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13

Lost in Translation

Settlement Organization in Postpalatial
Crete—A View from the East

Louise A. Hitchcock and Aren M. Maeir

13.1 . INTRODUCTION

This contribution will consider problems and issues related to understanding
architecture and urbanism in postpalatial Crete in its larger Mediterranean
context, with reference particularly to Philistia but also to Cyprus and main-
land Greece (Fig. 13.1). Comparisons with Philistia and Cyprus are relevant
because many scholars have argued for a migration to these regions in the
form of large scale colonization, and they have attempted to identify Aegean
influences and even direct architectural transfers in these regions (as outlined
in sections 13.2 and 13.4). This paper takes a more moderate or minimalist
position: that any migration to these regions from the Aegean was limited and
entangled, taking the form of what Knapp (2008: 266–8, 289, 292, 356; see also
Hitchcock and Maeir 2013) has termed a ‘hybridization process.’ However, a
comparative approach among the Mediterranean regions has value regardless
of where one positions oneself on the issue of migration, cross-cultural
influence, and/or interconnections (see now Knapp and Manning 2016).
The value lies in cross-cultural patterning that may be identified based on
common postpalatial changes in social organization, structures, and practices;
levels of technology; climate; and geography. It is the search for such pattern-
ing that typifies the approach to studying culture in cultural anthropology (e.g.
Haviland et al. 2011). The benefit in identifying architectural patterns and
differences across IIIC pottery-producing cultures can help to identify both
common social practices and regional differences. Furthermore, we will argue
that understanding architecture on multiple scales (urbanism, curation,
design, and technique) in this era should emphasize IIIC commonalities,1
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rather than past studies that have privileged and over-emphasized continuities
with the palatial Bronze Age. While such continuities are interesting and
worth drawing attention to, emphasizing them minimizes the significance of
the breakdown and diminishing of official architectural styles. In addition,
given that the data base for architecture is much smaller than for ceramic
studies, a comparative approach can bring new insights gained by using
different methods—as in Driessen’s study of complementarity in the different
use of similar spaces by males and females as indicated by different types of
artefact patterning in each space (see chapter 5). His approach might be
usefully applied to LM IIIC settlements where there is a clear distinction in
architectural forms (see section 13.2). This contribution will begin with a brief
overview of previous work on Philistine architecture, then go on to compare
and contrast Philistine, Cypriot, and Aegean buildings and urban landscapes
with special reference to Crete, discuss the importance of regionalism, and
conclude with a summary of major points and future directions.
A couple of paradoxes influence the study of the Philistines and the Sea

Peoples with regard to the Aegean. As observed by Letesson and Knappett
(chapter 1) and Devolder (chapter 4), similar paradoxes are also an issue in the
Aegean. Ceramic and faunal evidence consistently receive detailed analysis,
while architectural details are frequently glossed over, lacking Geertzian practice
of ‘thick description’ (e.g. Silverman 1990, see also chapter 1) through the
detailed documentation of construction techniques. This has been rather prob-
lematic for Cyprus and Philistia where various architectural features have been
assigned an Aegean origin based on a superficial analysis of perceived similar-
ities, or are selectively studied, or simply ignored. Another paradox is that while
many scholars (e.g. Dothan and Dothan 1992; Yasur-Landau 2010) want the
Philistines to have an Aegean (read, specifically Indo-European) origin, there
has been a past reluctance to accept certain elements that are shared with the
biblical Israelites, such as horned altars, as possibly entangled with the Aegean
(e.g. Maeir, Hitchcock, and Horwitz 2013; Hitchcock 2002).
The traditional narrative around Philistine and Sea Peoples’ architecture

has been to make grandiose, overwrought, and inappropriate comparisons to
Aegean architecture of the Late Bronze Age. Notable examples of the grandiose
include Burdajewicz’s (1990) attribution of the temples at Palaepaphos
(Figs 13.2a, b) and Kition to Sea Peoples or Aegean migrants and the Dothan’s
(Dothan andDothan 1992: 245; Dothan 1998: 156–7) and Karageorghis’s (1998:
esp. 277; 2002: 87–8) past and inappropriate comparisons of Philistine and
Cypriot hearths to Mycenaean palatial hearths. At Enkomi, Karageorghis (1998)
was most certainly influenced by Dikaios (1969: 106) whom he cites (‘It is not
difficult to recognise here the arrangement of the Mycenaean megaron and
especially that of the palace at Pylos’) with regard to Enkomi room 77
(Fig. 13.3). The pebble construction found in many Philistine hearths is largely
absent in the Aegean, while a great deal of regional diversity in hearth
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construction exists in Philistia itself (Maeir and Hitchcock 2011).2 Thus, many
claims suggesting architectural similarities between IIIC cultures of the Aegean
and Cyprus and the Levant lack the detailed rigour applied to the study of
ceramics. In another example, Karageorghis (2000: 265–6) compared the over-
lapping dog-leg gate at Maa-Palaeokastro (Fig. 13.4) to the dog-leg entrance that
supposedly preceded the Lion Gate at Mycenae, and he has used this compari-
son to argue for Mycenaean colonization of the site. However, this feature was
not preserved at Mycenae but was reconstructed based on conjecture (Mylonas
1962: 171 fig. 102, 182). More recently, Master and Aja (2011) suggest that
‘horns of consecration’ provide the most promising venue for understanding
Installation 539 (Fig. 13.5), an intriguing plastered and horned feature recently
discovered at Ashkelon interpreted as an altar, yet they cite few of the relevant
studies or site reports of horns of consecration in either Cyprus or the Aegean
and assign a Greek mainland origin to it, even though few examples come from
the mainland, with more examples from Crete and Cyprus.3

Recent excavations and studies of LM IIIA–C sites in Crete and recent
analyses of LH IIIC structures on the mainland provide evidence of a new
reality in the Aegean: one without palatial centres or with modified ones as at

(a)

0 10 m

TEMENOS

HALL

(b)

Fig. 13.2. (a) Reconstruction of the plan of the Temple of Aphrodite at Kouklia-
Palaepaphos, Cyprus, thirteenth century BCE (from Webb 1999: fig. 20, with permis-
sion); (b) view of the remains of the Temple of Aphrodite at Kouklia-Palaepaphos,
Cyprus, thirteenth century BCE (photograph by L. A. Hitchcock).
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Tiryns and Midea, a decline in the quality of architecture (cf. Maran 2000:
121), and by IIIC, an almost complete disappearance of writing and admin-
istration. The decline of worked masonry in IIIC producing cultures in Greece
and in Philistia stands in striking contrast to the palatial era with enormous
ashlar blocks used in LM I on Crete, in LH IIIA–B Greece, and in LC IIC

Meters

0

N

Hearth

5 10

Fig. 13.3. Ashlar Building, Enkomi, thirteenth or twelfth century BCE (Hitchcock
2008a: fig. 6, illustration by B. T. O’Neill, reproduced by permission).
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Fig. 13.4. So-called Mycenaean style dog-leg gate, Maa-Palaeokastro, twelfth century
BCE (photograph by L. A. Hitchcock).

Fig. 13.5. ‘Horned Altar,’ installation 539, at Ashkelon, twelfth century BCE (Master
and Aja 2011: fig. 7, courtesy of the Leon Levy Expedition to Ashkelon).
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Cyprus. Striking examples of the monumentality of these eras and places
include (but are not limited to) the orthostats at Kommos (Shaw 2013), the
Treasury of Atreus at Mycenae (Frizell 1997–8), and in the sophisticated use of
ashlar with drafted margins in LC IIC Cyprus (Hitchcock 2008a). Further,
there was the symbolic use of certain decorative stones in the Late Bronze Age
Aegean, such as conglomerate in the Mycenaean world and gypsum by the
Minoans (Hitchcock, Maeir, and Dagan 2016, with further references). The
monumental architecture of the Late Bronze Age among these cultures was a
medium for the expression of power and control that seems to have largely
dissipated by the early Iron Age, preserved mainly in remains (Maran 2006;
see also Alexander 1998: 490). These remains include column bases and
occasional worked pavements (Hitchcock 2012), incorporated as spolia as at
Sissi (Crete) (Gaignerot-Driessen 2011: 93–4), in strategic areas of buildings
such as corners—as at Quartier Nu (Crete) (Driessen and Farnoux 1994: 60)—
and at Maa-Palaeokastro (Cyprus) (Demas 1988: 9–14). Haghia Triada
(Crete) uses an enormous amount of reused ashlar, as carefully detailed in
Privitera (2015), but this seems to be the exception rather than the rule. The
monumental remains of the palatial era were memorialized in ruin cult as
documented by Prent (2003; 2004; 2005: 531–2, 552) at Amnissos, Knossos,
and Phaistos. Though ashlar is not absent in other postpalatial Cretan sites
such as Palaikastro and Tylissos (see Hayden 1981: 122), such remnants still
would have been highly significant based on their rarity (e.g. Wright 1994: 61).
The systemic changes resulting from the collapse of the Minoan palaces and

later of the Mycenaean palaces (e.g. Cline 2014) would have eliminated the
ability of wealthy patrons to harness labour and resources. If builders and
designers were among the Sea Peoples and other potentially migrating (or
mercantile, e.g. Sherratt 1998) groups, it is tempting to suggest that skilled
builders turned their energies toward ship production as ships seem to
maintain remarkable continuity between the Bronze and Iron Ages (cf.
Wedde 2006; also Deger-Jalkotzy 2008: 399; recently Emanuel 2014). Devolder
(chapter 4) has noted that with regard to stone-cutting technology, it was
necessary to begin at a young age to develop the reflexes for stone working. Jo
Cutler (forthcoming: 174–5) has made similar observations with regard to
weaving technology as a long-term skill that can take several years for vertical
transfer to occur, with an apprentice working alongside a parent. Motor habits
are internalized through repeated actions, whereby it is more difficult to
change an existing motor habit than to teach a novice. If builders transferred
the motor skills used for building structures in both wood and stone to
shipbuilding, we may be seeing an example of what Brysbaert (2007; also
Brysbaert and Vetters 2010) terms cross-craft interaction (horizontal trans-
fer). A perfect example of this is the ivory workshops in the Aegean where
wood-working and ivory-working took place in the same workshop, using
similar tools and techniques. Evely (1992), Tournavitou (1995: 126), and

OUP UNCORRECTED PROOF – FIRST PROOF, 6/3/2017, SPi

Louise A. Hitchcock and Aren M. Maeir 295

lahi
Cross-Out

lahi
Inserted Text
2016

lahi
Cross-Out

lahi
Inserted Text
Hitchcock 2012; Hitchcock et al. 2016



Comp. by: SatchitananthaSivam Stage : Proof ChapterID: 0003081752 Date:6/3/17
Time:21:02:22 Filepath:d:/womat-filecopy/0003081752.3D
Dictionary : OUP_UKdictionary 296

Moak (2000: 76–9) discuss a wide range of possible tools used in ivory and
wood carving in the Aegean Bronze Age. Tools that were used for both include
the drill, small chisel, saw, compass, points, file, obsidian, and abrasives and
polishers such as emery or pumice.4

Clearly, then, with the collapse of palatial society, there was a reorientation
of the megaron as a cultural form and of urbanism in the IIIC Aegean, with a
higher proportion of smaller settlements assuming very diverse urban layouts
in LM IIIC, as suggested by Rupp (2014), rather than large urban centres. In
addition, there was an attempt to rehabilitate the mainland palace centres as
loci of communal activity through a reorientation of the megaron, while
communal activity on Crete was focused primarily around simple shrines of
the Goddess with Upraised Arms as at Kavousi and in open air feasting areas
around pits as at Thronos-Kephala.5 An exception is the impressive complex
at Kephala-Vasiliki (Eliopoulos 1998, 2003, 2004), which was intervisible with
the neighbouring site of Monastiraki-Halasmenos (also McEnroe 2010: 151).
Any remaining centralized authorities in the Mediterranean may have been
too weakened (e.g. Gilan 2013) to command the resources and mobilize the
labour to undertake elaborate building programmes that match the grandeur
of the Late Bronze Age (e.g. McEnroe 2010), although cult centres as at
Enkomi, Kition, and Palaepaphos (Karageorghis and Demas 1985; Webb
1999: 58–84, 91–113) on Cyprus were an exception. The efforts of emerging
elites in the postpalatial Mediterranean seem to have been more directed
toward establishing genealogical links with the past through the acquisition
and manipulation of surviving symbols of the Late Bronze Age or through
establishing and maintaining social bonds and alliances through ritual drink-
ing and/or feasting. Such activities have been detailed at Tiryns by
Stockhammer (2009), illustrating the importance of spatial studies of the
manipulation of ceramics in a highly visible architectural and spatial context.
On Crete, an urban landscape of feasting pits documented at Thronos-
Kephala by D’Agata (1997–2000; 2000), has made it possible to better under-
stand a comparable urbanized landscape of rubbish deposits at Tell es-Safi,
Philistine Gath (Hitchcock et al. 2015).

13 .2 . VALUE ADDED: COMPARING PHILISTINE,
CYPRIOT, AND AEGEAN BUILDINGS

A starting point for understanding the architecture of the IIIC world is to
approach it on several different scales. These include comparing and contrast-
ing construction techniques, architectural design, the urban landscape—which
is not always possible given the years needed to uncover a site, or later
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disturbances—and regional and supra-regional differences and similarities.
There are some pertinent issues with regard to regionalism. Iacovou (2008:
esp. 631–2; also Knapp 2008) has noted this for Cyprus, which does not
present a uniform picture in the early Iron Age: the monumental central
administrative court-centred structures at Alassa (Fig. 13.6), Kalavassos, and
Maroni come to an end; religious centres at Kition and Kouklia thrive;
mercantile cities at Hala Sultan Tekke and Enkomi continue; and new but
short-lived settlements are founded at Maa-Palaeokastro and Pyla-Kokkinok-
remos, abandoned a short time later. Attempts have been made to associate
Maa with settlements by Aegean ‘Sea Peoples’ and Pyla as a settlement
founded by Aegean refugees (Karageorghis 1998, 2000, 2002, 2011a).6 How-
ever, none of the domestic structures excavated thus far at Pyla-Kokkinokremos
(dated to the final phase of LC IIC, c. 1230 BCE),7 where two Cypro-Minoan
tablets were recently discovered (Kanta 2014a: 110–11), appear to bear any
relation to Mycenaean or Mycenaeanizing architecture. Two of the complexes,
designated A (Fig. 13.7) and B, are comparable in form and in size to McEn-
roe’s Type 3 of Minoan House, however they clearly draw on Cypriot ante-
cedents as found at Alambra and at Kalavassos-Ayios Dhimitreos (Hitchcock
2011).8 Hitchcock and Maeir (2014: 630) have stressed the defensive nature of
the urban plan at Pyla, with houses constructed next to each other to form a
protective wall. This suggestion is further supported by recent excavations
exposing more such architecture, the use of casemate construction, and
marshy surrounds suggesting the presence of rivers and torrents (Kanta
2014b: esp. 113). Architecturally, the situation at Maa-Palaeokastro suggests

(a)

STREET

0 10 m

hearth

(b)

Fig. 13.6. (a) Plan of ‘megaron’ forming south wing of monumental building at
Alassa-Palaiotaverna (from Webb 1999: fig. 52, with permission); (b) north facade
of monumental building at Alassa-Palaiotaverna (photograph by L. A. Hitchcock).
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a greater level of entanglement.9 A plan similar to those found at Pyla
characterizes Building I at Maa during the first habitation period (Floor II),
an LC IIC2 house, located at the north end of the site. Distinctively, it is one of
only two buildings on the site that employs ashlar masonry in its construc-
tion.10 Building I stands out as a dominant building at Maa because of its use
of ashlar masonry, distinct plan, and different orientation. Buildings II and IV
at Maa are also significantly different from Building I in layout and arrange-
ment. Building II is an axial structure with a rectangular hall, a central
doorway in the short side, a central hearth, and a series of side chambers
recalling the ‘megaroid’ form found in postpalatial domestic units on Crete
and on the Greek mainland.11 Hearths were found in several of the large halls
with smaller associated rooms on the site, such as Building IV, and may have
also been located in outdoor spaces (Maeir and Hitchcock 2011). Thus, Maa
clearly exhibits two different co-occurring building traditions, and suggests a
situation more complex than a ‘Sea Peoples’/Mycenaean colony (contra
Karageorghis 2011a). It has recently been suggested that based on the date
of its foundation, strategic siting on a promontory, and culturally entangled

6

0

Complex A

5 M

2 3
4

8

7

Fig. 13.7. Plan of House A at Pyla-Kokkinokremos, late thirteenth–early twelfth
century BCE (after Karageorghis and Demas 1984: fig. 4, illustration by
L. A. Hitchcock and B. T. O’Neill).
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architectural and ceramic differences, Maa functioned as a culturally mixed
pirate enclave (Hitchcock and Maeir 2014).
In her study of architecture on both early and later Iron Age Greece,

Christophilopoulou (2008) has made a strong case for regionalism among
the islands, including east Crete, noting house plans may be apsidal, curvilin-
ear, oval, rectangular, or subcategories of these.12 Following Nowicki (1999)
she observes that the individual household, sometimes with cohesive group-
ings of households, is one of the main organizing principles of LM IIIC Crete.
She bases this on the individual distribution of hearths and ovens in separate
houses as at Kavousi-Vronda (Christophilopoulou 2008: 183). However, as at
Maa-Palaeokastro, Christophilopoulou (2008: 212–13; also Rupp 2014) notes
the presence of two distinct building traditions at Halasmenos with both
‘megaron’ and ‘agglomerated’ styles of structures. Tsipopoulou (2005) associ-
ates these distinct architectural practices with distinct ethnic traditions of
Mycenaean immigrants and indigenous Cretans. She also argues for stressing
the differences as well as the similarities between postpalatial settlements,
observing that Crete was in a transitional era between the highly stratified
societies of the palatial Late Bronze Age and the development of an aristocratic
later Dark Age (Tsipopoulou 2005: 324). Karphi is similarly distinguished by
different building traditions (Wallace 2005). It is also characterized by a dense
construction of structures, as is the less differentiated architecture at Vrokas-
tro (e.g. Hayden 1981: 78–83; also McEnroe 2010: 147). The urban fabric is
similarly characterized by wide variability at twelfth century BCE Ashkelon as
detailed in section 13.3.
Walberg (1995: 87–91) and Maran (2000: 117) have discussed the signifi-

cance of the abandonment of the monumental hearth in LH IIIC
(c. 1190–1050/1030 BCE) Greece, noting that architectural plans were modified
to suit new social realities. In addition, postpalatial roof supports assumed the
form of a central, linear arrangement dividing the room into aisles, minimiz-
ing the significance of the hearth, rather than the square arrangement of the
previous era which served to emphasise the hearth (Walberg 1995: 90).13

A recently excavated building of similar style, that is, with a hall of linear
arrangement of two columns at Mygdalia Hill, near Patras in Achaea,
was presented at the Hesperos conference (Papazoglou-Manoudaki and
Paschalidis forthcoming).
Maran (2000: 115117; 2006; also Wright 1994) has suggested that monu-

mental hearths were linked to a ceremonial and ritual ideology celebrating the
wanax, and their absence or minimization in the Aegean IIIC world says
something about a change in the level of political complexity following the
demise of the palaces. Against such observations made through comparative
analysis and based on the details, attempts to compare large buildings with
small hearths to Mycenaean palaces as done by T. and M. Dothan (1992: 245)
for Philistine Ekron (which also has a linear arrangement of columns and

OUP UNCORRECTED PROOF – FIRST PROOF, 6/3/2017, SPi

Louise A. Hitchcock and Aren M. Maeir 299

lahi
Cross-Out

lahi
Inserted Text
indicates



Comp. by: SatchitananthaSivam Stage : Proof ChapterID: 0003081752 Date:6/3/17
Time:21:02:23 Filepath:d:/womat-filecopy/0003081752.3D
Dictionary : OUP_UKdictionary 300

off-centred hearth as in Building 350) (Fig. 13.8) and by Karageorghis (1998:
277; 2002: 87–8) for the ashlar building at Enkomi (Fig. 13.3) become subject
to critique and to new interpretations. The diverse distribution of such
buildings also suggests a widely disbursed style of re-emerging elite
architecture.

13 .3 . GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF EARLY
PHILISTINE BUILDINGS

Our understanding of architectural design for the earliest Philistine levels at
the Philistine Pentapolis sites at Gath, Ekron, Ashdod, and Ashkelon is
somewhat limited, hampered by limited exposure or publication in its pre-
liminary stages at several sites.14 Both house and hearth construction suggest
regionalism in Philistia, along with an emphasis on strengthening social
identity among the Philistines through feasting activity. Philistine house

5m
N

Fig. 13.8. Hearth Building, Building 350 at Tel Miqne-Ekron, Field IV, Stratum VI,
c. twelfth century BCE (J. Rosenberg, Tel Miqne-Ekron publication project).
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construction relied on local materials, while their forms varied between the
rectilinear shapes of Mycenaean-influenced houses (Aja 2009) and the pi-
shaped or square-within-a-square plans known from Cyprus and from Crete
(Hitchcock 2011).
As at Maa-Palaeokastro, house plans at the extremely important site of

Ashkelon indicate that multiple, entangled traditions existed (e.g. Hitchcock
and Maeir 2013) (Fig. 13.9). In addition, Ashkelon shows the greatest diversity
in hearth construction at a single site. They are round, rectangular, and
keyhole in style. Both sherd construction and mud brick and cobblestone
construction techniques were employed.15 This stands in contrast to the
dominant tradition of pebbled hearths in inner Philistia and Tel Miqne/
Ekron and at Tell es-Safi/Gath, a technique of hearth construction that is
absent in the IIIC Aegean as noted in section 13.2.
Room 25, a rectangular hall in the north half of the early Philistine sector at

Ashkelon, typifies the majority of structures excavated there thus far. In Phase
19, it had a bench against the south wall and a tub in the south-east corner,
where a row of spool-style loom weights indicate weaving, and a rectangular,
keyhole-shaped hearth was located in the centre (Stager et al. 2008: 266; Aja
2009). One can observe that the spatial pattern of this structure finds parallels
at Tel Miqne/Ekron, Ashdod, and Mycenae, and suggest a relatively stable
tradition in the region as observed by Dothan (2003). In fact, there is a great
deal of diversity in the houses at Ashkelon.
Rooms 873 and 725 are located in the southern half of the Phase 19 area

(Stager et al. 2008: 262). They are cater-corner to each other with Room 873
located within and opening into a larger square room designated 1023 on the
north and 517 on the west. A rectangular hearth is against the wall of 1023,
while an irregular ovoid hearth is placed just off-centre in 873, and a more
regular, rectangular hearth is adjacent to the north end of a centrally placed
column base in Room 725 (Stager et al. 2008: 262). The square-within-a-square
room syntax which characterizes Rooms 1023, 517, and 873 mimics the syntax
found in both Minoan and Cypriot houses (Hitchcock 2011). Interestingly,
hearths were typically not found in structures with this style of plan, but a
round, pebbled hearth has recently been discovered at Pyla-Kokkinokremos
(Cyprus), which has a similar style of plan.16 This fits Tsipopoulou’s, Rupp’s,
and Wallace’s observations about Halasmenos and Karphi having different
traditions within a single site respectively, as noted in section 13.2.
Preliminary findings at Tell es-Safi/Gath indicate that the earliest Iron Age

architecture seems to be characterized by a simple, settlement lifestyle
(Fig. 13.10), as at other IIIC sites,. In the early Philistine levels in Area A,
structures were built on modest foundations of large stones, followed by
smaller stones creating a socle approximately 60–65 cm in width to carry a
mud brick superstructure. Elsewhere on the site, in Area F near the summit of
the Tell, large mud bricks were used for the foundation course (also minimally
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Fig. 13.9. Ashkelon, South Tell, Grid 38, Phase 19, plan of early Philistine area, early
Iron Age I (Stager et al. 2008: fig. 15.22, courtesy of the Leon Levy Expedition to
Ashkelon).

OUP UNCORRECTED PROOF – FIRST PROOF, 6/3/2017, SPi



Comp. by: SatchitananthaSivam Stage : Proof ChapterID: 0003081752 Date:6/3/17
Time:21:02:25 Filepath:d:/womat-filecopy/0003081752.3D
Dictionary : OUP_UKdictionary 303

attested in Area A), a practice also seen at Tel Miqne-Ekron and at Ashkelon
(e.g. Aja 2009; Master and Aja 2011). Open spaces with hearths (Fig. 13.11)
for social gatherings and an associated landscape feasting remains in pits
and dumps (Figs 13.12a, b) were plentiful in Area A at Tell es-Safi/Gath
(Hitchcock et al. 2015). Such a landscape of feasting deposits has been well
documented in IIIC Crete at Thronos-Kephala, but also appears in evidence
at numerous other Cretan sites including (but not limited to) Chania
(Hallager and Hallager 2000, 2003) at Kephala-Petras (Tsipopoulou 2012),
at Khamalevri (Andreadaki-Vlazaki and Papadapoulou 2005),17 at Quartier
Nu (Driessen, Farnoux, and Langohr 2008a), and at Sissi (Devolder 2009,
2011: 157, 2012). Quartier Nu (cf. Driessen and Fiasse 2011: 286) and Sissi are
distinct, however, from Thronos-Kephala, Khamalevri, and Tell es-Safi/Gath
(Philistia) in that the pits are more closely situated within the architectural
fabric of the settlement. In Quartier Nu, two are next to the south-east and
south-west wings of the complex and are convincingly interpreted as feasting
deposits, whereas the third is within room II12 and is regarded as a rubbish
deposit (Driessen, Farnoux, and Langohr 2008a; Driessen et al. 2008b).
Devolder excavated several pits dug in the bedrock and containing feasting
debris and refuse material from an earlier phase of Building CD at Sissi. One
pit was of a much earlier Early Minoan date,18 while the two most relevant to
this discussion seem to be from the open area between Buildings E and CD

Fig. 13.10. Complete early Philistine room, Area A, provisionally dated to Stratum
A6/A7, Late Bronze to Iron Age transition, Tell es-Safi/Gath (photograph courtesy of
Tell es-Safi/Gath Excavations).
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(Devolder 2011: 155; 2012: 117, 120). One of those in the open area contained
a layered multi-generational deposit and the other contained drinking ware,
dated to Late Minoan IIIB, and architectural fragments (Devolder 2011: 156;
2012: 120).19 Another deposit excavated along the south facade of Building
CD (Devolder 2011: 158) contained materials of a character similar to the
rubbish piles at Tell es-Safi/Gath, including decorated drinking vessel frag-
ments, a fragmentary bull figurine, and stone tools (e.g. Hitchcock et al. 2015).
If the pits were related to feasting, it nicely complements the information
presented by Driessen (see chapter 5). Driessen, Farnoux, and Langohr (2008a:
204) suggest that the inhabitants of LM III Crete created many more pits for
ceremonial and/or rubbish deposition than in earlier eras. This seems to
suggest a pattern of social activity organized around commensality and con-
struction of memory for promoting social cohesion in the urban landscape
of the IIIC era. This merits further investigation,20 despite some work
already done in this field (e.g. Hitchcock et al. 2015; Hitchcock and Maeir
forthcoming; Driessen, Farnoux, and Langohr 2008a; D’Agata 1997–2000).

Although an extensive part of the early Philistine levels has been uncovered
in Area A at Tell es-Safi/Gath, only one complete and relatively undisturbed
room has been documented (Fig. 13.10). The early Philistine habitations were

Fig. 13.11. Philistine pebbled hearth 111222 from Tell es-Safi/Gath, Stratum 4, tenth
century BCE, identical to hearths of the twelfth century BCE (photograph courtesy of Tell
es-Safi/Gath Excavations).
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mostly disturbed by the reorientation of the community that followed in the
ninth century BCE or Iron IIA (Fig. 13.13). The architecture of the ninth
century at Tell es-Safi/Gath in Area A is characterized by massive well-built
structures with enormous and megalithic stone foundations.21 The develop-
ment of a more skilled masonry technique in Philistia by the ninth century BCE

is indicated by special features such as the monumental two-horned altar with
flat tops of Cypriot style recently discovered in the lower city (Area D) at Tell
es-Safi/Gath (Maeir et al. 2013) (Fig. 13.14). Despite the disturbances caused
to the twelfth-century to tenth-century BCE settlement at Tell es-Safi/Gath, by
the ninth century rebuilding there is clear evidence of reuse and curation of
the earlier architecture. A single building shows the incorporation of an old
(possibly twelfth-century BCE) wall into a later building with six distinct
architectural phases (Fig. 13.13). The oldest wall had an extension built over
it for the construction of a later building. Cleaning another one of the walls
associated with this structure revealed that what had been interpreted in the
first excavation report as a single wall was two distinct walls which abutted
each other, with one chinked into a connecting wall. As we will see later,
careful study of this area showed that floor levels were raised to cover some
earlier walls, while continuing to make use of other associated walls. This
apparent preference for the extensive modification and long-term re-use of
existing structures rather than tearing down and constructing a new building
suggests a continued, multi-generational use of the earliest Philistine archi-
tecture at Tell es-Safi/Gath. Thus, there was a reorientation of the community
with new megalithic constructions in the ninth century BCE.
In separate studies of Aegean architecture, Tomkins (2013) and Haggis

(2013) have regarded the reuse of existing structures as a type of ‘curation’ and

Fig. 13.12. (a) Rubbish or feasting pit 132004, one of many from Area A, Tell es-Safi/
Gath, late Iron I; (b) burned figurine fragment (bovine?) 1320463 from feasting
deposit, Area A, Tell es-Safi/Gath, context is late Iron I (photograph courtesy of Tell
es-Safi/Gath Excavations).
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Fig. 13.14. Cypriot-style horned altar, carved from a single block of stone, surrounded
by deposit of spherical loomweights, Area D, lower city, ninth century BCE, Tell es-Safi/
Gath (courtesy of the Tell es-Safi/Gath Excavations).

Fig. 13.13. Multi-phase, curated structure, provisionally dated to Stratum A6–A4,
early Iron IA–early Iron IIA, disturbed by megalithic limestone walls of building
23033 above it, from the ninth century BCE, Area A, Tell es-Safi/Gath (photograph
by L. A. Hitchcock).
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as a form of ritualization. Intense curation and re-use also characterizes the
site of Marki-Alonia in Cyprus, a single period site from the Middle Bronze
Age, closely studied by Frankel and Webb (2012) to argue for intergenera-
tional inheritance and control. In her study of Neolithic buildings from
Çatalhöyük, Rogasch (2015) proposes studying architecture from the perspec-
tive of writing building biographies, taking into account multiple stages such
as construction, use, modification, use, and abandonment. Such a proposal is
based on object biography (e.g. Maeir et al. 2015) and as such, might also be
expanded to include the conditions of disuse (for example, destruction, aban-
donment, or termination rituals) and rediscovery—the re-inscription into a
new context in the present. These perspectives illustrate an important feature
of comparative analysis—that of bringing new insights to the interpretation of
patterns in architecture and different ways of approaching architecture, rather
than simply using such analyses to look for influences, interconnections, or
other forms of cultural diffusion. Haggis (2013) has noted that at particular
times in Greek prehistory there has been a preference for curation or reuse of
architectural remains, which he characterizes as a ‘phenomenology of the
static,’ while at other times there was an emphasis on dynamic change and
reorientation of the community. The situation at Karphi was interpreted as
even more ‘static’ for the east sector of the site, with little modification of the
architecture between construction and abandonment (Wallace 2005: 262).
An emphasis on detailing construction techniques can illustrate regional

distinctions that become lost without such scrutiny (see chapter 1). Much of
our work in the central part of Area A at Tell es-Safi/Gath has focused on
defining what was probably a domestic structure, with a complicated history of
construction and reuse, built on modest foundations of small stones
(Fig. 13.13). Although, as evoked earlier, Iron IIA rebuilding of the ninth
century BCE disturbs the plan of this structure there is clear evidence of
architectural reuse with older walls being extended, floor levels being raised
to cover some earlier walls, and continued use of other walls. These modifi-
cations indicate a continued preoccupation with multi-generational reuse or
‘curation’ of architecture. The preference for curation over rebuilding pro-
motes cultural continuity with the past, which was deemed no longer neces-
sary in the ninth century BCE.
Within part of this older, curated building twenty-four unbaked loom

weights were documented Cassuto (2012: 469) (Fig. 13.15). They were in a
pyramidal form as found in Cyprus, but were in a poor state of preservation on
a Stratum A4 (eleventh to tenth centuries BCE) beaten earth floor associated
with wall 43511 just to the north of it. Careful study of this wall showed it to be
two separate walls that abutted each other. The west end of this wall was later
covered by a chalk plaster surface excavated in 2008 and associated with an
activity area, which a chalk stone pavement, goat pit, sherd surface, and
pebbled hearth dated to the mid-tenth century BCE by 14C, by pottery, and
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Fig. 13.15. Loom weight deposit associated with curated building in Area A, early
Stratum IV (eleventh or tenth century BCE) (photograph courtesy of the Tell es-Safi/
Gath Excavations).

Fig. 13.16. Philistine sherd surface and surrounding features including goat pit, bed-
ding of pebbled hearth (removed earlier), and chiselled pavement, Area A, Stratum IV
Tell es-Safi/Gath, Area A, Stratum A4 middle-late, tenth century BCE, late Iron Age I/
early Iron Age IIA and surrounding features (photograph courtesy of Tell es-Safi/Gath
Excavations).
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by a sealing in the style of the time of Pharaoh Siamun found within
(Hitchcock et al. 2015) (Fig. 13.16). We believe this activity area was associated
with the north–south wall with doorway and pivot stone just to the east of it
(Fig. 13.13, wall 3). This would make the loom weight surface an earlier A4
stratum22 and place the activity area in what we are now calling Stratum A4
middle–late. As we completed removal of the ninth century BCE wall to the
west of the activity area we found a series of earlier strata, older than the ninth
century BCE wall and the tenth century BCE hearth-activity area, but later than
the loom weight deposit. These include a burned area below the ninth century
BCE wall with a cluster of over one hundred olive pits. Beneath this olive pit
cluster was a chalk plaster surface. The chalk plaster surface continues east and
its preserved remnants indicate it extended under the hearth-activity area. We
tentatively call these two layers (olive pits and chalk surface) Stratum A4
middle, although 14C dating of the olive pits may enable us to further refine
this chronology. The ceramics were not diagnostic. The Stratum A4 middle
chalk surface below the ninth century BCE wall and further below the hearth-
activity area to the west is a cut for a foundation trench for a north–south wall
(Fig. 13.17), making this wall still later than the chalk plaster surface but earlier
than the ninth century BCE wall (also Asscher et al. 2015).23

Fig. 13.17. Foundation trench cut into Stratum A4 middle chalk surface for later
Stratum A4 wall, tenth century BCE, Area A, Tell es-Safi/Gath (photograph courtesy
of Tell es-Safi/Gath Excavations).
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Our analysis of Philistine hearth construction (Maeir and Hitchcock
2011) made it possible to depart from simplistic comparisons of Philistine
culture with Mycenaean culture. It also enabled us to document a great deal
of regional diversity within Philistia, Cyprus, and the Aegean. Hearths in
coastal Philistia were constructed of clay, clay and pebbles, or clay and
sherds. As mentioned earlier, they may be round, square, ovoid, or keyhole
(Fig. 13.18) in shape (Maeir and Hitchcock 2011, with further references).
Most of them seem to have been located in buildings, which would promote
diacritical feasting activity.24 In contrast, locating pebbled hearths in open,
outdoor areas in the interior of Philistia may have promoted larger, com-
munal gatherings. Such gatherings seem to have occurred within the context
of drinking and eating activities that included drinking sets consisting of

Fig. 13.18. Keyhole hearth made of clay and sherds from Building 335 (the hearth
building), Area C, Stratum XII, Tel Qasile, Philistine II (with permission of Prof.
A. Mazar, Hebrew University of Jerusalem).
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locally made Mycenaean style kraters and deep bowls. Such displays and
performances of sociality would have fostered nostalgia, heightened by the
effect of alcohol, and recalling a past that may have become mythologized
through spatial and temporal distance, strengthened community bonds, and/
or promoted the status of particular individuals (Hamilakis 2013: 135, 2008;
Hitchcock 2008b).
There are numerous instances of hearths in open areas being renewed

through superimposition at Tell es-Safi/Gath for as yet no clear functional
reason (Fig. 13.19). The activity of constructing and renewing hearths might
have been linked to promoting certain individuals or factions in the per-
formance of competitive displays of sociality as a means of competing for
leadership (cf. Maran 2006: esp. 143–4).25 A similar situation may have
existed at Tell Miqne-Ekron, where Dothan (1998: 157) mentions a large
open area where twenty-five hearths were found in two superimposed layers
at the top of the acropolis, which she associates with a special communal
function.
Whatever the precise purpose of gatherings around external hearths may

have been, the public display of shared symbolism would have served as an
additional mechanism to foster and strengthen bonds of cultural and corpor-
ate identity among the Philistines at Ekron and at Gath, perhaps necessitated
by their distance from the coastline. As the Philistines at Tell es-Safi/Gath

Fig. 13.19. Overlapping pebbled hearths, Area A, Stratum 5, late Iron Age I, Tell
es-Safi/Gath. Note the higher hearth in the foreground is of irregular shape or partially
preserved (photograph courtesy of the Tell es-Safi/Gath Excavations).
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became more culturally established in the region, and perhaps as certain
families became paramount, the role of mythologized memories, nostalgia,
and the need for large-scale communal social activity may have decreased and
social activity may have been channelled into more interior spaces. A similar
series of activities has been postulated for the numerous pits excavated at
Thronos-Kephala by D’Agata, whose work has helped us develop our ideas
about a similar urban landscape at Tell es-Safi/Gath. Similar activities have
also been hypothesized for the LM IIIC feasting pit at Petras-Kephala by
Tsipopoulou (2012: 129), where less evidence is available due to poor preser-
vation, and can be argued for Chania where there is limited exposure. It is
significant that a preference for Mycenaean-style cooking jugs is in evidence
not only in Philistia but also at Petras (Tsipopoulou 2012: 127) and at
Chania.26 In LM IIIB and in LM IIIC, Chania was also characterized by a
curation of LM IIIB architecture and the creation of numerous and stratified
LM IIIC rubbish deposits that included decorated ceramics, animal bones, and
symbolic items such as bronze hooks, a bronze arrowhead, a violin bow fibula,
a polished boar’s tusk, a piece of pumice, an assortment of stone tools, a few
spindle whorls, and two stone vessel fragments (as detailed in Hallager and
Hallager 2000: 103–13, pls. 32–4, 104–7). Having this comparative evidence
makes it easier to understand what is going on at other IIIC sites, by enabling
us to build an archaeological fingerprint of the cultural processes taking place
at this time.

At Tell es-Safi/Gath, the Iron IIA structures of the ninth century BCE retain a
similar orientation to the earlier Iron I structures, but they represent the result
of a completely new reconstruction of and a dynamic reorientation of the
settlement using different building techniques in the form of massive
megalithic-style stone foundations.27 The builders maintained links with the
past through the reuse of earlier worked stone such as a hammer dressed
column base,28 found while dismantling the remaining remnant of a ninth
century wall (Fig. 13.20).29 This is significant because its discovery suggests the
presence of at least another earlier public building at Tell es-Safi/Gath in
addition to the columned hall excavated to the east several years ago and
discussed below. As we argued above, it continues a practice of maintaining
links with the past. Removal of this ninth century BCE wall and careful
excavation of the baulk beneath revealed the complex array of stratified
features that we have already mentioned.

The plan of one of these ninth century BCE structures, Building 23033
(Zukerman et al. 2007: 66, Fig. 8), preserves some clear Mycenaean-style
characteristics (e.g. Hitchcock 2010) (Fig. 13.21). It is composed of a hall
with porch employing approximate 1:2 proportions and four side-chambers,
but it is lacking the circulatory corridor separating the hall from side-
chambers as found in canonical megara.30 Its special character is reinforced
by some of its finds that may be regarded as connected with Canaanite and
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Cypriot ritual practices, including chalices and notched scapulae. Thus, the
building promoted an exotic and entangled set of foreign and local connec-
tions. The plan of Building 23033 and use of enormous stones as well as a
reused column base in its construction indicates that it was a special building
which required planning and mobilization of labour to construct (cf.
Hitchcock 2011; McEnroe 2010). Frizell (1997–8: 114) has discussed how
moving blocks into place at Mycenae must have been a performative and
theatrical event similar to what Wright (2009: 50; see also chapter 4) has
discussed with regard to architectural construction as a social and performa-
tive series of events in the Mycenaean world. However, such a demonstration
of power does not characterize all domestic architecture of the ninth century
BCE. In the lower city the earlier tradition of small stone socles is continued,
despite other important features such as the horned altar and a gate and
fortification system discovered in 2015 (Bar-Ilan University 2015). Archi-
tecturally, Crete does not always show the same level of sophistication and
reorientation by this era, as exemplified by reuse and rebuilding of existing
houses as on Kavousi-Kastro (Christophilopoulou 2008: 184–96). Although
Prent (2005 esp. 223) suggests that the renaissance of the Geometric period
had an earlier beginning, an increase in wealth in the early Protogeometric
period seems to be mainly indicated by graves, dedications, and grave goods
in the form of ceramics and metal items.

Fig. 13.20. Reused column base, hammer dressed on the sides to create a flat top
surface, from ninth century BCE wall 22040 at Tell es-Safi/Gath (photograph courtesy
of the Tell es-Safi/Gath Excavations).
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13.4 . REGIONAL COMPARISON BETWEEN
DOMESTIC AND RITUAL BUILDINGS IN THE

AEGEAN AND THE EAST

Elite buildings in early Iron Age Philistia have tended to be interpreted as
cultic and linked to Mycenaean temples, which may in turn, share character-
istics with Canaanite ones as at Tel Mevorakh (Hitchcock 2005). Added to
these is the growing corpus of LM IIIC temples, shrines, and elite complexes
excavated on Crete.31 The latter includes Quartier Nu at Malia and the
recently excavated complex at nearby Sissi.
The Philistine temples from Stratum X at Tel Qasile (Mazar 1980)

(Fig. 13.22) and at Tel Miqne-Ekron, such as Building 350 (Fig. 13.8) (e.g.
Dothan 2003) share certain features in common with Canaanite, Cypriot, and
Mycenaean temples. These include a rectangular hall supported by columns, a
platform and/or benches to display the cult figures and offerings, rooms in the
rear to store ritual paraphernalia, possibly a corner doorway, and a substantial
quantity of ritual material. Though lacking some of these features, a recently
uncovered structure on the western side of Area A at Tell es-Safi/Gath
(Stratum A6–A4) is regarded as a temple by one of the authors (Maeir 2012:
27–30) and as an elite building entangled with Aegean characteristics by the
other. The Tell es-Safi/Gath structure was provisionally in use from the twelfth
century BCE through to the Iron IIA period (Figs 13.23a, b). The presence of
two finely worked column bases in a squarish hall (worked masonry being rare
in early Philistine contexts), evidence for communal gatherings taking place
nearby to the east in the form of hearths and rubbish deposits, and continuity
of practice with a cult corner rich in ritual finds found in the ninth century BCE

levels immediately above it, confirm its importance. Furthermore, the later
cult corner was associated with a metallurgical installation where both copper
and iron production were taking place (Eliyahu-Behar et al. 2012). The rela-
tionship between these two features follows a pattern—namely a relationship
between cult and metallurgy as established for Cyprus by Knapp (1986).
The form of the ‘temple’ at Tell es-Safi/Gath,32 its formal similarity to other

structures interpreted as temples, and the continued importance of the area as
indicated by the cult corner and metallurgical area make it tempting to regard
this building as a temple despite a lack of cult finds in the same concentration
found at similar buildings at Tel Qasile (Mazar 1980), Phylakopi (Renfrew
1985), and at Mycenae (Whittaker 1997).33 However, if we compare it to
buildings from the postpalatial era on Crete, other interpretive possibilities are
opened up. Squarish or rectangular halls with column bases not only typify
Mycenaean cultic structures but form the core of important elite complexes as
at Quartier Nu at Malia, which had several phases of construction and
occupation but had its heyday from Late Minoan IIIA2–IIIB2 (Driessen and
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Fig. 13.22. Isometric reconstruction of the Temple Precinct in Stratum X, Iron IB,
eleventh–tenth centuries BCE, Tel Qasile, Israel (with permission of Prof. A. Mazar,
Hebrew University of Jerusalem).

N

0 2m

(a) (b)

Fig. 13.23. (a) Plan of Philistine temple or elite building, early Iron IIA, Area A, Tell
es-Safi/Gath; (b) Philistine temple or elite building, early Iron IIA, Area A, Tell es-Safi/
Gath (photographs courtesy of the Tell es-Safi/Gath Excavations).
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Fiasse 2011: 60; Driessen et al. 2008b). This enormous complex of approxi-
mately 750 m² consisted of three carefully planned but independent wings
around a central court (Driessen et al. 2008b: 93, 97). It could have accom-
modated a large, extended family34 involved in extensive feasting activities, as
indicated by the artefacts and the associated pits (Driessen, Farnoux, and
Langohr 2008a; Driessen et al. 2008b). One of the core rooms, X22, included
two axially aligned column bases with a hearth between them, features that
typify structures at the Cult Centre in Mycenae, a number of Philistine
structures at Tel Miqne-Ekron (Mazow 2005), and even in the later Chieftain’s
House at Kavousi-Kastro. Several other halls with hearths and column bases
are attested at Quartier Nu, but lack the sophisticated parallels of the compar-
anda found in Mycenaean temples as discussed above (also Driessen et al.
2008b: 96). Building CD at nearby Late Minoan IIIB Sissi is particularly
interesting with regard to its architectural and artefactual linkages with
the Sea People. Among them is a recently discovered deposit of over fifty
spool-style loom weights, the earliest and largest found in the Aegean
(Gaignerot-Driessen 2012; Cutler forthcoming: 178–81).35 Building CD at
Sissi was 450 m² and was composed of at least twenty ground floor rooms
and spaces, organized around two large halls, a columned hall36 3.1 and a
pillared hall with hearth 4.11. Porches gave access to both halls, and pillared
hall 4.11 was connected to shrine 3.8. The shrine was lined with benches and
its finds included two triton shells,37 two cult stands, six kalathoi, and a deer
antler. Understanding of the building is preliminary, but it seems to have been
occupied by a single group and served as a locus for larger group activities. The
pillared hall, 4.11, was slightly smaller, but was distinguished by two pillar
bases, with a triangular, reddish clay hearth between them.38 Driessen (see
chapter 5) discusses in this volume the possibility of the distinct gendering of
the two halls, based on distinct and complementary artefactual associations.39

It is entirely plausible that these architectural forms could have also influenced
early Philistine elite architecture. In addition, the excavators (Gaignerot-
Driessen 2011: 100; Driessen and Fiasse 2011: 286) note that the similarity
in axial plan, arrangement of column bases, and size of the buildings at
Quartier Nu and at Sissi to the ‘Hall of the Hearth’ at LM IIIC Kephala
Vassilikis (Eliopoulos 2004; Klein and Glowacki 2009: 157; 159–61). Wallace
(2011: 329–30) suggests that the Karphi and Monastiraki-Halasmenos
megara, Vronda Building A-B, and the complex at Kephala-Vassiliki represent
‘purposefully designed secular feasting units built to a flexible template that
deliberately concentrated certain “Mycenaeanizing” elements’ that may cluster
or occur in combination with feasting assemblages. These elements include
axial entrances, full-width anterooms, central hearths, and the placement of
one or more column bases in the main room. They represent more formalized
settlement configurations for the promotion of diacritical commensality
than the open air pits and hearths that also occur in the IIIC period as at
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Thronos-Kephala and at Tell es-Safi/Gath (Hitchcock et al. 2015; Hitchcock
and Maeir forthcoming).

What all of these types of column and/or pillar hall buildings suggest, for
the occurrence of this form in Philistia, is that columned halls need not
be always understood as temples and a wider range of possibilities may be
considered. However, secular and religious distinctions may not always be
clear cut and Eliopoulos (1998) has argued for the cultic nature of Kephala-
Vasiliki, which contained a baetyl and a significant amount of ritual material.
However, many of these finds come from the two outward-facing rooms
(McEnroe 2010: 152). Kephala-Vasiliki is also important as it establishes a
chronological link between the architectural designs found earlier at Malia and
Sissi, at a comparably similar time in Philistia at Tel Qasile and at Tell es-Safi/
Gath, and later still in Crete in the ‘Chieftain’s House’ on Kavousi-Kastro and
in the Geometric Period temple at Dreros. The diversity of functions that may
be assigned to elite architecture in the form of columned or pillared halls in
postpalatial Crete make it possible to interpret the columned hall at Tell es-
Safi/Gath as an elite building, based on the worked column bases, on the plan,
and on feasting ware observed on one of its floors. It also remains possible
that it was a temple that was cleaned out. Some mud-brick installations in
the ‘temple’ may have been platforms; however, benches were found in the

Fig. 13.24. Cypriot ashlar block with mason’s mark on lifting boss from Building X,
Kalavassos-Ayios Dhimitrios, Late Cypriot IIC, thirteenth century BCE (photograph by
L. A. Hitchcock).
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columned hall at Kephala-Vasiliki in the non-cultic rooms. Clearly the col-
umned hall at Tell es-Safi/Gath was important, and this importance was
retained in cultural memory through the construction of the metallurgical
installation and of the cult corner above it (Figs 13.23a, b). In this sense, the
columned hall at Tell es-Safi/Gath functioned in a biographically similar
way to a foundation deposit, establishing a highly charged symbolic link with
the past. Thus, a comparative approach can open up rather than close off
the interpretive possibilities, particularly with special buildings where fewer
examples are present (e.g. Wallace 2005: 268).

13 .5 . CONCLUSIONS

To conclude, our picture of urbanism in the postpalatial Mediterranean has
vastly changed in the last forty years. Excavations of LM IIIA–IIIC sites in
Crete have provided us with a richly varied and complex picture of the
Mycenoan (e.g. Tsipopoulou 2005) ethnogenesis of the Postpalatial era. Arch-
aeological discoveries in Cyprus have pushed the widespread use of ashlar
masonry with drafted margins forward into the thirteenth century (Fig. 13.24),
confirming it was a Cypriot rather than a Sea Peoples innovation or a
Mycenaean import. Sites that escaped destruction in Cyprus (e.g. Iacovou
2008) show that the phenomenon of collapse was not a uniform one. The new
discoveries at Philistine sites are being published at a startlingly rapid pace.
Thus, interpretations of IIIC settlement remains should be strongly grounded
in available data, knowledge of comparanda, and sound theoretical frame-
works, and must proceed with caution tempered by intellectual openness,
curiosity, and a willingness to be flexible in our assessments. The role of
space for the display and manipulation of symbols and the performance of
sociality, the curation of architectural remains, the preference for columned
halls, the transitional and mixed nature of the buildings, and the indication of
smaller scale societies seem to be key areas of similarity between Philistia and
the Aegean—both in Crete and on the mainland. The transitional and mixed
character of buildings also characterizes Cyprus, which however is also dis-
tinguished by important cult centres as seen at Enkomi, Kition, and Kouklia-
Palaepaphos. The importance of the hearth as an ideological symbol and as a
locus for external gathering (versus internal gathering) in Philistia and, to a
limited extent, in Cyprus seems to be a key distinction; however, more detailed
studies are warranted. In identifying patterns in the use of spaces for the
performance of identity over a broad area, we need to also remember that each
site discussed is part of a wider region, with its own regional differences. There
are now many well-documented examples of Aegeanization of architecture
outside of the Aegean. Rather than simplistically ignoring it or viewing it as
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evidence of colonization and diffusion, more subtle approaches are called for.
These more nuanced approaches include insights gained from comparative
analyses of similarities and differences, consideration of emulation and/or
entanglement, cultural mixing, small-scale migration, and the role of space
and place in the re-emergence of civilizations in the Iron Age.
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NOTES

1. IIIC pottery producing cultures and ‘IIIC phenomenon’ is taken here to include
the various regional cultural manifestations in the central and eastern Mediterra-
nean where Mycenaean IIIC style pottery is locally produced, such as (but not
limited to) LH IIIC, LM IIIC, LC IIIC, Philistine I.

2. Kanta (2014c: 116–17) presents a LM IIIC keyhole hearth made out of pebbles
from the Anetaki plot Knossos, which shares similarities to both Cypriot and
Philistines pebbled hearths and to keyhole shaped hearths at Tell Qasile and
Tiryns. For a more nuanced view of Cretan hearths and their different contexts
and symbolisms, see Letesson 2015.

3. Briault (2007: esp 254–6, 259–61) suggests that a pottery motif may have served as
the mechanism of transmission for double axes and horns of consecration in
general.

4. Feldman (2014) suggests that ivory carving might have co-occurred with stone
carving, thus it may not be coincidental that the Minoan palace at Kato Zakro,
where unworked ivory was found, also housed a stone vase-makers workshop
(Platon 1971: 210–21, esp. 217).

5. The term temple is not favoured in the early Iron Age Aegean (see Klein and
Glowacki 2009; but contrast with Eliopoulos 1998). Kavousi-Vronda is also
distinguished by Building A-B, the ‘Chieftain’s House’, indicating more social
differentiation than at other LM IIIC sites (e.g. McEnroe 2010: 155).
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6. Karageorghis (2011b: esp. 89; 2014) suggested that Cretans formed a substantial
amount of the refugees settling at Pyla, which he subsumed under the essentializ-
ing term ‘Aegeans,’ observing that there was an ‘abnormally high percentage’ of
Late Minoan IIIB storage jars there (also Karageorghis and Georghiou 2012).
Now, Bretschneider and colleagues (2015) refer to the ‘surprising ethnic mix of
material culture’ at the site (see also Georgiou 2014).

7. The abandonment of Pyla is dated to c. 1175 BCE based on the presence of
imported LH IIIC pottery (Kanta 2014a: 111).

8. On the ‘Type 3’ house, see McEnroe (1982, pp. 10–13, fig. 3). With new excava-
tions taking place at Pyla, our understanding of the site may change (e.g.
Bretschneider et al. 2015; Karageorghis and Kanta 2014).

9. Alexander (1998: 490) observes that under processes of colonization the archi-
tectural landscape is transformed, while in situations of entanglement the pres-
ence of foreign architectural styles may indicate small numbers of non-locals or
emulation of a core polity. In addition, there is a differential distribution of
attributes with regard to vernacular versus civic structures. Other traits of the
material culture at both sites—Aegean (Minoan and Mycenaean) and Canaanite
ceramics and metalwork at Pyla; Canaanite and Myc IIIC ceramics at Maa—
suggest an entangled culture. Our use of the concept of entanglement derives
from the work of Philipp Stockhammer (2012a; 2012b). An entangled approach
emphasizes the materiality of the object and its spatial relationship to context,
which permits the reconstruction of the relationship between the object and
agents (its makers, owners, and/or users are primary concerns). Stockhammer
(2012a: 46–8; 2012b) distinguishes between ‘relational entanglement’ whereby
new meanings become attached to a foreign object, which may even be trans-
formed into a personal possession, and ‘material entanglement’ whereby a newly
created object combines the familiar with the foreign, and may become appro-
priated and entangled with foreign social practices as well as local ones. We
similarly promote a transcultural approach, which resists the duality implied by
definitions of hybridity (situated in nineteenth-century practices of cross-
breeding of plants and animals) and emphasizes the intentionality behind the
use of an object. A transcultural approach regards the emergence and trans-
formation of identity as multivocal, drawing on the symbolisms, objects, social
practices, and artistic and technical styles of a broad cultural and ethnic range of
interacting social actors (see also Hitchcock and Maeir 2013).

10. The ashlar is reused. The other building using ashlar masonry is a two-roomed
tower just north of Building I and constructed on the same orientation, as detailed
by Demas (1988: 15–16).

11. On the megaroid form, see Preziosi 1983: 177–93.
12. Christophilopoulou (2008: 149, 278) takes these observations a step further,

stating that there is nothing in the Cyclades and eastern Aegean to indicate a
significant Mycenaean influence on megaron-shaped buildings of the early Iron
Age, citing the greater number of apsidal and oval houses in these regions.

13. This change could also be linked to functional purposes with regard to a reduced
amount of space needing to be spanned. See discussions by Wace (1949: 77) and
Holland (Wace et al. 1921–23: 279) who calculate the base to height ratio of
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columns based on the amount of load that columns bore as related to the amount
of space that needed to be spanned.

14. Gaza remains largely unexplored as it is covered by a densely populated
contemporary city.

15. Which hearths utilize which form of construction is not thus far detailed in
preliminary reports. Karageorghis (2011a: 22, n. 1) cites a personal communica-
tion from L. Stager that a total of sixteen hearths have been found at Ashkelon,
always inside domestic structures.

16. Other structures at Ashkelon include Room 667, a squarish hall of Phase 18 (Stager
et al. 2008: 266), dominated by a large circular hearth. A rectangular hearth with a
sherd covering is located roughly in the centre of Room 910, where it is placed
adjacent to a column. It is associated with a bench and with several bins (Stager et al.
2008: 266). Room 850 (Stager et al. 2008: 262–3, 265; figs 15.27–9) was paved with
cobblestones and the walls were panelled with mud bricks set on edge to resemble
orthostats, a characteristic with both Canaanite and Aegean traditions. Room 1033
is a rectangular hall with back room at west end—it had a central column and two
mud brick and cobblestone hearths to the south-east. For more detail on Ashkelon,
see <http://digashkelon.com/current-projects>. The pebbled hearth from Pyla
(Kanta 2014b: esp. 12–13) re-enforces our suggestion (Maeir and Hitchcock 2011)
that the Philistine pebbled hearth is a Cypriot innovation.

17. Eleven pits dominate the urban landscape at Khamalevri, where the architecture is
also better preserved, but not to the same dramatic extent as at Thronos-Kephala
where over fifty pits have been documented (e.g. Andreadaki-Vlazaki and
Papadapoulou 2005; D’Agata 1997–2000; 2000).

18. The deposition of vessels and pits at Sissi, representing multiple periods including
EM, MM, and LM I as well as LM IIIA and B, suggests a long history of similar
disposal practices at the site, with pits that were both filled over time and others
that represent single events (Devolder 2011, 2012).

19. The excavator interprets it as the cleaning of a destruction deposit.
20. Certainly both egalitarian and diacritical feasting enjoyed a long prehistory in the

west and east Mediterranean. However, there are shifts in practice over time, as
argued for the IIIC era by Hitchcock and Maeir (forthcoming). And, as Tomkins
(2007: esp. 175–6) has observed, structured deposits in the Neolithic, for example,
have not always been well-documented or recognized.

21. Compare these changes with a similar absence of monumentality at Mycenaean
sites in the Middle Helladic period prior to the establishment of the Mycenaean
palaces (e.g. Wright 1994: 56–7; Hitchcock and Chapin 2010).

22. Cassuto (2012: 469) refers to the loom weight deposit as eleventh to tenth century
BCE, and it is noted that some may be of a rounded, more truncated conical form.

23. It also represents some of our earliest evidence for the construction of foundation
trenches.

24. Diacritical feasting may be characterized as having differentiated cuisine, styles of
consumption, and segmented social space through the use of architecture, which is
used to reify and naturalize status differences (Dietler 2001: 85).

25. Wright (1994: 57–8) discusses a hearth-wanax ideology within the Mycenaean
palaces whereby the king becomes the guardian of the hearth. The symbolism is
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emphasized through the paraphernalia around the hearth and throne at Pylos
such as the tripod table and miniature kylikes. More recently (Crielaard 2011)
discusses the ‘wanax to basileus’ model, whereby the destruction of the palaces
represented the decapitation of the Mycenaean socio-political hierarchy, but goes
on to discuss how the changed socio-political and architectural landscape on the
mainland was complex and varied, following different pathways.

26. Mycenaean and Philistine cooking jugs are characterized by one or two handles, a
flat or ring base, and a mouth narrower than the widest part of the body (Yasur-
Landau 2010: 126–32; also, papers in Karageorghis and Kouka 2011). The appear-
ance of Mycenaean-style cooking jugs in Crete can be contrasted with the largely
conservative Cretan preference for tripod cooking pots, which led Yasur-Landau
(2010: 126–32; 329) to exclude Cretan presence or influence in Philistia. This
argument now becomes untenable. Hallager and Hallager (2000: 159) make the
point that without preserved bases it is difficult to distinguish Mycenaean-style
cooking pots from tripod cooking pots.

27. Maran (2009: 253) observes that the social organization and ability to manipulate
large stones disappeared with the collapse of palatial civilization. Thus, the
construction of the ninth century BCE buildings at Tell es-Safi/Gath suggests
increasing social complexity and ability to harness resources on a grander scale
than in the previous period (twelfth to tenth centuries). To invoke ‘thick descrip-
tion,’ the megalithic limestone blocks used to construct the ninth century BCE walls
are fairly enormous, with one of those still in situ fromWall A15AM09 measuring
40 cm in height with a maximum length of 1 m and a maximum width of 67 cm.
Those parts of these walls that were dismantled were done so with great difficulty,
requiring about six persons to carry them away. Attempts to break them up with a
sledgehammer failed when the sledgehammer broke and we have had only limited
success with a jackhammer, which simply failed to break the stone.

28. The top and bottom of the column base are unworked, but the top is flat. The sides
are hammer-dressed to give it a rounded shape.

29. Wall 22040 extended north–south and was excavated prior to our involvement in
the area.

30. The canonical Mycenaean megaron (see Hitchcock 2010; Barber 1992; Wright
1994) of the Late Bronze Age had a rectangular outline and consisted of a hall,
fore-hall, and a porch with two columns in antis to support the roof. Both the fore-
hall and the porch were approximately one-half the depth of the inner hall. The
internal arrangement of the megaron was dominated by a circular hearth, and
surrounded by four columns arranged in a square. The megaron frequently had
rear chambers and side corridors giving access to smaller, square service rooms to
the side. By the time of the postpalatial IIIC era in Greece, this plan becomes much
simplified.

31. These were quite possibly influenced by earlier, small shrines, cult corners,
publicly accessible palatial shrines, and peak sanctuaries (see Hitchcock 2011).

32. Remarks on the ‘temple’ are provisional as it was excavated by a different group of
collaborators on the Tell es-Safi/Gath archaeological project.

33. At least one figurine was noted from fill substantially above the level of the floor in
the Safi building.
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34. On the distinction between nuclear and extended families see Haviland et al.
(2011: 229–30).

35. The following discussion is summarized from Gaignerot-Driessen and Letesson
(2011); Gaignerot-Driessen (2011); and Letesson (2011). Gaignerot-Driessen
(2012: 73) also mentions four spools in Quartier Nu and Driessen (Letesson
pers. comm.) has noted some found in the topsoil layers above Quartier Mu,
while six have been found in the pit deposits at LM IIIC Khamalevri (Andreadak-
Vlasaki and Papadoulou 2005: 389, 392).

36. The column bases are on a central axis and placed 2.0 m apart. This 2 m distance is
common in Philistine temples as well, where it has been fancifully linked to
Samson’s dislodging of the pillars in the Philistine temple at Gaza as described
in Judges 16:29–30. Only the east base at Sissi, C29 is carefully worked and the
excavators suggest it was reused, a phenomenon known from Maa. A stirrup jar
below the base was a foundation deposit and two more foundation deposits are
noted (Gaignerot-Driessen 2011: 93).

37. A triton shell and a vessel in the shape of a conch shell were also found at Tel
Qasile and an endolium shell found in a ritual context in the lower city at Tell es-
Safi/Gath (Mazar 1980, 115–18, fig. 45, pl. 36.3; Hitchcock et al. 2016).

38. The bases were made of ammouda. In addition there was a column base that had
fallen from above or was in reuse. Samples from the hearth, which contained
ashes, flecks of charcoal, and bones are currently under analysis (Letesson 2011:
121, 123).

39. A similar argument is made for Quartier Nu, although status differentiation is also
suggested as a plausible alternative (Driessen and Fiasse 2011: 291, 293).
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