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An archaeobotanical study of Alepotrypa Cave'

Anaya Sarpaki

a.sarpaki@gmail.com

Q¢ avtibwpo tou ‘vbpoAyviouarog’

ABSTRACT

This presentation is centred in the study of the few samples of archaeobotanical material which have been
studied from the Neolithic Cave site of Alepotrypa in 1980. There is a need to incorporate this material
in the up-to-date archaeobotanical debate, which has come to light in Alepotrypa itself, as seen in the
recent monograph (Margaritis 2018), but, further, a dialogue which would include the Peloponnese but
also beyond it.

Alepotrypa Cave, in the Gulf of Diros in southern Peloponnese, served a rich and sizeable com-
munity that lasted for at least 2000 years, during the LN and FN periods (5300-3200 BCE) (Pa-
pathanassopoulos 1996).2 An earthquake dated to the end of the FN (3200 BCE) sealed its
entrance and those inhabitants who had survived in the cave, died of starvation. The cave was
never seen again until its discovery by Anna and Nikos Petrocheilos in 1958.

The main ‘treasure’ of Alepotrypa was the existence of drinking water (a lake of fresh water
was present in the largest chamber) inside the cave, and its stable temperature of 18° C, as
the area close by has neither rivers nor springs. However, an area of c. 1000 stremmata (100
ha) was available, in its larger catchment area, where a landscape would have been perfect for
dry-farming agriculture.? The cave lies about 50 m away from the coast and 16 m above sea

1 I would like to thank the director of the excavation Dr G. Papathanassopoulos for the invitation to study
the archaeobotanical material from Alepotrypa Cave in the summer of 1980 and for his poetic proposition for
naming water flotation as ‘uSpoAixviopd’, which is literally translated as winnowing with water. Moreover, many
thanks are also given to Angeliki Papathanassopoulou for the photos and George Landers for re-touching the
English. This material was collected and processed in 1981.

2 New C14 dates push the dating of the cave back to the Middle Neolithic (see Papathanasiou -lecture delivered
at the Swedish Institute on the 215t March, 2014). See also Papathanasiou et al. (2018) where finds are dated
from 6,000 to 3,200 BCE and thus very early.

3 When Mr and Mrs Petrocheilou found the cave in 1958, the landscape was full of terraces, which are named
‘Aoupeg in this part of the Mani, as the area was cultivated into the 1960s. Unfortunately, this terraced landscape
was, immediately, heavily destroyed in the vicinity of the cave in the 1960s, in order to enlarge Alepotrypa’s
entrance, (Fig. 1) and destroyed much evidence related to the sealing of the cave but, also, of whatever contexts
and habitation existed at its mouth.

AURA 2 (2019): 9-17
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Fig. 1. Landscape of entrance of cave after the destruction of the terraces, where feral almond trees still grew in 1980.

level* (Papathanassopoulos 2011, 47). Results of a geological survey (Mariolakos et al. 1989),
conducted in the area, indicated that there were three shoreline displacements since the Pleis-
tocene and the last of these shows that the sea-level was 5-15 m below the present. In addition,
ancient buildings were identified, but these have not yet been investigated.

HABITATION AT ALEPOTRYPA

Papathanassopoulos (2011, 47-8) has recently re-addressed the issue of the permanent usage
of Alepotrypa and suggests a pattern of ‘periodic’ habitations. The co-existence of burials with
a habitation area, however, are not commonly seen in Neolithic ‘behaviour’, and the interpreta-
tions put forward seem rather incongruous (see also Tomkins 2009). The cave would have been
a dark and damp place, especially as the mouth of the cave was small and would have made
the application of crafts quite difficult to perform, due to the dim light. Therefore, the idea that
Alepotrypa might have been a ‘special’ cave which fulfilled certain repetitive functions pervades
more recent research (Tomkins 2009). If permanent habitation in the area did not take place in
the cave but, somewhere else, such as, perhaps, inland, it does justify Tomkins’ (2009) thesis
that Neolithic cave sites, amongst them Alepotrypa, were special areas and not strictly habita-
tion sites, in which case further investigation is needed across the broader area of Alepotrypa
in order to establish habitation patterns. This same pattern of caves used for special purposes
has been found even to extend to the Ionian islands, such as at Drakaina Cave, Kephalonia
(Stratouli et al. 2014). We cannot, yet, be sure that the reasons for the periodic visitations were

4 Although Mariolakos et al. (1989) mention that it is 20 m above sea-level.
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Fig. 2. Large deep, wide-mouthed storage pits lined with clay.

of the same nature as for Alepotrypa, though the presence of burials seems to indicate a place
for worship and negotiating ancestral rights, amongst other reasons, for its ‘raison d'étre'.s

Prior research had claimed that domestic activities and specialised crafts were conducted
inside the cave, such as weaving, sewing, basketry and tool manufacture (Papathanasopoulos
1996, 83), whereas outside of the cave were claimed to be the potters. Inside were large, deep,
wide-mouthed storage pits lined with clay and encircled by stones (Fig. 2). However, from the
middle of the LN and throughout the FN there seems to have been an economic and social elite
(Papathanassopoulos 1996, 84) which denotes its presence through the objects of prestige, such
as jewellery of silver, bracelets of Spondylus gaederopus shells and, non-utilitarian painted pottery.

No matter what the habitation pattern of the cave, those that were ultimately buried there
seem to have been subsisting mainly on C, plants with little evidence for marine food included
in the diet, according to the stable isotope study (Papathanasiou 2003). The usage of inland
sites as the permanent habitation places of those that used the cave may partly justify this
observation.

5 For a thorough discussion of the dates see Papathanasiou 2018.

6 No loom weight has been identified but just spindle whorls (Papathanassopoulos 2011, 45) and needles and
this, in itself, is perhaps important to define the type of habitation. To my mind, it might not denote a permanent
site, as evidence shows that weaving would have been conducted elsewhere (weave impressions on the base of
pottery) and spinning could be done on the move, whereas weaving needs a permanent ‘space’. At Alepotrypa
we might be seeing the products of these crafts but not the actual process of production which, logically, would
have been practised at their permanent site, probably in the vicinity. Even the pithoi were decorated and this
indicates special care even for daily chores, which might denote some ritual use. Together with the very good
quality of the pottery and the jars related to liquids, they suggest special feasts and again rituals. Had they been
used for daily storage and consumption, one would have expected more plain and undecorated pottery.
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Fig. 3. Photograph of the water flotation tank used at Alepotrypa for the sam-
ples used in this article.

Archaeobotanical remains were collected as alternative lines of evidence to further inves-
tigate the issue of the usage and habitation pattern of the cave. Water flotation” was applied
by the author in the summer of 1981, using a water tank (Fig. 3) in which a mesh size of 1 mm
was adjusted, in square movable sieves, to retain the residue, whereas two standard geological
sieves of 1 mm and 250 pm were used for the collection of the flot.

THE ARCHAEOBOTANY OF ALEPOTRYPA (FIG. 5)

Sixteen (16) small® soil samples (Fig. 4) were water-sieved but only 13 produced archaeobo-
tanical (seed) remains. This is a rather poor assemblage and does not allow us to generalize
about agricultural systems and dietary habits. However, it can provide a record of some of the
species which were cultivated in the area and be used as a basis upon which future studies can
develop.

Two species of cereals were retrieved; hulled barley, Hordeum vulgare and einkorn wheat,

Triticum monococcum. This agrees well with Papathanasiou's (2003) study of the stable isotopes
of populations, amongst others of Alepotrypa, where a consumption of C3 plants seems to

7 Diamant (1979, n. 4) refers to ‘a form of water-sieving’ employed by N. Lambert at Kitsos and Alepotrypa.
The water sieving was shown by Lambert (1972, 859 fig. 21), and was used at first at Alepotrypa and seemed
to be a sort of wet sieving which, obviously, was not designed to collect fine bioarchaeological remains, as Dr
Papathanassopoulos never mentioned, at the time, any seeds collected by this method. The machine used by the
author was a water flotation (not water sieving) which was different from the published example though (Fig. 3).

8 No notes were retrieved but they were of the order of a few litres each (c. up to 2-3 litres)
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Opada AtBouoca TepLoxn oTpWHA apLbpog

226 B Tappog 1 - BoBpog B

227 B Tayppog 1 - BéBpog A 3

227 B Tappog 1 -BoBpog A 4

227 B Tayppog 1 - BéBpog A 4

227 B Tayppog 1 - BéBpog A 5
MétwTo Topn

229 B Kne 1 6
Metpoxeilou
MEtwTo Topn

230 B Hne 2 8
Metpoxeiiou
MéEtwTo Topn

230 B Hne 2 8
Metpoxeiiou
MéEtwTo Topn

232 B Hne 5 1"
Metpoxeiiou
METwTo Topn

232 B Hne 5 11
Metpoxeiiou
MétwTo Topn
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MetpoxeiAov
METWTIO TOpNG

233 B 3 13 most seeds
Metpoxeiiou
MéTwTo Topn

234 B ) s 7 15
Metpoxeilou
METwTo Topng

234 B , 7 16 most seeds
Metpoxeiiou
METWTTO TOoUng

235 B , K 6 18
MNetpoxeiAou
METwTo Topn

235 B , Hne 6 19
Metpoxeiiou
MéETwTo Topn

236 B Hne 5 21
Metpoxeiiou

Métwrto Toung
237 B 1A 22a
Metpoyeirou

Mupd B-topéa BA
238 24
-Tetaptnuopto - 4.8.1981

Mupd B-topéa NA-
239 27
TETAPTNHOPLO - 4.8.81

Fig. 4. List of archaeobotanical samples and their contexts.

have been in their diet. Certainly, this does not exclude the presence of other cereals but, due
to bad preservation other Cerealia could not even be identified to genus level.

Pulses, similarly, were not well preserved and were also fragmented. In addition, there is no
definite indication whether these had been fragmented in antiquity in such a way as to reduce
them to a sort of ‘fava’ or whether they had been broken during excavation and/or water flo-
tation. As a result, only one species can be definitely identified and this is lentil (Lens culinaris).
Due to the size of pulses (medium to large), we can assume that several legumes were culti-
vated, without being able to name them. Moreover, clover types (Trifolium/Medicago sp.) were
present but due to their very small size, they might not have been domesticated species.

Of interest are also other cultivars that seemed to have formed part of the diet of the people
frequenting the cave, such as almond (Prunus amygdalus) which has been found only in frag-
ments and never whole. Also, fig (Ficus carica) and grape (Vitis sp.) were present. Due to the
small number of samples, it is impossible to evaluate the relative importance of the various
fruits. It is possible that this would have been affected by their storage qualities, their pro-
cessing methods, or even by the season of their collection and might not necessarily reflect
cultivation and dietary habits. Moreover, they are fruit that could have been dried and stored
and could have been consumed all year round.
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Sample numbers 0 3 4 5 6 8 11 13 15 16 18 19 21 22a 24 27 TOTAL
species
Cereals
Cerealia 1 5 1 7
Cerealia (cf. Triticum) 1 1
Cerealia frags 7 3 3 6 19
Hordeum sp. (hulled) 1 2 1 4
Triticum sp. 1 1 2
Triticum cf,monococcum 3 3
T.monococcum -glume base 1 1
0
Pulses 0
Lens sp. 1 1
Legume (medium) 1 4 5
Legume (cotyl) (large) 2 2
Legume frags. 2 1 4 7 4 1 2 1 22
Legume frag. (medium) 1 1 2
cf. Legume (Calcified?) 1 1
Trifolium/ Medicago sp.(small) 1 1 2
0
Fruit 0
Vitis frags. 1 1 2
cf. Vitis frags. 0
cf. Ficus carica (charred) 2 2
cf.Ficus carica (mineralised) 0
Ficus carica (charred) 2 1 3 5 1 12
Ficus carica (mineralised) 1 3 1 1 6
fruit skin (cf.F.carica) 1 1 2
Prunus amygdalus frags. 2 6 2 10
cf. P.amygdalus frags. 2 1 3
0
Weeds 0
0
Lolium sp. 1 1 2
Unknown 0
0
Ignota 0
featureless (v,small) 4 4
Ignota (v.damaged) 6 2 1 8 5 22
Shell frags. 2 2
Total 19 6 8 2 1 9 31 1" 29 0 1 5 2 0 15

Fig. 5. Samples with archaeobotanical remains from Alepotrypa Cave.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 ~ 15

Margaritis’ (2018) recent archaeobotanical study of Alepotrypa has, unfortunately, no men-
tion on the number nor the size of samples which were water floated, and therefore, her find-
ings could not be assessed. Einkorn (Triticum monococcum) as well as hulled barley (Hordeum
vulgare) were similarly identified. Two other cereals were also found, emmer (Triticum dicoccum)
and naked wheat (Triticum aestivum/turgidum). However, only spikelet fork from einkorn was
preserved, so the identification of both emmer -perhaps even T.aestivum/turgidum- (all identi-
fied only from a few grains)® need to remain tentative. Just like under-identification, over-iden-
tification can, also, do damage to research.

Margaritis (2018) found lentil (Lens sp.) too and some extra pulses, such as grass pea (Lath-
yrus sativus), and common pea (Pisum sativum). Regarding fruits and nuts, she identified the
same species, such as almond and fig, although grape has only been identified from the present
author’s samples. Clover types and Gramineae were, similarly, also present. Nevertheless, the
great hope we had invested in the study of Margaritis, in providing more answers regarding
diet, agricultural practices and economy, as it is a recent study, compared to the present mate-
rial, which represents data collected more than 30 years ago, with limited possibilities, has left
us with a multitude of unanswered questions.

OTHER ARCHAEOBOTANICAL STUDIES IN THE AREA

Since the study of the archaeobotanical material of the site, research in the field has increased
exponentially and now, isotope analysis has joined in to solve archaeobotanical questions. Ar-
chaeobotanists have been trying to answer problems related to manuring and irrigation for a
long time through the study of weed seeds, but this, of course, demanded the finding of crops
with the accompanying population of weeds, which was not often possible in dry climates,
often due to bad preservation, and certainly not, at the time that Alepotrypa was excavated.
The use of isotope studies of 815N values in conjunction with §13C for investigating the pres-
ence of manure and irrigation at Middle Neolithic Kouphovouno, Laconia, is exemplary (Bo-
gaard et al. 2013) and proves that cereals and pulses,™ especially wheat (but not barley) were
manured. The study by Vaiglova et al. (2014a; 2014b) on Kouphovouno is especially interesting
as it combines crop and animal isotope studies as well as zooarchaeological Mass Spectrom-
etry species identification in order to reconstruct integrated farming practices and investigates
the relationship between crops, animals and humans. This research though remains to date
unique. The other archaeobotanical study at Geraki (Crouwel 1998; 2002) is not yet completed
and its date is later but the species of cultivated plants are the ones which one would have ex-
pected such as grass pea, (Lathyrus cicera), followed by Vicia ervilia, Lens culinaris, and Vicia faba.
Other plant foods were Ficus carica, Amygdalus communis, Vitis vinifera, and from the cereals,
Hordeum vulgare, Triticum monococcum, and some Triticum aestivum/durum.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

The finds at Alepotrypa could well have been the products of common ritual meals or other-
wise, indicate a Place of remembrance and social cohesion, a social landscape so to speak. As
Souvatzi (2013) indicates, Alepotrypa might have aimed at constructing ‘social-cultural affilia-

9 ‘The majority of the grains of the assemblage are fragmented’ (Margaritis 2018, 317).
10 Bogaard does not mention which pulses but if they are Vicia faba they are essentially manured whereas,
often, others are not (ethnographic information).
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tions and a wider sense of cultural uniformity’ which would have united communities and re-
gions with each other. The inferences which have been built up for Drakaina Cave, Kephalonia
(Stratouli et al. 2014) as there, the cereals were processed, that is cracked and, therefore, were
brought prepared to be consumed, something which has not, as yet, been noted at Alepotrypa.
At least not with the material which has been studied so far.

Although there are many caves in Laconia," only about 20, so far, have revealed habitation
in the Neolithic and particularly in its final phase (FN) (Efstathiou-Manolakou 2009, 17). How-
ever, the term ‘habitation’ needs to be re-defined, as there are many ways of inhabiting an
area/cave/site, as there could also be varied types of visitations. Parallel to the pragmatic land-
scape, there must have been another ritual landscape, where populations negotiated cultural,
social, political cohesion. A glimpse into such landscapes is provided by the study of sites such
as Kouphovouno, Drakaina Cave and Alepotrypa. The finds of archaeobotanical remains do
not, necessarily, indicate permanent habitation at Alepotrypa, as was first believed by the exca-
vators. The particularly limited number of samples taken in combination with the low number
of plant remains recovered can only allow a glimpse into the resources used by the people
frequenting the cave and these seem to be in par with the most common food plant resources
consumed in the broader area.

11 Unfortunately, amongst which Kouveleiki cave, Alepochori, dated to the Late NeolithicI and II, and Limnes
Cave (L.N.) are still under study and have no archaeobotanical publications.
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ABSTRACT

This paper publishes two pottery kilns excavated at Plasi in Marathon (Attica) in 2016-17 as part of the
excavations of the Department of History and Archaeology, of the National and Kapodistrian University
of Athens. The morphological and technological traits of these structures are discussed in detail and their
relative dating is considered. A comparative examination of kiln construction technology is included with
the aim of placing the kilns within the broader context of the late Middle Bronze Age. Special emphasis is
given on the study of ‘technological choices’. Integrated in their archaeological context, these choices are
then discussed within the framework of broader societal changes, particularly in relation to the introduc-
tion and spread of new know-how at Plasi. It is argued that certain technological choices associated with
one of the two kilns may relate to the interest of certain individuals in the Middle Bronze Age to produce
and make use of distinctive pottery, at a time when material culture appears to become an increasingly
important element of social discourse.

1. INTRODUCTION®

In 2016-17 two Middle Bronze Age pottery kilns were excavated at Plasi, Marathon, on the east
coast of Attica, about 250m from the modern coastline. The site occupies a low hill between two
streams which cross the Marathon plain and end up into the sea (Fig. 1).2 The first excavations
were conducted in 1969 by the Greek Archaeological Service, under the direction of Spyridon
Marinatos and Efthimios Mastrokostas.? After a long period of abandonment, excavations at
the site resumed in 2014, by the Department of History and Archaeology of the National and
Kapodistrian University of Athens.

The prehistoric occupation at Plasi dates from the Final Neolithic to the end of the LBA. The
earliest architectural remains at the site date to EH II and most likely belong to a settlement
that existed there.* In the MBA, and especially in MH II, Plasi probably had grown into an ex-
tensive coastal fortified settlement. At least one large building of the ‘megaron’ type® was also
in use in MH II. Because of its size, being the third largest known on mainland Greece during

1 Abbreviations used in this text: EH = Early Helladic; MBA = Middle Bronze Age; MH = Middle Helladic; LBA =
Late Bronze Age; LH = Late Helladic.

2 Polychronakou-Sgouritsa et al. 2016, 305.

3 Marinatos 1970a, 5-6; 1970b, 153-55; 1970c, 349; Mastrokostas 1970, 14-21.

4 Polychronakou-Sgouritsa et al. 2016, 306; Information provided by Y. Papadatos.

5 For the problematic use of the term ‘megaron’ see Jung 2000. The term is, therefore, used in quotation marks.

AURA 2 (2019): 19-63
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Fig. 1. Map of Marathon: Plasi (1), Vranas (2), Arnos (3), Tsepi (4), Mound of the Athenians (5), Klopa (6). The streambeds are indi-
cated with blue line.

Fig. 2. General view of the kilns and the surrounding structures: Kiln 1 (1), Kiln 2 (2), the MH ‘megaron’ (3), and cist tombs of the
MH III-LH I cemetery (4-6). With dotted line is marked the trench of the kilns (Trench 008).
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this period, it was described by Marinatos as a ‘palace’ (Fig. 2:3). Smaller buildings, dating also
to the MBA, were located nearby.6

At the end of the MBA and the beginning of the LBA, the area of the ‘megaron’, and an ex-
tensive part of the settlement around it, were used as a cemetery as indicated by the presence
of a number of tombs, mostly cist and built chamber tombs’ (more on the cist tombs below)
(Fig. 2:4-6). A settlement was re-established at the site in the LH IIIA-B phase, and the area be-
came once more a cemetery in the Protogeometric period.?

2. EXCAVATION

Kiln 1 was first identified in 1969, but it was not fully excavated. The excavation appears to
have reached only the upper part of Kiln 1, particularly the first approximately 0.10m of the
combustion chamber (Fig. 3b).° We unfortunately do not possess any substantial information
regarding the documentation and finds of the older excavations.

Re-discovered in 2014, excavation work resumed two years later with the removal of the
fill around Kiln 1. Full excavation of both kilns took place in 2017 by the author, with the help
of undergraduate students of the NKUA and workers. The recording of our excavation was
based on stratigraphic units (SUs) which correspond to deposits, parts of deposits, and cuts.
An SU number was not assigned to features discovered during the excavation (they are simply
described as features). The SUs were used for the identification of strata, which in the post-ex-
cavation analysis were attributed to particular phases of use of the kilns and their wider area.

The main aims of the excavation were to understand the form, structure, technology and
function of the kilns, date them, investigate their relationship to the neighbouring ‘megaron’,
and establish a stratigraphic sequence in this area of the excavation. Dry sieving was employed
extensively to recover small artefacts. Flotation samples were also taken with the aim of recov-
ering organic materials. Following the completion of the excavation, the author studied the
kilns as part of her Masters dissertation at NKUA. This article stems from this research.

3. KILN 1

3.1. KILN 1: EXCAVATION AND STRATIGRAPHY

In the course of our excavation, a number of contexts, namely deposits and cuts (with SU num-
bers) were identified. These contexts are associated with particular strata that appear to relate
to specific ‘phases’ during and after the use of Kiln 1. The post-excavation analysis suggests the
existence of five strata, which are described below in order of excavation.

Stratum I: post-destruction

This stratum is associated with SUs 0080101-05 and SU 0080108, namely a thick homogeneous
layer that covered the area around the kilns (layer’s thickness: ca. 0.35-0.45m). It covered the
area south, east and north of Kiln 1, extending from the preserved upper part of the walls to

Polychronakou-Sgouritsa et al. 2016, 306-10.
Polychronakou-Sgouritsa et al. 2016, 310-1.
Polychronakou-Sgouritsa et al. 2016, 312-3; Theocharaki 1979, 90.
Marinatos 1970a, 5; 1970b, 154; Mastrokostas 1970, 17-8.

O 00N O



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2 + AURA 2

(a) Plan

— Kiln wall
Fallen clay slabs, part of

the destruction layer
Area with clay coating
[0 Ash layer
AZAN Clay slabs for reinforcement

(b) Section AB

EERRITES T

kiln wall
lower excavated

lower excavated
level of Stratum |
\ 325

\ | upper level of the destruction layer

Floor of combustion chamber Stratum I11)

= upper level of Stratum [

(¢) Section CD
i W3
additional clay slab w1 s w3
blocking the NSA 3.66
wall blocking the i/ Ae 8
North Stoking Are: 3
orth St ”‘(SM'/‘\E) — Kiln wall
lower excavated
level after the

level of Stratum I
excavation of

Stratum 111 \

N

Floor of combustion chamber

Floor of combustion chmnbcr—\

223 318

(d) Section EF

and the WSA (Stratum IV)
2
sz 326

8 ==

Firebox and WSA. Level after the

excavation of Stratum V.

3.56

Fig. 3. Kiln 1 at Plasi. Plan and sections. Abbreviations: AC: airway corridor; IW: internal wall; WSA:

west stoking area. Levels are measured in meters above mean sea level.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 $ 23

the bottom level of our excavation around this structure (Fig. 3b). The soil was brown-grey
(Munsell 10 YR 5/3) mixed with stones of different sizes (0.10-0.20m) and sparsely attested. A
great number of potsherds, some 25kg, were found in the south, east and north part of the
layer (SUs 0080101-05) (Table 1). The diagnostic sherds here range from EH II to LH I. More-
over, the excavation of SUs 0080101-05 yielded animal bones, obsidian flakes and blades, sea-
shells, two spindle whorls, an unidentified object made of spondylus gaederopus, an obsidian
core and a stone mortar.

Table 1. Number and weight of non diagnostic and diagnostic sherds from the ex-
cavation of the kilns (Trench 008), arranged by Stratum, SU and date.

Stratum SuU Non diagnostic EH MH-LH I Post LH I
I 0080101 270 (1.88 kg) 30 (0.36 kg) 11 (0.63 kg)
I 0080102 641 (6.27 kg) 59 (0.56 kg) 79 (0.86 kg)
I 0080103 911 (7.36 kg) 77 (0.72 kg) 53(0.81 kg)
I 0080104-5 340 (3.87 kg) 53(0.71 kg) 38 (1.85 kg)
I 0080108 598 (5.95 kg) 51(0.20 kg) 39 (0.8 kg) 3(0.02 kg)
11 0080207 1(0.02 kg)

1I 0080208 11 (0.1 kg) 2(0.01 kg)

III 0080107 7 (0.19 kg)

11 0080109 23(0.24 k) 11 (0.08 k) 3(0.02 kg)
III 0080110 40 (0.53 kg) 8(0.14 kg) 7 (0.03 kg)
III 0080111 7 (0.02 kg) 1(0.01) 1(0.01 kg)
111 0080201 146 (0.84 k) 26 (0.69 kg) 33(0.18 kg)
111 0080202 28(0.17 kg) 10 (0.08 kg) 1(0.01 kg)
111 0080203 25(0.23kg) 3(0.01 kg) 2(0.04 kg)
11 0080204 18(0.11 kg) 11 (0.05 kg) 1(0.01 kg)
11 0080205 66 (0.35 kg) 11 (0.1 kg) 6 (0.03 k)
III 0080206 32(0.21 kg) 7 (0.03 kg) 8(0.03kg)
III 0080209 8(0.04 kq) 2(0.06 kg)
v 0080210 10 (0.04 kg) 1(0.01 kg)

v 0080211 7 (0.03 kg) 3(0.02)

\ 0080212 66 (0.64 kg) 25(0.29 kg) 2(0.02kqg)
v 0080213 21 (0.30 kg) 10 (0.05 kg) 1(0.05 kg)
VI 0080301 46 (0.23 kg) 6(0.01 kg) 1(0.01 kg)
VI 0080302 2(0.01 kg) 1(0.02 kg) 1(0.01 kg)
VI 0080303 4(0.03 kg) 1(0.01 kg)

VI 0080304 9(0.13kg) 4(0.02 kg)

VI 0080305 10 (0.13 kq) 7 (0.04 kq) 2(0.09 kq)
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Fig. 4. Kiln 1 after the removal of the destruction layer. Red arrow indicates the ash layer (Stratum IV) which covered the firebox
and the West Stoking Area.

This layer continued west of the kiln, covering part of the West Stoking Area (WSA). In this area
the layer was excavated as a separate unit, SU 0080108, which yielded a large number of pot-
sherds (7kg) ranging from EH Il to LH I (Table 1), but also some archaic sherds and animal bones.

It is not clear at present what might have caused the formation of this thick homogeneous
layer, and its dating is uncertain. However, the presence of LH I sherds (as the archaic material
could have also been intrusive) appears to provide us with a terminus post quem at least for
the formation of this layer.

Stratum II: burial

A single burial was found inside Kiln 1. A cut (SU 0080207-8) was made in the destruction layer of
the kiln, in its southeast part, in order to create space for the burial (find number: 00802071). The
skeleton was found lying partly on the lower row of mudbricks of Internal Wall 3, and partly on
a layer of mudbricks and clay lumps (SU 0080208) (Fig. 4). The excavation of SUs 0080207-8 pro-
duced twelve EH II and two MH sherds, dated on the basis of their surface treatment (Table 1).

The cut destroyed the eastern part of the internal wall. The fallen clay slabs and soil that cov-
ered the burial appear to be reused material from the original cutting of the destruction level.
This interpretation is reinforced by the fact that the soil of the pit was not different, in terms of
colour and texture, from the rest of the destruction layer of the kiln.

The burial can be dated after the destruction of the kiln (Stratum III). Given a LH I terminus
ante quem for the formation of the destruction layer (more details below), the burial either
belongs to this period or dates shortly thereafter.
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Fig. 5. Strata III, IV and V in the west part of Kiln 1, as seen from the firebox and the WSA.

Stratum III: destruction

This stratum is associated with the destruction of Kiln 1, namely the partial collapse of its struc-
ture. It constitutes, therefore, the terminus ante quem for the end of the use of the kiln. The de-
struction layer was excavated in several SUs (0080107, 0080109-11, 0080201-06, and 0080209).

The destruction layer covered the combustion chamber of the kiln: from the level where our
excavation started, i.e. almost the uppermost point of preservation of the chamber walls to
the clay floor (SUs 0080201-06) (Fig. 3b). It also covered the firebox and the West Stoking Area
(WSA) (SUs 0080109-11). Part of this layer was also found in the North Stoking Area (NSA) (SUs
0080107 and 0080209). The soil was brown-orange (Munsell 7.5 YR 4/6) mixed with intact and
broken clay mudbricks and lumps of clay.

The destruction layer consisted of material originating from the collapse of Kiln 1, i.e. the
WSA, the chamber walls/superstructure, and possibly also the firing floor which would have
separated the combustion from the firing chamber. The clay lumps and mudbricks preserve a
length of 0.05-0.38m and a thickness of 0.04-0.10m. The excavation of this layer yielded mixed
pottery, dating from EH II to LH I (Table 1), obsidian flakes and blades, and a small number of
seashells. Animal bones also came to light with a larger concentration around the burial, in the
southeast part of the kiln (more below).

The destruction of Kiln 1 should be dated before the burial of Stratum II. The latest pottery

from the destruction layer, which is dated to LH I, provides a firm terminus ante quem for the
destruction of the kiln.



26 ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2 « AURA 2

Fig. 6. Kiln 1: combustion chamber (1), firebox (2), internal wall 1 (3), internal wall 2 (4), internal wall 3 (5), airway corridor 1 (6), airway
corridor 2 (7), airway corridor 3 (8), and airway corridor 4 (9).

Stratum 1V: Kiln 1, second phase of use

This stratum represents the second phase of construction and use of Kiln 1. An extensive layer
of Stratum IV is a layer of ash covering the WSA and west firebox (SUs 0080210-11) (Fig. 3a:
grey area). This ash layer was found under the kiln's destruction layer (Stratum III). Apart from
the WSA and west firebox, it also covered a small area to the west of the WSA (Fig. 3a: grey
area). The ash layer was thicker in the area west of Airway Corridor 3 and in the area of the
WSA. It lied above the foundation level of the combustion chamber’s internal walls (Fig. 5) and
is, therefore, considered later than their construction. The excavation of this ash layer yielded
EH II sherds (Table 1) and a few animal bones and seashells. Small lumps of clay were also dis-
covered, probably intrusive from the kiln's destruction layer.

Stratum V: Kiln 1, the refurbishment

In the area of the firebox and in the WSA, under the ash layer, another layer (excavated as SUs
0080212-13) was identified (Fig. 5). This layer was very different in terms of colour and texture,
since it had brown-yellowish colour (Munsell 7.5 YR 3/4) and contained relatively large pebbles
in sparse distribution. It possibly extends in the eastern part of the kiln, below the clay floor
of the combustion chamber, while the three internal walls seem to have been established on
the top of this layer (Fig. 5). This is an important layer, as it reached the foundation level of
the west part of the kiln's wall and of the two ‘jambs’ that form the WSA. It, therefore, appears
to form a ‘fill' associated with the kiln's refurbishment. This ‘fill' formed a level upon which the
refurbished parts of the kiln were founded (more details below). The excavation did not reach
the bottom level of this layer (approximately 0.10m of this layer were excavated) (Fig. 3d), but
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Fig. 7. Kiln 1. Internal wall 1 made of successive rows of horizontally placed mudbricks.

it yielded some animal bones, seashells and obsidian blades and flakes. The pottery from SUs
0080212-13 (Table 1), to which I return below, is important for the dating of the kiln's refurbish-
ment and the second period of is use. It dates from EH II to MH III or MH III/LH 1.

The above stratigraphical evidence clearly suggests the existence of an earlier phase of use,
prior to the refurbishment of Kiln 1. However, the excavation failed to identify any deposits
related to this earlier phase. More on the date of the construction and the earlier phase of use
of Kiln 1 will be discussed below.

3.2. KILN 1: MORPHOLOGICAL CHARACTERISTICS, CONSTRUCTION TECH-
NIQUES AND PHASES OF USE

Kiln 1 is located ca. 5m southwest of the ‘megaron’ (Fig. 2:1). It consists of a roughly circular
chamber, 2.30m in diameter (Fig. 3). The chamber is constructed by clay slabs placed vertically
(Fig. 6:1), ca. 0.30-0.40m in width, ca. 0.60m preserved height and with an average thickness of
0.10m. The thinness of the slabs would not have been able to support the kiln's superstructure.
It is more probable, therefore, that the chamber of the kiln had been dug in the earth and the
clay slabs lined the walls of the pit.

The clay slabs are resistant to high temperatures,’ but additional protection was offered

by a coat of clay which covered the surface of the slabs facing the chamber. This coating was
an important element in making the function of the kiln more effective. It operated as a heat

10 Prillwitz and Hein 2015, 354.
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insulator, allowing for the good circulation of the air. It also filled in the gaps between the clay
slabs and reinforced further the integrity of the chamber walls."

The kilnis preserved at a height of 0.60m and consists of two parts, the combustion chamber
to the east and the firebox to the west (Fig. 6:2). The combustion chamber has three roughly
parallel internal walls oriented east-west (Fig. 6:3-5), which create four airway corridors (Fig.
6:6-9). The width of these corridors ranges from 0.25 to 0.40m and their length from 1.40 to
1.85m. The central internal wall (Internal Wall 2) is the longest (1.44m), while the other two are
slightly shorter (Internal Wall 1: 1.24m; Internal Wall 3: 1.11m) (Fig. 3a). These internal walls
are preserved up to ca. 0.50m in height and they are built of successive rows of mudbricks (Fig.
7). Some of these mudbricks as well as of those that might have originally been part of the su-
perstructure contain potsherds,? i.e. non-plastic inclusions used to make them more resistant
to thermal shock.™

All the surfaces of the combustion chamber, i.e. the internal walls, the floor and the outer
wall, are covered by a yellowish clay coating (Munsell 7.5 YR 7/4). The floor is not entirely flat,
bearing a gentle slope from the west to the east side of the combustion chamber (Fig. 3d).

The firebox in the west part of the kiln is the area where the lit-up fuel was placed in order to
provide the combustion chamber with the needed thermal energy (Fig. 6:2). As already noted,
this part was covered with an ash layer (Figs. 3a, 3d and 4), which in turn was covered by the kiln's
destruction layer. To the west of the firebox area, and particularly west of Airway Corridors 2 and
3, the outer wall of the kiln has an opening. At that point, two clay slabs, functioning as ‘jambs’
were set vertically to the wall of the kiln (Figs. 3 and 6). The north ‘jamb’, with a maximum length
of 0.31m and thickness of 0.10m, is better preserved, while the south jamb’ has been almost
completely destroyed. This stomion-like formation was the West Stoking Area of the kiln (WSA),
namely the area where the fuelling material was placed and lit up.

The WSA was covered by a thick layer of ash, which was a continuation of the ash layer
found in the area of the firebox (Figs. 3a and 3d). After the fuel was introduced through the
stoking area and lit up, it should have been pushed to the east into the firebox.

The clay floor of the combustion chamber did not continue in the firebox and the stoking
area. The excavation underneath the ash layer of the firebox revealed a layer of brown-yellowish
colour (Stratum V), containing relatively large pebbles (Fig. 5). This layer probably extended in the
eastern part of the kiln, below the clay floor of the combustion chamber. It was tentatively inter-
preted as a fill originating from the refurbishment of the kiln sometime in MH III or MH III/LH I.

In the northern part of the kiln, a second stoking area was found (NSA) (Fig. 3a), 0.65m long
and 0.30m high, quite similar to the WSA. It was also equipped with two vertically placed clay
slabs functioning as ‘jambs’, approximately 0.28-0.33m long, placed in the middle of the north
part of the kiln's wall. This stoking area, however, unlike its western counterpart, did not commu-
nicate with the inner part of the combustion chamber, but was built with wide clay slabs blocking
the communication channel between the two parts (Figs. 3a and 3c). It is interesting to note
that this area was not only blocked by a single row of clay slabs, but by two since an additional
clay slab (almost 0.40m wide and 0.50m long) had been placed in front of the former (Figs. 3a
and 3c). Besides, a second clay slab of the same size had been placed on the inner surface of the
northeast part of the kiln (Fig. 3a). Both may have had a retaining function.

11 Prillwitz and Hein 2015, 358.

12 Most of the potsherds are non-diagnostic. Those that are diagnostic (e.g. from a saucer) are of an EH date
and provide a terminus post quem for the dating of the construction of the slabs and the kiln (post-EH II).

13 Prillwitz and Hein 2015, 354.
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Fig. 8. The North Stoking Area of Kiln 1, as seen from the north. Four mudbricks block the stoking area.

Fig. 9. Kiln 1 at the start of the excavation. A row of stones is visible on the northeastern part of the kiln.
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Inside the NSA, four mudbricks, three placed horizontally in the west part and one placed
vertically in the east part (Fig. 8) were covering its full length. Compared to the mudbricks that
form the kiln's internal walls, they are crumblier and have a more intense orange colour. These
mudbricks were possibly placed there, in order to support the NSA during the refurbishment of
the kiln and to prevent the also refurbished kiln's superstructure from collapse.

The lack of any opening or communication channel between the combustion chamber and
the NSA suggests that the latter had gone out of use when the WSA was formed. This is further
corroborated by the orientation of the airway corridors, which are vertical to the mouth of the
NSA (Fig. 3a), and they would have blocked the hot air if this was coming from the NSA. The
above evidence suggests that the NSA had been the original stoking area of the kiln, which had
gone out of use at a later phase.

Outside the northeast part of the kiln a row of stones was placed in such a way as to form
a ‘wall’ surrounding the exterior of the kiln (Fig. 9). This feature, which is 2.10m. long x 0.20m
wide x 0.10m high was probably the remnants of a stone socle that surrounded the entire kiln
at ground level, in order to provide a firmer support to its superstructure.

On the basis of the above evidence, Kiln 1 appears to have had two phases of use. The first
phase involves the construction of the kiln's wall (Fig. 10). During our excavation it was not
possible to identify different construction phases concerning this wall.*4

The NSA (Fig. 10) appears to be the area where the fuel was placed and lit up during the first
phase of use of the kiln. There is no evidence regarding the form of the combustion chamber’s
interior during this phase of use.

As the kiln was refurbished (second phase of use), the original stoking area (NSA) was blocked
and a new one was created to the west (WSA). The west part of the kiln's wall was partly destroyed
in order to create a new opening and accommodate the WSA (Fig. 10). The original floor of the
combustion chamber was removed, a fill of soil and pebbles (Stratum V) was laid and three new in-
ternal walls were founded on the top of that ‘fill'. For obvious reasons, related to the circulation of
the hot air, the internal walls were built parallel to the orientation of the new firebox, i.e. following
a west-east axis. The final operation of this refurbishing activity was the formation of a new clay
floor inside the combustion chamber. Its upper surface was formed on a higher level than both
the foundation level of the internal walls and the wall of the kiln* (Figs. 3b and 3c), clearly sug-
gesting that the clay floor was the last part of this refurbishing activity. The new floor covered the
entire combustion chamber, but it did not cover the west part of the kiln, i.e. the area of the WSA
and the firebox, where the layer of soil and pebbles (Stratum V) was not covered by clay.

The use of the WSA and the firebox during that phase is indicated by the ash layer (Stratum
IV: SUs 0080210-11) (Fig. 10) which was found on top of the aforementioned fill and under the
kiln's destruction layer. The ash layer laid on a higher level than the foundation level of the in-
ternal walls and, therefore, was formed after their construction.

In the north part of the kiln, the NSA was abandoned and blocked. The clay slabs of the new
wall blocked the communication channel between the NSA and the combustion chamber of
the kiln. Further support was achieved by (a) placing two wide clay slabs on the inner surface
of the blocking, creating a kind of double wall (Fig. 10), and (b) placing four large mudbricks in
the NSA (Fig. 8).

14 Tt is possible that the wall of Kiln 1 might have been more angular in the first phase and similar to that of
Kiln 2. The angle preserved in its northeast part, which belongs to the first phase, reinforces this idea (Fig. 10).
15 Our excavation did not reach the foundation level of the kiln wall or of the internal walls and the lower level
of the floor in the combustion chamber.
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Fig. 10. Kiln 1. Phases of use.

The excavation of the kiln did not produce any remains of a perforated firing floor. The
function of such firing floors is twofold; first, to divide the combustion chamber from the firing
chamber and at the same time connect the two by allowing the circulation of hot air from the
firebox through the combustion area to the firing chamber;' second, to function as a floor on
top of which the unfired pots were placed. On this basis, the lack of remains of a perforated
floor does not mean that Kiln 1 did not have a firing floor originally. The presence of internal
walls actually presents strong evidence in support of the existence of some kind of a firing
floor."” Besides, the presence of a firing floor of some sort is a reasonable hypothesis, because,
if the pots had been placed on the floor of the combustion chamber, they would have been ex-

16 Whitbread and Dawson 2015, 335.
17 Examples where internal walls exist alongside a perforated floor in MBA kilns are listed below in the dis-
cussion.
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posed to highly variable and extreme firing temperatures which would have resulted in uneven
firing, misfiring or even breakage of pots, particularly those placed closer to the WSA.

If the kiln had a firing floor, it would have been destroyed first, as the materials fallen from the
superstructure of the kiln would have damaged it. Therefore, part of the fallen material found in
the combustion chamber may actually come from a firing floor. Any firing floor may have also
been disturbed by the burial, which was made in the destruction layer of the combustion chamber
after the abandonment of the kiln (more on the burial below). Yet, we were unable to observe any
perforations in the extant fragments. It is, however, possible that the firing floor of the kiln may
have consisted of a different form, with large clay slabs/mudbricks placed horizontally, one on
top of the other, and in such a way so as to allow the formation of open spaces of quadrilateral
shape.’ Two large, largely intact, mudbricks, which were found almost on the floor of the combus-
tion chamber, may come from the firing floor of the kiln (see e.g. Fig. 3a). The first, lying on Airway
Corridor 1, preserves a maximum length of 0.38m, a maximum width of 0.28m and a thickness
of 0.9-0.10m, while the other slab, found on Airway Corridor 2, preserves a maximum length of
0.32m, a maximum width of 0.26m and a thickness of 0.8m. These mudbricks could therefore
have been used to span the internal walls over the airway corridors and create a flat floor for the
placement of the pots. A final alternative explanation is that the kiln was equipped with a tempo-
rary firing floor, which was re-built before every firing episode. For that reason, artisans could use
parts of large pots, clay or stone slabs, large clay plates or large clay rings, which were removed
after the end of the firing process. These materials could not only span the internal walls, but also
leave openings for the circulation of air, if placed in an appropriate way. Some of the clay slabs
found inside the chambers of the kiln could have been part of a temporary firing floor.

Although there is no direct evidence regarding the kiln's superstructure, namely its roof,
a considerable part of the fallen material found in the destruction layer may actually belong
to it. Whitbread and Dawson mention two types of kiln superstructures. In the first case, the
chamber of the kiln is a cylinder, which is covered by a temporary cover, usually made of clay.
In the second case, kilns have a domed roof. On the upper part of the roof there are holes
which allow the circulation and control of air.” In Kiln 1 at Plasi, a gentle inwards inclination
can be observed on the chamber wall which could indicate the presence of such a domed roof.
Unfortunately, the poor state of preservation of this part of the kiln does not allow us to reach
any safe conclusions.

3.3. KILN 1: THE BURIAL

During the excavation of the destruction layer in the east part of Airway Corridors 3 and 4, in
the southeast part of the combustion chamber of the kiln, an inhumation was found in con-
tracted position, lying on the left side (Figs. 4 and 11).2° The skull was to the south and the legs
to the north. To perform the burial, a pit (Stratum II) had been dug in the destruction layer of
the kiln's chamber (Stratum III). The skeleton was found lying partly on the slabs of Internal
Wall 3 and partly on fallen clay slabs originating from the kiln's destruction layer (SU 0080208)
(Fig. 11). The digging of the burial pit had destroyed the eastern part of the internal wall (Figs.
4 and 11). As mentioned above, the burial postdates the abandonment of the kiln and its (at
least partial) collapse.

18 See e.g. Swan 1984, 64, 69, fig. IX, 80, fig. XX, fig. XXL
19 Whitbread and Dawson 2015, 335.
20 The skeletal remains are currently studied by Dr Eleanna Prevedorou and will be published elsewhere.
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Fig. 11. The burial in Kiln 1.

2cm

I

Fig. 12. Clay spindle whorl found in close proximity to the burial of Kiln 1.

On the top of the skull of the skeleton, an animal's long bone was found (Fig. 11),2" perhaps
originating from the destruction layer that was covering the burial. In the area of the arms,
but not in direct contact with the skeleton, a clay spindle whorl was found (Fig. 12). Although it
may also have originated from the destruction layer, the fact that it was found surrounded by
4-5 limpets may suggest an intentional deposition of offerings associated with the burial. The
spindle has a conical shape and is 4.1cm high (diam. 1.5-4 cm; diameter of perforation: 1cm).
No other finds were found in direct association with the burial. The skeleton was covered by
material of the kiln's destruction layer, which appears to have been reused for the purposes of
covering the burial once the funeral was over.

21 The animal bones are currently studied by Dimitris Filioglou and will be published elsewhere.
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4. KILN 2

4.1. KILN 2: EXCAVATION AND STRATIGRAPHY

A number of contexts, namely deposits (with SU numbers) were identified in the excavation of
Kiln 2. These contexts are associated with particular strata that relate to specific ‘phases’ during
and after the use of Kiln 2. The post-excavation analysis suggests the existence of three strata,
which are described below in order of excavation.

Stratum I: post-destruction

Stratum I was the same as the one observed in the excavation of Kiln 1. It is associated with
SUs 0080101-05 and 0080108. This post-destruction layer covered the area around the kiln,
extending from the preserved upper part of the walls to the bottom level of our excavation
around this structure. The soil was brown-grey (Munsell 10 YR 5/3), mixed with stones of dif-
ferent sizes in sparse distribution (for a description of the finds, an interpretation and dating
of this stratum, see Kiln 1 above).

Stratum VI: destruction

Stratum VI is associated with the destruction of Kiln 2, namely the collapse of its structure and
is, therefore, later than the use of the kiln. The destruction layer was represented in the course
of our excavations by SUs 0080301-05.

The destruction layer covered the kiln's combustion chamber, from the uppermost pre-
served part of the chamber wall (also the upper level of our excavation) down to its clay floor
(Fig. 13b). It also covered the stoking area and the area immediately to the south (Fig. 13a). The
soil was brown-orange (Munsell 7.5 YR 4/6) and contained intact and broken clay mudbricks
and lumps of clay. The mudbricks have a length up to 0.37m and a thickness up to 0.10m.

Stratum VI is associated with the collapsed parts of Kiln 2. However, it also contained some
finds that may have been discarded in the kiln, possibly during or soon after its collapse. These
finds include an obsidian core with evidence of knapping for the production of blades and
traces of reuse on one side (in SU 0080302),%? a stone pestle, a mortar and a murex shell (in SU
0080305). Another stone mortar was found in the southeast area of the kiln, inside the destruc-
tion layer that covered the area outside the kiln (in SU 0080305).

The potsherds discovered in this layer are dated between EH II and MH II-III (Table 1). A
small amount of animal bones, seashells, obsidian flakes and blades were also discovered in
this layer. Given the evidence above and the existence of MH III/LH I tombs in close proximity
to the kiln (more below),? it is possible that Kiln 2 also went out of use some time in MH III or
MH III/LH I.

Stratum VII: phase of use

The use of the kiln is associated with an ash layer that covered the firebox at the southern part
of the kiln (Figs. 13a and 13c), in and around the stoking area, and under the destruction layer
of Kiln 2 (Stratum VI). The ash layer was not excavated. Although there are no potsherds which

22 One of its sides appears to have later been used as a pestle.
23 Polychronakou-Sgouritsa et al. 2016, 310-1.
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can date this phase of the kiln, a MH III or MH III/LH I terminus ante quem for the construction
and use of Kiln 2 is considered possible, given its possible destruction in the aforementioned
time range.

4.2.KILN 2: MORPHOLOGICAL CHARACTERISTICS, CONSTRUCTION TECHNIQUES
AND USE

Kiln 2 (Fig. 13a) is located 1.50m to the south of Kiln 1 (Fig. 2:2). The two kilns present simi-
larities in their construction. The wall of the combustion chamber consists of vertically placed
wide clay slabs, as in the case of Kiln 1 (Fig. 14). These slabs are 0.30-0.40m wide and have
a thickness of 0.08m. The entire length of the wall is preserved, apart from a small missing
segment in the northeast. The chamber has a trapezoidal plan with rounded corners (1.30m x
1.20m) (Fig. 13a). The rounded corners of the kiln help with the effective circulation of the hot
gases inside the chamber.> The inner surface of the wall is coated with clay, which, as in the
case of Kiln 1, would contribute to the stabilization of the clay slabs and their protection from
high temperatures.

As in the case of Kiln 1, it is possible that the chamber of Kiln 2 was constructed inside an
earthen pit, as evidenced by the thin walls, which would require extra support in order to keep
the weight of the superstructure in place.

In the centre of the combustion chamber there is an internal wall, 0.84m long (Fig. 13a).
This wall is built of rows of horizontally placed mudbricks, of which only two rows are pre-
served. Unlike the free-standing internal walls of Kiln 1, in Kiln 2 the internal wall abuts the
kiln's north wall (Fig. 13a). Similar to the internal walls in Kiln 1, this feature is also covered with
clay coating. The coating extends beyond the preserved part of the internal wall suggesting
that this feature originally consisted of more rows of bricks (Fig. 14).

The floor of the combustion chamber is also clay coated (Fig. 13a). This coating appears to
have been made in a similar manner to that found on the floor of the combustion chamber
in Kiln 1. The partial collapse of the north part of the kiln's wall indicates a thickness of 0.05m
for this clay coating. The upper surface of the chamber’s floor is set at a higher level than the
foundation level of the kiln's wall (which our excavation did not reach) (Fig. 13b). The eastern
part of the floor, i.e. to the east of the internal wall, has a more even surface as opposed to the
slightly uneven surface of the western part (Fig. 13b). The clay coating that covers the floor also
continues on the chamber wall.

The partial collapse of the north part of the wall allowed for the identification of a second
clay surface lying underneath the combustion chamber’s clay floor which is about 0.07m thick.
This clay surface probably represents a sub-layer, on which the clay slabs of the kiln's wall had
been founded.

The stoking area was at the southern side of the kiln (Figs. 13a and 15). It consisted of two
vertically-set clay slabs. The excavation inside and around the stoking area revealed the kiln's
destruction layer (Stratum VI). This fallen material probably originates from the upper walls
of the stoking area as well as from the kiln's parts that have collapsed. Under this layer of col-
lapsed material, and further to the south of the stoking area, there was the ash layer of the
firebox (Stratum VII), which was not excavated.

24 Prillwitz and Hein 2015, 354.
25 Prillwitz and Hein 2015, 358.
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Fig. 14. The eastern part of Kiln 2 during the excavation of the destruction layer (Stratum VI). The black arrow indicates the clay
coating covering the surface of the internal wall.

Fig. 15. Kiln 2 after the excavation of the destruction layer.
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An air/communication channel existed between the stoking area and the combustion
chamber of the kiln, facilitating the circulation of the air from the former to the latter. During
the excavation, however, it was not possible to remove the fallen clay slabs that blocked the
opening (Figs. 13a and 13c), because this could cause the collapse of the lintel. The above
suggests that, as in Kiln 1, the firebox was separated from the combustion chamber area,
something reinforced by the complete absence of ash on the floor of the combustion chamber.

As in Kiln 1, there is no evidence for a perforated floor, and none of the clay slabs found in
the destruction layer bear any traces of holes. As already suggested for Kiln 1, a firing floor,
possibly temporary, might have been used, consisting of slabs or other types of clay artefacts.
One large clay slab that can probably be part of a firing floor was found lying on the floor of the
kiln's combustion chamber. This slab preserves a maximum length of 0.37m, a maximum width
of 0.31m, a thickness of 0.10m, and was abutting the northwest part of the kiln's wall (Fig. 13a).

As in the case of Kiln 1, there is no clear evidence for the superstructure. However, part of
the destruction layer probably originates from its superstructure, which seems to have been
made of clay and mudbricks.

5. THE POTTERY FROM THE KILNS AND THE SURROUNDING AREA

Among the pottery excavated from the area, 104 fragments were chronologically diagnostic in
terms of both surface treatment and shape. The diagnostic sherds were divided in two cate-
gories: (1) in terms of both surface treatment and shape and (2) in terms of surface treatment
only. The latter sherds were dated in broad chronological horizons, and only the sherds of the
former category were dated more accurately, due to the combined information by both the
surface treatment and the shape. The following analysis aims to present briefly the different
chronological phases identified in the material found inside and around the kilns. Detailed de-
scriptions of the selected diagnostic sherds can be found in the appendix, while drawings and
photos are in Figures 18-20.

5.1. EARLY HELLADIC II

The earliest pottery dates to EH II and is attested in almost every stratum identified in the
trench, namely in the area around the kilns (Stratum I), the cut of the burial (Stratum II), the
destruction layer of both Kiln 1 (Stratum III) and Kiln 2 (Stratum VI), the ash layer that relates
to the second phase of use of Kiln 1 (Stratum IV) and the fill associated with its refurbishment
(Stratum V) (Table 1).

The vast majority of the pottery fragments identified originate from open vessels, namely
saucers, flat-based as well as ring-based (pedestalled) (P4, P16, P33), sauceboats (P1, P2, P27,
P28), bowls with inturned rims (P3, P29, P31, P32), and basins, including those with inturned
(P17) and often thickened rims (P5, P26) (Tables 2-4).

The surface treatment of the EH II pottery fragments comprises several different techniques.
Usually, surfaces are covered with slip which, after firing, acquire either dark (ranging from red
to dark brown) (P1, P2, P4, P31), or light colour (ranging from buff to yellow) (P5, P16, P28, P33).
Burnished (P17, P26, P29, P32) as well as plain surfaces (P3, P27) are also common. Some frag-
ments that seem to originate from basins preserve plastic decoration (P3) (Tables 2-4).
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Table 2. Diagnostic sherds identified on the basis of surface treatment and shape
from the combustion chamber of Kiln 1 (Stratum III: SUs 0080201-6).

Surface treatment

Dark slipped
Light slipped

Burnished

Plain
TOTAL

Dark burnished

Red burnished
TOTAL

Light burnished

Bichrome
TOTAL

Sherds

Shapes identified
EH
Saucer, sauceboat, bowl with inturned rim
(Pedestalled) saucer, sauceboat

Saucer, sauceboat, bowl with inturned rim, basin

Basin, bow! with inturned rim

MH

Carinated bowl, pedestaled bowl, small bowl/cup

Carinated bowl

MHIII/LHI&LHI
Pedestalled bowl

Open vessel (bowl?)

Table 3. Diagnostic sherds identified on the basis of surface treatment and shape
from the area around the kilns (Stratum I, SUs 0080101-5 and 0080108).

Surface treatment

Dark slipped
Light slipped
Burnished
Plain

Plastic decoration
TOTAL

Dark burnished

Dark on light painted
Red burnished

Incised
TOTAL

Light burnished
Bichrome

TOTAL

Sherds

Shapes identified
EH
Saucer, sauceboat
Bowl with inturned rim, basin
Bowl with inturned rim, basin
Pedestalled saucer, pyxis (?), basin with inturned rim

Basin

MH

Bowl: round; carinated; with loop handle; pedestalled with multiple ribs; with ring-
base; with raised flat base

Kantharos/cup, jug/amphora, pithos
Bowl

Open vessel
MHIII/LHI&LHI

Pedestalled bowl

Open vessel (bowl?)

Table 4. Diagnostic sherds identified on the basis of surface treatment and shape
from the combustion chamber of Kiln 2 (Stratum VI, SUs 0080301-5).

Surface treatment

Dark slipped
Light slipped
Burnished
Plain

TOTAL

Dark on light painted
TOTAL

Sherds

Shapes identified
EH
Bowl with inturned rim
(Pedestalled) saucer
Bowl, basin

Bowl with inturned rim

MH
cup (?)
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5.2. MIDDLE HELLADIC (MAINLY MH II AND MH III)

MH pottery was found in almost every stratum, in the area around the kilns (Stratum I), the
destruction layer of both Kiln 1 (Stratum III) and Kiln 2 (Stratum VI), the ash layer that relates
to the second phase of use of Kiln 1 (Stratum IV) and the fill associated with its refurbishment
(Stratum V) (Table 1).

The diagnostic MH sherds can be divided into two broad categories in terms of surface
treatment: burnished and painted pottery. The dark burnished category is the most prominent
(Tables 2-4), including the vast majority of the MH diagnostic fragments. The surface colour of
the burnished pottery fragments ranges from grey (P9, P19, P22, P23) and brown-grey (P21)
to dark grey-black (P7, P20, P30). Almost all of the burnished fragments originate from bowls
of different types, such as carinated bowls with everted, thickened and hollowed rims (P30),
everted and rounded rims (P9), and, also, everted and pointed rims (P7). There are also bowls
with everted, thickened and moulded rims (P19, P21) and inverted, thickened and hollowed
rims (P8). Pedestalled bowls (P22) were found, mostly with multiple-rib bases (P6). Plain ped-
estal bases, single lower rib pedestal bases, raised flat bases, raised ring bases and flat perfo-
rated bases are also attested. A small bowl or cup with everted, tapering and pointed rim (P20)
is also included in this material. Where the handles of pots are preserved, they are mostly of
two types: either horizontally attached, circular loop handles (P7) or vertically attached strap
handles (P30). In a few occasions, multiple ribs are observed on the bodies of burnished pots
(P9). The surfaces of some dark burnished pots are decorated with incised lines. All the diag-
nostic sherds can be dated to the MH II-III period, but some features (e.g. the multiple-rib
pedestals and the everted, thickened and hollowed rims) continue in MH III/LH 1.2

There are also fragments of burnished pots, which were covered with red slip, but their number
is limited to four diagnostic fragments (Tables 2-3). These sherds mainly come from bowls: one is
carinated (P18) and another is a bowl with irregularly incised lines below the rim (P13).

Only seven diagnostic painted sherds were identified. The decoration consists of brown
bands on a light, mainly buff, background (P10, P11, P12, P34) (Tables 3-4). Some of them
appear to be of the matt-painted category. These potsherds mostly come from closed vessels,
namely pithoi, jugs and/or amphoras (P10, P11, P34). Open vessels are also attested, e.g. a
kantharos/cup specimen (P12). Finally, there is a single example of a sherd decorated with light
bands on red background.

5.3. MH III/LH T AND LH I

Pottery of this period was found in the area around the kilns (Stratum I), and in the destruc-
tion layer of Kiln 1 (Stratum III) (Table 1). The sherds can be divided into two broad categories:
burnished and painted. Most of the sherds are burnished, with dark coloured surfaces (grey,
brown-grey and dark grey-black) being the most prominent (Tables 2-3). These examples come
from bowls, with the most characteristic type being the bowl with high everted, thickened and
hollowed rim, and with carinated body (P8, P30). Apart from the dark burnished pottery, there
are also a few fragments (five in total) with light burnished surfaces (e.g. buff, buff-brown,
yellow-red) which can be dated to LH I (Tables 2-3). They belong mainly to bowls with everted,
plain rims (P14) and to vessels with plain pedestal bases (P25).

26 Hale 2016, 276-88.
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The amount of painted pottery is very low (Table 2-3) and most sherds are diagnostic in
terms of surface treatment only. Three sherds have bichrome painted decoration, consisting of
bands of both red-brown and brown-black colour on buff surfaces (P24). Two more fragments
preserve brown-dark decoration on orange-buff surfaces: one is decorated with horizontal thin
bands and the ‘quirk’ motifZ” (P15) and the other with thin bands on its surface. All of the afore-
mentioned sherds possibly date to LH I.

5.4. POTTERY POSTDATING LH I

The only pottery that postdates LH I comprises three archaic sherds, diagnostic only in terms of
surface treatment, which were found in Stratum I, particularly in the west part of the stratum
(SU 0080108).

6. THE CHRONOLOGY OF THE KILNS

6.1. CHRONOLOGYOF KILN 1

Before discussing the chronology of Kiln 1, it is important to emphasise that the lack of wasters
or misfired pots clearly suggests that the pottery found in the kiln is not directly associated
with its use. Therefore, it does not date the use of the kiln, but provides a useful terminus
(ante or post quem) for the formation of the relevant strata. The evidence for dating the con-
struction, use and abandonment of Kiln 1 comes from the pottery found (a) in the ash layer
which covered the firebox and the West Stoking Area (Stratum IV: SUs 0080210-11), and (b) in
the fill' under the ash layer in the firebox area, which was related to the refurbishing of the
kiln (Stratum V: SUs 0080212-13). Additional, supporting evidence comes from the relation be-
tween the kiln and the surrounding burials.

The ash layer (Stratum 1V) associated with the second phase of the kiln's use produced only
four diagnostic pottery fragments, all dating to EH II (Table 1).22 The underlying layer (Stratum
V), namely the ‘fill' found underneath the ash layer and also associated with the refurbishment
of the kiln, produced more diagnostic sherds (Table 1). Most of these sherds (35 examples) are
dated to the EH II (P26-29). Three grey burnished sherds, however, are MH in date, and two of
them can be dated more precisely. The first is probably MH II, or slightly later, because of the
characteristic carination which is typical of the Grey Burnished pottery of the MH II-III period.?
The second has good parallels from MH III or MH III/LH I contexts (P30).*°

The burial discovered in the combustion chamber of Kiln 1 provides an important terminus
ante quem for the abandonment and destruction of the kiln. As mentioned above, the burial
was placed in a cut that had been formed in the destruction layer of the kiln. This digging ac-
tivity damaged a large part of the southernmost internal wall and disturbed the destruction

27 Mountjoy 1986, 10, Figs. 1.9, 4.3.

28 The dating of these four sherds relies on the treatment of the surface, typical of EH II (Cosmopoulos 2014,
vol. 1, 198-200; Wiencke 2000).

29 At Eleusis, angular bowls appear, mainly, from the MH II period onwards: Cosmopoulos 2014.1, 273-5. At
Mitrou, carinations on Grey Burnished pots appear in Phase 4, dated to MH II Early: Hale 2016, 273.

30 In the publication of the pottery from Kiapha-Thiti, a similar goblet is dated by Maran (1992b, 202-3, Taf.
31.958) to a later phase of MH III period, during which characteristics typical of LH I pottery are also observed.
Another quite similar example from Mitrou is dated by Hale (2016, 282-4, 285, fig. 14.31) to Phase 7, or MH II
Final-MH III.
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Fig. 16. Trench 008 showing the two kilns (with destruction debris still inside them) and two cist tombs.

layer of this part of the kiln. Therefore, the burial was placed there after the kiln had gone out
of use and after its roof had collapsed inside the combustion chamber. Not only was the burial
placed on collapsed material, but it was also covered by it, suggesting that the debris from the
digging of the pit was used to backfill it. A clay conical spindle whorl (Fig. 12) and a few limpets
placed around and under the spindle, are the only objects that can be directly associated with
the burial, but they do not provide a precise dating. The spindle whorl resembles types 93" and
V32 attested at Nichoria and other sites of mainland Greece, such as Eutresis and Eleusis in both
MBA and LBA contexts.® Type 9 appears in MH II (if not already MH I) and continues until the
end of LH IIIB,** while type V starts in MH I and is still in use until LH IIA.

A more precise dating of the burial can be argued on the basis of the broader history of the
site. More specifically, the burial of Kiln 1 seems to be part of the extensive cemetery of burials
made in simple pits, jars, cist and built chamber tombs, which was established among the ruins
of the abandoned MH settlement of Plasi.’® Two cist tombs were actually found in close prox-
imity to the kilns, one just north of Kiln 1(Figs. 2:4 and 16), the other in contact with the west
part of Kiln 2 (Figs. 2:5 and 16). Both tombs were excavated by Marinatos and Mastrokostas in
1969-70, their contents were not recorded, and the only information available is that they date
to the MBA.*” In the course of the new excavations, another cist tomb was discovered, a few
meters to the north of the kilns (Fig. 2:6).3 It contained two burials, which were accompanied

31 Carrington-Smith 1992, 678, fig. 11.2-7.

32 Carrington-Smith 1992, 678, fig. 11.1-V.

33 Goldman 1931, 13, fig. 265; Cosmopoulos 2014.1, 440-1.

34 Carrington-Smith 1992, 680, tab. 11-2: Type 9.

35 Carrington-Smith 1992, 679, tab. 11-2: Type V.

36 Polychronakou-Sgouritsa et al. 2016, 310-1.

37 Marinatos 1970a, 5-6; 1970b, 153-55; 1970c, 349; Mastrokostas 1970, 14-21.
38 Polychronakou-Sgouritsa et al. 2016, 310, fig. 19.7.
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by three pots dated to MH III/LH 1. More cist and built chamber tombs were found over the
last three years, all dated to the MH III/LH I period.#

The burial in Kiln 1 was cut into the destruction layer of the kiln (Stratum III), and, therefore,
it is dated after the kiln's destruction. The pottery of Stratum Il ranges from EH I to LH I (Table
1 and catalogued sherds P16-25), suggesting that LH I is the terminus ante quem for the de-
struction of the kiln, while the burial either belongs to this period or dates shortly thereafter.

To sum up, the pottery evidence for the construction date of Kiln 1 is inconclusive. Besides, it
is not possible to date precisely the two phases of use. However, the presence of MH III or MH
[II/LH I pottery in Stratum V, underneath the internal walls and the floor of the second phase of
use, may suggest that the refurbishment of the kiln occurred sometime in MH III/LH I or in MH
IIT the earliest. On the other hand, the end of the use of the kiln is clearer. As the destruction
layer (Stratum III) appears to have a LH I terminus ante quem, the end of the kiln's use can be
placed in LH I or shortly before that date. As the entire area of the MH settlement at Plasi was
transformed into an extensive cemetery by MH III/LH 1, it is reasonable to suggest that it was
during this time that the use of Kiln 1 came to an end.

6.2. CHRONOLOGY OF KILN 2

As in the case of Kiln 1, the lack of wasters or misfired pots in Kiln 2 suggests that the pot-
tery found inside and around the structure is not directly associated with its operation, and,
therefore, cannot provide a secure dating for the use of the kiln. Nevertheless, it may provide
a useful terminus (ante or post quem) for the formation of the relevant deposits. In Kiln 2, the
pottery that can provide such evidence comes from the destruction layer (Stratum VI). The ma-
jority of the diagnostic sherds found inside the kiln date to the EH II period (19 sherds), while
only four fragments date to MH, possibly as late as MH III (Table 1 and catalogued sherds P31-
34). Given this evidence, Kiln 2 went out of use possibly some time in MH III period.

Of particular importance for the dating of Kiln 2 is the cist tomb found in contact with its
west side (Figs. 2:5, 13b, 15 and 16). It is rather improbable that the kiln was used at the same
time with the tomb, as its east slab abuts the west side of the kiln. Therefore, it seems likely
that the cist was constructed at a time when Kiln 2 was out of use. The tomb was excavated by
Marinatos and Mastrokostas, and there is no evidence for its contents and dating.*? It appears,
however, to be part of the extensive cemetery that was established in the area in MH III/LH I1.%3
Therefore, MH III/LH I constitutes a terminus ante quem for the abandonment of the kiln.

6.3. CONCLUSIONS

The above evidence, along with the construction similarities between the kilns, seem to sug-
gest that both kilns were built and used contemporaneously. To conclude, a tentative dating

39 Polychronakou-Sgouritsa et al. 2016, 311, fig. 19.8.

40 Y. Papadatos and G. Vavouranakis pers. comm.

41 Plasiis not the only example of a MH kiln that received burials after the end of its use. Pits to accommodate
burials were also dug inside the two MH kilns found on the Aetos hill below the Menelaion (Catling 2009, 188-
90). Similarly, at the Makrygianni plot in Athens, a grave dating between MH and LH II was found very close to
the east MH kiln (Venieri 2010, 190).

42 Marinatos 1970a, 5-6; 1970b, 153-5;1970c, 349; Mastrokostas 1970, 14-21.

43 Polychronakou-Sgouritsa et al. 2016, 310-1.
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based on present evidence suggests a MH III or MH III/LH I date of construction and use for
both kilns, which probably went out of use sometime in MH III/LH I, i.e. when the settlement
was abandoned and the area was transformed into an extensive cemetery, with tombs placed
inside and outside the ruins of the buildings.

7. THE KILNS OF PLASTIN THEIR BROADER HISTORICAL AND SPATIAL CONTEXT

7.1 KILN STUDIES: METHODOLOGICAL ASPECTS

The state of preservation of the MH kilns in the Greek Mainland, the usual lack of wasters, and
the incomplete documentation of many of these pottery kilns does not easily allow the classifi-
cation of the Plasi kilns into a specific ‘group’ on the basis of certain morphological traits. More
importantly, and as argued by Whitbread and Dawson,* it is worth noting that understanding
only the kilns’ form does not imply understanding their function. The same type of kiln can be
used for the application of different firing techniques, while in two morphologically different
kilns the same firing techniques can be applied. Moreover, the same kiln can be used for firing
different wares through the application of different firing techniques. Experimental studies
have shown that firing techniques are complicated and complex processes, in which the form
of the structure used for the firing is only one of the many parameters which affect the firing
process.* Additionally, the form of the kiln cannot provide evidence for other important pa-
rameters that also have an effect on the firing process, such as the quality of the raw materials
used, as well as the techniques applied during the firing processes.*

It is also important not to be guided by an evolutionary interpretation according to which
there is a continuous effort over time towards improved kiln technology, better firing or more
efficient pottery production.#” Furthermore, it has become clear in scholarship that kiln typolo-
gies* are not in their own right effective for interpreting kilns in their social settings. Instead,
we should examine every kiln as a ‘technological equipment’ that was used in specific social
contexts and under the influence of specific technological traditions.* In that case, kilns can be
seen as constructions that are related to the acquisition and application of technical know-how
and as elements for the study of exchange networks of technical knowledge.* For this reason,
it is important to examine, in addition to the form, also the technological characteristics of the
kiln's construction technology, and, if possible, try to reconstruct the firing techniques applied
in the kiln.

The study of these characteristics allows for the identification of ‘technological choices’,
namely the adoption of specific technological traits among others available.s* Furthermore, in
order to understand and interpret the choices made by the potters, it is important to study not
only the technological aspects but also the related social and ideological factors.52 At the same
time, the examination of changes in construction technology can help us discern patterns of

44 Whitbread and Dawson 2015, 340. See also Prillwitz and Hein 2015, 352.

45 Gosellain 1992; Livingstone-Smith 2001; Thér 2014.

46 Whitbread and Dawson 2015, 337.

47 Livingstone-Smith 2001, 992, 999.

48 Hasaki 2002; Hansen-Streily 2000; Davaras 1980; Cuomo Di Caprio 1978; Delcroix and Huot 1972, 79-82.
49 Livingstone-Smith 2001, 999.

50 Whitbread and Dawson 2015; Prillwitz and Hein 2015.

51 Lemonnier 1993, 2.

52 Lemonnier 1993, 2-6.
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adoption or rejection of new techniques, which will then have to be interpreted within the so-
cial settings where these kilns were made.*

Kilns can also provide valuable evidence for the organization of production, when studied
within their archaeological context.> Such integrated studies should include the examination
of the kilns in association with other archaeological remains, such as the position of the kilns
in the settlements and their relation with specific buildings or special districts which can shed
light on contexts of production.>> The presence, near the kilns, of other technical processes that
relate to the same or different craft activities can allow the examination of the production’s
intensity, namely the amount of time producers spend in these activities.> It is within this the-
oretical framework that the two kilns at Plasi are discussed in the present study.

It should be noted that, a complete study of kiln technology and its integration into a wider
social context presupposes a thorough reconstruction of the firing techniques, which is pos-
sible only through the parallel study of the firing techniques on the finished products,” i.e.
the pots fired in the kilns. However, in this case that was not possible not only because it was
beyond the scope of this study, but also because the excavation did not produce any wasters
or clay vases that could be clearly associated with the use of the kilns.

7.2 THE PLASI KILNS IN THE BROADER CONTEXT OF MH KILN TECHNOLOGY

The two kilns at Plasi appear to belong to the two-chambers updraft type,* which is the most
commonly attested type in this period in mainland Greece. Its main characteristic is the sep-
aration of the combustion chamber from the firing chamber by a firing floor. The separation
of these two spaces leads to more effective control of the hot gases, which is also achieved
through the effective management of the fuel and the use of the kiln's air vents.®

Open fires, pit fires, and kilns with single chambers may, when good know-how is available,
allow the potter to achieve a similar control over firing conditions as a two-chamber kiln.®'
What differentiates them, however, is that the updraft kiln provides a more homogeneous air
distribution system, while its use presupposes the adoption of special methods of control over
the firing conditions, over the intensity of the temperature rise, and over the preservation of
the maximum temperature.®? Therefore, the adoption of the two-chamber updraft type can
be connected with the production of pots that are submitted to less differentiated firing con-
ditions and, for that reason, demonstrate more uniformity and standardization as far as their
final appearance is concerned.

From the 19 MBA kilns known to date (Fig. 17), the two-chamber updraft type is more widely
attested from MH II onwards, as examples from Kolonna,® the Makrygianni plot,* and Lerna®

53 Dobres and Hoffman 1999, 3.

54 Costin 1991.

55 Costin 1991, 11-5.

56 Costin 1991, 30-2.

57 Costin 1991, 43-4.

58 Thér 2014, 80, fig. 2.Tk

59 Whitbread and Dawson 2015, 334-7; Rye 1981, 100.
60 Thér 2014, 88; Whitbread and Dawson 2015, 334.

61 Gosellain 1992; Livingstone-Smith 2001.

62 Thér 2014, 78-9.

63 Kolonna kiln: Sporn et al. 2017, 90-2; Walter 2004, 127.
64 Makrygianni plot east and west kilns: Venieri 2010, 188-9.
65 Lerna kiln 3: Caskey 1956, 159.
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suggest.®® Although there are updraft kilns in use prior to MH 11,7 most of the earlier kilns are
equipped with one chamber, as e.g. the EBA kilns at Proskynas in Lokris® and at Polychrono in
Chalkidiki.®®* The wider adoption of updraft kilns in MH II may be connected with an increased
need during this period to better control the firing processes and, therefore, the appearance
of the finished products.

An important characteristic of the MH two-chamber kilns, which is also present at Plasi, is
the existence of underground or semi-underground combustion chambers. Where evidence
exists, it appears that a pit was first dug in the shape of the kiln which was then lined with
stones or clay slabs.” This technological choice is important, as the formation of underground
or semi-underground chambers contributes to better preservation of the temperature and
also facilitates the development of high temperatures.”

Another characteristic that MH kilns have in common is the existence of a firebox that is
separated from the combustion chamber. This feature shows a concern to remove the vessels
from direct contact with the fuel, indicating the choice of the potters to protect their products
from thermal shock and to achieve a better distribution of the hot gases. Two of the kilns dis-
cussed here, Plasi Kiln 1 and Aetos Kiln 1, demonstrate special characteristics in connection to
this. In Plasi Kiln 1, the stoking area is located approximately 0.50m away from the combustion
chamber, allowing a relatively large space for the firebox. The existence of this firebox, which
is also 1.5m wide, resulted in a better distribution of the hot gases before they reached the
combustion and the firing chamber. In the Aetos kiln, the firebox is very spacious (1.55x1m) by
comparison to the combustion chamber (0.54m in diameter), a fact that possibly indicates the
special care taken to place the pottery as far as possible from the fuel area and the gases with
the highest temperature.”

Despite, however, general similarities in typology and construction, two-chamber updraft
kilns bear also some differences as far as construction technology is concerned. The first differ-
ence relates to the existence of a permanent or a temporary firing floor. In some MH kilns there
are traces of a permanent perforated firing floor placed on internal walls in the combustion
chamber.” In other examples, however, no traces of such a feature are preserved, though its
existence can be speculated on the presence of internal walls (e.g. the two Plasi kilns discussed

66 For some of the kilns noted on the map (Fig. 17), there is only a brief mention: e.g. Mycenae (Wace 1949,
47), Petromagoula Zarkou (Hasaki 2002, 409, appendix 1, no. 107), Lousika (Filis 2016, 29), and the two kilns at
Chania Gavrolimnis (Archaeology in Greece Online, ID2396). Only the kilns with sufficient published information
are discussed in this paper. The MH III-LH I kiln at Mitrou, east Lokris, is only noted on the map, as its publication
is forthcoming: I am grateful to Dr Aleydis Van de Moortel for the information provided. For kiln 3 at Kirrha:
although it is dated by Skorda (2010, 659-60) to LH I, it is included in this discussion as it clearly relates to Kirrha
kilns 1 and 2 (Skorda 2010, 653-5) and provides a good case study for the long history of use of this area of the
settlement as a ‘pottery workshop'.

67 E.g. the Eretria kiln (Krause and Tuor 1981, 83-4; Touchais 1982, 597; Tuor 1981, 83-4) and, probably, the
Aetos kilns (Catling 1982, 35; 2009, 186-7), if early MH. For the dating of the Aetos kilns see Catling 2009, 186-7,
189-91, 194-7.

68 Zachou 2004, 1270.

69 Pappa 1990a, 317-18; 1990b, 389-91.

70 E.g. Eretria (Krause and Tuor 1981, 83-4; Touchais 1982, 597; Tuor 1981, 83-4), Kirrha (Skorda 2010, 653-8),
and, possibly, Aetos (Catling 1982, 35; 2009, 186-7).

71 Whitbread at al. 2015, 335.

72 Catling 1982, 35; 2009, 186.

73 E.g. at Eretria (Krause and Tuor 1981, 83-4; Touchais 1982, 597; Tuor 1981, 83-4), Kolonna (Sporn et al. 2017,
90-2; Walter 2004, 127), Lerna (Caskey 1956, 159 [kin 3]), and Aetos kiln 2 (Catling 1982, 35; 2009, 186-7). Aetos
kiln 1, based on its similarity with kiln 2, may also have been equipped with such a feature (Catling 1982, 35;
2009, 186).
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Fig. 17. Map showing sites with MH kilns.

here).”* The kilns, where no such traces are preserved, are equipped with long internal walls,
an element that may have offered good support to a temporary firing floor (see also above).

The size of the kiln is an important parameter, because it is associated with the maximum
quantity of pottery that can be fired in every firing episode, the size of vessels that can be fired,
and the quantity of fuel required to achieve the effective firing of the pottery. Most of the MH
kilns have a maximum length of 1.75m or a maximum diameter of 1.40m. On this basis, Plasi
Kiln 1 with an internal diameter of 2.30m is one of the largest MH kilns, comparable only to kiln
3 at Kirrha, which dates in LH 1.7 Plasi Kiln 2, on the other hand, measuring 1.30m by 1.40m, is
of average size.

The type and number of internal walls in MH kilns also varies. Some are equipped with short
cylindrical or quadrilateral internal walls,”s while others have longer internal walls (e.g. the kilns

74 Also at the Makrygianni plot east kiln (Venieri 2010, 188-89), Lerna kilns 1-3 (Caskey 1956, 158-9), and Kirrha
kilns 1 and 2 (Skorda 2010, 653-5).

75 Skorda 2010, 656-8.

76 E.g.Eretria (Krause and Tuor 1981, 83-4; Touchais 1982, 597; Tuor 1981, 83-4), Makrygianni east kiln (Venieri
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at Plasi, Lerna,” and Kirrha). Although most examples feature one internal wall, Plasi 1 and
Kirrha 3 are equipped with three internal walls.

In terms of materials used in the construction of MBA kilns further variations can be noted.
The combustion chambers and fireboxes were built of stones”™ or clay slabs.® The Kolonna kiln
is exceptional in that the wall of a building was used as the wall of the chamber that was subse-
quently lined up with clay slabs to form the interior of the kiln.8" The use of stones or clay slabs
does not influence the thermal insulation of the kilns. Clay slabs should simply be fired prior to
the use of the kiln in order to become more resistant to high temperatures. A technique which
increases the resistance of the clay slabs in high temperature and which was also applied in the
case of the Plasi kilns is the addition of non-plastic inclusions in their fabric (e.g. small stones,
pottery fragments or sand).s

In those examples where sufficient evidence is preserved, a clay coating can be observed
covering the inside of the kiln (i.e. the wall and floor of the combustion chamber and the in-
ternal walls). Both kilns at Plasi preserve a coating of buff-orange colour which covers the inner
surfaces of the clay slabs forming the kilns’ walls, the floors of their combustions chambers
and the surfaces of the internal walls. Exceptional is the case of the Aetos kilns, where the pisé
technique was employed for the coating of the inner surfaces of the kilns’ walls.®* The use of a
material prepared with mud and organic inclusions insulates the kiln and reduces the thermal
energy affecting the surfaces of the kiln.8*

In the case of the Kolonna kiln, this coating contained a calcium-rich material, probably
limestone/calcite.® The use of a calcareous lining contributes, according to Prillwitz and Hein,
to the reduction of the thermal energy transferred from the fuel to the walls of the kiln. At the
same time, the decomposition of the calcite between 800 and 900°C consumes more energy
and causes a more reducing atmosphere by the release of CO,.#¢ This process was in some
cases desirable, especially when the potter wanted to fire the wares in a reducing atmosphere.
In addition, the calcareous clays develop a stable microstructure within 850 and 1050°C,?
which contributes to the formation of a sealed lined surface. The potters who probably had the
know-how in relation to the firing of calcareous clays probably were using this expertise in the
construction and thermal insulation of the kiln walls.®

From the short discussion made above on MBA kiln technology, it appears that the two-
chamber updraft kiln formed the prevailing type in that period, and especially from the MH
IT phase onwards. Certain similarities exist among those MH kilns, as do differences in their
construction. A clear ‘tradition’ in practice cannot yet be identified, not least as there are still

2010, 188-9), and Kolonna (Sporn et al. 2017, 90-2; Walter 2004, 127).

77 Caskey 1956, 158-59 (kilns 1-3).

78 Skorda 2010, 653-58 (kilns 1-3).

79 E.g. Eretria (Krause and Tuor 1981, 83-4; Touchais 1982, 597; Tuor 1981, 83-4), Makrygianni plot (Venieri
2010, 188-89, the east kiln and possibly also the west kiln), Lerna (Caskey 1956, 159, [kiln 3]).

80 E.g. Plasi 1-2, Aetos 1-2 (Catling 1982, 35; 2009, 186-87), Lerna 1-2 (Caskey 1956, 158-59) and Kirrha 1-3
(Skorda 2010, 653-8).

81 Walter 2004, 127.

82 Prillwitz and Hein 2015, 354.

83 Catling 1982, 35; 2009, 186-7.

84 Prillwitz and Hein 2015, 354.

85 Prillwitz and Hein 2015, 358.

86 Prillwitz and Hein 2015, 358.

87 Maniatis and Tite 1981, 66.

88 Prillwitz and Hein 2015, 359.
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few fully published examples of MH kilns and we are hampered further by the poor preserva-
tion of most extant cases. Nevertheless, there appears to be a series of technological choices
that the makers of these structures made and which had an impact on their finished products.
The Plasi kilns belong to this standard type of the two-chamber updraft kiln, and they present
all the basic characteristics of this type, such as the existence of an underground combustion
chamber and the clear separation of the combustion chamber from the firebox. However, Kiln
1 presents distinctive characteristics with respect to the unusually large size of its combustion
chamber, the existence of multiple internal walls and the presence of a large firebox allowing
for a better control of the circulation of the hot gases.

7.3. KILNS AS INDICATORS OF POTTERY WORKSHOPS AND EVIDENCE FOR
PRODUCTION ORGANIZATION

Like all known MH kilns, the two kilns at Plasi have been found in a settlement context.®
Some of these kilns, such as the kiln at Kolonna* and kilns 1 and 2 at Kirrha,”" were clearly
connected with a specific building, a feature that could indicate that pottery production was
‘household’-controlled (though admittedly the function of these buildings is not always clear).
In other instances, however, as at Eretria, Makrygianni, Lerna and Kirrha (kiln 3), it is not pos-
sible to assess the relationship of the pottery kilns with specific buildings or the settlement as
awhole. In the case of Plasi, the two kilns are located in direct proximity to the MH ‘megaron’.®2
However, the chronological resolution of both the kilns and the ‘megaron’ does not permit any
safe conclusions concerning their temporal relation. The ‘megaron’ is generally considered MH
IT in date,” but it probably continued into MH IIL** If the latter proved to be the case, then a
relationship between the kilns and this building would indeed be possible.

As in the case of Plasi, MH kilns more or less contemporary in date of construction and/or
use often appear in pairs in the same area of other settlements, as well.*> In these cases, the
pairs demonstrate similar morphological and technological traits, a point that seems to indi-
cate that they were constructed following similar know-how principles and belonged to the
same or comparable technological traditions.®® Yet, similar morphological and technological
traits do not necessarily indicate that the pairs were used for the application of the same firing
techniques.?” Due to the lack of relevant evidence, e.g. wasters or misfired ceramic products,

89 E.g. Eretria (Touchais 1981, 847; Krause and Tuor 1981, 83); Aetos: Catling (2009, 194) mentions that MH
pottery has been found in the wider area of the kilns, a fact that indicates the existence of MH layers. He
also states that “there was active MH occupation on the Aetos”; Makrygianni plot (Venieri 2010, 187-94); Lerna
(Caskey 1956 158-59); Kolonna (Sporn et al. 2017, 90-2; Walter 2004, 113-29); Kirrha (Skorda 2010, 654, 658).

90 Sporn et al. 2017, 90-2; Walter 2004, 127.

91 Skorda 2010, 654.

92 Concerning the elevation correlation between the kilns and the MH building, it should be noted that the
northeast corner of the floor of the ‘'megaron’is ca. 0.35-0.40m higher than the upper level of the preserved part
of the kiln's wall. However, the foundations of the walls of the building are approximately at the same level as
the upper preserved parts of the kiln's wall (information provided by Y. Papadatos).

93 Polychronakou-Sgouritsa et al. 2016, 307-10.

94 Balitsari et al. 2019.

95 See e.g. Aetos: according to Catling (2009, 187), the kilns constitute the earlier architectural remains on
the site and may be contemporary. In Makrygianni plot both kilns date to MH II (Venieri 2010, 188-9), possibly
also Lerna: according to Caskey (1956, 159), kilns 1 and 2 date to one or two phases later than phase Lerna V.C.
96 Yet similar morphological and technological traits do not necessarily indicate that the pairs were used for
the application of the same firing techniques: Whitbread and Dawson 2015, 347.

97 Whitbread and Dawson 2015, 347.
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it is impossible to know the types of vases or wares produced in these kilns. Also, it is possible
that other pottery manufacturing processes took place in the immediate area of the kilns as
suggested by evidence from Kolonna and possibly from the Makrygianni plot.*®

Furthermore, the areas where MH kilns were built appear in a number of cases to have
a long history of use as ‘workshops’ for pottery production and especially for firing pots, as
suggested by the construction of later kilns close to the earlier ones. Changes in the form of
the kilns over time are important, as the adoption of new techniques in kiln construction may
relate to economic and socio-political changes.®® At Plasi, Kiln 1 was refurbished some time in
MH III or MH III/LH I. The construction of a new firebox, by increasing its size and placing the
fuel further away from the combustion chamber,'® could indicate the application of new firing
techniques aimed at better controlling the firing processes.

Evidence for continuity in the use of an area for firing pottery is seen also at Kirrha. The
damage of Kiln 1 led in MH III/LH I to the construction nearby of a new structure (Kiln 2) with
very similar morphological and technological traits.’”" In LH I, Kiln 3 was constructed about
20m to the west of the aforementioned kilns, featuring differences to Kilns 1-2 in terms of
technology of construction, size and spatial arrangement. Unlike Kilns 1-2, Kiln 3 was built in
an open area. This arrangement allowed for the better handling and collecting of waste gener-
ated by the kiln's use. Moreover, the existence of a significantly larger firing chamber suggests
a need to increase the amount of pots fired in a single episode. The different formation of the
combustion chamber (with three internal walls), the construction of a permanent perforated
floor, and of a system that stabilized both the perforated floor and the superstructure of the
kiln, appear to indicate further changes in kiln technology at LH I Kirrha. According to the ex-
cavator, the changes observed in the construction of Kiln 3 may best be understood within the
framework of the development of new techniques and increased production needs at a time of
intensified contacts and ceramic exchange.'®

8. CONCLUSIONS

The discovery of two MBA pottery kilns at Plasi, possibly contemporary in their construction
and use, holds important information for the organization of pottery production in the settle-
ment. The two kilns display a number of similarities but also have notable differences in their
construction and morphology. Probably built by people sharing the same or similar technolog-
ical traditions, they may have served different purposes: e.g. Kiln 1 has a capacity to fire more
or larger pots than Kiln 2. Furthermore, their contemporary construction and use may indicate
that they were involved in the production of different wares or pots of different sizes. It is also
possible that they were used in rotation, depending on the size or the number of pots that
had to be fired each time. Their type indicates that the people who used them were following

98 A clay disk from a wheel was found very close to the Kolonna kiln and in connection with architectural
remains of Kolonna IX: Sporn et al. 2017, 90-2; GauR 2006, 441. At Makrygianni, a circular carving in the rock to
the northeast of the kilns is interpreted by Venieri as a support for the potter’s wheel: Venieri 2010, 189.

99 Whitbread and Dawson 2015, 347.

100 For a relevant case of gradual increase of the distance between the firebox and the combustion chamber
see Tsetlin 2002, 88, 93, fig. 7.

101 This seems to be the case as well at Lerna, where kilns 1 and 2 and kiln 3 occupied successive settlement
layers of the same area. The similarities of these three kilns both in the plan and the size are important. However,
the lack of evidence does not allow a comparative study of their construction.

102 Skorda 2010, 664.
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the wider trend, observed from MH II onwards, of using two-chamber updraft kilns, a choice
which appears to be associated with an effort to achieve better control over firing conditions
and, consequently, a greater uniformity in the produced pots. The parallel use of two kilns of
different size may also suggest an efficient system for the organization of production, a delib-
erate effort to economize fuel and manpower, and, consequently, an increased degree of craft
specialization.

At some point in MH III or MH III/LH I, Kiln 1 was remodelled and equipped with a more
advanced air circulation system thanks to the construction of a larger firebox and the increase
of the distance between the combustible fuel and the pots. This development, through which
better distribution of hot gases was achieved, was a deliberate technological choice that re-
veals an interest for even better control of the firing process. It may have resulted from experi-
mentation'® as well as demand for greater standardization of the pottery. The remodelled kiln
would have been an innovative structure, but it is impossible to say whether the kiln-builders/
potters at Plasi were pioneers or simply adopted these new techniques from somewhere else.'
Yet, new construction and firing techniques are processes that cannot be transmitted only by
observing the final products, namely the kilns and the pots, but need to be learned through ap-
prenticeship relations.’® The remodelling of Kiln 1 at Plasi could have been originally conceived
at the site, as a result of the experimentation of local potters, or could also be the development
of apprenticeship relations between potters at Plasi and non-local counterparts. Whatever the
case, Plasi Kiln 1 is at present the only MH kiln with such features, which are attested in the
slightly later LH I kiln 3 at Kirrha.

Why the need then to remodel the kiln, and develop better controlled firing techniques? The
kilns at Plasi, as many of the known MH kilns (Fig. 17) are located in northeast Peloponnese,
Attica and the Saronic Gulf, an area where extensive social networking was taking place in MH
[I-MH III/LH I period.' The existence of these networks encouraged the exchange of technical
know-how, most likely through apprenticeship relationships with non-local kiln builders and
potters.’”” At the same time, the use of the updraft type and the improvements to its air circu-
lation system allowed an increased standardization in the appearance of the ceramic products.
The adoption of this advanced know-how at Plasi, which is evidenced first by the adoption of
the two-chamber updraft kiln type and later by the remodelling of Kiln 1, can, therefore, be
connected with a shift towards fulfilling demands for greater standardization.

The direct proximity of the kilns to the MH ‘megaron’ could suggest that the people asso-
ciated with the operation of these two structures were also connected with this building. It
should be noted that the ‘megaron’ seems to be the largest building in the settlement of Plasi,
and one of the largest ‘'megaron’-type buildings in MH southern Aegean, possibly suggesting
a special status within the local community. Furthermore, the proximity of the kilns with the
‘megaron’, may suggest the special importance of ceramic production for the MH settlement of
Plasi. The study of the MH ‘megaron’, the technological study of its pottery and its association
with the kilns’ technology, as well as the continuation of the excavations at Plasi will hopefully

103 Lemonnier 1993, 21.

104 Lemonnier 1993, 21.

105 Whitbread and Dawson 2015, 344-5; Gaul3 et al. 2015, 8.

106 The distribution of Aeginetan Matt-Painted pottery in NE Peloponnese, Attica, central Greece, and Thessaly
offers good evidence for the existence of these networks: Gaul’ and Kiriatzi 2011, 242-3; Maran 2007; Philippa-
Touchais 2007, 99-112; Sarri 2007; Touchais 2007; Lindblom 2001, 40-2; Cosmopoulos et al. 1999, 134-6; 2014,
210-15.

107 See Dobres and Hoffman 1994, 247; for a relevant case: Gorogianni et al. 2016.
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shed further light on the social fabric of this important settlement on the east coast of Attica
and clarify its position in the dynamic social networks of the MBA in this part of the Aegean.
The present study is only a very small, first step towards this direction.
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APPENDIX

CATALOGUE OF SELECTED DIAGNOSTIC SHERDS

(all dimensions given here are maximum)

P1. (Figs. 18 and 20). Stratum I, SU 0080101. Base and lower body from a sauceboat or a ped-
estalled saucer; ring-base (diam. 5cm; h. 0.15cm; th. 0.2cm); surf. treat: solidly covered with
brown slip; fabric: fine; EH II. Comparanda: Wiencke 2000, 584-88, 586, Fig. 11.92 (Types 1 and
4); 604-5, Fig. I1.96; Berger 2004, Taf. 6.27.

P2. (Fig. 18). Stratum I, SU 0080101. Rim, with handle attached, from a sauceboat; plain ta-
pered, straight rim (diam. 16cm; h. 2.8cm; th. 0.4cm) and horizontally attached handle of oval
section (diam. 0.8cm); surf. treat: solidly covered with red-brown slip; fabric: fine; EH II. Com-
paranda: Wiencke 2000, 584-8, 586, Fig. I1.92 (Types 1 and 4).

P3. (Figs. 18 and 20). Stratum I, SU 0080102. Rim and upper body from an incurved bowl;
incurved, thickened rim (diam. 45cm; th. 1.9cm); surf. treat: plastic; fabric: coarse; EH II. Com-
paranda: Wiencke 2000, 337, 336, Fig. [1.4 (P57-P59), 341-3, 342, Fig. I1.6 (P96-P99); Berger 2004,
Taf. 6.21.

P4. (Fig. 18). Stratum I, SU 0080103. Base and lower body from pedestalled saucer or a sauce-
boat; flaring ring-base (diam. 4cm; h. 1cm; th. 0.5cm); surf. treat: solidly covered with brown
slip; fabric: semi-fine; EH II. Comparanda: Wiencke 2000, 584-8, 586, Fig. I1.92 (Type 3); 592-7,
596, Fig. 11.93 (pedestalled types); Berger 2004, Taf. 6.19.

P5. (Figs. 18 and 20). Stratum I, SU 0080103. Rim and upper body, with lug attached, from a
basin; inturned, flat T-rim (diam. 42cm; th. 1.8cm); crescent, pointed lug; surf. treat: solidly
covered with slip of light (buff-orange) colour on orange surface; fabric: coarse; EH II. Com-
paranda: Wiencke 2000, 338 (P68), 339; 394 (P524), 396; Berger 2004, Taf. 6.17.

P6. (Figs. 18 and 20). Stratum I, SU 0080102. Base from a pedestalled bowl; Pedestal multi-
ribbed base (diam. 11cm; h. 4.5 cm; th. 1.1cm); surf. treat: burnished (dark grey surface); fabric:
fine; from MH II to MH III/LH I. Comparanda: multiple-ribbed pedestal bases are produced at
Mitrou from Phase 5 (middle MH II) until Phase 7 (MH III/LH I): Hale 2016, 276-88; Gaul’ and
Smetana 2007, 74, Fig. 6:XXXV-4.

P7. (Figs. 18 and 20). Stratum I, SU 0080102. Rim and upper body, with handle attached, from a
carinated bowl; Everted, slightly pointed rim (diam. 20cm; h. 1.1cm; th. 0.5cm), carinated body
(h. 1.9cm; th. 0.7cm); horizontally attached, circular loop handle (diam. 0.8cm; h. 3.5cm); surf.
treat: burnished (grey-black surface); fabric: fine; late MH I-MH II. Comparanda: horizontally at-
tached circular loop handles, attached on bodysherds belonging to short-shouldered carinated
bowls, make their first appearance at Mitrou in Phase 3 (later MH I) and continue until Phase
4 (early MH 1II): Hale 2016, 271, 273, Fig. 12.12; Gaul3 and Smetana 2007, 74, Fig. 6:XXXV-4,
XXXV-5; 75, Fig. 7:12a/11-1.
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Fig. 18. Pottery from the kilns. Drawings.
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P8. (Figure 18). Stratum I, SU 0080102. Rim from a bowl; everted, thickened, and hollowed rim
(diam. 27cm; h. 3.8cm; th. 1.2cm); surf. treat: harsh burnished (grey-brown surface); fabric: fine;
from MH III to MH III/LH 1. Comparanda: for the dating of the above described type of rim see
Hale 2016, 284, 287, Fig. 15.36; Gauls and Smetana 2007, 78, Fig. 10:Q3/86-1.

P9. (Figure 18). Stratum I, SU 0080103. Rim and upper body from a carinated bowl; everted,
rounded rim (diam. 27cm; th. 0.6cm); carinated body (th. 0.7cm); surf. treat: burnished (grey
surface) and ribbed; fabric: fine; MH II-III. Comparanda: Hale 2016, 275, Fig. 12.8, 12; Cos-
mopoulos 2014, Vol.2, Figs. 17.401, 18.433.

P10. (Figures 18 and 20). Stratum I, SU 0080103. Neck and upper body from a closed vessel,
amphora or jug; concave neck (diam. 16cm; h. 3.1cm; th. 0.9cm) and convex body (h. 3.5cm; th.
0.6cm); surf. treat: painted decoration, consisting of brown bands on buff-orange burnished
surface; fabric: fine; MH II-III. Comparanda: Siedentopf 1991, Taf. 44. 189, 190; Taf. 67. 330, 331;
Taf. 68.337.

P11. (Figures 18 and 20). Stratum I, SU 0080103. Rim and upper body from a pithos; everted,
slightly pointed rim (diam. 31cm; th.1.2cm); funnel-neck (th. 1.5cm); surf. treat: painted deco-
ration, consisting of brown bands on buff-greenish surface; fabric: fine; MH II. Comparanda:
Siedentopf 1991, Taf. 12.115; Taf. 27.117.

P12. (Figures 18 and 20). Stratum I, SU 0080105. Body fragment, with handle attached, from
a kantharos or a cup; convex body (h. 2cm; th. 0.4cm); vertically attached, high swung strap
handle; surf. treat: painted decoration, consisting of brown bands on plain orange-red surface;
fabric: fine; MH II-III. Comparanda: Gaul3 and Smetana 2007, 74, Fig. 6:XXXV-8; 75, Fig. 7:Pr 199
(12a/11-6); 78, Fig. 10:XXXVIII-5; Siedentopf 1991, Taf. 102.627, Taf. 116.769.

P13. (Figures 18 and 20). Stratum I, SU 0080108. Rim and upper body, from a round bowl;
everted, flattened rim (h. 2cm; th. 0.7cm); convex body (h. 6.6cm; th. 0.8cm); surf. treat: harsh
burnished (red-orange surface); fabric: semi-coarse; MH II (?). Comparanda: Gaul3 and Smetana
2007, 63, 76, Fig. 8:Q3/86-11.

P14. (Figure 18). Stratum I, SU 0080102. Rim from an open vessel; everted, rounded rim (diam.
23cm; h. 0.6¢cm; th. 0.7cm); straight body (h. 2.6cm; th. 0.6cm); surf. treat: burnished (orange-red
surface); fabric: semi-fine; LH I. Comparanda: Maran 1992b, 180-84, Taf. 5.163-64, 15.514,

P15. (Figures 18 and 20). Stratum I, SU 0080102. Body fragment; convex body (h. 3.1cm; th.
0.5cm); surf. treat: painted decoration, consisting of brown-black bands on orange-buff bur-
nished surface; fabric: fine; LH I. Comparanda: Mountjoy 1986, 10, Figs. 1.9 (Quirk), 4.3.

P16. (Figure 18). Stratum III, SU 0080201. Base and lower body from a pedestalled saucer or a
sauceboat; flaring, hollowed ring-base (diam. 4m; h. 1cm; th. 0.7cm); surf. treat: covered with
light slip; fabric: semi-fine; EH II. Comparanda: Wiencke 2000, 584-88, 586, Fig. I1.92 (Type 4);
592-97, 596, Fig. 11.93 (pedestalled types); Berger 2004, Taf. 6.27.
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P17. (Figure 18). Stratum III, SU 0080205. Rim, with handle attached, from a bowl or a basin;
incurved rim (diam. 25cm; h. 3.8cm; th. 0.9cm); handle of cylindrical section (diam. 1.9cm); surf.
treat: burnished; fabric: coarse; EH II. Comparanda: Berger 2004, Taf. 6.21, 7.37.

P18. (Figure 19). Stratum III, SU 0080201. Fragment form a carinated bowl; everted rim (diam.
30cm; h. 5.9cm; th. 0.8cm); slightly carinated body; surf. treat: covered with red slip and bur-
nished; fabric: semi-fine; MH I-II. Comparanda: Cosmopoulos 2014, Vol.2, 467 (No. 467), Fig.
20.467, Pl. 36.467; Gaul3 and Smetana 2007, 72, Fig. 4:XXVIII-22, 74, Fig. 6:XXXV-10.

P19. (Figure 19). Stratum III, SU 0080201. Rim from a bowl; everted, thickened, moulded rim
(diam. 22cm; h. 1.5cm; th. 0.6cm); surf. treat: burnished (grey surface); fabric: fine; MH II. Com-
paranda: Hale 2016, 281, Fig. 13.24; Cosmopoulos 2014, Vol.1, 273; 2014, Vol.2, Fig. 12.310;
Gauld and Smetana 2007, 74, Fig. 6:XXXV-4, XXXV-5.

P20. (Figure 19). Stratum III, SU 0080201. Rim and part of the body from a cup; everted, ta-
pering and pointed rim (diam. 6cm; 0.9cm; th. 0.5cm); carinated body (h. 3.6cm; th. 0.9cm);
surf. treat: burnished; fabric: semi-fine; MH I-III. Comparanda: Hale 2016, 285, Fig. 14.28; Cos-
mopoulos 2014, Vol.1, 276-8; Gauld and Smetana 2007, 72, Fig. 4:XXVIII-26.

P21. (Figure 19). Stratum III, SU 0080202. Rim from a bowl; everted, thickened and moulded
rim (diam. 22cm; h. 1.8cm; th. 0.7cm); surf. treat: burnished (brown-grey surf. colour); fabric:
fine; MH II-1II. Comparanda: Cosmopoulos 2014, Vol.1, 273-4; 2014, Vol.2, 45, Fig. 12.310; Maran
1992a, Taf. 68.10, 103.11, 103.12, 113.9).

P22. (Figure 19). Stratum III, SU 0080209. Lower body from a pedestalled bowl; the part where
the pedestal base was attached is preserved (with grooves) (h. 3.9cm; th. 1.9cm); surf. treat:
burnished (grey surf. colour); fabric: fine; MH II-III. Comparanda: Cosmopoulos 2014, Vol.1,
275; Hale 2016, 274.

P23. (Figure 19). Stratum III, SU 0080209. Rim from a bowl; inverted, thickened and hollowed
(diam. 26cm; h. 2.1cm; th. 0.7cm); surf. treat: burnished (grey surf. colour); fabric: fine; MH II-II1.
Comparanda: Cosmopoulos 2014, Vol.1, 272; Hale 2016, 273, 277, 280, 284.

P24. (Figures 19-20). Stratum III, SU 0080201. Body fragment; concave body (h. 2.7cm; th.
0.6cm); surf. treat: bichrome decoration, consisting of red-brown and brown-black bands on
buff-yellow surface; fabric: fine; LH 1. Comparanda: Cosmopoulos 2014, Vol.1, 324-6, 2014,
Vol.2, Fig. 27.648, 653; Gaul3 and Smetana 2007, 65 (Phase K); Maran 1992b, 168-69, Taf. 7. 251,
252.

P25. (Figure 19). Stratum III, SU 0080201. Base, possibly from a pedestalled bowl; plain, ped-
estal base (diam. 23cm; h. 2.7cm; th. 0.7cm); surf. treat: burnished (yellow-red surface); fabric:
semi-fine; LH 1. Comparanda: Cosmopoulos 2014, Vol.1, 339-40; Maran 1992b, 130-36, Taf.
25.784.
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P26. (Figure 19). Stratum V, SU 0080212. Rim, with lug attached, from a basin; horizontal thick-
ened, slightly sloping rim (diam. 31cm; h. 3.8cm; th. 1.2cm); horizontal crescent lug (h. 2.5cm;
th. 1.3); surf. treat: burnished; fabric: semi-coarse; EH II. Comparanda: Wiencke 2000, 339, Fig.
I1.5 (P69); Berger 2004, Taf. 7.38.

P27. (Figure 19). Stratum V, SU 0080212. Rim from a bowl or a sauceboat (?); plain tapered,
inturned rim (diam. 35cm; h. 3.6cm; th. 0.7cm); surf. treat: plain; fabric: coarse; EH II. Com-
paranda: Wiencke 2000, 482, Fig. 11.64 (P1070, 1071); 584-8, 586, Fig. I1.92 (Type 4); Berger 2004,
Taf. 6.29.

P28. (Figure 19). Stratum V, SU 0080212. Base from a sauceboat or a pedestalled saucer; flaring
ring-base (diam. 8cm; h. 1.1cm; th. 0.9cm); surf. treat: covered with light-slip; fabric: semi-fine;
EH II. Comparanda: Wiencke 2000, 584-8, 586, Fig. I1.92 (Type 3); 592-7, 596, Fig. 11.93 (pedes-
talled types); Berger 2004, Taf. 6.19

P29. (Figure 19). Stratum V, SU 0080213. Rim from a bowl; plain tapered, inturned rim (diam.
22cm; h. 3.1cm; th. 0.8cm); surf. treat: burnished; fabric; semi-coarse; EH II. Comparanda:
Wiencke 2000, 601-2, Fig. I1.94 (Type 2); Berger 2004, Taf. 6.25.

P30. (Figures 19-20). Stratum V, SU 0080213. Fragment from a carinated bowl; everted, slightly
thickened and hollowed rim (diam. 17cm; th. 0.5cm); carinated body; vertical strap handle (h.
3.3cm; th. 0.7); surf. treat: burnished (dark grey-black surface colour); fabric: fine; from MH
III to MH III/LH I. Comparanda: Maran 1992b, 202-3, Taf. 31. 958; Hale 2016, 282-84, 285, Fig.
14.31.

P31. (Figure 19). Stratum VI, SU 0080304. Rim from a bowl/plate; plain tapered, slightly in-
turned rim (diam. 22cm; h. 3cm; th. 0.5cm); surf. treat: solidly covered with brown slip on or-
ange surface; fabric: semi-fine; EH II. Comparanda: Wiencke 2000, 592-97, 596, Fig. 11.93 (Type
2); Berger 2004, Taf. 6.23.

P32. (Figure 19). Stratum VI, SU 0080304. Rim from an inturned bowl; inturned, rounded rim
(diam. 22cm; h. 1.8cm; th. 0.6cm); surf. treat: burnished; fabric: semi-coarse; EH II. Comparanda:
Wiencke 2000, 592-97, 596, Fig. I1.93 (Type 1); Berger 2004, Taf. 6.24.

P33. (Figures 19-20). Stratum VI, SU 0080305. Base and lower body from a pedestalled saucer
or a sauceboat; ring-base (diam. 4cm; h. 0.9cm; th. 0.8cm); convex body (h. 1.8cm; th. 0.7cm);
surf. treat: solidly covered with buff slip (on orange surface); fabric: semi-fine; EH II. Com-
paranda: Wiencke 2000, 592-7, 596, Fig. I1.93 (pedestalled types); 584-8, 586, Fig. 11.92 (Types 2
and 3); Berger 2004, Taf. 6.19, 6.27.

P34. (Figures 19-20). Stratum VI, SU 0080305. Body fragment, with handle attached, possibly
from an open vessel, a cup (?); convex body (h. 7.7cm; th. 0.7cm); vertically attached round
handle (diam. 1.2cm); surf. treat: painted decoration, consisting of brown bands on buff bur-
nished surface; fabric: fine; MH II-III. Comparanda: shape possibly parallel to Siedentopf 1991,
Taf. 117:777; for decoration see Cosmopoulos 2014, Vol.2, PI. 10.143, PI. 13.178.
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ABSTRACT

This paper discusses the Phoenician presence in the Northern Aegean basin, as suggested by the ancient
Greek authors, in the light of new archaeological discoveries from the area. It examines the few Cypriot,
Phoenician and Phoenician-style objects, which were either imported or locally produced in the far north
of the Aegean during the late 8th - early 7th c. B.C. This paper views them as reverberations of the active
Phoenician commercial and manufacturing involvement in the southern Aegean. Moreover, an emphasis
is placed on the role that Cyprus possibly played as a link between Phoenicia and the Aegean. The nature
and volume of goods from the Eastern Mediterranean discovered in the Northern Aegean points towards
mixed cargo ships. It also indicates a Greek (Euboean)-Phoenician cooperation rather than a direct link
with the Levantine coast, although a small number of Phoenician craftsmen could have been resident in
the Northern Aegean. It is argued that it’s possible to outline different patterns of interaction between
Eastern Mediterranean people and Greeks (Euboeans) in the Thermaic Gulf and with local Thracians east
of river Strymon.

INTRODUCTION

The northern Aegean (Map 1) is rarely considered in major studies of the Phoenician-Greek
commercial and colonising interplay and if so, it is usually mentioned in the context of the
Phoenician pursuit of metals and the information related by Herodot (6.47) for Phoenician
mines on Thasos." The very term Phoenicians,? first attested in Homer, is ambiguous and its
use by the ancient Greek authors and in modern scholarship seems to denote fluctuant mean-
ings, often influenced by the ancient Greek perceptions or the research focus of the modern

* A preliminary version of this article was presented at the UK Punic Network Graduate Workshop at Bristol
University on 21st March 2016.

1 Markoe 2000, 173; Lipiniski 2004, 160-2.

2 Usually explained with the Greek adjective for the red colour (poiviog), associated with the purple-dyed
textiles as one of the most famous and highly praised Phoenician products in the ancient Mediterranean, cf.
Astour 1965, 348-9; Markoe 2000, 10; Aubet 2001, 6-7; Sherratt 2010, 122; Bourogiannis 2012a, 33. Quinn (2017)
suggests an association with the Greek word for palm tree (gpoiviE) which appears on a late 5th century BC
Carthaginian coinage.

AURA 2 (2019): 65-102
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Map 1. Map of the North Aegean basin and inland Thrace with place-names mentioned
in text (author)

scholars. From skilled craftsmen, expert sailors and active traders to stereotype associations
with looting, piracy, or as greedy and crafty (exchanging athyrmata for valuable raw mate-
rials), they are par excellence the sailing merchants of the Eastern Mediterranean for the an-
cient Greeks.® The definition of the Phoenicians does not appear to be an easier task for the
modern scholarship either. There is a general agreement that the Phoenicians are the Early
Iron Age (EIA) successors of the second millennium Canaanites. Nevertheless, “Phoenician”
objects abroad are often described with more general terms such as Levantine, orientalia,
Eastern Mediterranean, betraying our insufficient knowledge to distinguish between different
Levantine centres of manufacture, based on the available material record.* This makes the
archaeological definition of the Phoenicians and, as a consequence, the identification of their
presence or involvement in the Aegean in particular,® a complicated task reflected in a number
of scholarly debates. By using the term Phoenician in this paper, I mean goods that may have
come from Cyprus, for example, not necessarily directly from metropolitan Phoenicia.

3 Markoe (2000, 11) discusses that the “term “Phoenician” in antiquity was broadly applied to any Semitic sea-trad-
er.” See also Niemeyer 2005, 17: “For the Greeks, they (Phoenicians, Arameans and other Syrian and Levantine peo-
ple) all came along under the same flag, inscribed with only one cumulative name: ®otvikeg.” According to Hodos
2006, 25: “Greeks used the term phoinikes to generalize about all eastern maritime merchants, rather than to specify a
particular city-state, much less an ethnic, linguistic or cultural group.” Sommer 2010, 118: “The ethnikon Phoenicians
may have meant, at that stage, little more than sailor merchants, who brought exotic goods, who spoke an exotic
language and who behaved in exotic ways."” Also Bourogiannis 2012a, 39; 2013, 142. Quinn (2017) argues that the
notion of these eastern sailor merchants as a coherent ethnic group with shared identity and culture is very
much a product of modern ideologies which does not reflect past realities.

4 See discussion in Kourou 2008b, 307 with earlier references; Bourogiannis 2013, 143. The problem is very
well formulated by Hodos 2006, 70: “One of the difficulties of this terminology is the mixed use of cultural desig-
nates and geographical regions of production. The term North Syrian does not indicate Aramean or Luwian or even
Phoenician, whereas Phoenician is ambiguous and can refer to Phoenicia proper or also extend to Cyprus and North
Syria. Similarly, the identification of Cyprus as the origin of a number of metalwork items...may reflect Phoenician
production, since Phoenicians were resident on Cyprus and actively engaged in trade at this time...Indeed, much of our
understanding of Phoenician art and style is based upon finds from the Phoenician diaspora.”

5 See the brilliantly worded comment in Bourogiannis 2013, 143 about “the patchy and disparate archaeolog-
ical record of the Aegean” regarded as a material manifestation of commercial ventures and presence of East-
ern Mediterranean people, Phoenicians in particular. It illustrates well the fact that various objects of Eastern
Mediterranean origin have come to light from several Aegean contexts, reflecting the primarily commercial
character of the easterners’ presence in the Aegean and more rarely residence perhaps integrated in the local
communities, by contrast to the pattern of establishment in the central and western Mediterranean.
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Another complication, or perhaps simplification, results from the assumption that the Phoe-
nicians were the principal sailors, carriers and traders of Eastern Mediterranean goods in the
Aegean. Although their prominence in the EIA Mediterranean exchange networks is unques-
tionable, the involvement of Cypriots and Euboeans in Aegean commercial ventures was also
significant. While the archaeological record from the Aegean illustrating Phoenician activities
(trade, resident craftsmen or other people) lacks their clear-cut signature as known from Cen-
tral and Western Mediterranean Phoenician establishments, the evidence from the Northern
Aegean is even less well defined. Represented by a comparatively small number of diverse
finds which, however, belong to one chronological horizon, it represents an echo of the ex-
change networks developed between the Southern Aegean and the Eastern Mediterranean
that reached the north with a certain delay. Bearing in mind all the complexities of Phoenician
studies and ancient manufacturing and trade mechanisms, I will discuss the written testimo-
nies and the archaeological record from the Northern Aegean in order to test the possible pat-
terns of Phoenician, Cypriot and Euboean involvement in the intensification of the commercial
opening of the area to the rest of the Aegean.

THE WRITTEN TESTIMONY

If the information related by the ancient literary sources, so vividly describing the nature of
the Phoenician presence in the Northern Aegean, was not available today, one would hardly
guess any Phoenician involvement in the local social and economic landscape. The Iliad (6.289,
23.740-5) provides the two earliest mentions of Phoenicians and Phoenician goods, both asso-
ciating luxury products with north Aegean locations. Il. 6.289 tells us about richly embroidered
garments, handiwork of Sidonian women,® which Paris-Alexander acquired in Sidon on his way
to Sparta and then brought home on the ship in which he and Helen travelled. The finest of
these was offered by Hecuba to Athena thus giving the garment a special status, worthy for the
divine. It is the distinctive quality, the famous purple colour and the beauty of the decoration
that made the Phoenician textiles one of their highly prised products.” The second episode re-
ferring to Phoenicians in the Northern Aegean (Il. 23.740-5) introduces the Sidonians as skilled
craftsmen in making metal vessels (poludaidaloi). A large silver krater of unrivalled beauty was
set by Achilles as a prize in the funeral games of Patroclus. The vessel, however, had a complex
history of aristocratic ownership before this event.? A deft work of Sidonian craftsmanship, it
was taken by the Phoenicians across the sea, displayed in ports (otfjoav &' év Atgéveoal) until
it was finally given as a gift to Thoas, the king of Lemnos whose grandson later offered it to
Patroclus as a ransom for a son of Priam.

The two episodes prompt various thoughts. In both cases luxury objects of high status
are associated with long-distance seaborne journeys although the first item did not reach the

6 For the skills of the Sidonian women, see also the episode on the island of Syrie where the Phoenician servant
in the palace came from Sidon and was skilled in handiwork (Od. 15: 415-20).

7 Cf. for example Winter 1995, 247-8; Markoe 2000, 93, 163-4; Aubet 2001, 129. The text of Ezek. 27:7, 16 (The
Tyrian Prophecy), although of later date, could also be recalled, as he mentions twice the fine embroidered, pur-
ple textiles (linen and wool) on the metaphoric Tyrian ship (for its attribution to the Persian period, cf. Jigoulov
2014, 158; for an early 6 c. BC date, cf. Block 1998, commentary on The Lament over the Shipwreck of Tyre (27:1-
36). Markoe (2000, 92) refers to the text as a testimony for Tyre's trade networks in the 7t c. BC, cf. also Aubet
2001, 120-6 for the prophecy as a reference to earlier Tyrian trade relations, before the actual composition of
the text.

8 Cf. Winter 1995, 248. Similarly Menelaos gave a silver krater to Telemachos when he arrived in Sparta (Od.
4: 614-9). The vessel itself was gifted to Menelaos from the king of Sidon when he received the Spartan ruler.
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north in Phoenician hands. The Phoenician presence in the Aegean in the episode with the
silver krater appears to be related to transportation rather than settlement.® Both categories
of Phoenician goods -fine garments and silver vessels- are associated with royal families of
the north-eastern Aegean and acquired the status of prestigious objects, in contrast to the
other category of Phoenician goods referred to as athyrmata in the Odyssey. Their quality is not
limited to the basic materials and the craftsmanship, the association with sea voyage from far-
away lands adds to the exotic character, while the elite history of the silver krater increases its
value. The episode with the silver krater is perhaps more revealing regarding Phoenician prac-
tices of exchange.™ It is suggestive for a form of itinerary trade with the ship cargo displayed at
various ports for exchange." The history of the silver vessel presents it as par excellence keime-
lion while its royal associations link the northern Aegean royal houses (Lemnos and again Troy)
to the practice of aristocratic gift-exchange well documented in the Eastern Mediterranean in
the Late Bronze Age (LBA) and EIA™ and attested in the Homeric epics. The Homeric epics also
provide the basis for recently advocated role of Lemnos as a market-place, particularly linked
to Phoenician commercial practices, such as exchange of metal products for biotos (slaves,
wine, agricultural products) and redistributing oriental goods in the Northern Aegean.®

Perhaps the most discussed ancient testimony regarding the Phoenician presence in the
Northern Aegean comes from Herodotus (6.47). It involves different components: a) mines,
and b) the place-names Ainyra and Koinyra. Hdt. 6.47 tells us that the Phoenicians led by the
eponymous Thasos established themselves on the homonymous island before the Parian set-
tlers and began the exploitation of the mines in the mountain between Koinyra and Ainyra, in
the eastern part of the island, facing Samothrace. Ancient mining galleries were discovered in
the location suggested by Herodotus, but no evidence for exploitation pre-dating the end of
6t-early 5t c. BC has come to light.* Although it could be speculated that the Iliad and Hero-
dotus appear to refer to roughly the same period-the time of the composition of the former
(late 8™ c. BC) and the time before the arrival of the Parian Greeks on Thasos, i.e. before 670-
660 BC,'s the two texts illustrate significant differences in the way the Phoenician activities in

9 Cf. Aubet 1997, 103, Lipinski 2004, 138. Lipinski (2004, 143), however, calls the Phoenician circumnavigation
in the Aegean "fictitious ....inspired as we are by a passage in the Iliad alluding to Phoenician trade in the Aegean”.
Despite the unquestionable fact that the Homeric epics were composed as a literature and not historical or eth-
nographic accounts, I agree with the scholars seeing actual references to the poet’s own time and believe that
although these passages may have been included to serve the purposes of the narrative, the core information
betrays a familiarity with contemporary practices.

10 Aubet (2001, 130) comments on this episode that it “allows us to guess at Phoenician trading practices, which
are very similar to exceedingly ancient forms of exchange.”

11 The episode on the island of Syrie (Od. 15:400-75), usually identified with the island of Syros, adds further
details in this regard as it suggests not only rather prolonged calls in some Aegean harbours, but supplying the
ship with local merchandise for the return journey. This indicates that the Phoenicians were perhaps frequently
carrying mixed cargoes, distributing not only their own craft products. Commercial ventures of such character
could account for the isolated nature of the Phoenician and Phoenician-style objects, and even Cypriot ones,
from northern Aegean sites which will be discussed further down.

12 Cf. Winter 1995, 248 n. 3 with comments and earlier bibliography. The system of gift-exchange as a way
of establishing and maintaining a social status in the LBA and EIA Eastern Mediterranean and the Aegean has
been a subject of numerous contributions, cf. Zaccagnini 1973; 1987, 47-56; Coldstream 1983, 201-6; Liverani
1990; 2008, 161-8; Aubet 2001, 133-4; Fappas 2013, 157-82, see also Crielaard 1998, 190 for discussion on the
intercommunication between local Cypriot and Greek elites during the Iron Age, also Hodos 2011, 38.

13 Ficuciello 2013, 83.

14 Cf. KoukoUAn-XpuoavBakn 1992, 725.

15 The results from the re-examination of the stratigraphy in two deep trenches excavated by Bernard (1964,
77-146) in 1960 in the ancient town of Thasos and the new chronological margins suggested for the preceding
precolonial settlement (Kohl et al. 2002, 58-70), have as a consequence the dating of the Parian arrival ca. 670-
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the Northern Aegean are presented. While the Homeric Phoenicians are involved in sea-borne,
itinerant types of trade with shorter or longer calls at various ports, Herodotus refers to a more
permanent form of Phoenician establishment on the island of Thasos which, however, still
lacks material manifestation. The Phoenicians in the Iliad are skilled craftsmen and women,
associated with the manufacture and distribution of luxurious, high-status goods suitable for
kings and divinities, while those on Thasos are involved in far more prosaic activities such as
mining. It fits well with the search for metals, usually referred to as one of the leading motives
for the Phoenician overseas expansion.' On the other hand the association between the Phoe-
nicians, luxury goods, gift-giving and aristocratic ownership in the Iliad was not intended to
offer a historical description. It could be seen rather as an illustration of purposeful selection
of bits of information from a broader spectrum of knowledge on the Phoenicians and their
ventures, employed to serve the ethos of the narrative."”

The place-names Ainyra and Koinyra referred to by Herodotus have repeatedly been rec-
ognised as Phoenician and connected to Semitic roots for silver and gold, thus enhancing the
impression in favour of Phoenician mining activities on the island.” Their postulated presence
on the island has also been employed to explain the occurrence of Semitic names in the Tha-
sian prosopography.’ Alternatively, a possible link with the name of the Cypriot king Kinyras®
has also been suggested.? The archaeological support of the LBA/EIA link with Cyprus will be
discussed in the next section.

Herodotus (2.44) also famously credits the Phoenicians with the popularity of the cult of
Herakles Melgart on Thasos and claims to have seen the temple of the Thasian Herakles in
Tyre. Similarly, Pausanias (5.25.12), whose source, though, seems to be independent from
Herodotus, connects the cult of Herakles on Thasos with that of the Phoenician Herakles, but
suggests a distinction between the Tyrian and the Greek Herakles, which seem to have mingled
later.22 Again the archaeological record does not match the written sources. The earliest finds
discovered in the Herakleion on Thasos date to the end of the 7™-early 6% c. BC,2 well after the
establishment of the Parian settlers on the island. Although some of its architectural features
were tentatively associated with Phoenicians, there is not undisputable evidence to confirm a
possible Phoenician involvement.?* The possible role of the Parians in introducing the worship

660 BC (Muller and Mulliez 2009, 135-50 with earlier bibliography) versus the older dating ca. 650 BC supported
by Graham (1978, 62-98; 2001, 364-402).

16 Cf. Niemeyer 1990, 480; Markoe 2000, 95; Aubet Semmler 2002, 97-112; Lipinski 2004, 160-2, see also the
overview in Hodos 2011, 23-45.

17 The Odyssey for example offers a contrasting, although stereotype portraying of the same people, cf. Winter
1995, 247-71; Sherratt 2010, 119-42.

18 Cf. Salviat and Servias 1964, 284 n. 203; Pouilloux 1982, 93 n.13; Tiverios 2012, 66 n.14.

19 Cf. Pouilloux 1982, n. 20 with reference.

20 An autochthonous priest-king of Cyprus expelled by the Greeks of Agamemnon and predecessor of the
Amathousians according to Theopompos, cf. Iakovou 2006, 42 n. 73 with earlier references.

21 Salviat 1962, 109 n. 7. Koukouli-Chrysanthaki (1992, 725-738), when commenting the ancient literary testi-
mony on the pre-Greek peoples of Thasos did not reject or favour any of the suggestions.

22 Paus. (5.25.12): The Thasians, who are Phoenicians by descent, and sailed from Tyre, and from Phoenicia gener-
ally, together with Thasos, the son of Agenor, in search of Europa, ...They told me in Thasos that they used to worship
the same Heracles as the Tyrians, but that afterwards, when they were included among the Greeks, they adopted the
worship of Heracles the son of Amphitryon.

23 Launey 1944; Roux 1979, 191-211; des Courtils, Pariente 1991, 67-73; des Courtils et al. 1996, 799-820;
Grandjean and Salviat 2000, 142.

24 Cf. Bonnet 1988, 356; des Courtils and Pariente 1991, 67-73; Tiverios 2012, 67 n. 18. The spread of the
worship of Herakles Melgart in the eastern Aegean, for example, has been linked to Phoenician presence in
the area, cf. van Berchem 1967, 88. Unlike the northern Aegean, however, the archaeological record from its
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of Herakles on Thasos has already been suggested.? The apparent lack of correspondence
between the literary testimonies and the archaeology of Thasos has provoked attempts for ex-
planation, such as equating the Phoenicians mentioned by Herodotus and Pausanias to people
moving from eastern Aegean coastal sites after the collapse of the Mycenaean palace system.
This suggestion takes into account the narrative in Hdt. 2.44.4 that the Phoenicians arrived at
Thasos, in search of Europe, five generations before the Greek Herakles was born. Neverthe-
less, there is no sound evidence for such equation, unless we assume that Herodotus was con-
fused over who the Phoenician were.?” On the other hand, in 1978 AJ. Graham suggested an
opposite pattern of Phoenician presence in the Northern Aegean, ascribing them a dominant
position over the sea-routes and seaborne trade ventures in the area before the middle of the
7t c. BC.28 Again there is not strong archaeological support for such an interpretation. These
polarised views on the nature of the Phoenician presence in the northern Aegean, ranging
from the total rejection of their historicity to seeing them as masters of the sea in the area are
very indicative that a more integrated approach is needed.

The last body of narrated information that links the northern Aegean to Phoenicia comes
from much later sources and often has a mythological character. Strabo (14.5.28), for example,
attributes the beginning of gold mining in the famous mines of Mount Pangaeon, on the main-
land opposite Thasos, to Kadmos. Kadmos is also an important figure in the mysteries of the
Great Gods® worshiped in the sanctuary on the neighbouring island of Samothrace.* It was
suggested that the byblinos oinos from Oisyme, in the Thasian Peraia, took its name from the
vine introduced to the area by the Phoenicians.> Torone and Galepsos were believed to owe
their names to mythical figures related to Phoenicia,*? while Graham suggested a Phoenician
origin for the name of Abdera.

THASOS AND THE 12th-11th C. BC METALLURGY

Before discussing the models of suggested Phoenician involvement in the Northern Aegean mat-
ters, I would like to briefly recall the evidence regarding the LBA and EIA metallurgy on Thasos
and its possible Cypriot connection. I perceive it as relevant to the subject, although of earlier
date. A link between Cyprus and the Northern Aegean basin, although still poorly manifested in
terms of material evidence, seems more promising in the discussion of the Phoenician presence
in the Northern Aegean rather than direct connection with the Levantine coast. This does not
reject the possibility that Phoenicians were involved in sailing and trading far north, but they
may have benefitted from the knowledge on the area that the Cypriots already had. Similar pro-

south-eastern part illustrates a more clear-cut Phoenician involvement; cf. recently Bourogiannis 2013, 139-89.
25 Cf. Tiverios (2006, 80; 2012, 67 n. 28), who does not reject the possible worship of the Phoenician Herakles,
already in existence on the island at the time of the Parian arrival.

26 Cf. Launey 1944, followed by KoukoUAn-XpuoavBdkn 1992, 725-9 (with earlier bibliography).

27 See also Tiverios 2012, 68 n. 35 expressing an opinion contra such equation.

28 Graham 1978, 61-98.

29 The Great Gods of Samothrace have been repeatedly associated with the Kabeiroi and the Semitic word
Kabir (great), while the spread of their worship in the Aegean was linked to the Phoenician trade enterprise, cf.
Burkert 2002, 34, 58-9; Tiverios 2004, 298; 2012, 67.

30 For the collected literary sources on Samothrace with an entry on the Samothracian mysteries, cf. Lewis
1958.

31 Salviat 1990, 457-76; Tiverios 2004, 298; 2012, 67.

32 Steph. Byz., Torone, Galepsos, cf. Tiverios 2004, 298; 2012, 67.

33 Graham 1992, 44-73.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 A

cess was suggested by J. Boardman in regards to the exploration of the Central Mediterranean:
“Phoenicians followed routes west which had been travelled by Cypriots in the Late Bronze Age,"* while
S. Sherratt has already argued that Cypro-Phoenician or Phoenician ships may have followed
Aegean routes as far north as the Northern Aegean, used earlier by Cypriots.*

Four burial grounds at Kastri and Larnaki on Thasos, spanning chronologically between the
late LBA and the 8" c. BC, have produced a number of bronze and bimetal knives. The majority
of bronze knives discovered in LBA graves belong to Aegean types. Results from led-isotope
analysis indicate that although a local copper was used for some of these, most of the knives
were made of imported copper which falls within or close to the Cypriot field, while two anal-
ysed artefacts appear to be close to the composition of the Chalkidike copper ores. Bimetallic
knives,? dating to the final years of the LBA or the transition to the EIA,* were also part of the
burial equipment of the Kastri and Larnaki graves. They mark the earliest appearance of iron
on the island and the chemical composition of their bronze handles indicates a most likely
origin of the copper within the Cypriot field.* This fact may indicate that the beginning of the
metallurgy of iron on Thasos might have been stimulated by external factors, although an im-
ported object does not necessarily mean that the technology for its manufacturing was simul-
taneously introduced and/or adopted. The situation, however, appears to have changed sig-
nificantly during the next, EIA phase of the Kastri and Larnaki cemeteries, beginning towards
the end of the 10™ c. BC. The extraction and processing of iron apparently gained an important
role for the local community, judging by the iron objects and the large number of iron slags
found in graves.® A significant number of slags, found at other inland, EIA settlement sites
registered during field surveys on the island,* offer an additional support to this observation.
Two important points should be emphasised here. The first one is the suggested connection
with Cyprus,*> which perhaps provided the impetus for the beginning of the iron metallurgy
on Thasos. Nevertheless, judging by the dates of the earliest bimetal knife and the earliest

34 Boardman 2006, 198.

35 Sherratt 1993, 75.

36 For the comparative led-isotope analysis of bronze objects from the cemeteries at Kastri and Larnaki,
cf. Stoss-Gale and Gale 1992, 782-92, while for a broader discussion on the copper-based objects and the
metallurgy of copper on Thasos during the LBA-EIA, cf. KoukoUAn-XpuoavBdkn 1992, 675-9.

37 The bimetal knives, which had wide circulation in the Aegean, are usually associated with Cypriot workshops,
being the first ones to produce utilitarian iron, although Waldbaum (1982, 325-49 with earlier bibliography and
discussion on technological details) has argued that an Aegean origin is also a possibility. Sherratt (1993, 65-
9; 2000, 88-9) has suggested that they were easy to transport and perhaps relatively cheap, but still socially
valued products that were accompanying cargoes of other goods. Regarding their social value it is perhaps not
a coincidence that the earliest bimetal knife from Thasos comes from a large built chamber tomb, perhaps a
family/clan one, with scattered remains of at least 90 individuals, where a blue glass bead, a Mycenaean jug and
a bronze rivet from another knife were also found, cf. KoukoUAn-XpuocavBdkn 1992, 201-2.

38 The date, suggested in the final publication for the earliest bimetal knife from the cemetery is not precise
- if it does not belong to phase IB (after 1200-1100 BC) it is surely not later than phase IIA (1100-1050 BC), cf.
KoukoUAN-XpuoavBdkn 1992, 681, 658 fig. 158.

39 For a discussion on the metallurgy of iron, its first appearance on Thasos and the later local production, cf.
KoukoUANn-XpuoavBdkn 1992, 681, while the social aspects are subject of interpretation in Owen 2006, 357-70.
40 The earliest evidence for local iron smiting (iron slags in graves) goes back to the end of the 10th c. BC
according to the chronological chart of the cemeteries suggested by the excavator, Cf. KoukoUAn-XpuoavBdakn
1992, 681, 658 fig. 158.

41 The results of the field surveys and a list of these sites are provided in KoukoUAn-XpuoavBdkn 1992, 703-22.
42 The Cypriot link can be indirectly illustrated by the compositional analysis of a glass-bead from Kentria
cemetery on Thasos, which matches the composition of the glass from the 11th-10th c. BC site of Frattesina in
northern Italy (Henderson in KoukoUAn-XpuoavBdkn 1992, 804-6). The site appears to have had commercial
links with Cyprus which could account for the appearance of the glass-bead on Thasos (Sherrat and Sherratt
1991, 375; Sherratt 1993, 75 n. 24).
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evidence for local iron smiting, there is no direct evidence that the development of local iron
metallurgy followed immediately the introduction of iron objects. More than twenty years ago
S. Sherratt argued that “..native Greek ironworking began to develop gradually during this century
[10% c. BC],...It seems to have develop first ....along the eastern coast of the Greek mainland and
possibly in the North Aegean-regions often close to or themselves rich in precious metals such as
silver and/or gold as well as copper....., and lying in the path of circum-Aegean routes which we have
good reason to suppose Cypriot (or later Cypro-Phoenician and Phoenician) ships were using-or at
least articulating with-in the early part of the 1t millennium, in the quest for such materials.” Here
comes the second important point in this discussion-the alleged native Greek ironworking in the
10" ¢. BC Northern Aegean and Thasos in particular. Considering the nature of the available
archaeological record from the island, which pre-dates the Parian establishment (670-660 BC
according to the recently proposed chronology),* and the relevant written testimonies, the
earliest of which comes from Archilochus, the local pre-Greek population was Thracian.* There
is no evidence in the material record to support any assumption for a permanent Greek pres-
ence on the island before the early 7t c. BC. Thus, the native ironworking on Thasos during the
two and a half centuries preceding the arrival of the Parians is hardly Greek.

The identity of the carriers of the Cypriot bronze and bimetal knives is another matter.
The likelihood that in the late 12t or early 11" c. BC Cypriot ships were acquainted with the
Northern Aegean, Thasos in particular, and their sea-routes were later followed by the Phoeni-
cians sounds very attractive. The available archaeological evidence that could support it, how-
ever, is still limited to a few bronze and bimetallic knives suggesting a possible early link with
Cyprus. Two more LBA bronze knives from Thasos, one which might have originated from the
Laurion copper deposits and another one made of pure copper with composition consistent
to that of Ergani Maden in Anatolia,* as well as a Frattesina type glass bead,* could be seen
as an additional indication that the Northern Aegean was part of the 12" and early 11" c. BC
long-distance Cypriot maritime networks connecting the Eastern and Central Mediterranean,
the Aegean and Anatolia.*

Additional confirmation that metallurgy was an important occupation for the local Thra-
cians on Thasos comes from the pre-colonial, late 8™-early 7t c. BC settlement below the
Parian apoikia.® If Phoenicians were ever engaged in metallurgical activities on the island, as

43 Sherratt 1993, 75.

44 Seen. 15.

45 For a discussion on the pre-Greek population of Thasos, see KoukoUAn-XpuoavBdkn 1992, 729-31; Owen
2000, 139-43; Tsantanoglou 2003, 235-55; Tiverios 2006, 73-85; Muller and Mulliez 2009, 135-50; Ilieva 2009,
109-23; 2018, 231-51; Bouzek and Graninger 2015, 12-22; Graninger 2015, 22-33 (with earlier bibliography).

46 Cf. Stoss-Gale and Gale 1992, 784.

47 Seen.42.

48 Sherratt 1993, 70. For the economic potential and prominent role of Cyprus in the 12t c. BC. exchange
networks between the Aegean and the Eastern Mediterranean, and even more so between the eastern and
central Mediterranean, cf. (for LBA and EIA Cyprus) Iakovou 2006, 27-59; 2012b, 207-29; 2014, 795-824; Voskos
and Knapp 2008, 659-84 (for an overview of the archaeology of LBA Cyprus in light of the discussion on the
ethnic identity of its inhabitants); Bourogiannis 2012c, 65-84 (a case-study of the Cyprus-Dodecanese contacts),
Kassianidou 2013, 133-45 (on the Cypriot bronze industry and commerce including the 12t c. BC); Steel 2014,
577-91 (with an overview of LBA Cyprus), Georgiou 2015, 129-45 (with a detailed bibliographic reference and
an integrated overview of the changes and continuities during the “crisis years,” indicating that the island was
less affected from the collapse of the LBA centralised polities and became a protagonist in the post-palatial
sea-borne trade).

49 According to the re-examination of the stratigraphy and the data that has come to light in the deep trenches
excavated by P. Bernard, the abundance of slags, the remains of a pit with a layer of slags on the bottom and the
thin layers rich in slags, charcoal and fine iron pieces are indicative for metallurgical activities (mainly extraction
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famously postulated by Herodotus, they must have been in contact with the community living
in this pre-colonial settlement, or contemporary one/s in other part/s of the island, but such
scenario still lacks any material manifestation. One would also expect that the Phoenicians
would have been more interested in purchase of ready metal rather than engaged in its labo-
rious extraction, which would also mean some sort of agreement with the local population.

The Phoenicians, Cadmos in particular, were also credited, by the ancient written testimo-
nies, with the exploitation of the Mount Pangaion silver and gold resources.®® S. Sherratt has
argued, that the Phoenician (Tyrian) activities in the Aegean in the late 11t and 10% c¢. BC were
motivated by the acquisition of silver listing a number of silver-rich resources exploited at that
time, with Mt Pangaion being one of these.>" Again, like in the case of Thasos, this is a very at-
tractive hypothesis, but still lacks any archaeological visibility.>

What the archaeology of Thasos shows is that while the island was clearly in contact with
the Aegean world towards the end of the LBA and the transition to the EIA, there is no evidence
that such contacts were maintained during the following three centuries of the EIA. Whether
the Cypriot link was a direct one, considering the fact that Cyprus retained its active commer-
cial position after the collapse of the Mycenaean world,? or it was organised via Aegean ports
of trade, requires further evidence. There seems to be a clear gap between the 12%/early 11t c.
BC contacts of the local community on Thasos with the Aegean and the renewal of the contacts
with the Aegean neighbours in the second half of the 8" c. BC, when the island becomes part
of a locally developed, Northern Aegean exchange network. The early Cypriot and Phoenician
commercial ventures, illustrated by the earliest finds at Lefkandi in the late 11% c. BC and by
the gradually increasing archaeological evidence from the 10" and 9t century BC Euboea and
the Southern Aegean (Dodecanese, Crete),>* were not echoed in its northern part. The lack of
relevant archaeological evidence does not mean, of course, that contacts did not exist or that
Cypriot and Phoenician ships were not acquainted with northern Aegean waters as suggested
by Sherratt. If they did, however, they are still awaiting an archaeological confirmation.

THE LATE 8th-EARLY 7th C. BC ARCHAEOLOGICAL RECORD

The archaeological definition of a possible Phoenician presence in the Northern Aegean, so

and processing of iron) undertaken by the local Thracians (Kohl et al. 2002, 58-70). The metal ore located at the
later acropolis of the Parian settlement must have attracted the establishment of the Thracians at the foot of
the hill. The extraction of the ore was done at the site of the acropolis while the later processing of the metal has
obviously taken place in the settlement below, cf. Muller and Mulliez 2009, 135-50. Additional argument for the
pre-Greek metallurgy at the site of the later apoikia is the deforestation of the hill of the acropolis for coal supply
necessary for the processing of the metal and the consequent erosions which have changed the environment,
cf. Blonde et al. 2008, 67-83; Blonde et al. 2009, 395-406.

50 Cf. KoukoUAn-XpucavBakn 1992, 727 n. 110.

51 Sherratt 2010, 130.

52 For the results of field surveys in the Pangaion area, cf. MoUALog 1988, 344.

53 Seen. 48.

54  For summarising discussions on the archaeological and epigraphic evidence for Cypriot and Phoenician
commercial ventures in the southern Aegean (with earlier bibliography and excavation reports), cf. Coldstream
1982, 261-75; 1998, 255-63; 2006, 49-55; Shaw 1989, 163-85; 2000, 1107-19; Stampolidis 1990, 99-106; 2003,
217-32; Negbi 1992, 599-615; Jones 1993, 293-303; Crielaard 1998, 187-206; Kourou and Grammatikaki 1998,
1-19; Morris and Papadopoulos 1998, 251-63; Kourou 2000, 1067-81; 2003, 249-62; 2008a, 361-74; 2008b, 305-
64; 2012, 24-51; Stampolidis and Kotsonas 2006, 337-60; Bourogiannis 2007; 2000, 9-23; 2009, 114-30; 2012b,
183-205; 2012¢, 67-84; 2013, 139-89; Sherratt 2010, 119-42; Papadopoulos 2011, 113-33; Kotowvag 2012, 155-
83; Gilboa et al. 2015, 75-102; Ioannou 2017, 435-446.
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vividly suggested by the ancient literary tradition, is a complicated task. It requires the correct
identification of the discussed objects,* consideration of the nature of the ancient trade and
not last the complexities involved in the use (and misuse) of the very term Phoenician. Never-
theless, a still modest number of artefacts, mainly ceramic vessels, glass beads and some ivo-
ries, provide a basis for discussion and reconsideration. These are complimented by a currently
small number of Cypriot ceramics. Considering the strong ties between Cyprus and metro-
politan Phoenicia, including the establishment of Kition on the island, it seems very likely that
some (if not most) Phoenician materials reached the Northern Aegean via or from Cyprus itself.
For this reason the Phoenician and Cypriot imports as well as the locally made Phoenician-style
ceramics are presented together in the following section.

The ceramic evidence

Fragments of six Phoenician trade amphorae (Fig.1) have come to light from the earliest deposit
of a subterranean structure called “Ypogeio,” excavated in ancient Methone.’ The containers
belong to the familiar carinated-shoulder amphora type usually defined as “bullet shaped,” and
also known as “torpedo jars.”’ Their fabric and technological features, the number of parallels
from Cyprus and Levantine sites, where kilns with such jars were also found,* leave no doubt
about their origin in the Phoenician homeland. This makes them the only group of securely
identified metropolitan Phoenician ware discovered in the Northern Aegean so far. Following
the suggested chronology for the Methone deposit ca. 730-690 BC,* based on imported Greek
fine wares, the discussed amphorae must have belonged to the early representatives of the
type.® It has been suggested that the carinated-shoulder amphorae were used for the export
of wine,®' perhaps tied together by ropes in an upright position during the transportation.

Karabournaki, a coastal settlement at the head of the Thermaic Gulf, identified with ancient

55 Bourogiannis 2013, 143.

56 For a discussion of the structure, see Mméolog 2012, 41-61. The Phoenician amphorae were first presented
by Athanassiadou 2012, 161 n.109-11 and included in Tiverios’ (2012, 65-72) discussion of the Phoenician pres-
ence in the Northern Aegean. See also Kotowvag 2012, 111. Although the deposit that has yielded the Phoe-
nician transport amphorae is the earliest in the “Ypogeio,” it is not representative for the earliest occupation
of the site. This goes back to the Late Neolithic, there is a significant LBA cemetery, and EIA pre-colonisation
settlement remains.

57 Kaoogpn 2012, 299-308 publishes two almost completely restored examples with detailed discussion on
fabric and technological features, shape, parallels, chronological issues and use of the type.

58 Sarepta (Pritchard 1975, 71-8) and Tyre (Bikai 1978, 13) have produced such containers associated with
kilns or debris from kilns. A recently published Tell el-Burak excavation report presents ca. 60 such amphorae
discovered in a second half of 7t c. BC context, Kamlah et al. 2016, 79-130. See also Badreshany et al. 2017, 27
presenting the same amphorae at the 15t APPWC 2016, Ghent (abstract book).

59 The Methone “Ypogeio” was filled in three very short phases ca. 700 BC and then was sealed with two ter-
race walls built on top of it in the first half of the 7 c. BC. The fill of the structure contains mud bricks, timber,
stone, pottery and metal debris from nearby workshops, as well as discarded imported fine and transport
wares. The suggested chronology is based on fine ware pottery imports from Attica, Corinth and Euboea, cf.
Mméaolog et al. 2012, 321-9.

60 Sagona (1982, 77) suggested that the production and distribution of the type reached its peak between 760-
700 BC. Recent evidence, however, indicates that the majority of these amphorae date to the second half of the
7t c. BCin the Levant, although earlier and later examples are also known. I would like to thank the anonymous
reviewer for the helpful comments on this topic.

61 Residue analysis of torpedo jars from the shipwrecks at Tanit and Elissa indicates that the interior of the
containers was coated with pine resin suggesting that they were used for the transportation of wine, Pritchard
1975, 71-8; Bikai 1978, 13, see also the discussion in Kaooépn 2012, 303.

62 Stager 2003, 241 fig. 7. Kaooépn (2012, 303) notes that one of the Methone jars bears traces of what could
be interpreted as rope-wear at handle level.
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Fig. 1. Restored Phoenician trade amphorae (torpedo jars) from Methone, “Ypogeio” (after Kaooépn 2012, fig. 1-2)

Therme,® is a Northern Aegean port where Phoenician, as well as Cypriot, ceramics were dis-
covered. Two joining mouth and neck fragments from a trefoil-lipped, red-slipped jug were
originally published as Phoenician (Fig. 2).>* The vase appears to belong to the familiar type
of Phoenician jugs with almost globular body, relatively short conical neck and high, narrow
trefoil lip.® Its micaceous fabric, however, led Bourogiannis to see it as a possible Southeastern
Aegean version of the Phoenician shape, rather than as an original import from the Phoeni-

63 Tiverios (1995-2000, 314-20) advocates the identification of the site with the ancient Therme.

64 For the original publication of the vase, cf. Tiverios et al. 2001, 259, 262 fig. 8; Tiverios 2004, 297 fig. 4.
65 For the identification of the type, see Mmoupoytavvng 2007, 430.

66 For discussion based on examination of the fragments, cf. Mtoupoytdvvng 2007, 344.
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Fig. 2. Mouth and neck fragments from a trefoil-lipped, red-slipped jug from Karabournaki (after T Béptog 2017, fig. 5a). Fig. 3. Two wall
fragments from BoR neck-ridge juglets from Karabournaki (after T BépLog et al. 2004, fig. 8) Fig. 4. Cypriot painted pottery fragment
from Karabournaki (after TBépLog 2017, fig. Sbp)

cian homeland, supported later by Kotsonas®” who advocates a possible Eastern Aegean origin
of the vase. As a consequence, both of them reject its definition as Phoenician and describe it
as Phoenician-type. Recently Tiverios® has rightly pointed out that the attribution of a ceramic
vessel to a broader ceramic group (such as Phoenician, Attic etc.) should be based on techno-
logical features such as the shaping and tectonic/"building” of the form and the ornamental
style, since the ancient potters did not work with a single source of clay. Similarly, Fletcher
discussed the “thorny issue of how we define “Phoenician” pottery..... “Phoenician” pottery can be
from the Levant, from Cyprus, from the Western Mediterranean, and perhaps even from Rhodes
and Kos.”™® It seems to me that had it not been for the ethnic and geographic term Phoenician,
which carries much broader and deeper connotations deriving from ancient Greek percep-
tions and modern studies, there would not be such a hot, ongoing discussion. If, for example,
a different, more technical term was in use, similar to North-West Anatolian Grey Ware, G 2-3
Ware, or pre-Persian Olynthus-type ware, it would perhaps be easier for many scholars to see the
Phoenician pottery as a ceramic group that follows the same manufacturing traditions in terms
of “building"/shaping of the vessel, firing, surface finish, secondary features such as ridges,
grooves etc., and ornamental techniques and patterns, that was produced in various centres.
That the fabric of a particular pot differs from that of another/other one/s should not make it

67 Kotowvag 2012, 303, n. 1620.

68 Tiverios 2017, 422, n. 16. See also earlier, Tiverios 1989, 617-9 on the itinerant potters during the Archaic
and Classical periods.

69 He continues his argumentation with the example of the Phoenician pottery from Carthage which originates
from many places: Carthage itself, Spain, Pithekoussai and the Levant, Fletcher 2008, 3-7.
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Fig. 5. Mouth and neck fragment from a Phoenician red-slipped neck-ridge juglet from Torone and suggested restoration of the shape
(after Fletcher 2008, fig. 3, 5) Fig. 6. Mouth and neck fragment from a Cypriot Grey Polished Ware juglet (after Fletcher 2008, fig. 4)

less Phoenician, exactly like one Grey Ware pot from Troy and a Grey Ware pot from Lesbos are
equally Grey Ware vessels, no one questions their attribution to the same ceramic group just
because they were made of local clays. Since terms such as Metropolitan Phoenician wares,
Cypriot Phoenician pottery, and Western Mediterranean Phoenician ceramics are perfectly
acceptable and reflect the regional variations within the same broader group, why should a
vessel made in the Aegean not be recognised as Phoenician because of its locally sourced clay?
Itis a different question, if the people at Karabournaki could identify it as Phoenician. It is also
true that a Phoenician pot found in the Northern Aegean and manufactured in the Eastern
Aegean would point towards a link between these two parts of the Aegean, rather than a direct
one between the Northern Aegean and the Phoenician coast. It still does not mean, however,
that this link could not have been carried via the agency of Phoenician people resident in the
eastern Aegean (Rhodes for example).

Although the two jug fragments were discovered in a surface layer with chronologically
mixed ceramics, the assemblage was dominated by 8" and 7t ¢. BC vases. A number of paral-
lels for the shape familiar from Cyprus,” the central and the Western Mediterranean” provide
support for the chronology suggested for the Karabournaki jug ca. 700 BC.”

70 The Cypriot counterparts come from the Kition and Amathus horizons as defined by Bikai 1987, 69. For
parallels, cf. Bikai 1987, 31 pl. XVI:373, 32 pl.XVI:384; Mmoupoytavvng 2007, 344.

71 The trefoil-mouthed jug appears to have been a popular shape in the Phoenician ceramic assemblage of the
late 8th and mainly the 7th c. BC in the central and western Mediterranean, cf. Aubet 1997, fig. 61, 66-7; Moscati
1988, 496, 501; Stampolidis 2003, n. 10-26.

72 M. Tiverios (2004, 297) suggested a date in the late 8th/early 7th c. BC, followed by Bourogiannis (2007, 430),
who narrows it to ca.700 BC on typological basis (Bourogiannis 2007, 344 ©E3, 433).
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The settlement at Karabournaki did also yield two body fragments belonging to the distinc-
tive pottery class familiar by the descriptive term Black-on-Red (BoR) (Fig. 3).” Originally iden-
tified as jug fragments by the excavators, the two shards were tentatively attributed later to
neck-ridge juglets.” Being a subject of a long-lasted discussion, BoR pottery class is attributed
to Cypriot manufacture,” while locally produced wares in BoR style cover a much wider area
of Southwestern Anatolia, North Syria and even Phrygia.” The macroscopic identification of
BoR fragments discovered in Aegean sites (including the Karabournaki ones) as Cypriot led to
the conviction that these represent Cypriot imports.” The Karabournaki fragments were strati-
graphically related to a plethora of late 8"/ first half of the 7" ¢. BC ceramics.”® An additional
Cypriot decorated pottery fragment was recently published from Karabournaki (Fig. 4).7

Moving to the east, Torone® is the only site in the Northern Aegean where mouth and neck
fragments of two small perfume vessels (juglets) have been identified so far.®' The first one
presents a squat neck, sharp ridge in the middle of the neck and a flaring rim, while a carinated,
pear-shaped body is the suggested restoration for the bottom half of the vase (Fig. 5).82 Based
on the fabric, the dark-red slip and the morphology of the vase Fletcher suggests a Phoenician
manufacture for this neck-ridge juglet, although he allows for a possible origin in Cyprus or
even the Dodecanese.® An origin in Cyprus is quite possible and would support the idea for the
involvement of merchants and craftsmen from Cyprus in the Aegean and its northern littoral
in particular. The second fragment (Fig. 6) represents part of a squat, cylindrical neck opening
into a flaring rim and possibly continuing into globular body. No ridge is preserved on the neck,
although there could have been one at the level of the break, as pointed out by Fletcher.?* The
dark red fabric with dark grey, polished slip and traces of burnishing, allow for its attribution
to Cypriot Grey Polished Ware. Both juglet fragments from Torone come from unrelated and
unstratified contexts, leaving the dating entirely on typological grounds. Comparanda for the

73 For the original publication of the shards, cf. Tiverios, MavakiSou kat Totagpdkn 2004, 341, 344 fig. 8.

74 See the discussion of fabric, shape and decoration in Bourogiannis 2007, 344 ©E1-2, who suggests a more
precise attribution to BoR I1.

75 For an overview of the research history of this pottery class and the complexities resulting from its involve-
ment in a Cypro-Phoenician discourse, cf. Bourogiannis (2012b, 183-207) who categorically states its Cypriot
origin. Schreiber’s (2003) thorough study of the BoR class leaves no doubt regarding its Cypriot manufacture
and distribution, yet the title of the study employs the term Cypro-Phoenician which she otherwise successfully
deconstructs, as pointed out by Iakovou 2004, 62.

76 Schreiber (2003), however, supports that the name BoR should be used for this particular pottery class man-
ufactured on Cyprus. The BoR style,on the other hand, was widely imitated in local productions in North Syria
and Southwest Anatolia (cf. discussion in Hodos et al. 2005, 70-1 with example from Kinet in Cilicia and earlier
Melaart 1955, 119, 122-3). Locally produced BoR appears in Pre-destruction and Destruction levels in Gordion
cf. Schaus 1992, 152-4.

77 Bourogiannis 2012b, 199, see also Iakovou 2004, 61-6. The possibility of Anatolian versus Cypriot origin of
the BoR from the Aegean has not been discussed in relevant studies (i.e. Bourogiannis 2007; 2012b, 183-207).
78 Based on stylistic grounds Bourogiannis 2007, 429 attributes the fragments to Cypro-Archaic I and suggests
that these belong to the latest BoR imports in the Aegean.

79 For the painted fragment, cf. Tiverios 2017, fig. 5b.

80 For the archaeological research in Torone, cf. Cambitoglou et al. 2001; Cambitoglou 2002, 21-45; Papado-
poulos 2005 with further references to the original excavation reports.

81 For the identification and discussion of the fabric and shape of the Torone juglets, as well as their origin and
the distribution of the type, cf. Fletcher 2008, 3-7.

82 Although Fletcher (2008, 6 fig. 5) admits that a globular body is also a possibility, he observes that the nature
of the break “makes it more likely that the vessel form was that of a pear-shape”.

83 For discussion of the possible production locations, cf. Fletcher 2008, 6.

84 Fletcher 2008, 7.
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Fig. 7. Cypriot basket-handle amphora from the cemetery of Abdera (after Dupont and Skarlatidou 2012, fig. 31). Fig. 8. Grey Ware tre-
foil-lipped Phoenician-type jug and fragments from double- and triple-rope handles, possibly from similar jugs, from Troy (after Blegen
et al. 1958, fig. 291:5-7 handle fragments, 292)

Phoenician juglet can be seen in red-slipped examples from Cyprus? and the Levant? datable
to the late 8™ and the 7" c. BC, while the Cypriot Grey Polished Ware juglet is attributed to
Cypro-Archaic I (750-600 BC).#” Considering the chronology of the discussed parallels Fletcher
suggests that a date in the first half of the 7" c. BC seems plausible for the two Torone exam-
ples.s

The early Klazomenian cemetery of Abdera has produced an isolated basket-handle trans-
port amphora (Fig. 7) dated to the second half of the 7% c. BC.# This type of container originates
in Cyprus® and represents a comparatively rare find in the early Archaic Aegean, which makes
the example from Abdera even more interesting. The Cypriot amphorae discovered in the Ae-
gean come from sites with strong Levantine associations such as Kommos and Rhodes, and
Miletus is also the source of ca. 20 fragments of basket-amphorae.?’ In addition, three Archaic
shipwrecks off the shore of South and South-Western Turkey with cargoes dominated consis-
tently by Cypriot basket-handle amphorae, but also carrying East Greek transport containers,

85 Amathus horizon (after 700 to after 600 BC), Bikai 1987, 69 nos. 286, 296 in particular.

86 Two vessels of the same form from the cemetery of Achziv dated to the early 7" c. BC, cf. Mazar 2001, Tomb
T.C.4, nos. 6-7. Fletcher (2008, n. 16) also points to similar vases from Khalde and Al Mina datable to the late 8%
c.BC.

87 It should be noted that the chronological limits of the Cypro-Archaic I followed by Fletcher are 700-600 BC,
while the dating of the period between 750-600 BC follows the chronological table in Iakovou 2012a.

88 Fletcher 2008, 3-7.

89 For the final publication of the excavation results of the cemetery and its chronological position in the
second half of the 7" c. BC down to the early 6% c. BC, cf. ZkapAati&ou 2010. For the basket-handle amphora in
particular, cf. kapAatiSou 2010, 174-5 fig. 269; Dupont and Skarlatidou 2012, 260.

90 ZkapAatidSou (2010, 174) attributes the amphora to a Cypriot workshop, although Dupont and Skarlatidou
(2012, 260) allow for a Cypriot or Levantine origin. Leidwanger (2006, 24-32) and Greene et al. (2013, 21-34)
clearly attribute the type to Cypriot manufacture and a compositional analysis of comparanda from Tell Keisan
suggests that the examples from this settlement are imports from Cyprus. See also Kaooépn (2012, 299-308)
who comments on the container as of Cypriot origin.

91 For the distribution of the type, cf. Greene et al. 2013, 21-34.
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provide more evidence on distribution and the expanding seaborne relations between the Ae-
gean world and the Eastern Mediterranean in the early Archaic period.®

Across the Hellespont, the eighth city of Troy is the source of a probably locally made trefoil
mouthed jug and handle fragments from presumably similar jugs (Fig. 8),% discovered in the
Upper Sanctuary area. The brief description in the publication mentions a dark grey lustrous
slip and coarse inclusions in the fabric, detectable on the surface. The vase has wide conical
neck with wide base joining the squat globular body with no clear distinction, resulting in “truly
biconical"/piriform shape.* There is a ridge where the neck joins the body. The relatively small
trefoil rim does not project much beyond the neck, and the jug stands on a very low, wide
ring base. The handle and part of the mouth are missing. One of the three handle fragments
believed to come from similar jugs is of a double-rope type, while the other two represent a
triple-rope, the one having a semi-globular knob at base of handle.*

The shape of the jug, which is obviously alien to the repertory of the local Grey Ware,*
can be easily recognised in that of a group of Phoenician Red slip trefoil-lipped jugs from the
Amathus horizon on Cyprus.” The Trojan vase is smaller in size and the proportions differ
from those of the Cypriot examples,® which accounts for the visually shorter, heavier look.
It faithfully reproduces, however, the ridge at the join of neck to body which the Phoenician
vases have. The jug from Troy is closely comparable to a number of vases of the same shape
discovered in Central and Western Mediterranean Phoenician sites,” as well as to some from
the Phoenician homeland.'® The trefoil-lipped, biconical jugs appear to be more common in

92 For the results of the underwater surveys and discussion on the cargo of the three shipwrecks, cf. Greene
et al. 2013, 21-34. Based on the chronology of the transport containers, the authors date two of the shipwrecks
to mid-7™ c. BC or shortly before that, while the third one appears to be slightly later with a date in the late 7
even very early 6" c. BC.

93 Blegen et al. 1958, 265 no. 36.722 fig. 291:5-7 (handle fragments), 292. See discussion in Graham 1987, 91
and Kotowvag 2012, 176 n.925.

94 Bikai 1987, 49-50.

95 1did not have the opportunity to inspect the discussed vase and the handle fragments personally, so all
the descriptions are based on the information provided in the publication and what can be discerned from the
relevant photographs.

96 For the repertory of the EIA Anatolian Grey Ware, cf. Bayne 2000, 137-243.

97 For comparison, cf. Bikai 1987, 31-2, 49-50, 62 pl. XVI:373-4, 384, 388. No. 384 is the closest to the Trojan
vase.

98 The Trojan vase is 16.3 cm high and has body diam. of 11.3 cm, while Cypriot vases have ranging height,
24.8 cm or 21.2 cm for example, and body diam. 13.5 cm and 13.4 cm respectively. The jug in Bikai 1987, pl. XV,
384 is the closest to the Troian vase in terms of size and proportions.

99 For examples from the Phoenician cemetery on Motya, offshore Sicily, cf. Sconzo 2016, fig. 4 (two ceramic
funerary sets, the trefoil, biconical jugs in the middle of each set), fig. 11 (ceramic funerary assemblage with a
trefoil biconical jug to the left). While both jugs on fig. 4 look taller and more elongated, closely comparable to
Bikai 1987, pl. XVI, 373 for example, the vase on fig. 11 has heavier, plumper proportions closer to the Troian
jug, although still taller than the latter. The shape is present in the funerary ceramic set from the Phoenician
cemetery at Laurita (Granada), cf. Nufiez 2013, fig. 19: T12, T13, T20, although the three jugs are not identical
between themselves and to the Trojan one, again as a consequence from slight variations in the proportions. All
the illustrated examples from Motya and Laurita have conical necks with straight sides similar to the jugs from
Cyprus and the Trojan vase. A sporadic find from San Giorgo cemetery in Sardinia provides another good paral-
lel for the Trojan vase, cf. Fletcher 2006, fig. 6. Unlike most of the Central and Western Mediterranean jugs which
tend to be more elongated and elegant, this particular example has true globular body, heavier proportions
and straight-sided neck with very wide base which make it stand very close to the discussed vase from Troy.
100 The Trojan jug is closely comparable to one from Akhziv (cf. NUfiez 2013, fig. 22e), which, like the vases
discussed above, n. 92 has straight-sided neck. An example from the al-Bass cemetery, period IV (Nufiez 2014,
fig.3.84b) also has a biconical body, but the neck walls are slightly concave which contributes to the visually
more elegant look in comparison to the rest of the discussed examples.
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the Central and Western Mediterranean, where more elongated and elegant shape seems to
be the norm, while examples from Cyprus and the Phoenician mainland seem to be less fre-
guent and tend towards heavier proportions thus providing closer parallels for the Trojan vase.
Although the jug’s handle is missing, a partly preserved double-rope vertical handle matches
closely the type of handle on comparable biconical jugs from Cyprus,’ some examples from
the al-Bass cemetery, Tyre,’®? and a vase from San Giorgo cemetery, Sardinia.”®. The Trojan
handle fragment was not attributed to the discussed vase.”* If we accept that it belonged to
another vase, it seems reasonable, then, to assume that more than one Phoenician type jugs
could have been present at Troy. Two triple-rope handle fragments, published together with
the double-rope one, are more difficult to assess. One of these, however, bears an interesting
detail-a rounded knob at the base of the handle. Similar feature can be found on a number of
Phoenician trefoil mouthed jugs with globular or piriform body from Cyprus,'* although not
necessarily associated with a double-rope type handle.

The chronology of the Trojan jug was not clarified in the publication; neither a clear strati-
graphic or contextual setting is available.' Parallels from the Amathus horizon on Cyprus (after
700 to after 600 BC)'” suggest a general date in the 7" ¢. BC, while a jug from Motya suggests a
date “no later than mid-7% c. BC."'% After a detailed discussion on the date of the Laurita graves
Nufiez proposes the second and third quarters of the 7t c. BC." This chronological position
corresponds partly to the Amathus horizon on Cyprus, al-Bass period V (late 8"-early 6% c. BC)
and Tyre stratum L. Consequently a date in the first half of the 7™ c. BC can be suggested for
the trefoil mouthed jug from Troy.

The manufacturing of the Trojan jug, published as a “somewhat timid attempt on the part
of a Trojan potter to produce in the local ware an imitation of an imported shape,”" introduces
the problem of the copies/imitations. A locally made vase that employs the technological fea-
tures of probably the most popular Trojan fine ware-the North-West Anatolian Grey Ware - was
most likely designed for the local market. Unlike the Karabournaki jug, which, even if made
in the South-Eastern Aegean, is red slipped, thus reproducing the visual impression of the
Phoenician Red-Slipped class, the Trojan vase follows the local tradition in terms of fabric and
surface finish. It actually represents more than a “timid attempt” as the shape is very well ren-
dered and details such as the ridge at the neck to body join and the very low ring base are not
omitted. The potter must have had a good visual knowledge of this particular form, perhaps

101 Bikai 1987, pl. XVI: middle row.

102 Cf. for example NuUfiez 2008, fig. 27: U29-2 (period 1V); 2014, fig. 3.121 (period V jugs)-like the period IV jugs
from this cemetery, the period V ones have slightly concave necks.

103 Compare Fletcher 2006, fig. 6.

104 Blegen et al. 1958, 265. They actually publish the handle fragments together with the Phoenician type jug
before proceeding to the next vessel from the Upper Sanctuary.

105 Bikai 1987, 31-2, cf. for example nos. 368-9, 371-2, 375.

106 The publication states that fragments of Early Corinthian pottery were found in the same deposit, but it
remains unclear if there was actual stratigraphic association between these and the Phoenician type jug. We
should also consider the length of the period of use before its final deposition in the Upper Sanctuary.

107 Bikai 1987, 69.

108 Sconzo 2016, 324. The jug illustrated on fig. 11 is closely comparable to the Troian example, cf. n. 98.

109 Nufez 2014a, 80 with a summarising table of previously suggested dates for the individual graves.

110 For the synchronisation of the strata/horizons of the major metropolitan/Levantine Phoenician sites and
non-Phoenician ones that have yielded Phoenician materials (mainly ceramics), cf. Nufiez 2008, 19-95; 2014b,
261-71 (cf. commentary on the relative and absolute chronology of each of the al-Bass periods).

111 Blegen et al. 1958, 265 no. 36.722.
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from imported original/s, a ceramic or metal (bronze/silver) version."2 A metal vase providing
inspiration and model for the manufacturing of the Grey Ware jug from Troy can be a plausible
assumption.”® The Phoenicians were master craftsmen and fine metal vessels were one of
the areas of their expertise. A silver jug would have been a luxurious, status object with high
market value; it is safer'* to transport than a ceramic original and its colour would be compa-
rable to the grey ware pieces. Unquestionably, however, the jug is an isolated phenomenon.
Even if we accept that several vases of this type existed in Troy," they still do not form a repre-
sentative sequence with an impact on the local ceramic production. It is an important indica-
tion, though, that the intensification of Phoenician activity in the southern Aegean manifested
in the late 8" and especially early 7t c. BC'¢ was echoed, although in a much smaller scale, in
the contemporary material record of sites along the northern littoral of the basin.

The non-ceramic evidence

A rare, non-ceramic evidence for Cypriot trade activities was discovered in the LG-Early Archaic
coastal cemetery of Mende on Chalkidike."” A late 8"/early 7" c. BC Attic SOS amphora was
used as a burial container for enchytrismos (Fig. 9).® Although the type, origin and chronology
of this find are unquestionably important for the archaeology of the Northern Aegean, its ut-
most significance lies in the short inscription incised on its shoulder in Cypriot syllabary.’
According to one reading of the inscription it contains part of a personal name followed by pat-
ronym and the beginning of a place-name.' It was interpreted as the name of a trader or the
owner of the amphora (]la-si) whose patronym began with ©gpt-(te-mi) and he was Selaminios/
Zehapiviog (se) by origin. The reading of the Mende inscription is supported by the fact that

112 Examples of Phoenician bronze and silver jugs with a biconical body, ridge at neck to body join and a ver-
tical handle terminating in palmette are known from Mediterranean sites from Cyprus to the Iberian peninsula,
but seems to have been particularly popular in Etruria and Campania in early 7t c. BC, cf. Markoe 2000, 150
fig. 57; Fletcher 2006, 177-8 fig. 5. The piriform shape of the metal jugs relates closely to the discussed ceramic
version. For the close stylistic resemblance between such jug and its bucchero counterpart, both of early 7t c.
BC date, from central Italy, cf. Nijboer 2004, 375 pl. II (middle row). He advocates a “close relationship between
some of the luxury goods of this period both in style and partially in the technology employed.” The type of a three-
ridged handle that the metal jugs have (see the handle of the jug illustrated on his plate II, also familiar from
other examples), could have provided the inspiration for the three-rope handle fragments discovered in Troy.
Fletcher 2006, 177-8 fig. 5 also compares the ceramic and metal examples of the shape from central Italy (the
silver jug on fig. 5 has a double-rope handle similar to the discussed ceramic examples). Geographically closer,
metal example from the Aegean is a vase from the Idaean Cave on Crete, cf. Kourou 2012, fig. 1a (after Stam-
polidis et al. 1998).

113 The metal examples from Etruria and their bucchero counterparts discussed in the previous note indicate
similar process. We should also consider the visual resemblance between Grey Ware and silver vases.

114 We should keep in mind, of course, that a fine metal vase could get bent out of shape if not packed care-
fully. A cargo with precious metal vases also increases the risk of piracy. I would like to thank Dr. T. Hodos for
these remarks.

115 If we assume that the double- and triple-rope handle fragments belonged each to a different vase of this
shape, it makes four vessels in total, unless more, unpublished exist.

116 Bourogiannis 2013, 171.

117 For the original excavation report, cf. BokotomouAou and Mooyovnouwtn 1990, 411-23.

118 For the late 8"/early 7" c. BC date of the vessel and its Attic provenance, supported by archaeometric
analysis, cf. Vokotopoulou and Christidis 1995, 5-12, followed by Bourogiannis 2007, 431. M. Tiverios (2012, 67)
advocated a slightly later date within the 7% c. BC. See also Kotowvag 2012, 187 n. 1107.

119 Cf. Vokotopoulou and Christidis 1995, 5-12.

120 The whole inscription is transcribed as ]la-si//. te-mi| se, la-si being the ending of a personal name, te-mi
marking a complex patronym beginning with G¢pt-, popular on Cyprus for a number of personal names and se
for the place of origin of the person (Selaminios/ Zehapiviog).



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 83

Fig. 9. Attic SOS-amphora with Cypriot syllabary inscription from the ceme-
tery of Mende (after Kapvafd 2013, €ik.1-2)

Salamis represents the highest concentration of SOS amphorae on Cyprus.’? Another reading
suggests Jla-si-te-mi se, se being the final -s of a personal name in Nom. Sg.'?2 The vessel also
bears three incised vertical lines on the handle, a practice popular on the island for marking
the capacity of the containers.’” The Mende inscription finds an almost identical, early 7 c. BC
parallel in one from Policoro, South Italy.’>* Written in Cypriot syllabary, it was transcribed as
(?)-la-si-te-mi[-?, which makes a possible common Cypriot background for the two containers
not unlikely. The date of the Mende inscription (via the chronology of the SOS amphora), addi-
tionally confirmed by its South Italian counterpart, fits well into the late 8-first half of 7t c. BC
horizon of Cypriot and Phoenician finds in the Northern Aegean littoral.

Two types of glass beads that have been usually associated with Phoenician craftsmanship
and trade activities,'® and possibly part of what Homer calls athyrmata (Od. 15.415-6), have
come to light from the Methone “Ypogeio,”'?¢ the Sindos settlement mound'?” and the cemetery
at Sedes.?® Compound three-eye-beads (triangular) made of dark (greenish or blueish) glass
with white spiral “eyes” come from the “Ypogeio” (Fig. 10: middle and lower row), one example
is known from the Sindos settlement mound (Fig. 11) and more are reported from Dailaki, Kas-
toria.’” The narrow dating of the “Ypogeio” deposit (730-690 BC)™° provides firm chronology for
the eye-beads in the late 8™-very early 7t c. BC, while the Sindos find is reported as being from
a 7% c. BC stratum.™ The prevailing view for the Phoenician provenance of these beads or their
association with Phoenician craftsmanship’? was challenged some years ago with arguments

121 Cf.Johnston and Jones 1978, 114.

122 Kapvapa 2013, 162.

123 Cf. Vokotopoulou and Christidis 1995, 10 fig. 3; Bourogiannis 2007, 431.

124 Cf. Cordano 1984, 284, 293 n.14; Martelli 1991, 1054-5.

125 Cf. Tiverios 2004, 299; TiBépLog and Muatdidng 2000, 200-1 with relevant earlier bibliography.

126 Ignatiadou 2015, 82 fig. 1.

127 TBéplog and Mpatdidng 2000, 200-1 fig. 8; Bourogiannis 2007, 435; Gimatzidis 2010, 298-99.

128 Iyvatiadou and Xat{nvikoAdou 2002, 57-72.

129 Cf.Ignatiadou 2015, 82 who also mentions more beads of this type with an unknown precise provenance,
most likely from Macedonia. These are included in the Glass Cosmos exhibition catalogue (2010), which pres-
ents finds from Macedonia and Thrace.

130 For the stratigraphy and the chronology of the structure, cf. Mniéolog 2012, 41-62.

131 Itis associated with Phase 4 ceramic material (Sub-Geometric in terms of relative chronology), cf. Gimatzidis
2010, 289, 302-34. See also Gimatzidis 2014, table 1, where Habitation Level 4 is attributed to LG IIB.

132 See for example Markoe 2000, 158 where the glass coloured beads are attributed to Phoenician work-
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Fig. 10. Glass beads from Methone (after Ignatiadou 2012, fig. 1)

based on their distribution pattern.’ While the majority, including the very early, 9" c. BC ex-
amples, comes from sites in Greece, the Phoenician homeland and Phoenician establishments
in the Mediterranean seem also to be a source. Schmid suggested a link between the distribu-
tion of the triangular and the Euboean trade activities and settlements abroad,* while a Rho-
dian workshop, on the other hand, has been also advocated.’ To complicate matters, the ex-
cavation of the Methone “Ypogeio” has produced evidence that a glass-making workshop was
active at the site as early as the colony’s foundation.™¢ In this case a local production stimulated
through the Euboian connection or perhaps by early contacts with Rhodes,'® seems very likely.

The second type, familiar from the Methone “Ypogeio”3 and the cemetery at Sedes (Ther-
mi),"® includes undecorated, transparent, greenish and blueish round and biconical beads as
well as a ring-bead of blue glass paste (Fig. 10: top row). Similar, undecorated beads appear to

shops in their homeland and Cyprus and distributed to the Aegean.

133 Cf. Schmid 2000-1, 115-7.

134 Cf. Schmid 2000-1, 117.

135 Cf. Triantafyllidis 2002, 26-7 (with earlier bibliography) who advocates that a glass workshop established
on Rhodes by immigrant Mesopotamian craftsmen was the source of the rod-formed triangular beads with
spiral eyes. For the possible Rhodian workshop attributed to immigrant Mesopotamian glassworkers, cf. Mar-
coe 2000, 157. See also Fletcher 2004, 64 on the probable role of Rhodes for the local production of Phoenician
objects such as glass beads, faience, scarabs and anthropomorphic perfume vases.

136 Mméolog 2012, 44.

137 A small number of neck-ridge juglets of late 8"-early 7t c. BC date, most likely of Rhodian origin as well as
some Spaghetti Ware aryballoi from the “Ypogeio” suggest a link between Rhodes and the Northern Aegean, cf.
Bourogiannis 2007, 435. The attribution of the neck-ridge juglets to Rhodian workshops, suggested by Bouro-
giannis is based on examination of their technological features.

138 Ignatiadou 2015, 82 fig. 1.

139 Iyvatadou and Xat{nvikoAaou 2002, 57-72.
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be common in central Macedonia'® which again could be an indication for the role of one or
more local, coastal workshops rather than a direct Phoenician import.

The excavation of the “Ypogeio” has brought to light other classes of artefacts such as glass
vases, faience pendants and ivories, which could possibly (but not necessarily) be linked to
Phoenician workshops/trade activities. Based on the “Ypogeio” finds, Bessios argued for the
existence of an ivory workshop operating from the early days of the colony (Fig. 13).*' Like the
possible evidence for an early glass workshop, the indications for an ivory workshop pose the
problem of the local manufacture vs imports.

An Egyptianising amulet was also discovered during the “Ypogeio” excavation at Methone,
suggesting that it was discarded at the same time as the rest of the finds from the site in the
late 8™-early 7% c. BC.'2 Judging by the published photograph of the find (Fig. 12), it appears to
represent a standing female figurine with a rounded animal head with small pointed ears and
a beginning of a head-gear between them. It looks worn, with no clear details and the fracture

Fig. 11. Compound three-eye-bead from the settlement mound at Sindos (after T(Béplog and
Mpatdidng 2000, fig. 8). Fig. 12. Egyptianising amulet from Methone, “Ypogeio” (after MTéoLog et al.
2004, fig. 3). Fig. 13. Ivory artefacts from Methone, “Ypogeio” (after MméoLog et al. 2004, fig. 4)

at the level of the head-attribute seems to be ancient. It recalls the Sekhmet type figurines with
lioness head and uraeus between the ears and could be tentatively identified as representa-
tion of this mother-goddess of the Memphis triad.' In a recent study on the distribution of
the Egyptianising amulets, often associated with Phoenician manufacture and/or trade in the
Aegean and the Mediterranean, Fletcher demonstrated that it followed certain patterns.”* A
concentration of figurines of the Memphis triad is clearly noticeable in Tyrrhenian Italy'* and
eastern Aegean sites,* while only single ones are known from Spain, North Africa, Sardinia
and Sicily."# It has also been established that the majority of the Memphis triad amulets date
to the eighth and the first half of the 7t c. BC,"*® which accords well with the context date of the
figurine discovered in Methone.

Fletcher links the distribution pattern of the Egyptianising amulets to distinctive North Phoe-

140 Cf. Ignatiadou (2015, 82) who comments that these finds have not been subjected to a thorough study.
141 Mméolog et al. 2004, 369 fig. 4; MTtéoLog 2012, 44.

142 Mméolog et al. 2004, 369 fig. 3. It is illustrated by a small photograph with no accompanying discussion on
its technological features, type etc.

143 It can be compared to Sekhmet figurines from Veii, cf. Fletcher 2004, fig. 4.

144 Fletcher 2004, 51-77 with references.

145 Fletcher 2004, 52: “214 examples in peninsular Italy, but less than half a dozen in Sardinia, and only 7 in Sicily”.
146 Fletcher 2004, 53: “there are a total of 289 examples of Sekhmet, Nefertem, or Ptah, of which 200 are from East
Greek sites".

147 By contrast these places show high concentration of Wedjat-eye type amulets as well as Thot, Anubis and
Shu.

148 Fletcher 2004, 57, following the chronology suggested by Holbl 1986, 108-9.
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Fig. 14. Egyptian scarab and amber beads from Lyubcha (after magazine “8”, cover page)

nician/ Sidonian (manifested through the Memphis triad) and South Phoenician/ Tyrian (rep-
resented by the distribution of Wedjat-eyes, Thot, Anubis, Shu) trade routes and contrasting
patterns of exchange, cooperation and settlement.' Undoubtedly the Methone amulet is a
rare find for the northern Aegean;™ it would thus be inappropriate to put too much weight on
it as an argument in the discussion on the Phoenician presence in the area, the mechanisms
of exchange and the identity of the carriers. Nevertheless, considering the presence of other
Phoenician and Phoenician-type objects discovered in the “Ypogeio” and the fact that Methone
was an Euboean establishment, it could be seen in the light of the suggested North Phoeni-
cian-Euboean cooperation.

A pair of discs made of gold foil, decorated with concentric circles and triple spirals were dis-
covered in Grave A-CLXXVIL in the cemetery of Hephaestia on Lemnos, dated to the late 8"/first
half of 7t c¢. BC.”> Similar discs come from earlier, MPG and LPG burials in Euboea (Lefkandi)
and Skyros and were attributed to a workshop which may have operated in Lefkandi.”> Based
on stylistic similarities, Lemos suggests that the examples from Hephaestia were products of
the same workshop.'s? The specimens from Euboea and Skyros, however, are nearly two centu-
ries older than the Hephaestia discs. It implies that if the latter were manufactured in Lefkandi
then these must have been ancient at the time of their deposition in the grave and perhaps
considered a keimelion. The practice is attested in the Aegean and will be discussed further
down. On the other side the discs were associated with North Syrian or Phoenician proto-
types.’* Ficuciello, in her discussion on the distribution pattern of these objects rightly points

149 Cooperation between the Northern Phoenicians and Euboeans in the Levant (North Syria) and possibly
in places such as Pithekoussai to the west, with the Euboeans following the Sidonian “method of discretion in
their trading ventures” is opposed to the Tyrian ventures characterised by “little or no assimilation,....a deliberate
maintenance of their individuality and the foundation of colonies,” Fletcher 2004, 60.

150 Unless more, unpublished ones exist.

151 Mustilli 1932-3, 76, 78 fig. 123.

152 Lemos 2002, 130.

153 Lemos 2002, 130.

154 Triester 2001, 8-9, 13-4, 376; Ficuciello 2013, 91.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 87 -

out that it is not clear if the finished products travelled as part of a commercial cargo or the
matrices were used by itinerant craftsmen from North Syria and Phoenicia, similarly to those
working on Cyprus and Rhodes.” In this case a short-term establishment of travelling gold-
smiths on Lemnos, working in the tradition of the Eastern Mediterranean, can be imagined.
Such scenario accords well with the possibility that travelling craftsmen may have been present
at Methone and active in ivory and glass-making almost from the very beginning of the colony.

An interesting, although indirect support for exchange networks linking the northern Ae-
gean to the eastern Mediterranean can be seen in an unusual grave find from inland Thrace.
An Egyptian scarab (Fig. 14), 50 amber beads, ceramic vessels and bronze jewellery were dis-
covered in a cenotaph-type tumular grave dated to the late 8-early 7*" c. BC near the Rhodope
mountain village of Lyubcha, in modern Bulgaria (Map 1)."*¢ The reading of the cartouche as
the pharaoh’s name Neb Tawi Re is one of the names of Montuhotep IV of 11t Dynasty (1992-
1985 BC)."” The great antiquity of this find, which was offered as a burial gift in a much later
grave, and was certainly exotic for the local community, conspicuously reminds of three anal-
ogous, although slightly earlier contexts from Lefkandi and more from Cyprus. All these docu-
ment the practice of offering exotic objects that were already ancient at the time of their depo-
sition. The Lefkandi examples were discussed by Sherratt in the context of Phoenician trade
activities in the Aegean reflected in the Homeric and later Greek perceptions of these eastern
traders.'® Perhaps closest to the Lyubcha grave is the mid-10" c. BC female inhumation grave
in the so-called Heroon building where a damaged gold granulated pendant was found.™ It
finds precise parallels in Babylonia datable to ca. 1700 BC. The other two burials contain an
already broken in antiquity 12t c. BC bronze Cypriot krater containing the cremated remains of
the male burial in the Heroon and a bronze plate from a scale armour worn as a pendant, from
a 9" c. BC grave in the Skoubris cemetery.'® Similarly, a grave in the cemetery of Hephaestia
on Lemnos,'s" attributed to the late 8™/first half of the 7™ c. BC grave group, is the source of
a Mycenaean lentoid agate seal (LHII-LHIIITA)'®> which must have been antique at the time
of deposition with the burial.”®®* Crielaard also reminds us of the ancients' taste of antiquities,
listing a number of Cypriot graves containing much older offerings, including a scarab with
the Ramses II or Ramses III cartouche and a commemorative scarab of Amenophis IIL.'# The
common element between these finds is that they are all of eastern Mediterranean origin (the
example from Lemnos being an exception), were antique by the time they were deposited in
the graves and travelled great distances. The Lyubcha cenotaph follows essentially the same
pattern. Both Crielaard’s and Sherratt's suggestion that the discussed finds probably came
from recently robbed tombs in the Eastern Mediterranean (Cyprus, the Levant, the Nile delta)'s

155 Ficuciello 2013, 91.

156 Damyanov 2003, 585 fig. 12. The tumulus was excavated in 1976 and is part of a tumular burial ground.
157 For the reading and attribution of the scarab, cf. Vassil Dobrev in the popular scientific journal 8, vol. 10,
2010, 16-19 and personal communication Jan, 24t 2017.

158 Sherratt 2010, 132-4.

159 Popham et al. 1993, 15-20; Sherratt 2010, 132.

160 Popham et al. 1979-80, 251; 1993, 87; Sherratt 2010, 132.

161 Mustilli 1932-3, grave A-CLXXXII, 80 fig. 126-7.

162 For the chronology of the seal, cf. CMSV, Suppl. 1B, 034.

163 The Mycenaean seal is actually the only piece of burial equipment in the urn, which makes the precise
dating of the grave impossible.

164 Crielaard 1998, 189.

165 Crielaard 1998, 190. See Whitley 2002, 225-6 for other likely examples of antique eastern metalwork
deposited in Lefkandi tombs. See also Catling 1994, 137-8 for the idea that at least some of the Cyprus antiques
were results of tomb looting.
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is supported by Near Eastern and Egyptian textual evidence for the practice in antiquity' and
one may suspect that the scarab was acquired in a similar way. The association between these
ancient objects and Eastern Mediterranean traders, instrumental in their transportation to the
Aegean, could also account for the appearance of the Egyptian scarab in a Thracian grave.'s’
Although the site of Lyubcha is not that far from the Aegean coast of Thrace it still requires an
additional land journey, perhaps partly along the Nestos valley,'s® thus extending the Aegean
exchange networks with an intersecting regional land route to the north.

Another grave find of late 8"/early 7t c. BC date was discovered even further away from
the North Aegean coast, in the heart of inland Thrace (Belish village near Troyan, Map 1).'®
It is part of the burial equipment of a “symbolic grave” (cenothaph) consisting of remains of
textile and leather, a rich set of bronze garment elements and jewellery, Baltic amber and
mountain crystal beads. Scientifically analysed soil from the grave produced small pieces of
hemp cloth, a number of loose, fine, hemp threads dyed in red, blue and pink, as well as traces
of dyed leather.” While the red colour was most likely derived from local plants (madder), the
blue could have been either from local plants or from indigo imported from the east and the
pink threads were treated with purple dye extracted from Mediterranean murex shells,”” and
undoubtedly imported. Scholars are traditionally accustomed to think of Phoenicia as the par
exellence source of high quality textiles coloured with purple dye, in the first half of the 1t mil-
lennium BC, due to the existing written testimony. The Homeric episode (Il. 6.289) reference
to richly decorated textiles, work of Sidonian women, brought to Troy by Paris, suggests that
luxury textiles from Phoenicia probably travelled as far north as the Northern Aegean. We
should keep in mind, however, that Phoenician textiles are usually associated with fine wool
or linen. On the other hand, Herodotus (4.74) tells us that the Thracians were highly skilled in
manufacturing hemp textiles which were as good as the linen ones. If we accept the identifica-
tion of the purple-dyed Belish threads as hemp, then the Phoenician provenance of the textile
becomes less likely and one wonders if a locally produced cloth could have been dyed with

166 For textual references, cf. Sherratt 2010, 134.

167 Iuse the term Thracian here as a purely geographical designation.

168 Judging by the Mycenaen and the Subgeometric finds from sites along the Middle Nestos valley, it must
have been an important communication corridor with the Aegean coast (perhaps with the Thermaic Gulf and
Chalkidike rather than the coast at the river’s delta) in the LBA and later in the 7*" c. BC, cf. AnekcaHgpos 2002,
61-82 (Koprivlen); Mycenaean alabastron from Bresto (http://infomreja.bg/mikenski-syd-za-parfiumi-otkri-
ha-kraj-selo-bang-32805.html); Bozkova 2002, 133-44; Bozkova and Delev 2012, 69-79 (late 8" and early 7" c. BC
ceramics, Koprivlen, Mikrevo); Popov 2015, 109-26. It is not a surprise, therefore, that the scarab was discovered
in a relative proximity to the river valley. The chronology and nature of the contacts between the middle Nestos
valley communities and the Aegean, as revealed by the current archaeological evidence, reminds of the pattern
familiar from Thassos-contacts and exchange with the rest of the Aegean towards the end of the LBA and the
transition to the EIA and a new phase, revealed in the late 8" and the early 7*" c. BC record, but in a more local-
ised, northern Aegean scale.

169 The finds and the soil from the grave were not discovered during systematic archaeological excavation.
These were given to the National Museum of History in Sofia and originally published by XpucTtos 2002, 6-15;
2004, 43-67.

170 Hwkonosa 2008, 192-200; MNeTtposa 2015, 115-219, Georgieva: paper presented at workshop Laristocratie
odryse: signes et lieuxdu puvoir held on 12-13 June 2015 in Louvre, Paris; Archibald 2013, 189-90. While HukonoBa
who analysed the organic remains noted only hemp fibres in the original report, Archibald mentions hemp or
linen.

171 According to the dye analysis the red was achieved by the use of alizarin (probably from local plants-Rubia
tinctorum), the blue derives from idigotin extracted either from Isatis tinctoria or imported from the East and the
pink from murex shells (Murex brandaris, Murex trinculus or Purpura haemostoma), cf. Hukonosa 2008, 192-200.
Hukonosa (2008, 193) clarifies that the identification of the purple dye followed the method in McGovern and
Michel 1990, 69-76.
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Map 2. Distribution map of Cypriot, Phoenician and Phoenician-type artefacts in the Northern Aegean and sites associated with
Phoenicians by ancient literary sources (author)

imported purple dye. Alternatively, the purple-dyed fibres could be linen,'”? providing a rare
evidence for the import of Eastern Mediterranean textiles in inland Thrace.

What is unquestionable, however, is that the purple-dyed cloth laid in the grave must have
been a luxurious item for the local community, not least because of its (or the colour’s) remote
homeland and the distance involved in its acquiring. The combination with amber and the nu-
merous bronze ornaments may point to the high status of the symbolically buried individual
and recalls the Lyubcha cenotaph. The chronology of both graves bonds well with the date of
the Cypriot, Phoenician and Phoenician-style artefacts discovered in Northern Aegean coastal
settlements.

DISCUSSION: NETWORKS AND CARRIERS

This overview of the archaeological record indicates that, apart from the late 12"/early 11% c.
BC bronze and bimetal knives from Thasos suggesting a possible Cypriot link, it is not before
the late 8™ c. BC, when artefacts of Cypriot and Phoenician origin or associations reached the
northern Aegean. The late 8™ c. BC also seems to be the likely time that the Homer's men-
tioning of Phoenicians in the Northern Aegean refers to.

A well-defined horizon of late 8"-early 7" c. BC date finds material expression in a variety of
artefacts, concentrated in sites around the Thermaic Gulf and Chalkidike (Map 2), with a single

172 It is well known that very finely spun linen and hemp threads look very similar and their identification is
very difficult even with scientific methods.
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vase from Troy to the east and possibly the gold discs from Lemnos. The transport amphorae
(one Cypriot from Abdera, the Phoenician ones from Methone, and an Attic SOS amphora with
Cypriot syllabary inscription from Mende) indicate that processed agricultural goods (wine,
olive oil or even some specialised food) must have been delivered to the northern Aegean
market at that time, perhaps as part of mixed cargoes. Whether these cargoes were on board
of Phoenician, Cypriot or Greek ships would be rather speculative to argue. A plethora of
various trade partners may have contributed to a dynamic network of exchange which is far
from being ethnically clear-cut and accounts for the blend of Cypriot, Phoenician and Phoeni-
cian-type artefacts in the Northern Aegean.

The connections between the Northern Aegean and the Eastern Mediterranean become ar-
chaeologically visible during that time and it seems that products of Eastern Mediterranean or-
igin travelled further into inland Thrace via the coastal settlements of Chalkidice and the Ther-
maic Gulf. The still sporadic appearance of Eastern Mediterranean objects in inland Thrace,"”
however, does not allow us to argue for an established distribution network. It currently seems
that these objects travelled inland from the Northern Aegean coast perhaps as part of individ-
uals’ loads rather than commercially oriented cargoes.

During the Late Geometric and the beginning of the Archaic periods the dynamism of the
exchange networks linking the Southern Aegean with the Eastern Mediterranean and estab-
lished much earlier, reached its apogee. While the Cypriots may have had a protagonist role
in the southern Aegean in the 11t c. BC, the Phoenicians become increasingly more involved
with the Aegean and appear to have acquired a better articulated commercial and craftsmen
presence towards the end of the 8" and the early 7t c. BC especially in the Dodecanese.” It is
during this same dynamic period of the late 8™ and early 7t" c. BC when Rhodes begins to enter
the already established exchange networks,”> while the Euboeans, traditionally credited as
the earliest Aegean partners of the Cypriot and Phoenician (or more broadly Levantine, if one
considers the Syrian and Aramean) merchants are still active and already establishing overseas
settlements. There is no doubt, then, that the Aegean of the 8™ c. BC focused, as discussed
by S. Sherratt and A. Sherratt,””® an active multi-ethnic exchange of goods, technologies and
knowledge, facilitated not just by commercial mechanisms, but by mobility of people as well."””
It would be, therefore, rather constraining and certainly methodologically inappropriate to try
and associate the evidence from the Northern Aegean with a specific ethnic group. The spread
of Cypriot and Phoenician finds around the Thermaic Gulf and Chalkidike could be seen in the
light of the Euboean activities and interests in the Northern Aegean'”® with Methone providing
the richest evidence at present. The area may have been part of a northern branch of Aegean
commercial networks connecting the Cyclades, Euboea, and Skyros'” to the Thermaic Gulf.

173 Considering that remains of textiles are rarely identified in Thrace (in the territory of modern Bulgaria)
due to poor preservation (because of the acidity and chemical content of the soil) and the lack of systematic
research and analysis, it is quite possible that more examples similar to the Belish textiles existed, but were
never recognised and identified.

174 Cf. Bourogiannis 2013, 139-89, esp. 160-5 (the Phoenician apogee of Rhodes).

175 Bourogiannis 2007, 437, 497.

176 Sherratt and Sherratt 1992, 366.

177 See Bourogiannis (2007, 497) commenting on the presence and manufacturing activities of Cypriots and
Phoenicians in important commercial spots of the Aegean.

178 On the Euboean activities in the Thermaic Gulf and Chalcidice, cf. the recent summarising discussion with
earlier references in Kotowvag 2012, 232-8, also Tiverios 2004, 299; 2012, 67-8; 2017, 427.

179 For a Cypriot pot discovered on the island of Skyros, cf. Bourogiannis 2007, 2:330. The context and distribu-
tion pattern of the Cypriot and Phoenician imports and copies in the Aegean provide evidence for the suggested
northern and southern branches of the Aegean commercial networks, cf. Bourogiannis 2007, 496.
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The evidence for glassmaking and ivory workshops at Methone, however, may imply a possible
presence of Phoenician craftsmen almost from the beginning of this Euboean establishment,
or very soon after it was founded.® Similarly, a short-term presence of goldsmiths working in
North Syrian/Phoenician tradition on Lemnos was suggested. The Sekhmet figurine from Me-
thone could also be brought in the discussion. Since it was discovered in the “Ypogeio” deposit
we cannot be sure about its original context and how it functioned in the local community.
One could speculate, however, that it may have been a personal belonging of an easterner/
Phoenician.® The growing body of evidence for resident easterners (Cypriots, Phoenicians,
Phoenicians from Cyprus or broadly Levantine) in Geometric and early Archaic Aegean places
such as Lefkandi,'®2 Rhodes,® Crete'® and Corinth'® suggests that these people (craftsmen in
particular) were supplying Levantine style products to the Aegean customers. Although sim-
ilar pattern in the Northern Aegean must have been on a smaller scale, the presence of some
individuals from the Eastern Mediterranean (Cyprus, Phoenicia) is not entirely impossible. The
Phoenician presence in the Aegean has been seen as an example of enoikismos when Levan-
tine people were integrated in the local communities rather than establishing settlements,s
and Fletcher has argued that this pattern characterised the North Phoenician (Sidonian) en-
terprise,'® possibly in cooperation with Euboeans.’® A discreet settling among the native com-
munity could also provide a useful approach to understanding Herodotus claims regarding
the Phoenician presence on Thasos. Although the archaeology of the island has not yielded
unquestionable evidence yet, a small number of Eastern Mediterranean people resident or
visiting the island and the opposite Thracian coast could be imagined. A long time ago Graham
argued for a leading role played by the Phoenicians in the north Aegean exchange networks,
connecting the distribution of a regional Subgeometric pottery group known as G 2-3 Ware to
their maritime activities.' Although this statement is probably going too far, it is an interesting
coincidence (if it is a coincidence at all) that the distribution map of G 2-3 Ware overlaps with
the map of sites where Cypriot, Phoenician and Phoenician-type finds have come to light or
these associated with Phoenicians by the ancient written testimonies (Methone, Karabournaki,
Thasos and the opposite coastal sites, Samothrace, Troy, Lemnos).'® Both sets of evidence

180 Iwould like to clarify that, by using the term Phoenician craftsmen here, I mean people who may have come
from Cyprus or Rhodes, for example, not necessarily directly from metropolitan Phoenicia.

181 Papadopoulos 2016, 1238-54 also advocates a possible Phoenician presence in Methone in regard to their
contribution to the early development of the Greek alphabet. A 6% c. BC votive statuette of an Eastern deity with
Phoenician votive inscription was discovered in ancient Stageira and interpreted as a dedication of a Phoenician
visitor to one of the Archaic temples of the city, Vainstub 2014, 345-50.

182 See the discussion in Papadopoulos 2011, 113-33.

183 Bourogiannis 2013, 139-89.

184 See the summarising discussions with earlier references in Shaw 1989, 165-83; Kourou 2000, 1067-81;
Markoe 2003, 209-16; Kotsonas and Stampolidis 2006, 337-60.

185 Morris and Papadopoulos 1998, 251-63.

186 Bourogiannis 2013, 175. See also Papadopoulos and Lyons 2002: “they did not establish colonies or even
build settlements, but merely settled among the natives.”

187 It was contrasted to the Tyrian ventures characterised by “deliberate maintenance of their individuality and
the foundation of colonies,” Fletcher 2004, 60, cf. also Pekham 1998, 353.

188 Similarly, Boardman (2006, 195-200) advocates a Greek (Euboean)-Phoenician cooperation in the Central
and Western Mediterranean before the 6% c. trade rivalry started and the model of their interaction changed.
See also Hodos (2011, 38) who advocates that “Greeks and Phoenicians working in cooperation with one another or
cargo ships was not an uncommon occurrence” in a broader Mediterranean context.

189 Graham 1978, 61-98.

190 There is still no published G 2-3 Ware from sites in Chalkidike, but judging by its distribution pattern I expect
that it will come to light. It is also perhaps a matter of correct identification. For summarising discussions on G
2-3 Ware, cf. Ilieva 2009, 109-23; 2013, 123-31; 2014, 85-96; 2015, 146-57; 2016, 207-23; Ilieva et al. 2014, 565-74.
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whether put together or viewed separately are certainly indicative of a dynamic regional mar-
itime exchange network.

On the other hand the variety of Eastern Mediterranean finds from the Northern Aegean
(Map 2) takes the discussion back to the wider Aegean system of trade networks. The concept
of network, which “functions as networks do-without a centre,”' provides an operative theo-
retical background for advocating cooperative commercial ventures of Aegean and Eastern
Mediterranean (Cypriot, Phoenician, Syrian) traders.”? The limited volume and diverse nature
of finds of Eastern Mediterranean origin or inspiration in the North Aegean suggest that their
distribution in the area could be the end result of the activity of intersecting regional exchange
networks with ports of trade facilitating mixed merchandise cargoes.’? Cyprus, with its mixed
demographic background, maritime expertise, long-lasting commercial experience and fa-
vourable location, provides a natural intersecting point for the Levantine and Southern Aegean
trade routes. It is not a surprise, therefore, that Cypriot vases and a Phoenician jug of probably
Dodecanese origin were discovered in Karabournaki, that a Cypriot and a Phoenician neck-
ridge juglets came from Torone, or an Attic SOS amphora with Cypriot syllabary inscription
from Mende. The last one offers an excellent example of a vessel with biography and several
possible interpretations. It could have belonged to a literate Cypriot resident in Athens and
arrived in Mende via Euboea for example, it could have been imported to Cyprus first, where it
was inscribed and transported to the northern Aegean at a later date, or even being inscribed
in the Northern Aegean suggesting a Cypriot presence.” This complex, mixed nature of the
Late Geometric and Early Archaic exchange system could be also illustrated by the slightly
later Cypriot basket amphora from Abdera which is indicative for the role of the South-Eastern
Aegean and Ionian ports of trade in distributing Eastern Mediterranean goods. A link between
the Northern Aegean and East Greece as early as the late 8" c. BC can be illustrated by the
ceramic wares originating in a number of Northern Aegean sites, such as, for example, trans-
port amphorae discovered in Methone and Sindos™¢ or East Greek fine ware of late 8" c. BC
date from Karabournaki.’”

The limited archaeological evidence from the North-Eastern Aegean, on the other hand,
comes from the local Trojan copy of a Phoenician trefoil mouthed jug and possibly the golden
discs from the cemetery of Hephaestia on Lemnos. Nevertheless, the literary testimonies for

191 Papadopoulos 2011, 130. For the network concept cf. also Crielaard 1998, 187-206; Malkin et al. 2009, 1-11.
192 Bourogiannis (2007, 494) refers to probably the best material manifestation, although of slightly later date
(second half of 7" c. BC), of the complex, mixed nature of the contacts between the Aegean and the Eastern
Mediterranean: the Vroulia Sphinx-a Cypriot limestone figure with incised Phoenician inscription, which was
offered in a Greek sanctuary. Cf. Hodos 2011, 23-45 on the Greek-Phoenician cooperation patterns in the Medi-
terranean; Kotowvag (2012, 111-299) for a theoretical informed discussion of Aegean networks.

193 Sherratt (2000, n. 3) discusses the similar concept of intersecting trade circles in regard to the circulation
of metal goods in the end of the LBA in the Eastern Mediterranean.

194 See Bourogiannis (2007, 439) who suggests that its presence in the Northern Aegean should perhaps be
seen in the context of trade activities of Cypriots in the area. KapvaBd (2013, 163) also interprets the inscription
as an indication of a Cypriot merchant/captain.

195 For the role of the eastern Aegean centres in the commercial exchange with the northern Aegean and the
presence of Ionian and Aeolian Greeks in coastal settlements around the Thermaic Gulf and Chalcidice as early
as the late 8™ c. BC, cf. Papadopolulos 2005, 586-7; Kotowvag 2012, 233; Tiverios 2017, 423-4.

196 Five examples of Chian transport amphorae from the “Ypogeio” come from late 8"-early 7t c. BC context,
while examples from Sindos were also dated to the second half of the 8 c. BC, cf. Kotowvag 2012, 199. Similar
fragments of late 8™ c. BC Chian transport amphorae were also discovered at Krania in Pieria: Gimatzidis 2010,
290 n. 1804. Samian, Milesian and Lesbian transport amphorae of late 8" c. BC date are also known from Me-
thone, cf. Kotowvag 2012, 180-215; ®{Ang 2012, 276

197 Tolapdkn 2012, 235.
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Phoenicians in that part of the northern Aegean, survived in the Iliad, the Herodotus claims
and via the mythology, are much stronger, which may suggest that a different mechanism,
in the absence of the Euboeans east of Chalkidike, may have been in operation. We should,
perhaps, consider a different pattern of involvement of the local, non-Greek populations, con-
trasting to that in the western corner of the northern Aegean.

All this leads to the logical question:

DID THE PHOENICIANS REACH THE NORTHERN AEGEAN?

Even with such diverse evidence, we can still offer only generalising conclusions regarding
the Phoenician, or broadly Eastern Mediterranean involvement in the Northern Aegean. The
archaeological record from the area suggests that a direct link with metropolitan Phoenicia
is currently hard to prove. This does not mean, however, that Phoenician people (merchants,
craftsmen) did not reach the Northern Aegean. It seems that the process has happened via
places such as Cyprus, Euboea, or Rhodes where Phoenicians had already settled (Kition,
Rhodes) or their presence is advocated (Euboea). The opening of the Northern Aegean (mainly
its western corner) for the Aegean commerce facilitated the appearance of Cypriot, Phoenician
and Phoenician-style objects in the area. It probably involved eastern Mediterranean people,
Cypriots and Phoenicians who were already present in the Aegean, active in crafts and com-
mercial exchange and extending their activities to the North, likely in cooperation with Greeks
(especially Euboeans). I suggest that there is an obvious difference in the volume and nature
of the relevant material and written record from and for the western and the eastern parts of
the Northern Aegean (Map 2). I believe that if we accept Homer and Herodotus's claims for
Phoenician presence in the north-eastern Aegean, the lack of archaeological expression should
perhaps be linked to the pattern of interaction with the native non-Greek people. Integration
of a small number of easterners among the local communities is not unlikely.’®® The possibility
of resident Phoenician craftsmen in places such as Methone or Lemnos, or perhaps a Cypriot
in Mende was advocated in the text, while a similar possibility was raised by Fletcher in regard
to the Torone finds." The Methone and Karabournaki discoveries, however, illustrate a far
more complex picture of exchange flow and interactions. While the instrumental role of the
Euboeans as middlemen between the Eastern Mediterranean and the Southern Aegean on
one side and its North-Western part on the other, has been repeatedly advocated in relevant
discussions, the mobility and presence of Cypriot Phoenician merchants and craftsmen should
not be underestimated.

The volume and nature of Cypriot, Phoenician and Phoenician-type products from the
Northern Aegean fits better the picture of mixed-cargo ships delivering a variety of goods
originating in different parts of the Aegean and the Eastern Mediterranean. To attempt an
estimation of the scale and significance of the role played by each one of the commercial part-
ners-Euboeans, Cypriots, Phoenicians in the Northern Aegean interplay would be at least un-
wise, considering the present volume of evidence. While the role of the Euboeans in the area

198 Iwould like to attract the attention to an analogous example of another group of famous easterners that,
according to Herodotus, not only crossed, but established themselves in Aegean Thrace-the Persians. It is a
well-known axiom that had the Herodotus text not survived, the archaeological record would never make us
guess their presence in the area. Nevertheless, no one questions the validity of this written testimony, while
the information on the Phoenicians in the area is frequently scrutinised in comparison and juxtaposition to the
material evidence (or more correctly its absence).

199 Fletcher 2008, 7.
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around the Thermaic Gulf and the western tips of Chalkidike seems significant, they did not
venture much beyond that towards the central and eastern part of the Northern Aegean which
was still a non-Greek territory in the late 8" and the very beginning of the 7" c. BC.2®° The lack
of material expression of the postulated Phoenician involvement along the coast to the east of
river Strymon is perhaps not a mere coincidence. It can be compared to the lack of Mycenaean
and Geometric finds in the same area®' and may point at the strong presence (political and
economic) of the local Thracian tribes. It does not necessarily mean, however, that there was
no interaction between the local Thracians and Cypriots or Phoenicians from Cyprus reaching
the Northern Aegean.
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ABSTRACT

During the Iron Age, especially between the 8" and the 6" century BC, Egyptian and Egyptianizing artifacts
were spread within the Mediterranean world through various trade and cultural networks. The largest as-
semblage of the Aegyptiaca in the Aegean derives from the three sanctuaries of Athena at Lindos, Camirus
and Ialysus, on the island of Rhodes. The aim of this paper is to present a critical synthesis of the most rep-
resentative religious artifacts, which were imported or locally made, and to trace their multiple connota-
tions and functionality within the specific archaeological context. By analyzing the material in relation to
the special cultural interaction between Egypt and the Aegean during the 26th Dynasty, we will attempt to
trace modes of interaction, perception and creative reinterpretation of Egyptian symbols and ideas within
the religious milieu of the archaic Dodecanese. This paper is part of the Aegyptiaca Project: Ecumene
and Economy in the Horizon of Religion, an international collaborative project of the University of the
Aegean (Department of Mediterranean Studies) and the University of Bonn (Institute of Egyptology), which
focuses on the systematic study of the Egyptian and Egyptianizing objects in Archaic Greece.

INTRODUCTION

Rhodes, owing to its ‘strategical’ geographical position, played a significant role in the sea
routes of the Eastern Mediterranean from the Late Bronze Age (LBA) onwards. After the reac-
tivation of trading networks in the Early Iron Age (EIA)," partially linked to the gradual develop-

1 Babbietal 2015.
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ment of Cypriot,2 Euboean? and Phoenician commercial activity,* the island grew to a key place
for redistribution of products, motifs and ideas from Egypt and the Near East to the Aegean.
From the 8t c. BC onwards the three main sanctuaries of the goddess Athena at Lindos, Ialysus
and Camirus turned to centers of commercial and cultural interaction, as indicated by various
imports from Syro-Palestine, Assyria, Cyprus and other places of the Aegean.> However, the
most impressive corpus of these exotic votives in terms of variety and quantity includes Egyp-
tian and Egyptianizing artifacts, the so called Aegyptiaca.

Aegyptiaca were spread to many sites of the Mediterranean world, i.e. to Syropalestine,s Cy-
prus,’” Italy and Etruria,  Sardinia,® Carthage,’ Malta." Aegyptiaca from the Aegean constitute
one of the greatest assemblages in the Mediterranean. They are dated mainly from the 8™ to
the 6™ ¢. BC and are primarily concentrated at votive deposits of coastal sanctuaries and to a
lesser extent in burial contexts. The highest portion of (c. 3000 out of 5500 artifacts) derives
from the sanctuaries at Lindos, Camirus™ and lalysus." Furthermore, from the middle of the
7t and during the 6% c. BC, Egyptianizing objects of mixed style -vessels, anthropomorphic and
zoomorphic figurines and amulets- were manufactured in a faience workshop in Rhodes, most
likely established with the contribution of Phoenician craftsmen.' Scarabs were also manufac-
tured in a Greek workshop, which was probably situated on the same island, from the latter
half of the 8™ to the middle of the 7 c. BC."” The production of scarabs and other Egyptianizing

Sherratt 2010; Iakovou 2012.

Lemos 2005.

Bourogiannis 2012; Stampolidis 2012.

Martelli 1988, 107-13; 2000; Kourou 2014.

Herrmann 1994; Hermann and Staubli 2010.

For Kition, see Clerc et al. 1976. For Amathus see Clerc 1991.

Holbl 1979.

9 Holbl 1986.

10 Vercoutter 1945.

11 Holbl 1989.

12 The first catalogue of Aegyptiaca from the Bronze and Iron Age Greece was compiled by Pendlebury 1930.
For most recent catalogues, see Brown 1985; Webb 1978; for scarabs, see Gorton 1996; for general studies on
Aegyptiaca of the Aegean see De Salvia1991, 2011; Holbl 2005, 2016; Kousoulis 2017; Kousoulis and Morenz
2007; Apostola, 2015, 2016, 2018; Webb 1978, 2016.

13 Aegyptiaca from the sanctuary of Athena at Lindos were the result of the Danish excavations (1902-1905)
and have been published by Blinkenberg 1931, cols. 333-95 nos. 1207-559. See also Skon-Jedele 1994, 2205-334,
nos. 3452-4307.

14 Aegyptiaca from the Acropolis of Camirus derive from the well and the votive deposit between walls D and
E, which were excavated by Salzmann and Billioti in 1864. The collected material was not stratigraphied, but was
dated in the late 8" - early 6" c. BC, based on other archeological material, see Jacopi 1932-3; Skon-Jedele 1994,
1987-2204 nos. 3003-451. For specific artifacts, see Holbl 1994. The Egyptianizing material has been studied by
Webb 1978.

15 Skon-Jedele 1994, 2355-644 nos. 4354-867 (Athena sanctuary). The votive deposit of Ialysus is dated from
the middle of the 8™ to the end of the 6 c. BC. Aegyptiaca from this site are currently being studied by the au-
thors of this paper and the Aegyptiaca Project (official website: http://aegyptiaca.gr) and will be published as a
complete monograph within 2020.

16 Coldstream 1969; Webb 1978, 9-10.

17 Scarabs of this type have been partially studied by Holbl 1979, 1:209-14; Skon-Jedele 1994, 291-313; Gorton
1996, 63-79, but a thorough study of this material is still missing. The greatest assemblage of this kind of scarabs
derives from the Heraion at Perachora, from strata dating from the late 8" to the middle of the 7™ c., i.e. before
the flourishing of the Scarab factory at Naukratis, see James, 1962, 462-4. Based on the study of the material and
the repeating of garbled hieroglyphic signs on many scarabs, James argued that a series of workshops could have
been established somewhere in East Greece, probably by Phoenician craftsmen. A great amount has also been
found at Lindos, in the Archaic stratum datable to the 8" and 7* c. The predominant theory about the production
of these scarabs in Rhodes is basically drawn by the fact that there was probably a faience workshop producing
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artifacts in the Greek emporium at Naukratis during the 6" c. BC has more certainly been tes-
tified, as F.W. Petrie discovered the so called “Scarab factory”, an area with high concentration
of scarabs, raw materials, waste and moulds, east of the Aphrodite temple.’® The main phase
of this workshop is placed between 600 and 570 BC."

The high concentration of Aegyptiaca in East Greece reflects the intensifying cultural contact
between the Nile land and the Greek world during the 7™ and 6% c. BC, which was exemplified
in many different ways. Greek traders were active in the Nile Delta from the middle of the 7
c. BC or even earlier,?but trade obtained a more profound character only after the foundation
of Naukratis around 630 BC. Another significant aspect of cross cultural interaction was the
recruitment of Ionian and Carian mercenaries by Psammetichus I (664-610 BC).22Some of them
who rose to high offices? were gradually assimilated in the Egyptian society by marrying Egyp-
tian women, participated in religious ceremonies and even followed local burial customs.?* Dip-
lomatic relations between the rulers of the Saite Dynasty and cities of East Greece, probably
initiated by the growing need for Greek mercenaries, were expressed through the dedication
of pharaonic gifts to Greek sanctuaries mentioned in Herodotus.?* Another aspect of cultural

Egyptianizing artifacts on the island, as shown by the typological study of Virginia Webb 1978. The distribution of
these objects was similar to that of this type of scarabs, see Gorton 1996, 72. De Salvia (1991, 338-40) suggested
that there was also a faience workshop established by Greeks at Corinth, although elsewhere in his paper men-
tions Egyptian craftsmen. The high number and variety of this type of scarabs in the votive deposit of Perachora
(more than 300 out of approximately 750) along with the existence of many series of almost identical scarabs
could indicate the existence of a workshop there or nearby. Further typological and chemical study of this mate-
rial can shed more light to these questions. The published scarabs from Perachora are now reinvestigated by the
Aegyptiaca Project in the light of the more recent categorization by Gorton 1996 and will be published within 2020.
18 Petrie 1886, 36-8; Gorton 1996, 91-2, 177-80. For recent treatment of products of the Naukratite faience facto-
ry, see also: Masson-Berghoff 2018; Webb 2013-2015a, 2013-2015b.

19 The main phase of the factory was during the reigns of Psammetichus II (595-589 BC) and Apries (589-570
BC), since scarabs found there bore only the names of these pharaohs and the Greek pottery belongs almost to
the same time. For the dating of the factory, see Gorton 1996, 178; Webb 2016, 95; Masson-Berghoff 2018, 5.
The decline of the workshop is probably related to reforms of Amasis, see Gorton 1996, 178.

20 Herodotus 4.152.4; The story of the Samian Colaeus indicates that Greek traders were present in the Nile
Delta from the middle of the 7" c. BC; see Boardman 1999, 114; Villing 2018, 73-81.

21 Although Herodotus (2.178-179) states that Amasis gave Naukratis to Greek settlers, there is evidence that
it was already founded under Psammetichus I (664-610 BC). For recent studies on Naukratis, see Méller 2000;
Villing and Schlotzhauer 2006; Villing 2018, 77-80.

22 Herodotus 2.152-4. For Greek mercenaries in Egypt see Mdller 2000, 33-6; Vittmann 2003, 197-206; Agut-
Labordere 2012, 293-306.

23 Names of Greek mercenaries participating in the expedition of Psammetichus II to Nubia were inscribed on
the legs of the statue of Ramesses II at Abu Sibel. Among the names inscribed there was a man named Telephos
from Ialysus, see Vittmann 2003, 202 fig. 101. Egyptianizing statues of Greek mercenaries of high rank have
been found in Greek sanctuaries; cf., for example, the cube statue of Pedon from Priene dating to the 7th c. BC
in Hockmann and Vittmann 2005, 99-100. For a basalt male statuette of the 6th c. BC, with donor’s name re-
stored as [ZpU]pdng from Camirus, see Skon-Jedele 1994, 1989-90 no. 3011. Another fragmentary basalt statue,
inscribed with the same name has been found in the sanctuary of Zeus Atavyrios, see Kourou 2014, 86-7 fig. 39.
24 The most famous case was that of Wah-ib-Re-em-akhet, the son of Alexikles and Zonodote, who was buried
in an Egyptian sarcophagus around 600 BC; see Vittmann 2003, 203 pl. 21. For the well known wooden painted
plaque from Saqgara showing Ionians in a procession with the Isis cow and the Apis bull, see Vittmann 2003
242-3 pl. 24b; for Greek grave stelae from Saqgara with mixed iconographical features and the bronze votives
with Greek inscriptions in Egypt, see Hockmann and Vittmann 2005, 97-101; Villing 2018, 75-7.

25 For the political friendship of Amasis with the tyrant of Samos Polycrates, see Herodotus 3.39-3.43; Lloyd
2007, 44-5.

26 Except for the chest sent by Necho II as a tribute to the temple of Apollo at Brachidae near Miletus, various
donations were sent by Amasis to the sanctuary of Delphi, the Heraion of Samos, Lindos, Cyrene and Sparta.
For the dedication of pharaonic gifts, Herodotus 2.159.3, 2.180-182, 3.47; Méller 2000, 37-8; Lloyd 2007, 35-50.
Concerning Rhodes, apart from the two stone statues and a linen breastplate sent by Amasis to the sanctuary
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contact was the impact of Egyptian ideas on monumental sculpture, architecture and pottery,
which has been analyzed in many studies.?” Less visible, but still traceable, is the relation of
Egyptian religious ideology with Greek philosophy.2

Although Egyptian and Egyptianizing artifacts have adequately studied, modes of transmis-
sion, interaction and transformation of Egyptian religious ideas within the Archaic cultic milieu
have not thoroughly investigated in modern scholarship.? Study of Egyptian and Egyptianizing
votives of cultic and magical character (e.g. amulets, scarabs) and their divine representations,
can shed more light to this procedure. Thus, in the limited space of this paper we restrict our-
selves to present some representative a critical review of this material deriving from the three
sanctuaries of Rhodes.

AMULETS AND FIGURINES DEPICTING EGYPTIAN DEITIES

Amulets and figurines, mostly of Egyptian origin, representing popular deities of the Nile Land,
are among the most common categories of Aegyptiaca found on Rhodes.*®

In the votive deposits of Rhodes, as in Aegean as a whole, the most frequent Egyptian deity
was the lion headed dwarf demon-god Bes.?' Due to his role as hypostasis of Re, Bes's protec-
tive and apotropaic power affected different spheres of human life.3? He was mainly regarded
as protector of the household, women and childbirth as well as sexuality, but he was equally
significant in war, in the sphere of the underworld, in music and dance, in sleep and dreams.
He was closely associated with the region of Memphis, as implied by the multiple Bes bronze
and faience figures discovered at the site.>

Most of Bes figures and amulets from the island date to the 7" and 6% c. BC and follow the
typical representation of the Third Intermediate and Late Periods. The demon-god is depicted
in frontal squatting pose with hands resting on the thighs, wearing a feather crown of plumes
and often has large protruding eyes.* A particular type of double-faced amulets represents
the god in the typical squatting pose, wearing a crown of four upright plumes, with a bulbous
nose, a mouth surrounded by a drooping mustache and a brow rendered by vertical and hor-
izontal incised lines above the deeply recessed eyes (Fig. 1).3 This type dates to the 25%-26t

of Athena at Lindos, faience inlays with hieroglyphic inscriptions from the sanctuary of Athena at lalysus have
been considered to be part of a wooden shrine donated by Necho II, see Kousoulis and Morenz 2007, figs. 2-4.
27 For the Egyptian impact on the Archaic art, see various studies in Beck et al. 2005.

28 See Haider 2004, 447-73, with further bibliography.

29 For a detailed bibliography, see n.12.

30 For a general review of faience figurines and amulets depicting Egyptian deities in the Archaic Greece, see
Apostola 2016.

31 For Camirus see Jacopi 1932-3, 306-21; For Lindos, see Blinkenberg 1931, 343-4; See also Skon-Jedele 1994,
1992-7(Camirus), 2207-12 (Lindos), 2373-91 (lalysus). Some of the Bes figures come from the excavations of
Salzmann and Billioti in the acropolis of Camirus and are housed today in the Louvre and in the British Museum,
see Holbl 2016; Skon-Jedele 1994, 1994-7. For a general review of Bes in Rhodes and in the Aegean, see Apostola
2018.

32 Altenmuller 1975, 721-2; Dasen 1993, 64-5.

33 Dasen 1993, 67-78.

34 Daressy 1905-6, 183-94.

35 For a general review off this material, see Skon-Jedele 1994, 1992-7 nos. 3014-33 (Camirus), 2207-12 nos.
3455-547 (Lindos), 2373-96 nos. 4375-4417 (Ialysus).

36 Blinkenberg 1931, 344 no. 1228 pl. 54 (Lindos); Skon-Jedele 1994, 2208-9 no. 3458 (Lindos), 2373-6 nos.
4375-8 (Ialysus); H6lbl 2016, 239 (Camirus).
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Fig. 1. Double faced Bes amulet from the votive deposit of Ialysus (preserved ht. 6.2cm) from the votive deposit of Ialysus, Archaeologi-
cal Museum of Rhodes, inv. no. 10867, Ephorate of Antiquities of Dodecanese. Photographer: Niki Spartali. Fig. 2. Faience amulet of Bes
(preserved ht. 3.6 cm) from the votive deposit of lalysus, Archaeological Museum of Rhodes inv. no. 7725, Ephorate of Antiquities of Do-
decanese. Photographer: Niki Spartali. Fig. 3. Faience Nefertum figure with Sekhmet on the back (preserved ht. 4.5 cm) from the votive
deposit of Ialysus, Archaeological Museum of Rhodes, inv. no. 7703, Ephorate of Antiquities of Dodecanese. Photographer: Niki Spartali.

Dynasties (c. 744-525 BC),*” and it was spread out in Israel/ Palestine,® in Italy*® and in Malta.®
Moreover, Bes-head figures and amulets would have been found at Lindos and lalysus.*' Ex-
cept for authentic Egyptian works, it is highly plausible that Bes figures were also produced
in the local faience workshop, as implied by some notably coarse examples.#Indicative of the
symbolical connotations of Bes are large figures of the god holding and nursing a small figure
from the sanctuary of Athena at lalysus (Fig. 2).#*Figures of this type were mainly found in sites
of the Nile Delta (Tanis, Bubastis) and were used either as finials attached to wooden furniture
or as handles of ritual sistra to avert evil powers threatening childbirth.*

Another deity of the Memphite theological cycle frequently found on Rhodes is Nefertum,
the youthful god of the lotus blossom, often identified with the sun god and associated with
ideas of regeneration.*In Late Period he was merged with Horus the Child and was considered
as a protector against crocodiles and other dangerous animals.*The majority of finds from the
three votive deposits depicts the god in the typical striding pose, with hands hanging down
at the sides, with some examples inscribed with a good wish formula on the back pillar.#” Of
particular interest are Sekhmet-backed Nefertum figures found in the votive deposit of Ialysus,
Camirus and Lindos,* with parallels from Kition (Fig. 3a-b).*> Webb stresses out that some of

37 H6lbl 1979, 1:199.

38 For example in Tell Gemme, Achsib, Tell en Nasbe, see Herrmann 1994, 364-5 nos. 414-7.

39 Holbl 1979, 1:199, 2:117-8 nos. 505-8 pls. 55-9.

40 Holbl 1989, no. 3, 178 pl. 5.

41 A large Bes-head figure and two small Bes-head amulets have been found in the sanctuary of Athena at
Lindos, whereas Bes head amulets with aegis were unearthed at Ialysus, see Blinkenberg 1931, 343 no. 1227
pl. 54; Skon-Jedele 1994, 2207-8 nos. 3455-7 (Lindos), 2447-8 nos. 4484-5 (lalysus).

42 Jacopi 1932-3, 308, 318 no. 10, 309 figs. 43, 59; Skon-Jedele 1994, 1995-6 nos. 3020-1.

43 Skon-Jedele 1994, 2395-8 nos. 4415-6; Apostola 2018, 117.

44 For parallels see Clerc et al. 1976, 240-1 figs. 19-22; Bulté 1991, 17-29.

45 Andrews 1994, 18-9.

46 Holbl 1979, 1:111.

47 Blinkenberg 1931, cols. 338-9 nos. 1207-11 pl. 53 (Lindos); Jacopi 1932-3, 302-6, 320-1 nos. 1-2, 43, 46, 48
figs. 38, 61, 63-4; (Camirus), Skon-Jedele 1994, 2003-7 nos. 3040-53(Camirus), 2213-16 nos. 3551-612 (Lindos),
2401-14 nos. 4420-41 (lalysus).

48 For Camirus, see: HOlbl 2016, 231 pl. 2.3; Skon-Jedele 1994, 2007 nos. 3048-51 (BM 1864, 1007.764, BM 1864,
1007.765, BM 1864, 1007.767, BM 1864, 1007.769). Holbl (2016, 231) mentions that there is an amulet of the
same type from Lindos, housed today in the Copenhagen Museum (inv. no. 10375).

49 Clercetal. 1976, no. 443 pl. 6.
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Fig. 4. Sekhmet amulet made of blue compound (ht. 3.2 cm) from the votive deposit of Ialysus, Archaeological Museum of Rhodes, inv.
no. 7760, Ephorate of Antiquities of Dodecanese. Photographer: Niki Spartali. Fig. 5. Faience Ptah Pataikos amulet (ht. 5.6 cm) from the
Sanctuary of Athena at Camirus, Archaeological Museum of Rhodes, inv. no. 14620. Ephorate of Antiquities of Dodecanese. Photogra-
pher: M. Papanousis.

these pieces could be ascribed to the local workshop.* The combination of both deities is rea-
sonable due to their strong mythological link and may intend to strengthen the efficacy of the
amulet.

Amulets of lion-headed goddesses are very frequently found among votive offerings at the
three sanctuaries of Rhodes.s" They could represent goddesses, like Bastet, Mut, Pakhet, and
Wadjyt,*? but they are usually identified with Sekhmet. Except for being the divine mother of the
king, protector of to the country, consort of the god Ptah and mother of Nefertum, Sekhmet
was also a ferocious manifestation of the Eye of Ra who could destroy humankind.>® She was
considered the alter ego of Bastet, the lion or cat-headed goddess of fertility and love mak-
ing.>*On New Year's Day Egyptians used to exchange Sekhmet amulets in order to pacify the
wrath of the goddess, expressed through her ‘seven arrows’, demonic manifestations causing
famine, plague and various diseases, during the ‘epagomenal days'.>

Sekhmet amulets from Rhodes are usually represented standing upright or striding on a
rectangular base and holding in her left hand a scepter that terminates in a blossom, whereas
she is occasionally accompanied on the back by a wish formula of this type: “Words spoken
by the lady Sekhmet: Give Life, Prosperity, Health (Dd mdw jn sxmt nb dj anx wDA snb)" (Fig.
4a-b).>* Representations of a seated goddess® or an aegis with the head of the goddess are
limited.>

Another deity commonly appearing in the votive deposits is Ptah-Pataikos, a dwarf de-
mon-god, interpreted as manifestation of Ptah, Horus, Amun-Re, Osiris, Min, Sokar.> Pataikos
amulets had a manifold significance and use. They were often worn to speed up delivery and

50 Webb 2016, 71, n. 442-3.

51 Blinkenberg 1931, col. 339 no.1213 pl. 53; Skon-Jedele 1994, 2221-2 nos. 3633-41, 2432-53 nos. 4460-78,
4488-93. For a general review of Sekhmet amulets on Rhodes and in the Aegean, see Apostola 2015.

52 Andrews 1994, 33-4.

53 See Sternberg 1984, 324-7, with further references. Hathor, Bastet, Wadjyt and Mut were also identified
with the "Eye of Ra".

54 Sternberg 1984, 325.

55 Sternberg 1984, 325-6.

56 Skon-jedele 1994, 2432-3 no. 4460.

57 Skon-Jedele 1994, 2441 no. 4478

58 Skon- Jedele 1994, 2432-53 nos. 4488-93; H6lbl 2016, 227 n. 93, color pl. 1.4

59 Dasen 1993, 89-95; Andrews 1994, 39; Gyory 2003.
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Fig. 6. Isis with Horus amulet (preserved ht. 3.8 cm) from the Sanctuary of Athena at Camirus, Archaeological Museum of
Rhodes, inv. no. 14620, Ephorate of Antiquities of Dodecanese. Photographer: M. Papanousis. Fig. 7. Faience scarab from the
votive deposit of Ialysus (1.4x1x0.6 cm), Archaeological Museum of Rhodes, inv. no. 11, Ephorate of the Dodecanese. Pho-
tographer: M. Papanousis. Fig.8. Faience scarab from the votive deposit of Ialysus (1.4x0.9x0.6 cm), Archaeological Museum
of Rhodes, inv. no. 43, Ephorate of the Dodecanese. Photographer: M. Papanousis.

protect from the risks of the childbirth.® They could also provide the living, especially children,
with protection against dangerous reptiles (snakes, scorpions, etc.) or diseases.¢' Pataikos am-
ulets were also found in burials, probably due to their rejuvenating and apotropaic power.
Some amulets could also be used as charms-seals, as indicated by the presence of hieroglyphic
inscriptions bearing magical formulas underneath their base.®® In Rhodes the greatest amount
of Ptah-Pataikos amulets derives from Lindos and incorporates mostly composite types, with
snakes on hands or in the mouth, usually backed by Isis and occasionally flanked by Isis and
Nephthys,* whereas a small amount derives from Ialysus® and Camirus (Fig. 5a-b).*

Less common in the assemblage is the presence of amulets representing Isis. Except for
her leading role as a mother goddess and protector of Horus and the Pharaoh, Isis was also
venerated as the protector of the deceased and as a divinity of magical knowledge and heal-
ing.®” Amulets representing Isis with Horus would protect women and children in this world
and even in the Afterlife.®®* Most amulets from Rhodes represent the goddess in this pose (Fig.
6).© Apart from imports, large figurines of Isis with Horus were manufactured in the Rhodian
faience workshop.” Isis can also be represented wearing a wig and a horn-and- disc crown, oc-
casionally accompanied on the back by the standard formula “words spoken by (Dd mdw jn)".”

The high concentration of figures and amulets depicting Egyptian deities strongly con-
nected with fecundity, childbirth and regeneration, such as Bes, Ptah Pataikos, Isis with Horus,
in the three sanctuaries of Athena on Rhodes, is in line with the nature of the worshipped deity,

60 Gyory 2003, 18; The use of a dwarf amulet during delivery is prescribed in the Papyrus Leiden 1.348, spell
31, vs. 12,6, see Borghouts 1971, 29; Dasen 1993, 97; Hermann and Staubli 2010, 75.

61 Gyory 2003, 11.

62 Dasen 1993, 97.

63 Daressy 1905-6, 201 no. 38805.

64 Blinkenberg 1931, col. 331-42 nos. 1216-26 pl. 53; Skon-Jedele 1994, 2217-21 nos. 3615-30.

65 Skon-Jedele 1994, 2418-26 nos. 4443-53.

66 Jacopi 1932-3, 304-6, 320-1 nos. 5-6, 10, 48 figs. 39, 41-2, 64; Skon-Jedele 1994, 2007-11 nos. 3054-8; Holbl
2016, 240-2.

67 Andrews 1994, 48; Wilkinson 2003, 146-9.

68 Andrews 1994, 48.

69 Skon-Jedele 1994, 2013-5 nos. 3065-7 (Camirus), 2221 no. 3631 (Lindos), 2430-2 nos. 4458-9 (Ialysus).

70 Webb 1978, 99-100.

71 Skon-Jedele 1994, 2221 no. 3632 (Lindos), 2427-30 nos. 4456-7 (Ialysus).
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Fig. 9. Faience scarab from the votive deposit of Ialysus (1.1x0.8x0.5 cm), Archaeological Museum of Rhodes, inv. no. 93, Ephorate of
the Dodecanse. Photographer: N. Spartali. Fig. 10. Steatite scarab from the votive deposit of Ialysus (1.5x1.1x0.8 cm), Archaeological
Museum of Rhodes, inv no. 119, Ephorate of the Dodecanese. Photographer: N. Spartali. Fig. 11. Steatite scarab from the votive deposit
of Ialysus (1.5x1.1x0.7 cm), Archaeological Museum of Rhodes inv. no. 152, Ephorate of the Dodecanese. Photographer: N. Spartali

as implied by the character of other votives, apart from Aegyptiaca, such as ivory plaques with
female figures, jewellery, etc.” It is also noteworthy that most of the represented deites, such
as Bes, Sekhmet, Nefertum, Pta-Pataikos, are closely related to the mythological cycle of Mem-
phis, which was inhabited by many Greek traders and mercenaries.

EGYPTIAN AND EGYPTIANIZING SCARABS™

Scarabs were the most popular category of Aegyptiaca in the votive deposits of the three sanc-
tuaries on Rhodes. The majority belongs to types possibly manufactured from the latter half of
the 8™ c. BC to the middle of the 7™ c. BC in the aforementioned faience workshop of Rhodes.”
However, the high number and great variety of such scarabs in the votive deposit at Perachora
indicate that the origin of their workshop should be reconsidered.” In scarabs attributed to the
“local” workshop the prothorax is usually outlined with a semicircular or lightly angular single
line and the elytra are divided with a single straight line.” They usually bear combinations of
certain, albeit often debased, hieroglyphic signs and symbols (mAat, nfr, anx, nb, sA, uraeus,
sun-disc), which could be either correspond to a good luck formula or they are just meaning-
less. Some examples show variations of the formula “all good things (xt nbt nfrt)” or the “ev-
erything just (xt nbt mAat)” (Fig. 7a-b).”” They may also have been decorated with a squatting
deity usually identified with the goddess Ma'at, who is holding the mAat-feather and is flanked
by uraei or other signs (nb, nfr, sA).” Several other scarabs bear a garbled combination of nb-
mAat-ra, which correspond to the prenomen of Amenhotep III, accompanied by other signs
or symbols (i.e. nfr-sign, nb-basket, anx-sign, mAat-feather, uraeus) (Fig. 8a-b).” This type of

72 See Martelli 2000, 112; Kourou 2014.

73 Representative example, mostly from Ialysus votive deposit, are examined here, since the typological
classification of the corpus is still in progress.

74 Holbl 1979, 1:209-14; Skon-Jedele 1994, 291-313; Gorton 1996, 63-79.

75 Seen.17.

76 See type XXII, Gorton 1996, 63-72.

77 Blinkenberg 1931, cols. 387-9 nos. 1480-97, 1500-3, 1509, 1518-9 pl. 62 (Lindos); Skon-Jedele 1994, 2268-75
nos. 3844-74 (Lindos), 2512-8 nos. 4600-10 (Ialysus).

78 For Lindos: Blinkenberg 1931, cols. 381-2, 1403, 1408-13, 1546-8 pls. 60, 62 (Lindos); Skon-Jedele 1996, 2278-
80 nos. 3882-92 (Lindos), 2521-5 nos. 4613-25 (lalysus).

79 Skon-Jedele 1994, 2075-6 nos. 3208-9 (Camirus), 2254-8 nos. 3808-19 (Lindos), 2493-5 nos. 4568-72 (1alysus).
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scarabs is the most widely distributed in the Aegean, thus examples from Rhodes have close
parallels from Ephesus, Argive Heraeum, Perachora and Aegina.®

Scarabs, scaraboids and seals from the Naukratis workshop or predating workshops from
the Delta were frequent in the votive deposits of the island.®” One of the most common motifs
on these scarabs is an animal (lion, ibex, horse, cat, ox, etc.) couching, seated or striding with
a sun-disc over its back and occasionally accompanied by a debased form of mAat-feather, or
another sign (Fig. 9a-b).22 This kind of composition has been occasionally interpreted as a cryp-
tographic writing for the name of Amun-Ra.®

The corpus from Rhodes contains also scarabs attributed to an Egyptian workshop of the
New Kingdom or manufactured in later workshop imitating earlier royal names.®* A steatite
scarab from lalysus shows a sacred bark with a sun disk on the upper part and a pharaoh
kneeling in front of the ankh-symbol below (Fig. 10a-b).%* The prothorax and the elytra of the
scarab are outlined by deeply incised single lines and the elytra bear two well defined trian-
gular notches. The whole synthesis could be interpreted as a cryptographic formula for the
name of Amun-Ra: worshipping figure = j (from jAj= praise), anx = m (from mAw-Hr = mirror),
bark = Amun-Ra. Scarabs with similar cryptographic writings (kneeling pharaoh and an obelisk)
were produced since the Ramesside Period to the 26™ Dynasty (c. 664-525 BC) and were widely
spread to Israel/Palestine.’

Phoenician and Cypro-phoenician scarabs were also rare in the Aegean, as indicated by few
examples found mostly in Rhodes.?” A steatite scarab from Ialysus is decorated with an uraeus
atright, whereas at left there is a squatting deity wearing a wig and sun disc crown and holding
an anx on the knees (Fig. 11a-b).®® The scene is framed by striated nb-baskets in exergues.
According to the shape, the size, the material and the subject, the scarab can be attributed to
Gorton’s XX type, most likely produced in a Cypriot workshop and widely distributed in Punic
sites.

The great majority of scarabs in the Aegean derive from coastal sanctuaries of female de-
ities, while significant number has often been found in child or female graves in Camirus ne-
cropolis® and Vroulia®, as well as in other sites of the Aegean.”” De Salvia, based mainly on
scarabs from female and child geometric burials of Pithekoussai -the earliest Greek colony
in the West- references on Egyptian papyri and written sources of Roman period, interpreted
scarabs distributed outside Egypt as amulets ensuring children’s protection and women'’s fer-

80 Gorton 1996, 64-71.

81 Gorton 1996, 91-130 (XXVIII-XXXVI)

82 Skon-Jedele 1994, 2298-304 nos. 3955-86 (Lindos), 2547-53 nos. 4684-706 (lalysus). For the distribution of
the motif on scarabs from the Mediterranean, see Gorton 1996, 94-5 nos. 6-48 (type XXVIIIA). For parallels at
Naukratis, see Petrie 1886, nos. 34, 37 pl. 37.

83 Keel 1995, 243-6 8647-9; Masson-Berghoff 2018, 26-9.

84 Gorton 1996, 34-8.

85 Skon-Jedele 1994, 2506 no. 4591.

86 Keel 1995, 242-6 § 644, 649-50 fig. 569.

87 Gorton 1996, 43-60 (types XV-XXI).

88 Skon-Jedele 1994, 2521 no. 4613.

89 Jacopi 1932-3, 27, 40 no.2 figs. 30, 32 (Camirus).

90 Two scarabs with similar decoration have been found in the inhumation burial of a 6-year old child at Vroulia
cemetery (grave S), see Kinch 1914, cols. 47-8 no. 15 pl. 31.

91 Skon-Jelele 1994, 65-8 nos. 8, 10-1 (Athens), 119, 121 nos. 25, 28-9 (Eleusis-Isis grave). For scarabs found in
child burials of North cemetery at Knossos, see Webb 1996, 604. Six scarabs were found in a girl's grave dating
to the early sixth century BC; see Webb 2016, 99 nos. 167-72.
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tility.2 This assumption has been partially confirmed by the depiction of scarabs as parts of
necklaces on archaic and classical terracotta and stone figurines of female figures and boys.”
Considering the rejuvenating power of scarabs and the potential associations with children
and women, as indicated by burials, it is plausible that in some cases dedications of scarabs in
the sanctuaries of Athena were intrigued by their symbolic value.

Holbl remarks that the general idea of rejuvenation incorporated in scarabs agrees with
the general idea of eternal transformation, known in Greek society.** He further notes that,
although hieroglyphic inscriptions on scarabs were most likely not conceivable outside Egypt,
particular signs could be recognized.”* The imitation of magical inscriptions may imply that
some ideas about the prophylactic efficacy of legendary pharaohs, of specific symbols (such as
the anx-sign, the mA'at-feather, or the sun disc) or deities, such as Maat, were also imported in
the Aegean. The garbled reproduction is though indicative for the adaptation of Egyptian mo-
tifs and ideas. While in Egypt the signs were recognized as signs forming prophylactic texts-al-
though not always understandable, since most much of the population and the craftsmen
were illiterate- in the Aegean they were most likely perceived as separate images with a general
magical power. It is noticeable that such scarabs were small, mass-produced and the rendering
of the signs was crude. They can hardly be considered as items of decorative character or
simple trinkets. Thus, they were most likely imitated mainly for their amuletic power and sym-
bolic meaning.

CONCLUSION

The analysis of the afore-mentioned characteristic case studies from Rhodes points to the pol-
ysemous interpretation of Egyptian materials and concepts within the cultic environment of
Archaic East Greece. The concentration of amulets and figurines of Egyptian deities which are
compatible with the nature of the local worship suggest that basic properties of the depicted
divinities were known and their dedication could have been dictated by their appropriateness
to the symbolic connotations of a Greek divinity. This procedure reflects transmission of knowl-
edge of Egyptian beliefs within Archaic Greece. This assumption is justified by the presence of
Greek soldiers and traders settled in the Delta and assimilated in the local cultic context, which
could also explain the high number of divinities worshipped in the Delta, specifically in the
Memphite region. Furthermore, the presence of cultic objects associated with childbirth rites
(i.e. furniture or sistra in the form of Bes) may imply that the knowledge about specific Egyptian
practices could have also been transmitted.

The transmission of Egyptian religious beliefs or cult practices of the Nile Delta is justified
by the historical context. Flourishing direct contacts between Egypt and the Aegean during the
7" and 6™ c. BC indicate that owners and dedicators of these votives were more likely Greek
traders or mercenaries and their wives returning back from the Nile land, although Phoeni-
cian and Cypriots cannot be excluded. In any case, the above examined votives should not be
considered just as athyrmata or exotic items. Greek sources, both archaeological and literary,
do not classify the offerings according to material or value. Anything could be dedicated and,
thus, consecrated within the sacred environment of the sanctuary. A homogeneity of the offer-

92 De Salvia 1978, 1041-7.

93 Lagarce 1976, 169-74.

94 HoIbl (1979, 1:230-1) connects the regenerative symbolism of scarab with the concept of «ta mdvta pei».
95 Holbl 1979, 1:230.
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ings that depends on the reciprocal correlation between the dedicators and the nature of the
particular cult could easily be detected on most cases from Greek sanctuaries.

Some of these Aegyptiaca could also have served as objects of daily use and amuletic value,
worn by women, children, mariners, mercenaries or other social groups, and, consecutively,
they have been dedicated as votive offerings. Their dedication may be in many cases dictated
by the relation of their symbolic meaning with the character of the worshipped deity. In fact,
their amuletic power could enhance their votive value. As talismans constituted special items
for the dedicator and they could be offered through critical situations, in order to enhance re-
quest or just to express gratitude for the successful outcome of a disease, a difficult delivery or
a dangerous journey. The exotic element, particularly in the case of the prophylactic Egyptian-
izing figurines, could only bring an additional protection. It adds somehow to the protection of
the Greek divinity receiving the offering all the oriental magic contained in the object. In Egypt,
gods and demons cannot be comprehended outside their religious or magical environment.
Thus, Egyptian magical artifacts could be transformed into votive offerings to the Greek gods,
without completely been stripped out of their original Egyptian symbolism.
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ABSTRACT

Based upon the information about the quarries of southeastern Attica presented in Kokkorou-Alevras et
al. (2014), the research group of the National and Kapodistrian University of Athens has tried to throw
light on the quarrying activity, that took place in these quarries during the antiquity and to update, to a
certain degree, the data from past publications. New investigations were conducted in areas where an-
cient quarries had been located in the past (e.g. in Rhamnous, Marathon, Brauron, etc.) and important
knowledge has been added about the quarrying activity of that region in antiquity. Our research focused
on the Hymmetus marble quarries and was based upon both a new systematic investigation of the an-
cient quarry-faces on mount Hymettus and a search for possible unknown and smaller quarries on the
mountain. Our work led us to a re-evaluation of the attested quarry-marks and the quarrying techniques
on the extensive working-faces, as well as to a better understanding of the actual scale of the extraction
and thus to a re-estimation of the bulk of the extracted blocks. Furthermore, we came to new conclusions
about the scale of stone extraction during the Archaic period, judging from the distinctive technical fea-
tures observed on the quarried rock.

The research group working towards the compilation of a systematic catalogue, or corpus, of
ancient Greek quarries was set up in 2002 in the Department of Archaeology and History of Art
in the University of Athens by Professor -emerita today- Georgia Kokkorou Alevras, together

1 The following text has been written by Eir. Poupaki who was also responsible for the coordination of new in-
vestigations by the research team in southeastern Attika and mainly in mount Hymettus.

AURA 2 (2019): 117-36
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Fig. 1. Quarry of white marble on the “Nudists’ beach” at Marathon.

with Eirene Poupaki, Alexis Efstathopoulos and Achilleas Chatziconstantinou at the start, and
Efstathia Rigatou, who joined the team later. The published volume? is the happy outcome
of this laborious and complicated project, comprising a compilation of information for each
quarry separately. The achievement of such a huge task would not have been realized without
the financial support of the research program Kapodistrias of the National and Kapodistrian
University of Athens. The published volume, with additional photos from the quarries, can be
also retrieved on the official web page of the Department of History and Archaeology of the
NKUA.?

The data about the quarries of southeastern Attica and, especially, Hymettus, assembled
in the published volume had been in the meantime significantly enriched: our team set out to
illustrate the quarrying activity that took place during the whole of antiquity and to update, to
a point, the data from past publications.

The natural and archaeological landscape of southeastern Attica, as it appears today, has
been thoroughly altered during the last decades, due to the close-packed building of new
structures and the construction of the present road network that was put in place ahead of
the Olympic Games of 2004. For example the ancient quarries of Brauron at Pouria (Corpus no.
749)* and to the southwest of the early-Byzantine Basilica (Corpus no. 750) are difficult to locate
anymore, while the quarries in the district of ancient Rhamnous (Corpus no. 947-50) are quite
invisible nowadays, because of the dense vegetation and the opening of modern quarries that
have obliterated the ancient quarrying traces.® As a matter of fact, the major cause for the dis-
appearance of the ancient extraction traces on the rock is the opening of modern quarries on
ancient quarrying sites, such as the modern quarry in Kakorema of Hymettus and of the quarry
in Upper (Ano) Glyfada.

2 Kokkorou-Alevras et al. 2014.

3 http://www.arch.uoa.gr/ekdoseis/ekdoseis-toy-tmimatos/eikones-latomeiwn.html

4 The inventory number in the Corpus (= Kokkorou-Alevras et al. 2014) for each one of the discussed quarries is
cited in-text, whereas bibliography for quarries not included in the Corpus, is cited in the footnotes.

5 Hodge and Tomlinson 1969, 192 n. 15.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 “ 119

Fig. 2. Rock-cut slipway in Marathon quarry.

Nevertheless, a few quarries that came to light during the recent rescue excavations of the
Ephorates of Antiquities of Attica (ex B' and KXt' E.IN.K.A.) are sufficiently published by their
excavators to provide important knowledge about the exploitation of natural resources of At-
tica during antiquity. For example, the quarry excavated on lvi Street (Corpus no. 747), on
the borderline of the Artemis and Markopoulo municipalities, constituted the major quarry of
“poros” (sandstone) for the sanctuary of Brauron. Remarkable wedge-holes and tool-marks of
the characteristic quarry-pick, which was the tool pre-eminently used by the workers, can still
be observed. In the past decade, another quarry of the 4" c. BC was excavated in the same
area, on Brauron Street,® which too preserved important quarrying traces.

Again, an ancient quarry of limestone dated also in the Classical period was revealed in
Ellinikon (Corpus no. 745), during the public works for the Olympic Games. According to the
excavator,” important finds came to light, and in particular a hoard of 57 bronze coins from
the Salaminian and Eleusinian series, as well as a large number of pottery sherds, which could
have been dumped as a fill (and for the restoration in part of the natural environment?) in an-
tiquity after the extraction. Important quarrying sites have been also excavated in the neigh-
boring municipalities of Alimos (ancient Alimous), on the hill of Pani (Corpus nos. 743-4) and
St. Anne,® Argyroupolis (ancient Evonymos) and Glyfada (ancient Aixonidai Alai) during rescue
excavations. In particular, the quarry of Argyroupolis was excavated on Vouliagmenis Avenue,
in the vicinity of the Archaic theatre of Trachones,® and is dated to the 5%-3 c. BC. In Glyfada,
an important Classical quarry had been found when opening the foundations of the Hotel

6 Methodiou-M. Psathi 2006, 177.

7 Kaza-Papageorgiou 2006, 103-6.

8 Another quarry was discovered later on the hill of Aghia Anna at Alimos: Psarri 2009, 228.

9 The quarry had been explored during the rescue excavation in the property of the car dealership ‘Kosmocar
A.E. (Karenta): Kaza 2005, 243-4; Dova 2007, 229; Papageorgiou 2015. The quarry is visible and can be visited
nowadays.
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“Asteras”,® and yet another was excavated in the commercial plot of the same municipality."

The ancient quarries of the Lavrion peninsula are well known in modern literature; in par-
ticular, the Agrileza quarry is famous for its gray-bluish marble, which had been used for the
Temple of Poseidon in Cape Sounion, but also for less important monuments of the region
(e.g. tomb enclosures, houses and workshops of Thorikos etc.). Much information for the quar-
rying activity on the Lavrion peninsula is provided by the rescue excavations of the former
B' Ephorate of Prehistoric and Classical Antiquities of Attica and the Belgian Archaeological
School in Thorikos. At Thermi of KalyviaThorikos, a limestone quarry of the Classical period
has been investigated (Corpus no. 757), while a gray-whitish limestone had been also quarried
in Stefani until the Roman period (Corpus no. 755). In Velatouri in the ancient city of Thorikos
(Corpus no. 756), a quarry of gray-bluish marble had been opened for the construction of the
nearby theatre, the earlier use of which goes back to the Geometric period. This quarry was
active until modern times: it must be one of the oldest and longest-lived quarries of Greece, if
the published date of its opening is indeed correct.

During the last decades, the existence of ancient quarries has also been recorded on several
internet sites; however, sometimes the information given is wrong and requires verification.
Ancient quarries, dating in the 4™ c. BC, at Barako and Pefkoto of Vari (ancient Anargyrous),”
where vertical extraction of blocks had been observed, was mentioned on the site of the Mu-
nicipality of Vari and it was included in the Corpus (Corpus no. 748). Later on, a rescue excava-
tion by the local Ephorate of Antiquities brought to light the road whereby the transfer of the
extracted blocks was made, thus corroborating the above information on the internet site.™

Information about the ancient quarries of southeastern Attica, which are still visible, even if
only partially, led us to other sites of extraction. Thus, during the search for the ancient quarry
of “poros” (sandstone) on the western coasts of Marathon, at Drakonera (Corpus no. 758), we
came across a quarry of white marble in a nearby coastal site of the Dikastika settlement, where
the nudists’ beach is located (Fig. 1). That quarry was probably active in antiquity judging from
the remnants observed, such as the stepped extraction,' the complete absence of traces from
modern quarrying methods (dynamite, pneumatic hammer, etc.) and the coastal location of
the quarry, which was extremely convenient for the transfer of the extracted blocks. A rock-cut
formation is reminiscent of a slipway, used as a rudimentary dock, on which the ships would
be pulled up, to be loaded with the detached blocks and then relaunched into the sea (Fig. 2)."
It is probable, though, that the good quality of the quarried marble,'® which was fine-grained
without any veins or fissures, will turn out to have ensured its use in local architecture and even
in sculpture, should archaeometric analysis be one day applied.

The existence of another quarry in Marathon valley, located close to an ancient road,” in the
vicinity of the Cave of Pan and the Gorge of Oinoe, is also recorded, as well as extraction sites to
the west of Nea Makri, on the foothills of mount Agrieliki, which belong to the mountain bulk
of Dionysus.™

10 Kassimi-Soutou 2006, 229.

11 It was excavated on Eous Str. 28 in Glyfada: Antonopoulou 2008, 198.

12 Kassimi-Soutou 2006, 222; 2008, 188.

13 Kassimi-Soutou 2008, 188.

14 Kokkorou-Alevras et al. 2010, fig. on p. 32.

15 Compare with the slipway in the Feloti quarry of Kythera: Kokkorou-Alevras et al. 2009, 182.
16 Papageorgakis 1966, 211-2.

17 http://5.135.161.95/topoguidemap/1advfull.php?a=Attiki/Attiki_Marathonas_faragi_Inois
18 https://el.wikiloc.com/oreibasia-diadromes/miltiadeios-atrapos-tmema-proto-10501637



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 121

OAstenou cloister

09
g ‘?\\\\3

¢, Sloping¢errace
=~Unfinished monolithic coldmn

annisiKareas cloister

{ J0 54
Sesi Kqropiou Norheast

Map. 1. Map showing the quarries of Hymettus.

HYMETTUS QUARRIES

The research undertaken in southeastern Attica focused, heavily, on the ancient quarries of
Hymettus (Map 1), which were well-known to the ancient authors.” At the end of the 19% c.
AD, it was Milchhéfer? who undertook the first mapping of the whole mountain. These ancient
quarries of marble have continued to attract the interest of many scholars up to the present:*
they have explored mainly the quarries located on the western steep slopes of the mountain,
in the deep and wild gorge of Kakorema, close to the chapel of Ag. Georgios Koutalas.? Kareas
produced, however, a yellowish limestone, known as agrylikos stone, named after the nearby
ancient deme.

Quarrying traces had been also recorded in the grove of the Kaisariani Shooting Range (Sko-
peftirio Kaisarianis), known also as Alepovouni (Corpus no. 951), but they could not be located
during our recent survey in the area. Nevertheless, there was abundant soft gray-brownish
limestone thereabouts, which would have been exploited in the past, probably for local use as
building material. The absence of tool-marks does not allow any conclusions about the quar-
rying in the Alepovouni area. According to Merle Langdon, there was evidence of a prehistoric
settlement in that area, whereas the quarrying activity was rather restricted. The quarry could
have been part of a Roman farmstead, which was defined by inscribed horoi.?

Additional traces of ancient quarrying had been also revealed in the nearby municipalities
of Argyroupolis and of Ilioupolis, at Aghia Eirene (Corpus no. 952) and the Profitis Ilias Chapel

19 Strabo, Geogr. 9.1.23: “Mappdpou &' €otl TG Te Yuntiag Kal tfig MevieAlkig KAALoTa JETAAAA TIANGLOV

TG TTOAEWG".

20 Milchhofer 1889, sheet IV.

21 Ober 1981, 68-77; Langdon 1985, 257-70; 1988, 75-83; 1999, 481-508; Spathari 1997, 5-6; Goette et al. 1999,
83-90; Goette 2002, 93-102; Lekkas 2004, 305-12.

22 Xenogiannis 1978.

23 Langdon 1985, 257-60.
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Fig. 3. Threshold half-buried in the path leading to the “Karavi” quarry.

(Corpus no. 953), respectively. A modern quarry was also active at the end of Sophocles Veni-
zelos road in Ilioupolis, in the proximity of the barrier and the fire outpost. Contemporary quar-
rying activity took place close to the Asteriou Monastery, too (Corpus no. 961).

Furthermore, west of the Kareas Monastery, the remains of limestone extraction (Corpus no.
954) have been observed, although immediately around the monastery this is rather modern
than ancient quarrying activity. Recently, 2 km south of Aghios Ioannis at the Kareas Monastery
(the ancient deme of Themakos or Euonymon), a small quarry of Hymettus marble has been
located. The intensive quarrying left a deep and impressive pit dated in the Hellenistic period:
the rough installations observed in the adjacent area around the Aghios Nikolaos Church have
been attributed to the mercenaries of the Ptolemaic fleet during the Chremonidean War (266-
262 BC).»

In the publication of N.S.C.R. “Demokritos”,* where the chemical identity of Pentelic and
Hymmetian marbles is given, there is a map with the sites of an extended Hellenistic-Roman
quarry of the gray Hymettian marble on the upper part of the mountain, and of smaller quar-
ries of white fine-grained marble in the foothills. According to the authors, the white marble of
Hymettus was in use before the Pentelic, so the above-mentioned quarries have been dated
in the Archaic-Classical period. The intensive surveys in the marble outcrops of the mountain
have enabled us to record new data about certain extraction areas, i.e. distinct quarries:

1. On the top of the mountain, at the site of Karavi, where a zone for climbing exists nowa-
days (Corpus no. 758). The site can be reached by the path, which passes in front of the chapel
of Aghios Georgios Koutalas,? and which partly follows the ancient quarry road, which is bor-
dered by a retaining wall and embankment.?” Indeed, a few unfinished architectural members

24 Kaza-Papageorgiou 2006, 134-6.

25 Goette et al. 1999, 83-90.

26 The ancient street branches some meters further on. One takes the sledge path on the left, which is steeper.
At the next fork again the steeper path, on the left. At the end of that path, there is a small quarry (no. 2 cited
above).

27 Carpenter and Boyd 1977, 189; Goette et al. 1999, 87.
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Fig. 4. A rectangular chamber at the lowest part of the path towards “Karavi” quarry.

(e.g. a part of a threshold: Fig. 3)® and extracted blocks with tool-marks (e.g. a block with a se-
ries of 7 wedge-holes)”® are embedded in the path. At the lowest part of the path, and adjacent
to it, a rectangular chamber (Fig. 4)* of uncertain date has been built with stone slabs without
mortar (dim. 3.00 x 5.20 m and pres. ht. 1.00 m). The path ends at the impressive vertical face
(more than 20 m high) of this extensive quarry of gray marble. Marble chips and extracted
blocks are scattered all over the site; as a matter of fact, walking on the sloping path covered
with the chipped stones proved to be a rather dangerous task. On the rock surface there are
visible point and cutting edge-marks caused by the chiseling (with the hammer) around the
hollows left by the extracted blocks, while the wedge-holes (rectangular and square) illustrate
the efforts of the quarrymen to detach the blocks from the parent rock.? On the quarry face the
diagonal and horizontal parallel marks of the tykos, the quarrying double-axe with its two blunt
edges, are visible. The fish-bone working-pattern (a festoni technique), dated from late-Roman
period onwards, is also observed (Fig. 5). The stone extraction process has formed recesses
of some size, separated by sections of untouched rock that look like buttresses now (Fig. 6).
These spaces were later filled with quarrying waste products when the fine quality marble was
exhausted, as has also happened in the Pentelikon quarries, according to M. Korres. In fact,
the very ground surface of the quarries is built up with this debris. The same process was also
followed in other ancient quarries, e.g. in Karystos, in Chasampale of Thessaly, in Kos etc.

In the northeastern part of the quarry, eight ‘steps’ had been cut out of the rock (or, at least,
eight may be observed nowadays) (Fig. 7), ascending in a total height of 33 m.* It is obvious

28 Lat.: 37;51;49.0599999999975 / long.: 23;44;53.8600000000003. Thresholds carved in Hymettus marble
had been used in the temples of Apollo Patroos and Artemis Aristovoule in Athens, as well as for the Skevotheke of
Philon in Piraeus: Townsend 2004, 312.

29 Lat.:37;57; 10.2300000000104/ long.: 23;47;29.1499999999943.

30 Lat.: 37;57;7.00000000000002 / long.: 23;47;30.4299999999929.

31 Kokkorou-Alevras et al. 2010, 39-40, 49-51.

32 Poupaki 2017, 209, n. 31-4 (with bibliography).

33 Ht. of each step (from the topmost to bottom): 40, 40, 45, 45, 55, 35, 40 and 30 cm.
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Fig. 5. Quarry faces with fish-bone quarrying pattern (a festoni technique)
in the “Karavi” quarry.

Fig. 6. Recesses/ “chambers” separated by sections of untouched rock formed
by stone extraction in “Karavi” quarry.
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Fig. 7. Eight ‘steps'formed in the rock by stone extraction in the “Karavi” quarry.

that the topmost step belongs to the earliest phase of quarrying. In the northeastern corner
of that space, there are three carved blocks, which were not split off the natural rock (Fig. 8)
The biggest block measures 0.90 x 2.45 x 0.90 x 2.40 m, ht. 0.30 m and the half-carved 1.10 x
1.05, ht. 0.40-0.50 m.) and is entirely surrounded by extraction trenches? (north: . 0.90, w. 0.55
m, ht. 0.30 m; east: |. 2.45 m, w. 0.45 m, ht. 0.30 m), in contrast to the two smaller ones, which
remained attached to the vertical faces of the rock.® In the eastern corner of the quarry, there
is another plinth attached to the rock (0.60 x 0.80 m., ht. 0.90 m) and two elongated concave
hollows mark the extraction of two monolithic columns of about 3.20 m in height and 0.40-0.50
m in diameter (Fig. 9). As is widely known, columns of Hymettus marble, fully carved, were
transported by stone-carrying ships (AtBnyol vieg), which carried the quarried products across
the Mediterranean, as proven by the wreck of Mahdia, close to the Tunisian shoreline (1 c.
BC).* Certainly, then, this part of the quarry was active during the Roman and Late Roman pe-
riod, but the extraction had apparently begun much earlier (in Hellenistic times?).

Next to the recessed zone at the east, there is another one formed by intensive quarrying,
but the thick vegetation does not allow any additional detailed observations about the ex-
traction methods. However, on the quarry faces the characteristic tykos marks are to be seen
and close to the corner of the recess the inscription KEOHIOY (Fig. 10) can be read.?” According
to J. Ober,* this is the genitive case of “KéBnyog” (lat. CETHEGUS), who may have been the
owner of the quarry. Indeed, to the family of Cethegus belonged certain senators and consuls
down to the era of the emperor Tiberius. This information makes the dating of this part of

34 Quarrying trenches are carved vertically and around each block to be extracted: Kokkorou-Alevras et al.
2010, 39. For the quarrying trenches in this quarry: Waelkens et al. 1990, 49 fig. 1.

35 15t plinth: dim. 0.40 x 1.10 x 1.05 m, ht. 0.55 m; 2" plinth: dim. 0.60 x 0.80 m., ht. 0.90 m. The plinths are
located in the site: Lat.: 37; 57; 3.60000000000567 / Long.: 23;47;30.3399999999963.

36 Merlin 1909, 650-71.

37 Lat.: 37;56;59.7099999999916 / long.: 23;47; 8699999999954. L. of inscription: 90 cm., ht of “¥” 17 cm, w. of
“Y" 8 cm, diam. of “0"10/9.5 cm, ht. of “E” 19 cm, w. of “E” 16 cm.

38 Pleket and Stroud 1981; Ober 1981, 70. For the use of Hymettus’' marble in Roman villas: Pliny, Naturalis
Historiae 36.7.
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Fig. 9. Two elongated concave impressions from the extraction
of two monolithic columns in the “Karavi” quarry.

Fig. 10. Inscription KE@HIOY engraved on the quarry face behind the “Dragon-house”.
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Fig. 12. The interior of the “Dragon-house”.

Fig. 13. Three blocks in the northeastern corner of the “Karavi” quarry.
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the quarry to before the age of Augustus very likely.*® 14 cm above the inscription, there is a
series of eight vertical engraved lines, which probably indicated the number of blocks to be
extracted or transported, a common practice in many ancient quarries (e.g. in the Aformous bay
on Naxos,* in Tsoukali at Karystos*' and in the Avlemonas quarry of Kythera®).

The area in front of the “Kethegos quarry” is dominated by the celebrated “Dragon-house” of
Hymettus (Fig. 11), which has been identified as a dwelling for the laborers or a store for the
quarrying equipment,® even as a cult place.* This circular building is constructed with boul-
der-sized slabs in a corbelling technique. In the interior there is a semi-finished mensa or altar
(Fig. 12, dim. 0.34 x 0.55 x 0.50 x 0.36 m, ht. 0.33 m, ht. of the rim 0.055 m), while into the side
walls a small two-levelled niche is cut (0.26 x 0.19 x 0.25 m, ht. 0.20 m and 0.14 m) and a wide
step, which looks like a bench (w. 0.08/0.10 m), is to be found above the floor. The doorjamb
(w. 0.28 m, dim. of sockets: 4.50 x 5.00 cm) of its entrance (overall w. 0.80 and pres. ht. 0.95 m)
is well constructed. The hypothesis that the Dragon-house of Hymettus had been used as a cult
place seems likely, though no archaeological evidence exists.* Buildings which are identified
as ancient lodges bear special cuttings associated with the placement of the elementary fur-
niture. For example, in Drakospilio cave of Nisyros, located underneath the Hellenistic tower,*
there are such formations in the rock for the guards of the tower, who were its occasional res-
idents. In the surroundings, another two Dragon-houses are noted too.*

2. Below the “Kethegos quarry”, on the lower part of the slope, in a ravine, more vertical
quarry faces*® were explored (Corpus no. 957) and additional quarrying traces were recorded:
wedge holes, stepped extraction, a sloping surface, a ramp for the movement of the extracted
blocks (Fig. 13) and the typical tykos traces, which form the fishbone pattern as observed in the
aforementioned quarries. The detection of the use of the pick-axe with a broad and a blunt end
(mAatuotoun tumic or kpotapic) is quite noteworthy for this marble quarry, because this tool is

39 After the reign of Augustus, Greek marbles were no longer popular in the Roman empire; on the other
hand, the use of Carrara marble became so in Italian peninsula: Ober 1981, 69-70.

40 Kokkorou-Alevras et al. 2014, no. 474.

41 Kokkorou-Alevras et al. 2014, no. 1001.

42 Kokkorou-Alevras et al. 2014, no. 238.

43 Carpenter and Boyd 1977; KoZelj and Wursch-KoZelj 1995, 27-9.

44 Oikonomidis 2018.

45 On mount Hymettus have been excavated in the past several cult places mentioned by Pausanias, who had
seen the statue of Hymettian Zeus and the altars of Ombrios Zeus and Apollo Proopsios (EAAdSoc Meptiynaig 1
32, 1-2). The most important sanctuary has been excavated at Euzonas, the highest peak of the mountain, which
was dedicated to Ombrios Zeus (Langdon 1976). That sanctuary, also mentioned by Pausanias, is dated at the
end of the 8" and the beginning of the 7t c. BC and is connected with the general effort to please the Gods in
a period when the polis had been plagued by drought followed by epidemics and social turmoil. There is also
a reference about the cult of Apollo Proopsios on Hymettus, who was considered to be the God responsible for
the climate changes. The excavated remains of an amphiprostyle temple on the site of Prophet Elias chapel,
in the mountainous pass from Glyfada to Koropi, has been attributed to an Apollo cult: Kotzias 1949, 51-3. A
significant sanctuary of the 4" c. BC dedicated to Pan, the Nymphs and Apollo was established in a cave of Vari,
named as “Nympholeptos or Archedemus Cave”, according to the preserved inscription. In that cave, the cult
had been re-established in the era of Julian the Apostate, and this is the place where the Neoplatonists' assem-
bly gathered: Weller 1903, 263-88. Another sanctuary dedicated to Pan and the Nymphs has been excavated in
the Leontari Cave on Hymettus, at the eastern slope of Korakovouni and to the west of Glyka Nera in Paiania. This
cave has been inhabited since the Neolithic period (Mavridis and Karali 2018).

46 Filimonos-Tsopotou 2013, 155.

47 Goette et al. 1999, 87 ; Goette 2002, 98.

48 These quarries of Kakorema can be reached via the track from the military camp Saketta of Vyronas towards
the modern quarry.
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Fig. 14. Impressions of four detached blocks separated by quarrying trenches
with series of punch-marks (pointillé technique) inside, in the “lower” quarry.

Fig. 15. Row of three extracted blocks separated by trenches
with rectangular and trapezoidal wedge-holes, in the “lower” quarry.

Fig. 16. An unfinished monolithic column in the dump of debris of the quarry
on the highest part of the mountain.
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Drawing 1. Impressions of four detached blocks separated by quarrying trenches
with series of punch-marks (pointillé technique), in the “lower” quarry.

mainly preferred for the extraction of soft stones, as our team has pointed out.® In this quarry
is also to be remarked the use of the punch for the final detachment of a block from the parent
rock instead of the wedges. That process is known as “pointillé technique” and leaves a series
of circular marks on the rock; it can be dated to the Archaic period, as can be assumed for the
Apollonas quarries of Naxos.*®

3. During the ascent and before reaching the big quarry of Karavi, if one takes the steep
path to the left, one arrives at the very top level of another quarry, which abounds in marble
chips and possesses a lot of circumscribed surface extraction pits. Thus, on the higher part
of the site there is a small rectangular depression (dim.: 1.00 x 2.80 x 1.5 m, ht. 0.40 m) and
below it extends a sloping terrace (gradient 21°) due to the quarrying process. From this part
of the quarry face, four blocks have been extracted (Drawing 1); the preserved traces of two
rows of two blocks each are separated by quarrying trenches (w. 20 cm) of a series of punch-
marks (pointillé technique) - quite eloquent for the quarrying technology adopted (Fig. 14).
The above-mentioned method of detachment of the block from the parent rock, the so-called
Keilrinne/Keilgraben technique (of pointillé work inside the quarrying trench), is also attested in
several quarries of Classical date (e.g. the travertine quarry in Pyli of Kos: Corpus no. 83). On
the lowest level of that slope, there is another less fiercely sloped terrace (gradient 18°), where
another row of three extracted blocks of slightly bigger size (2.20/2.50/2.00 x 0.90 m.) is also

49 E.g. the quarry of Feloti at Kythera: see above n. 14.
50 Kokkorou-Alevras et al. 2010, 42.
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Drawing 2. General view of the large quarry at the top of the mountain.

preserved (Fig. 15). Between the traces of the extracted blocks, there are trenches of 15 cm
width, where rectangular and trapezoidal wedge-holes had been hollowed out (three series
of 9, 7 and 7 wedge-holes are preserved). On the imprint of the biggest plinth, 11 successive
circular marks of a crowbar used for the shifting of the extracted blocks are also visible. This
horizontal extraction of blocks in rows is identical with the one employed in the organized
quarries of the Classical period, as is also the case in the Chrysafa quarry in Lakonia (Corpus no.
692). Generally, this quarry seems to be older than the other quarries described above; indeed,
the work must be dated as early as in the 6t c. BC.

4. Above these quarrying sites, on the highest part of the mountain, there is another big
quarry (Drawing 2), but not as extensive as the “Karavi quarry” though. The uphill path is thick
with marble chips, which complicates the ascent towards the quarry front. In the quarry among
the dumped debris, there is a semi-finished monolithic column, 1 min visible height and 45 cm
in diameter (fig. 16).>" On the lowest part of the quarry face, there are two carved blocks (dim.:
0.80/1.00 m x 1.70 m) surrounded by quarrying trenches formed by a series of punch-marks
(pointillé technique), which are ready to be extracted from the parent rock. On the quarry front,
above these blocks there are some holes for the secure fastening of ropes used for the move-
ment of the blocks (Fig. 17). Similar holes in the quarry fronts for the same purposes are also
attested in the quarries of Apollonas in Naxos, next to the unfinished/semi-carved statue of

51 Lat.:37; 57; 14.6400000000140 / long.: 23;47; 37.520000000040.
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Fig. 17. Holes for the secure fastening of ropes used for the transportation o
f the blocks in the quarry.

Fig. 18. A non-detached triangular block in the central part of the quarry
on the highest part of the mountain.

Dionysos, in the Tsoukali of Karystos and elsewhere.52In the western part of this quarry there is
a rectangular recess (dim. 1.70 x 4.10 m) formed by cutting out the rock, in front of which there
is a non-detached triangular block (dim.: 1.40 x 1.40 x 1.25 m and ht. 20-25 cm) surrounded by
quarrying trenches with a series of punch-marks (pointillé technique) (Fig. 18). In this quarry
there are no imprints of extracted blocks, though tykos traces are to be seen on its vertical
walls, over a height of more than 10 m. (Fig. 19). A mound of marble chips and related quar-
rying debris fills all the eastern part of the quarry, where the ascent is extremely difficult (Fig.
20). The general appearance of the quarry points to it belonging to the same period of activity
as the previous one.

52 Poupaki and Chidiroglou 2017, 444 fig. 5.

53 The peculiar block recalls the general shape of a triangular base or pedestal, which are known, but also rare,
from the Archaic period on (e.g. the Archaic base of Euthykartides in Delos Mus. No. A728: Kokkorou-Alewras
1995, 83-4 no. 12 figs 24-7).
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Fig. 19. Tykos traces on the vertical wall of the quarry on the highest part
of the mountain.

Fig. 20. A mound of marble chips and related quarrying debris in the eastern
part of the quarry on the highest part of the mountain.

Finally, several more quarry sites dated in the Roman periods* have been also recorded in
the bulk of mount Hymettus: one is found to the northeast of Profitis Ilias (Corpus no. 958) and
another one in Sesi of Koropi (Corpus no. 959), which is adequately published and may even
be dated to the Byzantine period.>* In both quarries, extracted monolithic columns had been
preserved in situ.

Despite the abundance of information gathered and cited in this study, there is still plenty
of evidence in the various publications, which has neither been corroborated nor rejected by
our research. However, the most important conclusion to emerge from our recent research
is that the quarrying sites dated from the Archaic period onwards are numerous, and that
therefore a great scale of production seems plausible even in such an early period, during

54 For the chemical identity of Hymettian marble: Attanasio et al. 2006, 87-91.
55 Langdon 1988.
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which marble of the quarries of Naxos and Paros were widely imported in Attica. Even if the
major role of Naxian and Parian marble in Archaic Attic sculpture remains beyond question,
the use of Hymettus marble, if not very suitable for sculpture, was not absent from the Attic
stone-carving workshops. Even though not a lot of Archaic Attic sculptures of this marble are
preserved,* there does exist in Attica sculpture in the round, e.g. the calf-bearer or ‘moscho-
phoros’ of Acropolis (Acropolis Mus. no. 624), and the horseman from Vari (National Museum
no. 79), amongst others, as well as architectural sculpture (e.g. the frieze with the leopards and
the Gorgo acroterium of the building H of the Athenian Acropolis) all carved from Hymettus
marble, as is well known. In smaller quantities, the same marble had been also used in the
Classical period (e.g. for Iris’ wings on the west pediment of Parthenon).5” Furthermore, the
marble of Hymettus was used as building material for the earlier buildings of Athens (e.g. the
Hekatompedon and the ancient Temple of Athena on the Athenian Acropolis®) and in Attica too
(e.g. the ancient theatre of Euonymon in Trachones®). In the architecture of the 4" c. BC, the
Hymettus marble had but a secondary role, but it was quite often used in several buildings of
Athens (e.g. in the Thrasyllus monument, in the Doric stoa of the Asklepeion and in the theatre
of Dionysos on the south slope of the Athenian Acropolis, the temple of Apollo Patroos and in
the altar of Zeus Phratrios and Athena Phratria of the Athenian Agora, and so on) and in the
Piraeus (e.g. the skevotheke of Philon, etc.).%® Even more so, this marble was broadly used for
stelae bearing all kinds of inscriptions. Future further research and archaeometric analysis will
reveal the extent of the use of this Attic marble.
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56 Recently, Palagia 2010, 44 (with previous bibliography).
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ABSTRACT

The discovery in 1884 of an inscription from the Imperial times that refers to the polyandrion of those who
fell in the sea battle of Salamis in 480 BC prompted a large portion of the scientific community to take it
for granted that the polyandrion was set up right after the sea battle. However, a more careful analysis of
the archaeological data and of the literary sources undermines the unquestioned acceptance of that view.
In the present paper, a critical approach to the ancient sources is adopted, as well as an overall assess-
ment of the state of research and of the interpretations proposed for the area.

The ancient city of Salamis, close by the later township of Ambelaki, is sited in a bay on the east
part of the island: to the north it is bounded by the peninsula of Pounta and to the south by
the peninsula of Kynosoura (Figs 1-4). The latter is an oblong-shaped piece of land, remaining
broad across from its neck right to its tip at the east, and characterized by steep sides and nu-
merous small coves. From its north flank, close in to the bay of Ambelaki, the small point of Ma-
goula juts out into the sea, capped by a low hill. As a result of works conducted in the 1960s and
1970s in the construction of a peripheral road running along its west, southwest and southeast
sides, the hill looks quite different today, with its sides more vertically inclined, giving the false
impression of an artificial mound large in diameter. On the Magoula hill, a circular structure,
a cemetery, architectural features and a quarry have been studied. From the end of the 19th
century, the area was already associated with the grave of those that fell in the sea battle at
Salamis of 480 BC, and with the subsequent development of the scholarly narrative on the ‘Tu-
mulus of the Salamis Warriors'.

1 A shorter version of the topic, titled ‘Monuments and Memory: The Salamis' sea battle tumulus’, focusing
mainly on the interpretation of the inscription IG II2 1035, was presented in the First Panhellenic Conference
of postgraduate students and PhD candidates in Ancient History and Classical Archaeology, on ‘War and Peace
in Antiquity: The aspects of a dual reality (1100 BC to late Antiquity), 6-7 November 2017, at the National
and Kapodistrian University of Athens. The historical framework and relevant archaeological evidence are
thoroughly analyzed in my Doctoral Dissertation (Chairetakis 2018). I would like to thank Dr Katya Manteli for
the translation into English and Dr Doniert Evely for editing the text. I, also, thank the two anonymous reviewers
and the Associate Professor of Classical Archaeology Dimitris Plantzos for their suggestions and comments.

AURA 2 (2019): 137-60
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Fig. 1. Bay of Ambelaki. On the right the peninsula of Kynosoura, on the left the peninsula of
Pounta, in the background Athens (Photo by M. Dourakis)

THE MAGOULA HILL IN THE 19TH AND THE BEGINNING OF THE 20TH CEN-
TURIES

The ancient past of Salamis was ‘rediscovered’ in the era of the Grand Tour and the explora-
tion of Greece by European philhellenes: quite a few travellers visiting Athens passed through
the island and the Straits of Salamis, either as individuals or as members of missions (e.g. the
Dilettanti and the French Expedition to the Morea), locating, recording, removing or buying
antiquities.2 One of the monuments and landscapes they took notice of was the mound on the
hill of Magoula.?

The earliest reference to the mound as a tumulus was made by the British archaeolo-
gist W. Gell who visited Salamis in 1804-1806.* A few years later, on a French map, titled Plan
géométrique du Pirée dela presqu’ile de Munichie et du canal de Salamine fait & bord de la frigate
du Roi la Galatée en 1817, the mound is marked by a circle and dashed line and in the map
legend is characterized as ‘tumulus’.* The Austrian consul, A. Prokesch von Osten, finding him-
self in Greece from 1834 to 1849, had visited Salamis before 1836. He singled out the artificial
mound,® identifying it with the Tumulus of Telamon.” Although he does not quote the evidence
on which he bases this attribution, it is very probable that he misinterprets Pausanias’ passage
about the rock of Telamon (1.35.3, see also further below).

On a map that accompanies the publication of the study The Topography of Athens and the
Demi by the British military officer, diplomat and topographer W.M. Leake, in the area of Ma-
goula, to the southwest of the hill, two sides of a building topped with a cross, are shown,

2 Chairetakis 2018, 39-42.

3 As far as we know the first mention of the name Magoula appears in Lolling’s article (1884, 9).

4 Gell 1819, 303.

5 http://gallica.bnf.fr/ark:/12148/ btv1b8494391n

6 Prokesch von Osten 1836, 368.

7 Prokesch von Osten 1844, 325. Initially published in sequential installments in the Journal ‘Wiener Zeitschrift
fur Kunst, Literatur, Theater und Mode’, 29/10 and 1/11/1836, issues 130-131.
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Fig. 2. Bay of Ambelaki. Overpainted bronze engraving by O.M. von Stackelberg (Private Collection)

bearing the name Aghia (Saint) Varvara.® The Kynosoura peninsula in the 19th century is re-
ferred to as Punto Barbaro,® Barbara,™ or Cape Barbari''/Varvari,’? a name deriving, according
to one theory, from a similarly called church,” the existence of which is not documented,
though.™ R. Chandler has eloquently supported the derivation of the name from the defeat of
the ‘barbarians’, that is, of the Persians.’

The next, and made rather later, piece of information refers to a probable excavation re-
search project. The vice-admiral of the Royal Navy and full member of the Athens Academy,
St. Lykoudis, reports in 1927 that ‘in proximity to the recess of the [Ambelaki] south shoreline,
near some furnaces lying a little further away from the base of the peninsula of ‘Kynosoura’,
the tumulus of the Salamis Warriors can be seen, excavated in 1856 by Austrian archaeologists,
who found nothing else but a stratum with ashes of burnt bones'.’¢ Although the validity of
Lykoudis’ work overall is not questioned, this description, in particular, should be treated with
great scepticism. At the end of the 19th century, the Austrian Archaeological Institute had in-
deed expressed its intention to conduct research at the polyandrion of Salamis, but that project
never came to fruition."”

8 Leake 1841, 171.

9 Stuart and Revett 1762, ix; Chandler 1776, 202.

10 Bursian 1862, 364.

11 Lolling 1884, 5.

12 Milchhoefer 1895, 26.

13 Milchhoefer 1895, 26: ‘nach einer (jetzt verschwundenen) Kapelle der H. Barbara bennant'.

14 Recent sources do not support the existence of a church to Aghia Barbaba on the hill of Magoula. The in-
terpretation proposed by Pallas (1988, 110, note 2) is also problematic: ‘The term ‘Barbara’ is probably meant to
encompass, apart from Kynosoura, the sea of the Salamis strait extending further from it, which ends in the bay
of Paloukia, where an old small cross-roofed church of Aghia Barbara used to be (demolished around 1930, to
be replaced by a larger, still standing, church to the same saint)'.

15 Chandler 1776, 202.

16 Lykoudis 1927.

17 Iwarmly thank Dr Christa Schauer, member of the Austrian Archaeological Institute of Athens, for the infor-
mation she kindly shared with me about the Institute’s intention to conduct research at the tumulus, at the end
of the 19th century, which, though, was never carried out. More precisely, I quote the relevant extract from her
message: 'In the periodical Jahreshefte des Osterreichischen Archiologischen Institutes 4, 1901, Adolf Bauer in
his article titled ‘Die Seeschlacht von Salamis’, notes on p. 111 that in 1899, Adolf Wilhelm, the then Secretary
of the Austrian Archaeological Institute at Athens, intended, with the permission of the Greek government, to



- 140 - ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2 « AURA 2

Karten von Auika BL Xl hmet. 18%s oo von 7

Fig. 3. Map from Curtius’ and Kaupert's edition of 1895 (Personal Archive)

In 1884, the German archaeologist H.G. Lolling in his article Die Meerenge von Salamis on
the topography of the Straits of Salamis characterizes the tumulus with its stone enclosure as
one of the biggest of its kind and assigns it to the prehistoric times,® whereas he identifies the
hill of Magoula with the site of the sanctuary of Kychreus.” On the map that supplements his
article some walls are shown on the hill.

In 1895, the first edition of E. Curtius' and J.A. Kaupert's work Karten von Attika was published,
in which Salamis is spread across three sheets. On sheet XXI, which illustrates the north-north-
east part of the island, on the peninsula of Kynosoura, the name Magoula is cited to merely
indicate the low hill, without any further specification of structure or configuration® (Figs. 3-4).
The text that accompanies the edition is written by the German archaeologist, A. Milchhoefer,
who, based on the evidence of the inscription IG 1121035, which had been found in 1884, estab-
lishes a connection between the polyandrion mentioned in it with the artificial mound at Ma-

undertake a research project at the Polyandrion of Salamis. However, Wilhelm himself in his article Zur Topog-
raphie der Schlacht von Salamis’ (Sitzungsberichte deAkademie Wien, phil.-hist. Klasse 1929, Bd. 211,1, 3-39
[reprinted in the volume: Adolf Wilhelm, Akademieschriften zur griechischen Inschriftenkunde (1895-1951) Teil
2 (Leipzig 1974) 235-71], where on p. 7 [=239] refers to his annual lectures in Salamis and to Bauer's article,
makes no mention of excavations at that site’.

18 Lolling 1884, 9.

19 Lolling 1884, 9.

20 All three sheets that compile the map of 1895 were drawn in different periods between the years 1889 and
1891 (Lohmann 2010, 264, 270).
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Fig. 4. Map from Curtius’ and Kaupert's edition of 1895, detail (Personal Archive)

goula.? However, in the 1900 edition of the same work, in which the map of Salamis occupies
a single sheet,?? on the Magoula hilltop a three-sided building is demarcated.

Of the 20th century topographic evidence, we focus on a map of the island with indication
of elements of the 480 BC sea battle, included in the 1926 treatise by J. Kromayer and G. Veith,
Schlachten - Atlas zur antiken Kriegsgeschichte, where on the hilltop of Magoula two walls of a
building are shown.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH IN THE 20th CENTURY

The Greek Archaeological Service carried out trial trenches and excavations of limited extent
on the peninsula of Magoula in the years 1965, 1976, 1980 and 1981. From the evidence of
these research sessions, on the top of the hill there was an artificial tumulus-like mound. This
is raised on the levelled hill summit, over an underlying layer of stones, which make up a cir-
cular structure, 20.00 m in diameter, made of poros limestone,* that retained a 0.50 m thick
fill of gravel.* Just under the gravel, going down to bedrock, a 0.30 m thick and naturally de-
posited fill appears, of natural white earth and dark red earth, which contained fragments of
domestic vases of prehistoric times and sea shells. Overlying the gravel there was pure earth
‘in successive, almost flat, layers’ 1.00 m thick.” Tsirivakos opened a test trench ‘down the top

21 Milchhoefer 1895, 28-9.

22 http://digi.ub.uni-heidelberg.de/diglit/curtius1900a/0006/image

23 http://digi.ub.uni-heidelberg.de/diglit’/kromayer1926Ifg4/0026/image

24 Ttis referred to as ‘polygonal’ by Lolling (1884, 9) and Milchhoefer (1895, 28).

25 Tsaravopoulos 1981, 64-5, also referred to it as ‘pile of stones in circular arrangement.’
26 Piteros 1980, 91.

27 Tsaravopoulos 1981, 64.
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Fig. 5. Topographic plan of the north side of the Magoula hill (Kattoula 2006, fig. 60)

of the tumulus’, which 'yielded nothing’,¢ but equally fruitless were the trenches opened ‘on the
tumulus ... in the central part’, as well as ‘on the east side of the tumulus' in 1980 by Pitteros.?®
In light of this evidence, it is difficult to pinpoint which was the spot where the burnt stratum
mentioned by Lykoudis was located, since, as is the case with other tumuli in the Helladic area,
the burnt stratum should have been spread over the underlying layer of stones to be then
covered by earth.

On the north slope of the hill, during two research campaigns, there were excavated fu-
nerary periboloi, in the environs of which the 1976 research had ‘produced sherds of the be-
ginning of the 5th century BC'.** There were found three rectangular periboloi, and a fourth
damaged one, made of large stone blocks (measuring 3.50 x 4.00 m), orientated in an E-W
direction® (Fig. 5). In the course of the 1976 expedition, funerary pyres had also been uncov-
ered, which, according to the excavator, are assigned to the period of the sea battle.?> New
chronological data came to light in the more recent investigations. In the interior of the east-
ernmost peribolos, at a level deeper than that where previous research had reached, a rectan-
gular rock-cut pit of a funerary pyre was located, aligned E-W and measuring 2.20 x 1.30 m.*
The rock-cut pit was traversed along its N-S axis by a 0.50 m wide channel. The funerary pyre
fill contained a large amount of ash, while at the bottom of the pit bones and charcoal were
revealed. In the same place, a small aryballoid lekythos was unearthed, decorated with wavy

28 Tsirivakos 1967, 146. More recent studies have been exclusively based on Tsirivakos' report, without
acquaintance with the research activities of 1980 and 1981. Typically, see Schmalz 2007-2008, 38; Oikonomou
2012, 121. On the other hand, Langdon (2007, 111) is aware of the Greek research projects, but not of that of
the Austrian archaeologists.

29 Piteros 1980, 91.

30 Tsaravopoulos 1981, 65; Kattoula 2006, 239.

31 Kattoula 2006, 239.

32 In atelephone communication (19/5/2017), the excavator of the site, P. Zoridis, whom I would like to thank
for the discussions we had about the cemetery, presented his view on the chronology of the material belonging
to the first half of the 5th century BC.

33 Kattoula 2006, 237-40.
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Fig. 6. Stone blocks from a funerary peribolos (Veltanisian 2002, 31)

band, as well as parts of a small black-glazed trefoil oinochoe, dated to the last quarter of the
5th century BC.>* Therefore, an earlier dating is rather unjustifiable, unless we assume that the
periboloi were gradually constructed in the course of the 5th century BC and that there was
continuous funerary use in the 5th century BC. South of the funerary pyre and the structure,
there was found an almost intact lekythos with black linear decoration of a net pattern in two
zones bordering a branch of ivy* (dated to 475-450 BC on the basis of the vase description),
probably from a damaged burial.

To the northeast of the hill, quite a distance away from the graves, there are some rectan-
gular stone blocks,? probably displaced from their original position, one of which bears a pair
of circular sockets (Fig. 6). Perhaps these blocks belong to yet another funerary peribolos,
which would have been decorated with marble lekythoi-loutrophoroi.

East of the tumulus, an extensive cemetery has been unearthed. In 1965, eight graves were
investigated® and in 1976 another 63 came to light, across an area of 576 sq.m.*® In the same
place, during the first research period, among the graves some architectural remains were lo-
cated, which were characterized as ‘remains of a small building, most probably an altar'® (Figs.
7-8). Following the same line of reasoning, even though Tsirivakos' research did not yield any
relevant finds, Clairmont suggested that the ‘altar’ should be interpreted as a bench to accom-
modate funerary meals held by the kin in the memory of the dead heroes and Zeus Tropaios.*
However, from the drawing, the photograph and the finds of the following years, it can cer-
tainly be inferred that this ‘small building’ was yet another funerary peribolos.

The graves were oriented E-W and N-S, and can be classified into sarcophagi of shelly lime-

34 Kattoula 2006, 239; Chairetakis 2018, 214, note 1064.

35 Kattoula 2006, 239.

36 Tsaravopoulos 1981, 65; Veltanisian 2002, 31. There is a possibilty that these stone blocks were also seen
by Lolling (1884, 9).

37 Tsirivakos 1967, 146.

38 Kattoula 2006, 238.

39 Tsirivakos 1967, 146.

40 Clairmont 1983, 290, note 42.
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Fig. 7. Topographic plan of the east side of the Magoula hill (Tsirivakos 1967, fig. 10)

stone and poros limestone, built cist graves, shaft graves, while there were some pot burials
too. From the first excavation by Tsirivakos, among the reported funerary offerings are in-
cluded small aryballoid lekythoi (some red-figured ones, too), black-glazed skyphoi and a clay
bird figurine.#* Furthermore, some of the graves were enclosed by individual periboloi. Yet
another grave, measuring 2.00 x 0.85 m and oriented N-S, was excavated in 1986, to the north-
east of the tumulus. The lining of its sides ‘was built of small stones and coated with a thick
layer of lime and sand plaster'. The grave was covered by three slabs of shelly limestone. The
bones were degraded, though the deceased had been accompanied by a bronze mirror, three
bronze rings and a silver obol dating after 390 BC.

This cemetery* is the place of provenance of a small funerary stele with inscription in the
Megarian dialect (SEG 44.195):
OokAESac*
Mnyap<t>kag,

which dates to the end of the 5th century BC. Thoukleides (BokA£&acg) might have been a res-
ident alien (an immigrant, metic or freed slave) or even a slave.® It is possible that from this
site also comes the funerary stele mentioned by Pittakis as lying ‘next to the funerary marker

41 The cemetery was excavated by Zoridis and yielded mainly lekythoi with black linear decoration, and pinakia
(plates), etc., but there were no white-ground lekythoi in the assemblage.

42 Dekoulakou 1986, 18.

43 Pologiorgi 2004, 32. In the literature, the stele is reported as originating in the site of Maroudi. However, in
the excavation daybook of the graves in the area of Magoula, it is recorded that the stele comes from this site,
and is now exhibited with this provenance in the Salamis Archaeological Museum (SM 5914). I warmly thank the
archaeologist A. Kapetanopoulou for this information (2013).

44 Pologiorgi 2004, 37: ©€okAei&ng (Theokleides) or @oukAeidng (Thoukleides).

45 Pologiorgi 2004, 38-9.
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Fig. 8. Architectural remains on the east side of the Magoula hill (Tsirivakos 1967, pl. 110c)

of Xanthippos' dog'.* This is the stele that bears a funerary epigram of the mid 3rd century BC*
(IG11* 11960 / SEG 25.301), reading:

€l\eody, HpdkAeLte, Kal aivetov ula Asaivng
gllev Bappaléng épya Aovta pdaxng

avyLadAou ZaAapivog 6 yap KAfpoLoL auuvwv
Suopevewv 600V Tpalpa Katnydyeto.

{nAoUT &M\ véoL TOV dunAtka: kaBBave yap Tou

HN&0POVWY APETAG PVWOHEVOG TIATEPWV.

It is likely that young Leon fell in one of the battles against Alexander, the son of Krateros,

in the mid 3rd century BC.® Leon is perhaps a descendant of that Leon, who resided in Salamis,
and whom Plato (Apology 32 c-d) and Xenophon (Hellenica II) mention was killed by the regime
of the Thirty.# It is also feasible that he is the son of Herakleitos, son of Asklepiades from Ath-
monea,*® who was honoured by the deme of the Salaminians for undertaking the repair of the
walls during the preparations for the war against Alexander.s’ On the basis of all this evidence,
the cemetery spans the period from the beginning of the 5th to the mid 4th centuries BC, or
the mid 3rd century BC.

46
47
48
49
50
51

Pittakis 1855, no. 2565.

Cargill 1995, 125 and note 28.

Habicht 1998, 215. Probably not a little later in the raid launched by Aratus of 242 BC, see Taylor 1997, 249.
Cargill 1995, 125 and note 28.

Taylor 1997, 253, note 84.

The epigram was engraved on a stone on the rear side of which there was an honorary decree (SEG 47.153),

Taylor 1997, 245-50.
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To the west of the hill, a strongly built wall was located, aligned E-W. In the same area, near
the coast, there is a quarry of poros limestone, its material having been used for the construc-
tion of the tumulus.’? However, it should be pointed out that, along the north and northeast
coasts, there are also preserved signs of quarrying in recent years with the use of controlled
blasting. Finally, to the south of the mound, three cavernous pits appear, the largest of which
is enclosed by a strongly built semicircular peribolos, 11.00 m in diameter, made of large field
stones.> Further to the south, a wall extends E-W, for a length of 20.00 m. Some more walls are
visible to the west and the southeast of the hill.

As it would be expected, the occurrence of the above structures has led to a multitude of
interpretations.

1.1 The Tumulus of the Salamis Warriors

The existence of a tomb for the Greeks who fell in the sea battle of Salamis is not mentioned in
any source contemporary with the events, although this does not indicate that such a tomb did
not exist.> Plutarch (On the Malice of Herodotus 39), whose evidence is apparently confirmed by
a funerary epigram found at Ambelaki (IG I* 1143), reports that the Corinthians asked the Athe-
nians for permission to bury their dead on the island. This request for permission may indicate
that the rest of the Greeks were buried in their homelands,* an inference further supported by
Pausanias’ statement (1.43, 3) that the Megarians erected a tomb in their city for those fallen at
Salamis and at Plataea.*®

A group of Athenian decrees to do with the institution of an ephebeia in the Hellenistic times
gives a glimpse of athletic exercises and rituals taking place on the island, such as the contest
of the boats, sacrifices to Ajax and sacrifices to Zeus at the Trophy of the sea battle. At the same
time, as part of the same institution, ritual activities, in honour of those fallen at Marathon in
the Persian wars, are performed at the local polyandrion, as recorded in the inscription IG II3
1 1313 of the year 175/4 BC and in inscription IG 1121006 of the year 122/1 BC. Remarkable,
therefore, is the lack of reference to a polyandrion on Salamis on which the Athenian ephebes
would have conferred honours equal to those they did at Marathon. It seems, then, that the
corresponding memorials honouring the Persian wars held at Salamis was fulfilled through the
sacrifices at the trophy of Zeus, and that no Athenians had been buried on the island. Never-
theless, at the end of the 1st century BC some sanctuaries undergo restoration on the island of
Salamis (IG I1? 1035) and it is attested that there is a structure at Kynosoura, which is character-
ized as a polyandrion. On the other hand, when Pausanias visits Salamis between 155-160 AD
he does not mention anything at all about the existence of a polyandrion. Both of these points
will be discussed in greater detail further below.

The majority of scholars accept that there was a polyandrion on Salamis,’” based mainly on

the inscription of the Imperial times (IG 112 1035). If we take it as given that bones were indeed
found, as stated in Lykoudis’ report, and that these bones were human, then the Salamis poly-

52 Piteros 1980, 91. Kokkorou-Aleura et al. 2014, 256, no. 977.

53 Kattoula 2006, 237-8.

54 Arrington 2015, 41.

55 Robertson 1983, 84; Schmalz 2007-2008, 38 and note 135.

56 Oikonomou 2012, 170-171. Although some scholars doubt whether that was a real tomb and not a heroon
or cenotaph, Schérner 2014, 155.

57 Milchhoefer 1895, 29; Clairmont 1983, 102-3 no. 10a; Stroszeck 2004, 317; Arrington 2010, 54.
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andrion - the term signifies communal burials of men fallen on the battlefield* - contains the
ashes of the Greeks fallen in the sea battle, since, in the absence of graves inside of it, we have
to assume that the dead were cremated, by analogy with the polyandrion erected after the
battle of Marathon for the Athenians,* the polyandrion of Thespiae® and the polyandrion of
Chaeronea.? In contrast with the polyandria of Marathon, of Thespiae and of Chaeronea, we
do not know whether the Salamis polyandrion contained vases as funerary goods or remains
of funerary offerings, meals etc.,%> essential components of the funerary ritual. Calculating the
dimensions of the Salamis polyandrion, by analogy to the Marathon one, which was 50.00
m in diameter and 9.00 m high, the 20.00 m wide structure at Salamis must have reached a
height of 3.60 m. If, on the other hand, one takes as basis of the calculation the polyandrion of
Chaeronea, which was 70.00 m in diameter and 7.00 m high, the height of that at Salamis could
have been just 2.00 m high.

In any case, the view that the tumulus of Salamis constitutes a polyandrion ‘in general’,
without specifying the origins of those buried in it,® is problematic, since every city buried its
dead separately.* The custom of cremating the dead was common in Attica, and presumably
from this period onward patrios nomos (the custom of public burial at home of the men killed in
action) came into effect, by which the war dead were cremated.® Did the same, however, hold
true for the Corinthians? Is the Salamis polyandrion only concerned with the cremations of the
dead Corinthians, the sole people who fell in the sea battle that were with certainty buried on
the island? Unfortunately, there is no knowledge about the treatment of Corinthians fallen in
war. We must take into consideration that the allocation of the polyandrion at a nodal point
of the island, at the entrance to the harbour, visible to all arriving there, would have conveyed
powerful political messages. If the Corinthians had to ask for permission to bury their dead on
the island, how easy would it have been for them to obtain permission to build a monument at
such a conspicuous place in the city? Robertson holds it probable that the Corinthians buried
their dead on the island, due to their outstanding achievement in the sea battle.** Neverthe-
less, it would not be wise to ignore the suspicion - probably an untrue one, constructed by the
Athenians - that the Corinthians had initially abandoned the Straits during the sea battle, only
to return when the outcome of the battle had been decided (Herodotus 8.94). Would then the
Athenians have allowed the Corinthians to bury their dead in a conspicuous place, one which
would have stood as a point of reference for the next generations? Unlikely. The same goes for
the other eternal rivals of the Athenians, the Aeginitians and the Megarians.

If, on the contrary, the hypothesis is entertained that it was the Athenians who were buried
in the polyandrion of Salamis, something that would have exceptionally well suited the Athe-
nian propaganda about their right of possession of Salamis, why is there no such reference

58 Oikonomou 2012, 95.

59 The dead were cremated either separately, and subsequently deposited in the mound, or simultaneously,
as it is commented upon in relation to Marathon (Valavanis 2010, 87-89, with relevant bibliography).

60 Keramopoulos 1911.

61 Sotiriadis 1902.

62 Valavanis 2010, 80-87.

63 Hammond 1973, 309; Clairmont 1983, 103.

64 Robertson 1983, 84 note 8.

65 Valavanis 2010, 90; Oikonomou 2012, 56-7. For a probable early introduction of this law, see Shapiro 1996,
132, with relevant bibliography.

66 Robertson 1983, 84.

67 It has been suggested, nonetheless, that this incident may reflect yet another ‘manoeuvre’ in the course of
the sea battle (Wallinga 2005, 126-9, with relevant bibliography).
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in the sources? How many Athenian citizens were killed? Why is the number of the Athenians
killed at Marathon (Herodotus 6.117.1) preserved in the sources, but not that of those killed
at Salamis? The Athenians, in all probability, returned right after the sea battle of Salamis - in
early October®® - to Athens. Upon their return, their primary concern must have been the burial
of their dead, especially so if they had already cremated them on the island. The possibility
that the Athenians were not been buried in the Salamis polyandrion becomes much stronger,
when one considers the lack of any reference to it in the Athenian decrees of the institution of
the ephebes in Hellenistic times. The absence, moreover, of any relevant mention in Pausanias,
who records information of much less importance, strengthens the argument that there was
no polyandrion of the Athenians fallen in action set up on Salamis.®

Examining the setting of the cemetery to the north and east of the mound, yet another pos-
sibility arises. The cemetery was in use for a long period of time, probably from the beginning
of the 5th century BC, down to the mid 4th or the mid 3rd centuries BC. If we take for granted
the existence of a polynadrion, it is an obvious deduction that some people made the choice to
bury their dead around a symbolic monument.” If we accept that those buried in the periph-
eral cemetery were inhabitants of the island - men, women and, as it seems, metics or slaves,
too, then there is a chance that the polyandrion was also the burial place of native Salaminians
(not Athenians), who were killed in the sea battle. This interpretation would make sense of the
difference in the setting, on the one hand, of the Trophy at the tip of the peninsula, which was
not only visible to seafarers, but also even from Athens, and, on the other hand, of the ‘Sala-
minian’ polyandrion at the entrance of the city. In this hypothesis, the key question of the role
of the native Salaminians in the sea battle remains unknown. Herodotus reports that Aristides
took the hoplites, who had been arrayed along the shores of the island, and landed them on
Psyttalia in order to slaughter the Persians who were on the islet (8.95.1).”" The most likely
case is that this group, which, apart from hoplites, included archers, as well as some unarmed
men,”? was formed by those arrayed along the shores of Salamis, by some inhabitants of the
island and by some men brought in from Athens. In any case, it is usually conjectured that no
battle was fought on Psyttalia,” so the notion that there were dead therefrom is unsubstanti-
ated.” Moreover, Salamis was a recently founded cleruchy” and the reinforcement of the local
population’s identity, through a polyandrion, would not have been a sensible move on the part
of the Athenians.

Despite rejecting the identification of the Magoula mound with the polyandrion, Culley”
does not rule out the existence of a polyandrion on Salamis, which he fixes at another spot of
the Kynosoura peninsula. This coincides with the location of the polyandrion a little further to

68 Garland 2017, xii.

69 Arrington 2010, 54 ‘if it were a tumulus for war dead, it need not necessarily have belonged to Athenians’;
Arrington 2015, 79 note 98.

70 Burton 2003, 20-1.

71 Wallinga 2005, 87 ff.

72 Wallinga (2005, 88), based on Aeschylus’ passage (Persians 459-61), argues that there were not only hoplites.
73 Wallinga 2005, 88.

74 However, there is a counterview to this. Proietti (2015, 48-51) examines the epigram of the Persian Wars (IG
I3 503/4: A), which, as it has already been argued by other scholars in the past (Butera 2010, 65ff, with relevant
bibliography), might also be related to Psyttalia: she concludes that the battle at Psyttalia had a great signifi-
cance and that the epigram refers to the dead of that battle, too.

75 Igelbrink 2015, 152-75; Chairetakis 2018, 375-7.

76 Culley 1977, 292-3, 297.
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the east of the Magoula hill on two of Rediadis’ maps, made in 1901 and 1911,77 albeit without
supporting evidence. On this matter, our view is that this hypothesis is ungrounded. In Pri-
tchett's opinion, the tumulus-like mound at Magoula is the only artificial one on the peninsula,
and we completely agree with him that an artificial construction of this kind on the peninsula
would not have been left unremarked upon by the Greek and the foreign travellers, scholars
and archaeologists in the 19th century.”

Finally, the ‘polyandrion’ interpretation relies on the evidence of the occurrence of ashes
from burnt bones. However, we cannot but wonder whether the recovery of the ‘stratum with
ashes of burnt bones’, mentioned by Lykoudis, is related not with the circular structure, but, in
fact, with the rectangular ones to the north, where cremations were indeed unearthed.

1.2 The Tumulus of the Salamis Warriors: Inscription 1G II?1035 and the testi-
mony of Pausanias

At the end of the 1st century BC in a decree relating to the restoration of sanctuaries and sa-
cred properties in Attica and Salamis, mention is made of a structure on the island, which is
characterized as a polyandrion (IG 1121035 / SEG 14.78 / SEG 26.121 / SEG 33.136, lines 31-357):

[— — — — tepevog? Tol &€lva 0 ZoAJwv aviike ThL MoA[Lad]t kaBltepwB]ev i[p]dtep[oV peV
umd to0] Ktioavtog TV vijoov

[Kuxpew¢? — — — — — — dmou kettall i) dpxaia oA [} mpoloov[op]acBelola] Kulxpeia,
tépev]og Alavtog 6 kaBLEpwoe

—r——--—-—-—-——— akpwtrplolv €@’ o0 Keltat to [Opiolt[ok]Aéoug T[pomatov
kata Mle[plo®v kal TtoAuavdpeLlov TtV

[éV TAL paxnL TEAEUTNOAVTWY — — — — — Jévolg kat poBulolapevoll €]v T®[L] TPpoOg
Mleyapéag] po tfig vijoou TIoAE[p]wL v KATIOV €V Kp.

[F————— dmou opxnloeLg kal xope[Uatl €5p&[vto . .]Jév TTAEY[. . .c.9...] TIOAEL TO

AgyoOpEVOV UTIO Z0AWVO[G]

The inscription is dated between 10/9 and 3/2 BC, and the historical context is very revealing
with regard to its interpretation. In the period of Augustus (31 BC-14 AD), and especially after
his visit to Athens in 21/0 BC,® in keeping with the emergent spirit of antiquarianism,?' the
feeling of ‘anti-barbarism’ was reinforced.®? In Athens, it is encapsulated in the construction of
the temple to Rome and Augustus on the Acropolis, erected in 19 BC, and directly associated
with the diplomatic victory of the emperor over the Parthians.®? The wars of Rome against the
people on the east borders of the empire, and particularly against the Parthians, lead to the

77 Rediadis 1901. 1911.

78 Pritchett 1985, 131. The same scholar refers to surveys conducted by himself in the area, which did not
bring to light any relevant finds. We also note that the topic of the burial of the dead Persians has never been
addressed.

79 Chairetakis 2018, 330-7, for comprehensive discussion.

80 Schmalz 1996, 382.

81 Shear 1981, 361.

82 Schmalz 2007-2008, 39 ff.; Morales 2016, 81.

83 Rose 2005, 50; Huber 2011, 212; Spawforth 2012, 106.
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emergence of a dominant ideology against the barbaric East.®* In this context, the Greco-Per-
sian wars are brought to the fore to serve as vehicle for the Roman propaganda and shape
a narrative,® which culminated in the sea battle of Salamis. Thus, the victory of the Greeks
against the Persians is now transformed into the ‘ideal battle’ of the Athenians against the Per-
sians.® This narrative is spectacularly expressed in 2 BC, when a staging of the battle of Salamis
takes place in Rome.®” An artificial lake was created by the river Tiber, with an islet - Salamis -
constructed in it, where 3,000 gladiators and thirty triremes featured in a representation of the
naval battle of 480 BC.28 The combatant sides are Athenians and Persians.®? But why was the
naval battle of Salamis chosen, and not the battle of Marathon or Plataea? An immediate ob-
servation would be that its representation might have been more impressive than that of a mere
land battle, although it is equally certain that there was the intention too to establish a con-
ceptual link with the naval battle of Actium. If, however, the sea battle of Salamis becomes a
symbol in the time of the empire, so much so that even the mere mention of the word ‘Salamis’
could ‘recall the memory of the relevant traditions’ that accompany it,*" what is happening on
the island itself as the ‘geographical setting of that memory'?%

In Attica, the monuments being restored lie within a confined area: in Piraeus, in Athens,
a sanctuary at Aexone and the remotest one at Lamptrai.”* And, of course, on Salamis, which
comes first in the list of sites, and where all the sanctuaries and monuments, which undergo
restoration, are situated in the northeast to east part of the island, clustered almost in their
entirety in the capital of the island, at Ambelaki.** In the decree, prominence is given to Salamis
and Piraeus, focusing on shrines related to bygone victories and generals.* Furthermore, oddly
enough, emphasis is also placed on the naval supremacy of Athens in a period when the city
is nothing more than a Roman province. This distinctive component of the decree has led to
the hypothesis of ‘external impulse™ as a contributing factor in the shaping of the inscription’s
framework. Corroborating this perspective is also the mention of the Peloponnesian war, a war
in which Athens was defeated. It seems, then, that an attempt is being made to somehow put a
gloss ‘in retrospect’ on the historical events of Athens and the best moments of Greek history.”

84 Spawforth 1994, 238; Schmalz 2007-2008, 39.

85 Grigoropoulos 2015, 75-6.

86 Spawforth 1994; Alcock 2002, 74-88; Schmalz 2007-2008, 39. Similar practices have been noticed already
from the 2nd century BC, see relevantly Spawforth 1994, 243; Clough 2004, 195; Spawforth 2012, 105. See also
the parallelism drawn with the naval battle of Actium, Spawforth 2012, 103.

87 Hardie 2007, 129; Schmalz 2007-2008, 39; Spawforth 2012, 104-5.

88 Rose 2005, 45-6 and note 132; Clough 2004, 200-5.

89 Schmalz 2007-2008, 39. However, this is not the only time in Roman history that a sea battle is used this
way. An equivalent ‘naval battle’ was also staged by Nero in 57 or in 58 AD, a little before he set out to attack
Armenia, Spawforth 1994, 238; Clough 2004, 201. In contrast, mention to the battle of Marathon is made in 235
AD by emperor Gordian III, when he organized races in Rome in honour of Athena Promachos, who had helped
at Marathon, Spawforth 1994, 239-40; Hardie 2007, 130.

90 Hardie 2007, 130, 139.

91 Chaniotis (2017, xxiii) uses some examples from the ancient and contemporary Greek history.

92 For the terminology, see Assmann 2017, 39-40, and note 34.

93 Schmalz 2007-2008, 41-42.

94 Chairetakis 2018, 329-36.

95 Spawforth 2012, 107, 110.

96 Spawforth 2012, 107, 110 ‘The extraordinary emphasis on the Athenian thalassocracy of four centuries
earlier seems inexplicable at this date without an external impulse, such as that provided by the ideological
importance of the Persian Wars, and Salamis not least, under Augustus'.

97 Spawforth 2012, 111 and note 28. Also see similar remarks in relation to the Chronicle of Lindos (Shaya
2005, 430).



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 151

Athens, through the highlighting of its important historical events,® seeks to publicize its own
national feelings, which are concurrently conceptualized as Roman and therefore as universal
ones (at the time). Within such a framework, it would indeed be understandable that a certain
‘degree of impulse’ was at play in the choice of places and the restoration of monuments, which
would indirectly or primarily serve the Roman propaganda.”® What is going on with the polyan-
drion of Salamis, though? In the inscription, reference to the polyandrion is encountered for
the first time ever, while no mention is made of the Athenians' tomb at Marathon, a focal point,
as we have already seen, of the celebrations in the ephebic decrees. We might then reasonably
wonder whether in this period the weight of historical memory relating to the defeat of the
Persians is being intentionally shifted westward, to Salamis, where it is possibly better visual-
ized for the above discussed propaganda purposes.

Let us examine another parameter. Ambelaki in the second half of the 1st century BC is
no longer inhabited."® The restoration of sanctuaries, therefore, is carried out in an empty,
uninhabited, ancient city. A city, nonetheless, with important monuments, standing as ‘refer-
ence points of memory'."" Indeed, monuments as places of memory, apart from providing
the setting for commemorative celebrations, attract visitors,'2 and, moreover, monuments live
through and depend on the people who visit them.'® Should we then view Ambelaki of the
end of the 1st century BC as an ‘archaeological site’,'* which is easily accessible to visitors who
pass through Athens? The presentation and perception of history and memory, as well as the
creation of identity - all necessary ingredients for the formation of ‘museums’,'®> or museum
spaces, in general - seem to dictate the choice in the restoration of specific shrines and mon-
uments on Salamis, namely those related to Ajax (Trojan War), Solon (War against Megara) or
Themistocles (Persian Wars), to the exclusion of others, such as Artemis, Dionysus and Deme-
ter.'® The recognition, therefore, of Ambelaki as a place of memory could have stimulated
the shaping of an imaginary landscape, where any existing structures carried the weight of
memory. In such a case, it can be argued that, at the end of the 1st century BC, it was needful
that the sea battle of Salamis gain substance through some monument for the gratification of
the visitors, and primarily of the eminent Roman visitors.”” Furthermore, it is quite probable
that no matter what structure might have been then standing on the hill of Magoula, by then
it could have been characterized as a polyandrion. Indeed, one cannot rule out the possibility
that not only the circular structure, but the entire peninsula of Magoula, was considered as the
polyandrion. As a closing comment on inscription IG 112 1035, it should be noted that we are

98 Already in Hellenistic times, an increase is observed in the local histories inscribed on stone of the Greek
cities (Shaya 2015, 30).

99 Spawforth 2012, 112. See, in contrast, the effort that went into the Chronicle of Lindos, at the beginning of
the 1st century BC, to highlight the glorifying moments of the island’s history, in a period when the power of
Rhodes is fading and that of Rome rising (Shaya 2005, 434-6).

100 Chairetakis 2018, 468-70.

101 Assmann 2017, 40.

102 Chaniotis 2005, 237: ‘As ‘places of memory’ (lieux de mémoire) they attracted visitors and were used as the
location for rituals, especially on commemorative anniversaries or other celebrations'.

103 Shaya 2013, 95: ‘Monuments live by the consent of their public; it is only with the explicit cooperation of
the people that they serve as points around which official history is told and remembered'.

104 Furthermore, the transportation of quite a few sculptures that were placed in the Ancient Agora led Shear
(1981, 361-2) to remark that in the mid 1st century AD the Agora would have resembled a museum. For the
analysis of similar conceptual approaches in Lindos of Rhodes, see Shaya 2005; 2015.

105 Shaya 2005, 424.

106 Chairetakis 2018, 108-20, 330-7.

107 Spawforth 2012, 112.
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somewhat disinclined, albeit not entirely of a negative frame of mind, to believe that a com-
pletely new structure was created in this period, since, though the ‘construction of monuments’
to commemorate older wars in the early imperial period has been debated by scholars, it is still
treated with scepticism.%

Pausanias visited Salamis between 155-160 AD, in the course of his stay in Athens. In that
period, Ambelaki was still uninhabited; the inhabitants of the neighbouring area (1.35.4), in
the role of guides, showed him the important spots of touristic interest, as occurred in the
other cities, too.® The sorts of information quoted by the traveller can be classified into three
groups. To the first belong those monuments for which he adds some specific detail (1.35.5).
These are the Agora, of which he saw the ruins, and the temple of Ajax, in which there was the
hero's statue of ebony. Both monuments were situated in the flat - submerged today - part
of the city, easily accessible to someone by land."® The second group is basically represented
by a single monument - the rock of Telamon (1.35.3), which was not known to Pausanias from
the sources, but exclusively from the information he received from the local guides. He himself
added the comment that the rock lies within a small distance from the port. Most probably on
the peninsula of Kynosoura, as Papachatzis suggests,'" a certain rock must have been pointed
out to him by the local people, to which they attached symbolic value; it cannot be excluded
that the ‘rock’ was the hill of Magoula itself. The flower of Ajax (1.35.4) is also included in the
same group.

Placed in the third and last group are monuments associated with the historical events of
the Persian wars, already known to Pausanias from the sources, well before his visit to the
island (1.36.1-2). These are the shrines of Artemis and Kychreus, whose role had been crucial
in deciding the outcome of the sea battle,'? as well as the Trophy of the sea battle."'> Why
then does he not mention the polyandrion? A lot of discussion on the validity of Pausanias’
testimony has been made: it has been argued that the traveller was interested in creating an
ideal religious landscape, one representative of classical Athens, while at the same time em-
phasizing the moments when the Greeks put up a united front and fought together against
external enemies.”* Accordingly, he cites monuments that were witnesses of important histor-
ical events for Salamis and Athens, highlighting their glorious past. But yet again not the poly-
andrion. Surely, had there been a polyandrion to the fallen in the sea battle of Salamis, would
not the local community and Pausanias have tried to promote and show it off to advantage?

We find, furthermore, that in this period a wide-ranging effort is made to reinforce the myth
of Salamis.”> More precisely, activity is attested in the Shrines of Athena and Enyalios at the
site of Arapis in north Salamis;'"® Euripides’ origin from Salamis is for the first time stressed,
through his characterization as Salaminian in an inscription at Velitrae of Italy (IG XIV 1207); a
heroon for Euripides is founded in south Salamis."”” Meanwhile, in the old - empty, uninhabited,

108 Alcock 2002, 77; Grigoropoulos 2015, 76, with relevant bibliography.

109 Stewart 2013, 232; Shaya 2015, 30.

110 Approachable more probably via the port at Kamatero, the second port of the city (Chairetakis 2018, 258),
which became, throughout the following centuries, the main entrance point by which to reach the island from
Attica. For the site on the north shore of the Pounta peninsula, see Fig. 4.

111 Papachatzis 1974, 459, note 1.

112 Chairetakis 2018, 380, with relevant bibliography.

113 Chairetakis 2018, 230-4.

114 Stewart 2013, 243-5, with relevant bibliography.

115 For the framework of the period, see Wenzel 2009, 18 ff.

116 Chairetakis 2018, 67-9.

117 Chairetakis 2018, 277-85, for comprehensive discussion and reassessment of data.
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ancient - city capital of the island, new Homeric landscapes - the rock of Telamon and the flower
of Ajax - ‘are constructed’, undoubtedly after the rekindling of interest in the epic past by the
emperor Hadrian, who undertook to rebuild (at a place other than its original position) the
tomb of Ajax at Rhoiteion of the Troad (Philostratus Heroicus 8.1)."'® In that period, then, the
narrative content of the (old and newly interpreted) monuments of Salamis was systematically
and purposefully enhanced: it comes then as a great surprise that there is neither mention nor
elaborate presentation of the polyandrion for the fallen in the sea battle of Salamis, given that
it would have been such an emblematic and symbolic landmark. The only persuasive reason
for this omission is that no polyandrion of the fallen in the sea battle of Salamis ever existed,""®
and so for this very simple reason it had not been kept alive in the cultural memory of the Athe-
nians to be passed on either to Pausanias, or to those earlier authors he had read.

2. Prehistoric Tumulus

Prokesh von Osten and Lolling interpreted the artificial mound as a prehistoric tumulus.' The
former, knowing obviously of the existence of Ajax’s tomb at Rhoiteion in the Troad, assigned
the tumulus of Salamis to his father, Telamon, thus establishing a link with the Mycenaean tra-
dition or with the era of Homer. Although the area of the hill and the foundation of the artificial
mound have produced pottery of prehistoric times,'?' any hypothesis ascribing an early dating
to the tumulus is particularly implausible, especially so as only short-lived installations existed
in the area of Ambelaki in the prehistoric times.'> But its dating to the Geometric,'2 Archaic or
Classical times would not be possible either. Without going into more detail about the various
aspects of hero cults, we should, nonetheless, point out that the Athenians never attempted
to bring back to Attica the bones of Ajax,'?* although his grave was known (Strabo 13.1.30-32;
Pausanias 1.35.4-5), conceivably because such an act would have reinforced the sense of unity
among the native Salaminians, against the Athenian cleruchs and conquerors. Similarly, a Tu-
mulus of Telamon, the mythical king of the island, could have also been perceived as inimical to
the security of the cleruchy.

3. Cenotaph

Another line of argument that takes the matter further and, given the lack of bones from the
circular structure, raises another potential funerary aspect for the monument, is that the artifi-
cial mound of Magoula could have been a cenotaph. The act of heaping up an accumulation of
earth on a battlefield, so as to form a cenotaph, is recorded only in the Iliad (7.331-335). There-
after, in the following centuries, no known cenotaph has the features of the Salamis mound,
as these have already been described, since cenotaphs were set up in the homeland of those
fallen in action, when the latter were interred away from it or could not be found to be given
a burial.™>

118 Boatwright 2000, 140-1; Minchin 2016, 260.

119 In other cities Pausanias omits on purpose mention of monuments from the Roman times (Stewart 2013,
243-5).

120 See also Culley 1977, 293, note 36.

121 Piteros 1980, 91.

122 Chairetakis 2018, 43, 44, 47.

123 Chairetakis 2018, 52.

124 Higbie 1997, 304.

125 Oikonomou 2012, 159.
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4. Sanctuary of Kychreus

Already at the end of the 19th century, a different conceptualization of the Magoula hill struc-
tures had been developed by Lolling,'¢ which was later adopted and expounded by Culley,'? to
be quite recently reintroduced by Van Rookhuijzen.'? Culley, in his own attempt to interpret the
inscription IG [121035, proposes a very different, albeit ‘hypothetical’ as he freely acknowledges,
spatial approach: this he does by fixing the ancient city of Salamis at Magoula and on part of
the Kynosoura peninsula.’” The occurrence of the cavernous pits has led scholars to identify
the hill with the sanctuary of Kychreus, and the walls to the south of it with part of his precinct.
Kychreus' cult makes a dynamic appearance after the sea battle,’ since it was thought that its
fortunate outcome was reached with the hero’s help (Strabo 9.1.9, Pausanias 1.36.1). The ear-
liest ever reference to a sanctuary of Kychreus is made by Lycophron, in the 3rd century BC, in
his work Alexandra or Cassandra (451): Kuxp€iog Avtpwy, and the next one is not until Pausanias
in the 2nd century AD (1.36.1): kal Kuxpéwg €otiv Lepov. Andra, that is caves-cavernous pits,
were suitable places for the cult of Kychreus, since, as a chthonic deity, it was possible to wor-
ship him in such settings, and, as a son of Poseidon, it is reasonable that his sanctuary would
have been situated near the sea.’®' Corroborating evidence for this interpretation appears in
the relevant entry by Stephanos Byzantios, where reference is made to: Kuxpeiog MNayog, mept
ZaAapiva. Culley also speculates that the ‘altar’, mentioned by Tsirivakos, could be associated
with that sanctuary.’*? Having fixed the location of the island’s ancient city in the area around
the Magoula hill, he does not regard as problematic the existence of the cemetery close to the
sanctuary, each of which, though, lie on different sides of the hill.’s

Indeed, itis probable that the sanctuary of Kychreus was situated on the peninsula of Kyno-
soura, although there are numerous points along the shoreline, from Aghia Triada to Magoula,
where cavernous recesses and alcoves are formed in the rock, natural landforms which could
all be interpreted as serving the same purpose.

5. Trophy

It is of some interest that not one of the three Greek archaeologists, who carried out excava-
tion research at the mound, has identified it with a funerary structure. Tsaravopoulos is the
only one who suggests an alternative interpretation for the tumulus-like mound, as the base
of the trophy."** He does not, however, specify what the word ‘trophy’ signifies. Was it - a) the
trireme that after the sea battle was dedicated to Ajax, b) the first, probably wooden, trophy
that was set up right after the sea battle, or c) the stone trophy that was erected after the mid

126 Lolling 1884, 9.

127 Culley 1977, 291, note 32.

128 Van Rookhuijzen 2018, 279-82.

129 Culley 1977, 292-4.

130 The mention of a sacrifice to Kychreus by Solon, as handed down in Plutarch (Solon 9), provides, according
to Culley, an indication of the earliness of his cult, a view we are not in agreement with (Chairetakis 2018, 362 ff.).
131 Culley 1977, 294 and note 39.

132 Culley 1977, 293.

133 Culley 1977, 293. He postulates that the cemetery was created after the city was moved to its new location,
namely, to the innermost part of the Ambelaki bay. Obviously, then, the sanctuary would have continued to be
in use. This interpretation does not take into account the construction of the artificial mound. He states the
negative results of Tsirivakos' research and rejects the possibility of the existence of a polyandrion at this site.
134 Tsaravopoulos 1981, 65.
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5th century BC by the Athenians to replace the wooden one.’ It is necessary to assess all three
structures in the context of their contemporaneous occurrence with the cemetery.

If we accept that the initially wooden and subsequently stone trophy was erected near the
tip of the Kynosoura peninsula, as it is almost certainly the case,® then it remains only to fix
the location of the trireme. Its location at this spot is unlikely. Even though tombs of prominent
individuals or heroes are located in the Agorae of cities, the opposite, that is the setting up of
dedications in a cemetery, is fairly unknown. Given that the trireme was not just a trophy, but a
dedication to Ajax,'¥ if it had been placed on the hill of Magoula, then this act would automati-
cally imply that the hill was sacred and dedicated to him, an interpretation that has no basis in
any known facts. In consequence, the interpretation of the circular structure as a trophy base,
or as a setting for the dedication of the trireme has to be emphatically rejected.

6. Residential remains

Leake, Lolling, Milchhoefer and Kattoula report numerous ‘fixed structures’, to the west and
south of the Magoula hill and on a part of the north slope of Kynosoura. It would be reasonable
to assign all these structures to residential remains, which indicate the simultaneous develop-
ment of settlement activity on the peninsulas of Pounta and Kynosoura, after the installation of
Athenian cleruchs at the end of the 6th century BC, rather than being the remains of an earlier
city, as maintained by Culley. Of the cavernous pits, at least the biggest one, which additionally
preserves an enclosure, could have been a storage space or even an animal pen.'® Further
away from the residential part, the cemetery going with it expands over the north and east
of the Magoula hill. Judging from the duration of the cemetery’s use, that part of the city was
inhabited from the beginning of the 5th century BC. In the mid 4th or in the 3rd centuries BC,
though, a change is observed in the layout of previously existing sectors - in this case, the cem-
etery was abandoned. All the same, prior to the completion of research and the publication of
the whole set of structures, it is hardly possible to be certain as to their correct interpretation.

There is also a chance that in the Classical and early Hellenistic times, the hill of Magoula still
retained its natural form, and that the circular structure was built later.

7. Altar of Zeus

The last interpretation focuses on the mention of sacrifices to Zeus in the ephebic decrees
dealing with festivals. These celebrations take place in the period around 213/2-43/2 BC and
in the decrees it is stated, among other things, that sacrifices were performed at the trophy
of Zeus, as is typically attested in IG 131 1313 of 175/4 BC: [k]al €mAeucav TPOG TO TPOTIALOV
Kai otepavwoavteg €Buoay, in SEG 15.104 of 127/6 BC: €Bucav te émi Tol tpotaiou [Td]t Ad,
and in IG I1? 1006 of 122/1 BC: avémeuoav §[€ Kai] £mi Tpomatov Kai €6ucav Tl Al i Tpo[mal
iwt. Necessary for the performance of the sacrifices to Zeus was a fixed structure, an altar, its
existence clearly implied by the use of the verb 8Uw."® Scholars have not delved into this as-
pect and have not therefore searched for the specific area where sacrifices were carried out.

135 Chairetakis 2018, 231.

136 Wallace 1969, 301-2; Chairetakis 2018, 230-4.

137 Frielinghaus 2017, 24.

138 For a group of partially sunk into the ground, cave-like structures on Aegina, which lie outside the city
walls, in the spaces between the cemeteries, Papastavrou (2016) argues that they were dwellings of slaves.
139 Ekroth 2002, 15.
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In the inscriptions, the place for the enactment of the sacrifice is defined, in one case, €ri to{
Tpotmaiou, and in another, mi Tpomatov.’® However, these spatial specifications do not espe-
cially help to settle the problem of location, although it does seem reasonable that the sacrifice
would have been performed close to the place where the trophy stood, namely near the tip of
the Kynosoura peninsula.

Clairmont, however, and regardless of the fact that he proposes misrepresentative interpre-
tations for the structures unearthed at Magoula, has no difficulty in fixing the location of the
altar of Zeus in the Magoula area, at least two kilometres away from the position of the tro-
phy.* Taking into consideration that the peninsula, as a whole, is also called Cape Tropaia,'? it
might not be unreasonable to place the trophy on one spot and the altar on another, within, of
course, the limits of the geographical entity dedicated to Zeus. In any case, in the period from
the mid 3rd to the end of the 1st centuries BC, on the peninsula of Magoula no other activity
occurs. As a result, it is probable that the structure uncovered on the summit of the Magoula
hill is, in fact, a large circular altar. The absence of relevant evidence, such as traces of fire or
bones, could be explained by a possible ‘clearing-up’ of the circular structure prior to its resto-
ration at the end of the 1st century BC, potentially at the time when it was identified with the
‘polyandrion of the fallen in the sea battle of Salamis’, as recorded in IG 11 1035.

AFTERWORD

Through a full presentation and examination of the archaeological data and the philological
sources related to the hill of Magoula in the peninsula of Kynosoura on Salamis we have tried to
demonstrate, on the one hand, the difficulties encountered in interpreting certain archaeolog-
ical remains and, on the other hand, the over-willingness some scholars show in approaching
the same remains, often thereby advancing an interpretation in conflict with the evidence and
documentation. Several different interpretations have been proposed down the years for the
circular structure on top of Magoula hill: burial structures (Tumulus of the Salamis Warriors,
Prehistoric tumulus, Cenotaph), shrine structures (Sanctuary of Kychreus, Altar of Zeus), resi-
dential remains or even a base for a trophy. These interpretations and discussions do form a
solid base for discussion, drawing conclusions and promoting scientific knowledge, as well as
assist in devising a more accurate approach to the monument. Though it is rather remarkable
to see how the same data has bred these, mutually conflicting, interpretations. The present
study concentrates largely on the recording and assessing of all the data. Nevertheless, quite
a few pieces of the puzzle are still resolutely missing.

‘What kind of activity did the circular structure on the summit of the Magoula hill serve'is a
guestion to which we will not be able to give a final answer for as long as the results of archae-
ological research remain unpublished. And yet, even so, we may never find out. Tsaravopoulos,
with regard to the last research conducted at the monumentin 1981, has written the following:
‘It seems that the hill summit area has been completely excavated and that any further removal
of the ancient fill will not bring to light new evidence for research, but, on the contrary, it will
irretrievably damage the monument, which retains hardly one quarter of its original surface’.'®

140 For the construction of €mi with the genitive, dative or accusative cases, see also Valavanis 2010, 76-7, in
relation to another instance.

141 Clairmont 1983, 290, note 42.

142 Chairetakis 2018, 230-3.

143 Tsaravopoulos 1981, 64-5.
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The absence of literary sources contemporary with the Salamis sea battle makes it really
hard to securely interpret the circular structure on top of Magoula hill as the ‘Tumulus of the
Salamis Warriors' over any of the remaining opinions. The fact that no tumulus is mentioned
either in decrees of the Athenian ephebes or by Pausanias is probably the best answer we have
as to whether such a polyandrion existed or not: namely not. The view which seems to be the
most plausible is that which argues the concept of a polyandrion on Salamis, as revealed in IG
121035, was created at the end of the 1st century BC to promote Roman propaganda, without
necessarily there existing any connection of this interpretation with the real and original - if
such ever was - use of the circular structure on the hill of Magoula.

Having excluded, though, its interpretation as the Tumulus of the Salamis Warriors, we have
come to realize that most of the remaining theories should also be treated with scepticism.
That of a burial context (prehistoric tumulus, cenotaph) does not rest on any relevant finds,
while the sanctuary of Kychreus seems most unlikely to be located on the Magoula hill. The
Trophy surely lies elsewhere in the ancient urban landscape; any connection with Magoula
hill is again not valid. Interpretation of the structures seen elsewhere on the hill as part of
the urban development (residential remains) is the only one resting on solid architectural ev-
idence; future research and publication may come as a pleasant surprise here. As far as the
altar of Zeus is concerned, this new suggestion rests purely on an effort to identify a structure
referred to in decrees of the Athenian ephebes. As already stated, Magoula hill did not host
any other activity when the altar was in existence, so the creation hereabouts of a structure of
some ritual function should not be excluded. Here too, though, archaeological evidence that
could definitely support this theory is at present lacking. In any case, one should always bear in
mind that any structure placed on the hilltop is meant to be clearly visible to anyone entering
the harbour; we would then expect such to be a structure of major importance. The structure
on Magoula could well be the Altar of Zeus. In addition, we observe again that a ‘clearing’ of
the circular structure prior to its restoration at the end of the 1st century BC is possible, poten-
tially at the time when it was identified with the ‘polyandrion of the fallen in the sea battle of
Salamis’, as recorded in IG 112 1035.

The present study has sought to examine all the data - as retrieved and devised during the
last 200 years or so - concerning what is an actually unknown monument. It also raised new
questions, requiring a re-examination of the topography and history of ancient Salamis. The
sea battle of 480 BC is one of the most important historical events of the Greek past: the monu-
ment on top of the Pounta peninsula may at some time and in some way have been connected
to this event.
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Blwvovtag tov dnuooLo Ywpeo
otnv apyata EAada (6oc-1oc¢ at. .X.)

Apopol, Aateleg Kal eEAeUBEpPOL avoLYTOL XWPOL OTLG TIOAELG,
T LEPA KAl Ta vEKpOTaWELa

Mavog BaAapavng
KaBnyntng KAaotkng Apyatoloyiag EKMA

NikOAaGg Anpdkng
MetadLs. Epeuvntng Khaotkng Apyatoloyiag EKMA

Etprijvn Anuntpladou

Ap. Apxatoloyiag EKMA

ABSTRACT
Experiencing the public space in ancient Greece (6th-1st c. B.C.)
Roads, squares and open air free spaces in poleis, sanctuaries and cemeteries

Up to date the archaeological research has mainly focused on the structured environment, while the
significant to ancient public life, open air free spaces, have been largely neglected. These spaces were
consciously created or left as such, within ancient cities, sanctuaries and cemeteries. A public space oper-
ates dynamically in three dimensions and it is shaped both by the architectural structures that surround
it and by natural or artificial landmarks, but also by the people themselves who use and “experience” it
in everyday life or in specific circumstances. Spaces within the anthropogenic environment, roads (urban,
sacred, funerary), squares and open air free spaces, in varying forms and sizes, jointly by the structures
(temples, shrines, graves etc) and performances (processions, sacrifices etc) which they are associated
with, constitute places of collective memory and identity. Spaces that correspond to the aforementioned
parameters are examined in the research project entitled “Experiencing the public space in ancient Greece
(6th-1st c. B.C.) Roads, squares and open air free spaces in cities, sanctuaries and cemeteries” funded by
the O.P. “Human Resources Development, Education and Lifelong Learning”, co-funded by the European
Social Fund (E.S.F.). A summary of the project’s aims, methodology, research questions and selected case
studies is here presented.

EIXATQIMH

Qg onpepa N apxXaLoAoyLKr €peuva £xeL aoxoANnBel kuplwg pe To Sopnpévo TEpLBAAOVY, ayvo-
wvTag 600 cnUavTkol yla tov apxaio dnudoto Bio urtip&av oL EAeUBepoOL XWPOL TIOU GUVEL-
Sntd Snploupyouvtav f agrivovtav péoa oTig TIOAELG, OTa LEPA KAl oTa vekpotayeia. ‘Evag
SnpooLog XWpPog, Aettoupyel SuUVNTLKA OE TPELG SLAOTACELG KAl SLAPOPPWVETAL TOCO aTtod Ta
QPXLTEKTOVAATA TIOU TOV TIEPLRAAOUV 000 KAl aTtd QUOLKA 1] TEXVNTA TOTIOON KA, AAAA Kat
amd toug (Sloug Toug avBpwWTIoOUG TIOU TOV XPNOLUOTIOLOUV KAl TOV BLwvouv Kabnuepwa n
TIEPLOTAOLAKA. MEPLOXEG EVTOG TOU avBpwtioyevoug TiepLBAAMoVTOG, SpdpoL (aoTtikol, Lepol,

AURA 2 (2019): 161-71
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TapLkol), TAateleg Kal avolytol EAEUBEPOL XWPOL, UE TN HOPYH TOUG KAl TLG aVaAoyleg Toug,
0€ oUVSUAOPO TIAVTA PE TLG EYKATAOTACELG (Vaol, Lepd, TAol K.A.) Kal Ta SpWHEVA (TTIOUTIEG,
Buoleg K.4.) pe Ta omola cuvdEovtal, CUVBETOUV TOTIOUG CUAAOYLKNAG MVIHNG KAl TauTtoTnTag
KaL attoTeAoUV Popeig Ekpaong Kat T(poBoAng avtihnPewy, alwv Kat LdeoAoylag. ZTo Ttapov
apBpo mapouctddetal pyla cuvoyn Twv oTOXWV, TNG HEBOSOU, TWV EPEUVNTIKWY EPWTNHATWY,
KaBWG Kal OpLOPEVEG OKEPELG aTtd ETUAEYUEVEG HEAETEG TIEPUTTWOEWVY TOU EPEUVNTLKOU TIPO-
ypappatog pe titho «Buwvovtag tov Snudcolo xwpo otnv apxaia EAAada (60g-10¢ at. 1.X.)
Apdpol, TAateleg kat EAVBEPOL avoLyTOol XWPOL OTLG TIOAELG, TA LEPA KAL TA VEKPOTAPELa».’

OEQPHTIKEZ MPOXEITIXEIZ

QG eAeVBEPOG XWPOG Xapaktnpilletal o pn olkoSounpEvog, o uttaibpLog xwpog, oottolog pmopel
va dLatnpel T YUOLKN Tou popen f va elvat texvntog. O eAeUBePOC XWPOG, AeLToupyel Suvn-
TLKA O€ TPELG SLAOTACELG: SLAPOPPUVETAL ATIO TA APXLTEKTOVHHATA TTIOU TOV TIEPLBAAOLY,2 aTtd
(PUOLKA 1) TEXVNTA ToTOoNPa, aAAd Kat amd toug isLoug Toug avBpwToug TIOU TOV XPNOLHo-
TIoLOUV Kal ToV BLVouV KaBnuePLVA f TIEPLOTACLAKAL.

O eAeVBEePOC KaL 0 SNUOCLOG XWPOG SeV Elval EVVOLEG TAUTOCNHEG, OUTE QVEEAPTNTEG, QAAA
oxetidovtal petafu Toug. H €vvola «8nuooLog xwpog» EXEL SU0 CNUAGCLEG: TN VOULKN, n oTola
AVAPEPETAL 0TO KABEOTWG LELOKTNOLAG TOU, KAL TNV TIOALTLKOKOWWVLKI, TIOU TIAPATIEUTIEL OTN
Snuodota wn) kat tn Asttoupyia Tou.3 TUPPWVA PE SLAPOPEG KOLVWVLOAOYLKEG TIPOCEYYLOELG, OF
pLa Kowwvia pe SnUoKpatikd ToAlteupa SnuooLog xapaktnpidetal kABe xwpog oTov oTolo
Slatumwvovtal SNUOoLa LEEEC, KPLTLKN, AVTLBECELG KAl avTLTapaBéoelg yla Bepata mou Tpo-
BAnuatifouv toug TIoAlTEG 0TV KABNUEPLVOTNTA TOoug. MAALOTA O TIOALTNG PE TNV evtagn tng
TIAPOUGLAG TOU PECA OTO XWPO AAANAETILEPA PE auTOV, HETAPEPEL KAL AVTAAAACCEL Pnvupata
HE TO TepLBAANOV Tou, evw TapAaAnAa amoteAel o (8log TpApa tng dnuooLag owaipag tng
Kowwviag.

To €pyo twv Pierre Bourdieu, Anthony Giddens kat Henri Lefebvre €xeL amobelyBet eatpe-
TLKA TIOAUTLPO O€ PEAETEG avAAUONG TOou XWPoU otnv apxatoloyia. O Pierre Bourdieu peAé-
TNoE TNV XwpotafLkr SLeubeTnon NG KABNUEPLVIG CUPTIEPLYOPAG KaL EETACE TIWG N XWPO-
KOLWVWVLKN TA&N petagpddetal os PLwPEVn EPTIELPLA KAL TIPAKTLKI. Me Tov 0po «habitus» (€60¢/
€ELC) TIOU ELOAYEL KAL TIAPABETEL CUXVA OTO £pPYO TOU, OpLlEL PLa ECWTEPLKEUPEV SO 1] OELPA
Sopwy, Tou kaBopilel Mwg Eva dtopo §pa Kal avttdpd oTov KOOHO, Kal N oTola XpnolpevEL
yla va Tiapdyel TIPAKTIKEG, avTIARPELG KL CUUTIEPLYOPEG, TIOU lval TAKTLKEG, SV cuvtovilo-
VTAL CUVELSNTA Kal Sgv SLEovTal amo otolovénote kavova.* To habitus elval éva cvotnua

1 To mpdypappa uttoBAnRBnke Tov PePpoudplo 2017 otnv pdokAnon tng ElSkng Mpappateiag Atayeiplong
Topeakwv Emixelpnotakwy Mpoypappdtwy tou Eupwraikot Kowwvikou Tapeiou, pe Titho «Ymootrplgn epeu-
VNTWV HE EPPACT OTOUG VEOUG EPEUVNTEG». AELOAOYNBNKE ETILTUXWG Kal evtayxBnke otov Afova Mpotepaldtntag
«BeAtiwon tng MoldtnTag Kat ATIOTEAECHATIKOTNTAG TOU EKTTALSEUTIKOU ZUOTPAToG» Tou E.M. «Avdmtuén Av-
Bpwrivou AuvaptkoU, Ekmaiseuon kat Ata Blou Mdenon», pe cuyxpnpatoddtnon amd to Eupwmaiké Koww-
VKO Tapelo (E.K.T.) ExeL ipoUTtoAoyLopd 46.900,00€, Xpovikr SLapkela 15 pnvwv, KatL aroteAeitat amnd TpLUeAn
EPELVNTLKN opada e EY tov Kabnyntr Navo BaAaBdvn, Kat uTtoTpOPouUG-EPEUVNTEG TOV PETASLEAKTOPA KAQGOL-
KNG apxatoloyiag NikoAa Anpdkn kat tnv SL8Aktopa KAAOLKNG apyatohoyiag Etprivn Anpntpiddou.

2 Hélscher 1991, 355-6.

3 Ta Tov oLUVEXWG EEEALOCOPEVO XAPAKTHPA TWV SNUOCLWVY XWPWV TNG ABrvag o€ GUVAPTNON HE TNV TIOALTLKY,
KOWVWVLK Kat LeoAoyLkr] eEEALEN TG TauTOTNTAG TNG TIOAEWG aTTd TOV 8° KaL ToV 7° aL. Tt.X. £w¢ Toug EAAnvioTL-
Koug xpovoug BA. Holscher 2007. M TLG YEVLKEG apXEG 0pYAVWONG KaL UAOTIOLNGNG TNG OLKLOTLKAG §EALENG TNG
apyxaikng ABrvag péow tng avadlatagng Twv Snuoctwv xwpwv BA. Dimitriadou 2019, 222-5.

4 Bourdieu 1977, 214- Throop kat Murphy 2002, 186.
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Slatd&ewv Tou TephapBavel Evav TpoTo Uttapéng, Yla podlabeon fi KAlon, aAAd Kat To arto-
TéNEoPA TG opydvwong §pdong. Avamapayel TLG cUVONKEG TTou Tou ivouv vonua kat uttapén,
TIPOKUTITOVTAG £TOL WG TIPOLOV aAAd KaL TTapaywyog Lotopilag.s Meoa armo to habitus o Bourdieu
kaBopilel W pmopel va Blwbel o xwWPog Kal W PTTopel va TipoKUYPEL vonua amd autov.t X
avtiBeon pe TG SopLKEG TIpooeyyloeLg, N €vvola tou habitus cUVSEEL XWPLKA TNV KOWVWVLKA
Sopr e To oWHA KAl PE TN CWHATLKA Klvnon Ttou avBpwTou.

O Anthony Giddens péow tng Bswplag tng Sopomoinong mapouciace pla Suvapkr Bew-
pNon Tou xwpou. Me TN «SuadlkdTNTa TG SOUNG» UTIOOTNPLEL OTL OL KOWWVLKEG SOUEG SL-
APOPPWVOLV KOLWVWVLKH §pdch, Kat Tnv {&la oTydr n Kowwvikni §pdon Stapoppwvetal amd
TLG KOWVWVLKEG SOHEG.” H apXLTEKTOVLKN SLAPOPPWON TOU XWPOU ATOTEAEL HEPOG TNG SOUNAG
TWV KOWWVLIKWY CUCTNHATWY KAl O APXLTEKTOVIKA SOUNMPEVOG XWPOG CUPBANAEL 0T CuveEXN
Sladikaotia Sltapdpewong pLag kKowwviag HEoW TNG KOWWVLKNAG TIPAKTLKAG. H apyLTEKTOVLKA
amoteAel, peTtagl AWV, PLa TNy ypamtwy Kavovwy, EVa HECO PHECA OTO OTIOLO OL KOLWVWVLKEG
OX€0€LG AapBAvouv xwpa, aAAd Kal JECW TOU OTIoloU Slapop@wvovTal, avarapayovtal Kat
petapalovtal.?

O Henri Lefebvre améppude TLg SOULKEG KAl CNUELWTLKEG TIPOOEYY(OELG OTO XWPO, TIOU UTIO-
otnplav OTL evag eEWTEPLKOG TTapatnpPnTrg Yropouoe va SLafAcEL ) va ATTOKWSELKOTIOLNOEL
TOV XWPO XWPLG oTNV TIPAYHATIKOTNTA va amoTeAEL pEPog tou. O Lefebvre dploe tpelg Sia-
(POPETLKOUG TPOTIOUG CUOXETLOHOU PE TOV XWPO: TLG XWPLKEG TIPAKTLKEG PLag kowwviag, TLg
avaTapaoTACELG TOU XWPOU KAl TOV TIApaOTATLKO XWPO O OTo{0g EVOWHATWVEL CUVBETOUG
OUMPBOALOPOUG.? € AUTEG TLG HOPYEG O XWPOC TTIAPAYETAL 1) SLAPOPPWVETAL attd TNV AAANAE-
TSpacn TwV CWHATWY, TWV AVTIKELHEVWVY KAl TWV HopYwv TEPLBAANOVTOG. Na tov Lefebvre,
0 XWPOogG Sev elval kATt Tou propel va «&taBaoctel» aAAd povo va Blwbel pe tn Borbela tou
owATOoG To oTIolo Kiveltal, pupllel, yeuetal kat TeAkA {eL o€ éva xwpo." H Bacotkr) rtuyr) edw
elval n éppaon otn §paon kat To cuvaicbnua, apa o0 XWPog PTopEl va uTtapxeL Hovo péoa o
HLO CWHATLKN o@aipa: TIPETEL vVa lval ETILKEVTPWHEVOG OTNV €VVoLa TOU CWHATOG,.

O Pierre Bourdieu to uttootnpideL autd dtav ypdgeL OTL TO CWHA «SEV AVTLTPOOWTIEVEL AUTO
TIoU eKTEAEL, S€v amopvnuoveLEeL To TIapeABov, Beotilel To TTapeABOV YEpvovTag To otn {wr»."
H 1&6€a Tou xwpou Tou avarnapiotatal oto €pyo tou Bourdieu givat 6Tt elvat Suvapikdg kat oxt
OTATLKOG, KL TEEPNAMPBAVEL «pLa OKEYPN PECA ATIO TO CWHA» N oTtola ToViZeL TNV AAANAeTLSpacn
META&U TOU UALKOU KL TOU SLaVONTLKOU."? € avTLBeon HE TLG TTPONYOUPEVEG TUTIOAOYLKEG QVTL-
AAYELG yLa TO XWPO TIoU Tov BeAaV oav €va «Soxelo» YEPATO PE QVTLKELPEVA Kal avBpwTioug,
KaL 0 oTtolog amoteAOUOE TO TIPOCKAVLO OTIOLAcSHTIOTE §pAonG, N SUVAULKN TTAEOV Bewpnon TwWv
EVVOLWV TOU XWPOU ToVI{eL OTL auTOg Sev aMnAoggaptdral, vis-a-vis, Je TIG SpAcELG TTou Tpay-
HATOTIOLOUVTAL EVTOG TOU, OANA PECa amd TNV Ttapatrpnon Twv HETABAAOPEVWY avOpwTILVWV
Spaotnplotntwy, cuvtibetal og TOTIOUG. EToL 0 xwpog Sopel tn §pdon, aAAd KAl cuveLSnTOoTIOoL-
gltal pEow Twv SpACEWVY Kal TwV SLawopwv avtAnPpewv. Asv amoteAel pla otabepr) ovtotntq,
OAAG CLUVEXWG CUYKPOTELTAL KAl HETABAAETAL HECW TNG KOWWVLKNAG TIPAKTLKNG.

Lawrence kat Low 1990, 469.

Ahlfeldt 2004, 205.

Giddens 1979, 69-70.

Gieryn 2002, 37.

9 Lefebvre 1991, 33.

10 Wiles 2003, 10.

11 Pierre Bourdieu oto Turnbull 2002, 131.
12 Turnbull 2002, 131.

13 Maran 2006, 77.
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ZUyxpoveg pEBoSoL avTiANPNg Kal EPTIELPLAG TOU XWPOU TIPOXWPOUV aPKETA Bripata mapa-
Tépa. O TPOTIOG Pe ToV oTIolo oL AvBpwttot SnuLoupyolv, XpnoLHoTIoLoUV Kat avTtiAapBavovtat
TOV XWPO CUVSEEETAL APEDA E TOV TPOTIO TIOU BLWVOUV, KWSELKOTIOLOUV KAl ATIOUVNHIOVEUOUV TLG
gUTIELPLEG TOUG. ‘ETOL 0 XWPOC yiveTal SnuLoupyog aAAd Kat (popEag VONUATWY KAl TIANPOYOopLWY
QTTOTEAWVTAG HEPOG EVOG N AEKTIKOU CUCTHAPATOC ETILKOLVWVLAG OTIOU TIOPTIOG KAl SEKTNG EVAA-
Adooovtal poAoug. Méoa og autdv Tov SLaulo emikowvwviag avartuooovtat Kat SLapopPwvo-
vTal cuvaloBnpata, ta omola emnPeAloLV TLG KOWVWVLKEG OXEOELG.

EQAPMOIH TQON OEQPHTIKQON MPOZEITIZEQN 2THN APXAIOAOTITA

H emiAoyr) Tou mapamavw evvoLoAoyLkoU TIAALolou oelAeTaL TNV AVTLELAOTOAN TIOU UTIAPXEL
oTn oUyxpovn BewpPNOoN TOU XWPOU, AVAUESA OF «TIPOCOWTIA» KAL «TIPAYHATA» (OTIOU TO TIPWTO
Bewpeital avwtepo tou Ssutépou). H omroudatdtnta Tou avBpwrioyevoug TepLBAAOVTOC WG
Tiapdyovta epunVveLlag Tou xwpou elval Lslaitepng onuaciag yla tov apxatoAdyo, o otoiog
TIAEOV &€V SLABETEL TO «CWHA» PE TO OTIOLO VA avadnNHLOUPYHOEL TO XWPO TNG AAANAETiSpaonc.
H avakataokeur Tou Xwpou apXatoAoyLka sival povodidaotatn, kabwg To apyatlo cwua amou-
oladel.™ AAMA avtihapBavopevol To avBpwITOYEVEG KAl (PUCLKO TOTILO PECW TWV ALoBr oWy,
Kal OxL HEOW TNG UTTapEng OTIoLOUSATIOTE TIPAYHATOG auToU Kab'autod, YTIOPOUHE VA ATIOKPU-
TITOYPAPHO0UE eVEELEELG yLa TN SUVARLKI) TOU XWPOU OTNV apyatdTtnTa Kal TwV SpWVIWV O
QUTOV UTIOKELPEVWVY. To ToTtlo amoteAel To TAALoLo (context) SpaoctnpldTNTAG SPWVTWV Kal
TéAeONC SpWHEVWY, Kal To TAalolo lval {wTlkig onuaciag oe kABe Tpoomdbela epunvelag
TapeABovTog xwpou.'s ETaol, 0 SnUocLog xwpog Sev Ttpooeyylletal JoOvo PJecw pLag katoyng,'
aAAd KAl PJEoa amo Ta PATLA TWY SPWVTWY ATOPWY /KAl Twv Beatwy,” wg BLWHATLKI EYTIEL-
pla.® Tuvektipatal, SnAadn, n Aettoupyia Tou SNPUOCLOU XWPOU TOCO PESA ATIO TA PATLA TWV
Beatwv ToU TTapakoAouBoUV Ta SPWHEVA OCO KAl HECW TNG EPTIELPLAG TWV CUPHPETEXOVTWY OF
auta.

ZKoTtdG TNG HEAETNG €lval N TtpoogyyLlon Tou Snudolou Xwpou otnv apxaia EAAaSa wg Blw-
HATLKOU KaL AELToUpyLlkoU TIAaLoiou, a@ol aviKEL OTNV KOWWVLKH CUAAOYLKOTNTA, CUVOETEL
TOTIO CUAAOYLKNG MVAMNG KAl TAUTOTNTAG, avdAoya PE TO TWG autdg Tipoodlopiletal kdbe
(POPA ATIO TO KOWWVLKO CUVOAO, yLa TLG AVAYKEG TWV PEAWV Tou. H TIPOCEyyLon TOU XWPou
ylvetal katd KUpLo Adyo pe cUVSUAOHO apPXALOAOYLKWY SESOPEVWY, LOTOPLKWY TIANPOYOPLWY,
Kal avBpWTTIOAOYLKWV KAl KOWVWVLOAOYLKWY PNXAVLoPwV. Me AAAa AdyLa, pla ayopd, va Lepo,
r éva vekpotaweio Slvel oTolyela yla TNV avBpwrilvn Ttapoucia Péoa o€ auto (To TWG ELOE-
Xetay, &€pyetal kat Kweltat kavelg) aAAd kat AapBdavel To vonud Tou 0To XWPOo HECW TNG av-
Bpwtivng Spaotnplétntag os auto. H cuykevtpwon, n Kivnon kat n statagn twv avpwiwy
EKTLHWVTAL JECW TOU EVTOTILOHOU avagopwy yLa Peyedn TTABoug otig apxaleg inyEg, EUTIAOUL-
TLopEVWY Pe autoPieg o€ autoUg Toug XWPOUG Kal oUyxpova Pabnuatikd JovTEAd eKTipnong
TANBouC. Ta teAeutala, TEpAaPBAvoVTag TIAEOV Kal TNV €WVoLa TG EPTIELPLAG, ETILTPETIOUV TNV
TIApAyWyr) CUPTIEPACHATWY TIOU TIOLKIAOUV avd PHop@r] SOUNPEVOU aPXLTEKTOVLKA XWPOU.

Ma va katavorjooupe tn Blwon Twv SNPOCLWY XWPWV OTNV apxXaldTnTa, Toug PEAETAUE o€
800 emimeda: amo tn pla wg TOTIoUg KABNPEPLVNAG 1 TIOALTIKAG §pAong ) w¢ ToTtoug Aatpelag, €u-

14 BA. 1.x. Travlos 1971- 1988 Greco 2010-2015.

15 Connerton 1989, 52.

16 Takeshi kat Coben 2006, 30.

17 Richard Schechner oto Pearson kat Shanks 2001, xiii.
18 Letesson kat Vansteenhuyse 2006, 95.
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AdBeLag kat amdSoong TLHWVY, KAt aro TNV AAAn, wg TOTIoUG TIaylwaong Tou XpOvou Kat avadeléng
HVNUELAKOU TIAOUTOU Kal KOWWVLKNG TIPoBoARG. AANG SLEmeTal o KaBe SnpdoLog xwpog amod tnv
(8La AoyLkn opydvwong kat Asttoupyiag; Mwg SLagopoTiolouvTal auTEG OTn cuyXpovia Kat tn
SLaypovia SLa@opETIKWY PopPwWY 0pydvwaong Ttou Snudaclou Xwpou; H HEAETN Pag OKOTIEVEL va
otnpBel akp WG o autr TNV LELOTNTA TOU SNPAGLOU XWPOU WG TOTIOU GUYKALONG UTTOKELJE-
VLKWV Kat CUAOYLKWVY avTAAPEWV. KABE aVTLKELPEVO TWV XWPWV AUTWV I UTIOKELPEVO TTIou Spa
OTO E0WTEPLKO TOUG ONMaivel Kal onuatvetal amd Tov CUYKEKPLUEVO XWPO.

EMIAETMENEZ MEAETEZ TMEPITTTQZEQN

Me Baon ta dedopgva autd, Ba akoAoUBOOUV PEPLKEG TIPOKATAPKTLKEG OKEPELG OXETLKA ME
TPELG PEAETEG TIEPLTTTWOEWY, N KABEPLA aTiO TLG OTtoleg SLabeTel LSLaitepa XapaKTnPLOTLKA.
KpLtripla tng €TAOYNG TWV CUYKEKPLUEVWY TIEPLITTWOEWY ATIOTEAECAV 0. TO YEYOVOG OTL Bpi-
okovtal otnv ABrva, SnA. o€ €évav XWPO HE TLG TIEPLOCOTEPEG OXETIKEG TIANPOoWopLleg amod TLg
apyateg ypamrég nyeg, B. yla TOUG XWPOUG autoUg Ta apXaLloAoyLka SeSopéva elval eapkn
Kat, Y. yLati elval avtuimpoowTIEUTIKOL WG TIPOG TPELG SLAPOPETLKEG HOPPEG KAL XPrOELG TOU
dnuoclou xwpou, pla Aatpeutikn (060¢ Mavabnvaiwv), pla oAttikn (Mvuka) Kat pla TagLkn
(Anuéotlov ZrRpa).

066¢ twyv lMavabnvaiwv

H 0606¢ twv Mavabnvaiwy, pla mavapyaia oStk aptnpla mou cuvesees TNV TIOAN APEVOG HIE TLG
EKTOC TWV TELXWV TIEPLOXEG KAL APETEPOU PE TNV AKPOTIOAN, XPNOLHOoTIOLONKE amod toug Apxal-
KoUG XPOVOUG Kal €€¢ yLa tn SLEAEUON TNG TIOUTING TWV MNMavadnvaiwy, aAd Kat wg XWpog
SLe€aywyng SLawopwv abBANTIKWY KAl UKWV ayWVLIOPATWY TNG €0PpTrG. ATIOTEAEL SNAadH pLa
KUPLO QOTLK) 080 TIOU PEOW TNG TIOUTING HETATPETIETAL OF LEPO, EV KLV OEL, XWPO. H TTIOUTIN TwV
Mavabnvailwv eumepléxel tn PeTakivnon avBpwiwy Tou cuykevipwvovtat Eapxng n kabo-
80V,2 aAAA AOYyW TG TEAEONG SPWHEVWY SLABETEL CUVANA TEAETOUPYLKO KAl CUPBOALKS xapa-
KTApa Kat elvat autd to SLTTd XapaKTnNPLOTLKO TIOU SLaxwpllel pLa TtopTr) amod KABe AaAAN aman
HETaKivNon 0To XWwpo.”

Elvat B€BRato otL To €Upog tnG 060U (10-20 p.), TIOAU PEYAAUTEPO TOU PECOU TIAATOUG TWV
abnvaikwv 0wy, eEUTNPETOVCE Kal ToV TIOAU peydAo aplBud avBpwmiwy ou Ba cuppEeTElYav
OTNV TIOUTIN TNG MEYOAUTEPNG YLOPTAG TNG TIOANG, TIOU 0TOXO £lxE TNV TIPOBOAN TNG UTIEPOXNG
TNG. H TEAETOUPYLKI QUTOEKTIPOCWTINGN TNG TOAcw BeopoBeTelTAL £TOL E TOV TIAEOV PUVNHELAKO
TPOTIO PECA OTO ACTLKO TOTILO PECW TNG TTIOMTILKAG 0600.22 H uPnAr] cUPPETOXT) 0TV TIAAAAIKN
yLopTr TnG ATTLKNG Ba Tipémel va Bewpeltal ac@aArig aAAd n TTukvoTnta Tou TARBoug Sev eivat
€UKOAO va eKTLPNOEL amd ta Se5opéva TWV LOTOPLKWV TINYWV Kal TNV eLkovoypagia, oute OpwWG
Kal YwpoTa&Lkd, kabwg n 080¢ ev owlel TAEUPLKA OpLa, EVW TO TIAATOG TNG Kupawotav Katd
TOTOoUG amd 5-20 p. Mpowavwg n Tukvotnta Ba petaBarrotav avd Staotripata Adyw Tng €mt-
AEYyPEVNG TTOPELAG, TNG QUEOPELWONG TWV CUYKEVTPWHEVWV I aTtd TLG anapaitnteg otnyv apyaila
EMNVLKN AaTpEla ETILKOLWVWVLAKES TIPAEELG (ATIAEG TIPOPOPLKEG, HOUGCLKEG, KLVNGOLOAOYLKEG, KATL.),
Tou Ba TolkMav o€ évtacn aAAd Ba cuveéBalav oTnv TEPALTEPW avgnon tou tdboug, apa

19 Shear 2001.

20 Johnston 1999, 39.

21 Schechner 1988, 159-60- Warford 2018.
22 Holscher 1991, 377.
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KAl TNG TIUKVOTNTAG. ZUYXPOVA HOVTEAA EKTIHNONG CUYKEVTPWHEVOU (OTATLKOU OHWG) TIARBoUG
uttoSeLlkvUouv Tiepimou 0,93 t.y./atopo 1 1,07 Atopa/T.Y. yla apal CUYKEVTPWON TIARBoUG, 1
0,42 t.p./dtopo 1} 2,38 ATOPA/T. . YLA TIUKVEG CUYKEVTPWOELG.2

KaBwg kabe oumr) elvat and tn @uon Kat tn SL1apbpwon] tng Sopnpevn LEpapyLkd? pe Bdon
TA TIOLKIAQ ETILTIES A KOLVWVILKIG KAL TIOALTIKIAG 0pYAVWONG, OL CUUHETEXOVTEG OTNV TIOUTIN TWV
Mavadbnvaiwv e&€ppalav TNV KOWWVLKN Toug BEon JEow TG €VTagrg ToUG 0TO owa TG To-
HTING,25 PETATPETOVTAG TNV TEAEUTAlA OE avamapdoTacn KOWWVLKOTIOALTIKAG L&eoAoyiag. H
{wpopog tou MapBevwva Pe TLg 378, TIPOCEKTLKA LEPAPXNHEVEC, AVBPWTILVEC KaL BEIKEG HOPYEG
(kat eploootepa amd 200 {wa - Kuplwg aloya),? TIPOoPEPEL PLa EELEAVLKEUHEVN ELKOVA TNG
TIOPTIAG, EVOELKTLKI] TOU KOPUWALoU yeyovdTtog tng 287 EKkatopuBalwvog, aA\d JE oapuwg TL-
AEKTLKN Ttapouciaon Twv cuppeTeXOVTWY. PUCLKA N avamapaotacn tng {wYopou Sev elval
OPKETN YLO VA UTIOPECOUE VA TIPOoEYYLooUPE Blwpatikd 6An tnv oucia tng mopmng Twv Ma-
vabnvaiwy, KL €6w n BorBeLa TNG PHEAETNG TWV TOTILKWY, XPOVIKWY KAl AAAWV TIOLOTLKWV TIapa-
HETPWV lval TIOAUTLUN.

Mvoka

H MvOka amoteAel eva akopa SLEAKTIKO Tapadelypa BLWHATLKAG TIPOCEyyLong eAeUBepoU
avoLytoU SnPOoLoU XwWpPou. OL PLAOAOYLKEG KAL OL ETILYPAPLKEG TINYEG A Slvouv pLa Lséa yLa
TOV EAAXLOTO apLOPO TIOALTWY TIOU TIAPEUPLOKOTAV OTLG CUYKEVTPWOELG TNG EKKANGLag Tou An-
HOU.Z ATIO TNV GAAN, TA aPXALOAOYLKA SE60HEVA PAG ETILTPETIOUV VA EKTLUACOULE TOV HEYLOTO
apLBPO CUPPETEXOVTWY O€ aUTEC. OL avaoka@eg otnv Mvuka katd ta €tn 1930-31 amokdaAupav
TPELG PACELG OTNV LoTopLia AUTOU TOU XWPOU CUYKEVTPWONG Twv ABnvailwv ToALttwy. Katd tnv
npwtn mepiodo (Mvuka I) n Mvlka Asttolpynoe amd tov KAeloBevn péxpL to 404 X, Kat n
€Ktaon tng ektipdtal ota 2400 t.p.2 Alya xpdvia PETA, 0 XWPOG aVAPoPPWONKE Kat OAn n Ka-
Taokeur] AA\age tpooavatoAlopd (Mvuka II), £xovtag EMLPAVELD, CUPPWVA PE SLAYOPEC EKTL-
pNoeLg, amd 2600-3200 t.p.2 Katd tov oxedlacpd tng tpitng @dong (Mvuka III) tnv emoxr tou
AukoUpyou (B' yLoo 4°Y aL. Tt.X.), TTou JAAAOV Sev aTtoTEPATWONKE, PE TNV KATACKEUT EVOG TEPA-
OTLOU KAUTIUAOU avaANUPATLKOU TOLXOU ETLTUYXAVETAL OXESOV SLIMAACLACHOG TNG ETILPAVELAG
OUYKEVTPWONG TWV TIOALTWY, N ottola €pBaoe ta 5500 T.p.*°

ATt TIOANG xwpla Adywv Tou ekpwvriBnkav evwrilov tng EkkAnolag tou Afpou yivetal
OaPEC OTL OL TIOALTEG NTav KabLlopévol oto Bpdyo,? Bavwg dvw o€ KOUPEAOUVSEG 1 HAENG-

23 BA. evSELKTLKA: https://www.poynter.org/reporting-editing/2009/how-to-calculate-crowd-size-at-big-events-
like-the-inauguration  (18/2/2019) kat https://www.banquettablespro.com/space-and-capacity-calculator
(18/2/2019).

24 Holliday 1990, 73.

25 Graf 1996, 58.

26 Connolly 2001, 84-5.

27 O Ajpog ouvedpiale capavta Yopég Tov Xpovo (ApLoTotéANG, ABnvaiwv MoAitela 43.3) kat n ouvedpiaon
SLapkouoe Alyeg wpeg (Aoxivng 1.112). O eAdyLoTOG aplBPOG TIOALTWY TIOU TIAPEUPLOKATAV EKTLPATAL o€ 6000
(AnuooBévng 59.89). Hansen 1987- Hansen kat Nielsen 2004, 630. Ou apxatot cuyypageig Stacwlouv ermiong
TNV MANpowopia OTL OPLOPEVEG POPEG TOV 5° al. TI.X. PE SUCKOALD OUYKEVTPWVAOTAV 0 ETTAPKNG yLd TNV anaptia
aplBpog ABnvaiwv ToAltwv (Boukudidng VIIL72.1) kabwg Kat ATt oL TIOALTEG §EV CUYKEVTPWVOVTAV EyKAlpwg
yla tnv évapén tng Stadikaoiag (Aplotopavng, Ayapveis 22 oxoA.). Hansen 1996, 32.

28 Kourouniotes kat Thompson 1932, €ik. 6.

29 Kourouniotes kat Thompson 1932, €ik. 16. Ot Dinsmoor (1933) kat McDonald (1943) amokadlotolv pla
ETLPAvELa €kTaong 3200 T.p.

30 Kourouniotes kat Thompson 1932, €ik. 51- BahapBavng 2011, 5-7.

31 Aplotogpavng, Inmeic 754, 783 Zpfikec 31-33, 42-4. Kourouniotes kat Thompson 1932, 111-12.
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pLa.32 e SVo ywpla and tig EkkAnatadouoes 0 ApLoToPAVNG XPNOLHOTIOLEL TNV EKPpaon £6pag
kataAaBelv yLa To akpoatripLo,® Tou onuatvel OTL UTpxav KAmoLou idoug BeoeLg - é6pat,
evéexopEvweg EVAWVOL Ttaykol. O Aavog Lotoplkdg Mogens Herman Hansen ektipd Bacel ouy-
XPOVWV XWPOTa&lKWY POoVTEAWV OTL ta 0,4 T.J. elval apkeTOg XWPOG yla eva ATOHO OE pLd
uTtalBpLa cUYKEVTPWON, EQOCOV TO aKPOATrPLO KABETAL 08 0TEVOUG TIAYKOUG 1 o€ pagidpla.
Bdoel autwv TwV UTIOAOYLOPWV KaTéANEE 0Ta aKOAOUBA CUPTIEPACHATA OXETLKA HE TN XWPNTL-
kdTNTa tng Nvukag:

Nivakag 1: ektipgnon xwpntikétntag nmAnboug otnv NMvuka pe 0,4 T.Y./dtopo

Mvuka (pdaon) ‘Ektaon (t.J.) MEyLoToG aplBuog atopwy
I 2400 6000
II 2600 (3200) 6500 (8000)
111 5500 13750

Evtunwolako elval To yeyovog OTL 0 PEYLOTOG apLOUOG KABLOPEVWY CUPHPETEXOVTWY Katd
ToV 5° aL. T.X. CUPTILTTTEL PE AUTOV TNG amaptiag TIoU aVAPEPETAL OE TPELG VOUOUG TOU 4° at.
TL.X.3 ATtd TNV AAAN, TO PEYEBOC TOU KOIAOU KAl TWV TPLWV TEEPLOSWVY ATAV TIOAU PLKPO yLd va
@o&evrioel GAoug Toug ABnvaioug TIOALTEG 1] AKOUN KAl TOUG TIEPLOCOTEPOUG ATtd AUTOUG. XTO
Atovuolako Béatpo uTtapxeL xapagn utodlatpéoswy Béocwv ava 0,41 p. Je TV amootaocn Je-
Ta&U Twv €SWALWV 0,76 . UTIOSELKVUOVTAG OTL TOUAGXLOTOV Yla Toug ABnvaloug pLa emupdveLa
~0,31 T.J. ATav EMApKNC yla va kabiocouv ota eSwAla, evw oto Batpo tng apxatag KopivBou
oL BECELG NTAV AKOUN PLKPOTEPEG. MAVTWG, TILOTEVOURE OTL OE €vav Xwpo, OTwg N MvUka Tou
Sev uUTIAp)XOoULV E5WALA OAAG oL aKpoaTEG KABovTav OTo YUOLKO Bpdxo, o pagidpla 1 avw
0€ TIPOXELPA LYACHATA, UTIAPXE AVAyKN yld PEYOAUTEPO XWPO. MLa €KT{PINON TOU PEYLOTOU
TIANBoug Kadrpevwy Pe apatr) Stata&n oe empavela 0,65 T.u./dtopo,* o0dnyel ota €€n¢ amote-
Aéopata:

Nivakag 2: ektipnon mARBoug otnv Mvuka pe 0,65t.u./dtopo

Mvuka (pdon) ‘Extaon (t.p.) MéyLotog apltBuog atopwv
I 2400 3692
II 2600 (3200) 4000 (4923)
I11 5500 8461

32 Aplotopavng, Ayapveic 25.

33 EkkAnoiddouaeg 21, 86-7.

34 Hansen 1976, 131, onp. 67.

35 AnpooBevng, Katd Tipokpdroug, 24.45- Katd Neaipag, 59.89-90- AvSokidng, Mepl twv Muotnpiwv 1.87.

36 XUyxpova povtéAd ektipnong TMARBouG (BA. EVSELKTIKA onp. 23) eKTLPOUV WG ~0,75 T.Y. TNV €KTAON TIOU
KataAapBdvel éva KabrjpJevo ATOHO O€ XWPO PE QPKETA apalr) CUYKEVTPWON Kabripevwy, kat ~0,55 T.h. TtV
€KTOOoN TIoU KataAapBdavel éva ATopo o€ XWPOo HPE LELALTEPWG TIUKVH CUYKEVTPWON Kabrpevwy. Ma Toug oKo-
TIoUG TNG HEAETNG HaG TIPOTLUNBNKE pLa péan tpn: 0,65 T.Y. avd kKabrjpevo atopo.
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Te KABe Teplmtwon, BACEL TWV PAPTUPLWY Tou OoukuSidn Kal Tou ApLoToavn, Yaivetat
OTL Ol CUYKEVTPWOELG TOU Arjpou tov 5°at. T.X. tapakoAouBoulvtav amod Alydtepoug ToAlTeq
O€ OX€0N HE ToV 4° aL. T.X. KaL QuTO Ttapd tn Pelwon Tou aptBpol Twv TIoALTwWV.3 AvtiBeta &n-
Aadn) Tpog TNV eTkpatovoa droyn, palvetat 0Tt To evdLagepov Twv ABnvailwy TIoALTWY yLa
TOUG SnNUoKPaTLIKoUG BecpoUg Atav HeyaAuTePo Tov 40 Tapd Tov 50 at. T.X. Kat OTL N CUPE-
TOXI) OTLG CUVEAEUOELG NTavV au§nuévn PETA TNV anokataotaon tng Snuokpatiag, to 404/3 i.X.
Emopévwg, otig ouveleloelg tng EKkAnotag tou Arpou tov 5° at. .X. ouvnbwg Sev eAdupave
HEPOG TIAVW aTto TO 1/7 TWV TIOALTWY,* evw Katd tov 4° at. Tt.X. kdmou peta&y tou 1/3 Kat Tou
1/4. EEalpolvtal UOLKA OL EKKANGCLEG OTLG oTtoleg eTiBevto Kplotpa BEpata yla to peANoV TG
TIOANG, OTIWG TL.X. N amdPAON yld TN ZLKEALKN eKotpatela to 415 1.X., éou n cuppetoxn 6a
Atav TIOAU pEeyAAn.

Anudaiov Zniua

MoAovoTL KABe eEAeUBEPOC avoLYTOG SNPOCLOG XWPOoG otnv ABrva Twv KAAoLKwY Xpovwv eixe
TNV AOTLKNA TOU KAl CUXVA KAl T BpnoKEUTLKN Tou onuacia, Ta pvnuela kat oL §pactnpldTnTeg
OTOV XWPO YUpw amd tnv 0806 Tpog TNV Akadnuia, SnuLoupyoloav pla autdvopn evotnta e
LOXUPEG TTIOALTLKEG KAL CUAAOYLKEG TIPOEKTATELG. AUTA TA TOTIOYPAPLKA XAPAKTNPLOTLKA TNG TIE-
PLOXNG, OE CUVSUAOHO HE TNV atouoia TiPo-KAACIKWY TAPLKWY KATAAOLTIWY, avayouv tnv 080
TPOG TNV AKadnpLa Kat TNV €yyug TEEPLOXN TNG O€ JLa LEAVLKN ETILAOYN YLa To Anudatov orjua®.
Z€ QUTAV TNV TIEPLOX I OL TIEGOVTEG €V TTIOAEUW SEV XAVOVTAV OTNV AVWVUHN CUAOYLKOTNTA TWY
VEKPWY, AAAA amokToUoav GUANOYLKH UTIO0TAGCHN TIOU €VIOXUE TNV €vOTNTA TG TOANG Kat Tn
ouVEXELa Kal eTLBlwon TNG cUAOYLKOTNTAG TNG abnvadikng kowwviag.® EmumAgoy, n emioyn
auUTAG TNG TIEEPLOX NG YLA TNV TAPH TWV HEYAAWV NYETWV TNG aBnvaikng SnUoKpatiag, EMETPETE
TN SnULoupyla EVOG AUTOTEAOUC SNHUOKPATIKOU «TAPLKOU XWPOU», SLOKPLTOU aTto TNV TIEPLOXN
aVATOALKOTEPQ, YUPpW attd Tov §pdpo mpog tov Tnmio KoAwvo, xwpo TpoBoAng aplotokpa-
TIKOU KUpOUG Kat Suvapng.*

Tnv (8La oTLydr) oL TIOALTLKEG (TL.X. ETILTAPLOL AOYOL) KAl ABANTIKEG (AYWVEG TIPOG TLUNV TWV
TIEOOVTWV) §pactnpLOTNTEG, TIou Sle§ayovtav Katd PrKog Kat yupw amo tnv 0806, aufAuvav
Vv YuxoAoytkr} Suvaun tou Bavdtou Sivovtag epaon o€ LSavika kat agleg mou EEpeuyav
a6 aUTOV: TOTILKNA LOTOPLA, TTAPASOCLAKES TIPAKTLKES KAL AATPEUTIKEG EKENAWOELG, TOVWON TNG
«€BVIKAG» TautotnTag. OL SLaBATeg Kal ETILOKETITEG OoTnV TepLloxn} Sev avtikpl{av povo Toug
TIEOOVTEG KAl TA SNuooLa eTLtUPBLA PVNPELa TOUG. ME TN CUYKEVTPWOT TOUG YLO E0PTACHOUG

37 ©oukusdidng (2.13.3), 431 T.X., epimou 43.000 ToAiteg. Amoypapr Anuntplou ®ainpéa, 309 m.X. 21.000
ToAlteG (ABrivatog 272¢).

38 O Rhodes (1988, 271-77) kat o Hansen (1988, 23-25) ekTLHoOUV OTL WG To 431 T.X., 0 aplBPOG TWV TIOALTWY
avepyotav otoug 50.000-60.000 avdpeg. AMA egattiag tou Aotpol (430-426 Tr.X.), TWV AMWAELWY KATd TN
SLapkela tou Mehotmovvnaolakol MoAEPou, Kal TG TIOALOpKiag Ttou 405/4 Ti.X., yUpw oto 400 Tt.X. 0 aplBudg Twy
TIOALTWV ELXE TTECEL 0TOUG 25.000-30.000 (Hansen 1988, 14-28). Katd tn SLapkela Tou 4°° at. Tt.X. 0 aplBuog twv
ABnvailwv ToALtwy Ttou {ovoav otnv Attikr Ba Tipémel va ftav yupw otoug 30.000 (Hansen 1986, 65-9- 1994). H
TIOAEULKN §pACTNPLOTNTA KATA TOV AeyOEVO AQULAKO TTOAEWO TO 323/2 (ALdS. 18.10.2, 11.3. IGII? 1631.167-74)
TipoUToBEteL 6Tl TouAdyLlotov 30.000 ABnvaiol ToAlteg {ovoav otnv Attikr (Hansen 1986, 37-40- 1994, 308-
10). Ma XapnAOTEPEG EKTLPNOELG TTANBUGHOU BA. Gomme 1933, 27, 43.000 to 431 1.X. Ruschenbusch (1984) kat
Sekunda (1992): mepimou 21.000 ToAiteg ToV 4° aL. T.X. MNa Tov TANBUCHO Twv ABNVWV Kat TG ATTLKAG BA. TEA.
Akrigg 2019, 0 oTto{og OUCLAOTLKA ETILRERALWVEL TLG EKTLUINOELG TOU Hansen.

39 Ta avaAutikn tapouciaon Twv SeSopévwy kat evSelexr oulntnon, Arrington 2010b. Emtiong, BA. Arrington
2010a, 40-49, éTou culATnoN yLa T HOPYH TOU VeKpoTapeiou.

40 BA. Dimakis 2015, yla tnv TtoAucnuia Kat Tn JETABANTOTNTA TOU TaPLKoU ToTtiou otnv apxaila EAAGSa.

41 Arrington 2015, 55-90.
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otov (8Lo akpLBWG xwpo omou evtagialav Toug VeEKpoUug Toug, ol ABnvaiot TtpoéBaiiav tn
SLAPKELA KAL TN OUVEXELA TNG TIOANG TOUG, TWV BEWV TOUC, TNG TTIOALTELAG KAL TNG KOWWviag Toug

2YNOWH

rvetal £€ToL 0aWEg OTL N Tapovoa EPEVVA TIPOTELVEL PLa véa Bewpnon Tou EAeUBEPOU avoLyTou
SNUOCLOU XWPOU TIOU CUVSEEEL PEBOSOUG, KaL €K TIPWTNG OYPEWC ETEPOYEVH PETAEY TOUG AVTL-
Kelpeva €peuvag, avadelkvlovtag tn ouVAPELA TOuG. MapdAo TTou oTo TIapov Apbpo TEPLOPL-
{OpaoTe KUPLWG O PENETN OUYKEKPLUEVWV TIEPUTTWOEWY, TEALKOG O0TOXOC TNG HEAETNG Elval pLa
OUVBETLKN TIPOCEYYLON KAL AVAAUCH TWV UTIEPTOTILKWY KAL SLAXPOVIKWY TIAPAPETPWY TIoU SL-
€TIOUV TOUG SNPOCLOUG XWPOUG OTNV apXaldtnta, CUYXPOVWE PE Pla evouvelsntn avadlritnon
™G apxatag avtiAnyng tng «epmelplag» toug. Me autr] tn BEPATLKN TIPOOEYYLON ETLTPETETAL
n dtetoduon kat otn cUPBOALKH OYn ToU SNPOCLOU XWPOU, HE AAAA AOYLA OTO PAVTACLAKO TNG
{wn¢ (yLa TOV aoTLKO XWpPOo), Tou Bavdtou (yLa Tov Taglkd Xwpo) Kat ToU PETAYUOLKOU (yLa Tov
LEPO XWPO). ANWOTE, N CUAMNYIN TOU XWPOU, APXLTEKTOVLKOU, TIOAEOSOHLKOU, TIEPLPEPELAKOU,
QKOWN KAt Tou CUVOAOU TNG YNG, 0TNV EAANVLKN apxatotnta e5palotav o€ KOGHOAOYLKEG LOEEG
HE TTIOAAATTIAOUG BPNOKEUTIKOUC KAl TIOALTLKOUG GUHBOALOHOUG. MU QUTO KAl O XWPOG CUYKE-
VTPWVEL KL SLAQYUAATTEL TNV AVTAVAKAQON KAL TNV avaTiapaoTtach TwV KOWWVLKWY YEYOVOTWY
yla XpOvo PEYAAUTEPO amd TNV Tpaypatiki toug (wi.

‘EtoL, N IPOoBANMATLKE KAl OL TIPOKATAPKTLKEG OKEWELG TIOU EKTEDNKAV TIAPATIAVW OXETIKA PE
TNV oUVBETLKA avaAucon Tou Snudolou XWPou oTNV apxaldtnta moteVoupe o0tL Ba pmopouce
VA TIPOCWPEPEL PLa KALVOTOMA TIPOOEYYLON TNG EYTIELPLAG, TNG HETABOANG, TNG ETLBOANG KaL TNG
SLapopypwong avbpwiivwy cuvaloBnudtwy os SLaWOopPETIKO TTAALOLO (TOTI0). Katd cuvemelq,
Ba pmtopouce va 08Ny oEL O€ LA VEQ TIPOCEYYLON TWV LEEOAOYLWVY KAL TNG KOWWVLKOTIOALTLKNG
opyavwong otnv apxaia EAA&Sa, mpoodisovtdg toug AeTttopepEotepn, TILO euaiobntn Kat TiLo
«avBpWTILVN» SUVAMLKN.
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The Architecture of the ‘Pantheon’ in Athens'

Recent Discoveries
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ABSTRACT

In the decade of the 1960’s the remains of a large building were discovered, 65 m southeast of the Library
of Hadrian in Athens. The temple-like construction with dimensions 87 m and 39 m was identified with
the Pantheon built under Hadrian. Recent research in the Library of Hadrian discovered a number of
architectural features that match the colossal size of the building. Column bases and drums, as well as
fragments from the superstructure, mostly incorporated in second use in the Tetraconch building, allow
for the reconstruction of the outer and interior orders and their association with the in situ remains. The
raised panels in the ashlars of the masonry, together with the octastyle prostyle plan which was used only
during Hadrian’s years confirm the suggested chronology. As the cella corresponds to the 8 columns of
the facade, the interior width equals 32 m, making the ‘Pantheon’ of Athens the broadest known cella,
appropriate for the worship of all gods. The article includes stylistic comparisons with other works of the
Hadrianic repertoire and views the ‘Pantheon’ as the Athenian response to the Pantheon in Rome.

In 1960s the remains of a large structure were excavated in Adrianou str., approximately 65
meters southeast of the Library of Hadrian (Fig. 1). Overall dimensions of the building should
be 87 m and width approximately 36-39 m The building was reconstructed by Travlos as octa-
style prostyle with the porch located in the area directly east of Mnesicleous str. Two rows, each
with 12 pillars, would have divided the interior space in three aisles. Width of wall foundations
is approximately 1.70 m with a thicker construction near the south-west corner. Dontas, based
on the raised panels of the ashlars, justifiably dated the structure to the Hadrian's days (AD
117-138).2

Today only the area of the corner on 86 Adrianou and the portion on 78 Adrianou str. are vis-
ible. The latter site is fenced, with signage, and it contains a portion of the foundation construc-

1 I wish to thank colleague and friend Dimitris Sourlas for bringing the smallest architectural features to my
attention, for the guidance and support at the site of the Library of Athens and for all the fruitful discussions,
Prof. Eirini Peppa-Papaioannou for her assistance and Prof. Manolis Korres for prompting me to measure
accurately the column drums and his encouragement. Last but not least, special thanks are ought to all the
volunteers during the documentation works, graduate and post graduate students in the Faculty of History and
Archaeology in NKUA: Dr Giorgos Doulfis, Manolis Petrakis, Michalis Barlambas, Alexia Piperi, Lina Tsatsaroni,
Niki Georgakopoulou, Maria Tzelli, Anna Dalgkitsi, Dimitra Kovani and to VXF artist Dimitris Tsalkanis, for
bringing to life the architecture of the Library. The assistance of the staff at the site of Hadrian's Library is deeply
appreciated.

2 These are quite common in buildings of Athens that were erected under Hadrian (Library, Arch, enclosure
wall of the Olympieion): Aovtdag 1968, 222; 1969. Preliminary plan by I. Travlos in Aovtdg 1968, 223 drawing 1;
Travlos 1971, 282 fig. 362, 439.
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ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2 « AURA 2

s o

(o]
[ 72 SEORT AT AN Il ANOY
" f 1856 r 1;?:1 .76 | 78 80 )
! | l I 1968 1 [ 2 ! 84 BG I'
| : I | L e L. | 1987 !
i i : i | eesr | 1 |
| J s, CITIIIIIIIISIIIY -
77 i o i : 7
! . I : :
A g Sttt LV B+ b 4+ 4

I.T
1968

Fig. 2. The remains of the foundations of the ‘Pantheion’ on 78 Adrianou str.
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tion of the north wall and individual pillars with a cross shaped plan; these pillars appear to
be the foundations of an interior colonnade (Fig. 2). All foundations are constructed with large
ashlars of Piraeus limestone. The facets of the ashlars are treated with a rusticus masonry with
raised panels, seen commonly in Hadrian’s monuments in Athens (the Library, the surrounding
wall of the Olympeion). The north wall of the ‘Pantheon’ was incorporated in the post Herulian
fortification:.

Dontas identified the colossal building with B¢ol¢ toig mdow iepov kowdy, or the ‘Pantheon’,
built under Hadrian and mentioned by Pausanias;* this identification was accepted by Kokkou,
Travlos, Shear and Boatright. Spawforth with Walker and, more recently, Corcella, Monaco and
Nuzzo identify this large structure as a basilica, the meeting place of the Panhellenion. After
Willers the large structure termed the ‘Pantheon’ could be a temple on a podium, but the
possibilities of a large basilica or a stoa with reinforced corners cannot be ruled out. Lippolis
has suggested that the remains of the ‘Pantheon’ belong to a Hadrianic phase of Ptolemy’s
gymnasium whilst Camia explores the possibility that the large Hadrianic building on the north
slope of the Acropolis hosted imperial cult.> The recent discovery of the north-east corner of
the building (88 Adrianou str.) confirms the reconstructed plan by Travlos and weakens out the
hypothesis for a stoa.

Recently discovered features of two colossal Corinthian orders suggest the existence of a
temple like building. The latter have been identified and documented in the Library of Hadrian
and in the excavated property of the National and Kapodistrian University of Athens; the latter
site lies 65 m east of the ‘Pantheon’.” These features are a base and drums from gigantic col-
umns (Figs. 3, 8-10), the large acanthus fragment of a corinthian capital, a volute from a Corin-
thian capital, and a dentil from a large cornice (Fig. 12). The re-use of the column parts in the
Tetraconch, which is tentatively dated to the early 5™ century AD, supports our identification.
The provenience of the one dentil, now stored in the Library of Hadrian and associated with the
‘Pantheon’ is unknown.

The extant foundation construction suggests wall thickness of about 1.70 m. In the pros-
tasis, an anta jamb that would be slightly wider than the wall, in the common manner, would
associate well with the corresponding column diameter of 1.90 m. Most probably, the walls
were also constructed of Piraeus rock and were covered with revetment.

It seems improbable that the entire surface of the cella wall with a length of approximately
72 m was plain. Such large surface would be strikingly uninteresting, resulting in a bulky, boxy
mass seen from all over within the city. Smaller Roman monuments in Athens were treated
with pilasters (Odeion of Agrippa, Monument of Philopappos) and it is possible that such was
the case in the Athenian ‘Pantheon’ (Fig. 6).

Drum AB2118 and large dentil MA2593 are the known members that can be attributed to
the outer colonnade of the ‘Pantheon’, with criteria size and provenience. Theoretically, drum
AB2118, that was incorporated in secondary use in the Tetraconch, could have belonged to

3 Imetolepn-Xwpepn 1991, 22 fig. 3; Malacrino 2014, 756.

4 Paus. 1.18.9 and “éotwv ol dvta yeypappéva ABAvNoLY &v T KowQ tv Be®v tep®” (Paus. 1.5.5). Three
inscriptions from the Agora contain the phrase ‘to all gods’ (Travlos 1971, 439 with related bibliography).

5 Kokkou 1970; Karivieri 1994, 90 with related bibliography. Spawforth and Walker 1985, 97-8; Raja 2012, 121;
Corcella et al. 2013, 133; Willers 1990, 22-3; Lippolis 1995, 45-55; Camia 2011, 59-60; Background information in
Malacrino 2014. After Martini (1985, 191) the Pantheon is identified in the great hall of Hadrian’s Library on the
basis of its similarities with similar halls of Imperial cult (Kaisersale’).

6 Zmetolépn-Xwpéun 1991, 22 fig. 3, 23; 1993, 19.

7 We are grateful to Prof. Eirini Peppa-Papaioannou for her support in the study of the fragment.
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Fig. 3. Axonometric view of column drum AB2118. Drawing: Chrysanthos Kanellopoulos.

the Olympieion which has outer columns with shaft diameter of similar size (lower diameter of
1.91 m)8; however the location of the Tetraconch which lies 65 m to the NW of the ‘Pantheon’
makes it more likely that AB2118 originally belonged to the porch of the latter building. The in-
corporation of the ‘Pantheon’ structure in the post Herulian wall suggests that the large Roman
building went out of use already in AD 267.

As demonstrated above, only one out of hundreds of cornice dentils has been identified;
similarly, only one out of the 250 drums of the interior colonnades has survived. The state of
preservation of the two colonnades is notoriously fragmentary. The phenomenon is not un-
common in Athens. The main orders of the Odeion of Agrippa are also in an extremely poor
state of preservation.®

8 Quite strikingly, small features from the Olympieion site are recovered as far as the area of the Horologion
of Andronikos. Such are the fragments of a course with a large, archaic bead and reel (height of bead is 0.10 m).
These resemble strikingly the archaic features discovered in the Olympieion area; the latter were attributed by
Welters (1922, 65-6) to an archaic altar. We ought to thank Lina Tsatsaroni for identifying the features.

9 Only two large fragments from the cornice course have been discovered, while the courses of the architrave
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Fig. 5. Reconstructed elevation of the ‘Pantheon’ (white). With light blue, the elevation of the Olympieion and the Parthenon in red. Drawing:
Chrysanthos Kanellopoulos.
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Fig. 6. The ‘Pantheon’ as viewed from the north east. Image by Dimitris Tsalkanis.

The size of the large building assigned the ‘Pantheon’ is known since Travlos's plan, who re-
constructed 7 equal interaxial spaces of approximately 5 m each across the width of the building.
The stylobate would have been 3 m longer than the stylobate of the octastyle facade in the
Pantheon of Rome.™ After the recent discoveries, it is now possible to associate the width of the
building with the size of columns and proceed to a suggested plan and elevation (Figs. 4-5).

The unusual plan of the ‘Pantheon’ finds two parallels in the fagade of the Pantheon in Rome
and in the large octastyle prostyle temple of Serapis in Ephesos, which were also built during
Hadrian's reign; the latter building has stylobate width 29 m." Whilst the octastyle porch derives
from the dipteral plan, the Serapeion and the Pantheon employ 8 columns for the porches in
front of their abbreviated, compact plans. Only the ‘Pantheon’ of Athens has plan proportions
of a true dipteral temple with 17 columns along the length. Indeed, the length of the building
would accommodate 17 columns spaced on 16 interaxial spacings, each approximately 5.07-
5.12 m (versus +4.96 m for those spaces in the facade).” It would be tempting to assume that
the revetted surface of the walls was treated with shallow pilasters in the place of columns
along the flanks and rear (Figs. 6-7).

and frieze are identified in small fragments that retain the crowing moldings; the heights of the courses remain
unknown (Thompson 1950, 49 fig. 5 pl. 36).

10 Wilson Jones 1989, 37.

11 Keil 1926, 266-70 fig. 53; Lyttelton 1987, 46 fig. 11.

12 Such variations are possible in the Roman temple architecture. In the temple of Bacchus at Baalbek, for
example, the interaxial column spaces of the flanks are 0.28 m. longer than the corresponding spaces in the
front (Wiegand 1921, fig. 2).
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Appropriate to most Roman temples, the central interaxial column spacing is expected to
have been longer than the rest of the openings in the porch. In the ‘Pantheon’, however, the
known location of the pronaos column reveals the corresponding third column from the corner
of the porch, and consequently, seven equal interaxial spacings across the facade. It appears
that all 8 columns in the porch would have been arranged on 7 equal axial spacings of approxi-
mately 4.95 m each, very much as in Travlos’ suggested plan. Equal spacings between columns
would have resulted in the appearance of a Greek temple, as in the temples of Side and Euro-
mos."” A pediment with the Greek gradient of approximately 1:4 would then be more appro-
priate than the intense Roman pediment, and it is favored in our reconstructed elevations.

In lack of definitively known interaxial spacings the ratio stylobate width : lower diameter of
column can be used to demonstrate the relative density of the portico openings. In the ‘Pan-
theon’ this ratio would be 19.5:1-20:1 whilst in the Olympieion the corresponding proportion is
41.10:1.91 m, or 21.51:1."

It is expected that the proportions of the large portico would have conformed to the rules
of Roman metropolitan taste; following the latter the overall column height should be close to
10 times the diameter of the shaft.”> In Athens however, that has a strong classical tradition, a
more modest column height of 9.5 lower diameters is preferred for Corinthian columns.’s

In the ‘Pantheon’ this would have resulted in an overall column height of +17.50 m.
This dimension can be compared with the columns of the Olympieion. The latter have roughly
the same lower diameter (1.91 m), however combined with the lowest known proportions for
the Corinthian order (8.8:1), resulting in an overall column height of 16.90 m With a pediment
that sloped 14 degrees from the horizontal plane, in the Greek fashion, the ‘Pantheon’, though
not the largest temple, would have been the tallest temple in Greece. The column shafts of
the Olympeion are constructed of 14 and 15 drums, with drum heights varying between 0.62
m and 1.32 m. Given that the columns of the Pantheon’ would have had more slender pro-
portions, each shaft would have been constructed of 16 to 17 drums. With a slightly steeper
pediment favored in the Roman period, the overall height would have been even greater. With
the above in mind the ‘Pantheon’ can now be identified as the second largest octastyle facade
in Athens, the other three being the Odeion of Agrippa, the Parthenon and the Olympieion,
categorized by size (Fig. 5).

The columns of the inner colonnade would be standing on the massive piers discovered in
78 Adrianou str. These are individual supports with a cross shape plan, at foundation level, and
are spaced at an axial distance of 4.45 m Plan dimensions are 2.15 m (E-W) and 1.85-1.90 m (N-
S). The distance between the E-W axis of the north colonnade of the interior and the inner face

13 Contrary to the Roman norm, the hexastyle peripteral temples of Apollo at Side and of Zeus Lepsynos at
Euromos, both of which date to Hadrian's reign, also have equal interaxial column spaces across their fronts.
14 The octastyle peripteral temple of Bacchus at Baalbek is even more densely spaced, with a corresponding
ratio of only 33.47:1.79, or 18.69:1 (Wiegand 1921, fig. 2).

15 Wilson Jones 1989, 37.

16 This proportion (9.6:1) occurs in the facade and the propylon of the Library of Hadrian (Kanellopoulos and
Sourlas 2018, 428; the columns of the Odeion of Agrippa were reconstructed following this ratio 9.5:1 for the
overall height and column diameter respectively (Thompson 1950, 47). The dimensions of the large columns in
Hadrian’'s Arch remain unknown. All reconstructed elevations are based on Stuart's and Revett's suggestion with
columns that have a height of 6.34 m and stand on excessively slender pedestals; the reconstructed height of
the latter is 1.907 m. See suggested elevations of the Arch by Stucchi and Ward-Perkins collected in Willers 1990,
73 pl. 25. Stuart must have realized that the pedestals must have been of shorter, more cubical proportions,
resulting in taller columns, when he undertook the construction of a replica of Hadrian's Arch in Staffordshire.
On the arch in the gardens of Shugborough Hall at Staffordshire, see Noszlopy and Waterhouse 2005, 103-4;
Bryant 2007; Marr 2007. Special thanks to Maria Tzelli for her assistance in the matter.
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Fig. 7. The ‘Pantheon’, as seen from inside the Library of Hadrian. Image by Dimitris Tsalkanis.

of the north wall is approximately 7.85 m Column base AB2119 and drum AB2402 would have
belonged in the same colonnade, with a lower diameter of the shaft 1.35 m."” Both features
were turned to ashlars of the Tetraconch (see below, Catalogue). The size of Corinthian capital
fragment A1715 matches the size of the same column. The column is attributed to the inner
colonnade of the ‘Pantheon’ with the known interaxial column spacing of 4.45 m.

Fragments MA2593, MA2882 and MA2883 belong to Attic column bases (Figs. 12d, 13d-e);
these are notably taller than those bases in the Odeion of Agrippa (Fig. 13b). The column di-
ameter in the latter monument is 1.09 m and the height is estimated approximately 10.30 m.
The above mentioned toroi fragments come from unknown, so far, larger columns in Athens. It
would be tempting to attribute these features to an “adyton” arrangement in the interior of the
‘Pantheon’, in the fashion seen in the temple of Bacchus at Heliopolis/Baalbek. Indeed, remains
of walls in the west end of the cella's interior may have belonged to this adyton space (Figs. 1,
4). Categorized by size, the exterior columns would have had a lower diameter in the range
of 1.91 m, the columns in the interior colonnades a lower diameter of approximately 1.35 m,
while those columns in the adyton arrangement, a lower diameter of +1.15 m.

17 This colonnade cannot be reconstructed in the Olympieion. All features of the interior are entirely missing
due to extensive destruction and looting activities (Koppgg 1999, 29). After Télle-Kastenbein (1994, drawings 35-
6) the diameter of the columns in the lower tier of the interior colonnades would have been approximately 1.15
m. Corinthian column composed of base AB2119, drum AB2402 and, possibly, capital A1715 cannot be a votive
pillar. Votive columns reach an approximate lower diameter of 0.90 m. and a height of 9 m. See e.g. the Trajanic
column and the one that dates to the reign of Antoninus Pius in the decumanus of Apameia (Foss 1997, 207-9)
and the honorific columns in the upper agora of Sagalassos (Waelkens and Loots 2000, 298).
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AB 2119

Fig. 8. Axonometric view of column base AB2119. Drawing: Chrysanthos Kanellopoulos.
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Architrave beams and corresponding spans with a length of 5 m' are within the capacity of
Athenian workshops during the Hadrianic period; during the same period a large number of
marble beams, each 5.50 m long, were quarried, transported and lifted over the intercolumni-
ations of the dipteral Olympieion. Along with the erection of columns in the dipteral temple, 16
same size columns would have been constructed for the ‘Pantheon’ of Athens. In this aspect,
the ‘Pantheon’ appears as a byproduct of the Olympieion building program under Hadrian.
With the Olympieion worksite in full development it would be convenient for the quarries,
carriages for transportation and cranes to be readily employed only for a smaller number of
columns and entablature features of the same size for the gigantic portico of the ‘Pantheon’. It
cannot be ascertained whether the remains of the large octastyle temple-like structure on the
North slope of the Acropolis are indeed the relics of Hadrian's ‘Pantheon’. The size of columns,
the raised panels in the masonry, the craftsmanship and style of acanthus A1715, all point to a
Hadrianic date for the large building. Furthermore, the occurrence of the rare octastyle pros-
tyle plan seen in the Pantheon of Rome™ and in the temple of Serapis in Ephesos, both of which
also date to the reign of Hadrian, are all in support of Dontas’ suggested chronology. The two
columns behind the prostasis seem to have been borrowed from the Pantheon in Rome.

As the cella corresponds to the 8 columns of the facade, the interior width equals 32 m,
making the ‘Pantheon’ of Athens the broadest known cella, appropriate for the worship of all
gods.®* The location of the large temple-like ‘Pantheon’, which looks squeezed between the
streets in the north slope of the Acropolis and the area of the Horologion of Andronikos, is
somewhat puzzling. Its large facade should be viewed in connection with the eastern parts
of the city. A piazza of analogous dimensions must have existed before the large structure,
following the Roman schemes. The building, as most temples do, faces east, but also faces the
smoother landscape northeast of the Acropolis. This allows the development of a processional
way leading directly to the temple from the alleged ‘Hadrianoupolis’ and viewed axially from
the same area of eastern Athens.?” More importantly, the colossal Hadrianic temple, practically
unseen from the part of the city west of Ceasar’s and Augustus’ forum and concealed behind
the west elevation of the Library's facade, would be revealed and experienced from the interior
of Hadrian's Library (Fig. 7).2

As demostrated above, the Athenian ‘Pantheon’ can be understood within the frame of the
Hadrianic repertoire. Quite surprisingly, the construction of a Corinthian octastyle elevation
with equally spaced, same sized columns with those columns in the Olympieion seems unin-
spired; this was conceived under the strong Attic tradition that leaves no room for experimenta-
tion and metropolitan tastes®. Yet, the uninteresting, squeezed flanks and rear of the structure

18 The length (5.25 m) of the central span in the front of the Serapeion at Ephesos is close to the one found in
the temple of Bacchus at Baalbek.

19 The Hadrianic Pantheon of Rome retained Agrippa’s original inscription (MacDonald 1976, 12-3).

20 In the colossal dipteral temple of Zeus/Jupiter in Baalbek, with a column diameter of 2.15 m, the interior
width of the cella is close to 24 m, as the latter is aligned behind the six columns of the decastyle front. The
same is true for the decastyle temple of Venus and Roma which has an interior cella width of 26 m (Stamper
2005, fig. 155). The pseudodipteral octastyle temple under Hadrian in Cyzicus should have had a similar cella
width (DeLaine 2002, 208).

21 Quite common to cities in the East, Roman colonnaded streets embellish the processional way that led to the
main temple of the city, in the Greek fashion. Such is the cardo at Jerash that leads to the great temple of Zeus
and the colonnaded street at Palmyra that leads to the temple of Bel. The foundation of the Hadrianoupolis in
the area of modern Zappeion has justifiably been debated by Fuchs (2016-7).

22 Lina Tsatsaroni's PhD thesis, in progress, De imagine urbana: eikdveg kat anoyelg tng pwpaikng ABrvag,
explores the scenography in Roman Athens and related manifestations.

23 Features encompassed in Hadrianic monuments echo local artistic traditions. The arch of Hadrian at Gerasa
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Fig. 9. Column base AB2119. Photo by Giorgos Doulfis.

Fig. 10. Drum AB2118. Photo by Giorgos Doulfis.
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are typical of a Roman temple. Quite possibly, the octastyle prostyle temple was introduced
in Hadrian's years and only during this period, after the erection of the Pantheon in Rome.
The original plan of the latter monument involved monolithic granite columns with a lower
diameter of 1.90 m, to be modified and realized with smaller columns and a corresponding
diameter of 1.50 m.>* With a complete facade of 8 equally spaced columns and a corresponding
diameter of 1.90 m the large building termed the ‘Pantheon’ becomes the Athenian response
to the Pantheon of Rome, in line with Hadrian’s Philhellenic attitudes seen in the temple of
Venus and Roma. The realization of such colossal temples under Hadrian (Pantheon, temple of
Venus and Roma, temple at Cyzicus, Olympieion) would introduce in Athens, too, the element
of the unreal, the exceptional and the sense of the wonder.

CATALOGUE

Column base AB2119. Ashlar AB2119 of the Tetraconch is made of a large Ionic base with
the Attic part and a plinth (Figs. 8-9, 13f). The overall length of the ashlar is 1.21 m and height
is 0.725 m. The reconstructed diameter in the upper torus is 1.57 m. The length of the plinth
would have been +1.91 m. The location of a dowel hole indicates that two such dowels on each
bearing surface were employed for pinning the drums together. The height (0.425 m) of the
Attic part of AB2119 matches well the reconstructed lower diameter of 1.35 m in the corre-
sponding column shaft (see below ashlar AB2402).%

Column base MA2593. Fragment of an Attic base, stored at the site of the Library of Hadrian.
Torus height is 0.126 m. Provenience is unknown (Fig. 12d).

Column base NA2882. This is a fragment recorded in the lapidaria of the Library of Hadrian. It
preserves a torus with a height of 0.125 m (Fig. 13d). Provenience is unknown.

Column base NA2884. This is a fragment recorded in the lapidaria of the Library of Hadrian. It
preserves a torus with a height of 0.129 m (Fig. 13e). Provenience is unknown.

Ionic drum AB2118. A large ashlar (AB2118) of the Tetraconch was manufactured out of a
colossal Ionic column drum. The ashlar has a length of 1.293 m and a height of 0.69 m Ma-
terial is Pentelic marble (Figs. 3, 10). The cutting for the insertion of a N shaped clamp is on
the left hand side thrust surface of the ashlar.? The axial distance between the Ionic flutes

is adorned with Alexandrian elements, namely the acanthuses in the lower parts of the attached column shafts
and the broken pediments (Browning 1982, 108). The arch at Ephesos employs the local composite capitals
and the tongues in the frieze (Fuchs 2016-7, 302-4 with related bibliography). The style and the unusually low
proportions of the Corinthian columns in the upper tier of the Arch in Athens (column height : lower diameter
~9:1) are in accordance with the extremely low column proportions in the adjacent Olympieion (on the style of
the capitals in the Arch, Willers 1990, 85 pl. 10). In Athens only the gate to the Hadrianic aqueduct of ‘Dexamenf’,
with its ‘baroque’ Syrian pediment and the inscription in Latin, underlines the personal relationship with the
emperor of Rome and his duty to provide water in the city. On the latter issue, Bruun 2000, 603-4.

24 Wilson Jones 2015, 201-2.

25 Aelius Aristeides, Orations 27, Panygeric in Cyzicus, 16-22, 40-1; DeLaine 2002. The octastyle pseudosipteral
temple at Cyzicus has plan dimensions 46 x 90 m. with a column diameter of 2.10 m and a corresponding height
of about 20-21 m (DeLaine 2002; 208).

26 By analogy, the Attic base of the columns in the Odeion of Agrippa is 0.35 m tall for a lower diameter of 1.07
m (Fig. 13b; Thompson 1950, 49 figs. 3-4 pl. 36).

27 Masonries in the central part of the Tetraconch are built with tightly fitted, well sized marble ashlars con-
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Fig. 11. Ashlar AB2402. Photo by Anna Dalgkitsi.

Fig. 12. a. volute PA1535. Photo by Dimitra Kovani; b. dentil MA2931. Photo by Niki
Georgakopoulou; c. acanthus fragment A1715. Photo by Giorgos Doulfis d. torus frag-
ment MA2593.
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Fig. 13. Attic bases from Athens with corresponding heights and lower diameter of column shaft. A: Attic base from the facade (west) of the
Library in Athens, B: Attic base from the Odeion of Agrippa, C: base from the pilasters of the Odeion of Agrippa, D: base fragment MA2882,

E: base fragment MA2884, F: column base AB2119.
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is 0.24(2) m. The arrises are severely battered. With 24 such flutes, appropriate to the Ionic or
Corinthian order, the reconstructed diameter of the drum would be 1.84-1.85 m. The column
shaft in this drum tapers 0.010-0.012 m over a height of 0.57 m. Feature AB 2118 must, there-
fore, belonged to the upper, tapering, portion of a gigantic column shaft, as due to the common
entasis the lowermost drums would have been nearly cylindrical.® The larger lower diameter of
the same shaft is estimated to approximately 1.90-1.95 m. A large, severely calcified, fragment
from a drum of the same colonnade is stored at the site of Hadrian's Library; the fragment also
retains 4 flute channels at an axial distance of 0.24 m between them.

Ionic drum AB2402. Ashlar AB2402 of the Tetraconch is made of an Ionic column drum with
diameter 1.35 m; height of the drum is 0.65 m (Fig. 11). The rear of the ashlar preserves 6
abraded flute channels. The axial chord in each of the 24 flutes is 0.17 m.

Volute Fragment PA1535 comes from the lapidaria in the Forum of Caesar and Augustus and
was brought to our attention by Dimitris Sourlas (Fig. 12a). The diameter of the extant volute
partis 0.25 m and as such it matches the scale of the Pantheon.*

Dentil MA2931. The height of dentil is 0.19 m, the width 0.128 m with distance between dentils
0.077 m Projection is 0.10 m. Pentelic marble (Fig. 12b). Provenience is the lapidaria in the Li-
brary of Athens. The exact dimensions of the dentil features in the Olympieion remain uknown;
the height of dentil MA2931 is identical to the one estimated for the Olympieion, however the
projection of MA2931 is half the calculated dentil projection in the latter monument®. The fea-
ture can reasonably be associated with the other colossal order in Athens, namely the one of
the ‘Pantheon’.

Corinthian acanthus A1715. Fragment A1715 comes from a gigantic Corinthian capital (Fig.
13c). Provenience is unknown. The feature is stored in the ‘Diogeneion’ property of NKUA, that
is situated in the corner of Kyrrestou and Diogenous streets, 65 meters SE of the ‘Pantheon’.
Width of the fragment is 0.445 m; the acanthus preserves all features of Hadrianic craftsman-
ship; specifically, these are the ringed voids between acanthus leaves and the deep channels®.
Eight acanthuses with a reconstructed width of appr. 0.50-0.55 m each account for a capital
periphery of around 4 m, or a diameter of 1.27-1.40 m.

nected together with N shaped and recycled H shaped clamps. Most of these blocks come from reused classical,
Hellenistic and Roman structures.

28 Special thanks are ought to Prof. Manolis Korres who prompted me to measure the tapering in the drum
and come up with conclusions with regards its location within the shaft.

29 A second fragment of a Corinthian volute with similar dimensions was discovered recently incorporated in
awall in the MEAT (Museum of Greek Folk Art) compound. This one has a raised rim, found in the capitals of the
Hellenistic Olympeion (Penrose 1888, table 38, reproduced in Télle-Kastenbein 1994, drawing 17).

30 Tolle-Kastenbein 1994, drawings 29-30. On the distance between dentils, Koppég 1999, 29.

31 Iwarmly thank Prof. Eirini Peppa Papaioannou for her assistance in the study of the fragment.

32 Walker 1979; Déroche 1987. 1 ought to thank Giorgos Doulfis for his assistance on this matter.
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ABSTRACT

At the site of Hadrian’s Library in Athens three, almost intact, pier shafts have been traced among
numerous architectural blocks and identified as parts of the same architectural composition based on
their material, craftsmanship and mostly on their identical form and equal dimensions. Moreover, a pier
capital, also stored in the Library, can be attributed to the same structure with dimension criteria; the
feature most probably crowned the piers. The new finds increase the small number of known piers in the
Athenian architecture up to date. This study aims at the determination of the original synthesis, which
will reveal not only its dating at the time of Augustus, but also the theatrical character of the building
from which they originated. These features reduce the number of possible buildings, of which the most
possible is the Odeion of Agrippa in the Ancient Agora of Athens. The graphic reconstruction of these piers
along the balcony of the building, which Travlos and Thompson had hypothetically restored with piers,
contributes in better understanding of the Odeion's design altogether, as well as in redefining the impact
of its exterior arrangement in the middle of the Agora.’

A. TIEPITPA®H TQN APXITEKTONIKQN MEAQN

‘O\a ta Ttpog €E€TAON APXLTEKTOVLKA HEAN €lval orjpepa ToTtoBeTNPEVA oTov uTtaibplo xwpo tng
BLBAL0BAKNG Tou ASpLavou og tpla Slapopetika onpeia. Ou teoool AB 2220 (Ewk. 1) kat AB 2221
(ELk. 2) Bplokovtal emtdvw otov BopeLlo oTUAoBATn TG TPIKALTNG BacALKAG, o€ opL{ovTLa BEon Kal

1 I8Laltepeg euxaplotieg opeihovtal oTov EMOTITN pou, K. XpUoavBo KaveAAOTIOUAO, yLa TNV ETILOTNHOVLKH TOU
KaBodrynon, TG WPEALPEG TIAPOTPUVOELG KAL TO APEPLOTO EVELAYEPOV TOU KaB' OAn Tn SLapKeLa TNG EPELVAL,
KUplwg OPwWG yla Tn cuvdpopr] tou o PeEBOSOAOYLKA KAl OXESLAOTIKA {NTrpata, ESALPETIKA XPHOLUN YLa TN
Stekmepaiwaon g mapovoag HEAETNG, WG THAPATOG TG MAE. Znuavtikr tav kat N cupBoAr Tou apxLTéktova
K. KAnun AcAavisn kat tou apyatoAdyou k. Kwvotavtivou MToAETn, Toug omtoloug euxaplotw oAU, Kabwg Pe
TLG Kalpleg TapatnproeLg Kat SLopBwoeLg Toug BeATiwoav To TIEPLEXOPEVO Kal TN Hop@r] TG tapoloag Snpo-
olevong. Na tnv Tapaywpnon autou Tou UALKOU TIPOG PEAETN OQEIAW VA EUXAPLOTAOW TOV ApXALOAGYO TNG
Epopetlag Apxatotrtwv ABnvwv Kat uttelBuvo otov XwWpo tng BLPALoBrKNng tou ASpLavoul K. AnprATpLo ZoupAq,
OTIWG KaL yLa 0An tn BorBeLa Ttou Ttapelye KAtd Tn SLAPKELA TNG ETILTOTILAG EPEVVAG OTOV XWPO. OEPHEG EUXApPL-
otleg yLa TLg avaloyeg SteukoAUvoeLg Ba rBeha va ameuBuvw ot apxatoAdyoug k. Mapia Aldoka Kat K. KAEww
Tooyka, UTIEUBUVEG yLa TOV apXaLOAOYLKO Xwpo tng Apxaiag Ayopdg tng ABrvag. Téhog, e€loou TTOAUTLUN Kal
ETIOLKOSOUNTLKNA 0TABNKE N cuvepyaotia pe TLg oltritpleg Nikn rewpyakomovAou, Avva AaAykiton kat Afuntpa
KoBavn otig épeuveg edilou.

AURA 2 (2019): 191-217
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Ewk. 1. O eoo6g AB 2220 (Ajpn A. Toatoapwvn) Ewk. 2. O tecoog AB 2221 (Afjn X. KaveA\omouhog) Ewk. 3. O Tiecoog AB 2121-AB 2122
(AnYn A. Toatoapwvn)
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Ewk. 4. To meoodkpavo AB 2178 (AP A. Toatoapwvn)

0 évag TANGilov Tou aAAou.2 O tpitog AB 2121-AB 21223 (ELK. 3), Y€ TOV {510 TPOTIO TOTIOBETNUEVOG
oto £5agog, Bploketal 0to VOTLO TURHa Tou BiBAlootaciou, evw to Tieccokpavo AB 2178 (Ewk. 4)
SUTLKWG TOU KUPLWGE KTLoPatog Tou TETPAKOYXOU, KATW attd AAAA OpPXLTEKTOVLKA PEAN.

Me BAon TG HETPAOELG TWV APXLTEKTOVIKWVY PEAWV (Miv. 1), oL teoool (ElK. 5-7) €xouv TLG
(8Leg akpLBWE SLaotdoeLg PeTa&L TOUG PE EAAXLOTECG KAL Ao )HavTeC aTtokALoELG. H Statopn Toug
elvat opBoywvia pe avaloyia HETagl Twv TAEUpwV 3:5 (0,402 x 0,644 p.). H peydAn Aeupd ma-
pouctddet pelwon 0,02 Y., evw otn otevr TAEUPA N Pelwon lvat KAt ardoAUTn T HLKPOTEPN.
H Sidotaon autr AAwote gp@avidel Kat TG HEYOAUTEPEG aTtoKALoELG PeETAEU TWV ap)LTEKTO-
VLKWV PEAWV, TNG TAENG TOU €VOG POVO €katooToU. OL PELWOELG EQapPOlovTal CUPHETPLKA O
KABE TIAEUPA, PE ATIOTEAECHA N KALON TWV ATTEVAVTL TIAEUPWV WG TIPOG Tov KABeTo dEova tou
TieoooU va glval emiong cUPPETPLKA. To VYOG, TTAVOPOLOTUTIO KAl OTOUG TPELG TIECOOUG, lvat
(00 pE 8EKA POPEC TO TIAATOG TNG OTEVNG, TipoodLag oYng.*

Mivakag 1 : Baolkég §L00TACELG APXLTEKTOVLIKWY PEAWV (0€ PETPQ)

AP. EYP. AB 2220 AB 2221 AB 2121-AB 2122 AB 2178 (MEZZOKPANO)
‘'Ygog 3,93 3,93 3,93 0,39

MAATOG KATW £€6pag 0,402 0,386 0,403 0,39

Mrkog kdtw €8pag 0,653 0,653 (8ev owletal) 0,665

MAdToGg Avw €8pag 0,394 0,384 0,378 0,594

Mrkog dvw €8pag 0,626 0,624 0,626 0,868

2 O TpoTog pe Tov omolo lval tomoBetnuévol, aAAd katl N aduvapia petakivnong toug Sucxepaivouv tn Sia-
SLkaota NG EMLTOTILAG EpELVAS (HETPAOELS, OXESLAOHOG, AN pwtoypa@Lwyv), Kabwg oL SU0 amod TG TECOEPELS
KABEeTEG TAEUPEG O KABE TIECO0 elval oxeSOv abéateg.

3 MMpokeLtal ya Vo Bpalopata CUYKOAWEVA.

4 Qg mAdTOoG o€ auTr TNV TiEpTTwon AapBdavetat urtoPn o PEcoG OPOG TWV PETProewY, SnAadr 0,397 .



194 ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2 « AURA 2

AB 2221
— - o8 —— AB 2178

\_ 90.21°

l 4.32

3.93

3.035

o,
{am)

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
\
\
\
|
|

~

89.79°

—~ oss | | oess —

2 m.

Elk. 5. ZX€5100TIKO QVATTTUYHA TOU TTIECo0U AB 2221 e To Tteoodkpavo (ox. A. Toatoapwvn)
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Elk. 6. ZX5LAOTIKO QVATTTUYHA TOU TIEGGOU AB 2220 (o). A. Toatoapwvn)
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Ewk. 7. ZXeSLOOTIKO avamtuypa tou teaool AB 2121-AB 2122 (oy. A. Toatoapwvn)
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AB2220

Etk. 8. OL KATW €5pEC TwV TTEGOWV AB 2220 kat AB 2221 (A\yin A. Toatoapwvn)

Tooo oL 8U0 oWIOPEVEG KATW £8PEG, 00O KAL OL AVW €SPEC TWV TIECCWV £XOUV OpoLa SLa-
HOpPwOoN Kal TLG L8Leg evtoppieg. Ztoug teocooug AB 2220 kat AB 2221 oL kdtw €6peg (ELk. 8)
SLaBETOLV TIEPLPETPLKA oKaApVio, SnAadn pia tawia mAdtoug 0,022 p. Kal Alyo tamewvotepn
amnd TNV EMLYAveLa €6pacng Tou TIECOOU, yla TNV Tipootacia twv akpwy tou. Katd tov agova
TOU PINKOUG KAl KATIWG EKKEVTPA ATIO AUTOV UTIAPXOUV TPELG OTIEG YOUPWOEWV: Jia oTo PHECOV
Kal U0 ekatepwBev autrg, amod TLG oTtoleg POVo oL TeAeutaleg elval dpoleg petagl Toug wg
TIPOG TO OXNHA, TLG SLAOTACELG Kal TNV Katepyaota. Ot dvw €5peg Kal TWV TPLWV TEGowV (ELK.
9) £xouv OXeS0OV OTO KEVTPO pla peydAn ot yoppwong péylotou Bdadoug 0,10 p. Kat PrKOUG
0,22 ., TTou cUVOSEUETAL aTIO AUAAKA PoAURBSoxdNoNG. Ztov AB 2220 tapatnpouvtal Kat UTto-
Aslppata poAURSou oto BAaBog NG youpwaong.

ATIO TLG KABETEG OTO £5APOG TIAEUPEG TWV TIECCOWY, PEYAAUTEPO EVELAPEPOV ONHELWVOUV
Ol JOKPEG TIAEUPEG. ZTOUG TtecooUg AB 2220 kat AB 2221 onuavtikotepa elval Ta amotumw-
pata mapactadwyv Bupwpatog (Ewk. 10) pe Adtog 0,14 p.5 kat Uog ou Ytdvel ta 3,03 petpa.
Aev TipOKeLTAL, AOLTTIOV, Ttapd yLa €va cUVOAO PE BUpWHA 0TO SLACTUAO® AVOoLyHa TWV TIECOWVY,
Tou eV owdleTal. 1o €MAVW PEPOG Elval EPPavEG TO amMoTUTIWPA TOU YeLOOU TIOU EMECTEPE
10 BUpwWHQ, UTtoSeLKVUOVTAG TNV TIPOcHLa 6PN Tou cUVOAOU AUTOU, OTO OTtolo To BUpwua Ba
KataAdpBave to Tiow TPAPA Tou SLACTUAOU avolypatog. ATIO TLG UTTOAOLTIEG TIAEUPEG, OL HOVEG
Tou Slacwlouv (xvn TpOoBEeTWY oToLXELWY, YyLa Ta oTtola Ba yivel AOyog otn ouvEXELq, lval
OL aTéVaVTL HAKPEG TTAEUPEG, TIOU AVTLOTOLYOUV 0Ta SLacTUALA EKaTEPWOEV Tou BupwpaTog.

H amodoon meplocdTEpWY TIECOWV OTO Ttapandvw cUVOAo eTLBeRalWvETaL amod tov Tpito
TIE000 TOU UTIO €€€tacn ouvoAou, AB 2121-AB 2122 (Ewk. 7). O TE000OG QUTOG PEPEL OTO AVW
TUAMPa tng plag mapeldg tou duo opBoywvieg uttodoxeg (0,13 x 0,15 Y.) Ye KAAR Katepyaotia,
ToToBeTNUEVEG oUVELBELAKA Kal KovTd otnv akpr tng. H xapnAdtepn Bploketal og LYPog 1,80
M. amd TNV KATw £6pa TOU TIECOOU KAl N amootaon avapeod toug ivat 1,10 p. Ze auteg Ba
epBarovtav EVALVEG Sokol, oL oTtoleg, Adyw Tou UPoug oto omolo Bplokovtay, olyoupa Sev

5 To mAdtog autd avagépetal povo otnv avadupwon, evw Slakpivetal kat To txvog tng €é5pacng tou Bupwpa-
T0G, TToU au&dvel To TAAToG o€ 0,28 Y., PTAVOVTAG EWG TNV AKPN TOU TIEGoOU.

6 H amoucia KLOVWV 0T CUYKEKPLUEVN TIEPLTITWON KABLOTA TILO EVSESELYHEVN TN XPrON TOU OPOU SLACTUAO N
SLaoTUALO avti Tou 6pou PeTakLovio Staotnpa (BA. Ginouves 1992, 60).
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AB2221 1 — 2  AB2121-2122

Etk. 9. OL Avw €8peg OAwV Twv Tieaowv (ANPn A. Toatoapwvn) Ewk. 10. H pakpd TAeupd Tou AB 2220 pe to amotunwpa
Bupwpatog (AN A. Toatocapwvn)

AeLtoupyouoav WG SLaPpaypatiko otolxelo oto SLaotuALo. YtodoxEg o€ avtiotolyn B¢on Ba
TIPETIEL VA UTINPXAV Kal o€ AANoV TIEGOO, 0 oTtolog, OpwC, Sev owdletat. OL Sokol Bewpeital otL
TaV TOTIOBETNHEVEG OTO TILOW PEPOG TOU SLACTUAOU avolypatog, 0Tiwe BeBatwvetal ya to Bu-
pWHQA, HAAAOV yLa Adyoug Tipootaciag amd TLG KALPLKEG OUVONKEG. Katd ouvETeLq, lvat TIOAU
TBaveé n B€on tng EcoooTOLYLAG VA TAV OTO EEWTEPLKO PEPOC EVOG KTNPLOU.

To mecodkpavo AB 2178 (Ewk. 11) pe Staotdoelg 0,39 x 0,665 p. akoAouBel Tig Slaotdoelg
TWV TIEOOWV, SE60PEVOU OTL £va TETOLO APXLTEKTOVIKO PEAOG ouvnBwg eEEXEL EAdyLOTa aATO
TLG TIAEUPEG OTO AVW PEPOG Tou TtecooU. Auto, pe UPog 0,39 Y., EVOWPATWVETAL AVaAOyLKA
oto UYPog Tou TEcooU amoteAwvtag to 1/10 autou, KL €Tol, To GUVOALKO UYog Tou OTUAOU
TIPOKUTITEL Loo pE 11 PopEG To TAATOG TNG Bdong. H oelpd kupatiwv podideL Tov SwpLkd Tou
XOPaKTAPA: TO KUPLO KUMATLO lval To papog, tou akoAouBeital amd avaotpoo AEoBLo TTpL
TO UTTOTPAXAALO, EVW O APBAKAG ETILOTEWETAL PE LWVLKO KUPATLO. TO pAUPOG HE HOPPT] LWVLKOU
Kupatiou amoteAel oTolxelo TWV EMIKPAVWY ard Tov 60 £wG Ta TEAN Tou 50u atwva T.X Pe St-
adedopévn xprion otnv abnvaikr apxLtektovikn.” Qotdoo, av Kat amd Tov 40 alwva o TUTIoq
TOU pAp@oug aAAleL, PHEXPL TOV 20 al. TI.X SEV KATAYPAYETAL Kaveva TIApASELYPa OTO OTtolo
TO PAPPOC va akoAouBeltal amnd avaotpowo AEGPLO OTO KATW PEPOG.E AVTLOETWG, TO KUPATLO

7 BA.Shoe 1936, 116-21, Ttiv. LVI-LVIIL.

8 H pehetn tng Shoe (1936, 116-25) (ptavel pexpL Tov S€UTEPO aLwva TL.X, XWPLG va cupteptAapBavel KTrpLa
TIou xtilotnkav Katd tn pwHalkn €mtoxn otnv EANGSa. Ze dAa ta SwpLkd emikpava PETA To pApgog akoAoUBel To
uTtoTpaxnALo. H TtpoaBnkn evog avaotpowou AEoBLOU KUPATLOU 0To onpeio autd auavel To YOG TwV KUPATL-
WV, AAAA Kat TNV TIpoBoAr Tou ARaKa Ao To UTTOTPaXALO.
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10 cm. 20 cm.

Ewk. 11. To meoodkpavo AB 2178 (ox. A.Toatoapwvn) Etk. 12. Mpdrudo ABnvag Apxny£tLdog, emikpavo apaotadag (amo: Stuart kat
Revett 1980, 1: Ttiv. VI, €lk. 1-2)

auté ouvavtdrtal PJovo OTo EMKPAVO TG Ttapactadag oto MpotmuAo tng ABNVAg ApxnyETtLldog?
(Elk. 12), yeyovdg TIoU TTapEXEL ONUAVTLKH EVSELEN yLa Tn XPOVOAOYNON TOU TIEGOOKPAVOU Kal
KT ETIEKTAON, OAWV TWV APXLTEKTOVLKWY HEAWV OTNV £TTOXI TOU AUyoUGCTOU.

QG UALKO yLa TNV KATAOKEUI TOUG XPNOLHOTIOL)ONKE TIEVTEALKO HAPHUAPO KATWTEPNG TIOLO-
TNTag PE TPOOHLEELG TEPPOU XPWHATOC, TIOU TPEXOLV PE TN Hop@r] PAEBWV. OL TIAEUPEG TOUG
glvat KaAd AeLacpéveg, av Kal elvat ppavic N emidpacn TWV KALPLKWY CUVONKWY OTLG EKTE-
BEeLPEVEC ETTLPAVELEG TOU PapHAPOU,™ kaBwg TOUAd)LoToV oL SUo iecool AB 2220 kat AB 2221
Bplokovtal otnv (6La Bean, SnAadr otov Bopelo oTUAOPBATN TNG TPIKALTNG BACLALKAG, aTto TNV
TEPLOS0 TWV TPWTWV AVACKAPWY OTOV XWPO."

B. H METAIENEZTEPH XPHXH TQN MEAQN

H akpLPrig B€on eLpecNG TWV TIAPATIAVW APXLTEKTOVIKWY HEAWVY OTOV XWPO TS BLBALOBNAKNG Sev
elvat yvwotr).”2 To teoodkpavo amotutiwOnke arnd toug Stuart kat Revett to 1751 pe Aemtopepelg
HETPAOELG (ELK. 12), aAAG PE TNV ECQAAPEVN EVEELEN OTL TIPOKELTAL YLA TO ETIKPAVO TIOU ETILOTEWPEL
akOpa orpEPA TNV LOTAPEVN Ttapaotdda otn vOTLa Klovootolyia tng TpikALtnG BactAkng.
ZUpQWVA Pe HEAETN TOU KaveANOTIOUAOU, OAX TA TIAPATIAVW APXLTEKTOVIKA PEAN eVTdyOnkav

o SeUTEPN XProN oTo TETPAKOYXO TWV apXWV TOU 50U at. p.X, o€ B€on MapaoTAdwy TWV NULKU-
KALKWVY KLovooToLlXLwv.* MaALota, n epyacia ipoocappoyrg yla evav amd toug Tiecooug -Tapa-

9 Stuart kat Revett 1980, 1: 4, ke. I, Ttlv. VI, €1k. 1-2.

10 AUTO ylvetal avTIANTITO, 6TAV CUYKPLVOVTAL PE TLG TIPOOTATEVPEVEG ETILPAVELEG, OTLG OTtoleg eSpadovtal
orpepa oL ecool.

11 Xtn B€on autr aneltkovidovtal os pwtoypayia tou 1885 amd tn NeoeAAnvikr lotopikr ZuAAoyr Kwvotavti-
vou Tpimou (Pwtoypagikd Apxela Mouoegiou MTievakn, BA. Kwvotavtivou k.d. 2009, 66).

12 Etlvat Bavo va mponABav amo tig katedapioelg tng MeydAng NMavayldg Kat Twv LELWTLKWY KTLOPATWY, TTIoU
SlevepynBnkav to 1884 otov Xwpo armo tnv ApxaloAoyikr Etalpela JETA TV KATaotpown Tng SNHUOTLKAG ayo-
pdg amod upkayLd. OTwE XapaAKTNPLOTLKA avagépel o Koupavousdng (1885, 15): «Tadta StaAlovteg Kal €Edyo-
VTEG €€ AUTQV TA APYLTEKTOVLKOV OXfipa €xovia peydAa pdppapa, Ta étomofetolpev 0L TTAVTOTE, WG rBEAOpEY,
€lg pépn to0 €oKappEVOU | AOKATITOU XWpPou, 6Ttd0ev va un dvaykalwpeda va Td HETAKWVEIHPEY TIAALY»,

13 Stuart kat Revett 1980, 1:43, ke@. V, Tiiv. XI, KATAYPAPOVTAG TA APXLTEKTOVLKA PHEAN ApXALOTEPWVY KTNPLwV,
TIoU evtoTLoav otn MeydAn Mavayla.

14 Tlpo@opLKkn eTLkoVWVLa Pe X. KaveAAOTIOUAO (adnpoaoieutn HeAETN).
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Elk. 13. To amotUmwpa Tng apactadag 0Tov LOTAPEVO TolXo Tou Tetpakoyxou (Afgn A. Toatoapwvn
kat enegepyaoia X. KaveAAOTIOUAOG)
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0Tadeg otn véa Bgon- elval opatr} otn BopeLa TAEUPA TOU LOTAPEVOU TolXou Tou TETPAKOYXOU
(Ewk. 13). Ta (xvn Tou Apnoe n SeUTEPN AUTH XPrON TWV TIECCWV OTLG TIAEUPEG TOUG, lval ava-
ykalo va evtoTiLotolV, WOTE VA PN CUYXEOVTAL E Ta oTolXEla TNG apXLKAG oUVOEoNG.

ElS1kOTEPQ, OTNV Avw £6pa dAWVY TWV TIEGOWV UTIAPXEL YOPPWon Peylotou Baboug 10 eka-
TOOTWV Kal PAKOUG 22 EKATOOTWY HE avAaka JoAuBSoxonone. Qotdoo, KAl OTLG TPELG YOUPW-
o€LG Ttapatnpeital tyripa 15 mepimou ekatootwy Lo Babu amod To UTTOAOLTTO Kat KaAUtepa St-
apopPwEVo, P Aeteg MAeLPEG (EK. 9). H otevr) antdAngn autol Tou TURPATOG améxeL amod tnv
OTEVI TTAEUPA TOU TIECOOU 16 €KATOOTA KAl OTLG TPELG TIEPUTTWOELG. TA TUAMATA AuTA AoLTtdv
aroteAovoav AUKOUG EANVLKOU TUTIOU, " TipLV amoAa&euBel n Ao&r TTAEUpA TOUG, WOTE va ETe-
KTaOel KaL va amoTeEAECEL YOPPWON OTNV ETIOUEVN XProN.

OL Katw £6peg (Ewk. 8), Tou cwlovtal Povo oToug SU0 amo Toug TPELG TIEcooUG, SLabBétouv
TPELG YOUWPWOELG, attd TLG OTIOLEG N KEVTPLKI] PalveTaAL va SnULoUpYrBNKE yLa T OTEPEWOT TWV
mapactadwy otig PnAEg Bdoelg ou AagevBnkav el Kataokeung TETpAkoyxou'. EMopévwg, oL
AM\EG SU0 KATEPWOEV TNG KEVTPLKAG avdyovTtal TNV apxLKr XPron Twv TIECoWV yLa Tn oTe-
PEWOH TOUG O€ OTPWON OTUAOPBATN, TIPAYHA TIOU CUVASEL KAl PE TNV ETILUEAECTEPN CUYKPLTLKA
Katepyaoia toug.

ATIO TN XProN TWV TIECOWV WE TIAPACTASWY OTO TETPAKOYXO EPUNVEVOVTAL OL ULKPEG OTIEG,
TIOU UTIAPXOUV OTLG ATTEVAVTL HAKPEG TIAEUPEG TWV AB 2220 kat AB 2121-AB 2122 (Ewk. 6-7), oL
oTtoleg ameyouv amo tnv avw £6pa 0,705 Y. Z& autég egBarovtav papsol yLa tnv avaptnon
TIOAUKAVENAWY, PE QVTLOTOLXEG OTIEG OTOUG LWVLKOUG KIOVEG TWV KoyxwVv.”” EUAoya, Aotrtdv, oL
TIAEUPEG PE TA {XVN TWV TIPOCHETWY OTOLXELWV aTd TNV apyLKn pdaon, elxav tomobetnBel €tot,
WOTE VA €PATITOVTAL OTOV ToiX0 Tou TETPAKOyXOU Kal va eivat a@avelg. Me tnv 8ta Aoykn,
OL TIOAAATIAEG OTIEG TTOU SLaBétel o AB 2220 oTnv ameévavtl JaKpa TTAEUPA Kal OL OTtoleg Sgv
LOATIEXOUV PETAEL TOUG, ™ TIPETIEL VA TIPOEPXOVTAL ATIO TN YETAYEVECTEPN XPMON TWV TIECOWV.

. H APXIKH ZYNOEXH

Ta TIapATIAVW OTOLYXELO ETILTPETIOUV PLA YEVLKA TIPOCEYYLON TWV XOAPAKTNPLOTLKWY TNG OUV-
Beong pe Toug tecooUG. Me Bdaon ta poobeta, EMeltovta orjpepa, otolxeia (BUpwua, Sokotl),
TIou amokabiotavtal ota SLacTUALY, N TIeEcoooTtolyia, amd Tnv otola TpoEpyovTal, amoTteAoU-
vTav amno TOUAJXLOTOV TE0OEPELG TIEGCOUG. H ToTto8£Ttnon Tou BupWwHATOG KAl TWV S0KWV 0TO
TILOW PEPOG TWV SLACTUAWY AVOLYHATWY TIPOSLSEL TILBavdv TNV TIPoEAEUO TG TIEcoooTOLYLag
aro TNV poooPn eVog Ktnplou, 6Tou Ba ATav EKTEDELPEVOL OTLG KALPLKEG GUVONKEG. ETILTTAEOV,
TO PEyEBOC TWV TIECOWV ATIOKAELEL TN XPrioN TOUG 0 OPOWO, TTIAVW arto AAAN Klovootolyia.

O EVTOTILOPOG TWV UTIO PEAETN TIECOWV SLEUPUVEL TOV TIEPLOPLOPEVO apLOUO TWV CWIOHUEVWVY
Kal SNUOCLEVPEVWY aBNVAlKWV TIECOWV, OL OTIOLOL CUVLOTOUCAV PEPOVWHEVA SnuLloupyrpata

15 O AUKog pttopel va glval €kkevtpa TomobeTnpUEVOG, av N avdptnon Sev yivetal amnd to pecalo oTéAeXOG,
OTIWG Yaivetal va LoxVeL o€ auth TV Tepimtwon, kabwg n dkpn tou AUKou BploKeTal 0To KEVTPO TNG EPESPA
(euxapLotieg yLa tnv emorpaven opeidovtal otnv Ka B. Mavidakn).

16 O SLaitepa PnAEG AUTEG KUPATLOWOPEG BATCELG KATAOKEUACTNKAY, WOTE VA PTACEL O TIECOOC OTO ETILOU-
pNTo UYOC yLa T cuyKeKpLUEVn BEon. Me Bdon toug utTtoAoyLopoUg, To TIecooKpavo AB 2178 Sev palvetal va
XPNOLHOTIOLONKE WG ETILKPAVO KATIOLAG TIAPACTASAG TOU TETPAKOYXOU.

17 TpowopLkr eTLkovwvia Pe X. KaveAAOTIouAO (adnpoaoieutn peAéTn).

18 OL PLIKPEG QUTEG OTIEG elval KaL OL TILO AWVLYHATLKEG TOU cUVOAOU. Elval Kal autég TomoBetnpéveg oto Tiiow
TUAMA TOU SLACTUALOU, OPWG Sev glval doLeG HETAED TOUG, 0UTE CUVEUDELAKA TOTIOBETNPEVEG, WOTE VA UTIO-
pouv va arnodoBoUv eUKOAA O€ eviaia kataokeun. Ta otolyxela autd pavepwVouV JAANOV TIEPLOTACLAKOU TUTIOU
OTIEG, TIOU avolxTnKav €T KATA TNV ApyLKr XPrON TWV TIECOWVY, E(TE O€ PETAYEVEDTEPN PAON, TILBAVOV yLa Ttnv
TIPOCAPTNON HETAALKWVY pABSwWV.
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Ewk. 14. To Swpikod BUupwpa (ox. A. Toatoapwvn)

NG KAQOLKNG €TTOXNG. MPAypaty, apKeTA oToLXEla TIAPATIEPUTIOUV 0TNV KAOQOLKN) OPXLTEKTOVLKN
TOU 50U alwva, OTIWG oL avaloyieg (11 Yopég To TAATOG TNG BAong - i} aAALwg 11 MB),™ n Katep-
yaotla, kat 16{wg To pAPPpog 0TO TIECOOKPAVO, ATTOSOOUEVO PE HOP®T) LwVLKOU Kupatiou.

ATIO TNV AAAN PEPLE, TO KATWTEPNG TIOLOTNTAG HAPHAPO TIOU XPNOLUOTIOLELTAL SEV ETILTPETIEL
TNV €vta&n tng ouvBeong o€ KAAOLKO olkodopnpa. EmmAgoy, otnv KAQGLKN emoxn] Sev Haptu-
peltal n kataokeurn Mecoootolylwy otnv ABriva kat 1&lwg otnv TpocoPn KAmoLou Ktnplou.
Ev téAel, SLapwtiotikn elvat n umapgn avaotpoou AECBLOU KUPATLOU KATW aTto TO pAPYOG,
Tou Bplokel povadiko TtapAaAAnAo oto eTtikpavo tou MpottUAou TG ABNvAg ApxnyETLdog, vog
KAQOLKLOTLKOU pvnuelou Tng €moxng tou Auyouotou. Etol, otnv meplmtwon anoddoong tng
oUVBEONC O€ €va KAQOLKLOTIKO PVNHELD, TA TTAPATIAVW AVTLKPOUOHUEVA XOPAKTNPLOTLKA CUYKE-
pddovtal o€ LKAVOTIOLNTLKO Babpd.

MapdAAnAq, n pop@r Tou BUPWHATOC ATTOKAAUTITETAL 000 lval Suvatov and tnv avabu-
PWor TOU 0TOUG TTEGO0UC. KaAuTitovtag TIEPLTTou Ta %4 Tou UPoug Tou SLACTUAOU avolyuatog
HEXPL TO ETILOTUALO,2 anokabiotatal WG SwpLkou tuttou BUpwpa pe eniotePn LwVLkoU yeloou

19 H avahoyla UPog Ttpog TAGTOG Bdaong (MB) Twv SWPLKWY TTEcoWV Kupaivetat amd 10,28 MNB €wg 11,57 MNB.
TUYKEKPLPEVQ, O TTIECOOG TNG VOTLOSUTLKAG TITEPUYAC TWV MpoTtudaiwv €xel avaloyia 11,43 MB, oL ecool Tou
vaoU twv ABnvaiwv otn AfAo 10,28 MB Kat 0 TIEG0OG TOU XopnyLKoU pvnueiou Tou OpacUAiou 11,57 MB.

20 To pkpoteEPO VYOG TOU BUPWHATOG OE OXECN PE TOUG TIECCOUG TIPETIEL VA TIPOEKUPE aTtd To SES0UEVO SLaoTU-
ALO TNG TIEGOOOTOLYLAG, £POTOV oL aVahoyleg TOu SwpLlkol Bupwpatog (Gvolypa Tipog UYPOC) £XOUV CUYKEKPLUEVO
€Upoc.
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(Ewk. 14), cuvduaopog Tou Sev elvat oTtavLog Katd Tov 10 alwva T.X, 0TiwW¢ TOUAAXLOTOoV pap-
TUPOULV aTELKOVIOELG BUupWPATWY € Tolyoypawieg Tng Mopmniag.?

A. EPMHNEIA

ATIO TNV QVOAUTLKY TIEpLYpA@r) TNG TECoOOTOLYlag TipoKUTTEL N UTtapEn Svo otolxelwy, Tou
Bupwpatog Kal Twv SoKwy, TIoU eTLSExovTaL SLEPEUVNONG KAl EpPNVELag OTO XPOVOAOYLKO
TAatoLo tou 1ou awwva T.X.

To BUpwpa avapeoa oe Vo eAelBepa otnplypata kat Vo avolytd SlactuAla Sev pmopetl
Tapd va Aeltoupyel CUPPBOALKA, Aol gV oUVLOTA TOV PoVaSLKO TPOTIO EL0OS0U OTOV XWPO
Tou oploBetel. Elvat mbavdv va opilel va mEpacpa 1} akOPaA Kal va amoTteAEL oTolxElo plag
vonuatodotnuévng pocodng. Tétolou eldoug Bupwpata uTripxav ota TPOoKNVLd Twv Be-
ATPWY, KAl KUPLWGE OTO KEVTPLKO SLACTUALO TNG TIpOooPr]g Toug, VW Ta uttdAoLta SLactuALa
KaAuTITovtav Pe EVALVOUG TILVAKEG, ETTL TWV OTIolWV UTIPXAV YPATITEG TTAPACTACELG.2 H otevh
olVEeon TwV BUPWHATWY PE TA OKNVLKA OLKOSOPNHATA QalveTal Kat amod Ttnv KAataokeur U0
SwpLkWV BupWHATWY oTa SLACTUALA TOU XOpNYLKOU pvnueiou Tou @pacUAAou. Ta Bupwpata
TWV TIpooKNViwv BERaLa, EKTOG aTIO TO OTL EMETPETAV TN SLEAEUON TWV UTIOKPLTWVY aTiO Kal
TIPOG TN OKNVH, AELTOUPYOUCaV KAl WG OKNVOYPAPLKO OTOLXELO OE CUVSUACPO PE TLG ATIELKOV(-
OELG OLKOSOUNPATWY OTOUG TIVAKEG. 2

H amokatdotaon peyaAwv EUALVWVY Sokwv oTLg opBoywvleg uttodoxeg tou AB 2121-AB
2122, aM\d KaL N eppnvela autwy Stepsuvdtal PE Tn BorBela eLkovoypa@ilkwy TtapdAAnAwy,
TIOU €XOUV EVTOTILOTEL. Z€ TOLXOYPAPLEG EMAUAEWV Kal OWKLWV TG MopTniag kat tng Pwpng
Tiapatnpouvtal SLAEG Sokol o€ TIECOOOTOLY(EG, KLOVOOTOLYLEG 1] AKOPA KAL OE PEPOVWHEVA SL-
QOTUALO KaL JAALOTA, TIAVTOTE OTO AVW THAKA TWV OTUAWV. To oToLyelo autd cuvavtdtal Tooo
otov 8eUTEPO, 60O KAl OTOV TPLTO TIoPTINLavé pubuod, oL ottolol cUPPWVA PE TNV aroyn Tou
EXEL ETILKPATAOEL, JLUOUVTAL TOV OKNVOYPAPLKO SLAKOCHO Bedtpwv.?

21 Evéelktikd avagépovtal ol €8¢ tolxoypawpieg anod Pappalardo 2009 (xwplg apiBunon ewoévwy): Otkia Tou
Iulius Polybius, aiBpto xwpig impluvium, 6Tou oto UYPogG Tou opoPoU ElKoVifeTal §WOTNG Pe TTEcoooToLyia
(ogA. 27), Emauln tou Publius Fannius Synistor oto Boscoreale, tpikAivio G (g€A. 36), EtauAn twv Muotnpiwy,
cubiculum 16 (ogA. 48) kat ErtauAn tng Poppea, albplo 5 (oeA. 72).

22 Moretti 2014, 129, €lK. 3.16, TIPOKELTAL YL TA VEOU TUTIOU OKNVLKA OLKOSOMPNHATA HE TIPOOKAVLO, TIOU E-
@avifovtat ota téAn tou 4ou awwva T.X. O {810¢ (2014, 134-7) TomoBeTel TNV TIPOEAEUCN TOU VEOU TUTIOU EKTOG
ATTLKNG, ME eVBEl&eELG TTOU 08nyoUV TV €peuva otn Makedovia. Oswpel S& TTOAU TiBavd n alhayr va Pnv ogel-
A€TAL OE SLAPOPOTIOLNON TNG XPrONG, AAAA OTNV KATAOKEUN VEWV UVNUELAKWY BEATPWY, TIOU EVETIVEUCQV TNV
ETILVONGN VEWV HOPYPWY, TIPOCAPHOCHEVWY OTLG ATIALTAOELG PEYAAUTEPOU KOLVOU.

23 MmoAgtng 2012, 178-216, Ttiv. 106.

24 Bupoupiog, De architectura, 5,6,9: horum autem ornatus sunt inter se dissimili disparique ratione, quod tragicae
deformantur columnis et fastigiis et signis reliquisque regalibus rebus, comicae autem aedificiorum privatorum et
maenianorum habent speciem prospectusque fenestris dispositos imitatione, communium aedificiorum rationibus,
SNAadn Kloveg KaL OETWHATA, TIOU PLUOUVTAL QVAKTOPd, YLa TNV Tpaywsia, LSLWTIKA KTiopata Kat eEWoTeq Pe
Tapabupa yLa TNV Kwpwdia. Na tn onpacta tng BUpag Tou oKNVLKoU otkodopnpatog BA. Mikesdakn 2004-05, pe
oUVEEON TNG TIAOKNG ETIAEYPEVWY SPAPATWY PE TN AELTOUPYLKH KAl GUPBOALKH Xprion Ttng Bupag.

25 Fragaki 2003, 258-9, ony. 65, pe 6An tnv Ttpoysveotepn BLRALoypaia yla to Bépa. To CUYKEKPLUEVO OTOL-
Xelo WoTO0O elval SUCEPUNVEUTO OE OXEON HE TOV OKNVOYPAPLKO SLAKOOHO, ELSIKA OTav eP@avideTal o€ KLo-
VOOTOLYXLEG 1] TIEOO0OTOLY(EC, TTOU TOTtoBETOUVTAL 0TO BABOG TNG cUVBEDNG, EKATEPWOEV TOU KEVTPOU, TIPOoodi-
Sovtdg tng tpooTttikn (OmAovtig, EmauvAn A r tng Poppea, TpikAivio 14, Sutikdg tolxog). Oa pmopoloe Aoumdv
oL S0Ko{, TIoU OTNV TPAYHATLIKOTNTA TOTIOBETOUVTAV O TIEPLOPLOPEVO aplBPo SLacTuAiwv yla tnv avdptnon
QVTLKELUEVWY, Va aTelKovioBnkav amod toug {wypapous we otolxela os Sladoyikd StaotuAla, pe okotmd va
ETLTEVOLV TNV EMLELWKAOPEVN TIPOOTITLKI 0TN cUVBEDN. Kat' eméKtaon, N MEPLTTTWON ATELKOVLONG SOKWV OF [E-
HOVWHEVA SLacTUALA TIOU TIAQLOLWVOUV EYKAPOLA €va BUpwHA 1] amAwG éva AvoLypa TIPETIEL VA avTaTIoKplveTal
TIEPLOGOTEPO OTNV TIPAYHATIKOTNTA.
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Ewk. 15. Apisa ASpLavou, 6powog (AN kat emeEepyactia X. KaveAAOTIOUAOG)

XapakTnPLOTLKO Elval To TapASELypa TNG TolXoypayilag oto Swudtio pe ta Mpoowtela ano
TNV okia tou Auyoucotou otn Pwpn,% émou mapatnpouvtal SMAEG Sokol og SUo peTakldovia
SLaotrpata mov TAALOLWVOUV TO KEVTPLKO avolypa. O OBLSLog Teplypdpovtag oTo €pyo Tou
Tristia tnv TpoooPn TG olkiag autrig otov MNMalativo AdYo, SNAWVEL EVTUTIWOLACHEVOG aTto Ta
Bupwpata, ou Eexwpilouv egattiag tng SLAKOOUNONG TOUG HE ACTPAPTEPA OTIAA.?

singula dum miror, video fulgentibus armis
conspicuos postes tectaque digna deo.
‘et Iovis haec’ dixi  domus est? quod ut esse putarem,
augurium monti querna corona dabat,
OBtdiog, Tristia 111, 1.33-35.
Y16 to mplopa authg tng avagopdg yivetal (owg TepLocOTEPO KATAVONTH N ATIELKOVLON

HEYAAWV aoTiiSwv avaptnuévwy o€ elyn oKWV o€ ToLyoypaia amoé tnv EmauvAn A tng OmAo-
vtidag.

26 Clarke 2005, mtiv. III.

27 Favro 1996, 203-4, ony. 136, cUPPWVA PE TTAALA pwPALKR ouvhBeLa, e§€xovteg pwpalot TToAlteg AduBavav
TNV TLUN VA PTIopo UV va avaptolV Adgupa yUpw armd tnv (0080 TNG LBLWTLKAG TOUG KATOLKLAG I KaL Va ToTIoBE-
ToUV TN BUpa £T0L, WOTE va avolyel Tipog ta €§w, Slvovtag TTpoTePALOTNTA OE AUTOV Ttou Byailvel amod tnv owkia,
TIApA O€ QUTOV TIOU SLEPXETAL TOV OTEVO cuVRBwG Spdpo. EmumAgoy, o Charles-Picard (1957, 122) onueLwveL 0TL
n avaptnon Aaplpwv o€ BUPEG Asttoupyoloav Kal WG TIPOCTATEUTLKA oToLyela.

28 Towoypawpia amd tov Sutikd Tolxo Tou aBpiou 5, dTou oL kioveg pe TLg S50koUG Kal TLG avapTnUEVES AoTTL-
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EvtUmiwon mpokaAel emumAéov n UTtapén mapopolwy {euywv S0KOBNKWVY O€ €va LOTAPEVO
pvnuelo otnv ABrva, otnv adida tou Adplavou (ELk. 15) Kal CUYKEKPLPEVA, OTOUG TIEGGOUG
TOU 0pOYOoU, EKATEPWOEV TOU KEVTPLKOU SLACTUAOU avolypatog, TTou apXLka ATav KAELOTO.?
Me Bdon autr) Tnv tapatnpnon, elvat evéLagepov To yeyovog OTL OL EPEUVNTEC ATTOSIS0UV 0TN
SLapOPPWON TOU 0pOPOU XAPAKTHPA APXLTEKTOVLKWY TIPOCOPEWY, OTIWG AUTEG TIOU XAPAKTN-
pidouv ta oKNVLKA olkoSoprpata.®

E. AITOKATAXZTAZH THZ MEZX02TOIXIAZ 2TO QAEIO TOY AIPITITTA

O Xapaktipag Tou TPOoosidouv Ta Tapamavw TapAAnAa otnv mecocootolyia odnyel tnv
€PEUVA OE PVNHELAKO OLKOSOUNUA TIoU XTloTtnke otnv ABrjva tnv €moxr| Tou AuyoUGTOU KAl TIoU
mBavotata SLEBETE apxLTEKTOVLKA oToLxela Bedtpou 1 eLELKOTEPA OKNVLKOU OLKOSOUNHATOG.
Metd amod SLepelivnon TwWV YVWOTWV KAl AVECKAPHPEVWY KTNPlwv TIou xtiotnkav otnv ABriva
emtl AuyouoTtou, ylvetal amoTelpa va anodobel n mecoootolyia oto Q&elo Tou Aypimma oto
KEVTPO TNG apxalag Ayopdg (ELk. 16), KOl OUYKEKPLPEVA, OTOV €EWOTN TIoU TEPLEBAME TO
KTNPLO OTLG TPELG TOU TIAEUPEG.

Xtiopévo mepimou to 15 11.X, To Q<io Ttou Aypimra amoteAel To TAAALOTEPO pWHALKO WEELO
oToV EANASLKO XWPO, TOU OTIOLoU OHWG N EEWTEPLKN popr gv emavalapBdavetal o€ kaveva
amo ta petayeveotepa wdela. H umodelypatikr PeAETN Tou KTnplou ota peéoca Tou Tiponyou-
HEVOU alwva amod toug Thompson kat TpauAd® odrynoe oe pia oAOKANPWUEVN Kat eVAoYN
TpATAcN avaTIapAcTtacng, Tapd Ta EAGXLOTA EUPHHATA KAL TNV ATIOCTIACHATIKOTNTA TWV OTOL-
xelwv.

‘Eva amo ta t8Lopop@a XapaktnpLoTLKA Ttou Tou amodidovtal ivat n umapén evdg oteya-
OMEVOU €EWOTN TIOU TIEPLTPEXEL O XAUNAGTEPO ETILTIESO TOV KUPLO OPXLTEKTOVLKO OYKO TOU
Q&elou, avadelkvuovtag TIAIPWE TO APYLTEKTOVLKO TOU OXESLO, TTIOU TIAPATIEUTIEL OE OKTAGTUAO
vaiko olkosopnpa. O e§WoTNG auTOG ATIOKATACTABNKE ATIO TOUG PEAETNTEG E TIECOOOTOLYLEG,
Tapd to yeyovog OtL Sev BpEBNKe 1 eV avayvwploTnKe Kaveva apyLTEKTOVLKO PEAOG TIOU va
TO TEKUNPLWVEL? AV KAL TO OKETITLKO TOUG eV KataypAetat otn dnpoaoieuon, n Aoy Twv
TIEOOWV YLA TO GUYKEKPLUEVO THRPA TOU KTnpiou glvat n Lo eUAoyn yLa TotkiAoug Adyoug. Ev
TIPWTOLG, N PUBULKNA oudetepoTnTa plag Swplkrg Tecoootolyiag® eEumnpetel tnv avasdelén

Se¢ amelkovidovtal Simha og SwpLkd BUpwWHA PE LWVLKO yeloo. AoTiiSeg o {elyn Sokwv epgavidovtal Katl oTov
Tpito mopmniavé pubuod otnv owia L,9,I tng Mopmniag (Owkia pe to Qpato Impluvium, B’ tétapto 1ou awwva
p.X., BA. Ling 1991, €Lk. 168).

29 Kapia amotimnwon Twv §0KoBnkKwv Sev €xel SnUooleuBbel PéxpL onpepa, oUTE amo Toug Stuart kat Revett
(1980, 3: kew. 3, Ttlv. 4-5), oUte amo tov Willers (1990, 68-92), Ttou €lvaL oL POVOL TIOU €XOUV KAVEL ETILTOTILA
€peuva oto pvnueio. Ta v AOyw OTOLXELD, OTIWG KAl TO PVNHELO GUVOALKE, PEAETWVTAL amd TNV ypdyouod oTo
TAaioLo SL8aktoplkng SlatpLBng pe titho De imagine urbana: elkOveg kat amoels TG pwpaikrc Abrivag.

30 Adams 1989, 13. Mapd TO OTL O PEAETNTIG SEV UTIELOEPYETAL OE AETITOPEPELEG, ELVAL EVIUTIWOLAKI) I OHOLO-
TNTA TOU 0POYOU LIE TA OKNVLKOU TUTIOU OLKOSOUNKATA TIOU attelkovi{ovTal oTLg Tolyoypawieg tng Mopmniag.
31 To KtrpLo NPOE 0TO PWG PE TLG AVAOKAPEG TOU 1934-35 Ao TNV APEPLKAVLKE ZXOAR KAAOLKWV ZTTOUSWV Kat
N HeAETN tou SnpoctelTtnke To 1950 oto TePLoSLkd Hesperia amd tov H.A. Thompson, o otolog avayvwpidet
TN onPavtikr cUPBOAR Tou TpauAou OxL HOVo ota oxESLa Tou KTnpiou, aA\d Kal og KABE oTAdLo TNG HEAETNG.
32 Kataypnotika ylvetat xprion Tou 6pou €£WOTNG KAl yLa TLG TPELG TIAEUPEG, av KAl N AsLtoupyila autr agopd
HOvVo oTLg SU0 TIAEUPEG (AVATOALK KAl SUTLKN), BA. Kal TTapakdAtw.

33 Thompson 1950, 75-6, TTou avagépeL OTL n anokatdotaocn Tou e&wotn Baclotnke otnv avtiAnyr] Toug oxe-
TLKA pE TN AsLToupyia tou. ELSikd yLa toug oTUAOUG, avageépeL OTL N Hop@r] TOug KaL To petagovio ival kabapd
OXNHATIKA.

34 H SwpLkn Tecoootolyia pmopel va @pépel akdopnTn {weopo, Xwpig TpLyAUYoug, OTwg cupBalvel PE Toug
SwpLkolg teaoolG Twv MpomuAaiwy, Tou OpacUAAELOU Kal Tou vaou Twv ABnvaiwv otn AnAo.
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Ewk. 16. To Qb¢gio tou Aypimma (AN pwtoypagiag X. KaveAOTIouAog, amo tn pakéta tng Apxaiag Ayopdg otov 6po@o tng ZTodg Tou
AttdAou)

TOU KOpLVOLOKOU puBpoU 0To KUPLWG KTrpLo, TIpoodisovtag atohnTikr LooppoTtiia 0To GUVOAO.
AKOpn, edopévou Tou aplBpoU TWV ATALTOUPEVWY OTUAWV YLA TOV CUYKEKPLUEVO EEWOTN (TTE-
ptrtou 70), n emmloyr) Tecowv avti KLovwv Ba rTav n oLkovouLKOTepn AUaon. EmAéov, aAAoU
TUTTIOU OTUAOL, OTIWG OL AHPLKLOVIOKOL, ATIOTEAOUV OTOLXELO TTOU XPNOLUOTIOLOUVTAL GTOUG 0pO-
(POUG TWV EAMNVIKWVY SLWPOYPWV OTOWV, TIAVW aTIO LOOYELEG KLOVOOTOLY(EG PE PHEYAAUTEPEG avVa-
AoylEG, YL ApYLTEKTOVLKN Jop®n TIOU oTnV Tepimtwon tou Q&slou Sev upiotaral.

Mpdypatt, oL TIECOOOTOLY(EG OTLG TPELG TIAEUPEC TOU QSEELOU KATAOKEUAOTNKAV UTIO LSLA-
Couoa ouvBnkn. H votia MAELPA, E OKOTIO VA ATTOTEAETEL TNV £l0080 yLa To Kowod tou Q&eilov,
TIPOCGKOANABNKE 0TO AvéNPo TtNG MEONG 0TOAG, TIOU AELTOUPYOUOE WG 080G KATA PAKOG TNG Bo-
peLag MAgUpd tng. Katd cuvemela, n votia mecoootolyia, dvtag oto (6o emimedo pe autdv tov
Spdpo, ywotav avtAnTth we eva (8o tapodLag otode. AVTLOETWE, N AVATOALKN KAl N SUTLKN
TIAELPAQ, Sedopévou OtTL Bplokovtav otnv (&la otddun pe tn votLa, amoteAouoaV TIECCOOTOL-
XLeg og UYPoG opdYouU, aPou N UPOHETPLKN SLaYopd PETAEL TOU avdrpou Kal ToU E86APOUG TG
Ayopdg EeepvoUoE Ta TEOOEPA PETPA.® ETOL, TO AMALTOUPEVO UYPOG yLa TV Ttaposdia otod Ba
Atav acupBifacto pe To UPOG KaL KAT ETEKTAON HE TLG avaloyleg plag eveeXOPEVNG LWVLKAG
f SWPLKNAG KLovooTtoLyilag (e Kloveg 1 ap@Lkioveg) og otabpun opdYou.? H emAoyr] AoLTIOV TwvV

35 Thompson 1950, Ttiv. 16 kat 18, pe BAaon TG HETPrIOELG TOU TpauAoU, OTIwG KataypdapovTal ota avtiotoyd
oxedLa.

36 EVSELKTIKA ava@EpeTal To UYPOG TWV APPLKLOVWY TOU 0pOYOU TNG 0TOAG TOU ATTAAOU 0TA AVATOALKA TOu
Qé&¢lou, ou Ptdvel ta 3,09 p., e To UPOG TWV KLOVWVY TOoU Looyeiou va avépxetal ota 5,34 p. Ma ta udn BA. oto
YnpLako apxelo Tng Agepkavikig ZxoAng KAaoLKwy ITouswv yLd TG avacka@ég otnv Apyaia Ayopd to oxesLo
Tou L. TpauAoU PE TNV TOr TG 0ToAG Katd tov agova Tou kAlgakootactiou (aptBuog oxediou A 72, DA 1448,
amo:  http://agora.ascsa.net/id/agora/drawing/da%201448?q=stoa%20attalos&t=drawing&v=list&sort=&s=5,
avaktAonke otig 7/4/2019).
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TIEOOWV WG oTNPLYPATwy Ba propoloe va lval amotéAecpa cUPBLRAcHoU QUTWY TWV avtl-
KPOUOHEVWY oLVONKwWy, P Sedopévn TNV embiwén opoldpopyng Kat Kupilwg Lootpoug Tept-
otaong. EEGAou, oL teoool Ba propoucav va xapaktneLoTouy, OTiwG Tipoavageponke, pub-
HLKA OUSETEPOL O€ OUYKPLON HE TOUG KLOVEG, agoU n TIEPLOPLOPEVN XPrON TOUG 0TNV EAANVLKN
OPXLTEKTOVLKNA cuvemayotav tnv EAeLPN KaBOoPLOPEVWY KAl TIAYLWHEVWY KAVOVWV (aVaAoyLwV
 HOPPWV).

Tooo o €&wotng, 600 Kal N otod tng €L0ddou TEPLBAMoUY TNV aibouoa akpodoewv o€
oxnpa M. To clvolo otnpiletal oe OAN Tou TNV €Ktacon Kat TapdAAnAa avupwvetal, Wote
va euBuypapplotel pe to eninedo tou avérpou, amd va cryptoporticus. MpdkeLtal yLa évav
KAELOTO Kal aBsato Sladpopo pe agovikr Klovootolyia, yla tn otriptén tou damedou tou
opoYou, Tou Eemepvoloe o€ TIAATOG ta 6,50 pétpa. To cryptoporticus xpnoluoToLitnKe gu-
PEWG OTLG TIOAUTEAELG pwHATKEG ETTAVAELG TNG Kapmaviag JETd ta Péoa Tou 1ou atwva T.X WG
KAELOTOC SLadpopog pe mapdbupa otn pia r kat otig U0 TIAEUPEG. ATTIO TIEPLYPaPEG Tou MAL-
VLoV Tou NEWTEPOU OTLG EMLOTOAES TOU, TIANPOYOPOUHACTE OTL £VAG TETOLOG OKLEPOG XWPOG OE
pla émavAn xapaktnpilotav and Spocepr) atpoopatpa egattiag tng KUkAowopiag tou aépa
MEOW TWV TIAPaBUPWY, TIAPEXOVTAG ECWTEPLKO KALUATIKO EAEYXO OTO KTNPLo.¥” ETiLIIAEOV, OTNnV
(SLa Teployn €xeL SLamotwBel n xprion Tou cryptoporticus w¢ Baon yla e€woteg, amd Toug
oTtoloug UTIPXE N SUVATOTNTA OTITIKOU EAEYXOU TNG YALOKTNGLAG, TIOU TIAPELXE OTOV LELOKTHTN
TO AVAAOYO OLKOVORLKO KaL KOLVWVLKO TIAEOVEKTNHA. H TIPOEAEUON AUTWY TWV OTOLXELWV (oW
va pnv eivat tuxala, kabBwg o Aypimrag elvat Bavo va kateixe meplovoia otnv Kapmavia,
OTIoU Kal TEBave Eagvikd Alyo PETA TNV Kataokeur tou Q&elou, To 12 TT.X.¥

Mpaypaty, ol SUo TapaTdvw AELTOUpyleg UopolV va avayvwpLotolv Kat oto Q&glo tou
Aypinma, kaBwg peE To cryptoporticus Ba emituyxavotav o §pocLopog tou auditorium Tou TiepLe-
BaAe,* evw 0 eEWOTNG, KABWG ELOBANEL 0TV Ayopd, Oa TTapeLyE OTITLKO EAgyX0 OAOU TOU XWPOU
KaL TwV SpWHEVWY O€ autov. AMWOTE, 0 €£wotnG lval €va TPNAPA Tou KTnplou Tou §gv ouvEe-
€TAL QPECA PE TNV aibouoa akpodoEwV, KaL ETTOPEVWG Elval SLaxwWPLOPEVOG amto tn AeLtoupyia
ToU Welou. ATIOTEAEL OPWCG Pila aTto TLG TILO TIPOVOHLOUXEG BeaTPLKEG WVEG TTapakoAouBnong
TWV SPWHEVWY TNV Ayopd Twv ABNVWV PE XOPAKTNPLOTLKOTEPO TNV TTOUTIN) TwV Mavabnvaiwv.

Mépa amod Ta PEPOVWHEVA AUTA OTOLXELa, TOV €EWOTN KAl TO cryptoporticus, n eEWTepLKN
popr) Tou Qbelou, PE TOV PLKPO pUBUO OTO KATW PEPOG KAL TOV PHEYAAO ETIAVW ATIO AUTOV, TIA-
PATIEPTIEL OTA VEOU TUTIOU OKNVLKA OLKOSOPNKATA TNG EANVLOTLKNG €TT0XNG.4' To olkoSopnua

37 Zarmakoupi 2011, 50-8, ik. 3.4, 3.7 kat 3.9, 0 6pog cryptoporticus PapTupeLTaL Tipwtn QYopa oTLg EmtoToAés
Tou MAiviou, Tou ottoiou oL TIEpLYpayEG uTtoypappifouv TNV TIPOCTATEUTLKN LELOTNTA EVOG TETOLOU XWPOU aro
QaVTIEOEG KALPLKEG OUVONKEG.

38 Courbot-Dewerdt 2009, 17. O Thompson (1950, 76-7) TtapdAo Ttou evtoTtileL tnv UTtapén cryptoporticus otLg
eMAVAELG Tng Kapmaviag, Sev avtihapBdvetal tov poAo Tou, BEwpwvTag OTL TO OTOLXELO aUTO amAwg eEUPwWVEL
Tov avolyto eEwotn Tou otnpideL. ‘EToL, otnv Tepimtwon tou Q8elou epunveleL tn Asttoupyia Tou wg amnobn-
KEUTLKOU XWPOU EPOSLWwY, amapaltrtwy os evdexOpevn TIoAlopkia. Mapadéxetal wotdoo ATL N KATAoTaon Tou
SaméSou, TWV TolXWV, TIOU TaV ETILYPLOPEVOL E KOVIaPQA, KAl TwV KLOVWVY UTIOSNAWVEL OTL autd TO TP Tou
KTnplou xpnotyotoBnke eAdyLota.

39 Roddaz 1984, 241-3 kat 485. O Ayplrriag Katelxe apKeTEG eMAUAELG €Ew amd Tn Pwpn, xwplg 0pwg va tov
€xeL amodoBel pe BePatdtnta cuykekpLpévn €navAn. H Kapmavia eivat pla anod tg mo mbaveg tomobeoieg,
apoUL cuPPWVa Pe Tov Alwva Kaoolo (LIV 28,2) ekel eméAe&e va TAeL Tov XelPwva Tou 13-12 Tt.X YETA TV EKOTPa-
tela otnv Mavvovia, émou kat TEdave amod KAmoLa appwaoTtLd.

40 H votia Aeupd tou Q&etlou, Tdvw amd tnv (0050 TWV Beatwy 0TOo KTrPLO, SLAPOPPWVOTAV HE KLOVOOTOL-
Xla KL EMOPEVWG, ATAV avoLyTr KAl CTPAHEVN TIPOG TNV KatewBuvaon, OTou o AALOG pecoupavel. Me autod tov
TPOTIO, TO ECWTEPLKO Tou QEelou Kal eLSLIKA n oknvr] pwtl{dTav, VW To cryptoporticus BonBouoe otnv e§Loop-
pomnon tng Beppokpaactag.

41 BA. onp. 21. MpOKeLTAL LA TO TIPOOKAVLO KAl TO ETILOKAVLO QVTLOTOLYA. ZUPQWVA PE TNV MikeSakn (2015,
57), 0 aplBpog Twv avolypdtwy Atav TEpLTTog (3, 5, 7) avdloya PeE TG SLaoTtdoeLg Tng oknvng. Xto Q&¢elo ta
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auTo cuvTiBETaL auTr) TNV ETTOXI ATIO TO TIPOOKIVLO, Yia XAUNAL OTWLKI KATAOKEUN OTOV XWPO
TOU Looyelou, N oTtola TIPOCATITETAL OTO KTPLO TNG oKNVr\G otnpidovtag tov e§wotn, oTo Tiiow
MEPOG TOU oTolou Ta avolypata TIPog To E0WTEPLKO TOU KInplou opidovtal amd ToAU peya-
AUtepoug TiEcooUC 1] avaAloya TUrpata tolywv.* Autog akplBws o cuvduaopog Bupidel tnv
miecoootolyia Tou e§wotn oto Qbelo, OV TIpocapTaTal otov KUPLO YKo Tou, o ottolog SLap-
Bpwvetal amd evav oAU HeyaAUTEPO pUBUO Ttecowv. ISLaitepn PAALOTA EVTUTIWGN TIPOKAAEL
N OPOLOTNTA TOU GUVOALKOU OyKou Tou Q8elou, OTIwG TIPOKUTITEL ATIO TN PEAETN, E TO OKNVLKO
olkodopnua tng AAou, To ottoio SLabEteL TteploTaon Pe TTECOOUG OE CUVEXELA TOU TIPOOKNVIOU
KOL TIEPLPETPLKO e§wotn-Aoyeio.*

Mapd Tov eVTOTILOPO SUO SLAYOPETIKWY TINYWV EUTIVEUCNG QVAQPOPLKA UE TO €EWTEPLKO
TURMa tou Q&elou, @atvetal OTL Ta otolyela autd otn pwpaikn €moxr dev elval acuvseta.
ZUpwva e daroyn Tou €xeL SLATUTIWOEL, TO TIPOOKAVLO TOU EAANVLOTIKOU BEATPOU MNpEAcE
TNV aPXLTEKTOVLKN TV EMAVAEWV otnV ItaAlag,* 6TIoU N TIPOCAPTNON OE SLWPOWYA KT PLA LOO-
YELWV KLOVOOTOLXLWV HE ETITIESN 0poYr), TIOU AELTOUPYEL WG EEWOTNG, ATIOTEAEL CUXVO OTOLYELO
armo tov 10 awwva T.X Kat €EAG.

ZUVOTITIKA, O OKNVOYPAPLKOG XAPAKTIPAG TWV OToLXElwY TG UTO €€€taon tecoootolyiag
oupBasdilel pe Tov xapaktrpa tng eEWTePLKAG 0Png tou Qelou, OTIWG TIPOKUTITEL ATTo TNV avd-
Aucn Tou TtponyBnke. Katd cuvemela, PETA TN SLATMLOTWON TNG CUVAPELAG TOUG ETILYELPELTAL
N OXESLAOTLKI ATIOKATACTACH TWV TIEGOWV OToV £§waoTn Tou Q8elou, pe apetnpla ta oxedla
ToU TpauAou.*

2T. ZXEAIAZTIKH ATTOKATAZTAZH TON ME2ZZQON XTHN EIZOAO TOY QAEIOY

H povn mAgupd otnv omola Popouv va anokatactabouv oL Ttecool elvat n votia, kabwg to
UYPOG TOU AVATOALKOU Kal Tou SUTLKOU eEwatn amod to £€6a@og tng Ayopdgc, kabLota amapaitntn
NV tomobetnon Bwpakiwv ota SLacTUALA. ZUYKEKPLUEVA, oL Tiecool Tou Bupwpatog Sev
pTIopoUV Tapd va tomobetnbolv otov dafova tng votlag meccootolyiag, wote autd va
€uBuypappileTal pe TNV Kevtplkr €l0080 TPog To €0WTEPLKO TOu Q&elou (Ewk. 17-19). Xto
owlopevo Bepéllo Tipokpivetat n Sleubétnon 20 ecowy, avtl yla toug 18 tou TpauAou,
pe peta&dvio 2,215 p., 7 wote Pe dtaotuAlo 1,825 p. va pnv Slatapdoostal n avaioyila tou
TIAQTOUG TOU Bupwpatog TIPog to Sedopévo UYPog tou (ELk. 19). Mpayuartt, To BUpwWHA PE TOUG
20 meoooug (Ewk. 20) amoktd avaioyia 1:2 oto dvolypa, oAU Kovtd SnAasr) oTLg avaloyleg

avtiotolya avolypata otov peydho pubud uttoAoyiletal Ot Atav evvéa (BA. Thompson 1950, 38, LK. 2).

42 EvSelktikd avagepovtat ta Béatpa tou Qpwrtou (Bieber 1961, eik. 428), Tng Zikuwvag kat tng KopivBou
(Moretti 2014, €ik. 3.16 kat 3.17 avtiotolya).

43 HmeplomTn autr Hop@r ToU TIPOCSLSEL €Va XOPAKTNPLOTLKO HOVASLKO AVAREST 0TA OKNVLKA OLKoSoppata
Tou eNadLkoU xwpou, BA. Fraisse kat Moretti 2007, Ttiv. 110, €Lk. 424.

44 Bieber 1961, 113, €k. 435-7. H Zarmakoupi (2011, 61) amd tnv aAAn Bewpel TL N TTPOCHIKN OTWIKWY
KATAOKEUWY YUPW ard TLG ETTAUAELG aTId TNV ETIOXT TOU AUYOUOTOU KAl WETA, ATAV amoTEAECHA PiPNoNg Twv
TOLXOYPAPLWVY, TIOU UTIpXAV 18N 0TO ECWTEPLKO TOUG.

45 Thompson 1950, Ttiv. 17-9, €WK, 2-6.

46 Av Kal TIpOKELTAL YLA OTOd, ETUAEYETAL APTLOG APLOPOG OTUAWY, WOTE VA EUBUYPAUHLZETAL TO KEVTPLKO HETA-
E6vLo pe tnv agovikd tomoBetnpévn eloodo tou QSelou.

47 Agbopévou OTL pappdpLveG kepapiseg Adtoug 0,60 p. BpeOnKav amokAELOTLKA 0T vOTLA TIAEUPA Tou QSei-
0U, AUTEG amokabiotavtal Jovo otn otéyn Tou votlou eEwaotn (Thompson 1950, 52, €ik. 8, Ttiv. 39). EToL, Y€ TO
€V AOyw petagovio oL nyePOVeG TG otéyng eubuypappifovtal pe Tov dgova Twv TEcowv ava tpla petagovia
Staotrpata (Ewk. 19). O {8Log pubpog peta&l nyepdVWY Kal KLOVWVY TIPOKUTITEL OTO LWVLKO TIEPLOTUALO TNG Aylag
Awkatepivng, Tou xpovoloyeital emiong otnv €moxr tou AuyoUotou, PE Baon TG cwldpeveg S0KOBNKEG OTo
Tilow PEPOG Tou eTLoTUALOU (Stuart kat Revett 1980, 3:61, Ttiv. L, €wk. 1).
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Ewk. 17. Q8¢eio Aypimma, kdtoyn (ox. A. Toatoapwvn)
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Ewk. 18. Katoyn tou Q8elou o€ 8o otdbpeg (eEwotng kat dpowoag) ox. A. Toatoapwvn.
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Ewk. 19.'0Yn votLag MAeupdg oto onpeio tng etoddou (ox. A. Toatoapwvn)
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20. A) H vétia mecoootolyia pe to Bupwpa kat 20 Ttecooug, B) H votia mecoootolyia pe to Bupwpa kat 18 mecooug,
oUpwva pe Tov TpauAd, IN H vdtia mecooototyia, cup@wva pe tov Tpauko (UPog kat peta&dvio). Zx. A. Toatoapwvn.
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Ewk. 21.'0Yn TpApatog tng avatoAknig TAeupdg (ox. A. Toatoapwvn)
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Ewk. 22. Topr) tng votLag mAeupdg pe to BUpwpa (ox. A. Toatoapwvn)

Tou &ivel o BltpoUBLog yla ta Swplkd Kal Ta attikd Bupwpata (46% tou UPou(),* evw HE
TOUG 18 TIECOOUG OTNV ATIOKATACTACH TOU TPauAoU To TIAATOG Tou PTdvel oto 60% tou UYouc.
AMuwoTe, apadelypata Bupwv og Ttolxoypagieg Tng Kapmaviag, aAAd Kat Tipaypatikeg BUpeg
o€ €MAVAELG, Selyvouv avolypata uPnAdTEPWY avaAOyLWY A0 AUTA TIOU TIPOKUTITOUV OTNV
aTIOKATACTACH TOU TpauAou.#

48 ButpoupLog, De architectura 4.6.1 kaL 4.6.6, OTIOU TA ATTLKA Bupwpata tautidovtal e Ta SWPLKA, HE HLKPES
SLaPOopPOTIOLAOELG, TTOU SV aYopolV oTLg avaloyieg Toug, BA. kat Ulrich 2007, 198-200.

49 Ulrich 2007, 200-1, €ik. 9.20, o omolog ouykpivovtag TG avaAoyieg apketwy Bupwv amo tnv Moutnia, To
HpdkAeLo kat Tnv OTAovTiSa, KATAAyEL 0TO OTL OL TIPAYHATLKEG BUPEG TElVOUV va €xouv UPNAOGTEPEG avaloyieg
QO AUTEG TIOU TIPOTELVEL 0 BLTpoUBLoG Kat 0L XapnASTEpPEG.
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TTLG HaKPEG TIAEUPEG ULoBEeTE(TAL 0 apLBPSOG TWV 23 TIECOWV pE peTagovio 2,285 (., To oTolo
avtlotolyet epimou oto % tou UPoug Tou TtecooU. KpLTrpLo yla tnv Aoy autr apyLkd aro-
TEAEOE TO TIAATOC TWV OWIOHEVWY KEPAULSWY,® oL oTIoLEG £TOL SleuBeTouvTal avd TEOOEPELG O
KABe petagovio. Me tnv ekmovnon tou oxeSlou SLATILOTWVETAL OTL O CUYKEKPLUEVOG PUBUOC
Twv Tieoowv Bploketal oe avtiotolyia Pe Toug tEGooUG Tou peydAou pubuou, pe Tov omolo
napatiBetal otnv 0Yn tou Ktnpiou (Etk. 21). AVOAUTLKG, pE petagovio 3,808 p. oL koplvBLakol
Tieoool SleubeTouvtal o pubuLka otnv Katoyn tou Ktnpiou, kabwg €tol 3 petagdvia tou
HEYAAOU puBPOU avtloToLoUV o€ 5 peTagovia Tou PIKPoU KAl CUVOALKA, Ta 9 petagovia Tou
Kuplwg Qdelou avtiotoyouv og 15 petagovia tou e§wotn. Tautdxpova, n ocUVBECH aTIOKTA
TENELA OUPPETPLA, PE TOV a§OVIKO TIEGCO TOU €EWOTN VA AVTLOTOLXEL OTO HECOV TOU KEVTPLKOU
peta&oviou tou peyaiou pubpod.

To UYPoG TwV CWIOPEVWY TIECOWV €TNPEACEL OXL TOCO TIOCOTIKA, OGO TIOLOTIKA TO CUVO-
Ak6 Uog tou Qbelou (ELK. 22). ZuyKeKpLPEVQ, oL Tteaool TwV 4,30 PETPWY TTIAVW OE UTIOBETLKO
otuloBdtn vdoug 0,25 ., e KAlon otéyng 12 polpwy, OTIWG 0tn 0Tod Tou ATTAAOU, KAl HE TO
UYog Tou owlopevou otuloBatn tou kopwvBLlakol pubpou ota 0,43 ., aveBadeL tn otdbun
TOU TEAEUTALOU OTO amoAuto uopetpo +69,05 p. H (&la otdBun mapatnpsitat mniong otov
otuAoBdatn tou Hypatotelou, oTov 0poPo TNG OTOdG ToU ATTAAOU,? KABWC Kal 0To oUYXPOoVo
pe To Q&elo TPOTUAD TG ABNVAg ApxnyeTLdog.s® daivetal emiong OtL pe tnv avuPwaon tou
oTUAoBATn Tou KUPLlWG pUBOU OE AUTO TO AVWTEPO VONTO UPOMETPLKO eTtimeSo S6unong, Kat
HE TN Xprion tou koplvBLakol pubpou, Tou éptave ta 12,50 Tepimou PETPA, 0 apxLTEKTOVAG
TIETUXE VA KATAOKEUAOEL TO PNASTEPO OLKOSOUNMA TIOU UTIAPXE HEXPL TOTE TOUAGXLOTOV OTO
SUTLKO TUpa tng ABrivag.s

2YNOWH - 2YMIEPAZMATA

H xpovoAdynon apxikd pe BAon TO KUPATLO TOU TIEGOOKPAVOU OTNV €ToXN Tou AuyoUoTtou
HOLACEL VA CUPPWVEL KAl PE TA UTIOAOLTIA OTOLYXELO TWV TIeoowVv. ELSLkoTEPQ, N (Sla Ttoldtnta
TIEVIEALKOU HOPUAPOU KAl oL EAANVIKOU TUTIOU AUKOL Xpnolpotiolinkav og KIrpla tng
(8Lag emoyng, eVvw n Katepyaoia Kal oL avaAoyleg Twy TIECOWV TIAPATIEPTIOUV oTNnV adnvaikn
QPXLTEKTOVLKI TOU TEAOUG TOU 50U aLwva, TIoU AmOTEAECE TO TIPOTUTIO TNG €MOXNC. ETLTALOY,
Ta pooBeta eMelmovta otoLyela Twv TEcoWyY, To BUpwpa Kat ot Sokol, Bplokouv tapdAAnAa
OTNV PWHALKN TEXVN TOU TIPWTOU TIPOXPLOTLAVIKOU aLWVd.

To Q&¢lo tou Ayplmma €xeL KATAOKEUAOTEL ATTO TO (6L0 UALKO, VW TEKUNPLWVETAL N Xprion
EAMNVLKOU TUTIOU AUKWV 0€ auTo.5 To peyeBog Twy tecowv Steubeteital 0to cwldpevo BepéALo
Tou e&wotn, TAdtoug 0,78 Y., evw To VYOG TOUG CUVETIAYETAL TNV €§lowan Tou dvw 0pdYou
ME AANEG OPXLTEKTOVLKEG KATAOKEUEG OTNV TIEPLOXT OTO UPOPETPO TWV +69 pETpwy. To UPog
emtlong twv 4,50 oxedov pEtpwy eEumtnpetel tn SLapoppwon Lodyelag tapodslag otodg otn

50 Thompson 1950, 50, €LK. 6, TIPOKELTAL yLa TINALVEG KEPAULSEG TIAATOUG 0,56 .

51 Dinsmoor 1941, ewk. 1, ox€5L0 Tou TpAUAOU HE TNV €VSELEN TG 0TABUNG Tou otuloBdtn (+69,038 p.).

52 Travlos 1971, 508, €lk. 638, 0TaBuN opoOPou +68,85 L.

53 Travlos 1971, 31, €lk. 39, oTA6UN otov oTtuAoBdAtn tou MpoTUAou +69,85 .

54 Ftnv emoxr Tou AuyoUGoTOU OL apXLTEKTOVEG OTn Pwpn £5wvav SLaitepn épgacn otn Stdotacn tou UPoug
HE TNV Xprion kopvBLakol pubpou kat UPYNAWY TIOSLWV 0Ta AQTPEUTLKA OLKOSOPAPATA. TKOTIOG TOUG NTAV Va
EemepAoouV Ta TIPOYEVEDTEPA KTIOPATA OF £Va AOTLKO TIEPLBAANOV [IE TIEPLOPLOPEVN EKTaan §ounaong, BA. Favro
1996, 148-51.

55 Thompson 1950, 83 (yLa TNV TIEPLYPAPH) TOU UALKOU) KaL ELK. 5 (L€ aTtelkOVLON TOU EAANVLIKOU AUKOU o€ yeloo
TOU Peyalou pubpuou).



©216 - ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2 + AURA 2

voTLa TIAEUPE, TIou &gV Ba PUTIOPOUCE Va €XEL OTUAOUG PLKpoU UYPouG.* e pla tapddila otod
Ba pmopouocav va eivat avaptnpeva OmAa, (owg Adgpupa tou otpatnyou Ayplrra, av ot sokot
g€uTnpeToUOQV TETOLO OKOTIO.

Ta pdobeta otolyela Twv Teoowy, To BUPWHA KAl oL SOKOL, TIAPATIEUTIOVV OE CUHPPAlo-
HEVA OKNVOYPAPLKOU XAPAKTPA. ZTolxela TipoodPewy TV ENANVLIOTIKWY BedTpwy XpnoLyo-
moOnkav anéd PEAN NG aVWTEPNG PWHAIKNG TAENG OTLG TOLXOYPAPLEG TWV LELWTLKWY TOUG
ETAVAEWV WG «OKNVOYPAPLKA» oToLXEla, TTou cuvOSEUaV TNV KOLVWVLKH TOUG TIpofoAr). Ta {sta
otolyela TPEMEL va xpnolpotoenkav amod tov apxltéktova tou Qdeiou, to omoio eEdAAou
oUPPWVA PE TOUG HEAETNTEG, XTLOTNKE OTOV XWPO Tou kataAduBave n apxala opxiotpa tng
Ayopdc.” ‘ETOL, KATAOKEUAOTNKE €Va KTNPLO TIOU AVTLIKATESTNOE ToV TTaAatdtepo utaibplo Be-
ATPLKO XWPO HE EVAV OTEYACPEVO KAL TO OTIOLO EEWTEPLKA TIAPETIEUTIE GE OKNVLKO OLKOSOUNUA.
XapaktnploTkA lvat n opoLoTNTA TWV TPLWV OYPEeWV ToU QEELOU PE TLG EMNVLOTIKEG OKNVEG
KAl EVTUTIWOLAKNA N OPOLOTNTA TOU PE TO OKNVLKO 0LKoSOUNPa tng AfAou. Autr eVvEEXOUEVWG
va pnv givat tuxaia, Sedopgvng tng oxEong Tou eixav pe to vnol téoo ot ABnvaiol, 600 Kat ot
PwpatoL Tnv emoxn autr.’® Av AoLTIoV 0To Ttapandvw TAALOLO eyypagetat n e§WTEPLKA Hopyn
Tou Qbelou, TOTE TO OXESLO TOU vonuatodotouvtav Hovo otnv Ayopd tng ABrivag, pdyua rou
Ba pmopouce va SkaloAoyrioeL T Pn emavaAnyn tou oxedlou ota PETAYEVEDTEPA PWHAIKA
wéela.

56 [la MapAdelypa, ol ap@LKLOVIOKOL TOU 0pOYOU 0T 0Tod Tou ATtalou eival éva PETpo xapnAotepol (BA.
Travlos 1971, 513, k. 645).

57 Thompson 1950, 94-5, n apxaia Opxnotpa a§lomoinoe Tnv avw@epela oto onpeto, émou tov 20 atwva 1.X
xtlotnke n Méon otod, wg PEPOG yLa Toug Beateg. H Uttapén tng Opxrotpag Slatripnoe o onyeio eAeVBepo amo
ktlopata péxpL Tote.

58 Bruneau kat Ducat 2010, 42-4, oL ABnvatiot kuplapxouoav oto vnol amo 1o 167 £€wg to 69 T.X. Me TNV até-
A€La TTIOU TTapaxwpPnRBNKe amoé tn pwyuaikr ZUYKANTO oto ALPavL tng, oAhol ABnvaiol amoiknoav kel yla va
amaoxoAnBolv oto gutiopLo. Ma tov (8Lo Adyo oto vnot katolkouoav Kat TtoAol ItaAol. Metd tnv katdAnyn
™G AAou amod tov otpatd tou MuBpLddrn, to 88 T.X, 0 TUAaG emavepepe tnv abnvaikr Sloiknon oto vnot,
OpWG To 69 T.X AenAatrBnke amd melpateg. Metd tn AenAactia autr) n €LKOVA yLa TNV KATtaotaon ToU OKNVLKOU
olkoSopnpatog Sev elval oagng. To BEatpo ev cuPTEPARPONKE 0TO TElX0G Tou TpLapiou Katl oplopéva apxL-
TEKTOVLKA PEAN TOU amopplebnkav otn Se€apevn | emavaypnolpotolidnkav o AAAEG KATAOKEUEG, BA. Fraisse
kat Moretti 2007, 244-8.
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Mapuaptva kat aAAa AlBva ayyela amod tn Zmaptn

Etprivn Moutadkn

Epopela MaAatoavBpwmoloylag-ZnnAatoloyiag
ipoupaki@culture.gr

ABSTRACT

This paper presents the fragments of unpublished marble vases from Laconia, dated from the Archaic to
the Byzantine period, which were probably used as household, craft and ritual utensils. Several fragments
studied belong to perirrhanteria and louteria, whereas a few fragments are associated with the prepara-
tion of the ritual sacrifices (kana, chernives etc.) or they were ritual vessels of the early Christian cult (per-
irrhanteria, phialae, chernives). Vases of everyday use have been studied, like mortars and holmoi, as well
as household vessels, such as a podanipter. Most of the vases are carved in local marbles and limestones,
but there are also some made of Parian marble, as well as several coarse vases for heavy duty carved in
volcanic and plutonic rocks of unknown origin.

EI2ATQMH

ATIO TNV TANBWPA TWV EUPNUATWY TIOU YUAdooovTal 0Tto Mouoeglo TG ZTAPTNG Kat oTLG aro-
Brkeg tng Epopeiag Apxatotritwy Aakwviag (mpwnv E' E.MN.K.A. kat 5" E.B.A.), TToAAd €ival ta
AlBwva ayyela kat okeun, Tou APOBAV OTO PWG KATA TLG APXALOAOYLKEG EPEVVEG TOU TIPONYOU-
HEVOU alwva aAAd Kal amo TLG CWOTLKEG AVAOKAPEG TWV TeEAsuTalwy dekaetiwy. Ta Aatopeia
SLaopwv LWV Pappapwy Kat acBeotoABwy, TIou AsttoUpynoav Katd tnv apxatdtnta otnv
uTtatBpo tng Aakedalpovog Kat Ttou SLepeuvhBnkav cuUCTNUATIKA Ta TeEAeuTala xpovia, amote-
Agoav tn Baotkr) TpoUToBeon yLa TNV avantuén ToTikwy epyactnpiwv Atbo&olag.

H AlBoteyvia umrpe amo tnVv TPOIoTOPLKN ETIOXN €Vag ONPAVTIKOG TOPEAG TIPOOSOU TwV
TIPWTWV KATOIKWV TNG AaKWVLKAG." H Lavolén Aatopeiwy yla TNV eKPUETAANEUON TWV TIOAU-
XPWHWV ALBwVY &L POVO yLa apXLTEKTOVLKA Xprion (Ti.X. 0 kpokaAotayrg AtBog amd tig Apu-
KAEG?), AAAA Kal yLa Tn AAEguon YAUTITWY KAl ayyelwv? avayetat otnv TpoloTtopLkn emoxr. Katd
To Stdotnua 1700-1400 1.X.4 yia tn Add&euon ayyelwv XpnoLPoTIoLBnKe EUPEWG O TIPACLVWTIOG
kpokedtng AlBog (lapis lacedaemonius), TTou €E0pUXTNKE KOVTA OTLG KpokeEg ota voTla Tng
Imaptng,® aAAd Kat o epubpag tawdptog AlBog (rosso antico), Tou AatopnBnkKe o€ TIOAAEG BEOELG

NtdpAag 2018- EAegpavtn-MavayorouAou 2018 (ue tahatdtepn BLRALoypapia).
KokkopoU Aheupd K.d. 2014, 181 ap. 663 (U BLRALOypapla).

Warren 1969, 126, 132-3- Devetzi 2000, 129 mtiv. 33a- 2008, 460 L. 6a.

Hood 2008, 182-3- Sakellarakis 1976, 180-1.

Atapavtr} 2008- KokkopoU ANeupd k.a. 2014, 182-3 ap. 668 (pe BLBALoypapla).
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TOU akpwtriplou Taivapou.t MAALOTa OTO £pyacTriplo YUYWy ayyslwv Tou avaktopou tng
Kvwool’ kat oto Lepo Kopuwnig Twv Kubripwve Bpébnkav akatépyaotol OyKOoL KPOKEATN TIOU
mpoopifovtav yla Ad&euon texvepywv. OL AakwvLKol £yxpwpol AlBol xpnotuotow}nkav yia
N Ad€guon ayyslwv Kat Katd tn JUKNVAikr eplodo, 6w amodeLkvUoUV Ta TIEPLpnUa ayyela
Twv Muknvwy, tng Acivng, Tou Bagelol kat AAwV BEcEWV.? ZTO E0WTEPLKO OLKIiaG, AAWOTE,
oTLG MUKNVeG BpeBnke Kal Oykog Kpokedtn AtBou 1ou Tipoopldotav yia Ad&euon.” BEBata ot
oUYXPOVEC APXALOHUETPLKEG PEBOSOL, KATA KALPOUG, AVATPETIOUV TA TTIAALOTEPA CUUTIEPACHATA
yla tn xprion Twv Xpwpatiotwyv AlBwv tng Aakwviag (TL.X. pvwikd ayyeia mou eixav BewpnBet
OTL elvat amd rosso antico TEAKA amodeiyxBnke OTL NTav amo aAAoug AlBoug"), wotoéoo Tapa-
HEVEL yEYOVOG aSLap@LOBHTNTO N YEVIKEUPEVN XPrON TOUG KATA TNV TIPOLOTOPLKN) ETIOXH.

Katd toug emOueVOUC ALWVES N AAKWVLKI YAUTITLKE (OAOYAU@N TTAQCTLKN Kal avayAuga) Ba
ATIOTEAECEL €vaV ONPAVTLIKO TOPEQ TIAPAYWYNG TWV VIOTILWY £pyactnpiwy Kal yla tov Adyo
auTto €xeL amaoXoAnoeL TIOANOUG epeuvnteg (A. AeAnBoppld,' T. Kokkopou-Aheupg,' 0. Ma-
Aayyid,™ M. Herfort-Koch,™ Xp. Xprjotou,'® M. Av§pdviko'” kat Z. MTiovLa'®) éwg twpa. To AEUKO
Happapo uPnAnG ToldTNTag™ €opuXONKe o€ PLKPN KAlpaKa o€ pepLlka Aatopeia amod tnv Ap-
xaikr eroxr. KatdAAnAo pappapo yla tn YAUTITLKY TTAvtwg AatoprBnke ota Xpuoaga,® oto
Mappdpt Tou Tawvdpou, TTou ameSwoe UALKO yla ta yAuTttd tou Emikoupelou ATTOAWVA OTLG
Bdooeg tng Pryaleiag,? aAAd kat otn Xapouda OLtuAou, Pe To oTtolo Aa&eUTnKav apxLTEKTO-
VLKA PEAN KAl YAUTTTA TG VOTEPNG apXaiKnG KAl TIPWLPNG KAQOLKNAG TiepldSou Tou Mouoegiou
™G Imaptne.?

H mpoo@atn €psuva €dwaoe Eugacn otn xprion Kat AAAwv guteAéotepwy AlBwv (aoBeotod-
ABwWVA Kal LlNPAToyEVWY TIETPWHATWY, OTIWG O PAPPITNG) 0TNV aPXLTEKTOVLKN TNG AQKWVL-
Kﬁ]c.zs

To ykpio pdppapo tou Taly£tou amoTeAEcE ayamnpéVo UALKO TwY TOTILKWY £pyactnplwv
YAUTITLKAG &N amtd Toug apxaikoug xpovous. Me BAon TLG apXaLOPETPLKESG EPEVVEG,? yvwpL-
Coupe 6TL Ta Aatopeia tou TalyEtou (tng MNuvaikag? kat ota KaAupLa Zoxa®), ipocEWepav To

6 XtaAnpaplotika, otnv KokkKoyeld kat otn Makpld Mouvta tng Mavng: KokkopoU AAeupd k.d. 2014, 187 ap.
682-3, 699 (ue BLBALoypawia).

7 Evans 1930, 268-70- Warren 1967.

8 Sakellarakis 1996, 90 £ik. 24c.

9 Waterhouse kat Hope-Simpson 1961, 106-7 uttoo. 44-7, 121- Warren 1969, 132-3.
10 Wace 1955, 182.

11 Tykot k.&. 2002, 385-6.

12 AeAnBoppldc 1969+ 1992- 1993- 2009.

13 Kokkorou-Alewras 1986+ 2002- 2006a- 20063+ 2010-2011-2012.

14 Palagia 1989- 1993- 1994- 2001 Palagia kat Coulson 1993.

15 Herfort-Koch 1986.

16 Xpnotou 1955.

17 Avépobvikog 1956.

18 Mrmoéviag 1993.

19 Touttdkn 2006, 90 uttoo. 4 (U BLRALoypapia).

20 KokkopoU AANeupd k.d. 2014, 189-90 ap. 692 (ue BLRALoypapia).

21 KokkopoU ANeupd k.d. 2014, 190-1 ap. 695 (pe BLBALoypapia).

22 ToouAn 2010, 566 uTtoo. 283.

23 KokkopoU AAeupd k.d. 2014, ap. 666, 670-1, 674-5, 679, 680-5.

24 KokKopoU AAeLpdK.A. 2014, ap. 661-2, 664-5, 667, 669, 672, 676-7, 680, 688-90, 693 (Ue oXeTLKT| BLBALOYpapia).
25 AouAgrig2019.

26 Carter kat Whitney 1988.

27 KokkopoU ANeupd k.d. 2014, 192-3 ap. 700 (pe BLBALoypapia).

28 KokkopoU ANeupd k.d. 2014, 193 ap. 701 (ue BLPALoypapia).
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HAPUOPO YLa TA TILO YVWOTA AAKWVLKA €pya, TA TEEPLPPAVTNPLA TIOU oTNpidovTav o€ KEPAAEG
KOPWV KAl Atav TePL{RTNTA KAl ota LEPA AAAWV TIEPLOXWV €KTOG TNG OTIAPTLATLKNAG ETILKPA-
TELAC® (T.X. oto Iepo Tou Moosldwva ota TobuLa®). EEAAou, To Hdppapo auto eTAEXBNKE Kat
yla apXLTEKTOVLKN XPron, 0TIwg uTtoSnAwvouv nuiepya péAn oto Aatopeio oto MAatuBouvt,?
OAAQ Kal yLa emtupfLa Kat avadnuatikd avayAuga, Kabwg Kat yla capko@dyoug, Tipoiovta pe
HKpn SlacTopd Kal €KTOG TNG AAKWVLKAG.3 1o (8Lo pdppapo Aagevovtav peydAa ayysia ocav
OApOL, TIOU OPWG XPNOLPoTIoLoUVTAV Kal W¢ TEPYPoSOXa,® dTwE To NUiepyo okevog e ap. 18,
OAAG Kal OKEUN SLAPOPETIKWY TUTIWV. £TO apxaio Aatopeio oto MAatuBouvi Bpédnke teTpd-
TIAEUPOG OYKOG NUNaEeUpPEVOG TTou Ba ywvdtav TETPAWTO ayyeio,* OTWG KAl TA OKELN PE ap.
23-4, 26. 'Eva NULTEAEG PLKPOTEPO, OPWE, TETPAWTO OKEVOC TOU TUTIOU autou slval To uT. ap.
17, evw pla Aafr) amé éva opolo nuiepyo okeVog evtomioape kat oto Mouoeio tng Zndptng

Ta xpwHATLOTA Pappapa TG AQKWVLKNG, TO TaApLo JAppapo Kat o kpokedtng Aibog, tou
Atav ayarntd otnv Ad&euon ayysiwv Katd toug ipoloTtopLkols XpOVoUG, HETA amo pia pakpd
nieplodo amouoiag Toug amd tn ALBOYAUTITIKN ayyelwy, ETTAVAKAUTITOUV OTO TEAOG TWV EAAN-
VLOTLKWV XPOVWV Kal XpnolpoTiolovvtal oTtiopadikd.® Ia tn Aettoupyia twv uttoAotnwyv Aa-
TOMELWV TNG AQKWVLKAG KATA TN pWHAIKN €TIOXM, OL TTANPOYOpPLEG TTOU £XOUME €lval emiong
QTIOOTIACHATIKEG. Ta Aatopeia Tou Talyétou Sev lval amd ta TAEOV YVWOTA AUTOKPATOPLKA
Aatopeta. Mpdayparty, n otk avapopd tou ZtpdPwva (fewypapikd VIIIL 5,7) OTL «eTLXELpNUa-
Tleg (Adkwveg i Pwpatol) dvol&av véa Aatopeia otov Talyeto» Sev elval Lslaitepa Stapwtt-
otikn. ISlaltepa, Ta Aatopeia Tou epubpou tawvdplou Aibou Sev yvwpiloupe, av uttixbnoav
OTNV autokpatoptkn Léloktnola ameuBeiag r €av oplotnkav LELWTEG uTteLBULVOL yLa TN A€L-
ToUupyla Toug, av Kat Kata pia amoyn to devtepo eival Lo mbavo.®* Mapd tavta, Adyw Twv
NULTEAWV €pywV Péoa ota apxaia Aatopeia, Bswpolpe OtL véa Aatopeia pappdpou otov Tad-
yeTo SLavoixbBnkav mpoYavwg oTo TAALOLO TOU KPATLKOU AUTOKPATOPLKOU JoVOoTIwWALoU (ratio
marmorum), TIPOYAVWE AKOAOUBWVTAG TO TIAPASELYPA TWV AQTOUEIWV XPWHATLOTWY Hap-
HApwy, Sedopévou OTL Tov 1° aL. P.X., Katd pia amoyn,®” cucTnPATOTIOLHONKE N EKPETANNEUON
TOoU rosso antico and toug Pwpatloug. H oplotiki tavon Asttoupylag autwy Twv AATOPELWY
oto Taivapo tomoBeteitatl otnv emoxr} Tou AlokAntLavou.® AvdAoyo Ba ritav kat To Kabeotwg
Asttoupylag Tou Aatopeiou Twv Kpokewy, ye Bdon emypagr) TIou £xeL Bpebel oto onpepvo
XWPLO,* TO TETPWHA TWV OTIOLWV TIPETIEL VA ATAV OE XPrion WG Ta OPLua autokpatopLka Xpo-
via.* O AiBog BEBatla amavtd kat o€ Tpwipa Bulavtivd pvnuela, aANd pdAAov TTpoEpxeTal amo
pWHAlkA pvnueia.s’ MAvTwg, To yKpifo AaKwVIKO pappapo Ba Atav to envoTepo Kal To Lsavt-
KOTEPO YLA TA TILO EPTIOPLKA TIPOLOVTA TWV TOTILKWV £pyactnpiwv. AvtiBeta, To Aeukd pdpuapo
ATav JAAAOV aKpLBOTEPO KAl TILO SUCEVPETO, YU AUTO KAL TO ETIEAEYAV YLA TA TILO TIOAUTEAN €L6N
TIOU TTapryayav.

29 KokkopoU-AAgupd K.A. 2004, 112 uTtoO. 6 (UE oxETLKN BLBALOYpapla).
30 Sturgeon 1987.

31 KokkopoU-AAgupd K.d. 2004, 125, 130-1 €LK. 6, 14-5.

32 KokkopoU-AAgupd K.d. 2004, 120 uTtoo. 30 (ue oxetikn BLBALoypapia).
33 Moutdakn 2006+ 2009.

34 KokkopoU AAeupd k.d. 2005, 118 €wk. 17.

35 Tod kat Wace 1906, 136 ap. 14b, 28, 31

36 Dodge 1984, 125.

37 Dodge 1984, 70.

38 Dodge 1984, 143.

39 Mooyou k.4. 1998, 271 umoo. 17, 6Ttou Kat oxeTkr| BLBALoypapia.
40 Dodge 1984, 107-8.

41 Dodge 1984, 139-40.
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MEPIPPANTHPIA - AOYTHPIA

Metagl Twv PHapPAPVWY AOKWVLKWY AYYELWV TIOU £XOUV TIPOCEAKUCEL TO EVSLAYEPOV TWV
gpeuvNTWV amo maAald elval ta meplppavtripLla®. Exel Statunwbel AAwoTe kat n arnoyn® ot
0 TUTIOG TOU apyaikou TepLppavtnpiou ou otnpidouv KOPEG EXEL SWPLKN TIPOEAEUON* KaL OTL
katayetat and tn Aakwvia.” Mapd Opwg TNV SLATILOTWHEVN SLACTIOPA TWV AQKWVLKWV TIEPLP-
pavtnplwv o€ TIOANEG TIEPLOXEG, N ATTOYn aUTH €XEL TIAEOV EYKATAAELPOE(* Kal Bewpeital oTL
TETOLA TIEPLPPAVTNPLA PLAOTEXVNONKAV O SLAPOPETIKA aveEapTnTa KEVTPA-EPYAOTPLA, TIOU
AeLtoupyouoav pe Baon kowwg Stadedopeva ipotumna?.

H Baokr xprion Twv TepLppavtnplwv Atav n mepippavaotg SnA. n Uypavaon e VEPO TWV XE-
PLWV 1) TOU TIPOCWTIOU 0TO TIAALOLO pilag cUPBOALKIG XELpovoulag TTou uTtayopeUETAL amd ou-
YKEKPLUEVO TEAETOUPYLKO.* ATIO TA TIEPLPPAVTHPLA TIOU PHEAETABONKAV KATOTILV CUYKPLOHG TOUG
HE Ta Snpooteupéva apadelypata cupmepaivoups 6Tl povo duo (ap. 1-2) avriikouv TUTIOAO-
ylkd o€ autd Tou otnpidoviav TAvW O€ KEPAAEG KOPWV, LOTAPEVEG €TTL I TIAALOLWHEVEG CUXVA
armo Atovtapla ) dAAa dypla {wa. Ta TEpLocdTEPA TIEPLPPAVTHPLA KAL AOUTHPLA TIOU HEAETH-
Bnkav otnpifovtav ouvrBwg TAvw og KLoViokoug (UTtooTatd) KAt n XPOovoAoynon Twy Tpwl-
MOTEPWV €€ AUTWVY avaAyeTaLl OTa apXAlKA Xpovid ) TpwLhaA KAaoLkd xpovia (ap. 3-5, 8, 20-1).
Mepltexva umtootatd mepLlppavinpiwyv xouv Bpedel oto Lepo Tou ATOAWVA OTLG AHUKAEG* KaL
TN NedmoAn Bolwv.>

H B¢on eVpEONG TWV OTIAPAYHATWY TWV AAKWVLIKWVY TIEPLPPAVTNPLWY, TTou TtepAapBdvovtal
€dw Sev BonbdA L8Laitepa oTn CUVEEDT TOUG PE KATIOLO CUYKEKPLUEVO Pvnueio, SeSopgvou OtL
evtotioBnkav og SeUtepn xprion fj o€ avapoxAeupéva otpwpata. Movadikr ggalpeon aro-
TeAEL TO TPAMA epLppavinpilou (ap. 21) amd Acukd XovEPOKOKKO KUKAQSLKO PHdpuapo amod to
Swpdtio tou apxaiou Aatopeiou tng MAUTPaAg (apy. ACWTOC) e TOo avAyAupo tou HpakAn,
TIOU, AV KL ETLPAVELAKO EUPNHQA, TIPETIEL VA oxeTileTal pe TN Aatpeia Tou nuibeou amd toug Aa-
TOPOUG KATA TOUG pwHdaikolg Xpovoua.s' Xto apeABov, BERala, xouv evtomiotel Bpavopata
TEpLPPAVINPLWY € onuavtikd Lepd tng OANG, P onNPAvTIKOTEPO To Bpalopa apyaikou Tie-
plppavtnplou pe avayAupn kepain Médouoag, Tou eixe Bpebel oto LeEpd TG AptéPLSog Op-
Blag® kal ival Aageupévo o ykpil{o TOTILKO PAPUApPO. ZTo (6L0 LepO £X0UV OKOWN EVTOTILOTEL
Kat Bpavopata amod everiypaga xelAn avadbnuatikwy eplppavinplwv.s

To apxalotepo ayysio amo 6oa peetriBnkav (ap. 1: k. 1-2) slval éva amooTacHATLKO
oKeVOG aTo VTOTILO Pald PAPHPAPO, TIOU KOOHELTAL EEWTEPLKWG PE KUPATOELS avAayAugn
Tawia, og avapvnon KopuoU €pTIETOU KAl PEPEL EAAYPWG ENpnUEvN Bdon. ATtd Tnv pétpnon

42 Gardner 1896- AeAnBoppldc 1969- Hamdorf 1974 Kokkorou-Alewras 1986+ 2012+ Mallwitz 1994+ Herrmann
1994- Pimpl 1997.

43 Herrmann 1994, 139, 150-2 Ttiv. 57-60.

44 Hiesel 1969, 22.

45 Schmidt 1982- Carter kat Whitney 1988.

46 Gardner 1896, 278.

47 Hamdorf 1974, 62-4- Kokkorou-Alewras 1986, 81+ 2012, 28. BA. oxetikd: Mouttakn 2001-2, 284-8.

48 TevLKA yLa Tn Xprion Kat tn SLdkplon Peta&L mepLtppavtnpiwv kat Aoutnpilwv: Moutdkn 2001-2, 281-9 (pe
OXETLKN BLRALoypapla) Seiffert 2006, 71-9. Na AAwa mepLlppavtripLa kat Adoutrpia: lozzo 1981, 190-3- 1985,
8-12-1987, 357-8.

49 Fiechter 1918, 219 eik. 72. MpPA. KokkopoU-AAeupd 2006, 91.

50 AeAnBoppldg 1969, 141 miv. 138.

51 Kokkorou-Alevras k.d. 2006, 173 utoo. 22 €k.17.6.

52 Dawkins 1929, 387-8 ap. 6 €Lk. 147.

53 Woodward 1929, 353-4 ap. 136-8, 364 ap. 156.
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Ewk. 1. Zuvavrjkovta Tuipata meptppavinpiou ap. 1 (pwt. Ewp. Moutakn) Ewk. 2. Aemtopépela Slakdopnong meptppavinpiou ap. 1 (pwt.
Etp. Moutdkn) Ewk. 3a kat 3. Ecwtepikn kat eEwteptkr) oYn eptppavinpiou ap. 2 (pwt. Etp. Mouttdakn)

™G Slapétpou NG avayAung tawiag katahapaivel kavelg 0tL Sev Ba Teplétpexe OAN TNV
TieplPETPO TOU XEWNOUG, aAAA OTL €0Pnve ekatépwBev Tou avuPoUPEVOU TIaXUTEPOU TUNHATOG
SnpLoupywvTag AemToOTEPEG ATIOANEELG oAV 0UPEG. AVAAoyo KOoUNUa Ba UTIHPXE KAl OTO UTtO-
AoLTTo LoV Tou ayyelou.* H emupdvela tng avayAugng tawiag tou meplppavinpiou eivat
OULVEXNG, OTIWG aUTH Tou TEpLppavtnplou amoé tnv OAuptia. AvtiBeta n avdyAugn tawia
TwV TEPLppavInpiwv épotou tuToU amod ta ToBpLas Kat TN ZAP0S” SLaKOTITETAL 0TO UPNAOTEPO
onpelo TNG amo €€apua ev €L8EL TEvovTa, TIOU KATA pia dmoyn xpnolpeUsE OTn CUPHETPLKN
Ad&euon twv AaBwv.s® H xapnAr Baon tou ayyeiou tng ZMAPTNG EMETPETE TNV €VOEOT TOU OE
ELSLKO ETILKPAVO, TO OTIOLO £PEPAV OL KEPAAEG TWV KOPWV. AOYWw TNG OTEVOTEPNG OXEONG TOU
AQKWVLKOU PE TO TEpLppavTrpLo tng OAupmiac® Ba pmopoloe va xpovoAoynBel otn Sekastia
630-620 Tt.X.

To &eltepo ontdpaypa TepLppavnpiou (ap. 2: €k. 3), emiong amo Tomiko ykpido pdppapo,
elval capwg PLKPOTEPO atod To Tiponyoupevo. dépel opLlovtia opboywvia Aapr EVoWHATW-
HEVN EEWTEPLKWG OE KUPATOELSH) avayAupn tawvia, AETTOTEPN KAl PJLKPOTEPN ATIO AUTH) TOU
TIponyoupEevou TiEpLppavnpiou. H pyopen tng AaBrg kat n aSpouepwe emegepyacpevn eEwte-
PLKI] TOU ETILPAVELQ ETILTPETIOUV TOV CUCXETLOPO TOU OKEUOUG HE TO TIEPLPPAVTIPLO, ATIO VN-

54 MMoutdkn 2001-2, 284-7 (ue oxetikn BLBALoypapia).

55 Herrmann 1994, 163-4 ox€6Lo 97 mitv. 60.1 (ap. S40 + S87: peydAo TEpLppaAVTHPLO).
56 Sturgeon 1987, 55.

57 Hiesel 1969, 77-8 €Lk. 6.

58 Herrmann 1994, 163.

59 Herrmann 1994, 164 k. 97.

60 Herrmann 1994, 169.
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Tx. 1. £x€6L0 aotpaydhou amd AaBr meptppavinpilou ap. 3 (ox. Etp. Moutdkn) Zx. 2. IXeSLA0TLKN Tour Tieptppavinpiou ap. 3 (ox. Elp.
Moutakn) Zx. 3. Zx€5Lo Slakoopntikou potiBou piag Aapng meptppavinpiou ap. 23 (ox. Etp. Moumdkn) Zx. 4. Emypagn xapaypévn oto
Xelhog Tou mepLppavtnplou ap. 23 (ox. Etp. Mourtdkn) Zx. 5. ZxeSLAOTIKN Tour TEpLppavtnpilou ap. 24 (ox. Elp. Moutdkn)

OLWTLKO pAppapo, amo To vao tou AltoAwva otnv KoAwva tng Alylvag, TIou oTEPEWVOTAV 0Ta
KEPAALO KOPWVS!, OTIWG KAL TO AGKWVLKO ayysio Tipo@avwg, av kal arnouactadel n Bacn amd
autod. To ayyelo NG Alywvag pepeL AABr) TIou SEV EVOWPATWVETAL OTNV KUPATOELSH avayAugn
Tawia, OTWG 0To AaKWVLKO ayyeio. H xpovoAdynon tou okeVoUG tNG ZnApTng (owg va pnv
améxeL oAU amod autr) Tou Teplppavinpiou tng Alywvag, kal va tomobeteital oto teAeutaio
TETOPTO TOU 7° at. Tt.X.

Metagu twv mepLppavinplwy Tou peAeTBnkav cupmeplapBdvovtal kat Suo mapadely-
pata pe mepltexveg AaBEg, Tou €pepav SLaKOOPNGON amd avayAugo actpdyalo. To TepLppa-
vThpLo pE ap. 3 (oX. 1-2) £pepe TETPAYWVO TEVOVTA -0TIWG Ttapatnpeital ota mepLppavinpLa
TNG KAQOLKIG TIEEPLOSOUS- TIOU OTEPEWVATAV OE UTIOOTATO KAl ATAV TETPAWTO PE SU0 AABEg
aKOOMNTEG KAl SUO SLOKOCUNUEVEG PE aoTpdyalo. ATtd To AAAO TiEpLppavTipLo (ap. 4: €LK. 4)
owdetal Povo pia Aafr) Slakoopnpévn HE aoTtpdyalo Kat AOyw tng opoLdTNTAG TOU YE TO TIpo-
NYOUHEVO OKEVOG UTTIOBETOUHE OTL KL AUTO OTEPEWVOTAV O€ UTIOOTATO. OL EUPELEG SLAKOOUN-
TLKEG CWVEG Pe evalaooopeva avBEpLa Kat avbn Awtou fj aoTpaydAoug anavtouV 0 CApLaKA
TIEPLPPAVTNPLA TOU TEAOUG TOU 6° KAl apXWwVv Tou 5% aL.,® evw TIapopoLa SLakdounon eVtoTi-

61 Kerchner 1996, 87, ap. 38 €wk. 7 Ttiv. 21.
62 [.x. Robinson 1946, miv. 219.1- AuykoUpn-ToALa 1986.
63 Hiesel 1967, 88-9.
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Ewk. 4. Aemttopépeta Aafnig Stakoopnpévng pe aotpdyaho ap. 4 (ewt. Etp. Moumdkn) Ewk. 5. EEwteptkr) 6Yn Aoutnpiou ap. 22 (pwrt. Etp.
Moumakn) Ewk. 6. Eowteptkn 0yn meptppavinpiou ap. 23 (wt. Eip. Moutdkn) Ewk. 7. Ecwtepikr) 0yn meptppavinpiou ap. 24 (pwt. Etp.
Mourttdkn)

oape o€ AaBEG okeLWV amod TNV Kw (amo to apxaiko tepd oto WaAisd,® kat To EAANVLOTLKO LEpd
™G AAAoapvags), Tnv =avBo kat to Kitlo MapmouAa tng Kutpou,s Ttou xpovoAoyouvtal amo
TOUG apyAiKoUG £WG TOUG EANVLOTIKOUG XPOVOUC.

Mepikd amd ta Bpavopata Tou PEAETABNKavV slval akOoUNTEG AEKAVEG, TTIOU (owG xpnot-
HEUoQV W¢ AouTrpLa, Ta otola lyav Ttnv 8La popen Pe ta TepLppavtnpLd, aAAd To VEPO, TIoU
TiepLelyav, pooplddTav yla TNV CWHATLKN UVYLEWVH KAL YU aUTO amavtolV O€ OLKLEG, yupvaola N
AM\a SnudoLa KThpLa, eviote 6 SLAKOOHOLV Ta aibpLa oKLWV.% Mpooyata o pWHALKO AOUTPLKO
OUYKPOTNUQ, TTIoU SLepeuvnBnke oto MUBELo, BpeBnKe AouTripLo in situ oTov XWPo tou impluvium.s

‘Eva akOoPNTO OKEVOG PE KUKALKO TévovTa (ap. 22: €LK. 5) yLa TNV oTEPEWOTH TOU OTO UTIO-
otatd -0Twg cuvnBiletal otnv pwpaikn emoxn”- elvat Aagupévo oe epubpo pdppapo Tat-
VvApOoU, TO POVASLKO OKEVOG Ao auTO TO UALKO Ttou evtoTiioape. To AOUTpLO autd XPovo-
Aoyeital otoug pwpaikoug xpovoug, TEpLoSo akung Twv Aatopsiwv epubpou pappdpou tng
Mavng.

64 MMouttakn 2011pB, toy. A 153 uttoo. 1183, Top. I'': €Lk, 500.

65 Mourmdakn 2017, 74, 91 ap. K3.

66 Demargne 1958, 67-8 Ttiv. XIX.

67 Salles 1993, 337 ap. 826.

68 [outdkn 2001-2, 275-80.

69 TooUAn 2010, 538 eLk. 73-4.

70 M.x. Pinkwart kat Stamnitz 1984, 110 ap. S7 Ttiv. 18- Mouttakn 20116, Té. A 156 uttoo. 1214.
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Mapopola ayyeia, labra, pwpaikwy Xpovwy amd pubpo TavdapLo HAPPApO Pag lval yvwotd
otn BLPAloypapia,” kat Tpoo@atd Eéva TIApASELYHa EVIOTILOTNKE O CWOTLK avaokagr pwya-
{KoU AouTpLKOU cuyKkpoTrHatog oto MNUBeLo, OTIWG TIpoavaPEPONKE.”? ATIO TO PHAPPAPO AUTO
EVTOTILOOWE KAl PLKPOTEPA OKEUN oTNV ApXaLoAoyLkr} ATtoBrikn tou MNuBetou (Tt.x. €va Lysio Bpe-
BNKe EVTOLYLOPEVO OE VEOTEPO TOLXO O€ LELWTLIKO akivnto oto MUBEL0™).

Ze xprion mepLppavinpiou rp Aoutnpiou Rtav Kat pia mapopoLa AekAvn TIou £QePe avayAupo
SAKTUALO TIEPLE TOU TETPAYWVOU TEVovTa oTEPEWONG (ap. 5).74

H mpaktikr tng viPng Twv xepLwv TpLv amd tnv L0080 0To vad cuvexioTtnke adLAAeLTTTa
Kal ota Tpwipa Bulavtvd xpovia.”s Avaloya okeln PE auTA TIou dn TIapOUCLACTNKAV HTaV
oTEPEWPEVA O€ KATola Bdon oto aibplo r Prpootd amd TNV L0080 TWV XPLOTLAVIKWY VAWV
KAl elvat yvwotd we TEpLppavtipLa 1 OLAAEG.” Zta U0 TIAAQLOXPLOTLAVLKA avoLXTa ayyeia (ap.
23-4: €LK. 6-7) TIOU PEAETAOAME ATTOSWOAKE AUTH TNV XPrion. Ta okeun autd tapouctalouy LSL-
attepo evdLapépov Aoyw TG EyXAPAKTNG SLAKOCUNONG TWV TETAPTOCPALPLKWY TOUG AaBwv, TTou
aravtolv Kal o€ dAAa ayyela autol Tou TUTIOU TG TiEPLOSoU amo tov 4° €wg Tov 6° p.X. at.
0€ TIOMEG TIEPLOXEG (KWwvoTavTvoUTIoAn,”” Oecoalovikn,’ KoplvBo, Xio, Zduo,® Aivéo tng Po-
50U, ANdoapva® kal AAeG BEoeLg TNG Kw,® Aco0,5 Epeoo,® ZApSelg,® ZdAwva tng AaApatiag,®
MaAalotivn® k.d.). Ztn BLBAoypagia, iepa amd SU0 TIEVLXPEG AVAPOPEG OE TETPAWTA AyyELd ToU
TUTIoU TToV €E€TAOUE,® Sev UTIAPXOULV Snuocleupéva avaloya ayyeta and tn Aakwvia.

To peyaAUTePO OKEVOG (ap. 23: €LK. 6) elval TplwTto Kat pe tpoxor). Ot SUo AaBeg Tou eival
akOOopNTEG, eVvw N Tpitn ToU BplokeTal avtwd amo TNV TIPOXOH PEPEL TIPWTOTUTIO PUAAS-
oxXNHo gyxdpakto kéopnua (ox. 3). To xelhog tou mepLppavinpiou eival eminedo kat ota SLd-
Keva PETaEL Twv AaBwv uTtdpxeL eyxapaktn n emypagr) EV - TV-XWC-XPW (ox. 4). H xapaén
ETILYPAPWV YyLA TNV KAAN uyela Kal Tuxn amoteAel ouvrBn TIPAKTLKI TIOU €MLBLWOE amo TtV
apxaldTnTa KaL anavtd ota XeAn Jappdpvwy,® TIAALVWVY? 1] HETAAALKWY OKEUWV,” o€ o@payi-

71 Cavalieri 2000, 427, 434 ap. 24-6- 2001, 92 ap. 25-6+ Barbagli kat Cavalieri 2002, 63 ap. 25-6 (UE OXETLKN
BLBALoypapia).

72 Adnuooctieuto: TooUAN 2010, 539.

73 Aénpooteuto. And otk. BwAdkou, O.T. 27, 08. Opéotou kat M. Actlag. Alaot.: Stap. 0,20 p., Y. 0,11 p.
74 TpBA. Robinson 1930, Ttiv. 78.6.

75 Moutdkn 2001-2, 282 umoo. 62, 67.

76 TMourmakn 2011A, 59-61 (pe oxetikn BLPALoypapla).

77 Gill 1986, ap. 103-4, 110, 116.

78 TQut¢ipmaon 2000, ap. 5.

79 Davidson 1952, 125 ap. 827, 829 mtiv. 61.827, 829.

80 Balance k.a. 1989, 124 ap. F7 k. 49.

81 Hiesel 1967, 95 ap. 128.

82 Dyggve 1960, 312-3, 523 k.€. KAl €LK. VII, 43, 46.

83 Moutdkn 2011q, ap. 17-23, 98- Moutakn 2017, ap. K11.

84 TMourmakn 2011, t. B' 150-3 ap. Ay64-7, Ay212-28.

85 Stupperich 1990, mtiv. 11.4.

86 Quatember 2003, Ttiv. 59 ap. M104, 60 ap. M50.

87 Crawford 1990, ewk. 287-99, 333.

88 Brondsted 1928, 99-101 €ik. 93.

89 Bliss-Macalister 1902, 202 Tiv. 90.

90 Tod kat Wace 1906, 168 ap. 331, 749.

91 BA. yevikd Colussa 2000. .. NiewShner 2006, 452 ap. 76+ Poupaki (Ut €k8. B ).
92 M.x. Yangaki 2009, 247-87.

93 M.x. Drandaki 2003- Mundell kat Mango k.d. 1989.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 1227 -

OMOTA KOOPNUATWVY,* O€ APXLTEKTOVLKA PEAN,% avabnuatika Pvnuela® kat pwodikd sdameda,®”
Katd tnv votepn Pwpaikn kat MaAatoyplotiavikn iepiodo. AKpLBwG n tSLa emypagn) £xet Sia-
owBel o€ xpuoo e\acpa oto Cabinet des Medailles,® evw n emypagn «eUTUXEE XPQ TTAVTOTE»
€XEL xapaxBel o€ YaAKLvo SLaBritn tou 6°U-7° al. P.X. oto Mouacegio Mmtevdkn amd tnv Alyutto.®

H emiypagn) «eUtux Q¢ xp@» TtapaméuTeLl otov Op@Lko Yuvo' tpog tov Mouaoaio: «eUTtux®g
XP®W, €TAlpe», 0 OTIOLOG TIPOTPETIEL TOUG HUNPEVOUG VA PETEXOUV OTa TEAoUPEVA MuotripLa pe
KaAr &Labeon kal pe tnv okePn kabapr] Kal TTPoonAwWHEVN oTtnV Lep TeEAeToUpyla Kal oTLg
TEAOUPEVEG OTIOVSEG TIPOG TOUG BE0UG: «eUpEVEQG EADETY Kexapnpévov ftop £xovtag trvse Bu-
NTOALNV Leprv oTtov8NV T €Ml oepvrv». H avaypagr] otixwv op@Lkwv UPVWV amavtd Kal o
uoTEPOPPWHALKA aAaBdotpvn QLAAN, Ayvwotng TPpogAeuon, Pe avayAupn Slakdopnon yu-
HVWV avOpwTILVWV HOPYWV YUPW ATIO TO KEVTPLKO PHETAAALO TIOU KOOHELTAL PE AETO. ™!

To pwipo autd Bulavtvo TEpLPPAVTNPLO £XEL AAEEUTEL 0 SWPLKO KLOVOKPAVO, TUAUA aTto
TO UTTOTPaXNALO TOU oTtolou eivat akdpn o0pato. ZNUELWVOUHE OTL N AAEEUCN apPXLTEKTOVIKWY
HEAWV yLa TNV PETATPOTIN TOUG 0 AAa avtikelpeva elval §6kiLpn otn Aakwvia (.. o€ SwpLko
KLOVOKPAVO, TOU 6% aL. T.X., Aa&eUTNKE NPWIKO avAayAuo, Katd tnv UoTEPN EAANVLOTLIKA N
TIPWLHN pwUaiKr TIEPL0S0'®2).

To PLKPOTEPO OKEVOG TOU (8Lou TUTIOU (ap. 24: LK. 7, OX. 5) PEPEL AaPBEG SLAOKOOUNMEVEG
pe Celyn KOUTIUAWY YPAUULSLlwy ekatépwBev piag katakdpung ypapung. To potifo sival
YVWOTO Kal ard AAAa ayyela, Tpwipwy Bulavivwy xpovwy oe SLAQopeg TTaparlayeg, SnA.
HE HoVO CeUYOG KAUTIUAWY YPAPHLELWY eKATEPWOEV TOU KABETOU ypappuLdiou™ ) pe SUITAO™ 1)
Kal PE TPLTIAG.' To €V AOyw OKEVOG PEPEL SUO SLAUTIEPELG OTIEG OTA KATWTEPA TOLXWHATA TOU
TIPOYPAVWG YLa TNV ATIOPPOH TOU TIEPLEXOUEVOU UYpOoU. OpoLou TUTIOU Kal PeyeBoug oKeVOG PE
TO AOKWVLKO €lval auto Bploketal oTo TIapeKKANOLO TNG MeyaAng BaolALKG OToV apyaLoAo-
YIKO Xwpo tou Kdotpou Mubayopeiou tng Zapou's kat autd amd tnv Mavayia KaboAwkn tng
Fraotouvng oto Mouoeio tou Mupyou HAglag.'?”

Ztov (510 TUTIo pPE Ta AaKWVLKA £xouv AageuTel Kal Ta pappdpva pwipa Bulavtivd okeun
amoé tnv AAacapva tng Kw, yla ta ottoila X pnoLUoToLiBnKe TipoKOVVHoLO JAPPapo Kal amodo-
Bnkav oto epyactriplo TnG BaceUouoag Pe BAon TLG TIPOCPATES APXALOPETPLKEG AVAAUCELG. %
Qot0600, Tapd TNV OpoLOTNTA HE Ta Tipoavaepdueva ayyeia, ta Vo ayysia otn Aakwvia @ai-
VETAL va Tav Aageupéva og Qatd i ASUKOQaLo JApUapo, Ttou opoLlddeL Pe to pdpuapo tou Ta-
Oyetou. Elval mpopaveg O0tL Ta okeln TIou Kataokeuadovtav, akohouBouoav to SladsSopevo
PETIEPTOPLO TNG ETIOXNG, TO OTIOLO yPryopa ULOBETIBNKE amo Ta TOTILKA EpyacTtripLa.

94 T.x. Alféldi-Rosenbaum 1994, 81-90.

95 T1.x. Roueché 2004, ap. 85- Smith 2007, 230 ap. B40 eik. 37.

96 [.x. Chaniotis 2008, 221-2 ap. 1.

97 Mundell kat Mango 1995 Yangaki 2009, 257 uttoo. 63.

98 Alfoldi-Rosenbaum 1994, 81-90.

99 dwtoémoulog Kat AeAnBoppldg 1997, ap. 350+ Chaniotis k.d. 1998, ap. SEG 48 2128.

100 Bernabé 2004.

101 Delbrueck kat Vollgraff 1934.

102 KokkopoU-AAgupd 2011.

103 .. NMoutdkn 2011B3, T. B": ap. Ay65, Ay128-9- T{Lt¢ipmtaon 2000, 24, ap. 5 . 9-10- Gill 1986, ap. 103
Stupperich 1990, Ttiv. 11.4.

104 M.x. Mouttakn 2011B, t. At 61, T. ' €k, 199.

105 M.x. Balance k.d. 1989, 124 ap. F7 €ik. 49.

106 Adénpooieuto. BA. http://odysseus.culture.gr/h/3/gh3562.jsp?obj_id=7798&mm_id=12521
107 Aénpoaotieuto.

108 Tambakopoulos kat Maniatis 2017.
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Ewk. 8. Atoomtaopatikn Aekavn (odavimtrpag;) ap. 7 (pwt. Etp. Moutdkn) Ewk. 9. Tunpa Aekdvng ap. 6 e UTIOSOXEG CUVSECHWY yLa
emSLOpOwon (pwt. Etp. Mouttdkn) Etk. 10. Huiepyo TETpAWTO OKEVOG (ECWTEPLKN Kat TAGyLa 6gn) ap. 17 (pwrt. Etp. Moumtdkn) Ewk. 11.
Eowteptkn kat eEwteptkn obn xépviBa ap. 15 (@wt. Etp. Moutdkn) Ewk. 12. ATIOOTIAOPATIKOG XEPVLBAG HE Tipoxor] ap. 25 (pwt. Elp.
Moutdkn) Ewk. 13. Eowteptkr) 6y kavou ap. 13 (pwt. Etp. Mourtdkn) Ek. 14. Ecwteptkr 6Yn kavol ap. 14 (pwt. Etp. Mouttdxn)
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MLE. 14069

M.E. 12032

Ix. 6. IXeSLa0TLKN TOpN NUiepyou ayyelou ap. 17 (ox. Eip. Moutdkn) Zx. 7. Zxedtaotikr] Topn xépvipa ap. 15 (ox. Etp. Moumdakn) Zx. 8.
Sxedlo eEwteptkrig OYng xépvipa ap. 15 (ox. Etp. Moumakn) Zx. 9a kat 9B. A kat B: IxeSLaotikég Topég Kavwy ap. 13 kat 14 (ox. Elp.
Moumtakn) Zx. 10. Zxedlaotikr topr) ayyeiou ap. 20 (o. Etp. Mouttdkn) Zx. 11. Ixedlaotikr| Topn ayyetou ap. 19 (ox. Etp. Mouttdkn) Zx.
12. £xeSlaotikr) Topn ayyeiou ap. 26 (ox. Eip. Mouttakn)

AEKANEZ KAI ZKEYH ME AAAEZ XPHZEIX

Mia Aekdvn, TUTTOAOYLKWG OPOLA PE TA TIPOAVAPEPOPEVA AOUTHPLA KAl TIEPLPPAVTIPLA, PEPEL
eminedn Bdon (ap. 7: €k. 8). Opoleg Baoelg, Onwg eidape, Tpooappdlovtav o€ EMKPAvVo TIou
€PEPAV OTO KEPAAL TOUG OL KOPEG TWV apXaAiKWV TIEPLPPAVINPLWY. TO CUYKEKPLUEVO OUWG
oKeVOG €lval TiLo ALTO Kal Tipopavwg Sev TIPOKELTAL yia pia avaloyn Teplmtwon). EmumAéov
AOYw TG amouaciag Tou eL5LkOU TEVoVTa ATIOKAELETAL VA OTEPEWVOTAY OE UTIOoTATO. To OTOL-
XElo autd lowg uTtoSnAwvel OTL ElXE SLAPOPETLKN XProN Ao ta AAAA euprjpata Tou Tapade-
oape. Mg BAon TLG ATIELKOVIOELG OE AyYELOYPAPLEG KAL TLG TIEPLYPAYPEG aTtd TNV apxaia EAANVLKA
ypappateia'® eikdoupe OTL PTIOpEL va XpnoLPoTioltBnKe wg modavimtripag.'

Ta mapadetypata odavintripwy and AlBo -pdppapo kuplwg- elvat Alyootd kat gv Tipo-

109 Ginouves 1962, 61-75(0TIoU Kal OxXETLKN BLRALOYpa@la).
110 Ginouves 1962, 68 uttoo. 10-1. Na mapd\AnAa otnv ayyeloypapia: Durand 1979, 175.
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gpyovtal and tnv Kuplwg EANGSa. Mepitexvog modavimrpag amo maplavd HApPapo Kat ETIL-
{wypapnon €xet Bpebel otnv Kdatw Itaiia."" Qotocoo o i8Log tumog ayyeiou, lowg o pla o
ATAOUCTEUPEVN HOPYN, ETILRLWOE WG TOUG EAANVLOTLIKOUG KAL TOUG pWHAIKOUG XpOVOUG, GAAG
N Xxpron tou €naye va glval amokAELOTIKA auTr TIou UTTOSNAWVEL N ETUPOAOYLa Tou TToSavt-
TITRPOG.

‘Eva 6poLo aAAd o Babu okevog ou Statnpet txvn emdLopbwoewy pe HETAALKOUG OUVEE-
OMOUG (ap. 6: €LK. 9), £pepe AAPBEC KAL OTO XELAOG TOU UTIHPXE SLaPopPwHEVN ELSLKN 00X (oav
Tiatoupa) yLa TNV oTEPEWON TIWHATOG. MapoAo Tou ta wpata cuvnbidovtav oTLg HapudapLVeg
TeEPPOSOXOUG, €V Kataywploape To ev Adyw OKEVOG PETAEU auTwv Adyw TOU PEYAAOU MEYE-
Boug Tou, To oTolo (OWC VA TIAPATIEPTIEL OE KATIOLA ATTOBNKEUTLKN XPron.

Ma ta anobnkeutika pappapva i aAAa AtBwva ayyela Sev UTIAPXOUV GXETLKEG AVAPOPES
otn BBAoypapia. Ztnv Kw, yla Tapadelypa, avaioya amoBnkeUuTka ayyeia e Aemtd toyw-
pata amod TpoKovvroLo HApPapo Kal Kwako tpaBeptivn Bpednkav in situ otnv avackagr] plag
TpwLUNg Bulavtivg olkiag Tng Zuvolkiag Tou Atpaviou, 2 evw otnv A@podLoldda evioTiioape
PWHALKA pappdapLlva amoBnkeuTka ayyela oav iiBoug, ou Ba prtopovoav va eival arnobnKeu-
Tka ayyeta Aadlov.s

H Aekdvn pe adpr emegepyaocia tng eEWTEPLKNG TNG ETILYAVELAG (ap. 12) (owg va gixe pla ka-
Bapd olkLakn f BLoteX VLK Xprion 1 akopa Kal va Atav Bappévn oto xwHa, 0Tiwe Ta tapadely-
pata amo tnv OAuvBo kat tn ARAo," Kat yla tov Adyo auTo va Pnv eTLPEARBNKav tSLattepwg
TNV €EWTEPLKN TNG ETILPAVELQL.

XEPNIBEZ

Ta pikpdtepa okeun, TeETpdwta ) Tplwta Pe TTpoxor, TIou ATav Lslattepa SnUo@LAr amd Toug
EMNVLOTIKOUG XpoOvoug, eTLBlwoav kat otoug Tpwipoug Bulavtivous. MAALota, OKeEUn PE JL-
KPEG aKOOoPNTEC AABEC pLhoTeXVRONKav otnv ABriva Katd Toug TIPWLHOUG pWHAIKOUG XpOVOUC,
ota omola katd Bacn XpnoLPoTIoLoUcaV TO TIEVTEALKO Hdppapo.'s H Utapén wotdoo evog nuti-
gpyou ayyeiou (ap. 17: €wk. 10, o). 6) pe AaBEG OPOLEG PE QUTEG TWV ATTIKWY Hapudpvwy
ayyelwy,® tou Aa&eltnke o€ yYKPL{o AOKWVLKO PAPUAPO TILOTOTIOLEL OTL 0 TUTIOE QUTWY TWV
OKEUWV ULOBETAONKE EVPEWG oTa epyactripla ALBo&oikrg dGAou Tou ENaSLKOU xwpou, Ye Bdon
KOLVA TIPOTUTIA KAl OXL amapaltnta utd Tnv attikn enidpacn. BeBata amo tnv ATTKN €L04-
yovtav pappaplva ayyeia otn Imaptn Katd tnv Uotepn EAANVLCTLKA 1 TNV TIPWLHN PWHALKN
ETIOX I, OTIWG TL.X. O VEOOTTLKOG Kpatrpag oto Mouoeio Imaptng.

Qoto00, avtibeta pe ta 60a Slamotwoape ota abnvaikd okeun,'” 0TO CUYKEKPLUEVO Aa-
KWVLKO Nuiepyo ayyeio @atvetal 6tL n Ad&euon tou Gykou Kal N SLapopPwon Twv TOLXWHATWY
TOU OKEVOUG yLVOTav Tautoxpova Kat amd To EWTEPLKO Kal amd TO ECWTEPLKO TOU, SnAadn
apatpoloav Tautdxpova KAl TOV TIUPrVA KAl SLAPOP@WVaV TNV EEWTEPLKN ETILPAVELA TOU.'™

‘Eva PLKPOTEPO NULATIOTETUNMUEVO OKEVOG LSLaitepa emipeAnuévng Adgeuong @épel ava-

111 Bottini kat Setari 2009, 1-2.

112 Moumdkn 2011B, T. B': 23 ap. K27, 254 ap. Ay1.

113 Aénpooieuta.

114 Robinson kat Graham 1938, 335 ap. 1, 3- Déonna 1938, 80 Ttiv. 246-7.

115 Moumdkn 2017, 72 uTtoo. 34.

116 Moutdkn 2000, 106-7 ap. 90.

117 MouTdkn (Umo €kS. a').

118 MpBA. Mouttdkn 2006, 112-3 (yLa ayyela Xmaptng)- Mouttdkn 2011a, T. A 190-1 (yla ayyeia Kw).
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yAu@n SLaKOCUNON OXNHATOTIOLNHEVOU TITVOU KAl KApSLOOXNHOU QUAAOU KLooOU KATW aro
TG AaBeg Tou (ap. 15: k. 11, o). 7-8). To KLOGOQUANO aTIAVTA KAl 0T SLaKOCUNGCN OPLOPEVWY
AOKWVLKWVY TEPPOSOXWY ayyeilwy,® aAAd o€ EMNVLOTLIKA ayyela tng AfAou™ to pUANO elval
TOTIOBETNPEVO HE TN HUTN TIPOG TA KATW KAl SLAKOCHEL TLG TIPOX0EC TwV ayyelwv. H xprjon tou
ayyeiou wg Lydlou &ev pmopel va amokAeLoBel, evééxetal dpwG Adyw TOU PLKPOU ToU peyeBoug
Kat Bapoug va xpnotpeuoe wg yetpovimrpov (xépviBag).’> OL amAég opBoywvLeG AaBEG Tou TIa-
PATIEPTIOUV O€ XAPAKTNPLOTLKA EAANVLOTLKA OKELN amd Tn ZAapo,' tnv Kw'2 kat tnv Kutmpo,'
Tou tav Aagsupéva og SLaopoug AtBoug Kat Ta ottola TIOAEG POPEG EPepav Kal avayAugn
ETILPAVELA £5paanc.

Ta ev AOyw oKeun Ttapépevay LoLaitepa SnUOo@LAN Kat 0Toug TIPWLHOUG Bulavivoug Xpovoug
ME TLG AafEG Toug va SLaKOOHOUVTAL HE TA YPAUMLKA oXESLA TIOU PEPOUV Kal Td Tipwipa Bula-
VTWVA TEpLppavTripLa Tou Tipoavageépape. MaAlota, Ba TpEmMeL va eixav B€on oTo XpLOTLAVLKO
TEAETOUPYLKO TUTILKO WG YEpVLBEG, OTIWG elxape uttootnpi&el kat mahaldtepa.'>s Autr) tnv xprion
lowg L€ KaL €va amooTIaoPATLIKO TIPWLHO Bulavtivo oKeVOG e Tipoxor (ap. 25: K. 12).

KANA

MeTa&l twv ayyelwv TIou PHEAETOAUE CUYKATAAEYOVTAL Kal SUO ATTOCTIACHATLKA pnxa ayyeia
eEalpeTikng oldTNTaAg, Kat Ta Suo amd maplavd pappapo. To éva €€ autwy, TIoU PEPEL €W
vevovta xelAn (ap. 13: k. 13, oX. 9a) PoNABe amd TtV avaoka@r evog AAKKOU gyKalviou
EMNVLOTLKAG OLK{aG, TIOU améSwaoe euprpata amo TNV apyaikn wg tnv UoTePn EAANVLOTLKN
miepiodo. Me Baon ta Snuocteupéva tapdAAnAa and To LlEpod Tou ATtoAwva otnv KoAwva tng
Alywag to ayysio avdayetat otov 3° - 2° Ti.X. at. T.X.'% To AANO aTtoOTIACHUATLKO OKEVOG (ap. 14:
ELK. 14, o). 9B) PEPeL €0w veLOVTA KAL APKETA KUPTA XEIAN Kal xpovoAoyeital Tiepimou otnv
(6la meplodo.’”

H xprjion Twv v Adyw okeuwv elvat egatpetikd mpoBAnuatikry. O K. Hoffelner'? taltioe ta
avtiotolya okeun tng Alywvag pe kavd.'” Ta kav@ otnv am\ouotepn Hopyr Toug Atav Tpol-
OVTA KAAODOOTIAEKTLKNG, KEPAPOTIAQOTLKNG 1 HETAANOTEXVIAG, WOTOCO PE BAon tn HEAETN yLa
Ta avtiotolya ayyeia tng Alywvag @atvetal 6tL Ba priopovoav va sivat Aageupéva kat os AiBo
Kat va polddouv pe Slokoug ogpPLplopatog, 61ou Tomofetovoav TLG AVALUAKTEG TIPOCPOPES
(ouvrBwg KapToug) Ye Ta anapaitnta okeun yLa tn Bucia Kat Toug Katadéououd.”® Qotooo o
TUTTOG KaL TWV U0 ayyelwv, aA\d Kal ta epyaleia TTou €xouv xpnotporotnBel yia tnv Adgeuon
TOUG (6NAadr To VILOWALSLKO oTNnV emLPAveLa €5pacng KAl N MLTIESN YAWOOA OTO E0WTEPLKO
TOUG) ATIAVTA KAl O€ KUKALKEG TPATECEC HapTUplou TWV TpWLIHWY Bulavivwy Xpovwy, TIou
BupiCouv évtova ta okeun autd.'

119 Moutdkn 2006, 93-4 uttoo. 15-7 (ue oxetikn BLBALoypapia).
120 Déonna 1938, 112-3 k. 136.6 Ttiv. 322.

121 MNoumdkn 2011q, 57-9 (yLa XEpVLBEG).

122 Tolle-Kastenbein 1974, 120, mtiv. 201.

123 Moumdkn 20113, t. B": ap. Ay 116, Ay185, T. I': €wk. 478.
124 Salles 1993, 335 ap. 803.

125 Moumdkn 2011a, 56-61.

126 Hoffelner 1996, 46-8 oy. 33-4, 36.

127 Hoffelner 1996, 48-9 oy. 35, 37.

128 Hoffelner 1996, 51-2.

129 Schelp 1975.

130 Moutdkn 2017, 76 (Mg oxeTikn BLRALoypapia).

131 MNoumdkn 2017, 75-6 (Ye oxetkn PBLBALoypapla).
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16a

168

208
20a

Ewk. 15. Atotetunpuévo Lysio ap. 9 (pwrt. Etp. Mouttdkn) Ewk. 16. Altotetpnuévo tysio ap. 10 (pwt. apyelo EPA Aakwviag) Ewk. 17. Aképato
okeVOG (EOWTEPLKN OYn) ap. 20 (PwT. Etp. Mouttdkn) Ewk. 18. HuLamotetunpévo okevog ap. 19 (pwt. Etp. Moutdkn). Ewk. 19. OApog ap.
16 (@wTt. Etp. Moumdkn). Ewk. 20a kat 20B. EcwtepLkr) Kal EwTepLkr) 6Yn okevoug ap. 26 (ewTt. Etp. Mouttaxn)
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AOYyw NG €VPECNG TOU AQKWVLKOU OKEVOUG (ap. 13), o€ KAELOTO OGUVOAO TNG EAANVLOTLKAG
TIEPLOSOU KaL TNG XPrion Tou AcukoU TtapLlavol PHappdpou SV PTIOPOUE VA atoSwWOOUNE oTa
800 mpoavagepdueva okelN XProN OXETIKN PE TNV XPLOTLAVLKA Aatpela Kal avaioyn xpovo-
Aoynon. Ta TToAUTEAr autd okeun gatvetat OTL eLoayovtav amo tnv MNapo, N appapoyAuTITLKn
ayyslwv otnv omola avBloe amod tov 5° at. T.X. WG Kal Toug pwuaikolg Xpovoua.' Avdloya
ayyela amd maplavo, aAAd Kal KwWaAKO PApHapo €XOUME evtoTiioel kat otnv Kw.'® Avtibeta,
oL Tpameleg paptupiou kataokeuadovtav amo SLAPOPETIKA HApUapa: TIPOKOVVOLo, BaoLako,
Aokipiou ) amd pdppapo dAwvY peydAwv Aatopsiwv tng Baolebouoag, ™ emopévwg n tav-
TLON TWV ayYELWV QUTWV Ao TNV Zaptn PE Tpwipha Bulavtiva ayyela TIPETEL VA ATTOKAELOBEL.

IFAIA-OAMOLI

H pikpotepn opdda ayyelwv tng HEAETNG Pag TIEEPIANAPBAVEL XPNOTLKA OKELN HE 1 XWpLg AaBEg,
HLKPOU 1 KAl PEYAAOU pEYEBOUC TIOU XpNnotlpeuav wg Lydia, Ta PIKPOTEPA, KAL WG OAUOL, Ta
peyaAutepa. Ta okeln autd avagpepovtal otnv ayyAkn BLBAloypagia cuxvd wg “bowls” kat
amavtouy o€ SLAPOPEG AVACKAPLKEG EKBETELG, OTIWG TL.X. TOU apxatou Bedtpou tng Zndptng.'*
To amAoUotepo €€ autwy elval eva awto Lydio armo ykpido tomiko pdppapo (ap. 11) yia tn pin
| KaTEPyaoia ouoLwv. '8

ZnUavtikd eLonypéva okeun elval Vo peydAa diwta ydia amd natotelakod Atbo. To tydio
pE ap. 9 (ewk. 15) €xeL opBoywvleg AaBEg Kat TtapOAo TIoU TTapoUCLAlEL ATEXVN SLAPOPYWON
Tou xelhoug, n Ad&euon tou elval oxeTka empeAnpevn. O TUTIOG TOU ayyelou elval eUupEwg
51ade80PEVog oTNV KAAGLKM KAl EAANVLOTLKA TIEPL0§0."

To yS&io pe ap. 10 (ewk. 16) elval Slwto eniong, aA\d eival anAd &exovtplopévo pe BeAdvl
€EWTEPLKA, EVW ETILUEAWG ETIEEEPYACHEVO POVO EC0WTEPLKA, OTIWG Kal oTo Xelhog tou. OL suo
AaBeg tou Sev Egxwpidouv amd TNV UTTIOAOLTIN €EWTEPLKN ETILYPAVELA TOU OKEVOUC, AOyw TNG
ateAoUg Tou EWTEPLKAG SLapOPPWonG, otolxelo Tiou Lowg ocuvnyopel 0To OTL TO OKEVOG fTav
Bappévo €wg to XelAog, OTIWG To ayyeio pe ap. 12.

To okeVOoG amo BacaAtikd okoupo@ato ALBo (ap. 20: eLk. 17, o). 10) Elval akEPaALO, TETPAWTO
pE pla €K Twv AaBWV TOU EAAPPWG ETILUNKUCHEVN. TO YEVIKOTEPO OXMHA TOU TIAPATIEYTIEL OF
Tplwta Lydila pe mpoyon, OTIWG To TAPASELYHA aTTO TLG ZAPSELG,'*® HAALOTA TTApOUOLA SLaPOp-
PWon tnNg TTPOXOor¢ armavta kat o Bulavtvd okeun amd n@atotelako Aibo, oTwg .. o€ Lysio
amod tnv Amtduela.’® MapoAo TIoU To OKEVOG AUTO £XEL OXIUA TIOU TTAPATIEUTIEL O€ LySia, (owg
AOyw Tou pIkpoU tou BdBoug va pnv eixe avaloyn xprion. To NULATIOTETPUNHEVO OKEVOG aTIO
Tov (610 AlBo pe ap. 19 (k. 18, ox. 11) £xeL OpoLEG AaBEG PE TO TIPOaAVAPEPOPEVO OKEVOG Kal
mBavwg va rtav tou {&lou tuToUL.

Ta §U0 autd okelNn Ao TNV ZMAPTN OUCLACTLIKA avtlypd@ouv eva nuiepyo Lydio, oto omolo
Sev €xel Slapoppwbel akopn n poxor). Me tov tpodmo autd ta OKeLn PETATPEMTOVTAL armd

132 Robinson 1930, 246-7 uttoo. 25- Jucker 1970, 182- Zaphiropoulou 1973- Iozzo 1985, 50-1. MNa tnv e§aywyn
TETOLWV OKEUWV O AA\a vnold: Kokkorou-Alevras k.d. 2018.

133 Moumdkn 2011B, T. A 154-5: Mouttdkn 2017, 75-6 ap. K5.

134 NMoumdkn 2017, 76 uttoo. 96-7 (Pe oxeTLkn BLBALoypapla).

135 Waywell kat Wilkes 1995, 460 ap. S12.

136 MpBA. Quatember 2003, 129 Tiv. 67 ap. M1009.

137 Moumdkn 20113, 40 uttoo. 134 (Pe oxeTkn BLPALoypapla).

138 Crawford 1990, €. 310.

139 Vanderheyde 2003, 69, 77 €wk. 11a-b.
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TplwTa PE TIPOXON OE TETPAWTA HE TN pia Toug AaBr) TILo TLUNKUGCPEVN. AKPLBEG TTapdAANAO
Twv ayysiwv autw kat paAtota and tov Lo Atbo éxoupe evtotioel otn P660. H avtiypagn
NULEpywv ABLVWV TExVEPYWVY, N Slaklvnon Kal n xprjon Toug o€ NULTEAR Hop@r) amoteAel pula
tSlaitepa ouvrBn TIPAKTLKN KATA TNV UOTEPN apxalotnta. MNa mapdadelypa ta Klovokpava Kat
OL OAPKOWAYOL PE TLG YLPAAVTEG aTtd TIPOKOWVHOLO HApHapo Slaklvouvtav nuiepya o€ 0An tn
Meooyelo kat avtlypdgovtav o aAoug AiBoug o€ autr} tn Pop@n.'™ XapaktnpLloTikn TepL-
TITWOoN €lval N avtlypagr) Twv capko@Aywy TOU TUTIOU HE TLG YLPAAVTEG Kal Ta Boukpdvia armo
TIPOKOVVNOLO HAPUAPO O€ NYALOTELAKO avSeattiko AiBo (lapis sarcophagus) amd tnv Acco.*

O KWVLKOG OApOG amd palod neatotelakd AlBo (ap. 16: €lk. 19) amoteAel €va XapaKTnPLOTIKO
OKEVOG OVOEKTLKO OTLG KATATIOVIOELG TWV OLKLOKWY KAl BLOTEXVIKWY SpaotnpLoTTWy (TL.YX.
oUVOALYN KAPTIWY, TIAPACKEUN UALKWY K.ATL). O TUTIOC TOU OKEVOUG elval EALPeTIKA KOWOG
Kat n TipogéAeuacn tou AlBou mipemeL va avalntnel o€ KAToLo amd Ta vnoLd ToU EVEPYOU N@at-
oteLakoU ToEou Tou votiou Alyatou, eite otov Zapwviko (TL.. Alywva, Mépog), elte Lo pakpLd
(Kw™4).

‘O\a ta poavaepdueva okeln (ap. 9-10,16, 19-20) tav Aafeupéva o€ TIETPWHATA TIOU €V
UTTAPXOUV OTNV AGKWVLKN KAl TIPO@avwe ATav Lonypéva mpoiovta.

‘Eva tplwto avolyto ayyeio pe ipoyor} otov i6Lo TUTo PE Toug XEPVLBEG (ap. 26: LK. 20,0).
12) TapoucLAaleL TNV LSLALTEPOTNTA VA EXEL ETILUNKELG KAL NULKWVLIKEG AaBEG Kal SLatpnto Tub-
MEva, otolyela TTou amavtouv Kat os ayyela amod tnv Kw.'s Ag onpelwBel otL Statpnto Tub-
HEVA €XOUV KAl PEPLKA AOKWVLKA™E KAl XLaKA™ te@podoxa ayyela. OL EMUPNAKELG NULKWVLKEG
AaBeg amavtolv og okeun Bulavtivhg €MoXNG, OTa TEEPLOCOTEPA amod ta omoia amodidetat
OLKLaKA Xpron.™ Me Bdon éva amooTacpatiko OKEVOG PE OpoLeG AABEG (ap. 27), TTou Bpednke
o€ TpWLPN Bulavtivr eykatdaotaon Bewpolpe OTL ta ayysia autd (ap. 28-9) eppavidovtal petd
TOV 7° aL. P.X. KaL KaBLepwvovTal yLa Toug EMOPEVOUG ALWVEG. ZKEUN AUTOU TOU TUTIOU €EaKO-
AouBoucav va xpnoLPoTololvTal We Lydla ota volkokupld tng tpoflopnxaviknig EAMASag kat
HAALOTa OTa EpyactrpLla Twv TNViwv yappapoyAUewy anotéAecav SNPO@LAN Tipoilovta.'*

EMINOTOx

Ta AaKWVLKA okewn amo AlBo r pdppapo tapouctddouv PeydAAn oK La Kal eEaLpeTikd evéLa-
@Epov. Metd amd tnv eveeAexr| KataAoyoypdgnaor] Toug'® cupTiEpaivoupe, OTL Ta VIOTILa Epya-
otnpLa eldlkevovtav otn AdEguon amAwy ayyeilwv oTov TUTIO Tou OAPOU JE 1 Xwplg Baon, ta
oTtola EPTIOPEVOVTAV TOOO WG OLKLAKA-EPYAOTNPLAKA OKEUN, 000 Kal WG TEPPOSOXEG KAATILEEG.
Mapd talta o€ eLELKEG TIEPLITTWOELG TTapryayav EALPETLKNG TExVNG VPITTOSEG KAATILSEG M€ TiE-
pltexva koopnpata katw armo tig AaBEg (cuvrnBwg avBEuLa, KLooO@UAAa 1} {elyn eAlkwv). Zta

140 Xto Palazzo tou Meydhou Mayiotpou (aSnpooieuto).

141 Moutdkn 2011, T. A 167, 194 (pe oxetikn BLRALoypapia).

142 Ward-Perkins 1992.

143 'Opotog AiBog eEopucodtav oToug vedTEPOUG XPpOVOUG 0TO Kakomépato.
144 KokkopoU-AAgeupd K.A. 2014, ap. 79.

145 MNourmtdkn 20116, T. B': ap. Ay 144-5.

146 Moutdkn 2009.

147 AVETAKNG K.A. (UTTO €K6.).

148 T1.x. aénuooteuto ydilo, 13°%-18 at. p.X., ap. K/MBI1/54/1042, oto Mouacgio Bulavtivou MoALtiopou
®ecoaiovikng.

149 ®Awpdakng 2008.

150 Moutdkn 2006.
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VTOTILA €pyaocTthpla &N amd tnv apxaikn emnoxni Aagevovtav TepLppavVInpLA OTOV TUTIO TWV
Agkavwv Tou otripllav KOPEG, TA OTIola yvwpLoav PeydAn PTtopLKr agla kat yvav SnUo@LAn
EKTOG TNG ITIAPTLATLKNAG ETILKPATELAG. QOTOCO OTOUG ALWVEG TTou Ba akoAoubrjcouv Ttapatn-
POULE OTL ULOBETNOAV LWVLKA OTOLYXELA, TIOU EUTIAOUTLOAV TO SWPLKO «AEELNOYLO» TNG KAAALTE-
XVLKAG TOUG Ttapaywyng (0Twg T.X. Ta EpLppavtrpLa e g AaBEG e tov aotpayalo, ap. 3-4).
ZTOUG EAMANVLOTLKOUG XPpOVOUGC, N AOKWVLKNA TtIapaywyn ayyslwv ipowdnaoe kat AAAoUG TUTIOUG,
agou oL £Loaywyeg TG00 TIOAUTEAWV 000 Kal KaBnuepwwy ayysiwv dev amopeuxbnkav. Ta
TOTILKA EPYAOTHPLA, TA OTIOLa EVEEXOHEVWG AELTOUPYOUCAV OTA £pYOTAELA TWV AATOUELWY, Ad-
Eevav akopa kat euteAeig AlBoug (T.X. Tov Yappitn Tou AcwTo™!) yLa va JELWOOUV TO KOOTOG
KAl va LkavoTtoljoouy tn {ritnon yLa ¢nvotepa i6n. ZTtoug pwpaikoug xpOvoug Ta AAKWVLKA
labra amo rosso antico amotehovoav TapayyeAieg Twv TMAoUoLwY Pwpaiwv mou emdntovoav
PAVTAXTEPA AVTLKELPEVA YLA VA KOOUNOOUV TLG ETTAUAELG TOUG.

H pappapoyAutttikn tng Aakwviag mapépelve akpaia akopa kal otn Bulavtivr) meplodo.
Katd tov 110 at p.X., 0Ta €pyactripla HapuapoyAuTITIKAG tng Mdavng @ulotexvribnkav ap-
XLTEKTOVLKA PEAN yla toug Bulavtvoug vaolg Tng TEPLOXAG (TEPTIAG, €TLOTUALG, TiepiBupaq,
KLovOkpava K.d.), ota otola epyactnkav meplpnuot YAUTITEG, OTIWG oL pappapdadeg NiknTag
Kat FEWPYLOG, N TAUTOTNTA Twv oTtolwv SlepeuvrOnke Ste€odikda amd tov Kabnyntry NikoAao
Apavddkn.'s2

EYXAPIZTIEX

Ma tnv Tapaxwpnon tng HEAETNG €uXapLotw Beppd Toug avaokageslq kk. AB. ©Epo,
‘EA. ZaBBou, EA. Koupivou, Av. MavaylwtomoUAou kal It. PautomouAou, kabwg kat tnv
Tunuatdpyn Mpolotopkwy Kat KAaotkwv Apx/twv tng EQA Aakwviag, k. Mapla TooUAn kat
TNV apxaLoAoyo, K. Appoditn MaAtédou yLa tnv SteukdAuvon tng HEAETNG. Toug AB. @€po Kat
EA. ZaBBou guxaplotw SLALTEPWE yLa TNV UTIOSELEN TIOANWV aTtd Ta OKEUN TIoU PEAETAONKAV
KAl yla TNV adela va €mokEPTW TtV ApxaloAoylkr) Amobrkn MuBelou yla va avalntriow
TtapaMnAa. Eykdpdieg euxaplotieg opeilovtal otnv kabnyrtpLla pou, K. Mewpyla Kokkopou-
AAeupd, n otola, TO0O AOyw Kataywyng, 000 Kat Adyw uPnAng Eeldikeuong eotpede amod
TIOAU VWPLG TO evSLaEPoV Pou o€ autd Tov TopEa Kat pe BoriBnoe os TIoAAA eminteda otnv
€PELVA HOU, PE ATIWTEPO OTOXO VA SLAPWTLOTEL TIEPLOCOTEPO N TIApaAywyr TWV Ayvwotwv
autwv otn BLBALoypapia Tpoloviwy Twv epyactnpiwv ABo&oikng TG AaKWVLKAG. H YneLakn
enefepyaoia Twv pwToypapLwv oelletal otnv Ywtoypayo TE, AyyeAikr) Mdétmopn, tnv omola
EUXOPLOTW ATIO KAPSLAG.

151 T1.X. HIKPO «OKAPOELSEG» ayyeio (M.Z. 15139).
152 Apavsakng 1975-6- 2002. BA. kat Vanderheyde 1998.
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KATAAOT Oz

Ta gupripata Tou TIEPLEXOVTAL OTOV TIApOVId Ka-
TAAoOyo (UAACCOVTAL OTNV TILoW AUAN (TiEpLppay-
Hévn) Tou Mouceiou Tng IMdAptng, otnv utaibpla
QUAN Twv ypagelwv tng Epopelag Apyxatotrtwy
Aakwviag kat otnv AmoBnkn Apdaun. Qotdéco n
aKkpLPng B€on tou kabevdg amnd autd Sev avaypd-
petal SLOTL Sev ATav €QLKTN N TtapakoAoubnon
TWV aAaywV OTLG BECELG TOUG PJETA TNV TIPAYHATO-
Tolnon NG HEAETNG.

Zuvtopoypawies: Staot.=8Laotaon, SLap.=SLape-
Tpog, xelAd.=xel\og, owp.=owpa, TuBY.=TLBPEVAG,
B.=Baon, towx.=tolxwpa, A.=Aafn), UY.=0YPog, TA.=-
TAQTOG, TIAX.=TIAXOG, MNK.=PNKOG, SAKT.=8aKTU-
ALog, uttoS.=uTtod0xI), CUVS.=C0UVSEECHOG, AUA.=AU-
Adkwon, €§.=eEWTEPLKOG-N,-0, P.=PETPA.

1. Opavcpata mepLppavnpiov (ewk. 1-2). M.X.
15138.

ATté SLAAUCN PECALWVLKOU TOLXOU OTO OLK. Zaxa-
pakn, O.T. 98, 0806¢g Ztaouppept 12."3 AT @atd
XOVEPOKOKKO pdappapo (vtorio), uy. 0,19 ., Tay.
ToLy. X€lA.: 0,025 p., TtuBp.: 0,045 p., Siap. Sakr.
Bdong: 0,25 p., péy. &Ldy. koppou eptetou: 0,05-
0,06 p.

Téoosgpa ouvavrikovta Tunuata mepippavinpiou
pe avayAuypn Stakdopnon otnv avwtepn efwtept-
KM ETILPAVELA TOU CWHATOG ATIO KUPATOELSH Tavia,
TIoU pLpeltal epTETO. ALOKOELSNG Bdon e§npnpévn
HE Lxvn Aetttov BehovioU. AELaCPEVEG PE YAWOOoA N
EOWTEPLKM KAL N EEWTEPLK] ETILPAVELA TOU AYYELOU.
630-620 11.X. ASnpooieuto.

2. Opauvcpa tepLppavnpiov (k. 3). M.Z. 12713.
Ao Slatapaypéva otpwpata oto owk. K.-E. Mn-
Awtn (OT. 29, 066G AynolAdou 106).">*ATo patd
XOVSPOKOKKO HApHapo (vtotio), 0. 0,17 p., Slaot.
A. 0,17 x 0,04 p., tay. A.: 0,035 ., TIA. €. iepLTéVEL-
ag 0,025 p.

Tunua meptppavinpiou e opBoywvieg AaBEg Ttou
(PEPOUV EKATEPWOEV TALVLWTEG, NULKUKALKEG QTTO-
An&elg og amopipnon xdAkwwv AaBwv. To xeihog
e€alpetal eEWTepLKWG PE TTEPLTEVELQ, TTOU SLatnpetl
{xvn epyaciag yAwooag. H umoloutn €EwtepLKn
ETLPAVELA TOU ayyelou, OTIwG Kal oL AaBEG, PEpouV
{xvn Aemtol PBeAovioU. ITn PEON TNG ETLUNKOUG

153 ©f£pog 1999.
154 ZapRou 1997.

AaBnG owletal PLKPOG aykwvag amod TNy apxLkn
AdEeuon tou ayyslou. H avwtepn E0WTEPLKN ETIL-
QAavela PEpeL (xvn 08ovIwTAg YAWooag Kat n Ka-
Twtepn txvn BeAoviou.

625-600 11.X. ASnpooteuto.

3. TUpA TETPpAWTOU MEPLppavTnpiou (ox. 1-2).
M.Z. 10234.

Ayvwotng TipogAeuonG. ATO @ald XOVSPOKOKKO
pappapo (vtotio), Stap. xelA. 0,65 p., 0. 0,145 p.,
mdy. xe\. 0,025-0,03 p., mdy. ubp.: 0,045 p., &t
aot. A. pnik.: 0,15 p., TA.: 0,035 p., Ttay.: 0,035 p.,
Slaot. aykwva: 0,185 x 0,185 p.

ATIOTETUNHEVO TIEpLpPAVTNPLO. Alatnpouvtal U0
opBoywvieg Aapeg, n pla pe avayAuwo aotpdyaho.
210 KEVTPO TOU TIUBPEVA UTIAPXEL O ayKwvag £vBe-
ong oto utootato, TEPLE Tou oTolou Slakpivovtat
{xvn BeAoviou. Zto €EwTePLKO TOU OKEVOUG SLatn-
pouvtal ixvn VTLOASLKOU, EVW TO E0WTEPLKO glvatl
ETILPEAWG AELOOPEVO PE YAWOOQ.

ApXailkwv- KAAOLKWV XpOvwv. ASnpootieuTo.

4. TpRpa mepppavnpiov pe mepitexvn Aapn
(ewk. 4). M.Z. 15466.

A6 Tn SLdAuon tolyou oto otk. Aaype (O.T. 6, 08.
Mtavng). ATo @atd XovSpOKOKKO PAPHApO (VTO-
o), WNK. x&iA.0,34 ., may. xeiA. 0,035 p., Tay.
owy. 0,045 p., Staot. A. 0,11 x 0,03 x 0,04 / 0,025 p.
AUO cuyKOMWPEVA TUAPATA aTIO TIEEPLPPAVTIPLO
pe Aapeg. Zwletal povo n pla opBoywvia Aafr| pe
avayAuen Stakoopnon aotpaydiou. To xeihog Ba
€pepe eTLypar], SLOTL owleTal KEPALA ATIO KATIOLO
YPappa. AuoSLakpLta ta txvn epyaieiwy, Aoyw Twv
ETILKABOEWV aTIO KOVLApATA.

ApXAlKWV-KAQOLKWV XpOVwv. ASnuoacieuto.

5. Tupa mepLppavenpiou. M.zZ. 9886.

Ayvwotng TIPoEAELoNG. ATIO PALO XOVSPOKOKKO
HApHapo (VTOTILO), UNK. Tapewwv Bpavong 0,22 x
0,35 x 0,07 x 0,13 x 0,165 x 0,19 p., Tay. towy. 0,03
-0,05 p.

Tunua meplppavinplou. Alakpivetat (yxvog tou
aykwva €vBeong oto uTooTtatd, OTO KEVIPO TOU
TuBpEva, TEPLE Tou oTolou UTTAPYEL aVAYAUYOG
SAKTUALOG. H €EWTEPLKN ETILPAVELA ETTEEEPYACHEVN
ME VILOWALS KO, ECWTEPLKN AELACHEVN PE YAWOOQ.
KAQoKWV-pwHalkwy xpovwv. Adnuocisuto.

6. ATLOTETUNPEVN AEKAVI PE UTIOSOXT TIWHATOG
(ewk. 9). A.A.

Ayvwotng TpoéAeuonG. ATo patd pdppapo (vto-
o), Y. 0,16p., UnK. Tlapelwv Bpavong 0,10 x 0,25
x0,18x0,1x0,15x 0,56 ., tay. towy. 0,037-0,04 p.,
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pNK. A. 0,25-0,27., SLaot. utos. ocuvs. cwy. 0,015
M. (TTA.) x 0,7/0,6/0,65p. (UAK.), SLacT. UTIOS. CLVS.
xelA. 0,012 x 0,012 p.

Turpa Agkdvng pe uTtodoxr TwPaAtog oto xelAog.
Awatnpeitat to {xvog piag opBoywviag Aapng. Te-
Tpdywvn umodoxr oto Xelhog kat TpeL opboyw-
VLEG UTIOSO0XEG, €V €(6€L AUAAKWY, OTNV €EWTEPLKN
ETLPAVELA yla TNV &vBeon HOAUBSWVWY OuVEE-
OHWV, €K TWV OTIolWV Statnpouvtal UTIOAElppata.
H eEwtepLkn emupdvela emegepyacpévn Pe VILOWAL-
SLKO, ECWTEPLKN AELOOWEVN PE YAwooa.
KAQOLKWV-pwHAikWy xpovwv. ASnuoocteuto.

7. TUAPa Aekavng (rrodavimenpog;) (eLk. 8). M.Z.
10450.

Ayvwotng TpogAEUCNG. ATIO @aLd XOVSEPOKOK-
KO pappapo (vrdmo), siap. xelh. mep. 0,80u., UY.
0,185y., Ttdx. XelA. 0,04p., Ttay. TTUBp. 0,17p.
Twletal To PeYaAUTEPO TUNHA AEKAVNG PE AKOOHN-
To emimedo xelhog kat uBpEva. Auoxepnc n Sla-
YVWOon TWwv XpnolpoTiotnBevtwy epyaieiwv.
KAQOLKWV-pWHAIKWY Xpovwv. ASnuocteuto.

8. Tpnpa mepppavinpiov r Aoutnpiou. M.Z.
11306-LS30240.

Ayvwotng TIPoEAEUONG. ATIO (ALO AETITOKOKKO PAp-
papo.

TunHa cwpatog Aekavng TepLppavtnpiou R Aoutn-
plou. ETILHEAWG AELAOPEVO ECWTEPLKWG,.
KAaolkwv-pwpaikwv xpdvwv. Adnpooieuto.

9. ATTIOCTIAGHATLKO pPeydlo Siwto Lydio (LK. 15).
A.A

Ayvwotng TpogAeuonG. AT ypavitn pe Agukoug
Kat pavpoug KOKKoug, SLap. xeiA. 0,51-0,52 p., U.:
0,21 p., ay. muby. 0,09 p., MA. A. 0,06 ., piK. A.
0,13 p., dy. A. 0,05 p.

MeydaAo lwTo Lysio, amoTETPNPEVO KATA TO IULOU.
Akavévioto xeihog. Zwdetal n pia opBoywvia AaBn
Tou. Txvn BeAoVIOU OTLG EEWTEPLKEG ETILPAVELEG KAl
{xvn YAWOOQG OTLG ECWTEPLKEG.

KAQOLKWV -pwpaikwy Xpdvwv. ASnpoacieuto.

10. Meydlo Siwto LySio (gLk. 16). M.Z. 15463.
Ayvwotng TpoéAeuong. ATIO okoupopalo neat-
OTELaKO AlBo, Stap. xelA. 0,43 p./ 0,50 p. (e A.), .
0,18 p. TA. A. 0,11, Ttdy. A. 0,08 p.

Twetat akEpalo. AapEg oxeSOV TETAPTOOPALPLKEG,
Aa&eupéveg otn cuvexeLa Tou xelhoug. ASpr) eTtegep-
yaola eEwTepLKnG emupavelag pJe BeAdvL, €TLUEANG
enegepyacia eowteplkng kodTnTag kat xethoug.
MuBpévag Statpntog. Emkabrioelg and koviduata.
KAQOLKWVY -pwHaikwy Xpovwy. ASnUocieuTo.

11. Awto akdopunto Lydio. M.Z. 10253.
AyvwoTtng Tipogheucng, amnd Qatd pappapo, Stap.
xelA. 0,16-0,14 p., Stdp. B. 0,11 p., UY. 0,09 p., TTAY.
XEA. 0,04 p.

Aképato LySlo kKwvikoU oxnuatog. Tyvn BeAoviov
otnv empavela €5paong. EmpeAwg Aetacpévo
EOWTEPLKA KaL EEWTEPLKA PE YAWOOQ.
KAaolkwv-pwpaikwv xpdvwv. Adnpooieuto.

12. Tppa Aekavng. M.Z. 9135.

AyVWwOoTnG TIPOEAEUONG, ATIO PALO AETITOKOKKO HAp-
papo.

TunHa cwpatog Aekavng. Txvn Behoviol otnv eEw-
TEPLKN KaL ETILHEAWG AELAOPEVN HE YAWOOA N E0W-
TEPLK ETILPAVELQ.

KAQOLKWV-pWHAiKWV xpovwv. ASnuoocteuto.

13. Tppata pnxoL okevoug (kavov;). M.Z. 14069
(k. 13, ox. 9a).

ATtd AAKKO €yKaiOU EAANVLOTIKAG OLKLaG PE €L-
SwALa kat PikUAa ayyela, otnv 0806 MNrtidda. Amd
AEUKO XOVEPOKOKKO pdpuapo (raplavo), ul. 0,045
M., HEY. pNK. XelA. 0,51 p., dy. xelA. 0,04 ., Tay.
TuBp. 0,025 p., tay. avA. xeiA. 0,015 Y., UK. TTAPEL-
wv Bpavong: 0,12x0,15x 0,10 x 0,225 x 0,09 p., TA.
xelA. 0,032 p., TA. okotiag 0,05 p.

Ao cuvavrkovta TPAPATa anod pnxo okevog. Xei-
AOG TAQTU Kal €€w velov, akdopnto, Tou Slatpei-
TOL PE aUAGKwon o€ Aemtth emimedn {wvn Kat Ae-
Tt Kuptrh tawia. Ecwteplkwg n petapacn mpog
TNV MMESN ETUPAVELA TOU TIUBPEVA YivETAL HECW
okotlag. Aemtr) eyxdpa&n ota EWTEPLKA TOLXWHA-
Ta tou ayyeiou Slapoporolel To xelhog Tou amo
Tov TUBpEéva. Baon SaktuAtooxnun. H eEwteplkn
ETILPAVELA TOU ayyelou QEpPeL Lxvn VTLOWALSLKOU.
Eowtepikn] eMLpAaveLla AeLaopévn Pe YAwooa.
30-20 T.X. at. Adnpoaoiguto.

14. Tpnpata pnxov okevoug (kavou;). M.Z. 12032
(swk. 14, o). 9p).

Ayvwotng TpogAeuonG. ATIO AEUKO XOVSPOKOKKO
pappapo (rmapLavo), ug. 0,065 p., pey. Ttay. Xl
0,025 p., Ttay. ubp. 0,02 ., B6.: 0,045 ., EKTIPW-
pevn Stay. 1,00-1,50 p.

Téoospa TPAPAta amd pnxo okevog, Ta tpla ou-
YKOMwVTAL. XeAOG €0Ww vEUOV aKOOUNTO. AeTTh
QUAGKWON oTa EWTEPLKA TOLXWHATA TOU ayyeiou
Stapoporolel to xelhog tou amd tov ubpéva. H
€EWTEPLKN KAL ECWTEPLKN ETILPAVELA TOU ayyeiou
elval Aetaopévn pe yhwooa.

EMNVLOTIKWY XpOvwv. ASnuoaoieuto.
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15. 'HULOU TETPAWTOU GKEVOUG JE avayAuyn St-
akoopnon (xépvipa;) (ox. 7-8). M.Z. 9201.

ATto To E0WTEPLKO Swatiou, xwpou I, oto owk. Iw-
awvidn, otnv 066 Alookoupwv (O.T. 6). Ao patd
HECOKOKKWEEG-XOVEPOKOKKO PAPHApo  (VTOTILO),
Siap. xel\. mep. 0,17 p., UY. 0,05 p., tay. xeiA. 0,01
M., Ttay. mubp. 0,019-0,013 p., Swaot. A 0,035 x
0,013 x 0,016 p.

'HULou TETPAWTOU OKEVOUG PE avayAun SLaKO-
opnon otnv eEWTEPLKN TOU EMLPAVELT, KATW ard
TG AaPeg kat eEnpnuévn Bdon. Acuppetpia otn
Ad&euon tou uBpéva. AaBEg PLKPEG OpBOYWVLEG.
Alakoopnon amo KapSLooxnUo YUAAO KATw amod
N pila owdopevn AaBn Kat YpapuLKA anoSoopévo
TIOUAL KAtw amod tnv AAMAn. Eupeleg emikabnoeLg
amo Koviapata Kal LApata sucxepaivouv tnv Ka-
TAVONON TWV XPNOLHOTIOINBEVTWY EpYalElwV Katd
T Ad&euon.

EAMNVLOTIKWV-pWHAiKwV Xpovwv. ASnuocieuto.

16. OApoG Bpaucpevog oe SUo TepayLa (k. 19).
M.Z. 15465.

ATté 1o oLK. Zemmou (068. Aewvidou kat AukoUpyou).
ATtd @atd natotelakd Aibo (pudAiBo;), UY. 0,50 p.,
€€wt. SLap. xetA. 0,45-0,50 p., Ttdy. toy. 0,05-0,10 p.
AUo cuvavrkovta TUAPAtTa VoG oXeSOV aKEPALOU,
KWVLKOU OApou. Tyvn BeAoviol OTLG €EWTEPLKEG
ETILPAVELEG KaL {XVN YAWOOOG OTLG ECWTEPLKEG.
EAANVLOTIKWV-pwpaikwy Xpdvwv. ASnpooieutog.

17. Hpiepyo teTpdwto ydio (eik. 10, o). 6). M.Z.
11672.

ATté tn SLavolEn xavsakog otnv KowoTLkr 086 Ma-
YOUAQG-ZTtdptnG. Amd @ald HECOKOKKWSEEG PApHa-
po vtotLo, SLap. XetA. 0,18 p., SLdy. pe A. 0,24 ., LY.
0,09 p., B6. 0,03-0,035 p., tdiy. xetA. 0,02 ., Staot. A
0,04 x 0,05 x 0,035 p.

Aképato. AaBEG NULKUKALKA AaEEUPEVEG 0T OUVE-
XEla Tou xelhoug, Aetmel pla. O E0WTEPLKOG TTUPN-
Vag Tou ayyelou Sev €xel akoun agalpebel. Tyvn
TPUTIAVOU OTO E€0WTEPLKO, PBeAoviol €EwTePLKA,
pdoTiag ota wtia Kat oto xeihog.
EAMNVLOTIKWV-pwHAikwV Xpovwv. ASnuootieuto.

18. Hpigpyog 6Apog. M.Z. 10791.

Ayvwotng TpogAguonc. ATIO @aLo VIOTo Japua-
po, UY. 0,33 Y., SLap. xel\. 0,52 p., dy. xeiA. 0,06 p.
KwVLkoG OAPOG. AelTieL TUpa tou xelhoug KaL Tou
owpaToG. Ecwteplknl KAl €EWTEPLKA ETLpAVELA
adpd emneEepyaopévn pe BEAOVL.
EAANVLOTIKWV-pwpaikwy Xpovwv. Adnuoaieuto.

19. MeydAo Siwto wydio (ewk. 18, ox. 11). M.X.
9418.

Ayvwotng TpoéAeuong. ATIO OKOUPOWALO N@aL-
OTELaKO AiBo, Stdp. xelh.: 0,46 ., TtAy. ToLy. XEA.:
0,035 p./ tuBp.: 0,04 p., Staot. AaBwv: TA.: 0,05 kat
0,045 p., pnK.: 0,13 p., ay.: 0,035 p.

To AuLou peyalou Siwtou LySiou. AaBég opBoywvi-
€G HE EAapd pelwon Tou TAQTOUG TOUG OTO HETOV.
‘Txvn BEAOVLOU OTLG EEWTEPLKEG ETILPAVELEG KaL (xvn
YAWOOOG OTLG ECWTEPLKEG,.
EAMNVLOTIKWV-pWHAiKWY XpOvwv. ASNUOGLEUTO.

20. TetpawTto pnxo0 okevog (Lysio;) (ewk. 17, ox.
10). M.Z. 9479.

A6 avaoka@r] otk. Aedgivn (0.T.113). ATtO oKoupo-
(PaLo NYaLoTeLako AlBo, stap. xelA. 0,60p., UY. 0,13
M., Tay. tubp. 0,05 p., pnik. A. 0,16-0,17 kat 0,24 p.,
TA. A. 0,04-0,05 kat 0,10 p., Ttdy. A. 0,04-0,05 p.
AKEPALO TETPAWTO PnNXO OKEVOG PE OpBOYWVLEG
AaBég, Tou Tapouctadouv eAappa pelwon Tou
TIAATOUG TOUG OTO PETOV. £TO PEGO TOU PNKOUG TNG
pilag ex Twv tecodpwv Aapwv Stakpivetal poeo-
XN TETpAywWvVN oTNV avw OYn Kal TPLYWVLKY oTnv
Topn. Tolywpata, PeydAou Ttayoug, oxedovV kata-
KOpUPa Kal TIUBuEvag eEalpetikd Taxug Kal opt-
{ovtiog. Acapn Ta {xvn twv xpnotgomnolnBévtwy
epyaAeiwv. ASPEG eTILPAVELEG.

Pwpaikwv xpoévwv. Adnuoacieuto.

21. Opavcpa mepLppavnpiou. A.A.

Ao to apyaio Aatopeio AcwtoU (MAUTpa Aakw-
vlag), otov Xwpo pe To avayAuo HpakAn (emupa-
VELOKO €UpNHa). ATIO AEUKO SLAUYEG XOVSPOKOKKO
Happapo (VNowwTiko), UY. 0,02 ., Ttay. XelA. 0,04
., Ttay. owy. 0,021 ., Tay. ubp. 0,013 p., Siaot.
TapeLwv Bpaviong: 0,012 x 0,055 x 0,055 x 0,045 p.
Tunpa owpatog kat xethoug mepippavinpiou.
ErtinmeSo xelhog. AKOOUNTEG EMUPAVELEC. ETILHEAWC
AeLaopévn pe AApa N ECWTEPLKN ETILPAVELA. XprioN
YAWooag otnv e§WTEPLKN ETILKALVE ETILPAVELD KaL
VTLOWASLKoU oTov TtuBpéva.

Pwpaikwv xpoévwv. Alevras k.d. 2006, 173.

22. AKEpaLO TIEPLPPAVTIPLO 1) AOUTHPLO (ELK. 5).
M.Z. 15140.

Ayvwotng TipogAeuonc. ATto epubpd tawvdplo pdp-
Hapo (rosso antico), Stap. xel\. 0,55 p., Tdy. TuB.
0,06 p., Ttay. xelA. 0,03 p., Stap. aykwva rudy. 0,07 p.
Akepalo TepLppavTrplo rj Aoutrjplo Bpauvcpevo o€
Tpla pépn. Akoopnto. KUKALKOG TEvovTag oTnv Xapn-
AOTepN eMupaveLa yLa évBeon oto uttootato. Eowte-
PLKWG KAl EEWTEPLKWG EXEL XpNOLPOTIONOEL yAwooa.
PwpAlKWV xpovwv. ASnuoaotieuto.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 239

23. AKEpaLo eVETIiypayo Tpiwto TMEPLPPAVTN-
pLo M€ Ttpoxon (ELK. 6, o). 3-4). M.Z. 10347.

ATIO ETILYAVELAKO OTPWHA TNG AVAOKAYNG UOTE-
poppwpaikoVy ktnpilou oto owk. Xatlakou (O.T.
136), emtil TWV 08WV ZEVOPWVTOG KAl HpaKkAELSWV.
ATIO AEUKOWALO PECOKOKKWEEG PAPHAPO (VTOTILO),
SLap. xetA. 0,654./0,87 Y. (e A.), UY. 0,23p., TTdAy.
1uBp. 0,055 ., dtact. A. 0,13 x 0,11 x 0,09 p.
Aképalo Tpiwto TEpLppavTnpLo Pe ipoxon Aageu-
pEvo péoa o€ SwpLkd KLovoKpavo. ATO TNV apyL-
Kr] Hop®r) TOU KLovokpdavou cwdovtal o gxivog kat
oL 4 wpavteg. O dpakag €xeL amoAageuBel kat €xel
QTIOKTNOEL KUKALKI] HOP®@H, VW O TTUPIVAG TOU KLO-
VOKpavou Kolhavenke yla va tou 00l n popen
Tou ayyeiou. To xelhog Tou TepLppavinplou givat
ETTESO Kal oTa SLAKeVa PHETAEL Twv AaBwV PEpeL
€YXAPAKTA TA TIAPAKATW oToLXELa EV - TV-XWwC-XPw.
Ol AaBEg elval TeTaptooalpikeg kat SU0 €€ autwv
€lval akOoNTEG eVw N Tpltn oL elvat avtwr Pe
TNV TIPOXON PEPEL PYUANOCYNHO EYXAPAKTO KOOHN-
pa. ETtil Twv ap)LlKwy EMLPAVELWY TOU KLOVOKPAVOU
UTTAPXOULV (XVN YAwooadg AOUKAOUSLKNG KaL TIOVTL-
ALoU. H uTtOAOLTIN €EWTEPLK ETILYPAVELA TOU AyYEL-
oU PEpEL Lxvn BeAovioL Kal Tputavou. Ecwtepikn
ETILPAVELA AELAOPEVN PE YAWOOQ.

Mpwipn Bulavtvn Teplodog (5%-6° at. Y.X.). Adn-
Hooieuto

24. Aképaro TpiwTto TEPLPPAVTIPLO HE TIPOXON
(ew. 7, ox. 5). A.A.

Ayvwotng TPoEAEUONG. ATIO (PALO ECOKOKKWSEEG
pdappapo (vtomio), Stap. xelA.: 0,485/0,62 p. (Ue Aa-
Béc), UY.: 0,162 p., TTAy. ToLy. TTUBY.: 0,052 Y., SLaoT.
AaBv: 0,075 x 0,07 X 0,055 p.

Aképalo TplwTo TEPLPPAVTINPLO PE OXNHATOTIOL-
nuévn mpoxor. Xelhog emimeSo akoounto. Ito
KATWTEPO THUNHA TOU owpatog SUo SlapTepelq
OTIEG SLAVOLYHEVEG E TPUTIAVO, TIPOYAVWG YLa TNV
amoppor] Twv akabaptwy uddatwv. AaBEg Tetapto-
OQPALPLKEG PE QVTLBETIKA PeTagU TOUg Xapaypéva
Kat TIpog ta £&w vevovta Kooprnpata oxrpatog C,
KatwBev twv omolwv uTtdpyeL eyxdpaktn gubeia
ypapun. Ztn pla ek twv AaBwv avapeoa ota C
UTTAPXEL KATAKOPUPN QUAGKWON, TIoU oxnuatidet
uTtotuTiwdn Ttpoxon. Txvn BeAoviov otnv e§wtept-
KM ETILPAVELQ, AELAOHEVN PE YAWOOO I ECWTEPLK).
Mpwipn Bulavtvr Tepiodog (5%-6% at. Y.X.). Adn-
pooteuto.

25. TuRpa TEPOX0NG GKEVOUG (XEPVLP;) (ELK. 12).
M.Z. 15464.

AyvwoTtng TpoéAeuonG. ATIO @ald PECOKOKKWEES
pdappapo (vtoro), UY. 0,13 p., mdy. xelA. 0,03 p.,

Tday. owy. 0,04 .

Turpa avolytol oKeUouG PE Ttpoxor. EEwTtepikr et
@Aavela adpd emekepyacpévn pe BEAOVL, ECWTEPLKN
KOW\OTNTA ETLHEAWG ETIEEEPYAOEVN HE YAWOOU.
Mpwipn Bulavtvn mepilodog (5%-6° at. Y.X.). Adn-
poateuto

26. Aképato Tpiwto okeVOG Pe TIpoxon (ELK. 20,
ox. 12). M.zZ. 10242.

AyvwoTtng TpoéAeuonG. ATIO @ald PECOKOKKWEES
pdappapo (vtotio), Stap. XetA. 0,34 p., 0. 0,165 p.,
may. xel\. kat udp. 0,035 p., UYP. A. 0,13-0,135 p.,
TIA. Kat PAK. A. 0,05-0,055 p.

Aképato tpiwto okelog Pe Tipoyor). MuBuévag SLa-
TPNTOG. AKOOUNTEG KAL OL TPELG ETILUNAKELG KAl NUL-
KWVLKEG AAPEG otnv Ttapeld tou okevoug. Pnxr oxn-
patomolnpévn Tplywvikny mpoxon). Iyvn eminedng
YAWOOOG OTLG EOWTEPLKEG KAL EEWTEPLKEG ETILPAVELEG,
MNpwipn Bulavtwni-Bulavtvr mepiodog. Adnuo-
oleuto.

27. Tupa okeloug pe pia cwlopevn Aapn. M.Z.
11060.

ATIO TNV avaokagr] KtnpLakol cUVOAOU Tou 70u-
9ou at. p.X., oto oK. Mpdpa (O.T. 113). AmO Aecu-
KOWALO PECOKOKKWSEEG Hapuapo, UY. 0,12 Y., PiK.
xelA. 0,20 p., TIaX. CWH. KaL XeiA. 0,045 p.

TUNHQ (TETPAWTOU 1) TPLWTOU PE TTPOXON;) OKEVOUG.
AaBr akdopnTn, EMLUAKNG KAl NPKWVLKI TNV Ta-
peLd Ttou okelouG. Txvn yAWooAg OTO ECWTEPLKO
Kat AetrtoU BeAoviovy A TToVvTIALOU eEWTEPLKAL.
7°5-9°¢ aL. p.X. ASnuooteuto.

28. TetpawTto okevogG. M.Z. 9774.

Ayvwotng TipoéAeuonG. ATOV atd Jdpuapo vio-
Lo, dtay. xeiA. 0,30 p./0,35 . (e A.), UY. 0,185 p.,
Staot. A. 0,075 x 0,09 x 0,03 p., B6.: 0,165 p.
AKEPALO OKEVOG. AKOOHNTEG, ETILHNAKELG KAL NULKW-
VLKEG AaBEG OTNV TIapELd TOU OKEVOUG. Agv ava-
yvwpilovtal txvn epyaleiwv.
BuCavtn-petaBulavtvy ieplodog. Adnuoaieuto.

29. TetpAwTto OKeVOG. M.Z. 9183

Ayvwotng TipogAeuonG. Ao @ald HECOKOKKWEEG
VTOTILO PApPapO, SLap. XelA. 0,185 p., 0. 0,16 p.,
mtdy. xelA. 0,025 p., day. owp. 0,038 p., ay. TLOY.
0,028-0,03 ., U. A. 0,085 ., TIA. A. 0,045-0,03 p.
Aképalo okeUog. Aldtpntog ubpévag. AKOoUNTES
KOL Ol TPELG ETTILUNKELG KAL NUKWVLKEG AABEC O0TNV
TIAPELA TOU OKEVOUG. TYvn YAWOOAG 0TO ECWTEPLKO
Kat AemrtoU BeAoviou fj TToVTIALOU eEWTEPLKA.
BuCZavtwvn-petaBulavtivr ieplo§og. Adnpoaieuto.
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Eva ayvwaoto uoatepoBulavtivo oxupo

To KAoTpo twv Batikwv otn Aakwvia

KANung AcAavidng

MoAutexveio Kpntng
kaslanidis@arch.tuc.gr

ABSTRACT

An unknown Late Byzantine fortress: The castle of Vatika in Laconia

The castle of Vatika in Laconia occupies a rocky cliff not far from the modern coastal town of Neapolis.
The castle’s small courtyard is surrounded by buildings attached to the high external wall, including a
barrel-vaulted chapel and some one or two-storey houses. A rectangular tower with a cistern is built at
the highest point. A circuit wall surrounds the castle at a small distance. The castle developed in several
phases. Although it was constructed as a military fort, houses were later attached to the external walls,
significantly reducing the size of the inner courtyard. A small church of the single-nave, cross-in-square
type has survived in ruins on the south side. The castle of Vatika should be dated to the Late Byzantine
period, after the recapture of Monemvasia in 1262 and before the fall of the Despotate of the Morea to
the Ottomans. The strong resemblance of its houses to those of Mystra, but also the common features
it shares with numerous churches of the cape Malea peninsula that are dated to this period, justify this
assumption. The addition of bastions at the circuit wall could possibly be dated to the short period of
Venetian rule in the fifteenth century.

A. EIZATQI'IKA

To KAOTPO TWV Batikwv 8ev €XeL PEXPL ONHEPA ATIOTEAECEL AVTIKELUEVO OAOKANPWHEVNG
ETILOTNPOVLKNAG MEAETNG.! OL aVaYOPEC YL AUTO TIAPAPEVOUV EAAXLOTEG,? EVW OXESLA TOU &gV
€XOUV Snpoaoteutel. H TpooaTn amotuMwon Kal arnokatdotaon tou® edwoe tn duvatdtnta

1 Mua TIpOKATAPKTLKA TIAPOUGCLAoH £YLVE OTO CUVESPLO YLA TNV OXUPWHATLKI] APXLTEKTOVLKY 0TNV MeAOTIOVVN-
00 aTIo ToV 50 €WG Tov 150 atwva (AcAavidng 2011).

2 Hasluck 1907-8, 172 Andrews 1953, 226- Zpnkdmoulog 1968, 423- Kapmodivn-AnuntpLadn 1990. H cuvtopun
TiEpLypan mou TepAapBavetal oto teheutalio HAAAOV avagEpeTat o€ GANO KAOTPO.

3 A@opun yLa tnv £peuva Tou pPvnpeiou UTPEE N HEAETN CLVTHPNONG KAl ATIOKATACTAOHG TOU, N OTtola KO-
vnBnke o€ cuvepyaoia pe TNV XpLotiva Mwaton, KatoT avabécews amo TNV TOTILKN N KEPSOOKOTILKN €Tal-
pela «<AppoSLoLdG». OepudTateG EUXAPLOTLEG OEINovVTaL 0Ta PEAN TNG eTalpelag kat LSLaitepa otov K. NMavteAn
Kwvotavtvako, EPTIVEUCTH TOU €pyOU ATTOKATACTACNG TOU pPvnpelou. ISlaitepa onuavTLkeS yLa tnv katavonon
TIOAAWV AETITOPEPELWV TOU PVNUELOU TAV OL TIPOKATAPKTLKEG £pyacieg kaBapLlopoU Kat oL AVACKAPLKEG TOUEG,
TIOU TIpAyUATOTIOWBNKAV HE TNV TTIapakoAoUBnon tou apxatoAdyou NekTdpLou IKAYKOU, TOV OTIoloV KAl EUXa-
pLoTw Bepud yLa tn ouvepyaoia. Ot epyacieg KaBapLoPoU KaL N TOTIOYPAPLKI] ATIOTUTIWGN TTPAYHATOTIOWOnKav
XApLg otnv cuvSpopr Tou Afpou Bowwv, PEPOUG orpEpa Tou euputepou Arjuou MovepBaociag, otov otolov
opelhovtal emiong euxapLoTiec.

AURA 2 (2019): 245-74
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Ewk. 1. Xdptng Tng xepoovrioou tou MaAéa pe Tn B€on Tou KAoTPoU Twv Batikwv.

Etk. 2. Kdotpo Batikwv. Mevikn amoyn tou kKAotpou amod BopeloavatoAtkd (2018).
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OPLOPEVWVY TIAPATNPAOEWY yla tn Hopr Kat EEALEN Tou, oL omoleg TepAapBavovtat otnv
Tapovoa PEAETN.* H Snpoocieuon Twv TOPLOPATWY TWV EPEVVWV TIOU TIpAypatoToonkav
OTO TAQ(OLO TNG ATOKATACTAONG TOU Pvnueiou avapevetal va Slapwtiosl mepetaipw tnv
€PELVA, CUPTIANPWVOVTAG TNV Epyacia autr) Pe TIEPLOCOTEPA OTOLXELA yLa TN XPOVOAOYyNnon
TOU PVNUELOU KAl TWV ETILPEPOUG OLKOSOULKWVY PACEWV.

To kAoTpo PBploKeTal KOVTA OTOUG OLKLOPOUG Meooxwpl kat PapakAd,® Alya XALOpETpa
BopeLoavatoAkd tng ouyxpovng ToANG tng NedmoAng Bowwv, otn Aakwvia (Ewk. 1). Eival
KTIOPEVO O€ QUOLKA oxupr B€on, o Bpaxwdeg €Eappua otnv Kopu@r A0@ou, TIou SeoTtoleL
OTOV KAPTIO TwV Batikwv kat emomteVel Tnv Tedldda Kat tnv £l0080 Tou AaKwVLIKOU KOATIOU
(Ewk. 2). To oxnpa tng katoPng tou elval akavovioto. ExeL peyLoTeg SLaoTACELG POALG 18 x
32 petpa. AlaBetel UPNAO TIEPLUETPLKO TOLXO, QUUVTIKO TIUPYO KAL KTHPLA yUpW atio HPLKPN
eowteptkr) auln (Ewk. 3). Ta emi pépoug KtrpLa elval eMPAKN Kat dtatdooovtal TapaAAnia
TIPOG TOV TIEPLUETPLKO TOiXO, PE TNV €€aipeon €vog, To omolo Slatdoostal KABETA WG TPog
NV TeplPETpO. ATIO TNV KOYXN TOU OXNUATLETAL OTA AVATOALKA TOU CUUTIEPAIVOUME TIWG
TIPOKELTAL YLA VAO.

B. TA EMMIMEPOYX KTHPIA TOY KAZTPOY

AkoAoUBEel Tteplypa@n Twv KTnplwv Tou KACTPOU MPE aetnpla tnv TIUAN Kal SeELootpopn
KUKALKN Ttopela. OL avagopeg otov TipooavatoAlopd yivovtal pe tn oupBacn 6tL n Koyxn Ttou
LEPOU TOU vaou Bploketal ota avatoAikd. O akpLBrig TTpooavatoALopOg paivetal ota oxedia.

To ktripLo H, péow tou omoliou yivetal n €lcodog oto KAotpo, BplokeTal otn SUTLKN Tou
TIAEUPA KaL €lval eVIEAWC epeMWEVO (ElK. 3). ATIOKOAUWONKE OTO PEYAAO PEPOG TOU HE

H €pguva oAoKANPWONKE PETA TO €PyO ATIOKATACTAONG TOU PVNUELOU BACEL TNG TIOPATIAVW PEAETNG OTIO TN
AteVBuvon AvaotiAwong Budavtvwy kat MetaBudavtivwv Mvnpueiwv tou Yroupyeiou MoALTLopoU kat ABAN-
TLopoU (2013-15). O epyaocieg amokdAuav onpeia 0To ECWTEPLKO TOU KAOTPOU OANA KAl OTOV EEWTEPLKO TOU
Tiep(BoAo, ta omola Sev rtav mponyoupévwg opatd. Katd tn SLapKeLd TOU £pyou, TO OTIOLO EKTEAEOTNKE HE
e€alpetiki Tpoooxn Kat sualodnoia, TOAUTLUEG ATAV OL cUINTNOELG PE TOUG apXaloAdyoug TIou avéokaypav
ETILPEPOUG TIEPLOXEG TOU pvnuELou, Mavvn Mammd, Mapila Koviwtn kat Mavaylwta KAykou, Kabuwg Kat PE TLG
pNxavikoug Tou eméPAedav TLg epyacieg Mewpyla Kalavtlidou kat ZtéAa Mamabavaciou. e 6A0UC, KaBw( Kat
otov SleuBuvtr) Avaoctiiwong Bulavtvwy kat MetaBulavivwv Mvnueiwv OguLotokAr] BAaxoUAn OTiwg Kat
0TNV TPOLOTAWEVN TOU TUNHATOG £pywv Iwavva Kapavn ekgppdlw ToAU BepPEG EUXAPLOTLEG yLa TNV ETTOLKOSO-
pNTKn ouvepyaoia. Ta Toplopata TwWv EPEVVWY TIOU TIPAYHATOTIOLBNKAV OTO TIAALOLO TOU £pYOU TTAPAPEVOUV
Tpog To Tapdv adnuoaoieuta.

H oAokArpwaon tng epyaciag amotéAeos PEPOG PETASLEAKTOPLKNG €pEuvag oTo TPRHA ApXLTEKTOVWY Tou Ma-
VETILOTNHLOU MaTpwy, PE AVTLKELPEVO TNV uoTEPoPUlavTLVh ApXLTEKTOVLKY OTNV XEPOOVNoo tou Maléa, pE
uttotpowia tou IKY, n omota xpnuatodotrBnke and tnv MNpdén «Evioxuon Metadldaktopwy Epguvntwv/Epeu-
vNTPLWV» amd Toug opoug tou EN «Avamtuén AvBpwritvou AuvapikoU, EkmaiSeuon kat Awa Blou MdaBnon»
pe d&oveg potepaldTnTAG 6,8,9 Kal cuyxpnuatoSoteital amod to Eupwraikd Kowwviko Tapeio - EKT kal to
EMNVLKO Snpdolo. Oeppdtateg euxaplotieg opeilovtal otov emBAETOVTA TNG €pgUvVag ZTAUPO MapaAouko,
avaminpwtr kabnyntr tou MNavemiotnpiou Matpwy kabwg kal otnv Slteubuvtpla tng Epopelag Apxatotitwy
Aakwviag, Evayyeiia Mdavtou, yLa tnv mapaxwpnon tng oxXETKNG ASeLaG.

TéAog, euxaplotieg opeiovtal otov Niko ZKOUTEAN, avamAnpwtr] kaBnyntr) tou MoAutexvelou Kprtng, kat otov
XapdaAapro Faomapn, AteuBuvtr) Epeuviv oto Tunpa lotopkwv Epeuvwv tou EBVikol I§pUpatog Epsuvwy, yla
TNV BorBela otnV KaTavonon OpLOPEVWY BEVETIKWY EYYPAPWV.

4 Ta oxedLa tou cuvoSeVoLV TNV TIapoUoa Epyacia amelkovi{ouv To KACTPO TIPLV ATId TNV ATTOKATACTACK TOU,
Katd tnv otola avadopnbnkav eTAeypEVa onpela, JE OKOTIO VA QVTLHETWTILOTOUV OTATIKA TTpoBAnpata. tLg
TOMEG amelkovideTal To PVNPELD TIPLV TLG AVACKAWYEG. ME SLOKEKOUPEVES YPAUUEG TTAPLOTAVETAL N ApXLKH HOp®N
TOU pvnueiou ota aveokappéva TIAEoV TURPata.

5 Ta U0 YELTOVLKA XWPLA CUYKEVTPWVAV TO PEYAAUTEPO PEPOG TOU TANBUCHOU TNG TIEPLOXAG TIPLV TNV ATIEAEU-
B¢pwon. Navaylwtomoulog 1987, 281+ NikoAdou 1996, 422,
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Ewk. 3. Kaotpo Batikwv. Katoyn tooyeilou. Ewk. 4. Kdotpo Batikwv. Kdtoyn opdpou.
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eKTETAPEVN avaokayn. Elval pookoAANpévo otn votla TAeupd tou Ktnpiou A, To otolo Sgv
SlabéteLvotio toiyo (Ek. 3). Tautoxpova, NVOTLaTAEUpA TOU KTNpiou A eV elval appoAoynpevn
KATd TNV Kataokeur tng Kat n dtdatagn twv AlBwv tng Selyvel e ocagrivela otL Sgv tav opatn
Katd to Ktiolpo (Ewk. 10). Me Bdon ta otolxela autd SLamioTwyeTal OTL To KtrjpLo H ipoUmtrpye
TOU A Kal OTL TO §€UTEPO TIPOCKOAANONKE OTO TIPWTO. ITNV £{0060 OTO KAGTPO 08NYEL avoSLKN
Topela, n omola kataAnyel o€ kAlpaka. H TUAn, amoé tnv omola Siatnpouvtal eAdyLlota
Aelpava, Bploketal otn Sutikr TMAEUPA Tou KTnpilou H. Ao ekel Eekwvd Babutdwtr) dvodog
p€oa o€ SLaBatiko, armo To otolo ylvetal n pocBaacn otnv aulr), JeTd Kat amd SeUTepn TIUAN
(Ewk. 3, 16). MapAAANAa e TNV KALPaKa TIou odnyel otnv auAn Slatdoostal PLKPOg XWPog,
mBavwg Se€apevn (8). To SLaatikd TPOEKTELVOTAV OTA AVATOALKA, KataAauBdavovtag tov
Xwpo petafu tng €Lo6dou, Tou vaol Kal Tou Ktnpiou Z, ou PBploketal ota votia. O xwpog
autog oteyalotav pe Vo otaupoBoALa, ta omola e§pdlovtav aYevog 0TOUG TIEPLUETPLKOUG
Tolyoug, ameubeilag r pe TNV pecoAdBnon apactddwy (EtK. 16), Kal apeTépou o€ EAeVBEPO
Tieood (Ewk. 3, 11) otn Bdpeta TAeLpd. Etdvw armo to Stapatikd Ba TpETEL va UTIHpXE KAELOTOG
XWpPogc. H uttap&n tou xwpou autou sival B£Raln wg Ttpog To HEPOG TOu KTNplou Ttou Bploketat
eMavw amod tnv eloodo, ota vétia, SnAadry, Tou ktnplou A, KaBWG KaL 0TOV 0POYO TO KTNpLo A
Sev SLaBETEL VOTLO TOlX0 Kal SeiyveL va ATAV TIPOGKOANNUEVO OE TIPOYEVESTEPO TOLXO, O 0TIo{0G
Sev vplotatal Agov (Ewk. 4, 10).

To ktr)pLo A SLatdooetal TapAAANAA PE TO SUTLKO TELXOG TOU KAOTPOU. To LOOYELO TOU KTnplou
elval BoAooKeTEG. MEpog TG BoAoSopiag Exel KatappeVOEL s AAA Elval oaPeg OTL KAAUTITOTAV
HE Kapapa SLateTaypévn Katd PrKog, otnv oTola Lo8U0UV PLKPOTEPOU avolyatog KapApEg,
PEPOPEVEG Ao Tapaotddeg ou oxnuatifovtal otilg Pakpeg TAsupeg (Ewk. 3). To ocuotnua
autd kdAudng, to omolo LooSuvapel TPAKTIKA PE cuvexOpeva otaupoBoila eEacpalilel
TOV PEYLOTO EKPETAAMEUOLUO XWPO OTO LoOyeLo (ELK. 7). AV €lX€ KATAOKEVAOTEL ATAr Kapdpa,
pe SeSopgvo TO PIKPO UYPOG Tou KAELSLOU, N yéveon tng Ba Atav tooo XaunAg, ou Ba tav
adUvatov va TpooeyyLoeL KAVELG TOV TIEPLUETPLKO Tolx0.” MapdAAnAq, £TOL EAa)LOTOTIOLOUVTAL
Ol WONOELG OTLG PHAKPEG TIAEUPEG, aoU Ta YopTia avalapBAavouv oL OYKWEELG TTApaCTASEC,
EVW aTOPEUYoVTaAL Ta VEKPA @optia twv yeplopdtwy mou Ba ntav amapaitnta yua T
SLapopYwon TATWHATOG EMAVW amd tnv kapdapa. O 0powog sival eviaiog, e Tapactadeg
OTLG HOAKPEG TIAEUPEG, OL oTtoleG eepav aPLdwpata. Ad autd SLatnpeital LKavoToLnNTka To
peoaio tng avatoALkng TAeUpd (ELk. 4). WnAotepa amd to KAELST Twv aPLéwpdtwy Ba TipeTeL
va UTIOBEC0OUPE OTL UTINPXE eviala Kapapa, OTIWG OTO KTAPLO Z. TO PECOV TNG AVATOALKNAG
TIAEUPAG UTIAPYXEL TIAPABUPO, EVW OTO PECOV TNG POpelag TAEUPAG UTIAPXEL YpayHEVn aTIO
TIaALd BUpa. AUO PLKPA EpPAPLA SLAPOPPWVOVTAL OTO TIAXO0G TOU SUTLKOU KAl TOU QVATOALKOU
Tolyou. H tpdoBaon otov 0powo tou Ktnplou A Ba TipEmeL va ywvotay armo ta épopa Ktrpla, H
Kat B, kaBwg Sev paivetal va utrpxe KAlpaka mou va 06nyouoe aTov 0poo arnod To LoodyeLo. H
ipdoPacn oto LodyELo, TO OTIoL0 Elval UTIEPUPWHEVO OE OXEDN PE TNV AUAR, yivetal amo Bupa
TIOU aVOLyETaL TIPOG TNV ECWTEPLKI AUAN, TIPOOTIEAACLUN aTto KTLoth KAlpaka. Mia pikpotepn
BUpa 0TO VOTLO AKPO TNG AVATOALKNG TIAEUPAG, N oTtola aTtoKAAUWONKE PETA aATIO avaokagr),
o0dnyel o€ TOAU xapnAotepo eminedo (Ewk. 9). Ao tnv Ttapatripnon g Bopelag mapeLldg tou
avolypatog TIPOKUTITEL TO CUMTIEPACHA OTL N BUpa &gV AVrKEL OTNV APXLKI] KATACGKEUN TOU
Ktnplou.

Ta ktpLa B, I kat A oxnuatifouv M otn Bopela MAEUPA TOU KAGTPOU. Katd pPrKog tou teiyoug

6 H BoAodopia avakataokeudotnke Katd tLg epyacieg amokatdotaong (2013-15).
7 T tnv e€aopaiion PeyaAlTePOU UYPOUG KOVTA OTOUG TIEPLUETPLKOUG TOLXOUG, OL YEVETELPEG TWV EYKAPOLA
SLOTETAYHEVWY KAPOAPWY EXOUV KATAOKEUAOTEL KEKALUEVEG.
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Ewk. 5. Kdotpo Batikwv. Topr) AA. Ewk. 6. Kdotpo Batikwv. Topr EE. Etk. 7. K&otpo Batikwv. Topn HH.
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Ewk. 8. Kdotpo Batikwv. O vaodg evtdg Tou KAoTpou amd ta BopeloSutikd (2010).

TOoU TEPLBOAOU €xOUV TIpoocapTNOEL TTAPACTASEG TIoU €epav TOEA, WOTE va Snuloupyndel
TiepiSpopog. OL yeVEDELG TWV TOEWV Slatnpouvtal o€ apketd onpeia. AMN pla mapaotdsda,
TIANPWG KATECTPAPPEVN ONHEPQ, EVIOTILOTNKE O avaoKa@Lkr) Slepelvnon otnv KOyxn Tou
LEpOU Tou vaou (Etk. 3). O BOPELOG KaL O VOTLOG TOLXOG TOU VAoU €XOUV ETILONG EVOWHATWOEL
TIAPOPOLEG TTAPAOTASEG, €K TwWV OTIolWV N voTLla Slakpivetal pe cagrivela (Ewk. 3). Ol toiyol
TWV KTNPlwVv TPog TNV TAEUPA TNG AUANG KATAOKEUAOTNKAV OE ETIOPEVN OLKOSOULKN (pdon,
PPAcoOVTAG PAALOTA KATIOL aTto Ta TOEA Tou TEPLEPOPOU, O oTtolog Katapyntnke. Ma tnv
QVEYEPON TOU KTNPLOU A KATESAPLOTNKE TIANPWG TO TIEPLUETPLKO TELXOG PE TOV TIEpISpOPO. TTNV
TpWTN apaotdda Tpog ta BopeLla Tou KTnplou dtatnpeital n yeveon togou tou TepLépdpovu,
n omola &ev avtiotol el o mapaotada ota votia (Ewk. 9). Ta ktrjpla B, T kat A Sev ivat petagu
TOoUG oUyxpova. To KtripLo ATtponyeital twv B kat T, agou oto onpela emagrig toug apatnpeitat
OLKOSOULKOG appdg (Etk. 3). OL AtBol Tou e&€xouv Tou SUTLKOU TolXOU ToU KTtnplou A kat Tov
OULVESEQV HIE TOV VOTLO TOLX0 Tou I €x0ouV €(Te TOTIOOETNOEL €K TWV UOTEPWV YLA TN OUVSEEDT TWV
800 Tolywv elte €€ apxng, Pe TTPOPRAEYN yLa TO HEANOVTLKO £pyo. H KaTaoKeur) Twv KTnpiwv B kat
I elxe poPAePOEel katda TNV avéyepaon Tou Ktnpiou A, apoul otn BopeLa TTAEUPA TOU TEAEUTALOU
UTIAPXOUV TIPOEXOVTEG ALBOL, TIOU €XOUV KTLOTEL WG AVAPOVEG yLa TNV TIPOEKTACH TWV TOlXWV
Tpog ta Bopeta (Etk. 9). Elvat emtiong B€Rato OTLTO KTAPLO A £XEL EK TWV UOTEPWV TIPOCKOAANBEL
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Ewk. 9. Kaotpo Batikwv. Topn . Ewk. 10. K&dotpo Batikwv. To KtrpLo A amd ta votid (2010).
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Ewk. 11. Kaotpo Batikwv. Ta ktripta H kat Z amno ta Bépeia (2018).

otov vaod. Itn BopeloSUTIKA ywvia Tou KACTPOU €XEL KATAOKELUAOTEL LoXupn avtnpida, yla
va avtidetwrilotel coBapd Soptkd TPORANPA TIOU EPPAVIOTNKE 0TO onuelo autod (Ewk. 3, 12,
19). H avwdopr diatnpeitat ev pepeL povo oto Ktrplo A. H kdAugn tou xwpou yivetat pe
aAANAoTEPVOPEVEG KAPApEG, YnAdTepa amod ta té&a tou aAatdtepou TEPLEpOoU. Movo éva
AVOLYyPQ OTOV TIEPLUETPLKO TolXo Slatnpeltal Kal SLapop@WVETAL OE NPLKUKALKY KOyxn (oto
KtrpLo B). Atatnpouvtat amod §Uo BUpeg ota ktrpla I Kal A, oL oTtoleg emeETpenav tnv elcodo
Ao TNV ECWTEPLKI AUAI Kal EAGXLOTA OTOLXELQ TIOU ETILTPETIOUV TOV TIPOCSLOPLOHO TNG BEoNG
NG avtiotolyng Bupag oto Ktrplo B. AUo peydha Ttapdbupa PO TNV AuAr avolyovtal oTo
ktrpLo A (Ek. 13). Agv pmtopel va SlamiotwBel pe acpdiela av ta tpla KTrpLa frav stwpowa.
Ztn BopeLodutikr ywvia tou vaou, ota votia §nhadn tou ktnplou A, Siatnpeital to pecaio
BdBpo TofwTr g KAlpakag TTou 0&nyouoe oTtov 0powo 1 To Swya tou Ktnpiou A (Ewk. 3, 13). H
KALPaKa elxe SU0 okEAN o€ SLatagn I kat avamtuoodtav ota SUTLKA Kal Ta BopeLa Tou vaou, Pe
TIAQTUOKAAO 0T ywvia. Alatnpeital To mTAatuokalo, e otnBaio Kal ot yLa TNV amoxETeuon
TWV OPRPLWV USATWY, KABWCE KAL TUAHA TOU TIPWTOU OKEAOUG TNG KALpakag, ou edpalotav o€
1680, HIKPOTEPO TOU NULKUKALOU. ATIO TO S€UTEPO OKEAOG SLATnPOUVTAL OL OTIEG OTAPLENG TOU
EUAOTUTIOU TNG TOEWTNG KATAOKEUNG, TNG oTtolag Slakpivetal kat n yéveon. H kAlpaka odnyouoe
amo tn SUTLKNA TTAEUPA TOU VAOU OTO VOTLO GKPO TNG SUTLKNG TTAEUPAG TOU 0pdYou -1} Tou
Swpatog- Tou ktnpiou A. To BepéALo TToU amtoKAAUPONKE 0TNV AVATOALKK} TIAEUPA TOU KTnpilou
B avrkel o€ KTLOTN KALPOKA TTOU 08NyoUsE oTov Opo®o ToU KTNPLou, 0 0Ttolog EMKOLVWVOUOE
E0WTEPLKA KAL JE TOV OPOYO TOU KTNPLlou A, HECW TOU PPAYHEVOU OrUEPA AVOLlypaTOog TToU &N
avaepBnke. Atatnpouvtatl oL Tipwteg Babuideg Tng KAlpakag.
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Ewk. 12. Kaotpo Batikwv. AUTLKr) 6N tou Kaotpou. Etk. 13. Kdotpo Batikwv. Topr} BB. Etk. 14. K&dotpo Batikwv.
AVATOALKN 6N Tou KAoTpou.
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Ewk. 15. Kaotpo Batikwv. O avatoAkog tolxog tou ktnpiou E (2010).

O vadg Tav Jovoxwpog SPOULKOG BOAOOKETING PE TTAPACTASEG OTLG HAKPEC TINEUPEC, TIOU
dnuloupyoucav aPrdwpata. H yéveon tou Bopelodutikol aPLdwpatog Sltakpivetat akopa. H
KOyXn Tou Lepou (Etk. 8) elvat eyyeypappevn oto opBoywvLo Teplypappa Tou KTnplou Kat £XeL
SnpLoupynBel o€ EMOPEVN OLKOSOMLKN PACH, OTIWG TIPOKUTITEL ATIO TOV OLKOSOWLKO apuo HETAgU
auUTAG KaL TwV TOLYWV KaL TIapaoTadwy Twv Hakpwv TIAEUPWV (ELK. 3, 7). ZTnV BOPELOAVATOALKN)
mapactdda o appog eppavidetal povo OTO KATWTEPO TUNPA. H AeTtopépela autrh SnAwVeL
TIWG N T(PooBKN KOYXNG OUVOSEUTNKE aTd AVAKATACKEUN TNG avwdopr. H eloo&og tou vaou,
AOyw tnG popyoAoyiag tou edagoug, yivetat amod tn votLa TAsupd.

2to YnAotepo onpeio Tou ppoupiou Bploketal o TUpyoG.. Exel opBoywvia katoPpn PLKpwv
Staotdoswv (3,85 x 4,25 p. epimou) kat ivat SLwpowogs. ZTo LoOYELO, TIOU SLABETEL TOLXOUG
TIOAU peyalou Ttdyoug (1,30 p.) uttpxe Se€apevr) vEPOU, TIOU KAAUTITOTAV PE (POUPVLKO. ZTOV
0pOYO, TO TIAXOC TWV TOLXWV HELWVETAL CNUAVTLKA Kal SnuLoupyeital eva pkpo SwHdAtLo
E0WTEPLKWVY SLAOTACEWV 2,85 x 3,25 . TIEPLTTIOU, TO OTIOLO ETTLONG €XEL PeTaTpaTel og SeEapevn).
TTLGC EOWTEPLKEC ETILPAVELEG TWV SV0 Se€apevwv StatnprBnke uSPaulLkd Koviapa. Ztov BopeLo
Tolyo oxnuatiletal ecoxn yla tn SnuLoupyla aywyou, Ttou 0dnyouoe ta opPpLa udata aro to
Swpa otn egapevr) Tou Looyeiou (ELk. 4-6).

To ktrjpLo E, 0Tn voTLoavatoALkn ywvia Tou Kaotpou, £xeL TipooaptnOel, xwpig ap@BoAia,
otov TUpYo, TEPLKAELloVTAG Tov. ZTA VOTLA TOU TUpyou, Tpla {evyn mapaoctddwv £pepav
otaupoBoALa v oslpd. H Sltapoportioinon tou Taxoug Tou VOTLOU TolXou UTTOSNAWVEL TIWG
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Ewk. 16. Kdotpo Batikwv. Topr ZZ. Ewk. 17. Kaotpo Batikwv. Topr) AA.
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Ewk. 18. Kdotpo Batikwv. Nota dgn tou kdotpou. Etk. 19. Kdotpo Batikwv. Bopeia dYn tou kdotpou.
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TO KTAPLO €XEL UTIOOTEL ONUAVTLKY ETILOKEUN, N OTIOLA ElVAL EPYAVAG KAL OTNV QVATOALKH TOU
oyn (Ewk. 3, 14). Ztov avatoAlkd tolxo avolyovtal SUo eMAMNAA SLATETAYPEVEG PWTLOTLKEG
Bupldec. Ze kOyxn TOU Snuloupyeltal otn POoPELOAVATOALK ywvid UTIHPXE ATIOXWPNTHPLO
(am). Znv amévavtl ywvia SLapopuwvetal eotia pe kamvodoxo (€). Atatnpeitat pikpog Aibvog
KW{Bavtag, kat otov avatoALkd Tolxo Tto {xvog oto emixpLopa evog EUAOTINKTOU TOLXOU TIoU
SLOPOPPWVE TOV KATIVAYWYO TIPOG TO ECWTEPLKO KABWGE KaL N O o0TEPEWONG TNG opLlovTLag
S0KoU Tou, €MAVW amo tov KWA{Bavta (Etk. 15). Ztnv avatoAlkr TAEUpd Tou TUpyou
SLAPOPPWVETAL OTEVOG XWPOG, O OTIOL0G KAAUTITETAL ATtd TETAPTOKUALVEPLKNG SLATOMNG BOAO.
Z€ NPLKUKALKH KOYXN OTO TIAXOG TOU TIEPLUETPLKOU TOLYOU SLapopPWVETAL ATToXWPNTHPLO (aT).
2t SUTLKN TIAEUPA TOU TIUPYOU O XWPOE KAAUTITOTAV HE TOV (610 TPOTIo, 0 BOA0G dPWG EXEL
Katameoel. MeydAo Tunpa tou Slatnpeltal TEGPEVO EMTAVW GTOV AVATOALKO TOLX0 TOU KTnplou Z
(Elk. 12, 16). Zta BoOpeLa Tou TTUPYOU SLATNPOUVTAL OL YEVECELG TWV BOAWV TIOU TIpocapTrOnKav
otov Tupyo (EK. 16). ZTo onpelo autod Sltapopuwvotav Kat tapabupo, N Jeydin andotacn Tou
ottolou amnd to sdmnedo sival Suocepurveutn (ELK. 5).

To KTrjpLo Z elval amo ta KaAUTepa SLatnpoupeva. LTo LoOYELO XpNoLpoTioLelTal To cuoTna
KAAudng pe ouvexr otaupoBoOALa, TIou xpnotpotio)Bnke kal oto ktrpLo A (Ewk. 3, 13, 17).
MapdBupa Stapopuwvovtal otov SUTLKO, TOV VOTLO Kal Ttov Bopelo toixo.t H apyikr) Bupa
Slatnpeitatl otnv avatoAkn TAeupd. O 6poYog, n TipocBacn otov otoiov yivetal amo KTloth
KALPOKQ TIOU KATAAryEL o€ TIAQTUOKAAO £6palopevo o€ kapapa, lval evialog, pe aPptdwpata
OTLG HOKPEG TIAEUPEG. WNAOTEpPa amod To KAELSL Toug Statnpeital n yéveon eviaiag Kapdpag.
Mua BUpa otnv avatoAlk TIAeupd odnyouoe, PEow KALpakag, otov 6powo tou Ktnpiou E.
Mia aAAn BUpq, Tng omolag Slatnpeital povov n avatoAlkr Tapeld, avolyotav otn BopeLa
TIAEUPA KaL 08nyouce otov Opowo Tou ktnpilou H. Mapdbupa avolyovtav otn votla Kal TN
SUTLKN TTAEUPA. ZTN SUTLKN TIAEUPA avolyeTal €MLONG NULKUKALKY KOyXn aroxwpntnplou (arm),
TIOU TIPOEEEXEL WG TIPOG TNV 0PN emdvw o€ KIABavteg (Ewk. 12, 17). H peydAn TuTtoAoyLkn Kat
KATOAOKEUAOTLKN OPOLOTNTA HE TO KTAPLO A SelyVeL WG Ta SUO AUTA KTpLa avikouv TiBavwg
oto (5Lo olkoSopLkd Tpdypappa.

. KATAZKEYAZTIKA KAI MOP®OAOTIKA TNQPIZMATA

OL toiyoL Tou KAOTpOoU Elval Kataokeuaopévol amo apyoAtbodopr). Katd tnv appoAdynon €xouv
xpnotpottonBel Ttukvd AlBva f kepaptkd Bpavopata, TTou Sltatnpouvtal ota onuela émou Sev
EXEL TIANPWG amtoTAUBEL TO appokoviapa. e apketeg BEoelg ota ktripla B, I, A kat Z evtorti-
OTNKAV OTIEG EUAOSECLWVY TIOU SLETPEXAV TOV TOLXO OTO PECOV TOU. APKETA TIUKVEG lval Kat oL
OTIEG OTNPLENG TWV LKPLWHATWY TIOU XPNOLHOTIOONKav yia TNV KAtaokeur Twv tolywv (ELk.
12, 14, 18-20). OL BOAoL Slatnpolvtal AMOCTIACHATIKA, OTLG TIEPLOCOTEPEG OPWG TIEPUTTWOELG
N avarapaotaor] Toug eivat ac@aAng (Ewk. 28). Exouv kataokeuaotel amo toTtikoug AtBoug pe
TIapePPOA BpaAUCHATWY KEPAULELWV WG OPNVWV. H Kataokeun €xeL yivel pe EUAOTUTIO, HE EY-
pavelg omég otnpLéng. Emdvw otov EUAGTUTIO ToTtoBeTrBNKAV oL AlBoL pe apbovo koviapa, To
omtolo Slatnpeltal o apkeTd KaAr} KATAoTACN OTa TEEPLOCOTEPA amd Td eowpdyla. Ta pétwra
NTav KATaoKeuaopeva amno TwpoALlBo. Muwpvol BoAlteg Slatnpouvtal ota HETWTA Twv BOAWY
NG avwdourg Tou 0pOYoU oTa KThpLla A Kal Z Kabwg Kal o€ eva amd ta To&a Tou TeEpLSpOoU
(Ewk. 21).

OL OYELG TWV TOlXWV NTav appOAOYNHEVEG PE AEUKO aoBECTOKOVIaPQ, TIOU APNVE EAAXLOTO

8 Ailatnpeital N avatoALkr TTapeLd Tou avolyatog KaBwe Kal N yEVeon ToEWToOU avW®ALOU PE KEKALUEVES Ye-
VETELPEG.
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Ewk. 20. Kdotpo Batikwv. To kdotpo amd ta Sutikd (2010).

Ewk. 21. Kdotpo Batikwv. Turipa té€ou tou taAatol TEPLEPOHOU OTO KTHPLO A,
oto onpelo emayng pe to ktrjpto I (2010).

Ewk. 22. Kdotpo Batikwv. To Ktripto A amd ta avatoAtkd (2018).

21
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Ewk. 25. Kdotpo Batikwv. H B0pa tou ktnpiou A.
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Elk. 24. Kaotpo Batikwv. H BUpa tou vaou tou kaotpou (2015).
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Elk. 26. Kaotpo Batikwv. OUpa tou ktnpiou I (2018).

HEPOG TWV ALBWV aKAAUTITO, CTPWHEVO HPE TNV AKPN TOU HUOTPLOU PE 0pL{OVTLEG KUPLWG aANA
KAl Katakopuweg r Ao&Eg KoeLg (capdeAwto appoAoynua) (Ewk. 20, 22).° OL ECWTEPLKEG
ETILPAVELEG SEV NTAV ETILYPLOPEVEC, TIAPA PHOVO OTOUG XWPOUG SLNHPEPEUCNG. ZTOV OPOPO TOU
Ktnplou A, Ttou AeLtoupyouoe PAANOV WG TETOLOG, Slatnpeltal EMixpLopa oTo HEYAAUTEPO TURHA
TOU €0WTEPLKOU. EAdyLota turpata dtatnpouvtal otov 6po@o Tou Ktnpiou Z (avatoALlkog
TO(X0G). Ol ECWTEPLKEG ETILPAVELEG TNG SEEAPEVNG OTOV TIUPYO, KAAUTITOVTAV ATO USPAUALKO
Koviapa pe kepapdAeupo. Apxlka Sdmeda amd acPeotokoviapa o€ umodopr amod Kdbeta
tomoBetnpévoug AlBoug Katl amoturpata KepapLdlwy evtoTmiiotnkav o€ Alya onuela, otoug
0pOPOUC TV KTnplwv A Kal Z Kal 0To Katw@AL Tng votilag Bupag Tou vaou.

Ta avolyuata katatdooovtal oTLg akOAoUBeg Katnyoplec:

a. PWTLOTIKEG - APUVTLKEG(;) Bupldeg. To avolypa elval péoa eupL Kat VPNAS Kal £Ew OTeVO
Kat xapnAo. H kdAuyn yivetal pe tofo pe KEKALPEVEG YEVETELPEG 1), OTAV SlapopPWVETaAL
o€ KOyxn (ktrpto B) (Ek. 23), pe teTaptoo@atpikd BoAo. Ta mwplva mAaiola €xouv TTaviov
apatpebel. Ektdg amo to dvolypa tou Ktnplou B, mapdbupa tou tutou Slatnpouvtal oTov
avatoALko tolxo tou ktnpiou E (§Uo emaAAnAa) (ELk. 15) KaBwG KaL 0ToV VOTLO Kat TOV SUTLKO
TOlX0 TOU KTnplou Z (LodyeLo) (Ewk. 9, 17-18).

B. Asutepeouoeg BuplSEC PWTLOPOU - AgpLopoU - amoxéteuon. Asv oxnuatidetal Aaiolo
Tilow amd to omolo Ba Atav duvatr n TomMoBETNON KOUPWHATOG KAL TO AVOLYHa SLEUPUVETAL
TIPOG TO ECWTEPLKO XWPLE va atoKTd PeyAAeg Slaotacelg. To Uog Ttapapével otabepd Kal To
avwAL elvat euBUypappo. Avolypata Tou TUTIOU auTou UTIAPXOUV GToV vaod (KOyxn Kat avolypa
oto tetaptooaiplo) (Ewk. 5, 8) kaL oto KtrpLo E (amoyxwpntripla kat S{mAa otnv Kamvosoxo).

9 Ta autov Tov Aoyo o Katowpng (1938, 77) avag@épeL To KAOTPO WG «AGTIPOV (PPOUPLOV».
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Mapopola pop@r; €XoUV Kal OpLopEveG Bupideg Tou Slapopuwvovtal otnv amoAngn
QTTIOXETEUTLKWY aywywv. Bpiokovtal otoug eEwteplkolg Tolxoug o€ xaunAr otdéun (Ewk. 12,
14, 19). OpLopéveg avtiotolyouv ota anoyxwpntnpla (Ewk. 17), AAAEG, OpwG, Sev £XOUV OruEpa
KATIOLA EPPavVT) avTLloTtolla pe amoyeTeUTIKO aywyo. MNpowavwg Xpnolpeuav otnv anoppor] Twy
opBplwv LSATWV TNG AUANG TIPLV TNV AVEYEPCN TWV KTNPLWV TIOU Katripynoav tov Tepi&popo
KaL Katéotnoav adlvatn TtV amoppor] Tov USATWY NG auAng amd KABe AAAN Bgon ANV Tng
€L0080U. EXouV oxrHa opBoywVLKO, KAAOXTLOPEVEG TIAPELEG KAL EUBUYPANUO AVWPAL.

y. MapdBbupa. Ta apdbupa €xouv CaPWG PEYAAUTEPEG SLAOTACELG ATIO TLG PWTLOTLKEG N
AMeG Bupldeg. H odLd toug Bploketat ota 45 k. Tepimou anod to &amnedo. EXOUV TApELEG
KABeTEG oTOoV TOol)0 Kal SteBetav Aageuto opBoywvLo TIWPLVO TIAALOLO, TIOU £XEL apalpeBel. To
AVWEAL TOUG Elval oXNPATOG XApNAWPEVOU TOEOU Kal KataAauBAveL To cUVOAO Tou TIAXOUG
TOU TolYOoU. ZTnV TEPLTTWOoN Tou KTNPilou A, TO AVWEPAL ECWTEPLKA TAUTL{ETAL PE TO peoalo
aidwpa tou avatoAkou toixou. AkpLBwG Tiiow amod to TAaioLlo, oto UYPog NG yEveong Tou
16&0U Tou avweAiou, Slatnpolvtal oL otEG Tou EVAOU 0TO oTolo oTNPL{OTAV TO KOUYWHA.
MapdBbupa Tou TUTOU autoU UTIAPXOUV OToV SUTLKO TOlXo Tou Looyeiou tou ktnpiou A (Elk.
13), oToV avatoALKd Tolxo ToU 0pOYoU Tou KTnplou A (Ewk. 9, 22), 0TOV VOTLO KAL TOV SUTLKO
TOlY0 TOU OpOYOoU ToU KTnplou Z (ELk. 9, 17, 18) KaL OTOV TIEPLPETPLKO TOlX0, 0TO onuelo petagu
TOU TUPYOU Kal Tou vaou.

5. Oupec Eixav Aafeutd mwplvo TAaiolo pe evalAdg opl{OVTLOUG KAl KATAKOPUPOUG
AlBoug, to omolo elte Slatnpeltal amoomacpatikd, 6w otnv TUAN Tou KACTPOU, TN VOTLa
BUpa tou vaou (ELk. 25) kal TLg BUpEG Twv KTnplwv A, T kat A (Ewk. 24, 26), ite Tekpaipetat and
TN PopYr TIOU TIHPE TO dvolypa PETA TNV aalpeon Twv wpoAiBwv. KaAUtepa Slatnpeitat n
BUpa tou KTNpilou A. Ztov 0pLlovtLo AlBo otn yéveon Tou To&ou Tou TAataiou tng BUpag autng
Slatnpouvtal SU0 TIPOCEKTIKA AaEeUPEVEG YAUWPEC. AuTeg Ba TipETeL va cuveyi{ovtav Kal OTo
To§Wwto TPApatou Aatciou, To omoto Atav paAlov o§ukopuwo (Elk. 24). To i8Lo lowg ouvéRalve
Kal pe tnv BUpa tou vaou (ELk. 25). OL TTapELEG TOU avolypaTog lval KABETEG WG TTPOG TOV TolXo
Kat PnAdtepa amo to TAALoLo uTtAp)EL TOE0 NULKUKALKG (KTriplo A) i xapnAwpévo (ktripla A
KaL Z), TIou KataAapBdavel To cUVOAO Tou Ttdyoug Tou Tolxou. Omwg Kat ota apadupa, Tiow
amoé to TAalolo UTIApYOoUV OTIEG Tou opL{ovTLou EUAOU OTO OTIOl0 OTEPEWVATAV TO AVW HEPOG
TWV BUPOPUAWVY." ‘OTIWG TIPOKUTITEL ATTO TN BUpPA Tou KTnplou A, TO TUPTIAVO EMAVW aTtO TO
AVWEAL TwV TIAaLolwv Kat ta opLgévtia EUAa ATtav MANPwWUEVO PE ALBodopr), JE amoTeAeopa va
pNV SLakpivetal To To§wto avwPAL TOU avolypatog. XTig U0 TIUAEG TOU KAOTPOU SLatnpouvtal
KAl TO KATWPALQ, PE EVTOPULEG YL TNV TIPOCAPHOYH TWV OTPOPEWV TWV BUPOPYUANWV.

. OIKOAOMIKEZ ®AZEIL>

ATIO Ta TapaATAvw E€yLVE Pavepo OTL TO KAOTPO KATEANEE OTn OnUEPLVN) Hop®n HETA amo
OPKETEG PAOELG epyactwV (ELK. 3-4). ZTLG TOAALOTEPEG OLKOSOULKEG pAoeLg (I kal IT) patvetal va
QVNKEL £Va TIEPLUETPLKO TELXOG PE TIEPLSPOPO O OeLPd Ao TOEA TIOU PEPOVTAL amd OYKWSELG
TIAPACTASEG. TTNV AVATOALKN TIAEUPA TO TELXOG EXEL TIAXOG TIEPLTIOU 95 €K. KaL ElVaL CUPQUEG g
TLG TIAPAOTASEG, VW 0T BOPELa KaL T SUTLKN £XEL TTAXOG MOALG 65 €K. KaL £XEL KTLOTEL o€ SUO
PACELG, PE TLG TIAPAOTASEG va TipootiBevtat oto telyog (Ewk. 27). H BopeloavatoALkr ywvia
€XEL AVAKATAOKEVAOTEL, TIPOPAVWG PETA aTIO KATIOLA TOTILKN KATaoTpo®ry. Aev glval eUKOAO va
SLaTLOTWOEL av TO avatoALlKO TELXOG KATAOKEUAOTNKE TAUTOXPOVA E TO PLKPOTEPOU TIAXOUG

10 Ztnv mepimtwon g votag BUpag Tou vaou, Sev SLatnpolvtal OTOLXELA yLa TNV SLAPOPYPWon TOU VWAL
0U ECWTEPLKA.
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Ewk. 27. Kdotpo Batikwv. O Sutikdg toixog tou ktnpiou B (2010).

>

Ewk. 28. Kaotpo Batikwv. Katoyn Twv ooyelwv o€ avanapdotaon otLg KUPLEG OLKOSOULKEG pdoelg: A. 11, B. IIL, . IV, A. VL.
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SUTLKO Kal Bopelo. To AVATOALKO TE(XOG OTAPATOUCE OTOV TIUPYO, O OTIOLOG NTAV KTLOPEVOG
0to uPnNAOTEPO onpelo Tou Bpaxwdoug eEAPPATOG KaL 0 OTIoLog emiong aivetal va avikel
0Ta TTOAQLOTEPA KTNPLA TOU CUYKPOTAMATOG. ZTLG TIAAALOTEPEG OLKOSOULKEG (PACELG Ba TIpETTEL
va avrkeL Kal To Ktriplo H, amo to otolo yivetal n elcod0¢ 010 KAoTPo. OL PETAYEVEDTEPEG
TIPOCONKEG OTO CUYKPOTNUA ElXQV WG ATOTEAECHPA TNV KATApynon Tou TepLSpopou. To
KTAPLO TOU VaoU, apxLkwg Xwplg KOyxn, HE AAAN xpron, katapyel Suo to&a tou TEpLSpdUoU
KAl EVOWMPOTWVEL TUAPATA TWV TIAPACTASWY TOUG oToug Toixoug tou (III). Eva cuvolo
Ktnplwv katolkiag (A, E, Z) mpootibetal apydtepa o€ eviaia KATAOKEUAOTLKN @don i katd
otddia (IV), kabalpwvtag To TaAaldtePo Telxog Katl ta to&a tou TepLSpopou. MapdAinAa -
(oW, avakataokeuadetal T0 AVW PEPOC TPNPATOG TOU avatoALKoU TIEPLUETPLKOU Tolyou Kal
Slapopwvetat Koyxn, Wote va dnpoupynBel vaog. Xtn cuvexeLa, TipootiBevtal kal AAAEG
Katolkieg (B, I kat A) og U0 TouAdyLoTov YAoeLG (V kat VI), oL oTioleG Evowpatwvouv ta to&a
TOU TIEPLEPOHOU, EVW TO KTAPLO E, Tipopavwg PETA amd {NULEG, avakataokeuAdetal HepLKWE (V).
Zuvoyifovtag, o TOUAGXLOTOV £EL OLKOSOULKEG PATELG TO KAOTPO TWV Batikwv avapoppwOnke
oTaSLOKA WOoTE amod €va oxupO HPE KUPLWG OTPATLWTLIKO Xapakthipa va @LAOEEVIOEL PLKPO
apLBuo dvetwy KTnplwv Katolkiag, yupw amod HLKPr) ECWTEPLKI AUAr (ELK. 28).

A. O EZQTEPIKOZ MEPIBOAOZ

MNpw amd TO KAOTPO, OE PEON ATOOTAON KATA TIPOOoEyylon 15 PETPWY aTIO TO TIEPLUETPLKO
Telyog, oxnuatiletal eEwteplkdg TepBoAog, amd TelX0g SLATNPOUPEVO ATIOCTIACHATLKA Kal
o€ UYog Tou Kupaivetal amo AlyOTEPO TOU ULOOU €wg TEooepa Tiepimou petpa (Ewk. 29). Zta
Slatnpoupeva Tunpata tou epLBoAou Exel 00l oto ox€SLo TNG KAToYng €va ypaupa armd To
K w¢ to P, eV 0€ AOLTTEG KATAOKEVEG, TIou Bplokovtal evtog Tou TEpLBOAoU Ta ypdppata  we X
(Elk. 29). H akpLBng avamapaotaon tou TepLBOAou Sev eival Suvatr o€ OAeg TLG BEoeLg, L&lwg
0TA VOTLA - VOTLOSUTLKA, OTIoU N Slatr)pnon lvat eVTEAWS amooTacpatikn. To oxrjpa tou elvat
aKavovLoTo, kabwg apevog kabopiletal amo tn popyr Tou Bpayou, TNV TIapouasia Tou omoilou
EKPETAAAEVETAL, WOTE VA ATIOKTAOEL PEYAAUTEPO UPOG, Kal QeTEPOU SV QVAKEL OE eviala
OLKOSOMLKN pdaon. AKOAOUBEL TIEpLYpaPr] TWV ETILHEPOUG THNPATWVY ToU TIEPLBOAOU, HE aeTnpla
1o KTAPLo N, OTIoU pAMoV SLapopwvotav n loodog, kat SeELOCTPOPN KUKALKN TTopELa.

To tuAua N amoteholoe PAAAOV TIUAN eviaypevn o€ TIUPYO. ATIO TO onpELlo autd paivetal
OTL EEKLVOUOE N AvoS0G TIPOG TO KAOTPO. Xta SELd TNG TTUANG BplokeTal To TUNpa =, To omolo
EXEL KAUTIUAN xdpagn kat Asttoupyoloe TIBavVWG WG avaAnupa tng 080U Tou 08nyouos otnv
€loo60 tou mepLBOAou. To TuAPa M, ota aplotepad tng TIUANG, TtepAapBavel SU0 ETILHEPOUG
Tunpata M1 kal M2, Slatetaypéva iapaAinAa petagu touc.

To tufApa A extelvetal o€ oAOKANPO TO HNAKOG TNG Bopelag TAEUPAG Tou TEPLBOAOU Kal
ieplAapBdvel evvea empepoug Tuipata (Ewk. 29-32). To tpnpa Al €xel KauTUAN xapagn kat
HLKPO PHAKOG. EXEL EK TWV UOTEPWV TIPOOTEBEL 0TO TPNAPA A2, TO OTIOLO SLAPOPPWVEL TIPOHAXWVA
otn BopeLoavatoALkr ywvia tou TeptBoAou. To Tunpa A2 SsiyxveL va KTLoTnKe Tautoxpova e
10 A3, amo 1o omolo €xeL amokoTel Adyw katdppeuong. To TApa A3 €xeL TIpookoAANBel oto A4,
TO OTtol0 pE TN oeLpd Tou €xEL TIPOOKOANBEL oto AS. Ta tprpata A5, A6 kal A7 40UV ATTOKOTIEL
METAEU TOug AdYW KATAPPEVCEWY. ZTA TN pata A7 kat A9 €xeL ipooteBel To Turua A8, To omolo
SLapOPPWVEL TIpopaXwWVa OTN BOPELOSUTLKN TIAEUPA TOU €EWTEPLKOU TIEPLBOAOU, avtioToLyo
HE aUTOV TNG BoPELOAVATOALKNAG Ywviag. OpLopEVEG OPOLOTNTEG TWV SUO TIPOHAXWVWV (A2 Kat
A8), OTIWG N TIOAU TTIUKVI) TIAPOUGLA OTIWV OTEPEWONG LKPLWHATWY KAl Ol KAUTIUAWHEVEG YWVLEG,
(PAVEPWVOULV TIWG N KATAOKEUT TOUG OPEIAETAL OTO (6510 OLKOSOULKO TIPOYpPAHAL.

To TpApa K Bploketal ota BopeloavatoAlkd Tou KAoTpou. ATtoteAeital amo U0 ETILPEPOUG
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NukvA BAGOTNON -TEpIOXA TOU Bev Exe1 epeuvnBEl

Ewk. 29. Kaotpo Batikwv. Katoyn Tou KAaoTpou pe tov tepLBAaAovTa Xwpo.

Ewk. 30. Kaotpo Batikwv. To kAoTtpo Kat o eEwteplkdg epiBoAdg Tou amd ta fopeloavatoAtkd (2010).
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tunpata (K1 kat K2) (Ewtk. 29-30). To tunpa K1, to omolo €xeL KTLOTEL 08 SUO OLKOSOULKEG
@AoeLg, BepeAlwvetal o uPnAo Bpdxo kat Slatnpeitat og Lo Tepimou 2,20 p. To TuRua K2
BepeAlwvetal eiong og Bpdyo kat dtatnpeltatl o€ PLkpoTtePo UYPoG. MeTa&U Twy SU0 ETILHEPOUG
TUNHUATWY SlapopPwveTal oxnua utodoxnic. Qotdco, To oxnua eV OAOKANPWVETAL KAl N
AeLtoupyia Tou ev Adyw xwpou Ttapapével aéRatn. H EnpoAtBodopr| Ttou elvat KTLopEvn otov
XWPO AUTOV TIAPAAANAQ TIPOG TO TUNHA K2 HAAAOV QVAKEL OE PETAYEVECTEPN KATAOKEUT).

To tunpa P, amtoteAeital and 1é0oepa EMLPUEPOUG THNHATA KAl SLAPOPPUWVEL TNV AVATOALKN
TIAEUPA TOU eEWTEPLKOU TtepLBOAOU. Alatnpeital og Pikpd UYog. To Turpa M, Ttou tepAapBAavel
U0 TapaMnAoug petagl toug toiyoug, M1 kat N2, oe pkpd UYog Slatrpnong, amoteAel
TBavwg PEPOG TNG voTLag TIAEUPAG Tou eEwTtepLkoL TiepLBOAoU. To Tunpa M2 sivat aAwote
KTLOMEVO OTNV TIPOEKTACN TOU TUrpatog P1.

Alyo Sutikétepa tou tpnpatog M, og Teploxny Tou kabaplotnke TPoodtwg amod tn
BAdotTnoN, EVTOTILOTNKE PLKPOG vaog (ELK. 29). Atatnpeital o€ Lkavo yla tnv avanapdotacr] Tou
UPog o BopeLog toixog (Etk. 33). H NULKUKALKN KOyXN TOU LepoU Kal 0 SUTLKOG Tolxog Statnpeitat
0€ PLKPOTEPO UYPOC, EVW O VOTLOG TOlX0G €xeL oS0V eE0AOKANpoU Kataotpayel. O Bopelog
TOlX0G TOU vaou Slatnpel SUO TTAPACTASEG KAL TA TOEA TIOU YEPUPWVOUV TA avolypata PHETAgU
TWV TIAPAcTASWVY Kal TOU avatoAlkoU Kat SUTikoU tolyou. Metagl Twv apaotddwy UTirpxE
AMo TOE0o, pe yeveon oe uPnAOTEPN OTABUN amo To KAELSL Twv TIponyoUhEevVwWY, N oTola
Slatnpeitat otn dutkn mapaotdda. H yéveon tou to&ou autou Pplokdtav otnv dla otdbun
HE TNV YEVEON TOU KAt Prkog dlatetaypévou BoAou. Me Bdon ta mapandvw, elvat Suvatov
va avanapactabel pe ac@AAELa N avwSour) Tou vaou, TIou avhKE OTOV TUTIO TOU POVOKALTOU
OTAUPOELSOUG Eyyeypappévou. Atatnpeital BUpa otn BépeLa KAl tn SUTLKN TIAEUPA. ZTN SUTLKA
BUpa cwWONKe KAl PEPOG TOU TIWPLVOU TIAALG{oU. ZTa SUTLKA TOU vaoU Statnpeltal Pikpo tuAua
NG BepeAiwaong tou BopeLou tolyou evog vapbnka.

To tunpa O, Tou Slatnpeitat o xapunAo UPog ota SUTIKA Tou KAoTpou eival apiBolo
av amoTeAel PJEPOG Tou eEwTtePLKOU TEPLBOAOL, KaBwE otnv Tepimtwon autr o TepiBoAog
Ba Slakomrtotav amod Tov vaod, 0 OTolog €lval KTLOPEVOG OTa VOTLA TOU TURHATOG autou.
Elvay, emopévwe, mBavov o eEwteplkdg TepiBoAog va Bplokdtav akopn SUTLKOTEPQ, EKEL
TIou evtomi{ovTal amOOTIACHATIKA KATAAOUTA GAAWY aVOANUMUATIKWY Tolxwv. Agv TIpETEL va
QTTOKAELOTEL KaL TO EVEEXOUEVO O VAOG VA TIPOCApTHONKE otov TiepiBoAo.

Ta tyApata Z, T, Y kat @ sival tolyol Statnpoupevol vidg Tou eEWTEPLKOU TtepLBOAoU
TOU KAOTPOU Kal SLatetaypevol TTapaAnAa mpog tnv kAlon tou edagoug. Alatnpouvtal o€
HLKPO UYPog Kal Sev elval ca@eég av amoteAoUV avaAnuuatikd toldpla yia tn dtapdppwaon
HLOG E0WTEPLKAG SLadpopng, TUNpata aAaldtepou eEWTEPLKOU TIEPLBOAOU 1) EVOG S€UTEPOU
TiepBOAou. To TPAMA X, SLAOPOPPWVEL TIPOTELXLOPA TNG TIUANG TOU KAoTpou (ELK. 29).

MtkpoU prikoug avaAnuuatikol toiyol améd &npoAlbodopr PBpiokovtat Sidomaptol o€
SLapopeg BEoELG EVTOG Kal EKTOC Tou TIEPLBOAOU. H Kataokeur toug oxetietal mbavwg pe
TN XPrion TOU XWPOU KATA TOUG VEWTEPOUG XPOVOUG. ZTa SUTLKA TOU KAOTPOU UTIApXEL Pia
TIEPLOXT) HE TTUKVI PAAoTNON, N ottola Sev xeL epeuvnBeL.

OL TolYoL Twv KINplwv Tou eEWTEPLKOU TEPLBOAOU, OTIWG KAl 0To (8Lo To KAoTPO, £lvat
KTLOpEVOL amd apyoAlBodopr) pe TOAU Tukvr) TapepBoAn) TAlVOBwv oge opLlovTloug Kal
KATakopuWoug apuolq. Xta onuela Bepeliwong otov Bpdyo, egattiag Tou PLKpoU TIAxXoug
TIOU aTtOKTA N ALB0SOUN O 0pLOPEVEG BETELG, YIVETAL ATTOKAELOTLKI Xprion TIALVOwV. H apxLkn
ELKOVA TWV TOLXWV PE TO 0apSEAWTO apPoAOynpa, To oTtolo dgnve PLkpd pepog tng AtBodoung
EPPavEG, Slatnpeitatl o Alya onpela, 0ta KATWTEPA KUPLWG PEPN TWV TolYWV. ZTOV Tpopaxwva
A2 n TEALKN EUPAVLON TOU aPHOAOYNHATOG Elval SLaPopETLKN, XwpLlg Xapa&elg pe to puotpl.
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Ewk. 31. Kaotpo Batikwv. Topr) KK. Ewk. 32. Kdotpo Batikwv. Topr AA.
Ewk. 33. Kaotpo Batikwv. Nadg ota votloSuTikd tou Kaotpou. Katoyn, Topr katd prkog, SUTLkr Kal Bopeta odn.
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E. TENIKEX AIAMIZTQOQXEI>

To KAOTPO Twv Batikwv akoAouBel Tov Bactkod TUTIO PLKPWV ppoupilwv Tou Stadidetat otnv
KeVTpLK EAAGSa kat tnv MNeAomovvnoo, &lwg PETA TN AATWVLKI) KATAKTNON: KTLOPEVO OTNV
Kopu®r] SUoTIPOCLTOU AOYOU, TIoU SVEL CUYKPLTIKO TIAEOVEKTNHA OTOUG APUVOPEVOUG EVaVTL
TWV ETILTLOEPEVWY,"" PE TOLXLOPEVO TIEPLBOAO pE TiepiSpopo o€ oeLpd TUPAWY aPLEWHATWVY,™
KEVTPLKO TIUPYOo OTO UYPNAOTEPO ONnUELO, TIUPYO TIOU TIPOOTATEUEL TNV TIUAN KAl HLKPO
OUYKPOTNHA KATOLKLWV. APyOTEPQ, TO KACTPO ATIOKTA VAO KAl TIEPLOCOTEPEC KATOLKIEG. MUpw
amo TOV OXUPWHEVO TUprva SLapoppwvetal TEPLBOAOG Kal TIOAVWG HLKPOG OLKLOPOG HE
SLaomapteg KAtoLkieg kat vao.

Ta oTtitia Tou KAoTPOoU TIAPOUCLAoUV TIOAEG OPOLOTNTEG pE autd Tou Muotpd.™ Ta A kat Z
elval BePalwpéva SLwpowa, EVW 0poYoG PTIOPEL va UTIOTEDEL OTL UTINPXE KAl OTLG TIEPLOCOTEPES
amod TLG UTIOAOUTTEG KATOLKIEG. TO KATWYELOV €XEL PLKPOTEPO VYOG Kal lval BoAooKeTEG. O
OpoYog KataAapBdavetat amd pia peyahn atbouoa StnuEPeUONG, TOV TPIKALVOV,'s OL ECWTEPLKEG
OeLG Tou omtolou Slapopywvovtal, OTwG Kal 0Ta aoTikd omitia tou Muotpd, pe apidwpata.’”
Ta BoAookemr} SlaBatikd OTwg oto Ktriplo H f kat n otriplén twv opoYwv TWV OLKLWVY OF
BOAWTEG UTTOSOWEG UE AVOLKTA LOOYELA lval eTlong otolyelo Trou epavidetal otov Muotpd.' Ta
amoywpnTripLa SLapop@uwvovtal os KOyXn HECA OToV (8L0 ToV XWPOo SLNPEPEVONG, ETILONG OTIWG
otov Muotpd,’ otn ywvia Tou XWpou, OTiwE OTo KTripLo E? A kat otn péon, OTwg oTo KTr)pLo Z.2
Aev ipogyouy, OTiwg ouvrBwg cupPaivel otov MuoTtpd, KaBwg n KOyXN TOUG SLAPOPPWVETAL OTO
TId(0G TOU TIEPLUETPLKOU TOLXOU TOU KACTPOU.2 ITO KTAPLO Z N TIPOEEOX T TOU amoyxwpntnplou o€
KWNA{Bavteg elval dpola e Tig Tpoefox£g e0TLWV otov Muotpd.Z Eotia uttdp)EL JOVO OTO KTHPLO
E kat Stapoppuvetal Kal 5w o€ PLd ywvia Tou xwpou.2 OPoLoTtnTEG e Ta oTmitia Tou Muotpd
€VTOTIL{OVTAL KOl O€ AETITOPEPELEG, OTIWG TA EPPAPLA (KTHPLO A - OPOYOC)® KAl OL KALPOKEG €Tl
TOEWV (KTrpLa A, Z), oL ottoleg akoAouBoUV Toug LV BELG eKEL TUTIOUG. 2

11 Andrews 1953, 229.

12 To (8L0 mapatnpeital kat otov Muotpd, otnv oxUpwon tng Katw MoAng (Mapivou 2009q, 98, sik. 50).
Ztnv 8La moxn €xouv xpovoloynBel kat ta to&a ou otnpilouv TEpiSpopo oto kAotpo TNG MNdatpag (Fewpyo-
TIoUAoU-Béppa 2000, 34. €lk. 31) kAL 0TO KAOTPo oto Agovtapt Tng Apkadiag (ABavacoUAng kat MapaAoUKog
2011, 17). NapdpoLa givat kat n Stapdppwan tou TepLEpopou og Vo YpAyKLKa Kaotpa tng Meoonviag, otnv
Avépouoa kat oto MNAdnua (Bon 1969, 637, 656- Kovtoylavvng 2001-2, 529, k. 12).

13 Ta ouvomtik avagopd oto Bépa Kal cUyKpLon HE TO TIapopoLlo Pldkaotpo kovtd oto AALBEpL BA.
Mamaloukos 2017, 616-17.

14 OpoLOTNTEG WG TIPOG TOV TUTIO TIAPOUGCLAJOUV Kal e Ta oTilTia Tou Mepakiou, Trou eival emiong 0pBoywVLKAG
Kdtoying, YE Evav Xwpo SLNPEPELGNG OTOV OPOYO (ZLPATOU KAl XpLoToSouAoTiouAou 1989-90).

15 Movoxwpa KaL BOAOCKETT €lval KAl TA LOOYELA TWV OTILTLWY 0To Muotpd (OpAdvsog 1937, 58 Orlandos
1971, 76).

16 Zta BAtika mbavwg Katolkia va SLapop@WVETAL KAL OE LOOYELO, APOoU TO KATWYELOV TOU KTnplou E SLabetel
gotla kat amoxwpntrplo. Kat e5w oL eowTePLKEG OPeLg Stapoppwvovtal pe aPdwpata. @a prmopoloe, woTo-
00, VA TIPOKELTAL YLA TO PayeLpelo pLag PeyaAUTepNG KATOLKLAG.

17 OpAdavdog 1937, 62-7° Orlandos 1971, 76.

18 Orlandos 1971, 79-80.

19 ApBavitomoulog 2004, 164-8.

20 TpPA. OpAdvsoc 1937, LK. 66, 680, 83, 86.

21 TMpPA. OpAdvéog 1937, k. 67, 68pB.

22 Tamapadelypata Koyxwy oto Tdyog Twy Tolywv amd tov Muotpd BA. Mapivou 2009B, 277 €Lk. 9, 279 €Lk.
17.

23 OpAdvéog 1937, 77, k. 65a.

24 OpAdavsog 1937, 88.

25 OpAavéog 1937, 71-2.

26 OpAavéog 1937, 60-2.
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OL p€BoSoL KATaoKEUNG elval XapaKTNPLOTLKEG TNG ETTOXNG. H TolyotoLia amo apyoAlbodopn)
HE apSU apuoAdynua Pe ta onuasdia tng epyaoctiag pe puotpl elvat ocuvnBLopévn katd tov 14°
Kat 15° awwva ota Batika? kal otnv guputepn TepLoxn.2 H BoAoSopia pe aAANAOTEPVOUEVEG
KapApeg Kal pétwra and Aageuto wpoALBo emiong elval kowotatn.? Opolwg ta Sdmneda and
koviapa og urtdooTpwpa and kepapidia.® H yop@r) Twv avolypdtwy pe Aaiola amo mwpoAlbo
Kat 16lwg Ta Bupwpata pe eVAANAE KatakopuYouGg Kal opLl{OVTLOUG TIWPOALBOUG ETTLONG AVIKEL
OTO APXLTEKTOVLKO AELNOYLO TNG €TIOXNG.3 O TWPOALBOC €6W TIPOEPYETAL ATIO TNV YELTOVLKN
aktry, anévavtt ano tnv EAagovnoo, omou utrpe Staxpovikd cuotnpatik Aatopsuon.2 H
BUpa tou ktnplou A, n omola dlatnpeltal KAMwG kaAutepa (Ewk. 24), akohouBel tn ouvnon
duata&n Bupwv tng uotepoBulavivhg TEPLOSOU HPE CUMQYUEG PE TNV Tolyotolla Tofwto
TIAQLOL0,* oL € AEMTOPEPELEG TNG KATAOKEUNG TNG akoAouBoUV TUTIO YVWOTO ETioNG Ao Tov
Muotpd.** To 0&ukdpuwo uttEpBupo tnNG ipocoPewg cuvnbidetal katd tov OpAdvéo oe oTiitia
TOoU 13 Kat 14° awwva.® Avtibeta, ta utEpBupa Pe XapPNAWPEVO TOED, OTIWG OTO KTNPLO A,
10 omolo avrkeL otnV teAeutala olkoSopLkr pdon Tou KAoTpou, anavtd otov Muotpd Katd
Tov 15° awwva.’ Ito KAoTpo Twv Batikwv dev yvwplloupe TNV akpLi poper) Twv TAALCLWY
TWV Tapabupwv. H TodLd toug AvIwg ATav xapnAr, Wote Kavelg va pmopel kabripuevog va
napatnpel pog ta €&w. e éva and ta mapabupa (KTpLo Z, votia oyn) aravtd kat to Bpavio
Tou yvwpidoupe amod tov Muotpd.”’

To SLaWOPETLKOU TUTIOU appPOoAdynpa Tou amavtd otov Tpopayxwva A8 oxetidetal pye tnv
HETAYEVEDTEPN KATAOKEUN Tou. Mapopolog elvat o TPoTog SoUnG Kal To appoAdynuUa otnv
pETayeveéoTepn avtnpida otn BopeloSuTikr ywvia Tou KAoTpou. AUToU Tou TUTIoU N epyacia
amavtd Kal oToug TIApAKTLOUG TIUPYOUG TIOU €X0UV KTLOTEL KATA PRKOG TNG SUTLKAG aKTAG TNG
XEpoovrjoou, SU0 amd TOug 0TIoloug G PLKPH armootaon amo ta Batka. O Aeyopevol KouAe-
VTLavog TUPYoG Kal TTUPYoG Tou Povid® £X0UV TTApOUOL XAPAKTNPLOTIKA PE TO KAOTPO TWV

27 Evdewktikd: Mavtavaooa Mepoupdvag - vaog Kat Kwdwvootdoto (Ma to vao BA. OpAavdog 1935a- Aoupn-Ki-
{n 2003-4), Mavayitoa kat Aylog Kwvotavtivog oto Mapadeiot (yia toug vaoug BA. ApavSakng K.d. 1982, 440-3),
Aylog Oepdmnwv oto PapakAd (yia to vad BA. ApavSdakng k.a. 1982, 433-4), Mupyog otnv Mavtdvacoa (yLa tov
Tupyo BA. Apavsakng k.a. 1982, 380-6).

28 Aylog BaoiAelog otnv Amidud (yLa to vao BA. OpAdvsog 19353, 133-8). 18La epyacia elval eupéwg Stadedo-
pévn otov Muotpd (Orlandos 1971, 78-9), To MepdkL (Zlpdtou kat XpltotoSouhotouAou 1989-90, €ik. 9, 16) Kat
TO KAOTPO TNG Zapapwvag (yla to kaotpo BA. Nikag kat Zkaykog 2019, €Lk. 29).

29 OpAdavsog 1937, €ik. 99, 101 Mapivou 20098, 248 €Lk. 6-7, 249 €ik. 10, 277 €k. 10" Zivog 2009, 324 LK. 28.
30 OpAdvéog 1937, 66° Mapivou 2009, 279, k. 17. Admeda and koviapa iyav kat ot vaol tng mepLloxng. Te-
Tola Statnpouvtal otnv Mavtdvacoa tng Mepoupdvag (BA. urtoony. 27) kat otnv Ayia Awatepivn kovtd otnv
Katw Kaotavid (adnuooteutn).

31 Ta to Bupwpata Tou TUTIoU aUToU, oTa oTola PAALOTA TO TIWPLVO TIAALOLO TIEpLBAANETAL ATIO OELPA TIALV-
Bwv, BA. AnuntpokdAAnG 2001, 22. Tta kel avagepdpeva Ttapadelypata tou idoug pmopolv va ipootedolv
Ta Bupwpata Tou vaou Kat Tou Kwdwvootaciou otnv Mavtavacoa Mepoupdavag (AouBn-Ki¢n 2003-4, k. 2a-B,
8) kaBwG Kal Ta Bupwpata Tou vaou Twv Aylwv ATtootdAwv Kat Tou Ayiou ABavaciou oto Asovtdpt (AoUBN-Ki-
{n 2007, 102). TNV TePLOXN, ATIOOTIACHATLKA Statnpouvtal U0 Bupwpata Tou TUTIOU aUTOU OToV Vaod Tou
Ta&Ldpyn otnv Katw Kaotavid (yia tov vao BA. Apavsakng k.a. 1982, 425-30).

32 Ta tn B€on twv Aatopeiwv BA. Dépdt Général de la Guerre 1832- Waterhouse kat Hope-Simpson 1961, fig.
14- MikouAag 2012, 360-3.

33 Mamaloukos 2012, 23-25° Mapahoukog 2015, 122.

34 OpAavéog 1937, 68, €Lk, 57.

35 OpAdvéog 1937, 68.

36 OpAavsog 1937, 68. TétoLa elval Ta apadupa tng voTLag tépuyag Tou aAatiol (OpAavsog 1937, 35).

37 OpAavsog 1937, 70. To otolyelo auto amavtd Kat 0To KAoTPOo TG Zapagwvag (yLa to KAotpo BA. ZKAYKOG
2011).

38 Aénpooisutog. ZUvtopn avagpopd oto Nikag kat Zkdykog 2019, 135, anp. 109.

39 O mUpyoC Elval TIPAKTLKA adnpocieutog. ZUvVTopn ava@opad ota: MmakoUpou kat Atapavtr 2001-4, 350
Nikag kat Zkaykog 2019, 135, ony. 109.
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Batikwv. Qotdoo, n mapoucia TuPeKLOBUPISWY Kal TO SLAYOPETLKO APHOASYNUA SLKALOAO-
yoUV Tn XpOVoAOynon META Ta péoa Tou 15° alwva.

2T. TO IZTOPIKO TAAIZIO

H Kataokeur Tou KAoTPoU Twv Batikwv Sev avagépetal otig inyeg. O Andrews tnv amodisel
0TO A€OTIOTATO TOU MOpPEWC, CUPTIEPIAAUBAVOVTAG TO OTA TIEPLOPLOPEVA OXUPWHATIKA €pya
TIOU EKTEAECE PETA TOV 13° awwva.* H amoyr tou paivetal va SikaloAoyeital amd Ta LoTopLKA
SeSopéva 600 Kal amo Th PEAETN TNG APXLTEKTOVLKNG TOU Pvnuelou. AvTtiBeTwe, n amodoor)
TOU 0TOUG BeVETOUG eV TEKPNPLWVETAL KAl §€vV SLkatoAoyeltal amd ta xapakTtnpLoTkd tng
OPXLTEKTOVLKAG TOU HVNUELOU, TO OTIOlO €XEL KATAOKEUAOTEL TPV amd TNV €Loaywyn Twv
TIUPORBOAWV. OpelleTal pAAAOV oTNV avanapaywyr tou «Fort Vénitian» Ttou onuelwvetat o
TIaAaLo FaAALKS Xaptn* otnV TpWTn avagopd tou pvnpeiou otn BLBAoypapia.s

H xepodvnoog tou MaAéa Sev Selyvel va eixe kamola LdLaitepn akur otn péon Bulavtvn
nieplodo. Ao tnv meplodo autr Sev exouv dlatnpnBel ekKANOLAoTIKA pvnpeia.* Metd tnv
KAtaAuon tng Autokpatopilag amod Toug oTaupoPOpouG, OTIWG YEVIKOTEPA N VOTLOOVATOALKT)
MeAomdvvnoog, n epLoxn €V KateAnPon amo toug Ppdaykoud.* H adltagpopia yla tnv mepLoxn
1600 amnd tn Budavtvr Sloiknon 000 Kat amo TO YPAYKLKO TIPLYKLTTATO StkatoAoyel tnv EMNeLdn
EVSLAYEPOVTOG KAL LA OXUPWHATLKA €pya.

Tnv katdktnon tng MeAomovvrioou, cUPPWVA PE TO XPOVIKOV TOU MOopEwG, OAOKARpWOE
o ToUALEApOG B' BiMeapdouivog pe tnv ToAlopkia tng MovepBaciag, mou éAnge to 1248 pe
TNV mapddoon tng mOANG amd toug dpyovieg Mapwvd, Eudatpovoylavvn kat Zo@Lavo. e
avtal\aypa yia Tnv tapadoan tng moAng, o Ppdykog TiplyKutag mapaxwpnoe otoug EAANveG
APXOVTEG TLPApPLa 0Ta BATLKA, OL KATOLKOL TWV OTIOLWV £€0TIELGQAV VA TOV TIPOCKUVIOOUV.* AUTH
elval Kkat N Tpwtn avagopd twv Batikwy, PE TNV HECALWVLKH TOUG OVOHAOoLa,* OTLG TINYEG. ZTN
OUVEXELD, TO XPOVLKOV aVa@EPEL TA KAOTPA TIOU €KTLOE 0 BLMeapSouivog yla va e5patwoet
NV Kuplapxia tou otn Aakwvia, petal twv omolwv dev mepapfavovtal ta Batika®. H
XPOVOAOynon tnG Katdktnong tng MovepBaociag amo toug Ppdykoug, yta tnv omola maAatotepa
€lxe potabel kal to €tog 1252 1) 1253,% petatednke TIPOoPATWE APKETA VWwpitePA, JETAEL TOU
1223 kat tou 1238, kat bavotepa oTo TEAOG TG Sekastiag tou 1220.%

Alya xpovia apyotepa, to 1262, ol Bulavtivol avakatéAaBav tn MovepBaoia, avtarAdo-
OOVTAG TNV PE TNV eAeuBepia ToU MOUALEAPOU, TTIOU KPATOUVTAV WG ALXHAAWTOG HETA TN AN
NG MeAayoviag, Kal TIPOoKAAEoaV €6E€yEPON TWV KATOKWY TWV Bouvwy, PETAEL TwV oTolwv

40 Andrews 1953, 226.

41 Katowpng 1938, 76-7- ZPNKOTIOUAOG 1968, 423.

42 Dépbt Général de la Guerre 1832.

43 Hasluck 1907-8, 1723.

44  Tia ta EKKANoLaoTka pvnueta tng meploxng PA. Apavsdkng K.d. 1982- AcAavidng 2018. ZToug UOTEPOUG
Bulavtvoug xpovoug Kat 6L 0To 120 alwva, OTwWE TTaAalotepa TLoteuotav (OpAavdog 1935a) xpovohoyeital
Kat n Mavtavaooa tng «fepoupdvag» (Bon 1969, 511, 584° AoUBN-Ki¢n 2003-4).

45 Ta to KaBEoTWE KAt TOUG KATolKoug TG TtepLoxng BA. Bon 1969, 71-2.

46 Xpovikdv tou Mopéwg, 2901-2965" Miller 1908, 146-7.

47 To PECALWVLKO TOTIWVUHLO BATika Ttpoépxetal amod tnv apxala ovopacia tng OANG Twv Bolwv (Batika=-
Boiatikad), n omola Atav KTLopévn ekel TTou PETA TNV ameAeubepwon SnuLloupyndnke n NeAmoALg Bolwy, pe
OUVOLKLOPO TV YUpw XwpLwv (Hasluck 1907-8, 168-9).

48 Kdotpa Mulnbpd, Maivng kat AEUKTPOU (Xpovikov Tou Mopéwg, 2985-3037).

49 Kalligas 1990, 86-94.

50 Saint-Guillain 2015.
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Kal Twv Batikwy, edpatwvovtag otadlakd tnv kuplapxia toug otn Aakwvia.” MARBog KKAN-
OLWV PE TOLXOYPAPLKO SLAKOOHO TIOU XpovoAoyeitat amd tov 13° wg Ttov 15° alwva Japtupet
TN OXETLKI QVATITUEN NG TEPLOXTG oTa Xpovia tng Bulavtivrg kuplapylag otnv MeAomdvvnco
Katd tnv teAeutaia meplodo tou Bulavtiou.s2 e autr tnV emoxn 6a pemel va anodobel kal
n avéyepon tou Kdotpou. Katd tov Andrews, ol EAANveG Bprikav otnv Melomévvnoo peyalo
aplBpd kAoTpwv 1oV eixav ktioel oL Ppdykol Kal eV XPELAOTNKE VA KATAOKEVACOUV Ttapd
EAAXLOTA VEQ PLKPA ppoUpLa, 0Tn AaKWVLas Kal CUYKEKPLPEVA 0TNV Avw Z0Xd, Toug MoAdoug,
N Zapapwva* kat ta Bdtika.s

MeTd TNV KatdAuon Tou AeoTIoTATou Tou Mopéwg, Ta Batika tapépevav otoug OBwpavoug
yla €va PLKpd xpoviko Stdotnua.ss To (6lo Stdotnua (1461-1463) n MoveuBacia €tebn umo
TNV Tpootacia tou Mama.’” MoAu cuvtouq, To 1463, MEpacav otoug Bevetolc.® Metafu twv
KAoTpwv Tou PBplokovtal otnv katoxr tng Bevetiag avagepovtatl 1o 1467, to 1471,% t0
14799 kat to 1480.6 Ztnv KaToxr Twv ToUpKWV TEPACAV KAl TIAAL JE ToV B' BEVETOTOUPKLKO
TOAep0 (1499-1503).8 TtV eplodo NG Bevetlkig Kuplapxiag (1463-~1503¢4) Ba pmopovoav
lowg va amodoBoUv oL TIPoPaXWVEG TNG POPELAg TIAEUPAG, OL OTIOlOL KATAOKEUAOTNKAV yla
TNV TPOCTAcia Tou KACTPOoU e TIUPOPOA.S Ztnv pakpd Tieplodo tng Toupkokpatiag Tou
akoAouBnoe Sev palvetal va £yLvav Epyacieg oUTE OTO ECWTEPLKO, OUTE KAL OTOV EEWTEPLKO
miep{BoAo. To KAoTPO TwV Batikwv Ba TPETEL ypriyopa va eyKATAAELPONKE KAl va EPELTIWONKE,
EVW TA YELTOVLKA YwpLd, Mecoywpt kat PapakAo, katolknueva Rén and tnv votepn Bulavtivn
mieplodo, ouvéxloav va uvgiotavtalss O TOAUTIANBEOTEPOG OLKLOPOG otnv Teplodo TG
Toupkokpatiag Atav To PapakAd,s” XTLOPEVO OTNV OPELWVH TIAQYLA 0TA AVATOALKA TOU KAOTPOU,
TO omolo TPV TNV ameAeuBépwaon, ouxvd OTa €yypa@as Kal Katd Kavova otoug XAPTEC,®
ONMELWVETAL KAl WG Batika.

51 Xpovikov Tou Mopéwg, 4591° Miller 1908, 172-3.

52 BA.umoony. 16.

53 BA.uroonp. 11.

54 Tn xpovoAoynon otnv enoxr tou @codwpou B' MalatoAdyou amedelée o N. Zkaykog (2011). Avalutikd BA.
Nikag kat Zkaykog 2019, 132-35.

55 H A. AoUBn (2003-4, 364-5) £xeL SLATUTIWOEL TNV UTIGBeoN OTL ota Batika eykatactdOnkav ot Iwavviteg
Innéteg petagl 1400-4. Qoto00, ag onPeLWOEeL 6TL To 1403 0 TOTIOG AVAPEPETAL WG HEPOG TWV BUTAVTLVWY KTI)-
ogwv. Sathas, 1880-8, I, 6.

56 Ttatnv katdktnon tng Nehomovvrioou amo toug Toupkoug PA. Zakythenos 1932, I: 247-74. T'ia TNV Tipo-
okatpn kataAnyn tng mepLoxng anod toug Toupkoug ota téAn Tou 14ou awwva BA. Kalliga 2010, 154-6.

57 Kalligas 2010, 49-52.

58 Sathas 1880-88, VI: 95- Kalligas 2010, 53.

59 Hopf 1873, 205-6- Bon 1969, 693-McLeod 1972.

60 Buchon 1845, I: 65.

61 Sathas 1880-8, VI: 125, 214.

62 Sathas 1880-8, I: 273, VI: 228.

63 Andrews 1953, 198.

64 To 1501 @atvetal va avrikouv akdpa otoug Bevetoug. Sathas 1880-8, VII: 65.

65 [0 TOV CUCYETLOPO KAl PE AAAQ OXUPWHATLKA €pya TNG EUPUTEPNG TIEPLOXNG BA. KAl AVWTEPW.

66 Xto Meooyxwpl Statnpeitat o vadg tou Aylou Ogodwpou (Apavsakng K.A. 1982, 412-15), evw TIOAU Kovtd
oto ®apakAo o vadg Tou Aylou Oepdmovtog (Apavsdakng K.a. 1982, 433-4), kat oL 5U0 XpOVOAOyoUHEVOL OTNV
Votepn Bulavtivr Tiepiodo.

67 MrmeAa 1980, 69.

68 MavaylwtomouAog 1987, 183 (uttoony. 1).

69 MeAdg 2006, 114, 120, 123, 124, 126, 128, 164, 165, 168, 169, 179- Dépdt Général de la Guerre 1814-ToALag
2018, 104, 110, 118.
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ABSTRACT

Christos Tsountas as professor of Archaeology in the University of Athens

This paper concerns Christos Tsountas’ years as professor of History of Ancient Art in the School of Phi-
losophy of the University of Athens. After a productive period of almost two decades in the Archaeolog-
ical Service, and his seminal work on the Neolithic, Early Cycladic and Mycenaean Culture, Tsountas was
elected professor in 1904. Until his resignation in 1925 he devoted most of his time in teaching courses
and writing influential handbooks on ancient Greek art. Also, he undertook significant administrative
work, and served as Dean of the School of Philosophy in 1906-07. Because of his values, justice, devotion,
and hard work he was highly esteemed by his colleagues, as evidenced by their reactions when he an-
nounced his wish to resign from the university'.

MéxpL va ekAeyel kabnyntng tng lotoplag tng Apxatag Téxvng to 1904, o Xprjotog Toouvtag
€lXe KAAUPEL EpguvNTIKA OAA oXeSOV Ta Ttedla tng MNpoilotopikrg ApxatoAoyiag, amod tnv Neo-
ALBLKN) ETIOXN HEXPL TO TEAOG TWV MUKNVAIKWV XPOVWwY, evw €lxE, emtlong, aoxoAnBel pe Bepata
KAl avVaoKa@eG Twv [oToplkwy TEPLOSwV. Elxe TIpaypaTOTIOLOEL ONPAVTIKOTATEG AVAOKAWPEG
otnv AKPOTIOAN Kal o€ vekpoTapeia Twv Muknvwy, oto Bageld, otig KUKAASEG, 0To ALprvt kat
OTO ZE€O0KAO, PE HEOQ TIEVLYPQ, OLKOVOMLKA KAl AAAQ, Kal lxe SnUooLeVoEL Ta TToplopata Kal TLg
KPLTLKEG TIOPATNPIOELG TOU, OTLG OTIOLEG ETMAVEPYOUAOTE ONUEPA E TIEPLOCOTEPA OTOLXELQ KaL
TAnpowopieg emPBeBatwvovtag tnv opBOTNTA ToUG. AVAAUGH TWV SES0UEVWY OXETLKA E TN
{wn KaL To £pyo Tou £xeL yivel amo toug Koupouviwtn Kat Metpdko.? ETtl Aoy, karmoLa Kaipla
otolela yla tnv mpoowtikdtnNTd Tou TapatiBevtal otnv lorjynon tou N. MoAltn katd tnv
a&loAdynon tou Xp. Toouvta, TIPOKELPEVOU Va KpLBEL yLa tn B€on kabnyntr oto MaveniotriuLo
ABnvwv.?

1 Ekppalw TLG BepUOTATEG EVXAPLOTIEG HOU OTO TIPOCWTILKO ToU IotoplkoU Apxeiou Tou Mavemiotnuiou ABn-
VWV, TO OTTIOL0 TIPOBUHA HE UTIECTHPLEE OTN PEAETN HOU €KEL, TO ZeMTéPPpPLo Kat OKTwRpLo 2008. To Kelpevo TTou
TIPOEKUYE ATAV N CUPPETOX POV 0To 20 ZuVESpLo Mpoiotoplkng Apxatohoyiag, BoAog, 4-7 AekepBpiou 2008.
2 Koupouviwtng 1935 Metpdakog 2009.

3 Mé€pog Twv MPAKTKWVY TNG ouVeSPLag EKELVNG TTAPOUCLATONKE OTO XPOVOYPAPLKO KAL LOTOPLOSLPLKO SeATiO
™G ev ABrjvatg Apxatohoyiknig Etatpeiag, O Mévtwp, BA. XpLotoSoulou 2009.

AURA 2 (2019): 275-83
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Katd tnv teplodo otnv ottola €5pace o Xp. Toouvtag, Tig SUo TeEAeUTAlEG SeKaETiEC TOU 19V
-T0 1883 o€ NALKLA 26 XpOVWV EYLVE £POPOG APYALOTHTWV- KAL TLG TPELG TIPWTEG Tou 20°° atwva, N
ApxatoloyLkn YTinpeota kat n ev ABrjvaig ApxatoAoytkr) Etaipeia anotehovoav eviaia Suvapn,
ME TIOAAG SpacTrpLa KAl AYOCLWHEVA OTO £PY0 TOUG OTEAEXN KAl PEAN, TIou BepeAiwoav tnv
ETILOTN KN TNG ApXatoAoyiag Kat amod ta omola eKAEXBNKav apkeTol kaBnyntég tng PLAOCOWLKNG
ZxoAnG tou Mavemniotnuiou ABnvwv. Meta&u autwv o Xpriotog Toouvtag, o ottoiog uttrpEe OxL
pévov Kopupatog apyatoAdyog Tediou, aAAd kat Baupdolog SACKAA0G, CUPPWVA PE TLG HAPTU-
pLlEC POLTNTWV TOU. ZTNV TIPOCWTILKOTNTA TOU PE TNV LELOTNTA TOU KaBnyntr oto MNavemotipLo
ABNvwv €0TLAlEL TO KELPEVO AUTO, PE OTOLXELO TIOU TIPOEPYOVTAL WG ETIL TO TIAELOTOV ATIO TA
TIPAKTLKA TWV CUVESPLWV TNG PLAOCOPLKIAG ZXOANG. AV Kal Ta SeSopgva autd Sev lval eTapkr)
yla va KaAUPouv OAEG TLG TIAEUPEG TIPOOEYYLONG €VOG TETOLOU atdpou, wotdaoo, anodidetat
0a@wg o ogRacpdg ou amoAdpBave o Toouvtag PeTa&U TWV CUVASEAPWV TOU, KAl HAALOTA O
TiepLOSoUG Tabwv Kat SLtapdxng, AOyw Kat Tou TIOALTIKOU Slyacpou, Kabwg Kat n ipoomddela
Va TIPOCWEPEL OTOUG (POLTNTEG TOU PEYANO EUPOG YVWOEWY, TIOU ELXE O (85L0G aMOKTAOEL Katd
TNV TEPLOSO NG epyaciag tou oto Tedlo Kal ot cuVEXELA oTo oTAdLo TNG dnuoaoisuong Twv
avaokagwv tou. Elval a&loonpeiwto 0tL o Toouvtag acyoAndnke LSlaitepa pe poloTtopLkd
Bepata, av kat £{noe o€ Moy, Katd tnv omolia n Mpoiotopia gv amoteAoVos CUCTNPATIKO
QVTIKELPEVO PEAETNG. To TIABOG yLa Toug apxaioug Tou Kuplapyxouaoe A&n Tpo TIOANOU otnVv
Eupwrin €lxe emMnpedoeL KAl TOUG VEOEAANVEG OTO TIAALOLO TNG €BVIKNG avayévvnong. MNa va
uttootnpi&ouv ta BvikA attrpata, eixav otpagel otnv avadrtnon Kat stek&iknon Twv Tpo-
yovwv Toug, Toug ottoloug ot Eupwraiot yvwprlav kat tipgovoav. Omwg Atav YuoLko, o apyat-
OYVWOTLKOG TOPEQG TTou Ttapeiye Suvatdtnta SLakpLong Kat otripténg tng €6vikng tTautdtntag
Atav, Kuplwg, N apxatoloyia. Me TLG apxaLtoAOYyLKEG EPEVVEG TOU 19 aL. oL EAAnveG avélaBay,
TO0O oL {5LoL 600 Kat PE TN ouvEpoun EEVwV amooToAwY, va armokaAUPouv Kat va avadei&ouv
Ta KATAAOLTTIA TOU AapTIpoU TTapeABOVTOG TOUG, HE ETIKEVTPO TA KAAOLKA EAANVLKA LEEWSN, EVW
TIapAAANAa n €peuva TIPOCAVATOALOTNKE, OTIWG ATAV AVAUEVOUEVO, OXESOV ATTOKAELOTIKA OTNV
KAQGOLKN apXatdtnTa. € auTO TO LEEOAOYLKO TIepLBANNOVY, O€ TIEPLOSO OLKOVOWLKNG SuoTipayiag
-to 1893 yivetal n tpitn mtwyeuon ¢ EAAASog-, n polotoplkn apxatoAoyia Sev eixe avd-
Aoyn B€on kaL eviLaPEPOV, VW O TIPO-EAANVLKOG TIOALTIONOG avTlpeTwTi{dtav amd ToAAoUg
w¢ tpwtdyovog, BdpPapog kai EeVikdg, UNdEv kowdv Exwv petd tii¢ EAANVIKAS QUAFG.* OL PeYAAEG
OHWG avakaAUWPELG Tou TEAOUG Tou 19 aL., LsLaitepa ekelveg tou Schliemann to 1876, €mn-
p€acav kat PetéotpePav TG avtARPEeLg OXL HOVoV Twv EAAAVwY aAAd Kat Twv Eupwraiwv. H
aTOKAAUYPN EVOG TETOLOU TIPO-EAANVLKOU/TIPO-LOTOPLKOU TIapeABOVTOC aveyeLpe To {ATNHa TG
Kataywyng tng ENANVLKNG okKEYPNG KAl Tou TIoOALTLopoU. H ApyxaloAoyikr) Etaipeia to 1886 erme-
A\e&e Tov Toolvta va ouVEXLOEL TLG AVaOKAYEG OTLG MUKNVEG, amo TLG OTIoleG EKTOG amd TLG YE-
AETEG TOU oTNV Apyatodoyikri Epnuepiba (1887-1903), tponABe To CUVBETLKO £pyo Tou Mukijvat
kal Muknvalog loAttiopd¢. € auTo - OTIWG KAL 0TNV AyYyALKN) Tou €k&oon?® - o Toouvtag eaipel
10 EAMNVikdv €6vog katd toug pubBikoUc xpovoug, ToViZeL TNV LOXUPH ATOMLKI Spaotnplotnta o€
OX€0N M€ TNV AVATOAN® KAL TN CUVEXELA TNG TEXVNG KATA TOUG LOTOPLKOUG XPOVOUG,’ aAAd Kal
ETILONMALVEL TNV TIOALTLOTLKT opoLdTNTa TG EMNVLKNG Tpoiotoplag pe tnv Emoyr tou XaAkou
otnv Eupwrtn Kat TLg PUAETLKEG OUYYEVELEG PE TOUG EupwTialoug.t Zuveyxifovtag tnv €peuva tng
Mpototoplag Tou Awyalou, avaokdrmtel otig KUkAASeg (1894-1897) kal otn OeooaAila (amd to

TooUvtag 1893, 8.

Tsountas kat Manatt 1897.
Toouvtag 1893, 103, 116, 129.
TooUvtag 1893, 218-9, 235-7, 255-6.
TooUvtag 1893, 359-60.
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1899), Snpoactevovtag To UALKO Tou. Elval emodpevo, Aottdy, o Toouvtag va Bewpeital BepeAt-
wTtng tng MNpototoptkrg ApxatoAoyiag otnv EAAGSa.

TG 11 PePBpouapiou 1904, o Xp. Toouvtag ekAéyetal, otnv idla cuvedpia pe tov Mav. Kap-
Badia, KaBnyntng tng Iotopiag tng Apxaiag Texvng. H avagopd KAmolwv otolyeiwv amo tnv
EKAOYN aUTr amOKAAUTITEL TNV EKTLPNON TIOU €xalpe PHETAEU TWV EKAEKTOPWY KABNyNnTtwv Tng
DNOCOPLKNAG ZXOANG, COPWV TIPOCWTILKOTATWVY TNG ETTOXNG.

OL B€0€Lg IOV TIPOKNPUXONKAV OTO YVWOTLKO AVTLKELPEVO TG lotoplag Tng Apxatag TéExvng
Atav 800, aAd ot uTtoPripLoL TtoAAoL Kat pe TIoAuapLBpeg epyacieg. O N. MoAltng, kaBnyntng
™G Aaoypagiag, elxe avaidBel tnv mapouciaon twv uttoPneiwv. EE apyxng, e€alpeoe amod tn
Sladlkaota Kplong TPELG, TWV oTIolwV To €pyo Tapdbeoe pe emaivoug, aAld Erynoe e oa-
privela toug Adyoug e€alpeorg toug. EmpokeLto yia tov 1. ZBopwvo, Tov Avs. ZKLd kat tov O.
Zo@OUAN. ZTn CUVEXELA TIPOXWPNOE oTnV Ttapouciacon tou Mav. KaBBasdla «&k Tthv Exoviwy
dnuoaotiav apyatoAoytkrv 8oty 8La 6 d§ilwpa adtod». AELOAGYNOE TLG HEAETEG TOU, enalveoe
TO £PYO TOU Kal QVEPEPE AETTTOPEPWG TA Ppafela Kat TLg TLPEG Tou eixe SexBel. Mapd dpwg
TNV TIpo@avr] BETLKI Tou SLABEOoN, TOVLOE Kal TLG UTIAPXOUOEG ASUVAULEG: OTL, SNAAdH), ETELSN
TIPOKELTAL YLa €PYO «TIOAUHEPEDSTATOV», AVAyKACONKE o0 uTtoPrPLog «vd ypayn €v omousdii»
KAmoLa amo ta SNUocLleVPATA TOU, EVW OL TLHEG «OeiAovtal OPOAOYOUHEVWG €V PEPEL Kal €l
1O a&lwpa émep €v tfj oALtela €xew. Tnv €lonynon yLa tov KaBRasdla ohokAripwoe pe tn Sla-
Tilotwon OtL TOAAWV EAAVWV apyaltoAdywv ta ovopata €xouv Tepdoel Ta opLa tng EAAASog
«kal V0 pdALoTa ToUuTwV €EOX WG TLH@VTAL UTEO TV aAlodan@y, 6 Mav. KaBRasdlag kat 6 Xp.
TooUvtag». AJEowG PETA TN Ypdon autr, dpxloe tnv a&loAoynon tou Toouvta: «O K. Toou-
VTag, £9opog TV ApXALOTATWY ATIO TIOAADV TGV WV, ETEPEANON ETTiong TIOAAGV AvaoKapy,
TGV omoilwv omoudatdtatat ivat ai £&v Mukivalg yevopeval pdg cUPTANpwoLV tod UTd Tol
TAElpav ap&apévou Epyous. Avepepe 0T cuvexeLa OtL amod to 1883 pexpL to 1902 Snuoacievoe
otnv Apyatodoyikr Epnuepida 27 Tipaypateleg, «QOV TVEG EKTEVECTATAL», TLG EKBETELG TWV ava-
OKA@WV Tou ota [paktikd tn¢ Apyatodoytknc Etaipelag kal TIOMEG AAAEG Epyacieg, oL oTtoleq
KQAUTITOUV TNV ETILYPAYPLKN, TNV TAAOTLKN, TNV «dyyeLoAoylav», Tn oppaytsoyAu@la, Tn PYLKPo-
TEXVIA KAl TNV apXLTEKTOVLKN. ETlong, tovioe otL o urtodrlog «idlaitata évékupe €ig TRV
HEAETNV TV EAANVIKGV TAQWV Kal €ig TV épeuvav Thg HUKNVALKAG AeyopEévng F KPNTLKIAG Tte-
pLOSoU Kai i v T TtponynBeiong taltng TPOIoTOPLKIG TIEPLOSOU» Kal TipooEbeas «Elval
&' €peuva TV TIEPLOSWV TOUTWV €K TV SUCXEPECTATWY, SLA TV TTANBUV TV AVAPUOPEVWVY
{nTnpatwy kai TV avdayknv tfg mapatnproswg Kat T SLakplocwg SuodLayVWoTWV TEXVIKOIV
YVWPLOPATWY TV SLapopwy eupnuatwy. O EmAAUBAVOUEVOG §€ TOLOUTWY PEAETHOV TIPETIEL
€pOSLov va €xn €dpalav kal eLpUTATNV APYALOAOYLKNV HOPPWOLY». Kal CUVEXLOE HE TNV ama-
pLBUNON TWV APETWV TIOU UTIAPYOUV OTLG HEAETEG TOU TooUvTa, OL OTIOLEG, KATA TN yVWwUN Tou,
glvat : «H annkpLBwpévn mapatripnotg, f Badeia yvdolg v {Ntnuatwy, ept Qv mpaypatey-
etay, kat ) euPpLdng kal aopaAng kpiolg». «Ald todtox, elme, «00E8OAWG Topodpev La TV
€UNABeLaV peD’ AG A. X. OPWAEL Tiepl aUToU 6 €mupavrg MANog dpxatoAoyog Georges Perrot,
olovel ATtoAOyoUHEVOG SLOTL PETA TOV TooUVTaV ETILXELPET VA YPAPEL TIEPL TLVWV TRV €V Bayel®)
epNUATWY». TEAOG, oL avaPEpONKE KAl oTNV TLUN TIOU artodiSouv oL E€vol apXaLloAdyoL oTo
£PYO TOu, Katebeoe TNV amoyn Tou £xeL oxnuatiosl o (6Log yla tn SLEAKTIKN LKavoTnta Tou
Toouvtaq, TNV omtola Bewpel peydAn kat otnpilel oTig PEAETEG TTOU eypalde «xdpLy TV TTOAGDV».
Mpo6oBeoe ¢, o€ evioyuon Twv 60wV eEEBETE, OTL O UTIOYNPLOG «TIPOCAPHOLWY TA ypapopeva
S€€LG TPOg TV avtiAnyv TtV dvayvwot®v, SLEAcKeL peTd ocapnvelag, amAotntog Kal xd-
PLTOG, XWPLG VA TTapeKALVN ETT EAAXLOTOV TG ETTLOTNHOVLKAG AKpLBELaG». £TO onpelo auto e&npe
Kat to iept Muknv®v BLBALo Tou, Mukivat kal Muknvaiog MoAwtiopdg (ABriva 1893), kal emtaiveoe
TN ogpvoTNTa Tou Toouvta, Tovidovtag OTL «O CUYYPAPEUG HETA TIOANRG HETPLOYPOCUVNG OLO-
AOYel év TQ) TIPOAOYW OTL Eypale to BLRALoV OTIWG XpNOLUEVON WE 68NYOC TEV ETILOKETTTOPEVWY
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TAG MUKNVaG», Yeyovog TIoU eV VapHOVIZETAL PE TLG KPLOELG yLa TNV ETILOTNHOVLKN Tou ala,
oL OTTolEG ekppdobnkav yLa TNV EAANVLKN €KS00T, Kal Toug emailvoug TTou akoAouBnoav tnv
ayyAlkn petdppaocn. Kat tpooébeoe 0Tl «O év Maplololg «ZUAAOYOG TIPOG EVBAppUVOLY TV
EMNVLKGOV oTIouS Mv» artevelle eig autd PpaBeiov, 6 &' elonyntng tfig ékBEoswg Max Collignon,
S€vOG apxaLloAoyog, xapaktnpilel altd WG EUCUVELSNTOV PEAETNY, TIEPLEXOUOCAV TIOAUTIHOUG
apatnpnoeLg tol ouyypa@éwg Kal Evi AOyw we €K TV AploTwy EAANVIKGOV ApXALOAOYLKGV
OoUYYpPaUUATWY». Me autd ta Adyla teAelwoe n eLorjynon tou MoAltn yia tov Toouvta, étmou
TiepA\apBdavovtat amokAELoTIKA Emalvol. Emil TAéov opwg, agilel va onpelwBel OTL 0 €K TWV
cuvuttoPneiwv BaAépLog Ztdng elxe mapatnproeL, Pe HETPLOPPOCUVN, aTov MoAltn, o ottolog
KOAL TO QVEWPEPE KATA TNV Kplon, 0Tl n PLA0COPLKT ZXOAN «EXEL Va EKAEEN KATAAANAOTATOUG
KaBnyntdg, Toug K. K. Toouvtav kai KappBasdiav». To TEALKO amoTEAECUA TNG EKAOYNG ATav 17
Pnpot yla tov KaBpasdia kat 14 yia tov Toouvta, o€ cUVOAO 19 KaBnynTwv.?

Ztn ouvedplaon tng 12" Maptiou 1904 avakowwvetal 0 SLOPLOPOG TWV SUO VEOEKAEYE-
VTWV Kabnyntwv.

Me tnv ekAoyr) autr apxileL n veéa oeAida otn {wrj Tou ToouvTa, 0 OTIOLOG TIAEOV TTAUEL TNV
QVAOKAPLKN £€PELVA, EVW TIEPLOPLTEL KaL TO cuyypa@Lkd tou €pyo. O {Slog opoAoyel otnv £Loa-
ywyn twv NeoABikwv AkportdAswv Awunviou kat LéaokAou (ABrjvat, 1908) 6TL Ta KabrKovtda Tou
oto MaveMLoTAHLO TOV amac)oAoUV o€ PJeyAAo Babuo, yEYovOg aVapeVOUEVO YLa KATIOLOV TIOU
apLlepwvotav o KABE £pyo Ttou aveAdpBave. AELleL AoLtov va avagepBouv oto onpeio auto ta
00a OXETLKA YpAWeL 0 pabntrg Tou Xp. Kapoulog oto Etoaywylkd Znueiwpa tng emaveékdoong
(1957) tng peAétng tou Iotopla tng Apyaiag EAAnvikri¢ Téyvng, Tiou SnpoolelTnke to 1928, £EL
Xpovia TipLv tov Bdvato tou: ...ytati 0 Toouvtag, utd kal Séxtnke, mhpe kal T SL6ayTikd Tou Epyo
ooPapd odv amoatoAr) T6oo goBapd, WOTE THV EMATNIOVIKY EPEUVa, THV yvNoLWTepn xapd ti¢ {wic
T0U, TNV €KoYe TLd ammo ToV €QUTOV TOU aYedOV OAOKANPWTIKA. StdBnke povadikog daokalog yid
glkoot té0a ypovia..."°

H &pdon tou kabnyntr Xp. Toovvta otn PLhoco@Lkry ZxoAn ptopel va dtakplBel og Vo
miedla: Xto KUpLO €pyo Tou, SnAadr, otn SL6ackaAla, kat otn SLOLKNTLKNA Epyactia.

OLamoOPELG POLTNTWV TOU, OTIWG EVEELKTIKA Tou KapoUlou' kat tou MnAlasdn, elvat améAuta
EYKWULAOTLKEG. ATTO TO 1904 pgxpL to 1925 ékave pabnua, tavtote, Asutépa kat Tetdptn 18.00-
19.00 kat Napaokeur] 8.00-10.00 (oto EBVIkO Mouaoeio) kabwg kat 15.00-16.00 @ppovTLotrpLo
yla to A' £10G, TOU oTtolou 0 TITAOG, OTIWG avaypdgstal aTtov O8nyo Zmoudwy, eival «ACKAOELG
€lg Epunvelav apxaiwv pvnueiwvs». ZUPEWYVA PE TO TIPOYPAMKA TIOU UTIAPXEL YLla OAQ Ta Xpovia
TIOU UTINPETNOE 0 Toouvtag oTto MAVeMLOTrpLo,2 To PABnud tou eixe, oxedov MAVTOTE," Tov
TitAo Iotopla tng Apxaiag EAANVIKAG Téxvng kat dAAade povov o TIpoadLoplopog TG apxnis
NG, SNAadr amod tng OPNPLKNG EMTOXAG, Ao TOU 5% fj Tou 6% aL. Tt. X., EVW ATt apXaLoTATWY
XPOvwv opiletat to pdbnua yla Vo povov akadnuaikd £tn. Ze KATIOLA TIPOYPAPPATA ava-
ypdypetal 4Tl oTNV Wpa Tou Ppovtiotnpiou Tou ylvetal pdbnua emypa@Lkrg, apou Kal oTov

9 To amotéAeopa TG EKAOYNG ATav 12 Prjgol Kat yLa Toug SU0 TIPOTELVOUEVOUG atd TNV ELONYNTLKH ETILTPOTIN.
‘Opwg, emti MAéov Vo Pnidouv Toug ToouvTa KAl ZRopwWVO KAl ToouvTa Kal ToYouAn, Téooepeg Pneilouv tov
KapBasia kat Yneifouv Aeukod yLa tn Sevtepn BEon, yeyovdg TTou 0 MLOTPLWTNG SLKALOAOYEL PE TO OTL Sev €XEL
TeLoBel yLa tn SL8aKTLKN Lkavotnta Tou Toouvta, Kat évag Yneiel toug Kappasdia kat Mulwva.

10 Tooulvtag 1957, 5-6. To €pyo autd eMavekSOBNKE EMAVEIANPUEVQ, PEXPL Katl To 2010.

11 Kapoudog 1934, 564.

12 Aev umtdpxel To Tpdypappa tou akadnuaikou €toug 1917-1918.

13 Movov Katd To akadnuaikd €tog 1911-1912 uttdpyel SLapopoTolnon otov TTAO Tou HaBrpatog. ALSAoKEL
Katd to A' e§aunvo pabnua pe titho «Tutol Be®v €v Tf] EAANVLKI TéXvN» Kal katd to B' eEaunvo «Iotoplia tig
TEXVNG TOV AVATOALKOV AaQV»
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08nyo Zmoudwv tng PLAOCOWPLKNG ZXOANG PETA TOo 1911-12 otnV ovopaocia twv Vo e5pwv
NG Iotoplag tng Apxaiag Téxvng tpootiBetal Kat tng Emypa@ikrg. Auotuxwg, ev uttdpxouv
AAEG TTANPOYOpPLeG Kal oToLyela yLa TN SLEACKAALA TOU. Agv TIPETIEL OUWG VA APPLBAAEL KaVe(g
yla tnv moLotntd tng, yvwpilovtag tnv pebodlkotnta Kal eucuveldnaola tou Toouvta. Elval
XAPAKTNPLOTLKO TNG TIPooTdbelag tou Toouvta yla TNV KAAUTEPN KATAPTLON TWV QPOLTNTWV
ToU OTL Tov Iavoudpro 1920 Sivetal EVTOAN, ato Tov UTIoUupyo ETIL TwWV EKKANOLOOTIKWY KAl TNG
Anpootag Ekmatdevoswg, otov B. Ztdn, Steubuvtr tote Tou EBVIKoU ApxatoAoylkoU Mouaeiou,
va SWOoEL amo TLG anoBrkeg cuAoyr dpyalwv dyyelwv TV KUPLOTEPWVY aYNUATWY TIPS PPOVTLOT-
plaknv dtdbackaliav év t@ Mavemotnuiw, mpdg ikavoroinatv aitripatog 100 Xp. Toouvta.™

Katd to akadnuaiko €tog 1906-1907 o Xp. Toouvtag ekAexOnke Koopritwp, a&lwpa mou Ka-
TElXE TOV TIponyoupevo xpovo o M. KaBPasdlag. To 1923, omote o Kappadiag £xeL 16n ouvtaéL-
080TNBel Kat yilvel opoTLHOG KABnyntrg, o Toouvtag avaiapBavel tn Stevbuvon tou Iotopikov
Kat ApxatoloytkoU Zmoudaotnpiou, otn SteUBuUVON TOU OTIOLOU TTIAPAPEVEL HEXPL TNV TIapai-
Tnor tou to NoépBpn tou 1925

EmBdAAeTal va emonpavBolv KAmoLla OToLXELa amod Tn CUMHETOXH TOU Ot SLASLKAOLEG
EKAOYNG KABNYyNTWY, €(t€ WG ATAOU PEAOUG TOU EKAEKTOPLKOU CWHATOG, ELTE WG PEAOUG TNG TPL-
MEAOUG ETILTPOTIAG, TTIOU SLa®WTL{ouV, KATIWG, TITUXEG TOU XAPAKTIPA TOU, ELSLKOTEPA TN METPL-
OTIABELA KAL NTILOTNTA, LELOTNTEG OL OTToleg OpWG Sev Tov TTEPLOPLaV OTn SLATUTIWON ATIOYPEWY
SLAPOPETLKWV aTtd eKelVEG CUVASEAPWV TOU.

MapatiBevtal Tpla VEELKTLKA TTapadelypata amo ta ToAUApLOa TTou UTIAPXOUV.

Ztn ouvedpla tng PLAOCOPLKAG ZXOANG TNG 24" Iavouapiou 1918 yLa TNV €KAOYr) TAKTLKOU
kalbnyntr tng Mevikng lotoplag, pe t€éooepeg utoPnioug, Toug Kouyea, BoAovakn, Pado kat
KovtoyLavvn, amo toug omoloug oL §Uo teAeutaiol Atav nén €Ktaktol Kabnyntég Tng ZXOoANg,
n atpooatpa utripe Wolaitepa tetapévn. OL EKPPATELG TIOU XpNoLPoTiolBnkav amod ta peAn
TOU ZWHATOG YLa TO £py0 Twv uTtoPn@iwy, To otolo elxe avaluBel eEavtAntikd otnv eLorjynon,
NTav oKANPEG KAl «AKOPPEG», JOAOVOTL OL ELONYNTEG BEwpoUoav OpOYWVA KATAAANAOTEPO TOV
Kouyéa.' O Toouvtag Pneilet tov Z. Kouyea, IpooBETeL Opwg OTL Sev oupPwvel «eilg OAa 6oa n
€kBeoLg T EmLtpottfig epLEXEL Ttepl TOV K. K. Padou kat Kovtoylavvn kat kupiwg mept tod Ko-
vtoyLavvn». Tnv evépyeLa autr, TIou Sev ylvetal amnod AAAOUG oUVASEAPOUG TOU, UTIAYOPEUCE,
OTIWG 0 (510G ToVIZEL, N avAyKN VA ATIOKATACTIOEL TNV ELKOVA TOUG, SLOTL OL ATIOYELG TIOU £V
ekppaoBel otnv €kBeon ftav ofutateg Kat ot uttoYPriglol autol uttnpeToloav otn ZXOAN WG
EKTAKTOL KaBnyntég. Tnv (8La Taktikn tnpel Kal otnv ekhoyr] Tou uttoyngilou otnv £6pa tng
Bulavtwng lotoplag, to 1924. WneideL pev tov K. "Apavto, al\d ekBelddel kat tov N. BEn, tov
ottolo evxeTal va gL cUVTOPA OTNV TAEN TWV KABNyNTwv."” ETlong, eVEELKTLKN yLa TNV ToLo-
TNTA TOU XapakTrpa tou ivatl N a§loAdynor TTou KAVEL KATA TNV TIAIPWaon TG TAKTIKNG €5pag
Tou Anpooiou kat Istwtikol Bilou twv apxatwv EAfvwv. Ma tnv ekAoyr autr ixe ouotabet
«ETiLTpotmiela» amoteAolpevn amo toug Xp. Toouvta, ©. Kakpldr kat X. Kouyga tou Ba ekpLve
Toug TpeLg uttoPnioug, At. ApBavitomoulo, Avt. KepapotmouAAo kal I Owkovopou. H kpion
uttp&e SUOKOAN, aou Kal oL epyacieg Tou UToBAABNKav Atav TOAAEG Kat oL uttoPr@Lot
alot. H a&LoAdynon twv PEAETWY oTnV €Lorynon, ou uttoBARBnke tov Mdio tou 1924, ftav
AVOAUTLKOTATN KAL TIPAOTELVE TOV KEPAPOTIOUAAO, TOU OTIOl0U, OTIWG avaypagetal, «al épyaciat

14 Aev elval yvwoto tooa ayyela mapaddbnkav tehkd, SLotL, 0Twg patvetal, Sev kataypa@nkav otov Katd-
Aoyo tou Mouoeiou tou Tpruatog Iotoplag kat Apyxatoloyiag tou EKMA.

15 AvtikaBiotatat amd tov AS. Adapavtiou.

16 O Kouyéag ekAEyetal TEALKA PE OKTW Yrjpoug.

17 H ekAoyn autr] Tpaypatotoleital cuvtopa.
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UTIEPEXOUV TV £pyact®dV TV GAAWV UTtoPneiwy, TV pév o0 ApBavitomovAou pHdALoTa Katd
ooV, TWv 8¢ to0 Oikovopou i8la katd mooov». H kplon Tpaypatotmoteitat tov louvio tou
1924. O %. Kouyeag elxe avaldBel To BApog tng PoYopLKAg Ttapouciacng tng afloAdynong
otn ouvedplaon tng ZXoAng (tng 107 Iouviou 1924). O ApPBavitOTOUAOG €lXE, EV Tw PETALY,
KataBeoeL €Tl TTAEOV UTTIOPVHHATA, CUVOALKA TECOEPA. Z€ €Va ATIO QUTA TIOU ETILYPAYETAL «AVa-
KPLBQV ETLkploEwV AvalpeoLg» EAEYXE TLG TIAPATNPOELG TNG ETILTPOTING KA, HAALOTA, KATEANYE
«€lg droma Kal elpwveuTIKA Katd Tth¢ ETitpoTelag AoyoTtaiyvia», vw o€ AANO ETIEKPLVE SnHO-
olevpata tou KepapomouAou. Metd tnv €Lorjynon tou Kouyéa, n oudrtnon umrpée pakpa, pe
€VTOVEG TIaPEPPATELG aTtO Ta PeEAN TG Zuveleuon. O Toouvtag piAnoe TeAeutalog, av Kat frav
TO TTAAALOTEPO ATIO TA PEAN TNG eTLTPOTIG. Ta déoa lme Atav kaipla, AMLa OPwWE o€ XAPAKTN-
pLOpOUG, TEAElwG avtiBeta pog TNV atpdoatpa mou eixe SnuloupynBel, kat arokataotnoe
otn B€on Toug Ta Tpdypata Kat TV tagn. Tovioe OtL xaipel SLOTL «dAoL ol OPLAAoavTeg €otnpl-
xBnoav €ig trv €kBeoLv TAC EMLTPOTIFG, YEYOVOG TO OTIOT0 KATASELKVUEL TV ApepoAnyiav Tng».
Avagépbnke xwplg TABog yla «to QUANASLOV», OTIWG TO XAPAKTHPLOE, ToU ApBavitomoulou
OXETIKA PE TO €pyo TOU KEPaPOTOUAAOU Kal UTIOYPAPMULOE OTL N mLTpoTtr) Sev €Aafe uttoyn
TLG TIAPATNPOELG KAL QVTLITAPATNPROELG TWV SUo uttoPn@lwv. TEAOC, UTTOOTIPLEE TO £pYO TOU
KepapomtouAou, XWwpLg OPWE va PHELWOEL TOug AAAOUG uTtoPn@Yioug, TIapd TNV amPETH) CUUTIE-
pLpopd tou ApBavitdmoudou. Elval eVEELKTIKEG TNG EKTIPNONG KAl Tou ogBacpol TIoU Exatpe
HETAEU TWV PEAWV TNG ZXOANAG OL AVAPOPEG O AUTOV KATIOLWY aTtd TOUG CUVASEAPOUG TOU,
Tou Epp. ZkAooN KaL Tou Z. Mevapdou, Katd tnv TomobEtnor) Toug otnv Kpion kat Ynyoyoplia.

‘Onwg patvetal amod tn CUPHPETOXT TOU OE EKAOYEG TNG ZXOATN|G, aTtO TLG oTtoleg tpia pévov ma-
padslypata avagepdnkay, o Xp. Toouvtag SLEBETE AETITOTNTA EKPPACNG KAL CEPVOTNTA UPOUC,
Atav &ikalog, 6Baotog amod 6AoUG KAl ayartnTog TOUAGXLOTOV artd TOUG TIEPLOCOTEPOUG, OTIWG
TIPOKUTITEL, OTN OUVEXELQ, ATIO TLG TIPOOTIABELEG TTIOU £yLvav yLd va TIELOBEL va avaKaAETEL TNV
mtapaitnon mou uttéRaAe tov NoguBpn 1925.

2116 4 NogpBplou 1925, otn Zuvedplaon tng PLAocoPLkig ZXoArg o N. EEapxoTIouA0G ava-
PEPETAL O PPN yLa tnv Tapaitnon «tod oeBaotod cuvadérpou k. Xp. Toolvta». TOTE, O X.
Kouyéag ipoaBetel 0tL «Suotux®g oUte at ikeolat kal at mapakAnoeig autod te tol Mputavewg
Kal GAwV @AWy oUTe Té TUNTIKOV éyypagov tol Yroupyelou Tfig Mawdelag katwpbwaoav va
peTamelowol Tov K. Toouvtay, OTwG drooupn trv apaitnaiv tou. EVpioketal &' €ig tr)v Suoa-
peotov BEoLy vd dvakolvwon €Lg TV ZxoAnv otL UTeANON 1 tapaitnolg kat fTLg UToypageloa
Tiapd tol k. 'YIoupyo O TipdKeLtal va SnUootleudi €ig TV épnuepida tig KuBepvriocewe». Meta
TNV avakoivwaon auth, o koopntwp, ©. Kakpldrg, tovilel 0tL Ba TpootadrosL Kat autog va
petamneioel Tov Toouvta. Itn ouvedpia tng 117 NoguBplou, o Koopntwp SNAWVEL 0T ZXOANR
OTL «UETEPEPE TV EmBupLav autiig Tpdg TtoV kabnyntnv K. Xp. Toouvtav OTIWG Wr) ETLUELVN
€l¢ v UToPANBeloav apaitnotv tous. Opwe, ekelvog eE€ppaane «trv dduvapiav Tou 8La trv
avdkAnolv T mapattrioswg tou kabdoov ridn elxev apvnBel toldto £ig Vo UToUPYoUG Kal
TapekaAeoev avtov va SlaBLBaon tdg Beppudc Tou gUxapLoTLag TPOG TV ZXOANV cuvdua &€
kat tv BALPLY Tou SLOTL drtexwplodn ayamnT®v cuvepyat®vs». TG 2 AekepPplou 1925 otn ou-
vedplaon tng ZuykAntou, o Tputavng, Zipog Mevapdog, avakolvwaoe To £yypaywo tou YToup-
yelou, pe to omolo €ywve Sektr) n mapaitnon tou Xp. ToouvTa, KAt AEYEL «OTL €K CUVASEAPLKOT
KaBrikovtog pd¢ SLampemf Emotrpova €t pakpd £Tn TLUnoavta TV TIAVEMLOTNULAKAY Ka-
Bedpav kal €k tfig B€oewg v Katéxel O K. Xp. Toouvtag év TQ SLEBVI] ETLOTNHOVIKD KOOUW,
TipoTelvel OTWG EKPPaaBfi PO TOV CUVASEAPOV OOBUPOU TFig CUYKARTOU I EKPPACLG AUTING
i Tff avaywproeL autoU». ITa TTPAKTIKA TNG ouvedplag ekelvng kataypdgetal emiong ot «O
K. EEapxottoulog Agyel 8TL ] PLAoco@LKN ZXOAN 6te Euabe OTL 0 K. ToouvTag ExeL UTIORAAEL TTa-
pattnoly, 8t Emtporiig LTS TRV Tipoedplav To0 KOOPNRTOPOC K. KakpLdr emLokewBeloa tov ou-
vadeApov apekAAeoev OTIWG artooupn TV Ttapaitnotv tou. O k. Toouvtag cuvekLVhOn €k Tol
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SLaBrpatog toutou, AAN €8Awaoe OTL Sév nduvato va Tipda&n todto. Katl vOv ) ZxoAr Ba mipdén
0,TL 8€l». ZT1G 9 AekepBplou 1925 avakolvwvetal otn cuvedpiaon tng PLAOCOPLKIG ZXOARG TO
gyypawo tng MNputavelag otL n tapaitnon tou Xp. Toolvta £ylve SekTr Kal amogacietal va
EKPPAOBEL KaL eyypAapwg n AUTIN TG ZXOANC.

Elvat evSelkTikr Tou o€BacpoU Kat tng amodoxrg ou arnoAdpBave otn PLAOCOPLKI ZXOAN
N ETILOTOA] TTou Tou ameuBuvetal kat stapadetal otn cuvedpia tng 167 AekepuBplou:

A&iétipe k. Zuvdbedpe,

H ®locopikri axoAn év tfj ouvebplq ti¢ 97 AckepBpliou 1925 petd moAAfG CUYKIVAOEWS [JKOUTEV
avaytyvwakopevov 16 ur’ aptBu. 3701 Eyypagpov tii¢ Mputaveiag, Std 100 omolou kabiotato yvwaotov
&l¢ autrjy, 6t éywve Sektr) umd tod K. Yrmoupyol tfi¢ MNatdelag N mapaitnaotg VU@V And TS TaKTIKAG
éépac tijc Totopiag tij¢ Téyvng, trjv omoia émi tooalta £tn étyurioate Sud ti¢ £é£0yw¢ kapmopdpou
étdaokaliag oag, tiic omolag Selyuara v apetfj ol év 1@ dpyatoAoylk@ kAddw togodtol tooov eUbo-
kiuwc¢ doyodouuevol pabntai oag.

H ®logogikri ayoAn aduvatoloa vd mpdén T petd tiv amd 100 cUAASyou TV KaBnynt@v authg
amoywpnalv oag, poPouuévn €€ GAOU unmws 8d MPOTEKPOUEVY E(G TV ywwathVv &i¢ Aoug pETpLo-
ppoalvny oag, dv évijpyet kad’ 6 eidikpv¢ nobdveto &t eiye kabfjkov Tepi EkSNAWTEWS TFi¢ TPOTN-
koUanc¢ mpd¢ Yudc amé pépoug ol maveniatnuiou TS, otépyet povov va StaBiBdan Yudc 6t 6d
Statnpfi aveéitnAov eic trv pvriunv tn¢ Thv ic Tag épyaaiac tng moAutuov aulBolriv aag.

Ztnv 6La ouvedpla poknpUOoETAL N TIANPWON TNG KEVAG TIAEoV A' TaKTLKNG ESpag Tng Ap-
xatoAoyiag, otnv omola Ba ekAeyel pe 8 YPripoug, €vavtt 7 tou . Otkovopou, o Att. ApBavito-
TIOUAOG. ZTn ouvedpia tng 20™ Iavouapiou 1926 StaBadetal and tov Kooprtopa, ©. Kakpldn, n
guxaplotripLa emLotoAr tou Toouvta (e nuepopnvia 5.1.1926). Elvat kat 1o cUVTOPOo auTo Kel-
MEVO, OTIWG KAl EKE(VO TIOU ATTECTEIAE OTN ZUYKANTO, ATIAVIWVTAG OTO yPAppa Tou putavn,'s
Selypa tng ogpvoTNTAg ToU,

Mpd¢ TV KUpLov Koountopa tii¢ PLAOTOPLKIG ZXOALG,
Kopte Koopfjtop,

AuokoAevopat vd e0pw kataridoug Aééelg, dmwe ékppdow mpd¢ TV @hooo@ikriv ExoArv tol
Mavemmatnuiov kal mpd¢ vudc iStattépws trv Babutdtnv elyvwuoolvny pou étd thHv amod 19 tol
apeABovTog LUnvog EMLOTOARC UP@VY, Trv omolav avéyvwaoa Uetd ouykvriosws. AioBavouat BeBalwg
6t 8év elpat G€log Téaov TNTIKFAS EKSNAWTEWS, AKPLBWS SwS Std To0To Bewpd TrvV UoYpEwaly
Hou TTPAG TV ZxoArv Kai mpog TV Koourtopa autic UEyaAuTépav.

Metd Bepuotdtwy eUyaploti@v kal mAelotng TYfc.

Me auto To €yypago KAELVEL N 0eALSa TNG TIOAUETOUG TTpooWopdg tou Toolvta oto MNavert-
otruLo ABNVwV Kat avolyet véa oto MavemoTtrpLo O€coalovikng.

Katd 1o emdpevo akadnuaiko €tog 1926-1927 ota péAn tng PLAoco@Lkng ZXoAnG tou Ma-
vemotnuiou ABnvwy cuykataAéyovtatl ol Kepapomoulog Kat ApBavitOTIOUAOG, TIOU €KAE-
xOnke tov IoUALo 1926. Ev tw petagL o Toouvtag, padi pe tov I Xatdnddkt, sival mpoedpog
Tou Tipwtou MputavikoU ZupBouAiou tou veoildpubBévtog Mavemiotnuiou ©gcoaiovikng,

18 H emotoAn autr) ou StaBadetal otn cuvedplaon tng ZuykARTou tng 117 AskepPBpiou 1925 amavtouoe
«5La BepUOTATWY EKPPATEWY ELXAPLOTLAG KAl EVYVWHOOUVNG €LG TO ypappa tol Mputdvewg StaBLBadovtog tnv
OALYLV TG ZUuyKANTOU £TTL T TTapaLtrioeL autol ».
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EYKATEOTNUEVOU oTNV €mauAn AN\ativn, To omolo otnv apxr tou Ba yvwploeL TEPLTTETELEC,
HETAEL TwV OTIOLWV KAl TNV amdAuon «TTAVTWY TV €ig aUTO SLoploBévtwy Kabnyntwv», Hetd
TNV avatpot] tng Siktatoptag MaykdAou amod tov I KovSUAN (7 Auyouotou 1926). IXeTka
UE TO YEYOVOC QUTO 0 KOOUNRTWP, Ep. Zkaoong, otn ouvedpilaon tng PLAOCOPLKNAEG ZXOARG TNG
25n OktwRplou 1926, aVaKOLWVWVEL «PETA PUXLKAG 660VNG, TV dBpodav ArtoAUGLY TEHV TIPWTWV
SlopLoBévtwy kabnyntiv tod Mavemotnuiou toutou, OV Tweg PAALOTA €lval OUOTLUOL Ka-
Bnyntad, ot k. k. . Xatdndakig, M. KapoAidng kat Xp. Toouvtag, £l pakpOV AAUTIPUVAVTEG TRV
ENNVLKNV ETLOTAPNV» Kat {NTel va emépBeL N ZXOAN yLd TNV avAKAnon Tou oxeTkou Statdy-
patog.™

‘OTwg TIPOKUTTEL ATt TA TIEPLOCOTEPA KELPEVA TIOU UTIApYOUV oto Maveriotriplo ABnvwy
KaL ouvdgovtal Pe Tov TooUvTa, KATIOLd Ao Ta oTtola Xpnotpoto|nkav otn PeAETN autn,
aAAG Kat dAAa artd to Apxelo TG ApXaloAoyLkig Ymnpeotlag Katadelkvuouy, TIEPLOCOTEPO N
ALyOTEPO, TNV TLUNA Kal Tov oeBacpo Tou amoAdpBave, Tdoo, avap@iBoAa, yLa To EMLOTNHOVLKO
TOU €pyo 000 KAl yLa TNV TIPooYopd Tou otn StéackaAia Kat oTLg §pdoelg tng PLAOCOPLKNAG
ZXOARG Katda tnv Tteplodo tng Bntelag tou wg kabnyntou. daivetal ocagwg OTL N EMLOTNHOVLKN
Tou Kata&lwon otnv EAAASa kal oto eEwtepLkd, N apooiwon oto SLEAKTLKO £PYO Kal 0To St-
OLKNTLKO £PYO TIOU TOU aveBETE N ZXOAN, TTAPAAANAA E TOV NTILO KAL PETPLOTIABN Yapaktrpa
Tou, elyav tomoBetroeL Tov Toouvta o€ Beon meplomtn PeTa&y TwvV CUVASEAPWVY TOU, OTO
MavemotrpLo kat otnv ApxatoAoytkr Yrinpeotia. Elvat ontwodrmote SUoKoAO va Bpel Kavelg
avtioToLYO TIApASELYHA ETILOTNHOVLKAG TIPOCWTILKOTNTAG. KabBwg Sev pmopel, péoa ota meplo-
pLopéva TAaiola evog cUVTOHOU KELPEVOU, Va avaAuBoUV TIEPLOCOTEPES EVEPYELEG KAL ATIOPA-
o€Lg tou, a&llel va mapatebel n katdAngn tou Adyou tou K. Koupouviwtn otn Yvrun tou Xp.
Toouvta to 1935 «0 Toouvrag kai té épyov tou moté §év Od Anauovnbij. Elvat fipwg Tij¢ ématriunc,
kal n Aatpeia kai f pvripn tou 0d peivouv &i¢ v alwvidtnTar.

19 A&lleLva onpelwBel n apvntikr tomoBEtnon tou Avt. KepapdmouAlou, o omtolog eixe LSLattepa urtootnpLy et
amo tov TooUvta KATA TV €KAOYH TOU, OTNV TIPOTACH aUTH), HE TNV atttodoyia 6Tl n ZxoAn Sev £xet Sikalwpa
ENEYXOU KUBEPVNTIKWY TIPAEEWV.

20 Koupouvwwtng 1935, 415.
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2TA JOVOTIATLA TNE TTApAd0onC

Kataypagn kat mpootacia tng EuAovautnylkng otnv Kutmpo

Mapia Ktwpn

Ym. ALS. ApxatoAoyiag, MavemiotipLo Kumpou

MEPIAHWH

Ot mapadoatakés TEyVeG amotedoUv avamoomacto KOUUATL KABe mpoBLlounyavikic kolvwviag, evw ot
Teyviteg Selyvouv mwg petalaumadeletal n eE€LSIkeUpévn ywwaon amé yevid o€ yevid. Hyvwon eivat dppnkta
Sepévn e tnv téyvn: eéedioooviat pali kat emnpeadovral amé KOWWVLKO-0LKOVOULKOUG TTapdyoVTES, OTwWE
n opeon 1 n eunuepia Tou TOTTOU. APKETOL EPELVNTEC LEAETNOAV TIC MAPASOCLAKEG TEXVEC TN KUTTpou
Kat ta emayyélyata mou axetifovrat pe Ty kabeutd. Aé autég, n Eudovaumnyikry Sev Exet kataypapel
W¢ TWPQA, VW N Kowdtnta Twv EUAOVAUTTNYWY CUPPLKVWVETAL GUVEYWS. H auyypapéag mpayuatonolnae
EMUTOTIA KaTaypap ¢ texvng, apyifovrag pe Ty kowdtnta twv Eudovaumnywv tn¢ Agpeaou. To mapov
dpBpo mapouctdlel Ta MPWIA AMOTEAéguata, TOUG MPOPANUATIONOUS, Kal KATTOLEG MPOTACELS yla THV
npootaocia pla¢ mapadoolaknc téxvng, mou eumintel t6go otnv Auln éoo kat otnv Evdita lMoAwtioukn
KAnpovopud.

EIXATQIMH

O 6pog «KAnpovopLd» KaAUTITEL €va eUpUTATO (PACHA UALKWY Kat AUAWV oTtolyelwy, TIou pTto-
poUV Va avrKouv TOCO OTO PUOLKO 000 KAl OTO TIOALTLOMLKO TIEPLBAMOV.! H 8LeBvnG KoLvo-
Nta Spactnplomolidnke sLaitepa petd to B’ Maykooplo MoOAepo yla tn StagpuAagn tng Kat
n UNESCO elval SLaxpovikd o SLEBVG 0pyaviopog ETILYOPTIOPEVOC HE AUTO TO €pyo. H Ale-
Bvn¢ ZupBaon yla tnv Mpootacia Tou ®uactkou Kat MoAttiotikou MeptBdriovtog tng UNESCO
Tou 1972, amnoteAel opoonuo ot TIpooTtdbeLeg auTEg, BEtovtag TLg BACELG yLa TLG EVVOLEG TNG
«KOLVING KANPOVOULAG» KAL «OLKOUHEVLKNG a&lag»,? TTou aKoAoUBWE SLapop@woav TLG apxEeg Al-
axelpong MoAttioptkng KAnpovopuLds.

H eppnvela tng MoAttiopikng KAnpovopldg, mou Staxwpidetat oe YAk (YMK) kat AuAn
(ANK), elvat eplmAoko ZNTNUa KaBWG SLATTAEKETAL PE TLG EVVOLEG TNG «aElag», «QUBEVTLKO-
TNTAG» KAl «TAUTOTNTAG». H «eppnvela Tou TapeABdvTog Péoa amo tnv epunveia Tou Tapo-
VTOG» xapaktnpilel tnv YMNK evw €pxetal oe avtidlaotoAn pe tnv AMK,* Ttou Bswpeitat wg
«fwvtavr] KAnpovouLd» Kat JeTadidetal amo yevid o€ yevid. Apa WG CUVEKTLIKOG Se0OC yLa Ta
MEAN HLAG KOLWVOTNTAG PE TO TIapeABOV, TO TIapov Kal To PEAOV Toug, Sivovtag pia Lslattepn

1 Jowell 2006, 3.
2 Smith kat Akagawa 2009, 1.
3 Lowenthal 1998, xv.

AURA 2 (2019): 285-303
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OTITIKI 0TOo B€pa. OL avapuVvhOELG KAl N TIPOYOPLKN) LoTOopLa artoTeAOUV Ta Epyaleia PETAS00NG
g, Yoptidovtag €tol tnv AMNK pe Blwpata, avtAPeLg Kat TEEMOLBROELS, TTOU TNV KaBLoTouv
WG KATL TO TIOAU TIPOCWTILKO.

To 1989, n Zuvbrikn tng UNESCO yia tnv Mpootacia tou MNapadootakoU MoALtiopou kat tng
Aaoypaglag, €é6waoe Ta KpLTrpLa Tou dpou Aaoypagia kal avayvwplos Ttooo eVAAWTEC lval oL
TIApaSOOLAKEG PHOPWEG AATKNG TEXVNG KAl TIPOYOPLKNG Ttapadoong. H ZupBacn tou 2003 yla
Vv Npootacia tng AUANG MOALTLOTLKAG KANPOVOULAG, QUGOLKH €EEALEN KAl ETILOTEYAOUA OAWY
QUTWV TWV EVEPYELWY, ETILONUAlvVeL OTL OL TIAPASOOLAKEG TEXVEG ATIOTEAOUV PEPOG TNG AlK,
OVTAG €va KpAPa YVWOEWVY, TEXVNG KAL TIOALTLOPLKWY XWPWV, TIou ot dvBpwTiol avayvwpifouv
WG avamdoTIAoTO KOPHATL TOUG.

H oxgon tou avBpwTtou pe to TepLBAAAOV ToU elval TIOAUETIIESN, KAl avtikatomtpidetal
OTOUG TPOTIOUG PE TOUG OTIOLOUG ETILEPA OTNV LOTOPLA, KAL GUVETIWG OTNV AVATITUEN TOU TIOAL-
TLOPOU Kal TNG TauTdTNTag plag kowotntag.* OL TpOToL €KYPacnG autrg TG oXEoNG yLa &va
«eVAALo TepLBAMov» amoteholv onuela avagopdg yia tn Bewpla tou Hall meptl «uddtivou
TIOALTLOPOU», SUH@WVA PE TNV ottola To TEpLBAMoV eEeAlooeTal ouveXwE o€ ameubeiag ou-
vAaptnon pe to uddtvo otolyelo.’ O 0pog «USATVOC TTIOALTIOPOG» Elval TIOAU CUYKEKPLUEVOG,
SLaitepa av avaloylotel kavelg, 6tL To TeplBAMoy, ) KAAUTEPQ TO TOTILO, UTIEPBalveL Ta opLa
HLOG TIEPLOPLOPEVNG TIEPLOXNG,® OTIwG eEnyel kaL o Westerdahl.” To elpoc tng EMK avtikatoTtpl-
{eTaL 0TNV TPWTOTIOPLAKH TOU Bewpla yla To «EVAALO TIOALTLOPLKO ToTtio» (maritime cultural
landscape) kat Tou «eVAALOU TIOALTLOPOU» (mariculture), BACEL TwV ATIOTEAECPATWY TNG TIAPA-
KTLAG ETILOKOTINONG Ttou SLe€ryaye peta&u tou 1975-80 otn coundikr Norrland.® O Westerdahl
pTIOpeoE va amodel&el 0TL autd ta TepLBarovta cuvdualdouv xepoaia kat uttoBpuxla Kata-
AoLTta NG «EVAALAG KANPOVOULAG», KAL EPTIEPLEXOUV OAEG TLG §pAcTnpLOTNTEG TTIoU aXeTi{ovTal
he T BdAaooa (T, aAlela, EuAovauTinyLkn, EPTTOPLo).’ Yrtootnpllel emiong OtTL To ToTtio lval
TIOAUSLACTATO OTO XWPO KAl OTO XPOVO, EXEL HEYAAN akTiva §pdong, kat emnpeddetal and To-
TILKEG AAAA KaL TIEPLYPEPELAKES £EEALEELG.'® H TTOLKIAOPOpYia TwV oToLXElwV eTEKTEVEL £TOL TO
EPELVNTLKO TIES L0 TNG EvaALag Apxatoloylag TiEpa amo Ta oKAgn yla va cuptepAdpBeL otolxela
YAWKNG kat AuAng MoAttioptkng KAnpovoptdg.'

H EuAovautinyLkr), wg TapadooLakr] Texvn PTinTeL ota mAaiola tng AMK, aA\d tautdypova
KaL OTO €UPU PACHA TIOU KAAUTITEL N EvaAla MoAttiopikr) KAnpovould (EMK). Ztnv mepintwon
NG AoLTtdV, O EPEUVNTIC MEAETA PLa TEXVN TIOU PETASISeTAL ato yevld o€ yevld, OTIWG OAEG
TLG UTTOAOLTTEG TIAPASOOLAKEG TEXVEG, KAL Elval amOAUTA CUVUPACHEVN PE Tn BAAacoa Kat TLG
VAUTLKEG KOWVOTNTEG. Ta okAagn Tou tapdyovtat padi pe ta epyaleia amoteAolv TNV €kYpaon
TOU UALKOU KOOHOU, OL TEXVITEG KAL OL KATAOKEUAOTLKEG PEBOSOL elval To kKate€oxrVv AUAO Kop-
pATL TTou petadidetal amod yevid o€ yevid, evw OAa paldl ouvséovtal pe tn BdAacoa Kat ta
ETIAYYEAPATA TNG. AV KL ATIOTEAEL EPEUVNTLKO AVTLKELPEVO TNG EvAALag EBvoypapiag (Maritime
Ethnography),’? pmopel kGAALota va evtaxBel otnv AuAn EvaAla MoAttiopikn) KAnpovould
(AETIK).

Foucault 2002, 7-9° McHoul kat Grace 1993, 4.
Hall, 2001, 50-2.

Wagstaff, 1987, 39- Head, 2000, 14.
Westerdahl, 1992 2011.

Westerdahl 1992, 5-14.

9 Westerdahl 2011, 733-62.

10 Westerdahl 1992, 5-6.

11 Flatman, 2011, 312-3' Ford, 2011, 5-6.

12 Blue 2003, 334.
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H EuAovautinylkn emnpedaletal amo SLAPOoPOoUG TIAPAYOVTEC, TIPWTIOTWG OLKOVOULKNAG PU-
oW (ayopd kat {rtnon mpoldvtog, oLkovouLK UPEeoN Kal avamtugn), aAd kat to (&Lo to Te-
PLBAAOV, 11 KOAUTEPA TO TOTILO OTIOU Spa Kal avamtuooetal n kowwvia. Evtomnifovtat Aotmov
petafatikol KUKAOL o€ Vo emimeda: o TIPWTOC apopd tn PetdBacn amd To AUAO OTO UALKO
otolxelo p€oa oTo TTapAKTLO TIEPLBAANOV OTIOU AVATITUCCETAL N TEXVN, EVW OL ETEPBATELG TOU
avBpwTtiou oto TEPLBANOV TO EVTACOOUV 0TO EUPUTEPO TIOALTLOULKO ToTtio. O Lipe onueLwveL
OTL éva tétolo toTtio pmopel va BewpnBel to (510 WG PUOLKOG TIOPOG aYoU UTIESTN aAAayEG ard
avOpwTtoug. Ta TIOALTLOPLKA UALKA AELTOUPYOUV WG PUCLKOL TTIOPOL PE KEVTPLKO pOAO OTNV TIO-
ALTLOPLKI cuveyxela kat StaBgtouv TroAueTtinedn Stdotaon.' O SeUtepog PETABATIKOG KUKAOG
a@opPA TLG EKAOTOTE TIOALTLKO-OLKOVOULKEG GUVOIKEG Ttou eTNPeAlouv TNV ayopd: oL Tepilodot
avamntuéng evaldooovtal PJe autéG TNG VYEoNG, PE TLG SeUTEPEG va wBouv toug Eulovautn-
youg o€ €&elpeon AUCEWV (TL.X. XProN GAAWY UALKWVY yLa VAUTIFYNon OKA@WV) WOTE va Tiapa-
pelvel Buwolun n e€doknon tng téxvne.

210 dpBpo TtapoucLadovTal Ta TPWTA EPEUVNTIKA ATIOTEAECHATA, YLA TOUG EUAOVAUTINYOUG
NG Agpgecol o€ CUVAPTNON HE TO «EVAALO TIOALTIOPLKO TOTILO» TNG TIOANG, TTIOU Xapaktnpiletat
amd autr TNV TMOAUTIAOKOTNTA. ZUMTIEPIAAUPBAVEL TIG SPACTNPLOTNTEG, TLG EKPPATELG KAl TLG
TIapadO0ELG TNG VAUTLKAG KOWOTNTag, Hadl Pe Ta UALKA TIOALTLOPLKA OToLXEla TTou apopouv TLG
KABNUEPLVEG EPYAOLAKEG TOUG SpaoTNPLOTNTEG. AUTA TA XAPAKTNPLOTLKA, ELTE CUVOALKA glte
HEPOVWHEVA, SnNULOUPYOLV €va POVaSLKO Kpapa TIou KaBopideL TN VAUTLKN KOLVOTNTA KAl aTto-
TeAel TNV TautdTNTA TNG, PE TNV EVAOVAUTINYLKN Va Elvat TIapAAMNAQ CUVSEETIKOG KpIKOg HETAEU
AUANG kat EvaAiag MoAttiopikng KAnpovopdg.

H peA€Tn tng EUAOVAUTINYLKNAG, OVTAG TIOALTLOMLKO TIPOLOV, EYLVE KAL OE OXEOT UE TLG LOTOPLKEG,
KOLVWVLKEG, KOL OLKOVOMLKEG CUVBNKEG TIOU TO EMNPEACAV KAl SLAPOpYwoav otnyv Tapouoa
ToU popyn." OL TexViTEC amoTteAOUV TNV KUPLA TINYr TTANPOYOPLWY, KAl KaBwE N Tapadoaolakr)
Euhovautinytkn @Bivel paydaia ta teAeutaia eikool xpdvia, PYE ATIOTEAECHA OL PEAAOVTLKEG
YEVLEG KLVSUVEUOULV VA XACOUV YLa TIAVTA £VA CNPAVTLIKO KOPHPATL yVWoNG Kat TTIOALTLOPOoU. ZT0
apBpo mapouctdletal emiong n EuAovautinyLkr wg otolxelo AEMK, oL e0TleG AOKNONG TNG OTLG
UTTOAOLTTEG TIAPAKTLEG TIOAELG, KAl SLepeLVATAL N OXEDN TNG HE TLG AAAEG TEXVEG TOU EUAOU. Ta
TIPWTA ATIOTEAECHATA TNG €pEUVAG UTIESELEQV Kal TIPOBARUATA EVW OL TIPOTELWVOHEVEG AUCELG
oToxeVOUV OTNV TIpootacia Kat TNV TPOROAN TNG TEXVNG OTLG VEWTEPEC YEVLEG.

MEG©OAOAOTITA

H kataypagr tng mapadootakig EUAOVAUTINYLKNG HEoa 0To eupUTEPO TTAAioLo TNG AEMK armoté-
A€o TIOAUETILTIES O £pELVNTLKO EyxelpnUa. H cuoTnuaTk Kataypagr tng TEXVNG KaL TWV OXE-
TIKWV TIapadooewy, o€ cuvSuacpo Pe TN SLte€aywyr] cuVeVTELEEWV E TOUG CUHPBAAOUEVOUG
(texviteg aA\A Kal LELOKTATEG OKAWPWV), AeLlToupyel wg éva Suvatd avalutikd epyaleio Tou
HOG ETILTPETIEL VA KATAVONOOUKE TA OKAPN PECA OTO LOTOPLKO-KOWWVLKO TOUG TIEPLBAAAOV.
H pebodoAoyia Tou akoAoubrBnke cuvdudlel TNV apxatoloyia, EBvoypagia Kat TipoYopPLKN
Tapddoon, YEoA OTO VAUTLKO TIEPLRBAAOV OTIOU evtdooetal N EUAOVAUTINYLKH. ZUYKEKPLUEVAQ,
n peBodoloyia cupmephapBdvel ta €€ng otadia:

13 Lipe 1984, 1-11.
14 MepakAng 1989, 19.
15 McGrail k.d. 2003.
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1. KaBoplopdg evdLapepopevwy TIAEUPWVY Kat Ste€aywyr ouvevteLEewv (EuAovautnyol, &n-
HOTIKEG apXEg, Kuttplakn EBvikn Emtitporn) yua tnv UNESCO),

2. Emtomia épeuva o€ vautnyela (kapvdyla) Kat kataypagr) tng mapadoolakrg EuAovautn-
YLKNG (TtexvVoyvwola, epyaleia, EyKATaoTAOELG, OKAPN),

3. ApxELaKN €pguva yLa TNV EUAOVAUTINYLKY O cuvApTnon PE AAAA eTtayyEéApata tou EVAoU
Kal Ta BaAdooLa emayyEAPATa TIOU aCKOUVTAV OTLG TIAPAKTLEG TIEPLOXEG ME ALUEVIKEG EYKQA-
TAOTACELC,

4. Kataypagn mpoBAnpdtwy pootaciag tng mapadootakng EUAOVAUTINYLKAG,

5. Mpotewvopeveg AUOELG SLACWONG KAl TTpowBnong TN TEXVNG 0To £UPU KOLVO.

NMAPAAOZIAKA EMATTEAMATA KAI TEXNEZ: OI TPQTEX TTPOXIMAOEIEZ
EPEYNAX KAI ATAGYAAZHZ THX ATK

OL TIPWTEG €PEVVEG YLA TA TIAPASOOLAKA ETTAYYEAUATA KAl TEXVEG SLEENXBNOoav oTLg apxEG Tou
20°° auwva péoca ota TAalola tng Aaoypagiag, TIou €€ WG AVTLIKEPEVO PEAETNG TLG TIOLKIAEG
EKPAVOELG TOoUu avBpwtivou Blou (BN, €6lua, pouotkn, Statpowr), Evdéuan K.A.)."” OL TIPWTES
OUCLAOTLKEG TIpooTidBeLleg kataypagng tng AMNK &ekivnoav pe tn ovotaon tng Etaipeiag
Kumplakwyv Zmoudwv (EKZ) to 1936. Evag amd toug kupLoug otdyoug tng EKE Atav kat n
OUANOYN, SLapUAAEN, HEAETN Kal €kSoon Tou KuTtplakoU Aaoypa@lkoU UALKOU,' To oTtolo
ePTIiITEL TTANPWC Péoa ota TAailola tng AMK. E§loou onuavtikn €lvat kat n cupPBoAr Tou
Kévtpou Emiotnuovikwy Epguvwy Kumpou (KEE), pe to Apxeio Mpowopikng Napadoong (AMM).
H akadnuaikr €peuva elxe eotiaotel apylkd otn Aaoypagia,” pPe onuAvikotepn lowg tn
OUMBOAN tNG AyyeALKng Miepidn.2 H avdmtugn tou kKAadou tng EBvoypapiag kat tng HEAETNG
NG AMK ev yéVeL, EKPPAOTNKE O pPLa OELPd EEELOLKEUPEVWY PEAETWVY TIOU agopoloav TLG
TIAPASOOLAKEG EVEUHAOLEG,Y KEPAULKN,2 OLKIEG KAl XWPLA,Z TOUG TEXVITEC,* KAl TLG SLAPOPES
TEXVEG.Z AUOTUXWC, N EUAoVAUTINYLKN 8V PEAETONKE ota TAaiola autd, aAAd oUTE Kal WG
otolxeio EMK, kaBwg n EvaAila ApxatoAoyia otnv KUTtpo €xeL eTitkevTpwOel Kuplwg otnv €pguva
vauvaylwv.®

OI AMMTAPXEZ THZ MAPAAOZIAKHZ =YAONAYTIHIIKHXZ KAI H AEMEZOZ

Ta apyatoAoyLlkd suprjuata Kat oL LOTOPLKEG TNyEg Selxvouy, 0tL n Kutpog Stabgtel mAoloLa
EvaAla MoAwtiopikr KAnpovopid (EMK) Ttou avayetal otnv apyxalotnta. H yewypagkr onpacia

16 H Kumtplakr] EBvikr) Emiitporr) yia tnv UNESCO Sev €xeL Qutry T OTLYHI] KATIOLO TIPOYPANHA OXETLKA HE TNV
Tpootacia Kat tpowdnon TG MapadooLakrg EUAOVAUTINYLKNAG.

17 TMoAitng 1920, 6-3.

18 Awlhtavidou k.d. 1937, €-C.

19 ®appakidou 1938 Miepidn 1991 Mamadnuntpiou 1992 MepakArg 1999.

20 PlomouAou-Hyoupevisou 1996a.

21 PlomouAou-Hyoupevidou 19960.

22 Demetriou 2001' Namadnuntpiou 2005 Pi{omouAou-Hyoupevisou 2005.

23 PlomoUAou-Hyoupevisou kat PAwpisou 1987 MamayxapaArdutoug 2001 Ionas 2003.

24 KdavBog 1987 Iwvag 2001.

25 Mamadnuntpiou 2003 Rizopoulou-Egoumenidou 2005 Mamadnuntpiou 2010° Xatdnylaceury 2016.
26 TpPA. evéelktika Demesticha 2011 Skarlatos k.d. 2012 Knapp kat Demesticha 2017.
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NG KUTtpou ftav yvwotr), tslattepa armo to 12° atwva p.X. kat €§A¢, 0tav yivetat SLMAWPATIKOG,
OTPATLWTLKOG KAl EPTIOPLKOG 0TABPOG,? VW TIAPAAANAQ TO ETILOKETITOVTAL CUXVA TIPOOKUVNTEG
kaBoddv Tpog ) emoTpEPovtag amd toug Ayloug Tomoug.2 OL vautikol odnyol kal ot
TIopToAdvoL Tou 13° Kal 14°° alwva TIapEXOUV EUPETEG TTANPOWOPLEC yLa TNV eMLoKEYLPOTNTA
Alpaviwy OTwG tNG Agpecol Kat MAaou yla ePTtopLlkoug AGYoUG,?® VW OL OXECELG PETAEU
EUTIOPWV KAL KOWVOTHTWV TIAPAKTLWY OLKLOPWYV Slaypd@ovTtal éoa amnd voTapLakd eyypapa®
Kal EL8LKOTEPA attd TN HEAETN TG ToTToypawiag toug.? Otav to 1489 n Kutpog evowpatwonke
OTLG EVETLKEG KTAOELG, EVIOXUBNKE 0 pOAOG TNG WG VAUTLKNG BACNG TOU EVETLKOU GTOAOU Kal WG
EVETLKOU EUTIOPLKOU 0TABPOU oTNV avatoAlkr) Meodyelo. EvtoUTtolg, oL TANpoYopLeG OXETIKA
HE TLG §paocTnpLOTNTEG TWV EUAOVAUTINYWV OTA TIAPAKTLA KEVTPA TIAPAPEVOUV ALYOOTEG. ™

OL LOTOpPLKEG TINYECG Selyvouy, OTL N KUTIpog SLatrpnoe TLG VAUTINYLKEG TNG EYKATACTACELG
kata tnv OBwpaviki Teplodo, av kat avayovtatl otoug Bulavtivoug xpovous. To vnol fAtav
QVAPEDA OTLG TIEPLOXEG TIOU WPEANRBNKAV OXETLKA, av Kal Ta vautnysia Aeltoupynoav Petd
TN SnuLoupyla eUVOIKWY cLVONKWV To 1718 Adyw TNG ZuVBr KNG Tou MacdpoPLtG. To ELpNVLKO
KAlpa o€ ouvSUAOPO PE TNV ATIPOCKOTITN TIAEUON TWV EPTIOPLKWY TIAOLWY TWV PELOVOTHTWY
g OBwpaviknig Autokpatopiag Baocel Twv cuvBnkwv Kloutoouk-Kaivaptdn (1774) kat Ailva-
AN-KaBak (1775), édwoav mepattepw wonon otnv avamtuén tng EuAovautnylknig oto Alyaio.
AUTH EKPPACTNKE HEOW VEWV TUTIWV OKAPWV (TL.X. TPEXAVTAPL) KAL TNG EEEALENG TWV KATAOKEL-
QOTLKWVY TEXVLKWY, EQOooV glxe AoV augnBel kat n Ttapaywyn.>® OL Ttnyeg pag TANPopopouV
otL oL OBwpavol ektipovoav TIOAU Toug EAANVEG vauTinyous, HETAKLVWVTAG TOUG aTtO ToV TOTIO
Kataywyng r Slapovrg Toug ota peyala vautnysia tng KwvotavtivoUtioAng Kat SnuLoupyw-
VTAG €TOL €va BETIKO pELPA HETASOONG YVWOEWY, TEXVIKWY KAl LKAVOTTWv.3*

OL 8LaB<oipeg o' ePAg TIANPOYPOPLEG YLa TNV Ttapadootakny EUAOVAUTINYLKT otn AEUECO Sgv
elvat Aemtopepeic. H Uapén oxupwuévou vautinysiou katd to 17° awwva OPoLoU HE EKEVO
NG KwvoTtavtvoutioAng,® aAAd Kal oL EUVOLKEG CUVBNKEG TTOU Tipoavagepbnkav, cuvnyopouv
0TNV aVATTtugn NG TEXVNG apKETA vwpic. Ta oBwpavika apxeia Seixvouv otL o ZeAip I édwoe
odnyleg wote 15 onpavtika vautnyeia (Peta&l autwy Kat Ttng KwvotavtvoutioAng), va yivouv
Kal TIAAL AeLtoupyLkd Tiept Ta téAn tou 18° alwva. AvApeod Toug fTav Kat ta vautnysia tng
KOTpou,® aAAd Sev Sleukpviletal €av eMPOKELTO yLa EyKATAOTACELG otn AgPecO | KAToLa
AAAN TOAN. H avamtuén tng téxvng ouvexlotnke kat katd tnv AyyAokpatia (1878-1960),
EVW OL TIAAQLOTEPEG VAUTINYLKEG EYKATAOTACELG TIOU AVAYOVTAL OTN OUYKEKPLPEVN TiEPLoSO
Bplokovtav otnv mepLoxr Ttou onpepvol TaAatol Atpaviol. H olkoSopLkr avamtuén tng
TiEpLOXNG 08rynoe otn petakivnon tou otn dekaetia tou 1950 otnv tapaiia amévavtl amno To
Anpotkd Ko (Ewk. 1-2), kat o€ SeUtepn PeTakivnon katd tn dekagtia tou 1960 otnv TwpLvn
Tou tomoBeoia, petagy TaALoU Kat véou Agaviou.?

27 Maier kat Karageorghis 1984, 306.

28 Cobham 1969 [1908]- Mogabgab 1941- 1943- 1945- Grivaud, 1990.
29 Jacoby 1995, 393.

30 Jacoby 1995, 389-90.

31 Ktori 2017y.

32 Arbel 1995, 487-506.

33 Mmekiapoylou-EEadaktuiou 1994, 115-7.

34 MmeklapoyAou-EEadaktiAou 1994, 138-44.

35 XdBag 1962, 157.

36 Bostan 1993, 20-1.

37 Zo@oKA£oUG X.X. 2-3- MTAANG A. 2016+ Auyouotn K. 2016- Auyouotn . 2016.
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TA TIPQTA EPEYNHTIKA ATTOTEAEZMATA: OI =YAONAYTIHIOI THZ AEME-
20Y

'Onwg poavaepbnke, n apadootakry EUAOVAUTINYLKY EPELVNTLKA ATtOTEAEL terra incognita.
H €peuva mou ekmovnBnke oto Mattixelo Anpotikd Mouoeio kat Iotopikd Apxelo Aepecou
(MAMIAA), kat oto Apxelo Mpowopikng Napddoong, utrip&e KATAAUTLKY. To apYELAKO UALKO
TIou TIpogkLYE (TTAALEG YwToypayleg, dnuootevpata otov TUTO, GUVEVTEUEELG TEXVLTWV),
QTIOTEAEDE TOV APXLKO EPEUVNTIKO TUprva Sivovtag TIapaAANAa KATeUBUVTHPLEG YPAMMEG YLa
TIEPALTEPW AVATITUEN TOU BEpatog. OL TTANPoYopLeg Kataypd@nkav Kat Lactaupwbnkav e To
UALKO attd TLG OUVEVTEUEELG PE Toug EUAovauTinyoUG tng AgPeCOU, TTou ekTtovrBnkav to 2016.

Ol OUVEVTEUEELG QUTEG CUVEUAOTNKAV PE TLG TIANPOoWopieg Tou Ttapexouv ot Akif kat Akif
oto BLBALo Toug,® kat BoriBnoav otnv avaclotacn Tng KowdtnTag Twv UAovauTinywy, oL
«kapaBopapaykoi» TG ToUG avaPEépouV apkeTol Aggeatavol, Kat Twv AAAWV ETTayYEAPATLWY
¢ BdAacocag otnv TOAN. H vaumrynon €vog okaploU €pyoS0ToUCE €KTOG ATIO TOUG
EuAovauTinyoug, KaL TeXVITEG TIou avaAdpBavay tn SLEKTIEPALWGON ETILKOUPLKWY EPYACLWY, TIOU
Atav anapaitnTeg yLa TNV OAOKANPWON EVOG OKAYOUG: KOAQYATLONA, KATACKEUN TIAVLWVY, Kal
pTIoyLaTIopa okapLoU. AnpLoupyriBnke Aoutov €vag TIivakag Kataypagng oTOLXELWY TEXVLITWY,
pEoa amd Tov oTIolo TPoEKUYPaV TOOO TIANPOPOPLEC YLa TLG HETAED TOUG OLKOYEVELAKEG OXEOELG,
aAAd KAL TNV KAtaywyr] Toug Tiou oxetiletatl dueca Pe Tnv Stakivnon LEewv Kat Texvoyvwaotag
(Ewk. 3). Amd autd mpoekuPe Kal eva GANO UTIOTIPOIOV TNG €PEUVAC TIOU QYOPA TOUG
enayyeApatieg tng BdAacoag otn Aspead (PapAadeg, HaouviEpnSeg, ALMEVEPYATEC, VAUTLKOL).

H oUAAOYLKA PVAMN Twv EUAOVAUTINYWVY £8WOE CNUAVTIKEG TIANPOYOPLEG yla TNV TEXVN
Katda tov 19° kat 20° awwva. Ntomot kat &évol texviteg SoUAeuav padl kat €tol oL Aepectavol
Eulovaurinyol pmopovocav va avtaAdgouv 1&g kat amoPelg pe AAoug amd tn Mikpd
Actla, Tn Zupn, tov AiBavo, tn Zupla, KABWE Kal Pe TOUG AJPOXWOTLAVOUG TIOU PETOIKNoAV
META TNV TOUPKLKN €L0BOAR Tou 1974.° OL taAatdtepol EuAovautinyol avégepav OTL auto To
SNHLOUPYLKO KALPA avavEWOE TLG UTIAPXOUCEG TEXVLKEG TIOU KATOTILV EVOWHATWOAV TLG VEEG
YVWOELG.® H mteplmtwon tou paotpe-fpnyopn Auyouaotry, elval EVSELKTLKN: PTINKE OTNV TEXVN
HETA TNV amoyoltnor Tou amod To SNPOTLKO, KAl PETA TN paBnTELa TOU KOVTA OE EUTIELPOUG
EuAovautinyoug uTtdpecE va CUVSUACEL TN oXESLAOTLKN PEBOSO TOu povoxVapou Tautdxpova
HE auTr NG OdAAG* WOTE va avtameféAbel otov ocuvaywviopo (Ewk. 4). 'Onwg aveépepe
XAPAKTNPLOTLKA, ELXE TNV gukalpia va SOUAEPEL Pe apKeETOUG TexViteG amd KUtpo Kat to
€EWTEPLKO, Kpatwvtag amod Tov Kabeva 0,tL Ba PTtopoUoE va Tov BEATLWOEL. 2

OL Aspeotavol EuAovautinyol gxatpav LsLaltepng eKTiPnong, OMwg amodeLlkvUEL To Ttapd-
Selypa tng owkoyevelag Putou. Meta to 1918, o Kepuvelwtng ZaBRag XapaAdumoug Toug Ttpo-
O¢€AABE yLa TN VAUTIYNON TPLWV OKAPWV* KAl £TOL I OLKOYEVELA PETOLkNoE otnv Kepuvela. Ta

38 Akif kau Akif 2008, 106-16.

39 Xapahdumoug 1998, 31- Mopdpng 2016+ Auyouotn I. 2016+ Auyouotr) N. 2016- Auyouotr] K. 2016+ MTtAANG
N. 2016+ MTtiAANG, A. 2016.

40 Mopdpng 2016+ Auyouotn K. 2016- MTiAANG N. 2016.

41 O oxedLaopog oKAPoug Pe Hovoxvapo Baoiletal ota xvapla: o texvitng oxedlade o€ xapti Ta po@iA Twv
TUNUATWY TOU OKEAETOU TOU OKAYOUG, TA £€KORE, KAL TA XPNOLUOTIOL0U0E WG 08nyoug otn vautriynon. O oxedila-
OPOG OKAWOUG e TN HEBOSO TNG odAag, awopd To oxeSLACHO TOU OKAYOUG KateuBelav oto Samedo xwplig ta
xvapia (rpPA. Aaptavidng 1998 kat 2000).

42 AuyouotnT. 2016.

43 KEE/AMNN, Ap. Mntpwou 1626, Kepuvela (Keplvela), Maptupia M. Owkovopou (21/03/1993)- autdby, Ap.
Mntpwou 98, %. MNavayr Kametavomoulou (07/11/1990)- autobi, Ap. Mntpwou 254, Kepuvela (Kepuvela), Map-
tupla L. Kuptdkou (12/12/1990).
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Ewk. 1. OL gpyaocieg otnv avatoALkr Tpokupala Tou TaAtoU Alpaviol Katd TNy TTpWTn JETATOTILON TOU Kapvdytou to 1955. Mnyn:
MNattiyelo Anpotikd Mouoeio kat IotopLkd Apxelo Agpgeoou.

T L~

R

K g é

Ewk. 2. Naumriynon okagoug otnv napahiia amévavtt and to Anpotikd Ko Aepecou. Mnyn: Mattiyxeto Anpotikd Mouoeio Kat
Iotopikd Apxelo Aepeoou.
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adeppla dutoL NTaV EVPEWG YVWOTA oTnV KEPUVELA yLa TNV ETILUEAELA TTOU €8€LXVaV 0Tn S0U-
AeLd Toug.* Nauttnyoloav okagn otov tapoavd tng «TOLAKKIAEPrG» KAl £T0L oL KEpUVELWTEG
EuAoteyviteg elyav T SuvatdtnTa va HabnteUooUV KOVTd TOUG.*

H ZYAONAYTTHITKH KAI OI AAAEZ TEXNEXZ TOY =YAOY: TA EPI'AAEIA KAI H
ONOMATOAQOTIIA TOY2

To Ttdvipepa Twv otolxelwv amod SLAPopeg TEPLOXEG SLAKPLVETAL KAL OTNV OVOHATOAOYLa TWV
EPYAAELWV, TTIOU ATTOTEAEL PELYHA VEOEAANVLKWV OPWV AAAA KAL OPWV TNG KUTIPLAKNG SLAAEKTOU. %
Ta eM\NVLKA epyalela Kal n ovopatoloyla cuykpiBnkav apxLlkd Pe Ta avtioTolya KUTIPLOKA,
aKOAOUBWVTAG TO CUCTNHA KATAYPAYPIG KAL KATNYOPLOTIOiNONG EPYAAELWY TIOU EQAPHOCE OTN
HEAETN TNG EMNVLIKAG EUAovauTiNyLkAG 0 Kwotag Aapiavidng.

Apxlkd SlamiotwOnke, OtL oL vedtepol EuAovautinyol, TIOU ylLd OLKOVOULKOUG AOYyoug
aoyxoAouvtav KUplwg Pe PETAALKA okdn, yvwpllav TIoAU Alydtepa epyaleia o€ oxéon He
TOUG TIOAQLOTEPOUG, KABWG KAl CUYKPLTLKA HE VEOTEPOUG EuAovautinyoug Tou gpydadoviav
QKOWI ATIOKAELOTIKA TIAVW o€ EVALVA. O KATAAOYOC HE TOUG TUTIOUG KAl TNV ovopatoAoyia Twv
KUTIPLOKWV EPYAAELWY KATAPTLOTNKE BACEL TWV CUVEVTEUEEWV HACTOPWV* KAl TWV JAPTUPLWV
Tou ATIM.#

Kataypdgnkav cuvoAlkad 88 epyaleia TOU aVTLKATOTITPI{OUV SLAPOPETLKESG VAUTINYLKEG
QAocelG. H peyaltepn amokALon otnv ovopatoAoyia Slamotwlnke ota epyaieia oxLolpatog
KOL KOTING, OQUPOKOTIRHATOG, Kat Aslavong, KaBwg o€ evveq, ETITA KAl SEKATIEVTE TIEPLTTTWOELG
aVvTLOTOLYQ, KATAYPAPNKAV EVTEAWG SLAPOPETLKA OVOUATA OTLG CUVEVTEUEELG e TOUG KUTtpLoug
EuAovautinyoug (Miv. 1). MNa TG SEKATIEVTE TIEPUTTWOELG SLAPOPETLKWY KUTIPLAKWY OVOUATWY,
KpiBnke amapaitntn pla deUtepn oUykpLon PE Ta epyaAEia TwV UTIOAOITIWY TTAPASOCLAKWY
TEXVWV TOU EUAOU, WoTe va eEakpLBwOOUV TUXOV AANAETILE pATELG HETAEV TOUG.>° OL TEXVEG TOU
EUAoU peAeTnBnkav TtaAalotepa amd tov Iwavvn Iwva ota mAaiola €peuvag yla mapadooLakd
enayyeApata,® evw n EAévn Namadnpntplou emkevipwbnke otn EUAOYAUTITLKA.

44 KEE/ANM, Ap. MnTpwou 995, Kepuvela (Kepuvela), Maptupta I EAtocaiou (12/10/1991)- autoby, Ap. Mntpw-
ou 256, KepuveLa (Kepuvela), Maptupla I MuyanA Kapkavia (10/12/1990).

45 KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 98, KepUvela (Kepuvela), Maptupta Z. Mavayr Kametavomoulou (07/11/1990) au-
1601, Ap. Mntpwou 99, Kepuvela (Kepuvela), Maptupia Z. Mavayr Kametavomouiou (07/11/1990)- autdbi Ap.
Mntpwou 181, Keplvela (KepUvela), Maptupla K. Zupeol (28/11/1990)- autdBt, Ap. Mntpwou 254, Kepuvela
(KepUvera), Maptupia I. Kuptakou (12/12/1990)- autobt, Ap. Mntpwou 1626, KepUvela (KepUvela), Maptupia M.
Otkovopou (21/03/1993).

46 Mopdpng 2016- Auyouotn I. 2016- Auyouotr] K. 2016- MTiiAANG N. 2016.

47 ESW TIPETEL va ONUELWOEL OTL, oL PEAETEG TWV Aaplavidn (1998) kal AepBévn (1999) amoteAoVV Kal TLG Hova-
SLKEG PEXPL TWPA BLPALOYPAPLKEG TINYEG YLa TA EAANVLKA VAUTINYLKA epyaleia, Katl Sgv uTtapxEL €EELSIKEVPEVO
olyypapHa PE TN CUCTNHATOTIOLNHEVN KATaypa®r] yLa kaBe vautnyeio.

48 Auyouotn N. 2016- Auyouotn| . 2016- Auyouotn K. 2016- Mevtwvng 2018- MTtiAng N. 2016+ Moytatdrig 2018.
49 KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 98, Kepuvela (Kepuvela), Maptuptia Z. NMavayr KametavorouAou (07/11/1990) au-
001, Ap. Mntpwou 99, Keplvela (Kepuvera), Maptupla Z. Mavayr KametavorouAou (07/11/1990)- autdby, Ap.
Mntpwou 1627, Kepuvela (KepUvela), Maptupia M. Otkovopou (21/03/1993) )- autobi, Ap. Mntpwou 3031, Ap-
pOxwotog (Aupdxwotog), Maptupia X. ZouBdvn (30/06/1993)- autdbt, Ap. Mntpwou 3135, AuPOXWOoTog (Ap-
péxwotog), Maptupia I Kavtouva (15/09/1993)- autdBi, Ap. Mntpwou 4302, Acukwoia (KapaBootdaot), Map-
tupla A. Adpmpou (21/12/1994)- autdBt, Ap. Mntpwou 4551, Appoxwotog (AUHOXWOoToc), Maptupia Z. Mavayn
(19/05/1995)- autobt, Ap. Mntpwou 4552, Appoxwotog (ApUoOxwotog), Maptupia E. MTtiAAn (12/05/1995).

50 H pé€Bodog autn eixe epappootel TaAatdtepa and to Anuritpn AepBévn (1999) yLa pLa GUVOTITLKH PEAETN
TwV £pYOAeiwY TNG EAMANVLKNG EUAOVAUTINYLKNAG.

51 Iwvdg 2001, 314-70.

52 Namadnuntpiou 2003.
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Mrriiindeg (ex TopNc) Mopapndzg (gk Zopmg)
Zhevbéprog Muiding (1908-2008) = Xrtapatio Mopdpn* Aovkag Mopapnc*# (1918-2003)  Baociing Mopdapnc*# (1926-2010)  Tdvvng Mopdpnc*# (191
Avipéag Mopapng***
Nikog Mairhng (1943-) 4 o todra Nikog Mopdpng** (1916-1990)
me Maiding (1967-) Mio k6pn
Eneénynesic copforov
* = udépora
Avyovomideg (ek Agpecov)
* = udéporo
# = feiot kapafopapaykoi Iprnyopn kot
Nyopne Avyovoti* (1945-) XopdAopmog Avyovom* (1937-1999) Xopdhapmov Avyovotr|

‘ ** = E48eppog Mopdpndav

wkE = yyopilet v v ahhd dev Eywve kapofopapaykoc

; Avyovotr] (1969-) ‘ ‘

Bs0dmpog Avyovom*** | Kdotog Avyovot Muyddng Avyovet
(1957-2016) (1962-) (1966-)

ZtEdog Avyove*¥*  Tidpyog Avyoustn***
(1960-) (1964-)

Ewk. 3. OL MTIIAANSgg, oL Mopdpn&eg kat ot Auyouotn8eg. Mnyn: Zuyypagéag,.

Ewk. 4. ZUAWVOG OKEAETOG TpexavTnpLol (S€€Ld) kat Tpexavtrpl amo fiberglass (aplotepd), KATAOKEUAOUEVO TG TOV PAOTPE-
Ipnydpn Auyouotr. Mnyn: Zuyypagéag.
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Ewk. 5. Ewk. 5. Mpdtaon ekMatSeUTIKNAG KAPTEAAG yLa TOUG emayyeApatieg tng Balacoag otn Aepead. Mnyn: MNattixelo Anpotkd
Mouoeio kat Iotoptkd Apxelo AepecoU. TxESL0: CUYYPAPEQG.

Ol PJEAETEC QUTEG O CUVSUAOWO HE TLG PapTUPLEG TOU AMMMS €8et&av OTL UTPXE CUYKALON
WC TIPOC TOUG TUTIOUG KAL TA ovOpaTa Twv gpyaAeiwv (Miv. 1). Ta mAslota Kowd gpyaleia
apopouv To oxlolho Kat Tnv Kot Ttou §UAou, Kat tn Astavon. OL §uloteyviteg Sev SieBetav
gpyaieia maAapiopatog kal Toowpatog SEBetav dPwG TEpLocOTEpa epyaleia Adgguong
TIOU XpnoLyoTIolouvVTav TepLocotepo amd UAOYAUTITEG (TaAladwpol). Mépav Twv epyareiwy,
Kataypagpnke Kown ovopatoAoyia o€ 20 TEPLTTWOELG, TIAPAAAAYH) OVOUATOG O TIEVTE, KAl
€va epYaAELO KATAYPAPNKE TOOO PE TIAPAANAYr) 00O KAl PE SLAPOPETLKO OVOUAS (0 YKLVATOOG
amokaAe(tat amod toug EUAOTEXVITEG KLVOOOG, KLWVIOL, KAl TILPTLpHEG). OL KUTtplol EuovauTtnyol
kat Euloteyviteg elxav emiong tnv TAon va amAoToLlouV TNV ovopatoloyia Twv epyarsiwy pe
SLaPOPETIKO PEYEDOG, KAl TA SLEKPLVAV WG ULKPO 1 HEYAAD KAl OXL JE SLAWOPETLKA ovopara,
OTIWG aUTA Kataypagnkav and tov Aaplavidn.s

53 KEE/ATM, Ap. Mntpwou 60, Kepuvela (Opka), Maptupia K. XatdnBaciin (23/10/1990)- autdbi, Ap. Mntpwou
284, Kepuvela (KepUvela), Maptupia K. KatoeA\n kat A. KatoeA\n (09/10/1991)- autdBy, Ap. Mntpwou 2488, Ap-
poxwotog (Maiovoa), Maptupla A. Macepidou (28/01/1993)- autoBt, Ap. Mntpwou 2756, Acukwaotia (Mdpypou),
Maptupia N. AartnBuwtn kat O. AartnBuwtn (07/04/1993)- autobi, Ap. Mntpwou 2774, AUPOXWOTOG (EQTakwn),
Maptupia X. Xatdntrown (22/04/1993)- autoby, Ap. Mntpwou 4397, Kepuvela (Opka), Maptupia A. NMoAuSwpou
(08/03/1995)- autoby, Ap. Mntpwou 5249, Acukwoia (Opopyita), Maptupia H. TaAtadwpou (25/10/1996)- autd-
Bt, Ap. Mntpwou 5250, Acukwota (Opopyita), Maptupia H. TaAtadwpou (17/02/1998).

54 KEE/ANM, Ap. Mntpwou 60, KepUveta (Opka), Maptupta K. Xat¢npaoiin (23/10/1990).

55 Aapiavidng 1998.
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Nivakag 1. Epyaieia Eulovaumnylkng Kat Texvwyv EUAou

SUvoho AMa AMa Eovaheia Kowd Kowd AMa ovopata
Tumog epyaieiou KATaypa@eéviwy — ovopata  ovopata Eu)\g\t/s VOV eovalela ovouata (epyaleia
epyalelwv (KUmpog)  (EAAGSQ) X PY H EulotexvLTwy)
TxLolpatog kat Kotng 15 2 9 12 6 6 0
Metprjpatog 7 3 3 2 2 2 0
qua&spatgq Kat ) 0 0 5 1 ] 0
OXESLAOTLKAG aQVTLYpa@ng
T &iparog kat kpatrpatog 11 4 5 7 3 0 1
Tpumpatog 5 2 5 5 3 2 1
T(UPOKOTINHATOG 9 0 7 5 2 2 0
Nageuong 4 0 1 20 3 1 1
Netavong 11 1 15 8 5 4 1
Kahagpatiopatog 12 2 3 0 1 1 0
MNalapiopatog 3 1 0 0 0 0 0
MroyLatiopatog 6 0 0 1 1 1 1
Akoviopatog 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
TUvoho 88 15 48 64 27 20 5

H NMAPAAOXZIAKH =ZYAONAYTTHITKH Q2 >TOIXEIO AETNK: AIAZQ2H KAI TTPO-
BOAH THX TEXNHX

Me tnv OAOKApWON TOU TIPWTOU EPEUVNTLKOU 0TaSlou TIou apopouaoe tn AEPETO, Kataypa-
pnkav oL Slepyacteg ou Slapoppwaoav tnv tapadootakr] EUAOVAUTINYLKI oTnV TIOAN KUPLWG
Katd tov 20° awwva. OL Agpeatavol Euhovautnyol SiEmpedav 1000 TOTILKA 000 Kal €KTOG Ae-
HECOU OTIWG PAVNKE PE TNV TIEPLTTTWON TNG OLkoyévelag PuTou,* aAAd Kal amod T CUPHPETOXN
TOUG OTN VAUTIynon Tou TELpapatikou kapaBLol Kepuvela-EAeuBepia Bdoel Tou owlopevou
okapLou arod to vaudylo tou Tholou tng Kepuvelag.s’

MapdAAnAa, Stamotwbnkav Kat karmota ntripata mou B€touv o€ Kivduvo tn dlatrpnon
NG TEXVNG: Q) AVETIAPKIAG KATaypa®r] Kat JEAETN NG EuAovautnytkig, B) amwAsLa TeEXVoyvw-
olag, TPoPOoPLKAG LOTOPLAG KAL TIAPASOONG HE TO TIEPATHA TWV XPOVWVY, Y) SUCKOALEG TTpooTa-
olag kat Siatrjpnong plag edivouoag texvneg. H nyn twv mpofAnuATwyY autwy evtoTmidetal
otn eUon NG EUAOVAUTINYLKNG, N OTola, OVTAG AmaLTnTLK Kat SUCKOAN TEXVN yla va tn HAbeL
KATIOLOG €xEL A0V TTAYEL va elval TIpooosopopa.s EToL, oL TTAAALOTEPEG YEVLEG HAOTOPWVY XA-
vovtal Ywplig va avtikabiotavtal amod vEoug TEXVITEG. AUTH TN OTLypr ot AEPESO UTIAPXOUV

56 KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 995, KepUvela (KepUvela), Maptupta . EAlooatou (12/10/1991)- autoBy, Ap. Mntpw-
ou 256, Kepuvela (Kepuvela), Maptupla I. MuanA Kapkavia (10/12/1990).

57 Xat¢{nmapaokeud 2014- Auyouotr K. 2016.

58 Xat{notuMAng 2015- Auyouotr N. 2016+ Auyouotn . 2016+ Auyouotr] K. 2016+ MTIAANG N. 2016- MTtiAAng
A.2016.

59 AvdAoyo TipdBANpa Kal OpoLEG SUOKOALEG QVTLHETWTILOUV KAl OL KEVTHTPLEG AEUKAPLTIKOU, YLag AAANG ma-
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HOVO TPELG OLKOYEVELEG EUAOVAUTINYWVY KAL CUVOALKA POVO €L EUTIELPOL TEXVITEG TIOU PTIOPOUV
va BewpnBoUV «PACTOPEG» KAL PTIOPOUV VA PETAAAUTIASEUCOUV TLG YVWOELG TOUG.

H Sldowon kal tpootacia Tng TEXVNG PTIopEl va eTiiteuxBel Pe pLa oeLpd otoxeUpPEVWY Spad-
ocwv. To BAclkOTEPO OAWV TIAPAMPEVEL N KATAYPAPH TWV TIANPOYPOPLWV: N CUYYPAPEAG EXEL
Nén kataypdyeL Ta oToLyela ToU aPopouv Toug EAANVOKUTIPLOUG TEXVITEG, TO OXETIKO UALKO
aro to AMM Kat amopEVEL N Kataypagr Twv TOUPKOKUTIPLWVY TEXVLTWV. AUTO Ba eTLTpEPEL TNV
amotunwon twv Slepyactwyv eEEALENG Kal PETASoong tng TeEXVoyvwaolag amo tn pla mepLloxn
oTNV AAAN (TL.X. N olKoyévela PUTOU TIOU PETOLKNOE otnv Kepuvela), Kat avapévetal otL Ba ga-
voUV OL TIUPHVEG VAUTINYLKAG Spaotnpldtntag amo tov 19° awwva kat eEAG.

To NMAMIAA eixe evtottioeL tov kivduvo va xabel yia tdvta n yvwon tng téxvng, Kat opya-
VWOE OXETIKEG SPACELG € OTOXO TN SLatrpnon Kat tpowbnon tneG. H pwtn HeyaAn TpooTa-
Bela €ywve to 2008, oe ouvepyaotia pe tn Nopapylakr Aloiknon Xiou ota mAaiola Tou eupw-
TaikoU mpoypdupatog Interreg IIIA Greece-Cyprus 2000-2006. Ot SUo gtaipol apouciacav
TNV Tapadootakr) EUAOVAUTINYLKI) O€ CUUTIOOLA TIOU CUVSLOPYAVWOoaV, AAAA Kal PECW KOLVAG
LoTooeASag Ttou Sivel pLa oAU KaAr) cuvoyn tou BEpatog, padl e TTANPOYOPLES YLa TEXVLKEG
KATAOKELNG, EPYOAAELQ, TEXVIKOUG OPOUG KAL TO KOWVWVLKO-LOTOPLKO TIAALOLO avATITUENG yLa TNV
TEXVN ota Uo vnold. To ipoypappa enetpePe oto MAMIAA va SnpLoupyroeL KaL tTnv avaioyn
uttoSopn yla Tnv mpootacia tng TOTILKAG KANpovouLds. AkoAouBnaoe n Sldowon Tou Kaiklou
AQUTIOUOQq, TO OTIOLO KATEXEL ONPAVTLKO POAO OTA EKTIALSEUTLKA TIPOYPAUHATA TOU pE BEPa To
VAUTLKO XapaKTrpa tng AEPECOU, TN OX€oN TNG ME Ttn BAAaooa Kat Ta oToLXEla TTou SLapop-
PWOoQaV TO TIAPAKTLO TNG TOTTo.*

Avatpéyovtag o€ apadelypata GAwv Xwpwv Pe avtiotolxn Eulovautnylkr tapddoon,
SLATILOTWVEL KAVELG, OTL OL TIPOOTIABELEG TIPOOTACLAG TNG TEXVNG TIPETIEL VA E{VAL CUVEXELG KaL PE
HeydAn epBeleLa oto Kowvo. Ta pouoeia Tou xouv we BEpa Tn vauTtikn tapdadoon f tnv EvdAla
Apxatoloyla amotelouv kateEoxrv apadelypata TETOLWY TIPOOTIABELWV: TO JOUCELAKO TIEPL-
BAAAoV AeLtoupyel eKTOG amd eKBECLAKOG XWPOG TEXVOUPYNHATWY KAl WG Habnolakdg xwpog
OTI0U AapBAvouv Xwpa SLAAEEELG KaL EKTTALSEUTLKA TIPOYpAPHaTa.

ZTPEPOVTAG AOLTIOV TNV TIPOCOXT HAG OTA EKTIALSEUTLKA TTpOYypApHATa, UTIAPXEL PLa HOKPA
Tapddoon oXeTIKwY §pdoewv yLa tnv AMK. EQv Baclotel KAToLoG oTnV Ttponyoupevn eumeLpia
KAl €PEVVEG, Ba PTTOpoUCE VA KATAPTIOEL EVA EKTIALSEUTIKO TTPOYPANHA YL TNV TTApASOOLAK)
Eulovautinytkn): Ba eival Lo eEeldikeupévo e@odoov autr amotelel otolyelo AEMK kat Ba €xeL
MeYAAn euBeAeLa, AV EQAPUOCTEL TOOO OTa OXOAELa 600 Kal ota Emipopypwtika Kevtpa tou
Ymoupyelou Maldeiag kat MoAttiopou (exkmaidevon altdLwy KL evnAlkwy avtiotowya).

H Snuloupyla ekTAlSEUTIKWY TIPOYPAUHPATWY yla eVAALKEG Kal Ttaldld Baoiletal o€ Sla-
(POPETLKN PEBOSOAOYLKN TIPOCEyyLON. XTOo TIapov ApBpo, TtapoucLalovtal oL TIPOOTITIKEG yLa
pLa eKTTaldeuTik pdon Tou va agopd ta matdld Kat oL TpdtoL SLdyxuong Tou TIANPoYopL-
aKoU UALKOU. MeAeTnBnkav apxLlkd ta Tpoypdupata omoudwyv OAWV TwWV SLEACKOPEVWY Ha-
BNUATWVY yLa TUXOV aVaYopEC o€ mayyEAPata, Adikr TIapAadoaon, VAUTINYLKN, KATAOKEUN, Kal
otnv évvola tng MoAtttoptkrg KAnpovoulds, wote va SLEUKOAUVOOUV PEAAOVTIKEG SlaBepa-

Pad0o0LaKNG TEXVNG TIOU amaltel TToAuetn Sladikaoia ekpdbnong, kat elvat xpovoBopa péxpL Tnv apaywyr) Tou
TeAKoU Tpotdvtog. MpPA. Ktori 2017.

60 ZowokAéoug 2016.

61 ZowpokAéoug 2016.
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TLKEG OUVSEDELG.? ZXETIKEG AVAPOPEC EVTOTILOTNKAV 0Ta padrpata Aywyng Yyetag,s Iotopiag,s
ZxedLaopou kat Texvoloyiag,® NeptBaroviikrg Ekmaideuong / Ekmaideuong yla tnv AsLpopo
Avdmtugn,® Apxalwv EAANVIKwY,S” OwKLlakng Otkovopiag,® Kabwg KaL oTta eKTALSEUTLKA TIPO-
ypappata MouaoeLlakig Aywyng.s

Ou eukalpleg yla SLaBeuatikéG oUVSEDELG €lval QpPKETEG, Kal evtomiovtal o OAEC TLG
EKTIALOEVTIKEG Pabpideg. Htav Aoumov amapaitnto va kaboplotel oe moleg nAikieg Ba
ameUBUVETAL TO EKTIALSEUTLKO UALKO, WOTE VA KAALEPYNBOUV YVWOTLKEG KL CUVALOONUATIKEG
Se€LoTNTEG P€oa O €va SNULOUPYLKO TIEPLBAANOV TtoU va evBappUVeL TNV aAAnAemiSpacn Twv
HaBNTWV PE TO avtlkelpevo PeAETNG. MapoAo Tou ol padntég pabaivouv amd vwplg yua ta
emayyeApata kat tnv MoAttioptkr) KAnpovopLd, to kabe maldl katavoel Tig mAnpowopleg e
SLAPOPETLKO pUBUO,” oToLYELD TTOU KABOPLOE KAL TNV TIPOoEYYLoN oTo BEPa. ETUAEXONKav TPELG
SLapopeTikeG Babpideg (T Anpotikoy, I Tupvaciou kat I Aukeiou), otLg omtoieg Ba pmopel va
€QAPUOOTEL €V OUVTOHO EKTIALSEUTLKO TIPOYPAUHA KATA TO OTIoL0 oL pabntég Ba pmopouv va
KATAVOroouV TNV Tapadootakr] EUAOVAUTINYLKN OE TIPAKTLKO TiMeSO AAAA Kal pEoa o€ Eva
€UPUTEPO OUYKElpEVO.

To Tpwto eminedo tng Spaong areuBuvetal ota tatdd tng Xt Anpotikou (11-12 eTwv): Ba
EXEL ELOAYWYLKO XAPAKTAPQ, £€0TLAJOVTAG OTO KOPUATL TNG VAUTIynong Tou OKAYOUG KAaBwG
TapatnperOnke OTL Ta TAsLd SUGKOAEUOVTAL VA KATAVONCOUV TIAIPWS TNV gvvola tng AMK
kat &n g AENK, xwplg amtd otolyeia.”r depvovtag ta TalsLld o€ ema@r] PE TO UALKO KOPPATL
NG AEMK, &nAadr to okawog, Ba PIopoUV va KATavorjoouv €UKOAOTEPA Ta PEPN TOU, TN
Xpnon SLapdpwv TUTIWV OKAYWVY OE CUVAPTNON KE TN HOPYH TOUG (TL.X. Yla aAtela), aAAd Kat
N SuokoAia tng EuAovautinylknc. H emiteuén tou otoxou pTopel va yivel péow SLtSaokaAlag
OXETLKOU EKTIALSEVUTIKOU UALKOU PE TIOLKIAEG SpaotnploTnTEG yla TNV Tagn,’”> o€ cuvduacpo pe
HLO EKTIALSEUTLKN) EKSPOUN 0TO Anpotikd Mouaeio Aylag Namag ©dAacoa kat §pactnpLotnTeq
HEOW LOTOOEALSAG ELELKA aLlepwpevNG otnV AEMK.”

To &eUtepo emimedo tng SpAaong oToxeVEL 0TOUG Habnteg tng M Nupvacoiou (14-15 €Twv): To
EKTIALSEUTLKO UALKO £6w SLagopoToLeital, kabwg Ba utevBupilel ta 6oa st6axOnkav otnv =t
AnpotikoU Kat Ba cUVSEEL TO UALKO auTO PE TLG EUPUTEPEG KOLVWVLKO-LOTOPLKEG CUVONKEG UTIO
TLG oToleg avartuxBnke n texvn. H dtadikaoia tng pabnong epmioutiletat 6w pe tnVv ma-
pouactaon apxelakol UALKOU otnv Tdgn (T.x. TaALeg pwToypaieg, Snuootevpata otov TUTo)
aAAA Kal pe TNy emtlokeyPn evog EuAovautinyou otnv tdgn. O pabnteg Ba £xouv TNV ukatlpia
va oudntroouv e Tov Texvitn TokiAa Bpata, Slattepa 6oa AmTovTal TG VauTiriynong Kat
TWV PEPWV €VOG OKAPOUG.

62 Wilkinson 2010.

63 [ Kal ZT AnpotikoU (emayyEApata).

64 A-IT AnpotikoU, A-I" Tupvaclou, A-I" Aukeiou (avapopég og apyaio BaAdooLo UTIOPLO, VAUTINYLKY, VAUHA-
Xleg, Baldoola Ta&idia, évvola tng MOALTLOPLKNG KANPOVOouLAG).

65 A-XT Anpotikou, A-I" Tupvaciou, A-I" Aukeiou (€vvoleg oxeSLAOPOU KAl KATAOKEUNG).

66 [M-ZT Anpotikou (Aaoypapla, tapadootakd emayyEApata, Evvolag MoAltloptkig KAnpovoptdg).

67 A Tupvaoiou (StsackaAia tng OSUOOELAG KAL AVAPOPES OE VAUTINYLKI Kal Baidooia ta&isia).

68 B' lupvaciou (mapadootakd smayyélpata, Aaoypagia, évvola MOALTLOPLKNAG KANpovouLAg).

69 A Anpotikou (apxato BaAdooto eumioplo, ayyeta), M-E AnpotikoU (to kapdfL tng Kepuvelag, apxaia vaurn-
YLKR)

70 Lee kat Shemilt 2003.

71 Bouchenaki 2005, 3.

72 H etolpacia tou oXETIKOU UALKOU Bploketal og EEALEN Kal a@opd OAa Ta TIPOTELVOMEVA ETITIESA TIOU OXO-
Aadovtal oto apov apbpo.

73 Ktori 2017a.
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H mtapadootakr] EuAovautinyLkr] amoteAel TTAPAANAQ Kal CUVSETLKO KPLKO PE TO LOTOPLKO
ylyveoBal tng ouyxpovng Kowwviag: oTo TPLTo Kal TEALKO ETHLTESO TIOU aopd tnv I Aukeiou
(17-18 €Twv), 0 eKTIALSEUTLKOC Ba KaBodnyr oL Toug HabnTég otn oxEon TNG TEXVNG ME TNV TOo-
TILKN LoTopla BETovTag TG BACELG TIPOC LA EPUNVEUTLKI KAL KPLTLKN TIPOCEyyLor tne. H Spdon
Ba StavBiletal pe wToypa@Llkd UALKO OXETIKA PE Ta BaAdooLa emayyEAPata Kat tnv TIoAuTto-
ALTLOPLKOTNTA TIOU Xapaktnpilet TG OAELG pe Atpavia (Ewk. 4). ETol, Ba amoKTroouv TLg ava-
YKQLEG YVWOELG yLa TO CUAAOYLKO TIapeABOV Ttou Ba Toug 08nyrioouv o€ oucLWSEN Katavonon
TWV TIAPOUCWV TOUG EPTIELPLWV KAL GNUAVTIKWY KOWWVLKWY {NTNUAtwy Omwg n éN\ewpn €p-
yaotag.”

Ol KOTOOKEUAOTIKEG TEXVEG KAL LKAVOTNTEG KATAOKEUNG epyaleiwv Bacilovtal o emava-
AapBavépeveg SLaSLKACLEG, OL OTIOLEG ATTALTOUV KAl SLAPOPETLKT SLSAKTLKI TIPOCEYYLoN yLd
va ylvouv katavontég. O paoctopag kabodnyel to veapd pabntevdpevo amd TG amAég oTLg
Lo oUvBeteg SLadikaoieg,’”> BUPLOVTAG Pag TNV EKTIALSEUTLKN TEXVLKN Tou scaffolding katda
TNV ottola oL pabntég kaBodnyouvtal otadlakd amd TLG AmAEG OTLG TILO CUVOETEG €VVOLEG, ™
KaL aTtoTeAEL TO KAELSL yLa TNV Katavonon tng mapadoolakig EUAOVAUTINYLKAG, KaBwg Kat Tng
AEMK. Zuvapn slval kat ta povtéAa Tipoodou tnG oKEPNG TTALSLWV QVa@OPLKA HE TA TEKPNPLA
Twv Lee kat Shemilt,” mavw ota omola Baclotnke N TPLUEPNS AUTH SLEAKTLKI TIPOCEYYLON UE
0TOX0, APEVOC, TN BEATIWON TNG LOTOPLKIG KPLTLKAG OKEPNG TWV PaBNTWV? Kal, APETEPOU, Va
evatobnromolnBouv yLa tnv mpootacia tng AEMK. H katdption evog TETOLOU TIPOYPAHATOG
ETILKEVTPWVETAL O0TNV tapddoon, n ottola evtoTidetal o€ OAEG TLG KOWWVLEG, UTIOPEL Va EKPPa-
OTEL TTIOLKIAOTPOTIWG, KaL £lval EUKOAA AvayVWPLoLUN PHECW TOU UALKOU TIOALTLOPOU.” ZUVETIWG,
OL JaBNTEG PETA TN CUPPETOXM TOUG OTO Tipoypapua Ba eival og B€on va avayvwpidouv To
OUYKEKPLUEVO TIOALTLOMLKO OTOLYELO, VA KATAVOOUV TNV LOTOPLKI] KAL KOWVWVLKI TOU §Laotacn,
Kat va avtthapBavovtat tn onuacia Sta@uAagng tou.

2YMIEPAZMATA

H kataypagn tng mapadootakng EuAovautnylkng tng Kumpou €8el&e tig SuvatdtnTeg TOU
TIPOOPEPEL AUTO TO TIOALTLOHLKO OTOLYELO: LOTOPLKEG KAL KOLWVWVLKEG TIANPOYOPLEG YLa TLG TIAPA-
KTLEG TOoTIOBEDLEG PE vauTtnyela, katdption Bdong SeSopévwy yLa tnv €EEALEN TNG TEXVNG OTNV
Kumpo, Stakivnon &ewv kat texvoyvwoiag otnv KUmpo amod vidmoug Kat §EVoug TeXVITES,
EUTIAOUTLONOG TNG SLéaockaAilag yla pabntég 12-18 €Twy, Kal KATAPTLON EKTTALSEUTIKWY Spd-
OEWV YLa EVAALKEG.

Ta TpWTa amoteAéopata NTav oAU eVOapPUVTIKA: TIAEOV £XOUV KATAYPAYEL OL TIUPHVEG
VAUTINYLKAG §paoctnpLlotntag o 0An tnv KUTpo, PE TLG amapyEg Toug va evtomidovtal akoun
KaL oto 17° awwva (yLa tn Agpeco). Kataypdpnkav miong oL inXaviopol HETaWopag TEXVoyVw-
olag pog tnv Kuttpo aAAd Kat aro tn pLa tapdktia TtoAn otnv AAAN, OToLXELO TIOU TEKUNPLW-
vovTal amod Tnv ovopatoloyla Kat Toug TUTIOUG TwV epyaAeiwv. Eva Ao evELageEpov oToLxelo
amoteAel kal N ox€on tng EUAOVAUTINYLKNG HE TLG AAAEG TEXVEG TOU EUAOU, OTWG Selxvouv Kat
TIAAL Ta EPYOAEL TWV TEXVLTWV.

74 Fertig 2010, 2-3.

75 MpPA. Iwvag 2001- Manadnuntplou 2003- PomtovAou-Hyoupevisou 2005+ Tehrani kat Riede 2008, 321-
Xat{nylaoeun 2016+ MTiAANg N. 2016+ Auyouotn I. 2016 Mopdpng 2016.

76 Greenfield k.a. 2000+ Tehrani kat Riede 2008, 320-1.

77 Lee kaL Shemilt 2003.

78 Philippou kat Makriyianni 2004+ Chapman 2006+ 2011.

79 Tehrani kat Riede 2008, 317.
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To €TIOPEVO OTASLO TNG €PELVAG BA ETILKEVTPWVETAL OTNV KATAPTLON TNG TIPOTEWVOHEVNG TPL-
HEPOUG EKTIALSEUTLKNG S§pdong. XToX0G elval n ouyypa@r TPlyAwooou EKTIALSEUTLKOU UALKOU
(EAANVLIKA, TOUPKLKA, AyyALKA) TO oTtolo Ba TepAapBAVEL KAl CNUAVTIKO PEPOG TWVY ATIOTEAE-
OMATWY TIOU aYopoUuV TO0o0 EAANVOKUTIPLOUG 000 Kal ToupkoKUTIpLou¢ EuAovauTinyoug. Mpo-
NyoUpEVa OXETIKA Ttapadelypatad €6et&av, OTL N KATAPTLON TETOLWV SLOKOLVOTIKWY TIPOYPau-
HATwV €xeL BTk eTi&pacn ot SLAXUoN TWV TIANPOYOPLWY, EVW TIAPAAANAA KAAALEPYOUV TNV
LOTOPLKA avTIANYn Kal To TIVELPA CUVEPYAOLAG HECA OE €Va TIOAUTIOALTLOMLKO TIEPLBAANOV.®!
‘Etot, n AEMK Ba eivat tpooPdoipun o€ OA0UG TOUG HABNTEG Kal EKTIALSEVTIKOUG KaAL va TIEPAOEL
HE QUTO TOV TPOTIO OTLG EMOPEVEG Yevieg Kutiplwv.

EYXAPIZTIEX

Oa nBeAa MPWTLOTWE Va EVXAPLOTHOW TOUG EUAOVAUTINYOUG TIOU PO TIAPAYWPNOaV CUVEVTEU-
€€Lg, CUPBANOVTAG PE TLG YVWOELG TOUG OUCLAOTLKA OTNV £peuva. Euxaplotw t8Laitepa to Ap.
M{pn Zo@okAEoug Kal Tov K. Anuntpn ©codwpou, tou Mattixelou Anuotikol Mouaoeiou Kat
Iotopikou Apxelou Agpeoou, yla tn BorBeld Toug oXeTIKA PE TNV Lotopia Tng AEPECOU Kat TNV
TIaPaxWPNoT TOU GXETLKOU QPWTOYPAPLKOU UALKOU. Oa riBeAa va emiong euyxaplotrjow tn Ap.
Avva Pouradier-Duteil AoiiSou, teuBUvtpLa Tou Kévtpou Emiotnuovikwy Epeuvwy, yla tnv
apaywpnon adelag PeAETng tou Apxetou Mpowoptkng Mapadoonc. TEAOG, oYeilw va euxapt-
otriow to Apxelo Tou PadLlopwvikoU I6pupatog KUTpou yla To TANPo@opLakd UALKO OXETLKA
HE To KapdpL Kepuvela-EAeubepla kat Tnv EUAovVaUTINYLKH TEXVN.

NMAPAPTHMA

KATATPA®EIZ MAPTYPIQN ATIM

1. KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 60, Kepuvela (Opka), Epeuvntnig: N. XplotogiSou, Z. Zrupou, 23/10/1990.
2. KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 98, Kepuvela (Kepuvela), Epeuvntnig: ©. Kuttpr), 07/11/1990.

3. KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 99, Kepuvela (KepUvela), Epeuvntnig: ©. Kuttpry, 07/11/1990.

4. KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 181, Kepuvela (Keplvela), Epguvntng: Z. ImUpou, 28/11/1990.

5. KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 254, Kepuvela (Kepuvela), Epeuvntng: A. Neowutou, 12/12/1990.

6. KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 256, Keplvela (Kepuvela), Epguvntng: A. Neogutou, 10/12/1990.

7. KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 284, Keplvela (Kepuvela), Epguvntng: A. Neogutou, 09/01/1990.

8. KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 995, Kepuvela (Kepuvela), Epeuvntng: A. Neogwutou (12/10/1991).

9. KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 1626, Kepuvela (Kepuvera), Epeuvntiig: Z. Zriupou (21/03/1993).

10. KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 1627, Kepuvela (Kepuvela), Epsuvntng: Z. Zmopou (21/03/1993).

11. KEE/AMNN, Ap. Mntpwou 2488, Appoxwotog (Malovoa), Epsuvntig: 2. Zmupou (28/01/1993).
12. KEEAMM, Ap. Mntpwou 2756, Acukwoia (Mépyou), Epsuvntng: X. Ztpou (07/04/1993).

13. KEE/AMM, Ap. Mntpwou 2774, Appoxwotog (Eptakwun), Epeuvntnig: . Zmtupou (22/04/1993).

80 Makpuylavvn k.d. 2011a- 2011B.
81 Counsell k.a. 2011.



- 300 -

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

KEE/AMM, Ap.
KEE/AMM, Ap.
KEE/AMM, Ap.
KEE/AMM, Ap.
KEE/AMM, Ap.
KEE/AMM, Ap.
KEE/AMM, Ap.

KEE/ATM, Ap.

ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2 + AURA 2

Mntpwou 3031, AupoXwotog (AHpOXwWotog), Epsuvntng: I. MatBatou (30/06/1993).
Mntpwou 3135, Aupoxwotog (ApHoxwotog), Epeuvntng: I. MatBatou (15/09/1993).
Mntpwou 4302, Asukwota (KapaBootdol), Epeuvntng: K. Mmappr|g (21/12/1994).
Mntpwou 4397, Kepuvela (Opka), Epeuvntng: Z. Zmupou (08/03/1995).

Mntpwou 4551, AUPOXWoTog (ApUOXwotog), Epeuvntng: K. Mmtappng (19/05/1995).
Mntpwou 4552, Aupoxwotog (Appoxwotog), Epeuvntrg: K. Mmtappr|g (12/05/1995).
Mntpwou 5249, Acukwola (Opopwita), Epeuvntic: K. Mpwtotana (25/10/1996).

Mntpwou 5250, Aeukwota (Opopwita), Epeuvntng: K. NMpwtomarna (17/02/1998).



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 301 -

BIBAIOTPA®IA

Awthtavidou, A., M. Aikawou, A. Ivtiavou kat K.
Irnupldakt. Emp. 1937. Kumpiakal Xmoudal.
AeAtiov ¢ Etaipeiag Kumpiakwv Zmoudwy,
ekbL60uevov un’ autrig ™ empeleia. Etog A -
Topog A. Aeukwola: «Neog Kdopog» Qupa T.
KupLakién.

Akif, O. kau S. Akif. 2008. Echoes from the Past /
Gecmisten Yokinlar / Hxw amd ta MoAud. Li-
massol: Terra Cypria. The Cyprus Conserva-
tion Foundation.

Arbel, B. 1995. «H KUTtpog UTO EVETLKI KupLapyiax.
Yo Iotopla tng Kumpou. Meoatwvikov Baoidetov
- Evetokpatia I, emip. ©. MNamadomoulhog, 445-
536. Aeukwola: T8pupa ApxLETILOKOTIOU Ma-
kaplou I" kat Mpageilov Kumplakng Iotoplag.

Auyouotn), T. 2016, 15 Auyouctou. «[pOCWTILKN
OUVEVTEUEN». AEPEDOG.

Auyouotr], N. 2016, 21 Auyouotou. «lpoowTiLtkn
OUVEVTEUEN». AEPECOG.

Auyouotr), K. 2016, 25 AuyoUotou. «[poowTiLkn
OUVEVTEUEN». AEPEDOG.

Blue, L. 2003. «Maritime Ethnography: the Reality
of Analogy». Xto Boats, Ships and Shipyards:
Proceedings of the Ninth International Sym-
posium on Boat and Ship Archaeology ISBSA,
Venice, 2000, etip. C. Beltrame, 334-338. Ox-
ford: Oxbow Books.

Bostan, I. 1993. «Shipyards in the Eastern Medi-
terranean during the late 18™ and early 19t
centuries as attested in Ottoman archival
materials». Xto The Evolution of Wooden Ship-
building in the Eastern Mediterranean during
the 18" and 19" Centuries, eri. K. Damianidis,
19-24. Athens: Ministry of Culture.

Bouchenaki, M. 2005. «The interdependency of the
tangible and intangible cultural heritage».
>to 74th ICOMOS General Assembly and Inter-
national Symposium: ‘Place, Memory, Meaning:
Preserving Intangible Values in Monuments and
Sites’, 27 - 31 October 2003, Victoria Falls, Zim-
babwe, ettty ICOMOS, 1-5. Charenton-le-Pont:
ICOMOS.

Chapman, A. 2006. «Asses, archers and assump-
tions: strategies for improving thinking skills
in history in Years 9 to 13». Teaching History
123:6-13.

____. 2011. «Understanding historical knowing:
evidence and accounts». Xto The Future of the
Past: Why History Education Matters, emy. L.
Perikleous kat D. Shemilt, 169-216. Nicosia:
Association for Historical Dialogue and Re-
search.

Cobham, C. D. Ermtip. 1969 [1908]. Excerpta Cypria.
Materials for a History of Cyprus. Nicosia: The
Library.

Counsell, C., C. Makrygianni kat M. Samani. 2011.
Constructing the AHDR Supplementary Educa-
tional Materials: A Journey in Cooperation for a
Better History Education. Nicosia: Association
for Historical Dialogue and Research.

Aapuavidng, KA. 1998. EMnvikry lMapadootakh
Naurmnyikr.  ABriva:  MoAwtiotikd  ISpupa
Opihou Netpatws.

. 2000. «EAAnVIK tapadootlakn EuAovaurn-
ylkr). IoTopLkl avaockomnaon, onpepvr katd-
0TOON KAL TIPOOTITLKEGY. [TUpPopog 3:63-68.
Demesticha, S. 2011. «The Mazotos shipwreck, Cy-
prus. A preliminary report». IJNA 40(1):39-59.

Demetriou, M. 2001. Traditional pottery in Cyprus.
Nicosia: Cyprus Ethnographic Museum - So-
ciety of Cypriot Studies.

AepBevng, A. 1999. «Ta tapadootakd epyaAeia tou
Eulovautinyou». Zto Shipbuilding and Ships
in the Eastern Mediterranean during the 18%
and 19" Centuries Proceedings, Chios, 4-7 June
1994, etup. K. A. Damianidis, 289-98. Chios:
Homerion Cultural Centre of Chios Munici-
pality.

®appakidou, =. 1938. Kumptakrjy Aaoypagia.
Aeukwota: Xp. I'. ZravpLavidou.

Fertig, G. 2010. «Teaching elementary students
how to interpret the past». The Social Studies
96(1):2-8.

Flatman, J. 2011. «Places of special meaning: West-
erdahl’s comet, “agency”, and the concept of
the “Maritime Cultural Landscape”». ¥to The
Archaeology of Maritime Landscapes, €my. B.
Ford, 311-29. New York: Springer-Verlag.

Ford, B. 2011. «Introduction». Xto The Archaeology
of Maritime Landscapes, emup. B. Ford, 1-9.
New York: Springer-Verlag.

Foucault, M. 2002. The Order of Things: An Archae-
ology of Human Science. London - New York:
Routledge.

Grivaud, G. Emp. 1990. Excerpta Cypria Nova. Voya-
geurs occidentaux a Chypre au XVéme siécle.
Sources et Etudes de I'Histoire de Chypre 15.
Nicosie: Centre des Recherches Scientifiques.

Greenfield, P.M., A.E. Maynard kat C.P. Childs. 2000.
«History, culture, learning, and develop-
ment». Cross-Cultural Research 34:351-74.

Hall, S. 2001. «Foucault: Power, Knowledge and
Discourse». Xto Discourse Theory and Practice:
A Reader, etiiy. M. Wetherell, S. Taylor kat S.
Yates, 72-81. London: Sage Publications.



- 302 -

Head, L. 2000. Cultural Landscapes and Environ-
mental Change. London: Routledge.

Iwvag, 1. 2001. Mapaéootaka Emayyédpata tng Ku-
npou. Anpoaotevpata tou Kévipou Emiotnpo-
VKWV Epeuvwv 37. Aeukwola: Kévtpo Emiotn-
HOVLKWV Epeuvwv.

Ionas, 1. 2003. La maison rurale de Chypre (XVilIe -
XXe siécle). Aspects et techniques de construc-
tion. Publications du Centre de Recherche
Scientifique de Chypre 12. Nicosie: Centre de
Recherche Scientifique de Chypre.

Jacoby, D. 1995. «To eumdpLo KL n olkovopia tng Ku-
Tpou (1191-1489)». Zto Iotopia tng Kumpou.
Meoawwvikov Baaidetiov - Evetokpartia I, miy. ©.
Mamadomoulog, 387-454. Nicosia: T6pupa
ApxlemiokoTiou Makapiou I - Tpageiov Ku-
Tplaknig Iotoplag.

Jowell, T. 2006. «Introduction». Xto Capturing the
Public Value of Heritage. The Proceedings of the
London Conference, 25-26 January 2006, eTtLp.
K. Clark, 7-13. Swindon: English Heritage.

Kavbog, ©.X. 1981. Aaikoi Teyvitec g Kumpou.
Aeukwola: Afjpog Aeukwotag.

Knapp, B. kat S. Demesticha. Emp. 2017. Mediter-
ranean Connections. Maritime Transport Con-
tainers and Seaborne Trade in the Bronze and
Early Iron Ages. Walnut Creek, CA: Left Coast
Press.

Ktori, M. 2017a. The Intangible Maritime Cultural
Heritage Project - Cyprus. www.imchpcy.com.

2017B. «Lefkara Lace: educational ap-
proaches to ICH in Cyprus». International
Journal of Intangible Heritage 12:78-92.

____. 2017y. «The Monumental Topography of
Medieval Paphos (1192-1570/1): Under-
standing and Contextualising a Fragmented
Urban Coastal Landscape.» MetamtuyLlakn)
AUTAWHATLKN Epyaoia, MavemotruLo
Kumpou.

Lee, P. kat D. Shemilt. 2003. «A scaffold, not a
cage: progression and progression models in
history». Teaching History 113:13-23.

Lipe, W.D. 1984. «Value and meaning in cultural re-
sources». Xto Approaches to the Archaeological
Heritage, emiiy. H. Cleere, 1-11. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Lowenthal, D. 1998. The Heritage Crusade and the
Spoils of History. Cambridge: Cambridge Uni-
versity Press.

Maier, F. G. kat V. Karageorghis. Ettitp. 1984. Paphos
History and Archaeology. Nicosia: A.G. Leventis
Foundation.

Makpuytdvvn, X., E. Apyupoul, B. Blondeau, G.
Ertag, V. Izzet, M. Ktwprj, R. Rogers kat C.

ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2 + AURA 2

Counsell. 2011a. MaBaivovtac va Atepeuvolpe
v Iotopla tn¢ Kumpou péoa amd Texvoupyr-
pata. Bonbnua yia ExmaitSeutikous. Aeukwola:
‘Ophog Iotoplkou AlaAdyou kat Epsuvag.

2011B. Mabaivovtag va Aiepeuvolpe tnv
Iotopia tn¢ Kompou péoa amd Teyvoupyripara.
Tetpadio Apaotnpiotritwy. Aeukwola: ‘OpLhog
IotoplkoU Atahdyou kat Epguvag.

McGrail, S., L. Blue, E. Kentley kat C. Palmer. 2003.
Boats of South Asio. London: Routledge
Cruzon.

McHoul, A. kat W. Grace. 1993. A Foucault Primer:
Discourse, Power and the Subject. Malaysia:
Melbourne University Press.

Mevtwvng, N. 2018, 18 AmplAiou. «MpoowTiLkn
OUVEVTELEN». Adpvaka.

MepakAng, M.T. 1989. Aaoypagika Zntijuata. ABrva:
Ek860eLg X. Mmoupa.

_.1999. «O Aaikdg TOALTLOPOG TG KUTtpou. Me-
PLKEG TIAPATNPNOELG Ao TEVTE onuelar». £To
Mpaktikad I’ Suumoaiou Kumplakirc Aaoypaglag,
29-30 NoeuPpiou 1997. stn upviun Kuptdkou
Xat{nwavvou, emy. M. Mamadomouiou, 45-
55. NauTAto: Aaoypa@lkog Opthog Agpecou
- Nehomovvnolakd Aaoypagiko 1pupa.

Mogabgab, T.A.H. Emuw. 1941. Supplementary Ex-
cerpts on Cyprus or Further Materials for a His-
tory of Cyprus, Topog 1. Nicosia: The Pusey
Press.

. Ertup. 1943. Supplementary Excerpts on Cyprus
or Further Materials for a History of Cyprus,
Topog 2. Nicosia: The Pusey Press.

. ETtup. 1945. Supplementary Excerpts on Cyprus
or Further Materials for a History of Cyprus,
Topog 3. Nicosia: Zavalli Press.

Mopdpng, A. 2016, 15 Iouliou. «lpooWTILKA
OUVEVTEUEN». AEPEDOG,

MrmekidpoyAou-EEaSaktAou, Awk. 1994, O6w-
pavikd Naumnyela otov lMapadootako EAAR-
VIKO Xwpo. ABrva: MoALTLOTIKO TexVoAOyLKO
Tépupa ETBA.

MmiAANG, A. 2016, 19 AuyoUotou. «IpoowTitknA
OUVEVTEUEN». AEPETOG.

MTiAANG, N. 2016, 18 AuyoUotou. «[poowWTILKN)
OUVEVTEUEN». AEPETOG.

Maradnuntpiou, E. 1992. EBvoypapikd Kapmaoiag.
Aeukwota: Etatpeia Kumplakwv Zmoudwy.

2003. H Téyvn tou ZuUAou otnv Kumpo.
Neukwola: Yrioupyeio Matdelag - MoALTLOTIKEG
YTinpeoteg.

__ . 2005. Neotepn Epualwpévn Kepauwkn tng
Kumpou. Ta Epyactripta Aamrjfou. Aeukwolia: Ev
TUToLC.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2

. 2010. Aaikn Zwypagikn. Eyyapaén kat FAUTTLKT).
Aeukwolia: «Ev TUTIOLG».

ManayapaAdumoug, MX. 2001. H Kumpiakry Owia.
Anpootevpata  tou  Kévtpou  Emiotnpo-
VIKwV  Epeuvwv  29. Aeukwola:  Kévtpo
Emiotnpovikwy Epguvwv Kutpou.

Philippou, S. kat C. Makriyianni. Etiip. 2004. What
does it mean to think historically? Approaches
to teaching and learning history. Nicosia: Asso-
ciation for Historical Dialogue and Research.

Miepldn, A.l. 1991. Kumpiakn Aaikry Téxvn. 2" €K8.
Aeukwota: Etaipeia Kutiplakwv Zmouswv.

Moywatdng, X. 2018, 28 AmplAiou. «lpooWTILKA
OUVEVTEUENY. MapaiipvL.

MoAltng, N.I. 1920. Aaoypagpika Zuuusikta A
Anpoatevpata AaoypaptkoU Apyeiou Ap. 1.
ABrva: Turtoypapeio Napackeua.

PLlomtoUAou-Hyoupevisovu, Eupp. 1996a.
«H AyyeAkr) Miepiou kat n  Kumplakn
EBvoypapla», Report of the Department of An-
tiquity of Cyprus:367-371.

1996B. H Aotk Evéupacia tng Kumpou
katd tov 18° kat tov 19° awwva. Aeukwola:
MoAttiotikd T6pupa Tpdmnedag Kutmpou.
. 2005. AvBpwméuoppes Koukkoupudpes. H mo-
pela tne Atakoounuévng Kepapkric te¢ Aupoxw-
oToU (19°-20% atwvag). Aeukwold: MOALTLOTIKO
T6pupa Tpamnelag Kutpou.

PLlomtoUAou-HyoupeviSou, Eupp. kat A. DAwpiSou.
1987. dwdpbou. Eva lMapadootakd XwpLo tng
Kompou. Aeukwota: T8pupa A. T. AgBevn.

240ag, K. 1962. ToupkokpatoUuevn EAAg (1453-
1821). ABriva: K. Kapapwvomoulog - ©O.
FueTakng.

Skarlatos, D., S. Demesticha kat S. Kyparissi. 2012.
«An ‘open’ method for 3D modelling and map-
ping in underwater archaeological sites». In-
ternational Journal of Heritage in the Digital Era
1(1):25-44.

Smith, L. kau N. Akagawa. Emp. 2009. Intangible
Heritage. London - New York: Routledge.

Skarlatos, D., S. Demesticha kat S. Kyparissi. 2012.
«An ‘open’ method for 3D modelling and map-
ping in underwater archaeological sites». In-

- 303 -

ternational Journal of Heritage in the Digital Era
1(1):25-44.

Smith, L. kau N. Akagawa. Emp. 2009. Intangible
Heritage. London - New York: Routledge.

Skarlatos, D., S. Demesticha kat S. Kyparissi. 2012.
«An‘open’ method for 3D modelling and map-
ping in underwater archaeological sites». In-
ternational Journal of Heritage in the Digital Era
1(1):25-44.

Smith, L. kat N. Akagawa. Emp. 2009. Intangible
Heritage. London - New York: Routledge.

Jowpokheoug, M.A. 2016, 19 NoepBplou.
«MPOCWTILKY CUVEVTEUEN». AEPEDOG.
. [X-x.]. «To Kapvaylo tng Aepecou». AePETOG.
Tehrani, J. J. kat F. Riede. 2008. «Towards an archae-
ology of pedagogy: learning, teaching and
the generation of material culture traditions».
World Archaeology 40(3):316-31.

Xapahapmoug, X. 2008, 9 Iavouapiou. «ToVNoLWTLKO
TIPOOWTIO TNG AEPECOU». PINEAEUBEPOG:3T.

Xat¢nywacepn, A. 2016. Asukapitika. Téxvn Kat
Mapdsoon. Aeukwola: MOALTLOTIKEG YTINPEDLEG
Yroupyelou Matdelag kat MoALTiopou.

Xat{nmapaokeud, E. 2014. «Ta&lSL oto XpOVo: TO Ka-
pABL Tng Keplvelag, cUPPBOAO ETLOTPOPNG».
Ntokipavtép.  Agukwola:  Padlo@wviko
I6pupa Kumpou.

Xat{notuAlAng, M. 2015. «Xwplg Amookeuég. H
TEYXVN TOu KapafBopapaykoU». NTOKLHavTEp.
Aeukwota: Padlopwviko Tépupa Kutpou.

Wagstaff, J.I.LM. 1987. Landscape and Culture: Geo-
graphical and Archaeological Perspectives. Ox-
ford: Basil.

Westerdhal, K. 1992. «The maritime cultural land-
scape». International journal of Nautical Ar-
chaeology 21(1):5-14.

Westerdhal, K. 2011. «The maritime cultural land-
scape». 2to Oxford Handbook of Maritime Ar-
chaeology, emiu. A. Catsambis, B. Ford kat D.L.
Hamilton, 733-57. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

Wilkinson, A. 2010. «Making cross-curricular links

in history: some ways forward». Teaching His-
tory 138:4-7.






BLBALOKPLOLEC

Reviews






BiBALoKkpLotla

E. Znpavtwvn-Mmoupvia

EOvVLkO kat Kamodtotplakd MavemiotripLlo ABnvwv
esiman@arch.uoa.gr

YKIAGpvTL, A. 2016. Koukouvaptéc Mapou. Ot avackapéc kat n tatopla tn¢ mavdapyatng akpomoAng
Tou Atyaiou. ABriva: Avackageg Mapou, Kévtpo Iotopkwy Kat Apyatohoylkwy Xmoudwv. I1SBN
978-960-91596-1-6. 2e\.96, £yXPWHEC PWTOYPAPLES, XAPTOSETO.

AyyAtkn ekdoon: Schilardi, D.-U. 2016. Koukounaries Paros. The excavations and history of a most
ancient Aegean acropolis. Athens: Paros excavations-Center of Historical and Archaeological
Studies. ISBN 978-960-91596-1-6. YeA. 95, €ypwHEC pwTOypaPlec, YapTOSETO.

[taAkn €koon: Schilardi, D.-U. 2016. Koukounaries di Paros. Gli scavi e la storia di una antichis-
sima acropoli dell’Egeo. Atene: Scavi di Paros. Centro di studi storici e archeologici di Paros. ISBN
978-960-91596-1-6. e\, 95, EyypWUEG YWToypawleg, XapTodeTo.

Qg mpwtn evtunwon n tpiyAwoon ékdoon «KoukouvapLeg NMapou. OL avackaeg kat n Lotopia
NG TTAVAPXaLNG AKPOTIOANG TOU Alyalou» TIAPATIEUTIEL OE APXALOAOYLKO 08Ny0, Aol xpnoLpo-
TtoLel to avtiotolyo format. Ta paypata Opwe Sev ival tavta onwg gaivovtat: Ba propovoe
Bdolpa va LoyuploBel kavelg 6tL to BLBAlo amoteAel ouvBeTikn epyacia, otnv omola o cuy-
YPQPEAG CUYKEVTPWVEL, HE CUVTOPLA AAAA TIOAU ETTOTITIKA, TA ATIOTEAECHATA TNG PAKPAG Kal
eTimovng apxaloAoyLkig épeuvag Tou &ekivnoe o 16Log kat N opdda tou, Nén amo to 1976, oto
Moo Twv Koukouvaplwv MNapou. Ou Koukouvapleg Tiripav amo oAU vwplg tn B€on toug otn
SLEBVN Kal EAANVLKN ETILOTAKIN PE ONUAVTLKA apBpa TIou £X0UV KATA Kalpoug Snpooleubel o
ELSLKA TIEPLOSIKA KaL EKSOOELG (TA TIEPLOCOTEPA ATIO TOV CUYYPAPEQA TOU UTIO GULHTNOLV €pyou).
Ztnv TPOoLOAN TWV ATIOTEAECHATWY TNG avaokagng Bordnoe amo@aoLoTLKA TO YEYOVOG OTL N
B€on elval amo tig Alyeg Tou KeVTpLKoU Alyaiou Ttou PTtopel -pHeTa&l AAAWV- va SWOEL amavtr-
OELG 0TO PAEYOV {TNHA TNG CUVEXELAG TWV TIPOIOTOPLKWY OTOUG LOTOPLKOUG XPOVOUG.

O ypavoSLopLTIKOG OYKOG TwV Koukouvaplwy, eUpLOKOUEVOG o BEon TipovouLloUxo amo
KdBe amoyn, upwvel ta 75 pétpa Tou otov NOTLO-SUTLKO PUXO TOou KOATIoU Tng Ndouoag pe
Ta TIOAA ao@aAr] ayKupoBoALa Kal MOTITEVEL TO OTeVO TTEPACHA avapesa otny Mdpo Kat tn
Nd&o. Alrtha Tou ektelvetal n eVopn Kodda Twv Kapapwv, Tou e£ac®AALle 0Toug KaTtolkoug
Ta TPOG To NV, EVW OL aTIOKPNHVEG TIAQYLEG aTETpedav -av Kal OxL Ttavta pe emttuyia- Toug
enl&0E0UC KATAKTNTEG KATA TOUG HAKPOUG ALWVEG KATOLKNGONG Tou Adpou.

H mpoéAeuon Tou Tomwvuliou, To oTolo 0 A.Z. TtapdAyeL amo tn SLaPOpYWaon Twy TIPAVWY
TIou Bupifouv Kat' autdv PoAiSeg koukouvaplov, Ba empeTe Lowg va epeuvnBel Ste€odikotepa:
H ovopaoia Koukouvaplég Sidetal katd Kavova o€ TIapaAleG OTOALOHEVEG PE TO OUYKEKPLUEVO
€L60¢ TteUKoU, OTWG oL Koukouvapleg tng Alpvng EuBolag, r ot eplpnueg KoukouvapLeég tng

AURA 2 (2019): 307-11



308 - ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2 + AURA 2

ZKLaBou. Auotuxwg otnv Mdpo Sev UTIAPXEL OUTE €V TETOLO SEVTPO OE OpaTH] ATO TO AOYO
amnéotaon. Emi mAéov To oxrpa Tou AdYou o€ TioTe Sev SLapepeL amnd Toug avtioToLoug ye-
WAOYLKOUG OXNHATLOPOUG TWV vNolwy Tou Kevtplkou Alyalou.

H pwkpn €miywon, XapaktnpLlotik o€ amOKPNPVEG VNOLWTLKEG BECELG, KAl OL ETILKAAUTITO-
MEVEC OLKLOTLKEG (PAoELG KateoTpePav o€ PeyAAo Babud ta TaAaldTEPA APXLTEKTOVIKA KaTdA-
Aourta. Ztn Sswdtnta tou avaokagea Ba TpEmeL va Totwhel n Siatripnon kat TavTion Twv
ETMTAAMNAWY OLKLOTLKWVY OTPWHATWVY Kal N Ta&LVOUNon €VOG KUKEWVOG aPXALOAOYLKWY TIANPO-
poplwv. To BLRALo Sev Slakpivetal o€ KEQAAALA, AKOAOUBWVTAG TO TIPOTUTIO APXALOAOYLKOU
o&nyou. H tapouciaon ylvetal wg eviaia dtryynon, n omoia mapakoAoubel cuoTnUATIKA TO YU-
OLKO QVAyAUQO aTto TLG UTIWPELEG TIPOG TNV KOPUPT TOU AOYOU, PEow apyalag atparou («votia
avdpacn») Tiou Tiepva SLAa amo PUKNVATKA OXUPWHATIKA £pya- VA TETOLO EVAL TO JUKNVAIKO
(PUAAKLO, TIOU PpOoUpEL TNV apxr tng votiag avdpaocng. I&laltepa evtunwotddet n peyaAbkn
HUKNvaikp oxUpwaon Tou xpovoloyeitatl otov 12° al. T.X. H teAeutaia ev cuviotatal amo
OUVEXEG Telx0G, aANG amtd PlkpdTEPA UBUYPAPHA 1] KAUTIUAGYpaApa TURpata, LSpupéva ota
Lo eVdAWTA onpela Tou Adou. H TolyoSopia Kal To UALKO TOUG PEPVOUV APECA OTO VOU TNV
Tiepimou olyxpovn, aAAd cuvexr, oxUPWOon TOU ZwHTIoupyou Trivou.

210 avw TAdtwpa tng NotLag KALTUoG Twv KoukouvapLwy, O0TIou Tipwta odnyel n apxata
TIPOoRacH, KaL EKATEPWOEV aUTNG, EKTELVETAL PEPOC TOU Mpwipou ApxaikoUu olkiapou (700-650
T.X.). Ta apxLtekTovika AslPpava oto pecaio MAdTwHA Kat oTo Tinedo 0Tou 0 vaodg tng ABnvdg,
ouvdualopeva petagl TOUG, QVILTIPOOWTIEVOUV TNV TEAEUTALA PACT XPriong Tou Adpou. MéxpL
TpdoPATa TN yVWon yla TG cuvenkeg dtapilwong katd tnv mnoxr tou ApxLAdxou, n otola ou-
pTILTITEL pE TNV Ttepiod0o Katoiknong tou Mpwipgou ApXaikoU OLKLOHPOU, TIPOCEPEPAV KUPLWG oL
TIANPOYOopLeg IOV pag €8wve o L6Log o olnNTrG. H avaoka@r) otig KoukouvapLeg TIapEXEL TIAEOV
QVTLKELPEVLKA oTolyela, wote va avthngBoupe To Twg epimou nrav n {wry o' évav PLKpo ye-
WPYO-KTNVOTPOPLKO OLKLOHO TOU TIPWTOU YLooU Tou 7° at. Tt.X., TTou A0yw B€on¢ ackoUoe Ta-
pAAANAQ TN vautilla Kat To uTopLo. Téoo ta otabepd 600 Kat Ta Kvntd euprjpata dev Ba
pTIopoUcaV VA XAPAKTNPLOTOUV EVTUTIWOLOKA: OL AVECELG OTLG HOVOXWPEG 1 SIXYWPEG TIAAKO-
OTPWTEG LELWTLKEG KATOLKIEG TWV KoukouvapLwy Sev SLEPepav TIOAU amtd aUTEG TIOU TTapeLyav
MEXPL TO TIPWTO YL TOU 20°° alwva Ta XWPLATOOTILTA TWV EAANVLKWY VNOLWV.

H mAakootpwin avdpaocn KAtaAriyeL 0To avwtepo TAATwHA, Tou Bupilel duompdolto
0XUPO Kal TipooTateVeTaL 0Tn VOTLA TIAEUPA aTto LoXupd TURHA Telxoug tng TeAeutalag HUKn-
vaikng mepldédou. ESw n emiywon ntav maxutepn kat CUVERAAE OTNV LKAVOTIOLNTLKA SLatripnon
EMAMNAWY OTPpWUATWY amo apyata otkodournpata. H maAaldtepn paptupla avbpwrivng ma-
pouciag (ATTOKAELOTIKA KLvNTA euprjpata) oto Ao pBavel iiow otn Nedtepn NeoALBLKN, EVW
N €MOMPEVN XPOVOAOYLKA ETILXWON TOTIOBETE(TAL ATIO TNV KEPAULKN 0TV MPpWTOKUKAASLKN 11
Tieplodo (2700-2300 1.X.). ATtd tn paon autri cwdovial 0To EMAVW TTAATWHA KAL APXLTEKTOVLKA
Astpava, 6w Stwpoo ALBOKTLoTO KTlopa, To oTolo o avaokagéag -Aoyw Totobeoiag- Bew-
pnog katolkia Tou apyovta tou MK oklopou.

Auotuywg Sev BpeBnKav KATAAOLTIA, APXLTEKTOVIKA 1 AAAQ, TIOU VA YEQUPWVOUV TN Ha-
kpatwvn meplodo petagL tng MpwtokukAadikng II kat tng YotepoeAhadikng III I teptodou. H
adLAdoTaotn cuVEXELa avBpwTILvng Ttapouaciag kat §pactnplotntag oto vnol BeRatwvetat and
eupripata o€ AAAEG TIEPLOXEG TG Mdpou.

Tn AapTpotepn Tepiodo NG PLKPNG TtapdAlag B€ong tou kOATou tng Ndouoag avtlpoow-
TteveL N YotepoeA\adikn III T, otnv ottola XpovoAoyeitat To MLBANTLKO NYEPOVLKO CUYKPOTNHA
TNG KOPUWPNG Tou AOou. H puknvaikn eykataotaon twyv KoukouvapLwy avhKeL, katd tov A.Z.,
OTOUG OLKLOMOUG Ttou (Spucav otig KUKAASEC opadeg Muknvailwy otig apyEg tou 12 at. 1.X.,
OTaV 0 EANASLKOG HUKNVALKOG TIANBUCHOC EYKATEAELTIE TA KATECTPAPHPEVA AVAKTOPLKA KEVTPA
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NG Htelpwtikng EAMASag avadntwvtag ac@alég Kataguylo o€ AUon Kat AVAtoAr). Asv eTé-
Ae€av va oxupwoouv To UPwpa tou Kdotpou tng Mapotklag ylatt Sev SLEBeTe ta oTpatnyLka
TIAEOVEKTNPATA TwV KOUKOUVaPLWV.

H nygpovikn eykatactacn ftav Stwpo@n. Tnv 0pLle tpog NOTov peyaAlBikd telxog dxoug
1,66 ., TIOU TIPOOTATEVE GUYXPOVWGE TN POVASLKN TIpdoBacn o' autnv. Asv elvat TTAéov Suvatd
va SLATILOTWOOUPE AV TO AVAKTOPLKO CUYKPOTNHa akoAouBoUaoe Tov EAAaSLKO TUTIO, yLati étav
TO KT{PLO KATAOTPAPNKE O OPOYOG KATEPPEUCDE. XTO ETITIESO TOU UTIOYELOU Slatnpolvtat Sid-
Spopot, TIOAUTIAOKEG aTIOBNKEG KAl KALUOKOOTAOLA, EVW PEPOG TNG TTAOUCLAG OLKOOKEUNG ELXE
KAtappeLoEL amod Tov 0powo. ISlaltepa onuavtikn lvat n maxutatn otpwaon TEYPag Kal Tto
OKEAETLKO UALKO TIOU BpEBNKE KATA XWwpav, OTOLXELQ TIOU AMOKAAUTITOUV TLG CUVONKEG KATW
armo TG omoleg AvBpwriol kat {wa Bprikav tov Bavato! Ta avacka@lka dedopeva utEdel§av
OTL YETA aTo pdon peydAnG eUPAPELAG N aKPOTIOAN TwWV KOUKOUVAPLWY KATAoTPAPNnKE amd
HEYAAN TtUpKayLd, attia tng omolag ntav, towg, xOpLkn TToALOpKLa Kal LoBoAn. Mpog autr} TNV
uTtoBeon odnyel TMARB0OG eupNUATWY, OTIWG ALBLVA PAAPATA KAl XAAKLVEG ALXPEG BEAwV, TTIOU
Bp€dnkav o€ TTOCOTNTEG YUPW ATIO TO TEIXOC, AANA KAl OL TIPOXELPEG TAYPEG PESA KAl OTO APESO
TIEPLBAAAOV TOU NyEPOVIKOU CUYKPOTHHATOG. OL TIOALOpKNEVOL aivetal OTL ykKAwBLotnkav
OTNV AKPOTIOAN Kat eV pmopecav va BAPOUV owaoTd TOUG VEKPOUG TOUG OTO YELTOVLKO PUKN-
vaiko vekpotageio Tou Adyyou f KATw OTNV KOWAdA, EVW OTNV ATIEATILOPEVN TpooTiddeLa va
OWooULV Ta {Wa Toug KATA TNV TIOALOPKIa, Ta PETEPEPAV PECA OTNV OXUPWHEVN aKPOTIOAN,
OTI0U Kal Bprkav tov Bavaro.

H peAétn tng dwbovng, eLoaypévng Kal VTOTILAG, KEPAMLKNAG PAVEPWOE OTL TO CUYKPOTNHA
KATAoTpA@nKe HOALG HLa yeVLd PETA TNV aveyepor] tou (1190-1150 tt.X., YE III I Méon). H wn
0’ auTO SLakpLVOTaV yLa TNV TIOAUTEAELA TNG: EKTOG ATIO TNV acAuLVBo Kat Toug udataywyoug
Tou to SLEoyLlav eEaopaiifovtag dveon kat kaBaplotnta, Bpednkav akatépyaota KOPUATLa
opelag KPUOTAAOU Kal AVTLKELPEVA aTtd EAEPAVTOS0VTO, OTEATITN KAl NULTTOAUTLPOUG AlBoug,
oppayldOALBoL, xdAKva OTIAa Kat epyaleia Kat évag XaAvog aAdyou, TIou OpoLol Tou poévo arnd
TG MukKnveg 1} tn ©nBa pag ivat yvwotot.

H akpdmoAn &ev eykatalelpbnke peTd tnv Kataotpo@r tou 1150 1.X. ‘Onwg §Epoupe Ki
aTto AAAEG TIEPLTTTWOELG O0TNV HTtelpwTikry EAAGSa Kat oTa vnoLd, 600L attd TOUG KATOLKOUG ETTE-
Blwoav, eméotpedav Kal yKATAOTABNKAV PECA OTA EPELTILA TOU CUYKPOTNHATOC, 5LopBwvo-
VTaG TIPOXELPA O, TL OTEKOTAV akOpa OpBLo. H pTwyELa KAl N CUVEXNG UTtoRABLoN TNG KATToTE
uPnAng olotntag {wng yivetat oduvnpd atedntn, Kuplwg HECW TNG KEPAULKAG. O Hapacpog
HETA TNV KATAOTPOYr] SLIPKECE TOUAGXLOTOV yLa EVav alwva, HEXPL VA Yavouv Ta TpwTa on-
pAadLa «avakapPng» Kat PLag véag koopavtiAnyng, mou onpatodotouyv tnv £l0odo otnv MNpw-
TOYEWWETPLKI) ETIOXN.

H e€atpetikr onpacia Twv KoukouvapLwy yla tnv €peuva Bploketal o’ autiv akpLpwg tnv
Tepl080 PapacpoU: yLa TpwTn Yopd OTOV VNOLWTLKO KOOHO Tou KevtplkoU Alyaiou Tekunpl-
WVETAL PE APXLTEKTOVIKA KATAAOLTIA, WG LSLaltepn LOTOPLKN TEplodog Katl OxL amAWG WG Ke-
PAULKN TEXVOTPOTILA, N YITopuknvaikn gacn (1100-1050/1025 1.X.), yvwotr amod Alyeg akdua
TIEPLOXEG TOU EAANVLIKOU kOopou. Ta apxLtektovika Asihava ival eAdyLlota, arld Bplokovtat
€KE(, KaL TIapd TO OTL O CUYYPAPEQG ETILAEYEL TNV ‘A0PAAR €KPpacn «EPELTLa PETA TNV Kata-
OTPOPI)», ATIOYEVYOVTAG TOV XAPAKTNPLOPO KATIOLWV TEKUNPLWV WG UTTOPUKNVAIKWY, OPWG TO
XAopa PeTa&L TPOIOTOPLKWY KAL LOTOPLKWY XPOVWY YEQUPWVETAL, KATASELKVUETAL N CUVEXELA
NG MeTAPacnG, Tou elvat To Peyaio {nToUPEVO TNG £PEUVAG YLA TIAPA TIOAAEG BECELG ava TNV
EMASa. Avtipprioslg Ba prtopoucav €miong va SLatutiwBouv Kat yla TNV and HEPOUC Tou AL,
ETILYOVI OTN XPrON TOU OPOU «OKOTELVOL XPOVOL».

Tnv amoomacpatiky yvwon pag yta tov M owkiopo (1050/1025-900 11.X.) 0T0 €MAvVw TAG-
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TWHA CUPTIANPWVOUV Ta TTAOUCLA KEPAWLKA EUprPaTa amo amnobéteg. O ouyypageag, oTov TE-
PLOPLOHPEVO XWPO TIOU SLABETEL, TTapoUcLAlel PE EVPUTNTA YVWOEWY KAl TIOAU ETIOTITIKA TLG
KOAALTEXVLKEG, APA KAL EUTIOPLKEG, ETIAPEC UE TNV TIPWTOTIOPLAKN KEPAMPLKN TEXVN TNG ABrvag
KaL ETILONMALVEL TLG EEALPETIKEG TOTILKEG ATIOMLUIOELG,.

MoAU KaAUtepn glval N TANPo@dpNaor] Hag yLa TOUG ALWVEG TIOU akoAouBoUv. O 9° kat L&Lwg
0 8° auwvag T.X. aVTLITPOOWTIEVOUV TNV emopevn, Petd tnv YE LI I, xpuon €mnoxr tng akpo-
TIOANG TwV Koukouvaplwyv. O KaAd cwlOPEVOG YOTEPOYEWUETPLKOG OLKLOPOG OTO EMAVW TIAA-
TWHQA, TIOU CUMTILTITEL XPOVLKA HE TOV TEAAL, TOV KATA TNV tapddoon Tammmou tou ApxLAOXou,
TIAPOUOLALEL TIOANEG AVTLOTOLYLEG HE AANOUG OUYXPOVOUC OLKLOPOUG Tou Alyaiou, OTiwG n Za-
yopa kat n YPnAr otnv Avépo r n Mwwa otnv Apopyod, av Kat §gv TelXloBnke Kata tn CUyKe-
KpLpévn eplodo, lowg yati n YE III T oxUpwaon ouvéxLoe va xpnolyoTmoLeitat. MeyaAn peya-
poéoxnun owkia (owkia C, mou Bupidel apketd ekelvn otnv akpoToAn tou Epmoplol tng Xiou)
EPUNVELONKE WG Katolkia Tou apxovta Kat Sltadexbnke otnv tdla Bon pLa avdAoyng xprong
aPLdwtn okia twv Ml xpovwv. To KTLpLo, PETA attd avakaivion, CUVEXLOE VA KATOLKELTAL PEXPL
TNV eykatalelpn tou Ad@ou, yUpw ota péoa Tou 7° at. T.X. O OLKLOPOG OTNV aKPOTIOAN, TIOU
patvetat OTL TTpog To TEAOG ToU 8% at. T.X. £yLVe LSLattepa TTOAUAVOPWTIOG, KATACTPAPNKE aTtd
OELOPO Kal eyKATaAelpOnke Alyo petd to 700 1.X. Katd to i8Lo mepimou Stdotnpa eykataAel-
PONKav Kat AANOL YEWHETPLKOL OLKLOPOL TOU vnoLov, (owg yLati ol KATOLKOL CUVOLKLGBNKav oTo
opyavwpévo Aotu otnv Mapotkid tng MNapou, dTwg TIPOSPUWG TIPOTELVEL O CUYYPAPEAC,.

Mua amopla Tou yevVLETAL OTOV avayvwaoTtn Kal Pe tnv omota o A.X. §sv aoyoAeital, Tpo-
PavVWEG AOyw TIEPLOPLOPEVOU XWpPoU, elvat yLatl Téoo Ta puKNVaikad 000 KAl TA YEWHETPLKA
Aelpava meplopiovtal oxeSOV AMOKAELOTIKA 0TO AVW TIAATWHA, O€ avTiBeon Pe ToV TIPWLHO
apXaikd OLKLOUO TIOU ATIAWVETAL OE TIEPLOCOTEPA TIAATWHATA, OTLG UTIWPELEG TOU AOYPOU. Av
UTTOB€00UE OTL OTO €MAVW TIAATWHA BPLoKOTAV N JUKNVALKI akPOTIOAN, EVW 0 OUYXPOVOC OL-
KLOPOG EKTELVOTAV XAUNAOTEPA Kal SV €xeL akOpa evtotiloBel (uTtdpxouv TIOANG avaioya Ta-
padetypata amod tnv Kupilwg EAESa), dpwg Sev Ba prtopoloape va uttootnplEoupe KATL TETOLO
yLa TOV YEWUETPLKO OLKLOPO. ZUYKPLVOHEVOC PE oUyxpova TIapdAAnAa amo TG KUKAASEG Kat To
Avyato yevikotepa (Zayopd, YYnAn, Mwvwa, EUTtopld, BpouALd) €xeL TTOAU TIEPLOPLOUEVN EKTAON
Kal Sev glval UKOAQ KATAVONTO TO YLATL OL KATOLKOL OTPLUWYBNKAV OTOV TIEPLOPLOKEVO XWPO
TIOU TIPOCEWEPE N AKPOTIOAN, ATIOWEVUYOVTAG VA ETTEKTABOUV OTOV UTIOAOLTTO AOYO, TOUAGXL-
OTOV OTO PECALo KAl 0TO KATWTEPO TMAATWHA. H EPPOV TwV KATOIKWVY va TIapapévouV o€ XWPOo
S8UoBato, Avudpo KaL avepodappevo, anodidetal oe avaykn yla ac@dieta. O MEWPETPLKOG OL-
KLOPOG Twv Koukouvaplwy, TIAVTwG, eV TTANPOL TA XOPAKTNPLOTLKA TWV «OLKLOPWV-KATAPU-
ylwv», Tapd toug oxETLKOUG UTTALVLYHOUG YLd TO QVTIBETO TTIOU KAVEL O CUYYPAPEQG.

O Koukouvapleg Sev eykatalelmovtal Petd to ogtopd tou 700 T.X. Ektdg amd tn ocuvolkia
Twv Mpwipwy Apxaikwv xpovwyv oto avw TAdtwa tng NoTLag KALTUOC, yLa TV otola €yLve
Nén Adyog, avAAoyeg CUVOLKLEG evToTIloBNKav 01O Pecalo TTAATWHA KAl KOVTA oTtov vad Tng
ABnvag. Ztn otpown Tpog toug Mpwihoug Apxaikoug Xpovoug, yupw oto 700 T.X. olkodo-
peltal oto avénpo katw amod to pecalo MAATWHA €va TIOAU GNUAVTLKO KTNPLo, TIou HE Baon
graffiti oe -vewtepa- ayyeia tautiotnke pe vad tng ABnvdg. MpokeLtat yla Plkpd ALBOKTLOTO
olko, P eoxdpa kat Bpavia Katd PAKOG TWV TolXWV, N TIPOYAVWG ETILTIESN OTEYN TOU oTtolou
otnpdotav og Vo EUALVOUC KLOVEC, KATA TOV HAKPO AEova Tou OlKoSouuatoc. Qpaio papud-
PLVO KATWPAL 06NyoUoE O AVOLKTO XWPO EPTIPOG attd TOV 0Lko. ZTn B Agupd autrg Ttng auAng
UTIPXE BWHPOC. H Béon TipémeL va cuvSedTav e BPNOKEUTLKN XPrion TIOAU TIpLV TNV aveyepon
ToU vaou/oikou, apou &vag SeUTEPOG OTPOYYUADG, uTtaiBplog PwHOG MEWHPETPLKWY XPOVWVY
EVTOTILOBNKE KATW aTt6 TO BWPO TOU 700 Tt.X. AVAOKAPLKEG TOPEG PECA OTO UTIALBPLO TEPEVOG
€6el&av tnv UTIAPEN PUKNVAIKWY TOlXWV KAl KEPALKNG, TIOU O CUYYPAYEAG SLKALOAOYNHEVA
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OUVSEEL PE JUKNVALKO XWpPo Aatpeiag otnv tdla B€on. "'Onwg Seixvouv ta euprpata ano Ttov
amoB£tn TG ABNVAG, 0 VaOG GUVEXLOE Va SEXETAL TIPOCPOPES HEXPL TOUAG)LOTOV ToV 3° aL. Tt.X.,
SnAadr oAU petda TNV eykatalewdn twv Koukouvaplwv. To pawvopevo pag elvat yvwoto armo
LEPA olkoSopnpata kat AAWV OLKLOPWV Tou Alyatou, 0Twg n Zayopd kat n YYnAn AvSpou n
10 Epmoplo Xiou.

Bopela tou vaou tng ABnvdg evtomiobnke onUavtikd TETPAXWPO OLKOSOUNKA, cUYXPOVO
HE TOV vad, TIoU 0 avaoKaPEag TAUTLOE PE «TIPWLHO TIPUTAVELO», 0TNPL{OPEVOC OTNV TTapoucia
eoxapwv. E&w ocuvabpoilovtav kat ottidovtav oL apLoTOKPATEG TOU OLKLOMOU, dtav n e€ouaia
TOU Bao\éwg ouppLlkvwOnKe PETA TO TEAOG Tou 8% at. Tt.X. To «Ttputaveio» AsttoupyoUoe akopa
Katd tov 4° at. 1.X., dtav £vag XWpPog ToU YeTatpannke os apxelo. O A.Z., Baolopévog ota gu-
prjuaTa Tou TMAATWHATOC tNG ABNVAG, emyelpel pla oUVTOPN Ava@opd OTLG KOOUOIOTOPLKEG
TIOALTELAKEG AANQYEG TTOU ouvERNoav otnv EAMASa amd to TEA0g TwV MEWPETPLKWY XPOVWV. ZTO
TAQLOLO AUTO EPPNVEVEL WG XWPO CUYKEVTPWOEWY TWV TIOALTWY, WG TIPWLHUN ayopd dnAadn,
TNV €AeVUBEPN EKTAON TIOU ATIAWVETAL SUTLKA TOU VaoU tng ABnVAg.

OL TIOAU KAAEG €yXPWHEG ATIOTUTIWOELG TWV APXLTEKTOVNHATWY avd Xpovikn Tepiodo,
N TAoUoLA ELKOVOYPAPNON KAl OL KATATOTILOTLKEG AECAVTEG ETILTPETIOUV AKOHA KAl O OGOUG
8ev €X0UV QUECN YVWON TOU AOPOU Va KATAVONOOUV TIAIPWG TNV TOTIoypa@ila Kal va €Xouv
ETIOTITIKI €1KOVA TOU XWPOU KAl Twv gupnuatwy. H 8lattepn a&la tou BLPALOU gyKkeLtal otn
ouvtopia KaL cagnivela Pe TNV oTtola 0 CUYYPAPEQG TIAPOUOLAEL PLa €EALPETIKA TIEPLTTAOKN
avaoKa@LKr €peuva, oTov Kabapod TPOTIO PE TOV OTIolo avamtUooEL TA ETILXELPHUATA KAl SLa-
TUTIWVEL TNV aVEALEN TNG oKEPNG Tou. Ta peydAa Bpata Ttou amacOAnoav Kat arnacyoAouV
YEVLEG OPXALOAOYWY, OTIWG N CUVEXELA TIPOLOTOPLKWY KAl LOTOPLKWY XPOVWY, N utapén f pn
Yropuknvaikng meplddou ot KUKAASeG, oL TtoALTELaKEG €EEALEELG TNG OTPOYNG TIPOG TOUG
TIPWLPOUG Apxdikoug xpovoug, xouv emavelAnuueva culntndel amo tov A.Z. o€ peyaln oeLpa
ELSLKWV Snpoolevoewy. X' autd to BLRALo, yvwpillovtag OTL Sgv ameubBUvETAL ATIOKAELOTLKA O€
€L6LKOUG, Elval apkeTA AAKWVLKOG, xwplg va Buolddel tnVv endpkela SeSoPEVWV Kal Tn oagn-
vela. Mia mhouota BLBAloypagia kat pla cuvtopn ayyAlkn TepAnyn oAokAnpwvouv tn dnpo-
oleuon, n otola €xeL TTAPAAANAT KUKAOQOPICEL OTNV AyyALKI] KAl LTAALKT YAWOOQ, WOTE va tn
XapoUv kat EeVOyAWwoooL avayVwoTeg.
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G. A. Aristodemou and Th. P. Tassios (eds), Great Waterworks in Roman Greece. Aqueducts and
monumental fountains. Function in context (Archaeopress Roman Archaeology 35), Oxford 2018,
ISBN: 978-1-78491-764- 7, 978-1-78491-765-4 (e-PDF), oe\. 4+258, a0TpOPAUPEG KAl EYXPWHEC
pwroypapteg, xaptddeto.

TG apx€g tou 2018 kukhowdpnos Tto cUAOYLKO €pyo Great Waterworks in Roman Greece.
Aqueducts and monumental fountains. Function in context, otnv ayyAlkr] yY\wooda, TO OTIoLO ETIL-
peANBnkav n Ap Fewpyla A. ApLotodrjpou kat o op. kaB. EMIM Ogoddolog Taoolog.!

Mpotou 6pwWG avaPepBOUE OTO TIEPLEXOHEVO TOU TOPOU OWEeAOUPE AlyeG PPATELG YLA TOUG
ETILPEANTEG, ATIO TOUG OTIOLOUG OUCLACTLKA €§apTdtal n emLtuxia f Pn TNG CUANOYLKAG QUTNG
TIPOOTIABELAG PEAETNG TWV USPAYWYELWV KAl PVNUELAKWY KpNVWV otn Pwpaikr EAAGSa.

O opodTLpog kKabnyntAg tou EBvikol MetooBLou MoAutexveiou @eod60L0¢ TAOOLOG, TIOAL-
TLKOG PNXavLkog pe Slebvry otadlodpopia kat Stakpioelg, elval Ldlattepa evatodntomoLlnuevog
0€ KOLVWVLKA Kal PLA0COWLKA BEpata, Tipoedpog TnG EANVIKAG PLAoocogLkng Etatplag kat tng
‘Evwong yLa tn MeAétn tng Apxaiag EAANVIKRG TexvoAoylag, opANTAG Kat SLopyavwTrig ouva-
vinoswy yla Bépata madeiag kat Lotopiag. Kaipla sival ta oxetikd kelpevd Tou otov TuTo.
ZTOUG apyaLtoAOyouG - HE TNV EUPELa evvola TG AEENG - lval yvwoTog yla To PeyaAo evéia-
(PEPOV TOU yLa TNV apxaia texvoAoyia.?

H Ap Fewpyla ApLotodripou SLEACKEL pwHATKY apXaLoAoyla OTa PETATITUXLAKA Tipoypay-
pata tng ZxoAng AvBpwriloTtikwy Emlotnuwv tou AteBvoug Mavemiotnuiou tng EAAASOG, 6TI0U
emiong ouvtovidel to Summer School tou Mavemniotnuiou oxeTIKA Pe TNV apxaia texvoloyia.
H &t&aktoptkn Tng StatpLPr oto ApLototéAeLo MNavemiotrpio Oecoalovikng ek&00nke To 2012
Kat eTypdgetal «O yAutttog Stdkoopog Nupgalwy kat Kpnvwy oto AvatoAko tunua tng Pw-
paikrg Autokpatoplag».

1 To Ttapov keipevo Baoiletal ev ToANolg otnv Ttapousiacn Tou Topou otnv ITaAlkry ApXaLOAoYLKH ZXOAr ABn-
VWV 0TLG 2.11.2018. EuXapLOTW LELALTEPWG TOUG ETILUEANTEG TOU Topou A, ApLotodrpou kat ©. TAoolo yla TNV
TLUNTLKN TOug TtpoTaon.

2 BA. oto omioBo@puAo Tou TOpOU Kal oTo https://el.wikipedia.org/wiki/%CE%98%CE%B5%CE%BF%CE%B4%CF%8C%CF
%83%CE%B7%CF%82_%CE%A4%CE%ACY%CF%83%CE%BO%CE%BF%CF%82.

AURA 2 (2019): 313-9
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O TtOpOG TIEPLEXEL CUVOALKA 13 PEAETEG TIOU oUVOSEVOVTAL ATIO TIAPTIOANEG, EYXPWHEG Kal
AOTIPOPAUPEG PWTOYPAPLEG KAl oxESLA, evw TAoUoLa eival kat n BLBALoypa@Lkr Tekpnplwon
KABe empepoug epyactag. Ot peheteg xwpidovtal og SU0 opAded: yla ta udpaywyeia kat yla ta
vup@ata avtiotoya.

Metd tov MpodAoyo amo Toug eMLPEANTEG akoAouBouv Suo Eloaywyég: pla yua To Tpwrto
HEPOG, «Roman Aqueducts in Greece», amo tov kab. TAooLo Kat n AAAn yla to SeUTEPO PEPOG
Tou tépou, «<Roman Monumental Fountains (Nymphaea) in Greece», amoé tn Ap. ApLotodrjuou.
Ol ELoaywy€g auTtég amoTeAOUV OUCLACTLKA KAl TA CUPTIEPACHATA TWV ETILHEPOUC HEAETWV. Oa
pelvw Alyo Ttieploodtepo og V0 onpeia Tou TEPLocOTEPO CUVOETLKOU KELPEVOU Tou Kab. Tdo-
oLou, 0 ottolog oXOALACEL TLG avaopEg Tou BitpoUBilou, Tov 10 at. Tt.X., o€ OAOUG TOUG TPOTIOUG
METAWOPAC VEPOU, EKTOC aTIO TLG PEYAAEG USATOYEWPUPEG TIOU Xapaktnpidouv ta udpaywyeia
TWV PETETIELTA AUTOKPATOPLKWVY XPOVWV. MPETEL va ToVLoTEL OTL amoAutn TipoUToBeon yLa tn
Snuloupyla TETolou peyEBoUC TEXVIKWY £pywV lval N eprvn. Me tnv eykabiSpuaon Aourov tng
pax romana armo tov AUyoUGTO, AVOLKOSOHoUVTAL PEyAAa USpaywyela og OAN TNV €KTaon tng
Autokpatoplag, Ta TAelota Twv oTtoiwv cUVSUALOLV TNV TEXVLKN HE TNV alodntiki aptlotnta,
OTIWG EVOELKTIKA YLA TNV OPOPPLA KAl TO PEYEBOg Toug Ta udpaywyela tng NIkOTIoANg otnv
"Hmelpo kat tng MutiArivng otnv A€o, Ttou e€gtddovtal otov tapdvta Ttopo.

O kaB. Taoolog Sivel emiong tov katahoyo 40 uSpaywyelwv oTov onUEPLVO EAANVLKO XWPO.
AC(OAAWG UTIAPXOUV QPKETA aKOUN, TIOANG amd ta omoia gv exouv peAeTnBel. Adyw Tipoow-
TILKNA G EVAOXOANCNG HE TNV TIEPLOX T, CNHELWVW aUTO TNG TIOANG TNG EmSavpoutiou paptupeitat
Kat emypa@lkd (IG IV 12,26). Astpava twv TUAWVWV tng to§ootolyiag JoALG tou Stakpivovtat
otov §popo Tou 08nyel oto B€atpo NG TOANG Kat Ba TpoYoSoTouoE €va AOUTPLKO OLKOSO-
MNpa o€ eTagn P To B€atpo, Tpowavwg &€ kat tnv Kpnvn (e€apevr) ota pwudika xpdvia) tou
aToKaAUWBnkKe Ipoopata Bopeldtepa’.

To TIpWTO PEPOG, AoLTtdv, TOU TOHPOU TIoU apopd ta Yépaywyela, Eekva Pe T PEAETN TNG
SL8daktopog Apyatoloyiag Aconpivag Kald@a-ZapomoUAOU OXETIKA PE TOUG BoAooKEma-
0ToUG aywyoUg udpaywyelwv otn Pwpaikr Makedovia («Vaulted-roof aqueducts in Roman
Macedonia»), peAétn ou Baoiletal otn SLEakTopikn SlatplPry TNG KAl 0 APKETEG CUVAPELG
HEAETEG TG L6Lag. MpdkeLtal yia orpayyeg Adtoug 45-80 ek. kat Upoug 1-1,5 p. Tiepiou pe
eminedo mubueva Kuplwg amd TAAWVEG TIAGKEG, LoXUPO USPAUALKO Koviapa otd Tolywuata
Kat BoAwtn oteyn amd AlBoug 1} kal TAlvBoug, e avolypata yia tov KaBaplopd Tou ecwte-
pLKOU Toug Katd Staotrpata. H ouyypagéag Sivel Epgpaon ota mapadelypata tou Alou, Twv
dinwy, tng Edsooag kal tTng @ecoalovikng Kat Tovidel To UPnNAS TEXVOAOYLKO ETILTIESO TwWV
HNXAVLKWV TNG ETTOXNAG.

AKOAOUBEL N peAETN Tou emitipou Epodpou Apxatotritwy Kat emi xpovia avackagea tng Ni-
KOTIOANG, Kwvotavtivou ZAayou Kat Tou apyltektova Aswvida Agovtdpn yla To udpaywyelo
NG NIKOTIOANG («The aqueduct of Actian Nicopolis»). MpokeLTat yla éva amo ta peyaAutepa
KOL TIEPLOCOTEPO EVTUTIWOLAKA USPpayWYELD 0TOV ENANVLKO XWPO, TO oTtolo Ttapouctaletal 5w
yla TIpwIn Qopa otnV TARPN pop@r tou. Ao amdotacn 50 xAW., TO vepd aro TLG TINYEG TOU
AoUpou oToV onNUEPLVO Aylo MeEwpyLo -To ottoio akdpn udpodotel TNV Apta kat Tnv MpéRela
KaBwg Kat TIOANA XwpLd TNG TIEPLOXG- o8nyouvtav otn NLKOTIOAN PE PEYAAEG ToEooToLy e Kat
ONPAYYEG TIOU OKOMN TIPOKAAOUV LSLaitepn evtumiwon. To SeUTEPO PEPOG TNG HEAETNG AVIKEL
VONUATLKA OTO SEUTEPO PEPOG TOU TOHOU, KaBWG Ttapouctddel ta Suo peydAa Nupgala oxn-
patog M mapd tn SUTIKN TIUAN, aplotepd Kat Se€Ld tng odou Tou ouvexLle wg decumanus
Maximus O0TO E0WTEPLKO TNG TIOANG. EvSLagépov elval o TpOTIOC TIOU Ta Kpnvaia autd olkodo-

1 AQPTIPLVOUSAKNG K.4. 2017.
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pAMata ocuvdeovtal Pe To UEpaywyelo. AuoTUXWG Sev £XxEL CWOEL 0 AANOTE TTAOUGLOG YAUTITOG
SLAKOOOG TIOU £PEPAV OTLG KOYXEG.

OL PEAETNTEG EpELVOUV TNV TIOPELa TOU USPAYWYELOU KAL OTO E0WTEPLKO TNG TIOANG, ONUa-
VTLKNA € oTnV £peuva lval n poomdbeLa xpovoAdynaor|g tou. Miotevouv OTL N KATACKEUN TOU
Eekivnoe el NEpwvog (54-68 p.X.) kat oAokAnpwBOnke amd tov AdSpLaveé (117-138 p.X.), YE Tov
OTIOl0 CUVEEETAL N KATAOKEUN KAl AAAWV USPAYWYELWV OTOV EAANVLKO XWwpo, OTwG tng Ko-
pivBou kat tou Apyoug, otapdtnoe &€ va AeLtoupyel ota téAn tou 5ou at. p.X.

ME tn PEAETN yLa TV USpeuon TG Oscoalovikng («The water supply of Roman Thessaloniki»)
Tou MavoAn MavwAedakn, avamAnpwtr kabnyntry KAaotkng Apyatoloyiag oto AleBveg EAAN-
VIKO Mavemiotrulo otn ©€coalovikn, epxopacte TAAL otn Makedovia. AoyLKd, ETTOPEVWG, N
avakolvwaon autr) Ba émpete va akoAoubrjosL auth tng A. Kaidya-ZapotoUAou. H ©scoalovikn
Atav pla amo TG onNPavIKOTEPES TIOAELG TNG autokpatoplag, slaltepa and tov 30 at. p.X. Kal
€€Ng. H USpeuon NG ywotav and to 6pog Klooog, onuEPLVOG XopTLdtng, o€ andotacn 20 XAM.
HE oUVEUAOWO UTIOYELWV ONPAYYWY, EVOG EKTETAPEVOU USPOPACTEUTIKOU CUCTHHATOG OTNV TiE-
ploxn NG Aylag Mapaokeung kat pilag udatoyépupag. To USPAYWYELO KATAOKEUAOTNKE HAANOV
Tov 10 aL. P.X., CUVEXLOE OPWG Va ETILOKEVALETAL KAl VA AELTOUPYEL PEXPL TOUAAXLOTOV TO 1945
KAl KATIOLA THAMATA TOU PEXPL To 1975! AuoTuxwe, AELTIEL N ATIELKOVLON TNG CUVOALKNAG TtopELag
TOU USpaywyelou, Evw TIOAU xprioLun lvat n ipoomddela SLAKPLONG KAl XPOVOAOYnong Twv St-
QPOPETLKWV OLKOSOHLKWV (PACEWV TNG KOLAASOYEPUPAG KOVTA OTO XWPLO XopTLATNG (€LK. 12-13).

To L8Létuto uSpaywyeio tngABrvag («The Hadrianic aqueduct of Athens and the underlying
tradition of hydraulic engineering») peAetd amo xpdvia o EuotdBLog A. Xtwtng, Tewg A/VTAG
NG Anpootag Emieipnong MetpeAaiou kat tou IvotitoUtou MEWAOYLKWY KAl METAAEUTIKWY
Epguvwy, Kal gag SIveL €6w Ta ATTIOTEAECHATA TWV EPEUVWV TOU. AOYyWw TNG EAELPNG TTAOUOLWV
TINyWwv otnVv ATTLKN, SnULoupyndnke éva eupu USPOHPACTEUTIKO oUOTNHA TIOU CUYKEVTPWVEL
Ta uttdyela vdata Kat amd TNyEg otoug TpoTodeg tng Napvnbag, otnv Teploxr] Tou OAUWTIL-
aKOU XWwpLoU, Kat Td o8nyel 0To AoTU e UTIOYELA orjpayya prKoug 20 Tepltou XA, HEXPL TN
AeEapevn otnv opwvupn TAatela oto KoAwvdakL. To povadiko autd €pyo £XEL TIPOOYATA PEAE-
nBel and tnv Leigh,? evw avapévovtal ta mopiopata tng Epeuvag Tou ortnAaLtoAoyou M. Agu-
tepalou. O XWTNG EMKEVIPWVETAL, ETTOPEVWG, OTO OUOTNHA KATAOKEUNG TwV onpdyywv o€
TIOAU peydAo BabBog, katw amd tov uSpodpo oplldovta, Kat ToV TPOTo SLavounG TwY USATWY
oTtnV TOAN. OTwg emLonpatvel, yla TNV KAtaokeur Tou udpaywyelou nTav Bactkr n maiaid-
TEPN YVWON KATACKEUNG USPAUALKWY EYKATACTACEWVY KAl SLAVOLENG HETAAEUTLKWY OTOWV OE
peydia Baen.

To €pyo &ekivnoe o ASpLavog aA\d oAokApwoe o Avtwvivog o EuogPrg, oTwg PeBatwvel
n €Mlypag@n oto MPooTwo TG Aegapevng. Tov 50 at. p.X., 6tav to AdpLavelo udpaywyeio elxe
EYKATAAELPOE], KATAOKEUAOTNKE €V VEO HE TOV «KAVOVLKO» TPOTIO, To§00TOoLY(EC TOU oTtoiou
owlovtat otn Néa Iwvia kat Tnv Kahoypéda. ZnpelwTéov OTL To ASpLavelo udpaywyeslo AeL-
ToUpynoe TIAAL amtd Ta peoa tou 190u at. pexpL tn Sekastia tou 1930.

O emikoupog KaBnyntng KAaoLkng Apxatoioyiag tou Mavemiotnuiou Osooaiiag Mavvng
AWAOG, £xeL aoxoAnBeL Tl pakpov e to udpaywyelo Tng KopivBou.? MpoKeLTaL yLa TO PEYAAU-
TEPO OE PNKOG USPAYWYELo, 0TOV EAANVLKO XWPO, HAKOUG 85 XA., TIOU HETAPEPEL TO VEPO ATIO
N Ztupaliia otnv KépwBo péow onpdyywv Ka KOLAadoyepupwy, £pyo eTiong Ttou ASpLavou.
O AwAog gotLdlel €dw («The Hadrianic aqueduct in Korinth») o€ vedtepeg €peuveg Tou USpa-
ywyelou otnv TepLoxn tou AkpokopivBou Kat Ttou Iepou tng ARpntpag kat tng Képn, kabwg

2 Leigh 1998.
3 AwAog 2010.
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Kal p€oa otnv TOAn, Kat pooTtabel va evtomioet tn B€on twv castelli divisorii, Twv KEVTPLKWVY
SeEapevwy OTIOU KATEANYE 0 aywyog Kat ywotav n Slavopr) ota enpépoug onpeia tng moAng,
OTLG TIOAUAPLBHEG KPHVEG KAl AouTpd TNG.

O apyatoAdyolL tng Epopelag Apxatotritwv Aéofou MNnavvng KouptleAAng, kat Mapia Marmma
KAL O TIOALTIKOG PNYavikog Tng Lolag Epopeiag MNuwpyog Kakeég, tapouaotalouv to udpaywyeio
TIOU €PEPVE VEPO OTnV TAouata TOAN tng MuTAfvnG, amo Tinyég oto 6pog OAupTog («The
Roman aqueduct of Mytilene»). MpokeLtat yLa pia oAU onpavtiki HEAETN, KABWG oL cuyypa-
PELG ATTOTUTIWVOULV YLA TIPWTN YOPA TNV TIOPELla TOU USPAYWYELOU KAL CNHELWVOULV TNV ApLOTN
KATAOKEUH TWV ayWwywV Kal TNV €EALPETLKI APXLTEKTOVLKN HOPYH TWV TOEOOTOLXLWY, OTIWG OW-
Covtal Kuplwg otnv Tieploxn tng MdpLag, TIOU TO KATATACCOUV 0T WPALOTEPA pWHALKA uSpa-
ywyela. XpovoAoyouv TéAog To 0Ao £pyo oto B' uLod Tou 20U at. P.X.

To udpaywyeio TG ZApou MAPOUCLAZEL O TIOALTLKOG PNXAvLkog TTnAalvyng Anuntplou, o
ottolog peAétnoe to €pyo Nén amd to 2003 («Roman aqueduct of Samos»).* To uSpaywyeio
QTIOTEAEL TILO ONPAVTLKO TEXVLKO £pYO TNG PWHALKNG TiepLdSoU ot ZApo. AnpLoupynbnke yLa
Va CUPTIANPWOEL TO apXAiko «dpuypa Ttou EuttaAivous Tou Sev emtapkoUoe TIAEOV yLa TLG avd-
YKEG TOU TTANBUOoPOU TG TTIOANG TNG ZAUOU, 0TO onpepwvod Mubayopelo. Me tn PeAETN Tou An-
pntplou, kat tn BorBsLa tng peyaAng mupkayldg tng Zapou to 2000 -Suotuxwe- yvwpifoupe
TIAEOV 0a@wg TNV Topeia tou udpaywyeiou amo tig TnNyEg tou TuBpacou Totapov, o€ arno-
otaon 15,5 xAd.

To TPWTO PEPOG TOU TOPOU KALVEL PE TO USPaYyWYELD TNG OPELVIGAUTTOU OTNV KEVTPLKH Kprtn
(«A Roman aqueduct through the Cretan highlands - securing the water supply for elevated
Lyttos»), and tnv emikoupn Kabnyrtpia oto University College tou AoupAivou Amanda Kelly,
n SL8aktopLkr SlatplPry Tng omolag Atav akplBwg ta udpaywysia kal Ta moAudplbua Aoutpd
NG pWHAiknGg Kprtne. H epeuvritpLa SLtepeuva TLg SUCKOALEG TNG SLac@aALong Tng pounBeLag
VEPOU o€ pia TIOAN TIoU BPLOKOTAV OTLG TIAQYLEG TWV AQCNBLWTLKWY 0PEWY OTO ECWTEPLKO TOU
vnoloL og uPopeTpo 600 TepiTou PHETPWY, OTIOTE N TNy TOU VEPOU £MPETIE Va PplokeTal o€
akopn vynAdtepo eminedo. H Stadpopn Gvtwg Tou udpaywyelou givat 22 xAY. KAtd PrKog
Bablwv apayylwy, OTwg elvat ouvnBeg oto KPNTLKO avayAuyo. H cuyypapéag Biyel emiong
10 {TnHa Tou L8Laitepou uSpaywyelou TNg Xepoovrioou, TTou TTaAalodtePa Tilotevuav 0tL uSpo-
Soteito amo autod tng Auttou.

To SeUTEPO PEPOG TOU TOHOU TEPINAMPBAVEL TLG OUVHABWG PUVNUELWSELG KPVEG, EKEL OTIOU
KATAANYOULV TA VEPA TWV USPAYWYELWV KAL TIPOCPEPOVTAL GTOUG TIOALTEG, LEAVIKOG TOTIOC TIPO-
BoAng kat poTtaydvsag yla autoug TTou Xpnuatodotnoav ta £pya autd.

H tpwtn peAetn («Shifting tides: approaches to the public water-display of Roman Greece»)
aro tov Dylan Kelby Rogers, Téwg uttodLteubuvtr Tng AHEPLKAVLKIG ZXOARG KAAOLKWVY ZTTIOUS WV
otnv ABrva, amoteAel pla yevikr eloaywyr] oto B€pa, To oTolo €XEL ATIACXOANCELTOV OUY-
ypawéa amo goLtntr, HOALG S ekSOONKE OXETLKN Hovoypapla Tou.® Zekwvd e TNV opoloyia
KAl onPELWVEL OTL 0 6po¢ Nupgaio, yLa Ta pvnpelwsdn Kpnvaia olkoSopnpata ou €xeL Kabt-
epwOel otnv apyatoloytkn yAwooa avikel Kupiwg otnv Tieplodo tng LTaAkig avayévvnong!
Metd amd tnv Lotopla tng €peuvag, o PeEAeTNTIG emaveEeTAlel TTAPASELYPATA KPNVWVY OE GXECN
HE To TtepLBAANOV OTO OTIol0 £X0UV AVLEPUBEL: O€ LEpA, OTIWG O’ AUTO Tou ATIOAWVOG MaAedta
otnv Emi&aupo (av KaL To CUYKEKPLUEVO TTapASeLypa Sev elvat ETILTUXEG, KABWG To olkoSdunua
Tou ovopddletat Nupgaio Tapouctddel ApKETA EPUNVEUTLKA TIPOPANHATA, OTIWG, EVOELKTLKA,
TO YEYOVO(G OTL SeV €x0UV OWOEL aywyol VEPOU TIPOG auTo), o€ Ayopég, OTIWG oTo Forum twv dL-

4 Anuntplou 2003.
5 Rogers 2018.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 2+ AURA 2 ©317 -

Almttwy, Kat o€ O£atpa, OTwg otn ZdpTn, TN ZIKuwva Kat tnv Képvbo, avolyovtag €tol véoug
SPOPOUG OTN PEAETN TWV KPNVWV.

H ek Twv empeAnTwy tou Topou Mewpyla ApLlotoSripou acyoAeital e Tov YAUTITO SLAKOGHO
Twv Kpnvwv Kat To KoWwviko TEPLBAAov oto omolo Snuloupyndnkav («Fountain figures
from the Greek provinces: monumentality in fountain structures of Roman Greece as revealed
through their sculptural display programs and their patrons»). ApxiCeL pe Tov opLopod tng
Kpnvatag popwng (fountain figure) WG AUTAG TIOU €XEL TA KATAAANAQ TEXVIKA XOPAKTNPLOTLKA
WOTE VA AELTOUPYEL WG KPOUVOG VEPOU 1) TIOU aVAOKAPLKA oxetiletal BeBalwpéva pe kprvn,
Kal €EeTACEL TLG UTIOKATNYOPLEG TWV €PyWV AUTWY. OEPATIKA Ta Kpnvaila ayaApata avrkouv
Katd TIpWToV o€ BeOTNTEG TIOU KATA KUPLO AOyo oxetifovtal Pe To vepd Kal Tt Quan, OTwG
T.X. 0 Mooeldwv otnV opwWVUHN Kprvn otnv Képwbo. IStaitepa onupavtikn elvat n mapouoia
QUTOKPATOPWY N LELWTWV OTOV YAUTITO §Lakoopo Kpnvwy, OTwg 0 KOAOOOLKOG ASpLavog oto
Nup@ato Tou Apyoug,® 6TIou KataAryeL To USpaywyelo TTou €@TLage o (8Log autokpdtopag, Kat
TA AyGAPATA TNG QUTOKPATOPLKNG OLKOYEVELAG KAL AUTAG TOU Hpw&n ATTLKOU HE TN HopYr) TOU
Ala avapeod Toug 0to yvwoto og 6Aoug peyalorpemeg Nupgalo ou avidpuoe otnv OAupTtia.
Mvetat emopévwg Katavontr n onuacia tng Aoy Twy Kpnvalwy YAUTITWY KaBwg avilka-
TomtpideL T B€on Kat amoPELG TNG KOWVOTNTAG AAAA KAl TWV XOPNywV TWV JVNHELWY aUTWV.

H Shawna Leigh, Aéktopag oto Hunter College tng N€ag YopKng, yia tnv ottola €ywve AOyog
KAl TIapamavw PE agopur tn SLéaktoplkr SLatplPry TG yla Tto adpLavelo udpaywyelo tng
ABrjvag, dnpootevel to Aeydpevo Nupgatio otnv apxaia Ayopd tng ABrjvag («The monumental
fountain in the Athenian Agora: reconstruction and interpretation»). To avackag@év to 1954
olkodounua PBploketal apéows SUTLKA Tou Agydpevou NotloavatoAlkou Naou, evw to Su-
TIkO Tou TPAMA KatéAaBe apydtepa o vadg Twv Aylwv ATtootoAwv. Zwletal POVo oTo eminedo
TWV BepeAiwy, omote Sev PTtopoUpE va elpacte BERalol yla tn popYr tng avwdopung, amod tnv
omola owdovtat eAdyLoToL AlBoL. Z& OXETIKEG PEAETEG TO NULKUKALKO OXrpa Tou 08rynoe otn
olvéeon tou pe to Nupgaio tou Hpwén Attikou otnv OAuptiia kat otnv undBeon UTapéng
500 0pOPWV, KATL TO OTIOLO N PEAETATPLA SEV ATTOKAELEL, AAAA Sev Bewpel kal amapaitnto. H
HEAETN e0TLALEL KaL 0T oLVSeon tou Nupgaiou pe To USPEUTIKO cuoTnUa TNG ABrvag, ite ka-
teuBeiav pe tn Se€apevr) tou AdpLavelou YSpaywyeiou otnv AayLd tou Aukafnttou, elte aro-
TEAWVTAG To (8Lo Se€apevr) Slavoung TEpaLltépw tou vepou (castellum divisiorum). EEetddetal
emiong n 6€on tou Nupgaiou otnv Ayopd os TTAatela Tou avolyel prpootd amo to Nupgaio
Kat Tov Agyopevo NA vao, avoLKTr TIpoG TNV TIOUTILKY 080 Twv Mavadnvaiwv.

Ztn ouveyxela o Ap. Mario Trabucco della Torretta emavadLampay ateVETAL TLG PWHALKEG OL-
KOSOULKEG PATELG TNG PEYaAOTIPETIOUG Kprvng Apovong otn Meoorvn («New water from olds
pouts: the case of the Arsinoe fountain of Messene»). Mapd tnv avaAuTkr PEAETN TNG KPAVNG
a6 tov Claus Reinholdt,” o Trabucco della Torretta emavépyetal otnv TTAAALOTEPN TIPOCWTILKA
TOU €peuva,® amod tnv otola cuptEépave OTL N Kpriv avidpuBbnke oto UoTEPO 40 aL. ) TIPWLHO
30 at. T.X. Kat OxL €vav alwva apyotepa, OTwG TILOTEVETAL amod Tov avaokagea M. OgpeAn kat
tov C. Reinholdt. To B' pLod tou 20u at. p.X. N CUVEXNG LWVLKNA Klovootolxia tng mpécoPng -
OTIWG ElXE SLapopPwBEel kKatd tnv VoTEPN ENNVLOTLKN TiEploS0- SLAKOTINKE PE TNV avidpuon
pilag tpitoéng mpdooPng PTpootd amod Eva NULKUKALKG BABpo yla autokpatoplkd aydApata
OTIWG Hag TTANPOYOPEL pla eTitypayn TIou Bpebnke kovtd. Mia emopevwg TTAOUGLA EAANVLOTLKN
KPRV METATPATINKE O€ €va pwHdaiko Nup@alo, OTIWG CNUELWVEL O CUYYPAYEQC, O OTIOLOG OU-

6 Vitti 2018.
7 Reinholdt 2009.
8 Trabucco 2007.
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vexilel avalntwvtag avapeoa otoug eEEXOVTECG TIOALTEG TNG Meoorvng Tov TIREPLO EKELVO TTOU
AVAPEPETAL WG XPNUATOSOTNG TOU £PYOU, TO TILO EVSLAPEPOV (OWG TUAHA TNG HEAETNG.

H teAeutala peAétn tou tOPoU pag yupidel dAL otnv Kprjtn, oto Nupgato Kovtd oto Ae-
youevo Mpattdplo tng Moptuvag, Tng Mpwtevouoag tng emapylag Kprntng kat Kupnvaikrg kat
MOVO TNG KprTng PETA T SLOKNTLKN HETappUBuLon Tou AtokAntiavou («Reflecting the past: the
nymphaeum near the so-called Praetorium at Gortyn»). Zuyypa@eag eivatr n Brenda Longfellow,
avamAnpwtpla kabnyrntpila oto MNaverotrpio tng Iowa otig HMA Tou €xEL OTO EVEPYNTLKO TNG
pila povoypagia yia tn popwn, TN onpacia Kat tnv LSeoAoyla TwV pWHATKWY, HVNUELOKWY Kpn-
vWV.° Mag rtapoucotdlel to oxrjuatog N Nupgaio otn Méptuva, €pyo tou B' PLoov Tou 20u at.
M.X., AyVWwOoTou Xopnyou, HE TTAOUGCLO YAUTITO SLAKOGHO. H PEAETN ETILKEVTPWVETAL OTNV (PAcn
NG VOTEPNG ApYALOTNTAG, OTAV N Avolkt Se€apevr KAAUYONkKe pe pla kapapa, kat BEAeL va
€&NynoeL Toug AGyoug TIoU 0 TIATPWV TNG EMOXNAG AUTNG Xpnolyomoinos TaAaldtepa apyLte-
KTOVLKA pPEAN Kat yAutttd otn véa ipocodn tou Nupg@aiou Tou Eavdotnoe Kat ta maAatdtepa
YAUTITE, HOAOVOTL TO KATWTEPO TUAHA Toug Sev Ba @awvotav Tiow amo tn BoAwtn defapevn.
H Longfellow cuptmepaivel 0TL N pop@r autr) oPeNOTAV aeVOG o SLata&elg Tou Oeodoot-
avou KWwSaLKA TIOU amayopeuav In PETAKIVNON ayaAPdTwy amo TLg TIOAELG KAL AWETEPOU OTNV
vooTtaAyla Tipog tnv TtaAaldtepn eLkova tng froptuvag. H amoyn autr elvat dlaitepa yoviun
Kat 06nyel otnv emavegetaon kat AAAWV akoun pvnueiwv tng Yotepng Apxatdtntag Pe emava-
Xpnotpototnpéva aAatdtepa yAuTtd.

ZUVOALKG, atd tnVv €£€Taon tng LSLOTNTAG KAl TOU £pYOU TWV CUYYPAPEWVY TOU TOHOU @at-
vetatl kaBapd OTL N Aoy €yLVE PE KPLTPLO TNV LSLaitepn evaoxoAnon Kat aydrn OAwWvV e
TO QVTLKELPEVO TNG HEAETNG TOUG, ACPAAEG EXEYYUO yLA TNV UPNAR ETTLOTNHOVLKH TIOLOTNTA TOU
TOHOU, OTIWG PHAPTUPOUV aKOMN OL TTAOUCLEG UTIOCNHELWOELG KAl N ektetapevn BLBAloypapia
KABe cupBoAnc.

H OAn €kdoon £Tuxe TIPOOCEKTLKAG eTLpEAELaG. EAdyLota AABn ek tapadpoprg onueLwvo-
vTaL, OTIWG To PLKPO dvopa tng Shawna Leigh mou €xeL avaypagel wg Susan otLg oeAideg 11 kat
72. H pwtoypa@Lkr tekpunplwon eivat mAouola, n moLdtTNTa OPWE TIOAWY YWTOYPaAPLWY SEV
elval opoloyevig, yeyovog ou e€nyeitat amd tnv mAnbwpa Twv TNywv.

Ev KatakAeLSL, elval peyadAn n CUVELOQOPA TOU TOPOU OTN HEAETN TWV USPAYWYELWVY KAl TwV
HVNHELOKWY KPNVWV 0ToV EAANVLKO XWPO, EVTACCOVTAG Ta 0TO TAALOLO EUPUTEPWVY TIPOOTIA-
BELWV, OTIWG TA YEVIKOTEPOU QVTLKELPEVOU SLEBVI) oLUVESPLA yLa TV LoTtopla tng Staxeiplong
TWV LUSATWV oTnV TEPLOXN NG Meooyelou, pe tov titho Cura Aquarum (to 160 Kal TeAeutalo
gywve 1o 2015 otnv ABrjva kat ta MpakTikd Tou KukAowopnoav to 2017), KaBwg KAl TO ETILKE-
VTPWHEVO oTa pwpaikd udpaywyeia Atlas Project of Roman Aqueducts KAl TLG OXETLKEG SLASLKTU-
aKEG Bdoelg Sedopévwv: www.romanaqueducts.info kat www.romag.org.

9 Longfellow 2011.
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