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ApXtoo-c-cv for permissionto study
and publish the Hellenistic pottery
from the South Slope for my doctoral
thesis (Vogeikoff 1993); the deposit
presentedhere forms part of that
material.I also thank Maro Kyrkou,
one of the excavatorsof the site, for her
support;conservatorNancy Lazaroufor
her help at variousstages of my project;
Theodora Kakarougafor undertaking
the majorityof the drawings;Michalis
Tiverios of the Universityof
Thessalonikifor advice;and my
husband,Tom Brogan,Director of the
INSTAP Study Center for East Crete,
for help with my English.The
submittedversion of this paper
benefited greatlyfrom the valuable
comments of the two anonymous
Hesperia reviewers.
2. Brief preliminaryreportsare
publishedin Prakt and Ergon. See Prakt
1955, pp. 36-52; Prakt 1956, pp. 262265; Prakt1957, pp. 23-26; Prakt 1959,
pp. 5-7; Ergon1955, pp. 5-14; Ergon
1956, pp. 5-10; Ergon1957, pp. 5-12;
Ergon 1959, pp. 157-161.

In addition to presenting an Attic ceramic deposit of the Late Hellenistic
period, the authorconnects the increaseof imported pottery and local imitations in assemblagesof the late 2nd and early1st centuries B.C. with contemporarychanges in Athenian society.During this period the emerging political elite ofAthens developedstrongcommercialinterestsand foreign contacts
that may have led to changes in dining practices (e.g., the introduction of
foreign metal shapes). Emulation of these cosmopolitan practices may have
encouraged importation of foreign pottery-presumably skeuomorphs of
metal vessels-and providedthe impetus for Attic ceramicimitation of imported metalware.
The aim of the present paper is twofold: to contribute to the study of Attic
pottery in the Late Hellenistic period by adding one more deposit to the
rather small published corpus from this period and, most importantly, to
view Attic Hellenistic pottery in its wider historical context. I am particularly concerned with the significance of pottery as an indicator of social
and economic change in Late Hellenistic Athens.1

A LATE HELLENISTIC

DEPOSIT

FROM THE

SOUTH SLOPE OF THE ACROPOLIS
CONTEXT

The materialunder discussion comes from a cistern located to the south of
the eastern flank of the Odeion of Herodes Atticus (Fig. 1). The area
south of the Odeion was excavated by the Greek Archaeological Society
between 1955 and 1960 under the supervisionof the directorof the Acropolis Museum, I. Miliades. South Slope Cistern 14 (hereafter, C14) was
excavated in 1956, and the material found there is currently stored at the
mosque next to the Roman Agora.
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Figure 1. Plan of excavations on the
South Slope of the Acropolis,
showing location of Cistern 14 (C14)

LATE

3. Upper diameter0.95 m, lower
diameter1.27 m.
4. The dimensionsof the bench are
H. 0.50 m; L. 1.00 m; and W. 0.35 m.
5. Prakt 1956, pl. 129:b. For a
similarcase, see two red-figurepelikai
in Thompson'sGroup B (Thompson
1934, pp. 333-334,427-428, B 1-2,
figs. 13:a-b). The red-figurepyxis and
the nonceramicobjectsarenot included
in the presentarticlebecause they were
not assignedto me for publication.
6. For parallels,see Siebert 1976, p.
817, figs. 29-30.
7. The terracottasare discussedin
Appendix 2.
8. 1956-NAA-173 (unpublished).
9. 1956-NAF-1 (unpublished).
10. 1956-NAA-102 (unpublished).
11. 1956-NAM-41 (unpublished).
12. 1956-NAF-56 (unpublished).
13. One of the knucklebonesis
inscribedAHTO.
14. Sling bullets have also been
found in a Sullan deposit on the North
Slope of the Acropolis;see Parsons
1943, pp. 240-241, note 136.
15. Grace and SavvatianouPetropoulakou1970, p. 305, E 15.
16. The notationsbelong to Manto
Oikonomidou,formerdirectorof the
Athens NumismaticMuseum.
Inventorynumbers:1956-NAN-7,
1956-NAN-11, 1956-NAN-26,1956NAN-27, 1956-NAN-32.
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South Slope C14 is a flask-shaped cistern measuring 5.50 m in depth.
From the northwest side a tunnel 4.95 m in length extends its capacity.3
Footholes along the walls were probably made for cleaning and maintenance of the cistern and at the bottom a bench was built along the southwest side.4 Finally, a thick coat of hydraulic cement lines the cistern, tunnel, and bench.
The cistern was originally excavated in a series of "baskets"(ophu&cs).
When the excavators determined that the cistern contained a single fill,
these baskets were combined and the undiagnostic pottery was discarded
for lack of storage space. Subsequent analysis of the pottery, however, has
indicated that C14 contained not only a large deposit of Late Hellenistic
material, but also some Roman pottery dating to the first half of the 3rd
century A.C. The presence of a small amount of Roman pottery in the
deposit is likely to be the result of disturbance that occurred when a Roman pipe was installed along the east side of the cistern at a depth of 0.80
m beneath the surface.
C14 also yielded a large red-figure pyxis from the late 5th century
B.C., very likely an heirloom.5 In addition to the pottery, the deposit included fragments of tiles, iron objects, bronze bosses,6 a few terracottas,
lead weights,8 clay loomweights, stone weights, a Hermaic stele together
with its base,9a marble phiale with three spouts,10the thumb of a life-size
marble statue,11a small marble altar,'2several knucklebones (some with
color),'3 and two sling bullets.14
DATE

OF THE

DEPOSIT

The contents of C14 included sixteen legible stamped amphorahandlesfifteen Knidian examples and one Rhodian. Almost all of the Knidian
handles belong to the VI B period (97-88 B.C.)of the "duoviri";the two
exceptions belong to the VI A period (108-98 B.C.). The Rhodian handle
preservesthe name of the maker,AycO`fooXoc, and is dated to the second
half of the 2nd century.15The evidence from the stamped amphora handles
is very useful because it provides a terminus post quem (92 B.C.) for the
date of the deposit. The stamped amphora handles are discussed below in
Appendix 1.
Numismatic evidence may serve as a further guide for the date. The
excavation notebooks record bronze coins in the fill of the cistern. The
coins have not yet been located in the storerooms of the Athens Numismatic Museum; however, the same notebooks record some of the coins
with the notation Mithridates." If these coins belong to the special issue
of 87/86 B.C., distinguished by the characteristic star between two crescents, the missing coins would provide another terminus post quem (86
B.C.) for the filling of C14.
The proposed dating thus falls within the period of Sulla's attack on
Athens. According to S. I. Rotroff, the identification of a deposit as Sullan
destruction debris is based on two distinctive pieces of evidence: stamped
Knidianamphorahandles of period VI B (97-88 B.C.);and Athenian bronze
coins depicting a starbetween two crescents on the reverse,minted shortly
before Sulla's attack on Athens in 86 B.C. Most of the so-called Sullan
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deposits, however, also contain material that can be dated several decades
later than Sulla'sattack, indicating that the cleanup operations were a slow
process. The deposits that do not contain any material that can be dated
later than 75 B.C.are characterized as "pure"Sullan by Rotroff.17
The study of the pottery from C14 suggests that it is a Sullan deposit,
though not a pure one since it also yielded a few pieces of pottery that date
to the second quarterof the 1st century B.C. (i.e., a Mottled Oliver lid [54]
and a skyphos made of Pergamene sigillata [37]), suggesting that either
the debris did not find its way to the cistern immediately after Sulla'sattack or the cistern remained open for some time after the material was
thrown in.
OF THE

DISCUSSION

POTTERY

The pottery has been organized first by fabric, thus separating the fine
ware from the coarseware, and then by function, following G. R. Edwards
and Rotroff."8I also have taken an unusual step in my presentation by
grouping local and imported vessels of the same function. Thus, for example, Knidian two-handled cups are presented together with their Attic
imitations, under Drinking Vessels, and lagynoi appeartogether with Attic oinochoai, under Pouring Vessels. This approach is warranted by the
considerable number of imports present in the deposit.
Rotroff, in justifying her approach of juxtaposing vessels of disparate
form but similar function, has argued that this method better reveals the
culturalsystem in which these vessels once functioned together."9I believe
that this approach is also applicable to vessels of similar function but different provenience.
The presentation below includes the entire collection of Hellenistic
pottery found in C14. The entries include the inventory number in parentheses, the preserveddimensions,20a short description moving from rim to
base, a Munsell reading of the fabric, and a brief description of the quality
of the gloss (or slip).To avoid inaccurateidentifications,it has been thought
wise not to name the inclusions in the fabrics.
TAB LEWARE
VESSELS

FOR

FOOD

Plate (1-7)
C14 yielded a few fragments of plates in a fabricknown as Eastern Sigillata
A ware (1-4). Although there is no consensus about either the place of
origin or the date of introduction of this type of pottery, many scholars,
most recently K.W. Slane, have strongly arguedfor a Syro-Palestinian origin and a beginning date ca. 150 B.C.21 In fact, Slane's work has resolved
the chronological debate.
The Eastern Sigillata A plates from C14 are broad with a low base,
flat resting surface, flat floor, and an upturned rim. The slip is dull and
varies from orange-red (2) to darkred (4), and has been applied by double
dipping (note the streak on the floors of 2 and 4). One of the plates (2)

17.AgoraXXIX, pp. 35-36.
18. CorinthVII, iii;AgoraXXIX.
For a discussionof the advantagesand
disadvantagesof this approach,see
AgoraXXIX, pp. 5-7.
19.AgoraXXIX, p. 6.
20. Standardabbreviationsareused
for dimensions,e.g., max. p.H. =
maximumpreservedheight, Diam. =
diameter,and so on.
21. Slane 1997, pp. 272-274 (with
referencesto earlierbibliography).
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Figure2. Plateswith upturnedrim,
EasternSigillataA (1-4). Scale1:3
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carrieson the floor five rouletted (not clearlydefined) circles and a stamped
rosette at the center. Plates 1-4 recall those of Tel Anafa type 13c, the
majority of which were found in deposits closed ca. 80 B.C.22
Two large black-gloss bases (5-6) with red stacking circles and rouletting on the floor should be restored as plates either with offset or upturned rim. Examples with offset rim have been found in Thompson's
Groups D and E, as well as in Sullan debris.23Plates with upturned rim
also occur in contexts associated with the Sullan attack.24Both types of
plates are of particular interest because their shapes represent a foreign
influence in the Attic ceramic repertory of the Hellenistic period.25Both
forms are encountered in the black-gloss predecessor (BSP) of Eastern
Sigillata A and in Italian Campana B. According to Slane, the broad geographical occurrence of the plates with offset rim suggests that they copied metal prototypes.26
The shape of plate 7 finds no parallels in the Attic repertory. It is
probably imported, although the fabric could be characterized as Attic.

PLATE WITH UPTURNED
1

22. Slane 1997, pp. 260-261, 288289, pls. 7-9.
23. Thompson 1934, p. 370, D 1,
figs. 55, 116; p. 395, E 22-26, fig. 83.
AgoraXXIX, p. 154.
24. AgoraXXIX, p. 155.
25. On the relationshipof these
forms to Italianprototypes,see Agora
XXIX, pp. 154-155.
26. Slane 1997, p. 283.

(1956-NAK-483)
Fig. 2
Eastern Sigillata A. Import.

Max. p.H. 0.025 m.
Part of rim and floor. Vertical
rim, flat floor.
Fabric:7.5YR 8/4. Gloss: dull red.
2

(1956-NAK-486)
Fig. 2
Eastern Sigillata A. Import.

Max. p.H. 0.013 m, Diam. base
0.082 m.
Base and part of floor. Ring base

RIM
with flat resting surface, flat floor.
Stamped rosette surrounded by
rouletting. Streak from double
dipping.
Fabric:7.5YR 8/4. Gloss: dull red.
3

(1956-NAK-501)
Fig. 2
Eastern Sigillata A. Import.

Max. p.H. 0.035 m.
Part of rim and floor. Vertical
rim, flat floor.
Fabric:7.5YR 8/4. Gloss: dull red.
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7

Figure3. Otherplates,blackgloss
(5-7). Scale1:3
4

(1956-NAK-482)
Fig. 2
Eastern Sigillata A. Import.
Max. p.H. 0.04 m.

OTHER
5

PLATES

(1956-NAK-480) Attic.

Fig. 3

Max. p.H. 0.02 m, Diam. base
0.07 m.
Base and part of floor. Ring base,
flat floor. Rouletting on floor.
Fabric:5YR 7/8. Gloss: dull
black, red stacking circle and underside.
6

Fullprofile.Slightlyevertedrim,
flat floor,ringbasewith flat resting
surface.Streakfromdoubledipping.
Fabric:lOYR8/4. Gloss:dull red.

(1956-NAK-485) Attic.

Fig. 3

Max. p.H. 0.025 m, Diam. base
0.07 m.
Base and part of floor. Ring base

with groovedrestingsurface,flat floor
with rouletting.
Fabric:5YR 7/6. Gloss:dullblack,
redstackingcircleandunderside.
7

(1956-NAK-458)Attic? Fig. 3

Max.dim. 0.066 m, est. Diam.
rim 0.22 m.
Partof rim and sidewall.Slightly
profiledrim.Incisedinscriptionnear
rim: POAHC.

Fabric:7.5YR7/6. Gloss:dull
black,partial.

Bowl (8-11)
There were two bowls with outturned rim and angular profile (8-9) in
C14. Fragment 10 probablybelongs either to an echinus or a footed hemispherical bowl. Fine rouletting, a slip of good quality, and a brown stacking circle characterizethis particularpiece, which might not be Attic. The
shape, decoration, and quality of the slip on bowl 11 are also alien to Attic
pottery of this period. The closest parallel is a bowl from the Athenian
Agora, which Rotroff also classifies as an import.27The spiral decoration
on the center of the bowl recalls an example from Delos that J.-P. Morel
has classified as Italic.28

27. AgoraXXIX, p. 420, no. 1739,
fig. 103, pl. 137.
28. Morel 1986, p. 479, no. 125,
fig. 20.
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Figure 4. Bowls with outturned rim
(8-9); echinus or footed hemispherical (10); carinated with riled rim
(11). Scale 1:3

BOWL WITH OUTTURNED
8

(1956-NAK-489)Attic. Fig. 4

H. 0.045 m.
Outturnedrim,carinated
sidewall,heavyringbasewith slightly
groovedrestingsurface,and nipple
underside.
Fabric:7.5YR 7/2. Gloss:black
metallic,flaked,mottledaroundbase.

RIM
9

(1956-NAK-488)Attic. Fig. 4

H. 0.045 m.
Outturnedrim,carinated
sidewall,ringbase.
Fabric:5YR 7/8. Gloss:dull red,
basewithoutslip.

ECHINUS OR FOOTED HEMISPHERICAL

BOWL

(1956-NAK-487)
restingsurface.Curvedsidewall.
Fig. 4
Rouletting.
Import?
blackwith brown
, .Max,;.
5 b. istacking
circle.
p,.,H.
0039
Diami
m,
sGloss:
Max
m.

10

Tall ringbasewith grooved

CARINATED BOWL WITH RILLED RIM
11

(1956-NAK-438, 528)
Import.

Fig. 4

Diam. base0.064 m.
Two nonjoiningfragments
preserving
base,partof body,and
rim.Thickenedrimwith pairof
grooveson top. Carinatedbodywith
VESSELS

FOR

concaveupperpart.Ringbasewith
groovedrestingsurface.Rouletting,
fourpalmettes,andspiraldecoration
at centerof floor.
Fabric:7.5YR 7/4. Gloss:dull
n
s nflo
bott,bom.
botm

DRINK

Vessels for drink have been subdivided into three categories: containers
(West Slope Amphora, 12-15); pouring vessels (Small Oinochoe, 16-19;
Round-Mouth Juglet, 20; and Lagynos, 21-26); and drinking vessels
(Moldmade Bowl, 27-33; Two-Handled Cup, 34-36; and Skyphos, 37).
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Containers: WestSlope Amphora (12-15)
Of the two definite West Slope amphorasfound in C14, 12 is earlierthan
13. The latter has features typical of late-2nd-/early-lst-century B.C. amphoras, such as the molded rim, the angle between shoulder and body, the
simplified twist of the handles, the extensive use of incision, and the replacement of the plastic masks by spurs.29On the neck, the large ivy leaves
find parallels in Rotroff's Large Leaf Group 2, which is dated between
120 and 86 B.C. on the basisofwell-dated depositsfromthe Athenian Agora.30
Amphora 12, on the other hand, recalls a group of amphoras from Agora
deposits dating to the middle of the 2nd century B.C.31
Because of the poor state of preservation of fragments 14-15, their
shape is not certain.They probablybelong to small amphoras with parallels in the Agora.32

WEST SLOPE AMPHORA
12 (1956-NAK-225)Attic. Fig. 5
H. 0.22 m.
pile; rstore romm
ofof rim,
fullments.
fragments.
Missingsmallpart
belly,andone mask.Outcurvedrim.
Tall,wide, flaringneck.Upperhandle
attachmentsflankedby knobs.Pairof
scrapedgroovesatjunctionof neck
with shoulder.Twistedhandleswith
reliefmasksat base.Scrapedgroove
atjunctionof shoulderwith lower
body.Ringbasewith flat resting
surface.
Fabric:5YR 7/4. Gloss:metallic
black,flaked.

stems),andwhite dot rosettes.
Slightlytwistedhandleswith vestigial
masksat base.Shoulderdecorated
with latticeflankedby checkerboard.
Fabric:2.5YR 6/6. Gloss:dull
back.
black.
14 (1956-NAK-511)Attic. Fig. 6
Max.p.H. 0.055 m.
Partof neckand shoulder,
handle.White thicklines alternate
with tan debasedornamenton
shoulder.Pairof white verticallines,
pairof horizontaltan lines on neck.
Fabric:7.5YR7/4. Gloss:dull
brownishblack.

13 (1956-NAK-429)Attic. Fig. 6
Max. p.H. 0.095, est. Diam. rim
0.12 m.
Rim,neck,shoulder,one handle,
and smallpartof body.Moldedrim.
Neck decoratedwith invertedegg
anddart(incisedegg, painteddart),
an ivygarland(leavesin thinnedclay
with some addedwhite;incised

15 (1956-NAK-490)Attic. Fig. 6
Max.p.H. 0.05 m.
Partof neckandshoulder.
Debasedwhite andtan alternating
ornamentson shoulder.White dots on
baseof neck.
Fabric:7.5YR7/4. Gloss:dull
black.

29. See Rotroff 1991, nos. 98 from
Large Leaf Group 1 (fig. 22, pl. 41),
106 from Large Leaf Group 4 (fig. 29,
pl. 44), and 117-119 from the Gaudy
Amphora Group (figs. 30-32, pls. 45-

46).
Pouring Vessels:Small Oinochoe(16-19), Round-Mouth Juglet (20),
Lagynos (21-26)
Small oinochoai with trefoil mouth, slender neck, and globular or pearshaped body are popular throughout the 2nd century B.C. Parallels appear
in Agora deposits of the earlyand late 2nd centuryB.C.33 and in the Peiraieus
Cistern, the closing date of which has recently been placed ca. 140 B.C.34
The absence of late features such as double grooves on the shoulder and a
broad foot suggests a date around the middle of the 2nd century B.C. for

30. Rotroff 1991, pp. 89-90,
pls. 39-40.
31. AgoraXXIX, p. 122, nos. 427429, 431, 432, pl. 42.
32. AgoraXXIX, p. 123, no. 451,
fig. 33, pl. 45.
33. AgoraXXIX, pp. 125-127.
34. AgoraXXIX, pp. 33-34;
Metzger 1973, p. 55, no. 63, fig. 4,
p1. 10.
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Figure5. West Slopeamphora(12).
Scale 1:3
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Figure6. West Slope amphoras
(13-15).

Scale 1:3

35. AgoraXXIX, no. 490, fig. 36, pl.
48.
36. AgoraXXIX, pp. 132-133, esp.
note 61.

the three small oinochoai 16-18. Earlier oinochoai are usually taller and
larger. Fragment 19 carries West Slope decoration and strongly recalls a
pear-shaped small oinochoe from the Athenian Agora from a Late Hellenistic context.35
Small juglets with a round mouth are quite popular in Attic deposits
of the second half of the 2nd century and the first half of the 1st century
B.c. The example from C14 (20) features a double handle that splits into
spurs on the rim. It is also characterized by a scraped groove below the
rim. The treatment of the handle suggests the influence of prototypes in
metal.36
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A fair number of white-ground lagynoi were found in C14 (21-26).
With the exception of 21, the rest areextremelyfragmentary.White-ground
lagynoi are commonly understood to have flourished from the second half
of the 2nd century to the second quarterof the 1st century B.C., but there
is increasing evidence to push the introduction of the type back to the first
half of the 2nd century B.c.37The paucity of white-ground lagynoi (three
examples) at Corinth, however, suggests that the practice of importing
them was just beginning at the time of Corinth's destruction in 146 B.c.38
The center of production of white-ground pottery is unknown, although it is usually assumed to lie somewhere along the west coast of Asia
Minor. J. Schafer has suggested Pergamon for the following reasons: the
excavations at Pergamon yielded a variety of shapes including lagynoi that
are decorated in the white-ground technique; and two small white-ground
fragments (unfortunately now lost) of the late 2nd century B.C. were discovered in the debris of a pottery kiln near the Gymnasium at Pergamon,
demonstrating that the city did indeed produce white-ground pottery.39
Pitane, the port of Pergamon, has also been suggested as a possible
center of production on the basis of the large number of white-ground
lagynoi found there.40J.W. Hayes has recently attributeda series of whiteground lagynoi from Paphos to Cypriot workshops on the basis of their
fabric.41There are,however,other centers of production because the whiteground lagynoi from Thompson's Group E are not related, in terms of
fabric,to either the Pergamene or the Cypriot series, and must come from
yet another center.42
Lagynos 21 from South Slope C14 displays an angular profile, with
upper and lower body of the same height, and belongs to Shape 2 in
Westholm'sclassificationof Cypriot lagynoi.43According to Rotroff, Shape
2 in the Athenian Agora is largely associated with Sullan contexts.4421
also finds parallelsin the Antikythera shipwreck.45In addition to 21, fragments from at least four other lagynoi were found in C14. Three sherds
inventoried under the same number (22) probablybelong to the same vessel. Depictions of musical instruments, not uncommon on lagynoi, are
preserved in dark slip on the white surface. Four other fragments (23)
from another lagynos are decorated with large brownish-black leaves. Finally, fragments from a base (24) and a neck (25) complete the catalogue
of white-ground lagynoi from C14.
In addition to white-ground lagynoi, the deposit also yielded a redslipped lagynos with West Slope decoration (26). The clay is red, hard,
and slightly micaceous, and the slip reddish brown with black spots. Most
of the decoration was done by incision, not the hasty and careless incision
of the Late Hellenistic Attic workshops, but a fine and delicate technique.
A similar black-gloss example comes from a Sullan deposit in the Athenian Agora.46The finesse of the incision on 26 recalls Pergamene West
Slope pottery.47

37. AgoraXXIX, pp. 227-228.
38. CorinthVII, iii, p. 50, note 34;
Broneer 1947, p. 240, pl. LVIII:12.See
also Broneer 1935, pp. 71-72, fig. 16.
39. PFII, p. 110.
40.AvPIX,p. 122.
41. PaphosIII, pp. 18-22, esp. series
4 and 6.
42. PFII, p. 111.
43. Vessbergand Westholm 1956, p.
59.
44. AgoraXXIX, p. 228.
45. Edwards1965, p. 21, no. 10;
ArchEph1902, pl. H:8.
46. AgoraXXIX, p. 222, no. 1676,
fig. 100, pl. 133.
47. In my dissertation(Vogeikoff
1993), I attributed26 to the Rhodian
workshop,but I now believe that it is
closer to the Pergameneworkshops.For
the use of incision on PergameneWest
Slope pottery,see Behr 1988, p. 106;
and Patsiada1990, p. 134.
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Figure7. Smalloinochoai(16 19);
round-mouthjuglet (20). Scale1:3

SMALL OINOCHOE
16

(1956-NAK-7) Attic.

Fig. 7

H. 0.115 m, Diam. base 0.038
m, max. Diam. 0.075 m.
Full profile. Missing handle and
part of rim. Trefoil mouth, thin neck,
globular body, ring base.
Fabric:5YR 6/4. Gloss: dull
black, mottled around base.

18

Fig. 7

H. 0.12 m, Diam. base 0.048 m,
max. Diam. 0.079 m.
Full profile. Missing part of
trefoil mouth, and handle. Trefoil
mouth, thin neck, round body, ring
base. Same shape as 16.
Fabric:5YR 6/4. Gloss: dull
black, mottled around base.

ROUND-MOUTH
20

Fig. 7

Max. p.H. 0.101 m.
Missing mouth and handle.
Thin neck, pear-shaped body, and
ring base.
Fabric:5YR 6/4. Gloss: brownish black, flaky, mottled around base.
19

17 (1956-NAK-3) Attic.

(1956-NAK-6) Attic.

(1956-NAK-516) Attic.
Max. p.H. 0.05 m.

Fig. 7

Part of neck and shoulder. Pair
of scraped grooves at junction of
neck with shoulder. Alternation of
white and yellow teardrop lines on
neck, white zigzag line on shoulder.
Fabric:5YR 7/6. Gloss: dull
black.

JUGLET

(1956-NAK-4) Attic.

Fig. 7

Max. p.H. 0.057 m, Diam. rim
0.044 m, Diam. base 0.036 m.
Fully preserved. Outturned rim,
round body, flat bottom. Thin incised
line at junction of rim with body.

Double rolled handle ending at two
spurs on rim.
black.
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21 (1956-NAK-224)
White-ground.Import.

Fig. 8

Max.
p.H.0.10m,iam.bFabric:
Max.
0.105 m, Diam. base
p.H.
0.12 m.
Missingrim,neck,andhandle.
Convexshoulder.Carinatedbody.
Ringbasewith angularexterior;
beveledrestingsurface;slightlyconvex
underside.Tracesof reddecorationon
shoulder.
Fabric:7.5YR6/6. Gloss:offwhite.
22 (1956-NAK-447)
White-ground.Import.

Fig. 8

Four nonjoining fragments from

shoulder,decoratedwith largebrown
ivyleavesandlight brownstems.
Fabric:7.5YR 6/4, micaceous.

Gloss:off-white.

White-ground. Import.

Fig. 8

Max.p.H. 0.073 m.
Fragmentpreservingrim,largest
partof neck,andbeginningof handle.
Rolledrim,tubularneck,and strap
handle.
Fabric:5YR 7/8. Gloss:off-white.
26 (1956-NAK-436)

Max.p.H. a) 0.06;b) 0.049;c)
0.04; d) 0.04 m.

24 (1956-NAK-551)

25 (1956-NAK-531)
White-ground.Import.

Fig. 8

Max.p.H. a) 0.043;b) 0.071;c)
0.049 m.
Three nonjoiningfragmentsfrom
neckandbody.Body decoratedwith
imagesof stringedmusicalinstrumentsin brownandyellowslip.
Fabric:7.5YR6/4, micaceous.
Gloss:off-white.
23 (1956-NAK-448)
White-ground.Import.

Fragmentpreservingsmallpart
of baseandbody.Low ringbase.
7.5YR 7/6. Gloss:offwhite.

Fig. 8

Fig. 9

West Slope.Import.
Max.p.H. 0.104 m.
Threejoiningfragmentspreserving partof neckand shoulder.Neck:
necklacewith spearheadpendants
attachedto incisedbandby incised
zigzagline;two incisedties at ends.
Ridgeatjunctionof neckwith body.
Convexshoulderdividedinto two
registersby pairof grooves.Another
pairof groovesatjunctionof shoulder
with body.Shoulder,upperregister:
incisedrunningspiral;lowerregister:
pendant with spearhead pendants

attachedto incisedbandby incised
zigzagline;incisedbow with ties and
trailing tips below pendants. White

four-leafrosetteto the left of necklace.
Fabric:2.5YR 5/6, verylittle

mica. Gloss: reddish brown (2.5YR
4/6), black at places.

Max.p.H. 0.015 m.
Drinking Vessels:Moldmade Bowl (27-33), Two-Handled Cup (3436), Skyphos (37)
The debris from C14 yielded fragments from seven moldmade bowls, most
of which, with two exceptions (one imbricate bowl [27] and one figured
[281), belong to the long petal type. The small number of moldmade bowls
in the deposit is rather surprising, since they occur in large numbers in
Agora deposits associated with the sack of Athens by Sulla.48
Of the two-handled cups, two (34-35) are considered local versions
of the so-called Knidian bowl, while the third (36) is actually an import
from somewhere in the areaof the Dodecanese and coastal Caria, possibly
Knidos. The "Knidian bowl" is found frequently in Attic deposits of the

48. AgoraXXII, p. 36.
49. For Knidianbowls and imitations, as well as bibliography,see Agora
XXIX, pp. 119,233-234.
50. PF VI, pl. 7:13, S 3; PF II, p. 68,
E 79, E 85; PF VII, pls. 6-7.
51. PFVI, p. 65, S 3. For an
opposing view, see PF VII, p. 23; and
review of PF VII by S. I. Rotroff in
Gnomon68, 1996, pp. 356-361.
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52. PFVI, pl. 7:13, S 3.
53. Perniceand Winter 1901, pl. 10;
see also Gehring 1980. The
"HildesheimTreasure"is thought to
have been hidden duringthe third

quarterof the 1stcenturyA.C., butthe
fact that some of the pieces betray
heavy use and some have been
reworkedsuggests that the oldest items
in the treasureshould be dated in the
1st centuryB.C.

second half of the 2nd century through the first half of the 1st century B.C.
and later.49
Fragment 37, an example of Pergamene sigillata, preserves the horizontal thumb-rest of a vertical handle from a distinctive type of skyphos
that was popular at Pergamon.50The evidence from the cisterns in the city
of Pergamon suggests that production of the shape began some time in
the second quarter of the 1st century B.C. and continued until the beginning of the 1st century A.C.x5 The shape is often decorated with applied
reliefs.52It is certain that metalware was the source of inspiration for this
type of vessel. The Hildesheim Silver Treasure provides us with possible
metal prototypes for vessels like 37.5337 representsone of the latest pieces
of pottery thrown into C14.
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MOLDMADE BOWL
Fig. 10

27 (1956-NAK-435)
Attic. Imbricate.

H. 0.07 m, est. Diam.rim0.15 m.
Full profile.Line filledwith
miltosbeneathrim.Bandof single
spirals,rowof downwardpalmettes
and ovolopatternon rim.Imbricate
fems on calyxandwall.Medallion:
eight-petalrosettesurroundedby
two ridges.
Fabric:5YR 7/6. Gloss:brownish black,misfiredat spots.
Fig. 10

28 (1956-NAK-517)
Attic. Figured.

Max.p.H. 0.031 m.
Partof wall.Remainsof tree
with pairof doublevoluteson top.
Frontlegs of goat(?).
Fabric:5YR 7/6. Gloss:dull
black.
Fig. 10

29 (1956-NAK-428)
Attic. Long petal.

Max.p.H. 0.08 m, Diam. rim
0.15 m.
Full profile.Scrapedgroove
belowrim.Wall:pointedpetals
alternatingwithjeweling,stylized
floweron top.Medallion:nine-petal
rosettesurroundedby two ndges.
Rust
Rust
to bowl.
adhenrng
adhering
Fabric:7.5YR 6/6. Gloss:dull
black,brownmedallion.

TWO-HANDLED

30 (1956-NAK-544a)
Attic. Long petal.

Fig. 10

Max.p.H. 0.057 m.
Smallfragment.Partof rimand
wall. Scrapedgroovebelowrim.Wall:
horizontaljeweling,contiguouslong
petals.
Fabric:7.5YR 7/6. Gloss:dull
black.
31 (1956-NAK-544b)
Attic. Long petal.

Fig. 10

Max.p.H. 0.055 m.
Smallfragment.Partof wall and
ridgeof medallion.Contiguouslong
petalson wall.
Fabric:SYR7/6. Gloss:dullblack.
32 (1956-NAK-544d)
Attic. Long petal.
Max.p.H. 0.04 m.

Fig. 10

Smallfragment.Partof wall.
Long petalsseparatedby lines of
jeweling.
Fabric:2.5YR 6/8. Gloss:red.
33 (1956-NAK-510a+b)
Attic. Long petal.

Fig. 10

Max.pjHg 0.06 m.
Twojoiningfragmentspreserving
partof wall.Contiguouslong petals.
Fabric:7.5YR7/6. Gloss:dull
brown.

CUP

34 (1956-NAK-538)Attic. Fig. 11
Max.p.H. 0.03 m.
One handleandpartof rim.
horizontalhandle
Straightrim,horlwontal
nanaSimilar
Stumedht
upward.
turned
Fabric:7.5YR7/2. Gloss:black
metallic.
metallic.

~27

35 (1956-NAK-507)Attic. Fig. 11
Max.p.H. 0.03a1m.
One andle andpartof m.
to 34.
Fabric:7.5YR7/2. Gloss:
bakotie
e nie
outside,redinside.
~~~~~~black

2293

Figure10. Moldmadebowls(27-33).
Scale 1:3
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36 (1956-NAK-521)
Import.

34

36

Fig. 11

Max.p.H. 0.03 m, est. Diam.
rim 0.16 m.
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One handleand smallpartof
rim. Straightrim,horizontalrecurved
handle.
Fabric:5YR 7/4, mica(?).

SKYPHOS

:

:!_
Fiur

_

;

37 (1956-NAK-552)
Fig. 12
Pergamenesigillata.Import.
..~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~...
Max.p.L. 0.035 m.

....

Tw-ade

.+

:

cups

.......

Ati

FOOD

.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~.
.._- .....
.
Fiur 12s Skpo

(3)

cl

Horizontalpartof handle
(thumb-rest)carryingreliefdecoration of doublevolutes.
Fabric:2.5YR 6/8.

:

54. Alexandri1969, pp. 65-67, pl.
34:c; CorinthVII, iii, pp. 119-120, nos.
646-647, pl. 61; and Leonard 1973, ill.
1. For a discussionof types, see Le Roy
1961, pp. 474-479.
55. Leonard 1973, p. 22, ill. 1:2.
56. Didelot, forthcoming.
57. For the closest parallel,see
Mayence 1905, p. 392, fig. 48.
58. Vogeikoff 1994, pl. 15:e.
59. Mayence 1905, p. 391, fig. 43.
60. Le Roy 1961, p. 480, fig. 6; p.
489, fig. 16.
61. Zacharou-Loutrari1989, p. 46,
fig. 41.
62. Kapitan1980, figs. 1, 3.
63. For a list of findspots,see Le
Roy 1961, p. 478, note 1; Scheffer
1981, p. 84, note 227; and Rahmani
1984.
64. For a detailed study of braziers,
see Didelot 1990, to be publishedin
the Delosseries.
65. CorinthVII, iii, p. 119, note 3;
Scheffer1981, p. 87, note 252; and Le
Roy 1961, p. 499, fig. 29.
66. Le Roy 1961, pp. 484-488,498500.
67. Fraser1972, p. 287, note 285.

STOVES

PREPARATION
AND

HEATING

DEVICES

Brazier (38-41)
Of the two nearly intact braziers found in C14, 38 is related to the low
type with parallels from Athens and Corinth and in the Bodrum Museum.54Low braziers are sometimes equipped with a projecting tray used
perhaps for resting spits.s5 The shape of 38, however,is unparalleled.Moreover, there is a thick layer of added unbaked clay on the firebowl, a feature
that also appears in some braziers from Delos. This peculiarity is perhaps
an indication that the brazier was also used as an oven.56The unusual
shape of the firebowl, which is open on one side, probably facilitated the
removal of the lopas that had been placed straight on the layer of clay.The
bearded heads on the supports are not well enough defined to be attributed with certainty to one of Mayence's types.57
Brazier 39 belongs to a type that the French call "rechauds 'apied
eleve."58The supports on the rim resemble Mayence's type IVD, but those
of brazier 39 are slightly different.59The relief head above the inverted
heart-shaped vent recalls the Silenes in the lower frieze of a lavish brazier
from Delos.60Finally,the heart-shapedvent finds parallelsin braziersfrom
Chios61and from Marsala in Sicily.62
Braziersin general have a wide distribution, including the coastal sites
of Asia Minor and Syro-Palestine, Egypt, the Cyclades, Sicily, and South
Italy. Examples also occur in Athens and Corinth, but braziers are rather
rareon mainland Greece.63Some were locally produced, but tall ones such
as 39 appearto have been imported from an unknown center.64Delos and
Egypt have been suggested, among other places, but without strong evidence. Although fragments of braziersare abundant in both places, molds
are completely lacking from Delos, and only two examples are said to have
been found in Egypt (now in Athens).65On this evidence, C. Le Roy has
suggested Alexandria as a center of manufacture and Delos as a place of
distribution.66Conversely, P. M. Fraser excludes an Egyptian origin, in
favor of Rhodes.67
Neutron activation analysis of a number of braziers from Israel has
shown that almost none of them could have been made in Israel or any of
the coastal sites in western and southern Anatolia; the researchersare more
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inclined to accept an Aegean origin for their samples.68 0. Didelot has
also come to the same conclusion. Because of the volcanic nature of the
inclusions in the clay of most of the braziers, she places the area of production somewhere between Kos, Mindos, and Knidos.69
Fragment 40 belongs to a brazier similar to 39, while 41 is unparalleled.

BRAZIER
38

Fig. 13

(1956-NAA-180)
Import.

H. H.
0.26
Diam.
base 0.23 m,
m, m,
0.26
Diam.base023m,
0.074 m'
r.
L. L(upper)of eachlug 0.074

ofelug
lm(pe
Almostfullypresered.Uopen
shaped firebowl with pierced bottom
(one central and three lateral holes).
Thick layer of clay covers bottom of

firebowl,leavingonly centralhole

o Sfirebowl
clole
dopen.id fcfrebowlga"tray."
slpee
downward
cag
ac"try th
witdecorated
supporting
dcouuraed
lugds.
bearded heads.
Two
upturned
handles. Low stand flaring at bottom.
Trapeoidalvent
Trapezoidal
vent att bacside.where
backside.ofsad
Fabric:2.5YR 5/6, micaceous,
crystalline

39

inclusions.Farc25Y56,maeos

Fig. 14

(1956-NAA-179)
Import.

H. 0.62 m, Diam. rim (int.) 0.27
m, L. (upper) of each lug 0.082 m.

Restored in many places. Tall, on
stand. Down-curving rim. Deep
firebowl pierced with five perforations; additional perforations are
associated with pot-mending. Three
supporting lugs in the shape of
bearded heads. Two upturned rope
handles. Cylindrical stand flaring out
at bottom. Backside of stand carries
two vents, partly restored:trapezoidal
vent with convex sides (above),
inverted heart-shaped vent (below).
Rim decorated with ovolo
pattern over dentil frieze. Bearded
VESSELS

USED

WITH

heads: hair locks arranged symmetrically, parting at center; raised
eyebrows; snub nose; beard formed
with
locks, flanked by the heavy
wit four
forlcs
locks of the long mustache; slightly
mouth. Exterior of firebowl
ored
with triglyph a l
edwishbong pa ls.rSand
with
wned
ofdels.
thnf

crwe'yrwo

enis

hnfiz

with recessed rectangles (occasionally,
triangularopenings replace the
rectangles) and ovolo band. Stand
with moldmade garlands
adicsdrbos
ieesha
wherectwo rlans meeta bad

two garlandsmeet at backside

Fabc.
crystalline inclusions.
40

(1956-NAK-506) Import.

Max.p.H. 0.092 m.

Fragment from tall brazier on
stand preserving part of triglyph,
dentil and ovolo frieze below
supporting lugs.
Fabric:2.5YR 5/6, micaceous,
41

(1956-NAK-513)

Fig. 14

Import?
Max. p.H. 0.095 m.
Single fragment with two
garlands in relief and remains of
triangularair vents(?).
Fabric: lOYR 6/4. Remains of
red slip.

HEAT

Fragment 42 belongs to a baking dish and is characterized by a thin flat
bottom, a thicker sidewall, and a round rim. The bottom of the dish is
rough on the exterior and blackened by soot on the interior only, an indication that the dish was not used over fire, but in the oven. Parallels are to
be found in Thompson's Group E and in the Late Hellenistic assemblage
from Tel Anafa.71 Macroscopically, the fabric of 42 recalls that of the baking dish in Thompson's Group E.

68. Gunneweg and Perlman1984.
69. Didelot 1997, esp. p. 381. The
macroscopicexaminationof the fabric
of both 38 and 39 recallsthe fabric
descriptionof Didelot's majorcenter of
production.
70. According to Didelot, this is an
importantmeasurementin distinguishing the differentgenerationsof molds.
See Didelot 1997, p. 376, note 1.
71. Thompson 1934, E 139, fig.
105; Berlin 1997, p. 110, no. PW 298,
pl.34.
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Figure14. Braziers(39, 41). Scalesca.
1:4 (39) and 1:3 (41)
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The shape has a wide distribution in the Mediterranean, but never
appearsin large quantities. Petrological analysis of this type of baking dish
from Tel Anafa suggests a production center near a volcanic source. Slane
has suggested Pergamon because the distribution of the shape indicates its
popularity in the area.Moreover, this type of baking dish is found together
with early Pergamene fine wares, and later with 9,andarli ware (the baking
dish is characterizedby longevity and continues well into the 2nd century
A.C.).72

Although holes on the floor of fragment 43 suggest a possible identification as a strainer,the thickness of its sidewalls indicates a heat-resistant function. It could have served as a cooking stand for a flat-bottomed

72. Slane 1986, p. 312, note 76, no.
91, fig. 15.

LATE

Figure

15.

Baking

dish

(42);

POTTERY

HELLENISTIC

IN

3II

ATHENS

cooking

stand(43);mortar(44). Scale1:3
dish This type of cooking stand was especially popular in Italy. One
example was found in the Hellenistic assemblage of Tel Anafa.
A. Berlin thinks that its manufacturewas motivated by the acquisition of
the orlo bifido pans from Italy.75

COOKING STAND

BAKING DISH
42 (1956-NAK-539)
Import.

Fig. 15

Max.p.H. 0.032 m.
Partof rim and floor.Slightly
thickenedrim,obliquesidewall,flat
floor.
Fabric:2.5YR 6/8, micaceous
with crystallineinclusions.
NOT

VESSELS

FOR USE

WITH

43 (1956-NAK-273b)
Max.p.H. 0.012 m.

Fig. 15

Twojoiningfragmentsfrom
bottomand sidewall.Vertical
sidewall,flatbottomwith perforations.
Fabric:2.5YR 6/6, micaceous.

HEAT

This category is represented only by the spout of a mortar (44).76

MORTAR
44 (1956-NAK-500)
Import.

Fig. 15

(2.5YR6/8) coreandinclusions.

Max.p.L. 0.05 m.

73. Berlin 1993, esp. pp. 40-41.
74. On cooking standsin general,
see Scheffer 1981.
75. Berlin 1997, p. 122, PW 340,
pls. 37, 82.
76. For the most recent discussion
on the function of the mortaria,see
Berlin 1997, pp. 123-126.
77. AgoraXXIX, pp. 189-190, nos.
1235-1238, fig. 76, pls. 91-92.
78. Rotroff 1991, p. 89.
79. AgoraXXIX, p. 192, no. 1259,
fig. 78, pl. 93.

OTHER
COVERED

Spoutwith flukedend.
Fabric:lOYR8/4 with red

PURPOSES
TOILET

VESSELS

South Slope C14 yielded one pyxis lid, one fragment from a handleless
lekanis, and nine examples of so-called reversible lids. The shape of the
pyxis lid (45) finds parallelsin pyxides from deposits of the late 2nd/early
1st century B.C.in the Athenian Agora.77Moreover, the decoration can be
attributed to Rotroff's Large Leaf Group 2 (ca. 120-86 B.C.), which is
characterizedby big heart-shaped ivy leaves with incised stems.78
Fragment 46 belongs to a large handleless lekanis and recalls examples
from the Athenian Agora found in Sullan deposits.79According to Rotroff,

3I2
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the large type of lekanis first appearsin the yearsimmediately before Sulla's
destruction and continues throughout the 1st century B.C., with the later
examples slipped red.
The reversiblelids from C14 vary in size, from 0.11 m to 0.35 m in
diameter.The shape and decorationof lid 55 recallthat of a Mottled Oliver
lid dated immediately after the Sullan destruction.A0
The spearhead necklace and the bead-and-reel borders of 52 are comparableto the decoration
of a reversiblelid from the Large Leaf Group 3*81 Lid 54 belongs to the
Mottled Oliver type whose production begins sometime in the second
quarterof the 1st century B.c.82 Its presence in the deposit is indicative of
the closing date of C14.
Lids 45 and 50 can be attributed to Rotroff's Large Leaf Group 2.83
53 recalls Rotroff's Large Leaf Group 1, which is distinguished by an
undulating white line, big heart-shaped leaves, but no stems.84The Large
Leaf Groups are commonly found in deposits dated ca. 120-86 B.C.
The decoration of lid 47 has no Attic parallels. On the contrary,the
closest parallels are found in Samaria in Palestine.85One of the two examples at Samaria is dated to the 2nd century B.C. on the basis of its context (area Qy, south of the Round Tower).86According to the excavators,
the West Slope pottery of the 3rd century B.C. found at Samariawas imported from Attica, but the West Slope pottery of the 2nd century is nonAttic and "must have come from another center than Athens."87A close
examination of the West Slope pottery found at Samaria suggests that
some of it might have originated in Pergamon.88If we also consider that
Pergamon is one of the few places outside Athens where reversiblelids are
very popular,89then there is a strong possibility that 47 represents a
Pergamene import.

PYXIS
LID

80. AgoraXXIX, pp. 193, 446, no.

45 (1956-NAK-433)
Attic.

Fig. 16

H. 0.083 m, Diam. 0.18 m.
Partof dome and cylinder
misng ar()ofsrpe
rovs
aroundcentralareaof dome.Convex
domewith scrapedgrooveat base.
Paintedgrooveat outeredge of upper
surfaceof flange.Cylinderflaringout

with scrapedgroovenearbottom.
Centerof dome decoratedwith
teardropasterisk.Dome: ivy leaf
garlandwith incisedstemsandwhite
dot rosettesinterspersed.
Flange
decoratedwith white diagonallines.
der:ted-and-re
deoratin.
Fabri: 5Yre74 Glosraown
ish black.

81. Rotroff 1991, pp. 89-90, no. 101,
fig. 24, pl. 43.
82. AgoraXXIX, pp. 193-194.
83. Rotroff 1991, p. 89.
84. Rotroff 1991, p. 91, no. 89, fig.
20, pl. 37.
85. Samaria-Sebaste III, p. 243, fig.

47:7; Reisneret al. 1924,11, pl. 73:d 1.
86. For the date of the context, see
Samaria-Sebaste III, pp. 236, 244.
87. Samaria-Sebaste III, pp. 238, 243.
88. Cf. Samaria-Sebaste III, p. 243,

LEKANIS
HANDLELESS

1285, fig. 80, pl. 97.

LEKANIS

46 (1956-NAK-543)
Attic.
Max.p.H. 0.038 m.

Fig. 17

Partof rim and sidewall.Inverted
rimwith externalflange.
Fabric:5YR 7/4. Gloss:dullblack.

fig. 47:9-10, with kratersfrom
Pergamon(Behr 1988, pp. 155-158, esp.
no. 71; and Patsiada1990, nos. 113114); or Samaria-Sebaste
III, p. 243, fig.
47:7, with kantharosfrom Pergamon
(Behr 1988, p. 118, no. 9, fig. 3).
89. AgoraXXIX, p. 192, esp. note 16.
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Figure 16. Pyxis lid (45). Scale1:3
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Figure 17. Handleless lekanis (46);
reversible lids (47-49). Scale1:3
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REVERSIBLE

47

47

LID

(1956-NAK-434)
Import.

Fig. 17

Max. p.H. 0.085m, Diam. rim
0.25 m.
Rim, part of wall and knob
missing. Slightly concave wall with
two scraped grooves at bottom and
top. Rim slightly inverted. Knob:
teardrop asterisk with alternating tan
and white rays.Wall: bows and
garlands;bead-and-reel between
scraped grooves,
Fabric:
sa:- Y 7/6
4YRm c

Gloss: dul brownish black, red at
places.
48

(1956-NAK-540a) Attic. Fig. 17

Max. p.H. 0.02 m, est. Diam. rim
0.30 m.
Small part of rim and wall
preserved. Concave wall with pair of
scraped grooves at junction of wall
with rim. Wall: spiral painted white.
Pseudo bead-and-reel on vertical face
of rim.
7/6
d
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(1956-NAK-441) Attic. Fig. 17
Max. p.H. 0.055 m, max. p.L.

0.067
m.
m.
0.067

r-

*

,
wall.Tan d
Smlpart
par of
ofwl.Tndlhn
jumping over spirals painted in white.
Pair of scraped grooves above dolphins.
Fabric:5YR 7/6. Gloss: brownish
black.
50

(1956-NAK-442) Attic. Fig. 18

H. 0.14 m, Diam. rim 0.35 m.
rim
H.r0.14of wallDam.
Parts
and rim0.35om.
restored.
Knob with groove on top of raised
edge. Slightly concave wall with two
scraped grooves at top and bottom.
Slightly inverted rim. Knob: teardrop
asterisk with alternating tan and
white rays.Wall: ivy garland with
incised stems on sidewall. Bead-andreel between grooves at top and
bottom.
Fabric:5YR 7/6. Gloss: metallic,
red at places.
51

(1956-NAK-271) Attic. Fig. 18

Max. p.H. 0.077 m, Diam. knob
0.122 m.
Rim and parts of wall missing.
Knob convex to outside, with scraped
groove on top of raised edge; slightly
convex center. Convex wall with
wheelmade grooves at lower part.
Part of wall decorated with incised
fishbone pattern.
Fabric:2.5YR 5/6. Gloss: dull
black, mottled around knob, part of
knob without slip, center of floor red.
52

(1956-NAK-548) Attic. Fig. 18
Max. p.H. 0.09 m.
Three fragments (two joining)
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preserving part of wall. Two scraped
grooves at lower part of body. Wall:
necklace with spearhead pendants
originating from incised zigzag line;
white dots at tips of pendants.Beadand-reel between grooves.
Fabric:5YR 7/6. Gloss: dull
brown.
53

(1956-NAK-514) Attic. Fig. 18

Max. dim. 0.04 m.
Part of wall. Ivy garland with
white ribbon but without leaf stems.
ht
o oetsitrpre
bete
ivy leaves.
Fabric:5YR 7/6. Gloss: metallic
bacoide,
red inside.
54

(1956-NAK-481) Attic. Fig. 19
Mottled Oliver.

Max. p.H. 0.051 m, Diam. knob
0.11 m.
Knob and upper part of wall
preserved. High flaring knob with
groove on top of raised edge. Two
scraped grooves at upper part of body.
Knob: tan star(?).Bead-and-reel
border between scraped grooves.
Fabric:5YR 7/6. Gloss: dull red.
(1956-NAK-439) Attic. Fig.19
5
H. 0.045 m, Diam. 0.11 m.
Missing small part of rim and
body. Knob with groove on top of
raised edge. Slightly convex wall with
two scraped grooves at top and
bottom. Vertical rim. Knob: cross.
Wall: bead-and-reel (white reel has
vanished). Pair of white diagonal
lines between grooves at lower part.
Fabric: 7.5YR 7/4. Gloss: dull
brownish black.

OIL

56 belongs to a side-pouring lekythos, a shape that, according to Rotroff,
appears in the last quarter of the 2nd century B.C.90The shape finds parallels in Thompson's Group E and the pottery from the Maison des Comediens at Delos.91 The treatment of the rim indicates that the vessel was
used for pouring oil.
Fragments 57-58 belong to two small thin-walled aryballoi, with gray
core and reddish-yellow slip. Their shape strongly recalls that of aryballoi
of the so-called blister ware found in Well X in the South Stoa at Corinth
and at the Sanctuary of Demeter and Kore on Acrocorinth.92 The blister-

90.AgoraXXIX, pp. 170-171.
91. Thompson 1934, p. 417, E 1333,
fig. 103; Grace and SavvatianouPetropoulakou1970, D 183, pl. 147.
92. CorinthVII, iii, pp. 145-147,
228, no. 775, pls. 35, 64; CorinthXVIII,
i, pp. 53-54, no. 476, pl. 48.
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Figure18. Reversiblelids (50-53).
Scale1:3
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Figure 19. Reversible lids (54-55).
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ware aryballos is a shape with a long history of production at Corinth,
starting in the 5th century and continuing until 146 B.C.93 Both 57 and 58
should be treated as Corinthian imports. Their survivalin an Attic deposit
of the Late Hellenistic period is noteworthy.
Of the unguentaria found in C14, the best preserved (61) displays a
tall solid foot, a somewhat bulging body, and a tall neck; the rest, although
less well preserved, should also be restored with the same features. Some
still preservetheir decoration of white lines around the neck, shoulder,and
body. Similar unguentaria occur in contexts of the 2nd and 1st century
B.C., in the Kerameikos, Pylos, and Pergamon.94Their place of origin is
uncertain.
Fragment 63 belongs to a small amphoriskos probably used as an
unguentarium.

SIDE-POURING

LEKYTHOS

flaringrim and smallpinchedspout
at rightanglewith straphandle.Pair
Max. p.H. 0.068 m (with
of scrapedgrooveson shoulder.
handle
handle).
5YR 6/6. Gloss:black,
neck,handle
handle,and
andsmallFabric:
small
Mouth,neck
flaked.
partof shoulder.Deep mouthwith

56 (1956-NAK-484)Attic. Fig.20

SQUAT ARYBALLOS
57 (1956-NAK-497)
Import.

Fig. 20

Max.p.H. 0.06 m.
Rim,neck,handle,andpartof
shoulder.Flaringrim,conicalneck,
roundshoulder.Double rolledhandle
frombelowrim to shoulder.

Fabric:7.5R N5. Gloss:
yellowish.
58 (1956-NAK-499)Import.
Max.p.H.n0.045m.
Rim,neck,andpartof shoulder.
Shape,fabric,andgloss sameas 57.

UNGUENTARIUM
59 (1956-NAK-503)
Import.

Fig. 21

Max.p.H. 0.117 m.
Partof neck,body,andpartof
stem. Slightlyswellingbody.Solid
stem.Tracesof burningon neck.Two
white lines aroundbody.
Fabric:graywith redcore.
60 (1956-NAK-493)
Import.

61 (1956-NAK-430)
Import.

Fig. 21

H. 0.15 m.
Missingpartof rim.Tall thin
slightlyflaringneck,bulgingbody,
solid stem.White lines aroundneck,
betweenbodyand neckand around
body.
Fabric:graywith white inclusions.

Fig. 21

Max.p.H. 0.095 m.
Base,stem,andlowerbody.Tall
solid stem.
Fabric:gray.

62 (1956-NAK-495)

Fig. 21

Import.
Max.p.H. 0.08 m.
Partof neckandbody.Bulging
body.
Fabric:gray.

93. CorinthXVIII, i, p. 54, note 177.
The fabricof 57 and 58 is also similar
to a blister-warefilter vase found in a
2nd-century B.C. deposit at Corinth;see
Romano 1994, p. 78, no. 40.
IX, pp. 187-188, E
94. Kerameikos
105, E 108, pls. 97:1, 98:1; Kaltsas
1990, p. 18 (AE MifY1735), fig. 21, pl.
23:a;p. 12 (AE MIIY1793), fig. 21, pl.
1746), fig. 25, pl.
14:c;p. 12 (AE MYJT
16:a;and PFI, p. 100, C 1 and C 2, fig.
7. For additionalbibliographyon
unguentaria,see Anderson-Stojanovic
1987.
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Figure20. Side-pouringlekythos
(56);squat aryballos (57). Scale 1:3

.7-Ni
56

57

61

60

59

Fgure 21. Unguentaria
(59-62); amphoriskos(63).
63

Scale1:3

''
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AMPHORISKOS
63 (1956-NAK-535)
Attic.

Fig. 21

p.H.0.078 m,Diam.rim

0.03Ma3x.
m.
Rim, neck,shoulder,partof
body, one handle, and beginning

of second.Outcurvedrim,neck
flaringout at top andbottom,
slightcarinationatjunctionof
shoulder with body. Neck slipped

inside.
Fabric:SYR 7/6, micaceous.
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LAMPS

WH EELMADE

Most of the lampsfromC14werewheelmade(64-72).A numberof nozzles
(64-67) belong to lampsof Howland'stypes 35A or 37B and are dated
within the last quarterof the 2nd centuryandthe firstdecadesof the 1st
centuryB.C.95Nozzles 68 and 69 are similarand contemporary,
but becauseof theirunslippedexteriortheyareclassifiedundertype35A.96C14
also containedan exampleof a type 35B lampwith five nozzles(70), and
one (71) close to type 3997 but without the ridge and concentricgroove
around the rim.98
Lamp 72 warrants special mention because of the peculiarity of its
shape. It recalls a type of lamp with completely coveredbody and an added
filling hole on its top. Such lamps are known in limited numbers from
contexts in the Agora and the Kerameikos,dated to the second half of the
4th century B.c.99Two more examples of the same type found in Pella and
Priene have been dated to the 3rd century B.C. on stylistic grounds."'072
must be later in date, however, to judge from the incipient flukes of its
small nozzle. A date in the 2nd century B.C. is proposed here. Finally, the
gray fabric of 72 suggests an origin on the west coast of Asia Minor, perhaps Knidos.
MOLDMADE

The two moldmade lamps (73-74) belong to types that are dated slightly
earlier than the previous lamps, but still within the second half of the 2nd
century B.c. 73 definitely belongs to type 48B since it carries the characteristic broken-barredalpha in high relief at the bottom. R. H. Howland
has dated the type to the second half of the 2nd century B.C. on the basis of
another example found in an Agora fill (17:5, upper fill) that was deposited toward the end of the 2nd century B.C.10CI. Scheibler suggests an
earlierdate (170-130 B.C.),'02 but the appearanceof the type in contexts of
the late 2nd/early 1st century B.C. lends support to Howland's chronology.
Lamp 74 recalls type 48A. The use of a worn mold probably explains
why the characteristicgrooves and ridges are missing from the nozzle of
74. Type 48A is long-lived since it has been found both in earlier (second
half of 3rd/first quarterof 2nd century B.C.) and later (third quarterof 2nd
century B.C.) deposits.'03Scheibler has distinguished a "prototype,"however, which she dates to the second half of the 3rd century B.C.,104 and a
"maintype,"which she dates between 150 and 90 B.C.10574 recalls lamps
of the later main type.'06

LAMPS
64 (1956-NAK-541a)
Attic.

Fig. 22

Max.p.L. 0.045 m.
Fragmentpreservinglong,

pointednozzle.Flukesand oval
wick-hole.Type35A or 37B.
Fabric:7.5YR 7/6. Gloss:dull
brownishblack.

95. AgoralIV, pp. 109-110, pls. 17,
43; pp. 118-120, pls. 18, 19, 44.
KerameikosXI, pp. 55-56 (SSL 3), pls.
52-54; pp. 57-59 (KRL), pls. 56-59.

AgoraXXIX, Appendix 3, pp. 503-504
(an adjustmentof the chronologyof
Hellenistic lamps by Rotroff).
96.AgoraIV, pp. 110-111, pl. 43;
AgoraXXIX, p. 503.
97. AgoraIV, pp. 111-112, esp. no.
478, pl. 43; AgoraXXIX, pp. 503-504.
98. AgoraIV, p. 124, nos. 515-516,
pl. 45.
99. AgoraIV, pp. 84-85, type 26B;
Kerameikos
XI, pp. 43-44, nos. 229232.
100. Drougou 1992, pp. 58-59, no.
108, fig. 8, pl. 26; Priene,p. 449, no.
161, fig. 556.
101. AgoraIV, p. 161, no. 637. For
the dating of Agora deposit D 17:5, see
AgoraXXIX, p. 443.
102. Kerameikos
XI, pp. 66, 192.
103.AgoraIV, pp. 158-160, pl. 48;
AgoraXXII, pp. 102-103.
104. Kerameikos
XI, nos. 384, 390;
AgoraIV, no. 621.
105. Kerameikos
XI, pp. 66-68, 70.
106. Kerameikos
XI, no. 416.
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(1956-NAK-542a)
Attic.

Fig. 22

Max.p
Fragment preserving long,
pointed nozzle and small part of
body. Flukes and oval wick-hole.
Type 35A or 37B.
Fabric: 7.5YR 7/6. Gloss:
lustrous brownish black.
66

(1956-NAK-534)
Attic.

Fig. 22

Max. p.L. 0.04 m.
Fragment
preserving
preserving long,
Fragment
pointed nozzle. Flukes and oval
wick-hole. Type 35A or 37B.
Fabric: 7.5YR 7/6. Gloss: brown.

IN

deeply depressed top, sloping
sidewall, ring base. Type 35B.
Fabric:7.5YR 7/6, micaceous.
Gloss: dull black.
71

(1956-NAK-533)
Attic.

Fig. 22

around nozzle. Similar to type 39.
Fabric:5YR 6/8. Gloss: black,
misfired.
72

(1956-NAA-37)
Import.

Fig. 22

Max. p.H. 0.05 m, Diam. base

Max. p.L. 0.043 m.
Fragmentpreserglong,
Fragent resevin
pointed nozzle. Flukes and oval
wick-hole. Type 35A or 37B.
Fabric: 7.5YR 7/6. Gloss: brown.
68

(1956-NAA-5) Attic.

Max. p.H. 0.027 m, Diam. base
0.034 m, max. p.L. 0.08 m.
Intact except for minor chip on
rim. Short nozzle with flukes, plain
rim with curving sides, slightly
convex disc, flat base. Traces of fire

(1956-NAK-537) Attic.

67
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Fig. 22

Max. p.L. 0.07 m.
Fragment preserving nozzle and
small part of body. Nozzle long,
pointed, tubular,and rounded on top.
Type 35A'.
Gloss: no
7.5YR
7/6. Glos:
Fabric:
Fabri:
7.5R7/6
gloss on exterior;black gloss on
interior,
(1956-NAK-532)
Fig. 22
69A(t956-NAK-532)cFig..22
Attic.

69

0.04 m, max. p.L. 0.07 m.
Short nozzle with incipient
flukes, filling hole on edge of
shoulder, central tubular "handle,"flat
shoulder slightly convex, almost
vertical sidewall, flat bottom ending
in mastoid projection.
Fabric:gray.Gloss: black, flaky.
(1956-NAA-4) Attic.
Max. p.H. 0.033 m, Diam. base
0.041 m, max. p.L. 0.09 m.
Intact except for handle and
Itc
xetfrhnln
upper part of nozzle. Rays on disc,
aroundfillinghole,
cornucopia
i ridge
r
a
rounded sidewall, ring base. Brokenbarred alpha at bottom. Type 48B.
Fabric:2YR 6/6. Gloss: dull
reddish brown.
73

74 (1956-NAA-285)
Max. p.L. 0.06 m.
Fig. 22
Attic.
Fragment preserving nozzle,
Max. p.H. 0.027 m, max. p.L.
long, tubular,and blunted. Type
35A'.
OO.10M
m.
Fabric: 7.5YR 7/6. Gloss: no
Most
gloss on exterior;red gloss onMotflwepatmsig
Long nozzle without decoration,
ilossonexterior.
interior.
concave band and ridge around filling
70

(1956-NAA-1) Attic.

Fig. 22

Max. p.H. 0.04 m, Diam. base
0.05 m, max. p.L. 0.13 m.
Intact except for tips of nozzles
and vertical handle. Five nozzles,

hole, rounded sidewall, rays on top,
cornucopia, ring base. Similar to type
48A.
Fabric:7.5YR 7/4, micaceous.
Gloss: brown, flaky.
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Figure22. Wheelmadelamps(64
66, 68-72); moldmadelamp(74).
Scale1:3
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(THYMIATERIA)

C14 yieldeda largepartof the coverof an elaboratethymiaterion(75) and
fragmentsof threesimilarlids (76-78). 75 is a bell-shapedcoverwith four
verticalhandlesarounda knob in the shape of an egg or pomegranate,
A hen or some other type of attachspringingout of acanthusleaves.107
ment shouldbe restoredon top of the knob.Reliefrosettes,masksof Satyrs, and figuresof women decoratethe zone below the handles.Both
heart-shapedand roundopeningsservedas outletsfor the smoke of the
burningincense.Largethymiateriaarebetterknownin metal.But there
arealsoa few elaborateexamplesin terracotta,like the one foundin Byrsa
in a contextassociatedwith the destructionof Carthagein 146 B.C.108 In
the case of 75, both the friezewith the interspersedreliefmasksand rosettesandthe shapeof the knobrecallCenturipeware.109
Rotroffhasposited a similarconnectionfor an importedpyxis lid from the Athenian
AgorabearingreliefdecorationandcolorsthatalsorecallCenturipeware.110
On the basisof clay,Rotroffhas attributedthe Agorapieceto a non-Attic
workshop.75, on the other hand, couldbe Attic. The fabriclooks Attic
and the Satyr'smaskis a consistentlypopularmotif for the decorationof
Attic vesselsof the Hellenisticperiod.
It is not clearwhetherfragments76-78 arelids fromthymiateriaor
pyxides.All threeexamplescarrysimpleegglikefinials,but the acanthus
leavesare absent.The finialsof 77 and 78 are brokenat the top.111
The
finialof 76 endsin a small,coiledpeak.76 alsodiffersfromthe othertwo
in the positionof the handles,which areset closerto the finialandincline.
LIDS
107. The motif of egglike finials
springingout of acanthusleaves
appearson certainexamplesof
Centuripeanware.This polychromatic
warewas producedin Centuripein
Sicily duringthe 3rd and 2nd centuries
B.C., decoratedwith scenes of nuptial
character.See Wintermeyer1975, pp.
152-169.
108. Carrie1979.
109. On Centuripeware, see Joly
1980; Wintermeyer1975.
110. AgoraXXIX, p. 232, no. 1565,
pl. 123.
111. 77 and 78 also recallexamples
of importedwhite-ground pyxis lids
from the Athenian
Agora;see AgoraXXIX, nos. 1559,
1561, figs. 94-95, pl. 122. Also see
Hayes 1992, p. 165, no. 206. Not
enough is preservedfrom 77 and 78,
however,to excludethe possibilitythat
they carriedopenings and belonged to
thymiaterialids.

75 (1956-NAK-276)Attic. Fig. 23

76 (1956-NAK-505)Attic. Fig. 24

Max.p.H. 0.25 m, est. Diam.
0.365 m.
Partlyrestored.Bell-shapedwith
fourhandles.Knobin shapeof
pomegranatespringingfrom
acanthusleaves;hole for attachment.
Two twistedropehandles;two others
ridged.Impressionsof fingersat base
of handles.Decorationin three
zones:1) roundsmallholes and
heart-shapedopenings;2) masks,
femaleheads,rosettesin relief,round
openings;3) lowerzone mostly
restored.
Fabric:5YR 6/4. Tracesof white
slip.

Max. p.H. 0.075 m.
Knob,one handle,beginningof
second.
Fabric:5YR 5/6, micaceouswith
inclusions.Tracesof red slip.
77 (1956-NAK-504) Attic. Fig. 24
Max. p.H. 0.065
Knbrin shap of oranate.
Fabric:lOYR6/4. Tracesof white?
78 (1956-NAK-496)Attic. Fig. 24
Max. p.H. 0.085 m.
Pomegranate
knobandpartof lid.
Fabric:5YR 7/4. White slip.
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Figure 23 (opposite page).
Thymiaterion lid (75).
Scale 1:3
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This sectionincludestwo piecesof potterywhose shapecannotbe confidentlyrestored.79 probablybelongsto some kindof a pitcher.Its shoulderis decoratedwith a brown-filledcircleanda brownlooplikeline against
a tan background.80 belongs to a large closed shapewith a small ring
base.Its decorationis unparalleledandconsistsof ribbonsandalternating
wide and narrowpetalsdrawnin a brownoutlineon an off-white background.One of the fragmentsthatconstitute80, however,preservesdecorationverysimilarto that of a sherdfromThompson'sGroupD.11280 is
probablythe side-productof a centermakingwhite-groundlagynoi.113
79 (1956-NAK-465)
Import.

Fig. 25

Max.p.H. 0.097 m.
Partof neckand shoulder.
Shoulderdecoratedwith brown-filled
circleand a brown,looplikeline
against
a tanbackground.the
a tan
against
background.
Fabric:5YR 7/4, micaceous.
80 (1956-NAK-272)
Import.

Fig. 25

Max.p.H. 0.157 m, Diam. base
0.067 m.

AN

112. Thompson 1934, p. 390, D 69.
113. 1 have recentlyseen several
hydriaiin East Crete with similarfloral
decorationon white backgroundand an
emphasison hook-shaped ornaments
like those between the petals of 80.
114. Maro Kyrkou(pers.comm.),
who is responsiblefor its publication.
115. Imports:1-4, 11, 21-26, 3640,42,44,47,57-62,72,79,80.
Imitations:5, 6,34, 35.
116. AgoraXXIX, pp. 222-223 and
graph 10.
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OF THE

Fourfragments(threejoining)
frombaseandlowersidewall.Convex
sidewall,smallringbase.Largeand
smallroundedpetalsin brownoutline
with centralrib alternating.Light
browngarlandinterspersedbetween
lowerends of the petals.Hookshapedornamentatjunctionof small
andlargepetals.Nonjoiningfragment decoratedwith swagpaintedas
a seriesof overlappingdots andtied
at the end;light browngarland.
Fabric:2.5YR 5/6, micaceous.

DEPOSIT

It is difficultto reconstructthe processby which South Slope C14 came
into existence.C14 is the resultof cleanupoperationsof randomdebris
followingSulla'sattack.The cisternwas not sealedimmediately,but remainedopenforsomedecades.Most of the materialmusthaveoriginated
fromnearbyhouses.Remainsof severalHellenistichouseswereexcavated
in the area.The absenceof cookingandplainpotterymight be explained
by the fact that the depositwas culledby the excavators,who probably
savedonlywhattheythoughtwasdatable.That someof the materialmight
havecome froma nearbysanctuaryis alsopossible.The Sanctuaryof the
Nymphe,some tens of metersto the south of C14, is certainlythe most
likelycandidate.It is not clearyet when the sanctuarywas abandoned,but
it yieldedpotterythat can be dated to the 2nd centuryB.c.114Until the
latteris fullypublished,however,anyassociationof depositC14 with the
Sanctuaryof the Nymphe remainsspeculative.Moreover,the sanctuary
wasfound"packed"
withfragmentsfromblack-andred-figureloutrophoroi.
If some of the potteryin C14 did indeed come from the sanctuary,one
wouldhaveexpectedalsoto findfragmentsof loutrophoroiin the deposit,
which is not the case.
The analysisof the potteryshows that South Slope C14 includeda
considerableamountof importedpotteryas well as Attic imitationsof
foreignforms.115
The Agoradepositsalsoconfirmthis increasein imports
and imitationsduringthe last decadesof the 2nd centuryB.C.116
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Figure25. Pitcher(?)(79);large
white-groundpitcher(?)with floral
decoration(80). Scale 1:3

_
What then is the origin of these imports and what is the source for
the imitations by the Athenian potters? As Rotroff has noted, the evidence from the Agora indicates two trends. The first reveals an interest in
forms and pottery from eastern Mediterranean sources, including coastal
sites in Asia Minor and Syro-Palestine.117 C14, in line with the Agora
deposits, has yielded Eastem SigillataA plates,white-ground lagynoi, twohandled Knidian bowls, and other imports from those areas.
The second trend in the Agora suggests an interest in Italian forms."8
The plate with offset or upturned rim and the bowl with vertical upper
wall find parallelsin Italy.The number of actual imports, however,is small.
According to Rotroff, only about twenty pieces of Italian fine pottery have
been identified in the Agora from all periods, sixteen of which come from
deposits dating after the middle of the 2nd century B.C.; if Italian pottery
was not imported to Athens "in such numbers as to have overwhelmed the
local tradition,"we must assume that the Athenian potters are very likely
to have drawn their inspiration from imported metal prototypes.)"9A certain skeuomorphism is probably true for other types of pottery from the
same period.
M. Vickers has recendy argued that the different kinds of red-gloss
pottery, including Eastern SigillUataA, from around the Mediterranean
were skeuomorphs of gold vessels.'20One wonders whether this could be

80

.... ..... ...

-~

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
....??

}

117. AgoraXXX, pp. 221-223.
118. Rotroff 1997, p. 99.
119. Rotroff 1997, p. 98.
120. Vickers 1994, p. 248; Vickers
and Gill 1994, pp. 179-180.
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true for the graywares produced along the coast of Asia Minor. The hard,
thin fabric, as well as the form, of the Knidian two-handled bowls evokes
metal prototypes.The well-known appliquekraterfromThompson's Group
E is certainly a skeuomorph of a silver one.'2'
In the following section, I would like to suggest that the appearance
of an increased amount of imported pottery and imitations in the Attic
deposits of the second half of the 2nd and the early 1st centuries B.C. reflects contemporary changes in Athenian society.122

121. Thompson 1934, pp. 423-426,
E 153, fig. 111,pl. III.
122. In recentyears,a numberof
scholarshave arguedthat pottery itself
is insensitive to sociopolitical changes

while others have counteredthat
pottery can, in fact, reflectsocietal
change (see Adams 1979. I thank
Susan I. Rotrofffor drawingmy
attentionto this articlea few years ago.
See also Rotroff 1997, esp. pp. 111113). It is not my intention to arguefor
or againsteitherview, and then adopt
the resultas a generalstatement.
Instead,I maintainthat the dynamics
of ceramicproduction,consumption,
and change arecomplex and fluid,
differingfrom one place and period to
the next. In this view, the relationship
between materialculture-pottery in
this case-and society must be
discoveredeach time, and not presumed
to exist (see Hodder 1987, pp. 1-2).
123. It is misleading,however,to
think that Rhodian commercecame to
an abruptend afterthe emergenceof
Delos as a free port. See Berthold 1984,
p. 219: "Rhodes'position did not
collapseovernightin the 160's,but
ratherweakenedbit by bit in the course
of the following decades."
124. Rauh 1993, p. 43.
125. On the foreign residentsof
Delos, see Day 1942, pp. 50-119, and
Hatzfeld 1919, pp. 31-37, 82-84.
126. On the position of Delos in
Mediterraneantradeafter 166 B.C., see
Rauh 1993.
127. On foreignersin Athens and
Peiraieus,see Baslez 1988, esp. p. 139,
note 4; Garland1987, pp. 58-72, 101138. On Romansin Athens and Delos,
see Will 1997, pp. 122-123.
128. Agora XXIX, p. 223.
129. Day 1942, pp. 78-79.
130. Roussel 1916, pp. 85-87.

LATE HELLENISTIC POTTERY FROM ATHENS
IN HISTORICAL CONTEXT
During the 2nd centuryB.C., a series of events broadlyaffected the economy
and society of Athens. Shortly before the middle of the century, in 166
B.C., the Romans awardedAthens the island of Delos for the city's help in
the struggle against the Macedonians. The Athenians received the island
with the stipulation that it would become a free port. This provision is the
first clear indication of Rome's intention to promote her own commercial
interests in the East. This move caused an immediate decline in the position of Rhodes in tradenetworks.123
The subsequentdestructionsof Corinth
and Carthage in 146 B.C. further damaged age-old traditional trade routes.
Finally, the formation of the Roman province of Asia in 133 B.C. ensured
the development of the east-west axis in Mediterranean trade.'24By the
2nd century B.C., Italy had become the most important purchaserof Hellenistic goods while Delos attained its greatest prosperity as the most important center for transit trade in the Aegean. In a short time, the island
was flooded by foreign traders,Romans and Syro-Palestinians among others.125At the same time, the role of Athens as the administrator of Delos
allowed it a major role in the island's prosperity and cosmopolitanism.126
Consequently, it is very possible that Athens and Peiraieus attracteda
large number of foreign residents at this time, although this alone does not
explain the presence of imported pottery and local imitations of foreign
forms.127Athens and particularlyPeiraieus had always been inhabited by a
considerable number of metics, but the presence of imported pottery in
the archaeologicalrecord of the previous centuries is scarce.
Other attempts to explain the phenomenon include a possible dissatisfaction of Athenian consumers with their local production or possibly
an increase in the number of trading vessels calling at Peiraieus.128With
respect to the latter, it is very likely that it was not strictly local business
that attractedforeign merchants to Peiraieus,but instead transit tradewith
mainland Greece.129Moreover, on the basis of the poor representation of
Greeks from the mainland in the epigraphicrecordsfrom Delos, P. Roussel
has argued that mainland Greeks preferredAthens to Delos for conducting business with foreign merchants.130
The explanation for the increased number of imports and imitations
in Attic deposits of the second half of the 2nd century B.C. probablylies in
a combination of factors. Apart from a possible increase in the number of
foreigners residing in town and the development of Peiraieus as a transit
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center,the phenomenon might also suggest a change in the social behavior
of the Athenians.
In an article on commodities and the politics of value, A. Appadurai
argues that politics of demand make the following distinction between
merchants and political elites: "whereas merchants tend to be the social
representativesof new commodities and strange tastes, political elites tend
to be the custodians of establishedtastes and sumptuarycustoms."'33Could
a modified version of this statement be applicable to our case?
We are fortunate to have an inscription (IG 112 2336) recording contributions for seven consecutive years-from 103/2 to 97/6 B.c.-for the
last Pythais, a religious procession to Delphi. The inscription is very important because it provides a list of the principal officials in Athens during
those years.Most interesting, the leading political figures in Athens at the
time were not the nine archons, but people who had previously held a
Lks?oycrcj Ao, 'Er
''E4rcoptou,
seriesof Delian offices (i.e., 'ErcLVs?oTh
and 6oCTrtYIV8'oPoaov Tpacaoc -iv 'v AV . According to S.V. Tracy,
"the most influential men in Athens ca. 100 [B.C.] were people from families which had extensive commercial interests on Delos.'
The picture that emerges from IG 112 2336 suggests an important
sociopolitical change in Athens of the late 2nd century B.C. In the years
before, commerce in Athens was largely left to the metics and, generally,
to people not of the highest social status.'33Although there was never a
strong opposition or a class struggle between the trading class and those of
a more traditional and conservativekind, it is obvious that merchantswere
not part of the political elite.134In the 2nd century B.C., however, the political center of the polis moved from the astu to Peiraieus,andThemistocles'
plan to attach the astu to the sea was finally achieved after more than 300
years of resistance.'3' From about the middle of the 2nd century B.C., the
city's political elite began to include people with strong commercial interests,136who were used to interacting with foreigners on a daily basis, more
likely to accept the unusual, and in a position to influence the lifestyle of
the Athenians as a whole. Vickers, in a slightly different context, refers to
the "trickle-down"effect, a term used in economics "to describe the way in
which elite fashions can influence taste lower down the social scale.'37
If we were to follow Vickers and Gill, the nouveaux riches would have
used metalware,not pottery, during their dining or other practices.138The
imported pottery and the Attic imitations-most of which copy metalware-were probably meant for a social class of lower status (i.e., petite
bourgeoisie?). In addition to the trickle-down effect, it is quite clear that
we also have an emulation of the elite by the nonelite,"9 whereby people of
a lower social status "attempt to realize their aspirations towards higher
status by modifying their behaviour,their dress and the kind of goods they
purchase."'140The desire of this lower class to emulate the cosmopolitan
practices of the new prevailing elite in Athens would have encouraged
importation of foreign pottery and provided Athenian potters with impetus to deviate from tried patterns and adopt new forms inspired by
metalware.'41

131. Appadurai1986, p. 33.
132. Tracy 1982, pp. 167-168.
133. Garland1987, p. 88.
134. Von Reden 1995; Mosse 1983,
p.58.
135. Plut. Them.19.2-4.
136. Tracy 1982, pp. 167-168.
137. Vickers 1994, p. 235, note 47.
138. Vickers and Gill 1994.
139. Dusinberre 1999, esp. p. 97.
140. Miller 1987, p. 136.
141. On the conservatismof potters,
see Rotroff 1997, p. 98.

APPENDIX 1
THE STAMPED AMPHORA
HAN DLES

KNIDOS
1

KT 1531. Duoviri corresponding
eponym `Ep[icov (KT 1158). See
above, 2. Period
VI B. Cf. Grace and
Savvatianou-Petropoulakou 1970, p.
351, E 187; Grace 1985, p. 35.

(1956-NAK-281)
-with
[A]v8pov
['A]vap&ct)v
IoctToc10

Ei'roXe4IOu
Cluster
KT 1598. Duoviri corresponding
with eponym Eo'ppcxyopoc. Period
~
VI B. Cf. Grace 1985, p. 35.

5

2

Kv8LT[cov]
KT 606. Companion type is
believed to be E6`3o)XogKapvs6c8o (KT 1579). See below,
6. Period VI B. Cf Grace and

'

(1956-NAK-280)
[Kvt]CV

[CK710"Epp.
cluster
cluster covo~

[HcX] 6Ep
toVO

[HloXOvveog]

(1956-NAK-244)
'E,
Em HStcGVOO
9VTOU
~~~~~~Ep[io(poculovO

KT 1158. Eponym corresponding with duoviri 'AptcrGoT3ooXog
and
MeXoXvrocg(KT 1531). See below, 3.
Period VI B. Cf. Grace and
Savvatianou-Petropoulakou 1970, p.
350, E 183.

Savvatianou-Petropoulakou 1970, p.
346, E 163; Grace 1985, p. 35.

3

KT 1579. The companion type is
to be Hltcvog (KT 606).
See above, 5. Period VI B. Cf. Grace
and Savvatianou-Petropoulakou 1970,
p. 346, E 163; Grace 1985, p. 35.

6

KEfpv3oooher

'

(1956-NAK-282)
-believed
LAv]ap6v
cluster To[foOXoo]
*,A]pt
[Mex6ckvTc]

KT 1531. Duoviri corresponding
with eponym `Ep[icov (KT 1158).
See above, 2. Period VI B. Cf Grace
and Savvatianou-Petropoulakou
1970, p. 351, E 187.
4

(1956-NAK-289)
,
['Av]8apc?[v]
[A]ptG cluster Tofo6Aot)
[M]sX6cvTc~~{~]

(1956-NAK-283)

herm
~~~~~~~~~Ev`Pt3Xov

7

(1956-NAK-245)
KxXXtSO
ALovoGCoU
KvVo&v] amphora

[LI] c76tpoctog
HovXoXp?oS
KT 1820. Period VI A. Cf. Grace
1985, p. 35; Jefremow 1995, pp. 153,
159, 165.

NATALIA

328

8

(1956-NAK-243)
K[ockXXt]dp-86
A[ko]vt)cFoo
K[vw8]6covamphora
~IVcTc6]o-vpcx-vo
'I[770](J-Cpoc?go
Hl[ovX6cx]p)ll[og]

(1956-NAK-246)
'Ay-qato[Xtg]'Ep,6pcXVTo0

(1956-NAK-276)

KT 1501. The companion type
is believed to be 'Av8po[i `vq (KT
650). Period VI B. Cf Grace and
Savvatianou-Petropoulakou1970,
p. 346, E 166; Grace 1985, p. 35.

FE&7t 'Aytc(4[o]

13

See 7, above.
9

12

VOGEIKOFF-BROGAN

(1956-NAK-275)

8(a[[,u1tvAyox[0o]
[x]Xi g] Kv[L]86[ov]
(retr.)
KT 36. The companion type is
believed to be 'ApvoT6&x[io (KT 1515). Period VI B.
AL6oyvJTog
Cf Grace and SavvatianouPetropoulakou 1970, p. 352, E 193;
Grace 1985, p. 35.
10

'E7' 'Apt[j-voxp6c-vso]
[Atooo%xoop]8uc
Kvw8tov (retr.)
bull's head
KT 483. The companion type is
believed to be MvcaTr-'I6ccCco)v
(KT
1611). See below, 15. Period VI B.
Cf. Grace and SavvatianouPetropoulakou 1970, p. 342, E 138;
Grace 1985, p. 35.

(1956-NAK-278)
[FE]T 'AptcrT[o]
864[o] 'Ayoc[0o
xXix KvO3tov]
(retr.)

14 (1956-NAK-279)
'E71 'A[p]c4[Troxp]6cT
[sos]
Atocrxotvp0a& KvO3tov (retr.)
bull's head
KT 483. See 13, above.

See 9, above.
11 (1956-NAK-277)
'Ay-qu6n[oxte]
'Epio6pcxvTo
herm?
KT 1501? The companion type
is believed to be 'Av8povuivq (KT
650). Period VI B. Cf. Grace and
Savvatianou-Petropoulakou1970,
p. 346, E 166; Grace 1985, p. 35.

15

(1956-NAK-273)
'AvapJv'I6cocov [MDoTr]
bull's head with fillet
KT 1611. The companion type

is believed to be 'Apvatoxp6ctNg
(KT 483). See above, 13-14. Period
VI B. Cf. Grace and SavvatianouPetropoulakou 1970, p. 342, E 141;
Grace 1985, p. 35.

RHODES
16 (1956-NAK-274)
'Aycxooo
cluster? o

PeriodV (146-108 B.C.). Cf. PF
XI, p. 79, no. 1; Grace and
Savvatianou-Petropoulakou1970,
p. 305, E 15.

APPENDIX 2
TE RRACOTTAS

South Slope C14 yielded a very small number of terracottas,which on the
basis of fabric and style appear to be contemporary with the pottery: 1) a
wreathed female head including part of the bust, 1956-NAUI-37;2) a lower
left leg and foot, 1956-NAUI-43;3) the lower part of a seated female figure,
1956-NAUI-50;and 4) a female head broken across the neck, 1956-NAnI78 (Fig. 26).142
In addition, C14 yielded a small incense burner, 1956-NAII-29, also
known as an arula, with its four sides decorated in relief: a female figure
crowning a trophy; Apollo and Leto; Poseidon and Amymone; and
Dionysos with Ariadne and a Satyr (Fig. 26).143This same imagery appears on moldmade bowls from Athens, Corinth, and Argos.144Although
these arulaearewidely distributed in the Mediterranean, neither their origin nor function is known. Some scholars have suggested a South Italian
origin because of the large number of arulaefound inTaras.145 Others have
suggested an Attic origin on the basis of the popularity of the imagery of
the arulae on Attic moldmade bowls.146
Our arula is made of a soft, dark gray fabric that by itself suggests a
non-Attic origin. It is also the product of a fresh mold. In Athens, these
arulaeusually appearin contexts of the 3rd and early 2nd century B.C.147 If
the arula from South Slope C14 is not another heirloom, its occurrencein
such a late context might suggest a remarkablelongevity for the type.148

142. 1) 1956-NAII-37, p.H. 0.10 m;
2) 1956-NAII-43, p.H. 0.03 m; 3)
1956-NAII-50, p.H. 0.07; 4) 1956NAII-78,p.H. 0.05 m.
143. H. 0.10 m; andW. 0.07 m.
144. AgoraXXII, pp. 20-21; Corinth
VII, iii, nos. 807, 810, pl. 37; and
Siebert 1978, p. 240.
145. Wuilleumier 1929; Siebert
1978,p.240.
146. Thompson 1962, p. 259; Agora

XXII, pp. 20-21; and VafopoulouRichardson1982.
147. On the chronologyof the
arulae, see Massa 1992, pp. 70-78.
148. Vafopoulou-Richardson(1982,
p. 229) refersto an unpublishedarula
in the Boston Museum of Fine Arts
that in the label of the illustrationis

datedto the 1stcenturyA.C.; however,
Vafopoulou-Richardsondoes not
discuss its late date.
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