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The purpose of this work is to reveal as far
as possible the architectural development of
the CentralArea at Corinththrough the middle
ages. It is impossible to study the mediaeval
architecture outside the Central Area systematically at this time, for the larger parts of the
mediaeval city are still unexcavated. It is
even impossible to detail the entire history of
the Central Area itself, because of the lack of
essential records.Nevertheless the information
available is important, partly because comparable evidence for certain periods of the
Byzantine era has not been found elsewhere
and partly because it contributes to the picture of Corinthas a large community inhabited
almost continuously from the dawn of Greek
prehistory to modern times.
The gaps in our information about the Central Area are due in part to the circumstances
of the excavation. When the American School
of Classical Studies at Athens began the exploration of Corinthin 1896, the primary purpose was to discovermonumentsof the classical
Greek city, and refined techniques of excavation were only then being born. Although
success in the primary purpose was immediate
and brilliant, at first little effort was made to
keep detailed records of mediaeval remains.
Very soon the excavators began to keep records of non-classical discoveries, but at this
distance of time it is almost impossible to
interpret the notations satisfactorily. From the
1920's more useful records are available, and
in the early 1930's an effort was made to keep
general, systematic accounts according to a
co6rdinatedplan. Thus our view of the area as
a whole contains some sections which are completely blank, some only vaguely distinguishable, and others with fairly sharp and rounded
detail.

The plans and drawings in this study were
preparedfor publication by Mr. S. L. Doukas,
architect in Athens and Instructor at the
national Greek Polytechnic Institute, with
advice from Mr. John Travlos, architect for
the Excavation of the Athenian Agora. No
independent surveys of the mediaeval remains
were made, for the practicalreasonthat almost
all mediaeval construction has been removed
from the CentralArea in the process of the excavation of the classical levels. Mr. Doukas
began by making a preliminarygeneral plan of
the major classical monuments of the area at
1:200 (a considerable task, as no such plan
existed) and superimposed on this those elements of the existing sectional plans of mediaeval walls which I indicated. The nature of
this processmay be suggested by a comparison
of Plan VII, the largest of the sectional plans,
which shows almost all of the post-classical
walls excavated in the southernpart of the area
against brief indications of classical buildings,
with Plan VI, the correspondingselective plan
preparedby Mr.Doukas. In Plan VI there appear, in addition to walls shown on Plan VII,
a few other walls recordedin detailed sketches
in the excavation note-books, and a few walls
still standing, which were never put on the
drawingwhich is the originalof PlanVII. Thus
the drafting is the achievement of Mr.Doukas;
the responsibility for interpreting the excavation records is mine.
I should also take the responsibility for the
lack of finish, certain imprecisions, and some
indecision evident in the drawings. I felt that
there are still innumerable details which are
impossible to define with confidence and that
it would be more honest to make this evident
in the plans than to give them a refinement
implying absolute accuracy.
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The originalsectional plans were the work of
architects present at various stages of the excavation, made from surveys conducted while
the walls still stood. Thus J. M. Shelley and
later Wulf Schaefer made Plan VII and the
originalplans of the Monasteryof St. John and
of the West Shop area; L. M. Douglas, that of
the area north of the Peribolos of Apollo;
J. M. deWaele and OscarBroneer, those of the
Lechaion Road to the west of this section, and
of the Hemicycle area. Wulf Schaefer made
the original drawingsof the Bema Churchand
the Churchof St. John in Figures 3 and 6-10.
In interpreting the drawings and other records I had the advantage of some personal
experience, particularlyin supervising the excavation of the Monastery of St. John and a
small section south of Peirene. I was also generally familiar with the course of excavation in
much of the southern part of the area through
having been present during the work of the
years from 1935 to 1938, but I had no close
personal contact with most of it. My part in
this study has been largely the attempt to
collate informationpreservedin the day-by-day
excavation notes of the great number of
members of the American School of Classical
Studies who have worked at Corinth. I have
no doubt failed in interpreting some of their
observations, and the work suffers from the
impossibility of continuing consultation with
all of them, but the basic credit for the work
goes to them. I would record particular debts
to Professors Oscar Broneer and Saul Weinberg who freely answered my questions submitted by letter and allowed me to see manuscript copies of their studies of the South Stoa
and the Southeast Building, and to Professor
John Kent for answering questions about
unpublished inscriptions.
The work thus constitutes a general survey
of the architecturalhistory of Corinththrough
Emory University

the middle ages so far as our information goes.
It does not pretend to be a general history of
Corinth through this period, although I have
tried to provide an historical outline in the
paragraphsintroductory to each section. Most
of this derives from the work of John Finley
and Antoine Bon, including Bon's contribution
to Corinth,III, ii, listed in the Bibliography,
but I have tried to add some details from other
studies and independently. A real history of
Corinth through this period is perhaps somewhat closer to realization now that the architecture, together with the pottery and other
material, are available for evaluation.
I conclude with noting happily my particular debts to Miss Alison Frantz of the staff of
the Excavation of the Athenian Agora, who
read the manuscript in an early stage and
made useful criticisms; to Mr. Demetrios
Pallas, Ephor of Byzantine Antiquities in the
Peloponnesos and Western Greece for the
Greek Archaeological Service, with whom I
discussed matters frequently; to Professor
Peter Topping, Director of the Gennadius
Library for generously offering facilities for
work in the Library and for permission to
publish the print illustrated in Plate 14; to
Professor John L. Caskey, Director of the
AmericanSchool of ClassicalStudies at Athens
for generousand thoughtful assistancein many
ways; and to my wife, for all kinds of aid. I
am especially grateful for the careful and
kindly editorship of Miss Lucy Shoe.
The work was done in 1953-1954 under a
Fellowship of the John Simon Guggenheim
Foundation, while I held the post of Annual
Professor at the American School of Classical
Studies at Athens on leave from Emory
University. To these institutions, without
whose generous assistance I would have been
unable to do the work, I am most profoundly
grateful.
ROBERT

L. SCRANTON
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The mediaeval period in Europe was the
epoch of the forging of modern western civilization from the fusion of classical culture and
Christianityunder the impact of the blood and
tradition of the East and the North. To an
understandingof so tremendous a process, the
story of the city of Corinth throughout the
period can make a contribution; for its fortunes, while not always parallelingexactly the
major lines of development, did so in part and
in any case transpired in a region exposed to
contact with several of the major spheres of
growth. Beginning as a great city safe in the
heart of the Roman Empire, Corinth became
the capital of a borderprovince of Byzantium,
a Frankish march, a Turkishvillage. Although
it never, perhaps, had a major role in the
procession of events-political, religious, artistic or otherwise-it participated in the
entire experience and not always meanly. The
life of this city in its various transmutations
should have real meaning in the assessment of
the life of the Middle Ages, and particularly,
of course, in that of Byzantium.
To an understandingof this story the architectural developmentof the CentralArea of the
city makes its peculiarcontribution, especially
when taken with our knowledge of other contemporary evidence of human activity.1 Some
of the architectural remains of mediaeval
Corinthhave alreadybeen published, including
the fortificationsand some other structures on
Acrocorinth and some outlying churches and
other features;2 other monuments remain
1 E.g., the pottery, Corinth, XI; lamps, Corinth, IV, ii;
other minor objects, Corinth, XII; sculpture, Corinth, IX;
coins, Corinth, VI, and Hesperia, VI, 1937, pp. 241-256;
X, 1941, pp. 143-162.
2 C. W. Blegen, Corinth,III, i, pp. 21ff.; A. Bon, Corinth,
III, ii, pp. 128-281; J. M. Shelley, Hesperia, XII, 1943,
pp. 166-189; C. Roebuck, Corinth, XIV, pp. 160-172;
A. Philadelpheus, AEA-r.,IV, 1918, pp. 125-135. See also
below, p. 9, note 18.
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unpublished, including chiefly those found in
the central area of excavation in the region of
the classical Agora. These last represent, with
restrictions of some importance, the center of
the mediaeval city throughout most of its
history.
Before we consider the mediaeval monuments themselves, it may be desirable to
review the outlines of the history and topography of the community in the years immediately preceding the period of our study. After
the refounding of the city in 43 B.C., Corinth
pursueda prosperousbut relatively uneventful
career through the period of the Roman
Empire. For most of this time it was the
capital of the province of Achaia and undoubtedly the focus of incessant activity of bureaucratic as well as economic nature. Throughout
the first and second centuries after Christ
there was constant building, and, in spite of
certain catastrophes, no conspicuous sign of
basic decay appearedduringthe third century.
The city was little affected by the great events
of the time in the world of politics and warfare,
but pursued a busy provincial life intent on its
own concerns.
By the beginning of the second century the
architectural form of the city was well established; indeed, the form and most of the details
had been created little later than the middle
of the first century (Plan III). The center of
public and private business was located in the
area of the Greek Agora in a broad low hollow
just behind the edge of the highest of the great
terraces shelving from the foot of Acrocorinth
northward toward the sea. The hollow was
protected from the north by the ridge on which
stood the archaic temple, today commonly
called the Temple of Apollo, and was approached from the north by a deep narrow

2
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valley at the foot of this ridge to the east, in
which ran the main avenue of the city, the road
to Lechaion. The marketitself was rectangular,
running east and west, divided into an Upper
Agora along the south and a somewhat larger
Lower Agora on the north. The Lower Agora
was lined on the north side, west of the Propylaia at the head of the Lechaion Road, by the
entrance to a great Basilica erected above the
Lechaion Road and east of the archaic temple
(an entrance adornedin the second century by
a monumental false facade now known as the
Captives Fagade, or the Fagade of the Colossal
Figures) and west of this, in the secondcentury,
by the Northwest Shops built in front of the
earlier Greek Northwest Stoa. East of the
Propylaia was a relatively slight colonnade.
At the east end of the Lower Agora was a large
public building now called the Julian Basilica;
at the west end a series of temples and monuments was built on the edge of the West
Terrace.Behind was an open space lined on the
west by the West Shops, through the center of
which rose a monumental approach to the
temple and precinct probably dedicated to
Livia (Temple E). Along the south side of the
Lower Agora was a terrace, occupied chiefly by
the Central Shops which opened onto the
Lower Agora, with the Bema, or rostra, in the
center; a great Circular Monument stood at
the east, and a building which has been identified as a Dionysion at the west.
The Upper Agora was bounded on the north
by a promenade over the roofs of the Central
Shops, on the east by the Southeast Building,
a structure perhaps designed for the preservation of archives, on the west by a colonnade
bearing an aqueduct, and on the south by the
magnificent South Stoa, a Greek building
which was subjected to almost continuous
remodeling throughout the Roman period to
adapt it to housing offices of provincial and
local administration.

consisted, first, of a great flight of steps leading down to the avenue itself. The street was
well paved with slabs of limestone, and lined
with sidewalks and colonnades. Behind the
colonnades on each side were shops, those on
the west constituting a partial basement to the
great Basilica above, those on the east a
screen between the road and buildings behind.
Of these buildings the first to the right was the
Fountain of Peirene, elaborately enlarged and
remodeledin the second century; north of this
came the colonnaded court of the Peribolos of
Apollo, and still farthernorth, a luxuriousbath
which has not yet been fully excavated or
studied but which is sometimes called the
Baths of Eurykles mentioned by Pausanias.
From the south side of the Upper Agora,
about opposite the Propylaia of the Lechaion
Road, another, somewhat narrower, paved
avenue led southward. This may have turned
eastwardto proceedto the harborat Kenchreai,
although it is possible that the main road to
Kenchreaienteredthe Agoraat its northeastern
or southeasterncorner,from the east. From the
West Terrace a road led northward past the
Fountain of Glauke, the Odeion, the theatre,
and ultimately the Sanctuary of Asklepios and
Lerna at the edge of the second terrace, along
the city wall. Either this road or one branching
from it led to Sikyon.
On the northern edge of the highest terrace,
below the archaic temple and between the
Lechaion Road and the road along the Odeion
and theatre, lay a Roman Market, consisting
of a colonnadedcourt with shops. Other buildings in this region have not been investigated
completely.
There are many indications that other
buildings and quarters of importance lay in
the neighborhoodof the Agora, but the excavated buildingsof the Upperand LowerAgoras,
with the archaic temple and the upper part of
the Lechaion Road, were undoubtedly the

The LechaionRoad, beginningat the Pro- focus of politicaland economiclife in Corinth
pylaiaat its departurefromthe LowerAgora, throughoutthe periodof the RomanEmpire,
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the essential plan and much of the construction having been achieved before the end of
the first century.
This was the topographical environment
which surrounded the introduction and early
history of Christianity in the city. The story
of the churchitself, followingthe establishment
of a Christiangroup in the city by Paul around
the middle of the first century, to the end of the
century, is not unnaturally obscure. However,
the first leaders of the group-Apollos, Sosthenes, Silas-may be counted in some sense
bishops of the church;and, since the Corinthian
church soon came to be recognized as the
Metropolitanof Achaia, perhaps because of its
location in the political capital, they may also
be regarded as in the position of archbishops.3
We have some intimation of one of the critical
problems of the period in the friction between
the more conservative Jews and the other
members, suggested by the conflict between
Paul and Sosthenes reportedin Acts and by the
tradition that the earliest martyrdom was of
one Timon of Beroea, burned by the Jews.4
Around the end of the century Clement of
Rome addresseda famous epistle to the group,
possibly indicating close relations between
Corinth and Rome, but telling little about the
Corinthiancommunity as such.5
Nor has the second century left much to
record.Three bishops-Apollonios, Primusand
Dionysios- are known, all representingorthodoxy against the early heresies. Dionysios, a
voluminous correspondent, seems to have
inclined especially toward Rome and read
epistles from the Roman bishops in his services.6 Toward the end of the century, when
the city seems to have reached a climax of
3Max, p. 42; Le Quiens, pp. 155-156.
4 Max, p. 51; Acta Sanctorum,April, vol. II, p. 619.
5 Max, p. 44; Bon, p. 5; James A. Kleist, Epistles of Clement
of Romeand St. Ignatius of Antioch (AncientChristianWriters
in Translation, No. 1, Newman Bookshop, Westminster, Md.,
1946) has most recent translation, bibliography and discussion.
6 Le Quiens, loc. cit.; Max, pp. 46f.; Kleist, op. cit., p. 5;
Eusebios, III, 4; IV, 21, 24.
1*
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development, the archbishop Bakchyllos held
a synod of his bishops in connection with disputes on the day of celebrating Easter, a
symptom of the increasing friction between
eastern and western Christendom which was
becoming a dominant factor in the life of the
Corinthianchurch.7
So far as can be seen Corinth was little affected by the political and economic shocks of
the third century, and even if the Herulians
did work some damage on the city in 267-2688
(which could be disputed), it must have been
limited. But although the city at large pursued
a fairly uneventful existence, the Christians,if
the traditions of martyrdom be accepted, had
their troubles.9The reliability of the accounts
is obviously dubiousin certain cases and hence
questionable in general, but they may well
reflect the general situation. For some episodes
tradition has an approximate date; for others,
none. The dated ones seem to fall between
A.D. 288 and A.D. 259.
Among the first of these martyrs was a
woman whose name is not given, but who was
the mother of a later martyr, Kodratos (Quadratus). She came to her death while he was a
child. Another woman, Helikonis of Thessalonike, underwent particularly trying ordeals
with unusual fortitude, according to the tradition; her martyrdombegan under one procurator, Perinius, and continued through a series
of highly varied torments into the time of his
successor Justinus. Both Greek and Roman
tradition date her martyrdom to May 28,
under Gordian III or Philip.10Kodratos himself, with five others, perished during the reign
of Decius or Valerian, on a March 10 under a
procurator Jason. They were held in great
honor at Corinthand their relicswere described
in a religiouspoem as the "outerdefenses"(proteichisma)of Corinth,and the churchdedicated
7 Max, p. 59; Le Quiens, loc. cit.; Eusebios, V, 23.
Bon, p. 13; Broneer, Corinth, I, iv, pp. 134, 136ff., 143,
151, 159.
9 In general, see Max, pp. 51-55.
10Acta Sanctorum,May, vol. VI, p. 81.
8
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to them was a place of healing.11On a January Corinth-Hesiodos, Epiktetos, Dionysios II,
31 of about the same period, under a procu- DorotheosandAlexandros- throughthe fourth
rator Tertius seven others were martyred;12 century; these were metropolitans governing
and for an April 16, under an unknown em- some forty-six suffragansin the Peloponnesos
peror, the procuratorbeing a certainVenustus, and northern Greece,or substantiallythe provthere is a confused tradition of the martyrdom ince of Achaia, under the Metropolitan of
of a large group, of whom a man named Leo- Thessalonike.It is a matter of some significance
nides was hanged and the others,for mourning that the Metropolitan of Thessalonike, tohim, were taken out to sea and drowned.13 gether with his subordinates including the
Finally, there is a martyr Alexandros of No- Bishop of Corinth, remainedunder the Bishop
vember 24 of an unnamed year.
of Rome even after their provincescame under
These fragmentaryand somewhat unreliable the political control of Constantinople.15
details nevertheless constitute what has been
The great field of conflict of the period was
recorded of the Christian tradition in Corinth religion. Although Christianity achieved ofthrough the three centuries during which the ficial recognition during the course of the cencentral provinces, at least, of the Roman tury, there were still battles with paganism
empire lived their busy lives largelyunaffected and even more bitter struggles of divided
by external events, within the imperial frame- opinion within the fold. The closing of pagan
work developed on the concept of Augustus. temples and the prohibition of pagan sacriThe first open changes in this pattern came fices under Constantius, the brief revival of
with the close of the third century, and the paganism under Julian, and the anti-pagan
fourth century experienced a complete change measures of Theodosius involving the closing
in many important areas affecting the life of of the temples and the ending of the Olympic
the city.
games in 396 were developments which might
Politically, of course, the reforms of Dio- well be expected to have had open and farcletian representthe beginningof the separation reachingeffects on the life of Corinth.Actually,
of the Eastern and Western empires. In his little really specific information on the practinew scheme of things Corinthstill remainedthe cal application of these measurescan be gained
capital of the province of Achaia, now con- from the literature16,and the excavations at
ceived as part of the prefecture of Illyricum in Corinth produced no reliable evidence of
the diocese of Moesia; under Constantine systematic dramatic destruction of pagan
Moesia was divided, and Illyricum, with shrines and temples in general at this or any
Achaia, was established as part of the new later period. There was, however, an advocate
diocese of Macedonia.Throughoutmost of the of Christianity'sattack on paganismat Corinth,
fourth century these entities were governed named Aristophanes.17The relative obscurity
from Rome, but toward the end of the period of Aristophanes and the anti-heretic polemicists Hesiodos and Epiktetos suggest the level
they were transferredto Constantinople.14
With the official recognition of Christianity of intellectual activity in the ChristianCorinth
ecclesiastical organization took a place along of the fourth century; although these men were
with political. Le Quiens lists five bishops of not the leadersof their age,they wereactive in it.

11Max, p. 51; Acta Sanctorum,March, vol. II, March 10,
4.
p. See also below, p. 7, note 8.
12Max, p. 55; Acta Sanctorum, Synaxarum Ecclesiae
Constantinopolitanae,1902, p. 435.
13Acta Sanctorum,April, vol. II, pp. 402ff.
14 Bon,

pp. 2-4.

15Bon, p. 7; Max, pp. 61-63.
Compare Bon, p. 6, where are cited A. Fliche and
V. Martin,Histoire de l'tglise, III, pp. 517-518; IV, pp. 15-30;
and E. Stein, Geschichtedes spdtromischenReiches, I, Vienna,
1928, pp. 327-328, 335.
16

17 Bon,

p. 6.
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gets the impression that the city was completely devastated, but we shall see that it was
not damaged beyond repair. In fact it would
seem that some such catastrophe or series of
catastrophes of just such a degree of intensity
was appropriate to the needs of transforming
the city into a community suitable to the new
culture whose birth-pangs had been the chief
concern of the same century.
In any case it appearsthat in the latter part
of the fourth century Corinth was in fact a
vital community, both in the church and
otherwise. John Chrysostom, in the opening
wordsof his First Homily on First Corinthians,20
speaks of it in his time as the first city in
Greece, worthy of its glorious tradition of
philosophy and rhetoric as well as of commerce.
While it would be agreeable to know whether
he wrote before the sack of Alaric or after
(probablyhe wrote before the sack), the architectural evidence supports his impression, and
fine as well as common Christianburials mark
the growth of the Christianpopulation.21

18 For the
earthquake of 365, Ammianus Marcellinus,
XXVI, 10, 15-19; for that of 375, Zosimos, IV, 18; I.G., IV,
674; Corinth,VIII, i, no. 113; A.J.A., XXXIX, 1935, p. 65;
for the sack of Alaric, Zosimos, V, 6; Bon, p. 14.
19Temple E: Corinth,I, ii, pp. 173, 184; Julian Basilica:
unpublished; Fa9ade of the Colossal Figures: Corinth, I, ii,
p. 88; theatre: Corinth, II, p. 140; Central Shops: Corinth,
I. iii, pp. 131-132; North Market: Corinth, I, iii, p. 192;

South Stoa: Corinth, I, iv, p. 153; Odeion: Corinth, X,
p. 147; the Asklepieion: Corinth,XIV, pp. 160-161.
20 John
Chrysostom, Homilies on First Epistle of St. Paul
the Apostle to the Corinthians,Argument line 1 to end (Migne,
Patrologia Graeca,vol. LXI, col. 9f.).
21 A.J.A., XXXV, 1931, pp. 428-441; XL, 1936, p. 484;
Corinth, XIV, p. 162.
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Although this meager information suggests
that nothing happened in Corinth consonant
with the tremendous events in politics and
religion at the highest levels of the empire, the
latter part of the century nevertheless marked
the end of an epoch for Corinth in genuinely
dramaticways. At least two great earthquakes,
one in 365 and one in 375, and what must have
been a ferocious sack accompanied by unusually violent destruction, by the Goths in 395,
seem from a casual reading of the evidence to
have laid the city waste.18Many of the important buildings of Roman Corinth were ruined
or at least badly damaged during these years.
The destruction of Temple E has been dated to
the mid-fourth century, that of the Julian
Basilica and the Captives Facade or Facade of
the ColossalFigures, somewhat hypothetically,
to about 375, that of the theatre, the Central
Shops, and the North Market, to the sack of
Alaric in 395; parts of the South Stoa, the
Odeion and the Asklepieion were destroyed
toward the end of the century.19One almost
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ARCHITECTURAL
DEVELOPME
In following the intricate course of the subsequent development of the city we shall have
to compromise between an order based on
chronology and one based on topography. We
shall thereforedivide our account broadly into
six chronologicalsections: (1) the Early Christian Period, 395-610; (2) the Age of Barbarism,
610-802; (3) the Byzantine Recovery, 802 to

1059; (4) the full Byzantine Period, 1059-1210;
(5) the FrankishPeriod, 1210-1458; and (6) the
TurkishPeriod, 1458-1858. The terms "Frankish" and "Turkish,"in this division, are hardly
accurate chronologicallybut indicate the predominant character of the period in question.
Within each section we shall follow chronology
or topography as seems most revealing.

CHAPTER

I

THE EARLY CHRISTIAN PERIOD 395-610
A. INTRODUCTORY

During the fifth and sixth centuries Corinth
remained the capital of the province of Achaia,
and the bishop remained a metropolitanunder
Thessalonike, under Rome. Le Quiens lists
four bishops of the fifth century: Alexandros,
a correspondant of Chrysostom, Perigenes,
Erasistratos and Petros. Of these something is
recorded about the appointment of Perigenes.
He was evidently appointed by the Pope at
Rome to the see of Patras, but refused by the
church there. He was then designated to
Corinth, and although he was a native of
Corinth there was violent dispute before he
was accepted. This conflict apparently arose in
419 and continued until 435. The difficulty
seems to have lain in the increasing strength
and opposition of parties supporting Rome on
the one hand and Constantinopleon the other,
and the resistance to Perigenes has been inter-

preted as resistance to Rome.1 Perigenes was
present at the Third Council at Ephesos in
4312. Petros, who was present at the Council
at Chalcedonin 451, took part in the growing
struggle between Pope and Patriarch-Emperor.
He seems to have inclined toward Constantinople without being able to escape Roman
jurisdiction, for he received reprimandsin 446
from Pope Leo IV, the Great, for making appointments without papal sanction and for
refusingto recognize papal appointees; and he
called a local synod of the bishops of Achaia
for purposes desired by the Emperor Leo I.3
1 Le Quiens, pp. 158-159; Max, p. 90; Boniface I, Ep. ad
Rufum Thessalonicem,anno 419, 13 Kal. Oct.
2 R.
Carpenter, A.J.A., XXXIII, 1929, p. 359, says
Perigenes, which seems to correspond with the data of the
sources; but Finley, "Corinthin the Middle Ages," Speculum,
VII, 1932, p. 499 gives Erasistratos, for reasons which elude
me.

3 Le Quiens, pp. 160-161; Bon, pp. 8-9.
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During the sixth century the Church at
Corinthcontinued to be active. The Archbishop
Photios had two delegates, the Deacons Dionysios and Kallinikos, at the Fifth Ecumenical
Council at Constantinoplein 553, accordingto
Le Quiens; and in 591 Pope Gregorythe Great
provided one of his emissariesto the Patriarch
with a letter of introduction to Archbishop
Anastasios at Corinth. This Anastasios was
involved in a dispute with his superior at
Thessalonike, Hadrian, and the dispute, adjudicated by Gregory, apparently resulted in
the removal of Anastasios for simony.4Gregory
also corresponded with Anastasios' successor
John in the matter of a decree of Maurice
relating to attempts of individuals to evade
military obligations by entering the church.5
These incidents suggest that Corinthremained,
if perhaps uneasily, in the double camp of
political allegiance to the east, religious to the
west. Of another bishop, Epiphanios, we have
only the name.6
Apart from ecclesiastical history there is
some information as to the state of affairs in
the city during the fifth and sixth centuries.
A great number of graves of the period have
been discovered, chiefly in the area and vicinity of the Asklepieion and Lerna, at the
northernedge of the classicaltown (Plan II, H).
The beginningsof this extensive cemetery may
be as early as the fourth century, and it is
even possible that part of the sanctuary itself
(Plan II, A) may have been converted into a
church at that time. The gravestones give
considerableinformation as to the activities of
the populace of the time.7 A basilican church
was built in the Kranion suburb of the city,
near the gate of the road to Kenchreai (Plans
I, 5; II, D), probably in the fifth century,8and
4 Le Quiens, loc. cit.; Letters of Gregory, Ind. XI, nos. 6,
38, 39; Max, p. 92; Setton, Speculum, XXV, 1950, p. 519.
5 Le Quiens, loc. cit.; Letters of Gregory, Ind. XIII, nos.
52, 57, 58; Setton, loc. cit.
6 C.G-C.I.H., no. 7.
7 Corinth, XIV, pp. 162, 166-167.
8 J. M. Shelley, Hesperia, XII, 1943, pp. 166-189; A.J.A.,
XXXIII, 1929, pp. 345-360. Could this have been the
martyrion of Kodratos and his fellows- above p. 3?
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undoubtedly other churcheswere constructed
in and near the town. One of these, perhaps a
kilometernorth of the Asklepieion,has recently
been partially excavated by the Greek Archaeological Service (see below p. 9, note 18). A
church was probably erected on the summit
of Acrocorinthin this period.9
A significant moment in the history of the
city was marked by the construction of a new
wall of fortification for the lower city, below
the citadel, which substantially reduced the
defended area (Plan II, E and F). At least, the
area enclosed by the new wall is about onethird that enclosed by the classical wall. The
new fortification is represented by traces between the Kranionchurchand the CentralArea,
about 500 meters east of the latter, and probably by other traces a similar distance west of
the Agora.Thiswall has often been called Justinianian but on the basis of unpublished excavations by Rhys Carpenteris dated more probably in the early fifth or even late fourth century. A hoard of 742 coins was found along the
wall, with the bones of a man, covered by
debris which seems to have come from the wall
itself as though an earthquakehad thrown the
wall down at some period over a fugitive. The
coins, of which 336 were legible, included 148
of Anastasios (491-518), but apparently nothing later. Evidently the wall had been built
earlier than the time of Anastasios, and hence
earlier than Justinian, but suffered some
severe damage so that it may well have been
reconditionedby Justinian. Other numismatic
evidence gives ground for the tentative dating
of the wall in the early fifth or late fourth
century.10In any case, even in the slight evidence available in and from the wall, we perceive the quickenedreaction of the population
to the gatheringthreats to the Early Byzantine
empire.
With the reign of Justinianhimself, evidence
9 Corinth,III, i, p. 21.
10Carpenter,in Corinth,III, ii, p. 127, inclined toward the
fourth century. For an account of the coins, see K. M.
Edwards, Hesperia, VI, 1937, p. 248.
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for an intensification of trouble for the community is available from many sides.11 An
earthquake of some violence visited the region
in 522; perhaps at this time the new fortification was damagedand repaired,as suggested
above. In any event the fortifications across
the Isthmos were reconditioned at this time,
and the city undoubtedly received some benefit
from this and other aspects of the building
programof Justinian. Neverthelessthe "Huns"
appearedin the vicinity about 540,and whether
or not they reached the city itself, they were a
sign of the times and undoubtedlyhad a marked
psychological effect.12In 542 the city and the
surrounding region were afflicted with a terrible plague, of which a dramatic memorial
may be seen in a mass burial in one of the
cisterns of Lerna, behind the Asklepieion.13
Still another earthquake is recorded for the
year 551; it was probably as a result of this
catastrophe that a hoard of 387 coins of the
period was lost in the hypocaust of the small
bath in the South Stoa, implying the ruin of
the bath itself,14while 460 coins spilled over
the floor of one of the West Shops during the
same reign suggest that the shop was badly
damaged and subsequently abandoned, at
least for a time, as a result of the same disaster.15Thus it is clear that the city suffereda
number of shocks of some magnitude under
Justinian, apart from experiencing the effects
of the economic pressures which racked the
empire as a whole. But, again, in spite of this,
we shall see that the result was not total devastation, for many buildings survived for centuries to come, and an inscriptionwhich has been
dated to about 575 may provide contemporary
evidence of reconstructionimmediately following the calamities.16
11

For the literary evidence, cf. Bon, p. 15.
A. Vasiliev, History of the Byzantine Empire, Oxford, 1952, p. 140.
13
Corinth,XIV, p. 164.
14 Corinth,I, iv, p. 151.
15Hesperia, VI, 1937, p. 249.
16
C.G-C.I.H., no. 9; Corinth,VIII, i, no. 195.
12 A.

The end of the century, however, brought
further disasters. The exact nature of the
course of events and their implications has not
yet been clearly established, in spite of extensive and intensive consideration by a number
of scholarsviewing the problemsfrom a broader
perspective than that of the city itself (below,
pp. 27-28). But there aretwo vivid, unequivocal
indications of disasterfrom the evidence of the
excavations. The most dramatic was found in
a room of a buildingwest of the LechaionRoad,
north of the Basilica, behind the Hemicycle
court. In this somewhat mysterious structure
were found two skeletons, evidently victims
of the falling walls of the building itself. With
one were 56 coins, the latest being of Justin II
(565-578); with the other were 20 coins of
similar date, surrounded by traces of cloth.
The impressionis that the men were in flight,
overcome by a catastrophe which, because of
the fallen stones, appears to have been an
earthquake.17The secondindication, producing
a different impression, is from the schola or
exedra west of the Bema. This had been converted to a fountain-basin around 400, but in
spite of this the floor was found to have been
covered with a heavy deposit of ash. This may
mean, in the first place, that the basin was dry
when a great fire occurred;then, in the absence
of any wooden structure in the vicinity, large
quantities of combustibles must have been
broughtto the spot for burning.In otherwords,
although other interpretationscould be offered,
it suggests a sack of the city in which objects
not desired by the conquerorswere wantonly
burned. Directly on top of the ash was found a
great block of marble, beneath which was a
coin of Maurice-Tiberiusof about 582. Here is
clear evidence of heavy blows to the life of the
city, coincident with the collapse of the Justinian dynasty and the Early Christian period
as commonly conceived. Here then we may
end the first period at Corinth, whatever the

implicationsfor her future.
17 A.J.A.,

XXX, 1926, pp. 52-53; below, p. 16.
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Within the CentralArea, building at Corinth
during the fifth and sixth centuries was largely
a matter of repairing and remodeling earlier
classical buildings. In one sense the work was
a result of the damage done to the classical
structures during the earthquakes and the
Gothic sack of the latter part of the fourth
century, in that the damagehad to be repaired;
in another sense it was a result of the new
needs of the Christianizedcommunity,functionally and aesthetically. What actually happened
was the natural result of the concurrenceof the
two needs. We shall consider first some of the
earliest work done, in the area of the Agora,
then new developments in the region of the
Lechaion Road, followed by later construction
in that region, and conclude by noting later
constructionin the area of the Agora itself and
elsewhere (Plan IV).
THE JULIAN BASILICA AND THE METROPOLITAN

11-12 H-I

CHURCH

Plans IV, VI, VII

One of the prime needs of the Early Christian
community was a church; and as Corinth was
almost from the beginning the seat of a metropolitan bishop, the first church at Corinth
must have been in some sense a metropolitan
church, a structure of some dignity. This need
must have emerged long before the beginning
of the fifth century, rather in the days of
Constantine when Christianity came into the
full sun of official life and, for the first time,
began the construction of worthy buildings to
house its worship. The question now arises
whetherthe Constantinianmetropolitanchurch
has been preserved.
Four early churches have been found in the
vicinity of Corinth. One, on the summit of
Acrocorinth,has been dated to the "fourth or
fifth century"; another,in the Kranionsuburb,
belongs to the fifth century; a third, which has

not yet been fully excavated, well outside the
city walls to the north on the plain stretching
down to the sea, is probably also of the fifth
century; the fourth, also unexcavated, is near
Lechaion.18Whether any of these has roots as
early as Constantine is doubtful, and in any
case it seems unlikely that the metropolitan
church of Corinthshould have been located at
such distances from the center of the city.
The Constantinian church, or the earliest
metropolitanchurchwhatever its date, may of
course have been located in a neighborhood
of the central area not yet uncovered. On the
crest of high ground east of the Agora remains
of a church are known to exist, but the known
remains are clearly much later than the sixth
century. There still stands in Old Corinth a
Church of the Dormition of the Virgin, commonly called the Church of the Panaghia, and
in 1676 Wheler spoke of a church of the
Panaghia "at which the Arch-Bishop lives"
(below, p. 89). The modern church of the
Panaghia is located on high ground not far
southeast of the classicalAgora(Plan II, L), and
the presentsuperstructureprobably dates from
around 1840, although the lower parts of the
walls may be earlier.But investigations around
the church revealed an unidentified twelfth
century complex over late classical remains of
obscure character, possibly a hotel of some
kind; it is unlikely that there was an early
church on the site.
An alternative suggestion would be that one
of the ancient temples was converted to church
uses.19Of these the archaic temple known as
the Temple of Apollo, the dominating temple
of the CentralArea, would be the obvious first
candidate. However, when Cyriacusof Ancona
18 Corinth, III, i, p. 21; Hesperia, XII, 1943, p. 188; the
third has been reported by D. Pallas in nTpaKTIKc TriiSEV

1953 (1956), pp. 175-183;
'AOilvaS'ApxaioAoyIKiS'ECraIpEiaS,
the fourth has been reported only in the newspapers.
19For this practice see especially F. W. Deichmann,
"Friihchristliche Kirchen in Antiken Heiligtiimern," Jahrb.,
LIV, 1939, pp. 105-136.
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visited Corinthon the eve of the fall of Byzantine rule he found the temple in an advanced
state of ruin and spoke of it only as a pagan
temple. Another obvious candidate would be
Temple E, dominating the classical Agora
from the west. Indeed the top of the concrete
core of the podium of this temple is pitted with
graves, suggesting that there had been a church
on or near the temple at some time or other.
But the temple itself was completely destroyed
in the fourth century and, so far as has been
determined,was not rebuiltin any monumental
form.20 Finally, there are indications of a
Christian religious center in or near the Peribolos of Apollo, as we shall see below (p. 22),
and the church in question may have been in
this region.
One other hypothesis deserves some attention: that the Constantinian metropolitan
church was created by remodeling the Julian
Basilica at the eastern end of the Lower Agora.
The Julian Basilica21was originally a simple
rectangular structure with the main entrance
on the middle of one long side facing the Agora,
approached by a flight of steps. The building
was in two floors: one, a basement consisting
of a broad corridoraround four sides of a core
filled with earth, the ceiling of the corridor
being supported on a series of posts; two, the
main floor consisting of a central rectangular
hall over the earth-filled core, surroundedby
columns separating the central hall from a
corridor running around the building above
the basement corridor. The columns of the
central hall supported a clerestory rising high
above the sloping roofs of the corridors.There
were three rectangular niches along the east
side, that in the center, opposite the door,
considerably wider than the two flanking it.
To the east of the building was an important
street of which only slight traces have been
uncovered, and the central one of the recesses
Corinth,I, ii, pp. 170, 173 with fig. 111, 183.
A publication of the building is being prepared for the
Corinthseries by Saul Weinberg. Our account of the classical
building is based on his work.
20
21

may have been a porch for an entrance from
this street. At a later period the corridorin the
basement along the south and probably also
that along the north were redesigned by
extending the end walls of the central core
east and west to make halls along the entire
width of each end of the building, with vaulted
ceilings. There are some indications that these
were used, at one period at least, as cisterns.
The building in this state could have been
converted into a form suitable for church purposes with relatively little difficulty. The chief
requirementsfor the church would be an apse
and a nave leading to the apse. The apse could
have been readily installed within the central
rectangularniche on the east; the nave could
be created by constructing a relatively light
colonnade through the central hall on the
earthen filling of the basement core, since
removed. These alterations could have been
slight and of such a nature as to leave no trace
on the preserved structure.
In the absence of traces, however, there is
no way of proving the hypothesis and indeed
the only justification for pressingthe matter is
that from a later period are preservedtangible
remains that definitely suggest a church. After
the middle of the fourth century, perhaps in
the earthquake of 375, the building was severely damaged. The basement under the east
corridorwas found to have been filled at about
this time with material including some of the
sculptures adorning the original building;
cornices and other architectural members of
the superstructure were built into the foundation for a wall runningparallelto the eastern
outer wall of the buildingabout 3.20 m. to the
east. The eastern wall of the original building
was removed to the main floor level at least,
and the rectangular niches were largely or
perhaps entirely removed. On the other hand
an apsidal foundation some 7.50 m. wide was
built near the center of the east wall-not at

the exact center, but with its northernedge
coinciding with the northern edge of the
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earlier rectangularniche and its southern edge
falling about 1.50 m. within the southern edge
of the earlier rectangle. The curve of the apse
projected beyond the new wall along the east
of the building, but its heavy masonry of
concrete and large blocks runsup to the original
face of the building.
These arrangements definitely correspond,
as far as they go, and generally speaking, to
those of the typical Early Christian basilica,
and the required supplemental arrangements
may easily be restored without violence to
preserved evidence (Plan IV). The chief peculiarities of the hypothetical restoration are
the enclosed halls along the north and south,
although to these there are many parallels of
which the closest perhaps are the Metropolitan
at Gerasaand the early church at Epidauros.22
Obviously there is wide latitude for speculation
in matters of detail and even major features,
and it is fruitless to go into such speculation.
If the hypothesis of the conversion of the
Julian Basilica to a church be accepted, it will
help to explain certain other phenomena. In
the west corridor of the basement are three
vaulted tombs, built of poros stones with one
or two fragments of classical marble. They
differ in no apparent way from many such
tombs that have been found in the Central
Area, none of which can be dated with absolute
confidence although some are almost certainly
later than the tenth and eleventh centuries.
The tombs in the basement of the Julian
Basilica, however, present one peculiarity in
that they are constructed neatly against the
western foundation wall of the basilica. Now
this wall, certainly by the end of the eleventh
century and perhapsearlier,had been thoroughly pillaged and lost in the maze of buildings
which grew up around about. The graves could
hardly have been made when the buildings
were going up, certainly not afterwards. Of
course, even though they be dated before the
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tenth century there is still a wide range of
time available, but with full recognitionof this
it would be consistent with the evidence and
even desirableto extend the hypothesis of the
Early Christian church to account for the
tombs so that we would assume that they were
built during the existence of the church,in the
basement under the narthex. Furthermore,
there are scanty remainsin the same basement,
near the northern end, of what seems to have
been a rectangular structure of rubble faced
with brick. There is no tangible clue as to the
nature of this structure, but the hypothesis of
the church would suggest an explanation: that
it was a built mausoleum, or above-ground
tomb, in the basement. Finally, the vaulted
halls at the northern and southern ends of the
basement might, within the hypothesis of the
church, have been used as burial chapels, or
mausolea or osteothekai,although no traces of
such use were found.
In conclusion,in spite of the nebulouscharacter of the entire matter, I feel some confidence
in assuming that the Julian Basilica was converted to ecclesiasticaluse in the fourth century and extensively if economically rebuilt as a
church in the fifth century or towards the
end of the fourth century-or both. If this
hypothesis provides nothing tangible for the
study of church architecture,it is none the less
important in the history and topography of
ChristianCorinth.
THE SOUTHEAST BUILDING

11-12

J-K

Plans IV, VI, VII
South of the Julian Basilica, at the east end
of the Upper Agora, there lay in classical times
a structure of considerableinterest called the
Southeast Building, which evidently housed a
library or part at least of the public archives.23
The essential part of the structure survived

23 This
building, with the Julian and South Basilicas, is
the subject of a study preparedfor the Corinthseries by Saul
Weinberg, from whose observations the facts of our summary
22Orlandos, ELu6o6asyoslTTaatoxpla-rlavlKi1BacallKnl, come. See Ancient Corinth, A Guide to the Excavations, 6th
Athens, 1952, A, pp. 40, 51.
ed., 1954, pp. 49-50.
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throughout the middle ages, constantly subjected to alteration. Its history during the
Early Christianperiod may have a significant
relation to that of the Julian Basilica.
By the end of the second century the Southeast Building consisted of a large rectangular
space paved with mosaics and with a series of
piers forming a sort of nave down the middle
on the north-south axis, a smaller room along
the south end, and a colonnaded porch along
the west side. During the fourth century a
pithos was sunk in the central panel of the
mosaic on the south side, and another pithos
in the floor of the west aisle. In the first pithos
was found a coin of ConstantiusChlorus(293 to
306); in the second, fourteen coins ranging
from Diocletian to Constantius II (324-361).
Now it is difficult to explain these pithoi at all
precisely on the basis of available evidence,
but at least they are less appropriate in a
library or public archives than in a dwelling or
commercial establishment. It may be, then,
that duringthe first half, or toward the middle,
of the fourth century the buildingwas diverted
from its original use to serve some domestic
or commercialfunction.
In any case, in the early fifth century there
was an extensive rebuilding.The interior piers
were completely reconstructed, from the very
foundations; the marble revetment of the
classical building was removed; a tile floorwas
laid a few centimetersover the, by then, somewhat dilapidated mosaic. An indication of the
date of this reconstruction may be seen in a
coin of Honorius (395-423) found beneath the
new floor. At a still later period, when the tile
floor in its turn had fallen into disrepair, the
intervals between the piers were in some part
closed with walls of rubble, creating three
distinct longitudinal rooms instead of a nave
with aisles, but with a transverse hall across
the south end. Finally, the colonnaded porch
evidently collapsed in the sixth century, for

These alterations of the fifth and sixth centuries, while they did not change the fundamental structure of the building, nevertheless
produceda distinct change in the organization
of the interior spaces. The new organization
does not in itself suggest the purpose of the
building as altered, but may represent improvements in the adaptation of the structure
to the purposes of the commercial establishment or dwelling already hinted by the fourthcentury pithoi. The building, however, remained one of considerable dignity in a prominent position,hardly appropriateto industry
or commerce.If on the other hand we contemplate the possibility of its being converted to
use as a dwelling, and this in conjunction with
the hypothesis that the neighboring Julian
Basilica had been converted in the same chronological stages to use as the metropolitan
church, it is a reasonable inference that the
Southeast Building had been taken by the
metropolitan archbishop as his official residence. The prominent position and imposing
scale of the building would be appropriate to
the dignity of the episcopal palace, and it
would give the bishop, who, suddenly, in the
fourth century, became equal in importance to
the highest civil authorities, a headquarters
adjoining theirs and of comparabledistinction.
THE CENTRAL STAIRS AND THE BEMA
FOUNTAINS

4 L to 11 J

Plan IV

The most conspicuous creative change in
the architecture of the city during the Early
Christian period was the substitution of a
great flight of stairs for the Central Shops,
although from the point of view of construction
and expense this was a relatively slight work.
The shops, facing on the Lower Agora, had
once made a definite physical division between
the Lower and Upper areas, so that although

pieces of it were foundin a pit with coins of peoplefrom the UpperAgoracouldwalk out
over the roof of the shops, as on a terrace
Justinian.
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promenade, the only actual access from one
level to the other was by the stairs on either
side of the Bema and at either end of the Agora.
These shops were completely destroyed toward
the end of the fourth century.24The amount of
ash on the floorsof some of them indicates that
they had been burned; this is consistent with
the hypothesis that they had been ruined in
the sack of the city by Alaric in 395, a conclusion which the numismatic evidence tends
to support. At the same time, the Goths would
hardly have gone to the trouble to throw down
the walls. This reflection suggests that the
plan of demolishing the shops (rather than
rebuilding them) and laying out a grand staircase involves positive creative imagination and
real interest in aesthetic matters.
The staircase itself was constructed simply
and economically, but neatly. The shop walls
were cut down in large part, leaving the lower
portions standing, their tops cut back in steps
as supports for the tread-blocks to be laid
along the area. The shop spaces themselves
were probablyfilledwith earth, althoughsubsequent habitation has resulted in the removal
of most of the earth as well as of the treads.
The treads themselves were of marble, most of
them neatly trimmed down from the cornice
and epistyle-frieze blocks of two or three
buildings of earlierdate, perhaps of the second
century after Christ (P1. 11).
The new stairs were laid over the old steps
on either side of the Bema and on the steps
east of the Dionysion. They do not seem to
have interfered with the terrace-podiumof the
Circular Monument or with the Dionysion
itself.
In the center (7-8 K), the Bema proper
remained unchanged, but the rectangular
scholae or exedrae were transformed into
fountains (P1. 12). This again was a simple
work, and most of what was done has since
been eradicated. There still remain cleartraces
of a sill of poros blocks some 0.25 m. high, laid
24

Corinth,I, iii, pp. 117, 131-132.
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across the open front of each exedra, clamped
at the ends to the step-blocks of the Bema
podium and to the blocks on which the benches
of the scholae rested at each side. Above the
sill the new front wall was raised by at least
one other course of stones, as indicated by a
clamp cutting in the base moulding of the
Bema podium, but the total height of the enclosing wall and the designed depth of the
water cannot be definitely ascertained. The
joints of the structure of the exedra, including
the marble benches, were sealed with waterproof cement, suggesting that the water rose
at least to the height of the tops of the
benches.
Water was brought to the new basins from
the southeast; a short stretch of fitted tile pipe
is still preserved approachingthe back of the
westernbasin, and anotherline of pipestretches
along the rear of the podium of the Bema,
leading toward the eastern basin.
The western basin could be drainedthrough
a hole in the bottom of the poros sill, near the
Bema podium, the water running thence
through a shallow marble-lined gutter to a
covered channel running off to the northeast.
Within the basin, on the debris resulting
from or associated with the final ruin of the
fountains (above, p. 8), was found a large
marble block, the long surface of which was
slightly hollowed like a trough, with three
somewhat deeper, roughly circulardepressions
within it (P1. 12, foreground).The block seems
to have been one which might have been set
on the edge of a drawbasin, on which people
would rest their jars before and after bending
across to dip the water. Hence the block may
have been supported somehow above the sill,
and constituted the formal approach to the
fountain, though it is difficult to see how it
could have been supported so unless on small
loose blocks of stone, not attached in any
way to the structure of the fountain. This is

carelessconstruction,appropriateto a poorer
age; but it is not whollyout of keepingwith
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the mannerof constructing the grandstaircase,
for example.
The total result was a flight of steps 180
meters long, flankedon the east by the Circular
Monument,on the west by the Dionysion, and
punctuated in the center by the Bema with its
fountains, the whole distinguishing, while
joining, the upper and lower areas of the
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Agora.

THE PROPYLAIA

8 H

Plans IV, VI

The Propylaia marking the entrance to the
Agora from the Lechaion Road was probably
rebuilt in some part duringthe Early Christian
period. Near the Propylaia were found three
fragments of carved moulding (below, p. 117,
No. 142, P1. 31) cut from marble blocks of an
earlieruse, bearinga leaf pattern of this period.
The blocks are too large to be assigned to any
known structure of the time in the Agora area,
unless it be the Propylaia. On one of the blocks
the mouldingis cut on the short side of a block
1.20 m. long; if the block had been part of a
simple wall, that wall would necessarily have
been at least as thick, and perhaps thicker,
since the rear end of the block is finished only
roughly. No foundations for walls of such
thickness have been noted in the Agora area,
excepting the massive piers of the Propylaia.
It has been suggested that the Propylaia
was destroyed at the end of the fourth century,
but that parts of it survived to be used in the
ramp which was built up from the Lechaion
Road to the Agora no earlier than the tenth
century.25Perhaps, rather than lying in ruins
after the damage of the late fourth century, it
was actually rebuilt to stand in monumental
form through the Early Christian period. It
may, indeed, have been restored more than
once, for the style of the moulding is perhaps

most appropriateto the sixth century.
25

Corinth,I, i, pp. 191-192; below p. 37.

THE HEMICYCLE AND RELATED BUILDINGS

6-7

C-D

Plans IV, V

Leaving the Agora itself, we proceed to the
northern part of the excavated portion of the
Lechaion Road, to the area north of the Basilica. Here there had been, in classical times,
a rectangular colonnaded market with shops.
behind the colonnade of the Lechaion Road.
For this, no earlier than the end of the fourth
century, was substituted the most completely
original individual building of monumental
scale in the CentralArea, of the Early Christian
period.26The building may most conveniently
be called, simply, the Hemicycle (P1. 21;
Plans III, IV).
To already published accounts of the Hemicycle there is little to add. It consisted of a
wall not precisely circular but approximating
a half-circle of about 18.75 m. diameter. The
semicircle is based on the line continuing the
front of the shops to the south, and hence faced
on the colonnadedwalk borderingthe Lechaion
Road. Whether there was an independent
colonnade marking the particular front of the
Hemicycle cannot be proven by preserved
remains, but the interior of the Hemicycle
was probably separated from the Road itself
by columns of some sort. The Hemicycle itself
consisted, in addition to the curved wall marking its exterior, of a curved colonnade within
facing on an open court. Through the curved
exterior wall doors at irregularintervals led to
the space to the west.
The entire structure was composed of reused materials, including blocks from the
Basilica to the south. Particularly significant
is a piece of the stylobate of the interior colonnade of the Basilica, proving that the Hemicycle is later than a very thorough destruction
of the Basilica. Although there is no absolute
evidence for the date of the destruction of the
Basilica or the construction of the Hemicycle,
26
Corinth,I, i, pp. 142ff., especially p. 147; A.J.A., XXX,
1926, pp. 49-57.
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the probabilitiesare that these events occurred
aroundthe beginningof the fifth century, since
the complex behind was developed duringthat
century and must be later than the Hemicycle
itself.
Although the detailed form and function of
the Hemicycle remain in doubt, it was obviously a major work independently conceived,
and an impressive monument of its period.
Behind the Hemicycle is a complex of considerable interest.27 In spite of subsequent
study little more is known about it than was
originally published. It occupies the southern
half of the western part of the earlier market;
the northern half of the complex remains
unexcavated.
Among unsolved problems are the extent to
which the structure of the earlier market survived to be incorporatedinto the new building,
and how many periods there were in the
Christianbuilding. Apparently there were two,
but only the second of these is at all clear.
In this later phase the structure seems to
have consisted of a small open court bounded
on the northeast by the wall of the Hemicycle,
and on the south and west by rooms. There
was access to the court from the Hemicycle by
a door. On the west side of the court are traces
of a foundationwhich may have carrieda broad
doorway, or even a pair of columns, opening
into a sort of vestibule; beyond lay what must
have been the major ground-floorroom of the
complex, with a floor of large tiles and thin
slabs of marble collected from various sources.
There seems to have been an entrance to this
room from another to the north, but the latter
has not been exposed. In the vestibule, to the
south, there may have been a stairway leading
to a second storey, between two mysterious
parallel walls, which still survive but are
difficult to account for.
From the courtyard there were two doors
leading to the south. That at the southwestern
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through to the southern wall of the complex.
From the corridora door to the west led into a
large rectangular room occupying the southwest corner. This seems to have been a storeroom, for in it were many fragments of jars,
pointed at the bottom, some still standing in
the originalholes in the floor. In the room were
found also fragments of an iron sword and two
knives, a terracotta brazier,and a marbletable
(below, pp. 16, 139). From this corner room a
door on the north led into a small room paved
with lozenge-shaped tiles.
Near the end of the corridor, on the west
side, there is an opening in the wall, closed on
the side toward the corner room by a slightly
curving, apse-like wall. The purpose of this
feature is obscure.
Along the south side of the complex lay a
series of rooms, extending eastward from the
corridordescribed above. The westernmost of
this series could be entered from the same
corridor; it had a stone shelf along the south
side and a rectangularbox-like structurein the
northwest corner.In the box were a number of
coins of the late fourth and early fifth centuries; below the shelf was a jar sunk into the
floor, into which led a terracotta pipe issuing
from the south wall. Just north of this room
is a structure consisting of a small platform
enclosed on three sides by walls; on the platform were three slabs of stone set on edge,
0.23 m. apart. This arrangement, which suggests a stove, could be approached through
a door from the room to the south, or from the
court to the north.
East of the group just described, along the
south side, are two roomsevidently preserving
the originalwalls of the earlierRoman market.
One of them opens into what appears to be a
corridor running along the south and east
sides of the court. The wall which separates
the corridorfrom the court along its eastward
course is at present only two meters long, but

corner gave access to a corridorextending it is temptingto restorethewallfora distance
27A.J.A., XXX, 1926, pp. 49-57.

of aboutfivemetersandreturnit againstthe
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The date of the buildingis well documented.
Its destructioncertainly came at the end of the
sixth century, as suggested by the two skeletons lying without formal burial in the court,
with their sacks of coins of the period (above,
p. 8). The original construction may be dated
early in the fifth century, especially by coins
of the late fourth and early fifth centuries
trodden into the earth below the tile floor of
the main room on the west, by the eighteen
coins including two of Arcadius found in the
box-like structure in the room on the south,
and by the fourth and fifth century coins
found generally throughout the building.
As to its purpose,if it werenot for the marble
"sigma table," the natural assumption might
be that it was an inn, installed in a convenient
space behind the Hemicycle. The facilities
suitable for a kitchen on the south, the storeroom, the relatively fine "reception room" on
the west, and the upstairs rooms seem appropriate to such a function, so too, the carefully
planned relation to the Hemicycle. The number of coins scattered about suggest commercial transactions, but the place is hardly a
typical shop. The presence of the "sigma
table," however, seems to add a special character to the establishment; to this we shall return
below (p. 140).

perhapsfairlyextensive.

a series of bathingroomsalong the east, and
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wall of the Hemicycle between the two doors
in the wall of the latter at this point. Thus one
of the doors would give access to the court of
the main building directly; the other would
give special access to the L-shaped corridor
leading to the room on the south side.
The third door through the wall of the
Hemicycle, then, would give direct and particular access to the third large room along the
south.
According to this arrangement we would
have actually three distinct units in the area
behind the Hemicycle: one, consisting of one
room only along the south behind the spring
of the Hemicycle; another, consisting of an
L-shaped corridorand a large room along the
south wall; the third, comprising all the rest.
All the rooms may, however, have been accessible to each other behind the Hemicycle.
Among the more interesting aspects of the
complex is the fact of the discovery in the
southwest room of many fragments of a large,
red marble table top, somewhat similar to
those used in some refectoriesat Mt. Athos, of
the kind sometimes called "martyr tables" or
"sigmatables" (P1.363;below, p. 139). In other
rooms were found other fragments, suggesting
that the entire table may have been used, and
broken, in the building. As we have already
observed (above, p. 8) the building was probably destroyedin an earthquakewhichbrought
its walls almost completely down. Had the
table been set up and used in the southwest
room,all the fragmentsshouldbe there-indeed
it is a little difficult to explain their dispersal
on any hypothesis-but probably the table
belonged in an upstairs room of the building,
whence it fell during the earthquake and was
destroyed in the storeroombelow. Under these
circumstances it would not have been buried
completely by debris, and subsequent prowlers
could more easily have dispersedthe fragments.
From this we may infer that the upperrooms

AREA NORTH OF THE PERIBOLOS OF APOLLO
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Plan IV

On the eastern side of the Lechaion Road,
opposite the Hemicycle and north of the Peribolos of Apollo, there lay in classical times,
behind the shops and colonnades of the road
itself, a Roman bath of considerable extent
thought by some to have been the Baths of
Eurykles mentioned by Pausanias. Only parts
of this have been excavated, but enough to
indicate that it consisted, roughly, of an open
courtyard behind the shops with a large recin the buildingwere of some importanceand tangular room or exedra facing it on the south,
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that substantial parts were left for later study
by the original excavators of the area (Fig. 1;
P1. 313; Plan IV).
The chief feature of the buildingis a quadrilateral but not rectangularroom (P1.31) about
eight meters long and three and a half meters
wide, with a door on the south leading to a
small chamber some 1.80 by 3.70 m., from
which a later door led to a corridor giving
access to the rear of the latrine28.Throughthe
western wall of these rooms, which was in fact
the rear wall of the Lechaion Road Shops,
much repaired, two doors gave access from
the northern, larger room to the shop spaces,
and another door from the small southern
chamber to another of the shop spaces. The
latter doorwas walled up duringthe occupancy
of the house, but the exact date is not clear.
The shop spaces, too, were remodeledat some
time or another, still uncertain.
The arrangements to the east remain uncertain. In all probability there was a door
from the larger,northernroom giving access to
the remainsof the courtyardof the bath, which
preserved its original passage to the Lechaion
Road along the north end of the house. But the
southern part of the courtyard, in front of the
great southern exedra, was blocked off by a
wall or colonnade, probably at the time the
house was built and as part of the arrangement
of the house. At a later period a heavy wall, or
rather a series of wide piers, was built north of
this wall or colonnade, further reducing the
remaining space of the courtyard; but it is at
least possible that this last construction is
later than the period of use of the original
house as such (below, p. 38).
The construction of the well established
larger room of the house (P1. 31) offers some
peculiaritiesin detail. The most striking aspect
is the plan; it is dividedinto two approximately
equal parts by a pair of buttresses or pilasters

the historyand architectureof ourperiodthat
has been preservedto us; and it is fortunate

28 It is improbable that the latrine was functioning as
such during the sixth century, but there is no conclusive
evidence on the point.
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some rooms of uncertain character on the
north. In its partially excavated state the bath
remains one of the more obscure buildings at
Corinthalthough it must have been a rich one,
judging from the traces of mosaic floors and
ornamented walls.
Along the Lechaion Road itself, in the shop
space immediately to the north of the Peribolos
of Apollo, there was, from the second century,
a public latrine. North of this there seems
beyond doubt to have been a series of shops
like those to the south, along the Peribolos of
Apollo itself, but the classical walls have been
much mutilated and details are uncertain.
Throughoutthe whole area was found a complex of post-classical walls of unusual interest
and presenting unusual difficulties for interpretation. It is, in general, clear that there
were several distinct periods, more, perhaps,
than is common in the CentralArea, and some
noteworthy buildings. But the details of both
architecture and history are elusive.
In the first place, however, the classical
complex of colonnade, shops, latrine, and bath
remained active into the fifth century. This is
indicated by coins of Arcadiusfound under the
steps belonging to the latest phase of the
latrine, and similar coins of Arcadiusfound on
the floor of the bathing establishment. Thus,
although no doubt much altered from their
original form and damaged by the events of
the latter part of the fourth century, the
buildings were in sufficiently good condition
to be repairedand used at the beginning of the
fifth.
Probably in the fifth century, then, though
the date remains a matter of speculation, the
courtyardof the bath was finally and definitely
converted to new uses. The most conspicuous
sign of this is a structure lying in the southwestern corner of the courtyard, which is
beyond reasonable doubt a dwelling house.
This building is one of the most significant for
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projecting from the walls, with a column
standing between them. The base of the column
is preservedin situ, about 0.40 m. in diameter.
In all probability, then, the pilasters and
column supported a pair of arches carrying a
wall dividing the higher part of the room as
by a screen.
The floor is carefully covered with well
baked tiles approximately0.60 m. square,with
much minor variation, and 0.04 m. thick; they

HOUSE

NORTH OF THE PERIBOLOS

OF APOLLO

are yellow to light red in color. They wereprobably taken from the latest pavement of the
courtyard of the bath, for similar tiles can be
observed in situ outside the house in a pattern
evidently belonging to the courtyard.The tiles
in the room, however, were certainly laid for
the room, as they are parallel to the west wall
through most of the room but parallel to the
north wall in the northern end, the north wall
being at an oblique angle with the east wall.
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Moreover,they are adjusted to the projection
of the pilasters, and along the south wall there
is a space of some fifteen centimeters by which
the normal coursing of the tiles failed to cover
the ground, pieced out carefully by slender
slabs of marble. They are, finally, sealed to the
walls by mortar.
The walls themselves have their own individual peculiarities. The west and south walls
are of fairly large ashlar stones laid dry or in
thin mud mortar; the north wall is laid in a
rather bad lime mortar, with smaller stones.
The east wall stands on the foundation for a
wall or stylobate of a late period of the bath,
and presents a number of problems. At the
northern end it is still covered by later construction, or demolished entirely; this makes
it impossible to determine beyond doubt
whether there was a door from the room in
this section, although some indications suggest
that there was. The central section is of widely
varied stones set in mud mortar, and at a
definitely later period, when the house was
long in ruins, a later wall was laid almost
exactly in line with the remains of the original
house wall, with its footing at least a meter
above the floor of the original house. At the
south end of the room there is a recess in the
face of the wall, created by buildingup the wall
along its east face with thin slabs, only 0.19 m.
thick. To this recess we shall return immediately, but to the description of the walls themselves should be added the observation that
they were originally covered with two coats of
plaster. Of these considerable traces still
remain of the first: a slight dressing in which
the mortarfor striking the joints was spread so
as to cover thinly and partially the surface of
the adjoining stones, with a pair of trowel
grooves casually indicating the joints. The
second was part of the original construction,
but has almost entirely disappeared: it was
much thicker, perhaps five centimeters or
more, and presumably covered the entire wall
surfaces as a basis for the final decoration. Its
2*
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existence might be suspected from the irregularities of the stone work; it is virtually
demonstrated by the traces of plaster of an
appropriate thickness on the floor tiles along
the walls; and it is easily paralleledin modern
as well as ancient construction.
Returning to the southeast corner of the
room and the recess or niche in the east wall at
this point, we observe (P1.32) that in the floor
of the room at the corneris a pit some 0.50 m.
deep and 0.50 m. wide (north and south), sunk
along the south wall of the room. It projects
about 0.50 m. inside the room, and extends
some 0.90 m. eastward, under the wall and the
thin slab, to empty by a crude hole at the
bottom into a great sewer traversingthe region
from south to north. The sides of this pit are
lined with smalltiles, carefullylaid andsmeared
with cement. In the center of the pit, when
found, was a block of marble some 0.25 m.
square and 0.60 m. long, standing on end; the
purpose of this, if indeed it did not fall into
the pit accidentally duringthe final destruction
of the house, is unknown. Otherwise the pit
was full of burned matter, bits of bone, and
broken glass. The sides were marked with a
peculiar incrustation similar to that which has
been observed elsewhere at Corinth in long
abandoned refuse and sewage pits.
To the observations in relation to the pit
and recess should be added the fact that no
remainsof tile flooringwere found in the corner
adjoining the pit; traces of the same kind of
cement bedding as that which carries the tile
in other parts of the house were abundant, but
no actual tiles were found. Furthermore,at the
bottom of a large block in the east wall, adjoining the niche, 1.55 m. north of the southeast
corner, there is a rectangular cutting 0.15 m.
square; and on the south wall, about 1.15 m.
from the southeast corner, is another cutting
0.27 m. wide and 0.45 m. tall. These suggest
that the pit had been enclosed in a small

chamberformedin part by the recessin the
east wall, in part by a light partition, per-
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haps on a wooden sill, projecting into the
room.
Finally, into the top of the pit empties a
channel roughly cut through the south wall,
leading from a basin located in the smaller,
southern room of the complex.
The southern room (Pl. 33) is entered from
the larger apartment by a door in the west end
of the partition wall. The present sill (which is
actually modern) of this door lies some 0.25 m.
above the level of the tile floor of the main
room, but the southern room originally had a
floor at the same level as that of the floorin the
main room. At least three different floor levels
were distinguished in the southern room,
however, indicating that it went through a
considerableperiod of use; and it may further
be significant that the earth separating these
floor levels was liberally mixed with ash and
burned material including roof tiles, throughout. In addition to the door connecting this
room with the large double room to the north,
another door once led to the shop space to the
west, and later a third to the space behind the
shops communicating with the earlier Roman
latrine to the south. Of these, the door on the
west was filled in with masonry at some time,
quite possibly during the history of the house.
The most remarkable feature of this small
room, however, is the arrangementoccupying
the northeasterncorner.Here there is a walled
basin measuring about a meter square, with
walls 0.15-0.20 m. thick, carefully constructed
of small stones and tiles, covered with a good
even coat of hard cement. The lip of the basin
seems to be intended for the highest, latest
floor of the room; the cement is smootheddown
over the outside for some five or ten centimeters, and is lacking on the lower part of the
walls on the outside. Within, the basin is about
0.25 m. deep, paved with irregular slabs of
marble and slate.
From the bottom of the basin, on the north

the house, providing drainage from the basin
into the pit in the southeastern corner of the
large room. From the rim of the basin, on the
south side close to the east wall, a channel
carefully constructed of irregularslabs of slate
and moulded cement leads southward,through
the south wall of the room. This channel drops
to the south, so that it seems to be a drain for
overflow from the basin, although it is barely
possible that the gradient has been altered
from the original by subsidence so that this
upper channel provided for filling the basin.
Indeed, even with the existing gradient the
channel is deep enough to deliver a trickle of
water over the brim into the basin if completely filled at the lower end.
The basin just described appears to be an
elaboratesubstitute for a simplerwater-holding
device of an earlierperiod. The slate floor slabs
of the basin were laid on an extremely hard
concrete bed constituting also the seal for a
ceramicpithos whose bottom lies some 0.50 m.
below the floor of the rectangular basin, and
whose sides were cut down flush with the floor
of the basin before the remainderof the pithos
was partially filled with earth and sealed to
hold the floor of the basin.
Before proceedingfurther it may be desirable
to reconstruct to some extent the history and
characterof the two rooms we have described.
The original arrangement involved the large
northernroom, with its two divisionsindicated
by the arches over the column and pilasters,
and the southern room with a floor at the
same level and with a door on the west. In
the southeast corner of the large apartment
was a latrine, for so the arrangementof the pit
in the niche must be interpreted, and for which
there exist significantparallels (below, p. 129).
The southern room, in this originalperiod, was
in all probability a small private bathing room,
equipped with a pithos standing in the corner
to hold water. Probably water was heated on

side,a rathercrudelycutchannelleadsthrough braziersin the southernroom,accountingfor
the partitionwall separatingthe two roomsof the burnt materialand for the frequentde-
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struction of the floor. In the latest period of the
house the southern room was remodeledso that
the bath took the form of the rectangularbasin
described above.
The other rooms of the building cannot be
restored with any confidence. No doubt they
included apartments built among the walls of
the shops to the west; although conceivably
these shops retained their commercialfunction.
In view of the fact that one of them communicates directly with the bathroom, they
were more likely living quarters. In any case
the plan of the complex in this section is to
some extent a matter of conjecture. On the
east, there may have been a long narrowhall or
perhaps a colonnaded (or pillared) portico
along the south side of the courtyard of the
original Roman bath, and the large exedra of
the Roman bath was perhaps somehow a part
of the house complex. The space north of the
portico remained an open courtyard.
The whole complex was evidently brought
to ruin in a thorough collapse. The latest floor
level (in the bathroom) was found to have
been covered with a meter or more of earth,
the lower levels being full of broken roof tiles
and abundant traces of burning. Above this
other debris collected, including great quantities of fragments of coarse pottery. Into the
upper reaches of this earth were cut foundation
trenches in which were set walls some of which
rested directly on the roots of the walls of the
house; the later walls in turn were leveled at
some period and a complex of different orientation laid out over the entire area.
For the chronology of the complex there is
fortunately very good evidence. The original
construction of the house is probably to be
put in the fifth century, although conceivably
it could have come from the sixth. In any
event it must have been built when the classical
buildings were in a moderate state of repair,
for it uses classical walls and foundations
generously and violates none, and it was paved
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which were evidently ready at hand since they
were taken up undamaged. The third period of
the house itself, that of the rectangular bath
basin, dates in the first years of the seventh
century. This date is assured by the discovery
of four coins of Phokas (602-610) scattered in
the earth beneath the latest floor tiles of the
bathroom, together with two other coins of the
sixth century. Consideringthe rarity of seventh
century coins at Corinth,the discovery of four
in a single fill of limited extent carries great
weight in dating the deposit; there can be no
question that the house was in use during the
latter part of the sixth century and was renovated in the early seventh, to survive for an
undeterminedperiod thereafter.
It is, furthermore,not without significance
that from the entire mass of earth and pottery
found covering the ruins of the house, to a
depth in some places of two meters, no object
has been found which can be dated later than
the tenth century. This in itself almost proves
that the building is earlier than the ninth,
indeed that it was destroyed long before the
tenth century. To the tenth century must be
dated the second major building period noted
above, while the third will be found to belong
to the eleventh or twelfth.
That the building was a house will be abundantly clear from comparisonsto be developed
below (pp. 129-130), and we are thus presented
with a noteworthy architecturalmonument of
considerable significance: a rather luxurious
house of the sixth century, built among the
remains of the shops and public bath along the
Lechaion Road.
THE PERIBOLOS
OF APOLLO
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Plan IV

The Peribolos of Apollo was extensively
remodeled during the Early Christian period.
The alterations cannot be dated much closer

than this; perhapsthey weremadearoundthe
with tiles from the floor of the Romanbath, earlypartof the sixth century.Theyappearto
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have been extensive, but unfortunately the
traces are too slight for a complete understanding of what took place.29
The remodelinginvolved the construction of
small rooms along at least part of the length
of the west, and probably of the north, colonnade of the peristyle court, an operationwhich
presumablyinvolved the substituting of a wall
with doors for the columns. This is indicated
by substantial remains of a foundation of a
crosswall continuing the line of the north
colonnade across the west corridor, and of
another foundation parallel to this, to the
south, and of a wall continuing the line of the
west colonnade across the north corridor,and
of slighter remainsof probablythe same period
suggesting a similar wall to the east of this.
Whether the rows of rooms continued for the
full length of the north and west corridorsis
uncertain, but probably they did. There are
no clear traces of remodeling in the south
colonnade, although remains of mortar on the
stylobate suggest that perhaps some of the
intercolumnar spaces on this side were filled
with walling.
The east colonnade, however, was altered in
a different way. A wall was run for the full
length of the building about 1.70 m. east of the
original colonnade. The columns seem to have
been left in position and indeed repaired. A
spur wall was carried from the new east wall
to the ends of the colonnade, making anta-like
termini to a sort of shallow stoa along the
court. Thus the court in its new form consisted
of rooms opening onto the uncovered space
from north and west, a deep colonnade on the
south, and a shallow colonnade on the east.
Accompanying the same program, apparently, was some reconstructionin the Lechaion
Road shops bordering the Peribolos on the
west. The work was essentially a repair of
weakened parts of the original shops on the
same lines, with slight variations. The only

definiteremainsconsistof concretefoundations
29 Corinth, I,

ii, p. 54; A.J.A., XXXI, 1927, p. 72.

for new partitions at the northern end of the
series, where the northernmostEarly Christian
foundation lies a little off the northern edge of
its classical predecessor.The other wall, to the
south, seems to have simply replaced the
classical wall. Whether there was access from
these shops to the new rooms facing on the
peribolos court is uncertain.
The most important part of the complex,
however,seems to be concealedby unexcavated
ground to the east. In the narrowspace where
it was possible to examine the new east wall on
its eastern face there were indications that
other rooms exist in this area, and in these
rooms were found fragments of two "sigma
tables" (pp. 139-140). It is quite possiblethat a
building of real importance lay on the slopes
of the hill to the east.
The hypothesis that the new complex was
devoted to ecclesiastic, perhaps monastic use,
has been advanced;30this is to some extent
supported by the discovery of graves in the
vicinity, of which some must be earlier than
those associatedwith the tenth-century church
in the courtyard of Peirene (below, pp. 30,
38-39). In any case the new complex was an
important structure of considerableextent.
THE FOUNTAINPEIRENE
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Plan IV

Just to the south of the Peribolos of Apollo,
the fountain of Peirene was also remodeled,
probably in the reign of Justinian.31The work
in the fountain, however, was a matter of
modernizing and adorning the fountain without introducing any new purpose (P1.22). The
most characteristicfeature is the construction
of a new fagade across the draw basins. Large
marble columns were erected, one between
each two basins; these columns supported the
ends of epistyle-frieze blocks projecting from
the wall-fagadeof the draw-basins,and on the
30Corinth,I, ii, p. 54; A.J.A., XXXI, 1927, p. 72.
81A.J.A., IV, 1900, p. 217,
fig. 9, p. 229, fig. 11.
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ends of the projectingepistyle-friezeblocks ran
a continuous entablature. The projecting epistyle-frieze blocks, serving as a sort of impost
above the capitals, were taken from an earlier
building and re-used upside down. The ends
facing out over the columns were trimmed at
a slightly downward angle, and ornamented
with bold, flat, but simply and even carelessly
cut floral patterns (below, p. 117, No. 138).
The epistyle-frieze of the entablature above
these imposts was also made of re-used material; an earlier carved inscription was cut
away, and a new inscription painted on in red
letters. On one of the blocks the text can still
be read:

- -- -TOy 6pcbEVOV

rrv-rTa KOC6OV T'fi()

nEIp1Vrlq(I)

ira - - -

It may be noted that the text implies a public
benefaction in the classical tradition, and has
been dated "probablyin the fifth century A.D.,
certainly no later than the sixth century," on
the basis of the letter forms.32The workmanship
on the impost ends, however, is perhaps to be
regarded as later in this range than earlier.
More distinctive on the plan of the building
is the substitution of a circular pool in the
center of the court for the quadrilateralbasin
which had characterized the later Roman
phases of the fountain complex. The pool was
some 6.15 m. in diameter, neatly constructed.
There is no way of proving whether the pool is
contemporarywith the colonnadedfaqade but
it might naturally be considered part of the
same program. In any case, for reasons not
recorded, the excavators seemed to prefer the
age of Justinian for the pool itself.
THESOUTHSTOA
4 0 to 12 L

Plans IV, VI, VII

The most conspicuous sign of the passing of
classicalCorinthis in the South Stoa, whichwas
in sad decay if not complete ruin by the end of
32Corinth, VIII, i, no. 198; I.G., IV, 1606; A.J.A., III,
1899, p. 683; IV, 1900, p. 238; C.G-C.I.H., no. 8.
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the sixth century.33The colonnade had probably largely, perhaps entirely, disappeared as
early as 300, by which date fragments from
all parts of the orderhad been built into a wall
closing off most of the rooms along the central
part of the structure. On the other hand, the
arrangements in the rear part of the stoa,
where the Greek shops had been, may have
survived in some form through the Early
Christianperiod.
This part of the building had undergone a
long and complicated series of remodelings
through the era of the Roman empire.34At the
east end were offices devoted to the uses of the
officials of the Roman administration; about
a quarter of the way along was a monumental
entrance through the Stoa to the South
Basilica on the south. Just east of the center
was a road leading through the Stoa (8 M),
and west of this a Council Chamber(8 M-N).
Near the latter was a large room floored and
revetted with marble, which has been thought
to be the headquarters of the Corinthian
duoviri, then a small but well equipped bath
(6 N), then a large public latrine (5-6 N). At
the western end (4-5 N-O) the construction
of the Greek period had not been basically
altered, but its purpose during Roman times
is not understood.
Of these structures, the bath, built about
A.D. 300, probably continued in use until the
reign of Justinian, during the latter part of
which it fell into disuse.35The detailed history
of the other sections is not so well documented.
The large room west of the Council Chamber
and east of the bath seems to have been
partially filled with earth even by the fifth
century, and a wall of uncertain purpose, perhaps a terrace wall, was built across it diagonally from northwest to southeast; this wall
functioned primarilywith relation to buildings
in unexcavated ground to the south.36 The
33 Corinth,I, iv, p. 159.
34 Ibid.,
pp. 102-155.

35Ibid., pp. 145-151.
36 Ibid.,

pp. 139-144.
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walls of the Council Chamber itself, particularly on the west and south, remained to function for different purposes in the later middle
ages, but how late in the Early Christian
period they preservedtheir originalform completely has not been determined. The other
parts of the building have left no conclusive
evidence as to the extent of their life, with the
exception of the related South Basilica, which
fell into ruin in the latter part of the fourth
century.37
Although we lack direct evidence for the
devastation of the building, an approximate
idea may be gained from the evidence of later
rebuilding. There was relatively little original
building in the twelfth century in the area of
the rooms of the Stoa, but there was a good
deal of repair to the late classical wall system.
This mid-Byzantineconstructionseems to have
been designedin relation to late classical walls
that no longer exist, but must have existed in
the twelfth century. Thus they must also have
existed during the sixth century, and we may
therefore infer that the wall structure of the
South Stoa was in usable form to a considerable extent in the Early Christianera.
The loss of the colonnade by the fourth
century, of course, meant that the apartments
must have had a fundamental reconstruction
at that time, since the entire roof system must
have been revised. The various elements of the
complex, as they had previously evolved, were
probably remodeled so as to stand as individual buildingswith independentroof systems.
Under these conditions the south side of the
Agora, from the beginning of the fourth century, would have presented a totally different
impression from that of its classical form;
rather than the unifying row of columns extending for the entire width of the area, there
would have been a seriesof individual,probably
not very splendid, buildings. Very likely this

37 Traces of late Roman or Early Christianbuildings have
been found east and south of the Basilica, and south of the
Council Chamber,but too slight to describe. See also below,
pp. 47, 73.

aspect went through no notable change until
the end of the reign of Justinian.
THE WEST TERRACE

3 J-L

Plan IV

The temples lining the West Terraceremained
substantially intact through the Early Christian period. No doubt they ceased to serve as
places of pagan cult, and there is no clue as to
the new uses to which they may have been put.
But structurally some of them actually survived almost entire until the eleventh century
at least (below, pp. 47-48, 56-57), in spite of
previouslypublishedtentative conclusionsthat
they may have been destroyed in the sixth
century.38
Furthermore, the West Terrace remained
throughout the sixth century a monumental
section of the Agora,for here werefoundseveral
remarkablestatues of the period.39
The area underwent some modification,
however, of which traces may be seen at the
southern end. Here a rectangular foundation
of stone and concrete, lined with brick, blocks
the stairs which had previously joined the
Terrace and the Lower Agora at the south.
The date of this has not been determined, and
it may actually fall earlier, but it should be
noted as a possible work of the fifth century.
It probably carried a great concrete distributing basin, receiving water from the aqueduct
on the archaic columns along the western end
of the Upper Agora.
A more significant and definite development
may be seen in front of the southern section of
the West Shops (2 L-M). Here may still be
seen the lower portions of walls forminga large
room in front of the northern half of this
southern shop structure, erected in front of the
colonnade; presumably the columns were still
standing, for the walls seem to be built with
relation to the columns and include no ma38

Corinth,I, iii, p. 73.
Corinth,IX, pp. 150-154, nos. 321, 327, 328; Corinth, I,
iii, p. 73.
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terial taken from the colonnade. Furthermore,
the walls in question were leveled almost to
their roots before a complex of the tenth century was built over their remains.
Probably at the same time as the large room
was built in front of the colonnade, the partition walls separating the three shops behind
were removed, and the doors of the northern
and southern of the three shops walled up,
thus creating a single large room within the
original shop building. Perhaps also contemporary are traces of construction extending
northward over the flight of steps which rose
from the West Terrace through the Shops to
the region of Temple E.
This remodelingof the Shops may probably
be put shortly after the earthquake of 551,
when there is evidence to indicate the Shops
were in some degree damaged (above, p. 8).
The fact that the coins lost as a result of that
earthquake were left on the floor of the southernmost shop of the series would imply that
that part of the shops was abandoned, for a
while at least. For some reason the situation in
the northern half of the building may have
favored reconstruction on a new plan.

2-5

THE NORTH MARKET

C-D

Plan IV

The eastern side of the North Market was
destroyed at a period which has not been
determined-perhaps as early as the third
century, perhaps as late as the fifth -to permit
the construction of the west wall of what must
have been a large and important building of
which only one corner has been exposed (5 C).
Its construction is largely of brick, which is
rare in the Central Area at Corinth; the preserved corner of the building (its southwestern
corner) shows a number of apsidal niches let
into the thickness of the wall. These charac-

teristics suggest a building like a bath or
"nymphaeum,"and since the latter term is
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conveniently vague we may use it for the
mysterious structure in question.
The Nymphaeumwas laid out with a slightly
different orientation from that of the Market,
and in such a way that a section of its western
wall lies on the line of the southern end of the
eastern wall of the Market.40Judging from the
scale of construction it must have been a
moderately extensive building, and may have
filled the entire space between Market and
Hemicycle. It seems to have been linked
closely to the Marketin design and hence perhaps in function. This may be inferred,for one
reason, because the preservedpart of the west
wall of the Nymphaeum ends on the north in
such a way as to suggest that it flanked a
doorwayleading from Marketto Nymphaeum;
for another reason, because in front of the
south wall of the southeastern shop of the
Market was built a new wall oriented to the
Nymphaeum, as though to trim up the space
and create an entrance lobby between the
Nymphaeum and the colonnadeof the Market.
Whether at the time of the construction of
the Nymphaeum or at another period, the
shop walls of the Marketwere removed in the
southeast corner, and the area covered with a
clean hard layer of poros chips. At another
period, probably later than the original construction of the Nymphaeum, a monumental
doorway was established on the line of the
front wall of the original shops, adding to the
formal design of the transition from Market
peristyle court to Nymphaeum. This door is
represented by the well preserved limestone
threshold, lying on fill containing a few potsherds and ill-preserved coins probably of the
fifth century.

THE SYNAGOGUE NEAR THE THEATRE

It seems appropriate at this point to call
attention also to the marble impost on which
40Corinth,I, iii, pp. 153, 183, 192, plan K.
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is carved a design including three sevenbranched candlesticks with palm leaves (No.
130, p. 116). This was actually found in the
theatre, and there is no other clue as to the
location of the building from which it came.
The building, however, must have been a

synagogue; it probably dates from the fifth
century; and it must have been a large and
fine structure. It should therefore not be overlooked in our view of the Early Christiancity,
even though it probably lay outside the
Central Area, properly speaking.

C. SUMMARY

Viewing the CentralArea through the Early
Christianperiodin comparisonwith its Imperial Roman form, we find, externally, relatively
little change. The most conspicuouspermanent
loss between the age of Hadrian and that of
Justinian occurred around or before 300, the
dismantling of the colonnade of the South
Stoa. Temple E, the Basilica above the Lechaion Road, and the South Basilica were probably
leveled and gone by the end of the fourth century or the beginning of the fifth, but other
earlierstructureshad been repairedor replaced
as time went on. The Southeast Building, the
Julian Basilica, the Northwest Shops, the
LechaionRoad and its main buildings,Peirene,
all were still in use; new statues were still being
displayed among the temples on the West Terrace; even the CentralStairway and Fountains
are not wholly foreign to classical tradition.
Many changeswere morefundamental.Some
of the buildings were turned to the use of the
new dominant religion, and internally remodeled to this end, like the Peribolos of Apollo
and especially, according to our hypotheses
(pp. 10-12), the Julian Basilica, which became
the high temple of the new religion, and the
Southeast Building, which, instead of housing
the public archives, was now the residence of
the archbishop, a new political as well as
religious personage. The house, however luxurious, concealed behind the Lechaion Road
shops in the courtyard of the Baths of Eurykles, and the structure hidden behind the
Hemicycle on the opposite side of the Road,
suggest a significant decline in civic vigor.

Aesthetically, whereas the classical Roman
or Greek did not hesitate to use material from
old buildings for new use but did take pains to
eradicate the appearanceof re-use and to provide his own building with a proper finish, the
Early Christian builder was willing to ignore
even conspicuoussigns of re-use. The new ornament (below, pp. 103-122), however, exhibits
in a high if not exceptional degree the qualities
of dematerializedformal design that represent
the spiritual ideals of the new religion. At the
other extreme, the over-all design of the Agora,
although it was still a grand, spacious place of
comprehensive public interests, had lost the
broad, intricately organized monumentality
of the Roman period. Instead of the single,
orderedrhythm of the colonnade of the South
Stoa, there was the less ponderous, more relaxed and varied row of small buildings.Instead
of the formal, decisive division of the Upper
and Lower Agoras by the Central Shops with
regularly defined passages and inter-relating
functions, there was the free, inclusive movement back and forth along the whole length
of the uniform gentle gradient of the Central
Stairs. Although the Bema, superficially,had
not changed in appearance and its fountains
made it more inviting and gracious and generally useful than before, it was no longer firmly
bonded to the lines of the Central Shops and
the general plan of the Agora; it lay casually
in the midst of the area, the rationale of its
location barely evident, and yet, as the most
conspicuous element in the area, it was the
true and unique focus and center.
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The position of Corinth through the seventh
and eighth centuries remains obscure, in spite
of a great deal of discussion devoted to the
problems.1In general, the question is whether
the city was deserted through these two centuries or any part of them, and what relation
there was between the fortunes of the city
during this period and any of the various
invasions of Slavonic or other northerners.
The evidence and the argumentsfor the various
points of view are too intricate to reproduce
here, but the major positions may be indicated.
Accordingto one, Corinth,together with all or
part of the Peloponnesos, was overwhelmedby
an invasion of Slavs, probably Avars, about
586-587, and remained under this barbarian
control until about 805, Corinth itself being
largely or completely deserted. According to
another, whatever Corinth may have experienced from an Avar onslaught in 586-587,
it was not deserted at that time but remained
an active Byzantine community until the
middle of the seventh century, at which time
it was seized and held for a few years by a
tribe of Bulgars who were soon expelled by
Constans II; after his reign, however, the
city was deserted. A third position might be
that in spite of successive invasions, the city
1 The more important recent articles include those by
G. R. Davidson: Hesperia, VI, 1937, pp. 227-240, and
Corinth,XII, p. 5 note 8; by P. Charanis: "The Chronicleof
Monemvasia and the Question of the Slavonic Settlements in
Greece,"DumbartonOaksPapers, No. V, 1950, and Speculum,
XXVII, 1952, pp. 343-350; K. M. Setton, Speculum, XXV,
1950, pp. 502-543; XXVII, 1952, pp. 351-363; Bon,
pp. 27-87; P. Lemerle, RevueHistorique,CXI, 1954, pp. 287ff.;
and D. I. Pallas, "'ApXaioA;oyiK&
TEK TpSariis KaO06ovTC'OV
XIV, Thessalonike,
BappdpcovEIs-rTv'EA78ca," 'EA,7jvlK&,
1955, pp. 87-105.

continued to function throughout the entire
period.
Although there are several arguments for
belief in an attack on the city by Slavonic,
perhaps Avar, invaders, around 586-587, and
we have seen archaeologicalevidence for a sack
of the city at just about this time in the conflagration beside the Bema (above, p. 8), the
weight of evidence seems to incline against the
view that the city was actually deserted at the
end of the sixth century.2The clearestevidence
for this is that the house north of the Peribolos
of Apollo was re-built in the early seventh
century; coins of Constans II found in a basin
of a chapel built in a cistern in Lerna, behind
the Asklepieion, show that the chapel was in
use aroundthe middle of the seventh century;3
and a base for a statue probably erected in
honor of Constans around 662 in the Agora
implies that the city continued at that time to
have a developed organization and a formal
public square.4
2 The most complete discussion, particularly of literary
sources, is by Setton in Speculum, XXV, 1950, pp. 502-543.
The most direct references in literary sources are in the
Chronicleof Michael the Syrian (Setton, p. 512) who says that
the Slavs took Corinth about this time, a letter of the
Patriarch Nicholas III to Alexios I saying that the Avars
occupied the Peloponnesos 218 years before 805 (or 807) and
the Chronicle of Monemvasia, which parallels the letter of
Nicholas and adds that at the time of the Avar invasion the
Corinthians deserted their city (Setton, p. 518). But Setton
deprecates these sources. The buckles which were suggested
by Miss Davidson (cf. above, note 1) as actual relics of Avar
warriors, are otherwise interpreted by Setton, and more
1i n6prrai -rfi Kopivrecently D. I. Pallas, in "At 'BappapclKo
eou," 'EXJTrlviKa,Trap6pTicpa 7, Athens, 1954, pp. 390-396,

argues that they represent Byzantine work of a style of the
ninth-twelfth centuries, and that these particular buckles
may belong to the twelfth century. But see below, note 12.
3 Corinth,XIV, p. 169.
4 J. H. Kent, Speculum, XXV, 1950, pp. 544-546;
Corinth,I, iii, p. 147, pl. 67, 3.
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Thus, although we may disregard here the
difficult problems of the precise identity and
history of the northerners who attacked
Corinth and the Peloponnesos during the late
sixth and seventh centuries, we may be confident that the city was far from being deserted
through the first half of the seventh century,
unless for some brief period. It remains to
considerthe latter part of the seventh century,
and the eighth.
Oncethe evidence of the Chronicleof Monemvasia and related documents is thrown in
doubt, as it must be since it dates the desertion
of Corinthto the end of the sixth century, the
chief argument for any substantial period of
abandonment comes from the statistics of the
incidence of coins for the period, as published
up to 1941.5 Only ten coins were found from
this period of 668 to 802; compared with the
number of coins found from earlier and later
periods this figure is infinitesimal and has
naturally suggested to many that the century
and a half in question was one of substantial
desertion of the city.
On the other hand similar dramatic decline
in the number of coins discovered from within
this general period has been noted at Athens
and at Antioch6 which are not otherwise suspected of having been deserted. Thus it might
well be maintained that the decline in the
number of coins, which would appear to be
general rather than local, was a result of
general conditions rather than local, although

a local situation might have influenced the
statistics to some degree.7
Apart from the coins, little other evidence is
available. According to Le Quiens the bishop
Stephanos, Metropolitan of Corinth, attended
the Sixth EcumenicalCouncilin 680 as "Bishop
of Corinthand Legate of the Apostolic Throne
in Rome"; and in 689 the Patriarch sent an
embassy to Rome including the Bishop of
Corinth.8Those who believe that Corinth was
deserted at this time may argue that the tradition is at fault or that the Bishopsin question
were not necessarily resident in their official
see. They may note also the absence of a
Corinthian Bishop at the Seventh Council in
787.9 On the other hand, the evidence taken
at its face value would imply the existence of
a Corinthianarchbishopricinto the last quarter
of the seventh century and not necessarily
deny its existence in the eighth. It seems to be
a simple fact, however, that there is no literary
evidenceprovingactivity specificallyin Corinth
through the eighth century. The next reference
is in the writings of ConstantinePorphyrogenitos (913-959) who says10that in 805 (or 807)
the "general of that time was (then) at the
head of his theme in the castle at Corinth."
From the evidence at hand, then, we may be
confident that the city continued to function
past the middle and probably through the
latter part of the seventh century. The state
of affairs for the eighth century remains
obscure.

B. BUILDINGSAND RELATEDPHENOMENAIN THE CENTRALAREA
Whatever the reasons, it seems to be a fact
that no buildings in the ordinary sense of the
word belonging to the full seventh or eighth
centuries have been identified in the Central

Area; nor has any majorworkof reconstruction
or renovation of any earlier building been
noticed. New buildings may have been built in
certain areas only to be almost completely

5 J. Harris, Hesperia, X, 1941, pp. 143ff., especially p. 160.
7 Compare H. Pirenne's views on the approximately
6 M. Thompson, The Athenian Agora, II, p. 4. Miss contemporary depression in Western Europe attributed by
Thompson points out to me the complete absence of coins him to the rise of Islamic domination of Mediterraneantrade
from Antioch from 681 to 886 (see D. B. Waage, Antioch on routes; Mediaeval Cities, Princeton, 1925, pp. 23, 28ff.
8 Bon, p. 103.
theOrontes,vol. III, ii, p. 166). See also Pallas, "'ApXatoAoyiKa
9 Bon, p. 104.
'EAjtVItK&,
XIV, Thessalonike, 1955, pp. 88-97
TEKIPIpia,"
10 De administrando
for discussion of data from other sites in Greece.
imperio, chap. 49; Bon, pp. 42-43.
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demolished or so incorporatedinto later structures as to have been indistinguishable during
the process of excavation; but any such work
must have been relatively slight. On the other
hand there are two developments of great
importanceto the history and later architecture
of the areawhich should be discussedin relation
to this period: the appearanceof a considerable
number of graves and tombs, and the combined
effect of accumulation of new deposits of
earth in some places, the lowering of ground
level in other places, and the despoliation of
ancient monuments.
THE GRAVES

At least seven cemeteries, or extensive concentrations of burials, have been identified in
the Central Area or immediately adjoining it:
(1) in the west end of the South Stoa (5-6
M-N; two of the graves are indicated on Plan
VII), with which may be associated some
graves in the south end of the West Shops
(2 L-M); (2) within and northeast of Peirene
(9-10 G-H); (3) in the southeastern part of
the South Basilica (10-11 N); (4) around the
Bema (7-9 K-L); (5) around the north end
of the West Terrace (3-4 I-J); (6) on and
around Temple E; and (7) in the region of
the Hemicycle (6-7 C-D), with which may
be associated some graves in the east end
of the North Market (4 B-C). In addition to
these concentrations there are the tombs in
the Julian Basilica (above, p. 11) and one in
front of the Southeast Building, some tombs
west of the so-called Temple of Apollo, a
random sprinkling of graves throughout the
area in general, and a few skeletons of people
who had probably not been formally buried.
Since the graves are of interest at the moment
only in the attempt to determine the course of
development of the region during the seventh
and eighth centuries, we need consider only
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century or later, as we shall see; and for the
most part the isolated burials provide no good
basis for analysis.
Of the first three cemeteries, no. 3, that in
the southeastern half of the South Basilica,
consists largely of simple graves with tent-like
tile covers of a type commonin Early Christian
burials. There are also a few tombs with walls
built of small rough blocks of stone and bits of
tile, the roof being covered with miscellaneous
slabs of stone, measuringabout two meters in
length, one and a quartermeters in width, and
a meter and a half high, usually containing
more than one body, the bones of earlierinterments being pushed aside for each successive
burial. There were also two vaulted tombs, of
somewhat larger dimension but similar technique of construction and use. In one of these
vaulted tombs were found coins of the early
thirteenth century.
The problemof chronologyfor this cemetery
offers some difficulty. The original assumption
of an Early Christiandate11was based on the
fact that although there were innumerable
burialsin the area, so many that the individual
graves were cut into earlier entombments to
the extent that it was impossibleto distinguish
the outlines, no grave was found within the
foundations of a well built edifice consisting of
several rectangular rooms with an apse projecting from the north side (P1. 132; Plans VI,
VII). As this apsidal building was largely constructed of material taken from the South
Basilica itself, and as the South Basilica
appears to have been destroyed by the end of
the fourth century, and as no earlier postclassical, mediaeval buildingwas discoveredon
the site, it was a reasonableconclusionthat the
apsidal building was Early Christian-perhaps
a primitive church-and that the cemetery
grew up aroundit. In later investigation of the
apsidal building, however, a few sherds of
pottery of the eleventh century were found

the firstthreecemeteries;the othercemeteries close to the upperpart of the foundationsof
are to be assignedunequivocallyto the ninth 11 A.J.A., XXXIX, 1935, p. 62.
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the building, and a thirteenth-century coin
and a sixteenth-century coin were found in the
lower part of the foundation of the apse itself. It must be admitted that these few potsherds and the two coins might be explained
away as the result of intrusion or accident in
excavation, particularly in view of the arguments favoring an early date for the building.
Nevertheless, it is preferableto date the building to the sixteenth century rather than the
Early Christianperiod (below,pp. 92-93), even
though this leaves us without satisfactory
explanation of the factors which originally
suggested the Early Christiandate.
Once the apsidal building is eliminated from
the early period, the date of the cemetery
takes on a different aspect. The types of grave
are not peculiar to Early Christian times;
similar tile-covered graves occur around the
Bema in the twelfth century (below,pp. 71-72).
The thirteenth-century coins in the vaulted
tomb show that the tomb was in use at least
as late as the thirteenth century, and rather
than assume that the cemetery was in constant, or even intermittent, use from the
Early Christianperiod through the thirteenth
century, it is perhaps more reasonable to
suppose that the cemetery as a whole represents a period of no more than two or three
centuries including the thirteenth. Thus this
cemetery is removed from consideration as
pertinent to the problems of the seventh and
eighth centuries.
With regard to the graves in and around
Peirene, cemetery no. 2, there is very little
direct evidence available. It is known that
there was a church in the courtyard of Peirene
perhaps as early as the tenth century (below,
pp. 38-39) and it would be natural to associate
the graves with this church.We may also note a
child-burialunder the steps of a tenth-century
house to the east of Peirene (below, p. 41);
although it may be questioned whether the

grave in questionbelongsto the cemeteryas
such,it addssomethingto the impressionthat

the cemeteryis earlierthan the tenth century,
in its inceptionat least. It can hardly be as
earlyas the sixth, whenthe fountainwas still
in full operationand the Peribolosof Apollo
was in its EarlyChristianuse. Thusthereis a
possibility,but by no meansthe certainty,that
the cemetery was begun in the seventh or
eighthcentury.
Thereremains,then, cemeteryno. 1, occupying the westernpart of the Upper Agora,
the area within and in front of the western
part of the South Stoa, and perhapsincluding
the gravesin front of the southernsectionof
the West Shops.Hereagainwe have a variety
of types of burial,rangingfrom simpleinhumation through graves covered with tiles,
graves lined with slabs of stone or marble,
tombsbuilt of roughlysquaredblocksof stone
and marbleand re-usedmaterialin general,
coveredwith slabs or largerblocks. Thereis
onevaultedtomb.Again,in no tombwasthere
direct evidenceof date, with the possibleexception of one in which were objects which
have been thoughtto belongto Avar or other
barbarianinvaders,but the date of which is
disputed.12
Clearly,however,withthepossibleexception
of a few of the slightestburials,these graves
are earlier than the complex of industrial
establishmentswhich coveredthe area in the
twelfth century and which had begun to
developat least as early as the eleventh.It is
inconceivablethat these graves, particularly
the largertombs,wereset downamongcrowded buildingsin use. On the other hand they
must date fromafter the abandonmentof the
South Stoa, for they lie indiscriminatelyover
its areaandindeedits walls.Wehaveseenthat
the small bath in the Stoa, whichlies within
12 Corinth, XII,
pp. 5-6; catalogue nos. 1468, 1538, 1539,
1547, 1548, 1567, 1864, 1909, 1934, 2182, 2195. Of these only
the buckles, 2182 and 2195, have been used as evidence for
date. Pallas ('BappapoKal'll6pTral,pp. 344-345) argues that
2182 is useless for chronology, and (pp. 347-358) that 2195
should date from the twelfth century, being a simplified
version of a type whose greatest complexity he finds in the
ninth century.
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the edge of the cemetery, functioned to the
middle of the sixth century (above, p. 23)
and in all probability other parts of this end of
the building were in use even later. Thus for
the date of the cemetery we have the period of
the seventh through the tenth century.
In narrowingthe range we have no definite
indications and must resort to probabilities.
Pallas' date of the twelfth century for the
buckle in one of the tombs12 cannot be admitted for the tomb, as we have seen; indeed
there must have been a period of time or a
critical turn of events between the abandonment of the graveyard and the establishment
of roads and industrial facilities over it. We
shall see (below, p. 49) that there was no
distinct crisis between the beginning of the
ninth century and the twelfth century; rather
a pattern of rising and falling, generally rising,
activity between about 800 and about 1200.
This would suggest that the cemetery was
most used during the eighth century, having
begun in the seventh, and continued for a
while perhaps into the ninth.
With the cemetery should be associated a
church or burial chapel of some kind. Nothing
of the sort has been identified in the excavated
area, and although possibly a chapel was arranged in one of the surviving rooms of the
South Stoa, it is more likely that it lay to the
west in unexcavated ground. Particularly is
this probableif the graves in front of the south
section of the West Shops belong to the same
association.
Thuswe findthat one of the majorcemeteries,
or concentrationsof burials, within the Central
Area belongs with some probability to the
seventh and eighth centuries. Another, that
in the vicinity of Peirene, may have had its
origins in the same period. Among the random
burials one small group may also be put into
this period. This is a pair of graves built in one
of the Central Shops near the east end, con-
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ments from the Early ChristianStairwaywhich
had been built over the Shops. The graves,
then, were arrangedat a time when the stairs
were being pulled apart. On the other hand
they must, again, date from a period earlier
than the eleventh-twelfth century commercial
establishments which came to cover the area;
and indeed they must have been made when
the groundwas clear enough to make apparent
the roots of the Roman Shop walls after the
steps had been removed. The most probable
time would be the eighth century.
In general, then, the southwest cemetery
and many of the scattered graves probably
belong to the eighth century. They represent
a period when the agora had lost its function
as a public place of assembly and business, or
at least had declined in that function, but it
should be observed that although the graves
were the habitation of the dead, their existence
presupposes the presence of the living. There
must have been people living in the near vicinity in sufficient numbers to require at least
one fairly extensive cemetery to bury their
dead, and of sufficient vigor to desire and to
construct at least a few tombs of as considerable magnitude as the best days of mediaeval
Corinth produced.
SHIFTING OF EARTH AND DESTRUCTION OF
CLASSICAL MONUMENTS

In the development of the Central Area
through the mediaeval period an important
factor, although hardly architectural in a
positive sense, is the fact that on the one hand
in certain areas (as observed in the course of
excavation) the ground level of Roman times
was cut away to a considerableextent, whereas
on the other hand in other areas there was a
notable accumulation of earth on top of the
substantially undamaged Roman surfaces.
For example, much of the bedding for the

sistingof slab-linedcists sideby side.Theslabs marblepavement of the late Roman Lower
lining and coveringthe graves include frag- Agorawas found intact, althoughalmost all
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of the marble itself had been removed, and
fifty centimeters to a meter of earth and gravel
had accumulated over it by the end of the
thirteenth century. From this fact, and from
the fact that coins of the twelfth century were
found close above the Roman pavement level,
it may be assumed that the central part of the
Roman Lower Agora, like the Lechaion Road,
lay open and clean into the twelfth century.
East and west of the Bema (7-8 K), however,
the scholae or exedrae which had become
fountains during the Early Christian period
had, by the tenth century, been filled with
earth to a depth of almost two meters, as evidenced by graves of the tenth century and
perhaps earlier found sunk into that earth
(below, pp. 42-43).
Conversely there are considerable areas
where the Roman pavement was cut away to
a great depth. In the Lower Agora, to some
extent on the west and north but chiefly on the
east, there was relatively slight excavation for
foundations, cellars and pits of various kinds
belonging to buildings with floors only slightly
higher than the Roman pavement. These
buildings were probably of the twelfth, or
perhaps the eleventh, century. In the Upper
Agora, on the other hand, chiefly southeast
and southwest of the Bema (most conspicuously the latter), mediaeval walls were found
with floor levels at approximately the same
level as that of the Roman Agora pavement
but resting on as much as two meters of earth
containingmaterial of the eleventh and twelfth
centuries, and even slight deposits of tenthcentury material at the bottom. These tenthcentury deposits show that the pavement of
the Roman Agora had been dug away in this
locality to a depth of two meters in places, at
least as early as the tenth century.
The deep excavation southwest of the Bema
was quite probably the result in large part of
the rooting out of foundations of classical

monuments,compoundedwith the intrusion

of mediaeval cellars, pits and even buildings,
earlier than the eleventh century. Thus this
part of the region may have been the site of
buildings of some kind at a low level in the
tenth century or before. The accumulation
immediately west and east of the Bema is
certainly the result of the wash of debris and
earth down from the south, implying a clear
space in that area so that earth washed down
the road leading from Kenchreai, through the
middle of the South Stoa, could be spread out
delta-fashion to accumulate on either side of
the Bema.
These considerationsare important not only
topographically, in suggesting the changes in
the physical conformation of the area, but
they are important historically in providing
further indication of a population during the
period under consideration. The excavation
and plundering of monuments southwest of
the Bema must have been the work of human
hands, just as were the construction of tombs
and the burial of dead farther west and perhaps elsewhere. We cannot, to be sure, date
the operations precisely, but it forms a consistent picture to imagine that after the middle
of the seventh century a population, no doubt
depleted and impoverished, remained on the
site through the eighth century, contributing
their debris to the fill beside the Bema and
grubbing among the decaying monuments of
the Agora to maintain their dwellings.
There may, indeed, have been for some
reason a shift in the area of population; there
may have been a community centered during
this period in some region not yet explored.13
This would explain the anomaly of the evidences for human activity in the plundering
of ancient buildings and the burials, beside
the decline in the number of coins discovered
and the atmosphere of desertion in the Agora
area.
13 Comparethe shift in location of the market place after
the Turkish conquest (below, p. 92).
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Seen as a whole, from the point of view of
architecturaland quasi-architecturalevidence,
the general pattern of the period 610-802
seems clear, although its details remain uncertain and debatable. The city declined toward
the end of the sixth century and the archaeological evidence for violent damage to some
buildings, like the house north of the Peribolos
of Apollo and the Bema, offers some support
to literary tradition of barbarianinvasions. At
the same time there is archaeologicalevidence
for reconstruction at the beginning of the
seventh century and for activity well into the
century, in the house north of the Peribolos of
Apollo, the chapel in Lerna, and the statue of
Constans. Less definite evidence for continued
activity through the rest of the seventh and
the eighth century is given by the graves and
the shifting of earth.
This was, to be sure, a period of decay and it
saw the loss of many monumental features of
the earliercity. The hypothetical Metropolitan
Churchin the Julian Basilica (above,pp. 10-11)
and perhaps some (but not all, as we shall see)
of the temples on the West Terracedisappeared.

3

The buildings of the South Stoa no doubt
became largely ruinous,though not completely
so; other classical buildings fell into decay but
not entirely beyond repair. The Central
Stairway was largely pulled apart; the Upper
Agora lost any semblance of monumentality;
parts of it, at the west, were given over to
graves,partsto the searchfor buildingmaterial;
in parts earth and debris began to accumulate
at a rapid rate. By the end of the seventh century, if not before, the house north of the
Peribolos of Apollo had fallen and here, too,
earth was accumulating rapidly. But the
Lower Agora and the Lechaion Road remained
fairly open.
Thus the picture is one not, certainly, of
utter desertion, but of profound desuetude.
Considering the chaotic state of the empire,
the invasions of barbarians,and other calamities such as the famine in 746-747,14 it need

occasion no surprise that the city, though it
continued to exist, sank to a low ebb of vitality.
14 Bon, p. 36; Constantine Porphyrogenitos, De thematibus, II, 6 (Corpus Scriptorum Historiae Byzantinae, Constantinus Porphyrogenitus, vol. III, p. 53); Setton, Speculum,
XXV, 1950, pp. 510-511.
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From the beginning of the ninth century
Corinth, with the Moreain general, comes out
of the cloud of the previous century and a
half, and information in increasing volume is
available. In the new scene the literary and
historical evidence depicts the city as a place
of real importance.
There was evidently a garrison in Acrocorinth at least as early as Nikephoros, and
Corinth was the capital of the theme of the
Morea and the residence of the Strategos1.At
the same time the ecclesiastical position of the
city was diminished by the erection of new
metropolitan sees: Athens had achieved this
distinction in the eighth century, Patras in
805, and others soon appeared. These were of
course Orthodox and under the Patriarch, but
strangely enough still considered as having a
kind of dependence on Rome.2 The Metropolitan of Corinth, Hilarios, was present at the
Eighth Council in 869, when Photios was deposed, and John II attended the Council of 879
when Photios was restored. The renewed vigor
of the Byzantine world which had brought new
life to the region at the beginning of the ninth
century served to protect it toward the end of
the century, when the city, with western
Greece,was threatened by an invasion of Arabs
during the reign of Basil I. The Admiral
Ooryphas, whose fleet lay in the Saronic Gulf,
was able to carry his ships over the Isthmus
and drive off the invaders, and a little later, in
881, an Admiral Nazar raised levies in the

1 Bon, pp. 43, 46; Setton, Speculum, XXV, 1950, p. 514;
Constantine Porphyrogenitos, De administrando imperio,
chap. 49.
2 Bon,
p. 105 with note.

Morea and completed the campaign.3 Within
the city reviving strength is suggested by the
increasing numbers of coins discovered in the
excavations,4 and perhaps also by an inscription which has been tentatively dated to about
this time, and which may commemorate some
building activity.5
From all this it may be inferred that during
the early and middle parts of the ninth century Corinthwas an active community, the seat
of responsible officials and the center of activity of some importance. With the turn of the
century the tempo accelerates. The Bishop
Paul was a man of some distinction and the
brother of the even more distinguished Bishop
Peter of Argos.6The Strategos was an official
of high rank in the Byzantine nobility and the
theme of the Moreawas sixth of the European
themes.7The city had some status as an intellectual center. St. Luke of Stiris paid it an
extensive visit in 914, and was visited in return
by a Bishop of Corinth whose name is not
preserved but who bore valuable gifts to the
holy man; these visits were occasions of interchange of theological and philosophical discourse.8Therewas, moreover,a man in Corinth
with an independent name for philosophy,
Theophylaktos. Whether he was the same as
3 Bon, pp. 77, 117; Setton, "On the Raids of the Moslems
in the Aegean in the 9th and 10th centuries," A.J.A., LVIII,
1954, pp. 311-319.
4 J. Harris, Hesperia, X, 1941, pp. 143ff., especially
p. 160.
5
Corinth,VIII, i, no. 196; C.G-C.I.H., no. 10.
6 Bon, pp. 68, 136; Max,
pp. 107-115. A lead seal, Corinth,
XII, no. 2734, may have been Paul's.
7 Bon, pp. 89, 91.
8 Max, pp. 116ff.; Bon, p. 68; Acta Sanctorum,February,
vol. II, p. 83 (February 7).
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the Strategos Theophylaktos is a matter of
speculation.9
The city experienced a notable development
economically through the ninth and tenth
centuries. Apart from the general rise in the
circulation of money suggested by the statistics of the coins discovered (which have
already been mentioned), a hoard of coins of
Romanus I and another of the period of John
Zimiskes10may reflect the rise of relatively
wealthy individuals. There are ampleevidences
of the development of industry; the most tangible is the amount and quality of pottery,
presumably manufactured in the city, which
has been found in the excavations,1 and there
is literary and epigraphical evidence which
apparently establishes the existence of notable
production of "purple" (that is, silk, or at
least the dying of silk), and of paper, arms
and glass.12
The strength and stability of conditions may
be reflected in the success with which external
threats wereaverted. Duringthe administration
of the Strategos Theophylaktos the region experienced an incursion of Arabs or some other
barbarians,sometime after 922, and a famine
of three years' duration. The city was threatened, at least, by Bulgarian invaders in 981 or
shortly thereafter, and again in 995 or 996,
but it was able to withstand these dangers
without serious loss.13 Meanwhile its powers
for growth may be suggested, from another
point of view, by the erection of a chapel in
the passage connecting Lerna Court with the
region of the ancient sanctuary of Asklepios,
9 Bon, pp. 68, 136.
10Hesperia, VI, 1937, p. 250; Hesperia, X, 1941, p. 146.
11Corinth,XI, pp. 39-40, 49, 56, 67, Appendix I, p. 347,
"ChronologicalTable."
12 Bon, p. 131; Finley, p. 481; Miller, p. 21. See also
J. Starr, "Epitaph of a Dyer in Corinth," Byz. Neugr. Jahrb.,
XII, 1936, p. 429; and perhaps also G. R. Davidson, "A
Mediaeval Glass Factory in Corinth," A.J.A., XLIV, 1940,
pp. 297-324, although the glass factory may not actually fall
in the tenth century (below, pp. 67-68).
13

Bon, pp. 80-81.
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north of the Central Area, around 900,14and
the probable reconstruction on a fairly ambitious scale of the church in the ancient
Kranion suburb, sometime during the tenth
century.15These activities, in places moderately distant fromthe center of the community,
may reflect not only the economic resources
available but confidence regarding the order
and safety of the region as a whole.
During the early eleventh century the city
lost one of its distinctions; the themes of
Morea and Hellas were united into a single
unit, and the capital was established at
Thebes.16While this may well have meant a
loss of prestige and of some of the incentive to
economic and other activity that an administrative center provides, it also reflects a general
condition more favorable to the prosperingof
economic and cultural life than was the case
when the city was the capital of the theme of
Moreain its own right. For the concept of the
theme was a military one; it was intended to
provide for a general and an army on the scene
of potential trouble. Thus when the general
and army are removed it may be taken as a
sign that the probabilities of trouble are
regardedas diminished,and the removal of the
Strategos to Thebes may thereforebe taken as
a sign that the administration regarded the
Peloponnese as relatively safe from threat and
in good condition.
As one other indication of conditions in the
city during this period it may be worth noting
that we have preserved the names of a considerable number of individuals. Of course the
lack of such information does not prove a
depressed situation, but the presence of them
is a positive suggestion of real activity. It may
therefore be of some interest to list them:
Corinth,XIV, p. 169.
15 J. M. Shelley, Hesperia, XII, 1943, p. 189.

14

16 Bon,

p. 92.
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Name
Leon Skleros

Titles
Strategos

Esaias
Theoktistos Bryennios
Artabasdos

,,
,,
,,

protospatharios

Date
805-12

Reference17
B 45, 46, 94, 194

ca. 825
ca. 840

B 94, 187
B 47, 192

patrikios, basilikos

D 2691

protospatharios
,,
,,
,,
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Basileios
Eustratios
XJohannes Kretikos
Johannes

protospatharios
basilikos protospatharios

,,

protospatharios

ca. 875
Leo VI

D 2713
D 2694
D 2712
B 95, 188
B 95, 188; D 2700

Constantine
,
,,
,,

Tessarokontopechys
Michael

Theophylaktos
Johannes Proteuon
Krinetas Arotras
Bardas Platypodas
Constantine
Paul
Romanos Kourkouas

Lykastos

,,
,,
,,
,,
,,

Hilarios

John II
Paul
Basil
Athanasios

,,
ca. 922

protospatharios
patrikios vestiarios

10th c.
,,

anthypatos patrikios

koumerkerarios

Petronas

Theodoros
Ioannes
Thomas

protospatharios

B 100, 205

,,

D 2711

drouggariosand archon
krites,protospatharios
archon,basilikosprotospatharios
Bishop
,,
,,
,,

These are the names of individuals who are
known to have been active in Corinth during
the ninth and tenth and into the early eleventh
centuries; a glance at the seals of non-Corinthians of the same period found in the city18will
add to the impression of activity of official,
ecclesiastic, and commercial nature, and its
extent. We note the seals of the archons of
Dalmatia (D 2697), Patras (D 2705), Strobyle

17 B is Bon; D is Davidson, Corinth, XII, catalogue of
lead seals.
18Corinth,XII, catalogue of lead seals, index p. 355.

B 77, 95, 187
B 95, 191
B 80, 95, 193
B 95, 188
B 95, 189
B 95, 186
B 95, 187
B 95, 192
B 95, 192; D 2748

D 2695
D 2726

ca. 869
ca. 881
ca. 900
ca. 950

D 2723
Le Quiens,p. 162
Le Quiens, p. 163
Le Quiens, p. 163
Bon, p. 68 note 3
Max, p. 149

(D 2727); the generals of the Dodekannesoi
(D 2699) and the Cyclades (D 2704); the
koumerkerarioiof Dysis (D 2715) and Thessalonike (D 2690); the bishops of Argos (D 2741)
and Monemvasia(D 2735); and a certain individual, whether official or not, Leon of
Kephalonia (D 2706).
There is indication, then, that this third
period, from about 802 to 1057, was one of
considerable activity in many spheres at
Corinth; the community must have been an
important center, very much alive.
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In what at first impressionmight seem to be
decided contrast to the picture drawn above,
there is little evidence of new building in the
Central Area during the two and a half centuries of this period. Some, perhaps much, evidence has been lost, but information directly
available tends to suggest that most of the
building of the period was in the nature of
reconstitution of earlier structures, no doubt
with some remodeling and additions. The
significance of this will be considered below,
but first let us review what was actually done.

8 C-G

THE LECHAION
ROAD

Plan V

It is noteworthy that the Lechaion Road
remained open in substantially its classical
form in the ninth century. This is indicated
not only by the history of the steps to
the Propylaia (below), but by coins found
on the pavement of the Road itself and by
indications in the shops along the western side.
The colonnadeslining the avenue probably did
not stand intact, although they may have
stood in part, but there is good evidence for
the continued existence of the shops.
The entire front wall of the shops was replaced at some period by a new wall, just
inside the original. This was evidently done
after a rise in ground level in front of the shops
of about half a meter, and after a pithos had
been built in the doorway of shop XIV (counting from the south). This pithos must belong
to a late use of the shop; the rise in ground
level is inconsistent with conditions as they
are understood in the Early ChristianPeriod;
the new wall, then, must be fairly late. At the
same time, it must belong to a period when the
entire shop system was a clear and recognizable structural entity; it was the whole building which was re-worked,not simply individual
shops. The most reasonable hypothesis would
be that this took place around the ninth or

tenth century, for in later times the range of
shops was concealed by a miscellany of structures erected in front of them.
THE RAMP THROUGH THE PROPYLAIA

8 G-H

Plan V

Further indication that the Lechaion Road
had preserved its full extent well into this
period is seen in the history of the Propylaia.
About the middle of the tenth century, to
judge by coins of that period found beneath
the stones, a gentle stepped ramp of 38 steps
was laid from the upper end of the Lechaion
Road over the Roman steps of the Propylaia
(P1.41). In it were used blocks from the Propylaia itself, indicating that the gateway must
have been dismantled in good part by this
time. It is significant, however, that the ramp
was a full seven meters wide, or the complete
width of the Lechaion Road itself between the
raised walks along the side. The Road must,
then, have been completely clear of construction and have had extensive use, to requirethe
construction of the ramp.19
On either side of the steps there seems to
have been relatively open space, as though
these areas were kept open to add to the
monumentality of the steps themselves. It is
uncertain whether the various blocks shown
in Plate 41 were found in the position of lining
the ramp, or were arranged so during the excavation. However, the discovery of a massive
base, shaped from a large marble block of a
classical cornice and inscribed with the name
of Demetrios with Christian symbols (above,
p. 34, note 5) in this place gives a strong hint
that some monument or monumental building
was erected along the road or the ramp during
this period. The date which has been assigned
to the inscription, eighth or ninth century,
must be only approximate, and the block may
19Corinth,I, i, pp. 159, 192; A.J.A., II, 1898, p. 233; VI,
1902, pl. VI.
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with relation to a ground level considerably
higher than that of the original sixth-century
house. The new complex may have been of
considerable scale. The heavy wall with the
doors extends eastward into the unexcavated
OF
THE REGIONNORTHOF THEPERIBOLOS
area to the east, and it was obviously built
APOLLO
after some, though not all, of the walls of the
Plan V Roman bath were reduced in places to little
9-10 C-E
The Early Christian House which had been over a meter in height.
built in the court of the so-called Baths of
Eurykles(abovepp. 17-21) musthave falleninto THE PERIBOLOS OF APOLLO AND THE CHURCH
IN PEIRENE
ruin during the later part of the seventh cenPlan V
tury. Its fate is indicatedby the charredremains 9-10 E-H
There is little evidence for the condition of
of roof tiles in the earth above the floor; the
date may be assumedby the great depth, about things in the Peribolos of Apollo itself during
a meter, of earth which accumulated above this this period. So far as can be determined, postbefore any other construction on the site took classical construction in the area was confined
place. At some point before this new construc- to the Early Christian period or to the late
tion, the east wall of the house had collapsed eleventh century and later. Whether the Early
or been removed to a level of sixty to ninety Christianbuildings were in good repair during
centimeters above the original floor. The new the ninth through the first half of the eleventh
construction included the erection of a wall centuries, or whether there were other strucdirectly on the remains of the original wall, tures replacing them, but since lost, cannot be
indicated by the projectionof the roughfooting demonstrated. Most probably they were still,
stones of the new work on the old; and the or again, used in substantially their sixthfooting trenchcut into the interimaccumulation century form.
In Peirene courtyard, however, there was
of earth. Above this accumulation,evidently at
the time of the construction of the new wall, built a church which may date from the latter
some seventy-five centimeters of debris was part of the tenth century or possibly even
thrown in to make a new ground level. The earlier. This was a small building of which
latest objects that could be dated from these nothing is now preserved and of which the exdeposits were a few fragments of brown glazed cavation recordsare vague.20Evidently it was
pottery characteristic of the ninth century, built into the southwest cornerof the court, its
from the higher stratum contemporary with south wall being the fagade of the spring itself
the new wall. Thus it may be inferred that (thus involving the removal of two columns of
after a period of abandonmentthe site became the sixth-century fa9ade), its front wall being
the scene of construction once again, in the the wall of the courtyard on the west, includlate ninth or tenth century.
ing a door giving access to a flight of steps
The nature of this new building is uncertain, ascending to the level of the top of the Proas few of its elements can be positively identi- pylaia above.
In spite of the vagueness about the building,
fied. A heavy wall extending eastward from
the northern part of the eastern wall of the some inferencesare of interest and importance.
Early Christianhouse, broken by at least two Evidently the courtyard of Peirene was still
great doors1.60 m. wide, may belongto this open to its late classical level, or nearly so.
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belong to the tenth or even a later period. But
it is unlikely that after the early eleventh
century there was room for the display of a
monument in this particular vicinity.

period(Fig.1),asit seemsto havebeendesigned

20

A.J.A., IV, 1900, pp. 217, 221.
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Whether the circular pool was still open is
uncertain, but in all probability it had been
filled; the courtyard was used as a cemetery.
The picture of the church, or chapel, in the
trefoil court of the fountain, with three of the
sixth-century columns still standing, is an attractive one, but it is significant that the main
public supply of water of the classical and
Early Christian city had given away to a
secluded chapel.

struction belongs to a period later than the
Early Christian,but the special arrangements
and remodelingwhich broughta new functional
unity to the complex and gave it a new architectural character belong to the period now
under attention.
The primary room of the complex (Fig. 2;
P1. 34) employs as the major part of its
southern wall a retaining wall of Greek times
which had been built to separate the level of
the Lower Agora from that of the Peribolos
of Apollo, continuing the line of Peirene faQade
eastward. The east and west walls of the south
part of the room are classical, belongingprobably to a complex of the first and second centuries after Christ.The northernpart of these side
walls and the lower part of the north wall are
probably somewhat later, but no later than
the sixth century. The conversion of these
walls into a house involved radical changes, if
by simple means.

THE HOUSE EAST OF PEIRENE

10 G-H

Plans V, VI

Just east of this new churchyard,and south
of the Peribolos of Apollo, lay what is from
many points of view one of the most interesting monuments of mediaeval Corinth. This is
a dwellingcontrivedin the complex of classical
walls which are preserved in this area to a
considerable height. Little of the basic con-
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in Byzantine times there was a stairway in
this space leading to a series of rooms above.
In any case, just outside the southwest corner
of the main room of the Byzantine complex
was a small cellar enclosed by classical walls
which could be entered only from above.
Although all of these walls are Roman or
Greek, and all or most of the doors were also
classical, they all functioned as part of the
Byzantine establishment. This must have
been imposing and even luxurious. Probably
the Exedra was open to the sky and to the
north, constituting a court or garden facing on
the area of the Peribolos. The large vaulted
room with the columns was clearly the main
room of the house; the purpose of the others
can only be conjectured.
The doorway through the north wall of the
main room presents some particularproblems.
It must have been approachedfrom the inside
by two or three steps, now missing. At least,
the sill of the door is some 0.70 m. above the
floor level on the interior, and there is no good
reason for postulating an intermediary period
when the floorwas halfway between its present
level and that of the original Peribolos.
From this door one has access to a narrow,
steep flight of steps ascending to the east.
These are built between the south wall of the
Peribolos (a late, perhaps sixth-century, construction) and the north wall of the house
itself. They seem to have been laid at the same
time that the upper part of the north wall of
the house was built, for the treads of the
stairs, while they do not actually bond with
the wall, sometimes nudge inside the line of
the wall surface and the wall surfaceis less well
finishedbelow the line of the steps than above.
The treads are made of miscellaneous blocks
of stone and marble, including fragments cut
down from Roman cornices.
The function of these stairs is a question of
some interest. If the main room was vaulted,
retainingwall, the wall of PeireneCourt,and any floor above it must have been at least a
otherclassicalconstruction.It is possiblethat meter above the preserved top of the stairs,
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In the first place the floor for the new building was made by excavating some 1.50 m. below
the ground level of the Peribolos of Apollo,
which was approximately the level with reference to which most of the classicalconstruction
had been designed. A door some 0.70 m. wide
was cut through the north wall, covered with
a brick arch. A door about 1.20 m. wide was
cut through the west wall, and to both doors
steps were installed on the inside and out,
from the new floor. Those to the west door
begin on a semi-circularplan, rising two steps
to the passage through the door; then curve
up northwestward outside the door.
Across the room about one-third of the way
from the north end, two columns were set.
The columns are smooth shafts of marble
about 0.30 m. in diameter, resting on Ionic
bases and carrying Ionic capitals. The total
height of the order is about 2.73 m. These
supports carried three arches on which rested
a screen wall acrossthe upper part of the room.
The southern part of the room was covered
with a vault with a spring some 3.70 m. above
floor level; although there are no actual traces
of such a vault in the northern part of the
room, the probabilities are that the entire
space was vaulted. Nevertheless there was a
distinction between the northernand southern
sections, for the columns rest on a sill about
0.15 m. above the floor to the north, though
flush with the floor to the south.
The door on the west side gave access to a
small space formed between the corner of a
rectangulararea belonging to an early Roman
phase of the Peribolos-Peirene complex and
the wall of the curved Exedra of the Peribolos.
From this small space a door gave access to
the Exedra itself, and another to a rectangular
room on the south. This rectangularroom was
also Roman, and had a vaulted ceiling of
brick. Through its western wall another door
led to still another space enclosed by the great
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and it is difficult to see how the stairs could
have been manipulated to rise to the necessary
height. Perhaps the stairs simply led to a street
at a high level to the east and constituted a
kind of back exit.
The chief interest of the stairs, however, is in
providing evidence for the date of the habitation of the complex. In the first place it will
be recalled that the floor of the house was
created by cutting down below the level of the
area pertaining to the colonnade of the Peribolos. On the north side of the north wall,
however, this Peribolos level was cut down
only where necessary to receive the stairs, at
the bottom. Where the stairs rise above the
level of the Peribolos colonnade, to the east,
they rest on accumulation and fill above the
floor of the Peribolos. Now, below one of the
steps and above the hard surface of the Peribolos floor was found a burial of a child,
covered by a draintile of rectangularU-shape.
This shows that the stairs are later than a
period during which at least 0.75 m. of earth
had accumulated above the Peribolos floor,
and burials had been made in the earth and
forgotten. The accumulation, and the burial
of course, must be later than the sixth century.
Furthermoreunder one of the steps was found
a sherd of plain green glazed ware, normally
dated no earlier than the tenth century. Thus
the stairs, and with them the house, must be at
least as late as the tenth century.
At the other end, however, the house was
abandoned and deliberately filled in before or
during the twelfth century. This is shown, as
we shall see, by the fact that a twelfth-century
road led down from the region of the Lower
Agora toward the Peribolos of Apollo directly
over the house, on fill which had evidently
been thrown in purposely, because the columns and lower parts of the arches were still
standing, neatly buried in it, when discovered.
Such a depth of fill under all the circumstances
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century. Thus the house was built and used
before that time; presumably it was built in
the tenth and used through the eleventh,
perhaps into the twelfth century.
The complex is elaborate, commodious,even
approaching the palatial, with facilities for
pleasant living. The main room may have
been richly decorated; at least its walls still
preserve traces of fine plaster on which were
troweled grooves suggesting ashlar masonry,
and on which may have been painted plaster.
Altogether it constitutes an indication of the
style of domestic life which may have prevailed
among the richer classes in Corinth of the
tenth and eleventh centuries.
THE SOUTHEAST
BUILDING

11-12

J-K

Plans VI, VII

We have seen that the colonnaded portico
of the Southeast Building had been demolished
by the end of the sixth century, but that the
walls themselves stood in a state of usefulness
long afterward. This is indicated by the fact
that they were incorporated into mediaeval
construction of all later periods, which always
followed the general plan of the classical or
Early Christianbuilding. By the tenth century
the Early Christian structure was still in use,
modified by the introduction of two crosswalls in the southern hall dividing it into
three rooms. More revealing, perhaps, is the
arrangement in front. Here we find a wall
built along the foundations of the stylobate
of the portico, returningto the main structure
of the classical building at a point opposite the
southern cross-wall. This forms a long narrow
hall along most of the length of the building
and was no doubt covered. In front of this is
a spacious area some ten meters wide, extending for almost the full length of the building.
This was certainly an open-air enclosure;
there is no indication of supports for a roof.

must have beenpartof a plan.But plannedor Possiblyof the sameperiodaretwo (orperhaps
not, it dates from no later than the twelfth three) rooms built on the north end of the
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classical building. This general plan remained
the same through the twelfth century (Plan
VI).
The result is a structure of considerable
extent, laid out on a generousand formal plan.
Again there is no indication within that it
served a conimercial or industrial purpose.
Some pithoi in the middle of the west corridor
of the original building (P1. 183)are quite consistent with domestic use. The building may,
therefore,have continued to serve as a palatial
residencein the tenth century as, accordingto
my hypothesis, it did in the fifth and sixth
centuries. It is another question whether it
was the residence of the archbishop. The
Julian Basilica did not survive, either as a
church or otherwise, into this period, and
although it may be that the Metropolitan
Church was established farther to the east,
there is no evidence for such an hypothesis.
For the date of this complex there is no
direct evidence. The facts, however, that
there are modifications of the arrangement
which can be dated to the twelfth century and
that the area in front of the building was clear
of obstruction when the complex was laid out
would imply that the arrangements we have
describedwere among the earliest in the mediaeval development of the area. Coinsof Basil I
(867-886) were found in the lowest deposits of
the street in front of the courtyard, and the
street, which falls west of the surviving drums
of the CircularMonument, could hardly have
begun to take form until some control such as
the courtyard had appeared. Hence we may
infer that the plan we have describedbegan to
develop in the ninth century, perhaps not to
be completed until the tenth.
THE BEMACHURCH

7-8

K-L

Plans VI, VII

tradition of the episode in the life of the
Apostle Paul which took place at the Bema in
Corinth.21This hypothesis requiresthat there
be no great gap in the history of the Bema
between the time when it was well known as
the classical structure where Paul experienced
his trial and the time when it became the site
of a church. It is difficult, however, to establish such a continuity.
The actual remains of the complex (Fig. 3;
Pis. 5, 6), while they make clear that there
were several periods of the building, provide
no direct evidence for chronology. Almost all
the earth associated with the walls had been
removed,since the areawas honeycombedwith
graves. Nevertheless there can be no real
doubt, as we shall see, that the main period of
the church falls in the twelfth century.
The earliest reliable date that can come into
consideration is given by a tomb in front of
the church, built in the region of the western
schola of the classical complex. It was a large
vaulted structure, and beyond doubt was used
during the second half of the tenth century.
In it was found a collection of ten coins of
John Zimiskes, all certainly belonging to one
interment. Ordinarily objects found in a
mediaeval grave must be used with reserve in
dating the tomb; Greekand Roman coins have
been found in Byzantine graves, or a twelfthcentury man and his possessions might be
buried in a tenth-century tomb. But in this
case there can be no real question; the group
of coins is large, perfectly consistent, and was
arranged with reference to a single burial.
The tomb, then, was in use in the tenth
century.
In the light of this the discovery of a coin of
Leo VI (886-912) in a tile-covered grave close
to the central apse of the church becomes
fairly reliable; we may feel confident that this
burial22was made, if not necessarily as early

It has often been said that the churchon the

Bema, which certainly existed there in the
twelfthcentury,had its reasonfor beingin the

21Broneer, "Topography of Corinth in the Time of
St. Paul," 'Apx. 'Eq., 1937, pp. 125-128; Corinth,I, iii, p. 132.
22A.J.A., XL, 1936, p. 473.
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as 900, at least early in the tenth century.
With this support we need not hesitate to
assume that many of the earliest graves,
stratigraphically speaking, around the Bema
are to be dated as early as the tenth century,
perhaps earlier. It is worth pointing out,
however, that the earth in which they are set
presumably accumulated during the eighth
century (above, p. 32), so that the cemetery
can hardly be earlier than the ninth.
From these observations we may conclude
that from the ninth or at least the early tenth
century there was in the vicinity of the Bema
a church or burial chapel.
As to the remains of the churchitself several
periods may be distinguished. The first period
is reasonably unequivocal. It is representedby
a well built wall of stone with cemented joints
running parallel to the south foundation of the
classical Bema from a point just south of the
southeast corner to a point 4.00 m. east of the
original western corner, under the southern
wall of the nave of the fully developed church.
It also returns at the east end to extend along,
but not quite parallel to, the eastern edge of
the Bema foundation, built, clearly, after that
foundation had suffered some damage and the
corner of the stylobate of the Bema had been
removed.
The next period which is unequivocal structurally belongs to what we shall conclude is
the third period of the building; we shall return
later to elements of the second period. The key
factor in this third period is a wall under the
late southern apse of the developed church,
built of small stones in mud mortar,projecting
southward from the main wall of Period I,
about two meters west of the southeast corner
of the Bema. This key wall of Period III evidently turned westward along the line represented by the south wall of the south aisle of
the developed church, for which it serves as a
foundation. The construction of the lower part
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length of the developed church, to turn northwards and pass along the west edge of the
Bema to its northwest corner, turning thence
eastward along the north edge of the Bema at
least as far as the spring of the north apse of
the developed church. Furthermore,the doorwall of the south aisle of the developed church
seems to belong structurally to this Period III.
Period IV is represented unequivocally by
the southern apse, which is clearly later than
the key wall of Period III which lies below it.
With the southern apse goes the upper part
of the south wall of the building.
In short these three periodsare distinguished
beyond doubt at the point where the southern
apse of the developed church joins the nave:
here we have the southern apse (Period IV)
built over the south-projecting wall (Period
III) which is built against, and later than, the
wall paralleling the south side of the Bema
(Period I). No such clear structural contacts
indicate the relative position in the sequence
of the central, large apse of the nave, the
northern apse, and the wall separating the
nave from the northern aisle.
Four hypotheses explaining the unattached
elements are possible. One is that the central
apse actually belongs to the first period and
the northern apse to a subsequent period. The
chief difficulty here is the seemingly unnecessary projecting southeast corner of the lower
foundation. A second hypothesis would be
that the main apse representsa period between
I and III, or III and IV. The chief difficulty is
the interpretation of Period I; there is no sign
of an earlier apse and some difficulty in restoring one within limiting factors. What a
simple rectangular room would have to do
with the early history of the church presents
difficulties of its own. A third hypothesis is
that the main apse belongs to Period III.
Against this is the fact that the east face of the
definitive wall of this period, under the south
of this south wall, belongingto Period III, apse, would strike the south wall of the nave
seems to continue unbrokenfor the entire out of line with the spring of the apse. A fourth
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hypothesis would be that all three apses belong
to a single period, that is, to period IV. But
the south apse is of a different design from the
north apse, which makes this seem unlikely.
On the whole it seems most probable that
the main apse represents a distinct period
between I and III. The development would
then be as follows: Period I, the wall paralleling
the foundation of the Bema to the south and
returningto the Bema foundation at each end;
Period II, a single aisled church including the
main apse of the final structure, using the
south wall of Period I as a foundation for its
south wall; Period III, the angling wall under
the south apse of the developed structure and
the exterior wall of the developed structure on
all sides including the north apse; Period IV,
the southern apse and a general reconstruction
of the exterior walls.
We are, then, left with one important difficulty, to explain the function and structure of
the building of Period I. It does not look like
a church; it is hard to restore it as anything
but a simple quadrangularaffair, and we have
no evidence for any detailed arrangements of
the interior. Nevertheless, as the building of
Period II was certainly a church and replaced
the structure of Period I so closely, the balance
of probability would be that it too was a
church.23
The church of Period II had walls on both
sides, of course; this explains why the north
and south aisles of the later periods continued
23 The chief
objection to identifying the building of
Period I as a church is its square-cut eastern end, where there
ought, normally, to be an apse. Churches with apses which
are square externally are not common but do occur. Apart
from those in which a small semicircular niche is built
within the thickness of the east wall, there are churches with
actual rectangular apses in Syria of Early Christian times
(Butler, pp. 74-75: chapel Type A, fig. 77 and thereafter
passim) and in Dalmatia (E. Dyggve, Forschungenin Salone,
ArchaeologischesInstitut des Deutschen Reiches, Wien, 1939,
III, p. 120), and in Frankish Greece (R. Traquair, "Frankish
Architecture in Greece," J.R.I.B.A., XXXI, 3rd series,
1923, nos. 2 and 3) at Chalkis (p. 10), Andravida (pp. 17ff.),
Chalandritza (p. 27). But the most significant parallel for our
hypothetical Period I on the Bema is the church of St.
Gregory Theologos in Thebes, of the ninth century (Soteriou,
'Apx. 'E9., 1924, pp. lff., fig. 6.).
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to be separated from the nave by walls,
through which, of course, there may have been
several irregularlyspaced passages, though the
walls seem in general to be preserved above
the floor level.
For the absolute chronology of the various
periods we must begin with the fact that by
the twelfth century the church had been in
long use and gone through many changes.
There was, moreover, as we have seen (above,
p. 43), in all probability a church or chapel
on the site in the tenth or perhaps even the
ninth century. We may, then, propose as
hypothetical dates for Period I the ninth or
tenth centuries; for Period II the tenth or
eleventh; for Period III the eleventh or
twelfth; for Period IV the twelfth. Periods I
and II, therefore, belong to the period under
immediate discussion.
Although we can suggest no detailed description of the church of Period I, for Period
II some details may be added. It consisted of
a simple nave with a broad apse, built of oddsized blocks of stone set in cement. The apse is
a neat semicircle about 3.25 m. in diameter;
the nave itself is about 4.30 m. broad and
7.30 m. long. The floor consisted in part of the
stylobate of the Bema, in part (certainly in the
later periods, probably in the earlier) of slabs
of marble. In the apse a special floor-packing
of almost pure poros dust was packed in below
the level of the surface of the stylobate, where
this was lacking, and a good cement bedding
laid for tiles of some sort.
About 1.80 m. west of the spring of the apse,
on the stylobate, is the center of a sinking
0.15 m. square, which may have been for the
corner post of the iconostasis. If symmetrical,
it would have been at the edge of a door 1.10 m.
wide. Against the wall on either side of this
marking is preserved a solid foundation presumably supporting the side posts of the
structure and an arch separating nave from

apse. Whileit seems probablethat these side
foundationsareoriginal,astheywererespected
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by all graves cut into the floor, the postcutting in line with them in the middle of the
building may be later.
In front the solidly built foundation of the
south part of the front wall breaks off neatly
0.60 m. south of the edge of the stylobate.
This could have resulted from the survival of
some of the structureof the Bema at this point
when the wall was built, but it could also representthe edge of the door. The resultingdoor,
however, would have been some 2.10 m. wide,
which seems unlikely for so small a building.
Hence perhaps the former explanation is to be
preferred, although this leaves us without
indication of the size or location of the door.

PALACE"
THE "GOVERNOR'S

4-5

Plan VI

H-I

Northwest of the Bema church, in the
central part of the Roman Northwest Shops,
was a complex with peculiarities such as to
suggest that it was the headquarters of some

governmental activity.
Onefactor in this hypothesis is that a number
of inscriptions recording curses inscribed by
men in prison against their persecutors and
prayers to God for support in their misery
were found carved on marble slabs used as a
pavement or flooring in front of the Roman
shops immediately to the west of the great
vaulted central room of the Shops.24 They
seem to have lain within the area between the
front of the shops and the colonnade. Heavy
mediaeval walls crossing the colonnade from
place to place were found during the excavations, but accurate plans of these are no longer
available to show the exact shapes and sizes of
the rooms. There are marks on the stylobate of
the colonnade at this point, however, showing
that a heavy door had been set up between the
original positions of the columns, suggesting

that the southwallof a roomor seriesof rooms
24 Corinth,VIII,

i, nos. 199-215.

had been formed by masonry built between
surviving columns of the colonnade.
The shops themselves show signs of remodeling in post-classical times. Doors connecting several of the shops were cut through
the walls; there are supporting or thickening
walls added to some of the shop rooms (Plan
VI). A tunnel, or bridge-like cutting in the
face of the block of the second course between
the doors of the second and third shops west
of the central vaulted room is still preserved;
it is most naturally to be interpreted as a
means of fastening a rope or chain to the wall.
On the available evidence it is not possible
to demonstrate that the elements of construction noted above belong to any particular
period. They might, some of them at least,
belong to the Early Christianperiod. They can
hardly belong to an epoch as late as the twelfth
century, for by that time the ground level had
risen too high for the original floors of the
shops, with the colonnade and the stylobate,
to be visible. The inscriptions, however, are
almost certainly not Early Christian.They date
probably from the ninth or tenth century25
and they certainly imply the existence of a
prison in just this place.
Another factor in the hypothesis is that the
prison is immediately adjacent to the large
vaulted central room of the Roman Shops.
This room is well preserved to this day26and
was evidently a place of importance through
a fair span of the mediaeval period. Conspicuous evidence of this lies in the many
traces of fresco on the walls. Those on the
east wall reveal clearly two periods. The
earlier included a representation of a person,
presumablyChrist,with a bare foot on a stool.
The later included three individuals standing
side by side, of which the central figure seems
to have been Christ. From the slight traces it
seems possible that the earlier fresco might
25 An
opinion confirmed by Prof. J. H. Kent, who,
however, emphasizes the uncertainties involved in dating
mediaeval inscriptions by letter forms.
26 Corinth, I, ii,
p. 120.
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date from around the tenth century, the later
from around the twelfth. For the frescoes on
the other two sides there is too little evidence
to form any opinions.27In addition to the
frescoes there are numerous cuttings along the
walls for the setting of rafters; these rafters,
however, must have been earlier than the
paintings as the plaster for some of the frescoes
may be observed within the beam cuttings. It
should also be noted that on the east wall, to
the south of the fresco, there is a small niche.
From all this it appears that at a period
after the original construction of the shops the
vaulted room was converted into a two-storey
apartment. Later, and presumably around the
tenth century, the added floor was removed
and the building decorated in a rather monumental style, with religiouspaintings. Thisnew
use was hardly a public one; the informal
character of the space and the smallness of the
niche are not consistent with a church as
ordinarily conceived. Rather they are consistent with the arrangements for a private
chapel in a palatial residence.
Thus we have evidence which suggests a
palatial residence adjoining a prison. This
would imply a seat of government, more
specifically the residence of a governor.28It is
unfortunate that we cannot determine more
of the plan of this complex, but it remains an
important point topographically, and it is also
a significant fact that the Roman Shops were
available for remodeling for such a purpose
around the tenth century.
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of the late eleventh and twelfth centuries,with
their modifications (below, pp. 66-75; Plans
VI, VII). There are a few scraps of walls earlier
than this plan, but they are too fragmentary
to understandin any significant pattern. Some
elements of the eleventh-twelfth century complex may be as early as the tenth, but in the
nature of the evidence this cannot be demonstrated.
Almost the only structure which emerges
with any degree of clarity as a probabletenthcentury building is a wine press within the
area of the South Stoa colonnade about onefourth of the distance from the east end of the
Stoa (10 L). It is distinguishedby a rectangular
room smoothly paved and plastered, west of
which is a room with a stucco-lined pit covered
by stone slabs. The eastern, paved room was
evidently the press where the grapes were
trod; the juice drained by a tile pipe into the
pit. On the floor of the press room were a
number of coins of the tenth century.29
We are probably safe in assuming that there
were other buildings of the period in the area
of the Upper Agora, but they cannot be
identified.
THE WEST TERRACE

3

J-L

Not on Plans

The state of the West Terrace and the row
of Roman temples which had once adorned it
is obscureduring this period. There seems to be
one tangible fact: just north of the Babbius
Monument,in the entrance court to Temple D,
was a pottery kiln which apparentlyfunctioned
SOUTHSIDE OF THEAGORA
duringthe tenth century, but no later (Fig. 5).30
4 0 to 12 L
Plans VI, VII
This implies that the north end of the area
In the great maze of construction covering was devoted to industry, and it may also mean
the southern section of the area, the ancient that the podium of the Babbius Monument
Upper Agora, the only intelligible plan is that had been destroyed.Onemay imagine,however,
27 I owe much of this
analysis to Mr. Demetrios Pallas, that the entrance court to the temple was

ephor of Byzantine antiquities for the Peloponnesos, of the
GreekArchaeologicalService. He emphasizes the uncertainty
of dating the paintings on the basis of the preservedfragments.
28 For prisons in palaces see Koukoules, III, pp. 224-226,
228-229.

29 A.J.A.,
30

XXXIX,

1935, p. 57.

Corinth,XI, p. 14, fig. 1; see also Corinth,I, iii, Plan A,
although the kiln is not indicated on this plan.
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substantially in its original state, providing an
enclosed area for the operation of the pottery.
As to the state of the temples to the south,
since major pieces of their structure were
available in considerable quantity for use in
walls of the eleventh century, the inference is
that the temples stood largely intact during
the tenth. Indeed, the arrangement of the
walls of the eleventh century seems meaningless
unless the existence of parts of the temples
be postulated. Hence we may assume that
some of the temples at least remainedin large
part intact during this period.

1 J to 2 M

THE WEST SHOPS

Not on Plans

As the vaulted rooms of the West Shops,
excepting the northern three in the southern
section (above, pp. 24-25), survived until moderntimes it is obvious that they existed during
the tenth century. The alterationsto them, and
any additions in front of them, can no longer
be studied in the area of the northern section
of the Shops, but the mediaeval remains in
front of the southern section still stand.
The Early Christianstructure based on the
remodeled northern rooms of the southern
section was completely leveled by the tenth
century and a new complex laid out above it,
but with a floor level only a little higher. The
most tangible feature of the new complex is
a hall almost fourteen meters long extending
eastward from the line of the colonnade of the
Shopsat just about the middleof the colonnade;
the hall is about 8.70 m. wide. Along the north
side of the hall is a pavement of irregularslabs
of coarse conglomerate,about two meterswide.
It begins at the foot of the base of the third
column of the colonnade, counting from the
north, and extends eastward at least five
meters, about 1.50 m. north of the new hall.
Superficially it looks very much like a paved
road or alley, but as it lies actually below the

classicalgroundlevel, it must be the floorof

some kind of sunken corridor. No reasonable
explanation has come to hand.
Adjoining the hall, to the southeast, is a
room some 7.50 m. by 9.00 m., divided into
two parts by a north-south wall with a wide
door in the middle. Judging from the relation
of its walls to other mediaeval walls in the
area it seems to be about contemporary with
the long hall, but whether it belongs with the
hall as part of a single large building or represents another distinct building is uncertain.
A few bits of other walls may be associated
with the long hall, at least chronologically,
without clarifying the plan of the region.
For the date there is some basis for inference
in coins of John Zimiskes (969-976) discovered
in some of the walls of this group. This would
not prevent the complex from being as late as
the eleventh century, but by the twelfth
century an entirelynew complexwas developed.
We may, then, assume that some at least of
the construction noticed here belongs to the
latter part of the tenth century.
It is a matter of some importance that this
complex presupposesthe existence of parts at
least of the West Shops, including even parts
of the colonnade. The long hall extends from
the line of the colonnade; the paved sunken
corridor extends from the base of one of the
columns. It is, therefore, likely that some of
the columns were still standing in the tenth
century. Just how much of the Shop structure
was incorporatedinto the building cannot be
accurately determined.

THE NORTH MARKET AND THE NORTH ROAD

2-5

C-D

Plan V

From the northern brow of the Temple Hill,
near its eastern end, there once led a well built
flight of shallow steps through the eastern side
of the Roman Market.31The steps were sup-

portedon a fill of earthbetweenretainingwalls
31A.J.A., XXXIV, 1930, pp. 440-442.
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some 0.80 m. thick made of stone set in hard
cement, beginning in the second shop from the
southeast corner of the Market and descending northward. The steps themselves, to judge
by the few discovered in position, were well
made of large trimmed blocks of stone with
treads 0.35-0.40 m. in depth and a rise of about
0.15 m., about 1.40 m. wide. It has been suggested that this ramp dates from the seventh
century, but it is perhaps more likely that it is
contemporary with the stepped ramp through
the Lechaion Road Propylaia. The steps are,
in any case, earlier than the eleventh-twelfth
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century complex of walls which later filled the
Market area and which seem to have taken
their orientation from the ramp; they were
built when the shop walls stood to about their
original height in good condition. It seems
quite unlikely that they could be as early as
the sixth century, and historical probability
would favor the ninth or tenth rather than the
seventh or eighth centuries.
Apart from their intrinsic interest they are
significantin that they representthe establishment of a road from the Agora area over the
Temple Hill, parallelingthe Lechaion Road.

C. SUMMARY

For the period 802-1059 as a whole, two
conclusions stand out: there was relatively
little new construction in the excavated area,
but the classical and Early Christianbuildings
were still largely usable. The area of the
Lechaion Road in particular retained its
classical form basically, although it doubtless
had lost its adornment of columns; it was
improved, or repaired, by the construction
of a fairly monumental stepped ramp through
the Propylaia. In the region north of the Peribolos the fine house of the sixth century was
gone, but an even finer house had appeared
east of Peirene. Peirene itself was no longer
primarily a public fountain, but, still in
monumental form, had become the enclosure
for a small church.
In the region of the Agora, the Lower Agora
retained its classical form to a considerable
extent: the church which, according to my
hypothesis, had been made in the Julian
Basilica, was gone, but the Northwest Shops
still stood in large part, even if remodeled for
the purposes of an administrative palace. The
Bema was gone, but a church had replaced it.
The open area of the marketprobablyremained
open and largely unencumbered.
The most significant changes were along the
West Terrace,where a potter's kiln functioned,
4

although the physical structure of many of the
Roman temples still survived, and even more
in the Upper Agora where we may suspect that
a few scattered buildings of a relatively mean
sort had begun to appear, especially in and in
front of the remains of the South Stoa. Behind
the line of the West Terrace,especially toward
the south, new buildings were erected against
the largely surviving elements of the West
Shops.
Thus there was again activity of a public
character in the greater part of the public
spaces of the classical and Early Christian
city; even in the region of the Upper Agora the
reconstitution of the Southeast Building suggests official purposes, although the provision
of an enclosed area in front of it may be a
recognition of the encroachment of mundane
activities in the region to the west.
It is therefore clear that there was a robust
community with energy and need to restore
and to adapt older buildings on a large scale,
rather than simply to plunder them. Although
architecturallythe place was a mere shadow of
its Early Christianform and although no great
inspiration or wealth is reflected in the new
buildings or repairs, there was an atmosphere
of dignity and vitality.

CHAPTER

IV

THE FULL BYZANTINE PERIOD 1059-1210
A. INTRODUCTORY
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Literary record of Corinth in the eleventh
century is remarkably scant. It may be,
however, that the real crisis in the development of mediaeval Corinth should be dated to
1082. It was at about this time that the architectural development of the city took on a
conspicuously new aspect, and in this year,
according to a possible inference, Corinth was
opened to Venetian trade1. It may have been
this stimulus which directed the subsequent
growth of the city. In any case the dominant
note of the period is the growing contact with
the west, a note which is reflected also in a
hoard of 69 oriental coins and one crusader
coin with a number of Byzantine coins dating
from 1036-1067, discovered in the theater,2
which may be connected in some way with the
First Crusadein 1095. Two other hoards, one
of Isaac I (1057-1059) and one of Alexios I
(1081-1118)3 seem to have no particular
significancebut should be noted for what they
are worth in suggestingthe continuingaccumulation of money savings.
The city was visited by Saewulf on his return
from the Holy Land in 1102,4 but we learn
little from his account. In 1126 and again in
1147 trading privilegeswererenewedto Venice,
and meanwhile extended to other Italian cities
(above, note 1). By the middle of the twelfth
century the city was evidently a flourishing
and prosperousindustrial community.

1 Bon, p. 83. He assumes that the grants made by
Alexios I in that year were the same as those renewed by
subsequent emperors, specifically by Alexios III in 1198
when Corinth is mentioned among other ports.
2 A.J.A., XXXII, 1928, pp. 481-482.
3 Corinth,VI, p. 12; and Hesperia, VI, 1937, p. 250.
4 Bon, p. 155.

In 1147, however, it suffered a catastrophe
in the raid on Greece by Roger of Sicily.5
According to the accounts he took plunder of
tremendous value and carried away a great
number of skilled workmen, particularly in
silk. Four hoards of coins of the time of
Manuel I (1143-1180) discovered in the excavations may reflect the reaction in the city
to news of his approach.6
But the real strength of the city may be seen
in its ability to revive after this catastrophe,
for in spite of Roger's savage depredation the
city was still flourishing,economically at least,
in the years thereafter. The Arab geographer
Edrisi wrote in 1154 that Corinth was large
and prosperous,7and, accordingto Bon, Genoa
was granted, and hence evidently desired,
trading privileges in 1169, and Pisa in 1170;
these were renewed in 1192 as were the privileges of Venice in 1198.8 Benjamin of Tudela
reports 300 Jews in Corinth in 1172, which
would not make Corinththe largest community
in Greecebut still a place of some importance,9
and the Franks estimated the rental of port
rights at Corinth at a fairly high figure.10
Le Quiens lists six bishops for this period: a
Georgiosand a Sergios of the time of Alexios I,
a Theodoros who was present at synods in
1156 and 1166, a Georgios(ratherGregorios?11)
5 Bon, pp. 81-82 and Finley, pp. 482-483
give full
accounts.
6 Hesperia, X, 1941, p. 146; Hesperia, VI, 1937, p. 250.
7
Bon, p. 156 with note 2.
8 Bon, p. 83.

9 Bon, p. 86; although Finley, p. 483, makes different
inferences from the same evidence.
10Bon, p. 133; Miller, p. 62.
11Bon, p. 137; Max, p. 151; the same as Corinth,XII, seal
no. 2754?
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lished as a separate theme (cf. above, p. 35) at
some time duringthis period, and that Corinth
became once again a capital. Bon, after reviewing the evidence, concludes against this
view,13but there is new evidence which might
justify it. G. R. Davidson lists seven seals
dated on stylistic grounds to the latter half of
the eleventh and the twelfth centuries, of
considerable effort to possess it.12
It is possible that the Morea was re-estab- Generals of the Peloponnesos:14
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who wrote books on the preparationof orations
and other rhetorical works toward the end of
the twelfth century, an unnamed bishop of
the period of Isaac Angelos, and a Nikolaos of
the turn of the century. The church of St.
Theodore (?) in the city had some wealth,
sufficient to arouse Frank and Byzantine to

No. 2785
2795
2811
2764
2816
2776
2779

X--X
Theodotos
Kasianos Apokaukos
Konstantinos
Leon
Leon

protospatharios
spatharokandidatos
basilikos protospatharios
basilikos protospathariosepi tou
chrysotriklinou
anthypatos patrikios
protospatharios

It seems improbable that the whole number
of these belonged to the preliminaryphases of
the style, crowded into the middle of the
eleventh century; it would be more reasonable
to suppose that they represent a relatively
long period of time. If so, the inference would
be that the Morea was re-established as a
separate theme sometime after the middle of
the eleventh century, and generals were

earlier?
ca. 1078
ca. 1100

Manuel

Theodore
Nikephoros Botaniates
GregoriosKamateros
Bardas Hikanatas
Konstantinos Choirosphaktes
Epiphanios Kamateros
Eumathios Philokales
Joannes Hagiotheodorites
Nikephoritzes
Nikephoros Prosouchos
Demetrios Drimys
Konstantinos Maurikas

later

12Finley, p. 486; Lampros, Michael Akominatos,I, p. 596.

13 Bon, p. 93.
4*

stationed there throughout the twelfth
century.
On the other hand, Bon lists a number of
officials with other titles who seem to belong
to both Hellas and the Peloponnesos,15and
this may imply that although the Morea was
re-establishedas a theme, a higher administrative level controlled the general of the Morea
together with that of the Helladic theme:
strategos, protospatharios
protoproedrosand duke
protopraetor
anthypatos, praetor
praetor
anthypatos
magistros, megalos doukas,
praetor
praetor
praetor
praetor
praetor
praetor
14 Corinth,XII,
pp. 312, 323-327.
16 Bon, p. 95.
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In addition to these the seals of some minor officials at Corinth itself are known:16
Theodoros
Romanos
Kritheniotes
--X--
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-X--

tourmarchos
chartoularios,episkeptetes, protonotarios
nomikos
basilikos spatharios, (commander)ek prosopou
Peloponnesou
krites

and among the many seals of the period found
in the excavations are a number showing in
some detail the nature and direction of contacts of affairswithin the city with other parts
of the world: seals of the bishops of Argos
(No. 2784) and Mylos (No. 2793), the "archipoimen" (archbishop?) of Myron (No. 2773),
krites of the Cyclades (No. 2752), the proedros
of Naupaktos (No. 2757), and one Michael of

seal No. 2811
2788
2766
2792
2803

possession of the somewhat unscrupulousbut
daring and ambitious Leon Sgouros of Argos,
who made Corinth the base of his operations
and Acrocorinth his stronghold. Here, by
courage and stubbornness, he resisted for five
years the forces led by Jacques d'Avesne for
William of Champlitte, to whom as a result of
the Fourth CrusadeCorinthhad been assigned
as a fief under Boniface of Thessalonike.
Finally in 1210, after deeds on both sides
worthy of the best of chivalric and feudal
romance, Sgouros concluded that his position
was ultimately hopeless and rode his horseover
the cliffs of Acrocorinthby night, to his death.
Thus the Kastro fell to the Franks, cementing
their conquest of the Peloponnesos and the

Dyrrachion (No. 2817).
The troubled years of the later twelfth and
early thirteenth centuries were a time of great
activity at Corinth of which much is known,
but although the events are of great dramatic
interest they have been well told by others
and to repeat them here would disturb our
perspective.17Briefly, the city came into the city.18

B. THE BUILDINGS OF THE CENTRAL AREA

By the end of the twelfth century almost the
entire area of the ancient classical Agora had
become covered with buildings, streets, and
small squares. In the intricate complex of
buildings there is apparent a rational planone can identify streets and blocks of buildings-but it is significant that generally speaking only one rational plan can be resolved
from the remains (see, for example, the plan
of mediaeval walls of all periods in the southern
part of the area, shown in Plan VII). It is not
possible that all of the known walls existed
at any one time; neither is it possible to
16

Corinth, XII, pp. 323-327; index of place names
pp. 355-356.
17 Bon,
pp. 173ff.; Corinth, III, ii, pp. 133-138; Finley,
pp. 483-486; Miller, pp. 31, 36, 62.

distinguish more than one distinct, complete
period. In spite of differences in level, construction, and specific date of individual sections of wall, the preservedcomplex represents
18 It is
possible that we have a memorial of the Frankish
siege in the skeleton of a woman with a baby who were killed
while seeking refuge and whose bodies were left unburied
(A.J.A., XLI, 1937, pp. 547-548; Corinth, XII, p. 6). This
tragedy has been dated to the period around 600, which I
think unlikely. The skeletons lay just north of the "Tower
ComplexBuilding" (below, pp. 68-70) in the line of the Early
Christian Stairs (6 L). The stairs had been removed by the
time of the event, and the bodies werein a room of a mediaeval
building, on a layer of ash. The fact that they were unburied
means that the city was abandoned for a time after their
death; the most reasonable possibility which occurs to me
would be a period of a few years during the Frankish siege of
Acrocorinth. The objects with the bones are dated in Corinth,
XII, to the sixth century, but on the assumption that the
woman died around 600. The types of jewelry found with the
skeleton are describedin Corinth,XII, as rangingin date from
the sixth to the twelfth centuries.
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substantially one plan, though this was long in
growing, undergoing many minor alterations
in the elimination, replacement, and addition
of individual walls or even sections. Therefore
it is archaeologicallyand practically necessary
to treat the entire complex as a unit in time
and type, noting such alterations as can be
clearly established individually.
The date of this community can be determined in two areas where, by exception, the
building of one period of distinct characterwas
wholly replaced by a different complex at a
later period. One region is just north of the
Bema (7-8 J-K, Plan VII, and compare
Fig. 4 with Plan VI); another is at the foot of
the West Terrace (3-4 J-K; compare Fig. 5
with Plan VI). The important chronological
fact is that in each place coins of Alexios I
(1081-1118) were found in the earth mortar
of the actual construction of some of the walls
of the earlier period. This does not prove that
all of the walls of this early period are as late
as Alexios I; these coins could have come into
the walls during repairs or additions, so that
the inception of the buildings in question
might be somewhat earlier. Under the circumstances, however, it seems unlikely that they
were much earlier, and in any case the buildings were in use around the end of the eleventh
century.
Obviously, then, the general period of the
mediaeval community spread over the Agora
is later than Alexios I, as is also attested by
the frequent occurrence of coins of Manuel I
(1143-1180) in many parts of the walls of the
buildings and in strata of earth and gravel
close on the ancient Roman pavements. We
need not suppose that the entire community
was built during the reign of Manuel I; undoubtedly many of the buildings which were
used, repaired, and remodeled under Manuel
had been first laid out even before the reign of
Alexios I, particularly along the southern part

53

around the middle of the eleventh century,
reaching a climax and almost filling the whole
Agora area around the middle of the twelfth
century. This pattern correspondsto historical
events; the replacementof buildings on a large
scale and extensive work on other buildings
during the reign of ManuelI obviously relates
to damage done during the sack of the city
by Roger of Sicily.
This community of the twelfth century centered on a market or agora, a plateia approximately in the center of the area of the classical
Agora and with approximatelythe same orientation and proportions.It was lined on at least
one side by shops and on the other side by
establishments with various functions. From
it radiated roads in various directions,creating
fairly distinct sections or quarters of the town.
From the northwest corner a road went off
in the general direction of Sikyon; almost
immediately it divided, one branch bearing
northward and one westward. From the
southwest corner led a broad way lined with
porches- one might call it the MarketAvenuewhich soon divided into three roads: one
southward, that might be called the Southwest Street; one southwestward, perhaps the
Road to Acrocorinth;one westward. ThisWest
Road soon becomes lost to us because of
radical destruction in the area and our lack of
records, but from it proceeded northward a
road along the monastery of St. John. The
nature of the other buildings in this network
of streets is for the most part rather uncertain.
East of the Southwest Street, extending
southwardfrom the western end of the market
(4-6 L-M), was a group of industrial establishments devoted to the making of glass and
pottery. These were separated by an alley
from a block of buildings including the Bema
Church (8 K), bounded on the east by the
South Road, one of the main streets of the
town. East of the South Road lay another

of the areaand the regionin frontof the West large block of commercialand industrial
Shops. Apparently constructionaccelerated buildings,separatedby the SoutheastRoad
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from the classical Southeast Building, still
functioning in only slightly revised form
(11-12 J-K).
Behind the buildingslining the marketon the
east there was an irregulararea, a kind of submarket (8-10 I); from this led the Southeast
Road already mentioned, a road or alley
directly eastward, and the Northeast Road
curving down east of Peirene over the site of
the fine tenth-century house, into the area of
the Peribolos of Apollo.
From the north side of the market the
Lechaion Road continued to be an important
thoroughfare,though extremely narrow, lined
with commercial establishments including a
bath at the north end of the excavated area.
For the region west of the Propylaia we have
no details available from the records of the
excavation, but there is ample evidence of a
general kind that it was thoroughly built up.
Just west of the Propylaia area a road led up
over the Temple Hill, one branch, the North
Road, descending immediately on the ramp
through the North Market; the other skirting
the archaic temple along the south, proceeding
toward the Road to Sikyon.

BUILDINGS OF THE EARLIER PHASE
(LATE ELEVENTH CENTURY)
THE AREA OF THE BEMA

Of the two areas where it is possible to
distinguish clearly the earlier from the later
phase of this developed Byzantine community,
the first to be considered is that of the Bema
church.Here we have two elements: the church
itself, and the shops which borderedit on the
north.

The BemaChurch
7-8

K-L

Plans VI, VII

It will be recalled that Period II of the
mediaeval Bema complex was represented by

of the Roman Bema, or rostra (above, p. 45).
Period III of the church, which may probably
be dated to the eleventh century, was more
elaborate (Fig. 4; Pls. 5, 6). It consisted of the
original church, enlarged by the addition of
an aisle to the north with an apse, an aisle to
the south without an apse, and a narthex
separated from the southern aisle by a door
but possibly completely open to the northern
aisle. The aisles were connected with the nave,
or the original part of the church, by doors on
either side of the apse; probably the walls of
the original church remained intact through
most of their length, although there may have
been other, irregularly spaced, connecting
doors, for these walls are still preservedslightly
above floor level through most of their length.
There was, of course, a door connecting the
new nave with the narthex.
The main entrance was through a door in
the west wall on the axis of the nave; this was
approached by a flight of stairs leading to a
tiny porch; on either side of the porch, in line
with the walls of the nave, was a buttress
projecting from the wall that may have supported a broad arch over the entrance.
The arrangements for the approach to the
steps from the outside are difficult to understand. At some period, apparently the first in
the sequence of architectural organization of
the space, the ground in front of the church
probably sloped down to the market to the
north between the west wall of the church (or
of the Bema) and a retaining wall set at an
angle a short distance to the west (Fig. 4,
broken lines). At a later period the ground in
front of the church was brought to a level by
a retaining wall extending east and west from
a point just north of the northwest comer of
the churchand returningsouthwardabout four
meters in front of the church, thus creating a
flat terrace about four meters wide (Fig. 4,
solid lines). About a meter and three quarters

a single-aisledchurch with a broad apse, west of this anotherretainingwall, parallelto
lying overthe southernedgeof the foundations the first,seemsto have providedfor a narrow
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sloping path up from the market level to that
of the church terrace.
The church could also be entered by a door
into the south aisle from the south.
Behind, a terrace wall along the line of the
later South Road enclosed a trapezoidal area
used as a graveyard.
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to the east was found a complex of walls which
it is difficult to understand, but which must
somehowhave served with the others, for they
seem to constitute one unit structurally. There
is no real indication as to the function of the
structure, but since its successor was almost
surely a shop building, these may reasonably
be consideredshops also.
The BemaShops
For the date of these shops the most specific
Plans VI, VII evidence is a coin of Alexios I found in one of
7-8 J-K
Built against the north face of the foundation the walls. This may of courserepresenta late reof the Roman Bema were three rooms, about pair of the building, and the complex may date
four and a half meters square. Adjoining these originally from earlierin the eleventh century.
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to date the walls toward the end of the century,
but, as they were few, might be interpreted as
evidences of repairs to an earlier eleventhcentury building.
In this case, fortunately, we have a definite
indication that the complex cannot be earlier
than the eleventh century. This consists in the
remains of a pottery kiln discovered at the
north end of the complex, which was evidently
destroyed when the complex was constructed.

THE WEST TERRACE

3-4

J-K

Not on Plans
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In the region immediately in front of the
Roman West Terrace, below the twelfthcentury monastery of St. John, there was
another complex of walls that may be dated
duringthe eleventh century (Fig. 5). Again the
evidence consists in coins of Alexios I found in
the walls, which might reasonably be assumed
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The pottery associated with the kiln indicates
that it went out of use around the end of the
tenth century19(see above, p. 47).
The plan and function of this pre-monastic,
eleventh-century complex is not certain. It
included a number of rooms and perhaps one
or more open courtyards. One fact of considerable significanceis that the plan seems to make
almost no sense at all unless the continued
existence of considerable parts of the Roman
temples in the vicinity be presupposed. The
entire west side of the complex would otherwise be raggedly open. At a minimum it must
be assumed that the basement structures of
Temples H and J were still intact, including
parts of the podia lining the steps if not the
steps themselves. Since many blocks from the
walls of these temples were found built into
the walls of the monastery, the temple walls
had evidently survived also, in some considerable degree, to be useful in the eleventh-

century complex.
A large limekiln was discovered along the
line of the stylobate of the two temples at
their point of juncture. The floor of this kiln
rested at the very bottom of the foundations,
indicating that the adjoining corners of the
temples had been eradicated by the time the
kiln was constructed. The kiln also lies along
what seems to be a necessary projection of one
of the lines of the Byzantine complex. We are
therefore justified in assuming that in a late
phase of the mediaeval structure it was remodeled to some extent and the limekiln
introduced. Other signs of alteration seem to
exist in the apparent inconsistency of certain
other walls of the complex. If, however, we
assume that the limekiln had a part in the
function of the complex under consideration,
and does not represent a brief phase between
the ruin of the eleventh-century complex and
the construction of the monastery, we may
19 Corinth,XI, p. 14. Previously it had been suggested that
the walls in question might date from the seventh and eighth
centuries: Corinth, I, iii, p. 73.
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infer that the complex was devoted in part at
least to the preparationof lime. This is all the
more probable because numerous but extremely fragmentary remains of a series of
channels and settling basins in the vicinity
suggest that the limemaking operation went
on over a long period of time. In any case we
may observe that the kiln is well situated;
it could be fired from below, and chargedfrom
the level of the floor of the temples.

BUILDINGSOF THE LATER PHASE
(TWELFTH CENTURY)
As we have frequently observed, the developed form of the mediaeval community at
Corinth was that of the second half of the
twelfth century. The twelfth-century community survived through the thirteenth and
perhaps even into the fourteenth centuries
without major revisions, although with a
multitude of minor remodelings and repairs
which cannot be analysed in detail. We shall,
therefore, consider the general plan and the
individual buildings in their most intelligible
form. We can have complete confidence that
this form was substantially that of the late
twelfth century; we shall not be sure in every
instance whether the particular building may
not be somewhat earlier, and we may unwittingly be considering a later modification of
some part of the building. These uncertainties,
however,will be of relatively minorsignificance,
as a comparisonof the plan of the walls in the
southern part of the areaas actually discovered
and recorded (Plan VII) with the plan of the
twelfth-century city as we have organized it
(Plan VI) will reveal.
THE MARKETAREA

The Plateia
5 K to 8 J

Plans VI, VII

The whole area presumably devoted to
market purposeswas distinctly irregularin
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outline, and functionallyas well as aesthetically
included open spaces extending off in various
directions. The main area, however, was
roughly a quadrilateral, about sixty-eight
meters long; its width, though records for the
exact location of buildings along the north
side are now lacking, could hardly have been
more than twenty-five meters and was probably nearer twenty.
The surface of the mediaeval agora up to the
eleventh century must have been substantially
that of the Roman agora, although most of
the classical marble paving was removed for
various reasons; there may have been some
accumulation of earth over the Roman level in
particular places, notably around the Bema.
Over this level the excavations revealed a
stratum from fifty centimeters to a meter in
depth consisting largely of clean gravel, sand,
and a little earth such as might have been
washed down by rain storms from the south.
In this deposit were found many coins, many
dating from the time of Manuel I and even
later. It is quite possible, of course, that late
coins were worked into the gravel by water
action after it had been laid down, but the
balance of probability is that the deposit
gathered during the years of the eleventh and
twelfth centuries. Above the gravel were, in
most places, one or two meters of more miscellaneous debris in which no generalized stratification appeared but which seem to have
accumulated largely after the middle of the
thirteenth century.
The market plateia, like the classical agora,
lies at the crossing of a north-south road and
a junction of roads from east and west. The
road to Lechaion was still well defined, and its
counterpart, the road to Kenchreai, is well
represented in mediaeval times by the South
Road. The main area of the market lies to the
west of this north-south highway.
Buildings continuing the line of the Lechaion
Road-South Road partially blocked off an

theless opened broadly into the market plateia
and which may be confidently described as a
sub-market. Another subsidiary of the market
area was the Market Avenue to the west with
its colonnaded porches (4-5 L). Thus the
market area as a whole consisted of the plateia
primarily, the sub-market to the east and the
Market Avenue to the west, and those parts
of the other streets which adjoined the plateia
itself.
The Shops
8 J to 4 L

Plan VI

The most characteristicfeatureof the market
plateia is the shops which line it on the south;
there are two main blocks of these. The Market
Avenue to the west was also lined with shops:
on the south by individual retail outlets for
the factories behind, on the north by what
seems to be substantially a single shopbuilding.
The shops north of the Bema church are of
special interest. They constitute a structure
(7 K-8 J) some twenty-five meters long and
thirteen wide, divided distinctly into two parts
by a wall running east and west through the
middle. The arrangements south of this wall
seem to belong to the Bema church, and will
be discussed in that connection below (p. 72).
The part north of the wall was originally
nothing more than a completely open hall or
stoa-perhaps loggia is the better wordfacing on the market plateia with a facade of
arches carried on piers. At least, the facade
consisted of piers which presumably carried
arches, although there is no definite evidence
for the arches themselves. During later periods
almost every one of these piers was joined to
the rear wall with a partition, making a series
of rectangularshops; but in the original phase,
which may definitely be dated to the middle
of the twelfth century, the space was plain

and openthroughout.Whetherthe arcadehad
irregularareato the east (8-10I), whichnever- any special function or served, like similar
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structures still in use, for any of innumerable
miscellaneous needs, cannot be determined.
The shops to the west of these (6-7 K) are
of a more conventional type: quadrilateral
rooms some four meters in width and four to
five meters deep, facing on the market plateia
through doors. The remains show several
periods of construction in some places, but
nothing to suggest that the general arrangement was ever substantially different.
West of this group of shops is an alley leading
south to the courtyard of a glass factory
(below, p. 67) and on the other side of the
alley, across the three rooms which constitute
the front of the glass factory on the Market
Avenue, was a porch consisting of six columns,
four on the front and one on each side (5 Leastern part). This constitutes an individual
porch facade for the show and sales rooms of
the glass factory. As the foundations for the
columns are fairlyslight it may be assumed that
the columns themselves were of wood, perhaps
little more than posts. The ceiling and roof
construction, therefore, must also have been
relatively light.
Between the glass factory and its show
rooms on the Market Avenue and the pottery
establishment to the west was once a narrow
passage or alley (5 L, center). At a later period
the cornerof the pottery building was replaced
by a rectangular structure (probably an addition to the pottery) which also closed the
alley. In the originalperiod (comparePlan VII
with Plan VI), which may date before Manuel,
the facade of the pottery establishment on the
Market Avenue was a wall angling southwestward, with broad doors, perhaps arched,
opening on to an open hall behind which were
shop rooms. Later, the eastern part of this was
replacedby a spacious room (5 L, westernpart)
over five meters wide and six deep, open on the
front save for a pier in the middle which, with
piers at the ends of the side walls, probably
supported a double arch. In front of this,
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porch supported by posts at the corners and
perhaps other posts of which traces have been
lost.
On the northern side of the Market Avenue
was a complex of shops (5 K to 4 L) consisting
ultimately of eight shops facing on the avenue,
two on the market plateia itself, and one facing
northward from which there was also access
to the monasteryto the northwest. These shops
had a fairly complicated structural history.
Some phases may date before Manuel; others
are certainly later. There were several periods
with distinct plans, but none differing radically from the final conception. In an early
period, for example, there was a shop farther
west than the westernmostof the final arrangement, but this was probably destroyed on the
construction of the house lying where the
West Road and the road to Acrocorinth converge on the MarketAvenue. When in use this
early westernmost shop had a cellar scooped
out from under the concrete foundations of
Temple G.
In general these shops from beginningto end
were quadrilateral rooms ranging from about
2.40 m. in width by 4.00 m. in depth to some
four meters in width by five in depth. In their
characteristicperiod there was a covered porch
along the front of all except the two westernmost, facing the MarketAvenue and supported
on wooden posts. Later, walls were built out
from the shop wall to two of the wooden posts,
forming a partially enclosed room; and a wall
was run between the four western columns
closing the faCadeon the front.
The two shops facing the market, at the
eastern end of the complex, seem functionally
and aesthetically to belong to the market
rather than to the avenue, although they were
apparently built together with the adjoining
rooms to the west. The room on the northeast
corner is interesting in having a door and
probably two windows facing on the market,

and two doorsfacingnorth. The roombehind
perhaps still later, was built a covered it, to the west, has access by a door to the
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monastery as well as to a projection of the
market plateia lying north of it.
The special purpose of all these shops, apart
from those which seem definitely to belong to
the glass and pottery factories, is not indicated
by any tangible evidence, but there is one
suggestion that those along the north side of
the MarketAvenue may have been the quarters
of wholesale merchants. A hoard of gold coins
of Manuel I was found buried in the street in
front,20a respectable accumulation of capital,
perhaps more than might be expected of a
simple retail merchant. Perhaps, on the other
hand, it belonged to the owner of a moneychanging establishment. In any case this
hoard may well have been concealed on news
of the threat of the Sicilian raid. Another, less
valuable, hoard of bronze coins also of the
reign of ManuelI was found in the area of the
monastery behind the shops.
Structuresin the West End of the Market

4-5 J

PlansVI, VII

In the northwesterncornerof the market are
two buildings, the southern probably as late as
Manuel I, the northern perhaps earlier. The
northern building (4-5 J) originally (Fig. 5)
had four rooms of which the westernmost at
least was destroyed when the monastery was
constructed. The southern,later, building (5 J),
however, seems to be located with referenceto
the plan of the monastery and attached shops.
It consisted of at least five rooms, liberally
supplied with doors. Its purpose is not clear.
Public Building in the East End of the Market
Plateia

8J

Plans VI, VII

At the eastern end of the market plateia,
isolated on all sides, was a well built rectangular
structure 7.20 m. by 5.00 m., with only a single

on the east, one on the south, and one on the
north. It was constructed of cleanly square
blocks of poros stone with tiles laid along the
joints (P1. 112, left).
Although there is no tangible indication of
the purpose of this building, it probably had
considerable importance. The quality of its
construction and its prominent position, together with its small size and the fact that it
had only one room, suggest that it was an
office or headquarters,of some civic or governmental function, ratherthan a private building.
Further speculationhardly seems justified, but
we may have some confidencein the hypothesis
that it was a public office.
The Inn
9J

Plans VI, VII

Facing the market plateia on the east was a
structure which may have been a kind of inn.
The whole complex, with an extreme length
north and south of about twenty-three meters
and a width east and west of eighteen, went
through several stages and may in fact represent two or possibly even three functionalunits,
although structurally it appears to have been
essentially one at the beginning (P1. 112).
The larger section, facing on the market,
consisted originally of five shop-like spaces,
each divided to make a front and rear section.
Behind the southernmost of these there extended eastward a large room; adjoining this
to the north, entered from the rear of the second shop from the south, was a somewhat
smaller room in which, at one period at least,
there may have been stairs ascending to a
second floor. In the central shop-group a
structure of small stones about a meter wide
extended along the southern wall of the rear
section, and was found coveredwith carbonized
material suggesting that it may have been a
platform for cooking fires. North of this the

room.Therewere,however,three doors-one front section of the next shop space seems at
20 J.
one periodto have containedstairsleadingto
Harris, A.J.A., XLIII, 1939, pp. 268-277.
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the floor above. In a late phase a porch was
added in front of the west and north facades
of the rooms on the north end; the roof, or
possibly balcony, was supportedon stone piers,
perhaps with posts between. In a final period
the west porch was enclosed as a room.
Behind the central shop-group, containing
the kitchen, lay a structure consisting of two
sections, facing north (9 J, northwest center).
Whether it was accessible from the main block
of rooms at any time is uncertain.
East of the rear structure a narrow corridor
penetrated almost the whole length of the
complex (9 J, center). At one period it gave
access by a door to the southeast room of the
main block, but in the late period it seems to
have been a cul-de-sac, unless it too housed a
stairway to an upper level.
In any case, east of the corridorwas a large
building (9 J, east center) composed of two
rooms with a window on the north, entered
from the east. Behind it, to the south, was a
space that might have been either a room or
an open court, which was accessible only from
a narrow corridoralong the eastern side of the
large building, between it and the boundary
wall delineating the entire complex on the east.
From the inner court or room was a door
leading to a room at the southeast corner.
The interpretation of this complex is not
entirely certain, but several elements suggest
that it was a place of public entertainment:
the kitchen opening on the market, the second
floor where there were presumably many
rooms,the centralposition. Someof the groundfloor shop spaces may have been used for other
commercialpurposes, but the general arrangement would certainly be suitable for the uses
of an inn. The separate apartments to the rear
may have been the private quarters of the
proprietor, although this is pure speculation.
The eastern part of the complex, with its
secluded court from which a stone-built drain

leads out the east corridorand its large plain
room behind, seems ideally suited for the
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housing of the horses, mules, donkeys, and
perhaps carts of travelers.
In the area of the Inn were found deposits
of debris from a glass factory, but no architectural remainsthat could be identifiedas belonging to such a factory. Possibly the debris was
thrown into the area before or during the construction of the Inn, the factory being located
elsewhere.21On the other hand, a well preserved
pottery kiln was found just north of the Inn
(9 I, southwest corner, Plan VII), but it is
much later in date.22
THEMONASTERY
OFST. JOHNTHEOLOGOS

Among the buildings beyond the immediate
periphery of the market, the most extensive
complex after the middle of the twelfth century
was the Monastery of St. John. The date of
this is clear: the walls of the structure in its
earliest phase produced coins of ManuelI, and
the whole establishment was laid out on the
ruins of buildings which survived at least as
late as Alexios I (above, p. 56). It is not
possible to unravel all the details of the many
repairsand minor remodelingswhich the complex experienced,but they werevery numerous
and imply that the monastery was a busy
place, architecturally speaking, through the
later twelfth and the thirteenth centuries. The
name of the church is established beyond
reasonable doubt by the fact that it was commonly and officially known as the Church of
St. John Theologos during the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries, until its removal in 1937.

TheChurch
3J

Plan VI

The churchhad gone through such extensive
reconstructionby the beginning of the twentieth century that not only the entire superstructure of the original building had disap21 Corinth, XII, p. 83.

22Corinth,XI, p. 16, figs. 1, 9; below, p. 92.
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peared or been replaced, but even part of the
foundations. The very floor level of the nave
had been cut away. The precise course of
events is somewhat perplexing in several
important details, but the broaderconclusions
seem inescapable (Figs. 6-10; Pls. 7, 8).
The original building was a structure with
a nave and two aisles, each with an apse, and
with a narthex along the front. The over-all
length was about twenty meters; the width,
twelve. The floor level for the whole building
lay about three and a half meters above the
level of the Roman agora below; this would
have been the ground level in front of the
church, but we must assume a rapid fall in
level close behind the church.
As the floor of the nave was later dug down
to make a new floor some 1.25 m. lower than
the original, and the upper part of the foundations replaced, there is no indication of the
details of the floor plan of the original nave or
of the nature of the supports separating nave
from aisles. The floor level of the aisles, however, was preserved in parts and at one time
was partially, at least, paved with marble
slabs. An imposing doorway 1.60 m. in width
led from the side of the north aisle to a narrow
space on the north, using as a sill a ponderous
sill-block from one of the Roman temples near
by, probably Temple H. From the south aisle
a somewhat smaller door, 1.35 m. in width,
led to the area on the south. The narthex,
some three and a half meters wide, was approached by a door from the west and also by
a small door from the south; it was filled with
graves, some cut slightly into the concrete
core of the foundation for the Babbius
Monument.
The relation of the church to the foundation
of the Babbius Monument deserves special
notice. Most of the front wall of the nave and
southern aisle rests directly on the eastern
edge of this concrete block, so that it must
have been known to the buildersof the church.
Furthermore,at the base of the foundation on
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the north a cavity was discovered or cut by
the users of the church leading into a low,
roughly domed space within the concrete
foundation block itself. Presumably this space
was formed by the mediaeval people, by digging away heaped up earth or natural clay,
left within deeper footings for the edge of the
concrete block when the concrete was poured;
it was approachedin mediaeval times from the
floor of the narthex of the church by a crudely
stone-lined shaft along the north face of the
concrete mass, and was used for at least one
burial of which fragmentarybones were found.
Returning to the church itself we observe
that in some subsequent period (below, p. 87)
a series of rectangularrooms was added along
each side. The foundations for these include
not only lateral walls paralleling the aisles,
but cross walls. The exact reconstruction of
these is uncertain, but presumably they were
completely enclosed spaces, not cloisters. This
may be inferredfrom the fact that the doorway
from the north aisle was matched by another
door in the new north wall giving access to the
exterior. But whether the cross walls represent
cists in the floor, with continuous east-west
corridorsabove, or cubicles accessible by doors
from the aisles or from the exterior can no
longer be determined. In any case they were
probably used as burial chambers. It is true
that the whole region was so disturbed by
graves of later periods that the date and
position of the originalburialsare unknown,but
the spaces seem too small for other purposes.
East of the church is an area enclosed by
walls and probably intended as a cemetery. At
least it was once used as a cemetery, but the
date of the original graves in reference to the
church and surroundingwalls cannot be determined. At the northeast corner were two
subterranean vaults (one is visible in P1. 72)
approachedby a flight of stairs between them,
which were either remarkably large family

tombsor osteothekai.
Theyareclearlydesigned
with relationto the enclosingwall, and hence
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date from a period when the complex was in
good condition.
The most crucial, and perhaps debatable,
aspect of this account of the original church is
the conclusion that it originally consisted of a
nave and two aisles. The observer's first reaction, in noting that the floor of the nave is
lower than that of the aisles, might well be
that the aisles were added later after a rise in
the external ground level. It is desirable,
therefore, to anticipate the account of later
periodsby indicating here the reasoningbehind
the supposition that the aisles and nave are
contemporary and that the floor of the nave
was subsequently lowered. In the first place,
parts of what seem to be the foundations for
the original walls of the nave rise higher than
the floor of the nave in its latest form; and the
foundations for the columns and piers supporting the vaults of the church in its later
form were found to be without bonding to the
originalfoundations. This makes it appearthat
the floor, with the wall and vault structure of
the late period, represents a radical revision of
the original form. Furthermore the low floor
level implies a height for the roof that would be
inconveniently low for the roofs of the aisles.
Finally, no graves were found beneath the
floor of the nave, whereas many graves were
found in the narthex and aisles. The inference
would be that there had once been graves
under the nave, removed when the floor was
lowered.

2-4

The Monastery
J-K

Plan VI

The church of St. John was obviously part
of a monastic complex of which the essential
portions were built at the same time as the
church. Numerous repairs, some reflecting
severe damage to parts of the building, and a
numberof minor alterations apart fromrepairs
evidently marked the history of the complex

throughthe fourteenthcentury. Thereis no
evidence to indicate that the monastic es-

tablishment continuedin a vital way much later
than this, beyond a hoard of fifteenth-century
Venetian coins found in the southeastern part
of the area;23although this need not necessarily have been the property of the monks, it
might be taken as a reflection of the dying
days of the monastery as the Turkish threat
approachedorwas madegood. In describingthe
complex we begin with the parts most closely
connected with the church, in the northwest
corner, and follow the building southward and
around the court.24
The principal entrance to the building was
undoubtedly at the northwest corner (2 J),
facing west, but the remains in this region are
slight and do not permit any restoration with
confidence. Within the gate, however, was an
area about fourteen meters wide, north and
south, and eight meters deep, that constituted
the entrance area. The structural history and
nature of this area are difficult to interpret.
At one period (not shown on our plans) there
was a quadrangularbut not square room about
four meters north and south by five meters on
the north side and four on the south, in the
northeast corner; and, apparently later, a wall
was built across the area from the southwest
corner of this room to the middle of the
southern side. It is not clear what these walls
representin the way of roofed areas or enclosed
rooms, but in the original period the area was
probably entirely open.
Facing this entrance area along the east,
affording a transition to the narthex of the
church,was a space four meters wide separated
from the entrance area by a barrierrepresented
in the excavation by the lower part of a wall
(along the east side of 2 J). Whether this was
an essentially solid wall, pierced by one or two
doors, or a low wall supporting a colonnade or
arcade cannot be demonstrated from the
remains. The probabilitiesare perhapsin favor
23 Hesperia, X, 1941,
p. 146.

24
Compare,throughout, monastic arrangementsin Greece
elsewhere as analyzed by Orlandos in his MovaaTrTploaKi
Athens, 1927.
'ApXi-rEK'TOVIKI,
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of the latter. Within this hall to the north was
found the lower part of a stairway ascending
northward over a narrow space, probably the
substructure to a landing. There may have
been a floor above the narthex, or above the
transitional hall, or even the presumably later
room to the west; or it is conceivable that the
stairs led to a bell tower, unusual though such
a feature might be at this date.
On the south side of the entrance area there
seems to have been a rectangular space completely open to the area, from which doors led
to a room on the south and to one on the east
(2 K, northeast corner). Small fragments of
painted plaster of high quality found in the
latter suggest that it was an important room,
perhaps a baptistery. Through the south wall
of the "baptistery" a door led to a room of
about the same size, perhaps a sort of vestry.
From the hall between the entrance area
and narthex there was probably a door leading
southward into a fairly large room or court
over seven meters long and four wide (3 J-K).
From this a door gave access to the main
courtyard of the complex (3-4 K, north part).
The courtyard was open and unencumbered
until its later days, when a few walls were built
out from the sides of the rooms facing on it,
perhaps carrying vaults for a gallery, though
they seem too few for a very systematic treatment of this kind. The surface of the courtyard
seems to have been well tended, and at certain
periods was carefully covered with a layer of
yellow clay. Along the west wall, just to the
north of the door through which we have
entered, was a basin of fairly thin stone slabs,
carefully set; presumably this was plastered
on the inside to hold water. A similar, but less
neatly built, basin was added near the south
end of the wall when the door near the southwest corner had been blocked up. Near these
basins the earth floor had a texture and color
suggesting that of a barnyard or stable and it
may be that the basins were watering troughs
for animals.
5
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From the courtyard one could enter a large
room at the south end of the west side, and
through this (by doors not identified in the
remains)a large room that must have been the
trapeza, or dining hall. This occupied the
southwest cornerof the entirecomplex (2-3 K).
In its originalform25it was probablyone single
open space, but in later stages it consisted of
three rooms, a large one in the middle with
two smaller ones at each end. The ceiling was
supported on a row of posts down the middle;
one of these was built into the partition creating the southernmost room of the later stage,
and another was left in the middle of the broad
door to the northern room of the later stage.
The floor of the trapeza was the best in the
monastery: at some periodsa thick coat of good
fine lime was applied repeatedly; at others, a
bed of the fine yellow clay used in the courtyard; a few scraps of tile indicate that at some
periods it may have been floored with tile.
That it was the refectory seems evident from
the fact that it is the largest room in the complex and the best kept, from the general plan
(althoughit lacks the characteristicapse of the
Orthodox trapeza, unless there was a small
niche in the thickness of the wall), and from
its proximity to the kitchen to be described
below. In view of the single line of interior
supports one must imagine that the tables and
benches were arranged along the sides, paralleling the walls.
The kitchen was just east of the south end
of the dining hall (3 K, lower west center).
Here there were two rooms of which the
northern had a vaulted cellar below it, approached along its west wall by an extremely
narrow flight of steep steps. In the northwest
corner was a walled pit, built neatly and
smoothly cemented inside, which could be
covered and appears to have been a storage
place for perishables. This vaulted cellar was
evidently filled with earth before the end of
25 For

the arrangement of another period than that
represented on Plan VI, see Corinth,XI, p. 6, fig. 1.

66

CORINTH

© American School of Classical Studies at Athens
For personal use only. License: CC-BY-NC-ND.

the monastery, for in the earth, as in adjoining
rooms, were refuse pits containing all kinds of
kitchen debris. No formal hearth or stove was
identified, nor any noteworthy deposit of ash.
This is a little difficult to understand, but
presumably indicates that cooking was done
on braziers.
East of the kitchen there may well have
been in the earliest phase of the monastery a
completely open space (3-4 K, southernpart);
the whole south side has been re-worked so
many times that it is difficult and perhaps
impossible to separate out any single period.
However, at later stages the space at the west
end of the south side was occupied by any of
several various complexes of two or three large
irregular rooms of quite uncertain purposes.25
The eastern half of the south side and the
entire eastern side of the complex, constituting
an L-shaped structure (4 J-K), seem, if only
by process of elimination, to have contained
the dormitories. In the original period there
was only a single row in the east wing and two
or three large rooms in the south wing. In the
second major period a second row of rooms
was added along the west of the original row
of the east wing, and the front wall of the
south wing was replaced by another at a
slightly different angle. Early in this second
period there were two rooms on the south
over seven meters square, with the ceiling
held by one or more supports in each. Later
the western room was sub-divided, in part at
least, by a partition. (For an intermediate
phase see Corinth, XI, p. 6, fig. 1.) Foundations for what may be interpretedas a stairway leading to an upperfloorlie in front of the
largerroom, and presumablytherewas sleeping
space for the monks above these large rooms,
as the east wing alone seems hardly adequate
to house more than a very few monks indeed.
The circuit is closed, it will be remembered,
by the graveyard at the northeastern corner

relation to the monastery of a tomb lying deep
below the courtyard. It was cut into the badly
plundered concrete foundations of Temple H,
at an angle, but from what original ground
level was not observed. It was built of small
blocks of porosstone and cement, vaulted, and
provided with a fairly spacious entrance. Its
position in relationto the monasteryis striking:
isolated from the other burials associated with
the church,in the heart of the monastery area,
it might seem to be of some specialsignificance.
Unfortunately it cannot be proved whether
the tomb is contemporarywith any period of
the monastery, or earlier. In it were found
scattered bones of many burials.
The whole complex, monastery and church,
is a notable feature of the Central Area of
mediaeval Corinth. It must have been an
important ecclesiastical establishment and an
outstanding architectural monument. One is
tempted to speculate whether the shops on the
MarketAvenue were owned by the monastery
and contributed to its income, bringing the
monks more directly into the economic sphere
of Corinthianlife. In view of all this the relatively small size and simplicity of the building
provides some index to the real prosperity of
the town. Had the monks been truly wealthy,
by monastic standards evident elsewhere,they
would have been more numerous and lived
more richly than they did.
THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER

South of the monastery, between the West
Road and the Road to Acrocorinth lay what
appear to be two buildings, each of some
interest. The first, where the two roads branch
from the Market Avenue, seems to be simply
a house; the other, farther to the west, is less
clearly understood.
The House
3-4 L

Plan VI

The house consistedof at least four rooms
(4 J, northwestcorner).
A final problem of some interest is the and a courtyardon the groundfloor; other
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rooms opening off the courtyard to the south
may belong to the house or to anotherbuilding.
As they have not been completely excavated it
is undesirable to attempt to form an opinion.
The four rooms, however, do form a definite
unity. They lie on two sides of an open area,
probably a courtyard, which is otherwise enclosed by the unidentified rooms to the south
and the building to the west. To the north of
the courtyard is a room about six meters wide
and five deep; as it communicates only with
the courtyard it may have been only a kind of
storage room. From the east side of the courtyard a door led to a smaller room which gave
access to the largest room of the complex, at
the northeast corner.This large roomis divided
into two sections by a pair of columns, one
against the north wall and one against the
south, about the middle of the room. These
probably carried an arch with a screen wall
above.

1-2

TheSouthwestBuilding
L-M

Plan VI

West of the house is a complex of walls with
an intricate history of repair, rebuilding, and
remodeling extending through the thirteenth
and fourteenth centuries, to judge from the
coins found in the successive periods of walls,
and impossibleto understandin detail. Plan VI
shows the building in a late, thirteenth-century
form, which embodies the essential elements of
the twelfth-century plan with minor modifications. The difficulties are increased by the
fact that some of the complex remains unexcavated.
As nearly as can be seen under present conditions the complex consisted of two parts,
divided by a north-southwall east of the center.
East of the wall there were three rooms; the
central one opened eastward to the outside
and the southern one opened by a well built
door to a quadrangularroom to the east. West

of the main dividingwall there was a seriesof
threehallsrunningeast and west, abuttingon
5*
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a north-south wall to the west from which a
series of short walls crossedto the front wall of
the southern section of the West Shops. The
doorways of the Roman shops had all been
blocked up by this time, although small openings in the upper parts of the three southern
doors connected the respective shops to the
mediaeval complex. As their vaults still remainedintact, they may have served as cellars
to the mediaeval building.
Altogether this complex remains a mystery,
although it is probable that it was a house,
perhapswith the main living roomson an upper
floor (below, p. 130). At least there are no
particular indications of any other use.

TheCemetery
AroundTempleE
It is desirable at this point to refer to the
cemetery which existed west of the monastery,
on and around the site of Temple E (cemetery
no. 6, above, p. 29). Here (west of 1 K-L) a considerable number of graves were found, some
cut into the concrete foundations of the Roman
temple to a depth of as much as 1.30 m. Others
on the foundation are more shallow, and still
others lay in the earth around the temple
site. The cemetery was evidently in use during
the twelfth century, for in one of the graves
was found a mass of twenty-seven coins of
Manuel I.26 There is little to be said about the
cemetery but it should be mentioned as a
point in the topography of the twelfth-century
community.
THE WESTERN SOUTH-CENTRAL QUARTER
THE CERAMICFACTORIES

5 L-N
Plans VI, VII
South of the Market Avenue and the west
corner of the market plateia lay a group of
buildingswhich have been identified as pottery
(to the west) and glass (to the east) factories.27
As they have been published in some detail it
26 Hesperia, VI, 1937, p. 250.
27 Corinth, XI, pp. 7-14,
figs. 1, 5-7; A.J.A., XLIV, 1940,
pp. 297-324, figs. 1, 5, 6.
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is unnecessaryto describethem at length here.
In general each consisted of a courtyard in
which was a kiln or furnace; around the yard
were covered halls or sheds for drying and
storage. Each complex included also a number
of rooms of uncertainpurpose. The display and
sales rooms, with their porches, fronting on
the Market Avenue, are noteworthy features
(above, p. 59). The identification of the factories is well established by the kilns and the
mass of debris from manufacture.
In Plan VI walls belonging to an advanced
period of the complexes have been indicated,
to compare with the arrangements shown in
the previous publications, representing earlier
phases.
It should be noted specifically here that a
review of the evidence reveals that coins of
Alexios I werediscoveredin the walls of integral
parts of the complexes, showing that the major
surviving construction must date from the end
of the eleventh century. Other coins on the
floors indicate that the buildings continued to
exist until the fourteenth century at least,
although they may not have continued in use
as glass and pottery factories to that date.
There are no particular indications of any
special use to which they may have been put
in these late periods, however.
South of these factorieswere roomsfollowing
rather closely the relatively well preserved
ruins of the walls of the shops and later Roman
structures in the South Stoa. Many of these
classical walls still stand to a useful height,
and were repaired and supplemented by additional construction. It is not to be supposed
that the classical functions (as of the late
Roman latrine and the small but elegant bath
to the east of it, 5-6 N) were continued in
Byzantine times, but there is no definite indication of what the Byzantine use of the apartments was. Located as they were, however,
remote and difficult of access from the market,

THE CENTRAL SOUTHERN QUARTER

6-8

L-N

Plans VI, VII

East of the glass factory and west of the
South Road were several units of considerable
importance. Directly behind the shops facing
on the market plateia were, at the east, the
Bema church, and west of this a well built but
mysterious structure in a courtyard (6-7 L)
which we shall call the Tower Complex for
reasons that will appear. South of the Tower
Complexwas a bathing establishment (6-7 M);
south of the Bema church an industrial establishment (8 L-M). Still further south of
these, in the area of the shops of the South
Stoa (6-8 N), were other establishmentswhich
are little understood save, perhaps, for what
seems to have been a house in the Roman
Council Chamber.
The TowerComplex
6-7

L

Plans VI, VII

The complex east of the glass factory, south
of the shops on the south side of the west end
of the market plateia, and west of the Bema
church, consists of a small building in a courtyard with a few associated rooms (the northeastern quarter of 6 L, the northwestern
quarter of 7 L).
The principal building (P1. 9) is a simple
rectangular structure about 4.20 wide and
6.50 m. long. It is well built of neatly squared
blocks of porosstone with tiles laid to mark the
joints, resting on foundations of smaller stone
in cement extending well over a meter below
the original ground level. Within the main
door, which is on the middle of the western
end, there is a transverse hall about 2.80 m.
by 1.40 m., whence one proceeds by a door to
the main room. Thiswas originallysome 3.00m.
long by 2.80 m. wide. In each corner is a
rectangularprojection0.40 m. long and 0.25 m.

it is not likely that they were commercial. wide; thus, withinthe cornersof these projections the actualfree spacewas a squareabout
They may ratherhave been residential.
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2.20 m. in each dimension. The projecting
masonry in each corneractually constituted the
reveals of arches which rose on the four sides
of the room, making shallow niches on each
side. These facts would suggest that the main
room was covered with a dome. In the original
period there was a door through the north wall
of the main room, and a door or window on the
south; in a later period the recesses on these
sides were filled in, probably closing the openings. Finally, on the outside surface of the rear
wall rose two buttresses, the original height
and purpose of which is unknown.
The most peculiar feature of the complex is
the pair of foundations paralleling the north
wall of the building. They descend some two
meters below ground level, are made of stones
in good cement, and are more substantial and
well built than other Byzantine foundations
found in the more recent excavations at
Corinth. They rise to the height of the floor
level of the building to the south, but as preserved, no higher. Apparently the structure
was razed to the ground at some period, and
a drain was found running across the top of
the foundation as now preserved. They make
a curious plan: two sections of massive wall
parallel to the building but projecting east
and west beyond the front and back walls and
separated from the main building by about
1.50 m., but with short spurs projectingtoward
the cornersof the main buildingby about0.50m.
Various suggestions have been advanced for
the interpretation of these foundations. For
example it has been thought that they were
retaining walls, but there is no indication of a
difference in ground level between the two
sides, and the shortness of the sections, with
the space between, does not support the view.
Again it has been suggested that they bore
buttresses of some kind for the building to the
south, but this too hardly bears examination.
A third interpretation has been that they
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of combined foundations was covered by a
single dome; but this can hardly survive the
objection that the enclosed building lasted
much longer than the foundations in question
on the north.
It seems undeniable that these two foundations carrieda weight of their own, and a heavy
one. If we carry the lines of the foundations
into the air beside those of the enclosed building they suggest a tower of the type still
common in Greece for hanging church bells:
a simple wall rising, perhaps in successive
stages, to a gabled top, pierced with openings
in which hang the bells. The spur walls toward
the corners of the enclosed building may then
be understood as the reveals for arches spanning a passage between the domed structure
and the tower. The most serious objection to
this interpretation is that, so far as is known,
bell-towerswere not used in Greeceas early as
the twelfth century, to which period, as we
shall see, the complex must be dated. The
purpose of the tower, if not for bells (or
semantra, the resonant bars of wood used in
churches before bells became common), is
problematical.
The rest of the complex consists of walls
enclosing the area of the building on the west,
south and east. On the east were two rooms
(southwest corner of 7 K, northwest corner of
7 L) over vaulted cellars which were connected
by an arched door (P1. 4). In the southern
cellar there may have been stairs leading to the
room above, though these have disappeared.
Along the north side of the complex were three
rooms behind and above the market shops;
the ground floor of the Tower Complex was
about 1.50 m. above the level of the market
plateia.
For the date of the complex there is the fact
that several coins of Alexios I were found well
below the floor level of the domed building,
and one coin of ManuelI. Thus in spite of the

representan enlargementof the buildingsuch originalimpressionthat the buildingmight
that the entire area betweenthe outer limits have been erected as early as the ninth
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century,28subsequentdiscoveriesshowedthat it
could not be earlier than the end of the eleventh century, and unless the coin of Manuel
reached its place by accident, the building
must be dated around 1150 or later. The
remodelingof the interiorand subsequent walls
that divided the courtyard into smaller divisions may have been the work of the thirteenth century or later.
The purpose of the complex remains a
mystery. It must have been a significant
feature of the city because of the quality of its
workmanship; indeed fragments of painted
plasterand mosaic discoveredwithin the domed
room suggest that it may have been a truly
fine building. It has been describedas a chapel
or baptistery, but the absence of an apse
discreditsthe hypothesis of the chapel, and the
separationfrom the Bema churchthrows doubt
on the hypothesis of the baptistery. It has
been called an osteotheke,or depository for
bones such as are still common in Greekcemeteries, but although many bones were found in
and around the building there was no good
evidence that the building was designed to
store them. There is also the possibility that it
was a mausoleum of some distinguished individual, but this too is simply a guess, which
carries little conviction.
In many ways the most attractive hypothesis is that the complex was not religious at
all, but civic: that it represents the headquarters of some state official, or perhaps even
of a guild. The location in the center of the
industrial district would support this; the
small space, finely treated, is consistent with
it. To westerners the recollection of the European guild hall with its great tower is likely to
occur as a parallel, although there are many
important differences and the similarities
could be pure coincidence.
28A.J.A., XLI, 1937, 547.
p.

TheSouthBath
Plans VI, VII
6-7 M
South of the Tower Complex there is an
area which seems to have been largely open
during the twelfth century, save for an illpreservedstructurewhich was almost certainly
a bath.29This is best preservedin a part of its
structure including the floors of three basins
made of a hard concrete including small fragments of stone and tile and lined with several
successive coats of waterproof stucco (or lime
encrustation?); they rest on a massive construction of mud and brick designed to carry
heat from a badly preserved furnace at the
south end through tunnel-like flues under the
basins. Of the three basins the southernmost
is highest; the central basin is some 0.60 m.
below it, and the northernmostfive or six centimeters lower than the second. Apparently
water was heated in these basins, perhaps to
differingdegrees of temperature (P1. 101).
Adjoining these basins to the west is a large
quadrangular room the floor of which was
supported on crudely made posts of stone and
brick, in the manner of a hypocaust. The piers
are some 0.70 m. high. At irregularpoints on
the walls of the room narrowbricked flues run
upward. There seems to have been a bench
built along the east wall of this hypocaust
room, and perhaps on the other sides. There
are traces of waterproofstucco on the east wall
of this room, which separates it from the
heating basins.
The hypocaust room was joined, probably
by two doors, to another room to the west,
which is in a very bad state of preservation.
It is not clear whether the west wall of the
west room, which is in line with a wall bounding the open area to the north (6-7 L) and
continuing to the cornerof the TowerComplex,
marks the western extremity of the bath or
whether the rooms, or some of them, west of
this wall also belong to the bath complex.

Probablythey do not.
29

See also Broneer's account in Corinth,I, iv, p. 145.
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In any case there was at least one room east
of the heating basins; a second room has been
restored from slight indications, on Plan VI.
In short, the complex was a bathing establishment consisting, probably, of a courtyard on the northand a series of roomsequipped
for bathing with hot water on the south. For
the date there is unfortunately no direct
evidence. The building is obviously later than
an advanced stage of the destruction of the
colonnade of the South Stoa, for the floor of
the furnace heating the water basins rests on
remains of the stylobate foundation of the
Stoa, 1.20 m. below the level of the stylobate.
But as the colonnade of the Stoa had come
to ruin even before Early Christiantimes, this
fact is not particularlyuseful. So far as available evidence is concerned,it would be possible
to date the bath anywhere from the sixth
century (consideringit a direct successorof the
finer bath to the southwest in the Stoa) to the
twelfth or thirteenth. On the one hand, the
relatively sturdy construction of the furnace
and basins might suggest the earlier date. The
fact that there has been identifiedno mediaeval
construction in the area other than the bath,
however, may be taken as an argument favoring a later date. Had the bath been a product
of the sixth century, one might have expected
it to fall into ruin and be replaced by other
structures in the twelfth century, for it is
hardly likely to have survived intact. Furthermore, the orientation of the bath is more consistent with the twelfth-century plan than
with the sixth-century situation. Admittedly
these considerations are weak, but they do
incline to the conclusion that the bath belongs
to the later mediaeval period. We may be confident that it existed during the twelfth century; it may have been built in the eleventh, or
even in the tenth.

The BemaChurch
7-8

K-L

Plans VI, VII

Period IV of the Bema Church,characterized
most conspicuously by the addition of an apse
to the south aisle, is in all probability to be
dated to the middle of the twelfth century.
This would follow from the fact that coins of
ManuelI were found in the masonry of a remodeling of the steps in front of the church
and from the evidences for other extensive
work done around the building in that period.
The new (south) apse (P1.61)is less carefully
built than the others, and externally does not
forma true semicircle,at least in the foundations
as preserved. The wall of the new apse makes
a direct oblique angle with the south wall of the
aisle, whereas the apse of the northern aisle,
built in a more normal fashion, is conceived as
a true semi-cylinder attached to the square
end of the aisle leaving projecting square
corners at the ends of the aisle (Fig. 3). It is
of course possible, and perhaps probable, that
the construction of the southern apse above
ground level was more in harmony with that
of the northern apse (Plan VI).
Another noteworthy feature possibly to be
associated with Period IV is the floor of the
narthex (Pls. 5, 62). As found, this consisted
of a pavement of somewhat irregular pattern
worked out with slabs and fragment of slabs of
ancient marble. The large rectangular slabs
and the discs are white or bluish white; the
others are red.
Although there were burials and tombs
throughout the church, the greatest number
were in the south aisle (P1.62). Here there was,
in addition to several built tombs, an inextricable confusionof slighter interments. This may
be due in part to the fact that beneath the
floor of the rest of the church there was hard
concrete, but it is also possible that the south
aisle was from the beginning a burial chapel.

Of all the burialsscatteredthroughthe building only two containedsignificantmaterialfor
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the chronology: one in the nave containing a
coin of ManuelI shows that the building was in
use and the tomb available in or after the midtwelfth century; and one at the south end of the
narthex contained a coin of Louis IX, showing
that this tomb was available a century later.
The tombs show the whole range of types
known from mediaeval Corinth: slab-linedand
covered, built walls and slab-covered, and
vaulted. In addition the burials in the south
aisle included some simple interments without
stone linings.
In one tomb, narrow and badly built as
compared with many of the others, along the
middle of the south wall of the nave, there were
the bones of several burials including one
skeleton in sitting position, facing west. This
recalls the custom of burying bishops in the
Orthodoxchurchin a seated position, so that we
may have herea morethan ordinaryinterment.30
The dispositions in front of the church
(7 K-L) present some problems. When the
loggia was constructedto the north (7 K to 8 J),
along the market plateia, and the shops west
of this, the approach to the church was rearrangedto consist of a sloping road between
the loggia and shops to an L-shaped plateia in
front of the church. This plateia was created
by the construction of a fine wall continuing
the southern wall of the church westward and
serving as the front of two commodious rooms
opening on to the plateia from the south. The
sill of the easternmost of these two rooms is a
block of marble two meters long, with a free
openingof about 1.75 m. (Fig. 3). Onthe middle
of the top surface has been cut, and subsequently much worn, a funnel-shaped channel
as though for carrying off water. It is possible
that this room served as a baptistery.
From the western end of the south arm of
the plateia a gate led southward into the open
area of the South Bath and presumablybeyond
the concerns of the church. Within the arms
30

According to Koukoules (IV, p. 157), ordinary priests
might also be buried in this position.

of the L were two or four large spaces (7 K-L,
center); whether they were open or roofed, and
what doors they may have had, is not known.
The chief problem of the area lies in the interpretation of these spaces. Particularly difficult
is the position of the U-shaped walls interpreted as flanking a sloping approachin front
of the church in the eleventh-century scheme
(pp. 54-55, Fig. 4). It seems certain that the
easternmost of these walls survived into the
twelfth-century scheme, for the main dividing
wall running east and west in this area seems
to be built with referenceto this arm of the U.
But whether the western arm of the U continued to function, subdividing the area into
four sections, or went out of use, leaving only
two sections, is not so clear. This problem is
perhaps less important than the question of
whether we are to restore a solid wall along the
inside of the L-shaped court, or an open
colonnade or arcade. The former would make
the approach to the church uncomfortably
narrow; the latter creates problems in the
restoration of the structure within the arms of
the L. Perhaps the most satisfying solution,
which must remain a guess, is to imagine that
both arms of the U survived: the eastern,
nearest the church,to be used as the foundation
of an arcade; the western to be used as the
foundation for a solid wall enclosing the two
large rooms behind. This by no means explains
all the features, but may contain an element
of the truth.
North of the church (7-8 K, northern part)
was a long narrowopen space some three and a
half meters wide, from which opened a series
of doors into rooms on the north behind the
loggia. Originally the space behind the doors
may have been a single continuous hall or deep
cloister; but at a later period, or periods,
partitions were run from some of the piers
across to the north wall, making three small
rooms and one large one. East of this were two

small roomsand beyondthem what seems to
have been an open yard. Whetherthese be-
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longed to the church complex or the loggia is
uncertain.
Access to this cloister, if so it may be called,
was from behind the church through the
graveyard which still existed there within
enclosing walls. The northeast corner of the
space was enclosed within walls which may
have formed an osteotheke;a foundation close
to the enclosing wall south of this suggests
that there were stairs leading to a second floor
coveringpart of the complexbehind the church.
The Bema Church in the twelfth century
was an important element in the city. Its location, its annexes, the number of burials, the
number of repairs and modifications, all contribute to this view. As in the case of the monastery, however, a comparison of the Bema
Church with other buildings of the period at
Athens and elsewhere will suggest the degree
to which the resources of Corinth fell behind
those of other centers of the time. Of course
the Bema Church was old even at this time
and if not replaced could only be repairedand
remodeled. Nor can we be sure that it was
really the finest church in Corinthat the time;
there may have been an equivalent of Daphni
or the Kapnikarea in some part of Corinth
where it is still unsuspected.

The Area South of the Bema Church
8 L-M
Plan VI
Immediately to the south of the church
there was, in the late eleventh century, a
pottery factory, but this seems to have stopped
functioning not much later.31The subsequent
use of the buildings is uncertain, although
there is no reason to suppose that they ceased
to exist.
The BouleuterionHouse

8 M-N
Plan VI
South of the area of this pottery factory is
a courtyard which seems to have been associ-

ated with a buildingwhichgrewup withinthe
31Corinth,XI,

pp. 17-19, figs. 8, 12, 13.

73

ruins of the Roman Council House in the
South Stoa (8 M-N). On the north side of the
court is a ceramic kiln which also went out of
use as such early in the twelfth century;32
whetherthis was part of the factory represented
by the somewhat earlier kiln immediately
south of the church, or whether it belongs
with the complex inside the Bouleuterion,
remains uncertain.
In any case it seems likely that the structure
inside the Bouleuterion was a dwelling. Its
restoration is problematical.
THE EASTERNSOUTH-CENTRAL
QUARTER

9-10

K-M

Plans VI, VII

On the east side of the South Road was a
series of shops, lining the road continuously
from its entrance into the market in front of
the Inn. These buildings consist substantially
of rooms presumably opening onto the road
(clear traces of the doors are lacking), usually
with a second and sometimes a third series of
rooms behind. Some of the rooms contained
pithoi of some size built below floor level,
suggesting that they may have purveyed wine
or oil, or dry cereals. The coins and other
evidence combine to suggest that they began
to develop during the eleventh and remained
in use for subsequent centuries (P1. 102).
Behind these shops there is a considerable
area of irregular extent where the records
indicate very few mediaeval walls. Part of this
area was excavated in the original exploratory
trenches of 1896, and recordsof the Byzantine
remains found then are no longer available.
For much of the area, however, full recordsare
at hand. From these it appears that apart
from the wine press of the ninth or tenth
century in front of the South Stoa (9-10 L;
above, p. 47) there were very few walls indeed
throughout the area. This is difficult to understand. Perhapsit is safe to assumethat the walls
of the early wine press continued to exist, even
though they may have been put to differentuse.
32 Ibid.,
pp. 20-21, figs. 8, 14, 15.
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10 J-K

Plans VI, VII

© American School of Classical Studies at Athens
For personal use only. License: CC-BY-NC-ND.

Between the South Road and the Southeast
Road, however, there is one extensive and
evidently fairly important structure. It faced
on the Southeast Road and the sub-market,
behind the inn. It consists of a block of rooms
and open courts separatedfromthe South Road
shops and the inn by a corridorleading from
the area east of the South Road shops into a
court at the northwest corner of the complex.
Perhaps the clue to the function of the
complex lies in the part entered from the submarket (10 J). This had a fairly formal gateway at the northeast corner, involving a
projectingporch and a covered passage leading
into a rather spacious courtyard. On the south
side of this courtyard was a wine press, built
in the remains of one of the Central Shops
which had meanwhile been divested of the
protection of the Early Christian stairs laid
over it. The floor of the shop (P1. 110) which
originally lay over a Greek or Roman drain
crossingthe area, was remadeby putting down
substantial slabs of marble cut from Roman
architraves and other architectural members,
taken from the Early Christian stairs. One
epistyle-frieze block closed off the front of the
shop to a height of some 0.50 m. Within, the
joints and wall surfaces were sealed with a
heavy waterproof cement. A tile pipe with a
diameter of 0.11 m. was fitted under the marble
block closing the front, leading to the mouth
of a pithos sunk in the ground in front. The
pithos is 1.60 m. deep, with a greatest diameter
of 1.00 m. and a mouth some 0.60 m. in diameter, not, perhaps, the largest pithos found
at Corinth, but fairly capacious.
Obviously this arrangement has to do with
pressing wine. It is true that in the vicinity
were found fragments of two presses, heavy,
disc-like slabs of stone with a groove around

rectangularroom with the drain to a pithos is
more appropriateto the treading of grapes.
This, however, accounts for only part of the
complex. To the south (10 K) lay a group of
rooms which seem to have communicatedwith
the courtyardof the wine press. Although it is
difficult to determinewhich of the walls of the
Central Shops had been built up for use in the
mediaeval complex (the easternmost wall of
the Shops and part of the front wall of the
Shops at the east were used as the foundation
of mediaeval walls which still stand to a height
of almost two meters in places), west of the
wine press a sill resting on the rear wall of the
Shop shows that there was a wall and door
belonging to the complex at this point. Elsewhere the situation is less clear.
The complex which lies in general south of
the area of the Roman Shops centered on an
open courtyardapproachedfrom the Southeast
Road by a vestibule (11 J, southwest corner)
immediately south of the rear wall of the
Roman Shop. Within the courtyard was found
a foundation suggesting a stairway leading to
upper rooms over the eastern part of the complex; off the south side of the courtyard was
a door leading to a two-room apartment, or a
two-section room. Along the south side of the
courtyard was a trough that might have been
so lined as to hold water for animals.
The other rooms and spaces within the complex are not easy to interpret. The long narrow
corridor along the south, opening on to the
Southeast Road, may well have been covered,
but the large quadrilateral room near the
center of the complex perhaps was an open
courtyard. If so, the (later) wall which separates it from the corridoralong the south may
actually have been the foundationfor an arcade
on a balustrade. In general the corridoralong
the south suggests the kind of space suitable
for introducing materials in bulky quantities
into the interior of the complex, a sort of

the edgeanda spout,suchas wouldbe suitable privatecoveredalley for animalsand porters.
for pressingoil; but the arrangementof the In short,althoughthe wholequestionis highly
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in the twelfth century though parts of it may
have collapsed and requiredreplacement. The
fact that the building was used and that there
are no other signs of remodelingin this period
would suggest that it remained in its tenthcentury form with minor modifications, and
no doubt repairs to the upper walls.
If it survived thus nearly intact, presumably
it continued its tenth-century function and
remained the headquarters of a principal
dignitary of the community, perhapsthe archbishop, if our hypothesis is correct (above,
pp. 12, 42).

BUILDING
THE SOUTHEAST

THE EAST QUARTER
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speculative, the building gives the impression
of being a commercial or possibly industrial
establishment, perhaps including also the
residence of the proprietor or operator.
The sole particular clue to the nature of the
business carried on in the establishment is the
wine press; as the complex is too extensive
and elaborate to have been devoted exclusively
to producingwine, the establishment may also
have served for wholesale trade in raisins. Of
course if the wine press be ruled out of consideration a wholesale trade in almost any
other commodity would be equally reasonable.

11-12

J-K

Plans VI, VII

The chief problem presented by the Southeast Building, which certainly continued to
serve the community at least until the eleventh
century, is the extent to which it was preserved
and used through the twelfth and later centuries. The chief indication available is that so
far as can be determined there was never any
separately and distinctly mediaeval complex
substituted for the structure of the classical
building; apart from mediaeval walls, most of
them apparently earlierthan the twelfth century, which served as repairs or supplement to
the classical structure, the only mediaeval wall
recordedin the area is one running diagonally
through the center of the building, of wholly
uncertain date but presumablyquite late. Had
the earlier mediaeval structure collapsed entirely by the twelfth century, one would have
expected a new complex to rise above it.
On the other hand, in the central part of the
south hall of the building are two large pithoi,
about two meters deep and 1.27 m. in greatest
interior diameter, dated to the twelfth century
by coins in the surrounding strata of earth.
Contemporarywith these pithoi is a wall built
against the west side of the Early Christian

11-12 H-J

Plans VI, VII

North of the Southeast Building, extending
east of the sub-market, lay several complexes,
covering but extending beyond the site of the
Julian Basilica. The classical structure, and
the hypothetical Early ChristianChurchwhich
may have once existed there, had been almost
completely obliterated by the twelfth century.
On the plan (Plans VI, VII) there is a superficial suggestion of a survival of the nave of the
early church in a narrow complex extending
westwardfrom the concrete foundations of the
apse of the hypothetical church, but this may
be the result of pure coincidence. The excavation recordsof the mediaeval walls in this area
are not very detailed, but give the impression
that the ground level with relation to which
the narrow building was erected sloped down
to the west in a manner that would be difficult
to reconcile with an hypothesis that the walls
include foundations of the church, which must
have been at a higher level, even with the top
of the basement story of the Julian Basilica.
Nevertheless the suggestion cannot be rejected
entirely.
The complex which was erected north of the
Southeast Building, against its north wall,

Wall to the east of the pithoi. Thesecircum- seems to have consistedof a numberof small
stancesprovethat the structurewas available roomsand enclosedcourts.It is possiblethat

76

CORINTH

© American School of Classical Studies at Athens
For personal use only. License: CC-BY-NC-ND.

THE NORTHEASTROAD
these apartments actually represent some of
the living quarters belonging to the Southeast
Plans VI, VII
9 H-10 F
Building itself, although they may have been
From the sub-market,which may have been
independent.
lined on the north by buildings of which there
is
no record, a road led off to the northeast.
The Shops
This is marked most conspicuously by a
Plans VI, VII
10-11 I-J
covered drain, one of the largest found in the
The rooms west of these, at the point where mediaeval system of streets. Even so it was
the Southeast Road enters the sub-market, only about thirty centimeters wide and little
include simple quadrangular spaces opening deeper, lined with random bits of stone set
by broad doors onto the road; they may have without cement and covered with slabs. The
been shops of some kind. If so their intimate road may have forked at the end of the exconnection with rooms and courts behind may cavated area.
reflect a particularkind of commercialactivity,
To the right of the road, just south of the
the exact nature of which has left no trace.
fork (10-11 H; Plans VI, VII) were found
remains of an unusually wide foundation,
about 1.20 m. thick on the west side and of
The Tavern
various slightly lesser widths on the othersides.
10 I
Plans VI, VII
Only slight traces of these foundations were
North of these, projecting into the space found and they may not represent a building
of the sub-market from the east, lay a fairly at all, although it is difficult to see what other
extensive building of peculiar plan. There purpose they could have served. Furthermore,
were at least two periods to the structure, but though wide the foundations are not very
the characteristic period apparently involved solidly built. Nevertheless they do suggest a
an L-shaped room facing south and west, with strong, practically isolated building.
The most important fact to be observed in
one or more rooms within the arms of the L;
there were also two large pithoi in it. The south this area, however, is that the road turned
and west facades were quite open, with three sharply north and descended to the region of
broad doors on the west and one on the south. the Peribolos of Apollo. In so doing it passed
The arrangementis easily comparableto that over a great depth of earth which had been
of wineshops common in the Mediterranean thrown in to fill the main room of the fine
from the days of Pompeii to the present.
tenth-century house which had occupied the
spaces among the classical walls east of Peirene
(above, pp. 39-41). The road was lined with
The House
small buildings of which little is known: there
Plans VI, VII
10-11 I
is no record of those on the west, and most of
To the north of the tavern there was a long those on the east still lie in unexcavated terrinarrowroom, and to the east a series of apart- tory. The road evidently penetrated to the
ments, all of uncertain purpose. The block of center of the Peribolos of Apollo, and perhaps
rooms to the east may have been a dwelling, farther north, but clear recordsare lacking.
the residence of the proprietor of the tavern.
This suggestion is purely speculative, based on

the plan of the roomimmediatelyto the east
of the tavern (cf. below, p. 129).
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8 C-H

Plan V
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The Lechaion Road remained, with the
South Road, the main axis of the city and,
after the market, was evidently the chief
business district. This is clear from remains
still extant at the northern end of the excavated area and fromgeneralimpressionsgained
from the records of excavation of the rest of
the area, although it is no longer possible to
study the latter in much detail.

The Propylaia
Plan V

8 H

It is quite unlikely that the Propylaia survived into the twelfth century in any monumental form. There still existed substantial
masses of the masonry of the structure, but
these were undoubtedly lost among the Byzantine buildings. Traces of Byzantine walls
suggest that there was a shop of some kind
against the north face of the eastern pier of
the gate, and a large ceramic pithos (P1. 182)
was found almost intact at this point. We may
therefore assume that there was a complex of
commercialbuildings aroundthe gate itself and
lining the ramp to the north, reducing the
width of the ramp, eventually, to two meters
or less.

9 H
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Peirene
Plan V

From the region of the Propylaia it seems to
have been still possible to descend the steps to
the churchin the court of Peirene (above, p. 38)
and by this time the court was probably completely devoted to burials. The fountain could
hardly have served as a public water supply,

7-8

D-G

Plan V

The LechaionRoad itself had been built over
so extensively by the end of the twelfth century
that there was only a narrow lane, in places
less than two meters wide, following the line
of the ancient avenue. The detailed plan of the
buildings on either side of this road is unknown, but it is at least clear from the early
excavation recordsthat the buildings were the
logical result of successive projections of the
classical shops on either side, first through the
line of the colonnades, then across the sidewalks, and then into the bed of the road itself.
Meanwhilethe ground level rose generally to a
height of a meter and a half, and in successive
re-workings much of the classical structure
disappeared. It is, then, probable that in the
earlier phases, even into the tenth century,
many if not all of the columnsof the colonnades
still stood; by the end of the twelfth century
they had all been removed.
The continued use of many of the classical
foundations on the east side of the road, along
the Peribolos of Apollo (9 E-F), is indicated
only by the presence, here and there, of mediaeval doorsills set in the classical walls. From
this we can infer that even into the twelfth
century the shop structure east of the road
still retained some of its classical organization,
but more than this can hardly be said.
On the other hand, the classical shops on the
west side of the road (7 D-G) remained in a
fairly complete state into the twelfth century.
This is evident from the fact that much of the
classical structure still stands today, and from
traces of the mediaeval occupation. The
twelfth-century floor level was distinguishable
at a level of a little less than a meter above the
classical floors. Apart from the many doors cut
through the walls, a few of which can be
referred to this late floor level, some other

but waterwas takenin undergroundconduits structuralactivity of the periodmay be noted,
to parts of the city below.
especiallyin shops V-VII countingfrom the
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south. Shops V and VI were thrown together
by the removal of the classical partition and
by the addition of a special new front wall for
the combined space. This was done later than
a period when shops VI and VII were connected by a door. In most of the shops a second
floor was provided by the cutting of holes in
the walls for the insertion of rafters; it is
uncertain whether the lower floor under this
arrangement was a basement or a ground
floor.
It is an important question whether these
shop spaces in the twelfth century were still
shops or simply incidental backrooms in
buildings whose chief functions were located
closer to the road in the middle of the ancient
Lechaion Road. We have seen (above, p. 87)
that at least until the tenth century the shops
stood clear, as one integral building. But
during the eleventh and twelfth centuries the
construction which covered the area of the
colonnade, the sidewalk, and the road itself
may well have resulted in the Shop-building
being completely lost, so that only individual
rooms could be approachedby penetrating to
the back of individual buildings, or at the
end of dead-end alleys.
But one is struck by the quality of workmanship in the even later construction in shops I
and II (7 G) (below, p. 87). Such finished
archivolts would hardly have been made for
backrooms or cellars. There may have been a
street close in front of the shops, paralleling
the Lechaion Road, so that the construction
on the sidewalks and in the roadbed of
the classical avenue constituted a separate
block.
On the whole, however, it is probably safer
to assume that there was no such parallel
street, and that the classical shop structure
was left far from the road. Some parts of the
shops, however, may have been accessible by
special alleys, and served as residences.

TheAreaNorthof the Peribolosof Apollo
9 D-E

Plan V

Just such a situation as has been suggested
for the upper part of the west side of the
LechaionRoad seems to have prevailed north
of the Peribolos of Apollo. Here there were
commercialstructuresfacing the road; an alley
gave access to a complex behind, which was
probably residential. The plan of the area in
the twelfth century is difficult to determine,
and even more difficult to interpret. But the
most characteristic element is a structure
(9 D) along the north side of an open area,
marked by its division into three sections by
two pairs of spur-walls along the sides. This
arrangementseems to be an elaboration of the
design noticed in the Early Christianhouse in
the same area, in the tenth-century house east
of Peirene, and elsewhere, and which we shall
see marks the main room of a type of house
(below, p. 129).

TheNorthBath
8 C

Plan V

The most interesting building in the area,
however, is the bath at the northernend of the
excavated area of the road. This bath has not
been completely excavated, but enough has
been revealed to demonstrate its general
nature. The excavated parts include two
hypocaust rooms and some associated facilities
(P1. 1213).

The entrance, or one entrance, was through
a door opening off the road, leading to a small
vestibule with a door leading into a narrow
corridor extending to the left, and another
door leading into a large room over a hypocaust. From this another door led into a second
hypocaust, to the east. North of the western
hypocaust is a small room in the floor of which
is a pit about a meter square, its bottom some

2.20 m. belowthe floorof the hypocaustroom.
Along the east side of this pit, some 0.50 m.
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below the floor of the hypocaust room, is a
slab of limestone with a channel cut roughly
across it as though to lead water into the pit.
There may be some doubt as to whether the
pit structure belongs with the bath. It is cut
into the west end of a long narrowbasin which
may well be earlier than the bath, and there
is no indication in the excavated area of direct
communication between the hypocaust room
and the pit room. But the arrangementof the
pit suggests a device for deep immersion in
cold water, and it is possible that the original
basin of which the pit occupies only the west
end belongs to an early stage of the bath. The
"plunge" room may have been entered only
from the corridor in front, or also from the
eastern hypocaust room.
In any case, south of the hypocaust rooms
was a long hall separated into two sections
near the middle by an unusually wide door.
The sill of the door consisted of a pivot-block
against the south wall and another on a short
spur wall projecting from the north side. In a
later period the opening was contracted. From
the eastern part of this room there was access
by another wide door to a quadrangularroom
on the south, distinguished by being almost
completely filled by four large ceramic pithoi.
These are now largely broken, but their
original greatest diameter may be estimated
at about 1.40 m. The room in which these
pithoi stood was probably once much larger,
including the space to the west, for the partition wall along the west side of the room
crosses the remains of a fifth pithos.
The construction of the hypocausts themselves is of some interest. The walls of the
rooms are made of blocks of stone laid in tile
and mortar joints. Built into the walls were
small flues: one on the west wall of the eastern
room measures0.16 m. wide and 0.37 m. deep;
one on the south wall of the same room measures 0.17 m. wide and 0.32 m. deep. A flue on
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of the eastern room is built a line of tile pipes
with an interior diameter of 0.10 m.; they
may have brought water to some part of the
system.
The basements of the hypocausts were built
of a series of posts made of odds and ends of
ancient blocks of marble and poros stone. In
the east room these piers were some 1.10 m.
high; in the west room, about 0.85 m. high.
They rest on the paving of the Lechaion Road
and sidewalk, where the rooms extend over the
road. The piers support a flooring of roughly
squared and flattened slabs of rough conglomerate. Between the two hypocausts there
is a passage, below floor level, some 0.55 m.
wide and 0.50 m. high; above this is a sill for
a door connecting the rooms themselves; the
sill was replaced at a later period by another
sill at a higher level.
Not all these arrangements are clear, particularly because some parts of the building
are still buried. In general the room with the
pithoi was probably a service room containing
water and supplies for individual baths, which
might be administered in the long hall to the
north. The hypocaust rooms, no doubt heated
with naturally diminishing temperature from
a furnace to the east, would function as
sweating and cooling rooms; and the deep pit
to the north may have served as some kind of
cold plunge, or shower.

The Area of the Hemicycle
6-7

C-D

Plan V

Across the street from the baths, in the area
of the Early ChristianHemicycle, is a complex
of rooms whose interpretation remainselusive.
The Hemicycle as such had been destroyed to
its foundations, but replaced by a heavy wall
or series of walls built in short straight sections,

the west wall of the west roomis similarto the substituting an irregular polygon for the
latter. Alongthe south side of the south wall originalsemicircle.Thisdidnot standfree,but
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was the outer wall for a series of irregularly
shaped rooms projecting eastward.
Behind the line of the Hemicycle were found
a few walls at a high level, but they seem to
date from the Turkish period. During the
twelfth century the area seems to have been
open.
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THE NORTHROAD

Plans V, VI

6 H-4 C

Although the records of the excavation
along the northern side of the classical Agora
(7 H to 3 I; Plan VI) provide few details for
the state of the area in Byzantine times, it is
abundantly clear that from the Propylaia
through and in front of the entire length of the
Northwest Shops there was an intricate complex of well built mediaevalwalls. The Captives
Faqade or Facade of the Colossal Figures and
the easternmostof the Northwest Shops themselves had been substantially leveled, but
exactly what took their place can no longer
be determined.
The existence of the ramp down across the
east end of the Roman Market north of the
temple hill (4 C; Plan V) and traces of a road
along the south side of the temple (3-4 G;
Plan VI) are sufficient to prove that there
was a road leaving the mediaeval Marketnear
its eastern end, probably crossing the foundations of the Captives Fagade or Fa9ade of
the Colossal Figures, and ascending to the
southeastern corner of the temple hill. Thence
it proceeded northward to the ramp through
the North Market (above, p. 49). This ramp
and the road were almost certainly in use
during the twelfth century and probably
through the early part of the thirteenth. Some
graves found over the steps of the lower part
of the ramp, however, suggest that it was no
longer used after the end of the thirteenth
century.33
33 A.J.A.,

XXXIV, 1930, pp. 440-442.

THE AREA OF THE NORTH MARKET

2-5

C-D

Plan V

East of the ramp, within the area of the
North Market, there was a space some five
meters in breadth on which faced a building
of which all that has been excavated is its
western wall (5 C). This was built northward
from the remains of a projection of the Early
Christian Nymphaeum (above, p. 25) which
occupied the area to the east. In the twelfthcentury wall there was a door some 1.35 m. in
breadth, indicating a floor level a little over
0.50 m. above the Roman pavement. It may
be surmisedthat the later mediaeval structure
employed parts of the Nymphaeum in general,
but nothing can be determined as to its use or
plan.
West of the ramp there was a complex of
mediaeval structures based on the repaired
walls of the Roman Shops (2 D to 4 C). These
had been altered by the cutting of doors connecting some of the rooms, and by walls
closing some of the rooms in front; and they
had been supplemented by rooms and courts
built in front of the shops, projecting into the
original peristyle court. Clearly the colonnade
of the court was completely gone, but much
of the open area remainedclear. There seem to
have been at least two and perhaps four
separate units in the Byzantine complex, all
facing on the diminished square.
The only clue to the function of these mediaeval structures is given by an elaborate limekiln in the southwest corner (2 D). The kiln
itself was some three meters in diameter,
filling the last Roman shop before the west end
on the south side. It is not well preserved,but
had evidently been formed by filling the corners of the shop with rubble masonry; the
walls of the shop, except at the corners, are
deeply corroded by fire. The kiln was presumably charged from the hill above and
emptied through a door at the bottom facing
north, now disappeared.
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In the space to the west of the kiln, originally occupied by stairs leading from the
peristyle level of the Roman Market to the
higher ground to the west, were found extensive traces of settling basins in which the lime
was slaked. It seems probable that the entire
south side of the space was occupied by a vat
in which the burnt lime was slaked in water.
The slaked lime was drained into a smaller
basin in the northeast corner, from which a
conduit, presumably for waste water, led to a
small basin in the entrance to the original
stairs.
It is hazardous to generalize from this kiln
to an interpretation of the structures throughout the entire area, but it seems not unlikely
that the quarter was devoted to builders'
supplies. The other elements of the complex,
including the long, narrow, perhaps open
courts, would not be inappropriate to the
storage of such materials.
For the date of the complex the most tangible clue is a coin of Villehardouin discovered
in one of the walls, indicating that some parts
of the buildings date from the thirteenth
century. The abundance of earlier coins in the
area suggests that there was much activity in
the place in the eleventh and twelfth centuries
and perhaps earlier. On the whole it seems
likely that the twelfth century was the period
of highest development, with activity continuing into the thirteenth.

2-5

THE TEMPLE ROAD

G

Plan VI

From the southeastern brow of the temple
hill a road forked westward from the North
Road, proceeding along the south side of the
archaictemple. This is indicated most tangibly
by the existence and orientation of a group of
mediaeval buildings excavated just south of
the temple (3-4 G-H). Other mediaeval struc-
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Wheel ruts of the road may still be seen on
the fallen columns lying in 4 G.
The temple itself was probably in an advanced state of ruin by the twelfth century.
Fragments from both inner and outer columns
were used in repairs to the walls of the shops
to the north, which probably date from the
twelfth century. There were, of course, several
columns still standing34and possibly parts of
the walls, also; but details are lacking.
The Temple Road continued on west of the
temple, where it probably joined the Northwest Road and continued on in a northerly
direction. In this immediate area are still
apparent remains of mediaeval buildings, including tombs, houses, and baths; but their
plans and mutual relationships are obscure
and their dates, for the moment at least,
unknown.
The highway evidently continued on northwest of the temple, where excavation records
indicate that there were few if any mediaeval
buildings, and thence toward the theater. The
theater itself was evidently crowded with
Byzantine buildings of the twelfth century
and perhapsearlierand later. There must have
been a busy and important section of town in
this region, but records do not reveal its plan
with any clarity.
THE NORTHWESTROAD TOWARDSIKYON

4 J to 2 G

Plan VI

The tentative twelfth-century date given to
the second period of the paintings in the
central, vaulted chamber of the Northwest
Shops provides a clue that the state offices or
palace which had grown up in and around
this part of the Shops (4-5 H-I) in the preceding period still survived and functioned
during the twelfth century. This, however, lay
well back from the edge of the market plateia,
unless, indeed, the walls which are known to

tures are known to have existed on the hill, have covered the area between the Roman
but their plans can no longerbe established. 34 Corinth,I, i, pp. 126ff.
6
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were various alterations to these shop rooms in
the nature of new walls strengthening the old,
replacement of fallen sections, doors, and
wooden floors. But all of this provides little
tangible evidence for chronology or function.
It is probablethat the two rooms adjoiningthe
vaulted room to the west (where the tenthcentury prison was) belonged to the palace;
perhapsthe room adjoiningthe tavern belonged
to the tavern; the remaining room might
belong to either.

The NorthwestTavern

TheNorthwest
House
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shop rooms and the edge of the plateia all
belonged to the palace.
From the northwest corner of the plateia
(4 J), following at first the eastern boundary
of the Monasteryof St. John, led an important
highway, probably toward Sikyon. Leaving
the plateia and the monastery, it ascended
over the demolished end of the Northwest
Shops, continued west of the archaic temple,
where it was joined by the TempleRoad (2 G),
and proceeded as described above.

3-4

I

Plan VI

To the right of the road towards Sikyon, as
it ascended through the line of the Shops,
there was quite possibly a wineshop or tavern
established in the adjoining shop space. In this
are still preserved the bottoms of three pithoi,
set with referenceto a floorsome 0.50 m. above
the classical floor level. There are good records
of at least one room in front, built in Byzantine
times in the area of the colonnade of the
classical shops.
It is a question whether the shop-structure
to the east belonged to this tavern or to the
palace centering on the vaulted room. There

2-3

I

Plan VI

West of the road to Sikyon and north of the
Monastery was a building of some size and
character. The plan seems to have been based
on an open courtyard, with long halls on the
north and south and smaller rooms on the
east. There is no satisfactory clue as to its use;
the foundations of Temple D, underlying the
southwest corner of the building and projecting westward, were riddled with water
channels of various kinds, but these may have
been earlier. It may be that the building was a
house, although this must remain only a
tentative hypothesis.

C. SUMMARY

In the interpretation of the architectural
development of the city through the periods
of the Komnenoi and Angeloi it is necessary to
bear in mind conditions in general as well as
the actual remains. On the one hand the age
of the Komnenoi was a great age for the
empire; on the other hand it was marked by
increasing pressures and growing weakness.
Similarly,in Corinthwe see what at first seems
to be vigorous activity, but what further
reflection might interpret differently.
Chronologicallythe picture unfolded by our
study reveals, first, though vaguely, some
building in front of the West Shops and over

the Upper Agora and a complex north of the
Peribolos of Apollo. The first definitely established signs of the trend are traces of extensive building along the western side of the
Lower Agora in front of the terrace occupied
in classical times by a row of temples; this
building must be dated around the time of
Alexios I, though some elements of the buildings may be earlier. The arrangementsimply
that some parts of the classical buildings were
still standing. Contemporary with this is a
row of shops in front of the Bema, on the
center of the southern side of the Lower
Agora.
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These structuresseem to have been damaged
extensively in the middle of the twelfth century, for many of them were wholly replaced in
the time of Manuel I. This would seem to be a
clear reflectionof the sack of the city by Roger
of Sicily in 1147, which must have been a
devastating one. Over the ruins of the buildings at the west end of the Lower Agora was
laid out an extensive monastery; over the
ruins of the shops by the Bema arose a building including a loggia. In general, the architectural development of the area under consideration reached its acme at this time.
From a slightly differentpoint of view, in the
eleventh century there began a development,
punctuated by the Sicilian raid, to build into
the open areas of the classical Agora. On all
sides the surviving elements of the classical
buildings were remodeled; on all sides, structures of many kinds intruded into previously
open areas. In the center of the ancient Agora
the result was a small square, its axis the same
as the earlier Agora, surroundedby buildings
including (assuming that our hypothetical
interpretations are in all cases correct) shops,
an inn, a tavern, at least one government
building, a church, a monastery. From this
square radiated in all directions streets along
which the activities of the market place were
extended, and one could find along them more
shops, industrial establishments, baths, government buildings, and dwellings small and
fine, private and official, all intermingled and
crowded toward the plateia.
In understandingthese developments it is a
question whether the building activity represents prosperity and "progress,"or something
else. That the city had a kind of prosperity is
evident from other sources and is suggested by
the remains we have described. But through
the years of the tenth, eleventh, and twelfth
centuries, the community, while it became
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increasinglyvaried in what we see of it, became
also increasingly congested, choked, compact,
and less monumental. The city had neither
need nor means to maintain the spacious
market place of formertimes, and people were
abandoning the outer areas and concentrating
within the smaller confines of the center of the
city. The buildings, while numerous, are with
rare exceptions relatively poor and there are
no really prime monuments.
It is true that the plateia is more than a
haphazard village square; it has an order and
seems to reflect some awareness of its appearance and purpose. Its bordersincluded a useful
variety of buildings with a basic formality of
design, though the execution was crude. The
plan, whether from conscious design or an
unconscious sense of appropriateness, had
aesthetic and functional organic unity. For
various reasons it lacked grandeur, but it had
intimacy, order, invention, and it represented
a conception of an agora as a focus of all
aspects of life. The total impression-to the
modern observer-is that of a reflection of a
more opulent design, such as might be expected
in a provincialtown. But caution is necessary;
this impression may be false historically, and
the design may be embryonic rather than
impoverished. Whether the Corinthianplateia
represents the simple beginnings of a monumental conception or the poor reflection of an
ancient tradition of monumentality cannot
really be decided on the evidence at hand.
We may conclude in general that the opening of the port to Venice in 1082 was a result
of incipient deterioration in the economic life
of the town, which it was designed to correct.
It did indeed stimulate trade and industry,
and it attracted new tradesmen and artisans
to the community, crowdingaroundthe center
of the place; but it was not successful in
recapturingprosperity on a truly grand scale.

CHAPTER

V

THE FRANKISH PERIOD 1210-1458
A. INTRODUCTORY
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After the Frankish conquest in the Fourth
Crusade, Corinth was not one of the major
baronies of the Morea, perhaps because its
capture was delayed until after the feudal
organizationwas well begun. It was, however,
an important military center for the prince
and the base for much of his activity. It remained the seat of the mint for the principality
until 1280, at about which time extensive
repairs were made to the fortifications of
Acrocorinth, including the construction of an
inner keep in western style.1 The place was for
a while under the command of one Gautier
de Liederkerke, whose relations with the
native population were poor, and in 1280 even
the garrison was restless and demanded pay.2
Three Frankish hoards of the period attest the
new orientation.3
Corinthremained an ecclesiastical as well as
a political and military center. Le Quiens lists
some seventeen archbishops of the Latin rite
for the period, ten of them by name.4 Of the
archbishopsthe sixth, Guillielmus I, who was
seated around 1275, is perhaps of greatest
interest. He had a reputation for scholarship,
and translated Galen's De virtutibus alimentorum and a work of Proclus Diadochus,
De decem dubitationibus circa providentiam
into Latin. His predecessor, for whom Le
Quiens gives no name, went on a mission for
Gregory X to France, attempting to win
St. Louis and Philip into taking up a crusade.
1
2

Corinth,III, ii, pp. 275-276.
Miller, pp. 187-188; Finley, p. 487; Corinth, III, ii,
p. 139; Max, pp. 187ff.
3
Hesperia, VI, 1937, p. 250; Corinth,VI, p. 12.
4 Oriens Christianus,Vol. III, cols. 883-884ff.

Although the rise of the Catalansin northern
Greece did not directly threaten the Morea,
their activities evidently included a raid into
the Peloponnesos during which they brought
the city to some kind of crisis, around 1311 to
1312, necessitating remission of ecclesiastical
dues to the then Archbishop Bartholomew.5
About 1350 Ludolf of Suchem visited the
city on his way to the Holy Land and thought
that the castle was formidable,6but in 1358
the Corinthians wrote to their lord of the
time, Robert of Tarentum King of Naples,
that they were being plundered by Turk and
weakened by famine. On investigation Robert
concluded that the province was in a deplorable state, and he ceded it all to Niccolo
Acciajuoli.7
The Acciajuoli controlledCorinthfor almost
forty years. They seem to have made definite
efforts to develop the economy of their realm
and among other things improved the fortifications of Acrocorinth,8nor is it unreasonable
to suppose that a rulerwhose concept of empire
was trade would endeavor to do what he could
to increase the productivity of his realm.
Nevertheless as the successors of Niccolo
extended their interests northward and came
to revel in the title "Duke of Athens," Corinth
lost some of its importance for them9 and in
5 Setton, CatalanDomination Athens,
of
Cambridge,Mass.,
1948, p. 25. Le Quiens does not mention Bartholomew.
6 Corinth, III, ii, p. 139; Ludolf of Suchem, De itinere
Terrae Sanctae libri, cap. XVII (Tr. by Aubrey Steward in
Palestine Pilgrims' Texts Society, vol. XII, 1895 and 1897).
7 Corinth, III, ii, p. 139; Miller, p. 285; Finley, p. 488;
Setton, op. cit., pp. 65-67.
8
Corinth,III, ii, p. 277.
9 Corinth, III, ii, p. 140;
Finley, p. 490; Setton, op. cit.,
pp. 191-192, 195ff.
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their new interest they may have relaxed their
efforts to maintain its prosperity. During the
struggle between Theodore of Mistra and his
sister-in-lawfor possession of Corinthafter the
death of Nerio Acciajuoli, Nicolai de Marthonio
visited the citadel during the siege being
pressed by Theodore in 1395. There he found
only 45 houses and a general atmosphere of
decay.10From this account one might suppose
that the city was far in decline, which indeed
it may have been, but it should be remembered
that Nicolai came to the citadel by devious
routes at night, tired and frightened, through
the lines of the besiegers, and had no opportunity to see the lower town. At the other extreme Ioannes Eugenikos composed a panegyric on the city soon afterwards, praising it
for its opulence, fine houses, and beautiful
churches. The style and circumstances, to be
sure, make his work a dubious authority.11
In any case it seems to be a fact that having
won the city Theodore was not quite sure he
wanted it. The Turkish threat was near, and
unless the place were strong he may have
feared to base his strength upon it. In 1399 he
offered the city for sale to Venice, only to be
refused,12and in 1400 he ceded the territory
to the Knights of St. John. But he soon
changedhis mind and four years later managed
to recover possession.13 During the next few
years, after the splendid occasion which Manuel II made of his reconditioning of the Hexamilia14the situation in the face of the Turks
10

Corinth, III, ii, p. 140; Finley, pp. 491ff.; Miller,
pp. 352ff.; Nicolai de Marthoni, Libri peregrinationisad Loca
Sancta (Revue de l'OrientLatin, III, 1895, pp. 658ff.)
11 Sp. Lampros,

TlTacalooyEia Kal nlEAoT-ovTroc1aKa, I,

1912-23, pp. 47-48.
12 D. A. Zakythenos, La Despotatgrecquedu Morea, vol. I,
1932, p. 156.
13
Corinth, III, ii, pp. 141-142.
14 The
Hexamilion, or Hexamilia, of courseis the somewhat
mysterious fortified defense of the Isthmos, begun by
Justinian and periodically restored by subsequent Byzantine
authorities. The reference, however, makes occasion for a
comment on the even greater mystery of the fortifications of
the city itself, if it had any apart from Acrocorinth during
the later middle ages. (For the fortifications of Acrocorinth
through this period see Corinth,III, ii, especially pp. 271-281.)
There seems to be no clear direct reference to any walls
protecting the lower town after the Early Christian period

85

become increasingly ominous and Theodore
sought the aid of Venice, but negotiations broke
down.15
As the middle of the century approached
Corinth remained in the hands of the Despot
of Mistra, who was next in line to the imperial
crown. The city was under the immediate
command of his governor,John Kantakuzenos,
and John Eudaimon, his assistant, and the
church had returned to Orthodoxy.16At this
moment, on the eve of the fall of Byzantium
and Byzantine rule in the Morea,there are two
evidences of note for the state of things in the
community. One is a letter of CardinalBessarion to the Despot of Mistra, urging him to
shift his capital to a new site near the forti(above, p. 7). There is a bare possibility, however, that there
are allusions to such a fortification in a passage from Reinhold
Lubenau's Beschreibungder Reisen, ed. by W. Sahm, in
Mitteilungen aus der Stadt-Bibliothekzu K6nigsbergi. Pr.,
vols. IV-VIII, 1914-1930. The passage in question is p. 659
of the Beschreibung;vol. VI, ii, p. 183 of the edition. Lubenau
visited Corinthin Octoberof 1588, after the Turkishconquest,
under some restrictions, and gives no new significant information about the city except possibly in the following
(after discussing his search for remains of classical fortifications):
"Ich bin zwahr in die rechte Stadt nicht komen, das ich
derselben Gelegenheit so eigentlich nicht weis. Sol aber gantz
zu Grundegehen, und alles uber ein Hauffen fallen; weil alda
gantz kein Nahrung; komet auch kein Schif dahin; unterweilen werdensie von der Christen Galleenbesucht, aber doch
gar selten; den sie mussen sich fur den Atheniensernfurchten,
die gemeinigklich Gallen im Hafen liegen haben, das ihnen
der Wegk nicht verlegt wirdt. Es sol die Stadt Corintho aber
wiederumbstadtlich gebauet gewesen sein, ehe sie Mahometes
eingenohmen hatt, und ist mit dreyen Mauernumbgeben gewesen, die ehr doch wiederumb uber ein Haufen geworfen"
(there follow some details about the mediaeval walls
across the Isthmos)
"Mahometes Secundus anno 1458-hatt auch von der
Stadt Corinthodie ersteund andereMaurnidergeschossen."
In this account it is not always clear whether he is
speaking of Corinth itself, or the harbor towns at Kenchreai
or Lechaion, or of Acrocorinth. Indeed all the references to
mediaeval walls in the account above might naturally be
taken as referringto Acrocorinth,were it not for the fact that
he had previously given a special account of Acrocorinth
(p. 657). If we eliminate Acrocorinth the natural impression
would be that he is saying that the lower city had been
surrounded by a wall or walls in 1458, which had been
destroyed at that time by the Turks. Even accepting this
somewhat uncertain hypothesis we find no clue here or
elsewhere as to whether the hypothetical walls were the
Early Christian defenses kept in repair through the middle
ages, or a special work thrown up toward the middle of the
fifteenth century.
15 Zakythenos, op. cit., p. 193; Finley, pp. 493-494.
16 Le Quiens, II, p. 165, names Marcus and Malachias
among the Metropolitans.
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fications of the Isthmos.17This has been interpreted as showing confidence in the strength
of Corinth, but more probably the Cardinal
meant that Corinth should be abandoned and
a new fortress, nearer the Isthmos itself,
should be created. Thus his advice may be
taken as a sign that the Cardinal,at least, had
no faith in the security of the city. The other
evidence is even more slight and negative; it is
the failure of Cyriacusof Ancona on any of his
visits to Corinth from 1436 to 1447 to report
any impression of anything other than the
ruins. This is hardly direct evidence, but it is
suggestive, since he sometimes reports occasions when he was well entertained.18
In 1443 ConstantinePalaiologosbecame Despot of Mistra19and busy with the fortifications
at the Isthmos and other defenses of the land,
fruitless against the increasing Turkish raids,
so that eventually the Despotat was paying
regular tribute to the Sultan. On the death of
John VIII in 1449 Constantine became the
eleventh of the name to rule Byzantium and

was succeeded at Mistra by Thomas and
Demetrios Palaiologos. The latter and his
aids Matthew and Michael Asan prepared
themselves once more against the Turk but
there was little that could be done. The fall
of Constantinoplein 1453 induced near panic
in the Morea, but Demetrios and Michael, in
spite of suicidal differencesamong themselves
and their colleagues, stood firm against the
common foe. Five years after the capture of
Constantinople the Turks once more crossed
the Isthmos, and besieged Corinth. After a
resistance of almost three months, marked by
endurance and daring on both sides, the commander of Acrocorinth was compelled by his
garrisonto surrender,on August 6, 1458. Thus,
although the Despotat of Mistra was not
finally liquidated by the Turksfor another two
years, it may truly be said that the scene of the
last gesture of defiance by the successors of
Constantine,after over a millenium of varying
fortunes of empire, against almost continuous
pressure from every side, was at Corinth.

B. THE BUILDINGS OF THE CENTRALAREA

Although the fall of Corinth to the Franks
obviously brought no catastrophe in the sense
of violent sack and ruin to the community we
have been following, neither did it leave many
signs of the imposition or infiltrationof western
culture. Throughout the entire area the buildings of the twelfth century survived in considerable part through the thirteenth century
at least, subject to repair and remodeling.
This is evident from the alterations in the
twelfth-century buildings themselves, some of
which are datable by coins to the thirteenth
century, and from the additions of walls and
rooms to earlierbuildings at higher levels. But
in almost no instance is it possible to demon-

strate that a twelfth-century building was
completely replaced by a later.
The most conspicuous example of Frankish
building is in the area east of the Lechaion
Road, north of the Peribolos of Apollo (9 D).
Here scattered fragments of walls at a level of
as much as two meters above the classical
floors, a series of water channels superimposed
one above the other (P1. 361) of which the
higher are dated by coins to the thirteenth
century, and a group of cisterns and cellars
cut down from the new level through earlier
strata and walls, all seem to belong to the
thirteenth century. The cisterns will be described in detail below (pp. 132-133) in another
context.
17
Corinth,III, ii, p. 145; Lampros, Neos 'EAXrnvotvpcoov,
Similarly there was a great deal of remodelIII, 1906, pp. 15-27, especially p. 16.
18
Compare the Epigrammatarepertaper Illyriam, p. xvii,
ing in the south wing of the Monastery of St.
with the Itineraria and Epistolae.
John (3-4 K) and in the buildings southwest
19 Miller, pp. 407ff.
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of this. But in no case are the details of the
remodeling clear nor does any completely
distinctive new feature emerge.
In the two southernmost shops along the
west side of the Lechaion Road are remains of
arches built at a late period against the faces
of the end walls on the inside (7 G, P1. 131).
The arches constitute more than a semicircle,
recalling the onion-shape familiar in Islamic
architecture. Their structural and ornamental
qualities imply that the rooms were used for
something more than cellars, rather for living
rooms, or public rooms in a house or place
of business or government (above, p. 78).
From the shape the arches have been thought
to be Turkish, but it is hard to imagine how
the rooms would have been usable under the
conditions of Turkish times except as cellars.
The twelfth century seems too early for the
shape of the arches, and a Frankish date is
most likely.
In the church on the Bema (8 K) there was
a wall crossing the narthex continuing the line
of the wall between the nave and south aisles
(Fig. 3). This was loosely built and perched
precariously on the partition between two
graves in the narthex, so that it may represent
nothing more than a sill for a doorway, but in
any case it comes late in the history of the
building and may well belong to the thirteenth
century or later. The burialin the nave, already
noted (above, p. 71), which contained a coin
of Louis IX (1226-1270) establishes the use of
the grave and hence the church at least to the
middle of the century, and there is no reason
to suppose that it collapsed immediately
thereafter. It is possible, however, that the
aisles and narthex had been demolishedleaving
the nave as a chapel by the time of the Turkish
conquest. A grave cutting through the wall of
the north apse indicates the loss of the aisle
while the area was still devoted to ecclesiastical
use, and it is perhaps likely that the church
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was abandoned soon after the Turkish period
began.
There is a possibility that the chambered
corridors flanking the Church of St. John
(Fig. 6), which might be interpreted as burial
chapels in Frankish style, date from this
period, but this is wholly speculative.
We may also recall the conclusionthat there
was a cemetery in use in the area of the South
Basilica during the thirteenth century (above,

pp.29-30,below,p.93,cemeteryno.3;10-1N).
But the most distinctive feature attributable
to this era seems to be the acceleratedaccumulation of earth throughout the area. Throughout the entire excavated region, inside houses
and in open places, including streets and the
markets, there was an accumulationaveraging
perhaps a meter in depth of dark earth and a
variety of debris of all kinds, frequently
thinly veined with streaks of whitewash representing floors or stains caused by the disposal
of whitewash after the painting of a floor or a
wall. This deposit, which was not a clear-cut
stratum pervading the entire area or even a
definite part of it but which representsa general
condition, commonly produced coins of the
tenth through the thirteenth centuries scattered indiscriminately without regular succession of levels. Thus a coin of Villehardouin
might be found near the bottom. Taking into
account the possibility of actual intrusion in
many specific instances, there still seems to be
a general probability that the deposit accumulated duringthe thirteenth century, embodying
relics of all previous ages. It presumablyrepresents a period of decay, during which the
debris from day-to-day living and from the
occasional demolition of one wall or the construction of a new one would mount with fair
rapidity. If we are right in assigning this to
the thirteenth century, it may give some suggestion as to the state of conditions at the
time.

CHAPTER

VI
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The history of Corinth under Turkish occupation need not be consideredin detail. Greece
once again lay on the western frontier of an
eastern empire, exposed to thrusts from the
west and now, since the Turks were truly Asiatic, regardedby the imperialadministrationas
little morethan a bufferagainstthe outerworld.
But it is unnecessary to face the problems of
this period since it is evident that the history
of Corinth itself as a city is finished, and we
can hardly hope to trace in detail its particular
fortunes as a provincialvillage. It will be sufficient to notice a few incidents that will suggest
the general nature of life in the community
during this long twilight.
After the final conquest by Turkish arms, a
garrison was installed in Acrocorinth and a
minor official established in the town or on the
citadel.1 There are no events of public record
for a century and a half, until in 1612 the place
was occupied momentarily by the Knights of
Malta.2 The state of the community during
these years is well indicated by the descriptions
of a few travelers who visited the region for
one reason or another.3 From the remarks of
Reinhold Lubenau, quoted in part above

(p. 85 note 14) one infers that in 1588 the city
was already rural and ruinous. The account of
the Sieur du Loir, who visited the city in 1639,
deserves quotation not only for its general
impression (of both city and visitor) but for
certain specific details :4

(After some historical miscellany he remarks,
p. 342) "elle ne contient pas vingt maisons, encore ne
sont ce que des mazures.
"Ie n'y au rien veu de plus entier que douze colomnes qui n'ont asseurement subsiste que parce qu'elles
n'ont pas de beauty considerable qui pust servir
d'ornement a pas vn endroit. Elles ne sont que de
grosses pierres, & ie pense pour moy qu'elles ont est6
faires deuant que les ordres de l'Architecture fussent
inventez.
"Elles ont pour le moins cinq pied de diamettre,
& n'en ont pas vingt de hauteur, & pour chapiteau il
n'y a dessus qu'un simple cordon de pierre faite comme
vn bourlet. Elles sont si vieilles qu'elles sont toutes
rongees par le temps, & il est bien difficile de deuiner
a quel vsage elles ont este dressees, n'estant pas a
quinze pieds les vnes des autres.
"On voit assez proche de ces colomnes un reste
d'Eglise dont la voute & les murailles sont reuestues
de brique, & les inscriptions que sont dedans, sur un
pillier nous en pourroient apprendre quelque chose,
si elles n'estoient tellement effacees qu'il est impossible
de les lire.
"Dans vn champ voisin de cette Eglise, i'ay re1
Finley, p. 497.
marque une grosse teste de marbre blanc, tout a fait
2 Corinth, III, ii,
p. 146.
gastee & me connoissable, & vne table de pareille
3
Apart from those quoted here one might note also a few
who passed through the city and left accounts of their visits matiere, sur laquelle estoit taillee en bas relief d'une
which add no specific information about the architecture of sculpture admirable, vn reste de bataille dont le
the city: Domenicus Brixianus (?), ca. 1470, Ziebarth, Ath.
est vn ieune Caualier armeda
Mitt. XXIV, 1899, pp. 72-88, especially p. 78; John Sander- principal personnage
la
a
Romaine,
grand demy nature.
son, 1592, Travels of John Sanderson in the Levant, ed.
"Ce morceau est tout ce que ie vis dans Corinthe
Sir William Foster, London Hakluyt Society, Series II,
no. LXVII, 1931, pp. 10, 56; Deshayes de Courmesnin,
qui me put satisfaire, apres la veu6 de sa situation que
ca. 1621, Voiage de Levant fait ....

1621, Paris, 1632, ed. 2,

p. 470; Robert de Dreux, 1669, Voyageen Turquieet en Grece,
ed. H. Pernot in Collection de l'Institut N6ohellenique de
l'Universite de Paris, no. 3, Paris, 1925, p. 157.

4 Sieur du Loir, Les Voyages contenu en
plusieurs lettres,
Paris, 1654, Letter X, pp. 340-344.
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est mervueilleuse.Elle est a un quartde liee de la Mer,
"The next day we went first to see Panagioti
sur une collinefaite en amphytheatre,dont les degrez Caballari,a Merchantof Athens,livingmostcommonly
vont insensiblementse rendreau port Lechee, ou il here; and letting him understandour Curiosity,by
y a encor une Tour, qui seruoit de fanal autrefois. enquiringafterthe Antiquitiesof the Place,he shewed
us presently,in his Cellar,a fair Inscriptionin Latine,
(follows a brief note on Acrocorinth with of Faustina, Wife of the EmperourAntoninusPius.
allusions to courtesans ancient and Turkish; Some distance Westwardsoff
(sic) this, and upon a
Ground
somewhat
than
the Bazar,we went to
then:)
higher
"Aussila Samedyau matin nous en sortismesans see eleven Pillarsstandingupright. They were of the
Dorick Order
regret, & nous laissasmesdernierenous vers l'Orient
vn bois de Cypres,qu'iles appelloientCraneo,vers
(here follows a series of comments on the
lequel estoient autrefoisles Sepulchresde Lais & de
pillars. Spon says in his account, p. 296, that
Diogene le Cynique.On nous dit qu'il y auoit encore
dedans ce bois vn grandbastiment de marbreblanc these are "at the house of the Vayvode").
"There is also anotherRuin on the North-sideof
ruine, qui pourroitestre le Temple de Bellerophon,
ou celuy de VenusMenalide.
the Bazar, of Brick-work;which looks like part of
"Le territoirede Corinthen'est pas moins fertile some Temple, or a RomanBath.
"This Town is governedby such Officersof the
qu'agreable,& il meriteroit bien les plus honnestes
GrandSignior's,as other great Townsof his Empire
gens du monde pour habitans."
are; that is to say, by a Caddi,a Veivode,and Haga
(and so to Sikyon).
of the Castle.
The most illuminating account generally is
that of George Wheler, who visited the region (Here follows an account of a visit to the
in company with the Frenchman Dr. Spon in Caddi).
"This Caddi is counted to have at least three
1676. His remarks, too, deserve quotation in
hundred Villages under his Jurisdiction:But these
full:5
are little better, than so many Farms, up and down
"It is not big enoughnow, to deservethe Title of a
the Plain, betweenthem and Sicyon.
City; but it may very well pass for a good considerable CountryTown. It consistsof the Castle,and the (Now follows an account of a visit to AcroTown below it, North of it, and at almost a Miles
corinth, quoted in part in Corinth, III, ii,
distance nearerthe Sea. The lower Townlieth pleaspp. 146ff. It will be revealing, however, to
antly upon an easie Descent of the groundtowards
the Gulph of Lepanto.The Buildings are not close quote some parts of the account pertaining
together; but in parcels, of half a dozen, or half a to the state of the community, apart from
score, sometimestwenty together;but seldommore; details of the fortification, remarks on the
with Gardensof Orange-trees,Lemons,and Cypress- view, and other irrelevant detail):
trees about them, set with more Regularity,than is
" .... This(western)sideof the Rockis well covered
usual in these Countries; and such a distance is
with Houses: For not only those who still reside
betweenthe severalParcels,orBuildings,as that they
as well Turksas Christians,have their Houses
have Corn-fieldsbetweenthem. The Housesare more there,
and Familiesthere; but for the most part, even those
sprucehere, than ordinary;and the biggest quarter that dwell below in the
Town, have Houses also in
is, wherethe Bazar,or Market-placeis, consistingof
the Castle;wherethey keep all their best Goodssafe
about fourscore,or an hundred Houses. There are
fromthe frequent,but very uncourteousVisits of the
two Mosques here, and one small Church, called
Corsairs: and hither, upon the least Alarm, they
Panagia; at which the Arch-Bishopliveth, who was come
flockingwith all they can bringwith them. The
then absent;and few Markseitherof his, or St. Paul's
Housesbelow,beingeitherHousesof PleasurebelongPreaching,Pains, or Careof this famous Churchof
ing to Turksof Quality; or such as have beenbuilt
Corinthare now to be observedthere.
by both Turks and Christians,for the greater con5 George Wheler, A Journey into Greece,London, 1682,
veniencyof Tradeand Business.Thereare abundance
pp. 439ff. Generally parallel to this, with some differencesto of Cisternsfor
Water,hewn into the Rock, and some
be noted below, is Jacob Spon's Voyage d'Italie, de Dalmatie,
de Grece,et du Levant, Lyon, 1678, Vol. II, pp. 295-305.
Springs; ....
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"Thereare three or four Mosquesin the Castleand
five or six small Churches;but most of these ruined.
The Catholicais kept in repair; but is a very mean
Place for such an EcclesiasticalDignity. In it we saw
two old Manuscriptsof the Scriptures,divided accordingto the usual Readings of the GreekChurch;
and two Liturgiesof St. Basil; which we took to be
very antient, because written upon long Scrolls of
Parchment,rouled upon Rolls of Wood. .... Under
the Walls of the Castletowardsthe Town, is a little
Chapel hewn out of the Rock, and dedicated to
St. Paul.

(After a page of description of the view from
the mountain, Wheler continues):
" .... The Town also, that lieth North of the
Castle, in little Knots of Houses, surroundedwith
Orchards,and Gardensof Oranges,Lemons,Citrons,
and Cypress trees, and mixed with Corn-fieldsbetween, is a sight no less delightful. So that it is
hard to judge, whether this Plain is more beautiful
to the Beholders,or profitableto the Inhabitants.
For it bearsgreatplenty of Oyl,the best and sweetest
I ever tasted. Nor do they want good Wine. But
as to Cornit affords so great a plenty as supplyeth
the Barrennessof its NeighbouringCountries.And
its Plenty failing, brings most certainly a Famine
upon their Neighboursround about them. So that
this might soon grow to be a rich, and populous
Country,were they under any Government,but the
MahumetansTyranny; and not so often persecuted
and spoiledby ChristianPirates. .... The numberof
Turks and Christiansseems to be equal, and are
esteem'd not to exceed fifteen hundredin number,
both in Town and Castle;but there are many more
dispersedup and down in the Zeugaries,or Villages,
in the Plain which I do not now reckon.
" .... A little wayout of the Town(towardSikyon),
we turned out of the way on our right hand, to the
House of a Turk .... to see an Inscription.... from
whence, and the ruins the House had been built of,
we judg'd that there abouts was situate the Temple
of Apollo. .... And these are all the remainsof the
Antiquitieswe observedat Corinth."
This account seems to be an excellent summary of conditions in Corinth at the end of the
seventeenth century, after two hundred years
of Turkish rule. Although the place was no
longer properly a city, and was certainly with-

out autonomy or initiative, it was by no means
desolate and was probably in much better

condition than in the nineteenth century.
Wheler's description of the lower town is not
too far from characterizingthe modernvillage,
except for the important observation that the
houses then were "more spruce" than common
in Greece (Spon, to be sure, was less impressed
by the quality of the buildings), and for the
fact that the Acrocorinthwas then an integral
part of the community. His comments on the
potential prosperityof the place are significant
too, in estimating the background of the city
in pre-Turkishtimes.
In 1687 the Venetians seized the town and
citadel, and held them for twenty-eight years,
until 1715. The story of their occupation is
chiefly a matter of their measures to fortify
the citadel and the Isthmos, on which they
expended considerable effort.6 There are two
related documents, however, with some points
of interest to our consideration.One of these is
a passage from the diary of Anna Akerhjelm,
a Swedish gentlewomanwho was in the entourage of the CountessCatharina-Charlottade la
Gardie, wife of Field-Marshal Count Otto
Wilhelm Koenigsmark who was in command
of the Venetian army campaigningagainst the
Turksin 1686. Anna accompaniedher mistress
who followed her husband on the campaign,
and wrote the following remarks on her visit
to Corinth:7
"The captain-generalwent up by horseto Corinth
to see this place; he was receivedand entertainedby
His Excellencyas well as by all his captains.
"I obtained permission,on this occasion,to go to
Corinth.I had been much disturbednot to be able
to say that I had been at Corinth.MadameHeimb,
the wife of the lieutenant, was with me. The guests
were extremely gay. His Excellency spoke to them
of Aristotle in Latin and in Greek.They were convinced that they ought to take the captain-generalto
Athensso that they couldlearnto speakLatin. I went
to see the temples, of which one is very remarkable
6

Corinth, III, ii, pp. 149ff.; K. Andrews, Castles of the
Morea (GennadeionMonographs,IV), 1953, pp. 135-146.
7 Translated from Laborde's translation of Anna's
Swedish, in Laborde'sAthenes aux xv0, xvie, et xviie sieiles,
Paris, 1854, vol. II, p. 315. The Journal, August, 15, 1687.
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having 13 great columnsof a diameterof 4 ells and a accounts. For example Wheler refers to a
half, and of a great height; they have channels in Grottoof St. Paul, closerto Acrocorinththan
which one could put a large thumb; they are called Bodenehrshows to be
it,
sure;but Bodenehr's
"a la corinthienne." One of the columns was fallen

and broken.Onestill sees some fine houseswhich are
somewhatgilded(! Swedish:"somaronagotfogylda").
One sees also two small baths which are very nice.
The temple of Juno is also to be seen."
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This account actually makes moredifficulties
than it solves. Anna most certainly is speaking
of the archaic Doric temple commonly called
the Temple of Apollo in her more extensive
reference to temples, but she was a woman of
sufficient learning and sophistication to know
better than to call it "Corinthian," at least
seriously. But even more bafflingis her specific
referenceto a second temple, of which we have
no other grounds for suspecting the existence
at that time than her account (unless, perhaps,
the even more shadowy "Temple of Bellerophon" mentioned by the Sieur du Loir, above,
p. 89, and Spon's "Temple of Diana," below).
But these matters do not concern us here
so much as her notice of the "gilded" houses
and the small baths; they must have been
Turkish buildings which we can no longer
identify.
A second document of this period is a view
of the city purportingto showit as it was at the
beginning of the eighteenth century (P1. 14).8
If this could be taken as an independent description it might have great value in corroborating some of the details in the written accounts. But it gives the impression of being
based on some such drawing as V. Coronelli's
sketch 22 or 24 in his Morea, Negroponte&
Adiacenze published in Venice about 1708,
with some details actually taken from written

of
locationcouldbe an easy misunderstanding
Wheleror Spon;and Spon(p. 297 of his work)
mentionsa Templeof Diana. In any case a
comparisonof this view with Italiandrawings
in Corinth,III, ii, figs.94-99) will
(reproduced
revealin generalhow the regionappearedto
the artist of the time.
From the point of view of the lower town
thereis nothingto indicatethat the Venetian
incident affectedits life openly or critically.
After the recoveryof the place by the Turks
thereseemsto be no recordof the community
until the middle of the eighteenth century.
Thenbeginsthe seriesof earlymoderntravelers,mostlyconcernedwith antiquities:Pocock
in 1740, Stuartand Revett in 1751-4, Le Roy
in 1758, Chandlerin 1765, Fauvel in 1780,
Olivierin 1798,Pocquevilleand Clarkeabout
1800,Dodwellin 1801,LordElgin'sdraftsmen
in 1802, Sir R. Ainsleewith Luigi Mayerin
1803,then Williams,Hughes,Page, andothers
in increasingfrequency.From their allusions
we would concludethat the lower town had
changedbut slightlyfromthe days of Wheler,
though smaller,more rural,and in less good
repair.Thissituationprevaileduntil the great
earthquakeof 1858, when most of the surviving populationwas moved to the new site
on the sea to form New Corinth.The devastation of the old town must have been severe,
judgingfromthe heapsof ruinsstill to be seen
in the 1890's; but those who remainedand
theirdescendantshave graduallyrestoredit to
some semblanceof the conditionof 1676.

B. THE BUILDINGSOF THE CENTRALAREA
Archaeologicalevidence for habitation in cavation area were discovered scattered walls
the CentralArea of Corinthafter the Turkish at a high level, evidently belongingto buildings
conquest is restricted. Throughoutthe ex- erected long after the community of the twelfth
8 From Gennadeios' collection of
prints etc. in the Gennadeion Library in Athens: Topographia, 0, Pelopponnesos, a,
Box 49.

century had been almost obliterated, save that
the street pattern remained nearly the same
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until modern times. But in the course of excavation most of these high walls were shown to
be either parts of building complexes actually
existing in the nineteenth or twentieth century,
or appeared to be abandoned elements of
modern complexes. In other words, above
the twelfth-century community, including in
this concept the minor alterations belonging
to the thirteenth and perhaps fourteenth
centuries, there was a distinct level of habitation, but only one clearly distinct level.
This must represent a community established
during the Turkish occupation and surviving
into the nineteenth and even twentieth centuries.
The architecturalremainsof this community,
however, were slight and rustic: a few scattered houses, a number of walls lining roads
and enclosing gardens-just the sort of thing
described by Wheler and other early travelers
and evident today in the village of OldCorinth.
Mingledwith these walls were masses of debris,
clearly of Turkish date as established by
numerousfragments of Turkishpipes, pottery,
and coins. They provide, however, little that
is now intelligible to illuminate questions of
the architecture of the period.
One important fact is abundantly clear: that
the Turkishmarket, or "bazar"as the travelers
usually spoke of it, no longer occupied the site
of the classical agora and the Byzantine market.
No commercial structures or monumental
buildings were found in the area excavated.
With the change in the character of the city
from a commercial and industrial center to
"a good country town," the market moved
from its traditional spot to a new location,
beyond doubt to the position it still occupies
in the village square just north of the excavated part of the Lechaion Road (Plan II, K).
What influences led to this shift, and whether
it had already begun before Turkish times,
cannot be established on present evidence.
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have suspected of having occurredaround the
eighth century (above, p. 32).
The change did not take place in a moment,
as there are evidences establishing the survival
of the Byzantine town, in some degree, into
the Turkish period. The diagonally-hatched
wall in squares8-9 K-L, along the South Road,
in Plan VII, must have been built when the
Byzantine structures to the south and east of
the South Road were in use, but after the road
and the Byzantine buildings to west and north
were gone. There was a lime-makingestablishment in the lower end of the excavated part
of the Lechaion Road, where (8 D) numerous
lime slaking basins were found, the latest
dating from no earlierthan the fourteenth and
probably from the fifteenth or early sixteenth
centuries. It is not likely that any of these was
later than this,'as there has been some two
meters of accumulation above the basins to
the level of the modern square. For another
example, at the east end of the Byzantine
market plateia (9 I, Plan VII), in the region of
the Inn and Tavern, a pottery kiln of Turkish
date was discovered;9this had been installed
after the destruction of the Byzantine buildings, but well before modern times, and represents an industrial rather than an agricultural
activity.
The only independent building of any importance erected during the Turkish period in
the excavated area is a complex on the ruins of
the South Basilica (9-11 N-O, Plans VI, VII).
This has not been completely excavated and
presents a special problemin dating because of
the considerations already outlined (above,
pp. 29-30) suggesting an Early Christiandate
for the main structure.Underthe circumstances
it seems desirableto review the whole question
in the present context.
To consider the question of date first, we
recall that the most characteristic feature of
the building is a large rectangular room with
The fact, however, is worth noting as es- an apsealongthe northside (P1.132;PlansVI,

tablishingthe possibilityof a phenomenonwe

9 Corinth,XI, p. 16, figs. 1, 9,10; A.J.A., XL, 1936, p. 470.
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VII); a number of other rectangularrooms lie
east and west so that the complex extends
from the center of the Basilica over the fill in
the south and east basement corridors into
unexcavated ground. The facts that it was
largely constructed of material from the South
Basilica, that there are no traces of other
mediaeval construction on the site, and that
the entire area except for the interior of the
central part of the building was honeycombed
with graves of a type which seemed early,
all led to the conclusion that the structure
must be quite early, perhaps of the fourth
century, and perhaps a church.10
Since the originaldiscovery and publication,
however, fragments of Byzantine luster ware
were found (admittedly high) in the footing
trench along the wall of the apse; and a
Frankish coin and a coin of Doge Loridans of
Venice (1501-21) were found in the subfoundations of the apse. We have also seen reason
to suppose that the graves date from much
later than Early Christiantimes, some of them
even of the Frankish period (above, p. 30).
Therefore in spite of the possibility that the
new evidence may be faulty in some way and
in spite of the difficulty of explaining the absence of graves inside the apse room and the
absence of earlier mediaeval construction, the
building probably dates from the early sixteenth century.
The building itself was well made on foundations of squared blocks. The main structure
seems originally to have been a room some
eight meters wide and nine long, with an apse
some five meters in diameter, at the northern
end. Later it was subdivided by walls into four
rooms. East and west were roomsor courtyards
in a formal sort of balance; to the south there
was a great hall or court.
The relation of this structure to other rooms
bordering it and particularly to a small bath
partially excavated at the southwest corner of

the Basilicais uncertain.Thebathis smalland
10A.J.A., XXXIX, 1935, p. 62; above, pp. 29-30.
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evidently of late date, since embodied in its
substructureare fragments of mediaeval architectural members including a carelessly made
window mullion impost capital. Part of a small
hypocaust is preserved, with the floor made of
roughly square slabs of ancient marble and
tiles resting on roughly built piers.
On the whole all these probably represent a
single complex, and the general impression
would be that it was the residenceof one of the
higher Turkish officials. Local tradition in
modern Old Corinth puts the residence of the
Turkish governor northeast of the village
square; and Spon puts the residence of the
"Vayvode" west of the square near the archaic
temple. But the building on the South Basilica
did not survive into moderntimes, having been
leveled almost to its foundations before being
covered with a meter to two meters of earth.
It may, however, have represented an effort
of the Turks to keep the city alive as a provincial capital in its former state with the
governor's palace near the Byzantine square.
The decay of the Byzantine community
must have been precipitous, in spite of any
such effort. The only building of the Byzantine
town to survive in any effective form through
Turkish to modern times was the Church of
St. John Theologos.11The church on the Bema
must have been completely abandoned soon
after the conquest; its walls, stripped almost
to the foundations, were covered by over a
meter of earth and there is no sign of lingering
decay. The Churchof St. John, however, was
used as late as 1935, and its history through
the Turkishperiodhas left some slight evidence
for its fate.
A hoard of Venetian coins of the late fifteenth century12 found in the area of the
courtyard of the monastery might suggest that
the building was still inhabited in this era,
although of course it does not prove it, nor if
the building were inhabited need we suppose
But see p. 92.
12Hesperia, X, 1914, p. 146.
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that the inhabitants were necessarily monks.
It seems reasonably certain, however, that the
monastery buildings were gone and the church
itself remodeled in a much smaller form than
the original,by 1639. At this time (above, p. 88)
the Sieur du Loir mentions a church near the
ruins of the archaic temple, which must be the
church of St. John; he says that it is a ruin
whose vault and walls had been restored in
brick, and that near the church is an open
field. This gives the impression that the building stood isolated, that is, that the monastery

was gone. We have already discussed how at
a late period the burial chapels and aisles of
the church were demolished, the floor of the
nave dug out, and the nave rebuilt (above,
pp. 63-64). In thenewform (Figs. 6-10; P. 8) the
nave space was divided into two sections by
piers; the resulting bays were subdivided into
two parts by columns. Thus four arches lined
each side, and these carried a barrel vaulted
ceiling. This seems to correspondto the building
noticed by du Loir, and would thus date from
before 1639.
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In the church as preserved at the end of the
nineteenth century the vault had collapsed
and been replaced by a wooden roof; but the
remains of the spring of the vault showed that
the ceiling of the eastern bay had been higher
than that of the western bay. Moreover, the
blind arches in the eastern bay were rounded
whereasthose in the western bay were pointed.
This raises the possibility that the construction
in the two sections representsdifferentperiods.
No marked distinction was noticed in the
actual masonry,as the buildingwas dismantled,
and the differencesin design between the two

1:150

sections may be the result of changes of plan
during a single operation.
In general, then, the church and monastery
of St. John Theologos survived more or less
intact into the early sixteenth century, along
with the rest of the Byzantine town. During
this period, however, there began a rapidly
accelerating decline, so that by the end of the
sixteenth century the entire Byzantine community was in an advanced state of decay,
with a few scattered industrial establishments
already giving way to farms and gardens while
a new, much diminished, business center grew
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up in the region of the modern village square.
This process was substantially complete by the
beginning of the seventeenth century, and
approximately the condition of that period
persisted until the excavations began.
The real monuments of Turkish Corinthare
still visible, in part, in the gardens of the
village elsewhere. There still stands a small
mosque east of the square, near some tanks
and terracesthat are ascribedto the governor's
residence. North of these are an even smaller
mosque and beyond, at the edge of the great

natural terrace, remains of an extensive residence including a large bath. Below this, in a
secluded bay in the face of the terrace cliff, are
monumentalstairs descendingto barely visible
remains of what must have been a luxurious
villa with gardenscomposedarounda romantic
natural spring, called today the "Baths of
Aphrodite'13 (Plan II, I). But the central
area of the ancient and Byzantine city had
become the site of only a few farmhouses and
village lanes.
13 Cf. Corinth,III, ii,
pp. 269ff.
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To the description of the buildings of the
Central Area of mediaeval Corinth which has
already been passed in review, it is necessary
to add some observations that may most usefully be presented analytically. First of all
there are matters of actual technique of construction. Then there is the question of architectural ornament, of which several hundreds

of examples were discoveredscattered through
the excavated area without definite attachment to any particularbuilding. Finally there
are the formal aspects of the problem, plans
and types of buildings and their arrangement.
In such an analysis we may hope to get close
to the real characterand internal and external
relationships of our material.

OF CONSTRUCTION
TECHAPTEUES
TECHNIQUES OF CONSTRUCTION

In dealing with the problemsof construction,
as in most other aspects of our subject, we
have to bear in mind that the term "mediaeval" applied to material at Corinthincludes
examples of both Early Christian and high
Byzantine work, but not always of comparable
things. For instance, generally speaking, the
architecturepreservedfromthe Early Christian
period is almost exclusively the monumental,
public architecture of the city; whereas the
buildings of later Byzantine periods are largely
commercial and private. Close comparisonsof
technique between the two periods will, therefore, not be feasible. Nevertheless an account
of what can be observed will have some significance. We shall consider first walls and supports, in both their structural and functional
aspects, then doors and windows, floors, and
stairs.
7

WALLS AND SUPPORTS

Materials and Techniques
The basic material of constructionwas stone,
with or without some kind of mortar. Wood
was used only for supplementary work.
Stonework on a large scale and dry masonry
were confined exclusively, so far as the excavated area goes, to the Early Christianperiod.
It was not the only manner of construction in
that period, but it was still the monumental
style, so to speak, and it was certainly lacking
in the high Byzantine period. The great stairway running through the Agora was constructed of large blocks of marble of classic
proportions; Peirene was redecorated with
monolithic shafts and imposing marble architraves and imposts; the Hemicycle was constructed of blocks of poros in a manner little
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different from Roman work of the imperial
period or even Greek work in scale and technique. Apart from this the marble piles of the
excavation include numbers of marble cornices
and capitals which show signs of working long
after their original use, probably in the Early
Christianperiod, though for what building and
in what use can seldom be guessed. On the
other hand, we have seen some reason to
support a hypothesis that the Julian Basilica
was reconstructed at least once in Early
Christian times using techniques which failed
to leave marks distinctive of the periodon any
surviving members. In other words through
the fifth and sixth centuries there persisted the
classical tradition of construction in massive
stone, even to the extent of a limited use of
clamps and dowels, special joint surfaces, and
other classical technical devices.
A few comments can be made on this continuation of the classical tradition. In the first
place many aspects of the work were inferior
technically to the work of earlier days. There
were no new types of clamps and dowels, and
the older types were used sporadically and
were carelessly worked. Joints were seldom
brought to a tight fit; carved lines were irregular and did not always match across a joint;
comers were not precise and trim; column
capitalswere sometimes set on their columnson
an intervening film of lead, apparently poured
moulten over the top of the shaft as the capital
was droppedinto place, to make up for irregularities in the bedding surfaces. Furthermore
almost all of the material was re-used from
classicalbuildings:step-blocks,architraves,and
corniceswere cut downfromolderarchitectural
members, not always with every sign of the
former shape removed.
On the other hand many things were well
executed. Thus the step-blocks of the great
staircase, although revealing on some surfaces
the ragged remnants of former use, were on
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waiting rooms as a reservoir wall was neatly
clamped and the joints were carefully and
smoothly cemented. Furthermore, as we shall
see, the architectural ornament designed and
carved in the new style was beautifully done in
every way. Therefore,although at first glance
it appearsthat the ancient tradition of massive
stonework had declined to lazy ineptitude, it
is more likely that in a way that may be difficult
to grasp there was a new standard, perhaps a
"double standard," for techniques and construction in stone.
In any case the tradition of workingstone in
large masses was substantially lost after the
middle of the sixth century. Apart from sills,
lintels, and mullions there seems to have been
no use of marble structurally in the later
Byzantine periods, unless a single example of
a kind of gargoyle, cut down from an ancient
statue (below,p. 122, No. 190, P1.35) may be so
counted. It is true that large blocks of ancient
marblewere incorporatedbodily into walls and
foundations, but it was done haphazardly,
without distinction from the larger or smaller
pieces of poros or other materials in the wall.
If a strong supporting member was required,
it was either built up of small stones or an
ancient column was found. Except for ornament, marble had no independent original use
in Corinth in later Byzantine times, apart
from being broken up and burnt for lime.
There were, however, two methods of using
poros in large blocks. A few buildings were
built of neat ashlar masonry, notably the
principalbuilding in the Tower Complexsouth
of the market (6 L; P1. 9) and the isolated
rectangular building at the east end of the
market plateia (8 J; P1. 112, left). These are
the best among the very few examples at
Corinthof a characteristicByzantine technique
of building with squared porosblocks with the
joints emphasized by tiles. The other use for
trimmed blocks was the dispersal of large
most exposed surfacesfinishedquite smooth blocks, around a meter in length and half a
and clean. The barrierset across the Bema meter or so in thickness and width, through a
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wall of smaller stone, particularly at corners
and flanking openings, usually set on end and
presumablyintended to give a kind of skeleton
to the screen of smaller stones set in mud
mortar. Often these blocks were used bodily
and without further working, from ancient
buildings, but sometimes mouldings and other
features of the originaluse were cut off. Similar
blocks were also used for sills. No chronological
pattern to this use of large blocks has been
observed (Pls. 151, 161).
The common manner of using stone through
the Byzantine period (and there are examples
of Early Christian date as well) was rubble
work of miscellaneouschunks of stone more or
less the size of the human head, set in mortar
(Pls. 152, 162). The walls were commonly sixty
centimeters thick with the two faces well
bonded together. The exterior faces of the
stones were trimmed fairly flat, and in Early
Christian times were often, perhaps always,
covered with a firm hard plaster on which
troweled grooves were struck to make a pattern
either diamond-shaped or suggesting courses
of ashlar masonry. On this, and presumably
directly on the stone where this coat is lacking,
a heavy coat of coarse lime plaster was commonly laid. As to the masonry itself, it seldom
was laid in any careful coursing; rarely a
special kind of coursing was indicated by the
insertion of broken bits of tile with edges
facing outward in the mortar surrounding
each stone.
The mortar in which the stones were set was
most commonly mud, often with a little lime
mixed in. Frequently the mortar in the center
of the wall was plain mud, that between the
joints of the stones on the face containing lime.
Rarely a really hard cement of lime and sand
was used; the most conspicuous example is in
the foundation of the Tower in the Tower
Complex, and the steps of the Bema Church
rest on a mass of fairly good rubble concrete.
Generally speaking there seem to be more examples of harder cement from the Early
7*
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Christianperiod, but there are no very definite
indications of a clear chronologicalpattern.
Baked brick and tile were not used, except
in the earliest Early Christian times, for the
construction of walls. Broken tiles were used
with mortar in the construction of pithoi, and
bits of tile and fragments of marble slabs were
used in cement for masonry details like the
lining of some drains or of flues in baths, or
in miniature construction like small cisterns.
Sun-dried mud brick was probably used for
small structures like sheds, but few definite
traces of its use were observed.
In the South Bath, south of the Tower Complex, the basins for heating water were built
of chunks of stone and tile packed in such
liberal amounts of extremely hard lime cement
as to seem almost like poured concrete. This is
extremely rare, perhapsunique, in the remains
of the high Byzantine period. Its closest
parallels at Corinth are Roman.
There is little direct evidence for the use of
wood although it must have been employed
liberally. It was used for posts or pillars in the
porches and colonnades along the market and
Market Avenue, and was no doubt so used in
the courtyards of buildings where the traces
of beddings are lost. It must have been used
for ceilings and roofs and door frames. The
only very tangible evidence is in the cuttings
for rafters in buildings like the Northwest
Shops; these cuttings are of such a size as to
suggest that timbers about twelve centimeters
square were in common use for rafters.
Functions
There appears to be little distinction in the
technique or any other aspect of the masonry
with relation to its function. That is, enclosing
walls, the exterior or partition walls of buildings, piers, and other structural elements were
all made of the same kind of masonry. For

example,one section of the south wall of the
monasteryof St. Johnwas,at oneperiod,built
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of stones set in an extraordinarilyhard cement
for no apparent structural reason; whereas in
featureswhich one might expect would require
exceptional solidity, like the piers in the arcade
of the Tavern or the loggia north of the Bema,
the stones were set in mud mortar.
Nor, indeed, is there a great distinction
between the foundation of a wall and the part
above ground. In many cases the former is
a few centimeters thicker than the latter, and
the face perhaps rougher,but these differences
are not universal. It is often extremely difficult,
or impossible, to tell from the physical construction of a wall just where the floor level
lay. In general, however, it seems that an
ordinary wall in most periods rested on a
footing or foundation fifty centimeters or more
in depth.
DOORSANDWINDOWS

Many examples of doorwayswere identified,
presenting several types without indication of
a chronological pattern. The most common
type comprisedan opening of about one meter
to 1.40 m. wide, with a continuous sill. The
sides of the doorway were normally indicated
by blocks of well-cut poros stone standing on
end, although not infrequently by neatly
trimmed faces of the rubble masonry, finished
in blocks of larger size and more carefully
squared. Presumably these wall-ends were
faced in part with wood.
The sill consisted normally of a block of
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marble or poros stone of which the upper
surface was divided lengthwise into two levels,
the outer some five centimeters higher than
the inner. On the raised surface at the end was
often a slot some ten to twelve centimeters
long (that is runningwith the length of the sill)
and two centimeters wide and deep. Beside
this, on the lower surface, was a circular,
roundedsinking in the stone for the door pivot
(compare Fig. 11; also P1. 124, which shows a
window mullion re-used as a sill).
Quite as common as the type described
above is one exactly similar except that there
is no ledge. Also very common is a type
showing pivot holes but no rabbets for the
reception of doorjambs.
Many of the sills, excepting the smallest,
seem to have had two doorvalves, one mounted
at each end.
Occasionallythere was not a continuous sill,
but a block of stone set near the edge of the
opening, on one or both sides, with the same
kind of pivot cuttings. A good example of this
is in the passage southeast of the Inn at the
eastern end of the market (9 J), where the
opening might rather be regarded as a gate,
and in the passage along the hypocausts in
the North Bath.
The treatment of doorwaysat the top cannot
be so confidently described, as few have been
preserved.The north door to the tenth-century
house east of Peirene (10 G) was originally
spanned by a brick arch; a perfectly preserved
arched doorway was found in the cellar west
of theBema church (7 K) (above, p. 69; P1.42)
A number of voussoirs probably of Byzantine
date were found (below, p. 122, Nos. 187-188;
Pl. 35), but not as many as would be expected
had doors been arched generally. It is rather
to be supposed that the lintels were commonly
flat, usually wooden beams. A few blocks of
marble with pivot holes may have been lintels
rather than sills.

Few definite examples of windows were
identifiedas actually preservedin walls, and
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some of the openings so identified may have
been doorscut at late periods.Thereis, however,
a good deal of evidence for the nature of windows in the numerous mullions and mullion
capitals found scattered through the excavations. Judging from the number of these
there must have been a good many double,
and even triple, windows. These mullions have
an almost invariable form, differing only in
size. A typical example is the one illustrated
(P1. 124, which had been re-used as a sill as
indicated by the pivot sockets). It is about
1.25 m. long; at the top its section measures
0.18 m. thick and 0.41 m. long, the band along
the face being 0. 22 m. wide; at the bottom its
section measures 0.195 m. thick and 0.43 m.
long, the band along the side being 0.23 m.
wide. Most other mullions, perhaps, show a
more marked diminution, few if any, less.1 At
the top, on the typical example, was carved
a flat band with a smooth curved moulding
below; at the bottom, a flat band as a base.
The conception of the member is, of course,
that of a narrow pier with half-columns attached on front and back. The mullionsprobably commonly stood on simple bases (below,
p. 109, Nos. 48 and 49) and supported imposts
or impost-capitals (below,pp. 110ff.). The total
height of a normal mullion with base and
capital would then have been a little more
than 1.50 m.; above this would have risen the
arch, perhaps considerably stilted, so that the
entire window might have had a total height
of 1.75 m. or more and a width of a meter.
The smallest completely preserved mullion
is only 0.70 m. in height, with a section of
0.21 m. length and 0.12 m. thickness, or half
the proportionsof the one described;the largest
found in the excavation of the CentralArea is
representedby a fragment 0.35 m. thick, which
must have come from a mullion over 2.50 m.
high. Obviously this must have been from a
publicbuilding,probablya church,of great size.
1

For drawings of several examples showing the range see
Lemerle, pl. LXXIV.
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The numberof mullions and mullion capitals
discovered make it highly probable that they
were used freely in private houses as well as
churchesand public buildings,but the ordinary
window in a private house probably had a
single opening, and no doubt flat tops were at
least as common as arched.
FLOORSAND STAIRWAYS

The ground floors of all the buildings excepting churches were commonly simple earth
surfaces. Not infrequently these were painted
with whitewash, as is still the custom, although
the numerous veins of lime perceptible in the
stratifications may in considerable part be
attributed to slopping from the whitewashing
of the walls, for seldom in the excavation can
one trace a whitewash floor throughout an
entire room.
On the other hand special surfaces were
sometimes laid for floors. One type of surface
at Corinth was a fine, light yellowish clay,
presumablyfrom the soft marly limestone that
underlies a good deal of Corinth. Such floors
were noticed not only inside certain rooms
throughout the excavation but also in the
central courtyardof the monasteryof St. John.
Finally a few floors, and perhapsmany more
than can now be realized, were paved with tile
and fragmentsof ancient stone (usuallymarble)
slabs, or occasionallypebbles and cobbles. Tile
floors were found in situ in several buildings:
the Early Christian house north of the Peribolos of Apollo, a room in front of the monastery, other rooms, and many tombs. There
must have been many other such floors now
unknown, the tile or stone slabs having been
subsequently removed for other use.
For higher floors the evidence is extremely
slight. Some stairways have been identified,
but in view of what we know of Byzantine
practice elsewhere, notably at Mistra, and
from literature,2it seems highly probable that
2

,ApxEiov,III, 1937, pp. 53-116; Koukoules, IV, p. 261.
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there were many buildings with floors above
the ground level where traces of stairs have
not been identified. These upper floors must
certainly have been of wood.
The stairs, judging from practice at Mistra
and today, should typically have been of the
form where a rectangularfoundation supports
the mass of the first four or five steps, the
higher steps being carriedon a half-archterminating in a landing supported on one or more
short spur walls, in the scheme of a higharchedhigh-heeledshoe. Suchfoundationshave
been identified among the Byzantine remains
at Corinth, notably in front of the narthex of
St. John's monastery where the lower steps
were still in place, in the courtyard of the
monastery, in the Inn east of the market (9 J),
in the courtyard of the warehouse east of that
(10 K), and elsewhere.Many other stairs must
have existed, and many stubs and scraps of
masonry which we cannot confidently interpret may have been for this purpose.
In some cases we have identified stair-wells
in parallel walls so close to each other as to
seem inexplicable otherwise, as in the Early
Christianbuilding behind the Hemicycle (6 D).
This interpretation may seem dubious, as the
walls are unnecessarilyheavy to support stairs.
But there is an unequivocal example in the
north entrance of the house east of Peirene,
(10 G; Fig. 2, p. 40), and the parallel walls
are hard to explain otherwise.
CEILINGSAND ROOFS

Ceilings must normally have been flat, with
wooden rafters supporting the floors above;
few of the walls seem strong enough to support
the mass of vaulting necessary to span the

rooms they enclose. A notable exception of
course is the house east of Peirene, which was
certainly vaulted, as indicated by the curved
outline of the upper part of the south end-wall
when found, and other rooms may well have
been vaulted without leaving traces. Particularly the main rooms of many houses may
have been so covered, although probably these
too sometimes had flat ceilings. Many cellars
and cisterns, as well as graves, were vaulted,
but they will be discussed below (p. 132). The
surviving elements of the variousRoman shops
were of course vaulted in many cases, though
not by the Byzantine builders, and in the
southern two of the western Lechaion Road
shops the vaults were renewed, probably in
Frankish times (p. 87, P1. 131).
The roofing was evidently of the sloping
type, but there is no evidence to show whether
any of the buildingswas gabled or had a pyramidal roof or any other particular form. Multitudes of roof tiles were found throughout the
excavations, all of the same general type
moulded in a section of a quarter to a third of
a circle, long and fairly narrow,exactly similar
to most ordinary kinds of roof tile made in
Greecetoday. The roof tiles used for the Early
Christianhouse north of the Peribolosof Apollo
were unusually large, and there were many
varieties from the point of view of fabric and
detail, but there is too little clear evidence to
hazard any speculations as to chronology of
the various features.
It should be mentioned that there is no
evidence for domes in the CentralArea,beyond
the hypothesis that the main building in the
TowerComplex (6 L) (above, p. 68) may have
been so covered, because of its square plan and
the arched recesses in the walls.
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Several hundred more or less fragmentary
examples of architectural ornament carved in
marble were discoveredthroughout the Central
Area at Corinth, representing the usual range
of such work from Early Christian through
high Byzantine times. Of these about five
hundred, including practically all that could
be located in 1954, were examined for the purposes of this study. Although this selection is
of considerable interest for its variety and
quality, it may be counted a major disappointment that the excavations produced no good
evidence for classificationand chronology. The
reason for this is that almost all of the fragments were found built into walls dating from
the twelfth century to modern times, and we
have seen that among the walls built from the
eleventh through the fourteenth century it is
seldom possible to determine the exact date of
particular sections with any accuracy.
We shall, therefore, simply describe and
illustrate the most characteristic examples of
the collection, indicating what seem to be the
most significant parallels from other sites.
Even so the date of the parallels,when known,
does not necessarily give the date for the
Corinth example; knowledge of the style and
types of Byzantine carved ornament is still
insecure. The most important examples found
at Corinthoutside the CentralArea are also included in this survey, which may therefore be
taken as representative of what Corinth has
to offer in this field.
We list the examples under a few broad
functional categories: slabs, posts, columns,
bases, capitals, imposts and mullion capitals,
mouldings, and a few miscellanea. Unless

otherwise indicated they were made of marble
of uncertain origin, but beyond doubt most of
them were made from classical marbles found
on the site and not importedin Early Christian
or Byzantine times. In the listing the number
preceded by the letters "AM," following the
catalogue number, represents the inventory
numberat Corinth:A(rchitecture)M(ediaeval).
CARVEDSLABS

Plates 19-22
As is well known, the most common field for
sculptural compositionin Byzantine art, apart
from the purely decorative mouldings, capitals
and imposts, was on rectangularslabs used for
a variety of purposes which it is not always
possible to identify if the slabs were not found
in the position for which they were made. Such
positions include the enclosing barrier of the
Early Christiantemplonand parts of the later
Byzantine iconostasis, the balustrade of the
ambon or of tribune galleries, window openings, sarcophagi, and perhaps others.1 Of such
work we list and illustrate twenty-two examples, comprising all but one of those that
have been found in the area of Corinth, apart
from fragments meaningless in themselves.
The one example that we do not include was
discoveredin the vicinity of the Early Christian
church north of the Asklepieion together with
other fragments, and will be published with
them in an account of the excavations being
made in the churchitself by the GreekArchaeological Service. This slab should be noticed
here as it is a fine example of the most common
1 Dalton, pp. 165ff.; see also pp. 685-713.
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type of enclosure slab from the fifth century
templon: it is a slab some 1.47 m. long and
0.84 m. high presenting a smooth surface
with a simple border,ornamentedin the center
with a leaf rosette surrounded by a ribbon
which extends to right and left along the
bottom ending under a cross at each end (cf.
Lemerle, Philippes, pp. 510-511, figs. 54-55).
The most important fragment of this type
found in the Central Area comes from the
Lechaion Road (AM 249).

by the intervals between six neatly incised hearts,
the whole constituting a rosette within two ribbons
loopedinto a loose knot at the bottom (?).
Compareexamplesfrom Delphi (Laurent,B.C.H.,
XXIII, 1899,pp. 246-247), St. Markin Venice(ibid.,
fig. 18), Phthiotic Thebes Basilica A (Soteriou,
'Apx. 'Eq.,1929, p. 77, fig. 90) for similartreatments,
all from the fifth or possibly sixth centuries.
4. AM366. Fragmentincludingone edge of a white
marbleslab. P1. 19.
L. 0.64 m.; W. 0.29 m.; Th. 0.06 m.

Designconsistingof overlappingsystems of circles
formed by interlocking undulating double lines.
1. AM348. A fragmentincludingthe right edge of Carving
crisp and angular.
a slab from an Early Christiantemplon.P1. 19.
Comparethe designaroundthe edge of a ciborium
H. 0.46 m.; Max. L. 1.49 m.; Th. ca. 0.10 m. White archin Berlin
(Volbach,p. 9, no. 6276)and a pilaster
marble.
(ibid., p. 10, no. 2758) dated to about 800, but our
Design consisting of concentric diamonds with slab is in technique and spirit more like fifth-sixth
corners marked by trefoils and hearts; elongated
centuryworkat Corinth.
leaf-rosettein center, smooth-leavedacanthusspray
5. AM 311. Cornerof slab. P1. 20.
in corners. The lines delineating the diamonds inH. 0. 59 m.; W. 0.46 m. White marble.
dicated by deep roundedgrooves.
Design of scale pattern with flat part of scale cut
Comparea slabfromSt. Demetriosin Thessalonike back to flat
surfacein recess.
(Soteriou,pl. 48y) dated to the fifth century. Some
more
elaborate in work than slabs in
Slightly
twenty fragments of approximately similar slabs
St.
Demetrios
in
Thessalonike (Soteriou, pl. 47p,
were found, including another containing a similar
Rhodes
VI, p. 17, fig. 11)andothers
p.
171),
('ApxEiov,
paneland otherswith variationson the cornertheme. dated in
the fifth century;at least two other smaller
The profilesof groovesand ridgesrepresentedin the
fragmentsof similarworkwerefound at Corinth.
group include all types indicated by D. Pallas in
6. AM 390. SculptureInv. 1383. Completeslab.
B.C.H., LXXIV, 1950, pp. 235-249, especially
P1.
20.
from
A.D.
450 to 560.
pp. 248-9, ranging
From
Early Christianchurchin Kranionsuburb.
2. AM 352. Two joining fragmentsincluding the
H.
0.86
m.; W. 0.48 m.; Th. 0.05 m. White marble.
top edge of the center of a slab from an Early
Design consistingof crossoutlinedwith line looped
Christiantemplon.P1. 19.
out
at corners,resting on pedestal; small rosette at
H. 0.37 m.; Max. L. 0.65 m.; Th. 0.12 m. White
crossing,two rosettesin eachcornerfieldof slablinked
marblewith bluish cast.
by
interlacingcircles.It is interestingthat whilethese
Design consisting of fully modeled laurel wreath
circles
are lacedto the borderof the slab, those above
toward which bend large, fully modeled acanthus
leaves; within the wreath the surfaceis deeply hol- and below the arms of the cross hang free, either
lowed and there are four pairs of small cuttings for becauseof a desireto keepthe crossfreeor becauseof
an inability to developthe theme in this position.
the attachmentof the armsof a (metal ?) cross.
For the design and style comparean impost from Similarin techniqueto Nos. 5, 7, 8.
the Church of the Acheiropoietosin Thessalonike
7. AM 363. Fragmentof slab. P1.19.
H. 0.33 m.; W. 0.14 m.; Th. 0.07 m., comprising
(Krautzsch,no. 432, pl. 26, p. 134) of about 450.
There have been found at Corinthsome half-dozen one cornerwith edge.
Similarto Nos. 5, 6, 8, in technique.
fragmentsfrom the same or similarslabs.
3. AM 243. Two joining fragments from the
8. AM 314. Five joining fragments from corner,
center (?) of a slab from an Early Christiantemplon. with two edges, of slab. P1.20 (fourfragmentsonly).

P1.19.

H. 0.35 m.; L. 0.45 m.; Th. 0.06 m. Dull white

H. 0.76 m.; W. 0.51 m.

From easternshoulderof Acrocorinth.
marble.
Design a complex, well-carvedguilloche. Similar
Designconsistingof the chi-iotamonogramformed in techniqueto Nos. 5, 6, 7.

ORNAMENT
9. AM298. Fragmentincludingone end and parts
of two sides of a slab. P1. 19.
H. 0.44 m.; W. 0.41 m.
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Design a square set diagonally within a square,
formed by interlacingstrands and containing circle
filled by a whorl.
For similardesign,with sun-burstinsteadof whorl,
compare slabs from Panaghia at Ephesos (Reisch,
p. 70, fig. 87) dated in the seventh century; another
(ibid., p. 67, fig. 82); at Hosios Loukas (SchultzBarnsley, p. 26, pl. 15 E) dated about 1000; and at
the Peribleptos Politikon in Euboia ('ApXETov,
III,
p. 179,fig. 4) datedin the eleventhor twelfthcentury;
another in Athens dated in the second half of the
eleventh century (Soteriou,Byz.-Neugr.Jahrb., XI,
1934-1935, pp. 248-249, fig. 46).
10. AM 252. Five joining fragmentsincludingtop
and two edges of slab. P1. 19.
Found near Bema church.
H. 0.80 m.; W. 0.70 m.; Th. 0.10 m. Blue marble.
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H. 0.83 m.; W. 0.59 m.

Design consists of cross in arched doorway;from
foot of crossgrow two tendrilsformingan S on each
side under the arms, the ground filled with their
leaves. Above the arms, two discs, that on the left
with Ml, that on the right with KA for M(iTrlT)(p)
K(upi)a or M(rT-p)tK(upt)a.It also seems possible
that the letters representthe word NIKA,and that
the marks above are purely decoration and not
indications of ligatures; this is suggestedby Harold
Oliver,graduatestudentat EmoryUniversity.Across
top on projecting band runs an undulating tendril
with spraysof acanthus.
A commonthemefromthe tenth century:compare
St. Demetrios in Thessalonike(Soteriou, pl. 58p,
p. 184; pl. 58a, p. 183) dated to the tenth and twelfth
centuries,both less elaboratethan ours.
14. AM 10. A closely similarslab. P1. 21.
From near the same place as No. 13. Not foundin
excavation.

H. 0.86 m.; W. 0.74 m.; Th. 0.10 m.
Design a net of full-roundedintertwiningribbons.
On the discs above the arms of the cross I(rBaou)C
in
from
a
slab
Mark
Venice(Colasanti,
St.
Compare
vol. II, no. 87) dated by him in the twelfth century X(pIo-ro)C.
Published by Philadelpheus, AE7T., IV, 1918,
but by Dalton (p. 168) to the tenth or eleventhcentuMistra
also
a
at
close
pp. 8-9, no. 3.
(Millet, Tcapap-Trlua
parallel
ry. Compare
15. AM 79. A slab of same general type. P1. 21.
pl. 502).
From CentralArea,west end.
11. AM 49. Fragment of slab comprisingabout a
H. 0.43 m.; W. 0.24 m.; Th. 0.10 m.
quarterwith two adjoiningsides. PI. 19.
Thecrosshas roundedendswith tendrilsascending
Found near Bema church.
H. 0.48 m.; W. 0.38 m.; Th. 0.19 m. Hard, close- from the foot diagonally outward with swirling
branches above and below. On the preserveddisc
grainedblue marble.
Design consisting of cross with discs above and n for [O(Eos)] T(a-rqp).
belowthe arms, and angledbars terminatingin discs
16. AM80. Fragmentof a closelysimilarslab.P1.21.
at corners.The carvingis flat and plain with rounded
From same place as No. 15.
H. 0.325 m.; W. 0.22 m.; Th. 0.10 m.
edges and shallowrelief.
On the preserveddisc X for [l(rlaous)] X(plt-ros).
12. AM 48. Two fragmentscomprisingalmost an
entire slab. P1. 20.
17. AM368. A nearlycompleteslabof samegeneral
Found near Bema church.
type. P1. 21.
H. 0.91 m.; W. 0.76 m.; Th. 0.135 m. Close-

grainedblue marble.
Design on main panel, crossoutlinedwith ribbon,
two birds perch on arms while rosettes enclosedin
ribbons fill lower corners;across top runs band of
joined circlesinterlockingwith diamonds.
For the bordercomparea plaquefrom St. Demetrios Katsoures at Arta ('Apxeiov, II, p. 65, fig. 8)
dated in the thirteenthcentury, but the techniqueof
the Corinthexampledoes not seem to resemblewhat
may be thought to be ordinary thirteenth-century
work at Corinth;comparealso No. 27.
13. AM 299. Slab, almost complete.P1.22.
From churchin Kranionsuburb.

H. 0.45 m.; W. 0.53 m.; Th. 0.075 m.

Above arms of cross, heart-shapeddevices containing palmettes; from base spring tendrils rolling
out and aroundto encloselarge palmette.
18. AM 145. Fragmentof slab. P1. 21.
H. 0.46 m.; W. 0.375 m.; Th. 0.055 m.

Design of interlacingcircles within circles,filled
with rosettemonogram,knotsandleaves. Onthe back
a cross.

This slab, thoughpresentingsuperficiallythe complexity of later Byzantine floraldesigns,is probably
Early Christian.Someeight or ten fragmentsof similarly ambiguousdesign,but smaller,have been found
at Corinth.
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the device functionedlike the carrot on the pole in
front of the donkey,and carriedthe chariotinto the
heavens. But in the Corinthrelief the wings, if that
is what they are, belong to the man and not to the
beast; henceit seemsdifficultto associateit with the
relief at Thebesiconographically.

slabs representing birds, presumably peacocks, were
found.

22. AM 130. Post from Early Christiantemplon,
completelypreservedand little damaged.P1. 23.
H. 0.78 m.; W. 0.145 m.; Th. 0.085 m.
Face ornamented with concentric rectangular
panelsof slightly convex surface;cuttings at top and
bottom for attachment. On the side, slot extending
from bottom to within ten centimeters of top for
receptionof enclosureslab.
23. AM 199. Top of post from Early Christian
templon.P1.23.
H. 0.67 m.; W. 0.195 m.; Th. 0.21 m.
Face similarto No. 22; at top is slightly projecting
surfacecurved front and back. On one side a broad
concave hollow running lengthwise; on the other a
slot. Presumablythe post stood next a largecolumn.
24. AM 434. Top of post from Early Christian
templon.P1.23.
H. 0.66 m.; W. 0.143 m.; Th. 0.13 m.
Face ornamentedwith rectangularnarrow panel
within panel with in-curved end at top. A disc
projectsfromtop as in No. 23, presumablyto support
capital.
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19. AM 391. Nearly complete slab. P1. 22.
From church in Kranion suburb.
H. 0.84 m.; W. 0.575 m.; Th. 0.09 m. Pentelic
marble.
Design shows an animal which looks like a lion
apparently eating dates off a tree, between columns
supporting arch decorated with Kufic2 pattern, the
whole enclosed in rectangular frame of bead-and-reel.
Illustrated by Soteriou, Byz.-Neugr. Jahrb., XI,
1934-1935, p. 247, fig. 16; cf. pp. 245-246 where
he dates it to the tenth century among the earliest
examples of Kufic ornament on relief slabs. Compare
a slightly more elaborate composition from Athens
(Brehier, pl. IX, no. 2) dated in the ninth or tenth
century.

POSTS AND COLONNETTES

Plates 23-24

In this category we include corner and door
posts from the Early Christian templon,posts
or colonnettes from the later iconostasis, and
posts or colonnettes similar in form to the
20. AM 347. Five fragments of thin slab of Pentelic latter which may have been used for windows.
marble. P1. 22.
Although some fourteen of the templonposts
Th. 0.05 m.
have been noted, they are all of the common
Design includes among other things one (and hence varieties and we list and
illustrate only two,
probably another, facing) peacock within an arch; an
idea of the scale may be had from the roughly restored apart from three unusual examples; of some
width of the arch, about 0.60 m. The carving is ex- thirty-five examples of the later types we list
tremely delicate. A number of fragments of other and illustrate sixteen.

21. AM 399. Sculpture Inv. 2050. Two fragments
of a ponderous slab preserved at the bottom and
probably two edges. P1. 21.
Found near St. John's church.
H. 0.555 m.; W. 0.93 m.; Th. 0.14 m.
Design is purely sculptural and narrative, representing a lion or possibly a gryphon rearing up against
a man facing him, his paws on the man's advanced
knee. The man is wearing a tunic of some kind, and
what seem to be the ends of two wings show, one
behind the man and one between his legs. He may,
therefore, be an angel.
The composition and workmanship bear a striking
resemblance to the upper part of a slab in the museum
at Thebes ('ApxElov, V, pp. 134-136, fig. 17), dated
by Orlandos to the twelfth century. This shows a man
facing to the observer's left, confronted by a bird-like
head reaching upward. In short, the design, if reversed,
would almost fit on our design. Orlandos interprets
the slab at Thebes as representing a myth of Alexander
the Great, according to which he wished to survey
the world from aloft and to accomplish his purpose,
having captured and half-starved two great birds,
hitched them to a chariot and held out before them
on the end of a spear great chunks of meat. Presumably
2 For a number of referencesto material on Kufic ornament
see K. Setton, in A.J.A., LVIII, 1954, pp. 316-319.

fromiconostasis.
25.AM382.Endofpost,probably
P1.23.
H. 0.67 m.; W. 0.12 m.; Th. 0.10 m.
Face decoratedwith undulatingtendrilfromwhich
grow acanthus-likegrape leaves in alternating directions. Anotherfragmentwith similar design but
octagonalsection was found.

ORNAMENT
26. AM 346. Fragment of post, probably from
iconostasis.P1.23.
H. 0.57 m.; W. 0.165 m.; Th. 0.14 m.
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Decoratedwith invertedomegacontainingrosette.
Compare Daphni (Millet, Le monasteredu Daphni,

Paris, 1899, p. 64, figs. 29-34) examples from the
twelfthcentury;monasteryof Panaghiaon Kithairon
I, p. 165, figs.4-5) from the late eleventh;
('ApxETov,
Omorphe Ekklesia (Orlandos, OmorpheEkklesia,
Athens, 1921, p. 13), dating from early eleventh.
32. AM310. Fragmentfromtop of post (?). Pl. 23.
W. 0.18 m.
Decorated with rosette within inverted omega;
patternbelow.
fourteenth century.
33. AM 256. Top of octagonal post with square
27. AM380. Topof post fromtemnplon
oriconastasis. end. PI. 23.
P1.23.
H. 0.68
Th. 0.155 m.
W. 0.145
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Structurally, rectangular in cross-section with
short broad tongue projectingfrom side. Decorated
with elaboratefloralpattern in which tendrilsundulate along each side with leaves in gaps near edges,
and oval spacesleft in centerfilledwith heart-shaped
leaf patterns. Carvingsoft and shallow.
Compareborderof slab fromaltarscreenof Apidia
in Lakonia ('ApXeiov,I, p. 130, fig. 5) dated in

H. 0.39 m.; W. 0.13 m.; Th. 0.11 m. On top a knob
0.065 m. square.

m.;

m.;

Decorated with rosette of elaborate form, like
sunfloweror sunburst.
34. AM97. Top of octagonalpost with squareend.
P1. 23.

Face ornamented with interlocking circles and
diamonds.
Comparedesign on sarcophagosfrom Venice in
H. 0.30 m.; W. 0.16 m.
Berlin (Volbach,p. 5, no. 5) with slightly different
Decoratedon three sides at top: one, rosette of
circles, dated in eighth century; also Mistra (Millet,
open, pointed leaves; one, floreation of tendrils
pi. 52, no. 10) and No. 12 above.
heart within which palmetteappended;one,
28. AM 386. Fragment of square post. PI. 23. forming
cross from whose extremities grow acanthus leaves
H. 0.67 m.; W. 0.145 m.
corners.CompareAM 335.
Two adjoiningsides carvedwith series of rosettes filling
35. AM286. Topof octagonalpost with squareend.
and whorls, with triangular sinkings along edge;
P1. 23.
other two sides plain.
H. 0.42 m.; W. 0.11 m.
For latter features comparefragmentin museum
Decorated on four sides at top with inverted
at Thebes ('ApxETov,
V, p. 128, fig. 9) dated to the
"transitionalperiod"-i.e. eighth or ninth century. omegas, within which on one side is fine-leafed
29. AM 288. Top of octagonal post with square palmette, on other sides simplerosettes.
36. AM384. Octagonalpost with squareend.P1.23.
end. P1. 23.
H. 0.22 m.; W. 0.12 m.

H. 0.86 m.; W. 0.14 m.

Top decoratedon four sides with acanthuswithin
invertedomega;one side of shaft also decorated.The
patterns on the shaft do not fit: the topmost one is
only half on the stone and the rosette below is cut
into by the reductionof the squareto the octagon.
Thismay be the decoratedsideof an originalsquare
post fromwhich the octagonalformwas cut; but, as
Mrs. Scrantonsuggests,it is possiblethat the design
was laid on carelesslyfrom a stencil that did not fit.
H. 0.465 m.; W. 0.105 m.; Th. 0.135 m.
Decorated with inverted omega within which In any case the workmanshipis poor.
37. AM411. Octagonalpost with squareend.P1.23.
palmette.
from
near
Arta
Blachernae
H. 0.36 m.; W. 0.11 m.
Compare example
In this case only the extreme tip is square; the
('ApxEIov, II, p. 23, fig. 16F) dated in the thirteenth
century. Many variations on this and preceding designis cut on surfacesextendingpyramidallyfrom
themes were found at Corinth.Elsewherethey come faces of octagonal post to edge of the square tip.
from many periods.
Designa broadsharp-pointedvine leaf. Thisis one of
31. AM 328. Top of octagonal post with square five posts found with leaf designsas opposedto the
end. P1.23.
commonomega or rosette. Of the others one had a
crude palmette, one an acanthus; see also No. 38.
H. 0.34 m.; W. 0.13 m.

Decorated on four sides with inverted omega
within which pinecone-likepalm pattern.
Compare post from St. Gregory Theologos at
Thebes(Soteriou,'Apx. 'E9.,1924,p. 21, fig. 33) of the
ninth century.A numberof similarposts werefound
at Corinth.
30. AM 370. Top of octagonal post with square
end. P1.23.

CORINTH

108

38. AM 76. Squareend of octagonalpost. P1. 23.
H. 0.80 m.; W. 0.135 m.

H. 1.52m. (includingcapital0.74m. high); Diam.
of shaft 0.25 m.; of capital at bottom, 0.23 m.; at

The whole fragment as preserved is square in
section but seems to belong to the octagonal post
series. On one side two acanthus leaves, one above
the other.
39. AM113. Octagonalpost with squareend.P1.24.
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top, 0.385 m. White (Pentelic ?) marble.
Thiscolumnwashardlya majorsupportingelement
in a building,but it may have been somethingmore
than purely decorative.The shaft is decoratedwith
a scale pattern like a date palm; the top flares out
like a date palm but at the top is a row of spindly
H. 0.34 m.; W. 0.14 m.; Th. 0.16 m.
On the face two human heads, back to back, birds like ibises standing amid papyros plants. The
Egyptian connotationsare strong.
suggestinginvertedomega.
Not found in the excavations; published by
40. AM 281. Top of octagonal post with square
Philadelpheus in AE-r., IV, 1918, lapapTrpa p. 8,
end. P1. 24.
no. 1, wherehe suggestsa fifth-centurydate.
H. 0.22 m.; W. 0.12 m.

Decorated with inverted omega containing two
45. AM 195. Attached shaft, complete section in
formscontrivedto appearlike the bodiesof peacocks two fragments.P1. 24.
H. 1.06 m.; W. 0.20 m. Poros stone.
stretchingupward.Althoughthese "birds"have their
own heads the ends of the omegaare also devisedto
At bottom is simple base below conical section
bird
heads.
surmounted
suggest
by ring, above which rises shaft to
papyros-liketerminal.
41. AM 116. Squareend of post. P1. 24.
Recallswall shaft in Gothicbuilding,and is one of
H. 0.27 m.; Th. 0.17 m.
best
candidatesfor illustrationof Frankishinfluence.
Entire width of one side coveredwith net-pattern
boldly carved. A largerfragmentof the same shape
46. AM292. Fragmentof compoundcolumn.P1.24.
was foundwith patterngiving similareffectbut made
H. 0.23 m.; W. 0.135 m. White marble.
moresimplyof checker-board
with eachsquarecrossed
Four slendershafts bound below conical tops by
all
done.
band.
diagonals,
by
crudely
42. AM43. Fragmentof slab treatedalongone edge
Probably from eleventh-twelfth century iconoas octagonalcolumnwith squareend. P1. 24.
stasis, as in Byzantine Museumat Athens.
H. 0.45 m.; W. 0.125 m.; L. 0.36 m.

End decoratedon three sides with invertedomega
within which rosettesor palmettes.

COLUMNS AND SUPPORTS

BASES

Plate 24

Plate 24

Most of the column bases used in Byzantine
construction at Corinth must have been from
Very few column shafts were found which
classical buildings, as in the tenth-century
could be clearly identified as Byzantine. Such
house east of Peirene. A few exceptions may
columns as the mediaeval builders used at
be noted.
Corinth must have been in most cases taken
47. Not inventoried; near Babbius Monument.
from ancient buildings. Only two examples of
Column
base, preservedcomplete.P1. 24.
any size of mediaeval creation have been
H.
0.315
m.; W. at bottom 0.75 m.; Diam. at top
identified.
43. AM 425. Fragmentof shaft of column.P1. 24.
H. 1.04 m. (includingbase moulding0.06 m. high);
Diam. at bottom 0.31 m.; at top, 0.26 m. Pentelic
marble.
Treatedat bottomwith flutingresemblingan Ionic
shaft, above this with spiralfluting. Excellent work.
44. AM14. Shaftincludingupperpart (orcapital?)
of column.P1. 24.

0.58 m.
Square plinth on which plain disc supporting
conical section above which another plain disc.
Carelesswork,contrastingwith fine workon capitals
of same period(sixth century).
Comparebases at St. John's at Ephesos (Keil,
pl. VI, figs. 2, 3, 4). Severalother similar bases were
found at Corinth, some made by chiseling off the
uppertorus of a Roman Ionic base.

ORNAMENT
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The capital part is treated approximatelylike an
Ionic capital;on the impostis a kind of knot. On the
bottom is scratcheda lunate sigma.
This is an exampleof the most distinctive type of
Comparea capital from Basilica A at Philippi
post-classicalbase, designedfor a windowmullionor (Lemerle,pl. V b), of about 500; also No. 51.
for a supportconsistingof two half-columnsattached
51. AM 18. Ionic impost-capital.P1. 25.
to rectangularpier. The design is adaptedfrom that
H. 0.32 m.; Diam. of column 0.35 m.; W. of impost
of the Roman Corinthianbase with squareplinth and at top 0.60 m.
is markedby the elongatedformandtrapezoidalpanel
A somewhatplainercapital than No. 50 but with
on each side.
slight variationsin the design of the capitalon each
At least ten examples of this type of base have side.
been found, varying only in proportionsand finish.
ComparecapitalsfromSt. John's at Ephesos(Keil,
There seems to be reason to suspect that this form pi. VI, fig. 3; also pls. XXVIII-XXXIII) for a wide
was occasionally used for capitals, though rarely variety of ornamentationof the impost: plain, cross(cf. No. 111).
in-circle,monograms,etc., of the Justinianianera.
49. AM. 95. Mullionbase (?). P1. 24.
52. AM 304. Acanthuscapital. P1.25.
48. AM 129. Mullionbase. P1. 24.
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H. 0.20 m.; L. at bottom 0.62 m., at top 0.42 m.;
W. at bottom 0.24 m., at top 0.145 m.

H. 0.175 m.; L. at bottom, 0.45 m., at top 0.33 m.;

W. at top 0.09 m.
This has only a simple slightly curvedprofile.

H. 0.125 m.; W. of abacus, 0.18 m.

A single broadflaringacanthusleaf on each side,
and water leaves at corners.
This is the best preservedof some fifteen capitals
characterizedby their small scale (this is one of the
COLUMN CAPITALS
smallest;the largestis about 0.28m. high; the widest
Plate 25
abacusis about 0.43 m.) with ornamentationprimarily in terms of acanthus leaves. Most are poorly
For capitals as well as bases, classical
preserved.Onewas foundaroundthe Early Christian
material was freely used by Christianbuilders, Churchnorthof the Asklepieion(above,pp. 7, 9).
They
as in the house east of Peirene. Whether Ionic may have been used for posts in the churchfurniture
capitals were actually designed and made by -pulpits, ciboria,etc.-or for windows.
53. Not inventoried; in courtyardof museumat
Christian architects is more doubtful. It is
Corinth.Corinthiancapitalwith stylizedlinearforms
probable that a number of essentially Corin- at
top. P1. 25.

thian capitals were designed by Christian
architects, as well as capitals of the type which
has been called "Aeolic" (Corinth, I, ii,
pp. 124-126) consisting of a row of acanthus
leaves below a row of tall, narrow, pointed
"water leaves" with a central rib, which were
found in the excavations. Such capitals have
been found in Christian contexts elsewhere
and some of the Corinthian examples vary in
technique and style from classical norms. We
shall list here only the most distinctive examples.3
50. AM50. Ionicimpost-capital.
P1.25.
H. 0.22 m.; Diam. at bottom0.30 m.; W. of impost
at bottom 0.32 m., at top 0.54 m.
3 One
example of the "two-zone" capital (Krautzsch,
pp. 152ff., pl. 30), basically Corinthian but elaborately
orn amented with birds facing out along the top, such as was
used in nave colonnades at the end by the sanctuary, was
found at Corinth, but is too badly battered to illustrate.

H. 0.44 m.; Diam. at bottom 0.35 m.; W. at top

0.58 m.
One of eight somewhatsimilar capitals found at
variousplacesin and aroundthe excavatedarea. One
of the others is illustrated by Krautzsch (no. 226,
pl. 16, pp. 75-76).
54. AM283. Small capital. PI. 25.
H. 0.26 m.; W. of abacus 0.385 m.

Corinthian,but with sharp-drilledtechniqueverging on "Theodosian"style. But leaves are chunky
and drillingrelativelyrestrained.
Comparecapital from St. Demetriosin Thessalonike (Soteriou,pl. 39 a, 3, p. 164) dated in seventh
century.

55. AM394. CapitalfromLechaion.P1.25.
H. 0.54 m.; Diam. of column 0.45 m.; W. of abacus

0.75 m.
Oneof threematchingcapitalsfoundin mysterious
structure near harbor of Lechaion (Philadelpheus,
Aeht., IV, 1918, pp. 131f., fig. 9). The capital also
publishedby Krautzsch(no. 426, pi. 26, p. 133).
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61. AM260. Impost-capital.P1. 25.
Closer to the "Theodosian"technique than our
H. 0.29 m.; Diam. at bottom 0.19 m.; max. L. at
No. 54, and dated in the fifth century. Comparealso
Krautzsch'snos. 429-432; capital from Basilica A, top 0.44 m.
Peculiarfor the unusual kind of impost, perhaps
Phthiotic Thebes (Soteriou,'Apx. 'Ep., 1929, p. 58,
more
accuratelya bracket. Decorationof capital in
figs. 58-59).
terms
of water leaves.
56. AM 279. Pier capital. P1. 25.
A closeparallelin the museumat Thebes('ApxEiov,
From west of Templeof Apolloat Corinth.
H. 0.24 m.; restored L. at top 0.30 m., at bottom V, p. 122, no. 2, fig. 2) dated by Orlandosin the
fifth century.
0.24 m.; W. at top 0.39 m., at bottom 0.25 m.
Publishedwith companionpiece by Krautzschas
62. AM 15. Capital.P1.25.
his nos. 444-445, p. 138. Style approachesthat of his
From west of Templeof Apollo.
leaves"
"bordered
H. 0.82 m.; Diam. at bottom 0.25 m.; W. of top
(Krautzsch,nos. 447-449)but ours
lack the stronglydefinedrim. Comparecapitalsfrom 0.35 m.; L. of top 0.59 m.
St. Georgein Thessalonike(Krautzsch,no. 438, pl. 27,
An unusualform at Corinthresemblingan impost
in
Demetrios
Thessalonike
St.
p. 136),
(Soteriou, resting directly on the column without intervening
pl. 395, pl. 41p, p. 165) from the fifth century.
capital, to judge from the projectingdisc on the bottom surface.At the cornersacanthus-palmettes.
57. AM 16. Capital.P1. 25.
From west end of Agora.
63. AM 193. Octagonalcapital. P1. 25.
H. 0.30 m.; Diam. at bottom 0.43 m.; W. at top

H. 0.22 m.; Th. at bottom 0.32 m.; W. at top

0.58 m.
0.56 m.; D. 0.49 m.
On each side a cross,growingfron acanthusleaves
Neatly and carefully finished; rosettes on three
ornamentingthe corners.
sides.
Published by Krautzsch as his no. 244 (pl. 17,
For the shape, comparecapital from the Kathop. 83), comparedwith an Ionic impost-capitalfrom likon at Chios(Orlandos,Chios,pl. 16).
St. John in Stoudion in Constantinople(his 540a,
pi. 33) dated around500.
IMPOSTS
58. AM 141. Capital.P1.25.
H. 0.30 m.; Diam. at bottom 0.28 m.; W. at top

Plates 26-31

0.36 m.
A tulip-likepalmette on each side, with acanthus
In this category we list not only imposts for
leaves at corners. Techniqueof carving is unusual columns, in the strict use of the term, but
amongcapitalsat Corinth,with full,smoothlyrounded capital-imposts in which the chief ornamental
surfaces.

emphasisis on the impost, impost-likemembers
resting on piers and pilasters, and mullion
capitals. The organization is in terms of type
of ornament,ratherthan function or structural
form or chronology.This has seemed to be the
most useful and objective way of organizing
H. 0.25 m.; Diam. at bottom 0.28 m.; W. at top
the material, particularlyin view of the uncer0.38 m.
the functional or structural
Designa broadlyconceivedwaterleaf on eachside. tainty surrounding
For similar,but not preciselyparalleltreatments, character of many fragments. We shall list
comparecapitalsfromSalona(E. Dyggve, Recherches only representative or fine examples of the
a Salone, I, Copenhagen,1923, pp. 71-72, figs. 44, various categories, beginning with those deco47-48; and Krautzsch,no. 26, pl. 3, p. 18). The Salona rated exclusively with the water leaf, then
examplesbelongto the sixth century.
those with the acanthus, the leaf and acanthus
60. AM 12. Capital.P1. 25.
the cross with acanthus, the cross
H. 0.175 m.; Diam. at bottom 0.14 m., at top 0.23 m. together,
with leaf, the plain cross, the cross in a circle,
Probablyof the seriesdiscussedwith No. 52, functionally; but one of at least half a dozen similar the rosette, formal floreations, palm leaves,
and finally, special devices including figures.
capitalsornamentedwith water leaves.
Comparea capital from Basilica A at Phthiotic
Thebes (Krautzsch,no. 240, pl. 17, p. 79) dated late
fifth century, on which the bud is only halfway up
the side of the capital and is surmountedby circle
with chi-iota monogram,and the carving is crisper.
59. AM 83. Fragmentof capital. P1.25.

ORNAMENT
64. AM 100. Squareimpost. P1. 26.
H. 0.11 m.; W. on top 0.55 m.; on bottom 0.36 m.
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Decoratedon all four sides with simple pattern of
overlappingleaves. Theserepresentthe normalshape
of the leaves, taking the series as a whole.
The motive is most commonin the fifth and sixth
centuries(Laurent,B.C.H., XXIII, 1899, p. 219) but
survivesthroughthe Byzantineperiodto someextent
(compareMillet,pl. 46, fig. 7, for examplesat Mistra).
It is, however, seldom illustrated in publications,
probablybecauseso simple.
65. AM 250. Rectangularimpost. P1. 26.
H. 0.135 m.; W. 0.335 m. at top, at bottom,
0.32 m.; D. 0.59 m. at top, 0.34 m. at bottom.
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70. AM 169. Mullioncapital. P1. 26.
H. 0.13 m.; W. at top 0.20 m., at bottom 0.125 m.;
L. at top 0.44 m., at bottom 0.28 m.

Markedby the pronouncedcurveof the profile.At
least two others of this type were noted at Corinth;
on one the leaves also have a strongbulge.
71. AM 25. Fragmentof impost. P1. 26.
H. 0.14 m.; W. 0.24 m.; L. at top 0.45 m., at

bottom 0.245 m.
Acanthusat one end, water leaves at other; noteworthy for convex surface.
72. AM 22. Rectangularimpost. P1.26.
H. 0.16 m.; W. at top 0.45 m., at bottom 0.88 m.

The designis not exactly the water leaf, but long
Plain on sides; on front water leaves joined at narrow concave tongues separatedby a relief line.
Similar hollow tongues, more cleanly executed,
bottom by continuous looping profile line; darts
betweenthe leaves. Centeringlines etched on bottom ornamentthe mullioncapitalsof the Acheiropoietosin
surface.
Thessalonike,and of BasilicaA of Phthiotic Thebes
For the design and profile compareexamples at (Soteriou'Apx. 'Ep.,1929, p. 66, fig. 71) from around
Delphi (Laurent,B.C.H.,XXIII, 1899,p. 219,fig.4B), 450.
which lack the darts.In additionto thoselisted below
73. AM 125. Rectangularimpost. P1. 26.
at least ten examplesof the rectangularimpostwhose
H. 0.125 m.; W. at top 0.21 m., at bottom, 0.14 m.;
sole ornamentis some slight variation on the water L. at top 0.48 m., at bottom 0.20 m.
leaf designwere noted at Corinth.
Water leaves reduced to triangles meshing into
each
other from above and below. Techniquelittle
66. AM 245. Rectangularimpost. P1. 26.
more
than incision; carvinglacks precisionthroughH. 0.14 m.; W. at top 0.28 m., at bottom 0.255 m.;
out.
D. at top 0.55 m., at bottom 0.27 m.
In this aspectcomparesomeseventh-centurywork
Overlappingwater leaves, with the tops of the
at
Phthiotic
Thebes(Soteriou,'Apx. 'ET.,1937,p. 176,
coveredseriesshowingbetweenthe ends of the outer
fig. 6).
series, decoratedwith wavy lines.
74. AM 66. Two joining fragmentsof rectangular
67. AM 101. Fragmentof square or rectangular
impost. P1. 26.
impost. P1. 26.
H. 0.11
L. at
W. at bottom 0.275
H. 0.125 m.; W. at top 0.31 m., at bottom 0.30 m.;

m.;

m.;

top

0.60 m., at bottom 0.29 m.
projectionof face 0.125 m.
A simplifiedacanthus,or grapeleaf.
The leaves approximate an oval shape, though
For the carving a possible parallel might be at
straight at the base. At the corneran elongated S St.
GregoryTheologosin Thebes(Soteriou,'Apx. 'Eq.,
pattern.
1924,
p. 13, fig. 18) of the ninth century, although
For oval leavescomparethe egg patternon imposts
Soteriou'sillustrationis not clear.
from the Hekatonpylianein Paros of the late sixth
75. AM 36. Cornerof rectangularimpost. P1. 26.
century (Krautzsch,no. 584, pl. 36, pp. 180-181;
H. 0.12 m.; preserved max. L. 0.55 m.
Jewell and Hasluck, Churchof Our Lady of the One
A lightly carvedsimplifiedacanthus.
HundredGates).
76. AM 415. Fragment of impost or moulding.
68. AM 167. Fragmentof impost. P1. 26.
Pl. 27.
W. 0.235 m.

H. 0.14 m.; W. at top 0.52 m., at bottom 0.47 m.;

The leaves are completely oval, with double- D. 0.18 m.
pointed darts between.
Clampon top; the block can hardly have been an
69. AM 56. Mullioncapital. P1. 26.
impost functionallyspeaking,but possiblyserved to
H. 0.165 m.; W. at top 0.23 m., at bottom 0.12 m.; ornamentthe top of a pier where an impost might
have been.
L. at top 0.35 m.
similar
of
water
At
least
six
leaves.
Design a row of acanthusleaves; on the left face,
closely
Design
only one and a half leaves.
exampleswere noted at Corinth.
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77. AM 128. Mullioncapital. P1. 27.
H. 0.175 m.; W. at top 0.23 m., at bottom 0.18 m.;
L. at top 0.63 m., at bottom 0.44 m.
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One end undecorated;the other has an acanthus
flankedby an unusualextension of an acanthus-like
tendril.
The style flat and soft at the edges, for which
comparework from the Asklepieionin Athens of the
fifth century(Xyggopoulos,'Apx. 'E9., 1915,pp. 54 to
55, fig. 3). Two other examplesof this type of capital
with acanthus decoration,though in differenttechnique, were noted at Corinth.
78. AM 146. Fragment of rectangular impost.
P1. 26.

Ornamentedwith an acanthusbetween two halfleaves at corners.Three or four other fragmentsof
similarmullioncapitalswere found.
83 a, b. AM392, 393. Twoblockscarvedwith three
elementsof what seems to have been a single impost
system. P1.27.
From the buildingnear Lechaionharbor.
The lowest element is almost square: on top
0.64 m. by 0.60 m.; on bottom 0.50 m. by 0.53 m.;

H. 0.21 m. The upper member, containing two
mouldings on three sides, the fourth being cut to
fit into a wall, measures: H. 0.25 m.; W. at top
0.945 m., at bottom 0.66 m.; D. at top 1.00 m., at

bottom 0.69 m.
The lower block and lower element on the upper
Design a luxuriant acanthus flanked by half an block are decoratedwith acanthus alternatingwith
acanthusat each corner.This is the developedform water leaves; the
upper element on the upper block
of the acanthusmotif in the Early Christianperiod, has acanthus leaves
alternately right-side-up and
usually furtherembellishedby a cross.
with
S loops.
upside down,joined
Two examples of simpler acanthus designs on
Published by Philadelpheus (AeAT., IV, 1918,
mullion capitals and two fragmentaryIonic capitalpp. 131-132,fig. 8) who dates them to the fifth centuimposts with similar or simpler acanthus designs ry. Comparealso fragmentsof that date in Athens
were noted at Corinth.
(Xyggopoulos,'Apx. 'Eq., 1915, p. 60, fig. 12;
79. AM 374. Rectangularimpost. P1.26.
ApxeIov,II, p. 209,fig. 7). At least six otherexamples
H. 0.23 m.; W. at top 0.46 m., at bottom 0.35 m.; of closely similar imposts were found at Corinth.
L. at top 0.65 m., at bottom 0.35 m.
Comparealso mouldingsNos. 140-142.
Design on the two sides small Greekcrosseswith
84. AM 27. Mullioncapital. P1. 27.
spreadingarms; on the back, water leaves; on the
H. 0.21 m.; W. at top 0.30 m., at bottom (bearing
fronta spreadingacanthusbetweentwo half-acanthus
0.20 m.; L. at top 0.465 m., at bottom
leaves at the corners.A completeexampleof the full- surface)
0.20 m.
dress organizationof ornamentfor Early Christian (bearingsurface)
A peculiar design taken directly from the late
times. The carvingis notablyrounded,with low relief.
RomanandEarlyChristiancapitalof acanthusringed
80. AM 285. Impost-capital.P1. 27.
aroundthe base of water leaves; indeed the capital
H. 0.31 m.; W. at top 0.365 m.; L. at top 0.62 m. almostlooksas thougha Romancapitalhad been cut
The capital part is decorated with four spiny down at the sides and perhapsthe bottom, but the
acanthus leaves; the impost part, on the face, with restored proportions of the hypothetical original
an acanthusleaf betweenwater leaves at the corner. capital seem impossible.
Onthe rearface, waterleavesonly. A rich elaboration
85. AM203. Mullioncapital. P1. 27.
of the leaf pattern.
H. 0.14 m.; W. at top 0.175 m., at bottom 0.155 m.;
81. AM 246. Impost-capital.P1. 27.
L. at
0.56
at bottom 0.175 m.
H. 0.15 m.; W. at top 0.39 m., at bottom 0.30 m.

H. 0.16 m.; W. at top, 0.34 m., at bottom 0.29 m.;
L. at top 0.53 m., at bottom 0.28 m.; Diam. of column,

top

m.,

Ornament, on one end only, an acanthus leaf
reducedto a kind of palmetteor anthemion.
0.23 m.
For the mannerof carvingand ratherwispy bare
The capital part is simple Ionic; the impost is
composition compare seventh-century work from
decoratedat both ends with acanthusleaf, rounded Basilica F at Phthiotic Thebes
(Soteriou,'Apx. 'Eq.,
and with prominentcentral rib so that it becomes
1937, p. 176, fig. 5), but for the formof the palmette
almost a palmette, between two water leaves at
comparealso an eleventh-century(?) example from
corners.
Rhodes ('ApXETov,
VI, p. 217, fig. 162). A somewhat
82. AM 373. Mullioncapital. P1. 27.
similar capital from Corinth, with a taller, more
H. 0.21 m.; W. at top 0.26 m., at bottom 0.26 m.; straggly appearance,might be comparedto a motif
on a moulding from Mistra (Millet, pi. 48, fig. 5).
L. at top 0.92 m., at bottom 0.54 m.

ORNAMENT
86. AM 39. Mullioncapital (?). PI. 27.
H. 0.135 m.; W. 0.13 m.; L. 0.22 m.

An exampleof inferiorworkmanship.
87. AM 40. Impost. PI. 27.
H. 0.15 m.; W. at top 0.245 m., at bottom 0.22 m.;
L. at top 0.47 m., at bottom 0.23 m.
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93. AM 51. Fragmentof impost. P1. 28.
W. 0.26 m.
Design a crossrising among acanthusleaves with
buds bendingover arms,as No. 91. The techniqueis
softer, but referencescited for No. 91 are useful.
Severalotherexamplesof this motif have been found
at Corinth.
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Ornamentedat each end with a dully carvedleaf
derivedfromthe acanthus,betweentwo waterleaves.
94. AM 259. Capital-impost.P1. 28.
The angularoutline of the leaf is unusualat Corinth.
H. 0.25 m.; W. at top 0.405 m., at bottom 0.15 m.;
L.
at top 0.73 m., at bottom 0.35 m.
88. AM 150. Fragmentof mullion capital. P1. 27.
On the capital a cross between two palmette-like
H. 0.125 m.; W. at top 0.175 m., at bottom 0.11 m.
acanthus
sprays.
Design a crosswith spreadingbase and flat arms;
at either side a rudimentaryacanthusleaf springing
95. AM 33. Capital-impost.P1. 28.
from the foot of the cross.
H. 0.42 m.; W. at top 0.70 m., at bottom 0.58 m.;
For type of crosscompare,amongothers,seventh- Diam. of column 0.47 m.
and eighth-centuryexamplescited by Soteriou('Apx.
ResemblesNos. 89-90 except for peculiarfeature
cit.
for
182-183,
15,
leaf,
1937,
of
pp.
figs.
16);
op.
'Ep.,
pomegranatebendingover armsof cross. Compare
No. 96.
p. 181, fig. 14.
89. AM 377. Compoundmullioncapital. P1. 27.
96. AM 26. Capital-impost.P1.28.
H. 0.275 m.; W. at top 0.29 m., at bottom 0.155 m.;
L. at top 0.88 m., at bottom 0.60 m.

H. 0.24 m.; L. at top 0.66 m., at bottom 0.35 m.;
Diam. of column 0.27 m.

An unusualform structurally,being actually two
Onone face of the imposta crossin a circle;on the
mullion capitals superimposed.On the capital, acan- other a cross between acanthus leaves,
generally
thus; on the impost, water leaves at one end, at similar to No. 95 but simpler.In general,for both,
the other a cross flanked by acanthusfrom which compareworkin St. Johnin Stoudion,
Constantinople
it grows.
(Krautzsch,540a, b, pl. 33, p. 107);Phthiotic Thebes,
Excellent, crisp, deep cutting. Comparean impost BasilicaA (Soteriou,'Apx. 'Eq., 1929, p. 65, figs. 67,
from San Vitale (Colasanti, L'arte bisantina in 68) from the mid fifth century.
Italia, I, p. 46, upperleft) amongother Justinianian
97. AM31. Impost. P1.28.
examples. For a similar structural form with more
H. ca. 0.20 m.; W. at top 0.445 m., at bottom
elaborate design, compare example from the Par0.33 m.; L. at top 0.66 m., at bottom 0.33 m.
thenon (EupEriplpov,
pp. 42, 38, fig. 20).
On one face row of water leaves; on the other a
90. AM 396. Compoundmullion capital. P1. 28. cross between acanthus leaves which rise grass-like
H. 0.145 m.; W. at top 0.23 m., L. at top 0.68 m. to
droopgently over armsof cross,the wholebetween
The decoration, on one end of the impost only, half water leaves at the corners.
resemblesthat of No. 89. Very fine work.
The design is almost certainlyintentionally symbolicand contrivedaestheticallyto suggestthe pathos
91. AM 175. Fragmentof impost. P1. 28.
H. 0.20 m.; W. at top 0.46 m., at bottom 0.30 m.; of the crucifixion.Althoughthe techniqueseems to
belongto the type of Justinianianwork,it has some
projection0.20 m.
The form is peculiarin the longoutsweepingover- resemblanceto that of seventh-centurywork from
hang and in the grass-likedesignof the acanthus,as Phthiotic Thebes Basilica r (Soteriou, 'Apx. 'Ey.,
well as in the buds which bend over the arms of the 1937,p. 176, fig. 5). The "mourning"motif is perhaps
cross.
intended, though less successfully executed, in a
Otherwisethe workresemblesJustinianianexamples capitalfromBasilicaA at PhthioticThebes(Soteriou,
above and capitals at St. John's in Ephesos (Keil, 'ApX.'Ep., 1929, p. 64, fig. 67).
pl. XXXIV, no. 2). See Nos. 92, 93.
98. AM13. Fragmentof colossalcapital or impost.
92. AM 179. Fragmentof capitalincludingneck of P1. 28.
Pres. H., no more than half the original,0.33 m.;
column.P1. 28.
Pres.W. at top, perhapsthree-fourthsof the original,
H. 0.365 m.; radius of column 0.12 m.
Work closely similarto impost No. 91 above, and 0.86 m.
Similarto No. 89 and following.
the two may belongtogether.
8
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99. AM 9. Impost. P1. 28.
H. 0.14 m.; W. at top 0.41 m., at bottom 0.35 m.;

L. 0.35 m.
Crossbetween acanthus.
100. AM 274. Impost. P1. 28.
H. 0.135 m.; W. at top 0.38 m.; L. at top 0.47 m.
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Design on rear face water leaf between two halfleaves at corners, with points of second series of
leaves showingbetween;on front, crossbetweentwo
half-leaves.
101. AM 287. Impost. P1. 28.

H. 0.115 m.; W. at top 0.39 m., at bottom 0.26 m.;
L. at top 0.55 m., at bottom 0.26 m.

106. AM 103. Impost. P1. 29.
H. 0.125 m.; W. at top 0.145 m., at bottom 0.115 m.;
L. at top 0.50 m., at bottom 0.19 m.
Design, on one end only, a circle indicated by a
double line in relief, within which a cross with flaring
end so treated as to seem almost like a formal
rosette.
At least nine other imposts and mullion capitals,
apart from those listed, were noted at Corinth, representing some variation on this theme depending on
the distinctness with which the cross emerges from
the rosette. Most of them reveal the cross more
immediately than this.

107. AM 355. Impost. P1. 29.
Design on both faces a cross between two half
H. 0.16 m.; W. at top 0.22 m., at bottom 0.13 m.;
water leaves very simply indicated by cutting in
relief without borders,so that the characterof the L. at top 0.58 m., at bottom 0.13 m.
leaf is almost lost.
Design, on one end only, a fairly distinct cross with
slightly tri-lobed ends within a circle. The chief
102. AM 200. Impost. P1. 28.

H. 0.19 m.; W. at top 0.42 m., at bottom 0.37 m.;
L. at top 0.69 m., at bottom 0.40 m.

Ornamented at one end only with cross with
slightly spreadends.
Some ten imposts and seven mullioncapitalshave
been noted at Corinth,apart fromthose listed below,
whose sole decorationis a simplecrossat one or both
ends. Although the forms given to the cross in the
several examples vary slightly, the differencesare
slight and in view of the lack of externalevidencefor
chronologyit seems hardly worth while to illustrate
them.

interest of this piece is that it was recut from a mullion
capital or impost which had originally been decorated
at each end with acanthus leaves.

108. AM 21. Capital-impost. P1. 29.
H. 0.26 m.; W. at top 0.68 m, at bottom 0.355 m.
The capital part is of the Ionic type; the impost is
decorated at one end with acanthus leaves flanking a
circle within which is a monogram of the cross combined with X and I, and possibly P. In technique it
resembles our examples of the Justinianian period.

109. AM 262. Fragment from impost (?). P1. 29.
H. 0.135 m.; W. 0.315 m. Unusually hard, crystal103. AM 270. Mullioncapital (?). P1.29.
line, white marble, marred by darker veins and a large
H. 0.14 m.; W. at top 0.265 m.; L. at top 0.62 m.; irregular nodule of larger crystals of the darker
Diam. of disc on bottom 0.20 m.
material.
The ornamentis a commontype of cross;the only
A chi-rho cross monogram within a circle, flanked
peculiarityto the piece is its fitting for a cylindrical by a water leaf and an acanthus at the corner (on each
column,for whichcompareone fromDelphi(Laurent, side). Fine, sharp, detailed work.
B.C.H., XXIII, 1899, p. 215 A, which has P instead
Comparework at Delphi (Laurent, B.C.H., XXIII,
of a cross and is said to be sixth century in date). 1899, p. 220, fig. 5 A) and Basilica A at Phthiotic
Thebes (Soteriou, 'Apx. 'Ep., 1929, p. 65, fig. 70), the
104. AM 24. Impost-capital.P1. 29.
latter
about 450, the former fifth-sixth century.
H. 0.18 m.; W. at top 0.35 m.; L. at top 0.69 m.;
Diam. of column0.35 m.
110. AM 46. Fragment of impost. P1. 29.
The capitalis Ionic in form;the sharplyprojecting
H. 0.17 m.
Almost exactly the same design as No. 109, but
impost has a cross of a typical form, for which coman
the
from
of
Basilica
A
at
softer, more rounded forms.
pare example
propylon

Phthiotic Thebes (Soteriou,'Apx. 'Eq., 1929, p. 67,
fig. 75) dated around450.
105. AM90. Fragmentof mullioncapital (?). P1.29.

111. AM 140. Mullion capital. P1. 29.
H. 0.10 m.; W. at top 0.13 m., at bottom 0.04 m.;
L. at top 0.24 m., at bottom 0.15 m.
H. 0.16 m.; W. 0.23 m.
Remarkable among other things for its miniature
Remarkable only for the structuralform, which size. On one end a moulding of the classical Ionic
includesthe top of the mullion(orcolumnshaft) with base type; on the other a cross chi-rho monogram
the capital, the cross extending over both elements. carved in low, flat relief, but delicately and neatly.
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118. AM264. Impost. P1. 30.
Apart fromthe size, the Ionic-baseprofileon the rear
H. 0.135 m.; W. at top 0.165 m., at bottom 0.13 m.;
is curious. It shows that such a profilewas used on
L.
at top 0.52 m., at bottom 0.14 m.
at
least
capitals,
occasionally.
at one end with acanthus of which
Ornamented
112. AM204. Fragmentof impostor capital.P1.29.
H. 0.29 m.; W. at top 0.34 m., at bottom 0.24 m. armscurveoutwardalongsides and enclosepalmette
downin the middle.
Design on front a circlewithin which a crosswith displayedupside
in
Similar
type to No. 119, but remarkablefor the
heart-shapeddevices in the space betweenthe arms,
frame and the flat, crude carving.
creating a kind of rosette; on the side a scroll and quadrangular
A
or
a debasedfollower?
forerunner
bud-likepalmette. The reliefis slight and the carving
119.
AM 327. Impost. P1. 30.
soft and rounded.
113. AM 69. Fragmentof mullion capital. P1. 29.
W. ca. 0.25 m.

Design a rosette of lotus-bud-likeelement joined
by apices of outer leaves, within a circle. Flat but
strong, full groovesmakingthe outlines.
This is a well preservedexample of a rosette of
moderate complexity as comparedwith those ornamenting some seven or more other imposts and
mullioncapitalsnoted. The formsrangefromradiating narrowleaves to radiating floral forms slightly
more intricate than this.
114. AM416. Fragmentof mullioncapital. P1. 29.
H. 0.11 m.; W. at top 0.165 m., at bottom 0.125 m.;

H. 0.115 m.; W. at top 0.15 m.; L. at top 0.49 m.;

bearingsurfaceca. 0.11 m. square.
Design at one end similar to No. 118 but crisper
and morecontrolled,and distinguishedby the almost
circularfieldof the palmette.Thisis the basicpattern
for devicesused with considerablevariationthroughout the full Byzantineperiod.
For this compareespecially,perhaps,an example
from St. Gregory Theologos in Thebes (Soteriou,
'ApX.'Ep.,1924, p. 21, fig. 34) of the ninth century.
In addition to the examplesfromCorinthlisted here
someten other examplesof the deviceon impostsand
mullion capitals were noted, differing chiefly in
techniqueand degreeof stylization, and in the tendency to avoid a sharplydefinedfieldfor the palmette.
120. AM 131. Impost. P1. 30.

projectionca. 0.19 m.
Design a rosette within an inverted omega. The
rosette is of the type with radiatingnarrowleaves, in
H. 0.18 m.; W. at top 0.20 m.; side of square at
this case with devicesin the intervals.
bottom 0.16 m.; projection 0.26 m.
115. AM367. Mullioncapital or impost. P1.29.
A variationof the abovedeviceconstitutingalmost
H. 0.14 m.; W.at top ca. 0.26 m., at bottom 0.19 m.; a sub-type,in which the centraldivisionis especially
L. at top 0.564 m., at bottom 0.325 m.; Diam. of prominent. The workmanshipin this example is
columnsetting 0.18 m.
unusuallysmooth.
Decoratedwith a simple rosette in high relief.
Compareexamples from Mistra (Millet, pl. 62,
Two other examples of this type of rosette were fig. 6).
noted at Corinth,one on a mullioncapital almost the
121. AM 72. Impost. P1. 30.
twin of this except that the bedding surface was
H. 0.17 m.; W. at top 0.18 m., at bottom 0.145 m.;
rectangular,0.27 m. by 0.105 m. For the type of L. at top 0.54 m., at bottom 0.155 m.
impostcompareone fromRhodes('ApXeiov,VI, p. 14,
A strangelydisorderedexampleof the type above.
fig. 8) dated by Orlandosas Early Christian;for the
122. AM 71. Impost. P1. 30.
type of rosette see also a slab in Berlin (Volbach,
H. 0.12 m.; W. at top 0.16 m., at bottom 0.08 m.;
p. 29, no. 2928) dated in the ninth or tenth century. L. at top 0.54 m., at bottom 0.11 m.
116. AM 55. Fragment of mullion capital. P1. 29.
Anothervariationon the type of No. 119 in which
H. 0.10 m.; W. 0.13 m.
(unlessit has been cut down at the end more than
Designa rosetteof no particulardistinction,framed appears)the lower part of the pattern assumessuch
above by a panel rectangularsave for a concaveside a weightin the proportionas to createan X shapeas
to receive the rosette.
the basis of the design.
123. AM 383. Capital-impostfor mullion. P1. 30.
117. AM 187. Impost. P1. 30.

H. 0.12 m.; W. at top 0.145 m., at bottom 0.11 m.;
L. at top 0.495 m., at bottom 0.11 m.

H. 0.185 m.; W. at top 0.21 m., L. at top 0.59 m.;

Diam. of column0.20 m.
This is an unusualpiece, partly for its form.It is
Overallpatternsimilarto No. 116, but the rosette
consists of concentric bands divided radially into treatedas an impost-capitalwith the capital,0.05 m.
sections.
high, designedafter the Ionic order. The device on
8*
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one end of the impost is a kind of rosette consisting
of a circlecircumscribinga squarewithin whichcross
diagonallines; on the other end a floreationof acanthus leaves in the formof a reverseS backedagainst
a normal S with leaves in the space at the bottom,
the wholeapproachingthe formof an invertedomega.
124. AM 93. Impost. P1. 30.
H. 0.13 m.; W. at top 0.165 m.; L. at top 0.45 m.;
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bearingsurfaceat bottom 0.15 m. square.
On one end an omega within which a palmette.
Broad, deep carving.
Anotherexampleof this device,not so well carved,
was noted at Corinth.
125. AM 168. Impost. P1. 30.
H. 0.075 m.; W. at top 0.245 m., at bottom 0.22 m.;

L. at top 0.29 m., at bottom 0.24 m. Madeof green,
serpentine-likestone.
Carved on each end with a delicate spray-like
palmette or anthemion.
Comparean "Early Christian"capital in Desianes

in Thessaly (Giannopoulos, 'ETreTnpisBulavTtvcov

wrrou&cov,
XVI, 1940, p. 375, fig. 5).
126. AM 98. Fragmentof impost. P1. 30.
H. 0.105 m.; W. at top 0.16 m., at bottom 0.145 m.;

projectionat end 0.10 m.
Ornamentedwith design somewherebetween palmette and anthemion.
127. AM 340. Impost-capital.P1. 30.
H. 0.15 m.; W. at top 0.25 m., at bottom 0.245 m.;
L. at top 0.62 m., at bottom 0.37 m.

H. 0.20 m.; W. at top 0.39 m., at bottom 0.33 m.;
L. at top 0.695 m., at bottom 0.53 m.

The columnend (B) is ornamentedwith a row of
acanthusleavesof conventionaltype. Thepierend (A)
carriesa designdepictingthreeseven-branched
candlesticks (Menorah)between which are palm branches
(Lulab)and citron (Etrog).
I have had the advantage of discussing this remarkablepiecewith Mr. JosephNehamaof Saloniki,
who consulted on my behalf Prof. Cecil Roth of
Oxford.Thesegentlemenconcurin the opinionwhich
is most conveniently summarizedin the following
quotation from a letter from Prof. Roth which I am
gratefulfor permissionto publish: "Thisfeature (the
Menorah,Lulab, and Etrog) is exclusively Jewish.
Occasionallythe candelabrumis found in a possibly
Christianconnotation,and sometimestoo the Palmbranch:but the Etrog so far as I knownever,and the
combinationof the threeis utterly convincing.I fancy
that this symmetricalgroupingis unique: moreover,
the citronis rarelyshewnso plainlyand so prominently
without other cult objects. I cannot help wondering
whetherthis combinationmay not have somebearing
on the theory of the close relationsof Hanukahand
Tabernacles, already indicated in the Book of
Maccabbees.
"The fragments almost certainly derive from a
Synagogue."
Fromthe techniqueof carvingand the formof the
capitalone wouldsupposethat the capitaldates from
the fifth century.
131. AM232. Fragmentof impost. P1. 30.

Apart from the structuralform, the remarkable
feature of this piece is the "Sassanian palmette"
H. 0.12 m.; W. at top 0.16 m., at bottom 0.11 m.;
ornamentingone end of the impost; it is the best
0.14 m.
L.
exampleof this device at Corinth.
Ornamentedat one end with an angularpatternof
128. AM 143 bis. Impost. P1. 30.
rows
of diamonds,squarecut like a stencil.Probably
H. 0.12 m.; W. at top 0.15 m., at bottom 0.115 m.;
Kufic
influence.
L. at top 0.50 m., at bottom 0.185 m.
132. AM 406. SculptureInv. 1168. Fragment of
Design at one end a crudely conventionalized
impost. P1. 30.
palm leaf.
H. 0.14 m.; W. at top ca. 0.21 m., at bottom 0.15 m.;
Comparean example "after the seventh century"
at Salona (Krautzsch,no. 841, pl. 49, p. 285) and a projection ca. 0.29 m.
Design a bird with elaborate wings and head
Coptic design (Krautzsch,no. 835, pl. 50, p. 235).
Two other designson this theme, even moredebased, bent forward to peck at breast; the empty spaces
filled with sprays of acanthus.
were noted at Corinth.
133. AM 381. Impost. P1. 31.
129. AM 136. Fragmentof impost (?). P1. 30.
H. 0.15 m.; W. at top 0.19 m., at bottom 0.10 m.;
W. 0.43 m.
L.
at top 0.57 m., at bottom 0.10 m.
a
circle
with
the
chi-rho
with
Design
monogram,
On
the rear a whorl; on the front a bird standing
alpha and omega at the sides, all in low reliefneatly
carved.
by a cross,the top of whichit toucheswith its beak.
130. Not inventoried;found in the theatre where Feathers indicated conventionallyby light etching.
it remains,behindthe stage. Capitalfor half-column
134. AM412.Fragmentof mullioncapitalconsisting
and attachedpier. P1. 30.
of part of one end includingpart of one side. P1. 31.
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Pres. H. 0.135 m.; W. 0.13 m.

Onthe front two birds'headsapparentlyemerging
from a floreationand lookingtowardthe corners;on
the side anotherbird's head also looking towardthe
corner.The designis lively but the cutting is careless.
Compareinverted omega designs.
135. AM 379. Fragmentof mullioncapital. P1. 31.
H. 0.20 m.; W. at top 0.19 m., at bottom 0.11 m.;
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projection0.19 m.
The design representsan animal, possibly a lion,
striding outward while looking backward,his tail
waving over his back. Muchworn.
136. AM 332. Impost. PI. 31.
H. 0.14 m.; W. at top 0.275 m., at bottom 0.18 m.;
L. at top 0.47 m., at bottom 0.14 m.

Ornamentedat one end by figureof lion or mastiff
standing to right but lookingback over his shoulder
towardhis tail waving over his back.
137. AM 303. Impost. P1. 31.
H. 0.125 m.; W. at top 0.195 m., at bottom 0.15 m.;
L. at top 0.65 m., at bottom 0.15 m.
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Ornamentationincludes several varietiesof large,
flat, dryly cut leaves.
139. AM 375. Moulding.P1. 31.
From Peribolosof Apollo.
H. 0.165 m.; projection0.135 m.; pres.L. (of complete section)0.62 m.
Designof stubby waterleaves with dartsbetween;
on the preservedsection is also a cross. All in low
reliefof flat but not finelyfinishedsurfaces,the design
indicatedin part by coarseincision.
Two other fragments of a closely similar piece
noted, one built into the churchon Acrocorinth.
140. AM 376. Moulding.P1. 31.
From Peribolosof Apollo.
H. 0.14 m.; projection0.09 m.
Design of water leaf alternatingwith acanthus,in
the samestyle as No. 139, nearwhichthis was found.
Apartfromthose listed hereseven otherfragments
of mouldingof similar design but varying technique
werenoted. See also some of the imposts, e.g. No. 83
above.

Ornamentedon one end with floreation(compare
141. AM 255. Fragmentof moulding.P1. 31.
No. 122), at the otherwith a lion or mastiffcrouching
H. 0.28 m.; Th. at top 0.13 m., at bottom 0.045 m.
towardthe outer edge but with his head turnedback
The same design as No. 140, but in a different
overhis shoulderas he biteshistail whichis elaborated
techniqueof carvingin whichthe reliefis higherand
into a floralpattern.
there is a distinct body to the forms, althoughthey
remainprimarilysurfacesratherthan plastic masses.
Compare a fragment from Athens ('Apxseov, II,
MOULDINGS
p. 209, fig. 7) dated by Orlandosin the fourth or
centuries.
fifth
Plates 31-35
142 a, b, c. AM28 a, b, c. Threefragmentsof heavy
moulding.P1. 31 (a).
Found near Bema.
H. ca. 0.28 m.; W. and D. vary, since cut from
classicalblocks, max. W. 0.85 m., max. D. 1.34 m.
The pattern is alternating acanthus and water
leaf, carvedboldly but carelessly,with a considerable
range in the dimensions of the correspondingelements.
A closely similar fragmentwas found at the foot
of Acrocorinthand now lies by the fountainof Hadji
Mustaphaat the foot of the path leading up the
mountain,half a mile south of the excavation area.
For the possible attribution of these blocks to the
Propylaiasee above, p. 14.
143. AM 350. Lintel from iconostasis.P1. 31.
H. 0.09 m.; Pres. L. 0.75 m.; D. 0.20 m.
fountain court. Mouldings carved on the ends of
A rectangulardressedsurfacefor a capital underblocks.P1.31 (a and b; c not
re-usedarchitrave-frieze
The design is alternatingacanthusand lotus,
neath.
illustrated).
H. 0.53 im.; W. at top 0.37 m., at bottom 0.42 m.; although the outline of the outer leaf of the lotus
begins with a loop under the acanthus leaves and
L. of carvedsurface0.60 m.

Here we include examples of mouldings
from string-courses in walls and piers, door
frames, lintels, and perhaps other functional
members. In only a few cases is it possible to
be specific about the function, but there seems
to be little difference in the use of ornament.
Thus again the order of listing is in terms of
ornament: first water leaves, then acanthus,
acanthus and water leaves, circle patterns,
rectangular-frame patterns, floral patterns,
guilloche, and a few others.
a still in positionon
138 a, b, c. Not inventoried;
one of the columnsof the EarlyChristianfacadein
Peirene;b andc in the entrancesto the apsesof the
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For this effectcompareminormouldingson several
continues up and presumablyover the acanthus to
a
of
its
the
sort
frame
mate
on
other
side,
fifth-centurycapitals:Acheiropoietosin Thessalonike
creating
join
for the acanthus.
(Krautzsch,no. 431-432, pl. 26); the GoldenGate in
CompareNo. 144below;alsomouldingin the church Constantinople(Krautzsch,no. 155,pl. 11); Jerusalem
of the Pantokrator(Seirckdjami)in Constantinople (Krautzsch,no. 314, pl. 20; no. 323, pl. 21); and also
(Ebersoltand Thiers,p. 204, fig. 104) of the twelfth the capitalsfrom Lechaion(aboveNo. 55). But comcentury; St. DemetriosKatsouresin Arta ('ApXESov,parealso a mouldingon the archivoltof a tomb from
II, pp. 64-65, fig. 7) of the thirteenth,and the funeral Thessalonike of the eleventh or twelfth century
monument of Michael Tornikes in Constantinople (Soteriou,pl. 56y, p. 182).
(Brehier,pl. XIII) dated 1328. At least five examples
148. AM 221. Moulding.P1. 32.
of mouldingsapparentlydecoratedby rows of acanH. 0.13 m.
thus alone, and of a more natural style, were noted
Acanthus leaves alternately upside down and
at Corinthbut were too mutilatedto be informative. right-side-up,joinedby tendrilmakingbold S curves.
144. AM30. Fragmentof lintelof iconostasis.P1.32.
Comparea mouldingfrom Basilica A at Phthiotic
H. 0.115 m.; D. at top 0.34 m., at bottom 0.19 m. Thebes(Soteriou,'Apx. 'Eq., 1929, p. 73, fig. 82) of
Design includesa cross with flaringarms in a de- the sixth century, where the lines are more vertical
pressedcircle on the under surface;on the front, on and square; also a fragmentfrom Stobi (Kitzinger,
the axis of the lower cross,is a similarcrosswith an DumbartonOaksPapers,III, fig. 140), althoughhere
acanthus and leaf or bud pattern very similar to the leaves are split as in our No. 150 below.
No. 143, though perhapsmore angular.
149. AM 319. Moulding.P1. 32.
For this quality comparemouldingsin the church
H. 0.14 m.
of the Panoptes(EskiImaretdjami)in Constantinople
Pattern as in preceding, but softer and more
(Ebersoltand Thiers, p. 181, fig. 93) of the twelfth generalizedcarving.
century, wherethe design is, however,more precise;
Compare mouldings in the north door of the
the eleventh century church of the Anargyroi in "Little Metropolis"in Athens.
Kastoria ('ApXETov,
IV, p. 20, fig. 12); a church at
150.AM107 A, B. Twofragmentsof crownmouldNereziin Serbia(Millet,L'ancienart serbe-les eglises,
ing for screen.P1. 32.
Paris, 1919, p. 141, fig. 152); and the Metropoleat
H. 0.18 m.; D. at top 0.195 m.; groove on bottom
Mistra(Millet,pl. 45, no. 4).
for slab 0.055 m. wide.
145. AM 236. Moulding.P1. 32.
The fragmentsare remarkablein having on one
H. 0.13 m.
side a doublepatternof Lesbianleaf and egg-and-dart
Almost vertical face; design similar to preceding in quite classicalform apart from the vividly sharp
but moreconventionalizedand with heavieremphasis and deep cutting-away of the background;on the
on the verticals.
other side a patternconsistingof acanthusseparated
146. AM 17. Moulding.P1. 32.
by darts or spears. The remarkablefeature of this
H. 0.22 m.; W. of slab 1.12 m.; D. of slab, 0.50 m. side is that the acanthusis split at the base so that
Design of acanthus leaves, characterizedby the while the outlines are preservedthey are formedby
fact that the lowest leaf on each side is dissociated leaf-ends growing out of an undulatingline rather
from its spray and attachedto its neighborto forma than on an even quasi-organicstem or root. Indeed,
prominent lunette. The background is cut away since this undulatingline does not divide the spear,
the effect, from one point of view, is that the spear
deeply and sharply.
For a possible parallelof this particularfeature is the focusof each unit with spraysof leaves bending
see the base mouldingaroundcertaincapitalsin the towardit on each side. The total effect is an unusuchurch of St. Demetriosin Thessalonike(Soteriou, ally ingeniousfusion of separate elements by interpl. 40a, p. 165) dated around450; comparealso our lockingor overlappingrhythms.I sawa very careless
No. 147.
but similardesignon a fragmenton Acrocorinthwith
147. AM 300. Moulding.P1. 32.
an inscription.
H. 0.15 m.
For the split-leafeffect comparethe examplecited
The design is of a row of acanthusleaves, charac- above from Stobi (our No. 148) although this lacks
terized by the fact that the points of adjoiningleaves the spear;at HosiosLoukasthereareleaves (notsplit)
meet eachotherneatlydefiningcrisptriangularspaces, betweena devicevaguelyresemblinga spear(Schultzclearly cut back between,
Barnsley, pl. 12) from about 1000; for the violent
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colorism compare capitals from Phthiotic Thebes
(Krautzsch,no. 452, pl. 27, p. 139) dated after 500;
a mouldingfromthe ambonof BasilicaA at Phthiotic
Thebes(Soteriou,'Apx.'Ep.,1929,pp.91-97).Compare
also mouldingsfrom the churchof the Panaghiaat
Ephesos (Keil, IV, i, pp. 59-60, fig. 70) also of the
early sixth century. A fragment from St. Gregory
Theologosat Thebes,of the ninth century (Soteriou,
'Apx. 'Ep., 1924, p. 15, fig. 23) has the device of split
leaves and a spearin extremeform.CompareNo. 157
below.
151. AM 210. Moulding.P1. 32.
H. 0.125 m.
Face practicallyvertical; design of definitecircles
formedby interlockingloops,within whichpalmettes.
Carvingcrisp and fresh.
Comparemouldingfrom the Panaghiaat Ephesos,
periodIV (seventhcentury)(Keil, IV, i, p. 67, fig. 82).
152. AM 362. Moulding.P1. 32.
H. 0.16 m.
Ornamented with palmette in running circles.
Distinguishedfrom No. 151 by the more prominent
horizontalsweep of the undulatinglines formingthe
circles.
For this comparea sixth-centurymouldingfrom
III, p. 133, fig. 5).
Smyrna('ApxETov,
153. Not inventoried;in SoutheastBuildingwhere
found. Mouldingcut on heavy slab. P1. 32.
H. 0.16 m.; W. 0.91 m.; D. 0.295 m. On the top a

squarecutting at the rightend0.24m. wideand0.04m.
deep; from this a groove leads to the left end0.06 m.
wide, 0.13 m. from the front edge.
It would seem that the block carrieda post and
screen, perhapsin a tribune gallery. The design is
like that of No. 152 exceptthat the palmetteis taller,
the leaves more slenderand numerous,so that they
look more like a palm branch.Also the reliefis much
lighter.For the shape of the leaf see mouldingof the
tenth-twelfth centuries at Smyrna ('ApxETov,III,
p. 151, fig. 31); also Mistra(Millet,pl. 48 no. 3, pl. 49
no. 3).
154. AM 358. Moulding.P1. 32.
H. 0.11 m.; projection ca. 0.08 m.

Circles containing whorls and "Sassanian palmettes," separatedby knots.
Comparemoulding from Athens (Xyggopoulos,
'ApX.'Ep.,1915,p. 65, fig. 20) of around1000.A lintel
using the samegeneralscheme,more trimly executed,
is built into the churchon Acrocorinth.
155. AM 365. Moulding.P1. 32.
H. 0.12 m.; projection 0.07 m.
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Alternating large and small circles formed by
undulatinglines;thecirclescontainwhorlsand crosses,
and betweenthe large circlesare lotus buds.
ComparemouldingsfromDelphi(Laurent,B.C.H.,
XXIII, 1899, p. 264, fig. 24) of the fifth or sixth
centuries,although the Delphi design is more floral
in motif, from Chios (Orlandos,Chios, pl. 7) which
lacks the "lotus," and from Smyrna ('ApXETov,
III,
p. 148, fig. 22). Oursis distinguishedby the crudityof
its workmanship.
156. AM 349. Several fragmentsof mouldingcut
on heavy slab. P1. 32.
H. 0.15 m.; W. 1.10 m.; D. 0.61 m.

Design of broad palm leaves assuming approximately rectangularformsbetweentall straight-sided
ovals containingrosettes and short palmettes. Clean
carvingwith moderaterelief.
Anotherfragmentnoted at Corinthhas a similar
arrangementof block palm leaves, but with broader
leaves and "Theodosian"coloristicdrilling.
157. AM387. SculptureInv. 1325;InscriptionInv.
875. Lintel. P1. 33.
H. 0.20 m.; Pres. L. 2.00 m.; D. on top 0.42 m.

On the face a design 0.185 m. wide consistingin
partof an arcadecontainingcrossesand a floralmotif,
in part of a floral pattern in which S-curved tendrils with acanthus-likeleaf-edgesrise from the base
of alternatevertical darts.On the bottom a miscellaneousband0.25m. wide of runningleaf tendril,cross,
rosettes, and a boss containingan inscription. The
workmanshipis only fair, the carvingstrongbut not
deep.
For the inscription, whose sense is obscure, see
Corinth,VIII, i, no. 321, and C. G-C. I. H., I, i,
Peloponnes,Corinthia(ed. Bees), no. 12, where Bees
datesthe inscriptionto the eleventhor twelfthcentury.
For the arcademotif see the screenof the prothesisat
Hosios Loukas(Schultz-Barnsley,p. 23) dated about
1000; examplesat Mistra(Millet,pl. 48, no. 6, pl. 49,
nos. 1, 3, 6), and Smyrna('ApXEiov,
III, pp. 148-152,
For
the
of
design split leaves compare
figs. 12-32).
No. 150 above.
158. AM 398. Fragmentof lintel. P1. 33.
Not found in excavation.
H. 0.135 m.; D. on bottom 0.29 m.

The face has a ratherunintegratedarray of floral
and interlace designs in sections and bosses; also a
bird bending to peck the groundor its foot. On the
bottom,towardthe right, the beginningof a guilloche
0.16 m. wide.

Published by Philadelpheus (AeT-r., IV, 1918,
lapdaprnua,p. 9, no. 4). For the sectional character
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Floral pattern like that of No. 163, but more
see No. 157; also Hosios Loukas (Schultz-Barnsley,
pl. 27), about 1000. For the knot compare a piece stylized and schematicallycarved; what appearsto
fromMistra(Millet,pl. 49, no. 1). For the feather-like be tail of peacockappearsat right. On lowersurfacea
device compare St. Soter near Amphissa ('ApXETov,runningtendrilmarksthe edge; a dressedsurfacefor
I, p. 194, fig. 11) of the twelfth century. In general the supportingmembercut into the bottom.
For the designcomparea carvedbeamfromSiponto
comparea twelfth-centurylintel from Athens (EupE(Volbach,p. 70, no. 6670).
Triplov, p. 43, fig. 30).
165. AM 361 a, b. Two fragmentsof moulding.
159. AM 65. Moulding,perhapsdoorjamb. P1. 33.
P1. 34.
H. 0.19 m.
H. 0.15 m.
Designa seriesof rectanglesformedby two strands
A still more stylized version of the same floral
outlined on both sides, runningalong the edges but
at
intervals.
interlock
in
to
the
center
to
design, appearing as a series of eye-like patterns
breaking
and
floreations.
Within the panels, palmettes
enclosing floreations based on the palmette, or
Comparetenth-eleventh century work in Athens rosettes,with leaves against the edges. Very shallow
(Xyggopoulos,'ApX. 'Ep., 1915, p. 64, figs. 16, 21; relief and soft carving.
A kind of resemblancein the workingmay be seen
p. 42, figs. 21, 22); twelfth-century work
EOPET-rlpov,
at Hosios Meletios ('ApXEIov,V, p. 97, fig. 44); in an impost from the tribune of Saints Sergiosand
undated work at Mistra (Millet, pl. 48, no. 15). In Bakchosin Constantinople(EbersoltandThiers,p. 46,
addition to those listed here at least two other ex- fig. 23), of the sixth century,althoughtherethe relief
amplesof the designin termsof rectangleswerenoted and carving are sharper.A closer parallel may be
at Corinth,distinguishedchiefly by the delicacy of found among examples at Mistra (Millet, pl. 48,
no. 10, pl. 49, no. 3, p1.52, no. 7).
work.
160. AM 318. Mouldingfrom top of door frame.
166. AM64 and AM32. Two sectionsof moulding,
one includinga corner.PI. 34.
P1. 33.
H. 0.24 m.
H. 0.14 m.
also
more
note
Similar to No. 159, but
delicate;
Design ultimately the same as No. 165, but so
twist mouldingon border.
stylizedas to appearalmostgeometric.Carvingfairly
distinct and relief moderatelydeep, but strictly in
161. AM 354. Lintel or doormolding.P1. 33.
two planes,the outer being perfectlyflat.
H. 0.13 m.
Similarto No. 160, but simpler.
CompareNo. 165 above, and for an intermediary
I saw a similarfragmentnear the secondgate on phase see examplesfrom Mistra (Millet,pl. 59, nos.
Acrocorinth.
9-10).
167. AM 345. Twofragmentsof doorframe.P1. 33.
162. AM405. SculptureInv. 2370. Doormoulding.
Total W. 0.13 m.; D. 0.225 m.
P1. 33.
On one mouldingis a seriesof acanthusleaves; on
H. 0.14 m.
Similar to No. 159, but on the preservedpanel is the other a runningtendril with acanthussprays.
168. AM 413. Three fragmentsin marble,two in
representeda bird.
163. AM 395. Mouldingfrom doorjamb.P1. 34.
granite,of what seems to be one system of moulding
Th. 0.13 m.
althoughthe profilesarenot exactlythe samethroughRunningtendrilsmanipulatedto formheart-shaped out. P1. 34.
All fragmentsdiscoveredtogetherin Late Roman
designs,brokenat onepointby figureof man (David?)
bath in South Stoa (Corinth,I, iv, p. 151).
playing a harp.
Total H. ca. 0.16 m.; total D. ca. 0.18 m.; W. of
For the floralpatterncomparefragmentin monasface ca. 0.13 m.
carved
tery of Hosios Meletios dated to twelfth century
Design a running tendril undulating along the
V, pp. 98-99, figs. 45-46); also, though
('APXETov,
ours is more developed,one from St. GregoryTheo- stone with acanthusleaves bent backwardto fill the
logosat Thebes(Soteriou,'ApX.'Ep.,1924,pp. 19-20, empty spaces.Fairly intricatework,with three lines
fig. 31) of the ninth century. For more elaborate markingthe tendril. Some seven other fragmentsof
developments of the scheme see examples from the same type of designwere noted.
Mistra(Millet,pl. 48, nos. 7, 10).
169. AM 424. Fragment of moulding (or large
164. AM 124. Lintel. P1. 33.
impost). P1. 34.
IT. 0.13 m.

H. 0.15 m.
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Cut from classicalcolumn.
Ornamentedwith S-shaped sprig of acanthus.
170. AM 122. Moulding.P1. 34.
H. 0.12 m.
Designlike that of No. 168, but morenaturalistic.
Compareexample illustrated by P. Orsi in his
ChiesiBasiliani dellaCalabria,Firenze, 1929, p. 165,
fig. 113.
171. AM 61. Mouldingor impost. P1. 34.
H. 0.115 m.
Design similar to No. 168, but undulationsmore
pronouncedcreating spaces almost semi-circularin
shape to be filled with leaf-sprays.
Comparean impost in St. Nicolaos near Skripou
(Schultz-Barnsley,pl. 60), about 1000.
172. AM 45. Fragment of moulding or mullion
capital. P1. 34.
H. 0.16 m.
Designsimilarto No. 168, but simplerand broader.
173. AM 144. Moulding.P1. 34.
H. 0.15 m.
Similarto No. 168, but with greaterelegance.I saw
a more elaborate fragment near the outer gate of
Acrocorinth.
174. AM422. Mouldingor doorframe.P1. 34.
H. 0.23 m.
One zone has a band of acanthus and cross;
the otheran unusualpatternof a roperunningthrough
approximatelyrectangularpanelsseparatedby knots
or loops. Clearlycut.
175. AM 188. Mouldingor doorframe.P1. 34.
H. 0.13 m.
A fairly delicate and complex guilloche of three
strands consisting of three threads each; along the
edge a twist.
Comparea mouldingfrom Hagios TriasKriezotou
V, p. 11, fig. 7) dated to the twelfth centu('ApXEtov,
best
The
of half-a-dozenessentiallysimpleguilloche
ry.
at Corinth.
noted
patterns
176. AM 251. Mouldingor door frame. P1. 34.
H. 0.16 m.
A heavily designedguillochecharacterizedby not
being a true interlace;rather,each of the two strands
runs in alternate gentle curves and sharply pointed
bends, the latter in one strand laid over the former
in the other, without actually intertwining.
Comparemouldingsdated to the seventhor eighth
centuriesin Athens (Eupe8rTplov,
p. 59, fig. 46); also
undated examplesat Mistra(Millet,pl. 47, nos. 7-9).
At least one other exampleof similarform noted at
Corinth.
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177. AM47. Threejoining fragmentsof moulding.
Pl. 35.
From near Bema.
H. 0.15 m.
Design a rather crudely carved frieze of disintegrated floral motifs arrangedin a way to suggest
block-likedivisionandcarvedto recallKuficpatterns.
A boss is carvedwith a whorl.
178. AM 356. Mouldingor impost. P1. 35.
H. 0.085 m.; projection 0.07 m.

Design, on two sides, of "Sassanian palmettes"
within rectangularframes of floral or Kufic origin;
the whole impressionis of Kufic pattern, including
the flat face and shallowrelief.
Comparea mouldingon a slab in Athens (Soteriou,
Byz.-Neugr.Jahrb., XI, 1934-1935, p. 260, fig. 43)
which Soteriou dated (pp. 248-249) in the second
half of the eleventh century.
179. AM 308. Moulding.P1. 35.
H. 0.13 m.
Design in rectangularpanels of various patterns,
someKufic,somechecker-board,
at least one palmette
and a simple whorl.
Illustrated by Soteriou (Byz.-Neugr.Jahrb., XI,
1934-1935, p. 233, fig. 1) and dated (p. 246) by him
in the tenth century. Anotherfragment,possiblyof
the samemoulding,was noted.
180. AM 230. Mouldingon heavy block. P1. 34.
H. 0.15 m.
Design of squares or triangles, or from another
point of view, of 4-pointedstars. Sharp,deep cutting
in angulargrooves.
181. AM 316. Mouldingon block. P1. 35.
H. 0.14 m.
The designincludesa rectangularpanelcontaining
a crossbetweensimpleacanthusspraysand rosettes,
and part of anotherpanel with a sort of net pattern.
Carvinggood in low relief with roundedsurfaces.
182. AM 8. Mouldingor impost. PI. 35.
H. 0.13 m.; W. (fromjoint surfaceon left) at top
0.33 m., at bottom 0.24 m.

On the front a cross between acanthusleaves; on
the side a net or scale pattern. Similarto No. 181.
183. AM 360. Fragmentof lintel (?). PI. 35.
Pres. W. 0.33 m.
The natureof the pieceis problematical.Assuming
that the fragmentaryprojectionat the bottom represents a vertical, the carved surface slopes outward
and upwardso as to look downward.The ornament
consistsof a whorl surroundedby a band describing
a circlebut loopedon itself at the side to formsmaller
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twists flanking the cross. As the loops are designed
alike instead of as opposites,there is a rotary movement suggested.
184. AM359.Fragmentof mouldingwith projection
and bracketabove a smooth surface.P1. 35.
H. 0.35 m.
The design is a fairly conventionalclassical one
with frieze,dentilsandovolo,0.175m. high. Thebackgroundhas been cut out radicallyand the forms of
leaves and darts reducedto edges, so as to producea
markedcolorism,and almost abstract design.
Comparefragmentsof Sidamara-typesarcophagi
in the Byzantine Museumat Athens, and mouldings
on a plaque in Paris (H. M. Peirce and R. Tyler,
L'art byzantin,Paris, 1932, I, p. 85) thought to date
from around400. Our fragmentmay be from a sarcophagus,or perhapsa pulpit. Anotherfragmentof
what may be the same monument was found at
Corinth.

MISCELLANEOUS

Plate 35

We list here a few fragments which do not
seem to fit easily into the categories above.
185. AM 301. Fragmentof slab with parts of two
archivolts.PI. 35.
H. 0.23 m.; L. 0.75 m.

Betweenthe archesa cross;overthe archesa simple
designof pyramids.
186. AM 19. Font, perhaps made from capital.
P1. 35.
H. 0.33 m.; W. at top 0.49 m., at bottom 0.22 m.

The top and corners are outlined with stylized
laurelsprayor chevron;on one side is a cross,on the
other a disc. The interioris hollowedout as a basin,
except for a projectionon one side. The workmanship
inside and out seems homogeneous,but the design
outsideseemsmoreappropriateto a capital than to a
font.
For the pattern compare work at Basilica B at
Philippi (Lemerle, pl. XLVII) of the early sixth
century;but forbandsof leafedginga capitalcompare
one in the churchof the Theotokosin Thessalonike
(Krautzsch,no. 701, pl. 42, p. 206) of about 1028.
See also 'Apx. 'Eq., 1924, p. 11, fig. 16.
187. AM 402. Block of archivolt.P1. 35.
H. 0.215m.; Diam.of circleof openingrepresented,
ca. 2.50 m. Porosstone.

Sole ornamenta saw-toothpattern, probablycut
in imitationof similarpatternscommonlyworkedout
in brick.
188.AM403,A &B. Twoblocksof archivolt.P1.35.
Total H. of each 0.225 m.; Diam. of circle of
openingca. 1.00 m. Porosstone.
Sole ornament,on one edge, a series of pyramidal
projectionswith incised lines bisecting each face of
eachpyramidvertically,horizontally,and diagonally.
CompareNos. 185 and 187.
189. Not inventoried;fragmentsareeast of Temple
J. Doorframe,almost complete,includinglintel and
most of two jambs. P1. 35.
The lintel consists of a rectangularbeam with
parts of each end beveled to receive corresponding
bevels in the jambs. The effective width of the door
internallyon the lintel is 1.22 m.; externally,1.50 m.
The overallthicknessof the lintel is 0.395 m.; in this
is cut, behindthe loweredgeof the moulding,a rabbet
0.045 m. high and 0.145 m. wide. The decoration
consistsof simplebands,with a total widthof 0.175m.
The pieces from the jambs are similar in form; the
effective height of the door internally,measuredon
the mouldingof the (apparently)completejamb, was
2.18 m.
190. AM23. Beam end. P1. 35.
L. ca. 0.98 m.; W. 0.26 m.
The block was cut from an ancient marblestatue,
traces of whosedraperyarepreserved.Formost of its
length it is roughlysquared;at the rearend and just
behindthe front carvedend it is neatly squaredand
reducedin size. The front end is carvedwith a lionlike face. It is hard to imagine its function; perhaps
its rearend restedon a wall, the carvedend on a post,
and beamssupportinga balconylay on the specially
preparedbedding surfaces.I have seen on churches
in Greece, in the Palestine Museumin Jerusalem,
and at Pisa (no doubtmanyexamplesexist elsewhere)
roof waterspoutsof similargeneralcharacter,cut as
troughs so that the water issuesfromthe mouth;but
this is solid.
191. AM 397. Small columnwith base and capital.
P1. 35.
It is not certainthat all belongtogether,although
baseand capitalarequitesimilar.Column:H. 0.85m.;
Diam. 0.11 m. Capital:H. 0.16 m.; W. at top 0.24 m.
Base: H. 0.11 m.; W. at bottom 0.24 m.
The capital is ornamentedwith a floral design of
acanthus, and two birds on the front. It is possible
that these belong to a window, but perhaps more
likely that they helped support a pulpit or other
piece of churchfurniture.
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It remains to summarize the types of
buildings constituting the community in its
several periods, discussingfirst the commercial,
civic, religious (includinggraves) and domestic
architecture and with these some service
features like storage devices and drains, then
public areas like markets and streets and the
town plan as a whole. Again our problem is
complicated by the fact that our two main
periods are not precisely comparable in the
kind of material available from them, and
because the great diversity of buildings at
Corinthprovideslittle opportunityfor generalization or mutual explanation, while the lack
of published material from other sites deprives
us of help from outside.
BUILDINGS
COMMERCIAL

A distinct contribution of Corinth to knowledge of mediaeval architecture is in the field
of commercial buildings.1Substantially all the
new information comes from the later period;
duringEarly Christiantimes the classicalshops
continued in use. Indeed, the classical system
of shops, particularly on the Lechaion Road

1 For literary evidence on the subject see Koukoules,
II, i, pp. 235ff. Especially interesting in a general way,
though apparently with no tangible direct application to our
own buildings, is the list of regulations governing the
practices of various tradesmen contained in the "Book of the
Prefect" of the ninth or tenth century, ed. by J. Nicole,
"AoronOS-roO o9yoO-r6 rapX1KOv
pipAlov,le livre du prefet
ou l'6dit de l'Empereur Leon le Sage sur les corporations de
Constantinople," Memoirs de l'lnstitut National Genevois,
XVIII, 1893, pp. 1-100; tr. by A. E. R. Boak in Journal of
Economic and Business History, I, 1928-1929, pp. 597-619.
Many kinds of tradesmen are confined to shops in certain
areas; others, e.g. victualers, have shops distributed through
the city; others set up tables in special streets but do not
have shops. Note the particular provision that dealers in
Syrian silks must conduct their business from an inn.

(7-9 D-G) and perhaps in parts of the Northwest Shops (3 I to 6 H) and West Shops (1 I to
2 M), was available and in use, though no
doubt modified, through the tenth century
and perhaps into the eleventh. This seems to
be a reasonable inference from the detailed
topographicalexamination we have made, and
it is certainly the easiest way of explaining
certainfeaturesof the twelfth-century complex.
In any case the market of the later eleventh
and twelfth centuries, and thence on into the
thirteenth and later centuries, was characterized by shops lining the market plateia and
some of the chief avenues of approach. This is
essentially the same as the classical arrangement, in its broaderoutlines. The composition
of the market plateia as such we shall consider
later, but the nature of the shops themselves
deserves particular attention here.
There were at least three kinds of shops,
meaning here accommodations devoted to
trade, as differentiated from industrial establishments or service enterpriseslike restaurants. There were, for example, structural
complexes each containing a number of shop
spaces and nothing else; these are of the order
of the classical stoa or modern office building,
in which presumably individual business men
rent or lease quarters from the common proprietor. Of this type were the original shops
lining the market north of the Bema, those
just west of these below the Tower Complex
(6-7 L), and those lining the Market Avenue
on the north (4-5 K), against the wall of the
monastery. These were built in units of two to
six rectangularroomsin a line, all facing on the
public area in front. In the course of time
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there may have been additions to the original
units, or the original units may have been
destroyed and replaced by others. Each shop
space is separate, normally, from the others,
and neither the individual shops nor the larger
units belonged intimately to other still larger
operative units. In the monastery group a
colonnade lined the whole series in front.
The twelfth-century structure north of the
Bema (7 K to 8 J) presents a special phenomenon with an illuminating history. It will be
recalled that the early shops in this area were
replacedabout the middle of the twelfth century by a loggia, an open porch faced on the
front with a line of piers. Behind, between the
back of this porch and the Bema church, was
a series of rooms facing on an open corridor
just north of the Bema. The rooms were not
related to the loggia; at least they did not
communicate with it on the ground floor.
The loggia itself is a remarkablestructure,
taken in relation to the classical stoa on the
one hand and the late mediaeval and renaissance Italian loggia on the other; with its
square piers and possibly arcaded facade it
bears an essential resemblance to the latter,
and the art-historical implications of this are
of some interest. The question of immediate
concern, however, is the function of the loggia
in the twelfth-century Corinthian market:
whether it was considered as a single unit, to
be used either for civic or commercialbusiness
or for recreation, or whether it was to be considered as divisable in any respect. To the
latter view the subsequent history may give
some weight. In its later years walls were built
from the piers back to the wall, converting it
into a series of shops; this could suggest that
even in the "loggia period" definite space
might be rented in the portico, by individual
merchants.
It would be of real interest to know whether
these shop buildings were private real-estate

front of the Bema were owned by the Bema
church, and those on the south side of the
monastery by the monastery.
A second type of shop seems to be exemplified on the south side of the Market Avenue
(4-5 L), wherewe find a series of rooms superficially resembling the others, but apparently
distinguished from them in that the shops of
the second type were presumably erected by
individual proprietors for their own use as
retail outlets for the industrial establishments
connected with them to the rear. This is indicated not only by the fact that the shops did
connect with the glass and pottery factories
to the south, but by the fact that although in
their total impression, on the plan, they look
like a single row of shopsfacedwith a colonnade,
actually the first three, easternmost, shops
had their own porch consisting of four columns
in front and two on the side; the next unit is
distinct and has a different design.
The third type is less clear in detail, but is
undoubtedly to be identified in the buildings
lining the South Road on the east (9 K-L).
Here we observe a line of plain quadrangular
rooms lining the street, associated with other
rooms or open areas behind them. There is no
real indication as to the use of these buildings,
but they give the impressionof the miscellaneous small retail establishmentslining the streets
in the area of the business district of a Greek
town or village today: food supplies, general
merchandise,small industries like shoemaking
or jewelry in which things are sold from the
same room as that in which they are made.
Thus we may identify three kinds of shop:
the shop building (with the loggia, perhaps, as
a sub-type), the special shop outlet of a large
industrial operation, and the miscellaneous
individual small retail establishment.
With regard to other types of commercial
buildings we have less opportunity for analysis
or generalization,being possessed of fewer ex-

venturesor publiclybuilt accommodations.
It amplesor lackingsureinformation.
The exmight be reasonableto assumethat those in ceptionis the glass and ceramicindustries,
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representedby severalfactories (5 L-M) which
have been well described elsewhere.2 Apart
from these we can only summarizethe variety
of activity represented among our buildings.
We have two wine presses, one of the tenth
century east of the southern part of the South
Road (10 L), the other of the twelfth century
at the junction of the Southeast Road with
the sub-market (10 J). Of these the formerwas
better built, but the latter better preserved
with its service yard and other related structures. In actual fact the presses themselves
differ in no essential from those in use today.
If correct, the hypothesis that the building at
the end of the Southeast Road was a wholesale
establishment for raisins would be of considerable interest to the economic history of
the town. It would be part of this interest that
in all probability the proprietor, or operator,
lived on the premises.
We may also allude to the hypothesis that
the structure at the entrance of the South Road
into the market plateia was an inn (8-9 J).
To this may be compared the Early Christian
structure behind the Hemicycle (6 C-D). Both
have kitchens, storerooms, and upper floors;
neither would seem to have been a private
residence. The twelfth-century inn on the
plateia may have had shop spaces on the
ground floor to rent out for other commercial
purposes.3
Related to these is the tavern in the submarket (10 I), for which there seem to be no
strictly Byzantine parallels, although the type
would seem strange neither in Pompeii4nor in
a contemporary Greek town.
Finally should be mentioned the bathing
establishments. Of these there are two of the
developed Byzantine period-one southeast
of the Tower Complex (6-7 M), one at the

2 Corinth,XI, pp. 7-14; A.J.A., XLIV, 1940, pp. 297-324.
Perhaps the best parallel is at Kasr il-Benat (Butler,
Syria; Sect. B, pp. 139-142; also pp. 188-189, 268, 275-279).
See also de Beyli6, pp. 45-46,71; Koukoules, II, i, pp. 128-141,
especially 137-141, 193-195. See also above p. 123, note 1.
4
Cagnat-Chapot, Manuel d'archeologie romaine, Paris,
1916, I, pp. 239-242.
3
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northern end of the Lechaion Road (8 C), and
one of the Turkishperiod,in the South Basilica
(9 0) area. Here the interesting thing again is
that, so far as the incomplete remains suggest,
these establishments preserved the essential
features of the Roman bath with hypocausts
of the same generalsort, wall flues,small basins
for immersion and large heated rooms. They
differedprimarilyin the quality of construction
and appointments. They were quite small, of
course, but this may reflect an economicrather
than a social factor. It seems clear from literary evidence that in Byzantine culture, as in
Roman and Islamic, the bath was a prominent
feature of life.5
Civic

BUILDINGS

In view of the abundant and widely varied
remainsof commercialarchitecture,it is disappointing to find that there is little from the
later period that can be positively identified as
civic or political in function, nor does it relieve
the disappointment to realize that we can no
longer study the "Governor'sPalace" (above,
pp. 46-47) which would be pertinent here. The
situation, however, suggests certain reflections
of some importance.
Speaking first of the Early Christianperiod,
we recall that there is reason to suppose that
the great Basilica above the Lechaion Road
had been demolished by the beginning of the
fifth century, the South Basilica even earlier,
and that the Julian Basilica, at least according
to theory (above, pp. 9-11), may have been
convertedinto a church.A realquestionis, what
provision was then made for the litigation
which must have continued as a prominent
feature of Corinthianlife through the fifth and
sixth centuries while the city remained a
provincial capital. The only conclusion must
be that there were other buildings outside the
excavated area which were suitable for this

purpose,though some courts, with other ad5 Koukoules, II, i, pp. 419-467.

CORINTH

126

© American School of Classical Studies at Athens
For personal use only. License: CC-BY-NC-ND.

ministrative offices, may have been housed in
the remodeled structures of the South Stoa.
In subsequent periods, however, the South
Stoa was probably no longer in condition for
such purposes. We have seen reason to believe
that in the tenth, and perhapsthe ninth, century the administrative center had moved to
quarters arrangedin the remains of the Northwest Shops (4-5 H-I), where there was a
prison and a palatial room with religious
paintings suitable for a private chapel (above,
pp. 46-47).
For the twelfth century some governmental
functions may have been housed in the Tower
Complex (6-7 L) and in the isolated building
at the east end of the market plateia (8 J).
These one-room buildings of superior quality
of construction are appropriate to administrative use but to little else. Whether they
housed offices of the imperial administration
or of local government can hardly be answered.
In addition some of the isolated buildings at
the west end of the market plateia may have
had some such use.
Finally may be mentioned the Southeast
Building (11-12 J-K), surviving throughout
the entire mediaeval period and serving, according to our hypothesis (above, p. 12), as
the archiepiscopalpalace.
RELIGIOUSBUILDINGS

Here we have to do with the hypothetical
Early Christian church in the Julian Basilica
(11-12 H-I), the churcheson the Bema (8 K),
in the monastery of St. John (3 J), and in
Peirene (9 H), the monastery itself (2-4 J-K),
and the hypothetical episcopal palace in the
Southeast Building (11-12 J-K).
From the analytical point of view this array
of monuments has little to offer, important
though they may be in the history of the community as a whole. The hypothetical Early

Christianchurch providesno solid detail on
whichto rest a certainrestorationandanalysis

(above, pp. 9-11); the church in Peirene is
unknown to us save for its existence. The
churches on the Bema and in the monastery
were of an ordinary kind with no particular
significancein the study of church architecture
as such, at least so far as our informationgoes,
and we cannot even be sure whether they were
basilican or had some form of the cross plan in
their best periods. Their chief interest lies in
their relation to the buildings associated with
them.
The monastery, too, followed a fairly conventional plan.6The most remarkablefeature,
perhaps, is the relatively small number of
rooms that seem to have been the actual cells
of monks, but no doubt most of these were on
a second floor; the ground floor rooms were
probably public rooms, storerooms, and the
like. The apparent lack of an arcaded or colonnaded cloister is perhaps remarkable, too,
although some later walls along the sides of
the courtyard may represent the addition of
a row of vaults supporting a gallery and producing externally something of the appearance
of an arcade, perhapsin the thirteenth century.
The most noteworthy structure from many
points of view is the hypothetical "episcopal
palace" in the Southeast Building. As we have
seen, there is good reason to suppose that this
structure remained a monumental building,
though much repaired,and was in part at least
residential. If it was the episcopal palace, it
was a center of ecclesiastical administrationin
Early Christianas well as Byzantine times. But
it is unsafe to take it as the basis for consideration of a type of palace building, for it was a
classical structure only clumsily converted to
new use.
There is one type of religious structure,
however, for which we have a large body of
information from Corinth,namely, graves and
tombs. Although some of these hardly deserve
6 For Greek monastic architecture see Orlandos,MovaT-rilAthens, 1927; also 'ApXEIov,I, 1935,
piaK/h'ApXl?rCKTOVIKI,
pp. 161-178; II, 1936, pp. 70-75; V, 1939-1940, pp. 34-106;
VI, 1951, pp. 72-110.
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the name of architecture, others were elaborately and well constructed, and in a real sense
represent an architectural form, though completely subterranean.
We have already had occasion to review the
types (above pp. 29-31) without having gone
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type, large tombs with sides of masonry supporting barrel-vaulted ceilings.
Of these perhaps only the tombs deserve the
name of architecture and in any case there is
little to be said about the simpler graves. On
the other hand the larger tombs, flat-roofedor
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into detail as to the mannerof construction.7The
types include, first, simple interments in the
earth without any kind of cover or protection
for the corpse beyond, perhaps, a shroud or
winding sheet (there is no clear evidence for
wooden coffins, though they may have been
used sometimes); second, burials in the earth
with the corpse covered by roof tiles or paving
tiles arranged tent-like, in an inverted V, or
rarely with vertical side-lining and other tiles
laid flat across the top; third, rectangularcistgraves, the sides lined with slabs of stone on
edge and covered with other slabs laid horizontally; fourth, larger tombs with several
burials, the sides being lined with masonry or
occasionally slabs and the top covered with
slabs laid horizontally; and, finally, the fifth

7 For types elsewhere in Greecesee Soteriou,
XpirTravi1KZ
Kal Bvlav-rivi 'ApXalo7oyfa, A, Athens, 1942, pp. 61-79;
D. Pallas, 'Apx. 'Eq., 1950-1951, pp. 163ff., 175ff; and 1937,
pp. 847-865 (published in 1955).

vaulted, differ only in the manner of roofing;
otherwise their details are similar. These details, however, are sufficient to deserve some
mention.
Like the flat-roofed tombs (P1. 171), the
vaulted tombs (P1. 172 and Fig. 12) consisted
essentially of a burialchamberand an entrance.
They varied somewhat in size, but not widely.
The interior of a large example, but not the
largest, measured some 2.00 m. in length by
1.35 m. in width, and 1.85 m. from the floor to
the (vaulted) ceiling. The walls were built of
smallish stone set in good cement, and the
entire wall surface was covered with good
cement plaster. The floor either was paved
with tiles or fragmentary slabs of marble or
was, sometimes, the bare earth.
The entrance chamberwas a rectangularpit,
often lined with poros stone slabs set on edge;
the free space in the middle was normally
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about 0.80 m. square. The floor of the entrance
chamber lay about 0.90 m. below the top of
the slab lining; the chamber was normally
covered with slabs, but whether it was filled
with earth or left open is less certain. It is also
not quite clear how deep below the ground
level the top of the entrance chamber was. In
the tombs inside the churches the cover-slabs
were often at floorlevel; in outside tombs they
may have been buried to some slight depth.
In any case the west side of the entrance
passage was the east wall of the tomb, and
through this wall there was a door flush with
the floor of the entrance passage. This door of
the example noted above measured 0.55 m.
wide and 0.65 m. high. Through the door
descended perhaps four small steps; the top of
the door was a meter or more above the floor
of the tomb. The door could be closed by a slab
of stone fitting into neatly cut reveals around
the door opening; at least some such effort at
close fit was made in the better tombs.
The tomb was used many times: for each
fresh interment the bones of preceding burials
were usually, though not always, swept aside.
At least one structure of the sort we have been
describingwasused as an osteotheke,a sanctified
depository for bones from disturbed burials in
a crowded cemetery (P1. 172), but most of the
structures of this type seem to have been
family vaults, used throughseveralgenerations
and perhaps re-used by other families if
abandoned but rediscovered at later periods.
It is difficult to forbear commenting on one
feature of the tombs which seems wholly
unsatisfactory: the narrow and tortuous entrance. It must have been extremely difficult
to introduce a corpse into one of these tombs,
spacious as the interior is; and it is perfectly
clear that the corpse could not have been in a
coffin.
There is no evidence for any chronological
development in these types of tombs and

Bema church at least as late as the twelfth
century; the slab-linedcist graves as preserved
seem to occur in places most easily available
during the late sixth to the eighth or ninth
centuries, but at least one example, in the
North Market, was definitely dated to the
thirteenth or fourteenth century. The flatroofed tombs might seem to be predecessors
of the vaulted tombs, particularly since many
of them fall within the late sixth to early ninth
century period, when large elements of the
structure of classical buildings were easily
available and easily assembled. However there
is some reason to suspect that vaulted tombs
were used in the sixth century (above, p. 11),
and flat-topped tombs were used in the
twelfth century, in the Bema church and in
the church of the monastery of St. John.
BUILDINGS
DOMESTIC

It is significant in estimating the character
of the Byzantine community in its various
periods that there are only a few buildings in
the area under discussionthat can be regarded
with any confidenceas houses. Thiswill emphasize the fact that the city through the twelfth
century and no doubt later extended far
beyond the boundaries of the excavated area;
there must have been a considerablepopulation
to support the commercialactivity presumably
represented by the buildings which have been
revealed. This is obvious in any consideration
of the Early Christiancommunity, which maintained almost the entire classical Agora in its
originalextent for public use, and must almost
equally be true of the subsequent periodswhile
the Agora remained open; it must also be true
to some extent during the eleventh and succeeding centuries when the area of the Agora
was overrun with commercial and industrial
structures.
This circumstance, however, considerably

burials.The tile burialis likely to be thought reducesour opportunityfor the study of the
of as Early Christian,but occursaroundthe Byzantine house as such, although we are
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singularly fortunate in having just the monuments we have. Information on Byzantine domestic architectureis by no means abundant. A
certain amount can be derived from the study
of mediaeval literature,8and a good deal more
from an examination of mediaeval mosaic and
painting.9 But actual remains of houses come
either from the early Christian period, represented by a great number houses in Syria,10or
from the fourteenth century or later, represented by houses at Mistral" and by other,
much later, housesfrom other parts of Greece.12
All of these, however, are peripheralin time or
place, and the real nature of the Byzantine
dwelling during the full Byzantine period has
been a mystery.
The limited material at Corinth does make
a clear and tangible contributionto the solution
of the mystery. The most definite starting
point is the primary room in the house north
of the Peribolos of Apollo dating from the
sixth century (9 D-E; pp. 17-20, Fig. 1), and the
closely similar rooms in the tenth-century
house east of Peirene (10 G-H; pp. 39-41, Fig. 2)
and in the twelfth-century house at the branching of the MarketAvenue (3 L, Plan VI). The
significant character of these rooms lies in
their long, quadrilateral plan with entrances
irregularlylocated, and chiefly in the fact that
they weredividedinto two approximatelyequal
parts by a sort of screen through the upper
part of the room supported on pilasters against
the walls and, if needed, by one or two columns
between. If this manner of subdividing the
room be taken as a sign of the type, we may

8 Koukoules, IV, pp. 249-317.
9 de Beylie, L'habitationbyzantine.
10Butler, Syria, Architecture.
1 Most completely treated by Orlandos in 'APXETov,
III,
1937, pp. 3-114, especially pp. 53-114.
12
See, for the best examples, Orlandos in 'ApXEiov,II,
1936, pp. 180-194; III, 1937, pp. 187-193; IV, 1938,
pp. 196-210; V, 1939-1940, pp. 198-205. It might be useful
to note also a study of Mesopotamian houses and their
influence by E. Gerland in Burgwart,XVI, 1915, pp. 10-19,
"Die Wohnhaus der Byzantiner"; and 0. Reuther, "Das
Wohnhaus in Bagdad und anderen Stadten des Irak," Beitrage zur Bauwissenschaftherausgegebenvon CorneliusGurlitt,
Heft 16, Berlin, 1916.
9
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see a variation in the twelfth-century house
east of the bath at the northend of the Lechaion
Road (9 D), where the room was divided into
three sections instead of two by pilaster-like
spur walls along the sides, in a room south of
the glass factory (6 N, northwest corner, Plan
VI), and perhaps others.
This type of room could be taken as simply
an adaptation of the typical structuralform of
Early Christian Syrian architecture, where
flat roofs and ceilings of stone slabs were commonly supported by arches spaced at intervals
along the room. Specifically the characteristic
form of the primary room in the Syrian house
(called,as revealedby inscriptions- see note 13
- a "triklinon")is that of a rectangle divided
longitudinally by a single arch of this sort. In
Syria there was a definite structural reason for
the device (to support the slab ceilings), which
is lacking in the Corinthianhouses; indeed the
house east of Peirene had a vaulted ceiling
and others may have been vaulted. But the
aesthetic form is the same. Irresistable corroboration of the identification of the Syrian
type of house with the Corinthianis a latrine
in one corner of the sixth-century house north
of the Peribolos of Apollo, set slightly in a
niche but projecting largely into the room,
just as in the typical Syrian house. This is in
itself a remarkable peculiarity, and the combination of the two features can hardly be an
accident.13
It is true that the Syrian triklinon included
features absent at Corinth,notably the curious
arrangementof stabling animals in the house,
often in what amounts to the triklinon itself,
separated from the living quarters only by a
row of mangers. But the Syrian towns were
close to agriculture and Corinth to commerce
13 A casual examination of the
many illustrations in
Butler's Syria, Architecture,will reveal almost innumerable
examples of the type in both northern and southern Syria,
more abundantly in the south. Note particularly a house at
Medjdel (Syria, Architecture,Section A, Part 2, pp. 120-123),
where an inscription identifies the room as a "triklinon." The
full type is abundantly exemplifiedat Umm-id-djemal(Part 3,
p. 203) and Biusn (Part 5, pp. 336ff.). Comparealso de Beyli6,
op. cit., pp. 32ff.

130

CORINTH

© American School of Classical Studies at Athens
For personal use only. License: CC-BY-NC-ND.

and industry. Nevertheless the Syrian triklinon house seems to have exerted a definite
influence on Corinth as early as the sixth
century, establishing a tradition to last at least
into the thirteenth century.
Apart from the triklinon itself, the Syrian
type of house was characterized by several
stories, balconies, sometimes towers, almost
always courtyards with other isolated structures, and often a portico of some sort, Although some of these features may be suspected more or less confidently in some of the
Corinthian triklinon houses, they cannot be
described in any detail on the basis of the
remains as preserved. It is, therefore,impossible to extend the comparison beyond the
triklinon.
Finally, among the characteristic features
of the Syrian house are exterior staircases
ascending from the courts. This is a feature
characteristic of Greek houses today and may
have origins in other regions than Syria, quite
independently. Whatever the origin, they may
be observed in structures like that south of
the wine press on the Southeast Road (10 K),
in the courtyard of the monastery (4 K), and
elsewhere. Since the triklinon, or the Syrian
triklinon, is not evident on the ground floor
of these buildings, their stairways may have
an origin in some other tradition, although
they may still derive in some sense from
Syria.
Thus we may identify one type of house, the
Syrian triklinon type, and suspect another
type, the courtyard with stairs surroundedby
miscellaneous rooms not including (on the
ground floor, at least) a triklinon of Syrian
type. It is possible that a third type may be
seen in the building in front of the south
section of the West Shops (2 L-M) in the
twelfth century, characterized by three long
parallel halls bearing an uncertain relation to
rooms east and west. This arrangementhardly

buildings in Athensl4 and once the type is
accepted variations and imperfectly preserved
examples may be suspected among some of the
remains along the southern side of the excavated area, south of the so-called Temple of
Apollo, within the Hemicycle, and perhaps
elsewhere. The interpretation of the plan is
problematical; one of the three halls may
represent an open courtyard, or all may have
been covered, or, they may represent the
basement structure, with the main rooms to
be located above.
It may be simple coincidencethat the Southeast Building (12 J-K) maintained a similar
plan throughout its history, that is, one dominated by three parallel halls. If it is not pure
coincidence,it is possible that the building, for
all that it was essentially an adaptation of the
pre-existingplan of an administrativestructure,
contained the elements of a genuine palace
type, and as such influenced the form of the
smaller buildings in question. De Beylie illustrates and discusses15a palace with a superficially similar plan in Venice, the so-called
Fondaco dei Turchi, which was built in the
eleventh century and later became the Municipal Palace.
Apart from these types and hypothetical
types of formal residence,one should also bear
in mind the probability that the owners and
proprietorsof the various industrial and commercial establishments filling the southern
part of the excavated area lived in small rooms
on the premises, in some cases at least. It
would no doubt be wrong to affirm that this
was so in all instances, and it would be futile
to attempt to discriminate. But the picture of
domestic architecture in Corinth during the
Byzantine period would be incomplete if this
aspect of the situation were left out of account.
Finally there is the question of kitchen and
toilet facilities in the houses. As to the latter
14 As

Mr. Eugene Vanderpool has pointed out to me on

plans of the mediaeval walls uncovered in the
emergesas a type at Corinth,but apparently unpublished
excavations of the Athenian Agora.
has a numberof parallelsamongcontemporary 16 Op. cit., pp. 187-189.
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we have one indisputable latrine in the Early
Christian house north of the Peribolos of
Apollo, with a bathroom as well. The latrine
was highly efficient in the disposal of sewage
and waste, however one may regard the desirability of its location in the main living
room. For other houses, however, we have less
definite evidence. Numbersof sewage pits were
discoveredthroughout the excavations, simple
unlined pits, but it was seldom possible to
determine their date accurately, and hence
their relation to specific buildings. Presumably
these pits were normally located within a
courtyard or behind a house, perhaps partially
protected by walls of mud brick or even wood.
Apart from the definite traces of cooking
facilities in the buildings we have identified as
inns there were no clear evidences for stoves of
any formal structuralsort. Cookingwas probably done on braziersin the principal rooms or
in the courtyards of the houses, as is the practice today. The modern house normally has
a fireplace,but such facilities werenot observed
among the remains of the mediaeval community.

SERVICE STRUCTURES

It seems desirable to include some observations on such structures as pithoi, cellars,
and other storage devices, cisterns, and drains.
Although not all of these are strictly architectural, they are clearly related to architectural compositions at least functionally,
and some of them are architectural in conception.

Pithoi
The most common storage device of any
permanence was the pithos, of which we may
identify two general types: those essentially
ceramic and those which were built up of
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they do not differ widely in interior shape,
under favorable circumstances some sort of
chronologyof shapes might be determined,but
under the conditions at Corinth this does not
seem feasible. The reason is that once set up a
pithos can be used over a long period of time,
even several generations, so that its contents
when discovered are not a close indication of
its date; on the other hand the many disturbances of the earth around them make it difficult to relate them to their original stratification.
We may therefore try simply to give a
general idea of the nature of these vessels by
describing a few typical examples. One of the
best examples of the ceramic type still stands
among the foundations of the Propylaia
(P1.182),to the east of the stairs, above Peirene.
It is cracked and the cracks are sprung, but it
is about 1.50 m. high, 1.35 m. in greatest
interior diameter, and 0.42 m. in interior
diameter at the throat. The material is a
strong, coarse,heavy fabric three to four centimeters thick, and like all other ceramic pithoi
it was covered with several coats of thin
plaster or cement. Another, which is still
buried with its mouth at the originalfloorlevel
near the northern end of the Southwest Street
toward Acrocorinth,is about 1.20 m. high and
about the same in interior diameter,the mouth
being 0.57 m. in interior diameter.It illustrates
a normal feature, that such buried jars were
commonly protected around the neck by a
packing of small stones and broken tile resting
on the shoulder of the jar and presumablyconstituting the fill of the cavity in which the
pithos is sunk, to floor level. Two pithoi in the
west hall of the Southeast Building illustrate
what was probably a fairly common type of
rim for pithoi sunk to floor level: a broad lip,
surrounded by an approximately equally
broad channel within a raised edge (P1. 183).
This seems obviously to be a device for pre-

masonry.Both types seem to have been used venting waste of liquids. But many pithoi
throughoutour entirespan of time. Although seem to have been only half-buried.
10
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The built pithoi have approximately the
same shape and are of various sizes, but
characteristically they may be quite large
(P1. 181). Several were as much as two meters
deepwith an interiordiameterof around1.70m.
They are built sturdily of masonry consisting
of small stones and tile fragments laid up like
walls 0.25-0.30 m. thick, in good hard lime
cement. The interior surface is well finished
with waterproof cement. Not infrequently
there is a projection built into the side to aid
in descending into the pithos and getting out
again. Commonly the built pithos has a wide
rim with a raised outer edge, leaving a sunken
band ten to thirty centimeters wide and four
to ten centimeters deep, to receive a lid.
Quite evidently these pithoi were used for
the storage of liquids, or conversely of grains
or materials which had to be kept dry. Thus
they may have served as cisterns, for the
storage of wine or oil, or for grains.

during construction; the vaults themselves
were made of squared blocks in strong lime
cement. A hole in the curve of the vault near
one corner gave access to the cellar; the best
preserved measures some 0.40 m. square and
is built up like a chimney to the floor level of
the room above. In some of the cellars more or
less adequate foot-holds were built into the
wall to aid in entrance and exit, but it must
have been a precarious business to use them
and no doubt ladders were used.
Cisterns

For less perishable or fugitive commodities
other devices, not necessarily water-tight,
would serve. Unlined pits, indeed, would suffice
for most needs, and the excavation area was
almost honeycombed with these. Commonly,
cylindrical pits with relatively loose masonry
linings but well laid floors of tiles or stone
slabs were adequate. Apart from these a few
actual cellars were identified, all of the twelfth
or thirteenth centuries, one in the monastery
of St. John, one east of the Tower Complex,
and two north of the Peribolos of Apollo.
These cellars were often vaulted, and were
built of small stones sometimes in mud mortar,
sometimes in lime. The walls were not lined.
One of the cellars north of the Peribolos of
Apollo measures 2.90 m. in length, 2.00 m. in
width, and 2.00 m. in height; the other is
about 2.35 m. long, 1.85 m. wide, and 2.85 m.

A number of cisterns were found, apart from
pithoi which may have been so used. Of the
best preserved examples we describe the
largest, one north of the Peribolos of Apollo of
the twelfth or thirteenth century, and the
smallest, at the north end of the Southwest
Street. Both are built of small stone and hard
cement masonry, and lined on the interior
with good hard waterproof cement.16
The smaller had a flat roof, covered with
slabs. It was 0.50 m. wide and 1.15 m. long at
the top (0.70 m. wide and 1.35 m. at the
bottom), and was 1.25 m. deep. The largest is
4.73 m. long, 3.35 m. wide, and 3.45 m. high to
the top of the vault. Another, not so long or
wide, is 3.70 m. high.
The larger cisterns have the cornerstreated
in a characteristic way, with what may be
describedas re-entrantcorners.Along the edge
of the floor there is a ledge 0.10-0.20 m. high
and about as wide; a similar projection occurs
in the vertical corners, though not so prominent. The floor hollows down to a neatly
smoothed, hemisphericalsump at one end. The
room is entered by a hole in the top similar to
that in the cellars (P1. 184).
In the two well preserved large vaulted
cisterns, the waterproof lining does not rise
higher than the spring of the vault, and the

high. There are holes in the wall below the
spring of the vault for beams for centering

16
Compare the enormous Early Christian cistern in
Acrocorinth, Corinth,III, ii, pp. 257-259.

Cellars
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mineral-deposit lines indicating the various
habitual water levels do not quite approach
even this height.
In the sides of the cisterns, including the
smallest, one or more blocks of stone project a
few centimeters from the surface of the wall,
well covered with the waterproofcement. They
were evidently intended to facilitate entrance
and exit, but with regard to the large cisterns
it is difficult to see how anyone could transfer
his weight to these projections on the wall as
he let himself down throughthe hole in the roof
some distance out from the wall. With regard
to the small cistern, however, it is difficult to
see why such aid should be needed.
Drains and Water Channels

Numerous short stretches of drains and
water channels were found, but little that was
broadly informative. Most commonwerestonelined and covered drains, as large as 0.40 m.
in breadth; the most important drained the
sub-market into the Northeast Road, and the
region from Peirene northward.There are also
some carefully made water channels (P1. 361).
Many short stretches of fitted and unfitted
tile pipe were also found, but details are no
longer available in useful form. Wells, sometimes lined with stone, provided some water,
as did Peirene; the fountain of Glauke no
longer functioned. Much of the water supply
must have been from rain, judging from the
cisterns.
GROUPPLANNING

It remainsto considerthe largerforms of the
community, composed of the individual elements we have discussed. Here we have to do
with the composition and significance of the
public areas, and with the question of town
planning.
In the late classical and Early Christian
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tinued northwardas far as the edge of the lower
terrace of the city, and a road led southward
for some distance continuing it in the opposite
direction; there was a parallel road from the
western end of the Agora to the Asklepieion,
and another skirting the eastern edge of the
Agora. There were streets running approximately east and west behind the South Stoa
on the southern edge of the Agora, just north
of the archaic temple, and at the foot of the
terrace just to the north of that. Thus what
information we have suggests that there was
a street system in rectangularblocks. We know
almost nothing, excepting with regardto a few
monuments describedby Pausanias, about the
districts traversed by this street system.
In the twelfth century, whether the rectangular grid outside the excavated area persisted is not known, although it probably did.
The same lines of trafficseem to be represented
by the new streets which developed among the
buildings covering the area of the ancient
Agora, converging on the smaller focus of the
new market. A maze of alleys and irregular
open areas was left between the unregulated
buildings as they appeared; a few quite new
streets -the North Road, the Northwest Road
to Sikyon - developed along natural paths.
Along the streets of the new system were
mingled many varied concerns: there were
whole blocks devoted to certainsingleinterests,
like the ceramic quarter southwest of the
market, the builders' supplies (?) north of the
archaictemple, the shop streets like the Market
Avenue, the Lechaion Road, and the South
Road; but other, unique, industrial or commercial enterprises were scattered about; and
religious and political buildings were dispersed
here and there, particularly near the market.
The entire excavated area seems to constitute
all or part of a comprehensive "business district" of which the market square is only a
part. But throughout this district are scattered

citiesthe Agorawas the centerof a rectangular housesof quality as well as poorerdwellings.
system of streets. The LechaionRoad con- Presumablythe relative proportionof resi10*
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dences would grow higher in the zones more
remote from the market plateia.
In all periods the market was the focus of
everything. That the character of the market
place remainedessentially the same throughout
its history, in spite of fluctuation of size and
affluence,is perhaps the most significant revelation of the excavation. From late classical
and Early Christiantimes through the twelfth
century it provided representation to all
aspects of social, economic and political life,
and a center for expression of community
interests. The central flight of steps and the
remodeling of Peirene in the Early Christian
period; the statue of Constans in mid-seventh
century; the stepped ramp through the Propylaia in the tenth, together with the "Governer's Palace" in the Northwest Shops and
the maintainance of the open Agora, are all in
this spirit. The relatively crude and simplified
structural techniques of the eleventh and
twelfth centuries are hardly impressive in
comparison, but the successful effort to maintain a moderately trim square, the loggia, and
the MarketAvenue with its porches are monumental in spirit, and the churchesrising above
would have added some dignity.
The significanceof this concept of the agora
in relation to Byzantine culture in general
depends to some extent on the degree to which
it represents direct survival of classical tradition, influence from abroad, or an inherently
Byzantine concept of life. It would be natural
to regard it as a direct inheritance from
classical antiquity, especially since so much of
classical Corinth survived physically into the
Byzantine period. But many apparent survivals, of less tangible nature, may be only
coincidence. It is striking that there should be
a Market Avenue lined with columns in the
twelfth century to compare with the Lechaion
Road of classical times, but there can be no
question of the twelfth century Corinthians'

having imitated
directly, for the

were gone by the twelfth century. It is even
a question whether they were imitating any
colonnaded avenues at all, for in a way the
colonnades of the Market Avenue are really
composed of a series of individual porches.
Under present conditions it may be impossible
to decide whether they representa tradition of
monumental colonnades still alive in such a
city as Byzantium or were local inventions
developed from practical needs that are forerunners of a later style of colonnade not
directly related to antiquity.
Thus the survival of classical attitudes
cannot be tested within the limits of our
material. As to the possibility of influencefrom
abroad,in the first place, as the impetus to the
development of twelfth century Corinth may
be suspected in the opening of the city to
Venice in 1082 and to other Italian cities soon
after, it might seem reasonable that some
influence of Italian ideas of town planning and
architecture should be felt in Corinth. To this
hypothesis the loggia north of the Bema might
lend some support. In fact, however, we know
too little of town architecture in the eleventh
and twelfth centuries in western Europe to
examine this problem with much confidence,
although in view of the chronology it is really
more likely that the influence was in the other
direction.l7

17 It is hard to identify unequivocal examples of Italian
town plans of this period. In Turin, Florence, and Lucca,
however (F. Haverfield, Ancient Town Planning, Oxford,
1913, p. 88, fig. 15; p. 93, fig. 17B; p. 96, fig. 18), the early
mediaeval plan must survive in some degree as even the
classical plan of a rectangulargrid of streets is still apparent.
But no "forum" or central square from the full middle ages
is evident.
See, in general, Pierre Lavedan's Histoire de l'urbanismeantiquitd,moyen dge, Paris, 1926, and T. F. Tout's "Mediaeval
Town Planning," Bulletin of the John Ryland's Library, IV,
1917, for a summary of evidence from France, Germany and
England especially. From these it appears that there is little
positive evidence for conditions earlier than the thirteenth
century, although A. E. Brinckmann in his StadtbaukunstGeschichtliche Querschnitte und neuzeitliche Ziele, 1920,
pp. 1-24, speaks generally of some existing plans like that of
Carcassonne as though they remain unchanged from still
earlier time. Lavedan seems to conclude (p. 449) that the
market as an architectural organism does not appear until
their classical predecessors the fourteenth century; the stages in its development he
describes (pp. 453ff.) as, first, simply a street along which
LechaionRoad colonnades were facilities
for market functions; second, particular con-
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On the other hand there is the possibility
of influence from the east, either directly, or
indirectly through Byzantine cities in Asia
Minor. One possible source of information
would be the later phases of Doura-Europos,
which was absorbedinto the oriental tradition
in the third century. But here the agora area
was completely reorganizedformally and functionally; it was overrun by a maze of streets
and shops constituting a kind of "bazaar."18
The persistence of the Agora at Corinth,then,
shows that the kind of orientalism dominant
at Doura made no impression at Corinth.
Another kind of orientalism, later but more
vigorous, was Islam. An example of a "pure"
Islamic city-one developed on the basis of
Islamic culture and tradition alone-hardly
exists; normally the Islamic cities were developed in earlier cities like Antioch, Damascus,
Aleppo, and a few others. On these the classical
plans of the earlier cities left their impress in
the street systems, as at Corinth, but the
agora was obliterated. An Islamic city normally had a maydan, or parade ground, for
military exercises and grand displays; important mosques were located in a large open

centration of these functions in a wide place in the street;
third, a designated place, normally near the center of the
town and at the intersection of important streets, a phase not
achieved until the end of the middle ages.
An interesting and perhaps significant exception is the
bastide (Lavedan, op. cit., pp. 330ff.; Tout, op. cit., pp. 12ff.;
Haverfield, op. cit., pp. 143-144; L. Testut, La Bastide de
Beaumont en Perigord, Bordeaux, 1920; Caroline Shillaber,
"Edward I, Builder of Towns," in Speculum, XXII, 1947,
pp. 297-309). The bastides were communities chiefly in
southern France founded by royal initiative to counterbalance the power of local nobility, mostly between 1150
and 1250. All were laid out on the same general scheme:
streets in a quadrangulargrid, a formal quadrangularmarket
near the center surrounded by arcades behind which were
broad walks covered by vaults, and other peculiarities.
Although the architectural form of the market of a bastide
is thoroughly homogeneous and integrated (see particularly
the illustrations in Testut's volume I, pp. 68ff.), in comparison
to the discreet arrangementat Corinth,the sudden appearance
of so completely developed a distinct form in Europe at this
time suggests the possibility that the inspiration came with
the crusaders from the Byzantine east.
For suggestions leading to the above remarks I am indebted
to Prof. George Cuttino of Emory University.
18 F. E. Brown, Excavations at Doura-Europos, Preliminary Report on the Ninth Season of Work, 1935-6, Part I,
"Agora and Bazaar," Yale University Press, 1944, pp. 52ff.
But for the term "bazaar" see also below, note 19.
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space; there might be a produce market in an
open square near the edge of the city; there
might also be small squares throughout the
city, but nothing really comparable to the
multiple-purposeagora.19
19A notion of a "pure" city may be derived from accounts
of the city of Kufa in Irak, founded in 638: see L. Massignon,
"Explication du plan de Kufa (Irak)," in Memoires de
l'lnstitut Francais du Cdire,LXVIII, 1953 (MelangesMaspero,
vol. III), pp. 356ff. For the others see J. Weulersse,"Antioche
-Essai de g6ographie urbaine", Bulletin d'etudesorientales,
Institut Francais de Damas, IV, 1934, (printed 1935),
pp. 27-79; J. Sauvaget, "Le plan de Laodic6e-sur-mer,"op.
cit., pp. 81-114; Sauvaget, Alep-essai sur le development
d'une grande ville syrienne des origines au milieu du XIXe
siecle, Paris, 1941; K. Wulzinger, and C. Watzinger, Damaskus, Die Islamische Stadt, Wissenschaftlichen Veroffentlichungen des Deutsch-Tiirkischen Denkmalschutz-Kommandos, ed. Th. Wiegand, Heft 5, Berlin, 1924.
The most obvious peculiarity of an Islamic city is the
souq or "bazaar." There seems to be some irregularityin the
definition of these terms, but the most illuminating is that of
Weulersse ("Antioche," pp. 63, 66) who in the first place
distinguishes the souq from the temporary open market to
which he prefers to restrict the name "bazaar"; and who
describes a souq as a complex consisting of a khan together
with the shop-lined, usually covered streets associated with it,
all forming a unit which could be closed off, and all devoted
to a particular commercial or industrial activity. This complex is the natural outgrowth of the tribal division of the
Islamic city combined with its essential character as a trade
center. The khan, a building surroundingan open court, was
intended to house and protect the itinerant merchants of
some national group specializing in some particular trade.
The merchants would do business among themselves within
the khan, and their retail outlets, so to speak, and connections
with merchants in other lines of goods, were through the
shops in the adjoining streets. Thus the business center of an
Islamic town would consist of a number of these souqs, i.e.,
khans with related shop-streets, each with its own specialty.
As a derived use the term "souq" might then be extended to
the whole district composed of true souqs.
The significant point in all this is that although in many
respects an Islamic souq or "bazaar" might seem to be
simply a market and architecturally a district of maze-like
covered streets, it is more highly organized than this with
definite peculiarities. Thus although we may speak of various
quarters in twelfth century Corinth and be struck with the
relatively tortuous patterns of narrow streets, we miss any
real reflection of the peculiarly Islamic combination of
features and find, instead, the classical concept of the whole
life of the whole town focused in one square, a concept foreign
to Islam.
It is barely possible that the combination of retail outlets
with the glass and ceramic factories on the Market Avenue
might be traced to Islamic influence. Indeed, Miss Davidson's
hypothesis that the glass factory may have been established
by refugees from Egypt early in the eleventh century (A.J.A.,
XLIV, 1940, p. 324) might give some weight to this suggestion. And the confinement of trade in Syrian silks to inns
(above, p. 123, note 1) may reflect Islamic practice.
But substantially we are left with the fact that Islamic
influence in Corinth before the Turkish conquest was slight,
so far as architecture and city planning were concerned.
For suggestions leading to this discussion I am indebted to
Mr. Oleg Grabar, now of the University of Michigan.

136

CORINTH

© American School of Classical Studies at Athens
For personal use only. License: CC-BY-NC-ND.

Thus external influence from east or, probably, west may be eliminated as an important
factor in the growth of the city architecturally.
It remains to discover whether the lines of
development were determined by classical
tradition-and if so how-or by something
essentially Byzantine. The answer to these
questions must await further, broader, study.
Finally there is the problem of the relation
of the twelfth-century city to what came afterward. This again would take us into western
Europe, a road we are not prepared to travel
(above p. 134, note 17), but more immediately

it takes us into the question of Frankish
influence in Greece and the results of the
Turkish conquest. There is too little evidence
at Corinth to permit an analysis of Frankish
influence there, or of the details of any impression made by the subsequent Turks. It
may, however, be worth noting that neither at
Mistra nor elsewhere do we find clear traces of
the significant features of Byzantine architecture apparent at Corinth, so that it may
well be that aroundthe thirteenth century new
trends, whatever their origin, became dominant in profane architecture.
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Three graffiti of some interest have been
noted in the Central Area of Corinth. One
represents a system of fortifications, scratched
on a column of one of the temples of the West
Terrace; the others depict ships, one on a
marble slab and one on the plaster of the
vaulted central room of the Northwest Shops.

THEFORTIFICATION
GRAFFITO
(Fig. 13)
This is cut on the shaft of one of the columns
which have been tentatively attributed to the
Temple of Herakles (H) on the West Terrace.
It runs around more than three quartersof the
circumference of the column, centered about
five feet up the shaft in its correct vertical
position, so that there is every probability

when pagan worship still prevailed in the
temple and how long the column might have
stood erect after pagan times. Assuming that
it is post-pagan, the graffito could have been
cut any time between the early fifth and,
possibly, the late eleventh century, with the
probabilities favoring an earlier part of the
range. A comparisonof the pointed roof of the
tower with those of towns in mosaics and
manuscripts of the sixth century would confirm this.1
The design, if "unrolled," measures almost
a meter in length, over-all. It shows a walled
enclosure with pointed-roofed towers at the
corners, and an outwork of some kind extending to the left. This terminates in what now
appears to be a checker-boardpattern which
might be thought to represent a square tower,
,-I\

\

II7~ji'

FIGURE

13.

DRAWING

OF GRAFFITO

REPRESENTING

that the column was standing in its original
place in the temple when the carving was done.
Thereis no evidence for the date of the carving
beyond what might be inferredfrom the representation itself, and from one's judgement of
the probabilities as to whether such an operation could have been performedon the column

FORTIFICATIONS.

SCALE 1:6

but could also be understood in other ways.
Thereis a good deal of confusion,at least in the
present state of preservation, at the point
where the outworkjoins the enclosure.Similarly, the drawingat the right end might be interpreted as a small enclosure, although con1 Compareillustrations in de Beyli6, pp. 56, 63.
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ceivably nothing more is intended than a view
of the top of the wall leading toward the tower.
Oneis tempted to see in this a representation
of Acrocorinth with the walls to the city and
the sea extending to one side, but if so the
representation is highly abstract and more
suggestive than pictorial. Apart from this there
is a certain spirit in the depiction of the masonry walls and in the magnitude of conception
and scale of execution. All this is said in relative
terms, of course, but considering that the
design is, after all, nothing but a scratching on
a stone -albeit a deep and arduousscratchingit is fairly impressive.

THE ROUND SHIP GRAFFITO(Fig. 14)

On a slab of bluish marble found near the
center of the Northwest Shops was incised a
representation of a sailing ship. The ship
measuressome 0.80 m. from stem to stern, and
is at least as high; the design covers the slab
fairly completely and may even run off the
edge at the top, implying that the slab was in
(its original?) position in a pavement when
the carving was done. Thereis no clue as to the
date apart from what can be inferredfrom the
design.
The ship depicted is almost semicircularin

jJ

FIGURE

14.

DRAWING

OF GRAFFITO

REPRESENTING

ROUND

SHIP.

SCALE 1:5
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the hull, and apparently has a flat deck for its
entire length. It mounts one sturdy mast,
whose entire height may or may not be represented on the preserved slab; the mast is
braced by many shrouds. There is a pole of
L
r=.
some sort projecting from the prow, but
whether this is part of the rigging, a flag pole,
or a mounting for a lantern or fighting peak
(or something else) is hardly clear. The most
^\
^-<
striking feature of the rigging is what seems to
be a system of huge pulleys at various points.
The most puzzling features are the ladder-like
patterns fore and aft the main mast, which
seem to stand free at the top: whether they
are simply misplaced, or reached higher to join
the mast on another section, or are in fact
FIGURE 15.
themselves masts remains in doubt.
OF GRAFFITO REPRESENTING
GALLEY. SCALE 1:3
DRAWING
In spite of the uncertainties the ship bears
a general resemblance to some found in the
B. THE "SIGMA TABLES"
"Theseum" at Athens2 of uncertain date but
probably late Byzantine, and to vessels deAlthough they are not strictly works of
picted in manuscriptsdated aroundthe twelfth architecture, it seems desirable for several
and thirteenth centuries.3
reasons to include here an account of three
objects found at Corinth which belong to the
category of "sigma tables" or "martyr tables"
THE GALLEYGRAFFITO(Fig. 15)
represented by examples from many Early
In the plaster to the right of the fragmentary Christian sites. These are slabs of marble or
fresco in the "Governor's Palace" chapel in some other fine stone, cut to the plan of a
the vaulted room of the Northwest Shops are horseshoe, smooth on the bottom, with a
traces of crudely scratched representations of broad raised surface around the edge on top
ships, apparently all galleys or oared ships. in which are sunk depressions also with a
They are too mutilated to allow much confi- horseshoe shape, the rounded side pointing
dence in interpretation, which is disappointing, outward. Fragments of several such tables
for if they could be dated, they might give have been found in and around Corinth:
some clue as to the length of time the room several representedby fragments of white and
continued to be part of an officialheadquarters. green marble in the area of the Peribolos of
They are later than the laying of the plaster of Apollo, the only one at all nearly complete
the second coat, which belongs, as we have bearing the Corinth Sculpture Inventory no.
1378 (P1. 362); one in the region west of the
suggested, perhaps to the twelfth century.
2 M. Goudas, "MEoalcovlKa
Xap&ycacra lTToicov irl TOi
Hemicycle, Sculpture Inventory no. 1379
Gq1Eiou," BuavTris, II, 1911-1912, pp. 329-357, especially
(P1. 363); one in the Kranion church, Sculpp. 338, no. 14.
3 Sp.
sv
'EXA7S1
ture Inventory no. 1380 (P1.364). Of these, the
Lampros, 'caropia -rjs C(pavyKoKpacriaS
(translation of W. Miller's Latins in the Levant), Athens,
the
1909-1910, vol. I, p. 67; vol. II, p. 110. See also P. E. Seg- first is of white marble, the second of red,
ditsas, Kcorrlpfi Kal 'la-rTiop6panloTa, Athens, 1940, pp.
119ff., especially p. 121, a Venetian ship of around 1200,
from the Pala d'Oro of St. Mark's.

third of white. Their dimensions may be
summarizedas follows;
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Greatestlength ..............................

No. I

No. 2

No. 3

1.25

1.30

1.31 m.

1.30
not available
0.04
12
0.16
0.20
0.20
0.17-0.18

1.35 m.

1.22
0.015
ca. 0.04
13
0.15
0.21-2
ca. 0.17
0.13-0.18

Width of interior panel on flat edge ............
,, on diameter ............
Length ,, ,,

0.72
0.85
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Width of flat edge ...........................
Thickness in center ...........................
Thickness at edge ............................
Number of depressions ........................
Length of depressions ........................
Diameter of depressions at corners .............
.............
,, other depressions
,,
Width of depression at base ...................

Although objects of this kind have been
found in many places and are well known,
there seems to be no great confidenceexpressed
in any statement of their probable purpose.
Generally they are thought to have been
tables on which the Early Christianagape was
eaten, particularly that in connection with
festivals of martyrs.4 This interpretation
would well explain the presence of one of the
tables near the Kranion church, which was
surely a martyr church,5and it is conceivable
that there could have been a martyr church
near or even in the Peribolos of Apollo. But
it hardly seems likely that there could have
been such a cult in the building behind the
Hemicycle. Furthermore, current discussions
of the problem allude to grounds for supposing
that the church attempted to curb the practice
of feasting in the festivals of martyrs as early
as the fourth century, whereas some of the
"sigma tables" seem to have been in use
during the seventh century. Generally speaking, of course, it does seem to be the case
that most of the tables are no later than the
end of the sixth.
Although the excavations at Corinth provide nothing absolute nor definite for the
solution of the difficulties, it may be that the
presence of one of the tables in a building
4 See especially Soteriou, 'Apx. 'Eq., 1929, pp. 234-236,
published separately as At XpizravlKal Eipai Kal al
fraXaioxplralavlKal BaotAcKalOrfis'EAMSbos.
5 J. M. Shelley, Hesperia, XII, 1943, pp. 166-189.

0.79
0.79

0.035 m.
13
0.15 m.
0.22 m.
0.185 m.
0.1550.18 m.
0.81 m.
0.89 m.

which has, on independent grounds, been suspected of having served as an inn may provide
some contribution. Furthermore, apart from
the tentative identification of the building
behind the hemicycle as an inn, it might be
argued that the structure in and east of the
Peribolos of Apollo, with its quasi-cloister
which could house numbers of people, was if
not a monastery a large residencewith ecclesiastical connections used, among other possible
purposes, to house transients as one of the
public benefices which the early Church attempted to provide.
In this case the presence of the tables may
be explained hypothetically as a means of
maintaining in a building with lay purposes
but clericalsponsorsa focus of the simple home
worship which the agape originally served.6
The difficulty, or one difficulty, is that the
agape even as an institution distinct from
martyr-veneration,while it may have survived
throughthe sixth century in some places, seems
to have been in general decline in that era.
Nevertheless we know that the church had
a definite concernfor such public-welfareinstitutions as inns; and conversely inns, or many of
them, had a definite atmosphereof the ecclesiastic about them. It is, then, not unreasonable
that in Early Christian times there should be
special provision in the inn for the celebration
of informal acts of worship and reverence.
6

chretiene, s.v. Agape.
Cabrol,in Dictionnaired'archdologie
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Achaia, 1, 3, 4, 6.
Acrocorinth, 1, 52, 86, 89, 138; carved ornament,
104 8, 117 139, 142, 118 150, 119 154, 120 161,
121 173; church, see Churches;fortifications,84,
85 n. 14; garrison,34.
Administrativeoffices,see Civicbuildings.
Aeolic capital, 109-110.
Agape, 140.
Agora, concept of, 83, 134ff.; at Corinth, Greek,1;
mediaeval, 26, 32, 33, 52ff., 57-58, 128, 133ff.;
Roman, 2, 12, 26, 49, 133; Roman pavement,
31-32, 53, 58.
Ainslee, Sir Richard,91.
Akerhjelm,Anna, 90.
Alaric, 5.
Aleppo, 135.
Alexanderthe Great,106 21.
Alexandros,bishop,4, 6; martyr,4.
Alexios, I, 50, 53, 55, 56, 68, 69, 82; III, 50 n. 1.
Ambon, 103.
Amphissa, churchof Hagios Soter, 120 158.
Anastasios,bishop, 7; emperor,7.
Andravida,church,45 n. 23.
Angeloi, 82.
Antioch, 28, 135.
AntoninusPius, 89.
Apokaukos,see KasianosA.
Apollo, Peribolosof, see Peribolosof A.; temple of,
see Temples.
Apollonios,bishop, 3.
Apollos, 3.
Apse, 10, 15, 43-45, 54, 62, 70, 71, 92.
Apsidalbuilding,see South Basilica.
Aqueduct,2, 24.
Arabs,34, 35, 50.
Arcade,58, 64, 100, 135 n. 17.
Arcadius,16, 17.
Archbishop,see Bishop.
Arches,18, 40, 58, 67, 68,87,95,100-101, 102,122 185.
Archives,2, 11-12, 26.
Archivolt,78, 87, 122 185, 188.
Argos, 34, 36, 52.
Aristophanes,4.
Arms, 35.
Arotras,see Krinetas A.
Arta, churchof Blachernae,107 30; churchof Hagios
DemetriosKatsoures,105 12, 118 143.
Artabasdos,36.
Asam, see MathewA., MichaelA.
Asklepieion,2, 5, 7, 8, 35, 133.

Athanasios,bishop,36.
Athens, 28, 34, 84, 89, 139; Asklepieion,112 77;
ByzantineMuseum,10846, 122 184; "LittleMetropole," 118 149; "Omorphe Ekklesia," 107 31;
ornament,105 9,106 19,112 83, 117 141,119 154,
120 158, 159, 121 176, 178; Parthenon,113 89.
Athos, Mt., 16.
Avars, 27, 30.
BABBIUS MONUMENT,47-48, 63, 108 47.

Bakchyllos,bishop, 3.
Baptistery,65, 70.
BardasHikanatas,51; B. Platypodas,36.
Bartholomew,bishop, 84.
Bases of columns,18, 40, 108-109.
Basil, I, 34, 42; bishop, 36.
Basileios,36.
Basilica, above Lechaion Road, 2, 14, 26, 125; see also

Julian Basilica, South Basilica.
Bath, 20, 81, 125, 131; Baths of Aphrodite, 96;
Baths of Eurykles, 2, 16f., 26, 38; North Bath,
78-79, 100; South Bath, 68, 70-71; in South
Basilica,93; in South Stoa,8, 23, 30-31,68,120168.
Bastide, 135 n. 17
Bazaar,89, 92, 135.
Bellerophon,temple of, see Temples.
Bells, 64, 69.
Bema, 2, 12-13, 26, 32, 53, 54, 117 142; church,see
Churches;fountain,8, 12-14, 26; shops, see Shops.
Benjaminof Tudela,50.
Berlin,museum,104 4, 107 27, 115 115.
Beroea, see Timon of B.

Bessarion,cardinal,85.
Bishop, 3, 4, 6, 7, 12, 26, 28, 34-36, 42, 50-52, 75, 84,
85 n. 16, 89.
Bodenehr,91.
Bonifaceof Thessalonike,52.
Book of Prefect, 123 n. 1.
Botaniates, see Nikephoros B.

Bouleuterion,see CouncilHouse.
Brick, baked, 11, 24, 25, 70, 99, 100; mud, 99.
Bryennios, see Theoktistos B.

Buckles,30 n. 12, 31.
Builders'supplies,57, 80-81, 133.
Bulgars,27, 35.
Buttresses, 17, 54, 69.
89.
PANAGIOTES,
CABALLARI,

Caddi,89.
Capitals,40, 103, 109-110.
Captives'Facade, see Fagadeof ColossalFigures.
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Constantius,4, 12; ConstantiusChlorus,12.
Carcassone, 134 n. 17.
Constructiontechniques,97ff.
Catalans, 84.
Corinthianbase, 108-109.
Cave of St. Paul, 90, 91.
Coronelli,V., 91.
Ceilings, 65, 99, 102.
Council, Ecumenical, III, at Ephesos, 6; IV, at
Cellars, 32, 65, 67, 69, 86, 87, 100, 102, 132.
Chalcedon,6; V, at Constantinople,7; VI, 28;
Cement, 19, 20, 43, 45, 49, 65, 68, 69, 99, 100, 127,
VII, 28; VIII, 34; of A.D. 879, 34.
131-132; see also Concrete, Mortar.
Cemeteries, 66; no. 1 (South Stoa), 29-31; no. 2 CouncilHouse, 23, 68, 73.
(Peirene), 29-31, 39, 77; no. 3 (South Basilica) Courtyards,17, 21, 22, 40, 42, 57, 64-66, 70, 74, 82,
93, 130.
29-30, 87, 93; no. 4 (Bema), 29, 42-43, 71-72, 87;
no. 5 (West Terrace), 29; no. 6 (Temple E), 29, 67; Craneo(Kranion),89.
no. 7 (Hemicycle and North Market), 29.
Crusades,I, 50; IV, 52, 84.
Central Shops, see Shops.
Cyclades,52.
Central Stairs, 12-14, 26, 31, 33, 52 n. 18, 97.
Cyriacusof Ancona,9, 86.
Ceramic kilns, see Pottery factories.
DALMATIA,36, 43 n. 23.
Chalandritza, church, 45 n. 23.
Damascus,135.
Chalkis, church, 45 n. 23.
David and harp, 120 163.
Chandler, Richard, 91.
Decius, 3.
Chios, churches, 110 63, 119 155.
C.
De Dreux, Robert, 88 n. 3.
see
Constantine
(Konstantinos)
Choirosphaktes,
90.
Churches at Corinth, 1, 3, 29, 31, 90, 92, 101; on De la Gardie,Catharina-Charlotta,
Acrocorinth, 7, 9, 90; Bema, 42-46, 53, 54-55, Delphi, 104 3, 111 64, 65, 114 103, 109, 119 155.
71-72, 87, 105 10, 11, 12, 126; Constantinian, 9; Demetrios,bishop, 37; Drimys, 51; Palaiologos,86.
Dormition of the Virgin, 9; east of Agora, 9; in Deshayesde Courmesnin,88 n. 3.
Julian Basilica, 9-11, 33, 42, 49, 75, 126; in Kranion Desianesin Thessaly,116 125.
suburb on road to Kenchreai, 7, 9, 35, 104 6,105 13, Destructions,see Earthquakes,Sacks and conquests.
14, 106 19, 139-140; near Lechaion, 9; in Lerna, Diana, temple of, see Temples.
7, 27, 33, 35; metropolitan, 3, 9-11, 42; north of Diocletian,4.
Asklepieion, 7, 9, 103, 109 52; Panaghia, 9, 89; in Dionysion,2, 13.
Peirene, 22, 38-39, 49, 77; of St. John Theologos, Dionysios,bishop,I, 3; II, 4; deacon,7.
see St. John Theologos; of St. Theodore, 51.
Dodekannesoi,36.
Ciborium arch, 104 4.
Dodwell,Edward,91.
DomenicusBrixianus,88 n. 3.
Circular Monument, 2, 13, 42.
132-133.
Domes, 68, 102.
Cisterns, 10, 27, 86, 89, 102,
Domesticbuildings,128ff.
Civic buildings, 60, 70, 125-126.
98.
Doors, 15, 17, 25, 38, 40, 45-46, 54, 59, 72, 76, 77,
Clamps,
91.
Edward
78-79, 100-101, 122 189.
Daniel,
Clarke,
Clement of Rome, bishop, 3.
Dorotheos,bishop,4.
DouraEuropos,135.
126.
Cloister, 63, 72,
Coins, 7, 8, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 21, 25, 27, 28, 34-35, 42, Dowels,98.
47, 48, 50, 53, 56, 58, 60, 61, 64, 67, 68, 69, 71, 73, Drains,13, 60, 69, 74, 76, 133.
Drimys, see Demetrios D.
81, 87, 93; see also Hoards.
Colonnade, 2, 12, 14, 17, 21, 22, 23-24, 26, 37, 46, 48, Du Loir, Sieur,88, 94.
58, 59, 64, 80, 99, 134.
Dyracchion,52.
Columns, 15, 18, 22, 40, 67, 98, 103, 106-110.
Dysis, 36.
Concrete, 11, 22, 24, 59, 63, 66, 70, 71, 75, 99; see also
EARTH, accumulationof, 31-32, 33, 38, 43, 58, 87.
Cement, Mortar.
Constans II, 27, 33, 134.
Earthquakes, A.D. 365, 5; A.D. 375, 5, 10;
A.D. 522, 8; A.D. 551, 8, 25; A.D. 570, 8, 16;
Constantine, I, the Great, 4; VII, Porphyrogenitos,
A.D. 1858, 91.
28, 33 n. 14; XI, Palaiologos, 86; Konstantinos,
strategos, I, 36; II, 51; Choirosphaktes, 51; Mauri- Edrisi, 50.
kas, 51; Tessarokontopechys, 36.
Egypt, 108 44.
Constantinople, 4, 6; church of Panoptes (Eski Elgin, Lord, 91.
Ismaret djami), 118 144; of Pantokrator (Seirck Ephesos, church of Panaghia, 105 9, 119 150, 151;
churchof St. John, 108 47, 109 51, 113 91.
djami), 118 143; of St. John in Stoudion, 110 57,
11396; of Sts. Sergios andBakchos, 120165; Golden Epidauros,church,11.
Gate, 118 147; tomb of Michael Tornikes, 118 143. Epiktetos, bishop,4.

INDEX
Epiphanios,bishop, 7; E. Kamateros,51.
Erasistratos,bishop, 6.
Esaias, 36.
Euboia, churchof PeribleptosPolitikon, 105 9.
Eudaimon, see John E.

EumathiosPhilokales,51.
Eustratios, 36.
FACADE OF COLOSSALFIGURES, 2, 5, 80.
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Famines, 33, 35.
Faustina, 89.
Fauvel, Louis FrangoisSebastien,91.
Festivals of martyrs,3-4, 140.
Fires, 8, 13, 27, 52 n. 18.
Floors, 12, 15, 18, 20-21, 40, 45, 48, 63, 65, 71, 74,
78-79, 101, 123, 127, 132.
Florence,134 n. 17.
Flue, 70, 79.
Font, 122 186.
Fortifications,1, 7, 8, 85 n. 14, 137.
Fountains, of Glauke,2, 133; of Peirene, 2, 22, 26,
38-39, 49, 97, 117 138, 133, 134; see also Bema.

Franks, 50-52, 84-87, 93, 108 46, 136.
Fresco, 46-47.
Function, structural,99-100.
Furnace,70.
GALEN,84.

Gargoyle,98.
Gautierde Liederkirke,84.
Genoa,50.
Georgios,bishop, I, 50; II, 50.
Gerasa,church,11.
Glass, 19, 35, 59, 61, 67-68, 185 n. 19.
GordianIII, 3.
Gothic, 108 45.
Goths, 5, 13.
"Governor'sPalace," 46-47, 49, 82, 125, 134, 139.
Graffiti,137-139.
Grapeemporium,74, 125, 130.
Graves,5, 7, 10, 29-31, 41, 42-43, 63, 64, 66, 67, 71,
87, 93; types of, 71, 127-128; see also Tombs.

Gregorios,bishop, 50; G. Kamateros,51.
Gregory,pope, I, the Great,7; X, 84.
GregoryTheologos,churchof, see Thebes.
Grottoof St. Paul, 90, 91.
Gryphon,106 21.
Guild, 70.
GuillelmusI, bishop, 84.

HADJIMUSTAPHA,spring of, 117 142.
Hadrian, bishop, 7; emperor, 26.

Haga, 89.
Hagios Trias Kriezotou,121 175.
Heimb, Mme., 90.
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Herulians,3.
Hesiodos,bishop,4.
Hexamilia,85.
Hikanatas, see Bardas H.

Hilarios,bishop, 34, 36.
Hoards and lots of coins, Frankish, 84; of time of
Alexios I, 50; Anastasios, 7; First Crusade,50;
Isaac I, 50; John Zimiskes,35, 42; Justin II, 8;
Justinian, 8; ManuelI, 50, 60, 67; Romanus,35;
Venetian,64, 93.
Honorius,12.
Hosios Loukas of Stiris, 34; churchesof, 105 9, 118
150, 119 157, 158.
Hosios Meletios, church of, 120 159, 163.

Houses, Byzantine, 128-131; at Corinth, East of
Peirene, 39-41, 54, 76, 100, 102, 109, 129; on
MarketAvenue,66-67, 129; North of Peribolosof
Apollo,early, 17-21, 26, 27, 33, 38, 101, 102, 129;
later,78; Northwest,82; various,73, 76, 81, 93, 96;
see also "Governor's Palace," Southeast Building.

Hughes,ThomasSmart,91.
Huns, 8.

Hypocausts,70, 78-79, 93, 125.
IBIS, 108 44

Iconostasis,45, 103ff., 106ff., 117ff.
Illyricum,4.
Imposts, 23, 25, 93, 101, 103, 109 50, 51, 110ff.
Impost-capitals,110.
Industrialestablishments,124-125; products,35.
Inns, 9, 123 n. 1, 125, 135 n. 19; behind Hemicycle
on Lechaion Road, 15-16, 26, 125, 139-140; on
marketplateia, 60, 73, 92, 100, 102, 125.
Inscriptions,7, 8, 23, 34, 37, 46, 89, 90, 105 13-16,
118 150, 119 157.
Ionic, bases, 18, 40, 108, 114 111; capitals, 40, 109ff.

Isaac I, 50.
Islam, 28 n. 7, 87, 134-135.
Isthmos, 8, 34, 85 n. 14, 86, 90.
JACQUESd' AVESNE, 52.

Jason, 3.
Jerusalem,churchof Holy Sepulcher,118 147.
Jews, 3, 50.

Johannes(John),36; bishop,I, 7; II, 34, 36; J. VIII,
Palaiologos,86; J. Chrysostom,5, 6; Eudaimon,
85; Eugenikos,85; Hagiotheodorites,51; Kantakouzenos,85; Kretikos,36; Proteuon,36; Zimiskes,
35, 42, 48; see also St. John Theologos.

Julian, 4.
JulianBasilica,2, 5, 10-11, 26, 42, 49, 75, 98, 125.
Juno, temple of, see Temples.
Justin II, 8.

Justinian,7-8, 12, 23-24, 26, 109 51, 113 89.
Justinus, 3.

Helikonisof Thessalonike,3.
Hellas, 35, 51.

7.
KALLINIKOS,

Hemicycle, 8, 14, 25, 26, 29, 79, 97, 102, 139.

Kamateros,see Epiphanios,GregoriosK.
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Kantakouzenos, see John K.

KasianosApokaukos,51.
Kastoria,churchof Anargyroi,118 144.
Kenchreai,road to, 2; see Roads.
Kephalonia,36.
Khan, 135 n. 19.
Kilns, see Lime, Pottery.
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Kitchens, 15, 61, 65, 130.
Kithairon,churchof Panaghiaon, 107 31.
Knights of Malta,88; of St. John, 85.
Kodratos,3.
Koenigsmark,Field MarshalCountOtto Wilhelm,90.
Komnenoi,82.
Konstantinos,see Constantine.

Kourkouas, see Romanos K.
Kranion church, see Churches.
Kretikos, see Johannes K.

KrinetasArotras,36.
Kritheniotes,52.
Kufa, 135 n. 19.
Kufic ornament, see Ornament.

Masonry,97-99.
Materials,construction,97-102.
MathewAsam, 86.
Maurice,emperor,7, 8.
Maurikas,see Constantine(Konstantinos)M.
Mausoleum,11, 70.
Maydan,135.
Mayer,Luigi, 91.
Metropolitan,see Bishops,Churches.
Michael,36; M. Asam, 86; of Dyracchion,52; the
Syrian, Chroniclesof, 27 n. 2; Tornikes,tomb of,
118 143.
Mistra,85-86, 101, 105 10, 107 27, 111 64, 112 85,
118 144, 119 157, 158, 120 159, 163, 165, 166, 121
176, 129, 136.
Moesia,4.
MohammedII, 85 n. 14.
Monasteryof St. John, see St. John Theologos.
Monemvasia,36; Chronicleof, 27 n. 2, 28.
Morea,34, 35, 51, 84, 91.
Mortar, 19, 22, 43, 53, 68, 69, 79, 96-100, 127,
131-132; see also Cement, Concrete.

LAKONIA,CHURCHof APIDIA, 107 26.

Mosaic,12, 17, 70.
135
n.
19.
Laodicea,
Mosques,89, 90, 96, 135.
Latrines, public, 17, 23, 68; private, 19-21, 129, Mouldings,14, 103, 117ff.
130-131.
Mullions,98, 101, 109 48.
98.
Mullion
Lead,
capitals,93, 103, 110ff.
112
109
83.
55,
Lechaion,9,
Mylos,bishopof, 52.
Lechaion Road, see Roads.
Myron,bishopof, 52.
III
123
n.
the Wise,
Leo, emperor,I, 6;
1; VI, 43;
NAPLES,84.
pope, IV, 6.
Leon,36;general, , 51; II, 51;Sgouros,52; Skleros,36. Narthex, 11, 54, 62-63, 71, 87.
Leonides,4.
Naupaktos,52.
Lerna, 2, 7, 8, 27, 33, 35.
Nave, 10, 11, 43-45, 54, 62, 63, 87, 94-95.
Le Roy, 91.
Nazar,admiral,34.
Lime, kilns, 57, 80-81, 92; mortar,19, 43, 65, 99, 101. Nerezi, Serbia,churchat, 118 144.
Nerio Acciajuoli,see Acciajuoli.
Lintels, 98, 100, 117ff., 122 189.
NicholasIII, patriarch,27 n. 2.
Loggia, see Shops.
Nicolai de Marthonio,85.
Loridans,Doge, 93.
Louis IX, 71, 84, 87.
Nikephoritzes,51.
Lubenau,Reinhold,85 n. 14, 88.
Nikephoros,Botaniates,51; Phokas,34; Prosouchos,
51.
Lucca, 134 n. 17.
Ludolf of Suchem,84.
Nikolaos,bishop, 51.
North Bath, see Baths.
Lykastos, 36.
North Market,2, 5, 25, 48-49, 80-81.
4.
North Road, see Roads.
MACEDONIA,
ManuelI, 50, 53, 58ff., 67, 69, 71, 83; II, 85.
Northwest House, see Houses.
Northwest Shops, see Shops.
Malachias,bishop, 85 n. 16.
NorthwestTavern,see Taverns.
Marble,97-98, 100-101, 103-122.
Marcus,bishop, 85 n. 16.
Nymphaeum, 25, 80.
33,
52ff.,
57-58,
82-83,
49,
Market,mediaeval, 32,
92, 128, 133-136; sub-market,54, 58, 76.
ODEION,2, 5.
Market Avenue, see Roads.

Oil press, 74.

Marketnorth of ArchaicTemple,see North Market. Olivier,G. A., 91.
Marketnorthof Basilicaon LechaionRoad, 14-16.
Ooryphas,admiral,34.
Ornament,26; motifs:
Martyrs,3-4.
acanthus,104-122 passim.
Martyrtables, see Sigma tables.
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anthemion,112 85, 116 125ff.
arcade,119.
bars, 105 11.
bead-and-reel,106 19.
birds, 106 20, 108 40, 44, 116 132, 133, 117 134,
119 158, 120 162, 164, 122 191.
bosses, 119 158, 121 177.
bud, 113 91, 115 112, 113, 119 155.
chevron,122 186.
circles, 104 4, 105 12, 18, 107 27.
citron, 116 130.
cross, 104-122 passim.

darts, 111 65, 68, 117 139, 118 150, 122 184.
dates, 106 19, 108 44.
dentils, 122 184.
diamonds,104 1, 105 12, 107 27.
discs, 105 11, 13-16.
egg-and-dart,118 150.
Etrog, 25, 116 130.

floral, 104-122 passim.

floreation,107 34, 116 123, 117 137, 120 163ff.
grapeleaves, 106 25, 111 74.
gryphon,106 21.
guilloche,104 8, 119 158, 121 174ff.
heart, 104 1, 107 26, 115 112, 120 163.
interlace,105 9.
Kufic, 106 19, 116 131, 121 177, 178, 179.
laurel, 104 2, 122 186.
Lesbianleaf, 118 150.
lion, 106 19, 21, 117 135, 136, 137.
lotus, 117 143, 119 155.
Lulab, 25, 116 130.
mastiff, 117 136.
Menorah,25, 116 130.
metal cross, 104 2.
monograms, 104-122 passim.

net, 108 41, 121 181, 182.
nominasacra, 105 13-16.
omega, 107 29ff., 115 114, 116 123ff.
ovolo, 122 184.
palm, 116 128, 130.
palmette, 104-122 passim.

papyros, 108 44, 45.

peacock, 106 20, 108 40, 120 164; see also birds.

pomegranate,113 95.
rosette, 104-122, passim.

"Sassanianpalmette,"116127, 119 154, 121 178.
scale, 104 5, 121 181.
spears, 118 150.
stencil, 107 36.
sun-burst,105 9, 107 33.

tendrils, 104-122 passim.

"Theodosian"drilling,109 54, 110 55, 119 156.
trefoil, 104 1.
triangles,111 73.
tulip, 110 58.
water-leaves, 109, 110 60, 61, 111 64ff., 117 139ff.

whorl,1059, 10728, 116133, 119 155, 121 177,183.
wreath, 104 2.
Orientalcoins, 50.
Osteotheke,11, 63, 70, 73, 128.
suppressionof, 4.
Page, 91.
Palace, see "Governor'sPalace," SoutheastBuilding.
Palaiologos,see Constantine,Demetrios, John, Thomas, P.
Paper, 35.
Paris, museum,122 184.
Paros, churchcalled Hekatonpyliane,111 67.
Patras, 6, 34, 36.
Patriarch,6, 7, 28, 34.
Paul, apostle,3, 42, 89, 90; bishop,34, 36; general,36.
Pavement, 48; see also Agora,Floors.
Peirene,see Churches,Fountains.
Peribolosof Apollo, 2, 10, 16, 21-22, 26, 27, 38, 40,
54, 76, 77, 82, 117 139, 140, 139-140.
Perigenes,bishop,6.
Perinius,3.
Peter of Argos,bishop, 34.
Petronas,36.
Petros, bishop,6.
Philip, Roman emperor,3; of France,84.
Philippi, 104; BasilicaA, 109 50; B, 122 186.
Philokales,see EumathisP.
Phokas, emperor,21; see also NikephorosP.
Photios, patriarch,34; bishop at Corinth,7.
Phthiotic Thebes,Basilica A, 104 3, 110 55, 58, 111
72, 113 96, 97, 114 104, 109, 118 148, 119 150;
Basilica F, 111 73, 112 85, 113 97.
Piers, 12, 17, 58, 61, 100, 110, 117.
Pilasters,17, 104 4, 110, 117, 129.
Pipe, tile, 13, 15, 47, 74, 79, 133.
Pisa, 50.
Pits, 19, 32, 65, 78, 132.
Pithoi, 12, 15, 20, 37, 42, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 79, 82, 99,
131-132.
Plague, 8.
Plaster, 19, 41, 47, 64-65, 70, 99.
Plateia, 53, 57, 72; see also Market.
Platypodas,see BardasP.
Pocqueville,F. C. H., 91.
Pococke,Richard,91.
Porch, 54, 59, 61, 99; see also Portico.
Poros, 45, 97-98.
Portico, 15, 21, 57-59, 61, 99, 124.
Posts, 99, 103, 106-108.
Pottery, 21, 29, 35, 41, 92; factories,47-48, 49, 56,
59, 61, 67-68, 73, 92.
Primus,bishop, 3.
Prison,46-47.
ProclusDiadochus,84.
Propylaia,2, 14, 37, 49, 77, 117 142, 134.
Prosouchos,see NikephorosP.
PAGANISM,
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Proteichisma,3.
Proteuon, see Johannes P.

Public buildings,see Civic buildings.
see Kodratos.
QUADRATUS,
RAFTERS,99.
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Raisins, 75.
Ramp, in North Market, 48-49, 80; in Propylaia,
14, 37, 49, 77, 134.
Ravenna, San Vitale, 113 89.
Retainingwalls, 23, 48, 54, 69.
Revett, Nicholas,91.
Rhodes, 104 5, 112 85, 115 115.
Roads, 53-54, 133; to Acrocorinth,53; to Lechaion,
2, 14, 26, 32, 33, 37, 49, 54, 58, 77, 92, 133ff.;
MarketAvenue,53, 58, 59, 66, 124, 134; North,49,
54, 80; Northeast, 41, 54, 76, 133; Northwest,
53, 81; St. John's, 53; to Sikyon, 2, 53; South
(to Kenchreai),32, 53, 58, 73, 74, 92,125; Southeast,
53, 74, 125; Southwest,53; Temple,54, 81; West,53.
Robert of Tarentum,84.
Rogerof Sicily, 50, 53, 60, 83.
RomanMarket,see North Market.
RomanusI, 35; R. chartoularios,52; Kourkouas,36.
Rome, 3-4, 6, 34.
Roofs, 99, 102.
SACKSAND CONQUESTS, 3, 5, 8, 13, 27-28, 50, 52 n.

18, 53, 60, 83, 84, 86, 89, 90.
Saewulf,50.
St. John Theologos,church of, 61-63, 93-95, 126;
monasteryof, 56, 61-66, 83, 86, 102, 126, 130.
St. Louis, see Louis IX.

St. Luke of Stiris, see Hosios Loukasof Stiris.
Salona, 110 59, 116 128.
Sanderson,John, 88 n. 3.
Sarcophagi,103, 122 184.
Sculpture,mediaeval,24, 106 21, 120 163, 122 190;

Silk, 35, 50, 123 n. 1, 135 n. 19.
Sills, 20, 72, 74, 79, 87, 98, 100, 101; see also Doors.
Sipento, 120 164.
Skeletons,7, 8, 16, 29, 52 n. 18.
Skleros,see Leon S.
Skripou,churchof St. Nikolaos,121 171.
Slate, 20.
Slavs, 27.
Sikyon, road to, see Roads.
Smyrna,119 152, 153, 155, 119 157.
Sosthenes,3.
Souq, 135 n. 19.
South Basilica,23-24, 26, 29, 87,125; apsidalbuilding
in, 29-30, 92-93.
South Road, see Roads.
South Stoa, 2, 5, 23-24, 26, 30-31, 33, 47, 49, 68, 71,
73, 120 168, 125, 133.
Southeast Building, 2, 11-12, 26, 29, 41-42, 49, 54,
75, 119 153, 126, 130.
SouthwestBuilding,see also West Shops,area of.
Spon, Dr. Jacob, 89-91.
Stables, 61, 64, 129.
Stairs, 15, 37, 38, 40, 60, 64, 66, 69, 74, 101-102, 130.
Stephanos,bishop, 28.
Stobi, 118 148.
Storagedevices, 131-132.
Stoves, 15, 60, 131.
Strategoi,28, 34-36, 51-52.
Strobyle,36.
Stuart, James, 91.
Stucco, 47, 70.
Sub-market, see Market.

Synagogue,25, 116 130.
Synod, local, 3.
Syria, churches in, 45 n. 23; see also Houses, Silks.
TAVERNS, Northwest, 82, 125; sub-market, 76, 92,

100, 125.
Techniquesof construction,97-102.
104-122
also
see also Ornament: birds, lions,
passim. Temples,at Corinth,archaict. of Apollo,1, 9, 29, 81,
89, 91, 110,56, 62; of Bellerophon,89, 91; of Diana,
Seals, 36, 51-52.
91; of Juno, 91; of Livia (E), 2, 5, 10, 25, 26, 67;
Sergios,bishop, 50.
of Venus,89; on West Terrace,2, 24, 26, 33, 47-48,
Sewer,19.
49, 56-57, 66, 137.
Sgouros, see Leon S.
Templon,103, 104ff.
Ships, graffitiof, 138-139.
Shops, 58-60, 76, 123-25; Mediaeval:Bema (early), Tertius,4.
seeConstantine(Konstantinos)T.
55, 82; (later)with loggia, 58, 72, 83, 100, 123-124, Tessarakontapechys,
134; ceramicfactories,59; LechaionRoad, 77-78, Theatre,2, 5, 25, 81.
87, 102; MarketAvenue,59, 123-124; SouthRoad, Thebes, 35; churchof St. GregoryTheologos,45 n.
23, 107 29, 111 74, 119 150, 120 163; museum,
73, 124; south side of marketsquare,58, 123-124;
106 21, 107 28, 110 61.
Roman: Central,2, 5, 12-13, 26, 31, 74; Lechaion
Road, 17, 22, 37; Northwest,2, 26, 46, 49, 80, 82, Themes,28, 35, 51.
126; South Stoa, 23; West, 2, 8, 24-25, 48, 49, 67. Theodoros,bishop, 50; drouggarios,36; general,51;
of Mistra,85; tourmachos,52.
Sicily, see Roger of S.
Sidamarasarcophagos,122 184.
Theodosios,4.
Theodotos,51.
Sigma tables, 16, 22, 139-140.
TheoktistosBryennios,36.
Silas, 3.

INDEX

147

Theophylaktos,34; general,35, 36.
Thessalonike,4, 6, 7, 36, 52; churchof Acheiropoietos,
104 2, 111 72, 118 147; of Hagios Demetrios,104 1,
5, 105 13, 109 54, 110 56, 118 146; of Hagios
Georgios, 110 56; of Theotokos, 122 186; tomb,
118 147.
Thomas,36; Palaiologos,86.
Tiberius,8.
Tile, 99; drain, 41; floors, 17-21, 65, 101; roof, 20,

Vayvode (veivode),89, 93.
Venice, 50, 83, 85, 90-91, 93, 107 27, 134; churchof
St. Mark,104 3, 105 10; Fondacodei Turchi,130.
VenusMenalide,temple of, see Temples.
Venustus,4.
Villehardouin,81, 87.
Voussoirs,100, 122 187, 188.

102, 126; water channels, 86 (P1. 361), 133; see also

43-45, 60, 69, 70, 98-99.
Water, basins, 20, 24, 65, 70, 74, 80, 81, 122 186;
channels,86, 133; troughs,65, 74.
West Shops, area of, Early Christian,29, 31; tenth
century,48; twelfth century(SouthwestBuilding),
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Pipe.
Timbers,99.
Timonof Beroea,3.
Tombs,11, 29, 42, 66, 71-72, 87, 101, 102, 127.
Tornikes,Michael,tomb of, 118 143.
Tower Complex,52 n. 18, 68-70, 102, 126.
Traderegulations,123 n. 1.
Tradingprivileges,50, 83.
Triklinon,129.
Turin, 134 n. 17.
Turks,85-87, 88-96, 136.

VALERIAN, 3.

Vaults, 10, 40, 64, 65, 69, 102, 127, 129, 132.

WALLS,constructionof, 14, 15, 17, 19, 25, 38, 40-41,

67, 130; see also Shops.

West Terrace,area of, 2, 24-25, 26, 33, 47-48, 49,
53, 56-57.
Wheler,George,9, 89-91.
Whitewash,101.
Williamof Champlitte,52.
Williams,H. W. 91.
Windows,59, 69, 100-101, 103.
Wine press,47, 73, 74, 125.
Wood, 59, 99, 102.
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VIEW OF CORINTH ABOUT 1700, FROM COPPER ENGRAVING BY G. BODENEHR IN 1720, PERHAPS ELABORATED FROM SKETCH B

The legend: Corintho, Vormals die Haupt Statt der groflen haib Insul Morea oder Peloponnes, ligt auf dem beriihmten Jsthmo oder E
Zeit had sie keine Mauren und 1stniClit gar Volkreich. Auf einem Hohen Berg ligt emnfestes Sohiofi, weiches A? 1687 durch siegreiche W
SChitisselzu dieser ProVinz in der Christen Hainde gebracht wurde. A? 1715 aber hatte dieser Haupt Paf3 die Fatalitset, daB Er durc
unter das Ottomanisohe loch kam, und vermog dess A? 1718, zu Passarowiz getroffenen Friedens darunter Verhleibenmuste, Vorhe
beyden Meer Busen Lepanto und Engia wordurch Morea mit dem tibrigen Griechen Land zusamien htinget; hat etliche mahi solle du
die harten Felsen aber sind allezeit hinderlich daran gewesen.
On the drawing (roughly top to bottom):
Das SchloB Corintho
OliVenWald
Unterschidliche ruinen der alte Stadt
Tempel Dianae
Ruinen der alten Statt Mauern
Grotte S. Paul
Andres Venetianisches Lager
Garde
Venetianische Batterien
Redoute (three times)
Erstes Venetianisches Lager
Amphitheatre
Die Stadt Corintho
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