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ABSTRACT
I. THE SO-CALLED BASTIONE OVEST

This article continues the programme of revisionth stratigraphies, chronologies and
functions of the Protopalatial spaces and buildimgsovered by Levi at Phaistos, and focuses
on the so-called BastioneOvest. This is a buildiogited on the N-W border of the west court,
which represented the ceremonial area par-excellenMM IB-MM Il. Re-examination of the
excavation notebooks and of the materials assacwith the various architectural structures of
which it is comprised has allowed us to detect twajor phases of use characterised by a
distinct plan and internal articulation, both withMM II. The position of the building, its
relationship with Vasca XXX in both phases, and ttmmposition of the scarce floor
assemblages, suggests that BastioneOvest showtiribeited to the same liturgical sphere as
Vasca XXX, and Levi's hypothesis that its main ftiog was to host a group of soldiers so as to
defend the palace should be rejected. Althoughag destroyed after the MM Il earthquake, the
N-W corner of the building was partially re-usedtire so-called fasedeiSacelli as a modest
service room. One of the most important outcomethigf research is a new proposal for the
plan and function of the later building, the backivef which coincided with the eastern wall of
the earlier building. Stratigraphy and a few matsrattributable to the new structure (building
CIV) allow a chronology to be proposed within MMA] and suggests that it had inherited the
function of the Protopalatial building.

The strategic position of the MM Il building is ped by its location, which defied the
steep cliff of the bedrock, and by the complex ¢évaelated to the activities performed in
Piazzale | in MM II. It seems important that itséittions and position were perhaps inherited by
building CIV, in a period in which the ceremoniaitigities had probably diminished. The
hypothesis that the building had another phasherfitst part of LM | (a phase to which a few
rooms excavated by Levi must be dated) is suggestispecially on the basis of a few ceramic
shapes that recur in the floor assemblages, suttfedsoted bowls and the numerous skoutelia.
Building CIV seemingly marked the conclusion oktsitand ceremonies which were radically
modified by the reconstruction of the palace at bleginning of LM IB, when the level of
Piazzale | was substantially modified and the tteestiaircase was consequently diminished.

The MM Il phases of use reflect a substantial ddierece with the use of Vasca XXX and
of the Kouloures, but also with the more modestsphat the Sacelli. The constant relationship
with Vasca XXX in both phases, exemplified by theuble level of white stucco and
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strengthened in the second phase by the opening dborway in the southern wall, is
surprising. The strengthening of this connectiounldde interpreted as the expression of a kind
of conservatism within distinct but not necessaiyposite groups that re-organised the
Kouloures and the related ritual activities. Thisirg of the level of the second phase would, in
any case, be in agreement with the constructiothefnearby theatre staircase, which was
recently re-assigned, although with some doubtheghase of the Kouloures.

It seems plausible to hypothesise that Vasca XX, lower ramp of white stucco, the
western limit of the Strada Nord and BastioneOweste part of the same building project,
which probably started with the construction of BBasOvest so as to mask the sheer cliff of
the bedrock, but also to guarantee a privilegedtpadiview or display from its terrace. It is this
the moment in which the golden age of the Phaispatace started. It therefore seems
reasonable to wonder how this rocky area was osgdnin MM IB, when the palace already
had a west court, tagadeand a paved ramp leading up from Piazzale LXX, ahén the
walking level of the Strada del Nord was remades#\times.

Regarding the internal articulation of the so-ahlBastioneOvest, it is necessary to stress
the neat difference between the west and east vahfse building, as the western wing was
subsidiary to the eastern one. According to oupmstruction the north-east room had the
crucial function of access room, both for the amteafrom the outside and the communication
with the south-east room (first phase), and foreadg to the terrace (second phase). The
south-east room is probably the most important feoceremonial point of view. For the second
phase it is possible to hypothesise a real route avicomplex internal-external dynamic. The
entrance from the corridor seemingly allowed a d®plossibility, which was probably reserved
for different groups: a simple passageway throinghnorth-east room to reach the terrace, or a
stop in the paved south-east room (a kind of sRjine proceed through the threshold of the
south-west room towards the stuccoed ramp and \&s&a

The almost total lack of floor assemblages in ir& &ind second phases (the vases found
above the slabs of the floor of the building havdydeen hypothetically attributed to the
building) is highly limiting when ascertaining tianctions of the building. The few vases
found on the stuccoed floor of the south-east roara, not particularly prestigious, and thus
suggest that the building was depleted after tts iestruction. It is in any case necessary to
bear in mind that the sheer north-south slope albegeastern wall of the south-east room
suggests a partial collapse of the building follogvithe natural profile of the rock. Regarding
the second destruction, if the attribution of tlases found on the floor to the destruction level
of the building is correct, it is interesting toests the analogy of the ceremonial set (jar and
cup), which is largely represented in numerousexstwithin the palace.

Another important issue is related to the naturthefdouble destruction as identifiable on
the basis of the few excavation data availablecdsaf burning and animal bones interpreted as
food remains were recorded above the floor of theidor and the south-east room (which
represented the focus of the building) in the folshse. The large quantity of animal bones on
the one hand excludes that the building was destkdoy fire, but on the other suggests that
they were purposely spread within the buildinghaténd of episodes of communal feasting that
had taken place within it. The animal bones, ireotliords, could be interpreted as part of a rite
of re-consecration of a building that had beeneritdyy destroyed and partially depleted of its
floor assemblages prior to the raising of the fleael. This hypothesis could explain both the
presence of the carbon (remains of the hearthshibicooking of the meat?) and the lack of
proper floor assemblages. The nature of the evwmtt énded the first phase of use of the
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building remains to be ascertained, as there iarolbaeological evidence for seismic events at
either Phaistos or Kommos during MM II. A possibigplanation could be a violent destruction
by man, as a result of internal conflicts betwesstibns, which led to the complete obliteration
of the ruins of the previous phase with a layeeath. The continuity evident in the plan of the
two phases might, in this case, indicate that titermal articulation of the building was so
strictly related to its functions as to remain texa@d by the varying of the groups that were in
charge of it.

The fact that Vasca XXX was accessed directly ftbis building, as hypothesised, could
be explained as the outcome of the new directitis Would also lead to the supposition that
the functions of the building had been augmentext dhe possibility of access from the Strada
del Nord had been reduced. In this picture it ipantant to ascertain the real function of Vasca
XXX, which Pernier had compared with the Caravasisef Knossos. The use might be
suggested by Pernier's remark concerning visibleriestations and corrosions on the bottom
and walls caused by water. That the unit represeistsrt of transition ring between the rituals
performed around the baetyl and those performednarthe Kouloures has been demonstrated
in a previous article. That the BastioneOvest regmes, at least from a chronological point of
view a trait d’union between the Vasca and Koulsuwme hope is clear from this contribution.
The location of baetyl and Kouloures in the ceremmlospace is practically identical, and it
would seem that the latter were built close byldaetyl and, preserving it, might have inherited
ideologies and liturgies (baetyl-tree?).

The Vasca, in its isolated position on the bordehe ceremonial space, clearly represents
something different. Regardless of its visibilitgepending on data which are no longer
verifiable (such as the height of the walls on swoeithern side or the underpinning of the
paving), it is safe to say that it was accessdabih phases exclusively through door-ways that
opened up into stuccoed ramps. This would sugdmstthe liturgies related to Vasca XXX
belonged to a restricted circle of people, while thurgies related to the baetyl and the
Kouloures belonged to a much larger circle, alsooinsideration of their location and visibility.

A discussion of the liturgies that took place iraiale | cannot ignore the so-called
sacrificial pit, which was opened in the bedrockthe east of the northern end of the
orthostatéacadeof the first palace. The materials found withiaié easily attributable to a final
stage of the MM Il period: its position close by tearlierfacadeof the palace (dated to MM
IB), suggests a use prior to the construction ef dithostatiagade and therefore in an open
space, located to the north-east end of Piazz#tetheory, this could have been the area within
which the animals, the bones of which were thepatied within the floors of BastioneOvest,
were prepared and cooked.

Regarding the final destruction of the buildingisitnecessary to recall that Levi believed
that it was hit by a landslide at the end of hisdtfProtopalatial phase: a landslide very rich in
sherds that would have fallen above a building istedrof floor assemblages! No doubt exists
about the seismic nature of that destruction, winel probably in coincidence with the first of
the two events that we have dated to the end of IMNIhe second earthquake would instead
have ended the re-use of the north-west room. attetfiat traces of burning were also noticed
on the floors of building CIV could be proof of antinuity of functions between this building
and the so-called BastioneOvest, functions ofuadital and ceremonial nature.
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II. OBSERVATIONS ON THE MM IIIA PERIOD

In the second part of this work, and taking indpra from a recent workshop held at
Knossos, all the structures and ceramic deposiBedfier's and Levi’'s excavations which can
be attributed to the period under discussion haenlve-examined.

The quality and quantity of material to be re-exaai is best demonstrated by the House
South of the Ramp (Casa a Sud della rampa), whosstreiction date, the blocking up of
Rooms LXXXVI and LXXXVII, the addition of Room XClland three likely foundation
deposits, all enable us to define a certain seqyeaideast architecturally, within the MM I1IIA
period. Although the items pertaining to the thesehitectural phases set out on the basis of
stratigraphic soundings are quantitatively quitffedent, they still enable us to suggest an
internal sequence within the MM IIIA period.

The data concerning the Lustral Basin XLIV-38 drernt commented upon, together with
the deposits under Rooms 50, 18 and 10, and incpirt the stratigraphic and chronological
position of the well-known sealing inscribed-ki-ri-te-jafound in Room 10. In Room XLV-22,
the latter's superposed walls and elevation of tthe internal pillars point to the possible
existence of an MM IIIA dirt floor located betwedme first palace’s paving and the walking
surface belonging to the second palace. In thebgearea, beneath Room 25, a recent re-
examination of old excavation records, including ffeld diaries, has enabled us not only to
assign the sealing archive to the final destructibthe first palace, but also to highlight the
existence of wall structures on the east side efrtom, oriented differently to the others and
stratigraphically overlying them. The layer thahtzined them may be dated back to MM IlIA.
This fact becomes highly important if we considettthe wall in question proves to be aligned
exactly with the row of 14 column bases on the vegd¢ of the Central Court, a row that is
different from both the Neopalatial and Protopaldticades

Specific attention must be paid to the partitiorllwatween Room 47 and Court XXXV-
48, in the northern sector of the palace, whoseetoline was formed by a succession of
orthostates lying on plinths. We can suggest, enbidssis of cleaning works executed in 2008,
that the partition wall could have been erectectipety in the MM IlIA period, and that no
passage doorway towards Room 47 would have orlgiazisted.

We have suggested a reuse of Room XXXVII-88 duting same period. The chronology
of Stairway 6-XXXI which leads to Upper Court 94illsappears questionable. The re-
examination of the various structures located &t gector allows us to state that the Theatre
and orthostafacade were built at the same time, but Stairway 6 wadlt bafter the
orthostatéacadeand its rooms, and in turn created prior to G&tairway 66. In addition, the
west retaining wall of Stairway 6, joined with theest-east terracing wall, was built after the
rear Theatre wall. This leads us to conclude thain8ay 6 was started immediately after the
destruction of the first palace and the layingsifaki, that is, during the MM IlIA period.

As to the group of buildings situated in the naetst sector of the palace hill, it is still to
be established whether the building where the Bias found (101) had palatial functions or
was ancillary. However, it cannot be considerethsnsame manner as the other buildings. For
convenience’s sake, the only accurate data canrbmarized as follows:

1) building 101 is precisely oriented with the malawvalls, including those that Pernier
considered to be related to the oldest buildinge Dhientation also coincides with nearby
Building 102, but is different to that of Buildind93 and 104;

2) there was no real floor deposit;
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3) the Disc was found embedded in a collapsed lay€d.55 m. above bedrock level,
together with tablet PH 1 in a room to the Soutthefrange of mudbrick «casselles»;

4) the collapsed layer had also been burnt, singielded ash, charcoal, and bovine bone,
some of which was burnt in turn;

5) the description of the associated sherd confesbarse, monochrome and painted
vessels from the last phase of the First Palacelessyibed by Pernier) proves to be generic and
slightly ambiguous, since Pernier, like Levi, calesed the MM IIIA period to still be
Protopalatial. In other words, the dating of thesdand associated tablet cannot rely on any
stratigraphic basis;

6) the excavator’s interpretation that the depissihe result of a fallen-in upper storey
seems more reasonable, although we cannot exdhedexistence of shelves on the ground
floor;

7) the whole area in Building 101 above the colgpkayer only yielded Mycenaean or
Historical Age material.

The date of the destruction layer of Building 1@thich Pernier considered to be the
palace archives) remains problematic. Howeves, ttseful to note that the destruction-collapse
context of Building 101 definitely appears to difftom the others in the same north-east
sector, characterized by the presence of an aburidem deposit that can be attributed to
specific episodes of destruction. This circumstaroeld enhance the uniqueness of Building
101, which is already represented by the mudbrizsselles». The orientation of Building 101,
which is identical to that of the first palace, bles us to assert its earlier date compared to
Buildings 103 and 104, and maybe 102. The levelestruction of Building 104, which is older
than that of Building 103, is likely to be datedMd/ I1IB. In our opinion, this could provide a
valid argument in favour of dating Building 101eesly as MM IIIA.

Only complex 103-104 was originally a unit and tanassigned to MM 1lIB, and only the
hypostyle Hall was re-used in the Neopalatial mkrio this manner we may justify the later
date of the deposit in Building 103. We would thase to re-date this latter building to at least
the MM IIIB phase, excluding its backdating to theection of Building 101, due to the
aforementioned difficulty of orientation. The daieovided so far in relation to the MM IlIA
period allow us to assume that the palace was smmedbuilt in the same area as the previous
one, with some slight modifications in plan, aghe case of the west border of the Central
Court, or with additions as in the case of the Ms@ding, but with a westerfacadethat re-
proposed the original line of the building, latentirmed in the second palace. Hence, we can
safely say that a MM Il A palace existed at Plaast

A provisional conclusion can be drawn from a cougdl&ey expressions. The first is from
earthquake to earthquake, to indicate that at Risasur period proves to be explicitly and
stratigraphically determined by two precise catggies. The first earthquake refers to the two
events, which in a brief span of time ended liféhatfirst palace, a period that we refer to as the
«shrine phase», on the basis of the small buildihgstily added to the magnificent
orthostatéacade The second event, also seismic, is representatiebglestruction layer in the
House South of the Ramp and also perhaps in the Bislding. Moreover, the patrtial
destruction revealed in that House means that waldmot exclude intermediate interruptions
within the period, which may have affected thearstion project of the whole palace.

The second key expression is retrenching in coiyinwhich does not mean a lack of
innovations), in the sense that as far as thetaathie, culture, ceremonies and administration
are concerned, the MM IIIA period represents drfglback in the history of the site, in which
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activities and available resources were concemtratefollowing in the foot-steps of the great
Protopalatial tradition. In an attempt to reconsttithe palace on a vast scale (with the addition
of the Disc building), which must have spanned dage period of time, the houses in the
peripheral quarters were neglected. The House Safuthe Ramp, which was hastily built
during the «shrine phase», represents the only riaupo exception. In this context, the
expression «New Era» can be applied more from thet pof view of stratigraphy, but less so
from a historical-cultural point of view, althoughie should not forget new architectural
elements such as the lustral basin, the changpstiery decoration or innovative experiments
in wall-painting.

The introduction of new elements may have beemdkelt of an ancient local tradition, or
else it could attest to the increasing Knossiarsgmmee in the Mesara area which would be
consolidated in the building of the Royal VillaAygiaTriada and the leaving of the palace in a
ruined state for a long time.

The retrenching in continuity could also explaitype of topographical (and maybe also
functional) concentration represented by the HoBeath of the Ramp, the houses in the
Chalara quarter and by those on the Central Hili to mention Building XLVII underlying the
Greek temple, or the house with Rooms LXXV-LXXViminediately West of the ascending
ramp discovered beneath the Geometric quartes.ribicoincidence that the first structure lies
beside the ceremonial area par excellence, whitlaireed in use as revealed by our Building
CIV. The Chalara quarter, which had been continlyousabited since the Neolithic Age, was
the focus for farming on the plain, without exclugli however, ritual practice or the existence
of fine artefacts, such as ceremonial pottery andesvases. The Houses on the Central Hill
confirm the use of an area that had already beewiqusly settled, with structures on the
southern slope that were almost certainly public.

The Disc Building, which we consider to be parttbhé palace, in turn occupies an
apparently new area, but immediately behind thé which, for its height, proved to be less
damaged. The mudbrick chests, which were perhapsr rfidled in, can recall only palatial
features. The rich ceremonial sets and the staegps at the House South of the Ramp appear
to contrast the almost complete absence of depo8tilding CIV. However, both buildings
refer to the ceremonial area in the West Courttaotd inherited the functions of previous ones.

The people who used Building 104 may have represkethte conservative descendants of
the «palatial» dwellers, who had to defend theesheess of the location while referring to the
surviving Central Court of the palace.

As a third consideration, it has already been oleskthat at Phaistos and AyiaTriada no
stratigraphic superposition of MM IIIA and MM llIBevels and structures have so far been
discerned. A different reconstruction strategy vpasbably applied during the two phases.
Nevertheless, we cannot ignore a likely reductibthe area dedicated to structures related to
the organization of power, following a tendencyttivauld lead to the foundation of the Royal
Villa at AyiaTriada.

It would be no exaggeration to say that the MM IpAriod represents a sort of watershed
in the history of the district of Phaistos and heon€ the whole Mesara plain. The decline of a
great capital, the extension towards the sea asnated at Kommos, the substantial stalemate
of centres of ancient tradition such as AyiaTriatie, demographic increase in the surrounding
countryside as illustrated by the Kamilari tomb,t iso a reduction in the number of
settlements, as demonstrated by the recent sualtesgem to support our suggestions.
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