Reflective Report
[bookmark: _GoBack]The royal tombs of Vergina and the understanding of who is interred there can be rather confusing when first exploring the site. When entering the argument and debate as to whether Phillip II or Phillip III Arrhidaios is the inhabitant of tomb II, it may seem peculiar to see so many scholars jump to the side of Phillip II, such as Mugsgrave and Prag’s decision to exclude Phillip III from the list of possible candidates.[footnoteRef:1] Yet as one visits the site and comes to understand the surrounding area, the reasons behind this favouritism become clearer to comprehend. My report as a result, will reflect on how the surrounding area and remains found within the tomb affect the overall understanding of the site, and how that comprehension may change the views of whose final resting place Vergina is. [1:  Mugsgrave and Prag] 

The site of Vergina, which is also known by its ancient name Aigai, is situated south of Thessaloniki, and was considered the first capital of the kingdom of Macedon.[footnoteRef:2] While the modern settlement of Vergina is built around the tombs on the smoother plains surrounding them, the ancient city of Aigai was slightly further away up the incline, with the palace complex situated above the city. arriving at the town I was surprised to see it laid out in this way, as I believed that they would be closer together. I learnt that this setup was a common practice in Greek cities, with cemeteries built on the outskirts of the city, usually outside the wall.[footnoteRef:3] In comparison, the palace was built high up away from the flatter lands of the modern town, up a steep climb that, as the lecturers proved to us on the trip, would have been very difficult to climb up. [2:  Kottaridi 2012]  [3:  Aigai 2012] 

I was confused however with the placement of the town. As the ancient city was built around the palace, I believed that today as well they would continue to be built around it, and initially I believed that it was due to the tourism that the tombs provided. However, with further research I learnt that this was not the case whatsoever. Instead of a focus on the tombs for revenue being the reason for the town. I learnt that the modern-day town was built long before the formal excavation of the Great Tumulus started.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Aigai 2012] 

[image: ]When researching the archaeological museum that contained the artefacts and remains found within the tombs, I was [image: ]introduced to the beautiful gold works that where found.[footnoteRef:5] This did install within me the notion that the site would be richly decorated, and that many precious materials would be seen. Though gold was the primary precious good found in the site, I was still surprised to see just how extensive there were in terms of precious materials that were buried within the tomb, especially those that came from Tomb II. Though there is evidence for plundering in the early 3rd century BC[footnoteRef:6], the fragments of ivory couches, bronze shields, jewellery, and even some fabrics remained in relatively well-preserved states. Though I knew from my research that most of the remains found were well preserved, I was still surprised to discover this was all due to the museum being not only lit in low emitting lights, but also due to the fact the essentially the museum was built around the excavation of the tombs. This I was amazed to find also meant that the tombs remained preserved as well. the colours that make up the paintings on the walls of the tombs are still vibrant and though faded in some areas, the scenes they play out can still be seen. [5:  The prime example that is used often is the gold oak crown found in tomb II (Kottaridi 2012)]  [6:  Aigai 2012] 
Figure 2 Ivory crouch fragments from tomb II
Figure 1 Golden Oak Crown

[image: ]What impressed and amazed me though is the state that the human remains were found in. After learning that the site had been pillaged long before the excavations, it surprised me to find that at least two of the cases containing the cremated bodies of some of the inhabitants were still in tact and on display in the museum. This is especially so as the cases were not ordinary – both cases with decorated in gold. As the tombs all contained a lot of gold I was not too surprised to find more but learning that they even used gold to create and decorate the final resting places of the kings showed me just how precious that site was to understanding the mindset of the Macedonian royalty.Figure 3 Ash-chest attributed to Phillip II

Yet it is not the box itself that intrigued me, but instead what it contained. In terms of the site of Aigai, the main scholarly debate is nearly completely controlled by the question of who was found in the tomb.[footnoteRef:7] As mentioned above, Philip II is the favoured answer by many scholars, and it is clear from the finds from the site and the surround area why that might be. As Phillip was assassinated at Aigai, it would make sense for him to be buried there. However, the evidence that most scholars point to is the damage done to the skull’s right eye socket. Phillip II was said to have been blinded in the right eye after attending a siege, and according to some scholars the damage on the skull matches the description. However, for some reason many scholars also believe the tomb actually belongs to Alexander’s half-brother Phillip III. Whoever it is, it’s clear to see that the museum is set on the idea that it is Philip II, As it is Philip’s name everywhere in the tomb. [7:  Vergina Handbook 2018] 
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