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Preface

The conclusions based on the evidence published in this volume challenge
some of the commonly held views about Crete in the third millennium B.c. This
period is often called the Prepalatial period, a nomenclature based on assumptions
about its character and its role in a future history of Minoan Bronze Age politics.
A number of writers have suggested that Crete was populated at this time by vil-
lages with an egalitarian social structure with little social ranking and that they
mainly existed at a subsistence level economically, with social stratification devel-
oping gradually during the course of the millennium (Cherry 1983, 40; Whitelaw
1983, 333-334; Branigan 1995, 39). In response to these opinions, recent research
has shown that, in fact, considerable social differentiation already existed at the
beginning of the third millennium B.C., and craft specialization and trade were
already well advanced (Wilson and Day 1994; Day, Wilson, and Kiriatzi 1997,
Day and Wilson 2002).

This volume goes further, suggesting that rather than being a precursor to a
socially complex state that would arise later, early polities involving several com-
munities probably already existed in the isthmus of Ierapetra during Early Minoan
I. Advances in technology had already led to craft specialization in the production
of metals, ceramics, and stone tools, and in some cases entire sites specialized,
which can only be an indication of decisions that were based on regional goals.
Recent excavations and studies have identified long-distance trade involving the
Cyclades during the Neolithic (Zachos 2007). By Early Minoan I trade was rou-
tine, and in Crete products traveled for substantial distances and included both
pottery up to the size of pithoi and also the commodities transported in ceramic
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vessels. Social and economic differentiation existed on a regional, not just a local
level, and decisions for mutual defense could involve collaboration by groups of
workers, including the building of the watchtower that is the focus of this volume.

No evidence suggests that this situation was necessarily replicated throughout
Crete. On the contrary, evidence for differences throughout the island can be found
in many characteristics of the material record, including aspects of culture like bur-
ial customs that are often important social markers. Like the isthmus of lerapetra,
other regions in Crete must be considered on their own evidence.
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