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American School of Classical Studies
54 Souidias Street
athens, GR 106-T76

August 21, 1988 -

Mre., Melina Philimounos
Ministry of Culture

Archasological Instatute of the Dodecanese
Khodes

Dear Mrs. Philimonos,

Thank you for your letter of July 12, I have just rasturned from
a long absence--hence my own delay in responding. Miss Grace thanks you
for your response to her inquiries about your amphora A558, She had asked
about the height of the jar since other jars of IITIOKPATHZ, and another
jar dated like yours in the term of TIMOAIKOZ(fabricant ZRILAAZ), are all
about 10 ecm, shorter than yours.

Miss Grace would be happy to see you when you come to Athens, I

unfortunately will not be here much longer, so that any other correspondence

would be best sent to Miss Grace,

Nith thanks,

Yours sincerely,

L
s

Claire Zimmerman Ratté



MINISTRY OF CULTURE

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INSTITUTE OF DODECANESE
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MPOX : Tnv Apeptkovikn ZxoAn KAoaocoLxkov Zmovdov
Toundlac 54
A ©GHNA 106 76

Avomnth x.Claire Zimmerman Ratte,

EuxopLoToOpne moAd yia To ypdupa Tov oTELAATE OTNV
xa T'roavvikovpn omd 31-5-88 kaL oac amoviwm, HE KATOLO Ko-
Qvotépnon. OL MAPATNENOELE OOC OXETLKA UE TOV OUOOPEQ
A 558 fitav Ldraltepa xpiorpec, 6cov de apopd o0to VYOS TOU
elvaL auvtd mov avaoépetoalL oTtnv dnupootevon. EAniCo ot pra
ovvdvTtnon pe TNV xa Grace, Otoav €£€pBw otnv Adnva.

SXETLKA UE TOV Qu@opéa Tou TAmouv 12 Tng NLoﬁpou,
owToypaplo Tov omolov Tntdel n k.ZaBBatiroavol-TIETPOTOUVAL-
KOU, JOUOTULXOC £xet mopapelver oTnv amodnikn Tov Mouvoetlovu
Niotpouv kL €toL mpoc To mapdv slvor addvatn N O®OTOVPA®L =
ol tov. EAmiCovpe oe kédmora peAAovrikn petdfoon pac kel
va elpoaote oe O€on VO TOV OOTOYPAMLCOUUE KOL VO O0C OTel-
Aovpe TNV owtoypaolo. -

Me oLUVASEAPLKOVE XOLPETLONOVC

J{%wxj

MeAlva ®LARLOVOC
ApxoatLoAdvoc
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Amsrican Schonl of Tlassical Studies
54 Souidias Strest
Athens, GR 106-76

ey 51, 1988

Mrs. Anpgeliki Yiannikouri

Ministry of Culture and Scisnce
Archaeologicgl Institute of the Dodscansse
Rhodes

Dear Mrs. Yiannikouri,

Miss Grace has asked me to reply to your letter of January 28, 1988,
She sends many thanks for the photographs of the amphora £558., She had not
meant to ask for them, but to welcome their appearance in a publication,.

On IITIOKPATHZ, Mrs, Philimonos-Tsopotou should consnlt Hesperia 1985,
portevs
ppe 9-10. Perhaps the earliest of thih4amphora5that we know is in the same

article, Plate 1, no. 3. in the term of ©ZATAHTOZ, datable to the 2nd decads of

the 2nd century BC, Mrs, Philimonos-Tsopotou's amphora is the latest example

of this potter that we know, datable somewhere sround the middle of the 2nd century

BC. It is useful to have the secondary stemp on a whole amphora with two

main stamps. WMiss Grace wonders if Mrs. Philimonos-Tsopotou could check the

height of the jar, since her records suggest a height of about 80 cm. for

amphoras of this type. Miss Grace sands hex greetings and hopes that lMrs,

Philimonos-Tsopotou will visit the £gora when she comes to Athens.

Mrsg, Savvatianou-Pctropou1akou would like very much to have a photog raph

of the amphora of Tomb 12 at Nisyros (A.A, 1980, pil. 13a). She is interested

in Mrs. Philimonos-Tsopotou's date of the 3rd qQuarter of ths 4th century BC,

A photograph of the mended amphora would thus be very useful to her,

Yours sincerely, "ﬂ)
Clase & rirnsn— . Kol
Claire Zimmerman Rattd

(for Virpinia K. Groce)
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Déar Dr. Papachristodoulou,

1 hope you and your father ars bsaring up all right in this heat, I wae

distressed to hear of the terrible fires in the villages, and fear your father's

village may have been one of them, I hope some restoration has been possible,

and help to the people,

1 encliose some correspondence I have had with M, Empereur. My letter to him
dated August 28 was actually not posted until Sept, 11, since a first version of

the latter part did not geem entirely clear. Pape 3 of my letter will concern

you most directly, but the other pages parhaps give some useful backeground,

Please let me have any ddebproamdx comment that occurs o you about thege
or khodians

lettors, The idea that Rhodoi&may have had factories on the mainland for making

amploras scems to me quite reasonable., There are certainly differences in +he elay

in 3rd century pieces, visible to the naked eye and very noticeable in some of

¥r, Benaki's handles we worked on years 8go in Alexendrie. (At the Agora we have

almost none of these.) But I think that what Empereur has found so far in the way

of an atelier of IZPOTEAHI is a thin exouse for asking o publish so much that he

does not really understand. What he gays he

(1st AD)
century AD with guantities of "horn-heandled" Rhodian fragmentes,

hag found is an atelier of the 1lst

And one stamped handle

from an amphora of IBPOTEAHL (i.e. with a "button" stemp),

i want very much, of courgs, to bring out the Bhofien sequence mygelf, The

gummers of 1985 end B986, eight months together, in the US for health purposes, have

delayed me. I hope vou will not heve to withdraw the permissions vou have given me.

I am much interested to see a photo of A 558 (ABATION 1980, p1, 23), jar of

LIOKFATHZ in the term of TIMOAIKOZ, probably one of the latest products of this
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febricant, as the one in Hesperia 1985 (iiddle Stoa article), pl.l, no.3, must
be one of the first batch he signed.
#ith best wishes to you and to your father,

Yours sincerely,

Virginia R, Grace
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Sept, 17, 1987 .~ o
Ddar Dr. Papachristodoulou,

1 hope you end your father ars baaring up ull right in this heat. I was

distressed to near of the te~-ribls fires in the villages, end fear your father's -

village may heve been one of tham, I hope some restoration has been pOESiblﬂ’f;

N

and help to the people, )

I enclose some correspondence I have had with M, Empereur. ¥y letter to him

dated August 28 wasg actually not posted until Sept, 11, since a firsgt version of

the latter part did not seem entirely clsar., Pepe 3 of my letter will concemn
you most directly, but the other paces perhaps give some usafyl background,

Please lot mo have any Sdvkgroawdx comment that occurs to you about these
or kRhodians

letters, The ideas that Khodes, mey have had factories on the mainland for making

amplores seems to me quite reasonable. There are cortainly differences in the elay

in 3rd century pleces, visibla to +ths naked aye and very noticeable in some of
Mr, Benaki's handles we worked on years ago in Alexendria. (At the Agora we have

almost none of these.) But I think that what Empereur has found so far in the way

of an atelier of IurJTsAHS is5 a thin excuse for asking 4o publish so much that he

does not really understend., dhat e eays he has found is an atelier of the lst
(1st AD)
century AD with guantities of "horn=handled" Rhodian fragments. And one stamped handle

from an amphora of IGPUTEAHZ ({.e. with a "button" stamp),

1 want very much, of courgs, to bring out the Ehofian gequence mygelf. The

gumiers of 1985 eand ®I86, eight months together, in the US for health purposeg, have

delayed me., I hope you will not have to withdraw the permissions vou have given me,

I am much interested to see a photo of A 558 (ABATION 1980, ple 23), jar of

LiLIOKPATHE in the term of TIMOAIKOZ, praobably one of the latest products of this



fabricant, as the one in desperia 1985 (Middle Stoa article), pl.l, no.3, must
be one of the first batch he signed,
With best wishes to you and to your father,

Yours sincerely,

Virginia R, Grace
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Athens , August 28, 1987

Dear M, hmpareur, ; P £s5*¢»qhi
8 2 ’*: @ ,;

Thank you for the offorinta, partiou]arly of courss the Bulletin on aﬂphoras

and thoir stamps. Thla nuet havo bsen a very large task, even divided amang two

people. I sea it covers nany i+oma unknown to me. It would be fine if, for +the

next number, you could manage to include an index of dhthafs,xéf thi'uétioloa and

boo&s covorod.
In your oomwont, p. 90, on my published list of Knidian oponymn, you suprest that
a rodating of EYPPAPOPAZ I mav bo indicated by a stemp with the names of this oponym

plus PIATATOE plus AHMHTPIOZ (KT 1258), However this BIATATOZ is epparentlvn a

fabricent, and AHMHTPIOE hil father, The whole reading is:

LEIII ] EY®PAL'OPA
SIATATOY TOY
AHMHTPIOY
KNIAION

YWe 'had at first very incomplete impressiains, eand .did not enough believe in Dumont's

reading (he reads the second TOY, see p.197, 332). ,h Sti1l, I think, the preposition

* ig not preserved in known oxgmﬁlcl; but the ,second TUY is clear in photos of -

examples in the Nationa] Myseum (Dument's 2) and the Kerameikos, “YOPAIORAZ I
da'es many types, and their fabricants do not fit into IVA,

For 'the manuscripts, I a» interested to.see them; hut think they have come into
Being "un peu vite"¢ Am I right that your omly cvidqno, for a factory of IEPOTEAHZ
is one stamped handle from one of his jars? I know of no reason that there should not
have been a Fhodian factory in the general aree you sugpest (and apparently you
found one there for Ehodian emphoras, of the lst AD - what is their clay 1ike?): but
you are not yet cloge to having found the faotory of IEPOTEAHZ, are you?

If You are ‘ueing the ggg;;QZiﬁiolo, I think you wil) went to correct the resdings
siven there for the stamps on the amphore of "forme rhodies canonique”, that is, N0,
31, p. %% 181, whole jab¥ shown in iged, no. 3, and stemps in fig.2, nos. 1¢ and 17.
The fabricant is ONAZIMOZ end the eponym L.0AYKAHZ, In dete the sponym is probably

not far from those named by MFPOTEAAZ on the amphoras publighed with 1%, and in their

o G g ey 4 k7, DREETREE & i Ao T il SR S R A s bt chi e L
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profile drawinga the three 100k a good deal alike to me, even perhaps the toes. Look
or wy "drod

at thom. Ona81mos s hand1oa do havc & dif foront tilt from thosc of Hieroteles; still I
. to maiag

doubt if most pooplo would dqscribi tqcm as canonical Rhodian.‘ Quitiipfbbably the jar

; ! iing pho N é
of QnaSimos £ yicthews ool hnodlan o1our' I +think hu uees what I would call Khodian clay,
) Acourav g . : - : r
Hote for acnuracy that the fhrso Jars were not found in & tdmb, of. your first page.
k‘ L L1 BT / B :
Amphoras of ONAZIOIKOZ do have a "forme rhodien canoniQUc" ag T 1m€kini‘Yﬁu kmow. ‘
! e rote 1ss

fle Gates in the first half of the Zhd century.

= g i AY Yasst 8o flree

'1‘tu{ -
Jn d;fforenoos in clay in early khodian, and the deairability of +-stn, 1 havo pub-

a A @

lished notcs, et {eegarva 1963, p. 322, and BCH Suppl 16 p. 560. The amdhbrds were

.,-v..' "
- )

all oa11ed “hodian btcauso one found the same nnc&ym namod on tho variaua kinda. {fhcidont-
ally, have you had & test made Of CHG 1907 San ;ou; man;script, Pe Oy WY ot coféﬁiﬁ.
gl i b &N ;
otc. | ) i .
; NntQ ?h;;';hcro has bé.n a test ﬁgdo ogﬁéhjbﬁiay nf oﬁcvé;phora thet is into*os%ing

Sy ) P

in +his conncction. ‘tho Mnidian"” jar in Souﬁh&ﬁﬁt&ﬂ, of whioh I showed you & photo,
This 18 one of ‘the Rhodjan with 'ingod toe but with rolled rim, c¢f. e.z. those of Hiero-
teles in +ho Dacia artcha. Tho test showod tho olay to be khodian, €B éhQ surprise of

Mr. Bqacock, for whom anj ringod toe moant Knidian.l e 0oncludcd that fh‘y mist have

1.

brought hoﬁian c1ay to Datcha on purposo to makc this""Knidianll jar. O+hors heve
oon;ccturod that thoro may boipockota of Rhodinn olay on Datoha. Actualiy fh- Southampton

jar 1a covered in marinc doposit (because of which we don't know if it had stemps - I did

auggcst that if thcy cloanod it off they might find bufton-), and ‘there is nothing to

R R T L A L S

GOnncut it with Vatche if not the ringed toe.

Mo more now, on "Les archives de Zenon, eto." Again I think you need more +ime on

the text, and firgt on the various sites, so-ething you are in a good pogition to do,

I don't rea’ly believe those very similarly shaped amphoras in the Hellenistic wreok po—

made in different places (a, in Sgypt, and b, somewhere in the Datoha peninsula)., Coula )

you not get samples of those with N@L ? Some readinps, of types we have more completelv:

your fig, 8 reads 242 eand your fig. 2€ 1s an example of XT 2135, of whioch the whole

aYA
reading is AGIHN Athenion seems to be entirely within Period ILI, so that sh
I(8N) BHI & be the right restoration for the eponym.
AMO('ENEY 2 )

(retr.)



For my "droits sofientifiques"”, my time is short, and I am not willing to cede
my own right to mmslex use any of these amphoras in any publication where 1 may need
them., I have put mueh work into careful records of them, including photopraphs already
printed to accurate scale; and the pairs of names are closely involved in the network
of the ofjronology. Further, I would prefer that you did not publish them at present.
The factory of Hieroteles is apparently still to be found, or at least confirmed, Your
publication of the amphoras in Uyprus suggests you do not have time now for e careful
presentation of this kind of meterial. In that article, the jars are not reliably at
1:10 (so, spoiled for comparison):; and meny statemente lack documentation. In the
cage of your no. 8, jar of Rhodom, there should be a reference for the handle found at
Byrsa; aend if you look it up, you will find that the name is restored, snd should
probably be read HEi]?IZTPA{?OY; Peigsigtratos does date before the fall of Carthage,
Aristratos remains in V, where attention to the shape in your fig. 7a would put it.
Compare your fig. 7a with your fig. 6a.

The 3rd century amphoras in Rhodes are a complex and importent material. They
should not be tumbled out, but are worth all one's experiance to bring them out in
order., Ybu will help me (and others) by turning your attention elsewhere for g time,
to your investigations in Turkey, to your presentation of the big group of Roman
amphoras in Delos, etc., etc.

1t gave me pleasure that you liked my suggestions about Aristokles the Rhodian

and his femily.

Yours sincerely,

& e "\:-;,,\LJ‘,,,W - 1% r\r, , BAY ~FEBx
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profile drawings the three look a good deal alike to me. Quite probably the jar é
of ONAZUMOZ has & more Phodien colour: I think he uses what I would call Rhodian #
clay. Note, for accuracy, that the three jars mere not found in a tomb, of. your !
3

first pages. !

4

£
Anphoras of ONAZIUIKOZ do have a "forme rhodien canonique" as I imagine you

know - he dates in the fhrst half of the 2nd century,
On differences in clay in early Fhodian, and the desirability of tests, I have
spoken, cof, H.sggfig 1963, p. 322, BCH Suppl.l3, p. 560.//Thoy were all called lhodian

because one found the same eponym naned on the various kinds. Incidentally, have you

jcivhe T e
A S O & W PR o, | BB P g g

had a test made of CMC 190? Swse your manusoript, pf'S, HDL "11 est certain, etc."
Note that thers has baeri a test made of the diay of one amphora that isg intcrcstingi

in this oconnection: the "Knidien" jar in Southampton, of which I showed you a photo.

This is one of the Rhodian with ringed toe bt with rolled rim which vou kmow, Stamps

T p—— T

y
have not been geen, too much marihe deposit. When tested, the clay turned out to
be Ihodian, to the surprise of Mr, fcagbbk, for whom the +oe meant Knidien. He

concluded that they must have btogggz'ﬁhodian clay to Datcha on purpose to make this

Knidian jar, Others have conjontg4;d that there may be pockets of "hodian clay on
Uatcha '//

No more now, on Les Arob{;ca de Zenon,etc." Again I think yvou meed more time
on *the text, and fhrst onﬁt{e various sites. I don't really believe those very

similarly shaped amphot?é in the Hellenigtic wreck were made in di“ferent places.

sould you not get ua?yﬁes of those with N@L *?
,f"“f
For my “dreﬁ%a solentifiques”: my time is short, and i am not willing to cede
my own right ?éfza- any of these amphoras in & publication whers I may need them,
I have putﬁj;‘ot of work into studying and recording them, including careful photo-
graphs a)¥;ady printed at 1:10 and 1:1; end they are closely involved in the

network of the ehronology.

Yours sinesrely,

U Bk et i R Sl G
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Athens, August 28, 1987

Dear M. Empsreur,

Thank you for the offprints, particularly of courss the Bulletin on amphoras
and their stamps. This must have been a very large task, even divided among two
people. I sea it covers many items unknown to ma. It would be fine if, for the

next number, you could manage to include an index of authors, of the articles and

books covared.

In your comment, p. 90? on my published 1list of Knidien eponyms, you suggest that
a redating of EYDPAT'OPAZ I may bs indicated by a stemp with the names of this eponym
plus PIATATOZ plus AHMHTPIOZ (KT 1258). Howsver this PIATATOZ is epparentlyvil a

fabricant, and AHMHTPIOZ his father., The whole reading is:

BT ] EYBPAI'OPA
BTATATOY TOY
ATMATPIOY
KNIAION

e had at first very incomplete impressmtns, and did not enough believe in Dumont's

reading (he reads the second T0Y, sece p.197, 332). Still, I think, the preposition

is not preserved in known sxgmbles; but the second TUY is clear in photos of

examples in the National llgseum (Dumont's ?) and the Kerameikos. sYOSPATORAY I

da*tes many types, and their fabricants do not fit into IVa,

For the manuscripts, I a interested to sse them, hut think thev have come into

being "un peu vite". Am I right that your only evidence for a factory of IEPOTEAHZ

is one stamped hancle from one of his jars? I know of no reason that there should not

have baen a Fhodian factory in the general area you suggest (and apparsntly you
found one there for Rhodien amphoras of the lst AD - what is their clay 1ike?); but

you are not yet close to having found the factory of IEPOTEAHZ, are you?
1978

If you are using the Dacia article, I think you will want to correct the readings

rgiven there for the stemps on the amphora of "forme rhodien cenonique", that is, no

31, p. 8% 181, whole jatr shwm in fig.5, no. 3, and stamps in fig.2, nos. 16 and 17,

The fabricant is ONAZIMOZ and the eponym LWOAYKAHZ, In date the aponym is probably

not far from those namsd by IEPOTEAHZ on the amphoras published with it, and in their
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brofile drawings the three look a good deal alike to me, sven parhaps the toes. Look
at them. Onasimos's handles do have a different tilt from those of Hieroteles; still I
doubt if most people -wculd describd@ them as canonical Rhodian. W4uite probably ths jar
of Onasimos has a more Rhodian colour: I think he uses what I would call Rhodian clay.
Note for accuracy that the three jars were not i'ound in a tomb, cf. your first page.

Amphoras of ONAZIOIKOZ do have a "forme rhodien canonique" as I imarine you know.
He dates in the first half of the Zhd century.

Jn differences in clay in early khodian, andlého desirability of tests, I have pub-
lished notes, c¢”. Hesperia 1963, p. 322, and BCH Suppl.13, p. 560. The amphoras ware
all called Rhodian because one found the same sponym named on the varinus kinds. Incident-
ally, have you had a test made of CliC 1907 Sas your manuscript, p. 5, "Il est cartain,
etc."

Note *that there has been a test made of the clay of one amphora that is intevesting
in this connection: +ths "“nidian" jar in Southampton, of which I showed you a photo.
This is one of the Rhodian with ringed toe but with rolled rim, cf. e.z. those of Hiero-
teles in the Dacie article. The test showed the clay to be Rhodian, to the surprise of
ilr. Peacock, for whom any ringed toe meant Knidien. 1ile concluded that thsy must have
brought Fhodian clay to Datcha on purpose to make this "Knidienl jar. Others have
conjectursd that thers may be pockets of Rhodien clay on Datcha. Actually the Southampton
jar 1s covered in marine deposit (because of which we don't know if it had stamps - I did
suggest that if they cleaned it off thay might find buttons); and tuere is nothing to
counect it with Datcha if not the ringed toe.

No more now, on "les archives de Zenon, etc." #gain I think you need more time on

the text, and first on the various sites, so-ething you are in a good position to do

I don't rea’ly believe those very” royunTI(ON) A A13(

,ei).

made in different places (a, in
you not pet samples of those with

your fig. 8 reads ZR®

: and your
EYA ‘
reading is A®HN Atl
I(SN) EII 4 ba
AMO(IBNEYS) ‘rROnY
(retr.) 1( End A

apo {

(retr.)
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profile drawings the three look a good deal alike to me, sven perhaps the toes. Lgok

at them. Onasimos's handles do have a different tilt from those of Hieroteles; stij1 I

doubt if most people -wculd describa them as canonical Rhodian. 4uite probably the jar
of Onasimos has a more Rnodian colour: I think he uses what I would call Rhodian clay.
Note for accuracy that the three jars were not found in & tomb, cf. your first page.

Amphoras of ONAZIOIKOZ do have a "forme rhodien canonique” as I imazine you know.
He dates in the first half of the Zhd century.

Un differences in clay in early khodian, and the desirability of tests, I have pub-

1ished notes, c“. Hesparia 1963, p. 322, and BCH Suppl.13, p. 560. The amphoras ware

a1l called Rhodian because one found the same 2ponym named on the various kinds. Incident-

ally, have you had a test made of CLC 1907 Ses your manuscript, p. 5, "Il est certain,

etc."”

Notea *+hat there has been a test made of the clay of one amphora that is intevesting

jn this connection: ths "nidian" jar in Southempton, of which I showed you & photo.

This is one of the Rhodian with ringed toe but with rolled rim, cf. e.g. those of Hiero-
teles in the Dacie article. The test showed the clay to be Khodian, to the surprise of

ilr. Peacock, for whom any ringed toe meant Knidian. He concluded that they must have

brought Fhodian clay %o Datcha on purpose to make this "Knidianl jar. Others have
conjecturad that thers may be pockets of Rhodian clay on Datcha. Actually the Southampton
jar is covered in marine deposit (hecause of which we don't know if it had stamps - I did
suggest that if they cleaned it off they might find buttons); aad tuere is nothing to

cormect it with Datcha if not the ringed toe.

Mo more now, on "Les archives de Zenon, etc." Again I think you nsed more time o

the text, and first on the various sites, sorething you are in a good position to do.
I don't rea’ly believe those very similarly shaped amphoras in the Hellenistic wreck wWore

made in different places (a, in sgpypt, and b, somewhere in the Dgtcha peninsula)., Could

you not pet samples of those with N®L ? Some readings, of types we have more completelv:

your fig. 8 reads 2ZWd and your fig. 26 is an example of XT 2135

EYA of which tha whole
reading is AGHN Athenion sesms to he entireWy within Fers -
¢ - ain feri: . ~ i
I(&N)'Snl A be the right restorsetion for th - Hod HI, so that sn
AMO(PENEYS) “1® eponym, /
(retr.)
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For my "droits scaentifiques", my time is short, and I am not willing to cede
my cwn right to medem use any of tnese amphoras in any publication where I may need
them., I have put mush work into careful records of them, including photogranhs already
printed to accurate scale; and the pairs of names are closely involved in the network
of the chronology. Further, I would prefer that you did not publich them at present,
The factory of Hieroteles is apparently still to be found, or at least confirmed.

®

publication of the amphoras in Cyprus suggests you do not have time now for g careful

Your

presentation of this kind of meterial. In that article, the jars ars not reliably at
1:10 (so, ppoiled for comparison); and many statements lack documentation. In the

case of your mno. 8, jar of Rhodoam, there should be a reference for the handle found at

Byrsa; end if you look it uéijyou will find that the name is restored, and should

probably be read HET[ZIZTPA]EOY; Peigistratos does date before the fal11 of Carthage,

Aristratos remains in V, where attention to the shape in your fig. 7a would put it.

Compare your fig. 7a with your fig. 6a,

The 3rd century amphoras in Rhodes ars a complex and important material. They

should not be tumbled out, but are worth all one's expariance to bring them out in

order. You will help me (and others) by turning your attention elsewhere for g time
) 3

to your investigations in Turkey, to your presentation of the big group of Roman

amphoras in Delos, etc., etc.
1t gave me pleasure that you liked my suggestions about Aristokles the Rhodian

and his family.

Tours sincerely,

s A g N r"
% i [N 2 S S - 5305
& 2= f;ﬁry» | 5[
SN L Dursa fato-6i we. 7
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' 1 HiEsas sani (n°28%; Rhodes: 3—5
1 (n% ¢ . Sinope: 6 Dorobantu (n°35); 7 Pietroiu (n®42). Cos: 8—9 Pictroju (n% 43, 44). Chios : 10 Cildrasi-
Mircea Vodd (n°45); 11 Grédistea Dichiseni (n° 46); 12 Jegalia (n®47). Chersonése Taurique :

non

idenlifié © 14 Piclroiu  (n” 50).

13. Pictroiu  (n® 48). Clenlre



ECOLE FRANCAISE D’ ARCHEOLOGIE

LE SECRETAIRE GENERAL

6, RUE DIDOTOU ATHENES, LE
GR - 106 80 ATHENES

TEL. 3612518

13 aolQt 1987

353/5G/87

Miss V. Grace
American School

of Classical Studies
Athénes

Chére Miss Grace,

En vue de 1la préparation d'un article sur 1l'atelier du
fabricant Hiérotélés dans la Pérée rhodienne, je désirerais don-
ner comme paralléles quelques amphores conservées au Musée de
Rhodes dont on Vvous a sans doute accordé 1la propriété
scientifique. Seriez-vous d'accorg pour que je puisse étudier et
inclure dans cet article les n Al48 = MZ613 (ILepoTéAng +
%qﬁpuv) ; BE1347 (idem) ; JIB2120 = M3549 (IepoTéAng +Wﬁp£orapxog)
5 A475 (idem) 5 A507 (IepoTéAng +JApL0T50g) 5 A305 = MX582
CIepoTéAng + “ApioTiwv) ; A494 = MZ462 (idem) ; A105 = M3577
(Oikaiog + Aapokpatng I ) ; sans n (IepoTéAng +’AchTdvu R
A409 = MI598 (MotapokAfig + ApeTakAdg) que vous avez signalé ~dans
votre article de 1986, p.564 n°23 ; A306 = M3583 (Icpotéing +
PLAG9puv).

Si vous acceptez de me céder vos droits scientifiques sur
quelques uns de ces vases, je signalerai ma dette & votre égard
comme il le convient. Je ne contacterai enfin 1'éphore de Rhodes,
M. Papachristodoulou, qu'apreés avoir obtenu votre accord expli-
cite.

Je vous prie de croire, Chére Miss Grace, a 1'expression de
mes sentiments respectueusement devoués,

fo o Epe

Jean-Yves EMPEREUR

16
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Dans un article de Dacia 1978, Museteanu, Conovici
et Atanasiu publiaient 3 amphores rhodiennes trouvées
dans la méme tombe en Roumaniel. L'une appartient

- T A G
fabricant Onasioikos et, datée de 1'éponyme Polycrates,

au

est de fopme rhodienne canonique. Les deux autres por-
tent le timbre circulaire & bouton central du fabricant
Hiéroteleés et sont datées des éponymes Timostratos et

Agestratos, tous deux a situer entre 269 et 240 avant

notre eére. Ces deux amphores 6nt embarassé leurs e&di-
teurs car elles portent des timbres indiscutablement
rhodiens (mais présentent 1a particularité d'avoir un
pied a annelet de forme cnidienne (cf. fig.5, 4-5
P.196), des anses qui different sensiblement de celles

de 1'amphore d'Onasioikos et, notent les auteurs

(p.182), leur e semble différer de celle des am ores

rhodiennes, avant une nuance roussitre plus prononcée et

un__engobe plus foncé que celle des amphores de Rhodes,
Les caractérigtigues de la pate et, surtout, la forme

des mphores bien qu'ad ce point de vue il y ait uyne

égeére f enc ans e sens que ie est ic

cylindrique, et non pas conique comme celui des amphores

» cnidiennes) semblent indiquer, a premiére vue, que 1l'on

est n _présenc ‘amphores nide. Et ils concluent

avec un embarras compréhensible de voir des timbres

e 43

A
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rhodiens apposés sur une amphore plutét de type cnidien.

La solution a ce probleme qui débouche, on va le
voir, sur des considérations d'ordre général sur 1a
notion du fabricant, sera encore une fois fournie par 1le
terrain, par la découverte d'un nouveau site de
production. A environ 1km & 1'Ouest de l'intersection de
la route Marmaris-Dat¢a avec celle qui méne vers 1la
péninsule de Loryma, non loin de 1'endroit ol les Cni-
diens avaient creusé un canal pour essayer de résister a
l'agression perse, 1le Dr.Numaﬁ Tuna, de 1'Université
d'Izmir, a trouvé le dépotoir d'un atelier d'amphores
éventreé par la route moderne ; qu'il s'agisse d'un
dépotoir d'atelier ne fait pas 1l'ombre d'un doute vu
1'homogénéité du matériel et le grand nombre de surcuits
et de ratées de cuisson. J'ai visite ce site en 1985 et
en 1987 et j'ai pu identifier deux sortes d'amphores (il
s'agit de morceaux épars en surface, 1le site n'ayant
fait malheureusement l'objet d'aucune fouille ni son-

dage).

1) La grosse masse du matériel est constituée par
des amphores de type rhodien a anse "2 corne" et a pied
en pointe tronconique, datant du Ier siécle de notre
ére. La présence de matériel de type rhodien n'est pas
surprenante dans cette région qui faisait partie des

territoires intégrés de la Pérée rhodienne. Cet atelier

est voisin de celui de Bayir (& environ 3km) et de
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Callipolis ol l'on fabriquait des amphores de méme type.
On se réfeérera et pour la délimitation des territoires
intégrés de 1la Pérée et pour la localisation de ces

ateliers & la carte que nous avons publiée en 19862.

Mis & part cette masse de tessons amphoriques

d'époque impériale, le nouvel atelier contient des

€léments plus anciens il s'agit de pieds annelés de

—

type cnidien et au moinsigge,anse timbrée : elle porte
l'inscription Tipapyxog sur ﬁh timbre circulaire & bouton
central, qui sans nul doute possible, appartient au
fabricant Hiérotélésa. Il serait évidemment souhaitable
d'entreprendre une recherche plus systématique pour ce
site pour essayer d'identifier d'autres anses de ce
type. Il n'en reste pas moins que cet exemplaire est 2
rapprocher des 2 amphores trouvées en Roumanie. On con-
cluera en effet de cette découverte 1) que les amphores
d'Hiérotéleés étaient en partie au moins fabriquées dans
la Pérée rhodienne 2) que la forme cnidienne de ces

NS )
amphores aux timbres rhodiens trouve 5;6 ‘explication
dans le fait qu'elles n'étaient pas fabriquées & Rhodes

méme, mais dans les territoires intégrés du continent.

C'est 1la solution & la perplexité des savants roumains

Vis-a-vis de leurs deux amphores & la forme cnidienne et |

8 1la pate qu'ils avaient eu la sagacité de noter comme

non rhodienne.

A ces certitudes, on peut ajouter quelques




S

hypothéses : le fabricant Hiérotéles est connu par d'au-
tres amphores complétes. Certaines d'entre elles ont une
forme rhodienne normale avec le Pied en appendice cylin-
drique sans anneau et des anses semblables a celles de
leurs contemporaines fabriquées a Rhodes j Cc'est notam-

ment le cas d'une amphore conservée 2a Chypre et publiée

par V. Grace4

Dés lors trois possibilités s'offrent & nous

1) ou le fabricant Hiérotéles possédait 2
ateliers, 1'un 2 Rhodes ou il fabriquait des amphores de
type normal et 1'autre dans 1la Pérée ou il différenciait
Sés vases par une forme cnidienne.

2) ou il a travaillé successivement dans la Pérée,
puis & Rhodes : en effet les éponymes AyéoTpavog,
Tipapyog et TipéorpaTtog ( amphores de forme cnidienne)
appartiennent a la période qui préceéde 1'apparition des
mois sur les amphores rhodiennes et sont & dater avant

1'éponyme PLAwvidag (CMC 190, amphore de forme

]

rhodienne, vers 240).

3) ou il a travaillé dans 1la Pérée, fabriquant

d'abord des amphores de type cnidien puis de type
O~ .

rhodien. Cette troisieme solution peut se combiner avec

la premiere : Hiérotélés aurait pu posséder deux

fabriques, commencer dans la Pérée avec des amphores de

type cnidien et y continuer avec un type rhodien, tout

én ouvrant un second atelier & Rhodes.

17,04,



I1 est impossible, dans 1'état actuel de nos

connaissances, d'exclure 1'une de ces 3 solutions. Pour

exclure 1la troisieéme, il faudrait étre sQOrs que toutes

les amphores d'Hiérotéles de type rhodien sont bien de

terre rhodienne.

2

Il est certain- que l'argile de 1'amphore cMcC190

est de type rhodien et donc que Hiérotéles a eu une

activité & Rhodes et dans la Pérée (anse de Timarchos).

Pour que la premieére hypothese devienne
envisageable, il faudrait décou&rir des exemplaires (de
simples anses timbrées suffiraient) datés des mémes
éponfﬁés et fagonnées les uns dans une argile rhodienne
et les autres dans une argile cnidienne.

La deuxieéme hypothese parait la plus
vraisemblable pour 1le moment, vue la succession chrono-
logique des éponymes des trois amphores en question.
Hiérotélés aurait donc travaille d'abord dans la Pérée

avant de s'installer 2 Rhodes.

. .
X X %

A travers 1'examen des amphores complétes mais
aussi de l'argile des seules anses timbrées des éponymes
de Hiérotéles, facilement reconnaissables a leur timbre
circulaire 3 bouton central, il conviendra de

reconsidérer avant de les éliminer définitivement 1les

1205



solutions 1 et 3 et, si notre hypothése est juste, de

retenir la n°2 et d'essayer de fixer en quelle année

Hiérotélés a abandonné 1la Pérée pour s'installer a j

Rhodes méme.

Qu'il y ait donc des fabricants rhodiens dans 1a
Pérée, Hiérotéles nous 1'a démontré. 1I1 ne peut cepen-
dant pas se préter a des comparaisons avec d'autres
groupes peu connus, comme celui de Xuw( ¢ voisin de
l'atelier de Hiérotéles, ce dernier est situé néanmoins
sur le territoire de la citeé de\Cnide et n'entre aucune-
ment dans le systéme de timbrage rhodien.

JEn revanche, il existe toute une série d'amphores
rhodiennes qu'il conviendrait d'examiner avec plus
d'attention pour décider s'il ne s'agit pas de
productions de la Pérée Jusque-la non identifiées comme
telles : c'est le cas d'une amphore publiée par V. Grace
dans son article sur les amphores de Serge Limani et qui
porte 1les timbres Anun/Tpiou + Emt Apc/vaxkcdgs 5 méme
chose pour une amphore du fabricant Potamocleés datée du
méme éponyme Arétacleés, qui posséde une lévre en ruban

droit et un pied & annelet cnidiens.

Enfin, une autre amphore du musée de Rhodes

retiendra notre attention : cette amphore compleéte
présente les caractéristiques d'une fabrication
continentale (lévre en ruban, pied annelé). Elle porte

Sur une anse le timbre circulaire a bouton central du

12.06
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fabricgﬁt Damocratés I et sur l'autre un timbre de meéme

forme avec le nom Dikaios. L'éponyme n'est pPas connu par

ailleurs avec le mois et est donc a dater avant 240. Ne

pourrait-on pas reconnaitre dans ce Dikaios le fabricant

qui a précédé Hiérotéles a la téte de 1l'atelier de 1a
Pérée ? LA

<1

17.07
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En conclusion, beaucoup d'éléments nous manqﬁént

encore pour retracer 1'histoire de 1a production

amphorique (et donc viticole) de la Péreée rhodienne ;
nous ignorons son extension, géographique : nous
ne possédons que 3 points sOrs de fabrication jusqu'a
présent 7 i 11 reste des zones d'ombre dans le déroule-
ment chronologique.

Ainsi, 1'atelier de Turgut nous fournit-il 1le
début de la série avec des anses timbrées de deux let-
tres  ou de monogrammes sur des amphores 2 leévre
champignon datables de la fin du IVe sieécle ou du début
du IIle. L'atelier de Dikaios-Hiérotéles (+ Potamocles
et Démétrios ?) donnent des exemples de 1la premiére

i WS

moitié du IIIe siecle i pPar la suite (seconde moitié du
/\/\,,— e A

ITIe et IIe sieécles), nous n'avons plus aucune indica—'\

tion, si ce n'est une anse de 1'éponyme Simylinos
(env.240-220) provenant de Gallipoli : nous ne savons ni
la forme de 1'amphore de la Pérée a cette époque, ni

estimer 1'importance de la production. Cet état de fait
Lt »

(,,. " ERL T | (e 702 <L

dure jusqu'au Ier s1éc1e av *'ndtre ére ol on assiste
’\_4 \ 3y
dans les 2 ateliers de Gallipoli et de Hlérotélés & une



reprise apparamment importante de la production.
Nous t&tonnons certes encore dans la datation

précise des amphores A anses dites "a corne", mais nous

pouvons admettre que cette forte activité s'est étendue
jusqu‘au IIIe siecle de notre ére, corroborant des
constats faits sur des productions semblables dans des

fles 1intégrées au territoire rhodien, notamment &

Carpathos.

Ainsi, malgré 1les grandes zones d'ignorance qui

subsistent encore, émerge peu ; peu la ?grtitude que la
Pérée rhodienne a joué un réle non négligeable dans 1le
comméfﬁe de la grande ile et que les produits de ces
territoires intégrés portaient 1a marque de leur
provenance dans la premiére moitié du IIIe siecle
(amphores 2 pied annelé d'Hiérotéles), marque qu'elles
ont perdue, pour une raison qQui nous échappe, au Ier
siécle avant notre ere (sans que nous puissions fixer la
date de\ éeﬁ abandon du signe distinctif d'origine).
Enfin, ces quelques remarques inciteront, je l'espere, 3
examiner d'un autre oeil les productions rhodiennes que
l'on considérait comme provenant toutes de 1'fle de
Rhodes pour Y distinguer peu & peu l'émergence des

productions, outre des 7 fles intégrées au territoire de

Rhodes, de 1a Péreée qui semblent devoir &tre largement

réévaluées.

/z;).oﬂ



1) Cr. Museteanu, N. Conovici, A. Atanasiu, "Contribu-

tion au probléme de 1'importation des amphores grecques

dans le Sud-Est de la Munténie", Dacia 22 (1978), p.173-

199 et pour les vases qui nous intéressent, p.181-183 et
p.196, fig.5 n°3-s5.

2) J.-Y. Empereur et M. Picon, "A la recherche des
fours d'amphores", BCH Supplément XIII (1986), p.113

fig. a6. i

3) Une autre anse de Timarchos au bouton central est
signalée en Roumanie dans L. Buzoianu, "“Les premiéres
importations d'amphores_timbrées dans les cités grecques
de Tomis et de Callatis", BCH Supplément XIII (1986),

p.413 (Tomis).

4) 'Inv. CMC190 cf. dernierement I. Nicolaou et J.-Y.

Empereur, "Amphores rhodiennes du Musée de Nicosie", BCH
Supplément XIII (1986), p.516 n°1.

5)" 'Cf" Grace, "Some amphoras from a Hellenistic

V.
Wreck", BCH Supplément XIII (1986), p.560, 564 n°23 et

hoto p.559 n°23, 27. 28.
P P ) 3

6) Musée de Rhodes, A409 signalée ibidem p.564 n®23.

Peu avant 240.

7) Outre 1l'atelier de Hiérotéles, ceux de Gallipoli et

U

de Turgut (cf. Empereur-Picon, rt.cit., p.118 fig.23,
Nsdt ~— T

carte de situation des ateliers). A Gl i

AL
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Carte des territoires intégrés de Rhodes
& 1'époque hellénistique, avec indication
des ateliers rhodiens de la Pérée (Hisardnd,

Turgut et Callipolis).
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Appendice 1. Catalogue des illustrations 'rugjﬂa«ﬂ &« ?ﬁ:ﬁf,
N v, 70
1 et 2. Fig. 1 a-b ¢ Syracuse Musée National, inv. 35398.

2 anses appartenant a la méme amphore,
trouvées a Syracuse, au cours de la
fouille de 1l'amphithédtre :

a) ’Ayopavaxtog b) Téte Enl ’Iaoc-
Mavapou d’'Hélios kpdteug
AEUTEpPOU

Publiées séparément dans G.V. Gentili, "I
timbri anforari rodii nel Museo ©Nazionale di Siracusa",
Archivio Siracusano 4 (1958), p.41 n®33-9 (avec fac-similé
p.38) et p.66 n®°115.6. Ces anses sont rapprochées et illustrées

~+ ici pour la premiére fois. ) DI o i il o) Py S

Jnt”s Amphore du fabricant Ag;anax, sous l’éponyme Iasicrates,
8&" pendant le mois intercdlaire de Panamos Devteros. Cf. supra, <
+ -, p.3 du manuscrit. Date : vers 210 (au tou{ début du Dépdt de " c

2" pergame). e : )

g“J” g( 1 ‘*"Jﬂ'?fktff e B h&i:ﬁf“‘:““ & ‘ bﬂAﬂ&

el . AR ) A 4

:4@ ! : [N TERr. | P %j
3 et 4. Fig.4a-b. Hisaronii, atelier de Hiérotélés .2 anses
isolées :

S

- e

a) inv.88/26. ‘Iepoteleug circ.bouton central

Anse du fabricant Hiérotélés (269-225).

b) inv.88/47. [K]Aewvupog circ.bouton central
Anse de l’éponyme Cléonymos (

Pour d’autres anses timbrées de cet atelier, voir Empereur-
Tuna 1989, catalogue de 1'Appendice 1.

5.Fig.5. Alexandrie, Musée Gréco-Romain, inv.920.1 :
’Atlou au centre ; sur le pourtour ’Eni AapokpATEUG

L’éponyme Damocratés date de la période Ic (ca.269-ca.240).
: }"i LAY ("/‘:' “"v\*"‘-" ,r)-\-\.fh > &7, i
6. Fig.6. Alexandrie, Musée Gréco-Romain, inv.214.30
Enl TeiLoayébpa

‘YakLvBilou
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Avonntn X.Grace

YoC OTEAVOUUE TLG @wtoypoa@leg Tou vm apLB.A558
ap@op€a mov pag ¢nthoote pe to omd 17-9-1987 ypdupa
ooc .

Enlonc Oa fiBeAa va cac mANPO@oPNow OTL N CUVE-
SeApoc k.DLANUOVOC mou £xeL peAeTnNoeL Kot dnupooreldoetl
To VALKO 0To omolo ouumEPLAQUBAVETOL KOL O TOPATAVE
anpopéac Oo NYEAE vo pAYeL Trc amdPeLg 00C OXETLKE
LE TOV OUEOPEQ. -

OLALKA

kK

ATTEAIKH T'TANNIKOYPH



