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Exdotiko Znueiwpa o Editorial

To ITepodikd tov Topéa Apyatoloyiog kat Iotopiag
™m¢ Téxvng (AURA) eivan éva SieBvég mepodikd pe
ovotnpa SUMANG avwvoung aloAdynong, To omoio ex-
Sidetat and 1o Tunua Iotopiag kat Apyatoloyiog Tov
EBvikov kat Kanodiotplakov [Mavemotnpiov ABnvav.
Zt0X0G TOU gival 1] SNUOCIELOT TPWTOTVTIWY EPYATLWDV
7oV €0TIALOVY OTNV apxatohoyia, TV TEXVN Kal TOV
VAKO TOATIONO Tov gvphtepov EAAnvikov koopov,
amo TNV amwTEPN TPOIoTOpia £wg Kal T oVYXpOovn
emoxn. Anupootebovtal pelétes, ypappéveg ota EX-
Anvika 1 Ayyhikd, mov agopovv oty (1) Emoxn tov
Aifov kat Tov Xalkov otnv EANGda kot dpopeg mept-
0X£6, (2) Tn Tewpetpikn, Apyaikn kat Khaowrn nepiodo
otv EAA&Sa kat tig ENAnvikég amoikieg otn Meodyeto,
(3) tov evphTepo ENANvioTikod koopo, (4) Tn Pwpaikn
EM&Sa, (5) t Bulavtiviy avtokpatopia, (6) T Aa-
ik kat OBwpavikn mepiodo otnv EANASa, (7) tnv
Téxvn TG ovyxpovng EAAadag, (8) tnv Avatohwkr Me-
ooyelo kat TNV Eyyvg AvatoAn, (9) ITepiPardovrikn
Apyatohoyia kot Apyatopetpia, (10) Movoetoloyia kat
(11) Ynglakég EQappoyég otnv Apxatoloyia. To €idog
TWV UEAETWV TOIKIAAEL Kal EVOEIKTIKA ava@EpovTal
ovvOeTIKEG peNETEC, eKOETEIG AVATKAPWY KAl EPEVVWDY
nediov, HeAéTeg apXaloAoyIKOD LAKOD Kol €pywv Té-
XVNG> HEAETEG TIEPIMTWOEWY, KAOWDG KA TTPOKATAPKTIKEG
dnpoatevoelg vid eEENEN epevvnTIKWV TIPOYPApUETWY
ota Oépata Tov avapEpovTal TapaATavw.

To meplodikd eivar elevBepng kat avolkTrg mpod-
oPaong. Ta Tevyn Tov dnuootebovTal NAEKTPOVIKA WG
apyela PDE Ola ta apBpa eivar Swpedv dabéotpa
yta 6Aovg 010 StadikTvo apéowg HeTd TN Snpocisvon
Toug Kat ovppwva pe tny ddeta Creative Commons
(BY-NC-ND 4.0). Ta tedxn tov meplodikol pmopoly
emiong va ektunwOodv Katomy mapayyeliog kat va
AmOGTAANOVV TaXLSPOKA 1 Va TTapaAneBoldv amd To
BipAomwAeio Tov Ekdotikov Oikov Kapdapitoa, Inmo-
Kpatoug 8, ABnva.

The Athens University Review of Archaeology
(AURA) is an international, peer-reviewed ar-
chaeological journal published by the Faculty of
History and Archaeology of the National and Ka-
podistrian University of Athens. It is dedicated to
the publication of original research articles and re-
ports focusing on, or related to the archaeology, art
and material culture in the broader Greek world,
from the earliest Prehistory to the Modern Era. We
welcome contributions in Greek or English about
(1) the Stone and Bronze Age in Greece and re-
lated adjacent areas, (2) the Geometric to Classical
periods in Greece and the Greek colonies in the
Mediterranean, (3) the broader Hellenistic world,
(4) Roman Greece, (5) the Byzantine Empire, (6)
the period of Latin and Ottoman rule in Greece,
(7) Modern Greek art, (8) the Eastern Mediter-
ranean and the Near East, (9) Environmental Ar-
chaeology and Archacometry, (10) Museology and
(11) Computer Applications in Archaeology. The
range of studies varies, including synthetic works,
reports on excavations and field surveys, studies
of archaeological material or works of art, various
case studies, as well as preliminary publications of
on-going research projects dealing with the scien-

tific areas described above.

AURA is a fully open access journal. Each
issue is published electronically as a PDF file. All
papers are available on the internet to all users
immediately upon publication and free of charge,
according to the Creative Commons (BY-NC-ND
4.0). AURA issues can also be distributed on a
print-on-demand basis and posted or collected
from the bookstore of the Kardamitsa Publica-

tions, 8 Ippokratous str, Athens.
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Hyria on Naxos

Tracing the connectivity of an insular sanctuary with the Aegean and beyond!

Eva Simantoni-Bournia

National and Kapodistrian University of Athens

esiman@arch.uoa.gr

ABSTRACT

The sanctuary of Hyria on Naxos, excavated between the years 1986-1998, has long attracted academic attention,
mainly because of its importance for the history and evolution of ancient Greek temple-architecture. Apart from the
architectural interest, however, the study of the archaeological material brought to light enlightens us about the con-
nectivity of the sanctuary with areas of the Aegean and the Near East over the centuries and increases our knowledge
on aspects of Naxian society; especially during the early phases of historical times.

Extensive research on Panhellenic sanctuaries confirmed that written testimonies, literary and epigraphic, combined
with impressive and costly dedications, are fundamental sources of information about the origin of the donors and
the network of interactions. Unfortunately, both the above are completely missing from Hyria, as well as from most
of the sanctuaries of the Cyclades. We are, therefore, obliged to settle for the imported pottery and the minor objects/
offerings found in these sites. There is no doubt that the sanctuary of Hyria takes precedence over the other sanctu-
aries of Naxos in terms of the quantity of small dedications, be they local imitations or imported, in clay or in more
valuable materials.

This paper attempts to identity cultural and commercial relations of the islanders with the wider Aegean and the
Eastern Mediterranean areas, as documented by the analysis of pottery and of the minor objects found in the sanc-
tuary and to show to what extent the emerging image complements our knowledge from previous relevant studies.

It is widely accepted that the importance of a sanctuary within a network of regional or interregional influences
and interactions is better reflected in the type and the quantity of the dedications it attracts. Several studies have
tried to grasp the significance of costly offerings in the Panhellenic sanctuaries, especially after the end of the
Geometric period and the shift towards the 7th century B.C.; scholars attempted to relate the dedications to
specific individuals according to their place of origin and to reveal the political, social or religious purposes of
the dedication.?

However, while this ambitious effort and the methodology followed have a considerable chance of success

1 An abridged version of this paper was presented in the International Congress “Sanctuaries and Cults in the Aegean” held in
Lemnos island between the 11th and 14th of September 2019 and organized by the Ephorate of Antiquities of Lesbos, Greek
Ministry of Culture and Sports. I wish to warmly thank the Ephor Dr. P. Triantafyllides and the Organizing Committee for the
excellent organization of the Congress and for their warm hospitality in Lemnos.

2 The issue has attracted diachronic attention; for an introduction to the subject cf. Funke 2006 and Etienne 2010, Chapter 6,
“Sanctuaires et offrandes en Grece’, with relevant bibliography. Kerschner (2006) presented an interesting case study regarding
Lydian dedications in Greek sanctuaries.

AURA 4 (2021): 9-26 DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.26247/aura4.1
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Fig. 1a-b. Aerial view and general plan of the archaeological site of Hyria. A. Archaic temple IV; B. Altar; I'. Propylon; A. The two halls of the Classical Hestiato-
rion; E. Classical well; Z. Sanctuary enclosure (Courtesy of Prof. Em. V. K. Lambrinoudakis, director of the excavation).
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in the case of Panhellenic sanctuaries, which yielded a multitude of valuable finds backed by relevant literary
and epigraphic testimonia (albeit usually later),’ they prove less effective when it comes to places of worship not
referenced in the written sources and, at the same time, not receiving high-cost and quality dedications, as is
the case with Hyria (Fig. 1a-b).*

We are, thus, obliged to work with whatever finds we dispose, most of all with pottery, which proves to be
particularly helpful. It allows high chronological resolution and identification of origin, thus enabling us to
more easily recognize network patterns during the period we are interested in and to monitor their complexity.
The interaction between imported pottery and local production helps us perceive the cultural exchanges with
several regions, which pilgrimage, commerce or other factors gave rise to. It also allows readings that enlighten
us about the evolution of the society of an area,’ and better illustrates the shift of mentality between the Late
Geometric (LG) period, when sanctuaries still promoted the interests of the community, and the 7th century
B.C., when more personal concerns and ambitions began to be put forward through the act of dedicating.¢

When we engage in the study of dedications —mostly pottery but also of any other kind- certain limitations
should be taken into account before we come up with plausible answers, as to whether they indicate the pres-
ence of foreign visitors in a sanctuary or not. We should, for example, keep in mind that there is no consistency
in the archaeological record, or uniformity in the “excavational history” of comparable sites (depositional and
post-depositional processes). Some sites have suffered limited deterioration after their final abandonment (e.g.,
Kythnos Sanctuary,” Kalapodi,® etc.), while others have undergone huge physical and anthropogenic interven-
tions, which have dramatically altered their stratigraphic readability and greatly affected the preservation of
movable and immovable finds. The sanctuary of Hyria® belongs to the latter case. One should also avoid eval-
uation of imports from centers with significant trade activity by applying the same criteria as the ones used for
regions with much less commercial potential. Widely exported ceramics, for example, such as Euboean of the
Geometric times, Corinthian of the late 8th and 7th century, Ionian of the 7th and 6th century, or Attic of the
6th and 5th century B.C., are not as reliable indexes of overseas dedicators in a place of worship, as are more
rarely exported wares.

The brief survey of the pottery and artifacts imported in the sanctuary of Hyria that follows will, hopefully,
help to appraise their impact on local production and to eventually bring out the connection of the sanctuary
with remote areas.

POTTERY

Actual ceramic imports from the transition to and during the early phases of the Historical period (Protogeo-
metric — PG, Early Geometric - EG, Middle Geometric - MG) are not detected. We can only note foreign in-
fluences on local pottery production, such as a strong Euboean effect,' or the more or less faithful imitation of

3 The Delphic sanctuary is a typical case, cf. Aurigny 2009; 2010; 2011; 2019.

4 The restricted literary and epigraphic testimonia concerning the island of Naxos have been meticulously gathered and discussed
by Sphyroera 2011, Part A. Not one of them refers to the sanctuary of Hyria.

5 Vlachou 2015, 14-5 and notes.

6 Etienne 2010, 232: “A Iépoque géométrique, le sanctuaire servirait & marquer les intéréts de la communauté ; a [époque
orientalisante, il sert a exprimer pour l'individu un niveau de richesse, un statut social, et peut-étre une préoccupation plus
personnelle a Iégard des divinités.”

7 Mazarakis-Ainian 2010; 2017, 105-285.

8 Niemeier 2016.

9 Selected bibliography on the architectural remains and the pottery from the sanctuary at Hyria in Simantoni-Bournia 2015, 181,
note 4.

10 Cf. the PG Naxian plain skyphos in Simantoni-Bournia 2015, 182, drawing 1.
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Attic prototypes.!! While imported Attic vessels are altogether missing from the sanctuary of Hyria throughout
the LG times, strong Attic influence continues to be felt until the end of the LGIIa period; it is gradually re-
placed by that of Euboea in the last quarter of the 8th century B.C."? There are few genuine Parian imports and
an intense Parian effect on the Geometric pottery from the sanctuary;® both can be explained by the proximity
of the two islands, without necessarily the few imported Parian vessels having reached Hyria as dedications of

« o

Parian pilgrims. After all, the “yflpn maldauj’* the old enmity, which separated Parians and Naxians, is all too
well witnessed and leaves no room for misinterpretation. Only the scarce, but very characteristic, LG Euboean
cups could attest to the presence of Euboean visitors on the site, as the commercial distribution of these humble
imports is generally restricted.”” The absence of Early Protocorinthian vessels is noteworthy; the same is true of
the limited Protocorinthian influence on local ceramics.'* All things considered, the pottery of the Early Histor-
ical period from the sanctuary of Hyria is, in almost every instance, genuinely Naxian, but has, in several cases,
assimilated external stimuli, as is generally accepted for most contemporary indigenous pottery workshops; the

presence of overseas pilgrims cannot be presumed by these influences alone.

In the next, Early Archaic period, the harvest in ceramics is impressively poor.” This inexplicable lag could
be attributed to the fact that Temple III was lying in ruins for over half a century (from 630 to about 580 B.C.),
without its level of use being sealed by a new building, as was the case with its two predecessors."® This resulted
in the dispersion or disappearance of the ceramic debris abandoned in the ruins of the building.

Parian imports are more numerous now, but are still modest products, mainly black-glazed skyphoi. They
are distinguished from their Naxian counterparts on account of their typical clay and their superior technology
of manufacture. The complete absence from the sanctuary of the large Parian pithamphorae, which were mainly
burial vessels," as well as of smaller shapes decorated in the same manner and found in cemeteries® and in sanc-
tuaries alike,” should not surprise us since they are missing altogether from the published pottery of Naxos.?

Several scholars have repeatedly debated on the considerable influence of Parian pottery styles on Naxian
ceramics (and vice-versa).” There are a few interesting instances among the vases found in the sanctuary. The
decoration of a bird-skyphos of the second quarter of the 7th century B.C. is not far from ceramics securely
attributed to the Linear Island Style, a class of pottery considered Naxian;* its clay, however, would easily char-

11 Cf. the sherds of MG black-glazed or decorated skyphoi that imitate Attic prototypes in Simantoni-Bournia 2015, 183, fig. 1-3.
12 Simantoni-Bournia 2015, 183-87.

13 Knauss 2003; Simantoni-Bournia 2008.

14 Quoted from Herodotus (V, 81,2), who uses these words to describe the hatred between Aiginetans and Athenians; we could use
them by analogy in the case of Naxos and Paros, especially when it comes to the Herodotean description of the banning of Athenian
pottery from the sanctuary of Damia and Auxessia, cf. Morris 1984, 107-115. A detailed survey of the awkward relationship
between Athens and Aegina in Figueira 2016. Cf. Simantoni-Bournia 2008, note 36, for bibliography on the “enmity” between
Naxians and Parians.

15 Simantoni-Bournia 2015, 189 drawings 27-28.

16 Simantoni-Bournia 2015, 183-84, drawing 5 and 189, fig. 12.

17 This is also true for other contemporary Naxian sanctuaries, such as Kaminaki and Delion, even for the sanctuary at Gyroulas:
the paucity of 7th century pottery found in it, is probably explained by the fact that, when the marble Telesterion was built in the
second half of the 6th century B.C., previous vestiges were swept away.

18 Cf. Simantoni-Bournia 2012, 188-9. On the consecutive Oikoi/Temples in the sanctuary of Hyria, cf. Gruben 1993;
Lambrinoudakis 1992.

19 An outstanding example is the pithamphora from the cemetery of Paroikia, Paros: Zaphiropoulou 2008 and the partially
preserved vases Zaphiropoulou 2017, with relevant bibliography. Further to older finds (e.g., the pithamphora from the sanctuary
of Parthenos at Neapolis/Kavala), recent research confirms also the occurrence of these impressive vases in sanctuaries.

20 Typical are the Rheneia vases exhaustively published by Zaphiropoulou 2003.

21 Kourayos 2009, 126-27 with figures of a plate and a dinos; Alexandridou 2017, 353, fig. 15; Koutsoumpou 2017a, 136; 2017b,
162-63.

22 With the insignificant exception of two, probably Parian, plates from the Kaminaki sanctuary, Bikakis 1991, 68-9, no. 66-7, pl. 7.
23 Cf. relevant bibliography in Simantoni-Bournia 2008.

24 Knauss 1997, 4-6; cf. also Lembessi 1967.
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acterize the vessel as Parian® (Fig. 2).

Among the Hyria material were two vases, for which it proved difficult to decide whether they were genuine
imports from the neighboring island or local imitations. In the first case, that of a very fragmented cotyle with
a pair of opposite squatting sphinxes, each in a separate frame (metope), the style is difficult to distinguish from
that of Paros, but the clay, macroscopically at least, is close to the Naxian one.*

The second case concerns an impressive vessel, a large crater, of which only two sherds from the lip and a

Fig. 2. Hyria, Naxos. Sherd of a Parian shallow skyphos; second quarter of the 7th century B.C. (Photograph by the author; in the excavation archive). Fig. 3.
Hyria, Naxos. Two joining sherds from the rim of a crater; second half of the 7th century B.C. (Photograph by the author; in the excavation archive).

small part of the shoulder survive? (Fig. 3). The outside of the lip is decorated with an original theme set in un-
even panels (metopes); the first panel to the left is painted in solid black and is separated with a double vertical
line from the ensuing metope featuring a horizontal black-painted diabolo (two horizontal triangles placed top
to top). The next panel must have contained a clay disc, which has been detached leaving only its circular mark.
Two vertical lines separate this metope from the panel to the right, which was adorned with two three-petalled
standing palmettes, each under a double arched line. The junction of the two arches is crowned by a cross-
hatched lozenge.? The surface to the right is much worn, but it is very likely that it contained a second clay disc
with a painted or printed motif (?), which was detached leaving only its trace; as it fell, it dragged part of the
adjoining rectangular metope with the palmettes. The upper surface of the lip and the inner face of the rim are
black glazed. The fragment is covered with a thick yellowish-white slip; the paint is bright black for the three-
leaf palmettes and diluted brownish red for the lattice and bows. The clay is tile-red, with inclusions and mica.

It is not possible to ascribe the vase either in the Naxian or in the Parian workshop based solely on mac-
roscopic clay observation. The style of the decoration makes the attribution of the lip to a specific workshop
even more difficult, since it includes elements from both traditions, the Parian (cf. the latticed lozenge between
curved lines) and the Naxian (cf. the three-leaf palmettes, common in the Délos XVII C pottery Group®). I
would favor the ascription to the Naxian workshop,* as the combination of painted decoration with embossed
elements, unattested in Paros, has at least one parallel in Naxos, and from the same sanctuary for that matter.
I refer to the significantly earlier (shift to the 7th century B.C.) black-glazed amphora neck, decorated with a
circular imprint depicting a centaur;* the relief medallion is framed by a painted, white band ending on either

25 Simantoni-Bournia 2012, 185, drawing 5.

26 Simantoni-Bournia 2012, 186-87, drawing 6.

27 The crater sherds were found in the excavation square P9 (excavation group IT 276) on August 24, 1998. Total length of the two
joining sherds c. 25 cm, height of the lip 5.3 cm, width of the flat top of the lip ¢. 1 cm.

28 This very innovative theme reminds one of the “egg and dart” pattern and might be considered an early version of it.

29 E.g., Dugas 1935, C8 pl. XVIIIL.

30 Possibly to the “Linear Island” workshop, considered to be active on the island from the Subgeometric period to the mid-7th
century B.C., Lambrinoudakis 1977, 116-121; Knauss 1997.

31 Simantoni-Bournia 2007.



- 14 - ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

side with a spiral. On the amphora neck, the circular relief was printed directly on the body of the vase, while on
the crater lip the three-dimensional decoration was achieved through affixing clay discs.

The same fusion of styles that hazes the attribution of certain Early Archaic vases to one or the other island is
also encountered on some amphora sherds from Aplomata,” or on a crater lip from the sanctuary at Kaminaki
on Naxos.” However, all the above do not offer sufficient evidence for the presence at Hyria of Parian pilgrims,
who left samples of their devotion. At best, they confirm the long-held view, supported by many scholars, that
the well-known rivalry of the two islands, which, starting from the LG period, seems to culminate in the years
of Archilochos, did not prevent substantial trading of goods and in no way put insurmountable obstacles to
reciprocal stylistic influence.

A quite different picture arises when it comes to pottery from East Greek workshops. The sheer geographic
distance between Naxos and the East Greek centers calls for increased cautiousness, when attempting to trace
the presence of visitors from that region in the sanctuary. The traditional relation of Naxian pottery with the
East Greek one, already noted in the MG years,* is still intense in later centuries, especially during the 7th and
until the late 6th century.*

The quantity of East Greek ceramics in Hyria is impressive. Among the imported vessels, the bird-cotylae/
bowls are adequately represented. The earliest among them date back to the last quarter of the 8th century
B.C.,*¢ while all three types in which scholarship has classified this shape are present and date from the shift to
and throughout the 7th century (Fig. 4).¥ We have attributed to Chian workshops only two minimal sherds of
drinking vases, on account of their characteristic thick, blazing white coating. Due to excessive fragmentation,
the sherds cannot be dated more accurately than the last quarter of the 7th century and until the third quarter
of the 6th century B.C.** As expected, Ionian cups (sherds from at least eight specimens) are better represented
and belong mainly to types VIII and IX, according to the classification of Boardman and Hayes.* This class of
drinking vessels was widely exported, while local imitations are hard to distinguish from the originals.®* It is
possible that three of the Hyria cups considered to be of North-Ionian origin, are in fact Attic imitations.

Some fragments of plates are noteworthy. The oldest, produced probably in a “Rhodian” workshop of the

first quarter of the 6th century B.C," features a colorful rosette in its center, of which four leaves are preserved,
each painted in a different color and circumscribed (Fig. 5).22 A rosette on the inner side, rays around a dot on

32 Bikakis 1991, 68-9, no. 68, pl. 8.

33 Bikakis 1991, 70-1, no. 69, pl. 8.

34 Zapheiropoulou 1973, 256-59; 1994.

35 Bikakis 1991, 27-9.

36 Two samples, one from the excavation square I 6, group IT 118/1989, the other from the square P5, group IT 380/1997; cf. Bikakis
1991, 30-1, no. 2, pl. 1; Coldstream 2008, 277-79, note 2, pl. 61d; Cook and Dupont 1998, 18.

37 A large part of the body and one handle of a bird-cotyle (excavation square K3, year 1988) belongs to the first group of the SG
Rhodian skyphoi/transitional phase to the second group (690-670 B.C.), cf. Coldstream 2008, 299-300; Cook and Dupont 1998,
26-8; Bikakis 1991, 32-3, no. 5-7, pl. 1 (comparable material from Naxos). Part of the body of a similar vase (excavation square K 8,
group IT 178/ 1991) belongs to the second group of SG Rhodian skyphoi (675-640 B.C.). Part of the lower body and the conical base
of a bird-bowl (excavation square K3, year 1988), belongs to the third group of SG Rhodian skyphoi (650-615 B.C.), cf. Coldstream
2008, 300; Cook and Dupont 1998, 26-8; Bikakis 1991, 37-8, no. 16-17, pl. 1, fig. 1; Boardman and Hayes 1973, no. 2009 fig. 8, pl.
12; Karageorghis et al. 1987, 29, no. 22-3.

38 Lemos 1991, 181-86 (Reserving styles).

39 Type VIII: Boardman and Hayes 1966, 113 and no. 1204 pl. 87 for the interior decoration; Bikakis 1991, 74 no. 73, fig. 3; Cook
and Dupont 1998, 131 fig. 18.1 c. Type IX: Boardman and Hayes 1966, 113; Bikakis 1991, 73 no. 71 and 72 fig. 3.

40 Many scholars have commented on the close relationship between Archaic Ionian cups and their Attic counterparts, e.g., Lo
Porto 1961, 268-81; Masiello 1997, 176, no. 14.9-22, fig. on p. 177 (550-530 B.C.). On the distribution of Ionian cups in South Italy
and Sicily and their local imitations cf. Tsiafakis 2008, 15-26.

41 East Greek plates with floral decoration imported in Naxos in Bikakis 1991, 27 and 50 (no. 39-48).

42 Probably a sequence of light-yellow, light-beige and black painted leaves, their tops connected in pairs by a dotted dart; cf.
similar dotted spears between the tongues decorating vases of the late Rhodian style I, in Kardara 1963, 273, fig. 262 (1st quarter of
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Fig. 4. Hyria, Naxos. The lower body and the base of an East Greek bird-bowl; Third group, 650-615 B.C. (Photograph by the author; in the excavation archive).
Fig. 5. Hyria, Naxos. Two joining sherds of an East Greek plate; first quarter of the 6th century B.C. (Photograph by the author; in the excavation archive). Fig.
6. Hyria, Naxos. Sherds from the rim of an East Greek (Rhodian) plate; first half of the 6th century B.C. (Photograph by E. Eliades; in the excavation archive).

the back, adorn a small hollow plate (plat creux) of the first half of the 6th century B.C, perhaps from a Thasian
workshop.* Very impressive is a large fragment from the border of a black-figure “Rhodian” plate, contempo-
rary with the previous one.* The shape and the elements of decoration are common in most East Greek work-
shops (Fig. 6).* The Rhodian workshop is also represented by the sherds of a closed vase, probably an oenochoe,
from the second quarter of the 6th century B.C.% Finally, the simpler vases with banded decoration, widespread
in East Greek workshops, such as the Samian or Rhodian, are represented in our sanctuary by a small but sur-
prisingly well-preserved jug (Fig. 7).

Naxian imitations of Rhodian prototypes are not lacking in Hyria. Very interesting is the almost intact small
plate with a twenty-leaf rosette around a central black dot in the front side; we consider it an imitation due to its
clay, slip and dull black paint (Fig. 8).*

Finally, scraps of eight plain lekanides/plates with curved walls, everted lip with flat rim and a diameter of
0.14-0.17 m, are worth noticing; some of them conserve their ribbon handles very close to or even on the rim.

the 6th century B.C.). The same arrangement is encountered in several other East Greek workshops, e.g., Walter-Karydi 1970, 4, pl.
2, 3. 1-3 (Early 6th century B.C.); 1973, 8 no. 163, pl. 19 (first half of the 6th century B.C.) and 138, no. 718, pl. 92, no. 702, pl. 93
(Chian workshop installed in Thrace according to Lemos 1991, 209-22, cf. especially pl. 228. 2-5).

43 Rays and tongues are current in the decoration of Thasian hollow plates of the 7th century B.C., Salviat 1983, 208, fig. 11. For
their manufacture in Thasos cf. Gautier 1993, 184; Cook and Dupont 1998, 53, fig. 8.18.

44 Solid triangles with crosses between them on the curved lip. On the flat part of the plate part of an aquatic bird (swan? goose?)
with lotus flowers as filling ornaments. Details are rendered with clumsy engraving. For similar clay, paint and slip, as well as for
solid triangles on the lip cf. the Rhodian plate Boardman and Hayes 1973, 16-7 fig. 6, pL. 9.

45 E.g.,, Rubensohn 1962, 112-13, pl. 21.1; Walter-Karydi 1973, pl. 123, no. 1001 (solid triangles on the lip), no. 899 and 901
(crosses between the triangles), no. 970, pl. 118, no. 981 and 985, pl. 120 (similar filling ornaments on the flat part of the plate).

46 Seven sherds from the lower body and the conical base of a Rhodian oenochoe (?), with at least six rays stemming from the
solid-black painted base; cf. the bases of the Rhodian oenochoai Walter-Karydi 1973, no. 526, 527, 529, pl. 63-4.

47 For the shape cf. Boardman and Hayes 1966, 49, no. 607, fig. 24. For the decoration cf. Dugas 1935, pl. 46.35; Boardman and
Hayes 1966, 52, no. 662; Archontidou 1988, 245-48; Utili 1993, 53-72.
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Fig. 7. Hyria, Naxos. East Greek banded jug (Photograph by the author; in the excavation archive). Fig. 8. Hyria, Naxos. Naxian replica of an East Greek plate;
first half of the 6th century B.C. (Photograph by E. Eliades; in the excavation archive). Fig. 9. Hyria, Naxos. Sherd of an Etruscan Bucchero cotyle; mid-7th
century B.C. (Photograph by E. Eliades; in the excavation archive).

This type of vase is produced throughout the historical times and up to the Hellenistic period in Ionia and the
West (Metapontium, Santa Severa-Pyrgi), and less so in the Greek mainland or in the Black Sea. With the ex-
ception of a plate, which must be an actual East Greek import, the other Hyria lekanides/plates are almost exact
Naxian replicas of East Greek prototypes,* thus confirming the keen interest of Naxian potters for exotic shapes,
an interest that, as already noted, had started at least two centuries ago.

The question is, whether the above, mostly imported vases, confirm the presence at Hyria of pilgrims/dedi-
cators from East Greek centers. We might answer positively. After all, ceramics from various East Greek work-
shops of the 7th and 6th century B.C. occur also in the two well-known Naxian sanctuaries, that of Kaminaki*
and the sanctuary of Gyroulas.*® Similar finds have not been recorded in the Palatia sanctuary, at least not until
now.* The profusion of imported East Greek pottery and the penchant of Naxian vase painters towards Ionian
ceramics® can be better explained, though, by the increasing popularity of Ionian products in the Levant, the
Aegean and the West since the first half of 7th century B.C. The growing economic power of certain East Greek
cities, such as Miletos, Samos, Klazomenai or Teos, and their involvement in overseas commerce, might as well
elucidate this phenomenon. “An additional incentive for a more active Ionian participation in the Mediterra-
nean trade, might have been the expansion of the Assyrian empire to encompass the entire Levant around 670
B.C., which reduced Phoenician influence in the area”* The increased popularity of East Greek pottery in the
Central Aegean led to the creation of a group of vases from Delos and Rheneia, known to older research as

“Rhodo-ionian pottery”*

48 Simantoni-Bournia 2012, 188, fig. 4-6, drawings 7-12.

49 Bikakis 1991, 6-10, 30-64 passim; The author publishes 35 vases from East Greek workshops that were found in Kaminaki,
Naxos, and cover a period from the LG times to the end of the 6th century B.C.

50 The ratio between East Greek vases and the totality of vessels imported in the sanctuary of Gyroulas, Naxos, is high, especially
the Tonian cups, Simantoni-Bournia and Bournias 2020, 112-13.

51 Walter-Karydi 1972. However, we often find them in contemporary Naxian cemeteries, where dedications from foreign visitors
are not justified.

52 It is clear that the image has changed since Roebuck (1984, 75) stated that “aside from the considerable amount of East Greek
pottery found in Delos and Rheneia. .. there is only a scattering to report from the other islands”.

53 Vacek 2017.

54 E.g., Dugas 1930, miv.59; Lambrinoudakis 1977, 129.
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Last (but not least), some sherds of two Etruscan bucchero drinking vases, of the mid-7th century B.C,
should also be mentioned (Fig. 9).

There is no reason to focus on Protocorinthian and Corinthian imports or their local imitations,* since
their constant presence in every excavation throughout Greece is a phenomenon that has long been known and
widely discussed; it is constantly attributed to the intense commercial activity of Corinth from the later 8th to
the 6th century B.C., and must not necessarily be associated with the presence of Corinthian pilgrims in re-
gional shrines. Attic pottery, especially the red-figure one, which makes its presence felt in Hyria during the 5th
century B.C, has already been discussed by the author in another paper® and its occurrence is, as a rule, linked
to the historical fortunes of the island.

ORIENTALIA AND METAL OBJECTS

However, if pottery does not provide us with strong evidence for the actual presence of non-Naxian wor-
shipers at Hyria, there are more valuable “exotic” finds, which are considered by modern scholarship to
reflect the appeal of a sanctuary to pilgrims. Such are the large metal dedications, mainly bronze tripods or
statues, generally offered from the second half of the 8th and in the first half of the 7th century B.C.,¥ but
also smaller artifacts, often made of some valuable raw material; these were dedicated in large numbers from
the second half of the 7th to the early 6th century B.C.>® Only the latter occur in Cycladic centers of worship,”
among them the sanctuaries at Kaminaki® and Hyria. Neither the sanctuary of Gyroulas nor the sanctuary on
the islet of Palatia delivered small precious items.*! In the present paper, we will follow the established classifi-
cation of these items in Orientaland Orientalizing, Oriental meaning artifacts manufactured outside Greece,
often in very remote areas, and Orientalizing indicating the Greek imitations of the aforementioned ones.

Two scaraboid seal-stones of red serpentine belong to the typical examples of the Lyre-Player Group (Fig.
10a-b). They are the first such samples found on Naxos.® As has been widely accepted, the group originates
from a center in Northern Syria/Cilicia, perhaps Tarsos, and is dated to the second half of the 8th century B.C.*

Sixteen faience scarabs have been so far unearthed in Hyria and only six of them still preserve their sealing
surface legible (Fig. 11a-b).® They are dated between the end of the 8th and the turn to the 6th century B.C. The
subjects they represent belong to the well-known Egyptian and Egyptianizing repertoire, with one exception
that depicts a horse or a bull to the right; its parallels come from Lindos and Perachora. One of the scarabs of
Hyria is securely recognized as the work of a Phoenician workshop established in Egypt, while several others
are considered works of Rhodian and Cypriot workshops. Their diaspora covers the Near East, Greece and the
Aegean, and reaches as far as Etruria, Taras and Sardinia.*

55 Their number in Hyria is astonishingly small compared to their wide distribution throughout the Aegean.

56 Cf. Simantoni-Bournia (forthcoming).

57 Aurigny (2009; 2010) tries to establish the ethnicity of worshipers by examining the splendid dedications in famous sanctuaries,
such as Delphi.

58 Saint-Pierre Hoffmann and Brisart 2010, 251-52.

59 E.g., the rich findings from the recent excavations on the islet of Despotiko, near Antiparos, (Kourayos 2009) and in Vriokastro,
Kythnos (Mazarakis-Ainian 2010).

60 Karouzos and Kontoleon 1937, 121-22; Karouzos 1939, 123-4; Bikakis 1991, 6-10.

61 The deficit in Gyroulas is possibly due to the thin and disturbed earth that covered the ancient remains as well as to the constant
cultivation of the plot until recently. On the movable finds from the Gyroulas sanctuary cf. Simantoni-Bournia and Bournias 2020.
62 Saint-Pierre Hoffmann and Brisart 2010, 250-54, 258-60.

63 Simantoni-Bournia 1998, 66, 71, pl. 10.1-2.

64 Boardman 1980, 71 and note 134; Simantoni-Bournia 1998, 66 and note 28, 69 and notes 46-7.

65 Simantoni-Bournia 1998, 64-6.

66 Simantoni-Bournia 1998, 70 and notes.
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10a.

10b.

11b.

11a.

Fig. 10a-b. Hyria, Naxos. Scaraboid seal-stones of the Lyre-Player Group; second half of the 8th century B.C. (Photographs by E. Eliades; in the excavation
archive; not to scale). Fig. 11a-b. Hyria, Naxos. Faience scarabs; end of the 8th — early 6th century B.C. (Photographs by E. Eliades; in the excavation archive;
not to scale).

The island gems, which until now were almost absent from Naxos, are represented in Hyria with some
remarkable examples. Although previous research placed their center of manufacture in Melos, several other

production centers have by now been added, such as Argos and Attica.s

Of great interest is the bronze jewelry —-mostly women’s— that was offered to the deities of the sanctuary and
extends from the end of the 8th to the 4th century B.C. Among them spectacle and island-type fibulae with a
pellet or a small attachment (Fig. 12a-b), earrings —one of them silver— bronze rings and bracelets. Fragments of
a golden band raise questions about the origin of the material. Finally, a seashell (cowry shell) of the first half of
the 7th century B.C., with a Master or a Mistress of animals carved on its back, and two bird-like amulets from
the transition to the 7th century B.C. (Fig. 13), should be included in the adornment items. The spectacle fibula,

67 Simantoni-Bournia 1998, 66-7.
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particularly widespread in the Greek North, betrays contacts with the Thessalian and Macedonian coasts, while
interaction with cultures of the Adriatic Sea and regions beyond the Alps are supported by jewelry, such as some
of the rings or a bracelet with beads. The two bronze amulets and the cowry shell with the Master of animals
indicate relations with the coasts of South Asia Minor and the Eastern Mediterranean.®

A bronze naturalistic duck figurine of the 13th century B.C., which served as a weight and was found ina 7th
century B.C. context, apparently in second use, is of particular importance. Zoomorphic weights are widespread
in Egypt, while the Hyria weight must have been imported from Cyprus (Fig. 14).%

Special mention deserve the dedicated bone artifacts, such as a spectacle fibula of the first half of the 7th
century B.C. (Fig. 15), an ornament not very common in the Aegean islands, but widespread in Mainland
Greece and throughout the central and eastern Mediterranean.” More interesting are ivory implements, the
style of which leaves no doubt that they are Naxian replicas of objects from areas of the Eastern Mediterranean,
e.g., a bone signet with the representation of a man threatening a woman and an inscription that probably reads
Aphrodite (Fig. 16), which is a Naxian imitation of Cypriot models and should be dated to the shift of the 8th
to the 7th century B.C.” Particularly remarkable is a female bone figurine of the early 6th century B.C., possibly
an attachment to some larger utensil, whose type recalls corresponding forms from Asia Minor, Samos, Rhodes
and the Syro-Palestinian coast, but was crafted on the island (Fig. 17).”

In the category of cult objects that were locally made of Naxian clay, but reproduce eastern models, we
should include the mask of a bearded man, dated to the late 8th/early 7th century B.C. (Fig. 18) and an anthro-

12a. 12b.

13.

Fig. 12a-b. Hyria, Naxos. Bronze spectacle fibula and island type fibula; end of 8th century B.C. (Photographs by E. Eliades; in the excavation archive). Fig. 13.
Hyria, Naxos. Bronze bird-like amulet; transition to the 7th century B.C. (Photograph by E. Eliades; in the excavation archive). Fig. 14. Hyria, Naxos. Bronze
weight in the form of a duck; 13th century B.C. (Photograph by E. Eliades; in the excavation archive).

68 Simantoni-Bournia 2002a.

69 On prehistoric duck or animal-shaped weights cf. Sgouritsa 2012, 75 fig. 7 and note 51; also Sgouritsa (forthcoming); I wish to
thank my friend and colleague, prof. emer. N. Sgouritsa, for providing me with the relevant information.

70 Simantoni-Bournia 2002a, 143 pl. 6a.

71 Simantoni-Bournia 1998, 62-3.

72 Bournias (forthcoming).
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pomorphic juglet with a female face plastically modelled on the neck, dated to the beginning of the 7th century
B.C. (Fig. 19). Terracotta masks are known mostly from Phoenician and Punic sanctuaries, while the best com-
parable Greek examples come from the sanctuary of Artemis Ortheia in Sparta. Cyprus is another major source
of masks, used primarily in ritual performances from the Late Cypriot III down to the Cypro-Classical period.”
The anthropomorphic vase has likewise been associated with the Syro-Palestinian area, but is also closely re-
lated to Cypriot and Cretan examples.™

15. 18.

16. 19.

Fig. 15. Hyria, Naxos. Bone spectacle fibula; first half of 7th century B.C. (Photograph by E. Eliades; in the excavation archive). Fig. 16. Hyria, Naxos. Bone
signet with a man threatening a woman; late 8th/early 7th century B.C. (Photograph by E. Eliades; in the excavation archive). Fig. 17. Hyria, Naxos. Bone
female figurine; early 6th century B.C. (Photograph by E. Eliades; in the excavation archive). Fig. 18. Hyria, Naxos. Clay mask of a bearded man; late 8th/early
7th century B.C. (Drawing by the author; in the excavation archive). Fig. 19. Hyria, Naxos. Anthropomorphic juglet; early 7th century B.C. (Photograph by the
author; in the excavation archive).

73 Simantoni-Bournia 2004-2005; Bourogiannis 2018, 72 and notes.
74 Simantoni-Bournia 2004.
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DISCUSSION

Extensive research on Panhellenic sanctuaries confirmed that written testimonies, literary and epigraphic, com-
bined to magnificent dedications, are fundamental sources of information on the origin of the dedicators and
on the network of interactions;” both the written testimonies and the superb offerings are completely missing
from Hyria, as well as from most of the sanctuaries of the Cyclades. We are, thus, forced to limit ourselves to
the small artifacts, Aegean or “Exotic”, found in these sites. There is no doubt that the sanctuary of Hyria takes
precedence over the other sanctuaries of Naxos, as far as the multitude of artifacts of non-Naxian craftsmanship,
both ceramic and from more valuable material, is concerned. Does the presence of genuine foreign objects of
small size imply that they were offered by overseas visitors, who, in turn, stimulated the connectivity of Naxos
with far away regions? Although the place of manufacture hardly ever enlightens us on the homeland of the
donor/dedicant,”™ it constitutes a strong indication for intense interregional activity, especially in the last quarter
of the 8th until well into the 6th century B.C.

It has been largely accepted that imported ceramics and exotic objects, such as bronze jewelry from central Eu-
rope, stone scaraboids from Cilicia/Northern Syria, faience scarabs from Egypt or from Phoenician and Rhodian
workshops, and finally precious raw materials, such as ivory or even gold, were transported to the island —possibly
also to the sanctuary- first by Euboean then by Corinthian merchants, (not to mention the ubiquitous Phoeni-
cians”), who have been storming the Aegean and Eastern Mediterranean throughout the period in question; Co-
rinthian trade has left its mark in almost every archaeological site of Naxos, but not as much in Hyria.” A second,
alternative course, through which the Oriental (or Orientalizing) dedications might have reached the sanctuary, is
the route through Crete.” The mediation of Crete is a strong possibility in the case of Naxos, given the established
stylistic relations in the pottery of the two islands.®

Is it possible to attribute some of these maritime enterprises to Naxians? There is no written evidence that
alludes to Naxian naval exploits in the course of the Geometric and Early Archaic period.®' It seems that the in-
habitants of the island were not systematically attracted to overseas commerce, at least not until the second half of
the 6th century B.C., when Herodotus informs us that they possessed “zAoia uaxpd 7oAAd”* Although we cannot
rule out the activity of Naxian seafarers/merchants, we cannot place much trust in their early naval enterprises and
maritime expeditions, since neither the literary testimonies nor the archaeological finds on the island offer strong

and credible evidence.®

In addition to genuine luxury items from overseas, artifacts accurately copying foreign models occur early

75 Aurigny 2009; 2010.

76 Aurigny 2010, 243 : “...on ne peut pas déduire de la fabrication de lobjet lorigine du dédicant”.

77 Phoenicians appear, one way or another, in almost every discussion about trade and cultural interaction in the Iron Age Aegean.
A recent overview of the subject in Bourogiannis 2018 and Ioannou 2017; cf. also Kotsonas 2012; Kourou 2008; 2012. Muhly 1970
and Coldstream 1982 are always instructive.

78 As already noted, Corinthian presence is rarely attested in Hyria, even though Corinthian merchants seem to have often called
on Naxos and on some of its sanctuaries, especially on Kaminaki, as demonstrated by the bulk of Corinthian pottery found; Bikakis
1991, 82-131, passim. The few well preserved Corinthian ceramics from Hyria in Simantoni-Bournia 2002b, 278, fig. 71 A and B.
79 This is the alternative route that Aurigny proposes (2010, 243, notes 82 and 83) for the splendid exotic dedications at the
Panhellenic sanctuary of Delphi, although she considers Corinthians to act as the main importers; Aurigny 2010, 244.

80 Kourou 1994, 275-79.

81 Cf. Kourou 1994, esp. p. 291; Sphyroera 2011, B, 715.

82 Herodotus, Hist. E 30-31; cf. Sphyroera 2011, A, 99.

83 Sphyroera 2011, B, 715-19. The testimony of large scale Naxian sculpture of the second half of the 7th century B.C. is of course
a convincing indication for contacts with Egypt, see below and Kokkorou-Alevra 1994; Kokkorou-Alewras 1995, 39-40; Kokkorou-
Alevras 2017; unfortunately, it cannot be proved that these contacts were direct ones.
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in Hyria; the local production of replicas, often using valuable raw materials from the East, intensifies in the 7th
century and gradually weakens in the 6th century B.C. But, as the quantity of Orientalizing small size dedications
increases (since the middle of the 7th century), the array of the countries, which served as a source of inspiration
for their manufacture, is restricted to Egypt, Cyprus and a few Syro-Palestinian sites.*

Several Orientalizing minor articles from the sanctuary at Hyria show an intense Cypriot impact, which is
particularly felt on objects of local craftsmanship of the late 8th and 7th centuries, intended mostly for worship.®
Small artifacts of Egyptian origin of the 7th century B.C. -mainly faience scarabs or their Phoenician and Rhodian
imitations— have reached the sanctuary, thus alluding to some sort of relationship with the Nile country;* however,
as Boardman puts it, these items “appear occasionally on Greek sites throughout the early Iron Age and represent
no more than casual imports, perhaps via the Near East”* There is, though, a more convincing confirmation of
some sort of Egypto-Naxian contacts in the course of the 7th century B.C; the awe-inspiring achievements of the
Egyptian architecture and sculpture impressed the Greeks in a permanent way; they led Greek architects and
sculptors “to emulate the Egyptian manner, although not to imitate it in detail but to adapt it to local traditional
forms”® The Naxians were more receptive than other Greeks to the principles of Egyptian hard-stone sculpture,
and sometime before the mid-7th century B.C. —simultaneously with the Cretans, but prior to the Samians or the
Athenians- they started exploiting the marble quarries of their island to produce life size or supernatural, marble,
free standing figures.” Large sculpture in marble has not been recovered in the sanctuary of Hyria, but this is by no
means an indication that it was altogether missing.* An ivory, slightly supernatural human ear, which was found
in the adyton of the great archaic temple, must have belonged to a chryselephantine effigy of the early 6th century
B.C, in all probability a cult statue.” Together with the humble scarabs already mentioned, they confirm contacts
with the Nile country, which in due course inspired Naxian art in an irrefutable way.

Scholarship tends to consider Orientalizing artifacts (i.e., copies) to be dedications of indigenous people; how-
ever, the people who offered the genuine imports are not easy to identify. Oriental offerings do not necessarily
indicate the physical presence of overseas pilgrims in a sanctuary, since they could have been dedicated by local
merchants or even by mercenaries.”? Furthermore, we should not overlook the members of the local elite, who may
have acquired the exotic commodities in the context of hospitality relationships, and have dedicated them in an
effort to safeguard and strengthen their social status. Besides, similar objects can change hands several times be-
tween the time of manufacture and the time of dedication. The “exotic” offer, whether a genuine imported product
of the East or an imitation of an eastern original, aims to recall to the imagination of the donor or of the viewer, the
extraordinary art of the East and the luxury traditionally associated with it.*

In this brief overview, an effort has been made to trace the ways, through which oftshore offerings or their rep-
licas —be they ceramics or “precious” small artifacts— reached the sanctuary of Hyria, and to identify the origin of
their donors; both were linked directly to the investigation of possible networks of connectivity for the sanctuary
and the extent of its radiance. Although no definite answers can be offered for the above issues, we hope to have
come up with a few convincing suggestions and to have demonstrated, at least, that the large selection of dedica-

84 Saint-Pierre Hoffmann and Brisart 2010, 252.

85 See above, p. 21.

86 Close relationship with Egypt is also attested for the sanctuary at Kaminaki, Naxos, not only because of the scarabs found in it,
but also because of a bone plaque with hieroglyphic inscription; Karousos and Kontoleon 1937, 122.

87 Boardman 1980, 112.

88 Boardman 1980, 143.

89 Boardman 1980, 144; Kokkorou-Alevra 1994; Kokkorou-Alewras 1995, 39-40, 64-5; Kokkorou-Alevras 2017.

90 In this context, it is tempting to allude to the oversize unfinished (hemiteles) statue of Dionysos, lying in its quarry bed at
Apollonas, Naxos, which, according to Lambrinoudakis 1992, 207, note 9, was destined for the Hyria sanctuary; cf. Kokkorou-
Alewras 1995, 102. Its dimensions compare only to Egyptian colossal statues.

91 Lambrinoudakis 1992, 206 fig. 6.

92 Saint-Pierre Hofftmann and Brisart 2010, 254; Ebbinghaus 2006, 197 squ.

93 Saint-Pierre Hoffmann and Brisart 2010, 253 and note 124.
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tions in the sanctuary points to close relations between the inhabitants of the island and the populations of the
Aegean and the Eastern Mediterranean; on the other hand, the modest, non-pretentious dedications of the Hyria

sanctuary illustrate how receptive the islanders have been to foreign influences, mainly in the 7th century B.C.
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ABSTRACT

The ancient deme of Aixonides Halai flourished on the south-western slopes of Mount Hymettus, Attica. The geo-
morphological environment and the ancient architectural remains outline the deme’s rural character and provide
evidence for a prosperous economy based on agriculture and fishery. A significant number of various inscriptions has
been found at the semi-mountainous areas of the deme. They have been attributed mainly to shepherds, and their ex-
istence directly points to the rural use of the place. Recently, on a rocky plateau of Faskomelia hill, the rock engravings
of two figures were detected. The figures are standing in line and have been identified with the god Pan and a hoplite.
Pan is the one who precedes, and the hoplite the one that follows. After a short presentation of the Arcadian god Pan,
the paper deals with the spread and establishment of his cult in Attica, his connection with the battle of Marathon
and his role in the final victorious outcome. This never before seen engraving dates back to the first half of the 5th
century B.C. The depiction of Pan together with a warrior-hoplite directly creates the allusion that the artist wanted to
represent a scene from the battle of Marathon, capturing the moment that the Athenian army; in phalanx formation,
is thrown to the barbarians at the double.

INTRODUCTION

The ancient deme of Aixonides Halai? was organised during the reformation of Cleisthenes in southern Attica,
where the areas of the modern municipalities of Voula and Vouliagmeni are located (Fig. 1). The deme origi-
nated in the lower, south-western foothills of Hymettus, nearby the western sea front, and bordered the deme of

1 The authors spotted the engraving during one of their nature walks in the hills of Faskomelia. After their discovery, they found a
significant number of already published graffito and engraving marks, as well as of other previously unknown, whose publication
will ensue, and the entire endeavour acquired another interesting dimension, that of genuine archaeological exploration.

2 Dodwell 1819, 556; Eliot 1962, 25-6; Whitehead 1986, 372; Bengtson 1991, 126-28.

AURA 4 (2021): 27-41 DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.26247/aura4.2



228 - ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

Fig. 1. Map of the ancient deme of Aixonides Halai with the main archaeological sites (center of the deme, Apollo Zoster Temple, fortified acropolis, main
ancient roads) Faskomelia hill, modern and ancient demes.
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Anagyrountos (modern areas of Vari-Varkiza) and Aixoni’ (modern Glyfada). Alongside Aixoni, they formed
the coastal subdivision (zpirz0g) of the tribe of Kekropides.* The name “Halai Aixonides” (AAai Aiéwvideg)
derives from its geographical position —since it was a coastal deme- as well as from its proximity to the deme of
Aixoni.’ Based on the archaeological data presently available, it consisted of two settlements® in the periphery,
where large farmhouses were built in the course of the 4th century B.C.” The religious center of the Halaieis was
the temple of Apollo Zoster, on the Laimos Peninsula.® The organised acropolis® of the settlement was on the
hill of Kastraki.

The extent of the ancient deme can be traced to its privileged position, as well as the geomorphological set-
ting of the area. It was conveniently located just one day walk from the city of Athens, in direct proximity to the
sea front, and positioned in an area suitable for farming and fishing activities. The intersection of two central
highways, both of which were important for the entire region of Attica, within the limits of the deme, also in-
tensified its development. These are the “Astiki odos” and the “Paraliaki odos”, starting from the Diomeian Gates
and Faliron respectively, and both terminate at Sounion.*

The geomorphological setting and the residential remains determine the agricultural character of the deme
and are indicative of a thriving economy based on fishing and farming activities practised and traded even be-
yond Attica.! More specifically, the semi-mountainous landscape of the deme of Aixonides Halai was suitable
for beekeeping, logging and animal husbandry."” The exploitation of the southern part of Hymettus for the
aforementioned activities in the Archaic and Classical periods® is evidenced by the presence of engravings,'
inscriptions and representations on the rocks, such as figures of humans® and a Satyr.'¢

In particular, erotic inscriptions,"” engravings of ships,'® feet and animals, as well as nonsense inscriptions"
-mainly attributed to shepherds— were discovered in an area of 1,200 m? on the so-called hill of Faskomelia,

3 Strabo (9.1.21) “paxpa dxpa mpotn peta tovg Aiwvéas Zootip. .. v ths apdkeitar vijoog Péfpa”.

4 The deme of Phlyus (modern Chalandri), Athmonon (modern Maroussi), Pithus (modern Psychico-Philothei), Sypalittos
(modern Lykovrissi), Trinemeus (modern Parnitha), Xypete (modern municipalities of Moschato and Renti), Daedalids (...) and
Melite (Pnyka) also belonged to the same tribe.

5 There are two approaches to the etymology of the word Aifevrj: Plato attributes the origin of the verb ailwvevouar (cuss or
badmouth) and the noun aiéwveia (blasphemy or slander) to the Aixonides (Laches 197¢9). According to Surmelés (1854, 45-6)
the etymology of the word can be traced to the words ai& (goat) kot @vij (the value of the goat). Similarly, he believes that the
inhabitants of the deme were mockers and sweepers, thus the proverb “AAn0as &l Aiéwvers”

6 Andreou 1994, 191-209; Giamalidi and Daifa 2013, 113-26; Giamalidi 2013, 27-31.

7 Mussche 1975, 45-54; Lohmann 1989, 189-95. The systematic archaeological surveys in the areas of Voula and Vouliagmeni
in the past 30 years resulted in the discovery of significant remains, the composition of which allows us to have a clear picture of
the residential organisation of the ancient municipality. In general, for the organisation of the Attic demes see Steinhauer 1994,
175-189; Hoepfner 2005, 263-268; Nevett 2005, 83-98.

8 Kourouniotis 1930, 2-53; Giamalidi and Kanellopoulos (forthcoming).

9 Andreou 1994, 195.

10 Korres 2009, 198-207; Kaza-Papageorgiou 2016, 130-32; Giamalidi (forthcoming).

11 Giamalidi 2013, 32.

12 Andreou 1994, 207; Lohmann 1992, 35-9; Jones et al. 1973, 335-452.

13 Engraving of inscriptions and representations is common practice and can be viewed as an alternative way of com-
munication, interaction, and even individual projection.

14 Taylor 2010, 91, 102; Bultrighini 2013; 2015, 27-53.

15 Langdon 2015, 55.

16 Langdon 2016, 88-9 fig. 40.

17 Langdon 2016, 85 fig. 22; For ancient Greek erotic inscriptions see Themos 2014.

18 Van den Moortel and Langdon 2017, 383-86 figs 2-4, 394-95 figs. 17-8.

19 Langdon 2015, 51-2.

20 The south-western foothills of Mount Hymettus have remained untouched by modern interventions; as they preserve their
geological relief, they act as a model landscape for the entirety of Attica. Faskomelia Hill and Vouliagmeni Lake have been included
in the “Natura 2000 Directive” of the European Union, due to their special ecological value.
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located within the administrative boundaries of the modern municipal unit of Vouliagmeni. This low moun-
tain range, suitable for grazing sheep and goats, may have functioned as a natural observatory, as it offered a
panoramic view of the sea routes from Sounion to Piraeus, Aegina, Salamis, and the opposite coast of the Pelo-
ponnese, from its slopes and peaks. The rocky terrain has also produced horoi (6por),* which to some extent
clarify the administrative boundaries between the ancient deme of Aixonides Halai and Anagyrous.? It is thus
established that the semi-mountainous land of the ancient deme —the stony ground (peAlevg)*~ was an integral
part of the daily life of its ancient inhabitants, and was also significant to the overall economy of the area.

Fig. 2. The rock engraving with the depiction of god Pan and the warrior-hoplite.

THE REPRESENTATION

Recently, engravings of two figures within the same pictorial frame were discovered on the hill of Faskomelia
(Fig. 2). More specifically, the figure of a deity and the figure of a warrior- hoplite were identified on the rela-
tively smooth and oblique surface of a trapezoid-shaped piece of marble (indicative dimensions: 55/82 cm by

21 Goette 1994, 121-4; Krasilnikoff 2010, 51-3; Bultrighini 2013; Fachard 2016, 201-3.

22 Langdon 1985, 10; 1988, 75-81; Traill 1986, 116-22 (appendix).

23 The areas of the demes with rocky soils, where brushwood, herbs and aromatic plants grow, suitable for grazing and logging, are
characterized as peAdeic. Krasilnikoft 2008, 37-49; 2010, 52-3.
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90/100 cm) within karstic limestones. The figures are represented in a row, moving towards the left, and occupy,
approximately, the middle of the rocky surface.

Pan

The leading figure is identified with a deity, due to its larger dimensions, its position in space and its physio-
gnomic features (Fig. 3a). More specifically, the figure can be identified with the god Pan* as the tragomorphic
(goat-like) features —specific to this divine being- are clearly discernible in the representation. The deity is
rendered in cross-section and the tragomorphic features can be seen, especially on the head (Fig. 3b). To be
more precise, these features are upright horns, a flattened snout nose and a beard with a sharp end. The details
of the remaining facial features are unclear. The body of the deity is rendered more clearly: it is well-crafted, has
symmetrical proportions, and follows basic human anatomy. The deity holds a lagobolor?* (a stick used for hare
hunting) with his raised and curved left hand, while the right hand is not shown at all. Pan moves with his left

Fig. 3a. Detail of the rock engraving.

24 LIMCVIII, 923-41.
25 Boardman 2000, 28-41. For the use of the Jagobolon see Kapouzouz 2009, 56, fig. VI, 12. For a representation of Pan with a
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Fig. 3b. The head of the god Pan in magnification.

leg extended. His lower extremities end in hooves, and are thin, indicating his animal ancestry.? Moreover, he
has a long horse-tail. The figure is placed in the center of the depiction and Pan’s impetus is further emphasised
by his extended forward leg and raised arm. All in all, as represented in the engraving, Pan has the head, neck,
horns, hooves and tail of a Satyr, while the rest of his body is human. The divinity gathers an array of individual
characteristics and symbols, in order to further emphasise its wild animal nature.

Hoplite

The figure that follows Pan is identified with a warrior, specifically an Athenian hoplite running at the double
(0p6u). The warrior is bearded, wears an Attic helmet, and holds a shield and a spear.”” His head is represented
in cross section. The line from the nose to the forehead is straight, the eye is represented with a dot (which is
engraved off-center) and the mouth with a fine indentation. The body of the warrior is rendered in three quar-
ters and has symmetrical proportions. The hoplite holds the spear with his left hand, in a position that gives
the impression that he is ready to shoot it, while his shield is in front of the body at chest height. The shield is
circular and is represented by two arched engravings, while at the same time the line of the body is also indi-
cated. Both legs are bent at knee height, though the right one is extended. On his feet, the warrior's greaves are
represented with a well-shaped engraving. The feet of the warrior are rendered schematically, whereas his toes
are not discernible.

The representation of god Pan and a warrior-hoplite in the same pictorial scene is novel and suggests that
this is a scene related to the battle of Marathon (490 B.C.). More precisely, this is the moment when, according to
the ancient sources and mythology, the Athenian army, in a phalanx formation,® attacks the barbarians running
at the double (opduw).”

lagobolon see LIMC VI1II, 615, Pan 33.

26 LIMCVIIL, 613-14, Pan 22, 24.

27 Schwartz 2009, 25-101; Stronk 2019, 152; Krentz 2013a.

28 Schwartz 2009, 102-200; Krentz 2013a, 149; 2013b, 35-44.

29 Herodotus (VL.112): “évfaira g dnsibnoav oi AOnvaiot Spduw ievro é; tovg PapPhpovs. joav 8¢ oTddior 0vk ELGoooVES TO
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PAN IN MARATHON

The god Pan® is a creation of the inhabitants of Arcadia, of Arcadian nature and way of life. He is primarily a
deity associated with animal husbandry and the protection of herders and hunters. These qualities emphasise
his relationship to music (as he is the inventor of the pastoral syrinx), his activity as a hunter, his erotic solitude
and the perversion this causes, as well as his detachment from the comforts of urban life. Pan is a free-spirited
deity, who inhabits the mountains, enjoys the pleasures of life, is merry and noisy and a tireless lover of nymphs,
boys, and animals.* He is the personification of countryside morals —an agricultural deity par excellence. Just
like the Satyrs, the Silenoi and the Centaur, Pan is a hybrid deity,” in between a man and a goat. Pan, however,
in contrast to the aforementioned creatures, which existed only in myth and theatre, had an established cult and
sanctuaries.”

During the classical period, his cult expanded beyond Arcadia, to Attica and other Greek regions, and found
its main expression in the rural areas of the cities. The epiphany of the god to the runner Pheidippides was the
reason (aitiov)* for the adoption of the cult of Pan in Athens during the 5th century B.C. More specifically and
according to the sources,” the god appeared to Pheidippides, who had been sent by the Athenians to Sparta to
ask for the help of the Lacedaemonians in the fight against the Persians.’ Pan, after expressing his complaints
because the Athenians ignored him, even though he had helped them many times, promised to provide assis-
tance in the battle of Marathon.”

Pan's participation in the battle led to the victorious outcome of the war and resulted in the establishment
of his cult in Attica. The annual festivities, the torchlight relays (Aaumadnopopiar), the sacrifices performed in
his honor and the cave of Pan on the northwest slope of the Acropolis,® are all tributes to the god Pan by the

HETQIYUIOV VTV 1] OKT@ ... 0i0¢ TIEpoal opéovtes OpoL EMOVTAS TOPECKEVALOVTO BG de&buevol, uaviny te toiot Adnvaiolot
ETEPEPOV Kai Tayyv 6A£0pINY, OPEOVTES QUTOVS OATYOVS Kati TOUTOVS SPOU® ETELYOUEVOVS, OVTE IOV VAAPYOVOTS 0Pl OUTE TOEED-
uatwV’; Aristophanes, Acharnians, 696-700; Dionysopoulos 2012, 218-20; Merkouris and Spathari 2010; Steinhauer 2009, 104;
Regarding the attack at the double —at a run- of the hoplites see Krentz 2013b, 35-44; Stronk 2019, 120-21.

30 On the cult of Pan see Herbig, 1949; Roussos 1986, 240-43; LIMC VII, 923-41; Boardman 2000, 28-39; Borgeaud 1988;
Mastrapas 2013, 111-22.

31 LIMCVII, 633, Pan 258.

32 Aston 2011, 109-19.

33 Borgeaud 1988, 48; Neumann 2020, 68; In Arcadia Pan was worshiped in temples or in the countryside. On the contrary, in
Attica his worship was organized in caves, in which he was worshiped together with other deities and mainly with the Nymphs.
Regarding the similarities and differences between the caves of Attica that were dedicated to Pan, in terms of the way of worship,
the type of votive offerings, the origin and the social origin of the devotees-worshipers, the other deities worshiped in the same cave
and the place that Pan held in the respective sanctuaries, see Arapogianni 2000; Neumann 2020, 85-8.

34 Petridou 2016, 16-20. According to Petridou, epiphanies “functioned as crisis management tools”. Petridou chooses Pan’s
epiphany to the Athenian runner Pheidippides to introduce her epiphanic schema: “The major political and military crisis the
Athenians were faced with in 490 gave rise to the god’s epiphany, which in turn authorized an intermediary...to suggest that
divine alliance was to be expected in the course of the battle, which resolves the crisis. The resolution of the crisis is subsequently
commemorated by the establishment of a new cult, a festival, athletic games, divine images, or/and some other conspicuous cultic
feature (e.g., sacrifices, theoric journey) in honor of the deity that manifested itself. Thus, the original epiphany ends up operating
as the aition, the reason behind the establishing of these cultic features”; Garland 1992, 18-9.

35 Herodotus (VI, 105-6); Pausanias (I. 28.4).

36 Pheidippides’ meeting with Pan took place on Mount Parthenion in Tegea, Arcadia, the birthplace and main cult center of the
god.

37 Pausanias (1.28.4). Repeating the narrative of Herodotus, Pausanias adds a new point, that the god promised to Pheidippides
that he will join the fight with the Athenians at Marathon (“7ov ¢ Ilava 6 Oilizrions éleye mepi 10 dpog vrvyovra oi 1o Tophé-
viov pdvat te w¢ givovs AOnvaiois gin kai §t1 é¢ Mapabave kel ovuuoyicwV”), and 8.54.6 (“Ilavég ot igpdv, &vho Dnmion
eavijvar Tov I[Tava’”).

38 See footnote no. 34.



<34 ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

Athenians for his decisive contribution to the battle of Marathon. The importance of the contribution of the
god to the battle is also evident from the fact that general Miltiades dedicated a statue to Pan for his help in the
battle against the Medes.* Since then, the worship of the god was incorporated into the religious customs of the
citizens of Athens and spread widely. The almost simultaneous flourishing of his worship, immediately after the
Persian Wars, is particularly impressive® and this is evident by the plethora of scattered caves in Attica dedicated
to the god,* such as the cave of Pan in Vari.*? The established and organised cult of the god in the cave “Nym-
pholiptou” is an irrefutable proof of his worship by the citizens of the ancient deme,* all in an environment
determined by the mountainous range of Hymettus, with its rocky soil and sparse vegetation.

The cult of Pan in Attica* is not only a sign of his devotion to animal husbandry, but is also associated with
the socio-economic conditions that developed after the Cleisthenian reforms. The spread of his cult suggests an
organized effort of the polisto strengthen the rural population’s morale, creating the necessary ideological back-
ground that would stimulate the farmer’s self-confidence, the bond between them, as well as their ties with their
land, while at the same time aiming to enhance farming in the Attic countryside all together.* Pan in Attica,
therefore, plays an important role in the economy of the remote outskirts of Attica and in the financial support
of the middle class, such as the hoplites who fought in the battle of Marathon,* who now actively participate in
politics.

Hoplites at the battle

The hoplites class consisted of free citizens, owners of small or medium-sized land, who had the financial re-
sources to purchase and maintain their costly armaments. As part of the hoplite phalanx,” they act with dis-
cipline, in a sense of community,® bravery and solidarity. They are ready and willing to defend the state with
their lives, thus claiming the right of participation in military and civic affairs, like the Assembly.* The reforms
proposed by Cleisthenes® (circa 508/7 B.C.) made all public offices accessible to citizens and secured popular

39 This information derives from an epigram attributed to Simonides of Keos. See Anth.Plan, 232: “z0v tpaydmovv ué Ilave, tov
Apkdda, Tov kard Mijowv, tov uet’ Abnvaiov, otijcaro MiAtiaons”; Gartziou-Tatti 2013, 98.

40 Neumann, 2020, 86.

41 Papademetriou 1958, 15-22; Deligeorghi-Alexopoulou 1980, 126-76; Arapogianni 2000, 14-187; Neumann 2020, 67-85. The
Attic caves dedicated to the god Pan: 1) The caves of Pan on the northwest and south slopes of the Acropolis. 2) The sanctuary on
the Hill of the Nymphs, Athens. 3) The Parilissium sanctuary of Pan, Athens. 4) The Oenoe cave, Marathon. 5) The Phyle Cave
on Mount Parnes, (Fyli) Phyle (the so called “Lychnospilia”). 6) The cave “Nymphaeon” on Mount Penteli. 7) The cave of Pan at
Daphni. 8) The cave “Nympholiptou” at Vari. 9) The cave of Eleusis.

42 Weller 1903; Schorner and Goette 2004; Deligeorghi-Alexopoulou 1980, 159-57; Arapogianni 2000, 93-137; Neumann 2020,
82-3.

43 The cult of the inhabitants of the ancient deme of Aixonides Halai in the cave of Vari is confirmed by the votive relief with the
inscription: E[YKAJHE AAKAEOY AAAIEYY [EAM 2012 (IG2,11-1113,1 4653)], Arapogianni 2020, 111; Neumann 2020, 83.
44 Borgeaud 1988, 133-62.

45 Lohmann 1992, 35-9.

46 Pritchard 1998, 125-27. After the battle of Marathon, the hoplites became an example of bravery and virtue, and were praised
by tragic and comic poets, historians, and orators alike.

47 A considerable number of scholars (Echeverria 2012, 291) support the idea that the rise of the “hoplite” and the introduction of
the “phalanx” belong to the Archaic period. Echeverria (2012) reconsiders the concepts of “hoplite” and “phalanx” from the point
of view of the extant literary and epigraphical evidence, and argues that both “hoplite” and “phalanx” are concepts belonging to
the Classical period.

48 Raaflaub and Wallace 2007, 35-6.

49 “The notion that citizens qualifying as hoplites were privileged politically over those who did not is based on Solon’s ‘timocratic’
constitution’, Raaflaub 2007, 128; The participation of the citizens in the commons and in the governance of the city-state was
determined by their property situation.

50 According to Ober (2007, 84-104, 84, 86), it was not Cleisthenes’ actions that determined the essential political evolution, but
the Athenian demos, who was the protagonist of the democratic institutional “foundation”. He suggests that the rise of democracy
was not the result of the competition between the Aristocrats, but was the product of popular action and participation.
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participation. The battle of Marathon confirms that the hoplite class is capable of defending Athens and Athe-
nian ideas not only against the external enemies, the Persians, but also against the internal nobles.** The victory
of the hoplites was significant and provided confident to the demos, so that two years later demos “used for the
first time the law about ostracism,”* which can be considered indicative of the role of democracy in creating a
new historical, social, and political status in the Athenian society.*

DATING

In an attempt to date the engraved representation, we must rely on vase painting and the ways the figure of Pan
is represented. In most of the painted scenes, Pan is depicted chasing mortals (men, women, and animals) for
the purpose of sexual intercourse, dancing, chasing, in the company of gods, semi-gods, nymphs, satyrs and
other mythological entities. It is certain that the engraver is aware of how Pan is attributed in vase painting,*
sculpture® and metallurgy, and is also familiar with his typical physiognomic characteristics. More specifically,
in terms of metallurgy,® the engraving shares common features with the head of Pan that adorned the caduceus
(knpvxetov), which the statue of the goddess Nike by Callimachus on the Acropolis probably carried.

The tragomorphicform of the god evolved over the years and gradually acquired additional human features.
In the beginning of the 5th century B.C., the animal nature of the god was depicted mainly on the feet, which
were represented by hooves, just like the engraving on the hill of Faskomelia.

The god is depicted with hooves in the Attic red-figure pottery of the first half of the 5th century B.C. Ex-
amples include the bell-shaped crater at the Boston Museum of Fine Arts (BAPD 206276),” the alabaster at
the Archaeological Museum of Bonn (BAPD 14588),* and the olpe at the National Archaeological Museum of
Naples (BAPD 202603),” all of which are dated around 500-450 B.C., as well as the pelike at the Archaeological
Museum of Rhodes (BAPD 216599),® dated around 450-400 B.C.

Nonetheless, there are differences between the engraving of Pan from Faskomelia and the aforementioned
depictions in vase painting. Although in vase painting the god has goat-shaped facial features and hooves, in
none of these depictions does he simultaneously carry his symbol (the Jagobolon), has a long tail, and pertains
to the erect phallus (ithyphallic).

In terms of the depiction of the hoplite, the engraver also draws inspiration from vase painting, specifically
the way in which divine and mortal figures are depicted in three quarters.

Combining the information already presented with the terminus post-quem of the battle of Marathon, as
well as the dated inscriptions and the markings of the ships from the nearby and wider areas,* it is safe to as-
sume that the engraving is dated to the first half of the 5th century B.C.

51 Kagan 1961, 397.

52 Aristotle (Ath. Pol. 22.3): “Oiaimévreg £tn 0vo peta v viknv, Qappodvrog 1j0n Tov SO, TOTE TPATOV EYPHOAVTO TG VOU®
7@ mepi 10V dotpakioudV’. For Cleisthenes’ foundation of the ostracism see Kagan 1961.

53 Cartledge 2007, 162; Hafez 2015, 10.

54 LIMCVIII, 613-14, Pan 22, 24.

55 LIMCVIII, 614, Pan 30.

56 LIMCVIIIL, 615, Pan 33; Boardman 2000, figs. 35, 36.

57 http://www.beazley.ox.ac.uk/record/375D1087-1B3F-47D8-A93B-BCCE16B6FDF6

58 http://www.beazley.ox.ac.uk/record/8E0C29B1-E24C-41D5-8E08-70448FAD4061

59 http://www.beazley.ox.ac.uk/record/4B821AD3-CBE4-4834-96 AE-944562AC9567

60 http://www.beazley.ox.ac.uk/record/57C76E6F-ADA3-4051-B7E6-518942BB326B

61 He is depicted as an ithyphallic on the pelike at the Archaeological Museum of Rhodes.

62 The engravings of the ships and the inscriptions from the area of the Faskomelia hill date back to the archaic times, ac-
cording to relevant publications (see footnotes no. 17-19).
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THE ENGRAVER

The engraver of the representation at Faskomelia hill renders his forms realistically. His original synthesis is
adapted to the special conditions of his rocky “canvas’, his special artistic abilities as well as his artistic origins.
The placement of the representation in the middle of the available space is quite impressive and reveals sophisti-
cation and premeditated design - this is not a superficial or spontaneous creation. The harmonious proportions
of the bodies, their pictorial relationships and their naturalistic movement are also admirable features of this
representation. The engraving exudes a sense of confidence, remarkable stability, comfort, familiarity with the
subject and the anatomical details of the figures and the artistic trends of the time. We can also identify occa-
sional failures, such as the poor representation of the warrior’s feet, his raised hand, as well as the hand of god
Pan. These failures, however, should not be attributed solely to the artist’s incompetence, since engraving on
hard rock is a difficult endeavour (Fig. 4).

Fig. 4. Drawing of the engraving of god Pan and the warrior-hoplite.

Our attempt to determine the identity of the artist can lead to various hypotheses. The engraver could be
a young shepherd with special artistic sensitivity and abilities, who, impressed and influenced by the recent
majestic victory in Marathon, wanted to honor his patron-god, so familiar and approachable, representing the
moment of the battle where the god leads the hoplites.

Another valid hypothesis is that the artist could be a veteran warrior, who, grateful to Pan for assisting at the
battle of Marathon, decided to pay tribute to him on the eve of the sea battle of Salamis, once again asking for
his godly help. It is also tempting to hypothesize that this could be the work of a man who “spied” on the ships

sailing alongside the Saronic Gulf that extends on the horizon. In this case, we may assume that the engraver

63 According to Platias (2020, 388), a spy network was designed and implied for the naval battle of Salamis.
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is a young man, an ephebes,* who serves the polis by patrolling® the countryside, as part of his preparation to
transition to the adulthood, or even a soldier on patrol,* who either guards the demos® territory or observes

and spies for possible enemies’ movements in the Gulf.

The mere existence of many warships’ engravings,® inscriptions® and one unpublished boustrophedon in-
scription” in close proximity to the spot of the Pan engraving, which reads “XAIPIAX EIMI O... KATAXKOIION
..., strengthens the above hypothesis even further. In addition, we must take into consideration that the loca-
tion of Faskomelia hill is the most suitable place for a panoramic sighting and control of the Saronic Gulf and
the surrounding area. Furthermore, the strategic importance of this area for the defence of Attica is confirmed
by the existence of the two towers”™ east and west of the temple of Apollo Zoster at Laimos in Vouliagmeni, of

the homonymous peninsula, during the 5th century B.C. and in the periods following.”

Therefore, regardless whether the engraver were an ephebes or a soldier, we can assume that in the face of a
new threat from the Persians, ten years later, at the naval battle of Salamis, he decided to invoke an epiphany of
Pan via his representation, in the hope of the god re-assisting towards another majestic victory.

CONCLUSIONS

We are of the opinion that the scene represents, in a simple and naturalistic manner, the moment when the
Athenian army attacks under the leadership of Pan.” The artist of the engraving recognizes the god as the de-

termining factor of the glorious victory in Marathon and culminates his role by the side of the Athenians.™ The

64 Ath. Pol. 42; The ephebes were the young Athenian men, eighteen - nineteen years old, of various classes, financially supported
by the city, who were trained in military matters so that they became soldiers, citizens, and men; For the institution of ephebeia
see Vidal-Naquett 1986; According to Barringer (2001, 47-8), the ephebeia was institutionalized in Athens by the 4th century, but
the fact that the ephebic oath (an oath where they promised to behave like hoplites, Vidal-Naquett 1986, 127) includes archaizing
forms, which suggests that it is older, led some scholars to believe that ephebeia already existed as an institution in the 5th century;
Pritchard 1998, 127; Polinskaya 2003, 85-106.

65 Ath. Pol. 42, 4: “kai Aafovres dorida Kai 00pv wapd TG TOAEWS, TEPITOAOVOL TNV YHpav Kai SlTpiPovaty v T0ig PLAAKTI-
piois”; The ephebes did not remain in the frontier areas but they were also involved in the patrolling of the Attic countryside.
Polinskaya 2003, 101.

66 Van den Moortel and Langdon 2017, 403.

67 The reforms of Cleisthenes and the organization of the Attica land into municipalities de factoimposed the existence of “borders”
between them, for the exploitation of the natural resources of each region and, therefore, the need for control and protection was
urgent. Additionally, in a short distance from the Pan engraving, there is an HOROS inscription of the 4th century B.C., which
confirms the existence of a boundary between the ancient deme of Aixonides Hallai and the deme of Anagyrountos; Langdon 1985,
5-10.

68 Van den Moortel and Langdon 2017, 386 fig. 4.

69 Langdon 2015, 51.

70 This boustrophedon inscription was found by the authors in the vicinity of the engraving. The publication will follow in due
time.

71 Stavropoulos 1938, n. 1, 6-7.

72 Varoucha-Christodoulopoulou 1961, 340-3; McCredie 1966, 30-2.

73 Pan at the battle of Marathon: on the event and its effect see Borgeaud 1988, 91, 945, 133-62; Borgeaud speculates that Pan may
have appeared after the battle, when the Persians regrouped and headed for Athens to occupy it, before the Athenian forces returned
from Marathon. At this crucial point the god spread panic in their armies and, at the time of great danger for the city of Athens,
he prevented the Persians from reaching the city earlier than the Greek army, thus averting an impending catastrophe; Garland
(1992, 51-4) is of the opinion that Pan helped to cause fear and panic among the numerous Persians, while on the other hand, he
inspired courage and boldness among the few Athenians; According to Petridou (2016, 17), Pan’s epiphany to Pheidippides “..and
his promise for divine alliance on the battlefield was the reason why ‘the vastly outnumbered Athenians’ were not defeated by the
‘the vastly superior Persians’ ”.

74 The presence of Pan at the battlefield is not mentioned either by Herodotus or by Pausanias. The mural that adorned the famous
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imposing presence of the goat-shaped deity spread panic’ among the Persian ranks. The presence of Pan in the
battlefield is indisputable to the engraver, as he was familiar with the mythology; thus it reflects an alternative
version of the participation of the god in Marathon. Of all the gods who contributed to the victory of Marathon,
the choice of depicting Pan is reasonably expected, due to the status of the artist, the nature of the god and the
landscape in which the engraving belongs.”

The engraving confirms that Pan is part of the legend surrounding the battle of Marathon and the epic vic-
tory that followed. Essentially, his depiction confirms the information deriving from the ancient written sources
about the way the Athenians attacked, as well as the panic caused by the presence of the god.

The god Pan, “the great reconciler of the city and the countryside’” is the symbol of the victory against the
barbarians. The engraving at Faskomelia hill is the product of an astounding and creative artistic nature, and
reflects the ideological background, the thoughts and the belief system of the inhabitants of the countryside,
regarding the battle of Marathon.

The aftermath of the battle never subsided and remained in the collective imagination of every human
in antiquity”® The magnificent victory in Marathon over numerous Medes was a source of inspiration for
many writers and artists, not only for those who witnessed the battle, but also for the generations that ensued

throughout the centuries.
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Stoa Poikile in the Agora of Athens reflected the epic dimension of the battle and the epiphanies of the gods, demigods and heroes
who participated in it (Athena, Hercules, Theseus, Echetlaios, Marathon), as well as the presence of the historical figures who led it
(Kallimachos, Miltiades), according to Pausanias’ description (Pausanias, 1.15,4).

75 For panic and Pan see Borgeaud 1988, 88-116, 90-1, 94-5.

76 Borgeaud 1988, 60. The area was far from the center of the ancient municipality (marginal land) and its rocky terrain prevented
cultivation. This was a place suitable only for grazing and hunting. Not only was in the boundary of the ancient municipality, but
also it was a symbolic boundary between the human and divine presence. Essentially, it was a place overlooked and dominated by
the god Pan.

77 Steinhauer 2009, 158.

78 Pritchard 1988, 121-27.
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ABSTRACT

The need for consumption of liquid foods, especially by vulnerable groups (infants, the sick, the elderly), has contrib-
uted to the long-term use of spoons. In the Middle Ages, eating with the use of one’s fingers was the most common
way. However, spoons, in addition to their practical use, when made of metal, were treated as investment goods and
symbols of social rank. A copper alloy spoon from the Frankish castle of Chlemoutsi with a double-headed eagle at
the tip of its handle, and two more samples from the church of Hagios Petros of Kastania in Western Mani correspond
to types known in the late Antiquity, which vary in typology and are found in a wide geographical range in the late
Middle Ages.

Since prehistoric times, spoons made of clay, metal, glass, bone, horn or wood have been used as household
items, for the consumption of liquid foods and desserts.! Throughout the entire medieval period, viscid and
solid foods were most commonly ingested using one's fingers, eventually with the help of bread. Therefore,
the use of spoons, apart from gradually answering a necessity, implied sophistication and, to a certain extent,
reflected one’s social position.?

Luxurious spoons, made of silver or copper alloys and sometimes decorated, often formed sets of identical
objects, indicating the economic and social status of their owners, and were even used as a means of boasting.?
References to the utilitarian and capital value of spoons are quite frequent in written sources of the middle and
late Byzantine period, as well as in the Latin states of the Eastern Mediterranean.* In Western Europe, silver
spoons were treated as a social symbol and investment goods, and were often exchanged as wedding gifts or
offered at baptisms.> Moreover, in monasteries, just like in hospitals and other public benefit foundations, the

1 Koukoules 1933, 110; Boas 2010, 146-47; Parani 2010, 151; Pappa 2012, 25-33. See also: https://www.cmog.org/search/site/
Roman%20spoon?f%5B0%5D=bundle%3Aartwork.

2 Prawer 1972, 86; Weiss Adamson 2004, 4, 105, 158; Vroom 2007, 193, 198, 200, 204; Parani 2010, 142, 150.

3 Ward-Perkins 1940, 130 fig. 41; Egan 1998, 6, 244-7; Parani 2010, 143-4, 151-2. For the symbolic and sophisticated use of
silverware in late Antiquity see Baratte 1992, 5-20; Leader—-Newby 2004, especially 75-82.

4 Miklosich and Miiller 1862, 406; Gedeon 1896, 115; Papadopoulos-Kerameus 1899, 79-81; Thomas and Constantinides-Hero
2000, 109, 357, 369, 552, 716-717, 745, 968, 1190, 1365, 1479, 1931; Bompaire et al. 2001, 355 v. 55; Talbot 2007, 113-14, 122. For
Venetian Crete typically see Panopoulou 2011-2012, 434-35.

5 Gilchrist 2012, 125, 144. Stone moulds for metal spoons have been excavated in Germany and England, Nickel 1964, 43-4, pl.
65; Homer 1991, 66, fig. 21.

AURA 4 (2021): 43-53 DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.26247/aura4.3
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personalisation of serving utensils addressed other practical needs — mainly sanitation.®

The typology of metal spoons from the Roman and early Byzantine period has been well-documented,
mainly because research carried out over the past decades has focused on the study of significant treasures of
luxury objects, of which spoons are a part.’

Recent research has shed light on the typological evolution of spoons in Medieval Byzantium (8th-middle of
the 15th century).® The number of silver spoons, found in collections or excavations, progressively declines from
the middle Byzantine period onwards, and the discovery of sets of identical spoons, which probably belonged to
wealthy households or institutions, became limited. An obvious explanation could be that subsequently-manu-
factured spoons were made less frequently from metal, compared to earlier periods.® In all probability, they were
mainly made from organic materials, wood or bone, and thus are difficult to find during excavations, compli-
cating the research as a result.”® Recent finds of wooden spoons from the excavations at the port of Theodosius
in Constantinople (Yenikap:) have led to the assumption that such spoons, particularly widespread among the
middle and lower social strata, could emulate those manufactured from metal.!!

Two known silver spoons from the royal treasure of Preslav, which feature oval-shaped bowls and intricately
decorated handles, stand out.!? The finds of Preslav show a change in the typology of spoons, which seems to
have taken place sometime between the 7th and the 10th century. The elongated, shallow, almost pear-shaped
bowls, predominant during the 6th and 7th century, were gradually replaced by deeper and narrower, leaf-like
forms, already known in the Roman period.”” Meanwhile, the disc connecting the bowl with the handle of the

spoon was progressively minimised, and eventually became obsolete from the 11th century onwards."

In Byzantium, spoons with leaf-shaped oblong bowls never ceased to exist. They were used uninterruptedly,
due to their practical shape. There are two leaf-shaped spoons, one made of lead from Rhodes and a copper alloy
one from the Yassi Ada shipwreck, which date back to the early Byzantine period.'* A silver spoon, nowadays
exhibited in Munich, probably dates to the 11th or 12th century.’ A bronze spoon from the St. Nikolaos Or-
phanos church of Thessaloniki, dating back to the 14th century, has a perforated handle ending in a bird. Given
its rather small length (11.5 cm), it could have been intended to feed young children.” Leaf-shaped spoons were
equally widespread throughout Europe.'®

An interesting case is a copper alloy spoon, collected at the castle of Chlemoutsi.” Its bowl is leaf-shaped

6 Egan 1998, 8, 246, 251 no. 769, fig. 197, 252 no. 773, fig. 198; Talbot 2007, 113-14.

7 Hauser 1992; Taft 1996, 210, 212-13; Drandaki 2008, 150-64; Cormack and Vassilaki 2008, 155 no. 99-102, 158 no. 107-109;
Parani 2010, 139 and note 3, 141-4, with extended bibliography; Drandaki et al. 2013, 234-35 no. 104 (A. Drandaki). See also
Hobbs 2005, 197-208.

8 Parani 2010, 150-3.

9 Which can be attributed to the gradual loss of the metal-mining regions of the Byzantine empire (Matschke 2006, 208).

10 Wooden spoons were excavated from sites enjoying stable temperature and humidity conditions. Typically see Ottaway and
Rogers 2000, 2805; Colardelle and Colardelle 1980, 193, fig. 43-4; Dean 1927, 39, fig. 54.D.

11 Karamani Pekin 2007, 227, fig. 22; Kiziltan et al. 2013, 185 no. 196, no. 198, 187 no. 202, no. 204 (M.A. Polat).

12 Totev 1993, 83, ﬁg. 53; Pace 2001, no. 58.35.

13 Shatil and Behar 2013, 321-23, no. 4, 5; Parani 2010, 143.

14 Wamser 2004, 247 no. 362-63 (early Byzantine period) and 247 no. 364 (middle Byzantine period) (C. Schmidt), where the
disc-shaped joint between the bowl and the handle has gradually diminished.

15 Papanikola-Bakirtzi 2002, 340 no. 382 (A. Nika). The spoon from Yassi Ada had a leaden sheet over its copper alloy core,
possibly due to repair (Bass and van Doorninck 1982, 280 no. MF 23).

16 Wamser 2004, 247 no. 364 (C. Schmidt).

17 Thessaloniki, History and Art 1986, no. 24.3.

18 Typically see Tonnochy 1932, 106-7, pl. XLVI; Mainman and Rogers 2000, 2547, 2644 no. 10366, fig. 1245; Ottaway and Rogers
2000, 2803-5, 3113 no. 14190, fig. 1387.

19 Ephorate of Antiquities of Ilia, Medieval Collection, Inv. number: HM 1248. The castle of Chlemoutsi was erected during early
13th century as an important stronghold of the Principality of Achaia (1205-1428) (Bon 1969, 325-28, 608-29; Athanasoulis 2013,
127-41, with extended bibliography).



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA 45 .

and corresponds to types occasionally found across Europe during the late Middle Ages (Fig. 1).° It has a total
length of 14.9 cm and the dimensions of its bowl are 3.2 by 2.9 cm. It is typically similar, in terms of the shape
of its bowl, with a pewter spoon, possibly of the 12th century, which was discovered during the excavation of a
church in the deserted medieval village of Quattro Macine, in south Puglia, and which was adorned with Eu-
charistic symbols (fish and wild creatures on either side of the tree of life).”* The handle of the spoon from Chle-
moutsi castle has a flattened stem and an undecorated back. The front is divided, based on the decoration, into
three sections. The first section, closest to the bowl of the spoon, is undecorated. The second —middle- section
has a vegetal design inside a ribbon frame. A similar decoration is found on the handle of a spoon from London,
dating back to the 14th century.” The third section, at the tip of the utensil, is adorned with a two-headed eagle
with open wings (Fig. 2). The tips of its feathers are portrayed with parallel engravings and its body is covered
with a rhomboid grid. A small pellet appears between the two heads.

Fig. 1. Chlemoutsi castle, copper alloy spoon (© Ephorate of Antiquities of Ilia).

In the Middle Ages, the double-headed eagle, a well-known ancient symbol in the Near East, started to
spread across Western Europe as a coat of arms, often under the influence of the Byzantine imperial court. In
a manuscript from around 1330-1340, associated with the Anjou kings of Naples, suzerain rulers of the Princi-
pality of Achaia from 1278 to c. 1386, the two-headed eagle is occasionally used as a coat of arms.* From the late
13th-14th century, the double-headed eagle was used as a family emblem by the imperial family of Palaiologos
and was also adopted by several powerful families, who were affiliated with the Palaiologos dynasty in various
ways.” Although it cannot be ruled out that it belonged to some nobleman of Western European origin, the
spoon should probably be linked to Constantine XI Palaiologos, the last Byzantine emperor (1448-1453), and
his court, considering Constantine’s historically documented stay at the castles of Chlemoutsi and Glarentza
from 1428 to 1432.% In any case, the object most probably had a secular use.

The similarity, in terms of decorative choices, between the spoon from Chlemoutsi castle and a bronze
spoon with an almost heart-shaped bowl that was found in the Syrian city of Hama and dates back to the 14th
century, is worth noting.” The spoon from Hama bears in its bowl a coat of arms with an open-winged eagle

20 Egan 1998, 246, 248 no. 750, fig. 192. See also http://www.ipac.regione.fvg.it/aspx/ViewPercTemRicAppr.aspx?id Amb=120&id
sttem=2&idTem=115&TSK=RA&numTsk=5&pg=.

21 Arthur 1996, 211, fig. 26; Arthur 2012, 22-3, figs 7-8.

22 Egan 1998, 248 fig. 194.

23 Androudis 2001, 249-52; Babuin 2010, 132-34, 139, 140.

24 The luxurious manuscript was sponsored by Robert of Anjou (1309-1343) between c. 1330-1340, Morrison and Hedeman
2010, no. 50, with previous bibliography. The double-headed eagle as a coat of arms is occasionally to be traced in depictions of
knights, London, British Library, MS Royal 20 DI, fols. 1071, 117v, 126v, 144v, 150r, 154r, 1561-v, 175V, 219v, 221v, 338v; http://www.
bl.uk/manuscripts/Viewer.aspx?ref=royal_ms_20_d_i_fs001r.

25 The double-headed eagle was a symbol of Byzantine authority and had been widely used on garments, vestments, riding
equipment and flags since the 12th century (Fourlas 1984, 179-90; Barmparitsa 2019, 404-5, with previous bibliography).

26 Maisano 1990, 36.XV1.14-24, 38.XV1.16-21, 42.XVIIL.9-10, 72.XXI.11. The spoon, which is an artefact of some sophistication,
could also be dated to the Ottoman period of Chlemoutsi castle (1460-1685, 1715-1830), however that is less possible. During the
first period of the Ottoman occupation (1460-1685) the castle declined, turning into a local defensive stronghold and habitation
area, and was gradually deserted by the Second period of Venetian Rule (1685-1715) (Andrews 1953, 146-49).

27 Ploug et al. 1969, 67, fig. 26.4 and fig. 27.1. The heart-shaped bowl of the spoon of Hama is a variation of the semicircular bowl
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Fig. 2. Chlemoutsi castle, copper alloy spoon, detail of the double-headed eagle.

over a chalice. The handle’s recurring decorative pattern corresponds to the type of decoration found on the
spoon handle from Chlemoutsi.

Leaf-shaped spoons with deep bowls and thin elongated handles are depicted in Byzantine art.? In addition,
flat metal handles, square in section, which become wider towards the end of their stem, similar to the one from
Chlemoutsi castle, were not unusual in the middle/late Byzantine period.?

In 2013-2014, two spoons were discovered during the restoration and rehabilitation works at St. Peter's
church in the village of Kastania, on the Mani peninsula.®* The spoons were made of copper alloys and have

characteristic wide bowls of a different typology (Figs. 3, 5).
The first spoon (Fig. 3) is 15.3 cm long, with a handle width of 0.4 cm and bowl dimensions of 4.5 by 5.2

and became widespread over the next century, especially in Renaissance silverware (Ploug et al. 1969, 67, fig. 26.6 and fig. 27.2;
Praskov 1988, no. 96). So far, the heart-shaped bowl has not been traced on spoons from late Byzantine settlements. A spoon with
heart-shaped bowl is depicted in the Communion of St. Mary of Egypt, at the church of the Virgin Odigitria, Pe¢, 14th century
(Pitarakis 2015, 182 fig. 1).

28 Parani 2010, 152-53; Drandaki et al. 2013, no. 170 (A. Tanoulas).

29 Xanthopoulou 2008, 312 no. 54; Arthur 2012, fig. 7.

30 The church was built by the end of the 12th century with later additions. Its main iconographic layer can be dated to the second
half of the 14th century (Drandakis 1976, 213-20, pl. 152-55; Drandakis 1995, 226 note 6, 227 note 7, 230 note 14; Kalopissi-Verti
1999, 200-3; Bouras and Boura 2002, 178-80; Bouza 2010, 247-66; Kappas 2016, 149, 165-79).
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cm.*! It features a large, shallow bowl, a thin and long handle of almost circular profile and a knop in the shape
of an acorn. Metal or bone finds from the early Byzantine period illustrate the prevalent use of shapes with
wide, circular bowls and thin necks, suitable both as grooming paraphernalia and as tableware.” The use of
wooden spoons of a similar typology, possibly by the lower social strata, is confirmed by an 11th century find
from Yenikap1 in Constantinople, as well as two spoons from Montfort castle in northern Israel, which possibly
date to the 13th century.? The same type of bowl is found on a pair of Communion spoons from the middle or
late Byzantine period.** A comparable spoon made of bronze is featured in the collection of the Byzantine and
Christian Museum of Athens.*

Fig. 3. St. Peter of Kastania, Mani, copper alloy spoon (© Ephorate of Antiquities of Messinia).

The example from St. Peter also presents a characteristic resemblance, in terms of typology, material and di-
mensions, with two spoons found in Rhodes, dating from the period of the Order of the Knights Hospitaller of
St. John (1309-1522), one of which bears a fleur-de-lis on its back (Fig. 4).* In the finds from Rhodes, the han-
dles have knops which are shaped like acorns, in two variations: the first handle is more realistically depicted,
while the second one is more rugged, similar to that of the St. Peter's spoon. The acorn-shaped knop is part of a

31 Ephorate of Antiquities of Messinia, Medieval Collection, Inv. number: 1036.

32 Papanikola-Bakirtzi 2002, 95 no. 723 (P. Kampanis), 468 no. 639-40 (A. Antonaras, D. Makropoulou respectively). The type was
widespread during the Roman period (Virgili and Biagiotti 1990, 104 no. 177-84, 113 no. 22.17; Sherlock 2000, 365-70).

33 Karamani Pekin 2007, 227 fig. 22; Boas 2016, 217, fig. 18.36.d-e.

34 Fourlas and Tsamakda 2011, 330 no. I11.5.7 (A. Bosselmann-Ruickbie).

35 Gratziou and Lazaridou 2006, 203 no. 206 (M. Bormpoudaki). The spoon, with its well-shaped acorn knop, is attributed to the
18th century and it comes from the monastery of Zoodochos Pigi (Hagias) on the island of Andros. Almost identical spoons from
Picardy, in Northern France, are dated to the 16th century (Legros 2015, nos 317, 323-24).

36 Zafeiropoulou 2004, 53, fig. 47.
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Fig. 4. Rhodes, copper alloy spoons (1309-1522) (© Ephorate of Antiquities of Dodecanese).

trend, observed in Western Europe since the late 13th century, towards more decorated spoons.*’

The characteristic correspondence of these finds and their chronological attribution to the late Middle Ages
is confirmed by a large number of spoons of similar typology found across Europe.* Moreover, in Western Eu-
rope, the use of leaf-shaped spoons, known from the Roman times and used continuously to this day, appears
to be declining from the 14th century onwards in favour of more rounded and shallow types.* Depictions of
spoons with wide bowls are also occasionally encountered in artistic contexts from Greece, especially Venetian

Crete.®

The second spoon from St. Peter of Kastania is 15.2 cm long, has a handle width of 0.5 cm and bowl di-
mensions of 3.5 by 2.8 cm (Fig. 5).% It consists of a fig-shaped bowl and a thin long handle with a quadrilateral
profile, which is slightly flattened from the mid-length up to its cross-shaped knop. This bowl type is timeless.*
Spoons with similar bowls and elongated, thin necks are excavated in layers from the 12th-14th century in the

37 For the chronological evolution of the acorn-shaped knops, Gilchrist 2012, 125; Legros 2015, 140-1.

38 Lightbown 1978, 17 no. 10; Legros 2015, 140-42, fig. 95, 226-30. See also https://www.christies.com/lotfinder/Lot/four-latten-
and-pewter-medieval-spoons-5815144-details.aspx; http://www.christies.com/lotfinder/lot/an-english-pewter-acorn-style-knop-
spoon-14th-4894506-details.aspx?pos=2&intObject]D=4894506&sid=&page=4&lid=1.

39 Ward-Perkins 1940, 127-33, fig. 41; Egan 1998, 246, fig. 191.

40 Crete, Hagios Konstantinos (Artos), church of St. George, altar painting, 1401 (Spatharakis 1999, fig. 25). Also, in a Cretan icon
of the Dormition of St. Efraim of Syria, dated to c. 1457 (Evans 2004, 158 no. 80, K.-Ph. Kalafati). In the depiction of the Last Supper
from the katholikon of the Great Meteoron monastery (1483), the spoon is painted in a different color from the metal blades of the
knives, suggesting that it was made of different material, possibly wood (Papanikola-Bakirtzi 2002, 226-27).

41 Ephorate of Antiquities of Messinia, Medieval Collection, Inv. number: 1037.

42 Papanikola-Bakirtzi 2002, 95 no. 72a (P. Kampanis); Wamser 2004, 247 no. 365 (C. Schmidt). See also a copper alloy spatula of
the 12th-13th century from Tille (French et al. 1982, 167, fig. 10.1).
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Syrian city of Hama.* A similar copper alloy spoon comes from the Red Tower in Palestine and dates back to
the late Middle Ages.*

The two finds from St. Peter of Kastania indicate the use of spoons with wide bowls and thin handles with
decorated knops across the Greek territory. This is a type that becomes widespread in Europe during the late
Middle Ages. According to their typology, these finds could be dated from the second half of the 14th to ap-
proximately the 16th century. The use of the two spoons from Kastania is uncertain, especially since it has
been demonstrated that in Byzantine lands, spoons with religious symbols were commonly used as household
items.* However, the spoon with the cross-shaped knop (Fig. 5) recalls modern Communion spoons and, in
conjunction with the religious environment in which it was found, could be considered as a liturgical imple-

ment.*

Fig. 5. St. Peter of Kastania, Mani, copper alloy spoon (© Ephorate of Antiquities of Messinia).

In conclusion, in the Peloponnese, during the late Medieval period, in addition to the constant use of leaf-
shaped spoon bowls, other broader, rounder and oval forms seem to be spreading by the late 14th century on-
wards. The new types of spoon probably derived from the European urban centers of the late Middle Ages and
were diffused, possibly through the agency of the Latin States, to the Eastern Mediterranean. The appearance
of these spoons in relatively remote sites in the Greek territory, such as Kastania in Western Mani, may indi-
cate the extent of the cultural interactions in the Peloponnese of the late Medieval period. After 1204, both the
settlement of a Latin population in the urban centers of the peninsula and the commercial activities of Italian
merchants, who were active in the Principality of Achaia as well as the Despotate of Mistra, were the main ways

43 Ploug et al. 1969, 70, fig. 26.8-9, fig. 27.3-4.

44 Pringle 1986, 163 no. 7, fig. 54.

45 Papaconstantinou 2001, 239-41; Parani 2010, 144; Caseau 2012, 59.

46 Spoons discovered inside churches, apart from mere donations of monetary value, could possibly have served in other liturgical
circumstances besides Communion (Taft 1996, 213-19, especially 216; Gilchrist 2012, 227-36, especially 235-36).
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of western cultural products to diffuse in the Peloponnese. In the 14th and 15th century, Kastania was part of
the Despotate of Mistra, which maintained throughout its history close contact with the West.”” Moreover, the
main iconographic layer of St. Peter is attributed to a workshop, who painted secondary monuments in Mistra
during the late 14th century.* It is not unlikely that, during this major restoration program, the church of St.
Peter might have also acquired new liturgical implements.
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ABSTRACT

Rock-crystal spool-shaped objects have been found in several sanctuaries and burials in Asia Minor, the Aegean
islands, in Aegean Thrace and in the Western Black Sea, dating primarily to the Archaic period. These small objects
are usually semi-transparent with an average height of I to 2 cm and a diameter of 2 or 3 cm. They consist of a central
cylindrical component, framed by two disks of different diameter, and can be divided into two categories, depending
on whether they have a solid or a pierced (‘open”) cylindrical section. The interpretation of these crystal spools re-
mains problematic, as none of the hypotheses set forth so far has been accepted by the academic community. In the
past, they have been explained as magnifying lenses, miniature vessels, supports, hair-decoration, gaming pieces,
furniture-elements, and earrings. A fresh study of the geographical dispersal of these crystal spools and their archae-
ological context supports their interpretation as ear-studs, while highlighting at the same time their association with
the female sphere and cult practices in honor of Artemis. In addition, a joint examination of rock-crystal spools and
those made of other materials enhances their Ionian origin and brings forth a wide-reaching religious network of the
Archaic period.

EIZATQI'H

O Bed¢pactog oty mpaypateia Tov «Ilepi Aibww meptypdet, Tafvopel kat oXoMAleL TETPOHATA KAt OPUKTA
yvwota otov 40 at. m.X., Sivovtag mapadeiypata yla Tig mepLoxég e0PeoTiG TOVG, Tov TpoTo e§dOpuEng, TN xpron
kot v a&io Tovg. Zto xwpio yla Tovg Aifovg, and Tovg omoiovg PTLdYVEL Kaveig oppayideg, avapépet petaky
A wv kot TV kpvoTallo, ) onoia tawtiletal pe Tn onpeptv) opeia kpdoTailo.!

H opeia kpvotallog anotekei mowkihia tov xahalia (quartz), eivat dypwpn kat Stoawyng, kat ogeilet To dvopd
g ot So&acia OTL ENPOKELTO YL VEPO TWV BOVVOKOPPWY IOV TIAYWOE, GTEPEOTOONKE KAl HETATPATINKE OE
KkpvotaAdo.? v EANGSa vrapyovv moAlég mowkihieg xahalia, evd dxpwun opeio kpvotallog efapeTikng
notoTNTOG evTomileTal oTn O@Aoo. ZnUavTikég TooOTNTEG LITApXOLY emiong otn Apapa, Tov EPpo, Tnv Attikn
(TIevtén), Tnv EvPora, tnv'To, Tnv AvSpo, T AéoPo kat v Kpntn.?

1 @ed@pactog, IIgpi Aibwv 30" Boardman 1994, 373.
2 IT\iviog, HN37.9° A108. Zik. 2.52.2.1-2" Boardman 1994, 375, 429, 447" Plantzos 1999, 13, vroo. 16, 38, 107.
3 T opuktd kat metpapata oty EAAada, PA. Voudouris k.d. 2019 Zxapdkn 2018, 553-61 yevikd yia tov Xahadia, pe evOelkTikr

AURA 4 (2021): 55-76 DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.26247/aura4.4
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Ot apyaieg mnyég amodidovv otovg AiBovg amdkpugeg SuVAELG Kol TPOPUAAKTIKEG 1) AMOTPOTAIKEG
8LoTNTEG, EPapuootueg oe £va gupv medio avBpwmivoy kataotacewv.t Etol, ya v kpbotallo, ektog anod
™ XPNHON TG WG QUAAKTO, ava@épovrtal tapatikég t80TnTes, yia Tn Bepameia Twv vepwv 1} Tov {vikod
Tpopov (tpépoviov). Emiong, o Siaitepog, tehetovpykdg porog tng kpvatdAlov vitovoeitat otig Negpédes tov
Apioto@dvn (oT. 766-772), 6mMOL TeptypapeTal évag dtapavig Aibog mov movAovoav oL papuakordlal, yio
va avafel kaveig puTIA pe TIG akTiveg Tov HAtov. Ilapopoia givat n etkdva mov mapovotdletar ota Aibixd tov
Oppewe, Eva eUPeTPO £pyo, LaAAov Tov 4ov at. (.X., 0To oToio TTapovotdetal o Oelodapag va TANoLaleL Tov
Bwpd tov Hhov, kpatwvtag Aapmepd kpbotallo mov ayallidlel Tovg Beolg e T0 QWG OV avTavakAd, Kat
xpnotpomoteitat oto avappa Eepwv khadiwv péow g avakaong Twv aktivov (ot. 165-171).° O IThiviog (HN
37.23,37.27) e&nyei nwg o kpvotarlog and tnv Ivdia, Tnv Eyydg AvatoAn kat tnv Kdmnpo frav nepi{rtntog, kot
TEPLYPAPEL peptkd agloBadpaota avTikeipeva and opeia KpOOTAANO | KOUUATIA QVTHG, OTIWG TO EVTUTIWOLAKO
avddnpa Bapovg mepimov 45 k. g ABiag, cvlvyov Tov AvyodoTov, oto KamtdAo tng Pwpng.

Avenefépyaota Tepdyla kal aviikeipeva amd opeia kpvotaldo evromilovrar otn pwvwikr Kprm, otig
Mvxnveg kal dAla KEVIpa, TOOO Oe TAPOVG Kal Oe Lepd OO0 KAl O€ AVAKTOPA 1} EPYACTNPLAKOVG XWDPOULG
TPOKELTAL Yl ayyeia, KeQaég and mepoves, efaptipata and adpdyTia, KOOUAHATA, XAVTPES, TOADESpA K.A.
A76 ta téAn Tov 7ov at. .X. kat e€g n opeia kpVOTAANOG X PN OLHOTIOM ONKE GLOTNUATIKA KAL YL TNV KATAOKELT
oppaytdorBwy and Staopa apxdikd epyaotripla.’

H napodoa pelétn eotidlel o€ pia eldikn Katnyopiot TVIOGXNUWY AVTIKEWWEVWY and opeia kphoTailo
Tov xpovoloyovvtal otnv Apyaikn mepiodo. ITpdkettar yia pkpov peyédovg ovpmayrn mnvia, anotelovpeva
amod éva KevTplkd KUAVSpikd otélexog kat SO0 Stokdpop@es amorielg, n pia peyakvrepng Stapétpov amnd v
dAAn (Ewk. 1a-08).” H Stoxopopen empaveta pe t peyalvtepn Sidpetpo eivat ouvnBwg koihn, evd 1 ukpdTepn
elvan ela@pwg kupTn 1} AANote eminedn. To HYOG TOV AVTIKELHEVOL KVpaiveTal petald 1-1,8 ek., evw n péylotn
SLapeTpog omavia @Tavel Ta 4 ek., ouviiBwg motkiAAet petafd 2-3 ex. e oplopéva mapadeiypata Stakpivovtal
070 KEVTPIKO KLAVOPIKO aTéhexog ixvn emetepyaciog (topvevong). Ta yvwotd wg Twpa KpuoTtdva mnvia
eivat ovvnBwg ovpmayr, dtavyr €wg nudtapavi, dxpwpa 1 omaviotepa Bapnd, evw optopéva mapadeiypata
ano 1o Aptepioto TG E@éoov éxovv yahalwmnr andxpwon, pépovv omég kat cwlovy ixvn eniBetov Sdtakoopov.®

IInvidoxnua avtikeipeva and opeia kpvotallo éxovv Ppebei oe dapopeg Béoelg TG NeEpWTIKNAG Kat
vnowwtikng EAGSag, ald kar g Mikpdg Aciag, evid oe SVO-TPELG TTEPIMTTWOELG AVAPEPETAL AOPLOTA WG
Tomog evpeong 1 EAAada.® Me Baon Se ta Snpootevpéva atotyeia, 0T HeydAn TAELOVOTNTA TOVG TIPOEPXOVTAL
amnod Lepd kat devtepevoviwg and tagoug (Ew. 2, Kataloyog). Ola ta kpvotdAAiva mnvia xpovoloyodvtal
TO apyoTePO pEXPL Ta TEAN TOL 60V — apXEG 50v at. X, QOTOCO, TAPOUOLA WG TIPOG TO TYNHUA AVTIKEIUEVA

BiPAtoypagia ya Tnv opeia kpooTado kat Tig O¢oelg evromiopov g otnv EXAada.

4 Boardman 1994, 373-79, 1dwait. 375 kat 377-78" Plantzos 1999, 109-11.

5 Tiavvakng 1982, 19-35 yia mpayuarteieg mepi AMibwv kat payiko-tatpikr). Ot appdoTieg TwV ve@p@v BewpodvTay anoTéAeopa TG
{éotng, v omola avayvxet o kpbotallog. BA. Wevdo-Innokpdtng, Iepi Evepydv Aibwv 27. O Yel\og (Opusc. Min. 34.64 Duffy),
udAiota, Bewpei To TPiYIHO TOV KPLGTAAAOL XprioIHo Yia T Bepameio Tov pViKkoD Tpopov. BA. kat Zxapdakn 2018, 569-78 eiduka
574, 577 ywa TV opeia kpvoTailo, 6oL kot mapadeiypata and xavdpeg kat ofeliokovg kpvoTaAlov wg avabnpata oe Lepd, T.X.
otnv Kvbvo.

6 Evdewtikd, PA. Meooapd, Oulakwmnr: Zkapdkn 2018, 557 e mponyovuevn BipAoypagia” Zwuvbog: Zamovvd-ZakeAlapdkn
2016" Mvkrjveg, Ta@ikog Kokhog B: MuAwvdg 1972-1973, 203-5, mtiv. 167, 183-85" Kaanodu: Niemeier 2017, 324. IIpPA. Iamna-
SomovAov 2016 omopddny, miv. 4, 7, 24, ypa@nua 4 yia TN YEOYPAPIKY KATAVOUR TNG KPLOTAAAOV 0TA TPOIGTOPIKA XpOvLa Kat
Ypa@pnua 7 yia Tov To0oTIKO CVOXETIONO KpuoTAANov kat A wv Aibwv’ Boardman 1994, 122 (apxdikd vnotwTikd epyactipta). Tia
«@akobg», BA. Sines kat Sakellarakis 1987 Plantzos 1997. Emtiong, mpoo@ata Zkapdxn 2018, 78-80, 555-57 yia Ta XapaKTnpLOTIKA
™G opeiag kpLoTaAAov.

7 Evyaptotovpe v Ipoiotapévn g E@opeiag Apxatotitwy Podomnng, ka Xpvoa Kapadiipa, ya v ddeta xpriong Twv gwto-
YPOPLOV.

8 Brein 1982, 89.

9 Boston, Museum of Fine Arts 13.177-13.178 (https://collections.mfa.org/objects/171494) xat 01.7610-01.7611 (https://
collections.mfa.org/objects/171486), 6OV Kat Ol OXETIKEG PWTOYPAPIEG.
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aAAd KataokevaouEva amd Sla@opeTikd VAIKO —yvali, ele@avtodovto, xalko, dpyvpo, XaAkndovio, kal
Xpvoo- éxovv Bpebei oe apketég B¢oelg TG Meooyeiov. ZTiG TePLOGOTEPEG, EVTOVTOLG, TEPITTWOELG TO KEVIPLKO
0TéNeXOG TOVG elvart StauTepeg, EMOUEVWG YiveTat AOyog yia «avotkTéy mnvia 1 Saktvliovg, evaw 1 xpovoloynor)

Tovg EePebyel amo Ta Apxaikd Xxpovia kat ekteivetal ws ta EAAnviotikd.

Ew. la-8. Zedyog kpuoTdAAivey mvidoxnuwy avtikelpévoy ano my apxaia Aikaa, Apxatodoyiké Movoeio Kopotnviig ATK 719-720 (© Egopeia
Apxatotntwy Podonng, dwtoypagieg: Op. Kovpakng).

T Tovg mapamdvew Adyovg, alhd kat yta Tig tdtaitepeg 1810t TEG oL TIPoadidovtav TNy opeia KpOOTAANO,!!
emléxOnke va egetaotovv wg Stakpirn opdda ta kpvataAhva Tviooxnpa, kabbg BewpriBnke pebodoloyika
0pB0OTEPO va opyavwdei To VAKO pe Pdon ta apyatoloyikd Sedopuéva, kat oTNPOUEVOL OTOV XAPAKTNPLOUO TWY
AVTIKEPEVWY ATTO TOVG {8L0VG TOVG AVAOKAPEIG WG KPLOTAAAIVWY, YVAAVWY, XAAKIVWV K.0.K. )G €K TOVTOV, TO
YEYOVOG OTLOTIG TINYEG —Kupiwg TOL 4ov at. T.X. kat e&fg— dev eivat mdvta §ekdBapog o Staywplopds avdpesa oe
yudAva kat KpuoTdAAva avTikeipeva,'? dev Oewpeitat amoTpentikdg Hag Tagvopunong Tovg avd VAKO, amo T

10 BA. mapakdtw evotnreg kat Katdhoyo.

11 BA. mapandvw, kat etdikd vroo. 1-6.

12 O Boardman (1994, 210) oxolialet tnv avakpifeta Tng xpriong tov dpov Hakog oTig mNyés, kupiwg Tov 3ov at. m.X. kat &g,
LiE TOV OTIOIO TEPLYPAPOVTAY AVTIKEfEVA amd opeia KpYOTAANO, XaAkndovio k.., kal Mapamépnel oTovg Kataldyovg and tov
TapBevava kat T Ao (415, 429), ot omoiot xpovohoyodvTat and Tov 4o at. kat e€ng. Eniong, n Harris (1995, 61), egetdlovtag
Tovg Katahoyovg amod tov omoBodopo tov IMapBevirva, avagépel twg entd opayideg kataypagovtat wg Aibiveg kal wg yvdiveg,
Kkat Bewpel wg eite Sev pmopovoav va Stakpivovv Ty Slagopd, 1} Twg katd Tov 40 at. .X. 0 6pog yvdhivog TavTiloTay pe Tov
KpLoTaAAvo. Tooo otovg Katahdyoug tov IapBevava, 660 kat Tov EpexBeiov amovatdfovv avagopég oe mvidoxnpa 1 aAla
avTikeipeva anod opeia kpdotatlo.
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Eik. 2. Xaptne pe 116 0¢0elg evpeong mviooxnpuwv avTikelpévay and opeia kpvotallo kat dAAa vhkd (© M. TacakAdakn kat A. APpapidov).

OTLYWT| OV GTTV TAELOVOTITA TOVG TA VIO €E£TAOT] TINVIOOXNUA AVTIKEIHEVA TIPOEPXOVTAL ATIO GUYKEKPIUEVAL
apXUONOYIKA cupppalopeva kal Staxpttég xpovoloyikég meptddovg (Bupilovpe, ta kpvoTdAAva givat Oa
avetalp€twg apxaikd, oe avtiBeorn pe ta vtodowta Tvidoxnua ov Stabétovv motkiAn xpovordynon).

Zmyv Eevoylwoon Pifloypagia ta kpuoTéd\hva Tvidoxnpa avTikeipeva eival yvwotd wg bobines,
rocchetti, reels/spools, Spulen, koL ¢€xovv epUnvevTel TOIKINOTPOTIWG WG (@) VITOOTATA yla [IKKDA ayyeia,
amoym mov katappintetar petafd aAwv kot and ™ pelétn tng Freyer-Shauenburg mepi otatikdtnToag Twv
avtikelpévoy,? () Soxeia yla [kpomoodTNTEG £10WV KAAADTIOHOY,* OUwWG Kat TTAAL 1] EMOPAANG OTATIKOTNTA

TV AVTIKELEVWV KATAPPITTEL QUTAHY TNV TPOTAOT, evid TapdAAnAa Sev epunvedetat n Oap€n «avolKTOv»

13 Boehlau 1898, 161" Rubensohn 1962, 82, miv.13.9" Todkog 1979, 353" Weinberg kat McClellan 1992, 20-1, ewk. 1° Seipel 2008,
191-92. Tia Ta MpoPANATA OTATIKOTNTAG Kat dpa {n SuvatotnTag Xprong Tovg wg vootatd, PA. Freyer-Shauenburg 1973-1974,
156-58. TIpPA. v emokomnnon tng Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 91-2 kot mpoo@ata TG Chacheva 2015, 72, 6mov avagépovtal kt aAeg
epnVeies yla Ta kpLOTAAAVa TIVIOoXNUA, OTIwG OTL amoTtehovoav oTopa apuPariwy Kat avTikeipeva avadelgng Tov VAKoD ka-
Taokevng, Sixwg Opwg va Sivetal EUacn 6To oY TOVG.

14 Seipel 2008, 192, ap. 197, meptypAa@ovTag TApOUOLA LE Ta TNVIOOXNHA KPLOTAAAIVA avTIKEipevaL.
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TVIOoXNUwY, (y) gakoi opdoews — Kat auTh 1 TPOTAOT £Xel avIikpovobel pe meloTikd emxelpripata,’ (8)
meoool TONVTEAELAG KAl ATOULUNOELS (UOWY) AoTPaydlwy,'® eppnveia TOV EMKEVIPOVETAL OTN XPrOT TOV
avTIKELLEVOD, alNd Sev e€nyel tn peydAn Staomopd tov ovTe TIG Taparlayég Tov o€ dAa LAKE, (g) Tnvia
nepttolng Pootpdywv,” eEaptripata TdHPTNG 1} KATOLOL AANOL AVTIKELHEVOL OTEPEWOTG VPACTHUETWY, ' TPHTAOT
miov Shokoha Ppiokel TpakTikn epappoyn, (0T) £vBeta emimhwy,’® eppnveia mov Paciletal oTovg Aeyduevoug
opBalpovg mov koopobY TNV emimAwon, Kvpiwg KkAives, Twv EAAnvioTikwv Xpdvwv, To oxfua Twv onoiwy,
0OTO00, Sla@épeL amd Ta KPLOTAAALVA TINVIOOXNHa antd opeia kpOOTaAlo, 1| TEAoG ({) evwTia £vdg diaitepov
TUTIOV, TTAPOUOLAL [LE T CIUEPLVE «KAPPLA» Kat «BOOHAT» auTwY, YvwoTtd otny ayyAwn PiAoypagia wg ear-
studs/plugs/tunnels.

Amd 116 Tapandvw TPOTACELS, kapio Oev éxel yivel MApwG amodekthy and Tnv akadnuaikr KovoTnTa.
Oewpolle, WOTOCO, OTL | EMOKOTINON TOV TOTOV EVPEOTG TWV €V AOYW TNVIOOXNHUWY OVTIKEWUEVOY KAl 1|
HENETT TWV APXAUOAOYIKWY CUUPPACOUEVIV ETUPPWVEL TNV EPUNVELN TOVG WG KOOUNUATWV, KAl GUYKEKPIHEVQ
¢ evotiov-Puopdtov mov damepvodv tov AoPo (BA. kat cv{tnon mapakdtw). Onwg €xovv katadeifel
oto mapeABov dAAol epevvnTég, mpdKelTal Yo ua eppnveia mov Bpiokel apketd mapdAAnia 0TV apxaikr
ELKOVOYPAPia, TOOO 0TIV AYYELOYPAPia OTO0 KAt GTNV KOPOTAAGTIKI| Kot YAUTITIKN.?!

[INvidoXNHa EVAOTIA KATATKEVAOUEVA ATtO YVAAL, QayevTiovT) kot AAXa VAIKA ATav apkeTd SnHo@iAn oty
Aiyvrto katd v 18n Avvaoteia (mepiodog Apdpva eni Gapaw Axevatov, 1406 at. m.X.), Onwg tekpaipetal
and T AVAOKAPIKA EVPNHATA, TIG TOLKOYpapieg Kat Ta ayalpdria,? aAld kat oty Eyydg Avatolr), émov
evromioTnkay mapadeiypata and ehegavtodovrto oto Tel Migne Ekron oe gvvola tov 11ov-100v at. m.X., kat
éva yalalwmo, yudAvo, tnviooxnpo evatio tov 120v at. m.X. oto Tel-Dor.?

15 Bammer 1973-1974, 59, sik. 2—4. BA. xau Plantzos 1997, 456.

16 Brein 1982, 90, vmoa. 16, 0 0moiog anodéxetal TNV OUOLOTNTA TWV KPLOTAANVWY TNVIWwV [E TO GXHUa IOV £X0LV oL eneéepya-
opuévol (dnA. koppévol otn puéon) aotpayadot, aAdd Bewpei 0Tt mpokerTan yia evatia. BA. kat Plantzos 1997, 456, yia mapadeiypata
yvaAvwv Siokopopewv mecowv and v EAAnviotiki kat Pwpdikn mepiodo, evad avtikpovet v mbavotnta ot kpuoTaAAvol
«pakoi» va NTav onTika epyaleia, m.y. peyebvvtikoi axoi. BA. kat Seipel 2008, 191.

17 Mitsopoulou—Leon 2007, 191, vrtoo. 15° Iker 1980, 30-63" mapakdtw, voo. 81.

18 Bammer 1973-1974, 61" Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 92" Chacheva 2015, 78.

19 Ignatiadou 2001° AN\apavr k.d. 2004, 574 kat 852 eik. 5° Andrianou 2009, 35, 44 k.e. Ta yvdAtva évOeta Stakoopuntikd KAV@V,
elTe OIKIOTIKNG XPTIONG €iTe TAPIKNG, EXOLV TN HopPny avOepinv, 0@BaAuwv 1 mhakiSiwy. Ot §e yvdhivot ogBalpoi éxovy ) pia
empavetd Tovg emimedn kat Ty AAAn koiAn, kat Sev éxovv ovdepia oxéon e Ta TNVIOOXNHA AVTIKE{HEVaQ, TO otoia eival emefepya-
OHEVaA, WOTE Va eivat opatd kat amo Tig SO0 OYelG.

20 O Brein (1982, 89-92) yia Tnv gppnveia Twv TVIOCXNHWY AVTIKEILEVWY WG eVWTiwV PacioTnke 0TN GLYKEVTPWOT| AVTIOTOLXWY
koounudtwy mov mpwtoovvéreEe o Hemelrijk (1963, e1dikd 38-40, eik. 25). I8 dmoyn éxovv ot Driessche (1971, 73-96), kat apyt-
ka o Iker (1980, 30-63). BA. emiong Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 92° Chacheva 2015" Ciobataru 2017, n) onoia Sev kataAryet e tadTion,
Tapd POVo emonpaivel To TPOPANLA TG XPIoNG TOL Opov 7Vio yia SIdpopa avTiKeieva avtod Tov oxriuatos. Iia chyxpovn xpn-
on evwtiov—Podouarog (tunnel), mpPA. https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Back_on_the_earlobe_stretching (1428332499).
jpg. Ta Ste€odikdtepn ov{iTnon Twv TPoTeVOpEVWY epunveldy, PA. Tapakdtw Iapatnproelg.

21 TIpPA. Driessche 1971 Brein 1982. TTio mpoogarta, BA. Chacheva 2015. Tia evartia Apxaikng emoxng, PA. Castor 2008, 1Siait. 24-
5. BA. kat 8@ v11oo. 95, avapopikd fie To Xpuoehe@avTivo dyalua, mbavwg Tng Aptepng, and Tovg Aehgovg.

22 Ymép TG TadTIONG TOVG WG evwTiwv-Buopdtwy eivat n Mary Cahill (1994° 2001), n) omtoia e€etdlet avtioTorxa xpvod mapadeiy-
pata and v Yotepn Enoxn Xakkob oty Iphavdia, pe avagopés oe eBvoypagiid, aryvmtiakd kat avatohtkd tapdAinAa. Eiducd
yla Ta Iviooxnpa evartia g 18ng Avvaoteiag, PA. El-Saady 1996, 6mov toviletal 1) elkovoypagikr cuvagela Tov GUAAWTOD
poTifov mov Koopel Ta evwTLa fe Tov Alo-ovpBolo Tov Akevatov. Tia yvaAwvo mmvidoxnpo evwtio, BA. British Museum https://
www.britishmuseum.org/collection/term/BIOG52679, EA68531 (byoug 2,5 ex.). IIpPA. o E0Avo yuvaikeio eldwALo pe avtiotorxa
Kooprpata, emiong 0to Bpetavikdé Movoeio BM 32.749 (Hall 1929, miv. XL.1). Avagopég yia evaTia—BOoHaTa £XOVUE Kal HeTa-
YEVEOTEPQ, Yia TAPASELYA, O alyVTITIaKkO ovuBolato yapov Tov 3ov at. X, i «Tpoika» TNG VOPNG epthapBdvel povxiouod Kat
kooprpata, PA. Blandford Edwards kat O'Neil 2005.

23 Tel Migne Ekron: Dothan 1996, 147-50" 2003, an6 tov vao (;) Tov 11ov-100v at. .X. Tel Dor: Ot Zorn kou Brill (2007, 256-57,
elk. 2) SlepwtvTtal edv 1 oVVTOUN ema@r] Twv Aeyopevwyv Aawv TG @dlacoag pe tnv Alyvrto, katd tnv 20n Avvaoteia emi
Papon I'', odrynoe otnv vioBétnon avtov Tov koopnpatog. apopoia mvidoxnua evatia £xovy Ppebdei kat otn Bpetavia kat tnv
Iphavdia tng Emoxng Xakkoo, 1000 xpuod 600 kat mAva, kexpipmapévia kat EvAtva. Eexwpifouv ta §vo Levyn E0Avwy mvidoyn-
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TG evoTNnTEG OV akOAOVBOVY, EKTOG AMd TNV EMOKOMNON TWV TNVIOOXNHWV EVPNUATOV and opela
KPUGTAANO OE GLVAPTNOT HE TA CUUPPALOUEVE TOVG, O€ OTIOLEG TIEPITTWOELG EIVAL YVWOTA, ETUXELPELTAL L
OVYKPLOT] [e TTAPOHOLA AVTIKEIUEVA QTIAYHEVA ATIO SLAPOPETIKO VAIKO. XTT) GUVEKELA, TTapaTiBeTal fa evpyTepn
e§£TaoN TV TNVIWV WG TIPOG TN XPTOT| TOVG, TO L8EONOYIKO TOVG POPTIO WG KTEPITHATA Kot avabrpota, Ty
TOVTOTNTA KAt TO VA0 TOV XPHOoTN, aANd Kat TNV Slaitepn OXE0T TWV AVTIKEIHEVOY ATV He Tn Oed ApTepn

kot Ty Iovia.

ITHNIOZXHMA ANTIKEIMENA AITO OPEIA KPY2XTAAAO ZE IEPA

IInvidoxnua avtikeipgeva and opeia kpdoTallo éxovv Ppebei oe tepd Tov Bopeiov Atyaiov, otig KukAadeg,
v Attikn, ™ Mikpd Acia kat og oAelg Tov Ev€ervov TTovtov. TToooTika viepTepoy Twv TNviwy He TAQLIKN
npoéAevon, kabwg péxpt onpepa yvwpilovpe mepi ta 70 mapadeiypara, Ta omoia xpovoloyovvrat petagd 650-
550 .X. (Ewk. 2, KatdAhoyoc). A&ilet va emonpavOei o yeyovog 6t oxedov OAa ta tepd, 0T 0molat EVIOTOTNKAY
TOL AVTIKEILEVA AUTA, NTAV aQlepwiEVa oTNV Apteun 1) oe Be6TNTEG e CLVAPEIG ILOTNTEG.

Evloya, avapeod tovg mpoekéxovoa Béon katéxet To Aptepiolo g E@éoov. Zti¢ apxés Tov mepacpévov
awwva avackdenke and tov D.G. Hogart* o Aeyduevog vaog tov Kpoioov, kdtw and tov vad g Apteung
Egeoiag Tov 4ov ai m.X., pépvovrtag emmAéov 010 Q¢ Ta ktrpla A, B, C kat T faon A. Katw amd tn faon
A evtomiotnke évag Onoavpodg Bepediwong 800 vopopdTwy amd RAeKTPo Kat dAAa TOAVTIHA avTiKeipeva.
Oydovta mepimov xpovia petd, o Anton Bammer? avéokaye avd tnv meploxr yupw and tn Bdon A, pépvovTag
0TO QWG évav mepinTepo vaod Tov B’ pioov Tov 8ov at. .X., 6TO KEVTPO TOL onoiov VIfpXe pia opboywvia faon
ue Oolwtn enioteyn (Rechteckige Basis), mov TavTioTnKe (Le Tr fA0T TOV TPWIHOL AATPEVTIKOD ayAAHATOG TNG
Apteung. Ztn Popeta mhevpd g opBoywviag Pdong Ppédnie dANog évag Onoavpodg pe kooprpata, eldwAta Kat
vopiopata and nAektpo, yuahi, kexpiumapt kat xaAko. H 8éon ebpeong avtwv twv koopnudtwv odiynoe tov
Bammer otn Bewpnon Tov cuvorov avTod wg TpRpa Tov Bnoavpod mov eixe avaockdayet o Hogarth kot emmhéov
oty avabewpnon NG apxikng epunveiag tov wg Onoavpov Bepediwong. Avt avtov, o Bammer mpoteive
TNV TAOTION TOL WG OLVOAOV KOOUNHATWV TOV TPWILOL AaTpevTikol aydApatog tng Bedc. Evag mapopotog
Onoavpdg and moADTIHA [KPA avTiKeipeva eVTOToTNKE KOVTA 0T Aeyopevn Aatpevtikn fdon D.2

Ze avtd ta ovvola Ppednkay, petad AAAwy, cupmayr kpvoTdAAwva Tmvidoxnua (tovhaxotov 15 and tov
Hogarth xat 9 ané tov Bammer).” Av kat ta meptocotepa nmvia mov Ppébnkav oto Aptepioto g E@éoov
elvat kataokevaopéva and xahko (PA. mapakdtw), to KpuoTdAAiva mnvia mov HpBav 6To YW TPoEpXOVTAL
and TPWLHA Kl KAELGTA OVVOAA TOL 70V 1}, TO apyOTEPO, TOV TTPWTOL (ILGOD TOv 60V at. T.X. Xta Snpootevpéva
napadeiypata cuykataléyovtal oupmayr, dxpwpa kat Stavyn (mAnv evog) mmvia, pe elagpws yohalwnn
andxpwon, aAld kal «avolktd» mapadeiypata.?® Ta kpvotdhiva mvidoxnpa epunvevdnkav ané tov Ho-

pov evotiov Tov Ppédniav pe aAla avtikeipeva oe pia kiotn oe yvvaikeia tagn oto Whitehorse Hill kat xpovoloyodvtat otnv
ITpawn Emoxn Xakkod (1730-1600 m.X.). Ot Sheridan k.d. (2016) avagépovy mwg o TOTOG aLTOG amoTeAel £va koopnua tdiaitepa
ayamnto oe Bpetavia kat Iphavdia, pe apketég mapadayég, m.y. oe Xpvoo anod tov Onoavpd Ballinesker: Cahill 1994, 2001. TTppA.
Cabhill kau Sikora 2014.

24 Hogarth 1908, 33 k.¢., 1dait. 94-246.

25 Bammer 1973-1974, 58-61.

26 Bammer 1973-1974, 58-61, e Topég kat oxEdia Twv kpuoTaAlwv amd tn Sikr Tov avackagn” Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 91-2.
ITpBA. Bammer 2008, 75-91 (vaoi) Bammer kat Muss 1996, 79-83 (evpnpata)’ Xkapdkn 2018, 465-73 (emoKOMNON EPELVWDY,
eupnudtwy kat fnpdtwy), ait. 467, vioo. 180, 6mov avagépet Ty dmoymn tov Christofer G. Simon (1986, 34), cOppwva pe TV
omoia Ta avTikeipeva Twv Onoavpwv eivat aTtoAidia g Bedg. Tia TIG TPpwIHES PATELS TOV LepoD Kat TN Aatpeia TG ApTepng, mpPA.
npoo@atn emokonnon tov Kerschner 2017. Tia AatpevTikég mpakTIkEG Kat apXatoloytkd evprpata oTo tepo g Aptepng Egeoiag,
BA. Léger 2017, 1dwait. 33-48 kat App. 13.

27 Bammer 1973-1974" Hogarth 1908, 210, miv. 46.1, 3, 5, 6, 11, 14" Brein 1982, 89.

28 Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 91" Seipel 2008, 191-93, m.x. ap. 195.
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garth wg movia/meoool, kat apyodtepa and tov Friedrich Brein wg evawrtia, Baoct{opevog petafd aAwv kat og
mAnBwpa etkovoypa@ikwv mapalAfiwyv. And v &AAn, o Bammer avtumpdtetve T Xprion TovG WG OMTIKWV
epyaleiwy, HToL HeYEBUVTIKOY QaKWVY' 1 TOPVEVOT), WOTOCO, KUPTWV EMUPAVELDY £XEL TO akpLPws avTifeTto
anoté\eopa (OpiKpLVOT) Kal ETOHEVWG 1) XPNOT TOVG wg epyaleia egeldikevpévwy Texvitwv Shokola pmopet
va TekpnpLwdet.?

Mepikd amd Ta kKpvoTaAhiva mnvia @épovv Wikpég omég 1 ixvn koAAwdovg ovaoiag, vroleippata iowg
évBetng Saxodounone.® And avta Eexwpifovuv dvo mnvia ano opeia kpvoTAANO, Eva HEPOG TNG KLALVOPIKNG
emavelag Twv onolwv eixe AetavOel, wote va yivel eninedn kat va evwBodv petad toug e évav ohvdeopo mov
Ta Stamepvovoe mepinov péxpt To péoov. Me avtdv Tov Tpomo, oxnuati{otay éva SImAd mvio mov pupeiTat pe
APALPETIKO TPOTIO ATTPAYAAO, OTIWG Kat avaAoya apadeiypata and eEAe@avtodovTo, emiong anod to ApTepicto
™G E@éoov.’! O Wilfried Seipel avagépet kpuotdAAwva mnvia pe ixvn empetdAwong otny em@dvela €5paong
(apyvpog N LOALPOOC), kat Bewpei WG iowg Xpnoipevay oe poytkd mavidia QwTtog.>

Ta apandvw mmvia Ppednkav otnv teploxn Popeta tng Aatpevtikng fdong D oto tepd tng Aptepng, evw £€w
amod TOV avATOALKO TOlX0 TOV TEPIMTEPOL VAOD 1) 6TO SVTIKO UIOO TOV EVIOTIOTNKE £VA «AVOLXTO» KPUOTAAALVO
mnvio pe yohddia anoypwon.®* Madi tovg, 610 otpwpa oTtéyTng, Ppébnkav moAd ootd {dwv kat dAAa ToAvTIpHa
UIKpoavTiKeipeva, 6mws o@paytdoifol, vopiopata and nhextpo, THAva kat Xpvod eldwAta k.a.** And avtd
TO GUVOAO €VOLAPEPOV TIAPOVOLALEL 1| TIAPOVTIA HAVITAPOTNHUWY AVTIKEIHEVWY amtd opeia KpOOTaAAo, iSlov
pey£0oug (e ta TVIOOXNHA, aAAA (e TV AV ETPAVELX TOVG SLAKOOUNUEVT He QUTIKO HOTifo — KATL IOV
TIAPATIEYUTIEL OTA ALYVTITLOKA TINVIOOYNHA EVWTLA ATTO PaLyLEVTAVT).*

E&ioov peydhog aptBog kpuoTdAMvVwY TNVIOOXNHWY AVTIKEWLEVWY TIPOEPXETAL amd To ApTepiolo tng
®doov, and 6mov avagépovtat ToVAdxloTov 40 mapadeiypata oe oOVoAa Tov 60v at. .X., kabwg Kal kamota
and eEAe@avTOoTO (e emioTpwon amod kexptundpl. O Jean-Jacques Maffre Tovioe mpdtog T omavidTnTA TETOLWY
avabnudtwv oe oxéon pe dAAa Lepd, EMONUAiVOVTAG, WOTOCO, TNV £VTOVH TApPOLsia TOVG 0To ApTepiolo Tng
E@éoov kat tnv dap&n mapopolwv avtikelévwy and 1o tepd g Aptepung Opbiag oty Zndptn.*

Amd 116 owoTIKEG avaokagég oto Iepd g HapBévov otn Nedmoln (KaPdAa), armowia tng @dcov otnv
ATEVAVTL AKTH, KATAYPAQeTaL AANO éva Tapddetypua 6To avacka@kd nuepoldylo, To omoio Opws Oev éxel
aKopn evtomotel 0§ anodrkes Tov Apxatohoytkov Movaoeiov KaBalag. To nnvio tng MapBévov Ppédnke oe
amo0¢tn pe TANBOG KepAKNG (VTOYEWHETPIKA, ATTIKA — KUPIWG HEAAVOHOPPEG KUAIKEG, LWVIKODG KPATNPES
K.&.), 0074, eldwlia, ayvileg kat vopioparta, oe Pabog 7,50-7,70 w., omov evtomiotnke évag «opfoywvia
XAPAYHEVOG XWPOG aTOV Bpdyo».”

Ze 0,11 agopd Tig Kukhddeg, yvwpilovpe 0TL katd T1¢ avaokagég tov Otto Rubensohn tov mpornyodpevo

29 Brein 1982° Plantzos 1997, iSait. 454.

30 Brein 1982, 89.

31 Seipel 2008, 191, ap. 192, 193 kat ap. 157, 158, 159 yia Aifwva. TIpPA. T Bewpia Tov Brein (1982, 90, vroo. 16), avagopikd e Ta
KpLoTAAAva Tnvia wg agalpeTikodg actpaydrovs. Exepavtootévot aotpdyalot E@écov: Hogarth 1908, 190: kpbotaAdog: 211,
miv. 46.7-10, 13, 16.

32 Seipel 2008, 191, ap. 194. Ta yvaAwvovg aotpaydrovg EAAnviotikdv — Pwpdikwv xpovwy, evletktikd, PA. Todkog kat BryAd-
Kn-Zo@lavov 2012, 353.

33 Seipel 2008, 192, ap. 196.

34 BA. mapamavw vnoo. 24-26.

35 BA. mapamdvw vmoo. 22.

36 Maftre kou Tichit 2011. Aev otdBnke SUVATOV VAL EVTOTICOVE Tt TTAPOHOLA AVTIKEIHEVA, OTA OTIOLL AVAPEPETAL O EPEVVITNG.
Axoun kat ot povoypagia g Léger (2017, 167-69, App. 20.1), 6mov cvykpivovtal evprjpata kot mtapadoocels and Iepd tng Ap-
Tepng, Oev avagépovtal kaBolov TVIOoXHa avTikelpéva amod To tepd g Opbiag oty Zndptn. Ila kpvotdAva and ) Odoo,
BA. emiong Koukouli-Chrysanthaki 1979, 92-4" A8d&u-Belévn 2010, 175-76, ap. 2 (M. NkoAaidov-ITatépa, A. Iyvatiadov, K.
Apotpidov)” Prétre 2018.

37 Avaoxa@iko Huepohoyto 1962-1963, Iepo g IlapBévov, owk. Aayopn Turua A (Aw. PoponodAov, E. TIiovpn). Tia pa mpo-
0@QATN EMOKOTNON TOV LEPOD Kat Twv evpnuatwy, PA. APpapidov (vrd ékd.).
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atwva otnv IIdpo, untpomoAn g Odoov, evtoniotnkay £&L kpuoTdAAva mnvia 0to ARAoy, éva and Ta o
TPWOWa LEpA TNG APTEUNG, T OTOIA O AVACKAPEAS EPUNVEVDE WG WIKPA LtooTatd.® Ta mnvia avtd eiyov
SlapopeTikég SlaoTAOELG, e VYOG €wg 2 eK. Kal HEYLOTN SIAUETPO 3 €K., KAl £va O QUTA EQEPE I [UKPT|
otpoyyvAr} BaBuvon oto kEVTPo TG Avw emavelds tov, mbavag vtodoxr évBetng Stakoounong. To oxriua
TOL GUYKEKPIUEVOL KPLOTAAALVOVL Tnviov pe tnv kevtpikr omn Bupilel Ta Xpvod mvdoXNUA EVAOTIA TNG
KXaowng emoxng and v Iahvood tng Podov, kabwg kal ekeivo Tov Bpetavikov Movoeiov.”

2ty avatolikn aktr TG AtTikrg, o Claude Rolley* avagépel mwg avaloya kpvotdAAiva mnvia éxovv Ppedet
oto tepd NG Apteung otn Bpavpawva wotdco ot StatpiPr| TG Baothikrg Zxapakn yla tovg a@paytdoibovg
amnod To Lepod eV AVAPEPETAL KAVEVA OXETIKO KPUOTAAALVO TNVio, TApOAO TTOV YiveTat AETTOUEPTG AVAPOPA TNV
opeia kpOoTakdo, Ta TPOIGVTA TNG Kat T1 SlaoTopd TOVG O apXaikd tepd.” TéNog, mpdogata £ytve yvwoTr 1|
AVEVPEDT] EVOG AKON KPLOTAAALVOL TINViOv 0TO apxaikd tepd 6To viodkt Tov Ayiov Knpvkov, ota avolktd tng
AnoMwviag ITovtikrg, 0mov paptupeitat, petald dAAwy, n Aatpeia tov AoAwva Intpov kar TG Apteung
IMvOsiag.»

ITHNIOZXHMA ANTIKEIMENA AITO OPEIA KPY2XTAAAO ZE TAOGOYZ

Me Bdon ta éwg onuepa Snuootevpéva mapadelypota, 20 TEPIMOV TVIOOXNHA AVTIKEipEVA and opeia
KkpvoTtaddo éxovv Bpebei oe Béoeig g Makedoviag, g Opdkng, TG Mikpag Aciag, alAd kat o€ viold Tov
Bopelov kat avatolkod Atyaiov (Eik. 2). And tnv Atyatakn ©pdxkn), kat GuyKekpipéva amd dVo apxaikés Tapeg
ota APSnpa, mpoépxovtat éva {evyog mnviwy kal £va pepovwpévo kpuoTtdAAvo mmvio, avtiotorya. Edikotepa,
0 vekpog otn B¢on Aylog ABavaoiog frav Bappévog oe AiBvn capko@ayo, evd évag fukpog TORPOG LYovg
1,90 p. kdvmte Ty Tagr. To mnvio Ppédnke kovtd otn defld wpomAdtn Tov vekpov, edpalopevo otn peydin
eMPAveLd Tov. Zta LTTOAOLTA KTepiopata Tov Td@ov cvykataléyovtat éva Aifvo aldPaoctpo kovtd otov
Se€10 KapTo, TUNHATA XAAKIVOU adLdyVWATOV AVTIKEWEVOL CKOPTILOHEVO Oe SLAQOopa Onpeiot TOV TAPOL Kal
vroAeippata adtdyvwoTtov VAIKoY, iowg Sépuatog. E&w amnd tov tago evtomiotnke evaylopog kat pia mogida,
evw oTnV emiywon Ppébnkav Opadopata and wvikég kOAkes kat dAAa ayyeia. O Tagog xpovoloyndnke ota
TEAN 60V — apX£G 50v at. T.X.# e évav dAANoV Ta@o, ATy T Qopd oTn vekpdmohn Twv APSrpwy, evtomioTnkav
an6 v Kwvotavtiva Kadhwvt{ §0o kpuvotdAiva mviooxnpa avtikeipeva, eniong idtag xpovoldynong.*

Aiya xthiopetpa avatohkd twv APSnpwy, otn B¢on Aaomotonog (Katoapdkia), n onoia tawtiletat pe tnv
apxaia Aikaia map’ APoepa, evtomiotnkav and tov Atapavth TplavtaguAlo §0o kpvoTaAlva Tnvidoxnua
avTikeipeva, Kteplopata pag tagng o v capko@ayo. Ta dvo mmvia Ppednkav pali pe pelavopopeeg
KOAIKEG, apopéa, aputipa kat dAla ayyeia (Ewk. 1a-8). Kat avtr n tagn xpovoAloyeitat ota TéAn Tov 60V
at. T.X., OTwg kat éva {eVyog KPLOTAAAVWVY TNVIWV TTOV EVTOTIOTNKE 0TO VEKPOTAPELO TNG apyaiag Aivov, Tn

onpavtkdtepn anotkia TG Atyatakng ®pdkng avatolkd tov motapol ERpov.#

38 Rubensohn 1962, 82, ap. 78, miv. 13.9. Tia 1o 1epd kat T Aatpeia, BA. Schuller 1991° Mermoz 2010, 100-2, 105-8.

39 BA. mapakdtw vroo. 80. Emiong, éva avtikeipevo and opeia kphotahlo eixe aplepwdel oo 1epd TG Appoditng kat EtkelBviog
ot Onpa (e5w vVoo. 89), WOTOGO ATO TN GTIYUH TTOL Jev TEPLYPAPETAL TO OXIHa TOV, Sev umopovpe va eipaote PéPatot OTL TPo-
Kettal yia mviooxnpo, BA. Dragendorff kat von Gaertrigen 1903, 291-322" Sigalas 2000, 241-45. TIppA. Mermoz 2010, 389-90.
40 Amandry 1963, 276, ap. 197, miv. XL (CL Rolley).

41 Zxapdxn 2018, 11 269-77.

42 H Mila Chacheva éxet avalafet t pedétn kat Snpoaigvon tov. Iia Tig Aatpeieg oto vnoi St. Kirik, PA. Hansen kat Nielsen 2004,
931, ap. 682 (A. Avram, J. Hind, G. Tsetskhladze), kat cuvoAikd yia tnv Ao wvia, BA. Tov mpdoato katdloyo anod tnv ékbeon
oto AovPpo e mAodaota etkovoypagnom kat ovykevtpwuévn PipAtoypagia: Baralis, Panayotova kat Nedev 2019.

43 Kodwvt(r 2001-2004, 717-19, miv. 203p (MA7229).

44 Ko\t 2001-2004, 719 (MA2647a-p).

45 Aikata: Tpravtag@uAlog 1972, 535-6 (AT'K 720-721). Triantaphyllos kot Tasaklaki (v6 €k8.). Tia v kepapLikr| Tov vekpoTagei-
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Zta TéAn NG Oekaetiag 1970 avaokdenke and ) Xadw KovkovAn-XpvoavOaxn n meptoxr) Tov voTiov
Teiyovg TG apyaiag @dcov. Xta yepiopata Tov TelXOLG EVTOTIOTNKAV TEOOEPLG apXaikés Tagés. Amo Ta
gupnpaTa AV TAHG TNG avaokaPng exwpilet pio Tagn mepi ta 530-520 m.X. (T1), kteptopévn e Tpia kpuoTaAAva
TVIOOXNUA AVTIKEIEVA, SVO €K TWV OTIOIWYV £X0VV OpOLEG SLATTATELS, EVMD TO TPITO Elval EAAPPWS UKPOTEPO.
H tagn, n omoia mepteiye emiong €vav xAAkivo kabp€mtn, pia attikr pedavopopen kOAKa, £vav pelappaen
OKV@O Kat pia pedapPagn «akatiépar» pe eyxapaxtn entypapr EYXHN, xapaktnpiletat and v avaokagéa
g yuvaikeia.

Avaloya gvprjpata €OV e KAl amd AVAOKAPES GTA VOLA TOV avatoAtkov Atyaiov, Xio kat Zdpo. 1o mhaioto
Twv gpevvwv Tov Kwvotavtivov Kovpovviwtn oto Aatopt Xiov StepevviOnke, oTIG apyég Tov TepacuEvoy
adva, TURHA Tov apXaikod vekpoTageiov kat €vag TOuPog, evw dAlot SVO eVTOMOTNKAY OTNV €VPUTEPN
neptoxn. O TopPog oto Aatow kalvmte pia povov tagn. Ta 0otd Tov vekpov eixav tomobetnOel oe mAvn
oapko@dyo kal €meita oe opfoywvio dpvypa. Zta KTepiopATA CLYKATAAEYOVTAL €Vag UkpOG HeAaUPagrg
kvabiokog mov Ppédnke kovta oto Seki mOdL, Kat kovTa 0To aploTepd xépt Ppédnie éva mAvo eldwAto TOTOL
KaBloTrG yvvatkeiog Lop@rg e vYnAd oA, Evag UkpOG XPLOOG KPLKoG, Hia VAAWVT TOAVYpwun xdvopa kat
Svo pkpa «zpoyidiosion ek kpvordAdov Koourjuaray. H tagr xpovoloyeital ota TéAn Tov 60v at XY kat e
Bdon ta ktepiopata Ba pmopovoe va xapaktnptobel wg yvvaikeia.

And ™ Zdpo mpogpyovtal Sekatpia mapadeiypata. Eidikotepa, katd ti¢ avackagés tov Johannes Boe-
hlau ota téAn tov 190V at. evtomioTnkav Tpia KPLOTAAAWVaA TINvia OTIG Tagég 13, 45 kat 50, ek Twv omoiwv ot
Svo televtaieg pmopovv va BewpnBovv yuvaikeieg, evad 1 TpdTn iowg HTav madikn.® Ztov tdgo 13, o omoiog
arotehovTavV amd pia mHAVN capko@ayo pe Aibvo kdlvpua, evtomiotnke SimAa 0Ta 00TA €va TNVIOCYNHO
«koppio» amod kpvotarlo (Knopfaus Bergkrystall) ko éva pikpo THALVO 0QaALpKO AVTIKEIUEVO UE EVa LOVOVY
avotypa, to omnoio BewpriBnke maudikr oupixtpa. O TaPog 45, (a LovoABIK CAPKOPAYOG e AETWUATIKO
KdAvppa, epteiye o AnkvBoug ota TOSLA TOV VEKPOD KAl AVAUETE TOVG éva TTHALVO GQAIPIKO AVTIKEpEVO,
eva éva devtepo eixe TomoBetnOel ota aplotepd Tov cwpatog. Katw and to Seki xépt evromiotnke xdAkivo
KATOTTPO Kat Opavopata and £va §eVTePO, EVID 0TA APLOTEPA TOV VEKPOL VTN PXE EVA KATECTPANUEVO aNAPacTpo
pe TNV «kpvoTtdAAvn Baon tovr, cvupwva pe tov Boehlau. O avackagéag avagépet mwg €va mapdpoto
avTikeipevo, Aiyo peyavtepng Stapétpov, eixe Ppedei kat oto mapeh86v otn vekpoOmoAn tng Zdpov, arlld Sev
Sivel meploooTepa ototyeio yla avtod. EmmAéov, otov Aaipd tov vekpov Ppébnrav déka apyvpd evatia kol
névte okapapaiol, evi amod Tov Tdo mpoépxovTat emmAéov §00 apyvpd pkpd koupia, pia keQalr TepoOVNG Kal
évag aotpdyalog. E§icov moAld pkpogvprpata evroniotnkay kat é§w and tov td@o. AANo éva kpuoTdAAvo
nmvio BpéBnke otov Tago 50, pali pe Svo eldwAia EvBpovov Levyovg Bewv (MhaoTikd ayyeio), Sho yuvaikeieg
TPOTOpES Kat Eva aldPactpo. Ot TpoTopég xovy evilagépov, kabwg amnetkovilovy apxaikés yvvaikeieg LOpPEG
pe evatia Tov potdovy efatpetind pe Ta Iyvidoxnpa avTikeipeva mov e&eTalovpe,? eV avTIOTOIKES TIPOTONES
éxouv Ppebei kat 010 Aptepioto tng Zapov.® Ailet, akoun, va onpewdel OTt THAva yuvaikeia ayaApdtia Tov
70v at m.X. and ) ZAH0o GEPOVY GLXVA avaloya evwTLla, evioTe Stakoopnuéva pe odpBora (m.x. paiovdpog),
OTWG KA 0 EVTVTIWOLAKOG VEOG atd eepavtodovto —mbavov Bpayiovag Avpag- ano tov anobétn tov Hpaiov,

ov, PA. Tpravtaguilog kat Tacakhakn 2012. Tia to vekpotageio, PA. Aéov 2017. Aivog: Basaran (vmo €x8.).

46 Koukouli-Chrysanthaki 1979, 92-4, miv. 17.

47 O Kovpovvidtng (1915, 64-93, diait. 67-71, ewk. 4) meptypdget g avéokaye oe déka nuépes 30 Tagés oe kKhalopeviakold
TOTOL CapkoPayovs, dixwg KTepiopata, kat évav Toupo, o omoiog eixe mepiueTpo 52 . kal 1) Tagn PplokdTav oxedov 0To KEVTPO
TOV, KTEPLOUEVT] [E KOOUNUATA «HIKPAG povov agiagy. AAot Svo thpPot evtomiotnkav oty idta meploxn, alld Sev avaokdgnoav.
48 Boehlau 1898, 37 (tdgog 13), miv. XV.1, 45-6, 161 (tapog 45), miv. X V.16, 48 (tdgog 50) dixwg mivaka. O tagog 45 frav mbavo-
Tata 0 apxaldtepog, pe Paon v Koukouli-Chrysanthaki 1979, 92-4, miv. 17" Todkog 1979, 353, vroa. 3.

49 Boehlau 1898, miv. 13.7 and tov td¢o 50.

50 Todaxog kat Bryhakn-Zoguavov 2012, 180. Tpokettal yia mpoTouég SladeSoéveg 0TOV LwVIKO KOGHO, Ol OTIOIEG OV VA TAVTI-
{ovtau pe yvvaikeieg Oeotnrtag, 6mwg n Apteps, n'Hpa kau n Agpoditn (https://www.latsis-foundation.org/content/elib/book_19/
samos_gr.pdf).
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Ylat va ava@Epovie KAToLa XapakTnpLoTikd mapadetypara.™

>to ITvBayodpeto, ot avaoka@ikég Epevveg Tov éytvav atn Avtikn Nekpomohn, Popeta tng Aipvng Mveada,
70 1969 and tov Kwvotavtivo Todko ¢gpepav 610 9w t0 avatohkd turpa tng. Edikdtepa, epevvrnkav
22 a0OANTEG TAPEG KAl TAPLKEG TIVPEG, KABWE Kat évag cLVANUEVOG EAANVIOTIKOG TAPOG 0TO SUTIKO THRA TNG
avaoka@ng, o omoiog frav Aagevpévog atov Ppdyo, kat Siébete atevr), andtoun kAipaka entd Pabpidwv kat
pappapv mhdka e.06dov. Tia va mpooeyyloTel 0 TAPOG, AVOiXTNKE OTNV EMXWON TNG VOTLAG TAEVPAG TOV
dddpopog, 6mov evromioTnkav mévte SakTuALOABoL amd yvali, 32 uAAOoXNUa ehdopata xpvoov and dvo
OTeQAVLA, TUAHATA ATtO OLOEPEVIEG OTAEYYIOEG, Eva XAAKIVO KATOTITPO 08 KAKI KATAOTAOT), XAAKLVA Kol 00 TEVa
avtikeipeva, aoctpayalot, XaAkva kap@Ld kat Sakpvdoxot.?

Metayevéotepeg épevveg Tov Todakov otn Avtik) Nekpomoln g Zapov, o VYW TAvw and ) Aidvn
Medda, evtomoav GAAN pia ta@r, KTepOPEVN He Tpia «avolKTé» Tnvia amd opeia kpvoTaAlo, Ta omoia
Bpednkav mavw 1 yopw amod Ty taer|. Tov vekpd guvodevay, emiong, A0Sta, okvoeldeis @Lales, éva TAAGTIKO
ayyeio pe popen Zeprivag, pa o@payida amd @aylevtiavy pe tepoylv@tkd, koAikes, muides, otvoxoeg kot
dAAa okedn), OAa Xpovoloyovpeva pEXpL Ta péoa Tov 6ov al m.X.* H okevr TG Tagng dev amokAeiel Tov
XAPOKTNPLOUO TG WG yuVaLkeia.

Yta TéAn G dekaetiag Tov 1980 avaokagnke pépog TOHPoL ToL KAALTITE Aakkoeldeig kat kakvpiteg
Tapovg, kabdg kat oopmAeypa TpLwv capko@aywv otn Béon HanafoyyeAnvog, petadd twv xwptdv Moot
kat Mavpatlaiot Zapov. Ot Vo capko@dyot mepieixav onuavtikd Seiypata epuOpOHopPNG KEPAWIKNG TOV
TpWIov 50v at. .X., evw 1 Tpitn Nrav aktéplotn. H avaokagéag Baothkn Ttavvodhn avagépet mwg katd tov
kaBaplopd Tov Xwpov avdpesa oTovg KaAvPiteg, ot omoiot xapaktnpilovtal wg VEOTEPOL TWV CAPKOPAYWY,
BpéOnke opnvwpévo avdapeca oTiG KepaOEG TOV TAPOV €va «AVOLKTO» TINVIOOXNHO AVTIKEIHEVO and opeia
KpVOTAANO, TO oT0i0 epUNVELONKE WG LVTTOOTATO. >

2t Muikpd Aoia, kpvotaAliva mnvia éxovv Ppelei o apyaikés tagég otnv Iirdvn g AtoAidac® kat
otnv HpdkAeta eni Adatpov g Kapiag.® Evoiagépov, eniong, mapovotdlet pia maudkn tagr oto Nopgaio tng
Mabvpng @dhacoag, and 6mov TpoépxeTal va akoun mapddetypa, To omoio dnpootevet  Mila Chacheva.”
E&etalovrtag ta yvdwva, «avorytd» nnvia and tnv Amolwvia ITovtikn, n Chacheva Bewpei 611 To pvio and
o Nupgaio anoteAei ketpnAio mov d00nke wg kTéplopa otov Bavovta, kabwg n Tagn xpovoloyeitat oTov 40
at. X,

Téhog, Svo (ebyn mNVIOOXNHWY avTiKEWévwY and opeia kpvotallo @uhdcoovtar oto Movaoeio
Kalov Texvov otn Bootawvn, dnhwvovtag wg tomo mpoélevong tnv EAAada. Ta ovykekpipéva mmvia eivat
kahodlatnpnuéva, yeyovog mov avkdvel Tig TBavoTnTeG TPOEAEVOTG TOVG ATTO TAPIKA OVVOAQ, EVW UTTOPEL
Kaveig va Stakpivel otnv KuAvdpikny egoxry Tovg ixvr Tov TOpvov.® AANO €va KPLOTAAALVO TVIOoXNUA
avTikeipevo Siyws Katayeypappévn mpoéevon avikel atn cuAAoyr EAévng Zrabdrov.”

51 Todakog kat Bryddkn-Xogtavod 2012, 256 kat 354-55 (https://www.latsis-foundation.org/content/elib/book_19/samos_gr.pdf).
52 Todkog 1969, 388 1970, 417, miv. 351.

53 Todkog 1979, 353, voo. 3.

54 Tiavvovln 1988, 486-90.

55 Freyer-Shauenburg 1973-1974, 156-8, miv. XIII, avtikpobovtag Ty vmobeon o0tt Ta ovpmayn kpuotaAliva mnvia ivat nuitedn,
npotod Snhadr teketomomBodv wg Saktoliot athpiEng pikpoypagikwy ayyeiwy. Eniong, gépet wg mapdAnio éva yvdAvo mnvio-
oxnuo anoé tagrn g Podov (Freyer-Shauenburg 1973-1974, 156-8, vmoo. 37a).

56 Brein 1982, 89, vroo. 8.

57 Chacheva 2015, 76.

58 Boston, Museum of Fine Arts 13.177-13.178 (https://collections.mfa.org/objects/171494) wou 01.7610-017611 (https://
collections.mfa.org/objects/171486).

59 Amandry 1963, 276, ap. 197, mtiv. XL (CL Rolley).
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ITHNIOZXHMA ANTIKEIMENA AITIO AAAA YAIKA

Ekt0¢ and ta mnvidoxnpa ano opeia kpdotaldo, £xovv Ppebel avaloyov peyéBoug kat oxrHaTOg avTiKeipeva
KOTAOKEVAOHEVA aTtO YVAAL, 00TO, XAAKO, Apyvpo Kat dAAa péTadAa. Zuvolikd €xovy katapeTpnOel mavw and
20 yvdAwva mapadeiypata, Ta omoio TPoEPXOVTAL TN HEYAAN TAELOVOTITA TOVG QO TAPOVG, EVW UOALG dbo
elvat avta mov Bpédnkav oe tepd (Odoog) kat éva otnv Ayopd Twv ABnvaov.® Alakpivovtal T060 0g GUUTAyN
000 Kal «aVOIKTA» TIvida, Kot Tapd Tov Hikpd oXeTIkd aptBpd toug, 1 opdda avtr xapaktnpiletat and gvpeia
yewypaguk katavopr|, kabwg deiypoata éxovv Ppebei oe Stapetpikd avtiBeteg Oéoelg, and v IPnpkn péxpt
tov Ev€evo TTovto. Eviiagépovoa eivat kat 1 andkAion tng xpovordynorg Toug: TE6oepa TOLAALOTOV Ttrvia
Xxpovoloyobvtal oTnv Apyaikn emoxr, evaw Ta vidlouna Ppednkav oe ovykeipeva Tov 50v Kat 4ov at. m.X.

Edikotepa, téooepa yvalva mmvia tavtilovtar wg mpog to péyefog kat To oxNua Ue To KPLOTAAAVA
napadeiypata, kabwg eivar oupmayn kot nuidtagpavr). Eva (edyog mpoépxetal and to Aptepiolo e ©@daocov kot
Xpovoloyeital oTa TEAN Tov 60V aL 1.X., 6TwG Kat oL Sekddeg KpLOTAAAVWY TapadelyLdTwy oL avapépOniav
napandvw. Eva axoun {edyog and ovpmayn yvdAwva avtikeipeva BpéOnke oe Taidikr Tagr) 0Tn veEKpOTIOAN TOL
Hpidavod otnv ABrjva, n omoia xpovoloyeitat ota 430 m.X. ¢ wotd00 T YudAtva mnvia dev amokAeietat va
elvat mahawdtepa kat va giyav tomoBetnBei wg ketpunAta.

TvaAva «avolkté» Tmviooxnua éxovy Bpebei e Tagpikd ovvola tng KAaotkrig meptddov otov eAhadiko xwpo,
onwg oty Tavéaypa,? v Ymdtn,® v Kdpepo,® alké kat otn Sutikny Meodyeto, m.x. oto Eumopiov/Ampu-
rias, oe Ta@n (ap. 71) Statapaypévn and petayevéoteprn kador, oTnyv omoia To Tnvio, TAnv Twv €&t o1depéviwy
KapQLov, HTav To povo kTéptopia. EpunvevOnke ano tov avaoka@éa wg 6Too apufdaAlov.® ATo T onpavTikn
pAnotakn anotkia Tov Ev€etvov ITovtov v Aol wvia ITovtikn mpoépxovtal 12 «avoryté» yvdaAwa mnvia, ek
Twv onoiwv §éka Ppébnkav oe Ledyn kat S0 pepovwpéva.® Eival KaTaoKevaopéva og itpa e gLviplopa ev
Yuxpw, and yoahi oxeTkd Stavyég, pe Kirpvornr andxpwon. H Mila Chacheva avagépet mwg Ppédnkav katd
KUpLo AOYO 0g yuvalKeieg TaQEG 1) o€ TadIKEG TIOV {0WG AVTIOTOLKOVV O€ VEApA KOPITOLA Kal, COMPWVA e Ta
avaoka@ikd dedopéva, Ta mepLocdTEPa Tapadeiypata evTOmoTnKay eiTe KOVTA 0TV KATw yvdbo, gite mavw
anod TV WHOTAATN, €ite KATw and Tto kpavio. Emiong, éva ovpnayég mnvio and yvaki cuvodeve pua moudikn
Ta@n. Extog and yvahva, oe pia yovaikeio tagr tov 50v at. t.X. otnv Aol wvia fpédnrav dbo-tpia cupmayn
mnvia ano xaAkndovio Aifo.” Av kat and ta cvpepalodpeva ol Tagég avtég xpovoloyodvtal and to 450/425
1.X. éwg Ta péoa tov 4ov at. .X., 1 gpevvitpla Bewpel Ta mnvia ketnAta Tov 60V — apxwv 50v at. TX.®

‘O00V aPopd To TVIOOXN A AVTIKEIHEVA ATIO OPYOAVIKA VALK, ava@EpovTatL Hdvo Tnvic oo eAe@avtodovto
amnod to 1epd NG Apteung otn ®doo® kat £€L TovAdxtotov and to Aptepioto tng Egéoov (650-550 .X.). O Ho-
garth” ta Oewpovoe kopPia, WoTOCO 0L SLACTACELG KAl TO OXHHA TOVG eival il e Ta KPLOTAAALVA TIvia TTOL
BpéOnkav oo 1epod Kat ya Tov Adyo avtov o Brein” ta tonoBetei oty opdda twv evotivv. Emonuaivetal nwg
Ta eheavTiva nvia TG E@éoov £xovv Staumepég kevipikod oTéAexog Kat 1) eyaADTepT SLOKOHOPQN EMPAVELL
Tovg Stakoopeital eite 010 TEpLXeilwpa eite 0TO KEVTPO pe €va QUTIKG poTtifo. Ymdpyxovy, emiong, Stmhd

60 Weinberg kat Stern 2009, 21, 22, ap. 11.

61 Koukouli-Chrysanthaki 1979, 94, vtoo 59" Prétre 2018, 347.

62 Wienberg kat McCleccan 1992, 94, ap. 37, 506 at. .X. 1} apyoTepa, punvedovTal wg VITOCTATA.
63 Wienberg kat McCleccan 1992, 94, ap. 38, 50¢ at. m.X. 1] apyotepa.

64 H Freyer-Shauenburg (1973-1974, 157) avagépet nwg to {evyog mnvidoxnuwy ano taer g Kaueipov xpovohoyhifnke ota
475-450 .X. Kat Ta avTIKeipeva eppunvednkay wg vrooTaTA.

65 Almagro Basch 1953, 78-9, ewx. 49.7.

66 Chacheva 2015.

67 Tia tov xakndovio, BA. Zrkapdkn 2018, 562-63.

68 Chacheva 2015.

69 Prétre 2018, kat yta T peTdAAva gvpripata and to tepd, PA. Prétre 2016.

70 Hogarth 1908, 210.

71 Brein 1982, 89-91, miv. 23h.
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Tnvia Tov pLHodVTAL AoTPAYEAoVG, aAAd Kal «avVOLKTA» Tnvid, OO0V OXMHUATOS He Ta TOALTANOY XaAKkiva
napadeiypara.”

H peyaldtepn opdda mnvidooxnuwy HeTdAAvoVY avTikelévoy anoteleitat and xdAkiva mapadetypata —
OAa 0xedoV «avolkTd» Kat omaviwg Stakoopnuéva ot pia TAevpd— xpovoloynuéva ota Apxaikd xpovia,”
EVW TO HOVASIKO YVWOTO WG Tpa HOADPSIVO TIVIOGXNIO «avolyTov» TVToL Ppébdnke otn Zduo, oe Tagr Tov
6ov at. m.X.* Me Bdon ta otoiyeia mov Stabétovpe, Oha Ta XAAKIVA TVIOOKN LA TTPOEPXOVTAL ATIO TO ApTepioLo
¢ Egéoov. IIpoxettal yla «avolkté» mnvia dyovg mepimov 1 ek. kat pe Stapetpo mov Kupaivetar and 1,95
¢ 4,6 ex. Kamowa and avtd (mep. 20) Stabétovv pa emkaAvyn and peiypa xaAkov mov e§umnpetodoe Tn
XVTELOT AeTTOTEPWV TOLXWHATWY, oVpHPwva e Ty Gudrun Klebinder-Gauss.”” Zvvolikd éxovv katapetpnOel
78 axépata kat 158 Bpavopata XaAKvwy mmviwy amno TG avaoka@ég Tov Bammer, kabag kot éva apyvpo kat 20
KATAOKEVAOHEVA aTd AeVKOXpwLo péTarNo. Ze avtd Ba mpémet va mpooteBovv 29 mapadeiypata and XaAko kot
6L and ele@avtodovto ano Tig avaokagég Tov Hogarth kat pepikés maparlayés, omwg dvo xdAkiva mmvia pe
@apdv, Sakoopnuévo meptxeilwpa kat Tpia KAEOTA and TN pia mAevpd, emiong Stakoopnuéva. H peyalvtepn
opada avTwV Twv XaAKvwy mviev Ppédnke 6To SuTIKO TURAA TOV LEPOD KAt KVpiwg aTNY epLoxn YOpw amo T
Baon D, ota avatohkd g, evw povo 8o evtomiotnkay yvupw and tv opboywvia Pdon tov mepintepov vaov
(Rechteckige Basis), Snkadn t Pdon tov mpwipov Aatpevtikod aydaiparog e Aptepng Egeoiag. Ta otowyeia
avtd pag Sivovy €va xpovoloyikod mAaioto peta&d 650-550 m.X., woTo00 1| Xprion Tovg eEakolovbel va pag
Sapevyel.”

Apyikd o Hogarth” Oswpnoe ta xaAkiva avtd mnvia TpApata TOAVOOVOETWV OVTIKEILEVWY, AV Kal
anovatdfovv avtiotoiga ixvn. O Brein ta epurjvevoe wg evartia Kat LEBECE WG OTO ECWTEPLKO TOVG LTIPXE
EOAVOG S1dKOOOG, TOV OTI0I0 GLYKPATOVOE GTO KEVTPO piat XAAKLYT BeAOVN, OTwg oe mapadeiypata apyaikng
ELKOVOYPAQIaG, (Lo ATTOYn OV AVTIKPODOTNKE ATd KATOLOVG HeAeTNTéG AOYw TNG amovoiag Ppaxlovwy 1
A wv mpoekoxwv Tov Ba ouykpatovoay tov Siakoopo atn Béon Tov ) Aoyw Tov Tpdabetov Bapoug ov Ba
KpeHOTAV amo Tov AoPo.

OlokAnpwvovTag Tn ovVTOpn €MOKOMNON TOV XAAKIVOV TNVIOCXNUWY EVUPNUATOV, ETONUAIVOUE
OTL oL XaAkiveg Tawvieg mov Ppébnkav oto tepd TG Apteuns Huépag otovg Aovoovg Apkadiag mpémet va
egapeBobv and tnv mapovoa egétaon, kabwg To oxfua TOovg Sev eMTPENEL CVYKPLOT HE TA TNVIOGXNHA A0
opeia kpvotailo. Oriaypéva and OAAa xaAkol, dAAoTe akdounTa Kt GAAOTE TOIKIAHEVA, Ta EVPAHATA TOV
apkadikov epol xpovoloyoldvtal ota TewpeTpikd Kat Apxaikd XpoOvia Kol epUNVEVOVTAL WG CPNKWTHPES
Bootpbxwv — avabrpata véwv otn Bed katd Ty evnlikiwon 1} tov ydpo.”

[IpoxwpwvTtag oV e££Ta0n XpLowV £pYwY, OPEINOVIE VL avapEéPOLE OTL LTIAPXOLY TTOANEG TTapailayég
TNVIOCXNUWY 1} TETAATVOUEVWY, SIOKOUOPPWY EVWTIWY, OLWE eivat AtyOTTA T TTAPASELYUATA TTOV TTAPATIEUTOVY
0TO OXNHa TV TNViwv and opeia kpdotallo, ota omoia eoTidlovpe edw.® Ta TEPLOTOTEPA XPLOA TINVIOTXN A

72 Seipel 2008, ap. 157, 158, 159. TIpPA. ap. 192-193, 196.

73 Tapd 1o TAR00G TwV XAAKIVWV TNVIOOXNHWV eVWTIWV Kat TNV £VTOVN Tapovoio XAAKIVWV eVPNHATOY £V YéVelL OTO APTE(LGTLO,
n vrap&n epyaotnpiov oto epod Sev éxel emPBePawbei, Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 204.

74 Boehlau 1898, 42.162, miv. 15.2.

75 Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 91-2.

76 H Klebinder-Gauss (2007, 91-2) avagépel twg Ppebnkav oTig avaokapég and To 1965 wg 1o 1994, 0e cuvéxeLa TWV EVPNUATOV
Tov Hogarth (1908, 149, miv. 35.2-4), PA. kat edw voo. 24-27). Topw anéd tn Pdon D: Klebinder-Gauss 2007, ap. kat. 674-709, A
kat Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 15-6 yia Tov mepintepo kat tn Aatpevtikr Baon D. Xtn Bdon tov mepintepov Ppédnke kat o Onoavpog
TV 93 ASIKOV VOUOUAT®Y, Ta oTtoia Xpovoloyolv T Baon ota 560 m.X. TIpPA. mapanavw vroo. 20.

77 Hogarth 1908, 149, 189.

78 Brein 1982, 91, miv. 23i-j, 24" Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 91. ITpp\. Hemelrijk 1963. BX. kat Bruce 2011, oxoAtalovtag tnv evdupa-
ola kat Ta koopnpata Tov Aptépova, £pyo Tov Avakpéovta (fr. 82), kat etdika ta EOAva okovAapikia oe oxfipa actpaydlov, Kat
Castor 2008, 8-9, ap. 44 yta AvSpeg kaL evaTLaL.

79 Mitsopoulou-Leon 2007, 191-92, eik. 2° 2009.

80 Znuewvvovpe edw £va {ebyog xpuowy evaTivv amd (a voTepoapXaikn Tagr otny apxaia TaAnyd, otn Bactakr mepaia, ta
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xpovohoyobvvtat ota Khaoika kat EAANvioTika kuplwg xpovia, eva Ta apyaikd mapadeiypata eivat wg Twpa
pepovwuéva kat tpoépxovTat and tnv AvatoAn. ITo ovykekpipéva, dbo xpvod mnvidoxnua fpédnkav oe maudikd
Tago Tov 70v/60v at. .X. 0TIG ZApSelg Kat, eMeldT) mepLeiyay oPaLpidLa GTO ECWTEPLKO TOVG, EpUnVeLBNKav wg
kovdovviotpes.* Emonuaivetat 6Tt n SIApeTpOg Toug givat peyalhtepn and ekeivy Twv KPLOTAAAVWY Tnviwy:
5,3 ex.®? H idia gppnveia mpotabnke yia §0o akopn xpvoda (edyn mov Ppébnkav oe avtioToKovg Tdpovg Tov
Télovg 60v/50v at. T.X. 0710 yertoviko Usak.®? Ta mnvio avtd eivat KAEIOTA Kat 0TIG SVO EMPAVELEG TOVG, EKTOG
ano €va pkpd KLUAVSpikd dvotypa mov Stamepvd o kéEvTpo Ttoug. Eva and ta dho {edyn éxel vootei (nuiés,
Aoyw g poondfelag Twv TupPwpdxwy va Ta avoifovv. Téhog, oe évav axkopn tdgo oto Usak, Ppebnke éva
UELOVWHEVO XPLOO TINVIOOXNHO.Y

v Iahvod Podov evrtomiotnkay mapopoLa TVIOoXNHa KOOUNUATA oo Xpuod, Ta omoia eppnveddnkav
w¢ gvatia. AvakaAdeOnkav katd Tig avacka@ég tov Giulio Jacopi kat mpoépxovtat and yuvaukeieg Tagpég
twv Khaowav xpovwv, mep. 430-400 .X.5 MdAiota, éva (evydpt BpéBnke oto otrBog g vekpnig kat Bupilet
napopota mapadeiypara KAaotkav kat ENAnviotikov xpovov and v Kompo,® v Iaco, aAAd kat evaTia 0TIG
oVLANOYEG Tov Bpetavikoh Movaeiov.*

Amo v tedevTaio auTr Katnyopia, WLaitepo eVOLAQEPOV TTAPOVCIALOLY T XPLOA TVIOTXNHO AVTIKEILEVA
mov Ppédnkav oe Tagég otny Katw Itakia® kat xpovoloyotvtat 6tovg 50 kat 40 at. .X. Exovv Siapetpo mov
Kopaivetar and 2-10 ek., SnAadn Simhdota 1 kat peyavtepn amd ta mapadeiypara and opeia kpOoTaAlo,
KAl «avoL(TO» KEVTPIKO 0TéAEX0G. Apxikd BewprBnrav amd tov avaokagéa Robert Tker evwtia kat émerta
Kooprpata KOpnG, kabwg evromifovrav cuviBwg ekatépwbev tov kpaviov. Opiopéva €xovy Stakoopnuévn
™ HEYLOTN eMpaveld Toug pe potifa emavalapPavopeva oe opokevtpes (wves. Eva avtiotoo mnviooxnuo
BpeOdnke otnv Palestrina g Kdtw Itaiag, kpepaopévo and évav xdAkivo kpiko, pali pe Sitdpopovg dAlovg
Saxtuvliovg.®

Téhog, abloonpeiwta eivat Sbo Ledyn xpvowv TVIdoXNUV eVoTiwy, KTEpiopata o V0 TAPOLE TOL TENOVG
4o0v - apx@v 3ov at m.X. 0T vekpomoln Galata tng Odnoocod otn Mabvpn @dlacoa, Ta omoia UopPoLY va
ovykptBovv pe avrtiotorya mapadeiypata tng Podov, av kat To éva @aivetatl mwg firav tomkn tapailayn.”

omoia ektifevtat 0to Apxatoloytkd Movoeio Kapdhag, kat TAnctd{ovy apkeTd T0 TPOPIN TV «avol(Tv» KPUOTAAAVWV TViwy.
Xapaktnpilovrtat amd KUAVSpIKO oTéAEXOG Kat TEMAATVOHEVT Avw andAngn, i onoia SlakoopeiTal e KUKAMKO akTvwTd potipo.
Tooo 1 xpovoAdynon Tovg 600 Kat i Bon edpeong Tovg, kovtd oTo ApTepioto Tng @dcov kat To tepo6 TG IapBévov otnv apyaia
Neamnoln, evioxbovy tny vtodeon 6Tt avTod Tov £i§0VG Tat KOOUAHATA HTAV AYATNTA 0T £V AOY® Tieptoxn YOpw oTa TEAN Tov 60V
at. X

81 TTapopoto evpnua evromiotnke otny IpAavdia (Onoavpog Ballinesker), 6mov éva xpvood mnvidoxnio avtikeipevo digbete oo
e0wTeptkd Tov SVo Xpvod opatpidia, eva Ppédnke kat éva pod myvidoxnuo idiag kataockevng. Eva tpito eixe evromotel Tov 190
at. (Cahill 1994).

82 Curtis Densmore 1925, 34, ap. 85 miv. 8 eik. 5-6 kat ap. 97 miv. 9, yia 1o id10 oA o€ Xpvood SayTvAidL.

83 Ozgen xat Oztiirk 1996, 60. 168, ap. 120-121, Toptepe Toppog ap. 134, 135.

84 Ozgen kat Oztiirk 1996, 210, ap. 187.

85 Jacopi 1929, 153-7, CLIII (155-Ampelas 1924), ap. 6651, 6652, 157-8, CLV (161-Ampelas 1924), ap. 6719, 6720.

86 Jacopi 1929, 153-7, CLIII (155-Ampelas 1924), ap. 6651, 6652.

87 TILy. Williams kat Ogden 1994, 88-91, ap. 40-43 (https://www.britishmuseum.org/collection/object/G_1872-0604-845 kat
https://www.britishmuseum.org/collection/object/G_1908-0416-2). Ozgen kat Oztiirk 1996, 60. 168" Levi 1964, 210, 212, eix. 16,
mitv. 1.5-6, avagépet mapdAAnha and tagég 5ov kat 4ov at. .X. an6 ) Podo kat tv Kompo. ITpPA. tnv avagopd tov Brein (1982,
91) yia Ta StokdpOpPa Xpuad mnvia and Ty Tagr 6o Maptov Kompov.

88 Iker 1980, 30-63. O (510G HEAETNTIG AVAPEPEL £VOL TTAPOHOLO e T KATW-ITaMDTIKA Xpuad {evyog evwTiwv-Buoudtwy otn Zvl-
Noyn Zrabatov, evd oe avtd ta Seiypata otnpiletal kal n eppnveia Twv TepAoTIWY SIOKOHOPPWY AVTIKEILEVWY TIOV KOGHOVV T
Aeyopevn «Lady of Elx/Dama de Elche», tTnv evtunwotakn yvvatkeia mpotopn-te@podoxo tov 5ov-4ov at. m.X. and tnv Ipnpwrn’
Luxan k.d. 2011. TIpBA. Bianchi k.d. 2002, 58, 59, 63-6, 69.

89 Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 92.

90 Tonkova 1997, 83 pe mponyovpevn PipAioypagia. Tia tig vekpomoelg tng O8nacov kat Ty mapovoia Opaxikwy kat EAANVIKOY
ototxeiwy, PA. Damyanov 2010.
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ITAPATHPHZEIX

Exovtag mhéov otn SdBeon pag OAa Ta TAPATAVW OTOLKELD, [TOPOVHE VO TPOXWPT|GOVUE OF OPLOUEVES
TAPATIPTOELS, E0TIALOVTAG 0T TVIOOXN A AVTIKEifeVa amo opeia kpvoTtallo kat ot Xprion tove. Katapxds,
Ola Ta mmvia amod opeia kpbotallo, mepimov 100 otov aptduod, copmayn 1) pn, xpovoloyodvtal and Ta pHéoa
TOL 70V WG Kat TI§ apXEg Tov 50v at. T.X. (PA. Kataloyo). H mapovaia tovg eivat idaitepa €vtovn, apxikd 6To
Aptepioto TG E@éoov kat énetta 0to Aptepioto g @doov, kat oe pikpdtepo Pabuod oe dAla tepd yvvaikeiwv
Beotrtwv. Ta eplocdTepa TAPASELYHATO TTOV TPOEPXOVTAL ATTO TAPIKA GOVOAA XPOVOAOYOUVTAL OO TA [ETT
TOV 60V £WG TIG APXES TOV 500V at. T.X., KOl ETUKEVTPWVOVTAL 0T VIOLA TOV aVATOAKOV Atyaiov, GTIG ammoLKieg
¢ Aryatakng ®@pakng kat omopadika oe 0éoeig Tng Mikpag Aciag (Ewk. 2). Znavidtepn eivat n) mpoéAevor) Tovg
and v ATtk 1} Ti§ anoikieg Tov Eb&etvou ITovrov.

Aryotepa eival Ta yodAtva mnvia, Ta omoio émovtal Xpovoloyikd Twv kpLoTaAAvwy, kabwg xpovoloyo-
vrtat petafd Tov 60v kat Twv apxdv Tov 50V at .X. Ta TEVTE Yudhva «avolkTd» Tnvia and T Zdpo propel
UEV VO EVTOTOTNKAY KATA TNV avackar eAAnviotikod Bakapwtod Tagov, wotéco Ppébnkav otnv emniywon
Tov TOHPOVL Kkat On oTov Stddpopo Tov avoixBnke yla va TPOCEYYIOTEL O TAPOG, dpa 1) XPOVOAOYNOT| TOVG OTA
EMN\nviotid xpovia Sev pnopet va eivan amolvtn. Me Paorn ta vtodowra apyatoloytkd cvpgpalopeva, Sniadn
KTEPIOHATA, OTIWG KATOTTPA, TLEISES, KOOUNUATA, K.A., 1] TAELOVOTNTA TWV TAPDV GTIG OTOIES EVTOTHOTNKAV
KPUOTAAAIVAL Kal YUAALva TNVIOOYNUA AVTIKEILEVA UTOPODY Vo XapakTnploBovv yvvaikeieg, evw HePIKEG
Oewpovvrtal tadikég. H avevpeon myvidoxnuwy avTIKEWEVOY OTIG £V AOYw Ta@EG EVIOXVEL TT) CVOXETLOT TOVG
Le To yovatkeio @OA0, TapOAo oV evwTia @opovoav eviote kal avdpeg.” To yeyovog pahiota 6t dev Ppiokovtal
navta ava fedyn Sev eival anoTpenTikd TNG TADTIONG TOVG WG EVATLA, APEVOS eMELST) Sev TV VTIOXPEWTIKO
Va QOPLOVVTAL TAVTOXPOVA Kat 6TOVG SVo AoBovg Kat ageTépov emetdr) Sev @Tavovv o€ epdg mavta og (ebyn N
TIATPT) TA KOOHRUATA TTOV OLVOJEVAV TOVG VEKPOUG 1) amoTelovoav avadnuata oe tepd.

H epunveia twv kpuoTAANVOY TNVIOV 0 QaKOV 0pACEWS 1) OTTIKWYV epyaleiwy, OTwg éxel Tpotabei and Tov
Bammer, dev aivetat va evotadei, kabwg ta avtikeipeva vio eétaon Sev eivan evrelwg Stagavr), kamota eivat
Oaumd 1} e amoxpoels, evw 1ot Oev eppunvebovTaL OUTE Ta «aVOLXTA» KpuoTaAAva mnvia, aAAd oUTe Kat 6oa
@épovv ixvn évBetng Stakdopnong i 6oa éxovy Kataokevaotel and dAlo VAko. Ot iStot meplopiopoi LoxvoLY
ylo TV gppnveia Toug wg pikpookomikwy mugidwv. Enerta, n déa 6Tt meprrvliyovtay yopw touvg Boatpuyol
elvar ekioov mpoPAnuatikr, kabwg yla va Tudxtel o fOoTpuXOG KAt Vo TTapapieivel atn BEon Tov TpovimofiTel
dAAo éva ToVAAXLOTOV OTENEXOG T} KATIOLOV O@NKWTHpa. Oa pmopoloe Kaveig va vobéoel OTL TPOKELTAL Yia
TepiteXva KapoLALa VIHATWY, Opwg 1) Sta@opeTikn} StdpeTpog Twv Siokwv Sev evvoel avTAv TV LVOOEOT, EVD
TUXOV CLOXETIOUOG pe TOo adpdy Tt eivat TAAL TPOPANUATIKOG, amtd TH) Oy TOL SeV VIAPXEL OTT) OTEPEWONG TNG
atpdktov. H evaAlaktiki eppnveia Toug wg TOAVTEADV TEGOWV 1) TECOWV He Haytké 1) aAeg 180T TEG eival
pev eAkLoTIKN, aAAd Sev eEnyel 00Te ylati PpiokovTal ATOKAELOTIKA O Lepd TNG APTEUNG KAl EVIOTE G€ TAPOVG,
ovTe TIG TapadAayég Tov eidovg (Gupmayr/ «avolKTéy Tnvia, pe SLakOoUNoN 1 XWpig, He amoxpwor 1 dxpwua
K.4.) 1} TIG HETAYPAPEG TOV OXNUATOG € AANO VAIKO.

Aappdvovtag voyn Tovg TAPATEveD TEPLOPLOHONS KAl EXOVTOG [ EKOVA TV OVHPPalopévwy Twv
KPUOTAAAV@WY TINVIOOYNUWY, Bewpovpe TNV epunveia TOLG WG evaTiwv-Poopdtwy TNy mo mbavi.”2 Eidikotepa,
1 Bé0n €0peoT|G TOVG GTOVG TAPOVG (OTOL AVTH KATAYPAPETAL), TL.X. OTO KEPAAL, KOVTA 0T yvabo, mdvw amod
NV WHOTAATN, 070 0TN00G, KOVTA 0TO APLoTEPD XEPLK.A., AN Kat 1) eDPEDT) XAAKIVOV KAl AOUTIWYV TTVIOG YN LWV
ot Pdon tov Aatpevtikod aydiparog tng Aptepng otny E@eco, evioxvel agevog Ty dmoyn OTL TpOKeLTal

91 BA. mapamdvw vmoo. 78.

92 Driessche 1971 Brein 1982" Castor 2008, 5-6. Kat o Plantzos (1997, 454) eixe tebei vmép ng eppnveiag kpuoTdAAvwy mviov
ano6 1o Aptepiolo wg evotia. ITpPA kat To okentikd g Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 92, i omoia 6pwg Sev amodéxetar TRV Xprion Tovg
G evadrtia, aAd avtiBeta mpofdilet Ty afia Tov petdAov wg Tov Pactkd Aoyo avabeong Tov avTIKELLEVOU.
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yla evatia mov Stamepvodv Tov Aofd TOL aLTIOD KAl AQETEPOV TOV XAPAKTNPLOHO TOVG WG KOOURUATA TNG
Bedg. E&icov onpavTiko eival To emixeipnpo OTL VTIAPYOVY APKETEG ATELKOVIOELG HOPPWY OE EPyat TAAOTIKNAG,
KOPOTAAOTIKIG, ayYeLoypagiog aAAd Kat VOULOUATIKNG TwV ApXAiKWY XpOVWY TIOV @EPOVV TTAPOHOLA EVADTLALS
[Ipdypatt, 1 0yn Tovg potdlet ToA pe Ty dvw emgdvela Twv Tvioy ov efetdlovpe, Omwg kat To péyedog
Tovg. Av kal dev eival eppavég To TPOPiA Tov eVwTiov, WOTOTO 0L SLACTACELS TNG OIOKOLOPPNG ETMPAVELAG TIOV
KAADTITEL TOV AoPO TOV aUTIOV KAVEL APKETA TELGTIKA TNV TPOTAT Tov Brein yia TadTion Twv mnvidoxnuwy
avTikelpévov e okovAapikia-Boopata. Evatia mov Stamepvovv tov AoPo frav 11dn yvwotd otny Ailyvnto
Kot TNV AvatoA” xat auvtr n mapadoon Ba mpénel va ennpéace v e§dmAwot Tovg 0To Atyaio, péow Twv
eAnViKwV TOAewy TG Mikpdg Aciag.

e O,TL agopd Ta tepd oTa omola Ppednkav KpLOTAAAIVA TINVIOCXNUA AVTIKEIUEVA, EMOTpaiveTal 0Tt
avrkovv OAa oty Aptepn iy oxetiCovrat éppeca pe avtrv. O katdhoyog epthapPpdvet to Aptepioto g Egécov,
To ApTepliolo g Odoov, To Afdiov tng ITapov, 1o Iepd tng IapBévov otn NedmoAn/Kafdia (Oeotnta pe
OLYYEVLKES IOLOTNTEG), TO LepO TNG ApTeung otn Bpavpwva kat to Iepd tov AmoAwva Intpov otnv Amorwvia
[TovTik), émov papTupeital emypapikd n Aatpeia TG Apteunc.”® Emmiéov, Ta kpuoTdAliva Tnvidoxnua mov
TPOEPXOVTAL aTtd TaPLkd cOVOAa evtomioTnkav oe B¢oelg oV emiong paptvpeitat Aatpeia Aptéudog, 6mwe
ot Zdapo,” tn Xio,” tn ®doo,” ta ABSnpa,” n Aikata!® kat tny ITitdvn AtohiSag, evd To iSto toxbet yia Tov
TOTO €VPEONG TWV YVAAVWY TVIOoXNHWY, HeTalh dAAwV og Tagovg ot Zdpo, Ty Tavdypa, ahld kat Tnv
AnoMuwvia ITovtikn® (Ewk. 2).

Axopn peyahvtepn aptuntikd eivar n opada Twv XAAKIVOVY «avoLX T V» TVIOCXNHWY, TA OTola TPOoEPXOVTaL
amokAeloTika and To Aptepiolo g E@éoov kal xpovoloyovvtal amd ta péca Tov 70V wg Ta HEGA TOV 60V dal.
1.X. To yeyovog autod katadelikviel TOV NyeTIkd poAo Tov eixe TO Lepd Katd Taw ApXaikd Xpovia, apevog oTnv
TOPAywYT XAAKIVOV TNVIOOXNHWV evwTiov (0Twg Kat eveoTiwv and kpdotallo kat elegavtddovto, kabwg
oe oplopéva owlovTat ixvn TOpvevong) kat agetépov oTn Sladoon aVTWV Twv Koopnudtwy. IapdAAnia, Oa
nipémel va emonpavOel n WSlaitepn onpacia Tovg 6To TAAGLO TWV AATPEVTIKWY TPAKTIKWY TIpog T Bed: To
YEYOVOG OTL 0TIV TAELOVOTNTA TOVG Ppednkav yopw and tn Aatpevtikr Pdon D oto ApTtepiolo evioyvet Tov
avadnuatikoé tovg xapaktipa. Tavtdxpova, oKlaypael TNV TAVTOTHTA EVOG AVTIKEWEVOL TTOV UMOpPEl va
petaypagetal e S1dQopa LAIKA Kat Vo Tapapével SHo@IAEG KaTd TV Tepiodo aKpn§ TNG LWVIKNG TOANG, Kal TO
omoio eivat TOavwg ouvOedeEVo (e KATIOLO TEAETOVPYLKO, XWPiG OpwG Vot eival KAT avayKn avTITPOCWITEVTIKO
LG CUYKEKPLUEVIG KOWVWVIKNG opddag. Aev amokAeieTal, woTO00, 1) EMAOYH QUTWV TWV XAPAKTNPLOTIKWOV
evwtiwy pe kataywyr ano Ty Aiyvnto kat v Eyydg AvatoAn va givat SnAwTikr| Tng TauTOTNTAG TWV TIUETWY

93 Driessche 1971 Brein 1982 Klebinder-Gauss 2007, 91-2. BA. kat eédw vroo. 20-21.

94 BA. mapamdvw vmoo. 22-23.

95 TIiBavwg kat 0To tepd G Agpoditng kat EtkelBviag otn Onpa, A. maparndvew vroo. 39. A&ilet va onuewdei 6Tt To anoomna-
OaTIKA CW{DUEVO XPLOENEPAVTIVO dyalpa antd TO tepd ToL ATIOAAwYaA 6TovG Aghpolg, To omoio TavTiletat pe TNy Aptepn, gépet
Xpvod evatia mov Stamepvody Tov AoPo kat Stakoopovvtar pe podakes, PA. Kohwvia 2006, 185 (https://www.latsis-foundation.org/
content/elib/book_13/delphoi_gr.pdf).

96 Todakog kat Bryddkn-Xo@tavod 2012, 16 (https://www.latsis-foundation.org/content/elib/book_19/samos_gr.pdf).

97 Aelgiviov 1) tepd AToAwva Aed@iviov kat ApTé(dog, yvwoTo amod apyaieg mnyeg, m.x. @ovk. 8.38-40.

98 Grandjean kat Salviat 2000, 89-91 kat edw vmoa. 36.

99 IThrAegEl4. ZapagomovAov 2019, 24-5.

100 Mmopei n Aatpeio TG Aptepng oty Aikata va puny eivat emPePatwpévn entypagikd, atyovpa dev frav ayvwoT, apevos Aoyw
™G yerrviaong pe ta ABSnpa (BA. vrroo. 99) kat Twv KaAdv oxéoewy pe TN OAo0, ageTEPov A0Yw TNG aSIapPLoPTNTNG LWVIKAG Ka-
Taywyng Twv anoikwv (Xapog i} Milntog), Bdoet Twv mpoipwy evpnudtwy, Onws o appopéag pe Stakdounon pvouov PikeAobvpa,
LwVIKEG KOAIKEG, kapmodoyot k.d. BA. TpravtdguAdog kat TacakAdkn 2012 Triantaphyllos kat Tasaklaki (vm6 £kd.).

101 v ITitavn, ovp@wva pe tov tpito vuvo tov KaAAipayov: Eic Apreuny ot. 170-173, n Oed Tipdtat e KUKAWTIKOVG XOpovg
KOPLTOLWV.

102 Tia v Tavdypa, PA. TTavoaviag 9.90.1 kat mapamdve vroo. 62. Tia T Zapo, BA. tapamdve vroo. 50-54 kat Tnv AtoAAwvia
IMovtikr, BA. mapamdvw voc. 66.
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Kl 1) TPOTIUNOT| TOVG Vo avTavakAd kamola diaitepn oxéon Twv avabeTwv pe avatoltkd kEvTpa.!®

Me Bdon Ta mapamdve mapatnpel Kaveig wa oagn oxéon Twv KpLoTAAAvwV kat dAA@V TNVIOoXNHWVY
EVWTIWV amo T lia pe TO yuvaikelo @UAO kat amd Ty dAAN pe Ty ApTepn, Kat LaAoTa TNV Aptepn Tng
Eg@éoov, Ty avatohilovoa mpootatida tTng yovIHotnTag pe oTnTes ouvageic e tn Mntépa Oed kot v
KvuBéAn. Eniong, n mepiodog akpng autwy Twv KOOUNHATWY, £wG KAt TIG apXEG Tov 500 at. T.X., EVIOXVEL TNV
TPOTAOT OTL TIPOKELTAL Yia LwVIKEG Onpovpyieg, ot omoieg @Bivovy pe To Téhog TnG lwvikng emavaotaong kat
TpLv and v avnon tov evdiagépovtog Twv ABnvaiwy, Wiaitepa otn Bopeia ENAGSa.

[Ipoxwpavtag oe pia odvheon Twv mapandvw TAnpoeopLwy, Ba pmopodoe va Stapopewdei To akolovbo
apnynue: Ta mvidoxnua evotia anoteloboav XapakTnploTiké koopnua e Apteung Egeoiag, To omoio
vioBétnoav ot avabétes/Tpieg wg katdAAn o a@iépwpa yio Tn Bed, aAAd Kol WG TPOCWTIKO KOGUN LA, EVEEIKTIKO
l0WG TNG KOWVWVIKNG TOVG BE0MG, TNG LWVIKAG 1] avaTOA{OVOAG KATAYWYTG TOVG 1] AKOLN Kol KATIOLOV LEPATIKOV
adloparog. Méota, Ty voHeon GUOXETIOUOV TTVIOCXNUWV EVWTIWVY HE KATOLO LepaTiko aiwpa Tng ApTeung
vnootnpilet Oxt povo n kabolikn oxedov avevpeor Tovg oe tepd NG Bedg, aAAd Kol 0 EVTOTIONOG TOVG O
TAPEG OTNV TEPLPEPELA TWV HEYAAWY AATPEVTIKWV KEVTPWV: TLY. Tapég oTn Zdpo, tn Xio, tnv Ilitdvn, tnv
HpdxAela eni Tov Adtpov, yopw dnhadr and to Aptepioto tng E@éoov, kat tagég otn Odoo, tn NedmoAn, ta
ABSnpa, T Aikata kat TNV Teploxr Tov Aptepuciov g @docov. Ta moAvapBpa avadipata oto Aptepioto
™G E@éoov kat dAleg Béoeig ot Mikpd Acia kat ta viotd, SnAdvovv tnv euPéleta avTrg THG TPAKTIKNG OTOV
LWVIKO KOGHO KATA TOV 60 Kal TI§ apXEG Tov 500 at. T.X. Ao v dAAn, 1 avebpeor] Tovg o€ tepd NG ApTepng
otig Kvkhadeg, Tnv Attikn), tnv Aryatakn Opdkn kat Tnv Amohwvia ITovTikn oklaypagei Tnv moAvmhokotnta
evog eEelypévou Bpnokevtikod Sikthov, LTTOSeIkVVOVTAG TNV avAyKT e£€TAoNG TWV KPLOTAAAVWY TINViwY GTO
TIAQOLO AATPEVTIKWY TIPAKTIKWYV TIPOG TNV ApTeurn.1*

O avénuévog aplBog mnvidoxnuev evwtiov oto Aptepiolo g O@doov Ba unopovoe va epunvevdei wg
AMOTEAETUA TTAPOUOLWY AATPEVTIKWV TIPAKTIKWY, EMNPEATUEVWY TO0O and To AfjAio ot pntpdmoAn [Iapo, 600
Kat —to mbavoTtepo- and Tig anevdeiag emapég TWV LWVIKWY TOAEWV e TIG amolkieg Tov Bopeiov Atyaiov katd
Tov 70 kat 60 at. T.X. Xapaktnplotikr eivat n mepintwon twv ARSHpwv kat Tng Aikalag, ot OTOIES WG ATIOLKIES
LWVIKWOV TOAewV eixav amevdeiag oxEoELS, Kal HAAOTA OTEVEG, e TIG UTPOTIOAELG TOVG. 1 ZnuavTikd polo ot
Stadoomn avtng g avatolifovoag podag Ba mpémet va émai€e kot 1 dpda avapeoa oTig et Twv Apxaikwy
XPOvwV v yével, evid kaBoploTikng onpaciag frav n vmap&n kakng mooTnTag kpvotdAlov oto vnot.!' Yro
avtd To Tpiopa, To Aptepiolo TG O®dcov amotelovoe aTov 60 al TX. 8avikd Xwpo 6To Bopelo Aryaio yia
enideldn Eexwplotawv avabnuatov Adyw g epfélelag kaw VYNANG EMOKEYUOTNTAG TOV, AVTIOTOLXO HE TO
Aptepioto ™G E@écov.'” Ao tnv dAAn, 1 €vTovi Tapovsia TviooXNU®y evetiwy ano opeia KPUOTAAAO Kot
o€ auto TO Llepod dev amokAeieTal va apamépmel, OTwg kat 0to ApTepiolo g Epéoov, oe pia etdikr katnyopia
avabnuatwy, eite and aropa mov Kateiyav éva dtaitepo tepatikd afiwpa 1 and mMOTOvS TOL avayvdpiiay
TUXOV TPOPUAAKTIKEG LSLOTNTEG TOV TOAVTLHOV AVTOV KOOUNHATOG, akoAoLOwVTAG ouyKeKpLuéveg Tapaddoels.

Me 1o téhog ¢ lwvikrg Emavaotaong kal Twv onpavtikdv alkaywv mov akohobOnoav oe mOMTIKO,

103 H Klebinder-Gauss (2007, 201-13, eidtkd 201-4) Sev anok)eiet v mbavotnta 0 £€viova avatolilwv xapakTipag Twv XaAkL-
VOV EVPNUATWY ard To ApTepliolo va avtavakAd ev yével Tnv mapovaoia un-EAMjvwv motav oto tepo. IIpPA. Kerschner 2017, 32.
104 Tia o tepd g Aptepng n fiphoypagia eivar e§atpetikd mhobdota. Evdewktikd, maparnépmovpe oto dpBpo tng Cole 2000, yia
oxéon TG Bedg e Tov xwpo, TNV TOAN Kal Ta OpLa TavTog THTOV, 61OV Kat cVyKevTpwuévn PipAoypagpia, aAld kat oto dpbpo Tov
Picard 1964, yia 1o SikTvo tepv TG Anhiog ApTéUIS0G. ZNUavTik, elSIKA yla T GUYKPITIKE HEAETN TWV EVPNUATWY amd ApTepi-
ota, eivat ) povoypagio tng R.M. Léger (2017) kat ot OUYKEVIPWTIKOL TTivakeg ava katnyopia mov mapatifevra ota Tapaptipard
™me.

105 H kepapkn mov éxet evTomoTel kat 0TiG §00 avtég moAelg Seixvel Ot HOVO £VTOVN LWVIKY eMPPOT), AN el0AYWYEG Ao TIG
noAelg ¢ lwviag, Tovhaytotov €wg ta TéAn Tov 60v at. T.X., PA. Moustaka k.d. 2004™ Kol 2011 Tpravtaguilog kat Taoa-
KAdxn 2012.

106 BA. mapanédvw vmoo. 3.

107 H mpaktikr AAAwOTE TG agtépwong koopnudtwv atn Oed frav dlaitepa ayanntr 0To epo, Onwg etkdletat kat and 1o TAbog
TV avTioTOL{WV EVPNUATWV TIOL €X0VY £pBet 0To Pwg (Prétre 2016, 2018 Maffre kou Tichit 2011).
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OLKOVOULKO Kat TOATIOTIKO emimedo petd kat ta Ilepotkd, n poda Twv mvidoxnuev evotiov dpytoe va @oivet.
Ta agiepwpata oty Apteun g E@éoov, tng @doov kat dAAwv Bpnokevtikdv kévtpwv Sev mepthapfavay
A0V QUTO TO avaToAilov kdounua. QoTtdoo, paivetal TG eEakolovBnoe va Bewpeital onpavTiKd KetuniALo
katd v Khaowrn kat EN\nviotikn epiodo, kaBwg kpuotdAAwva kot yoaAva TvIOoXHa EVATIO ATavTOVTaL
omopadikd 0€ TAPEG TWV TAPATIAVW XPOVWY, AKON Kal Tépa and To Atyaio.
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ABSTRACT

The two icons discussed in the article, which belong to the Benaki Museum collection and come from Egypt, pro-
vide interesting evidence about panel painting in the provinces or borderlands of the Byzantine world, in a period of
momentous change for both the empire and the Eastern Mediterranean. The fragmentary seventh-century icon of
Christ with the Coptic votive inscription must have been intended as a votive offering, and the emphasis on Christ
Emmanuel probably proclaims the Miaphysite tendencies of the patron. Its encaustic technique and confirmed Egyp-
tian provenance link it with a group of works of the seventh century preserved at St Catherines Monastery in Sinai
and once again raises the question of the provenance of those icons. The artistically modest yet iconographically sur-
prising two-sided icon, with the apostle Paul on the obverse and St Apa Stephanos on the reverse, adds one more ex-
ample to the small number of painted panels to have survived from the eighth and ninth centuries. The Greek inscrip-
tions, the iconographic link with the Fieschi Morgan stavrotheke, as well as its similarities with the reliquary-crosses
that flooded Byzantium from the ninth century onwards, bear witness to both the common origins of the Coptic art
of Egypt under Arab rule and the art of Byzantium and some instances of parallel development. Nevertheless, Coptic
painting acquired a life of its own after the region broke away from the political sphere of Byzantium and this new
independence gave Coptic painting greater flexibility in handling and adapting the iconography of the saints.

In 1929 Antonis Benakis set about converting his private collection and family home into a museum, which
he then gave to the Greek state.? Alongside the conversion of the building and the purchase of fixtures and
fittings for the new museum, he continued to buy art works, increasingly focusing on his chief areas of interest,
the decorative arts and artifacts from the Eastern Mediterranean cultures from the Hellenistic period up to
Modern Greek art, including heirlooms from the struggle for independence and icons.> Despite having moved
permanently to Athens in 1926, he maintained close ties with Egyptian antiquities dealers, as well as keeping in
close contact with archaeologists, other collectors and antiques dealers all over Europe.* Through them, Benakis
learnt about everything that was going on in the antiquities market and kept abreast of current academic
thinking. It was in this atmosphere of international collecting, in which the art of Coptic Egypt had pride
of place, that in 1929 Antonis Benakis bought a small, two-sided icon of Egyptian provenance with Greek

1 An earlier short version of this paper was read at the conference Byzantium in the 7th-9th centuries (610-867): Crisis,
transformation, reconstruction and reform, organized by the Department of History and Archaeology of the National and
Kapodistrian University of Athens and the Institute of Historical Research/NHRF (June 8, 2017).

2 The Benaki Museum was inaugurated on April 22, 1931. On its founder see Soulogiannis 2004; Tomara Sideri 2004; Drandaki
(forthcoming).

3 Macridy 1937.

4 Drandaki (forthcoming).

5 Thomas 2000; Drandaki 2021, 13-6.

AURA 4 (2021): 79-96 DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.26247/aura4.5
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inscriptions from one of the best known antiquities dealers in Cairo, Phocion J. Tano.’ It depicts two full-
length, frontal saints: the Apostle Paul on one side and a saint recorded in the museum’s accession register as
‘unidentified’ on the other (Fig.1). From the moment the museum opened officially, in April 1931, this icon was
displayed in Room I'’, the only gallery in the museum exclusively devoted to Byzantine art, and it remained on
display there during the subsequent decades. However, Andreas Xyngopoulos did not include or even mention
it in the catalogue of icons of the Benaki Museum that he published in 1936,” and since then, this small icon has
attracted the attention of no other scholars either.

Fig. 1. Two-sided icon with the Apostle Paul and St Apa Stephanos. Tempera on wood. From Egypt, Benaki Museum no. 8954. © The Benaki Museum.

The second work, on which I shall focus in this paper, was bought in the same year that Xyngopoulos
published his catalogue of icons, i.e. 1936. Benakis acquired it from the same source, Phocion J. Tano. It is a
fragment of an icon of Christ, of which only the upper part of the head with its characteristically large eyes has
survived (Fig. 2). This icon had to wait thirty years for its first publication, which finally appeared in 1967, when
Manolis Chatzidakis, then Director of the Benaki Museum, included it as comparative material in an article in
Art Bulletin on the famous encaustic icon of Christ from Sinai.® The icon then remained in obscurity, until it
was given brief mentions by Kathleen Corrigan, Elizabeth Bolman and myself at various points in the last fifteen
years. A more detailed account of the icon’s technical features, inscription and genre was published by Thomas
Mathews, who included it in his book on early icons.” The fragmentary icon of Christ was first presented to
an international public in 2011, when it was included in the exhibition Transition to Christianity, which the

6 On the antiquities trade in Egypt in the last decades of the 19th and first decades of the 20th century, see the work by Hagen and
Ryholt (2016; 2017).

7 Xyngopoulos 1936.

8 Chatzidakis 1967, 200, fig. 19.

9 Bolman 2006, 88; Corrigan 2010; Lazaridou 2011, 171, no. 144 (A. Drandaki); Mathews and Muller 2016, 198-99.
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Fig. 2. Christ Emmanuel. Encaustic on wood. From Egypt, Benaki Museum no. 8953. © The Benaki Museum.

Byzantine Museum of Athens organized for the Onassis Foundation in New York.! This is a brief account of the
provenance and bibliographical history of the two works.

The two icons have a common provenance in Egypt, but unfortunately we have no evidence as to where they
were found." Despite its damaged condition, the icon of Christ and similarly the two-sided icon are important,
as they are among the few examples of early icons to have survived and, as far as I know, the only ones in a Greek
collection. They can provide precious information on the production of icons in the period between the seventh
and ninth centuries, complementing what we know from those in Sinai and Rome, and the small number of

other works of Egyptian provenance nowadays scattered between various collections and museums.

I will start by looking at the fragmentary icon of Christ. It is 36 cm wide and 14.5 cm high in its present state;
the panel is 9 mm thick. Its original height must have been ca. 45-55 cm. The figure is depicted against a blue
background and has white flesh tones, black hair, thick, black eyebrows and large, brown eyes with lively, black
pupils. A red line below the eyebrow follows the curve of the eye lid and the outline of the nose, further ac-
centuated by a dark grey shadow. A cruciform halo with a thick black outline surrounds the head. The edges
of the board are bare, with no ground layer, so the icon must have been intended to have some sort of frame
or, more likely as we shall see, to be fixed on some sort of wooden support, as the surviving holes in the upper
part testify.!* Moreover, in the upper part, the holes for fixing it to some sort of wooden support have been
preserved (Fig. 3). The blue ground between the figure and the frame is entirely covered with inscriptions in
white-painted majuscule lettering. On the left, in Greek: EMMANOYHA ME® HMQN (Emmanuel with us).
The inscription, which contains the Jewish name for Christ and the Greek interpretation of it, recalls the cor-
responding prophecy by Isaiah and the passage from Matthew (Matt. 1.23): “The Virgin will be with child and
will give birth to a son, and [they] will call him Emmanuel - which means, ‘God with us”. It is highly probable

10 Lazaridou 2011, 171, no. 144 (A. Drandaki).

11 Mathews refers to the icon of Christ as “of Fayumic origin,” but this provenance is not based on archival information but rather
on the Fayumic dialect he recognizes in the wording of the Coptic inscription (Mathews and Muller 2016, 198-99).

12 Weitzmann 1976; Durand 1992, 144-47 (J. Durand and M.-H. Rutschowscaya); Rutschowscaya 1998; Lart copte en Egypte
2000, 108-10 (M.-H. Rutschowscaya and FFerrer-Joly); Barber 2000; Wolf 2005; Evans and Ratlift 2012, 53-8 (K. Corrigan), 84-6
(D. Bénazeth); Mathews and Muller 2016.

13 Mathews and Muller 2016, 198-99.
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Fig. 3. Details from the upper side of the Christ Emmanuel. Benaki Museum no. 8953. © The Benaki Museum.

that the inscription on the Benaki Museum icon would originally have given the relevant part of this quotation

«

in full, i.e. “Eppovounh ped' nudv 6 O®eo6¢” (Emmanuel God with us). The inscription on the right-hand side
is in Coptic. I am most grateful to Dr. Andrea Achi, Assistant Curator at the Department of Medieval Art and
The Cloisters, for transcribing and reading it for me as follows: “Abba Timotheos, remember him and may God
bring him”* Thus, the icon is a dedication to the memory and salvation of Abba Timotheos. The existence of
Greek and Coptic inscriptions side by side on the icon is a common feature of icons and wall-paintings from
Egypt, dating between the sixth and the eighth century, and a testimony to the bilingualism permeating Egyp-

tian society in late antiquity.’

The encaustic technique, in which melted wax is used as the binding agent for the pigments, has been used
on this icon of Christ. This technique is known from ancient Greece and the Roman period and is described at
some length by Pliny the Elder.’* In the Roman Imperial period some wonderful examples of encaustic painting
were created in the hybrid culture of Egyptian society (Fig. 4). The Roman tradition of portraiture was com-
bined with Egyptian burial customs, in which adding a portrait of the deceased to the mummified body was
considered essential to the afterlife.'” The well-known funerary portraits of the first through fourth century C.E.
are for the most part painted using either encaustic or a mixed technique.’* Encaustic was also applied to a large
number of early Christian icons and to Egyptian wall paintings as late as in the early Middle Ages, according
to the analyses conducted in Apa Apollo in Bawit and in Deir al-Surian."” In an elegant epigram on an icon of
the archangel Michael, Agathias (third quarter of the sixth century) refers poetically to the wax as the agent for
the representation of holy images.” The technique requires skill and rapidity in the application of the pigments

14 Regarding the Coptic inscription, different readings have been proposed in the literature. Mathews (Mathews and Muller 2016,
198) proposes: “Apa Timotheos [has offered this icon]. Remember him that God may bring me out [of Sheol]”; Corrigan (2010):
“Brother Timothy, remember him before God twofold”

15 Bagnall 1993, 230-60; Fournet 2012; Zanetti and Davis 2016.

16 Plin. Nat.Hist. 35.31, 35.39, 35.41. On chemical analyses of the binding medium in Roman encaustic paintings, Cuni et al. 2012.
17 Doxiadis 1995; Aubert and Cortopassi 2000, 17-21, 25-30 (M.-E. Aubert and R. Cortopassi) and 22-4 (L. Franco).

18 Doxiadis 1995, 82-102.

19 Chatzidakis 1967; Nelson and Collins 2006, 123-27 (Th. E. Mathews); Innemée 2006; Gehad et al. 2015.

20 Greek Anthology1.34: &icxomov dyyehiapyov, domuatov £idei popefic, 6 néya Tolmelg knpog drenhdoato [The wax, greatly
daring, has represented the invisible, the incorporeal chief of the angels in the semblance of his form, transl. by Cyril Mango (1986,
115)].
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—especially when the wax was used in molten state— and at the same time it gives volume to the rendering of
the figures and a sense of three-dimensionality in the viscous brushstrokes.? All these things characterize the
Benaki Museum’s icon of Christ, in which the quick, agitated brushstrokes create a paint surface in relief. This
swift, nervy use of the cestrum, the implement with which the wax is spread, distinguishes the Christ icon from
the smoother and more painterly application of this same technique on sixth-century masterpieces allegedly
originating from Constantinople, such as the famous Sinai Christ and the enthroned Mother and Child with

5a.

5b.

Fig. 4. Encaustic mummy portrait of a young boy from Hawara, 100-120 C.E. British Museum, no. EA13595. © The Trustees of the British Museum. Fig. 5a.
Detail of the face of the Christ from the Benaki Museum icon no. 8953. © The Benaki Museum. Fig. 5b. Detail of the face of the Virgin from the icon with
the Virgin and Child between angels and saints. Constantinople, mid-sixth century. The Monastery of St Catherine, Sinai. Photo: Anastasia Drandaki. Fig. 6.
Encaustic icons with the Three Hebrews in the Fiery Furnace and Christ Emmanuel/Ancient of Days. Workshops in Syria-Palestine, 7th century. The Mon-
astery of St Catherine, Sinai. Published by Courtesy of the Michigan-Princeton-Alexandria Expeditions to the Monastery of Saint Catherine on Mount Sinai.

21 On the composition of the binding medium in Roman encaustic painting, Cuni et al. 2012.
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saints and angels, also at St Catherine’s, Sinai.”? In those works, the rendering of the flesh is soft and uniform,
giving the figures their tender, youthful faces (Fig. 5). By contrast, the agitated application of the technique to
the Benaki Museum icon has close parallels in a group of other icons from Sinai, such as a the Prophet Elijah,
the Three Hebrews in the Fiery Furnace and the Christ the Ancient of Days, all works of the seventh century,
attributed by Weitzmann and subsequent scholars to workshops in Palestine or, more generally, the Eastern
Mediterranean® (Fig. 6). Equally vigorous brushstrokes have been applied on the impressive encaustic icon of St
John the Baptist from Sinai -now in Kiev- that Weitzmann, Mathews and others date in the sixth century, while

Corrigan argued, persuasively in my view, in favor of a later, mid-to late seventh century dating.>*

The Sinai icons have Greek inscriptions, leaving the issue of their precise provenance (Sinai itself, the Syr-
ia-Palestine region or elsewhere) an open question. In this respect, the Benaki icon may be a precious piece
of evidence. The combination of Greek inscriptions with Coptic ones confirms beyond all doubt that it is the
product of a workshop operating in Egypt, commissioned by Coptic patrons. Consequently, its geographical
origins having been established, Egypt emerges as a likely centre of production for other icons in this group,
now also kept at Sinai. In order to confirm this hypothesis, it will be necessary to carry out a comparative study
of the works in this group, ideally with the help of technical analyses that can ascertain whether the encaustic
technique was employed in the same way on all the works of this group. It is worth mentioning that Kathleen
Corrigan’s detailed study of the icon of the Three Hebrews at Sinai pointed to Egypt as its most possible place
of origin.* In any case, Weitzmann’s so-called Syro-Palestinian group, already called into question by other

scholars, needs re-examining.?

The original iconographic type used for the Christ on the Benaki Museum icon cannot be reconstructed
with certainty. It could equally well have depicted a beardless Christ or one in the form of a mature, bearded
man. Despite the inscription ‘Emmanuel; which in the Middle Ages was generally linked with a depiction of
Christ as a beardless boy,” in the period in question the various iconographic types of Christ and their accom-
panying descriptions were still shifting and interchangeable.” This is clearly confirmed by the contemporary
Sinai icon mentioned above, in which an enthroned Christ, in the form of a Pantocrator, is depicted with white
hair and beard as the Ancient of Days — despite being accompanied once again by the inscription ‘Emmanuel’®
(Fig. 6). The same appellation accompanies a mature, bearded Christ on a sixth-century sardonyx intaglio in the
Kunsthistorisches Museum in Vienna.*® The iconography of the gem is comparable to that on several pilgrim
lead ampullae of the sixth-seventh century.” In both cases, the bust of the bearded Christ-Emmanuel is depicted
above the holy cross, flanked on the sardonyx by the two chief apostles and on the ampullae by the crucified
thieves, in a condensed representation of the Crucifixion. In any case, the iconographic type of Christ used in
this icon cannot be reconstructed on the basis of its inscription. We can, however, use the wording to explore
the theological ideas that pervade the work and how it addressed the bitter theological disputes of the period.

The inscription’s text “Emmanuel, God with us” connects the icon to a group of pilgrimage artifacts of the
sixth and seventh centuries, the celebrated lead ampullae from the Holy Land. Some of them bear the same

22 Chatzidakis 1967; Vassilaki 2000, 262-63 (R. Cormack).

23 Soteriou and Soteriou 1958, 23-9, pls. 8-9, 12-14; Weitzmann 1976, 40-2, 49-50, 56; Corrigan 2009; Corrigan 2010.

24 Weitzmann 1976, 32-5; Corrigan 1988; Nelson and Collins 2006, 124-25 (Th. E Mathews).

25 Corrigan 2009.

26 Karl Innemée (2006) has also put to doubt the famous 6th-7th century Constantinopolitan group of icons at Sinai, proposing
instead Alexandria or another Egyptian center as possible places of origin. In the same article Innemée discusses the longevity of
the encaustic technique in Egypt, based on the technical analyses of the wall paintings in Deir al-Surian.

27 Oxford Dictionary of Byzantium1, 438, s.v. Christ Emmanuel (N. Patterson Sevcenko).

28 Leatherbury 2018; Grabar 1966, figs 134, 141, 142, 146, 147-49, 165.

29 Corrigan 2010.

30 Weitzmann 1979, 586-87, no. 525 (M. E. Frazer).

31 Grabar 1958.
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inscription accompanying scenes of a Mother and Child, the Crucifixion or the Ascension.” Studying the Sinai
icon of Christ Emmanuel/the Ancient of Days, Kathleen Corrigan astutely observed that the reference to Em-
manuel was not simply a title for the depiction of Christ, but constituted a theological comment on his nature,
in a period of intense Christological arguments and heresies within the Church, which had assumed a deeply
political character, especially in Egypt.* The references to Christ as Emmanuel are at the heart of this debate,
especially in the works of Cyril of Alexandria, who formulated theological thinking on the nature of Christ as a
response to Nestorianism.* Cyril’s views had a significant influence on Orthodox theologians, such as Anasta-
sios of Sinai (d. 700),” yet at the same time these same ideas were the basis and inspiration for drawing up the
Miaphysite arguments of the anti-Chalcedonian, Coptic Church (based on Cyril’s phrase “One incarnate nature
of God the Word”). Thus, the gospel phrase “Emmanuel, God with us’, also found on pilgrimage mementoes of
the period, undoubtedly reflects the contemporary disputes about the nature of Christ, but could be deployed
with a variety of doctrinal interpretations.* However, on the Benaki icon this inscription is found in a promi-
nent position on a seventh-century Egyptian icon, alongside Coptic inscriptions. Therefore, I think that, in this
case at least, the prominent reference to Emmanuel as the living, enduring presence of God should be read as

an expression of Miaphysite views.

The location of the inscriptions on the Benaki icon is also interesting. Lengthy inscriptions are found on
many early icons dating between the sixth and the eighth century; most of them are votive in nature and pro-
vide evidence of the places to which the icons were dedicated.” If the icons have a frame, the inscriptions are
generally inscribed on that, running around the icon. Thus they laid the foundations for a tradition of framing
icons with votive inscriptions, invocations and metrical verses that would last as long as the Byzantine Empire
itself.® It is worth noting that on the early icons the frame was nailed to the support before the ground was pre-
pared for the icon, and then icon and border were painted together.” On icons with no frame, the inscriptions
were written in a similarly conspicuous manner on the narrow area of ground available beside the holy figures,
usually next to the heads of the figures or more specifically, as Thomas Mathews has observed, by their ears, in

hopes of the saint lending a “listening ear” (“gdmxoov 00¢”).

The position of the dedicatory inscription on the Benaki icon suggests that there was no frame, and Mathews
confirms this supposition. Examining the holes preserved at the top of the icon, he noticed that they were made
on a slant, set at a 450 angle to the back of the wooden panel.** In other words, they were meant to attach the
icon to a wooden support with slanting dowels. Mathews was of the opinion that the most likely destination for
the Benaki icon and some other Egyptian works of the same period was on some sort of wooden construction,
such as a templon or other barrier. What is certain is that, from as early as the fourth century, Egyptian churches
had wooden chancel barriers dividing the area of the sanctuary from the nave of the church. Indeed, from the
seventh century on archaeological evidence from Ostrakine (mod. El-Felusyat), Bawit, Saqqara, the Red Mona-
stery and elsewhere confirms that barriers or partitions defined not only the area of the sanctuary, but also that
of the khurus" (Fig. 7). The khurus, from the Greek word choros, is a peculiarity of Egyptian churches, a space

32 Grabar 1958, nos. Monza 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 15, 16 and Bobbio 14; Corrigan 2010. See also the ampulla in Bonn, Weitzmann 1979,
587, no. 526 (A. St. Clair).

33 Corrigan 2010.

34 Weinandy 2003.

35 On the theology of Anastasios of Sinai and his dependence on Cyril’s treatises, Uthemann 2015 and Hovorun 2019.

36 Corrigan 2010, cf. 301-3.

37 Corrigan 1995; Mathews 2006, 43-5.

38 Rhoby 2010.

39 See for example the icon of Christ Emmanuel/Ancient of Days at Sinai, on which the ground and the frame share the same dark
blue color (Corrigan 2010; Mathews 2006, fig. 4).

40 Mathews and Muller 2016, 198-99.

41 Grossmann and Severin 1991; Grossmann 1991a; Grossmann 1991b; Grossmann 2012; https://ccdl.claremont.edu/digital/
collection/cce/id/213/; Bolman 2006.
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Fig. 7. Wooden sanctuary screen discovered in Bawit, North church, Monastery of Apa Apollo, during the excavations in the early 20th century (After Bolman
2006, fig. 18). Fig. 8. Linen and woolen screen curtain, in the looped pile weave. From a monastery in Antinoe, 5th century. Benaki Museum, no. 7145. © The
Benaki Museum.

between the sanctuary and the main body of the church, which occupied the whole width of the church and
was reserved for the clergy. These partitions carried portraits of holy figures and Christological scenes in various
media, such as glass,”? wood-carving,* hangings, like the Benaki Museum linen and woolen screen curtain, in
the looped pile weave, depicting two praying figures (Fig. 8),* and quite possibly painted icons too, like the one
under examination.*

Moving on to the second work under discussion, the small two-sided icon has remained in obscurity, as I men-
tioned at the beginning, for the last ninety years. Given the problems it presents, it is not very surprising that
no one has taken the trouble to study it. So, I shall attempt to untangle, to some extent, the jumble of its iconog-
raphy and style. It is painted in tempera on a thin wooden panel, measuring 24.5 by 11.5 cm. The two figures
are flat and frontal. One side depicts the Apostle Paul, but a very different Paul from the one with which we are
familiar: he has short, black hair and a small black beard and is dressed as a prelate, with bejewelled draperies
and an omophorion (Coptic: maAAur, faddim, wpopopion and Arabic: ballin, cardi, umfuriyun) decorated with
zigzag ornament.* He is holding a rectangular object with both hands, which is not, however, a codex or book,
but rather a group of scrolls, as is apparent from the small circular element at the top, which indicates the hole
at the top of the cylinder formed by a scroll when rolled up. Scrolls accompany depictions of the evangelists
Luke and Matthew in the mosaics of San Vitale, Ravenna.”” An even closer parallel to the painting on our icon
is found in the depiction of Paul holding scrolls from the third layer of wall-paintings in the Red Monastery

42 Bolman 2006, fig. 5.

43 Bolman 2006, figs 11, 14, 20-21.

44 Inv. no. 7145, dim. 105 by 86 cm. According to the Benaki Museum archives, the textile was found in a monastery in Antinoe.
The Benaki looped hanging carries a Coptic inscription that reads: “Hethyme (daughter of) Kyriakos and Apa Makare,” Georgoula
2007, 154-55 (S. Tsourinaki).

45 Mathews and Muller 2016, 194-201.

46 On the Coptic ecclesiastical vestments and the difficulties in identifying their names and use, particularly as regards the
omophorion, see Innemée 1992, 23-30, 50-5, where he states that “The omophorion in the Coptic church is a source of confusion
and contradictions” (p. 50).

47 James 2017, 236-42, fig. 93. More generally on Ravenna, Herrin 2011 (esp. ch. 15).
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9a. 9a.

Fig. 9. Secco paintings with the Apostle Paul (a) and St Stephen (b). Red Monastery, near Sohag, Egypt, third phase, late 6th-7th century (After Bolman 2016,
figs 10.23 and 8.10).

of the late sixth or seventh century* (Fig. 9a). It seems likely to be a visual reference to the Pauline epistles, in
contrast to the evangelists who hold books. The figure on the Benaki icon is identified by the Greek majuscule
inscription ITAYAOY ATIOXTOAQY (i.e. of the apostle Paul). On the ground next to the figure two pairs of
stars are depicted, one star on either side of the saint’s shoulders and one outside each leg.

The reverse depicts another figure dressed as a priest, with an epitrachelion prominently depicted over his
phelonion. The figure has black hair with a thin, drooping moustache and a patch of facial hair below his lower
lip. He is holding a chalice at chest level. This figure has been inexplicably recorded in the museum files as ‘un-
identifiable; but on either side of the head the inscription ATIOX AITA ETEDQANOZ ([our holy] Father St Ste-
phen) can be made out clearly. There is no doubt that both sides are from the same period and by the same hand.
The colour palette and materials used are extremely simple. On a brown ground the figures are depicted in white
and ochre with thick black outlines. They are very linear, with wide-open, ‘goggling’ eyes that are practically
circular, with round black pupils in the centre. The main characteristic of the painting is its intensely decorative
feel with the geometric motifs, which —especially on the figure of St Paul- are found all over the surface of the

draperies at regular intervals.

The iconography, the decorative tendency with the proliferation of geometric motifs, even the iconographic
type of St Stephen, can all be traced back to a trend in painting that was prevalent in Egypt from the end of the
sixth up to the eighth century. In the second and above all in the third paint layer in the Red Monastery, recently
restored and published by a team led by Elizabeth Bolman, we find a similar profusion of geometric decoration
and figures with virtually circular, ‘goggling’ eyes, though the rendering is certainly more painterly there, with
an extensive colour palette, the work of a talented workshop® (Fig. 10). Nevertheless, it is clear that the roots
of the Benaki icon lie in this painting trend of the late sixth and seventh centuries from Upper Egypt. Yet, at

48 Bolman 2016, 174, fig. 13.1.
49 Bolman 2016, esp. 119-73.
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10b.

10a.

11a. 11b.

12a. 12b.

Fig. 10a. Prophet Daniel. Secco paintings Red Monastery, near Sohag, Egypt, third phase, late 6th-7th century (After Bolman 2016, fig. 11.2). Fig. 10b. St Ste-
phen (det) Benaki Museum, no. 8954. © The Benaki Museum. Fig. 11. Copper-alloy reliquary-crosses, 9th-11th century. Benaki Museum, left: no. 35551 (from
Constantinople); right: no. 11410. © The Benaki Museum. Fig. 12a. The Apostle Paul (det) Benaki Museum, no. 8954. © The Benaki Museum. Fig. 12b. Apostle
Paul from the Fieschi Morgan Stavrotheke. Ca. 800. The Metropolitan Museum of Art, New York, no. 17.190.715a, b.
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the same time, the intense stylization and the prevailing linearity of the icon betray not just the painter’s lack of
skill or training, but it also shows just how far removed the icon is in artistic terms from such models and the
distance in time that separates them. Indeed, we find much the same geometric ornament on the draperies of
figures of saints on the copper-alloy reliquary-crosses that begin to appear literally in their hundreds from the
ninth century onwards in Byzantium and the wider sphere of its influence® (Fig. 11). A comparison with an-
other very well-known Byzantine work of the early ninth century suggests a dating in the eighth or early ninth
century, for the Benaki Museum icon. I am referring to the famous Fieschi Morgan stavrotheke, dated to ca.
800 (Fig. 12). Despite the difference in media —enamel on one and painting on the other- the figures are drawn
in exactly the same way, with a single curving line outlining the eyebrows and the nose, and in both works St
Paul is depicted with the same specific portrait type: with black hair and a short black beard. Finally it is worth
noting that the stars that decorate the ground of the Benaki icon are also found on a badly damaged icon of the
Virgin and Child on Sinai, which can be dated to the seventh to eighth century.® Based on the above criteria,
the Benaki Museum’s two-sided icon can be dated with relative certainty to the eighth or the early ninth century.

If we can now consider the dating of the work resolved, its iconographic peculiarities require further dis-
cussion. The fact that the honorific Coptic appellation APA, i.e. father, has been added to the inscription “St
Stephen” reflects a very common practice in Coptic art, where it often accompanies portraits of monastic fa-
thers of some of the great Egyptian monastic centres who became saints.* The prosopographical features of St
Stephen and his attire recall the depiction of the eponymous deacon-martyr in the Red Monastery (Fig. 9b).
There the saint’s portrait has the same features and facial hair and holds a large chalice, though he is not wearing
full priestly garments but a simple, undecorated stole.* Despite the disparity in their garments, the St Stephen
on the Benaki icon is likely to be meant to represent the well-known deacon-saint himself, albeit dressed as an
officiating priest.

The depiction of Paul on the other side is even more problematic. The accompanying inscription precludes
any other Paul from the Coptic festal calendar. And, of course, putting the name in the genitive (“ITavAov
Amnootohov”) indicates its possessive nature. Inscriptions were written in the same way (i.e. using the genitive
case for a name) on numerous sixth- to eighth-century clay lamps from Egypt, e.g. [of]] St John, St Eustathios
or St Philemon, etc. (Fig. 13).5° These were either offerings given to churches, dedicated to the corresponding
saints or pilgrimage mementoes (eulogies) from monasteries bearing these saints’ names, whose inscriptions
were intended to transmit a blessing and a reminder of the sanctity of the place. And we can make the same
assumption in respect of the little, two-sided icon, which —given its dimensions and how thin the panel is— could
easily have performed the same function in some shrine dedicated to the Apostle Paul.

But why is the chief of the apostles dressed as a prelate? In Christian iconography the way holy persons are
dressed is inalienably linked with their identity. It epitomizes a set of symbols that point to the identity and de-
fine the place and role of any given individual in the hierarchy of the heavenly Church. In the visual ‘grammar’
of early and medieval Christian pictorial vocabulary clothing plays a leading role, on a par with facial features.
Consequently, a change in costume, especially in the case of Paul, one of the two leaders of the apostles, con-
stitutes a significant shift in his theological identity. Is this a careless iconographical distortion or a deliberate
transformation?

The same iconographical phenomenon is at work in another small group of painted works from Egypt. In
the Red Monastery, in the third layer of wall-paintings from the late sixth or seventh century, in the south apse

50 Pitarakis 2006.

51 Evans and Ratliff 2012, 88-89, no. 54 (B. Ratliff), with earlier bibliography.

52 Soteriou and Soteriou 1958, 42-43, pl. 28, broadly dating it in the seventh to ninth centuries. An earlier tentative dating, “about
seventh century” has been proposed by Weitzmann (1976, 51, no. B.28), followed by Hans Belting (1994, 112-13, fig. 64).

53 The Coptic encyclopedia, 1 (1991) s.v. Apa (A. Atiya).

54 Bolman 2016, 180, fig. 13.3.

55 Unpublished. Benaki Museum, Inv. Nos. 12019 and 12032.
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13a. 13b.

14b.

14a.

15.

Fig. 13. Oil lamps from Egypt with Greek inscriptions: 13a. TOY ATIOY ®IAHMQON (of St Philemon). Benaki Museum, no. 12019; 13b. TOY ATIOY
OEQAQPOC (of St Theodore). Benaki Museum, no. 12032. © The Benaki Museum. Fig. 14a. Secco painting with the Apostle Peter, Red Monastery, near So-
hag, Egypt, third phase, late 6th-7th century (After Bolman 2016, fig. 12.4). Fig. 14b. The Evangelist Mark, encaustic on wood. From Fayum, 6th-7th century,
Cabinet des Medailles, Paris, No. 1129a (After Durand 1992, no. 99). Fig. 15. Bawit, Two groups of apostles with two abbots flanking the Enthroned Virgin, 6th
century. Coptic Museum, Cairo. Photo: N. Drandakis archive.
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of the triconch at the eastern end of the basilica, full-length figures of saints, including the Chiefs of the Apostles
Sts Peter and Paul, flank a nursing Virgin. Whereas Paul, whom we discussed earlier with scrolls in his hand, is
depicted in the usual iconographical type (Fig. 9a), Peter is dressed as a monk with the typical monastic garb
worn in the Shenoute monastic federation,* three wealthy and powerful monasteries, founded by St Shenoute,
including both the White and the Red Monasteries (Fig. 14a). At their peak the three monasteries had 2,200
male and 1,800 female religious.” As regards the Red Monastery, Bolman has convincingly interpreted the idio-
syncratic and unexpected monastic garb of St Peter as an orchestrated attempt to flaunt the special identity and
the prestige of the monks of the federation using iconography.® The importance of the monastic community is
highlighted through an artistic composition showing an ecclesiastical genealogy that appropriates the foremost
saints of the Christian Church. Yet this is not an isolated phenomenon. Later, in the early eleventh century, in
the wall-paintings of the Monastery of the Archangel Gabriel at Gabal-al Naglun, in Fayum, the Apostle Peter is
once again transformed. He is depicted among the other apostles, but distinguished from them, as in addition
to the roll of letter —identified by a Coptic inscription- and the keys he is holding, he wears the dress of a bishop
and a monk’s hood. The Coptic inscriptions identify him with Bishop Peter of Alexandria, thus this holy figure,
set among the other apostles, with his features and attire is both a Church leader and martyr specially honoured
in the Coptic Church.” His portrait represents a rare instance of a deliberate and openly acknowledged fusion
of two discrete saints with the same name.

The iconographic and ideological transformations of St Peter are not the only example. On a sixth-century
icon from Crocodilopolis in the Fayum region, now in the Cabinet des Médailles in Paris, St Mark the Evange-
list, the founder and first patriarch of the Christian church in Egypt, is depicted dressed as a bishop, wearing the
typical Coptic omophorion around his neck® (Fig. 14b). He is accompanied by a Coptic inscription that can be
translated as “Our Father Mark the Evangelist”®' Mark’s exceptional position as the role model for the leaders
of the Coptic church is reflected in the sources, as for example in John the Deacon’s account in which patriarch
Michael I (743-767), is proclaimed “the new Mark®

Equally interesting is an inversion of this iconographic process of transformation seen in sixth-century
wall-paintings from Bawit, recently studied by Thelma Thomas® (Fig. 15). In the well-known apse painting,
now in the Coptic Museum in Cairo, the line-up of apostles is extended at either end by two abbots from the
monastery, who have been transformed iconographically from monks into apostles, wearing the conventional
dress of the ancient philosopher. And in this instance, as at the Red Monastery, this iconographic deviation is
aimed at highlighting the role of the monastic community, this time ranking its leaders with the twelve apostles
by means of their dress.

The above examples illustrate how the surprising iconography of the prelate-apostle Paul of the icon can
be integrated in a tradition, which, albeit diverging from the ‘norm, was apparently considered acceptable in
an Egyptian context. If in the Red Monastery the monastic habit worn by St Peter is easier to interpret in the
confines of the monastic environment, where the chief apostle dressed as Shenoutian monk lends holy ancestry
and authority to the leaders of the monastic community, the hieratic dress of Peter, Mark and Paul in the other
examples that have been identified reflects more general concerns and more complex ecclesiastical and histor-
ical phenomena. In the cases mentioned above, the foremost apostles and evangelists are pressed into service
by patrons to bear witness through their hieratic or episcopal dress to the apostolic succession of the Coptic

56 Bolman 2016, fig 12.4, 169-71.

57 Schroeder 2007; Bolman 2016, esp. parts I and III.

58 Bolman 2016, 164-73.

59 Gabra 2002, 52-3, pls. 5.5 and 5.6.

60 On the Coptic omophorion see above Innemee’s discussion on the subject, above n. 39.

61 Durand 1992, 145 (J. Durand).

62 Swanson 2010, 20. Interestingly, it was Michael I who succeeded in having St MarK’s church in Alexandria restored.
63 Thomas 2012; Thomas 2019.
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hierarchy. Representations of the leadership of the heavenly Church in vestments that transform their role in
the heavenly church, create a specific visual ‘locus for the social memory’ of the Coptic church.® Apostles and
evangelists are transformed iconographically from timeless philosopher figures and founders of Christianity
to battle-ready Church leaders, hierarchs and role models, connected with historical time and the troubles of
the earthly Church and its notional shepherding;% a Church which, in the case of the Coptic community, was
for nearly two centuries at odds with the political leadership of the state, while Egypt remained part of the Late
Roman world and under the Byzantine, Chalcedonian regime, in other words a mostly hostile regime.® After
the Arab conquest, the fortunes of the Coptic Church under Islamic rule fluctuated, reflected in the gradual
shrinking and ultimate abandonment of many monasteries, and a reduction in the wealth and population num-
bers of the Coptic community itself.” In these circumstances, the leadership of the Coptic Church was charged
not just with religious duties, but also with responsibility for maintaining a historical identity and distinguishing
the Copts from the non-Christian political regime. The Church’s enhanced status, as well as the challenges it
faced, also created a need to adapt the artistic repertoire, to depict its new role and provide the Copts’ religious
leaders with symbolic weapons.

The Benaki icon, with combined images of St Stephen as a priest and the Apostle Paul in the form of a prelate,
meet precisely this need. It emphasizes the pre-eminence of the episcopal role, while at the same time giving the
commissioner or recipient, most probably a priest, a new exalted role model in the person of the hierarch Paul.

To sum up, the two icons I have discussed provide interesting evidence about panel painting in the provinces
or borderlands of the Byzantine world, in a period of momentous change for both the empire and the Eastern
Mediterranean. They demonstrate, each in its own way, a certain commonality with as well as some divergences
from the Byzantine artistic tradition in the critical period of two centuries, when Egypt broke away politically
from the main body of the empire. Religious art, stemming from shared roots, continued to develop, but had
to face different historical challenges. The damaged icon of Christ with the Coptic votive inscription must have
been intended as a votive offering, and the emphasis on Christ Emmanuel probably proclaims not only the
Miaphysite tendencies of the patron, but also of the place that was to receive the work. If, indeed, Mathews’
suggestion holds water and it was intended for a templon or khurus screen, then the icon of Christ and its in-
scriptions would indeed have been prominently displayed in the cult space. The details of its technique and its
confirmed Egyptian provenance link it with a group of works of the seventh century preserved at St Catherine’s
Monastery in Sinai, and once again raises the question of the provenance of those icons. Rather than necessarily
coming from Syria-Palestine, as Weitzmann suggested, they too may come from Egypt itself, which in that pe-
riod had wealthy and extremely powerful monasteries and a highly developed trade in art.

The artistically modest yet iconographically surprising two-sided icon adds one more example to the small
number of painted panels to have survived from the eighth and ninth centuries. The Greek inscriptions, the
iconographic link with the Fieschi Morgan stavrotheke, as well as its similarities with the reliquary-crosses that
flooded Byzantium from the ninth century onwards bear witness to both the common origins of the Coptic art
of Egypt under Arab rule and the art of Byzantium and some instances of parallel development. Nevertheless,
the loss of contact with the great artistic centres of Byzantium that imposed certain rules of iconography and
style on the art of the empire is also apparent in the icon. Coptic painting acquired a life of its own after the
region broke away from the political sphere of Byzantium and this new independence gave Coptic painting
greater flexibility in handling and adapting the iconography of the saints. Patrons and artists could vary icono-

64 Iam borrowing here Rebecca Krawiec's wording on the role of monastic habits (Krawiec 2014, 55-6). From the vast literature
on social memory, habitus and cultural representation, apart from Bourdieu’s seminal work (1984), see Castelli 2004, esp. 10-32.
65 Swanson 2010, 1-11.

66 Frend 1972; Davies 2004; Davies 2008; Millar 2008.

67 Swanson 2010.
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graphic types that had been accepted as the norm from the very beginnings of Christian art, like the iconog-
raphy of the chiefs of the apostles Peter and Paul, in order to adapt painted programmes to the current political
and religious conditions and to respond to the social needs of the faithful in a direct way through the medium
of the visual arts.
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ABSTRACT

In the present paper, an ancient cemetery, which came to light east of Paiania in Attica, on the site Agios Athanasios,
and was excavated in 1969, is presented for the first time. It was an extended and densely used cemetery, but the
excavated site was only a small part of a much wider cemetery; which belonged to the inhabitants or demotai of the
demos of Paiania. The dating of the pottery allows us to date the cemetery mainly to the first half of the 5th century
B.C., with few vases dating from mid-6th century B.C. through the 3rd quarter of the 5th century B.C. The cemetery
is viewed within the historical frame of Mesogaia area and mortuary practices are placed in context within other
cemeteries in southeastern Attica.

INTRODUCTION

In the summer of 1969, during the plowing of a plot east of Liopesi (Paiania) in Attica, on the site Agios
Athanasios, which lies in the Mesogaia area (Pl 1), a marble cist for a funerary urn was revealed and was
at first noticed by an excavation worker, Andreas Pintzos; after this, a trial excavation took place, under the
supervision of Curator of Antiquities of Eastern Attica Dr. Petros Themelis and his scientific assistant Ioanna
Psychogiou-Andreou. During the excavation an extended and densely used cemetery was recovered. According
to the excavator,' the cemetery was mainly used in the second half of the 6th century B.C., with few examples
of later graves. After thoroughly studying the pottery from the graves, the dating has to be slightly shifted to the
first half of the 5th century B.C. as main period of use.

The importance of burial practices in ancient Greece and Attica in particular has long been documented.
The present study is intended to contribute to this ongoing discussion through the presentation and analysis of
burial practices and artifacts, mainly vessels, from this cemetery. The cemetery is seen within the larger context

1 Themelis 1970. Initially I had been granted the official permission to study and publish six cemeteries in the area of Mesogaia by
the Greek Ministry of Culture and Sports. The material of six cemeteries proved to be overly huge to be included in one single work,
such as a Ph.D. dissertation; therefore I decided to leave the analytical discussion and study of Agios Athanasios cemetery for a
separate publication, such as the present. With the kind intervention of Curator of Antiquities of Eastern Attica Olga Kakavogianni,
I appealed to Dr. P. Themelis for the permission to study the aforementioned cemetery. Then, all the material, which is kept in the
Archaeological Museum of Brauron, was photographed and all the original, unpublished field notebooks, photographs, notes etc.,
which were given to me by I. Psychogiou-Andreou, were reproduced.
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of Mesogaia area in Attica, mostly at the end of the Archaic period and the start of the Classical period, and its
burial practices are contextualized within other cemeteries from southeastern Attica.

BURIAL PRACTICES IN THE MESOGAIA AREA. THE ANCIENT DEME OF
PAIANIA: PAIANIA KATHYPERTHEN AND PAIANIA HYPENERTHEN
(LIOPESI)

Mesogaia is one of the two large plains in Attica, which are separated from each other by the mountains of the
region (PL. 2).2 In ancient times several demes were established’ in Mesogaia, next to an extensive road network.* In
modern times, in this area, after 1994, numerous rescue excavations took place in advance of extensive construc-
tion works, under the supervision of the Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica. A few cemeteries and funerary
monuments came to light during these excavations.®

In the Archaic period (7th-6th century B.C.), it seems that Mesogaia’s population diminished to some extent.
The period is archaeologically documented by two demotic cemeteries: the one of Oe and the other of Paiania
Hypenerthen, which is presented here.® Few burials have been recovered, as, for instance, in the cemetery of
Kalyvia in Kouvaras, Volomandra etc.” In the beginning of the 6th century B.C., the appearance of monumental
sculpture led to the creation of kouroi and korai, which were placed as commemorative tombstones of land
owners in Mesogaia and of city inhabitants.® As has become evident, from the end of the 6th century B.C. on-
wards burial monuments decreased, but the rural areas in Attica® seem to have remained unaffected by the de-
velopments that are observed in the city of Athens and which have been connected with changes in legislation.!

In Classical times Mesogaia was influenced by the prosperity of Athens,!" as its history is tightly linked with
that of Athens. In the 5th century B.C., burials increased, as has been documented through excavations. This
can be attributed to an increase of population, better preservation conditions of Classical graves, or an increase
of classes who could afford costly burials.’? After 425 B.C., monumental graves in Attica seem to have made their
reappearance, until Demetrius of Phaleron’s ban on expensive grave monuments.*

Today, four small towns occupy the centre of Mesogaia, among which is Liopesi or Paiania. The ancient deme
of Paiania Kathyperthen has been located in the area of modern Municipality of Paiania, west of Mesogaia and
next to the street that leads to Koropi and Markopoulo." Paiania Hypenerthen has been located in the area east
of modern Paiania.”* Both demes belonged to the trittys of Pandionis phyle'¢ and later on, in the Hellenistic

2 Mersch 1996, 9.

3 Traill 1975, map 1.

4 Steinhauer 1994, 176, fig. 2; 2001, 81-2; 2005, 16,6, fig. 10.

5 Kakavogianni and Galiatsatou 2009, 399.

6 Themelis 1970, 126-27.

7 Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 65; for a wider presentation of burial customs in demotic and family burial plots in Mesogaia area,
see Galiatsatou 2018.

8 Valavanis 2008, 132.

9 Morris 1997, 164; Alexandridou 2008, 65; Valavanis 2008, 132.

10 Ruschenbusch 1966; Martina 1968; Stupperich 1977; Kurtz 1984; Alexandridou 2008.

11 Doumas 2001, 14.

12 Mersch 1996, 36.

13 Sisserott 1938, 120, n. 36; Wehrli 1949; Garland 1985,107; Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 100-1; Simantoni-Bournia 1998, 13.
14 Curtius and Kaupert 1883, 2:4; Traill 1986, 129; Travlos, Attika, 192; Mersch 1996, 161.

15 Kakavogianni 2000, 137; Steinhauer 2001, 107.

16 Traill 1986, 443, pl. I11.
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period, between 307-201 B.C., to Antigonis phyle.”” It seems that the cemetery in question, of Agios Athanasios,
belonged to the inhabitants of this deme (PL 3).

As is the case with the other ancient demes of Mesogaia, an organized settlement has not been found in
Paiania and possibly such a thing did not exist; rather than this, farmhouses were scattered across the plain and
they must have been numerous, according to the estimated population of the region.’® Actually, these demes
had the form of smaller or bigger settlements, which included cemeteries of the inhabitants,” who were both
Athenian citizens and immigrants. Apart from the cemetery in Agios Athanasios, which is presented here, other
cemeteries have been excavated in the area.”? The most imposing of all, according to the data to date, seems to
be a cemetery of two periboloi in Pousi Ledi of Paiania (Pls. 4, 5).

THE CEMETERY IN THE AREA OF AGIOS ATHANASIOS IN LIOPESI
(PATANIA). BURIAL CUSTOMS

The cemetery lies east of Agios Athanasios and north of the road that leads to Markopoulo. Judging from the
artifacts, the catalogue of which is included in this paper, it was continuously in use from the 2nd half of the 6th
until the 5th century B.C.,? while one grave dates to the Roman times. Overall, 19 graves were recovered at the plot
(Pls. 6, 7), adjacent to each other, and nearly all were furnished with grave goods, mostly black-figured lekythoi.
Two of the graves (Graves 1 and 2) were stone cists containing funerary urns, one of which was totally shattered
due to plowing of the soil. The second was well-preserved, with its cover and two handles surviving. The cists were
adjacent to each other (Pl 8).

There was one stone cist grave, made of vertical, large stone slabs. Six graves were tile covered, and of these
two were not covered with roof tiles but with terracotta well rings. The largest number of burials, however -8 in
total- had been deposited in large vases, such as jars (pithoi), pithamphoras and amphoras.

Special constructions were semicircular walls, similar to those used for the insulation of wells, which were
used for the protection of Grave 13. Large stone slabs had covered stone cist Grave 1, while pithos Grave 4 was
lined with stone slabs. Finally, large lekythoi had been used as grave markers.

The most important of the graves were burial pithoi 7 and 8, as they contained a great number of intact
ceramic vessels and terracotta statuettes, such as a sphinx from Grave 8 and seated female figures (see Catalogue
below).

The rite of cremation of the dead and the housing of their ashes in urns, which is encountered in our ceme-
tery, began at the end of the Geometric or at the beginning of the Archaic times in Attica.”» Bronze urns were
often deposited in shafts and stone cists, mainly rectangular and fewer circular, which had a stone cover for
the protection of the fragile nature of bronze. Funerary urns that contained cremations have been found in the
“Eastern” cemetery of Merenda,* which dates to the 2nd half - 1st quarter of the 4th century B.C. The existence

of funerary urns in stone cists, which is encountered in Agios Athanasios, has parallels with the cemetery in

17 Kakavogianni 2010, 181.

18 Kakavogianni 2010, 174.

19 Osborne 1996, 49-64; Steinhauer 2001, 85; Kakavogianni 2005, 180-1, fig. 3.

20 Petritaki 1982, 59; Chatzisotiriou 1990, 44, fig. b; Kakavogianni 2010, 173, 176; Mexi and Douni 2015.

21 Kakavogianni and Galiatsatou 2009, 409; Galiatsatou 2015; Galiatsatou 2019. The finds from the excavation in Pousi Ledi are
also described in detail by Kakavogianni 2010, 178-79.

22 Kakavogianni 2010, 174, 176.

23 Pelekidou 1916, 16; Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 71; Kakavogianni 2001, 69.

24 Kakavogiannis 2003, 42-3; Anetakis et al. 2009, 189-91; Kakavogianni 2009, 72.
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Toulas plot in Koropi area, where, for instance, three bronze urns had been deposited in an eight-shaped grave
(PL. 9).» The urns in the latter contained children inhumations (not cremations) and date to the 1st quarter of
the 5th century B.C.

The practice of depositing ash-urns in cylindrical stone cists for their protection, as was the case in Agios
Athanasios, is also encountered in Toulas cemetery in Koropi (PL. 10)* and in Strakantouna plot in Paiania,”
where an ash-urn had been deposited in a cylindrical marble cist (5th century B.C.).

On the other hand, tile graves,?® which made their appearance in Archaic times, were widespread from the
Classical period onwards® and even more through the 4th century B.C., at least in the city area.® Tile graves
were quite common in the cemetery in question, as six of them were recovered in the excavation. Large flat or
curving roof tiles of baked cay covered the body of the deceased in the pit. In some of these graves, the tiles
covered only part of the body, usually the upper part, a practice which in some occurrences has been related
with remains of incomplete cremation burials and the intention to ensure that the body had “a kind of protec-
tion” to some degree. In the asty or city area, in the 4th century B.C,, tile graves prevailed.*! Towards the end of
the century they seemed to follow a Panhellenic trend and were not related to particular social groups.*

Other examples of tile graves in the Mesogaia area are encountered in Toulas plot in Koropi,* in Pousi Ledi
in Paiania (Pl 11),** alongside sarcophagi, and in Peribolos C in Peristeropoulos plot (Pl. 12).* Tile graves in
these cemeteries date from the 5th century B.C. onwards. In most cases in the Mesogaia area, tile graves coexist
with other types of graves, as is the case in Agios Athanasios: sarcophagi alongside tile graves have been re-
covered in a burial enclosure (peribolos) in the area of Vourvas, near St Peter’s church,* all dating to the 5th—4th
century B.C. In our cemetery, one of the six tile graves (Grave 14) dates to the Roman times, a case similar to the
tile graves from Lykouriza in Lagonisi.””

Other grave structures in this cemetery were pit and stone cist graves. These two types of graves are present
in the Mesogaia area as early as the Geometric period,® and they are related with the reappearance of inhuma-
tions (which replaced cremation burials) in Attica.* In a study that has been conducted in Athenian cemeteries
of the first three quarters of the 5th century B.C., it has been observed that a burial in a simple pit grave is
the prevalent practice.”” In some cases, these pits were covered with slabs and they were usually one grave per
person.

In the wider area of Mesogaia it is obvious that cist graves are not rare in early periods, as, for instance, three
cist graves of the Geometric period in the area of the Industrial Park of Keratea,* five in Patrona plot in Koropi,*

25 Galiatsatou 2019, 56.

26 Galiatsatou 2015.

27 Mexi and Douni 2015, 90.

28 Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 91-2.

29 For detailed description of this type of graves, see Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 91-2.
30 Morris 1997, 178, fig. 32; Kaltsas 1998; Dimakis 2016, 18.

31 Morris 1997, 178, fig. 32.

32 Olynthos XI; Corinth XIII; Kaltsas 1998; Dimakis 2016, 18.

33 Galiatsatou 2015.

34 Galiatsatou 2015.

35 Galiatsatou 2015.

36 Steinhauer 1984, 123-24; Steinhauer 1994, 175-76.

37 Tsaravopoulos 1997, 86-7; Tsaravopoulos et al. 2001; Dova 2010, 85-6; Papathanasiou and Tsaravopoulos 2013.
38 Kakavogianni 2001, 69.

39 Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 44-5.

40 Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 91; Morris 1997, 178, fig. 32.

41 Closterman 1999, 371-73; Michailidi et al. 2010, 105-18.

42 Kakavogianni 1999, 112-13.
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eight in Varis Koropiou Street,* dating to the 2nd half of the 8th century B.C. and 18 cist graves in Thorikos,* of
the 1st half of the 7th century B.C. In the case of Agios Athanasios, as aforementioned, there was only one grave
of this type, Grave 1. Cist graves lost popularity in the 5th century B.C.* In Classical times, cist graves have been
located in the area of Merenda in two different spots: in Nassos plot,’ of the 3rd quarter of the 5th century B.C.,
and in the “Eastern” cemetery,” on the southeastern edge of the Hippodrome, dating between the 2nd half of
the 5th and the 1st quarter of the 4th century B.C.

In this cemetery, there were both inhumation and cremation burials, following a general trend of the period
in question.* Another example of cremation burials and inhumations in pithoi and amphoras from the Me-
sogaia area is the Archaic cemetery of Merenda, where 19 burial vases were found, dating to the 2nd half of the
6th century B.C.* They contained mostly the bodies of children. In another case, in the cemetery of Classical
times in the Industrial Park of Keratea, inhumation burials in pithoi and amphoras outnumbered cremation

burials (the proportion was 9 to 4).%

Six pyre layers, some of which contained a large number of ceramic vessels, were found in Agios Athana-
sios. These must be attributed to the rite, which started in Archaic times, of presenting offerings to the dead
in shallow pits oft the grave and not within the grave,* along with grave structures which bore burning traces
but devoid of human bones.® The so-called offering places (Opfergrube, Opferplatz),” which also made their
appearance in Attica in the Archaic period,* were deposit areas of irregular outline, which contained almost
exclusively pottery and, in few cases, animal bones and remains of food. They were deposited in various spots,
even within the graves, atop the covering slaps, near, at a distance from, or upon tumuli, marking their position.
In some cases, in the same graves, offering places were combined with offering channels.

Offering places continued in the Classical times,* along with offering channels, with a similar form as be-
fore, although the latter were fewer in number. The pottery that they contained was not useful in any utilitarian
sense, such as pseudoalabasters, miniscule plain chytrai etc. However, they contained drinking vases, leka-
nides, plates, lehythoi, hydriai and wedding cauldrons.*

Offering places from the area of Mesogaia have been found in one case in Agios Andreas® cemetery in the
area of Koropi (PL 13): its plan was rectangular, it had been opened near the grave enclosures (periboloi) and
it dates to the 4th quarter of the 5th century B.C. In Pousi Ledi, in Pajania, an offering pit, which contained a
large amount of pottery, dates to the 3rd quarter of the 4th century B.C. (PL. 14);* two offering pits, one of the
7th and the other of the 6th century B.C., have been found in Spata, in the vicinity of the “Big grave”® Finally,

43 Daux 1958, figs. 7-8; Coldstream 1968, 403; Petropoulakou and Pentazos 1973, 21, 106, no. 20; Callipolitis-Feytmans 1984, 27;
Morris 1987, 227, no. 46b; Mersch 1996, 209.

44 Mersch 1996, 204; Mussche et al. 1963, 47-8.

45 Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 68, 92; Simantoni-Bournia 1998, 18.

46 Papadimitriou 1961, 30-1; Mastrokostas 1966, 281-314; Lazaridis 1968, 31.

47 Kakavogiannis 2003, 42-3; Anetakis et al. 2009, 189-91; Kakavogianni 2009, 72.

48 Garland 1985, 34.

49 Anetakis et al. 2009, 194-96.

50 Closterman 1999, 371-73; Michailidi et al. 2010, 105-18.

51 Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 68, 71.

52 Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 71.

53 AgoraXII, 198-99, pl. 69; Knigge 1990, 124, fig. 121; Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 71-2.
54 For offering places of the Archaic period, see Kerameikos (VI 1 1959, 87-8).

55 Simantoni-Bournia 1998, 19.

56 Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 93.

57 Kurtz and Boardman 1994, 94.

58 Galiatsatou 2015; cf. Agora XII, 198-99, pl. 69.

59 Galiatsatou 2015.

60 Curtius and Kaupert 1883,5; Morris 1987, 228, no. 71; Mersch 1996, 227.
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two offering places were recovered in Varis—Koropiou Street, in the “Northern cemetery* of the 7th-5th cen-

tury B.C., one of which contained an important artifact, a clay cart, imitating those which carried the deceased.

In conclusion, it seems that some of the features, which are encountered in our cemetery, are quite persistent
and widespread in cemeteries that have come to light in the surrounding area of Eastern Attica. Such practices
are, for instance, cremation burials in bronze funerary urns, which were in turn housed in stone cists for their
protection; the existence of tile graves, along with other grave structures, such as pit and cist graves; combina-
tion of inhumation and cremation burials; and last but not least a number of pyre layers, possibly containing
offerings, which were deposited there as part of a rite from the living to honor the dead.

CATALOGUE OF GRAVES AND FINDS#

FUNERARY URNS
Funerary urn 1 (Pl. 33).

Stone cist. Almost cylindrical and narrowing to the bottom. H. 0.60 m; Diam. (exterior) 0.70 m, (interior) 0.53 m.

Fragments of a bronze funerary urn and a coil-shaped bronze stand; similar to the four ones that were found on
Funerary urn 2 were found in the stone cist.

H. 0.57; Diam. (exterior) 0.72, (interior) 0.54 m.

One sherd was found.

Funerary urn 2 (Pls. 34, 35).

Stone cist. Almost cylindrical and narrowing to the bottom. It was covered with greenish stone slabs.

It contained an intact bronze urn with few cracks. The urn is calyx shaped and its cover is almost level with two
knobs. The handles are movable and are attached to coil-shaped bronze stands. Two more coil-shaped stands were
arranged in a way that all four stands formed a cross shape on top of the urn. The soil from the interior of the urn
contained ashes and pieces of coal as well as fragments of the urn itself.

H. (exterior) 0.40 m, (interior) 0.25 m; Diam. (exterior) 0.78 m, (interior) 0.62 m; Diam. of cover 0.22 m.

GRAVES AND FINDS

Grave 1 (Pls. 15, 16).

Rectangular cist grave. The covering slabs of the grave were not found. The slabs of the southern and the half of
the western side were also missing.

L. 1.10 m; W. 0.40 m (interior).

5 lekythoi in total at the southern half of the grave, a bronze nail and a bronze necklace north were found in the
grave. There were no skeletal remains.

While removing the slabs, which belonged to the grave, sherds, alongside parts of a bronze disc and a bronze
wire were found around the grave.

61 Curtius and Kaupert 1883, 15; Petropoulakou and Pentazos 1973, 21, 105, no. 22; Morris 1987, 227, no. 46a; Travlos, Attika, 446,
figs. 564-74; Mersch 1996, 212-14.

62 In the catalogue, emphasis is given to pottery and statuettes as other materials, as pieces of jewelry were scarce and I have the
permission to study only the pottery. However, in the description of each grave, there is a presentation of all its finds regardless of
material.
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1. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 1). Inventory no. 904.% Grave 1. H. 0.155 m. Neck broken and mended.
Cf. CVA US.A. 8, 31, pl. 127, 8; Kurtz 1975, 152-53, pl. 69:2.5, 151; Kerameikos IX, 94, no. 30.4, pls. 47:4, 99,
no. 42.1, pl. 21:5 (both around 490 B.C.); CVA Sweden 22, 73, pl. 30: 6-7 (mid-5th century B.C.); Mussche
1998, 79, no. 102, fig. 196 (1st half of 5th century B.C.); Kerameikos VII 2, 83, no. 282:11, pl. 55: 2.10 (Megaira
Painter, around 460 B.C.); Parlama and Stambolidis 2000, no. 307 (where further references and comments,
500-475 B.C.); cf. CVA Greece 10, 124-26, ns. 5-6, pls. 92, 93 (2nd quarter of 5th century B.C., also for further
references); for Palmer’s Group III: Corinth X111, 163-64, 243, 337, pl. 51.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Secondary shape. Incisions. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays bor-
dered by a black band. On body, three palmettes with interior details incised, alternating with three long black
tongues and enclosed in three narrow white curved lines forming arcs. The palmettes rest upon a scale pattern
with white dots at center of scales. Below design, a black band. On lower part of body, black glaze extending
across foot. A reserved band on edge of foot.

Class of Athens 581 ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

475-450 B.C.

2. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 2). Inventory no. 905. Grave 1. H. 0.155 m. Foot broken and mended.
Cf. above, no. 1.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Secondary shape. Incisions. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays bor-
dered by a black band. On body, three palmettes with interior details incised, alternating with three long black
tongues and enclosed in three narrow white curved lines forming arcs. The palmettes rest upon a scale pattern
with white dots at center of scales. Below design, a black band. On lower part of body, black glaze extending

across foot. A reserved band on edge of foot.
Class of Athens 581 ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

475-450 B.C.

3. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 3). Inventory no. 906. Grave 1. H. 0.130 m. Shoulder and body peeled.
Cf. above, no. 1.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Secondary shape. Incisions. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays bor-
dered by a black band. On body, three palmettes with interior details incised, alternating with three long black
tongues and enclosed in three narrow white curved lines forming arcs. The palmettes rest upon a scale pattern
with white dots at center of scales. Below design, a black band. On lower part of body, black glaze extending
across foot. A reserved band on edge of foot.

Class of Athens 581 ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

475-450 B.C.

4. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 4). Inventory no. 907. Grave 1. H. 0.135 m. Broken and mended.
Cf. above, no. 1.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Secondary shape. Incisions. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays bor-
dered by a black band. On body, three double palmettes with interior details incised alternating with three long
black tongues enclosed in three narrow white curved lines forming arcs. The palmettes are arranged upon and

63 The Inventory numbers correspond to the ones given to the objects in the reference book of the Archaeological Museum of

Brauron.
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under a scale pattern with white dots at center of scales. On lower part of body, black glaze extending across
foot. Rim and body of foot reserved.

Class of Athens 581 ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

475-450 B.C.

5. BLACK-BODIED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 44). Inventory no. 908. H. 0.110 m. Grave 1. Rim peeled, broken and
mended.

Cf. CVA Greece 10, 123, ns. 1-2, pl. 92; for type two, see Kurtz 1975, 23, 77, 115, pl. 67.
Cf. no. 74.

Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays. On body, black glaze extending across foot. Rim and body of foot
reserved.

Degenerate type of the Diosphos Painter’s Workshop.
475-450 B.C.

Grave 2 (Pl. 17).

Tile grave. L. 1.75 m; W. 1.70 m.

It was covered with four clay slabs, three of which were intact and bore a hole in the center, possibly because they
had originally been used for the coating of a well.

The body within the grave was partially preserved (feet, arms and head). H. 1.50 m. The skull contained a
bronze coin. Few sherds were found, which rendered the cup no. 6.

6. BLACK-GLAZED CUP (Fig. 73). Inventory no. 994. H. 0,052 m. From the area around Grave 2.
Broken and mended with missing parts of body.
Cf. AgoraXIl, 262, ns. 381-82, 385, 393.

Upper wall slightly concave. Low conical foot, reserved underside with circle and broad resting surface. Glazed
inside and out. Reserved band on the wall with tongue pattern and row of dots.

Ca. 550 B.C.

Grave 3 (Pl. 18).

Tile grave. It was preserved to a L. of 0,40 m, due to destruction. Other than the part of the skull, no artifacts
were associated with this grave.

Grave 4 (Pl. 19).
This was part of a pithos, of which only part of the belly had been used and was lined on the narrow sides with
stone slabs. Diam. of pithos part 0.60 m.

It bore imprinted decoration of dots inside triangles and rectangles. Overall, six vases were deposited on the
bottom.

7. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 5). Inventory no. 913. Grave 4. H. 0.125 m. Broken and mended.
Cf. above, no. 1.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Secondary shape. Incisions. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and possibly
rays which have not been preserved. On body, three palmettes with interior details incised, alternating with four
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long black tongues (one extra on the right) and enclosed in three narrow white curved lines forming arcs. The
palmettes rest upon a scale pattern with white dots at center of scales. Below design, a black band. On lower part
of body, black glaze extending across foot. A reserved band on edge of foot.

Class of Athens 581 ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

475-450 B.C.

8. ONE-HANDLED LEKANIS (Fig. 45). Inventory no. 909. Total H. 0.084 m; Diam. 0.104 m. Grave 4. Lid
peeled.

Cf. AgoraXIl, 324, no. 1251, pl. 42.

Ring foot. Skyphos handle. Lid slightly convex; tall knob with disc top. On the lekanis, underside reserved with
glazed circles and dot. On the lid, underside reserved.

480-450 B.C.

9. SALTCELLAR (Fig. 46). Inventory no. 910. H. 0.019 m; Diam. 0.052 m. Grave 4.
Cf. AgoraXII, 300, no. 911, pl. 34.
Slightly concave underside, reserved with two glazed circles and dot.

Ca. 450 B.C.

10. OINOCHOE (Fig. 47). Inventory no. 911. H. 0.079 m; Diam. of base 0.035 m. Grave 4.

Disc foot; globular body; wide mouth; a groove on the shoulder; strap handle starting from shoulder.

11. RED BODIED ALABASTRON (Fig. 48). Inventory no. 912. H. 0.097 m; Diam. of base 0.029 m. Grave 4.
Glaze peeled in parts.

Flat bottom; red glazed. Spreading rim.

12. MINTATURE BASKET (Fig. 49). Inventory no. 914. H. 0.021 m; Diam. 0.044 m. Grave 4.
Cf. AgoraXII, 335, no. 1412, pl. 45.

Flat bottom; outturned rim. Two glazed bands inside, small strokes on the rim, two bands outside with a row
of dots between them.

Early 5th century B.C.

Grave 5 (PI. 20).
This was a small amphora. The mouth was closed with an inverted part of a fragmented vase. H. 0.58 m; Diam.
of belly 0.42 m; Diam of mouth 0.10 m;

An intact one-handled lekanis, which contained a small skyphos, were found in the amphora. A number of
sherds were collected, which mainly belonged to the body of the amphora, alongside a part of a lekythos (not
included in the catalogue).

13. ONE-HANDLED LEKANIS (Fig. 50). Inventory no.916. Total H. 0.102 m; Diam. 0.097 m. Grave 5. Rim,
handle and lid peeled.

Cf. AgoraXII, 324, no. 1251, pl. 42.
Ring foot. Skyphos handle. Lid flat on top with reel-shaped knob. Reserved: on the bowl the rim and the flange,
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handle-panel, the outside of the foot, the resting surface and the underside; on the lid, the underside and the
edge of the rim, the top of the knob with glazed dot.

500-460 B.C.

14. CORINTHIAN TYPE SKYPHOS (Fig. 51). Inventory no. 917. H. 0.041 m; Diam. 0.059 m. Grave 5. Handle
peeled in parts.

Cf. AgoraXIl, 257, no. 313, pl. 14; Parlama and Stambolidis 2000, 301, no. 296 (500-475 B.C.).
Flaring ring foot; bell handles. Reserved: underside, outer face of foot and zone above foot.

Ca. 480 B.C.

Grave 6 (Pl. 21).

Tile grave. L. 0.80 m; W. 0.40 m.

It contained neither body remains nor grave offerings.

Grave 7 (Pl. 22).

This was a pithos; the mouth was closed with a stone slab. H. 0.75 m; Diam. 0.60 m.

It contained eight vases, as well as two terracotta statuettes, one of which was damaged (therefore not included
in the catalogue), whereas the other was a statuette of a standing female.

15. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 6). Inventory no. 919. Grave 7. H. 0.130 m. Broken and mended.
Cf. above, no. 1.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Secondary shape. Incisions. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays bor-
dered by a black band. On body, three palmettes with interior details incised, alternating with three long black
tongues and enclosed in three narrow white curved lines forming arcs. The palmettes rest upon a scale pattern
with white dots at center of scales. Below design, a black band. On lower part of body, black glaze extending
across foot. A reserved band on edge of foot.

Class of Athens 581 ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

475-450 B.C.

16. BLACK-FIGURED SKYPHOS (Fig. 7). Inventory no. 920. Grave 7. H. 0.059 m; Diam. 0.098 m.
Cf. AgoraXII, 261, no. 371, pl. 17; parallel for floral decoration, see Agora XXIII, 287 no. 1557, pl. 104.

Silhouette technique. Ring foot; flat projecting rim decorated with dots. Reserved: handle-zone and junction of
foot and underside.

A and B, ivy leave and stem. At each handle, a palmette. Silhouette Skyphos of Class K2.
Ca. 490-480 B.C.

17. BLACK-FIGURED ALABASTRON (Fig. 8). Inventory no. 923. Grave 7. H. 0.130 m. Rim peeled in parts.

Cf. Parlama and Stambolidis 2000, 372, ns. 415-416 (of later date, 1st quarter of 4th century B.C. Further ref-
erences on the shape).

The surface was coated all over with a pale cream slip.

Broad, flaring rim; short and narrow neck wholly glazed outside and inside to a certain depth sitting on the
slender and elongated cylindrical body; handleless; echinus foot. The vase is reserved but for the neck outside
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and inside, lower part of the body. Shoulder and lower part of the vase: meander. The scene on the body has not
been preserved.

Haimon manner or Beldam.

525-475 B.C.

18. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 9). Inventory no. 925. Grave 7. H. 0.135 m. Decoration in bad con-
dition.
Cf. above, no. 1.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Secondary shape. Incisions. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays bor-
dered by a black band. On body, three palmettes with interior details incised, alternating with three long black
tongues and enclosed in three narrow white curved lines forming arcs. The palmettes rest upon a scale pattern
with white dots at center of scales. Below design, a black band. On lower part of body, black glaze extending

across foot. A reserved band on edge of foot.
Class of Athens 581 ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

475-450 B.C.

19. BLACK-BODIED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 52). Inventory no. 921. H. 0.107 m. Grave 7.

Cf. Parlama and Stambolidis 2000, 123, no. 106 (450-425 B.C.); CVA Greece 10, 123, ns. 1-2, pl. 92; for type
two, see Kurtz 1975, 23, 77, 115, pl. 67; for type BL (or type VI in Kerameikos), see Kerameikos XII, 137; for
the shape cf. Corinth XII, 253, 258, 6:363; for the decoration: Schlorb-Vierneisel 1966, pl. 30.1, 67 (hs 192) 1;
Mylonas 1975,170, pls. 272-340.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays. On body, black glaze extending
across foot. Rim and body of foot reserved.

Degenerate type from the Diosphos Painter’s Workshop.
475-450 B.C.

20. BLACK-BODIED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 53). Inventory no. 922. H. 0.127 m. Grave 7. Rim peeled in parts.
Cf. CVA Greece 10, 123 ns. 1-2, pl. 92; for type two, see Kurtz 1975, 23, 77, 115, pl. 67.
Cf. above, no. 19.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays. On body, black glaze extending
across foot. Rim and body of foot reserved.

Degenerate type from the Diosphos Painter’s Workshop.
475-450 B.C.

21. STEMLESS CUP (Fig. 54). Inventory no. 926. H. to rim 0.021; Diam. of rim 0.077 m. Grave 7. Broken and
mended. Rim peeled in parts.

Cf. AgoraXII, 268, no. 470, pl. 22.
Large inset lip; ring foot. Glazed all over.

Ca. 480-470 B.C.
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22. RED-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 74). Inventory 924. H. 0.114 m. Grave 7.
Cf. Agora XXX, 260, Ono. 866, pl. 88.

Shouldered: Secondary shape. Woman sitting to right, dressed in a chiton and himation. Above, on the right, a
hanging garment. On the shoulder: rays; above, tongue pattern.

The Carlsruhe Painter (?)
Ca. 470-460 B.C.

23. TERRACOTTA FIGURE (Fig. 76). Inventory 927. H. 0.161 m. Grave 7. Broken and mended but worn; face
peeled.

Cf. Richter 1953, 79, pl. 60g.
Standing female figure, wearing a peplos. The right hand is lifted under the breast and the left on the belly area.
460-450 B.C.

Grave 8 (Pl. 23).

This was a small pithos; the mouth was closed with a circular stone slab. Its belly was globular, it had two strap
handles the base was missing. It contained two vases. No human remains were found.

24. ONE-HANDLED CUP (Fig. 55). Inventory no. 929. H. 0.038 m; Diam. of rim 0.037 m. Grave 8. Rim peeled
in parts.

Low conical foot; flat projecting rim. Strap handle from lower part of body to rim. Glazed lower half of body,
foot, outer face of handle, interior of cup. Glazed wavy line on upper half of body.

25. SKYPHOS (Fig. 56). Inventory no. 930. H. 0.027 m; Diam. of rim 0.059 m. Grave 8. Broken in two and
mended.

Half handle and small part of rim missing.

Flat bottom; flat projecting rim. Reserved: handle-zone, handle-panels, bottom and the start of the wall; small
strokes on the rim.

Cf. AgoraXII, 261 ns. 367, 368, pl. 17.
Ca. 550 B.C.

Grave 9 (Pl. 24).

Tile grave with broken clay slabs. L. 1.20 m; W. 0.60 m.

The tiles were concave, of the same type as the tiles of Graves 2 and 13, bearing semicircular cuttings and had
been possibly used for the coating of wells. It was devoid of skeletal remains or grave offerings, such as Grave 6.

Grave 10 (P1. 25).

This was a pithos. H. 0.65 m; Diam. 0.47 m.

It contained 11 vases. It also contained an intact terracotta statuette of a Sphinx, two terracotta statuettes of
seated female figures, and a damaged statuette (which is not included in the catalogue).
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26. BLACK-FIGURED ATTIC TYPE SKYPHOS (Fig. 10). Inventory no. 932. Grave 10. H. 0.076 m; Diam. of
foot 0.046 m. Rim peeled in parts.

Cf. Agora XXIII, 293, no. 1613, pl. 106.

A and B winged horse (Pegasus) to the right. Palmettes and glazed lines below handles. Below the figure zone,

net pattern and rays. White: mane and tail of the horse.

Ca. 500 B.C.

27. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 11). Inventory no. 933. Grave 10. H. 0.130 m. Glaze peeled in parts.
Cf. above, no. 1.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Secondary shape. Incisions. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays bor-
dered by a black band. On body, three palmettes with interior details incised, alternating with three long black
tongues and enclosed in three narrow white curved lines forming arcs. The palmettes rest upon a scale pattern
with white dots at center of scales. Below design, a black band. On lower part of body, black glaze extending
across foot. A reserved band on edge of foot.

Class of Athens 581 ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

475-450 B.C.

28. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 12). Inventory no. 934. H. 0.126 m. Grave 10. Part of foot missing.
Cf. above, no. 1.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Secondary shape. Incisions. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays bor-
dered by a black band. On body, two palmettes with interior details incised, alternating with two long black
tongues and enclosed in two narrow white curved lines forming arcs. The palmettes rest upon a scale pattern
with white dots at center of scales. Below design, a black band. On lower part of body, black glaze extending
across foot. A reserved band on edge of foot.

Class of Athens 581 ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

475-450 B.C.

29. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 13). Inventory no. 936. Grave 10. H. 0.162. Broken but mended foot
and neck. Foot peeled in parts.

Cf. Agora XXIII, 227, no. 1002, pl. 83, 234, no. 1075, pl. 85.

Mouth glazed on top. Foot in two degrees. Male seats to the right on an okladias, holding a lyre. On each side
is a woman seated on an okladias facing inward, with hand raised. The woman on the left, holding a drinking
horn. In the field, branches with fruit. Above, two rows of dots. On the shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern.
White: women’s flesh; rim of drinking horn; joints of okladiai; fruit; dots on rows.

Class of Athens 581, ii.
Early 5th century B.C.

30. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 14). Inventory no. 938. Grave 10. H. 0.121. Glaze peeled in parts.
Mouth glazed on top.

Cf. ABL, 130-41, 241-49, 368; ABYV, 538-71; Agora XXIII, 219, no. 930, pl. 82; Boardman 1974, 172; CVA
Greece 7, 33; Panvini and Giudice 2004, 220, 222, figs. 12-13; CVA Greece 10, pl. 36:1.

Chariot to right at the gallop. Blobs in the field. Above, two rows of dots. On the shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue
pattern.
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The Class of Athens 581, ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

Early 5th century B.C.

31. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 15). Inventory no. 939. Grave 10. H. 0.135 m.
Cf. above, no. 1.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Secondary shape. Incisions. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays bor-
dered by a black band. On body, three palmettes with interior details incised, alternating with three long black
tongues and enclosed in three narrow white curved lines forming arcs. The palmettes rest upon a scale pattern
with white dots at center of scales. Below design, a black band. On lower part of body, black glaze extending
across foot. A reserved band on edge of foot.

Class of Athens 581 ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

475-450 B.C.

32. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 16). Inventory no. 942. Grave 10. H. 0.129 m.

With this type have been correlated workshops of the Class of Athens 581: ABV;, 487-506; Beazley 1971, 222-33;
Boardman 1974, 171; KerameikosIX, 34-5; CVA Greece 10, 116, pl. 85. More specifically, it should be attributed
to Class 581 ii, due to the “rays” and tongue pattern on the shoulder: ARV?, 489; Kurtz 1975, 8. Cf. Agora XXIII,
227,1n0. 1002, pl. 83, 234 no. 1075, pl. 85.

Disc shaped foot. Dionysus sits to the right on an okladias, head turned left, holding an alabaster. On the left
side two women seated on okladias facing inward, with hand raised. On the right side one woman in similar
position. The women must be Maenads: Moraw 1998, 73-4. In the field, branches with fruit. Above, two rows of

dots. On the shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern. White: women’s flesh; joints of okladiai; fruit.

In this lekythos, Dionysus appears bearded, as was a persistent feature in his depictions in the first half of the
5th century B.C.: Carpenter 1997, 85.

According to Knigge’s classification, it belongs to lekythos type I11/1: KerameikosIX, 34-5. The latter, compared
to type II, includes lekythoi with taller body, narrower chimney type mouth and taller neck, more slender body
and wider foot. Sub-division III/1 presents downward shoulder, ovoid body, and one-piece foot. The scene usu-
ally touches a black line at the bottom and is surmounted by a double row of dots or a meander line.

Early 5th century B.C.

33. BASKET (Fig. 57). Inventory no. 937. H. 0.061; Diam. of rim 0.097 m. Grave 10.

Flat bottom; outturned rim. Vertical grooved handle. Plain.

34. BLACK-BODIED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 58). Inventory no. 940. H. 0.111. Grave 10.
Cf. AgoraXI, 314, no. 1116, pl. 38; see above, no. 19.

Disc shaped foot. Neck inset from shoulder. Reserved: under foot and edge of foot, neck and adjoining part of
handle, inner face of shoulder with petals and strokes in black. Two red bands, one in the middle of the body
and one at the conjunction of the body with shoulder.

Ca. 500 B.C.

35. BLACK-BODIED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 59). Inventory no. 941. H. 0.098. Grave 10. Broken and mended.
Cf. AgoraXIl, 314, no. 1116, pl. 38.

Disc shaped foot. Neck inset from shoulder. Reserved: under foot and edge of foot, neck and adjoining part of
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handle, inner face of shoulder. Grey band in the middle of the body, two glazed lines on top.
Ca. 500 B.C.
Cf. above, no. 19.

36. SKYPHOS (Fig. 60). Inventory no. 943. H. 0.038 m; Diam. 0.036 m. Grave 10. Handle broken and mended.
Cf. AgoraXII, 260,no0. 357, pl. 17.

Flaring ring foot; horseshoe handles. Red line at junction of wall and foot. Reserved: underside and band under
handles.

500-480 B.C.

37. TERRACOTTA FIGURE (Fig. 77). Inventory 944. H. 0.072. Grave 10.
Sphinx, coarse. Front feet standing, back feet bended. Wings lifted.
Late 6th - early 5th century B.C.

38. TERRACOTTA FIGURE (Fig. 78). Inventory 945. H. 0.104 m. Grave 10. Missing left part. Face peeled.
Cf. Karoglou 2016, 1-2, fig. 2.
Seated female figure.

Late 6th - early 5th century B.C.

39. TERRACOTTA FIGURE (Fig. 79). Inventory 946. H. 0.098 m. Grave 10. Broken in two and mended. Face
peeled in parts.

Cf. Karoglou 2016, 1-2, fig. 2.
Seated female figure.

Late 6th - early 5th century B.C.

Grave 11 (PI. 26).

This was a small amphoroid pithos; the mouth was closed with a circular stone slab. It had cylindrical handles
and contained two vases H. 0.30 m; Diam. 0.30 m.

40. PYXIS (Fig. 61). Inventory no. 949. H. 0.041 m; Diam. of rim 0.062 m. Grave 11. Broken and glaze peeled
in parts.

Cf. for shape (but with four feet and preserved lid) Agora XII, 326, no. 1286, pl. 43, fig. 11. Concave body, glazed
inside and out, except for reserved rim.

Around 450 B.C.

41. SKYPHOS, TYPE A, ATTIC TYPE (Fig. 62). Inventory no. 950. H. 0.041; Diam. 0.124 m. Grave 11. Broken
in two and mended. Rim peeled in parts.

Cf. AgoraXII, 259, no. 341, pl. 16.

Torus ring foot; horseshoe handles. Reserved: underside and resting surface, handle-panels. Purple glazed line
in handle-zone.

480-450 B.C.
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Grave 12 (PI. 27).

This was a pithos, which was found underneath pithos Grave 11. It was surrounded by Pyre 5. Its orientation
was east-west and the mouth was closed with a stone slab. It had cylindrical handles and contained three vases
in total.

42. BLACK-FIGURED CORINTHIAN TYPE SKYPHOS (Fig. 17). Inventory no. 953. Grave 12. H. 0.048 m;
Diam. 0.070 m. Broken and mended near rim.

Cf. (regarding shape) Agora XII, 257 ns. 311-12, pl. 14; (regarding man) Agora XXIII, 149, no. 384, pl. 37 (on
loutrophoros fragment); (regarding lion) Agora XXIII, 295, no. 1620, pl. 106; (erotic scene) Agora XXIII, 304,
no. 1723, pl. 112.

Flaring ring foot; bell handles. On underside of floor, three concentric circles; above the foot, rays. A: Erotic
scene. Bearded man bending over a woman on all fours. B: Lion to right; swan to left. Rosettes as filling orna-
ment.

550-525 B.C.

43. SKYPHOS (Fig. 63). Inventory no. 952. H. 0.048; Diam. 0.070 m. Grave 12. Broken and mended near rim.
Cf. AgoraXII, 261, ns. 368-69, pl. 17.
Flat bottom; flat rim only slightly projecting. Reserved: the handle-zone and inside of rim.

525-500 B.C.

44. MINIATURE OINOCHOE (Fig. 64). Inventory no. 954. H. 0.065; Diam. 0.040 m. Grave 12.
Plain. Flat bottom. Half-globular body.
550-500 B.C.

Grave 13.

Tile grave. L. 1.15 m; W. 0.75 m.

Its orientation was east-west. For the type of the clay slabs cf. Graves 2 and 9. Its eastern side was closed by a
piece of tile, the bottom of which was in touch with the outline of another older grave. It contained a skyphos.
It was devoid of human remains.

45. CORINTHIAN TYPE SKYPHOS (Fig. 65). Inventory no. 956. H. 0.049; Diam. 0.068 m. Grave 13. Missing
part of body, rim and one handle.

Cf. AgoraXIl, 257, ns. 311-12, pl. 14.
Flaring ring foot; bell handles. Reserved: the handle zone and foot. Red glazed line above foot.
550-525 B.C.

Grave 14 (PI. 28).

This was a rectangular cist grave. L. 1.80 m; W. (interior) 0.65 m; W. (of wall) 0.25 m.

Its orientation was north-south. It was lined with plinths on the sides and floor and it had concave short sides.
At the bottom of the sides it was lined with stone slabs. It was plastered with a layer of clay. Two pieces of bronze
earrings were found within the grave. It contained a number of bones and three skulls in disorderly arrange-
ment.

In contrast to the others this grave dates to the Late Roman period.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA S 113 -

Grave 15 (PI. 29).

This was a pithos. H. 0.53 m; Diam. 0.38 m.

It contained one skyphos. The mouth was closed with the bottom of louterion no. 47.

46. SKYPHOS (Fig. 66). Inventory no. 957. H. 0.048; Diam. 0.10 m. Grave 15. Shattered.
Ct. AgoraXII, 261, no. 373, pl. 17.

Flat bottom; flat projecting rim. Glaze ranging from red to black due to firing. Reserved: handle-zone, inside of
handles.

450-425 B.C.

47. LOUTERION (Fig. 67). Inventory no. 959. H. 0.110; Diam. 0.206 m. Grave 15. Broken and mended. Missing
parts restored. Missing handles. Possibly black-glazed but peeled.

Cf. (regarding shape) Sophilos’ black figure louterion: Bakir 1981, pls. 85, 86, figs. 179-82.
High flaring ring foot; rim flat on top. Fluted spout.

Grave 16 (PI. 30).

Tile grave. L. 0.80 m; W. 0.31 m.

Its orientation was east—west. It was probably a child’s grave. A pair of gold earrings was found within the grave,
alongside a deep plate and some sherds. No human remains were found. Under the grave there was a pit of a

seemingly older burial.

48. PLATE (Fig. 68). Inventory no. 960. H. 0.050 m; Diam. 0.227 m. Grave 16. Broken and mended, missing
parts restored.

For the shape cf. Agora XII, 144-45.
Flat bottom. Deep wall. Black glaze all over.

In Late Archaic period, plates are shallow and thin-walled. Towards the end of the 5th century B.C., walls be-
come thicker and bases taller.

Mid-5th century B.C. (?)

Grave 17.

Small pithos. It contained a shattered vase (not included in the catalogue).

PIT GRAVE

It was found north of pithos Graves 7 and 10. L. 1.70 m; W. 0.60 m.

Other than the burnt human remains on the floor surface, no other artifacts were associated with this grave.

PYRE LAYERS AND FINDS (PIl. 31).
Pyre 1.

The slabs of Funerary urn 2 were covered by a pyre layer which was extending north (Pyre 1). The pyre layer
contained sherds of black painted, unpainted and red figured pottery, as well as a bronze coin and pieces of a
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bronze blade, possibly from the bronze vase within the Funerary urn 1. Alongside these were also found a stone
spindle whorl and a bronze knob.

Pyre 2.

It was found at the same depth (-0.60 m) as the bottom of Funerary urns 1 and 2, to the north-west.

Pyre 3 (PL. 32).

It was found between Graves 1 and 3 and it contained groups of intact vases, mainly lekythoi, pottery sherds,
three conical loom weights, with painted ivy leaves, and three bronze knobs.

The remains of an inhumation with shattered bones and two circular clay tablets were found southeast of the

pyre.

Under the pyre layer there were two or three more graves.

49. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 18). Inventory no. 962. Pyre 3. H. 0.089 m. Foot peeled in part and
mended.

Cf. Agora XXIII, 219, no. 930, pl. 82. Cf. above, no. 30.

Disc shaped foot. Chariot to right at the gallop, past a goal post. In the field, branches with fruit. Above, two
rows of dots. On the shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern.

Class of Athens 581, ii.
Early 5th century B.C.

50. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 19). Pyre 3. Inventory no. 963. PH. 0.117. Missing foot and lower part
of the body. Scene very peeled.

Cf. Agora XXIII, 227, no. 1002, pl. 83, 234, no. 1075, pl. 85.

Disc shaped foot. Man (?) stands to the right, holding a lyre. On each side is a figure (woman?) seated on an
okladias facing inward, with hand raised. On the left, standing figure. In the field, branches with fruit. Above,
black-glazed line. On the shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern.

Class of Athens 581, ii.
Early 5th century B.C.

51. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 20). Inventory no. 964. Pyre 3. H. 0.142 m. Broken and mended.
Cf. Agora XXIII, 234, no. 1079, pl. 85; Beazley 1971, 245.

Disc shaped foot. Between eyes, man (Dionysos?) sits to the right on an okladias, holding a kantharos. In the
field, branches.

The Class of Athens 581, ii: the Kalinderu Group.
Early 5th century B.C.

52. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 21). Inventory no. 965. PH. 0.105 m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended.
Missing rim, handle, shoulder, and upper part of body. Foot peeled in parts.

Cf. AgoraXXIII, 219, no. 930, pl. 82. Cf. above, no. 30.

Chariot to right at the gallop, past a goal post. In the field, branches with fruit. Above the figures, key pattern to
right. On the shoulder: “rays”.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA S 115 -

The Class of Athens 581, ii.
Early 5th century B.C.

53. BLACK-FIGURED PLATE (Fig. 22). Inventory no. 967. Pyre 3. H. 0.030 m; Diam. 0.190 m. Broken and
mended. Missing parts of rim restored.

Cf. Callipolitis-Feytmans 1974, pl. 53:8; 74:7 (animals on rim); Agora XII, 144-45.
On rim, animals, boar, lion. On the right, man (Dionysos) to the right reclining on askos. On the left, also re-

clining and leaning to the man, woman (Ariadne?). In the field, tree with branches bearing fruit. White: wom-
an’s flesh, fruit, on the left and right of figures.

Plates in general, although common in the Late Archaic period, become particularly common after 480 B.C,,
and even more in late 5th century and 4th century B.C. reaching the Hellenistic times.

525-475 B.C.

54. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 23). Inventory no. 968. Pyre 3. H. 0.112 m. Broken and mended.
Missing parts of body, shoulder and handle.

Ct. Agora XXIII, 223, no. 968.
Heracles and the Lion of Nemea. Heracles, with his club in his right hand, seizes the lion round its neck and

shoulders and brings it down on one knee. Above, hangs the hero’s cloak. In the field, branches with fruit. Above

the figures, key pattern to the right. On the shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern.
Class of Athens 581, ii (Beazley 1971, 232); Manner of the Haimon Painter.
Early 5th century B.C.

55. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 24). Inventory no. 969. Pyre 3. H. 0.137 m. Broken and mended.
Missing parts restored.

Cf. Agora XXIII, 219, no. 930, pl. 82. Cf. above, no. 30.

Chariot to right at the gallop. In the field, branches with fruit. Above the figures, key pattern to right. On the
shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern.

Class of Athens 581, ii.
Early 5th century B.C.

56. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 25). Inventory no. 971. Pyre 3. PH. 0.10 m. Rim, part of body, neck,
handle, lower body and foot missing.

ABV 539-83; cf. Agora XXIII, 246, no. 1188, pl. 87. Kerameikos V112, 14, no. 15.2, pl. 8 (dating to ca. 480-470
B.C.), 26, no. 63.1, pl. 16 (dating to ca. 470 B.C.); cf. Haimon Painter lekythoi: ABL, 4-5 a—c; Panvini and
Giudice 2004, 294, no. F51 (500-475 B.C., with further references). The charioteer bears comparison with a
male figure on a diphros on a black-figure lekythos in Marathon, which has been attributed to the Haimon
Group and dates to 480-470 B.C.: CVA Greece 7, 35-6, pl. 15:1-3, fig. 17. For the subject and its origin from
scenes of warrior’s departure cf. Lemos 2007, 75-6.

Chariot to right. On the left side of the team, one woman to right and one more figure, with two crossing oblong
objects, possibly weapons, between them. In front of the team, a woman seated on an okladias to left. Above, a
dot band. On the shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern.

Manner of the Haimon Painter.

Ca. 490-470 B.C.
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57. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 26). Inventory no. 972. H. 0.10 m. Pyre 3. Broken in two and mended.
Handle missing.

Cf. Agora XXIII, 223, no. 968; Beazley 1971, 232.

Heracles and the Lion of Nemea. Heracles, with his club in his right hand, seizes the lion round its neck and
shoulders and brings it down on one knee. Above, hangs the hero’s cloak. In the field, branches with fruit. Above
the figures, key pattern to the right. On the shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern.

Class of Athens 581, ii; Manner of the Haimon Painter.

Early 5th century B.C.

58. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 27). Inventory no. 973. H. 0.163 m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended.
Missing parts restored.

Cf. AgoraXXIII, 215, no. 890, pl. 80; ABV 716, no. 97 bis; cf. above, no. 32.

Maenad to right looking around. On the right and left, a satyr to right, the one on the right looking around. In
the field, branches with fruit. On the shoulder: hanging lotus buds with dots in the interstices; above, tongue
pattern. Red: beards; tails; dots on drapery; line below scene. White: woman’s flesh.

The Class of Athens 581, I.
Ca. 500-490 B.C.

59. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 28). Inventory no. 974. H. 0.155 m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended.
Missing parts restored. Foot in two degrees.

Cf. CVA The Netherlands 4, 58-9, pl. 98:7-9; also cf. black-figured lekythoi from Kerameikos cemetery, on
which there is a seated male (Dionysus) or female figure in the center framed on either side by a woman on a
donkey. They are attributed to Haimon Group and date to 480/70 B.C.: Knigge 1976, 117-18, ns. 117:8-10, pl.
16:3. Usually women on donkeys are identified with maenads: Gropengiesser 1970, 62, pl. 175: 7, 8; CVA Greece
10, 76-7, pl. 55:1-2 (with further bibliography on maenads in Attic vases).

On the body of the vase, undefined scene, which is framed on either side by a maenad (?) on a horse. In the field,
branches with fruit. Above the figures: key pattern to right.

Manner of the Haimon Painter.

480-470 B.C.

60. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 29). Inventory no. 975. H. 0.155. Pyre 3. Broken and mended.
Cf. AgoraXXIII, 219, no. 930, pl. 82; cf. above, no. 30.

Disc foot. Chariot to right at the gallop, drawn by two horses. Blobs in the field. Above figures, two rows of dots.
On the shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern.

The Class of Athens 581, ii
Early 5th century B.C.

61. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 30). Inventory no. 976. H. 0.130 m. Pyre 3. Handle and neck broken
and mended. Foot peeled in part.

Cf. Agora XXIII, 215, no. 890, pl. 80.

Three standing (?) figures. In the field, branches with fruit. Above the figures: key pattern to right. On the
shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern.

The Class of Athens 581, ii.
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Ca. 500-490 B.C.

62. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 31). Inventory no. 977. H. 0.155 m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended.
Missing parts restored. Disc foot.

ABV'542, no. 97; cf. Agora XXIII, 245, no. 1181, pl. 87.

Fight. A warrior, dressed in a short chiton and a helmet, moves to right confronting another, also dressed in a
short chiton and a helmet. Each carries a shield in profile. Behind the two is a third warrior, naked, lying on the
ground, very poorly preserved. Possibly the warriors can be identified with Aias, Hector and Patroklos, respec-
tively. Above, net pattern. On the shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern.

Manner of the Haimon Painter.

Ca. 490-470 B.C.

63. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 32). Inventory no. 979. H. 0.115 m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended.
Cf. Agora XXIII, 218, no. 918, pl. 81.

Two amazons leading their horses to right. In the field, branches with fruit. On the shoulder: “rays”; above,

tongue pattern.
The Class of Athens 581, ii.
Ca. 500-490 B.C.

64. BLACK-FIGURED CUP, TYPE B (Fig. 33). Inventory no. 981. H. 0.078 m.; Diam. at lip 0.198 m. Pyre 3.
Broken and mended. Missing parts restored.

Cf. cup, type B from Ancient Agora with a scene of Dionysiac thiasus with satyrs and a maenad. This cup is
attributed to the Painter of Elaious I and dates to the early 5th century B.C.: Agora XXIII, 310, no. 1780, pl. 113.

Interior, man (?) standing, hard to discern because glaze is peeled. A. a maenad on a donkey to right, between
dancing satyrs, to the right one more maenad on a donkey to right and one dancing satyr to right. B. the same,
except for dancing satyr on the right who faces to left. In the field, a vine with grapes.

The Painter of Elaious I.
Early 5th century B.C.

65. BLACK-FIGURED CUP, TYPE A AND SUB-A (Fig. 34). Inventory no. 982. H. 0.075 m.; Diam. at lip 0.190
m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended. Missing parts restored.

Cf. Agora XXIII, 308-9, ns. 1769, 1775, pl. 113.

Interior, komast (half head missing) to right with a cloak over his left arm. A and B, on left, maenad on a donkey
to right and Dionysos reclining to left on a couch, between satyrs. Under each handle, a leaf (?). In the field, a
vine with grapes.

The Leafless Group.

Early 5th century B.C.

66. BLACK-FIGURED CUP, TYPE A AND SUB-A (Fig. 35). Inventory no. 983. H. 0.074 m; Diam. at lip 0.205
m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended. Missing parts restored.

Cf. Agora XXIII, 308-9, ns. 1769, 1775, pl. 113. Cf. above, no. 64.
Interior, komast to right with a cloak over his left arm. A and B, very peeled, dancing satyrs.

Early 5th century B.C.
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67. BLACK-FIGURED CUP, TYPE A AND SUB-A (Fig. 36). Inventory no. 984. H. 0.077 m; Diam. at lip 0.196
m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended. Missing part of body.

Cf. (satyr in the interior) Agora XXIII, 310, no. 1779, pl. 113; cf. above, no. 64.

Interior, satyr dancing to right with left arm raised. A and B, dancing satyrs, maenads and a sphinx at each
handle on the side. Small amounts of figures are missing. In the field, a vine with grapes.

Early 5th century B.C.

68. BLACK-FIGURED CUP, TYPE A AND SUB-A (Fig. 37). Inventory no. 985. H. 0.082 m; Diam. at lip 0.200
m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended. Missing parts restored except handles.

Cf. above, no. 64.

Interior, komast to left with a cloak over his left arm. A and B, Dionysos sitting to the right on okladias, to the

left standing maenad to the right and the two of them between satyrs dancing to right. In the field, a vine with
grapes.

Early 5th century B.C.

69. BLACK-FIGURED CUP, TYPE SUB-A (Fig. 38). Inventory no. 986. H. 0.075 m; Diam. at lip 0.202 m. Pyre
3. Broken and mended. Missing parts restored.

Cf. AgoraXXIII, 279, no. 1486, pl. 100 (The Theseus Painter, ca. 500 B.C.); CVA Greece7, 44-5, no. K 228, pl. 23.
Interior, komast to right with a cloak over his left arm and cup in his right hand preparing for libation. A and
B, komos. Two komasts to the right, the one on the left a youth carrying an amphora (?) in his arms. Another
komast to the right is approaching a woman playing the cradle kithara. Then another youthful komast to the
right playing the aulosand a bearded komast dancing to right, looking around. In the field, branches with fruit.
The Leafless Group.

500-480 B.C.

70. BLACK-FIGURED CUP, TYPE SUB-A (Fig. 39). Inventory no. 987. H. 0.075 m; Diam. at lip 0.188 m. Pyre
3. Broken and mended. Missing parts restored.

Cf. CVA Greece 7, 44-5, no. K 228, pl. 23; for similar subject, see Agora XXIII, 282, no. 1502, pl. 102.

Interior, youth running to right with a cloak over his left arm. A and B, the Struggle for the Tripod. On each side,
Apollo with a cloak over his arm holding the legs of the tripod as Heracles grasps the rings of the cauldron with
club raised moves to right, looking around. In the field, a vine with grapes. The two of them between figures with
petasos (Hermes) and one more dressed figure on the left.

The Leafless Group.
500-480 B.C.

71. BLACK-FIGURED CUP, TYPE SUB-A (Fig. 40). Inventory no. 988. Pyre 3. Large fragment of wall and rim.

Ct. Agora XXIII, 234, no. 1075, pl. 85 (Lekythos, The Class of Athens 581, ii: the Kalinderu Group, early 5th
century B.C.).

Three seated figures to right on okladias. In the middle, possibly Dionysos dressed in a chiton and cloak, holding
out his drinking horn. To the left, possibly Ariandne, holding a wreath.

Early 5th century B.C.
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72. BLACK-FIGURED CUP, TYPE SUB-A (Fig. 41). Inventory no. 989. Pyre 3. Fragment of wall and rim.

Cf. Agora XXIII, 234, no. 1075, pl. 85 (Lekythos, The Class of Athens 581, ii: the Kalinderu Group, early 5th
century B.C.).

Seated figure to right on okladias. To the left, female figure walking to the right.
Early 5th century B.C.

73. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 43). Inventory no. 993. H. 0.168 m. Pyre 3 (?). Broken and mended.
Foot and neck peeled in part.

Cf. above, no. 56.

Chariot to right. On the left side of the team, two women to right, with two crossing oblong objects, possibly
weapons, in front of them. In front of the team, a woman seated on an okladias to left. Above, a dot band. On
the shoulder: “rays”; above, tongue pattern.

Manner of the Haimon Painter.

Ca. 490-470 B.C.

74. BLACK-BODIED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 69). Inventory no. 966. H. 0.164 m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended.
Missing parts of body and foot.

Cf. AgoraXIl, 314, no. 1116, pl. 38. Cf. above, no. 19.

Disc shaped foot. Neck inset from shoulder. Reserved: under foot and edge of foot, neck and adjoining part of
handle, inner face of shoulder with petals and strokes in black.

Ca. 500 B.C.

75. DROOP CUP (Fig. 70). Inventory no. 980. H. 0.096 m; Diam. 0.172 m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended, missing
parts restored.

Cf. AgoraXII, 263, no. 397, pl. 19.
Glazed outside, the inside of the stem reserved.

550-525 B.C.

76. CORINTHIAN TYPE SKYPHOS (Fig. 71). Inventory no. 990. H. 0.055 m; Diam. 0.080 m. Pyre 3. Broken
and mended with many missing parts.

Cf. AgoraXII, 257, no. 309, pl. 14.
Flaring ring foot; bell handles. Reserved foot. Red glazed line above foot.
550-540 B.C.

77. RED-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 75). Inventory no. 970. H. 0.114 m. Pyre 3. Broken and mended. Part of
handle missing. Rim and body peeled in parts.

Cf. Agora XXX, 261, no. 879, pl. 89.
Owl (?) to the right. Above, two rows of dots. On the shoulder: rays; above, tongue pattern.
3rd quarter of the 5th century B.C.
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78. THREE SPINDLE WHORLS (Fig. 80). Inventory no. 978. A: H. 0.036 m.; Diam. 0.033 m. B: H. 0.039 m;
Diam. 0.043 m. C: H. 0.031 m; Diam. 0.033 m. Pyre 3. Peeled in parts.

Cf. McClees 1933, 39.

A: Black-glazed. Reserved: line at bottom.

B: Black-glazed. Reserved: line at bottom.

C: Rows of dots and ivy leaves on body and bottom.
6th - 5th century B.C.

Pyre 4.

It was found between pithos Grave 10 and pithos Grave 8. It contained pottery sherds and two small lekythoi.

79. BLACK-FIGURED LEKYTHOS (Fig. 42). Inventory no. 992. PH. 0.103 m. Pyre 4. Broken and mended.
Missing lower part of body and part of lip.

Cf. above, no. 1.

Cylindrical shoulder lekythos. Secondary shape. Incisions. Concave foot. On shoulder, tongues and rays bor-
dered by a black band. On body, three palmettes with interior details incised, alternating with three long black
tongues and enclosed in three narrow white curved lines forming arcs. The palmettes rest upon a scale pattern
with white dots at center of scales.

Class of Athens 581 ii, manner of the Haimon Painter/ the Megaira Painter.

475-450 B.C.

80.PATTERNED SQUAT LEKYTHOS (Fig. 72). Inventory no. 991. H. 0.086 m. Pyre 4. Broken and mended
with missing parts of body, neck and lip.

Cf. AgoraXIl, 315, no. 1123, pl. 38, fig. 11; Mussche 1998, 68, no. 9, figs. 130-31; Parlama and Stampolidis 2000,
ns. 217-18 (end of 5th century B.C.); similar vases from a grave at Kerameikos have been attributed to the same
workshop and they all date to 430 B.C.: Kerameikos V112, no. 400: 5-12.

Ring foot with concave moulding on inner face; plump body. Neck offset from shoulder. Two shallow grooves
on the neck and two at junction of mouth and neck. Reserved: under foot and a band on the wall with a running
dog pattern at the front, with a line above and a line below right round the body.

Ca. 425 B.C.

Pyre 5.

It surrounded pithos Grave 12 and it was more dense it its southern part. Inside it were found two bronze spiral

wires, possibly earrings.

Pyre 6.

It was found under Grave 9 and contained pottery sherds.

There was one stone cist grave, made of vertical, large stone slabs. Six graves were tile covered, and of these two
were not covered with roof tiles but with terracotta well rings. The largest number of burials, however -8 in

total- had been deposited in large vases, such as jars (pithoi), pithamphoras and amphoras.
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DISCUSSION OF POTTERY

In this chapter, we present the types of pottery that appear in larger numbers in the cemetery of Agios Athanasios.
Less frequent shapes are discussed in the commendation of the vessels above.

As in contemporary cemeteries in the region of Attica, in Agios Athanasios lekythoi* are the most common
artifact in terms of grave gifts. This shape is the most persistent and wide spread during the 5th century B.C.
Black-figured lekythoi are the most prevalent type, with black-bodied lekythoi following.*

From the three known types of lekythoi,* the second type is the most common in the cemetery: in the ves-
sels of this type, the shoulder is formed separately from the body.”” Two of the lekythoi from the graves can be
further identified as chimney lekythoi,® according to their shape and particularly the mouth. Such lekythoi were
in general of smaller size than others and they made their appearance in the workshop of the Megaira Painter.
This peculiar shape was not so appealing® and the only artists who specialized in their production were, apart
from the Megaira Painter, the Haimon and the Emporion Painter. Lekythoi nos. 62 and 73 should be attributed
to Haimon Painter, whose lekythoi are almost cylindrical and shoulders are sharp. The third type of lekythoi
consists of squat lekythoi, which are here represented by one example, n0.80. These lekythoi are characterized
by a rounded belly.

As for the decoration of lekythoi, the most regularly featured among our finds are non-figural, pattern
lekythoi with floral decoration, such as lekythoi nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 18, 27, 28, 31, 79. These belong to a type
of lekythoi, whose painters and workshops are well known to scholars.” Their massive production covers an
extended period of time, possibly the whole 1st half of the 5th century B.C.,”* thus being contemporary with
figured lekythoi and produced in the same workshops. It is assumed that a pattern lekythos with floral deco-
ration must have cost less than the ones with figural scenes; therefore, the production of the latter must have
been limited, for the additional reason that their subjects were not easily recognized in foreign markets. Pattern
lekythoi with floral decoration and black-bodied lekythoi were quite popular, used for domestic needs and
as funerary vessels in and outside Attica.”> Although in the present paper these lekythoi are attributed to the
Haimon or the Megaira Painter, it is doubtful whether one workshop would be sufficient to meet the enormous
demand that these vases had in the greatest part of the 5th century B.C., as has been attested through their large
numbers and the remote areas in which they have been recovered.

Pattern lekythoi with floral decoration from the cemetery belong to the type where the palmettes are standing
and are either single or double standing on a chain with a black blob in each link. This type has been attributed
to the workshop of the Haimon or Megaira Painter, and dates to 480-450 B.C. They were widely spread in the
Kerameikos cemetery as a grave gift in graves of the 1st half of the 5th century B.C.” In Palmer’s classification

64 Vickers 1984, 95; Gill 1988, 737-38; Hoffmann 1988, 152; Morris 1997, 141-43.

65 On the development of black-figured lekythoi in burial context, see Gex 2014, 321-29, as well as the supplement of T. Mannack
in ABL: Mannack 2005.

66 Richter and Milne 1935, 14-7; Kurtz 1975, 78.

67 ARV? 675.

68 ABL, 178-79; Kurtz 1975, 87.

69 Kurtz 1975, 87.

70 For further references on the shape, see above no. 1

71 For typical examples, see Kurtz 1975, 164, pl. 69:2, fig. 2:f; for floral lekythoi, see Haspels 1936, 185-89; Corinth XIII, 163-64
(Palmer Classes I, I, IIT); Kurtz 1975, 131-36, 153-54, pl. 69:2, 5; Kerameikos IX, 35; for further bibliography, see CVA Greece 10,
124-25.

72 Kurtz 1975, 131.

73 See, for instance, Kerameikos VII2, pl. 5:6 no. 3.3, pl. 6:5 no. 10.3, pl. 10:1 no. 24.3, pl. 11:1 no. 29.4, pl. 14:1 no. 54.3, 4, 2, 5, pL.
19:1 no. 73, 4-17. For further bibliography, see Parlama and Stampolidis 2000, 312, no. 314.
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they belong to Class 1.7 The chain with blobs is a feature of the Class of Athens 581 and of Haimon Painter.”

Another subject that is present in black-figured lekythoi of the cemetery is chariot scenes, as we see on
lekythoi nos. 30, 49, 52, 55, 56, 60, 73. The subject of chariot races is common in type III/2 of lekythoi,” which
have been classified by Beazley as “Haimon Group””” Haspels”™ has attributed chariot scenes to the workshops
of Sappho and Diosphus and a few of them to the Haimon Painter. In general, the painters who prefer chariot
racing scenes on lekythoi of the late black-figure vases and tend to develop their background are the Painters of
Sappho and Gela and the Haimon Group.” Chariot racing scenes have been related to aristocratic ideals, espe-
cially of the 2nd half of the 6th century B.C., when they appear rather frequently. These scenes must have been
preferred in archaic Athens, due to social and political structure.® The galloping did not necessarily indicate fast
movement of horses in a chariot race, as is suggested by pictorial examples of different periods.®' The depiction
of chariots standing still may indicate the moment before the beginning of the race, when the chariots that were
going to compete marched in front of the viewers. The fact that most of the lekythoi with scenes of chariot races
have been found in graves attributes a funerary character to these scenes.

The charioteers in our lekythoi belong to the group of chariot scenes of a quiet variation, with their back
upwards, holding the reigns straight and steady at the same height as the hands. In more dramatic versions,
charioteers lean forward intensely, holding the reins loosely and bending one hand backwards.®> However, in
lekythoi nos. 30, 60 and less in no. 55 the driver of the chariot appears to be bending a little bit forward. In
Manakidou’s classification, our lekythoi with chariot racing scenes belong to group b, individual standing still
racing chariots,* a category which first appeared in 540 B.C. All our scenes belong to an era that was not the
heyday of chariot imagery; the 2nd half of the 6th century B.C. was characterized by standardized and rough
black-figured chariot scenes, common on lekythoi, cups and other vases of small shapes. This trend is apparent
after the beginning of the 5th century B.C. and is attributed to an effort to arouse the buyers’ interest; for this
reason, artistic qualities are shrunk in favor of massive production. The most popular painters of such scenes
were the Gela, Sappho, Marathon, Pholos and Haimon painters.®

Several lekythoi in the present paper have been attributed to the Group of Athens 581.%5 Apart from most
floral-patterned and chariot racing scenes that were noted above, to the same Group have been attributed
lekythoi with symposia and Dionysiac scenes, such as nos. 29, 32, 50, 51, 58, two lekythoi with Heracles and the
Lion of Nemea, nos. 54, 57 and one with Amazons mounted on horses, no. 63. The Group of Athens* (500-490
B.C.) produced a great number of small black-figured lekythoi. In its two subdivisions, (i) and (ii),*” the painters
of the Group show a preference to Dionysiac scenes,* with dancing Maenads being the favorite theme of the
Marathon Painter.

74 Corinth XIII, 163-64; cf. lekythoi in the Archaeological Museum of Gela, of 490-480 B.C.: Panvini and Giudice 2003, 445-47,
ns. pF16- pF26.

75 Kurtz 1975, 146.

76 As classified in Kerameikos IX, 35.

77 ABV,538-71; ABL, 130-41, 241-49, 368.

78 ABL,97.

79 Manakidou 1994, 44.

80 Manakidou 1994, 267-68; for the ideological background of chariot races compared to historical reality, see Manakidou 1994,
95-6.

81 Manakidou 1994, 35, 62-3.

82 Manakidou 1994, 65.

83 Manakidou 1994, 67.

84 Manakidou 1994, 270.

85 Boardman 1974, 171.

86 ABYV, 487-506; for the Group of Athens 581, see also Agora XXIII, 229, no. 1022, pl. 83; Beazley 1971, 236.

87 ARV, 489.

88 CVA Greece 10, 117.
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From this Group, it seems that most black-figured lekythoi from our cemetery can be attributed to Haimon
Painter, whose work dates to the 1st quarter of the 5th century B.C.* He specialized in vases of small size, his
lekythoi being quite slender, and not of very high quality.®® In general, he adopts basic features of the Group
of Athens 581, as, for instance, floral patterns, buds and rays” on the shoulders, rough and draft sketching of
the figures, branches with leaves in the form of dots in the background,” double row of dots or meander to the
right” or chess* above the scenes on his lekythoi®. In women’s faces the hair is distinguished from the face with
an incised line, while few incised lines for the rough depiction of details is another feature of the painter. There
are frequently incised lines on the glaze on the lower part of the body of the vase and they are almost entirely
covered in white slip, the scene included. Regarding the floral lekythoi of the Painter,” they bear comparison
with the lekythoi of Megaira Painter, in particular those with standing flowers on chains, continuing the old
pattern of Group 581.

The Megaira or Beldam Painter” was active in the greatest part of the 2nd quarter of the 5th century B.C. and
for certain he follows tendencies found in the workshop of Athena and Theseus Painters.”® The last important
group of black-figured vases that were produced in large quantities in Athens has been attributed to the Painter.”
In our catalogue, in several cases it cannot be decided whether they were painted by Haimon or Megaira Painter.

Black-bodied lekythoi were numerous in our cemetery. This shape is represented by nos. 5, 19, 20, 34, 35,
74. 1t has been accepted that black-bodied lekythoi were produced in the same workshops as black and red-
figured as well as white lekythoi, and the decoration in secondary parts of the body, e.g. the shoulders, is similar
to those.!®

Another shape that was recovered in the cemetery was some black-figured cups. They belong to two categories:
one Droop Cup no. 75, which is dated to the 2nd half of the 6th century B.C., and more of Type A/sub-A and
B: nos. 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, which are dated to the early 5th century B.C.1*

Black-glazed skyphoi were also common in this cemetery, of both Corinthian'? (nos. 14, 45, 76) and Attic'®
types (nos. 25, 36, 41, 43, 46). Their main characteristic is that their greatest diameter was not significantly
different from their height.” Their shape was standardized in the Late Geometric and Protoattic times and the
changes they undergo through time, until the Late Classical times, are minor. With the form of kotyle they were
very widespread in Corinth, until the end of the red-figured technique. In Athens, the shape was very popular
in the period of red-figured vase, while a type with a narrower body and concave walls continued in the pottery
of the Hellenistic times.

89 ABL, 130-41, 241-49, 368; ABV, 538-71; Boardman 1974, 149.

90 Kurtz 1975, 87.

91 Kurtz 1975, 9.

92 Haspels 1936, 90.

93 See, for instance, CVA Sweden 3, 71-3 pls. 30: 1-2.

94 See, for instance, ABL, 4-5 a—c.

95 Cf. CVA Greece 7,72, pl. 40.

96 Kurtz, 1975, 146, 153-54.

97 Kurtz 1975, 18-20.

98 Kurtz 1975, 153.

99 ABL, 170-91, 266-69, 367; ABV, 518-37, 586-87; Boardman 1974, 150; Kurtz 1975, 9, 96, 113, 115.
100 Kurtz 1975, 115.

101 For further bibliography on the shape see catalogue.

102 Cf. AgoraXll, 81-3,257,no. 313, pl. 14 (for Corinthian type bowls), 86, pl. 17, 362; Boulter 1953, pl. 73:2; Knigge 1976, pl. 41,7.
103 Richter and Milne 1935, 26-8.

104 Kanowski 1984, 137-39.
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CONCLUSIONS

Grave goods in our cemetery were the usual, such as lekythoi, black-figured outnumbering red-figured and white
lekythoi, cups and other common shapes of the period, decorated by the known workshops and painters of Attic
pottery of the period.

The dating of the pottery allows us to date the cemetery mainly to the first half of the 5th century B.C., with
few vases dating from mid-6th century B.C. through the 3rd quarter of the 5th century B.C.

It is obvious from the elements of the cemetery described above that the excavated site in Agios Athanasios
was only a small part of a much wider cemetery, which belonged to the inhabitants or demotai of the demos of
Paiania. It cannot be excluded that other parts of the cemetery, which have not been found as yet, could have
dated to earlier or later periods, other than the ones mentioned above. However, it is clear that in the 4th century
onwards, demotic cemeteries gave their place to family burial plots within periboloi.

In this paper, we tried to explore the significance of this token cemetery and contextualize it within the area
of Mesogaia and Eastern Attica, despite its fragmentary state due to the limited area of excavation. The appear-
ance of four terracotta figures, which have been preserved at a very good condition, distinguishes this cemetery
in the context of already excavated cemeteries in the wider area. However, in general, this cemetery has some re-
semblance to other Attic cemeteries of the same period in terms of mortuary features and grave goods. This was
made obvious through comparing individual practices in this cemetery with others in the area of Southeastern
Attica, such as the variety of grave structures, urns and amphora burials, tile graves, simple pits and rectangular
cist graves, typical features of the period in question, along with co-existence of cremation burials.

Therefore, examination of this cemetery, or part of cemetery to be more precise, contributes to the study of
burial practices in the area, of ancient demes in the area of Mesogaia and of the development of Attic pottery in

Archaic and Classical times.
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Pl 1. Map of Mesogaia area with six adjacent ancient cemeteries.
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Pl 2. Map of Southern Eastern Attica with the demes of Oe and Paiania noted.
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PL. 3. Map with ancient demes of Attica. Traill 1975, Map 1.
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Pl 4. Ancient cemetery of Pousi Ledi in Paiania. Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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PL. 5. Marble funerary lekythos from the cemetery of Pousi Ledi in Paiania. Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Pl 8. Graves 1 and 2. Agios Athanasios, Liopesi (Paiania). Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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PL 9. Burial bronze urns. Cemetery of Toulas plot in Koropi. Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Pl 13. Plan of cemetery if Agios Andreas in Koropi.
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Pl 20. Grave 5. Agios Athanasios, Liopesi (Paiania). Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Pl 21. Grave 6. Agios Athanasios, Liopesi (Paiania). Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Pl. 24. Grave 9. Agios Athanasios, Liopesi (Paiania). Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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PL. 25. Grave 10. Agios Athanasios, Liopesi (Paiania). Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Pl 30. Grave 16. Agios Athanasios, Liopesi (Paiania). Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Pl 32. Pyre 3. Agios Athanasios, Liopesi (Paiania). Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Pl 33. Funerary urn 1. Agios Athanasios, Liopesi (Paiania). Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Pl 34. Abstract of unpublished field notebook depicting Funerary urn 2, Agios Athanasios, Liopesi (Paiania).
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Pl 35. Funerary urn 2. Agios Athanasios, Liopesi (Paiania). Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Fig. 1. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 1. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 2. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 1. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

- 163 -



- 164 -

ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

Fig. 3. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 1. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 4. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 1. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 5. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 4. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 6. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 7. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 7. Black-figure skyphos from Grave 7. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 8. Black-figure alabastron from Grave 7. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 9. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 7. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 10. Black-figure Attic Type skyphos from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 11. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 12. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 13. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 14. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 15. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 16. Black-figure lekythos from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 17. Black-figure Corinthian Type skyphos from Grave 12. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 18. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 19. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 20. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 21. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 22. Black-figure plate from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 23. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 24. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 25. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 26. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 27. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 28. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 29. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 30. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 31. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 32. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 33. Black-figure cup, Type B from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 34. Black-figure cup, Type A and Sub-A from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 35. Black-figure cup, Type A and Sub-A from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 36. Black-figure cup, Type A and Sub-A from Pyre 3. Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Fig. 37. Black-figure cup, Type A and Sub-A from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 38. Black-figure cup, Type Sub-A from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 39. Black-figure cup, Type Sub-A from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 40. Black-figure cup, Type Sub-A from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 41. Black-figure cup, Type Sub-A from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 42. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 4. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 43. Black-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 44. Black-glazed lekythos from Grave 1. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 45. Black-glazed one-handled lekanis from Grave 4. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 46. Black-glazed saltcellar from Grave 4. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 47. Black-glazed oinochoe from Grave 4. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 48. Red-glazed alabastron from Grave 4. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 49. Black-glazed miniature basket from Grave 4. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 50. Black-glazed one-handled lekanis from Grave 5. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 51. Corinthian type skyphos from Grave 5. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 52. Black-glazed lekythos from Grave 7. Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Fig. 53. Black-bodied lekythos from Grave 7. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 54. Black-glazed stemless cup from Grave 7. Photo P. Galiatsatou.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

Fig. 55. Black-glazed one-handled cup from Grave 8. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 56. Black-glazed skyphos from Grave 8. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 57. Basket from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 58. Black-bodied lekythos from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 59. Black-bodied lekythos from Grave 10. Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.

Fig. 60. Black-glazed skyphos from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 61. Black-glazed pyxis from Grave 11. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 62. Black-glazed skyphos, Type A, Attic Type, from Grave 11. Photo P. Galiatsatou.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

Fig. 63. Black-glazed skyphos from Grave 12. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 64. Miniature oinochoe from Grave 12. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 65. Black-glazed Corinthian Type skyphos from Grave 13. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 66. Black-glazed skyphos from Grave 15. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 67. Black-glazed louterion from Grave 15. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 68. Black-glazed plate from Grave 16. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 69. Black-bodied lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 70. Black-glazed Droop Cup from Pyre 3. Photo Ephorate of Antiquities of Eastern Attica.
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Fig. 71. Black-glazed Corinthian Type Skyphos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 72. Patterned squat lekythos from Pyre 4. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 73. Black-glazed cup from the area around Grave 2. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 74. Red-figure lekythos from Grave 7. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 75. Red-figure lekythos from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 76. Terracotta figure from Grave 7. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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Fig. 77. Terracotta figure from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 78. Terracotta figure from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

Fig. 79. Terracotta figure from Grave 10. Photo P. Galiatsatou.

Fig. 80. Three spindle whorls from Pyre 3. Photo P. Galiatsatou.
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ABSTRACT

The present study discusses aspects of human mobility in Ceramic Neolithic (ca. 5200/5000-4000 B.C.) and Middle
Chalcolithic Cyprus (ca. 3500-2800 B.C.) through the application of strontium isotope analysis. Small-scale intra-is-
land movement in prehistoric Cypriot contexts is usually inferred by the circulation of finished artifacts and raw
materials, while several researchers in the past supported large-scale migrations based exclusively on the ostensibly
abrupt changes in the material culture. Focusing on the strontium isotopic values of sampled human teeth from sites
of the Limassol district, this pilot study attempts to demonstrate the potential of this methodology for the identifi-
cation of non-local individuals and/or groups. The results provide fresh insights on prehistoric mobility patterns in
Cyprus, while also discussing some of the methodological limitations in archaeological contexts.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recent advances in osteoarchaeology and relevant analytical techniques, such as the application of stable
isotope analysis, strontium (Sr) isotope analysis, and the growing interest on ancient DNA studies provide
valuable information on individuals, their daily activities and the human past in general. Strontium isotopes,
in particular, are used with increasing frequency in order to investigate questions of population mobility, and
several researchers have applied this methodology in archaeological contexts, demonstrating its potential
concerning the identification of non-local individuals in given geographic regions.! The increasing interest

1 E.g. Nafplioti 2011; Bentley 2013; Bori¢ and Price 2013; Whelton et al. 2018.
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on isotopes, along with the growing number of analytical applications involved, is also evident in Cyprus.
Nevertheless, osteological materials of the Ceramic Neolithic (ca. 5200/5000-4000 B.C.) and Chalcolithic (ca.
4000/3900-2500/2400 B.C.) periods remain extremely underrepresented, while the use of strontium isotope
ratios to determine mobility patterns, in particular, is even rarer.?

In this paper, we discuss the results of strontium isotope analysis conducted in human specimens from
prehistoric sites of the Limassol district. This study forms part of the Neolithic and Chalcolithic Cyprus Project
(NCCP)* and complements recent research on palaecopathology and palaeodiet through stable isotope analysis
of skeletal remains from the same area of the island.* To our knowledge, studies on strontium isotopes from
human remains are totally absent in the case of prehistoric Cyprus. Thus, this pilot attempt aims to explore their
potential and to provide an initial assessment of their importance in identifying ancient mobility patterns.

Fig. 1. Map of Cyprus with the main excavated Neolithic and Chalcolithic sites (prepared by A. Marda-Stypsianou and E. Tzanni).

2 E.g. Lange-Badré and Le Mort 1998; Sciré-Calabrisotto 2017; Goude et al. 2018.

3 E.g. Ladegaard-Pedersen et al. 2020; for another relevant study on strontium isotopes see Rich et al. 2012.
4 https://nccp.arch.uoa.gr/

5 Voskos and Vika 2020.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA 209 -

2.1. ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND, AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

The NCCP aims to contribute in a series of long debated subjects concerning socio-economic evolution and
cultural change in Cyprus during the 5th-4th millennia B.C. For this purpose, an area with abundant traces
of diachronic habitation® was selected and is being analysed in depth. The Kouris valley lies in south-central
Cyprus (Fig. 1) and includes a number of important excavated settlements, such as the “key-sites” of Sotira
Teppes’ and Erimi Pamboula,® along with another recently published Ceramic Neolithic settlement at Kantou
Kouphovounos (Fig. 2).° The three sites are located within the narrow coastal strip between the sea and the
foothills of mountain Troodos. Sotira Teppes and Kantou Kouphovounos developed in prominent hills and
their main phases are dated between ca. 4400-4100/4000 B.C. Erimi Pamboula, on the other hand, lies near
the mouth of river Kouris and the life span of the settlement covers the second half of the 4th millennium (ca.
3500-3000 B.C.). All three settlements exhibit signs of permanent habitation in curvilinear or sub-rectangular
structures, while the evidence from various categories of material culture and bioarchaeological data implies a
mixed agropastoral economy largely complemented by deer hunting.®

Fig. 2. Chronological chart with the main excavated Ceramic Neolithic and Chalcolithic settlement sites and their individual phases (after Voskos 2021).

6 Le. the Kouris valley and its periphery in Limassol district.
7 Dikaios 1961.

8 Dikaios 1936; see also Dikaios 1962, 113-32; Bolger 1988.
9 Mantzourani 2009; Mantzourani and Voskos 2019a.

10 See also Voskos 2018; Voskos and Vika 2020.
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Although the geology of this region does not provide favourable conditions for the preservation of human/
animal bones in general, a number of burials were uncovered in the rich archaeological deposits of the excavated
parts of the selected settlements. More specifically, 12 pit burials were excavated at the site of Sotira Teppes,
two more burials along with some scattered osteological material were located at Kantou Kouphovounos
and 4-5 more individuals were identified at Erimi Pamboula."' The inhumated individuals of the former two
sites represent nearly the 100% of the existing skeletal remains of the Ceramic Neolithic period on the island.
In addition, the identified individuals at Erimi account for the only excavated osteological material of the
Chalcolithic period in Limassol district.

Given the fact that most of the human remains from Sotira Teppes and Erimi Pamboula were either lost or
published several decades ago, it was imperative for us to revisit them from a different perspective. Thus, an
integral part of this project was the reexamination of the available skeletal remains using a series of innovative
analytical techniques, such as stable isotope analysis on bones and strontium isotope analysis on teeth. The
application of these techniques along with the macroscopic revisiting of the osteoarchaeological material
aimed at enriching our knowledge on several aspects of prehistoric life, such as dietary customs, pathologies,
economic strategies, mobility and exchange, habitation patterns and, in general, the socio-economic behaviour
of Neolithic and Chalcolithic Cypriot communities.

Another main objective of the project is to elaborate the existing knowledge concerning mobility patterns
on the island. Seasonal or regular intra-island movement of groups or individuals is thought to have been
practiced since the earliest phases of Cypriot prehistory, based on material evidence. Beyond the traditional deer
exploitation that characterizes the economic strategies of all Cypriot communities in the Stone and even the
Bronze Age," there is some evidence that points to the existence of small-scale exchange networks promoting
contact between early prehistoric groups within the island, as well as between Cypriot and other communities
in the broader eastern Mediterranean area. For example, small quantities of picrolite —an ideologically charged
material with several sources in south and southwest Cyprus including the Kouris area'*-~ were located in
eastern and northern sites,'* while the existence of finished artifacts from raw materials that originate in the
neighbouring continental regions'® point to continuous contact with SW Asian communities at least since the
initial phases of the local Aceramic Neolithic period (ca. 9000-5500 B.C.), if not earlier.'s

2.2. ASPECTS OF MOBILITY IN PREHISTORIC CYPRUS

Recent research has enriched the relevant evidence on regular intra-island movement and/or contact stemming

from the circulation or at least direct procurement of specific raw materials such as jasper,”” various types of

11 For a recent comprehensive description of this osteological material including relevant bibliography see Voskos and Vika 2020,
Tables 1-3.

12 Several researchers, such as Croft (1988, 1991), have referred in the past to this unusual dependence. See also Wasse 2007, 61;
Webb et al. 2009; Croft 2010; Voskos 2018, 469.

13 Xenophontos 1991.

14 E.g. the picrolite objects (485, 655, 777) from Ayios Epiktitos Vrysi; Peltenburg 1982, 316. For relevant objects at Paralimni Nissia
see Flourentzos 2008, 87-8. For the distribution of picrolite objects in Neolithic/Chalcolithic Cypriot sites see also Peltenburg 1991,
110-13, figs 1-3 and the Appendix in pages 123-26.

15 E.g. carnelian and “butterfly” beads, small amounts of Cappadocian obsidian etc.; see for example Clarke 2010, 199; Kloukinas
and Voskos 2013; Moutsiou 2018, 2019; Moutsiou and Kassianidou 2019. For more evidence on relevant contact through exotic
materials and artifacts see McCartney 2010, 190, Table 22.2.

16 For a diachronic view of maritime interaction and connectivity between Cyprus and neighbouring areas see also Knapp 2020.
17 Mantzourani et al. 2019, 159.
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flints/cherts'® and clays for the production of pottery."” Hunting or seasonal pastoralist activities might have
also promoted contact between groups from different parts of the island.” Indeed, the existence of mobile
components within prehistoric Cypriot society is inferred by the various, mainly upland and mainland, seasonal
encampments and settlements with ample evidence for hunting-gathering, pastoral, timbering and several other
activities such as resource procurement and intensive wild plant exploitation.?! The latter seem to coexist with
numerous Neolithic and Chalcolithic coastal or near-coastal villages exhibiting more permanent characteristics,

such as the three settlements under investigation.

The main questions that arise here then concern the degree of mobility among the prehistoric Cypriot
population, the relationship between seemingly settled agropastoral and more mobile groups, and also the nature
of social contact between communities from different parts of the island. From this point of view, identification
of non-local individuals within the sampled osteoarchaeological material of this study would provide some
hints about existing economic strategies, the dynamics of social interaction and also the patterns of local or
interregional contacts, such as active exchange networks or perhaps intermarriage relationships in order to
ensure demographic viability.”2 Concerning the latter, for instance, it has been argued that decorative traditions
and stylistic variability on clay vessels formed effective ways to negotiate regional identities and the economic
and social space on the island.?® Assuming that the selected stylistic elements and decorative techniques reflect
symbolic expressions of identity;>* then identification of small quantities of Combed Ware (Cb)* in Ceramic
Neolithic sites of the central and northern part of Cyprus®* might echo the presence of non-local individuals,
and hence the conscious manifestations of their identities. Equally, small quantities of the dominant in the
eastern, central and northern part of the island Red-on-White Ware (RW) are identified in southern Cypriot
sites, including the area of the Kouris valley.” Thus, the presence of imported vessels within an otherwise
homogeneous Cypriot tradition might reflect the forging of supra-regional social alliances between distant
households or broader communities, a process perhaps also involving the exchange of brides, who carried their
familiar vessels as dowries. Alternatively, the existence of these imports along with some attempts to imitate
decorative traditions of other parts of the island suggest that the earliest decorated clay vessels in Cyprus® might
have also functioned as prized items, whose acquisition from distant sources added to their symbolic value and

to the prestige of their owners.”

Another important issue related to population movement, concerns past and more recent interpretations of
the large chronological gap between the Khirokitian or Late Aceramic Neolithic (ca. 7000-5500 B.C.) and the

18 Papagianni 2019, 298-300; see also McCartney 2002.

19 See for example the discussion on the collection of clay from specific sources for the production of Coarse Ware trays; Boness
etal. 2015.

20 See for example Clarke 2001, 77.

21 E.g. Simmons 2012; Simmons et al. 2018 (Kritou-Marottou Ais Giorkis); Ammerman et al. 2018 (Agia Napa Nissi Beach);
Efstratiou et al. 2018 (Vretsia Roudias); McCartney et al. 2018 (Agia Varvara Asprokremmos) and several more.

22 For the importance of marriage alliances and networks in small egalitarian communities see for example Peltenburg 1991, 107-8
with relevant bibliography.

23 Clarke 2001, 65, 71.

24 On the “symbolic style” and individual identities see for example Clarke 2001, 72.

25 Combing was the dominant decorative technique of southern-central Cypriot sites, including Sotira Teppes and Kantou
Kouphovounos.

26 E.g. Clarke 2007, 101.

27 For example, the percentage of Red-on-White (RW) and the hybrid ware of Red-on-White and Combed (RW-Cb) or Painted
and Combed (PCb) was estimated between 6.5-11.5% at the site of Kantou Kouphovounos (Mantzourani and Voskos 2019b,
29-30). Most of the relevant vessels, however, seem to form attempts to imitate other decorative traditions and were not direct
imports from central or northern sites.

28 Le. pottery of the Ceramic Neolithic period (5th millennium B.C.).

29 See for example Knappett et al. 2010, 602, 604.
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Sotiran or Ceramic Neolithic cultures (mainly 4600-4000 B.C.).** Most of the traditional explanations revolved
around the decisive involvement of natural disasters and abrupt climatic change, leading to island-wide
abandonment and subsequent recolonisation of Cyprus.*! Nevertheless, several recent studies have highlighted
the considerable continuities in the material culture, tool production sequences and embedded socio-economic
behaviours between the Aceramic and Ceramic Neolithic phases.’ Thus, even if we accept the existence of
intrusive groups, which, among others, might have transferred crucial new technologies* or new crops,* the
inhabitants of Cyprus during the Ceramic Neolithic and Chalcolithic periods seem to have largely retained the
traditional “anachronistic” lifeway of the previous millennia. The potential identification of people originating
from an area beyond Cyprus or the exclusion of migrationist episodes during the Late Neolithic and Chalcolithic
periods would, therefore, contribute to the ongoing discussions on the exact conditions of appearance of new
cultural traits and generally the active processes of long-term socio-cultural change on the island.

3. STRONTIUM ANALYSES IN ARCHAEOLOGY

Strontium is an element that forms part of the natural environment and is found in the rocks and the soil, but also
in water and atmospheric deposition. The strontium isotope ratios in bedrock are a result primarily of geological
age and composition of the rock, and can vary distinctly.* In general, older rocks (like granites) will have a
higher ¥Sr/%Sr compared to younger formations, like limestones.* Through weathering of the rocks, strontium
is transported into the overlying soils and surface waters, from where it is uptaken by plants and enters the food
cycle. This principle formed the basis of measuring strontium from skeletons to directly investigate mobility in
archaeology.” The methodology relies in comparison: soil will contain strontium from its underlying rock and
so will the plants that grow on the soil, and the animals that feed on the plants. Therefore, animals and rocks will
be linked through their strontium values. Archaeologists saw a powerful tool to directly investigate mobility,
and since 1985 a multitude of studies® have applied the method to archaeological populations, describing both

the potential and the numerous problems of it.*

During life, strontium is deposited in the skeleton through a rather complicated metabolic process that
involves strontium and calcium.® In the dentition, strontium is incorporated in the enamel and the dentine. A
large number of studies have shown that enamel can be considered a stable tissue, resistant to chemical changes
even in long, geological timescales." This means that tooth enamel will retain the strontium values that were
acquired during the time of tooth mineralisation, and will not be affected by time or the burial environment.
With the exception of the third molar, strontium measured from the enamel of the adult dentition will

30 For the relevant hiatus estimated between 500-1000 years (i.e. ca. 5500-4600 B.C.) see for example Mantzourani 2001, 26;
Peltenburg et al. 2003, xxxiii; Steel 2004, 63; McCartney 2007, 77; Clarke 2007, 10-11, 17 and fig. 2.1; 2010, 199.

31 E.g. Catling 1966, 11; Stanley-Price 1977a, 1977b; Held 1992. For a brief review of these perspectives see Kloukinas and Voskos
2013, 313; Voskos 2018, 468-69.

32 McCartney 2007; Legrand-Pineau 2009; Kloukinas and Voskos 2013.

33 Such as pottery production. For a full discussion see Clarke 2007, 97-9.

34 See for example Kloukinas and Voskos 2013, 315 with relevant bibliography; also Voskos 2018, 469-70 and Table 48.1.

35 Rogers and Hawkesworth 1989; Bataille and Bowen 2012; Bataille et al. 2020.

36 Ezzo et al. 1997; Bentley 2006.

37 Ericson 1985.

38 From Sealy et al. 1991 to Vytlacil et al. 2021.

39 See Montgomery 2010 for a thorough review.

40 Burton and Wright 1995.

41 Vernois et al. 1988; Glimcher et al. 1990; Lee-Thorp and van der Merwe 1991; Price et al. 1994, 2002; Wang and Cerling 1994;
Michel et al. 1996; Rink and Schwarcz 1995; Koch et al. 1997; Budd et al. 2000; Nielsen-Marsh and Hedges 2000; Montgomery et
al. 2000; Trickett et al. 2003.

—
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correspond to the individual’s childhood.* In contrast, dentine strontium is affected by the burial environment
and cannot be linked to the individual’s diet. However, it can be used to provide information about the burial soil
or local biosphere strontium ratios.* Research has also shown that for humans with a balanced diet, the primary
contributor to strontium is likely to be the plant part of the diet, with animal sources making a negligible input.*

Even though the basic principle of mobility studies in archaeology is based on the observation that
strontium isotopes are transported from local rocks and soils into animal and human tissues, several recent
studies have demonstrated that certain factors influence this correspondence between geology and tissues.*
This means that soil ¥Sr/*Sr will differ from bioavailable #’Sr/*Sr. The parameters that can contribute to the
alteration of strontium values from the geology to mammalian tissue are mainly atmospheric dust, sea spray,
and rainwater. Atmospheric dust can transport sediments over extensive distances. Studies have shown that
up to 75% of strontium in vegetation can be attributed to atmospheric deposition and not local geology.* The
effects of atmospheric dust transportation and deposition will differ from one region to another as a result of
topography, wind direction, and forestation. Similarly, local isotopic signatures may change due to sea spray. Sea
spray carries strontium with an isotopic composition close to the modern, global seawater *Sr/*Sr ratio. Plants
and animals that receive large amounts of sea salt particles through the sea spray effect will show strontium
values that are closer to seawater, erroneously suggesting location by the sea. Sea spray can travel quite far
from the shore, although the exact extent of the phenomenon is not known.” Rainfall is another parameter
that can change local geology strontium values to resemble those of rainwater.*® What this implies is that if a
certain region undergoes a phase of climatic change, characterized by extreme rainfall, the strontium values of
the vegetation will change. Recent studies demonstrate how these parameters could have affected Cyprus in
antiquity and discuss the variability within and between regions.*

From the above, it is apparent that for archaeological reconstructions of mobility, it is not enough to know
the geological composition of the substrate, but the local bioavailable ratios also need to be investigated. For
this, archaeologists rely on measuring the isotopic ratios from local animals, especially the species that are
presumed not to have been highly mobile,”* together with local plants and water samples.*' The use of modern
local plants as reference is usually avoided, for fear of contamination by modern fertilizers, although the extent
of such contamination is not accurately demonstrated.® Similarly, water sources must be carefully selected to
represent natural sources.” For the faunal material to work as an accurate reference, it is necessary to assume
that grazing took place in the same area as crop cultivation. If animals were grazing in a different location to
the one where crops for human consumption were grown, the values will not be comparable. Arguably, there
are many problems in the reconstruction of isoscapes, and more research is needed before it is shown which
reference materials can work best to describe the bioavailable range of values.** In addition to the above, it
is critical to understand that strontium measurement is an analysis that works by elimination, as it can only
exclude places of origin. For this, a measurable strontium isotope difference needs to exist between the place the
person grew up in and the place they ended their life in.

42 Hillson 1996.

43 Montgomery et al. 2007; Evans et al. 2010.

44 FElias 1980; Burton and Price 1999.

45 E.g. Price et al. 2002.

46 Graustein 1989; Miller et al. 1993.

47 Gustafsson and Franzén 2000; Price and Gestsdottir 2006.
48 Capo et al. 1998; Raiber et al. 2009.

49 Ladegaard-Pedersen et al. 2020.

50 Price et al. 2002; Bentley et al. 2004; Wright 2005.

51 Price et al. 2002; Frei and Frei 2011; Maurer et al. 2012; Ryan et al. 2018.
52 Horn 2005.

53 Frei and Frei 2011.

54 Bataille et al. 2020.
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4. MATERIALS AND METHODS

Cyprus has a complicated geological substrate, framed between two mountain ranges, Pentadaktylos on the
north and Troodos on the south. The three sites of this study are located in Neogene and Quaternary sediments
on the southern-central part of the island.* Kantou Kouphovounos® is situated on an elevation near the west
bank of river Kouris, while Erimi Pamboula” lies on the alluvial soils of the eastern bank, only a few kilometres
from the coast. Sotira Teppes,* also on a small hill, lies further inland. Kantou and Sotira fall into the geological

formation of Pachna, which is dominated by sedimentary rocks, mainly marls, chalks and sandstones.*

Sample no. Site Element Museum-storeroom/shelf
. Archaeological Museum of Limassol
ERI-5 Erimi Pamboula Left upper molar district (Bones 8)
ERI-7 Erimi Pamboula Left lower molar. Decid- Archaeologica.l Museum of Limassol
uous district (Bones 8)
. Right lower second molar Archaeological Museum of Limassol
ERI-9 Erimi Pamboula (M2) district (Skeleton 2, Bones 8)
. Left lower second molar Archaeological Museum of Limassol
ERI-13 Erimi Pamboula (M2) district (Skeleton 3, Bones 4, Box 2)
. Right upper third molar Archaeological Museum of Limassol
SOT - 15 Sotira Teppes (M3) district (Skull 3, tray 3)
. Left lower second molar Archaeological Museum of Limassol
SOT-17 Sotira Teppes (M2) district (Skull 4, tray 4)
. Left lower third molar Archaeological Museum of Limassol
$OT -20 Sotira Teppes (M3) district (Skull 11, tray 2)
. . Archaeological Museum of Limassol
SOT -24 Sotira Teppes Lower molar. Deciduous district (Skull 9, tray 1)
. Right lower first molar Archaeological Museum of Limassol
§OT-26 Sotira Teppes (M1) district (Skull 8, tray 1)
Local Archaeological Kourion Muse-
, . um at Episkopi (Burial 2, Building 15,
KAN - 30 Kzntou Right upper third molar Section IB 28, Phase III or Rectangular
Kouphovounos (M3) phase tray labelled: box with skeleton of
burial 2)
KAN - 35 Kantou Local Archaeological Kourion Museum
Kouphovounos Upper third molar (M3) | at Episkopi (tray labelled: fill of grave 2)
Local Archaeological Kourion Muse-
. um at Episkopi (area north of Building
KAN - 36 Ko Kzr;t(:)u nos Right upI()ﬁlf;rSt molar 1, Section B25, Phase II or Expansion
upfovou phase, tray labelled: Section B. North of
N part of T1)

55 Cohen et al. 2011, 2012.
56 Mantzourani 2009; Mantzourani and Voskos 2019a.
57 Dikaios 1936, 1962; Bolger 1988.

58 Dikaios 1961.

59 See Panagides and Mantzourani 2009.
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Sample no. Site Element Museum-storeroom/shelf
Water - 1 - Modern surface water -
Water - 2 Kantou village Groundwater -
Water - 3 Sotira village Groundwater -

Table 1. Samples analysed by the NCCP and relevant contextual information.

In a precedent paper we described the general dearth of Ceramic Neolithic human remains and also the
scarcity of Chalcolithic skeletons in the Limassol district.®* For this reason, even small-scale studies on Cypriot
material make a significant contribution, although a lot more work is needed to understand past mobility on
the island. Thus, in an effort to investigate the potential of this method and to further explore the archaeological
questions of mobility in Cyprus, strontium isotopes from 24 samples of human enamel and dentine were
measured, together with surface water and groundwater samples as proxies (see Tables 1-2). Dentine
measurements were used as an indication of diagenetic strontium, in absence of other faunal or environmental

background, as discussed in section 3.

All the sampled individuals come from inhumations in shallow pits within the domestic contexts of the
sites under investigation or at least within the limits of the settlements.®" The dead were normally buried in
a contracted position and, in most cases, there are no burial goods. As is shown in Table 1, there are four
samples from Erimi Pamboula, five from Sotira Teppes and three from Kantou Kouphovounos. The human
samples from Kantou Kouphovounos come from the single adult male of burial 2, while another sample was
extracted from the scattered material in the vicinity of Building 1. Another adult male (skeleton 2) along with
a child (skeleton 3) were sampled at Erimi Pamboula, while there are two more samples coming from scattered
material. Lastly, at Sotira Teppes, we sampled five out of the 11-12 available individuals.®® The selection of
samples was dictated by preservation and availability of molars. Only teeth with intact enamel were included.
Preference was given to teeth that did not exhibit taphonomic depositions. Only teeth that could be confidently
assigned to discreet individuals were sampled.

Samples were prepared at the Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam. To remove potential contaminations, the outer
surface of the dental enamel samples (n=12) was scoured, and 2+1 mg of dental enamel powder was sampled.
The dentine samples underwent the same pre-treatment, and approximately 1 mg of dentine powder was
collected. The samples were stored in hydrochloric acid pre-cleaned 2 ml polyethylene Eppendorf® centrifuge
tubes. The Eppendorf” tubes were transferred to the US Federal Standard Class 100 clean laboratory facility at
the Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam for strontium purification. The enamel samples were leached in 0.1M acetic
acid, to remove possibly added diagenetic strontium. Strontium column extraction and sample loading were
performed, following the protocols published in Kootker et al. 2016. The isotope compositions were measured
using a Thermo ScientificTM Triton PlusTM instrument. The strontium ratios were determined using a static
routine and were corrected for mass fractionation to 86Sr/88Sr ratio of 0.1194. The NBS987 standard gave a
mean ¥Sr/*Sr ratio of 0.71025 + 0.00009 (n=14). In this study, the measurements were all normalized to an
accepted NBS987 ratio of 0.710240. The total procedural blanks (n = 4) contained an average of 30 pg strontium.
This is negligible compared to the average amount of strontium present.

60 Voskos and Vika 2020, Tables 1-3.

61 In the case of Sotira Teppes the burial area is situated at the foothills of the mound; Dikaios 1961, 142-47.

62 The latter seemingly belongs to another adult.

63 The sampled material originates from skulls 3, 4, 8, 9 and 11 (three adult males, one adult female and one sub-adult). For more
information on Ceramic Neolithic and Chalcolithic burials and the existing osteological material (including age, sex etc.) in the
three settlements under examination see Voskos and Vika 2020 with relevant bibliography.
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Fig. 3. ¥Sr/*Sr values discussed in the text. The area in the box corresponds to “local” range, calculated by the mean dentine and groundwater values +2SD.
The grey bar corresponds to the range of environmental samples from Pachna and alluvial soils from Ladegaard-Pedersen et al. 2020 (prepared by E. Vika).

5. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Results are shown in detail in Table 2 and Fig. 3. Applying a simple comparison, we see that in most cases
the difference between the average enamel strontium isotope composition and that of the dentine is less than
0.0003. The samples are within the local Sr range calculated from the mean dentine and water values +2SD, and
also correspond to the published environmental values for Neogene and Quaternary sediments and alluvium
for Cyprus.* The most straightforward interpretation of this data is that the geology of the region where the
individuals grew up and procured their diet from is the same as that of the region where they were buried.

Sample no. Material 87Sr/%Sr 2SE2
ERI-5 Dentine 0,70842 0,000008
Enamel 0,70858 0,000007
ERI-7 Dentine 0,70844 0,000007
Enamel 0,70856 0,000001
ERI-9 Dentine 0,70844 0,000008
Enamel 0,70868 0,000008
ERI-13 Dentine 0,70842 0,000007
Enamel 0,70857 0,000007
SOT -15 Dentine 0,70890 0,000009
Enamel 0,70888 0,000009
SOT - 17 Dentine 0,70890 0,000008
Enamel 0,70890 0,000008

64 Ladegaard-Pedersen et al. 2020.
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Sample no. Material ¥78r/*8r 2SE2
SOT -20 Dentine 0,70892 0,000007
Enamel 0,70868 0,000007
SOT -24 Dentine 0,70889 0,000001
Enamel 0,70875 0,000008
SOT - 26 Dentine 0,70890 0,000009
Enamel 0,70868 0,000009
KAN - 30 Dentine 0,70889 0,000006
Enamel 0,70877 0,000007
KAN - 35 Dentine 0,70889 0,000008
Enamel 0,70874 0,000007
KAN - 36 Dentine 0,70889 0,000001
Enamel 0,70884 0,000001
Water - 1 Modern surface water 0,70565 0,000008
Water - 2 Kantou groundwater 0,70892 0,00001
Water - 3 Sotira groundwater 0,7088 0,000001

Table 2. ¥Sr/*Sr results from enamel, dentine, and water samples of the NCCP.

If no other indication of mobility exists for the individuals under study, such as archaeological evidence, the
most direct way to interpret the results is to assume that all of the individuals in this case were “locals” However,
for the entirety of reasons discussed in section 3, this is not a solid assumption. Firstly, large geographic areas
can be lain on the same geological formations. This means that, under certain circumstances, strontium isotopes
can be the same throughout these entire regions, which could have hosted multiple settlements. Thus, people
who lived in different settlements on the same area have a high chance of presenting isotopically local, and
this is an example of why all the archaeological parameters need to be considered in the discussion of mobility
and locality. The latter also exemplifies accurately the limitations of using strontium isotopes alone to answer
complex archaeological questions: locality and mobility are concepts far more complicated than a mere isotopic
number.®

Individual mobility is also much more difficult to understand in archaeological terms. The metabolism
of strontium in humans is a complicated process®® and many physiological parameters can remain elusive in
archaeological studies. Then the presence of a single outlier, a single non-local, poses more questions than
perhaps the presence of an entire group of non-locals.”” Seasonal mobility, a type of movement frequently
discussed in prehistory and arguably practiced widely in Neolithic-Chalcolithic Cyprus as discussed in section
2.2, is also very difficult to identify, and would require the combined measurements of several elements.® And,
as hinted above, movement between areas with a similar geological substrate would not be easily identifiable,
unless the entire range of bioavailable strontium is known for each area.” For the same reason, provenancing
an individual based on strontium isotopes alone,” especially with the lack of extensive local background data,

may prove to be misleading.

65 For a recent discussion on the issues pertaining to the interpretation of strontium values, see Szostek et al. 2015.
66 Parker and Toots 1980.

67 See for example the case of the Egtved girl; Frei et al. 2015.

68 See for example Nafplioti et al. 2021.

69 Ladegaard-Pedersen et al. 2020.

70 Ie. directly linking an individual to a potential place of origin.
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In addition to the theoretical problems on defining mobility, it appears in recent studies that determining a
“local” strontium value is much more complicated than previously thought. As science progresses and scholars
gain a better understanding of methodologies, it is becoming evident that selecting the right proxies to determine
the locally bioavailable strontium values is of critical importance.” In our study, one of the three sites is set on
a different substrate to the other two (Fig. 4). Erimi Pamboula is located on sandy clays of Quaternary alluvial
formations, whereas Sotira Teppes and Kantou Kouphovounos are located on marls of the Neogene Pachna
formation. The difference is reflected in the slight §*’Sr differentiation between the sites. Our measurements also
demonstrate that groundwater can be a good indicator of soil strontium, whereas modern surface water cannot
be used here as an indication of locality.”

Fig. 4. Geological map of Cyprus. Source: Geological Survey Department, Government of Cyprus (modified by A. Marda-Stypsianou).

The present analysis shows no significant movement of the individuals under investigation between different
landscapes, for none of the sites studied. At present, and taking into consideration all the factors that have
been discussed here and that influence the local bioavailabilty of strontium, we can interpret this result as
an indication of “locality” for the individuals studied. On the other hand, small scale mobility through the
region of the same geological substrate cannot be excluded, as it is not something that can be detected with
this methodology at present. Similarly, mobility between regions of the same geological substrate regardless
of distance is also not excluded, as for the moment there is no comprehensive isoscape study for the eastern
Mediterranean to help researchers differentiate between areas with similar geology, but different bioavailability.

71 Evans et al. 2010; Frei and Frei 2011; Maurer et al. 2012.
72 Wadleigh et al. 1985; Mazor 2004.
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6. CONCLUSION

Strontium isotope analysis supplements the existing data from material culture studies concerning human
movement and patterned contact between Cypriot communities. For the three sites investigated, it is shown that
large scale mobility cannot be supported with current evidence. Although the sampled individuals account for a
very large percentage of the available human remains from Limassol district, they are still negligible comparing
to the total population of the three settlements. Nevertheless, the fact that none of the individuals represented
seems to originate from an area with different geological background, on current evidence, points to sporadic
interregional contact’”? and perhaps the existence of exogamic networks functioning only at a localized level.”
On the other hand, as was expected, small-scale intra-island mobility or movement within regions of similar
geological substrate cannot be excluded. Most importantly, the latter does not preclude a socio-economic
model based on seasonal movement of specific individuals or groups and the utilisation both of “permanent”
settlements and open-air encampments by the same population. This study also demonstrates that provenancing
individuals based on strontium isotopes alone can lead to erroneous conclusions, while selection of the right
proxies is decisive in order to successfully estimate the locally bioavailable strontium values. Ultimately, our
preliminary results show a promising beginning for the application of the method for the identification of
mobility patterns and a better understanding of existing lifeways in early prehistoric Cyprus. Nevertheless,
much more information is necessary, both in terms of methodological advances as well as corroborative
archaeological information, to more confidently identify locals and non-locals in archaeological assemblages.
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similarities on pottery and also architecture, tool/ornament production and other categories of the material culture.



=220 -

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Ammerman, A.J., P. Flourentzos, M. Kaczanowska, J.K.
Kozlowski, G. Tsartsidou, and S.W. Alexandrowicz.
2018. “Fifth Report: Investigations at Early Sites on
Cyprus” RDAC377-411.

Bataille, C.P, and G.J. Bowen. 2012. “Mapping ¥Sr/*Sr Var-
iations in Bedrock and Water for Large Scale Prove-
nance Studies” Chemical Geology 304:39-52.

Bataille, C.P, M.M.G. Chartrand, E Raposo, and G. St-Jean.
2020. “Assessing Geographic Controls of Hair Isotopic
Variability in Human Populations: A Case-Study in
Canada” PLOS ONE 15 (8):e0237105. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0237105

Bentley, R.A. 2006. “Strontium Isotopes from the Earth to
the Archaeological Skeleton: A Review.” Journal of
Archaeological Method and Theory 13:135-87.

. 2013. “Mobility and the Diversity of Early Neolithic
Lives: Isotopic Evidence from Skeletons” JAnthArch
32:303-12.

Bentley, R.A., T.D. Price, and E. Stephan. 2004. “Deter-
mining the ‘Local’ ¥Sr/*Sr Range for Archaeological
Skeletons: A Case Study from Neolithic Europe” JAS
31:365-75.

Bolger, D. 1988. Erimi - Pamboula: A Chalcolithic Settle-
ment in Cyprus. BAR-15443. Oxford: British Archae-
ological Reports.

Boness, D., J. Clarke, and Y. Goren. 2015. “Ceramic Neo-
lithic Pottery in Cyprus - Origin, Technology and
Possible Implications for Social Structure and Iden-
tity” Levant 47(3):233-54.

Bori¢, D., and T.D. Price. 2013. “Strontium Isotopes Doc-
ument Greater Human Mobility at the Start of the
Balkan Neolithic” Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences of the USA 110:3298-303.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1211474110

Budd, P, J. Montgomery, B. Barreiro, and R.G. Thomas.
2000. “Differential Diagenesis of Strontium in Ar-
chaeological Human Dental Tissues.” Applied Geo-
chemistry 15:687-94. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0883-
2927(99)00069-4

Burton, J.H., and L.E. Wright. 1995. “Nonlinearity in the Re-
lationship between Bone Sr/Ca and Diet: Paleodietary
Implications” American Journal of Physical Anthro-
pology 96:273-82.

Burton, J.H., and T.D. Price. 1999. “Evaluation of Bone
Strontium as a Measure of Seafood Consumption.”
International Journal of Osteoarchaeology 9:233-36.

Catling, H.-W. 1966. “Cyprus in the Neolithic and Chalco-
lithic Periods” In Cambridge Ancient History 1. Fas-
cicle IX(c). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Capo, R.C., B.W. Stewart, and O.A. Chadwick. 1998. “Stron-

tium Isotopes as Tracers of Ecosystem Processes:
Theory and Methods” Geoderma 82:197-225. https://

ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

doi.org/10.1016/S0016-7061(97)00102-X

Clarke, J. 2001. “Style and Society in Ceramic Neolithic Cy-
prus.” Levant 33:65-80.

. 2007. On the Margins of Southwest Asia: Cyprus
during the 6th to 4th Millennia BC. Oxford: Oxbow.

___ . 2010. “Contextualising Neolithic Cyprus: Prelimi-
nary Investigations into Connections Between Cy-
prus and the Near East in the Later Neolithic” In De-
velopment of Pre-State Communities in the Ancient
Near East: Studies in Honour of Edgar Peltenburg,
edited by D. Bolger and L.C. Maguire, 197-206. Ox-
ford: Oxbow.

Cohen, D.R,, N.E Rutherford, E. Morisseau, and A.M. Zis-
simos. 2011. Geochemical Atlas of Cyprus. Sydney:
UNSW Press.

Cohen, D.R,, N.F. Rutherford, E. Morisseau, I. Christoforou,
and A.M. Zissimos. 2012. “Anthropogenic Versus
Lithological Influences on Soil Geochemical Patterns
in Cyprus” Geochemistry: Exploration, Environ-
ment, Analysis 12:349-60. https://doi.org/10.1144/
geochem2011-111

Croft, P. 1988. “Animal Remains from Maa Palaeokastro.” In
Excavations at Maa-Palaeokastro 1979-1986, edited
by V. Karageorghis and M. Demas, 449-57. Nicosia:
Department of Antiquities, Cyprus.

. 1991. “Man and Beast in Chalcolithic Cyprus”
BASOR 282/283:63-79.

_.2010. “Herds Lost in Time: Animal Remains from
the 1969-1970 Excavation Seasons at the Ceramic
Neolithic Settlement of Philia-Drakos Site A, Cyprus.”
In Development of Pre-State Communities in the An-
cient Near East: Studies in Honour of Edgar Pelten-
burg, edited by D. Bolger and L.C. Maguire, 131-37.
Oxford: Oxbow.

Dikaios, P. 1936. “The Excavations at Erimi, 1933-1935.
Final Report” RDAC:1-81.

. 1961. Sotira. Philadelphia: University Museum, Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania.

. 1962. “The Stone Age” In Swedish Cyprus Expedi-
tion Vol. IV.1A, edited by P. Dikaios and J.R. Stewart,
1-204. Lund: Swedish Cyprus Expedition.

Efstratiou, N., C. McCartney, P. Karkanas, and D. Kyriakou.
2018. “The Late Epi-Palaeolithic Camp Site of Vret-
sia-Roudias in Upland Troodos: The Third Season of
Fieldwork (2011)” RDAC343-76.

Elias, M. 1980. “The Feasibility of Dental Strontium Anal-
ysis for Diet-Assessment of Human Populations”
American Journal of Physical Anthropology 53:1-4.
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.1330530102

Ericson, J.E. 1985. “Strontium Isotope Characterization in
the Study of Prehistoric Human Ecology” Journal of
Human Evolution 14:503-14. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0047-2484(85)80029-4

Evans, J.A., J. Montgomery, G. Wildman, and N. Boulton.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

2010. “Spatial Variations in Biosphere ¥Sr/*Sr in
Britain” Journal of the Geological Society 167:1-4.
https://doi.org/10.1144/0016-76492009-090

Ezzo, J.A., C.M. Johnson, and T.D. Price. 1997. “Analytical
Perspectives on Prehistoric Migration: A Case Study
from East-Central Arizona” JAS 24:447-66. https://
doi.org/10.1006/jasc.1996.0129

Flourentzos, P. 2008. The Neolithic Settlement of Paralimni.
Lefkosia: Department of Antiquities, Cyprus.

Frei, KM., and R. Frei. 2011. “The Geographic Distribu-
tion of Strontium Isotopes in Danish Surface Wa-
ters - A Base for Provenance Studies in Archaeology,
Hydrology and Agriculture” Applied Geochem-
Istry  26:326-40.  https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeo-
chem.2010.12.006

Frei, K.M., U. Mannering, K. Kristiansen, M.E. Allentoft,
A.S. Wilson, I Skals, S. Tridico, M.L. Nosch, E. Will-
erslev, L. Clarke, and R. Frei. 2015. “Tracing the Dy-
namic Life Story of a Bronze Age Female” Science Re-
ports 5:10431. http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep10431

Glimcher, M.]., L. Cohen-Solal, D. Kossiva and A. de Ric-
qles. 1990. “Biochemical analyses of fossil enamel
and dentin” Paleobiology 16:219-32. https://doi.
0rg/10.1017/S0094837300009891

Goude, G., J. Clarke, .M. Webb, D. Frankel, G. Georgiou,
E. Herrscher, and K.O. Lorentz. 2018. “Exploring the
Potential of Human Bone and Teeth Collagen from
Prehistoric Cyprus for Isotopic Analysis.” Journal of
Archaeological Science: Reports 22:115-22.

Graustein, W.C. 1989. “’Sr/*Sr Ratios Measure the Sources
and Flow of Strontium in Terrestrial Ecosystems.”
In Stable Isotopes in Ecological Research, edited by
P.W. Rundel, J.R. Ehleringer and K.A. Nagy, 491-512.
Ecological Studies (Analysis and Synthesis) 68. New
York: Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-
3498-2_28

Gustafsson, ML.E.R., and L.G. Franzén. 2000. “Inland
Transport of Marine Aerosols in Southern Sweden”
Atmospheric Environment 34:313-25. https://doi.
0rg/10.1016/S1352-2310(99)00198-3

Held, S.0. 1992. “Colonization and Extinction on Early
Prehistoric Cyprus.” In Acta Cypria: Acts of an Inter-
national Congress on Cypriote Archaeology. Part 2,
edited by P. Astrom, 104-63. SIMA-PB117. Jonsered:
Paul Astrom’s Forlag.

Hillson, S. 1996. Dental Anthropology. Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press. https://doi.org/10.1017/

CB0O9781139170697

Horn, P. 2005. “Isotopensignaturen Schwerer Elemente
in der Okologischen Forschung und Praxis” In Auf
Spurensuche in der Natur: Stabile Isotope in der
Okologischen Forschung, edited by K. Auerswald, W.
Haber and C. Diegele, 131-52. Rundgespriche der
Kommission fiir Ocologie, Vol. 30. Miinchen: Verlag
Dr. Friedrich Pfeil, Bayerische Akademie der Wissen-

<221 -

schaften.

Kloukinas, D., and I. Voskos. 2013. “Identity Mapping in
Prehistoric Cyprus: Cultural Divergence and Con-
solidation During the Neolithic Period” In SOMA
2012, Identity and Connectivity; Proceedings of the
16th Symposium on Mediterranean Archaeology;
Florence, Italy, 1-3 March 2012, Vol. 1, edited by L.
Bombardieri, A. D’Agostino, G. Guarducci, V. Orsi
and S. Valentini, 313-20. BAR-IS 2581 (I). Oxford:
Archaeopress.

Knapp, A.B. 2020. “Maritime Narratives of Prehistoric
Cyprus: Seafaring as Everyday Practice” Journal
of Maritime Archaeology 15:415-50. https://doi.
0rg/10.1007/s11457-020-09277-7

Knappett, C., L. Malafouris, and P. Tomkins. 2010. “Ce-
ramics (as Containers)” In The Oxford Handbook
of Material Culture Studies, edited by D. Hicks and
M.C. Beaudry, 588-613. New York: Oxford University
Press.

Koch, PL., N. Tuross, and M.L. Fogel. 1997. “The Effects of
Sample Treatment and Diagenesis on the Isotopic In-
tegrity of Carbonate in Biogenic Hydroxylapatite” JAS
24:417-29. https://doi.org/10.1006/jasc.1996.0126

Kootker, L.M., R.J. Van Lanen, H. Kars, and G.R. Davies.
2016. “Strontium Isoscapes in the Netherlands. Spa-
tial Variations in #Sr/*Sr as a Proxy for Palaeomo-
bility” Journal of Archaeological Science: Reports
6:1-13. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2016.01.015

Ladegaard-Pedersen, P., M. Achilleos, G. Dorflinger, R.
Frei, K. Kristiansen, and K.M. Frei. 2020. “A Stron-
tium Isotope Baseline of Cyprus. Assessing the Use
of Soil Leachates, Plants, Groundwater and Surface
Water as Proxies for the Local Range of Bioavailable
Strontium Isotope Composition.” Science of the Total
Environment 708:134714. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2019.134714

Lange-Badré, B., and F. Le Mort. 1998. “Isotopes Stables du
Carbone et de I'Azote et Eléments Traces Indicateurs
du Régime Alimentaire de la Population Néolithique
de Khirokitia (Chypre).” In L'Homme Préhistorique
et la Mer: Actes du 120e Congrés National des So-
ciétés Historiques et Scientifiques, Section de Pré-
et Protohistoire, Aix-en Provence (23-26 Octobre
1995), 415-26. Paris: Editions du Comité des Travaux
Historiques et Scientifiques.

Lee-Thorp, J.A., and N.J. van der Merwe. 1991. “Aspects of
the Chemistry of Modern and Fossil Biological Ap-
atites” JAS 18:343-54. https://doi.org/10.1016/0305-
4403(91)90070-6

Legrand-Pineau, A. 2009. “Bridging the Gap: Bone Tools as
Markers of Continuity Between Aceramic (Khirok-
itia Culture) and Ceramic Neolithic (Sotira Culture)
in Cyprus (7th-5th Millennia Cal. B.C.)” Paléorient
35(2):113-23.

Mantzourani, E. 2001. H Apyatodoyia tn¢ Ilpoiotopikijg



- 222 -

Kvmpov. Athens: Kardamitsa.

__ . 2009. H Avaoxagpij tov NeoliBikov Oukiouov
Kavrov-KovpoPovvov ornv Kompo. Mépog A’,
Stpwpatoypagia kar Apxitrektovikr. 2 Vols. Nicosia:
Department of Antiquities, Cyprus.

Mantzourani, E., and I. Voskos, eds. 2019a. H Avaokagrj
tov Neoltbikov Otkiopot Kavrov Kovgdfovvov
otny Kompo. Mépog B', Ta Kivnra Evprjpata. 2 Vols.
AURA Supplement 1. Athens: AURA and Kardamitsa.

__.2019b. “H Kepapuxn Texvoloyia kat Iapaywyn” In
Mavt{ovpdvn and Bookog 2019a, 17-147

Mantzourani, E., D. Catapoti, and I. Voskos. 2019. “H
Texvoloyia tov Aewaopévov AiBov: Epyadeia kot
aMa Texvepya” In Mavt{ovpavn and Bookdg 2019a,
149-280.

Maurer, A.-E, S.J.G. Galer, C. Knipper, L. Beierlein, E.V.
Nunn, D. Peters, T. Tiitken, K.W. Alt, and B.R.
Schone. 2012. “Biooavailable *Sr/*Sr in Different
Environmental Samples — Effects of Anthropogenic
Contamination and Implications for Isoscapes in Past
Migration Studies.” Science of the Total Environment
433:216-29.

Mazor, E. 2004. Chemical and Isotopic Groundwater Hy-
drology. Boca Raton, London, New York: CRC Press.

McCartney, C. 2002. “Women’s Knives” In Engendering
Aphrodite: Women and Society in Ancient Cyprus,
edited by D. Bolger and N. Serwint, 237-49. CAARI
Monograph 3. ASOR Archaeological Reports 7.
Boston, MA: American Schools of Oriental Research.

.2007. “Lithics” In On the Margins of Southwest Asia:
Cyprus during the 6th to 4th Millennia B.C., edited by
J. Clarke, 72-90. Oxford: Oxbow.

_.2010. “Outside the Corridor: The Neolithisation of
Cyprus” In The Development of Pre-state Commu-
nities in the Ancient Near East: Studies in Honour of
Edgar Peltenburg, edited by D. Bolger and L. Maguire,
185-96. BANEA Publication Series 2. Oxford: Oxbow.

McCartney, C., V. Kassianidou, and S. Manning. 2018. “The
2011 Excavations at Agia Varvara-Asprokremmos.”
RDAC:437-50.

Michel, V., P. lldefonse, and G. Morin. 1996. “Assessment
of Archaeological Bone and Dentine Preservation
from Lazaret Cave (Middle Pleistocene) in France”
Palaeogeography,  Palaeoclimatology, — Palaeoeco-
logy 126:109-19. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0031-
0182(96)00074-0

Miller, E.K,, ].D. Blum, and A.]. Friedland. 1993. “Determi-
nation of Soil Exchangeable-Cation Loss and Weath-
ering Rates using Sr Isotopes” Nature 362:438-41.
https://doi.org/10.1038/362438a0

Montgomery, J. 2010. “Passports from the Past: Investigating
Human Dispersals using Strontium Isotope Analysis
of Tooth Enamel” Annals of Human Biology 37:325-
46. https://doi.org/10.3109/03014461003649297

ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

Montgomery, J., P. Budd, and J. Evans. 2000. “Reconstructing
the Lifetime Movements of Ancient People: A Neo-
lithic Case Study from Southern England.” EJA 3:370-
85. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/146195710000300304

Montgomery, J., J.A. Evans, and R.E. Cooper 2007. “Re-
solving Archaeological Populations with Sr-Isotope
Mixing Models” Applied Geochemistry22:1502-514.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2007.02.009

Moutsiou, T. 2018. “The Obsidian Evidence for Trans-Mar-
itime Interactions in the Eastern Mediterranean;
The View from Aceramic Neolithic Cyprus” JMA
31.2:229-48. https://doi.org/10.1558/jma.38084

___.2019. “A Compositional Study (pXRF) of Early Hol-
ocene Obsidian Assemblages from Cyprus, Eastern
Mediterranean” Open Archaeology 5(1):155-66.
https://doi.org/10.1515/0opar-2019-0011

Moutsiou, T.,, and V. Kassianidou. 2019. “Geochemical
Characterisation of Carnelian Beads from Aceramic
Neolithic Cyprus Using Portable X-ray Fluorescence
Spectrometry (pXRF).” Journal of Archaeological Sci-
ence: Reports 25: 257-65. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jasrep.2019.04.013

Nafplioti, A. 2011. “Tracing Population Mobility in the
Aegean Using Isotope Geochemistry: A First Map
of Local Biologically Available 87Sr/86Sr Signa-
tures.” JAS 38(7):1560-570. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jas.2011.02.021

Nafplioti, A., J. Driessen, A. Schmitt, and I. Crevecoeur.
2021. “Mobile (after-)Lifeways: People at Pre- and
Protopalatial Sissi (Crete).” Journal of Archaeological
Science: Reports 35:102718. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

jasrep.2020.102718

Nielsen-Marsh, C.M., and R.E.M. Hedges. 2000. “Patterns
of Diagenesis in Bone II: Effects of Acetic Acid Treat-
ment and the Removal of Diagenetic CO32-" JAS
27:1151-159. https://doi.org/10.1006/jasc.1999.0538

Panagides, I., and E. Mantzourani. 2009. “H Tewloyia
g Ileproxng tov Kavtod” In H Avaokagiy tov
Neokibixov  Owiouov  Kavrov-Kovgdpovvov
oy Konpo. Mépos A, Zmpwuaroypapia kat
Apyitektovikij, edited by E. Mantzourani, 12. Nicosia:
Department of Antiquities, Cyprus.

Papagianni, D.2019. “H Texvoloyia tov Aafevpévov Aifov”
In H Avaokagrj tov NeohiBixov Oukiopot Kavrov
Kovgdpovvov ornv Kvmpo. Mépog B'. Ta Kwvntd
Evpruata, Topog 1, edited by E. Mavt{ovpdvn and
I. Bookog, 281-304. AURA Supplement 1. Athens:
AURA and Kardamitsa.

Parker, R.B. and H. Toots. 1980. “Trace Elements in Bones as
Paleobiological Indicators” In Fossils in the Making:
Vertebrate Taphonomy and Paleoecology, edited by
AK. Behrensmeyer and A.P. Hill, 197-207. London:
University of Chicago Press.

Peltenburg, E.J. 1982. Vrysi: a Subterranean Settlement in
Cyprus. Warminster: Aris and Phillips.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

. 1991. “Local Exchange in Prehistoric Cyprus: An Ini-
tial Assessment of Picrolite” BASOR 282/283:107-26.

Peltenburg, E.J., D. Bolger, S. Colledge, P. Croft, S.C. Fox, E.
Goring, A. Jackson, D.A. Lunt, C. McCartney, M.A.
Murray, J. Ridout-Sharpe, G. Thomas, and M.E. Watt.
2003. Lemba Archaeological Project, Cyprus Vol.
III.1. The Colonisation and Settlement of Cyprus.
Investigations at Kissonerga-Mylouthkia 1976-1996.
SIMA 70:4. Sivedalen: Paul Astroms Forlag.

Price, T.D., and H. Gestsdottir. 2006. “The First Settlers
of Iceland: An Isotopic Approach to Colonisa-
tion” Antiquity 80:130-44. https://doi.org/10.1017/
$0003598X00093315

Price, T.D., G. Grupe, and P. Schréter. 1994. “Reconstruc-
tion of Migration Patterns in the Bell Beaker Period
by Stable Strontium Isotope Analysis” Applied Ge-
ochemistry 9:413-17. https://doi.org/10.1016/0883-
2927(94)90063-9

Price, T.D., J.H. Burton, and R.A. Bentley. 2002. “The
Characterization of Biologically Available Stron-
tium Isotope Ratios for the Study of Prehistoric
Migration” Archaeometry 44:117-35. https://doi.
org/10.1111/1475-4754.00047

Raiber, M., J.A. Webb and D.A. Bennetts. 2009. “Stron-
tium Isotopes as Tracers to Delineate Aquifer Inter-
actions and the Influence of Rainfall in the Basalt
Plains of Southeastern Australia” Journal of Hy-
drology 367:188-99. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhy-
drol.2008.12.020

Rich, S., S.W. Manning, P. Degryse, E Vanhaecke, and K. Van
Lerberghe. 2012. “Strontium Isotopic and Tree-ring
Signatures of Cedrus brevifolia in Cyprus.” Journal of
Analytical Atomic Spectrometry 27:796-806. https://
doi.org/10.1039/c2jal0345a

Rink, W.J., and H.P. Schwarcz. 1995. “Tests for Diagenesis
in Tooth Enamel: ESR Dating Signals and Carbonate
Contents” JAS 22:251-55. https://doi.org/10.1006/
jasc.1995.0026

Rogers, G., and C.J. Hawkesworth. 1989. “A° Geochemical
Traverse Across the North Chilean Andes: Evidence
for Crust Generation from the Mantle Wedge.” Earth
and Planetary Science Letters 91:271-85. https://doi.
0rg/10.1016/0012-821X(89)90003-4

Ryan, S.E., C. Snoeck, Q.G. Crowley, and M.G. Babechuk.
2018. ““/Sr/*Sr and Trace Element Mapping of Geo-
sphere-Hydrosphere-Biosphere Interactions: A Case
Study in Ireland” Applied Geochemistry 92:209-24.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2018.01.007

Sciré-Calabrisotto, C. 2017. “Palaeodiet Reconstruction”
In Erimi Laonin tou Porakou. A Middle Bronze Age
community in Cyprus. Excavations 2008-2014, ed-
ited by L. Bombardieri, 301-4. SIMA 145. Uppsala:
Paul Astrom’s Forlag.

Sealy, J.C., N.J. van der Merwe, A. Sillen, EJ. Kruger, and
H.W. Krueger. 1991. “¥Sr/*Sr as a Dietary Indicator

- 223

in Modern and Archaeological Bone” JAS 18:399-
416. https://doi.org/10.1016/0305-4403(91)90074-Y

Simmons, A. 2012. “Ais Giorkis: An Unusual Early Neolithic
Settlement in Cyprus.” JFA 37:86-103. https://doi.org
/10.1179/00934690127.0000000009

Simmons, A., K.E. DiBenedetto, and L. Keach. 2018. “Kritou
Marottou-Ais Giorkis: Preliminary Results of Re-
newed Investigations (2013-2015).” RDAC: 413-36.

Stanley-Price, N.P. 1977a. “Colonisation and Continuity in
the Early Prehistory of Cyprus” WorldArch 9:27-41.

. 1977b. “Khirokitia and the Initial Settlement of Cy-
prus” RDAC:66-89.

Steel, L. 2004. Cyprus Before History: From the Earliest Set-
tlers to the End of the Bronze Age. London: Duck-
worth.

Szostek, K., K. Madrzyk, and B. Cienkosz-Stepanczak. 2015.
“Strontium Isotopes as an Indicator of Human Migra-
tion — Easy Questions, Difficult Answers” Anthropo-
logical Review 78:133-56. https://doi.org/10.1515/
anre-2015-0010

Trickett, M.A, P. Budd, J. Montgomery, and J. Evans. 2003.
“An Assessment of Solubility Profiling as a Decon-
tamination Procedure for the ¥Sr/*Sr Analysis of
Archaeological Human Skeletal Tissue” Applied
Geochemistry 18:653-58. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0883-2927(02)00181-6

Vernois, V., M. Ung Bao, and N. Deschamps. 1988. “Chem-
ical Analysis of Human Dental Enamel from Archae-
ological Sites” In Trace Elements in Environmental
History: Proceedings of the Symposium held from
June 24th to 26th, 1987 at Géttingen, edited by G.
Grupe and B. Herrmann, 83-90. Berlin: Springer.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-73297-3_7

Voskos, 1. 2018. “Rethinking the ‘Cypriot Paradox’ So-
cio-Economic Change in Late Neolithic and Chal-
colithic Cyprus” In Communities in Transition: The
Circum-Aegean Area During the 5th and 4th Mil-
lennia BC. Proceedings of International conference
(7th -10th June 2013), edited by S. Dietz, F. Mavridis,
7. Tankosi¢ and T. Takaoglu, 466—75. Monographs
of the Danish Institute at Athens, Vol 20. Oxford:
Oxbow.

__.2021. H Apyaio)doyia tn¢ Amobrxevong: Owovouia
kat Kowwvikiy AAdayij otnv Kiompo katd tnv
Kepapuxij Neoliikry kar XadkolBikny  Iepiodo.
AURA Supplement 6. Athens: AURA and Kardamitsa.

Voskos, I., and E. Vika. 2020. “Prehistoric Human Remains
Reviewed: Palaeopathology and Palacodiet in Ne-
olithic and Chalcolithic Cyprus, Limassol District.”
Journal of Archaeological Science: Reports29:102128.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2019.102128

Vytladil, Z., S. Drtikolova Kaupova, M. Jilkova, L. Polacek, L.
Ackerman, and P. Veleminsky. 2021. “Residential Mo-
bility in Great Moravia: Strontium Isotope Analysis of



- 224 - ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

a Population Sample from the Early Medieval Site of
Mikul¢ice-Valy (Ninth-Tenth Centuries).” Archaeo-
logical and Anthropological Sciences 13. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s12520-020-01247-3

Wadleigh, M.A., J. Veizer, and C. Brooks. 1985. “Stron-
tium and its Isotopes in Canadian Rivers: Fluxes and
Global Implications” Geochimica et Cosmochimica
Acta 49: 1727-736. https://doi.org/10.1016/0016-
7037(85)90143-7

Wang, Y., and T.E. Cerling. 1994. “A Model of Fossil Tooth
and Bone Diagenesis: Implications for Paleodiet
Reconstruction from Stable Isotopes” Palaeogeog-
raphy; Palaeoclimatology; Palacoecology 107:281-89.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-0182(94)90100-7

Wasse, A. 2007. “Climate, Economy and Change: Cyprus
and the Levant during the Late Pleistocene to mid
Holocene.” In On the Margins of Southwest Asia: Cy-
prus during the 6th to 4th Millennia B.C., edited by J.
Clarke, 43—-63. Oxford: Oxbow.

Webb, J., D. Frankel, P. Croft, and C. McCartney. 2009. “Ex-
cavations at Politiko Kokkinorotsos. A Chalcolithic
Hunting Station in Cyprus” PPS75:189-237.

Whelton, H.L., J. Lewis, P. Halstead, V. Isaakidou, S. Trian-
taphyllou, V. Tzevelekidi, K. Kotsakis, and R.P. Ever-
shed. 2018. “Strontium Isotope Evidence for Human
Mobility in the Neolithic of Northern Greece.” Journal
of Archaeological Science: Reports20:768—74. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2018.06.020

Wright, L.E. 2005. “Identifying Immigrants to Tikal, Guate-
mala: Defining Local Variability in Strontium Isotope
Ratios of Human Tooth Enamel” JAS 32: 555-66.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2004.11.011

Xenophontos, C. 1991. “Picrolite, its Nature, Provenance,

and Possible Distribution Patterns in the Chalcolithic
Period of Cyprus” BASOR 282/283:127-38.



[IRALveg yuvalkeieg TPOTOUEG ATtO T VEKPOTAPELQ TOV
otktopov tn¢g TpamneCag [ToAixvng otn Oeoocalovikn'

Eleva Kapimidov

Anpoxpiteto [Tavemiotipio ®pdkng

ABSTRACT

The female busts are a specific category of the ancient Greek art. Their first appearance is dated to the Archaic period
and last till the late Hellenistic period. There were found at sanctuaries, houses and cemeteries. The female busts
of Polichni are found in both cemeteries of the settlement and are dated to the 4th century B.C. Their iconography
is similar to the most popular types of female busts found in Macedonia at this period. They are mainly found in
female and children graves, though their number and position vary. Although most of the researchers believe that
these figures represent fertility and resurrection deities, the acknowledgment of their identity is difficult because of
their iconographical similarities. It is more likely that the female busts from Polichni represent a deity with chthonic
character, related to the dead.

EIXATQI'H

H tpamelo tng ITohixvng, evog apxaiov otkiopod 1o puxo tov Oeppaikod koAmov, Bpioketat otnv fopeloduTikn
neploxr tov IToheodopukov Zvykpotiparog tng @eocalovikng kat aviket ofpepa oto Afpo ITavhov MeAd.
H npwtn, dtvmmn, apyaloloyikny €pevva oTny meptoxn mpaypatonomdnke ota TéAn tov 190v awwva, em
TOVPKOKPATIAG, OTAV avoixTNKe ia Topr| oo Tov Makpidn Mnén (@eddwpog Makpidng) oTny yeltovikn Todpma
™G IToixvng pe okomo v avalitnon tov pakedovikol tépov mov Bewpnaoe Tt kpOPeL 0 Adpog. H emdpevn
apxaloAoyikn épevva mpaypatonotOnke to 1917 otn Béon «Zeitenlik» and tov Leon Rey, o onoiog ovppeteixe
0TO YAAAIKO EKOTPATEVTIKO OWHA TNG ZTpatidg TG Avatolrs (Armée d’ Orient).? Ot tdgot mov avéokaye o Rey
xpovoloyobvtat otov 50 kat 4o at. m.X., evw evromioOnkav kat kepapookeneig tagot Popdikng meptodov. Moo
awva, TepImov, apyotepa, To 1964 n Mapia Zryavidov kat to 1974 n Awatepivn PwpiomodAov, avéokayayv n
KaBe pio amo Evav kiPwtiooxnpo 1o Twv Yotepwv KAaoikwv xpovwv ot Zravpovnoin.’ H tehevtaia ¢don
G apXatohoyikng épevvag otny meploxn Eekivioe to 1991 ano v 16n Egopeia Ilpoiotopikwv kat Khaokwv
Apxatottwv kat ovvexiletar uéxpt onjpepa and v Egopeia Apxatotritwy IIoAng @eooalovikng.*

1 To épyo ovyyxpnuatodoteitat amd v EAAada kat tnv Evpwmnaikr Evwon (Evpwmaiko Kowvwviké Tapeio) péow tov Emxepnot-
ako ITpoypappatog «Avantuln AvBpwmivov Avvapuko, Exraidevon kat Atd Biov MdBnon», oto mhaioto tng IIpa&ng «Evioxvon
Tov avBpwmivov gpevvnTikod Suvapikoy péow TnG vAomoinong Sidaxtopikng épevvacy (MIS-5000432), mov vAomotei To TSpupa
Kpatikav Ynotpoguwv (IKY).

2 Rey 1927, 28-47" Aovtag kau Tipat{idng 2012, 340.

3 Kapapavoln-ZyaviSov 1965 PoptomovAov 1989, 200.

4 YrevBuvol yla Tig avaoka@eg aTnv meploxn nrav ot apxatoddyot Katepiva Tlavapapn, Anurteng Ipappévog, Aatéplog Atodtag,

AURA 4 (2021): 225-245 DOTI: http://dx.doi.org/10.26247/aura4.8:
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[Tépaamd tov owktopd g tpdmelag g ITohixvng, Wdiaitepo evdiapépov mapovatdfovv kat ot SO VEKPOTOAELG
TOV OLKIOHOD, AOYWw TNG €KTAOTG KAl TWV €VPNUATOY TOVG. Metad Twv Televtainy, cuykataléyovtat Kat
TNALVEG YUVALKELEG TIPOTOUESG, VAL KTEPLO(LOL TO OTIOIO CLVAVTOVE GLXVA OF VEKPOTAQPEia Kol AAAWY OLKIGHWY
Tov puxol Tov Oeppaikod KOATTOV, aAAAd Kat TG gvpbTepn G TEptoxng Tng Makedoviag.’

Zto keigevo mov akolovBei mpooeyyilovpe TG MHAVEG TPOTOPEG péoa aO TA ELKOVOYPAPIKA TOVG
XAPOKTNPLOTIKA, TOV XWPO €VPECNG KAl TN XPNHON TOVG, KAVOVTAG TAPAAANAQ [ePLKES TIPOKATAPKTIKEG
OKEWELG OXETIKA WE TNV eppnveia TOVG. BekvavTag Ue pio oOVTOUN TapovoiaoT Tov xwpov eDPEONG KAl TwV
APXALONOYIKWY VPNHATWY eTXELpeiTaL 1) €vTadl TOVG 0TO gVPTEPO TAAiOLO TV eBipwWV TAPNG TOV OLKIOHOD
g tpamnelag g IToAixvng alld kal TwV OKIGHMVY TOVL HLXOL TOL Oepaikod KOATOV Kat, YEVIKOTEPQ, TNG
Maxkedoviag.

O OIKIZMOZX

2tnv éxtaon Tov onpeptvod Afpov ITavdov Mehd €xovv evtomioDel mAovota apyatoloyud KatdAoLma, To omoia
exteivovtal xpovoroykd amd tn Méon NeohBuwry péxpt kat T Bulavtiviy emoxn.* Apxatdtepog OAwv eival
0 veohBikog oKIopdg TG Ztawpodmolng, o omoiog £xel epevvnOei SeEodikd pe owoTikég avaokagés.” Ztny
[Mpwipn Emoxr tov Xakkov dpvetat ota BA tov veoABikod okiopov pia véa eyKataoTaot, 0TV TOUUTA THG
IoAiyvng ) tovuna «Agumér». Ot avaokaQég oL TPAYHATOTOWONKAV 0TIV TEPLPEPELA TG TOVUTIAG EPEPAY
010 Qwg Ktiopata g Yotepng Emoxng tov Xahkov kat g Ilpwipng Emoxng tov Zidrpov, kabwg kot pia
aypotkia twv Yotepwv Popaikwv xpovwv.t Ztnv Ipawn Emoyxn tov Zidrpov dnpiovpyndnke évag akoun véog
OLKIOROG, OTNY KOPU@T| £VOG TPATECLOOYNUOV AOQOV VOTIA TNG TOVUTIAG, O OIKIOWOG TNG Tpdmelas tn¢ [lodiyvng
(Ewk. 1). Avtr) eivat kat 1) TEAELTAiR YVWOTH £YKATAGTACT THG EVPVTEPNG TEPLOXTG HEXPL KaL TN Snutovpyia Tng
®eooalovikng amod Tov Kaooavdpo (315 m.X.), omdte kat eykatadeigpBnke n 6€on, av kat 6xt ohokAnpwtikd.’ O
OWKIOoPOG TG Tpdmelag tng TToAixvng amotéheoe éva amod ta 26 «moAiopatay, Ta onoia cuvévwoe 0 Makedovag
Baotliag yia v Snpovpyia TG véag TOANG.

And v avaoka@ikr épevva oty Tpamefa g ITolixvng mpoékvyav TEVTE OIKOOOWIKEG QATELS (e
APYLTEKTOVIKA KATAAOLTTA amtd TIG apXEG TOv Jov péxpl TIG apxéG Tov 4ov al m.X.1° Avtifeta, o 1106-100g
at. T.X. QVTITPOCWTEVOVTAL HOVO A0 TNV KEPALKT),' 1] oToia, @aivetal Twg akohovBel Tnv iSia eEENEN pe
avtiotolxeg Béoelg Tng evpvTepng Teploxng.? Zvykekpuéva, and tov 1lo-100 al mX. éxovpe OoTpaKa

Zravpog Kwtoog kat Ttdvvng KapAapumag.

5 To 2017, oo mAaioto tng StatpiPric pov pe titho «IIAwveg yvvaukeieg TpoTopés Twv vekpotageiwy tng tpdamnelog g IToliyvng.
Melétn kat £vtagn Tov VAtkov oTny evpdTepn Teploxn TG Makedoviag kat @pakng», pov mapaywpnOnke n adeta pedétng ko on-
Hooievong Twv MAIVWV YOVAIKEIWY TIPOTOUMV TWV VEKPOTAPELWY TOV OLKIOHOD, [ BACIKO OKOTIO TNV CLYKPLTIKA TPOCEYYION TWV
evpnudtwv g IMolixvng pe yvwotd mapdAinAa and v evputepn meplox) TG Makedoviag kat @pakng. EmmAéov, 01oX0G TG
HEAETNG pov lvat i Stepevvnon TG TAVTIONG TWV TPOTOUMY [E GUYKEKPLUEVEG HOPPEG (1) Un), 1) XPOVOAOYNOT| TOVG Kat 1) e§éTaon
TOV POAOV TOVG OTIG AATPEVTIKEG KAl TAPIKEG TIPAKTIKEG TWV KATOIKWV TOL TTOAioHATOG. Oa ifeda va eVXAPLOTHOW TOV APXALOAGYO
K. Aotéplo Aovta, Ilpoiotapevo tov Tunpatog Ipoiotopkdv kat Khaowwv Apyatotitwy kat Movaeiwy g E@opeiag Apxatotn-
Twv IT6ANG Oeooadovikng (mpwnv 16n EITKA), yia TV mapax®pnor Tov VAKOD Twv TpoTopdV and Ta vekpotageia Tng tpdmelag
g ITohixvng.

6 Atovtag kat [ktovpa 1997, 317-18.

7 Tpappévog kot Kwtoog 2002.

8 Kwtoog k.. 2011, 255.

9 Awovtag kat [ktovpa 1997, 317-26.

10 Awovtag kau Tktovpa 1997, 320" TlavaPépn kau Atovtag 1993, 265.

11 Xe Babog mepimov 4,50 . evromioOnkay 60TpaKa AKOOUNTNG, XELPOTOINTNG KEPALIKNG TTOV XPOVOAOYOUVTAL TOVAAXIGTOV OTOV
100 at. 7.X.

12 Lioutas 2018, 215.
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Euw. 1. Ot apxatoloyikég B€oelg kat Ta vekpoTtageia..

AKOOUNTWY XELPOTIONTWV ayYeiwY, evw Tov 90 at. eppavifovtal Tomkd xelpomointa kat tpoxnAata ayyeia. Tov
80 at. evromiovtat Ta mpwTa mapadeiypata TpPoXHAATOY AyYEiWY e YEWUETPIKT SLAKOOUNOT HE OUOKEVTPOUG
KUKAOUG Kot NtKUKALG, P Ta TpwTa tapadelypata aonuilovoag Kepapkng He ypartr YewUeTpIkn Stakoounon,™
Kot lwvilovoeg KOAIKEG, eite VTOTIEG eite eloNypéVeG, 1) Tapovsia TwV oToiwv QTAvEL puéxpt Tov 60 at. T.X.
Ztnv mepiodo avty XpovohoyovvTat Kat eneicakTa ayyeio evPoikwv epyacTnpiwy, Yeyovog mov SnAwvetl tnv
vnapén avtadlaktikod eunopiov 1) Ty petakivion kat eykatdotaot otny meploxr Evpoéwv. Tov 70 at. m.X.
KUPLAPXODV Tal VTOTILA ayYela [e YEWHETPIKT] SLlakdOopunon,”” evw Tov 60 at. Ta aTTiKA Kat koptvOiakd ayyeia kat
OL VTOTILEG WU OELG TOVG. ' To 0VUVOETO TTOAMTIONIKO TPOPIA TOV OIKIOUOV VTTOSNAWVETAL ATTO TNV VTIAPEN KAPLKI|G
EMLYpaPn§ 0T Baon attikov peAapfapovs okveov (Y’ tétapto 50v at. m.X.) aAAd Kat amo €va amooTACHATIKA
ow{Opevo aryumTiako eldwlio.”

13 TCavaPdpn kat Atovtag 1993, 2717 Tiéprog 2012, 178.

14 Gimatzidis 2010, 101-5, 226-52" ITavt} 2008, 86-8" Tipatlidng 1997, 59-66" TiPéplog 1990, 322. O TiPéplog (1991, 241)
avagépel wg TOAVO KEVTPO Tapaywyng TG aonuifovoag kepapkng v meploxn Tng Ayxidlov, Aappavovtag voyn Tig tdiaitepa
Heydleg TooOTNTEG TTOL BPEDNKAY amd AVTN GTNV TTEPLOXH.

15 Kegahidov 2009, 46-7" Tavtr 2008, 185-88" Tiéptog 2012, 180.

16 TCavaBdapn 2013, 208. Tnv mapovoia eMelCAKTNG KEPAUIKNG YEWUETPIKDY XpOVWY, Kupiwg amd v Evfola, avagépel kat o
Tieéprog (1990, 322) oty Awhr Tpamela Tng Ayyxtdhov. BA. emiong Tiféplog k.d. 1994, 227" Tifépiog k.c. 1995, 296" Zapimavidn
2013, 217.

17 Ztig emywoetg tov 7o at. .X. oty tpdmefa tng ITohixvng Sev evromiletal emeioaktn kepapukn (TlavaBdpn 2013, 210).

18 O TiPépiog (2012, 174) avagéper tnv mbavr) vapln kepapikod epyaotnpiov o€ pia meptoxr Tov Oeppaikod KOATOL, 610V S00-
Aevav kepapeic mov eixav pabnrevoet 0tov attiko Kepapetko kat 6LyKekpIEVA 0TO epyacTiiplo Tov Avdob.

19 Tlavafdpn 2013, 207.
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TA NEKPOTAOEIA

v evpitepn meproxn TG Tpdmelag g Holixvng mpaypatomomiOnkav and v 16n EITKA moAlég owoTikég
AVAOKAPEG, OL OTIOlEG £@epay 0TO PwG GVO ONUAVTIKA VekpoTageia mov oxetilovtat pe Tov oktopo. To éva
Bpioketat 200 w. Sutikd TG Tpamelag, oty meptoxr) Opdvota ZTavpovmoAng, Kat eKTEiVETal EVTOG TwV opiwy
Kat 0Ta VOTIa Tov VeoAlBikov olKIopov, kat To aAlo Ppioketat ota Popeloavatolikd, otnv meploxr) AvBoknmot
¢ IoAixvng, mavw oe xapnAo MAATOpA Kat 0€ AUECT) OMTIKN EMAPH ME TOV OWKIOHO. Zvpfatikd éxovv
ovopaoOei AvTikd kat Avatohkd vekpoTageio avtioTolya. 210 AvTiko vekpotageio amokaAveOnkav Tagég
Tov XpovoAoyovvtat and tnv Emoxn tov Zidrpov péxpt kat tovg Popdikods xpovovs, evw 1o Avatolikod
VEKPOTAQEiO OL TAYEG XpovoloyovvTtatl and tnv Apxaikr péxpt Tnv EXAnviotikr nepiodo.?

To Avtikd vekpotageio

To Avtikd vekpotageio, OV elval Kal TO apxaldTePo,” elval yvwoTd amod Tig apxég Tov 200v aL., 6tav o Rey
avéokaye Tapovg Twv Khaokwy, Yotepwv Khaokwv kat Popdikdv xpovwv.2? Te HeTayevEGTEPEG EPEVVEG, TO
1964 kat 1974, amokahbgOnkav Tvxaia, otnv 086 AaykAn? kat Qpatokdotpov* avtiotoiya, dAlot §vo Tagol
Twv Yotepwv KAaodv xpovwy, evtog twv opiwv tov veoliBikod otkiopov.” TIpdkettat, Aowmov, yua évav
ovvBeta Sopnpévo Xwpo mov mapovotdlel mokidia oe Tagikd Oua kaw Tagéc. H xprion tov wg vekpotageio
avanToxOnke oTadlaKd amd TEPLOCOTEPOVG TTVPHVEG KAl OLYd OLyd emeKTAONKE, XPT|OLLOTIOLDOVTAG, KATA KALpOVG
Kal 0g SLaPOPETIKEG XPOVIKEG TIEPLOSOVG, EMUEPOVG TTEPLOXEG TNG (010G EKTAOTG. AKOLLN, OF APKETEG TIEPLTTWOELG,
0 XWpog eykataleipOnke kat emavaypnoipomnotidnke oe petayevéotepo Xpovo. To peyaldtepo pépog Tov
vekpotageiov £xet epevvnOei. Exouv avaokagei 1215 tagég, ot meptocdtepeg xpovohoynuéveg atny Emoxn tov
Z1dnpov. AvAapead TOVG Kat 0Ta VOTLa auTwv €xovy Bpedei Sidomaptol mepimov 350 TdpoL oL XPOVOAOyoLVTAL
and v Yotepn Apxaikn péxpt tn Popoaikn mepiodo. Ot mpwindtepes Tapec, xpovoloynuéves otov 11o at
n.X., Oa pEMeL va avTLOTOLXOUV GTOV OLKIONO THG TOVUTIAG.

Zoxvn mpakTikh Tagng oty Emoxn tov Zidrpov eivau ot eyxvtplopol,” n taen, dnAadn, o teppodoxa
ayyeia, kupiwg appopeig kat omoBoTUNTEG TPOYOLE.® H Mpaktikny avtr cuvnBiletat kat og AGAAOVG YELTOVIKOVG
OLKLOUOVG, OTwg otnv Tovpma® kat T O¢pun,* alAd kot ot XaAkidikn.*! Tia tnv Tomobétnorn tovg avorydtav
évag amlog KukAkog Aakkog, eite, omoaviotepa, pia Ofkn and téooepig Aibiveg mAdkeg, kdBeta TomodeTnuéveg
wote va oxnuatitovv kipatio. Kamowa amd avtd ta te@podoxa ayyeia kaAdToviav pe £va XeLpomointo
ayyelo tomofetnpévo avamoda, To omoio opLopEves popég evtomiodnke in situ, evid cLXVOTEPA TAV TIEGUEVO
0TOVG WHOVG TOV TEPPOdOXOL. Ze AANEG TEPIMTWOELG Yl TNV KAAVYN TwV Teppodoxwv xpnolpomotidnkay
0TpoyyvAég METpeg. Ta KTepiopata OV TPOEKLYAV ATd TOVG EYXVTPLOUOVG ival Kupiwg otdepévia eyyelpidia,
XAAktva 1) o1depévia SaxTVAISLaL, TTOPTIES, CYNKWTHPEG, TEPOVEG, PpaXtolia, ThHALVEG XAvOpeg, ukpdTepa ayyeia,

20 Lioutas 2018, 217.

21 Atwovtag x.a. 2003, 299.

22 Rey 1927, 28-47.

23 Kapapavoln-Xyavidov 1965.

24 Pwpomodlov 1973-1974.

25 PwpomovAov 1989, 200-18.

26 Awovtag kat Tktovpa 1997, 322-24, yia Ti¢ Ipddpopieg epyacieg 0To vekpoTtageio.

[y

27 Lidell & Scott, A. éy-yvipifw: pixvew madid oe TAvo ayyeio.
28 Atovtag 2013, 213.

29 Zovépeg 1997, 337.

30 ZkapAatidov 2009, 329" 1995.

31 Bokxotomovlov 1987, 284.

—_
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Onwg Xvtpoetdn kat kavBapooxnua ayyeia 1 povota komeAla eyxwplag mpoéhevong. Emniong, ovyvr eivat n
TaPoVGia PLAGOXNUWY ayyeiwy, e TOlKA i 0TO GYUA TOV CWUATOG TOVG Kat 0Ty Tonofdétnon twv AaBwv

TOVG.

v (St tepiodo, TEPa Ao TOVG EYXVTPLOHOVS KAVGEWY, AKOAOVBODVTAV KAl 1} TIPAKTIKT] TOV EVTAPLAGHOD
oe haxkoeldeig tapovg. TIpokertat yo anAodg eMUNKELG AAKKOUG OKAUEVOVG GTO QUKo £8agog. Ot vekpol
nrav tonofetnpévol oe T Béon, Xwpig cLyKekpLHEVO TTpooavatollopd. Ta KTepiopata TV TAPWV AVTWV
nepthapPavooy odepévia eyxetpidia, miAva 6@ovEDAL, YAAKIVA KOGUAHATA, YOAALVEG, XAAKIVEG KAl OOTELVEG
X&vdpeg, mAtveg @LAAeG, HOVOTA KOTIEAA Kal ULkpEg oTLoDOTUNTEG TTPOXOVS.

2TOVG LOTOPIKOVG XpOVovg o Aakkoeldng eival, avap@iopntnta, o Snpo@réoTtepog TOTOG TAPOV, OTWG
ovpPaivet A wOTE Kat o AANEG VEKPOTIOAELG OLKIOUDY TOV HLXOV TOL Ogpuaikov kOATOL, 6TwS NG Todumag,
™G O¢pung kat TG LovpwTng,™ aAAd kat NG evpbTepng meptoxnig g Makedoviag.? Xta vekpotageia Tng
tpameCag tng [ToAixvng eivatl OTAVIEG OL TTEPIMTWOELS IOV OL AAKKOL PEPOLVY ETEVEVOT| GTA TOLXWUATE TOVG, EV®
KATIOLEG POPEG, OTAV 1) T yivetal o€ vekpikr| kAivn,* evtomiCovtat ot aBivoelg yia ta mddia tng kKAivig oTig
TEOOEPLG YWVieG TOV Adkkov. Q0TO00, KATA TOVG YoTEpOoapaikoDg XpOVOuG aiveTal Twg 1) TPOTIUN 0T GTOVG
amAovg Aakkoeldeig Tapovg @Bivel, pe amotéAeopa dAAoL TVTOL, OTWG Ot KIPWTIOCXNUOL TAPOL, VAL ATAVTODY
ovxvotepa.*

Ot Td@ot TV EToPIKOV XpOVwV TOv AUTiKoD VeKpoTageiov XpovoloyovvTal amd Tny Yotepoapxaikr| —
IMpwwn Khaowr péxpt v Yotepn Pwpaikr mepiodo.® Ot evtagiacpol agopodv e evnhikovg kat madid. H
Ttumohoyia tovg mepthapPdvet amhovg Aaxkoeldeig pe oxtoToABikn KEAVYT, KIBWTIOGXNHOVG, KEPAPOTKETEIS,
OaPKOPAYOVG, KAVOELG, EYXVTPLOUOVG Kal Tagég og TiBovs.”” Zmdvia eival n mepinTwon Kavong Tov VeKpo
IOV TOTOBETOVVTAV OE VEKPIKT KAV, KATOlEG POPEG Kat péoa oTov Tao.*® Ooov agopd Ta KTepiopata, oe
avtd meptAapPavovTat vToma kat elonypéva ayyela amd v Attikr kat v KopivBo,* xdAkiva, aonuévia kat
otdepévia koopnpata, apvPfarioetdn Ankvbia, okv@idia, TAveg kat 00TEWVESG XAVTPES, THALVA eld WAL, XAAKLVaL
vopiopata kat 50 mAwveg yuvaikeieg mpotopés. Ot Tehevtaieg mpoépxovtat ano 23 tagés kat Ba egetacBovv
AVAAVTIKA TTAPOKATW.

Akiler edw va avagépovpe Kat To povadikod mapddetypa tagng aldyov péoa oe éva opboywvio okappa. O
OKEAETOG TOV aTOKAAVPONKE OE APKETA KA KATAOTAOT), [€ TA HIPOCTIVA Kot Ta Tiow oSt Tov Avylopéva
KOVTA 0T0 OWHa. Ae guvodevOVTAY MO KAVEVA AVTIKEIHEVO TNG LMMOOKEVTG 0VTE antd kdmolo aAAo evpnpa,®

UE AMOTEAEOHA VAL UMV UTOPOVHE Va [AT)ooVE pe PefatdTnTa yia T XpOVOA6YNoT| Tov.

To Avatolikd vekpotageio

To Avatolikd vekpotageio eivat pikpdtepo oe péyeBog amd 1o AVTIKO Kat eKTEIVETAL O XAUNAO TAATWAL.
[TepthapPdver 300 Tagég mov xpovoloyobvtal and tnv Apxaikn péxpt v EANAnviotikn mepiodo kat éxet
epevvn el oxedov oe O Tov TNV ékTaon.! Ot TAPIKEG TPAKTIKEG IOV akolovBolbvTal ed@ e Stapépovy amod
avTég Tov AvTikov vekpoTageiov. OL TeplocdTepes Tagég yivovtal oe AakkoelSelg TAPOVG, TOL £X0VV KATIOLEG
Qopeg Aibva Toxwpata kat pépovv oxLoToAOKT kKaAvyn, evaw Se Aeimovy kat ot KIPwTooynuot Tépot kabwg

32 Tlavtn 2012, 466.

33 Av8povikog 1988, 2" Xpvooatopov kat Xpvoootopov 2000, 480" Bokotomovlov kat Mooxovnouwtn 1990, 414.

34 Lioutas 2018, 220.

35 Awovtag 1998.

36 Lioutas 2018, 220-21.

37 Awobtag k.a. 2003, 300" ITavtn 2012, 468, onp. 15, yla tagég ot mibovg.

38 Ilavtr 2012, 472.

39 Awobtag k.d. 2003, 300.

40 Kwtoog k.d. 2011, 259, eik. 5. Tia tagég aloywv PA. kat Tpavtalidov 2010, 55-124° Kapapntpov-Mevteoidn 2013.
41 Awobtag k.a. 2003, 299 Atovtag kat [ktovpa 1997, 322-23.
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Kat ot sapko@ayot. Emiong, evromioOnkav kat tpeig tagég oe teppodoxa ayyeio. XapaktnploTikd otolxeio 6to
AVATOANIKO VEKPOTAQELO Eival 1] TTPAKTIKI] TOV EVTAPLACUOD € TO KEPAAL TOV VEKPOD TPOCAVATOMOUEVO OTA
avatoAtkd, ave§apTtitwg gUAov.” Téhog, avaokapnkav kot Taudikég Tageés, ovviBwg oe amhos hakkoeldeic
TAPovg.

ApKeTEG TAQEG NTAV OKTEPLOTEG, EVW OTIG KTEPLOHEVEG TAPEG TA AVTIKEIEVA TTOV OLVOSEVAY TO VEKPO
de @aivetal va diépepav amd avtd Tov AVTIKOD VEKPOTAPEiOV. ATIO TIG ONHAVTIKEG TAPEG TOL AVATOAIKOD
VEKPOTAPEIOV aVAPEPOVE, AOYW TOV TAOVTOV KAl TNG TOLOTNTAG TWV KTEPLOUATWY, aAAd Kat TG dtoTnTag
TOV VEKPOV, TNV TAQT] EVOG TTOAEWULOTI 0€ HOVOABIKT] 0apKOPAY0. ZTO E0WTEPIKO TNG eVTOTioONKay ToANG Kat
mAovola kTepiopata mov meptehapBavay éva dopv, dvo oidepévia eyxetpidia, Svo poupoetdr) xpvod eMOTOMIA
e QuTIKA potiPa, éva peapPagés komelho kat Evav epuBpopopPo okvPo pe tapdotacn Nikng mov Tpooeépet
0TeQAVL 0 Veapo avdpa.®

TevikdTepa, OL TAPEG TOV AVATOAKOD VEKPOTAPEIOL NTAV KTEPLOUEVEG UE KEPAUKA OKEDT KL, OTIAVIOTEPA,
HETAAAIKA avTiKeipeva. ZNUELWVETAL T] GUYVT TTapovoia HeAapPagdy oKDY, KpOV ANKLBiwy, XaAKIVWV Kat
OLOEPEVIWV AVTIKELHEVWV KAL O€ [LKPOTEPO TTOGOGTO, ACT|HEVIWY Kat Xpvowv. Emiong, petadd Twv kteplopdtwy
ovykatahéyovtatl 59 mAveg yvvatkeieg TPOTOUEG, Ol omoieg mpoépxovTal amd 23 Tagég, emavalapBavovtag
v idta Tdon mov mapatnpndnke 0to AvTiKO vekpoTaPeio.

OI ITHAINEXZ TYNAIKEIEX ITPOTOMEXZ AIIO TA NEKPOTA®EIA THX
[TOAIXNHZX

Katd tnv avackagr tov Avtikod kat Avatohtkod vekpotageiov tng IToAiyvng Stamiotwdnke, 6mwg cvpPaivet
Kol o€ AAAEG VEKPOTIOAELG TOV HLXOD TOV Oepuaikold KOATOV,* 1) TIPAKTIKY TNG KTEPLONG e TINALVEG YUVALKELEG
TIPOTOEG. XTOVG TAPOVG TIOL avaockdenkav ota dVo vekpotageia gvromiodnkav cuvolikd 109 mpotopés,
Kamoteg o Opavoparta. QoTd00, Heydho pépog Tov VAoV datnprOnke oe TOAD Kakr) KATAOTAOT, YEYOVOG IOV
BonBdet oty AemTopepn) eE£TAO TWV EKOVOYPAPIKDOV KAl SIAKOOUNTIKWY TOVG OTOLKELWV.

Kataokevn-TvmoAoyia

Ot tAwveg yovaikeieg mpoTtopég Twv vekpotageiwv tng tpamnefag tne ITohixvng, oxedov OAeg kataokevaouéveg
HE TN XPNON HNTPOG, AMOTEAOVV XapaKTNploTika mapadeiypota mpotopwv Twv Yotepwv Klaowav kat
Mpwpwv ENAnviotikov xpovov (Ewk. 2, 3, 4). Avtiotolya mapadeiypota mpotopwv éxovv evromodel kot o€
VEKPOTA@Eia OIKIOHWDV TNG TEpLPEpeLag TNG Oeooalovikng aAAd kal TnG evpvTePNG TepLoXng TG Makedoviag
Kat NG Opdkng, kal katadetkvdovv Tny Omapdn piag kowng mapddoong avagopikd He Ta TUTTOAOYIKA Kal
ELKOVOYPAPLKA XAPAKTNPLOTIKA TWV HLOPPWV.*

‘Ooov agopd Tov THTO TOVG eival, axedOV 0TO GVUVOAO TOVG, TTPOTOHEG-UTODOTA XWPiG Stapop@wuévn TV
niow 6yn,* Snhadn popeég mov ewkovilovtal PETWTKE uéxpL epimov To VYOG NG péong. Ilpodketrtat yla Tov
o Stadedopévo TOTO THALVWY TIPOTOUWY, T TPWLHOTEPA TTAPASELYHATA TOV OTOIOV XPOVOAOYOLVTAL OTIG

42 Lioutas 2018, 222.

43 Lioutas 2018, 223.

44 Mooyovnoutov 1988, 288 Toakdhov-TlavaBdpn 1989, 310" Towpmidov-Avhwvitn 1992, 373" 2009, 441 MioanAidov-Aeomo-
Tidov 1995, 315" TlavaBdpn 1996, 467 Zovépeg kat MatBaiov 1998, 233" Zovépeg kat Xapéla 1999, 1257 AMapavi k.&. 1999,
159" TCavapapn kat ®ikng 2003, 162" Zovépep 2004, 330" 2009, 352, 356 Totumidov-Aviwvitn k.a. 2005, 202" ITannd k.d. 2007,
278" ANapavi-Xovpry 2008, 359" ZkapAatidov 2009, 337.

45 Adhpmakn-Axkopdtn ko Akapdtng 2014, 235-46.

46 Merker 2000, 73.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA 231 -

5. 6. 7.

Ex. 2. Avtiko vekpotageio. IIAvn yvvaikeia mpotopn O 137, tagog 409 (EPATIONB, adnuooicvto). Ex. 3. Avtikéd vekpotageio. IINAvn yvvaikeia mpotopn
©X 1235, tagog 231 (EPATIO®, adnpooievto). Ek. 4. Avtiko vekpotageio. IInAvn yovaukeia mpotopr O 1181, tdgog 7 (EPAIIO®, adnuoscievto). Ex. 5.
AvTiko vekpotageio. IIAvn yvvaikeia mpotopry O 1269, tdgog 10 (EPATIOB, adnpooievto). Ek. 6. Avtiko vekpotageio. IInAivn yvvaikeia mpotopr péoa
oe avaylgo mhaioto OF 1238, tdgog 231 (EPATIOO, adnuoacievto). Ex. 7. Avtikéd vekpotageio. ITAvn yuvaikeia mpotour péoa oe avdylgo mhaiclo OX
1258, tagog 135 (EPATION, adnpooievto).

apyég tov 50v at X, evw ovveyiCetat uéxpt v Oyun EAAnviotikn emoxn.” EmmAéov, and to obvolo tng
IToAixvng 8e Aeimovv kat ot oAOyAveg mpotopég-pnovota (Ewk. 5), wotdoo evromiovtat onavidotepa. Télog,
anod To AVTIKO VEKPOTAPELO TOV OLKIOHOV TpogkuYav Kat Svo mapadeiypata evog omdviov TOHTIOV TPOTOWNS,
ota omoia 1 Lop@n poPdAlet péoa and tetpanhevpo mhaioto (Ew. 6, 7). Evag mapodpotog tHmog ivat yvwotog
and v IIENa,*® pe ) Stagopd 6Tt 0TI mpoTopég TG IToAixvng To Tetpdmievpo mAaioto eival avaylvea
StapopPwiLévo.

To Vyog twv mpotopwy Totkilet and 10 éwg 22 ekatootd mepimov. Ot TePLOCOTEPEG TTPOTOUEG-UTOVOTA
XwpIG Stapopwiévn Tiow OYn Tapovotdovy OUOLOHOPPIa OTA EMUEPOVG ELKOVOYPAPIKE XOAPAKTNPLOTIKA
TouG. Ot pop@ég etkovilovtal HETWTIKA, TO KEPAAL TOVG KAIVEL EAAPPWS TIPOG TA KATW KoL T XEPLAL TOVG, TG

47 XpvoavOaxn-Nagle 2009, 57" Axethapda 2000, 142° Chryssanthaki-Nagle 2006, 14.
48 Ahpmdkn-Akapdtn kat Akopdtng 2014, 239, Ouada A9, ap. 139, ek. 175, 678.
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TEPLOGOTEPEG POPEG, Elval ADYLOUEVA GTO VYOG TWV AYKOVWY Kal akouumovy oto 6tnfoc,” evw 8¢ Aeimovv
Kat T apadeiypata Omov T xépla Twv Lopeav TEQToLY TapdAAnia pe To ocpa tovg. dopovy, cuvibws,
xrtova (Xepdwto, mov dAlote Snpovpyel amomTVYpa kot dAAAoTe OXL, N axelpidwTo), Kal AT, To oTmoio
eviote KaAOTITEL OAOKANPOVG TOVG Ppaxioves, aPvOVTAG AKAAVTITOVG HOVO TOUG KAPTIOUG TWV XEPLOV KAl
dAMote ot Ppayioveg pévovv opatol. To pdtio, ovvnBwg, TVAIyETAL OPLYTA YUPW ATTO TO WA TOVG, APTVOVTAG
KATIOLEG POPEG OPATO TO TAVW UEPOG TOV XITWVA 1) UTOPEL va TEPTEL Tiow amd To KeQAAL TNG HOPPNG, OTNV
TAQTN TNG, Kat va akoAovBei To mepiypappa Twv Ppaxtdveov TnG. ZTo KeQAAL QopoDV, TIG TEPLOTOTEPEG POPES,
oTeQAveG, oL omoieg £xouv S1d@opeg HoPPEG (TOAOG-0TEPAVN,™ TaUVIWTH, SLoKOUOPPN K.A., YNAR 1} XapunAn)
Kot eviote oToAilovTat pe ypamtd 1 TAACTIKO SLAKOGO. ATIO TN GTEPAEVI IOV PEPOLY OTO KEQAAL UTTOPEL Va
e§aptdrat To IHATLo 1) To emiPAnpa TOL OAOKANPWVEL TO £VEVEAE TOVG. Tat HaAAid TwV HopwY StapoppwvovTal,
ovvBwg, yopw amod To Tpocwnd Tovg. Xwpilovtat otn péon kot TEPBAANOVY TO TEPIYPAA TOV HETWTTOV
o¢ 0elpég oplOVTIWY POCTPOXWY, APIVOVTAG AKAALTITA To AUTIA 1) UTOPEL Kat Vo KATAAYOUV ETAV® GTOVG
OUOVG TNG HopPniG, ExovTag SagopeTikn Stapdpewor. Zvvbwe, popodv koounpata (BpaxioAia, meptdépata
Kat okovhapikia), To onoia anodidovral eite TAAOTIKA, pe TN Xpromn eniBetov nhov, eite ypantd. Ot pop@ég
KPATOVV GTa XEPLaL SLAPOPA AVTIKEIUEVA —TIPOCPOPEG— OTIWG &vOT, KAPTIOVG, TTOLALA, aKOpa Kal Hkpd ayyeia
(praeg).

MoAig dvo mapadeiypata oAoGyAvgwv TpoTop@y evromnilovtat ata §00 vekpotageia Tov owkiopov. O THTog
auTtdg epgavietat ota TéAn Tov 4ov/apxés 3ov at X, eivat Wiaitepa Stadedopévog katd Tovg ENAvioTikovg
XPOVoug kat cuvexiCetar péxpt kat to 20 at m.X.* Exovtag Stapop@wuévn Ty miow oyn toug, ot OAOYAUPEG
TpoTopéG pmopovoav va tomobetnBodv oe opilovTieg empdvetee.? Zig mpotopé TG IIoAixvng ot Hop@eg
elkovilovtat HETWTIKE, HEXPL TO VYOG TNG HEOT|G TIEPITIOV, Kat Ta XEPLA TOVG TEQTOVV TTAPAAANAL [e TOV KOPUO.
H pia yovakeia mpotoprn ewoviletat yopvn. To ke@dAt Tng mAatoiwvetat and ta padAid, Ta omoia, Xwplopéva
oTI HéOT), SLAPOPPWVOVTAL TIAVW ATd TO HETWTIO pe TTAPAAANAOVG 0pL{OVTIONS KVUHATIOTOVG POCTPOXOVG, e
xprion Padiag xapagng. Pépovratl mpog Ta TAdyLa kat paledovtal 0TnY KOpLEN TG KeEQAANG, SNovpyDdVTAG
pia Tprywvikn amoAngn (mbavov Aapmadiov). Eto pétwmo Stakpivetal avaylu@n tatvia, Tov TEPVA UTpooTd
and Ta avtid. H devtepn yvvatkeio mpotoun avtov tov tTomov and tnv Iohixvn (Ewk. 5) @opd Aento xitwva
oL SnuLovpyel TpLywvikd dvotypa 1o Aawpod. To mpocwmo NG mAatotdvetal amd Ta paAAld, Tov, XwpLopéva
o1t péon, Statdooovtal o€ §00 opades Pootpixwy Kat palevovtal YnAd TV KOpLET| TOL KeQAALOD o€ KOTGO
mov éxet oxnNpa etarovdag. Kepalddeopiog, mov otepewvetat umpootd pe éva (mbavov) oTpoyyvAd kOopnua,
ovykpatei Ta paAld mepetpikd Tov kegahod. Enerta méprovv pe pakplodg mAoKApous, aykaldlovag,
HEXPL TO EMTAVW PEPOG, TOVG WHOVG.

Ta Vo mapadeiypata mpoTop®v mov TpoBalovy Héoa amod TeTpATAevpo, avaylvpa Stapopewuévo, Thaiolo
elvar povadikd yia tnv TToAixvn. Kat ota 8vo, n kevtpikr yovaikeia pop@n, mpofdiet péoa amd vadoxnun
Kataokevn, n omoia Stapopewvetal and 0o kioveg OV CLYKpaToLY astwpatikn enioteyn (Ew. 6, 7). 210 éva
napdderypa (E. 7), n kevtpikr| pop@n mAatotdvetat anod Svo LKpOTePES, OpOLes, avOpLKEG LOPPEG TTOV YEPVOLV
TAVW TNG, AKOVUTWVTAG T HIKPA TOUG KeQAALo 0TO KEQAAL TNG KAl «TTATWVTAG» TAVW OTOVG WHoLS TnG. H
XAPAKTNPLOTIKT TTPOPOAT TOV KOPHOV TWV Yuvatkeiwy LopewV kabwg Kat To peyaldTtepo péyedog Tovg oe oxéon
LE ToL TIEPLPEPELAKA ELKOVOYPAPLKA OTOLxEl (aVOPLKEG HOPPEG, KiOVES, EMIOTEYT), £XOVUV OV ATTOTENECHA TN
Snpovpyia Stagdpwy emmédwv kat tnv entitevén Pabovg otn ovvBeon. H tavtion twv eovi{opevwy Lopewvy
e Beovg eivat mo BéPan, edaitiag Tov cLUVOAOL TNG TAPAGTAONG HE TO VAOoXNHO @OvTo. IStaitepa yia TO

49 XpvoavOaxn-Nagle 2009, 58.

50 Adhipmaxn-Axapdrn 2016, 820, yia Tov 0po mohog-otepavn’ Merker 2000, 74, 111, C251-C255, mv. 21° Chryssanthaki-Nagle
2006, 25" O¢peAng kat Tovpdooylov 1997, 113 (n mpotopn @épet TOAO Kat kKaAdTTpa), 120 (1) mpoTopn gépet KAADTITPA Kat OTEPA-
vn). BokotomovAov 1990, 44, 68.

51 Tavapapn 2014, 336" Koptn-Kovtn 1994, 134, ap. 153 (téhog 20v at. m.X.). Tiat TG OAOYAVPEG TIPOTOUEG-pUTOVDOTA ATtd TN
Morgantina . Bell 1981, 48-51.

52 Muller 1996, 497, ap. 117.
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Eix. 8. AvatoAiko vekpotageio. ITphvn yovaikeia mpotour; MO 33680, tagog 3 (AMO, adnuooievto)..

ToPASELY|LaL, GTO OTIOLO 1) KEVTPLKI| YOVAUKELQ HOPp@PT) TAALCLWVETAL ATtO VO HKPOTEPEG, AVIPIKEG, HTOPODLE e
BeBatotnTa va modpe OTt mpokettan ya Ty Agpoditn mov mhatowwvetat and dvo Epwtideic, éva potifo mov
elvat yvwoto atny OlvvBo, dn, anod tov mpwipo 50 at. .X.%

Zxed0v g OAEG TIG TIPOTOES TwV vekpoTaeiwy tng IToAixvng StatnpnOnkav ixvn tov Aevkol enypiopHaTOC,
e TOo omoio KaADTTOVTAV OAN 1) em@avela TovG. QoT600, de Agimovv Ta mapadeiypata 6OV TO EMiXpLopa
SatnpnOnke oe maya otpawon. Iavw oe avtd tomobetnOnkav Ta xppata mov xpnotponomdnkay yua tov
XPWUATIKO SIAKOOUO TWV pOUXWV KAl TWV HOAADY TV LOPP@DV, AN KAl YL VO TOVIOTOUY OL AEMTOEPELEG KAl
Ta Xapaktnplotikd Toug (Ew. 8). Tig meploocotepeg gopeg, Xpnotponow|fnke To KOKKIVO Kal TO KITPLVO Xpwua
Yl TO XPWHATIOUO TOV XITWVA KAt TOV WWATIOL Kol TO KITpvo Xpwua yia Ta pahAtd. Qotdco, de Aeimovv ta
mapadeiypata 6mov ta paAMd TG Hop@n§ elvat kokkva 1} Kaotavd. Emiong, kitptvo kat, omaviotepa, KOKKIVO
XPWHO XPT|OLUHOTIOWONKE YLa To KOOUIUATA, EVW e KOKKLVO Xpipa xpwpatilovtav ta xelhn twv popewv. Tia
va dnhwOei n yvvaukeia emdeppida xpnotpomotidnke poSalo xpwpia, Tov TIG TEPLOGOTEPEG POPEG SlakpiveTal
0TO TIPOCWTIO TWV TIPOTOHWYV.

Svpgpalopeva

Ounpotopég g ITohixvng evronicOnkav oe kKIPwTLOOXNHOVG Kat AakKoeLdeiG TAPOUG Kat Twv VO vekpoTaeiwy
Tov otKlopov. O aplBpdg Twv TPoTopHOY oV Ppednkav 0TI Tagég mowkiel avd mepintwon, kabwg propel va
Kupaivetat and pio éwg kat Sodeka TpoTopés LEoa oToV 810 Td@o. XapakTnploTiko, EMioNG, Eival TO YEYOVOG OTL
0€ TEEPUTTWOELG TIOV £XOVIE TIEPLOTOTEPEG ATIO (Uial TIPOTOEG, AVTEG UTTOPEL VOl SLAPEPOLY WG TIPOG TAL ETUUEPOVG
XAPAKTNPLOTIKA TOVG AANG Kal G TTpog To HEYeBOG Tovg, KaTL TTov €xet tapatnpn el kat e AANeG vekpoTOAELg
™G Makedoviag.™ QoT1o00, de Agimovv kat Ta mapadeiylata KTEPLonG ToL 810V TAPOL He TPOTOUEG OHOLOV
TUTIOV, KATIOLEG POPEG UANLOTA KATAOKEVACHEVEG Kat amo TNV iSta uitpa.

IMowthia mapatnpeital kat 0to onueio €HPecNG TOVG OTO E0WTEPIKO TwV AdkKwv. Kdamoleg mpotopég
evtomioOnkav emdvw 0To OKeAETO 1) Ot ema@n pe avtov (T.X. aptotepd kat Se§ld Tov Kpaviov, eMAvw GTOVG
OUOVG Kal Toug Ppaxioves, emdvw otn Aekdvn 1§ oTa unptaia 00Td), evad dAleg Bpébnrav meouéveg pakptd
amnod 1o vekpo. IIBavOV KATOLEG VoL FTAY AVOPTIHEVEG OTA TOLXWHATA TWV TAPWY, OTwg éxet ipoTabei €€ attiag

53 Robinson 1933, muv. 30, ap. 248 (o' wod 4ov at. w.X.)" 1952, ap. 20, mv. 14 (mpwipog 506 at. m.X.), ap. 21, mv. 15 (mpwipog 506
at. .X.).
54 Mioan)iSov-Aeomotidov 1990, 128-29.
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TWV OTWV AVAPTNONG OV €X0VV ONEG, €iTe 0TO dvw TUMHA TOL ke@allov eite oe mpooeto mMHAvo pélog
TPOCAPTNHEVO THOW A6 TO KEPAAL, Kat apydTepa va EMECAV 0TO e0WTEPLKO TOV.* Thv voBeon avtr evioxbel
KA 1] avevpeot) GLOEPEVIWY KAPPLDV OTO ECWTEPIKWY OPLOUEVWY AAKKWY.

Ot Tagég oTIG omoieg evtomioOnkav mpoTouég Hrav yvvaikeieg kat moudikég™ (Ew. 9, 10). H mpaktikn g
TomoBETNONG THAVWY YUVAUKEIWY TIPOTOUWY O TETOLOL €id0ovg Tagég eivat yvwaotr ot Makedovia, kat 0mwg
Ba Sovpe mapakdtw, MBavov oxetiletal Le TNy gpunveia Twv popewv avtwyv. Ocov agopd Tig ToUSIKEG TAPES,
av Kal TIG TEPLOTOTEPEG POPEG LTTODETOVHE OTL TTPOKELTAL Yl UIKPA KOPITOLa 1} KopiTola oTny Tpoe@nPikn
neptodo NG {wng Tovg,” mov Sev eiyav akOun SNULOVPYNOEL OIKOYEVELDL®™ 1) AVAYVWPLOT) TOL GUANOL gival
Sraitepa SOOKOAN.®

9. 10.

Ew. 9. Avtikod vekpotageio. Tapog 56, Tagn evylikov (avaokagikn gwtoypagia). Eu. 10. Avtiko vekpotageio. Tagog 60, maidikr tagn (avackagikn
pwtoypagia)..

55 Bokotomovlov 1990, 35-49, yia TV avdpTnon TwV TAV@Y YOVAIKEIWY TIPOTOHMV 0TA TOLKDUATA TWV TAPWY.

56 Zkaphatidov 1996. 2001-2004p" 2006. 2009, 340, ewk. 20" Towmidov-AvAwvity k.d. 2005, 202" Tlavapapn kaw Pilng 2002.
2003, 158, eik. 6~ Oépehng kat Tovpdtooylov 1997, 120, E26, E27 muv. 13° TlavaPdpn 1996, 467-68° 2001-2004a’ 2001-2004p°
Townidov-Aviwvitn 1999 .

57 Evdewtikd, Tlavafdapn kat @ikng 2002° ZxapAatidov 2001-2004a.

58 Xpvoootopov kat Xpvoootopov 2010, 170-71.

59 Evdewktikd, MicanAidov-Aeomotidov 1995, 315" 1999, 772" ZkapAatidov kat Iyvatiadov 1996, 484" Aalapidov kaw Mooyovn-
owwtov 1998 Aalapidn 1990 Towmnidov-Aviwvitn 1999.
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Xpovohoynon

Z1ig MAVEG Yuvaukeieg TpoTopég Twv vekpotageiwy g tpamelag g ITolixvng avayvwpiletal n mhetovotnta
TOV YVWOTWV TOTWV Tov 4ov at. T.X., e eMUEPOVS SlaQopomolnoelg oe devTePEVOVTA ELKOVOYPAPLKA KAl
StaxoopnTikd ototxeia. QQoTO00, Oe Aeimovv kat ol TpwTOHTVTIEG OCLVOETELS, OTIWG Ta Svo TMapadeiypata Twv
TPOTOUWY 1OV TpoPdarlovy péoa amd TeTpdmievpo mAaioto avaylvea Stakoopnuévo. Eldkotepa, ot
XPOVOAOYNOT TwV TEpLocdTEpwV TpoTopwy NG IIoAixvng oto B’ wood tov 4ov at m.X. cvvnyopei Kat N
XPOVOAOYNOT TWV VITOAOLTIWY KTEPIOUATOV TWV TAPWV Kat Kupiwg TNG Kepapkng. Qotdoo, eivat mbavov, pe
Bdon Ta cup@palopeva, KATOLEG TAPES VoL XPOVOAOYODVTAL HEPIKEG SEKAETIEG VWPITEPQ, TIAVTA OHWE [LEOA GTOV
40 at. .X., mBavov, 6to a’ oo Tov.

[TPOBAHMATIEZMOI KAI EPMHNEIEZ TON I'YNAIKEIQON I[TPOTOMQON

H xprion twv mpoTtopdv wg KTepiopata 6Tovg TAPovg eival Kovly Tagikn mpakTikly ot Makedovia amd ta
péoa Tov 60V AL kal EXpL Tov 20 at. T.X.® ATotedovv uépog evog evpTEPOV GLVOAOL KTEPLOUATWV YV ValKeiwv
Kat TUSIKOV Tagdv OAwv Twv TOHTwY. Q6TO00, OTWG TPOKVTITEL AMO TNV AVAOKAPIKT] EPEVVA, OL TPOTOUES
anoTeAovV gbpnUa OXL HOVO TWV VEKPOTAPEiwY, AN Kot SUOCLWY KAl OIKIAKWY LEP@DY, KABWDG KAt OIKIOTIKOY
OVVOAWV.S!

H epunveia twv mpotopwv eivar éva {Ntnua to omoio €xel amaoxoAnoet onpavtika tnyv épevva. H
AVAYVWOPLOT] CUYKEKPLHEVWY HopPdV €Xel amodeyDei dlaitepa SUOKOAN, e TNV TALLOVOTNTA TWV EPELYNTWY
va vrootnpiCet v ameovion Beikav popewv, 0w TG A@poditng, g Anuntpag, g Hepoepdvng, g
Hpag, ¢ KuPeAng,®? eva {ikpdTepn amrxnon €xeL, mPog TO Tapoy, 1 aroyn OTL oL TTPOTOHES ametkovifovv
OVNTEQ HOP@PEC, OTIWG TL.Y. TNV avaBETpla oTa tepd 1) TV iSta TN VeKpr| 0TOVG TAPOVG. ZOHPWVa e TNV TehevTaia
dmoyn, ot TpoTopég oTig owkieg Ba pmopovoav va amekovifouv TV KupiapXr yuvalkeia Hop@r TOL EKATTOTE
VOLKOKVPLOV 1] Vot £X0UV pOAO SLAKOGUNTIKO.

Epunveieg mpotopwv pe fAon TwV EVIOMIOUO TOVG OTA LEPA

Ot mpoToytég amotehoby €va amd Ta mo ovxvé avadipata ota tepd yvvatkeiwv Beotitwv.®? QoT600, Anavtody
Kat og lepd Omov 1 kupta Aatpevopevn Bedtnta eivan avdpkny, 6TWG To tepd Tov Adppwva otny ITEANa,* Tov
At oty Apginoln,® tov AoAMwva ot Zwvn,® o vadg tov Atovocov ot Mapdvela® k.a.

60 XapakTnploTIKY eival 1) amovoio TwV TPOTOHWY 0TOVG HAKESOVIKOVG TAPOVG, TOLAAXLOTOV Og auTovg o Ppédnkav acvAntot
(Chryssanthaki-Nagle 2006, 18).

61 XpvoavOaxn-Nagle 2009, 61" Chryssanthaki-Nagle 2006, 12.

62 Robinson 1931, 1" 1952, 72" Adg@a-Nikovéavov 1973,112-16" Croissant 1983, 2-5" Zagetpomovlov 1985, 66-71" Uhlenbrock
1988, 139" Axethapa 2000, 142-43" Mallios 2004, 249" Chryssanthaki-Nagle 2006, 26" T{avaBapn 2014, 341-44" Athumdkn-Axa-
pdtn kot Akapdrng 2014, 246.

63 Evdeiktikd, Iepod Auntpag oto Aiov (TTavteppaliig 1997) " Iepo tng Mntépag twv Bewv KvBéing otig Aryég (Apodyov 1990)
Iepo g Mntépag Twv Bewv kat TG A@poditng otny ITENa (Athipmaxn-Axapdarn 2000) " Iepd e Mntépag Twv Bedv otn Agvko-
netpa (Zregavn 2013).

64 XpvoooTtopov 1996-1997 Akumdxn-Akapdrn 1996, 99. 2003, 53, ik. 80.

65 Aalapidng 1994, 52.

66 Tlapdaiidov 2015, 749-62.

67 Avayvwotonovlov-Xat{nmolvxpovn 2012, 124-26.
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Tnv kvpiapxn amoyn Ot Mpotopég amotelovy TNV amekovion xBoviwv Beotrtwy mov oxetilovrar pe
TNV YOVIHOTNTA KAl TNV AVAYEVVINOT Kal TTPOOTATEVOLY TOVG VekpoLg otov Kdtw Koopo, evioxbovv t600 Tat
ELKOVOYPAPLKA XAPAKTNPLOTIKA TOVG (OTAOT) GWHATOG, EVODHATA, TTOAOL, GTEPAVEG), OGO KAl O CUVTNPNTIOUOG
7oV TG xapaktnpilel. MAAota, oe autd Paciletar, Tig TEPIOTOTEPEG POPEG KA 1) TADTLOT| TOVG e GUYKEKPLUEVES
yovipkég OeoTnTEG.

Apyikd OewpriOnke 0TL 1 popeny mov amodidetal dev NTav &AAN and Ty Afuntpa N v Iepoedvn Ty
OTYH TNG avodov.®® To KAAVPUEVO KEQAAL TWV HOPPWV KAl I CLVTNPNTIK-AVATNPY TOVG OTAON, 00Nynoe
OTIV TAVTLON Ke i UnTpLKr poper), n onoia OBa pmopovoe va eival n Bed Afjuntpa. And v &AAn, To yeyovog
OTL oL TIpOTOES ametkovifovtal amd T péon kat évw, Ba propovoe va vtodnwvel Ty &vodo tng Kopng amo
Tov Adn), e TO KATW (oG TOL CWUATOG TNG aKOpa LEoa 0T yN. QoTo00, avtr 1 amoyn Sev pmopel va yivel
apiaota anodektn, kabbg otV ayyeoypagia vdpxovv kat dAeg yuvaikeieg Beég mov ewkovifovtal povo e
TO AV HOO PEPOG TOV CWHATOG TOVG Tdvw amd To €dagog, onwg 1 Taia, m.x. otov uwobo g yévvnong tov
EpixBoviov® kat n) Bed Appoditn.”

Eniong, otnv mopeia tng épevvag aAld kat pe Baon ta avacka@kd dedopéva, damotwdnke ot mrAveg
yuvaikeieg TpoTopég amotélecav avadnpata oe tepd kat AAAwY yovakeiwv Beottov, 0nws g Appoditng, Tng
Aptédog, ™g ABnvae, tng KuPélng, xwpig pdAtota va mapovatdfovy kapia Stapopd aTa eLkOVOYpaPIKA TOUG
Xapaxtnptotikd. Amd v &I, oto Oeopogdpto ¢ IIENAaG ot poTopég amovatalovy, v TOANG eldwAta
Tov BpéBnkav ekei Sev pmopodv va oxeTioBovv e andAvtn PefatdtnTa pe Ty KVpLa TiHeVH BedTnTal”!

Emunpoofétwg, otav pia mpotour evromiletal oe 1epd Sev eival anapaitnto va ametkovifel Ty ekdotoTe
Tipwpevn Beotnta, kabwg eivar mBavo va omekovifetar kdmowaw A OV CLANATPELOTAV GTO LEPO.
Amnodederypévn, e&dAov, eivau j cLAAaTpeia TG ANUNTPAG 0TO LEPo TG 0To Alov” kaw otny ITENA.”

H npoonaBeia tng tavtiong twv mpotopwv eivat apketda dUokoAn Swadikacio kat og Kapia mepImTWON
dev vmapyovv emapkn atolyela yla TV gpunveia TG popens ws Anuntpa 1) Iepoepovn. Avtiotpoga, olTe 1
AVEVPEDT) TTPOTOUWDV OE £VALLEPO GUVETIAYETAL TNV TAVTLOT TOV TEUEVOUG WG LEPOD XWPOL AATPELNG CUYKEKPLUEVWY
Beotrtwv. ITapdAAnha, dev Ba mpémet va anokAeicovpe T MOAVOTNTA 1] OHOLOHOPPIR TWV ELKOVOYPAPIKWY
XAPAKTNPLOTIKAOV TWV TIPOTOUWY Va Tav NOeANUéEVH, WOTE va opody va avTamokpivovtal wg avadnuata oe
peyaAvtepo aptBpd yvvaikeiov Beotitwv.

Bon0ntikd ototxeio otnyv mpoonddela avayvwplong TOUG amoTEAODY OL «TPOTPOPEG», TA AVTIKEIUEVA TIOV
KPATOVV OLTIPOTOWES GTA XéPLA TOVG (AvON), kapTol, {ba, ayyeio K.A.), 0Ta omoia avayvwpilovTal XapakTnpLoTKa
obpBora Beotrtwy. I mapdderypa, pio mpotopn pe avlog, mepiotépt 1 akdBaotpo eivar mbavotepo va
TavTloTel pe TV A@poditn, evd, OTav N poper| kpatd podt, pe v Hpa, uiho pe t Afjuntpa K.T.A.

Avtifetol oty emikparovoa droyn yia tn Oeikn vrooTaon Twv TPoTopwy, 1N and T Sekaetia Tov 1930,
ot Christian Blinkenberg kot Karl Kinch” vrnootipiav nwg ot mpotopés anotedodv cuvTuroelg oONOKANpwy
eldwAiwy kat Ti TavTioay pe Ovntég popeé avabetdv kot Aatpevtwv. H dmoyn avti 1pBe Eavd ato mpookrivio
Ta Tedevtaia xpovia pe Tig SnHootevoels yla o Oeopuo@dplo” kat To Aptepioto tng ®dacov,” kabwg Kat yla to
tepo NG ApTépdog oto Avppdyto.” Kat ota tpia tepd TO HEYAAVTEPO [EPOG TWV TNALVWYV YUVALKEIWY TIPOTOHWDY

68 Heuzey 1883, 229" Pottier 1890, 61-2.

69 LIMCIV: 171-77, A. «Gé». Chryssanthaki-Nagle 2006, 26.
70 Bérard 1974, 153,160.

71 Ahpmaxn-Axapdrn 1993, 814-15.

72 Thvyiatoylov 1992, 227.

73 Ahipmaxn-Axapdarn 1993, 814.

74 Chryssanthaki-Nagle 2006, 28-9.

75 Blinkenberg kat Kinch 1931, 36, 588-90.

76 Muller 1996, 497" Huysecom-Haxhi xat Muller 2007, 242-3" Maffre 2010, 537-8.
77 Aubry k.d. 2014, 671, 682.

78 Muller kou Tartari 2006, 65-92" Muller k.a. 2009.
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TaTIOTNKE e TIG LOPPEG TwV avabeTplay Kat Ot TG BedTnTag mov AaTpedovTay 0To LEpd. ZTIG MEPIMTWOELG
AVTEG, T AVTIKEL{LEVA TIOV KPATOVV OL TTPOTOWEG OTA XEPLA TOVG Bal UITopovoay va HETAPPAGTOVY WG TTPOGPOPEG
1 «aydApato» oV TPosEépovTaL and Ty avabétpia otn Oed.

Epunveia mpotopwv pe BAon Tov eVIOTMIONO TOVG 0€ TAPEG

‘Ooov a@opd TIG TNAVEG YUVAUKEIEG TIPOTOUES TIOL EVTOTI{OVTAL 0TOVG TAPOVG, PAIVETAL TIWG, KON Kt
¢ ktepiopata, Slatnpovyv Tov avabnuatikd Tovg Xapaktipa kat Ba umopovoayv, e GXETIK ao@Alela, va
TavToTody pe xBOvieg OedTNTES, oL omoieg TpoaTdtevay Tov vekpd. To Tt Sev evromifovtat avefapétwg oe OAa
Ta Ta@Lkd 6OVOAa, OTWG A.x. Ta Kepapukd ayyeia, odnyel 6To cupmépaciia 6Tt eV ATOTEAOVGAY AVATIOGTIAOTO
oToLelo TNG KTEPLONG, alAd emimpdoBeto kat mpoatpeTiko.” EmmpocBétwg, ) mapovoio Twv onwv avaptnong
Seiyvel OTL oL HopPEG kaTaokevalovtay wote va avaptnBody oe kamoto Toixo, §¢vtpo 1 Ao@o.* H iSia mpaktikr
AVAPTNONG TWV TPOTOHWV PaiveTal Twg akolovdndnke kat yla Tig mpotopég mov Ppédnkav oe TaAPovg, OTwg
vodnAwvovy ta otdepévia kap@Ld mov éxovv Ppebei meouéva puéoa o€ TAPOLG, ATTO TaA OTIOIA KPEUOVTAY Ta
KTepOopaTa,™ Kal OTWG LAPTLPA 1] YPATITH TAPAOTACT) KPEUATUEVNG TIPOTOWNG 0TOV Td@o II TNng Aivelag.®

Qg éva emyeipnua vEép ™G TAOTIONG TWV TPOTOUWDY pe XOOVLIEG yuvatkeieg BedTnTeg, eldikd yla Ty Lo
ekétaon meproyn, pwmopel va avagepBel n Aatpeia g x00viag Agpoditng otn Makedovia. ITpokettar yia
pia BedTnTa TOL CLVSVALEL Ta XapaKTNPLOTIKA TG A@poditng Kat TG Ilepoedvng, pe TIG VITOOTACEL TWV
Svo avtwv Beotrtwy va cvvdéovtat petad tovg.™ Me T Bed Appoditn £xovv TavTIOTEL THAVEG YUVAIKELEG
TIPOTOEG TIOV Ppédnkav oe Tapovg otny Aivela, Tn Antr kat Tnv AkavBo,’ kat To TpdowTo TG avayvwpiletal
OTIG TINALVEG YUVALKEIEG TIPOTOEG TOV AVATOMKOD vekpotageiov NG [IEANag kat Tov AvTikod vekpotageiov
Tov ApyovTiko0.® Ta mpoowvipia g Bedg mov oxetiCovtan pe t x0ovia vdotacth g eivou emrvuPidia,
emrovuPia, TopuPfwpvyos, uelaivig, evw xet tavtioBei pe v Haowpdra g Anuntpadac® kat n Aatpeio g
HapTLPELITAL KAl aTTO TOVG apXaiovg ovyypa@eig.”

Av kat 1 evpuTepa anodekTr) dnoyn avayvwpilel 0TI popPég avtég yuvaikeies, kal eldikdtepa x0Ovieg
BeotnTeg mov poatatevovy TN vekpr) otov Kdtw Kdopo, wotdoo, 8e Aeimovv kat ot andyelg mov avayvwpitovy
OTIG TPOTOES TWV TAPWV AANOTE TNV (Sta TN Vekpr* Kat AAAOTE HOPPES ATIO TO OLKOYEVELAKO TNG TTEPLPAAAOV.Y
H mapovoia Twv TPOTOH®V GTOVG TAPOVG Twv dwpwv Kopttowv Ba pmopovoe va amotedel évdelln tng
KOLVWVIKNG KATAGTAOTG TNG VEKPTG, ONHaTodoTwvTag 6Tt épuye and ) {wr) oe veapr| nAwkia, mpwv poldpet va
{oet To ydpo kot tn pntpotnra. Eivat mbavov, ooy, va anetkovifovv t vekpr) oe pia @aon g {wng g mov
Sev mpolaPe va {foet kat va onpatodotody T HeTAPacn and Tov KOGHO TNG VEAPNG KOTIEAAG OTOV KOGHO TNG
yuvaikag, pia petdpaon mov Sev mpohafe va yivel.

E€etalopeva kdtw amod éva SLa@opeTIKO TPIOHA, Ta EIKOVOYPAPIKA OTOLXER TWV TIPOTOUWY, OTIWG 1) OTAOT
TOL OWHATOG, Ta EVOVUATA TOVG KAl Ol TPOOPOPEG TIOL KpaTovy, Ba pmopodoav va evioxvoovv tn Bewpia
avtr]. Ogov agopd Ta evOVHATA, €ival YEYOVOG OTL Ta TIEPLOGOTEPA ATO AVTE GUUPAAOVY 0TV TAVTION TWY

79 Robinson 1952, 43" Chryssanthaki-Nagle 2006, 18. H Toakd ov-TlavaBapn (2002, 52) avagépet 6Tt 010 vekpotageio tng Bé-
poLag oL KTepLopéveg pe TAva eldwALa TAPEG eival TOAD Aiyeg oe oxéon e TOV aplOid TwV AVECKAUUEVWOV TAPWY.

80 Croissant 1983, 1.

81 @¢pehng kat Tovpdtooyhov 1997, 168-69° TlavaBdpn 1996, 467-68.

82 Boxotomovlov 1990, 40.

83 Athipmaxn-Axapdrn 1994, 2517 2011, 163-64.

84 Bokotomovlov 1990, 40 (Appoditn AvOeia)” @épeAng kat Tovpatocoyhov 1997, 145" Kaktodg 1998, 69-70, ap. 15, mpoTtopn
1113, mwv. 70y, 269.

85 Atkhpmakn-Akapdrn kot Akapdtng 2014, 223-25, 245-46" Xpvoootopov kat Xpvoootopov 2010, 170, onu. 11.

86 Stamatopoulou 2014.

87 Koptn-Kovtn 1994, 75" Ahuman-Axapdrn 1994, 251-52° 2017, 36.

88 Mooxovnowwtov 1989, 352" Towpmidov-AvAwvitn k.a. 2005, 201.

89 Huysecom-Haxhi kat Muller 2007, 244" Xpvoootopov kat Xpvoootopov 2000, 480 MioanAidov-Aegomotidov 1990, 129.
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Hop@wv pe yuvaikeieg Bedtntes. Qoto00, dev Aeimovv oL andyelg mov vrootnpilovy 611 avtd Ba propovoav
va xpnotpomnomBobv kat and Ovntég yvvaikeg oe ovykekpiuéves mepimtwoetg. Ot Huysecom-Haxhi kat Muller*
avaQépPovV OTL 0 TEMAOG eival cOUBONO TTAVTPEUEVWY YUVALKEIWY HOPPWY, TOGO Beikdv 000 kat BvnTwy, evd
o Bell”* vootnpilet 6TL 10 tpdTo TPoadidel oepvdTNTA OTN HOPPT| Kat oXeTiletan pe To ydpo. Ot mONoL kot
oL otepaveg Ba pumopovoav va ypnoiponolodvtal, mbavoy, kat and Ovntég yvvaikeg 0to TAaiolo TEAETWY
ponone, OTwg T.X. and veapég voeg mov Emalpvay uépog oe TeAeTh).”? H 0Td0N TwV HOpQY, pe Ta XépLa TOVG
va akovpmovy o0to otfog oe pia xelpovopia evyoviag,” akopa Kat To KAAVHUEVO KEQAAL IOV TAPATEUTEL OE
AVAYVWOPLOT| EYYARWY Yuvalkwy, Ovitaov 1 Beikwvy, Ba prmopovoav va ekAneBodv wg «vu@ikd» onuadio® kat
va IPoadWOooLY OTIG HOPPEG UNTPLkEG 1810TNTEG. Eva akdun oTolyeio, MOV EVIOXVEL TV AVAYVDPLOT) VEAPWY
VUQWY, VAL T XAPAKTNPLOTIKY XELPOVOLLA TWV avakaAvmtnpiwy, TG amopdakpuvong, SnAadr, Tov wwatiov yla
TNV AOKAAVYT TOV TTPOGWTIOL TNG VOPNG TN OTLYI] TOV Yapov.” Ocov agopd TIG TPOsQOpEG TTOL KPATOLY OTa
XEPLAL TOVG OL LOPPEG, KATIOLEG OO AVTEG, OTWG TO pOdL 1) TO TEPLOTEPL amoteAobv oOpPOAA TNG YOVIHOTHTAG
Kat Tov yapov, kat Oa umopodoav va kpatovvtatl and veapés KOmENEG GTO TAAIOLO £VOG TEAETOVPYLKOV TIPLY TO
yapo toug. Axodun, n eLain Ba propovoe va oxetiodel pe T Ocoyauia, kabwg katd Tr Stdpketa TnG TEAETHG TOL
YAHOU 1} Kal HETA TO TEPAG AVTHG, TipaypatonolovvTat Bvoieg.”

[Tépa OpWG amd VEapEg KOTENEG TIOV TIPOETOLUALOVTAL Yia TO YAUO TOVG, OL TIPOTOWEG OTOVG TAPOLG eivat
Suvatd va anekovifouy pia veapr pntépa mov épuye and ™ {wr katd T SIApKELL TOV TOKETOV, XWPIG va
nipolafet va xapei T UNTpOTNTA.” ZTIG TAPES HeyalbTEPWY NAIKIAKA YOVAKWY, TIOAVOV va onpatodotovy Ty
eKTATpwoT Tov BloAoytkov KOKAov NG Bavovong.” ETovg TAQOVG TWV VEAPWY AYopLdY, av Kal 1] Tapovasia
Tovg eival mo omdvia, Ba umopobvoe va onpatodotei to Bdvarto mpv TV ohokArpwon g HeTafaong oty
eviikn {on).'”

Epunveieg mpotopwv pe fAon Tov eVIOTIOHO TOVG O€ OLKiEG

Av xat 0 pOAOG TWV THALVWV YUVALKEIWY TIPOTOHMDV Kal 1) TAVTION TWV HOPYOV auTdVv pe OeotnTeg 1 amhég
Ovntég oe tepd kat TaPovg éxel Wlaitepa TovioBel kal peletnOei, n mapovoia Tovg oTNV eEAANVIKY Otkia ival
Atydtepo yvwoTth) kat o poAog tovg Sev €xet amaocyohnoet Wdlaitepa TNy épevva. Qotdoo, Tapadeiypota anod
v IIEA@," v Ap@imoAn,' ) Ant),'” ti¢ TIétpeg,'™ v Atavn),'® v apyaio Tpaytho'® k.a. odnyovv ato

90 Huysecom-Haxhi kot Muller 2007, 240-43" Chryssanthaki-Nagle 2006, 25.

91 Bell 1981, 84.

92 H Huysecom-Haxhi (2016, 148-9) vtootpilet 6Tt oL ynhoi TONOL KAt OL GTEPAVEG TTOL POPOVY OL TIPOTOUEG, AV KAL TIAPATTE-
umovv oe Beikég HopPés, wOTO0O B PUTOPODOAV Va AVTIKATOTTPIOLY TNV HOSa TNG EMOXNG 1) KO Kat TOTIKE €0ipa Kat ovvi-
Oetec. Emiong, avagépet 0TI TPOTOUEG pe YNAO OO 1) OTEQPAVT], KATAOKEVAOHEVEG OTO epyacThiptlo TG Bolwtiag, ouvSédnkav pe
veapég vogeg kat Oxt pe Ogikég pop@ég” Simon 1972, 214.

93 Aalapidng 1994, 77.

94 OuBlinkenberg kat Kinch (1931, 37, 590) xapaktnpilovy Tov mETA0 KOUUATL TOL VU@LKOD «eE0TAMOpob» kat Bewpody mwg Tpoo-
Sidet oTIg HopPég TNV 18LOTNTA TNG €yyaung yuvaikag” Bell 1981, 84" Huysecom-Haxhi 2016, 149.

95 Bell 1981, 84" Huysecom-Haxhi 2016, 148.

96 Bell 1981, 84-5, 98.

97 Zv attki ayyeoypagia eikovitovtat n Ilepoepdvn pe Tov Adn va kpatov QLAAES kat avTh 1) ouuBaTiKy Xelpovopio epun-
veveTal wg éva pépog g Stadtkaciag Tov yapov tovg. H Buoia pe tig gLaleg umopei va Aappdvel xwpa oto T€A0g Tov yapniiov
Seimvov kat va cupminTEL e Ta avakalvrtijpra.

98 Sabetai 2015, 159.

99 Sabetai 2015, 159.

100 Hugot x.d. 2016.

101 Ziyavidov 1980 1981a’ 1981p.

102 Ilepiotépn kat Tapova 2011, 462.

103 TCavaPapn 2001-2004y *~ TlavaPapn kat @ikng 2003, 162, eik. 9.

104 Adap-Behévn 1995, 20, on. 14.

105 Kapaprtpov-Mevteoidn 2008, 38, ewk. 39.

106 KovkovAn-XpvoavOaxn 19717 1972° 1983, 134, ew. 30" Brown-Kazazis 1982° Chryssanthaki-Nagle 2006, 5.
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OVUTEPACUA OTL OL TTPOTOEG XPTOLLOTIOLOVVTAY OTA OTITLA Kol TOTOBETOVVTAY O€ XWPOVG OTIOV VTIPXE EVTOVN
yuvatkeio Spaotnplotnta (yuvaikwviteg), aAld kat o Xwpovg 6mov tehovvtav owkiaky Aatpeio. Xe KAmoteg
TEPIMTWOELG 1) TENEOT) TNG OLKIAKNG AaTpeiag emPeParwveTal kal amd TNV Tapovoia Bwiokwy, E6XApwY Kol
AWV AaTpevTIKWY avTikeluévwy.'” H gpunveia mov Sivetal 0TI TPOTOES TWV OKLWY elvat OTL TTPOKEeLTaL yia
avanapaoctacels BeoTTwY OV TPOGTATEDOVV TO OTITL KAl TNV OIKOYEVELL KAl QPOoVTI{ouV yla Tnv eunpepia
™G, £XOVTAG EVAV YEVIKO ATOTPOTIATKO-TIPOPUAAKTIKO XAPAKTHpaL!®

XapakTnpLoTIKO TNG OXE0NG Kat TOV 6TEVOD SEOUOD TWV TNALVWY YUVAKEIWY TIPOTOUWDY LE TIG YUVAIKEG TNG
otkiag eivat To mapadetypa twv mpotopwv TG Owiag A g Tpayidov, mov eivat yvwotn otn frprioypagio wg
1 Owia Twv npotouwv,'® 6mov Ppébnkav 7 miAiveg yovaikeieg mpoTouEG, ek Twv omoiwy ot Tpelg Statnpndnkav
aképateg. MdAtota 800 mpoTopés Ppednkav pali He To kapPLd, and Ta omoia HTaV avapTHEVEG GTOV TOIXO.
Zto xwpo mov evrtomioOnkav, Ppidnkav kar dMa avtikeigeva mov vrodnAdvovv v vrapfn yuvaikeiag
SpaomplotnTag mov oxetilovtav pe TNV mpoeTolacia povXIopoy Kat Tpo@ipwy (VPAvTIKO Papog, Turua
Aekavidag, Yalidt, ayyeia kabnuepvig xprong, Adyvvog, okv@ot)."'* Etnv Tepintwon avtov TwV TPOTOHMY,
TOL AVTIKEIUEVA OUTA PAIVETAL TTWG TIAPEUELVOAV AVAPTNUEVA GTOVG TOLXOUG UEXPL TNV TEAIKT) KATAGTPORPY TNG
olkiag oTa TéAn Tov 40V He apxég 30v aL m.X., YEYOVOG oV HaG ETUTPETEL VAL CVUTIEPAVOLLE OTL TIPOKELTAL Vit
QVTIKEILEVA TTOV TTAY ONUAVTIKA Kot eixav ovvauoOnuatiki 1 oupPokn afia yia Tovg Katoikovg Tov omiTton. !

Ztnv OMvvbo ot meplocdTepeg MNALVEG yuvalkeieg TpoToués Ppednkay oe olkieg Kat 6L 6& TAPOLE, KATL TTOV
odnynoe tov David Moore Robinson va emonuavet Ty xprion touvg wg otktakn-kadnueptvi,'? kabwg Bewpnoe
OTL TO YEYOVOG aUTO aVTIKPOVEL TNV Aoy OTL KataokevaoOnkav yla tagukr xprion. Eniong, otnv Olvvdo,
TIPOTOUEG EVTOTHOONKAVY GUXVA Kal 08 avdpwVeg,'? yeyovog Tov KAavel akoun 1o SUOKOAN TV epunveia Tovg.
Towg eivar mBavov, oL poTopég ov Ppednkav atovg avdpwveg va ametkovi{ouv Beikég LopPEG IOV TIPOOTATEVAY
Kot TOVG avpeg avahoya e Tig SpactnploTnTég Tovg, Onwg 1.X 1 Aptepn,' 1} Ogikég popeég mov oyetiCovrav
pe tn Stadikacia Tov cvpTosiov, Onwe T.X. | A@poditn. A v &AAN peptd, o Nicholas Cahill, vootipiEe o1t
1] TAPOVGia TWV TPOTOHWY 0TOVG avipwves anoteel éviel&n alhayng xprong Tov Xwpov Kat 0Tt 0 avdpwvag
eiTe £Xa0e TNV apXIKr TOL AEITOVpYia WG XWPOG CUUTOCIWY, EiTe AMEKTNOE KAl [ia VEa AATpeVTIKY AetTovpyia.ts
Q0T600, dev elval OTIAVLEG Kat OL AOYELG TTOL LTTOOTNPIloVY OTL 1| oVYXVN XpTOT TOVG, TBAVOV, 08Tynoe aryd
Olyd 0TN HETATPOTT) TOVG 0€ SLaKOOUNTIKA avTikelpeva.'® Exetikd mpdo@ata, ot Huysecom-Haxhi kot Muller
oo TPy OTL OL TPOTOEG OTIG OLKieg elkovilouv TN pop@r| Tng cu{Yyov, 1 oToia Kol TPWTOOTATEL GTO XWPO
Omov TehobvTaL ot yvvatkeieg SpaotnptotnTeg.”

IIpog TNV amoyn TG TAVTIONG TwV TPOTORWY Ttov BpéBnkav o€ otkieg pe «aydApatay, avTikeipeva, SnAadn,
TIOL OTOXO EXOLV TNV «EVXAPIGTNON» TOGO TWV YUVAUKEIWY BE0TNHTWY TTOV TIPOCTATEDOVY TOV 0iKO, GTO0 KAl TWV
iSlwv TV BVNTOV Yovakdv Tov omiTiov, teivel j Xpvoaviakn-Nagle otnv npoonadeid Tng va eppunvedoet Tig
TIPOTOEG TIOL PpeBnkav oty owia A tng Tpayilov.'® To (ftnua, MooV TG TAVTIONG AVTWV TWV HOPPWV
Kat, Kot EMEKTAOT], TOV POAOL TOUG HECA OTIG OLKiEG eivat Alyo TOAD avoryTd Kot OXeTi{eTal e TO YEVIKOTEPO

107 Cahill 2002, 89" Ztepavny 2002, 537-38.

108 Zagetpomovlov 1981, 66-71" TlavaBdapn ko Pikng 2003, 162.

109 Brown-Kazazis 1982, 35.

110 XpvoavOaxn-Nagle 2009, 61. Apxuka 1 okia ixe epunvevdei wg aypoTiko tepd yvvaikeiag Bedtnrag (KovkovAn-XpvoavOaxn
1971). H Brown-Kazazis (1982, 61) vootnpilet 6Tt T0 emikevtpo TG Aatpeiag ftav n avli kat Twg oL TPOTOWES TG Otkiag TavTi-
Covtau pe Tn Afuntpa ko Kopn 1 pe kamota eyxwpta ekdoxr Toug.

111 XpvoavOaxn-Nagle 2009, 61.

112 Robinson 1931, 1.

113 Twa mapaderypa otnv Owia tov Kwpwdob, dwpdtio j (Robinson kat Graham 1938, 63) " Cahill 2002, 140-41, 187.

114 Koptn-Kovtn 1994, 74.

115 Cahill 2002, 140-41.

116 Koptn-Kovtn 1994, 73.

117 Huysecom-Haxhi xat Muller 2007, 244.

118 Chryssanthaki-Nagle 2006, 29" Xpvoav0dkn-Nagle 2009, 62-3.
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mAaioto NG otklaknG Aatpeiag. IIpokettat yia OedTNnTEG pe TPOOTATELTIKO PONO 1 Yiat EIKOVEG OVNTWV yuvauKwv
e SLakoouUnTIKO pdAo; Oewpodlpe TOAVOTEPO, OL TAALVEG YUVALKELES TIPOTOWEG VA atelkovilouy yuvaikeieg
BedTnTEeg 0TO MAicLO TNG OtkiakiiG Aatpeiag, 1) mapovsia Twv onoiwy gaivetat Twg Stac@dile Tnv emTvxia TwV
yuvaikeiov Spaotnplotitwy. Avtiotorya, Snhadn, fe TNV ayyeloypagia, 6OV GUVAVTODUE TIPOTOUEG-HAOKES
IOV ELKOVI{OVTAL 0TO XWPO TWV KEPAMIKWY EPYATTNPIWV KAL TWV EPYATTNpiwv peTaAlovpyiag, TomoBetnuéveg
eMdvw amod Tovg kKAPAvovs.'? Aev amokeietal, woTO00, akpBwg emetdn) ot BEoelg eVPeONG TWV TIPOTOUWY eival
TO00 evpeieg Kal amavtodV o€ Lepd, TAPEG Kal OLKIES, VL TTPOOTATELAV KOPITOLA KAl YUVAIKEG KATA TN HeTAPaoT
0TOVG AT €va 6TAd10 NG {Wr|§ 0TOVG OTO EMOUEVO.

[TPOKATAPKTIKA XYMIIEPAXMATA T'TA TIZ TIPOTOMEXZ THZ ITIOAIXNHX

Ot mpotopég g ITohixvng, oto oVVOAd TOVG, amoTeholV Ta@lkd KTepiopata o TAPOvg kal Twv Vo
VEKPOTAPEIWV TOV OLKIOUOV TG Tpamelag. Amd ta ototxeio mov éxovpe ot Stabeony pag, PAémovpe mwg
kTépilay, Kupiwg, yuvaikeieg aAld kau adikég Tagég. O aptBpodg Tovg ava Tapo TOLKIAEL, VM GTAV VITAPXOLY
TIEPLOCOTEPEG ATIO [iot TIPOTOEG, UmOpel va eival eite StapopeTikod TVTOL 1) kK&be pia, eite va €xovv Tov idlo
TOTO0, AKOLA va TTpoépXovTaL Kal amod Ty iSta pitpa. Oa pmopovoe kaveig va vioBéoel 0Tt o peydhog aplBpog
TWV TIPOTOUWY [HEOA OE €Val TAPO TOAVOV VA AVTAVAKAA TNV EVPWOTI KOWVWVIKT KAl OLKOVOWIKT|] KATAOTAOT
™G vekpng. Qoto00, n vobeon avth eivat TOAD dvokodo va amodetxDel, kabwg éxovue mapadeiypata Tagwv
7oV KTepifovtav pe pia povo THAVY YOVALKELQ TPOTOWN Kat KAvEVA GANO AVTIKEILEVO, TaQT| HE TTEVTE TALVEG
yuvatkeieg TpoTopes ald Sixwg dAXo KTEpLOpa Kat TENOG, VTIAPXEL TOVAAIOTOV pia Ta@r 6mov evtomioOnke
pia AN yovaukeio ipotour| padi pe ToAVEpOHa Kal akpIPE CUVEVPTHATA, OTIWG ETIYPVOWHEVEG XAVTPES,
XAVTPEG ATO QAYEVTIAVT), XAAKLVT ETIXPUOWEVT TTOPTN, HeAapBagns okb@og, apuPaiioetdr Ankvbia k.d.

Emiong, 1o 0Tt 08 évav Tago Umopei va GuVUTAPXOLY HeYAAEG, aKPLPEG TIPOTOEG e UIKPOTEPEG KAt HETPLAG
kataokevng vodnAwvet 6Tt To péyedog Tovg dev pmopel va xpnotpomonBel, and povo Tov, wg SeikTng NG
KOLVWVIKNG Kat otkovopkng 8€ong g vekprg. Avtifeta, Ba frav ebAoyo va vtootnpiet kaveig mwg n ¢Onvy
TPWTN VAN Kat 1) ypriyopr) kat 0koAn Stadikacia Kataokevng kabiotoboav Tig TPOTOpEG TTPOOITEG OLKOVOLLIKA
o€ £va evpOTEPO KOLVO Kal OXL HOVO 0T evTtopn Taln.

Ye yevikéG ypapués Ba pmopovoape va TOOHE OTL 1] KOLVWVIKT KAl OLKOVOWULKI| EMQAVELL TNG VEKPNG Kal
Tov meptBarhovTtog g Ba pmopovoe va ektiundei and To GUVONO TWV KTEPIOUATWY, TNV TOOOTNTA KAl TNV
TOLOTNTA TOVG Kat Ot HOVo and Tov aplBud evog CLYKEKPLHEVOL KTeplopatog, mooo HaAlov Twv mHAvwv
yuvatkeiov TpoTopwy o dev epthapPavovTay oe OAa Ta Ta@kd oOVoOAa kol EMOUEVWS Oev GLYKATAAEYOVTAL
0T AMOADTWG avaykaia KTepiopata.

Ot eplocodTtepeg poTopég tng [ohixvng xpovoloyoivrtat oto B’ uiad tov 4ov at. 1.X. kat cuvSéovTtat fe Ta
Tagka €0ia Tov otkiopov Atyo mpv TNy eykatdhenyn tov. H péxpl twpa avaoka@ikr épsvva Sev €xel dwoel
ototxeia yia v Oiap€n TOTMKOD KOPOTAATTIKOD £pYATTNPiov, xwpic avTto PéPata va onuaivet 6Tt dev vnpxe.
Ot tumoloyia Tovg akohovBei T yvwotn kat Stadedopévn Tumoloyia Twv mpotopwv tn¢ ITEAAaG, n omoia katd
v tepiodo avTr KLPLAPYEL GTNV KOPOTIAAGTIKI TTAPAYWYT), HE TO EPYATTHPLO TNG VA TpoPodoTel TNV evpiTEPN
nieploxn s Makedoviag. Qotoco, dev Umopovpe va movpe pe Befatdotnta edv ot mpotopés g ITohixvng
npogpyovtal amevleiag amd 1o epyaotrplo TG Makedovikig mpwtebovoag 1 av amoTeAoVV TPolovTa evog
ULKPOTEPOL, TIEPLPEPELAKOD, EpYATTNPioL.'?

119 ABYV, 362, ap. 36" ARV?, 400-1, ap. 1. H ZapBomovlov (1991) avagépet 6Tt otov Evpwnd (Kikkig) eildwhia anotpomaikon
xapaktripa Ppednkav HEca 0TO GTPWHA KATACTPOPNG TNG 0po@PrG Tov praefurnium kepapkov kAPavov. Tia mapactaoelg epya-
otnpiwy kat eumopiov PA. Xatndnuntpiov 1997. Tia TOV amOTPOTAIKO XAPAKTHPA TWV KPEUATUEVWY LACKWY TIOV etkovifovtat oe
ayyeloypagieg pe Oépa epyaotnplakods xwpoug PA. Hasaki 2002, 48, 60.

120 To {inpa TG Mpoéhevong Twv THAVWY yuvaikeiwy mpotopwv T Tpdamnelag Tng ITohixvng Ba avaivBei Siefodikd ot Sida-
KTOPIKT| LoV gpyacia.
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‘Ocov agopd TV epunveia Twv TpoTopwy TNg Tpaneag tng IToAixvng, Bewpolte 4TI N TAVTION TWV HOPYDV
auTv pe pia xBovia Bedtnta, mov Ba cvvodeve Tov vekpo/n 0TO TEPAGHA TOL antd TN {wr| oTo Bdvato kat Ba
Stao@aAile v opan kaBod6 Tov otov Kdtw Koopo Sev Ba mpémel va améyet ToAD anod Tnv TpaypatikoOThTA.
Onwg oTta tepd Kot 0TI OLKIiEG OL TIPOTOEG déxovTat Ti§ eTKANOELG Twv avBpwnwy yla PorBeta kat evddwon
TwV SpACTNPLOTHTWY TOVG, £TOL KAl GTOVG TAPOLG OETOVV TOV VEKPO/T) LTTO TNV TPOCTATIA TOVG.



242 - ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

BIBAIOTPA®IA

Adap-Behévn, II. 1995. «IIétpeg 1995, 1 ouvvolkia NG
Kkpnvne». AEM®O 9: 15-24.

AMapavi-Zovpr, B. 2008. «Zovpwti: 1 ekéhiEn Tov
aAvaoKa@Ikov £pyov  OTO  apxaio  VEKPOTAQEio».
AEM® 22:351-60.

AMapovny, B, K. Xat{nvikohdov, B. TlavaxoOhn, kat .
Tkahwvikn. 1999. «@épun 1999. H avaokagr oto
VEKPOTAQEIO Kal OTOLXela yla TNV opydvwon Tov
xwpov». AEM® 13:153-66.

Avayvwatonovlov-Xatl{nmolvxpovn, H. 2012. «Mapwvela.
Anupoota ktrpla 0tV OAN TWV VOTEPOKAACIKDV
Kat eAAnvioTikwv xpovwv (406 - 206 at mwX.)».
Y10 Awijeooa. Tiuntikds topog ya tnv Katepiva
Pwuiorrovdov, emyp. II.  ASau-Behévn xa K.
Toaxdhov-TCavaPapn,  121-29.  @ecoalovikn:
Apxatohoyikd Movoeio O@eooalovikng.

Avdpovikog, M. 1988. «Bepyiva 1988. Avaokagr oTo
vekpotageior. AEM® 2:1-3.

Aubry, C., S. Huysecom-Haxhi, J. Kozlowski, J.-]. Maffre,
A. Muller, M.-D. Nenna, M. Perron, A. Tichit kat C.
Walter. 2014. «Offrandes dans les sanctuaires thasiens
(campagnes détude 2000-2014)». BCH 138:665-87.

Axelhapd, A. 2000. «H kopomhaotiki tng AéoPouv». ALS.
Statp., Aptototédeto Iaveniotiuo Oeooalovikng.

Bell, M. 1981. The terracotta Morgantina studies. 1. Princ-
eton: Princeton Legacy Library.

Bérard, C. 1974. Anodoi. Essai sur I'imagerie des passages
chtoniens. Pwyn: Institut Suisse De Rome.

Blinkenberg, Chr. xat K. E Kinch. 1931. Lindos. fouilles
de l'acropole: 1902-1914, Topog 1. Les Petits Objets.
BepoAivo: Walter de Gruyter.

BokotomovAov, I. 1987. «Avacka@ukég
XoAkiSikr». AEM® 1:279-93.

épevveg  0TN

. 1990. Ot raguixoi Toufor g Aiverag. ABfiva: Tapeio
Apyatohoyikdv ITopwv kat ATAAAOTPLOOEWY.

BokotomovAov, I. kat Z. Mooxovnowwtn. 1990. «To mapddio
vekpotageio TG Mévdng». AEM® 4:411-23.

Brown-Kazazis, D. 1982. «Terracottas from Tragilos». AtS.
Statp., Yale University.

Cahill, N. 2002. Household and City Organization at Olyn-
thus. New Haven: Yale University Press.

Chryssanthaki-Nagle, K. 2006. «The Female Protomes and
Bust-Protomes from Macedonia and Thrace Re-
considered: The Bust-Protomes from House A in
Tragilos». RA 41:3-31.

Croissant, F 1983. Les protomés femininés archaiques.
Recherches sur les representations du visage dans la
plastique grecque de 550 & 480 av.].-C. BEFAR 250.

Npatidng, 2. 1997. «Aonuilovoa Mua
Katnyopia VIO-TPWTOYeWHETPLKNG BopetoeAadiknig
Kepapkng».  Metant.  epyacia.,  AploTotélelo
IMavemotipo Oeccalovikng.

Gimatzidis, S. 2010. «Die Stadt Sindos. Eine Siedlung

KEPAKT:

von der spiten Bronze- bis zur klassischen Zeit am
Thermaischen Golf in Makedonien». Prihistorische
Archdologie in Siidosteuropa 26. Rahden/Westf.:
Verlag Marie Leidorf Gmbh.

Ipappévog, A. kat Z. Kwtoog. 2002. Swotikés avaokagpes
o710 veol1Biko otkioud Stavpovmodns Oeooaloviks.
Topog 2. @eooalovikn: Apxatoloyko Ivotitovto
Bopetag EANadag.

Adg@a-Nikovavov, A. 1973. Oecoalikd 1epd Anuntpos
kat kopomlaotika avaBrjuara. Bolog:  Etapia
Oe00ANKWY EPEVVWY.

Apovyov, Z. 1990. «Bepyiva: Iepo Mnrtépag Ocswv -
KvBéAng». AEMO 4:5-20.

Zageporovhov, . N. 1985. IlpoPlijuara unliakiic
ayyeoypagpiac. Abrva: H ev ABrvaug Apyatohoyik
Eraupia.

Hasaki, E. 2002. Ceramic Kilns in Ancient Greece: Tech-
nology and Organization of Ceramic Workshops.
Cincinnati: University of Cincinnati.

Heuzey, L. 1883. Les figurines antiques de terre cuite du
Musée du Louvre. Tlapiot: Ve A. Morel et Cie.

Hugot, C., S. Huysecom-Haxhi kat A. Muller 2016 (2
Aexepuppiov). « Les terres cuites grecques: Pour qui?
Pourquoi? Comment?». Les Carnets de IACoSt As-
sociation for Coroplastic Studies 15. https://journals.
openedition.org/acost/.

Huysecom-Haxhi, S. 2016. «Approche méthodologique des
terres cuites figurées archaiques de I' Artemision de
Thasos». Revue Archéologique de Picardie31:137-55.

Huysecom-Haxhi, S xou A. Muller. 2007. «Déesses et/ou
mortelles dans la plastique de terre cuite. Réponses
actuelles a une question ancienne». Pallas 75:231-47.

O¢peAne, IL. xat I. Tovpdtooyhov. 1997. Ot tdgor Tov
AepPeviov. ABrva: Tapeio Apxatoloykwv ITopwvy
Kat ATOANOTPLWOEWY.

Koktodg, N. E. 1998. Akavbos I H avackagr oro
VEKpOTAPELD 1979. Abnva:  Tapeio
Apyatodoyikwv ITopwv kat ATAANOTPLOGEWY.

Katd 1O

Kapapavwrn-Zyavidov M. 1965. «@ecoalovikn». Arch-
Delt 20 (B2):410-12.

Kapauntpov-Mevteoidn, I. 2008. Awaviy. Apyatodoyuxoi
xa@por kar Movoeio. Awaviy: Apxatoloyiké Movoeio
Alavrc.

. 2013. «Mavpomnnyn Eopdaiag. Tagég avBpwnwy kat
{wwv». AEM®O 27:71-96.
Kegahidov, E. 2009. Aoduara. Eva apyaixd vekporageio
otnv Huabia. ®ecoalovikn: Agoi Kvplakidn A.E.
Koptn-Kovtn, X. 1994. H kopondaotikij tng Osooalovikig.
®sooalovikn: Enikevrpo.
KovkovAn-XpvoavBakn, X. 1971.
tageiov». ArchDelt 26 (B2):418.

«Apxaikov  vekpo-

. 1972. «Apyaia Tpayihog (Andovoxwplov Zepp@v)».
ArchDelt27 (B2):530-33.

. 1983. «Avaoka@ikég €pevveg otnv apxaia Tpaytho.
IIpteg  yevikEG  apyaloAOylkéG Kol  LOTOPIKEG



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA 243 .

napatnpnoeigy. Apyaia Maxedovia I111:123-46.

Kwtoog, 2., T. Kaphaumag xat E. Kapuridov. 2011.
«Avaokagn oto Sutikd vekpotageio g Tpamelag
¢ [oAixvng». AEM® 25:255-60.

Aaloapidn, K. 1990. «@épuny». ArchDelt 45 (B2):309.

Aalapidov, K. xar X. Mooyovnouwwrtov 1998. «O86¢
ITolvtexveiov - Ip. Aaumpaxn (owkomedo 377,
O.T.76)». ArchDelt 43 (B2):359.

Aalopidne, A, 1994,  Apgpimokic.  ABiva:  Topeio
Apxatoroykwv ITopwv kat ATAANOTPLOOEWY.
Apmakn-Axapdrn, M. 1993, «@gopo@opla 0T

Moaxkedoviar. Apyaia Maxedovia V.2:809-19.

.1994. Aaéevroi Balauwroi tapor ¢ IIEA ag. ABrva:
Tapeio Apyatohoywv ITopwv kat ATaANOTPLOOEWY.

. 1996. «Ktiprakd ocuykpoTnpata oTnyv mePLOY TOV
Kavaitod ¢ ITENag». AEMO 10 B:93-104.

. 2000. To Iepé tne Mntépas twv Osdv kar g
Agpoditne oty ITéAa. ®sooalovikn: Ayyelog AD.
ANtvt(ng (extom.).

.2003. «H Aatpeia twv Bewv kat Ta tepd g ITEANag».
>to H ITéAda kat j meproyij tng, em. M. Athmén-
Axaparn ko I M. Akapdrng 53-64. AOnva:
Ynovpyeio IToAttiopov kat ABANTIGHOY.

__ . 2011. «<H latpeio». Zro To apyatodoyixd povoeio

IIEA ag, emup. M. Adhpmdkn-Akapdrn, I Akapdrng,

A. Xpvoootopov, I1. Xpvoootopov, 163-79. Abnva:
Kowweehég idpupa Inavvn Z. Adton.

2016. «IIMAwveg  yuvaikeieg  TPOTOWES

Avatolikov vekpotageiov TG ITEANag». Xto Hydd,

I, Tiunuxég tépos ya 1 2tédda Apovyov, emy.

M. TavvomovAov kar X. KaAAivn, 814-28. ABrva:

Tapeio Apyatohoykwv ITopwv kat ATaANOTPLOOEWY.

TOL

__.2017. «Xprion kat gppnveia Twv THAV@V eldwAiwvy.
¥to Eiddhio. Evag pixpokoouds amnd mnAd, em.
II. Addu-Belévn, H. Zwypdgov, A. Kovkovpo,
O. TIaAn kat E. Zregavn, 35-40. @sooalovikn:
Apxatoloyikd Movoeio O@eooalovikng.

Apmakn-Axkaparn, M. ko N. Akapdtng. 2014. Avatodiko
vekpotageio TTéANag. Avaokapukés nmepiodor 1991—
2007. ©@eooalovikn: Ayyelog AD. AAtvt(ng (extom.).

AobTag, A. 1998. «O866 Navapivov 8, 9 kat 11». ArchDelt
53 (B2):575.

__.2013. «IIpdiun kepaplkn oo To SUTIKO VEKPOTAPELO
(Zravpovmoln) tov owkiopov TG Tpdmnelag Aeunét
(TTohixvn) otn Oecoalovikn». Xto  Kepaukd
epyaotijpia oto Bopetoavarohiké Atyaio (8o¢ -
apxés 50v ai. m.X.) - Huepida AMO 2010, emy.
I1. Adap-Behévn, E. KegaAidov kat A. Totagdaxn,
213-16. ®eooalovikn: Apxaiodoyikd Movoeio
Beooalovikng.

Lioutas, A. 2018. «Polichni. A pre-Cassandrian settlement
in the region of Thessaloniki, Greece». Zto Studies in
Honor of Heide Froning, emuy. T. Korkut kau B. Ozen-
Kleine, 213-40. Istanbul: E Yayinlari.

Aovtag, A. xat E. Tkiovpa. 1997. «Tomoypagikég

aval{ntioelg BA g apxaiog Ogooalovikng pe
APOPUTN TIG AVATKAPEG OE VEKPOTIOAELG OTOVG OTOVG
Stavpovmorng kat ITohixvng». AEM® 11:317-26.

Aovtag, A, M. Moav8axkn katr E. HAomovAov. 2003.
«Tpamelo Aepnét. Ot vekpomodhelg and Tov 60 péxpt
Tov 40 at. m.X». AEM® 17:293-310.

Awovtag, A. kat 2. Tpatidng. 2012. «Apyoikr) Kepapikr
0g OIKIOHOVG Kat vekpotageia TG Makedoviag: n
OLKOOKEDLT| TWV {WVTav®Y Kat TwV VEKPAVY 0TV apxaia
0¢on tng ITohixvng @ecoalovikng (Aeunét)». Zto H
Kepapukip NG apyaixis emoyiis oto Popeio Atyaio
Kat v mepipépetd tov (700-480 m.X.): Ilpaktikd
Apyatodoyikiic Zvvavinons Oecoaloviikn, 19-22
Maiov 2011, emp. M. Tipéprog, B. MisanAidov-
Aeomotidov, E. Mavakidov kat A. ApBavitdkn,
339-48. ©@ecoalovikn: Apxatoloyko Ivotitodto
MakeSovikav kat OpakiKwv ZTovSmv.

Maffre, J.-J. 2010. «Offrandes et dédlcants dans les sanctu-
aires thasiens». AEM® 24:527-38.

Mallios, G. 2004. «A Hellenistic Sanctuary at Ano Polj,
Thessalonica. The Terracotta Figurines». Eyvartia
8:239-66.

Merker, G. 2000. Corinth. The sanctuary of Demeter and
Kore: terracotta figurines of the Classical, Hellenistic,
and Roman Periods XVIII, Part IV. Princeton-New
Jersey: The American School of Classical Studies at
Athens.

Mioan)idov-Aeomotidov, B. 1990. «Amo to vekpotageio
™mg Apxaiag Mielacy. AEMO 4:127-141.

. 1995. «Avaokagr oty N. ®hadédgeia T0 1995».
AEM® 9:311-20.

. 1999. «Xpovoloyikd oTotxeio and Tagikd cvVOAa
Tov 4ov at. m.X. and ™ Néa Phadédgeiar. Apyaia
Maxedovia V1.2:771-85.

Mooxovnolwtov, X. 1988. «@¢pun — Zivdog. Avaoka@ikeég
TAPATNPTOELG 0TA SVO VEKPOTAPELQ TNG TIEPLOXTG TNG
®sooalovikngr. AEM® 2:283-95.

. 1989. «Nekpotageio otov Ay. Mapavtar. AEMO
3:351-56.

Muller, A. 1996. Les terres-cuites votives du Thesmopho-
rion. De [atelier au sanctuaire. Etudes Thasiennes
XVII Topog 1. ABfiva: Ecole Frangaise d'Athénes.

Muller, A. kot Tartari, E 2006. «CArtémision de Dyrrha-
chion: offrandes, identification, topographie». CRAI
150-1:65-92.

Muller, A., M. Muller-Dufeu, S. Huysecom-Haxhi, S.
Gjongecaj, E. Shehi, B. Muka, E Tartari kat I. Togi.
2009. Artémis a Dyrrhachion, Guide de Musée de
Durrés 1, emy. A. Muller xat E Tartari. Tipava: Im-
primerie Alsa Graphics.

IMavteppalis, A. 1997. «Aatpeieq kat Iepd Ttov Aiov
Iliepiagyr. Apyaia Makedovia 11:331-42.

IMavty, A. 2008. «Tomkn kepapukry omo T XaAkidwkn
Kal To pux6 Ttov Oeppaikod kOAmov (Akavdog,
Kapapmovpvakt, Zivdog)». Ad. Awatp., AploTotérelo
Tavemotipo Oecoalovikng.



- 244 -

__ . 2012. «EBa Tagng otov Ogpudikd KOATO Kol
ot XaAkidikr katd TOvG apxaikodg Xpovovg». Zto
Opentijpta. Meléres yia v apyaia Makedovia,
emp. M. Tiféprog, TI. NiydeAng kau IT. ASap-Behévn,
466-89. ®eooalovikn: APLOTOTENELD TOVETIOTHLLO
®eocalovikng.

[amnmd, M., X. Avyépog kat Z. Navoylov. 2007. «Avaokaer
010 veolBiko owkiopd NG Oépung, 2007». AEMO
21:277-83.

ITapdaAidov, X. 2015. «Kopomhaotikn». Xto Apyaia Zawvn
I - To Iep6 tov AnéAdwva, emy. I1. ToatconovAov-
Kalovdn, Cl. Brixhe, X. ITapSdaliov, X. HiomovAov,
K. Kaloddng, M. Tahavi-Kpikov, A. Zovpvat(y,
I1. Toélekag, P. BepomovAidov kar A. NikoAaidov,
749-62. Kopotnvr: Ymovpyeio ITohtiopod kat
ABA\ntiopov.

[Tepiotépn, K. kau Z. Tapovgd. 2011. «ZwoTikn avaokaen
owomédov X. Koxhapidn otnv Apeimoln Zeppwv».
AEM® 25:457-64.

IMivytdtoyrov, Z. 1992. «To Iepd tng Afuntpag oto Aiov.
Avaokagn 1992». AEM® 6:223-34.

Pottier, E. 1890. Les statuettes de terre cuite dans lantiquité.
Iapiot: Hachette Et Cie.

Rey, L. 1927. «Tombeaux macédoniens découverts a
Zeitenlik pres de Salonique». Albania 2:28-47.

Robinson, D.M. 1931. Excavations at Olynthus IV. The ter-
racottas of Olynthus found in 1928. Baktuopn: The
John Hopkins Press.

. 1933. Excavations at Olynthus VII. The Terracottas
found in 1931. Baktiuopn: The John Hopkins Press.

Robinson, D.M. kat J. Walter Graham. 1938. Excavations
at Olynthus VIII. The Hellenic house. A study of the
houses found at Olynthus, with a detailed account of
those excavated in 1931 and 1934. Baktiuopn: The
John Hopkins Press.

Robinson, D.M. 1952. Excavations at Olynthus XIV. Ter-
racottas, Lamps, and Coins found in 1934 and 1938.
BaAtipopn: The John Hopkins Press.

1973-1974. «O86g QpatokdoTpov

Stavpovmorewg)».  ArchDelt 29

Pwptomovdov, A.
(ovvoKIopog
(B3):693.

. 1989. «K\etotd TAQKA GUVOAA VOTEPOKAAGIKWY
Xpovwy and ) Oeooalovikny. Xto @ilia Enmn eig
Tewpytov E.Mvlwvd, 194-218. ABfiva: H ev ABrvaug

Apxatoloywkr Etatpeia.
SZappomnovrov, O. 1991. «Evpwnog». ArchDelt 46 (B2):290-
92.

Sabetai, V. 2015. «Female protomes from Chaeroneia
(Boeotia)». Zto Figurines de terre cuite en Méditer-
ranée grecque et romaine. Topog 2, Iconographie et
contextes, emiyt. A. Muller kau E. Lafli, 149-63. Ville-
neuve d’Ascq: Presses Universitaires du Septentrion.

Zapuavidn, B. 2013. «H eyxwpta Kepapkn amd 1o apXaiko-
KAaotkd vekpotageio Tng ZivSov». Xto Kepapukd
epyaotijpia oto Bopetoavarohiké Atyaio (8o¢ -
apxés 50v at. m.X.) - Huepida AMO 2010, emuy.

ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

IT. Adap-Behévn, E. Kegalidov kat A. Towagpaxn,
217-22.  ®gocalovikn:  ApXalOAOYIKO
®eooalovikng.

Movozeio

Ziyavidov, M. 1980. «Owonedo N. AeAnyavvdkn». Arch-
Delt 35 (B2):394.

. 1981a. «Topéag 1V, tetpdywvo 2». ArchDelt 36
(B2):319.

. 1981B. «Avaoka@ég ITENNag». Prakt 1981 (A):42-54.

Simon, E. 1972. «Hera und Die Nymphen ein Bootischer
polos in Stockholm». RA.2 1972:205-220.

Zkaphatidov, E. 1995. «O86¢ Maxedoviagy. ArchDelt 50
(B2):461-62.

. 1996. «0O86¢ Mavdpitoag (otkonedo 380, O.T. 77)».
ArchDelt 51 (B2):439.

. 2001-2004a. «O86¢ Makedoviag». ArchDelt 56-59
(B3a):12-3.

. 2001-2004P. «O86¢ Makedoviag (O.T. 58, owk. 290
B)». ArchDelt 56-59 (B3a):176-8.

. 2006. «®@¢pun. Apxaio vekpotageio». ArchDelt 61
(B2):751-58.

2009. «To vekpotageio g Oépung (mpawnv
2¢deg) ®eooalovikng: 20 xpovia épevvagy. AEMO),
ETMETEIAKOG TOUOG329-43.

ZkapAatidov, E. kat A. Iyvatiddov. 1996. «Ta mpirta
OLUTTEPACUATA ATt TNV avVACKAPH TOv apyaiov
vekpotageiov atn Oépun (2£8¢¢)». AEMO 10 A:477-
90.

ovépe@, K. 1997. «Tobuna O@eocalovikng 1997: avaokaen
avaToMKd TG Tpdmefog kat 0To apyaio veKpoTaQeio».
AEM® 11:337-42.

. 2004. «Tovpma @eccalovikng 2004: Avaokageg
otnv tpdnelar. AEM® 18:329-35.

. 2009. «Tobuma Oeooalovikng: avaoka@ég oTnv
tpamela kat TO apyaio vekpotageio». AEMO),
ETMETEIAKOG TOUOG.345-58.

ovépeg, K. kat A. MatBaiov. 1998. «Tagikd ototeia and
0 Qpatdkactpo Oeooalovikne. AEMO 12:231-36.

Yovépep, K. war K. XoaPéla. 1999. «Zovpwtr oTOV
AvBepovvta 1999. To vekpotageior. AEM®O 13:123-
130.

Stamatopoulou, M. 2014. «The Pasikrata Sanctuary at
Demetrias and the alleged funerary sanctuaries of
Thessaly: A re-appraisal». KERNOS 27:207-55.

Ztegavny, A. 2002. «Avaokagr otov afova g Eyvartiag:
V0 TPOIOTOPIKEG EYKATAOTACELG OTNV TEPLOXN TNG
Aevkonetpag Huabiogy. AEMO 15:537-54.

. 2013. «H Aatpeia g Mntépag twv Bewv otn
Aevkomnetpa Beppiov». Makedovikd 39:99-123.

TiBéplog, M. 1990. «Apxaioloyikég épevveg oTn Aumhn
Tpanela g Ayxiahov (Zivdog) katd to 1990».
AEM® 4:315-32.

. 1991. «Apxatoloykég épevveg ot A Tpdmela
™G Ayytédhov (Zivdog) katd to 1991». AEM® 5:235-
46.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA - 245 -

2012. «Tafwvopnon vtomaG KEPAWIKAG  OTO
Maxkedovikd xwpo (kvpiwg Tov mapabardooto) katd
TOUG YOTEPOYEWUETPIKOVG Kal Apxaikovg XpOvoug».
Xto Opentijpia. Medéteg yia v apyaia Makedovia,
e M. Tiféprog, TI. NiydeAng kau IT. ASap-Behévn,
172-200. O@gooalovikn: ApLOTOTENELO TIAVETIOTIULO
Oegooalovikng.

TiBépog, M., K. Kabapov kar K. Aaxavidov. 1994.
«Apyatohoykég épevveg ot Amhy Tpdmefa tng
Ayytdov katd to 1994». AEMO 8:223-30.

TiBéplog, M., K. KaBdplov, K. Aaxavidov kar M. Oettli.
1995. «Apxatohoyikég épevveg ot A Tpdmela
™G Ayxtédov katd to 1995». AEM® 9:293-300.

Tlavapapn, K. 1996. «AepPévi. Mia vekpomoln tng Apxaiag
Anthcr. AEMO 10 A:461-76.

. 2001-2004a. «Owoénedo Taka». ArchDelt 56-59
(B3a):68-9.
. 2001-2004p. «®éon T6ptecy. ArchDelt 56-59
(B3a):186-7.

. 2001-2004y. «Owonedo A. Ttavvomovhov». Arch-
Delt 56-59 (B3a):115-6.

. 2013. «Tomukn kepapkn and v tpamela Aepmét
omv IIoAixvn @ecoalovikng». Zto Kepapuxd
epyaotijpia oto Bopetoavarohiké Atyaio (8o¢ -
apxés sov armX.) - Huepida AM®O 2010, emy.
I1. Adap-Behévn, E. KegaAidov kat A. Totagaxn,
207-12. ®gooalovikn:  ApXaloAOYIKO
Beocalovikng.

Movozeio

. 2014. «IThA\wveg mpoTopég g ovAhoyng Tewpyiov
IMamonhakn  oto  Apxawoloyiké — Movoeio
®eooalovikng». Xto Kopomdaotikij kat puxpoteyvia
ooV Alyalakd Ywpo ano TovG YEWUETPIKOVS YpOVOUS
éws kat T pwuaikij wepiodo. Aebvés Zvvédplo otn
uviun te¢ Hovg Zepfovddkn, emyt. A. Tiavvikovpr),
329-48. Abnva: Tapeio Apxatoloykwv ITopwy kat
Anal\otplwoewv.

Tlavafapn, K. kat A. Aovtag. 1993. «Tpamela Aepmnét, pia
TpwTn Tapovaoiaon». AEM®O 7:265-78.

Tlavapapn, K. kat K. @ikng. 2002. «ZVvola kepapuknig ano
Ta vekpotageia NG apyaiog Antie». ArchDelt 57
(Mehéteg, Mépog A'):155-212.

.2003. «<Epguveg 0TOV OIKIOUO KA T VEKPOTAPEL TNG
apyaiag Antnc. Ipwteg extipnoeigy. AEM® 17:154-
72.

Tpavtalidov, K. 2010. «Mwkpr Aofmapa - Zavn:

Ta dloya Tov Tagukod TOuPov. OocTeopeTpird
dedopéva  kat ovykpioelg pe katdhouma  immwv
and Tt Notwoavatohikny Evpwnny». Xto Aloya kat
duaéeg arov apyaio kéopo. Ipaktikd emoTHUOVIKIG
ovvavtnong, 30 Zentepfpiov, emp. A. Tpravtdguilog
kat A. Teplomovlov, 55-124. Opeotiada: Tapeio
Awaxeipiong  IMiotwoewv  yua v Extéleon
Apxatoloyikawv Epywv (T.AILE.A.E).

Toaxéhov-TlavaBapn, K. 1989. «Avaoka@ikn €pevva 010
vekpotageio TG Apxaiag Antre». AEM® 3:307-17.

. 2002. ITjAwva edwhia ané Ty Bépoia. Tagikd
ovvoda e EAnviotikiic emoyijg. ABfva: Tapeio
Apyatodoyikwv ITopwv kat ATAANOTPLOGEWY.

Townidov-Avhwvity, M. 1992. «Tagukoég touPog otov
Ay. ABavaclo ©eoocalovikng: Néa  avaoka@ikd
ototyeior. AEM® 6:369-82.

. 1999. «Ileproxn) Doivika (0¢on Avyapid)». ArchDelt
54 (B2):530-31.

2009. «Avaokagikég epyaoieg oto  Doivika
N. O@ceooalovikng 1987-2006. Mia ewkooaeTia
avatpontwvr. AEMO, emeteiaxdg 10106:435-48.

Townidov-Avhwvity, M., A. Kaidpa kot H. AvkiSov.
2005. «®eooalovikn 2005. Kheivovtag (;) maAiovg
Noyapraopover. AEM® 19:197-209.

Uhlenbrock, J. P. 1988. Terracotta Protomai from Gela: A
discussion of local style in Archaic Sicily. Poun: «L
ERMA» di Bretschneider.

Xot{ndnuntpiov, A. 1997. Hapaotdoeis epyaotnpiowy kat
eumopiov oTnV elKovoypagia Twv apyaikwv kat
rKlaoikawv ypovwv. ABnva: Tapeio Apyatoloytkdv
[Topwv kat ATAANOTPLOTEWY.

XpvoavBakn-Nagle, K. 2009. «[TnAwveg yvvaikeieg TpoTopég
Kat Aatpeieg oTig owkieg NG Makedoviag kat g
Opaxng». Apyatodoyia kar Téyves 113:57-63.

Xpvoootopov, A. 1996-1997. «Ztoixeia kabnuepvig {wiig
Kat Aaikng Aatpeiag amd Ty IIEAa Twv EAANVIOTIKWY
xpovov. HowaoTtiki avackagn oto otkonedo Iewpyiov
Ianmd». ArchDelt 51-52 (Meléteg):197-230.

Xpvoootopov, A. xat II. Xpvoootopov. 2000. «Ta
vekpotageia Tov Apxovtikod Tavvitowv»s. AEMO
14:473-89.

2010. «Apyovtikd IIEMag 2010. H owotikn
avaoka@n tov Sutikov vekpotageiovr. AEMO
24:169-78.






Apyaia katoiknon yvpw and Tig Atuvobalaocoeg ng
neptoxng Meooloyyiov.

H e&éMi&n Tov Tomtiov péoa and tig puholoyikég kat LOTOPIKEG avapopég Kat Ta

yew-apyatoloytkd dedopéva.

QwTelvyy Zapdavt

Egopeia Apxatotitov Attwloakapvaviag kat Aevkadog

ABSTRACT

As a modern urban settlement, Messolonghi is located in the centre of a distinct geo-morphological unit, dominated
by wetlands and river deposits. It is a recently established city with a glorious history in the years of the Greek War of
Independence, generally identified with the heroic Exodus, and a remarkable economic and intellectual flourishing
both in pre-revolutionary and post-revolutionary years. There is no evidence of habitation in the area of the city in
antiquity; since, as it stands today is largely due to silting and filling. On the contrary; a significant number of ancient
centers had developed in the surrounding area and in key locations around the extensive lagoon complex, exploiting
the natural wealth and advantages offered.

The article summarises the geomorphological and historical development of the region in ancient times, through
geological and archaeological data, now significantly enriched by re-cent research. At the same time, its mythological
background, a source of inspiration for de-pictions of its myths in local coinage and in various forms of visual art, is
discussed.

EISATQIH (Xdptng 1)

H katavonon evog moAtiopov mpobmoBéter tnv avacvvBeon tov tomiov péoa oto omoio yevvrOnke kot
avOnoe, agov Suaxpovikd o avBpwrog Ppioketan oe Stapkry aAAnAenidpaon pe T @von Kat Tpocapuoletal
OTA XAPAKTNPLOTIKA TOV TOTIOL 1oL Katolkel. Nepo, kAipa, popgoloyia edagovg, mpoimobéoelg eEaopaiiong
TpoPrG Kat ao@dletag, Sopkd vAkd, kabopilovv Tig eykataotdoelg Tov. ITapaAinia, &vBpwnog kat @von
Bpiokovtat oe pio Pabetd vopotehetakn oxéon, mov eviote ayyifet Ta dpta Tov déovg, kATt oL aoBavopaoTte
WLaitepa OTIG HEPEG HAG, OTO KATWPAL TNG KAHATIKAG aAAayr|G.

H neploxn mov amdwvetat yopw amod Tn vedtepn oTopik Kat Iepry moAn tov Meooloyyiov,! auuporov
Kat TOToL NG npwikng Ovoiag tov 1826 otn ovAhoyikr eBvikr pviun, ovviotd pia efatpetikd eviiagépovoa

1 T TV ovopaoia, To xpovo iSpvong g moAng Tov Mecoloyyiov ot onueptviy B¢on (1606 at.), T vedTepn LOTOpPiA KAl TNV
eEEMEN NG o€ pia avOnpr KOWOTNTA e EUTTOPIKT) — VAUTIYIKY SPacTNPLOTNTA KAl AVETTUYHEVT TIVEVHATIKY Kat kKovwvikn {wr,
BA. evdewktikd Bazin 1864, 268-72" Zractvomovhog 1925, 79-95, 111-15" AleEavdpomovlov 1993, 35-45" Mmdda 2004, 33-48°
KAetoopitng 2010. Ta tnv meproxn yevikotepa PA. Woodhouse 1897, 9-13" Philippson kat Kirsten 1958, 343-56, 358-66, 572-73.

AURA 4 (2021): 247-271 DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.26247/aura4.9
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Xaptng 1 (I.Y.Z., k\ipaka 1:50.000).

Yewypagkn evotTnTa, kKaboplopuévn and ca@r uotka opla:? ta ekPoAikd cvotnpata Tov Axehwov kat Evnvov
amod SUTIKA Kal AVATOAKA avTioTOLXa, TV 0pocelpd Tov ApdkuvBov ota Popetoavatolikd, kat To Bakdooto
x@po Tov ITatpaikod KOATOL oTa VOTIAL ZTNV apXAOTNTA NTAV TO ONUAVTIKOTEPO TUALA TG VOTLAG, TOUPAKTLAG
Artwliag, pbikng matpidag TOAGY Npdwy, 61OV Kat evTomi{ovTav oL TEooEpLG amo TI§ TEVTE GUVOAKA

nOAeLG Tov opnptkod KataAoyov twv IMoiwv mov cvppeteixav otnv artwlikn vavtikr dbvapn pe apxnyo to

2 TTapOTL eHPaVME TIPOKELTAL YLat (ot UOLKT KAt TOALTIOWIKT EVOTNTA, 1) TtepLoxn ofpepa Sev eival eviaia Stotkntikd. To peyakbtepo
HéPog TG agopd ota dpta Tov Afpov LII. Meooloyyiov, pe Tig meptoxég Twv mpawnv Afpwv AirtwAtkod kat Oviddwy, evad pkpo
TpApa ™G, petakd Tov Evnvov motapod kat g SuTikng mhevpdg Tov 0povg BapaoopPa (neproxn Tahatd - Kpvovepiov), aviket 6to
Afjpo Navmaktiog.
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®0da.® Avtikd ekteivetat g Tnv Hapayedwitida, Tov kdTw pov Tov AxeAwov, meptoxr| evueTaBANTN Adyw NG
TPOOXWUATIKNG SPAGTNPLOTNTAG TOV TTOTAOY, [EPOG TNG OTIOLAG LOTOPIKA avijKe 0TV Akapvavia.!

Zhpepa TPOKELTAL VIt £VAV YEWYPAPIKO XDPO e eEatpeTiid TAODOLO GUOIKO TIEPIPAANOV KAl OLKOGVATN AL
Meydho pépog tov avijket 0o evikd choTnua mpooTatevdpevwy meploxwy —Siktvo Natura 2000- kat 6TOVG
vypoTonovg SteBvoig onpaciag —meploxr Ramsar’- evw mpootatedetat kat and aANeg empeépoug knpvéels. Katd
éva peyalo pépog tavtiCetar pe to «EOviko Ildpko AuvoBadacowv Mesohoyyiov — ArtwAikod, KATw pov Kat
exPoldv motapwy Axehwov kat Evrjvov kat vijowv Exivadwv».¢ e autod evtaooovtat akopn to ddoog dpafov
1 Opa&d Aeotviov, katdlomo peydlov vépoxapovs SATOVS, XApPaKTNPLOUEVO WG ProyeveTikd amdbepa kal
«Mvnueio g Pvone», to Papayyt tng Khetoovpag, meploxr diattépov guotkod kdAAovg,” To 6pog Bapdoofa,
LOTOPLKOG TOTOG Kat TtepLoXn) SLaitepov Yuatkoh KAAAOVG Kal TO VIOLWTIKG cVumAeypa Twv Extvadwv.®

H TEOMOPO®OAOTITA THX TIEPIOXHX KAI H ZYNAEXH ME TO MY®O
(Xa&ptng 2)

To Tomio kvptapyeitat and to dehtaikod mepPdAiov Twv dvo peydAwv motapwy, Axehwov kat Ednvov, atoug
omnoiovg opeilel oe peydho Pabuod tn ovvOetn e&éhiEn Tov,’ evad kaBoploTiki GTOVG VEGTEPOLG XpAVOULG eival 1)
ovppoln avBpwmoyevadv mapaydvTwy. ZnpovTikég petafolég avdyAvgov éxovv ouvtedeoTel katd To YoTepo
OMokavo, Ta tedevtaia 10.000 xpovia, pe Tnv dvodo tng otadung vepol kat Tnv mpowdnon g akToypapung
oe Bapog g Bdlaocoag.

Ot motapoi AxeAwog kat Evnvog amotehodv Suvapukd guotid otoiyeia, pe emBANTIKN, KATAGTPOPLKT, aAAd
Kot {womotd duvaurn. Ao ™y apxatdTiTa HTav cOVOEHOL EmKoVwWViag e TNV evloxwpa: 0 AXeAwog frav
TAWTOG €wg Tn Ztpdto, Snhadn oe prjkog TovAdxtotov 37 XA, evw o Ebnvog mpocégepe xepoaia mpooPaon
TIPOG TO ECWTEPIKO, HEow Spopov Tov akolovBovaoe Tn Sekia Tov OxON.1 O PepTég DAeG Twv §DO TOTAUWY, OE
oLVEVLACHO e Ta KOHaTa Kat Ta pevpata Tov Iatpaikod kKOATov, Snpodpynoav To EKTETAHEVO OVATNHA TWV
€L ouvolikd AipvoBalaocowv Mesohoyyiov — ArtwAikol, and ta peyalvtepa tng Meooyeiov. ITpokertan yia
£vay TPLywVIKO Tepimov xwpo, Tov optobeteital voTia amd guotikég Aovpovnoideg kat appodives.

[TepiocdTepo katahvTikn virpée 1 Spaoctnpotnta Tov AxeAwov. Apxikd Snpodpynoe €va eowTePIKO
Seltaiko ovotnpakattigonuepvég Aipves Olepo, Avopayiakal Tpixwvida, evw otn ouvéxeta Bprke Sie§odo otov

[atpaikd kat oxnuatioe 1o SLTIKO TpMpa TG Apvofdlacoag.” XapaktnploTikés avapopeés oty e&éAign g

3 I\ B, 638-644. ®dag katd 1o ZtpaPwva (10.2.1) frav 1o maladtepo dvopa tov Axedwov. H meproxr vrotibetar o1t vipée
nedio Stekdiknong petadd Twv Altwldv kat Twv apykav g katoikwv Kovprtwy, eva n Kalvdwvia kat n Ikevpwvia tov 50 at.
n.X. opiovtal and to @ovkvdidn etdikdTepa ws AtoAida (3.102.5) kat iowg Sev avikay akopn tote oty ArtwAic. BA. avalutikd
Bommeljé 1988 Zravpomovlov-Taton 2008y, 375-57 " Ilanamootolov 2011° Papapostolou 2012.

4 Tia v meployny BA. yevika Woodhouse 1897, 150-54.

5 Yypotomiko cOpmAeypa 336.870 oTpeppdTwy.

6 'Exet ouvolikn} éktaom mepimov 150.000 otp. BA. Adapavromovlov kat Aevpivog 2008, 156-65.

7 Exet pnkog 3,5 YA kat faBog 300 p. BA. oxetikd Philippson kat Kirsten 1958, 344-46.

8 Ta vnoua Exivadeg Stokntikd vrayovtat oty ILE. KegadAnviag.

9 BA. yevika kat Diamanti k.a. 2014.

10 BA. yevika Piper kat Panagos 1981 Agpputlaxng kat Ntpivia 2009.

11 ®ovxk. 3.7. Xtpaf. 10.2.2.

12 Pwpaiog 1916° Ztepytomoviog 1938, 144" Philippson kat Kirsten 1958, 355" AAefavdpomovlov 1993, 52° Nepavtlng 2001,
43-4. AN\eg @uoikég Siodol Tpog TNV KeVTpIKY AlTwAia TPOo@EPovVTAY HEGW Tov Papayylod tng KAeioovpag kat mepaopudtwy Tov
ApdkvvBov amd v meptoxn g AypiAidg Mecoloyyiov.

13 Fouache 1999. Opiopévor peletntég anodidovv tn Snpiovpyia tov otevod g Khetoovpag atn dpactnpiotnta tov Axedwov.
BA. oxetika Deylius 1987, 36-7.
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Xaptng 2. Aopugoptkdg XapTng TG evpvTEPNG Teploxng Tov Mecoloyyiov (voBabpo Google earth).

IMapaxehwitidog pag mapéxovv o Hpodotog, 0 @ovkvdidng'® kat o ZtpdBwv,'® mov meptypd@ovy Ty cuveévwon
uépovg Twv Exivddwv vijowv pe tn oteptd. IIpokertar yia guoikn Stepyacio avTANTTH Kat KATOYEYPAMUEVT
OTIG LOTOPIKEG TINYEG TOVAGXIOTOV amd TiG apyxég Tov 500 at. .X., 1) onoia puboAoyikd epunvedeTal wg Tipwpia
TOV TTOTAWOV TIPOG TIG VOUPEG kOpeg Tov Exivddec. O ZtpdPwv pag mapadidet ta ovopata tplwv apxaiwv Aipvav
™G meptoxne, g Mehitng, g Kuviag kat tng Ovpiag, mov mbavotepa tavtiCovral pe Tig Aptvoddhacoeg twv
Owiadav,” tov Atrtwikov™® kat Tov Mecohoyyiov avtiotoiya.”

O Axedog yta TOANOVG awveg aneTéAeoe HeTAPANTO YEWTIOATIKO OpLo HeTafd AKapvavwy kol AITwAWY.
KaAeitaw and tov HoloSo dpyvpodivig® xal and tov Ounpo kpeiwv* kat ovvdéetat pe mhovota pvboloyia,
ETUKEVTPWUEVT] BEUATOAOYIKA 0TIV TiEPLOXT) TWV EKPOAWDV TOV, £XOVTOG EUTMVEVTEL TTOIKIAEG ametkovioelg.? To
TPOCWTOTIONHUEVO TIVEDHA TOV TOTAUOV TaPOLOLALeTal 6Ty apyaia TEXVN wg Tavpog, ¢idt 1 avBpwmog e
KePAAL Tabpov, Kat, omaviotepa, wg Tpitwv 1 kEvTavpog. Ot TPWIHOTEPES, TAVPOHOPPES KVPIWG, ATEIKOVITELG

14 Hpo8.2.10.3.

15 ®ovk. 2.102, 3-4.

16 Xtp. 10.2.19.

17 Leake, III, 557-58 (MuvoBdlacoa Agotviov). H amo&npavor| tng dpxioe apéows petd tov moAepo kat, Onws éxet cupPei kat
allov (.. oty Makedovia), mBavotata xdOnkav moAdTIHa apxatoloytkd oTotxeia.

18 Tia tnv e&éAifn g AiprvoBdhacoag tov Artwikov, Tov gaivetat 6Tt uvOEDnKe e avTr Tov Megoloyyiov yvpw oto 1200 .X.,
BA. Aepprtlang kot Ntpivia 2009, 73-7.

19 Z1p.10.2.21. Zrepytomovrog 1938, 64-6° Woodhouse 1897, 163-68" Vott 2007, 30. Iia tn AiuvoBdracoa OvOida, mov mbavag
tavtifetat pe avti s KheiooPag, fA. Woodhouse 1897, 106.

20 Ocoyovia, 337.

21 I\ @ 194.

22 BA. kvpiwg Isler 1970, pe 371 napadeiypata. Isler 1981. BA. eniong Gais 1978 Mitdkng 1983 * Brewster 1997, 9-14" Mrtta
2003, 31-6" Aapmpivovdakng 2009.



ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA 251 -

Euw. 1. TINwvn kegadn), mBavag tov Axedwov and 1o Adgpto tepd otny Kahvdwva. 506 at. m.X. (Popaiog 1926, 39, eik. 16). Eik. 2. Mappdpvn pdoka and to
MapaBava. A" ed 50v at. m.X. Berlin - Staatliche Museen, SK 100 (Bliimel 1938, 10-2).

TOV €X0VV avatoAkd mpoTuma kat Bpiokovy mapdAAnha oe dAheg motapieg OedtnTeg, 18iwg otn ZikeAia Kat
votwa Itakia, eveo pe T popen avtn epgavifetar moAd cvxva oe avaBnuaTikd avaylv@a a@lepwpéva TG
Nopgeg kat Tov ITava (téln 5ov-1o at m.X.). Tavpopop@og ekovileTal 0Ta VOUIOHATA TOV AKAPVAVIKOD
Kowov kat akapvavik@wv TOAewy, elkdva TOV GUUTVKVOVEL YEVIKOTEPA TNV TAAN avBpwmov Kat apeilkTng
@Uong kat ovpfoliet T Svvapn Tov vepov.?

ITapoAo mov hatpevtnie wg Bedg ae oAOKANpn v EANGSa,2 n) tapovaia Tov Axehwov o€ tepd TG TepLoxng
elvat avaloyika ToAD TEPLOPLOEVT), YEYOVOG TIOV UTTOPODE APXLKA VA ATTOSMTOVE OTIG TIEPLOPLOHEVEG EPEVVEG,
aAld kat Tig apxatokannAkég Spaotnplotntes. H popen tov mbavotata amodidetal oe pio evrvnwotaxr,
ApYLKA KEPATPOPA, THALVT) KEQPAAT], LOLKOD 0XeGOV peyEBovg, amd To Adgpro tepo g Kakvdwvag (450 m.X.,
Ewk. 1" o avtimapafoln PA. pappdptvn pdoka and to Mapabava, eik. 2), mbavwg o fia LKpr TpOTo: anod
10 tepo ot XpvooPitoa mAnoiov Tov Oéppov (a’ uod 5ov at m.X.),* kabws Kat oe TpeLg MHAVEG LAOKEG amtd
10 omAato «tov Kovprjrar ota Makdpnela Bovitoag, evad avtifeta, n ewalopevn Aatpeia tov otnv moAn
Ztpdto dev éxet puéxpt onpepa eniPefatwbdei. Znpetwvetat akOun 1 eVPECT UKPOD OPELXEIAKIYOU TAVPOHOPPOV
eldwhiov Tov og omAato otV meploxr Kdtw Enpopépov, mov katéAnge ota xépla ouANEKTN.Y Agv eivat YvwoTo
TOLo OTHAALO TAV aVTO, AAAd €Xel evlagépov va onpelwbei 6TL 6T0 MAoTpo, KOVTA 0TNY aploTtepry 6xOn Tov
TOTAHOV Kal 0TV TepLox1| Twv ekPoAV Tov, avtiBeta e O,TL kaveig Ba mepipeve, N péxpL TP €pevva TOL
omnAaiov dev anédwoe oXeTIKA OTOLKElO.?

23 Toaykapn 2011, 146-9, 205" Zapayd k.a. 2017, 155, ap. 84 (A. A. Avdpéov). BA. yevikotepa Molinari kat Sisci 2016.

24 Eivaw o 8e0tepog o koG eAAnvikog moTtapodg (220 xAu.), mov myddet amd tn votia ITivso kat Tov potpdovtat akopn n Oecoa-
Ao kat n'Hretpog. 2ti6 uépeg pag ouykévipwoe peydho evilagépov Aoyw TG emtkei{leving eKTPOTIG TOV, oL TVpodoTnoe mABog
avTimapadéoewy yopw amod To ekTIHwUEVO TEPIPAAAOVTIKO KOOTOG Kat onpepa avaktveital TaAL BA. yevikd E@nuepida Kabnuept-
vi}, €vBeto Entd Huépeg (20/6/1999).

25 O K. Pwpaiog (1926, 39-40, ewk. 16) Bewpnoe Tt anetkovilel To Awdvvoo. Tia T otevy oxéon Axedwov — Atovooov PA. Isler
1981, 12" Mrtta 2003, 34" Aapmpivovdakng 2009, 99.

26 Pwpaiog 1920-1921, 83, ap. 113" Isler 1981, 18, ap. 87.

27 Mitdkng 1983, 107-9.

28 Katsarou kot Darlas 2016-2017" Katoapov 2017.
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Ew. 3. Aoyn tov Evnvov motapov anéd t Sefid tov ox0n.

O Evnvog amd v AN mhevpd éxel emdpaoet otn SLapoOpPwaon Tov avaToAkod THNHATOG, Kat 18iwg
™G AtpvoBdAacoag tng KAeioopag (Ewk. 3). To §éAta tov (92 T.xAp.) aviket ota dwdeka peyadtepa Tov
eAadikod xwpov. Xt Stapdpewor) Tov Ta Tehevtaio 6000-5000 xpdvia cvvéPalav 1 Tektovikr fOOLoN Kal 1
otaBepomnoinon g Bardootag 0tdbpng katd to ONoOKavo.?

O Evnvog, mapatnpei eDoToxa 0 ZTEPYLOTOVAOG, eivat 0 kate§oxnVy artwAtkdg motapoe.® O K. Pwpaiog eixe
paAota Bewpnioet mbavr ™ Aatpeia Tov oto tepd ¢ Xpvoofitoag, kovtd otov Oéppo.** Katd tn pvboloyia,
épepe To Ovopa Tov Pacthd Twv Artwlwy, mov Tviynke katadiwkovtag tov Tda, anmaywyéa tng kOpNG Tov
Mdpnmooag, v givat yvwotdg kat wg AvKoppag kat Xpuooppoag.”2 Ao to Zo@okAn xapaktnpiletat fabbp-
povG,» evw TN ypryopn por| tov paptupel o OPidog.* H SuaPaocn tov motapod epgavitetat SVokoAn, agol
Katd tn puboloyia eheyxdtav and Tov k€vtavpo Néooo, 0 omoiog mepvovae Tovg StaPdteg oTny amévavtt ox0n
TAvVw 0T paxn Tov évavtt apotBrs. Etot avagépet o uvbog tng avaxwpnong tov HpakAn kat Tng Antavetpag
and v Kalvdwva, mov katakryet oe povopayia pe tov HpaxAn kat Bavdtwon tov kevravpov.* To Oéua
éxet anotunwBel otV apxaia eEAANVIKA ayyeloypagia, OTwWG e ia and TG YVWOTOTEPES ATTEIKOVITELS TNG, TOV
ATTIKO HEAAVOUOPYO appopéa Tov Zwypdeov tov Néooov (620-610 n.X.) (Ew. 4).% H mpdypatt SOokoln
SaBaon Tov TOTAPOD TEKUNPLOVETAL HAAOTA KAl OO VEOTEPEG TNYEG, TIOL HeTAED AAAwV avagépovy Tny
vrapén «mopBuéwvr TPy TNV Kataokevr odnpodpopikng yépupag.”’

O Ebnvog ovvdéetau axoun pe tov Titoppo Tov Artwlo, pia popen oxedov pobikn, évav vrepavipwmo
yiyavta pe acvviifiotn dbvapn. Iotopeital 6Tt ot TéAN TOL 60V At T.X. Viknoe TOV OANVUTMIOVIKI TAAAOTH
Milwva tov Kpotwvidtn oe pia méhn oG 0x0eg Tov motapov, mov mepteddpuPave piyelg Ppaywv. Tia to Oéua
HaG TTANPOPOPODY UETAYEVEGTEPOL GLYYPAPELG, OL OTIOIOL AVTAOVV TIG TANPOQOpies TOVG and Tov AAéEavdpo

29 Kapoumaing 1996, 161° Petersen 2011a, 37-46.

30 Z‘rspyl(’)nou)\oc 1938, 7-9, 54" Brewster 1997, 21-6.

31 Pwpaiog 1920-1921, 65-8.

32 Tia to Ovopa Avkoppag PA. kat Biagetti 2011, 530-32.

33 TIpayiviat, 559.

34 Metamorph. 9.104.

35 Tanayotlig 1971, 126.

36 Kaktoag 2007, 196-97 (ap. evp. 1002) " Boardman 1980, 264-65, eik. 5, 74" Diez de Velasco 1992.

37 Leake 1835, 1, 108-9" Bazin 1864, 282" Woodhouse 1897, 93" Zracwvomovhog 1925, 212" Kakpidrg 1986, T. 4, 104-6.
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Ei. 4. Hapaotaon Hpak\ij — Néooov 0to Aatpd apgopéa tov «Zwypdgov tov Néooov» (Kaktodag 2001, 196-97, ap. evp. 1002).

ToV AlTwo, ONHAVTIKO TONTH TV TPWLHOY EAANVIOTIKOV Xpovwy. Thv apxaldtepn ouwg mnyr anotelei o
Hpodotog, otny meptypa@n tov yapov g Ayapiotng, kat ivat mlavo va enpokeLTo yia LIIApKTO TPOCWTIO,
TaveAA VLA yVwoTO yia Ty acvviiBlotn pwun tov. H Antonetti cuvSéet Tnv mpwtdyovn pop@r) Tov e Tov
TpoTO IOV £PAemay Tovg ArtwAobg ot vitodowtot EAAnveg avtr| v mepiodo.

Ta emPANTIKE XAPAKTNPLOTIKA TWV TOTAWLWY CVOTNUATWY EVETVELGAV AOLTOV TIOLKIAOVG apxaiovg puvbovg,
Kat €xet evdlagépov va onpetwdel 6TL, ANV TNG OUYKEKPIUEVNG TIEPLOXTG, 0XedOV amovotdfovv allov otnv
ArtwAia kat Akapvavia.® AvTto mpo@avwg OPEIAeTAL OTNV TPWLKN KATOIKNGOT TIOL YVWPLOE, 0TOV tOLaiTePO
TAOVTO TOVL PUOLKOV VYPOTOTILKOV TEPIBAANOVTOG —TPWTAPXLKNG TYNG EUMVEVONG— AANG KL OTNV ETKOLVWViaL
e dAleg eAAnvikég meploxés, pe Tig omoieg ovvoéeTal pe Kotvég poboroyikég mapaddoets.® H pvboloyia tng
vOTIag Altwhiag Katd peydho pépog emkevtpwvetal ota tehevtaia xpdvia tng {wiig Tov HpakAr, To yépo tov
e tn Antdvetpa, kopn tov Pactréa g Kahvdwvag Owvéa, kat Tnv mdAn tov pe tov Axedwo yia tn Stekdiknon
™me.* H ovpPoAkn méhn avBpwmov-notapov, amd Tnv onoia @épetat va Pynke NTTnuévog o AXeAwog, Tov
xaptoe atov Owvéa kat tovg Kalvdwviovg to képag tng Aparfeiag, avrikatontpilet v avBpwmivn mpoonddeta
T0doevoNG TNG OPUNAG KAl TNG SPACTNPLOTNTAG TOL TOTANOD e TEXVIKA épya.®? Q¢ Bépa ovvavtdrtal otnv

38 Hpod. 7.127. Athiavog, VH 12.22. ABrjvauog, X.4.13, EvotaBiog, I, 198. BA. oxetikd Crowther 1977, 114-15" Antonetti 1990,
46-7" Rzepka 2007, 222-29" 2013, 119-20. O televTaiog mpoTeivel 6Tt oL AITwAOI, £X0VTAG EMLYVWOT) THG APVNTIKHG OTEPEOTVTIKAG
TOVG £1KOVAG, XPNOLHOTIOLOVOAY TETOLOV €id0VG LOTOPiEG Yl va BeATIWOOLY TNV elkdVa avT avapesa atoug vitodotmovg EAAnveg.
39 Powell 1904, 138-39" TTamayatlng 1971, 150-51" Kaxpidrg 1986, 1. 3, 190" Zepunétn 2001, 30-1.

40 O pvbog Tov Adkpaiwva, ylov Tov Auglapaov, ovvdéel Ty meploxn Twv Owiadwv pe 10 Apyog, evd 0 AITwAOG, EMMVVIOG
Hpwag TG ArtwAiag, katayotav amd v HAda. Aev eivar aAAwote tvxaio 6Tt aBlot Tov HpakAn, omwg n Agpvaia Ydpa kat ot
Ztopgalideg Opvieg, ektvAicoovtal o oxéomn pe AAAovG EAAVIKOVG VYPOTOTIOVG.

41 Kakptdnig 1986, 1. 4, 101-4.

42 Aw6d. A.35. Ztpaf. 10.2.19. Tia tnv opBoloyiki 1 toTopikny eppunvevtikiy oxoAn Tov pwbwv PA. Kakpidrig 1986, T. 1, 263-64.
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apyaio ayyeloypagia,® evad cuvéetarl pe To épyo Tov Zo@okAn Ipayiviar, dmov o HpakAng nebaiver.* ISiaitepo
evilapépov €xeL 1 TpOOPATH eDpeot THALYNG UATPAG EAANVIOTIKWY XpOvwv oTnv apxaia AAikvupva, Thavwg e
Tov AxeAwo wg Tpitwva.*

v meploxn tng votiag Atrtwhiag o fipwag HpakAng avtimpoownebetal 0To Ypontd SIAKOGUO TWV VOV TNG
Kalvdwvag, kat ovykekpipuéva oe VO anoomacpatikés TAwves Letomneg mov anodidovtar otr debtepn gaon
Tov vaoL Tov Ao wva (vaog A, mepi ta péoa 6ov at. .X.), ot pia oo Tig omoieg mbavotata ekovi{oTav
0 aBAog Tov EpupdvBiov kampov.* Tov fpwa etkovilel akdpn Hapuapvn TpoTour| ano To AATPEVTIKO SwHAETIO
tov Hpwov,” mBavwg avtiypago épyov tov 4ov at. m.X., 6tov tomo tov HpaxAr Farnese, evw 1 popen tov
ep@aviletal kat oty Artwikn voptopatokomia.®

H IZTOPIKH EEEAIEH TOY TEQI'PAOIKOY XQPOY*

H neploxn gaivetat 6Tt yvwploe mpwipn avOpwmvi mapovoia and tn Méon IalaoAiBwkr mepiodo, donwg
deixvovv gvprpata and ta onnAata Tadatd®™ kat Ay. Nikoldov otn Bapdoofa (Ewk. 5, 6),°' evw ot yvwoTég
veolBikég Béaerg evtomilovtat 0o idto 0pog (Kpvovept, Znfdato Takatd) kat v Kokkvn ZnnAid oo Adgo
Ay. H\ia. ITeplopiCovtat Snhadr KovTd 0TI akTEG, TANGIOV EDQPOPWV SEATATKWY TIEPLOXWY, IOV TIPOTPEPOVTAV
yia eEao@aion tpo@rg.>

Euw. 5. Amoyn tov 6povg Bapdoopa kat tov Evnvov motapov anéd Popeta (Sopvgopikn Ayn - Google earth).

43 EvSeiktikd Boardman 1980, 264, sik. 208-9° Isler 1981, 25, 27-8.

44 Clarke 2004.

45 Budtov 2017y, 51.

46 Dyggve kat Poulsen 1948, 153, 160-61 (etk. 164), 160-62 (uetomeg 24, 2B kot 3A; ), mv. XIX, XXy. Ze aA\n petonn (o. 157, 1E)
ewkoviletat trepwtn Zetpriva (ot Zetprjveg otny artwikr puboloyia eivat kpeg Tov motapoy AxeAwov).

47 Dyggve k.d. 1934, 363-65" Bol 1988, 36-7" Bikdtov kat Zapdvtn 2013, 22-31.

48 Tsangari 2007, 200.

49 BA. yevika Zravponovlov-Tdton 20080, 398-404" 2009.

50 Aagapidov k.a. 1975. Tia ) xpovordynon PA. kat Ianakwvotavtivov 1991, 23.

51 Serensen 2004.

52 Maotpokwotag 1963,210-11" 1964, 295-300. Hauptmann 1971, 349 (eix. 43), 359-61. H Benton (1931-1932, 236) éxet onpet-
woet mbavd veolBuxd ixvn kat oTig Exivadeg (v. TIpofdrt).
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Eix. 6. Amoyn tov Oakdaaiov xwpov ano ) Béon tov ommAaiov Ay. Nikoldov otn votia Bapdoopfa.

Ta g Enoxég Tov Xakkov kat tov Xidfipov apbova mAéov oTolxeia [oag TPoo@EpovTal amd TNy mepLoxn
apéows Popeta g AvoBalacoag Tov ArtwAikod, 1 omoia avadetkvoeTat o TOANODG ALWVEG OF OTHAVTIKO
enikevTpo {wng kat TlavoTaTa SIOKNTIKO KEVTPO.™ ZTN HuKnvaiky Tepiodo eldikdTepa, TAPATL HaKpLd amd Ta
HEYAAQ aVaKTOPIKA KEVTPA, 1 DTIapEN OWKIOUWY {e oNpavTiKe vavtikh Svapn paptopeitat and tov Opnpo.
[MapaAAnha, n ovykévipwon pvnpelakov BoAdwtwv tdewv g YE II-IIT" emoxng otov Ay. HAia kat tn
ZTopva® tekpnplover avap@ifola v OapEn TOTKWV NYELOVWYV Kal TIG OTEVEG OXEOELG [e AANa pépr Tov
puknvaikod kdopov. Metadd dAwv ogeilovtav otnyv koupikr yewypagikn Béon mavw oto Bakdooto Spopo
npog t Avon.® H meploxr) avéntue and v Ipwipn Enoxn tov Xakkob efwtepikés oxéoels, OuppeTEXOVTAG
ota SikTva Slakiviong oytavo kat SLaTtnpwVTag OXETEeLS e TO Alyaio,” evad HELOVWHEVA VKN VAIKA EVPTHOTA
and tov Ay. Hhia fefatdvouv €ppeceg emagég (e Tnv Alyunto Kat Tov evpOTepo xwpo tng Mecoyeiov.”

Zto vOAOMo TNG TEPLOXNG, av Kal Ta véa gvpruata oloéva mAnbaivovy, ot mpoioTtopikés evdeitelg
TOUPAUEVOLY TILO ATTOOTIAOHATIKEG, KUPiwg HAAAOV ylati £xovv kataoTpagel 1 kaAvgOei and petayevéoTtepa
kataloura.® Avtd Seiyvouv véa mpoiotopika evprpata oty meploxr [Mevpwvag,® evw e§atpeTiko evolapépov
XL 0 TIOAD TIPOCPATOG EVTOTUOUOG HUKNVATKNG KEPAKNG HETAD Tov Takatod VAIKOY TwV avaoKa@wy oTo
Ad@plo tepd, oL VITOSNAWVEL TOVAGXLOTOV HUKNVATKO OIKIOHO 6T0 Ad@o.* Katd ta dAAa, 1) vrap&n oxvpwpévwy

53 ZtavpomovAov-Taron 2018, 23-78.

54 MaoTtpokwotag 1963, 203-17" ITovxpovdkov-Zyovpitoa 1998 2006 ZtavpomovAov-Taton 2008y, 376-77 Kolwvag 2013,
440-44" 2018.

55 Tia TOV EVTOTIONO HUKNVATKOV OIKIOTIKOVY Kataloinwy Bopeldtepa, oTnv meptoxr Tov Ayyelokdotpov PA. Zravpomovlov-Tda-
Tomn 2005y, 474-75" 2006, 580" 2007, 274-75.

56 Konstantinidi-Syvridi 2016 Bukdtov 20179, 62-3.

57 Maotpokwotag 1963, 204, 207 (mv. 167, y, § kat 173y)" TToAvxpovakov-Zyovpitoa 2006° Phillips 2016" Tia tnv mapovoia
NAextpov PA. emiong Zovépep 1997, 107-12.

58 Benton 1931-1932, 213-46" ITohvxpovakov-Zyovpitoa 1998 Zravpomovlov-Taton kat Zrapdtng 2010 Zravpomovlov-Taton
2010, 1052-55.

59 Bukdtov 20178, 63-5 (IThevpava — Tpeig EkkAnotég).

60 Barfoed 2019. O Zwtnptadng (1908, 99-100) £xet avagépet Aeiyava poknvaikod TOPYoL 0TNY akpOTOAN, Tov Sev £XOVV HEXPL
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akpomorewv (Ay. Hhiag, Taawd ITAevpwva, Kalvdwva) Sev éxet péxpt onpepa empPePatwdel avaokagikd, kal
yevikd 1 KukAwmeta kataokevr| aptBpel ToAd& mapadeiypata oty Artwloakapvavio.®

MeTafd GAN®V XAPAKTNPLOTIKY €ival 1) CLYKEVTPWOT] TPOICTOPIKWY EYKATACTACEWY YVpW amtd TOV
EOnvo motapd, 0mwe TEKUNPLOVEL KAt 1) EDPECT) OTIAVIOV GLUVOAOL OTAwY Kat epyaleiwv tng YE IIIB-T ot
SekLa 0xOn tov.? Epgaviler pia evdagépovoa avatoyia pe dAa napadeiypata «Onocavpwv» anod m Popeta
Evpwnn o meploxég motapv kal eEAdv, ot omoiot eppnvedovTal wg anobéoelg TeAeTovpyikéG 1) avadnuaticég.s
AX\a gvpripata amod TV TEPLOXT) TOL TOTAUOD TTpogpxovTal and To Kpvovépl,™ omwg kat amod Béoelg extdg NG
OVYKEKPIUEVNG YEQYPAPIKNG evOTNTAG. Evag omaviotepog xdAkivog méhekvg and tnv meptoxi Mecoloyyiov
¢ Tehwr|g NeohBikrig 1) twv apxav tng Emoxn¢ tov Xaikov kat mbavrg Bakavikng mpoélevong, katéAne
otnv ayopd apyaiwv kat arotelel pépog tng XvAloyrg Finlay tng Bpetavikng Apxatohoyikng ZxoAns,* evw
ava@épeTat akoun 1 ebpeon evog xdAktvov povootopov méekv otny Hapayxelwitida, otn Sutikr| TAevpd TOV
Aogov Zxomd.”

Zrovg Tpwipovg Iotopikovg Xpdvovg n meptoxny ovvexiler va akpalel, Omwg amodetkvoel VEKPOTAQEio
EKATOVTASWV TAQWY OTNV TEPLOYT] TNG ZTAUVAG, 0mov peTafd dAAwV kataypd@etat TAéov kat 1 VTtapén
Sdbo Ttovhdxotov TOUPWV."® Amodidetal oe Vvéa eykatdoTacot, mov Ypovoloyeital Kvpiwg otnv Yotepn
IMpwToyewUETPIKN, VD TPOPANUATIKES TIAPAUEVOLY OL BETELG TWV AVTIOTOLKWV OLKLOUWDVY KAt OL TIPONYOUUEVEG
Xpovohoyikés @doelc.” Tagued obvola e mAOVOL, aAAd Kol OTdvia KTepiOHTA, avapesa oTa omoia
Eexwpilouv ot xdkvol tagkoi AEPnTeg pe katdloma kavoewv Kat vpaouatwy, Tpodidovv petad dAwv
KOLVWVIKT LEPAPXNOT] TWV aVTIOTOLX®WV KOVOTNTWV Kal TOPATEUTOVY 0€ GUVOEDT| [E TOV OUNPLIKO NPwWLKO
KOop0.”m Ao KTiplakd Kot Tagikd katdalouma kat kepapikn Tov Ipatpuwy Iotopikwv Xpovwv éxovy evtomotel
oty IHalawa IMevpava, Alikvpva, Kalvdwva, oto Kpvovépt kat to onnAato Mdotpov.”? Zrov 8o at m.X.
mbavwg avayovtat Ta Tpwta ixvn Aatpeiag oto tepo tng Kalvdwvag,” mepiodog mov avtimpoownevetal TAéov
Kat oTny meptox) g akponoAne.” Ipwipeg oxéoelg pe v KopvBo Pefatwvovv kopvBiakn kepapikn kat
TOTIKEG QO OEL TG 0To Kpvovépt kat to omAato Maotpov,” aAld kat €vtoveg emdpaoelg 0Tov SIAKOOHO
Tov vawv s Kalvdwvag.

ATO Ta Kk aowkd xpovia kat e€fg otapyatotepot owkiopol eEeixBnkav oe aveEdpTiTeg oxVPEG TOAELS e OTITIKT
evOOoETIKOVWVIa,™ eEAUPETIKT TIPOOAPHOYT] GTO QUOLKO TIEPBAANOV Kat a&loTToINOT TWV TAEOVEKTIUATWY TOV,
npog dptotn Béaon kat emomteia (Xdptng 3). Eexwpilovy i kvpiapxn 0TO VOTIO POL KAl GTO TPOTPOPOTEPO

onuepa emPePaiwbdei. Dyggve k.. 1934, 296.

61 TToptehdavog 1998, 1488-96. AvagépovTat 49 mapadeiypata KUKAWTELAG KATAOKEVHG Hovo oty ArtwAia. BA. kat Papadopoulos
2018, 421-22.

62 MaotpokwaoTtag 1965, 343, . 410" Zrupomovhog 1972, 5° Zovépep 1997, 112-21" KAeitoag 2013, 60.

63 Blackwell 2018, 517, pe oxetikn} PtBAoypagia.

64 Benton 1931-1932, 238-39.

65 Maotpokwotag 1967, 320 (Avw Baohikiy) ™ AaBdpag 1970° Zapdavtn 2003 2010 (ITepbwpt)* Zraikov 2018 (Aptotifa).

66 Phelps k.4. 1979, 175-84.

67 MaotpokwoTtag 1963, 213.

68 Bikdatov 2017¢, 67-9° Kohwvag 2018, 72-4.

69 XpiotakomobAov-Zwudkov 2009  ZtavpomovAov-Tdton 20103, 1052-55" 2018, 240-41" Kolwvag 2013, 428-44" Bukdtov
2017¢, 66-9.

70 Xpiotakomovlov-Zwpdkov 2009, 1308-12" Christakopoulou 2016° KoAwvag 2018 BA. odvoyn NG LIOMVKNVAIKNG KAl TNG
ITpwTtoyewpeTpIKng emoxg TG Artwliag anod tov S. Dietz (2016).

71 Kolonas k.d. 2017 Kolwvag 2018.

72 Benton 1931-1932, 239" Aekovldkov 1971, 326-27" 1972, 438-39" XtavpomovAov-Tdton 20050, 473-74" 2010B, 1058-59.
2010y, 1072" Stavropoulou-Gatsi kat Dietz 2011 Bikdtov 20170, 33-5, 54" Nagel 2021.

73 Pwpaiog 1926, 26, ik. 1.

74 Vikatou kou Handberg 2017, 203-5" 2018, 347-48.

75 Katoapob 2017 Nagel 2021.

76 Bommeljé 1987, 23-6" Freitag k.d. 2004, 379-80" Ztavpomovlov-Taton kau Zrapdtng 2010° Papapostolou 2012.
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Xaptng 3. AopuPoptkog XAPTNG TNG TEPLOXNG, HE TIG ONHAVTIKOTEPEG TTOAELG Kal apxatoloytkés Béoelg (voPabpo Google earth).

népacia tov Ebnvov Kalvdava, n emPAntikdtepn moAn 6tovg votiodutikovg mponodeg tov ApakvvBou (véa)
IMevpwva kat n otpatnywdtepn otny Hapayedwitida moAn Owviades. Mikpotepot 1) OXL a0PAAWG TAVTIOHEVOL
owtopol eivau To IMawdvio, to TIpooyto (ounpikr [uinvn), n Pava, n IBwpia (opnpkn QAevog) kot  Ndoog,
dAAote vnoi, Onwg paptoupel To dvopd TG.”” ExTeTapéva KatdAoma otkIopov Kat vekpoTapeiov mepi Ta 4 AL
Bopetoavatoikd Tov Mecohoyyiov amodidovtat otnv apxaia kopn (;) AAikvpva, evad kat' dAlovg otny idta
neptoyn tonobeteital 0 EAaog, «oxupod xwpio» atnv Kalvdwvia.

Zto pOAiKd XpOVIA OL TTEPLOOOTEPEG TIOAELG EPNUWONKAY e TN HETOIKNOT TWV KATOIKWY Tovg 61 NikOToAn,
av KaL OpLopEVES amd avTég Sev eykataleipOnkay evieAwg, v ot kKaALTexvikoi Tovg Onoavpol anoomdoTnkay
and toug Pwpaiovg.” Evdiagépov yia tnv e&éMEn g Hapayehwitdag avtr v mepiodo éxet  epunveia tov
[Mavoavia 6Tt ) eprpwWoN TNG XWPAG avaxaitioe Ty nretpomnoinon aAwv Exivddwv vnowv, cvuvdéovtag tnv
eNATTWOT TWV TPOOXWOEWY TOV AxeAwov e TN peiwon NG kaAligpyetag.” TIavtwe, and to 20 at. p.X. kat e€ng
avalwoyoveitat atoOntd n VTABPOg, GOV KAVOLV TNV EUPAVLOT| TOVG SLACTIAPTES EYKATACTAOELG.*

‘Evtoveg petaPorég otnv meploxn Twv Svo SEATa £xovv @épet Ta Apdvia TWV ONUAVTIKOTEPWY TTOAEWV Va
Bpiokovtaw onpepa oe PaBog 1 anodoTacn and T akth, gite He mpoéhaon NG &npag oe Papog s Bdlacoa,
Xwpig petaPorn otdbung, eite pe avodo g Bardootag otdbune.* ‘Etot, to Apave tng IMhevpavag Ppioketal
VW oo 2 YA, oo TNV aKTh), e TNy omoia mbavwg emkovwvovoe pe Stwpvya.? Ot Owiades, ato Moo
Tpikapdog, apxikd vnoi Tov apyimeddayovg twv Exivddwv,* onuepa pecdyela 6éon oe amodotaon 9 yAp. amod

77 Tia TIg akapvavikég molelg avtod Tov Tpunpatog PA. yevikd Gehrke kat Wirbelauer 2004 Lang 2013.

78 Ilavo. 7.18.8-9.

79 Tavo. 8.24.11.

80 BA. yevika Zravponovlov-Taton kat Zapavtn 2013 SravpomovAov-Taton 2010y, 1059-62° 2018, 245. Bikdtov 2017a, 34. Tia
™V mepiodo HETA TOVG pwudikovg Xpovovg PA. TTakiovpag 2009a.

81 BA. yevikd Iamayewpyiov kat Xteipog 1991, 236-41.

82 Amoym Oxt and 6lovg amodektri. BA. yevikd Pritchett 1991, 367" Freitag 2005, 37-40 (ue avalvtikn fipAoypagia)” Zravpo-
novAov-Tdton 2010y, 1055-56" 2018, 242" Bikatov 20178, 61-5.

83 AN vnotd mov evowpatwdnkav otny Enpd eivat n XovvoPiva 1} KovvoPiva, to Aeaivi, o Kovtothdpng, o Zkomdg, o Tagtdpxng
Kat n Aiovn.
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™ Bdlaooa, eixav Vo TovAdxiotov Apdvia. Ao avtd €xovv Statnpnbei ot omdvIoL Ve®oolKkoL Tov BOpeLov
Apaviod, mov avotyotav otn AivoBdhacoa kat Aettovpyodoe péxpt tov 20 at LX.* AvtiBeta, to Apavia g
IBwpiac® kat tng Kalvdwvag Ppiokovtat katafubiopéva oto vepo. Zro Kpvovépt pdAiota, 6mov tomobeteital
o Sevtepo, evromilovrat eviexopévwg kat AAAa vTOBANATTLA KATAAOLT ATTOTLTIWHEVA 08 TTAALODG VAVTIKOVG
X&pteg Tov TEAOVG Tov 190V aL® kabwg n avatoAikr aktoypapur Tov Séhta StafpwveTal Kal KATd TOTOVG
vroxwpel.”

OAIKEXZ ZYNAEZXEIX

H epmopikr dtaxivion 0To Tipa auTo, OMwg @aiveTtat 6To XapTn kal emBeBaidvovy yewpopQoLoyIKEG LeAETEG,
Katd peydho pépog ywvotav péow Apvaiwv Spopwv. Ta adtamépaota €An kat ot ektevels AyvoBdhaooeg
napeiyav ovvOnkeg mpootaciag and Baldcoia mPooPolr, xwpic tavtoxpova va epmodilovv Tn ypryopn
npooPaon ot Odhacoa, evd ot iStol TapdyovTeg evBhvovTatl yla T XapaKTnpLOTIKT COUTTWON apxaiwy Kkat
ovyxpovwv odtkwv afovwv.

Ot xepoaiot §popot mov cuvédeav TNV MePLOXT LXVNAATOVVTAL [E APKETH TAPTVELL ATIO TIG AVAPOPEG TWV
TYWV Kot Ta avaoka@ikd ototxeia. IIAnpogopieg yia tnv 6bveon twv moAewv 6TOV KATw pov Tov AYeEADOUL
KATA KOG TNG aplatepng oxOng tov mpoogépet o IToAvPLog e TV TepLypa@r Tng vikneopag mopeiag Tov
D\inmov E’ katd g Artwhiag (219 .X.), mov Eexivioe and tov ApPpaxikd kOATO pe mopeia tpog NoTo. Ao
népaoe Tov Axedwo, kivnOnke dtadoxikd and tig moAelg I0wplia, mov Kuplapxovoe 6To SpOpo, KATATTPEPOVTAG
™, kot ovvéxioe oto ITaavio, To omoio Loomédwae, maipvovTag akdun Kat To otkoSOIKA VALK TwV OTITIDY,
Ta onola @optwoe oe oxedieg kat éotetle oTovg Owiddec. Téhog, ovvéxioe otpatomedevovtag otov Elao
kat Aenhatnoe v Kalvdwvia.®® TTapdtt dAAeg ava@opés yia TNy avatolkn mievpd tng AtuvoBdlacoag
amovotd{ovy, oL UTWAIKEG TTOAELG EUPAVDG AVATITUCCOVTAL KATA KOG KEVTPIKOL 08tkod afova pe fopetodutikn
- voTioavatoAikn StevBuvon, mov Stepxdtav mapdAAnha pe tovg Tpdmodeg TG 0podelpds Tov Apdkuvov,
oMoV TIPoaPepOTAY 0TabePO £8agog.

H dnpooia popaikn aptnpia (206-40¢ at. pn.X.) mov diepxdtav amd to TUAHo avTd éxel TepLypagel Kat
anetkoviotel and v K. Afuwtn Pdoet tpuwv pliapiwv amd v evpdtepn meploxr mov Ppédnkav petaly
1970-1980 kat TWV WG TOTE YVWOTWV VOTEPOPWHATKWV KAl TTA-AQLOXPLOTIAVIKOV Aenydvwv,” evw 1 Topeia
¢ enmPePawdnke and v veodtepn edpeon evog akdun phtapiov g iSag 060l otig Oépueg Ay. Iwdvvn
MecooAoyyiov.” Nadoxnpo pwpdikd tagkod pvnueio oto Mapabo ArtwAikov, Popetodutikd g ITAevpwvag,
onpatodotel wg veotepn £vdeEn tn Sutikdtepn mopeia 6. TIpoKetTal yia VPLOTAUEVO pwuaikd Spdpo mov
avaPaBuiotnke eni Tpaiavol anoktwvtag peyaldTepn kivion kat oTpatiytkn onpacia. Eiye wg votia agetnpia
o Kpuovépt kat éow tng meptoxig TG Zrapvag kat g Aekdvng twv Auvav Olepol kat ApPpakiag katéAnye
otov ApBpakikd KOATO kat To AKTLO.

84 BA. kvpiwg Vott k.d. 2004, 43-53" Briickner k.. 2005, 101-4" Vott 2007, pe evpvtepn Piploypagia. H dnuovpyia Apvoba-
Aaooag Popeta kat avatoAtkd Tov dAAoTe viotoh Aogov Tov Tpikapdov avayetar otny 5n XthieTia, evad péxpt Tov 50 at. m.X. gixe
neptoplotel povo Popeta. BA. kat Murray 1982, 18-28. Tia Tovg vewootkovg BA. yevikd Koldvag kot Xtapdtng 2016, 156-58, e
evpuTepn PiPAoypagia.

85 MaotpokwoTtag 1963, 211.

86 O Woodhouse (1897, 103-6) onuelwvet 6Tt To Atpdve avTto, yvwoTto and 1o @ovkvdidn tov 50 at. X, mbavwg eixe mpooywOei
10N and 1o 20 at. .X., apov Sev avapépeTal and TOVG yeEwypAQovg TG EMOxNG.

87 Kapoumaing 1996, 176.

88 TIoAOP. 4, 65, 6.

89 Afiwtn 1980. BX. kat Kwvotdvtiog 1984, 133, 140-42.

90 TTetpomovhog 2004, 418-19" ITetpdmovAog 2007, 198-202.

91 XravpomovAov-Taton 20050, 473.
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O popaikog dpopog akohovOnoe ta ixvn makaldotepng 0dov 1 08wV MOV GVVESEAV TOVG OLKIOHOVG AVTOV
Tov Tppartog. Empokerto apxikd yia @uoikég Stddovg, amiég atpamovs (odoi mematnpévol), Xwplg eidikd
SLAHOPPWIEVO KATAOTpwia, TOV eELTNPETOVOAY Kupiwg TNV TOTKN KUKAOQOpia, Kal oTnv mopeia Twv
advwy, ue t Snpovpyia appatwy —6mov to avdylvgo enétpene— StamhatuvOnkav.”? O Spopog mbavotata
akohovBoloe TG PuOLKEG EEAPTELS KAt KOINAEG Kl TIG YEVIKA 1TTLEG KAIOELS, KATAAYOVTAG GTO VOTIOAVATOAIKO
Tov dkpo, Sapéoov g Kahvdwvag, oto dvokolo mépacpa Tov motapov Ebnvov.? Xta Bopetodutikd o kOpLog
Spopog péow NG Xtapvag Ba égtave éwg Tov Axedwo, SuTikod dplo NG Attwhiog.*

H mopeia tov kAaoikod — eEAANVIOTIKOV SpOov avTol Tov TUApatog Staypd@etal TAEOV e peyalbTepn
oagrvela petafd Alikvpvag kar [MAevpwvag, oe anootaon mepinov 2 €wg 7,5 xhopétpwv Popeta Tng
OT|HEPIVIG aKTOYpappnG. ZxeTileTal e TNV 0pydvwon Twv TOAEWV aUTOV TWV XPOVWY KAl TWV VEKPOTAPEIWY
TOVG KAl KAT' €MEKTAON e TN oTadtakr avamtugn Tov atwAikod KpATovg, T Snuovpyia ELTOPIKOY GYETEWY
0€ KApovg ELPTVIG Kat TNV eEumMpéTnon Twv avaykwy TOAEUKWVY eTyelproewy.” Tny opeia Tov vtodnAwvet n
Siata&n peydlov apyaiov vekpotageiov ota Pryaitka Mesohoyyiov (AAikvpva;),” evad atov idlo d§ova éxovy
eVTOTIOTEL aypolkiec” kal £vag TovAdyLoTov opboywviog TOpyos-odo@uldkio.®® Etnv meploxn tng Malatdg
[Mevpwvag ével&n anotelei pia pappapvn avayhven taikn oThAn KAaotkdv xpovwv mov Ppednke atn votia
TAaytd Tov Ad@ov TvetdkaaTpo, v SuTikOTEpa Bewpeitan yevikd Tt To ixvog Tov Spdpov tavtiletan pe Tnv
MBo6otpwtn «TovpkdoTtpatar, ov Satnpeital otig «Tpeg EkkAnotégr.” AN\eg evieifelg apéowg Svtikdtepa
ATOTEAOVV TO XAPAKTNPLOTIKO TOTwVOpI0 «Mvrjpata» kat 1 mbaviy 0€om evog axoun mopyov mAnaoiov.

TO ®YXIKOIIEPIBAAAON KAIHZOH THZ IIEPIOXHXZ 2THN APXAIOTHTA

Ta @uod XapakTnploTikd evog TO0o eupetdfAntov vdpotomikod meptBailovtog dev eivar evkolo
va kaBoplotovv oty apxadtnTa, Kabwg petafd dAAwv ot owiopol mbavwg cuyxvd TANUpLplav Kot
eykataleimovray kat ot Swadoxikés avBpwmiveg yeviég Swafiwvav oe Stagopetika tomia. ITapdAAnia,
Bpiokovtav oe cuvexT LAXN HE TIG PUOLKEG TPOOXWOELS, TIPOKELUEVOV VA TTPOGTATEDOVYV TIG EYKATAGTATELG TOVG
kat va datnpodv Ty mpooPacn otn Bdhacoa, xapakTnpLoTikd Tov £xel amotunwdei cupPolikd otn pboloyia
TNG TEPLOXNG.

Ext66 and tnv adtakomnn motdpta §pactnptotnTa, mov mbavotata €xet amaleiyet moAld ixvn avBpwmivig
TAPOVGIag, o xWpog €xel oTa veotepa Xpovia Sexbel coPapég avBpwmoyeveig mapepPdoels (eMYXWUATWOEL,
anofnpdvoelg, eyyelofedtlwTikd €pya, Kataokevr Atoviov Kat SpOpwv K.d.), OV TOV £X0VV oTASIAKA
petaparlet Spaotika, eEapavitovtag malatdtepa katdhotma. ® Etot, mapd tn Pefatwpévn tpdiun katoiknon,
onuepa eival mpaktikd adbvato va Swamotwdel av otnv meploxny Tov MecoAoyyiov, vedTEPOL OLKIGUOD
HoALG 400 mepimov xpovwy, vIpxav otV TPoioTopia ALvaies axvpOTAEKTES Kol TACCANOTNKTEG KAAVBEG,
TIOAPOUOLEG e TIG TOTIKEG Tlapadootakés ehadeq™ (Ew. 7, 8). Qaivetar mdvtwg efaipetikd mbavd, agod to

92 BA. yevika Agomotomovlog 1940, 12-21" Pritchett 1980, 143-96.

93 Dyggve k.d. 1934, 308-9" Philippson kat Kirsten 1958, 355-56" Soustal kat Koder 1981, 93-4" Nepavt{fg 2001, 41-3. B\. oxe-
Tika Zravpomovlov-Taton 2018, 245 yia TNy amokdAvyn apxaiov SpOUov GTO avaTOAKO THRA TNG TTOANG.

94 BA. kat Woodhouse 1897, 16.

95 BA. oxeTikd kot Xrepytomovlog 1938, 143.

96 TapakolovBeitat ouvolikd e prkog 350-700 . xwpig va eivat PePatwpévo to mAdtog Tov. Ale§omovlov 1989, 139° Zravpo-
novAov-Tdton 2010y, 1057-58" 2018, 243-44" Bukatov 2017, 39-45.

97 ZtavpomovAov-Taton 2010a” 2018, 244" Bikdtov 20170, 39-47.

98 XravpomovAov-Taton 1997, 307.

99 Maotpokwatag 1968, 277 Afuwtn 1980, 194" Pritchett 1991, 39, muwv. 53 Bikdtov 20178, 62.

100 BA. yevikd Kokooovhag 1990, 13-20" Kapipmaing 1996, 188-95.

101 Ot mapadootakés meNdSeS TNG TEPLOXNG NTAV TACCANITINKTEG YapokahbPeg Twv Papddwy, kataokevaopéves and Ao, ka-
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Ewk. 7. ¥nelakd avtiypagpo kapt-mootd) (mmynh: ynetako apxeio tov EXAnvikov Aoyotexvikov kat Iotopikod Apxeiov (EAIA), kwdikog CPSTE 1.040 http://
www.elia.org.gr/digitized-collections/card-postal/).

vopoxapés meptPariov mpocéepe Ta amattovpeva dopukd VA (kAadid, kakapia, Ao, dxvpo, eikLa), Kat
0 OVYKEKPIUEVOG TVTIOG KATOLKIAG, O€ XPT|OT) Ao TOVG TPOoioTopLkohg XpOvovg, evdeikvutal yia Bepehiowon oe
VYpO £dagog Kkal pooTtacia and Tig petaforég Tng vdatvng oTAduUngG.

ITAnpo@opieg yia 0 Quotkod mepPdAlov kat Ty emidpact Tov oty avBpwmivn empPivon kat olkovoyLia
avthobpe and tn poboloyia, Tig apyxaieg mNyég Kat Ta avaoka@ikd evpnuata. Ot TPwIHOTEPOL OKIOHOL
ovvayetat and tov KatdAoyo twv IThoiwv ot ftav vavtikoi kat §1€0etav otolovg, vavnnynuévovg mbavwg e
Euleia a6 Ta Mhovota aon,'* evw 1 oTevr) oxéon e T Bdhacoa mbavwg anotvwvetat kat 0to Kalvdwvio
LEPO, OTIOV HETAED TWV APLEPWUATWY AVAPEPOVTAL OHOLWHATA ATd XAAKLVEG dyKVpeg.'® MuBoloytkég avagopég
OTIV KAANLEPYELQL TOV AUTEALOD KAl TNV ETLVONOT TOL KPaGtov, mov ovvdéovTtal kupiwg pe tnv KaAvddva kat
Tovg Ow1ddeg,' avtavakhovy Ty evgopia TNG yNG Kat vToSNAWVoOLY TNV KLplapXn (0wWG KAANEPYELR, EVW e
v eAtd propei va cuvdéetal To dvopa g moAnG EXaog. ' AANeg mTuxég Tng apxaiag otkovoptiag avadetkvhovv
apyaia Aatopeia AiBov,"*” kepapikoi kKAiPavot kat moAvaptBpeg purtpes,* mov mpodidovv amobépara mnAov kat

VTTapEN KOPOTAAOTIKWY Kat AAAWY KEPALKDY EPYAOTNPIWV.

Adpua kat X0pto. XpnoLomotovuvTay wg xwpot SIAHoVG Kal EpyasThpla HETATIONONG YapLwV Kat AAAwV aAtevpdtwy 1) Toapdakia.
O ZraowvomovAog (1925, 270-71) Bewpei 6TL apxika AéyovTtav malddeg (emi maAwv). Ao to 1970 mepimov éxovv avtikataotabei
amo HeYAAVTEPEG KAl EKOVYXPOVIOHEVEG EKSOXEG TOVG, TTOV EKTOG AAAWY XPNOLHLOTIOLOVVTAV WG UOVILEG ) TapabeploTikég KaTolkieg
aoTKwV otkoyevelwv. Kokooovag 1990, 33" Mnada 2004, 85-7.

102 Tia mapadetypata Mpvaiov TacoalOmNKTWV OKIOU®Y amd Tov EAANVIKO XWpo, ekTog and To AtonnAtd Kaotopidg, and v
neptoxn TG Makedoviag — Aekavng Apovtatov BA. evdektikd Chrysostomou k.d. 2015, pe evpOtepn PrpAioypagia.

103 Tio o §dom TG eptoxg péxpt kat o 190 at. PA. Nepavtlng 2001, 28. Tia ) Staxivion Evleiag péow tov Evnvov ota vedtepa
xpovta PA. Bazin 1864, 285.

104 Dyggve kat Poulsen 1948, 345.

105 Tia v emvonon tov kpactob PA. Kakpidng 1986, 1. 2, 202, 208 kat . I'', 153. Ta Tnv evgopia g yng twv Owiadwv kat ta
enuopéva kpaotd tovg PA. Iave. 4.25.1. ITAiv. Nat. Hist. XIV. 76. Powell 1904, 138, on. 6.

106 Ztepylomovlog 1938, 66-7, 134° AleEavdpomovlov 2000, 39. Tia Tig kaAAiépyeleg TG TEPLOXNG OTA VedTEPa Xpovia BA. kat
Woodhouse 1897, 12-3.

107 Zravpomovlov-Taton 2007a, 674" 2018, 239" Kohwvag kat Zrapdrng 2016, 40-1° Bikatov 2017, 44-5.

108 Zageipomovlov 1973-1974, 536-37 Ale§omovlov 2001-2004, 86" Zravponovlov-Tdton 2005, 474-75 2006, 580" 2007,
274" 2008y, 377" 2010, 1056, 1062" 2018, 239, 245" Ljung 2011 Bikdtov 2017y, 50-2.
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Ew. 8. Zbyypoveg mehadeg otn Mpvobdlacoa Megooyyiov.

Eppeoeg evSeielg kat avagopés otny apxaio mavida, TNV KTNVOTpo@ia Kol TV INoTpoPial?’ oKloypagody
adpd TNV EIKOVA TOV OIKOGVOTNHATOG, 0TO Pabud mov eivatl eQIkTo Xwpig efeldikevpéveg pehétes. Avapeoa ota
owootta {wa, £vag oKVAOG, £X0VTAG TPOPAVIG ATTOKTIOEL GTEVOTEPT] OXEOT HE TOV AVOPWTIO, EVTAPLAGTIKE
oe vekpotageio TG Kaivdwvag.!* ITapaAAnha, wg ektetapévos Auvodaldooiog 1 Aivaiog xwpog, n meploxn
Oa amotelovoe kat 0TV apyxadTNTA oNUAvVTIKO LVdpofiotomo, pe mAovota txBvomavida kat opviBomavida
kat Tyn {wng kot Statpoens, omwg onpepa.’t To pdAo Tov Yapépatog otnv kabnuepviy {wr paptupovv
HoAVPSva Bapidia kat cOvepya OTwG aykioTpla kat PeAdveg yia To TAEELHO SYTLWV ATIO OLKIGHOVE KAt TAYOVG
TIPWTOYEWHETPIKWY — ENAIVIOTIKWY XpOvwy, Tov Seixvouy 4Tt Ta epyaleia kat ot tpaktikég Sev £xouv ahhdaet
Wlaitepa pExpL onpepa.'? Akoun, n mapovoia OOTPEWY 0TO «KTIPLO € TO TEPLOTOALO» KAl TV AKPOTIOAN TNG
Kalvdwvag, wg avadnuatwv oto ZnnAato Maotpov, aAld kat wg KTépLopa Tdewy oTn Ztapvd, vevhupiler tn
oTevi) oxéon e 1o vdatvo mepiPdAlov 1 T Béon Tovg 0Tn Statpor, akdun Kat OTav eixav xprion ovpBolikr,
TPOOTATEVTIKN 1] AMOTpOTAiK.'?

Amt6 o Zrpafwva yvwpilovpe A wote Ty anodoon oty pwpaikn amowkia tng ITatpag Tng ekpeTdANevong
™M ApvoBdracoag e Kalvdwvag (KheiooPag), tnv omoia xapaktnpilet evoyo, Snhadn mhovaota oe ydpra,'

109 Ztp. 8. 8.1.

110 Bikdtov 20170, 34, 38 (eik. 8). Ta Tig Tagég okOAwv kat T Béon Tov okvAov BA. Lonsdale 1979, 149-52° Day 1984 Luce 2015.
111 BA. Xractvomovlog 1925, 257-61" Baothdkng 1999, 24-6" ASapavtomovlov kat Aev8pivog 2008, 161-65" Mmnada 2004,
27-32" Tlepyavtng 2009 Povoon 2009.

112 BA. Xpiotakomovlov-Zwpdkov 2009, 1304" ZravpomovAov-Taton 2008f, 657 Bikdatov 2017y, 54-5" Theodoropoulou 2011.
Ta 16 ueBodovg alieiag pe koivia kat mayideg anevdeiag péow Twv taccaromnktwv katotkidv BA. Hpod. V, 16, 18, kabwg kat
Movtoomovhog 1998, 5-7.

113 Petersen 2011, 619-26" Katsarou kot Darlas 2016-2017, 98-9° Katoapov 2017° Nagel 2021.

114 Ztp. 10.2.21.
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EVW OTNV TOLOTNTA TV YapLOV TNG avagépetat kat o ABrvalog, pe mAinpogopieg and tov month ApxéoTpato.!'s
H expetdAAevon twv dgBovwv at-evpdtwv and tovg Popaiovg mbavotara Oa mepieAdpfave tnv napackevn
TACTOV YopLdv Kol (0ws tTnv vrapén OXeTIKWY eykataotdoewv enegepyaoiag kat datnpnong yaptdv, av
Kat pExpt onpepa Sev éxovv gvromotei ixvn.''® TéAog, av dexBolpe wg Quotkd Sedopévo OTL WG EKTETAUEVOG
vypotomog Ba vipxe agBovia akatiod kat 6TV apXatoTNTa,'” avtd Ba xpnoileve 0T oVVTHPNON Kat AAAwV
TPOQIHWY, OTIWG KPEATOG, TUPLWY Kal Aayavikwy 1 Kat Ba anotehoboe avTIKEifeVO EUTPAYHATWY aVTOAAAYDV.
H xpron tov alatiov, dAAAwoTe, OXL HOVO WG KAPUKEDHATOG KAl GLVTNPNTIKOD, aAAd kal yia TOANEG dAAeg
SOVAELEG, TiTaV YVWOTH amd TNy poioTopia kat eixe HeydaAn epmopikn agia wg ayado, ue v ekpetdAAevon tov
Va OUVLOTA piot Ao TG To PocodoPdpeg SpaoTnpLOTNTEG TOL ApXAiov KOGHOV. !

v mpoondBeta avaovvBeong tov apxaiov guotkod meptBaAlovtog cuuPaidel n Aatpeia Tng Kvpiapxng
Beotnrag Aptépdog, To tepd tngomoiag deomdletotny Kalvddva wg o apxatdtepo Kat LeyahhTepo TG mepLoxng.
H 0ed mBavotata Aatpevotav akopn otnv Alikvpva!® kat 6to omprato Mdotpov otny IHapayxelwitida, mov
unopei va amoteAovoe kotvod TOTo Aatpeiog Twv KovTIvwy KovoTtwv. H hatpeia Tng wg Aagpiag gaivetar 6Tt
elxe YEVIKOTEPO TIPOPUAAKTIKO XAPAKTPA, AV KAl GTNV AUTWALKT) VOULOUATOKOTIA TTAPLOTAVETAL WG KLUVNYOG.12!
Yvvdéetal otevd pe TNy apbiva Atalavn, poper| twv pboloykwv kOkAwv TG TOANG, 1 ontoia vtotifetat
ot eixe avatpagel ota daon and pia apkovda kat mbavwg tavtiletan pe TV ida Tn Bed. >

Ext66 amno 116 1810tnteg TG ApTepng wg mpootdTidag Twv {dwv Kol TN AypLag gUoNG, XapaKTnpLOTIKA givat
Ta evprpata Tov Aa@piov, VA adnpocievto pExpt onpepa.'® H anoonaopatikotnta Tov mAtvou Slakdopov
TV apXalKwV vawv Tov TOaviG pag €xel oTeprioel AANEG QUOLOKPATIKEG ATIEIKOVIOELS, OTWG £va yaidovpakt
N HOVAdpL, oV SlakpiveTal o pia and Tig petdmeg NG Sevtepng @aong Tov vaod Tov AmoMwva (mepi ta
550 1} 530 1.X.), kat iowg amekovilel kamota tepompadia 1 poykn padn e&nuépwong.* Ta kvntd evprpata
nepLeAduPavay ToOAG TNAvVa eldwAL KOpWV e TOEO Kal eEAa@AKLa 1| ALOVTAPLA, OUOLOUATA KAPTIWY, THALVA
eldwhia fpepwv {dwv, aAld kot ToAvdpBpa etldwAta AlOVTApLdV Kat EAapLav.'? Zto peTdAAva vpripata Tov
TEAOVG 70V at. — TENOVG 60V at. T.X., AVTITPOCWTEVOVTAL EMIOTG TITIVA OTIWG 0 KVKVOG, OKOoLTA Kat daypla {wa,
Onwg to ehat 1 Capkady, 1 akemov kat éva Atovtdpt 1) paipov katd tov K. Popaio. TTapdtt Ta avadrpata
dev ovvdéovtau mavTta amohvta pe Ty idta T Aatpeia, 000 (e TIG TPOTIUNROELS Tov avadétn, ot TUToL eldwAiwy
Tov Lepov auvdéovtal oTevoTtepa e TV Aptepn. Képata ehaglav, xavAtddovteg kdmpwv Kat 00Td aloywv
avagépovtat xwpig dAha otouyeia, mov Ba pwtilav Tig Oyelg TG Aatpeiag,'” kat mapapévet afefato av mpokettal

115 Aeimvooo@iotai, 7.86: «Adupfave 8 éx Taiowvos Stav Milntov iknat, keotpéa t0v képalov kai Tov fedraida Adfpaxa. eioi
yapévlad’ dpiotor: o yap tomog éoti TotovTog. motepor 8 Etepor moddoi KaAvdawvi te kdewvij AuPpariar. BX. yevikotepa kat
Wilkins 2005.

116 BA. evdewktikd Curtis 2005 Trakadas 2005° Marzano 2018.

117 Eivat yvwoTh 1 6X¢0n TapdKTwy vypoToTwY — aAVKMY, ONUAvTK®V yia T Statipnon e dyprag {wng. Amotehody katagv-
yia v8poPiag opviBonavidag, n omoia pdhiota avfavetar oe guvaptnon pe v alomnykn Stadikaoia.

118 Tia T1g xprioeig Tov ahatiov PA. evdewktikd Kopaka kot Chaniotakis 2003, 63-4.

119 Bukdtov 2017, 56-9.

120 Katsarou kot Darlas 2016-2017" Katoapov 2017 Nagel 2021.

121 Tsangari 2007, 199. Ztov i8t0 elkovoypa@ikd TOTO avikel pwpaikod ayaipdtio and to Ilevrdhogpo Mesoloyyiov, avtiypago
Tov 200 at. X, €pyov tov B’ poov tov 4ov at. 1.X. Ianaonupidn-Kapodlov 1953-1954" Kaktodag 2001, 250, ap. 519.

122 Tamayotlng 1971, 151. H Ataldvtn gépetat va cuppeteixe ektdg amd o kuviyt Tov KaAvdwviov kdmpov kat 6ty Apyova-
TIKT EKOTpaTEia.

123 Dyggve kot Poulsen 1948, 335-54" Dyggve k.d. 1934, 292-93. H emkeipevn Eexwplot Snpooievon twv avabnudtwv and
TIG AVATKAQES TV eTWV 1926-1935 ovdémote £ytve, onpepa Opwg Ppioketat oe eEENEN n pedétn kat Snpooicvor) Tovg, pe evda-
PEPOVTA TIPOKATAPKTIKA oupmepdopata. BA. oxetikd Barfoed 2017, 134-37" 2019. XdAkiva eldwAia and 1o tepd ektibevral oty
ZvAdoyn Xakkwv tov EBvikod Apxatodoyikod Movaeiov.

124 Dyggve kat Poulsen 1948, 157-58, eik. 213, mv. XVIIL, XXb, (puetonn 1H) " Antonetti 1990, 250.

125 Dyggve kat Poulsen 1948, 343 kat €fic. BA. kat Bevan 1985.

126 Dyggve kat Poulsen 1948, 335-54. Opiopéva amnod avtd frav npocaptipata okevwy. IIpookvvntomoviov 2009, 22.

127 Tia katdAouma KATpwy G€ Llepd, kKupiwg TG Aptépudod, kat eidikotepa yia v Kalvdwva BA. Bevan 1985, 76-7. 6mov onpelw-
vetat 0Tt fjTay moAvmAnBéatepa amod 6,1t ahlob. [a Ta 00Td ahdywv PA. kat Bevan 1985, 200.
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yta katdAotna VoY, TEAETOVPYIKDV YELUATWY 1) TpOTaLa Kuvylod wg avadhipata.’® To onueio avtd €xet
evilapépov, kabag ot Aemtopépeteg Tng Aatpeiog Tng Kahvdwvoag mapapévouy dyvwaTeg, ev modloig ovyxéovtal
LE TNV TEPLYpa@r] TG YLoptig Twv Aagpiwv amod tov ITavoavia otn pwpaikn ITatpa, kat ot avagopég oe TéAeon
oAOKavoTwY Buotwy Sev eival puéxpt onpepa TEKUNPLOPEVEG.

H mapovoia Aovtapiwv otnv Kalvdwva, av kar egumnpetel kupiwg Stakoopntikés ovppdoeis,'™ Ba
pnopovoe va ouvdebel pe To xapaxtripa TG Aatpeiag, oA kat pe pia ayplotepn eANANVIKT Vo, pe {wa mov
eLapaviotnkav i petwdnkav Spapatika eEautiag kKApatikdv aAlaywy, kuviyod kat anoyilwong twv dacwv.?!
Moaxkpivn) avapvnon g @vong avtng Statnpei péxpt onpepa o ApdkvvBog (onp. Zvydg), 6pog pe mAovota
ddon Beravidiwy, kaoTaviwv Kat vepalwvoPiwv Sévipwv kat katagvylo Onpapdtwy, 6mws {apkadiwv kat
aypLoxolpwy,'* evw ato 6pog BapdaooPa oe emoxikn mpoioTopikr Béon evromioTnkay 00TEONOYIKA KaTdloLa
ehagov, aprkadwy, ayployatwy Kat peydhwv ayptoxolpwv.'* Ot Aeovtoke@alég xapaktnpilouv to Stdkoopo
TV vawv Tov Aagpiov, Tn devtepn Kupiwg ¢act Tov vaov Tov AToOAAwvog (550-530 1.X.) kat Tov TwpLvo vad
™G ApTepng, Tov 4ov at. 1.X. e TN HApUAPLYT GTEYT, EVA TUMHA ALOVTAPLOD avay vwpileTal 0T YporTh HETOTN
1 L7 Aképato pappdpvo Aovtapt, wg tepd {wo tng KuBéhng avtr t opd, kupiag emiong twv dyplov {owv,
Bpébnke padi pe koppdtia aydiparog tng 0edg 0to aoTikd «kTipto pe to meplotoAo» (206 at. 1.X.).*

Méoa o€ £va &yplo UOIKO TAALGLO, TO KUVITYL {DwV GTIV apXatdTiTa anoktovoe ouxvd Hobikég Staotdoels,
npoadidovtag EexwploTd KOPOG 0TOVG TNPWES TOV,* OTWG TO ounpkd KLVAYL Tov Kahvudwviov kdmpov,'
IOV ATEKTIOE LIEPTOTIKG Kaw Staxpovikd Yapaxtrpa, Taildedovtag t @run g moOAnNg oto Xdpo Kat To
xpovo. ITpokertan yia Oépa ayanntd oe Sidpopes HopPEG ENANVIKIG, ETPOVOKIKNIG KAl pwHaikng TEXVNG, OTNV
ayyetoypa@ia,® tn yAvmTiki,® aAAd kat TNV ATWAIKY VOUIOHATOKOTIA, VW €XEL EUTVEDOEL AKOUN KAl TN
veoTepN, avayevvnotaki kadhirexvikn onovpyia. ' H mapdotaon Tov kKuvnylod KooHovoe avayAuQeg HETOTEG
Tov Onoavpov Twv Zikvwvinv 6Tovg AgA@ovg (560 .X.) Kat To avaToAKO aéTwa Tov vaov s AAéag ABnvag
ot Teyéa (406 at. m.X.), matpidag tng npwidag ATaldvtng, evd aTov apxaiko vao tng idag Bedg (Votepog 70
at. .X.) vrotiBetat Ot eixe agiepwBei to dépag kat Ta SOVt TOV {Wov, and OTOL peTAPEPBNKAY AT TOVG
Pwpaiovg otn Paoun."! Eviiagépov €xet 6Tt To Oépa mbavotata cuvavtatat nén and tovg apxaikovg xpodvoug

128 Ekroth 2014, 340.

129 Antonetti 1990, 253-60" Pirenne-Delforge 2006.

130 Richter 1930, 3-9.

131 H mapovoia Aovtapidv otnv apxaia EAAada Befaidvetat and apxaia keipeva, amolbwpata kat 00Td, aAAd Kat papTtopies,
onwg avtég Tov Hpodotov (Z, 126), tov Aptototéln («Twv mept ta Zwa Iotopuwvr, 579 b 7, 606 b 15) kat tov ITavoavia (6.5.4-5)
yta StaPiwon} Tovg oty meptoxn peTad Twv motapdv Axehwov kat Néatov. Ynripxav pdAlov ot Bakkavikn xepodvnoo katd
T HUKNVAIKY TTepiodo Kat o€ péPOg TNG KAAOIKNG apxauotntag. Amoktody onpavtikd podo and v Enoxn tov Xaiko kat e€ng
ot pvboloyia, Tn Aoyoteyvia kat TNV TEXVN, OTNV onoia Kat amodiSovTal GUOIOKPATIKA, EVM 1) EMAVEUPAEVIOT| ATEIKOVICEWY TOVG
amo Tovg apxaikovg Xpovovg ogeiletal oe emidpaon Tng avatolkng Téxvne. Tia to Alovtapt oty apyatotnta BA. Bliquez 1975
Lonsdale 1979, 146-47" Voultsiadou kat Tatolas 2005, 1880-81" Hurwit 2006, 121-36" Kitchell 2014, 108-111" Sidiropoulos k.d.
2016, 127-46. Tia katdAotma AovTaplod and yewpeTpikod — apxaikd otpdpa oto Kaamody, PA. Ekroth 2014, 340.

132 Ahe€avpomovAov 1993, 17" Tlepyavtiig 2009, 30.

133 Baansgaard Jensen 2006.

134 Dyggve k.d. 1934, 158, 292.

135 Dietz 2011, 137-42.

136 Lonsdale 1979, 146-59 (18iwg 155). Barringer 2001, pe makatotepn PpAioypagpia.

137 I\ 1, 529-599. ITavo. 10.31.4. Bevan 1985, 73-5" Kakpidng 1986, . 3, 152-61" Barringer 2001, 147-61" Bukdtov kat Zapdvtn
2013, 9-10.

138 BA. Woodford kat Krauskopf 1992 Boardman 1980, 269, €ik. 46, 116. Ta tnv aneikdvion tov Bépatog otn pvnpetakn {wypa-
@wkn PA. kau Kleiner 1972.

139 Tia 0apko@AyoLvs aTTikol TOTOL Tov 20V-30V at. PL.X PA. o mpoo@ata Iamaydvvn 2014, pe maladtepn PipAioypagia. Xte-
gavidov-Tiéprov kat Mamayiévvn 2015, 241-46 (ap. 216).

140 BA. yio tapadetypa épya tov Ohapavdod {wypdgov tov 170v at. PP. Rubens.

141 TIavo. 8.45.6-7 kat 8.46.1-2. O yAuntog Sidkoopog eixe mbavag @lotexvndei and tov yAntn Zkoma Kat apXITEKTOVA ToV
vaov. BA. o mpoogara Mootpdtog 2013, 332-83 kat Mostratos 2013, pe mapanopnés otnyv naladtepn PipAoypagia. To Oéua
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Ew. 9. Xapaxtnptotikd tomio Tng Muvobalacoag tov Mecoloyyiov.

0€ AETWO TOL apxaikov mepintepov vaov otov Ilpoerntn HAia Mapovoidg Axaiag (apy. Kepovela), og vywua
nov emPAénet Tov KoptvBuako.2 O mpwtaywviothg g Onpag Meléaypog eixe onuavrtikn 8éon oto ylomto
Staxoopo tov Hpwov tng KaAvdwvag,' evw éxet anoteléoel Bépa xapévov tpaywdiwv tov Evpuridn kat Tov
Z0@oKAN,* Kat TPOGPIAT] HOPPT) OTN YAUTITIKT, HE Epya IOV akoAoLBOVV WG TIPATLTIO €pYo Tov Zkoma.!*

EIIIAOTOX

Ao Oha ta mapamdvw oklaypageital éva tomio yontevtiko (Ewk. 9) kat avd 10topukég meptodovg apketd
SLaQopeTIKd, OPPayLoUEVO amd 1 oLVeEXH SpacTnPLOTHTA TOL AvOpOTOV, TNG PVONG KAl TNV LOTOPLKY UVAUN.
Kupiapyxo eivar oe OAeg TG €MOXES TO VYPO OTOLKEIO, pEda amd To omoio eEaopalifotav Tpogn, Tpootacia,
aAAd kat emkovwvia. Méoa og éva T€Tolo mAaioto, 1) epunveio Twv apxatohoykwy kataloinwv Sev umopei va
elvan avelaptntn and v e§éhi&n Tov yewypagkold xwpov, Xwpig va Aapfdver vtoyn TG YEWHOPPONOYIKEG
petafolég kat va ouvEpAETaL ATO YEWAPXALOAOYIKEG, TAAVVONOYLKEG Kol AANEG SLEMOTNHOVIKEG TTPOTEYYIOELG.
[apdAAnAa, i TepdoTia OtkOAOYIKY onpacio TG meploxng kabotd avaykaio tnv opBoloywkn avantuln kal
TPOCTAGIA TNG CVUUPWVA HE TNV apxT| TNG AELPOPIAG Kat TV TPOoTasia Twv VYPOTOTWY Kat TNg dyptag (wng
TIOL GLVSEETAL e AVTOVG. MéxpL orjpepa o xwpog €xet aAllotwBel coPapd kat apetakAnta and avBpwnoyeveig
TOPEUPAOELG, [E TOVG VYPOTOTIOVG VA VPIOTAVTAL KATAOTPOPIKEG METABONEG Kot pali (e avutolg petwvetal
n mavida Tovg. BéPato eivat 6Tl oL yvwoelg pag yia Ty apyaio katoiknon ybpw amod Tig AuvoddAacoeg Tng
neptoxng Mecoloyyiov éxovv mhovthvel TOAD péoa and vedtepeg avaoka@es kat eEeldikevuéves HeAETeg Kot
OVLUTANPWVOVTAL ONOEVA [E VEX GTOLXELQ, TIOV TEKUNPLOVOLY CAPEGTEPA TN LOP@PT) TOV Ttakato-TeptPaAlovTog

péoa og éva ouvexwg e§eAloaopevo Kat ouxvd petaBarlopevo tomio.

KoOpoVoE akopn TN {wedpo tov Hpwov oto Tkiohpnaot (Tpdoa) otn Avkia (380 .X.). BX. yevikdtepa Richter 1930, 23-5.
142 Kanellopoulos kat Kolia 2011, 152-54.

143 Bol 1988, 37-8.

144 Awatnpovvtatl povo anoomdopara anoé to £pyo tov Evpimidn. BA. kot Antonneti 1990, 114-17.

145 Dyggve k.d. 1934, 369, 373 (eik. 93).
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Constanze Graml. 2020. The sanctuary of Artemis Soteira in the Kerameikos of Athens. Wiesbaden:
Harrassowitz Verlag. PHILIPPIKA - Altertumswissenschaftliche Abhandlungen / Contributions to
the Study of Ancient World Cultures 136. 226 pages, 63 plates, 5 foldouts (printed on both sides),
hardcover. ISBN 978-3-447-11286-4.

Principal focal points of this book are the establishment of a cult site amid the necropolis of Kerameikos and
its role within the sacred landscape of Attica. The temenos is surrounded by grave monuments lining the Street
of the Tombs, and in scholarly works on ancient Greek religion it has been listed as a place of worship of the
chthonic goddess Hekate. This identification, however, is attacked by Graml, who argues for Artemis Soteira
being the dedicatee instead. Concentrating on the finds’ religious connotations, the author aims to unravel the
topographical, cultural, historical and political setting of the sanctuary, in order to better understand it in the

religious background of the polis of Athens in the Hellenistic period.

In the first pages, the author walks us through the early excavations and primary attitudes toward the finds,
down to recent restoration works. Graml’s painstaking search of the archive has yielded diaries, manuscripts,
drawings and sketches; however, a most demanding task was their juxtaposition to extant material evidence. In
a holistic approach, Graml aims to re-contextualize all known finds and to interpret their function. To that end,
she scrutinizes all previously neglected' or ranked as secondary material evidence.

The text is well articulated, segmented into digestible sub-chapters. Handy indices and the tabular arrange-
ment of chronological pointers and cross-references add to the reader-friendly presentation. The catalogue of
finds constitutes a corpus of information per se. Apart from being aesthetically smart, the inclusion of excerpts
from diaries and manuscripts demonstrates the eloquence and utility of sketches, especially in the current dig-
ital era. Besides, archival data add to the historicity of research, since prior investigation defines a temporal and
historical phase on its own. Images of finds embedded in the catalogue are balanced by illustrations of built
structures and drawn reconstructions by Yannis Nakas, bringing out the spatial context and furnishing, with

details in color where necessary (e.g. re-used blocks).

The idea of a temenos within the premises of a necropolis is fascinating, all the more so, because the cult re-
cipient was not a chthonic deity but —according to Graml- Artemis Soteira. The reader cannot help comparing
with Christian orthodox cemeteries, where a church is the epicenter of the graveyard. The interpolated brief

excursion to cult sites within necropoleis is well-placed.

The Hellenistic votive inscription to Artemis Soteira, which largely determined the revised identification
of the dedicatee, was engraved on a re-used orthostate, which subsequently served as the altar-table (7pdmne(a).
The matter of re-usage in antiquity re-emerges due to the robbed out monuments of Lysimachides and Kephis-
sodoros. The gradual growth of the necropolis necessitated a clear demarcation of boundaries. Paradoxically,
already existing walls were joined to form the temenos enclosure, which entailed the heterogeneous appearance
of grave precincts, with disparate building materials and embedded spolia. The changing environs and gradual
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transformation is a fact —and a factor- to be kept in mind while trying to comprehend polyvalent sites like the
Kerameikos. Adaptability was a quality of the ancient Greeks, in the present case manifested in the re-contextu-

alization of the Hydrophoros relief, converted from sepulchral to votive.

Modifications raise the question of management and administration, which Graml tackles based on the
available epigraphic evidence. Yet, the extraction of polygonal blocks from the neighboring grave precinct of Ly-
simachides, resulting in a gap in its fagade, sharply contrasts the regulations and building contracts of Classical
antiquity. Apparently the status of ownership played some role: privately organized cult and privately owned
grave precincts operated differently from sanctuaries managed by the state or the Amphictyonic Council, for
example. On the other hand, the above described picture in the Kerameikos conforms to the decree/edict by
Demetrius Phalereus in 317/07 B.C. for cutting down on superfluous expenses and extravagant luxury in se-
pulchral memorials. Whether the plot occupied by a temenos could be privately owned calls for a comment,
especially as the notion of privatization affords some clarification. Gytheion? sets a good example. Given the
city’s financial strain, the restoration, maintenance and proper function of the dilapidated sanctuary of Apollo
had to fall back on private attention and revenues. As a reward for the sanctuary’s refurbishment, the Assembly
awarded two wealthy individuals with hereditary priesthood for life, thus appointing them curators —rather
than owners- of the sanctuary. They undertook the commitment to maintain and upkeep the sacred land,
which was neither donated nor endowed but, instead, entrusted with. Migeotte stresses that the terms efovoia
and empéleia mean caretaking in the execution of duties. Of course, for the individuals in charge, this was an
opportunity for distinction and public self-representation - a typical Hellenistic phenomenon.

The extraction of blocks from funeral fagades, which Graml dissociates from the hostilities of 338 B.C,,
raises questions: Were the monuments obsolete or fallen in disuse? Under what regime was such despoliation
legitimate? Did the funerary domain make way for the hieratic? The interpolation of a temenos in a cemetery
might denote fusion of boundaries between the sacred and the sepulchral (almost along the lines of the conver-
sion of the Hydrophoros relief). However, the establishment of a temenos in the vicinity of abandoned grave
precincts disregards —if not degrades- its immediate architectural landscape. An emergency is detectable here.

Graml convincingly argues for a Hellenistic rather than Roman date, based on epigraphic remains and securely
dated excavation horizons anchored in historic events. Among the components of the temenos, a niche with
a prismatic statue (?) base, a possible sundial and an oracle are described. Based on previously neglected epi-
graphic evidence, Graml argues against the earlier identification of this temenos as dedicated to Hekate, which
was essentially founded on a base with a triangular incuse/recess, apparently to support a prismatic shaft. Vo-
tive triangular pillars on a much larger scale are known in Classical sanctuaries (Delphi, Olympia, Thermon),
crowned by statues, as inferred from the respective dedicatory epigrams. Here the shaft was expected to have
carried a statue of the venerated deity; the prismatic shaft crowned by three heads in relief is regarded as ideal

to fit the recess in the aforementioned base.

Despite the possible fusion/syncretism between Artemis and Hekate, Graml relies on parallels from Delos
and Macedonia to associate the statue base exclusively with the epigraphically attested goddess Artemis.

Interestingly, the few preserved offerings suggest male dedicators. Because Maron donated the tpdmela of
the altar, and as it was customary for cult-staff to dedicate installations, thus equipping the sanctuary and fa-
cilitating its functionality, Graml deduces that Maron could have been a priest — a proposal reinforced by the
graves of Maron and his family in close proximity to the temenos. Two cult associations (8iacor) are presumed
within a two centuries’ time-span, one for Artemis Apiotn and KadAiorn and another (the koinon of the So-
teriasts) for Artemis Soteira, with exclusively male participants. Indirectly, this corroborates the deeply rooted
cult of Artemis, regardless of her different adjectives. What remains unresolved is why Pausanias referred only

2 Dignas 2006, 71-84, esp. 78-79; Meier 2012, 41-48, esp. 46-47; Migeotte 2018, 93-101, esp. 99-100.
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to Apiotn and Kalhiotn and, consequently, what was the state of preservation of the temenos of Zwtetpa by the
time the traveler visited the Kerameikos.

The author evaluates the epiclesis/invocation Xwtetpa in Hellenistic Athens and the statuette of Artemis
representing her as a torch-bearer (@wogpdpoc); the statuette is thought to convey the intertwining of light with
salvation, popular in Hellenistic religion. The performance of the Qwogdpeia festivals further emphasizes the
guise of Artemis as light-bringer.

Although Graml rejects Brueckner’s proposal for an aniconic stele of Hekate represented in the votive
relief of a sacrificial procession (clg. no 20), it is quite likely that the artist carved an abbreviation of the partly
aniconic triangular shaft crowned with relief heads. Given the unfinished state of the relief, the heads were yet
to be carved. Graml maintains that, by depicting a foreign female worshipper, the scene is automatically put
into a non-Greek setting and the venerated deity has non-Greek traits. She infers this from the rare depiction
of foreign worshippers on Athenian votive reliefs. However, Kim’s analysis® of the depiction of foreigners in art
suggests that they were not regarded as an exotic element, but rather integrated in society. The large number of
foreigners depicted in art of the Hellenistic period, in particular, was due to the cosmopolitan lifestyle in Greece,

after the expeditions of Alexander the Great. The notion of cosmopolitanism is based on equality for all people.

Graml deduces the veneration of Bendis in the Kerameikos from the aforementioned votive relief (clg. no
20), which she explains as probably serving as agidpvua. In our opinion, the relief alludes to the broad spectrum
of worshippers and the appeal of the temenos of Artemis Soteira to non-Greek population, as well. There is no
reason to extrapolate the worshipper’s foreignness to the venerated deity, seeing no clue to a non-Greek setting
in the scene. On the contrary, the relief most probably features an actual component of the temenosin the Kera-
meikos, the partly aniconic stele.

The position of the relief, immured in the altar, could instead be symbolic/emblematic, to reflect the guise
of Artemis Soteira, precisely as delineated by Graml: a goddess actively involved in the public domain, in mili-
tary events and the everyday life of Athens, inhabited also by foreigners and metics. The depiction of a foreign
worshipper in such a central position, as an altar, reaches out to the respective portion of the city’s population,
declaring Artemis as warrant of salvation for non-Greeks alike. The location and the transitory character of the
Kerameikos as a notional threshold fit such a reading. A brand new publication,* discussing Soteira as saviour
of ships and a Hellenistic Mediterranean deity, endorses her cross-cultural importance and, by extension, the

significance of the homonymous temenos in the Kerameikos.

As concerns the consideration of Bendis as a potential ovufwpog Oed of Artemis Soteira in the Kerameikos,
let us note that the Hellenistic period favored religious syncretism. In this sense, fusion between Artemis and
Hekate cannot be excluded, either.

Sprinklers (7epippavtijpia) or water-basins for cleansing marked the territorial transition to a different
realm. Allegory is yet another nodal feature of ancient Greek religion; here it involves topography. Based on in-
stallations and iconography, Graml categorizes the rites as cleansing, sacrificial, and dedicatory, i.e. the process
of presenting a votive offering. A marble basin is recorded in the archives as dedicated by a male from Antioch.
Again, the action of a foreigner or metic endorses our alternative reading of the supposed ‘Bendis relief” A
member of priest Maron’s family also originated from Antioch. Apparently foreigners were admitted/welcome
to this temenos, which further confirms its widespread, cross-cultural recognition, even though it was not a
state establishment.

The inclusion of an oracle in a temenos within a necropolis is yet another intriguing aspect. Essential in
its configuration is the omphaloid stone capping of a deep subterranean shaft, of which the interior walls were
sheathed in tiles. Graml convincingly argues for Paian being a byname for Apollo, the prophet-god par excel-

3 Kim 2012.
4 Bedin and Gambash 2021, 89-119.
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lence, but she doubts the use of the shaft as a well. In our opinion, the shaft suggests liaison with the bowels of
the earth. The placing of the omphalos above the shaft, as if blockading it (rather than marking it), could per-
haps be viewed as reminiscent of the setting at Delphi, where the potential use of the omphalos to blockade the
emission of prophetic gases in periods beyond the operation of the oracle, has been discussed. This indirectly
corroborates Graml’s proposed association of Paian with Apollo.

The omphalos sealing off the shaft, and hence serving as a marker of some obsolete/redundant function,
sounds like a feeble hypothesis, given that these two components make better sense as contemporaneously
functioning. The shaft was a notional channel to the underground, regardless of whether water welled up here
or not. In this way, the setting reproduced -or borrowed- features of renowned oracles of the Classical antiquity,
such as the Delphic one (with the chasm of earth) and that of Trophonios at Levadeia, where the descent to
a subterranean chamber was fundamental in the ritual process of divination. This makes the omphalos in the
Kerameikos a mantic accessory, rather than a mere capping stone.

The Gpiyxdc framing and secluding the omphalos from the rest of the temenos could use further elabora-
tion. This entablature could well have formed part of a baldachin or a canopy, which again points to Delphi and
the proposed locations of the omphalos there. So does the subterranean shaft and the water probably used in
the process of divination — something not accepted by the author. The moulded entablature block (clg. No 87)
with an archivolt spring should not be dissociated from the temenos so readily. Even if the span of the arch does
not match the width of the niche, its assignment to a superstructure sheltering the omphalos/oracle is worth
exploring, especially since they both date in the Roman times. The fragment might be relevant to the Gpiyxds.
As for the niche, I think Graml correctly assumes that its walls were coated in stucco.

From a cultic perspective, Graml seeks the purpose served by a temenos to Artemis so close to that of Ar-
temis Mounichia in Pireaeus, and its role in the sacred landscape of Hellenistic Athens. The answer probably lies
in the diversity and versatility of cult practices in ancient Greece, as pointed out by the author and earlier by De
Polignac and Polinskaya . We can say that freedom in religious expression defines the quintessence of paganism
precisely because it was being adapted and adjusted to individual needs.

Graml proposes a club sanctuary for a dining society, which possibly also functioned as a funerary asso-
ciation. Such an interpretation is not far from Geometric funeral dining and communal feasting, usually in
conjunction with ancestors’” cult, which was practiced in Attica (Athens, Eleusis) as shown by the studies of
Mazarakis Ainian and Alexandridou.®

For more answers, Graml aptly turns to topography. Due to its location, intra-urban and extra-urban at
the same time, the Kerameikos with the Pompeion marking the beginning of major processions should indeed
be understood as a symbolic topographic threshold into and from the city of Athens. Within its premises, the
mingled land use, funerary and industrial, shows the involvement of the religious sentiment in every aspect of
ancient life. By interpreting the overall setting of the femenos of Soteira as a topographical threshold, the for-
eign worshipper in the supposed ‘Bendis relief” makes even more sense: the savior light-bearer Greek goddess
embraced the foreigners and their homage.

If the cult of Soteira was important to the public, why was she worshipped in a privately established temenos,
privately undertaking the furnishing, enclosure and maintenance? Perhaps the answer to this contradiction lies
in the pluralism of the ancient Greek religion.

After the battle at Chaeroneia and the settling of a garrison in Athens, the city was separated from its port,
Piraeus. War ordained the shifting of religious activities to other cult-spots. Under the circumstances, Graml
envisions the Kerameikos femenos operating as a replacement/substitute of the Mounichia sanctuary - an ex-
planation consonant with the sense of emergency detected in the extraction of building material from the grave
precincts.

5 Alexandridou 2017; Mazarakis Ainian and Alexandridou 2011.
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From the outset, the reader’s understanding of the topography is one of the author’s main concerns and
it is served well. Clues to walking levels, passageways, axes of visibility and perhaps movement, as implied by
the orientation of inscriptions, optimize the reader’s perception of space and spatial development. While cata-
loguing the finds, the author devotes a section to structural remains, a survey of walls built of rubble, spolia
and bricks. Here the archival records were valuable in supplying the original picture seen by the excavator.
Amendments and decay in the course of centuries, along with consolidation works conducted after the walls’
recovery in the 19th-20th centuries, altered the post-excavation picture. The re-used ancient bricks to stabilize
the structures, perhaps uncritically employed in such quantity, changed their appearance radically. Dating and
evaluation becomes a truly difficult task, which Graml copes with patiently, struggling to notionally ‘peel off’
all posterior layers and interventions that conceal the walls’ original outlook and to restore their state when
unearthed, in other words, the last phase of their ancient use.

It is fair to say that the book at hand inputs to studies in Athenian religion.
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When Athens became the capital of Greece in 1833-1834, it was hardly able to sustain any form of central
government. A grand project of urban planning, therefore, had to be designed, funded, and executed between
the 1830s and the 1940s, in order to supply the emerging conglomerate with a much-needed infrastructure.

Greece's Central Bank —Trapeza tis Ellados, internationally known as “Bank of Greece” (not to be confused
with National Bank of Greece, a privately owned commercial bank funded in 1841 and now developed into a
global banking and financial services company)- was founded in 1927. It was housed in its current headquarters
—a typical example of the austere Neoclassicism of the Greek interwar years situated on 21 Venizelou (formerly
Panepistimiou) Street- in 1938. Since its inauguration, the building has been extended both horizontally and
vertically, with the addition, over the years, of new wings and further floors.

One such major expansion occurred in the 1970s, when the Bank’s flagship building was expanded to
occupy the entire urban block surrounded by Venizelou, Edourardou Lo, Stadiou, and Omirou streets. It was
then that, during the digging works for the construction of the new building’s foundations, a small number of
archaeological finds were located and partially recorded. Forty-three out of these artefacts were retained by the
Bank, and now form part of its Art Collection, fully registered with the Greek State.

The book by archaeologist Papaeuaggelou-Genakou constitutes the first, and full, publication of these pieces,
but also offers an account of the area where the building is situated, and a highly informative discussion of the
archaeological background of that particular part of Athens at large. Since the site where the Bank of Greece
headquarters now stand lay outside the ancient city’s walls, the excavated finds belong to a cemetery, apparently
used from the 9th century B.C. all the way down to the first centuries A.D.

The earliest find recorded in the book is an intact Middle Geometric belly amphora, which may have been
used as a burial urn. There follows a series of white-ground and red-figure lekythoi from the 5th century that
may have belonged to the same grave, a number of late-Classical and Hellenistic urguentaria, a 4th- century red-
figure krater, various cups and “saucers’, as well as a number of pyxides, terracottas, lamps, and loom weights.

The book’s second part is devoted to the site's afterlife as well as the excavation's aftermath. The author makes
an excellent effort to reconstruct the hastily excavated site through any existing scraps of evidence. She rightly
connects the finds of this particular plot with the so-called “northeastern cemetery” of ancient Athens, extending
from present-day Syntagma Square (where one can still locate the course of Athens’s fortification wall) and all
the way to almost present-day Omonoia Square, following the routes of the main ancient thoroughfares leading
to the Attic countryside. A major contribution to our knowledge of this necropolis was made by the rescue

AURA 4 (2021): 281-282 DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.26247/aura4.11



282 - ATHENS UNIVERSITY REVIEW OF ARCHAEOLOGY 4 « AURA

excavations preceding the construction of the Athens Metro in the 1990s, mostly on present-day Amerikis and
Korai Streets.

A third part of the book is dedicated to the more recent history of the site and its environs. Drawing from a
wide range of archival materials —maps, charts, and drawings, as well as early photography and press reports—
the author manages to reconstruct the history of a vital part of central Athens, and paint a spectacularly vivid
image of its social, political and economic life.

Dr. Papaeuaggelou-Genakou, as well as the Centre for Culture, Research and Documentation of the Bank
of Greece, on whose initiative this book has been published, ought to be congratulated for this lavish, as well as
informative and inspiring publication. Even if —quite regrettably- this is a publication of haphazardly “rescued”,
poorly documented and contextless archaeological material, the historical documentation provided by the book
manages to compensate to a great extent for what was irrevocably lost when the Bank’s new foundations were
being laid.
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