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“Duriﬁg my school years with my brother Michael in Samos, betwsen 1902-1904,
I never tired of visiting various places in the island in search of stamped handles
of encient amphores, so as to find out from them what amphoras were brought into
Samos g} trade. And I did indeed discover at first a few handles of Rhodian amphoreas,
end two or three of Knidian ones. . . But what was my surprisa when beyond all
sxpoétation I found glso stamped handleg entirely different from the well-known
Rhodien, Knidian and Thasian, both as to their fabric and as to their stamps, And
how great on the other hand was my joy when, as my collection of these handles
increased, I &ééf;onvinced by studying them that I had before me the stamped handles
of ancient Samian emphoras, hitherto unknown to the archaeological world. ., . .

"In communicating hers for the first time the discovery of these stamped handles

of Samien emphoras, and in publishing at thesame time the stamps of six of them, T
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think it necessary to put down akxkhsxzammxiime a few notes as to the style of
Samian amphoras and as to the workmanship of the handles,and a few general remarks

about the stamps, reserving e more extensive treatment for when I publish the rest

of the stemps,

"Granged that no im intact Samien amphora is known so far, I can therefore not

B G
conjecture withemy-serbainty as to what their style was. I think however that it is

. \\(,\ L{ \ | O "-'f‘.l\" S Bl sy I-.
entirely probable that in ﬁén stemp no. 1 [our §2; the style of the Semian amphora

is depicted, because the Samian potter could not do otherwise then to represent in

His—pwg stamp ~
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his own stamp the style of amphora familiar in his own country, since furthermore
it was he who made the amphora.

"All 63 of the handles in question are of the same technique: they are quite

—flat eo o= v place of

broad, and they curve almost at once from theirﬁattachmunt near the lip of the am

A \ \ \ ¥
amphora } anq/yng/E;/¥9q5/nhrm§11y/ﬁpsthafgqtgrtiﬂ&m,pﬁ?t; they are generally
e S . o —
speaking quite delicate,end-Simished with care and prigh. o (o / )G

W ANA S

"Their clay is very fine and firm, with quantities of ghldQGBloréd particles;
its color is not thesame in all, but in some it is quite grey, in others deep red,
indeed almost black, and in most it is reddish.

"The stamps, found on the curved part of the handle, are of various shapes:

oval or circular, square or rectangular.

"Of the whole lot, only 5 or 6 have letters on them, like no.4 [our %E]. The
rest bear different types - vaerious vases, birds, insects, heads of animals, heads
and busts of men, gods, goddesses, and some the prow of a ship with the letters A

or"Samian"~- suppi}{ship" or trireme. So they are marked apparently with types from

of Samos
the history and mythologxw such as-one meets on the coins of Samos,
~

"It is worth particilar attfention and study that the types of certain of the
Uiz 5

)
stemps correspond exactly wltﬁ\coins, and that others seem to come from ringstones.,

= particularly in
The technique of all these stamps is very fine; inxxngixlig* some of them



. e .02

it is comparable with that of Samian coins of the best period, or that of the

_ finest ringstones.

"Such being the quality of Semien emphora stamps, they will probably occupy
an exceptional xmmk place in the study of amphora stamps."”

Here the author presents a selection of six of his stamps, our numbers 36, 5,

A

(p.5)
40, 48, 4, 60. They are illustratedkby rsproductions of rubbings. He concludes:

"So much, on the occasion of communicating the discovery of the stamped handles

of Samian amphoras. 5-,~( [ . :
- / AL Taas -";‘ .}..‘:_\...—;i.... L S MAd
count e [ I.J_r_,_-, JLA
"] FEXEFEEE khmkx myself happy that I have been able to add a page not without.
& |

value to the rich and illustrious archasology of Semos, so dear to me, and thas to

Wow o i s ar[ 5 a = . .‘.-
pay gratefully e pupil's faa}for what I wa® taught in ths Pythagoraion:‘*’

"In Syme, April 1910,

Nikitas D. Haviaras"
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Above are selectionshfrom a short article publiahed_ié Samos in 1911. The

author was entirely right in his estimate of the unique nature of his discovery. For

all that, more than a half-century has passed since his argicle was published without
its ever having had any archaeological notice, so far as I know. The circulation of

the journal in which it appeared must have been mostly among the Gresks of western

) a0 L
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Turkey and of the Turkish islands (which then included Samos and Syme), and on-thesé

events began to move very soon after 1911,

The Haviaras boys were knowledgeable on the subject of amphora stamps, since

YOI E DO (/9

their father, Demosthenes Hawiaras, collected them; he came to have, in his home in

Syme, by the time of his death in 1922, probably the largest private collection of such
things then i » over 4000, a good part of which he had picked up on expeditioﬁ
with his sons to nearby islands and to the Anatolian coast opposite Syme, in those

days of pax Turcica. When later lMichael Haviaras was a young schoolmaster in Alex-

andria, he gave special tutoring in the Greek language to a Greek boy whose younger

bl oot lonal~
childhood had been spent in Amerioca, and‘fhag supplemented more formal lessons by

from
collecting Y“reek stemped handles,en the surface of the ancient sites along the shore
T
from Alexendria, Thus was started the Lucas Benachi collection, which eventually

2
numbered some 66,000,

From Lucas Benachi in the sarly 1950's I learned of the Emitsekiwmxsfx probable




st I-Dér

exostence in Syme of the collection of Demosthenes Haviaras, and in September 1956

Marie Savatianou (now Mrs. Pebropoulakou) visited the island for me and found the

collection, ﬁmking the acquaintance of children and grandchildrem of the collector.

On this occasion, lir, Nikitas Haviaras gave her the offprint of his article from which
\ 3 ; al 1L

I have quoted above, Then, and again during our reconnaissance - brief, but in force

= in Syme in early July of 1957, we had glimpses of the smaller but unique collection

&

of Nikitas Haviaras. It was understood he would himself make the full publication %o

which he had looked forwardm® in his preliminary report; and I hoped to mgke photo=~

Py
P s
graphs for him to use in this PUbllcatlan. e A 4L*i“““4 i
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During the sprlng and early summer of 1959, Mr. Benachi's periodical reports to
»\ ﬂ é,\_w‘*m Jj —— ( Ve 7 L ‘\Iﬂ‘k——-- & JL“_..-.

ey TS [

us on new acquisitions in his collection included mention of two stamps with foreéart
A
of bull (our 1 and 2) like that illustrated by Haviaras in his 1911 publication (our
P A

4)3 end also of two examples off a facing Hera (our 25 and 26) which also has turned
s "y A

out to have been matched in the Haviaras collection (our 27). It seemed very desirable

to encourege and help Mr. Haviaras to publish his exeiting collection. But other

pressures prevented. In October of 1962 Nikite Haviaras died, without having achieved

his wish,
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Now the present occasion ssemed one designed to rescue from oblivion a boy's

discovery in Samos,nearly 70 years ago, of an unknown class of amphora stamps, one

many = =
nfkwhxnhxthaxzntxznstﬁigmaxzraiﬁxbmymnn of interest to mumk more then the, stampy

I persuadad o™
' spacialist. So in October 1968fmrs. Petropoulakou was-—good=emough to go to Syme
P
. ] . 5 L :
\\. and make the necessary records. Thanks are given to the family of p? frlend
L33 e U
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amphora
Nikites Haviaras thet, once more, Samianh?tamps can be offered as ATAAKTPA. I-hexe

anlich Derdd

added suggestions as to the shape of the Samian emphora et various periods, and

remarks on its probable contents. For the stamps, I have supplemented the Haviaras

6
group with 16 related items of which 5 were also found in Samos. Having no expertise

;in any of these types, I have gladly taken such advice as time seemed to permit, in

~f 7
; “order to make as clear a presentation as I couldy end hope that the reader'ﬁkﬂaam;

)” 20 g j f‘l _!r__, /;k
J honorJ§n the present @ub%ie&taon will find amusement in msking_iurthcr-conmsnts on

some of these stamps.

e g
il Under nos. 1-27 (cf, Pl.1) are assembled the types specifically reminiscent of

.-_ P o ) % %. }() AN \'LJ
Y Semian coin types. In this section are most of the parallels frmm outside the
A

Haviaras collection. 1, 2, 17, 25, and 26 are duplicates of Haviaras stamps , found

’ the one {33) in Memphis, Egypt,and the rest in the Benachi collection, probably from
R

1 )

AAlexandria. Tﬁesa five handles indicate a very small movement to the outside world

of the particular kind of amphoras represented in our group., The rest of the non-

fevdhrie thens
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Now an occasion arose that seemed designed to rescue from oblivion the

boy's discovery in Samos, nearly 70 years ago, of an unknown class of amphora

e=voine. . in-hewor T Rhys—Carpenters
stemps, one of interest to many more than & narrow specielistj So in October

e

1968 I persuaded lirs, Petropoulakou to go back to Syme and make the necessary

records., Warm thanks are given to the family of our friend Nikitas Haviaeras Xxh&
5

for making possible this publication. :

*iRkyxoREexmorey X fxxianxaxpkoraxsksnpExrouiixhexof faxedxasxiigaikxax In the

present article I add suggestions as to the shape of the Samien amphora at various
periods, and remarks on its probable contents. For the stemps, I have supple-

mented the Haviaras group with soms related items of which about a third were

6
also found in Samos. Having no expertise in any of these types, I have gladly

taken edvice from those better #nformed, in order to make as clear & presentetion

7
as 1 could. In the event, I have been unable to confine this article to the

limits of what might bhave been my share of Hesperie XXXVIII, 2. I hope that the

scholar honored there will accept the present piece as e supplepentery instellmm

ment of didaktra.



Heviarss items with Samian coin-dewices (save 8, of which the rsading is not clear)
AA_

to our basic group but distinct from it:
are related Imkxdixkinskxfromxanxxgxougx they show the Samian lion-mask but with the

addition of a proper name not present in the Haviaras types, and perhaps belong to

a slightly later date. See 9 throughﬁ}ﬁ, items foand in Naukratis, ﬁos, Pella and
CK P t..(’

Alexandria (7 Benachi collection) as well as_at the Hergion in Samos. Of thes §;A

L-M/,ﬂ* valir
4am$ 11 glvqgrﬁézéateens on the amphora as a whole, which had in this case the same

stamp on both handles, and had a broad mushroom rim, the edge of which is visible in
Plzls - E
For investigating Samian coin devices, we are fortunate in having the recent
volume by J.P, BARROGH, which has served as basis for any vomment in the present art-
8.7
icle. "The two chief types of all Samian coins are the mask of a lion and the fore-
part of an ox," as Barron remarks at the beginning of his introduction, following the

statement with a discussion of thejorigin and religious significance of these devices.

The ox or bull device 1s representod in known stamps by e single type, our examples

14, It shows the wnole forepart including forelegs, as in the coins from the mid-
p

5th century onward. The cloven hooves are shown, as also in the coins, beginning in
the 5th century (Barron's Cless VII). WMost troublesome to place is e kind of hump

on the shoulder which may be exaggerated muscle. For this feature, closest in Barron's

plates 1s pl. XXV, octobol no. 6y dates 270=259 BiC.; but the ugly elongetion, <=
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kkmxeningy of the body behing the shoulder, which begins in coins in the 3rd centiry

is not matched in of
(Barron, p.129), dwasxuzkxmxkzk the device im the stemps. Finally, the pi-shaped

stamp j
frame that surrounds thejgeﬁica gives something of the effect of the incuse square

LES s Aap it s i
the edges of which frame the bovine forepart in coins; : dies out in

the 4th century B.C. 5 ot A Vet ﬁ«141&1bii\n 7

The lion's mask accompanied by the name of a person (see above, comment on our

seems to be

9-16 ) k¥ matched on coins only on certain bronzes, illustrated by Barron in hispl,
\A Aq

XXXI, nos.. 20 2~5, dated ca, 510-300 B,C., according to parallels to silver coins cited

b i AR

' .{)’_,._.r.ll t .
in Barron's text, p.l34., Compare ourliﬁ {P1l.I) with Barron's pl. XXIV, drachma no. 25
also dated ca. 310-300 B.C.>  * : A

‘Aa ramarkad above, it is the typss without any names (5-7) that are represented in

the Haviaras cpllection itself. These are too badly preserved, and too badly impressed

for close compafiscn; but the lion's mask may perhaps be compared with that in the
/’;-I |/' Lr—ng . _‘\1

. 5y
coing of smeller denomimations in Barron's pl. XXII, cf., the diobols 1-7, of which

A

no, 7 is dated by Barron (p,114) with the tetradrachms of Demon, i.e. apparently ca.,

370"'565, Cf. Ba.rron. p. 111-

The ship's prow of the coins,; the prow of the g&mlinl, is discussed by Barron on

T Nl
i By I3 {asa— S
p.6. On the handles we have at least four distinct prow typeif L e

three examples each, all types being represented in the Havieras collection, and o
\©
_ 9
single example (&z) having been found elsewhere, The ethnic ZA( appeers above the pro

on 17-21, while tae type of 17-19 has in addition the inscription HPHS below the prow,

ERxEnimEyxthexakknisxa e nmpaEniaux




On coins, the ethnic accompanies the prow rarely. 1 find it abbreviated es here in

Barron's ple. XXII, the diobols 1-7; and perhaps this series, dated by Barron not long

e o s}
L a P~ oy
| ™ Lo a, LAux

before 365 B.C. (see sbove on the obverse of mo. ?) is a fair parallel tp our prow

3
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typesywith ethnlc. Note that a change in direction mfm of the prow (as of the head of”

brn

Hé;ﬁ} 58 cqnsideradJﬁy Barron (p.147) to call attention to a differeince in size of
A

Urar
coins; our prows are to the left, save on }3'223 handles which are in fact consistent-

— 2 1
i ois A Thalas incea R A

ly- & little smaller theh, tha#&’lmpressed by the- other three prow types, and L very

-

e
e,

.."f,,--; J e o ot

likely indicate a somewhat sm&&&ar amphora.

compared with e=¥Emlder heads in -
Finally, the facing head in 25 -~ 27 can be xxxnnxlxuﬂxnz#nan/:amlan coin types,

Although there is not a close parallel on the coins, the fact that the ledy Plainly

waars o necklacw (see the second, differently lighted, photograph of 25 in P1, 1)

\
|

.;;ffkssociatas her with a series of profile heads on Semian coins which are identified ag

s
L N

b S !
£ A Lo\ pada
P -
_ ~\ Hera. Among the (less common) facing hesds, elesest—is—parbeps that on the bronzeﬂ,
| (h,
Barron, pl. XXXI, no. 5, ~ which the author (yx cf. his p. 134) dates ca., 310-300;
‘t\_M..,(/é Ak e 414 ;, bu.:L/i". \A-x\ Ve lh.__‘_ -
1.\.4_4_{ £ ,&7 i JA qﬁr . { } w_.'_:::- r;o{
however, kﬁvz&tﬂybaﬂhﬂﬁmF1ﬂnnﬁpfiilimuhditwhrﬁkw&ﬁ3h50¢#~93~h0&ﬂgnﬁf The letters LP
‘\.A,._ 'f,'._; B \n
which seem like a label with thgg?ea%c are rather to be taken as corresponding witn

the inscription below the prow on 33-}?, and & possible inscription below the lion's

mgsk in 83 see further below,

The devices and letters assembled as nos._§§f§§ (see P11, Zlvgre such as may be
A r1 T e \“l G '{ 3 )
& ound in(éoins, but none would in it i

A itself have identified as Samisn the hendle en whic]
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it appears. There are numismatic associations (non—Samian) also for some of thse types

et all
in the final section, 5-77; <these fems have been aa&emL%ed because thnyfi e=sm to be
o 12
impressions from ring-stones or engraved rings. The whole series 28-~77 is from the
M-‘\.—"l

(.11
- 10 -

Haviaras collection save 42 and 53; neither of these @s a duplivate of a Haviaras
stamp, although they are plainly related respectively to 41 and 52; both were, like

the Haviaras collection, found in Samos (in the German excavations); no duplicatss,

s .
= o / - T S|
( AT .54 Liae A apa"ad § e WA crudn —= a/:

=

|l a2y /I &
or near duplicates, of 28-77 have been found outside the island. It ssems a reasonab?L

assunbion that all the stamped fragments here presented, and not only those bearing

= =

#

: rings
Semian types, come from amphoras made in Samos.(;fiifjgr all the imple

A

7 \ X . x
¥x the Q}hd as H54-T77\bear impgessions were a;go engraved in mos is andther‘w?tteq
;o \ S A N \

of an eexlier tigme, Byt such skall objects may

considér the enigmatic 76,

., The cult statue of 38-39 has a geherel resemblance to representations on Roman
|5
the £ s
coins of the most famous of tkszm Asiatic goddesses, Artemis of Ephesos, Charact~-

eq{istic are the extended forsarms and handd, from which hang knotted and tasssled

fillets, and the slbows close to the body; also the polos, and the sheath-like (\

govering of the lower body, which narrows downward, ending at the gnkles. The goddess

in the stamps however lacke the best-~known fagkuxm snatomical feature of the Ephesian:

=md further, does not o K panal&ta
nexxfine® the skirt of her dress fhow the indication of amb#etée;y'saen in the Eximmix

this
ofxliphnEnsx numismatic and other representations of \Artemis. On the other hend, the

Sgmian Hera is identified,on Semian coins of the Roman period, in a similarly pocsed
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figure, who wears polos and veil like our goddess, and from whose hands hang kaotted

1§ 14

fillets. The full-skirted drapsry of this figure make it look different from

the goddess in 28-29., However, #f the cult statue consisted of a primitive figure

@ressed in actual clothing, the style of the clothing may well have changed over the

centuries. Pre-Roman coins do not depict the cult goddess of either Ephesos or

Samos. e would like to know what the figure of the Ephesian was like, of which

(e
=15
Xenophon had s copy made for the sanctuary he founded near Olympia. Presence in

the Haviaras collection suggests that 28 and 29 give us a notion of ths goddess of
A LA

Samos, perhaps as she looked in Xenophon's time.

The same context encourages one to identify the turretted hsad in 30 as the

walled city of Samos, although a city goddess does not appear in Samian coins, as it
STUAS

does in the coinages of numerous other eastern citiss,
A few notes follow on the rest of the stamps in Pl.2, &B’@i/t' from the gem |

Barley ears and bees [é}-35) both appear as symbols at various

A < .'._,,‘[ -
/o1 ring impressions.
L& T

times in coins of Samos, although not in combination; stars (cf.44) also appsar. “So-
g,

: i 3 . 7
oo Alﬂphor.:s (df . 36 ) ;f-—-zf— i
A

TaE8s téﬁ-ﬁ?) might have been expected to give us an idea ofwan earlier stage of

the Samian table ware familiar - at least by name - to the Romans as early as
C—

Plautus. The original product must have been competent and ‘good value to have )gﬁ"
n

Eircuiated so ﬂldoly;as to give its name, as apparently it did, to crockery in
g T
e

general, as happened in recent times with a produet of China.

geen in our stamps is not great, and we may just suggest that the kantharoi depicted

) )

1 -

KUM.‘-{ ’
(40-42) oy be ancestors of Plautus' Semiolum poterium tEtdoddnus 694)., It is hoped.
Stichvs
s-tamps .
that some reader will identify the devices in the fragmentary types 45-47. For thﬁﬂ

on these sse further below, in the discussion of shapes. The

However the variety

P
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having lettars without devices, 48-53, note that 61 may not belong with the rest
A o, )

of the Haviaras hondles; and that 53, from the excavatipns of ths Kastro of Tigani

(Pythagoreion) gives .s a probable restoration of the incomplate stemp 52, although

the two stamps are not identjcal. 53 gives also information on the shape of the

L

Samian smphora; mmd for a profile view of +this fragment, sees P1.4, . Fors

= e 7 ! B | Lot "f—

[

23
As already noted,ngg4 5%-%% (P1.3) soem to be impressions of engraved metal 14

) -
L/)_,J_.-( s 'v-x/\-‘\-\_f_-q.j-ﬂ _.1‘94
ringe or of ringstonesg /fm these I am much indebted to John Boardman Rer=semmaxnts .,

Note among deities and monsters Athena in fighting attitude (54-56) and figures which

nl;xiuxxi!nxifild#%x:xﬂlx:kil:xtiﬁjxxﬁxﬁxxtﬂﬂ#; may be ldentified as Pan tﬁz),
Herakles t§§), Sros (59), a bearded siren (60-61), and perhaps Priapus (67). Genre
scenes are represented by €2-65, a draped female figure with a waterbird (?); 66,
parhaps an athlete ustng the strigil on his thigh; in 64 and 65, some ritual event
sesms to be dapictad'. Among the rest, Mr. Boardman has identified a ;ﬁnifarm head
in gﬁ and a murex shell in EE; and he has suggested that the tym of 71 and 72 way
be a femsle head (badly impressed, and/or from a worn die), rahher than the grape-
OH

cluster it resembles at first sight. &k his recommendation, some of the impressioms

are shown at twice actual size (57, 58, 62, 63). See the catalogue text on the enig-

(s
matic 57, in whioh Fan (?) appears to=some to have goat feet {and head) but human kmmm
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knaogp It may;hﬁ%e be remarked that althougn the amphoras on which these impressions

:)

- were made were sursly Samian, the same 1s of _course not necossarlly true of every

_D_a.‘:... r Lol SO .'F—-I~/ AT g 15 an - A . ._-——t A = -
9 . Some 0&’ theso* R s T PR
one of the rings or stones that impressed tham/ Smnn may not have beanHGreek“at all

in origin; such would be my suzgestion, for instance, for 76,

The devices in 54-56 and in 74 correspond with (reverse) types in certain non=-
Samian coins: the lion head and forepaw lzﬁ) was a long-lived type of Knidos, while
the Fighting Athena l§?1§6) appears in the late 4th and early 3rd century B.C. on

coins of various governments of Haccdonil1origin, so that the goddess has sometimes
1

/1\ \", L Alpanit z .?,l
20"
besn identified with a statue of Athena Alklﬁxat Pella.

In addition to the handles of which the stemps sre shown in Plates 1-3, the

A\ ﬁﬁéollecticn of Nikitas Haviaras included four others of similar fabric on which only
.\ [ b 2 - 1

2T
vestiges of stamps could be made out, Finally there wers two Rhodian handles, and

\ [ .l: o "1.
4. one of unknown orhgin.

.;-; It is my Buess that the last three handles mentioned (possibly plus our 51) wers

the results of general wanderings (cf. Haviaras's text quoted at the beginning of

Al L
this article) and that the rest of the collection was found togethsr, e
A ;"‘ e
R oy T e
fihile Mr, Heviames still hoped to publish his collection himself, ho was notﬁﬁilling

to discuss it in detail or to state precisely where it had been found; although he

did tell us, during our visit in 1957, that it ceme from in or near Tigani, now
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" called Pfthagorelon, < of which the houses lie on part of the mxe site of the ancient
."‘--_ \}:’};\.! -

capital city of the island. But before he died he talked a little further about the

findingplece” wlth a friend in Syme; and these words afterward reported to us suggest
that the collection as a whole was from ons place; so the text of 1910 quoted above,

"as my collection of these handles incrsasad," vwiould refer to repeated visits by the

boy to the same place. In fact, deposit on the handles suggested to Mrs. Petropoulakou

{when she took the records in October 1968) zmggasxwd that most of them had baen-dxposad

for a simiiar reason,
together; Inxthexxamxxwxyx coins are sometimes identified as from the same hoard,

Finally, thew is confirmation in the internal natuwe of the group, as rqviawod in the
hu’ =)

foregoing pages. Here is a set of handles, found in Samos, o ﬂa&r&y homogemous

fabric (sse further below), impressed by a series of stamps almost unknown elsewhere

and including a number of Samian coin devices. As already remarked, it scems impossible

to suppose they are snything but Samiag: 4And yet the particular types have not been

found, so far as I know, in the archaeological investigations of the Tigani-Pythagor-

eion -ares or at the Hersion, from bmkixzxf which sitos, at least through the finds of

- w ) 28 24 92
1957, 77 per cent of the kmmixx stamped handles were Rhodian. It seems a fair
I

a5 e

guess thatvww have here a local product for a particular OGclsi’c-)r;;C” ~
ion

\

7

Mﬁiﬂ“}”ﬁf ~the-goddess—of Semos’; Ifl view of the inseriptiens- omr8=( 7Y, 17T=19
P U LA

25-27,. and:po: ’%Plyrz%
cjdf,r-z.( ?/1

dipeerhe one another in date, although of course

,In that case the stamps of the collection would be a group

; particularly in the case of the ring-
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impressions, some might be from heirlooms, and so earlier than the others. Especially

as o terminus at least for
indaedrfnr these seals of Pl.3, a date for the group would be welcome, since fixXed
b e gt .
'i,)l-’j" : Il' ’ - :_ -1135
points in the chronology of engraved signets seem to be few.
A

What date for the group is sdggested by the indications that we have? Consider
the types associated with Samien coins, and how they fit into the chronology of the
coinsy seExxzhaxaxmmxixZ%x It should first be noted that no coins are believed to
have been struck at Samos after 365, when the greater part of the population was

expelled by the Athmmiens and replaced by Athenian cleruchs,and befors 322 when the

P

28
Semians were reinstated by Perdikkas; sxxxyimgx®uk as ordered by Alexander. In

fact, Barron assigns no issues to the second ha}f of the 4th century &F®. until ca.

§10 B.C, On our stamps with coin devices, ses xmxwmmk above, the comment on 1-27,

P
=

> |

< )_I_'/‘\. gL
lxxxxxxwiuxzixxnxxrrxnxnxpmxxx:xiitnxxy@mxzxxhuyxiaxixiaxkx:ixnxinxxnmmging;mﬁpxéjhg

wigtimx iz xanEx 0l It ornx E L omx There are fairly specific parallels between coins

and stamps that have personal names combined witn the lion masks; the stamps however

are our 8 (?) and 9-16, not from the Haviaras collection; the coins (brinze) are
RS

dated ca, 310-300 B.C., and similarly dated is a silver drechma, which has no personal

name but in which the device is remarkably close to that in our 12~16., In contrast

clnsest
the Samien coin devices in stamps of ths Haviarag callection itself are rpedeted
]

close

though not very clesely, to devices in some of the later pre=365 silver issues, It

sesms probable that these stemps date beforethe resumption Of coinage after 322 B.C
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The only feature which seemed” to connect this group with post-exilic coins was the

hump on the bull, 1-4 (see above); ahd since the type as a whole does not resemble

‘that of the 3rd century coin in which the shoulder muscde is similarly prominent,

'4ft ,\_f possibly in‘&f4 the hump has been added to the normal Samian bovine animal in some
- L | fa i ~t M,
o JI.J' O ¥ -!.\
\'_.Il\ \1 I i\ = i -‘2‘?.- ? =
; P ‘Wﬁgq sort of topical allusion of the day.
— fi »
- - . }l T ,;_‘
._r\,"’HP ¥ ;.: ] . ' A ¢ L &7 ‘j_n
be?-iﬂ'- Among the devices shbvm in Pla%d the stemmed kantharo%ﬁﬁpjgz has some dating
\, 3 ,\\, A
value by its similarity with a device in Thasian stamps of the B 4th century B,.C.
Wi .
Compare the vase in Bon1297, one of the two-name stamps which are datable before ca.
24 3a
L v * 29
340 B.C.; also that in Bonf?OS, probably of the third quarter of the 4th century.
e
Monograms (cf. 52) are uncommon in stamps before the late 4th century B.C., but are
g} L %)
)’. E ™ -0
T e apparently sttested as early as the third quarter of the centuey. The Fighting

| .. Athena is particularly common on coins of the late 4th and early 3rd century (see
: AN
above, note 2@4; but she does appear, standing (as in our 541§G) rather than striding,

oy g
a8 g symbol in coins of Alexander, And the "swallow-tailed wrap over her shoulders",
X *" while elegantly noticeable in the coin of Ptolemy Soter of 315 B.C., adorns Panathen-
L

aic amphorss as early as 363/2 B.C. The Eros with amphora (59) belongs to a class

A
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of gem-compositions which might have been dated in the early Romen period, as Me.

Boardman tells m;; but the surely Chian amphora fits even better in ths latter
\
-‘-" \\\ 4 3

a

- v Al . \. s
4th certury B.C. g N . v

We ma.y perhaps frame our group chronologicelly by noting that discovery at

Alexandria of four duplicetes of Haviaras types (1, 2, 25 and ES) suggests a date

after 331 ®%€% B.C.; while the use of the Ionic genetive form HPHS in }Z"E? apparent-

ly indicates a date before about 310 B.C. CQQBccasion for the production of this

unique small series of stamped Samian amphoras may then be found in the festival or

festivals that attended the restoration of the Samians to Semos in 322 B.C. The types
29 A
possibly also our 28-53,
of our 1-7, snd 17-2Ty\:ainforcdﬁ“by the geddesssts=wame in 17-19, %?_27, and pe rhaps

77, seem to show us who\received those vho came to celebrate. "And +he goddess would
provide for the banqueters barley meal end loaves of bread, wine and sweatmeats, and

8 portisn of ths sacrificial victims from the sacred herd,” s-+;-ebezl- os Xenophon
o

says with reference to the festival he instituted near Olympia; the food and drink
als

B
offered were the produce of the land belonging to the temple « Ferhaps both wine

iy :
YT S PR

and oil for ke festival, were supplied in our stamped amphoras. I am unable to accoun

very satisfactoriy for the great number of different endorsements represented by our

/7 4
(_J L 1o /I
stamps, over 40 if one counts 3 all the distinct Samian types, Tt seems improbable
A

ey

o=
\\"u‘

that there were so many different potters. Psrhaps {bﬁbscriptions Wore made , SAd—ie
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whether im aid of a recently revived or expanded festival of Hera, or in support of

- 8 new foundationt. A subscriber when msaking his payment may have impressed his own

ring on the still unfired amphora; as will be seen presently, the jars were not all

' have }wJ»ﬁLwM iy :/(ﬁ ..,._.z—‘/'
of the same size, For legislation that seems tchoverad &aa:=sach—praeod97§:41f.

1 g

a text of the last qua.rter of the 5th century in Thasos, We may then for instence

 gEmEE associate 54-56 with the lacedonian leadership that brought about the restor-

—

24D
>

= = ¢ I Pl ey b g A
ation of the Samians in 532;'Biff S T : ) : Y

— \
A g { a 3 : ? e | - ]
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So m vfdr'the stamps in the Haviaras coll ection and the few r=2lated from
15 :
)

elsewnere published here. Ir, Havheras was =esd right in believing that he had

found a notable and unique group of stamped handles.

. Like him, we would like to lkmow what kind of jar it was on which these stamps

appeared. Unfortunately not a single one of the Haviaras handles, or of those with

stamps duplicating these, has so much as & rim attachedj one only (17, from Memphis,

. Pronh s 5
see Pl,1) has abeuﬂ its whole height preserved. The height of this handle wes about
s e g o TP G
! C\ li L B T ( G pn {-ﬁ Tl éf&ﬁ::i.t»ﬁ'_]'-c_!\ e g ; /{1—? e

0.115, i.e ebewt that of P 24869 (Pl.4, 3); butﬁtha handles of the Havia}as group,

which we have dated in the last quarter of the 4th century, have in general very

iI rr‘,-"—"
ghort tops, i.%idistinctly less projection of the top of the handle from The its
- 3 .

-

< i

J
attachment to The neck than those® on 5th century emphoras such as P 24869: of
I L]

A&
Py \ NG
Havigras' own comment quoted above dn the shape of his handl=s. ;ﬁéﬁg%ﬁézg}

R

b
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Such real measurements as preservation allows to bs taken of most of the Haviaras
pieces - width and thickness of the handles at the position of the stamp -~ show that

the handles are relatively broad in section (rather than thick like for instance most

Tl e {2

—. J =
Chien and Rhodian)g —E%ay indicate also bywﬁgp variation IFEMESTEEGTes (see cata-

L Al =.1

1ogug) that the fragments come from jars of different sizes: cf. for instance the

(=

messurements of 36 and 37, two handles having the same stamp, 4m» which the former is

P

a good deal smaller than the latbter, fact that is very noticeable in photographs

WL e
plhacten~ i

that show the whole handles. Such are not illustrated for 36 and 573 but compare
A = T
1 with 4 and %é with 27 in Pl.1, even though the differences here are less great.

An intentional marking of s minor difference in capacity between fractional con-

Cark lux-uu '>'C":“t"’ ),
tainers has bsen suggested above for lZ“la as contrasted with 20-24

— W

A on an analogy
with similar differences in marking used to distinguish between fractional coins

of different denominations.

Two larger fragments found in Samos, bearing stamps related to those on

. .f“"

Haviaras handles, have projecting "mushroom" rims: see Pl.4, {E%iitg stemp is shom

El:2, é?); and Pl.1, 10 (lion mask with name) where part of the overhang of the

e

{
broad rim can be seen above the stemp. The Havisras handles may have com@%from

amphoras that had similar overhanging rims, which would make an additional reason

why their short téps are usually stamped somewhat on the outside of the curve,

\ 1;\ N
\_\I_;' = P~ [ 1
S ' ™\
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fact observed in many cases by lMrs. Petropoulakou in Syme. The position of thapstaﬁﬁ

— ) —
"'.‘-: O o f Lgd..'c/:

is 1ika_§pitAon a fragmentary amphore in Rhodes showm here as Pl.4, 13; -He stamp
f/;ﬁ.!. £ w

'

= ) —EEFO :
kere is from a ring or gem, guite similar to those on numerous Heviaras handles.

A
~Tln S
“Phaig amphoraﬂhad a loose sort of context allowing e tentative date of ca.330-320
B.C. WWMM& WWMﬁk,nﬁﬁ\_mmr

= e bl .
M@ted/g}h—t@&lﬁﬂh&%\--c’gn\’clﬁ\ﬁ’:{}f' Note thet allgbhres of those

shovm with mushroom rims in P11, 4 have broadish short-topped handlesp. and=onlyE=in

At
. -.._____‘ £ . — = I B,
the-a@pHOTe_fsem Fhodes Ao~ the herd 185 Show & §TIEHE> rise— Lron-tiEIT upber-attadh-
LA a

“ments. In ell—blree the neck has a definite bobtom, and sxma taper downmmrd which

AT

is 8 good deal more noticeable whon one Xmxrmxx turns the nség around through 90

degrees, bscause in attaching the handles the potter pressed together somewhat the

tops of the necks as seen in our photographs,

It is clear that amphoras with mushroom rim, broad short-topped handles, and

r———

R VAT
necks tapering to a well-defined bebtbem, were made in Samos latish in the 4th

century B.C. It seems likely enough that the Haviaras amphoras were of this kind.
We have then the puzzle of the jar representsd in 36=37 of the Haviaras stamps,

shown enlarged in Pl.4, 10. With its neck widening downward, mm& its widely set

: qb_ obcATA

and proportionally long handles, anﬁxoven such indication as thers is of the rim,
AT

the depicted amphors looks more like the late 5th centyry real amphora of Pl.4, 5
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here eslted Samian for independent sasonsgja&a_balam), than it dAxmx resembles
[

we suppose
what m=mamE to be the Samian shape of its own period. The answer may very well be

simply that, as in certein other cases, the amphora shape represented in a stamp
‘.

Seq T
vy

is of an earlier ers then the amphora on which it is stamped.
No Semian stamps identify for us a 5th century amphora shape, but we are Zam#

led togsearch for dne by the fact that en amphora appears in certain Samian coins of

A

that period, for example, Pl.4, 6~§J. Excavations in khkef the late 19th century in
the cemetery wesy of Tigeni, on the terraces of the akropolis of the ancient

Samian capital, turned up numerous amphoras which were not in graves but were them-

= TR e e (i

selves probably used to contain the bodies of small infants. In the—report_on these

excavetions by J. Boehlau there is no illustration of the amphoras except for a

i & e
ik
generalized drewing which, it is stated, is »f the "usual shape" of those found |

P

$ 2
-
there; it is rounder-bodied and shorter-necked than the jars depicted on the coins;

A 1)
Further on in the article there is a discussion of the amphoras, where it is stated
that they "correspond exactly" with those of which, as the author states, so many

were found in Daphnee and Naukratis. References given to finds at these places

el it

- : ; \
sctlUzldy cite drawings, by Petrie, og(two shapas)rathsr different one from the other

of which one resembles the globular jar in Boehlau's drawing but at a longer-necked

>, =N, |

stege, while the other has, with a shorter neck, e body that narrows from a high
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broad shoulder over which the handles arch out. Petrie's drawings, while rather
rough, identify for us fairly well the shapss here represented in Pl.4, 3 and 1,

amphoras respectively from the Athenian Agora, context of before ca., 490 B.C., and

LY
from Marion in Cyprus, context of early 6th century B.C.~ A number of approximations

to Pl. 4, 3, are known, including e second jar from the seme deposit at the Agora,

two from early 5th cantury tomb groups in Marlon, one fron a late 6th century

&&‘E“
context at Nymphaea on the Black Sea, Oné soen in Samos in 1958 is illustrated

in Pl.s4, 4., lLest it be thought that Boehlau's drawing wes merely schematic and did
\

not correspond with eny reality, a fragment from the Agora excavations, P 14694, has

a neck end handles just as short; w t 2 round body

to £ill it out as in Boeshlau's sketch maaiba restored by analogy with anm amphora

}? :".lf.;r:
seen in g shop in Pythagoreion in Decamber-“'%, of which neck and handles are only

%‘6{1\ s l-

slightly longer. The Agorea piece lFig.l,/Zﬁ comes from e context of the first

third of ths 6th century B.C., i.e, perhaps as early as that of Pl.4, 1. It HFme

L‘ JUL\“--H X~ f,._h)u— R, 5\ g Va S h

L4,

e !
seams qulte possible thatﬁtha drewn-in lower bodf a8 opposed to the round one is

not an indication of greater aga but of adjustment of CﬂPaCit%{ mdaaﬁghlsa/ﬂoaiqﬂ
W@MT}PQIKBM%IMWQ{&% There &8 e series of fract-

ional jars of which Pl. 4, 2, in Samos, is a little bit smmller than eny othsrs I

have seen. !/lost of these have rounder shoulders snd a slightly fuller lower body

érf " C.} )I 22
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then Ple. 4, 2; these include two more photographed in Fythegoreion in December 1968,
and two found in Athens, of which ona from the Horth Slope of the Akropolis has been
published, while the other, from the Agora, has conyext of the late 7th or early 6th

Y2
48
century B.C. A sixth, photographed in Kalymnos in 1956, has more the angular

4
outline of Pl.4, 2, but it is a size larger (height 0.50).
The complete amphoras I heve seen in Samos as in Kelymos are (mostly if not
2ll) fisherman's trove, as shown by the marine deposit that adhergs to them (see
about the neck of the jar Pl.4, 2). In theory jars brought home by fishing boats
+to Samos need no more be Samien than Thasian or Rhodian »xm or Chian, and amphoyas

of all these classes, all encrusted from the sea, have indeed been seen in Samos.

However, it.\(is an observed fact, etc.)
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is an observaed fact imxameisnt on the sites of ancient centers Thmk produced

commercial containers Z8&t an unusual proportion of the jars brought in by local

¥4

fishermen are of the local class. This was found to be noticeably true in Kos, and
overwhelmingly true in Chios, where the fishermen's quarter used to bristle with

Chien amphoras before these jars acquired their present regrattable market valus,

T I 'f.-'f;xh_ _-’J;—‘_» ity "

Perhaps some came from ancisnt dumping operations near the portﬁc Ngturally also

it was the local \shipping that most frequented the nearer waters, coming and going,

~and so most risked the local estorms. It is therefore some confirmation of their

-~

Bt __.&&«.r_"\.'L-..-»’}'(-'L-G

identificataon as Samian that % Jars of a certain series have been

relatively numerous in Samian houses.

Pl.4, 1-4, illustrate, than,é;%;Atontatively identified Samian emphora shapes
of about 600 B.C. (1,2), about 500 B.C. (3), and protably the early 5th century. The
*ankxikixa identification so far is based mainly on discovery of many apparently
similar amphoras in excavations of a cemetery in Semos! with some support from Semian
fishermen's nets. A closer look at jars of these shapes is nesded to see what
features they may have that would isolate them as a series which can perhaps be

followed to a later dats,

Boehlau calls characteristic of the common type of amphoras from his cometery

(epart from the "pointed" bottom) e broad shoulder, relatively short neck, and
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broad handles set close under the mouth. Add a dispinect articulation of the neck
from the rim above and from the shoulder below: in our examplaes the neck narrowms

slightly downward end there is an offset at its bottom which folds upward over the

and see fig._ il 5

3
base of the neck in the Perserschutt jar Pl.4, 3, and spreads from tho nock over

e by -«y;@j" 1
' Fhe start of the shoulder in the eaply=—Evewbidaal jars, ef. Tir. \ 2  Fined¥yxximxad

™

/
Finally, as to shape, in all the jars of these types th%fjl have been able to

exemine eince I knew what to look for, the bottom is constructed in a way csrta:nly

({/‘ﬂ.\ .,-_- EVvar  Epvia i (Z;_.,— ’ ’( ( (,-\ , S I ;'
= ; J
uncormmon in commercial containers, end so far as I know paculiagtto this series and

to earlier Aptic containers: +the interior of the body comes down to e place well

below the upper edge of the toe as visible from the outside; it is as though the

_J

J\:u’_\. L «-*-v ol EC ! M R4 .ril---—- ﬂ*:').é\&}f\ 1

tip of the body, stesd-4m a dlmznut;vo ring =E8WE. See Fig.ﬂ,
A rcan /". -‘,'f'tu} S ;\l T

A
US ’
ggnﬁaeturafﬁﬁ In such jars as Pl. 1121) 2, this scheme is particularly surprising; Séﬁ

o
. - F -
o 8 i ey

a0 s

one expects a solid foot to finish off such a nerrow body, as in the later Thasian.
A

As it is, to knock off the foot must have besn a convenient way of broaching these

relatively
little Sam;an, and in fact the two mxxzxwxxisxx complets jars in Athens are lacking

W

their feet.

So far little or nothing has been daid about the clay of any of the amphoras
discussed, save in the remarks, quoted at the beginning ; of Nikites Hovisres on-the

hendles of his collection. On these pieces lirs, Petropoulakou's impression concurred

in general with the collector's deseription: the clay is relatively fine compared

R T ————————— JJ
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with that of other container-smphoras; it is usuallyhrod or reddish, sometimed

or through most of the thickmess of thehanda
quite dark red, sometimes brownish or greyish at GO{EF the surfece is often buff

R T |
ol \ : : ko _
or yellowish; and mica Isxaiwmys ighalways visible on a clean ancient surface, less

&

nar:ﬂnar:)
so on breaks. For those I have examined, the Benakhi handles of t‘nis/q lass, I would

1

AT
P

suscsne encient
“agree, adding that fleked surfaces (bresks more or less parallel to thﬂ\surface)'also

show much micae
<

}‘V/f"\-‘._.) A--." i ol iaind C)HKA H. b 'CCT/

Semian stemp typeﬁthave identified this clay as local, and the plain wares

:

found in excevations in Samos have been similerly described by Technau; he states
that they have much mica but great variation in color. "Die Struktur is nicht immer

deutlich schieferig, sondern oft dicht und fein." So it is hard to define, he says,

a .~ ,_._‘;,('
but recognizeble in the hand, }s,chnau writes against the background of m}:ad;faap:b_
cartainﬁkﬁﬂb*"
| by Zalm to identify 8 ware found at Friene (and at numerous other places) as that of

the Vasa Samis of the latin aathorsy mentioned earlier in this article. Experte on
pottery of the Roman period are now inclined to doubt that this ware was actually

mede in Semos, since relatively little of it had been found on the island, and a

,@”}‘{

great deal in other places. I would like to think there was something in the

identification, since it must have been at the bobtom of Madame Zeest's attribution

to Samos ("only because of its clay") of the jar from Nymphais listed sbove as

similar to our Pl.4, 3; her drawings of this jar show not only the general outline
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as in our Pl.4, but also the hidden feature of the foot visible only in drawings

(our Fig.]:jTH-g, It would be pleasant to think that the compstent Samian potter

produced red ware for Romen banqueters-after a lookjht some Arretine these visitors

e

had berought with them; he might have done it at the instance of Antony, to please

‘Cleopatra with something maybe provincial but pretty good for the country, for their
parties in Samos in 32 B.C.

In any case, +he-ﬂs£%12§!¥? nicgceous and usually reddish clay servas to disting~
=, .-l\/: "‘\
{ﬁ__v‘ -‘l’ \ L{A}ﬂo(’_\

uish our series fromA?ther amphoras akin to it in shape, for instancﬁkcertaln esarly
Corinthian (?7) jarsy Thess have again a disyinctly articulated neck, a curbed flaring
_ rim, and & similar position and 1ift of the handles; but their clay is normally
greenish buff and virtuelly without mica. Noticeable mica should also set off .euw
50 1 e

jjiﬁin es non-Attic; and this is the more important because there ssem to be re-

current similarities - borrowings? - betwsen the series we take to be Samian and the
(both of which, further, have reddish clay.)

—— x\ggéé} Fagwlnstancﬁ_fﬁp peculiar

1
one we taka to be Attic.) fFamxpmEwiizx foot described and again refsrred to abowe E:;

Au.cr _r_.. '-‘._(4_,., g
'is beautifully oxompllflod

By, "

(s
® Agora P 25833)+e&p}3,31‘
- a

- although = asasa
;th_t,atﬁ;¥JBTG)§?1 kuk by the date of 0u5\P1 4 3, the bottom of the contemporary

—

seems to have !
Attic(?) amphora Rkas thickened so that there is little ob no dip of the interior '

below the level of the top of the toe outside. The mushroom rim of the 4th century

rac b " Aot

Samian amphoraﬁ may well be-amobhesdantuk® feature borrowed from the S2E BN RSO
== - 3
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since the development of this rim from the 5th into the 4th century can be followed

in the Attic series. Here the distinction provided by noticeably(micaceous clay is

S

particularly helpful.

Returning to the amphoras eand fragments of the early 6th to early 5th century
B.C. above attributed to Samos (Pl.4, 1-4 and related pieces discussed), where I
know their clay, it is noticeably micaceous, with the single exception of the North
Slope published jar (see reference in note 46). (In the case of pottery covered with
marine deposit, one usually cannot judge the clay.) Taking now into consideration
the details of shape #iseuxxast observed in the group referred to, as well as the clay,
we may meke a few guesses at other associations and further development,

5till at about 500 B.C. by their context, certain small angular jars have sug=-

gested themselves as fractional Samian of their period, first of all because of the

—

construction of their rather emphatic foattéfig.lfg%. of thes;(? 20801)15 of notice=-
Wi ;

ably micaceous clay, nhila(} 885é)haa 1little or no mica, The drawn=-in lower body

may be a means of arriving at a particular capacity5 note the uneven thickness of

5 a
the walls. A wé®m ic 13ee” tha 0:5/3\‘(’1’*34 869)“Fdufid+6 be-Gohoed by the
id e N
Qe a O Lo ‘C’J'\_._‘ o« '-H...-_.._f':‘ ; P e | --|T_ == .{’.‘-.‘; . [ N s

A YA
:ilight offsets below the rims, and lines more or less faint above the shouldkrs)
A
wao, 5 VA, 7l

+P-2080%)-matches (P 248694 in having finger impressions at the base of the handles

amphoras

these are the only jxxx mentioned in this erticle to show this feature. The two
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=~ published xhnxfnxtmw

small jars, with parallels from other contexts, are xtmdxﬂﬂ—x%%%gggggzg

in
Beyond Pl.4, 4 (and the slightly later amphora fpond in Cypris tﬂﬁgrion Tomb 71,

\.t 5

cited in notatﬂﬁij a tentative step leads us to Fig.z, l. Rhis is a top combined with

@ &0

8 bottomf that sesms to belong to it, both from a context of ca. 460-440 B.C.}] the

" bofy has been filled out from a photograph of an amphora seen beiefly in Eretria in

'.p h 'ﬁb traces

© 1952 end not otherwise recorded. The micaceous clay and kxzg#as of light slip =xm
. off the fragments are the earlier amphora
q_,/1sufficiant1y like those og\Pl.Q, 3 (Fbge.l,4); 8o are the grooves below the rim and

the taper downward of the neck. Note that the toe while narrower and less flaring

S Afpears seen throughout Fig. 14 K Cion e ma Sute B
-~ retains the odd feature of the desper 1nteriorw\ A stago a little later 44HﬁrfEE}—
> 4 } oK &Y C f.-’ S Dog . .l{" Mt m-\.

<gsbrebted) is represonted by an amphora neck from e context dated ca. 450—425 B.C. (7

b

In shape and clay this much resembles Fig.2, 1, but neck and handles are a little

&0
longer.

I am uneble up to the present to point to any amphora or fragment in Samos
itself that parallels this shape proposed for the mid fifth century. Some confirm-
ation is afforded howeverg by the amphoras depicted on the fifth century coins

elready mentioned, cf. Pl.4, 6-8, enlargements of three of these. 1 have ventured kar

here to rearrange the sequence of these types within lMr, Barron's framework; and

with his provisional approval, to alter a little the dating attributed. Thus mmwiifis

e b e
modified, the dates resppedsiwedy of Pl.4, nos, 6,7, and 8 would be 468 B;C.,“&££bim~
et Ui

Po-!o = &
457 X and perhaps as late as 446 B, C‘R The amphoras in the coins then follow
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the usual S5th century development toward a slimmer body and longer neck and handlss
e. tendency noticed above as between two fragments of this seriss from two contexts
of which one was & 1little later than the éthar. Ne can then compare the amphora
Pls4, 4 with the one reprasented in the coin Pl.4, 6, and date the jar tentatively
a 1little earlier than the coin's date, celled above 468 B.C. The slimmer longer=~
nacke#and longer-handled shape Fig. 2, 1 (end its parallel, the jar seen in

Gretria)) is more comparable with the amphora in the coin Pl.4, 7, and the context

(ce.s 460~440 B.C.)
of its partgxgoes well enough with the new dete attributed to the coin, considerig

an a
ing that pieces of a jar may be expected to belong with thm earlier part of ikx

than a whible jar.
context[\ Note that at this stage the neck still narrows toward the body, and this

-

. A,.!j(..-l-'{’. . {
feature is more or less visible in the coine. A%kamphnra found in Thasos, in con-

perhaps
Ltext probably of ths Sth century B.C., seems to have about the shape shown in XExéx

and less rising
xx the coin P1.4, 8: as compared with Figure 2, 1, a heavier rim, longer, handles,

the
a neck that spreads to the shoulder, and a slimmer body, B photograph Xkat I have

p b (A% e (S J -‘M (SN (ﬁ{_‘ﬁ.(...{u* (e J{ / \'( Aligros Lz,

shows‘the cuffed outside of a toe that might be ratner like tha

T IR N S = (,
h : v e 31‘.-!- ] 6‘2
o Mt o | seems to have,( slightly concave su%&ﬁua

of Fige2, 25 3.0, it

B g Consider now this Fig.2, 2, Agora P 18988 with context of the last Buarter of

!”\Lthe 5th century, of which a photograph is shown in Pl.4, 5. This amphora had been

i"'gﬁx/

entered tentatively in the Samien series because of its cuffed tos, its rounded

}mﬁnﬁxnﬂxxﬁhwmmmm

&
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body, by now rather narrow, its handles broad in section and without finger impression:

on their lower attachments, its neck articulated below (by a faint groove) although

(rather than narrowing)
by now pabhex spreddingrto the shoulder; the lengthening of the neck, handles and

LS |
body corresponds with the latish date in the ®th century B.C.. The clay of this |

amphora; however, while similar in color td preceding items in the Samian (7) series,

is virtually without mica. Of jars mentioned above of which the clay is known to me,.
\;.f'?’
~only in AP 1491 (see note 4&) and perhaps in P 8858 (Fig.l, 3) is it as nearly non-

micaceous as in P 18988; note that both the other jars are fractionals. It may tumm

out that P 18988 was not mxixmity made in Samos, but belongs to a series somehow

seamed
related to the Samian. It should be recalled, however, that its shape =mmmE to be

(w g_,‘(‘." ™ e | ;)
closest to that reprssented in the Samian stamp, Pl.4, 1QA although in the stamp the
==
A LAt

handles are showzﬁa bit longer in proportion.

Micaceous clay as well as the profile of the rim, also (save for length, increassc
at the later date) that of the handles, associate Fig.2, 1 rather with Fig.2, 3, a
shape made up of two fragments, Agora P 27530 end 27531, from a deposit again of the

€4
last quarter of ths 5th eentury. The middle of this shape has been restored with

\.%c . i ke
an eye to E@é.4, 9, an amphore apparently of a slightly later period, seen in
Samos #n 1958, lote especially in the drawing, Big.2, 3, again a cuffed toe, but

heving now e slight flare, only a small depression underneath, and the interior

reaching to just below the top of the ecuff, A toe like this, not quite so high,



1,23

P

was found in the same deposit of the third quarter of the 5th century as the neck zx£

P 25426 (see above, with note ﬁd} which it greatly resembled in fabric. Ixthimkxwm

Thus a sort of 3
xuyxguessxkhakxa prototype of Fig.2, 3 existed as early as shortly after the middle of

the 5th century.

Characteristic of the developed form is the long spreading neck with & break in

its line, the offset easily visible

r =t 7
sl L | ey e Aal o T

Yol i g RrsEE I T esTie)

B ] [ ; . F'I | 4 v
oL i T oo L Lo ad SAA A, R MA s a (A

in Fig.2, 33 also the elegant flaring rim, as well

e T

as the cuffed, slightly flaring tos.  In addition to Pl.4, 9, I have seen a second
flr\

example in Samos (in 1968). The class is uncommon: +twe or three more fragments in

with marine deposit
late 5th century deposits at the Agora, a whole amphore/in Kos, a top and bottom

65
from a wreck off Marathon, XwpZ two necks in 0ld Smyrne.

to propose
Plet, 9, may carry us into the 4th century. I have no further shapiqas Samian

until we come to the one with the mushroom rim, discussed above in connection with

the Haviaras handles. Since this kind of rim is characteristic of the 4th century

1 f N 4
;. A P = + et A Ly s 5
A 1

shape thought to be Attioc (cf. Amphoras, fig.42, righg), probably it was introduced

2
in Samog at least as ii:iz&gs 865 B.C.,with the Athenian cleruchs. Deposits at the

>
Athenian Agore of the mid 4th century and l}ater montain many fragments with mush-

66
room rims, including quite & number of which the clay is distinctly micaceous.
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Complete amphoras of this stage of Samian development have not been available clean

for study, and I do not yet know the shape of the toe. I saw in December 1968 in

i DA, O e AL
& VIR :-c'ir-- L -’.J L) b 57

Samos two jarﬁathnt may fit in here, but both were heavily encrusted. There seams

1

- G .y it
e A N v e u\(‘;»- -
Naee 0
fair prospect that some fragments foun%ﬂin a wreck of the latter 4th centurx{qgﬂ
\

s may prove to bes Samian, and that intact

—

A SISt G]‘-L"'\ &) At ‘:fi-'--a-u-“* S L =iy

apecimaasA?ay be raised in the coming season, The buik of the cargo was earliest
WA 68
\¥ Ruodian.

In connection with Samian shapes of the late 5th to 4th century B.C., one
mugt mention the bronze coins of Samos with amphora as reverse type dated tenta-
tively by Barron 412-405 B.C.; cf. his text mpyx pp.73 (with note 16) and 99. See
our Pl. 4, 12, an example from a diffesent die from that illustrated by Barron,

pl. XVII, lower ridght corner; but both show en amphora with hendles longer in pro-

portion even than those depicted in the stamp, Pl.4, 10. I am uneble at present to

i
< <) & l{.f'r CoATAATTIAA ek

&) p /
match the amphora on these coins with an actual jar, Gl Crigan
- A e -~
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Further ettention to history is indicated, if some day we are %o give mors

ﬂ definition to the foregoing sketch of developments in the Semian amphora. The

what
involvement with Athens in this commercial matter is somewhat different ﬁhnmnmight

i /
4 ot

-LA;\-\.:". O ¢
perhaps be supposed, since itﬂx& clear that the contents of the Samian shipping

# VD pitl

\
[ container were not wine but oil. The fact i%{announced on the coins (cf. Pl.4, 7-8):

ta g

contrast the little olive branchkwith the bunch of grapes above the Chian emphora

on contemporary coins of Chios. The fame of Samian wine is somewhat older than

Byron, but it is not andent. There seems nothing to,indicate that wine produced

&
4¥ll
in Semos in ancient times had any outside reputation, any export value. This is

of course not to say that the Samisns did not drink wine or eat grgpes, or}bottla
refreshments for their festivals as above suggested. But the product for which
thay had an outside market was oil. Samos is "olive-growing" to Anakreon,and to

Aisshylos in the Persiens, and a special quality is attributed *» in the 4th century

-0
produced ﬁ%kq
to 0il gxeem in the island.
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Any considerable import to Athens, another oil-exporting state, would be

surprising, and has not been found. The short-necked jars of the sarly €th century

é"‘.ﬂ\ -O_/_.qr P

(including Fbg.l, 2) can have been settlers' effects of some of thchfaftsmen

A o #";J-(?:; Y C:-\-j._/ta-\-tﬂ J. 1 71
“4mwited—to Athens by Solon. The round jar Pl.4, 3 and others associated with it
\ are of a kind no doubt taken on as supplies by Darius' fleet when it assembled in
S e 72
B o Samos; note that seven of these ships were captured aftaﬁwards at Marathon.

A '.3:"'-"' (6
The fragments combined in Fig.2, 3 may come f?oﬁ{jare that brought indemity payments

from Samos, the collection of which was one of the provisions of an Athenian decree

73
of 426/5 B.C. In the preserved part of a relief of coarse workmgnship that crowns

the stele on which this decree is carved, there seem to be represented,as in the
their toes in the air.
background,two up~ended amphoraaﬁh If that is what they are, they must apparently

be jars like our Fig.2, 3, since there seem to be no others of the latter 5tk century

which combine & relatively narrow thower body with an unstemmed but relatively tall

and flaring toe, It would seem pertinent to head the decree with the emptied

4
characteristic containers of thaxdakkorxxiutax a debtor state provided for in the
El { e’ R, s A7 (/.

avel in such contaiﬂers. i

ALy Oy

decree , —ema=bimt even if the actual money did not tr

Most of the Semian pieces identified so far in Athens could after g11 be

sccounted for by such special occasions, if not by ordinery travel; except psrhaps

for the more numerous mushroom-rim fragments of the middle and later 4th century,
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As for these, at this time Samian o0il is not in competition with that grown in
Attike,, but en augment to the home product.

lote that a parallel of sorts in Athens for what we have found in Samos in the

latter 4th century is provided by certain liquid measures of which the hanﬁles{wara

e

74
stamped with Athenian coin bypes. The shepe of these vessels is not knowm, only

small fragments have smen found; one way in which they differed from those bearing

Samian coin types is that the Athenien jars were glezed on the interior. A gcm.eLﬂ;w

75
_ impression (very fine) has been published with the Athenian coin-type stamps,

It was not found near the Tholos with the others, and the shape of the handle was

very different from that of the handles impressed with the coin types. UNevertheless
Ao

this small fragment may well{ba from an Athenien amphora, and it comes from a good

deposit of the third quarter of the 4th century in the Athenien Agora. It thus

adds,.as a gem or ring impression, something to an Athenian parallel for our

Havieras Samian group.

In contrast with Athens, Greek Egypt must always have besn a market for olive

Yl
Lot

0il, so that we find s=prudent Athanianﬁca?rying'a supply on his Egyptian trip to
76
cover local iEEE®] eXpPONSes. The Samian emphores published from Naukratis anc

Deaphnei (see above, note 42) are probably sufficient svidence of trads with Seamos

in the 6th century B.C, More explici® is a papyros of 259 B.C. listing & shipment
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77
of 0il to Alexendriea in Milesien and Symian jars (and half-jars). I heve at

present no cendidate for an amphora of Miletos of the 3rd centyry B.C., but offer

s G0 _ _

here one more picture of & possibly Semien shape,.see T2 .4, 15. The amphora the
N P‘é"-{

collector g¢s holfiffjgs stamped on one handle, see FHg~R, 16, A daplicate of this

Pe.
stamp has been added, B¥p.4, 17, becguse im~the=stEmp on the preserved amphora, the

- =1 . b Dl
wﬁm.ﬁ[a 1’\—"-_’}'»a o
device is mnot very clear, This stemp type is one of a series using the same device,
~
>
the prow of a galley, with some 2% (as now known) different names. A few of the
R s (‘)ﬂ ( {

S S t ')
types are circular but most are squarish reotangleaﬁwith the name along two txnxaxxng

(occasionally three) sides, and the prow often tilting upward as here, as though

riding a choppy sea. The prow in this series does not marksdly resemble that in

Wia
sar Haviaras stamps (Pl.1, 17-24) or that in the coins of Samos (Barron, pe6).

However there seoms to be no other state so closely identified with
Samos; the prow of the samaina was as Semian as the owl wes Athenian, according to
78

Plutarch's story of the branding of captives. So with all due reserve I suggest

jars of this class as the keramia Samia and/or the hemikadia Samia of the shipment of

259 B.,C. The shape is entirsly new to the Samian series as above proposed, a series
which had usually born some redation to the current Athenian shape (save in the late

5th - early 4th century). With its thick rolled rim set close above long (and rather

79
thick) handles, the new shape resembles that of some Pontic amphoras, Pl. 4; 15

[ 1
{

shows the only example of this elas%fof which more than a piece of handle and rim is
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;quite?pussibie
preserved. It seems prokmkdm that if it id Samien, and of the period of the ship-

mont, it is a hemikadion rather then a keramion, in which case the angular drawn-in

and . Rt ""( ‘ﬁw P S
body may once more be an adjustment of capacity, imxwkirkxrmzm the unit jar

on our preserved stamped jar
had a much fuller, more rounded body. Unfortunatelxmwe again lack the toe. For the

clay of the stamped handles: it is red, reddish or brown, sometimes fired greyish at
the core; it is eéarser than that of the earlier Samian (?) jars above identified,

and contains numerous white bits as well as mica in varying quantities. So far as can

be told by the naked eye, I think this could be a fortified version of the clay of
the earlier jars. The foreign distribution of the known fragments is not unlike +that
of the 6th century amphoras, that is, largely in Egypt and in the Black Sea area; but

only e single stamped handle of the prow zmrims class, so far as I know, has been

80 H
found in Samoe itself, It must be stated th%t the names known in these types have

only one correspondence 83

HBXEiNEIaXsprraspoNdnnden®d with the names on the coins listed by Barron, and even

81

in this case the form is apparently different. For dating the group, we have very

little context evidence, the best being at Tarsus and at the Athenian Agora, giving

82
in each case a terminus ante gquem in the early 2nd century B.C.

The letder forms of

for instance the type of ¥k Pl.4, 16 and 17 would I should suppose suggest a rather

earlier date.

On the whole, none of the evidence seems to exclude the proposed identification,
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The strongest point is undoubtedly the device, and the fact that it would be natural

to lebel a new shape in a known series by something so geneiiiif/;;sooiated with the

= - /
producing styte, on whose coins kxka prow continued to appear through the 3rd century

/N To—t
Ao R 2 gt
and later. she—se way, at an earlier period, a Chian eoinmtyp%iidentified a
83
new Chian shape.
X 1.V.69

At this point, capacity studies are needed, and I refret I have no figures at

ell for any of the containers here illustrated or for others 1like tham\ (hqfkghéh;&ﬂ
; : RoE\gaoREL

L |

. , A O

e I @gy@tg/ﬁggg/tigg/daw‘tp/gkisffhvesfikatfbnf. In the text of the papyros of 259 B.C.
(see above), as it has been restored, there is reference to conteiners claimed to be

'i of 18~choe capacity, but which the writer of the papyros reckons as actually 16-

choe jars. Even 16 is a large figure for the capecity of a Creek amphora. Using the

84
equivalent of the Attic chous, 3200 cc., 16 choes gives us 51,200 cc., or over 14

gallons, The largest capacities of which I have record among jars at the Agora

Excavations are those of three jars found each to hold about 45 liters, or about 14

85
Attic choes; two have been illustrased. We have however records of an amphors

c

= o s —

from the sea, now ithha National Wuseum, Athens, of which the measured capacity

86 &.. >

snows that it would have taken 16 (Attic) choes. A compariaén of photographs at
A

the same scale sugpests a capacity possibly as great as that of the National Museum
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jar for & restored amphore at the Agora, P 14179 (unpublished). As this latter
hes e context of late 4th to early 3rd century B.C., and as its top is rather

similer to that of the hemikadion (7) in Pl » 15, it is worth considering

8%
among cendidates to represent one of the (16-choe keramia of the papyros, and a

87
cepacity measurement should some deay be tried. Whoever investigates the text

of this papyros with relation to capacity figures of actual amphoras will no doubt

heve in mind also the evidence for the Samian (?) linear stendard as compared with
LA T S ety B,
the Athenien, the metric relief in Oxford in which, as it seems,'"the Attic foot
A

hes been subsequently engraved alongside the embodied Samien fathom,"| showing a

i

88—
ratio of 7 Attic feet to the Samian fathom5 or a 7 to 6 relationship between

88 \
Attic and Samian standards.

So far as the present article is concerned, here the metter must rest. Samien

‘o 7
amphora stamps have been presented, sece Pls. - » & series dated with goodf’

/}1 A *I-.—-fr(l :\ il \_
probabillty in the latter 4th century B.C., the basic group perhaps soon after

322 B.C., while a few associated items may be of the end of the century (9-16,

ALr LA

types with lion mask plus proper nemes). Some of the stamps in Pls., 7 ‘ﬂand >

s

are of interest from an ikonographlcal point of view, and some make their contri-
bution to art history, I have investigated what mey have been the dhape of the

amphoras on which :hese stamps were impressed, and the=stmpes of earlier and

later amphoras produced by the Semiens in the course of their history of meny



vicissitudes, while olive oil contihued to be carried abroad from Samos. The
chronology of this study of shapes has depended much on context of discovery of
jars and fragments from the Athenian Agora. The shapes presented in Figs. 1 and
2, and in P1, , retain interest whether or not all prove to have been made in
Samos .
Of these shapes, the latest illustrated returned us to the Haviaras family.,
« ek d)

In Pl. ,» 15, Demosthenes Haviaras sits in k&x outdoor study at his home in the

upper town of Syme. On the table beside him is Dumont's Inscriptions Ceramiques

lying L
de Grece; one can seo its stiff back pagesﬂopen at Pl, #Ff, Under the table is
pas Sibly :,1 LS _-}FIL_'\.- l};/- (S0 B f_‘-l..a-t.f{- '(E\. J
a Rhodian amphora; perhaps the collector did nob rooogn ze it as such, since

- —

Dumont kgz;§j’ls misleading on the Rhodien shape; bp{i£y14ieu

= l\(,_,._hf, ih_n.
From tLis background Nikitas and Michael Havieras went eway to school in Semos,
whence the one brought back his unique group of Samian stamps here presented.

Pl, » 17 may remind us of what is owed to the other son, since it is part of

~ ‘
! ]

in Alexandria &) Lt wench Hananias
the great collectioqaaﬂshin;pupil Lucas Benaki, Through the generations the

scholarly pursuit of these minor monuments has built up for us a coral island of

Llﬂ\k 4 JLL J{‘ fl
sma.ll but solid bits of fact. And in the meenwhile to iﬁs addicts db—haswmet

o A _‘\"_r_, B b

taiEwd to provide a refuge for the attention in the midst ofdoppreésive circums=

]
1 |

s

< = - N, :\_.'_.l:_,;w.. . £
stancaiﬁ P
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Catalogue of Samian Stamped Amphore Handles

In the following catalogue, items from the Haviaras collection, which consti=
tute the great majority, are cited by numbers preceded by X. See note 23 above .
I owe descriptions and meadurements of the Hemiaras handles to iirs. Petropoulakou.
Measurement figures given are width by thiclness of the handle (or for mors frag-
mentary pieces only one of these dimensions) taken at the pimem point where it is

stamped, and given in fractions of a meter. A few inventory numbers of handles

found 1n the German excavations on Samos are cited; on these, soe abova, note 25,

(B2 oA - re e i.? TR aArs (__Gﬁ Q} =2 i e e ¢ 3
. : 7 a.m '/ ;}i’l’\-mx )?v-_
T{\\Hfdfﬁiaiaﬁgfkérg/ihr%ic19566/“°A_ ndle-now-tHoupht to be-Samian,

l-fmm-*%/f

wh&xg/;r’i%mﬁéﬁf;hund. No doubt mor%4w111 be identified in the course of time.
_

Considered but not included this time was Xgoxm SS 11336 from Agora deposit
J 11 : 1 (4th century to ca, 340 B.C.). This has two small stampe, one a mono-

gram, the other apparently a lion mask in a rectangular frame, rather resembl ing

and the lion has teeth
{save that the frame is not beadoée the lion masks on certain Eminzx»fxklexix

Samien coins of the late 6th century, cf. Barron, pls. IV and V. Phigxikmmx

kaudtmxx The clay of this handle contains fine particles of mica, but it is pale
buff all through, on the surface and on the breaks, which distinguishes it from

that of the handles listed below,

A, Handles stemped with Samian coin devices, 1-27, Pl, 1.

Al e

"'H“" —
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1-4, imprescions of probably the same die

.3
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Catelbgue of stamped handles from Semos
Q@k\a// 4 e /

Handles stamped with Semian coin devices, found in Semos, Kos, Felle in
Me.cedonia, Naukratis, Memphis and in the Benachi collection, probably from Alex-
and ria ° 1-2? °

AA

1-4, impressions of probably the same die, forepart of bovihe animal right,

within a pi-shaped frame; +the animal appears to have a hump; its right foreleg is

oA '.‘-'--};fift‘_ ":J--A e
bent back; above the frame, letters? possiblxmﬁE,retrograda. 1-2, Benachi coll-

ection (of 1, dimensions 0.038 by 0.02, clay reddish buff with fine particles of

e Cﬂ g f= % P PR a e S
8) lece b (AT, |

mica especially at surface, remains of cream slip, greyish cofz\; B3-4, Samos (X 442,

a dim example, ;
0.032 by 0,018, light red cley; X 445, 0.055 by 0.015, resd clay; Agtis not illustratsd

D

¥

5-16, various types with lion mask, i.e. the skin of the head.

445
5,6, rectangular without letters. Samos (X 484, 0.041 by 0.02, fed clay, mica

on surface; X 446, 0.037 by 0,014, fine red clay).

7, circular without letters. Samos (X 484, 0.033 by 0,013, at surface buff
with micae).

8, circular, possibly with HPAZ inscribed below the mask. Samos (Heraion I 841,

from the excevations of the Germen Archaeological Institute in Athenss 0,035 by 0.01%

]

Y? ;}%:\reotangular with TIMZ ? below the mask: Benachi colloctionq\(ﬂ‘J,
o

FN o

micaceous reddish buff clay, grey-buff at core)




12-16, rectangular with AIONY/ZIKAEOYZ down left and across bottom of stamp

below the mask: K Benachi collection,(M 280, RXRERXXXXXEX 0,045 X 0.,023; M 563, 0,046
Z\ y

X 0,024; both of finely micaceous russet buff clay with a few white bits); Jﬁaukr&tiqg
f\ :
A5,
iix(ﬂritish Museum 1955, 9-20, 72, fine reddish baff clay, smooth surfaco);,qKosh;ii

(no. 220 of a provisional inventory); ’&ﬁ, Pella (A 1743).

17-24, various types with prow of ship.
Vi

}?-}9, with ZA above, end HPHE below, and prow right: }3, Memphis, excavations
of the University of Pennsylvania in about 1920 (29-71-56, M 1912; smally broad
handle nearly all preserved, height about 0.116; finely micaceous russet buff clay,

greyish at core); 18, 19, Samos (X 491, 0.032 X 0.015, micaceous light red clay,

I

Ll,r.?_i-[’_l L/f; : '-’}"n..

surface yellowish; X 475, 0,030 X 0.014, derk red clay; idontifieatio%xof X 475

not quite certain);

below, and prow left:
20-21, with ZA above, no 1attsrglhuiuxx Samos (X 474, width 0,035 xmExmixyxgrayx

nkxenrx, X 471, 0,034 X 0.013; both with red clay grey at core)

22-23, with uncertain letters above and prow left: Samos (X 472, 0,034 X 0,02,
derk red clay with lighter surface, somewhat micaceous; X 499, 0.0EE~§J8.017; rad
clayj} it is not entirely certain that the two examples are from the same die)

24, without letters, prow left: Samos (X 473, 0,035 X 0.02; dark red clay,

surface buff)



I Y6

256-27, impressions of the same die, facing bust of Hera wearing necklace,
/f
(s
enclosed in pi-shaped frame, letters to right and left réadlng, retrogzade, HE( =

26, 26,
Beéachi collection, probably from Alexendria (of 25, dimensions 0.041 X 0,023; the

handle bends down abruptly after a very short top; micaceous russet buff clay,

.f' f‘-"ﬁ
R e e S e VY
yellower at surface, light greyish at corﬁl °7 Samos (X 2% 0,033 X 0,014, red

clay)

c B & A F S
; Pmacoiied i = . i P _A .,.,._..."
F ; /J'all found in Samos, éwr " N T ¢ XK g L j
{5, liiscellaneous;)\28- 7+

and veil
28-29, impressions of the same die, cult statue wearing polos, standing on

TR ,N
w

reised =
\Taso, holding from each hand? a hanging knotted fillet with tassel; +the lower

part of the bofy is enclosed in a sort of sheath below the hem of which the feet
&5 3 It ia g ‘_.G

appear; on the body, no indication of drapery fo ds, or of anatoulcal features,

(X 502, 0.037 X 0.019; X 501, 0,037 X 0.,012; of both, red clay with micaceous

crean surface)

~§9‘ female head right, turreted, with letter bete preserved i below, left.

(X 493, thickness 0,02, dark red clay)

81-33, ear of graingwith bee in upper right corner and in lower left corner,
uncertain device upper left (lower right corner never pressrved)., (X 457, 0,038 X

0,018; Fighkxxadxedmyy X 456, 0,035 X 0.02; X 458, 0,037 X 0,017; all three have

light red clay, and X 457 is particularly short-topped)




-4 - h 432

E&, three ears of grain, with bee. (X 488, 0,035 X 0,019, hard red clay with

little mica)

35, insect, bee? (X 450, 0,036 X 0,018, red clay).
A : =
;_’iﬁf__.:, —— i?; ,/'\».\-‘f.(.uil. . ls_‘,)

36, 37, amphora., (X 482, 0,034 X 0.015, clay brown at core, yellowish surface;

‘QA/

X 481, 0,045 X 0,019, micaceous dark red clay). ROy xS _

impressions from two different dies,) red
38, 39, /jug. (X 461, 0.031 X 0.018, micaccougqclay, brown at core; X 462, 0.031

5|
X 0,019, dark brown clay greyish at core).

40, kantharos. (X 459, 036 X 018, dark red clay)

f}, kantharos,with letters right and left, ®A retrograde? (X 460, 0,030 X

0.016, red clay)

f?, kanthares,with letters left and right, AI ? (Heraion, I €563; large handle,

measurements not available)

‘éﬁ, vase with 1id (incense burner?), with possible letter alpha right. (X 503,

] e
. 0.04 X 0,018, micaceous dark red clay) i - \\\\\
i - X My -
' 3 019
B5Q, star. (X 494, 0.042 X 0.019, brown clay with mica at surface) \\\\\
/ 45
44, unidentified device (X 480, 0.03 by 0.013)
46, unidentified device (X 500, 0,037 by 0.016; dark red
elay)
/ 4
4%
(X 505, 0,044 by 0.,018; red clay,

/

47, unidentified device

dark surfece)

o o
e L;j] LTy et oo {goe-alno t}:_j‘ below) \

44,45, linpressions from different dies, letter alpha (X 496, 0,035 X 0.0

radXEARFEXAARAERNEEX A oWk K RxEur ARy X 497, 0.036 X 0.017; of both, hard red clay,

yellowash at surface with mica)

o lotter gamma. (X 495, 0,036 X 0.018, micaceous red clay)

it

P {1 |
/k;: JAY (X ,0.035 X 0,013, yellowish claey with mica at surface)
e
. impressions from two different dies, ) C/ Yo
. monogram )@ a X ui il |

A 1o ééb %E’ ABHOETHR

Tigani, Semos, from /
T,nfxthiHEXQQXations of the German Archaeological

tamped; preserved
b 2
oy

or prdfile of ﬁ?\tl 567), see Pl, ;

Insbitute, top of jar witW both handles preserved, only one s

height of fragment, 0,017; I
\ o 7 \ B
| ne. ! ; thié\ijact has been published, see W. Technau, opescit., p. 63, no. V 4,
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<:: : ‘Impressions apparently from engraved rings. All from Samos, Havieras collection.
" A

_—
e
By
¢
N

R

54-56, Athena in fighting attitude, mikkx facing right, with shield on left

A

shoulder andllance ready in raised right hand (&t appears to pacs behind her head); tI
left arm is not seen, hence it is the outside of the suield that is shom s  theres is

little or no indicaetion of the aegis, but thn garment clings to the body; "a swallow-

N S P e T S

| tailed wrap is worm over the shoulder, : L- Bﬂaﬂﬁn‘a The DGV’lQP“°B£1;E;£££Ea>31&ck'
the of

a/\hefa a‘bh a c/fx 4th\'c/e:tu:1y B.C. ))
\ E!éi!é 4 Berﬁ/\;ly a.nd/ goleSf fm"‘ﬁs—dﬁa 5885 that the Tigure is x%

standlng, not strifing, and there is a base-line below the feet. (X 467, 0,038 by
0.018, hard red clay, micaceous at surface; X 466, 0.037 by 0,018, red clay; X 487,
0.037 by 0,017, hard red clay.)

seals

Mr. Boardman gives us references to two gems with a similer subject: G.M.A. Rirks

Richter, Metropoliten Museum of Art, Catalogue of Grmmkx Engraved VYems, Gresk, Etruscar

and Roman, Rome, 1956, pl. XXV, no.143; and H. Hoffmann end P.H.Pavidson, Gresk Gold

aixD
Jewelry from the Age of Alexander, Mainz, 1965, p.257, fig.117. ﬂ!nxthnxnxxxnmmunxtr;:

wikhxLfootnokuxE®x He remsrks also on the fairly narrow bezel of the ring which

impressed 54-56 as an archaizing festure.

% 5

See also above, commentary text whth footnotquq; ——htae ,qu ?/

‘Fa.l’

A e
"?I ¥
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Y a

57, Pan (%), goat-headed, s.parently wearing a cloak, behind him a large thyrsos

with ribbon bow and streoamers. He sesms to be sitting (on rough ground? on a river
R
(both visible).
bankQ) with human knees drawn up, and shins that end in cloven hoovaﬁ1\ He sssms to

\
be working on something before him, possibly s reed or reedsFrom.whioh he will make
his syrinx, (X 452, 0.032 by 0,019, hard red clay),

L b

For Pan with goat head and feet but human knees, cf. R. Herbig, Pen, Frankfurt,

1949, pl IV, 2 and 3, and text p.55; & bronze statuette from Olympie, dated after 430

MS"‘ "

B.C. by Kunze- pl.XXXV, 1, the Pan Painter's Ptn, cf. J.D.Beazley, Der Pan-Maler,

Berlin, 1931, p1.2;/\?erbig's pl.VII, 1 and 3, show figures entirely human except—that -

they have cloven hooves. lione of these figures is seated.
\_.r/
It should be stated that Mr. Boardman is dubious about what is to be seen in

this stamp; he suggests that there may be confusion due to a slip in the setting

of the stamp, or even a flaw in it.

—h 2 P g el S oY CTEE S N S

& ,;—-' 2
1,._& Noaaskd

. sret ) L2

-.II-.-H:-:;/"-‘\ f r ‘ A J) == . -\‘r, & ‘ A ] = /(} ,)l \
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Berlin, 1931, pl.2. Professor Evelyn Harrison has called my attention to the
Yo
Fans of the Niobid Painter, T.B.L. Webster, Der Niobidemaler, Leipzig, 1935,
N

ol M {3—) L ln_z./)
pl. 15,}cf. text p. 18; these have horans onﬁhuman heads and hooves below

M"‘Lj -:f'/* :!}_j

human knees. Herbig's pl.VII, 1 and 3, show figures enyirely human except
‘.}*—

T

thyt they have cloven hooves, Nine of these figures is seated.
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small  image
64, 65, nude male figurs before aPCult figuxx (?) indistinctly impressed,
S e A \

snd incompletely preserved, to the right; <the men's-left hand is curled intoc a fist

and seems to hold something like the end of a cord; he looks up to where his right

his that his
nand is raised; xkm arched back suggests xkr feet (not preserved) were braced

paunchiness
against a pull; the stoutness of the figure was perhaps for comic effect (X 470,

dark
0.029 by 0,015, hard red clay, buff at surface; X 468, 0.033 by 0,016, hard light

red clay, buff at surface).

It is supgested (see above, p. ) that this type illustrates the legend

~bre>
connected with the Samian festival Tonaia which we Imow from lenodotos of Samos

I

through Athenaios.






. -
=

6%, seated Herakles (?), apparently with club in front and mmiwmx perhaps with

quiver behind his shoulderq (X 485, 0.033 by 0,014),

fr s S / N I, p a,'_,._j‘z,_ =
i . | & O a A i j L ‘ ‘-... . / :
= S 1 iy, C P A L | T é’“fr e
S =

( A

Ebfﬁwinged flguro looking into a Chian amphorm? (X 469, 0.035 by 0.016; brown

clay, darker at surface) ,

_ J
5 | g ‘/ \ [/V—"\ / {ﬂh
P v [ { s = L o~
Eu d: (P_ LY (e ot C@,ki «y = = Lb 040 (rnr,
- WA ¢ 5 ,_58’ siren (7) with head thrown back, in profile right) (X 449, fxR4k by .
Vs
0.015; haxgxxasdxedxys X 448, 0.041 by 0,02; both, hard red clay),
--fxﬁﬁkf'- = ;
\_.f@E a iwsight on right foot,

G2 —63 frontperhaps
,59‘/5@’ drgped femsle figure, standing thres-quarsérs Imfky playing with a

bird on the ground bdlow her right handg (X 453, 0,034 by 0,019, hard red cleys

X 486, 0,034 by £xif 0,016) -

Cd 3 nude

,ﬁi, 62, elderly male votary before a pmxmx#xz! cult figure; his left hand

holds & cane (?), his right hand is rgiseqfin salutation before a herm or other

. primitive figure to the right, (X 468, 0.033 by 0.016, hard light red clay, buff

f:t” : at surface; X 470, 0.029 by 0,015, hard dark red clay, buff at surface).

- . - .'. \I
=3 (o

k 8%, nude male figure stooping (?) 1eft3ﬂ' (X 441, 0.036 by 0,017; red clay

with a little mica)




o e

‘Gdf uncertain figure, possibly a satyr facing left, E 465, 0,036 by 0,018,
g*

light red clay)

= ey Ny
. e [ it s e
68 TN 3
,65‘ bearded head w;th;hat or-orcwn,ﬂfaeang—rlght"'lK 451, 0,032 by 0,017, hard
)
red clay)

69

~667, head right (X 463, 0,081 by 0,013, hard light red clay)

1o

~67, helmeted head (?) left, possibly xxi¥x with letters IA below.

(X 454, 0,033 by 0,019, red clay)

] . _'" | 2 . o'l AL At L. A / =
et (= i ) k% /?
‘:{.’ !'.'2' \V‘/\'J.
aﬁﬁj'§93 grape~cluster o (X478, 0,031 by 0.016, red clay; X 479,

thickness 0,014, light red at core, buff at surface)

b \

‘:[-:3 PO B O W
0, cornucopia (?) between uncertain devices. (X 455, 0.037 by 0.018, harg

red clay)
Ty foreleg
—Z:}-; head end foxwpmw of lion, right, Coim type of Knidos. X 447, 0,037

by 0.022, hard red clay)

Ty
f&; composite fruit (?); the relative size of stem end globules suggests

something like a blackberry rather than a cluster of grapes., (X 483, wiftk thick-

ness /0,02, red cley, cream surface)

=
-~



SN

16 SN Jaaarthr :
78, unidentified text tAramaio?)-

dark brown at surface)

- e et

74, monogram, perhaps of Herea.

[ 4,

.g6

I et

(X 464, 0.032 by 0.013; hard red clay

(X 477, 0.036 by 0.015)

! -\
_/\ I\w }":\r‘ 3 - “:i/‘\ : ]
T TV T,
| /\M‘\ { ‘
e / <) \_,\r
e : :
e \ ¢
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\_Catalogue—of éﬁ#horaS?ana fragnnnts illustrated.i

Plv4 and Fig.l

’ ,ﬁ& Harion, Cyprus, Tomb 83, 3; see px#RFyx& SCE II, p.423, 93 ofs P:417; figs

\.- Bhﬂ.rp but -f.f-\, Ir‘:\.\ A
181 (finds in situ); also ibid. pl. CXXXII4(83,3) for a large PhUtOgraphqqot in pro-

file; end see SCE IV, 2, fig.LVII, no. 25 for an outline drawing. The amphora s

early
assigned to the second burial period of its tomb, called garly Cyoro-Archaic II, see

SCE II, p.424, and the snd of Cypro-Archaic I is dated "shortly after 570 B.C.",

Cyprus lMuseum in
see IV, 2, p.467, The jar is in thgqﬂicosia, and IxpweExkkExphokograpkxt® was phote-

1952
graphed for me in XRb& by the Department of Antiquities, by kindness of A.H.S. liegaw,

then Director of Antiquities.

Ht, 0,55 (8ee SCE II, p.423).

{,\.,__ Lenanad l\; .

I ¢%a.XFA P /- Agora Excavations, P 24869, from well deposit Q 12 : 3 (listed Agora X, p.
|

cf. Hesperie XXIV, 1955, pp. 62~66
68; the deposit contained no figured ware later than 490 BiCd; cfe Agora XIT, now

~ 0.56; :
—~ in press). Ht. Rx0%%; diam. 0.37; handles 0,037 by 0.021, with ht. ca. 0,11, De-

T

1t a("s- [Jz\ T
A GU — )
tails of shaps, see Fig, I; notnasllght offset at base of nesk, slight taper of

neck downward, finger impressions at the base of the handles, and the fact that the

inside of the bottom of the jar falls below the top of its foot as seen from the out-

side. Clay pinkish buff, micaceous, with vestiges of a light slip (?) ldke a bloom.




Meat:

e

.u___ﬁhhﬁﬁmﬁ

(4 .XII.68)

1.5%

The indide is smeared near the mouth.

- 3

’! and photographed home
/é From the sea (7), seen}.\in October 1958 in the kwusa of Angela Andounousou

in Tigeni (now Pythagoreion), Samos, where it had been in use for drinking water
&_uf ot .L.. ot ’ | é’ FonSilaste . S0
4 : PENEVE 3 fladoy = n 1958 ©

for three years./wiﬁfbwh nu«gbﬁ\ '\IG"@B‘}: «34.¢)7 Ht. 0.589. Notau/las having sma.ll

-" i Uil SR V. PR Ao R

thin handles, a somewhat worn ring toe, and a graffito lsgsilon?) at the center of

' the shoulder; it was said also to have had letters in paint, at first. Note in the

- ~ 7 S
Gt w (_‘_)(- DRI % S _‘ 5 =S g ¥ N | g T {- f ."'-;
S LA

photograph slight offsets below the rim and probably nesr -bho base of the neck.

—~—

Fpp graffiti on amphora fragments in Semos, cf., Technau, p. 30, with fig.22,

. Agore Excavations
AP

P 21984 a and b,\top of jar and Jco‘a of possidbly the same
_ ~the conte

s of which are —\—
. 8till considered to date ca, 460-440 B. C.
jar, from AZS¥® well deposit\N 7 5,, The P pottery from this well as a whole
\ >
description and illustr.
has been published by C. Boultier, see Hesperia XXII, 1953, pp. 59-115; f‘or/@ 21984)\

v ]

ibid,.
ses Graco apud Boultar,\p. 108 akd pl. 40, no. 1674nd for a drawing of the toe, p.103,

gl > fig.5, Hendles, 0,042 by 0,019 and\O 044 by 0.018; ht #, ca. 0,125,



. .-s}:‘.' a3 e |‘gq

Ny f For details of the top and toe of this jar, and for a tentative general

restoration, see Fig. 1. The shape as dravn hes been suggested by that of an

(from the sea, covered with marine depos:.t) 1 ; Aot
amphOf?ﬂphotographed in 1952 in the storage of the museum of Eretris in Beéeﬁte

(Unfortunately this jar was not measured at the time it was photographed, and, its =%
storage having since baan chb{nged, I have not yet succeeded in locating it.) Wote

in i’e grooves below the rim, the taper downward of the neck, the fact that the inside

of the bottom of the jar (as in &)) falls below the top of the foot as sesn from the outt

part of
gides (A slight m indentation foll the 1i
\ g i 0 cwsf\ he line of the base of the neckg M%W
- - on
[ sExmRAxxx not shown.) There are no fing;‘e__r impressions mk the lower attachments of J
the handles. The clay is very much like that of be ‘“irliceal {. afan i B
bl
A OS, | AAE,
— A+ o :—3_ 2"’\
= : y Vi
/{. Agora Excavations P 18988, from &g well deposit C 19 : 9, filling dated
£ FF. 2 0.039

- ca. 425-400 B.C., cf. Agora XII., Ht. 0.691; diem. 0,334; handles ©%2 and 0.042
by 0.02, with ht. ca. 0.16. Details of shape, see Fig. 1 ; note a skight offset at

xkX the base of the neck (which does not taper downward); no finger impressions em the

— 1 7

lower attachments of the handlas. e coll ar-like toe res,s?nblrs on the outs:.de that

) WA Ay bteo = &Y A Bl

) =] :

',q 5,42 \

( 8.8 seen
of d and I suggest that here

1s0 tha inside dipped f’Balow the top of, %he collar on

X
ble havin4 been/filled with plaster,

[ The reddish clay has white bits, as in d; but very little mica., " . A =

_— If-._-
.I 'r‘t- :

the outside, but the inside bottom is not
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pa.
P

ye _"\ V/ S
G o an N in Oxford W
/f. Reverse of silver coin of Ssmog, trihemiobol, Barron, pl.XVI, no.4b; cf.
ibid.,
catadogue p. 198, and text, p.7l. 482=420-B.C. U L
i e
o \»ﬁ‘f.;‘
trihemiobol,
7’ g. Reverse of silver coin of Samos in the BRITiSH Museum,psee British Museum
A
Catalogue, Ionia, pl. XXXV, no.9, and cf. Barron, p.198, no.Sa‘{ .&m.
> Arru— 1,‘_,,5:_:_ G R; - > sl "
]‘ 2 4 -] v ] P
' & Yosonr—pt 5 N - W { ’fru-— el Acs

3 . ;. rS P, W f;/‘\_. i F 4

L Eva b7 58 =
- M&nﬁ Barron, pl. £VIt 110wer-vﬁ—gh—t-e»eme~p el

S 2 AZ/(T'. L \,14"1_;., é_ P ._.l

o /‘{\?’_ F7v | > s | € ’-hi-'.. e 2 |15 :\ thare A
WAla | Basron.,—pp—73-and-99; dae proposeds” if 05,0, egory)
/\\J\ '\'- .
) O 5.
" /2/. Stamp on handle of Semian (?) amphora, mgmmix impressed 01}1;2@\_0{‘ the fore~
£ ’14 v-

> going catalogued of stamped handles, which see for description. ez Le




= bt = lb(

, Samos, I 567 from excavations
{ ¥+ Kestro, Tigani, SuNSEFXSEBAXTXEA¥ALIVHS of the German Archasological

AN
\
5 Institute before 1929. One handle bears a monogram stamp, which is 53 of our
cetalogue of Spmian stemped handles, illustrated in Pl. 2. Preserved ht. of frag-
Note mushroom rim,
| ment, 0.017. /\Rather short=topped handles, slight taper of neck toward shoulder.
¥ : b Bl PR { 7 — A s el A
Fine red clay. = [L/;:»’f L S o Crash s IS SEIE Ny / -4«.M.-_§._L_.-- on %
o
~ ' 7 A (s e e e ————— \-\
{ r"_-__:____,____._ ---‘j“ - I’i JJ ..\\ t..-,._ == |
S e I S Y
1y P | { — building operations -in [} ££2 R S ; ; -
- lj. g P 7
k) ¥, Fregmentary amphora found inARhodes in 1964; temporery inventory number,
fi g .

MZ 493. Preserved ht. 0. 725; diem. 0.492; handles 0,044 by 0.022. Note mushroom

rim, very short-topped handles, taper of neck toward shoulder. Clay yellowish at

(l*[-";
surface, One handle bears a stamp of oval shape as from an engraved ring; it is
A

Toraeed= (] 'r:u,__ Parigs {;&l;‘" A s ey '“: ~ el A
perhaps e head; mgémm 9,

-
| % Amphora with prow stemp in the collection of Demomthenes Haviaras in Syme,

A

The collector holds his emphora. Photograph taken before 1922. Of the amphora.,

preserved ht, O0.7773 diam. 0,35, One handle bears a stamp with prow device: see

{6
é Stemp on handle of 1. TIAYZ/IMA around prow,

; =

. ’ e N
,J\I' Duplicete of m, on & handle in the Bana.&hi collection, Alexendria (Sam ABC 7,

in which the device is more fully impressed,

P i \
T —————
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- 55 = \ A T L S1AT O e

f

: & i Al e ——
,-’ ! =% Q Far s - .
Documentetion of items in Pl. , amphoras and amphora fragments tentatively

identified as illustrating the Samien container shape from the early 6th to the

= L b L
Srd century B.C.; also amphoras representied in Samian coins =f the 5th century

ol
Cea,

.,,1,_#4,___«:,!. L
I«_J_.'-(- B \ 1

B.C. (nos. 6,7,8) a.ndﬁaiz), and in e Samien stampg (n0.10). Note that nos. 2, 4,

Co el
e =L o E
apd 9 mere photegraphed in Samos., e i e R

1, Marion, Cyprus, Tomb 85, 3; SCE II, pe423, 3; cof.p.417, fig.181 (finds
in situ); also ibid., pl.CXXXII (83,3) for a large photograph, sharp but the jar
is not in prefile; and see SCE IV,2, fig.LVII, ne.25, for an outline drawing. The
amphora is assigned to the second burial period of its tomb, called early Cypro-
Archale II, see SCE II, p.424, and the end of Cypro-Archaic I is dated “shortly after
670 ,B.C.5" see IV, 2, p.467. The jar is in the Cypris Museum in Nicosia, and was
photographed for me by the Department of Antiquities, by kindness of A.H.S. Megaw,
then Director of Antiquities,

Hbts 0455 (see SCE II, p.«423).

r. in December 1968 in Pythagpreien (Tigeni)
20 fYrom the Eea, sesn and photographe%/\gt the home of Katina Gerani ,inxRazanbaxx

/--i".rf {
18€8xx®x  whe l's old it to me at a generously low price %®» so that it could be given

.-) ¥
ot liad e GET ey

to the museum eof Pythagoreion, where it now is. l‘\Ht.. 0,434; diames 0.27; of khwxhmwiie

the handles, width by thickness 0.032 X 0,019, 0,031 X 0,017 end height 0,07, 0.075,
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o2

On the emphora ikzmg itself, though not in the phetograph,
An offset is clear at the base of the neck; the body inside comes down below the uppe

edge of the toe as seen from the outside.

3, Agora Excavations, P 24869, from the lowest part of well deposit Q 12 : 3
(cf. H,A.Thompson, Hesperia XXIV, 1955, pp.62-66, preliminary notice on the well;
it contained no figured pottery later than 490 B.C., according to the listing in

0056;

Agora XII), Ht. fx0%fy diem. 0,37; handles 0,037 X 0,021, with hte ca. 0,11. For
details of shape, see Fig. 2, 4; note grooves below Xhw rim, slizht offset at base
of neck, slight taper of neck downward, finger impressions at base of handles, and the
fact that the indide of the bobtom of the jar falls below the top of its foot as

seen from the outside., Clay pinkish buff, micaceous, with vestiges of a light slip(?)

like a bloom. The inside is smeared near the mouth.
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i]lustrafad). See above, note 62. 1 em obliged to Mr, M.J.Price for the photograph.

I e

8, Cast of reveree of silver coin of Samos in Berlin, trihemiobol, Barron, pl.

XVI, 2e. Cf, ibid., catelogue p.198 and text, p.7l., See above, note 62. I em

obliged to Mr. Barron for the photograph. T

in Tigani (now Pythagoreion)

9. From the sea, seen and photographed in October 1958 at the home of Ourania

t

Bouza imxPigEmix{npwxEykungoreiony

Ehoughx
Ht, 0.74. For details of shape of & similar jar (or parts of twe such), see

Fig. 3, 3; the development of certain features, e.g. the slightly longer and more

N
e o e Y

curving handles, and the slightly longer and more flaring toe, suggest that Pl,
A

i B e

A

is aX a little later thankFig. B

10, Stemp on handle of Samian (?) amphora, impressed on EE,Of the foregoing

catelégue of stamped handles, which see for description. 20851

11. Kastro, Tigani (now Pythagoreion), I 567 from exeavetions of the “ermsn
Archaeclogieal Institute before 1929,
Preserved ht. of fragment, §,017; of handle to the left, width by thbekness
0,038 X 0,022, and ht, ca. 0.135€(imndle teo the right, which had been glued in
plece, was out of place in Decmmber 1968.), Nete mushroom rim, neek that tapers

slightly to an abrupt artieulation with the sheulder, shert-tepped, non-rising

s 95
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hgndles that draw in a bit below, i.e. they are fairly parallel to the neck.
Clay fine, dark reddish buff, with some white bits, and a little mica on visible

patches of the surfece. Stemped on one handle (the one now preserved), om the

(see~P1. /’)
outside of the curve, with a/m6nogram stamp, which . bs 55 ~of qgr catalogue of Samien

rd \
\
2 o

catq&ogue textmf6/‘referance P ti"#;g#
stemped handles ;- soe iixxﬂxxli:!wszmxxrih::nxn to a p?evioua publieation of the

. / N __"__,-—"'_'
stemp, /

12, Obverse of bronze coin of Samos in the British Museum, Sir H. Weber Coll.*

6308, €f. Barron, p. 73, note 16,[a list of examples of this series, another of which

this coin, and k»
(Paris 2363], he tells me) to the Tr. of the Bre M. for permission to Pe
,/\he illustrates in his pl, XVII, lower right hand corner. I em obligei\fo Mr. M.J. A

Price for the photograph. 3 3 1.

13,ﬂi§$ Rhodes, Archasological Service, temporary inventory number M3 493,

by
found in building operations in the oity of Rhodes in 1964 .
X

Preserved ht. (e little more than shows in Pls , but the bodtom is missing),
0,725, diam, 0.,492; hyndles 0.044 X 0,022. Note mushroom rim, very short-topped

handles, taper of neck toeard shoulder. Cley yellowish at surface,

14, Impression as from an engraved ring on one handle of 13, set on the out-

facing
side of the eurve, Represented is perhaps a\head' mich of the surface of the stemp

seems to be eroded, I am greatly obliged to Mr. Konstentinopoulos for habing this
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\K o/ $ _-"Ii'oo'bnotas to SAMIAN article

NIKITA A. XABIAPAZ, "SNZPPATISTOI AABAI APXAION ZAMIAKSN AMOOPEGN," MIKPAZIATI-
A AD T_
KOF HMEPOLIOZ 1911, pp. 3-6.

A

2
See Year Book of the American Philosophical Society for 1959 (1960), p«475;

fmgx:nmmmf‘xmhnn
ibid. for 1964 ,’\{1965), pp. 518-522; archaeologx 19 1866, pp.aéG—JGB' there are

"l~|' ¢ A

5%

*  further notes in mﬁzvmmmmmﬁj%fﬁxglomtim

™

’ T tr'/ P S !I : il ;’
Archeologique de Delos, Vol.27, L'Ilot de la Madson des Comediens, AOY-in-presys, !
F (_ .(’ e ’.;, == 3\ F g ) . = 2 ¥’ { J . Vil AA (s r;. ' .
A2 L A ' A D L B ] - b 5 . ] .' 1
— S J l'
v
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v

Pl e
(\(\ /_: \3

La Statuaire Archaique et ClassiBue, Liege, 1949, pp.176-192, on Artemis of Ephesos

/2

and pp. 146-147 on the hanging fillets of Asiatic goddesses., For a gem with the

’ figureof the Ephesian, ses He. Thiersch, Artemis Ephesia, Berlin 1935, pl. XLVEI.

v

For a similar figure identified as Artemis Leukophryene, cf. British tuseum Catalogue

Mrss Petropoulakou has called my att. to
of Coing, XEOx Ionia, pl.19, no.5 (coin of Magnesia after 190 B.c.}./yggg comment

on the type of the Oriental goddess, in connection with a new acquisition in the
/ e
Bostom Museum of Fine Arts, see derermﬁule, ?'in The -Classical Journal, 63, 1967,
e

b . DPe58-59, and .56, fig.8.

A BAAN \(‘ 0 " Q
I owe my acquaintance with Lacroix's book, along with ;Iugsiiﬁnr suggestions
P
N PP ¥ 2 —~

=)
§5§4@uéb_§ndﬁur§g6%pﬁt, to frofessor Evelyn B. Harrison. She is;not responsible

for any unattributed opini¥ons in this article.

14 J
See British HMuseum Catalogue lonia, ple. 37, 2 (cf. Head~Hill, pl.48, 16},

period of Gomodusj.

L

15 y Ve £y .
This was one o Professor Harrison's sugge¥ions. On garments worn by the

Semian goddess, see (. Michel, Recueil d'inscriptions grecques, Brussels 1900,

P.678, no, 832, an inventory of the temple of Hera, dated 346/5 B.C. (by en archon

in Samos and by the Athenian archon Archias). I owe the reference to Professor

Henry S. Robinson,
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footnotes - 5bis . S5

A ( i/
16
Anabasis, V, 3, 12,

i 18 /
7 . )
¢ Cf. Head-Hill, pl. 20, 54, cof. text, p. 36 (Salamis, Cyprus, 551-332 B.C.)

3
‘ pl. 28, 17, cf. text, p. 51 (the same city, 331-310 B.C.); pl.34, 30, cf. text, e

60-61 (Sinope, 220-183 B.C.); - pl.34, 34, cf. text p, 61 (Marathos, Phoenicie, 279 B.a

p1.40, 15, of. text p. 72 (Smyrna, 190-133 B.C.). l
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v

e

Chineware actually from Chine was commonly stocked in gmkmx General Stores

WMan (o f {L MR o f

in Middle Western America sixty years 8ago, &s I have been informed by &7 who

— I ; A »4. K'-_.\_E.«f -
renembe 78 1 aB . Ghlld p.‘ayrng; ﬂlth thﬂ W ‘Q‘ A, (; (:'-‘\_.«...-{!‘_, [ % ) i ‘.’(_?

- — '- i rc‘l Lr‘-
On "Vase Saw1a,“ see F 0. ﬁaage Antiquity XI, 1937, pp.46-55; mnumerous passagos

= &
from Latin authors are assembled on Ppeb4=55, Cf, M, Rostovtze?f, SEHIV, Oxford

.1478-9 o
1841?P$xiifﬂ, note 66, for further references; also H. Goldman and ?;hors, Tarsus I,

~largely
Princeton 1950, pp.186-187 (F.F.Jones). These publications are partly concernsd

with the possibility of identifying an archasologically known ware with the "Samian"

<3
of the Romens. On this question, see further below, note FZe .

-0

-

o

Mr. Boardmen writes (2.XII.68): "I would expect that they mere all impressed
by metal finger rings, This se-ms the usual practice on, for instance, loomweights,
and the fact that you meem never to have trace of the hoop at sach end would be
explained by the date, since by then the hoop usually runs straight back from the

i 7 %
bezel. » « For the sort of rings, slightly earlier, see Olynthos X, pl.s 26-37."
The rings there illustrated are mostly of bronzs. Comments by lMr. Boardman on

Garad] S bt
individual items heres are éa:bu:@%aad i i

in the catalogue as well as in the
/
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geheral commentary above. He is not to be held responsible for any of my actual

text, which he will not have read.

N
A

o

See Head-Hill, px&ixmmd pl.28, no.19, & coin struck by Ptolemy Soter, as

ruler of Egypt, between 311 and 305 B.C. (efw text, p.51). Fon I\JLWJJ o Hnﬁw
\_‘-.J- Lm}""\ Z;—t b g [ = LA ('I’(_._:-r I’l‘-; ?_\ = P\'ﬁ_""—"‘“ "‘t{_\- ({LL" = "{"'l {'{J‘
£

.
=

l’ R Gf - VAN
d‘_/'/r"& (=] ;N\/'\CA A f{—( “ - '. A_‘—é‘-- -;\ O T —— T, _‘I P ._E?t ] {I" A \ A
'fﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁr @?%J‘ ]!%-r p/QaF?W)@“}¢{,f“ﬁ1fjt.tﬁalnﬁ"
" . 2

X 476, with circular stamp, diems ca., ®xXxxmx 0,017, with traces of a wreath
part-of a
{?) round outer part; X 489,/rﬂctangular stamp, with part of a prow (?); X 490,

part of e circular (?) stamp, with monogram (2); X 506, small part-of circular

stamp, X 507 is e ximkimx handle found with the rest, but which is unstamped.

X 476, with wreath (?), may be compared with Agora SS 10912, which has a chreular
stapp with wreath ound the outer part and an uncertain device in the middle. Though
of about the samm size, the stamps do not appear to come from the same dies., g8 10912,

which comes from a distuwrbed latéer 4th century deposit, by its febric is possibly

also Samian; see further below, on shapes of Semisn emphoras.
A

The two Rhodian are X 508, with illegible rectanpular stamp, and X 509 which

has the reading LATAGAP/XPY/caduceus right (restored from rubbings of better examples

¥~

in the Yenaski collection in Alexandria&; for a published example of probab ly
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footnotes - 8

/
the same type, see ll. P. Nilsson, Timbres Amphobiques de Lindos, Copenhagen, 1909,

pe 349, no., 1). Zkizxfabrizaxt inown handles endorsed by this fabricant are few,
504

datable in the 2nd centuwy B.C., not early. X H€#, of unknown origin, reads psrhaps

APXH (0.044 by 0.,023; buff clay red at core, having smsll black bits). Note that
stetes that he

we found no Knidien in this collection, although Haviaras mekas (sse above) haximgx

discovered "two or three". In general to reconcile our findings with his reference

to "all 63 Handles" (again see his quoted text): lrs, Petropoalakou gave numbers

e N 1
A following the series given in 1957 to a part of the collection of Demosthenes
Haviaras, so that Nikitas Haviaras' handles are X (for Embimrax XABIAPAZ) 441-509,

or 69 handles. If we omit X 504, 508 and 509 (the non-Samian listed in this note),

also 2 or 3 listed in note 21 as having little or no stamp, and/or possibly our 51,
we are in agresment as to the number of Samian in the collection, fact which has some

importance for kXkaxxgrmupxrmgaxdsd definite identification of the group.

2\
2

Note that the Pythagoreion referred to by Haviaras at the end of his éfticla
ﬁu? T A %
s not the tomn (which was not so named in his day) but the Cymmasion (secondary

school) of this name, which was, and still is, in Vathy, the presant-day cepitel of

the island.,
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24" from both sidtes together
Composition of ths amphora stamps ttodxxirxtipextesscedies through 1957

Samian, 4 (8, 10-11, 42, éi); later Samian (?), 1 bses below, note ); Rhodian, 390;
MM—AM" Lo /\ - - A -
of waich 2 ars uncartain”}ﬁ’"
Koan, 21; Knidian, 9; Zenon Group, Sktsf. Hesperia XXXII, 1963, »px p.331 with note
/

579
25); Chian, 4 (of which one is from a lagynos); Sinopean, 1 (I 566 plus 589, neck"

with 2 stamped handles, of Grakov's earliest period); Parien and Thasian, 1 each;

A few more may be transferred from
Roman (Latin), 1' unclassified, 62; total, 500, ﬂai%xaxa:zhntfx5fzthzzﬁhmﬂzanzxaxnng

the uncla351fled“ to the Samien, Giim from their general appearance I 861, 934, 935.
02X hE 20 aX AP ZPSTANAX LW ZOZH ZRBN ZREX WK anzX pX b zNaned 2onx 2ol 2XnX anpkznam minamnenenmiing

;gkgyﬂkgiykﬁtghgtunﬁ;mxninmuxnmnmnxm&ﬁim&mﬁm

o k <J-~o\1 r_‘-.. C‘Q‘ 5 -# d I'l
w dgl&me¥0r~h&;£ of ths Rhodian beloung to the sarly period baforJ manths bavan i of o 1
M )), ,\.\
(, . .

A

be named on Rhodian amphoras, i.e. before ca. 275 B.C. according to my present belief,

dig e /
=5 ¥ il |
rasie= 522 B.c.
Trade ralations1ware no doubt affected by the previous hospitality of Rhodians to

time K v/
Samians during their pmxiwd of exile &Maiuri, Nuova Silloge Epigrafica di Rodi e Cos,

N
Firenze, 1925, pp.5-4, no.l; cf. Hiller in Pauly-il,. p.778). Rhodian stemped

_ i = WS (0
. _handles of this psriod are relatively uncommon  §ave in Rhodes itself and in Alsxsndria.
0% >

-

-

e

T The above figures are based on records made in Samos in 1958, with permission and

much facilitation from Dr. Buschory and from Dr. Barbkara Philippaki for the Greask

{{Ut’ 3 .,!:__._

Archasological Service. A total of 30 handles  from the two sites in Samos had been

included by W. Technau in his artiele, "Griechische Keramik im Samischen Haraion:‘

I_.
AN

Ve 3 " .
Qbij/;l Ath.Mitth, LIV, 1929, pp.6-64, sse especially pp. o Inventories of the handles

-

Z
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from both sites were made after this publication, I believe in 1959, by W. Wreds for
the finds in Tigeni and by Fe Willemsen for those from the Heraion (as I was informed

by Dr. Buschor in 1958), Numbered in the Inschriften series of the site, the stamps

O it

S e to record the earlier finds and also
in the two inventories are I 501-640 and I 641-862, In 1958 we were authorized ,to

A A
i I_” .
continue the "I" series (now no longer used for inscriptions) to cover the accumu-

, again from both éitcs,
lation, through the finds of 1857, I 863-1006. The total should be 506 instead of

500 in the analysis'at the beginning of this note; but in fact following wartime
\as &

haendles
disburbance of ths Haraion storeroom ve were unableﬁﬁo identify some 30 of the xkzwpzx

inventoried from that site.  ihere readings could be made (from Dr. Willemsen's
careful drawings) the migsing items have been included in our figures, but there

remeins a small residus.
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25
Composition of the amphore stemps from both sites together through 1857:

Samien, 4 Eﬁg }gf;}, %?, 5?); leter Samian (7), 1 (see below, note 80{ mention

of I 933); Rhodien, 390; Koan, 21; Knidien, 9; Zenon Group, 6 of which 2 are
uncertain (cf. Hesperie, XXXII, 1963, p.331 with note 25); Chian, 4 (of which 1

is from a lagynos); Sinopean, 1 (I 566 plus 579, neck with 2 stamped handles, of
Grakov's earliest period); Yarian and Thasien, 1 each; Roman (Latin), 1; unclass-
ified, 62; totel, 500, A few more may be transferred from the "unclassified" to
the Sawien, @.g. from their generel appearance I 861, 934, 935,

A large proportion (about 55 per cent) of the Rhodian belong to the early
period before months begen to be named on Rhodien amphoras, i.e. before za. 275
B.C. according to my present belief, cf. Delos 27 (see above, note 2), pp. 291~
293. Trade relations following 322 B.C. were no doubt affected by the previous
hospitelity of Rhodiens to Samiang during the time of exile of these latter (cf.

A, Majuri, Nuove Silloge BEpigrafica db Rodi e Cos, Firenze, 1925, pp. 3-4, no. 1

s
cf, Hiller, the article "Rhodos", in Pauly-Wissowa, Supplementband V, Stuttgart,
1931, pe 778)s Rhodian stamped handles of this period are relatively uncommon at

other sites save in Rhodes itself and in Alexendria.

]

e

FLesan oy e
It should be gim®ed also that the numbar of Koan in Samos, although far fewer %

then the Rhodien, ie still rel,tively large: at 4 and 1/5 per cent of the total,



o |.78

(note 25)
it is 4 times, or more, the percentage in either Athens or Alexandria, and 40
times the percentege in Rhodes, apparently. Cf. Grace 1960, pp.473-474, on
figures for Koen at various sites. An inscription records also a Koan citizeﬁ
as benefactor to the Samians in exile, cf. M. Schede, Ath, Mitt., XLIVZ 1919;’
Pe 5; £ F. For other benefactors mentioned in inscriptions, cf. below, mmkEx¥fx
notes 28 (on & Magnesian) and 38 (on a Macedonian).

The figures given for stamped handles.g; Samos are based on records made

there in 1958, with permission end much facilitation from Dr. Buschor, and from

4

Dr. Bardare Philippaki for the Greek Archaeological bervicd} & total of 30 handles

actually from.thgéggg sites in Samos \despite the title of‘%he publication) had

been included by W. Technau in his article, "Griechische Keramik im Samischen

W

¥4 58 =&3,
Heraion," Ath. mitt., LIV, 1929 PPa -b4, see especially pp. 58-1;f. \It is

'

A

et ==
18
A

3
curious that Rostovtseff(fgg. citagin @ﬁrnote 5&?- 1486, uxdmx note 97, remarks

Technau's
that %hiz publication reports a "large admixture of Sinopian handles"., In fact,

. ( (t."‘-'-i.n--‘ ({‘:‘,
Technau 1ist5<p. 60 under II, Sinopﬁ) only the single pleee 1 566 plus 579 mentioned

at the beginning of this note.) Inventories of the handles from both sites were
made after this publication, I believe in 1939, by W, Wrede for the finds in Tigani

and by F, Willemsen for those from the Hereion (as I wes informed by Dr. Buschor

in 1958), Numbered in the Inschriften series of the site, the stemps in the two




3 on

The figures given for stgﬂpad;handles #t Samos are based on records made there
/ :

in 1958, with permission aqﬁ much'facilitgticn fromiDr. Buschor, and from Dr.

/
3

Bgrbara Philippaki forhﬁﬂg Greek Archﬁéological Service,

FREXTEEOXEARFXEX

remains & small residue, For identifying, marking, and recording the hendles on
Samos in 1958, an operation that included the photographing of about 200 items,
the undersigned was aided by Marie Savvatianou (cf. note 3) and alsc by Andreas

Dimoulinis. I take this occasion to thank Mr, Dimoulinis not only for his full

in‘Samos tﬂat\_ 2
shaee of our rather heroic work-period of 4 an deys,at #hig time, but also

\

for much else he has contributed to this article, from statistical studies toward

and
its preparation,tmxsh!xkingxn£Xthnxmsﬁnnxxiptxitzlif& the original profiles from

which the drawings in Figures 2 and 3 were made, to many checks in the final
manuscripte.
Unfortinately there has nbt been time to make the records necessary for a z

fully up to dete statement on stamped hand;es found in Samos. But by the kindness

of Professor Jantzen, I have been able, in a short visit late in 1968, to look

at
through more recent finds sim Pythegoreion (Tigeni) and to see that here ip eny



{note 25) i I 8O

(Tigani) (Hereion)
inventories are respectively I 501-640 and I 641-862. 1In 1958 we were authorized
! i

to record the earlier finds and also to continue the "I" series (now no longer used
for inscriptions) to cover the accumulation, again from both sites, through the
finds of 1957,I 863-1006., The total should be 506 instead of 500 in the analysis
at the beginnig of this note; but in fact following wartime disturbancef of the
Herasion storeroom we were unable in 1958 to identify some 30 of the handles
inventoried from that site. Where readings could be made (from Dr. Tiillemsen's

careful drpwings) the missing items have been included in our figures, but there

\JL A Iil
\ J\¥T \ remains a small residujﬁi&g;fortunately there hes not been time to myke the records

necessary for a fully up to date statement on stamped handles found in Samos. But
by the kindness of Professor Jantzen, I have been able, in a short visit late in

1968, to look through more recent finds at Pythagoreion (Tigani) and to see that

any
here in anyicase no further stemps of kXke Samian class seem to have been found.

To the above figures from two sites on Samos, we must now add (see note 23)

) e La

2. -
69 from a tﬁi} site, of which 2 are Rhodian, 1 unclassified,; and most if not all

of the other 66 are probably Samien. For the place of discovery of these, Bxxx
7

P Fuxrmmkidex Nikitas Haviares' words as reported/ by Dr. Pharmakides described it

es "a ca¥e where thete is a church. . , , He éiekad up what he could. . . There

7
/
i

were many pieces of amphoras there in the dark and the cold.” One must guess that



1. 31

footnotes - 11

P

I am so informed by Mr. Boardman, who cited for instance 59 as & type which
might have been ®alled Greco-Roman. Other context now svnilable for certain gem-
impressions on amphora handles should also be presented, since it would produce

modifications in the current dating of ring or gem types: <for instance the dats

e

suggested by a viditing expert in 19567 for the typs of Hesperis III, 1934, p.291,
no. 278, (Victory before a trophy - correct the identification in the publication)

wes Augusten, whereas a duplicate has bsen found in Agora deposit J 11 : 1, dated

Ve 4
“d:-,ﬁ> in Vol. XII of the Agora final publlcatlon (now in press) as 340 B,C. and earlier,
o S e E A AR O 1 S oy T
Ir.. e CB’L" f./éd ""-4‘—'({,4 HQ-J rlr ?IA- j)n A% ‘ : / ] B
& i = ok r,,L_.A__;a‘,J,& ey 3 =¢ 1A < %
_ _ = ) & & ¥ N
)’{'/2’6 2 2, 2 :'.].. ' \(I
See Haad s pe 605, and Barron, pp.118, 135, \
£ 22
H M BT - &, W
S For humped bulls in coins of Asia Minor of about the same period, cf., Head-
] A

: _E; Hill, pl. 27,13 (Saieukoa) and pl., 28, 28 (Megnesia), AJ4l. (L 5 p
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References for photographs are to A.-i{. and A. Bon, Les Timbres Amphorigues

e
de Thasos, Paris, 1957, For the dates of two-name stamps, see fdesperia, Supplemsnt
A
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v

X, 1956, pp.122-135, and confirmation more recently by Y. Garlan from stratification

in Thasos, B.C.H. XC, 1966, pp.586-652, especially pp. 642-645,

0

S

a9

The stamp has the legend on the two short sides of the ractangle, a feature

4

of that period, cf. Hesperia Suppl. X, pl.58, nos. 57 and 58; and the emample ill-

o

S o AD B P
= ustrated thers, 55 11003, came from Agora deposit O-R 7-10, the comstruction filling

of the Squgre Peristyle, dated 4th century B.C.,and mostly of the third quarter,

in Agora XII. | 1

None were found in th
T B
(45 ¢ \\6‘\ AR !
Suppl.X, pxxfyxpxiER pp.6,,122-123, ppx171 ﬁé, Monograms of a sort howetorﬂ wers

o Pnyx Filling of Period III, on which see Hesperia

S

't,l" /
found in deposit J 11 : 1 (see note 25): %on S8 11327, 11340, 11392-3 (unpublished),

o ¥
/ cited by
< E.T. Newell on "Pallas ‘romachos" in NNM 19, 1923, pP.29; =fx L.lacroix, op. ci

in note 13, p.116, note 2, on tetradrachms struck et Amphipolis in 526/325 B G,

e L
f ~ c’f. <0, ,.-I' S OV S S (.'- e bk ) 51;5‘( ~C
- X W & f -
/ ©15 is Newell's date, cf, LaBroix, op.cit., Pe317., For the Panathenaics of
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footnotes - 13

%4
563/2, sea. J.D.Beazley, The Development of Black Figure, Berkeley and Los Angeles

1951, p.93.

%. v ,r_,.\\ .r_;:_ ’\-{"" |l P : - - '/ Lf '--k — A t[( H O c{/]
V.R.Grace, Amphoras gnd the Ancient Wine Trade, Excavations of the Athenkan

e

Agora, Picture Book no.6, Brinceton, 1961 (hereinafter referred to as AmEhorasl,

gl = o A T
h e ndl - !’ {pd e I s S, oy o o=
;f-‘ 4 = =3 S O ey 4____.,_:} i £ Ly == i: ) \{ .
? . { CoinmdiA R g A 5,.‘_ =y ( .L,\_,Lj L 1@-*-{-—_3‘\ /ﬂ
2 ¢ 2 D .Ij } ;
D
w4

Sﬂe Cho Habicht, mmmth Ath. I!-‘Iit'bho 12, 195], pp.159, 260.
- :Q\ Skl P

—-W ‘ At / \
-

P o O Lo il S S

) A |
i ‘ ‘i:t —_— I\_ F Ta =13
“ - Anebasis, Loeb translation, V, III, 7 ff. /\ Ton e u-/m

—

il S f~¢,__.}g;‘f_.,;_h_j._h,1\ B2 o8 G.. T2 frestoce, A\, S ,,444_:_;_)1
pen  (Detes "‘?_:.L, bt T Wl R

. =7
+Y

%
Go Daux, B.C.H. L, 1926, p.214, no.l, lines 5-6,

bty E 1&_‘- l 4

~>%

7 A

|

See above, text with note 80, on the Macedonien associations of this type .
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38

~~ From the descriptions in the catalogue the expressions "short-topped", or

"curving down quickly" of Mrs. Petropoulakou's notes in Syme have been omitted, as they

Chuf I

are vef& ;;;eral. A few handles (e.g. 54 55) do rise from the mpper attachment. For
{ 7
Haviaras-class
such of the Ahandles as I have heen able to study (chiefly taose from the Benaﬂhl

collection), these are certainly very short-topped andA withaut any rise from the

attachment.

Ly ‘)

39

" In Pl 4, all actual hmphoras end fragments ﬁhareof are shown at 1 :+ 10 (save

/

-

\
e/
Au/} N .‘,j' !

A
}

he one being hald by its ewner), coing are at 3 i ' 1, the stamp {no 10) with amphora

\&M

/ i y ]
\\as davzca }ﬁ'at 2:1, and the other stamps are at h'l [P1.4 13, approximately so),
to el " o)

For measurements, contexts, and other documentation, see Description of Plate 4,

A

following the catalogue of Samian stamped handles.

v

See Amphoras, fig.48, for an old-style Chian amphors with swelling neck
depicted in a stamp impressed on a new~style Chian amphora with straight neclk,

Unpublished stamps of the Rhodian fabriecant [IIZT0Z, datable perhaps early in the

is certainly not a conteqpﬁrary
tnird quarter of tha Srd century, hava as device am amphora which Momimsexwxoodkiaad

!

st s s P T2z, ey Y, ) (J — T gL Bl }{ A%
¥idsx Rhodien shapeA }Qﬁa}qokﬂﬂg,\%h la\ke the,ﬁlyﬁbm\anw Im{
mwwk 59/»&-'6"‘ / -){ =l Doy (‘ E—a': Pt —4_/(_4‘\‘ = q)ﬁ'(‘ ‘. .'-{___v‘ Q/Q’”Z/La

(( ) ‘t § . . . " r WD = C(_A__-\ ; C{'. /,\ B T el Top G bt

T \ = T e
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L/ A o
16 AT
f Saas J. Boshlau, Aus Ionischen und Italischen Nekropolen, Leipzig, 1898, pp.l10,

and
ff., on the Samos cemetary; pe23, fig.16, for the outline drawing of the amphora

U Aoaf,

shapet xxﬁx;;mﬁﬁ&xxikaxxrxxﬁhmxﬁxxnnxxxnnxnfxxmnxnm@mnrnxxhxxmx Boehlau cites

in Slcily
the usg\of amphoras as urns or coffing for the burial of children; but he could not

belisve that those in Samos had been used in this way, since no bones had been found

in them, However the bones of small infants are apt to crumble away leaving little or

no such interments
no trace, and sinca4nnnn were otherwise found, among 100 intect graves, we may take

it thet thet is what the amphores had been used for. For burial in amphoras of the
£ 5§

; . f( w IJ‘.II -
= P e / hA NN N %

L

classical period, cf. foxximskamemy more recently I'. MYAGNA, I. TPAYAOY, UPAKTJkg;

K of infants
1952, pp.68-69; and I'. HIAONA, [IPAKT} 1954 p.59; both on amphora burialsg, in

i

Eleusis.,.

==

B
42
Ses Boehlau, op.cit., pp.l44 ff. for kkx discussion of the shape of the amphmxx
ﬁf
amphoras. His rafarenceaiﬁﬂihw the round shape (like our Ple.4, 3 and 4) is Tairiax
i - T }
Petrie's Tanis II (Daphnase), pl 33, A 1 (I correct from Boehlau's pl.23 »1); and Sex
7 et L”ﬂ i3 AZ“FT -
the shape wlth narrow lower bodyA Petrle 8 Tanis II, pl. 34, 59’Aand his Neukratis I,

s

(

A~ T ' (
pl.16, bﬂ % Boahlau reharka zixp that in the Semos cemetery not uncommon Wwere also
oval emphoras like Naukratis I, pl.15 (it should be 16), 4 and Tanis II, pl.33,2;

these shapes are archaic Chian.
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footnotas - 16 /

e

% A
f/%zSeﬂ note-39,

(&

Agora P 24870; thaxkopxofxmhirkxisxbaredyxxisibaxinx Anpkorassx£ags S 6xfizhent

DAL

__Jaxjy lerion, Tomb 71, 6 (SCE II, pl.L¥XV, 1, center pot, cf. text, p. 393); Mariog

Ry

Tomb 80, 17 (SCE II, pl.IXXIX,2; gpparer ibid. PXEEERE
—— 5 P

If;-f,\;..‘l'ﬂ"{ v OIV2,
SCE f¥y fig.

v
57, 6, an outline drawing, not a profile; cf. text, px SCE 1I, p.416); I. B. Zoeest,

rxxEx pl. CXXXII, 15} ab

e

Pottery Containers of the Bosporos, Moscow, 1960, pl.I, no.3, cf. text, Pe 70 (in pl.

m
5 saéqspeciallyhdatailad drawing of the foot, which is not accurately incorporated
in the drawing of the jar as a whole).
»

P 24870 id barely visible in Amphoras, fig«35 (highest jar); one can see thers

thet its neck is not quite so sharply articulated bzlow as that of its mate in P14,

= g r\_ T_l"- T [
et . Uny o fp— T2 L7 than Tomb 80,17,
+ Of the two jars from Maerion, komb—FTr=by is more elongated in neck and bodg\and

probebly a little later; but the context in each case is called "later part of

Cypro-Archaic II" or sarly 5th centyry B,C, On the Nymphaia amphora, see further
g
below, text with note 5\1.
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46 e deposit
P 14694 comes from Agora well S 21 : 2, dated 600-570 B.C. in Agora XII. (It~

lamda . from

haes a graffitor\ I quotﬁaits inventory description: "Very micaceous cinemmon-brown

clay. Single letter, heavily scratched on neck before baking,"
which I saw
For the short-necked round-bodied amphora zmam in Pythagoreion in December 1968,
I am grateful to mr, John Nettos for sending me a photograph of it soon after my

visit, end to Mrs. Fox King for measuring its height, 0,545, during her visit to

the island in April 1370.
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\
Ir 45 L !, .". \T‘ -,\ i L
fi I have Wr., John Nettos to thank for send%ng me & photograph of this amphora
3 |~ after I had left Samos. Agora P 14694 comes from well deposit S 21 : 2, deted in _
\\ ! -~ j N k / il -f.f
‘ SN o T, : L MNe— oz
A )‘"ll > = 1 1 LA "‘“‘S (-/l':r / %,
' I DS the manuscript of Agora XII "ca. 600-570 B.C. &

i ; (R = , 5 A~

The two in Pythagoreion are in the collection of Mr. and Mrs. Sartakoulias

photographed VG Eﬁ?ﬁ 691.18 and 19; heights respectively £x® 0.445 and 0.455., I am

grateful to the owners for their kindness and courtesy in arranging for me to photx

make records of .
gxaph these and other amphoras in their collection. For North Slope AP 1491, ses

y,
C+ Rosbuck,

Hespsrie IX, 1940, p.258, fig. 61, no.335, cf, text, p.257. Agore P 3609 (preserved

v
height 0.415) comes from well deposit I 14 : 1, dated in the manuscript of Agora X1I

ca. 6{5—5?0 B4C.

4%
a7

Jar in the collection of Colonel Hadjistavris. FPhotographed VG 392.8. I am

most grateful to the ommer for arranging for me to record amphoras not only from his

om large collection but also from other collections in the island; and for mesh

] —

— -
3 .

oo bz == = i s et LAy -y -+ i

| {l

The relief line of this fold is easily visible in the published illustration

of the North Slope jar, ses reference in nota'lé.
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50
For the Thasien amphora foot, cf., Bon, op.cit.in note 29 above, p.21, fig.5;

and I. B, Zeest, op.cit., pls. VII-VIII, etc,

S e

. I cannot atteﬂqﬂ;jgfy to follow the Semian amphora toihatgr pariodﬂ, but will

container
call attention to twoAshapes the outsides of which are femiliar emong finds in Athens

as .
of the—%gmnn period, but it may not have heen generally noticed tha}, as in our

Samien here examined (cf. Figure 2), the body hollow goes deeper than the visible
upper edge of the foot as seen outside. These are 1) the one-handled containers

of which a study has been published by M. Lang, Hesperia XXIV, 1955, PPo277-235)

and see further H., S. Robinson, The Athenien Agoma, V, Pottery of the Romen Period,

the earlier part of
Princeton, 1959, p.l17, under F 65; and Z)pthﬂ series of jars with "tubular foot", see
|

on the series under foot is not well illustrated
Robinson, op. ¢it., p. SgﬂA}K 113}, but the mxxiisxxpimEmsxzkxwm in this volumeﬁhgxl

In
rekxkhnxfonkxpresaxyadxwniis (it is missing from many of the pieces). qﬁhe later jars

the add not
of this kind,dxxmwkxhawsxa foot Thak iahdistinctig:s:ti:ﬂ&:tu& on the outside, ef,

Amphores, fig. 37. jar Xxmx furthest right. But see Klio, 39, 1961, p. 297, no. 3,

for a photograph of the rather earlier
Agora P 25674, illustrated by G. Kapitdn to show the restoration of amphora fragments
T , S AT TS T So e

= \, 3 P - —_— e
—{'_,\_) B, L e ’\J‘\.--’ g gy 1 ° -1 I ~
% i W |
Il 1 < RSN |

from a wreck off theeast coast of Sichly, Both series need furthéf sorting and study,
I~

] | < L]
P AN > W P & e v e b S LR el T i s e U e A A

in the light of additional material now aveilable. A good part of Miss Lang's one-
I~

hendlers are of noticeably micaceous clay. Her description of this clay, top of her

P. 278, could well suggest e Samien warey /< bl v, 1 il - e
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5 o C’T 'z_/»:,-’_r""' \ :
AF T~ v 29
i Cf. AsAFgnd~A. Bon, op.cit. in note 28 above, p, 21, fig.5; and I. B.

iy —
= zr.]{_ "
e

Zeest, op.cit. in note %4, ples VII-VIII, etc. /
' //

= =
7 I~

/

|

1f“}

See above, note 46, Agora Py 3609 is open on the break below, but this_
method of broaching does not seem to have been successful in the case of AP 1491,

and o hole (through which a pencil fits) was bored through from a little to one .side.

1_-;'&.—

)zf V 25" 9
[

Ses W. Technau, op.cit. in note 24 above, p.8.

) Priene in
52 his section on the pottery from khwxzikey
" For Zahn's priginal suggestion, seep\T. Wiegand“and others, Primne, Berlin,

1904, pp. 430 (description of the clay) and 440-447, For lgter discussions of his

} “1
hypothesis, see above, references in note 18,

y/fwffﬁi owa this information to Professor H. S. Robinson. He tells me that & zreat
LA

Ox AL

| «deml of the so-called "Samian” ware has been found in Egypt;iespacially in 014 Cairo),
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L ~
,fb@‘ \ oz L‘ b
' See I.B.Zeest, loc.cit. in note }41 The class isolated by Zahn was sarly

v
nipowitech's
recognized in finds on the north shore of the Black Sea, c¢f. Mme. Kmipmwizhiz "Die

Keramik BBmischer Zeit aus Olbie," Mat. z. rOm.-germ. Keramik, IV, I, 1929, pp.l2,

of her amphors
ff. In a letter of February 15, 1969, lme. Zeest tells me that the clay is that

(i ¢ . \Rowen &L )
“¥nown in the red-glazed AAomam poried) Samian ware, but also in painted pottery of
A

the C6UE-5tH century B.C. recognized as Samian. The class of amphoras (of her pl.l,

-n0.3) is widespraed in the Bosphoros area in the second half of the 6th camtury and
O\ Uanh a3a
early 5th century B.C., the geriod of 1lively communications with the Ionian cities.,

N

Their clay is pale and very micaceous and has a layered construction ("elle s des

couches"),

z [
55 v v
Cf. Amphoras, fig.35, the bright Jjar in the foreground; M. Campbell, Hesperie

VII, 1938, p. 605, fig. 27, especially no.192. Of the two classes of amphoras Found

in quantity in Corinth, thdse belong to the series sometimes attributed to Corcyra,
I TOOW Bl TSN ;
ot <A ) g
cfs Hesperia XXII; 1953, p. 108, under nos 166. Note that Boehlaun attributes to

o\
the emphoras from his cemetery an Ionic shape especially exemplified in Corinthian
A a i x

= R Y =g
ok S < by ot
pottery] sse op.cit. in note 41, p. Paa, B =l .?hﬂ Sh B,
4 = 1 ;
- - A i i v
W 5 /1 l’l- | B} . ¢ = T ’ i - e ‘{é P ,\‘.._ﬂ_—_ L { L A A P\_ {_.i B s WA C vﬂ-
j ] Lg A 1
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<«
the :
For notes on & proposed Abtic series, folloV1ng it through the 5th and 1nto

x

<7\

the 4th century, see Hesperia XX1I, 1955, pp.101-2, no.147. Wuch study and present-
_ ‘container
kﬁftlc amphoras of en’ g

ation is still to be done. For *hm earlier period, see E. Brann, Agora Vol.VIII,

lLate Geometric and Protoattic Pottery, Princeton, 1962, pp.32-33, under "Storage

Jars;" see references there; for a summary of the development of the sarlier

gl )

Attic o0il jar, SS?NE' Brann, Hespsria XXX, 1961, pp.338-339, under nos. 40-41,

5 %
~BT - s

For a photograph of this amphora, see E. Braun, ¥sspexrimxxibidx op.cit., pl.

2, no.23 (at 1:10), or &, Branﬁ: Hesperia XXX, 1961, pl.13, R 3 (somewhat larger),

e ok, AP L e

FEXXAX SURRA PP XU REDEX
4 ol e "’:{\ ~ X . 2ol
[ - i b
13 C( v ":I,': LA \ (}F‘ ! : ; A /') "f’_‘ s BC
;B/({\ﬂ-rﬂl I'fl-’ r-\.j-r-f'[uﬂ'-"""- \ _DO'J 5 e e - f ‘

h? 5. 1495 and 1496, I am grateful to Lucy Talcott for information on these
3 f

o '2.--’«“']'1--' L

4 Small jars.

/ﬁgéhmxtgnraxfx:gmentxxhnxlxh!!l published with a photograph of the top part,
Agore P 21984a and b,

Oy o L 2 and pl.40,
xmm fesperia XXII, 1953, ppx p. 1ogﬂ n0.167; a profile drawing of the foot at about

ibid, Sl S (asle
e ‘{ . = i
2:5 is shown mmxfigx p.105. Context: Apora well N 7 : 33 }_U_L? (
QL’ l - & i e T S *”‘““‘—'—-"'—::— e —'“ = _""-‘_2 o ( £ L e P ,.n:,.r‘S ;}-.\\_ =1 >J\ \
. r/ Sy i___ﬁ o E: § \ o : " i
NS Fet o ) r i ‘ ¢ ! Q'}\' i

Agore P 25426, from deposit R 11 : 3. For & Cow il

V4
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%

/hil am much obliged to Mr. Barron for discussing with me thedates of these coins ||
as well as for sending me numerous photographs of cests, including the two used mx
in Pl.4, GSee Barron, pp.71 and 92 for the requiremsnts in dating the trihemiobols,

and the table p.48 for Barron's tetrddrachm sequence aﬁi_ﬁii)ﬁggéosed deting of

the smaller coins in relation to the tetradrachms, My proposed date of 468/7-B.C.

(Baerron's pl. XVI,4DH) certain of ~ Class III,
for Pl.4, 6 makes it contemporary with Barron's tetradrachms Ris, pl.X, nos.35-37,
a4 3a.)
upright :

(Barron p.198,
with olive brench zymbo} and circular incuse as in the trihemiobol. Our Pl. 4, 7,\

may perhaps b
izxkoxba dated wibh Barron's Class IV, 460/459, again with olive branch upright and
circular incuse as in the trihemiobol. Our Pl.4, 8 (Barron's pl.XVI, 2a) may be as X

which he dates 446/5
latefd as the tetradrachms of his Class VII with the letter § ©,(his pl. XIV, 85 and ®

86); these are the last with the roctangular incuse as in the trihemiobol; this Zmkk

latter has an inverted olive branch whivh seems not to be matched in any of the

tetradrachms .

1

le =

>

° lazarides Thasos inv. no. 555w, ; from the excavations of 1950. I owe the

photograph and #fé information to Mme, Lilly Kahil, who further told me that the anpk

had apparently

amphore WEXXZxXExXxxkE¥® been found set im an earth floor, with black figure end req

figure pottery near its mouth, Unpublished,
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65
See™ote 39,

-

64 5
Deposit S 16 : 1. This area was excavated in May, 196?2 by an expedition from

—

" Brown University working in collaboration with the American School of Classical

{

oo

Studies, see Hesperia XXXV, 1966, pp. 79-85, pp.83-84 for the well./ D am grateful to

e

R. sh-
professob(?oss Holloway for parmlsslon to publish thése two fragments. \
ST g y 3§

O bo comhphn . Sorbery fum 2 ~genita ST 5 )
@\/"Fqﬁﬁ.ﬂ.'ﬁttléxlv ﬁﬂ”tp;iﬁﬁ A E Lzresa i
5 r f ) —

P z% & L,‘._‘_ - (ﬂ*i /{)—' ?) i L{J{M "&
65 & s ) 5&

kzora P 27847, neck fragmont also from deposlt b A T 1°>\?’26o79 toe frag-

ment, from deposit Q 15 : 2; Kos B.E, 44, in the storeroom in the citadel (VG phot.
M hA_Cam L V’

412.86 )3 from the Marathon wreck, see B.C.H: LXXVII, 1953, p,141, figs. 3 ¢ and ds

(Ve 201.14)
the Smyrna fragments, seen and photographo%ain October 1952 by the kindness of J.il.

P | {««_- O D Tt SR '(-")‘(-«L»-— ;'\ '

by Mr. Cook

Cook, come from the excavations reporte%\in‘§;§;§. 55-54, 1058-1959; sse subsequent

various classes of
nambers of B.S.A. for,reports on kthexdseoxxktad pottery from the site,

: attributed to
The toe P 26379 is xRXNRRXXKXXRXREXERXxX®E this cless with some hesitation.

the toe of
The style as viewsd from the outside resembles that ogmfig.z, 3, but the interior
was s0lid well above the toe as visible outdide, and the fragment must come from

& considsrably larger amphpra (diameter of the knob 0,075, as opposed to 0,06 for

Fig.z, 3)0
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68
For a preliminary report on the wreck off Kyrenia, Cyprus, see Archaeology, 21,

1968, pp. 171-173, I am much obliged to Professor michaedl Katzev, the excavator,

for permitting me to study and record his finds in Cyprus in the fall of 1968, and

to mention here his Type X, which may be Samian. In fact, in the 1969 season, an |
intact amphora of Type X was raised from the wreck, a jar with mushroom rim, brﬁad, shoﬂ
topped handles, of which one bore a stamp with two letters, broad shoulders (more angu-

lar and less sloping than those of our Plate s> 13), and a knobbed toe separated by

a finger's width from the body. I am obliged to Professor Katzev LOXXPITRETRIONXEOKX

meRkIpRXInxEhixxarkiziaxhizsxEypexkxxaiariatx for drawings and photographs of this

amphora, which will no doubt shortly be published,
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66
Necks with mushroom rims of which the clay is micaceous include P 25742 from

A 16 : 1 (ca.350-325 B.C.); P 27834 from H 16 : 7 (late 4th century B.C.); and

meny fragments of such rims of which some were micaceous were found in J 11 :1

(ca,400=340 B.C.)s In general similar, but of non-micaceous clay, is the fragmentary

amphora P 6152 (lower part missing) from D 15 :3 (ca.375-330 B.C.)

67
One of these was in the office of the airport at Pythagoreion, where by

0 Wl/" ZLRls
courtesy of the'aiympxaki pffzclal, end with help from John Nettos, I was able to

photograph it (691.}?/).// -~

68 preliminary Buts
For a £ixsx report on the wreck off Kyrenia, cyprus,'see Archasology 21,

P

1968, pp.171=173, I am much obliged to Professor ﬁich@él Katzev for permitting me

r

\'q{{‘,-!;

. cyprus MW&& mey
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69
Pace Barron, the passages he cites on his p.7, note 53, include no praise at

all of Semian wine., As for Apuleius, his text without emendation actually states

edition

that nobody scrateches the ground to plant vines in Semos. Cf. the Bud@ = (1924)\
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where P, Valetti remarks (p.xiv, note 1) that this information surprised some critiecs,
- T Prer e e, {

who corrected the text to make it say the contrary. Even as corrected, this passage
does not amount to praise of Bamian wine.

le are indebted to Mr. Barron (again his p.7) for dispelling a formsr interpret-
ation of the olive branch on the coins as being a symbol of submission to Athens. His
study of the coins proves that their chronology does not allow this explanation,

For praise of Samian wine before Byron, see

P
.M
1 ovwe the reference to -dMry=Fetsy Freser.

70 % / v
Anakreon, Fr, 98 Page; DPersians, 882; Antiphanes or Alexis, ap. Athen, 66 ff,

The refer.&ences are assembled by Barron, p.7, notes#ffix 50-52.

71 v
Plutarch, Life of Solon, 24,

72
Herodotos VI, 95; ibid., 115,

o

I.Go I 65, See P. Jacobsthal, A.J.A. XLVII, 1943, P«308, with references.
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For illustrations of the relief, see A. Hess, Klio 28, 1935, pl.l (opposite p.52);

v
B.D.Meritt, Documents on Athenian Tribute, Harvard, 1937, p.4, fig.l. Jacobsthal

and several other scholars identify my "upended amphoras" as money-bags. Hess (op.

cit., pe 27) calls them pieves of broken amphoras with their knobbed tips upward., It

was Daniel Geagan, now professor at Dartmouth, who suggested to me that the artist

wa.s trying to show inverted amphoras as behind another pot that lies below. Whether

broken or merely inverted, the significence would be the same. Hess, in the article
much evidence

cited, lists mumexsuzxpazsmgax on the use of pottery jars for the transport of money.

I am obliged to Lucy Talcott for calling my attention to this relief some years

ago, and for giving me references to it,

74 4
See M, lang and M. Crosby, The Athenien Agora, Vol X, Weights, Measures and

Tokens, Princeton, 1964, pp.62-63, LM 21-27, cf.pl.18, noting here that the same

good
types appear on dry measures also, Since the publication of this volume, two fimwg

on handles from
new impressions of the Athena head of LM 25-27 have been foun%qtn a 4th century
context {P??SBB-Q). In these better-preserved examples, it is clear that a special
blob of fine elay has been placed on top of the handle to take the impression of the

Vg
b, K . ;
die (noticed by. Ls &, Benachi). e o B _ - s>

\|r - r h X L
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I am obliwed to Professor EBmery for permission to mention +the amphora

p*# —— A ,]

(q,,-!\ J) \", == /o et /0N
fragpents found in his excavations of 1965-1968 under the auspices of the Egypt-
\

\uhioh §69m _nof_t6\begall o tlid-samd. class)

Exploration Society. In a call at the excavations in April 1907, I had a glimpse
gt J-3 i

of the § which haqhthan been found, by the kindness of yr. H. Smith of the
staff; and drawings, soms rubbings of stamps, and soms notes, were later sent to me
by ﬁf. Go Te Martin and K. J. Frazer, also of the Expedition. The Sakkara eta=rho
monograms resemble two found on Samos, I 580 and I 858, A stamp with monogram eta-
rho, but retrograde, appears on handles at the &gora, including one (SS 14680) fully
preserved with both gttachments, which apparently comes from a Semian amphora with

mushroom rim (rim not preserved, but the handle is broad, very short-topped, and of

highly micaceous reddish clay); this handle has context of the second half of the

4th century. Further study emong unclessified handles stamped with monograms or ﬁbbrev_

iations will no doubt ddentify further Samian of this period.




I 1oz
;2/ footnotes - 26

0
75 v
L C'IEid., pl.18, p¥. Lu 28, cf. text pp. 60-61, 63. The engraving is finer than
' than

cen be seen in a photograph, and deeparh}n the die of the coin type. Notice in the

photograph that alphough the impression is deep in the upper part, it has not been

3 ._A_A,M
desp enough to take the detail of helmet or face, which retain the.iggqjﬁg of the

surface of the handle.,

76 v
Plato, according to Plutarch, Life of Solon, 2.

z\ \" ,l‘.‘. A fi
77 v . ™
“C.C.Bdgar, Zenon Papyri, VOl.I*{égpalogue general des ﬁntiquitd% Egyptiennes

du Musée de Cair&?}Cairo, 1925, noe 59015. For a more detailed account, see the
g7

v

seme author in Annales du Service des Antiqpitéﬁ, £XI1I, s+ PP.86-95, The words

~ 4
used for the jars are KEPAMTIA and HMIKAATIA o« Neither o0il as the cargo
nepdpta hitnsra
hutndota

nor Alexandria as the port id actually mentioned in the papyr;h, but the Customs'
valuation end duties paid apparently leave no doubt that the contents of the jars

were oil, while various considerations meke the identificatbon of the port very

o NEXTH
probable: see Edgar's remarks in Annales X%X¥i, pp.86-88., For more recent comment
A \f”
oh the papyreés, see for instance L. Casson in Studi in Onore di Aristide Calderini

@ Roberto Paribeni, Vol.I, Milano-Varesi 1956, p.236,
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A

Amyx on KAAOZ end related words, ih connection with the Attic Stelai, Hesperis

/

XLVII, 1958, pp.186-190. However, the word is Semitic in ordgin: of. Emilid

v’

Masson, Kecherches sur les plus anciens smprunts Sémitiquos en Greag, Paris, 1967,

T e i Exp
Lk 2

E.‘ >,
pp«42-44 on KAAOZ, The Greek word ¥#aRf evidently followed the ﬂebrew Kad as é gxx

general term for a carrier for fluids. "iost frequently [KAAOZ] occurs as a vase

}1‘ Llerg

used to store and trensport wine" (Amyx p.186, with references); and e, lass

Cidonm b= Usasik d - Uatsttinm dhacd [Fin e G W"Ml
(p.11) makes the seme—ecoament—on-the Semitic word, Tne Groeks apparom*1v used the

\/
ke remion e (‘_/l Do optiviod—%, I'f ].-A:}‘_.’
borrowed term interchangeably with KZXAXX®X, as in our papyros, or with amphors,
ol p, 186G,

£

cfs Pollux X, 71, quoted by Amyx in his note 3« Any kind of conteiner-amphora

might serve from time to tims for drawing water, and excavators often find them

at the bottoms of ancient wells. So it is not surpeising that there is ancient

Ga 3 16,%
refaronce for such use (see Amyx's note 4, and add now Menander,

..1.-—"‘ r"\’

Dyskolos, IQQ*’,
! _j_ “24 ‘,ri ‘,‘.c‘; («“_v-.j\.r-_f
A

S £t ’, A ‘\ AL ‘_4 .JJ\ 27 e I",\ {‘ J(
word Lﬂ.« /&) == s

H}J%HNE{KﬂLlOOk to identify with the t!lﬁEE,Epec1ficLanc:ant shaps, Whether
N FL A o d S

o’ - = [ -s|_t._ Ii.-. - \A/\_ I

4
kados or mk keramion or amphora, the term is ganeral, neadlng an ethnic adjective

LIRS

(such as "Samian") to identify the particular style.

N
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a7 !
BERX o -
/.“__"‘__,j_ { \/L

\ |

Life of Perikles, 26. The suggestion that the prow stamps may have been

20 Or more
Semian wes made to me mamy years ago in the museum of the American Numismatic

the late
Society in New Yori, I think bxﬁmr. Sydney P. Noe, There is ectually another

state whose coinage commonly bore the poow of a galley, and that is Phaselis on

:7{:; L/ = \j #f f’ jmport
the east coast of Lycis. It?49051t10n»Qﬁhthidxport would make natural the axpurk

of 42ks ‘products ¥® 1P lnsel s fﬂﬁ
to Egypt; but stamped handles found in the Black Sea arae\would seem more likely

to be
from Samos than from eastern Lycia. Referencef to the prow types of Phaselis in

connection with this stamp series were passed to us in 1955 by Mr. Luces Benalki.
G102/ (ﬁmﬂltqbn
For pravlous published mention of the prow class of stamps, 596 Hr . Bly—Aere
: 968, p.475, with references in note 5. The Haviaeras amphora is
mentioned here.

"yxf Y% O v 1Qa
' Cf. Mo E 4 :

f+ Me Ebert, Praehict. Zeitschrift V, 1913, pp.30-31, with fig. 34, no. 1Qa.

This object is stamped on the neck SIAI/KOY. Its producing =mrEX center was

perhaps Herekleie Pontica.

8
;/p; 933, from the Hersion, exact provenance not kmown.

Of a total of 146 known exemples, 51 have basen found in Alexandria; 30

("' ; {
more in Naukratis (chiefly) and in Tell Fare'in in the Delta, or, of unknown /
A

Egyptian provenance, now stored in the Cairo Museum; 23 in the Black Sea area;

8 in Athens (of the 3 in the National luseum, thw source is not strietly lkmown,

but 5 are from the Agora Excavations); 7 in Syme (probably collected elsewhere )
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and 27 ®»f in various other places, for 21 of which the provenance is unknown
(most of these are in the British Muaqum). The Naukratis examples are largely
in the British liuseum. The 35 handles formerly in the Benakl residence in Alex-
andria have now bsen inktalled in the Muség Gré@o—Romain in that ecity.

c;/l/
gl‘ /

The name is OEYKAHZ in The stamps and CEOKAHX on the coins, See Barron,

G focens

pp. 236-237, for g list of names appearing on the coins. The fol]ow%ﬁéfappear n.
stamps :

AKH( WETAAISN

AABETMBPOTOZ MOZXTIS&N

ANBEINOZ) MAZIKRA(THZ)

ATIOANGNTIALLZ) IIAYZIMA(XOZ)

APIZTOAANOZ ZRITKPA(THEZ) o

APTZTOGSN SAINOKAHS Fex

APXEXPA(THZ) SIAINOZ

APXEMAX(0Z) PIAIZKOZ

AQPITENHE DINOKPATH?

BEAKEZTOZ BIATATOZ

GEYKAHZ SIARNI(AHY)

KAEANA |
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< (yddnam

See Tarsus I, p.l147 end fig. 118, no.95; the comment on this stamp

that has good context
~gives some references for published exemples of the class. ~The Agora exempls is

SS 667 from the liddle Stoa building fill (unpublished). As it happens, no name

has been restored in either of these two dated axamplai

- [-.:
3\{ w

(X $d .. V-
ﬁé S Yot €

See now Delas 27, P.

b Vv c.
For a labelled Attic 2-~choe measure, see S. Young, "An Athenian Xlepsydra,"

Hesperia VIII, 1939, especially pp.278-280,

®H

rkEExi ) xanphoraxofx Thax thirdxgua rierxofx ke x4 hxeankNTyx
AV

S5 4568, Attic (7) amphore of the thi¥d quarter of the 4th century (from

(ﬁith monogzram stamp on one handle

; Vv
Agora cistern D 15 : 3 s ht. 0,73, diam. 0,437, capacity 45,250; see Amphoras,

i

fige 42, right, SS 8214, Koan emphora of the first half of the 2nd century (from

Apora well G 5 :

31} stemped |A}ZKAH on one handle; ht, 0,785, diam, 0.45, EApERiL
B\ oot N

capecity 45,050; see Hespgria SupplVIII, pl.19, 8 {amphora) end pl.20, 10 (stamp;

reading of this, ibid., p. 188, id to be corrected); see also Amghora;, fig.56,

second jar from the left. The third jar referred %o is gaxamp P 6795, of
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Korinthian type but dateble about 100 B.C. (from Agora cistern C 9 : 7), unstamped:

‘{.r“-*-’. “’“‘. LA J: 4 f_ri-..
ht. 0.78, diam. 0.443, capacity 44,980; for a gerwTaldy similar jar &heckﬁshorter

v
in proportion) from the same deposit, see Amphoras, fig.38, third jar from left.
The cepacities of the first two amphoras were taken with wheat, in 1839; +the figure
given are the result of a recalculation, slightly higher than as first arrived at.

The third capacity was taken with barley in 1954, and I owe the figure to Professor

P et are U aee— =5
M, Leang. Note that the{capacity of these three jars is aboutﬁthat of the two-bath

7 A
L& 2, IS

Isreelite amphora of the 7th century B.C., ¢f. S.S. WBinberg, ed., KEhe Aegeen

ibid,
and the Near East et ¢ etc ete PpP.106=107, under no. 15, and cf. pp.

84-85.
BE &%
¥R pRoERErEpRx noxx 2L ixES
y Xfag

Not inventoried; VG photograph no.278.38. Full-bellied jar with mushroom
rim, neck spreading to a rather steeply sloping shoulder, and a heavy ring toe

with & short concave stem (e scotia). Ht, 0,80; diam. including marine deposit

0.46; ht, of handles ca. 0.25; capacity (water) ca., 52,875 cc. A break in the %®

(aftarwarq;;repairad)
toe ,showed reddish buff clay red at core,

!

—

rflézﬂg §

B 1
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footnotes - 31

P
5

o

P 14179 comes from Agora #mpesikx®x well O 20 : 3, Ht. 0.76, diam. 0.44,
&
J 1A

~——

3 ht. of handles ca. 0.22, Clay orange-buff, micaceous. Repaired and somewhat

:.I Al (_’" oL

~G ~— filled out in plasterj complete with toe. Note the full height of this amphora

is slightly less than that of the Haviaras amphora without its toe, but the shoulder
i I

of P 14179
is higher as well as wider than that of the other, and the lowsr body hes a full

of P 14179
curve, all features that would give edded capacity. The rimvﬁs a smaller roll

than on the Haviares jar, and the handles swing out below to the wider shoulder,

Tpking a capacity measurement of a restored amphora, especially a very large

one,is difficult and never very satisfactory. One cannot expect to getithe same

result twices+ £

; N \J""‘“"' = R i/ K"_ \...t_}\-‘- 1/
< RS AV
\%yz o r ﬁé( e ’,*J_ \.? ] ;-x
T h 5 %P L fy EeT
' ¥ TREWIL iy

g o N We O
# See A, Michaelis, "The lietrological Helief at Oxford," J.H.S. 4, 1883, pp.

585-350, on a relief of pedimental shape which shows the head (right) and

and his
shoulders of a man Jskklxiwtk arms out streight on either side, and above one arm,
L it in the field, s .
\ ®¥ engraved the underside of a foot. Cf, 5.8.G.Robinson in Hesperia Suppl. VIIit ’
= \ = ? &

words quoted
Pe 338, note 10, from which I take the xpsteiebom sbove; as the date of the relie f

is called just before 450 B.C., Robinson tentetively associates the addition of the

foot of Attic length with the Weights, leasures and Coinage Yscree of 449 B.C,
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footnotes - draught p. 32 revised L2

micheelis (pe 339) cites e passege in Herodotos (2, 168) "in which he affirme that
the Bgyptian fathom is equal to the Samian fathom. Doerpfeld was right in inter-
preting the words of the historian as referring to the great or royal ell [rather
L (J‘ \ -
iumi than the -sswmilar Egyptian one]." The Oxford relief has been illustrated mcently
by. Do E., Huynes, in Archaeology, 21, 1968, p. 209 (es one of the Arundel marbles);

and by J. Boardman in J. Boardman, J. D8rig, W. Fuchs, and M, Hirmer, The Art and

Architecture of Ancient Greece, London, 1967, fig. 42, above; cf. text, p. 12.

Boardmen dates the relief mid 5th century; amsixHaymamy Haynes, with HMichaslis, puts
it in the previous decade. Note that a joining fregment at the right end of the

relief as shown in micheelis' photgraph (his pl. XXXV) is missing in the two recent

illustretions.
To
Eoxxg/ the hypothetical 7 to 6 relationship between Attic and Samian stendards,
compare the 7 to 8 relationship between Attic and Ghian standards, although these

relationships would be attested in the one case only for linear measures and in the

other only for weight and volume. For a summary with references on the Attic -

apparently in 1956,
Chien xwimkimmziiyxx stendards relationship,ﬂfirst hypothesized by i, Langﬂssea now

‘Delos 29, pp. #520%K0 359-360.

second
It should be stated that Professor W.B.Dinsmoor considers that the ;nn.standardﬂ

implied by THMSEESSETe@TTELNONNENE the added foot which is a seventh of w@e length
of the "emboaied fathom"

cannot be LEMIEPESEE Attic
/ﬂ L1 e because the engreved foot is too short. He has another



A IR e VT A (111
- -~ |7 e k7 A ' 4 ~
7K Ao 4 ('\ e / '-x.._.tr . ot b3
\ e W ) P e __\ &
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interpretation
tenbabdkve ansndtiidrmtdonr, to appear in a new edition of his Architecture of Ancient

Greece, now in preparation.
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a8
younger
Under the table is a Ehodian amphora; &5 & yOarE man the collector had puplished

three such

Of these shapes, the latest illustrated returned us to the Haviaras family.
In Plate » 15, Demosthenes Haviaras sits with his prow-stamped amphora, unique to

, this day, in a sort of out-door study at his home in the upper town of Syme. On the

\\M. teble beside him is Dumont's jInscriptions Ceramiques de Grece; one can see its
AVASSY :

v o stiff back peges lying open at Pl. II. Under the table is a Rhodian jar; the

collector had published three of these in a Smyrne newspaper when he was a youngfﬁan,

90
soon after Dumont's book appeared., From this pleasant antiquarian kamek background

90 - -
Published in the Exm¥dwz I[PO0AOZ of April 21, 1876, see RmxmmxArrzhx Rev, Arch.,

XXXII, 1876, pp. 295 ff.; cf. commentery on I.G. XII, 3, 83. The collector cannot

have been more then about 30 at this time, since he lived until 1922, It is stated in

3
timxktik®m Rev.,Arch,, loc. cit., that Haviaras's kkxes Rhodian emphores brought up to 8

the Rhodian
the total then known. Dumontjs p. 13, fig, 1, is fully misleading as to Ehwix shape

see Transactions of the Awerican Philosophical Society, 55, 1965, Pe 5, note 2 (but

correct the place of publication of Dumont's volume to Paris). For one mors ¢limpse

£ i.g 4 Ma: $ .
of our mIXWEXEX originel collector, see A, Maiuri, op., cit. in nots 2t above, p,

L I (L& 3

. j ﬁ




lichaelis (p.339) cites a passage in Herodotos (Z,168)
&

N (e

footnotes

v

- 32
in which he affirms that

v/
W/ A

Doerpfeld was right in inter-

|
f
/

[

the Egyptian fathom is equal to the Samiap’fathom.
4
£
preting the words of the historian asjreferring to the great or royal ell [rather
7
& =
R e A
s g .-_

b
< e

than the sﬂallar Egy pt1an ﬁathomj

J.J“ f . n_f.' ) ir
b

This ? to 6 ralatlonshlp
be compared with the 7 to 8 gggatlcnship between Attic and Chian fwwigkkxmwmdxx

! oo =
% "I-‘ L e

"N

#

s §'
G
ween Attic and Samian f%immax} standards is to
Eaad—
I

these relationghips are attested in the one cese
with reference
Yor a summargﬂon

4
&
' 4

rniuxay standards, althou
/
,f sl
for linear measures gyﬁ in the other for welght and volume.
Y & 10N Sy
standé/rds I.";\?--, of Iy |V | \//
the Attic = Ch;j?/ralatlonshlp, see now Dalos d?, P. a ~260 .
1871, p.13, a drawing

\
L

photographed the éﬁphora
A

7

//86/
Se I 3 i
stemped P
purporting to be ajRhodian amphore of the fabricant MAPIYAZ, but in fact its outline

we.s traced from the drawing of an uﬁatamped Romen amphora which had been published

e A. Dumont, Inscriptions Ceramiques de Grece, Paris

& I‘ o ol

7 ¢ 195/
See more fally Transactions of the Americen Philosophical

by J.L.Stoddart. See mc 111
Society, 55, 1965, p. 5, notﬁ 2 (in a chapter on the finds from the Antikythera
B

shlpwreok)
1t may be remarked that in our vﬁ@its to Sime,
\1. r**
LSAG 2 00 T P

érTﬂiTnxhnxnmtna
S At __U -"‘_’__' N, %,
WWWWW PWe did not TR Ehe-
}

Rhodian emphore seen under the table dn the old Rhotograph,

=)

v

=t » ?
&af;——laoJmequ*ﬂ 1?5~ ﬁut,ﬂbﬁ
although we found and re-



Whoever investigates the text of this papyrus with relation to capacity

apparently provided
figures of actual amphoras will no doubt have in mind also the evidanco/nfor the

Semien %£3 linear standard by the metrological relief in Oxi‘ord,c$ which,ﬂxﬁdingx
e = S\ o ; ; f/

0 e T N R N LA— "

tnx*mxxm'spnnﬁm memxthho Attic foot has been subsequently
engraved alongside the embodied Samian fathom," showing a ratiof of 7 Attic feet

to the Samian fathom, or a 7 to b relationship between Attic and Samian standards



P - | 1s

16-choe keramia of the papyros, and a cepacity measurement should some day be
_8? (’ -
tried, Wihoover investigates the text of this papyros with relation to capacity

( figures of actual emphores will no doubt heve in mind elso the evidence for the
Semian (?) linear standard es compered with the Athenien, at least in the 5th century
B.Co, the metric relief in Oxford in which, as it seems, "the Attic foot has been
subsequently engraved alongside the embodied Samian fathom,” showing a ratio of 7

Attic feet to the Samian fathom, or a 7 to 6 relationship betwoen Attic and Semian

€\ :
88
standards. 3

So far as the present article is concerned, here tha matter must rest,

o e
Semian amphora stemps have been presented, see Pls,. / » & series for

i [

which e date is proposed in the latter 4th oent}ixj' BeCe, the basic group (the
,'|"

[ ¥
L3

Haviaras stamps and duplicates of these) perh__&p soon after 322 B.C., while a few

associated items may be of the end of the men ury (9-}9, types with lion mask plus

-

=

5 :
proper names). Some of the stamps in Pls, / end are of interest from the point

of view of sults, and some make thurlém. I bution %o art history. I have investi-
goted what may have been the shape of ¢! ?' amphoras on which these stamps were
impressed, and of earlier and later tm_i{lons perhaps produced by the Samians in

the course of their history of many vieissitudes, while olive oil continued to be

carried abroed from Samos. The chronology of this study of shapes has depended

mich on context of discovery of jars amnd fragmente from the Athenian Agora, The



Y | A

“-dd - '
'
g

shapes presented in Figs. 1 and 2, and in P1, , rgtam interest whether or not

all prove to have been made in Semos.

Of these shapes, the latest illustrated returned us to the Haviaras femily,

/ {
LA A A i .,.}",', ot

z_,v.—ﬁp_’* la = '\n_-g' g .
In Pl , 15, Demosthenes Haviaras sits&in e sort of outdoor study at his home

in the upper town of Syme, On the table beside him is Dumont's Inseriptions

Beremiques de Grece; one can see its stile lghck pages lying open at Pl, II,. é

il o '_:;'l ] [!\ — f f 4 { [ h’?

s A G freche pwm ' Fah:
I_ﬁnder the table is a Rhodian amphore;, possibly the aqneci;or did it;.,t';'c recognige
i L{. . T A . ‘-‘ PP (= & \ e =

NG % \ 5 » , ,
it as su%},ﬂ no stemps ware visible,zince Dumont is misleading om the Rhodisn

. £
shape. From this pleasent enbiquarian background Nikites and Michael Haviaras
wont eway to school in Samos, whence the ome brought back his unique group of
Semian stamps hore presented. Fl., /, 17, may remind us of what is owed to the
other son, since it is part of tho,{grent collection in Alexendrie of Michsel
Heviares' pupil Lucas Benslki, Through the generatioms the scholerly pursuit of
these minor momuments has built up i‘or us a ooral island of small but solid bits
/
of fact. 4And in the meanwhile tg-.’their addiots these studies have continued to

provide e refuge for the attenfion im the midet of whatever dismal outer cireuyme

stances have prevailed; o garden enclosed,
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cannot be Attic, because the ehgraved foot is too short. He has another interpret=

ation, to appear in a new edition of his Architecture of Ancaéent Greece, now in

————

preparation. See his paper, "The Brsis of Greek Temple Design: Asia Minor, Greecs,

Congresso
Italy," Atti del Settimo Internazionale di Archeologia Classica, I, Roma, 1961,

ppe. 355-368, for identification of the lengths of #Re various foot units employed
in gncient Greek and Roman buildings. The paper includes (pp. 361-362) discussion

of the relation of linear measures to those of capacity and weight.
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