence; - absence.
References: Hallager 1996 1, 57-60; CHIC; GORILA 1. Dubitandum CHIC #110 from
the Malia ‘Dépét” is formally published as a lame a deux faces, but could also be
the fragment of a tablet.

roundels in the adjacent ETR assemblage, probably dated to the mature LM IA phase
(see immediately infra).

In any case, the similarities between these two assemblages positively show that
these must somehow reflect similar administrative realities. This suggestion, supported
strongly by the impressive correspondence in their typological composition, invites a
careful reconsideration of two much debated issues: their integrity and chronology.

First, the integrity of both assemblages has been called into question. Despite the
many open questions surrounding the character of the Malia ‘Dépét Hiéroglyphique’,
Pelon has given fairly conclusive evidence that the assemblage is coherent and
dates to the close of the MM IIIB period (Pelon 1983, 701-3). Regarding the Knossos
‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’, while it seems clear from some of Evans’ notes that documents
recovered on other locations were also integrated to the ‘Deposit’, we should not
be carried away by too much suspicion. One positive piece of evidence exists to
suggest some degree of homogeneity in this assemblage (Hallager 1996 I, 36, n. 33;
Krzyszkowska 2005, 115-16): the fact that two sealings of different types (the crescent

with a suspension hole is not preserved, however, it is possible to hypothesize that this document was
the fragment of an elongated tablet (class Hi in CHIC), a suggestion compatible with its dimensions.
One might note that the Syme document, if a lame, it would be the only one bearing a klasmatogram
(308 Q); otherwise, CH klasmatograms occur only on tablets or four-sided bars with commodity signs.
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HMs 185 and the flat-based nodule HMs 195) were impressed with the same seal (CMS
11.8, no. 79).2* At the end, it might be fair to say that, despite any rightfully suspected
false assignments by Evans that sadly transform most arguments into ‘matters of faith’
(Krzyszkowska 2005, 116), it can be argued that the correspondence in the typological
make-up between the Knossos and Malia assemblages (Table 5.4) is extremely difficult
to explain, unless both assemblages were more or less coherent.?

Regarding chronology, we must consider Ingo Pini’s suggestion that certain
impressions assigned to the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ were made with seals
that can be stylistically dated to the MM III/ LM I period (CMS 11.8, 6-8%). Although
this depends on the still problematic coherence of the assemblage, Pini’s analysis
clearly suggests the MM 111/ LM I transition as a terminus post quem for the ‘Deposit’.
Such a late date may indeed cause ‘consternation’ to some scholars, as Krzyszkowska
(2005, 116) notes; however, it enables things to fall neatly into place, since it establishes
the ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ as almost contemporary to (perhaps even slightly later
than) the Malia ‘Dépdt Hiéroglyphique’ (see above), in the later part of the Second
Palace period.

Under the circumstances described, and for the specific contexts in question (especially
the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’), maintaining any rigid distinction between CH
and LA seems to become less meaningful, even misleading, an idea already voiced
by Meriggi (1973, 172, n. 1). But, if so, how can the situation reflected in the Knossos

2 Inspection of possible fingerprints could also be employed to test the coherence of the ‘Hieroglyphic
Deposit’, but this investigation must be promised for the near future.

2 Unfortunately, a full discussion of the coherence and chronology of the ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ could
not be accommodated here and must be postponed. However, on the strength of the observed similarity
between Knossos and Malia ‘Hieroglyphic Deposits’, we may bring into the discussion KN 22, the fragment
of an elongated non-ruled LA tablet (also described as a two-sided bar) without proper context identified
in the 1950s by Emmett Bennett at the Herakleion Museum (Bennett 1958, pl. 4 then numbered Kn 5800).
Bennett classified this fragment as ‘indeterminate script’ noting that ‘[t]he shape of the tablet is not far
from those of Linear A’ (Bennett 1958, 36, 49). Despite the lack of any information as to its context, the
similarity of KN 22 in typology and layout to LA and CH tablets from the Malia ‘Dépdt Hiéroglyphique’ (MA
4; MA/P Hi 01-02 = CHIC #119-#120; also perhaps MA/P Hf(05) 01 = CHIC #108), as well as CH tablets
(KN Hi 02 = CHIC #069) and bars (KN Hh(06) 01 = CHIC #063) from the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’,
should be nonetheless noted.

» HMs 189 = KN Ha(03) 04 (a dubitandum crescent, see Table 5.3) is impressed with CMS 11.8, nos 124 and
702, which are of MM 11I-LM I date; the same holds for HMs 140 (an irregular string-nodule) impressed
with CMS 11.8, no. 286. Other documents of MM III-LM I date (based on the style of the seal impressions)
include single-hole hanging nodule HMs 128 impressed with CMS 1.8, no. 157, the odd crescent HMs 132
impressed - amongst five different seals - with CMS I1.8, no. 353 and three flat-based nodules (HMs 126
and OAM 1938.982 impressed with CMS 1.8, no. 376; HMs 144 impressed with CMS I1.8, no. 375). Moreover,
three uninscribed crescents (HMs 176 impressed with CMS 11.8, no. 55; HMs 179 impressed with CMS I1.8,
no. 40; HMs 202 impressed with CMS I1.8, no. 195) and three flat-based nodules (HMs 180 impressed with
CMS 118, nos 41-2; HMs 197 impressed with CMS I1.8, no. 97; and HMs 203 impressed with CMS I1.8, no. 98)
are of MM III date. One should stress again that these dates are based on the style of the seals, and are
therefore termini post quos. Although the ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ includes documents with impressions of
MM II seals, this does not necessarily indicate an earlier date for the documents themselves.
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and Malia assemblages be positively assessed? And what are the implications of such
a conclusion for the genesis of the Third Palace period bureaucracies?

I hope that the above discussion has done something to advance our understanding
of the character of this ‘co-existence’ of the CH and LA scripts in the Second Palace
period.” Certainly we can no longer speak of a paradox, an oddity or an anomaly
(cf. also the thoughtful exposure by Olivier 1996, 108). The way these assemblages
are shaped, and the intertwined associations between CH and LA elements within
them, suggest that we may no longer label this as ‘digraphia’ or mere co-existence or
symbiosis of scripts or systems that are otherwise well-defined. Proper description and
interpretation of this phenomenon may call for a thorough revision of our conceptual
and classificatory arsenal. I think just enough momentum has been gathered to make
arather provocative suggestion: that what the Knossos and Malia assemblages actually
represent is neither CH nor LA, but a hitherto unrecognised entity: a ‘North Central
Cretan Second Palace period administrative system™ defined by the fusion of the
CH and LA categories that modern scholarship, in other cases, had so far defined as
distinct and mutually exclusive.

I feel obliged to deal in advance with a potential problem with the line of argument
[ am pursuing here. Besides the ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’, Knossos has yielded one more
significant Second Palace period administrative deposit, found in the East Temple
Repository (ETR), again in the West Wing of the palace complex. The coherence of
this assemblage is not questioned, its chronology is reasonably settled (mature LM IA)
and the documents found in it have been commonly considered as LA. It is also true
that the one tablet certainly assigned to this assemblage, KN 1, can be confidently
assigned to LA.” Certain elements from the ETR are especially intriguing, however,
as they seem to occur in no other ‘canonical’ LA administrative assemblage.

i. The inscribed sign or signs (two mirrored S-spirals: < $§3 >) that appear on one
roundel from the ETR (HMs 342 = KN Wc 23) are so far unique among such
documents inscribed in LA; therefore, the document had been excluded from
GORILA on the argument that its inscribed signs do not represent writing at all
(GORILA 2, lvi; cf. Hallager 1996 11, 160). However, discussion on these marks should
also take into account their similarity to LA klasmatogram 703 (D), shaped as an
inverted S, a virtual homograph to AB 75 < 2 > (LB value <we>) or, just as likely,
a variant of the metrogram *116 or » or Linear A klasmatogram 703. In fact, the
mirrored (i.e. S-shaped) variant of Linear A klasmatogram 703 occurs on a roundel
from Kea (KE Wc 2); within the CH corpus, a sign similar to LA klasmatogram

% For the co-existence of scripts in First Palace period contexts see Karnava 2007. Cf. also recently
Perna 2014.

% This somewhat cumbersome label is preferred here as it is plainly descriptive.

20 Although it can be argued that it seems palaeographically removed from the LM IB LA of Ayia Triada,
I must readily admit that a thorough study of LA palaeography still remains to be done; no assessment
of palaeographic affinities or divergences can be presently made with accuracy and reliability.
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703 has been identified as a klasmatogram (309 2)), although it occurs only on
inscribed seals, where Jasink (2005, 23-9) has argued that it functions rather
as a commodity sign or phonogram. Moreover, the much similar 2-spiral is a
common motif on CH seals, although it is consistently not transcribed in CHIC
(Hallager 1996 1, 106, fig. 39; Jasink 2005, 23-9). Given the above, and considering
the occurrence of klasmatograms on roundels inscribed in the LA script, we
should not light-heartedly reject KN Wc 23 from the inscribed roundel corpus.
The possibility that these marks could be accommodated within the LA or the CH
signary must remain open.”

ii. Sphragistic practice associates the ETR with the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ and
the Malia ‘Dépédt Hiéroglyphique’: although CH seals are properly absent from the
ETR, roundels from there (KN Wc 3, 30 and 41) do display repeated stamping (from
the same or different seals), which is paralleled in the ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’,?®
as well as on MA Wc 13 and 14, assigned to the ‘Dépét Hiéroglyphique’ (Hallager
1996 1, 59-60, n. 181, 108).%

iii. The ETR included a type of sealing so far not found in any other Second Palace
period deposit, until recently known only from Third Palace period administrative
contexts (see Table 5.1), as well as the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ (HMs 140),
but recently identified also in the MM IIB CH ‘archive’ at Petras (see Table 5.2):
the irregular string-nodules that were used to secure, rather than merely label, as
the twisted string-marks (‘Wickelbdnder’ in the CMS terminology) and the regularly
broken status of such objects suggest.®

We should be careful not to read too much into fragmentary and disparate evidence,
but the existence of such non-canonical (and arguably CH-associated) elements in the
ETR deserves our fullest attention. Seen alongside the mature Second Palace period
dates of the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ and the Malia ‘Dépdt Hiéroglyphique’, the
unique marks on the ETR roundel KN Wc 23 and the irregular string nodules associated
with it in the broadly contemporary ETR lend strong support to the hypothesis that
Knossos, and arguably north-central Crete in general, had undergone developments
unparalleled elsewhere on the island during this period. This ‘difference’ of north-
central Crete may be also hinted at by evidence from other sites in the region, such as

77 Cf. also Hallager 1996 1, 106-7. The type of document does not preclude the CH identification: although
roundels were until recently associated exclusively with administrations employing the LA script, a
roundel (PE Hc 002) has been securely identified in the Petras CH ‘archive’ of MM II date (Tsipopoulou
and Hallager 2010, 157, 182).

% HMs 132 (a unique document) bears impressions from as many as five different seals.

» However, it must be noted that the practice of multiple impression occurs elsewhere too on roundels
(PYR Wc 4; SA Wc 1-2), as well as on other documents of more controversial typological identity, such
as the Khania ‘irregular flat-based nodules’ (Hallager 1996 1, 202-3).

%0 On the type see Hallager 2005a, 254-8; 2010, 209-10; for impressions of ‘Wickelbdnder’ that secure the
identification of irregular string-nodules in the ETR see Hallager 2010, 208, fig. 1 middle row (HMs 385,
391, 397, 1240).
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the peculiarities found in at least one LA tablet from Tylissos (TY 2), as well as Olivier
and Godart’s observation that the rather ‘archaising’ LA from Archanes, located only
15 km south of Knossos, seems closer to LB forms than the better known Ayia Triada
signary (Lembessi et al. 1974, 165).

4. The genesis of the Third Palace period bureaucracies

The hypothesis of a regional north-central Cretan system in the late Second Palace
period is directly relevant to the problems posed earlier in this paper: I argue here
that the aforementioned ‘fusion’ of CH and LA features has some kind of genetic
association with the analogous ‘fusion’ of CH and LA elements discerned in the Third
Palace period systems. ‘Fusion’, of course, only describes our etic understanding of
what can be argued to have been a regional system, where these categories - arguably
‘separable’ in other contexts - may have naturally co-existed. I would strongly suggest
that the system represented by the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’, the Knossos ETR
and the Malia ‘Dépdt Hiéroglyphique’ represents the closest we can get to the plausible
typological and praxeological matrix, the ‘womb’ where the LB administrations
took shape.

Accepting this line of reasoning has important implications for the place and
date of the emergence of the Third Palace period bureaucracies. The fusion is not a
pan-Cretan phenomenon; it is firmly located, as far as we can tell, in north-central
Crete, and the hypothesis advanced here raises once more the question of the role of
Knossos in the emergence of the administrations we have come to commonly label as
‘Mycenaean’. Now, perhaps more intensely than ever, the burden of proof is with those
who would wish to argue that the system could have been developed outside Crete.

Similarly, the dates of the Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ and the Malia ‘Dépét
Hiéroglyphique’ give us a terminus post quem at the beginning of the LM I period, which
is compatible with the powerful terminus post quem provided by the abrupt disuse
of LA as an administrative script at the end of LM IB. As John Bennet has eloquently
phrased it, LA ‘did not simply disappear; rather, it was killed’, at least in this realm of
use (Bennet 2008, 22), even if the crudely painted LA inscription on the torso of the
LM IIIA1 terracotta figurine from Poros (PO Zg 1) indicates the sporadic survival of
the script in other (perhaps peripheral cultic) uses (Dimopoulou et al. 1993).

The disuse of the CH script is considerably more difficult to understand, and the
phenomenon is much complicated by the uncertainty over the survival of CH literacy
as potentially reflected in the preservation of CH seals (admittedly, not necessarily
‘legible’ at the time of their final deposition). However, a so far uniquely late archival
document, the CH medallion (PE He 001) found on a floor with LM IB destruction
debris in the North Magazines of the Second Palace period complex of Petras, without
any further indication of disturbance in this particular locus, suggests that this script
could have remained in use (and probably alongside the use of LA documents, such
as tablets PE 1-2) until the very end of the Second Palace period (Tsipopoulou and
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Hallager 1996, 39-42, fig. 16). If the ‘co-existence’ of CH and LA features in LM IB Petras
is confirmed, we may have a third such case on the north coast of Crete, although as
far east as Sitia, and as late as the very end of the Second Palace period.* Bennet’s
observation on the abrupt abandonment of LA may be applied to the CH script as
well: it was not merely LA, but actually the administrative uses of all previously extant
Cretan writing systems that were ‘killed” at the very end of the LM IB period, to be
effectively replaced by the unprecedentedly uniform Third Palace period system
employing the LB script.

The approach advocated herein should open the way for a thorough reappraisal
of the administrative landscape of Second Palace period Crete. Great caution will be
necessary, and any progress must be based on assessments that are sensitive to the
potentially meaningful differences on both diachronic and synchronic (i.e. local or
regional) scales.

For instance, it can be argued that evidence for any ‘co-existence’ of CH and LA
features is limited to the period preceding the final LM IB phase. Although such a
conclusion would seem to downplay (i) the existence of the Petras CH medallion and
(ii) the lack of uniformity observed across so-called ‘canonical’ LM IB assemblages,
it does underscore the fact that, apart from Petras, LM IB Cretan administrations do
not display features attributable to CH. Could this imply that the CH-LA ‘fusion’ had
become obsolete by LM IB times?

The answer to this may lie in the aforementioned Knossos lacuna, what Olga
Krzyskowska called ‘a notorious black hole” administratively (Krzyskowska 2005, 189).
The lack of any document from this phase at Knossos must be associated with the
absence of closed LM IB deposits from the palace complex, which is in turn a reflection
of the special ‘fate’ of this super-site and its subsequent LM II-111A1 take-off that I
shall be returning to in a moment. A single hint at Knossos being functional during
this period might be this site’s participation in the nexus of the famous ‘matching
impressions’ from finger-rings found across central Cretan sites and also Akrotiri on
Thera (Krzyskowska 2005, 188-91): a combat or battle scene (presumably from a gold
signet-ring) had impressed two single-hole hanging nodules from Knossos (CMS 1.8,
no. 279 on HMs 369 and HMs 1275), as well as five flat-based nodules from LM IB Ayia
Triada (CMS I1.6, no. 15 on HMs 526/1-3, 595-6).

The hypothesis advanced here, in awareness of the complexities and problems it
may present, is that LM IB Knossos may have employed an administrative system that
displayed the forerunners of the full administrative apparatus of Third Palace period
bureaucracies and whose earlier stage may be reflected - however patchily - in the
Knossos ‘Hieroglyphic Deposit’ and Malia ‘Dépét Hiéroglyphique’,*? as well as probably in
those ‘idiosyncratic’ features of the ETR assemblage. The gaps in our knowledge of the

31 One is also reminded of the ‘dubitandum’ from Palaikastro, also located in East Crete (Brice 1961, 21,
pl. xxvii: no. iv 6), included here in Table 5.3.
32 As well as possibly associated documents, such as KN 22 (see above, n. 22).
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administration of Second and Third Palace period Knossos are still quite formidable.
What we are still almost completely missing is evidence for the development of
the signaries in use at Knossos during the LM IB-LM II phases. But even if ‘we are
unlikely to get a second chance’ (Krzyskowska 2005, 116) at filling information that
has been lost from this exceptional site, efforts to reconstruct critical points in the
administrative history of the Kephala should be nonetheless attempted.

Within post-LM I north central Crete, LM II-111A1 Knossos once more reappears as
the most plausible accommodator of the system reform that the formation of the Third
Palace period system clearly represents. This is the phase when Knossos, arguably
the only functional administrative centre known so far in the contemporary Aegean,
shows all the symptoms of what may be termed ‘formative period anxiety’ or ‘early
post-reform stress”: an exploding monumentality and a degree of experimentation
in art forms, imagery and mortuary investment that had no predecessor and would
see no follow-up either on the Kephala hill (cf. Driessen and Langohr 2007; Preston
2008 for a general introduction to Third Palace period Crete). The genesis of the
Third Palace period bureaucracies brought regionalism in administrative practice
to an abrupt end. Their emergence was, in terms of administrative history, a true
watershed, sweeping away to oblivion regional systems that had existed before it.

In the apparent attempt of the new Knossian elite groups to balance between the
all-important associations with the Second Palace period past, a necessary resource
of power legitimation, and a desperate need to exploit new power resources and
strategies prone to concentrative manipulation, the genesis of the Third Palace period
system had to stand on a balance point. It responded to novel needs and aspirations,
but was also inevitably forged in the ‘matrix’ of pre-existing structures and practices.
These latter I made here a preliminary, tentative, and admittedly bold attempt to
reconstruct. I hope this might feed further discussion and re-examination of the
problems pertaining to this system reform in some new perspective.
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