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Preface and Acknowledgements 

 

The modern excavations at the Bronze Age site of Mochlos in East Crete began in 1989 

under the leadership of Dr. Jeffrey Soles, Professor Emeritus of Classical Studies and 

Archaeology at the University of North Carolina at Greensboro, and Dr. Costis Davaras, the 

former Ephor of Crete and Professor Emeritus of Minoan Archaeology at the University of 

Athens, Greece. Without the dedicated efforts of these friends and colleagues much of the 

research in this thesis would not be possible nor would the current Greek-American collaborative 

archaeological relationship in the Mirabello Region of East Crete. The Early Minoan Period was 

the initial era of interest that brought Dr. Soles to Mochlos. Soles was writing a Ph.D. on house 

tombs which was completed in 1973, and Dr. Richard Seager had already excavated the Mochlos 

House Tombs in 1908-09, providing Soles the opportunity to restudy the tombs under the 

supervision of Davaras. Co-directed excavations began in 1989, and, as we now know, the later 

periods, particularly the Late Minoan era, covered almost the entirety of the extant Early Minoan 

architecture. Fortunately for my research, several pockets of Early Minoan deposits exist that are 

capable of providing the project with a great deal of data to analyze.  

I am not the first to have been tasked with working on the Early Minoan Mochlos data. 

First, Dr. Evi Sikla, Directorate of Byzantine and Post-Byzantine Antiquities – Hellenic Ministry 

of Culture, began work on Prepalatial House 1. Her study of this material remains unpublished 

but will be included in the Early Minoan publication that will be written upon the completion of 

my Ph.D. research. Secondly, Dr. Susan Ferrence, Director of Publications at the Institute for 

Aegean Prehistory (INSTAP) Academic Press, began her own investigation of Prepalatial House 

2. Her research will also be included in the forthcoming Early Minoan volume. However, due to 

difficulties related to permissions and pending publication, I am unable to fully represent in this 

thesis the deposits studied by Ferrence and Sikla. Fortunately, Dr. Thomas Brogan, the Director 

of the INSTAP Study Center, and Dr. Eleni Nodarou, INSTAP Ceramic Petrographer, began a 

broad analysis of a cistern midden deposit, the focus of my analysis in this thesis. Together, 

Brogan and Nodarou utilized petrography and macroscopic analysis to identify the range of 

objects and fabrics present in the cistern midden which were then photographed by Chronis 

Papanikolo-poulos, the INSTAP photographer, and illustrated by Doug Faulmann, the INSTAP 

Archaeological Illustrator and Site Architect.  

 When I was given the chance to work on Mochlos material in the summer of 2014, Soles 

approached me about utilizing the raw data collected by Brogan and Nodarou for my thesis. 

Upon communicating with Brogan and Nodarou, I began an analysis of their data in order to 

illuminate the nuances present in the transitions across the broad phases established by them. 

Their analysis presented no interpretations and was initially performed to act as a stratified 

cognate for research that Brogan was doing at other Early Minoan sites within the region that 

lack the same continual occupation that Mochlos had throughout the Bronze Age. I then 

embarked upon my research, performing the core material analysis in this thesis while in contact 

with Brogan in order to utilize his earlier analysis. Thus, all charts and graphs present in this 

thesis are my own original research. 

Lastly, I would like to thank Dr. Soles, Dr. Brogan, Dr. Nodarou, and Georgios Doudalis 

for their assistance in my efforts with this research. Also, I would like to thank Dr. Robert Schon, 

Dr. Mary Voyatzis, and Dr. Barbara Mills for their guidance while serving on my thesis com-

mittee. Also, I would like to thank the University of Arizona’s Anthropology department for 

allowing me the opportunity to pursue this degree within the archaeology concentration.  
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Abstract 

 

 Feasting is one of the most ubiquitous communal activities in the history of humanity. 

Oftentimes, feasting is accompanied by a substantial amount of material culture that carries 

intimate details of the activities that took place at these events. In fact, the changes in the mat-

erial culture of a feast can also inform us as to how society itself was transforming by becoming 

increasingly insular or shifting toward a more regional sense of identity. One of the established 

methods of analyzing a feast is through the examination of its ceramic assemblage. The Bronze 

Age site of Mochlos in East Crete has a well-stratified Early Minoan deposit which has provided 

me with an opportunity to interpret a great number of social, political, and economic intricacies 

taking place in East Crete as Minoan society approached the palatial system that dominated the 

Middle and Late Minoan periods. In order to do this, I provide a background to my research, 

perform a ceramic study of the stratified deposit in question, interpret the results of the analysis, 

and include a cross-cultural investigation that serves to further enlighten the data from Mochlos. 

What is most important to take from this study is that Prepalatial society was not without 

complexity and structure, and, in reality, much of the complexity that we attribute to the palatial 

social system of the first half of the 2nd millennium BCE can be traced back to the second half of 

the 3rd millennium BCE.   
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Chapter 1-Introduction 

A.  Background 

 The nature of communal eating and drinking stimulates social activity of a kind that only 

occurs in contexts where eating and drinking happens in isolation. Accessing the archaeological 

evidence for this phenomenon is difficult due to the fact that the basic components of dining by 

oneself (e.g. cups, bowls, and jugs) are often the same as those put to use in larger, communal 

settings. Likewise, multiple sets of the eating and drinking assemblage found together are not 

necessarily evidence for communal eating and drinking. However, if the multiple sets are used 

simultaneously then we can accept that a group is participating in a feast (Hayden 2014, 1). 

However, this is not the only criterion for identifying feasting in the archaeological record. The 

scale of a feasting event ranges widely, but it always provides an increased opportunity for social 

interaction and increased familiarity with one’s neighbors (Borgna 2004; Dietler 2001; Hayden 

2014; Mauss 2002; Wright 1996, 2004a-c). So, what are the differences between consumption of 

food and drink for basic subsistence and the activity of feasting? According to Dietler, feasting is 

a ritualized, archaeologically visible, social activity that uses food and drink as the medium of 

expression in the performance of politico-symbolic practices (1996, 89). Therefore, a feast often 

has a distinct purpose, an endgame, other than the acquisition of sustenance, which may be 

achievable through communal eating and drinking. Dietler (1990; 2006) also states that the 

consumption of alcohol plays a crucial role in feasting and must not be overlooked. Alcohol, 

depending on the purpose of its application, can promote cooperation, incite hostility, or foster 

unity in ways that food does not. By utilizing both food and drink socially, a feast has a 

significant influence on the people who attend it by creating both competitive and cooperative 

opportunities (Haggis 2007; Hayden 2014). 



9 
 

In this thesis, I adopt Dietler’s definition of feasting based on the idea that its socially 

ritualistic nature not only provides a medium for socio-symbolic performance but also 

strengthens the solidarity of a group or reinforces its hierarchical structure (1990). By utilizing 

differently shaped vessels, the presence of vertically differentiated status is clearly present 

(Dietler 2006, 236). In fact, the fact that there are vessels of a specific shape that seem to 

reinforce identity of paramount individuals should also be a quantitative minority as well, 

implying that only certain people within society should have access to them.  

Due to the fortifying element it possesses, feasting can occur on a scale from only two people 

to thousands and in scope from a small family gathering to a regional celebration encompassing 

multiple settlements as long as its core nature remains the same. Feasting is most frequently an 

intragroup activity, but it can also take place at the intergroup level in either a neutral location or 

in a host and guest partnership. Thus, I propose that interaction within a prestate society results 

in the exchange of practices, theories, and technologies that return home with the interactors and 

contribute to the way a group interprets, influences, and interacts with other groups, either within 

that society or external from it, in the future. 

When people from two prestate communities feast together, there is a greater opportunity to 

exchange information (Hodder 1982, 203). Complex prestate societies are capable of remarkable 

social and economic complexity, but the political structure of the prestate society may promote 

decentralization whereas the state often thrives with the application of centrality (Spielmann 

2002). These general observations blur the lines between chiefdoms and states especially when 

an intergroup activity occurs such as intercommunity feasting. At these events, new information 

mixes with local practices, and the solution may lead to changes that permanently transform the 

society in which they occur. Therefore, I propose that intercommunity feasting in prestate 
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societies such as the one found at the Early Minoan site of Mochlos holds a distinctly influential 

role in social, political, and economic developments leading up to and continuing into the 

subsequent state level society. To test this hypothesis, I frame this investigation in three thematic 

questions: 1) why does feasting matter? 2) how does feasting occur at Mochlos? 3) what is its 

role in intercommunity feasting?  

With this model established, I interpret a set of deposits which span the entire Prepalatial 

period (3200-1900 BCE) at Mochlos, a Bronze Age settlement in the Mirabello region of East 

Crete. These deposits trace communal eating and drinking from its inception at Mochlos up 

through the final stages of the Prepalatial period after which a proto-state civilization appears on 

Crete. Based on the developments found at Mochlos, I propose that the palatial society that 

emerged at the end of the Prepalatial period was a product of not only of cooperative but also 

competitive interactions between paramount individuals that took place during both large and 

small scale feasts. The ritualized meetings provided an opportunity to develop social, economic, 

and political complexity in Cretan prehistory and may have assisted in the emergence and 

maintenance of stratified society during this period. 

Why does feasting matter? 

The first question that demands attention is the reasoning behind the use of feasting, 

particularly at Mochlos, as the basis of this argument. As I have already stated, intercommunity 

feasting is capable of stimulating development in society. However, the investigation requires the 

presence of evidence for intercommunity interaction, namely through the acquisition of both 

worked and raw materials from external sources, in order for any developments to be observed. 

Frequently, this data is collected from feasting contexts related to funerary rituals. Although 
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funerary deposits can be intercommunal, they are limited by the fact that they contain evidence 

designed to imitate an idealistic setting which the living use to honor a deceased member of a 

subgroup, such as a family or sociopolitical circle, within the settlement (Parker Pearson 2008:3). 

The materials present in tombs are the result of a community generally accepting the proposed 

role of the deceased within that society through the placement of grave goods and the conduct of 

ritual activity.  

If funerary deposits are limited by their very nature, the essential method in which to identify 

the manner that one community interacted with another community is by investigating the 

contexts related to the practice and performance of feasting. If a site is the product of continuous 

occupation, the domestic activity could contain a diversity of feasting materials that would 

benefit in a diachronic investigation. Pottery is the most useful feature of the feasting assemblage 

due to the patterns created by the transitions in the ceramic culture that in turn reflect trends in 

interaction with communities near and far. In some cases, the increased interaction created a 

competitive feasting environment that promoted development in ceramic technology. This 

technological breakthrough manifests itself in the feasting vessels and is observable in both 

vessel and fabric typologies. 

  Archaeologically, feasting has a wide range of loci in which it can be found including 

but not limited to the materials used to prepare and serve the meal, the iconography used to 

depict the event in frescoes or other media, the location in which the feast was prepared, and the 

actual consumables left behind from the meal itself. In fact, many times transformations in 

preparation and consumption within the locus of the feast can greatly inform the social, political, 

and economic developments taking place within cultures of a similar scale to the household 

communities of Mochlos (Mills 2007).  In fact, a combination of these lines of evidence can even 
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provide an understanding of what was being consumed at a feast. For example, residue analysis 

on ceramics can illuminate whether the consumption of goods such as olive oil or wine might 

have been exclusive or available to all. Burning features such as hearths or ovens may have 

evidence of only certain types of cooking vessels or animal remains while contemporary hearths 

from other contexts of a site might have a different assemblage of cooking wares and food 

remains. For this stage of the Early Minoan research at Mochlos, this thesis will focus 

specifically on the shapes of ceramics and their development over time, as well as attempting to 

touch on concepts of vessel size, visibility, and discard within the contexts of focus. As my 

research approaches a much larger scale at the dissertation level, I will incorporate a wider 

variety of evidence along the lines mentioned above. 

How does feasting occur at Mochlos?  

Mochlos is an ideal location to undertake this analysis because it meets the criteria discussed 

above. Evidence for the history of feasting at Mochlos is found within various deposits across the 

island, and the evolution of drinking and pouring vessels contributes significantly to the 

interpretation of feasting practices. The development of these dining and drinking vessels shows 

that individual identity and international ties became more significant factors in the paramount 

social circle of Prepalatial society. Both Seager (1909) and Soles (1988; 1992) have already 

discussed the evidence for social stratification found in the cemeteries. Soles states (1992) that 

the small cist graves are generally devoid of prestige goods, but the elaborate house tombs 

contain imports from across the Eastern Mediterranean including such socially significant 

emblems as gold diadems, sealstones, and imported pottery. This spike in prestige objects 

occurred rather suddenly during the EMII period, and it provides an opportunity to track the 

developments in feasting practices at Mochlos based on clear transitions in vessel design which 
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occurred at the same time. In order to trace the changes in feasting throughout the EM period, I 

will discuss developments in the vessel and fabric typologies of the ceramics from a variety of 

deposits at Mochlos (Brogan, forthcoming; Day and Wilson 2004). The trends of foreign trade 

and the development of complexity during this period clearly had an impact on aspects of social 

expression, and certain diachronic details of the feasting assemblage reveal it. These 

complexities culminate in a critical development at the end of the EMIIB period.  

 

 

At this time, the low-footed goblet (Fig. 1.1), meant to be used by an individual, starts to 

compete with and slowly replace the chalice, an older vessel type designed for sharing. Wilson 

and Day (1999) discuss this vessel as a key ceramic element that emerged at Knossos during the 

EMIIB period. Driessen (2007) suggests this vessel is a marker of social changes which may 

have created the need for the individualized drinking vessel. With the introduction of the goblet, 

the individuality of participants is mediated by the use of identical vessels at the feast. Until the 

Figure 1.1: Representations of the low-

footed goblet from Wilson and Day 1999 

(Fig 1). 
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publication of Driessen’s article, the low-footed goblet was only found at Knossos. However, 

Mochlos has a deposit with a set of similarly individualized drinking vessels found in a bin 

alongside a pair of boat models (Ferrence, forthcoming; Soles 2012; Fig. 1.3). These vessels 

imply that the developments that occurred in the EMIIB period did not take place at Knossos 

only. With this knowledge, the developments that lead to the Protopalatial period must have been 

a part of an islandwide evolution not merely Knossian central diffusion into peripheral 

settlements. 

 

 
Figure 1.2: EMI Pyrgos Ware Chalice (GNU 

Free Documentation License) and two locally 

made tankards from Mochlos (Photograph by 

Chronis Papanikolopoulos). 
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Although Mochlos’ EMI-IIB deposits (Fig 1.4) are disturbed by later architectural remains 

particularly from the Late Minoan and Hellenistic periods, the subset that has already been 

excavated reveals this transition in material related to eating and drinking from a communal 

nature toward a more individualistic one. This is no coincidence, as the EMII period is a major 

threshold of Minoan society. Mochlos’ EMI domestic deposits show an increase in regional 

contacts ranging from minimal at the time of the foundation of the settlement to a much more 

robust set of interactions even by beginning of the EMIIA period (Fig. 1.4). According to 

Colburn (2008) and Soles (1992), the paramount individuals buried in the elaborate house tombs 

at Mochlos had access to the entire scope of materials that were being imported to Crete during 

the EMIIB period. 

Figure 1.3: The two tankards in situ at 

Mochlos. (Photograph from Mochlos 

Archives, Dr. Jeffrey Soles, PI) 
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In terms of material representation, Mochlos seems to have been in the same socioeconomic 

sphere as many of the sites that eventually became palaces in the subsequent Protopalatial 

period. This picture may be biased due to the fact that the EM domestic contexts at Knossos, 

Malia, Petras, and Phaistos were damaged by later building during the MM and LM periods, but 

Mochlos’ earlier phases were as well. By EMIIB, evidence of intercommunity feasting appears 

at Mochlos (Ferrence, forthcoming) and implies connections with other regional sites (Fig. 1.3). 

Figure 1.4: Prehistoric Aegean 

chronology with both high and low 

dates included. (From Betancourt 

2007 Fig 1.2) 
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It may also support the earlier supposition that feasting increases cooperation, a necessary tool in 

the creation and maintenance of complexity. 

What is its role in intercommunity feasting?  

 Intercommunity feasting promotes the exchange of a great many things that intracommunity 

feasting cannot (Earle 1982, 3-5). How does feasting between separate groups influence the 

identity of both the host and the guest? According to Blanton et al. (1996), long distance 

relations generate competitive exchange systems that often develop into prestige good 

economies. This is seen with the spread of Vasiliki ware (Image: Fig. 2.6) across Central and 

Eastern Crete as well as the concept of the individualized drinking vessel and the increase in 

exotic goods (Colburn 2008). Therefore, the network of interactions observed in conjunction 

with the feasting material found at Mochlos implies the mutual evolution of merchant-based 

societies in the EMIIB period. 

If the evolution is in fact island-wide, then there should be ample evidence of this transition 

at multiple sites within Mochlos’ regional sphere. Whitelaw (2012, 120) states that the 

development of the settlement patterns at the sites of Knossos, Malia, and Phaistos may be 

compared in order to discover parallels in their sociopolitical development. However, it seems 

that the comparison of these three is mainly reliant on the knowledge that they eventually 

become palatial centers on Crete. The parallels should instead be drawn between regional sites 

during the EM period not based on future developments at a site.  

In order to rework Whitelaw’s statement into a regional examination, I compare Mochlos 

with documented evidence from Gournia, Malia, Pseira, Petras, Myrtos, Priniatikos Pyrgos, 

Aphrodite’s Kephali, Palaikastro, Chamaizi, and Vasiliki. This group represents sites that 
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eventually develop palatial architecture, as well as sites that persist into the Protopalatial period 

with the same degree of complexity as before, and sites that begin to decline at the end of the 

Prepalatial period. This wide array of settlements and site types should standardize the 

comparison and remove eventual palatial bias from the investigation. By comparing and 

contrasting the evidence from these locations, the hypothesis of parallel developments will be 

tested in order to see if society during the EMIIB period was in fact developing across Crete or 

merely at a select group of sites with protostate characteristics. 

Cross-cultural comparisons 

In order to explore this concept further I inspect three comparative examples from the Andes, 

Polynesia, and Anatolia. The three regions have social, political, and economic situations quite 

similar to Mochlos during the EM period which makes them viable comparative examples for 

this research in which cultural groups use feasting to promote and maintain cooperation between 

interregional allies and rivals. I employ data from Polynesia, the Andes, and Anatolia in order to 

construct a model of feasting that illustrates the various ways that prehistoric society has used 

this social activity to meet its political and economic needs.  

In the Andes, I use the site of Cerro Baul in the Moquegua Valley. This site is pre-Inka and 

bears a comparable complexity to Mochlos regarding its internal social structure and its external 

attempts to acquire prestige items (Goldstein 2000). Also, Moquegua’s location on the border of 

Wari and Tiwanaku territories is similar to Mochlos’ location amongst its East Cretan rivals. 

Also, despite their assumed rivalry, Cerro Baul (the Wari settlement) and Omo (the Tiwanaku 

settlement) were in contact with each other. The evidence for this interaction is ceramic in 
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nature, providing an opportunity to compare and contrast Mochlos’ feasting assemblage to the 

Moquegua assemblage (Moseley et al. 2005).  

In the Pacific, I investigate a set of island cultures in order to compare their feasting 

traditions with Mochlos’ practices. How does feasting change when travel to and from the event 

is by boat? Also, just because these societies have not become full-fledged states does not mean 

that they are not viable examples for a pre-state society. Social development is not a linear 

phenomenon so the chiefdoms of the Pacific are not required to become a state in order to be 

defined as pre-state. However, the level of social complexity among the chiefdoms of the Pacific, 

with their complex social networks and reciprocal exchange systems, is of a similar level to 

Mochlos during this period in particular (Malinowski 1932; Mauss 2002; Sahlins 1972). By 

studying Pacific Island society, there is an opportunity to delve into the social, political, and 

economic elements that must be in place for a pre-state society to emerge as a state. My proposal 

is that Mochlos had a set of constructs (e.g., standardized weights and measures) and institutions 

(e.g., an intricate trade network) that catered to its candidacy as a member of a state even though 

many of these constructs and institutions are usually assumed to have appeared after the 

emergence of a state. Therefore, the state society requires the presence of these constructs and 

institutions before it can begin its development and emergence (Cohen 1978, 51). Minoan culture 

in juxtaposition to a few Pacific Island cultures potentially adds a great deal of nuance to the 

discussion of how a state is generated and perpetuated. 

In Anatolia, I use evidence from the Bronze Age site of Haçilar to explore concepts of 

feasting and shared drinking, a practice that is clearly reflects in the handleless, Minoan chalice. I 

discuss the connections between the two cultures, both in an era of transitions and developments, 

through their feasting practices. This provides the Mochlos type site some regional, Eastern 
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Mediterranean context to balance the global examples from Polynesia and the Andes. The 

dialogue created between these four societies highlights the influence of intercommunity feasting 

on any two groups that engage in it. The culmination of the discussion allows us to propose what 

the sociopolitical situation at Mochlos may have been near the end of the Prepalatial period.  

B. Limitations and selection of contexts at Mochlos   

Studying the Early Minoan period at Mochlos is an incredible opportunity, but it is not 

without its difficulties. In this sense, the diachronic nature of the site is both beneficial and 

intrusive. The Prepalatial material tends to be incredibly difficult to locate or predict, and its 

preservation is most often fragmentary. The majority of the EM settlement deposits have been 

found underneath the floors of the later houses built on top of them. Another issue of 

preservation involves the tectonic activity of the area. Mochlos lies in a graben that is slowly 

sinking into a fault line. The peninsula that formerly connected Mochlos to Crete no longer 

exists, and all harbor-related evidence went with it. Fortunately, the bevy of material has allowed 

for the establishment of a relative chronology for the ceramics. Through this chronology, the 

fragmentary nature of the deposits has been essentially remedied.  

The second limitation of the EM Mochlos deposits is actually a regional one. Most sites with 

Prepalatial material have later Proto/Neopalatial contexts overlaying them. However, this is not 

the most difficult problem that must be faced. Some of these sites are not yet published, creating 

a potential for both overrepresentation and underrepresentation. As claimed earlier in this 

chapter, the individualized drinking vessel first appears at Knossos and Mochlos. Yet, prior to 

my research and this thesis, we only knew about the evidence from Knossos. Therefore, it is 

likely that other sites may also have ceramic characteristics that would lend to the picture that 
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this thesis is trying to develop. The purpose of this thesis is not only to create discussion of the 

published material but also to provide a framework through which the currently unpublished 

material may one day be analyzed.  

The third limitation that I face belongs to the final stage of the Mochlos Prepalatial period. 

Mochlos appears to have been competitive with some of the East Cretan centers during this 

period, but it never became a center during the subsequent Protopalatial period. Destructions of a 

portion of the settlement by fire at the end of the EMIIB period and a decrease in imported 

fabrics during the MMIA period highlights the subdued picture of Mochlos as it entered the 

Protopalatial period. What caused the damage to the site or the decrease of its imports is still 

unknown. However, it is clear that Mochlos was by MMIA a second or third order site between 

higher order sites, Gournia and Petras. Although Mochlos may not have managed to achieve the 

role of a center, it still played a significant part in the competitive and cooperative development 

of Prepalatial society in East Crete. Also, according to Whitelaw (2012, 164), the late Prepalatial 

(EMIII/MMIA) period is a particularly difficult period to comprehend due to the lack of 

evidence present across the island. If the EMIII ceramic phase is limited to only regional centers, 

do nonpalatial sites transition from the EMIIB directly to the MMIA period (Brogan 2013)? By 

viewing the EMIII ceramics as the best source of information regarding social structure for the 

end of the Prepalatial period, researchers learn nothing about what is going on at nonpalatial 

sites. 

Nevertheless, the limitations are not prohibitive. Taking them into account, I selected 

deposits based on an “ideal” feasting assemblage consisting of drinking cups, pouring vessels, 

and storage jars. This selection process assisted me in the selection of the deposits because it 

relied on the presence of members of the “ideal” feasting assemblage. If any deposit had even 
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one feasting vessel present, then the deposit was documented. I trace the variations of these 

vessels based on form, function, and fabric based on Brogan’s phased chronology. These 

deposits have locally made ceramics as well as imports from other Cretan sites or the Cyclades. 

The robust diversity through time undoubtedly reflects many of the changes that were taking 

place contemporary to their creation, and the specific relationship is outlined throughout the 

following chapters. 

C. Summary of the following chapters 

Chapter 2 is dedicated to a diachronic investigation of Mochlos’ Prepalatial deposits. It 

consists of a catalog of vessel types based on fabric typologies accompanied by a brief summary 

of each deposit. The catalog is accompanied by figures drawn by site artist Doug Faulmann for 

visual comparison. These are not complete analyses of deposits; rather, the catalog entries are 

summaries of vessel and fabric typologies established by Drs. Brogan and Nodarou. This allows 

the data to focus on specific aspects of the deposits, namely the collection of drinking, serving, 

cooking, pouring, and storage vessels known as the feasting assemblage. 

Chapter 3 consists of a detailed interpretation of the Mochlos data presented in Chapter 2. 

The comprehension of intercommunity feasting practices at Mochlos during the Prepalatial 

period is dependent on theoretical implications based on the developments observed in the 

deposits. Certain transitions in fabric types reflect changes in social networks in East Crete, and 

the appearance or drastic transformation of a vessel type implies a change in culture. These 

cultural changes are generated at the crossroads of intergroup activities, and evidence of this 

interaction is persevered through intercommunity feasting. The data generated from Mochlos’ 

deposits was then compared to the data present in East Crete. In order to grapple with the 
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plethora of material, I established a sample group. The analysis concentrates on well-published 

sites only and classifies them based on a three-tiered rationale. One group represents the sites 

that develop into the first palaces. The other groups consist of sites that either continued into the 

Protopalatial period or were abandoned at the end of the Prepalatial period. This provides 

controls to monitor the interpretations of the data.  

Chapter 4 is a cross-cultural comparison of the evidence described in Chapter 3. These three 

non-Aegean, pre-state societies actively participated or still participate in intercommunity 

relations which impact the archaeological record through the evidence of material culture. Cerro 

Baul and Omos frequently intermarry to promote peace between their settlements which 

generated an exchange of material culture (Moseley et al. 2005). Several Polynesian cultures 

have large, interisland social networks that are centered on the practice of hosting other 

communities for economic or social reasons (Brown 1979). In Anatolia, the shared drink marks a 

major social transition that is reflected in an equally significant period of Minoan development 

(Whalen 2014). These three cases support the idea that intercommunity feasting is a social 

phenomenon that promotes cultural development even if its particular motivations may vary 

from culture to culture.  

These four chapters are then placed in a dialogue through a discussion and conclusions 

section. The discussion section outlines the implications of this research to the field of Minoan 

archaeology as well as general prehistory while also addressing the limitations of the data in 

further detail. The conclusions section blends the Mochlos data with its wider Cretan and global 

comparatives. It also attempts to explain the causal factors that prevented Mochlos from 

developing into a palatial society while highlighting the future directions of my research at 

Mochlos.  
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Chapter 2-A Diachronic Investigation of Mochlos’ Feasting Deposits 

A. The Establishment of the Chronology of the EM Phases 

 

 

 

As was stated in Chapter 1, the Mochlos domestic deposits have not yet been published, and 

all research related to these deposits is preliminary in nature. Dr. Thomas Brogan, the Director of 

the INSTAP Study Center, Dr. Susan Ferrence, Director of Publications for the INSTAP 

Academic Press, and Dr. Evi Sikla, Hellenic Ministry of Culture, have all done research on 

material from various contexts over the past decade, none of which will have been published 

before the completion of this thesis. Dr. Sikla examined a few EMIB deposits that were found in 

Figure 2.1: Map of Neopalatial Mochlos with Prepalatial House 1 and 2 circled in the 

image. House 1 is at the bottom of the image and House 2 is at center left. (Site Map 

by Doug Faulmann, site architect) 
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Prepalatial House 1 (PPH1), and Dr. Ferrence examined the EMII pottery from Prepalatial House 

2 (PPH2) (Fig. 2.1). 

However, neither of these deposits spans multiple phases. The PPH1 material is primarily 

EMI, belonging to the Kampos Group (Nodarou 2012) with little material that belongs to later 

periods. The PPH2 material is primarily EMII as is evidenced by the presence of Vasiliki ware in 

the deepest layers (Soles 2012, 193) and little to no positively identified EMI material. 

Therefore, these deposits do not span the entire Prepalatial period at Mochlos.  

 During the 2010 excavation at Mochlos, a cistern was discovered in the northwest sector 

of the town that had been converted into a midden during the EMIA period (Area D2 Trench 

97/9800). Upon analysis, the cistern midden was found to contain sequenced ceramic 

assemblages from EMIA-EMIIB. In order to strengthen the analysis, Brogan and Nodarou did 

not strictly rely on the traditional EMI-EMII chronology for dating. Instead, they defined a series 

of phases that relied on vessel and fabric typologies in relation to the stratigraphy of the cistern 

in isolation. When the phases were confirmed, the data was overlaid onto the traditional EMI-

EMII chronology in order to compare it with data from other regional sites that lack the 

chronological nuances of the cistern midden. The seriation clearly addressed the issues that could 

not be broached by the previously analyzed data in PPH1 and 2, namely those related to the 

broad transitions throughout the EM period at Mochlos.  

 In this chapter, I summarize the deposits from this cistern midden while making note of 

anomalies that appear in the various vessel classes and fabric groups. In the following chapters, I 

intend to utilize these variations to observe social phenomenon and regional interaction taking 

place during the Prepalatial period at Mochlos which is then compared with data collected from 
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contemporary East Crete (Chapter 3) as well as my other cross-cultural comparisons in 

Polynesia, the Andes, and Southern Anatolia (Chapter 4).  

 The summary most frequently includes a brief description of the deposit including any 

and all potential elements that should be considered as representative of the feasting assemblage 

at Prepalatial Mochlos. This assemblage includes specialized vessels related to drinking, pouring, 

serving, storing, and cooking. I refer to these vessels as specialized due to the fact that not all 

drinking, pouring, serving, storing, and cooking vessels belong to a feasting assemblage. The 

focus of this analysis is on the vessels that are both specialized and candidates for a feasting 

assemblage. The differentiation is primarily based on the observation that specialized vessels are 

distinctly different from nonfeasting vessels because they tend to be found together as opposed to 

more quotidian vessels which are not kept in dining sets.  

B. Phase 1.a (D2 97/9825.33-41) 

 Phase 1.a and 1.b were originally defined as a single phase referred to as Phase 1. 

However, further analysis discovered a clear break that marked the EMIA-EMIB transition. 

Therefore, it is clear that the EMIA period is represented by Phase 1.a. This is the deepest phase 

from the cistern midden and consists of Passes 33 to 41. Of the whole, there are eight separate 

vessel shapes of interest that belong to five broad fabric groups. These vessels represent all of the 

elements of a feasting assemblage; however, there is no definitive set of the same fabric type. 

Rather, it seems that each class of vessel belonged to a different fabric group. Therefore, the 

analysis will move through the vessel typologies starting at the largest class in the phase and 

moving on to the smallest class. 
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Fabric Number Fabric Description Phase Represented 

Fabric Type 1 Metamorphic with muscovite schist and gold mica Phase 1.a 

Fabric Type 2 Metamorphic, broadly local Phases 1.a, 1.b, 2, 3, 4 

Fabric Type 3 Metamorphic with silver mica (non-Cretan), 

sometimes burnished 

Phases 1.a, 1.b, 2 

Fabric Type 4 Dark on Light Ware 1.a, 1.b, 2, TS 1*, 3, 4 

Fabric Type 5 Gray Ware (South Messara) 1.a, 1.b 

Fabric Type 6 Calcite 1.b, 3 

Fabric Type 7 Metamorphic with silver mica often black burnished 

with a red core 

1.b, 2 

Fabric Type 8 Gray fired fabric with lots of silver mica (non-Cretan) 1.b, 2 

Fabric Type 9 Brown fired fabric with lots of silver mica (non-

Cretan) 

1.b 

Fabric Type 10 Fine Painted Ware 1.b 

Fabric Type 11 Gold Mica 1.b, 2 

Fabric Type 12 Gray fired fabric with tiny black inclusions 1.b 

Fabric Type 13 Granodiorite Ware 2, TS 1*, 3, TS2** 

Fabric Type 14 Metamorphic with red core and no mica often with 

heavy black burnishing 

2, TS1* 

Fabric Type 15 Metamorphic with gray core and no mica often with 

heavy black burnishing 

2 

Fabric Type 16 Red Painted Ware 2 

Fabric Type 17 White mica and phyllite 4 

Fabric Type 18 Lebena Ware 4 

Fabric Type 19 Vasiliki Ware 4 

 
Figure 2.2- Fabric Table from the cistern midden. *TS implies Transition Period. 
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The most prevalent vessel class in Phase 1.a is the jar with a total of six sherds. It is 

unclear whether these sherds are from the same jar or multiple jars. All of these sherds belong to 

a metamorphic and silver mica tempered fabric group. Three of the six sherds were identified as 

definitively non-Cretan and most likely attained through contact with the Cyclades (P12202-4; 

see pgs. 103 & 123-124). The other three sherds (P12205, P12207, P12215; see pgs. 101 & 

122-123) likely belong to one or more separate vessels since they had significantly fewer 

micaceous inclusions compared to the first three sherds. The only other definitively non-Cretan 

vessel was a reddish-brown burnished bowl (P12212; see pgs. 101 & 124) that also had similar 

quantities of silver mica compared to what was observed in P12202-4 when examined in cross 

section. 

 The second-most prominent vessel class is the cooking dish, consisting of five separate 

sherds of two different fabric groups. Three sherds were made of clay with metamorphic 

inclusions that were accompanied by muscovite schist and gold mica in smaller proportions. Two 

of them had pierced rims (P12197, P12198; see pgs. 100 & 124-125), and one did not (P12216; 

see pgs. 100 & 126). The unpierced sherd was a bit more open with a lower rim and may have 

actually been a tray. These dishes seem to be made in or around the Mirabello region (Fig. 2.3) 

due to the association of gold mica with granodiorite from Gournia during later phases of the 

Prepalatial period.  
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The remaining two cooking dish sherds also had pierced rims and were made of clay with 

metamorphic inclusions that are generally viewed as local (P12210, P12234; see pgs. 100 & 

127). This was based on the observation that the metamorphic inclusions in these two sherds 

were identical to the metamorphic inclusions found in P12197, P12198, and P12216. In addition 

to the two cooking dishes, there were also three cooking jars (P12208, P12209, P12214; see pgs. 

100 & 128-129) and one tripod cooking pot (P12201; see pgs. 100 & 130), all of which were 

made of locally quarried metamorphic fabric.  

 Phase 1.a only had two sherds that were both storage vessels and locally made. Both of 

them (P12193, P12200; see pgs. 100-101 & 130-131) belonged to at least one pithos. The vessel 

was identified as a pithos due to the familiar Mirabello drip style decoration and the identical 

metamorphic fabric group that defined the majority of the cooking vessels. 

Figure 2.3: Map of the Mirabello in East Crete. 

Google Maps open source 
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 Specialized pouring and drinking vessels were not abundant during Phase 1.a. There were 

two jugs and one chalice, all of which seem to belong to the same fabric group referred to as 

Dark-on-Light. This fabric type originated in the Messara Plain and along the south coast of 

Crete. One of the jugs (P12199; see pgs. 101 & 131) was decorated with red slip on a light tan 

vessel similar to Agios Onouphrios ware (cf. Fig. 2.4). The other jug sherd (P12206; see pgs. 

101 & 132) does not belong to a readily identifiable ware family and seems to have a 

significantly darker slip on a tan vessel body. This places the vessel in a general south coast 

tradition.  

 

 Finally, there is only one specialized drinking vessel from Phase 1.a. The chalice 

(P12191 [two sherds joining]; see pgs. 101, 106 & 132, 156), a communal drinking vessel, was 

made of a very fine gray fabric that belongs to the Messara and south coast, as well. This gray 

ware signifies contact with this distinct culture. Only a small section of the stem is preserved. 

Figure 2.4: Agios Onouphrios Ware 

jug. From Betancourt History of 

Minoan Pottery Plate 2, Object F. 
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In summary, Phase 1.a is composed of eight separate vessel classes from five broad fabric 

groups. Although all elements of the feasting assemblage are present in this phase, no distinct 

pattern related to intercommunity feasting was discovered. None of the separate elements of the 

assemblage belonged to the same fabric group. The locally made, metamorphic fabric group is 

the most abundant, representing eight sherds in total. These eight sherds came from storage and 

cooking vessels. The metamorphic fabric with silver mica inclusions was identified in seven of 

the remaining thirteen sherds. The seven sherds of this fabric group were much finer vessels in 

comparison to the locally made vessels and were predominantly jars and a single bowl. The 

remaining sherds were made on Crete and most likely came from the Messara or South coast, 

particularly two jug fragments and a single chalice fragment. Therefore, even by the EMIA 

period at Mochlos, various elements of the assemblage may have been prized for their exoticism 

while other vessels were more likely to be made in the region and remain there. 

C. Phase 1.b (D2 97/9825.26-32) 

 As previously stated, upon further inspection, what was formerly defined as Phase 1 was 

split into Phases 1.a and 1.b. The material from Phase 1.b was found to be equivalent to EMIB 

and consists of the seven passes that lie above Phase 1.a. This creates a continuous transition 

from EMIA to EMIB. In total, it represented twelve different vessel classes and fourteen distinct 

fabric groups. In comparison to Phase 1.a, it is possible that there is a much more robust network 

of interactions. As in the analysis of Phase 1.a, vessel class are prioritized and fabric groups 

define each. This serves to highlight any major societal or economic transitions that took place in 

the phase.  
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 As in Phase 1.a, the largest vessel class in Phase 1.b is the jar. There are twelve jar sherds 

from this phase, the majority of which belong to the aforementioned metamorphic with silver 

mica fabric group. This is the same general fabric type that comprised the bulk of the jar class 

during Phase 1.a. However, there is now a wider and more distinctive variety of this fabric type, 

particularly related to the burnishing technique. Four of the jar sherds were burnished (P12236, 

P12219, P12244, and P12252; see pgs. 103 & 133-134) while five of the sherds were not 

burnished (P11174, P12226, P12229, P12228, and P12225; see pgs. 104 & 135-139). Beyond 

this overwhelming majority, there is one jar sherd with brown, lightly burnished fabric of an 

unknown, nonlocal origin (P1171; see pgs. 106 & 140). Also, there are two Dark-on-Light 

sherds (P12243 and P12246; see pgs. 106 & 140-141), most likely from the south coast, with 

gray silt stone inclusions.  

 After the jar, the next largest vessel class is the bowl. Out of the eleven bowl sherds 

identified, the majority once again belonged to the metamorphic with silver mica off-island 

fabric group (cf. P12202-4). Four of the sherds were burnished in a manner identical to the 

technique from Phase 1.a (P12218, P12245, P12240, and P12233; see pgs. 103-05 & 141-143). 

Five other sherds of this same fabric type were black burnished and seemed to be of the same 

tradition as the four burnished bowls but with a uniquely different finish and firing (P12230, 

P12237, and P12247-9; see pgs. 105 & 144-145). The two remaining vessels were made of a 

calcite-tempered fabric of a likely local origin (P12220; see pgs. 102 & 146) and a gray-firing, 

predominantly silver mica fabric that is probably non-Cretan (P12239; see pgs. 106 & 146). 

 The cooking dish is the third largest vessel class during Phase 1.b. The local metamorphic 

fabric is generally stable in comparison to the previous period. In Phase 1.b, only one pierced-

rimmed dish was made of the local metamorphic fabric (P11179; see pgs. 102 & 149). A 
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cooking pot sherd (P12224; see pgs.102 & 147) and a pithos fragment (P12194; see pgs. 102 & 

148) are the only other local, metamorphic sherds from Phase 1.b, down from ten total sherds in 

Phase 1.a to only three. Also, it should be mentioned that the pithos and cooking pot shape do 

not appear in any other fabric group during this period. The remaining cooking dishes are all 

made of the same burnished metamorphic and silver mica tempered fabric that dominates the jar 

class (P11166, P11172-3, P11177, P12217, P12223, and P12227; see pgs. 102-103 & 150-155). 

Some of these dishes (P11166 and P11172) have a taller rim with a large hole as opposed to the 

smaller hole next to the rim which dominates the earlier period. 

 The goblet is the next largest class, consisting of four sherds. One (P12238; see pgs. 105 

& 156) belongs to the same uniquely burnished metamorphic and silver mica tempered fabric as 

the five bowls already described (cf. P12230, P12237, and P12247-9). The other three sherds are 

identified as a goblet but could also belong to a sauceboat (P12231-2 and P12235; see pgs. 107 

& 156). Because these sherds share the same tiny black inclusions which are completely unique 

within this deposit, it is assumed that they may belong to the same vessel. Their origin is 

unknown.  

 Another drinking class vessel is the chalice which is represented by three sherds. 

Compared to Phase 1.a, the fabric groups used for chalices during Phase 1.b were more diverse. 

Two of the three sherds are gray ware fabric from the south coast (P12191 [two sherds joining] 

and P12192; see pgs. 101, 106-107 & 132, 156-7). The third sherd (P11162; see pgs. 105 & 

157) was made of the black burnished metamorphic with silver mica tempered fabric group that 

matches the individual goblet sherd and the five bowl sherds.  
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 All remaining sherds are standalone examples of their vessel class. These will be 

summarized together in order to properly depict the entire phase. There is only one tray fragment 

(P11176; see pgs. 101 & 158) which accompanies the pierced lug handle bowl (cf. P12220) and 

completes the calcite tempered fabric group. As previously stated, the calcite fabric seems to 

have been locally produced. Another anomaly of the phase is the Pyrgos ware bottle (P12221; 

see pgs. 104 & 158) which is very similar to the unburnished jars of the same fabric 

(metamorphic with silver mica). There is also a sauceboat (P11169; see pgs. 106 & 158) and a 

cup with a horn handle (P12222; see pgs. 106 & 158), both of which are off island, Cycladic 

origin. The sauceboat belongs to the fine painted ware tradition, and the cup with a horn handle 

has gold mica inclusions. Intriguingly, the jug only appears one time in this phase (P11164; see 

pgs. 107 & 159). However, it seems to be a unique vessel. The vessel is gray ware fabric, and, 

like the gray ware chalice sherds (cf. P12191-2), it is very fine. Yet, the surface treatment of the 

jug does not share commonalities with the chalice sherds. 

 In comparison to Phase 1.a, the twelve vessel classes and fourteen fabric groups from 

Phase 1.b show that there is a distinct increase in contacts and local preferences regarding these 

typologies. Twenty-eight of the forty-five sherds belong to the metamorphic with silver mica 

tempered fabric that was also present in Phase 1.a. However, it is by far the most dominant group 

in Phase 1.b. Therefore, this phase sees a distinct interest at Mochlos in acquiring vessels 

possessing Cycladic flair. Additionally, these sherds belonged to cooking dishes, spouted jars, 

bowls with lug handles, chalices, and goblets. The variety found in the vessels may represent an 

entire feasting assemblage; however, the surface treatment of the vessels varies rather greatly 

with some burnished and others not. What is evident from this analysis is that the concept of 

feasting was beginning to develop an idealized style that was not present during Phase 1.a. 
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D. Phase 2 (97/9825.14-25) and Transition I (D2 97/9825.13) 

 Phase 2 correlates with EMIIA early and consists of the twelve passes stratigraphically 

above Phase 1.b. In this phase, there are six different vessel classes, half of the total number 

found in Phase 1.b. The six vessel classes consist of eight distinct fabric groups whereas Phase 

1.b was represented by fourteen different groups. Phase 2 marks the appearance of granodiorite 

tempered fabric at Mochlos, a definitive sign in later periods of contact with Gournia. The 

impact that this has on the settlement will be discussed in Chapter 3. As in the analysis of Phase 

1, vessel class will create the initial distinction and fabric groups will further define the deposits. 

 In this phase, the bowl is the most prominent vessel class. The vessel class is divided 

between two broad fabric groups. Out of the twenty-one significant sherds from this deposit, 

eleven sherds were made of a metamorphic tempered fabric with heavy black burnishing 

(P11168, P12255, P12258-9, P11263-4, P12267-9, P12274, and P12276; see pgs. 109-110 & 

160-165). They belong to the vessel subclass referred to as the flaring bowl and did not have any 

silver mica inclusions in them whatsoever. Silver mica was a stable of Phases 1.a and 1.b. Many 

of the inclusions were positively identified as phyllite, a purple metamorphic schist that became 

a very common inclusion in locally produced pottery during the Late Minoan period. Massive 

outcroppings of purple schist are found along the coastline of the modern harbor and frequently 

wash up on the tip of the modern point that marks the last remaining section of the ancient 

peninsula (Fig. 2.5). This would imply that these vessels were actually produced at Mochlos.  
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In addition to the heavily burnished vessels, there were a further three bowl sherds that 

did not have silver mica inclusions. These were made of a metamorphic fabric with red-brown 

burnishing (P12267, P12270, and P12280; see pgs. 108, 110 & 163, 166). These are also highly 

burnished, and the metamorphic inclusions are also most likely phyllite. 

 The quintessential silver mica fabric of Phases 1.a and 1.b does not completely, 

disappear, however. All of the remaining bowl fragments, seven in total, are made of a fabric 

with silver mica inclusions. All of these sherds are still made of a metamorphic rock temper but 

the silver mica accompanies the metamorphic inclusions much like in Phases 1.a and 1.b. Three 

of the sherds were finished with a heavy red-brown burnish and are most likely off-island in 

origin (P12254, P12260, and P12273; see pgs. 108 & 167-168). The other four bowl sherds 

were black burnished rather lightly in comparison and belong to the shallow bowl subclass 

(P11170, P12256, P12265, P12279; see pgs. 110-111 & 170-171). 

Figure 2.5: Location of modern phyllite 

sources at Mochlos. Image from Google 

Earth; edited by Luke Kaiser 
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 The second most prominent vessel class is the jar. This vessel class consists of ten sherds 

from five different fabric groups. Only one jar was made of local metamorphic fabric (P12251; 

see pgs. 108 & 172). Another jar sherd was made of gold mica and was consistent with the collar 

jar subclass (P12250; see pgs. 108 & 172). Four of the sherds were made of granodiorite fabric, 

implying connections within the Mirabello in the direction of Gournia (P12208, P12266, 

P12278, and P12285; see pgs. 107-108 & 172-173). Three of the remaining four sherds were 

made of the same metamorphic tempered fabric with silver mica inclusions and a heavy red-

brown burnishing (P12271-2 and P12287; see pgs. 109 & 174-175). The only other jar fragment 

that did not belong to one of these four fabric groups was the Dark-on-Light sherd with red 

siltstone inclusions (P12262; see pgs. 111 & 175). This sherd most likely came from the Cretan 

south coast. 

 The third most prominent vessel class is the jug. The jug is represented by seven sherds 

from two distinct fabric groups. Three of the sherds (P12277 and P12282-3; see pgs. 107 & 176-

177) are made of the granodiorite referenced in relation to the jar class. The other four sherds 

were Dark-on-Light ware. One sherd (P11167; see pgs. 111 & 178) may have been a local 

imitation of the south coast/Messara tradition. Regarding the Central Cretan sherds, two jug 

fragments were from the Messara or south coast (P12277 and P12284; see pgs. 111 & 176, 179). 

One of the sherds may have been from Knossos (P12261; see pgs. 111 & 179).  

 All remaining sherds from Phase II represent single instances of their vessel classes. A 

significant change from the earlier phases is the drastic decrease in cooking dishes. In Phase 2, 

there is only one cooking dish made of granodiorite tempered fabric (P11165; see pgs. 107 & 

180). This dish is an example of a new type of cooking vessel that is now unpierced. The other 

significant vessels are drinking cups. There is one cup with a high swung handle (P11163; see 
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pgs. 108 & 181) that is made with metamorphic (most likely phyllite) fabric with no mica. The 

cup is red-brown burnished much like the set of three bowl fragments mentioned above. There 

are two goblet fragments from this phase, but one of these fragments was actually recovered 

from the Phase 1.b contexts. The goblet fragment from Phase 2 was made of metamorphic, 

lightly black burnished fabric with traces of silver mica inclusions (P12257; see pgs. 109 & 

181). The Phase 2 goblet recovered from Phase 1.b contexts was Dark-on-Light ware most likely 

originating at Knossos (P12241; see pgs. 106 & 181). This fragment, along with the Dark-on-

Light jug fragment (P12261; see pgs. 111 & 180), is the only positively identified sherds from 

Knossos thus far.  

 After the conclusion of Phase 2, Brogan and Nodarou identified a transitional period (D2 

98/8725.13). This subphase’s ceramic remains are rather scrappy in comparison to the other 

phases and certainly must signify a change in Mochlos’ social structure. There are only five 

sherds from Transition I, belonging to three fabric groups. There are three bowl fragments from 

this subphase. One sherd is made of granodiorite tempered fabric (P12319; see pgs. 111 & 182) 

and two sherds (P12317-8; see pgs. 112 & 182-183) are made of fabric with metamorphic 

inclusions and finished with a heavy red-brown burnish that is reminiscent of several bowls and 

the high swung handled cup fragment from Phase 2. There is only one jug fragment from this 

subphase, and it is made of granodiorite fabric (P12316; see pgs. 111 & 184). The only other 

sherd from Transition I is a Dark-on-Light jar fragment with red siltstone inclusions (P12286; 

see pgs. 111 & 185). Generally, the red siltstone fabric implies origins in the Messara or on the 

south coast.  

 In summary, Phase 2 marks a significant transition at Prepalatial Mochlos due to the 

emergence of granodiorite fabric. It became a popular fabric group during this phase and consists 
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of mainly jars and jugs. Metamorphic fabric with a heavy burnishing and no silver mica is the 

most represented fabric group, but the lack of silver mica in the fabric implies a distinct 

transformation, potentially signaling the emergence of a locally made imitation of the earlier, 

heavily burnished, off-island metamorphic fabric. Thus, it seems that EMIIA/Phase 2 and 

Transition 1 became less homogenous than the previous Phase 1.b with a distinct decrease in the 

percentages off-island fabrics compared to the whole and an increase in the percentage of locally 

made vessel groups.  

E. Phase 3 (D2 97/9825.8-12) and Transition II (D2 97/9825.7) 

 Phase 3 corresponds with EMIIA late and is defined by the five passes that lie above 

Transition I stratigraphically. In Phase 3, there are six different vessel classes, the same total as 

Phase 2, consisting of twenty-one sherds. Seven distinct fabric groups make up the six vessel 

classes. Phase 2 had eight fabric groups, and it seems that the vessel classes have begun to 

stabilize compared to the deeper, earlier phases. Cycladic fabrics such as those with silver mica 

inclusions generally disappear during Phase 3 with the majority of the sherds most likely 

originating in East Crete. As in the analysis of Phases 1 and 2, vessel class will create the initial 

distinction and fabric groups will further define the deposits. 

 The predominant vessel class of Phase 3 is the cooking dish. All eight of the dish 

fragments are no longer pierced like the dishes seen in Phase 1. Six of these eight dishes are 

made of granodiorite fabric (P12296, P12300, P12303-5, and P12314; see pgs. 113-114 & 187-

189), and the two remaining sherds are calcite tempered fabric (P12295 and P12299; see pgs. 

114 & 189). Therefore, it is clear that Phase 3 cooking dishes are a distinct tradition from the 

earlier cooking dish tradition.  
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 The bowl is the second most-represented vessel class in Phase 3. There are four bowl 

fragments of interest. Two bowl fragments are made of black burnished fabric (P12290-1; see 

pgs. 114 & 190) of an unidentified fabric. The remaining two fragments are made of brown 

burnished, metamorphic fabric that belongs to the subclass of the shallow bowl (P12308 and 

P12320; see pgs. 114-191). 

 The jug and the jar are both equally represented in Phase 3 with three sherds from each 

vessel class. All three jar fragments are made of a metamorphic fabric that was most likely made 

on Crete (P12292, P12297, and P12301; see pgs. 113 & 192). The three jug fragments are made 

in two distinct fabric groups. Two of the jugs belong to the granodiorite fabric group, one of 

which is darkly painted (P12310; see pgs. 114 & 193). The other granodiorite sherd bears a 

slight hint of pre-Vasiliki style coloration but does not yet possess the fine fabric or surface 

treatment present in Vasiliki ware (P9949; see pgs. 114 & 195). The only other jug fragment 

was made of a south coast fabric (P12302; see pgs. 114 & 194). 

 There are only three other sherds from Phase 3. Two of those sherds are from a tripod 

cooking pot made of granodiorite tempered fabric (P12306-7; see pgs. 113 & 195). The 

remaining sherd belongs to a black burnished cup (P12309; see pgs. 114 & 196) made of a 

fabric reminiscent of the Phase 3 black burnished bowls mentioned above. 

 Phase 3 was followed by a second transitional period (D2 97/9825.7). Though this 

deposit is actually a subphase, it is quite a significant moment in Minoan society. This subphase 

possesses the first evidence for Vasiliki ware at Mochlos (cf. Fig. 2.6). This sherd belongs to a 

prototypical Vasiliki jug with a preserved shoulder, neck, and spout (P12311; see pgs. 115 & 

197). The only other significant sherds of note are a cooking dish (P9939; see pgs. 115 & 198) 



41 
 

and cooking pot (P12315; see pgs. 115 & 199) that are both made of granodiorite tempered 

fabric.  

 

 In summary, Phase 3 and Transition 2 have a marked decrease in sherds of related to 

feasting activity, but there are still critical elements from the assemblage that help to define the 

societal trends at Prepalatial Mochlos. Phase 3 belongs to the EMII period just before the 

appearance of Vasiliki ware. Granodiorite dominates the assemblage with most other sherds 

identified as Cretan in origin and associated with the Gournia vicinity. For this phase, it is clear 

that the burnished bowl has become the specialized vessel designed for consumption of food and 

drink during this phase. The unique surface treatment of the bowls implies the initial 

development of a preference for individuality over communality. With a communal vessel, 

everyone is included. With the shift toward alternative drinking vessels, segments of the 

community may have been excluded. Finally, in Transition 2 Vasiliki ware appears for the first 

time which clearly indicates Mochlos’ interaction within its own regional sphere. 

F. Phase 4 (D2 97/9825.1-6) 

Figure 2.6: Vasiliki ware from the 

Heraklion Museum. GNU Free Document 

License. 
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 Phase is composed of the final six passes directly above Transition 2. Upon analysis, it 

seems that material from a variety of earlier phases is mixed within this deposit. Therefore, it 

must be stated that these passes are not as distinctly clear as the subsequent passes that lie 

beneath it. However, there are distinct examples of material that would seem to be from a 

prehistoric period later than the first three phases and two transitions. In this analysis, I move 

through the earlier material found in Phase 4 stratigraphically from deepest phase to shallowest. 

For the uniquely Phase 4 material, I resume the method of analysis from Phases 1-3 in which I 

used vessel class to create the initial distinction and fabric groups to further define the deposits. 

 To begin the analysis of Phase 4, I describe the earlier material found therein. In Chapter 

3, the identified material from earlier phases is discussed alongside its contemporary material. 

From Phase 1.a, a Lebena ware juglet was identified (P10030; see pgs. 116 & 199). There was 

one Phase 1.b sherd identified as a Kampos group spouted jar with light burnishing that was 

made of white mica and phyllite tempered fabric (P9763; see pgs. 115 & 199).  

 There are two notable sherds from Phase 2 and three notable sherds that could be from 

either Phase 2 or 3. The three sherds from Phase 2 are a Dark-on-Light jug fragment most likely 

from the Cretan south coast (P0040; see pgs. 115 & 199), a metamorphic tempered black 

burnished fabric goblet (P00747; see pgs. 115 & 199), and a metamorphic tempered brown 

burnished goblet fragment with correlates from Knossos (P09531; see pgs. 115 & 199). There 

are three sherds that could be from either Phase 2 or 3; one sherd belongs to a white mica and 

phyllite tempered transport jar (P9532; see pgs. 115 & 199), and two sherds belong to at least 

one metamorphic tempered black burnished bowl (P9980 and P9955; see pgs. 115 & 199). 
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 The remaining material from Phase 4 parallels EMIIB and is distinct from the earlier 

phases and must have belonged to the chronological and stratigraphical sequence following the 

Transition II subphase. This phase consists of four sherds from four distinct fabric groups. Three 

of the four sherds belong to the jar vessel class, and the remaining sherd is from the jug class. 

The jug fragment was made of white mica and phyllite tempered fabric with red burnishing 

(P09874; see pgs. 115 & 199). Two of the three jar fragments actually belong to miniature jars. 

One of the small jar fragments is Dark-on-Light ware from Central Crete (P10016; see pgs. 115 

& 199) and the other is Light-on-Dark ware with incision (P10000; see pgs. 115 & 199). The 

remaining jar fragment came from a Vasiliki ware jar (P10001; see pgs. 116 & 199) which 

seems to have come from the height of Vasiliki ware production. 

 Because Phase 4 is muddled in comparison to the earlier phases, I have decided to 

include a pair of anomalies from Prepalatial House 2 that can potentially shed light on some of 

the obscurities found in this final phase. The matching tankards (P6228 and P6234; see pgs. 199 

& 200) and boat models (BM 8 and 9; see pgs. 201 & 202) mentioned in Chapter 1 are the tools 

through which I access this issue. As mentioned earlier in this chapter, I am unable to fully 

discuss the deposit in its entirety, but Dr. Ferrence has graciously allowed me to discuss the 

unpublished tankards from this deposit along with the boat models that Dr. Soles published in 

2012. However, the context of the tankards and boat models in conjunction with the 

developments across the four phases and two transition subphases from the cistern midden set 

the stage on which the role of feasting in the development of complexity at Mochlos was played 

out. 

G. Conclusions 
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 In conclusion, the cistern midden phases mark the distinct transitions in feasting practices 

at Mochlos throughout the Prepalatial period (see: Tables 1-6; see pgs. 116-120). In Phase 1.a, 

all elements of the feasting assemblage were present, but no distinct thread connected the 

separate elements (see: Ceramics Table; see pgs. 100-115). The bulk of the phase is split 

between a locally made metamorphic fabric group and a metamorphic with silver mica tempered 

fabric that is most likely Cycladic in origin (Table 4). The Cycladic connections are 

accompanied by a few Central Cretan elements which indicate mobility on the part of the 

Mochlos residents. These travelers did not bring back jars or cooking vessels from their travels 

but instead returned with jugs and bowls, the primary tableware of a feast.  

 In Phase 1.b, the evidence for contacts with the Cyclades increases and is clearly the most 

prevalent fabric group in the assemblage (Table 4). This increased interest in Cycladic vessels is 

a frequent phenomenon in the latter half of the EMI period, and the sherds of the fabric group 

belong to an entire feasting assemblage (cooking dishes, spouted jars, bowls with lug handles, 

chalices, and goblets). As stated earlier, it is clear that the concept of feasting had already 

developed an idealized style unique to Phase 1.b. 

 In Phase 2, the fabric group illuminates the decline of Cycladic connections while also 

highlighting the development of the Mirabello as a producer of goods (Table 4). A key element 

in the emergence of the Mirabello is the application of granodiorite as a temper. Granodiorite 

fabric remained ubiquitous in Mirabello contexts throughout the Minoan era, particularly in 

vessels exposed to high levels of stress such as large storage containers and cooking vessels. 

Also, the transition in the metamorphic fabric group is worth mentioning. Though some silver 

mica remains, the majority of the vessels with metamorphic fabric do not have any silver mica, 

the inclusion most closely tied to the Cyclades. Phyllite, a locally sourced metamorphic rock, is 
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found in a portion of the sherds which means that Mochlos may have been making a local 

imitation of the highly burnished metamorphic group from Phase 1. As Minoan culture emerged, 

the Phase 2 feasting assemblage became more heterogenous than in the previous phase, and the 

definitive feasting assemblage once again disappears (Tables 4 and 6).  

 In Phase 3, there is half the total number of potential feasting vessels as in Phase 2 

(Tables 4-6). However, Phase 3 and Transition 2 still contain critical developments in the 

assemblage that highlight societal trends at Prepalatial Mochlos. Granodiorite becomes the 

predominant fabric group and there seems to be a complete drop off in non-Cretan vessels. 

Burnishing was primarily used on bowls which functioned as the primary vessel for feasting 

during the early stages of the EMIIB period. As the chalice, already a minority of an assemblage, 

becomes even more rare, the location of the feast may have also changed. This could explain the 

decrease in activity in relation to the cistern midden. Ultimately, Transition 2 marks the 

introduction of Vasiliki ware at Mochlos.  

 Finally, Phase 4 seems to confirm the proposal concerning a change in feasting practices 

at Mochlos. Phase 4 is mixed and rather unclear deposit with only a few elements of the feasting 

assemblage for the middle to late EMIIB period. From the evidence in the house tombs, it is 

clear that the EMIIB period was a period of incredible wealth and complex interactions at 

Mochlos. From the scrappy evidence found in the cistern midden, the locus of feasting at 

Mochlos has dramatically changed (Tables 4-6). Therefore, the tankards studied by Ferrence 

become far more crucial in light of these developments. As Soles states, “the bin contained a 

fairly large amount of utilitarian pottery, including plates, bowls, and jugs, all undecorated, like 

the boats” (2012:193). It is clear that both the boats and the tankards share the same 

metamorphic tempered fabric. Both the tankards and the boats are paired elements of a feasting 
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deposit found in the bin (Fig. 1.3). The pairing of vessels acts to both elevate and separate the 

participants in the feast, and for the first time it is clear that individuality was a critical feature of 

the feasting deposit at Mochlos. The individuality present in this feasting deposit provides a 

locus for interaction between regional contacts that may have resulted in the cooperative nature 

of the Mirabello during the EMIIB period. 
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Chapter 3-Interpreting Feasting at Mochlos within its broader EM East Cretan Contexts 

A. Introduction to Early Minoan Society 

In Chapter 2 I laid out the social and economic particularities at EM Mochlos. In this 

chapter, I use the data from Mochlos to investigate the settlement’s potential as a locus of 

intercommunity feasting. As seen in the figures and tables located at the end of this text, 

Mochlos has a wide variety of contexts both within the boundaries of Minoan civilization as well 

as the broader Eastern Mediterranean societies of that era. However, this expansive catalog and 

reference guide is devoid of the actual individuals that made and used the vessels, an issue that is 

present in many reference guides to archaeology sites. Focusing only on material culture is 

limited without considering the society to which it belongs (Hodder 1982, 10). As I continue my 

analysis, I will incorporate the data from the table and figures related to Chapter 2’s catalog in 

order to further investigate the relationships between the data and the people that it represents.  

As stated in the introduction, this analysis attempts to move beyond the funerary context 

of feasting assemblages and into its domestic context. Unfortunately, the difference between 

quotidian ceramics and feasting ceramics can be a bit blurry if not nonexistent. Therefore, as 

proposed in Chapter 1 and 2, I focus on specialized vessels related to the feasting assemblage. 

The specialized vessels are selected based on transitions that take place in the vessel classes and 

fabric groups over time. These changes represent real world decisions made by consumers or 

producers based on the availability of a resource as well as preferences on both a social and 

economic level. These decisions incorporated Mochlos into the rapidly integrating Mirabello 

network that engaged in feasting on an intercommunal level resulting in both competitive and 

cooperative ties between various sites. This provided an opportunity for the society of Mochlos 



48 
 

to transform itself from a small, isolated hamlet into a regional participant in a complex trade 

network in the Eastern Mediterranean. 

To begin, I first outline the basic social structure in Crete during the EM period. I do this 

by comparing Cretan state development to the transegalitarian model defined by Hayden (2001). 

Hayden’s model is an attempt at defining the manner in which a society begins to develop 

inequality. It is a beneficial model because it was developed in order to compare 

ethnoarchaeological data from Southeast Asia with data from Neolithic Europe. Because this 

thesis is also similarly structured with common goals, Hayden’s model is the most appropriate. 

The first Minoans to arrive on Crete began pulling their boats up on shore around 9,000 

years BP. These seafarers were not the first to reach Crete (Strasser et al. 2010), but it is likely 

that they were the first people to arrive on Crete after it once again became an island at the end of 

the Younger Dryas (ca. 10,000 yBP) Period. A question that still intrigues many Early Holocene 

investigators of Cretan civilization is whether any of the Cretans who came before the Younger 

Dryas were still prospering on Crete when the Neolithic farmers arrived. Whether the Paleolithic 

inhabitants of Crete were there or not, I would propose that the immigrations from Southern 

Anatolia and the Cyclades to Crete were by no means a single event. In fact, Broodbank and 

Strasser state that these were “planned, long-range spatial relocations” of farming community 

from mainland settings motivated by “discrete social and ecological circumstances favoring 

human mobility in certain areas at certain times” (1991, 242).    

Taking this into account, the majority of the Minoan settlements from the EM period 

developed out of the Neolithic farming communities, consisting of small hamlets with anywhere 

from 5 to 55 independent households each potentially housing 20 to 25 individuals, and 
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maintained the social structure of the Neolithic farmers who immigrated from the Balkans, 

Anatolia, and the Levant (Whitelaw 1983, 339). These households are often inconspicuously 

located in naturally defensible locations. More frequently than in later times, they are 

accompanied by walls that could act as both fortifications to prevent attacks and, in a more 

quotidian manner, retaining walls that would keep the settlement from eroding down the hillside 

(Molloy et al. 2014, 310). Whether the walls were the actual defenses or not, it is clear that the 

landscape chosen for these sites is defensive in nature. Therefore, it is highly likely that a unified 

Minoan culture was nonexistent during the EM period. Instead, broad cultural diversity existed, 

originating in larger geographical locations such as Southern Anatolia, the Cyclades, and even 

the Levant, which was dispersed throughout Crete through migration in the Neolithic period 

leading up to the EM period. This diversity, as represented by the variability in burial customs 

across the island (Murphy 2011b, 28), would have caused Minoan settlers to fear and distrust 

their neighbors until face-to-face contact generated trust and cooperation which could have then 

resulted in a generally more homogenous Minoan culture during the palatial periods.  

Before Minoan society centralized around the palatial estates, the basic element of the 

Minoan culture was the household (Murphy 2011a, 51). Each household processed its own food, 

gathered their own water, chipped their own stone tools, made their own pottery, and slept 

together in a central dormitory of the household (Inomata et al. 2002, 306). Nevertheless, these 

households did cooperate with each other while living in close proximity.  

Whitelaw provides useful population predictions for this period. With the data compiled 

from the sites predicted by Whitelaw, it is safe to say that a site the size of Mochlos would have 

had around 220-330 individuals (Whitelaw 1983, 339). As addressed by Hayden’s trans-

egalitarian model, household settlements are generally decentralized prior to the development of 
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inequality, with each household most likely having a paramount individual of its own who would 

associate with the others on behalf of his or her family group (2001:573). An intriguing bit of 

evidence for this household to household relationship between paramount individuals can be 

found in the feasting assemblage. During the EMI period, the chalice was the most popular 

specialized drinking vessel. As a communal vessel, the chalice was able to bring the individual 

representatives of the household, whether a single person or the whole extended family, together 

as equals (Potter 2000, 471). By sharing the chalice, they entered into a contract with another 

household for the benefit of society.  

Knossos best displays Hayden’s ideas regarding the development of inequality through 

domestic architecture during the EM period. Compared to the contemporary average, Knossos 

was massive (Whitelaw 2012, 150; Table 4.1). Whether Knossos itself was the product of a 

single immigration event or multiple events is most likely impossible to determine, but it is clear 

that those who lived at Knossos before palatial emergence were most likely living in a society 

closer to a chiefdom in structure. There is evidence in the Early Minoan era that largescale 

feasting was occurring at Knossos. A variety of circumstances at these feasts appear to have 

generated a social phenomenon that influenced its feasting assemblage, the individualized 

drinking vessel. Most who have noted this EMIIA development (Day and Wilson 2004; Driessen 

2007; Knappett and Hilditch 2015) refer to this vessel shape as the low footed goblet. This is a 

generally smaller vessel than the chalice used in the independent household settlements 

throughout East Crete.  

This vessel tells quite a different story from the chalice. In this situation, as opposed to 

turning individuals into a united group, these vessels create individuality in an otherwise 

unanimous collective gathering. Haggis addresses this type of feast in his discussion of the 
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diacritical feasting which he defines as both “purposefully exclusive or exclusionary” (2007, 

757). In diacritical feasting, specialized elements of the activity reaffirm the identity and status of 

its owner. Therefore, at EM Knossos, the low footed cup acts as symbol of individuality. 

Mochlos has an individualized drinking vessel that carries a similar message and overall design 

as the low footed Knossian goblet. What does a cup like the tankard from Mochlos mean in 

terms of individuality within independent household communities, and where did the inspiration 

for this vessel come from? Though a large vessel, both tankards certainly imply individuality. 

Contrasting their low foot is a single handle that extends from just below the rim halfway down 

the body. The chalice has no prominent handle like this. This is because the chalice was meant to 

be passed, an activity that generally is implied by no handles or multiple, large handles 

(Wecowski 2014, 288). If Mochlos’ tankards were a result of cultural contact with Knossos, 

what does this imply about Minoan social organization during this period? 

 As depicted in Table 2, Central Cretan material, including that from Knossos, is only 

represented by 4 percent of the provenience of the cistern midden. Therefore, anything coming 

from Knossos, such as the tankards which are not from the cistern midden, seem to have not had 

a significant influence on the EMI-EMIIA period. Instead, as traditions shift and the cistern 

midden is abandoned, Knossian practices such as the individualized drinking cup seem to have 

also appeared. Therefore, the earliest stages of the development of inequality at Mochlos seems 

to have been coming from the Cyclades as well as Mochlos’ Mirabello neighbors (36% and 38%, 

respectively; see Table 2). 

While taking this data into account, I attempt to answer this question of Minoan social 

organization through an analysis of Mochlos and its ties to the Cyclades, its neighbors in the 

Mirabello Region, and other contemporary Cretan settlements. By exploring its ties to other 
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societies, I illuminate social developments at Mochlos during the Early Minoan period. These 

sites fall into three categories: sites that eventually develop into palatial centers, those that 

continue into palatial society but do not become a palatial center themselves, and those that 

terminate in the Prepalatial period. This will set up the conversation in Chapter 4 which focuses 

on a variety of cross-cultural comparisons that can further highlight the social conditions that 

went into the EMIIB cultural explosion of both Mochlos, the Mirabello, and Crete in general. 

B. The development of intercommunity feasting at Mochlos 

Mochlos’ ties to the Cyclades 

Based on the ceramic assemblage within the cistern midden, it seems like Mochlos’ first 

significant external tie was with the Cyclades. During this period (Phase 1.a/EMIA and Phase 

1.b/EMIB), Cycladic culture was the prominent in the Aegean (Broodbank 2008, 47; Table 2). 

The pottery from these islands developed a unique flair that was present throughout the Aegean. 

As the Minoans began to put their stamp on the Aegean, the Cycladic material culture was hit the 

hardest. Eventually, the material culture of the Cyclades, as seen at Thera, takes on a Minoan 

flair that essentially overshadows the previous Cycladic style (Knappett and Nikolakopoulou 

2008). However, during the first half of the EM period at Mochlos and other sites such as Aghia 

Photia, the ceramic assemblage clearly reflects Cycladic influence (Davaras and Betancourt 

2004; Table 2).  

This observation is based on the fabric groups established in Chapter 2 and displayed in 

Table 1. In fact, the metamorphic tempered fabric with silver mica inclusions was the single 

largest confirmed fabric group by percentage (30%) in the cistern midden across all phases. This 

fabric is most commonly found in vessels that are of a Cycladic inspiration whether made locally 
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or imported from the Cyclades, and it decreased dramatically as Cycladic ties decreased. During 

EMIA, local production is matched by Cycladic ware to within a sherd, but by EMIB, Cycladic 

wares dominate at greater than 60 percent of the assemblage. It is possible that these wares were 

being acquired from Cycladic merchants who dominated the sea lanes before the emergence of 

the Minoan merchant in EMIIB or by Cycladic colonies working on the North Coast. 

Subsequently, Mirabello wares begin to rapidly increase during Phase 2 and 3 (EM IIA into early 

EMIIB, respectively). Therefore, although contacts outside of the Mirabello were increasing 

during this period, the cultural identity within the Mirabello was also strengthening. 

There is one final distinction that must be made regarding the relationship of Mochlos to 

the Cyclades, and it can only be illuminated by comparing Mochlos to Aghia Photia, a Cretan 

cemetery with Cycladic influences (Davaras and Betancourt 2004). Aghia Photia has often been 

claimed as a Cycladic colony on the North coast of Crete based on the style of burial, cist graves, 

used at this settlement and the materials found therein. It dates to EMI, and it seems that 

Mochlos’ cist graves were designed in the same style with a very similar accompanying material 

culture as that found in the contemporary deposits in the early phases of the cistern midden. The 

majority of the feasting vessels from both Mochlos and Aghia Photia are bowls of a mixed 

variety with the majority carrying Cycladic fabric groups and vessel features such as the lug 

handle. The remaining vessels were most likely made at Mochlos or are potential evidence for 

the first social ties to South Coast culture which is discussed below. Only a small percentage of 

the vessels were chalices or goblets, and all of them were sourced to regions outside of the 

Mirabello. The Cycladic style chalices and goblets appear in the EMIB period (Phase 1.b) and 

make up 66 percent of the total number of chalices and goblets from the EMI period (Table 5). 

The other 33 percent are also discussed below. Drinking vessels were not the only vessel class 
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dominated by the Cycladic style. Pouring and storing vessels, including a sauceboat, were also 

predominantly made with Cycladic traditions in mind (68%). Despite the diversity of vessel 

types, it is highly likely that the cultural diversity present within Mochlos resembled a highly 

integrated relationship with potentially multiple cultures from the Cyclades as opposed to 

exclusively localized, Cretan ceramics. It seems that this cultural variability quite rapidly shifts 

in Phase 2 as Mirabello ceramics began to emerge as the leading fabric groups and vessel types. 

This seems to imply that Mochlos transitioned away from its connections in the Cyclades and 

instead began to interact within the Mirabello at a much higher rate. 

Mochlos’ ties within Mirabello 

 

 

  

Figure 3.1: Map of the regions mentioned in the ceramic analysis 

of the cistern midden.  

Google Earth Pro image edited by Luke Kaiser 
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The Mirabello fabric groups (region depicted in Fig. 3.1), including those produced 

locally at Mochlos, are the most consistently present fabric throughout all phases of the cistern 

midden. All representative Mirabello fabric groups make up 40 percent of the total fabrics found 

in the cistern midden (Table 2). During the EMI period, Mirabello fabrics did not take on any 

particularly noteworthy role in the feasting assemblage. However, in Phase 2 (EMIIA), the 

Mirabello bowl dominated the feasting assemblage and seems to have acted as the primary 

feasting vessel. Whether this vessel was an individualized or communal vessel is unclear, but it 

seems that the chalice completely falls out of the assemblage during this period. In fact, there are 

only two clearly individualized drinking vessels present during this period, a single goblet of 

Cycladic origin and a cup with a single, high-swung handle that seems to have been made in the 

Mirabello (Ceramic Table and Table 5).  

A feature of particular note in the Phase 2 vessel classes is the emergence of the flaring 

bowl. This vessel class, ten sherds in total, were all made with phyllite temper, a type of 

metamorphic rock that is geologically persistent along the coastline at Mochlos. Even though the 

nature of the feasting during this period is murky, it is clear that the feasting practices have 

ceased to depend on Cycladic fabric groups and vessel types and turned toward a more regional 

set of practices (Tables 4-6). This means that settlements with ties to the Mirabello such as 

Kephala Petras, Gournia, Vasiliki, and most likely Priniatikos Pyrgos (Fig 3.2) were all socially 

and culturally capable of interacting in a more trustworthy and cooperative manner. This 

continued into the EMIIB period as material from outside the Mirabello became more and more 

rare in the ceramic feasting assemblage. By Phase 3 (EMIIB), Vasiliki ware jugs and jars had 

reached Mochlos, but they were accompanied by a large percentage of South Coast and Messara 

ware, a group of fabrics that have been in the minority until this period (discussed below). 
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During this period, the Minoans transformed trade in the Aegean, potentially by mastering a new 

technique in seafaring. This stimulated the Minoan workshops and filled the Minoan longboats 

with rowers and prestige goods that stocked the tombs of the emerging paramount individuals in 

Crete. 

 

 

Mochlos’ ties to other settlements on Crete 

The third subset of this discussion belongs to the fabric groups and vessel classes of the 

South Coast and potentially the Messara Plain region (Fig 3.1). Though the Messara is not in 

Eastern Crete, it is most likely that the Messara fabrics would have traveled along with South 

Coast fabrics from Myrtos or Agios Onouphrios through Vasiliki to the Aegean coastline (Fig. 

3.2). The only other definitive ceramic traditions that have been identified most likely originated 

Figure 3.2: Map of Mochlos’ Cretan ties discussed in this thesis. 

Google Earth Pro image edited by Luke Kaiser 



57 
 

in the Knossos region of Central Crete, but these vessels are the smallest minority of the subset. 

South Coast/Messara wares are present in nearly all phases in one form or another. Most of these 

wares are identified by the Dark-on-Light decoration on the vessels which sums up to 9percent 

of the total identified fabric groups from the cistern midden. Central Cretan wares that most 

likely originated in Knossian workshops are credited to 4 percent of the provenanced sherds 

(Table 2).  

As stated above, Dark-on-Light ware make small appearances in all phases and have their 

highest representation in Phase 2, even though it is still not the majority of the fabric group. 

However, Dark-on-Light ware does have a significant role in Mochlos feasting evidence. The 

only chalice found in Phase 1.a was a lightly burnished gray ware vessel that originated from the 

South Coast or potentially the Messara. This was accompanied by two jugs of the same origin. 

By Phase 1.b, Cycladic goblets and chalices appear, but they do not replace the South Coast 

vessels completely. In fact, despite the popularity of the Cycladic fabrics in Phase 1.b, two 

chalice fragments and a jug fragment made of South Coast or Messara gray ware were found in 

the cistern midden. In Phase 2, there were five Dark-on-Light sherds with a wide variety of 

provenances. There was one potential jug sherd from the Malia, one from Knossos, and three 

other sherds belonging to two jugs and a jar, all of which were of South Coast and Messara 

origins (Table 3). By Phase 3, there is only a single South Coast sherd, a collared jar. This could 

be due to developments in the trade system in the Mirabello, or it could be that the answer is 

more simple. Mochlos, as well as many other Mirabello sites, had begun to prefer vessels from 

within their region, and it seems that the interest in the South Coast wares may have persisted a 

bit longer than the interest in the Cycladic-inspired vessels. Lastly, it seems that Knossian vessels 

did not reach Mochlos until Phase 2 where the jug sherd was found. Additionally, there are a few 
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other Knossian sherds, namely the goblet that was found in Phase 1.b but actually belongs to 

EMIIA (Phase 2). This goblet, an individualized vessel, is the key to understanding the following 

developments in the EMIIB period at Mochlos.  

The Tankard as a symbol of intercommunity feasting 

As claimed throughout this thesis, the Mochlos tankard had its roots in same social 

processes that led to the development of the Knossian low footed goblet. This claim is dependent 

on the acceptance that at least a single individual traveled to Knossos and experienced a cultural 

event that would have inspired this individual to commission local copies of these Knossian 

vessels by potters from Mochlos. This is difficult to prove definitively, but it is clear from the 

style of metalworking that is found in the Mochlos house tombs, particularly in gold, that a 

modicum of common knowledge was shared between Mochlos and Knossos during the EMII 

period (Soles 1988; Branigan 1991). The tankards are not particularly well made compared to the 

pottery produced by the Vasiliki potters, but it seems that all locally produced ceramic vessels 

from the EM period at Mochlos were not of the same quality as some of the finest materials 

being produced within the Mirabello. However, if one is commissioning a vessel that represents 

a developed Mochlos identity, then one would perhaps prefer to have those vessels made by 

potters that actually share that cultural identity (Chilton 1998, 132). As the EM period neared the 

first major leap forward in regard to the Minoan role in Aegean trade and cultural diffusion, 

culture within the Mirabello began to integrate as well. This could possibly be due to the 

emergence of new (or at least recently mastered) technology. 

It is not clear whether Cycladic influences declined independently during this period or 

was overtaken by Minoan mercantile developments. It is apparent, however, that the Minoans 
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began to enter the Aegean with the intent to travel further and more frequently than in the EMI 

period. Therefore, whether it is true that the longboat emerged during the EMII period or that the 

Minoans finally picked up on the necessary techniques required for largescale sea travel, massive 

amounts of imported goods began flowing into the House Tombs at Mochlos and various sites 

across Crete (Legarra Herrero 2004) for the first time.  

It does seem that Knossos would most likely be a major center of the Minoan trade 

network. This is because it could mobilize a much larger work force than other communities on 

Crete, focusing on building boats and manning them with rowers. However, it is clear that 

Mochlos also played a part in the Minoan trade network (Whitelaw 2012, 119). If participation in 

trade was deregulated, depending only on a community’s ability to build a proper boat and man 

it accordingly, communities could choose to go wherever they wanted in pursuit of their own 

needs and interests. Of course, it is not that simple. There were only certain times of year during 

which these household-based communities could afford to lose a full crew’s worth of the labor 

force, and, even then, the majority of the EMI settlements were not large enough to send a boat 

per community. Therefore, the only way for the Minoans to begin their mercantile dominance of 

the Aegean would have been through cooperation. This would require a greater degree of social 

integration and hierarchical complexity than in previous periods, but, because of the growing 

face-to-face familiarity in the Mirabello, it not out of the question that a new mercantile system 

was emerging in East Crete.  

Mochlos has one of the highest percentages of boat models found in the Aegean, more 

than most other sites on Crete combined (Papadatos 2012, 156). In fact, a pair of boat models 

(BM 8 and 9) was found alongside the tankards from Mochlos. These models have always been 

associated with active participation in the Minoan trade network. Based on projections created by 
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Tomkins and Papadatos (2013, 355), the average EM community would have a hard time putting 

together a full longboat’s worth of rowers. However, what if the most efficient way to fill that 

boat was not by drawing on a single community in isolation but rather multiple communities at 

the same time? In this instance, the Minoans would have turned to a social practice that was 

already being used during the EMI period to stabilize relationships between independent 

households within a community. Feasting transformed from an all-inclusive, communal event 

with the chalice to a vertically and horizontally differentiated social event focused on identity 

and individuality represented by the goblet.  

As each settlement developed internal cohesion, external relationships increased. This 

resulted in the individualized drinking vessel, be it a tankard or a goblet, that was used for 

reaffirming identity and status between rulers in the Knossian chiefdom. If Mochlos’ paramount 

individuals experienced a diacritical feast at Knossos, they may have brought back these social 

practices to aid their own regional interactions. In this claim, I am not proposing that Mochlos 

was the central settlement within the Mirabello. Rather, I am saying that the apparent paired 

feasting seen in the set of tankards and boat models create a fictive setting of equality in which 

paramount individuals from different settlements could set rules of engagement that would, if all 

things went well, result in cooperation on these Minoan sea voyages. The tankards represent the 

actual individuals of the feast, and the boat models represent the activity in which the two 

communities seek to engage. 

The evidence for this potential social arrangement in the EMII period certainly seems 

plausible within the Mochlos contexts. However, if intercommunal feasting resulted in 

intercommunal participation and cooperation on open-sea mercantile or even raiding voyages, 

then there would have to be more than one community with evidence that could corroborate this 
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claim. At this juncture, I investigate the evidence from other sites in East Crete found in 

settlements based on a three-tiered model by region. As I navigate through the three regions on 

this study, I highlight evidence from sites such as Petras and Gournia, both of which eventually 

become palatial centers within their various regions. I also investigate the evidence from 

settlements that do not become regional centers but do continue on into later periods, much like 

Mochlos. Lastly, I inspect a variety of sites that are abandoned or destroyed at the end of the 

Prepalatial period. By illuminating the social developments taking place at these other sites, my 

claims for Mochlos can be tested.  

C. EM feasting practices in East Crete 

Mirabello Region-Gournia, Vasiliki, and Priniatikos Pyrgos 

 

 
Figure 3.3: Map of Mochlos’ Mirabello ties. 

Google Earth Pro image edited by Luke 

Kaiser 
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The first region that I investigate is the Mirabello Region (Fig. 3.3). These settlements 

were chosen due to the fact that they are three of the closest to Mochlos geographically. 

Priniatikos Pyrgos, a settlement on the western end of the Mirabello Bay, is the farthest from 

Mochlos but is still only a short boat ride away. Vasiliki, is just a few coves to the west of 

Mochlos and, standing on the Pacheia Ammos coastline, one could see boats passing by Pseira 

while also observing traffic over land funneling past Vasiliki. Lastly, Gournia is only a few more 

coves to the west of Pacheia Ammos, the port of Vasiliki.  

The settlements chosen from this region represent all three tiers established in the 

introduction to this analysis. Gournia eventually developed a palatial structure no later than the 

Neopalatial period and potentially as early as the Protopalatial period (Soles 1991, 21), 

Priniatikos Pyrgos was seemingly occupied throughout the Minoan period (Hayden and 

Tsipopoulou 2012, 507), and Vasiliki emerged as a critical center for ceramics production but 

declined rapidly at the end of the Prepalatial period (Betancourt 1979, 28). According to Hawes 

(2014, 49), it seems that Vasiliki and Gournia had a very close relationship regarding 

construction techniques and ceramics by EMII at the latest. There is also ample evidence in 

terms of pottery for interaction between Mochlos and Gournia, particularly during the EMII 

period when Mochlos is also in increasing contact with Vasiliki.  

Unfortunately, the EMI-II phases of Gournia have not yet been fully published which 

limits much of the comparative data to funerary contexts, a criterion that is actively avoided in 

this thesis due to the artificial conditions that are present in grave goods. The East Cretan White-

on-Dark wares published by Betancourt (1984) provides the greatest details about the lives of the 

Prepalatial Gournia people, but Betancourt attributes this ware group to the EM III period, a 

phase that tends to be both rather difficult to comprehend and dated after the particular 



63 
 

developments of interest that are discussed in this chapter. Despite this, one cannot simply leave 

Gournia out of a Mirabello comparison of Mochlos due to Soles’ work on the two settlements 

cemeteries (1992).  

Therefore, in order to include Gournia in the discussion, I attempt to highlight the fact 

that social ranking is taking place in East Crete during the EMII period. As previously stated, the 

Mochlos House Tombs, most likely containing individual family lineages of the independent 

households within the community, contain a wealth of prestige objects. Some of these prestige 

objects, particularly the golden diadems, are more directly symbolic than others. According to 

Colburn (2008), these diadems actually have wear patterning on them, implying that these 

objects were not simply grave goods but actual symbols of power that were used to reinforce the 

identity of the wearer. Likewise, Gournia also has an object that indicates rank. In Gournia 

Tombs III and VII, the remains of scepters, made of wood with golden foil, were found (Soles 

1992, 258). These certainly imply social ranking in these tombs, as both diadems and scepters 

are traditional symbols of power in both Crete and the Mediterranean. With regard to ceramics of 

a domestic nature, during later palatial periods, granodiorite inclusions come to be a symbol of 

Gournia in later periods, particularly found in imported pithoi at Mochlos with drip decoration 

on the handle (Betancourt 1985, 50, Fig. 30). Granodiorite becomes a dominant fabric group 

during Phase 2 and 3 in the Mochlos cistern midden during the very period that Mirabello fabrics 

become the standard. Finally, a matching pair of stone pyxis lids, one in the Mochlos cemetery 

and one in the Gournia cemetery, were discovered (Soles 1992, 50). Both have a depiction of a 

single, prone canine and were most likely produced in Mochlos with an off-island stone medium. 

Therefore, I propose that these three lines of evidence combine to provide evidence of social 
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ranking at Mochlos and Gournia and imply that paramount individuals did in fact exist in the 

Mirabello, further supporting the claim of paired feasting and intercommunal cooperation.  

In an attempt to return to domestic contexts, I next investigate Vasiliki’s settlement for 

any domestic evidence that could compare to the social developments taking place at Mochlos. 

Vasiliki, like Mochlos, had an independent household community, but its first occupation was in 

EMIIA. As stated by (Hawes 2014, 49), it seems that Gournia and Vasiliki had distinctly similar 

ceramic evidence and construction techniques. Therefore, by investigating developments at 

Vasiliki, I potentially draw connections to Gournia that can only be fully illuminated in the 

course of upcoming Gournia publications which are currently in progress. Though the EMIIA 

period marks the first buildings, EMIIB is when Vasiliki ware becomes the dominant imported 

fineware pottery. Vasilki’s independent household structure was converted into a highly 

specialized compound meant for weaving and potentially make pottery (McEnroe 2010, 23). A 

wide variety of shapes were made in this technique with beak spouted jugs and large bowls 

featuring most frequently in publications. However, it seems that Vasiliki also adopted the 

individualized drinking vessel in the form of a footed goblet (Betancourt 1979, 18). This is a 

smaller version with a taller foot, but it is not dissimilar to the Knossian footed goblet or the 

Mochlos tankard.  

Lastly, I touch on Priniatikos Pyrgos a site on a promontory that juts into the Mirabello 

much like Mochlos would have before the sinking of the isthmus. There is Neolithic evidence in 

the Vrokastro region around Priniatikos Pyrgos, but the earliest data present on the promontory is 

from the EM I period (Hayden 2005, 1). Many of the EM I vessels seem to have Cycladic 

influences such as lug handles while maintaining distinctively local inclusions such as 

granodiorite. Also, there is a chalice fragment that dates between EMI-EMIIA which may 
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indicate a similar independent household community structure similar to Mochlos and Vasiliki. 

However, once the EMII period begins, Priniatikos Pyrgos also adopts a wide array of Vasiliki 

ware ceramics. This included the footed goblet and large footed bowl, potentially reminiscent of 

the Mochlos tankards, that accompany the individualized drinking vessel phenomenon in the 

other sites within the Mirabello and at Knossos (Hayden 2005, 3-4). Therefore, it seems that 

most Mirabello settlements experienced the same social developments through this period with a 

gradual transition from Cycladically inspired vessels and communal drinking practices toward a 

more Cretan style of feasting and drinking which encouraged intercommunity interaction and 

cooperation.  

Sitia Region-Petras, Chamaizi, Palaikastro

 

 

 

Figure 3.4: Map of Mochlos’ East Cretan ties. 

Google Earth Pro image edited by Luke 

Kaiser 
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The second set of sites that I discuss in this section are from the easternmost section of 

the North Coast (Fig. 3.4). For this analysis, I refer to them as belonging to the modern 

geographic region of Sitia. Petras is actually located just east of the modern city of Sitia, and 

Chamaizi is situated just to the south of the main mountain pass that connects the Mirabello with 

the Sitia region today. Chamaizi is a heavily fortified site with a continuous circuit wall while 

Petras is one of the only palatial settlements that has a true fortification wall (McEnroe 2010, 

34). In contrast, Palaikastro is a large settlement at the far end of the Cretan North Coast. This 

site is quite the opposite of Petras and Chamaizi, both of which are also in naturally defensible 

situations. Palaikastro lies on a relatively flat plain with no particular defensive benefits present 

in the landscape, but it certainly is a perfect location for a harbor town (McEnroe 2010, 4). These 

three settlements serve to illuminate the social developments happening East of Mochlos and 

further away from Knossos in attempt to refute that distance from a location impacts its 

influence. 

In this analysis, I will start with Chamaizi and move east through Petras on to Palaikastro. 

Chamaizi is a perfect foil to the generally unfortified settlements found throughout the Minoan 

landscape during the EM period. In fact, it seems that many of the settlements in the Sitia region 

such as Chamaizi, Aghia Photia, and Petras were all built with elements that have led many 

researchers to claim that the site was fortified (McEnroe 2010, 34). These massive, circular walls 

may have served to defend from more natural events that would have decimated the village such 

as erosion or, in the case of Chamaizi, high winds and cold nights. The ceramic assemblages of 

Chamaizi do indicate basic, household functions, but most scholars describe the settlement as a 

farmhouse which most likely would not have had many instances of feasting on the acropolis.  
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Petras is visible from Chamaizi and shares many of the same ceramic influences of a 

Cycladic origin as those discussed at Mochlos. In fact, Petras was also fortified, but not until 

Chamaizi was destroyed in the early stages of the Protopalatial period (McEnroe 2010, 91). 

Petras was also affected by some manner of external influence that led its settlers to move back 

and forth between the top of the adjacent Kephala Hill and the location of the eventual palatial 

structures in the Protopalatial and Neopalatial periods. Petras’ ties with Aghia Photia are 

represented by the Kampos Group, a ceramic class found in the cemetery of Kephala Hill, first 

used in the EMI period (Papadatos and Tomkins 2013, 363). Interestingly, Mochlos also has a 

rather large subset of Kampos group material that are found sparingly in the cistern midden. In 

fact, it is possible that some of the Cycladic fabrics found in the cistern midden may actually be 

from workshops near Petras which drew heavily on Cycladic traditions in the EMI period like 

lug handles and silver mica inclusions. Petras is also one of the few sites on Crete with multiple 

boat models, most of which are from EMIA contexts. This implies that the individuals from 

Petras may have either came from the Aghia Photia Cycladic colony or adopted much of the 

Cycladic culture that was present there. Most archaeologists associated with the excavation have 

begun to propose that Petras was much more involved in seafaring trade than what most would 

assume during the EMIA period. In terms of the ceramic assemblage, the EMI period has many 

chalices of the Cycladic style found also at Mochlos, a symbol of communal feasting and shared 

drinking. Regarding Petras’ EMIIB assemblage, nothing definitive is published. However, it is 

clear that the scholars doing research on the Petras data also support the claim that the paramount 

individuals held control of the trade networks, and it was only the few large communities who 

were capable of participating (Papadatos and Tomkins 2013). I would amend this with the 

proposed theory of cooperative seafaring through intercommunity participation.  
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Lastly, I briefly touch on Palaikastro in order to complete the East Cretan North Coast 

picture. Although I have included Palaikastro in the Sitia Region, it by no means implies cultural 

affinity between Petras and Chamaizi and Palaikastro. Palaikastro was first settled in the EMIIA 

period and seemed to follow the independent household pattern seen at the other sites in this 

investigation (McEnroe 2010, 25). By EMIIB, however, a particularly interesting development 

had taken place. During this period, one of the earliest pieces of evidence for monumental 

architecture was built at Palaikastro. This is a serious divergence from the traditional model of 

independent household communities across Crete at that time. This single building, however, 

was 600 meters^2 and each wall was nearly 2 meters thick (McEnroe 2010, 25). Culturally, this 

is a very interesting development, but it is not the only one of its kind. There is another very 

large building under the West Magazines of the Palace of Malia which may also be corroborated 

by other such monumental structures found at Knossos and Tylissos during the EMII period 

(McEnroe 2010, 25). Despite a lack of clarity regarding these monumental structures, it is clear 

that social developments were taking place that most likely will be reflected in the feasting 

assemblages once they are eventually published. 

As for the Sitia region, it is clear that Cycladic influences promoted cultural development 

at sites such as Petras and Chamaizi that eventually led to the same social structure related to 

mercantile activity in the Aegean. The origins of this development are not as clear as they will 

eventually become with further detailed publications of the EMIIB material from Petras. 

Palaikastro has also suffered from a lack of thorough publications, but it is clear that unique 

things were taking place there that may not fit into the model of intercommunity feasting in the 

Mirabello region. In fact, its isolation may have driven the people from Palaikastro to 
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concentrate their population within a single structure as opposed to various smaller structures, 

effectively integrating their society based on sheer proximity alone. 

Ierapetra Region-Aphrodite’s Kephali, Myrtos Pyrgos and Fournou Korifi 

 

 

The third and final region that I analyze hinges on the modern city of Ierapetra (Fig. 3.5). 

I have again chosen to name this group after a modern city, but for a different reason than I had 

with the Sitia region. In this situation, these three sites as being bound to the Ierapetra crossroads 

in an attempt to maximize their mercantile endeavors. Aphrodite’s Kephali, like Vasiliki, is set 

back from the coastline a few kilometers, but Kephali is closer to the Libyan Sea than it is to the 

Aegean. This settlement is located on the top of a promontory and could have also observed 

Figure 3.5: Map of Ierapetra and South Coast ties. 

Google Earth Pro image edited by Luke Kaiser 
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traffic coming and going up and down the Ierapetra Plain (Betancourt 2013, 3 and 9). West of 

Ierapetra lie the two Myrtos settlements, Myrtos Pyrgos and Fournou Korifi (Warren 1972).  

I begin with Aphrodite’s Kephali, a site 7 km from the Libyan Sea and only 5 km south 

of the Mirabello. Based on the distances, one may question why this site is in the Ierapetra 

Region, but it faces south and sits atop the first promontory on the west side of the Ierapetra 

Isthmus. This location, along with its curved fortification walls that are reminiscent of 

Chamaizi’s circuit wall, certainly is a unique settlement deserving of inclusion in this analysis. 

This site was not a settlement. Rather, it is proposed by Betancourt (2013, 137) to be some type 

of communal storage building. This structure belonged to the EM I period alone, and was 

capable of storing at least 1,485 kilograms of goods within the nine pithoi found in situ. With the 

fortification wall surrounding it, Betancourt views this as an attempt at wealth acquisition. This 

amount of food is far more than the average family needs, and during this period, an era where 

food acquisition and survival was still a daily concern, the owner of this structure would have 

been considered very wealthy. There is no sign that this site was domestic with Betancourt 

proposing three potential options: a refuge site, a guard post marking a border territory, or a 

small fortification claiming the pass through the isthmus. Whether it was one of these three 

options or not, it is clear to Betancourt that Kephali was created as a “cooperative venture for 

mutual goals” by a local community and a separate non-local community (2013). Was this 

cooperative structure established by the same people who moved the Messara, South Coast, and 

Pyrgos ware vessels up the Ierapetra Isthmus to Mochlos and the rest of the Mirabello? The 

ceramic assemblages found there consisted of calcite fabrics with lug handles and chalices, 

implying Cycladic inspiration, just as all sites in this region during the EMI period. Another 

vessel class that emerged during the EMI period that is present at Aphrodite’s Kephali is the 
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ring-footed bowl, a vessel of similar dimensions to the Mochlos tankard (Betancourt 2013, 84). 

These bowls, however tend to have two handles as opposed to one. This would still imply 

communality, as two handles can be used for passing, but one handle cannot. Another example 

of this can be found in the depas amphikypellon, a two-handled flagon with a round bottom. This 

shape, dated to EBIII, could not even be set on a table without turning over and a quantity of 

libation greater than the serving expected for an average person (Carpenter 1974). 

Continuing west along the South Coast, the analysis arrives at the site of Myrtos, 

consisting of two settlements on neighboring hills, one called Myrtos Pyrgos and the other 

Fournou Korifi. Both settlements started at the beginning of the EMIIA period and were both 

summarily destroyed by fire at the end of the EMIIB period (Vasilakis 2010, 356). Myrtos 

Pyrgos has long been viewed as a protopalace due to the stately, two-story building that was built 

there at the very end of the Prepalatial period and used right through to the LMI period. Fournou 

Korifi gives us a much more appropriate view of the average South Coast village. It, like many 

other villages at the time, consisted of a set of independent households each functioning 

completely autonomously of the group. In the Shrine Store (Room 91, Fournou Korifi) many of 

the same EMIIB social developments were clearly taking place. There was Vasiliki ware, a wide 

variety of locally produced bowls, and a few individualized cups such as the goblet. However, no 

chalices were found there. This implies that, despite there being no paramount individual at 

Fournou Korifi, the social developments taking place in this period so thoroughly influenced the 

material culture to the point that even those that did not directly adopt that social trajectory were 

affected by it (Whitelaw 2012). Despite this, they were still capable of fully engaging in the 

mercantile network that existed during that period. That is to say, the social developments did 

not create the emerging mercantile network. The network was already there and social 
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developments simply changed the way certain societies engaged in mercantile pursuits. 

Therefore, even though the Aphrodite’s Kephali collective had already ceased to serve its 

particular function, no noticeable change occurred in regard to the flow of South Coast ceramics 

into the Mirabello.  

IIID. The social developments in Crete through intercommunal feasting 

In conclusion, it is clear that more was going on in the EMI period in East Crete than 

many scholars have readily admitted in the past. Culturally, EMI settlements were based on an 

independent household structure with a high degree of cultural heterogeneity between these 

communities. However, it is obvious that trade and intercommunity interaction were taking 

place. Regional vessel classes from the Cyclades and the South Coast were present at Mochlos, 

evidence for a high degree of Cycladic contact can be seen at Petras, and Aphrodite’s Kephali 

seemed to actively govern traffic in the Ierapetra Isthmus. As the EMII period emerged, the 

Mirabello became more regionally integrated with the majority of the ceramics found at Mochlos 

actually coming from within the Mirabello. At this time, the chalice began its slow decline, and 

the individualized cup began to populate most East Cretan settlements. The development of the 

individualized cup also accompanied the emergence of Minoan society as the dominant 

mercantile culture in the Aegean. Therefore, I propose that feasting between paramount 

individuals served to bridge the gap between smaller communities that were unable to fill a 

single longboat alone and those, such as Knossos, that could send multiple boats by themselves. 

By cooperating, various communities such as Mochlos were able to stimulate their own 

economic, social, and political development.  
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At this juncture, I attempt to evaluate the proposals I have made concerning EM East 

Crete using cross-cultural comparatives from Melanesia, the Andes, and Southern Anatolia. By 

doing this, I move away from idealized models of analysis and investigation in a vacuum in 

order to see if these phenomena were taking place in other cultures around the world. Melanesia 

serves to meet the island culture mentality of the Minoans and improve the understanding of 

prestate complexity. The Andean example provides evidence from a completely different culture 

but one with many of the same objectives as a mercantile culture. Lastly, I investigate evidence 

in Southern Anatolia, a possible location of cultural origin for the immigrants that eventually 

became the Minoans. This highlights the cultural individuality of the EM society and illuminates 

the critical aspects of cooperation between rival communities as well as the benefits of doing so.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



74 
 

Chapter 4: A Cross-Cultural Investigation of Cooperation and Feasting in Melanesia, the 

Central Andes, and Southern Anatolia. 

A. Why is Cross-Cultural Analysis both beneficial and necessary at Mochlos? 

 After an analysis of Mochlos’ material culture, I have proposed a variety of hypotheses 

regarding the diversity of cultural responses reflected in the transformations that took place in the 

feasting assemblage. The inferences made in Chapter 3 concerning the Mochlos cistern midden 

and Mochlos’ role as a locus of intercommunity feasting highlight associations and interactions 

taking place within the Mirabello Region across the EMIA-EMIIB periods. The evidence from 

Mochlos’ cistern midden is relevant in that it provides an unbroken series of deposits from the 

earliest stages of the development of inequality at Mochlos during the Early Minoan Period. 

While they have merit on their own, these inferences may be strengthened by using cross-

cultural case studies which can provide analogies for the claims made in Chapter 3 that require 

further corroboration beyond that which is preserved in the archaeological record.  

Mochlos’ complicated state of preservation is a bittersweet reality because the many 

phases of occupation either protect or destroy the older, deeper layers quite unpredictably. 

Nearly a millennium of further occupation rested above the deposits from the Prepalatial Period. 

Thus, until further research regarding domestic spaces in the currently unstudied Prepalatial 

houses takes place, the cistern midden provides the best insight into the form and function of 

drinking vessels at Mochlos in a manner far more quotidian than the funerary contexts found in 

the House Tombs excavated by Seager. This situation forces the analysis to gravitate toward the 

cistern midden due to the fact that its state of preservation provides a clearer, less disturbed 

stratigraphic record than can be found anywhere else in the Mochlos settlement.  
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  Because the excavated data from Mochlos’ EM domestic layers is unstudied, the 

illumination of fine-grained nuance depends upon the establishment of a set of wider 

phenomena. This requires an investigation into the nature of household communities in general, 

especially ones that operate with little regional integration. Three case studies were selected due 

to the fact that each one allows comparisons to be made between the case study regions and the 

society and culture of Mochlos and the Mirabello during the EM period. In my analysis, the 

Melanesian example generally represents prestate island culture, the Andean example represents 

regional cultural interaction and exchange, and the Southern Anatolian example once again uses 

Hayden’s transegalitarian model to examine increased inequality in household-based societies. 

The first case study discussed in this chapter comes from Melanesia. Many seafaring 

tribes and chiefdoms from this part of the world engage in long distance trade and reciprocal 

feasting in order to maintain ties with other communities (Mauss 2002, 11). These feasts act to 

reestablish face-to-face contact between the groups and utilize complex symbolism in order to 

reinforce social ties. Moreover, though many of the islands on which these communities reside 

belong to contemporary states such as Papua New Guinea, Micronesia, or the Solomon Islands, 

modern cultural dynamics in these societies reflect dependence on a similar household structure 

with cooperative and competitive features quite similar to Mochlos. This results in only a 

moderate degree of social integration due to both geography and intentionality. Lastly, these 

societies provide us with a glimpse into the complexity present in societies that should be 

considered as existing in a prestate environment. 

 The second case study comes from the Moquegua Valley in South Peru. During the 

Middle Horizon Period in the Andes (600-1000 CE), the Wari in Central and South Peru and the 

Tiwanaku in South Peru and Bolivia occupied much of the territory that would eventually belong 
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to the Inca Empire. The Moquegua Valley, located on the frontier of both of these cultures, 

mirrors the Mirabello in a few critical ways. Both the Wari and the Tiwanaku engaged in long 

distance trade but had very interesting interactions within their regional sphere, as well. Because 

of the settlements’ location in the frontier, vertical hierarchy developed based on one’s ability to 

access goods from afar while the cultural diversity of this region created horizontal competition 

among elites of different civilizations. Feasting was a primary way that these social relationships 

could be maneuvered successfully within a specific spatial context (Smith 2003). Like in 

Melanesia, the system of interactions had to be secured through the exchange of marriage 

partners which manifested itself in the movement of feasting ware from one culture to another. 

Therefore, the active management of regional ties provided the opportunity to make critical 

observations regarding the manner in which a society, thriving on trade, could create security at 

home that would allow for travelling further abroad.  

 The third and final case study is from the Neolithic and Early Chalcolithic Periods in 

South Anatolia. This case study serves to provide an insight into what was going in other regions 

of the Eastern Mediterranean during the emergence of copper and bronze in the area. This case 

study is used as more of a regional comparative between two sites of the same broad region but 

within separate networks whereas the other two case studies act as global comparisons of broad 

trends found in household communities. I use the site of Haçilar to illuminate developments in 

the feasting assemblage, particularly in drinking vessels, in order to see if the use of 

individualized drinking vessels seem to have been a unique phenomenon in Crete or if it could 

possibly have also occurred in other Mediterranean cultures at this time (Mellaart 1970a and b).  
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B. Case Study 1: Melanesia 

 The Melanesian case study, by far the broadest comparison of the three, is an interesting 

sociocultural comparison to Prepalatial culture in Crete. This, however, serves its own purpose. 

Though feasting is the core of the comparison between these two cultures, the most essential 

element of this comparison is to display what island society can look like without the presence of 

a highly centralized state. The Melanesian communities have never displayed evidence of the 

development of state level society. Therefore, we are able to: 1) recognize that state level society 

is not necessarily the ultimate goal of all social complexity, and 2) glimpse into the social 

interactions taking place in a society before the state develops.  

The island of Crete is a very karstic landscape with neighboring valleys cut off from one 

another by rugged mountain ranges. As a result, transportation within Crete was so difficult that 

merchants most likely chose to travel by boat instead. However, this does not mean that Minoan 

boatmen were only capable of navigating in sight of the coastline. Even during the earliest stages 

of Minoan civilization, long distance trade took place in longboats manned with rowers who may 

also have had access to sailing technology. In comparison, the Melanesians were also avid 

boatmen dating back to the Lapita culture who first colonized these islands in 1600 BCE (Irwin 

1992; Kirch and Hunt 1988). They navigate, then and today, with elaborate star maps and also 

used a vessel similar to the Minoan longboat called an outrigger canoes. This vessel is manned 

by tribesmen under the leadership of the chief who leads the muster of 12-15 men (Malinowski 

1932, 224). In comparison, the discussion of the specifications for a Minoan boat is still rife with 

controversy. First, it is unconfirmed when exactly the Minoans developed sailing technology 

during their history. There is art historical data dating to the LMI period that confirms that sails 

were in use, but this is a full half a century after the EMI period (Strasser 2010). Second, no 



78 
 

Minoan longboat has ever been found, and any model or depiction of one in ceramics or frescoes 

cannot be taken as a definitive imitation of a true Minoan boat with no sail. However, based on 

the research of Broodbank, it seems that the Minoans may have utilized one bank of rowers on 

each side of a seemingly ruddered ship manned by anywhere from 14 to over 50 rowers in total 

(1989, 326, Fig. 3). In order to achieve this number, Broodbank utilized Cycladic ceramic 

“frying pans” which frequently depict longboats on the reverse. This group of depictions is 

internally rather consistent in terms of the overall dimensions of the ship. The only aspect that 

changes is the number of hash marks running down the side of the vessel. These are believed by 

Broodbank to represent actual rowers within the ship, and it seems highly likely that the Minoans 

had in fact adopted a similar style of boat to the pre-sail, Cycladic design. Therefore, the two 

boat types, though different in dimensions, were both built for similar long distance functions 

with relatively similar technological adaptations. In the Minoan case, it seems that the boats may 

represent an “institution for mobilizing the resources” that are associated with a feast (Pullen 

2011, 192). 

Fortunately, many traditional Melanesian cultures give us insight into the purposes of 

boats of this size. It seems that one of the most important functions of these boats for both 

cultures related to resource acquisition. This could include any combination of activities from 

fishing to harvesting raw materials to trading or raiding. However, the Melanesians also used 

their boats recreationally as “the first link in the chain of the kula performances” (Malinowski 

1923, 124).  

The Melanesians had a very elaborate social network with connections oftentimes many 

miles over open sea, out of the sight of land in any direction. These cultures took great risk in 

order to maintain their social network, and the kula ring of the Trobriand Islanders is the 
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manifestation of these interactions in material form (Malinowski 1932, 510). The kula ring is an 

intricate system based on and maintained by feasting events centered on the exchange of shell 

jewelry particularly among the chief-centered elite. The key element of the kula ring is 

reciprocity and the obligation that it carries within the society, described by Marcel Mauss as 

“obligatory” (2002, 33). The obligatory nature of the exchange of the jewelry is accompanied by 

the opulent attitude adopted by the hosts who shower their guests with gifts and other 

consumables. In fact, the implication of host hospitality goes so far as that the guests accept all 

gifts offered to them while bringing nothing to give in return. This is done to ensure that the 

guest community exceeds the host’s feast when it is the guests’ own turn to host a feast in the 

future.  

These interactions are sealed with the kula jewelry which moves in an incredibly 

standardized manner. The red shell necklaces are traded to the north and the white shell bracelets 

are traded to the south. The ownership of these objects implies wealth, but it is only temporary in 

nature (Weiner 1992). Paramount individuals among the elite such as chiefs receive the highest 

access to the kula jewelry due to the fact that they preside over their respective communities 

during the event. All pieces of jewelry must be passed along at the next kula feast, and the 

history of the ownership of each piece is a long and detailed story cherished by each owner.  

The kula system, therefore, stands as a material marker of interactions between 

communities through feasting. It shows that in interactions in which face-to-face familiarity is 

difficult to maintain, material objects can be used to lengthen the resonance of those face-to-face 

interactions. As proposed in Chapter 3, the Mochlos boat models likely represent this interaction 

in a Minoan context. They were used to integrate society within a specific setting and allowed 

the settlements to diverge without causing any risk of internal collapse due to mutual 
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dependence. In both cases, competitive groups choose to cooperate, and this cooperation is 

capable of maintaining the exchange network. In the case of the Melanesian exchange system, 

trade was actually performed within the setting of feasts driven by obligatory reciprocity 

(Malinowski 1932, 95). It also seems that these tribes, potentially part of a larger chiefdom, 

exhibit a wide variety of vertical and horizontal complexity despite the fact that they are not fully 

developed states. Despite the competitive nature present in many of these societies, there is also 

a great deal of cooperation taking place within both Melanesia and Minoan Crete.  

Cooperation is key in maintaining identity in Melanesian society. Without it, social ties 

deteriorate because in this island culture every case of interaction must be actively pursued. The 

Polopa from Papua New Guinea engage in extravagant play-acting that reenacts elements of 

prehistoric warfare as a performative and cooperative display (Brown 1979). The Polopa 

economy heavily relies on pig farming which directly reflects the productivity of the Polopa 

agricultural season. Those villages among the Polopa with a successful season decide to host a 

feast and announce the event to those villages within their network of interactions. Hosting this 

feast is a great honor and, like the kula ring of the Trobrianders, it promotes both competition 

and cooperation.  

On the day of the feast, the Polopa hosts, dressed in their war attire, roast the pigs on spits 

next to their huts. Once the guests arrive, they sneak up from the coast into the village where 

they simulate stealing the pigs from their hosts. The play-acting of the guests draws the hosts 

from their huts. At this juncture, a faux battle takes place in which the hosts swing clubs at the 

guests for their false indiscretion. After a few exchanges of pulled punches, the guests produce a 

shell, brought for this purpose alone, which they give to the hosts as a supplicatory peace treaty 

(Brown 1979, 714). The hosts accept the shells, and the feast officially begins. 



81 
 

Once again, the shell exchanged between the Polopa communities is a representative 

object used to navigate the social alleyways between these villages. For the Polopa, the chain of 

events imitates actual theft and retaliation very closely. Therefore, the entire scene is most likely 

a symbolic reenactment of negative interactions that happened in the past, potentially not so long 

ago (Brown 1979, 724). The solution that the Polopa villages arrived at provided them with an 

alternative to killing each other over their primary food source. Because their food source was 

secured from the danger of theft by neighboring communities, the rivalry, though still 

competitive, is now cooperative.  

The complexity present in Melanesian culture supports complex chiefdoms led by 

paramount individuals in Prepalatial Crete. Both of these cultures were traveling very far from 

home under the auspices of the head of the community. Time and again in Melanesian culture, 

cooperation acts as a unifying foundation on which complexity is constructed. This is no 

different in Minoan society. However, cooperation does not take place without mutual benefit for 

both groups involved, and integration requires an even higher degree of mutual benefit. This may 

be why it took so long for centralization to take place in Crete, and it is likely that is also why 

true centralization never happened in Melanesia. If the Prepalatial Minoans were cooperating 

within the Mirabello Region, as I have suggested in Chapter 3, then it seems that their system of 

interaction would also be maintained by some type of mutual obligation centering on the 

interactions of paramount individuals. These individuals are required for the sustainability of the 

cooperative arrangement, and they are certainly present in both Melanesia and EM Mochlos. In 

the case of the Minoans at Mochlos, I proposed that the paired cups and boat models were used 

to seal these arrangements, but it is likely that more was involved than a one-off instance of 

drinking.  
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C. Case Study 2: Moquegua, Peru 

 In order to further explore how these feasting events can lead to sustainable, cooperative 

relationships between different cultural groups, the discussion will turn toward the second case 

study. In pre-Columbian South America, the Andes Mountains were a breeding ground for 

cultural diversity and complexity. Similar to Crete, the rugged landscape cuts off neighboring 

valleys from each other, often limiting face-to-face interaction between people belonging to the 

same broad cultural group. This is why such cultures as the Wari and Tiwanaku can fit into an 

analysis of pre-state society. Though these two cultures were veritable empires, they existed 

prior to the Inca Empire which integrated the entire expanse of the Andes Mountain Range. In 

contrast, the Wari and Tiwanaku maintained a much looser grip over their territory. 

 The Wari and the Tiwanaku were neighboring cultures during the Middle Horizon period 

(600-1000CE). The most interesting signs of interaction and cooperation between these differing 

cultures can be found in the Moquegua Valley in South Peru (Williams and Nash 2002). This 

valley, as mentioned above, lies on the border of what was the Wari and Tiwanaku territories. 

Toward the coastline is the Tiwanaku temple complex of Omo, the only one of its kind found 

outside of the Tiwanaku heartland (Nash 2009, 212, Fig. 4). Further inland from Omo is the site 

of Cerro Baul, the promontory on which the Wari built their settlement. Cerro Baul is naturally 

defensible, yet there is no water source on the promontory despite clear evidence of chicha, a 

South American corn beer, production (Moseley et al. 2005).  

Additionally, both Omo and Cerro Baul were clearly engaged in long distance 

relationships. Cerro Baul acquired prestige goods such as turquoise and lapis lazuli sourced far to 

the north (Goldstein 2000). Likewise, the Tiwanaku temple of Omo is based on a distinct 
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architectural feature from the region around Lake Titicaca some 400 km. away (Goldstein 1993). 

However, despite their seemingly distinct social identities, the two cultures clearly cooperated 

with each other.  

There are two lines of evidence that support this claim. First, the Wari allowed the 

Tiwanaku to build households on the shoulders of Cerro Baul (Nash and Williams 2004, 167). 

This would imply cooperation without integration. Though Omo was a temple complex, Cerro 

Baul was a more thriving community. Therefore, proximity to Cerro Baul was more beneficial 

than proximity to Omo for anyone in Moquegua regardless of cultural identity. Second, the 

ceramic assemblage of the paramount class of Cerro Baul also shows an affinity for paired 

vessels (Moseley et al. 2005, 17367). These drinking cups were made with Wari technology but 

with Tiwanaku conventions concerning the decoration. This compares well with the locally 

produced paired tankards from Mochlos which were based on a Knossian style. The excavators 

used the paired vessels (some of which held up to a half a gallon) in conjunction with 

ethnographic references to infer that the vessels, used for chicha, may have also been the 

material marker for complex social interactions between communities not merely fine pottery 

acquired through exchange. This is supported by the fact that fine, decorated pottery is not 

exchanged within the Moquegua Region. What, then, could this material stand for? According to 

ethnographic references, when the Inka expanded into the Titicaca Basin, Viracocha Inca made a 

peace alliance with Cari, the paramount individual among the Lupaqa (Stanish 2003, 14). To seal 

this cooperative agreement, they exchanged food, drink, and marriage partners. This resulted in 

the Lupaqa securing their sovereignty within the Titicaca Basin and their rivals were subjugated. 

This would explain the form and function of the paired cups from Cerro Baul as well as their 
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regional independence within what was a frequently disputed territory between the Tiwanaku 

and Wari Empires. 

Evidence from the Moquegua region, similarly to the Melanesian evidence from the first case 

study, provides unique solutions to questions that are not completely accessible within the 

deposits from Mochlos. In the Moquegua case study, two unique cultures interact with each other 

in order to find mutual security within a region rife with fluctuating borders and identities and in 

the social context of expansionist states or empires. In my proposals in Chapter 3, I suggested 

that intercommunity cooperation was pursued through feasting, a theory which was corroborated 

by evidence from both Melanesia and the Andes. In the Moquegua Region, it seems the most 

paramount class in society was actively intermarrying and bringing aspects of the feasting 

assemblage with them from their home village. Therefore, it seems that the marriage, not the act 

of drinking alone, was the actual basis for further interaction. This means that Mochlos’ own 

drinking practices could have been a symbol of a set of interactions. In itself, the drinking would 

have been symbolic of future cooperative relations, but it is likely that other agreements were 

thrown in to secure access to other needs related to the procurement security in the form of 

obligatory support. This could include consumables in times of famine, loyalty in times of strife, 

and labor for the collective good of the society. Labor of this kind could have included assistance 

in the construction of megalithic architecture, terraces, or canals and reservoirs. Additionally, 

labor could include more nuanced elements such as participation in trading or raiding parties in 

longboats. I subscribe to this line of reasoning due to the fact that cooperation is always more 

attractive when the goals are realistic and clear as opposed to insubstantial and undefined. 

Therefore, it seems that a much wider array of possibilities could be attributed to the series of 

interactions evidenced by the matching tankards from Mochlos. However, I still propose that the 
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clearest assumption regarding the longboat models relates to exchange relationships between 

Mochlos and other Mirabello communities. 

D. Case Study 3: Haçilar, Turkey 

 The third and final case study in this chapter moves closer in proximity to the world in 

which Mochlos existed. Due to its vicinity to the Fertile Crescent, Anatolia has long been a 

crucible for the development of social complexity. As the Neolithic Revolution spread west, 

many communities arose that became cultural centers during the Chalcolithic and Early Bronze 

Ages. Many of these settlements were in Central Anatolia such as Alaca Höyük, Aşıklı Höyük, 

Hattuša, and Çatal Höyük. Interestingly, most of these major sites are quite far from the 

coastline. In order to maximize the benefit of my comparison with Mochlos, analyzing a site 

with coastal ties draws better comparisons than these settlements far from the sea. Additionally, 

most of these settlements would be considered as centers of their socioeconomic spheres, a 

characteristic that may cause them to be difficult to correlate with Mochlos.  

 In an attempt to discover a viable site to compare to Mochlos, the littoral sites of Miletus 

in Southwest Turkey and Milatos in East Crete, around 12 km East of Mallia, are an interesting 

comparison. Both sites were occupied in the Neolithic and their shared names require a bit of 

background in order to understand this claim. Archaeologically, it seems that Miletus in Anatolia 

began to incorporate Minoan cultural elements into its own in the Early Minoan Period which 

escalated into claims of colonialization during the Middle Minoan Period (Knappett and Hilditch 

92, 2015). According to Strabo, a man named Miletus traveled with Sarpedon from Crete to 

Anatolia where he founded a town of the same name (Book XIV Chapter 1 Line 6). It is also 

conceivable that the name “Miletus” was brought from Anatolia to Crete and the origins of the 
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name were lost to history. The most critical element in this quandary is that the evidence of 

intercultural ties certainly supports both regional variability as well as cultural diversity between 

Crete and Anatolia during prehistory. 

 Though Miletus is a definitive symbol of social interaction both ethnographically and 

archaeologically, it cannot serve as an Anatolian analog for the cultural changes taking place at 

Mochlos. Its material culture, particularly that of its earliest phases, has not yet been fully studied 

and published. Thus, a different site must be selected. In this situation, I also decided to select a 

site with no known direct evidence for interaction with the Minoans during the period focused on 

in this thesis. This allows an analysis of the individualized drinking cup phenomenon to take 

place in a manner that does not allow critical dismissal of the observations based on the 

likelihood that they exist due to diffusion of Minoan culture. Additionally, this also allows the 

material culture of both regions to speak for themselves without any a priori judgments 

concerning their explanation through diffusion from one direction or the other. 

 Therefore, the two main criteria that led to the selection of the Anatolian analog for this 

case study are as follows: 1) closer proximity to the sea than other major sites of this period, and 

2) no distinctly clear ties to Minoan society during the period of analysis. As a third criterion, it 

is also ideal to maintain the theme established with the Moquegua case study by selecting a site 

that was also not a cultural center during the era of its comparison with Mochlos which was also 

not a cultural center. In order to meet all of these criteria, the site of Haçilar was chosen for the 

Anatolia case study (Mellaart 1970a).  

 Because Haçilar was established in a region of the world where social complexity 

developed extremely rapidly compared to Crete and Mainland Greece, it is most appropriate to 
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examine chronologically earlier phases of the settlement in order to best compare it with 

Mochlos. This analysis serves to document regional signatures of increasing sociocultural 

complexity in Anatolia that can be compared to Mochlos’ own developments without the actual 

presence of any Minoan material. Also, though not actually by definition littoral, Haçilar is 

certainly within a manageable distance from the Mediterranean Sea as well as a variety of 

freshwater lakes that would have provided familiarity with the mercantile lifestyle. 

The site of Haçilar consists of nine ceramic phases belonging to the Late Neolithic and 

Early Chalcolithic Periods (Mellaart 1970a, 3). Haçilar VI, dating to 5600 BCE, marks the 

transition from the Late Neolithic to the Early Chalcolithic Period and is also the first phase that 

was rather well preserved. The subsequent five layers (Haçilar V-I) highlight developments that 

culminate in the construction of a fortress during the Haçilar I ceramic phase (5250 BCE). 

During Haçilar VI, a fire destroyed the site, preserving far more than what was preserved 

in the earlier Haçilar VII-IX phases (Mellaart 1970a, 10). Based on their architectural 

schematics, it seems that Haçilar was an independent household community with party walls 

much like Mochlos during the EM period. Additionally, the major development between Haçilar 

VII and VI is the addition of ground level doors as opposed to strictly rooftop access alone. In 

terms of the feasting assemblage, it seems that Haçilar consumers utilized burnished bowls, 

oftentimes bearing verticle lug handles and little to no ornate decoration. The use of lug-handled 

bowls as the primary feasting vessel in the nascent development of complexity is also seen at 

Mochlos (Mellaart 1970b, 113).  

Throughout the Late Neolithic and into the Early Chalcolithic, Haçilar continued to 

utilize communal bowls for feasting, but during Haçilar I, the assemblage begins to take on more 
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nuanced vessel shapes, particularly white painted drinking vessels with a single handle (Mellaart 

1970b, 431). According to the excavators, the independent household community was destroyed 

and replaced by the fortress of Haçilar I (Mellaart 1970a, 25). With the fortress came a 

population explosion most likely related to an incoming community much larger than the 

previous one. It would seem that the cultural changes taking place at Haçilar brought a higher 

degree of vertical and horizontal complexity than there was before the builders of the fortress 

arrived, and the handled cups act as the material marker of this change. As stated in Chapter 3 

concerning Mochlos, single-handled cups imply individuality by their very form. Cups with two 

handles or no handles at all can easily be passed from one person to another, while single-

handled cups create vertical and horizontal hierarchies that communal vessels cannot. 

E. Synthesis of the Cross-Cultural Investigation 

 In conclusion, the three case studies used in this chapter serve to investigate the 

hypotheses made in Chapter 3 regarding feasting and social interactions at Mochlos. They are 

not here to simply support those claims, however. The purpose of the three case studies is 

actually to assist in discovering what questions should be asked of the feasting assemblage at 

Mochlos that are not obvious in an analysis of EM Mochlos alone. Because of these case studies, 

I have investigated the purpose and function of the EM Mochlos boats and the models that 

represent them, defining them as material markers of complex cross-cultural interactions 

between paramount individuals. In the case studies, material markers of interactions are present 

throughout. In Melanesia, the primary material was shell. The Trobrianders used shell jewelry to 

create the framework for their exchange network, and the Polopa used shells to indicate peaceful 

resolution to conflict. In Moquegua, intermarriage was key in maintaining cooperation between 

Wari and Tiwanaku settlements. The marriage itself was marked by changes in pottery 
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techniques at Cerro Baul. Lastly, at Haçilar, a drastic transformation in society took place in the 

Early Chalcolithic which resulted in the construction of a fortress and the emergence of social 

ranking system with increased variability. This is also the period of the emergence of the single-

handled cup, a pottery shape with hierarchical implications.  

In all of these cases, these material markers represented far more than can be preserved in 

the archaeological record. Based on these case studies, the following questions must be asked of 

Mochlos: What were the purpose of the feasts at Mochlos? How can a material marker’s 

emergence explain the social changes not represented archaeologically at Mochlos? Was 

intermarriage taking place in the Mirabello? What else could the boat models and tankards 

represent? What is a viable explanation of the way the Minoan boats were manned? In the 

subsequent conclusion and discussion section, I address the questions just posed by summarizing 

the four chapters of this thesis, rehashing out the comparisons made in both Chapter 3 and 4, and 

posing potential directions of future research related to elements of this research including 

feasting, seafaring, and ceramic analysis at Mochlos.  
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Conclusions and Discussion 

As was stated in the introduction of this thesis, the preceding chapters are now summarized 

through a brief discussion and conclusion. The discussion also addresses the limitations that I 

faced in the research and the manner in which I addressed these shortcomings. The discussion 

then leads into the conclusions section which summarizes the Mochlos data along with the 

Cretan and global comparatives made in the previous chapters. It also details the significance of 

this research to both Minoan archaeology and European prehistory in general. Finally, the 

conclusions also serve to illuminate the next stage of my research at Mochlos. 

Discussion 

The most difficult aspect of a project like this comes down to the balancing the material 

under examination and achievable research questions. Though I have many questions about 

Minoan society during the Prepalatial period, only so much can be done in this thesis. There is 

also a distinctly limiting timeframe in which this research should be completed. As stated earlier 

in this thesis, no Prepalatial Mochlos pottery has ever been published from any context besides 

that of the house tombs, published initially by Seager at the turn of the 20th century and again by 

Soles in his dissertation and a Hesperia supplementary edition. Though Soles has given me full 

access to the EM material at Mochlos, the amount of time needed to generate a meaningful 

analysis of the domestic assemblages is far more than the window of opportunity that I have for 

this stage of my degree. Therefore, the most efficient use of my research was to adopt the 

unpublished preliminary report produced by Brogan and Nodarou and synthesize it in 

conjunction with up-to-date published research done on Crete and introspective anthropological 

data from around the world.  
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Because my sample size was small in comparison to many ceramic analyses performed 

today, I decided that a general analysis would not return the degree of resolution that I wanted. 

Therefore, I decided to analyze a single element of human activity rather than the entirety of the 

Prepalatial experience at Mochlos. Because feasting is a ubiquitous event that certainly leaves 

behind a high degree of archaeological material, the relatively small sample that I utilized 

became more focused than it would have been without feasting. 

Although feasting is often assumed to be a quotidian human activity, many of the prehistoric 

aspects of feasting are hard to access without anthropological examples that can illuminate the 

manner in which people performed a feast and the motivations that influenced its practice. 

Examples of feasting and developing complexity in Melanesia, the Andes, and Southern Anatolia 

show that regional variation in feasting practices do not preclude a general understanding of 

human motivations for engaging in feasting. Without the cross-cultural examples from Chapter 

4, the conclusions proposed from the Mochlos cistern midden would not hold up to interrogation. 

Conclusions 

Though feasting is the central element of this thesis, the generation of a ceramic typology 

was not the primary function of this research. Rather, I have attempted to use the EM Mochlos 

feasting assemblage to investigate the development of complexity at Mochlos as Minoan society 

neared the end of the Prepalatial period. This is why my thesis was not an intensive study of the 

many Mochlos ceramic assemblages. Instead, I chose to supplement the material that I did have 

the ability to analyze with a variety of Minoan comparatives from Chapter 3 as well as the three 

cross-cultural comparisons that I applied in Chapter 4.  
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The Prepalatial period of Minoan society is still a very mysterious era of history compared 

with the later Protopalatial and Neopalatial periods. In this thesis, I have proposed that Mochlos 

was initially a hamlet consisting of various independent households, all of which seemed to have 

been more internally integrated than externally integrated. During the EMI period, these 

households used interhousehold feasting to reinforce the households’ independence as well as the 

authority of the paramount individuals that led each family. By the beginning of the EMII period, 

the households had reached the point that each household’s daily needs could be met efficiently. 

These households then began to interact with each other in a more integrative manner on an 

increasingly intracommunity basis. This resulted in the development of inequality and social 

ranking at Mochlos, as seen in the inception of the EM house tombs and the emergence of the 

individualized drinking vessel in EMII. Throughout these transitions, feasting acted as a locus of 

not only social but also economic development. This serves to also explain the emergence of the 

vibrant trade network that also appeared on Crete during the EMII period (the same period that 

social inequality clearly developed) which is accompanied by the presence of intercommunity 

feasting. 

Though I am comfortable making these assertions, there is still much to do in order to further 

develop these theories. The first step will be to expand on this analysis of the Mochlos feasting 

assemblage by embarking on an intensive analysis of all excavated Prepalatial material from 

Mochlos. This will include both elements related to the feasting assemblage as well as material 

that served a more basic function outside of communal dining and drinking. Because of the 

observations made within the cistern midden, a general set of guidelines exists that will 

significantly increase the resolution that is achievable in my next series of examinations. This 

will become both the core of my doctoral research as well as my first full-length publication 
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upon completion of my degree. This research will certainly spawn other, smaller researcher 

efforts such as an investigation of Minoan colonization during this period as well as a paper on 

Minoan nautical practices. These are things that the feasting assemblage has already hinted at but 

that require further analysis in order to generate meaningful interpretations. 
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Ceramics Table from Chapter 2 

Sherd Number Fabric Group Vessel Class Context Phase 

P12197 Metamorphic 

with muscovite 

schist and gold 

mica 

Cooking dish with 

pierced rims 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12198 Metamorphic 

with muscovite 

schist and gold 

mica 

Cooking dish with 

pierced rims 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12216 Metamorphic 

with muscovite 

schist and gold 

mica 

Cooking dish with 

unpierced rims; 

possibly a tray 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12210 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Cooking dish with 

pierced rims 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12234 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Cooking dish with 

pierced rims 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12201 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Tripod cooking 

pot 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12208 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Cooking jar with 

solid semicircular 

handle 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12209 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Cooking jar with 

solid semicircular 

handle 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12214 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Cooking jar with 

solid semicircular 

handle 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12193 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Pithos D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 
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P12200 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Pithos D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12205 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

Jar with basket 

pattern on bottom 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12202 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

Cycladic jar D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12203 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

Cycladic jar D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12204 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

Cycladic jar D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12207 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

Burnished jar with 

circular strap 

handles 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12215 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

Burnished jar with 

circular strap 

handles 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12212 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

Red-brown 

burnished bowl 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12199 Dark-on-Light 

Ware 

Red-on-Light jug 

from Messara (?) 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12206 Dark-on-Light 

Ware 

Darker-on-Light 

South Coast Fabric 

jug 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P12191 Gray Ware Lightly burnished 

chalice (South 

Coast/Messara) 

D5 97/9825.33-41 Phase 1.a 

(EMI) 

P11176 Calcite Tray D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 
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(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12220 Calcite Bowl/jar with 

pierced lug handle 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P11179 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Cooking dish with 

pierced rims 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12224 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Jar/cooking pot 

with scored 

surface 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12194 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Pithos D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P11166 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Pierced cooking 

dish with tall rim 

and large holes 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P11172 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Pierced cooking 

dish with tall rim 

and large holes 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P11173 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Cooking dish with 

piercing along top 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P11177 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Cooking dish with 

piercing along top 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12217 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

Cooking dish with 

piercing along top 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 
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(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12223 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Cooking dish with 

piercing along top 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12227 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Cooking dish with 

piercing along top 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12236 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Jar with spout D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12219 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Red-brown 

burnished jar (not 

local) 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12244 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Red-brown 

burnished jar (not 

local) 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12252 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Jar with rounded 

rim and horizontal 

handles 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12218 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Red-brown 

burnished bowl 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12245 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Red-brown 

burnished bowl 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 
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P12240 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Bowl/jar with 

pierced lug handle 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12233 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) with 

burnishing 

Spouted jar (see 

Hagia Photia) 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P11174 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

without 

burnishing 

Globular jars with 

circular strap 

handles 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12226 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

without 

burnishing 

Globular jars with 

circular strap 

handles 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12229 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

without 

burnishing 

Globular jars with 

circular strap 

handles 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12228 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

without 

burnishing 

Biconical jar D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12225 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

without 

burnishing 

Jar with solid 

semicircular 

handle 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12221 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

Pyrgos bottle D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 
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without 

burnishing 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P11162 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

with black 

burnishing and a 

red core 

Black burnished 

chalice 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12238 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

with black 

burnishing and a 

red core 

Black burnished 

goblet 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12230 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

with black 

burnishing and a 

red core 

Black burnished 

bowl with double 

lug handle 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12237 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

with black 

burnishing and a 

red core 

Black burnished 

bowl with double 

lug handle 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12247 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

with black 

burnishing and a 

red core 

Black burnished 

bowl with double 

lug handle 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12248 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

with black 

burnishing and a 

red core 

Black burnished 

bowl with double 

lug handle 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12249 Metamorphic 

with silver mica 

with black 

Black burnished 

bowl with double 

lug handle 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 
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burnishing and a 

red core 

P12242 Gray firing with 

lots of silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

Small jar D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12239 Gray firing with 

lots of silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

Black burnished 

bowl with a 

vertical pierced 

handle 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P1171 Brown firing with 

lots of silver mica 

(non-Cretan) 

Side spouted jar 

with incised rim 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12241 Dark-on-Light Knossian goblet D5 97/9825.26-32 Found in Phase 

1.b but belongs in 

EMIIA/Phase2 

P12243 Dark-on-Light 

with gray siltstone 

(South Coast) 

Jar D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12246 Dark-on-Light 

with gray siltstone 

(South Coast) 

Jar D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P11169 Fine Painted Ware Cycladic (?) 

sauceboat 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12222 Loner with gold 

mica (off-island) 

Cup with horn 

handle 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12191 Gray Ware (South 

Messara) 

Gray chalice D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 
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P12192 Gray Ware (South 

Messara) 

Gray chalice D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P11164 Gray Ware (South 

Messara) 

Black burnished 

jug 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12231 Gray fired loner 

with tiny black 

inclusions 

Goblet or 

sauceboat? 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12232 Gray fired loner 

with tiny black 

inclusions 

Goblet or 

sauceboat? 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P12235 Gray fired loner 

with tiny black 

inclusions 

Goblet or 

sauceboat? 

D5 97/9825.26-32 Phase 1.b 

(EMI 

late/Kampos) 

P11165 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Cooking dish D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12277 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Jug (south coast) D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12282 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Jug (south coast) D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12283 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Jug (Dark-on-Light 

South Coast) 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12285 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Jar with horizontal 

handle 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12278 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Jar D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12208 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Collared jar D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 
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P12266 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Collared jar D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12250 Gold mica Collared jar D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12251 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Collared jar D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P11163 Metamorphic 

with no mica and 

red-brown 

burnished 

Cup with high 

swung dipper 

handle 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12267 Metamorphic 

with no mica and 

red-brown 

burnished 

Red burnished 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12270 Metamorphic 

with no mica and 

red-brown 

burnished 

Red burnished 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12280 Metamorphic 

with no mica and 

red-brown 

burnished 

Red burnished 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12254 Metamorphic 

with some mica 

and heavy red-

brown burnishing 

(off-island) 

Red burnished 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12260 Metamorphic 

with some mica 

and heavy red-

brown burnishing 

(off-island) 

Red burnished 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12273 Metamorphic 

with some mica 

and heavy red-

Red burnished 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 
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brown burnishing 

(off-island) 

P12272 Metamorphic 

with some mica 

and heavy red-

brown burnishing 

(off-island) 

Globular jar D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12287 Metamorphic 

with some mica 

and heavy red-

brown burnishing 

(off-island) 

Globular jar D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12271 Metamorphic 

with some mica 

and heavy red-

brown burnishing 

(off-island) 

Spouted jar D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12257 Metamorphic 

with red core, 

silver mica, and 

lightly black 

burnished 

Goblet D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P11168 Metamorphic 

with heavy black 

burnishing, red 

core, and no mica 

Phyllite flaring 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12255 Metamorphic 

with heavy black 

burnishing, red 

core, and no mica 

Phyllite flaring 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12258 Metamorphic 

with heavy black 

burnishing, red 

core, and no mica 

Phyllite flaring 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 
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P12259 Metamorphic 

with heavy black 

burnishing, red 

core, and no mica 

Phyllite flaring 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12263 Metamorphic 

with heavy black 

burnishing, red 

core, and no mica 

Phyllite flaring 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12264 Metamorphic 

with heavy black 

burnishing, red 

core, and no mica 

Phyllite flaring 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12267 Metamorphic 

with heavy black 

burnishing, red 

core, and no mica 

Phyllite flaring 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12268 Metamorphic 

with heavy black 

burnishing, red 

core, and no mica 

Phyllite flaring 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12274 Metamorphic 

with heavy black 

burnishing, red 

core, and no mica 

Phyllite flaring 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12276 Metamorphic 

with heavy black 

burnishing, red 

core, and no mica 

Phyllite flaring 

bowl 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12269 Metamorphic 

with heavy black 

burnishing, no 

mica, gray core 

Bowl D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P11170 Metamorphic 

with silver mica, 

gray core, and 

Huge shallow 

bowl with long lug 

at rim 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 
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lightly black 

burnishing 

P12256 Metamorphic 

with silver mica, 

gray core, and 

lightly black 

burnishing 

Bowl D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12265 Metamorphic 

with silver mica, 

gray core, and 

lightly black 

burnishing 

Bowl D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12279 Red Painted Ware Shallow bowl D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P11167 Dark-on-Light 

Ware 

Jug (Phyllite or 

Malia) 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12261 Dark-on-Light 

Ware 

Jug (Knossos) D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12277 Dark-on-Light 

Ware 

Jug (siltstone, 

South Coast?) 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12284 Dark-on-Light 

Ware 

Jug (Messara?) D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12262 Dark-on-Light 

Ware 

Jar with red 

siltstone (South 

Coast?) 

D5 97/9825.14-25 Phase 2 (EMIIA 

early) 

P12319 Granodiorite Bowl D5 97/8725.13 Transition 

subphase 1 

P12316 Granodiorite Jug D5 97/8725.13 Transition 

subphase 1 

P12286 Dark-on-Light red 

siltstone (South 

Coast?) 

Jar with horizontal 

handles 

D5 97/8725.13 Transition 

subphase 1 
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P12317 Metamorphic 

with heavy red-

brown burnishing 

and no mica 

Bowl D5 97/8725.13 Transition 

subphase 1 

P12318 Metamorphic 

with heavy red-

brown burnishing 

and no mica 

Bowl D5 97/8725.13 Transition 

subphase 1 

P12292 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Collared jar D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12297 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Collared jar D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12301 Metamorphic, 

broadly local 

Collared jar D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12306 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Tripod cooking 

pot 

D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12307 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Tripod cooking 

pot 

D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12296 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Unpierced cooking 

dishes 

D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12303 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Unpierced cooking 

dishes 

D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12304 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Unpierced cooking 

dishes 

D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 
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P12300 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Unpierced cooking 

dishes 

D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12305 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Unpierced cooking 

dishes 

D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12314 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Unpierced cooking 

dishes 

D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P9949 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Pre-Vasiliki jug D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12310 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Dark Painted jug D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12295 Calcite Unpierced cooking 

dish 

D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12299 Calcite Unpierced cooking 

dish 

D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12320 Metamorphic 

brown burnishing 

Shallow bowl D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12308 Metamorphic 

brown burnishing 

Shallow bowl D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12294 Black burnishing 

(Fabric Type 

14/15?) 

Bowl D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12291 Black burnishing 

(Fabric Type 

14/15?) 

Bowl with knob 

handle 

D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 
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P12309 Black burnishing 

(Fabric Type 

14/15?) 

Cup D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P12302 South Coast Fabric Collared jug D5 97/9825.8-12 Phase 3 (EMIIA 

late or EMIIB 

early, Pre-Vasiliki) 

P9939 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Cooking dish D5 97/9825.7 Transition 

subphase 2 

P12315 Granodiorite 

Ware 

Cooking pot D5 97/9825.7 Transition 

subphase 2 

P12311 Vasiliki Ware Jug D5 97/9825.7 Transition 

subphase 2 

P9763 White Mica 

Phyllite 

Spouted jar 

(belongs to EMIB 

Kampos Group) 

D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 

P9532 White Mica 

Phyllite 

Transport jar with 

incised handles 

(belongs to Phase 

2-3) 

D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 

P9874 White Mica 

Phyllite 

Red burnished jug D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 

P0040 Dark-on-Light Jug with pierced 

handle (South 

Coast fabric, 

EMIIA/Phase 2) 

D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 

P10016 Dark-on-Light Small jar (Central 

Crete) 

D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 

P9980 Metamorphic Black burnished 

bowl (Phase 2-3) 

D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 

P9955 Metamorphic Black burnished 

bowl (Phase 2-3) 

D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 

S747* actually 

pottery not stone 

Metamorphic Black burnished 

goblet (Phase 2) 

D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 
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P9531 Metamorphic Brown burnished 

goblet (Phase 2, 

Knossos) 

D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 

P10000 Light-on-Dark 

with some incision 

Small jar D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 

P10030 Lebena Ware Juglet D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 

P10001 Vasiliki Ware Jar D5 97/9825.1-6 Phase 4 (EMIIB 

late, Vasiliki) 
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Figures and Tables for Chapter 2 

 

Table 1: Cistern midden fabrics by percentage. (Table by Luke Kaiser.) 

Metamorphic with 
silver mica

26%

Metamorphic with 
no mica

15%

Granodiorite
15%

Metamorphic, 
broadly local

10%

Dark on Light ware
9%

Metamorphic 
with some 

mica
4% Other groups with 

less than five 
sherds

21%
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Table 2: Provenience of the cistern midden (Table by Luke Kaiser.) 

 

 

 

Mirabello
38%

Central 
Crete/Knossos

4%

South 
Coast/Messara

12%

Cycladic/Kampos
36%

unknown
10%
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Table 3: Total number of representative sherds (Table by Luke Kaiser.) 

 

12

11

5

3

2

20

12

10

4

1 1

8

15

1

3

25

3

2 2 2

Total number of representative sherds
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Table 4: Fabric groups by phase (Table by Luke Kaiser.) 

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

Phase 1.a
Phase 1.b

Phase 2 and
Transition 1 Phase 3 and

Transition 2 Phase 4

A
xi

s 
Ti

tl
e

Phase 1.a Phase 1.b
Phase 2 and
Transition 1

Phase 3 and
Transition 2

Phase 4

Metamorphic, silver mica 7 28 4 0 0

Metamorphic, no mica 0 0 16 0 4

Granodiorite 0 0 10 10 0

Metamorphic, broadly local 8 3 1 5 0

Dark on Light ware 2 3 6 0 2

Metamorphic with some mica 0 0 6 0 0

Other 4 13 3 6 6
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Table 5: Specialized drinking cups by phase (Table by Luke Kaiser.) 

 
Table 6: Pouring and storage vessels by phase (Table by Luke Kaiser.) 

 

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

Phase 1.a
Phase 1.b

Phase 2 and
Transition 1 Phase 3 and

Transition 2 Phase 4

Non Cretan Bowl Non Local Chalice Non Local Goblet

Unique Cups Mirabello Bowls Unidentified Bowls

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Phase 1.a
Phase 1.b

Phase 2
and

Transition
1

Phase 3
and

Transition
2

Phase 4

Pithos, local

Non Cretan Jar

Messara/South Coast Jug

Jar, local

Messara/South Coast Jar

Sauceboat, Kampos

Jug, local

Knossos Jug

Vasiliki Jug/Jar

Small Jar, Central Crete
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Figures for Chapter 2 (All drawings by Doug Faulmann, site artist) 

Phase1.a 

Jar 

P12202-NO IMAGE 

 

P12203 
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P12204 

 

P12205 
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P12207 

 

P12215 
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Bowl 

P12212 

Cooking Dish 

P12197 
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P12198 
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P12216 
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P12210 

P12234-NO IMAGE 
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Cooking Jar 

 
P12208 
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P12209-NO IMAGE 

 

P12214 
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Tripod Cooking Pot 

 

P12201 

Pithos 

P12193 
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P12200 

Jug 

 

P12199 
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P12206 

Chalice 

 

P12191 
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Phase1.b 

Jars 

 

P12236 

P12219 



134 
 

P12244 

P12252 



135 
 

 

P11174 



136 
 

 

P12226 



137 
 

 

P12229 



138 
 

 

P12228 



139 
 

 

P12225 



140 
 

P1171 

 

P12243 
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P12246 

Bowl 

P12218 



142 
 

P12245 

P12240 



143 
 

 

P12233 



144 
 

P12230 

P12237 
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P12247 

P12248 

P12249 
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P12220 

 

P12239 

Cooking Pot 
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P12224 

 

 

 

 

 

Pithos 
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P12194 
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Cooking dish 

 

P11179 



150 
 

P11166 

P11172 



151 
 

 

P11173 



152 
 

P11177 



153 
 

 

P12217 



154 
 

 

P12223 



155 
 

P12227 

P11166 
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P11172 

Goblet 

 

P12238 

P12231-NO IMAGE 

P12232-NO IMAGE 

P12235-NO IMAGE 

Chalice 

P12191-NO IMAGE 
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P12192 

 

P11162 
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Tray 

 

P11176 

Pyrgos Ware Bottle 

 

P12221 

Sauceboat 

P11169 
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Cup with Horn Handle 

P12222-NO IMAGE 

Jug 

 

P11164 
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Phase 2 

Bowl 

P11168 

P12255-NO IMAGE 
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P12258 (Photograph by Chronis Papanikolopoulos) 
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P12259 

P11263 

 

P11264 
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P12267 

P12268 
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P12269 (Photograph by Chronis Papanikolopoulos) 
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P12274 

P12276 
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P12267 

 

P12270 (Photograph by Chronis Papanikolopoulos) 
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P12280 

Bowl 

P12254 
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P12260 

P12273 
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P11170 (Photograph by Chronis Papanikolopoulos) 

 

P12256 
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P12265 

P12279 
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Jar 

 

P12251 

P12250-NO IMAGE 

P12208-NO IMAGE 

P12266-NO IMAGE 
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P12278 

P12285 
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P12271 



175 
 

 

P12272 

P12287 

P12262 
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Jug 

 

P12277 

P12282 
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P12283 
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P11167 (Photograph by Chronis Papanikolopoulos) 



179 
 

 

P12284 
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P12261 (Photograph by Chronis Papanikolopoulos) 

Cooking Dish 

 

P11165 

 

Cup with High Swung Handle 



181 
 

 

P11163 

Goblet 

 

P12257 

P12241-NO IMAGE 

 

Jug 
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P12261-NO IMAGE 

 

Transition 1 

Bowl 

P12319 

 

P12317 
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P12318 

Jug 



184 
 

 

P12316 
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Jar 

 

P12286 
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Phase 3 

Cooking Dish 

 

P12296 

 

P12300 

P12303 



187 
 

 

P12304 

 

P12305 



188 
 

 

P12314 

 

P12295 

 

P12299 
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Bowl 

P12290-NO IMAGE 

 

P12291 
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P12308 

P12320 
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Jar 

P12292 

P12297-NO IMAGE 

P12301 
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Jug 

 

P12310 
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P9949 

 

P12302 
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Tripod Cooking Cup 

P12306 

P12307 
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Cup 

P12309 
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Transition 2 

Jug 

 

P12311 
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Cooking Dish 

 

P9939 
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Cooking Pot 

P12315-NO IMAGE 

 

Phase 4 

(Ph1.a)  

Juglet-P10030-NO IMAGE 

(Ph1.b)  

Jar-P9763-NO IMAGE 

(Ph 2)  

Jug-P0040-NO IMAGE, Goblet-P747-NO IMAGE, P9531-NO IMAGE 

(Ph2-3)  

Jar- P9532-NO IMAGE, Bowl-P9980-NO IMAGE, P9955-NO IMAGE 

(Ph 4)  

Jug-P9874-NO IMAGE, Small Jar-P10016-NO IMAGE, P10000-NO IMAGE, Vasiliki jar-P10001-NO 

IMAGE 

Tankard Obj #’s and photos 
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EMII 

Tankards 

  

P6228 (Photograph by Luke Kaiser) 
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P 6234 (Photograph by Luke Kaiser) 
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Boat Models 

 
(Photograph from Mochlos Archives, Dr. Jeffrey Soles, PI) 



202 
 

 

 


