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friezes requires for each porch four blocks of this normal variety , or eight blocks
for both porches, We have ell of these. Both end blocks of each frieze over each po;;h
are missing, These were of two types. Over the North east architrave for the East éo?ch,
and over the South west architrave for the West porch was & block consisting of an
angle triglyph at its right end and a metope at its @eft end. From the preserved North
east architrave block of the East porch we know that the regula which returns at the

. Mo’
angle is 0.32§‘10ng. We may restore a triglyph of the same width above it. Hence the

y /%
lengthened metope must have been 0.625‘wide. The total length of the block would have

been 0,950 M,

The blocks at the other end of the frieze, over the South east architirave

for the East porch and the North west arehitrave for the West porch, would have had at

: ” Mo # .
their left end a contracted triglyph 0,325 wide, then a lengthened metope of 0.625 and

. Ao s )
at its right end a triglyph of normal width - 0.37%, or a total length of 1.3200-The
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sum total of the lengths of these frieze blocks gives 6,05, for each porch, which checks

with the lengths of the architrave blocks.

There are seven backing blocks lying around the temple in sufficiently
*1

jon, In trying to assign these backers

good state of preservation to deserve considerat

jeft end missing, one half of double

a- Eact of the temple, near the South corner,
dowel mear the presemt left end of the blocke

w p v clemp at its right end, de
Height - 0,575 length = 1,5804p1us, width - 0.320%%1us,

b~ opposite the south east cornmer of the temple, lying on its face.
Height = 0,575} length - 1,870/%1us, width - 0,240,p1us, ,

opposite the forth west angle of the temple, 6ne half of double " T " clamp at the

right end, another at l.loqfY%om the right end, joingin the block to its backer,

Mowel % 0.790%rom the right end of the block, "
Height - 0,575/M1lus, lenzhA = 1,660 plusy width 0,315,plus.
d- oppesite the North west angle of the temples pattered on all sides, clamp at its

ieht end, 2ls two to its backer,
He s , M lus, width - 0.305:{:‘1115.

Height - 0,565, plusy length - 1,600,p
o~ opposite the middle of the North flank, battered on all sides,

Height = 0.56% ¥lus, length = 1,270 %1us, widht - 0.280/p1us.
¢ -near the North east sngle of the temple, clamps at both ends, dowels near both

ends, clemp 40 the hacker. A
Helgi,at - 0.589;' ‘1ength = 1.89@’: width 0.335p1,

g~ North of center of North flank,of temple, clamp at right
Height = 0.5897.',“ Yength ~ l.lZOApluu, width - 0,335M

%] .=
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end of block.
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to their proper positions we begin with block " f", since it is the only one preserved
in all three significant dimensions. Of the four types of blocks which would haé‘o
backers s the exterior architrave and ifrieze nlocké, the interior arcnitrave and
frieze blocks, its height agrees only with that of the exterior frieze - 0.58%:?&t8

face 1{5 perfectly plain, as Orlandos statess but it is 0,010 higher than his measure-

*1
ment of 0.570#, Its length indicates thaet it belongs with one of the longer blocks,

M,
( 1.89%). The other backer of the same height ( block " g")y also wemt with the

exterior frieze, We can not tell from its preserved length whether it went with one of

longer or with the shorter blocks, Also belonging to this same course is block " ¢",-
since it couldn't back the exterior architrave course which is only 0.57@fﬁigh, or the

jnterior arthitrave or frieze which are both precisely 0.57§fgigh, Its length indicates

that it probebly backed one of the longer frieze blocks.
Backing blocks " a" and " b" have a height which would eorrespond to

that either of the interior architrave or the interior firieze, But siuce they are

(% M Mo,
longer than the frieze blocks of 1.320.0.94§.or 0.950, each of which must have had its
A P

individual backery as indicated by their clemps, they can be assigned with assurance

to the architraves, It can not be determined whether they backed the 2.08q~blocka or

the 1.89Q2%iocka. We know of their width only that they were somewhat more than 0,320~
Backers " d" and " e " are not totally preserved in &ny of their significant

Since their preserved height is less than that of any of the four courses

dimensions,.
under consideration, their height could be restored to go with any one of them. Their
length immediately eliminates them as possible packers of the interior frieze, Since

, they are eliminated as possible :gckers to the

their faces are perfectly plain
Hence these

exterior architrave, for this would have been crowned by & taenia.

#1,~ Orlandos, op.cit.yp.315, ?

#3,~ Ibid.,pe.314. Orlandos found Bast peristyle architrave backers with a taenia
equivalent in meight to the height of the exterior taenia and regula, None of
these blocks are nov to be found on the site..
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blocks must be backers for either the exterior frieze or for the interior architrave,
Since they both show tong cuttings on their top surfaces, indicating that they were
the last blocks to be set in place in their reppective courses, they cen not both
belong to the same course, Their preserwved lengths unfortunately do noit indicate which
block Backed the exterior frieze and which, the interior architrﬁve. -

As a result of this study the Nemesis temple at Rhamnous can no longer
be classed along with the Poseidon temple at Sounion, the Parthenon and the templqbf
Hephaistos as a Deoric temple with a continuous Ionic frieze on its cella, for it hag

been proved beyond doubt that the porches had the ususl triglyph frieze of the Doiic

order,



7
I
~

"

{ )
. ".
e =
S
|
|
|

FIG.{- SCHEMATIC RECONSTRULTION OF EXTERIOR FRIELE
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