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VISIBLE AND COMMEMORATIVE STRUCTURED DEPOSITS.
KEEPING THE MEMORY OF COMMUNAL SOCIAL PRACTICES
AT MINOAN PALACES

Introduction

In the Aegean the best-known examples of structured deposits are the foundation deposits, which
are plentiful in Minoan Crete.! These deposits usually consist of objects that were intentionally deposited
in a ‘structured’ manner on the ground or in a shallow pit, and buried beneath a new wall or floor in order
to inaugurate the new feature. Beside them, the Bronze Age site of Phaistos, overlooking the Mesara plain
in South-central Crete, provides a fair number of a new type of structured deposit that occur especially in
the so-called First Palace, dating from the 19t to 17% cent. BC, ie. the Protopalatial period. These
structured deposits are here called “filled-in bench and platform deposits’. They mainly consist of complete
or fragmentary ceramic vases, as well as occasionally other objects (e.g. animal bones, stone vases and/or
loomweights), that are placed in a ‘structured’ way, with which I mean that have either been positioned
vertically and/or horizontally and sometimes include stacked cups.2 These deposits have attracted the
attention of the first excavators of Phaistos (i.e. Luigi Pernier and Doro Levi) and of other scholars because
they are similar to foundation deposits,? but actually they are not buried under the new architectural
features, instead are contained in structures that remain visible and functional after their sealing.

The characteristics of these structured deposits are the following: (1) deliberate and intentional
deposition of material in a structured manner (vertical or horizontal deposition of vases, with also
handleless conical cups in stacks); (2) the sealing up of the deposit, which implies the choice of removing
the selected objects from circulation; (3) the intentional deposition of objects that reflect a not normal
event, whatever feasting or non-ordinary (i.e. ritual) communal action; (4) the visibility of the deposit or of
the ‘container’ of the deposit.

! On foundation deposits in Minoan Crete: C. BOULOTIS, “Mwvwwol amobéteg Bepehiwong,” in T.
DETORAKIS (ed.), [empayusva tov E* Awbtvois Kpyrolopmos Zvvedpiov (Apwos Nxdlao, 25 Lemvepfpiov - 1
Oxrwppiov 1981) A” (1985) 248-257; O. PELON, “Un dépot de fondation au palais de Malia,” BCH 110
(1986) 3-19; J.A. MACGILLIVRAY, L.H. SACKETT and J. DRIESSEN, “Aspro Pato™> A Lasting Liquid
Toast from the Master-builders of Palaikastro to their Patron,” in P.P. BETANCOURT, R. LAFFINEUR, V.
KARAGEORGHIS and W.-D. NIEMEIER (eds), MELETEMATA. Studies in Aegean Archaeology presented to
Malcolm H. Wiener as He enters his 65" Year (1999) 465-468; V. LA ROSA, “Liturgie domestiche o depositi di
fondazione? Vecchi e nuovi dati da Festos e Haghia Triada,” Cretdnt 3 (2002) 13-50; V. LA ROSA, “I saggi
della campagna 2004 a Festos,” ASAtene 82 (2004) 640-647; S. PRIVITERA, “Pregare insieme, libare da soli: 1
vasi capovolti tra rituale individuale e comunitario nella Creta minoica,” ASA4tene 82,2 (2004) 429-441; V.
HERVA, “The Life of Buildings: Minoan Building Deposits in an Ecological Perspective,” 074 24 (2005)

215-227.

2 For a recent revision of these structured deposits from Phaistos see: I. CALOI, “Preserving Memory in
Minoan Crete: Filled-in Bench and Platform Deposits from the First Palace of Phaistos,” 7G4 2 (2017) 33-
52.

3 For previous works on these structured deposits from Phaistos see: I. CALOI, “Il vano 3 e il MM IB ad

Haghia Fotini di Festos,” ASAtene 83 (2005) 19-45; S. TODARO, “The Latest Prepalatial Period and the
Foundation of the First Palace at Phaistos: a Stratigraphic and Chronological Re-assessment,” Cretdnt 10
(2009) 105-145; G. BALDACCI, “Banchine Protopalaziali a Festos. Il caso delle strutture con riempimento di
vas,” in F.M. CARINCI, N. CUCUZZA, P. MILITELLO and O. PALIO (eds), KRETES MINOIDOS.
Tradizione e identita minoica tra produzione artigianale, pratiche cerimoniali e memoria del passato (2011) 313-328; 1.
CALOI, “Memory of a Feasting Event in the First Palace of Phaistos: Preliminary Oobservations on the
Bench Deposit of Room IL,” Cretdnt 13 (2012) 41-59; CALOI (supra n. 2).
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A recent re-analysis of these Phaistian deposits has convinced me that some of these peculiar filled-
in structures are connected with the biography of the First Palace of Phaistos, marking some events whose
mnemonic record is materialised in the expressly constructed benches or platforms.*

In this paper I want to focus on the potential mnemonic value of these deposits, which seem to have
remained visible as memorandum. In the next pages, first I present two significant cases from Protopalatial
Phaistos, then I dwell upon two possible cases respectively from the Neopalatial court-centred building of
Sissi and of Gournia.

Two filled-in bench and platform structured deposits from Phaistos

Among the four filled-in bench and platform deposits identified at Phaistos,> I focus on the two
following cases: the first comes from Corridor III/7, which is located in a central position between the
southern and the northern wing of the First Palace and connects the Middle West Court (Piazzale I) with
the Central Court (Cortile 40); the second one was found in Room IL, located in the northern part of the
South-West Building of the palace. Both these structures have been excavated by Doro Levi during his
1950-1966 excavations at Phaistos, during which he brought to light the First Protopalatial Palace of
Phaistos, with its South-West Building and North-West Building, as well as with its courts (z.e. Central
Court, Middle West Court and Lower West Court) and peripheral quarters.6

The first filled-in structure from Protopalatial Phaistos is the low bench discovered by Levi during
his 1959 excavation of the Protopalatial levels of Corridor II1/7.7 This structure was filled-in with ceramic
vases and animal bones, sealed up and then used as a bench.

Among the Protopalatial remains Levi found in Corridor III/7, the most important is the huge wall
a, which is 18m long. It is the northern limit of three pavings going from the Middle West Court to the
Central Court, as well as the southern limit of a paved room, dubbed aula lastricata. The filled-in bench,
which is 65cm wide and 15cm high, was set against the southern side of the long wall a.8 Filippo Carinci
and Vincenzo La Rosa suggested a MM IB date for wall a based on its association with MM 1B pottery.
On the basis of stylistic comparisons, the two scholars attributed the ceramic material from inside the
bench to Early MM IB, corresponding to the construction phase of the First Palace.”

The bench deposit comprises 102 handleless conical cups (henceforth conical cups), of which only
one 1is decorated, three small pouring vessels, as well as fragments of both drinking and pouring vases.!0
Some faunal remains (bones attributed to cattle, sheep and pigs) were also found together with the pottery,
and interpreted as refuse from a consumption event. The presence of numerous conical cups and animal
bones associated with the structured manner of the deposition (a number of conical cups were stacked),
have led Carinci and La Rosa to interpret the bench deposit as the result of a communal feast;!!
moreover, Simona Todaro has proposed to link the feasting to the construction of the northern wing of
the First Palace in Early MM IB.!2 Indeed, the make-up of the bench is stratigraphically associated with
the construction of the paved room (aula lastricata) and of the huge wall a, which are both parts of the
northern wing of the palace.

Looking at the biography of the deposited objects, they have been first consumed in a special
ceremonial event that occurred in Early MM 1B, then collected and deposited all together in the same
‘container’, that is a new bench. This seems to have been remained visible and functional as a bench at

4 See CALOI (supra n. 2).

5 See table in CALOI (supra n. 2) 38-39, fig. 4.

6 See the publication of the 1950-1966 excavation campaigns at Phaistos in: D. LEVI, Festis ¢ la civilta minoica,
vols. I-II.1 (1976) and D. LEVI and F.M. CARINCI, Festis e la civilta minoica, vol. 11.2 (1988).

7 LEVI (supra n. 6) 250-252.

8 CALOI (supra n. 2) 42, fig. 6; see also LEVI (supra n. 6) 250-252.

9 F.M. CARINCI and V. LAROSA, “Revisioni Festie,” CretAnt 8 (2007) 88-98.

10 CARINCI and LA ROSA (supra n. 9) 97, figs 104-108.

1 See CARINCI and LA ROSA (supra n. 9) 98.

12 S. TODARO, The Phaistos hills before the Palace: a Contextual Reappraisal (2013) 96.
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least during the first phases of the First Palace life. The position of the bench is strategic, as it is located at
the key point between the two main courts, as well as between the two wings of the palace. Its central
position and its high wvisibility should have played an important role for the Phaistian community who
ivested in the construction of the new palatial building. Indeed, the community could easily recognise the
symbolic value of the bench, which contained the mnemonic record of the communal feast held to
commemorate the construction event.

The second filled-in structure from Protopalatial Phaistos is the platform excavated by Levi during
his 1951-1952 excavation campaign in Room IL of the main palatial building of Phaistos,' namely the
South-West Building. This was constructed in MM 1B and destroyed at the end of MM IIB. Following
recent studies by Carinci, the platform was constructed along the northern wall of the room at the time of
the renovation programme of the building, which occurred in MM II, that means after the first
construction of the palatial building and before its final destruction.!*

The platform is exceptionally large: it is 60cm high, 155cm wide and is 250cm long.!5 It was built
with stones, filled-in with hundreds of vessels and objects, both ceramic and lithic, and with animal
remnants, and finally sealed up with slabs. My recent reinvestigation of the material from the platform
allowed me to date it to MM IIA and interpret the deposit as the result of a ‘feasting hoard’. Beside 710
ceramic vases, the platform deposit includes also three clay loomweights, three stone vessels and faunal
remains. The considerable quantity of vessels, especially conical cups, together with the presence of
cooking pots and bone fragments, suggest some kind of communal drinking and eating. Moreover, the
ceramic material from the platform was deposited in a ‘structured’ manner (ze. vertical and horizontal
position, with some conical cups in stacks) and within a uniform fill, suggesting that the material was
deposited at one time.!6

Of a total of 710 complete and restorable ceramic vases, there are 525 drinking pots. The platform
deposit's most surprising feature is the exaggerated number of conical cups: of a total of 500 complete and
restorable examples, 430 are plain while only 70 are decorated.!” It is noteworthy to mention that the
platform included also a number of ritual implements, namely three bull iyt decorated in polychromy,
two fire-boxes, two horned pots, one fruitstand and one grater.!8 Preliminary analysis of the 252 bone
fragments collected during his excavation, has permitted their attribution to cattle, sheep and pigs. The
most interesting example 1s the partial skull of an agrim: with almost entirely preserved horns.!9

As stated above, the formal deposition and hoarding of feasting paraphernalia retrieved from inside
the platform in Room IL appears to be the repository from a single feasting event held nearby, most likely
in the Lower West Court of the palace. In this sense, the platform deposit's make-up, including hundreds
of drinking pots and several special paraphernalia dating to MM IIA, ze. earlier than the MM IIB
destruction levels, seems connected with the architectural and functional transformations that occurred
there. The filled-in platform can therefore be interpreted as the material mnemonic record of an
exceptional and memorable event, likely represented by a feasting event on the occasion of the renovation
of the northern part of the South-West Building, and especially of Room IL.20

13 F. CARINCI, “Per una rilettura funzionale dell’ala Sud-occidentale del Palazzo di Festos: il caso dei vani IL-
XXVII/XXVIIL”? CretAnt 12 (2011) 41-43. Among the main trasformations occurred in the South-West
Building between MM IB and MM IIB, a new entrance at the ground floor of the South-West Building was
opened in Corridor L and a new door was opened in the western wall of Room IL connecting the room with
the Lower West Court through Corridor L, then, the ceiling of Room IL was lift up, and finally a new large
and paved platform was constructed on the northern wall of the room.

14 See above n. 13.

15 CALOI (supra n. 2) 44-45, figs 9-10.

16 CALOI (supra n. 3, 2012) 41-59.

17 CALOI (supran. 3,2012) 47-48, 51, figs 8-9.

18 CALOI (supra n. 3, 2012) 51, fig. 6 and 54, Table A.

19 CALOI (supran. 3, 2012) 52, fig. 10.

20 On the subject see also CALOI (supra n. 2).
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Looking at the social meaning of these Phaistian structures, it appears reasonable that the choice
not to scatter the material, but to place it in a specific context and in a structured manner is a practice
aimed at preserving and memorialising events and/or places.?! Differently from foundation deposits and
from other structured deposits attested in Minoan Crete,?? these Phaistian structured deposits are not
buried in pits or under the floors/walls of buildings, but are sealed in built, above ground and visible
structures, which are fully integrated into the life of the building in which they are found. In fact, Phaistian
filled-in bench and platform deposits are sealed within settings that remain visible and functional (for
example, people can use platforms to work and prepare food, as well as to sit on as benches). It appears
therefore that the social meaning of the Phaistian structured deposits is to remind people living in and/or
visiting the palace of the event connected with the deposit sealed within the bench/platform, and thus to
develop and reinforce the sense of being part of the community that gravitates toward Phaistos and shares
the same habitus. In fact, only people living or attending Phaistos could know or remember that these
platforms and benches were made-up of the remains of feasting or other social events connected to the
construction of specific parts or areas of the Phaistos palatial building. Since these specific filled-in
structures were constructed with material belonging to a certain stage of the Protopalatial period, but went
on to be used during the successive phases of the same Protopalatial period, they seem to materialise the
temporal continuity of use of the palatial rooms or areas where they have been built. The high
concentration at one site of these specific, multi-layered features points to the Phaistians need to mark
their settlement's continuity and longevity.

Filled-in benches and platforms are so far not attested outside Phaistos in the Protopalatial period.
We have, however, identified two parallel cases at Neopalatial Sissi and Gournia.

Two cases from Neopalatial Sissi and Gournia

At Sissi, a comparable case has been discovered in Building F, we. the eastern wing of the
Neopalatial court-centred building located on the south-east summit of the Kephali hill.2* In 2011, along
the eastern wing’s south-east angle of the court-centred building, removal of the topsoil brought to light a
conspicuous Neopalatial pottery deposit; this was deliberately placed in a box-like structure placed against

21 On the subject see: Y. HAMILAKIS, “Re-collecting the Fragments: Archaeology as Mnemonic Practice,” in
K. LILIOS and V. TSAMIS (eds), Material Mnemonics. Everyday Memory in Prefustoric Europe (2010) 188-199; Y.
HAMILAKIS, “Sensuous, Memory, Materiality and History: Rethinking the ‘Rise of the Palaces’ on Bronze
Age Crete, in A.B. KNAPP and P. VAN DOMMELEN (eds), The Cambridge Prehistory of the Bronze and Iron Age
Mediterranean (2014) 320-336. See also below n. 22.

22 On foundation deposits see supra n. 1; on other kinds of structured deposits see, for example, the cases at
Neopalatial Knossos (the well-known Temple Repositories: E. HATZAKI, “Structured Deposition as Ritual
Action at Knossos,” in A.L. D’AGATA and A. VAN DE MOORTEL [eds], Archaeologies of Cult. Essays on
Ritual and Cult in Crete in Honor of Geraldine C. Gesell [2009] 19-30; E. HATZAKI, “Under the Floor. Structured
Deposits from Cists and Pits at the Bronze Age Palace at Knossos,” in [lempayuéva I Awbvods Rpnroloyuod
Lovedpiov (Xavd, 1-8 Oxzwfipiov 2006), Xzpoyyohip Tparéla “Televovpyucd deinva xa tedetovpyucés anobéoew atny Kpijrn
Twv Tpoioropiay ypovewy,” Topog A, Tpapa A" [2011] 241-253), at Neopalatial Malia (J. DRIESSEN, A.
FARNOUX and C. LANGOHR, “Favissae. Feasting Pits in LM III,” in L.A. HITCHCOCK, R.
LAFFINEUR and J. CROWLEY [eds]|, DAIS. The Aegean Feast. Proceedings of the 12 International Aegean
Conference, Unwersity of Melbourne, 25-29 March 2008 [2008] 197-205), at Nopigeia-Drapanias (Y.
HAMILAKIS and K. HARRIS, “The Social Zooarchaeology of Feasting: the Evidence from the “Ritual”
Deposit at Nopigeia-Drapanias,” in ANDREADAKI-VLASAKI [supra] 199-218) and at Thronos/Kephala
(A.L. D’AGATA, “Ritual and Rubbish in Dark Age Crete: The Settlement of Thronos/Kephala (Ancient
Sybrita) and the Pre-Classical Roots of a Greek City,” degean Archaeology 4 [1997-2000] 45-59).

23 On the court-centred building at Sissi see J. DRIESSEN, “Continued Excavation of the Court-Centred
Building at Sissi,” in J. DRIESSEN, M. ANASTASIADOU, I. CALOI, T. CLAEYS, S. DEDERIX, M.
DEVOLDER, S. JUSSERET, C. LANGOHR, Q. LETESSON, I. MATHIOUDAKI, O. MOUTHUY
and A. SCHMIT'T, Excavations at Sissi IV. Preliminary Report on the 2015-2016 campaigns (2018) 151-153 with
bibliography.
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a major wall (ze. wall F30) of Building F.2* Plaster fragments were found together with whole and
mendable vases, suggesting that the deposit was originally kept within a plastered bench. The deposit
appears to be a secondary fill, deliberately deposited as a single event. The study of this closed deposit,
which dates to MM IIIB, has allowed for its interpretation as the result of a feasting event, perhaps to be
connected with the inauguration of the MM IIIB construction or re-construction of Building F facing the
court-centred building.2>

The feasting hoard is composed of 176 diagnostic ceramic objects. They include a very high
concentration of intact and mendable plain, conical cups (i.e. 98 examples, plus 42 fragmentary), some of
which were deposited in stacks, a few number of decorated cups, several bowls, pouring vessels and
cooking pots, as well as special ritual implements, such as one imported globular #4yton, one miniature jar
and one red-painted figurine in the shape of a snake.26 No animal bones have been retrieved from the
deposit. We can therefore suggest either that food remains of the feasting event were placed or thrown
away In another area, or that cooking pots were not used to prepare meat, but other kinds of foods
(legumes?).

The composition of the assemblage and the stratigraphic position of the deposit within Building F
agree well with an interpretation as a feasting deposit, accompanying a construction event so that it can
also be labelled a building deposit. With this I mean that, on the construction of Building F, a feasting
event was held of which the paraphernalia were deliberately deposited in a special container placed within
the building. Its dating to the MM IIIB would give a terminus ad quem for the construction of the building.?7

We have observed that the Sissi deposit is not underground, but accommodated in a box-like
structure (a bench?) built against a major wall of Building F. As such it is comparable with the visible and
commemorative filled-in bench or platform deposits found at Protopalatial Phaistos, where they were
constructed in crucial areas/rooms of the First Palace in order to memorialise the foundation of new wings
or buildings. The memory of the feasting event for the MM IIIB construction (or re-construction) of
Building F would have then been perpetuated through the visible box-like structure.

A similar case could be represented by the early LM IB deposit found at Gournia, in the South-
West wing of the palace.?8 In Room 13, which is located in the south-west corner of the palace, were
found two superimposed deposits dating respectively to MM IIIA and to early LM IB, which correspond
to two building levels.?? The highest building level includes the ashlar walls on the south and west sides of
the rooms. These ashlar walls contained the upper deposit, which included 300 vessels dating to early LM
IB, organic remains, and carefully placed bits of pumice.3? This deposit has been interpreted by the
excavators as the result of a communal feasting. Matt Buell and John McEnroe, whom I thank for this
information, suggested that these later ashlar walls and associated deposit had to do with a post-Theran
rebuilding in early LM IB.3! As in the cases observed at Protopalatial Phaistos and at Neopalatial Sissi, this

4 On the excavation of Building F see S. JUSSERET, “The excavation of Zones 6 and 7,” in J. DRIESSEN;, I.
SCHOEP, F. CARPENTIER, I. CREVECOEUR, M. DEVOLDER, F. GAIGNEROT-DRIESSEN, P.
HACIGUZELLER, V. ISAAKIDOU, S. JUSSERET, C. LANGOHR, Q, LETESSON and A. SCHMITT,
Excavations at Sissi, 11 Preliminary Report on the 2009-2010 Campaigns (2011) 153-177; S. JUSSERET, “The
excavation of Zone 6,” in J. DRIESSEN, I. SCHOEP, M. ANASTASIADOU, F. CARPENTIER, I.
CREVECOEUR, S. DEDERIX, M. DEVOLDER, F. GAIGNEROT-DRIESSEN, S. JUSSERET, C.
LANGOHR, Q. LETESSON, F. LIARD, A. SCHMITT, C. TSORAKI and R. VEROPOULIDOU,
Excavations at Sisst III. Preliminary Report on the 2011 Campaign (2012) 135-154.

25 I. CALOI, “Inaugurating the Court-centred Building? A MM IIIB Feasting Deposit at Neopalatial Sissi,”
SMEA NS 4 (2018 forthcoming).

26 See the publication of the pottery from this deposit in CALOI (supra n. 25).

27 CALOI (supra n. 25).

28 L.V WATROUS, D.M. BUELL, J.C. MCENROE, J.G. YOUNGER, L.A. TURNER, B.S. KUNKEL,
K. GLOWACKI, S. GALLIMORE, A. SMITH, P.A. PANTOU, A. CHAPIN and E. MARGARITIS,
“Excavations at Gournia, 2010-2012,” Hesperia 84.3 (2015) 397-465.

29 WATROUS et al. (supra n. 28) 429-431, fig. 21.

30 WATROUS et al. (supra n. 28) 430-431, fig. 22.

31 M. BUELL and J. MCENROE, “Addressing Disruption: Contextual Study of the Ashlar Mmasonry at
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early LM IB deposit was not an isolated and buried foundation deposit, but a reminder of communal
participation in the building process. Differently from the Phaistian deposits, however, this deposit was
eventually covered by a LM IB floor; indeed, the second course ashlar block suggests that the LM 1B walls
framing Room 13 rose above the floor level. However, as suggested by the two scholars,32 until late in LM
IB, the pavement of the Southwest Court continued over the foundations of House El, which is located
immediately South-West of Room 13. This would have made the small Room 13 even more prominent
when seen from the outside. This may imply that the ‘visibility’ of Room 13 was somewhat
commemorative of the rebuilding operations occurred in early LM IB. The similarity with Phaistos is,
therefore, in the intention of making visibile the containers of feasting deposits connected to building or re-
building operations in the palaces’ life.

Concluding remarks

Filling-in new architectural structures with intentionally deposited objects appears to be a social
practice strictly associated with the Protopalatial Phaistian community, and to have become a part of
Phaistian tradition since the emergence of the First Palace.3? Indeed, it arose in MM IB with the
foundation of the First Palace and stopped in MM IIB, with the palace's collapse. This practice sounds like
a means to create a common symbolic language to be recognised by the Protopalatial Phaistian
community, and can thus be interpreted as a ritualised attempt to establish a clear link between people
and the place where they live or where they are symbolised. Since in the Neopalatial period parallel
situations are encountered also in other Minoan palaces, it seems therefore plausible that these kinds of
visible structured deposits were born at Protopalatial Phaistos and then widespread in other long-lasting
Minoan palaces during the successive Neopalatial period, keeping the same function of embodying the
mnemonic record of communal events connected to important changes in the palaces’ biography. From
what observed in the previous pages, it appears that at Protopalatial Phaistos and at Neopalatial Sissi the
reminders of communal social actions accompanying the construction of palatial buildings or areas are
visible benches or platforms, instead, at Gournia it is the prominence of Room 13 which reminds people
that a communal process has led to the re-construction of the Gournia palace. The wisibility of the
‘containers’ of these deposits (whatever benches, platforms or rooms) are reminders for the community,
with the aim to remember the feasting or social events connected to the building process that had
produced the constructions where the structures are found.

Ilaria CALOI

Gournia (Crete),” in M. DEVOLDER, I. KREIMERMAN and J. DRIESSEN (eds), Ashlar. Exploring the
materiality of cut stone masonry in the eastern Mediterranean Bronze Age (2019 forthcoming).

32 BUELL and MCENROE (supra n. 31).

33 See CALOI (supra n. 2).





