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[Last updated 9 January 2014] 

The Aigina Treasure: more, possibly, than you 

wanted to know 

The Aigina Treasure, a collection of jewellery, much of it gold, from the Middle 

Bronze Age, and a gold cup, is on permanent display in the British Museum.  A 

recommendation to the Standing Committee of the Trustees for its purchase was 

drawn up by A.S. Murray, the Keeper of Greek and Roman Antiquities, on 10 July 

1891, in time for the Committee's meeting the following day. The objects were on 

offer through Messrs. Cresswell, and were "lately found together in a tomb in 

Aegina".
1
 The purchase was completed in May 1892.

2
  The price was £4,000.

3
  

So much is certain and well known. 

There remain questions about when and where the treasure was made.  These were 

given very full consideration in 2009 in a lavish, and gorgeously illustrated, 

publication by the British Museum,
4
 which included the results of various sorts of 

technical examination and analysis, in addition to micro-photography and electron 

microscopy. The many different scholars who contributed to the work didn’t reach 

much in the way of agreement.  Some thought that the different items formed a 

homogeneous group, others that it was a collection from various sources.  Estimates 

of the treasure’s age varied from around 1900 BC to as late as the 15th century.  Those 

that offered an opinion believed that it was made in Aigina itself, and showed 

primarily Egyptian, but also perhaps Anatolian, Minoan and Levantine influence. 

There are also questions as to when, where and by whom the treasure was found, and 

how it reached London. 

These were first discussed in print by Reynold Higgins, in two articles in 1957 and 

then in a book in 1979.  They were considered again by Eva Simantoni-Bournia in a 

paper published in 2003.  Most recently there has been an account by Dyfri Williams.
5
  

Higgins concluded that the treasure had been found by George Brown,
6
 an English 

sponge merchant, on his property at "Windmill Hill" on Aigina; and that he took it 

with him to England in the summer of 1891.  Higgins offered his conclusions, 

however, as "at best a probability".
7
 

                                                 
1
 British Museum Library and Archives, Original Papers, Vol.88, 10 July 1891.  The full text is 

reproduced in Higgins 1979: 9-10. 

2
 British Museum Library and Archives, Minutes of the Standing Committee, Vol. XLVI, 14 May 

1892. 

3
 British Museum Library and Archives, Minutes of the Standing Committee, Vol. XLV, 1 August 

1891. 

4
 Fitton 2009. 

5
 Ibid.: 11-16. 

6
 "George Brown II".  This distinguishes him from his father, George Brown I; his son, George Brown 

III; and his grandson, George Brown IV, (nephew of George Brown III).  The appropriate number will 

be added where there is a possibility of ambiguity. George Brown IV is the current (2014) owner of the 

Brown Hotel in Aigina. 

7
 Higgins 1979: 51. 
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Simantoni-Bournia brought to light various pieces of documentary evidence which, 

she argued, cast doubt on the possibility of George Brown's involvement.
8
 Williams 

largely accepted Higgins's account. 

What follows is a bit about the history of the story; a bit about Aigina in the latter part 

of the 19th century; and a bit about archaeology, since establishing with some 

certainty where the treasure was found bears on its history long before 1891. 

Background 

The Cresswells and the Browns
9
 

It is helpful to start with the Cresswells and the Browns. 

Randal Cresswell and George Brown I, later brothers-in-law, came from relatively 

humble backgrounds in different parts of rural England.  Evidently they were men of 

ability and enterprise, for they finished as successful businessmen, latterly in the 

sponge trade.  Both lived for some years in Paris. 

Randal Cresswell was born in 1827 in Loscoe, in Derbyshire where his father was at 

different times a collier and publican.
10

 In a later directory entry he claimed that his 

business, whatever it had originally been, had been established in 1850.
11

 In 1852 he 

married Sarah Brown, who had been born in Coddenham in Suffolk in 1828.
12

  They 

spent ten years or more in Paris, the evidence being that all the children of his 

marriage to Sarah were born there, or in nearby Vincennes, Frederic,
13

 the eldest, in 

around 1857.
14

  Evidently Randal was in the sponge business by at least 1862, based 

on the entry in the Firmin Didot et Bottin directory for that year: 

Cresswell (R.), éponges en gros et coquillages pour camées,  Malher, 12; maison à 

Londres, Fenchurch Street, 109, et aux colonies.
15

 

 When the births of his children were registered he was described simply as a 

“Négociant”, and he filed several patent applications from Paris for inventions quite 

unconnected to sponge processing.   

How Randal had met Sarah, who can say? During the 1860s she combined the bearing 

of children in Paris and Vincennes with a business as a milliner in Conduit Street, in 

                                                 
8
 Simantoni-Bournia 2003: 53. 

9
 I owe much of the contents of this section to the work of  Carole Mason. 

10
 St Lawrence Church, Heanor, baptism records, Derbyshire County Record Office (online 

transcription consulted) . 

11
 Kelly’s 1889, Commercial Directory.  Information about the Cresswell businesses comes from the 

annual volumes of Kelly’s Post Office Directory, consulted in the Guildhall Library, London (some on 

microfilm), cited as “Kelly’s”. 

12
 “Family Records”, a document produced by a later member of the Brown family and in the private 

collection of a descendant. 

13
 Sometimes the name appears as “Frederick”. 

14
 For Frederic’s place of birth see, for example, the England and Wales 1881 census record RG 11/714 

Folio 112 page 18.  The births of most of his siblings are fully recorded in the Archives de Paris and the 

Archives départementales du Val-de-Marne 

15
 Annuaire et almanach (Annuaire-almanach) du commerce ... Firmin Di                     (1862): 

798.  The rue Malher is in the Marais district of Paris. 
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London, where her sister Mary Ann lived and worked as a dressmaker. We cannot 

find her in the 1851 census returns, so possibly she was learning her trade in Paris. 

(Randal is also absent from the 1851 census.) Anyhow it seems most probable that it 

was through her that Randal met George Brown I, her considerably younger brother.   

George was born in Coddenham in around 1837, and grew up there and in Battisford 

Tye, which is nearby.  His father, grandfather and two of his uncles were 

blacksmiths.
16

 He married a woman from a nearby village in 1865, but in the late 

1860s was also in Paris. His first two children were born in Vincennes: his son, 

George II (Higgins’s candidate for the finder of the treasure), in 1867; and a daughter, 

who died in infancy, in 1870.
17

  

And how did they all get to Paris? We have no answer to that. We do however know 

why they left in 1870: because of the outbreak of the Franco-Prussian War.  The 

Cresswell family moved to London, initially staying with another of Sarah’s sisters 

before settling in Bloomsbury. (Randal’s brother Edwin, who had also been in Paris 

during the 1860s, appears to have remained.  He had married a Frenchwoman, which 

may account for their different decisions.)  From 1873 Randal is described in British 

trade directories, census returns and so on as a sponge merchant, with an office in 

Paris.
18

 

Here there is another element. George Brown’s elder brother, Edward, had by 1860
19

 

married the daughter of a Frenchman, Gustave Renouard, who is credited with 

starting the Bahamas sponge fishery in 1841 or soon after.  Edward became a 

Bahamas resident and developed Renouard’s business.
20

  Perhaps the simplest story is 

that Randal, George, and George’s brother Edward got somehow to Paris. Edward met 

and married Laure Renouard and went into the sponge business with his father-in-law; 

and, through Edward, Randal and George went into the sponge business too.  But 

really, how the pieces all fit together still remains a matter for speculation. 

George Brown’s third child, Lisa, was born in Greece in 1873,
21

 and the next one 

Sarah, in Aigina in 1876.
22

  So it appears that the family moved to Greece in the early 

1870s where, presumably, George was charged with extending Randal’s business; and 

George came to Aigina as Randal’s agent between 1873 and 1876, in the first instance 

from Kranidi in the Argolid.
23

  In 1883 he bought land just south of the town of 

                                                 
16

 England and Wales 1841 census records HO 107/1018 Book 15. 

17
 Aigina, Brown Papers, Brown family tree.  The births are  recorded in the Archives départementales 

du Val-de-Marne.  I  am grateful to George Brown IV for showing me some of the family papers in his 

possession. 

18
 The first entry for Randal Cresswell in Kelly’s is in 1873, at 32 Red Lion Square.  In 1875, in the 

Commercial Directory section of Kelly’s, he advertised an office in Paris at 34 Rue du Petit Muse. 

19
 This was the year of the birth of their first child (Bahamas, Civil Registration, 1850-1959, Births 

1860).  

20
 “Th  Sp  g  g I      y”,  A b  kl    f  h  Exh b       f H      cal D c m     h l  a   h  P blic 

Records Office, Mackey Street, 18-22 February 1974 (Nassau, Bahamas): 1.  Craton,  Michael, History 

of the Bahamas (1963): 252. 

21
 Aigina, Brown Papers, Brown family tree.  See also, for example, England and Wales 1891 Census 

RG12/1467 Folio 88 Page 4. 

22
 Aigina, Brown Papers, Brown family tree.  See also, for example,  England and Wales 1911 Census, 

RG14/15437/114  (Sara Tovey, living with her husband and children in a house called Aegina). 

23
 Information from George Brown IV. 
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Aigina
24

 and at some point built on it a sponge processing factory and residence, 

which much later became the present Hotel Brown.  

George’s sister Sarah died in 1884,
25

 leaving Randal a widower.  Randal’s family then 

consisted of three grown-up sons: Frederic, Alfred and Ernest; and two grown-up 

daughters.  In 1886 Randal married again.  His second wife was 33 years younger 

than he, and younger than some of his children.
26

  In due course he was producing a 

second family.
27

  In 1887, the year after Randal’s remarriage, the three Cresswell sons 

set up in business as sponge importers and merchants on their own account, a few 

doors along Red Lion Square, London, from their father.  The entries in the directories 

suggest bitter competition between Randal Cresswell and Co and the new Cresswell 

Brothers.  Randal claimed to “hold every description” and listed all his offices 

worldwide; the brothers claimed “largest stock in the world” and added, as though 

someone might go to Randal by mistake “(sole address), next to church”.  But age was 

not on Randal’s side, at least business-wise, and he disappears from the directories 

after 1891.
28

 In the census return for 1901 he is said to be “Blind (Cataract)”, and he 

died the following year.  

At some point Frederic Cresswell added antiquities smuggling, or at least antiquities 

fencing, to his activities, and periodically made sales to the British Museum.  In 

November 1889 there was a silver cup, a bronze relief, and various fragments of 

bronze hydrias, from Chalke, near Rhodes, sold for £330; in July 1891 there was the 

Aigina Treasure; in July 1893 there were two gold fillets, a marble female head, a 

fragment of a helmet, a bronze knife and pots from various periods (including the 

Mycenaean vases of relevance to the treasure story – see below) from Aigina, sold for 

£120; and in May 1900 haematite cylinders, an agate scarab, a gold pendant and other 

jewellery from Cyprus and Amathus, sold for £72.
29

 

George Brown I died in 1887.
30

  His widow, Eliza, was left with five children: George 

II, now 20, the two adolescent daughters, Lisa and Sarah, and two little boys, 

Alexander and Alfred.
31

 

How the business, or rival businesses, functioned in Aigina in the years immediately 

after George Brown’s death is unclear.  But on the basis of the letters from Cresswell 

Brothers to him in the Brown Papers, by June 1890 at the latest George Brown II was 

the brothers’ agent, and it would appear that Cresswell Brothers was the only 

Cresswell business on the island. 

                                                 
24

 Aigina Land Registry (Υποθηκοφυλακείο), 14 February 1883, Contract no. 9555. 

25
 UK General Register Office Register of deaths, 1884, Vol 1b, page 374. 

26
 UK General Register Office Register of marriages, 1886, Vol 1b, page 131. 

27
 England and Wales Census record for 1901 (RG 13/1239/126r) where they are shown as two young 

daughters and a son, Walter Randal, who was to set up in business as a sponge merchant in his own 

right in 1936. 

28
 Kelly’s 1887-92, Commercial Directory. 

29
 British Museum, Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities, Antiquities Register, 1889: 11-12, 

1891: 5-20, 1893: 7-12, 1900 5-21.  

30
Aigina, Brown Papers, Brown family tree. 

31
Aigina, Brown Papers, Brown family tree. 
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The work of Reynold Higgins 

We are greatly in Higgins’s debt.  He created the story, and did so soon enough to be 

able, in 1959, to interview George Brown II’s son, George Brown III, then a man of 

52. 

The interview is recorded in a typed account by Higgins, dated 10 July 1959. 

I met George Brown of Aegina at Aegina, on 11
th
 April 1959.  He told me that his 

father, also George Brown, found the Aegina Treasure and sold it to the British 

Museum.  He said that his father discovered the Treasure by accident in a chamber-

tomb with a sloping dromos, having broken through the top of the tomb when 

planting vines.  The position was shown to me, but the tomb had been filled in and 

levelled off.  It was by a windmill, in the general position indicated by a row of XX’s 

on the plan in BSA lii (1957) [i.e. Higgins 1957b here], 43, fig.1, just to the right of 

the windmill as you face the sea. 

…he remembers in his youth seeing three or four such chamber-tombs (all now 

obliterated) in the side of the hill, one of which he was told had contained the 

Treasure.  This information agrees exactly with that extracted by me from reports by 

Stais, Keramopoullos and Miss Sinclair, and summarized in my BSA article.  The 

other tombs are those excavated by Keramopoullos [and by Welter
32

]… 

... Brown junior says his father had to face numerous tribunals as a result of 

disposing of the treasure
 
...  

... My interview with Brown has merely resulted in a repetition of a story put about 

some seventy years ago.  No new evidence for or against the story has emerged.  

Nor, as far as I can see, is there any hope that it ever will ...
33

 

The sketch map in Higgins 1957b was taken from Welter 1938: 511, and gives a good 

indication of the location of the windmill. 

George III’s story, in Higgins’s words, agreed exactly with the other information he 

had.  Most significantly, it was consistent with the account of Margaret Sinclair, who 

had been the Brown family’s governess in Aigina, and wrote to the British Museum 

on 17 July1914: 

In the summer of 1891 Mr George Brown, of Egina, Greece, brought to England, and 

sold to the British Museum, treasures found in an old tomb of a priestess of the 

Temple of Venus;
34

 sold for £4,000.  I believe treasures consisting of gold rings, 

bracelets, pieces of cornelian, jade, & glass beads.  At that time I was English 

governess in their family, coming to England with them and returning with them.  

Mrs Brown gave me two pieces of cornelian with carved fingers on it, also a pottery 

vase - height 6 inches, having an eye painted on each side (a very ancient form).  A 

lot of pottery was found in the tomb, but not brought to England.  I have a small 

lamp and bowl in which they put food for the dead in those days.  As the things are 

genuine, I wonder if I could sell them, to you or anyone else; as I am now very poor, 

and rather infirm to come to town unnecessarily so I presume to write, & enclose 

                                                 
32

 Added later in ink. 

33
 There are two copies in the British Museum, Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities. Higgins 

drew on this for p.45 of his 1979 book. 

34
 The temple of Venus, or Aphrodite, currently known as the temple of Apollo, is at Kolona, about 

150m from the windmill referred to by George Brown III. 
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stamped envelope for reply, if you could kindly do so giving any advice I should be 

glad.
35

 

Miss Sinclair sent the items on 17 July, listing them in her accompanying letter: 

Two cornelian beads carved 

Four green beads, three of them tipped with gold 

Three red glass beads 

One piece of arched gold 

Pottery 

1 Pottery Pitcher with eyes painted on 

1 small bowl same date 

1 lamp
36

 

As far as I have been able to discover, this account by Margaret Sinclair is the only 

one that exists by someone who witnessed the events.  I don’t know much about her
37

, 

but there seems every reason to take the letter at face value, as Higgins apparently did.  

In other words, what she states is what happened.  Miss Sinclair writes from her own 

memory of events; the account she gives is not contradicted in any respect by any 

other reliable source; the letter does not try to show the writer in a good light, or 

indeed in any light; and there is an unassuming straightforwardness in its tone. 

The British Museum bought the beads, and has never had any doubt that they do in 

fact belong to the treasure,
38

 so if one does not believe that they were given to Miss 

Sinclair by Mrs Brown one has to look for some other explanation of how she 

acquired them, and none even begins to suggest itself.  The description of the treasure 

is accurate even though, modestly, she implies that she hasn’t actually seen it. Most 

tellingly, Miss Sinclair knows the price of £4,000.  This is of particular significance, 

since the original asking price was £6,000.  £4,000 was agreed between, on the one 

hand, A.S. Murray and, on the other, Frederic Cresswell and the owner of the 

treasure.
39

  It did not become public knowledge until, possibly, Higgins's 1979 book.  

Again, one has to start being very imaginative to think of a way in which Miss 

Sinclair could have learnt this price other than on the basis that she was in the family's 

confidence and is accurately recording what she knew.
40

 

                                                 
35

 British Museum, Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities, Original Letters, Margaret Sinclair to 

the Museum, 17 July 1914.  I am grateful to Dyfri Williams for helping me to locate documents in the 

Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities. 

36
 Ibid., Margaret Sinclair to the Museum, 21 July 1914. 

37
 She was born about 1848, the daughter of a Wesleyan minister and missionary, so was in her forties 

when she was in Aigina and about 66 when she wrote to the British Museum.  In the England and 

Wales Census 1901 she was living alone near Redhill, Susssex, running a general shop.  She died in 

1925.  I owe this information to Carole Mason. 

38
 On 25 September 1914 A.H. Smith, A.S. Murray's successor as Keeper of Greek and Roman 

Antiquities,  reported to the Standing Committee that he had purchased various beads from Miss 

Sinclair for £5 (British Museum Library and Archives, Original Papers, Vol.111, 25 September 1914).  

As far as we know this purchase completed the treasure as it now is.  Simantoni-Bournia (2003: 52, 

n.30) suggests that objects from the same collection were being  registered at the Museum until 

recently; but this seems to be based on a misreading of a note on the Registry page for the Treasure 

which refers to a relatively recent re-numbering, not to an acquisition. 

39
 The Cresswell name appears in the documents relating to the treasure either as "Cresswell Brothers" 

or as "F. Cresswell".  I therefore take it that Frederic, the oldest of the three brothers, was the prime 

mover throughout. 

40
 Contrast Simantoni-Bournia 2003: 52 and n29. 
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We have thus an account by someone who was in effect an eyewitness, from the 

inside, if not to the actual finding of the treasure, then at least  to the events following 

its finding; and a quite independent account by someone of what his father, and 

presumably it was his father, had told him.  Where the two stories overlap, they agree 

with each other, while each adds extra details, which appear to be confirmed or at 

least rendered likely by other evidence (all of which I’ll discuss below).  In how many 

historical investigations would one be grateful for such evidence!  Surprisingly, 

Higgins, while noting and using Margaret Sinclair’s letter, didn’t seem to be specially  

impressed.
41

  Nonetheless, and unsurprisingly, he concluded, as I have noted, that the 

treasure was found by George Brown II and taken to England by him in the summer 

of 1891. 

Happily, Higgins was unnecessarily pessimistic about the possibility of the emergence 

of new evidence.  As will be discussed below, Simantoni-Bournia brought to light 

interesting material in the Brown Papers on Aigina; there is relevant material in the 

British Museum’s archives that Higgins apparently did not look at; there were reports 

in the Athens newspapers at the time the treasure was found; and there are records of 

the involvement of the British Minister at Athens in the UK National Archives. 

By the time Higgins came to write his 1979 book, he himself had come across some 

more, supposedly relevant, but in fact confused and confusing information; and had 

possibly forgotten some of what he’d known twenty years earlier.  In addition, in his 

1979 account he showed a tendency to embroider the evidence, apparently for the 

sake of a more vivid narrative.  These factors resulted in his central conclusion’s 

losing its clarity. 

To take the point first about his tendency to embroider, an example is his comment on 

Valerios Staïs, the archaeologist who, in 1894, was the first to look at the area where 

the treasure had been found.  The way Higgins put it, 

Meanwhile the Greek authorities were taking steps to investigate the circumstances 

of this important discovery.  In 1894 the Greek archaeologist, V. Stais, undertook an 

excavation … He adds, in his report …
42

 

In fact there is no evidence or implication in Staïs’s accounts that he had any brief 

from the “authorities” or anyone else to find where the treasure had been found or 

who had found it.  The supposed treasure find spot was simply an aid in his final, and 

again unsuccessful, attempt to locate a Mycenaean settlement.43
  Similarly, Staïs 

mentions, in relation to the possible origin of the treasure, 

We heard from many in Aigina that the seller or finder of these objects was buying 

whatever was offered to him at a time, whether it had come from illegal excavations 

or from chance discoveries …
44

 

                                                 
41

 The first letter is quoted in part in Higgins 1979: 16, 18. 

42
 Higgins 1979: 15. 

43
 Higgins made an equally baseless suggestion about the excavation by Keramopoullos in 1904 

(Higgins 1979: 16). 

44
 Stais 1895: 253, “ Ἠκούσαμεν δὲ παρὰ πολλῶν ἐν Αἰγίνῃ ὅτι ὁ πωλητὴς ἢ εὑρετὴς τῶν ἀντικειμένων 

τούτων ἠγόραζεν ἑκάστοτε ὅ,τι προεφέρετο αὐτῷ προερχόμενον ἢ ἐκ λαθραίων ἀνασκαφῶν ἢ ἐκ 

τυχαίας ἀνακαλύψεως …”  In view of his record, it seems likely that this refers in fact to Frederic 

Cresswell. 
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Higgins added to the sense of this.  The person referred to became “the so-called 

discoverer”, “the man who sold the Treasure and claimed to have discovered it” and 

then “the man who sold the Treasure to the British Museum, and claimed to have 

discovered it”.
45

 

The new information that Higgins had come across was through a meeting in 1976 

with, and then a letter from, a man called Michel Emmanuel. He was an American 

lawyer and grandson of one Michail Emmanouil (Μιχαήλ Εμμανουίλ) who had been a 

Cresswell (initially apparently Randal, later possibly the brothers) employee in 

Aigina.  The letter said: 

… In or about 1880, while a parcel of Egina land belonging to [George Brown I] was 

being cultivated, an ancient tomb was discovered.  In it was a number of artifacts, 

including several beautiful pieces of gold jewelry. One of the items was a gold 

doll…the doll had gotten [Michail Emmanouil] into a lot of trouble…my best 

information is that [the treasure] was reburied by [George Brown I] in his cellar 

where it remained until after his death… 

… Following her husband's death Mrs George Brown decided to return to England.  

Before she boarded her ship she persuaded [Michail Emmanouil] to help her sneak 

the gold doll out of Greece…[Michail Emmanoul] had two men row him out to Mrs 

Brown's ship where he delivered the doll to her… Mrs Brown never reached 

England.  She died en route and was buried at sea… 

One of the boatmen who rowed [Michail Emmanouil] to Mrs Brown's ship later 

reported to the authorities that [Michail Emmanouil] had helped smuggle out an 

ancient artifact.  In legal proceedings which continued over a number of years, 

[Michail Emmanouil] was convicted of the act.  He had many friends in high places 

who came to his aid, including the British Ambassador to Greece who was a good 

friend of the Brown family.  As a result [Michail Emmanouil] was pardoned. 

In 1891 [George Brown II]…returned to England…
46

 

Higgins described the letter as “a mine of information”,
47

 and tried to cobble it 

together with the accounts by George Brown III and Margaret Sinclair.  I’d be more 

inclined to say that it was a garbled version of the Brown/Sinclair story, which can 

nonetheless be analysed satisfactorily. 

It is useful to start with the “gold doll”.  Here we come to one of Higgins’s significant 

apparent lapses of memory.  In 1979, in summarising the story he had been told by 

George Brown III, he included a gold doll.  But there had been no mention of it in the 

1959 typescript.  My assumption is that he had simply got confused about his sources.  

In that case, the Emmanuel letter is the only source for the possible existence of a gold 

doll.
48

  In his cobbling exercise Higgins concluded provisionally, “the discovery of 

                                                 
45

Higgins 1957a: 27; 1957b: 42; 1979: 15. 

46
 Higgins 1979: 46-47, where the letter is quoted more fully. I have not seen the original. Michail 

Emmanouil emigrated to Florida, to Tarpon Springs, in 1905 (Higgins 1979: 47), like the Kavasilases.  

According to one source, "More and more men from the islands of Hydra, Aegina, and Spetses came to 

Tarpon to join the enterprise…In 1905, five hundred young men arrived…" (History of the Epiphany 

Celebration: 2), thus there is no need to read anything special into Emmanouil's emigration - contrast 

Simantoni-Bournia 2003: 52 and n.27.  As far as I know there was no subsequent contact between the 

Emmanuels and the Browns.  

47
 Higgins 1979: 49. 

48
 Emmanuel was evidently very keen on it – he later wrote a novel, based loosely around the account 

in his letter to Higgins, with The Gold Doll as its title (Tampa Florida, 1995). 
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the doll and the discovery of the treasure are two entirely separate events”, and made 

the separation more plausible by not mentioning Emmanuel’s reference to “several 

beautiful pieces of gold jewelry”.
49

  Later, however, he changed his mind, and beside 

that sentence in his working copy of the 1979 book, he added a manuscript note, "No. 

I now think the doll was the Treasure."
50

 

It is apparent that very few people actually saw the treasure when it was discovered 

(and I very much doubt if Michail Emmanouil was one of them).  In the Athens 

newspapers it was referred to as a “statue” (see below).  I am inclined to attribute this 

to somebody’s brief glimpse of the “Master of Animals” pendant, which is plausibly 

statue-like, or doll-like, in having the form of a human figure, and is one of the larger 

items in the treasure.  Simantoni-Bournia identified the gold doll with the “Master of 

Animals” pendant, and I assume that that is what Higgins too had in mind.
51

  

So, going back to the Emmanuel letter, if we are talking about one event not two, the 

only significant discrepancies between the account in it and those of George Brown 

III and Margaret Sinclair are the references in Emmanuel’s story to 1880, rather than 

1891, and to George Brown I instead of to George Brown II.   The Emmanuel 

versions have no support of any kind from any other source.  For example, George 

Brown I had no land holdings anywhere near Windmill Hill in 1880 or indeed at any 

time.  It seems to me most likely therefore that they can be put down to errors in the 

transmission of the family tradition - Michel Emmanuel was two generations away 

from the events, which had taken place not just before his birth but before the birth of 

his father, and his grandfather himself played, in all likelihood, at most a peripheral 

part in the affair. 

What we can then say is that the implausible story of reburial in George Brown I's 

cellar must derive from the erroneous attribution of the initial find to George Brown I 

around 1880 and be a necessary invention to fill the gap between 1880 and Mrs 

Brown's voyage to England after her husband's death (the voyage of course was not 

until 1891). 

The odd story of the doll's being rowed out may well have some basis in fact.  In 

1891, and for many years after, ships picking up passengers to go to Piraeus did not 

come into the harbour at Aigina – the passengers had to be rowed out.  Michail 

Emmanouil could well have been involved in rowing the Brown party out on the first 

leg of their journey in June 1891.  And Mrs Brown did indeed die on the voyage. 

Finally, the references to trouble with the authorities, legal proceedings and the 

intervention of the British Ambassador correspond to George Brown III’s reference to 

“numerous tribunals”, and can be taken to be garbled versions of the action by the 

police and the examining magistrate, and the intercession by Sir Edmund Monson, the 

British Minister at Athens, which are discussed below. 

Another significant confusion in Higgins’s 1979 book derives from his map of Aigina 

port and town.
52

  What seems to have happened is this.  Welter put broken lines on his 

map to indicate topography, but inaccurately; and very little in the way of roads.  He 

then put in the positions of the tombs in relation to the topography.  Higgins 

                                                 
49

 Higgins 1979: 51. 

50
 Photocopy in the British Museum, Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities. 

51
 Simantoni-Bournia 2003: 50. 

52
 Higgins 1979: 17. 
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reproduced Welter’s map in 1957, but in 1979 he transferred the grave positions 

according to, as it were, their Cartesian coordinates, on to his new map, which showed 

roads and streets but no topography.  This crystallized Welter’s error, and at the same 

time Higgins succeeded in increasing it.  The final result was that in relation to the 

street layout the tombs finished up 150-200m too far south.  The one most likely to be 

that in which the treasure was found comes down indeed to not far from the shore. 

This is an odd mistake for Higgins to have made since, evidently, he had complete 

faith in the account by George Brown III.  As well as marking the windmill site on the 

map, he was shown the place; and he discussed and included photographs of the house 

into which the windmill was later converted, while remarking that it was “somewhat 

to the north of the tombs excavated by Karamopoullos and Welter”.  It was as though 

he had been misled by his own map. 

Following Miss Sinclair’s account 

Taking the elements in Miss Sinclair's original letter as a start emphasizes their 

agreement with other evidence. 

"In the summer of 1891 Mr George Brown, of Egina, Greece, brought to 

England and sold to the British Museum, …" 

The treasure got to London somehow, before 10 July 1891, the question is how.  It is 

certain that, in line with Miss Sinclair's story, George Brown II travelled  to England 

in the summer of 1891. Miss Sinclair would not have forgotten the fact easily, since 

she (in all probability) and the rest of the family, including the younger children who 

were her charges, went too, and Mrs Brown died on the voyage. 

On 22 June they boarded the P&O ship “Bokhara” at Brindisi, on its voyage from 

Shanghai to London.
53

  The passenger list shows “Mr Brown & family”, a party 

consisting of 1 married female over twelve, 2 unmarried females over twelve, 1 

unmarried male over twelve, and two males under twelve.
54

  This describes Mrs 

Brown, Miss Sinclair, Sarah, George, and the two younger boys, Alexander and 

Alfred.
55

 

It seems that it was not easy to get from Piraeus to England by sea.  Only one firm, 

Johnstons, had regular sailings, but they were to and from Liverpool and only called 

at Piraeus on the outward leg of a circular route that included the Black Sea.  Even the 

outward journey took anything from two to four weeks, and sailings were irregular 

                                                 
53

 The voyage of the Bokhara is recorded in the Index to Ll y ’  L   .  Brindisi, on 22 June, was the 

ship’s first port of call after Suez on 18 June.  

54
 National Archives, London, BT 26/17/41, Board of Trade: Commercial and Statistical Department 

and successors: Inwards Passenger Lists, London: SS Bokhara.  Until recently the ship appeared in the 

online index as “Rokhara”.  We are grateful for knowledge of the existence of this document to George 

Brown IV, there being a copy in the Brown Papers, in turn owed to Dyfri Williams.  That it says “Mr” 

Brown and family is not certain – it could be read as “Mrs”. 

55
 In April 1891 Lisa was in England, staying with a cousin in Ipswich (UK census return 

RG12/1467/folio 88, p.4, where her name appears as "Elise").  It is not impossible that she returned to 

Aigina in time to set off again for England in June.  In that case she would be the second unmarried 

female over 12 rather than  Miss Sinclair.  On the other hand it seems unlikely that Miss Sinclair would 

have been left behind, given the two little boys and Mrs Brown’s being unwell. 



 11 

with gaps of anything up to ten days.  Joining a ship from the Far East at Brindisi may 

thus have been the normal way to get by sea from Piraeus to London.
56

   

Mrs  Brown died of pneumonia on 27 June, somewhere off the coast of Portugal, 

having made her will the same day.
57

 

The Bokhara arrived in London on 1 July.  Did the treasure arrive with her?  

The treasure was small.  Even with the gold cup it would fit into a handbag,  and 

would be easy to transport in personal baggage.  A big family party with children and, 

in all probability, a sick woman, would be ideal cover. 

A.S. Murray wrote his purchase recommendation to the Standing Committee on 10 

July. Simantoni-Bournia argued that that was too soon for it to have been possible for 

the treasure to have arrived with the Bokhara,
58

 but I do not see any problem.  We can 

assume that cousin Frederic was, as it were (and perhaps literally), waiting on the 

quay.
59

  He had prior experience of selling to the British Museum.  Murray was an 

expert – buying antiquities was what he did; and he was very keen to buy these ones.  

He enthused, 

In some respects this treasure is of higher importance than that found by Dr 

Schliemann at Mycenae. 

The Standing Committee only met once a month or so.  Murray accordingly had every 

incentive to catch the July meeting if he was not to run the risk of Cresswell’s going 

elsewhere - there is a suggestion of Museum rivalry at the end of Murray’s 

recommendation: 

This museum is already rich in the pottery of this early period … In that respect we 

are before all other museums except perhaps Athens.  But in the matter of gold 

treasure from this period Athens has hitherto stood alone.  The acquisition of the 

Aegina treasure would at once place the British Museum in the foremost position as 

regards this most interesting period in the history of the Greeks.
60

 

                                                 
56

 Information from advertisements in Ll y ’  L    for May and June 1891, and the Ll y ’  L    Index 

for the “Craigmore” and the “Barnesmore”for 1891.  Another firm, Westcott and Laurance, advertised 

sailings but they seem to have been infrequent and again seemed to stop at Piraeus only on the 

outbound leg.  These routes may have been aimed at tourists. We have not explored the possibility of 

travel by train. 

57
 Her will is reproduced in Simantoni-Bournia 2003: 61, Fig. 8.  It is in Greek, presumably because it 

was going to have to be proved under Greek law.  I assume that it was actually penned by George or, if 

she was in the party, Lisa. The record of Mrs Brown’s death in the Marine Register in the General 

Register Office, England, mis-states her age to be 40, but gives the date of her death, and gives 

pneumonia as the cause.  The record of deaths on the voyage (BT 26/17/41) has her correct age, 53, and 

also that she died of pneumonia. 

58
 Simantoni-Bournia 2003: 51.  

59
 I assume of course that Cresswell knew that the Brown family were coming and what they had with 

them.  He and George Brown II communicated by telegraph, as evidenced by the mentions in the letters 

to him from Cresswell Brothers in the Brown papers.  There is an oddity, though, that Cresswell 

Brothers wrote a letter to George Brown II at Aigina dated 25 June, when he was already on his way to 

England (Aigina, Brown Papers, reproduced in Simantoni-Bournia 2003: 67, Fig. 14).  It is no more 

than an oddity, since there is no particular reason why dispatch of a routine business letter should 

depend on whether or not its addressee is believed to be there to receive it on its arrival. 

60
 See above, n.1. 
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It is helpful to consider here the evidence that Cresswell was only the agent for the 

owner, not the owner himself.   

In Murray’s initial recommendation of 10 July 1891, he wrote: 

These antiquities are offered for purchase through Messrs Cresswell … Mr Murray 

has endeavoured to get the price reduced but the actual owner of the objects states 

that his expenditure in connection with the excavation and the personal risks he has 

run, entitle him to a liberal price … [Italics added].
61

 

This distinguishes quite clearly between Cresswell and the actual owner, but doesn’t 

make clear whether Murray met both of them or only Cresswell, in which latter case 

the “actual owner” could have been just a useful invention by Cresswell.  The minutes 

of the Standing Committee of 1 August are more helpful: 

Mr Murray subsequently saw the owner, and his agents, and after representing to 

them the hopelessness of  inducing the Chancellor of the Exchequer to grant so large 

a sum as first asked, he had succeeded in abating the price to  £4,000 …” [Italics 

added].
62

 

This unambiguously places the owner, a man, and a person different from the 

Cresswell brothers, in London at some point between 11 July and 1 August.
63

 

Thus the reasonable conclusion is that the treasure travelled on the Bokhara, in the 

baggage of some member of the Brown family. George transferred it to Frederic on 

arrival in London, and Frederic offered it to the British Museum on George's behalf.  

It remains possible that George Brown II had travelled by himself to England earlier 

in the year, by himself or with Lisa, with the treasure, and had returned to Aigina in 

time to sail again in late June; but entertaining such a possibility would entail a raft of 

ad hoc hypotheses. 

"… treasures found in an old tomb of a priestess of the Temple of Venus … " 

George Brown III was quite clear and precise.  To repeat: 

... his father discovered the Treasure by accident in a chamber-tomb with a sloping 

dromos, having broken through the top of the tomb when planting vines... 

[The tomb] was by a windmill, in the general position indicated by a row of XX’s on 

the plan in BSA lii (1957), 43, fig.1, just to the right of the windmill as you face the 

sea. 

This describes the most westerly of the windmills that gave the Myloi district of 

Aigina its name, anglicized to “Windmill Hill”.  George Brown II had bought the field  

on 13 March 1890 from Michail Emmanouil.  Its area was 3,488 sq. metres and the 

legal record mentions that there was a windmill on it.
64

  The Myloi district is on a rise 

                                                 
61

 Ibid. 

62
 British Museum Library and Archives, Minutes of the Standing Committee, Vol. XLV, 1 August 

1891. "Agents" plural suggests Frederic and one or more of his brothers. 

63
 The Minutes of the Standing Committee of 14 May 1892 recorded the completion of the purchase by 

the British Museum, and listed three payments “to the vendor, Mr F. Cresswell”, but we take that 

simply as a loose appellation of the person who had handled the sale and taken the money. 

64
 The contract is in the Aigina Land Registry, no. 3615.  I owe it to Simantoni-Bournia to have brought 

its existence to light from the copy in the Brown Papers (Simantoni-Bournia 2003: 51 and 63, Fig.10).  

She notes the oddity that Emmanouil had bought the field himself only eleven days previously, on 2 

March.  This remains unexplained, but there may be added by way of context that George Brown I had 

bought and resold a bit of land within a few days in 1883 (Aigina Land Registry, 12 and 22 April 1883, 
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to the east of Kolona, about 150m from Miss Sinclair’s “Temple of Venus”, currently 

know as the temple of Apollo.
65 

 

I have searched exhaustively in the Aigina Land Registry.  George Brown II owned 

several properties on Aigina in 1891, some he had bought himself, some he had 

inherited from his father, but none other was near Kolona.  We can therefore be 

confident that the field with the windmill was the one in which the treasure was 

found. 

"A lot of pottery was found in the tomb, but not brought to England." 

Miss Sinclair had one Mycenaean vase; and some at least of the larger quantity she 

mentions can be accounted for, leaving no doubt that the tomb was Mycenaean. 

At some point after July 1891 Cresswell delivered to the British Museum artefacts 

from a variety of sources including eight or more Mycenaean vases from Aigina for 

Murray to consider for purchase.  On 11 May 1892 he wrote to Murray: 

As I am going away in about 10 days I should be glad if we could settle the price for 

the various things you have from me. 

The slightly impatient tone suggests that Murray had had the things for some time, so 

it is by no means impossible that they were brought to England not long after the 

treasure.  The letter evidently had some effect, and Cresswell wrote on 30 May: 

I have seen Mr Ready but am confident that he will not make me an offer that I could 

accept.  I have therefore decided to let you have those you kindly accepted when last 

I saw you for £86. 

But now it seems Murray dragged his feet again, and Cresswell was writing on 13 

June 1893:  

I should really be much obliged if you could find time just to go into any little 

matters of Vases etc. which you have, so as to clear the affair.  Perhaps you will drop 

me a line when it is convenient to you to see me at the Museum.
66

 

So, finally, on 26 June 1893, Murray wrote a purchase recommendation to the 

Standing Committee for “antiquities from the island of Aegina, which are offered for 

purchase by Mr F. Cresswell for the sum of £120”, and included “Four vases of the 

Mycenae type, specially interesting as coming from the island of Aegina”.  The 

recommendation was approved by the Standing Committee on 8 July 1893.
67

 

Murray had been selective, and Cresswell came back on 12 July: 

When your friend from Oxford goes to the Museum I hope you will not forget my 

remaining little things. 

                                                                                                                                            

Contracts nos. 8611 and 9278); that George Brown II had made a previous land purchase from 

Emmanouil, in 1889 (ibid., 6 March 1889, Contract no. 2294); and that the field with the windmill was 

sold by George Brown II in 1898 and repurchased by him in 1902 (see below). 

65
 The position of the windmill, described as "the Browns' hexagonal house", is marked "B" on the map 

in Higgins 1979: 17, with the Mycenaean tombs, as discussed above, badly misplaced..   

66
 British Museum, Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities, Original Letters, Cresswell Brothers 

to the Museum, 11 May 1892, 30 May 1892, 13 June 1893. 

67
 British Museum Library and Archives, Original Papers, Vol.90, 26 June 1893 and Minutes of the 

Standing Committee Vol. XLVII, 8 July 1893.  Oddly, Higgins 1979: 13, has two, not four. 
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The "friend from Oxford" was Arthur Evans, then Director of the Ashmolean 

Museum.  On 13 July Cresswell wrote: 

In reply to yours of 13
th
 I am quite willing to accept £6 for the 4 small vases selected 

by Mr Evans.
68

 

On 29 July 1893 “Four Mykenaean vessels from a Tomb in Aegina” were bought by 

the Ashmolean Museum, Oxford.  There is an addition to the original register entry 

with the note, “for £6 from J. Cresswell” (we take “J” to be a mistake for “F”, i.e. 

Frederic).
69

 

Thus there are recorded here eight vases from, apparently, the same Mycenaean tomb 

on Aigina.  The word "selected" that Cresswell uses in relation to Evans suggests that 

there may have been more, as does what Cresswell says in a letter to Murray of the 

following January: 

You have a few things of mine still left with you – give them to bearer if you think 

they are no good.
70

 

Of course in addition Miss Sinclair herself had her " pottery vase - height 6 inches, 

having an eye painted on each side", as well as a lamp and a bowl, so at least nine, 

and possibly more, Mycenaean vases came from the tomb. 

There is no mention in the British Museum or Ashmolean registers of a connection 

between the Mycenaean pottery bought in 1893 and the Aigina Treasure.  But no 

Mycenaean graves were know on Aigina in 1891, so the grave from which the 

treasure came is the only candidate.  In addition there is further unambiguous 

testimony, from Sir John Myres: his own statement in 1951, “The ‘Aeginetan 

Treasure’  … The associated pottery is Mycenaean”;
71

 and the account given by 

Higgins, 

 … Although the Register only says ‘from a tomb in Aegina’, Sir John Myres (in a 

letter about the Treasure) writes: ‘The associated pottery was acquired by Sir Arthur 

Evans … My own information was from Sir Arthur Evans about the time of its 

arrival at the Ashmolean.’  This can only refer to these four vases, and it explains 

Myres’s remarks about the association of Mycenaean pottery with the Treasure. …
72

 

What they said at the time 

The treasure found 

Long forgotten accounts in Athens newspapers put the finding of the treasure in late 

January 1891.  They refer explicitly to George Brown, and indicate what action the 

authorities took. 

                                                 
68

 British Museum, Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities, Original Letters, Cresswell Brothers 

to the Museum, 12 July 1893, 13 July 1893. 

69
 Ashmolean Museum, Oxford, Register of Acquisitions, 29 July 1893.  I am grateful to Dr Yannis 

Galanakis for providing me with images of the relevant pages from the Register. 

70
 British Museum, Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities, Original Letters, Cresswell Brothers 

to the Museum, 13 January 1894. 

71
 Myres 1951: 70. 

72
 Higgins 1979: 19.  See also 1957a: 37,  n.12 and 1957b: 42,  n.10.  Myres's letter is in the British 

Museum, Department of Greek and Roman Antiquities, Letters 1950, 1951: 497, Myres to Higgins, 8 

June 1951. 
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On 1 February 1891 the Athens newspaper Καιροί published this paragraph: 

STATUE IN DANGER 

According to reliable information we have, a statue wonderful for its beauty, its 

workmanship and its completeness was found recently on the island of Aigina; it was 

sold by villainous persons to an English tourist who is ready to export it abroad.  We 

believe that the ministry of public education and the archaeological society have 

already been informed of the fact and that they will hasten to forestall the loss of a 

valuable archaeological heirloom.  The project in no way permits slowness.  Indeed 

the statue was going to be removed from Aigina island yesterday.  Any slowness in 

acting will be seen in the eyes of the nation as the responsibility of those in charge at 

the archaeological society and the ministry.
73

 

It followed it up on the 5
th

 with a corrected account: 

THE AIGINA STATUE 

We have learned positively that from illegal and secret excavations in a field on 

Aigina a valuable statue was discovered, representing a goddess perhaps, bearing all-

gold tresses [tentacles?] of gorgeous workmanship and, it is said, complete and 

undamaged.  This valuable and wonderful statue is going to be exported abroad by 

an English sponge merchant living in Aigina.  He carried out the excavation with the 

help of locals and  we let out a cry of pain.  Fortunately the cry was heard and the 

authorities in Aigina were ordered to carry out a search.  From a search carried out 

by the honest and respectable officials of Aigina nothing was found, for reasons 

unfortunately understandable, and on account of this the Aiginetan officials, wily as 

snakes and pure as doves, reported that they found nothing whatever and indeed that 

what had been published about the statue was myth and silly talk.  Despite this the 

case has not come to an end, as of now.  The police lieutenant of Piraeus, Nikiforos, 

was ordered to go urgently to Aigina for a further search.  He telegraphed from there 

yesterday repeatedly that the digging up and existence of the precious statue are 

proven and indubitable fact, and he is seeking the immediate dispatch of an 

examining magistrate, who, we believe, the Prosecutor will hasten to send.
74

 

                                                 
73

  Καιροί, 1/2/1891: 2. " ΚΙΝΔΥΝΕΥΟΝ ΑΓΑΛΜΑ     Καθ ἃς ἔχομεν ἀσφαλεῖς πληροφορίας, ἐν τῆ 

νήσῳ τῆς Αἰγίνης ἀνευρέθη ἐπ' ἐσχάτων ἐξαίσιον ἄγαλμα ἐπὶ τέχνῃ  καὶ κάλλει καὶ ἀκεραιότητι, 

ἑπωλήθη δὲ υπὸ ἀχρείων ἀνθρώπων εἰς ἄγγλον τινὰ περιηγητήν, ὅστις ἑτοιμάζεται νὰ εξαγάγει αὐτὸ 

εἰς τὴν ἀλλοδαπήν.  Πιστεύομεν, ὅτι τὸ ὑπουργεῖον τῆς Δημοσίας ἐκπαιδεύσεως καὶ ἡ ἀρχαιολογικὴ 

ἑταιρία ἐλαβον ἴδη γνῶσιν τοῦ γεγονότος  καὶ ὅτι θα σπεύσωσι νὰ προλάβωσι τὴν απώλειαν πολυτίμου 

ἀρχαιολογικού κειμηλίου.  Ἡ ὑπόθεσις οὐδεμίαν ἐπιτρέπει βραδύτητα.  Χθὲς μάλιστα ἐπρόκειτο τὸ 

ἄγαλμα νὰ φυγαδευθῆ ἐκ τῆς Αἰγίνης.  Πᾶσα δὲ βραδύτις ἐν τῇ ἐνεργεία θὰ καταστήση ὑπευθύνους 

ἐνώπιον του ἔθνους τοὺς ἁρμοδίους ἔν τε τῇ ἀρχαιολογικῆ ἑταιρίᾳ καὶ ἐν τῷ ὑπουργείῳ." An excerpt 

from this account was printed on p.3 of Παλιγγενεσία on the following day. 

74
 Καιροί, 1/2/1891: 2. "ΤΟ ΕΝ ΑΙΓΙΝΗ ΑΓΑΛΜΑ   Θετικῶς ἐμάθομεν ὅτι, ἀνασκαφῶν παρανόμων 

καὶ μυστικῶν γενομένων ἐν ἀγρῷ τινι τῆς Αἰγίνης ἀνεκαλύφθη πολύτιμον ἄγαλμα, παριστῶν θεὰν 

πιθανῶς, φέρουσαν περιχρύσους πλοκάμους, τέχνης δὲ λαμπράς, καὶ ὡς λέγουσιν ἐν τέλει ἄρτιον .  Τὸ 

πολὺτιμον καὶ θαυμάσιον τοῦτο ἄγαλμα ἐπρόκειτο νὰ ἐξαχθῇ εἰς τὴν ἀλλοδαπὴν ὑπὸ ἄγγλου τινὸς 

ἐμπόρου σπόγγου ἐν Αἰγίνῃ διαμένοντος, ἐνεργήσαντος δὲ τὴν ἀνασκαφὴν τῇ συμπράξει ἐγχωρίων καὶ 

ἐρρήξαμεν πόνου κραυγήν.  Ἡ κραυγή ἠκούσθη εὐτυχῶς καὶ διετάχθησαν αἱ ἀρχαὶ τῆς Αἰγίνης να 

ἐνεργήσωσιν ἔρευναν.  Ἐρεύνης δὲ γενομένης ὑπὸ τῶν ἀγαθῶν καὶ ἐντίμων ὑπαλλήλων τῆς Αἰγίνης 

οὐδὲν ἀνεκαλύφθη διὰ λόγους δυστυχῶς, εὐνοήτους, καὶ τούτου ἕνεκα ἀνήγγειλαν οἱ Αἰγινῆται 

ὑπάλληλοι, ἄνθρωποι συνετοὶ ὡς οἱ ὄφεις καὶ ἀκέραιοι ὡς αἱ περιστεραὶ, ἀνήγγειλαν μετά πατριωτικῆς 

ἀπογνώσεως, ὅτι οὐδὲν οὐδαμοῦ ἀνεκάλυψαν, ἢ κάλλιον ὅτι μῦθος καὶ λῆρος ἦσαν τὰ δημοσιευθέντα 

περί του αγάλματος.  Ἐν τούτοις δὲν ἔληξεν ἕως ἐδῶ ἡ ὑπόθεσις.  Διετάχθη νὰ ἀπέλθῃ καταπειγόντως 

εἰς Αἴγιναν πρὸς παραιτέρω ἐρεύνας ὁ ὑπαστυνόμος Πειραιῶς Νικιφόρος.  Οὗτος  δὲ ἐτηλεγράφησε 

χθὲς ἐπανειλημμένως ἐκεῖθεν ὄτι ἡ ἐκσκαφὴ καὶ ἡ ὕπαρξις τοῦ πολυτίμου ἀγάλματος εἶναι γεγονός 
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Further details were provided by Το Ἄστυ the following day: 

THE AIGINA STATUE 

Some days ago Mr Themistocles Kavasilas made an accusation to the Piraeus police 

that the Englishman established in Aigina, Mr Brown, in the course of an excavation 

without a licence from the authorities, discovered an old tomb and in it a statue of 

great value. 

Following this accusation the police lieutenant of Piraeus went to Aigina, whose 

enquiries, together with those of the authorities in Aigina, did not, it is true, discover 

the statue, but from the information collected he formed a well-founded suspicion 

that it existed. 

We have been informed that in order to get to the bottom of the suspicion a regular 

examining magistrate is being dispatched to Aigina.
75

 

The Aigina Treasure does not, of course, consist of a statue; but the "Master of the 

Animals" pendant has a quasi-human form.  The description "φέρουσαν περιχρύσους 

πλοκάμους", however "πλοκάμους" is translated, gives a good sense of its appearance, 

a figure with snakes at either side.  It seems that very few people actually saw the 

treasure before it left Greece.  We may surmise that Themistokles Kavasilas, or his 

informant, no more than glimpsed it at the time it was found; so the description that 

reached the police gave only an imperfect picture of what had been found.
76

 In sum,  

it is beyond reasonable doubt that these newspaper reports refer to the treasure.  

A short gloomy paragraph in Καιροί a few days later is the last newspaper mention I 

have been able to find: 

THE STATUE 

In Aigina the place has been found from which was taken the famous statue.  It was 

concealed by known persons, destined to be sent, if it has not yet been sent, to 

England.  However, with who took and sold the statue being known we do not 

understand what the archaeological society or the government or justice have been 

doing. Must the project therefore be passed by in silence, and the thieves of the 

ancient statue not considered for exemplary punishment?
77

 

                                                                                                                                            

ἀποδεδειγμένον καὶ ἀναμφισβήτητον, καὶ ζητεὶ τὴν ταχίστην ἀποστολὴν ἀνακριτού. τὸν ὁποῖον θὰ 

σπεύση, ὡς πιστεύομεν νὰ στείλῃ ὁ κ. Εἰσαγγελεύς."   

75
Το Ἄστυ, 6/2/1891: 2.  "ΤΟ ΕΝ ΑΙΓΙΝΗ ΑΓΑΛΜΑ  Ὀ κ. Θεμιστοκλῆς Καβάσιλας κατήγγειλε πρό 

τινων ἠμερῶν εἰς τὴν ἀστυνομίαν Πειραιῶς, ὅτι ὁ ἑν Αἰγίνη ἀποκατεστημένος Ἄγγλος κ. Μπάουμ, 

ἐνεργήσας ἄνευ ἀδείας τῶν ἀρχῶν ἀνασκαφὰς, ἀνεκάλυψεν ἀρχαῖον τάφον καὶ εντὸς  αὐτοῦ ἄγαλμα 

μεγάλης ἀξίας.Συνεπεία τῆς καταγγελίας ταύτης, μετέβη εἰς Αἴγιναν ὁ ὑπαστυνόμος Πειραιῶς , ὄστις 

προβὰς εἰς ἐρεύνας μετὰ τῶν ἐν Αἰγίνη ἀρχῶν δὲν ἀνεκάλυψε μὲν τὸ ἄγαλμα, ἁλλ ἐκ τῶν 

συλλεχθεισῶν πληροφοριῶν συνέλαβε βασίμους ὑπονοίας περὶ ὑπάρξεως  αὐτοῦ.Πληροφορούμεθα, 

ὄτι πρὸς διαλεύκανσιν τῶν ὑπονοιῶν τούτων ἀποστέλλεται εἰς Αἴγιναν τακτικὸς ἀνακριτής."  Note the 

misspelling "Μπάουμ".  We are not inclined to believe that there was another sponge merchant in 

Aigina at the same time as George Brown, who had a very similar name and hitherto has never been 

heard of. 

76
 It would be another heroic coincidence for there to have been some other very similar event at just 

about the time when it seems the Aigina Treasure was found. 

77
 Καιροί, 11/2/1891: 2. " ΤΟ ΑΓΑΛΜΑ   Ἐν Αἰγίνῃ ἀνευρέθη ἡ θέσις, ἐξ ἧς ἀνωρύχθη τὸ περίφημον 

ἄγαλμα.  Ἀποκρυβὲν παρὰ γνωστῶν προσώπων, προώρισται νὰ ἀποσταλῇ, ἄν δὲν απεστάλη ἔτι, εἰς 

Ἀγγλία.  Ἐν τούτοις, μετὰ τὴν γνῶσιν τοῦ ἀνορύξαντος καὶ κλέψαντος τὸ ἄγαλμα, δὲν ἐνοοῦμεν τί 

ἔπραξαν ἤ τε ἀρχαιολογικὴ ἑταιρία, καὶ ἡ κυβέρνησις, καὶ ἡ δικαιοσύνη.  Πρέπει ἆρα γε νὰ παρέλθῃ 

ἀθορύβως, καὶ η υπόθεσις, νὰ μὴ ὑποστῶσι δὲ οἱ κλέπται τοῦ ἀρχαίου ἀγάλματος οὔτε κὰν 

παραδειγματικὴν τιμωρίαν;" 
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The "persecution of Mrs Brown" 

Whatever the Archaeological Society and the Ministry were doing, the police and the 

examining magistrate on Aigina had by no means given up the search.  Previously 

unpublished documents in the UK National Archives show that the police searched 

the Brown house (or possibly houses) and that the examining magistrate interrogated 

one or both of George Brown's sisters. 

On 26 February, the British Minister at Athens, Sir Edmund Monson, wrote to the 

Greek prime minister, Deliyannis, on behalf of Mrs Brown (George’s mother). 

J’ai l’honneur d’invoquer l’intervention de V.E. auprès des Autorités de la Police 

dans l’île d’Ægina, qui ne cessent pas de troubler une compatriote Madame Brown, 

apropos de la découverte que l’on insiste de l’accuser d’avoir faite, d’une statue 

ancienne dans la propriété qui lui appartient dans cette île. 

Or, il n’y a rien de vrai dans toute cette histoire; mais malgré les déclarations que 

Madame Brown a faites à plusieurs reprises, et malgré aussi les perquisitions que la 

police a exécuteés dans les maison [sic], et qui sont restées infructueuses pour 

constater l’existence de cette trouvaille, ma compatriote se trouve exposée à une 

série de persécutions; et ses enfants ont été traités par les agents de la police d’une 

manière indigne. 

J’ai connu Madame Brown depuis deux ans.
78

  C’est une dame très respectable sous 

tous les rapports; et tout à fait incapable d’avoir agi illégalement comme, sans 

aucune justification, on l’a accusée d’avoir fait. 

Je prie donc V.E. de vouloir bien faire adresser immédiatement par le télégraphe des 

ordres à la police locale de désister de leurs ménaces, et de leurs perquisitions; et 

d’accepter les assurances de Madame Brown que toute l’histoire de la découverte 

d’une statue est denuée de fondement.
79

 

This letter makes it explicit that the information was that the find had been on Brown 

property.   

There is no record of the communication from Mrs Brown that prompted it. 

On 27 February (before, in other words, Deliyannis or his officials would have had 

time to do much),  Mrs Brown cabled Monson: 

“Examining magistrate wants to question again my daughter 

is it permitted 

please assist us 

Yours obediently 

                                                 
78

 Monson had certainly had contact with the family.  There is a letter to him from young Sarah in the 

Bodleian Library, Oxford thanking him for a book.  The date on the letter is not clear – it could be 

1889, 1890 or 1891.  The juvenile handwriting suggests earlier rather than later.  On the other hand 

there was no question of his being a friend of the family – he moved only in the very highest Greek and 

ex-patriate social circles. 

79
 National Archives, London, FΟ 286/407, 26 February 1891.  What is preserved is in fact Monson’s 

own draft.  It would have been formally copied and “topped and tailed” by a copyist before being 

returned to Monson for signature.  Since the draft was the Legation’s own record of what had been 

written, it can be assumed that its wording is the same as in what was sent.  The letter was registered as 

“Persecution of Mrs Brown.  No statue found by her – to leave her in peace.” Ibid., FO 381/6, 

Correspondence with Foreign Ministers, 26 February 1891. 
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Brown”
80

 

On 28 February Monson wrote to (or conceivably cabled) Cresswell Brothers.  

Whatever it was is not preserved, nor is the presumed communication from Cresswell 

Brothers that prompted it.
81

 

Evidently the letter to Deliyannis (and whatever other action Monson took) did not in 

fact have significant, or at least rapid, effect, since on 14 March Cresswell Brothers 

cabled Monson: 

Kindly take measures to protect our agent George Brown Aegina from further 

molestation by local authorities 

thank you for what already done
82

 

On 17 March Cresswell Βrothers followed up their cable with a letter: 

In consequence of the serious complaints we have received from our Agent Mr 

George Brown, of Aegena, of the great annoyances he has been subjected to recently 

we took the liberty of cabling you the following despatch: 

Kindly take measures to protect our agent George Brown Aegena from further 

molestation by local authorities thank you for what already done. 

Mr Brown informs us that he has acquainted you of the facts he has complained to us 

of, and we will therefore not trouble you by reiterating them.  He tells us that you 

have given him great assistance for which we beg to thank you very much.  But we 

would call your Excellency’s notice to the facts that we have very considerable 

interests at stake at Aegena.  Mr Brown is not only our agent but he is a relation of 

three of our partners.  We place the utmost confidence in him.  In fact he frequently 

holds goods and money to an amount of several thousand pounds Sterling for our 

account.  It is scarcely necessary to point out that if his liberty is interfered with or 

even if he is under some stigma arising out of charges which, however false & 

trumperey they may be affect his credit and standing on the Island – our property is 

exposed to very great danger.  We suspect that the accusation recently made against 

him was instigated by some person or persons through trade jealousy and it certainly 

would not be difficult for such people to inflame a rough, sea-faring populace against 

the Englishmen and there is no knowing to what extremes they would go when once 

aroused. 

We appeal to your Excellency to obtain some assurance from the Greek Government 

that our interests may be protected in the person of  our agent, as otherwise our 

business will be exposed to such risks as we should not care to run.  Our trading 

must be of great benefit to the Island of Aegena as our exports from it form a large 

portion of its trade, & we consider therefore that Mr Brown, as our agent, should not 

                                                 
80

 Ibid., FO 286/409, 27 February 1891.  The cable was registered as “Alleged ‘find’ of a statue.  Police 

still persecuting her about.” Ibid., FO 381/6,  Miscellaneous correspondence, 27 February 1891. 

Unfortunately records of criminal cases from the period do not survive in the Aigina branch of the 

General State Archives, so it has not been possible to look for accounts of the judicial examinations or 

the existence of any subsequent legal action, against any of the Browns or against Michail Emmanouil.  

In fact I doubt  if any further legal action was taken.  If it had been pending it seems unlikely that the 

family would have been allowed to leave the country in July; and,  in any event, since the treasure was 

never found, and the family persisted in denying that it had ever existed, it would have been difficult 

for the authorities to demonstrate that a crime had been committed. 

81
 It is registered as “Mrs Brown’s persecution.  Aegina police ceased from troubling”.Ibid., FO 381/6, 

Miscellaneous correspondence, 28 February 1891. 

82
 Ibid., FO 286/409, 14 March 1891.  Registered as “Mrs Brown’s trouble with police at Aegina.  Asks 

protection for her.” Ibid., FO 381/6, Miscellaneous correspondence, 14 March 1891. 
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only be fully protected, but that every facility for carrying on his business should be 

afforded him by the Greek Government.
83

 

There is no record of a response by Monson. 

Apart from the charm of their disingenousness, these documents add a new element to 

the story.  Mrs Brown wrote, "Examining magistrate wants to question again my 

daughter"; and  Monson complained that "ses enfants ont été traités par les agents de 

la police d’une manière indigne" (emphasis added).  The implication is that the 

authorities believed that it was one of Mrs Brown's daughters, Lisa or Sarah, that had 

actually found the treasure. 

It is appropriate here to consider an argument put forward by Simantoni-Bournia. 

Against the statement by George Brown III that the treasure was discovered when a 

"workman accidentally broke through the roof of the chamber when planting vines" 

she set the fact that there is a letter in the Brown Papers from Cresswell Brothers to 

George Brown dated 24 January 1891, addressed to the island of Lampedusa, which 

lies between Malta and Tunisia.
84

  The case here is rather different from that of a letter 

sent to Aigina, which could be dealt with on his return.  On the contrary, it is plausible 

that Cresswell Brothers would not have sent a letter to Lampedusa unless they 

expected George to be there to receive it.  Simantoni-Bournia's argument is that this 

puts George away from Aigina at least until well after the beginning of February 

(allowing, presumably, a few days for the letter to arrive and a few days for the 

journey from Lampedusa to Aigina) and so, in particular, away during the vine 

planting season; and so, accordingly, he could not have found the treasure. 

This argument seems good, and makes it very likely that George was not on Aigina 

when the treasure was found, which, from the newspaper accounts, we put in the last 

days of January.
85

  This then would be consistent with its having indeed been found 

not by George but by one of his sisters, and would explain why it was Mrs Brown, not 

George, who complained to Monson.  It may also be linked to this that Miss Sinclair 

states that she was given beads from the treasure by Mrs Brown. 

There is no mention in the February documents of George Brown II (and he may still 

have been in Lampedusa).  On the other hand, his influence may be suspected in the 

cable and letter from Cresswell Brothers in March, by which time we can assume he 

had come back.  In these he, George, is portrayed (incorrectly) as the object of police 

attention, and this enables the letter to propose trade rivalry as having provoked a 

slanderous accusation.  It would scarcely have been credible to suggest trade rivalry 

as a motive for a slanderous accusation against his younger sister.
86
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 Ibid., FO 286/409, 17 March 1891.  Registered as “Persecution of Mrs Brown.  Asks aid to protect 

from.”Ibid., FO 381/6, Miscellaneous correspondence, 17 March 1891. 

84
 Lampedusa was a sponge fishing centre, like Aigina (Cresswell 1930: 28). 

85
 This date is consistent with Frederic Cresswell's statement as reported by Murray in July that the 

treasure had been "lately" found. 

86
 There may have been something else in the case.  I have not been able to find out anything about 

Themistokles Kavasilas, who first went to the Piraeus police, but three men of that family name 

emigrated from Aigina to Tarpon Springs in Florida in 1906 to work in the sponge fishing business 

(Thirteenth Census of the United States - Year: 1910; Census Place: Tarpon Springs, Hillsborough, 

Florida; Roll: T624_161; p.15A; Enumeration District: 30).  One of them, Demosthenes, was said to 

have  been the first sponge diver to work there (History of the Epiphany Celebration: 2).  Thus 

Themistokles may well have been in the same business.  The sponge merchants of Aigina did not 

compete in selling sponges:  Brown sold to England, Mailis sold to France and a third sold to Germany.  
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It would have been easy to hide something as small as the treasure securely; and the 

police were looking for a "statue" and may well have imagined something larger.  

Thus it is not surprising that they didn't find anything. 

Cover-up 

The secrecy attending the treasure while it was still on Aigina continued after its sale 

to the British Museum.  Every effort was made to keep the identity of the finder and 

the precise find spot secret, in order not to attract further attention from the Aigina 

police. 

Staïs 

As very few people saw the treasure, so apparently very few people saw saw the tomb 

in which it had been found.  Valerios Staïs went to Aigina in 1894.  His testimony is 

valuable because he was much closer in time to the events than any subsequent 

commentator.  He excavated from 24 June and 8 September.
87

  Having failed to find 

any Mycenaean remains at Kolona, or at least any late Mycenaean, towards the end of 

his stay he turned his attention to 

the high ground further to the north where, as is said, tombs of the Mycenaean period 

were found, 

from one of which, it was also said, had come the Aigina Treasure.  His informants 

convinced him that “a tomb was indeed found in the place mentioned above … in 

which there were ‘gold objects’ [Stais’s quote marks]” but he could not learn what 

kind of tomb it was on account of the “different and contradictory accounts”.  His 

search on the spot was fruitless: “all trace of the tomb has disappeared from the place; 

we were not able to find even fragments of pots …”.
88

  My interpretation of this is 

that there were many who could point out the general location of the tomb, but none 

who had actually seen it; and that in any event it had been well covered up, something 

not too difficult given that we are talking about a cultivated field being planted for 

vines. 

Evans and the cover-up 

Murray at the British Museum entrusted examination and publication of the treasure 

to Arthur Evans, under conditions of secrecy as to its provenance which evidently 

included not even mentioning Aigina.  Some time in 1892 Murray removed at least 

                                                                                                                                            

But presumably they competed as purchasers of sponges and,  perhaps, for divers and boatmen.  In any 

part of this network Themistokles could have had a score to settle. 

87
 Stais 1894: 17. 

88
 Staïs 1894: 17; Staïs 1895: 252,  « Ἄξιον δὲ παρατηρήσεως εἶνε ὅτι ἡμεῖς ἐν Αὶγίνῃ οὐδὲν ἴχνος 

εὕρομεν βέβαιον τῆς μυκηναίας τέχνης , ἰδίως δὲ παρετηρήσαμεν παντελῆ ἔλλειψιν τεμαχίων ἀγγείων 

τῆς δευτέρας καὶ τρίτης περιόδου·  … Εἰκάζομεν δὲ συνεπῶς ὅτι ὁ μυκηναῖος συνοικισμὸς 

ἐγκαθιδρύθη ἀλλαχοῦ ἐν τῇ νήσῳ· ἴσως ἐπὶ τοῦ ἀρκτικώτερον κειμένου ὑψώματος, ἔνθα, ὡς λέγεται, 

ἀνευρέθησαν τάφοι μυκηναίας περιόδου.  Ἐν ἑνὸς δὲ τῶν ἐν τῇ θέσει ταύτῃ τάφων προέρχονται, ὡς 

βεβαιοῦται, τὰ ὑπο τοῦ Βρεττανικοῦ Μουσειου ἀποκτηθέντα διάφορα ἀντικείμενα …”; ibid. 253, 

“Βέβαιον ὅμως ἐν τούτοις εἶνε, ὡς ἠδυνήθημεν νὰ μάθωμεν, ὅτι ἐπί τῆς ὑποδειχθείσης ἀνωτέρω 

θέσεως εὑρέθη ὄντως τάφος (τὸ σχῆμα τοῦ ὁποίου δὲν ἠδυνήθημεν νὰ μάθομεν, ὡς ἐκ τῶν διαφόρων 

περὶ αὐτοῦ ἀντιφατικῶν  εἰδήσεων) ἐν ᾧ ὑπῆρχον “χρυσᾶ ἀντικείμενα” καὶ ἐξ αὐτοῦ ἴσως προέρχονται 

τὰ καθαρῶς μυκηναῖα πράγματα.  Δυστιχῶς ὅμως ἐξηφανίσθησαν ἐκ τοῦ μέρους ἐκείνου τὰ ἴχνη τοῦ 

τάφου, δὲν ἠδυνήθημεν δὲ νὰ εὕρωμεν οὔτε τεμάχιον ἀγγείου ἐπὶ τοῦ χώρου ἔνθα ὁ τάφος …” 
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that prohibition, but it seems there were further enquiries by the Greek authorities and 

he hastened to tell Evans to be totally vague after all.  By that time it was too late, 

“Ægina” was in print, and Evans wrote to Murray at some length, outlining the 

history, justifying what he had written, promising that it gave nothing away, and 

assuring him, “wild horses will draw no more out of me”.  When Cresswell saw the 

article he was nervous, hoping that it would “not cause any more bother on the other 

side”.
89

 

What did Evans write? 

A remarkable Mykênæan gold find brought to light some years since in the island of 

Ægina after finding its way into the London market has secured a permanent resting 

place in the British Museum. … 

But the vendor is unable to afford any information as to their provenience, the 

Museum authorities are naturally no wiser, and though my own investigations point 

to the fact that the relics in question were found in Ægina, the exact circumstances of 

the find are at present undiscoverable.  It is moreover impossible to say whether 

other objects of less intrinsic value, such as clay vases, were found with the gold cup 

and jewellery.
90

 

All, of course, tosh.  The reference to “some years since” deliberately fogs the 

chronology; the reference to the “London market” deliberately fogs the route by 

which the treasure reached the British Museum; it is not credible that Evans, along 

with Murray, Cresswell and of course Brown himself, did not know exactly where the 

treasure had been found and what had been found with it; and, finally, Evans made no 

“investigations” – he didn’t have to. 

There is a great oddity about Evans’s article.  He goes through the various items 

thoroughly, drawing on his wide knowledge of finds from all over Europe, Egypt and 

the near East; but makes almost no reference to other Mycenaean objects.  He 

compares the gold cup weakly to finds from the shaft graves at Mycenae (“its contour 

somewhat resembles”, the spiral ornament “recalls”), and describes the fifty-four 

small gold disks as being “of essentially the same character as those found by Dr 

Schliemann in the shaft graves …”.  He links the gold diadem rather more strongly to 

the shaft graves; but for most of the objects he makes no Mycenaean comparison and 

says of the “Master of Animals” pendant that it is “wholly different from any known 

Mykênæan type”.  Then in his summing up he uses the shaft grave comparisons to 

assert that the collection as a whole must belong “to the same class of objects as those 

known from Dr Schliemann’s finds by the general name of  Mykênæan”; and finishes, 

on the basis of the non-Mycenaean comparisons, with a date of 800 BC.  Somehow it 

doesn’t hang together.  The question that arises is this. Faced with a collection of gold 

and jewellery of which, according to his own account, he knows only that it was found 

on Aigina, an island on which at that time no Mycenaean settlement was known, no 

Mycenaean tomb was known, and scarcely a single Mycenaean pot had been found; 

and seeing few Mycenaean comparisons and those only from an early Mycenaean 

period; with all that, why does he title the article “A Mykênæan Treasure from 

Ægina”, start it in the way he does, and conclude that he is dealing with a very late 

Mycenaean collection? 
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 BMDGRA Original Letters: 5/6/1893, 13/1/1894. 

90
 Evans 1892: 195. 
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The answer has to be that the fact that the collection was Mycenaean was his starting 

point.  He knew it came from a Mycenaean grave and had been found with 

Mycenaean vases.
91

  His problems were to reconcile the objects themselves with their 

(to him) known provenance; and at the same time to conceal his knowledge of that 

provenance.  Without the second problem he might perhaps have got a bit closer to 

realizing that the solution to the first was, as is taken for granted now, that the grave 

and its golden contents were from quite different periods. 

Keramopoullos 

The field that was being planted as a vineyard was obviously very disturbed.  There 

would have been no difficulty in concealing the grave where the treasure had been 

found.  As I have noted, when Valerios Staïs looked for it in 1894 he could find no 

trace.  When, however, ten years later, Antonios Keramopoullos excavated in the area, 

he went almost straight to it. 

He began his report: 

On the 3rd of October 1904 I went over to Aigina to undertake the direction of the 

undertaking of excavations financed by Mr Evangellos Kanavariotis in the vineyard 

of Mr Brown in the Myloi district near the NW of the present town and near to the 

north of the temple of Aphrodite.  In this vineyard it is said that there was found the 

gold jewellery that now lies in the British Museum.
92

 

The description clearly identifies the vineyard as the field that George Brown had 

bought in 1890, and which was in his ownership in 1904.  Somewhat oddly, in 1898 

he had sold it to Kanavariotis, and in 1902 he had bought it back.
93

  Then in 1904 

Kanavariotis funded the excavation of the vineyard by Keramopoullos. 

It is inconceivable that Keramopoullos would have excavated in the vineyard without 

George Brown’s permission.  Ten years earlier, Staïs had recorded with some 

bitterness the difficulties he had had in getting permission from the proprietors to 

excavate at Kolona.
94

  So we can assume robust contact between Keramopoullos and 

George Brown.  But more than that, Keramopoullos was looking for Mycenaean 

tombs.  Why should he have looked on an island that had up to that time yielded 

almost no Mycenaean remains?
95

  And having come to Aigina, what sort of good luck 

was it that made him excavate in exactly the spot where Mycenaean chamber tombs 

were waiting to be found? 
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 Myres 1951: 70. BMDGRA Original Letters: 9/6/1957. 
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 Keramopoullos 1910: 177. “Τῇ 3ῇ ὀκτωβρίου 1904 μεταβὰς εἰς Αἴγιναν ἀνέλαβον τὴν δαπάνῃ τοῦ κ. 

Εὐαγγέλου Καναβαριώτου  ἐπιχειηθεισῶν ἐν τῇ ἀμπέλῳ τοῦ κ. Βράουν κατὰ τὴν θέσιν Μύλοι πλησίον 

ΒΔ τῆς νῦν πόλεως καὶ πλησίον πρὸς Β τοῦ ναοῦ τῆς Ἀφροδίτης. Ἐν τῇ ἀμπέλῳ ταύτῃ λέγεται ὄτι 

εὐρέθησαν τὰ χρυσᾶ κοσμήματα, ἄτινα ἀπόκεινται νῦν ὲν τῷ Βρεττανικῷ μουσει’ῳ.”.  

Keramopoullos’s excavations are noted by Higgins (1979: 16, 52) and Simantoni-Bournia (2003, 49).  

What Keramoupoullos calls the “temple of Aphrodite” is now known, perhaps wrongly, as the temple 

of Apollo. 
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 Aigina Land Registry, 4 January 1898, Contract no. 10545; 18 July 1902, Contract no. 21349.  

Kanavariotis is described here as a lawyer.   

94
 Staïs 1894: 18; Staïs 1895: 237. 
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 As previously noted, there is no evidence to support the suggestion that Keramopoullos came to 

Aigina in order to identify the find spot of the treasure.  There is equally no basis for ascribing such a 

purpose to Staïs in 1894. Contrast Higgins 1979: 15-16 and Simantoni-Bournia 2003: 49. 
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The only intelligible answer I can think of to these questions is that Keramopoullos 

chose the excavation site because he already knew where the treasure had been found 

and about the Mycenaean pots that had been found with it.  Where one tomb had been 

found with Mycenaean pots there were very likely to be others.  How he knew, we of 

course do not know, but the link with George Brown could have been Kanavariotis, 

who had owned the land for a few years and funded the dig.  As well as being a 

lawyer, Kanavariotis was also evidently a keen amateur archaeologist, since while 

Keramopoullos was at Μύλοι, he was digging with Antonios Pelekanos near the 

prison.
96

  George Brown and, possibly, Kanavariotis, could show Keramopoullos 

roughly, or indeed exactly, where the treasure had been found. 

So Keramopoullos started digging, and fairly soon had come across a plundered 

chamber tomb, which he took to be the one in which the treasure had been found, 

three more intact, each with a good complement of skeletons and vases, and traces of 

a fifth.
97

  He was, in short, very successful.  Referring to the plundered grave, he 

wrote: 

Because there is a tradition that the gold ornaments, which were exported from 

Aigina, as I said, to the British Museum and which belong to the end of the 

Mycenaean period, like my finds described below, were found in Brown’s vineyard, 

perhaps they come from this system of graves, the only Mycenaean ones in this 

place,  and perhaps they were found in precisely in this robbed grave.
98

 

The vineyard was not huge, but 3,500 sq.m is large enough for an excavator to get lost 

in, suggesting again that Keramopoullos had more than luck on his side, and when he 

wrote, “In this vineyard it is said that there was found the gold jewellery …”, it would 

appear that he was writing much less than he knew.  He was not, in other words, 

simply recording rumour, the gossip of the uninformed, but was basing his 

excavations on reliable information.   

We can imagine that part of the agreement with George Brown was that 

Keramopoullos should publish nothing that would give George more trouble with the 

police, even now, thirteen years after the event.  The statement, “In this vineyard it is 

said that there was found the gold jewellery that now lies in the British Museum”, is 

vague and innocuous.  Then, according to his account, Keramopoullos came across 

the plundered tomb by accident in the course of excavating a well-type grave.
99

  This 

sounds like a useful invention, hiding the fact that he had been led more or less 

straight to it by George Brown.  On the other hand, evidently there was no surface 

trace of the grave, making it difficult for George Brown to pinpoint its location, 

especially after thirteen years; and it is even possible that George had not himself seen 

the tomb before it was covered up. 

                                                 

96 Keramopoullos 1910: 177. 
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 Keramopoullos 1910: 182-84.  These were thus the first Mycenaean tombs to be found on the island, 

leaving aside the one that had held the treasure but knowledge of which had been concealed since 1891. 
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 Keramopoullos 1910: 183. "Ἐπειδὴ δὲ ὑπάρχει παράδοσις, ὅτι τὰ χρυςᾶ κοσμήματα ἅτινα ἐξ Αἱγίνης 
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τοῦ Βράουν, ἴσως προέρχονται ἐκ του συστν/ματος τούτου των τάφων, τῶν μόνων μυκηναϊκῶν ἐν τῷ 
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 Ibid.: 182-83. 
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X marks the spot – or does it? 

On 2 November 1913  A.H. Smith, A.S. Murray’s successor as Keeper of Greek and 

Roman Antiquities, made a note in the right-hand column of the page of the Register 

of Antiquities on which the purchase of the Treasure had originally been recorded: 

Mr Cresswell showed me the spot which I have marked  on plan of Port of Aegina, 

Cockerell’s Aegina and Bassae, (Dept copy) p.1, S.E. of temple site, at the port.  

This is still confidential, as the ground is still property of the family. A.H.S. 

The Department’s copy of C. R. Cockerell’s The Temples of Jupiter Panhellenius at 

Ægina, and of Apollo Epicurius at Bassæ near Phigaleia in  Arcadia etc etc., (1860), 

that is to say one of the Department’s present two copies, is marked on p.1 in the way 

Smith recorded, east and a little south of the temple of Apollo, with the relevant 

Register reference, 92.5-20.1. 

On the basis of the mark in Cockerell, Williams proposed a hitherto unlocated (or un-

relocated) Middle Bronze Age grave "in the low lying area near the old Karantina 

port", i.e. south-east of Kolona and some 250m away from the Brown property at 

Myloi.
100

   

Cockerell's map is beautiful, but inaccurate, and it is not entirely straightforward to 

relate it to the actual lie of the land.  My best estimate is that Smith's mark falls on a 

point south-east of the present museum, around where the museum outbuildings stand, 

that is to say on low ground fairly near the sea.  It is far from the Brown vineyard, and 

while another approach might move it a bit, nothing could bring it within the relevant 

area or even close to it.  

A second difficulty is as to the identity of the "Mr Cresswell" who provided the 

information.  Williams took him to be Frederic Cresswell, he who had been involved 

with the sale of the treasure to the British Museum. But Frederic had died in 1904;  

thus, whoever came to see Smith, presumably one of Frederic's brothers, very 

probably had not seen the tomb (if indeed Frederic himself had).  He was thus 

conveying second- or third-hand information; and so inaccuracy is not surprising.  

Finally, and less speculatively, a find spot in the area that appears to be indicated by 

the mark in the Cockerell volume is simply impossible, since there is no record in the 

Aigina Land Registry of any George Brown owning land there at any time. 

Smith’s inclusion in his note on the Register, "This is still confidential, as the ground 

is still property of the family" shows that while Frederic Cresswell was dead, the urge 

to secrecy hadn’t died with him.  It is implausible that anyone other than the Brown 

family, his cousins, were meant.  The note constitutes more evidence, if more were 

needed, that the find spot was indeed on property belonging to George Brown II, and 

that there was, or had been, a family secret to be kept hidden. 

A January day on Aigina 

As compared to where the treasure was found, the question of how it was found is of 

little significance.  Nonetheless it bears on the question of where since, however 

strong the evidence is for its having been found in the Mycenaean tomb on George 

Brown's field, that little bit is added by there being a plausible hypothesis as to what 

happened on the day. 
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Keramopoullos emphasised that the Mycenaean chamber tombs he excavated had 

remained unplundered because there was no sign of them on the surface of the 

ground.  This was in contrast to the many well-type graves in the same area which 

were marked by the relative lushness of the vegetation at their mouths.
101

  The one in 

which the treasure was found had therefore not been stumbled on for three millennia –

so why should it be stumbled on now? 

According to his description, the hard layer of limestone near to the surface of the 

ground was 80cm thick.  The chambers were excavated underneath this layer, a few 

metres in from the edge of the slope down to the town.  There was no dromos,
102

 or 

perhaps there had been a common dromos running along in front of the mouths of the 

tombs, each mouth being built up with rough stones, presumably because in the 

absence of the softer material that had been dug out, the hard limestone roof needed 

support. 

Keramopoullos goes on,  

all of them that I excavated had either the mouth or also the roof damaged from 

explosives, which were used, they said, in the planting of the vineyard.
103

   

This would seem to provide a very good explanation of how the tomb with the 

treasure might have been discovered – explosives broke through the hard layer of 

limestome to reveal the chamber underneath.
104

  

In addition to being damaged, the tombs were filled to a greater or lesser extent with 

earth, apparently dating from before the damage by explosives.
105

  They were not, that 

is to say, tombs you could in any way wander into. 

A final relevant consideration is that Keramopoullos excavated the plundered tomb 

thoroughly and found some more pots and bits and pieces, but no further item of the 

treasure, not so much as a single bead.  This is odd.  

The generally accepted view is that if this Middle Bronze Age collection was found in 

a late Mycenaean tomb, it must have been put there by a grave robber in antiquity 

who had taken it from its original site.  Welter had a story: 

The gold treasure of Aigina now kept in the British Museum was found buried in a 

hole in the corner of a robbed grave.  It is accordingly the deposit of a grave 

robber.
106

 

This bears some thinking about.  As a grave robber, in antiquity or in recent times, 

seeking to hide a collection of small gold objects, do you bury them in a hole in the 

ground?  Perhaps you do, but it is inconceivable that you do not put them into a pot 

first.  So at both ends of the story, to ensure safekeeping initially, and to explain why 
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 Keramopoullos 1910: 182. 
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Higgins? 
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βεβλαμμένην διὰ φουρνέλλων, ὧν ἐγένετο χρῆσις κατὰ τὴν φυτείαν, ὡς λέγεται , της ἀμπέλου." 
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the treasure could finally be collected so cleanly and completely, a pot is demanded.  

Finally it might explain why ex hypothesi so few people saw the treasure.
107

  

We can imagine Lisa and Sarah, or one of them, perhaps accompanied by Mrs Brown, 

taking a walk to have a look at how planting the new vineyard is coming on.  One of 

the girls notices a pot sticking out of the earth, or in a hollow, where explosives have 

been used.  She picks it up and lifts out a golden figure and lets out a shriek.  A 

nearby workman looks round and glimpses the figure before the girl puts it back in the 

pot.  The Brown party immediately heads for home, and the treasure is hidden, to 

reappear only on a wall of the British Museum. 

Postscript 

George Brown II spent much of 1895 in Honduras.
108

  According to George Brown IV 

it was because business was bad in Aigina, and it is hard to think of a more plausible 

explanation. The Brown Papers include a folder of affectionate letters to him from his 

sisters Lisa and Sarah, then in London, and from his fiancée.  So, however the 

proceeds from the sale of the treasure were distributed, or whatever was done with 

them, they didn’t cause bad feeling in the family, and they didn’t make George Brown 

rich. 
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