
MOIO PROJECT 
 
This report concerns the balance of the first semester of work on the “Moio Project”. A first mission 
on the terrain was organized from the 1st to 23rd September 2006. An earlier personal mission, in 
collaboration with Priscilla Munzi, had permitted me to organize the September campaign after 
locating places of conservation of materiel and agreements with the Sovrintendenza. The research 
team that worked in the excavation magazines of the Velia Superintendency consists of Michel Bats 
(CNRS), L. Cavassa (CJB), M. Dewailly (EFR), Pr. Munzi (CJB) and myself. M. Pierobon (CJB) is 
responsible for the graphic documentation; and finally H. Tréziny (MMSH Aix-en-Provence), 
responsible for the study of fortifications. 
 1. Centralizing the documentation. 
   The first step undertaken in the scope of our project of publication was the review and the 
collection of all archaeological documentation produced by the research carried out from 1976 to 
1980 by a French-Italian team. It consists of rather varied documentation (excavation notebooks, 
US index cards, inventories of finds, graphic, cartographic and photographic documentation), that 
present themselves in a heterogeneous manner from the point of view of the criteria adopted in the 
interventions on the terrain and from the point of view of conservation. This operation of review 
and collection has been rather inconvenient to the extent that the documentation was dispersed 
between Italy and France or in different offices. At present the documentation is on the contrary 
centralized in the quarters of the Centre Jean Bérard, within the framework of its sponsorship of our 
project. From now on we have begun a system of numbering, of scansion of slides and photographs 
and elaboration of plates. We have proceeded, of course, to comparative analyses and the meditated 
reading of all the available documentation. This re-reading of the written documentation has been 
carried out in parallel with the verification of all the material. A fundamental stage was then the 
reconstitution of stratigraphic contexts with the associated archaeological finds. The necessity of 
confronting the study of the ceramic material from the site has rendered imperative the choice of a 
working method capable of managing the ensemble of existing data and those produced by the 
ongoing research. 
 2. Perfecting the methodology. 
  2.1 A system of registering 
In order to achieve the management and systematic organization of all the documentary data, we 
have decided to employ the SYSLAT system. This system, created and experimented since 1983 on 
the proto-historic site of Lattes (Hérault) by a group of CNRS researchers (M. Py, M. Bats, J.L. 
Fiches: cf. M. Py et al., Lattara 10. Syslat 3. 1. Système d'information archéologique. Manuel de 
référence, Lattes, ARALO/AFAN, 1997), has been adopted and tested in Italy as well by the 
Università di Napoli “L’Orientale” in collaboration with a team from the Centre Jean Bérard of 
Naples on the site of Cuma. SYSLAT permits guaranteeing not only the uniformity of the 
documentation criteria and the procedures of description and interaction of all the data (US, 
cartographic, photographic, index cards of material, etc.), but also the management and the 
treatment, at different levels, of the totality of information furnished by the research. These data are 
also completed by the utilization of procedures of statistical as well as quantitative calculations. 
 2.2 The choice of a context: the urbanized area 
Among the diverse excavated realities (fortifications, sanctuary, blocks of habitation), it seemed 
important to us to begin the work by choosing a coherent context for a typological and 
chronological classification of the pottery finds. The habitation areas seemed to us to respond to this 
criterion in the measure where they are connected to daily human activities of a group. This study 
mission thus allowed us to reunite a coherent and homogenous documentation of block KLM 70-73, 
through the analysis both of the stratigraphy and the finds. The archaeological material began to be 
studied according to a double perspective:  a) chronological, to propose a reliable dating of the 
structures built, and b) sociological, to try to identify the community that lived in this habitat. 
  



 
 
 
 2.3 Selected data. 
The extensive exploration of block KLM 70-73 has given back to us, considering the surface 
explored (130 m2), a large quantity of pottery fragments:  4,858 fragments for 698 individuals.1 By 
number of fragments, the common pottery represents 58.5% of the pottery as a whole, 28.4% for the 
black-painted, and 11.3% for the amphorae; the red-figured, the small plastic and the unguentaria 
do not represent more than a weak percentage. The proportion is inverted when the count comptage 
takes into consideration the distribution of the individuals:  47% for the black-painted, 46.1% for 
the common pottery and 3.6% for the amphorae. This aspect is naturally strictly linked to the shapes 
and to the clay utilized in each of the categories. It would seem, nevertheless, that the counting by 
individuals permits taking a better measure of the ceramic facies of the context examined, above all 
concerning, a priori, a habitation. The counts by functional categories are, in effect, very significant. 
In the same way as the other archaeological contexts examined, the key to reading is furnished by 
the shapes represented in each of the two categories. One notes in effect that the whole of the 
drinking and/or eating ware is black-painted while the cooking ware is uniquely in common pottery. 
In the framework of the tableware, among the pouring vessels, common pottery is largely 
predominant, as well as in almost all the contexts of the same epoch. As it results from the 
descriptions of quantification, the vessels linked to the domain of the kitchen are numerous; it is the 
same for the vases destined for the table. On the contrary, in more limited quantities, we find 
pottery destined for the conservation and the stocking of provisions. The shapes relative to the 
cooking of food dominate within the set of pots and pans in proportion to the shapes linked to the 
preparation of meals or for conservation; when the quantity of vessels for the individual 
consummation of food is greater than that destined for the collective use. These hardly adumbrated 
data should allow us then an anthropological study of the ware. 
 The first conclusions. 
The archaeological research on the site of Moio has restored a great quantity of black-painted ware. 
The technical and morphological analysis of the objects has allowed us to recognise a local and 
regional production\ whose activity developed between the last quarter of the fourth and the third 
quarter of the third centuries, which causes the chronology of the site to be considerably lowered 
(dated to the fifth century by the first excavators – M. Napoli – and to the fourth century by the 
Italian-French excavators). In any case, following this preliminary phase of study of the material of 
block KLM 70-73, two other observations may be made. The first concerns the residual presence in 
the strata studied of some ceramic fragments called in the Ionian tradition (kylikes of type B2, cups 
with one handle), which allows us to suppose some sort of frequentation of the site during the 
fourth quarter of the sixth century BC. The second observation is linked to the attestation, in the 
superficial strata of the block, of a Italic cup in terra sigillata and of a grave found  in square L71, 
containing fragments of paterae in Campanian A and of patina of type 6c in common Italic pottery. 

                                                 
1 The term ‘individual’ defines a specific object with its own characteristics. It constitutes a unity of measure within an 
archaeological context. When the number of fragments does not reflect a veritable quantity of vases utilized in a space-
time context, that of the individuals corresponds to the estimation of the effective quantity of ceramic objects. The 
minimum number of individuals is determined, after verification of the eventual collages and unions, by the greater 
quantity of the representative elements of a vase. 
The minimum number of individuals (MNI) thus corresponds to the numbers of rims and of bottoms according to 
whether there were more rims or more bottoms. The tables of percentages, elaborated on the basis of this principles, 
furnish: 
1) the frequencies of the different categories of material, each one in proportion to the others, 
2) the frequencies of the shapes for each class and 
3) the minimum number of vases present for each of the shapes. 
The information is thus more numerous and more precise than if we proceeded only by weighing and counting of 
fragments. 



They seem to witness another form of frequentation in the second to first centuries BC. The 
material seems to find multiple comparisons not only with the parallel Hellenistic habitats, above all 
with the neighbouring city of Velia, but also with the sites of Tyrrhenian Lucania (Paestum and 
Laos). The considerable presence, however, of drinking vessels seems to us to point to an 
indigenous site. In concomitance, the H. Tréziny’s research underlines how certain of the lapidary 
signs found on the rampart have no parallel at Velia, but find on the contrary exact parallels on the 
ramparts of Serra di Vaglio and in the sanctuary of Rossano, thus in these sites of interior Lucania 
whose indigenous character is without any doubt. The relations with Velia, considered a “bulwark 
of Greekness”, are not lacking, but the material culture signals from now onwards a promiscuity 
with the Lucani. Moio could then graft itself to a capillary form of occupation of the territory on the 
part of the Lucani who occupy, with their dispersed farms, all the territory along the Badolato 
valley. 
 
 
 


