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asl above sea level
c. circa
cat. catalogue
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D. diameter
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ext. exterior
g gram
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int. interior
l. length
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mm millimetre(s)

max. maximum
no.(s.) number(s)
pl.(s.) plate(s)
pres. preserved
th. thickness
w. width

CP Cooking Pot
DfI Dark-faced Incised
DOL Dark on Light
LOD Light on Dark
PC Pink Calcareous
PCV Pale Calcareous Volcanic
PL Plain
POL Polychrome
s slipped
sB slipped and Burnished
BI Bichrome
Cw Cycladic white
ys yellow slipped

AIn Akrotiri Inventory number
BM British Museum
nAM national Archaeological Museum
PtM Prehistoric thera Museum
Sèvres Musée national de Céramique, sèvres
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kindly offered their usual high-standard and acute perspective on fabric studies. Sophia Vakirtzi,
Artemis Karnava and Caroline Jeffra produced their parts with keenness and proficiency, at particu-
larly short notice.

The material presented in this volume was retrieved from excavations of trenches conducted during
1999-2002 for the foundation of the pillars supporting the new roof of the site at Akrotiri. It is hard to
convey the enthusiasm and the dedication of the colleagues involved in this dig and I feel privileged to
have been a member of this team. Natasa Akrivaki, Stefanos Kariotis, Fragoula Georma, Artemis Kar-
nava, Foteini Sophianou, Aggeliki Moschou, Athina Maniki, Venediktos Lanaras, Maria Tsoulakou and
Nikolaos Sigalas made Akrotiri a second home for a long period of time. They have produced detailed
excavation notebooks, painstaking pottery reports and thorough papers upon which this work heavily
draws, and they have been always keen on engaging in long discussions on varied aspects of the history
of the site.

My heartfelt thanks go to the conservators Panagiotis Vlachos and Vassilis Dimitropoulos, not only
for their hard and highly-skilled work in coping with large ceramic assemblages and producing mended
vases of excellent quality in restoration terms, but also for their practical support and good humour dur-
ing our collaboration and friendship for almost twenty years. Andreas Kontonis, Freya Evenson, Za-
pheiria Gouli and Lila Boloti produced the drawings of the pottery, with an unfailing eye for detail and
accuracy. Christos Tsoumplekas offered an artist’s insight on iconography in our long discussions over
the last years and also valuable advice on clay properties and vase manufacture, as also did Andreas
Makaris, a skilled potter who has generously shared with all of us his long experience on pottery mak-
ing in his welcoming studio. Expert comments of all those dear friends were crucial in determining
many aspects discussed in this volume.

Dimitris Sakatzis undertook the digital processing of photographs taken over the years of the study.
I am particularly grateful to Tania Devetzi, Lucy Valassi and Sophia Vakirtzi for their assistance with the
material reproduced from the Akrotiri Excavations archive kept in the Athens office, the access they
provided to their impressive work of digital archives, as well as arranging permits and practical issues
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during my long study seasons at Akrotiri. Access to the site of Akrotiri and the storerooms of the
Museum of Prehistoric Thera was facilitated by permits granted by Marisa Marthari, then Director of
the 21st Ephorate of Antiquities and the convivial collaboration of the chief guards Minas Arvanitis,
Katina Arvanitis, Christos Baikas and the guards at Akrotiri archaeological site, and chief guards
Eythimis Vlavianos, Maria Sigala and the guards at the Museum of Prehistoric Thera. With reference to
Akrotiri colleagues, Aggelia Papagiannopoulou and Peggy Sotirakopoulou are notably acknowledged for
their work on the early phases of the site, as will be evident from the numerous references in this volume.

I have enormously benefited from comments and discussions on the Akrotiri material with distin-
guished colleagues during their visits to Akrotiri, among whom Colin Renfrew, Peter Warren, Robin
Barber, Olga Philaniotou, John Overbeck, Donna Crego, Walter Gauss, David Wilson, Malcolm Wiener,
Jerry Rutter, Philip Betancourt, Popi Sarri and Anna Touchais. David Wilson, Peter Day and Stefanos
Kariotis shared with me their in-depth knowledge of EC material and contributed significantly in the
clarification of typological and chronological issues. I am grateful to Robin Barber, John Overbeck,
Stefan Hiller, Walter Gauss and Anna Philippa-Touchais for their hospitality and for showing me their
material under study. Jack Davis has been a keen supporter of this project and his help is deeply appre-
ciated. Lena Papazoglou kindly allowed access to the Phylakopi material kept in the National Archaeo-
logical Museum in Athens, where Eleni Tsivilika and Kostas Paschalidis offered invaluable assistance
and guidance in the storerooms. Andrew Shapland, Lucilla Burn, John Donaldson and Ioannis Galanakis
enabled the examination of Phylakopi material kept in the British Museum, the Fitzwilliam Museum, the
Museum of Classical Archaeology at Cambridge and the Ashmolean Museum respectively. My dear
friends Fragoula Georma and Artemis Karnava shared many of the thrills and worries of this project and
their company and support made conference presentations of this work a very enjoyable experience.
Fragoula Georma also provided precious assistance with photography during our visits in the UK
museums.

I cherish the time I have spent as a Tytus Fellow at the University of Cincinnati sponsored by IN-
STAP, and the warm hospitality of Eleni Hatzaki and the late Getzel Cohen. Sections of this volume were
written during an INSTAP postdoctoral fellowship, a short-term Leventis Fellowship at the British
School at Athens and a short stay at Jesus College in Cambridge, after a kind invitation from Colin Ren-
frew. I was fortunate to have unlimited access to the library of the Archaeological Institute of Aegean
Studies in Rhodes and its substantial collection of journals and monographs. Jack Davis and Jerry Rut-
ter kindly read parts of the manuscript and offered valuable comments and suggestions.

My gratitude extends to INSTAP, for generously funding the study and the publication of this
project, the Mediterranean Archaeological Trust for a fund contributing to publication and to the
Archaeological Society of Athens, the parent organisation of Akrotiri excavations, for including this
study in its series of publications. Kiki Birtacha undertook the laborious work of the layout of both vol-
umes with patience, efficiency and valuable input in editing matters.

Last but certainly not least, it is with filial affection that I wish to thank Christos Doumas, the Di-
rector of the Akrotiri Excavations, for his unfailing support in every aspect of my scholarly and profes-
sional ventures for more than twenty years now. His challenging ideas, his trust in young scholars and
his integrity and good humour infiltrating every aspect of conduct in his professional career and every-
day interaction, are a constant source of inspiration and encouragement. It is with great fondness that I
present this volume to him, as a small token of sincere gratitude for the life lessons and guidance he has
generously offered me.

I.N.
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f O r E W O r D

Archaeology, as a historical discipline, aims to reconstruct facets of human history from material re-
mains that survive in the ground, which is in this respect a kind of archive. is archive can be

browsed through by excavation, which is by definition a destructive technique. at is why the detailed
recording of all the information that is found in the ground is of vital importance and the daybooks kept
as the excavation progresses are invaluable for the study and interpretation of the finds. Because access
to the archives of an excavation is not always easy, the full publication of the finds and their excavation
context is of the utmost significance for understanding the history of a period or a place.

With reference to the excavation of the prehistoric city at Akrotiri, era, both the good preserva-
tion of the ruins under the volcanic ejecta and the huge number of moveable finds recovered from the
site dictated two categories of publications. One category endeavours to present all the data that have
emerged for each building separately, while the other attempts a synthesis of specific data in order to
form a more general picture of the prehistoric settlement as a whole and the society which lived there.

In a special series of the publications of the Archaeological Society at Athens, under the general title
Akrotiri, era, volumes on the wall-paintings (1999) and the diverse finds (2004) of the West House
have been published in the first category, and on the Neolithic and Early Bronze Age pottery (1999), and
the Building Art (1999) in the second.

Τhe excavation of over 150 deep shas for the founding of the pillars of the shelter at Akrotiri (1999-
2000) allowed archaeologists to penetrate into levels much earlier than the settlement of the final phase
at the site. us it was ascertained that directly beneath the Late Bronze Age city lie ruins from the
Middle Cycladic period. Despite the piecemeal nature of the information gathered from these shas,
the considerable volume of moveable finds they yielded allows us a glimpse at the society of that time.

Pottery is, as a rule, the most talkative testimony of the history of past societies before the invention
of writing. So, at Akrotiri too, the Middle Cycladic pottery plays its part in helping us to understand the
transformation of the society of farmers and stock-raisers of the Early Bronze Age village into that of
mariners and merchants of the Middle Bronze Age harbour town, who paved the way for the remark-
able cosmopolitan ‘bourgeois’ society of the Late Bronze Age maritime city.

is richly-illustrated two-volume work comes to fill the gap that existed in our knowledge of the
Middle Bronze Age, not just on Thera but in the Aegean generally. Although the period is of short
duration, it is distinguished by rapid advances in technology and trade, which brought the island world
into the vanguard of cultural developments in the Aegean. With her meticulous and insightful study, Dr
Irene Nikolakopoulou gives to scholarship a unique tool for further research into the processes and
dynamics of these archaeologically obscure centuries.

CHRISTOS G. DOUMAS
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I N T r O D U C T I O N

This book examines pottery assemblages from MBA levels at Akrotiri, Thera and related stratigra-
phy. The first volume includes an overview of relevant evidence in the Cyclades, sections on Akrotiri

stratigraphy and chronology, the typology and iconography of local and imported pottery, fabric analy-
sis and manufacture technology, as well as a section on ceramic weaving equipment and an inscribed
loomweight. The second volume presents the catalogue of selected ceramic material by chronological
phase and findspot, plates and drawings. Numbers in bold in the first volume refer to catalogue numbers
in the second volume.

The significance of the results of the excavation of deep trenches for the foundation of the pillars
(hereafter Pillar Pits) of the new shelter of the archaeological site of Akrotiri is hard to overestimate.
These deep stratigraphical trenches revealed a wealth of material, including building remains and arte-
facts of various materials, which significantly enhanced our understanding of the habitation sequence at
the site and the activities of vibrant communities through time, from the earliest settlement in the Late
Neolithic until the final dramatic hours before the volcanic eruption. Moreover, the detailed ceramic se-
quence, combined with valuable analytical evidence on diachronic interaction and external relations of
the settlement, allows for a plausible integrated reading of Bronze Age Aegean history, at least until the
early LBA. As already suspected, it appears that Akrotiri took centre stage in all major episodes and
trends shaping the cultural, economical and political environment in the south Aegean at any given time
during its lifespan. As shown in this book, the MBA is no exception; rather, it emerges as a crucial pe-
riod in terms of cultural dynamics, which thanks to new evidence can now be evaluated and appreciated
in its own terms and not just as a prelude to the thriving LC I sequel.

However strong the emphasis may be on aspects of ceramic study shedding light on issues of
chronology and production and consumption patterns, there is a certain quality of the Akrotiri MC ce-
ramic assemblage that is quite literally hard to overlook: the captivating iconography of the vases is very
provocative, both in terms of insights in the symbolic realm and vocabulary of the MC community and
also in relation to the emergence of large-scale painting epitomised in the LC I wall paintings from the
site. The presentation of the relevant material in this book is undoubtedly expected to open new re-
search avenues on this “new chapter in Aegean art”.

Furthermore, the MBA material from Akrotiri enables us to take a fresh, and perhaps more com-
posed, look at the long-debated issue of the expansion of the Minoan influence in the Aegean. Focussing
on the origins of this phenomenon, several aspects of its manifestation are teased out in the following
chapters. Certainly, many questions still remain unanswered; however, it is acknowledged that strands
of pertinent evidence coming up from individual sites will eventually contribute to an informed reap-
praisal of this complex and much intriguing issue.
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1 . T h E M I D D L E B r O N z E A G E
I N T h E C y C L A D E S A N D A K r O T I r I , T h E r A

1 . 1 . T h E M I D D L E B r O N z E A G E I N T h E C y C L A D E S :
A r E v I E W O f T h E E v I D E N C E

“In every island of the Aegaean Sea, on almost every barren rock I might say, are found abundant traces of
a vast pre-historic empire; and if the race was not far advanced in the arts of civilisation, it must at all events
have had great numerical force; and when I say that there are now twenty-two inhabited Cyclades some of
them having a population of only a few hundreds, I may as well add that in those prehistoric times, there must
have been at least fifty thickly inhabited islands, 43 most of which are now visited only in summer by herds-
men with their flocks.”1

Bent visited the islands of Thera and Melos soon after Fouqué had published the results of French in-
vestigations on the islands of Thera and Therasia and twelve years before the British launched the

excavations at Phylakopi. Similar to other travellers,2 he noted prehistoric remains and other antiquities
on the Cyclades in his accounts,3 and even conducted small-scale excavations on Antiparos and collected
objects that appealed to him. Before the Phylakopi excavations, evidence for the prehistoric cultures of
the Cyclades mainly consisted of marble figurines and ceramics; pottery from Thera assumed a central
role in dating and stylistic approaches. Bent compares the (EC) finds from Antiparos with Theran finds
from the French expeditions,4 and the early excavators at Phylakopi refer to “the three general periods
of pre-Mycenaean pottery, the primitive, the intermediate, and the Theraean (sic)”.5 It is only after large-
scale investigations in Crete had started that comparisons between the “Minoan” and the “Cycladic”
cultures came forth, promoted by Mackenzie, a key-figure in both Phylakopi and Knossos excavations.
Still, terminology in the 1904 Phylakopi publication revolves around labels of a general character, such
as “Cycladic Age” or “Cycladic Period”, “Cycladic Civilisation” and “pre-Cycladic era” (for the Neolithic
Period).6 Tsountas in his publication of EC tombs refers to “graves of the Cycladic era” («τάφους τινάς
της κυκλαδικής εποχής»);7 in his pioneering work, he hesitantly accepts an absolute dating for the floruit
of the “Cycladic civilisation” in the second half of the 3rd mill. BC, while stating also the possibility that
the period lasts until the beginning of the 2nd mill. BC.8

The tripartite chronological and classificatory system adopted in Crete probably accounts for the “Cities”
system at Phylakopi. Dating of levels at Phylakopi often falls back on the established periods in Crete and
Egypt.9 However, the tripartite system and terminology for the Cycladic cultures (Early, Middle and

1. BENT - GARSON 1884, 42-3.
2. See e.g. TOURNEFORT 1741; ROSS 1840; 1845; WEIL 1876;

DÜMMLER 1886.
3. BENT 1885.
4. In BENT - GARSON 1884, 58.
5. HOGARTH et al. 1897-8, 41, also 45-6, on published Theran

MC vases in DUMONT - CHAPLAIN 1888.

6. ATKINSON et al. 1904, see e.g. 229, 238-9, 241-3, 246.
7. TSOUNTAS 1898, 138.
8. Ibid., 204-5.
9. “The lower levels of the Second City at Phylakopi were con-

temporary with the Middle Minoan period at Cnossos and
with the Twelfth Dynasty in Egypt” in ATKINSON et al.
1904, 231-2.
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Late) did not actually catch up until the 1960s, when systematic archaeological research spread out to a
number of islands10 and major campaigns were initiated in Kea11 and Thera.12

Along these lines, the descriptive rather than thoroughly chronological terminology for Cycladic
pottery attributions persisted in scholarship until recent years (e.g. the culture groups terminology for
the EC period and “Cycladic White” and “Bichrome” terms for the MC Melian and Theran pottery).
A notable degree of regionalism in the ceramic production of the Cycladic communities until the period
of the Minoan influence and the lack of a comprehensive sequence in most islands, with a few exceptions
that serve as type-sites, may account for this rather dispersed model of chronological attributions and ce-
ramic terminology for the Cyclades. Recent re-evaluations of material from early excavations, alongside
important new evidence and implementation of analytical techniques on pottery studies, certainly allow
for more refined and integrated approaches to site sequences and ceramic production. Nevertheless, the
picture emerging from in-depth material culture studies on an intra- and inter-site level in the Cyclades
cautiously suggests that sub-phasing labels taken from the terminology used in Minoan studies is not a
promising avenue for a pan-Cycladic approach. A most illustrative example is the complex picture of
EC-MC transition and the internal subdivisions of the MC period. As with other periods, the study of
MC ceramic production and stratified imports at each site constitutes the main tool for any integrated
chronological venture. An outline of the history of relevant research and the current state of affairs in MC
studies, with emphasis on the ceramic record, is presented below as food for thought on the above re-
marks. Reports of new finds from islands where this period was not attested in the past are most en-
couraging signs for future discoveries, as there are still too many blank spots on the map. Comprehensive
lists of MC sites as indicated by finds from explorations, surveys and systematic investigations with rel-
evant references are included in a number of significant scholarly works.13

Phylakopi on Melos has effectively dominated the field of Cycladic Bronze Age studies for more
than a century. Revisions of terminology and re-evaluations of stratigraphical evidence in recent years
are the result of thorough study by expert colleagues. Some antiquities said to come from this site and
offered for sale in Athens,14 alongside interesting results from an examination of the ground,15 led the
British School to conduct excavations at Phylakopi from 1896-1899, with results published in an
exemplary work soon after.16 The next season followed in 1910, when major excavations in Crete and
the Mainland were in progress, with a view to clarifying matters of stratigraphy and correlations.17 Over
the years, reviews and synthetic works based on earlier material, as well as new excavations and an in-
tensive survey conducted in 1974-77, resulted in a series of outstanding publications, including mono-
graphs18 and extensive papers.19 Recently, consolidation, restoration and clearing works at the site were
undertaken by the Greek Archaeological Service.20 Publications in preparation include the re-examina-
tion of the 1896-1899 excavation material kept in the National Archaeological Museum at Athens, as well
as the results from recent research and works at the site.

10. See also DOUMAS 1977, 27-8.
11. CASKEY 1962; 1964; 1966; 1971.
12. MARINATOS 1968-1974.
13. SCHOLES 1956; RENFREW 1972, Appendix I; BARBER 1974,

50; 1978; HOPE SIMPSON - DICKINSON 1979; PAPA-

GIANNOPOULOU 1991, Appendix I, Chapter 1; see also
DAVIS 2001; DAVIS et al. 2001.

14. ATKINSON et al. 1904, 1-2.

15. WEIL 1876, 246; DÜMMLER 1886, 26.
16. ATKINSON et al. 1904.
17. DAWKINS - DROOP 1910-11.
18. RENFREW - WAGSTAFF eds.1982; RENFREW 1985; REN-

FREW - EVANS 2007; SHERRATT 2000.
19. Ε.g. BARBER 1974; 1984; 2008; WHITELAW 2004a; 2005;

BRODIE 2009.
20. ArchDelt 56-59 B'6 (2001-4), 142-4.
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A configuration of the basic characteristics and wares of the MC pottery took shape already in the
publication of the early excavations in the detailed accounts of the material of the Second Phylakopi
City, taken to correspond to the Middle Minoan period in Crete. Ceramics described under the cate-
gories of “Pottery of the Early Mycenaean style with designs in matt Black”21 and “Pottery of the Early
Mycenaean period with designs in Black and Red”22 formed the reference types for most subsequent
studies on MC pottery, with the terminology changing in later years into “Cycladic White matt painted”
or “Bichrome ware”. Slipped and Burnished ware was given due attention as a major MC ceramic class
only after Dawkins and Droop’s work in 1910/1911. Recent publications include refined approaches to
MC ceramic wares and types,23 while analytical work on fabrics is expected to promote identification
tools for the distinction between Theran and Melian buff fabrics. Ceramics of the First City are classi-
fied as EC IIIB material in Phylakopi publications,24 although its affiliations with the early MC period
are generally acknowledged,25 while the Second City material is generally accepted to correspond to an
advanced stage in the MC period.26 With reference to Cretan imports, the earliest material is MM IB–
IIA, most are assigned to MM IIB, and rather less to MM IIIA.27

Material from the early excavations and other vessels said to come from Melos, among which many
vases and sherds from the First and Second Cities levels, found their way to various museums in Europe
and north America. Inevitably, most lack valid stratigraphical associations; however, a comprehensive ty-
pological study of MC pottery from Phylakopi is not possible without reference to these groups. Vases
and sherds from Phylakopi are kept and exhibited at the National Archaeological Museum in Athens,28

the Melos Museum,29 the British Museum in London,30 the Ashmolean Museum in Oxford,31 the
Fitzwilliam Museum in Cambridge,32 the Liverpool Museum,33 the Winchester College,34 the Musée
National de Céramique in Sèvres,35 the Louvre in Paris,36 the Metropolitan Museum of Art in New
York,37 the Museum of Fine Arts in Boston38 and the National Museum in Copenhagen.39 Other vases
with provenance most probably from Melos/Phylakopi include a jug in the Musée d’ Art et d’ Histoire
in Genève,40 a group of eight vases in the Antikensammlung of the State Museum in Berlin,41 and a ker-
nos at the Fogg Art Museum of Harvard University, Norbert Schimmel Collection.42

21. ATKINSON et al. 1904, 108-118.
22. Ibid., 118-123.
23. Ε.g. BARBER 2007.
24. See most recently RENFREW - EVANS 2007, 157-176, Phase

B material.
25. See e.g. BARBER 1983; 2007, 181.
26. BARBER 2007, 181-264, Phase C material.
27. HOOD 2007.
28. ATKINSON et al. 1904; ZERVOS 1957; SAPOUNA-SAKEL-

LARAKIS 1973; PAPATHANASSOPOULOS 1981. The unpub-
lished material kept in the storerooms is currently under
study by R.L.N. Barber and a team of expert colleagues.

29. BARBER 2008.
30. ZERVOS 1957; FITTON 1989 (1999); THIMME 1976.
31. SHERRATT 2000.
32. The nucleus of the collection consists of the collection made

by Colonel W.M. Leake. GARDNER 1897; LAMB 1936;
THIMME 1976.

33. MEE - DOOLE 1993, 20-22, pl. 6. The vases were presented
to the Museum by J.P. Droop.

34. The material was bequeathed to Winchester College in
1949 by the architect Thomas Dinham Atkinson (1864-
1948), who participated in the excavations in 1899. He later
served as architectural advisor to the College. It is worth
noting that some fragments join sherds kept in Oxford,
Ashmolean Museum and Cambridge, Fitzwilliam Museum.
See http://www.winchestercollege.org/UserFiles/Winches-
ter%20College%20Phylakopi% 20catalogue%20for% 20web
%20site.pdf. I would like to thank Andreas Vlachopoulos for
bringing this material to my attention.

35. ZERVOS 1957.
36. LAMBRINO 1928, 4, II E, PL. 5.
37. VON BOTHMER 1979; PICÓN 2006.
38. FAIRBANKS 1928, 66-70. These are one vase and twelve frag-

ments, a gift of the National Museum in Athens, apparently
from Phylakopi.

39. BLINKENBERG - JOHANSEN 1924, II E, 28-9, pls. 34-5.
40. LAEMMEL 1998.
41. DOUMAS 2013a, 46.
42. HOFFMANN 1964, pl. 1.
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A vivid picture of the wide dispersal of the material is offered in the publication of vases from Phylakopi
in the Metropolitan Museum of Art in New York,43 with an appendix listing twenty-one comparable ker-
noi to the vase currently in the Metropolitan Museum: five are in Athens (four in the National Museum
and one in the British School Collection), two in Cambridge (Fitzwilliam Museum), one in Copenhagen
(National Museum), one in Jerusalem (Israel Museum), four in London (British Museum), one in Naxos
Museum, one in New York (Metropolitan Museum of Art), three in Oxford (Ashmolean Museum), one
in Paris (Bibliothèque Nationale), and two in Sèvres (Musée National de Céramique in Sèvres).44 Of
those, eleven are reported as “from Melos or probably from Melos”, either from Phylakopi or tombs near
Phylakopi, eight as “provenance unknown”, one “found in a late Mycenaean tomb at Perati, Attica” and one
“from Naxos, but exact provenance unknown”. It is worth noting that, intact vases with unspecified prove-
nance, reputedly from Melos, i.e. not from the Phylakopi excavations, could have been looted from tombs
before the systematic excavations began, as already noted by early excavators.45 A remarkable kernos of
unknown provenance is currently in the Benaki Museum at Athens; it bears incised decoration of
schematic human figures on a dark background.

On the island of Melos and apart from Phylakopi, interesting vase assemblages are published from ri-
vari. These groups were either formed during secondary ritual/burial practices46 or were handed by lo-
cals to the Ephorate, thus lacking context.47 In both cases, their chronology spans the EC II-early MC
periods (Keros-Syros, Kastri and Phylakopi I groups), based on typological and stylistic observations.

As mentioned above, prehistoric pottery from Thera and Therasia was already known to the scholarly
world before the launch of the excavations at Phylakopi in 1896, appearing in the publication by Fouqué
of the results of the 1866-7 excavations at the Alaphouzos quarries in Therasia,48 including an account
of the excavations conducted by Gorceix and Mamet at Akrotiri, Balos and Archangelos.49 Another
account of early investigations is found in Hiller von Gaertringen’s work,50 which includes a report of
Zahn’s excavations at Potamos (Kamaras), to the east of the site at Akrotiri, in 1899. Vases from Thera
formed parts of private collections already in the 19th c.,51 while material from the early excavations, in-
cluding some MC vases, ended up in the Louvre in Paris,52 the French School of Athens collection,53 the
British Museum in London54 and the Liverpool Museum.55 An integrated research project on Therasia,
aiming at a diachronic study of a small insular community, was initiated in 2007, including survey of
Therasia and investigation of its archaeological sites (EBA and MBA site at Moni Koimisis and LBA site

43. PICÓN 2006.
44. One more kernos to be added to this list is published in MEE

- DOOLE 1993, 20, no. 218, pl. 6, possibly from Melos, pre-
sented to the Liverpool Museum by J. Mayer in 1867.

45. ATKINSON et al. 1904, 80; DAWKINS - DROOP 1910-11, 6-
7.

46. TELEVANTOU 2008a.
47. SAMPSON - FOTIADI 2008.
48. FOUQUÉ 1879.
49. GORCEIX 1870; GORCEIX - MAMET 1870; 1871. The most

comprehensive account of early research and excavations in
Thera and Therasia is presented in TZACHILI 2006.

50. HILLER VON GAERTRINGEN 1899-1909.
51. TZACHILI 2006, 56-8. Two jugs in Paris, possibly MC, are

reported as gifts from Bory de Saint-Vincent from his col-
lection in 1844 (LAMBRINO 1928, 1, II B, nos. 3, 6, pl.1). A
LC I juglet from Therasia was donated to the British Mu-
seum by Mrs Theodore Bent (date of acquisition 1926), see

ECONOMIDOU 1995.
52. POTTIER 1922, II B d, nos. 1-4, pl. 1, of which nos. 1 and 2

are two MC matt-painted jugs; on MC jugs at the Louvre
connected with Fouqué’s research see TZACHILI 2006, 68-
70.

53. On Gorceix and Mamet finds of 1870 see TZACHILI 2006,
79-80; DUMONT - CHAPLAIN 1888; RENAUDIN 1922;
MAFFRE 1972; MERRILLEES 2001.

54. Two fragments of LC I jugs/jars, one fragment of LM IA
jar and one fragment of a MC jug are listed in the online
collection of the British Museum, with Thera mentioned as
findspot. These fragments were donated to the BM by Al-
bert Dumont in 1876. One LC I cup fragment also found
in Thera was donated to the BM by Rev. Tozer in 1874.

55. MEE - DOOLE 1993, 23, no. 250, pl. 6. This is a miniature
amphora with two crescent handles, with Thera listed as its
provenance, presented to the Museum by R. C. Bosanquet,
possibly by 1909 or 1912.
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at Alaphouzos quarries).56 With reference to the Theran micro-archipelago, special mention must be made
to an assemblage from the islet of Christiana,57 which presents interesting features in chronological terms.

At Akrotiri, pottery of the MC period was identified by S. Marinatos in sherd material over the
years of the large-scale excavations of the LC I settlement conducted from 1967 to 1973.58 Later on, and
before the launch of the excavations for the new roof project, MC pottery was identified in material
from debris layers, mainly from a deposit excavated in 1978 in front of room Delta 20 (sounding A),
while intact vases were found in the soundings beneath the floors of the West House (rooms 3C, 4, 5).59

The publication of this material resulted in a significant breakthrough in Cycladic studies, as, even from
the limited evidence available, it became clear that the main MC pottery wares attested at Phylakopi
were also produced at Akrotiri, i.e. Bichrome, Cycladic White, Slipped and Burnished, in comparable
vase types and decorative techniques; moreover, valid external correlations were established and ana-
lytical techniques were applied towards an integrated examination of the Akrotiri MC ceramic pro-
duction. To this evidence, and following the outline suggested in the present volume, one must add the
ceramic material identified as contemporary with Phylakopi City I, copiously retrieved in most cases in
fills of later periods and published in meticulous detail.60 However, a refined subdivision of the Theran
MC period in stratigraphic or ceramic terms, similar to that proposed for Phylakopi and Ayia Irini, was
not possible for Akrotiri at that stage of research and the material was broadly dated to either EC IIIB-
early MC or to a late stage of the MC period. During the years 1999-2002, excavation of stratigraphical
trenches opened for the foundation of the pillars for the new roof of the site yielded substantial MC as-
semblages, the most representative of which are presented in this volume with emphasis on the strati-
graphical sequence, the distinct typological, ware and technological features of Theran MC ceramic
material and its external correlations.

On Thera, and apart from Akrotiri, MC material has been retrieved from the Chiotopoulos quarry
((ftellos)),61 from a building with three rock-cut areas, the Karageorghis quarry ((Ayios Ioannis
Eleemon)),62 from rock-cut chamber tombs, and the Mavrommatis quarry,63 from a partially investi-
gated building. One tall askos was found in Ifaistos quarry, in the vicinity of Ftellos, while two other
MC vases of unknown provenance were handed in by locals.64

A further significant advance in MC studies has been the extensive excavation of the site of Ayia Irini
on Kea in the 1960s under the directorship of J. Caskey.65 A system of Periods (Ayia Irini I-VII), inte-
grating stratigraphical, architectural and ceramic evidence, is adopted in the latest publications. A gap
is attested in the habitation of the site from Ayia Irini Period III (late EC II) to Ayia Irini Period IV
(early MC). The presentation of rich MBA levels from Ayia Irini Period IV66 and Period V67 and the ex-
tensive MC cemeteries,68 including the detailed presentation of the clear architectural sequence, has

56. The project is carried out by the Aristotle University of
Thessaloniki (C. Palyvou), the University of Crete (I. Tza -
chili), the Ionian University (K. Sbonias) and the Ephorate
of Antiquities of the Cyclades (M. Efstathiou). 

57. DOUMAS 1976.
58. MARINATOS 1968-1974. It is important to point out that

Akrotiri ceramic material was never selectively discarded
ever since the beginning of the excavations in 1967, in con-
trast to practices applied in most other major excavations in
the southern Aegean. This remark is pertinent to the vali -
dity of qualitative and quantitative methods and emphasises
the need for a cautionary approach to general assessments
of types and wares when applied only to selected and kept
ceramic record.

59. PAPAGIANNOPOULOU 1990; 1991, 26-69; MARTHARI
1990b.

60. SOTIRAKOPOULOU 1996; 1999.
61. MARTHARI 1982; 1993a, 14-16; 2001.
62. PAPAGIANNOPOULOU 1991, 30-2; MARTHARI 1993a, 17-

20; 2001.
63. TELEVANTOU 1989.
64. MARTHARI 2001, 113-4. 
65. See CASKEY 1962; 1964; 1966; 1971 for excavation reports;

CASKEY 1972 on a conspectus of the pottery; CASKEY 1979
on the periods of occupation.

66. OVERBECK 1989a.
67. DAVIS 1986.
68. G. OVERBECK in OVERBECK 1989a, 184-205.
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redirected research to questions of internal site sequence, regionalism and external correlations, as mani -
fested in the affiliations of the site with the material culture of MH Mainland Greece and MM Crete. In
Period IV assemblages, local fabric is described as brick-red, micaceous, often with inclusions of white
quartz, appearing mainly in Burnished, Light on Dark, Yellow Slipped and Plain wares.69 Significant
quantities of Matt-painted ware in buff fabric occur, suggested to originate mostly from Melos, with a
lesser amount coming from the Mainland along with Grey Minyan ware. Cretan imports include poly-
chrome fineware and mostly date to MM II. In Period V, local fabric is described as most often reddish
brown with variations in colour to dark grey, with plentiful inclusions of weathered schist, and appears
in Painted on Yellow Slip, Painted on Burnished surface, Painted on Plain surface, Unpainted Burnished
and Unpainted Plain wares. Imports from Melos, in Painted and Slipped and Burnished wares, Crete,
mostly of MM IIB-IIIA date, and the Mainland have been identified. The Cretan imports appear to be-
come more common in Ayia Irini Period V.70

A rounded hilltop called Troullos, located some 500 m northwest of Ayia Irini, was investigated in
1966. Remains of an enclosure, buildings and circular structures were uncovered; among the finds, pot-
tery of the MBA was identified. The site probably served as a watchtower or a peak sanctuary.71 A large
scale survey in the northern part of the island resulted in the identification of new sites and an informed
approach to settlement patterns and the history of habitation on Kea. A significant remark based on the
data from this survey suggests that Ayia Irini was the prime centre of the northern part of the island (or
possibly of the entire island) during the late MBA, a pattern identified in other Cycladic islands during
the same period.72

Ceramic groups from small-scale excavations conducted around the year 1900 on Kastro hill at
Paroikia on Paros by Rubensohn and von Gaertringen were presented by Rubensohn73 and re-examined
by Overbeck.74 The uppermost levels yielded a mixture of Geometric and later pottery, followed by a
thick Bronze Age deposit with Mycenaean sherds in its upper levels. The bulk of the pottery comes from
a series of rooms, obviously belonging to the same period, with some modifications over time, while spe-
cific vases are reported as found in situ on the floors; these vases, together with the vast bulk of the sherd
material are evidence for “assigning the settlement to the same time as the final stage of Phylakopi I in
Melos (Phylakopi I.3) and the earlier part of Period IV at Ayia Irini on Kea”.75 This assemblage, the “pot-
tery of the main group”,76 comprises in its majority local vases, of a usually grey fabric with a distinctive
mauve or dark rose tinge and often gold mica, mostly in wares such as Slipped and Burnished, Slipped
and Burnished with added white, Plain and Matt Painted. Types include duck vases, plain, with incised
or matt-painted decoration, pyxides, bowls, barrel jars and jugs. A few specimens of Mainland (Grey
Minyan) and Cretan provenance are mentioned, while “Cycladic White” plain or matt-painted imports
stand out due to their buff fabric. Two smaller ceramic groups are identified, one including mainly EC
material and the other possibly late MC-early LC or even later fragments. 

At Agriokastro on Antiparos, remains of a settlement and a cemetery with built chamber and pit
graves of late MC-early LC I period are currently investigated.77 Of particular interest are the bichrome

69. OVERBECK 1989a, 8-14.
70. DAVIS 1986, 3-6, 81-8.
71. CASKEY 1971, 392-5; SAKELLARAKIS 1996, 92-3. 
72. CHERRY et al. 1991. 
73. RUBENSOHN 1917. Nine sherds ended up in F. Schacher-

meyer collection and are published in PAVÚK - HOREJS

2012, 104-9, fig. 20, pl. 6. 

74. OVERBECK 1989b.
75. Ibid., 2.
76. Ibid., 7-19.
77. VLAZAKI ed. 2012, 284-5, fig. 5; PAPADOPOULOU 2017;

2018. The study of the material from the tombs and a sur-
vey project on Antiparos are currently under way by G. Pa-
padopoulou and I. Nikolakopoulou. 
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nippled jugs in local fabric retrieved from the tombs, some with decoration of birds, alongside imports
from Thera/Melos, Naxos, Mainland Greece and possibly Crete.

On Naxos, the largest island of the Cyclades, evidence for the MC period comes from a limited num-
ber of sites. Survey investigations at the site of Mikre vigla,78 on a promontory on the west coast of
Naxos, yielded a substantial assemblage of pottery, the main corpus of which is dated to the later MC pe-
riod. According to analytical results,79 local specimens of metamorphic-granitic fabric, frequently mi-
caceous, in dark red-brown colours, appear mainly in Plain and Dark Burnished wares. There are
significant ceramic groups in calcareous buff fabrics, including matt painted and some bichrome speci-
mens, suggested to originate from Melos, and Cretan imports dating to MM II-III periods. Unique in
the Cyclades is the group of terracotta anthropomorphic figurines; they are suggested to have been in use
from EC II, probably lasting throughout the MBA and possibly into early LC.80

In zas cave , the highest levels contained finds of the historical periods mixed with Middle and Late
Cycladic wares, including LH IIIC, and much Minyan and MC matt-painted.81 Otherwise, sites with
evidence for MC habitation were identified by C. Tsountas and K. Stephanos; these sites are listed in
gazetteers of the island82 and include Palati/Grotta, Rizokastelia, Chosti, and Petasi. A cist grave at Ailas
(T24) contained pottery of late MC – early LC I date.83 The sparse MC material at Palati/Grotta, in-
cluding a matt-painted jug, from the excavations by N. Kondoleon in the 1940s, remains unpublished.84

It is reported that the site of Kastro was the acropolis of a MC settlement that extended on the lower
area of Grotta.85 MC finds are also reported from rizokastelia,86 while MC sherds have been reco vered
from Petrasi, along with a stone pyxis.87 Remains of a building dating to EC IIIB were uncovered at
Gleisoures88 and surface MC-LC pottery is reported from Kleidi site, at 800 m to the northeast of the
hill of Mikre Vigla.89 Fine decorated MC pottery and building remains are reported from Ayios Myronas
(Louros) at Sangri.90 MC pottery has been recently identified in mixed deposits during research at the
foundation levels of the ancient theatre at Karthaia.

On the islet of Dhaskalio near Keros ,,  sherds assigned to Phylakopi I culture (Phylakopi Phase B)
were reported in a preliminary account to have been found in trenches in the same levels together with
sherds comparable to Phylakopi Phase C material, among which the spout of a “Cycladic White” jug.91

In the final publication of the ceramic deposits from the 2006-8 excavations, the ceramic assemblages of
Dhaskalio Phase C are reported to include along with the Kastri group forms a number of shapes and
feature sherds with typological characteristics, fabrics and elements of surface treatment and decorative
scheme occurring in Early Cycladic III or even early Middle Cycladic contexts elsewhere; Dhaskalio
Phase C is thus taken to represent the later and main phase of the Kastri group at Dhaskalio and to cor-
respond to Early Cycladic III.92

On Amorgos, MBA sherds have been found in the rescue excavation of two plundered Mycenaean
chamber tombs at Xylokeratidi on the north side of the bay at Katapola.93 Early MC vases currently

78. BARBER - HADJIANASTASIOU 1989.
79. VAUGHAN in BARBER - HADJIANASTASIOU 1989, 150-9.
80. Y. Sakellarakis suggested that the site operated as a Minoan

peak sanctuary during the Middle and Late Bronze Age, see
SAKELLARAKIS 1996, 94-96.  

81. DAVIS 2001, 60; ZACHOS 1994.
82. HOPE SIMPSON - DICKINSON 1979; RENFREW 1972; DA-

LONGEVILLE - ROUGEMONT eds. 1993. 
83. ArchDelt 17 (1961-2), 130-1, pls. 63-4. 
84. See VLACHOPOULOS 2016, 119-23, fig. 7.5, with references

to other sites on Naxos. 

85. PHILANIOTOU 2001b, 30, 33.
86. BARBER 1987, 146. 
87. FOTOU 1983, 47.
88. ArchDelt 43 B' (1988), 500, pls. 305a-b; DAVIS et al. 2001,

90.
89. ArchDelt 43 B' (1988), 1988, 497.
90. LEGAKI forthcoming; LEGAKI - MAVROEIDOPOULOS 2017. 
91. RENFREW et al. 2009, 35-37. 
92. SOTIRAKOPOULOU 2016, chapters 4 and 7.
93. DAVIS et al. 2001, 94.
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in the National Museum of Copenhagen form part of assemblages retrieved from tombs in the area of
Arkesini during Dümmler’s explorations in the late 19th c. (especially Tomb G).94 Four beak-spouted
vases, allegedly found on Amorgos in 1894, were purchased by the National Museum of Copenhagen in
1896.95 At the site Asomatos Grabalas, “Pano Livadi”, ten conical cups of late MC-early LC I date
were found deposited in five rock fissures/pits, together with animal bones, shells and a triangular bronze
knife (?).96 MC sherds are reported from Katiforida and Markiani.97

Andros, the second largest island in the Cyclades, was long considered a black hole in the Cycladic
Bronze Age record and consequently left out of explanatory models of exchange and interaction (e.g. the
“Western String”)98 due to lack of relevant evidence. During a survey in the northwest part of Andros
from 1987 to 1990, MC and LC remains were identified at Mazareko tou fellou, suggested to be the
remains of a peak sanctuary, and a settlement site at Pori yielded sherds of later MC, LC and LM I
types.99 Recent investigations have uncovered large settlements which testify to habitation on the island
from the Neolithic to at least the Middle Bronze Age period.100 Rich architectural and ceramic evidence
from the Neolithic settlements at Mikrogiali, vriokastro and Strofilas, as also from the EC-MC set-
tlement at Plaka confirm the long-suspected important role that the island of Andros must have played
in the prehistoric Aegean trade and interaction routes. The fertile land, the mineral wealth, the strate-
gic position between the northern Cyclades and mainland Greece, the availability of timber as raw ma-
terial for ship-building and the many sheltered bays must have been particularly appreciated and
exploited by the Bronze Age inhabitants.101 For the MC period in particular, important information
comes from the site of Plaka, where habitation is attested in subsequent phases from the EC II until the
mid-MC period. Preliminary reports suggest that the last destruction level includes pottery dated to the
early MC period, with characteristic jugs of “Cycladic White” ware in the early curvilinear style. The two
previous destructions are dated to the EC II/IIIA and the EC IIIB/early MC transitional phases,102 the
latter of which may correlate with relevant material from Akrotiri presented in this volume. Of parti cular
interest are the fragments of rock slabs with pecked figurative decoration (επίκρουστα) found at Plaka,
which present similarities in the technique, scale and iconography to those found at the Neolithic site
of Strofilas,103 possibly indicating cultural and perhaps cult/symbolic affinities.104

Survey and test excavations on Mykonos and nearby islets yielded prehistoric finds of various peri-
ods, including the MC. Finds are mentioned from Palaiokastro in Ano Mera (Neolithic and MC),
Anavolousa (MC), Panayia Eleemonetria (MC), Kalo Livadi (MC) on Mykonos, and the islets
of Baou and Strapodi (MC).105 Massive quantities of worked obsidian are reported from the island of
rheneia, with remains of prehistoric buildings and traces of MC activity.106 There is some evidence for
habitation on Delos in the MBA.107

94. DÜMMLER 1886; BLINKENBERG - JOHANSEN 1924, 30-1, II
D and F, pls. 36-7; GALANAKIS 2013, 189, fig. 7.

95. GALANAKIS 2013, 195.
96. ArchDelt 56-59 B'6 (2001-4), 191. 
97. SOTIRAKOPOULOU 2004, 59-69.
98. See SCHOFIELD 1982.
99. KOUTSOUKOU 1993; DAVIS et al. 2001, 87 with references.
100. TELEVANTOU 2005a; 2005b; 2006.
101. TELEVANTOU 2006, 1.
102. TELEVANTOU 2005b, 916-918, figs. 6-10; 2006, 12-4.
103. TELEVANTOU 2008b.

104. TELEVANTOU 2006, 12-3.
105. SAMPSON 1997. MC pottery is suggested to be “of Main-

land character”. See also SOTIRAKOPOULOU 2010, 827-8,
fig. 3. 

106. DAVIS et al. 2001, 87.
107. GALLET DE SANTERRE 1958, 31ff. (but apparently, apart

from the EC vases, most of the illustrated fragments are
probably LB I and Mycenaean); see GALLET DE SANTERRE

- TRÉHEUX 1947-8, pl. XLVIa, possibly a lower body/base
fragment of a matt-painted panneled cup from the ‘bothros
de l’Artémision’. 
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On Tenos, investigations on vryokastro hill (Akroterion Ourion) have brought to light sub-
stantial remains of retaining or fortification walls, as well as walls of residences, indicating the existence
of an important settlement, preliminary dated by pottery and lithics to MC-early LC.108

On Gyaros, surface MC material was identified at the site of Panayia Antilalousa.109

A tomb excavated in Ayios Loukas on Syros, yielded pottery dating to the early MC period.110 A
substantial number of sites with surface MC pottery is reported from the island.111

Surface MC and LC pottery is reported from Kythnos, from a hill between Arkoudi and Ayia Irini.112

The island of Siphnos was one of the two main sources of silver and lead in the Aegean since at least
the beginning of the 3rd mill. BC. MC pottery is reported from Kastro,113 including Melian imports,
and Ayios Andreas.114

On Pholegandros, surface pottery of the MC period is reported from Pountaki, in the area of
Karavostatis.115

On Ios, pit graves and jar burials dating to the late MC and early LC were found dug into the debris
of the EC settlement at Skarkos.116 MC pottery is reported from Chalara Maganariou ..117

Inter-Cycladic exchanges have been traced mainly on the basis of the circulation of distinctive buff
MC fabrics (“Melian” but also now “Theran”) and of Keian fabrics.118 The imported MC material from
other island sites to Akrotiri is presented in Mathioudaki and Hilditch this volume. Likely imports from
Ayia Irini have been identified at Phylakopi119 and at Kastro, Paroikia.120 At Ayia Irini, in Periods IV and
V, buff matt-painted pottery, suggested to originate from Melos, forms substantial groups.121 A pithoid
jar with bichrome griffins, found in an early LC I level in House A (Period VI) at Ayia Irini, is most
probably a Theran import.122 At Mikre Vigla on Naxos, a group of buff MC decorated pottery is sug-
gested to originate from Melos.123

Diagnostic MC pottery of various fabrics and phases is reported from a number of sites in the Aegean
beyond the Cyclades.124 Keian pottery has been identified in Mainland sites, such as Lerna in Argolid,
Mitrou in the north Euboean gulf, Male Mesi near Tanagra, Kiapha Thiti and the Athenian Agora in At-
tica,125 while pottery from Melos or Thera has been identified in sites in Attica126 (including Kiapha
Thiti/Lamptres127 and Eleusis128), Lerna,129 in Circle B of the Shaft Graves at Mycenae130 and other

108. TOUCHAIS et al. 2001, 982; PHILANIOTOU 2001a, 114;
BARBER 1987, 146. 

109. Information from a paper by M. Marthari presented in the
conference “The Archaeological Work in the Aegean Is-
lands” in 2013. 

110. BARBER 1981.
111. HEKMAN 1994, 67, fig. 9; SOTIRAKOPOULOU 2010, 827-

8, fig. 2. Note that the number of sites assigned to each pe-
riod should be read with care. 

112. SCHOLES 1956, 12, 21, 30. 
113. BROCK - MACWORTH YOUNG 1949, 15, 31-33, 31: nos. 1-

2, pl. 12: 6, 8; SCHOLES 1956, 12; HOPE SIMPSON - DICK-

INSON 1979, 312; SOTIRAKOPOULOU 2000, 85-86.
114. FILIPPAKI 1973, 101; SOTIRAKOPOULOU 2000, 87.
115. MARTHARI 2005b, 302.
116. MARTHARI 2005a, 299-301; 2009a.
117. MARTHARI 2001, 118. 
118. See PAPAGIANNOPOULOU 1991, 258-9.

119. OVERBECK 1982, 39, fn. 13.
120. OVERBECK 1989b, nos. 61, 109.
121. OVERBECK 1989a, 10-11; DAVIS 1986, 83-4.
122. MARTHARI 1998.
123. BARBER - HADJIANASTASIOU 1989. Melian sherds are also

reported from Rizokastelia on Naxos, BARBER 1987, 156. 
124. For the distribution of MC material in Aegina and the east

Aegean see PAPAGIANNOPOULOU 1991, Part III and Ap-
pendix I, Chapter 2 with references; for the distribution of
MC material in Mainland sites see PAPAGIANNOPOULOU

1991, Appendix I, Chapter 3.
125. CREGO 2007 with references.
126. PHILIPPA - TOUCHAIS et al. eds. 2010, passim. 
127. MARAN 1992b; 1993, 203, fig. 1:10-14; KAKAVOYIANNI -

DOUNI 2010, 201, fig. 2. 
128. COSMOPOULOS 2010. 
129. ZERNER 1993, 50; MARTHARI 1993b, 252-3, pl. 32a-b. 
130. MYLONAS 1972/3, pl. 127b2.
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sites.131 Cycladic imports at Aegina originate from Kea and Melos according to macroscopic and petro-
graphic inspection and appear from Phase F (end of EH III) onwards according to recent publications
from stratigraphical trenches; a notable group of MC imports is found in the “Shaft Grave” from
Kolonna IX.132 In Crete, MC pottery has been identified at Knossos, Kommos and other sites, either in
MM contexts or as heirlooms in LM I assemblages.133

In the Dodecanese, material dated to the end of the EBA and broadly comparable to the Phylakopi
I Group in the central Aegean has been retrieved from Asomatos on Rhodes,134 Serraglio on Kos135 and
Daskalio cave in Vathy valley on Kalymnos.136 The ceramic assemblages include dark-faced incised
askoi,137 pyxides and matt-painted wares in the Geometric style. Askoi have also been found in a small
cave at Lindos138 and in an unknown site in Rhodes.139 Continuation of habitation into the MBA is at-
tested at Serraglio on Kos,140 where MC sherds in Bichrome ware have been identified.141 In Daskalio
cave in Vathy valley on Kalymnos, a MBA jug in the curvilinear style imported from the Cyclades and
some imitations of MM types were found.142 MBA habitation is attested at Mt Philerimos on Rhodes,
while recent investigations at the site of Trianda on Rhodes have brought to light evidence for an ex-
tensive MBA settlement.143 No Cycladic imports are as yet reported from these two sites.

A dark-faced incised cylindrical pyxis lid, suggested to be of Theran origin, is reported from Çeşme
Bağlararası on the Urla peninsula, in a later context (phase 2b), correlated with MM III, while MC vases
turn up in contexts contemporary with LM IA in Crete (phase 1).144 Several Cycladic duck vases/askoi
were found in Miletus II levels (late EB II-III), together with EM IIB miniature vases,145 while a frag-
mentary dark on light jug was found in the ash deposit upon Miletus III Hearth C (correlated with MM
IB-IIB);146 however, the shape and the decoration of the fragment do not seem to find good parallels in
the published material from Cycladic sites. At Heraion on Samos, Cycladic askoi with incised decora-
tion were found in Heraion V levels (later stage of EB III)147 and MC cups and beak-spouted jugs have
been identified in MBA levels.148

131. References to material which could be either Cycladic im-
ports or Cycladicising pottery are found in MARAN 1992a
(Pevkakia in Thessaly, sherds in phases 6 and 7) and in
THEOCHARI, PARLAMA and CHATZIPOULIOU 1993, 187,
fig. 3a, pl. 20b. 

132. GAUSS - SMETANA 2007a; 2007b; 2008; KILIAN-DIRL -

MEIER 1997.
133. See MACGILLIVRAY 1984b; 1998, pls. 99, 150; CADOGAN

1984; BETANCOURT 1990, 191-2; KNAPPETT 2006; VAN

DE MOORTEL 2005, 640-1; PANAGIOTAKI 1999, 178-9.
134. MARKETOU 1990b; 1997.
135. MARKETOU 2004.
136. BENZI 1997.
137. Suggested to be imported at both Asomatos and Serraglio

(MARKETOU 1997, 407), with one or more centres of pro-
duction (BENZI 1997).

138. BLINKENBERG 1931.
139. CVA Denmark fasc. 1, 30, pl. 36, 1-2; DIETZ 1974.
140. MARKETOU 2004; VITALE - HANCOCK-VITALE 2010;

2012.
141. ArchDelt 34 B' (1979), 457, pl. 242. 
142. BENZI 1993, 281, pl. 37b; 1997.
143. BENZI 1984; MARKETOU 1988; 1998; 2009a; 2009b.
144. ERKANAL - KESKIN 2009, 101.
145. KOUKA 2013, 574-5.
146. RAYMOND 2009, 146, described as a “white and brown

painted sherd of a Middle Cycladic vase” in RAYMOND

2005, 186. 
147. MILOJčIć 1961, pls. 18, 19.8, 23.1, 24.7–13, 38.16;

KOUKA 2013, 576; 2015, 228.
148. KOUKA 2013, 576; 2014, 54; 2015, 230, fig. 8d.
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1 . 2 .  T h E E X C A v A T I O N S A T A K r O T I r I ,  T h E r A

The prehistoric settlement at Akrotiri, Thera, was discovered by a whimsical combination of luck and
intuition by Spyridon Marinatos, an eminent Greek archaeologist who held key posts in post-war Greek
cultural administration. Minoan Crete was one of his main fields of interest, where his pioneering work
at sites such as Amnisos in northern Crete led him to develop the theory that the decline of the Minoan
civilisation was inflicted by the impact of a contemporary eruption of the Thera volcano in the early
Late Bronze Age. Evidence for destruction mainly in coastal sites of northern Crete was attributed, ac-
cording to his theory, to the effects of a tsunami that hit the northern coast or earthquakes associated
with a catastrophic eruption that sunk the central part of what used to be the “Kallisti” island to the
north of Crete. He put his theory down in writing as early as 1939 in an influential paper,149 in antici-
pation of solid data that would prove his collapse model for Late Bronze Age Crete.

It was not until 1962 that Marinatos decided to investigate Thera in search of the most plausible area
on the island for trial excavations to uncover Bronze Age remains. Modern Santorini is covered by thick
layers of volcanic material which render difficult any attempt to locate evidence for habitation in pre-
eruption levels. Marinatos was led to explore the southern part of the island and the area of modern
Akrotiri in particular, based on a number of reasons that made good sense: the keen archaeologist as-
sumed that a major site would have a harbour, conveniently situated at a bay opposite the northern Cre-
tan centres, in visual contact with Crete and a safe anchorage for boats protected from strong northern
winds. Apart from these topographical attributes, the area south of the modern Akrotiri village enticed
Marinatos because the volcanic layers were much eroded by a torrent and by farmers’ ploughing, acti vities
which had occasionally revealed what appeared to be worked stone blocks. The farmers’ intriguing tes-
timonies for animals “sinking” into cavities in the volcanic material were also taken as serious motivation
to explore what lay beneath. Furthermore, the island of Thera, as also other islands in the Cyclades, had
been visited and explored for ethnographic and archaeological purposes by travellers and scholars, whose
travel memoirs contain accounts of the antiquities observed on the island at the time of their visits.150 A
more scientific approach was initiated by Fouqué, who studied the volcanic eruption of 1860 and
published the results of the 1866-7 excavations at the Alaphouzos quarries in Therasia, also including
in his work an account of the excavations conducted by Gorceix and Mamet at Akrotiri, Balos and
Archangelos.151 An account of these early investigations is found in Hiller von Gaertringen’ work, in-
cluding  a report of Zahn’s excavations at Potamos (Kamaras) in 1899.152 The map published in 1874 by
Mamet, citing the location of his excavations at Favatas, on the eastern side of the ravine where the cur-
rent excavation is taking place, the important results of Zahn’s excavations in 1899 at Potamos (Kama-
ras) further to the east, together with the incidental information from the locals, led Spyridon
Mari natos in 1967 to choose the site of the ravine for his excavations.

It is hard to imagine how Marinatos must have felt when even from the first day of the dig his instinct
proved correct: parts of large two-storied buildings were uncovered, safely packed in ash and pumice
layers, with most of their equipment still preserved in situ. It was soon acknowledged that the excavation
was going to be a time-consuming and difficult operation, not only because of the extent of the site but
also because of the expert skills required in the stabilisation of the architectural features and the con-

149. MARINATOS 1939.
150. TOURNEFORT 1741; ROSS 1840; 1845; BENT 1885.
151. FOUQUÉ 1879; GORCEIX 1870; GORCEIX - MAMET 1870;

1871.

152. HILLER VON GAERTRINGEN 1899-1909. A comprehensive
study of the social context and the finds of early excavations
in Thera and Therasia is published in TZACHILI 2006 with
extensive bibliography.
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servation of wall paintings and organic material uncovered. Long excavation periods from 1967 to 1974,
when Marinatos died unexpectedly at the site, brought to light the LC I settlement, more or less as we
see it today (extensive excavation reports were published in Marinatos 1968-74). 

Under the directorship of Christos Doumas, work in the site focused on excavation of the buildings
revealed, conservation and study of the material. The significance of the archaeological evidence for
Bronze Age Aegean studies, most evident in its wealth and excellent state of preservation, called for an
interdisciplinary approach, which combined archaeological expertise with advances in scientific ap-
proaches in material culture studies. International conferences and a series of papers and doctoral the-
ses realised in the last decades explored various aspects of activity in the settlement, as also the
architecture, wall paintings and ceramic groups, which provided a clear picture of the nature of the set-
tlement and its history.153

It is also most probable that other sites existed on the island, now buried under the thick layers of vol-
canic material or submerged into the caldera basin.154 A number of sites have been identified on the is-
lands of Thera and Therasia, either earlier than or contemporary with LC I Akrotiri.155 Partially
investigated on Thera are the sites of Kamaras in the valley of Potamos (LC I building and pottery),156

Archangelos (LC I walls and pottery),157 Karageorghis quarries (MC graves),158 Phira quarries (EC ceme-
tery)159 and Ftellos (MBA and LBA remains of buildings),160 Mavrommatis quarries (remains of build-
ings, MC and LC I pottery),161 Balos (LBA buildings and possibly earlier),162 the area of Kokkino
Vouno,163 Raos near the modern village of Akrotiri (LC I buildings)164 and Chalarovounia near Em-
poreio (LC I buildings).165 Investigations at Alaphouzos quarries on Therasia (LC I buildings),166 and
the islet of Christiana (built structure and pottery)167 complete the picture of research on the prehis-
tory of the Theran micro-archipelago. According to present evidence, the first indications for re-settle-
ment on Thera after the volcanic eruption come from the area of Monolithos in the eastern part of the
island, where scattered sherds testify to habitation in the 12th c. BC (LH IIIC).168

Marinatos’s concern from the early stages of the excavation to shelter the uncovered parts of the set-
tlement at Akrotiri proved to be crucial for the preservation of the finds. However, the oxidising effects of
the volcanic material and the proximity of the sea had decaying effects on the ironwork of the Dexion pil-
lars supporting the early roof. As a result, a major project for the replacement of the roof of the site started
in 1999, aiming to construct a bio-climatic structure over the extensive LC I site, which covers today 10,750
m2. From an archaeological point of view, the project required the excavation of more than 100 deep
trenches for the foundation of the roof pillars, an operation conducted during 1999–2002. The strati-
graphical trenches, “Freata”, hereafter “Pillar Pits”, of a mean size of 3 by 3 m, reached the bedrock in se veral

153. For a list of publications see DOUMAS 2003, 12-15.
154. The detection of these sites has inevitably been confined

to the surviving parts of the original island. Aston and
Hardy (1990, 357-8, particularly 357 on the pre-eruption
coastline) suggest that the now visible parts are no more
than around 72 % of the possible original area, which is es-
timated to have been c. 108 km². Along these lines, the area
of the modern island which was in existence in Minoan
times is estimated to 65 km²; a further 25 km² have been
added by the eruption, but around 43 km² were also lost in
the caldera enlargement. See however NOMIKOU et al. 2016
for recent research results on the eruption process and the
caldera formation.

155. SPERLING 1973; WAGSTAFF 1978; DAVIS - CHERRY 1990.
156. HILLER VON GAERTRINGEN 1904, 37-42.
157. FOUQUÉ 1879, 122; DOUMAS 1983, 27.

158. MARTHARI 1982, 96; 1987, 268-9; 2001; PAPAGIANNO -
POULOU 1991, 321-3.

159. SPERLING 1973, 32; RAMBACH 2000, 380-1.
160. DOUMAS 1973; MARTHARI 1982; 2001.
161. DOUMAS 1983, 45; TELEVANTOU 1989. 
162. FOUQUÉ 1879, 118 ff.; SPERLING 1973, 53-6; TZACHILI

2006, 173-82.
163. MARINATOS 1968, 55-9; 1969, 35-6.
164. ArchDelt 56-59 B'6 (2001-4), 106-6, with references for

identified neighbouring sites; MARTHARI 2004.
165. ArchDelt 56-59 B'6 (2001-4), 154; MARTHARI 2004. 
166. FOUQUÉ 1879, 94 ff.; SPERLING 1973, 56-61; TZACHILI

2006, 111-45. On the recent research project in Therasia,
see fn. 56.

167. DOUMAS 1976.
168. DOUMAS - WARREN 1979; VLACHOPOULOS 2007a.
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places, down to a great depth from the present circulation level, in some cases 10-18 m, depending on the
thickness of the volcanic layers and the configuration of the surface of the bedrock. The excavation pro-
ceeded at a slow pace, further delayed by rescue operations of delicate organic material, pottery and frag-
ments of wall paintings by skilled conservators. A wealth of new evidence for the history of the settlement
from the Neolithic period through to LC I was uncovered. The results were beyond expectations, both in
the quantity and quality of the finds and in their significance for the character of each subsequent habita-
tion level.169

The history of habitation in the settlement was established long before the recent stratigraphical exca-
vations. Limited material, mostly pottery and marble figurines, mainly retrieved from later contexts, testi-
fied to habitation in the Neolithic and the EBA, while ceramic material from the MBA period was also
identified. This early material was extensively treated in monographs and papers and constituted until re-
cently the main evidence for the levels underlying the LC I settlement.170 The excavation of the trenches not
only validated the previous remarks on the long history of the site habitation, but also allowed for more re-
fined observations due to the wealth of the ceramic and architectural material retrieved. 

What became obvious from the stratigraphical excavation was the significance of the configuration of
the surface of the bedrock for the study of the stratigraphy, nature and extent of the habitation levels at
Akrotiri.171 The bedrock appears to form a ridge, roughly in a north-south direction, under the LC I Sec-
tors Beta and Delta. It is encountered at a greater depth to the east, as it slopes sharply to the east-south-
east, forming a ravine towards the sea. It seems therefore that Bronze Age Akrotiri was built on a small
peninsula, surrounded by sea to the west and east. Moreover, the settlement would have benefited not from
one but two bays for safe anchorage, an important feature for the site’s maritime activities diachronically.172

The bedrock formation apparently constituted a crucial factor in decision-making for the layout of the
subsequent settlements, as evidenced by the deposition of debris layers and the architectural phases and
modifications at different time periods. For this reason a concerted approach is needed for a plausible read-
ing of the evidence from the stratigraphical trenches, especially since it is only rarely that all the subsequent
habitation phases are represented in one trench.

The sorting of the ceramic material from the trenches in the years following the excavation resulted in
a preliminary classification of assemblages in broad chronological horizons. Suffice it to say that the Pillar
Pits excavation added 1731 large crates of pottery (dim. 0.60 × 0.18 × 0.38 m, each weighing c. 15 kg when
full) to the 1809 crates retrieved until 1999 (after conservation work for restorable vases), and c. 4000 en-
tries of catalogued vases and sherds to the site’s ceramic inventory. The detailed typological study of the pot-
tery of each period will allow for refined chronological subphasing of the habitation sequence. An outline
of the chronological sequence, attributes and correlations of each period at Akrotiri from the Neolithic pe-
riod to the volcanic destruction is summarised in Table 1.1 below. A scheme based on ‘horizons’ is sug-
gested, drawing on published evidence for each period. The Neolithic and EBA are designated as “Akrotiri
I” and “Akrotiri II” respectively, with further subphasing based on distinct ceramic groups for lack of co-
herent architectural evidence.173 The MBA is divided into “Akrotiri III” and “Akrotiri IV”, the first corre-
sponding to Phase A, the second to Phases B-D, based on stratigraphic, architectural and ceramic
evidence. Finally, “Akrotiri V” and “Akrotiri VI” are assigned to LC I, early and late, distinguished by
architectural mo difications in the LC I settlement and ceramic attributes.174

169. For preliminary reports on the excavation and the finds see
PETRAKOS 2000; 2001; 2002; DOUMAS 2002.

170. SOTIRAKOPOULOU 1990; 1996; 1998; 1999. PAPAGIAN -
NOPOULOU 1990; 1991.

171. Cf. similar observations on Ayia Irini deposits in OVER-
BECK 1989a, 1-2.

172. DOUMAS 2014.
173. SOTIRAKOPOULOU 1999; 2008; MAVRIDIS 2007, 179-201;

forthcoming; KARIOTIS forthcoming; KARIOTIS et al.
forthcoming; WILSON 2013.

174. MARTHARI 1984; 1990b; 1993a; PALYVOU 1984; NIKO-
LAKOPOULOU 2003.
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AKrOTIrI ArChITECTUrE / ChrONOLOGy LOCAL CErAMIC AEGEAΝ
STrATIGrAPhy GrOUPS COrrELATIONS
Sparse ceramic material LN I Saliagos
in secondary deposits Ftelia

I One deposit LN II/FN Kephala
from Pillar Pit 35N Strofilas
(chamber 1, lowest level) Ayia Irini I

EC I Grotta-Pelos Phylakopi 0 (Phase A1)
EM I

Rock-cut chambers EC I late Kampos EM I late
Walls EC II early175 Keros - Syros Phylakopi 0 (Phase A2)

II Deposits occasionally Ayia Irini II
stratified Skarkos
under MC Phase A Kolonna B

EM IIA
EC II late Kastri Ayia Irini III 

EM IIB
Kolonna C
Lefkandi I

Backfill deposits in EC III (?) - Akrotiri Phase A Phylakopi I-ii/iii 
rock-cut chambers early MC (Phase B)

III Building material in MM I
walls and floors of areas Kolonna F-H
used in MC

Contents and backfills MC early Akrotiri Phase B Phylakopi II-ii (?) 
of MC houses (Phase C)

Ayia Irini IV
IV Kolonna I

MM II
Contents and backfills MC late Akrotiri Phase C Phylakopi II-iii
of MC houses (Phase C)

Ayia Irini V
Backfill deposits MC late Akrotiri Phase D MM IIB/IIIA
Layout of new LC I Kolonna J
buildings and open areas
Repairs, additions in LC I LC I early “Seismic Destruction Phylakopi III (Phase D)
buildings Level” Ayia Irini VI

V Re-surfacing of streets and MM IIIB/early LM IA
open spaces Kolonna K 

LH I
LC I buildings and contents LC I late “Volcanic Destruction Phylakopi III (Phase D)
as found covered by volcanic Level” Ayia Irini VI
material LM IA late

VI Re-surfacing of streets and  Kolonna K
openareas /reorganisation due LH I
to earthquakes before the  
volcanic eruption

TABLE 1.1. Stratigraphic and chronological sequence at Akrotiri, Thera and select Aegean correlations. 
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The Late Neolithic period is represented by sherds found mainly in debris material of later periods, as
was also the case with similar sherds studied in the past,176 as also from a limited number of deposits dat-
ing to LN-EC I period mainly from rock-cut chambers, dug into the ignimbrite layer.177 The distribu-
tion of Late Neolithic sherds in the area of the settlement is mainly attested in the south and central
sector (although not exclusively); it does not necessarily indicate the location of the actual site or the ex-
tent of the Late Neolithic habitation.178

Substantial evidence for the Early Cycladic period comes from rock-cut chambers deposits and de-
bris strata and structures uncovered above the bedrock. The chambers are occasionally of large dimen-
sions and were backfilled with compact debris consisting of stones, earth and sherds. The distribution
of the chambers in the area of the settlement is wide. In most cases, small circular pits were dug into the
bedrock immediately above the roof and/or on the floor of the chambers. Pottery of almost all the phases
of the Early Cycladic period, and occasionally of the early MC period, is represented in the different fill
deposits.179 The original function of the chambers cannot be specified,180 due to the secondary nature of
the backfill deposits, which mostly consist of debris from an Early Cycladic settlement, the exact loca-
tion and extent of which is not yet known. The pottery provides a terminus ante quem for the con-
struction and the use of the chambers and signifies the time they were abandoned and backfilled. Future
study of the finds is expected to clarify the nature of the Early Cycladic habitation and use of space in
the excavated area. Otherwise, there is limited evidence from architectural remains and rare primary de-
posits that would allow reconstructions of habitation patterns and settlement organisation. 

The Middle Cycladic period is represented by architectural finds and primary and secondary de-
posits, the nature of which is presented in this book.181 With reference to the Late Cycladic I habitation
levels, the recent excavation revealed parts of buildings at the perimeter of the area so far excavated,182

enabled the investigation of the contents of rooms of various buildings183 and provided significant in-
formation on the activities of the inhabitants before the volcanic eruption, especially in the area of open
spaces, such as streets and squares.184

Inevitably, many questions remain unanswered, both for the later and the earlier habitation phases,
due to the nature of the rescue excavation and the slow pace of the study of the material, imposed by its
quantity. Marinatos’ theory on the direct causal effect of the volcanic eruption on the collapse of the
Minoan civilisation is no longer sustained in current scholarship. Undoubtedly, the virtual eclipse of a
major trading centre in the southern Aegean must have severely disrupted trade and navigation routes
as well as exchange patterns in the wider area, not least since Akrotiri was a central node in southern
Aegean exchange networks from the EBA onwards.185 The evidence for the MBA presented below is
solid testimony for the origins and the attributes of a flourishing settlement, which continued to pros-
per in LC I until its unexpected end with the volcanic eruption.

175. See WILSON 2013 for the distinction of two ceramic phases
in EC II early; according to this refined sequence, the rele-
vant groups from Akrotiri date to a stage earlier than that
assigned to EC II early groups from Phylakopi, Ayia Irini
and Skarkos.

176. SOTIRAKOPOULOU 1999, 87-91.
177. KARIOTIS et al. forthcoming.
178. SOTIRAKOPOULOU 2008; MAVRIDIS forthcoming.
179. KARIOTIS forthcoming; KARIOTIS et al. forthcoming; NI-

KOLAKOPOULOU forthcoming a; WILSON 2013.
180. On the proposed domestic or funerary use see SOTI-

RAKOPOULOU 2008 and DOUMAS 2008 respectively; see
also MARTHARI 1982; 2001.

181. For preliminary reports see NIKOLAKOPOULOU et al. 2008;
NIKOLAKOPOULOU forthcoming d.

182. MOSCHOU - KARNAVA forthcoming.
183. AKRIVAKI forthcoming; KRIGA forthcoming; VLACHO -

POULOS forthcoming.
184. GEORMA - SOPHIANOU forthcoming; NIKOLAKOPOULOU

2003.
185. On the effects of the removal of Thera from a “dynamic

network model” see KNAPPETT EVANS - RIVERS 2011.
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2 . 1 . C H R O N O L O G Y :
T H E M I D D L E B R O N Z E A G E P H A S E S A T A K R O T I R I

The definition of the Cycladic MBA in relative chronological terms, within the tripartite scheme
developed for contemporary cultural horizons in Crete and the Mainland, has proved to be a frus-

trating scholarly exercise. The fact that no wide consensus is reached on the use of the terms MC I-III
and their external correlations may serve as an eloquent example of how rigid methodological models
selectively ignore discontinuities or particularities in local sequences. Along the same lines, the term
“gap” has been used in scholarly literature as a catch-all description for disruption in a regional cultural
sequence, in a site’s habitation history, in absolute and relative chronological terms and, last but not
least, to compensate for lack of archaeological evidence or insight in research. In the case of the Cycladic
island cultures, it is now widely acknowledged that internal subdivisions within each site sequence con-
stitute the most reliable practice to avoid interpretative pitfalls resulting from the application of “blan-
ket” terminology. In this framework, the new evidence from the stratigraphical trenches at Akrotiri is
expected to promote our understanding of habitation sequence at the site and allow for a refinement
of chronological phasing and relevant terminology.

As a working hypothesis, it is accepted that the MBA period in the Cyclades is defined as a coherent
chronological horizon encompassing distinct, largely comparable material culture groups and practices
in the islands, broadly corresponding with the MH period in Mainland Greece and the MM period in
Crete. However, its beginning and its end are still a matter of debate, the former inherently linked to the
issue of how and when the EBA cultures ceased or transformed, the latter marked by the socio-political
circumstances that prevailed in the southern Aegean with the rise of the New Palaces in Crete and the
“Minoanising” effect.

The date of the volcanic eruption at Thera lies at the heart of the ongoing debate on the absolute
chronology of the Aegean Bronze Age.1 The stratigraphic nature of the Pillar Pits excavation offered a
unique opportunity to examine a sequence of samples from well-defined archaeological contexts for the
purposes of absolute dating. Several samples of organic matter have been collected during the excavations
from all phases representing the habitation sequence of the site and were made available for radiocarbon
dating. Results of the analysis of three samples have been published by S. Manning, while preliminary
results of a set of 22 samples have been published by Y. Maniatis.2 The three samples analysed by S.
Manning come from a charred compressed seed block from locus M31/67 N069, in Pillar Pit 67N.

1. For arguments and reviews on ‘high’ and ‘low’ chronol-
ogy see WARREN 1984; 1990; 1998; WARREN - HANKEY
1989; MANNING 1988; 1999; 2017; MANNING et al.
2014; WIENER 2003; 2007; 2010; 2014; POURSAT 2011.

2. MANNING 2008; MANIATIS 2012. See also FRIEDRICH et
al. 2006 on the eruption date based on radiocarbon re-
sults of the analysis of an olive tree branch trapped in

volcanic layers. Of particular interest is the correlation
of dates from the Akrotiri sequence presented in MANIA-
TIS 2012 with those from the Aegina, Kolonna sequence
published in WILD et al. 2010 (for suggested archaeo-
logical concordances between the sequences of the two
sites see this volume, Table 1.1).
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Combined data from this short-lived sample lump provide dates of c. 2280-2130 BC at two sigma,
95.4 %, confidence, and c. 2205-2140 BC at one sigma, 68.2 %, confidence. Since the cultural context
of the samples is assigned to the early MC period (Akrotiri Phase A) as presented in this volume, the
significance of these dates becomes obvious with reference to the issue of the much debated gap fol-
lowing the Kastri Group phase (dated on average to c. 2505-2250 BC in the same publication).

The set of 22 samples analysed by Y. Maniatis consists of wood and charcoal from construction ele-
ments of buildings, some charcoal pieces found inside house floors, and wood and charcoal found in
the pumice layers from temporary structures most likely related to the very last human activity at the site
before the final eruption. The oldest date is 3500-3351 BC, which may represent a Final Neolithic phase
or the very beginning of the Early Cycladic era, provided by a charcoal sample from inside a dark brown
soil layer with evidence of burning from Pillar Pit 51N (DEM-1530). Another sample comes from a
rock-cut chamber in Pillar Pit 35N (DEM-1608), from a clearly EC II late context related to the Kastri
Group; its radiocarbon date is estimated at 2547-2308 BC. Two more samples indicate early dates. The
first, from Pillar Pit 54A (DEM-1647), most probably comes from a mixed deposit; its calibrated date
is 2340-2210 BC, which associates it most probably to the EC II deposit that filled the underlying rock-
cut chamber. The other sample comes from a cavity on the bedrock under Xeste 4 (Pillar Pit 42N, DEM-
1312), which was filled with material from the overlying deposit, a layer formed at the end of the MC
period or the beginning of LC I as suggested by the ceramic evidence. The date of the sample is 2130-
1980 BC, most likely related to an early MC phase. This apparent lack of concordance between cul-
tural context and radiocarbon date is probably due to taphonomic processes, as the opening of cavities
in the bedrock is associated with EC practices and the rock-cut chambers; pottery from cavities in the
settlement suggests that they are usually backfilled in the EC or the early MC period.

Mean values indicating the period 1816-1793 BC are estimated by calibrated dates of three samples
from late MC contexts. Of those, two samples come from Pillar Pit 35N (DEM-1531 and DEM-1623),
and more specifically from ceramic groups 35N026 and 35N028, retrieved from the floor construction
layers of Area 1, a late MC room, on the floor of which a bichrome griffin jar (1486) and several ribbed
vases (1489-1497) were found (see below 2.2, table 2.1). It has to be noted that this room was arranged
on top of two previous MC (indoor?) areas, apparently at a late stage of the MC period. Another sam-
ple, from Pillar Pit 66P (DEM-1458, ceramic group 66P070), was taken from the floor destruction de-
posit of a MC room; this is a rich assemblage from which a large number of vases was restored. The
calibrated dates for this sample are 1727-1631 BC (probability 68.3 %) and 1741-1615 BC (probabil-
ity 95.4 %). A combined approach to the dates offered from all samples above provides us with a valid
clue for the floruit of the late MC settlement in the course of the 18th c. BC.

The construction of the LC I houses is dated by a number of samples to 1788-1681 BC, or perhaps
in the narrower range of 1775-1722 BC. The volcanic eruption and final destruction of the site, rep-
resented by the dates of three samples found in the pumice layers and associated with the last moment
of human activities at the site, most probably after the final earthquake, is estimated to have occurred
in 1622-1548 BC. The temporary structures before the eruption have a high probability to have been
constructed in 1670-1656 BC, allowing errors of ±30 years on either side. According to Y. Maniatis,
the older radiocarbon date for these samples is also likely to reflect wood cut from larger trees growing
for some time before the earthquake, given the fact that the samples come from larger wood pieces.
Moreover, it is argued that the time elapsed from the beginning of LC I to the volcanic eruption, i.e.
the duration of the LC I phase at Akrotiri, can be estimated to approximately 164 years or about 135
years, if one uses the median value of the date (1627-1600 BC) suggested from the olive tree branch
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wiggle matching published in Friedrich et al. 2006, but these estimates inherently involve a considerable
degree of statistical error.

Turning to the archaeological contextual evidence, four phases (A-D) are distinguished in the MBA
levels at Akrotiri based on ceramic and stratigraphic data.3 Within the Akrotiri sequence, these phases
cover the time frame roughly between the end of EC II late (Kastri Group) and the establishment of the
LC I settlement. An outline of the characteristics and chronological correlations of the MBA phases is
presented below. Emphasis is put on stratigraphic evidence, presented in more detail for each Pillar Pit
in the following section, and on ceramic features of each Phase. External correlations are discussed mainly
in association with Phylakopi, Ayia Irini and Crete (for detailed comparanda see the pottery typology sec-
tion in 3.1.2). A brief concluding discussion brings the evidence together with reference to the broader
picture of the Akrotiri sequence and internal subdivisions, summarised in Table 1.1 above.

P H A S E A

Ceramic groups from secondary deposits and architectural features designate a distinct phase in the set-
tlement’s sequence, considered to mark the beginning of the MBA cultural horizon for a number of rea-
sons presented below. Ceramic comparanda for Akrotiri Phase A are best found in Phylakopi I-ii/iii
groups; inevitably, the definition and chronology of this phase is drawn into the long-standing discus-
sion on the end of the EBA in the Cyclades and the issue of the postulated “gap” in the sequence. There
then follows a brief review of the main points of this debate.

Barber and MacGillivray published an influential paper in 1980 on matters of definition and termi-
nology of the EC period, in which they introduced the division of the EC III period in EC IIIA and EC
IIIB. According to their interpretation, these subphases equate to the Kastri Group and the Phylakopi
I “cultures”, as defined in previous works.4 While this scheme appeared to apply well within the tripar-
tite scheme for Aegean Bronze Age chronology, it was soon contested both in terms of labelling and
correlations. Rutter focused attention on an apparent gap of between 100 and 150 years in the cultural
sequence certainly of the northern Cyclades, and quite possibly of the southern islands as well, at the very
end of the EBA.5 Based on external, mainly ceramic, correlations with material from Mainland Greece
and Aegina, he concluded that the appropriate label for the Kastri Group phase would be EC IIB rather
than EC IIIA, in view of its contextual associations with EB II in central Greek Mainland. On similar
grounds, he also noted that scholarship had increasingly tended towards the view that EC IIIB/
Phylakopi I is contemporary with the earliest MH phase or phases and not with EH III at all. Therefore,
he proposed that there would be excellent grounds for re-naming EC IIIB as MC I, at least in a purely
chronological sense, in view of its contemporaneity with MH I and MM IA. This interpretation suggests
a “gap” in the Cycladic sequence of a century or more, a major cultural break contemporary with EH III
on the Mainland, with no significant body of Cycladic material which could be attributed to the EB III
period with any confidence. For Phylakopi in particular, it was suggested that the earliest architectural
remains and the cultural phase dubbed Phylakopi I are no earlier than the MBA in terms of the well es-
tablished prehistoric sequences on Crete and the Greek Mainland.

A concerted response came in a series of papers by Barber6 and MacGillivray.7 From the discussion it
becomes obvious that, while it is accepted that the external correlations of the pottery of the First City

3. Preliminarily presented in NIKOLAKOPOULOU et al. 2008;
NIKOLAKOPOULOU forthcoming d.

4. Cf. RENFREW 1972.

5. RUTTER 1983, 69-76.
6. BARBER 1983; 1984.
7. MACGILLIVRAY 1983; 1984a.
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at Phylakopi are clearly with the early MM and MH contexts on Crete and the Mainland,8 both authors
found no justification for renaming EC IIIB as MC I, especially since close cultural and temporal con-
nections between EC IIIA and IIIB and internal Cycladic relationships are attested. It was also sug-
gested that the Phylakopi II-i phase should be abolished, since careful study of the Phylakopi report
seems to confirm that it had no valid stratigraphical basis. Barber argued that, while the relationship of
EC IIIA to EC IIIB is not clearly demonstrated stratigraphically at any Cycladic site, there are very
strong indications that these are successive phases; he also presented a description of the ceramic char-
acteristics of Phylakopi I-ii and an investigation of their antecedents.9

Along similar lines, MacGillivray discussed the Mainland contexts in which EC IIIA and EC IIIB
pottery is found and referred to sporadic Cycladic pottery related to Phylakopi I-ii found in MM IA
levels at Knossos.10 His interpretation of the evidence led him to suspect a short overlap or a quite close
succession between EC IIIA and IIIB. He also noted that the gap attested in occupation at Ayia Irini is
largely contemporary with EC IIIB, MM IA and IB and the early stages of the MH period, while the
Second City at Phylakopi and Ayia Irini IV are both marked at the outset by imported MM IIA pottery,11

which suggests that both phases start at roughly the same time.
Evans and Renfrew presented a preliminary account of the early sequence at Phylakopi based on

stratified deposits from pi-C trench from the 1974-7 excavations, in which it is noted that the excava-
tions failed to uncover incised fabrics, including duck vases and conical pyxides, and that it is possible
that some earlier Phylakopi I levels were missing in area pi-C.12 Rutter insisted on the postulated gap and
suggested two groups of items from certifiable EH III contexts (or undated but best assigned to EH III)
which, being typologically alien to Mainland assemblages and more akin to Cycladic artefacts, could
populate the gap.13 In an attempt to contribute to the issue of placing the Kastri Group phase within the
alphanumerical system, Doumas suggested that EC III includes both groups, i.e. the Kastri Group and
the Dark-faced pottery, and proposed that both groups are contemporary; their non-coexistence in the
settlements would then be explained in connection with the hillfort sites in the Cyclades which have pro-
duced exclusively Kastri Group material.14 Based on these remarks, Kastri Group and Dark-faced pot-
tery should be contemporary wares, both belonging to the EC IIIA phase, while the EC IIIB phase is
characterised by the Geometric Painted Pottery.15

Overbeck in his re-examination of the material retrieved by Rubensohn’s excavations at Kastro,
Paroikia on Paros, assigns the “pottery of the main group” to the same time as the final stage of Phy-
lakopi I and the earlier part of Ayia Irini Period IV.16 From the publication of this assemblage, which in-
cludes duck vases in plain, dark-faced incised and matt-painted wares, it becomes evident that valid
correlations exist with Akrotiri Phase A material as described below, not least also in a group under
“Cycladic White” imported ware in buff fabric, which, based on the evidence presented in this volume,
could have found its way from Thera to Paros.

More recent publications of ceramic material from Phylakopi and Akrotiri illustrate the ongoing de-
bate on terminology and dating. Sotirakopoulou, based on pottery found in two sealed contexts at
Akrotiri, argues that, since material of the Kastri Group and Phylakopi I culture are found together in

8. BARBER 1983.
9. BARBER 1984.
10. MACGILLIVRAY 1983; 1984a. See also MACGILLIVRAY -

DAY - JONES 1988.
11. See also ABELL 2014; 2016.
12. EVANS - RENFREW 1984.

13. RUTTER 1984, 95-107.
14. DOUMAS 1988, 24-5, 28.
15. Quoting BARBER 1983, 77.
16. OVERBECK 1989b, esp. 20-25, on the reasons the Kastro

material should be assigned to the MC period rather
than the EC.
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the same context, the Kastri phase, the Amorgos Group, and the Phylakopi I-ii stage overlap in chrono-
logical terms; and since the Kastri and Amorgos groups have been shown to date to a stage which partly
overlaps with the late phase of EC II and partly with the early phase of EC III, Phylakopi I-ii must be set
to the early part of the latter phase.17 Phylakopi I-iii is consequently shown to belong to the later part of
EC III, though at the same time it seems to overlap with the early phase of the MBA elsewhere.18

As a result of the ongoing debate, the relevant material from Phylakopi 1974-1977 excavations is pre-
sented in the recent publication in the section on EBA pottery19 and the relevant material from Akrotiri
1999-2002 excavations is discussed as falling under either EC IIIB or MC Phase A.20

In a preliminary report of excavations at the islet of Dhaskalio near Keros, Renfrew and Soti-
rakopoulou argue that, based on finds of Phases B (equivalent to Kastri Group) and C (equivalent to Phy-
lakopi I but including sherds of later date within the beginning of the MC period), “...there are no
indications of any hiatus or ‘gap’ at Dhaskalio. The impression from the pottery is one of considerable
continuity (although, of course, continuity is a feature that is generally difficult to document strati-
graphically).” (.........) “The stratigraphic and pottery evidence from Dhaskalio strongly suggest unbro-
ken occupation of the settlement from the early Keros-Syros phase to the beginning of the Middle
Cycladic period, and proves the long-standing and still controversial issue of a supposed discontinuity
of life in the Cyclades during the Early Cycladic III period and the existence of a ‘gap’ in occupation be-
tween the ‘Kastri phase’ and the Phylakopi I culture to be unsubstantiated”.21

A detailed analysis of the pottery by phase is presented in the definitive publication by Soti-
rakopoulou.22 It is argued that, although at no area of the excavated part of the site has the Phase C ma-
terial been found directly to succeed that of Phase B, the uninterrupted transition from Phase B to Phase
C of the settlement at Dhaskalio is confirmed by the considerable ceramic continuity between the two
phases and by the presence in the Phase C material of mostly the same Kastri Group forms as in Phase
B, together with a noticeable amount of pottery characteristic of a chronological stage immediately fol-
lowing that of Phase B. Along with them, new shapes, types and styles of surface treatment and decora-
tion are introduced, including a number of newly appearing Kastri group forms and a range of ceramic
features that find parallels in EC III or even early MC contexts elsewhere. On the basis of the evidence
discussed, Phase C is shown to be the later and main phase of the Kastri Group at Dhaskalio and equi-
valent to EC III, although, like in Phase B, the diagnostic Kastri Group pottery forms only a small mi-
nority of the assemblage, while the feature par excellence of the Phase C pottery is the imposing
presence of the pale and coarse ‘other’ fabrics (the pale clays being primarily related to Hilditch’s Pale
Volcanic group).23 It is therefore suggested that the presence in the Dhaskalio Phase C pottery of a no-
ticeable number of sherds having affinities with pottery of Phylakopi phases I-ii and I-iii at the epony-
mous site on Melos and in ‘closed’ contexts on Thera and Amorgos shows the EC III period of
Dhaskalio to span the whole of the EB III period as evidenced elsewhere in the Cyclades and occupa-
tion of the site to continue uninterruptedly almost to the inception of the MBA.

While this set of evidence appears to be a significant contribution to the debate, it is important to
highlight two points which must be taken into account in interpretations with reference to chronology.
One is that habitation at the site at Dhaskalio was most probably of periodic nature, in conjunction with

17. SOTIRAKOPOULOU 1996.
18. Ibid., 136.
19. RENFREW - EVANS 2007, 157-76, Phase B.
21. See e.g. in BRODIE et al. eds. 2008 the chapters by SOTI-

RAKOPOULOU and NIKOLAKOPOULOU et al. respectively.
21. RENFREW et al. 2009, 37.
22. SOTIRAKOPOULOU 2016, esp. 153-155, 163-6, 388-91.
23. HILDITCH 2013, esp. 474-5, 480, 482.
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activities at the sites of the Special Deposits on Kavos, Keros. The second is that all pottery at Dhaskalio
is imported, as proved by macroscopic examination and analysis by Hilditch, brought most probably to
the islet by people from multiple settlements on different islands coming to Dhaskalio at perhaps fixed
intervals rather than imported from pot production centres on various islands. Focussing on Dhaskalio
Phase C, the co-existence of Kastri Group vase types with pottery types in buff fabrics associated with
Phylakopi I-ii and I-iii (and with Akrotiri Phase A as presented in this volume), is nowhere as yet at-
tested in the ceramic production of other settlement sites in the Cyclades. Since the ceramic assemblage
at Dhaskalio is not the outcome of local workshops, one would have to delve into the ceramic sequences
of the sites of origin of the pottery for valid chronological correlations. Moreover, the variety of prove-
nance areas and the apparent periodic nature of occupation at Dhaskalio are factors that call for an in-
tegrated approach to the nature of the Phase C assemblages, certainly involving, besides typological
remarks, the qualitative and quantitative results of analytical work undertaken.

In terms of absolute chronology, Manning argues that Dhaskalio Phase C likely ends even a little ear-
lier than Renfrew, Boyd, and Bronk Ramsey (2012) suggested – in the late twenty-fourth century BC,
while an EB III period in the Cyclades, or a ‘Rutter Gap’, lies mainly in the twenty-third century BC; the
MC period does not start until – perhaps not coincidently – more or less c. 2200 BC, with the dates on
the initial MC most likely lying in the twenty-second century BC. Thus, he suggests that in the Cy-
cladic islands, significant cultural change seems to begin in the twenty-third century BC (post-Kastri
Group), and a new status quo (MC) starts from around or after c. 2200 BC; most likely, there is a pe-
riod of time c. seventy-five to eighty years long that is presently missing in the evidence we have. Along
these lines, while not impossible, there seems little plausibility that Dhaskalio Phase C equates with (or
is immediately followed by) the start of MC; instead, some EB III phase and/or ‘Rutter Gap’ remains
to be accounted for.24

Another interesting aspect apparently connected with this period is the evidence for funerary prac-
tices in the Cyclades, in particular the jar burials and the chamber tombs.25 Cist and corbelled types of
tombs continue in use, or they are reused in this period.26 Chamber tombs are reported from Melos,
Aspro Chorio, Spathi and possibly Phylakopi,27 and Thera, Ayios Ioannis Eleemon.28 Dawkins and
Droop reported on intramural burials of children at Phylakopi in Light on Dark and Dark on Light bar-
rel jars and wide-mouthed jars, with Geometric pottery found not inside but in association in one case,
which dates them to the end of the First and the beginning of the Second City.29 Whitelaw contests the
intramural status of most of these burials, based on the unclear connection of the burials with Phylakopi
I building remains.30 Overbeck quotes Rubensohn on the find of an infant burial at Kastro, Paros, on
the bedrock beneath Room 1, contained in a local, one-handled pedestalled cooking jar, of a type simi-
lar to Akrotiri Phase A vases (type H7, see typology section below).31 At Akrotiri, burials of infants in
pithoid jars dated to the EC II period were found in the rock-cut chambers.32 One jar burial stands out,
in that the vessel used for the deposition of the infant is a barrel jar (570), dark Slipped and Burnished
with incised decoration, found in Pillar Pit 63A. The evidence from Akrotiri is of particular significance
in that it bridges the gap in chronological terms for the continuation of the jar burial practice between

24. MANNING 2017, 460-1.
25. For a review of MC cemeteries see MARTHARI 2009a.
26. E.g. on Syros, BARBER 1981, and Amorgos, DÜMMLER

1886; BARBER 1987, 152.
27. MARTHARI 2009a, 41, with references.
28. MARTHARI 2001.
29. DAWKINS - DROOP 1910-11, 6-9.

30. WHITELAW 2004a.
31. OVERBECK 1989b, 13, where he quotes RUBENSOHN 1917,

12.
32. SOTIRAKOPOULOU 2008, 130-1; for the detailed contexts

see MANIKI forthcoming; for the skeletal remains see
MCGEORGE forthcoming.
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the Kephala jar burials of late Neolithic date and those of the end of EC or early MC period, attested until
now in Paroikia, Phylakopi and Akrotiri.33 It is significant to note that, although the evidence is still
largely inconclusive on the association of jar burials with Phylakopi I/Akrotiri Phase A building remains,
the custom of “enchytrismoi” marks a distinct cultural practice of the MC communities, in contrast with
the popular practice of EC inhumations in cist or built tombs, further evidenced later in the Ayia Irini
IV cemeteries with MC jar burials34 and at Skarkos on Ios.35 Note also that jar burials at Kea are found
in cemeteries and not intramuros.36

From this brief review it becomes evident that the arguments of the two sides on the existence or not
of a gap in cultural and chronological terms are largely based on the terminology used to define sub-
phases, drawing mainly upon ceramic evidence and external correlations. However, typological remarks
on vases of different phases found together, or typological comparisons with external parallels to stretch
the chronological sequence in the Cyclades in a catch-all scheme, are inconclusive arguments. This is
not meant to suggest that some overlap did not occur in the pottery production of each phase. A fresh
look at the evidence, moving beyond terminology and integrating settlement patterns and social prac-
tices, was instigated by Broodbank37 and will be discussed below. In methodological terms, it is not clear
whether the postulated gap refers to a contemporary breach in the cultural and/or the material culture
sequence of all known Cycladic sites, and certainly the evidence is perhaps still insufficient for broad
generalisations. Rather, emphasis on intra-site sequences, ceramic traditions and taphonomic circum-
stances is called for in order to assess regional variability. For these reasons, the rich ceramic deposits re-
trieved at Akrotiri and assigned to this troubled period, hereafter MC Phase A assemblages, may play a
significant role in furthering the debate.38

In stratigraphic terms, Phase A deposits are rarely found directly stratified above Kastri Group de-
posits, the most indicative case attested in the Pillar Pit 7N sequence (but not explicit, see section on
stratigraphy). This can be attributed to taphonomic circumstances, as deposits of all phases are rarely
found stratified one above the other in the trenches, and also to the nature of both EC II late (Kastri
Group) and MC Phase A deposits, which are almost all secondary formations. The character and the ex-
tent of the EBA habitation at the area investigated so far at Akrotiri is not clear, due to lack of substan-
tial built features and the inconclusive primary use of the backfilled chambers.39 Similarly, the extent
and the duration of Phase A habitation is difficult to assess from the examination of secondary deposits.
However, these deposits, apparently formed after a destructive event, are associated with an extensive op-
eration of organisation and cleaning attested in large parts of the investigated area of the site, involving
the construction of new buildings and the layout of open spaces. Finds from the “Area of the Sacrificial
Fire” are probably connected with this stage in the site’s history.40 Doumas argues that the reason for the
abandonment and subsequent filling of the rock-cut chambers, suggested to have been of burial use, was
the decision to expand the city over the area of the cemetery, which necessitated the rehabilitation of the
ground on which the MC buildings were to be erected.41 We can cautiously suggest that a break is attested

33. MANIKI forthcoming.
34. G. OVERBECK in OVERBECK 1989a.
35. MARTHARI 2009a. MBA jar burials are also attested in

Trianda, Rhodes (MARKETOU 1998, 45), Crete (see BE-
TANCOURT - POULIOU-PAPADIMITRIOU 2014, 38-9 with
references), and Mainland Greece (see an overview in
WHITTAKER 2014, 72ff.).

36. MCGEORGE 2013.
37. BROODBANK 2000, 320-349.

38. NIKOLAKOPOULOU forthcoming a.
39. DOUMAS 2008; SOTIRAKOPOULOU 1999, 249-61; 2008;

KARIOTIS forthcoming; KARIOTIS et al. forthcoming.
40. SOTIRAKOPOULOU 1996; 1999, 228-31; PAPAGIANNO-

POULOU 1991, 33-4; DOUMAS 2008.
41. DOUMAS 2008, 169; contra SOTIRAKOPOULOU 2008, in

favour of the domestic rather than burial use of the
chambers.
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with the EBA habitation at the site, of whatever nature, at the outset of the period marked by Phase A
ceramics. This argument is inevitably biased by the limitations of available evidence, especially because
there are no primary Phase A deposits, and the issue should remain open until more evidence emerges
in the future. For the moment, it appears that activities associated with Phase A debris deposits mark a
period of large scale (re)building initiating the establishment of the settlement of the later MC phases.42

Based on the diagnostic pottery of Phase A assemblages, certain operations and structures are dated
to this particular period. Specifically, it appears that much effort was devoted to the backfilling of empty
or partially empty rock-cut chambers, aiming at consolidating and strengthening the walls of the ign-
imbrite bedrock. Characteristic cases are those of the chambers in Pillar Pits 26N and 67N, where the
backfill deposit was used for the filling of the chamber as well as the layout/levelling of the outside area.
In the case of Pillar Pit 66P, the backfill deposit served to complete the filling of the chamber, squeezed
into a gap left between a previous deposit of EC II early date (Keros-Syros group) up to the roof of the
chamber, as well as the area outside the chamber. In other cases, Phase A pottery was retrieved from gen-
erally thin layers laid on the ignimbrite surface or from building material for the construction of walls
and floors of buildings used during the MC period (e.g. in Pillar Pit 21N, Pillar Pit 35A). Apart from
cases where rich pottery groups were retrieved from backfill deposits, it is difficult to access such mate-
rial when embedded into structures that enjoyed a long period of use during the MC period. For the
same reasons, it would be misleading to refer to the thickness of the deposits in a general comment (see
relevant information for each deposit in the section on stratigraphy). The secondary backfill deposits gen-
erally consist of earth, stones and sherds, with occasional finds of organic material, obsidian and stone
tools. The overall impression so far, based on excavation data, is that of a significant turning-point in the
life of the settlement, marked by building operations (backfilling and construction of new architectural
features).43

Phase A pottery provides us with essential information on manufacture and technological aspects, ty-
pology, decoration and imports. Suffice it to mention that pottery from the two most diagnostic and rich
assemblages from Pillar Pits 26N and 67N includes more than 10,000 sherds and a number of restored
vases. The most interesting innovation in the pottery production of Phase A, in marked contradistinc-
tion to pottery from EC levels, lies in the generalised use of calcareous clay, which, under controlled fir-
ing, resulted in buff, whitish/yellowish/pink fabrics, widely adopted in this period and therefore
inaugurating a long series of distinct MC wares in these fabrics.44 Another smaller category includes
local pink to reddish/brown fabrics with whitish calcareous inclusions, mostly attested in transport and
cooking pottery classes. This fabric is rarely identified in subsequent phases. The use of the wheel is not
attested in vase manufacture during Phase A, a practice adopted at Akrotiri only during the late stages
of the MC period.45

42. NIKOLAKOPOULOU forthcoming a.
43. Note the most important evidence for the practice of

‘foundation rituals’ attested in several cases at Akrotiri
by inverted vases retrieved mainly from under the foun-
dations of walls and floors of the MC and LC I build-
ings; there are distinct cases that could be associated
with building activities of this early MC phase in the
settlement (see LANARAS forthcoming). However, it has
to be stressed that the types of bowls with incurving

rims and Cycladic cups used in these depositions were
certainly novelties in the ceramic production of that
time. This particular choice probably indicates a pref-
erence for new types of vases for this symbolic act dur-
ing the important period of the foundation of the MC
city.

44. See DAY - MÜLLER - KILIKOGLOU this volume.
45. KNAPPETT - NIKOLAKOPOULOU 2005; 2008; JEFFRA this

volume.

37-62 Nikolakopoulou 2.1:Layout 2  6/6/19  6:11 PM  Page 44



45

2 . 1 . C H R O N O L O G Y : T H E M I D D L E B R O N Z E A G E P H A S E S A T A K R O T I R I

With reference to vase typology, there is a marked variety in drinking/eating vessel types (see table
3.1). A most interesting feature is the plethora of cup types: one- or two-handled bell-shaped, appar-
ently continuing the tradition of tankards, one-handled, introducing the new feature of carinated body,
and handleless cylindrical, again a new entry. Bowls appear in large numbers, continuing from the pre-
vious phase, in two types: with plain or incurving/carinated rim. Both have antecedents in the previous
phase, but there are marked differences in the conical body, now deeper, and the surface treatment. It is
in this phase that the one-handled bowl dubbed “Cycladic cup” makes a first appearance, as a variation
of the bowls with incurving/carinated rim. Another group of vases for food preparation and/or con-
sumption includes deep conical semi-coarse bowls with a variety of rim formations, perhaps a pred-
ecessor of conical and oval basins of later phases. Deep spouted bowls, large and small, with wide open
spout deserve a special mention, as they are plausible candidates for an adapted variation of EC II sauce-
boats, which are completely absent in Phase A levels.

Jug types are difficult to classify, as they exhibit much variety in rim/spout formation and there are
only a few restored vases. Broadly speaking, three categories are distinguished, one with broad or chan-
nel beak spout, one with broad fan spout, and one with circular mouth. A leaf-spouted variety is closer
to EC II antecedents. In general, jugs are small fineware vases, which must have been used together with
cup types as everyday tableware sets. A pouring vase of the “teapot” type recalls similar vases from EM
III/MM I Cretan assemblages. Askoi of the “duck-vase” version are rare, attested as leaf spout/neck and
body fragments, black burnished with incised decoration or dark on light matt-painted in the same con-
texts. The type is completely absent in later phases. Another variety, a tall askos in buff fabric is identi-
fied; its shape is reconstructed based on similar finds from Thera and elsewhere.

There is a typological variety in storage and cooking vases. Coarse or semi-coarse storage types include
thin-walled vases, such as small barrel jars, which now appear for the first time and disappear almost
completely in the next phase, and large ovoid pithoi with varied rim formation (no whole vases have
been restored). Transport jars with circular mouth and characteristic crescent lugs appear in both buff
fabric and the pink/brown fabric with whitish inclusions.

Cooking vases include two categories: large shallow circular vessels (baking trays or pans) and deep
jars. Large circular baking trays with flat upper surface, low rim and high or low pedestal are usually
made in coarse fabric and seem suitable for baking over a low open fire. Large baking pans, of more or
less circular shape, have a rough curved base and raised everted curved body walls with an opening at the
perimeter. They are made of coarse fabric but they are usually very thin-walled. These vessels must have
been stable fittings used for baking, possibly when heated by coals. A rare variety includes vases with
flat base and vertical walls. The deep jars category consists of three types: deep bowls with incurving
plain rim, pedestalled or with plain base, deep bowls with thick flat rim (no profile has been restored)
and pedestalled small one-handled jars with low funnel collar. These vases must have been used for cook-
ing, specifically for boiling/brewing, set over an open fire. They are mostly made in semi-coarse pink/red-
dish fabric with white inclusions; the funnel-mouthed jugs appear also in light brown/buff fabric. The
latter are clearly the antecedents of MC and LC cooking jugs, with the pedestal replaced by a flat base.

Vessels of specialised or unspecified function are not numerous in Phase A assemblages. Lids of cylin-
drical pyxides occur rarely, as well as circular lids with low rim. The most interesting case is that of numer-
ous one-handled pierced pedestalled vessels, usually in pink/brown fabric with white inclusions or buff
semi-coarse fabric. Although they continue in the next phase, they become extremely rare in the later phases.
Any suggested explanation of their function is inconclusive based on available evidence. Ring-shaped vases
and kernoi are absent from Akrotiri Phase A assemblages. This may be indicative either for the specialised
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use of these vases in contexts other than strictly domestic or for localised manufacture, most probably in
Melos. It is worth noting that most extant vases of these types lack detailed excavation contexts.

In terms of wares, Plain ware is predominant, with burnished or smoothed surfaces. Red or
Brown/Black Slipped and Burnished ware exists in considerable quantities, occasionally with incised
motifs. Incised motifs are also found on buff coarse Plain ware. Dark on Light matt painted ware in the
Geometric style continues from an earlier EB tradition, while Light on Dark ware on red or brown/black
burnished surfaces is now introduced. The decoration is mainly linear, the “Geometric Style”, with mo-
tifs such as triangles, hatching, lozenges in panels, bands and lines from the shoulder down the body on
closed vessels. A very interesting feature is the depiction of human and animal figures in panels in the
Geometric style. Mat traces and potters’ marks are commonly found on vases of this phase.

The imports constitute a significant group for the establishment of chronological correlations and ex-
ternal relations of the site at the given period. In Phase A deposits, the imported pottery as a whole repre-
sents a small amount, with red/brown fabrics (from Naxos?) and other micaceous fabrics (Cycladic?)
significantly outnumbering Cretan and Mainland imports. Substantial difficulty was encountered in the
study of the former groups, the red/brown and red/brown micaceous wares, as the ceramic material con-
sists mostly of plain non-diagnostic body sherds, most from closed vases. For this reason, and because some
of this material can be residual EC, it is not possible to put forward valid remarks in qualitative or quanti-
tative terms. Imported material from Melos is only tentatively identified macroscopically or analytically,
while imports from Aegina are not attested.46 On the other hand, by far the most diagnostic material in
terms of fabrics and chronology is that coming from Crete. Diagnostic Cretan pottery of MM I period in-
cludes specimens in Dark on Light, Light on Dark, Polychrome and Barbotine wares.47 These Cretan im-
ports argue for integrated contact between the two areas within a specific chronological and socio-political
context, which is the birth of the Old Palaces in Crete. Grey Minyan ware is represented by a handful of
sherds;48 a couple apparently date to MH II (Mature Minyan), broadly comparable to those from Kastro,
Paroikia.49 It is worth noting that there appear to be fewer imports in Phase A deposits, both in numerical
terms and in terms of provenance range, than those attested in EC II deposits at Akrotiri (both in Keros-
Syros and Kastri Group deposits).50 Interestingly, a similar remark was also made for imported wares in
Phase B deposits at Phylakopi compared to the preceding Phase A2 (Keros-Syros Group).51

The general outlook of the local ceramic production in this phase suggests the lack of standardisation
of vessel types and the lack of mass production. Fine and coarseware vases are handmade, thin-walled,
well-fired, with quality finish, mostly with burnished surfaces, some with distinctive traces of paring.
The Phase A ceramic material exhibits some continuity with that of the earlier period, but also signifi-
cant differences, the most important of which is the predominance of buff fabrics. These were already
in limited use in the Kastri Group pottery production, in local wares and also possibly in Melian im-
ports52 (“Early Cycladic White” ware is also attested at Phylakopi in Phase B assemblages, again seen in
small quantities previously in Phase A).53 Dark on Light and Slipped and Burnished wares certainly con-
tinue from EC II to MC Phase A, but they are now attested in larger quantity and variety of vase types

46. DAY - MÜLLER - KILIKOGLOU this volume; cf. MATHIOU-
DAKI this volume; W. Gauss pers. comm.

47. KNAPPETT this volume.
48. NIKOLAKOPOULOU 2007.
49. See ZERNER 2008, 179-183, on suggested correlations:

MH I (=EM III/MM IA) MH II (=MM IB-II) MH III
early (=MM IIIA-B). See also HALE 2016.

50. KARIOTIS et al. forthcoming; DAY - MÜLLER - KILI-
KOGLOU this volume.

51. RENFREW - EVANS 2007, 176.
52. KARIOTIS et al. forthcoming; DAY - MÜLLER - KILIKO-

GLOU this volume.
53. RENFREW - EVANS 2007, 170-1.
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and painted motifs. Light on Dark decoration on slipped and burnished surfaces is a novelty, the origins
and technological parameters of which merit further investigation. Plain wares in Phase A are usually bur-
nished even in coarseware, while incised decoration is attested sporadically. Continuity from the EC
period is also attested in the use of pink to reddish/brown fabrics with white calcareous inclusions, while
most important differences lie in typology and decoration. Characteristic types of the Kastri Group as-
semblage, such as the sauceboat and the tankard, disappear, while a large variety in drinking vessels is in-
troduced, such as cups, bowls and Cycladic cups. Other secondary typological features, such as the
pierced crescent lugs and the flat outturned rims of large pithoi, also novelties in this phase, became dis-
tinctive traits in the MC and LC I ceramic production. The potters’ marks continue as a practice from
the EC; however, marked differences are observed in the form and position they are found on the Phase
A ceramics, perhaps also in their potential significance (see 3.1.3 in this volume). Some continuity is
also attested in cooking pot types and coarseware; however, the differences in fabrics and some typo-
logical features allow for chronological distinction.54

While the evidence for linking the pottery of Phase A with that of the Kastri Group may be subject
to interpretations with reference to the uninterrupted sequence and internal consistency of the pottery
production, comparison with the late MC pottery is enlightening. The main affiliations of Phase A pot-
tery are with the following MC local ceramic production, especially with what has been described as
“Cycladic White” class in the Melian and Theran MC pottery.55 Phase A ceramics inaugurate a long se-
ries in the settlement’s pottery production with reference to the use of buff fabrics and painted figura-
tive patterns, a trademark for Akrotiri pottery production during the MC and LC I periods. From
another perspective, Phase A pottery production signifies a breakthrough in conceptual terms, in that
the establishment of the buff background instigated the floruit of a long series of painted abstract and
figurative representations in Cycladic pottery, with significant implications for the development of
Aegean iconography in general (see 3.1.4 on ceramic iconography).

It is worth noting that the generalised use of buff fabrics in the MBA pottery production of Thera
and Melos was probably initiated at Akrotiri rather than at Phylakopi. While the main wares and types
attested in this period appear with more or less the same characteristics in the local production of the two
sites, a significant difference is macroscopically attested in the fabric, buff in its majority at the Akrotiri
production, gritty brown/grey, usually white slipped to imitate buff at the Phylakopi production. If this
remark is validated by future studies, it would have significant implications for the identification of ex-
ports in comparable deposits in other sites (e.g. in Kastro, Paroikia on Paros), and would also allow for
some re-evaluation of our understanding of the Cycladic sequence with more emphasis on local chara-
cteristics and peculiarities.

With reference to the ceramic typology and functional properties, it appears that there is a stronger
emphasis on the variety of serving/drinking vessels in Phase A ceramic assemblages, as indicated by the
large variety of cups and bowls in different wares. An interesting aspect is the potential link between vase
function, especially of the introduced types associated with food/drink consumption, with social/ritual
practices related to public feasting and/or conspicuous consumption.56 It seems that at this time there is
a conscious choice in the use of specific pastes for the manufacture of vases with distinct functional

54. See DAY - MÜLLER - KILIKOGLOU this volume. See also
ANGELOPOULOU 2008; 2014.

55. BARBER 1978.

56. Cf. DAY - WILSON 2004 for correlations between ce-
ramic change and practices of eating and drinking in
EBA Crete and the Cyclades.
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qualities. Moreover, it appears that, based on the typology of cooking vases, new ways of food preparation
and cooking were introduced or became common in Phase A along with established practices.

Comparative ceramic material to that of Phase A from Akrotiri is retrieved from other sites in the
Theran micro-archipelago, from Ftellos and Karagheorgis quarries on Thera57 and the islet of Chris-
tiana.58 Vases or assemblages which can be broadly attributed to the time span under discussion are re-
trieved from Paroikia, Paros,59 Chalara Maganariou, Ios,60 Ayios Loukas, Syros,61 and possibly Plaka,
Andros, where a destruction level is assigned to the EC IIIB/early MC transitional phase.62 At Ayia Irini,
the only unanimously accepted gap in the Cycladic chronology debate is attested between Period III
(Kastri Group) and Period IV (early MC), with marked discontinuities in architectural and ceramic
terms,63 which leaves us with no closed or stratified comparable deposits for Phylakopi I-ii/iii and Akrotiri
Phase A. In Ayia Irini, incised pottery and the duck vase shape occur in Ayia Irini IV, and not only in the
earliest strata.64 Vase assemblages from Rivari on Melos (either formed during secondary ritual/burial
practices65 or handed by locals to the Ephorate, thus lacking context66) appear to span the Keros-Syros,
Kastri and Phylakopi I groups, based on typological and stylistic observations. Another suggested cor-
relation lies between Akrotiri Phase A/Phylakopi I and Aegina, Kolonna Phases F-H (end of EH III-be-
ginning of MH).67 Incised duck vases, conical pyxides and lids appear at Kolonna no earlier than the
beginning of MH;68 no distinctive Phylakopi I/Akrotiri Phase A forms (and indeed no imports from the
Cyclades) are found in EH III deposits at Aegina prior to Phase F, nor is EH III pattern-painted pottery
identified as yet in the Phylakopi I/Akrotiri Phase A deposits. Cycladic pottery appears for the first time
at Kolonna in small quantities in an advanced or in a late phase of the EH III period.69 Among sites on
the Mainland that have either a continuous sequence from the EH to the MH and/or a sufficiently re-
fined MH sequence to allow for reliable matches at the moment,70 Lerna V early and Lefkandi IV are
considered roughly contemporary with Phylakopi I. Stylistic connections have been suggested between
Phylakopi I/Akrotiri Phase A and Middle Helladic matt-painted pottery;71 Cycladic incised pottery is
found in late EH III or early MH contexts.72 In the Dodecanese, material dated to the end of the EBA
and broadly comparable to the Phylakopi I/Akrotiri Phase A has been retrieved from Asomatos on
Rhodes,73 Serraglio on Kos74 and Daskalio cave on Kalymnos,75 including dark-faced askoi and pyxides
and matt-painted pottery in the Geometric style. A dark-faced incised cylindrical pyxis lid, suggested to
be of Theran origin, is reported from Çeşme Bağlararası on the Urla peninsula, in a later context (phase
2b), correlated with MM III.76 Several Cycladic duck vases/askoi were found in Miletus II levels (late EB
II-III), together with EM IIB miniature vases.77 Cycladic askoi with incised decoration were also found
in Heraion V levels (later stage of EB III).78

57. MARTHARI 2001.
58. DOUMAS 1976; RUTTER 1983, 71.
59. OVERBECK 1989b, “pottery of the main group”.
60. MARTHARI 2001, 118.
61. BARBER 1981.
62. TELEVANTOU 2006, 12-14.
63. Cf. WILSON 1999; OVERBECK 1989a.
64. BARBER 1983, 76-81; OVERBECK 1989a.
65. TELEVANTOU 2008a.
66. SAMPSON - FOTIADI 2008.
67. GAUSS - SMETANA 2007a; 2007b; 2008; GAUSS forth-

coming.

68. RUTTER 1983, 69-76.
69. GAUSS - SMETANA 2003, 484.
70. Cf. RUTTER 1983; 1984, fig. 3. See also ZERNER 1978.
71. BUCK 1964, e.g. 283-4, 301-3. See also SIEDENTOPF

1991 on matt-painted Aeginetan pottery.
72. E.g. in the Athenian Agora, IMMERWAHR 1971, 58-9.
73. MARKETOU 1990b; 1997; 2009a; 2009b.
74. MARKETOU 2004.
75. BENZI 1997.
76. ERKANAL - KESKIN 2009.
77. KOUKA 2013, 574-5.
78. KOUKA 2013, 576; 2015, 228.
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While Cycladic pottery is rare or non-existent in EM III deposits in north-central Crete,79 Cycladic
or Cycladic-type pottery turns up in MM IA levels at Knossos, including Dark-Faced Incised pyxides and
lid sherds from MM IA deposits found beneath the Vat Room at Knossos, in houses beneath the West
Court koulouras and Royal Road South, suggested by analysis to have been produced in central or east-
ern Crete.80 Other imports include the shoulder of a Melian jug in Geometric style, the rim of a jar in
Melian fabric with painted decoration, and the shoulder of a dark burnished closed jar with vertical rib-
bing in the style of the Christiana group, as well as a few fragments of undecorated jars in Melian and
probably central Cycladic fabrics. Cycladic pottery continues to be imported to Knossos in MM IB in
the form of transport amphoras with circular mouth and vertically pierced crescent handles in a red mi-
caceous fabric and a closed jar in Naxian fabric.81

How does the Akrotiri material fit into the issue of the EC-MC transition and correlations of as-
semblages dated to that period? The data from Akrotiri as presented above suggest that, based mainly
on ceramic and on limited corroborative architectural and stratigraphical evidence, the EBA horizon at
Akrotiri ends with EC II late (Kastri Group), while the next phase, Phase A, marks the beginning of the
MBA, as it is inherently linked with the foundation of the MC city and the inauguration of the MC pot-
tery production. This argument is further supported by external data, as suggested by the imported Cre-
tan ceramic material in these phases, dated respectively to EM IIB and MM I.82 Published evidence
suggests that at Phylakopi the end of the EBA is linked to a wide-scale destruction of City I, to which
ceramic assemblages of phases I-ii and I-iii are attributed. The intra-site sequence indicates that, based
on current data, the Kastri Group phase is not manifest at Phylakopi, with apparently only a few sherds
identified,83 while the ceramic development to the mature characteristics of MC wares and styles is not
explicit.84 Even though the stratigraphical and ceramic distinction between Phylakopi City I-ii and I-iii85

is not attested at Akrotiri, both sites exhibit comparable evidence for ceramic production (Phylakopi City
I/Phase B and Akrotiri Phase A), as well as for a destructive event at the end of the period.

What is then happening in the Cyclades during the EC-MC transition and how does the existing
evidence correlate with the southern Aegean Bronze Age sequence in historical terms? The final stages
of the Aegean EBA have been associated with changes attested in interregional exchange and cultural
fragmentation manifest in the form of localised ceramic styles in the Mainland and Crete in EB III.86 Bro-
gan notes that pottery studies at Knossos suggest a breach in ceramic imports from the Cyclades in EM
IIB and EM III, coinciding with a noticeable decline in local pottery circulation between north and
south-central Crete, a scenario which may reflect changes in Aegean interregional exchange networks,
involving the emergence of an east-west network linking Anatolia and the central Aegean marked by
the Kastri Group material and the development of alternative off-Cretan strategies.87 Major destruction

79. MOMIGLIANO 2007b, 94; BROGAN 2013.
80. MACGILLIVRAY - DAY - JONES 1988, 91-3; cf. MOMI-

GLIANO 2007b, 102-3. For recent advances in the re-
finement and definition of EM III and MM IA ceramic
groups see BROGAN 2013, with references.

81. MACGILLIVRAY 1984a.
82. KARIOTIS forthcoming; KARIOTIS et al. forthcoming;

NIKOLAKOPOULOU 2009, 32-3; NIKOLAKOPOULOU forth-
coming a; WILSON 2013. Interestingly, one of the earliest
Cretan imports in Asia Minor is an EM IIB red-black
mottled fragment of a two-handled bowl from Mirabello,
found in Liman Tepe V2 levels, corresponding with Kas-

tri Group phase in the Aegean (KOUKA 2013, 572).
83. EVANS - RENFREW 1984; RENFREW - EVANS 2007, 177.
84. Cf. BARBER 1983 on the abolition of Phylakopi II-i

phase; BARBER 2007, on the secondary deposition na-
ture of the MC pottery, ceramic phase C.

85. BARBER 1974, 4-5, but not verified in the 1974-77 ex-
cavations, see EVANS - RENFREW 1984; RENFREW -
EVANS 2007.

86. See e.g. RUTTER 1984, 95-107; 1988; 2013; BETANCOURT
1984.

87. BROGAN 2013, 558. Cycladic imports in Asia Minor
sites and the north-east Aegean islands are evidenced in
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layers are identified in EM IIB, and then apparently there is a long period spanning EM III and MM IA
until the construction of the Palaces in MM IB.

With reference to the Asia Minor sites, with the collapse or rather the new dynamics of the entire
socio-economic system and political structure, a new era began in the Early Bronze Age IIIB (c. 2200).
This period should be interpreted, in many respects, as a transitional phase from the Early Bronze Age
into the Middle Bronze Age. The pottery tradition also went through important changes during this pe-
riod with the introduction of new shapes which would dominate the pottery repertoire of the Middle
Bronze Age.88

For the Cyclades, it has been argued that events during or immediately after the EC II late (Kastri
Group) phase may have caused radical changes in settlement patterns and the material culture of the
Cycladic islands.89 Rutter suggested that the “EC III gap” had a profound effect on the subsequent course
of history in the Aegean by stimulating the Minoans to expand their involvement in overseas exchanges
and thus indirectly to come into significant direct contact with Mainlanders, perhaps for the first time;
a corroborative argument for this theory may be that not only sites such as Kastri, Panormos and Ayia
Irini, but also major foci of industry like the Siphnian mines fell victim to the cultural disruption of the
EC III period, after which the principal and perhaps even the only source for lead and silver ores within
the Aegean had become southeast Attica.90

A postulated break in occupation between Phylakopi I-iii and II early was initially suggested by Bar-
ber, based on the assumption that the two main classes of MC pottery, Cycladic White and Dark Bur-
nished, appear fully developed at the outset of II-ii, with the former especially having no close forerunner
in the preceding period;91 however, in recent publications an “Early Cycladic White” ware is attested in
Phylakopi I/Phase B assemblages.92 As noted above, while in fabric terms the transition to the generalised
use of buff fabrics is fully established at Akrotiri Phase A and not yet at Phylakopi I/Phase B, in most
other aspects the ceramic production of the two sites is broadly comparable. Along these lines, it is note-
worthy that the outlook of the ceramic evidence under examination from Cycladic sites (Phylakopi,
Akrotiri, Paros, and most probably Plaka), appears rather homogeneous in typological and stylistic terms,
a situation which is also broadly reflected in the late MC ceramic output from the sites of Phylakopi
and Akrotiri. Taking this lead further and looking at the people behind the pots, it is pertinent to take
a look at socio-political changes and settlement patterns in the islands during the periods in question.

The beginning of the MBA coincides with the organisation of nucleated primary (but not necessar-
ily single) settlements in the islands, in contrast to the dispersed nature of EC settlements, as suggested
by survey evidence conducted in Melos and Kea,93 a model probably valid for other islands, such as
Thera, while for Naxos and Andros more evidence is needed.94 Rutter argues that the significant dif-
ferences between site distributions of Keros-Syros and Phylakopi I suggest that Melos may have been

EB II-IIIA (equivalent to Kastri Group phase in the cen-
tral Aegean), while they are almost absent in EB IIIB
(the late phase of the EB), resuming in the MBA
(KOUKA 2013).

88. ŞAHOĞLU 2011, 141-2. The remark is probably also
valid for central Anatolian sites, see KOUKA 2013.

89. See DOUMAS 1988; BROODBANK 2000.
90. RUTTER 1983, 69-76; 1984.
91. BARBER 1983, 76-81.
92. RENFREW - EVANS 2007.
93. CHERRY 1982; WHITELAW 2004a; 2005; CHERRY et al.

1991.

94. See also PAPAGIANNOPOULOU 1991, 239-245 on MC
settlement organisation and fortifications; BARBER
1974, 50; 1978, 374; in the Dodecanese, the settlement
at Serraglio on Kos is also suggested to represent a nu-
cleated organised centre where the dispersed groups
gathered after the abandonment of other sites in the
countryside, MARKETOU 2004; accordingly, Asomatos
on Rhodes appears to be the earliest nucleated settle-
ment on the island before the settlement at Trianda,
MARKETOU 1998, 41.
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almost totally abandoned during the period immediately preceding the MC I period and that the island
may indeed have been virtually recolonised during c. 2200/2150-1900 BC.95 Most MC sites were located
on or near the sea, with a sheltered anchorage, and near good agricultural land.96 Ayia Irini IV is a forti-
fied settlement,97 while Aegina, Kolonna VI fortification wall was erected at the transition to the MBA.98

Broodbank discusses the transformation of Cycladic island societies and insular dynamics towards the
final stages of the 3rd mill. within a broader Mediterranean perspective from two points of view, namely
the impact of climatic change and the effects of long-range maritime activity and interconnections.99

He argues that the transformation of settlement patterns and material culture in the Cyclades from the
end of EB II to the MBA is associated with emerging new technologies in maritime movement, with
deep-hulled sailing ships replacing the longboat, as manifested in MM I pictorial representations.100

This interpretative approach, based on the revolutionary aspects of the novel means of maritime travel
and exchange, is taken to account for the emerging nucleated settlement pattern and the transforma-
tion of exchange and interaction networks. Furthermore, “the varied rate of up-take of innovation would
have created a mosaic of traditional and innovating communities and their associated material cultures,
probably with several overlap areas, and within the EB III period a few generations of islanders proba-
bly experienced a phase of uneasy co-existence between the two maritime cultures, prior to the demise
of the older way of life as a result of technological out-competition and ideological failure”.101 This cer-
tainly appealing and well-argued interpretation may also account for residual activity in EC cemeteries
(e.g. in Amorgos and possibly Christiana), the introduction of the jar burials custom in late EC-early MC
contexts (perhaps at Akrotiri, Phylakopi and Paros) and the mixed nature of certain ceramic assemblages
(Rivari, Christiana, Akrotiri, Area of the Sacrificial Fire, and perhaps also Dhaskalio Phase C). Attrac-
tive as it may be, this approach leaves us with no clear outlook of the configurations that immediately fol-
lowed the EC II late period in the Cycladic islands (and substantial evidence for Kastri Group
assemblages has still to emerge from Phylakopi) and the time lapse until the full establishment of MC
polities. What is hard to pin down, and possibly the source of debate on the “EC III gap” and the EC-
MC transition, is the duration of this period. No stratified material has been identified between EC II
late and Phylakopi I/Akrotiri Phase A; for the latter period, the evidence from Phylakopi and Akrotiri
is inconclusive for the duration or the extent of habitation, which in both cases ends with a destructive
event of unknown nature (what apparently also happens at Plaka on Andros and Kastro, Paroikia on
Paros). At Ayia Irini, the gap attested between Periods III and IV most likely overlaps with Phylakopi
I/Akrotiri Phase A, entirely or partially, and may even overlap with early stages of Ayia Irini Period IV.102

Scaling up, this interesting period of socio-political change, associated with Phylakopi I/Akrotiri
Phase A material remains, is clearly manifest in the nucleated character of habitation and most proba-
bly associated with emerging centralised administration in the islands. It is no coincidence that during
the same time in Minoan Crete the rise of new political, economic and cultural norms led to the

95. RUTTER 1984; contra WHITELAW 2004a.
96. SCHOLES 1956, 10; OVERBECK - OVERBECK 1979, 107.
97. OVERBECK 1989a. See CREGO 2010, for the ‘colonisa-

tion’ of Ayia Irini IV from Aegina.
98. GAUSS - SMETANA 2007a, 456. Similar evidence for

the same period is coming forth from Serraglio on
Kos, MARKETOU 2004, and possibly from Asomatos
on Rhodes, MARKETOU 1990b. In Crete, three sites in
the Mirabello area built defensive walls in MM IA,
see WATROUS 2012, 99-100.

99. BROODBANK 2013, 538-40. For the effects of climate
change and a broader view of developments in the
eastern Mediterranean and beyond in the late 3rd mill.
see also WIENER 2013, with references. See also MAN-
NING 2017.

100. BROODBANK 2000, 320-349. On the dating of the seals
see BROODBANK 2013, 539, with references.

101. Ibid., 348.
102. OVERBECK - OVERBECK 1979, 114-7; OVERBECK

1989a, 22-5.
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foundation of the First Palaces.103 In cultural terms, this period also sees the moulding of distinct MC
island identities, as expressed mainly in pottery production. What is hard to discern, due to lack of associ-
ated settlement and funerary evidence, is signs for social stratification and the emergence of elites in these
communities, evidence which apparently abounds in Crete in the late Prepalatial period.104 The evidence
from Akrotiri presented above fits well into a broader interconnected scheme for the beginning of the
MBA in the southern Aegean, which sees the inauguration of coherent socio-political frameworks, within
which distinct cultural identities of the Cycladic and Cretan polities would negotiate and interact.

P H A S E B

The main period of MC habitation at Akrotiri is divided into three phases (B-D), based on ceramic and
stratigraphic evidence. This period roughly corresponds to the MM II-III phases in Crete, Phylakopi City
II-ii and iii and Ayia Irini IV-V. The configuration of MC Phases B-D at Akrotiri and the assignment of
assemblages to distinct phases has been a difficult exercise for many reasons explained below, mainly re-
lated to the nature of the deposits. It is important to state in advance that deposits of all phases are rarely
found stratified one above the other at Akrotiri in the Pillar Pits and that most deposits are of a sec-
ondary nature with only a few exceptions.

With Phase B, the main attributes of the MC period at Akrotiri begin to unfold. Assemblages of this
phase are limited and mainly distinguished on the basis of ceramic features as demonstrated below, oc-
casionally corroborated by stratigraphic evidence. These assemblages are clearly distinct from Phase A
groups; in contrast, strong affinities are noticed between Phase B and Phase C deposits in ceramic terms.
The distinction between the two is based mainly on presence/absence of typological features and the lim-
ited finds of Bichrome ware vases in Phase B deposits. The drawback in this approach is the limited
amount of material assigned to Phase B, which may in some cases account for an apparent but unreal lack
of particular features in certain assemblages. In stratigraphic terms, deposits assigned to Phase B are
found in a more or less sequential arrangement between Phase A and Phase C deposits (such as in Pil-
lar Pits 66P and 68N); these deposits consist of earth, stones and pottery and are usually layers not ex-
ceeding 0.30-0.50 m in thickness. However, the type assemblage for Phase B is found in a backfill deposit
c. 1.70-2.00 m thick, most probably formed by the original contents of two adjacent rooms excavated in
Pillar Pits 61N East and West. On top of the backfill deposit of the room in Pillar Pit 61N West, sub-
sequent stone pavements of an open-air area and an overlying built structure were uncovered; these struc-
tures could date to Phase C, as they were found backfilled by a Phase D deposit, similar to that attested
in 61N East (see section 2.2 on stratigraphy).105 In all cases, there does not seem to be significant chrono-
logical distance between Phases B and C. As suggested by the limited number and distribution of Phase
B assemblages, it is possible that some distinct features of this phase were either rapidly superseded by
or integrated into the typical late MC Phase C ceramic output.

Phase B local pottery production is characterised by the almost exclusive use of whitish/yellowish
buff fabric with limited amount of inclusions in the coarsewares. A thin slip of the same colour as the
buff clay was applied in most cases. The surface is smoothed or burnished, with occasional traces of par-
ing still visible. A greenish tinge on some specimens is due to overfiring. Vases for food and drink con-

103. WHITELAW (2004b; 2012) links the discontinuity in
trade patterns in the late Prepalatial period with the
emergence of growth at certain urban centres, such as

Knossos, Malia and Phaistos.
104. See e.g. BROGAN 2013, with references.
105. LANARAS 2003.
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sumption include Cycladic cups, deep bowls with incurving rim, which replace the types of the Phase A
period, and cups, hemispherical or piriform (including ‘panelled’ cups). The hemispherical cups appear
in two varieties: one with plain rim, outlined by a red band and black “rock pattern”, and another with
slightly everted rim, a type fossil for this phase. The latter are usually shallow, large cups, with
smoothed/burnished surface, some with decoration in black at the interior. In that they resemble the
other type fossil of Phase B, the large shallow basins, with two opposing basket handles. Both types find
good parallels at Phylakopi, in terms of shape and decorative motifs.

Deep basins with a circular or oval base continue from Phase A, but they are superseded by the new
entries of oval basins and the spouted jars (kadoi). It is possible that the bathtub now makes a firstl ap-
pearance.

Beak-spouted jugs in dark on light now appear concertedly, in the form which would become a “trade-
mark” for MC production. Evidence mainly from sherd material in bichrome ware suggests that jugs
with side spout and/or jugs with funnel mouth probably emerged in this phase, as also the feeding bot-
tles, mostly in matt-painted ware. Similarly, it is possible that the production of small bridge-spouted jars
started in Phase B, as indicated by limited relevant diagnostic material. A general remark can be made
on the large size of the bodies and spouts of pouring vessels, such as jugs and spouted jars (kadoi), which
are represented in more refined proportions in the next phase. Mat impressions on the bases and potters’
marks on vessels in Plain ware are common.

Amphoras with circular mouth continue from Phase A. Ovoid pithoi, usually large, are common, ei-
ther plain or with painted decoration (bands, discs, circles). A rare occurrence of a pithos base with
spigot marks the beginning of the long production of this type. Large coarse lids, apparently belonging
to pithoi, have been found.

With reference to cooking vases, baking trays with high or low pedestal and shallow baking pans
with flaring rim continue from Phase A. Pedestalled jugs also carry on into Phase B, but the variety with
flat base is now introduced. Limited evidence, mainly from legs, suggests that the potters became fa-
miliar with the tripod cooking pot type, which was very popular by that time in Crete.

Lamps with incurving rim and stick handle appear in this phase. Pierced pedestalled vases continue
from Phase A; other types of specialised or unidentified function are rare, such as the double pierced vase
with flat base and the single cylindrical vase.

The predominant wares are the Plain and the Dark on Light, with black matt painted motifs in the
curvilinear and naturalistic styles. There is a small quantity of red or black Slipped and Burnished spec-
imens, while Bichrome ware (red burnished and matt black) is rare. Bichrome ware in matt red and black
paint shows up on a distinctive vessel, a tall beaked jug, with decoration of vertical straight and wavy
bands. Light on Dark ware is encountered sporadically; the decorative patterns include plant motifs,
spirals and discs on black or red matt painted surface. Pictorial motifs are rare in general; they mainly
occur in naturalistic style in Dark on Light ware.

Cretan imports from the deposits assigned to Phase B are few and not very helpful for chronologi-
cal refinements. They generally fall within MM II; however, a direct correlation of Phase B with MM
II is not secure due to the scarcity of the material.106 MacGillivray notes that Phylakopi City II and Ayia

106. KNAPPETT - NIKOLAKOPOULOU 2005; KNAPPETT this
volume.
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Irini IV are both marked at the outset by imported MM IIA pottery, suggesting that both phases start
at roughly the same time.107 Α ‘Melian’ matt-painted jug was found in late MM IB or early IIA levels near
the Royal Road at Knossos.108 Other imports at Akrotiri in this phase are not particularly diagnostic, ex-
cept for a handful of Grey Minyan sherds from kantharoi or goblets dating to MH II-III.109

The prevalence of Cycladic Dark on Light matt painted and Slipped and Burnished wares over
Bichrome ware attested in Akrotiri Phase B assemblages is also most explicitly evidenced in Kea, with re-
ference to Ayia Irini IV deposits.110 A feeding bottle in Bichrome ware illustrates the earliest import of
this ware in Kea, in Period IVc.111 In recent publications, pottery from Phylakopi Phase C debris fills is
presented without references to distinctions between ceramic assemblages of Phylakopi II-ii and iii;112

however, typological and ware features are discussed against their relative stage, early or late, within City
II period113 and may well align with relevant characteristics attested for Akrotiri Phases B and C. Another
correlation for Phase B may prove to exist with the material from Plaka, Andros, where habitation is at-
tested in stratified deposits extending from the EC II until the mid-MC period, including pottery in
the last destruction level dated to the early MC period, with characteristic jugs of “Cycladic White”
ware in the early curvilinear style.114 A possible correlation is suggested between Akrotiri Phase B and
Kolonna I, based on Melian/Theran imports at Kolonna.115

P H A S E C

Phase C is represented by rich primary and secondary deposits, which provide a wealth of information
on pottery production and consumption during the floruit of the MC settlement. Destruction layers
formed mainly by the original contents of the rooms, as indicated by large numbers of restorable vases,
are attested in Pillar Pits 66P, 67N and 63A. In some cases, Phase C deposits are covered by debris fills
assigned to Phase D. A significant exception is noted in the Pillar Pit 67N assemblage,116 formed fol-
lowing a destruction which probably led to the abandonment of the lower room of the MC building and
the construction of an upper room. The lower room seems to have simply gone out of use, with no back-
filling taking place, as is indicated by fallen objects of LC I date from the upper room and pumice found
in its area. While means of access from the LC I room above to the MC room below are not manifest in
the archaeological record, it is possible that the lower MC room continued to function for some time
longer than other rooms of the MC settlement, as also suggested by distinct features in the ceramic
record discussed in the wares and typology sections.

In terms of distribution in the area of the settlement excavated so far, the most representative Phase
C deposits in quantitative and qualitative terms come from the eastern sector of the site. This is most
probably due to local topography, as the bedrock slopes down along the east/southeast part of the area,
thus facilitating the accumulation of superimposed deposits and structures of different phases. An
overview of the excavation data suggests that in all areas other than the east/southeast sector there is
limited evidence for intelligible architectural remains of the MC period, as most structures in use in LC
I are founded directly on the bedrock. This means either that buildings continued in use from later MC

107. MACGILLIVRAY 1984a.
108. HOOD 1960, 22-3, fig. 24.
109. NIKOLAKOPOULOU 2007.
110. See OVERBECK 1989a, 9-11, ‘Slipped and Burnished

Ware’, ‘Matt-painted wares’.
111. OVERBECK 1989a, 11.

112. RENFREW et al. eds. 2007.
113. BARBER 2007, with references to earlier publications.
114. TELEVANTOU 2005b; 2006.
115. GAUSS - SMETANA 2008.
116. See TSOULAKOU forthcoming, for a detailed discussion

of the sequence and sections of the trench.
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into LC I with modifications (probably the case for the central core of the settlement) or that some LC
I buildings were established on areas previously open or cleared of prior habitation remains (possibly the
case for the northern sector). In the eastern sector, MC architectural remains are more conspicuous, as
they were backfilled with contents left inside, when new spatial arrangements were made resulting in
the layout of the LC I settlement.

In ceramic terms, the number of vase types used as fine and semi-fine tableware increases significantly
during Phase C. Deep bowls, Cycladic cups, hemispherical and piriform cups all continue from Phase B,
and constitute numerous groups, especially when found in deposits formed by room contents. New en-
tries in cup types are the piriform handleless, the S-profile, and the straight-sided. Conical cups now
make a limited appearance. Ledge-rim bowls are also introduced and become immediately very popu-
lar. Saucers, ledged cups, tumblers and tall bowls are varieties with only a few specimens. A shallow
ledged platter, dubbed a “fruitbowl”, is a semi-fine type which appears rarely. Serving vases range from
fine to semi-coarse. Feeding bottles, “snake jugs”, and beak-spouted jugs continue from Phase B. A dis-
tinctive type of jug with decoration of swallows is rare, as also in the following phase. Juglets, with beak
spout or circular mouth, are also rarely found. Among the most popular types are the jugs with side
spout and the jugs with funnel mouth, both with elaborate bichrome decoration. Two singletons are the
jug with side spout and basket handle and the strainer jug. Ewers are not very common. A large recon-
structed jug with ovoid/lentoid body shape almost qualifies as a flask. Small bridge-spouted jugs are at-
tested rarely, while bridge-spouted jars are produced in various wares.

Food processing was served mainly by oval basins and spouted jars (kadoi), which continue from
Phase B. Bathtubs become more common in Phase C.

The oval-mouthed amphora enters the scene dynamically in the form that represents the transport
vessel par excellence for the remaining lifespan of the settlement. A small amphora with vertical band
handles appears sporadically. The amphora with circular rim is not popular any more. Two new types of
tall amphoras, with crescent lugs or vertical handles, appear in limited numbers and do not survive into
later periods.

A variety of storage vessels is attested. Again, ovoid pithoi are the most numerous, including a few
specimens with a spigot above the base. Cylindrical pithoi, some with elaborate bichrome decoration, ap-
pear in two varieties, squat and tall. The form becomes a favourite in Akrotiri ceramic production in
LC I. Pithoid jars are found in various forms. The rimless and funnel-mouthed types occur rarely; they
became very popular only in LC I.

Cooking vessels include baking trays, mainly those with high pedestal, and flat baking pans with flar-
ing rim, which continue from the previous phase. Flat-based jugs tend to slowly replace pedestalled jugs,
while tripod cooking pots slowly increase in numbers.

Marked variety is attested in lamp and brazier types, but specimens are either few in numbers or hard
to identify in sherd material, especially in body walls which resemble those of cups. Small and large cir-
cular lids are found, fine and coarse, some with elaborate decoration. Of the types with specialised or
unidentified function, the pierced vases are now rarely found. Single and double cylindrical vases are
present, while the origins of the ribbed vase, a type unique to Akrotiri that became popular in LC I, are
now established in Phase C. A small globular vase with incurving rim and pierced base is either rare or
hard to identify in sherd material; it is possibly the first vase to function as a rhyton. Other vases which
occur mostly as singletons are equally interesting and discussed in the pottery catalogue.
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In terms of wares, red or black Slipped and Burnished ware is now common in a variety of vase types,
mainly of small size, such as Cycladic cups, bowls, and jugs. Bichrome ware, with motifs in burnished red
outlined by matt black paint, presents us with a bewildering figurative repertoire, including lilies, cro-
cuses, pomegranates, birds, animals, griffins and human figures, occasionally set in the natural landscape.
This ware is mostly found on closed vessels (e.g. jugs with funnel mouth or circular mouth and tubular
side spout and large pithoi). Added white details on Bichrome vessels signify the beginning of the Poly-
chrome Style, while Light on Dark ware (white dots or bands on dark-slipped matt or burnished ground)
probably aspires to imitate the contemporary MM IIIA pottery wares. Dark on Light ware in matt dark
brown/black paint is commonly found in the local production, occasionally depicting pictorial motifs.

Imported Cretan material in Phase C deposits dates mainly to MM IIIA.117 It includes hemispheri-
cal and straight-sided cups, bridge-spouted jars, jugs/jars and some pithoi, predominantly in polychrome
or light on dark wares, with a few dark on light specimens. A significant increase in quantity is testified
in this phase for the Cretan imports, which also sees the uptake of wheel technology and the imitation
of Cretan types in the local production. A range of imports from other Cycladic islands and the Dode-
canese has been macroscopically and analytically identified.118 Grey Minyan sherds are now very rare
and generally date to MH III.119 It is worth noting that at Akrotiri there does not appear to be any im-
pact on local production from Grey Minyan ware and vase types. No rim sherds or stems from kantharoi
and goblets have been identified in local fabrics, unless they are represented in non-diagnostic material
in the local Slipped and Burnished ware. This remark stands in contrast to the evidence from the other
two Cycladic sites, Ayia Irini and Phylakopi, where local imitations of Grey Minyan types are produced
and there is evidence for the inter-island exchange of these island-produced imitations.120 Clearly, as-
pects of regionalism and local preferences are reflected in these patterns with reference to the relations
with MH Mainland Greece and Aegina.

As already noted, local Dark on Light and Bichrome pottery wares and types of Phases B and C from
Akrotiri can be paralleled in the Phylakopi material of Phases II-ii and II-iii, with notable stylistic vari-
ations and local preferences in the production of the two sites.121 Given the sheer quantities of the ma-
terial retrieved at Akrotiri, the long standing view that Phylakopi was the major, if not the only, centre
of production and export of Bichrome ware with pictorial motifs in burnished red and matt black paint
can no longer be sustained. It has to be noted that this period witnesses a wide distribution of distinc-
tive ceramic products of Akrotiri and Phylakopi in sites of the southern Aegean and beyond.122 Slipped
and Burnished ware from the two sites appears to differ in some aspects, in particular the fabric,123 the
variety of vase types, the quantities in subsequent phases and the application of added white. With ref-
erence to the Keian material, the differences attested between fabrics and wares of Ayia Irini Period V
and Phase C Akrotiri pottery groups restrict the comparative material to stylistic observations and ac-
tual imports.124 Akrotiri Phase C, and possibly D, apparently correlate with Kolonna J, based on

117. KNAPPETT - NIKOLAKOPOULOU 2008; KNAPPETT this
volume.

118. See MATHIOUDAKI and HILDITCH this volume.
119. NIKOLAKOPOULOU 2007.
120. Ibid., 357.
121. See ATKINSON et al. 1904, 108-18, §9 ‘Pottery of the

Early Mycenaean Style with Designs in Matt Black’,
and 118-23, §10 ‘Pottery of the Early Mycenaean Style
with Designs in Black and Red’; BARBER 2007, 196-

207 ‘Cycladic White’.
122. See e.g. PAPAGIANNOPOULOU 1991, Appendix I, chap-

ter 3. See also ABELL 2016 for an apparent preference
for Melian/Theran imports, especially decorated drink-
ing vessels.

123. See KILIKOGLOU et al. 1990.
124. DAVIS 1986, 83-4, ‘The Melian imports’. See also

ABELL 2016.
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Melian/Theran imports at Kolonna125 and MM IIIA imports found in the same levels. Bichrome nip-
pled jugs, products of more than one workshop, are identified among other finds in Agriokastro on
Antiparos, where a settlement and cemetery of late MC-early LC I period are currently under inves-
tigation.126

P H A S E D

Stratigraphic and ceramic evidence represented by primary and secondary Phase C deposits suggests
that a destruction horizon is attested at Akrotiri during a late stage of the MC period, at a time when MM
IIIA pottery is imported to the settlement in substantial quantities. Phase D deposits are basically de-
bris fills, mainly from backfilling activities linked with rebuilding operations for the layout of the LC I
settlement. They are not always found stratified above Phase C deposits, and it appears that the two
phases are not much detached in chronological terms. The reorganisation of the settlement involved
backfilling operations in rooms/buildings going out of use, new building activities mainly in the eastern
part of the site, repairs to existing buildings mainly in the central and northern part of the site, and the
arrangement of new open spaces and the raising and re-surfacing of street levels. This large-scale opera-
tion must have been a concerted community effort, possibly of considerable duration.

Stratigraphic evidence for Phase D deposits comes mainly from open spaces, such as streets and
squares. Pillar Pit 35N presents us with a detailed sequence from the EC period to the volcanic erup-
tion.127 Three successive building phases featuring remains of rooms span the MC period. These are then
backfilled by a thick deposit which marks the arrangement of the first surface of the Square of the Dou-
ble Horns, an operation associated with Phase D. Subsequently, a second surface and a terrace were
arranged on top of the first level of the Square early in LC I/LM IA as attested by the ceramic material,
identified as the “Seismic Destruction Level”.128 The last building phase involves the construction of a
second terrace in the mature LC I/LM IA period, probably as a result of clearing operations before the
volcanic destruction. Similar evidence is retrieved from Pillar Pit 14A, a trench opened in Telchines
Road, which provides important information on the re-surfacing of the street in subsequent phases.129

In Pillar Pit 66P, the destruction layer formed mainly by the original contents of the MC room was cov-
ered by a layer which backfilled the rest of the room up to the maximum preserved height and consisted
mainly of small stones and many stone tools, and a large quantity of very worn, mainly coarse ware sherds.
The pottery is comparable to that of the lower level in typological terms, but clearly belongs to a differ-
ent fill deposit which testifies to a subsequent operation (Phase D).

In ceramic terms, lack of variety in vase types and decorative motifs are the main features in the pot-
tery of Phase D deposits, as they mainly consist of debris fills. The general outlook of the ceramic ma-
terial is that of mostly worn sherds, with old breaks, from which very few vases can be partially or rarely
wholly reconstructed. Coarseware non-diagnostic fragments constitute the majority in quantitative
terms, while residual sherds from vases that definitely belong to older, even much older, phases appear
more often in these deposits than in those of other phases. With reference to typology, there are strong
affiliations with Phase C, which is to be expected, as the deposits of this phase are formed immediately

125. GAUSS - SMETANA 2008.
126. VLAZAKI ed. 2012, 284, fig. 5; PAPADOPOULOU 2017;

2018.

127. KARIOTIS 2003.
128. Cf. MARTHARI 1984; PALYVOU 1984.
129. GEORMA - SOPHIANOU forthcoming.
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after the Phase C destructive event and certainly include the “rubbish” material of the Phase C ceramic
production. On the other hand, features such as the introduction of new elements and the rising fre-
quency of attributes that then became common in LC I suggest a smooth transition from MC to LC I pot-
tery production. Tableware types include Cycladic cups, hemispherical, piriform, S-profile, and conical
cups, ledge-rim bowls, feeding bottles, beak-spouted jugs, side-spouted jugs, ewers, small bridge-spouted
jars. Hemispherical cups begin to appear in their LC I form, which is matt-painted red or brown on the
interior, with black band on the exterior rim. Conical cups with plain straight rim are quite common.
Food preparation was served by oval basins, bathtubs, spouted jars (kadoi), as in the previous phase. Oval-
mouthed amphoras are still the transport vases par excellence. It is hard to reconstruct large storage vessels;
it seems that ovoid pithoi are most common and there is evidence for cylindrical pithoi and pithoi with
a spigot above the base. Cooking types include baking pans with flaring rim and flat-based jugs. Tripod
cooking pots, already present in Phase C, are still rare in Phase D deposits; however, similar to other vases,
such as cylindrical pithoi, these types become extremely common in LC I. Vases with specialised or uniden-
tified function include double cylindrical and ribbed vases, which continue from Phase C.

In this phase the major wares of the mature MC period appear to transform into their potential LC
I counterparts. With reference to ceramic manufacture, it is worth noting that this period marks the
end of fine, non-gritty fabrics with smooth surface associated with the class called “Cycladic White”, as
the typical fabric of LC I is now established (the “Later Local” class in Phylakopi terminology). Bichrome
ware with lustrous red and matt black survives but is superseded by bichrome decoration with semi-lus-
trous or even matt red and matt black paint. Slipped and Burnished ware is not highly lustrous any more,
especially evident on the Cycladic cups, while it seems that there is an increased number of vases with
slipped, semi-polished surface with white or polychrome decoration. Matt-painted bands and discs are
very popular on coarseware, as are also the zones of ribs on ovoid pithoi, and there is a large quantity of
undecorated sherds, with smoothed or rough surfaces. The ripple/crescents motif is now rather common
in red or red/brown lustrous paint, both in local and Cretan fabrics; the spiral motif appears very spo-
radically (mainly “band spirals”).

Diagnostic Cretan fineware appears in small quantities, in Light on Dark or Dark on Light, mainly
with ripple or crescent motifs. Otherwise, the rest of the imported material is not particularly helpful for
dating purposes. While it is tempting to associate this time-span of reorganisation in the settlement with
MM IIIB period in Crete in absolute chronological terms, the evidence does not qualify as diagnostic
material of MM IIIB pottery as defined in the sequence of Cretan sites.130 Two sherds of Grey Minyan
wheelmade goblets date to MH III. The next identifiable phase, again based on material mainly from de-
bris fills, is dated to early LC I/LM IA.

The lower border of the Cycladic MBA is difficult to define, although, surprisingly, no extensive de-
bate exists on this issue. At Phylakopi, the early excavators defined the end of the Second City by a wide-
spread destruction in architectural and stratigraphic terms.131 However, the ceramic evidence is rather
blurred in the description of floor and destruction deposits, not least because of the way it was presented
in the early publications, in descriptive stylistic groups rather than in stratigraphic contexts. The most

130. NIKOLAKOPOULOU 2013. 131. For an extensive discussion see WHITELAW 2005;
BRODIE 2009.
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recent work on the site and the re-examination of material from the early excavations indicate that, while
a City II-iii destruction level is widely acknowledged in stratigraphic terms, the actual date of the event
is still open to debate depending on one’s approach to the ceramic and architectural evidence, ranging
from MM IIIA to early LM IA in Cretan terms or even later.132 Ceramic continuity between MC and
LC I periods in stylistic, typological and fabric attributes is well-founded in both Akrotiri and Phy-
lakopi, suggesting the smooth merging of old and new features.133 In fact, it becomes obvious that a clear
dividing line between MC and LC I ceramic production is hard to establish. Moreover, Cretan ceramic
imports in relevant levels are not particularly helpful for a meaningful refinement of this period, as they
represent but a fraction of total numbers in ceramic assemblages.134 On a more general note, the in-
ability so far to integrate the MC site sequences in a scheme broadly comparable to the Cretan al-
phanumerical system may not be attributed to lack of available evidence. Rather, it may in fact indicate
a significant degree of adherence to ceramic production traditions and a more or less uninterrupted life
span of the MC settlements compared to Cretan practices and destruction events in MM settlements.
It is therefore plausible to suggest that since there is no identifiable destruction horizon at Akrotiri at the
end of the MM IIIB period in Cretan terms, then MM IIIB and early LM IA should be viewed together
in the Akrotiri sequence as an uninterrupted time span,135 with ceramic distinctions based on heirlooms
found together with new LM IA styles.136 In this context, it is also interesting to note that MC pottery
has been identified both in MM III contexts and as heirlooms in LM I assemblages.137

In chronological terms, it seems that MM IIIB is the time frame for the establishment of the LC I city
at Akrotiri, and possibly also at Ayia Irini, although primary deposits of this phase are apparently rare or
non-existent. At Ayia Irini, there seems to be no doubt that the end of Period V signifies also the end of
the MBA in the site. MM IIIA material is a distinct group found in the destruction levels of Phylakopi
City II-iii and Ayia Irini V, while no pure deposits with pottery equivalent to MM IIIB have been iden-
tified at either site.138 Another very interesting remark lies in the possible identification of plaster frag-
ments in late MC levels at the three sites.139 Certainly, there is much scope for future research in order
to establish, if possible, a more refined and concerted approach for the transition from the MC to the
LC I period in all known Cycladic Bronze Age settlements.

132. See WHITELAW 2005, 45–49, for a comprehensive dis-
cussion of the evidence and the inconclusive dating of
the City II-iii destruction; BARBER 2007, 233, for a de-
struction date of the ‘Second City’ just after the begin-
ning of LM IA, mostly based on stylistic and fabric
features of late City II ceramic assemblages; on diag-
nostic Cretan pottery from the same levels see HOOD
2007; see BRODIE 2009 on a reassessment of Macken-
zie’s Second and Third Cities.

133. Cf. MARTHARI 1984; BARBER 2007.
134. DAVIS - CHERRY 2007, 301–2.
135. Suggested already in MARTHARI 1990b.
136. See also NIKOLAKOPOULOU 2013.

137. Cf. MACGILLIVRAY 1984b; CADOGAN 1984; KNAPPETT
2006.

138. HOOD 2007; DAVIS 1986, 81-3.
139. At Akrotiri, evidence for plaster fragments in Phase D

deposits is rare/ambiguous; certainly no plaster
heaps/stacks were found in MC levels. At Ayia Irini, see
J. DAVIS 1986, 21, 47, 72-74, 100, 102, on plaster frag-
ments from Period V; the lion fresco is dated to MM
IIIB (E. DAVIS 2007), while MORGAN (2007, 376) re-
ports that no painted plaster fragments were found
below the LM IA/LC I levels. On the practice of reuse
of plaster see BRYSBAERT 2003, 170-4. No plaster frag-
ments are reported from MC levels at Phylakopi.
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D I S C U S S I O N

The transition from EC “Akrotiri II” to early MC “Akrotiri III” is inherently linked to the debate on the
existence or not of a gap in the habitation and/or the cultural sequence in the Cycladic islands, as dis-
cussed above. For Akrotiri in particular, the following points from present evidence are pertinent to the
debate. First, the character and the extent of the EC II late settlement are not adequately clarified, as the
relevant deposits are mainly debris fills or layers in secondary deposition with a few exceptions; conse-
quently, not much can be inferred for the causes and the extent of the destructive event that marked the
end of the period. Second, although MC Phase A deposits are also mostly of a secondary nature, rele-
vant finds from walls and floor construction layers, possibly including foundation depositions of vases,140

as well as ceramic typological and technological features, suggest the launch of the MBA habitation and
cultural sequence at the site. Third, external correlations with Crete, based on imported material in the
relevant Akrotiri deposits, are with EM IIB for EC II late and with MM I for MC Phase A. With ref-
erence to correlations with sites exhibiting a refined stratigraphic sequence, it is worth noting that the
lack of any correspondence between Kolonna D-E and any phase so far attested at Akrotiri may be a
very strong piece of evidence for a chronological break at Akrotiri, especially given the evidence for plen-
tiful correlations between the two sites both before and after these two phases at Kolonna. Fourth, no
deposit has been identified during excavations at Akrotiri that could be plausibly assigned to a phase be-
tween EC II late and MC Phase A in stratigraphic or ceramic terms. For these reasons, it is here suggested
that at Akrotiri MC Phase A started at some time after the EC II late disruptive event and extended
until the end of MM I at least; it corresponds with Phylakopi I and Kastro, Paroikia and possibly over-
laps with the beginning of Ayia Irini Period IV. This scenario accounts for certain early features in the
ceramic production of MC Phase A discussed above, indicative of cultural continuity with the EC II late
tradition, and at the same time justifies the presence of advanced features preempting the typical MC pro-
duction in these assemblages.

“Akrotiri IV” encompasses the main period of MC habitation at the site. The distinction between
Phases B-D is based on stratigraphical and ceramic criteria; these phases should essentially be seen as
facets of a coherent period of occupation, marked by a destructive event at its end and rearrangement ac-
tivities. This period, which broadly correlates with MM II-III in Cretan terms, Phylakopi City II-ii and
iii, and Ayia Irini IV and V, saw the floruit of the MC community and witnessed the beginning of
Minoan influence in material culture towards its end. The reasons behind the rather extensive destruc-
tive event that marks the end of this period are not explicit. The settlement recovers rapidly and emerges
in its LC I layout, with strong Minoanising features in most cultural expressions. At first sight, it may
seem plausible to link the events of the end of the MC period with the rise of the Minoan influence and
external intervention. However, recent studies on the nature, politics and mechanisms of Minoan in-
fluence,141 as well as the salient features of strong local character and traditions in the Akrotiri material
culture production, and especially the pottery, weigh against the possibility of an abrupt coercive event;
rather, it seems that the Akrotiri community opted to benefit from an integrated affiliation with Cre-
tan polities, and especially Knossos, in cultural and political terms, as did other island communities at
more or less the same time.

140. LANARAS forthcoming.
141. See e.g. BROODBANK 2004; DAVIS - GOROGIANNI 2008;

papers in MACDONALD et al. eds. 2009; NIKOLAKO-
POULOU - KNAPPETT 2016.
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The next phase in the settlement, “Akrotiri V”, dates to an early stage of LC I/LM IA. A rather smooth
transition is noted in stratigraphic and ceramic terms from the MC to LC I habitation, subsequently in-
terrupted by a disastrous event early in LC I/LM IA phase, forming deposits of the “Seismic Destruc-
tion Level”.142 These deposits are characterised by new shapes in the local production, such as rhyta and
eyed jugs, and the predominance of Dark on Light wares, with ripple and spiral motifs, clearly influ-
enced by contemporary Cretan prototypes. The large variety in schematic and naturalistic plant motifs
marking the mature LC I/LM IA phase is not yet attested. The main period of habitation in LC I,
“Akrotiri VI”, ends with the volcanic eruption in late LC I/LM IA. The date of the eruption has been
extensively discussed by advocates of the “low” versus “high” absolute chronology.143 In some cases, es-
pecially in levels retrieved from the excavation of open areas, it is possible to clearly distinguish between
subsequent debris deposits of early and late LC I/LM IA, as the latter were laid during clearing opera-
tions before the volcanic eruption.144

This higher level of resolution for the LC I/LM IA period can be tentatively identified also at Ayia
Irini and Phylakopi based on ceramic/stylistic evidence, since corroborating stratigraphical evidence is
missing at these two sites.145 Interestingly, comparable evidence comes from Trianda, Rhodes and Ser-
raglio, Kos, where the refinement of MB III/MM III period is not supported, whereas an early and a ma-
ture phase of the LB I/LM IA period are distinguished based on stratigraphic and ceramic data, broadly
corresponding to the Seismic Destruction and the Volcanic Destruction Levels at Akrotiri.146 This lat-
ter distinction is inevitably pertinent to the ongoing debate on phasing and related terminology for MM
III and LM IA with reference to Cretan sites.147 While there is a more or less general consensus on the
end of the LM IA period, the suggested earlier phase as attested in Akrotiri and probably in other island
sites is commonly correlated with either MM IIIB or MM IIIB/LM IA Transition or early LM IA, ac-
cording to the terminology used by each scholar.148

Last but not least, the late MC period is marked by rapid technological change and adoption of new
styles and practices in island communities and is inherently linked with overwhelming Minoan influence
and the transformation of exchange and cultural networks in the southern Aegean at the beginning of
the Neopalatial period.149 Clearly, single-dimensional factors, such as destructive events of variant scales,
do not suffice for the interpretation of the complex phenomenon of “Minoanisation”. Rather, the nature
and pace of the infiltration process is best monitored through the study of material culture changes, as
demonstrated by ceramic evidence from Akrotiri presented in this book.

142. MARTHARI 1984; 1990b.
143. For references see above fn. 1.
144. Cf. KARIOTIS 2003 for the Square of the Double Horns;

GEORMA - SOPHIANOU forthcoming; NIKOLAKOPOULOU
2003.

145. See MARTHARI 1990b, 66, on an early and late phase in
LC I/LM IA Akrotiri and possibly a similar situation at
Phylakopi; DAVIS - CHERRY 2007, 301-2, hint at a po-
tential similar distinction for LC I/LM IA Phylakopi and
Ayia Irini on stylistic grounds.

146. On an early and late LB I/LM IA phase at Trianda see
MARKETOU 1988; 1990a, 105-7; 1998; at Serraglio see
MARKETOU 1990a, 102-103; also MARKETOU 1988, 28,
for a generic MM III phase; VITALE - HANCOCK-VITALE
2010; 2012.

147. See HATZAKI 2007 for a review of terminologies and
correlations.

148. See papers in MACDONALD - KNAPPETT eds. 2013.
149. On Akrotiri see KNAPPETT - NIKOLAKOPOULOU 2008;

NIKOLAKOPOULOU - KNAPPETT 2016.
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Figs. 2.66a-b. Pillar Pit 64N.
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Fig. 2.67. Pillar Pit 64N.

Fig. 2.68. Pillar Pit 64N.

63-146 Nikolakopoulou 2.2b:Layout 2  1/9/19  8:15 PM  Page 132



2 . 2 .  S T R A T I G R A P H I C  S E Q U E N C E :  T H E  E V I D E N C E  F R O M  T H E  P I L L A R  P I T S

133

Fig. 2.69. Pillar Pit 64N East Extension.

Fig. 2.70. Pillar Pit 64N East Extension. 
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Fig. 2.71. Pillar Pit 61N East and West.

Fig. 2.72. Pillar Pit 61N West.
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Fig. 2.73. Pillar Pit 61N West.
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Fig. 2.74. Pillar Pit 61N West.

63-146 Nikolakopoulou 2.2b:Layout 2  1/9/19  8:15 PM  Page 135



2.  CHRONOLOGY AND STRATIGRAPHY

136

Fig. 2.75. Pillar Pit 35N.

Fig. 2.76. Pillar Pit 35N.
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Fig. 2.77. Pillar Pit 35N.

Fig. 2.78. Pillar Pit 35N.

63-146 Nikolakopoulou 2.2b:Layout 2  1/9/19  8:15 PM  Page 137



Fig. 2.79. Pillar Pit 35N.
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Fig. 2.80. Pillar Pit 35N.
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Fig. 2.81. Pillar Pit 14A.
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Fig. 2.82. Pillar Pit 14A.
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Fig. 2.83. Pillar Pit 39N.
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Fig. 2.84. Pillar Pit 39N.
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Fig. 2.85. Pillar Pit 39N.
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Fig. 2.86. Pillar Pit 39N.
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Fig. 2.87. Pillar Pit 63A.
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Fig. 2.88. Pillar Pit 63A.
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Fig. 2.89. Pillar Pit 63A.
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Fig. 2.90. Pillar Pit 63A.
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Fig. 2.91. Pillar Pit 22N.
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Fig. 2.92. Pillar Pit 22N.
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Fig. 2.93. Pillar Pit 22N.
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Fig. 2.94. Pillar Pit 22N.
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