
5

CULT MATERIAL 
FROM ARCHAEOLOGICAL DEPOSITS TO 

INTERPRETATION OF EARLY GREEK RELIGION

PAPERS AND MONOGRAPHS OF THE FINNISH INSTITUTE AT ATHENS VOL. XXI

HELSINKI 2015

Edited by Petra Pakkanen and Susanne Bocher



6

© Authors and Suomen Ateenan-Instituutin säätiö (Foundation of the Finnish Institute at 
Athens), Helsinki 2015

ISSN 1237-2684
ISBN 978-952-67211-9-4

Printed in Greece by Alphabet SA, Athens.

Cover: 

Layout: Vesa Vahtikari



7

Petra Pakkanen and 
Susanne Bocher

I Cult and Material: Tradition, Theory and Materiality

Petra Pakkanen

Susanne Bocher

II Time and Material: Perspectives to Early Cult

Melissa Vetters

Gudrun Klebinder-Gauß

Berit Wells† 
edited by Petra Pakkanen, 
Arto Penttinen and 

Contents

Introduction

Worshiping Archaeologies – Theoretical 
Landscape in the Archaeological Study of Greek 
Religion and Cult Deposits

Depositing Cult – Considerations on What Makes 
a Cult Deposit

Ash, Bones, Votives – Analysing the Black Strata 
in Early Greek Sanctuaries
Two Examples from Olympia – the Schwarze 
Schicht and the Altar of Artemis

Private and Communal Ritual at Post-Palatial 
Tiryns

Interpreting Votive Offerings from Early Archaic 
Deposits at the Artemision of Ephesos

‘Meeting with Others and the Gods’: the Social 
Uses of Early Cretan Cult-Sites

New Beginnings? Preparations of Renewal of 
Cult at Kalaureia and Asine

i

1

9

25

49

65

107

123

137



9

Abstract 

a historical, and an art historical tradition. Each tradition is characterized by a conceptual 

 outline what is a 

how the various traditions intersect. It also serves as an assessment of the analytical value 
of the conceptual scheme.

Introduction 

of votives in order to illustrate how the research traditions intersect, but also to test the 
heuristic value of the wider conceptual scheme. This paper is a preliminary presentation 

therefore, inevitably be omitted.1 

1 
this article. 
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discipline. Occasionally we feel that we have more in common with other scholars in 

academic disciplines. A way to accommodate for the internal divisions is to view classical 

tradition

as a point of departure.2

shares the objectives of art history.3

differs substantially from them. 

rituals are viewed as the most authentic articulations of the ancient civilizations. The 

2

3 

Johannes Siapkas
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A Theoretical Landscape – Conceptual Ideal Types 

sub-disciplinary traditions is reinforced if we consider how theoretical issues have been 

tradition.4

5 

6 It was followed 

culture-historical perspective, emphasis was placed on differences between cultures. The 

the deep-seated characteristics they possess, are ascribed 

scholarly attention turned to environmental aspects. In a sense, cultural determinism was 

4 

5

6

as a yardstick in the evolutionary perspective.

Theoretical Landscape in the Archaeological Study of Greek Religion and Cult Deposits
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Towards a Wider Conceptual Framework

and a cultural perspective. In the traditional perspective, historians are concerned with 
World War 

Two, and until the 1980s, historians moved away from the traditional perspective to the 
social perspective. Social historians emphasize themes such as institutions, processes, 

balance in which different features have a function. The third cultural perspective pays 

and discourses. The term cultural here differs profoundly from culture as it is used in 

7 

us to identify possible similarities between the disciplines. There is a correspondence 

as far as we elaborate which topics are preferred and how they are conceptualized. The 

cultural perspective to post-processualism.8 

art history the turn away from traditional art history did not occur until the mid-1980s 
with the introduction of New Art History. New Art History incorporates both the social 

history.9

that is invalidated, not the analytical separation of a social and a cultural perspective. 

7 
8

9

Johannes Siapkas
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The development in art history can serve as a reminder that disciplines and traditions can 

However, even if the adoption of a wide conceptual framework has an analytical 

For instance, the social perspective was not abandoned with the introduction of the 
cultural perspective. It is more accurate to consider the introduction of new perspectives 

10

11 First, we can 
delineate a traditional perspective, which includes a comparative aspect. Scholars in this 

12 

belief have a subordinate role. Edward Evans-Pritchard noticed accurately that 

13 The social perspective, which includes a distinct functionalistic 

The social turn in the humanities in the 1960s was fueled by a renewed and reawakened 

Pigs for the Ancestors from 1968, which emphasizes the eco-functional aspect of rituals 
14 

10 
11 See Eriksen 2001, 209–226.
12

13 Evans-Pritchard 1962, 37. 
14 Rappaport 1968. 

Theoretical Landscape in the Archaeological Study of Greek Religion and Cult Deposits
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hermeneutical, approach that the cultural perspective is articulated. Clifford Geertz’s 
essay Religion as a Cultural System The Interpretation of 
Cultures are seminal since they both mark the introduction of the cultural perspective 

15 The cultural 
perspective is also evident in the works of Bruce Kapferer and Maurice Bloch, the 1990s 

Ritualdynamik School.16 

17 

realms of a society. The ritualistic perspective has an evolutionary side to it. Ritualists 

18 The comparative side of 
the ritualist school was abandoned around the First World War. Nevertheless, theoretical 

conceptual turn.19

20

Walter Burkert’s Homo Necans and Greek Religion.21

A new perspective is discernable after the conceptual turn around the First World 
War.22

15

16 Ritualdynamik  et al. 
2004. See also Mylonopoulos and Roeder 2006, esp. 9–17. 
17

18

in Germany. 
19 Morris 1993, 21–22. 
20

the German ritualists. 
21

22

Johannes Siapkas
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belief was the prime analytical aim. The major difference between the two perspectives 

23 

concerns of the social perspective. Issues such as the functions of the rituals, and the 

backbone. There is an emphasis on synchronic aspects in the social perspective. Structures 

24 

White, Michel Foucault, and Pierre Bourdieu, and had a wider impact in the humanities 
from the 1980s onwards. In this perspective, culture is conceptualized as contested, and 

Ritualdynamik School 
are very limited.25

interpretations of art works.26 Cults, Territory and the Origins of the 
Greek City-State

27

23

below. 
24

25 See also Mylonopoulos and Roeder 2006. 
26 Osborne 1988 and 1989. See also Morris 1993, 27–32. 
27

Theoretical Landscape in the Archaeological Study of Greek Religion and Cult Deposits
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the ancient civilizations.

and research traditions observed 

topics, and methods are relevant for scholars in more than one tradition and/or theoretical 

to a perspective in various ways. Both the perspectives and the traditions are analytical 

This will serve as an assessment of the conceptual framework. 

entity.28

29 However, 

30

28 Athenian Agora (Princeton 1953–), 
Olympia in Bericht über die Ausgrabungen in Olympia (Berlin 1937–) and Olympische Forschungen (Berlin 
1941–), Delphi in Fouilles de Delphes (Paris 1902–), and Corinth in Corinth. Results of Excavations Conducted 
by the American School of Classical Studies at Athens

29 To the standard publications Dyson 1993 and Morris 1994, we can also add Stissi 2003 who laments over the 

30 Osborne 2004, 3–4. 

Johannes Siapkas
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with aesthetic dimensions.31

32 A different type of studies 

33

The social perspective has also left its mark on votive studies. In this perspective, 

perspective.34

35 Tullia Linders articulates 
a concern for the hard material conditions of life in her studies on the economic aspects of 
Greek cults and sanctuaries.36

perspective.37

31

32

33

34

Whitley 1988 and Morris 1988 and their elaborations on hero cult.
35 Hodkinson 1998. 
36

37 Renfrew 1985, 11–26. 

Theoretical Landscape in the Archaeological Study of Greek Religion and Cult Deposits
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38

votives, such as what kind of beliefs ritual practices they articulate. 
In the cultural perspective scholars turned their attention towards aspects such as 

renewed attention. Potentially, the concerns of the cultural perspective would ensure 

39

and the Ritualdynamik
40 

Conclusions 

38

relation to votives. See also Evans-Pritchard’s comment mentioned above, n. 13. 
39 Neer 2003, esp. 133. See also above n. 26. 
40

Johannes Siapkas
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completely oblivious to intellectual currents. The social perspective has, for instance, had 
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Uppsala University
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