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This volume
This volume publishes the proceedings of an international workshop held at Pacheia Ammos hosted by 
the Institute of Aegean Prehistory (INSTAP) Study Center in East Crete in celebration of its fi rst 25 years of 
operation. It presents the Protopalatial ceramic material from various sites of Minoan Crete to understand 
similarities and diff erences in the island’s production, distribution, and pottery consumption. The numerous 
papers in the volume deal with excavated sites of North-Central, Eastern and Southern Crete, and in some 
cases, they present the ceramic deposits from sites in these areas for the fi rst time. The main goal of most 
papers is to contextualise well-stratifi ed assemblages through the analysis of their ceramic typology, 
decorative variations, and technological aspects to understand the diff erent phases of occupation in the 
Protopalatial period. The two-day workshop showed that the ceramic material from diff erent sites, according 
to the nature of the assemblages, can be attributed to single phases or to transitional phases (MM IB-MM 
IIA, MM IIA-MM IIB) of the Protopalatial period, thus revealing that synchronisms between various sites of 
the island can be challenging. On the assumption that chronological distinctions were possible by comparing 
already published data, most authors tried to analyse the connections between diff erent areas to understand 
intra- and inter-regional processes. Connections between nearby or distant sites reveal similar or variable 
production and consumption patterns dictated by geographic, cultural, and political parameters. From a 
ceramic perspective, a regional approach is still a valid tool, but it works only in areas where the ceramic 
traditions are well investigated and defi ned. Despite the challenges presented in discovering synchronisms 
(and asynchronisms) for the Protopalatial contexts of the entire island, this volume will be a reference for new 
studies of Protopalatial ceramics on Crete.

The AEGIS (Aegean Interdisciplinary Studies) series attempts to make the results of new archaeological 
research on Aegean and especially Minoan societies available to the scientifi c and wider public at a rapid 
pace. Monographs, PhD dissertations, proceedings of scientifi c meetings and excavation reports complete 
each other to off er a general view of this time frame which is of primary importance to understand the 
ancient world and its historical, political, symbolical and social sequences.
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30.	 Crete in the Protopalatial period.  
A ceramic view1

Ilaria Caloi

This last paper serves as an overall conclusion to this volume dedicated to Protopalatial pottery. It focuses on three 
main aspects discussed to varying degrees in the papers: namely, patterns of production and consumption (§ 1), the 
phasing of Protopalatial period (§ 2), and the potential definition of regions in a diachronic perspective (§ 3).

1.	 Between production and consumption: where are the ceramic 
production centres in Protopalatial Crete?

After more than one century of Minoan pottery studies, the papers of this volume uphold the fact that the 
renowned Kamares Ware – the epitome of First Palace Crete – is not in fact representative of the large amounts of 
pottery produced and consumed in the Protopalatial period. As well as Kamares, Protopalatial pottery indisputably 
includes a respectable list of other fine decorated wares (e.g. Light-on-Dark, Dark-on-Light, Barbotine, 
Monochrome, Spatter, and Polychrome on buff-reserved surface, etc.), and several more in semi-fine and semi-
coarse fabrics, both plain and slightly decorated. After these 100 years, however, the main unsolved matter 
remains the identification of the production centres – not only of the highly-accomplished Kamares Ware, but of 
Protopalatial pottery in general. The papers of this volume have underscored the scarcity of evidence for pottery 
workshops in Protopalatial Crete. 

According to recent studies (Whitelaw 2024: this volume, § 9; Macdonald & Knappett 2024: this volume, 
§ 2), the pottery consumed at Protopalatial Knossos was provided by different sources, ranging from sites of 
North-Central to those of South-Central Crete. For example, for the MM IB phase, it appears that the so-called 
Pediada tableware in red fabric from Kastelli is quite well attested in many contexts of Knossos (Rethemiotakis 
& Christakis 2004: 172-173). The papers of this volume have also confirmed its wide distribution both in Central 
(e.g. Agriana: Christakis et al. 2024: this volume, § 5) and in Eastern Crete (e.g. Myrtos Pyrgos: Cadogan & 
Knappett 2024: this volume, §10). In the MM II Knossian contexts, several imports from Phaistos are mentioned 
(MacGillivray 1998; Day & Wilson 1998; Carinci 2001; 2024: this volume, § 29), especially for items of Kamares 
Ware. It is difficult to envisage that Knossos was served only by Phaistian material, as first suggested by Day and 
Wilson (1998), but at the same time it is evident that Kamares products at Knossos are few in comparison to the 
high number found at contemporary Phaistos (Carinci 2024: this volume, § 29; see also Van de Moortel 2024: this 
volume, § 22). 

The pattern observed at Knossos is completely different from that visible in the palatial centre of Phaistos, where 
the consumed pottery is almost entirely local. The huge amounts of pottery found in the MM IB, MM IIA, and 
MM IIB deposits of Phaistos have so far revealed only a few imports (Caloi 2024: this volume, § 19). The reason 
is likely to be seen in the existence of a ceramic quarter that Simona Todaro (2009) has located to the West of the 
West Court at Phaistos (on the basis of the evidence of kilns, potting equipment, and pottery wasters). Here the 
local products include both fine decorated pottery (e.g. Polychrome and Barbotine wares) and semi-fine/coarse 
pottery, which have continued to use the same fabrics since Prepalatial times (Wilson & Day 1994; Day et al. 
2006). It is likely that the Artisans’ Quarter of Phaistos fulfilled not only the high demand generated at the site, 
but also served the neighboring settlements of Kommos and Hagia Triada, the Kamares Cave, the Mesara tholos 
tombs, and the Amari Valley sites of Monastiraki and Apodoulou (for a summary, see Carinci 2024: this volume, § 
29). Exceptions are proposed for the existence of local workshops at Hagia Triada (Carinci 1997; Baldacci 2024: 

1	I want to thank my colleagues Filippo Carinci, Pietro Militello, Simona Todaro and Maud Devolder for having discussed many 
aspects of this paper with me. I am grateful to Don Evely for the editing of the text.
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this volume, § 21). It remains, however, to appreciate how these different workshops functioned and how they 
served the wider territory. It is indeed evident though that the pottery production at Phaistos was the main reference 
for the Mesara plain and likely also for the area outside it – given the increasing level of exports of both fine and 
semi-fine products from MM IB to MM IIB – but the main question remains as to whether we can suppose the 
existence of specialised Phaistian potters working also outside the Mesara plain, including, say, Knossos, as is 
suggested by Carinci in this volume (2024, § 29).

Another important pottery workshop in Protopalatial Crete is attested at Malia, namely the Atelier de Potier in 
Quartier Mu (Poursat 1996: 23-43), dated to MM IIB. Most of the MM IIB ceramic products found in Quartier 
Mu appear in all the Malia quartiers and in several sites of East Crete, as shown by the papers of this volume (for 
summary, see Doudalis 2024, § 18). Whether the numerous Malia-type vessels found in Eastern Cretan sites are 
imports or imitations of Maliote products is still unanswered. 

For many sites of East Crete (i.e. Petras, Gournia, Mochlos, Myrtos Pyrgos), a local production is reported, 
identified on the basis of fabrics using local sources, but the evidence for the physical workshops is still lacking. 
Eleni Nodarou (2021) has hypothesised that the local pottery in semi-coarse fabric with distinctive granodioritic 
inclusions, known as Mirabello fabric, could have been produced around Gournia and Priniatikos Pyrgos. Though 
we do not know the workshops for this Mirabello fabric pottery, many sites of Eastern Crete are served by them, 
such as Gournia, Mochlos, Myrtos Pyrgos, and also Chryssi (Sofianou et al. 2024: this volume, § 14). For Gournia, 
an important Protopalatial production serving the Chryssi island is argued for (Sofianou et al. 2024: this volume,  
§ 14), but the pottery of the site is not published yet. Doudalis (2022) has also hypothesized the existence of a local 
workshop at Mochlos on the basis of potter’s marks on MM IIA and MM IIB pottery. 

To supplement the meagre evidence of pottery workshops, a new, systematic programme of combined macroscopic 
and petrographic (and chemical) analyses of pottery from all the Cretan Protopalatial sites is a fundamental sine 
qua non for reconstructing the provenance of pottery and the patterns of pottery production across the island. 

2.	 Phasing the Protopalatial period

The papers of this volume have clearly demonstrated the difficulties in phasing the Protopalatial period. The 
uneven attestation of ceramic deposits across the island has been the main concern confronted repeatedly by 
the authors. For some sites the high number of stratified ceramic deposits has allowed the definition of pottery 
characteristics for single phases of the Protopalatial period, while at others the scarcity has instead had the opposite 
result. This brings about a clear distinction into three (or more) ceramic phases of the Protopalatial period (i.e  
MM IB, MM IIA and MM IIB) at times, but leaves others where the Protopalatial deposits were only broadly 
datable to MM IB-MM IIA or to MM IIA-MM IIB.

This said, the new data obtained from the 26 sites discussed in this volume has much enriched our knowledge 
on the wares, shapes, and decorative patterns of pottery from Protopalatial Crete at every level: from micro-scale 
(site by site), meso-scale (by region) up to macro-scale (Cretan) perspectives. 

2.1.	 Where is the MM IB ceramic phase? 

This question was raised several times during the conference held at Pacheia Ammos in June 2022. 
The papers of this volume have shown that the MM IB phase is not well represented in every corner of Crete. 

This situation could be due to the nature of the contexts (e.g. the mixed deposits of the communal necropoleis), 
the taphonomy of the deposits, and also the general absence of MM IB destructions. The absence of MM IA 
destructions in many Cretan sites is another factor that has prevented an easy identification and understanding 
of the succeeding MM IB phase. It is indeed evident that in many sites the passage from MM IA to MM IB was 
very smooth. The continuity from MM IA to MM IB is very strong not only in South-Central Crete (e.g. Phaistos: 
Todaro 2009; Caloi 2009; 2024: this volume, § 19), but also at Knossos and in Eastern Crete (Nodarou 2021). 
The result is that in many sites the latest Prepalatial pottery is very similar to (and sometimes confused with) 
the ensuing MM IB pottery. It is quite surprising that in MM IB, and despite the general increase in the shape 
repertoire and in a more elaborate decoration consequent on palatial consumption, the early Protopalatial products 
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continue to use the late Prepalatial fabrics. This is evident at Phaistos (Wilson & Day 1994) and in the connected 
Mesara sites and at Petras (Nodarou 2017: 139). The continuity in question is evident also in some shapes that are 
typical of Protopalatial period, but which derive from Prepalatial times, like the goblet (footless and footed), the 
handleless conical cup, and the spouted jar (open- or bridge-spouted). 

The MM IB ceramic phase is characterized by the adoption of the potter’s wheel, the increase of skeuomorphic 
shapes, the rise in shape-types – especially for pouring and drinking, as well as new experimentation in decoration 
with the emergence of polychrome patterns and relief work (e.g. Barbotine). Despite the adoption of the potter’s 
wheel in MM IB, most sites discussed in this volume show that MM IB ceramic vessels continue to be produced 
using the hand-building technique attested in the previous period or are fashioned in combination with the new 
device (Knappett 1999; Caloi 2011). Most papers of this volume have also confirmed that in North-Central and 
Eastern Crete the most attested techniques are the wheel-coiling (Knappett 1999; Jeffra 2013). On the contrary, 
though, in MM IB South-Central Crete the most common techniques are the wheel-pinching and the layer-building 
techniques combined with the potter’s wheel (Todaro 2017; Caloi 2019; 2021; 2024: this volume, § 19), while the 
use of the wheel-coiling is less popular.

Distinctive of the MM IB phase is the appearance of the skeuomorphic shapes, which is best documented by the 
widespread use of the carinated cups, now present in almost every Cretan site, with few exceptions. The carinated 
cup appears to be a pan-Cretan shape already in the first phases of Protopalatial Crete (Caloi 2023), with other 
skeuomorphic shapes appearing in MM IB as more regional products. For example, the three-handled jug with 
strap handles is a Phaistian vase, mainly attested in Barbotine Ware, which is mostly present in South-Central 
Crete (see Phaistian exports at Apesokari: Flouda 2024: this volume, § 25, and at Koumasa: Panagiotopoulos 2024: 
this volume, § 27); the bevelled cup is typical of Eastern Crete and is represented in almost all the sites there (see 
Doudalis 2024: this volume, § 18). 

Already in MM IB there is visible a proliferation of those plain or poorly decorated drinking cups which are 
typical of specific palatial sites, and whose use represents the adoption of a consumption etiquette of palatial 
character. The papers of this volume have shown that in MM IB the footed goblet typical of Knossos is attested 
in many sites of North-Central Crete (e.g. Iuktas, Kato Gouves), while from MM IIA it becomes concentrated 
mainly at Knossos and its immediate surroundings. In South-Central Crete, the handleless conical cups are used 
in association with spouted jars in ceremonial activities, as well as in building deposits, not only at Phaistos, but 
also at Hagia Triada and Kommos. The increase of the Phaistos-type conical cups is now documented in more sites 
(e.g. Apesokari, Porti, Koumasa), even if it is uncertain whether they are imports or imitations. Less clear is the 
time of appearance of the well-known one-handled conical cup typical of Malia, which will spread more widely 
in the following MM II. 

Polychrome pottery is a distinctive feature of MM IB productions, although it was introduced in the previous 
MM IA phase. The growing number of patterns and decorative systems, also in combination with barbotine work, 
expresses a new stylistic experimentation on the part of Cretan potters. It is, however, important to stress that 
the Polychrome Ware is much more common in Central Crete than in Eastern Crete – with a few exceptions like 
Petras, and that this trend will continue also in the next Protopalatial phases. 

2.2.	 The MM IIA ceramic phase: pottery innovations and increasing connections 

Until 15 years ago, the MM IIA phase was a big blank in the panorama of Protopalatial pottery (MacGillivray 
2007: 133; Caloi 2007). But it is now well attested to at several sites across the island. New excavations, combined 
with fresh revisiting of old contexts, have indeed increased our knowledge of this ceramic phase.

In terms of pottery, the following  innovations are visible: a spreading use of the potter’s wheel now adopted both 
for wheel-shaped and wheel-thrown products, an increase of skeuomorphic shapes and of plain mass-produced 
vases, and the appearance of Egg-shell Ware. 

Despite the different manners of adoption of the device, whether for wheel-throwing or wheel-fashioning techniques, 
in MM IIA the potter’s wheel is witnessed on every site of Crete. A clear development of the device is visible in the 
appearance of the grooved decoration, which is now very popular across the island. The MM IIA phase at Phaistos 
has also shown that some conical cups could have been produced using the wheel-throwing-off-the hump technique 
(Caloi 2021; Caloi & Bernardini 2024), likely in connection with new demands of mass-productions.
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The elaboration of new patterns in Polychrome wares are well attested at Phaistos and, in less measure, at 
Knossos, but do not find a counterpart elsewhere in the island. For example, in MM IIA the Polychrome Ware is 
not much attested at Malia, where it appears only in the high-profile buildings and in the necropoleis (Caloi & 
Doudalis 2024: this volume, § 7). As pointed out in many chapters of this volume, it appears that the Polychrome 
Ware is less visible at Agriana and in the Pediada sites (Christakis et al. 2024: this volume, § 5), as well as in 
several sites of North-Eastern Crete, like Sissi and Mochlos, and in the Mirabello Area ones as well (see Doudalis 
2024: this volume, § 18). Here, Polychrome Ware is seemingly replaced by the Light-on-Dark Ware and/or the 
Monochrome Ware. Despite the difficulties of defining wares and shapes typical of MM IIA in Far Eastern Crete, 
the impression is that in MM II Light-on-Dark started to become predominant there too (for Palaikastro: Knappett 
2024: this volume, § 15; for Zakros: Vokotopoulos 2024: this volume, § 17). 

If the attestation of ware-types is quite different from one region to another, some MM IIA shapes do circulate 
all over Crete. An increased consumption of elaborate skeuomorphic shapes imitating metallic prototypes is now 
attested not only in the major palatial sites, but everywhere. Among the most common shapes imitating metalwork, 
are to be numbered the carinated cups, now popular with grooves, the high carinated cups in Monochrome Ware, 
the carinated cups with quadrilobate or crinkled rims, and the kantharoi, even if the last type will become yet more 
common in MM IIB (see Betancourt et al. 2024: this volume, § 4; Wilson 2024: this volume, § 13). 

2.3.	 The MM IIB phase: towards a standardization of shapes?

The MM IIB ceramic phase is well attested in many Cretan sites of North-Central, South-Central and Eastern 
Crete, with a few exceptions: Agriana (still under excavation), Palaikastro and Kato Zakros, and at Knossos. In 
the last this phase is poorly attested because of the absence of MM IIB destruction deposits: the MM IIB pottery 
is indeed present, but in mixed deposits (e.g. South and West Polychrome Deposits) and in the Trial KV, where it 
appears to overlap with the two MM IIB phases of Phaistos (Antonello 2024: this volume, § 20). 

In terms of manufacture, MM IIB continues the technological development of the previous MM IIA, with an 
increase of wheel-made products, which are mainly wheel-coiled, but with wheel-thrown products turned out at 
least in South-Central Crete (Caloi 2011; 2021; Flouda 2024: this volume, § 25; Baldacci 2024: this volume, § 21). 

The MM IIB pottery is usually associated with the acme of the Kamares Ware. But the MM IIB fine Polychrome 
Ware is in fact attested mainly in the palatial site of Phaistos and in its neighbouring sites, where it shares the 
same vase-forms (e.g. Hagia Triada, Kommos, Kamares Cave), in few deposits at Knossos, and in the high-profile 
buildings at Malia (e.g. the Palace, Quartier Mu). On the rest of the island, Polychrome pottery is less common and 
is mostly attested as imports from Central Crete. 

This discrepancy is well visible in the local products of many sites in Eastern Crete, where the most heavily 
consumed fine pottery is made in the Light-on-Dark and Monochrome wares, thus continuing a previous MM IIA 
trend. This is to be seen in many sites of North-Eastern (e.g. Sissi, Mochlos, Petras) and of South-Eastern Crete 
(e.g. Myrtos Pyrgos and Chryssi), as summarized by Doudalis in this volume (2024, § 18). Moreover, the one-
handled conical cups typical of Malia are now attested in almost all the Eastern- and South-Eastern Crete deposits. 

In South-Central Crete, Phaistos appears to be an exception because here is evident an increase in the use of 
Polychrome Ware, now associated with very elaborate shapes, further embellished with plastic decoration and with 
high-quality impressed motifs (Sanavia 2017). The Egg-shell Ware is another product that reflects the impressive 
skills of the Phaistian potters. It is in MM IIB that we see a growth in exportation – and in emulation – of those 
polychrome elaborate vessels produced at Phaistos but found now outside the Mesara plain, not only in Northern (e.g. 
Iuktas, Knossos) and Eastern Crete (e.g. Zakros), but even outside the island (see Carinci 2024: this volume, § 29, 
with lit.). Most of these exported vessels are standardized shapes, such as carinated cups, rounded cups with everted 
rim, straight-sided cups, and bridge-spouted jars, which apparently represent a common elite ceramic language, 
shared by the Cretan privileged persons and by the external international consumers of such rank as well (see infra).

The MM IIB phase sees a major production and circulation of semi-coarse productions, mainly produced in Plain 
and Dark-on-Light Ware, as exemplified by the Phaistian Dark-on-Light askoid jugs and amphorae, the Malia oval-
mouthed jars and the Mirabello amphorae (see Carinci 2024: this volume, § 29; Doudalis 2024: this volume, § 18). 
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2.4.	 Looking for a new MM IIB Final ceramic phase on Crete? 

In the volume, Sofia Antonello (2024, § 20) presented a new ceramic sub-phase of the MM IIB period – the  
MM IIB Final – on the basis of two architectural phases with related destructions identified at Phaistos by Carinci 
and La Rosa (2007). 

If at Phaistos two MM IIB destructions are safely-discernable, it remains to work out whether some other 
incidences of such a pattern of destruction or disturbance are visible across the island. Some kinds of MM IIB 
disturbances are definitely attested also at Palaikastro, at Petras and at Katalimata.

Among the potential candidates for a MM IIB Final deposit, there is the Knossian Trial KV, whose pottery 
appears contemporary with that from the MM IIB Final deposits at Phaistos (Carinci 2001; Caloi 2018; Antonello 
2024: this volume, § 20). Whether some of the products attested in the Early MM IIIA phase at Knossos could 
be the development of the local ones well-attested in the MM IIB destruction levels of Phaistos needs to be 
explored. Both Carinci (2001) and Antonello (2024: this volume, § 20) have already identified some ceramic 
shapes and patterns from Early MM IIIA Knossos deposits (e.g. The House of the Fallen Blocks and Sacrificed 
Oxen: MacGillivray 1998; Mathioudaki 2018) that could be more at home in a MM IIB Final phase and may even 
derive from yet earlier Phaistian prototypes, namely MM IIA or MM IIB predecessors. Only radiocarbon dates 
of Knossian and Phaistian MM IIB and Early MM IIIA contexts, combined with a detailed investigations of the 
deposits of Knossos, could sort out this unresolved point, which matter Carinci has already spoken of in a long note 
in his 2001 paper in I Cento Anni dello Scavo di Festòs (Carinci 2001: 509-511).

3.	 Regions of Protopalatial Crete in a diachronic perspective

If we attempt to identify regions or hinterlands around either the main palaces or large settlements in the 
Protopalatial period using pottery as the yardstick, not only are the patterns difficult to define, but they change 
from one phase to another. 

The region of Knossos is surprisingly the most challenging one to define on the basis of pottery, not only because 
scholars have been much more focused on the Neopalatial period rather than on the earlier phases of the town, 
but because Protopalatial Knossos was not an autonomous ceramic production centre. Since it was mainly served 
by external production centres, its ‘region of ceramic influence’ becomes hard to assess and delimit. It has been 
reported (Macdonald & Knappett 2024: this volume, § 2) that Knossian local products were limited to drinking 
cups (e.g. footed goblets, carinated cups, etc.), while many other products seem to be imports (e.g. those in semi-
coarse fabrics and Kamares Ware items as well). I have already tried elsewhere (Caloi 2023) to reconstruct the 
borders of the Protopalatial Knossos region using the most popular Knossian drinking cup – namely the footed 
goblet: what is striking here is that the vase is much more attested in North-Central Crete in MM IA and MM IB 
than in the later periods, as is also confirmed by the papers of this volume (Christakis et al. 2024, § 5; Mandalaki 
2024, § 6; Karetsou & Knappett 2024, § 3). Thus, if in MM IB, the region of Knossos could be easily defined as 
the North-Central region of Crete, including sites like Archanes, Gouves, Smari, etc., then in the following MM II 
the borders of this region become less definite.  There are indeed several sites of North-Central Crete, which from 
MM II seem to adopt different ceramic traditions as an alternative to the Knossian one/s (see infra). 

If we move to the area around Malia, the pattern is also complicated because the MM IB phase is poorly known, 
but it appears that the MM IB Maliote ceramic production is still quite affected by the Mirabello Area ceramic 
tradition, as it was in Prepalatial times.

In Eastern Crete, the MM IB Mirabello Area tradition indeed appears to be prominent, but this is not the only one 
to exist, as the Petras repertoire is of a very distinctive output (Tsipopoulou 2024: this volume, § 11; Haggis 2007), 
with a high attestation of Polychrome wares and of very elaborate shapes in comparison to other contemporary 
sites. The newly excavated sites of South-Eastern Crete (e.g. Chryssi) will probably tell us another story for the 
MM IB period, but we still need to wait for further explorations of the area. 

In the Mesara plain, the pattern is quite different from the rest of the island. The long-term ceramic production 
centre of Phaistos with its specific products looks to have influenced the whole area around it. It is nothing new to 
say that already in the first phase of the Protopalatial period, the neighboring sites of Phaistos shared its ceramic 
productions and that the Phaistian pottery was then a source of inspiration for the whole Mesara plain as well. 
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Moreover, the papers of this volume have shown that in MM IB the most innovative ceramic productions of 
Phaistos, like the Barbotine Ware, were known also outside the Mesara plain (see Iuktas: Karetsou & Knappett 
2024: this volume, § 3; Gavdos: Kopaka & Theou 2024: this volume, § 28). On the contrary, South-Central Crete 
was still not really open to imports from other areas of the island in this phase.

In MM II, the balance between the different areas of Crete begun to change. First of all, it appears that some of 
the sites between Knossos and Malia start to follow the Maliote pottery products rather than the Knossian: this is 
the case of Agriana (Christakis et al. 2024: this volume, §5) and of Smari (Vallianou 2017), the latter especially 
from MM IIB. Likewise, Kato Gouves (Mandalaki 2024: this volume, § 6) and the Iuktas sanctuary (Karetsou & 
Knappett 2024: this volume, § 3) show an increase of MM IIA Malia or Malia-inspired products in comparison to 
the previous phase. 

Despite the difficulties of recognizing a clear MM IIA ceramic phase in Eastern Crete, it appears that the  
MM II deposits from sites of the Mirabello Area, the Siteia Bay, the Hierapetra isthmus, the South-East, and also 
the Far East all show shapes and patterns that are Malia-inspired (see a summary in Doudalis 2024: this volume, 
§ 18). The papers of this book have clearly shown that some Maliote shapes (e.g. one-handled conical cups and 
carinated bridge-spouted jugs) are present in MM II (MM IIA and/or MM IIB) deposits of Eastern Crete sites, likely 
due to an increase of cultural and possibly political affiliations with Malia. As Whitelaw suggested in this volume 
(2024, § 9), this phenomenon could depend on the absence of a palace or administrative centre in Eastern Crete. But 
this does not explain why some sites of Central Crete shifted from consumption of Knossian-inspired productions 
(e.g. footed goblets in Late Prepalatial and MM IB phases) to Malia-inspired ones. This could instead depend on a 
stronger role exercised by Malia in North-Central and North-Eastern Crete, as shown not only by the development 
of the town in MM IIA, with the foundation of several high-profile buildings (e.g. Quartier Mu, Building Dessenne, 
Abords Nord-Est), but also by its special connections with the Anatolia, which will be more defined in MM IIB (see 
Carter & Kilikoglou 2007, for obsidian; Poursat & Loubert 2005, for copper; Sanavia 2013, for Anatolian-inspired 
ceramic productions). If we have to identify the “sources of novelty” – as wonderfully defined by Whitelaw in this 
volume – for pottery production in Central Crete, it appears that Knossos in MM IIA is not the exclusive one. On 
the contrary, the sites in North-Central Crete are more oriented towards the Malia production, with those of South-
Central Crete looking towards the Phaistian. At Knossos, this period also coincides with an increase both of Phaistian 
and of Phaistian-inspired products, and with the adoption of a new cup, the Phaistian-type conical cup. Moreover, it 
is in MM IIA that we have an increase of ceramic exports to the Cyclades, to the Near East and Egypt, and Knossos 
was probably not the producer of these high-value ceramics, even if it was the exporter (Carinci 2000; Caloi 2013). 

All these data hint of a new role of Knossos in MM II Crete as a hub; it presumably worked as an intermediary 
between manufacturers and consumers, thus playing a crucial role in the distribution of the well-known Kamares 
pottery in the Eastern Mediterranean. If, from a ceramic perspective, the region of influence of Knossos in North-
Central Crete appears to have contracted in MM II, this could simply be the consequence of the increasing role of 
Knossos played as an intermediary between Crete and the world outside it. 

The MM IIB pattern seems to follow a trend already begun in MM IIA. Apparently Central Crete was even then 
much more dominated by the ceramic productions of Phaistos and of Malia, which are now the main sources of 
inspiration respectively for the southern and the northern part of the area. Phaistos is now a leader in ceramic output: 
most of the innovative shapes, decorative systems and experimentations come from there. Besides the fine wares, we 
have observed that its amphorae, askoid jugs, and other specialised vases are now exported across the island. 

New maritime connections are testified by the increase of Phaistian imports at Gavdos from MM IIA to  
MM IIB (Kopaka & Theou 2024: this volume, §28). It is noteworthy to observe that this relationship with Phaistos, 
at least in terms of pottery exchange, stops at the end of the Protopalatial period, likely with the collapse of the 
palatial system; to date, no Phaistian imports are attested in Neopalatial Gavdos.

Malia in MM IIB has created some products that are now adopted – both as exports and local emulations – not 
only in North-Central but also in the whole of Eastern Crete. The manifold pattern of Eastern Crete, with its 
multiple ceramic traditions, combined with this Maliote inspiration, needs to be further explored.

The MM IIB phase marks a growth of connections between different areas of the island. Together with these 
inland connections, in MM IIB there is possibly an increase of maritime ones linking probably the Far East with 
Zakros and Palaikastro, and running along the South-East coast to the Mesara up to the harbour of Kommos (Van 
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de Moortel 2018; Knappett 2018; Oddo & Chalikias 2022). We should probably then be asking whether the South-
East area of Crete could also be defined as a region. This is indeed the very question that Oddo and Chalikias 
(2022) posed in their publication devoted to this area of the island. If the early phases of MM IB and MM IIA 
are still too poorly known, for the MM IIB the evidence sees the important settlement of Myrtos-Pyrgos, and 
other several sites (e.g. Bramiana and Chryssi: Apostolaki et al. 2021; Sofianou et al. 2024: this volume, § 14), as 
enjoying strong connections not only among themselves, but with different parts of the island. 

4.	 Future prospects

Finally, I would like to list a few points, which should become a ‘to-do-list’ for all of us, as scholars of Minoan 
Crete who have chosen Minoan pottery as the first, fundamental, and indestructible tool by which to appreciate the 
multi-faceted Minoan society.

 
•	 Radiocarbon dates 

A new programme of radiocarbon dates is required to correlate all the ceramic deposits of the excavated 
Cretan sites. Through the absolute chronological dating of ceramic deposits, it is possible to produce valid 
local ceramic sequences, to be used for regional and super-regional purposes, and for correlations of events 
across the island and the wider Mediterranean basin. This programme has already commenced in several 
sites of Minoan Crete (see Driessen & Fantuzzi 2024) and at Phaistos (Todaro forthcoming), and it is 
desirable to have it started/activated in a systematic way for all the Cretan sites.

•	 Site internal phasing
It is not news to say that for this volume too scholars have struggled to adapt the chronological system 
created at Knossos by Arthur Evans and Duncan Mackenzie to their own excavated sites (Brogan 2011). 
Several papers of this volume have claimed the necessity of challenging the current Minoan pottery 
chronology (Driessen 2024, § 1; Carinci 2024, § 29), suggesting also to “provincialise Knossos” in order 
to produce new ceramic sequences, independent of the Knossian one which now dates back over 120 years 
(Panagiotopoulos 2024, § 27). Besides the digital solutions proposed by Panagiotopoulos and Carinci, 
I would suggest the elaboration of an internal phasing for each excavated site of Crete. This has been 
already produced for Phaistos by Simona Todaro (2013), who proceeded first by creating 10 Phaistian 
phases (from I to X) with relative sub-phases, and then correlating them with the Knossian-based Minoan 
phases across the whole island, where possible. This is a very demanding work, which is actually feasible 
only if an archaeological site is occupied for a long and continuous period and produces many pottery 
deposits. Moreover, this approach gives results only after a long, detailed, and patient study devoted to the 
identification of the main – if not distinctive or exclusive – characteristics of wares, shapes, and decorative 
patterns of all the pottery deposits of a site.

•	 Petrographic analyses 
The Protopalalatial period is the least served period of all Minoan phases for petrographic studies. Only 
through systematic petrographic analyses of pottery from all the Cretan deposits belonging to the Protopalatial 
phases would it be possible to pursue questions about provenance of pottery, patterns of production, and 
correlations among the different areas of the island. To counter the present scarcity of evidence of pottery 
workshops, a combined approach involving detailed macroscopic studies and petrographic (and chemical) 
analysis should be conducted at both local and regional perspectives.

•	 Exploration of neglected or less-investigated areas of Crete
The understanding of the history of Minoan Crete with its multiple ceramic (and non-ceramic) traditions is 
difficult without a comprehensive and balanced view of the different areas that compose it. There are still 
too many regions and sub-regions of Crete, such as West Crete, the Eastern Mesara and South-East Crete, 
that need to be further explored and studied to provide such a complete picture of Minoan Crete.
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