
 

Stories of the Dead? A Reexamination of Helladic Burials at Asine and Prosymna 

 

 

by 

 

Kristine Mallinson, BA 

 

A Thesis 

 

In 

 

LACU-Classics 

 

Submitted to the Graduate Faculty 

of Texas Tech University in 

Partial Fulfillment of 

the Requirements for 

the Degree of 

 

MASTER OF ARTS 

 

Approved 

 

Dr. Christopher Witmore 

Chair of Committee 

 

Dr. Hannah Friedman 

 

 

Mark Sheridan 

Dean of the Graduate School 

 

 

May, 2017  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Copyright 2017, Kristine Mallinson 



Texas Tech University, Kristine Mallinson, May 2017 

ii 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

First, I am indebted to Jeff Love and Michael Meng for the inspiration of my 

thesis title. Secondly, to all the early archaeologists and scholars whose work I was 

inspired by. Without your passion to uncover a world long lost, I would not be able to 

do this work. But most of all, I want to thank all the people who have helped me with 

this project. To Dr. Christopher Witmore, thank you for your continuous edits and 

drive to push me to become a more critical scholar. Then, Dr. Hannah Friedman, 

without you I would not have made it through this project. Your pep talks and support 

were unmatched. And thank you to all the professors in the Classical and Modern 

Languages and Literatures Department at Texas Tech University. From the classes to 

chats in the hallways, your support has been wonderful. To Dr. Rebecca Futo 

Kennedy, your continued support, even after I left Denison, has been wonderful. Many 

thanks to my family and friends who supported me both intellectually and 

emotionally. You all are my rock. Especially you, mom, you are my role model. 

Thank you for everything. And to Carl Blegen, the cat: thank you for always sitting on 

my lap during those long hours of writing and editing.  

 



Texas Tech University, Kristine Mallinson, May 2017 

iii 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS .................................................................................... ii 

ABSTRACT ........................................................................................................... v 

LIST OF FIGURES ............................................................................................. vi 

I. INTRODUCTION ............................................................................................. 1 

Literature Review .............................................................................................. 2 

The Focus .......................................................................................................... 9 

Aims and Objectives ....................................................................................... 11 

Terminology .................................................................................................... 12 

II. LOCALIZED HISTORY .............................................................................. 18 

Introduction ..................................................................................................... 18 

Schliemann ...................................................................................................... 19 

Stamatakis ....................................................................................................... 24 

Tsountas .......................................................................................................... 25 

Karo ................................................................................................................. 29 

Blegen ............................................................................................................. 29 

Wright, Pappi, ect ............................................................................................ 34 

Smith, Pappi, Dabney, Triantaphyllou, and Wright ........................................ 37  

Stocker and Davis ........................................................................................... 39 

III. PROSYMNA AND ASINE .......................................................................... 41 

Prosymna ......................................................................................................... 42 

Asine ............................................................................................................... 52 

Comparison ..................................................................................................... 66 

IV. FICTIVE STORIES ..................................................................................... 68 

Introduction ..................................................................................................... 68 

Story I .............................................................................................................. 73 

Story II ............................................................................................................ 74 

Story III ........................................................................................................... 76 

Story IV ........................................................................................................... 80 

Story V ............................................................................................................ 83 



Texas Tech University, Kristine Mallinson, May 2017 

iv 

Story VI ........................................................................................................... 86 

Conclusion ...................................................................................................... 88 

V. CONCLUSION ............................................................................................... 90 

BIBLIOGRAPHY ............................................................................................... 93 

APPENDIX 

A. FIGURES ...................................................................................................... 102 

 



Texas Tech University, Kristine Mallinson, May 2017 

v 

ABSTRACT 

This project takes on the topic of death and burial in the Argolid Region of 

Greece during the Late Helladic Period. The overall goal of this thesis is to start a 

conversation surrounding what new information, from previously excavated material, 

can be revealed through the use of imaginative storytelling. The foundation of my 

thesis is twofold. One: there is the belief that archaeologists uncover a world that the 

ancients inhabit, but that is not accurate. Archaeologists uncover scraps of a lost 

culture that we have to make sense of the complicated past. Two: the use of 

imaginative storytelling allows for scholars to open up the amount of possible 

interpretations about the artifacts uncovered. As a result, this project revisits 

previously excavated material from Asine and Prosymna. It is hoped that this fictive 

storytelling will allow different aspects of the past, present, and future to be imagined 

and discussed to create fruitful understandings and interpretations of human behaviors 

and use of material culture. 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

This project takes on the topic of death and burial in the Argolid Region of 

Greece during the Late Helladic Period (LH 1700-1075/50 BCE).1 The overall goal of 

this thesis, in drawing on previously excavated material, is to start a conversation 

surrounding what can be revealed through the use of imaginative storytelling. The 

foundation of my thesis, as a result, is twofold. One: there is the belief that 

archaeologists uncover a world that the ancients inhabit, but that is not accurate. They 

uncover scraps and detritus of the past, which they have to make sense of in 

understanding that past. Two: the use of imaginative storytelling allows for scholars to 

open up multiple interpretations of what archaeology uncovered. To this end, this 

project attempts to interpret previously excavated material remains in different ways 

through the usage of fictive storytelling. It focuses on two case studies: the sites of 

Asine and Prosymna. Succinctly, this thesis combines two fields of study: LH tombs 

and fictive storytelling. It is hoped that this fictive storytelling will allow different 

aspects of the past, present, and future to be imagined and discussed in creating 

fruitful understandings and interpretations of human behaviors and use of material 

culture. 

                                                 
1 The dating if from Manning, (2010), 23. 
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Literature Review 

This project combines the fields of Late Helladic tomb archaeology and 

storytelling. In this respect, it has been heavily influenced by many scholars: A.J.B. 

Wace, James C. Wright, W. G. Cavanagh and Christopher Mee, Mary K. Dabney and 

James C. Wright, Evangelia Protonotariou-Deilaki, Carla Antonaccio, Sofia Voutsaki, 

B. Sjöberg, James Whitley, Christopher Mee, Kim Shelton, and Bryan Burns.  

Wace’s 1949 work, one of the first of its kind, attempted to understand the 

archaeology of Mycenae by combining the excavation records of Schliemann, 

Stamatakis, and Tsountas.2 His goal was to understand what the early excavators 

found and draw his own conclusions by reexamining the material remains. Following 

his work, Wright studied the LH remains at Mycenae to understand how the 

Mycenaeans changed the landscape in order to symbolize their power (i.e. 

construction of the Lion Gate).3 This work was focused on the idea that one can 

improve our understanding of previously excavated remains through a specific lens, as 

I will be doing in this thesis. For Wright the interpretive lens was one of the power and 

use of architecture at Mycenae in the LH.  

Following the importance of architecture, Dabney and Wright argue that there 

is a shift in burial practices in the Argolid during the LH which can be shown in tomb 

construction.4 They argue that the Grave Circles at Mycenae represented a shared 

cemetery and the movement to tholoi and chamber tombs signified a change to very 

                                                 
2 Wace, (1949). 
3 Wright, (1987). 
4 Dabney and Wright, (1990). 
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limited social group burials and “are further elaborated by the visible signs of wealth 

and power found in the artifacts deposited within them.”5 Thus, by revisiting the 

excavations at Mycenae and following Wace’s work, these scholars reinterpreted the 

archaeology.  

Cavanagh and Mee, also using the lens of power through architecture, looked 

at chamber tombs within the Argolid in attempts to discern meaning behind where 

individuals were buried and if there was an association with people buried within the 

same tomb without doing a DNA study.6 They concluded that there was meaning in 

tomb placement and it was most likely an association that was present during the lives 

of these individuals. Following this notion of the significance burial practices, 

Protonotariou-Deilaki’s study attempted to do a larger study of the Argolid. She 

looked at burials throughout the Argolid in attempts to identify patterns of burials 

within the region.7 She argues that in the Argolid there is a shared practice of tomb 

construction and inclusion of funerary goods.  

Following these earlier scholars work, Antonaccio has attempted to identify 

examples of tomb cults at LH tombs.8 In order to do so, she revisited excavated LH 

tombs throughout Greece and noted evidence of ritual behavior from periods after the 

LH by identifying material dated later than the LH. Antonaccio’s work has started a 

conversation about tomb cults in Greece and has influenced many current 

                                                 
5 Dabney and Wright, (1990), 49. 
6 Cavanagh and Mee, (1990). 
7 Protonotariou-Deilaki, (1990). 
8 Antonaccio, (1995). 
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archaeologists’ work. Differently, Voutsaki’s 1999 work follows on that of Wace and 

Wright in the discussion of power and wealth in the architecture at Mycenae. 

Specifically, she discussed the funerary goods in the shaft graves at Mycenae by 

reexamining Henrich Schliemann and Panagiotis Stamatakis’ reports of their findings 

and pulls on Cavanagh and Mee’s work to further argue that the funerary goods and 

construction of the shaft graves represent a change in burial practices during the LH.9 

However, she does reiterate the importance of looking to other cultures of the time 

period to draw on patterns throughout the Mediterranean.  

Similar to Voutsaki’s work, Whitely’s 2002 article argues that the funerary 

goods of LH and Iron Age tombs do not reflect the person buried, but the larger 

community.10 In order to do so, he uses excavated tombs by Carl Blegen, Christos 

Tsountas, and Schliemann (among others) and reinterprets the funerary goods as a 

reflection of the community. This is one of the first works to fully argue this point.  

In 2004 Sjöberg, in a similar vein to Wace, reexamined the early excavations at 

Asine by Otto Frödin and Axel W. Persson (1938). She combined their excavation 

reports and diaries in an attempt to provide a clear, complete picture of Asine during 

the LH.11 Like Wace’s and Sjöberg, Shelton’s 2006 article combines the diaries and 

excavation report of Tsountas’ work at Mycenae to provide a clearer picture of what 

he actually did and found.12 Shelton uses Wace’s discussion of Tsountas’ excavations 

                                                 
9 Voutsaki, (1999). 
10 Whitely, (2002). 
11 Sjöberg, (2004). 
12 Shelton, (2006). 
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due to the lack of access to his original work. Voutsaki (2007) also works with 

previously excavated sites incorporating more scientific studies. Following the 

publication of Sjöberg, she specifically focuses on the site of Asine and asks what new 

information can be revealed through close archival studies of skeletal material. Using 

isotope studies on skeletal remains she revealed that the Asine community’s diet was 

mostly terrestrial plants and animal products.13  

Burns’ 2010 book argues that foreign funerary goods are indicative of the 

community’s access to other Mediterranean cultures.14 In order to do so, he uses 

archaeological reports and studies (including Wace, Cavanagh and Mee, Dabney and 

Wright, Protonotariou-Deilaki, and Sjöberg). His work examined foreign goods in 

tombs throughout the Peloponnese from the LH. Somewhat similarly, Mee’s 2010 

article discusses tomb construction and funerary practices from the Neolithic to LH in 

Greece.15 Overall, these scholars have provided me with guidelines for how to work 

with previously excavated material. Many of them have reexamined LH tombs in the 

Argolid and I am indebted to them for understanding how previous excavators’ 

methodologies directly affect later studies of their material.  

With regards to fictive storytelling, I follow the work of Mary C. Beaudry, 

Mark Edmonds, W. M. Gear and Kathleen O. Gear, Ian Hodder, Rosemary Joyce, R. 

McIntosh, Allison Mickel, C. Schrire, Michael Shanks, Janet Spector, and Ruth 

Tringham. Tringham’s work attempted to bring life into the discussion of prehistoric 

                                                 
13 Voutsaki, ect, (2007), 139-140.  
14 Burns, (2010). 
15 Mee, (2010). 



Texas Tech University, Kristine Mallinson, May 2017 

 

6 

 

households and the women within.16 She argues that by discussing the material 

remains through storytelling, archaeologists can begin to understand the people of the 

culture they are studying. Her work is novel and has inspired many, including Spector. 

Spector followed Tringham’s work with a full case study of the Wahpeton Dakota 

summer village. In discussing her archaeological findings, Spector included her own 

self-reflections and experiences, creating a dialogue between herself and the 

archaeological remains.17 Her work began a movement within archaeology that pushed 

archaeologists to realize that they have been describing the material remains of 

cultures, but not the people from these cultures.  

Schrire’s work, like Spector’s, attempts to bring the human being back into the 

equation through storytelling.18 I have similarly found inspiration with the work of 

McIntosh in the Middle Niger in Africa.19 In a place ravaged by colonialization, 

McIntosh’s work strives to bring the colonialized to the forefront. 

Beaudry’s 1998 article creates four stories of individuals who lived at a 

farmhouse in Massachusetts from 1780-1820. She used archaeological evidence, 

diaries, and photographs to create her stories.20 Beaudry’s work highlights that if 

different stories are created using the same archaeological evidence then there is more 

than one definite way to interpret material remains. Following the notion of bringing 

back human beings into the discussion as done by Spector, Schrire, and Tringham, 

                                                 
16 Tringham, (1991). 
17 Spector, (1993). 
18 Schrire, (1995). 
19 McIntosh, (1998). 
20 Beaudry, (1998). 
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Edmonds’ 1999 book reimagines the humans living during the Neolithic in Britain. He 

argues that archaeological records lack the human and that archaeologists cannot 

understand the past if they do not bring people, whose pasts they are attempting to 

understand, into the discussion.21  

Joyce uses Tringham, Beaudry, and Spector’s work (among others) to talk 

about the use of language in the discussion of archaeological remains within a post-

processual framework. She argues that the use of fictive storytelling allows for 

archaeologists to connect different groups of people and she critiques how the field of 

archaeology has typically presented their findings (i.e. removing the humans from the 

ruins).22 Hodder’s 2003 book argues that while dialogue in archaeology is a good step, 

archaeologists need to engage with the people and the community of whose material 

culture they are excavating.23 Like Joyce, Hodder is working within a post-processual 

framework and argues that in order to get at the meaning behind the material remains, 

a larger discussion of the culture and community needs to occur. In order to argue his 

point, he uses Çatalhöyük as a case study. For him fictive stories help to realize post-

processual ideas.  

Following the work of Tringham and Joyce, Gear and Gear argue that fictive 

storytelling allows for archaeologists to connect their findings with a wide range of 

people.24 Additionally, fiction pushes archaeologist to interpret the archaeological 

                                                 
21 Edmonds, (1999). 
22 Joyce, (2002). 
23 Hodder, (2003). 
24 Gear and Gear, (2003). 
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records in different ways which forces them to rethink the conclusions that are typical. 

Shanks incorporates such notions when he discusses the need for the imagination in 

archaeological discourse. He argues that the use of the imagination allows for 

archaeologists to become more open to the possible ways to interpret the 

archaeological record.  

Lastly, Mickel has argued that fictive storytelling is essential in archaeology. 

She argues that without fictive storytelling, archaeologists lose sight of the human 

beings behind the objects it is not possible to understand the cultures we excavate. By 

presenting multiple viewpoints of the archaeological record, as Beaudry did, 

archaeologists can become closer to understanding the cultures of the past.25 While all 

of these scholar’s work is influential, none of them have used the methodology of 

fictive storytelling on LH tombs from the Argolid. This is where my research comes 

in. In order to define what is meant by fictive storytelling, I employ Mickel’s 

definition. Mickel comes to her definition by looking at the historical use of fictive 

storytelling and post-processual thought.26 Ultimately, she argues that fiction can be a 

‘scientific’ approach. She argues that a correct definition of ‘fictive storytelling’ is the 

following: 

What segregates fictive narrative from other writing is the existence of 

three integral characteristics: first, the possibility of creating a narrative 

voice that diverges from the author’s real perspective (Joyce, 2002: 12; 

Lamarque, 1990: 148). Second, fictive narrative implies an invitation to 

thematic interpretation, and to a critical examination of the conditions 

impacting the construction of the narrative (Deetz, 1988: 16; Lamarque, 

1990: 148; Pluciennik, 1999: 656). Finally, it entails an engagement 

                                                 
25 Mickel, (2012a), (2012b), and (2013).  
26 Mickel, (2012b), 110. 
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with the reader that transcends direct and straightforward 

representation, relying additionally on evoking emotional and visceral 

reactions as productive and communicative tools (Lamarque, 1990: 

148; White, 1987: 180).27 

When the phrase ‘fictive storytelling’ is used throughout this thesis, this is the 

meaning behind the phrase. Thus, my project uses such methodology as a way to 

revisit LH tomb studies.  

The Focus 

This project aims to discuss LH Period burial practices and tombs in the 

eastern plain of the Argolid since this region if home to the largest concentration of 

LH sites on mainland Greece. The Argolid was heavily settled during this period due 

to fertile soils and trade connections including roads from Attics throughout the 

Peloponnese.28 Within the LH, the Argolid experienced several changes which are 

most able to be seen in the funerary context.29 In the MH there was a population 

decline, levels of destruction, and social regression which was reversed in the LH. 

During the LH there was a population growth, increase in settlement construction, and 

a three-tiered site hierarchy.30 Within the funerary context, the LH witnessed an 

increase in tomb reuse, exotic funerary goods (i.e. Mediterranean-wide trade system), 

and wealthy tomb construction.31 Thus, funerary contexts provide a way to study the 

LH buried as it provides the best evidence to understand the community in the 

                                                 
27 Mickel, (2012b), 110. 
28 Voutsaki, (2010), 599. 
29 Voutsaki, (2010), 603. 
30 Voutsaki, (2010), 602-603. 
31 Voutsaki, (2010), 604. 
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Argolid. In order to do so, I will focus on the LH remains in the cemeteries at Asine 

and Prosymna. These two sites date from the Middle to Late Helladic Period (2200-

1075/50 BCE)32, primarily, and are about 26 kilometers from each other.  

 

     Figure1.1. Map of Greece 

While, the sites of Asine and Prosymna are not the most well-known LH sites 

(Figure 1.1), they each provide their own unique context in which burial patterns can 

be revealed by reexamining their respective history. Asine and Prosymna were two 

minor sites during the LH. Prosymna contained only burial activity in the LH while 

Asine was a settlement with houses and cemeteries dating to the LH. However, both of 

these sites use the same tomb construction during this time period (chamber tombs) 

and buried their dead very similarly (multiple interments, funerary goods, and, 

perhaps, evidence of ritual behavior). As a result, these two cemeteries are similar 

                                                 
32 The dating if from Manning, (2010), 23. 
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enough to be compared to discuss burial practices from the LH (1700-1075/50 BCE)33 

in the Argolid.  

Aims and Objectives  

The aims of this project are twofold. The first being that archaeologists do not 

uncover an intact world, but instead they find bits and pieces. Their job is to try and 

makes sense of these fragments. This idea is discussed in detail in Chapter Four. 

Second, the way past excavators dug and documented their sites directly affects how 

current and future archaeologists can reexamine the material remains. This is 

discussed in Chapters Two and Three. 

Therefore, the objectives of this thesis are the following. Chapter Two explores 

a localized history of tomb archaeology in the region starting with Schliemann and 

going through Panagiotis Stamatakis, Christos Tsountas, Georg Karo, Carl Blegen, B. 

Sjöberg, James C. Wright and Evangelia Pappi, and Angus Smith, Evangelia Pappi, 

Marky K. Dabney, Sevasti Triantaphyllou, and James C. Wright. Specifically, I will 

be discussing the “how” of their methodologies. “How” have each of these excavators 

approached Late Helladic tombs. Some mention will be made of excavations outside 

of the Argolid in order to provide some clarification of excavation practices. This 

discussion of how previous excavators dug their sites will allow for a clearer 

understanding of the remains and the gaps in the archaeological record. Chapter Three, 

then, delves deep into the idiosyncratic history of Asine and Prosymna since these are 

the case studies I employ in my larger discussion about the benefits of fictive 

                                                 
33 The dating if from Manning, (2010), 23. 
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storytelling in archaeology. In this chapter, I discuss the history of the site, the 

excavation history, and the conclusions drawn by the excavators. Finally, in Chapter 

Four, I reimagine these histories through imaginative storytelling in order to discuss 

the sites and gain insight into their material remains. I have created six fictive stories 

surrounding different tombs from Asine and Prosymna. The stories are a reimagining 

of the moment of excavation, the funeral (following Loring Danforth’s work),34 

reimagining myself as the individual burier (following Robert Harrison’s work),35 a 

relaying of artifacts found in a tomb, a case study of a pattern on site (following Bryan 

Burns’ work),36 and my experience finding the chamber tombs at Asine. I argue that 

the use of imaginative storytelling allows for excavators to be more open to possible 

interpretations of artifacts as it does not presuppose one meaning onto the objects.  

Terminology 

Before getting into the history of the field, it is necessary to lay out important 

terminology that will be employed throughout this thesis. The phrase “Bronze Age” 

refers to the culture throughout the Mediterranean. This period corresponds to the ‘rise 

of civilization’ and covers a range of cultures who all share the use of bronze 

weapons. In terms of dating, the Bronze Age is broken into geographical units (Crete, 

Cycladic Islands, and the mainland (Helladic)). Early archaeologists on the Greek 

mainland (such as Schliemann, Stamatakis, Tsountas, and Karo) referred to the 

                                                 
34 Danforth, (1982). 
35 Harrison, (2003). 
36 Burns, (2012). 
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Helladic Period (dating from 3100/3000-1075/50 BCE)37 as the Mycenaean Period, 

which links the material remains to a single site of Mycenae. The Mycenaeans were a 

culture which rose in the Middle Bronze Age and flourished in the LBA and had rich 

citadels throughout the mainland of Greece. Scholars believed they were a warrior 

culture due to the presence of walls in the cities and the high amount of weapons. The 

term Helladic, on the other hand, (used by later archaeologists such as Blegen, 

Sjöberg, Wright, and Paliaiologou and is the current accepted term) refers to the 

culture on the mainland of Greece dating from 3100/3000-1075-50 BCE and 

necessitates some form of ‘Greekness.’ Dating of the Aegean Bronze Age is subjective 

and has changed over time with the addition of new information, but I will use the 

dates set by Manning, (2010)38 as my guide (Figures 1.2 and 1.3). Figure 1.2 shows 

dating based off of cultural trends. Note that Mycenaean is not included since the 

Mycenaean Period is the Helladic Period.  

                                                 
37 The dating if from Manning, (2010), 23. 
38 Manning, (2010), 11-28. 
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Figure1.2. Relative Chronology for the Aegean Bronze Age 

Figure 1.3 shows the dating based on carbon, not cultural trends.  

 

Figure1.3. Absolute Chronology for the Aegean Bronze Age 
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In order to lessen confusion, I will stick to the terminology of the excavators in 

Chapters Two and Three and then use Helladic exclusively in Chapter Four.    

 Furthermore, there are several aspects to burials and defining them clearly is 

necessary to prevent confusion. While there are multiple meanings to these terms I 

will be using terminology as I define it here for the rest of this thesis. Firstly, ‘tombs’ 

are the architectural remains which housed the burials. Secondly, the term ‘burial’ 

denotes the collection of funerary goods and the skeletons buried within the tombs. 

Burials can take the form of inhumations (laid out skeletal remains) as opposed to 

cremations and burned remains which are indicative of later periods. Secondly, 

Thirdly, ‘interment’ is the act of placing a body with its funerary goods within the 

tomb. And lastly, ‘funerary goods’ are the artifacts that are associated with the buried 

individual. In order to lesson confusion, when I use these specific terms these are their 

respective meanings. 

 Tombs can take numerous forms, the three most popular forms in the LH 

Argolid region (and will be the focus of this research) are the tholos, chamber, and 

shaft. The tholos tomb (or beehive tomb) contains a long dromos (entranceway) and 

dome structure made of cobbled stone (Figure 1.4).39  

                                                 
39 Mee, (2010), 285. 
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   Figure1.4. Tholos Tomb 

The circular dome structure would serve as the chamber in which the burials would be 

housed. The second type, chamber tombs, are structures cut into rock and have a 

doorway, dromos, and chamber.40 Many times, the chamber would also have separate 

structures (niches cut into walls, for example), cists (stone built tomb, typically in the 

form of a rectangular, in the ground) and the chamber could be either circular, like a 

tholos, or rectangular (Figure 1.5).41 This type of structure will be the primary burials 

of the LH at Prosymna and Asine and will be discussed in detail in Chapter Three.  

   

  Figure1.5. Chamber Tomb 

Shaft graves consisted of rectangular shaft cut into the rock and earth (Figure Six).  

                                                 
40 Ibid. 
41 Mee, (2010), 285. 
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     Figure1.4. Shaft Tomb 

The most famous example of shaft graves is from Grave Circle A at Mycenae.42 Thus, 

with these terms in mind, let us turn to the history of Late Helladic tomb excavations. 

                                                 
42 A structure that will be explored in Chapter Two. 
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CHAPTER II 

LOCALIZED HISTORY 

Introduction 

Any attempt to reexamine previously excavated Late Helladic cemeteries has 

to contend with the history of Late Helladic Period (henceforth LH) burial 

archaeology. Past methodologies, from styles of excavation to the way previous 

archaeologists have described burials has directly affected the way scholars might 

approach LH burials today and in the future. However, such history of the field 

demands more than a consideration of key figures,43 it has to account for innovations 

in methodology, from technological advances to styles of fieldwork and techniques, 

since the question of how best to approach burials has changed dramatically. As 

Witmore has pointed out, the production of archaeological knowledge varies with 

different collectives of people, instruments, standards, media, etc. When “situated 

along a continuum, which is constantly refined or, at times, radically renegotiated . . . 

cross-generationally, this results in incompatibilities between various datasets.”44 

These differences make it hard to compare and contrast excavated tombs and the 

artifacts collected over the last century. For anyone who seeks to reexamine LH 

burials, a thorough history of field practice is necessary as I do in this project. Still, in 

this endeavor, one must not judge past excavators too harshly. Witmore states, “As 

any good historian will tell us, to cast judgment on past practices with contemporary 

                                                 
43 See Olsen, et al, (2012), Chapter Three for an example of creating a history which focuses on key 

figures.  
44 Witmore, (2009), 523. 
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archaeology as the meter-stick for such measures is to fail to recognize the constraints 

which mobilized those very practices in the first place.”45 With the pace of new 

advancements, archaeologists face a constant difficulty: how to evaluate previous 

archaeological techniques.   

This chapter does not concern itself with broad disciplinary histories of the 

field.46 Rather, in writing a history of LBA burial archaeology, it aims are more 

circumscribed. Succinctly, it develops localized history of tomb archaeology in the 

Argolid (i.e. how have past archaeologists approached LBA burials). In so doing, it 

focuses on the archaeological practices of Schliemann, Stamatakis, Tsountas, Karo, 

Blegen, Sjöberg, Wright, and Paliaiologou. These archaeologists attempted to 

understand the prehistoric societies of the region through burials and, thus, created the 

foundation from which my work comes from. Yet, over the course of nearly 150 years 

they employed radically different methodologies. Let us begin at the first excavations 

to uncover the world of Homer in the 19th century.  

Schliemann 

 The remains of Mycenaean civilization have been of great interest since 

antiquity. For instance, scholars such as Ian Morris have discussed how much value 

past scholars have placed in Homer in their understanding of Mycenaean social 

history.47 Whitley properly points out that in order to comprehend the field of LH 

                                                 
45 Witmore, (2009), 513. 
46 See Cline (2012), Daniel (1967), Dyson (2006), Hodder (2003), Lucas (2012), Morris (1994),  

Schnapp (1997), Trigger (2006) for examples of a board discipline history.  
47 Morris, (1986), 81. 
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archaeology, it is vitally important to know how the quest to find the Homeric world 

played a role.48 The desire to find the world of Homer largely influenced how early 

archaeologists approached sites, later understood in terms of prehistory. There are two 

schools of thought. The first is to ‘dig with a trowel in one hand and a text in the 

other’.49 The second, arises out of the German tradition of Altertumswissenschaf. 

Alterumswissenschaf was originally a philological concept, but was transferred to 

archaeology in the early nineteen century. The idea was that detailed, scientific studies 

of antiquity could provide a new way of looking at the past.50 However, the first 

notable German archaeologist to concern himself with Late Bronze Age remains, 

Heinrich Schliemann, was an outsider as he did not use altertumswissenschaf.51 

Indeed, in beginning with Homer and Pausanias, which at that time was not considered 

to have any historical validity, he conducted excavates at Troy and Mycenae.52 

Because of this (and other reasons), Schliemann would become one of the most 

controversial figures of early Greek archaeology.  

 Using texts as his guide from the start, he was explicit concerning his purpose 

in excavating Mycenae—to prove that this site belonged to some of the heroes of 

Homer’s epics. Schliemann’s excavations at Mycenae and Tiryns, established him as a 

pioneer, a point reinforced by figures following in his wake, like Blegen, McDonald, 

and Wace. While many critique him for his methodologies, there were many 

                                                 
48 Whitley, (2002), 217. 
49 Lucas, (2012), 22. 
50 Morris, (1994), 25. 
51 Note that Schliemann referred to his findings as Mycenaean, not Bronze Age nor Helladic. Thus, 

during the discussion of his work, I will stick to his terminology.  
52 Morris, (1994), 25. 
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innovations within his work: the use of test trenches, comparative approaches to 

artifacts, use of photography, and his quick turnaround with publication.53 

Additionally, he consulted professionals in different fields and refined his techniques, 

including the plans, maps, and illustrations of the artifacts.54 Of course, he did not 

document and analyze everything he revealed, but few did at that time.55 So, this is not 

all that surprising for one of the first archaeologists of Greek prehistoric archaeology. 

Thus, in several ways, Schliemann deserves the place as a pioneer, particularly with 

regard to the practice of creating a detailed excavation report.  

Schliemann’s initial work at Mycenae started in late February of 1874 with 

about twenty workmen and lasted for five days.56 He sank forty-three trenches and six 

of them produced encouraging results as he uncovered two Cyclopean house-walls, 

tombstone slabs, female idols, and small cow figurines.57 However, due to the fact that 

he did not gain the proper documents from the Greek government, the work stopped 

and Schliemann had to wait until 1876 to restart his work on site.58  

On August 7th, 1876, Schliemann returned to Mycenae. He started with sixty-

three workmen which he divided into three crews.59 Twelve workers began at the 

Lions’ Gate, forty-three worked 40 feet from the gate in a 113 feet long trench, and the 

rest dug on the southern side of the Treasury in the lower city.60 By August 19th, 1876, 

                                                 
53 Runnels, (2002), 2-3. 
54 Runnels, (2002), 17. 
55 Runnels, (2002), 8-9. 
56 Deuel, (1977), 222. 
57 Schliemann, (1880), 61. 
58 Deuel, (1977), 222-226. 
59 Schliemann, (1880), 62. 
60 Ibid.  
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Schliemann expanded his work force and had on average one hundred and twenty-five 

workmen and four horse-carts on site each day.61 The result of his excavations proved 

promising. The excavations near the gate revealed remains of a Hellenistic city on top 

of Mycenaean remains.62 The presence of various types of painted pottery (jugs, vases, 

goblets, and idols) and bronze fragments allowed him to conclude that he was 

excavating a level dating to the Mycenaean Period (also known as the LH 1700-

1075/50 BCE).63 Near the northern end of the trench Schliemann uncovered two 

tombstones (one highly fragmentary and the second being the famous hunting scene 

tombstone).64 In the trench 40 feet from the gate, at about 3-4 feet in depth he 

uncovered ash of burnt animal bones.65  

Schliemann began excavating the tombs on the Acropolis at Mycenae in 

1876.66 He identified five shaft-graves by the uncovering of sepulchre (tombstones) 

(like the two mentioned above). These shaft-graves were within a stone circle, thus he 

named this structure the Agora Circle (which would later be called Grave Circle A 

(GCA)).67 As he dug, he noted evidence of ash (typically he would conclude that this 

was evidence of sacrifice).68 He documented what objects he found and sometimes 

gave a brief explanation of the items.69 Yet, it is important to note that Schliemann 

                                                 
61 Schliemann, (1880), 87. 
62 Schliemann, (1880), 63-64. 
63 Schliemann, (1880), 64-76. 
64 Schliemann, (1880), 80. 
65 Schliemann, (1880), 88. 
66 Schliemann, (1880), 151. 
67 Schliemann, (1880), 128. On page 125 he provides an explanation for why he calls it the Agora 

Circle-he envisions people sitting on the circle listening to poetry.  
68 Schliemann, (1880), 152. See page 155 for an additional example.  
69 See Schliemann 1880 Chapter 7 for additional information.  
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does not provide any information about how he dug these tombs. A trend that will be 

consistent throughout his report. Additionally, he cites ancient texts (Homer and 

Pausanias) which seem, to him, appropriate in aiding him in identifying what these 

structures were (a practice that was typical of the time).70  

Schliemann also uncovered two tholos tombs. One was the Treasury of Atreus 

(sometimes called the Tomb of Agamemnon) found in 1876. The second was the tomb 

of Clytemnestra (Schliemann called this tomb Mrs. Schliemann’s tomb as she was the 

primary excavator).71 The tomb of Clytemnestra was started in 1879 by Mrs. 

Schliemann and continued by Tsountas.72 In his discussion of the Treasury of Atreus, 

Schliemann recounts a story of Veli Pasha in 1820 who excavated it and took away all 

of the bones, statues, and ornaments.73 Thus, the tomb was ‘robbed.’ In regards to 

Schliemann’s excavation of the Treasury of Atreus, like that of the shaft graves, he 

does not provide any information about his methodology. However, he does provide 

the dimensions and description of the architecture as well as note any artifacts 

revealed.74 He also provides a comparison with the Treasury of Minyas in 

Orchomenus in terms of the decoration on each tomb.75  

In the description of the work on the tomb of Clytemnestra, he notes that there 

were thirty workmen and two horse-carts. Additionally, he points out that they were 

                                                 
70 See Schliemann 1880 Chapter 7 for examples of this. Wace (1949) also cites passages from ancient 

authors.  
71 Schliemann, (1880), 118-120. 
72 Wace, (1949), 35. 
73 Schliemann, (1880), 49-50. 
74 Schliemann, (1880), 43-49. 
75 Schliemann, (1880), 45. 
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having difficulty removing the larges stones that had fallen from the ceiling.76 

However, he does not mention any further methodology, but describes the dimensions, 

architecture and artifacts uncovered.77 Although, in his October 30th, 1876 entry, 

Schliemann notes that he wanted to excavate the foundations of a Hellenic house 

above the lower dromos, but the Greek government refused. So, he was unable to 

uncover the debris.78 Thus, it appears that Schliemann did identify different layers 

(most likely dating based off of pottery; though he does not say this). While there are 

limitations to Schliemann’s methodologies, he provided a foundation for later 

archaeologists to build off of, one being Panagiotis Stamatakis.   

Stamatakis 

Following Schliemann’s excavations, Panagiotis Stamatakis dug at Mycenae 

from 1877-1878. The life of Stamatakis is largely unknown, but in 1866 he began his 

work as the assistant to the Ephor General of Antiquities and started excavating in 

1876 in Boeotia.79 Stamatakis was then sent as the ephor by the Greek government in 

1876 to oversee Schliemann’s excavations (the relationship between the two men was 

not respectful).80 Through the reports Stamatakis sent to the Greek government it is 

revealed that during Schliemann’s 1876 season Stamatakis supervised and recorded 

the finds.81 Additionally, from his detailed notes it can be determined that Stamatakis 

                                                 
76 Schliemann, (1880), 119. 
77 Schliemann, (1880), 119-121 and 139-141.  
78 Schliemann, (1880), 139. 
79 Traill, (2012), 79. 
80 Deuel, (1977), 226. Schliemann and Stamatakis did not get along as Schliemann saw him as a 

nuisance and Stamatakis did not agree with Schliemann’s excavation techniques. Deuel, (1977), 227. 
81 Traill, (2012), 84. 
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practiced meticulous recording and he argued that it was important to document the 

contexts of the tombs. The context, he argued, provided further evidence to interpret 

the material remains. Additionally, Stamatakis believed in documenting findings that 

dated to period later than Mycenaean.82 This practice was different than Schliemann’s.  

Thus, following Schliemann’s departure from Mycenae, Stamatakis continued 

the excavation and documented his findings meticulously. Stamatakis’ revealed a sixth 

shaft-grave in the GCA in 1887.83 Stamatakis is responsible for the identification and 

reclassification of the shaft-graves in GCA.84 He also cleared the debris from the 

Treasury of Atreus.85 In regards to the Treasury of Atreus, Stamatakis states that he 

found remains of a retaining wall, which supported the conical roof.86 Following his 

work at Mycenae, Stamatakis excavated at Prosymna in 1878. There he revealed a 

large tholos tomb (the only one on site).87 His work at Prosymna provided more 

insight into the construction of large tholos tombs as he compared the tholoi from 

Mycenae and Prosymna and could identify similar construction practices.88  

Tsountas 

Christos Tsountas was a Greek archaeologist who was assigned by the Greek 

government to continue the work at Mycenae in 1884 following Stamatakis’ 

departure.89 As mentioned by Shelton, Tsountas’ work was instrumental for 

                                                 
82 Traill, (2012), 84. 
83 Wace, (1949), 21. 
84 Wace, (1949), 59. 
85 Wace, (1949), 21. 
86 Wace, (1949), 40. 
87 Blegen, (1937), 1. 
88 Wace, (1949), 45. 
89 Tsountas and Manatt, (1897), xi. 
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understanding Mycenaean civilization.90 Tsountas started at the uppermost part of the 

citadel and worked methodically down the site.91 In shifting the focus away from the 

prestige goods and grave circles, which had characterized Schliemann’s work, 

Tsountas’ excavations focused on the wider citadel and on the ‘non-royal’ tombs. 

Through studying the artistic remains, architecture, and settlement of Mycenae, 

Tsountas provides the first in depth study of Mycenaean culture, not focusing 

primarily on the tombs.92 Tsountas’ methods were not without their problems—there 

was a lack of detailed notes about the excavations, disregard of small stone and metal 

finds as well as pottery.93 Furthermore, only two out of, possibly, four excavation 

journals from his Mycenae excavations have survived and access to the journals is 

very restricted.94 The fate of his journals and the restrictions on them make 

documenting his excavations extremely difficult. 

Tsountas revealed the palace in 1886, which was located under a Hellenistic 

temple.95 This temple he labels as Doric from the sixth century BCE and the 

foundations of the temple are above a palace from the Mycenaean era (which Shelton 

notes as being part of the IIIB building phase (1330/15-1200/1190 BCE)).96 He also 

worked on the private house (now called the Tsountas House) near the palace.97 

                                                 
90 Shelton, (2006), 159. 
91 Tsountas and Manatt, (1897), 7. 
92 Tsountas and Manatt, (1897). See Shelton (2006) for additional information.  
93 Shelton, (2006), 160. 
94 Ibid. 
95 See Klein, Nancy L. 1997. "Excavation of the Greek Temples at Mycenae by the British School at 

Athens". The Annual of the British School at Athens. 92: 247-322 for a further discussion of this 

temple.  
96 Tsountas and Manatt, (1897), 55 and Shelton, (2006), 160-161. 
97 Tsountas and Manatt, (1897), 67-82. 
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Shelton mentions that in 1888, his work continued to focus on the area of the Palace 

and moved east towards the underground cistern and in 1889, he uncovered several 

houses on the southwestern part of the citadel. Most of this excavation and the 

material from it was left undocumented.98 In regards to his methodology, Tsountas 

does not provide any information about how he excavated or how many people 

worked with him.  

After Schliemann’s work on the ‘royal’ tombs, Tsountas reasoned that the 

tombs of ‘non-royals’ had to be outside of the walls. Thus, over the course of several 

seasons, beginning in 1887 until 1902, Tsountas located and excavated chamber tombs 

on the slopes of the surrounding hills.99 Tsountas describes the two types of ‘royal’ 

tombs as: “oblong pit sunk vertically in the ground” (these are also identified as shaft 

graves) and tholos tombs.100 Shelton notes that Tsountas’ work represents the first 

efforts to document Mycenaean burials, funerary goods, and architecture.101 Over the 

course of five years, Tsountas would lay bare one hundred and three chamber tombs, 

three tholos tombs, and four others of ambiguous architectural type.102 The three 

tholos tombs and four ambiguous are the following:  Panagia (1887),103 the Cyclopean 

tomb (1891),104 Epaho Phournos (1892),105 Kato Phournos (1892),106 tomb of 

                                                 
98 Shelton, (2006), 160. 
99 Shelton, (2006), 162. 
100 Tsountas and Manatt, (1897), 83. 
101 Shelton, (2006), 162. 
102 Shelton, (2006), 162-163. It should be noted that Wace labels the ‘four ambiguous tombs’ as tholos 

tombs. Tsountas labels all of these as tholos tombs (1897), 116. 
103 Wace, (1949), 33. 
104 Wace, (1949), 42. 
105 Wace, (1949), 34. 
106 Wace, (1949), 44. 
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Aegisthus (1892),107 Lion tomb (1892),108 and Tomb of Genii (1896).109 In terms of 

his methodology in excavating the tombs, Tsountas does not provide any indication of 

how he dug. But, Shelton mentions, that as with his work on the citadel, there are 

several limitations to these excavations. Only sixty vases were kept in total from all of 

the tombs despite the number of examples.110 It can be argued, then, that his work, 

while more encompassing than his previous excavators, did have several limitations. 

Despite these setbacks, Tsountas paved the way for subsequent research by identifying 

and documenting Mycenaean civilization and tombs.  

Besides his active excavations, Tsountas also attempted to reexamine 

Schliemann’s work. While discussing the GCA, he mentions Schliemann’s reliance on 

ancient Greek texts and argues that “for a clear conception of ancient burial one 

should see the tomb itself with its tenants and their offerings about them.”111 Thus, 

Tsountas urges for the architecture of the tomb to play as much of a role in the 

interpretation as the findings within. He also attempts to reimagine the burial process 

and the funeral through studying the remains.112 Tsountas, then, reevaluates the 

material remains uncovered by Schliemann and Stamatakis from GCA.113 Tsountas 

notes that there are 19 tholos tombs identified (by 1897) in the surrounding region.114 

                                                 
107 Wace, (1949), 38. 
108 Wace, (1949), 39. 
109 Wace, (1949), 45. 
110 Shelton, (2006), 163. 
111 Tsountas and Manatt, (1897), 91. 
112 Tsountas and Manatt, (1897), 96. 
113 Tsountas and Manatt, (1897), 81-114. 
114 Tsountas and Manatt, (1897), 116. 
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Thus, it appears that tholos tombs were a common architectural form in the Argolid 

region.  

 Out of these three early archaeologists, only Schliemann provides an idea of 

what daily work was like on site. He provides the number of workmen he employed, 

but none of the three provide any information about what type of tools they used. Nor 

did they document all of their findings. Yet, their contribution to understanding 

Mycenaean culture cannot be understated. These three archaeologists laid the 

foundation of early archaeological practices and the critical development of LH burial 

archaeology. Following their work, there was a large expansion of archaeological 

excavation of Mycenaean material in the Argolid. Here the work of Georg Karo at 

Mycenae and Carl Blegen at Prosymna was fundamental.  

Karo 

 Several scholars have attempted to reexamine these early excavations at 

Mycenae.115 Georg Karo’s Die Schachtgräber Von Mykenai provides one of the first 

reexaminations of the Schliemann, Stamatakis, and Tsountas’ work. This 1930 

publication attempted to combine the three archaeologists’ work and provide some 

context on their findings. While, this work is not active excavation, it provided the 

first framework as to how to reexamine previously archaeological material.  

Blegen 

Classical archaeology witnessed a boom in activity with the big digs of the 

nineteenth century (the Germans at Olympia and the French at Delphi). Prehistory, 
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however, would expand greatly in the twentieth century. Carl Blegen of the University 

of Cincinnati followed the work of Schliemann, Stamatakis, and Tsountas in the 

excavation of LH tombs in the Argolid region. Carl Blegen began working at 

Prosymna in 1925 following on the work at Stamatakis and others.116 Blegen always 

had a team of scholars (ranging from architects, artists, and pottery experts) as well as 

workmen. He notes that the average number of workmen changed depending on the 

season. During the first season (March 9th-May 10th, 1925) the average was thirty-six. 

The second season (April 17th-May 31st, 1927) averaged forty workmen.117 The last 

season (April 17th to June 8th, 1928) had an average of forty-one workmen.118  

 In terms of his methodology, Blegen notes that as part of his work on the 

settlement of the Acropolis, his team attempted to identify stratification by making 20 

centimeter (or less) passes. He recognized that at least two strata could be identified.119 

While Schliemann noted different layers, Blegen carefully recorded the stratigraphical 

layers.120 However, in terms of the tombs he had an employ a different methodology. 

He states that “the sepulchers were usually discovered by means of long, narrow, 

exploratory trenches, which followed the natural contour lines below outcropping 

ledges of conglomerate, which thus cut transversely across the dromoi of the 

tombs.”121 Once the collapsed material was cleared and the floor was reached, the 

                                                 
116 A full history of the past excavators will be established in the next chapter.  
117 Blegen, (1937), 6. 
118 Blegen, (1937), 7. 
119 Blegen, (1937), 8. 
120 See Lucas (2012) for additional information about Wheeler and Harris’ matrixes and their 

contributions to the field of archaeology. But such a discussion is outside the scope of my thesis.  
121 Blegen, (1937), 8. 
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workers began excavating with small knives and hooked implements to ensure the 

preservation of the deposits.122 Objects were not removed until they were documented, 

numbered, drawn, and photographed in situ.123 Blegen further states that all sherds 

were collected in hopes of repair. Vase repair and identification was done either at the 

National Museum in Athens or at the German Archaeological Institute.124 In 1930, the 

team conducted a study season during which the jewelry and beads were cleaned, 

documented, and photographed. In addition, water-color drawings of the artifacts were 

produced.125 

  As noted above, Blegen attempted to distinguish different time periods of 

burial (or occupation) of the tombs. An example of which is Tomb 34, which dates 

primarily to the Late Helladic (1700-1075/50 BCE). Blegen stated that Tomb 34 has 

two distinct time periods of occupation and fifteen individual interments.126 The layer 

above the collapsed ceiling could be as late as the end of the eighth century BCE due 

to the presence of an oenochoe, a skyphos with Protocorinthian fabric, two unpainted 

large jugs, a small jug, and one cup (noting a Geometric ‘layer’).127 In terms of 

interments, Blegen identifies the order of interment based off the artifacts and whether 

material was pushed to the side to make room for a new interment. An example of his 

                                                 
122 Blegen, (1937), 8. 
123 Ibid. 
124 Ibid. 
125 Blegen, (1937), 9. 
126 Blegen, (1937), 110-112. The way Blegen talks about interment can be analyzed through Schiffer’s 

idea of formation processes (1987). In sum, deposits occur through different processes and the deposits 

in graves (and for rituals) is known as ritual deposits and the wealth and power of the individual can 

influence the sorts of deposits. See Chapter Four of Schiffer (1987) for additional information on this.  
127 Blegen, (1937), 110-112.  
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dating methods can be seen in terms of the five cists in Tomb 34. The following are 

the findings in each cist. Cist One: two skulls, shattered bones, several ceramics 

(potsherds, nine vases, four shallow cups, two jugs, one alabastron, and two 

amphorae); Cist Two: one skull, few bones that were blackened as a result of 

fumigation, but no objects were found;  Cist Three: two skulls and several objects of 

ceramic (a shallow cup, a flaring cup, a jug, and stirrup vase); Cist Four: a total of five 

skulls could be identified and several objects of ceramic (two cups of different types, 

three jugs, three alabastra, three amphorae, and a feeding-bottle); Cist Five: one skull 

and bones which were unable to be identified due to their condition. Unlike the others, 

Cist Five was very deep and yielded objects not just of ceramic (two small pots, a jug, 

and rhyton), but also of metal (tip of a bronze arrowhead, three obsidian arrowheads, 

and a round bead of glass paste). Blegen dates the cists in the following order from 

oldest to youngest: Cist Two, Cist Three, Cist Four, Cist One, and Cist Five based off 

of the amount of artifacts within each cist.128 Thus, Blegen determined the phasing of 

tombs based off of the artifacts in each interment.  

 From his first tomb excavation (Tomb 1) in 1925, Blegen distinguished 

between different interments in terms of phasing. He did so by dating pottery types. 

For example, he notes shattered pottery found in the doorway among shattered 

bones.129 His team reassembled a vase from this deposit and dated it to the LHI 

(1700/1675-1625/00 BCE).130 In another deposit in Tomb 1 on the right-hand side of 

                                                 
128 Blegen, (1937), 112-115. All the information in this paragraph come from these three pages. 
129 Blegen, (1937), 70. 
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the chamber, Blegen dated a vase to LHIII (1420/1400-1075/50 BCE).131 He argues 

that the tomb was first opened in LHI and close in the early LHIII.132 Thus, it can be 

determined that from the start Blegen attempted to date the different interments based 

of pottery classification. Yet, as his excavation continued he became more precise in 

determining the different phasing of tombs based off of the layering of sediment and 

artifacts. For instance in Tomb 17, which was excavated in the second season (1927), 

Blegen determined that there were “four or five separate and distinct layers” of 

interments in the tomb.133 For instance the third layer was determined after his team 

cleared a fill of earth at the depth of .25 meters and all of the pottery in this layer dates 

to LHIII.134 Thus, Blegen incorporated the use of soil deposits to the dating of pottery 

as a way to date the interments.135  

Archaeologists of the 19th and early 20th century did not perform scientific 

studies such as osteological, botany, or sediment analysis. For example, Blegen, 

during his excavations at Prosymna, did not run any studies on the osteological 

remains from the LH tombs at Prosymna or sediment analysis (nor did Schliemann, 

Stamatakis, or Tsountas at Mycenae). However, Blegen, while excavating at Pylos 

(around thirty years after his excavations at Prosymna), urged the importance of 

including field survey, mapping and consultation of physical anthropologists and 

paleozoologists. By doing such, he posited a clearer understanding of the entire 

                                                 
131 Blegen, (1937), 71. 
132 Ibid. 
133 Blegen, (1937), 53. 
134 Blegen, (1937), 55. 
135 Blegen, (1937), 53-56. However, it is important to note that Blegen did not run a scientific analysis 

on the soil. But used the depth of soil deposits to determine the interments.  
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Helladic Period would be possible.136 Birgitta Sjoberg published a study in 2004 of the 

socio-economic standing of Asine in the Late Helladic III Period (1420/10-1075/50 

BCE).137 Her study will be discussed in detail in Chapter Three.  

Wright, Pappi, ect 

James Wright and Evangelia Pappi conducted archaeological studies of LH 

remains at Nemea with the incorporation of soil and microbiological analysis. This use 

of soil and microbiological studies was the first of its kind in the Argolid. Wright and 

Pappi began their 2002 and 2003 seasons excavating tombs at Barnavos after being 

informed of a robbed chamber tomb in the region.138 Due to another Mycenaean 

settlement nearby (Tsoungiza) the archaeologists hoped to uncover a cemetery at 

Barnavos in order to compare evidence with the remains uncovered at Tsoungiza.139 

Their team began their excavation by setting up a grid and cleared the area 

surrounding the robbed tomb in hopes of finding additional tombs.140 They first 

excavated the spoil heap outside of the collapsed chamber and “recorded finds 

according to meter grid designations (square-meter units, or SMU) and stratigraphic 

units (SU)” and they found no additional tombs immediately next to this one.141 

Wright and Pappi created section drawings and photographed each stratigraphic unit 

of the tomb.142 In regards to the dump, they documented, drew, and catalogued every 

                                                 
136 Spencer, (1998), 33-35. 
137Sjöberg, (2004). 
138 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 607. 
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141 Ibid. 
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artifact uncovered.143 Wright and Pappi followed the same procedure for the chamber 

and dromos of the tomb.144  

Following the excavation of the robbed chamber tomb, the team tested the area 

with test trenches, however this proved to be difficult due to the vegetation of the 

area.145 Thus, in 2002 they conducted a field survey using resistivity meter and a 

Fluxgate gradometer, however due to the steepness of the slop, nature of the surface 

deposits, and modern architecture this failed to produce any results.146 A resistivity 

meter sends ground penetrating radar into the ground to measure the resistance in the 

ground and produces a pictures of the structures. A Fluxgate gradometer measures 

variations in the magnetic field caused by structures underneath the ground. Through 

additional testing in the area, no positive results were produced.147  

Once the active excavation was complete, Wright and Pappi ordered a study on 

the osteological remains to be conducted. Their work took place in accordance with 

the Wiener Laboratory at the American School of Classical Studies in Athens. The 

team attempted to match the fragments of the same skeletal elements, however due to 

the condition of the remains, few estimates regarding age, sex, and number of 

individuals could be reached.148 Overall, 304 human bone fragments were recovered 

(135 from the dump and 169 from the chamber) and 204 of the fragments were 

                                                 
143 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 615-617. 
144 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 617-624. 
145 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 625. 
146 Ibid. 
147 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 625-628. 
148 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 630. 
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unidentifiable.149 It appears that at least four individuals were buried in this tomb (one 

child and three adults).150  

Their team also conducted micromorphological studies on the remains.151 In 

the field, the archaeologists noted color, texture, and stoniness of the soil.152 However, 

no major changes were documented. In terms of micromorphological analysis, the 

team took five undisturbed samples so they could study the soil at a micro level.153 

Additionally, the team conducted palaeobotanical studies by collecting samples “for 

flotation using a water sieve in order to recover remains of any nature, but especially 

archaeobotanical ones, for analysis.”154 Due to the condition of the tomb, no 

meaningful conclusions could be drawn.155 The main conclusion of this excavation “is 

the importance of using soil science and micromorphology for examining 

archaeological contexts…and the careful application of a strict method of collecting 

and documenting the remains.”156 Thus, while the excavation at Barnavos might not 

have yielded important findings for understanding the tomb, it provided a guideline to 

conduct an excavation using soil and micromorphology analysis. This technique has 

become standard practice.  

                                                 
149 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 631-632. 
150 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 634. 
151 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 635. 
152 Ibid. 
153 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 638-641. 
154 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 643. 
155 Ibid. 
156 Wright and Pappi, (2008), 644. 
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Smith, Pappi, Dabney, Triantaphyllou, and Wright 

 Smith and his team excavated a Late Bronze Age chamber tomb cemetery 

during the seasons of 2006-2007 near Nemea at Ayia Sotira.157 The goal of their 

research was “to identify, excavate and protect the remains and to understand them as 

components of the history of Late Bronze Age settlement known primarily from 

excavations of the nearby settlement of Tsoungiza, to which these tombs undoubtedly 

belong.”158 Excavations began after the discovery of illegal digging and Pappi began 

to process the tomb. A total of five tombs were uncovered during the two seasons.159 

During the excavations, the team used “geophysical survey, surface pickup, and test 

trenching.”160 Overall, the material dated from LH IIIA1-LHIIIB2.161 

 During the 2006 season, the excavations began “with geophysical prospecting” 

using a ground penetrating radar in attempts to uncover other archaeological structures 

beneath the ground. A total of fourteen transects were taken.162 Then a surface survey 

was conducted by setting up “2x2 meter squares oriented to the Greek Cartographic 

Service Grid. Surface remains were picked up as a separate unit for each square.”163 

The goal of this was to determine the distribution of artifacts on the surface and 

whether it has an association with the LBA material from the tombs, however mostly 

                                                 
157157 Smith et al, (2009), 95. 
158 Smith et al, (2009), 96. 
159 Ibid. 
160 Ibid. 
161 Ibid. 
162 Smith et al, (2009), 97. 
163 Ibid. 
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“Middle Byzantine Period (late 12th through 14th c.)” was uncovered “although some 

LBA pottery was identifiable.”164  

Following the field survey, the excavators dug fifteen test trenches measuring 

in 4 meters by 0.5 meters and each was dug until sterile soil or bedrock was hit.165 

Through this work, two dromoi were found. In 2007, in order to move faster, the team 

hired a backhoe and they uncovered Tomb 5.166 Additionally, “three Excavation Units 

(EU) were opened. One (EU 32) excavated the robbed chamber tomb (Tomb 2)” and a 

dump nearby which the looters used.167 Another EU 33 focused on a dump near what 

the robbers thought was a chamber tomb dromos and another one (EU 34) focused on 

“the ground around the lower end of the dromos of Tomb 1.”168 In total, five chamber 

tombs were discovered and all of them contained funerary goods.169 The excavators 

focused their discussion on Tombs 3-5. Tomb 3 had scant funerary goods and skeletal 

remains, but there was careful placement of the stone slabs over two pits and a 

placement of one vessel. These placements suggest that deposition occurred with care, 

according to the excavators.170 Tomb 4 was significant, according to the excavators, 

due to as many as six opening of the tomb which suggests a care to reuse this tomb.171 

While Tomb 5 was poorly preserved, but appears to have one or more child burials 

and an offering of a pot made after the initial collapse of the tunnel in the dromos 

                                                 
164 Ibid. 
165 Ibid. 
166 Ibid. 
167 Smith et al, (2009), 97. 
168 Ibid. 
169 Smith et al, (2009), 98-107. 
170 Smith et al, (2009), 99-101. 
171 Smith et al, (2009), 101-103. 
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because no skeletal remains in association with the pot.172 Following the excavations, 

a stable isotope analysis was conducted on the human remains in attempts to 

reconstruct the individuals’ diet of Ayia Sotira.173 In order to reconstruct the diet, the 

scientists used “macroscopic evidence of dental lesions,” δ13C and δ15N values in 

discussion of bone collagen, and “faunal isotope values from Tsoungiza”, Greece.174 

After these studies, the excavators conserved and consolidated the tombs in order to 

protect the site from further looting.175  

Stocker and Davis 

The most current LH burial is the Griffin Warrior tomb at Pylos. While, this 

site is outside of the Argolid, the work done by Jack Davis and Sharon Stocker at 

Pylos starting in 2015 to today directly influences LH excavation and reinterpretation 

of LH burial methodology. In October 2016, Davis and Stocker gave a lecture 

regarding the updates on the Griffin Warrior Tomb. Davis included narrative details 

about the day the Griffin Warrior died. The details Davis focused on were what the 

weather was like, the possible cause of death, and what actions his family took.176 By 

doing such, Davis gave an example of how one could understand Helladic tombs by 

the practice of creating a narrative. This movement will be further discussed in 

Chapter Four. Before one has the ability to create fictive stories surrounding the LH 

cemeteries of Asine and Prosymna, I must first explain how the previous excavators 

                                                 
172 Smith et al, (2009), 103-107. 
173 Smith et al, (2009), 107. 
174 Smith et al, (2009), 107. 
175 Smith et al, (2009), 108. 
176 Stocker and Davis, (2016).  
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approached each site and documented the evidence. In a similar manner to discussing 

LH excavation on the whole, I will now turn to the case studies of Asine and 

Prosymna.  
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CHAPTER III 

PROSYMNA AND ASINE 

In the previous chapter, several Late Helladic (hence forth LH) sites from the 

Peloponnese were highlighted in the discussion of the history of archaeological 

fieldwork and methodologies. As discussed above, the field of LH burials excavations 

has changed dramatically since Schliemann’s excavations at Mycenae. Prosymna and 

Asine, two LH sites in the Argolid, play an important role in the history of Helladic 

archaeology and are my case studies in order to contextualize them properly. This 

chapter will discuss ‘what’ of these excavation. Specifically, what the excavators 

found and how they interpreted the archaeological record. The purpose of this chapter 

is to understand how the excavators used the material culture to come to possible 

conclusions of how burials took place at the two sites. These two sites flourished 

during the Helladic Period (3100/3000-1075/50 BCE) and are both situated in on the 

periphery of the Argive Plain in the Peloponnese (Figure 3.1). This region, as stated in 

the previous chapter, is home to some of it most renowned sites and thus, has born 

witness to the highest concentration of LH archaeological remains in mainland 

Greece. Prosymna and Asine, while not as widely known, have yielded some of the 

richest finds for understanding death and burial in the LH.  

Prosymna was excavated in the early 1900’s under the auspices of the 

American School of Classical Studies in Athens by Carl Blegen and was one of the 

foremost American excavations of a Late Helladic (1700/1675-1075/50 BCE) site. 

Asine was excavated in the 1920’s and 1970’s by Otto Frödin and Axel Perrson and 
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Inga Hagg and Robin Hagg, respectively, whom under the auspices of the Swedish 

Institute in Athens was a groundbreaking excavation for the Swedes. Both of these 

sites contain multiple cemeteries, which allows for a representative study of LH burial 

processes within the Argolid.177  

Prosymna 

 While the first large scale excavation of Helladic Period178 material at 

Prosymna occurred in 1878 by Stamatakis179, excavations were taken over by the 

American School of Classical Studies in Athens from 1892 to 1895.180 Waldstein and 

Walston uncovered lots of pottery sherds (they does not document what sorts of 

vessels) of LH type, “some terracotta, sealstone, and numerous remnants of stone 

foundation walls, which were uncovered at many points here and there about the 

precinct, beneath the Hellenic strata.”181 In addition, two Mycenaean chamber tombs 

were uncovered.182 The first tomb was largely intact and was found on the north-west 

ridge of the sanctuary.183 The second tomb is not described. Soon after, Hoppin 

became the leading excavator of the site. Hoppin studied the ceramic material from the 

1894-1895 season and planned to excavate in 1914, yet due to several disruptions 

                                                 
177 Each excavator uses different terminology to discuss the time periods of occupation: Bronze Age, 

Helladic Period, and Mycenaean. As stated in Chapter One LBA, LH, and Mycenaean all designate the 

same time periods. However I will stick to the terminology of the excavator.  
178 Blegen uses Helladic instead of Bronze Age, so I will be using his terminology.  
179 His findings were discussed in the previous chapter. 
180 Blegen, (1937), 1. 
181 Blegen, (1937), 1. 
182 Ibid. 
183 Blegen, (1937), 1-2. 
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Blegen eventually took over the excavations on March 9th, 1925.184 Blegen’s plan of 

the excavation followed Hoppin’s outline to refocus the excavation on the prehistoric 

remains.185 Since two chambers has already been discovered, Blegen hoped for more. 

There were two objectives to his work: first, to explore the high ground above the 

terrace of the Old Temple and to the north-west to determine whether or not there was 

a prehistoric settlement and, second, to examine the area outside of the sanctuary to 

the north-west where Walston, in 1894, found the two chamber tombs.186 

 Blegen’s excavation, as a result, was focused in three areas (Figures 3.2 and 

3.3). The first was the top of the hill above the Heraeum and the sanctuary. The second 

was the area south and south-west of the Heraeum. The third was to the northwest of 

the sanctuary in the area in which two Mycenaean tombs were uncovered in 1894 (this 

area is where most of the tombs were revealed).187 Blegen exposed a Late Helladic 

(henceforth LH) cemetery with fifty-two tomb complexes by the end of the third 

season. Through excavations, it became “clear that Prosymna was once a flourishing 

community, worthy to hold a significant place among the Mycenaean city-states of 

Argolis.” The excavation of Prosymna is one of the first American excavations of 

tombs from this time period. Thus, the way Blegen excavated these tombs provided a 

guideline for future archaeologists. What follows, is a summary of his excavation 

report and his conclusions.  

                                                 
184 Blegen, (1937), 2-5. Figure two is Blegen’s site plan and figure three is a GoogleEarth image for 

further reference. 
185 Blegen, (1937), 3. 
186 Blegen, (1937), 3-4. 
187 Blegen, (1937), 4. 
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Excavations in the area of ridges were conducted in the years of 1925, 1927, 

and 1928. The 1925 work uncovered two Middle Helladic (henceforth MH) 

(2100/2050-1700/1675 BCE) tombs below the South Stoa, eight MH tombs on the 

East Yerogalaro Ridge (tomb 1-15, except 8 and 9), and shattered pottery which dates 

to the Neolithic (7000-3100/3000 BCE).188 In the course of which several Neolithic, 

MH, and LH tombs were found (no Early Helladic burials were founds on site).189 The 

next season (1927) focused on clearing tombs exposed in the previous season on the 

West Yerogalaro Ridge, the ridge above the Stamatakis tomb, and in the sanctuary. 

Eighteen tombs were found as a result of this season as well as additional Geometric 

and Neolithic deposit (Tombs 16-21, 22-30, 32-33, respectively). The final season 

(1928) yielded the uncovering of the largest amount of tombs: four LH chamber tombs 

on the West Yerogalaro, four on Kephalari Hill, twelve on the East Yerogalaro, three 

MH tombs on the West Yeroglaro (LH Tombs 34-36, 52, 37-40, 8, 9, 41-51, 

respectively), seventeen MH tombs from the eastern ridge, and two Neolithic tombs. 

Instead of sticking with chronological order the tombs were excavated in, Blegen 

choose to structure his record visa vi the date of the structure (Neolithic, MH, and 

LH). Given my focus here, only the tombs from the LH periods will be discussed.  

In order to discuss the fifty-two LH tombs uncovered, Blegen divided them 

into twelve groups based off of the location at which they were exposed.190 Blegen 

                                                 
188 Blegen, (1937), 6. 
189 The Neolithic tombs are Tombs 1-6 and a possible cave tomb.  
190 See Blegen, (1937), 468 for what tombs are in what groups and the pages which lead to their 

descriptions.  
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adopts a standard narrative format for each of the LH tombs. Beginning with a 

discussion of the architecture he moves next to descriptions of the artifacts (bones and 

funerary goods), then summarizes the burials, and finally draws inferences as to the 

identity of the buried and lists all artifacts found within the tomb.191 Blegen carefully 

lays out all the pieces of evidence before drawing his own conclusions.  

Blegen’s inferences are varied. There are, for example, several instances in 

which Blegen interprets the material remains as evidence of ritual behavior. While 

Blegen does not define ritual, it can be suggested that he classifies ritual as some sort 

of activity that coincides with the funeral and closing of the tomb.192 It appears that the 

indicator are artifacts that do not appear to be funerary goods. For example, ritual 

behavior, for Blegen, could be suggested by broken pottery near the entrance of the 

tomb and signs of burning (fumigation),193 which appeared not to be accidental. Other 

than evidence of ritual behavior, Blegen also suggested that the tombs were reused. 

MH tombs were sometimes reused in the LH and LH tombs were sometimes reused in 

the Geometric period (900-700 BCE). The evidence for reuse is material that dates 

later than most of the material within the tombs; specific examples will be discussed 

below.  

As part of his descriptive style, Blegen states that he does not want to lead the 

reader with too many conclusions, for, he believes that it should be left to them. This 

                                                 
191 Blegen, (1937), Chapter Five. All of this information comes from this chapter pages 51-227. 
192 Blegen, (1937), 236. 
193 The broken pottery and fumigation will be discussed later on in detail. 
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separation, it should be noted, becomes standard, where description is separated from 

explanation and interpretation.194 He states: 

in plain terms the results of his work, with the hope that it will prove 

helpful to scholars who may be more competent than the writer to 

interpret the evidence in its broader historical, cultural and religious 

significance. But perhaps I may be permitted…to discuss some of the 

wider conclusions which it seems to me may safely be drawn.195  

Thus, he makes a point of stating that the excavator of the site should not be the only 

one who draws conclusions about the findings. Furthermore, Blegen comes up with 

conclusions only when he believes the evidence can support it (these instances are 

discussed below). 

 The question arises as to what were the main conclusions at Prosymna, which 

Blegen thought were ‘safe’ to make. As hinted at earlier, Blegen believed he found 

evidence for “ritual” activities in several tombs. For example, there were sixteen 

instances of a great mass of stones piled near the front of the door (tombs 2, 6, 7, 10, 

12, 14, 15, 20, 38, 41-45, and 48) (see Figure 3.4 for an example). He presents the idea 

that each person at the funeral would have to ‘close’ the tomb by placing a stone.196 

However, Blegen states that is hard to say and it is safer to fall back on a more prosaic 

and utilitarian explanation.197 By stating that it was safer to not conclude it was ritual 

behavior provides an example of an archaeological practice not attempting to create 

conclusions without enough evidence to support it. This raises the question of 

                                                 
194 See Hodder (1999) and Demoule (2011) for a discussion about this separation of explanation and 

interpretation.  
195 Blegen, (1937), 228. 
196 Blegen, (1937), 236. It should be noted that this idea cannot be proven archaeologically.  
197 Ibid.  
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inference and interpretation. The fragmentary nature of the archaeological record 

means that there is never enough material to say one way or the other a point 

discussed here in Chapter Four.198  

Another finding that, according to Blegen, could be read as an indication of 

‘ritual behavior’ are large limestone boulders protruding from the ground (tombs 5, 6, 

11, and 43) (see Figure 3.5 for an example). He states that these stones could be 

viewed as some sort of tomb monument, but the more logical conclusion is that these 

stones simply marked that a tomb was below.199  This is because:  

the sepulchers in the cemetery were numerous and since they had many 

times to be re-opened [i.e. the tombs]…such a marker would have been 

very useful, if not, indeed, necessary for purposes of identification. No 

proper grave stele was found in any of the fifty-two tombs investigated, 

and their use seems to have been foreign to the Late Helladic 

necropolis at the Heraeum.200  

Blegen does not provide his definition of a ‘monument’ versus a ‘marker’. However, it 

could be interpreted that a marker simply served as a way to indicate that a tomb was 

below, while a monument (or stele as he mentioned this term) would serve a larger 

purpose of recalling the memory of the specific individuals buried within the complex.  

Another trait of LH tombs at Prosymna was the presence of what Blegen 

interpreted as evidence of fumigation (tombs 2, 3, 7, 10, 14, 24, 34, 41, 42, and 44). 

For Blegen, ash and other burnt material constituted evidence of fumigation.201 Other 

scholars have concluded that fire was used for ritualistic purposes in purifying the 

                                                 
198 This is will something I will return to later on. Also, see Wylie (2002) for more information on this 

concept of drawing conclusions from the artifacts themselves.  
199 Blegen, (1937), 237. 
200 Blegen, (1937), 237. 
201 Blegen, (1937), 85. 
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enclosed space around Mycenaean burials.202 However, Blegen points out that if the 

burnt material were evidence of a custom (i.e. a more ritualistic purpose), then he 

would have found more than ten instances of it. So, the conclusion he draws has to do 

with the practical fumigation of odors within a space enclosing a decomposing 

corpse.203 This, of course, does not imply a lack of ritualistic behavior, only that there 

was not enough evidence for Blegen to draw such conclusions. The most abundant 

evidence of ritual activities, according to Blegen, is related to the potsherds found at 

the entrances of several tombs.  

 Many tombs (tombs 7, 10, 26, 28, 34, 41, 42, 43, 44, 46) contained potsherds 

in the entrance or passage (dromos). Three tombs yielded baskets full of pottery 

fragments (tombs 7, 34, and 44). Blegen does not provide details of how many baskets 

or what constitutes a basket full when he discusses this. For example, one amphora, 

one goblet, and ‘sherds’ were found in the dromos of Tomb 34.204 While in Tomb 7, 

Blegen does not provide any information about the number of sherds or how many 

vessels were put back together, but states that there were “many fragments” found in 

the dromos.205 However, in his discussion of Tomb 44, he states that thirty-two cylix 

stems were uncovered (which is “one basket full”) in the dromos.206  Thus, it could be 

interpreted that Blegen was specifically talking about evidence of cylixes (cups) and 

about thirty-two stems yield one basket. So, what can be inferred from these ‘sherds’?  

                                                 
202 See Laneri (2007), Murphy (2011), and Mylonas (1948) for more information on ritual burning of 

tombs. 
203 Blegen, (1937), 250-251. 
204 Blegen, (1937), 115. 
205 Blegen, (1937), 160. 
206 Blegen, (1937), 214. 
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Blegen concludes that it would have been easier to use dirt to fill in the 

entranceway, so the sherds were most likely not used to fill voids to close the entrance. 

But that “we must conclude that the bulk of the potsherds found in the dromoi come 

from vases which were either deposited in the chamber with the dead, or were used in 

ceremonies of some kind during the funeral rites at the door of the tomb.”207 A 

majority of these potsherds were from cups that date to the LHIII (1420/10-1075/50 

BCE).208 All the tombs that had potsherds had pieces from cups—was there was a 

final toast to the dead before closing up the tomb? Blegen states that due to the large 

amount of stems found in the dromos of several tombs:  

it seems to me most likely that one of the final acts in the burial 

ceremony was for the survivors to drink a toast in farewell to the dead, 

or to pour a libation, and then to shatter the goblet against the door of 

the tomb. Vessels of other shapes also were doubtless deliberately or 

accidentally broken in the same place, vessels in which ex hypothesi the 

wine for the libation and such other provisions as may have been 

needed in the cemetery. The amphora recovered in the dromos of Tomb 

XXXVI is an illustration in point.209 

Thus, the uncovering of drink-ware (cylixes or amphorae) in the dromos of tombs 

appear to point towards a ritual involving liquids for Blegen.  

 One peculiar finding in Tomb 44 suggests that the users of this tomb took part 

in a libation to the dead, according to Blegen.210 He found a “table of offerings” in the 

lower layer at the back of the chamber (Figures 3.6 and 3.7) on which was recovered 

five vessels (one two-handled cup, a small jug, a conical filler, a fragmentary jug, and 

                                                 
207 Blegen, (1937), 237. 
208 Blegen, (1937), 237-238. 
209 Blegen, (1937), 238. 
210 Blegen, (1937), 213. 
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an ovoid jug with one handle).211 The table had a hole in the middle and Blegen 

interprets this has where the visitors would pour a libation to the dead.212 For him, this 

table and the associated objects could point to a cult of the dead.213 Though, he 

proposes the idea that perhaps such objects could be associated with one of the 

deceased in the tomb and that person could have been a priest or priestess.214 He 

further adds that in the upper stratum (dating to LHIII) of the same tomb he exposed 

“a small triple kernos with a high-loop handled” (Figure 3.8) and this vessel could be 

interpreted for some sacred use and “it may well be the simple successor of the more 

elaborate libation table.”215 Associated with the kernos were a group of pots, a 

skeleton, and a gold signet ring. He argues that the gold ring, with the kernos, could be 

an indicator of a priestly office and, as such, if this is correct that perhaps a line of 

priesthood is linked with the same family and this family could be he owners of this 

tomb.216 In summation, the presence of an obscure vessel, ‘libation table’, and gold 

ring suggests, to Blegen, that this tomb belonged to a highly prestigious group of 

people. That being said, this is the only evidence of a kernos and ‘libation table’ at 

Prosymna and this is the only time Blegen interprets such findings as evidence of a 

priesthood.  

 In addition, at Prosymna it seems that several tombs were reused during later 

time periods. There are five instances in which material that could be dated to the 

                                                 
211 Blegen, (1937), 213. 
212 Ibid. 
213 Ibid. 
214 Blegen, (1937), 214. 
215 Ibid. 
216 Ibid. 
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Geometric period was found within LH tombs (tombs 8, 9, 10, 19, 26, 34, 49, 50). All 

of the Geometric material was exposed above the collapsed roof of the LH tomb.217 

Only once were human skeletal remains from the Geometric period associated with 

these finds (tomb 34). The artifacts ranged from bronze basins, mesomphalic phialae 

and pins, oenochoe (wine jugs), and skyphoi. These types of artifacts were similar to 

material dedicated at religious sanctuaries. Thus, Blegen believes that there was a cult 

of the dead located at Prosymna after the end of the Helladic Period.218 

 There are several limitations to Blegen’s work at Prosymna. The focus of his 

work was heavily artifact centered and lacked a detailed discussion of deposits, cuts, 

and micro-stratigraphy. As a result, there is no documentation of faunal remains, DNA 

studies, or sediment description.219 Without these three examinations, there is a lack of 

biological and chemical analysis of the remains. The trend during the time of this 

excavation (early 20th century) was to examine the lavish funerary goods and 

determine the sex and age of bones. However, this provides a very skewed outlook of 

the tombs. The study of faunal remains allows archaeologists to know if there was any 

plant material (both wild and domestic) in use on site.220 This would provide evidence 

                                                 
217 Blegen, (1937), 59, 93, 135-136, 140, 161, 159, 197-198. 
218 Blegen, (1937), 262-263. In an article by Blegen (“Prosymna: Remains of Post-Mycenaean Date” 

1939), he discussed the uncovering of a Geometric altar with deposits which he interprets as evidence 

of a tomb cult. The artifacts (pottery, terracotta, and bronze) date from the Geometric to the sixth 

century BCE. The altar is not associated with any burial, but lies 75 meters northwest of the tholos tomb 

excavated by Stamatakis and 25 meters south west of Chamber Tomb 17 on a terrace. Also, see 

Antonaccio (1995) 53-65 for a discussion of the Geometric material associated with the tombs at 

Prosymna.  
219 For an example of an excavation which incorporates such studies, see Wright and Pappi (2008) 

which was discussed in Chapter Two of this thesis. 
220 Bouby and Billaud, (2005), 255. This study examine the botany remains from three LBA settlements 

in the French Alps. Ward (2003) is a study of the pomegranate remains uncovered on the Uluburun 

shipwreck.  
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of possible food or liquid presence within the tomb, which would provide support for 

Blegen’s conclusion of a final toast to the dead. DNA studies could reveal information 

such as “links of kinship….identify individuals who might be incomers to a particular 

site” and “answer long-standing questions about disease in the prehistoric Aegean.”221 

Finally, micromorphological studies on archaeological sediment and soils can reveal 

information such as site formation processes, palaeoenvironmental changes, and to 

answer questions about post-depositional changes.222 Such studies would provide 

scholars a wider view of how the environment (and its changes) directly impacted the 

people in the Argolid during the LH. While, Blegen’s research was cutting-edge at the 

time, it still has several setbacks without the new scientific methodologies employed at 

excavations today. Unfortunately, due to the nature of excavations we are unable to go 

back and perform these studies on what remains of Prosymna. Thus, we are left with a 

problem. This will be discussed further in Chapter Four. 

Asine 

The site of Asine is in the Argolid region of the Peloponnese which dates from 

the Early Helladic Period (3100/3000-2100/50 BCE) to the Venetian Period (roughly 

1688-1715 CE) and has been excavated during two periods: 1922-1930 and 1970-

1987.223 Asine contains three areas: the Acropolis, the Lower Town, and Barbouna 

                                                 
221 Bouwman, et al, (2009), 293. See this article to learn more about a successful DNA analysis on 

several prehistoric sites on Crete and the mainland. Also, see Alt, et al (2016) for a study on Neolithic 

DNA analysis from Spain.  
222 Karkanas, (2002), 237. Micromorphological studies are a new technique in Greek sites. Work such 

as Woodward (1997), Bookidies et al (1999), French and Whitelaw (1999), and Karkanas (2000), and 

(2001) has set the precedent on how to conduct such studies.  
223 Nordquist, (1987), 11. 
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Hill (Figures 3.9 and 3.10). The first excavations ran from 1922-1930 by Otto Frödin 

and Axel Perrson224 during which they explored the three areas.225 On the Acropolis 

Frödin and Perrson found some Mycenaean and Geometric pottery, but most of their 

findings date to the Hellenistic (323-31 BCE) and Roman (31 BCE-476 CE) eras. The 

uncovered a Hellenistic tower, Roman bath,226 Roman wall, Hellenistic or Roman cist 

tomb, a large portico, Hellenistic houses, a Geometric terrace, pre-Mycenaean terrace 

(by which a MH cist tomb was uncovered), an EH house (by which two MH cist 

tombs were uncovered).227 Their excavations in the Lower Town yielded several 

findings. Their findings included a Hellenistic or Roman cistern,228 an EH to MH layer 

which generated several child tombs of the same period, MH houses, and a Hellenistic 

city wall (Figures 3.11-13).229 The Lower Town can be summarized as such: 

Hellenistic and Roman town with streets and houses, a Geometric layer with houses, 

Mycenaean buildings (houses and tombs), and pre-Mycenaean buildings which date 

primarily to the MH, but there are some EH house and several tombs.230 Lastly, Frödin 

and Persson’s excavations on the Barbouna Hill uncovered a Mycenaean and 

Geometric necropolis, a Hellenistic tomb, a Geometric wall, and an Archaic (776-490 

                                                 
224 Frödin and Persson use the terms Helladic for time designations, but when discussing the LH period 

they use the term Mycenaean and LH interchangeably.   
225 Nordquist, (1987), 13. 
226 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 105-112. 
227Frödin and Persson, (1938), 27-45. 
228Frödin and Persson, (1938), 113. 
229Frödin and Persson, (1938), 45-58. See pages 59-105 for more information on the architecture of the 

Lower City. For information on the tombs found in the Lower city see pages 115-146. These tombs date 

to the MH, proto-Geometric, and Hellenistic periods.  
230Frödin and Persson, (1938), 47-48. 
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BCE) building.231 From 1970-1987 excavations were started again under Inga Hagg 

and Robin Hagg. These excavations took place in the Lower Town and the Barbouna 

Hill cemetery.232 The Lower Town excavations yielded Geometric houses, 

Protogeometric (1025-900 BCE) houses, Hellenistic tombs, Archaic cist tombs, 

Protogeometric cemetery of child tombs (five in total), Mycenaean material (but no 

structures), and a MH cemetery (ten tombs in total).233 Excavations on Barbouna Hill 

uncovered MH, Submycenaean (1075/50-1025 BCE), Protogeometric, Geometric, and 

Hellenistic tombs and MH, LH, and Geometric houses, and a Roman road.234 After the 

1970’s excavation reports were published235 in which Gullög Nordquist attempted to 

compile all the information from these excavations creating a picture of what Asine 

would have been like in the MH period.236 In regards to why she is collecting 

archaeological evidence, she states: 

The skeleton may be used in demographic studies, in sociological 

studies of the living conditions, diet, and occupation. The type of 

disposal, such as inhumation or cremation, the posture of the body, 

evidence of exhumation, partial burial etc., may be used for both 

studies of social structure and for work on ritual, ideas and beliefs. The 

grave itself, its type and size, orientation, construction and material in 

other words the variability of the grave construction, is important when 

examining and testing, eg., levels of grave expenditure. Quantity and 

quality of grave-goods have been traditionally used in deciding the 

social position of the dead. Finally the location of the burial ground 

both in relation to other socially defined areas and to topographical 

features, as well as the spatial distribution within a burial ground and 

within the single grave itself is of interest.237  

                                                 
231Frödin and Persson, (1938), 147-151. 
232 Nordquist, (1987), 15. 
233 Styrenius, (1998), 62-64. 
234 Styrenius, (1998), 66. 
235 Hägg and Hägg, (1973) and Dietz, (1982). 
236 This is her 1987 publication. 
237 Nordquist, (1987), 12. 
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This quote reflects how she believes tombs can be used within archaeological 

research. Continuing this trend of re-contextualized data, Birgitta Sjöberg published a 

study in 2004 of the socio-economic standing of Asine in the Late Helladic III 

Period.238 For the purposes of this project, I will focus on the Late Helladic tombs 

uncovered at Asine of which Frödin and Persson and Sjöberg discuss the most. It 

should be noted that one of the problems with the Asine material has to do with the 

inconstancy of the publication of material.239 

Sjöberg’s study focuses on several aspects of Asine in the LH Period (houses, 

public buildings, and tombs) and compares the findings at Asine with the general 

Argolid. For purposes of this study, I will focus on her discussion of the chamber 

tombs.240 Sjöberg remarks that Frödin and Persson’s excavation uncovered eight 

chamber-tombs which date to the LH, but located fifty tombs in total (they did not 

excavate forty-two of them).241 The eight chamber tombs were discussed above. 

However, the 1970’s excavations by the Hägg’s uncovered additional tombs, but the 

lack of reports “constitutes a serious restriction.”242 Thus, the focus must be on the 

eight chamber tombs uncovered and documented by Frödin and Persson and further 

discussed by Sjöberg.243 What follows is a brief summary of Frödin and Persson’s 

identification of tombs at Asine. 

                                                 
238 Sjöberg, (2004). 
239 This will be discussed specifically later on. 
240 Sjöberg, (2004), 91-106. 
241 Sjöberg, (2004), 91. 
242 Ibid. 
243 Sjöberg, (2004), 92-104. See a summary of Fröden and Persson’s documentation by Sjöberg. 

However, she provides conclusions from 104-106. 
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 Frödin and Persson uncovered two LH (1700/1650-1075/50 BCE) cemeteries 

on Barbouna Hill. They started work in 1922 and continued through 1924. Necropolis 

I was uncovered on the eastern slope of Barbouna Hill (seven tombs were uncovered 

(Tombs I:1-I:7)) and Necropolis II was revealed on the north-eastern slope of the hill 

(only one tomb was found (Tomb II:1)).244 Frödin and Persson state that “burial 

sacrifices were made to the dead in the dromos, before it was quite filled in. In 

practically all the dromos fills broken goblets have been found, which had nothing to 

do with the original contents of the chamber.”245 This is very similar to the broken 

cups in the dromoi of the chamber tombs at Prosymna, something that will be 

discussed further later on. 

 What follows is a summary of Frödin and Persson’s findings in the eight 

chamber tombs and Sjöberg’s analysis of each tomb. Due to the small about of tombs 

discussed, it is appropriate to relay all of the findings. Tomb I:1 contained pottery 

(three three-handled jars, three amphorae, eighteen stirrup-vases, one two-handled jar, 

two squat bowls, two amphoriskos, five jugs, one side-spouted jug with basket handle, 

two open bowls, nine cups, one sauce, twenty-two goblets, three bowls, one ladle, and 

one plate), gold (two rings, one toggle-pin, one pin-head, one round bead, two pendant 

spirals, eight large rosettes of gold leaf (highly fragmentary) and thirteen whole ones, 

two gold-mounted heads of bronze nails, one thin annular piece of gold leaf), one 

small fragmented silver vase, fragments of a heavily rusted iron finger ring, items of 

                                                 
244 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 356. 
245 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 358. 
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semi-precious stones (three lentoid gems, one rectangular gem, and one amulet), 

pieces of faience (one large round bead, one smaller bead, one tubular bead, one 

amygdaloid bead, a flat bead, and six ribbed carinated beads), artifacts of ivory and 

bone (one ivory pin, one small column of ivory, a fragment of ivory rosette, an ivory 

triangle, an octagonal flat piece of bone, and pieces of a wild boar’s tusk), eleven 

amber beads, five beads of black resin, and twenty-two pieces of steatite.246 The 

number of skeletons is not discussed in Frödin and Persson (1938). However, Sjöberg 

provides details regarding the skeletal remains and the interments.247 There are three 

groupings of interments dated based off of the pushing to the side of material.248 In 

terms of the interments, there are two niches within the tomb at the back of the 

chamber and that “the earliest corpses were first deposited in the chamber and later, 

during a secondary treatment, removed into the niches.”249 Also, several of the items 

uncovered in this tomb have connection to foreign cultures (one gold ring is of 

Minoan origin, the amulet is of Egyptian, tin has connections to the Anatolian region, 

the gems are connection to Afghanistan, and amber has connections to the Baltics.250  

Tomb I:2 contained the following: stone vessels (one bowl, one rhyton, and 

one lamp of steatite), pottery (seven three-handled jars, two jugs, two three-handled 

jugs, seven stirrup-vases, sixteen stemmed goblets, three spreading open bowls, three 

bowls, seven cups, one two-handled jar, one tripod, and one two-handled jug), gold 

                                                 
246 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 359-376. 
247 Sjöberg, (2004), 92-97. 
248 Sjöberg, (2004), 92. 
249 Sjöberg, (2004), 95. 
250 Sjöberg, (2004), 95-96. 
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items (twenty-one thing gold rosettes, twenty-two spiral pendants, twenty beads, two 

large pendants, nine discs, eight gold mounts, four flower buds, and a large shapeless 

gold leaf), ivory and bone (nine ivory flower buds, a fragment ivory lid of a pyxis, 

ivory head of a duck, fragment of ivory staff, seven ivory buttons, a large amount of 

fragmentary ivory plaques, a bone pin, ten small bone plaques, eighteen worked pieces 

of boar’s tusk, and a short horn handle), glass paste (two large rosettes, eight large 

beads of double Argonaut design, seven beads in the shape of a Mycenaean alter, three 

culture leaf ornaments, three flower buds, two lily shaped beads, one conical bead, 

eight button-like beads, nine large round beads, eleven small round beads, five conical 

beads, thirty-three flat beads, two ribbed beads shaped like grain, one tubular bead, 

one drop shaped bead, and five very small beads), semi-precious stones (three beads of 

agate, nine rock-crystal pieces, one steatite button, and five amber beads), and bronze 

(one mirror, lots of arrow-heads, two triangular shape barbs, sold bronze rod, and a 

large number of shapeless pieces of bronze).251 Frödin and Persson do not discuss the 

skeletal remains, but Sjöberg states that skeletal remains were found, but does not say 

how many.252 Sjöberg notes that only twenty-four out of the fifty-three pieces of 

pottery are dated which makes determining the dates of interments extremely 

difficult.253 There are several ‘exotic’ materials uncovered in this tomb included two 

tin-coated vessels, gold items, the Cnannite jar, ivory objects, agate beads, glass paste, 

                                                 
251 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 377-391. 
252 Sjöberg, (2004), 98-99. 
253 Sjöberg, (2004), 98. 
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and rock crystal (only worked at Thebes and Mycenae).254 Sjöberg concludes that due 

to the presence of the mirror a woman was probably buried in the tomb and that she 

was of importance lineage.255 This notion will be discussed later on. 

Tomb I:3 is very different than the first two due to the fact that the chamber 

was empty. Frödin and Persson state the reason being that the ceiling collapsed.256 

However, a niche in the dromos was uncovered in which two jugs, a saucer, and a 

glass paste bead was uncovered.257 Again Frödin and Persson do not provide any 

further analysis, but Sjöberg states that it was probably used for a short time.258 Three 

LHIIIAI (1420/10-1390/70 BCE) vases and very decayed bones were uncovered in the 

niche and Late Geometric (760-700 BCE) sherds were found in the dromos and 

doorway.259 As noted, the ceiling had collapsed and thus it was probably not reused 

due to “the bad condition of the chamber construction.”260 

Tomb I:4 does not contain a chamber due to the presence of hard limestone 

crops and contains one artifact (one stirrup vase was found in the niche in the 

dromos).261 Sjöberg states that this tomb can be dated to the LHIIIC (1200/1190-

1675/50 BCE) period due to the presence of the stirrup jar, but no additional 

information can be revealed.262  

                                                 
254 Sjöberg, (2004), 99. 
255 Ibid. 
256 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 391. 
257 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 391-392. 
258 Sjöberg, (2004), 100. 
259 Ibid. 
260 Ibid. 
261 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 392. 
262 Sjöberg, (2004), 100. 
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Tomb I:5 contains bronzes (one hydria, two jugs, one tripod, one basin with 

two handles one handled basin, one spreading open bowl, and one small vessel), 

pottery (one hydria, two jugs, seven stirrup vases, one stemmed goblet, one open bowl 

and one cup (found in the pit in the chamber), one amphora, one open bowl, and one 

cup (found in the niche in the dromos), and a two-handled jar (found in the dromos)), 

several other objects (several beads found in a bronze jug, one necklace of gold 

rosettes, two necklaces of gold and glass paste beads, a glass paste diadem, and two 

gold rosettes, three pieces of ivory, two pieces of glass paste, and one shapeless piece 

of bronze (all found on the floor of the chamber)).263 Sjöberg states that the tomb was 

in use as early as LHIIIA2 (1390/70-1330/15 BCE) and reused until LHIIIC.264 The 

bones were found in a disorderly fashion, which Sjöberg notes could suggest episodes 

of reburials.265 There were three interments identified in this tomb.266 

 In Tomb I:6 there was pottery (two jugs, one three handled jar, one two 

handled jug, eight stirrup vases, one stemmed goblet, one conical bowl, one amphora, 

two amphoriskoi, and one bowl), gold (two beads shaped like grains of wheat, one 

bead of four gold grains, one lily shaped bead, nine beads shaped like buds or shells, 

four thin rosettes with flower petals), glass paste (two lily shaped beads, three 

amygdaloi beads, four beads, thirty-one ribbed flattened globular beads) and two 

steatite buttons.267 In addition in the niche in the dromos there was a small fragment of 

                                                 
263 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 393-400. 
264 Sjöberg, (2004), 100. 
265 Ibid. 
266 Sjöberg, (2004), 101. 
267 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 400-406 
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faience and a shapeless piece of bronze.268 Sjöberg states that this tomb was used 

during the LHIIIA1 and LHIIIA2 periods and was reused in the LHIIIC period.269 A 

total of five interment groups was identified by Sjöberg.270 She suggests that due to the 

small number of funerary goods and their value, this family was not associated with 

the local elites.271 In addition, the small gold beads and the necklace made of glass 

pastes suggests that a woman was buried in this tomb.272 Again, the idea of gendered 

objects will be discussed later on.  

 Tomb I:7 contained pottery (five three-handled jars, one amphora, five jugs, 

two side spouted jug with basket handle, six stirrup vases, one amphoriskos, eleven 

squat bowls, two bell shaped bowls, one lid, eleven stemmed goblets, four saucers, 

two cups, one ladle (all in the chamber), and two three-handled jars of Palace Style 

found in the dromos), two small pieces of shapeless gold leaf, ivory and bone (five 

ivory rosettes, two fragment of two ivory combs, four bone pines, and one piece of 

boar’s tusk), eighty-two round glass paste beads, stone (three round amethyst beads 

and thirty-eight steatite buttons), bronze (fragment of a mirror, fragment of a ring, 

fragments of two nails, and a shapeless piece of bronze), and a large amount of lead in 

the shape of thick wire.273 This tomb was in use from as early as LHIIA until 

LHIIIC.274 Frödin and Persson mention that the last three interments can be identified, 

                                                 
268 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 407. 
269 Sjöberg, (2004), 101. 
270 Ibid. 
271 Ibid. 
272 Sjöberg, (2004), 102. 
273 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 407-421. 
274 Sjöberg, (2004), 102. 
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but neither the original excavators nor Sjöberg discuss how many interments there 

were in total.275 Sjöberg states that there were several high value items including the 

gold, bronze, lead, tin-coated vessels, ivory, and the beads of amethyst, glass paste, 

and steatite (the beads represent foreign material).276 The bones of earlier burials were 

intentionally pushed aside to make room for new burials.277 Additionally, Sjöberg 

states that several women and children could be identified from the skeletal remains 

(the exact number is not recorded).278 This tomb was used for a long period of time, 

which Sjöberg states could suggest “its importance as a place of ceremonial meaning, 

family identification, and exponent of status.”279 Thus, according to Sjöberg this tomb 

housed an important family in the community as suggested by, both, the rich funerary 

goods and long term usage of the tomb.  

 Lastly, chamber tomb II:1, uncovered on Necropolis II contained only two 

jugs.280 Sjöberg dates these jugs to the LHIIIA1 period, but also indicates that a piece 

of iron in the shape of a belt buckle was uncovered in association to the one skeleton 

would date it to that time period.281 However, due to the small number of funerary 

goods, no firm conclusions can be made regarding this tomb. She argues that perhaps 

the small number of goods indicate a low status family that they could not reuse the 

                                                 
275 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 421. 
276 Sjöberg, (2004), 102. 
277 Sjöberg, (2004), 103. 
278 Sjöberg, (2004), 103. 
279 Ibid. 
280 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 421. 
281 Sjöberg, (2004), 104. 
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structure or the tomb was abandoned for some unknown reason.282 But, that is hard to 

determine archaeologically.  

Of these eight chamber tombs, there are several findings of interest according 

to Frödin and Persson. For instance, Tomb I:2 has a chamber cut in the shape of a 

Mycenaean house with a gabble roof.283 Tomb I:1 had two skeletons on benches were 

constructed from natural stone.284 Tombs I:2 and I:5 have pits “both intended for 

burials.”285 When a new interment occurred within a tomb, someone would purify the 

tomb with fire first. This is archaeologically datable due to the “thick layers of 

charcoal and the layers of ash near the door.”286 Lastly, evidence of a dog ‘sacrifice’ 

was uncovered in Tomb I:1. In the middle of the chamber near the last interment, there 

was a bench in the middle on it was a well-preserved head of a dog.287   

 Sjöberg’s analysis of the tombs excavated by Frödin and Persson is the 

following. Tombs I:1, I:2, and I:7 all date to LHIIIB and were in use for a long period 

of time.288 Tombs I:1, I:2, I:5, and I:7 are the richest of the eight tombs in that they 

“contained objects of exotic origin and with high labor input, recognized as prestige 

goods.”289 These rich funerary goods include the tin-coated vases and objects of ivory. 

The ivory is of particular interest in that the ivory dates to the LHIIIA which was 

before the large-scale production of ivory and that this could point to direct import 

                                                 
282 Sjöberg, (2004), 104. 
283 Frödin and Persson, (1938), 358. 
284 Ibid. 
285 Ibid. 
286 Ibid. 
287 Ibid. 
288 Sjöberg, (2004), 104. 
289 Ibid. 
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from the source.290 Due to the lavish goods found in these tombs (though only a few 

tombs have been excavated), Sjöberg argues that these tombs most likely belonged to 

the local elite291 since this material indicates a very wealthy society. Sjöberg argues 

that “the Asine material illustrates a symmetrical pattern of wealth with equally rich 

deposits in the tombs…the society could have been based on reciprocal exchange.”292 

It should be noted that there is a lack of LHIIIB pottery in these tombs. There are a 

number of theories as to why pottery is no longer prominent.293 One, perhaps pottery 

was not as popular to include in burials.294 Two, perhaps not many individuals died in 

this period.295 And three, the elite of the LHIIIB period might have been able to afford 

to bury their dead with older, more prestigious items according to Sjöberg.296 Yet, 

material which dates to the LHIIIC period is very pervasive in the tombs except for 

I:3.297 Sjöberg points out that it is very difficult to date LHIIIC pottery, which could 

mean there is a margin of error in the dating.298  

A peculiar findings were the earth cut tombs which date to the LH in the 

dromos of tomb I:1 uncovered by Frödin and Persson. Sjöberg states that the earth cut 

tombs contained child burials and the fact that they were uncovered in inter-mural 

                                                 
290 Sjöberg, (2004), 104. 
291 Ibid. 
292 Ibid. 
293 Sjöberg, (2004), 105. 
294 Ibid. 
295 Ibid. 
296 Ibid. The exact reasoning of this pattern is hard to prove archaeologically. However, Sjöberg does 

provide several possible reasons.  
297 Ibid 
298 Ibid. 
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contexts could be explained by a superstition or belief in the after-life.299 But what 

evidence directly points to this? Sjöberg does not provide her exact reasoning in 

stating this. Yet, Sjöberg also states “that the presence of women buried in chamber 

tombs indicates a view of women as an intermediary of lineage and as a person with 

high social status” because of the fact they were buried alongside the men.300 

Specifically in regards to Tomb I:7, Sjöberg states that “the woman is the symbol of 

continuity as mother and child-bearer, and the infant is the link between the paste and 

the future.”301 Yet, like the earth cut tombs, Sjöberg does not provide her exact 

reasoning or evidence of such claims.  

 Like the excavation by Blegen at Prosymna, the Asine excavations have 

several limitations. First, no soil or sediment analysis took place. Secondly, no 

micromorphological study occurred. And thirdly, no DNA analysis was enacted.302 

Yet, one of the most frustrating limitations of the Asine material is the excavation 

records themselves. Frödin and Persson do not provide any information on the skeletal 

remains and Sjöberg only mentions if there were skeletal remains. Additionally, it 

could be assumed that no osteological study occurred for the bones since Sjöberg 

argues that females were buried in the tomb based off of the presence of “woman 

objects” i.e. necklaces (I:6, and I:7) or a mirror (I:2).303 The gendering of objects is 

                                                 
299 Sjöberg, (2004), 105. 
300 Sjöberg, (2004), 106. 
301 Sjöberg, (2004), 103. 
302 See the limitation section of Prosymna to reiterate what each of these types of studies could bring to 

the discussion. 
303 See Engelstad (2007), Sørensen (2000), and Tarlow and Nilsson Stutz (2013) for a discussion about 

the gendering of objects in archaeology.  
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problematic as it assumes specific gender roles and fashions onto a culture that might 

be very different than today’s society. Thus, an osteological study should be 

completed on the bones before the sex of the skeletons can be determined confidently. 

Furthermore, the state of the publication of the 1970’s excavations by the Haggs 

greatly limits the discussion of LH burials at Asine. This provides a very skewed 

foundation for conclusions regarding this time period at the site. However, the detailed 

studies done by both Frödin and Persson and Sjöberg should not be understated.  

Comparison 

 The sites of Prosymna and Asine have several similarities when it comes to 

burial practices of the LH. First, the smashing of cups in the doorways occurred at 

both sites.304 All these archaeologists point to the presence of the smashed cups as 

evidence of a ‘final toast’ to the dead. Mee and Branigan have further discussed this 

and state that due to the large amount of smashed cups in the doorways a ‘final toast’ 

to the dead ritual makes logical sense.305 Another shared practice is the evidence of 

fumigation in the tombs at Asine and Prosymna. Again, the excavators conclude that 

this was a purification ritual that was performed before a new interment would be 

interred only in tombs that show disturbed remains. This can be supported by the 

pushing of the previous burials to the side to make room for the new interment. Thus, 

these two rituals (smashing of the cups in the doorway and fumigation) are a shared 

practice. One could assume that this is a shared practice within the Argolid region.306 

                                                 
304 See above for specific references to tombs at each site. 
305 See Mee (2010) and Branigan (1993) for additional information on this topic. 
306 Evidence of fumigation was found at Mycenae. See Chapter Two for information.  
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Further similarities between LH burials at Asine and Prosymna are the reuse of tombs 

throughout the LH period as well as the inclusion of foreign and prestigious items as 

funerary goods. 

 Sjöberg’s study identifies similarities between the burials at Asine and several 

cemeteries in the Argolid (Prosymna included). She states that Prosymna had children 

buried in nineteen tombs.307 Asine contained evidence of children buried in Tomb I:7. 

According to Sjöberg, the evidence of children burials points to “their importance of 

status inheritance.”308 However, it should be noted that this cannot be proven 

archaeologically. Child tombs occur throughout history and their presence within tomb 

complexes does not necessarily point to a specific ideology.  

 While there are several similarities, there is one main difference. The tombs at 

Prosymna typically contained more interments than the ones at Asine. The reason for 

this could be relative population sizes. But further studies on the population of these 

two sites would have to be done before determining if this is the reason. Overall, 

however, the patterns of burials at the two sites are very similar. Both sites typically 

buried their individuals with pottery, metal, and some foreign items. Furthermore, 

‘rituals’ of a final toast to the dead as well as fumigation could be argued as a regional 

practice. Thus, these two sites allow for a comparison study of LH burial practices.  

 

  

                                                 
307 Sjöberg, (2004), 121. See the Prosymna discussion for additional information as well as Blegen 

(1937). 
308 Ibid. 
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CHAPTER IV 

FICTIVE STORIES 

 

Introduction  

Archaeologists have long worried over how to join the fragments, how to paper 

over the gaps, in what has become of the past and, repeatedly, they have concluded 

that there is no one way.309 Archaeologists such as Whitley, Witmore, Shanks, and 

Olsen have urged caution before interpreting objects. This caution is a reaction against 

the desire of our discipline to find objects and describe them. This can be risky 

because it locks archaeologists into one meaning per object. Olivier states, “In 

preserving the past, in our efforts to inscribe it in the present, we attempt to inscribe 

ourselves durably in the history of mankind and the universe, well beyond that of our 

own lifetimes.”310 Archaeologists actually put themselves onto the past and this 

inscription lasts beyond their own lifetimes and this is dangerous because it directly 

affects how present and future scholars interpret the past. Thus, archaeologists should 

be aware of their influence and the way archaeologists discuss their findings should 

represent this notion. One way of doing this is through the use of fictive storytelling. 

Through fictive storytelling, archaeologists can present multiple interpretations of the 

same objects. In doing so, they become more open to the amount of possible 

interpretations of the past.   
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Below I have created six fictive stories about six different tombs (four from 

Prosymna and two from Asine). The six fictive stories are the following: a typical 

catalogue of findings from Tomb 34 at Prosymna, a re-imagination of the excavation 

of Tomb 26 at Prosymna, a funeral at Tomb 49 at Prosymna following Danforth’s 

work, personifying an individual burying their sister at Tomb 34 at Prosymna 

following Harrison’s work, a case study of Tomb I:7 following Burns’ work, and my 

own experience finding the chamber tombs at Asine.  

 Specifically in terms of tombs, we cannot know who these individuals from the 

Helladic Period were nor can we know the exact funerary rituals and purpose behind 

each object placed in the tomb. But, we can begin to imagine. Shanks argues that the 

archaeological imagination is rooted in the same practices of sociology and geography 

in that the archaeological imagination is a “cultural reception of the past.”311 By 

evoking the imagination, archaeologists can explore multiple interpretations of 

individual objects. Fictive storytelling, then, “necessitates a reified interaction between 

multiple perspectives.”312 Stories allow scholars to find a way around this without 

losing the purpose or meaning of the field. Gear and Gear argue that the use of fictive 

storytelling “provides a vehicle through which the public can experience the past in 

both a meaningful and powerful way. Fiction allows you to bring the distant past alive 

by placing people in that time, culture, and place.”313 Furthermore, fiction ensures that 

scholars do not jump to specific conclusions without solid evidence. Instead, it brings 
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forward several possibilities of interpretations. Edmonds states that things do not have 

one definite meaning, thus the way we interpret things should not be one sided.314 This 

same idea is true for humans. Humans are complex beings, thus their own history and 

interactions with objects are complex.315 To present only one possible interpretation of 

the archaeological record is to be unfaithful not only to the objects, but to what has 

become of these human beings. In fact, invoking the use of fictive storytelling could, 

in fact, make scholars rethink the long standing and comforting assumptions, which 

could spark new interpretations of material culture.316 

The creation of fictive stories provides a foundation, it may even allow for 

objects to become the centerpiece. Love and Meng state that objects “are reminders of 

a past we can neither assimilate to narrative nor place into a greater whole or even 

understand secularly as a part thereof. In short, these objects compel us to confront our 

own materiality in its imperfection, inconclusiveness and, ultimately, in its 

fragility.”317 The sentiment of Love and Meng’s quote is that the artifacts 

archaeologists uncover do not tell us about their own pasts, but instead are bits and 

pieces of the past in the present. The following is a quote by Bauer: “If archaeologists 

want to understand how people in the past constructed knowledge about the world 

through material culture, it may then be easier to begin in a ‘critical’ mode and 

consider how people’s (including archaeologists’) experience of the same objects in 

                                                 
314 Edmonds, (1999), 159. 
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the present shape our understanding of both past and present worlds.”318 While Bauer 

is not writing about fictive stories, his sentiments are helpful for understanding that 

archaeology is not a field about the past. Mickel argues that archaeologists need to 

become a “characters in their research narratives” in order to make sense of the 

intricacies of the archaeological record.319 Without doing such it would be hard to 

draw potential specific conclusions about a community that has long ceased to exist. 

When scholars reexamine previously excavated materials, they are constrained 

by the very archaeological practices employed by past archaeologists. Archaeological 

discussions should be true to the material, partially shaped by the constraints 

associated with past practices. As shown in Chapter Two and Three, previous 

archaeologists had different methodologies and the conclusions they formed and how 

the left the material remains affect current and future archaeologists. Storytelling with 

a foundation of hard scientific facts provides archaeologists with a way to connect the 

different facets of archaeology.320 According to Love and Meng:  

A new approach in archeology much influenced by current 

philosophical trends that behoove us to focus on the objects themselves 

offers a different approach to the past that does not seek to create 

seamless or complete narratives but, to the contrary, emphasizes the 

fragility of those narratives and, more importantly perhaps, their 

tendency to eliminate or obscure the openness of the past by narrating 

it.321    

Lucas agrees with this when he argues that, “it is through the concept of 

(de)materialization as a process of (dis)assembly that we can begin to reconnect these 

                                                 
318 Bauer, (2002), 41. 
319 Mickel, (2012), 109. 
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different facets of the archaeological record and, in doing so, fight against the 

fragmentation of archaeological discourse.” 322 A way to reconnect the diverse 

fragments of archaeology is through creative, yet faithful storytelling. Furthermore, 

Mickel suggests that “by capitalizing on the tropes of fictive narrative, archaeologists 

will be better able to discuss more vividly, complexly — and therefore accurately — 

the procedure and outcome of an excavation.”323 Fictive storytelling, then, allows for 

archaeologists to get more from the fragmentary and complex archaeological record. 

One advantage of the use of fictive stories is the nature of stories themselves. 

Stories grab the reader and the audience becomes submerged in the story. Fictive 

storytelling, then, is a form of writing that connects various groups of people who 

become engaged with the past and the journey to understand it.324 Furthermore, it is 

about bridging different fields to make sense of the past.325 One way to study a 

complicated body of material is to incorporate interdisciplinary methodologies. Thus, 

the goal of fictive stories is to create an account that incorporates the diversity of both 

the field and the readers. As scholars, we are concerned about the audience, yet, given 

our professional audiences, this typically results in a work that is full of jargon and 

complicated scientific language. Even the most well-read individuals can get lost. 

With these things in mind, let us turn to six examples of fictive stories. 
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Story I 

The fictive story following is a typical excavation report of Tomb 34 as 

uncovered by Blegen.  

Tomb 34 at Prosymna had two periods of use: the Late Helladic and Geometric. The 

Geometric layer was found above the collapsed ceiling of the tomb. Within the 

Geometric layer there were several findings of interest. Key among them are: smashed 

pots at the doorway (an amphora, goblet and sherds), remains of a goat and two 

people (two skulls and other pieces of bone were found). This layer could be as late as 

the end of the eighth century due to the presence of an oenochoe, a skyphos with 

Protocorinthian fabric, two unpainted large jugs, a small jug, and one cup. The Late 

Helladic layer included a cup and two skeletons near the entrance of the tomb: the 

first skeleton was not found in association with any grave goods, the second was found 

with several objects, including a long slender bronze sword or stiletto. There were two 

heaps of material located in the tomb. There were also five cists cut into the chamber. 

All the cists had skeletal remains associated with them and cists 1 and 3-5 contained 

funerary goods. Combining the two layers found in Tomb 34, it appears that at least 

15 people were buried within this one tomb (three skulls found on a floor-two were 

associated with full skeletons). The oldest remains within Tomb 34 were most likely 

Cist Two.  

 

Above is a typical form of narrative in archaeological excavation records. It is typical 

to relay the findings and draw conclusions based off patterns. Yet, determining these 

patterns can be incredibly tedious. The narrative of the larger assemblage allows both 

for patterns to be identified and to not draw too many conclusions without certain 

evidence. Specific objects do not point to the specific actions done by individuals. 

Instead, the objects and architectural elements are the reflection of the community.326 

Through stories the object can be presented as the centerpiece of the story and can be 

used to construct a larger story.327 Thus, through the larger assemblage form of 
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narrative there is a focus on the practices of the larger community by beginning first 

with the objects themselves.  

Archaeologists have determined (through the funerary goods and architectural 

features of tombs) that several people were buried in a tomb. While the above type of 

story is more common within the field of archaeology, it should be noted it is still a 

narrative. Thus, when archaeologists decide to relay their findings in this way, they are 

still making a conscientious decision to highlight certain objects and point out 

patterns. Mickel goes as far as to argue that this sort of narrative is impersonal and 

forms part of a larger issue of separating the human interaction with material 

remains.328 Her point is that if archaeologists do choose to create their narratives in 

this way they should include the reasoning behind the conclusions they make. By 

doing such, archaeologists will allow for their readers to understand their 

methodologies and come to their own conclusions based off of the evidence. This, 

then, further opens up the amount of possible interpretations and does not presuppose 

one meaning onto the objects.  

Story II 

This first fictive story is about Tomb 26 at Prosymna and the moment of 

excavation by Blegen. His findings were discussed in his 1937 account on pages 93-

98.  

It is a hot sunny day at Prosymna. The sweat is dripping down my forehead and the 

Greek workers are tired. I chose to target this area for excavation due to the presence 

of nearby tombs. I assigned Nikos as the main excavator. Suddenly he calls me over, 

he says he found something. His excitement rejuvenated me. I rush over thinking, 

                                                 
328 Mickel, (2012), 108. 



Texas Tech University, Kristine Mallinson, May 2017 

 

75 

 

could he have found an exotic grave? When I got to Tomb 26, Nikos showed me the 

pottery fragments of Palace Style. With each sherd uncovered I began to realize this 

tomb was special. I dismissed the inexperienced workers and started excavating 

myself. While the roof is collapsed, the walls are preserved and this is exciting. So 

many tombs I have dug before, the walls have collapsed. Inside the tomb, there were 

several chambers, cists, and two distinct layers. Several individuals were buried in 

this complex. In the upper layer we discovered the only complete skeleton. The 

excitement in the team rose. As we swept away the dirt, we uncovered lavish goods. 

This individual was buried with a small eight-sided gold bar, a bronze rivet with gold-

plated ends, a short dagger with silver-plated rivets, a knife, three fragments from 

another bronze knife, a spearhead, 13 bronze arrowheads, ivory bits, a boar tusk, an 

obsidian arrowhead, several ceramics, and fragments in Palace Style. As we 

continued below this layer, we removed the fallen debris from the roof collapse and 

uncovered a raised platform made of limestone. This tomb most likely belonged to a 

wealthy group of people who could afford to bury individuals with exotic goods. The 

heat of the day and our tiredness was soon forgotten.  

 

 

The story above is what I imagine Blegen’s excavation diaries to be like. Since Blegen 

is excavating in the 1920’s his work would have been compared to Schliemann and 

other early archaeologists. While he employs different methodologies, there is most 

likely a desire to find prestige goods and, of course, gold. Tomb 26 fulfills those 

wishes. Thus, with the discovery of exotic funerary goods, Blegen knew that 

Prosymna would be considered to be an important LH cemetery. Because of this, 

Blegen is more likely to comment on the prestige goods and explain them in detail. 

That does not dismiss his archaeology as most archaeologists hope to find rich goods, 

but it does show that there is a conscious effort and desire to find exotic goods or 

noteworthy finds. This story highlights the excavator’s motives. Why would he 

dismiss inexperienced workers? Was more care taken on ‘important’ tombs? These are 

all questions that cannot be answered, but we can imagine that Blegen wanted to find 

tombs with wealthy finds and, probably, focused on those. 
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Through reimagining Blegen’s excavation of Tomb 26 at Prosymna we gain 

clues as to why he drew certain conclusions. Additionally, this form of storytelling 

allows for the readers to feel as if they were there and they become engulfed into what 

it is like to excavate.329 The rich funerary goods (gold, ivory, obsidian, and Palace 

Style pottery) and the construction of the tomb point to a wealthy community and 

person buried. By creating such emotive stories, we are able to capitalize “on the 

advantages of the unique insight allowed by their own perspectives,” the perspective 

of the excavator in this case.330  

Story III 

The next fictive story is a reimagination of the funeral about an individual 

buried in Tomb 49 at Prosymna by Blegen (the findings of Tomb 49 were discussed in 

Blegen, (1937), 135-140) through the framework of Danforth’s Death Ritual of Rural 

Greece. Danforth’s ethnographic study of death rituals in the modern village of 

Potamia, Greece has provided insight into the complex social practice of mourning. In 

regards to the modern village of Potamia, Danforth concluded that in order to 

understand your own identity, one must maintain an ongoing conversation with 

significant others that have died.331 This conversation takes the form of the role death 

ritual and lamentation has within Modern Greek society. It is through the acts of 

mourning and burials in the presence of community that the identity of the burier is 
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created. Furthermore, her work is about evoking the emotion which surrounds death. 

Something that is typically left out of the archaeological reports. 

It was a sunny day in the middle of harvest season. Members of the community 

gathered as the family of the deceased walked in procession. Women were beating 

their breast and crying, the men carried the litter. Others followed with grave goods. 

As they ascended up the ridge, they passed by the tombs of others long gone. Finally, 

they arrived at the tomb and descended down the crudely cut steps into the chamber. 

So many individuals have previously been buried within this tomb. As the family 

members placed the young woman in her tomb, the family cried-she died too young, 

before she could marry and bear children. They placed a few beads of glass paste and 

amber, an unpainted jug, and a coarse red cup. They were meager gifts, but unlike 

others in the tomb, at least she was buried with a few. She was the 21st individual 

buried in the tomb. As they exit the tomb and say their last goodbyes to the young girl, 

they remembered her smile and laugh. They smash cylix at the threshold, a sort of 

final toast to the dead. Her mother and father climb the steps and take one final look 

back at their girl. They step out into the sunlight and the breeze touches their faces. 

Following the closing of the grave, the buriers lament the young woman.  

 

While Danforth’s work is an ethnography of a modern Greek village, it provides a 

foundation for exploring ancient burial practices. While the ritual of the ancients and 

the villagers of Potamia may be drastically different. For example, the identity of a 

griever can be ascribed to individuals of the Helladic period, if we assume this 

community had mourning practices such as laments. Everyone must deal with death. 

Through burying their dead at Prosymna and performing mourning rituals (Blegen 

argues the evidence of broken cylix fragments at the doorway of the tomb points to 

ritual, for example), the burier assumed an identity of a griever. Danforth states: 

through the rituals and symbols that constitute this language people 

cope with the threat of death. The performance of death-related rituals 

is an attempt to mediate the opposition between life and death by 

asserting that death is an integral part of life. Death, in fact, provides an 

opportunity to affirm the continuity and meaning of life itself.332  
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In modern rural Greece, there is a specific ritual process. First, on the day of initial 

burial the family would bury their dead with funerary goods such as pictures, candles, 

flowers, olive oil, and lamps.333 Five years after the initial burial, the family members 

would reopen the tomb and move the bones of the deceased into a separate building 

after being wrapped. Within the building, the bones would be placed into a pile of 

other wrapped human bones.334 There the bones would slowly mix with those of the 

community. These actions promote the idea that the tomb itself is not as significant as 

the mourning of the dead in Potamia. While such detailed conclusions cannot be made 

about LH Prosymna, it can be posited that the individuals also did not believe the 

tomb was as significant as the ritual. But a better argument would be that the tomb is 

as significant as the rituals surrounding the burials and vice versa. Such an idea could 

explain the continual reuse and reburial within Tomb 49.  

This tomb housed at least 23 individuals. Thus, what Danforth would argue is 

that the tomb did not belong to a single person as a final resting place. Instead, the 

tomb was a communal space to deal with death. When a new burial would occur, the 

previous burials would be pushed aside in order to create more room. Furthermore, 

Danforth argues that, “funeral rites, and other rituals as well, strengthen social ties and 

reinforce the social structure of a group by calling forth feelings of togetherness and 

social solidarity.” Death itself shocks the some parts of society and only through 

performing these rituals do humans come to cope with the shock.335 At Prosymna 
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there are fifty-two tombs. Each tomb contained several burials. As a result, there was a 

strong tie to the community and a creation of an identity through the burial practices. 

The practice of burial and ritual tries to create a sense of identity for the buried and 

burier.336 Returning to Tomb 49, there were several types of funerary remains-glass 

paste, pottery, and beads. These funerary goods signify a tie to the individual burying 

the dead and a want to create an identity of the burier. A space for continuous 

conversation with the dead is created through the burial gifts and rituals, according to 

Danforth.337 The members of the community would have been able to return to this 

tomb to visit a dead loved one. 

Danforth argues that there are three roles within the mourning process for 

individuals to partake in. She states, “The corpse, the soul, and the mourners are like 

three actors in a ritual drama, linked symbolically to one another as they move 

together through the three phases of the rite of passage: separation, transition, and 

incorporation.”338 The death rituals allow the living to fulfill an obligation to the 

dead.339 Such rituals, likewise, allow the family to fulfill a societal obligation.340 Thus, 

the question regarding the meaning of the tomb is raised. Danforth argues that “A 

person’s grave serves to maintain the reality of his existence in tangible form, in the 

world of physical space, for those who want to continue to engage in a social 

relationship with him.”341 As a result, Tomb 49, and each tomb at Prosymna, allowed 
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death to have a continuous role within the larger community. Using Danforth’s study, 

Tomb 49 reveals how important the burial, rituals, and grieving are surrounding the 

death of a community member. This is signified through the reuse of tombs and the 

multiple disruptions. In order to come to terms with death, a proper grieving period 

had to take place. By telling this sort of story, we can begin to describe the emotion 

behind burials which is lacking in scientific reports. 

Story IV 

This next story is a reimagination of what it is like to bury someone in Tomb 34 

(discussed in Blegen, (1937), 110-115) at Prosymna through the framework of 

Harrison’s The Dominion of the Dead. Why do humans bury their dead? Harrison 

takes on this question in his book and this work is building off of Heidegger’s Being 

and Time. Within his book, Harrison concentrates on how human beings deal with 

death. His main thesis is that death is not about the person who has died, but it is about 

human’s realization that they will also die. Humans fulfill the obligation to the dead in 

hopes that others will do the same for them. Thus, funerary goods, rituals, community 

spectacles are as much about the identity of the burier, as the buried. Harrison begins 

his book by stating, “We do the will of our ancestors.”342 Thus, he focuses on the 

practices of burial, not the emotion behind them. 

Three days ago, a young woman died in the village of Prosymna. Her sister leads the 

planning of her funeral. She has arranged villagers to gather funerary goods (amphorae 

containing oil and wine, perfumes, and glass break necklaces). She also selected singers 

from kin and community to lament, which is the tradition in the village. Now, a 

procession brings the young woman to her final resting place, a tom over the low ridge 

where the family plots are tended. As they walk along the road to Mycenae, she instructs 
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the singers to lament her dead sister. These songs began at their mother’s funeral and 

she wanted them at her sister’s. Perhaps the tradition of these laments will become a 

village-wide practice. Once they approach the tomb, her sister motions to the priest to 

purify the space. He lights a torch of dried thyme and lays it in the chamber as is the 

custom. She calls to the gods to watch over her sister and observe the ritual process. It 

is her first experience leading the ritual, which prepares the tomb for the dead. This, 

she had only witnessed at her mother’s funeral. She misses her both today, both losses 

are so similar. She hopes her kinsmen notice her observance of the ritual. Once the 

ceremony is complete, the group enters the tomb and lays down the body of her young 

sister. They each say their goodbyes as they lay down a gift next to her. They walk 

outside. The singers perform their final lament. As they walk back to the village, the 

sister thinks to herself how lovely the service was. For her funeral, she would like it to 

be similar to this one.  

 

For Harrison, humans bury in order to both honor their ancestors and to “humanize the 

ground on which they build their worlds and found their histories.”343 The continual use 

of Tomb 34 at Prosymna suggests a consistent humanizing of the ground by the living. 

The dead formed a bond with the earth, manifested within the tomb, and thus they 

continually returned here, to this same ground. The individuals who used Tomb 34 were 

linked to this particular landscape. Indeed for Harrison, the grave itself signifies “the 

mortality of its creators even more distinctly than it marks the resting place of the 

dead.”344 We too might begin to think of the tombs themselves as creating a sense of 

belonging for the ones burying the dead. It is this bond that is perpetuated throughout 

time and engrained in the memory of the tomb itself. The sister thinks of the multiple 

dead in the tomb. 

Harrison also states that strict mourning practices curtails outrageous acts and 

brings a social consistency to grieving.345 This emphasis on consistency and repetition 
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is important in understanding death rituals in terms of community formation. But 

Harrison also hints at the psychology of the ritual itself. There is the idea that one dies 

along with the dead. This too is reflected within mourning practices.346 People lament 

and grieve because both the sense of loss, but also the realization that their own death 

is inevitable. Thus, the funerary goods and treatment of the dead, in many ways, sets an 

example of how one should be buried. The type of funerary goods is reflective of the 

obligation the burier has to the dead.347 According to Harrison, all humans have always 

buried their dead and with certain goods as a reflection for how they hope to be buried 

and acknowledging their own mortality. 

Returning to Tomb 34, the different interments were associated with different 

funerary goods. The earliest burials in Tomb 34, Cist Two, could, along with earlier 

burials at other tombs, provide an exemplar for how to bury the dead. No objects were 

buried within Cist Two, thus the obligation was to simply place the bones into a tomb. 

However, the practice soon turned into burying the dead with objects, thus reflecting a 

different in the obligations to the dead within this one tomb complex. However, that is 

only one possible interpretation of the lack of funerary goods. The sister, in the story, 

chose to have a purification ritual in the tomb and she hopes someone will have one for 

her. Thus, she is setting precedent. Along these lines, perhaps this has to do with the 

idea that burying the dead shows your inevitable death. The first person to bury their 

dead with funerary goods wanted to establish the tradition in hopes they will be buried 
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with gifts. Overall, through Harrison’s lens, Tomb 34 should be understood as a signifier 

that all humans will die eventually. 

Stories one and four are about the same tomb, but the archaeological record is 

presented in two very different ways. The fourth story is a reimagination of what it 

was like to bury a loved in Tomb 34 while the fifth story was from the perspective of 

Blegen and how he chose to report his findings. By combining these two story types, 

we become closer to unraveling the complicated history and stories of the individuals 

and communities we uncover.348 These fictive stories should exist with the more 

traditional forms of archaeological narrative, as was done above.349 With these two 

forms working together perhaps we can come closer to the meaning behind the objects 

because fiction allows us to imagine what the past could have been and become more 

open to the range of possible interpretations of material remains.  

Story V 

The following fictive story is a case study of Tomb I:7 at Asine as discussed by Frödin 

and Persson, (1938) and Sjöberg, (2004). This analysis is through the framework of 

Burns’ Mycenaean Greece, Mediterranean Commerce, and the Formation of Identity. 

This book discusses the role of foreign material in the context of burials. Burns’ 

primary idea is that funerary goods form an identity of a community, not of a single 

individual.350 He argues that one should never point to specific actions done by 
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individuals because the material culture does not leave traces of action.351 As a result, 

the foreign goods included in each tomb reveal that the overall community, not just the 

individual, was connected with a wider Mediterranean culture.  

Tomb I:7 on Barbouna Hill is one of the wealthiest burials at Asine. The rich funerary 

goods include gold, ivory, boar’s tusk, glass paste, stones, bronze, and lead. Such 

goods indicate a wealthy community and connection with foreign cultures, especially 

the ivory, boar’s tusk, glass paste, lead, and stones as such items are connected with 

the Near East. This tomb had at least three interments and housed several individuals 

including women and children. The children are of particular interest because this is 

the only tomb at Asine that included children. There is no archaeological evidence for 

where the other children were disposed of on site during the LH. Additionally, this 

tomb was in use from LHIIA until LHIIIC. Overall, the inclusion of the children, rich 

funerary goods, and the long period of use points to the wealth and cultural practices 

of the Asine community during the Late Helladic period. 

 

This story is about tomb I:7 on Barbouna Hill at Asine, which houses the only LH 

child grave that has been fully excavated and documented from Asine. There is the 

idea that wealth and honor comes through a funerary good and if a society could 

afford to do so with a child, then it shows extreme site wealth. However, the 

excavation report does not reveal what funerary goods are associated with what 

skeleton. So, there are two options in regards to the child burial. One: the child was 

not buried with any funerary goods, but as a member of this community which 

benefited from trade. Two: this child may have been special and, thus, was buried with 

these rich foreign goods (ivory, gold, glass paste, ect) and this would show that the 

community were extremely wealthy. Funerary goods imply honor and foreign funerary 

goods imply even more honor. But the child, most likely, has not done anything to 

gain said honor for her/himself. Thus, it could reflect inherited honor through birth, 

                                                 
351 Burns, (2012), 165. 
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not through actions. But, we cannot know which one is true, so we should consider 

both interpretations because it opens us up to the possible interpretations.  If, in fact, 

the child was buried with the goods, the goods would have been considered as an 

indicator of site wealth within the Argolid.352 Imported objects in the region would 

have been ivory and glass.353 Both of which were uncovered in Tomb I:7. These goods 

are of particular interest because there is also a “connection of foreign symbolism with 

the ideologically charged celebrations of the dead.”354  

Tomb I:7 was one of the richest LH chamber-tombs excavated at Asine.355 

Thus, the individuals who were buried within this tomb could afford to lose the status 

and use of these objects from their daily lives, which added to the ideology and 

prestige. Additionally, the inclusion of a child in LH tombs has been suggestive of site 

wealth.356 Thus, the mere fact a child would have been buried could indicate that the 

Asine community had the resources to bury most of the individuals within their 

community. Finally, the reuse of this tomb is significant according to Burns. He 

argues that the reuse of tombs signified a continued concern for a connection with 

earlier generations which could suggest a communal identity.357 Overall, according to 

Burns, tomb I:7 would be an indication of overall site wealth and cultural identity at 

Asine. That being said, the form of a fiction narratives allows us to examine the tombs 

in a very different light. One can imagine why a child would be buried in only one 

                                                 
352 Burns, (2012), 169. 
353 Burns, (2012), 170. 
354 Burns, (2012), 172. 
355 Sjöberg, (2004), 104. 
356 Sjöberg, (2004), 121. 
357 Burns, (2012), 187. 
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tomb at Asine, but we cannot know for certain why for archaeological objects do not 

speak to this. Thus, the creation of a story surrounding this child burial allows 

archaeologists to explore multiple causes of human behavior and multiple meanings 

attached to objects.  

Story VI 

This next story is my experience finding the chamber tombs at Asine. The 

creation of this type of story is contradictory of Mickel’s definition of fictive 

storytelling in Chapter One. However, acknowledging that even this type of story is 

fiction allows scholars to express their emotions and think about solutions for site 

problems I discussed in Chapter Three. 

It is a warm summer day in June on Barbouna Hill. I have come to conduct research 

on site to see what has become to the tombs at Asine. At first, it is hard to make out the 

hill. There is no signage and it is 

overgrown. However, as we continue 

following the excavator’s plans, we 

suddenly stumble across an open trench 

with a cave at its end, an excavated tomb. 

Some of these tombs are better preserved 

than others. Here is what is left of 

archaeology, when structures stopped 

being tombs of the long-forgotten ones and 

turned into voids in the ground. Since the 

excavations, these graves now contain 

garbage and overgrowth. There are no 

paths, no signs in the area or on the 

tombs, so only people who come here with 

the purpose of seeking out Helladic tombs 

would know what these structures are. 

This is a shame and I am upset. There is 

trash in these tombs and, frankly, it is a 

disgusting. Why have these tombs been 

treated in this way? What testimonies to 

the long dead are to be found here? A Late 

Helladic Asine community came together 
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here to build tombs of the dead, where they placed members of their community for 

perpetual rest. Or am I simply adding a western perspective to this? Now we 

encounter testimonies to archaeologists, those who excavated these voids, emptying 

them of their contents and leaving them exposed to winds and weather. These are no 

longer spaces to honor the dead. All memories of the burials have been extracted from 

the ground.  

 

Within the practice of Helladic archaeology there is a lack of research on what has 

become of sites. Especially if they are not major sites such as Mycenae, Pylos, or 

Tiryns; or those with on-going research and funding for heritage management. There 

are numerous reasons for this. Yet, for a scholar of prehistoric archaeology it is 

disappointing. Rich descriptive stories concerning what has become of these spaces 

may add to the conversation by highlighting problems in preservation.  

At Asine these tombs on Barbouna Hill are no longer tombs ever since the 

funerary goods and skeletons were removed. They are rock structures in the ground. 

After the last pictures of excavation were taken and documentation completed, the 

memory of a funeral ritual, a burial fades. However, through the use of fictive 

storytelling it is a possibility that the memory of these spaces could continue. As stated 

in the story, there are no signs or paths leading to the tombs on Barbouna Hill. In the 

LH these tombs would most likely would have been overgrown, though the 

community members would know where these tombs were. During the excavation, 

they, of course, would not have been. But as soon as it was not an active excavation 

the site is not cultivated. By talking about what has come of the tomb, it informs 

others who might revisit these tombs and what to expect. Furthermore, it shows that if 

these tombs are going to be restudied then a major cleanup effort would have to be 
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done. Thus, the purpose of this type of story goes beyond me expressing my 

disappointment, but can lead to improvement and passing of knowledge.  

 As I stated in the story, these tombs have been left to the elements. However, 

current archaeologists are working to reopen previously excavated material by 

studying the remains on site. One example of this is Voutsaki’s work at Asine. In 

particular, she is concerned about discovering what new information can be revealed 

by conducting studies with archival material from previously excavated sites. For 

instance, the isotope studies of skeletal remains revealed that the Asine community’s 

diet was mostly terrestrial plants and animal products.358 Thus, by revisiting previous 

material and conducting new studies, new information can be revealed. Such work can 

also make use of imaginative and fictive stories. Shanks states, “The archaeological 

imagination is rooted in a sensibility, a pervasive set of attitudes towards traces and 

remains, towards memory, time and temporality, the fabric of history.”359 So, through 

the archaeological imagination we can begin to reassess both how we approach 

archaeological material and how to most effectively relay our findings.  

Conclusion 

Overall, ‘fiction’ is rather uncommon in archaeology as it is typically regarded as 

‘unscientific’ and inappropriate for discussing archaeological remains.360 Yet, 

Tringham argues that it is through reimagining the particular that archaeologists can 

                                                 
358 Voutsaki, ect, (2007), 139-140.  
359 Mickel, (2012), 25. 
360 Tringhman, (1991), 98. 
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begin to think about the larger cultural practices.361 Additionally, Love and Meng 

argue that fiction plays an important role within the field of history. They state, “The 

truth lies in the particular since generalizing avoids the particular: in effect those who 

see through the lens of the general do not see at all. They look away from what stands 

before their eyes and cannot do otherwise.”362 Of course, it is vital to first make it 

known that these are fictions. Certainly, archaeologists cannot know the name of the 

individual buried in the Helladic period or who the people were who buried them. But 

by creating these stories by starting with the archaeological remains we become closer 

to what could have happened. These stories can be catalysts for the imagination. So, 

let us begin to imagine.  

  

                                                 
361 Tringhman, (1991), 98-99. 
362 Love and Meng, (2016), 230. 
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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION 

The goal of this project has been to rethink how we tell stories about 

archaeological materials. Most of the archaeology of the Late Helladic Period has 

focused on tombs as they provide a foundation from which scholars can further 

develop their ideas. All human die and many cultures throughout time have buried 

their dead. The way they treat their dead can provide a lot of information about their 

cultural practices. As stated in Chapter One, the Argolid region of Greece is home to 

the largest concentration of LH sites and tombs. Thus, the studying of the tombs in the 

Argolid is incredibly fruitful for understanding such a complicated and unknown 

culture. I have attempted to show that through the use of fictive storytelling 

archaeologists can open what has become of this culture to the imagination.  

 This project is only the beginning. In this thesis I have been able to conduct a 

study on two sites in the Argolid and I have attempted to show that through the use of 

fictive storytelling archaeologists can become more open to the range of possible 

interpretations since doing such does not presuppose one meaning onto the objects. 

Additionally, I have shown that it is a fruitful practice to return to previously 

excavated sites in order to run additional studies to gain more information with new 

technology and theories. However, my research is greatly limited. While I was able to 

visit the sites in person and document the nature of the tombs and visit the museums to 

photograph and describe materials on display, that was it. In order to continue with 

this project, I hope to further my research by gaining permits to examine all the 
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previously excavated materials and documents (specifically unpublished excavation 

records and dairies). Furthermore, I hope to expand my scope from two sites to many 

more cemeteries in the Argolid region and beyond. In order to draw strong 

conclusions about the purpose and benefits of reexamining previously excavated 

materials, I will need a larger body of material to pull from.   

 The steps for the completion of this larger project are the following. First, a 

selection and identification of what tombs and cemeteries to focus on will be 

determined and a database will be created of these tombs. The idea is to choose 

several tombs from each major Helladic cemetery in the Peloponnese (Mycenae, 

Pylos, Sparta, Prosymna, Asine, ect). In order to choose the graves, I will create a 

typology. The next step will be to read and document the past excavation reports of 

these individual tombs. Most excavation reports can be accessed through libraries. 

This will allow me to understand how the excavators approached, excavated and 

documented their findings. Then, one of the most important steps in completing this 

research, will be to visit the cemeteries to conduct on-site research. By visiting each 

tomb, a comprehensive study of the condition would be completed. For example, by 

collecting soil and botany samples, such studies could be done to understand these 

sites. Secondly, it would be vital to know where the artifacts from the excavations 

currently reside. Due to the increase in the number of Helladic excavations completed 

and knowledge of new archaeological techniques, the artifacts should be re-examined. 

This will be completed by visiting local and national museums in Greece and by 

following the provenance of the artifacts. Some excavators state where their material 
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currently resides, but not all. Without a comprehensive understanding of the number, 

location, and conditions of each tomb and a detailed analysis of the grave goods in the 

tombs from the LH cannot be understood.  

Tombs from the LH are prevalent in the Peloponnese. Some of the most 

famous sites are Asine, Mycenae, Prosymna, Ayia Sotria, Pylos and Barnovos. 

Archaeologists and historians continuously search for answers about who the people 

of the LH were and how they lived. Tombs provide a way to study these people due to 

the fact that these structures were meant to be sealed off to the world. Due to the 

limited information known about this period, tombs allow for an in-depth study of 

cultures because of how many objects are typically buried as part of funerary goods. 

The study of the funeral goods allow researchers to know what were the popular 

objects of the day, what sort of trading occurred, and what objects were typically 

buried with the dead. Thus, by using tombs as vehicle for understanding this culture, 

further insight is possible. Yet, due to the time that past excavations started and the 

nature of archaeological practices there are several limitations. These limitations are a 

lack of sediment or botany studies. Typically, early excavations did not perform such 

studies as stated above, but that should be seen as a starting point. Thus, this larger 

project will hopefully further my research and provide more understanding of both 

burial practices in the LH as well as provide a case study of how to revisit previously 

excavated sites.  
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APPENDIX A  

FIGURES 

 

Figure 1.1: GoogleEarth Image of Greece 

 

Figure 1.2: relative chronology of the Aegean Bronze Age. From Manning, 

(2010), 17. 
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Figure 1.3: Absolute dating of the Aegean Bronze Age. From Manning, (2010), 23. 

 

Figure 1.4: An example of a tholos tomb from Mycenae. Wace, (1949), 151. 

 

Figure 1.5: Chamber tombs (Tomb 19 and 20 from Prosymna). Blegen (1937: Volume 

Two), 5-6. 
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Figure 1.6: Grave Circle A from Mycenae. Gates, (1985), 273. 

 
Figure 3.1: GoogleEarth Image of Prosymna and Asine 

 

 
Figure 3.2: Site plan of Prosymna. From Blegen, (1937: Volume Two), 1  
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Figure 3.3: GoogleEarth Image of Prosymna 

 
Figure 3.4: Placement of stones near the door from Tomb 10. From Blegen, (1937: 

Volume Two), 126. 
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Figure 3.5: Placement of large boulders outside of Tomb 43. From Blegen, (1937: 

Volume Two), 115. 

 
Figure 3.6: Tomb 44. Blegen, (1937: Volume Two), 47. 
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Figure 3.7: Table of offerings from Tomb 44. Blegen (1937: Volume Two), 136. 

 

 
Figure 3.8: Kernos found in Tomb 44. From Blegen, (1937: Volume Two), 133. 

 
Figure 3.9: Plan of Asine from Frödin and Persson, (1938). 
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Figure 3.10: GoogleEarth image of Asine 

 

 
Figure 3.11: EH-MH and Geometric remains of the Lower Town at Asine. From: 

Frödin and Persson, (1938). 
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Figure 3.12: LH remains of the Lower Town at Asine. From: Frödin and Persson, 

(1938). 

 

 
Figure 3.13: Hellenistic and Roman remains of the Lower Town at Asine. From: 

Frödin and Persson, (1938). 

 

 


