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1. Introduction 

There is nothing like looking, if you want to find something. 
Your certainly usually find something, if you look, but it is not always quite the something you 

were after 

- J. R.R. Tolkien1 

 

San Giovenale is a large Etruscan settlement in Etruria, about 100 km north of Rome. The 
Swedish excavations here in Etruria took place between 1956 and 1965. During this period 
many trial trenches were opened, but only a few were extended into larger excavation 
trenches.  

1.1. The objective and question formulation 

The objective of this thesis is a typological study of three types of Protovillanovan cermics: 
the biconical jar, the oval-cylindrical jar and the carinated bowl as well as the prehistoric huts. 
Because there is a large quantity of prehistoric pottery from San Giovenale, this study will 
limit itself to only these three types.  The reason for examining these three shapes is to 
determine what type of vessel and what type of oval huts that were the most common in 
prehistoric San Giovenale. 
  Another reason for including only these vessels is that the excavators did, to some extent, 
recognize them as they are common in later periods and thus knew the forms, making it easier 
to pinpoint them in the final publications. It is therefore important, in this limited study, to be 
able to identify the vessels and fragment of these vase shapes. 
  The oval huts that will be included in this comparative study will give a sense of the 
spreading of the society of the Protovillanova culture in San Giovenale. By comparing the 
remains of these huts against each other a clearer picture of how the proto-urban society might 
have been mapped out, creating new information for those that wish to conduct further studies 
and excavations of San Giovenale. This study will therefor attempt to fill in the gaps about the 
Etruscan society that we lack today and further our investigation. 
  In order to reach these intended goals the objective is therefore a typological study. 
Through this typological study a survey of the Protovillanovan culture in San Giovenale will 
be made. The sub-questions that will be answered through this study are the following: Out of 
biconical jars, oval-cylindrical jars and carinated bowls, what vessel type is the most common 
type of ceramics found on the Acropolis of San Giovenale? Is there a fluctuation of popularity 
between the three types of ceramics depending on the area it is found in? Do the three types of 
ceramic vessels fluctuate in size and is there a size that is more common depending on trench 
or overall on the Acropolis? Do decorations occur on the different type of ceramics (carinated 
bowls, oval-cylindrical and biconical jars) and why? What were the vessels used for? Do the 
huts in the different areas differ from each other and if so how? Are there a larger 
concentration of huts in one area than in others? Can the oval huts and ceramics give us more 
information about the Protovillanova culture and period of San Giovenale?  

                                                      
1 Tolkien 2012, 78. The quote is from Tolkien’s The Hobbit.  
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1.2 Method 

The method that will be applied to this study will be a strict empirical and typological study, 
relying on the final publications of the ceramics from these areas. 
  The focus will be on three final publications, the final publication of Area B (by Berggren 
and Berggren), Area E (Pohl) and Area F east (Karlsson).2 From these publications the 
ceramics will be picked out, compared and categorized according to vessel type, vessel size 
and decoration. The study will also include the texture and colours of the fragments to see if 
there is any difference between clay types depending on the area. The study will therefore 
focus on the vessel shapes as this is a typological study and from this an overlook of the 
spatial distribution of the vessels will be done. What is important to include in this study is to 
define the Protovillanovan pottery apart from the Villnovan pottery, as to make sure that none 
of these fragments slip into the study. Therefore, literary research will be done through 
modern studies, so the Protovillanovan pottery is more definable. 
  From the information that has been gathered from these final publications, the 
information will be put into diagrams, that are easily read and understood. 
  A similar comparative study will be done with the huts from Area E, F east and D, except 
for transferring the information extracting it into diagrams. In other words, a comparative 
study will be done on the huts.  

1.3. Theoretic approach 

For the theoretic approach, this study will be solely empirical, as it will be focusing on a time 
period’s ceramics and huts and the spreading of the material in order to give information 
about the spreading of the Protovillanova culture as far as the excavations are able to tell.  
   The reason for this theoretical approach is because the ceramics and huts will be categorized 
according to their typology, to be able to see the quantity of the different ceramic and hut 
types and to be able to easily detect abnormalities if they were to occur. 
  Another reason for examining the ceramics and huts through typology, is because of the 
ground work done on the ceramics and huts by previous researchers such as Lars Karlsson, 
Ingrid Pohl, Pär Göran Gierow and others.  

1.4. Earlier research 

There has not been any comparative ceramic study of the materials from San Giovenale. 
However, comparative ceramic studies on primitive impasto pottery has been done before, 
such as the study on Latial ceramics by Pär Göran Gierow in Latium.3 Pär Göran Gierow’s 
related study classifies and analyses the primitive impasto from the Latium area. Beyond, this 
no other study has been conducted on the so-called,primitive impasto, or as it is referred to in 
modern times, Protovillanova pottery.  
  Concerning San Giovenale, the research done on this settlement are the excavations 
conducted during 1956 to 1965, a collaborate excavation between the Swedish Institute of 
Classical Studies in Rome and Soprintendenza alle Antichità dell’Etruria Meridionale.4 From 
these excavations several reports have been published for each area on the Acropolis, the 
Borgo and the bridge over Pietrisco. Each area has been excavated and reported by different 
excavators. There are several final publications on San Giovenale’s Acropolis, each one 
processing an area. The most recent final publication was published in 2006 by Lars Karlsson. 
Altogether they make out six separate publications as there are two publications for area B, 

                                                      
2 Berggren & Berggren 1981; Pohl 1977; Karlsson 2005.  
3 Gierow 1964, 91–243.  
4 Nylander 1986, 27. 
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one for the test-pits and the second one for the larger trench. The authors for these two 
publications is Kristina Berggren and Eric Berggren, Ingrid Pohl and Björn Olinder. Pohl has 
also written the final publication for area E.  
  No further research on the huts from the Protovillanovan period has been conducted. 
There is however an extensive research that has been published about the huts from the 
Villanovan period. Because of the fairly resent definition of what the Protovillanova period 
was and when it happened, some of the Protovillanova-classed huts have slipped into studies 
done on Villanovan huts. In order to define the Protovillanovan huts, further detective work 
needs to be done, to be able to identify the huts of the Protovillanova period against the huts 
of the Villanovan period, comparing the remains of the huts from the final publications to 
other literature sources about the huts from San Giovenale. 
  The final publications of San Giovenale’s Acropolis include six monographs and one 
article from areas B, D, E and F east.  

1.5. The materials and the problems 

The excavation of San Giovenale occurred 50 years ago, when technology was not as 
innovative and excavations were set up in a different way than today. Because of these 
factors, handling the material can be problematic for us today. Because of this, the final 
publications lack in detail and the information differs depending on the publication, thus 
effecting how the ceramics are presented. 
  In this thesis, the details of how the fragments are presented in each publication are listed 
first by fragment type. This is however not the problem. The problem lays on what type of 
decoration the fragments has. As these are fragments from ceramic vessels, we can not tell if 
the vessel per se has more than one or two types of decorations. However, if there is, for an 
example, two types of decorations on the fragment, it is put into a group of its own. 
  How the fragments are divided into separate categories can to some point be problematic 
in this study, for example the categorizing of shoulder fragments. The shoulder fragments can 
be categorized as either shoulder, flat shoulder etc., creating the problematics of what a 
shoulder fragment should be defined as.  
  As for the different sizes of ceramic vessels, this only becomes problematic at two 
instances. The first is that the authors of the final publication of area B have failed to 
recognize the different sizes or simply neglected to inform that the area lacked the different 
sizes of ceramics. 
  Because the final publications are written by different authors it causes yet another 
problem and that is consistency of describing texture and colour of the ceramics. None of the 
authors have used any form of cross-referencing of colour names with ISCC-NBS.5 As for the 
description of the clays texture, the same problem arises here too. The most detailed 
description has been made by the authors of area B, describing in more detail what could be 
seen while the authors of areas E and F east keep to a short description that does not give us 
much information. Yet another problem is that one author’s meaning of gritty can mean the 
other authors' slight gritty description of the texture. 
  The last problem does not concern the pottery but rather the oval huts of area D. The 
author of area D has only given the measurements of one oval hut, while neglecting the 
others. The author fails to inform if they took measurements on only one of the oval huts or if 
the author has simply neglected this information seeing it as non-essential. 

                                                      
5 I refer to the very handy Munsell colour chart that should be used as frequently as possible as it gives a direct 

number to the colour that is referenced, making it easier to see if the clay types have the same colour or if it is an 

independent opinion made by the author of the final reports over the different areas. 
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2. The excavation areas of San Giovenale  

San Giovenale is situated on a mountain ridge, divided by a shallow ravine dividing San 
Giovenale into two plateaus. The shallow ravine has its routes from antiquity but was cleared 
during medieval time, as its purpose was to function as a moat, a defence for the medieval 
castle.6 The eastern part is much smaller and is mentioned as the Borgo while the western part 
is larger and flatter than the eastern hill and is therefore mentioned to be the Acropolis of San 
Giovenale. The Acropolis plateau is surrounded on two sides by deep ravines with a depth of 
approximately 50 m formed by the rivers Pietrisco and Vesca in the south and Familume to 
the north.7 
  The plateau is divided into several areas. On the westside the Acropolis it is divided into 
areas D to F while on the east side the plateau is divided into areas A-C and Borgo. The 
Borgo is a separate part from the Acropolis even though it is located on the same part of the 
plateau. The eighth area is that of the Bridge over Pietrisco. This area is however not located 
on the Acropolis and is located southeast of the Borgo.8 
  The areas of San Giovenale differ from area to area, not only is there a difference in the 
materials and remains in the areas, but they were excavated by different Swedish 
archaeologist with varying skills and experiences. As this thesis focuses on areas B, D, E and 
F east, only these areas will be presented as the other areas have no findings of the pottery or 
huts from the Protovillanova period. 

 

 
Fig. 1. Map over San Giovenale and its areas. The smaller squares and rectangles are where the trenches were in 

each area. 

                                                      
6 Boëthius 1962, 289. 
7 Boëthius 1962, 293. See map on the given page. 
8 Forsberg 2005, 23. 
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3. The Protovillanova culture 

The Protovillanova culture originated from the Urnfield culture, a cremation culture that came 
from Europe or the western Balkan region during the Bronze Age.9 As the Urnfield culture of 
Europe spread their material culture assemblage, the culture spread throughout Italy, settling 
for the most part in the central and southern parts.10 This culture has been named the Sub-
Apennine culture.  
  The late period of the Bronze Age, also known as the Final Bronze Age, finishes a new 
cultural phase as new culture intrudes, known as the Protovillanova culture.11 
  The Protovillanova culture is defined by the urnfields or to be more precisely the 
development of the urns from being Sub-Apennine.12 However, depending on the region, the 
culture group has different names such as the Tolfa-Allumiere culture, the Pre-Villanovan and 
the Protovillanovan.13  These terms are not used in any concise manner, but for the sake of 
consistency of this study, the period and culture will be referred to as the Protovillanova 
culture or period.  Another factor that should be weighted in is that the Protovillanova culture 
is seen as a proto-urban site compared to the Villanovan period which is deemed as an urban 
society.14 The Protovillanova culture is described for the most part as the preface for the 
Villanova culture that was active during the Iron Age.15 
  When the Swedes excavated San Giovenale, there was no developed nomenclature for the 
handmade pottery, hence pottery that seemed primitive was simply named primitive impasto. 
Today we speak of the Protovillanovan and the Villanovan culture and ceramics. During the 
1980’s when the Swedes were finalizing the final publications of San Giovenale, they realized 
that there was no Villanova ceramics from San Giovenale. The question surfaced during a 
conference in 1984 where they realized that the ceramics must have been of the 
Protovillanovan period as the Villanovan ceramics differed greatly from what was unearthed. 
  The Protovillanova period of San Giovenale is estimated to have been active in 1100-900 
BCE. The period starts at the end of the Bronze Age and stops shortly when the Iron Age 
period starts.16 The dating of the Protovillanova period could be moved back a little as 
Karlsson did a carbon-14-dating on charcoal from a Protovillanova stratigraphy, that was 
collected by Arne Furumark under Room B in area F East. He found that the dating of the 
Protovillanovan period was earlier than previously believed as according to the carbon-14-
dating the Protovillanova period should have been dated between 1400-1200 BCE.17 
  The culture is characterized by its extensive cremation graves found in the Latium area of 
Italy but also the Oval Huts dated from the late Bronze Age.18 

                                                      
9 Hencken 1968, 448. 
10 Champion et al.1984, 241. 
11 Bartoloni 2002, 79. 
12 Berggren 1984, 61 – 62. 
13 Hencken 1968, 448 – 449.  
14 Barker 1981, 196 – 197. 
15 When researching what the Protovillanova culture actual is, most articles and books that has been written 

about this culture described it only as a preface to the Villanovan culture, a culture that is vastly more researched 

than the Protovillanova culture.  
16 Haynes 2000, 4. 
17 Karlsson 2006, 55. 
18 Protovillanova, NE. Short article about the Protovillanovan culture.  
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3.1. Ceramics from the Protovillanova period in San Giovenale 

The ceramics of this period are for the most part handmade vessels.19 The most typical 
ceramics of this period are the so called primitive impasto – meaning a primitive form of 
ceramics. The word primitive impasto is a simple type of ceramic, handmade instead of 
wheel-made and with a restriction of decorations and fired at fairly low temperature20  
  The difference between the Protovillanovan pottery and the Villanovan pottery is that the 
Villanovan ceramics are more elaborated and has more advanced ornamentation, such as 
incised birds and impressed cords. The Protovillanovan ceramics were simpler, even though 
they were decorated, the decorations were more “primitive” such as dimples, impressed dots 
and incised lines.21 
  In the upcoming sections an introduction of the biconical jars, oval-cylindrical and 
carinated bowls from the areas B, E and F will be presented. 
  The pottery from the Protovillanovan period is by now known by several different names, 
the most common is the primitive impasto, but is also known as the Tolfa-Allumiere pottery. 
Either of these ‘names’ are usable but the Protovillanovan pottery is preferable as it tells us 
that this period is pre-Villanova, giving us a sense of what time period this culture was 
active.22 

3.2. Biconical jars (Figs. 2 – 4) 

The biconical jar is a typical shape from the Protovillanova period and was a frequent form in 
the Villanovan period later on.23 The biconical jar comes in three different sizes, small, 
‘regular’ and large.24 The different sizes of the jar will be later returned to in this section. 
  The form of the biconical jar is somewhat of an oddity as it is characterized by the two 
cones, merged at the maximum width, creating the body. The body could be described as 
more or less depressed conical. The jar has a wide rim that is everted and a high tapering 
neck, sometimes decorated by incised, zig-zag and/or dimples, but is indistinctively not set 
from the usually rounded shoulder. The everted rim can come in several different profiles, it 
can either have a smooth out-curve or with a profile with several or one bends creating a 
faceted aspect on the inside or with an off-set, pronounced bend. The handle is attached by the 
jars shoulder and is for the most part a flattened often horizontal ring handle.25 This handle 
type is also known as a loop-handle that is a typical for the biconical jar. The handle is usually 
well burnished and shaped with care.26 The shoulder of the jar has for the most part a broad 
but shallow oblique fluting and they are hardly ever decorated. However, there are some few 
examples of shoulders with incised decorations.27 The decorations of theses jars are not solely 
confined to the neck but are also found on the vessels body such as incised zigzag lines and 
dimples.28 There are also cases in witch the inside of the rim, if it was faceted, was decorated 
with drawn, oblique lines.  
  The small biconical jar, compared to the ‘regular sized’ biconical jar, is a rather compact 

                                                      
19 How much of the pottery that is handmade is unclear as the final publications do not specify how many 

fragments that were handmade or not. I would however estimate that about 90% of the fragments are handmade 

as there are a few fragments of wheel made pottery.  
20 Banti 1973, 26. 
21 Karlsson 2006, 119 
22 Banti 1973, 27 
23 Karlsson 2006, 120. 
24 The estimated size for the different shapes in height are approximately: Small biconical 8-15cm, ‘regular’ 

biconical 15- 

35, large biconical 35-45cm. 
25 Pohl 1977, 84. 
26 Karlsson 2006, 120. 
27 Pohl 1977, 84. 
28 Karlsson 2006, 120. 
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vessel, with sharp curves and not being as tall as the ‘regular’ biconical jar.29 As for the 
decorations, they are similar to the decorations on the ‘regular sized’ biconical, incorporating 
the incised zigzag line and impressed dimples. However, the placement of the decorations is 
not always the same as on the smaller biconical jar as the shoulder can be decorated with dots 
between incised lines.30 
 Another factor that differs between the small biconical jar and ‘regular sized’ biconical jar is 
the handle. Even though this handle does occur on some ‘regular sized’ biconical jars they are 
far more frequent on the small biconical jars.31 The handles are known as tubular handles 
often accompanied by pointed projections on the shoulder.  
  The large biconical jar is more difficult to portray as there are only small fragments left. 
The fragments that are found are thicker than those of the small and ‘regular’ sized biconical 
jar leading to the assumption made that these must have belonged to a larger vessel.32 
  The clay that the different sized biconical jars are made of, are compact and burnished, 
with a tint of an olive-green colour to the burnished surface.33 

 
Fig. 2. A ‘regular’ sized biconical jar with incised lines and impressions, oblique fluting, everted rim and ring 

handle. Sketched based on fragment with height 19.5 cm. Scale 1:3. 

 

                                                      
29 Karlsson 2006, 121. 
30 Karlsson 2006, 121. 
31 Pohl 1977, 84. 
32 Pohl 1977, 84. 
33 Karlsson 2006, 120. 
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Fig. 3. A small biconical jar with incised zigzag lines and horizontal lines, everted rim and incised lines on the 

inside of the rim. Sketch based on fragment with height 11cm and rim diameter 21cm. Scale 1:3. 

 

 

Fig. 4. Fragment 1 has incised lines and dots. Fragment 2 has incised lines, dots and dimple. Scale 1:3. 

3.3. Oval-cylindrical jar (Fig.5) 

The oval-cylindrical jar, just as the biconical jar, comes in various sizes.34 Compared to the 
biconical jar there are more variations of it, as there are three types of oval-cylindrical jar 
vessels. The difference between the vessels is the handles and rim of the pottery. All these 
vessels are typical for the Protovillanovan period. 
  The first vessel type is an oval-cylindrical jar with four cross-wise lug handles placed 
below the rim, a plain encircling cord or plain ridge incorporated with the handles.35 The body 
is typically tall with convex walls, making it almost cylindrical in its form. The relief cord on 

                                                      
34 The estimated size for the different shapes in height are approximately: Small oval-cylindrical jar 17-22 cm, 

‘regular’ size oval-cylindrical jar 22-30 cm, medium-large oval-cylindrical jar 30-40cm, large oval-cylindrical 

jar 40-45cm.  
35 Pohl 1977, 85; Karlsson 2006, 121. Here I have incorporated what Karlsson 2006 has written and Pohl as they 

have explained the same vessel in two types of ways. Both their statements are correct hence the cross-over 

between their description.   
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this type of vessel in normally found close to the rim.36 The relief cord is typically sculpted 
but there are some examples of it being plain.  
  The second vessel type is an oval-cylindrical jar with four, incorporated cross-wise, lug 
handles with a notched or twisted, encircling relief cord. The third vessel type is an oval-
cylindrical jar, missing both handles and any type of decoration.37 
  There is a fourth vessel type that is not typical for the Protovillanova pottery but is rather 
of transitional pottery type. This vessel type is an oval-cylindrical jar with an everted rim. 
This type of oval-cylindrical jar does not have an encircling cord but does sometimes have a 
faceted inside surface.38 
  The body of the oval-cylindrical jar is represented in all types of oval-cylindrical vessel 
types, either leaning towards a straighter cylindrical shape or towards a more ovoid shape. 
The typical rim of the oval-cylindrical jar would be the everted rim with either a slight 
outward bend or smoothed outward profile.39 
  As for the different sized oval-cylindrical jars, there is not any written information about 
them except for that the small oval-cylindrical jar that could have also been used as a cup.40 

 

 
Fig. 5. Oval-cylindrical jar with relief cord and handle attachments for four lug handles. Sketch based on 

fragment with height 18 cm and rim diameter 25cm. Scale 1:3. 

3.3. Carinated bowl (Fig. 6 – 7) 

The carinated bowl is a typical Protovillanovan pottery, also called Protovillanovan bowls. As 
the two other pottery shapes that has been discussed above (see 3.1. & 3.2.) the carinated 

                                                      
36 Karlsson 2006, 121. 
37 Pohl 1977, 85. 
38 Karlsson 2006, 122. 
39 Pohl 1977. 85. 
40 Karlsson 2006, 122. The small section written about the small oval-cylindrical jar is merely only a theory that 

has been deduced by Karlsson. To see a further discussion about the different sized oval-cylindrical jar, see 

chapters 4.1.1 – 4-1.3.  
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bowls comes in three sizes: ‘regular size, small and large.41 Even though the bowls do shift in 
size, the form of it does not. 
  The carinated bowl have been divided into three different vessel types, as they, just as the 
oval-cylindrical jar, differentiate from each other. The first vessel type is the carinated 
shoulder, the second type is a midway between a rounded shoulder and carinated and the third 
type is only referring to carinated bowls with a rounded shoulder. 
  The first type, the vessel with the carinated shoulder, has generally a hemispherical 
depressed conical body with an accentuated neck.42 The neck is upward tapering, either 
shorter and concave or with straight walls or a higher neck. Generally, the neck is well 
defined and off-set but there are some examples of the shorter neck being so short and 
concave that it morphs into the out-curving rim.43 The decorations on this type of vessel are 
for the most part decorated, even if there is an occurrence of undecorated bowls. The 
decoration is usually situated on the carina, transforming the carina into almost an angular 
obtuse shape or a rounded angular shape. The most common type of decoration on the carina 
is an oblique fluting, so delicate and narrow that that it almost seems to be horizontal.44 The 
decoration is often accompanied by vertical grooves,  
   The foot is typically either an omphalos bottom, flat or concave. In some examples the 
bottom can have a small, concave, flat base ring. As for the handles there are typically two 
kinds that occur. These handle types are usually connected with both the small and large 
carinated bowl. The handle fragments are that of either loop handles or knob handles.  
  The vessel type that is a midway between carinated and rounded shoulder has a rather 
outstretched profile compared to the vessel type with the carinated shoulder. This form is 
quite clearly a hybrid form developed from the carinated bowl. 
The vessel type with the rounded shoulder is a common vessel type in San Giovenale and the 
largest out of theses three types of vessels.45 The bottom of the rounded shoulder vessel has 
either an omphalos shape, flat or concave bottom. The body can either be shallow or deep, 
depressed hemispherical or depressed conical with a round shoulder. The shoulder is for the 
most part decorated with oblique, narrow fluting but can also, even if it is more uncommon, 
be plain. The handles, just as the carinated shoulder type, have two types of handles being 
either lug handles connected to the shoulder or a vertical biforal handles with a ram’s head 
exerting itself from the rim of the shoulder.46 The rim is for the most part everted giving it a 
smooth and out curving profile. 

 

                                                      
41The estimated size for the different shapes in height are approximately: small carinated bowls 4-6cm, carinated 

bowl 6-8cm, large carinated bowl 8-15cm.    
42 Pohl 1977, 86. 
43 Pohl 1977, 86. Pohl discusses that the differences with the neck line and the carinas angulations might be a 

sign of a successive development of the typological and chronological. 
44 Pohl 1977, 86. 
45 Karlsson 2006, 123. 
46 Pohl 1977, 86. 
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Fig. 6. Carinated bowl with oblique fluting, rounded shoulder and horizontal perforated handle. 

Scale 1:3. 

 

Fig. 7. Fragment 1 has vertical incised lines, strokes and dots. Fragment 2 with oblique fluting. Scale 1:3. 

3.3. The huts of the Protovillanova culture in San Giovenale 

The huts from the Protovillanovan period are either so called oval huts or circular huts, 
depending on their form. Later, they developed into being square formed during the 
Villanovan period.47 
  In San Giovenale there are two types of oval huts, the difference between the two types is 
the foundation for the hut walls. The first type has a continuous rock-cut channel only leaving 
an opening on the short sides as an entrance. In these trenches poles were stuck down 
vertically, building the wall through this technique.48 The bedrock-cut channel’s depth and 
width was approximately 10 cm.49 The channel was cut directly into the tufa bedrock.50 The 
second type of foundation found in San Giovenale is a series of pole holes dug into the 
bedrock, formed into an oval or circular shape.51 As for the walls of the Protovillanovan huts 

                                                      
47 Hynes 2000, 4–5. 
48 Riva 2010, 14. 
49 Karlsson 2017, 726. 
50 Karlsson 2006, 137. 
51 Izzet 2007, 147-148. 
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there are two suggestions of how they could have been. The first example would be that the 
props were stuck down into the bedrock, tightly together creating a palisade wall. The perks 
of building the huts walls in this fashion would be to withstand wind and protecting the inside 
of the hut from exterior weather. The second example is that of the wattle-and-daub 
technique. For this type of wall, the props were not as close, creating a space between each 
prop. In this space, interwoven twigs and branches, covered by leaves would be woven 
between the two poles. This type of wall would not have been as protective as the first 
version.  
  The interior space of the hut was divided by three row aisles, the central aisle being the 
largest space. The division was discovered as three sets of postholes inside the hut.52 

3.4. Huts of area D (Fig. 8) 

In area D, there were multiple remains of huts from the Protovillanovan period. There are 
altogether seven remains in this area, two of them with complete remains. The remains that 
were discovered were a mixture between small, cut channels and stone walls. The excavator 
Bengt Malcus argues that the remains that were discovered are a small part of an extensive 
village.53 The two complete hut remains are quite large and is therefore written as the “the 
larger huts”. The two larger huts are known as Hut I and II. Both huts have at one point in 
time, either intentionally or not been destroyed, either by deterioration or destroyed by fire 
and then reconstructed with stone and wood. The floors inside the huts were raised, adding on 
to a second floor.54 
  The maximum length of Hut I has been measured from the inside of the cut channels, 
from north-east end to the inside of the entrance to the south-west end and reached 10.40 
meters. The width of the hut was also measured from the inside of the cut channels and 
reached 5. 28 meters. In both huts the floor is of beaten clay laying 20 cm above the tufa 
bedrock.55 

 

                                                      
52 Karlsson 2017, 726. 
53 Malcus 1984, 37. This argument will be discussed further in chapter 4.2 The huts.  
54 Malcus 1984, 37-38.  
55 Malcus 1984, 38. 
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Fig. 8. Hut I in area D. Length 10. 40m and 5. 28m in width. Scale 1:20. 

3.5. Huts of area E (Fig. 9) 

In area E, they excavated two oval huts from the Protovillanovan period. To separate the two 
huts from each other Pohl has therefore named them Oval Hut I and Oval Hut II. The huts of 
this area are rather small compared to huts in other areas.  
  The walls of both huts in this area was constructed of twigs and branches with packed 
clay.56 
  Oval Hut I is located on the edge of the plateau, half of the hut is cut into the bedrock and 
the other half is upheld by a terracing system as it hangs off of the plateau. The hut has an 
east-west orientation with the entrance probably located on the unexplored east-side.57 The 
measurements (of what they had excavated) was in length approximately eight to eight and a 
half meters and had a width of approximately five meters. The south wall is marked by a rock 
cut canal that bend into a south west curve that turns into a single row of tufa rocks in medium 
size on top of a thin layer of rubble and earth.58 The thin layer is due to the abruptly falling 
rock, getting steeper towards the north. 
  The second Oval Hut II is located in the south part of the trench in area E and is also 
known as the white oval hut as its stone ring for a wall-marking is composed to the most part 
of lime stone, pebbles and conglomerate stones. This wall-marking did not act as a foundation 
for a wall but rather as weight to keep the wall in place.59 This wall marking was constructed 
on earth on a higher level. The entire hut is not excavated, as remains of it is still unearthed in 
the west of the stone row. The portion that is excavated is the north to the north-west part of 
the stone row. The length of this bit is approximately four and half meters. A floor level was 
excavated and preserved from the inner line of the wall to the centre. This floor level 

                                                      
56 Pohl 1977, 94. 
57 Pohl 1977, 13. 
58 Pohl 1977, 13. 
59 Pohl 1977, 94. 
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consisted of a mix between tufa chips, hard packed tufa chips, earth and pebbles.60 

 
Fig. 9. Oval-hut I and II of area E. 

3.6. Huts of area F east (Fig. 10) 

In Area F east there were four remains from oval huts. The remains of these oval huts were 
rubble, built walls and rock-cut channels. However, it seems unlikely that these two 
techniques have been mixed as they have in area D and E.  
  The oval huts were named with Roman numerals I-IV and were found under the Archaic 
house remains of Houses II and III in the area. Unfortunately the remains are only very 
fragmentary, giving us little information about the huts from this area. We do however know 
that there are a couple of post-holes connected to the channels, one inside the hut.61 

 

 
Fig. 10. Huts of area F east. 

                                                      
60 Pohl 1977, 25. 
61 Karlsson 2006, 137. 
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4. Analysis and discussion 

In this chapter, the data of the pottery that has been collected will be analysed and discussed. 
This chapter will be divided into sections, as each section will present the vessels from areas 
B, E and F east.  
  The finding of ceramics will be presented in diagrams as the new information will be 
easily understood in this manner. 

4.1. The ceramics (Fig. 11) 

 

 
Fig. 11. The total amount of ceramics found in areas B, E and F. 

 
 For this thesis I have collected all together 3753 ceramic fragments; 2051 biconical jar 
fragments, 34 small biconical jar fragments, 26 large biconical jar fragments, 915 oval-
cylindrical jar fragments, 24 small oval-cylindrical jar fragments, three large oval-cylindrical 
jar fragments, seven medium large oval-cylindrical jar fragments, 693 carinated bowl 
fragments and one large carinated bowl fragment from the areas B, E and F (Fig. 11). 
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  As the categorizing of the three type of ceramics proceeded it was quickly understood that 
the most common ceramic type from the three areas, was the biconical jar as the fragments 
from this vessel where substantially far more than oval-cylindrical jar and carinated bowls. 

4.1.1. Ceramics in area B (Figs. 12 – 18) 

 

 
Fig. 12. The diagram displays the different types of ceramics found in area B. 

 

The amount of ceramics from this area have added up to a total of 105 fragments; 57 biconical 
jar fragments, 43 oval-cylindrical jar fragments and 5 carinated bowl fragments (Fig. 12). 
  From this information I was able to easily deduce that the biconical jar was the far more 
common ceramic type compared to the oval-cylindrical jar and carinated bowl.  

 

 
 Fig. 13. This diagram displays the number of different fragments of the biconical jar that were found in area B. 
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The biconical jar had a total of 57 fragments; five rim fragments, two fluted shoulders, two 
handle attachments, one shoulder, two flat rim, four flattened ring handle and 40 unidentified 
fragment types (Fig.13). 
  The assumption we can draw from this information is that most pottery sherds were not 
identifiable, However, those fragments that were identifiable can tell us a bit about the 
ceramics in area B. 
  The biconical jar that is common in this area, has a vessel with a wide base, tapering, high 
neck and a narrow mouth. The decorations differed greatly, not being any consistent type of 
decoration as some have zigzag lines, some have decorated faceted rims, some decorated with 
horizontal lines and dots. The most common type of decoration are lines and zigzags with 
dotted lines (Fig. 14). 

 

 
Fig. 14. This graph shows the amount and different types of decoration for the biconical jar in area B. 

 
The clay used for these vessels is neither consistent, just as the decorations, as some 
fragments are made with a black or dark-brown clay and some are lighter in colour as brown 
or red-brown. The clay’s texture depends on the colour of the clay. This has to do with the 
simple fact that they have used different types of clay when creating the biconical jar (Fig.15). 

 

Colour of clay according to Berggren & 
Berggren 

Clay texture according to Berggren & 
Berggren 

Black Smooth and fine 

Dark-brown Tempered with pumice, tufa, augite and 
some small stones. 

Dark grey – brown Coarse 

Brown Gritty but smooth 

Red brown Coarse 

Fig. 15. This table explains the relationship between the colour and texture of the clay of the biconical jar. 
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The reason why they could have used different types of clay is unclear but could has to do 
with different factors as it could either be that the ceramics were produced in different areas 
or by different artists. The artist could have chosen the clay type out of aesthetic reasons 
creating an artistic signature on their pottery. It could also be out of practical reasons that they 
chose what clay to use, as some clays could be more suitable depending on what contents the 
biconical jar was supposed to contain. Another reason for this could be that primitive kilns 
would have produced an uneven heat, resulting in different colours and texture of the clay. 

 

 
Fig 16. This diagram explains the amount of different oval-cylindrical jar fragments were in area B. 

 

The amount of oval-cylindrical jar fragments in area B are a total of 38 fragments: four 
notched rim fragments, six notched cord fragments, two faceted rim fragments, two lug 
handle fragments, nine plain cord fragments, one rim fragment and 14 unidentified fragments 
(Fig. 16). 
  The assumption that we can draw from this is that the most common type of oval-
cylindrical jar is the vessel with a flat or rounded rim with a plain cord. Here too, such as with 
the biconical jar, the largest number of fragments are those that are unidentified. The reasons 
of why is the same as that for the biconical jar. 
  As for the decorations on the oval-cylindrical jar there was only three fragments that had 
decorations, one having vertical strokes, one with encircling grooves and one with diverging 
lines and dimples. The conclusion drawn from this is that the oval-cylindrical jar in area B 
might not simply have been decorated or it could be that those fragments that are decorated 
have not yet been discovered, as much of the area is still undiscovered. 
  As for the clay that has been used for the oval-cylindrical jar, there is not one type but 
several, just as for the biconical jar with a varying colour range from black to dark brown 
(Fig. 17). The dark grey clay is unfortunately unidentified. The missing description I must 
assume is a fault from the authors side, as the other clay types have a described texture. 
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Fig. 17. This table shows the relation between the colour and texture of the clay for the oval cylindrical jar. 

 

Compared to the biconical jar, the oval-cylindrical jar seems to have a slight other set of clay 
types, as it shifts more in grey than the lighter colours as the biconical jar has.  

 

 
Fig. 18. The diagram shows the number of fragment types of the carinated bowl of area B. 

 

The fragments of the carinated bowl (Fig. 18) do not have a large variation and are simply 
divided into unidentified fragments and body fragments. As the total number of fragments are 
not that great, and rather sum up into only five fragments, it is easily deduced that the 
carinated bowl are not overly represented in this area. It could however mean that they only 
stumbled upon a very small fraction, and that there might be a larger quantity of them still 
undiscovered. However, this thesis is a study of the ceramics found and not what might be 
still in the ground. Therefore, the deduction is that this type is rare in area B. As for 
decorations, there is not a single decoration on any of the fragments. 
  When it comes to the clay type used for the carinated bowl there are two types in area B. 
The first being a dark grey clay that is gritty with tufaceous specks and the second one being a 
brown clay with lumps of white pumice, tufa, small and large specks of augite crystals. Here, 
even if the clay has the same colour as some biconical jar and some oval-cylindrical 
fragments, they do differ in the texture. This could be a sign that there are more types of clay 
or that the creator of these vessels chose to mix in other elements into the clay. Could this be a 
sign that the vessel could have a different durability than the others and that it perhaps was 
burned at a higher temperature, as these elements need it to combine with the other elements 
of the clay. 
  In conclusion of area B, the most common type of ceramic vessel is by far the biconical 
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jar, followed by the oval-cylindrical jar and lastly the carinated bowl. 

4.1.2. Ceramics in area E (Figs. 19 – 28) 

 

 
Fig. 19. The graph shows the amount and different types and sizes of ceramic vessels in area E. 

 

In area E, unlike area B, there were findings of the different ceramic sizes. As we can see in 
the graph (Fig. 19), both biconical and oval-cylindrical jars come in both larger and smaller 
forms. The ceramic vessels that are not named as either small nor large are assumed to be the 
‘regular’ sized. 
  The biconical jar, the second most common type of vessel in area E has a total amount of 
256 biconical jar fragments: 214 fragments of the regular sized biconical jar, 25 fragments 
from the large biconical jar and 17 fragments of the small biconical jar (Fig. 19). 
  The most common type of vessel in area E is the oval-cylindrical jar with a total of 321 
fragments: 302 fragments of regular sized oval-cylindrical jars, three fragments of the large 
oval-cylindrical jar and 16 fragments of the small oval-cylindrical jar. 
  The fragment types that were found in area E, are many and various. The most common 
type of fragment is the horizontal ring handle fragment with 57 fragments, the second most 
common is the shoulder fragments with 53 pieces and third most common type is the neck 
fragments with 45 pieces (Fig. 20). From this information we can clearly tell that the 
horizontal ring handle is the most common form of handle on the biconical jar in area E.  

 

2
1

4

3
0

2

1
5

1

2
5

3

1
7

1
6

B I C O N I C A L O V A L - C Y L I N D R I C A L C A R I N A T E D  B O W L

Vessel types and sizes
in area E

Regular size Large Small



 

25 
 

 
Fig. 20. This graph shows the amount and different fragment types of the biconical jar in area E. 

 
The decorations on the biconical jar differs and are rather common. The most common type of 
decorations is the oblique fluting on regular sized biconical jars but does occur on large 
biconical jars as well (Fig. 21). The total amount of fragments for the biconical jar vessel is 
118: 101 ‘regular’ sized, fourteen large and three small biconical jar fragments with 
decoration. 

 
Fig. 21. The graph shows the number of fragments with decoration and the type of decoration that is on the 

biconical jar. 
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As we can see in Fig. 21, the most common type of decoration on the regular sized biconical 
jar is the oblique fluting. This type of decoration does occur on the larger vessel but not on the 
smaller vessel. The second-most common type is the horizontal bands that occur on both 
regular sized and smaller vessels. The smaller vessels seem to have only one type of 
decoration if we look at the published ceramics of this area. This occurrence could either be 
coincidental or it could prove that the smaller vessel only had one type of decoration. The 
reason behind that would then be that the decoration simply fits the vessel’s height, or an 
aesthetic choice made by the producer of these vessels. 
  The clay types are similar to the clay types that are used on the ceramic vessels in area B. 
The difference between the clay types of area E and area B is how the texture is composed. 
The texture seems as it is grittier than the clay types of area B (Fig. 22). 

 

Colour of clay according to Pohl Clay texture according to Pohl 

Black Gritty 

Grey-black  Slightly gritty 

Grey Gritty 

Brown Gritty 

Red-brown Gritty 

Fig. 22. This table shows the relationship between the colour of the clay and the texture. 

 
As for the oval-cylindrical jar there are a total of 321 fragments: 302 fragments of the ‘regular 
sized’ oval-cylindrical jar, sixteen fragments from the small oval-cylindrical jar and three 
fragments of the large oval-cylindrical jar (Fig. 23). From these facts, we can clearly see that 
the regular sized oval-cylindrical jar is the most common type of the oval-cylindrical jar 
vessels, making it clear that even if there does exist both large and small vessels, they are 
substantially far less common. Out of the large and small vessels, there are a few more 
fragments of the smaller vessel, pointing at that the small oval-cylindrical jar is just a touch 
more common. 
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Fig. 23. This graph shows the amount and fragment types of the oval-cylindrical jar in area E. 

 

The fragment types that were unearthed in area E consist of several types of fragments, some 
glued together from an entire vessel. The most common fragment is the body with ridge 
fragment. This shows that the most common form of oval-cylindrical jar is the form with a 
ridge (Fig. 23).  

 

 
Fig. 24. The graph shows the number of fragments with various types of decoration on the oval-cylindrical jar. 

 

The total amount of fragments with decorations are 16: one horizontal ridge on a small oval-
cylindrical jar, one unspecified decoration on regular sized oval-cylindrical jar, eleven 
fragments with cord decoration on a regular sized oval-cylindrical jar and three fragments 
with gross net pattern on relief on a large oval-cylindrical jar (Fig. 24). 
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This shows that the oval-cylindrical jar is not commonly decorated in this area. The reasons 
behind this are unknown, either that it was uncommon to decorate these types of ceramic 
vessels or this could indicate that the area inhabited by the lower classes of society or that the 
vessels in this area were used for storing and therefore were not deemed to be fit for 
decorations. Compared to the oval-cylindrical vessels that were found in area B, both 
indicated that decorations on this vessel type is, as I mentioned earlier, not common. 
  For the clay, much is the same as that of the biconical jar, there is however some slight 
differences as in colour (Fig. 25). 

 

Colour of clay according to Pohl Clay texture according to Pohl 

Black Gritty 

Grey-Black  Slightly gritty 

Grey-black to brown Gritty 

Grey to red-brown Gritty 

Grey Gritty 

Red-brown Gritty 

Fig. 25. The table shows the relationship between the colour of the clay and the texture of the oval-cylindrical 

jar. 

 

The clay of the oval-cylindrical jars and biconical jars are immensely grittier than previously 
discovered of the ceramics from area B. 
  In area E, there are not many remains of the carinated bowl compared to the remains of 
the biconical jar and oval-cylindrical jar from this area. There is a total of 151 carinated 
bowls. From the information gathered there are no small or large carinated bowls in this area, 
leaving me to conclude that those fragments that have been unearthed are of the ‘regular’ 
sized carinated bowls (Fig. 19).  

 
Fig. 26. The graph shows the number of fragments that have decorations of the carinated bowls of area E. 
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The decorations on the carinated bowls are far more than what was expected when starting 
this study. There is a total of 84 fragments that have decorations: 58 oblique fluting 
fragments, one with oblique incised lines fragments, three oblique fluting with oblique 
grooves and impressed dots, one incised and impressed decoration fragment, 20 oblique 
fluting and oblique incised lines fragments and one horizontal fluting fragment on the 
carinated bowl (Fig. 26). 
  The most common type of decoration is the oblique fluting, usually found on the shoulder 
of the carinated bowl (Fig. 26). Compared to other ceramic vessels in area E, this is the vessel 
that is most common to have decorations. 
 As for the clay type used for the carinated bowls, the clay type is similar to the other clay 
types in area E (Fig. 27). What does differ is that the clay texture is less gritty than the clay 
type that is used for the biconical and oval cylindrical vessels in area E. 

 

Colour of clay according to Pohl Clay texture according to Pohl 

Black Gritty 

Grey – black Slightly gritty 

Grey Gritty 

Grey – brown Slightly gritty 

Red – brown Gritty 

Black – brown Slightly gritty 

Fig. 27. This table shows the relationship between the colour of the clay and the texture of the carinated bowls of 

area E. 

 

 

Fig. 28. This graph shows the amount and different types of fragments of the carinated bowls of area E. 

 

The fragment types that have been found for the carinated bowl are nine different fragment 
types. As we can see from the diagram above (Fig. 28) the fragments of the sharp angular 
carina with short neck is the most common type of fragment, followed by the fragments of 
the conical body with angular carina and short neck. What we can deduce from this is that 
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one shape of carinated bowls were the most common type, leaving the other fragments as 
reminders of other forms of the carinated bowl. 

4.1.3. Ceramics of area F east (Figs. 29 – 36) 

 

 
Fig. 29. This diagram shows the amount and different ceramic vessels from area F east. 

 

In this area, a substantial number of fragments were unearthed and documented in the final 
publication by Karlsson. In this area a total of 2693 ceramic fragments were found: 1780 
regular sized biconical jars, 17 small biconical jar fragments and one large biconical jar 
fragments; 572 regular sized oval-cylindrical jars fragments, eight small oval-cylindrical jar 
fragments and seven medium large oval-cylindrical jar fragments; 307 regular sized carinated 
bowls fragments and one large carinated bowl fragment (Fig. 29). 
  An interesting discovery is that there are only one other size that is not the ‘regular’ size 
of the carinated bowl, the large carinated bowl. 
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Fig. 30.  This graph shows the amount and different fragments of the biconical jar in area F east. 

 

The most common type of fragments found of the biconical jar in area F east is the body 
fragment, counting up to an outstanding 1213 sherds (Fig. 30). The reason for this could be 
that the body is the largest part of the biconical jar creating more fragments when crushed as 
handles and other parts of the biconical jar does not occupy as much of an area on the vessel. 
  Most of the handle fragments are unidentified, referred to simply as handle fragments, but 
of those fragments that are identified, the lug handle seems to be the most common. In area F 
east there have been 12 fragments of this kind of handle. As for the foot of the biconical jar 
three types was discovered. The most common is that of the flat foot, as 143 fragments were 
found. 
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Fig. 31.  This graph shows the amount of different types of decoration on the biconical jar area F east. 

 

The decorations on the biconical jars in area F east are few compared to the large number of 
fragments that have been unearthed. The number of fragments with decoration is substantial 
enough to tell us more than the fragments from the other two areas. 
  The small biconical jar is typically decorated with five different types, the most common 
one being the incised lines with dots. In area F east there are four fragments found with this 
type of decoration (Fig. 31). 
  The biconical jar has similar decoration, incised lines being the most common type as 201 
fragments with this decoration has been found. This decoration does not appear on the small 
biconical jar. The difference in decorations, even if they do have some similarities, there are 
some differences, such as the smaller biconical jar is more likely to have a dotted decoration 
while the regular sized biconical jar is more inclined to have incised lines with a combination 
of dots and dimples.  
  The clay that is used for the biconical jar is much of the same colour range as it has been 
in many other areas (Fig. 32). 

 

Colour of clay according to Karlsson Clay texture according to Karlsson 

Grey  Compact, small pieces of white specks and 
mica 

Dark – brown  No description 

Dark – grey No description  

Red – grey  Compact, mottled 

Greyish – brown  Compact with white specks 

Greyish – black  Compact 

Fig. 32. The table shows the relation between colour of clay and texture used for the biconical jar in area F east. 

 

The fragments of the oval-cylindrical jars of area F east are a total of 572 fragments: 557 
fragments of the oval-cylindrical jar, eight fragments of small oval-cylindrical jar and seven 
medium-large oval-cylindrical jar fragments (Fig. 29). What is unique for area F east is the 
fact that there seems to be one more size type for the oval-cylindrical jar – the medium-large 
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oval-cylindrical jar. 
  The most common type of the forms is the regular sized oval-cylindrical jar. This size 
outnumbers the rest by far, leading to the conclusion that this vessel form was the norm in this 
area, that it was far more versatile in its function than the others. 
  As for the clay types of the oval-cylindrical jar vessels in area F east, there are similarities 
as in colour (Fig. 33), they are to the most part not like the other types of clay that has been 
seen used in this area.  
 

Colour of clay according to Karlsson Clay texture according to Karlsson 

Greyish – black  Gritty 

Brownish – black  Coarse and gritty, white specks and mica 

Black Compact, white inclusions and mica 

Fig. 33.  The table shows the relations between colour and texture of the oval-cylindrical jar in area F east. 

 

As for the fragments of the oval-cylindrical jar, there are a total of 572 fragments, the most 
common of the fragments being the body with a cord as it has an amount of 275 pieces.  

 

 
Fig. 34.   This graph shows the amount and the different types of fragments there are for the oval-cylindrical jar 

in area F east. Included in this graph are fragments with decorations such as different types of cords. 

 

The most common and the only type of handle for the oval-cylindrical jar in area F east, is the 
lug handle. In this area, 53 fragments from this handle has been found (Fig. 34). From these 
two fragment types a deduction can be made that the oval-cylindrical jars of area F east have 
the form with a cord and lug handle. 
  As for the decorations on the oval-cylindrical jars found in area F east, there is a total 
amount of 384 fragments with decorations on them. The most common type of fragment is the 
body fragment with a cord. The conclusion drawn from this is that the most common 
decoration is the cord (Fig. 34). The cord, even though it may differ, is the only type of 
decoration on the oval-cylindrical jar in area F east, compared to area B and E, were there are 
different types of decorations. This could be a sign of a different type of activity compared to 
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the other areas.  

 

 
Fig. 35.  This graph shows the number of different fragments of carinated bowls from area F east. 

 

The total amount of fragments of carinated bowls are 290 pieces (Fig. 29). The most common 
fragment type being the carina fragment (Fig. 35). There is only one fragment from the large 
carinated bowl. For the carinated bowl the most common type of handle is the lug handle. The 
presumption made out of these facts is that the most common form is a carinated bowl with 
carina and loop handles (Fig. 35). 
  Compared to the other areas there is one single body fragment of a larger vessel of the 
carinated bowl, evidence of that there does exist other sizes of the carinated bowl but that they 
are extremely rare. 
  As for the decoration on the carinated bowls, there is one primarily most common, the 
oblique fluting, usually found on the carina fragment (carina fragment with oblique flutes). 
There are 160 pieces of fragments with oblique fluting. 
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Fig. 36. This graph shows the number of fragments with decoration on the carinated bowl in area F east. 

 

The second most common type of decoration is the incised lines on nine fragments. 
  Compared to the decorated carinated bowls from the other areas, the decorations seem to 
be the same, as the oblique fluting and incised lines are the most common type of decoration 
in area E and F east (Fig. 26 & Fig. 36). Alas, area B lacks in information about the 
decorations on the carinated bowls. 
  The clay types of the carinated bowls of area E are, just as the others, similar but not the 
same. 

 

Colour of clay according to Karlsson Clay texture according to Karlsson 

Blackish-grey  Gritty with white specks and black mica 

Red Compact with small white specks and mica 

Black No description 

Reddish-grey  Compact 

Grey Compact 

Fig. 37.  This table shows the relation between the colour and the texture of the clay of the carinated 

bowl in area F east. 

 

The difference is that this clay contains more white specks, mica and black mica (Fig. 37). As 
far as the type of clay that is used for the creating the ceramic, it can vary, but does not 
exclusively tell us that it is the same. 
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5. Conclusions 

In this chapter a conclusion of the discoveries for the Protovillanovan ceramics and oval huts 
will be presented, along with what it means for the Protovillanovan culture on the Acropolis 
of San Giovenale.   

5.1. The huts 

The discovered oval huts of San Giovenale from areas D, E and F east preserve a total of 13 
oval hut remains: seven from area D, two from area E and four from area F east. 
  The remains in area D contain two types: two complete oval huts and five fragmentarily 
remains of oval huts. In this area the huts were made with a mix between two techniques, the 
cut channels in the bedrock and stone walls, to prop up the walls. 
  In area E the oval hut remains were smaller in size compared to area D and F east. Here 
the two huts were built with two types of techniques, cut channels in the bedrock and stone 
walls for propping up the walls. 
  The small fragments of cut channels are close to the foundation of the whole huts, leading 
to an assumption that these fragments were mistakes made while making the cut channels for 
the oval hut.  
  In area F east there are four remains. They are only fragments of what could be a much 
larger hut. These remains only have channel cuttings and no supporting stone wall for the oval 
huts walls. As I have mentioned before, these are only remains, however, Oval Hut III and 
Oval Hut II do have their similarities with all the remains of the Oval Huts of area D. Even 
though only small parts were excavated of the two oval huts in area F east, these fragments, 
when compared to each other, have the same curving as the huts in Area D, making it likely 
that the huts of the two areas are of the same size. 
  As for the huts in area E, the two almost complete remains, were much smaller than those 
excavated in area D and F east. The Oval hut I in area E had structural differences compared 
to the other huts. The reason for this was that it was constructed at the edge of the plateau, 
half of it hanging off the plateau and the other half cut into the bedrock. The part that was 
hanging off the plateau was upheld by a constructed terrace system. The Oval hut II of area E 
is, just as Oval hut II not like the oval huts of area F east and D. Oval hut II, or as the author 
Pohl has nicknamed it the white oval hut, as its stone walls are made from, for the most part, 
white limes stones.  Unfortunately, this hut is not completely excavated, so it is yet to be 
discovered if the entirety of the white oval hut has a white stone wall circled around it.  
  The hypothesis I have developed from these remains of the oval huts in San Giovenale is 
that the huts, depending on if they were smaller or larger, would be constructed in different 
ways. The larger huts (area F east and D) were both constructed in similar fashions. 
Therefore, the deduction and conclusion I have made from this information is that the smaller 
oval huts, even though they may have the same bedrock cut channels, are constructed out of 
other materials than the larger oval huts. The smaller huts could therefore have been built as 
storing facilities rather than living accommodations. The larger huts in San Giovenale, I 
interpreted as living accommodations and this for two reasons. The first is that the size of the 
huts is large enough to be a living accommodation for a family. The second reason being that 
of the strategically placed post holes, holding up a roof or chimney if there were to be a hearth 
in the middle of the hut. None of the authors of the final publications for area D, E and F east 
have discussed the possibility of the functions of the oval huts. 
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  If we put to mind where these huts were discovered upon the Acropolis, there is a sign of 
what could be a so-called pre-urban neighbourhood on the Acropolis, especially the area of D 
and F east as they are located close while area E is slightly further away. So, is it not rather 
obvious that the smaller huts, that were found in area E are storage facilities, located on the 
edge of the pre-urban neighbourhood. 

5.2. The ceramics   

Through this study I have seen that the biconical jar is by far the most common type of vessel 
of the Protovillanovan pottery, as there are a total of 2051 fragments from the ‘regular’ sized 
vessel (Fig. 11). This means that the biconical jar is the most common type of vessel of the 
Protovillanovan pottery on the Acropolis of San Giovenale. The biconical jar comes in two 
other types of sizes, the large biconical and the small biconical. Out of these two sizes the 
smaller vessel is more common (Fig. 11). The biconical jar is the most common type in areas 
B and F east but is far less common in area E as the oval-cylindrical jar dominates in this area 
(Fig. 19). There are a few fragments from small and large oval-cylindrical jar.    
  As for size on the three types of ceramics, there is a slight fluctuation. In area E the large 
biconical jar is more common than it is in in area F east as the small biconical jar is more 
common. I need to however point out that the ‘regular’ size is still the most common size of 
the biconical jars. For oval-cylindrical jars three sizes are still less than the ‘regular size. In 
both areas E and F east the small oval-cylindrical jar is the most common of the three other 
types of sizes. As for the carinated bowl there is only one fragment from a large vessel that 
was found in area F east. As I mentioned earlier in the beginning of this thesis (section 5.1. 
The materials and problems), there was no information if there were any other sizes of vessels 
in area B. 
  The decorations on the different vessels alter depending on the vessel type and from what 
area it is from. For the biconical jar the most common decoration is the incised lines, which 
can be found in areas B and F east. As for area E the most common type is the oblique fluting, 
a simpler decoration type compared to the others.  In area B even though incised lines are 
common, they are as common as the incised lines in zigzag patterns. 
  The oval-cylindrical jar has the cord decoration (unspecified) as the most common type of 
decoration as it is found in both area E and F east. In area B there are only three fragments 
with decoration: one with vertical strokes, one with encircling grooves and one with incised 
lines and dimples. Considering that both biconical and oval-cylindrical jars are more heavily 
decorated in area B comparing to areas E and F east, this could be s sign of a development in 
decorations or that area B could be a richer area on the Acropolis. 
  The most common type of decoration on the carinated bowl of areas E and F east is the 
oblique fluting. As for area B, there are no fragments with decorations. 
  As for the clay types, there is no consistency between vessel type, area and what type of 
clay that was used. The inconsistency could be because of various reasons, if we ignore the 
problematics of the author’s description and follow what we already know, the inconsistency 
could be primarily the dependency of the temperature the vessel was burnt in as the results of 
this they would then vary in both colour and texture. The second reason could simply be that 
the clay used was brought from different regions, other areas in San Giovenale or a mixture 
between clay types depending on what the creator’s intentions were. The third reason could be 
a mix between the two first reasons. To be able to determine it in a correct way, a new study 
should be done over the ceramics, by one person using the Munsell colour chart and giving 
more detail to the texture of the clay.  
   Nowhere in the final publications is there a discussion about the use of the vessel shapes 
and no residual analysis has been done on the fragments and shapes. It is therefore not 
confirmable what their exact use would be. My hypothesis is that the biconical jar is typically 
used for storing water as it is the most common type of vessel on the Acropolis, and most 
households would have their own storage of water and a large quantity of it too as the river 
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lays below the ravine of the Acropolis, making it a long and tough journey to take. The oval-
cylindrical jar would be used as a storage for different types of grains. If this hypothesis 
would be true, it would strengthen the hypothesis about area E being a storage facility as this 
area had a large quantity of oval-cylindrical jar fragments.  
  The carinated bowl could have been used for eating and dining with. This would explain 
the few fragments that were found, as a household would have fewer of these vessels 
compared to the biconical and oval-cylindrical jar.  

5.3. Traces of the Protovillanovan culture on the Acropolis 

Malcus mentioned in his article, that area D would be the centre of the proto-urban society of 
San Giovenale, and to this the study must agree with the statement he has made, as area F 
east, located closely to area D, has a rather large collection of oval huts built close to each 
other. Comparing area F east and area D, there are large similarities between the two areas, 
such as the structure of the oval huts and the amount of remains. 
  The ceramics from the different areas tell us a similar story. For the vessels found in area 
E have a greater number of oval-cylindrical jars compared to area B and F east where the 
biconical jar was far more common. As for the oval huts found in area E, they too differ from 
the surrounding areas, as they are much smaller. This could be a sign of another sort of 
activity, such as storing facility, as area E would be on the outskirts of the proto-urban village. 
  The variation of decorations on the different vessels would strengthen the hypothesis that 
each area is unique. Area E would therefore be an area for storage as the decorations are 
simpler compared to area F east. To be able to establish this, further research must be 
conducted, both on the ceramics already unearthed and with new excavations of the areas. 



 

39 
 

6. Future research 

For further research it would be interesting to map out a larger scale of the human activity on 
the Acropolis of San Giovenale, comparing where the ceramics were found in the trench, if 
they were found in a hut or outside of one and if there are any typological differences between 
the ceramics depending on this. Unfortunately, the excavations of the area were conducted 
during a time when this type of data was not recorded and without the original notebooks it is 
impossible to extract this form of information from the final publications as they lack this type 
of information. 
  A new overlying study and categorizing of the ceramics from all areas should be done, as 
there is much problems with the information in the final publications, so that an establishment 
of clay type can be made. It would be interesting to do more sample of carbon-14-dating, so 
that the period can be properly dated as there has only been two dating attempts by Karlsson, 
and it would be of interest to see if the Protovillanovan period extends further back or forward 
in time than how it is now.   
  I sincerely hope that in the future more studies of this culture and period will be done as 
we have only scraped the thinnest outer layer of what this culture has to offer 

 

Still around the corner there may wait, A new road or a secret gate 

– J.R.R. Tolkien62 

                                                      
62 Tolkien 2007, 101. From Tolkien’s Lord of the Rings: The Fellowship of the Ring.  
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8. List of illustrations 

Cover illustration. Sketched by author inspired by Pohl 1977, pl. 1. & pl. 9. and Karlsson 
2005, pl. 4, Cat. No. 104. 

Figure 1. Map over the excavated areas of San Giovenale. Illustration from Nylander 1984, 
14, fig. 1.  

Fig. 2. Biconical jar with everted rim, oblique fluting, incised lines and dots. Sketched by 
author inspired by Pohl 1977, pl. 1. 

Figure 3. A depressed biconical jar with incised zigzag lines and horizontal lines, everted rim 
and incised lines on the inside of the rim. Sketched by author inspired by Pohl 1977, pl. 3.  

Figure 4. Fragment 1 has incised lines and dots. Fragment 2 has incised lines, dots and 
dimple. Sketched by author inspired by Pohl 1977, pl. 2. 

Figure 5. Oval-cylindrical jar with relief cord and handle attachments for four lug handles. 
Sketched by author inspired by Pohl 1977, pl. 6. 

Figure 6. Carinated bowl with oblique fluting, rounded shoulder and horizontal perforated 
handle. Sketched by author inspired by Karlsson 2005, pl. 4, Cat. No. 104. 

Figure 7. Fragment 1 has vertical incised lines, strokes and dots. Fragment 2 with oblique 
fluting. Sketched by author inspired by Karlsson 2005, pl. 4, Cat. nos. 292 & 305. 

Figure 8. Hut I in area D. Illustration from Malcus 1984, 49, fig. 20. 

Figure 9. Oval hut I and II of area E. Photo tower documentation over the trench at the end of 
the excavation. Photo from Pohl 1977, fig. 2. 

Figure 10. Huts of area F east. Illustration from Karlsson 2005, fig. 264. 

Figure 11. The total amount of ceramics found in areas B, E and F. Graph made by author. 

Figure 12. The diagram displays the different types of ceramics found in area B. Graph made 
by author. 

Figure 13. This diagram displays the number of different fragments of the biconical jar that 
were found in area B. Graph made by author. 

Figure 14. This graph shows the amount and different types of decoration for the biconical jar 
in area B. Graph made by author. 

Figure 15. This table explains the relationship between the colour and texture of the clay of 
the biconical jar. Table made by author.  

Figure 16. This diagram explains the amount of different oval-cylindrical jar fragments were 
in area B. Graph made by author.  

Figure 17. This table shows the relation between the colour and texture of the clay for the oval 
cylindrical jar. Table made by author. 

Figure 18. The diagram shows the number of fragment types of the carinated bowl of area B. 
Graph made by author. 

Figure 19. The graph shows the amount and different types and sizes of ceramic vessels in 
area E. Graph made by author. 
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Figure 20. This graph shows the amount and different fragment types of the biconical jar in 
area E. Graph made by author. 

Figure 21. The graph shows the number of fragments with decoration and the type of 
decoration that is on the biconical jar. Graph made by author. 

Figure 22. This table shows the relationship between the colour of the clay and the texture. 
Table made by author. 

Figure 23. This graph shows the amount and fragment types of the oval-cylindrical jar in area 
E. Graph made by author. 

Figure 24. The graph shows the number of fragments with various types of decoration on the 
oval-cylindrical jar. Graph made by author. 

Figure 25. The table shows the relationship between the colour of the clay and the texture of 
the oval-cylindrical jar. Table made by author. 

Figure 26. The graph shows the number of fragments that have decorations of the carinated 
bowls of area E. Graph made by author. 

Figure 27. This table shows the relationship between the colour of the clay and the texture of 
the carinated bowls of area E. Table made by author. 

Figure 28. This graph shows the amount and different types of fragments of the carinated 
bowls of area E. Graph made by author. 

Figure 29. This graph shows the amount and different ceramic vessels from area F east. Graph 
made by author. 

Figure 30. This graph shows the amount and different fragments of the biconical jar in area F 
east. Graph made by author. 

Figure 31. This graph shows the amount of different types of decoration on the biconical jar 
area F east. Graph made by author. 

Figure 32. The table shows the relation between colour of clay and texture used for the 
biconical jar in area F east. Table made by author. 

Figure 33. The table shows the relations between colour and texture of the oval-cylindrical jar 
in area F east. Table made by author. 

Figure 34. This graph shows the amount and the different types of fragments there are for the 
oval-cylindrical jar in area F east. Included in this graph are fragments with decorations such 
as different types of cords. Graph made by author. 

Figure 35. This graph shows the number of different fragments of carinated bowls from area F 
east. Graph made by author. 

Figure 36. This graph shows the number of fragments with decoration on the carinated bowl 
in area F east. Graph made by author. 

Figure 37. This table shows the relation between the colour and the texture of the clay of the 
carinated bowl in area F east. Graph made by author. 


