
PERSONAL D CONFIDENTIAL 

Dear Emmett , 

WORCESTER COLLEGE 

OXFORD 

Jun 11 1964 

This letter is headed in this pompous way for two reasons : 
(a) your odd attitud to the privacy of private corresponaence and 
(b) in the interests of decency , sanityJ and scholarship she time has 
come for som plain speaking . 

I was surprmsed and saddened by the content and tone of your 
recent communication . 'fuatever your intentions may have been , it 
gives evidence : 

(1) that you have gone to qumte extraordin~ry lengths to detect 
material errors of presentation in On.the Knossos Tablets and hav 
almost completely fa~led~ 

(2) That having assembled a collection of trivialities , you have 
b.lown them up to grotesque proportions , seeking to r-epresent th 
book as a dis~ervice to sd1 olarship. 

(3) You have then by every means sought to do me the m:itXimum damage 
by representitions to the De ~~g~tes of the Press and the Visitors o~ 
t:10 Museum. · · 

(4) What grieves me most , is that in (2) · nd (3.) you hav destroyed 
your own c· se by your admission that the majority ( unspe~ifaed) of 
the "errors" will no-;:; conceivably alter the sense of tle passages 
in rhich they· occur . 

I will enlar~e on these ~oints not in any spirit of reproach 
or recrimination, but because you have confused a scholarly issue 
of a most impo1:tant kind, and I shall try once again to bring you 
to see and f ce that issue . 

(1) I have entered your co~rigenda on a copy of the book ·nd 
sent it to the O. U. P . I h~ve_analysed them ( se enclosed sho t 
and shown that they bear out your own adlni~sion : they are overwhelmingly 
of the most nrivial kind ~nd do not affect the es5ential ar chaeolo6 icrl 
inform at ion vk.i~ the bo oke s ,,ek s to yonv y . 'fuat scholar with a 
pinch of co1-:m.on sens will bother his h 0 ad wh trier •1a;.cken"'ie ·wrote 
"enclosed" or "inclosed11 'Z 'l1he _nc losed sheet embod::.'3s my assessment 
of the archaeological implic tio~s of your proposed revisions . ou are 
invited to specify J·o,1.r own a ses sme.nt of the extent to ·vl1ich the 
arch, Pologic 1 pie tu.re reir !;i.ng to the tiblt:ts is affected . 

· ( 2) You were given 300 vords for a noti~e of the book . The muj or 
question was posed by Blegen, to ''lhom you owe some loyalty . ' ut 
evidence was ever offered by Ev...ns to substantaat his date ? C •• B. 
said virtually none . The documents have shown that A.3 . 1 s sole 
decisive strE..tigraphy was a 100% fab1·ication . Bo rdman himsel.f 
admits that the vessels reproduced in oM rv, 735 , Fig . 720 .rere found 
in rddely separate parts of the p::1.lace . -.iou kno,v be H er than anyon 
that Fig . 719 likewise conv ys a f lse picture . Does this stagbering 
r'evelation not raise the most £:undament 1 question of all l Evans ' s 



reliability as an archaeological reporton . This is what a ~eview 
should have stressed . This is the central issue, ~lready posed in 
another context by D.Levi . Instead, you seek to c onfuse this issue s. 
by one of the hoariest devices in the history of reviewing : i ~relevancie 
of textual min 1tiae . I am no l ess perfectionist than you . But 
I remain unc onvinced that you are really gravely ndist1~essed.rt by 
such points as ttburned 11 for 11burnt 11 , or 11 partll for 11 partially 11

• 

·· ould any man in his XE:rlJEJirn.JLX senses consider such matters worthy 
of mennion at all considc ~ing the magnitude .of the scholarly and 
persona l issues? 

(3) This brings me to your interventions with the Delegates 
and the Visitors . The O. U. P will give i ts own r eply on the points 
of publishing practice and policy you rai se . I have provided them 
wi th an ana lysis of the errata you submit a s evidence and pointeM 
out the self- contradictions in which you h ave involved yourself . 
How c an you maint '"' in simuHtfil1;eously (a) that in the majority £ 
overwhelmingly so_/ of c ases t he sense of the pas sages will not 
be conceivably altered and (b) that the merex~ publ ication of a 
lis t of erra ta rvill not suffice . What g:ix1Ul grieves me. is this 
double impression y ou.N have left h ere of gross exaggeration ruid 
self- import.mce . In y our le t ter to the Asbmolean you use expre Rsions 
wh ich are open to the interp r et ~tion tha t all would have .been well 
if onyjr the whole thing h ad b een entrusted to E . L . B. This may well . 
be so , but the priority was mine in virtue of' discovery . May I remi nd 
you of how long you sat on the OLIVE OIL tabl ets? 

I regard all t h is as trivial in the extreme . The scientific issue 
rema ins . By all means make your revisipns to the picture presented in 
our b ook. From t he start I took practic al steps to ensure that the 
evidence should be p r esented objectively . You have never acknowledged 
t h is and I will enumer te them again . 

(1) As soon as I realised what the documents c ort a ined I volunt a rily 
invited Boardman to c ollaborate and hunded the b ooks over to him with 
a copy of my first excerpts . 

(2) ·,fuen we disagreed, I voluntarily waived my rights and proposed 
that the t wo versions sh o1.lld be published simult~eously o 

(3) This is where you come in . I suggP-sted to Hamilton that 
a microfilm of the books should be made . I suggested to the British 
School. that a microVfilm sh ould be made of the pottery noteb ooks . 
This ~i is how you come to be in a position to check the text and 
write your review. t 

. (4) It ixx was I v<l~o no t ed t he importun~e of the Guide to the 
~tra tig:rapt,::.cal Museum . I wrote to you and e ven had a photograph made 
of one of the plans . ")lestor be a rs witness to the search for copies in 
the libra1,ies of the vrorld . 

( 5 ) I w oe long let r ers to you pointing out the na ture of t he 
ev · dence .. thinking that you -~ld be vitally in tE,r ested in the facts 
r e co ·"• ded . Evidently I was miit ,.ken . 



THE ISSUE 

I will make one more effort to get you to face scientifically 
the issue posed by our publicat:i:Jn . In the firRt place I concede 
xmmm: a b at ch of your corrigenda . I choose pp . 64- 66 . ~ 
p o64: delet ~he ; add the word I c ~'J.ldnt read m:M:wtk above . 
p.65 : I ''(LJ.e stion your pr posal these for the ; ~h delete the • 
p.66: read Pla~ I; delete an ; (Uery near the ~or ne8.r to; read 
another for a ; a.dd the word I couldnt read mouth ; transpose 
orig_inally so·. 

·,,110.t has eeen achieved archaeologically speaking ? 

Now use the bJ ok as it is int ended to be used . I have entered some 
important data on the enifil. osed plan . G The Clay Cl.est f:BathJ was 
found on 6 IV 00 . On the same d~y the bronze st~tuette to the west@ 
On the "ame day the JUUDI the l:,_i 1° st of the Chariot Tablets® ( FP 73) o 

On the sane day the fra gme nts~ oaiJ the mouth f thank you -'J of the 
free co corridor . '1e now know that pi tho s 6 stood next to the bc1.th . 
We now know that the walls of the bath room " seem to belong to a 
very late pe-::'iod of re -occupation". We now know that all thesefinds of 
6 .April I were quite uniform&)" made in deposit that in no case 
went dovm belo~ the level of the Mycenaean flooring as reckoned by 
means of ••• L LM III BJ pithoi bases~ ~e have long knovm ( since 
1900) that the Ch e-r iot Tablets were found next to the massive 
wall that cut the pu.la.ce in two in its final phase . We now 
know that the wanorth and west wall of the bronze statuette room 
were built above the ' Megaron ' detected in 1907 and still further 
above t h e foundations 0f the stair bastion which AE later reconstructed 
Here is a suimna.ry ~ection of the recorded data . . 

o ~ ... ..._ • ,-1+- ~ v ~ .Cc.It, Re.~ .. ~u.t>..;.,.,(yv, 

=•Do ne.., •---a~ 1--.~....,.. -t~u. 
I invite your comments on this' rchaeological issue now that your 

"Ork ,ls a text ·al critic is over . I hope that I am correc t in still 
believing that your main purpose is to advlir.lCe the truth abouth the 
Knossos excavations and to secur that that issue is not blurred 
by struggles about the heinousness of 'ne ar to' for 're ar the 1, 

particularly in view of the f~ct that AE has a very sletchy rendering 
of thes W]!!~llfilC:t wordlets . I prefer to test you in private first . 
But contrary to your own practiue, I think I ought to warn you that 
shortly I um to have an opportunity of discussing publicly this 
very area of the palace, a bout which I haw secured sora new evidence. 
I intend to put on the spot all those who have co~ ributed to 
the dis cuss ion. We shall see how they resp'"'nd and stcllld up to 
this ne '-/ investigation . fufmEE.llXX Remmber AE's MlV1 III dating and 
location of the statuette, and muc~ e l se besides . 

Now my dear boy , pull yourself together . You would do well 
to withdraw your review . The Press and the Museum may we 11 persuade 
you that trn evidence submitted is inadequate for your serious 
strictures on two Oxford schola.rs one of who m is r . 

Your:a humble servant , L-



' . . 
IT tacit corr ct;ona ol •vid•nt 11.pa of the p n '. '· 
uch a• and /anlJ./ a bit . , · '" . · 3 

Meaningl•a• 1n ertions cl omi 1ona ( ••S•" l:Ot id• .· 
/ot/ it ti. GO · 
Oh 4. c oll ( ••&• burned/ g,r "bui-nt" 7' 

JZ1011J1110U4 cubct!.tut.t a ( ·•·. ttp rtly" ror 
p rt1all7") . . 2 

T~anapos1t1on• ( ••B• "• originall7 /"or1g1na117· so") - ·9 
Forma of th• rt1cle1/ demonst~ativ•a ( in rt d, · 
omitt• , etc ) · 6t 
Singul r ~or pllll"al and vlo• v raa ( ••S• 1~with no 
trac•/t~ o•• ft) . ,

1 
14 

'!'en f'orma C •• • _. imp eeaiona turn up / turn d up) 11 
Functu t1o ( marks of omi sion etc. ) 14 
P , ges del1b ratel7 omitt•d with uitable 1nd1c t1oa 
••• 
IllerJ,ble 1tG 10. tad ~ sucl:1.1 1 

i pr1nta ( 1t•/ 1de ) 
•stio~• 

8 
l. 

2 

onl.7 it whioh • to • o v• even al t e1gn-
1!1c ce for the the • t t ·· • 0 ok ( 'J:he »-1nd rlacea 
of th Kn9sao Tabt ets ) ret 

p.96: l!!!import t .r1-agm n.ts of iiZilixs inscription tablets 
p.99s al st from the su~rao• 
p.1121 estw rd ( 1n 8117 oa cle r tro the o nt•xt and 
h• sketch m p ~ep~6duoed ). . 

p.1191 2.50 tot' 2.so , wl"iich 1nYolvea th di place nt by aom• 
30 of o inscription fr ' gmenta b longing to ti:. Gr• t posit. 
th• pr oie• loo t1on of which as whole in 1n an7 o se giv non 

ckenzie•s alatteh plan wliich J repDoduct 1n Pl t• XYlll. 

Result, the seent1al Chol rl7 pu:rp •• or the book has 11 en achieved. 
"Th• x-ch eolog!.c 1 info me tinn 1s p?-eaented. a ocul' t•l7. 
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