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One of the main concerns during the study of the Antikythera Mechanism was minimizing the damage caused to it by researchers.  Do you believe ancient artifacts should be exposed to the possibility of damage in order to learn about them and the society that produced them?  Support your opinion with evidence and examples from the video and article

	In my opinion, artifacts should be exposed to some amount of damage in order to learn about them, but not enough damage to destroy or greatly alter them.  Small damage such as taking samples of the materials is very important to find out as much as possible about the artifact, but the samples should be as minimally invasive as possible. In the case of the antikythera mechanism, samples could have been taken to determine what the mechanism was made of and possibly how old it was. In the video, they used the proximity of other objects (Amphorae and coins) to date the object, but I’m sure some scientific tests were done in order to confirm their theorized date. Another example of necessary small scale damage was in the video we watched on the Ice man. The scientists caused some damage when they cut into him, but because of this, they learned many valuable things, like his diet and that he has sustained a blow to the head that resulted in brain bleeding.
	I think however that artifacts should not be subject to great damage and should be preserved as well as possible. The antikythera mechanism is an excellent example of this. The mechanism was discovered in 1901, when we did not have nearly as much technology as we do now. I’m not sure if x-ray was around in 1901, but if it was, I’m sure it would not have been nearly as accurate as the ones we have today. If the scientists in 1901 had done tests that destroyed the mechanism, we might not know as much about it as we do. While the scientists in 1901 could have taken apart the mechanism to examine the gears, the inscriptions would most likely have been lost, and those inscriptions played a huge part in determining what the antikythera mechanism was used for. Even now that we think that we know what the mechanism does, I still don’t think that it should be subjected to damaging tests, because what we have is only a theory. It is a very good one, but there is still a chance that it could be wrong. Years in the future, we could develop new technology that could shed new light on the antikythera mechanism that could prove the current theory right, or could shatter it to pieces. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Grade: 10/10
Prof Feedback:
I agree that you have to subject artifacts to some risk in order to learn about them, but this can be minimized.  You are also right in saying that sometimes we must wait for better technology so we don't do more damage than necessary to the object.  I am glad they didn't take the mechanism apart when they first found it!  I don't know if you can date metals through scientific means.  They could find out where the metals came from, but would that matter?

