


Athens, February 6, 1987

Dear Susen,

Hore I will manage to +e11 you that I .m alive, and proposing %o
consider your interesting problems &I TAXIZTA, but not here, so that Andreas
can post this to you this evening, wnich is a I'riday. At the same time I
will enclose an index to my “ellenistic VWreck article. I wish I had had it
printed, but the article was short, and I did not know M. Lmpereur was going
to index and over=index his own.

I did receive your various missives, but not till ! got back herem for
the eariiest, as perhaps Laura thought & manila envelope signified an of fprint;
anyhow I could not have replied usefully away from this office, When I opendd
that envelope, 1 was discouraged by a great long list of inventory numbers not
in numerical order, and not with mames attached; there seemed to be such a lot
of preliminary work to be done to find out what vou wanted. You can imagine
that there were other things piled up, from other psopls.

I will now tell you 1) that, yes, those 1ists of SAH in varisus parts of
Section K not from the MSBF do probably all give the same Ruwam dates I would
now give: they are not in the & 3rd century. {ome might be a little changed of
sharpened. But I will go aver your queries and your article's text. I rather
hope you have not put it in press yet. 2) SS 13501, with eponym ZHNDAOTOZ
and 58 13509, with eponym EFMORANTOZ, are both IV B; waereas S5 13502 is probably
early IV A. 13502 is a stamp of the IIAUAIA GZYARPIAA, who are lmom in combination
with early eponyms of IVA. Use the index of the MSBF article for all this.

More soon. Best to you both,
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Frincetorn, N.J. 28547
Jan. 7, 1987
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Miss Virginia Grace — MENR [
American School of
Classical Studies
54 Sowidias 5t.
BGR 1@& 76 Athens
Gresce

Dear Miss Grace:

Exclosed is a draft of a short article concerning the Middle
Stoa Buildling Fill and lonp-petal bowls. I sent a copy to
you last summer (August 7, according to my records), but
eimce I have heard nothing from yoo I was woerried that it
might rnot have reached youw, especially since you were away
From Atherns at the time. I also left a rote Ffor you in
fthens, concerning Kleiner?s Deposit III and related strata.
Let me krow if you did not find it on yoour desk, and T will
sand you ancther copy.

QUESTIONS: by, e Q. Q\ &.TT'¥} ~ U— ﬁwéAaN,

1 —— The amphora dates I have cited in the article come fram
your list of 8/29/59 of amphora handles from section K
excluded from the building Fill by E.V. Are these dates
still thoupht to be correct?

g o-— 85 13501, S8 13509, and 55 13508 are placed topether in
that list. Fromm my researches in the rnotebooks, however, it
emerges that 58 13522 in fact comes from a different

stratum. Comld I have more detailed information about these
three handles?

We have just returved Ffrom Texas. After the meetings (which
were as usual, though terribly complicated by the fact that
talks and meetinps were spread over three different
buildings), we spent a week travelirng inm south Texas. One
highlight was a visit to the Whooping Cranes alovng the
poast, north of Corpuas Chrvisti. Another was a 14 mile hike
through the Chisos Mowntains in Big Bend National Park; the
view down to the Rio Grande and to the mountains of Mexico
beyond is the only thing I have seen to vival the hipgh peaks
of Olympus. The animal life was exciting too. The birvds of
Texas are proverbial, and we certainly saw owr share

(ivicluding Flocks of bluebivds). We also met up with deer,

collared peceary, and a very enpapging spotted sguirrel which
we have wnot yet been able to identify.

We are settled in owr new house and ernjoy it very much.

Commuting to New York is very tirinmg, but I do it only three
o fouwr times a week —— and for the rext three weeks, not at
all, since it is ouwr winter break. It is wonderful to be so
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rear the libraries, and also to see the Thompsons regularly.
Baob loves teaching at the University, and there is some
charnce that he may stay on. The cats are surviving the
move, although Kavouwri has had a hard time of late, and has
suf fered from a rumber of mysterious ailments. At present,
however, he seems pretty well, though certainly rot the cat
he used to bey he is, after all, nearly 15 years old.

11 the best to you in 1987, I hope to be in Athens briefly
iv Jurne, though that is still very tentative. I am taking a
leave next year, and in any event will get to Athens in the
fall, if not before.

Yiours,

,déwom/

Susarn Rotroff
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THE LONG-FETAL BOWL IN THE RITHOS SETTLING RBASIN

in a recent issue of Hesperia, Virginia Grace has

arpued for a date in the second decade of the second century

For the introduction of "early" long-petal bowls.l  The
A\,

evidence cited for this early date is P 23095, a lonog-petal

A\ ™

bowl of arnusual desipn which was found to the south of the

Middle Stoa, and has been associated, both by the excavator, |

e, W

Fupene Vanderpool, and, om his aothority, \I?y Miss Grace,
e N -

with the constructiorn of the Middle Stoa. Ivi view of the

considerable readjustment of the dating of long-petal bowls

which Miss Grace’s claim supgests, it seems worthwhile to oo Lol

M\

examine the bowl and its context iv more detail.

The bowl was found in a pithos that served as a F e 0
settling basin, located alovg the worth side of the E\
"Heliaia, "
Ffunctioned in comcert with the "Haliaia, " for a charmel to
convey a water downpipe was cut into the face of the two
surviving blocks of the "Heliaia" wall just above the
pithos. It is also clear, as the excavator states, that in
orrder too bring the level of the square south of the Middle
Stoa up to the level of the steps of the Stoa itself at its
waest end, a large amount of Fill was brought in, and this
Fill ultimately covered the pithos and put it out of use.g

A careful investigationm of the stratigraphy of this area,

1 Virginia R. GBrace, "The Middle Stoa Dated by Amphora
Stamps, " Hesperia 54, 1983, p. &4.
& See E. Varnderpool's comment oquoated in Ibid. ; pP.

Just short of its west end. This featwe clearly

Ne .
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however, and of the pottery found nearby, suggests that the
situation was more complicated than has previously been
suppnested.

fis currently constituted, the strata associated with
the construction of the Middle Stoa consist of 1) the Fill
within the Foundations of the building, preserved and
excavated primarily within the nine westernmost bays of the
structured and &) the fill broupght in concuwrently with the
laying of the Stoa foundation to raise the level of the
south sguare, excavated in a continuocus stretch south of the
westerrmost six bays of the building, and in patches further
past.? This southern secticnm of the building fill is
considered to externd wo Ffurther west thanm a line rurming
gouth From the first Stoa pier from the west. No clear
stratigraphic division was rnoted during excavation, and it
may have been obscured by the fact that the area east of
this line was dug in 1953, the area west of it in 19354, I
Vanderpool’s final analysis of the area, however, the fills
west of this line were rnobt considered part of the same
leveling operation, but rather related to the creation of a
ramp leading up from the level of the street which runs

north—-south, beyond the west end of the Stoa, to the higher

o Coins from this Fill were published as Deposit I by Fred
Mieimer, "The Earliest Athenian New Style Bronze Coins.

Some Evidence from the Athenian Apova, " Hesperia 44, 13975,
pp. 323-329, but rote that coins L-412-414 and 417 in fact
come from south of the buildivigy this has no bearing,
however, orn Kleiner?’s conclusions.

/9 Ibid., Deposit II, pp. 3@9-311. fAmphora handles from
both inside the building and from the Fill to the south Form
the basis of Grace’s analysis as reported in Hesperia 5S4

1985, pp. S5-54, = T
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level of the south sguare.= This fill was rnoted by Kleiner
i his discussion of ooins from the Middle Stoa building
fill, and & selection of coins from it published as Deposit
111.% These coins come from the following contexts:
Lot K O EAl-83E: a Fill orvigimally equabed wlth other
/"\/L/,\ cl c)
Fill, further east, as conmtemporary with bu11dlﬂg 7

mperafiaﬁs, dug inm an area from about four to seven or eight
meters south of the Middle Stoa, south of the first bay: the
associated amphora handles are 58 13398-134329, the latest
datimg in the period 188-167 B.C.7).

Lot K 2@3: the lowest part of this fill, with amphora

S

handles 885 13430-1343 13453013451, contemporary with

La}

handles in the Building Fill praoper.
Lot K 205: fill over the ramp leading up from the west

road at a point about 11 meters south of the west end of the

T T NrE bt TS
building, with amphora handles 885 L3EaL, 135¢9. Pmulkgdhwuy
A Narally Lo

Lot M Z2l: fill under the ramp at the same point, with V€206 \nag
959 \ist . Vwautd,

amphora handles 55 13952-13958, also contemporary with e\ s
€ ratd o<
handles in the buildiwg fill praper. Rocst Ven |

A Fill some 10 meters south of the west ernd of the

building, with amphora handles 13533- 13508, 13538~1:

G4y

[e}
L}

among these is a handle from the early ducviri period (127-—

98 RB.C. ).

S Final Excavatiorn Report, Section Ky 1954,

Ga Kleirer, Hesperia 44, 13975, pp. 311-312.

T Dates given for amphora handles derive from Grace’s
analysis (dated August 29, 1959) of handles excavated in
section K in 1933 and 1954, from fills which were rot
considered Middle Stoa Building Fill by the excavatar.




The later date of this material is attested by the
amphora handles; although many are contemporary with handles
Found  ivm the Fill within the foundatiorn of the Middle Stoa,
arnd with handles from Fill sowth of the building Further
@ast, there are enocupgh later pieces to suggest that the
deposition of this material took place somewhat later.
Furthermore, the ramp rurming uwp from the west was
identified and excavated at other points as well and amphora
Marmdles Ffrom these areas tell the same stor ;8 a viumber of
handles date later than the building fill, some
sigrnificantly later.

What is interesting is the Peiatianship of these strata
to bhe pithos settling basin and to the long—petal bowl
under consideration (B 2Z3095).  Although the rnotebook
account is not as complete as one might wish, it appears
that the settling basin was overlaid by a layer described as
"Hellenistic Fill @ggt of bhe Qater basin [=the water clockl
anid rorth of the sfépped retaining wall [=the rorth wall of

the "Heliaia"l" (lots K 144-146). This was considered part

of the building fill, and handles from it are included in

8. The following material comes from under the TAMDE

Lot K 161, with 858 12924-39 (latest harndles in the
period 167-146)

Lotes K &17-18, with 885 13767-96 (latest hardles perhaps
slightly later than Middle Stoa building fill) s

Lots K EZ82-23, with 88 13637-49, 13703-15 (latest
handles in the period 146-125) 4

Lot K 208, with S5 13457-13467 (latest hardles in the
period 167-146);

Lot K 164, with S8 13005-31 (ircludes a handle of the
fivst century B.C.) g

58 13728-47 (latest handles ivn the pericd 188—167)

alsno
come from under the ramp.



i

Virginia Grace's analysis of amphora handles from the Fillg?
the bulk of the handles are contemporvary with those in the
building fill proper, but there is also a Kridianm handle of
the duoviri period (855 12918) 312 plearly the area has been
disturbed or was deposited considerably later than the
puildivng Fill proper. Ivm any event, the settling basin too
is therefore subject to later disturbarnce and contaminatiorn,
and does veot provide reliable evidernce for the dating of its
contents.

25095 had been shattered and dispersed before its
deposition, as the excavation account attests. Vanderpool
describes the situatiocrn: "most of the pieces were on top of
the sand in the basin, orme piece was on the strosis Just
cutside". 1l This orne piece (actually two small rvim
fragments) comes, in fact, from a fill specifically
disassociated from the building fill by the excavatory it is
the fill voted above as lots K 2@1-222, included by Kleiner
with Deposit II1I, and containing amphora handles of the
secornd quarter of the century. Irvivestigation of the context
pottery has turned ap more frapments of P E3295: one from
Fill over the ramp beyond the west end of the "Heliaia", rux
Further than about one meter west of the settling basin, and
again in fill rot considered by the excavator to be building

Fill (1ot K 142), and another slightly further west, under

3. Hesperia 54, pp. 5-54. = R Dheafn . Mef
1., The handle (KT 2118) rames Laches and Eupoiemos,

associated with the eponym Euphragovas, of Grace’s period
VIE (98-88 B.C.); see BGrace, Hesperia 54, 1985, p.

=7y PPs 31, FS.

11. Ibid., p. 28.

EE, Via

3.07
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the suwface of the ramp (1ot K 218). Earth over the ramp at
points & meters and & meters west of the rnorthwest corner of
the "Heliaia" (lots K 216 and 229 respectively) comtained
stamped amphora handles dating down tao 146 B.C. and a
Fragment of arcther long-petal bowl (K 4339) 5 earth under
the ramp nine meters to the southwest also contained later
hamdles (K @28-283, third guarter of the @nd century;
handles at S6/KGE, to 148).

Blthough the stratigraphic pictwe of this area is far
From clear, it seems certain that grading operations
comtinued well beyond the time when the foundations were
laid, and that the settling basin, located about 12 meters
distant from the south stylobate of the stoa, remained open
during those operations. The context of P 23295 does not,
therefore, offer evidence for an early date for the
irception of long-petal bowls.

What bearing does this piece have, then, in the dating
of lovng—-petal bowls? RBO23295 is guite wilike the "vnormal”
long-petal bowls which twen up in deposits of the second
malf of the second century and in Sullanm destruction debris
of 86 B.C. 18 In these products of the well established
tradition the petals are either contiguous o divided by
jewalled lines, their swfaces often (though vot always)
flat. I P 23893 long petals overlie amd altermnate with

poivted lotus petals, in a scheme which finds parallels in

152 Eog. Ho A, Thompsorn, "Two Centuries of Hellenistic
Pottery, " Hesperia 3, 1934, D 39-48, E 74-773; Apora XXII,

nos. 3281-324, 386-343.
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fragments from an undated context in the Kerameikosld and iwn
a moldmade gug from the upper fill of a cistern on the
Holonos Agoraics, 14 a fill which was probably deposited in
the second guarter of the second century.lE RAs I have
pointed out elsewhere, 16 the medallion of P 23095 is closely
similar to that of a series of bowl manufactured by Workshop
A, an atelier which was functioning in the first guarter of
the second century. Numerous pieces from that shop are
Found in the Middle Stoa Building Fill and roughly
conbenporary deposits, but we do onot koow how long the shop
covtinuwed to Funct ior. Its products, however, are rare in
deposits dating after the middle of the centuwry, and we must
assume that the shop closed, or its products altered
radically, some time during the second guarter of the
century.

It seems reasonable, as Brace sugpests, to see B 23095
as an early version of the lovg-petal bowl. Edwards has
postulated a logical couwrse of stylistic development for
long-petal bowls, from more elaborate examples with convex
petals to simple bowls with contiguous flat petals,17 Bat 3%
has not, thus far, beern possible to document this

development by the evidernce of archaeclogical context. But

13. W. Schwabacher, "Hellenistische Reliefkevamik im
Kerameikos, ' AJA 45, 1941, pl. VII: 7-8.

14, 8. Rotroff, "Three Cisterrn Systems on the Kolornos
Agoraios, " Hesperia 82, no. 79, p. 2923, pl. 59.

1%, The fill contained a Knidian amphora handle dating
betweer 166 arnd 146 (Ibid., p. 274).

16. Ibid., p. 274, pl: GE.

17. G. Roper Edwards, Corinth VII:3, Corinthian Hellenistic
Fottery (Frinceton 1973), pp. 177-178.
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here we have B 23295, with links to a workshop of the first
and probably also second guarter of the &nd century, with a
close parallel in a deposit of the second guarter of the
second century, and itself associated with a fill of that
date. 1t thus seems reasonable to view this as an early
version of the type, though rnot so early as Grace would
maintailr.

The final analysis of the building fills of the Middle
Stma, the 8toa of Attalos, and South Stoa IT will do much o
clarify the early development of the long-petal bowl. Even
amw it is olear that there was considerable variation in the
parly years of producticrn. To the orne previowsly reconnized
example from under to Stoa of Attalosl® can now be added V4 st
aﬂather,ig recovered from the pottery tins. Both are fairly

delicate, with convex petals outlined by thin ridopes; they CsL(LQd;

] . \"‘(" A |.w:4 I
are guite unlike P 23@93%5, but on the basis of context about \\ bf'
Por 08 ( A_RAate
ok @nMpPoatary. P I I s

Susarn I. Rotroff

Hunter College

18. Agora XXIID, wno. 3255 although this comes from the Fill
aver the floor of the Sguare Peristyle, which underlay the
Building Fill of the Stoa, Rhys Townsend, who is at work on
the publication of the SBguare Peristyle and its
predecessors, tells me that it comes from an area where
there was some mixing of the fills. I am grateful to Rhys
for several discussions of the stratigraphy of this building
in the summer of 1986, and for the opportunity to examine
much of the pottery with him.

19. BA 3413, from lot BA 76, also, according to Townsend,
From an area of the Building Fill of the Sguare pepistyle'
where there was possibly some mixing with the Fill of %he
Stoa of Attalos above.
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Box 1359

Classics Dept.
Hurnter College

Y5 Pavk Ave.

New York, N.Y. 12021

August 7, 1286

Miss Virpinia Grace
American Sohool of

Classical Studies
54 Souidias St.
Athens BR 1#6 76
GREECE

Dear Miss Graces

Enclosed is a rough draft of a short article I am preparing
foo Hesperias you are one of the people wha cares most about
the subject, so I woud be very interested te have your
reactions. Much of the raw material on which it is based is
contained in the rote I left you concerning Kleiner's
Deposit TIT and related strata. )

For amphora dates, I have used those From your list of
B/29/759 concerning amphora handles From sectiom K excluded
from the building fill by the excavator,
still thought to be correct? I would also like to krow
about 88 13501 and 135293 in the 1959 list, these were
lumped together with 8 138922, which comes From a different
cornbext.

Rre these dates

I hope your stay in the States was pleasant; things seem to
be proceding with ouwre house, arnd we hope to be abie L mmve
iv in a couple of weeks. Ouwr apartment is a wilderness of
hoxes and moving materials —-— we look Forward to being able
to dmpose order on chaos.

All the best,

s

Susan Robroff
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THE LONG~FETAL BOWL IN THE FITHOS SETTLING BASIN
I a recent issue of Hesperia, Virginia Grace has

argued foor a date in the second decade of the second centuary

for the introduction of "early" long-petal bowls.l The

evidence cited for this early date is P 23295, a lovmg—petal ?‘wuigh

A..-—;(K; .

bowl of wusual design which was fouwnd o the south of the (F

b.oz

b2

Middle Stoa, and has been associated, both by the excavabor,
Eugerne Vanderpool, and, on his authority, by Miss Grace,
with the construction of the Middle Steoa. Ivn view of the
comsiderable readjustment of the dating of lovmg—petal bowls
which Miss Grace’s claim sugpests, it seems worthwhile to
examine the bowl and its conmtext iv more detail.

The bowl was found in a pithos that served as a
settling basin, located along the rorth side of the
"Heliaia, " jJust short of its west end. This featuwre clearly
functioned in concert with the "Heliaia," for a charnel to
convey a water downpipe was cut into the face of the two
surviving blocks of the Heliaia wall just above the pithos.
It is alsa clear, as the excavator states, that inm order to
bring the level of the sguare south of the Middle Stoa up o b
the level of the steps of the Stoa itself at its west end, a
larpge amount of Fill was byought iw, and this Fill
wltimately covered the pithos arnd put it out of use.S A

careful investigation of the 5twatigwaphy of this area,

1. Virginia R. Grace, "The Middle Stwoa Dated by Amphora
?tamps,” Hesperia 54, 1985, p. £24.

2 See E. Varnderpool’s comment guoted in Ibid., p. =&
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howaver, and of the pottery found nearby, suggests that the
situation was more complicated than has previously been
suppested.

fs currently constituted, the strata asscciated with
the construction of the Middle Stoa conmsist of 1) the Fill
within the Ffoundations of the building, preserved and
excavated primarily withinm the 9 westervnmost bays of the
structure? and &) the fill brought in concurrently with the
layinmg of the Stoa foundation to raise the level of the
south sguare, excavated in a continuous stretoh south of the
westernnost six bays aof the building, and in patches Further
past.® This southern section of the building fill is
considered to extend no Further west than a line rurming
south from the first Stoa pier from the west. No clear
stratigraphic division was roted during excavation, and it
may have been obscured by the fact that the area esast of
this line was dug in 1953, the area west of it in 1954. Iy
Vanderpool’s final arnalysis of the area, however, the fills
west of this line were rot cornsidered part of the same
leveling operation, but rather related to the creation of a
ramp leading up from the level of the street which runs

rnorth-south, beyond the west end of the Stma, to the higher

-

s Coins from this fill were published as Deposit I by Fred
Kleinmer, "The Earliest Athenian New Style Bromze Coins.

Some Evidence from the Athemian Agora, Hesperia 44, 19735,
pp. 323-329, but note that coins L-412-414 and 417 in fact
come From south of the building; this has no bearing o
Higiner?!s comclusions.

4, Ibid., Deposit II, pp. S09~-31 14 Amphora handles from
bath inmside the buildivg and from the Fill to the south Form
the basis of Grace’s analysis as reported in Hesperia %54,
1985, pp. S-54.



level of the south square.= This fill was voted by Kleirner
iy his discussion of coins from the Middle Stoa building
fill, and a selection of coins from it published as Deposit
111.6 These coins come from the following contexts:

Lok M oSpi-s2ds a Fill originally equated with ather
fill, further east, as contemporary with building
operations, dug in an area From about Four to severn oy eipght
meters south of the Middle Stoa, south of the First bays; the
associated amphora handles are 55 13398-1342%, the latest
dating inm the period 188-167 B.C.7).

Lot K 283: the lowest part of this Fill, with amphora
handles 8% 13430-13433, 13452-134351, conmtemporary with
handles in the Building Fill proper.

Lot K 2@5: Fill over the ramp leading up from the west
road at a point about 11 meters south of the west end of the

building, with amphora handles 55 13521, 13529.

Lot M o22l: fill under the ramp at the same point, with
amphora handles 595 13988-13258, also contemporary with
handles ivm the buildivg fill proper.

A fill some 12 meters south of the west end of the
building, with amphora handles 13503-13508, 13538-13540
amonpg these is a handle from the early ducviri perisd (1@7-

98 B.C.).

5. Firnal Excavatiorn Report, Section K, 1954,

. Klieiner, Hesperia 44, 1973, pp. 311-31&.

¥ Dates given for amphora handles derive fram Brace’s
arnalysis of handles excavated in section K in 1933 and 1954,
fram fills which were not considered Middle Stoa Building

Fill by the excavabor (dated Aupust 29, 1959).

)
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The later date of this material is attested by the
amphora handles; although many are contemporary with handles
Fend im the fFill within the foundation of the Middle Stoa,
ard with handles From Fill south of the building Further
gast, there are ernocugh later pieces to sugpest that the
deposition of this material took place somewhat later.
Furthermore, the ramp rurming up from the west was
idertified and excavated at other points as well and amphora
handles from these areas tell the same storys® a rumber of
harndles date later than the building fill, some
sigrmificantly later.

What is interesting is the relaticonship of these strata
to the pithos settling basin and to the long-petal bowl
under comsideration (P E23393). Although the notebook
acoount is not as complete as one might wish, it appears
that the settling basin was overlaid by a layer described as
el lenistic Fill west of the water basiv [=the water clockl
arnd worth of the stepped retaining wall [=the north wall of
the "Heliaia"l" (lots K 144-146). This was considered part

of the building fill, and handles from it included in

Bs The following material comes from wnder the ramp:

Lot K 161, with 88 12924-39 (latest handles in period
1671465 3

lots MO217-18, with 55 13767-96 (latest handles perhaps
slightly later than Middle Btoa building Fill)g

lots K -3, with 88 13637-49, 13703-15 (latest
handles in period 146-1E3)

1ot K 228, with 85 13487-13467 (latest handles in
period 1&7-146);

1ot K 1684, with 85 1320053-31 (irncludes a handle of the
First century B.C. 1)

858 13728-47 (latest handles ivn the period 188-167) alsao
come  from under the ramp.



Virginia Grace’s analysis of amphora handles from the Fi11;9
the bulk of the handles are contemporary with those in the
puilding fill proper, but there is also a Kﬂiaiaﬂ handle of
the duovivi periocd (858 1;.:_"':316);1'?-'| clearly the area has been
disturbed cr was deposited considerably later than the
building Fill proper. Ir any eavernt, the settling basin too
is therefore subject to later disturbarnce and contaminatiorn,
and does wnot provide reliable evidence for the dating of its
contents.

P393 had been shattered and dispersed before its
deposition, as the excavation account attests. Varderpool
describes the situwaticn: "most of the pieces were on top of
the sand in the basin, one piece was on the strosis jgust
cutside”. 1l This cre piece (actually twao small rim
fragments) comes, in fact, from a Fill specifically
disassociated from the building fill by the excavatory it is
the fill rnoted above as lots K E201-222, ircluded by Kleiner
with Deposit III, and cowmtaiving amphova handles of the
second guarter of the century. Investipation of the context
pottery has turned up more fragments of B 23095: one from
Fill over the ramp beyond the west end of the "Heliaia", no
further than about orne meter west of the settling basin, and
agair im fill wot considered by the excavator to be building

Fill (lot K 148), and another slightly further west, under

3. Hesperia 54, Pp. S9-u4.

1. The handle (KT 2112) rames Laches and Eupolemos,
associated with the eponym BEuphragoras, of Grace’s period
VIR (9888 R.C.) 3 ses Brace, Hesperia 54, 1985, p. &8, .
573 pp. 31, 35.

11, Ibid., p. 22.

]

l.0b



the surface of the ramp (lot K 218). Earth over the ramp at
points @ meters and & meters west of the rnorthwest coener of
the "Meliaia" (lobts K 216 and &25 respectively) contained
stamped amphora handles dating down to 146 B.C. and a
fragment of ancther long-petal bowl (K 4339 earth under
the ramp nine meters to the southwest also contained later
handles (K 8R8—-223, third guarter of the o@nd centurys
handles at Z&6/KG, to 14&).

Although the stratigraphic pictuwe of this area is far
from clear, it seems certain that grading operations
contirmed well beyond the time when the fourndations were
laid, and that the settling basin, located about 180 meters
distant from the south stylobate of the stoa, remained open
during those aperations. The context of B 23299 does not,
therefore, offer eviderce for an early date for the
inception of long-petal bowls.

What bearing does this piece have, then, in the dating
of lomg-petal bowls? B 23295 is guite umlike the "wormal"
long-petal bowls which turym up in deposits of the secownd
Ralf of the second century and in Sullan destruction debris
of 86 EB.C.18 In these products of the well established
tradition the petals are either contiguous o divided by
jewel led lirnes, their suwrfaces often (though not always)
Flat. Ty B 23095 long petals overlie and alterrnate with

poirted lotus petals, in a scheme which finds parallels in

1. E.g. H. A. Thompson, "Twa Centuries of Hellernistic
Fottery, " Hesperia 3, 1934, D 39-4@, E 74-773 Apora XXII,

nos. 321-324, 326-343.



fragments from an undated context ir the Kerameikosld and iwn
a moldmade jug from the upper fill of a cisterrn on the
Kolovnos Agovaics, 14 a Fill which was probably deposited in
the second guarter of the second centuwry. 19 As I have
poirted out elsewhere, 1& the medallicon of P 232395 is closely
similar to that of a series of bowl manufactured by Workshop
A, an atelier which was functionming in the first guarter of
the second cenbury. Numerous pilieces from that shop are
found ivm the Middle Stoa Building Fill amd roughly
contemporary deposits, but we do nobt kvow how long the shop
continued to Function, Ite products, however, are rare in
deposits dating after the middle of the century, and we must
assume that the shop clased, or its products altered
radically, some time during the second guarter of the
century.

It seems reasonable, as brace sugpests, to see P E3095
as an early version of the long-petal bowl. Edwards has
postulated a lopgical couwrse of stylistic development for
long-petal bowls, from more elaborate examples with convex
petals to simple bowls with contiguous flat petals, 17 bgt ik
has not, thus far, been possible to document this

development by the evidernce of archaeclogical context. But

13. W. Schwabacher, "Hellenistische Reliefkeramibk im
Kerameikos, * AJA 45, 1941, pl. VIIi: 7-8,

14, 5. Rotroff, "Three Cistern Systems onm the Molornos
Agoraios, " Hesperia 82, vo. 79, p. 293, pl. 59.

15, The fill contained a Knidian amphora hardle dating
betweern 166 arnd 146 (Ibid., p. 274).

1&. Ibid. y p. 274; pl. &2.

17 5. Roger Edwards, Corinth VIIs3, Corinthian Hellenistic

Pottery (Princeton 1975, pp. 177-178.
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here we have B 23095, with links to a workshop of the first
and probably also second guarter of the &End century, with a
close parallel in a deposit of the second guarter of the
second century, and itself associated with a fill of that
date. 1t thus seems reasonable to view this as an early
version of the type, though rnot so early as Grace would
mairntain.

The fimal analysis of the building fills of the Middle
Stoa, the Stoa of Attalos, and South Stoa IT will do much to
clarify the early development of the long-petal bowl. Ever
now it is clear that there was considerable variation in the
gearly years of production. T the one previously recognized

example from under to Stoa of Attalosl® can now be added va Msmzu'b”t‘ ko

(7

ancther, 19 recovered from the pottery tins. Both are fairly

(g Mo
delicate, with convex petals cutlined by thin ridoes; they i, mﬂﬁ'éf,
; N . ow_| ,;c.-,-'J
are guite unlike P 23295, but on the basis of context about f.w
A i_ .;G_.ui ~

contenporary.
Susan 1. Rotvoff

Hurmter College

18. Agora XXII, roe 32855 although this comes from the Fill
over the flooe of the Sguare Peristyle, which underlay the
Building Fill of the Stoa, Rhys Townsend, who is at work on
the publication of the Sguare Peristyle and its
predecessors, tells me that it comes from an area where
there was some mixing of the fills. I am grateful to Rhys
for several discussions of the stratigraphy of this building
iv the summer of 1986, and for the opportunity to examine
much of the pottery with him.

1325 SR
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July 25, 1986
Dear Miss Grace,

I have been going through the notebooks in detail and

investigating the contexts within the foundations of

the Middle Stoa, primarily those in Section Theta.

I would be interested to %ﬁ?%ﬁ\if any of the attssisd handles

(on the sheet of graph paper) date later than 183 or 182. 3

These are handles which have been excluded from the List Vi

of Middle Stoa handles; most (but not all) come from 5 Z“Q

disturbed areas, but no more disturbed than many other [; i U

parts of the fill (where handles are included in the List). &~ >
s

At AT N

Later in the summer, or in the fall, I hope to send you a Er e
list of handles from contexts within the building which = e
appear, from pottery, coins, stratigraphy, and notebook <l ™
account, to be wholly free of post-Hellenistic disturbance. ‘

I would be interested to know what date you would give to

the latest pieces in that subgroup of the Building Fill.

I have also been investigating the stratigraphy south
of the Stoa, particularly the area which has been associated

with "later activity". I thought you might be interested
in an outline of Kleiner's Deposit III, which seems to
be a grab-bag of various strata in that area. I've made

a stab at sorting them out into the stratigraphy which EV
observed at the time of excavation.

I believe that the infamous pithos/settling basin was
covered up in the course of these latest operations, which
would run down to the end of the second quarter of the

2nd century. Several more fragments of the bowl have
turned up in context pottery from the strata at the

west end which have unanimously been associated with later
doings. When I get a chance I will write up a note with

the details and send you a copy for your information (and
comment!) .

What a shame that I can stay such a short time and that
you are away; I hope to see more of you next summer.

ey Zhi boal 5

,,)J%-w‘w\/'
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CONTEXTS ASSOCIATED WITH KLEINER; DEPOSIT III

-The coins listed by F. Kleiner in his Hesperia article of 1975
under DEPOSIT ITT were associated with the following contexts.

Hellenistic fil1l south of Middle Stoa and south of drain C
(lot K 201-2);: lowest part (lot K 203)
Hellenistic fill over Intermediate STrosis at 22/AB
(Lot K 205)
Cutting Intermediate Strosis at 22/AB (lot K 221)
Hellenistic fill at 20/8xAN(no lot)

The amphora handles associated with these fillé are;
Lot 201-2 SS 13398-13429

Lot 203 SS 13430-13433, 13450-13451
Lot 205 SS 13501, 13509
Lot 221 SS 13952-13958

Fill at aa& ‘“gs 13503-13508, 13538-13540

the south foundation) running south to ap unspecified point (perhaps
three or four meters south of the drain?), in the area approximately
south of the first bay of the Stoa. Note that the same fill dug north
of the drain is the Hellenistic £i11 at 25/MB (lots K 198-200) :
Kleiner includes these coins in his Deposit 17T,

K 205 comes from over the "Intermediate Strosis", K 221 from

under it at the same point. I have not been able to find any notebook
account of the fill at 20/Ad (a point just east of the south end’

of the retaining wall that runs South from the sw corner of the
Middle Stoa).

There are, in fact, in this area a Series of strata and stroseis,
which were located and excavated over g fairly large area, in

patches, from the west end of the "Stepped Retaining wal1l" (= the
"Heliaia") extending to an unspecified distance to the west and to the
area south of the steps in the road west of the Middle Stoa.

For relevant contexts (listeqd by stratum andg lot) see next page.



KLEINER, DEPOSIT III (cont)
THE FOLLOWING ARE THE RELEVANT LOTS

1) Fill over the Intermediate Strosis

Lot 142 SS 13075-83 K=1378 (inXlemerdeposh I )
160 "SS 12920-23 no coins preserved
216 +~SS 13760-66 no coins preserved
206 SS 13502 no coins preserved
205 SS 13501, 13509 K-1459, K-1460 Cr\einer deposi v TiT )
204 no coins preserved
207 SS 13434-49 no coins preserved
2) Fill under the Intermediate Strosis
Lot 161 SS 12924-39 no coins preserved
217-18 SS 13767-4¢6 no coins preserved
239-23," #55.139637449 41370315 K-1463, K 1582, K-1583 o
221 SS 13952-58 no coins preserved SRR
208 SS 13457-67 no coins preserved
164 ss 13005-31,(13728-47) no toins preserved
(1412) oot e K=1376, K-1377 Yoeraer, dagome TO
ANy L UOATL S WD SN —

3) Fill below working floor and over Agora floor

Lot 162 SS 12940 no coins preserved
219 SS 13864-78 no’coins preserved
224 55 13716-22 K-1584 m*cwxs\ouno\\«b K\ ney-
165 85 13032-37 K-1347 to 1354 "

4) Fill below Agora floor and above bedrock

Lot 166 K=1355 to 13671 ¥ewe dopos\ I
163 SS 12941-12946 K-1331, K-1332 not considaveed
295 K=1585 \3'3 k\e\nee—

v

The intermediate Strosis was interpreted by the excavator (EV) as’
a ramp leading.up:from the lower street level to the west, to
the higher level of the South Square at the east. This ramp

preceded the steps in the road west of the Middle Stoa, which
EV dated te the first eentury B.C. ' ,
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| Dear Miss Grace:

¥ Your letter just barely reached me in Athens -- it

\ arrived the 24th, and we left the 25th of August.

81 I will, as you requested, make a copy of it and send
\{ that copy to you in Athens.

I am very grateful for what work you did have time to

do on my manuscript; I did, at least, go through some
deposit lists trying to make sure I had talked about
handles when they were just handles, and jars or amphoras
| then they were whole or substantially whole pots. Marian
et al seem to feel it is ok as is. To my great surprise

{ and annoyance, however, she tells me that they have still
i done nothing about the reprint of Homer's "Two-Centuries";
 this is particularly vexing because Marian pressed me very
) hard about turning in a preface to it last October! This
. does not encourage one to try to meet deadlines. ”

* I am grateful, also, for your comments on the handles
. from the Bauphaser of the Pergamon Asklepieion. It's
! particularly useful for my Sardis project. Apparently
! Gioia de Luca is also doing the Megarian bowls from
Pergamon. I visited them this summer (the bowls, not
Ms. de Luca) -- a very chaotic and eventful visit, as
it turned out. Sardis was great fun, as usual, and
~even greater fun was my tri



.oz
with Bob and we drove around Tuscany for 10 days, visiting many ‘

Etruscan sites (with superb exhibits put together for the year of
he Etruscan). We were set upon by gypsy pickpockets (quite a
€driing experience) in Rome, but that was the only mishap. Re-
entry into the USA and the teaching year is traumatic, as ever. 1
like my job, but I don't always respond well to the pressures it puts
on me; and, on the whole, I prefer the country to the city, and New
York is about as city as you can get. We did have a very pleasant
two days on the Jersey Shore, where a friend of my father's has a
house (Long Beach Island); I had forgotten how wonderful Atlantic
surf is, especially on a hot, muggy day. We also got down to
Cape May for some birdwatching -- and have hopes of going back
during the hawk migration (from now to the end of October, I'm told).

I hope that your operation went well and that you are now well on
the way to recovery -- and I look forward to seeing you in the
Summer at the Agora. My plans for next year are a bit nebulous,
as I am applying for a Humboldt Fellowship to spend the year

in Germany. So I may be spending most of the summer studying
German at a Goethe Institute, and put off visits to Greece until

later in the year (the Fellowship allows one to spend 6 months
in Greece).

Qe Ao deel T
_iror?

Rotroff

520 West 114th St.
#53

New York, N.Y. 10025
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"ON THE ORIGIN OF THE LONG PETAL BOWL

P.J. Callaghan

In recent years the long neglected field of Hellenistic material culture in the Aegean has begun to receive

more attention. Thishas led to dramatic redating of certain classes of artefacts and the gradual erection

of a new chronological framework which is more broadly based than its predecessor.l One aspect of my
i own work has been to harvest this new-found feast of information in order to plot the rapidity with which
new ideas could be spread from one area to another. This article is the fifth in a series designed to chart
these processes, and to apportion credit where it is due.2 It confirms my previous findings which indicated
that, in the receptive and eclectic cultural koine of the Hellenistic Aegean, there need be very little time
lag between the inception of a new idea or motif and its adoption in areas widely separated from its
original home.

TR

The American excavations at Corinth have already produced much useful information, and almost
every year sees the publication of new material. In 1980 several fills just to the north of the east end of
the Hellenistic racecourse were investigated and have now been published in part by Charles Edwards.3
Most of the deposits post-dated the Mummian sack of 146 B.C. and were not sealed.4# Nevertheless,

e Charles Edwards’ thorough examination of the Megarian Bowl fragments’ found in these soundings has
produced some very interesting results indeed. The sherds in question help both to amplify and, in some
cases, to modify views put forward by G. Roger Edwards in his monograph on the Hellenistic pottery
of Corinth.6 As will be seen, the results of the 1980 excavations can also be used to offer comments
with wider application for the course of cultural development in the Hellenistic Aegéan.

In Corinth V11, iii Roger Edwards suggested that both the Net Pattern Bowl, fig. A, and the Shield Bow] were

introduced into the local repertoire only a short time before the Mummian sack, basing this premise on
the fact that only a few examples of either type had been found in the city and that the amount of variation
within each type was quite small — always a good indication of a short production run.” The Attic evidence
too, seemed to imply that both patterns were introduced there in the years around 150 B.C.8 I have argued
elsewhere that the Shield Bowl was in fact a Corinthian invention: the design was directly inspired by the
patterns on Macedonian shields and probably commemorates the taking of Macedonian trophies by the
Achaean League in their successful bid to keep Andriskos out of Thessaly in 150 B.C.9 The new Corinthian
evidence does nothing to alter this picture. Few new examples of either type were discovered in the fills,
and these do little to suggest a wider range of variation in the treatment of each pattern.10 We might note

‘ in particular that none of the more developed Shield Bowls so common on other Hellenistic sites is as yet
represented in the local fabric.1! This abrupt cessation of two sequences which began not long before the
middle of the second century is significant. It confirms the oft-held view that the local ceramic industry
did not survive the Mummian destruction of the city, even though a community of sorts appears to have
existed at Corinth between that event and the foundation of the Roman colony in 44 B.C.12 We may
therefore safely postulate that any other fragments in the local fabrics predate 146 B.C.13

3

: If Roger Edwards’ comments on the chronology of these two patterns at Corinth hav
# evidence suggests a revision of hisideas on the Long Petal Bow, fig. B. This type,
represented among the excavated material at the time he wrote, and again ther

e been.conﬁrmed, new
too, seemed to be poorly
€ appeared to be only a srall




64 BICS 29 (1982)

3 Fig. A. Net Pattern Bowl

Fig. B. Long Petal Bowl
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amount of variation in the treatment of the motif. He therefore proposed that this pattern was also
introduced late in the life of the city, and suggested the years around 150 B.C. as the most likely time
for this development.14 Athens then seemed to have a certain degree of priority in the use of the motif
and was identified as the place where it was probably invented.15

The excavation of a pillared hall west of the South Stoa at Corinth has since produced some evidence
that the Long Petal Bow] might have had a longer history of production in the local fabric. This building
undoubtedly belonged to the final phase of the city rather than to the squatter occupation after 146 B.C.
Not only were fragments of Long Petal Bowls found on its floor, but another had actually been built into
its foundations.16 Since it seemed likely that the hall had been built in response to the final crisis of the
Achaean League, and had possibly been used as the headquarters of the Achaean army in the conflict
against Rome, the evidence was not quite sufficient to cause any large-scale backward extension of the
pattern’s history on the site. Charles Williams, however, was moved to raise this as a serious possibility.17
The 1980 excavations have confirmed his misgivings on the older chronology. They have vastly increased
the number of examples now known in the local fabrics, with the pattern accounting for 23 per cent of all
Corinthian bowls from the racetrack soundings.1® At the same time, the number of variations on the theme
has increased dramatically, and some of these had a sufficiently long production run for the moulds to have
become worn.19 There can be no question of a local production after 146 B.C., and so it seems likely that
we should allow for an earlier introduction of the type than has been supposed hitherto. Charles Edwards
estimates an exira decade or so, and raises the possibility of a date as early as ca. 165 B.C.,20 though he
admits that the present deposits cannot yet provide a certain date.

In the meantime, work on the Attic deposits has also been proceeding. Susan Rotroff has examined the
relevant deposits and concludes that there is no firm evidence for the Long Petal Bowl in Athens before
the middle of the second century.2l These findings have led both Rotroff and Charles Edwards to reverse
the previously accepted direction of influence, and to propose Corinth as the original home of the pattern.22
In the present state of knowledge, Corinth certainly does appear to have a clear edge as regards these two
centres alone, but there is equally good evidence for an early production in yet another area, and this has
been overlooked by both Rotroff and Edwards. The Greek East, it appears, may very well prove to be the
true home of the motif.

-

Ionia and Mysia both stood under the rule, direct or indirect, of the Attalid dynasty from the Peace of
Apamea in 188 B.C. until the extinction of the line and the Roman conquest of 133 B.C. The area included
many of the largest and most prosperous of the Greek cities, and the obvious excellence and independence
of the East Greek ceramic industry bid us take careful note of its claims in this matter.23 One deposit in
particular has a very important bearing on the question of the earliest Long Petal Bowls. In 1961 a trial

\ excavation at Pergamon was sunk into one of the chambers of the massive foundations for the Great Altar

| of Zeus on the Acropolis of that city. The fill contained 135 sherds which have been partially published by

1‘ Jorg-Schifer.24 Despite this, the deposit has somehow contrived to lose itself in the general literature on

| the Altar, and has been largely overlooked by students of Hellenistic pottery. This is perhaps partly due

‘ to the fact that, in the then state of uncertainty surrounding all Hellenistic pottery, it played a singularly

J unimportant role in the dating of t_he monument, partly because there was no absolute date for the inception
of the building programme. Proposed construction dates for the Great Altar have ranged from the period
soon after the battle of Magnesia in 190 B.C.,25 to the decade between 180—170 B.C.26 The earlier date

would make it a victory monument commemorating the defeat of Antiochus III at Magnesia, the later would

| imply some sort of connection with Eumenes II’s other victories against the Bithynians and Gauls at that

itime. In arecent article I have proposed a slightly later date and identified the Altar as a grandiose memorial
to Eqmenes’ much greater victory over the Gallic invaders in 166 B.C.27 On the grounds of iconography and
established Pergamene symbolism, the reliefs decorating the Altar can be much better placed in this period,
rather than as monuments of the earlier victories.28 The lower date also allows the Altar to form one facet
of a complex propagandist effort on the part of Eumenes which not only sought to underline his military
achievements but also exalted the regime at a time when it was under severe pressure due to Roman hostility .29
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| Far more important in my argument than these general historical considerations was an examination of the
published sherds from the 1961 excavationsin the Altar’s foundations. Theseincluded three fragments
| from Long Petal Bowls which iri style corresponded to the earliest groups found at Torinth30 :Seven more
' fragments from glazed bowls with a net pattern incised on theirsurface were present in the group.3! Thave
already discussed this type of decoration and have concluded that the Pergamene pots were close precursors
of canonical Net Pattern Bowls. They may even imply the prior existence of the type.32

| The excavated foundation chamber at Pergamon lay close to the centre of the monument, its position
tiand the density of the fill mitigating against any possibility of corruption by later intrusions.33 Other
xnearly contemporary deposits from elsewhere in the city tend to confirm its purity and indicate that the
juxtaposition of types found under the Altar should be placed within the second quarter of the second
century B.C.34 The foundations, massive as they are, must have been completed within a very short time
for most of the superstructure to have been completed by the time of Eumenes’ death in 159 B.C. A date
ca. 165 B.C. seems a likely terminus post quem non for the material used in the fill of the chambers beneath
the Altar proper. This clear stratigraphic evidence suggests the possibility that not only the Long Petal
Bowl but also those decorated with net patterns were invented by centres within the Attalid kingdom.

The inception of other types may also be attributed to this area,3> a fact which highlights the inventiveness
of the potters of Asia Minor.

The “Ionian” bowls found in such numbers on Delos serve only to underline the evidence presented by
the Pergamene deposits. The centres of production lay somewhere within the Attalid cultural sphere ,36
and certain developments within the class imply that both the Long Petal and Net Pattern Bowl had a longer
history in Asia Minor than can at present be demonstrated for any mainland site. Laumonier has avoided
the knotty problem of absolute chronology in his basic work on the subject, though he places all the
published examples within the date bracket 166—69 B.C., and has arranged his workshops in a rough stylistic
sequence which probably reflects their relative chronological position.37 I have already noted that none of
the five “earliest” workshops produced bowls decorated with the shield pattern, and concluded that these
ateliers had either gone out of production by about the middle of the second century B.C. — when the type
was first introduced at Corinth — or that they ceased to add new designs after that date.3® Three, however,
manufactured large numbers of both the Long Petal and the Net Pattern Bowl, and with sufficient variety
of treatment to imply a lengthy production run.39 It still seems likely that 4all the Delian material should
be dated from the time of the Athenian cleruchy in 166 B.C., though the moulds were probably used in
their home centres before this date. At all events, the earliest workshops may apparently be safely dated

within the earliest period of the new settlement and thus supply yet more good evidence for an early
production of the relevant bowls in the eastern Aegean.

What remains, then, is the difficult task of trying to decide between the rival claims of Corinth and the
Attalid kingdom to be the true home of the Long Petal Bowl. The probable dates of introduction in both
centres are so close that further progress in these enquiries must be hypothetical. A glance at trade pattemns,
however, seems to establish a balance of probability in favour of East Greece. There is definite evidence
for Tonian material arriving at Corinth before the 146 B.C. destruction, but we would seek in vain for any
Corinthian pottery in the eastern Aegean.#l That Tonian ceramics were being brought across the sea in
some quantity before the Mummian sack is also indicated by the large number of “Ionian” bowls found
on Delos and belonging to Laumonier’s five earliest workshops.42 As we have already seen, these ateliers
also imply that the two earliest varieties of Roger Edwards’ Linear Bow] complex were introduced almost
simultaneously in the East, whereas the mainland evidence indicates that they were adopted only in piecemeal
fashion by the Greek cities there.43 Taken together, these arguments strongly suggest that the technological
advance whereby linear patterns incised directly into the mould in part superseded the more laborious
system of impressing individual stamps into the matrix was an East Greek invention. Like most short cuts
in industry, this device not only saved time and labour, but may also have been connected with the desire
to exploit a mass market. It was thus not merely a product of laziness, but a reflection of sound business

acumen. In this light it is instructive to contrast the widespread dispersal of Ionian pottery with the more
parochial market enjoyed by the Corinthian potters.44
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\ In conclusion, we might date the introduction of both the Long Petal Bowl and the Net Pattern Bowl /

! to the period slightly before 165 B.C., and identify the original centres of production as the Greek cities |

lying within the Attalid kingdom. The first of these types was swiftly adopted by Corinthian potters; the

Net Pattern Bowl followed some little time later. Athens lagged rather badly behind, a fact which might

either indicate a degree of conservatism on the part of its potters or, more likely, that it played little part i

i in the particular trade network which provided the Corinthians with their models.

If Corinth played a passive role in the original exchange, it was nevertheless an important one. The

H adoption of Tonian patterns throughout mainland Greece could very well be due to secondary dissemination
with Corinthian potters as the intermediaries. Certainly the successful transmission of these early patterns
to the other Greek cities at a time when Corinth was a major centre of commerce contrasts markedly with
the failure of other Tonian motifs to secure a foothold in the west after 146 B.C.45 Delos was as great an
entrepot, perhaps, but had no pottery industry of its own to aid in spreading any new ideas, and its position
after the sack of Corinth was always that of a receiver. Nor was Corinth always a borrower. The invention
of the Shield Bowl may still be assigned there with some degree of probability, and this type eventually
found its way to Ionia and was copied there. By that time, however, Corinth itself was little but a field
of ruins, and so this small drinking vessel proved to be the last monument to its ancient and distinguished
role as a major Aegean ceramic centre.

University of Newcastle upon Tyne

NOTES

This study was carried out during my term as Sir James Knott Research Fellow in the
Department of Classics at the University of Newcastle upon Tyne.
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Ibid, especially n. 51. From the time of the battle of the Kaikos in the reign of Attalos 1, the Gauls in Asia Minor
were identified by the Attalids with the Persian invaders of Greece in the fifth century B.C. The Gigantomachy

had already been used with great effect as a paradigm for their victories on the eastern metopes of the Parthenon.
Stewart (n. 25) 20, points out the significance of the cluster of Attalid monuments just below and in front of the
Parthenon sculptures. This small votive group combined unambiguously defeated Persians, Giants and Gauls in a
single political statement representing Pergamene victories over the Asiatic Gauls. It would be strange indeed if

this established Attalid iconographic equation of the later third century B.C. should suddenly be pressed into service
for the glorification of a victory over a fellow Greek monarch only a generation thereafter. Even his enemies could
not but admit that Antiochus was a “Macedonian” ruling a large collection of impeccably Greek cities, which provided
the nucleus of his armed forces. There is absolutely no evidence that he was ever identified with the Persian Great
Kings whose military exploits had proved such a threat to the cause of Hellenism in the fifth century.

BICS 28 (1981) 118.

Schifer (n. 23) P1. 19: Z108 and Z126—7; Corinth VI1I1,1iii 176—8.

Schifer (n. 23) P1. 20.

BICS 28 (1981) 117.
Schifer (n. 23) 26 and PL 1, 2 for the position of the sondage.

BICS 28 (1981) 117 and notes 29—32 for bibliography.

BSA 75 (1980) 42 f. for the Laurel Trefoil Bowl and the Ivy Bowl.

Délos XXX1, 3.

Ibid passim.

BSA 75 (1980) 42 and n. 56.

Délos XXXI, Plates I, 29. The two smaller collections within the earliest five groups — the workshops of the “Belles

Meduses™ and “Vases Gris”” — do not include any Net Pattern Bowls, a factor which may well be due to the small
number of vases which can as yet be assigned to them.

For the chronology, see Délos XXXI,7—13.

For an East Greek Amphora from Corinth, see Schafer (n. 23) Plate 3 no. 4.

Délos XXXI,21-109.

Hesperia 50 (1981) 189-210;. 444 11 (1978) 53—60.

For the trade networks in regard to Megarian Bowls at Corinth, see Hesperia 50 (1981) 205.

Neither the Ivy Bowl nor the Trefoil Laurel Bowl, so common in the East Greek assemblages and on Delos, ever
found a firm foothold in the mainland. This, despite the fact that large numbers of East Greek bowls have been

discovered at Corinth — probably representing a squatter occupation on the site after 146 B.C. See Hesperia 50
(1981) 198-9 and 205.
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lNotes on VRG's article, Pharnakes' Stoa { Aug’s 15198l

Footnote 11l: The quoted phrase occurs on my p. 102, (stﬁ ggz;)
Footnote 47: Deposit I 14:2 is di scussed on my p. 102.

Footnote #Bx 49: The long-petal bowl fragment P 20204
is my no. 325

Pages 18-19, 21: The long-petal bowl from the settling
basin I 14:2 (P 23095, now mended
together with P 23766) is my no. 344.
I believe, on the basis of the medallion,
that this is a produet of Workshop A,
which functioned in the last guarter of
the 3rd century and 1lst quarter of the 2nd
century. On pege 36 I say WIt closely resembles
a long-petal bowl, although the medallion, an
eight-petaled rosette, is also found on fisured bowls
j produced by Workshop A in the late 3rd amnd early
. | 2nd centuries. The decorative scheme is not far
3P ¢ ' removed fran the tall overlapping petals of 23
or the alternating petals and serrated leaves of 54.
| The context of 344, is, unfortunately, inconeclusive,
| since it was found together with a small deposit
| of nondescript pottery in a settling basin in frong
| of the Heliaia, a deposit which may have remained

N %%gg\untilmabogtﬁlgoﬁ(Iﬁl4:2). Although it has
) erdssed Here with “long-petal bowls, 344 may
"L eswe @04 | in fact be more closely related to and contemporary
Lyt 4 with imbricate bowls.?V

3 & b ieq
About the date' of long-petal bowls I say (after discussing muech

of the same evidence that you discuss): 'This seems to me to indicate
that the type is unlikely to have been manufactured in Athens until

a few years after the middle of the 2nd century, and this is the date
that I have used throughout this volume. In the light of the somewhat
ambiguous evidence cited above, howeverk that date must be considereg

approx imate, and the possibility that it should be pushed back by some
fifteen years or so should be left open.' ¢
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I 14:2 Pithos settling basin 2nd century? ngwf/Jfgﬁg;

Fill of pithos wh1ch served as settling basin in front of west end 74

%‘D

of north side of He11a1a Basin probably covered during. final phases of

construction at west end of Middle Stoa. Architecture of west end of Stoa ‘7 ‘?"'
suggests it was finished later than rest gf building; th1s ]ater building

activity has been associated with Hellenistic fil] south of M1dd1e

Stoa.(K]e1ner I, pp. 311-313, deposit III: H-I 14:1) in which one of three

stamped amphbra handles dates in third quarter of 2nd century (Knidian

eponym Philippos: KT 173§?y55 13540). Analysis of amphora handles from - ; ﬁb
building fill of Stoa, however, shows no chrono]og1ca] d1fference bé?&éﬁ:>.';;:qjgxﬁ_
those from west‘end and those from e]sewhere 1n‘the Rl ] Pattery from }“iﬁﬂ‘d“~5i’
sett1ing basin nondescripﬁ. Single bowl is unusual tybg/wh1ch may be edrly

form of long-petal, but also resembles imbricate bow{s oﬁ canm200

#344 = K": 2. -{: e 8 = {'} % % 3 © ‘/ f_;”’”'.d'

I 16125 Cistern 2nd century, disturbed

single Knidian stamped amphora handle dates around 108 (Hesperia 3,

1934 ;. p. @745 nos ' 218:4SS ). Tyrkish pottery indicates disturbance.
# 165
Agora IV.

Ly 17T Cistern 3rd and early 4th quarter of 3rd century

Cistern with little pottery. Severn stamped amphora handles; Rhodian
“ponyms date in 3rd quarter of 3rd century (eponyms Aqlokritos, Pausanias(?):
14279, SS 14282). Latest coin dates in Ist third of 3rd century. One

all fragment of moldmade bow] of undetermined type.

Agora XII.
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Sullan debris that was not deposited until around 50 B.C.
It seems then that Apollodoros was active in the early firs?
century before Christ. It i8 interesting that these are :
among the finest of the long-petal bowls, with regularly
spaced, often well-shaped petals. This indicates that quality
did not necessarily decline with the passage of time.

Two other bowls are signed (# 324, 3_2), but the
signatures are illegible, and no workshop can be grouped

around them.

Chronology
Long-petal bowls become common in the second half of

the second century. Fragments occur in earlier deposits, but
these fragments are small, and the deposits disturbed or,
at best, mot closely dated.'’? Substantially whole long-petal
bowls do not occur in contexts earlier than the third quarter
of the second century, when they become more common than
other types of bowls, i

fhe best ev-dence for the date of the inception of this.
type is still their occurrence in some quantitj at Corinth,
which was destroyed by Mummius in 146 B.C. and remained
deserted until 44 B.C.173 This evidence is reinforced by
that of the Hellenistic stoas in Athens. Only a few fragments
from disturbed contexts at the west end of the building
apﬁeaf in the construction fill of the Middle Stoa, dated 2

by stamped amphora handles no later than 183-182 B.C. Nopgv' e

at all were found in the fill of the Stoa of Attalos, about “~ -

|

contemporary with the destruction of Corinth., It should be cﬁ\_iw
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noted however that one fragment was found in the fill over
the floor of the Square Building SS,ﬁ:? in Chapter III),
which lay under the Stoa of Attalos building fill.

Several fragments appear in the construction fill of South
Stoa II, which is, on the basis of the coins and stamped
amphora handles, slightly later than the Stoa of Attalos,
perhaps dating around 140 B.C.‘7h Thompson's conclusion is

sti1l valid; the manufacture of long petal bowls began
' 175

around
the middle of the second century. ' 3
ne would_have expected more long-petal bowls in the
fi11s of the Stoa of Attalos and South Stoa II, which are
roughly cﬁntemporary with the destruction of Corinth. The
Corinthian deposits however represent destruction debris,
and as such contain much newly broken pottery. The building
£i11s on the other hand contain mostly older material, since
no such disaster had befallen Athens. Thus the material
at Corinth represents pottery actually in use in 146 B.C.,
while the building fills at Atheﬁs contain only a few newly
bfoken pots. We have no evidence for where production of
long:ggfa% bowls first began. It is possible their manufacture
begén ea;11er at Copinth, or even originated there, and was
not taken up in Athens until slightly later. .
There are fragments of about two hundred and twenty;
five lbng-petal bowls from dated contexts in the Agora. ~ They
account for over half the bowls in most contexts of the
second half of the second ‘century, and are almost the only

bowls found in Sullan destruction deposits of 86 B.C.




The manufacture of Megarian bowls, long-petal and other

t survive much after the

types as well, probably did no
few bowls occur in deposits containing

Sullan destruction;

coins and stamped amphora handles dating later than 86 B.C.

There are however a few fragments of footed long-petal bowls
Roman contexts (e.g. # 408), which were glazed

with green lead glaze. This technique of glazing is thought
176 |

to have begun in the Augustan period or slightly earlier. ‘

from early

Apparently some moulds were preserved, and sporadic use was

pade of them., Megarian bowls do not occur together with

Arretine pottery at the Agora; production must have stopped

he first century before Christ,

completely by the end of t

Other Types of Megarian Bowls

The Agora collection preserves examples of four other | ii

\ systems of decoration on Megarian bowls, all of them linear %fi

i in nature. They are the "lotus calyx bowls", decorated with

a Bymplified leaf calyx; 'Macedonian' bowls, embellished with

cles; bowls covered with poly-

concentric circles and semicir

, gonal networks; and daisy bowls, decorated with interlocking

daisies or stars.

Lotus Calyx Bowls'’?

The Agora collection includes fragments of six bowls
(# 358-361) and one mould (# 362) decorated with a combination

of lotus calyx and imbricate jeaves., These are very frag-

mentary. The only medallion preserved (# 360) is a rosette.



171.

172.

173.

174,

175,

Courby, P. 331.

The medallion of # 345 was stamped with a smaller
stamp after removal from the rmould; the stazp of
D 41 (Thompson, fig. 72), though similar, is larger.

The following contexts dating earlier than 150 B.C.
contained long-petal bowls: a we b
sl v & \

5

Building fills: 5 o ¥
Q 8-9 1 fragment, possibly intrusive from (fiw“' };-Qﬁr
bullding fill of Stoa of Attalos. (¢ hg/iig”.:

H-K 12-15 5 fragments from disturbed areas of MC;,f i

the fi11 at west end of building.

‘Other contexts: :
P 21:4 1 small fragment from same mould or '?
game bowl as that from Q 8-9.

E 14:1 many fragments, but this context is
clearly disturbed.

B 20:2 possibly one fragment. i

5 |

E 15:4 1 bowl, fragments of 8 more, with am- P~44>,<L L
phora handles of 2nd quarter of 2nd c. e (D
and earlier, other late Megarian bowls et } ’y»(

o N

and unguentaria. TN
0 17:7? fragments of four bowls with amphora ”\\NerxvﬁTa '1.
‘handles of 2nd quarter of 2nd century; I £

apparently accumulative. g 12 1.

i Y o c&LIETH ¢ i p
Corinth, VII(3), P. 176; Thompson, pp. 457-453; Sz R
Pn p. 91; Broneer, Hesperia, XVI, p. 240, pl. . - ks 1%
65.:6, a long-petal bo#l Irom a well in the South e

Stoa at Corinth. It seems that most of the material
in the wells in the South Stoa, although largely -
debris of the Mummian destruction of 146 B.C., was

pnot thrown into the wells until the recolonization

in 44 B.C. Nonetheless, the majority of the pottery
pust date before 146, and with it the long-petal bowls.

Amoye b 17 TEITS v

For the dates of the building fills ~f the Hellenistic
‘stoas see Chapter III: H-K 12-15 (Middle Stoa);
P-R 6-12 (Stoa of Attalos); M-N 15:1 (South Stoa II).

e o

o e AR

Edwards conjectures a date of 155 B.C. for the beginning
of long-petal bowls in Athens, allowing ten years for

them to be copied by the Corinthian potters (Corinth,
VII(3), p. 177). He seems not to consider the possibility
that the Corinthian potters themselves invented them.

A AN AT AR AR VR ST



176.

177.
178.

179-
180.
‘8' °

182.
183.
184.

185.

186.
187.
188.
189.
190.
191.
192,
193.

A number of these bowls found in the Kerameikos were
published by Schwabacher as bowls of the workshop of
Ariston (Schwabacher, p. 222, pl. 9, A, 1-8). They

are similar to Edwards' "linear leaf bowls" (Corinth,

VII(3), p. 184, nos. 933-937).

COur'by, Pla 99 > 47

A , IV, nos. 686, 688-689, 850-851; Thozpson,
ie. %9, E 106. y

Corinth, VII(3), pp. 175, 184.
Zahn, Studien zur Vor und Fruhgeschichte, pp. 49-51.
e e i

As Hellstr¥m points out, "The fact that the proto-

type, the widespread bronze shield, was of M cedonian
origin, has not the slightest bearing on the problem

of where the bowls were made." (lLabraunda, II(1), p. 22)

Thoﬁpson, p. 442, figs. 95, a, b, E 78._
Corinth, VII(3), pp. 182-184.

Labraunda, II(1), pl. 11, no. 155; Corinth, vII(3),

PP 179-181, nos. 908-920; Tarsus, I, pl. 131, no. 180;
Zahn, Jahrb., XXTII, 1908, Ppp. 6L4-65, nos. 25-26. The
decoration also appears on a glass bowl from Gordionm,
von Saldern, J.G.S., I, 1959, pp. 45-46, fig. 31.

Thompson, pp. 381-383, figs. 69, a, b, D 38. Edwards
however now dates the "net pattern" bowls of Corinth
to 160-146 B.C. (Corinth, VII(3), pP. 179).

Schwabacher, pl. 9, A, 9-10.

Thompson, fig. 49, C Lk.

Agora, IV, DP. 162;!63, note 145.

Ibid., p. 162, nos. 638, 862-863.

Ibid., p. 4.

Courby, p. 331,

Agora, IV, nos. 698-699, 702, 719, 843-846.

For lamps see Ibid.; nos. 686, 688-689, 850-851; and
Thompson, fig. 99, E 106. For the guttus see Watzinger,

P. 69, no. 4, where the name is given as "Aiwwvos . I
have not been able to examine the vase, but probably

the addition of handle and spout have obscured the letters
or and ¢ , and the name should be restored ﬂlf]i[c’fl'w‘vog.

vy

N Sy m oy TSI v £ e s

"--};J TN

e

A i s B ot it d . e



19.01
3 i, ! } o -3 = il A (16.V1,.80)
\/L) TEOS G o At : i iy fL
A~ - 1 ) et
3 .L,(:',»—C N (/)uf. K/Vix/u('- T 6\JW"‘/ ) z/L-L / //w 2

if actually you are thoroughly convinced. It might be better not to b:tt;):a::g;mtic,
and leave yourself room to reconsider, At pregsent I am noticing that in_,\several of
those deposits in which 3;‘33_52?9?919 are associated with other material apparently of
the 1/2 of the 2nd, the Knidian indicate s date clése to the beginning of the period
of phrourarchol, i.e. I would say st%l] in the first quarter of the 2nd. Thus the
Peiraeus cistern, also B 15 : 4; E*¥6 : 1 and 2 are mostly like that, although there

ig tha one latsr Xnidian. So 1 would sugrest a vogue for long=-petals around 180 or

e 1ittle earlier, and then again in the 2/2 of the century.
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vy Y
if sctually you are thoroughly convinced. It might be hetter not to be too dogmatiec,
and leave yourself room to reconsider, At present I am noticing that ;;A;::i:al of
those deposits in which 135§:2ﬂ§§}§ are associated with other material apparently of
the 1/2 of the 2nd, the Knidian indicate a date cldse to the beginning of the period
of phrourarchei, i.e. I would say at%ll in the first quarter of the 2nd. Thus the
Peiraeus cistern, also & 15 : 4; E*¥6 : ] and 2 are mostly like that, although there

38 the one later Knidian. 8o I would sugpest a vogue for long=-petals aroun® 180 or

a 1ittle earlier, and then again in the 2/2 of the century.
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Date of construction
of Middle Stoa

E 9 Jaly «856

i

ol o WG e R B i TAT TV o (oe NI
TR ‘iDponAfu;the?_giigp331??gv1Fm?i?upépome apparent t?ff_ﬁ??-~u-_Mm
_"_w*»w__”Tida;éogiéﬁe long-petal llegarian bowl (P 23095 and P 23766) i
mwﬁﬂwmd%@hdAyI;“;gbardedW;g“cru01aI—féf*fﬂgvzéééﬁo;_tﬁ;wgéziggigi‘of e

constructlon of the llddle Staa. Its arCOQeoloxlcal

i e

relatlon to the beglnnln of construction cannot be

imneached which is more than can be said for any other

L_

‘obgect in the lists of MSBF. o A
% In your studies I suggest that it would be most unwise %0
% 93351der the USBF as a fixed group with a lower limit of
A ? ca, 175 B C., _as you have suquested. s de not now see my
| W AL e P e M EiF Wl 2N
| way to iatlng thls bowl any earlier than in the Vvicinity of
i 150. If I eventually do EEE chanbe my oplnlon on the
i matter i w1ll gladly let Jou know, I will certainly keep
i your views in mlnd.
w1 IO o [/
2 i % A8 N W 7 ae By A i
[ /
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The followi g, at the request of HAT:

L have h fo) con ersatlons with EV on the subject of the

circumstances Of ‘inding of the long —petalled Iebarlan bowl

ciofmﬁorée»ddo'f?{:'hé”fi"eigments catalogued as P 23095 and 23766

‘and of its significance for the date of the construction of 3

|the Midlle Stoa. He informed me that he regarded the context |

o e s rundilshurcednandabiat The Dbowlssholldi-Ue Tegard ed vesis DN At p s J

‘contemporary evidence for the date of construction of b |

Sl e o .,..;A.t,hem_—st-o»a--;—.-fﬂ T O e e o .

The date of the becmnmg, o; %gdlg—t;gevof b;ml, which is an 2

: mme_;a—lrlyﬁ, fresh exe_tli;p_le, has  been placed ca.r 150 B E); Aon”::hjre‘-b wsi sh it

Ve 3 —51‘ ex;irl;e;c;*;rﬁémfhe otoa of ;attalc;; e;nd AfTI'omw 001’11'—1»1‘:}14.“”“19 may o
also cite now Tarsus I, pp. 164-66. I do not now see reason 3

to push bach tne date ofv the oeglnhim of ble type anpremably

'berore the middle of the 2nd century B.C. If on further study

I 2ER reaSOi'l—*t._E). Eﬂ_‘;;;ée--gﬁlgs: VEEVJ j: Wlll élidl}wéhoiﬁm‘unlc—v_-&-_é‘ﬁm&v_kmm;_h_"'"‘“"‘
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Date of Middle Stoa

VG
17 ApTilN|56
EV has suggested to me that a settling basin in front of the
stepped retaining wall between the West Fountain House and
the south foundations of the Middle Stoa went og})oﬂ use at
the time of the construction of the Middle Stoa.élI have
forgot ten the details, but I think the notion is that the
area here would have been filled in to make it level with the
floor of the Middle Stoa and form a terrace behind the Stoa.
The material from the settling basin includes the following:

P 23095 Meg. bowl, earliest type long petals

P 23096 Lid of cooking pot

and storage material in K, Box 155.
As far as I am concerned I don't think we can push the date of
the Meg. bowl back beyond 150. The final filling in of the areg
to conform in level with that of the Middle Stoa would, I
suppose, be one of the last operati ons. Presumably the
construction of the building would have required some years
before this stage was reached, so that material within the
foundations proper (MSBF) may have been placed there a few
years before the Meg. bowl got into the settling basin.
One might tentatively think of the years 160-150 for the

period of construction of the building proper.
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THE LONG-PETAL BOWL FROM THE PITHOS SETTLING BASIN 89

fills west of this line were not considered part of the same leveling operation but related
instead to the creation of a ramp leading up to the south square from the north-south street
beyond the west end of the Stoa.®

This western fill was noted by Kleiner in his discussion of coins from the Middle Stoa
building fill, and a selection of coins from it was published as his Deposit II1.” He included
coins from some, but not all, strata excavated south of the western end of the building, but
his list of contexts was compiled with the assistance of the excavator and provides a good
starting point for the investigation of the western fills as a whole. The coins come from the
following contexts: y

Lots K 201, 202: originally equated with building fill dug further to the east, but
in the excavator’s final analysis excluded from Stoa building fill proper. It was
dug in an area from about four to seven or eight meters south of the Middle Stoa,
south of the first bay; the associated amphora handles are SS 13398-13429, the
latest dating in the period 188-167 B.c.? Puin - M2BF | =S j34sn -y | =l VA

Lt SR
Lot K 203: the lowest part of the fill described above, with amphora handles SS s
13430-13433, 13450, and 13451, contemporary with handles in the building fill
proper.

Lot K 205: fill over the ramp leading up from the west road at a point about 11

meters south of the west end of the building, with amphora handles SS 13501 and A ‘.
Eeyc - 13509, dating ca. 167-146. A G (- Dle

Lot K 221: fill under the ramp at the same point, with amphora handles SS 13952-
13958, contemporary with handles in the building fill proper.

A
A fill some 10 meters south of the west end of the building (“fill at 20/A”), with AL
amphora handles SS 13503-13508 and SS 13538-13540; SS 13503 dates to the

early duovirt period (107-98 B.c.). b -

i G -\',\D" LR )5y —F o
The later date of fill in this western area is attested by the amphora handles; although =.5,. .1 -

many are contemporary with handles found in the fill within the foundation of the Middle GMI Bk

Stoa and with handles from fill south of the building further east, there are enough later .. -
pieces to suggest that the deposition of this material took place somewhat later, at least in

¢ E. Vanderpool, Final Excavation Report, Section K, 1954 (on file at the Stoa of Attalos). >
7 Kleiner (footnote 4 above), pp. 311-312, i A
® The dates given for amphora handles here and throughout the article are based on V. R. Grace’s analysis roe
of the material, made shortly after its excavation in the 1950’s. At that time Grace made lists of the amphora '
handles, grouped by lot, giving a range of date for the latest pieces in each lot. These date ranges are based on
the periods Grace has worked out for Knidian amphoras (see Grace, p. 31); she informs me (1986) that her
chronological criteria for the handles of the period have not changed in essentials, and the broad dates given
here are still considered valid. I am extremely grateful to her for sharing her notes and lists with me and for
many stimulating discussions of the chronology of the Middle Stoa; I take full responsibility, of course, for any
errors in the transmission of this information.
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90 SUSAN I. ROTROFF

the second quarter of the 2nd century; the duoviri handle (SS 13503) points to disturb.ance
by G T, later in the century.®
@'T %n v The lots collected in Kleiner’s Deposit III, however, do not seem to form a logical
SRR stratigraphic unit. No east-west section of this area was drawn at the time of excavation,
and it is extremely difficult to reconstruct the stratigraphy in detail. One stratigraphic fea-
ture, however, which is mentioned repeatedly in the notebooks, is the ramp referred to
above, which led up to the south square from the lower level west of the Stoa. Its sloping
surface was identified at several points and the material under it excavated and stored as
separate lots. The following list gives these lots, with the amphora handles they contained
and Miss Grace’s estimated dates:

Lot K 161, with SS 12924-12939 (latest handles in the period 167-146).
Lots K 217, 218, with SS 13767-13796
Middle Stoa building fill).

Lot K 221, included in Kleiner’js) Deposit III (see above).

Lots K 222, 223, with SS 13637-13649, 1370%
od 146-125). oot = - )3 gya

(latest handles perhaps slightly later than

-13715 (latest handles in the peri-

C g e s )
Lot K 208, with SS 13457-13467 (latest handles in the period 167-146). (o= =)
Lot K 164, with SS 13005-13031 (includes a handle of the 1s
Fill at 22/KZ, with SS 13728-13747 (

Here again we find, alon
pieces dating in the second

t century B.C.).
atest handles in the period 188-167).

» at the earliest somewhat after the middle of the 2nd century.
ater activity in the area.
to the pithos settling basin and to the

3095). The notebook indicates that the settling
. basin was overlaid by a layer described as “Hellenistic fill west of the water basin [ = the

3 ads b water clock] and north of the stepped retaining wall [ = the north wall of the ‘Heliaia’]”
ottt et 1 M(lots T 144-146). This was considered part of the building fill
j g : A A ; .
oot tee o Included in Virginia Grace’s analysis of a
; cuen  @recontemporary with those in the building fill proper,
e the duoviri period (SS 12918); either the area has bee

—aik Let us turn now to the relationship of these strata

long-petal bowl under consideration P2
l?

but there is also a Kﬁidian handle of

n disturbed or the fill was deposited
2 * much later than the building fill proper. In any event, if the earth over the settling basin '/
T e contains later material, material within the settling basin itself cannot be considered a
B be b =~ sealed deposit; it-too may have been subject to later disturbance, and the stratigraphical
iz:‘ . ? It seems likely that the late 2nd- and Ist-century material noted in this fill as well as in the building fill
LT gy Proper (Grace, p. 22, note 57) represents dist

urbance, rather than the date of leveling operations in this area.
e 10The h/aor}qlle (KT 2112) names Laches a
E d'VIB (97-88 B.c.);
i

TG . e |

nd Eupolemos, associated with the e

ponym Euphragoras, of
see Grace, p. 22, note 57, pp. 31, 35.

g b Grace’s peri




HE LONG-PETAL BOWL FROM THE PITHOS
SETTLING BASIN

 RECENT ISSUE of Hesperia, Virginia Grace has argued for a date in the second
of the 2nd century for the introduction of “early” long-petal bowls.! The evidence
¢ this early date is P 23095,% a long-petal bowl of unusual design which was found to
Swth of the Middle Stoa and has been associated, both by the excavator, Eugene Van-

@, and, on his authority, by Miss Grace, with the construction of the Middle Stoa (ca.
| . In view of the considerable re-adjustment of the dating of long-petal bowls that
ace’s suggestion entails, it seems worthwhile to examine the bowl and its context in

Fragments of the bowl were found in a pithos that served as a settling basin consider-
i % the south of the Middle Stoa, along the north side of the “Heliaia” and just short of
jbwest end. This feature clearly functioned in concert with the “Heliaia”, for a channel for
r downpipe was cut into the face of the two surviving blocks of the “Heliaia” wall just
lhc pithos. It is also clear, as the excavator states, that in order to bring the level of the
south of the Middle Stoa up to the level of the steps of the Stoa itself at its west end, a
M amount of fill was brought in, and this fill ultimately covered the pithos and put it out
i .? A careful investigation of the stratigraphy of this area, however, and of the pottery
here, suggests that the situation is more complicated than has previously been

at

Y

strata associated with the construction of the Middle Stoa consist of 1) the fill
lhe foundations of the building, preserved and excavated primarily within the nine
ey Am ostpﬁy/\ s of the structure,* and 2) the fill brought in concurrently with the laying of
'i loa fouridation to raise the level of the south square, excavated in a continuous stretch
d' the westernmost six bays of the building and in patches further east.’ This southern
o of the building fill is considered to extend no further west than a line running south
e the first Stoa pier from the west. No clear stratigraphic division was noted here during

wation, and it may have been obscured by the fact that the area east of this line was dug
#9583, the area west of it in 1954. In Vanderpool’s final analysis of the area, however, the

p ! V. R. Grace, “The Middle Stoa Dated by Amphora Stamps,” Hesperia 54, 1985 (pp. 1-54 [ = Grace]),

'8, Rotroff, The Athenian Agora, XXII, Hellenistic Pottery: Athenian and Imported Moldmade Bowls,
n 1982, no. 344, pls. 62, 87.

h B. Vanderpool’s comment quoted in Grace, p. 22.

an from this fill were published as Deposit I by F. Kleiner, “The Earliest Athenian New Style Bronze
, 8ome Evidence from the Athenian Agora,” Hesperia 44, 1975 (pp. 302-330), pp. 303-309, but note
ﬁm A-410-A-414 and A-417 in fact come from south of the building; this has no bearing, however, on
i¥’s conclusions.

"% Mid., Deposit 11, pp. 309-311. Amphora handles from both inside the building and from the fill to the
Bl form the basis of Grace’s analysis.
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CONCORDANCE ~ 119

Inv. DEPOSIT AND INv. DEPOSIT AND Inv. DEPOSIT AND
No. REFERENCE No. REFERENCE No. REFERENCE
SS 64 H 6:9 W \g3 8§ 6515 E 6:1, E 6:2 ¥ T 1383 g3 9395 D-E 155 et ls0S
SS 66  H6:9 1 Yyoq SS 6517 E 6:1, E 6:2 T 31 -SS 946] F19:6 ¥ s ek (ueadvii cmesedl w
SS 68 H 6:9 SS 6518 E 6:1,E 62 v T 13€7 SS 9464 G 14:2 wT¥eR<r a2z 3
SS 74 H 6:9 ®Rb. S8 6579 M-N 15:1 TV SS 9465 G 142 b~ ¢V
SS 82 See 411; p. 4 SS 6585  M-N 15:1 jo— qa SS°9472° % N 21:4l ek,
SS 148 H 6:4 fh, SS 6613 C 10:1 ¢ T 2.12¢ SS 9539 L 19:2 Y gog
S8082 G 6:2 YT [F8Y SS 6818 E 5:2 ‘ SS 9542 L 19:2 w3 QL
See also p. 109 SS 6845 E 5:2 ILWMM SS 9546 L 192 w1t 1151
SS 326 G 14:2 et (€45 SS 6846 E 52| SS 9551 L 19:2 = (¢5
SS 333 G 145 et aiquy SS 6857. . E:S5:2 SS 9663 B 20:7 p.g. .
SS 336 H 16:4 w1 15494 SS 6858 E 5:2 S8 9912 UANISNL R,
See also p. 109?! SS 6914 N 18:3 ba. v SS 9917 A 18:1 pi.
SS 366 116:5 % T 4226 T 4a S5 7301 N 19/ s & SS19918 L& A 18] *ek
SS 370 H 16:3 Rk, VY 5SS 7313« N 19:] e 1coe S$ 10107  A-B 19-20:1 kT 650
See also p._108'0 SS 7314 N.19:1. +~<1g6yYte SS 10286 M 21: 1\(‘\}»\‘\
SS 1160 G 13:4 Th. SS 7650  H 12:1 K1 ,'vvr«/ SS 10315 N 20:6 g0,
S§ 3196 M 23:1 kT 1§87 SS 7655 H 12:1 w1 14 SS 10316 N 20:6!0)
SS 3199 M 23:1 (T 2303 SS 7656 H 12:1 ¢ 143q SS 10497 D 17:5 R4
S813679° ME13:3 T Ny . SS 7664 F S:1teT 1123 SS 10498 D 17:5 g AV
SS 3680 F 13:3 kT l1sg SS 7668 F 5:1 v 53 SS 10831 Q 8-9ph ST 19F12 “Gup.d 90 DY
SS 4173 E 14:1 pA. . SS 7674 F 5:1 w< 413 SS 10834 Q 8-9 pk.
SS 4266 E 14:1 -t a6y SS 7676  F S:1 T s3I U SS 10846 Q 8-9 ph.
SS 4268 E 14:] kx 9oy S8 77T F 5.0 "yt SS 11050 Q-R 10-11:1 ‘*Ts‘é;/
SS 4598 E 154 w1 233¢\/ SS 7770 P 10:2 ph SS 11621 Q-R 10-11:1 Rk .
SS 4599 E 154 pr a4s¢ SS 7771 P 10:2 pk Y SS 13540 H-I 14:1 w—r (135
SS 4600 E 15:4 RAL. SS 7790 H 12:1 w1 21 See also p. 102
S8'4864  CI10:1 . gk MESC SS 7898 N 20:7 Q.. SS' 140824 0 16:3 i,m 0 gibn 3o
SS 4873 D 10:3 - Hay S8 7912 N 20:6 ®h. SS 14279 L 17:7 Q,\L
S ADRUGEE S L SS 8020 0 20:2 . SS 14282 L 17:7 o},
| SS 5018 D 12:2 pr T SS 8131 N 20:6 @i, SS 14287 0 17:7 Y.
( SIS0 eI R R SS 8147 H 12:1 e nzy SS 14295 M 18:10 @«
BSS 5109 D 122 e1.1308 SS 8196 G 5:3 = \a% SS 14296 M 18:10 »h.
| SS5306 D 114 ¥- 10 SS 8934 N 21:4 pl, SS 14658 F 17:4 &4,
SS 6500 E 6:1, E 6:2 Y+ bs4  SS 9000 A-B 19- 20:1 [Lotazn, SS 14703 P 20:2 k1 Yy g
8§ 6502 E 6:2 kT |¢ag S5 9129 UALR 1945041 fw e SS 14736 P 21:4 g,
SS 6503 E 6:2 w1 \s¢g SS 9193 A-B 19-20:] BT g4 SS 14744 P 21:4 gy
S8 6504 E 6:2 %= \gag /88 9291 R 21:2
SS 6511 E 6:1,E 62 v *65°( SS 9383 B 20:2 gf,
s 439 Woanig T 1%
\ 9244 Lol oy &'f;;';’c.\/gn toe |
RIYZ
Qubgits &,
BT daite

€T 24972

Lo

s

R

T A . T S A




LoN(- PETAL ®OwWiS AND MISRFC




