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Introduction 
Jill Hilditch & Martina Revello Lami 

1. Ceramics and Connectivity 

The Mediterranean region is an incredibly diverse yet fundamentally connected space, by both land and sea, 
making it ideally situated for investigating the myriad ways humans and materials were connected across 
space and through time. From Braudel (1949/1972) to Broodbank (2013), the Mediterranean basin has provided 
fertile ground for considering the longue durée of (pre)historical action and interaction. The notion of connec- 
tivity – the state of, capacity for, or extent of, being connected – runs through the veins of such key syntheses, 
flowing into every narrative corner, powering the explanatory mechanisms for how and why human interac- 
tions unfolded in such complex ways, certain technologies were developed or abandoned, and, ultimately, 
cultures rose and fell. To juxtapose such grand narratives with the study of the humble sherd seems perhaps 
odd, yet ceramics are the primary lens through which this volume focuses on connectivity. Ceramics afford 
archaeologists many choices for how they elucidate past practices and interactions; stemming from their 
ubiquity and durability, sherds and vessels alike are accommodating interdisciplinary subjects for scientific 
methods, typo-stylistic analyses and studies of human-material agency. The contributions in this volume are 
not only connected through their choice of material, but also in their appreciation of the multi-layered ways 
in which connectivity can be approached in the archaeological record, in particular the complex relationship 
between ancient ceramics and different scales of analysis across the central and eastern Mediterranean. 

The characterisation of ceramic assemblages with respect to activities such as production, distribution 
and consumption provides a unique insight into the behaviours and interactions of communities across mul- 
tiple analytical scales. The identification of ceramic imports is one key example: confirming that production 
of a vessel or an entire ware or class of ceramics did not take place at the find location is the primary indicator 
for identifying connections between different sites and regions. Yet this approach has long fostered a binary 
presence-absence diagnosis for contact between different communities, while largely ignoring the highly 
varied nature of those connections for characterising past connectivity within the Mediterranean. Although 
post-colonial perspectives and network analysis approaches, amongst others, now offer more complex means 
of considering past interactions, the empirical data that ceramics provide on these connections – their num- 
ber, length, strength and directionality – have still yet to be robustly or routinely integrated into these models 
for dynamic interaction. Ceramics offer windows into micro-scale interactions between potters, materials, 
tools and environment, as well as the macro-scale dynamics of inter-regional socio-political change. Crucial- 
ly, they also offer a wealth of information on the meso-scale interactions taking place between the two ends 
of this spectrum: how socio-technical practices are materialised, both within and between communities; the 
material dynamics of the unfolding cultural encounter; and the waxing and waning of interactions across the 
spheres of production, distribution and consumption activities. 

Despite this wealth of valuable empirical information that ceramics can provide about their makers and 
users in the past, they have often served to bolster pre-existing narratives on political or cultural interaction: 
most notably, the straightforward association of Corded Ware or Funnel Beakers with specific ethnic groups 
and how this has been used to promote nationalist narratives in Central Europe; or the role that black glaze 
pottery or terra sigillata plays in reconstructing the trajectory of Roman expansion in the late Republican 
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and Imperial periods respectively. After all, it was the ceramic assemblage that most often dictated the 
relative chronologies of many Mediterranean cultural sequences, from Minoanisation to Orientalisation 
and Romanisation, cultural phenomena which were often raised as explanatory frameworks on the scant 
appearance of diagnostic sherds. Reassuringly, this is no longer the end of the story because these ‘-isation’ 
phenomena are only the starting point within current ceramic theory and practice for investigating the 
nature of connections in the past. The fine-grained information that can be gleaned from integrated ceramic 
analysis allows a nuanced understanding of the interactions that facilitated material culture change, often 
revealing a far more complex story than archaeologists had anticipated. 

Yet, perhaps the greatest bias that has skewed our understanding of connectivity is our own lived or 

perceived notion of proximity (or distance) and how this underlying assumption may not have been chal- 

lenged as often as it should. For instance, the geographical or topographical setting of an archaeological site 

is often acknowledged as an important factor in their significance or role within the cultural landscape. But 
to what extent do categories or labels such as Island, coast, mainland or hinterland exert influence over our 

ideas of the dynamics of ancient communities? Does geographical setting provide strategic advantages that 

are inevitably capitalised over the long-term? Are communities on islands inherently more connected than 
those within mainland settings? Does geographical isolation equate to cultural insularity? How do the terms 

mainland or hinterland privilege particular directions or hierarchy of interactions between communities? In 

essence, is topography a factor to be challenged through analysis? 
The deliberate presentation of prehistoric case studies alongside historical examples within thematic 

sections seeks to connect periods that are far too frequently disconnected within Mediterranean scholarship. 
We propose that the multi-scalar approaches within the papers should be applied across the spectrum of 
ceramic studies, bridging the traditional divide between ‘prehistoric’ and ‘historic’ to offer a valuable contri- 

bution to the wider study of past sociospatial interactions in the ancient Mediterranean. The map in Figure 
1 gives an overview of the distribution of ceramic assemblages discussed within this volume. 

Fig. 1. Map showing the sites cited in the volume. Map: B. Brouwenstijn. 



2. Themes of Connectivity 

The papers in this volume are presented in themes that reflect varied yet related approaches to connectivity: 
1) intra-regional connectivity; 2) network perspectives on connectivity; 3) connecting identity and style; and 
4) connectivity vs. insularity. Many of the papers raise questions across multiple themes, as the overlapping 
nature of geographical setting, socio-cultural dynamics and scale of analysis presents a complex set of inter- 
actions for investigation. The shared focus on ceramics promotes a more integrated approach to these many 
facets of connectivity and helps us to move towards a broader understanding of this complex concept. 

This volume opens with a sweeping introduction paper by Andrew Bevan, ‘Mediterranean archaeology 
in a time of flood’, that sets the scene for how the Mediterranean region presents both opportunities and 
challenges for the comparative approaches needed to address broad issues such as connectivity. By drawing 
attention to archaeological advances, not only in the methods applied but the quantity, range and accessi- 
bility of datasets that emerge, Bevan asks how Mediterranean specialists can capitalise upon this ‘flood of 
evidence’ to create a more comparative and, therefore, meaningful study of Mediterranean communities 
and material culture. His paper touches upon all four themes of the volume, exploring their potential and 
limitations for Mediterranean archaeology. For example, Bevan warns against ‘a balkanisation of study into 
sharply-bounded, period-, region- and material-specific territories’ and highlights that studies focusing on 
intra-regional connectivity must be balanced against more ‘linked-up discussion’ to cross-cut and overcome 
these scholarly boundaries. He also cautions that the gaps in our archaeological knowledge (deriving from 
either an incomplete archaeological record or a lacuna of detailed study) have the ability to affect our inter- 
pretations of patterns that emerge from network perspectives on connectivity. More positively, increasingly 
detailed evidence on commodity flows across the Mediterranean offer us new perspectives for connecting 
identity and style. Bevan highlights that deliberately cultivated stylistic differences can be considered part 
of ‘a strategy for commodities [that] have developed visibly successful local identities as uniquely-sourced 
products’. Lastly, the wealth of archaeological data emerging from islands and hinterlands is providing new 
and unexpected narratives for connectivity and insularity over time, often signalling rapid and significant 
shifts in material culture, demographic and settlement patterns. Each of these four themes is explored here 
in relation to a range of chronological and geographical case studies. 

2.1 Intra-Regional Connectivity 

The first theme of the volume – intra-regional connectivity – explores archaeological methods for identifying 
ceramic imports within assemblages, as this concept has long been the primary indicator for identifying 
connections between different sites and regions. However, this local-import dichotomy has fostered a pres- 
ence/absence approach for identifying direct contact between sites that gives little scope for exploring the 
true range of ceramic products, and the types of interactions, that emerge within and between regions. We 
propose that characterising ceramic assemblages with respect to activities such as production, distribution, 
and consumption, provides us with more robust insights into the behaviours and interactions of particular 
communities across multiple scales. The case studies of this theme explore Greek and Italian intra-regional 
landscapes, from the Early Neolithic to the Late Roman period, to highlight the full range of ceramic varia- 
tion present within regions and how archaeologists can use this information to reconstruct more meaningful 
regional landscapes in the past. 

This section begins with a paper challenging the widespread assumption that in Early Neolithic Greece 
ceramic production was confined within the borders of the household, thus playing a minor role in triggering 
human mobility and cultural exchange. Taking Early Neolithic Thessaly as an example, Anastasia Dimoula 
demonstrates a more complex picture than previously argued: the exhaustive analysis of all stages of ceramic 
manufacture – from raw material production to firing strategies – revised on the basis of the contextual data 



available on the sites selected for the study, illustrates not only how ceramic craft emerged, developed and 
became a tradition, but also how it enabled a greater degree of connectivity among potters exploring the 
landscape, experimenting with different clay recipes and sharing practices. To this picture Dimoula adds the 
evidence related to the use and circulation of ceramic vessels, which reveals an intense network between 
Sesklo, the Larisa Plain and Achilleion, bringing further arguments to adopt a ceramic perspective to define 
interconnectedness even among the earliest communities. 

Circulation and consumption patterns lie at the core also of Orlando Cerasuolo’s revisiting of Etruscan 
trade networks from the turn of the ninth to the seventh century BC. Placing particular emphasis on the 
quantification of ceramic imports in southern Etruscan centres, such as Vulci, Tarquina and Cerveteri, along- 
side the distribution of southern Etruscan exports, Cerasuolo discusses the volume and scale of three main 
commercial routes connecting southern Etruria with the Adriatic, southern Tyrrhenian and central and 
eastern Mediterranean. Such an approach allows the investigation of the mechanisms underlying imitation, 
hybridisation or rejection of particular products at a supra-regional scale. The evidence brought forward 
delineates an indirectly proportional relationship between geographical proximity and degree of connec- 
tivity, where the longer sea routes consistently show a greater volume of exchange than the terrestrial ones. 
Circulation of imports, mobility of craftspeople, and stylistic emulation and adaptation of specific ceramic 
traits provide the starting point to Catherine Morgan’s overview of the dense maritime networks spreading 
across the central Ionian archipelago from the Archaic to the Early Roman Imperial period. At the crossroads 
to the Peloponnese, northern and eastern Greece, the Adriatic, Sicily and Tyrrhenian Italy, the central Ionian 
islands have been too often considered as a contact zone simply serving as ports of call across the Mediter- 
ranean. Morgan shifts perspective to reassess the role of the archipelago by integrating historical accounts 
and archaeological evidence for trade – mainly based on fineware distribution – with evidence attesting 
to ceramic production on both the larger islands (Leukas and Kefalonia) and the minor ones (Ithaca and 
Meganisi); she also includes household ware and architectural material in her work. In so doing, Morgan 
raises questions of research design, fostering an approach to ceramic analysis that engages more broadly 
with physical geography, political and economic contingencies, producers and consumers’ choices, with the 
ultimate goal of reconstructing not just the quantity but the quality of connections within a network over a 
long time span. 

The two contributions closing this section leap forward to Late Antiquity to challenge another debated 
issue when it comes to intra-regional connectivity, namely the hierarchical relationship between city and 
hinterland. First, Dean Peeters, Philip Bes, Jeroen Poblome and John Bintliff draw on the wealth of data 
gathered throughout the course of the Boeotia Project to characterise the type of interactions taking place 
between two large centres within the region – Thespiae and Tanagra – and their hinterland, from roughly the 
third to the seventh centuries AD. Given the wide chronological framework, the authors focus their analysis 
on a single yet iconic class of pottery, African Red Slip Ware (ARSW), a global product particularly well-suited 
as a source for the investigation of Late Antique economies. By mapping the spatial distribution of ARSW 
over time, the authors note two divergent patterns in the cities under study, both mirrored in the respective 
hinterlands. Even though the similarities between a major centre and its periphery could be ascribed to the 
latter being dependent on the fortunes of the first, Peeters and colleagues call for caution, echoing Morgan’s 
plea about research design: in fact, the scant availability of comparable data for other, locally produced and 
possibly exchanged, ceramic material provides us with a partial overview of the actual circulation of goods 
in the Boeotian centres, where a contraction (or increase) in ARSW consumption does not automatically 
entail a contraction (or increase) in their economy per se. Similarly, Girolamo De Simone and Caterina 
Martucci review the trading flows connecting the Bay of Naples with the neighbouring centres scattered 
around the Campanian region in the fifth century AD. The authors discuss quantitative data on ceramic 
imports – among which ARSW is predominant – against the background of quantitative and qualitative 
(typological and petrographic) data available for locally produced vessels, mainly tableware, cooking and 
storage containers. From the analysis there emerges the coexistence of multiple exchange patterns, where 



imported goods reach preferably major centres such as Nola and Beneventum regardless of the distance from 
the harbour, as previously pointed out by Cerasuolo in his account on southern Etruscan trading networks 
at a much earlier time. On the other hand, locally produced pottery highlights strong ties among the minor 
centres perched on Mount Vesuvius, as well as intense exchange between the Vesuvian Plain and the Apen- 
nines. Similarly to the focus of Morgan and Peeters and colleagues on a research design that fully exploits the 
potential of the ceramic record, De Simone and Martucci bring forward compelling arguments for a robust 
integration of the wealth of data increasingly available in the Campanian region to allow more meaningful 
interpretations of its ancient connectivity. 

2.2 Network Perspectives on Connectivity 

The types of interactions that foster or hinder connectivity are discussed in the second theme of the volume: 
network perspectives on connectivity. The nature of connections within a network – their number, length, 
strength and directionality – has been emphasised in recent archaeological frameworks and analytical 
methods, such as actor-network theory, but has rarely been used for characterising connectivity within the 
ancient Mediterranean. Common labels such as ‘colony’, ‘core-periphery’ and ‘hinterland’ are reconsidered 
using network perspectives and network ‘thinking’ (see Kramer-Hajos below), as well as other models that 
have been built and tested using ceramic datasets. These models for regional and supra-regional interaction 
provide fertile ground for redefining the nature of connectivity. 

In the first paper of this section, Areti Pentedeka discusses the formation of ceramic landscapes in Middle 
and Late Neolithic Thessaly through the exploration of exchange networks that can ‘manifest connectivity’ 
between micro-environments. She highlights that uniformity within ceramic assemblages is rarely explicitly 
considered from an exchange or connectivity perspective. Focusing on the Thessalian Plain as the central 
case study, Pentedeka demonstrates multiple overlapping networks of ceramic production and exchange, 
from wide regional similarities in potting traditions, in particular the stylistic homogeneity of tablewares, 
to smaller, localised exchange networks for the more socially-charged grog-tempered wares. Her argument 
contrasts these parallel networks to show their role in building communal solidarity within the region, pro- 
moting exchange rather than disruptions in material culture over time, and bringing new perspectives to the 
Neolithic cosmos. 

Moving south from the micro-environments and magoulas of the Thessalian Plain, Margaretha Kram- 
er-Hajos uses network thinking to discuss the manipulation of weak ties within socio-political networks of 
the Late Bronze Mycenaean palaces around the Euboean Gulf. Her paper highlights that coastal networks 
around the Euboean Gulf dominated in Pre- and Postpalatial periods, in sharp contrast to the rise and con- 
solidation of land-based networks during the time of the palaces. Kramer-Hajos discusses how particular 
ceramic indicators or innovations within regional assemblages, such as the Vapheio cup and Lustrous Ware, 
reveal the ways in which Mycenaean culture emerged through coastal patterns of connectivity but, rather 
than spreading throughout the region, were focused within hubs, such as the emerging palatial centre of 
Thebes. Land-based nodes in the network grew stronger as the hub of Thebes flourished, and more sites and 
groups engaged with ‘Mycenaean identity’, relegating established coastal hubs, such as Chalkis, to ‘periph- 
eral nodes’. Yet in both of these network hub configurations, coastal and land-based, the strength of ‘weak 
ties’, i.e., exploitation of long-distance contacts, was a contributing factor for growth and prosperity; first for 
driving the emergence and consolidating the position of the Mycenaean elite and then, after the palaces 
collapsed, enabling the re-emergence of prosperous coastal settlements on the Euboean Gulf. The Late 
Helladic IIIC pictorial pottery style, with its repertoire of war-like scenes with Mycenaean galley ships, most 
likely attests to the means through which coastal sites took over ties to pre-existing trade routes with the 
south-eastern Mediterranean, shedding new light on the reconfiguration of the Euboean Gulf communities 
in the wake of palatial collapse. 



Starting from the same horizon of Mycenaean collapse, but focusing on westward-facing networks of 
connectivity, Kimberley van den Berg tackles the appearance of Handmade Burnished Ware (HBW) and 
particular ‘Urnfield’ bronzes to reassess narratives of migration from Italy into the Aegean. Her paper chal- 
lenges assumptions that HBW, also known as Barbarian Ware, and the ‘Urnfield’ bronzes should be treated 
as expressions within the same network, as each of these different materials represents different sets of con- 
nections. The appearance of HBW, which is physically and technologically connected to the Italian impasto 
ceramic tradition, has long been seen as a novelty within LH IIIC assemblages, indicating the movement of 
Italian people into the Aegean region. Van den Berg describes the potential of HBW for considering local, 
short-term networks that represent the movement of small groups eastwards from Italy, but also the role of 
this ware in signalling underlying changes in inter-regional connections that took place between LH IIIB-C. 
The need to integrate evidence from other material categories is not an easy task, however, and the rarity 
of finding both HBW and ‘Urnfield’ bronzes at the same site, or even within the same context, raises even 
greater questions about how best to harness the ‘multiplexity’ of past networks. 

Another paper that ‘thinks aloud’ about networks is Mark Lawall’s consideration of Aegean amphoras 
from the late sixth to second centuries BC, an interesting and potentially resistant category of ceramics that 
he uses to test the potentials and pitfalls of network approaches. Lawall acknowledges that both land-based 
and sea-based networks were active within amphora production and distribution, and instead chooses to 
think about how ‘islandness’ may have impacted these networks of connectivity. Lawall’s paper focuses on 
the relationship between network structure and innovation, juxtaposing archaeological data with models 
derived from network analyses ‘to seek explanations for archaeologically attested patterns’ of amphora dis- 
tribution. As a shape, he points out that the amphora can simultaneously suggest extremely localised and 
insular or extremely far-reaching networks and, in doing so, opens up a need to simulate a wider range of 
geographical and socio-political factors across the network that may help explain such ambiguity. Outlining 
the necessary interactions and agents within such amphora-based networks is a pertinent first step then, and 
here Lawall considers choice and access to new ideas of shape alongside networks linking potters, ampho- 
ra-contents producers and exporters, as well as networks of shippers and consumers. 

The problem of using modern network approaches on legacy datasets is considered by Alexandra Villing 
in her paper on the ceramic assemblage from Naukratis, a so-called Greek island in the Nile Delta. From the 
earliest inception of archaeological practice, the site of Naukratis has been approached and investigated as 
a ‘colony’, impacting both the research questions and highly selective processing strategies applied to the 
ceramic material. Villing asks if these issues of legacy data can be overcome when considering more modern 
questions on the nature of Greek-Egyptian trade and Mediterranean networks for the site’s connectivity. The 
role of Naukratis as a ‘gateway site’ (drawing parallels with Abell and Gorogianni’s paper on Ayia Irini in sec- 
tion 4) allows the conceptualisation of a connected Egyptian hinterland and also promotes the unpacking 
of the ‘Greek’ label, towards recognising a broader range of regional provenances for the recovered ceramic 
assemblage within the Aegean. Villing comments that shifting scholarly perceptions on the value and diag- 
nostic nature of the ceramic material at Naukratis have played a significant role in the preservation of the 
material record, but that a modern reassessment of ceramic production and technology is a necessary first 
step in tackling a dominant narrative. Ultimately, she argues that Naukratis can be considered using modern 
network approaches and that the Nile Delta provides ‘the ideal blending of maritime and riverine networks, 
as well as mainland and island boundaries’, creating a unique new identity for the settlement, one which 
defies both geographical and cultural classification. 



2.3 Connecting Identity and Style 

The third theme – connecting identity and style – tackles the problematic issue of social and political identity, 
in particular how archaeologists interpret ceramic hybrids with respect to the movement of people, arte- 
facts and ideas. At the root of this issue is how archaeologists (re)construct groups and communities in the 
past, these crucial building blocks from which all considerations of ‘local’ identity vs. ‘other’, or internal vs. 
external to the community, extend. The papers in this section explore both ceramic shapes and find contexts 
that may blur the lines between these categories, be they regionally shared sanctuaries, decorative motifs or 
vessel shapes, in order to reassess established narratives for colonial activities and material expressions of 
shared regional identity. 

The Early Iron Age settlement of Kephala on the island of Skiathos in the Sporades offers the opportunity 
for Alexandra Alexandridou to address a longstanding issue in the study of Aegean connectivity, the so-called 
Euboean koine and its influence on material culture produced in other regions within this phenomenon. The 
recurrence of specific ceramic traits propagating from Euboea over a wide area – including Skyros, Oropos, 
the coastal regions of Boeotia, Phokis, East Lokris, Phtiotis, Thessaly, certain Cycladic islands and the North 
Sporades – certainly reveals a high degree of connectivity within the Aegean from the eleventh to roughly 
the eighth century BC, however, it has traditionally been taken to reflect a cultural homogeneity that may 
flatten out the role and identity of other centres within this network. In her study of the ceramics recovered 
from Kephala, Alexandridou highlights the site’s close ties with Thessaly, based upon the concentration of 
Thessalian transport amphorae and finewares and notably the shared funerary practices, but also Mace- 
donia and Corinth. Over the course of the eighth century the influence of Euboean craft tradition on the 
pottery produced at Kephala increases significantly, yet such a reception seems to apply only to formal and 
technological characteristics, as the patterns of consumption of Euboean inspired vessels vary considerably 
on the island as well as in other centres. This case adds to the complexity of Aegean mobility; the ceramic 
record of Kephala in fact depicts a settlement actively participating in the movement of people, objects and 
traditions, in which the Euboean influence is but one of the diverse cultural inputs arriving in and radiating 
from the island. 

Another staple when discussing the material evidence for human mobility is the emergence of hybrid 
ceramic forms that blend diverse morphological and stylistic features together, therefore creating new, orig- 
inal objects. The notion of hybridity is generally raised within colonial discourses, where newcomers live 
alongside local inhabitants and trigger multiple modes of interaction, which may (or may not) translate into 
novel practices, beliefs and material culture. Petya Ilieva offers an alternative take on the processes under- 
lying hybridisation, emphasising how such a phenomenon cannot be related straightforwardly to colonial 
encounters. The case in point is provided by the hybrid nature of a specific class, known as G 2-3 Ware, whose 
repertoire integrates features of Mycenaean and LBA Anatolian pottery with elements from EIA Greek and 
north-western Anatolian (Grey Ware) table wares. The beginning of production dates around 700-650 BC 
and one of the main manufacturing centres is Lemnos, a non-Greek island in the North Aegean. Lemnos 
participated in the intense movement of goods and people characterising this area, as the circulation of 
G 2-3 Ware along the coastline may testify, however, it was not involved in the Greek colonial enterprise 
up until the fifth century BC. Lemnos cannot be considered a colonial context, hence the reasons for the 
hybrid nature of its ceramic production must be sought elsewhere. According to Ilieva, more gradual, subtle 
forms of mobility – such as individual travel and pilgrimage of artisans and consumers alike – seem to have 
led to the codification of G 2-3 Ware over time. Lemnos was part of a dynamic regional network based on 
short-distance sea routes interconnecting North Aegean islands with north-western Anatolian coastal set- 
tlements that facilitated the development of shared artisanal practices, thereby paving the way for a North 
Aegean koine. 

There certainly is another koine connecting Cyprus, Corinth and – passing through Sardinia – central 
Tyrrhenian Italy, the south of France and, further north-east, the Po Valley. This seems to be the route along 



which the wide, solid, thick-walled, buff-coloured grinding bowls have spread across the Mediterranean 
during the Orientalising period, to become a staple in the household equipment of Archaic central Italian 
settlements. Martina Revello Lami draws our attention to the dynamics underlying the reception of these 
cosmopolitan objects, focusing especially on the local translation that Greek and Cypriot prototypes found 
in Etruria and Lazio. Unlike the case of G 2-3 Ware illustrated by Ilieva, Etrusco-Latial Coarse Cream Ware 
(CCW) basins testify not just to a shared style but to a shared dietary practice connecting the eastern Medi- 
terranean to the middle Tyrrhenian area. These vessels, highly specialised kitchen tools, are generally inter- 
preted as mortars, but what type of ingredients were mixed and crushed in them is still debated. Fancy dress- 
ings imitating Greek culinary practices, dairy products, or cereals to prepare leavened bread? Revello Lami 
critically reassesses textual, iconographic, archaeological and experimental data, significantly narrowing 
down the range of options. Despite continued debate on the multiple uses of CCW mortars, Revello Lami’s 
fine-grained analysis brings to the fore a shift in eating habits among Etruscan and Latial communities, 
showing how the inclusion of mundane categories of objects can greatly contribute to identifying cultural 
change and offer a broader or fresh perspective on Mediterranean connectivity. 

The final leg of our journey across connectivity, identity and style brings us back to Greece and more 
specifically Thessaly, where Katerina Volioti reassesses the scale and intensity of Attic imports in Archaic and 
Classical times. Contrary to widely held assumptions, Volioti demonstrates that Attic pottery was traded in 
considerable quantity across the region as its occurrence in sacred, funerary and domestic contexts attests. 
Sites vary not just typologically, but also topographically: a diverse range of Attic ceramics has been retrieved 
near the coast and further inland, in small and large towns, and in tetradic and perioikic territories, suggesting 
an intense exchange network within the region. Waterways and terrestrial routes were intertwined allowing 
foreign and local merchants to meet the demand of both coastal and inland communities. The resulting pic- 
ture reveals fifth-century Thessaly as a set of highly connected communities, alongside other contemporary 
Mediterranean regions, where maritime and overland communications facilitated both local and distant 
interactions. 

2.4 Connectivity vs. Insularity 

The final theme of the volume – connectivity vs. insularity – presents papers that explicitly focus on the 
identification of active participation in, or rejection of and resistance to, wider socio-cultural phenomena 
using assemblage-level ceramic studies. Some studies tackle the challenge of considering seascape vs. land- 
scape phenomena, while others contrast settlement and cemetery assemblages to consider the full range 
of interactions that characterise the degree of connectivity for a past community, settlement or region. The 
long-term diachronic perspective is also presented as a variable to be assessed for considering concepts of 
connectivity and insularity. 

The first paper, by Yiannis Papadatos and Eleni Nodarou, discusses Prepalatial (2800-2200 BC) pottery 
from the cemetery of Livari in south-eastern Crete, to investigate the dichotomy of this geographically iso- 
lated site with the picture of connectivity emerging through analysis of funerary customs (tholos tombs) 
and material culture. Working within a framework that proposes intense regionalism throughout Prepalatial 
Crete, Papadatos and Nodarou offer an analytical view of how that regionalism may have been taken place, 
using ceramic fabric analysis as a means to identify the nature of the connections between the pottery 
producers and consumers at Livari with neighbouring areas. The tholos tomb at Livari presents an easterly 
appearance of this funerary custom on Prepalatial Crete, a significant distance from the centre of this phe- 
nomenon in the Mesara-Asterousia region of south-central Crete, and a ceramic assemblage that attests to 
broadly local production of regional styles and shapes, indicating knowledge of surface treatment and firing 
techniques, as well as shapes, from more distant parts of Crete. These factors, in combination, lead Papadatos 
and Nodarou to highlight that the Livari community was connected to wider innovations and customs in a 



variety of ways, from movements of population across the island to interactions with gateway communities 
on the north coast of Crete. 

Similar reassessments of insularity, as well as the opposite case of cosmopolitanism, are at the forefront 
of the paper by Evi Gorogianni and Natalie Abell, who discuss the Cycladic ‘gateway’ site of Ayia Irini in the 
Middle and Late Bronze periods. They highlight that notions of connectivity can be defined as much by cul- 
ture and context as by geographical setting, demonstrating that conceptual distance from the mainland and 
other centres of socio-political power fluctuates over time. Ceramic imports offer a valuable window onto 
these shifting realities, acting as ‘concrete and tangible manifestations of integration in Aegean maritime 
networks’, and providing two indexes of connectivity – relative frequencies of imported ceramics within 
the assemblage and the distance over which the imported vessels travelled. Gorogianni and Abell use these 
measures to investigate the strategic position of Ayia Irini within broader maritime networks, a role which 
changes from intense connectivity during the height of South Aegean networks with Crete and to a less 
connected relationship with the Mycenaean centres of the mainland in the latest phases of the Bronze Age. 

Island-mainland interaction is the central theme of Irene Nikolakopoulou’s paper, which focuses on the 
island communities of the Dodecanese and their long-term interactions with the ‘mainlands’ of Asia Minor, 
Crete and Greece. Drawing attention to the traditional, rigid schemes of categorisation in which these island 
communities have been considered, Nikolakopoulou begins by reassessing the modern construct of the 
Dodecanese as a coherent group, proposing that this has no applicability to the (pre)historical realities of 
these island communities. She contrasts the ceramic evidence from the Bronze Age with amphorae of the 
Hellenistic period, highlighting that historical records and written sources can provide significant insights 
into material culture patterning, particularly during the latter period in which sites ‘rise and fall as a result 
of political arrangements and affiliations’ and maritime networks integrate almost every corner of the Med- 
iterranean. Nikolakopoulou’s paper challenges the notion that a ‘mainland’ exerts a dominant role within 
such interactions and that attributes of insularity have negative consequences by arguing that ‘geopolitical 
determinism is overruled by political and economic circumstances’ and that islands played a focal and, occa- 
sionally, primary role in island-mainland networks of interactions. 

The last paper, by Anastasia Leriou, draws us eastward to the large Mediterranean island of Cyprus and 
focuses on the nature of connectivity in the Early Iron Age, as evidenced by shifting patterns in the ceramic 
record. She points out that island societies are now expected to exhibit evidence of contact, and so in rela- 
tion to Cyprus the role of the sea cannot be separated from discussions of connectivity or insularity. The 
arrival or appearance of ceramic classes from other regions of the Mediterranean should not then be inter- 
preted as the result of a dramatic event, such as migration or colonisation, but rather as the material expres- 
sion of ‘advanced familiarity’, accumulated through long-term sea contacts over an extended period of time. 
Shifts in connectivity can be interpreted through changes in the ceramic repertoire, where intensification of 
contact (increased connectivity) is reflected in the more lively and creative nature of the ceramic wares, i.e. 
bolder shapes and new decorative schemes. Leriou argues that lower frequencies of Mediterranean imports 
within Early Iron Age Cypriot assemblages, and vice versa, have traditionally been seen to reflect reduced 
connectivity, or increased insularity, but this should be reassessed in line with current approaches that priv- 
ilege the movement of people and ideas, rather than simply physical objects. 


