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House clearance: unpacking the 'kitchen' 

in Classical Greece 
Lin Foxhall 

' . .the word 'kitchen', when applied to ancient Greek 
homes, indicates less location than function...' 
(Sparkes 1962, 129) 

INTRODUCTION 

In this paper I shall address the question of the nature 
of 'domesticity' by exploring domestic cooking as a 
household activity. The aim is to use this example as a 
case study, to unpick the notion of 'the domestic 
assemblage' and some of our conventional assumptions 
about domesticity. I hope it also expands our 
understanding of Greek households in their spatial and 
material cultural contexts. 

The term 'domestic assemblage' as used by 
archaeologists brings to mind a vision of crude 
coarseware pottery combined with an assortment of 
small and fragmentary bits and pieces associated with 
settlement sites. Even when we really know better, or 
when, as in the case of Classical Greece, we really know 
a considerable amount about private life in a particular 
culture from other sources, it is all too easy to assume 
that 'domesticity' is a uniform category based on values 
which approximate our own, or which are somehow 
'obvious'. In the case of ancient Greece, where some of 
the ideals of domesticity (for example, regarding 
household tasks and gender roles or the ideal division 
of public and private, etc.) really do appear to 
correspond with traditional values and images of 
domesticity in our own society, it is understandable that 
questions about what went on in the realm of the 
domestic might appear to have simple and easy answers. 
Archaeological data for Classical Greek houses are 
sufficiently detailed for us to explore domesticity 
beyond the use of space. We have the evidence to explore 
the nature of domesticity itself and to interpret how 
different households within one culture construed the 
realm of the domestic and 'private life' (a term that 
must be used cautiously). We need to go beyond the 
level of normative analyses and the idea that the material 
culture of 'the household' is the realm of 
undifferentiated domesticity, to explore the range of 
variation of household activities and social interaction 
in Greek societies. 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL MYTHMAKING: 
'HEARTH AND HOME' 

In the first half of the twentieth century Mylonas, 
Robinson and Graham derived their initial inspiration 
for interpreting their new discoveries at Olynthos from 
the Roman architect Vitruvius. His idealised and 
Romanised 'Greek house' probably bears little 
resemblance to 'real' Classical Greek houses. Mylonas 
(1940; 1946; cf. Jameson 19900, 92; Nevett 1999, 66) 
developed a term used by Vitruvius, ''oecus', to refer to 
a 'core' unit (in a rather evolutionary sense) of living 
room/'kitchen', hearth-flue and bathroom which is 
sometimes (but not always) found in Olynthian houses. 
There is no contemporary textual or archaeological 
authority for this hypothesis: no ancient evidence 
suggests that the term was used in this way in Classical 
times (Jameson 1990a, no n. 5), but the term has 
become a standard concept in the discussions of Greek 
houses and is still regularly interpreted as the location 
of the 'kitchen' (Ault 19940, 23X~4; 2000, 489; Pesando 
1987, 137, 158). Cahill (2002, 81-2) has, however, 
avoided the term oecus in his recent re-evaluation of 
Olynthian houses, preferring instead the term 'kitchen- 
complex'. He makes it clear, however, that he does not 
mean to imply by this term that such areas were used 
as kitchens in the modern sense, but rather that they 
had other functions as well such as heating (Cahill 2002, 
160-2). Cahill also notes that such complexes, though 
relatively common at Olynthos, are not characteristic 
of houses at other Greek sites (Cahill 2002, 80). 

Hoepfner and Schwandner (1994, 146-50) developed 
the idea of the oecus into the notion of the Herdraumhaus, 
the 'hearth-room house' of northern Greece. They 
imply that houses of this type physically demonstrated 
the fundamental social principle that the hearth served 
as the core of family life. However, these houses only 
really appear on a few northern Greek sites and the 
architectural form may well owe more to cold winters 
than to family values. Jameson (1990/*, 193) and Nevett 
(1999, 168) both suggest that this house-type is a specific 
regional development (cf. the remarks of Tsakirgis, this 
volume, p. 226, 229). Hoepfner and Schwandner suggest 
that although Classical houses have no 'kitchens', the 
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'oecus' as a kind of 'hearth-room' fulfils the same 
function and serves particularly as a focus of female 
activity (Hoepfner and Schwandner 1994, 328-9). 

INTERPRETING ANCIENT MYTH: HESTIA 
AND THE FIXED HEARTH 

Hoepfner and Schwandner's approach is also indebted 
to an important and influential article by Vernant 
(1963), reprinted and eventually also translated into 
English in his collected essays, 'Hestia-Hermes: the 
religious expression of space and movement in ancient 
Greece' (Vernant 1983). In this masterpiece of 
structuralist dualism, Vernant argues, among other 
things, that Hestia, the Greek virgin goddess of the 
hearth (the equivalent of the Roman goddess Vesta), 
is the fixed immobile hearth at the heart of the 
house, and comes to represent the enclosed space of 
the house, the realm of femininity, family and friendship 
(Vernant 1983, 147). 

In fact, the literary support for these ideologies of 
hearth and home derives for the most part from early 
Greek literature. So, for example Arete, the wife of 
Alkinoos the Phaiakian king, is portrayed sitting at the 
hearth spinning in Homeric epic (Homer, Odyssey vi 
305-7). Such examples almost certainly do not 
accurately reflect Classical practice. Hearths certainly 
do appear regularly in the archaeological remains of Iron 
Age houses in Greece, but many houses do not have 
them (Parisinou, this volume, p. 220). There are very 
few mentions, symbolic or practical, of domestic hearths 
in Greek literature of the Classical period. Of these, 
most are in tragedy, a genre full of deliberate archaisms 
like kings and queens (Vernant 1983, 134-8; see also 
Tsakirgis, this volume). Fixed hearths must have been 
similarly archaic. 

Much more important in Classical texts are 
references to the communal hearth of the city (in 
democratic Athens, located in the Prytaneion in the 
Agora, where the councillors on duty and any guests of 
the city would dine at public expense, e.g. Pindar, 
Neme an 11, line 1; Andokides i 44 2). Hearths, along 
with dining rooms (in form like the andrones of private 
houses; see Lynch, this volume) were also a prominent 
feature of sanctuaries. The brief Homeric Hymn to Hestia 
probably refers to the hearth of a sanctuary rather than 
to the hearth of a domestic house. This is not surprising 
as communal dining was at the heart of animal sacrifice 
(but rare in private houses, Jameson 1990^, 194, n. 37), 
and heavy-duty meat-eating was not a mundane 
domestic activity but a celebratory one. It is almost as 
if, in Classical Greece, the hearth moves out of the 
domestic sphere into public and communal life (but that 
is another story). In any case, the few references to 
hearths in private houses (e.g. Lysias i 27) do not imply 
the regularity or even the existence of permanent, fixed 
hearths (see Tsakirgis, this volume). 

THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE: THE 
IMPACT OF OLYNTHOS 

The first sizeable group of Greek houses of the Classical 
period to be studied in any detail were those of fourth- 
century Olynthos, in northern Greece. The work of the 
excavators, Robinson and Graham (1930; 1938), along 
with that of Mylonas (1940; 1946) has formed the basis 
for most studies of Greek domestic housing up to the 
present (e.g. Nevett 1999), and a new full-scale re- 
evaluation of the site has just been published (Cahill 
2002). Though the excavators, working in the 1920s and 
1930s, could not and did not excavate the site as one 
might today (for a good analysis of the archaeological 
problems see Nevett 1999, 57-61), their contribution 
has been enormous. 

However, the early work on the Olynthos houses has 
left behind a scholarly heritage which has coloured later 
(including recent) studies in particular ways which are 
not always obvious. First, the large area of grid-planned, 
'estate' housing excavated was presumed to represent 
the 'typical' Hellenic house of the Classical period, and 
more emphasis was placed on normative features and 
arrangements than on variation and differentiation 
within the site. Hence, discussions of 'bathrooms' or 
'courtyards', for example, tend to focus on 'typical' 
features. This normative thrust is also visible in later 
studies, particularly (though not exclusively) those of 
Hoepfner and Schwandner (1994; cf. Ault 2000, 484- 
5). Moreover, features which appear at Olynthos are 
viewed as 'typical' or 'normal' in comparison with other 
sites which may be construed as anomalous. Such 
normative thinking may also underpin the development 
of uniform notions of 'the domestic realm' and its roles 
and activities in Greek life. Cahill, however, has 
recognised the need to escape this kind of thinking, and 
has argued convincingly against the notion of 'type- 
houses' (2000, 500-1; 2002, 82-4). 

Second, as part of their normative approach, the 
excavators attempted to find conformity between the 
archaeological remains at Olynthos and the generally 
idealising literary source material (Robinson and 
Graham 1938, 144-5, 155-6). Most of the latter is Athe- 
nian and it is difficult to know how relevant it is to other 
places in the Greek world (Nevett 1999, 6-7; Antonaccio 
2000, 518, 521-5). Although the political, social and 
environmental/climatic contexts of Athens were quite 
different from those of Olynthos, there were at least some 
genuine historical connections. More problematic are the 
attempts (especially those of Mylonas) to reconcile the 
Roman architectural writer Vitruvius' description of 'the 
Greek house' with the houses of Olynthos, discussed 
above in relation to the notion of the oecus (Robinson 
and Graham 1938, 162-3, 167-9, 172). 

Third, as a result of both the above, the excavators 
attempted to assign fixed room functions and 
differentiated activity areas to spaces within houses. 
This has persisted as a common practice in studies of 



HOUSE CLEARANCE: UNPACKING THE 'KITCHEN' IN CLASSICAL GREECE 235 

Greek houses until very recently, particularly in regard 
to the division of house space as gendered (Walker 1983; 
Ault 19940; Hoepfner and Schwandner 1994, 328-9; 
Nevett 1994; 1995). More nuanced approaches 
postulating temporal and spatial flexibility have been 
developed in recent years (Jameson 19900; 1990^, 184; 
Goldberg 1999; Nevett 1999; Antonaccio 2000, 528-32; 
Ault 2000, 490; Foxhall 2000; Cahill 2002, 161). 
However, the need for interpreting the social use of 
Greek domestic space flexibly and dynamically is 
particularly evident when tracking food preparation, 
cooking and eating. 

HEARTHS AND COOKING PLACES 

Oddly, it has long been recognised that many, or even 
most, Greek houses have no fixed, permanent kitchens 
or cooking places (Sparkes 1962, 127, 129; Jameson 
19900, 98; 1990/», 184, 193; Hoepfner and Schwandner 
1994, 328; Goldberg 1999, 146-7). The evidence of 
cooking pottery and equipment confirms the impression 
given by the architectural remains. Nonetheless, 
archaeologists have regularly identified 'hearths' and 
'kitchens' serving as a symbolic and physical core of 
Greek households (Ault 1987 [superseded by Ault 
19940, I04> 231-2]; Jameson 19900, 98-9; 1990^, 192- 
3; Ault 2000, 489; Cahill 2000, 501). 

Hearths appear most often in houses in northern 
Greece, as at the site of Kassope in Epirus or at 
Olynthos. At Olynthos hearths were part of features 
identified as 'flues', which Cahill (1991; 2000; 2002, 80- 
1, 160-2), following the excavators (Robinson and 
Graham 1938), has identified as 'kitchen-complexes' 
because of the amount of domestic pottery and general 
household rubbish associated with them. Over 100 
houses were explored on the site, 50 of which were fully 
excavated (Robinson 1946, v; Nevett 1999, 53). 
However, not all Olynthian houses have 'flues' or 
'kitchens' (Cahill 2000, 501). Cahill suggests that 
although they may have been used for cooking, another 
important function may have been for heat, and heating 
water for the 'bathrooms' which are frequently adjacent 
to them. In fact, the excavators discovered fixed hearths 
in only seven houses, and identified 30 'kitchens', mostly 
in 'flues' (Robinson and Graham 1938, 186). 

Houses in southern Greece only rarely have fixed 
and/or substantial hearths. Nonetheless, archaeologists 
have positively identified hearths in a number of 
instances where the material remains do not always 
justify the identification, simply because a hearth and a 
kitchen 'ought to be there'. 

The Vari House and the Dema House, both rural 
dwellings in Attica, the territory of Athens, are good 
examples of determined efforts to locate hearths and 
kitchens (cf. Rotroff 1999, 67-70). The urban houses 
of Halieis provide an excellent body of material 
for investigating cooking facilities and activities in 
an urban setting. 

The Vari House (FIG. 25.1) 
In the Vari House, room 1, furnished with two 
compartments used for storage, a broken column-base 
(perhaps originally installed in the courtyard as part of 
the portico), was found set in the floor at the south- 
eastern corner of the room, in an area of dark and ashy 
soil. It is likely to have served for some portion of the 
life of the house (not the earliest, given the recycled 
column-base) as the base for a portable brazier. However 
it seems to be below the level of the whole pots stored 
in the western part of the room, and thus does not 
date to the latest phase of the very short period of 
occupation of the house (Jones et al 1973, 364). The 
likelihood is that this feature was used for cooking/ 
heating for only a very short time, and perhaps not 
regularly even when it was in use. 

Rooms III and IV appear to have been divided by a 
rubble buttress-cum-partition some time during the 
lifetime of the house. Room IV contains a low base made 
of flat stones and ceramic 'pithos lid' sherds. Its function 
was unclear. According to the excavators 'there was, at 
least, no trace of burning on the stones or any deposit 
of ash to prove its use as a hearth or as a stand for a 
brazier' (Jones et al 1973, 365). The east wall of room 
IV had a narrow bench projecting from it. The highest 
in situ stone of this feature was about 0.15 m higher 
than the stone socle of the wall, suggesting the 'bench' 
was built against a pre-existing mud-brick wall. Between 
the base and the bench, comparatively little free floor 
space remained in room IV (1 m2 in the centre and strips 
on the north and south sides 2 x 1.25 m): 6 m2 in 
contrast to over 10.5 m2 in the other sizeable rooms in 
the north portion of the house. 

In area IX, the eastern extension of the courtyard, 
which may or may not have been roofed, there was an 
anomalous column-base in the north-west corner. It 
does not match the column-bases of the portico in the 
courtyard: it is smaller and the top surface is flat. That 
it was sitting on the floor surface, not embedded in the 
floor, suggests that it may have had some other use than 
supporting a column. Supporting a brazier is one 
possibility, though as there are no traces of ash or 
burning recorded, this suggestion is highly speculative. 

In summary, then, there is no evidence for a 
permanent, fixed hearth in the Vari House. There are 
at least two and possibly more candidates for 'cooking 
places' where a portable brazier was used. None seems 
to have been in use for the entire lifetime of the house. 

The Dema House (FIG. 25.2) 
In the Dema House, in the north-west corner of room 
III (the largest room in the house), where underlying 
bedrock rises to the level of the earth floor, there was 'a 
thin localized red and black burnt layer round the rock' 
(Jones et al 1962, 77). This feature suggests the use of 
a portable brazier, using the exposed rock as a base for 
it, and the room was in consequence dubbed a 'living 
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Fig. 25.1. Plan of the Vari House (after Jones et al 1973). 

kitchen' by the excavators (Jones et al. 1962, no; cf. 
Morris 1998/», 215-16; Nevett 1999, 84). 

In the centre of room IV was a shallow, flat-bottomed 
oval pit. The sides were lined with a row of broken tiles 
and stones set on edge. It had an earth floor and the fill 
was mostly fine, dark grey silt. The excavators comment 
that: 'its use as a hearth was considered, but there was 
no sign of direct heat on the floor or lining, nor of 
fragments of coarse ashes or charcoal indicative of open 
fires' (Jones et al. 1962, 78). Area VIII, the courtyard, 
was poorly preserved, perhaps obliterating traces of 
another cooking area. Like the Vari House, then, several 
different features could have been 'cooking places', 
though none appears to have been in use for the entire 

span of the house's occupation. The excavators were 
concerned by the lack of clearly identifiable kitchens 
here and at Olynthos (Jones et al. 1962, no and n. 80). 
A subsequent interpretative study located the 'kitchen' 
in room III and fully restored a 'hearth' in room IV 
(Walker 1983, 88, fig. 6.3a). 

The Halieis houses (FIG. 25.3 0, b) 
The houses at the urban site of Halieis, studied most 
recently by Ault (19940), display the same lack of 
'kitchens' and hearths, lest this trend appear to be a 
peculiarity of rural houses. Parts of around 25 houses 
were excavated by American teams during the 1960s 
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Fig. 25.2. Plan of the Dema House (after jf ones et al. 1Ç62). 

and 1970s. Ault studied a group of five excavated houses 
(Houses 7, A, C, D, E) with their associated artefacts 
from the fourth-century, grid-planned lower town in 
meticulous detail. Only Houses 7 and A were fully 
excavated (Ault 19940, I09)- 

House 7 is the largest of these houses (Ault 2000, 
485-90), located next to the south-east gate of the city. 
Like corner houses at other urban sites (e.g. Olynthos) 
it is rather larger and somewhat different in plan from 
the other houses. This house contains the most 
substantial hearth on the site, located at the end of the 
partition wall between room 7-17 (an extension of the 
courtyard) and room 7-16. There is an area of plaster 
flooring on the east side. Ault comments that: 'the 
presence of the hearth, and the absence of traces of 
industrial activity to suggest otherwise, allows 
immediate identification of Rooms 7-16/17 as a 
kitchen'. Ault argues that the hearth (Ault 19940, 99; 
Ault and Nevett 1999, 51; cf. Ault 2000, 489-90) and 
the exceptionally large number of cooking pots found 
near the hearth (19940, IO4~5) support the identification 
of rooms 7-1 6/ 17 as a kitchen. In fact, large numbers 
of cooking pots were found in the courtyard (Loci III, 
IV, VII: Ault 19940, IO2~3, 348). Many fragments of 

metal also came from the hearth (Ault 19940, I0^~7' 
suggesting that it may have been used for other purposes 
instead of or in addition to cooking. 

As noted, House 7 is somewhat unusual in size and 
configuration. The range and type of ceramic finds in 
House 7 are similar to other houses, but compared to 
House A (the only other fully excavated house) the 
numbers of fineware cups and coarseware serving and 
food preparation vessels are very high (FIG. 25.4). A 
number of vessels were found in the street just outside 
the house (Locus I: Ault 19940, 262, 286). Also, in 
contrast to other houses where almost no animal bones 
were found, significant numbers were found in this 
house. Similarly, significantly more shells (from edible 
shellfish) were found (House 7: 189; House A: 37; House 
C: 112; House D: 28). These differences might suggest 
that House 7 served as a 'taverna' as well as a dwelling 
house, conveniently situated as it was on a street entering 
the city. A parallel for Halieis House 7 might be found 
at Olynthos, in 'The House of Many Colors' (Cahill 
2002, 31 fig. 8, 85-97). Here the 'kitchen-complex' has 
one of the few examples of what might be a barbecue 
pit, containing the bones of sheep, goat, cattle, pig and 
deer (Cahill 2002, 89), and a number of other distinctive 
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Fig. 25.3 (a) Halieis, House 7 (after Ault içç4a); (b) Halieis, House A (after Ault 1994a). 
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Fig. 25.4. Comparison of ceramic artefact types and numbers from H alieis House 7 and House A (data 
derived from Ault 1994a). 

features suggest that this house too could have served 
as both 'taverna' and private dwelling.1 

House A is much smaller than House 7. No hearth 
or burned areas were recorded by the excavators. Two 
rooms, 6-83 and 6-84, were identified by Ault (19940, 
123) as a kitchen-bath complex ('oecus'). Both rooms 
were plastered over much of the walls and floor. 
However, 6-83 contained a feature consisting of a 
plastered platform with jars sunk into it (Ault 19940, 
1 2 1-3), which was either part of a pressing installation 
or, alternatively, a treading floor or part of a dyeing 
installation. This seems odd in a family 'kitchen' (cf. Ault 
19940, ̂ o)- Although a number of the cooking pots 
found on the site came from the area of these two rooms 
(expectable in any case if they were used for processing/ 
industrial activities part of the time), even more cooking 
pots were found in the courtyard (Loci I, II, VI). 

House C, not fully excavated, bore no trace of a 
'kitchen' or cooking place. Most of the cooking pottery 
was located in the courtyard and even more was 
apparently dumped or stored in room 6-56 (Ault 19940, 
1 5 1-2). Ault was worried by the lack of a kitchen (Ault 
19940, X53: 4iï is hard to believe that a dwelling so large 
and pretentious as House C had no fixed kitchen'). 
However, the lack of any built features and the spread 
of artefacts suggest exactly this. 

House D included a full pressing installation in room 
6-29 (Ault 19940, x62-3). Room 6-30 contained the 
remains of a hearth, a U-shaped line of fired earth (Ault 
19940, 166-7). When excavated it was packed with cera- 

mic debris, suggesting that it may not have been in use 
in the later phases of occupation. Its presence may have 
more to do with the press than with domestic cooking. 

In House E, Ault (19940, 188) identifies the partially 
excavated room 6-16 as a 'kitchen', partly on the 
grounds of its proximity to the bathroom at 6-17 and 
partly because of the find of a ceramic portable brazier. 
However, it is impossible to be certain that this is a fixed 
(or the only) cooking area. Four whole cooking/serving 
vessels and seven whole serving/tableware vessels, 
plus fragments of other domestic pottery were found 
in the courtyard, in Locus XVII. Ault and Nevett (1999, 
48) have suggested that these were originally stored in 
room 6-17, but it is equally possible that they were 
used in the courtyard. 

Ault has generally assumed that the Halieis houses 
largely functioned as single-family dwellings. He has 
argued for the existence of a kitchen-bath complex as a 

1 'The House of Many Colors' (Cahill 2002, 3 1 fig. 8) is located 
on a corner at a crossroads, and possesses a substantial andron 
on the corner adjoining two streets. There is evidence for large- 
scale storage in pithoi and amphoras (Cahill 2002, 89, 94), 
and a probable cistern in the exedra (Cahill 2002, 94), although 
the small courtyard, unusually, lacks the evidence for house- 
hold activities found in other Olynthian houses (Cahill 2002, 
87-8, 96). It is more highly decorated with wall paintings than 

any other house; even the 'kitchen' is painted (Cahill 2002, 
85). See also Kelly 2000. 
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regularly recurring feature in the Halieis houses, similar 
to the 'oecus unit' identified at Olynthos, and for which 
he adopts this same term (Ault 19940, 23 x~4> 2000, 489). 
He identifies this unit in two of the five houses he 
studied in detail (A, E) and in one partially excavated 
house (B; Ault 19940, 233)- 

As with the Dema and Vari Houses, it would seem 
that in Halieis cooking areas were not fixed, and moved 
around over the lifetime of the house. Nor is it clear 
that 'cooking' in all of these houses was purely domestic. 
Over the whole site (parts of about 25 houses excavated) 
only three hearths were found (Ault 19940, 2O3 and n. 
23). One of these, in House D, may be associated with a 
press or industrial installation, the other with 
'commercial' or at least 'supra-domestic' cooking in 
House 7. In House E fragments of a portable brazier 
were found: evidence of cooking activity but not of a 
fixed kitchen. Hence, the presence of fixed hearths in 
excavated houses may indicate non-domestic (or 
'supra-domestic') activities. Large ovens, barbecue pits 
or other major cooking facilities are also not associated 
with any of these houses. 

It is also clear (even allowing for poor recording and 
collection practices in older excavations) that for the 
most part relatively few animal bones are found in or 
near Greek domestic houses, even in refuse deposits, in 
comparison with other kinds of sites, notably 
sanctuaries. Therefore, when substantial numbers of 
animal bones are found, as in House 7 at Halieis, they 
may bear special significance. 

COOKING EQUIPMENT 
Brian Sparkes established long ago (Sparkes 1962; 1965; 
Sparkes and Talcott 1970) that Greek cooking and food- 
processing equipment is highly portable. His research 
focused on the deposits of 'domestic' pottery from the 
Athenian Agora, which probably came originally from 
a mixture of domestic, commercial and even sacred 
contexts (Sparkes 1962, 121; Kelly 2000). However, the 
substance of his work has been confirmed by more 
recent archaeological survey and excavations. 

Almost all Greek cooking equipment is ceramic: 
metal was too expensive for mundane domestic use in 
such large quantities (Sparkes 1962, 123-4). In most 
houses only a relatively few pot shapes used for actual 
cooking are found, and most are open 'casserole' type 
vessels (round-bottomed chytra, lekanis, lopas, many 
with lids). There are also other food-processing vessels 
(mortars, strainers/sieves, ladles), equipment (portable 
braziers and portable ovens, grills) and storage vessels 
for liquids and solids. Most of these are relatively small 
in size: for example, lopades generally range from about 
o. 1 5-0.2 m in diameter, and larger chytrai are 0. 1 5-0.25 
m high, and are often similar in capacity to an average 
modern saucepan. 

The numbers of these cooking and food-processing 
vessels found in Greek houses compared to drinking 

and serving vessels is relatively (and surprisingly) small 
(see Rotroff 1999, 68). The proportion of fineware cups 
(and I use this term in a typological sense, without 
prejudging the precise functions of these vessels) is high 
in comparison with cooking wares and coarsewares, but 
appears to vary with house-type and location (Foxhall 
2004; FIGS. 25.5-6). 

These observations are certainly partly related to 
consumption, discard (including differential breakage) 
and site formation processes (including post-occupation 
deposition), but they may also indicate that cooking 
done in the house was relatively simple and limited. 
Fineware cups break quite easily. However cooking pots 
in constant use, repeatedly subjected to direct heating 
and cooling, must also have broken and been replaced 
quite regularly. Given the substantial size of Greek 
households, the relatively small size and limited 
numbers of cooking vessels suggests that 'meals' were 
not prepared for large numbers of people simultaneously 
on a regular basis at home. (In contrast, storage vessels 
are, of course, often very large.) 

CONCLUSIONS 

This analysis suggests that 'kitchen' is an inappropriate 
term to use in relation to Greek houses. The concept 
of 'kitchen' implies a relatively modern set of domestic 
activities confined to specific areas of a house and 
with implications for notions of domesticity and 
domestic organisation for which there are no 
counterparts in Classical Greece. To use this term to 
select, define or explain specific spaces, features and 
assemblages in Greek houses is to distort and mis- 
represent these elements in their social and 
archaeological contexts. 

A good example of this is the relationship of cooking 
to eating and meals in any of the houses investigated 
here. What would a 'family meal' have meant in any 
practical sense? In our terms, of course, they did not 
exist. Only rarely are 'family meals' represented in 
literary accounts, and such depictions may not be very 
realistic. For example, in Demosthenes (xlvii 55) a wife, 
her children and the elderly ex-slave nanny are depicted 
at a meal. But a number of other household members 
(the husband, the slaves) do not appear to be eating at 
the same time; instead they are engaged in other 
activities. In reality family life and family meals were 
probably quite fragmented temporally and spatially. 
Cooking was not a job for 'nice' Greek ladies, but was 
considered drudgery and work for slaves. In a household 
with female slave labour available, it would be feasible 
and probably sensible, given the problems of trying to 
store cooked food in a Greek house, to cook small 
amounts daily or several times per day (e.g. lunch three 
times over for different groups) rather than to cook large 
amounts all at once. Greek households consisted of a 
wide range of people of different ages and statuses. We 
know that men and women did not always eat together. 
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Fig. 25.5 (a-e) Percentage of different ceramic types at the Dema, Vari and Halieis houses (data derived from Jones et 
al. 1962; Jones et al 1973; Ault içç4a). 
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Fig. 25.6. Percentage of [inervare cups in the ceramic assemblages of the Demaf Vari and H alieis houses (data derived 
from Jones et al 1962; Jones et al 1973; Ault 1994a). 

Did slave and free? Or old and young? Cooking and 
eating were going on all the time, and were not 
necessarily tightly structured activities most of the time. 
Cooking places were regularly moved, sometimes 
seasonally, sometimes for other reasons. 

We misunderstand Greek households if we attribute 
to them our own traditional ideals of cosy Sunday 
lunches with the family huddled round the hearth or 
even sitting round the andron. Strong values of familial 
commensality and the symbolic matrix of hearth and 
home were not central features of Greek domestic life, 
though they may have played a role in Greek public 
political ideology. Indeed, the contrast between the 
casual nature of cooking and eating within the household 

and the elaborate meals and rituals associated with 
formal dining in more public contexts (including the 
symposium) may well have enhanced the symbolic 
significance of the latter. This is only one example of 
how the social construction of domesticity can differ 
radically from what we imagine. 
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