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Abstract

The historical setting of the Hellenistic period in the Peloponnese has been
covered in great detail in scholatiterature, as well as trecope of Hellenistic religion
and the role of monument@mples during this perioddowever, the role odmall extra
urban temples has been somewhat overlooked in favor of larger and more easily
accessible temples within the city or predominant sanctuary. The Peloponnese is rich in
such modest rural temples, all exhibiting architectural similarities whigh $how point
to not only a specific architectural style in this region but a rlwttctional role of these
small temples for the city and surrounding landscape

The overarching goal of the dissertation is to examine how the role of the pastoral
templecontributed to the agenda of tbiey andcommunity. This is the first
comprehensive description, examination, and collection of these modest yet pivotal
temples from the Hellenistic period in the Peloponnese. | posit that the built
environments of theity and countryside functioned together, rather than in opposition to
each other as is often suggested: the temples do not merely reflect thpaiticial
idealsand identityof the city, but actively participate in and shape these agendas.

Some of thee small temples were administered by the city state, but located
outside the urban space and functioned as markers of expansion and territorial influence
of the city and as regional centers for cults uniting the rustic population. Additionally,
some sitesalthough being under administration of nearby city states, served to hold a
stance of neutrality between extreban populations instances of trade or for those

seeking temporary asylum



In turn, what made these temples so critical to the risinggp that they
bolstered civic identity, social cohesion and territorial integrity among a diverse
constituency. In doing this, the rural sanctuaries engaged networks of community through
already established ties of cult which was especially vital téotineation of major cities
seeking to establish and legitimize their political position. The impressive result of these
efforts was a common sense of history and community, strengthening the ethnos in these

areas.
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Introduction

i | theend,thecharacterof a civilizationis encasednitss t r u ¢ 1 krankeGehro

With this project, | bring recognition to the magnitude and quality of
Peloponnesian architecture in the Hellenistic periodB#3B.C.). The scope of
Hellenistic religion and the e of sanctuaries with monumental temples have been
widely studied. However, the role of small extidan temples in relation to the city has
been overlooked in favor of larger, betpgeserved, and more easily accessible temples
within the city polis, pl. poleig or a predominant sanctuary. Today, many exemplary
sites, once famous and important in antiquity, are remote, largely forgotten, and in a poor
state of preservation. The relationship of the polis and the development, placement, and
functionof small pastoral sanctuaries deserves further consideration.

My involvement for many years with the excavation and reconstruction of the
heroonat the Hellenistic site of Ancient Messene in the Peloponnese was the impetus for
the work | put forth inhis thesis. The heroon is a relatively small structure in size that
exhibits peculiarities in design (e.g. unusually tall proportions, decrease in wall width as
height increases), as well as details of refinement and ornamentation (e.g. carved floral
motifs under mouldings, decorative masonry work), that are unprecedented according to
published surveys of Hellenistic sites to date. Interested in these characteristics, | began
searching around the Peloponnese at any site reported to have at least onstitlelle
building to find achitectural parallels. | did noecessarily find many instances, but

what | did find while driving thousands of kilometers were many small, rurat, non



peripteral temples with commanding views between cities. | began to seterml of

these structures had rusticated interior walls, drafting margins on the corners, or roughly
worked exterior surfaces, large statue bases in the cella, cuttings in the floor for the legs
for offering tables, and the remains of altars outsidéthofigh they looked like they

were quite modest, some aksxhibited carefully worked ornamentation and detail
including fragments dfine floral carvings and neatly fitted together floor paving. Upon
closer study of the sites, it became evident thatonebinations of these structural and
decorative features were not aberrant occurrences, but conventional technijues
placement fopastoral Hellenigc temples. | began to reseattle temples to see what
information | could find, but in most caseta were only random snippets of

information to cobble together. The scant information on these temples and the
reoccurring presence of these features in the Peloponnese accentuated the Hellenistic
architectural program in the Peloponnese as a topioppate for considerably deeper
investigation and publication.

The manner in which Hellenistic temples have been viewed and studied provides
an opening for the study of small, pastoral temples. In traditional studies, the focus has
most often centereain an evolutionary idea of architecture, paying most attention to
larger sanctuaries and more impressive or beteserved building§The idea that
architecture was evolving, achieving greater feats, and developing perfect proportions in
the Classical @riod is a common theme in Greek architecture. The following Hellenistic
period haoftenbeenpreviouslyviewed as one of decline or decadence.

It is of paramount importance that we address the idea of decline and evaluate the

problematic nature dhis term. While the perception that the Hellenistic period was one

! Dinsmoor 1973; Lawrence 1973; Fyfe 1974;:Tomlinson 1989.



of downturn hagased in more recent and current scholarshgstigma of the term has
lingered and been difficult to shake. The text in which this term was rddted,
Architectureof Ancient Greecby William Bell Disnmoor, is one of the most prevalently
cited and authoritative sources on the history of Greek architecture. This work was a
revision taken on by Dinsmoor in 1927tbéWilliam J. Anderson and R. Phéne Spiers
publication, The Architecture of Ancient Greece and Rpwigich was based on a series
of lectures given by Anderson in the 1890sin Glasgdwi ns moor 6s t hird ed
1950 is still cited often today because of his reputdbomomprehensive research,
wide scope of architectural discussion from the Greek Bronze Age to the Hellenistic
period, and the book6s infor riisindeedar egar di
great source for art historians and archaeologists, but it is not without bias.
MargaretMiles succinctly points out the major structural problems which affect
us today when relying upon this source including his focus on the biological model of
architectural development, evaluation based dhcEditury colonial ideas, often
guestionable datg, andatendency to focumainly on buildings mentioned by ancient
authors® The publication is evident of its time, and we need to be aware of the false
impression it may give in light of the decades of research since the first half of'the 20
centuy.
The 4" centuryB.C.was perceived by Dinsmoor as one in which general
tendencies were common; it marked the abatement of aesthetic perfection, the religious
aspect and inspiration for architecture had reached its pinnacle in the previous Periclean

temples, and architecture became less focused on temples and turned toward secular

2 Dinsmoor1950, pyv.
% Miles 2001, p. 2.
* Miles2001, p. 2.
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el ements of the city. Dinsmoor wrote, néée
evol uti onéTh-kuilding epach on the Gngek reainland had passed with the

end of tte 5" century B.C. % Fifth-centuryB.C. Athens was seen as the Golden Age or

the Age of Pericles, a period when culture, economic growth, military power, and

architecture were at their peak following the Persian Wansleed, the architectural

program on thacropolis in Athens is one of the most elaborate examples of refinement

and proportion of Classical form, the Parthenon as the centefp@nee these

architectural achievements had been reached, what was to be done next?

At this point, if architecturd@ ad 6evol veddé to perfect pro
optical refinements such as curvature, how could anything but this type of architecture be
seen as the worthy of the term innovation? By using these parameters as the definition of
the epitome of Greekrehitecture, we lock ourselves in a box and fail to recognize the
originality of architects beginning to experiment with temple plans and architéare.

a result, there is a notion that this experimentation aa/ancrease in ornamentation

was aresut of the lack in diversity and innovation. In fact, Dinsmoatited his
chapteronthelc ent ury B. C. AThe Beginning of the
that new architectural endeavors were seen as inferior, pretentious, and decadent, and that
ornamentation of temples compromised the ideals of strength and dignity of the

structure’ More recent studies have addressed this issue and bring together a collection

® Dinsmoor 1950p. 217.

® Jenkins 2008p. 129.

"Rhodes 1995p.1.

8 Lawrencel996 p. 151166. He opens the discussion of Hellenistic architecture explaining how the

expansion of the Greek world into EgyptadWesten Asia affected temple design. Greek design spread to

these areas, but the traditional conventions began to change with the mixed populations of new cities.

° Dinsmoor 1950, p. 217; Winter 2006. 5. While Winter does go on to thoroughly dischesviariety of

architecture in the Hellenistic period, explaining the reasons for the change in taste of architecture, he does
use the word fApretentiousodo to describe motivations

4



of examples, addressing the significance and variation of Hellenistic architectuebythe
showing the pervasive experimentation and attempt at new architectural ideas that were
explored during the tim¥. These studies bring light to the economic aspects of the time,
along with the change in religious outlook, civic pride, and the manipulaf interior
space for emotional effect.

The idea of decline cannot only be attr
The term has been applied to this period because some perceive it to signify the end, thus
the decline, of theolis (pl. polas), or city. As | will discuss in Chapter One, this
depends on what the definition opalisis in relation to the definition of independence.
If one subscribes to the idea that the polis flourished in the Archaic and Classical periods
but was desbyed in one fell swoop wheRhilip Il of Macedon defeated Athens and
Thebes at the Battle of Chaironeia in 33 Bten this would be seen as the end of the
city-state!* The biggest glitch in this definition is that a large majority of Greelkis
were dready under the controf various powers by the Sttentury B.C:? The
implication is thathe independent polis wast the most common type of state by the
time Macedonia took over. The poleis were autonomous in that they were self
governing, but thewere not necessarily independent. Under Philip, what disappeared
were the powers of the hegemonial states of Athens, Thebes, and Sparta, notstagecity

autonomy, and poleisontinued to function in virtually the same waly.

9 pollitt 1986;Hellmann2002; Winter 206.

" Herman2006, p. 48.

12Kindt 2012, p. 29; Malkin, Coriantakopoulou, and Panagopoulou 2009, p. 20; He@@@8, p. 48

Hansen 2006 elaborates that hundreds ofstéyes changed status from being independent to being a part
of a federal state fro#b0-350 B.C, and that our idea of independence should equate more with self
governance than full independence.

13 Hanser2006, p. 132.



One thing thats glaringly obvious is that aonsideration of minor poleis and
modest, rural temples has traditionally been left out of the discussion in scholarly
literature. Withthe focus being placed on the larger sanctuaries in Greece and new
constructions in prominentgetuaries in the East, there is little room or effort to place
these smaller edifices within any context of the Hellenistic architecture, let alone their
importance to the community. In fact, it is likely their seemingly discreet nature and
form are theexact qualities which have lent them to be interpreted as insignificant.
Fortunately, this has begun to change with studies that have taken into consideration
(although mainly from Archaic and Classical periods) the impact of rural populations and
their sanctuary architecture in the Peloponnese. Madeleine Jost, Mary Voyatzis, Susan
Alcock, Morgens Herman Hansen have contributed greatly to thi¥end.

Still today, many of these tempgleave been only excavated in a partial or
cursory manner, if at albuch asKleoai, Petrovouni, and KioniaWhile some have
received more thorough excavation, they have been neither published to any relevant
extert beyond archaeological reportsr have they been analyzed on their own terms and
synthesized by any meansarthe overall picture of extrarban architectural activity in
the Hellenistic Peloponnesé.there was such a decline during the Hellenistic period,
why are we left with these remains? What is the explanation for so many rural edifices of
this style? 1 is true these temples do not measure up in size or sleek proportions to those
of the Classical period; they tend to be small, rusticated, outside the city proper, and off
the beaten path of moderoutes of travel and tourisnRather than looking at tee

structures in comparison to the Gasl period, we ougltb think of them as

4 Hansen 2006, p. 13%Yinter, p. 5-33.
15 Jost 1985; Jost 1994p. 217230; Jost 1999,p 192247 Voyatzis1999 pp. 130-168; Alcock 1994, pp.
247-61; Hansen 1996, 2006.



representative of ehange in taste and focus whichore likely, is indicative of a shift in
the attitudes, concerns, and circumsts of the Hellenistic period

Anthony Snodgrass and Francois de Polignac both argue that the polis from the
8" centuryB.C. on constituted a formal expression of religious following and the cults
served to integrate the diverse constituency of rural populdfioBs. Polignac also notes
thatthe sacred place of the city was often located at the frontier of the city (i.e. extra
urban), focusing on the idea that these structures played a major role as boundary
markers'’ The role of boundaries is valid, as they were an integral element dltse p
and territory; but it is equally significant to focus on how activities of community were
carried out across the landscape and how these temples helped shape thefideatity o
polis, rather than on thdieing a product of the expanding polis ongngicant entities
swallowed up by the polis. Many sanctuaries were actually situated at the frontiers of
two regions, and later, when the communities were consolidated into cities, the
sanctuaries are thought to have been ascribed to one city orrdfidififficulties arise
in trying to prove this in many cases because of the lack of epigraphic evidence available
for these smaller temples, and many have no direct indication of who funded, built, or
maintained them.

Despite this lack of epigraphicieence, we arable to take the information we
have from recent research on aspects such as polis formation, the relationship of city and

countryside, Hellenistic religion, and rural sanctuaries from the Archaic and Classical

1% de Polignac 1984; de Polignac 1995, p. W@npdgass 1991p. 20.

7 de Polignac 1995, p23, 37.

18 de Polignac 1995, p. xivIn this book, de Polignac revamps his original thesis irthvhie proposed a

model where the cults present in the center of the city were not able to maintain control over the territory,
so rural sanctuaries were implemented to balance this. In the newer version he admits this may be too
rigid a model and allowfor a more flexible one wherein cult places could also develop from neutral

locations that were contact points between different communities into more revered rural sanctuaries where
the sovereignty of the city was eventually manifested.



periods and use it to try tieterminehow these temples wererfctioning in a network of
poleis and sanctuaries to serve the needs of the communities who frequented them.

One very important aspect of this is figuring out how we define polis and polis
religion. Julia Kindt drawsttentionto both of these terms, and brings to focus that
concept of the polis as defined by independence in traditional scholarship may need some
reworking® Along with Kindt, several scholars working with the Copenhagen Polis
Center have also broughtltght a great deal of information about the inventory of cities
from the Archaic through Roman periods, their level of-gelfernment, and how we
understand the term independefitélitimately, while the polis was thaolitical center,
it was nomnecessaly the religious centet

The notions of city versus countryside and the dichotomy that has developed
between the two is another theme we need to consider. Natural features of the landscape
are inherent parts of religious locations, and these areioffgaces removed from the
city.?> One of the major sources we look to in describing and identify architecture within
the landscape is th&“xentury A.D.Greek author, Pausanias. His only known work,
Periegesis HelladofDescription of Greegeis a t&-volume, topographically organized
account of mainland Greece, covering Attica, the Peloponnese, and Central Greece. Itis
comprised of descriptions of sites and monuments, local and religious histories, mythical
traditions, and accounts of customs ahghls. It is based on his own travels and
provides an eyewitness account of the stat

Pausanias tells the reader that his account is a bit selective, focusing on the most

YKindt 2012.

2 Hansen 19972006; Hansen and Nielsen 200elsen 1995, 1996, 2002, Nielsen and Roy 1999: Roy,
1996, 1999,2005.

2L sourvinoulnwood 1988, 1990.

22 Buxton 1994; Jost 1994, 2007.



noteworthy cities, shrines, and historiealthough his accounts do not cover every site,
and his descriptions are sometimes questionable as to whether he actually visited all the
sites he expounds upon, his work has been a valuable source for a wide variety of
scholars in art history, archaeolgdnistory, and other disciplines. Without his
topographical descriptions, some of the sites included in this thesis would have been
much more difficult to locatevhile completing my research

As more research is carriedtand new information is reeéed in excavations
our perception of the roles between the urban and-axan is shifting, as can be seen
in a collection of essays edited by Rosen and SKiifEnis work carries over into the
topic of religion andhewaysin which deities within th city and outside of it have been
traditionally viewed, which is often in opposition to each offieRural religion itself has
been addressed by many authors, but the focus tend®ithe Archaic and Classical
periods?® Peloponnesian rural architeotuand religion in particular have received
attention from a few authors including the many works of Madeleiné%dste only
shortcoming of these works is that, again, they tend to concern the area of Athens or
Archaic, Classical, and Roman examplesilevthose from the Hellenistic period are
only briefly mentioned. One of the main problems is that there is no good source yet on
Hellenisticreligion. It is a bit of a question mark thaas not been answerebtlew cults
were forming and new religiomsovements were introduced such as Orphism. We do

notknow much about some of these, and they tend to get marginalized in the discourse.

% Rosen and Sluiter 2006.

24 polinskaya2006.

% Dillon 1997; Polinkaya 2006; larson 2007; Digna®007.

% Alcock, 1993, 1994; Alcock and Osborne, 1994; Jost 1985, 1986, 1994, 1999, 2003, 2007; Voyatzis,
1999.
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There has also been a surge in the past decade concerning network theory and
trying to understand the connectionsvilen and amongntitiedthrough analysis of the
pattern they form. This is not entirely new, as scholars such as Edlund and Sanders
began to tackle this concept over 20 years?adsut with the rise of Geographic
Information Systems in the field ovite past ten years, network analysis has seen an
increase in interest and publicatidh.

One of the main sources we have for understanding how sanctuaries functioned in
the Peloponnesemes from arnscription of the Andanian mystery cult which was
analyzed in detail by Laura Gawlinskilhe translation andaceful reading of the
document provides valuable information concerning rules and regulations of the
sanctuary in relation to personal conduct, trade, markets, and féfilipes, pieced
together withnformation from the Copenhagen Polis Center and various parallel
instances around the Greek world help decipher how these rural temples functioned
within the network of the Peloponnese.

In Chapter One, | address the definitions of polis and polis eeligihe origins of
how and why we perceive them the way we do, and the neegt@lgate the current
models. These are important concepts that affect how we view what was unfolding
politically, socially, economically, and religiously in the Hellenigteriod. | then move
onto a synopsis of the events leading up to the political and social structure of the
Hellenistic period in the Peloponnese in order to situate the region in its historical context
so that we may understand the implications of tleesats. How the area was affected

politically, socially, and economically by Macedonian and Spartan aggression was

?"Edlund, 1987; Sanders and Whitbred, 1990.
28 Malkin, Constantakopoulou and Panagopuoulou 2009; Brughmans 2013;Knappett 2013
2 Gawlinski, 2a.2.
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instrumental in realizing how the new poleis developed and identified themselves,
drawing upon the network of rural temples in order taldsth legitimacy.

Chapter Two is the presentation of the sites and temples represented by specific
region or prefecture. The emergent pattern of a central focus on a higher concentration of
temple location in the region of Arkadia offers a good pladeetpn. From there |
explore the regions surrounding Arkadia. Each region begins with a brief description of
its topographical and geographical location within the Peloponnese. The physical
remains of the sites are explained in detail to provide tsedollection of
comprehensive description and examination of these modest, yet pivotal temples in the
Peloponnese.

The network of these temples is addressed in Chapter Three. By exploring the
concept of the relationship between and among rural Hetietemples in the
Peloponnese | show pathways and connections sé tteenples with regard to polasd
Panhellenic sanctuaries in the region. Despite their modest nature, which has often led
to assumptions they were not significant to the broadigices retwork of the
Peloponnese, thesanples are an integral part of the travel and pilgrimage routes to
surrounding areas. | then explore the problematic nature of the current model of thinking
which generally categorizes deities as urban or rufddere are so many exceptions to
this rule that it is impractical to rely on this type of paradigm. Rather, looking at the
topography, mythology, and sanctity of the place is more productive in determining why
the temples were constructed in the plabey &re situated.

In Chapter Four, | explore the function of these pastoral temples beyond their

religious function. This includes their contribution to the identity of majtaipo
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following synoecisnfthe amalgamation of many villages and towns atargerpolis or
city-state)and their role irelation to boundaries, economy, neutrality and locations of
refuge. Necessarily so, sanctuaries outside the city walls performed a combination of
religious, political, and social functions, creating idgnaihd subtle unity among the
scattered populations in the cityodos territ
and the urban center.

In the Conclusions, | evaluate the implications of the information presented in
each chapter. Beginning Wwithe effects of Spartan and Macedonian hegemony, and a
revised concept of polis religion,excan begin to formulateckeaser picture of the
Peloponnese during the Hellenistic period. Drawing upon the similarities in architecture
and the connections amg communities and #ir religious identities, | bringttention to
the way in which sanctuaries and small temples became landmarks and symbols of a
perceived cohesive and integrated political unit, reinforcing its legitimacy to territories in

the surrounthg area.
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Chapter One: Historical Context

Syntheses of the Hellenistic period are rich in historical detail, often addressing
various aspects of economic, social, political, and religious factors. These accounts tend
to place an emphasisént hens, Macedonia, or the other
successors, while the Peloponnese is neglected as a seemingly marginal region. The
Peloponnese as a whole has rarely been preserggdgien of study, although this has
begun to change in the pasenty years® The peninsula forms the southern portion of
the mainland of Greece and is bounded on all sides by water except for the northeastern
corner where a sliver of land connedtto the Megarian peninsudad throughthat,

Attica. As a natuidy delimited area that contained over 130 tgites located in seven
ethnically and culturally distinct regions in antiquity, the Peloponnese offers rich
potential for addressing questions about historical process and how such processes are
contained ima particular geographical settifig The major cities of Argos, Corinth,
Megalopolis, and Sparta vied for authority within and outside the Peloponnese and their
struggles are welllocumented by ancient authors.

Significantly, the Peloponnese also hodtagée of the four major padellenic
festivals in Greece at Isthmia, Nemea, and Olympia. Control over those wealthy
sanctuaries was at times a primary cause of military and political clashing, and the
prominence of the great sanctuaries in the liteiguigraphical, and historical accounts

attests to the central role sanctuaries and religious customs played in ancient politics.

UNi gel Kennel | 6 s \workslofféd a grdatecontrilition tp theedyséussion regarding the
ancient historial landscape of the Peloponnese. Kennell, 2010; Shipley 2005, pp3@;LShipley 2009;
Cavanagh, Crowell, Caitlinggnd Shipley 2001; Shipley 2000; Shipley 2006, p. 30.

31 Hansen andlielsen 2004 Nielsen2004; Nielsen and Roy 1999
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The history of this region, in the sense of the interactions between Peloponnesian states
and their contests with others outsithe area, forms the context for the present
examination of the role of pastoral temples built in the mountain landscape. The ongoing
push and pull of alliances, coundatiances, and the incessant warfeoaducted by the
Peloponnesiangrovides criti@l information about the social, economic, and religious
climate during the Hellenistic period, which, ultimately, is intricately woven into aspects
of the landscape and muftinctional role of small, extrarban temples. Despite their
modest nature, tise temples were a significant indicator of the pulse of goalitical

relations and instrumental to the identity and vieeling of local populations in the
Peloponnese.

Recognition oestablished sanctuarias centers created the image of stability
andestablished the kind of authority Greek cities needdey reflected a symbolic
organization of the landscape that reinforimeehsof geographic centrality and cultural
hierarchy The structure of ritual waan important part of life and identityl'he polis
becamea level of organization at which many communities chose to represent themselves
politically, religiously, andsymbolically to the outside worldThis was partiallyprought
on by the necessity to formally creatanified and common interesif protectionagainst
sourcef threat such as Macedonia and Spaiftais model has led us to follow a
structure whichraditionallyfocuses on the center of the city the defining element of a
territory. And while it created an impressiofan impatant symbol of central authority,
we should nobverlookthatthe most important sanctuariesthe Greek worldvere, in
fact, not within the city including Delphi, Dodona, Olympia, Epidauros, and Apahia on

Aegina to name a fewSuch placesvereproteced bysacredbligation and agreements
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that encouraged peaceful interactmongcommunities? Those sanctuaries whose
divinities transcended local borders and whose rituals mediated competition and
neutralized aggression, influenced the process of egehanteraction, and negotiation
that helped shape the common institutions oftbles, rather than the other way
around®

A very thoughtprovoking discussion of Greek religion in relation to the polis is
addressed by Julia Kindt in her 2010 boRkhinking Greek Religion With the notion
of religion so embedded in the polis, how we have conceptualized the relationship
between the two is of concern. The major obstacle to overcome is defining what exactly
polis religion is and how the widelysed modl that has developed from this term has
been used to interpret the study of Greek religion. | introduce it here because it is
pertinent to consider whether religion and the polis were congruent, and how personal
and individual ritual fit into this modelThis becomes especially apparent in the
following synopsis of Peloponnesian history when the emergence of major poleis
occurred as a reaction to the political events and pressures of invasion taking place.
Because the traditional framework suggestsdba that the polis was the institutional
authority which provided structure to the divine world through a religious system,
expressed devotion to a particular gods, and established the cults, ritual, and sanctuaries,
the polis has been placed in a prokd¢imposition of being the primary source of power
in the discourse of Greek religidh.This creates enisguided tension between city and
countryside, placing them in binary oppositidhe city finds itself equated withe

symbolic center and the eslishment of order, hence temples inside of it represent the

32 Cole 2004, p. 66.
3 Sourvinoulnwood 1988, pp259-273; Sourvinodnwood 1990, pp. 29322.
34 Sourvinoulnwood 2005, p. 9.
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religious centrality of the area, while temples outside the city are symbols of disorder,
eccentricity, or deviance, therefore of less value to the identity of th& city.

Kindt rightfully points out that most studies of polis religion focus oniyttoe
religious systems of the Archaic anth€sical periods as being of relevance and
coherencé® This is concerning because the model of polis religion has become so
prevalent that works covering Hehistic and Roman periods have also comelyp r
upon it with skewed result¥here iseither an overemphasis of continuity in religious
practices or an acknowledgement of differences that must be explained away without any
attempt to integrate these difences into a more comprehensive picture of Greek
religion in later period&’ This is compounded by the fact that we still lack a
comprehensive account of religion in the Hellenistic period, which was a time of
continuity mixed with canges in religionhat varied according tpeographical location
and social status. Theperiods saw an increase in personal religion, magic, Orphism
and Bacchic cults, worship of hypostatized ideas like Tyche (Fate) and the introduction of
exotic cults such as that of$sand Serapi€ Because this model is so often used, and
our evidence and study of the ancient world is growing and changing, it calls for us to
rethink the model and begin to change it, allowfmgonce perceived nuances and
0 o d d oftreligeos t6 beconsidered as part of the common discourse of Greek religion.

A second looming question fundamental to the discussion of the relationship
between Greek religion and the polis is that of how we define the polis. One of the

reasons the Archaic and Clasdiperiods have become the focus of polis religion is

% Rosen andluiter 2006, present a collection of essays that argue for-thaheation of city versus
countryside paradigm with the goal of alleviating the gap that separates discourse from historical reality.
% Kindt 2012, 27.

¥ Kindt 2012, 28.

% Herman 2006, [L33.
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because classical scholarship has operated under the conception of the polis as an
independent representation of social and political organization that generally came to an
end in the second half of t4& century B.C. This is the point at which Philip Il of
Macedon was victorious at the Battle of Gbakeia (338 B.C.), defeatinthebes and
Athens, overtaking rule of Greece, and therefore putting an end to the Grestatgty
independenc® Because th polis religion model inherently relies on this definition of
independence, later periods have been marginalized and consequently not included as
valid epochs for the model. However, durthg Archaic and Classical periods, Greece
wasessentially a corigmerate of autonomous citates with no overall political or
administrative structure. The notion of the polis coming to a maess sudden end in
the 4" century B.C. has recently been challenged. Scholars of the Copenhagen Polis
Centre, for exanlp, have argued a stig case for implementingtaoacer definition of
the polis and its presence after the Classical péfiddorgens Herman Hansen of the
Copenhagen Polis Centre has pointed outabetnomialor full independence) was
never fAbabl erckduactetistico of the polis.
Even before Philip 1l won thBattle of Chaironeia, some poleigre dependent
upon others; for example, many poleis were inhabited by the Lakedainpamiaikoi,
making them dependent upon Spdft&urthermore, byttis time, several cities had

already joined the Delian afkloponnesian Leagues arwlld no longer be defined as

39 Malkin, Constantakopoali, and Panagopoulou 2009, p. 20

“Hansen 2006. Scholars of the Copenhagen Polis Centre have suggested a more developed definition of
polis, one which considers the need to more firmly bring religion of Hellenistic and Rmariads into the

picture of Greek religion. The only shortcoming of their study is that it tends to focus on major polis
religion, rather than including religious institutions above and below the polis level. This calls for the
necessity to allow for déations from the narrow focus on aspects of Greek relgion that have been rooted

in a strict framework focusing on the polis as the primary vehicle of legitimizing religion.

* Hansen 2006, 48.

2 Kennell 2010, p. 80.
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truly independent. In response to this, scholars such as Hansen have reinforced that a

more representative definition of the autonomia is which centers on the concept of

selfgovernance rather than complete independ&htfewe take this to be the case, then

the notion of the polis continued to exist into the Hellenistic and Roman periods and we

can now begin to incorporate the contextedigion of these periods within the polis

model. This allows us to evaluate changes in religion and cult that would have been

previously explained away or perceived to be outside the parameters of the religious

system classical scholarship has so dontigayiven over to the power of the polis.
Religiouslocations in a territory were essential to the existence and durability of

thepolis. Greek cities created themsehmsclaiming a landscaperrancois de Polignac

has explained this phenomenon imierof the early history of theolis, arguing that

local claims to territory were originally made by maintaining control ajomborder or

rural sanctuarie¥' Thiswasa formative element and major structural support of the

polisitself. While this modeis notuniformly applicablejt is apparent thahe

underlying idea of ritual unity between a cadtlocation and its hinterlandcluding

external sanctuaries was fundamental topibles and necessary for its survival

Entitlement to territory wasl@med through vaoustactics settlement, natural and

constructed boundaries, shared ritual, and foundation miétails of these methods

varied with local conditions and the process was dynamic and flexible, and the emerging

poleiswere responsive tihe demands of local historglying on the incorporation of

myth and veneration of local deitieShesepoleiswereessentiallyconstructedy using

the surrounding territory to establish autonomy and religion. Rural temples were a vital

*3Hansen 2006, 49.
4 dePolignacd 995.
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element in estblishing the city, and the city was literally and figuratively defined by
them. This becomes a major factor when turmoil during the Hellenistic period instigated
a more formal foundation of several cities.

We first need to understand how we got hefew and why these majgoleis
formed in order to answer questions about the functions andicagae of rural temples
within their vicinity, some of which were already quite significant in their own right
These temples are not just small edificesteidéor a larger city that funded thermhey
were not insignificant country locations with seeminghdeveloped architecture. The
templeswere not simply amassed by theleisbecause they were within the desired
territory. They were the desired teoily. They were constructed and specifically
selected when majqoleisbegan to emerge because of the importance they represented
in the area They werecritical to the newfound incentive to act againgears of
turbulence withthe powers of Macedonianal Sparta In essence, we are-ocenstructing
the history of these temples, bringing to lightmodern scholarship their loffgrgotten
significance within the context of strithiring the Hellenistic period dlhe Peloponnese

By the time of the Hellaistic period, traditionally situatdaktween the yeaof
Al exander the Greatds death in 323 B.C.
Peloponnese had become part of an empire that stretched as far east as the Punjab in
modern day Pakistan, a resultconquests under Alexander the Great and Macedonian
rule. There is no doubt the Hellenistic Peloponnese was beleaguered by warfare erupting
both as a result of Macedonian rule and the eager attempts of Sparéstablesh its
autonomy and even hegenyout it would be perfunctory to think of this period only as

one of decline. Nor should we blame all problems in the region on Macedonian rule,
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overlook improvements which occurred in many cities, or to rule out trends and long
term changes as the impstfor shifts (such as elite domination) which may have already
begun in the Classical period. In the narrative that follows, | clarify and condense the
complex entanglements of the Hellenistic Peloponnese through brief histories and an
accounbf the inermittent turmoil oboth Macedonia and Sparta, followed by discussion

of the impacts these two forces had on the region.

Macedonian Interventions

Macedonian power first entered the Peloponnese followindebisive Battleof
Chaironea which resulted Philip 11 of Macedon defeating the Theban and Athenian
forces and gaining complete control over central Greece in 33 B8illip established
the League of Corinth, an assemblage of-sigtes meant tmaintain peace in Greece
and provide military assiance for his campaigns in PerSiaAfter his assassination in
336 B.C., his son Alexander continued the ambition of extending Macedonian rule to
Asia. The beginning of the end for the Persian Empire came with the Battles of Issus in
333 B.C. and Gaugaeta in 331 B.C. where Alexander defeated Dariu§'lI.
Subsequently, Alexander took over Babylon and eventually Persepolis in 330 B.C. where
he burned down the palace of Xerxes as a symbol that thidgdeamic War was over;

this is the @fining moment weise in moderntay study to mark the fall of the Persian

*SMuller 2010,p. 177.

46 Carol 2007p. 86; IGI12 236,surviving inscription, documenting the oath sworn by memiSparta
refused this agreement.

" Gilley and Worthington 2010, p.193.
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Empire?® Following this, Alexander turnedshcampaigns toward the Indian
subcontinent.

After Al exandero6s death i n 323 B.C., h i
Diadochi) engaged in warfafer forty years before four powers emerged: the Ptolemaic
Kingdom in Egypt, the Seleucid Kingdom in the east, the Pergamene Kingdom in Asia
Minor, and the Macedonian Kingdom in Greed@emetrius Poliorcetes freed Athens
from the Macedonian King Cassanderned his campaign toward the Peloponnese, and
ultimately became King of Macedon in 294 B.C.(PIDemetr 23.2, 25.1, 37.2).

Macedonia remained unstable until 276 B.C. when Antigonus Il took céhtrol.

The following decades resulted in ongoing @iéions in the Peloponnese.

Pyrrhus of Epirus briefly overtook the Macedonian throne and unsuccessfully invaded
Sparta in the 2708. The southern Greeks formed a coalition in the 260s against
Macedonig® They were somewhat successful in minor confréomat but were crushed
outside Corinth during the Chremonidean War when the Spartan King Areus | fell at the
hands of the Macedoniarfs.In the 240s, the federal union of citates of the northern
Peloponnese, known as the Achaean League, began a oastiftensive against the
Macedonians® Within twenty years of this, a new mieimpire began to emerge led by
Sparta, which the Achaean league tried to demolish with assistance from none other than

their former enemies, the Macedoniahs.

“8 Olbtycht 2010, p. 354.

9 Graniger 2010, p. 320; Greenwalt 20p0299
0 Greenwalt 2010, p. 299.

*1 Shipley 20086, p. 30.

2Kennell 2010, p. 164.

%3 Shipley 2005p. 316.

> Kennell 2010, p. 177.
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To complicate timgs further, the Romans were also in the beginning stages of a
conguest of Greece. In their second victory in 197 B.C., the Romans were able to make
headway and the political map of Greece showed change, including in areas that the
Macedonians had not cquered. By 168 B.C., they had defeated the Macedonians three
times, and by 146 B.C., they became the leading power in Greece following the defeat of

the Achaean League and the destruction of Corth.

Spartan Aggression

In order to decipher what was ofding with Sparta and its ancient region known
as Lakedaemoia (Lakonia) in the Hellenistic period, it is necessary to recall its social
composition, the earlier Persian Wars, and succession of events which set the stage for
the position of the Spartansthe late §-2" centuries B.C. The circumstances created
by these events are part of the history of the landscape which consequently affected the
role of urban andural communities, their architecture, and their identity.

As in any other Greek stat8partan citizens had a spectrum of income and status,
and rangedrbm rich to poor, but with addition&vels of subject and dependent peoples
beneath them. Within the state, the three main categories were the Sparhatesior,
the perioikoi and tre helots The homoioi were full Spartan citizens, whereas the
perioikoi were fellow Lakeadaemonians that functioned as partners of Epatiay
were free men of conquered territories who lacked full citizenship and made up the
population of many poleisTheir city-states opoleiswere dependent upon Sparta, but

they were not considered subject$e helots on the other hand, were exploited

5 Kallet-Marx 1995, pp. 1B7.
* Dillon 1994, glossary.
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residents of a class that has been defined anywhere from slavesrtbke group, to
those who provided inteommunal servitud&. They worked the land of Messinia and
Laconia to support the Spartans and were sometimes used as troops in military battles
(Hdt . 6. 8006 8. 2 5°Helots were hobfreddmenSut2s8entinlly 9. 3 0)
indebted to Sparta. hE strict criteria for Spartan citizenship, and the large extent of
territory in Messinia and Laconia under Spartan control meantbéhatiscame to far
outnumber actual Spartans. Tperioikoiwere involved in industry, crafts, and trade,
while thehelds carried out the farming. This freed up the Spartiates to devote
themelves to the state and militawyhich they often did. But they also had to maintain
internal control over their subjects and dependents.

During the time of the Persian Wars in the\eéfth century B.C., Athens and
Sparta were the two main powerhouse-siigtes taking charge of the Hellenic alliance to
confront Xerxes and the Bgan invasions (Hdt. 7.143)ith Sparta as the dominant
force of this duo, because of their superidrtary skills, tensions had begun to arise
between the two cities. Athenians alleged that Sparta was lax in sending their army to
protect Athens, whose fleet was crucial for protecting the Peloponnese, as demonstrated
in the battle at Salamrs. Eventually the allied forces came to an agreement and were
able to defeat the Persians at the Battles of Platea and Mycale in 479 B.C., ending the
Persian invasion (Hdt. 9.10, 9.62, 18%¥ollowing this, Greek protagonists continued

to secure positions, moviran to capture both Sestos and Byzantium (modern day

" For general dicussion of slaves, see Finley 1987; Luraghi and Alcock;Z008lassifications of helots
see the following: state serfs seSte Croix 1987 p. 172;undeveloped slavery see Lotze 1959; Oliva
1971, intercommunal servitude see Garlan 1988,93-98.

*8N. Kennell 2011, p81.

*9Holland 2005 pp. 320-326, pp. 333-335.

0 Holland 2005, p. 350-355, pp. 357-358.
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Istanbul) (Hdt. 9.114, 9.118; Thut.94). This was a significant moment for Athens and
her allies, as besieging Sestos offered control of the Hellespont, and gaining Byzantium
cleared access to the BlaSea; these were the two stsaivhich connected Europe to
Asia and over which the Persians had crossed to infiltrate Gteece.

At this point, the power struggle between Athens and Sparta began to intensify.
Because the Spartan general, Pausanias, oodital with the Persian enemy, the
Atherian allies became agitated (Thuc95.11.95.5)°* They were no longer willing to
accept Spartan leadership, and etk was asked to take over (Thli95.61.95.7)%
Feeling they had accomplished their missiohb®Erating Greece, Sparta wanted to end
participation in he campaign against Persia (Thu®5.7). Sparta stepped down as
leader.

Within two decades after the Persians were defeated, the enmity between the
powers of Athens and Sparta could be contamebtbnger; this erupted in a series of
wars that lasted from 460 B.C until 404 B.C., ending in the second Peloponnesian War.
The result was a complete crushing of the Athenian empire and the establishment of
Spartan hegemony in Greece (Xéttell. 2.2.102.2.24). Sparta was led by King
Agesilaos Il until 360. During Spartan hegemony, he instituted oligarchies in several
cities and assisted the Persians in their peace treaty with the Greeks in hope of using
Persian power to strengthen their oWrSparta actions only intensified defiance from
many leading Greek states including Athens, Thebes, Corinth, and Argos, and the result

was a battle fought at Leuktra in 371 B.C. The Greek world was astonished that Sparta

®1 Fine 1983p. 331.

%2 Fine 1983, p. 331.
& Kennell 2010p. 71.
% Shipley 2009p. 55.
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was utterly defeated by the Thebans amirtBoeotian allie§> In the 360s, Spartan
dominance in the Peloponnese was again squelched by Boeotian forces led by the savvy
general Epanimondas. This resulted in fortresses at Messene, Megalopolis, and Mantinea
which essentially surrounded the bounfiSparta in an attempt to hinder Spartan access
to strategic route®. Although they maintained their local and regional influence in the
Peloponnese, Sparta would never fully recover from this to regain the authority they once
wielded in Greece.

After the Battle at Chaeronea in 338 B.C. which brought Philip 1l of Macedon to
power, Sparta refused to become part of the Corinthian L&agAéhoughthey were no
longer as powerful in all of Greece, there is no mistake Sparta was still a force to be
reckonel with in the Peloponnese. Thus, in 331 B.C, under leadership of Agis lll, they
unsuccessfully attempted to siege Megalop8lise capital of Arkadia founded by
Epanimondas as part of a strategy of political containment and opposition to Sparta just
folowi ng the Battle of Leuktra. At this poi
League of Corintfi? Perhaps because of this blow, the Spartans apparently entered a
period of disengagement. Aside from the Chremonidean War in the 260s when a Greek
coalition of city-states banded together against Macedon and another attack against
Megal opolis a few years after that, Spart a
years 317 B.C. and 192 B.C. when control of the city was taken over by the Achaean

military general Philopoimef! Sparta was invaded at least nine tiffe§hese defeats

5 Kennell 2010, pp. 1434

5 Roy 2005 p. 262.

" Miiller 2010, p. 177.

% Cartledge and Spawforth 2002 22.
%9 Shipley 2009 p. 56.

0 Pritchett 1974, p. 216.
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in turn meant the perception of Sparta was changing and their fear tactics were no longer
as effective. Eventually, Rome forced Sparta into the Achaean league, whichewas la
defeated along with Corinth, and finally all of Greece was conquered by Rome in 146

B.C.”2

Effects of Macedonian Aggression

The accounts of two major ancient historians, Polybius and Livy, provide the
primary basis for our modern historical syntheskthis periodwhich wasclearly
punctuated with constant turméil.Generally, this reults in modern thought that
retaliation against the Macedonians was built upon strategies and intentions of the various
states* The Peloponnese was comprised of iy anajor cities such as Sparta,
Corinth, and Argos, but also a network of smaller satellite communities about which we
do not hear much in the discourse of warfare and complexities of social and political
interactions during the Hellenistic PeriGdDo we assume they continued to function in
the same ways dkey had in the'Band 4" centuriesB.C. or that under Macedonian
power they fell into decline? Because of the lack of discussion about the smaller Greek

communities, we are fiewith a muddieddea of their fate. With a focus on political and

"L Pritchett 1974, dr discussion of thesavasions with primary sourcéée makes t he point t he
resources and reputation were likely marred, creating a situation whereby they were no longer as skillful at
deterring attacker$hipley2009sums up these numerous attacks along with their primary sources

including the following invasions: 1) Cassander of Macedon in 317; 2) DemPwiiorcetes of Macedon

in 290s,; 3) Pyrrhus of Epirus in 272; 4) tAdoliansin the 240s; 5) an attack in the late 228ter Spartan

defeat at Sellasia; 6) Philip V of Macedon in 219; 7) the Achaeans under Philopoimen in 200; 8) Romans
under Flaminius in 195; 9) Philopoimen in 193

"2 Kallett-Marx 1995, pp. 187.

3 Gruen 1984pp. 5-8.

"4 Shipley 2005, p. 316.

> Nielsen2002 is the main source to discuss these settlements, poileis and networks, but he does

only with respect to Arkadia and with little relationship to Macedonia.
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military entanglements, the largeoleistend to be more prominent in the Peloponnese
while the role of extra urbapopulations isarely addressef.
We are also faced with the challenge of piecemeal anarehmodern
documentation and evidence for many of these sites, making it difficult to establish a
clear picture of their roles and relationship to both the urban and rural landscape. This
leads to assumptions that ttigora (space betweem@pommunities wre insignificant and
inturn, compounds he pr obl emat i c ipthispeeog. tThiovieewla oOdec
shifted a bit in recent times to one that acknowledges Greek cities were able to remain
innovative and prosper, including the rural networka@hmunities. Graham Shipley
one of fewscholardo expoundon many of these perplexing ideas, highlighting the most
relevant and provocative questions that plagaaller Greek cities under Macedonian
rule during theHellenistic third century:
Shouldwe infer their nature from what they looked like in the bet@rumented
fifth and fourth centuriesMad Macedonian rule in the third century been a dead
hand, causing inactivity or even decline, or had it affected them profoundly in a
different way, forexample by promoting economic growth? What kind of changes
can we detect in thirdentury Greeceé?
Prominent cities such as Corinth were s
locations for the establishment of garrisons. Furthermore, a fee was imposeithege
cities for the gratuity of this occupatiéh.The Macedonians also set up their own tyrants

in particular locations or inserted local politicians as puppet rulers to take sole power. In

this position, a politician could leverage Macedonian supmmainst his internal

"6 Shipley 2005, pp. 3130. Shipley provideshe main analysis on the effects of Macedonian rule,
shedding light on the available evidence and possibility the Macedonian rulers may have been relatively
passive while concerned with larger issues at this time.

" Shipley 2005p. 317.

8 Shipley 2005p. 319.
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enemies. This was also a strategy used for local rivalries: Megalopolis chose this route in
an effort to procure Macedonian reinforcement in keeping its troublesome neighbor,
Sparta, at baf’

Based on the fragmentary evidence awddait appears that the majority pdleis
in the Peloponnese (aside from the area of Lakonia and part of Messenia) had a
Macedonian backed tyrant, were garrisoned, or close enough to a garpsbs&al
prevent them from rising against the Macedonfdnis 280B.C., shortly after Sparta
attempted an attack on the Aitolians when varjmoigisbanded together to form the
Achaean league, Gonatas implemented a network of figureheads or puppet rulers, but this
lasted only a few years (Polyb. 2.41.10, 212114). By 272 B.C., however, tyrannies
began to be imposed at Elis, Megalopolis, and possibly Afgtisvas at this point that
Macedonian rule became more strict, but while some tyrants were aligned with
Macedonia, it is not certain that all wéfeAn alliance of Sparta, Elis, the Achaeans, and
the largepoleisof Arkadia (excluding Megalopolis) began the very unsuccessful
Chremonidean war against Macedonia in the early 260s after which the Macedonians
achieved the furthest extent of their powerhie Peloponnest.

During this time of Macedonian control in the Peloponnese, there are few signs of
harsh oppression. Macedonians did not manipulate land ownership, there were no blatant
attempts to break up hegemonies, and there are very few hon@diiptions or statues

of the Macedonian king§. They did not necessarily rule with an iron fist, and life was

9 Shipley 2005. p. 319.

8 Errington 1990, p. 169.
8. Shipley 2005, p. 319.

8 Hammond, 1972, p. 273.
8 Errington 1990, pp 17@1.
8 Shipley 2005, pp. 3201.
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not much different than it was before Macedonian rule. Sepelaiswere abandoned

and there were some changes with the status of ptihes re-founding of cities, and
annexeation of smallgmleisby largerpoleis® Yet, many of these changes can also be
linked tosynoecismespecially in the years following the founding of cities such as
Megalopolis and Messenghen cities joined togethethis point will be discussed further

in Chapter Fouf® As part of a reaction to threatened Spartan dominance, Megalopolis
annexed towns and territory so that they could act as a political counterweight to Sparta.
The main difference is that the domirmetiof land and politics by the elite and betér
population inherently present in the oligarchic tradition intensffi&ssentially, while

the normal routines of civic life remained, inequalities were more pronounced, although
Shipley acknowledgethisis perhaps characteristic of most Greek communities, rather

than a product of Macedonian dominafite.

Effects of Spartan Hegemony

The actions of Sparta in the course of4l@nd 3 centuries B.C. created a
mixed impression. The Battle of Leuktra {38.C) was the turning point at which
Sparta began to lose power, especially because Theban general Epanimondas
subsequently liberated Messiniaalotsfrom Spartan oppression and foundedpbks
of Messené? In conjunction with the defeat of the Soeith Greeks at Chaironeia, Philip

Il of Macedon also kept Sparta out of parts of Messinia and took awayéneikoiin

% Hansen 1997, pp. 238.

% Nielsen2002. This publication methodically lists the Peloporaresities and explores their connection

to major poleis and synoecism.

87 Shipley 2005, pp. 3236.

8 Shipley 2005, p. 330.

8 Luraghi 2008 p. 209-218 Luraghi providesamoreide pt h account of the Epamine
birth of MesseneHe discussethe implications of the foundation of the city on a larger scale, as well as in

a regional context, explaining the rejection of Spartan domination and the significance of the site location.
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northern Lakedaemonia giving them to Tegea, Mantinea, and Messene (Polyb. 9.28.7,
18.14.7)° It seems fitting taefer to the stata s 6 w e afterehis @ain® but this was

a relative situation; compared to the status, power, and control Sparta previously held
throughout Greece, it was undeniably in a reduced position. It no longer held control
over a major party with which it haacoalition. The number of Spartans had decreased,
and the city could no longer rustle up a madsatbtforces as it hahen Messenia was
under their control*

Despite these circumstances, Sparta refused to acknowledge the new city of
Messene and stitlaimed it as part of its ancestral history, continued to be in control of a
vast and fertile area in the Eurotas Valley, and retained the majority of Lakedaemonian
periokoi’® Sparta neither acquiesced control nor agreed to be confined at this time, and
Spartads actual downf al |I. Throughbuttaidtime,st anot h
Sparta, in conjunction with the other Lakedaemonians, still exhibited military confidence.
Although it was not always secure or victorious, Sparta did manage to casyaanaor
force in Greek political and military endeavots maintained influence through its
reputation of manpower, crafty diplomatic influence, ability to negotiate foreign aid, and
means to pay mercenarigsBoth the Chremonidean War in 260 B.C. anel
subsequent attack on Megalopolis illustrate the military confidence of Sparta. During
this time and the following decades into the 230s and 220s, Sparta received funding from

the Ptolemaic Kingdom in Egypt. Just because the city depended on sussidioes

% Cartledge2002, p. 273

. Kennell 2010, p 161

%2Kennell 2010p. 146.

% Shipley, 2009, p. 56.

% Wace 1907/8, pil49-158 The number of Ptolemaic coins found at Sparta was most prominent during
the reign of King Areus | who was in charge during the ChremonideanTWaPtolemaic coins did not
outnumber other coin®find at Sparta from this time; this indicates Sparta was not totally dependent upon
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this mean we should assume they were ineffective or lacking power? Instead, we could
use this as amiportant point to illustrat&partan finesse in securing foreign aid and
cultivating political and military alliances.

Recent excavation sheds radight on the question of whether or not increased
urbanization in Sparta indicated there was economic cHangehaelogical evidence
from the 3" century B.C. shows new residential areas in the spaces among the four
integral villages of Sparta at théme, as well as expansion of possible subgttdsmay
be that an influx of people in the city was connected to economic grovitibr. Iédsing
the land of Messinia, on which they depended for agrarian resourchslatidbor to
cultivate that land tiis possible Spartans were forced to shift some of their focus to
territory closer to the city for agricultural purposes, resulting in a rise in domestic
architecture for those needing to live near their land and oversee those who were
maintaining it

There were several rules in retaining Spartan citizenship, one of which was a
traditional ban on taking part directly in agriculture. This means that, while citizens often
owned the best land that was used for cultivation, they did not actually partioipiate
labor of farming’’ Thelabor was mainly carried out by rural populatihsThis was
not unusual in the Peloponnese, but is an important factor in considering the social,
economic, political, and religious role of extra urban populations witlecesp the city.

The situation of Sparta illuminates the exceptionally curious question as to how these

the subsidies, but it does imply the funds were an important contribution to the Spartan military effort to
take on Antigonu§&onatas and the Macedonians.

% Shipley 2009p. 58.

% Kourinou 2000 pp. 8995, pp.279-80; MacVeagh Thorne anfrent 2009, p. 239.

9 Kennell 2010, p. 81.

% QOliver 2006, p. 288.
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smaller populations and scattetszlotswere creating a community and identifying
themselves locally. This includes the type of architecture, namatiest temples that
were constructed in their rural vicinity, which are desdriied discussed extensively in
Chapters Two anddtrr.

The economic sphere also includes the type of trade and comeath Sparta
was involvedbeyond its borders. At Gaki where the residential buildings were
discovered, excavations have also brought to light m@de bowls that clearly indicate
external contact and vases that suggest either trade with Taranto, Alexandria, and Crete,
or local workshops that produced #amnitems?® Evidence of imports was also found in
Hellenistic tombs within the city of Sparta. These finds suggest contact with Asia Minor,
Crete, Athens, Mytilene, Boiotia, and MacedolitaThis may indicate that Sparta and
its surrounding rural commiiies had a growing concern with culture outside its
territory, were influenced by foreign production in its own work, and were economically
engaged in trade.

Geographical location was also an important factor for Sparta; located in the
southeast portioof the Peloponnese, it was somewhat remote from the Macedonians.
The Peloponnese was only of cursory interest to the Macedonians, and they were not
often involved in matters directly. As long as Sparta did not draw major attention to
itself or threaterthe stability of the Aegean, the state and the axtoan populations

were able to act mostly independent from Macedonian rule without recourse.

% LangridgeNoti 2009, p.230.
190 Raftopoulou 1998, p. 1380.
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Chapter Two: Pastoral Sites

This following collection of temples is representatof the network of sitethat
are instrumental and integral to the formation and function of the lpodgisof the
Peloponnesduring the Hellenistic PeriodThis, of course, is not meant to be a
comprehensive list of such temples bubabinationof the best preserved exalep,
places where we have the most extant architectural remains, and examples from which
we have epigfahical evidence and artifacttL is meant to be a tool in identifying such
sites so that we can continue to study them and the role they playedthathin
community of the city and its surrounding area, dispelling the nati@ismportance or
significance is determined by whether or not the tergwithin the city or outside of.it
The position and architecture of tteenples examineds often quie similar, which
unifies the sites visually and indicates an emergent pattern of an identifiable typology
within the rural architectural program of the Peloponnkeleeated the temples through
extensive reading and research of archaeological reporguafished materiaf
available, combined with a variety mapsincluding those of the Hellenic Army General
Staff (HAGS),ancient author descriptions of the land, dmylspeaking with local
residents.

The information presented on the temples belowgedisered from
archaeologicaleports in cases where the temgiase been excavated, publications if
they exist, descriptions by Pausanias, and personal observation-aie i@search
detailed to the degree permitted by the regional Ephoratesvelleen to each of these

locationsand provide my ownletailed description of the araad visible architectural
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elementzombined with information available from published work in cases when the
architecture is inaccessibl®uring the course of researchdve encountered few
scholars who were familiar with the majority of the sitesalene having been to them.
Theywere enthusiastic nonethelessl reiterated the value pfovidingexplicit detail
concerninghe locaton and how to reach the locatiomsdmittedly, most are not easily
or quickly accessible from main roads and require a bit of a \khitekled drive through
areas of very high, twisty, dirt roads, with the possibility of a generous hike to finally
reach them. To address this issue, | hagkided landmarks, names of villages, and
terrain descriptions to make the location clear for future visitors. | have synthesized the
very often piecemeal sources and publications to provide each temple with aglherou
consideration as possibl@heavailability of information for the temples ranges from
sufficient evidence allowing a complete description of a large number of architectural
features and markings to cases where remains have either been unexcavated or excavated
SO many years ago, thaely and are now mostly obscured or devoid of any ancient visual
material. Fortunately, there are no cases where the conditions of scant archaeological
sources and lack of visual remains coincitleall cases, because their rural position still
exists uspoiled today, the physical location and topography of the area are not impeded
by modern local construction.

The Peloponnese walivided into seven regions (prefectures) which are still in
use as regional units of Modern Greélog.1). These regions ardirectly named in the
ifCat al ogue dliad, dtdsiling te their antient rboes (Holin.459-779). |

have mapped the rural Hellenistic temples along with major sanctuaries and ancient
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major roadgfig. 2).1°* As many of the temples are situateithin and near the borders of

Arkadia, highlighting this as a central focus of the study, | begin the descriptions there.

Arkadia

Arkadia was the central regional unit of highlands (prefecture) in the
Peloponnese. It bordered the region of Achaghgmorth along Mount Kyllini and
Mount Erymanthos. To the east, it bordered the Argolid and Corinthia regions from
Mount Kyllini to Mount Oligyrtus and south to Mount Parthenion which is just east of
Tripolis. To the south, it bordered the regions ofdrdaa and Messenia, containing the
foothills of the Taygetos mountain range at the southeast and the source of the Alpheios
River in the southwest corner of the region. To the west, Arkadia bordered the region of
Elis from Mount Erymanthos in the northMount Elaeum to the south. Aside from the

plains of Tegea and Megalopolis, Arkadia was a rugged, mountainous region.

Alipheira

The site of Alipheira lies northwest of the city of Andritsaina on a stegpw
ridge extending 800 nm length from northwst b southeast and about 300mwidth
with a commanding view of eéhsurrounding hill¢figs. 3 and 4)To access the sitene
takes the roadravelingnorth from Bassae to Andritsaina. On timain road between
Andritsainaand Kato Amigdalieshereis a turn off roughly eight km past Andritsaina,

andadirt roadheads north about four kia the siteof Alipheira. The last part of the road

191 sanders and Whitbred 1994, p. 340. The routes used areftakethe analysis carried out by Sanders

and Whitbred who used the Peutinger table as the basis of their study. The Peutinger table is dh early 13
century parchment copy from an Augustan prototype that shows the roads and network of cities used by the
imperial post.
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up to the site becomes narrower and steep with ruts created in spots where water has
washed away the dirfrromthis point, one must make a five to temnute hike up a
moderate but steady incline reach the site

The citywas built on an easHgefended position which is made up of several
hills near a stream called Tritor(Baus. 8.26.6) The site was enclodeby impressive
fortification walls of polygonal construction, still wgdkreserved in several areas. In
antiquity, it was part of Arladia near the border of Trypahlia but is now part of modern
day Elis. It was first inhabited in th& @entury B.C. anjbinedupwith the Arkadian
league in the @centuryB.C.**? Alipheiraceded to the Eleians in the m&f century
B.C.and continued to dwindle in prosperity, although managirfig b off the advance
of Phiip V in 219 B.C. By the early ¥ century B.C, it was lised among the cities of
the Achaan Leage.

Pausanias referred to saunaries of Athena and Asklepius (Paus. 8.26G6)
excavations from 1932935 by A. Orlandos revealed Temples of Artemis and
Asklepius?®® While the Temple of Artemis liesear the southern extremity of the site,
the Sanctuary of Asklepius is on a lower area at the northwasteshedge of the site.
The temple is situated immediately outside the city walls of Aliphditee peribolosof
the Asklepius sanctuary is trapedali in shape and also functioned as part of the
fortification wall of the city.The sanctuary alscontained a building (# x 4m) to the
southeast of the altar that was surrounded by unfluted columns and remains of what may
be benches; this was possikie healing area or house of priests of the Asklepi&fon.

The entrance to thaty is uncertain, but was mdstely through a gate at a gap in the

192 Hansen 2006, pp. 1441, 149.
193 Orlandos 1968, pp. 4202.
104 Alevridis and Melfi 2005, p. 278.
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walls near this position, opposedthe extremely sloping remaining sides surrounding
the city!®®

The recangular temple of Asklepius lies in teanctuary, and measures 5.75 m x
9.30 mwith apronaos in antigfig. a.1) There are no remaining decorative architectural
members of the temple, but based on extant remains Orlandos fahedl®3@, he
proposedadistylein antisfacade'®® The exterior walls are constructed of hammer
dressed ashlar blocks, a technique also used on the Temple of Athena at Phigaleia.
Smooth vertical edges at all four corners of the buildingrereesult of drafting margins.
Theface of the blocks has a pillowing and broaching effdarebythe surface is rough
and puffed out with long vertical tool marks spaced across the surface (fig. 5). The
combination of drafting margirendtreatment of the surface as describethastoften
seen on fortification wallsThis isa common feature of small rural templasancient
southwestern Arkadia aradso evident on the temple at Phigal€eldne interior walls are
of a less formal style, with rougfewn blocks that are not particularlyifionm in size or
arrangement, comparable to the interiors at the pastoral temples of Rhagpale
Lykosoura.

Measuring 2.18 m 5.36 m, the altar of the temple lies to the east andlpki@l
the front of building (fig. 6) Theeuthynteriablocks of thealtar are preserved, but the
orthostateblocks resting on it and tleupporting blocks on the endghich were paited

with a rosette on one sid@sementioned by excavation repolist not evident at the site

today®’” The altar waslated to the end ofie 4" century B.Cby Orlandosand the

15 Alevridis and Melfi 2005, p. 274.
1% Orlandos 1968, pp. 1782.
197 Orlandos 1968, pp. 1829.
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templesecurelydates to 300 B.C. based architecture, style of the alt@nd coin
finds.**®

On the axis of the sanctuary there is the cubical base for an acrolithic statue where
fragments of ivory and carbonizesod were discovered. The base is a bit a bit far from
the back wall of the temple (10@n), but this may not be unusual for thype of temple
in southwestern ArkadialThebase at the Temple of Athena and Zeus Soter isr.80
from the back wall, and &éhbase at Periviolia is located directly in the center of the
templeproviding a wide space between the walls and.bbs&ont of the statue there
was an offering tablgyieces of which are visible lying about the temptewas
supported by two liofiooted slabs similar to tables of the same time period found at the
Hellenistic Arkadian sites of Phigaleia, Perivolia, and Pheff8oJhe tables at both
sites are of nearly the same dimensions (h820.94 m at Phigaleia and 0.&6x 0.95
m at Alipheirg. The legs may have been inserted into two stone afabsealed with
lead as was the caaePhigaleid’® Also on the interior of the temple at Alipheira,
fragments of redpainted plaster were found during original cleaning of the temple, and

the floa is covered with large storgaving slabs, many of which are still neatly fitted

together in a relatively smooth surface

Lousoi
Located in the hinterland of tmorthernArkadian region during ancient times,
the small rural Sanctuary of Lousoi extsraVer two terraces on the high valley south of

Kalavryta andKato Lousoi (figs 7 and 8) Pasing through the Sudena plafaur km

1% Orlandos 1968, pp. 1829:; Alevridis and Melf2005, p. 274.
199 Arapogianni 1996, pp. 1323.
10 Arapogianni 1996, pp. 1323.
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southwest past Kato Lousoi is the rdaadhetemple. The road turns east daedds up a
steep hill roughlythreekm to thesanctuarywhich lies on the western ridge of Mount
Chelmos Remains were founth 1897 by W. Dorpfield and A. Wilhelm, and the first
excavations occurred between 1898 and £89&dentification of the Temple of Artemis
Hemerasia is conclusive based orgegphical evidence of official decrees inscribed on
bronze sheets found in the sanctudfyPausanias also mentions the site location and
links it with the epithet Hemerasia (Paus. 8.18).7

Based on the votives amtherfinds of the sanctuary, it vgaa place of cult
worship since Geometric times, but the temple was not constructed until the Hellenistic
period™® The Austrian Instituteesumed excavations as of 198ider V. Mitsopoulos
Leon, and the settlement survey under F. Gl&mreral building were exposed
including the Temple of Artemis Hemerasia, oriented-e&st on the higher southern
terrace** The temple was once partly covered by the ruins of a medieval church, but
these remains have now been removéshmthe positionof the templelooking north,
one sees out upon the surrounding plain below, while the hills continue to climb to the
south.

The temple is divided into three parts: a pronaosacafidadytonand measures
32 m x 20 m(fig. a.2) On the exterior of th building, the ndh and soutlareflanked by
rectangular foundations adjacent to the central structure. However, these appear to be

later additions**®> Blocks of stone witlhookclamp cuttings are visible at the

1 Reichel and Wilhelm 1901, pp. &%

121G V11 387-396; Reichel and Wilhelm 1901, fig. 149, 151, 153, and 1568.

13 Reichel and Wilhelm 1901; Voyatzis 1990, pp. 817

14 Glaser 1982, p. 24; Mitsopoukhgon and Glaser 19867, p. 1822, 1988, pp. 1438; Mitsopoulos
Leon 1990a, pp. 336, 199192, pp. 2529, 1992, pp. 9108.

15v/oyatzis 1990, figs. 146, and 1819; MitsopoulosLeon and Glaser 19887, p. 20.
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euthynteria level of the temple proglalongthe north south, and east sides.
Originally, the area of the adyton was interpreted aspgstodomoswhich compelled
Reichel and Wilhelm to reconstruct the templ@@phiprostyle However, the
excavation condued in 1990 by Mitsopouleseonshowed that the loa (west) end of
the temple was an adytgoossiblyserving a location for important visitors, priests, and
mysters to rest'® Thelocation of an altar is unknowndie existed. A rectanta

layer of stones laying eight east of the temple may be tbiely remains™*’

Five bases were found against the exterior north and south cella walls. A base was
also found on each side of the north and south exterior walls of the pronaos. Along the
south cella wall, a door was incorporated between the thirdoamthfhalfcolumn from
the east, | eading to what has been interpr
and the aforementioned foundations on the south*$fdalthough uncommon, the
lateral doorway feature is known from other Arkadian tempielsiding Despoina at
Lykousoura, Athena Alea at Tegea, and Apollo Epikourios at Bassai. A doorway
piercing the north wall has also been suggested but no evidence has been found to verify
this feature!'®

Although the east end of the templdiits the classical twmetope®ver each
intercolumniation, the north and south seem to have three, a common Hellenistic feature.
Along the south cella wall foundations, the discovery of a Doric capital léeto

hypothesighat a colonnade ran alongethouth side of the temple, much likstaa'*

116 MitsopoulosLeon 1990a, pp. 3B5; Mitsopoubs-Leon 199, p100; Reichel and Wilhelrh901, pp. 24-
33, fig. 14

17 MitsopuolosLeon and Glaser 1988, p. 16.

18 MitsopoulosLeon and Glaser 1988, p. 14; Mitsopoulaon 199192, p. 25.

119 Jost1985, p. 48; Mitsopoulekeon 1993, p. 32;MitsopoulosLeon 1992, p99.

120 MmitsopoulosLeon and Glaser 19887, p. 24.
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Stoas were often found sanctaries;however, in this case, it wastached to the
temple serving as @ortico.

Replicating theexteriorcolonnade of théemple,five haltcolumns, the bases for
which can still be seen, were on the interior of the cella along the north and south walls, a
layout also seen in the Temple of Apollo at Bas$bA rectangle of several larger,
roughly worked stones is situated in the center of the cella, serving as para$¢her
the cult statueBased on the building foundation and architectural foidke
excavationsthe reconstruction and dating of this structure is focused on the efid of 4
century beginning of &' century B.C*?? Although there is conjecture regard a
predecessor to this temple based on few exiguous architectural fragments, no foundations
have been uncovered to substantiate'tRighe lower terrace includes remains of a

propylon bouleuterion and a fountain house, also dated to the Hellenistiog.

Lykosoura

The Sanctuary dtykosaoura lie§ km (13km by road) west of Megalopolis and
just southeast of Mt. Lykai@igs. 9 and 10).Passing through Megalopg®lbeyondhe
industrial area and toward Mt. Lykaion, there is a sifjar the villge of Kato Karies
indicating a left turn to Lykosoura. The narrow, windy road Iéskis to another road
which forksoff to the leftleading to the entrance tife site. The temple lies in a small
level clearing surrounded by trees on the northeast sfapéith south of the Plataniston

River.

121 Brulotte 1994, p. 51.

122 Reichel and Wilhelm 1901, p. 32; Mitsopouoson 1990b, p. 137.

123 For antefixes and akroteria see Reichel and Wilhelm 1901, p§2 @ig. 12836, for column fragments
and half columns see pp.-33.
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Pausanias is the only ancient author to mention the sanctuary which contained a
temple, stoa, and three altars of Demeter, Despoina, and the Great (Railer8.37 -1
10).*** Pausaniasonjectured this site wabke cental location for cult activityor
Arkadians in antiquity based on the presence of cult statues, uncommon method of
sacrifice, and enactment of the mysteries of the godéess. 8.37.8)The Doric
hexastylgrostyle temple was excavated by Lealwarand Kavvadias in 1889, 1890, and
1895, and Kourouniotis in 1932> The temple was dedicated to Despoina, an important
Arkadian chthonic goddess idéied with Persephon&ore.

The templenas an easwest orientation and includes a pronaos and ¢&dja
a.3) There are three steps at the east end andrtipdeteneasures approximately fx
21 m!?® The standing exterior wall courses are comprised of the orthostates and slightly
projecting orthostate crowns from local limestohiee south wall has @orway leading
out to stepped rows of seating, which probably pertained to the rituals of the temple (figs.
11 and 12).0n the north siddpichobateblocks are alswisible,and the foundations
consist of small unhewn stones that were bonded with*éfayhe upper walls have
been reconstructed as baked mud brick since there is an absence of surviving limestone
blocks for wall courses above the orthostate crown. However, there is a surviving
epikranitisblock with a cutting on the bottom that tells etvise. This cutting shows
that the block was doweled to the block below it, for which mud brick would not be

sufficient. Since the width of the architrave block is half the width of the temple walls, it

1240n the templeee Tomlinson 1963; on the cult see Jost 198517278; Jost 2003pp. 326:27; Stiglitz
1967, pp. 30-50; sculptue see Dickins and Kourouniotis 1908; Stewart 199(yp. 9496; Kaltsas 2002
pp. 27981.

125 Kavvadias 1893; Dickins 1906, Kourouniotis 1912, pp.-642

126 Frazer 1965, p. 368.

127 Frazer 1965, p. 368.
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is likely that the upper courses of the temple iad of a doubleurtain wall The
columns entablatureandsimawere constructed of a coargeained white marble,
visible on site.

The interior cella walls consist of roughhewn blocks arranged in uneven,
unparallel courses and smaller stone masorawy the exterior, similar to the interior of
the Athena Temple at Phigal@a. 13). In reference to the previously mentioned issue
of the construction material of the upper wall courses, if there was a enubden wall,
the interior of this wall maydwve been constructed in this rustic style, as well. A sunken
chamber north of the west end of the temple shows walls with this type of stone. The
chamber is a later construction that may have reused this material from the interior
curtain wall of the temle cella, which would help explain the problem regarding the
absence of temple wall blocks found during excavations.

To the southeast of the temple is a space called the Megaron, which Pausanias
noted as the area where Arkadians offered major saesriticBespoina by hacking a limb
from the sacrificial animal opposed to thy the throat. Dinsmoor listddis altar in
comparison with monumental altars of Pergamon and Syrdouseday there is very
little to be seent®

The back portion of the dalhoused a large marble group statue with the cult
figures of Demeter and her daught@espoina, in the center flanked by Artemis (known
|l ocally as Demeterd6s daughter), and Anytos

(Paus 8.37:3).** The base for thgroup remains in the temple, and the sturigs rose

128 Dinsmoor 1950, p. 287.
129 pickins 191011, pp. 8687; Platt 2011, p. 125.he reconstruction can be ascertained fRansanias, as
well as the depiction of the group on a coin from Megalopolis
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as high as 5.70 mithin the modessized templé®° The coarserained marble of the

statue is the same as that used in the entablature, sima, and columns, while the base is
constructed from the samechd limestone seen in the lower portion of the walls. The

works were sculpted by Damophon of Messene from the middle ofteertury B.C**

The heads of the Demeter, Artemis, and Anytos figures reside in the National Museum at
Athens, while other fragnmés remain in the museum at Lykosoura.

The mosaic floor of the cella abuts the massive statue base which was gated or
roped off in some fashion from the rest of the cella, a feature also evidentemties
discussed in this thesispidauros Phenes, and Kleonai Frazer noted that he saw
remains of a fAbarrier, consisting of narro
attachment of a®™ ailing or balustrade. o

The temple also possesses elements of decoration including floral reliefs on the
antaepikranitis blockspalmettes in the soffits aornerrakinggeisonblocks, andelief
floral figures on twaakroterionfrom the temple which are displayed in the lower level of
the Tripolis Museum (figs. 14 and 15nterestingly, these features seenbé
exceedingly similar to and contemporary witke #irchitectural members of therbon at
Ancient Messene, suggesting they are both from the Hellenistic pétigdiezeblocks,
column fragments, a sima with a lion head si§bgt 16), and additional gison

fragments are also present on the ground near the temple.

130 Stewart 1990p.94.Stewart expands on the dark polychrome drapery of the statues.

131 Stewart 1990, p.94; Themelis 199$.1702; Dickins 191011, pp. 85 who alplace their dasin the
early 2% century; Luraghi 2008p. 27885 who places the datin the second quarter of th® entury.
132 Frazer1965, pviii. 24.5-7.

133 Frederick Cooper (pers. comm. July 2008).
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Methydrion/Petrovouni

The site of the temple at Petrovouni is in central Arkadia near Methydrion at the
foothills of Mount Menaldfigs 17 and 18) Driving east on the main road from @ipia
toward Tripolis, the site is 17 km east of Langaditae small temple is situated about 160
off the main road. Theurn off is a very dicreet path to the left which angles back to the
northwest. There is a church that is bisiright next to themall field which contains the
temple foundations. After parking, you will cross through a barbed wired fence, and head
toward a large olive tree situated on the north side of the field. This is where the foundations
lie, but it is unlikely you will notie the blocks until you are very close. Dirt has piled up a
bit on the edges of where the excavations took place in the efrbefifury. The site has
obviously been maintained to some extent over the past 100 years, or the blocks would be
completely oergrown.

The temple was excavated in 1910 by Hdfler von Gaertringen and H.
Lattermann* The deity identification of the temple is not entirely clear, but it is generally
accepted that the temple was dedicated to Horse Poseidomvehlir veron of the

135 Although vague in his location of the temple,

templeprior to the Hellenistitemple
Pausanias mentions Horse Poseidon in relation thydaon, which was the towakm

away, and is clearly within the vicinity of the temple (Paus. 8.363)t of this

identification has come from Arkadian myth regarding the birth of Zeus. The myth tells of
Rhea giving birth in this area; rather than giving her son to Kronos, she told him she had
given birth to a horse and gave him a foal to eat insteaid ehiid*° The legend is

modeled on the birth of Zeus, but the inclusion of the foal creates associations with

Poseidonds connection to the horse. To corr

134 Hiller von Gaertringen and Itiermann 1911, pp. 337.
135 Jost,2007, p. 2734; Voyatzis 1990, p. 218.
136 Jost 2007, p. 273.
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west side of the temple shows a group of four oenfigures that appear to be wearing
horselike masks, which Mary Voyatzis connects to rituals of Horse Poséiddy creating

this type of myth, the Arkadians claimed a relationship to divine birth, asserted a major role
in the life of the gods, and suttaneously created a link to Poseidon.

Thefoundatiors of theeast facing Petovoutemple are twice as long as they are
wide at 15 m x 30n. At the time of their excavation, a portion of the cella wall was still
standing, but has since disappedrédroundations for a transverse wall are visililetha
eastern end of the temple, indicatindistyle inantis pan with a pronaos araklla(fig. a.4)
Thereis alsothe foundation of a small base in tlreihwest cornerln the westend of the
temple exactly under theorthcorner, there is an adjacent wall made of small stones, which
are probably the remains of an ancient terrace Wailk outerémple foundation on the north
and ast sidedas broken away in piece$he rortheast corner rises ov@/50m above the
southeast corner, obviousliye result of distortion over timerhe width of the foundation
averages 1.26h-1.30m. The foundation material is a colorful mix afay and dark blue
limestone and the stones are workawalghlyon the sidegfig. 19). On the suth side, a
seemingly regulapattern emerges: a header blaxklaced next to a stretcher blo@nd
smaller stong are packed in behind:hetop height of the foundations for the traverse wall is
a bit taller than the top of the@@osurewalls.

A piece of eithynteriahas been well preserved on tleithwest corneat0.36 m
high. It is clear this is the eutynteria course as the blocks facing out have a surface that has
only been worked a portion of the way dovBelow this woked area, the blocks have a
very rough and jagged surface which would have been concealed by the grberzbrner

stone is connectedlith the adjacent stone of thesgtside through a narrow clamp(0.26 m

137\/oyatzis 1990, p. 118.
138 Hiller von Gaertringen and Ligrmann 1911, p. 32.
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long), that still rests in its original lead groutitid.On the other side, the neighboristpne
has holes for the sanieclamp but the rest has broken off (fig. 20)he blockseach hava
dowel holewith lead along with their pouringt@nnels.The joints of this layer were
carefully worked to smoothly fit togethemlhe third block east of the southeast corner shows
pry marks and a lip on the top side indicating the block placed above it would have been
indented from the edge of thetkynteria block. The indentation is notda enough to be
used as a steplhis, coupled with the pry, dowel, and clamp marks, tells us the placing of the
stones above this course was done so very carefliiis indicates that the course likely
servedas thestylobateof the building upon which the wall blocks of the cella were placed.
Hiller von Gaertringen a nthhttiestonedramann o s
older building is present, which is not visible today. This earlier edifice wadettaca
block connected to theortheastorner foundation stone whighoweda dowel hole next to
an H clamp. Because of the difference in style of construction evident on the block, coupled
with thefinding of two very different aloteriaand the bronz votive of masked dancing
figures, theyconcludel that there was a previobsilding at the site constructed the late
sixth or early & century B.C Based on the style of tipalmette onater akroteria (of which
the present location is unknown) ahe type of construction of treurrentfoundations,the
excavatorsdentifiedit as aHellenistic temple of the8century B.C.
The excavators note the presence of an orthostate block, which is nowhere to be seen
at the site today. It is probable thdocks reported in the early "1 @entury which are now
absent were taken and used for local construction. The nearby church is a good candidate.

Upon closer inspection, one can see portions of the church where the stucco has chipped off

139 This matches the findings anthp drawing of the excavatoHiller von Gaertringen and Lattermann
1911, p. 3435fig. 7.
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and fallen awg revealing traces of ancient blocK8. There is no trace of an altar or statue

base present.

Perivolia

During the period 1969 to 1972, Frederick Cooper explored the region to the west
of the temple of Apollo at Bassae, concentrating in the area of Biaigaid the Neda
River gorge and he came across the architectural remains of the temple at Régsolia
21 and 22}*' The temple is only a few kilometefr®om the Artemis Temple at Phigaleia
discussed just following thientry. Heading east from Ne&galeia to Bassae, the road
forks left at modern Perivolia tamatinue onto Bassae. Roughlkr past this fork, lies
the small temple at Perivolia situated on the north side of a bend in the road. Pausanias
does not mention any such temple in the aned |a@er travelers also overlooked its
presence. To datdedeity of the temple has not been identifi@boper received
permission to clear (not excavate) the site in 1977. In 2005, 33 years after Cooper first
discovered the temple, the Epharat Olynpia, Mrs. Gia Chatzgommenced
excavations at Perivolia that continued to Ea# of 2011*2

The rectangular Doric temple is 10.40x 5.75m (fig. a.5) It is unclear from
excavation whether or not this was a simple single room temple, or whetleewtsea
pronaos. There is orgpotat the east end of the walls where it looks as though there may
have been blocks or rough stones notched partly into the foundation blocks of the walls.

If these blocks were indeed present, they would have stuck otlhetzlla forming a

modest partition or cross wall between a pronaos and the cella. If there were no blocks

140 Also reported by the excavatotsiller von Gaertringen and Lattermann 1911, pp. 34.
141 Fred Cooper (pers. comm. 2008).
142 Morgan 200910, p. 200; Archibald 2011, p. 59.
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present to distinguish separate spaces, then one would have entered directly into the cella
of the temple from the outside. It is also uncertdmatithe facade of the temple looked
like. Five doric column fragments werpparent at the site in the 1%/®&hen Frederick
Cooper first discovered the site and are visible in his photograjtes; were no longer
found at the site when excavation bega@005. This indicates the temple was either
prostyle or distyle in antisl have restored it as distyle in antis with possibility of pronaos
(dotted line). Based on the combined thickness of the standing interior and exterior
orthostate blocks, the wallidth is 0.75m. The front wall is also calculated to be this
width, which means this is also my dimension for the columns, which | then spaced
evenly across the front of the temple.

When Cooper first found the temple, the north orthostates were lamgety, but
two to three materaccumulation of field stones and a thicket of Kermes oak obscured the
central portion of the temple. Despite this, discernable components of the temple were
lying about the rubblesix blocks of Doric frieze including twadm the corners, worked
geison blocks, and pieces of stylobate with a decorative sunken ré&baiezorner
triglyph blocks remain at the site, one of which still retains a broken edge with a tiny
portion of a triglyph.This indicates that at least therit of the temple would have
displayedtriglyhphs continuing across the span on the east Andumber of pieces
belonging to what appeared to be a geison course were noticed in 1977 when the site was
cleared.In the recent excavations additional piebase also been recoverethe
profile is quite unusual as a series of shallxwed moldings rising along a near vertical

plane: a base hawksbeak surmounted bydaw@ttosand a crown fillet. The profile
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suggests it belongs to a horizontal geisontoat raking geison, but future study will
clarify this.

The altar has all but disappeared except for several dislodged blocks, due to
alteration of the road in the 199(ig. 23). In 1977, the altar was quite distinctive.
Blocks from the altar base @ block from the front course with a raised stippled panel
stuck out from the overlying heap of field stones.adthemiorof palmettes, carved in a
fine-grained limestone block was lying in the vicinity of the altar, but was no longer
found on the sitdy in 2005(fig. 24). The fragmentvas broken on all sides but had
finished back and frontl associate the piece as a decorated end to the altar, having
details and size comparable to the altar of Aesklepios at Alipheira, which belongs to a
similar syle rural temple with like features and dimensions to Perivolia.

The walls of the cella are comprised of interior and exterior orthostakes.
exterior blocks are large, of varying lengths, and have a shallow lip on the vertical edges
used in order tare up the joints during constructi¢ing. 25). Additionally, the exterior
orthostatesr@ unusually tall at 1.22 nsimilar to the Heroon at Messene which are 1.17
m versus the Parthenon at 1.12 m. The interior orthostates are more damaged, but they
arethinner and possibly narrower than the exterior blocks. These orthostates rest on the
euthynteria course, as the exposed sides (other than the surface the orthostates rest on) are
not smoothed out by chiseling. Therefore, there is not a stylobate madflaiaply
dressed ashlar masonry on this temple, which is gpparent when inside the temple as
the floor of the temple rests at a level below the euthynteria, therefore exposing the
uneven surface below the orthostate coulsst beneath the orthogtatourse, the blocks

are joined with dovetail clamps (fig. 26).
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Thislevelis designatedsthe floor of the temple because it is even with the
bottom of the statue base, and the level where finds including nidagnp fragments,
metal piecesand otheceramic finds were uncovere@&ased on conversation with the
excavators, they believe this was a dirt floor, as no systematic arrangement or quantity of
terracotta or stone were found to indicate any patthdhis means the floor level falls
below the stlobate, exposing the uneven surface of the euthynteria course on the interior
of the temple. Therefore, those who entered would have stepped down into the temple.
This feature is not necessarily unusual, as it was also the case at the nearby rural temple
of Athena and Zeus at Phigaleia, which shares many similarities with this temple.
Centered directly in theellaof the temple floor rests the statue base for an
unknown deity. The slab for the base of the statue remained in situ when the base was
removel and taken to the Olympia Museum for repair. The base was set back into place
within the temple in October 2011. Unfortunately, as of yet, no sculpture or inscriptions
on the base have been found to indicate the deity to whom the temple was dedicated. A
lion-footed offering table was found directly in front of the east side of this statue base.
The offering table is strikingly similar tinose found irother smalfrural Hellenistic
templesnearby, including the Asklepius Temple at Alipheira and the Tetophena

and Zeus Soter at Phigaleia.

Pheneos
The site is on a low hill just outside of Archaia Pheneos on the road leading to

Stymphalos, on the outskirts of modern northeastern Arkid&a27 and 28) To the

143 M. Petrakis, excavator and Ghatzi.7" Ephorate of Prehistic and Classial Antiquities (pers.comm.
Sept. 2011).
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west is Lousoi and to the east isf@phalos. The Pheneos Vallefaces the high rugged
mountains of Kyllini andChelmos on the west. Traveliogekm east out of Archaia
Pheneos, amall dirt road to the right leads the sinctuary of Asklepiusyhichwas
excavation byProtonotariotDheilskii n t h e The 8eilythésdeen verified from the
inscriptionon the cult statue base andins discovered during excavatitiilnformation
from ancient sources regarding this temple and the buildings present at ibhssitese
which has been spelated to have something to do with massive floods at various points
in history. Pausanias discusses the proximity to water and ritual cleansing before going
to theabatonto sleep where the god would appaea dream. Pausanias does ned¢r
to the tenple, buthe andPliny refer tocycles offloodsand drying upof the lake, which
may have coveretthe templetherefore making mvisible to any of these visito(®aus.
8.14.1 Plin. HN 31.30.54.

The east facing temple at Pheneos mupar in thatit is divided irto two rooms
from left to right as you stand at the entrance, opposed to entering the temple and passing
forward through the porch and cella toward the back (figlla.6) The temple is 14.40
m x 11.50 m with each of the rooms measugpgroximately6.00 m x 10.50 m on the
interior. Thewalls are roughly 0.7%n thickandconstructed from stongschist and
limestone Yitted together. The upper walls were probably made of mud bridie
rooms each have an entrance on the east stdéiweshold blocks made of limestone.
There has been no evidenceaafaltar uncoveretd date

The room to th@orthhas a high pgestal at the back witroskets to receive a
pair of statuesin this rear part ofhe cella, there is an elevated fldevel. The

transition point between this level and the lower level of the cella is markaddxyle for

144 SEG XIX 328; Ridgway 1990, p. 235; Vanderpool, 1959, pp-@B(ig. 13, pl. 76.
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a low balustrade to separate the area of thaftelh the rear of the temple which housed
the baseln front of this socle stood a marble liooted offering tableon the axiof the
entrance Therefore, the movement of worshippers was restrictéay could enter the
temple and leave an offering, but they were not permitted past the offering table to the
area of the statuéside from the varianci levels of the floor in this room, the material
is also different. The rear consists of a reddish soil with bits of plaster, while the front
was most likelya wood floor based on a row of nails found in their original position
during excavationi*

Thesouth cult room of the double temphlas a massive statue base with an
inscription indicating the temple wsadedicated to Asklepiyfg. 29). The base is
roughly 450m x 1.90m and approximately 1.0 m highhe center of cella floor is
covered with a msaicin front of the statue bas®eilakid excavatiorrevealedhe
colossalksculpture fragments and the mosaic, in which strips of lead were used for
outlines *® Ridgway describes the arrangement and layout of the sculpture and temple:

The complex at Feneos epitomizes all the points made about Hellenistic

practicegelated to cult images. Pedestal and statues flle@ntire back of the

main roomof asmall templeand were frontetdly a mosaic floar The statues

were colossal (three times lifesizagrolithic, Classicizing in style, withserted

eyesthat either derive from the chryselephantine technique or imitate works of the

Severe period. Even their bdsi dark stone crowned by a now missing

molding probably in white marblierecalls Classal formulas; it was signed by

the sculptor, in keeping with Hellenistic custorti.

On and around the base, fragments of acrolithic statues were found, including a finger, a

female head, and several feet indicating there was not only one but two csiatsss.

145Hood 1962, p. 9.

146 Daux 1959, p. 625; Daux 1961, p. 682; Jost 1985, p.32; Vanderpool 1959, 81.;:2860d 1960, p.
10; Megawl1963, p. 17, 1966, p. 8.

147 Ridgeway 1990, p. 235.
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The base itself had an inscription attributing a statue of Asklepius and Hygeia to Attalos
of Athens*®

The 0.80 mhigh colossal female head of Hygeia is in excellent condition with
inserted eyes arfatonze eyelashes still intaahd can be seeat the museum in Archaia
Pheneosipon appointment or sheer luck that someone in the village is nearby with a key
The statue figments are dated to th& 2entury B.C**° The statue base was in a dark
stone and signed by an Athenian artist also credn#dmaking the cult image for the
temple of Apollo Lykeios at ArgoS°

During excavationmany offering bases weresalfound at the fagade of the
temple and just inside the entran¢é A similar layout and collection of bases for statue
offerings isalso evident in the Temple of Artemis at Messene, although the Messen
temple is tripartite in planAdditional finds of bronze medical instruments typical for the

healing alt of Asklepius were also discoveramnfiming the identity of the templ&?

Phigaleia
Situated on a hill north of the modern town of Phigaleia, is the acragdhis
ancient city(figs. 30 and 31) Heading east from Nea Figalia to Bassae, the road veers

right at modern Perivolia and leads to the modern town of Pavlitsasit€he bound by

148 Ridgway 1990, p. 235; Vanderpool, 1959, pp.-830fig. 13, pl. 76ln addition to the base, mawoypins

of Pheneogound in excavation confirm the identification of the building as dfi@sklepeius.

149 Stewart 2012, p.302, p. 306 fig. 36. A special thanks to A. Stewart for a conversation regarding the
head at Pheneos in Spring 2013. He dates this head t§ tenfury B.C. based on a smaller head he
found in the storerooms of the Athenian agora efsame date based on style. He strongly supports the
idea that there were schools of artists learning the same techniques, and that the face of the head from the
agora and that of the head at Pheneos are almost the same. He suggests the artists wdto meade th
from the same school

10 Ridgway 1990, 235.

151 Jost 1985, p. 32.

152 Jost 1985, p. 32.

54



a ravine on the west and built on rock which dramatically slopes down to the Neda River.
Pausanias discusses a sanctuary of Artemis Soteira, but its location has never been
securedPaus8.39.5). The Sanctuary of Artemis Soteira mog&ely lies on the crown
above Pavlitsa, now occupied by a church to Hagios Elias. The dewactessible from
the road to Pigaleia, where there is a wooden painted sign pointing to a winding dirt
road that leads up the steep hill. At the summit, ondarzk to the south and clearly see
the important pastoral temple of Athena and Zeus Soter at a lower elevation only a half
kilometer beyond.From this vantage point, one can also see wieré¢emple lies in
relationto the wellpreserved fortification @dls and surrounding territory.

The Athena temple lies beyond modern Phigaleia aloagbad from the modern
town of Perivolia to Pavlitsa. As one approaches the village of Pavlitsa, the road curves
90 degrees to the left ardntinues through the villge. At this curve, there is an
archaeological sign that directs you straight ahead to the nearby temple rather than taking
the left toward the village. Unmentioned by Pausanias, the temple lies to the southwest
on a low hill overlooking the agordt was excavated by Arapoanni between 1996 and
19981°* The easfacing temple is dedicated to Athenalateus Soter based on an
inscription from a bronze statue whose base indicates it is a statue of Kallikrates
dedicated to Athena and Zeus SdtérThe Doricedifice measures 1907 x 7.0 m
andis divided into a pronaos and ceffay. a.7) as well as a monumental and monolithic
threshold which has cuttindgsr the parastades of the door (fig. 38p altar has been

found.

153 Arapogianni 1996, pp. 12937; Arapogianni 1997, pp. 1420; Arapogianni 1998, pp. 128.
154 SEGXLVI 448; Aropogianni 1996, p. 134.
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At least three courses of the Wallocks stand constructed in irregular isodomic
style masonry Pry marks on the highest remaining course of wall blocks indicate that at
least the next course was also constructed in limestone bldbkswall blocks are
notable in that they display f& even, smooth, straight courses with rectangular, ashlar
blocks on the exterior, notably in the south wall, while the interior is markedly different.
Within the cella, the walls reveal a rustic, uneven surface with the masonry appearing
much more polygnal, quite similar to the interiors of the temples of Despoina at
Lykosoura and Asklepius at Aliphei(Ag. 34). The northeast and southeast corners of
the temple cleayl show smooth drafting margins and a rough tooling of the exterior
surfacecharactestic also apparent in the Askleisi Temple at Alipheira

Upon entering the pronaos, there is a short ramp which leads to the monumental
doorway into the cella. The threshold block shows cuttings where the door would have
been attached to swing@m aswvell as cuttings to recee the dowel for locking.From
this threshold one would have stepped down into the cella, as indicated by the terracotta
tile paved floor that lies below the level of the thresh@tithe back of the temple is a
large, nearly sgare (1.7m x 1.64m) statue basm situ. On the upper surface is a
squared tennon for placement of the cult statuéon-footed offering table was found in
front of the large basevhich is evident based on two limestone slabs with cuttings to

receiwe the legs of the tabfg®

Stymphalos

Stymphalos, part of Arkadia antiquity but now in moderndZinthia, is known

as the site of one of the twelve labors of Herakles: thm@halian birds.Living near the

155 Aropogianni 1996, pp. 13233.
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Stymphalos Lake, maeaing birds were rustk out byHerakles shaking a brass bell.
Once they took flight, Herakles shot them with stones flung by his slingshot, eradicating
the city of the nasty creatures. The birds are often said to have symbolized the putrid
stench coming from the lake.

The aea of Stymphalos is a plain circumscribed by mountains, with Mantinea to
the south, Pheneos to the west, Achaea to the north, and Nemea to thgse&& and
36). The name Stymphalos is also given to a mountain, a river, and a town in the area.
Mount Kyllini is to the northfrom which Mount Stymphalos s out forming the
acropolis of the site. Traveling southeast from Pheneos through the villages of Kastania
and Karteri, the road veers slightly northeast around the north side of Lakphatps.
About 5km past Karteri, the road inclines and there is a small area to pull off and park.
At this point, one can hike to the site and meander from the acropolis down to the lower
levels.

In modern day, the lower portion of the site often disappears timelevaters of
the lake during the rainy months. The dry summer months are the best time to see
remains lying further to the south when the waters have receded. A. Orlandos excavated
part of he site between 1924 and 1930Hector Williams has been di®r of
excavations on the north side of the lake since 1982, working closely with G. $thaus.
Orlandosalso found a fragmentary boundary stone witB s £ gPdfidas)inscribed

on it, originally leading to the suggestion this was a temple to Artemis$alihough |

16 Orlandos 1924, pp. 1123, 1926, pp. 555 and 13139, 1927, pp. 586, 1928, pp. 12@3, 1929, p. 92,
1930, pp. 8P1.

57williams 1993, pp. 19405, 1984, pp. 1686, 1985, pp. 2124; Williams and Cronkite 1995, pp-2R;
Williams, Schaus and Corite 1996, pp. 798; Williams et al. 1998, pp. 26319, 2002, pp. 1387.
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will further address this on p.68° Williams and Schaus have uncovered many finds
such as earrings, ringsnd votive figurinesupporting the identification as a female
deity.

The acropoliss on a hill extending ca. 500 tm the east, algy the edge of the
lake. At the highest point, the remains of a tower or bastion from the circuit walls is
preseved to a height of 8. From this point it is possible to see the wall extending
down through the plain to the north as well as the open pfdields around the site.
Descending the acropolis to the east, the remains of a small Hellenistic vathpde
guadrangular structumutting it on the nortast are visible.

The sanctuargn the small open aréacludes théemple, astonebuilt dtar, a
large rectangular service building with annexes on the northern and western sides, and
several smaller structures on the southern side of the Giiandos clead the temple
measuring 11.60 m 6.00 mwhich contains a pronaos and céfig a.8). There are no
remnants of columns or indications where they would have been placed, but travelers in
the 19" century intimate that it was an in antis temfdt was built against the
outcroppings of bedrock visible on the western side of the sancilmyemple opens
up to the east, with an altar a few meters from the facademall flight of five stairs in
the center ofhe east side ledp to the entranc&® The temple foundations and
orthostates were built of the surrounding local limestonelikelg had mudbrick walls.
On the north side of the building, a few foundation courses in orthogonal masonry are
visible, as well as the euthynteria, which is also visible on the west and gdugte

this, theroughly chiselearthostate course of thellzewalls is still standingwhich have

%8 Woodward 1927, p. 258
9 williams and Schaus 2000, p. 79.
%0 williams and Schaus 2000, p. 79
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traces of white plaster painted dark red over the interior surBaged on patterns of
burning on the floor suggesting burning fall@oef beamsiron nails found around the
temple during excavatioand large robtile fragments, we assume the temple had a
wooden roof covered in large til&%.

Roughly five meters east of the temple is the altar which measures about 2.0 m x
1.5 m. Thealtar consists presently ofrée large rough limestone blocks south of a
massve orthostate that formed the northern end of the altar: in antiquity the three blocks
were one large block over two metendength, but has now brokeltt is probable that
the altar was covered over with plaster in its original foutthis no longesurvives.
Just to the south of the three blocks are the remains of a partial orthostate that is probably
a surviving portion of the southern edge of the monument

Just outele of the temple steps to therth side isa rectangular block with a
circular atting. This was most likely for the placement gfeirrhanterionfrom which
visitors could ritually be cleansed by the water before enteFimginterior of the temple
has a rough floor with patches of chiseled bedrock. According to excavatord)dahe ce
may never have had a proper fl@imce votive finds andestruction evidence were
found all the way down to sterile soil, even in the crevices between outcropffiAis
on the interior, there is a limestone block in the bedrock of the floor nebatkeof the
cella. Itis not on axis with the doorway and at a bit of an angle, but it may be part of the

base for the cult statue as there is no indication of any other base.

1 williams and Schaus 2000, p. 79.
12 williams and Schaus 2000, p. 79.
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Excavations revealed two fragmentary marble statues in the temple, incduding
late archaic kore and part of a late classical or early Helletiistiple child*'®® Over
200 pieces of mostly bronze jewelngearly 200 terracotta figurines, and about 100
terracotta loom weightsere also found® Over 150 iron catapult projectile p$
appeared across the sanctuary, most from theudéien abandonment level ofid-2"
century B.Cfollowing a siege, possibly by the Romafs.

Based orfinds of more recent excavations by Williams and Schaus, including
dedications of a coin, aidking cup, and a bronze riraxcavators now believe the main
deity d the temple may be Eileithyia® Partial inscriptions on these objects, @avith
sculptural fragments afbabyo r i t e mpnbke this dlikely ééntification. The
Nursing Goddess, éhthonic deity, could be invoked as Ge, Athena, Eileityia, Demeter,
or Iphigenia depending upon locatiti. Associated with childbirth, childcare and
upbringing, Eileithyia was considered more ancient than Kronos in Arkadia (Paus.
8.21.3). Establishing eult of this nature at Stymphalos would have created a very
ancient link for the religious identity of the city. Her cult is not common in the
Peloponnese, but traces of her worship have been found at Sparta, Messene, Argos,

Megalopolis, Olympia, Elis,rad Corinth®®

83 illiams and Schus 2000, pp. 886.
%4 illiams et al. 2002, pp. 152.

S williams et al. 2002, p 152.

%8 williams et al. 2002, p. 154

%7 price 1978, p. 139.

188 price 1978, pp. 1387.
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Achaea
Achaea is the mountainous northernmost region of the Peloponnese stretching
across the coastal strip north of Arkadito the east it bordered th@knthia near the
polis of Sicyon. Arkadia bordered Acaea on the south from Mgultini to Mount
Erymanthos. On the west, the border of Elis coincided roughly with the western ridge of

Mount Erymanthos ad the Larissos River.

Aigeira

Ancient Aigeira is situated on the northern Peloponnesian coast in the hills just
south of the PateCorinth highway(figs. 37 and 38) It rests above the modern town of
Mavra Litharia and roughly opposite Mount Parnassus which is visible across the
Corinthian Gulf. The exit near Mavra Litharia along the Pat@winth road winds
around under the higéay, heading south up the hills to the northern edge of Mount
Eurostine. There is a small unpaved clearing surrounded by trees on the left side of a
bend in the road and an archaeological site sign for Aigeira. From here a small dirt path
leads around thback of the theater and alongside two temples. Also known as the site of
Homeric Hysperesia, Polybius described the city as near a river and located between the
cities of Aigion and SikyoiiPolyb. 4.57) To the west is the Krius River, which is the
modg likely candidate fitting his descriptiorAccording to Pausaniadpag with the city
of Pellene, it formed the easternmost limit of the ancient region of Achaea before
reaching Corinthia and the Argol{faus. 7.26.12)

The modern road passes througb tills; the smaller west terrace is identified as

the acropolis at about 415above sea level, and the lower plateau to the northeast
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contains the theater and adjacent tes@t an elevation of 350. ®tandingat the lower
plateadooking north, the ladscape gradually slopes down, showing a wide vista of the
gulf. Initial excavation began in 1916 and continueti985 bythe Austrian, Otto

Walter. Excavations did not resume until 1972 and were led by W. Alzinger, also under
the auspices of the Ausin Archaeological Institute until 19881 1998, G. Ladstatter
became the director of the site.

Aigeira revealed human activity dating back to the Late Neolithic period, and
remains on the acropolis hill show tlilaé site experienced settlemanthe Late
Mycenean Period around 1300 B.The sanctuary was continually rebuilt in subsequent
periods and in usentil the4™ century B.C. In thd™ centuryB.C., Aigeira experienced
a resurgencand the central area of activity shifted to the lower terthe northeast
where the theatre and @l cult buildings were builtThe two main factors
contributing to thed™ century heyday of Aigeira were most likely the shift of population
from Aigai in 350 B.C and the foundation of thechaean league in 2280 B.C.

The Temple of Artemis was identified early on in field work at Aigeira, despite
the fact that there are no inscriptions to securely remove any doubt. Pausanias mentioned
the location of the Temple of Artemis in a sanctuary on the left of tlie @ described
the route leading up from the harbor of Aigeira by the Corinthian Gulf up to the city in
the ascending hill§Paus. 7.26.4)Pausanias also mentions two statues inside the temple:
a statue of Artemis and an older statue of Iphigefi®aas. 7.26.5) From this evidence,
Pausanias believed the Temple of Artemis was built over an earlier Temple to Iphagenia,

and the remaining cult statue was kept and housed in the later Artemis tdingle.

62



Artemis temple was identified by the Austrian exatavs as the eastest oriented
iTemple EO® ne®t to the theater.

The temple was restored as lotetrastyleprostyle, and has foundations on
bedrock. The rectagular building measures 12.40x17.80m and iscomprised of a
pronaos (3.10 m x 7.80 m) andlla (9.30 m x. 7.80 j(fig a.9). *° The leveling course
sits on bedrock with an orthostate course above. On top of the orthostate course, rests a
belt course obrthostate crown blocks (0.16migh).*’* These flat ashlar blocks project
slightly over theexterior of the orthostate course below, a characteristic evident in the
Hellenistic period. The remaining extant walls are comprised of conglomerate blocks that
were coarsely worked and joined by mortar mixed with roof tiles and small stones. The
materal bound by the mortar in these walls was reused from the Romaiodal the
Hellenistic theatea few meters awal/?> The Hellenistic theatewas constructed in the
third century B.C., but there was a Roman addition ottlaenae fronandpulpitumto
the Hellenistigproskeniorin the first quarter of the" century A.D'"® Therefore, due to
the material found in the mortar between the uppermost extant block of Temple E , the
difference in style of construction between the lower and upper coursestamtple,
and the difference between the ashlar limestone blocks and conglomerate blocks, two
building phases for the temple are clearly evident.

The mortar evident between these blocks can be dated to the Roman period,
which provides @erminus post quemf this second construction period2i8 century

A.D. The floor of this phase is at a higher level than the previous Hellenistic phase,

189 Alzinger 1985, pp. 14.2.

10 Alzinger 1985, pp. 1412 and based on my own-site measuments.
" Gogos 1986, p. 42.

172 Catling 198485, p. 29.

173 Catling 198485, p. 29.
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which may be indicated by the threshold block at the opening of the’é&ltae block is
lighter in color than thelbcks of the first phase and appears to be fitted into the door
opening. It rests on fill comprised of tile, earth, and stone. This block sits level with the
floor which contained finds also from the Roman period. Below this level, the original
floor of the first phase was uncovered; the floor contained pottery fragments, coins, and
oil lamps dating thenitial construction to the"3century B.C. during the Hellenistic
period!”

A sandstone base also rests on the floor of the first construction phase. Two
blocks held together by clamps make up the base, which sits against the north wall of the
cella. The base shows no cuttings on its top surface to indicate a statue was situated there.
Another rectangular stone base on the west wall of the cella sitgsonith the entrance.
There are two cuttings on top of the base for a statue, possibly that of Artemis, as
mentioned byPausaniasThis base watentatively dated to thé'tentury B.C'’® The
bottom of the base was found at an elevation between thenid&et and Roman levels,
and the top was roughly at the same level as the Roman floor. The reasoning for this
tentative date by excavators remains unclear, but one could assume this was derived from
the find location of the block and the best genertd determined by the excavators.
Other than the fact that this block does, indeed, sit between the Hellenistic and Roman
period, there are no discernable marks or cuttings evident that could be confidently used

to date the bldg and a vague date of th& dentury B.C. seems agreeable. This however,

means that there was an adjusttrierthe floor between thé“entury B.C and the

174 Gogos 1986, p. 42.
5 Alzinger 1985, p. 11.
178 Alzinger 1985, p. 11.
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reconstruction of the upper portion of the templg established above, after the 2
century A.D

An additional rectangutebase currently sits in the northwest corner of the cella
where it was found. It is made of two blocks held together by clamps and has a raised
edge around the peeter. Found directly on thed/an floor this base was dated to the
period of Roman recofrsiction and may have supported one statue on each block: one
side Artemis and the other Igfginia’’’

Based on the existence of an ancient statue of Iphigenia in the Temple of Artemis
recorded by Pausanias discussed earlier, the cults of two divirgtaske associated at
some point, possibly as early as the Classical period, proposing an earlier temple or
sanctuary predating the Hellenistic tempf&.Since no Hellenistic statue base has been
found, either the dating for the remaining statue basdan®t due to the varying floor
levels and lack of markings on the blocks, ordta#ue base was replaced throughtbe

centuries and the statwvas resituated to the new hase

Argolid

The Argolid was the area of the Peloponnese to the south andasiuihe
Corinth. This included the eastern peninsula and the coastal region which lies east of

Arkadia and north of Lakonia. The border with Arkadia falls along Mount Parthenius.

7 Gogos, 1986, p. 42; Catling 1985, p. 29.
178 Gogos 1987, pp. 12eL8.
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Epidaurus

The sanctuary is located in a snylin in Argolid, near th&awonic Gulf. Signs
clearly mark the direction to the site, down a road that forks off the main thoroughfare
between Nafplio and Archaea Epidaunebjch is about eight krto the east. The site is
enclosed on three sides by steep hills, with the westapdning up to the plaifig. 39).

The mountain to the north is Bolonidia and to the east and south is Mount Kynourtion,
where the Temple of Apollo Maleatas rests.

Due to a great deal of political, social, and economic change occurring internally
and exernally in Greece during the Hellenistic period, this intense change initiated a
marked veneration of Asklepius, viewed as a healing doctor and redeemer. Adoration of
the god resulted in a transformation of the sanctuary area at Epidauros. Generally
unadorned up to the"5century B.C., it became filled with offerings and monuments,
many of them remarkable examples Bfoéntury B.C. art.Inside the sacred grove of
Asklepius at Epidaurogre the remains of a templeAotemis, as mentioned by
Pausania(Paus. 2.27.5)Artemis was goddess of the hunt, wild animals, wilderness,
childbirth, and was protector of young girls. She also had the power to bring on or
relieve disease, which explains her presence in the Asklepeion at Epidauros. She was
regardedhs a deity of healing and good health, like her brother, Apollo, who was the
father of AsklepiusOriginal excavation and study of the building was complete®un

A. Kavvadias from 1874.926"° A building record dated from 33820 B.C. verifies

19p, Kavavadiasl884 pp.61-63,pls. | andlll (no.1); Kavvadias 1891, pp. 48, pl. Il (no.1); Kavvdias
1900, pp.13B4; Kavvadias 1906, pp. 53,4404, pls. | (no.1) and HIV; Stais 1887, pp. 688, p. IV.
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the congtuction of the temple aneocords the Artemision locati@bout30 m southeast
of the Temple of Asklepio&?

The easfacing Doric temple measures 13.38 m x 9.42 m with a pronaos and cella
(fig. a. 10) The foundations were of porolimestonewhich sypported limestone ashlar
blocks of the pronaos and cell&he building rested on three steps, but was accessed
through a ramp on the east emlich led to the altaThere were six columns lining the
front (east) exterior of the building, while a row olumns on each of the remaining
three sides was evident only on the intetforKavvadiasoriginally restored it as Doric
hexastyle prostyleemplewith returning columns on the long sides, amdonic interior
colonnade. Roubaterfound Corinthian gaital fragmentsvhich he attributedo the
interior colonnade of the cella and two anta bldeém the pronaggestoringthe temple
as prostyle hexastyle with no returning colunifis.

Just to the east of the temple entrance and ramp, there are renpansusf
blocks for the foundation for a monumental a(fay. 40). This was built on top of the
previous alter which predated construction of the tepgpid is evident by the difference
in texture of trace edges of stone protruding from the €anlly two step courses and six
orthostate blocks are present at the Jike altar was closed off by a fence on the north,
south, and east sides with a return on each end of the wesisities was the side that
faced the templeBlocks with dowels still stvive indicating that they may have been
used as the stone pillars of the fence which would have been spaced joutechd

horizontally by metal or woosections->*

1801G 1v2 1.106,SEGXXV 389; Burford 1966 pp. 28590.
181 Roux 1961, pp. 201-2, figs. 4350.

182 Roux 1961, pls. 28, 125, fig. 28.

183 Brulotte 1994, p. 112.
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Thetemplecella itself is 7.50n x 6.96 m with and had an interiGorinthinan
colonnadeof four columnsalong the west end and five along the nantld south walls.
There are alstwo floor cuttings athe back of the cella which suggest placement of an
offering table close to the back wall of the temple, which was also mentioned by*Roux.
Roux did findfragments of feet from a Hellenistic marble table wiwduld be adequate
to fit into the cuttings This arrangement is much like those of Phigaleia and Alipheira
where the offering statue bases and offering tables were close to the back wal

There isa distinct difference between the paving stones of the east and west sides
(front andback) of the cella. Rouattests that this difference was due to some type of
barrier between the two sides, such as a wooden fence or rope runningrecspsge in
front of the statue and fixed to the interior colurifisThis essentially would have
divided the cella into two sections, a layout not unlike that in the Temple of Despoina at
Lykosourawhich also has marks to indicate a barrier in front efdtatue

On the exterior of the buildg) the sima of the roof had ddgad spouts which
allowed the wateto drainwhen it rained.The dog head spouts helped identify the
temple as that of Artemis, as the dog is one of her symbols. The cornersaonflthpe
roof displayed Nike figures as akroteffay. 41). Both of these elements were found by
Kavvadias who began to install them in the museum in 1906 for display. They still

remain on display in the esite museum today.

184 Roux 1961, p. 202.
185 Roux 1961, p. 201.
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Epidaurus Maleatas

Outgde the Sanctuary of Asklepius on the slope of Mt. Kynortion above the
theater to the northwest, is the Sanctuary abllypMaleataqfigs. 42 and 43) About
800 mdown the road that turns off the main thoroughfare leading to the theater, a gravel
road faks off to the right. If one follows thi®ad for just over Em it will lead to the
Apollo Maleatas sanctuary on tledt side of the road. The siteas excavated in 1948 by
Papadimitriou, and has been under the direction of Lambrinoudakis sincé&4974.

Long before Asklepius or his father Apollo were established as cult figures at
Epidaurus, the god/hero Malo or Maleatas was worshiped. This site is much older than
the Sanctuary of Asklepiubased on votive finds dag as far back as the Bronze
Age!®’ The votives shoveontinuous habitation from the Early Helladic period although
the deity worshiped in the earliest times seems to be unktBwis also uncertain
when Apollo entered as the prominent deity venerated, but, at some point, the two were
eventally conflated, resulting in Apollo Maleata3uring the & centuryB.C, Apol | 08 s
son, Asklepius, also became a revered figure, and his own prominent healing sanctuary
further down the hill was develope®ausanias tells of Apollo Maleatas at Epidauros
(Paus2.27.7), but no certain date is ascribed to the initial worship of this cult. Several
Apollo Maleatas inscriptions were recovered from the site, the earliest da8ag to

B.C 1%

186 papadimitriou 194%8, pp. 96111, 1949a, pp. 929, 1949b, pp. 3683, 1950, pp. 19202, 1951, pp.
20412: Lambrionoudakis 1974, pp3-101, 1975, pp. 1625, 1976, pp. 2089, 1977, pp. 1894, 1978,
pp. 11121, 1979, pp. 1229, 1981a, pp. 15781.

187 ambrinoudakis 1981pp. 60-63.

188 ) ambrinoudakis 1980, pp. 46, 52; Lambrinoudakis 1981, pp.-68.

1891G 42.1.128 mentions the alir of Apollo Maleatas
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Two meters of a rubble wall, possibly belonging &"@nturyB.C.temple, have
been found below the cella @oof a currently visible @centuryB.C. temple!®® The
wall is parallel to the lateral south wall of the later temple, which may indicate a structure
with the same eastest orientation of the Hellenistic edéic The small Doric temple to
Apollo visible today is next to the south west corner of the stoa on the north side of the
site at an appximate elevation of 428 mith a large altar to the easlt measures about
13.9 mx 7.50 mand has been reconstruttes nonperipteral with a pronaos, cella, and
adyton(fig. a.11) the reconstruction plan shows six columns in front and four in Rhtis.
There are no discernable markings today, and the levels of blocks are at the foundation
level (fig. 44). At the frontof the temple, a sloped area leading to the entrance is still
visible, and much of the euthynteria is preservéda sloping area suggests there was a
ramp leading to the temple which is also evident at the lower temple of Artemis may have
been for rituapurposes.

A monumental altar east of the temple ramp and entrance was probably present
since the Classical peridfig. 43). Today, the altar has been reconstructed from new

marble mixed wth the ancient blocks.

Corinthia
Corinthia is associated withe city of the same name, and extends on both sides
of the isthmus of Corinth. To the north, its borders extend to Mount Geraneia, and to the
south it shared a border with Argolid. To the west, it bordered Achaea near the city of

Sikyon.

190) ambrinoudakis 1977%. 189.
191 ambrinoudakisl 978 p. 115.
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Kleonai
Headng east from Ancient Corinth, one comes to a stoplight. A right turn will
lead to a road that splits into an onramp toward the large highway to the left or the Old
National Highway straight aheadhis road veers to the right slightly as you proceed
toward the south.There is a right turn to Anciéileonai about seven km pabkettown
of Hiliomodi. About 2km down this road, which crosses over the new highway, a dirt
road turns to the rightThere is painted sign with an arrow pointing to the directib
the Temple of Herakles, which is obscured among the dense vinéfygsdd5 and 46)
The area is rich in a mythological histagd asociationsof Herakles who is
reported to have slain two traitors at Kleonai, as well as completdidsthaf his twelve
laborsi the slaying of the Nemean lioRausanias (2.15.1) describes Kleonai, but only
refers to the Sanctuary of Athena and a memorialioftBs and Kteatos, not a temple to
Herakles. Eurytos and Kteatos were killed by Herakles at theo$itdeonai(PindarOl.
10.27)and two curved blocks of an exedra belonging to the toere identifiedn the
late 19" centurynear Kleonai®? Diodorus Siculus reported that the killing took place
near thesanctuaryf Herakles and since this is the onbanctuary in close proximity, it
has been identified as that of Herakles (DioSic. 4:%3). Frickenhaus and G.

Oikonomos of the Austrian School began excavation of this temple in 1911, but a

192 5chmidt 1881, pp. 355.

193 Salowey 1995, pp. 489 has doubts about the identification of the tomb and the small temple, pointing

out several issues, the most problemattiwloich is the circular reasoning in which the identification of the

tomb relies on the identification of nearby temple remains at Kleonai, and vice versa; Marchand 2002, p.
110 feels that Salowey is wdthunded in some of her arguments, yet ovedutiais as the temple has

been identified as that of Herakles since the time of the early travelers. Furthermore, the auspiciousness of
Herakles as a hero in the area of Kleonai supports the idea that it was a likely place for such a temple.
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thorough study was never pursued due to the Balkan Watde identified the temple
according to the evidence of the Tomb of Eurytos and Kteatoaawadding to a piece of
the cult statuéhat he associated with Heraklea muscular pair of buttocks which has
now been largely accepted as a portion of the tBrsthe temple waslearedagainin

the 1998 by T. Mattern of Marburg University, and Jeannette Marchand describes the
templeonly briefly in her dissertation on Kleondocusing on the polis area, topography,
and local mythologybut there is a general agmneent that the temple is of Hellenistic
dateof ca. 200 B.Cbased on the clamps, architeetstyle, and sculpturf’?

The northeassouthwest orienteBoric poros limestonégemple is prostyle
tetrastyle and nasures approximately 15.50x® mat styobae level of thekrepidoma
with an altar structure to the northeéigy. a.12) Rather than the krepidoma being
constructed in three separate courses as typically seen, a single block was carved with all
three steps and placed nexatwther block that Isathree steps carved into egméce of
stone, and so on all the way around the ter{fige47). Therefore, rather than individual
courses, the krepidoma is essentially ooerse made up of a number of blocks which
each have three steparvedinto them The first course of the temple walls is comprised
of largesmoothly workedrthostate blocke/hich are mostlstill intact and standing.

The blocks ar@pproximatelyl.25 m in height, 2.00 nm length, &d 0.62 min width.
Looking at the floor where tharthostates are set, one cantice a slight depression
around the interior perimeter of the cella wélig. 48). This space iapproximately0.23

m from the interior face of the orthostate to a small ridge where the floor of the temple

19 Frickenhaus an®ikonomos 1913, pp. 11416; Marchand 2002, pp. 110.1.

1% palagia 1988, pp. 738; Damaskos 1999, p22:Salowey 1995, p. 50; Marchand 2002, p. 112

1% Frickenhausand Oikonomos 1913, pp. 114; Roux 1958, p. 172; Lauter 1986, p. 103; Palagia 1988, pp.
738; ; Salowey 1995, p. 50; Marchand 2002, p. 112, Mattern 2002, p. 4; Whitely 2003;24p. 20

72



begins. This spce would haveitherheldthe interior orthostate blocks or an internal
wall of smaller blocks fitted together similar to that proposed for the temple of Despoia at
Lykosoura

The toichobate shows examples of dovetail cla(ajs® seen used in the
foundations of the temple at Perivoliag¢tween the blocks, and tjeens at thetop of the
standing orthostates indieause ofd or hookclampsgenerally associated with the
Hellenistic period There are no wall blocks on site which means they were either
removed and reised by locals over the pagintury or the walls above the orthostate
course were constructed miudbrickup to the epikranitis coursé& number of
architectural members of the buildinginding those belonging to tlepikranitis
architravefrieze,and geisn (two corner geisons visible) coursesdrethe northwestern
side of the templesomepartially embeddd in the ground Additional fragments of
columns anatyma rectanouldings are present around the temple

Directly in front of the temple is a rectangular set of blocks and rubble 1.50 m x
4.00 m which could be the remains of an altar (fig. 49). Howeatver than the long
side facing the temple, the short side faces the temple and the blocks extend
longitudinally away from the temple. Just beyond this structure to the northeast
Frickenhaus uncovered foundations of structure with the same lengthdthdawithe
temple’®” The foundations of two columns are visible on either side of the entrance to the
complex, and the structure contains two bases or altange on each side of the
enclosure Only the front of this structure is exposed, with the majaitending into

and covered by a vineyard. This enclosure has never been completely cleared, and no

197 Frickenhaus and Oikonomos 1913, pp.-154
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date has been assignédThe presence of two altansthin this separate structuhas

not beenadequately confirmed or dated due to the need for fuetkeavation but Roux
contemplated the presence of a double Herakle$ auie for the temple god and one for
thetemenoserq in which case two altars could seem approprtateAccording to
Marchando6s personal communi csattieon nwitthhe Madt9
Mattern argues that the two-salled altar bases are basins for mixing Ifitfe.

Inside the temple, @ery large statue bag8.50m x 3.0 m)remainsat the baclof
thecellanearly abutting the rear wallA large fragment of sculptedarble still sits in the
temple, and it was originally clearly misidentified anatomicéily. 50). It is largely
accepted that the pieceHellenistic in dateand rather than being a buttocksay be
part of the chest, stomach or afth.Rectangular fhor cuttings in tk stone slabs of the
paving 1.0 m in front of the statue base indicate the legs of an offering table were secured
here Between the offering table and statue base, there may have been a partition
preventworshippers from approachinie cult statueThis is indicated by sockets in the
othostates to which a screen could have been attached, serving as a barrier to the
statue’®? Between the porch and cella there is a recessed rectangular space for the

threshold into the cella where the doavould have been placed.

198 Erickenhaus and Oikonomos 1913, pp.-1B4only dates the structure insofar as positing it is

contemporarywithta t empl e, which he says is of a 6l ate peri
1976, p. 123 both describe the structure as 6émore ¢
199 Roux 1958, pp. 1321. Roux also mentions the possibility that it was the tomb for Eurytos and

Kteatos, killed by Herakles. However, he concludes that there are too many questions and too little

evidence to assign any reliable identification.

200 Marchand 2002, p. 111.

201 palagia 1988, pp. 738; Damaskos 1999; Salowey 1995, p. 50; Marchand 2002, p. 112.

202 Mylonopoulos 2011, p. 278.
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Lakonia
Lakonia, in the southeastern part of the Peloponnese, bordered Messenia to its
west along the Taygetod.o its north, the foothills of the Taygetos formed the border
with Arkadia over to the foothills of Parnon. @Eurotas river was a major river for the

Peloponnese, and its headwaterse within the borders of Lakonia.

Kionia/Kourno/Aigila

Two-thirds down the eastern coast of the Mani Peninsula is an ancient site with
two small templegfig. 51). Kourno is themodern name usddday. Pausanias himself
makes no mention of the site, but it is referred tthieyname Kionia n Fr azer 0 s
comments on Pausanid®. Boblaye, who first discovered the site in the b
century, also called it Kionia. Further configsthe identification, the site is typically
named Aigila or Egila on Greek road maps. Due to the remote location ayjedinegs
of the eastern side of the peninsula, many early travelers never bothered to thoroughly
investigate the terrain, or even Yvigifirst-hand. Neither the site nor a description of
architecture in the vicinity matching its remains is mentioned by any ancient author, its
name in antiquity remains a mysteand, furthermore, the site has never been excavated

At the town of Nymfi, a right hand turn takes you up steep, sharply turning
streets, eventually veering to the left and reaching a dead end by a house and a foot path.
From this point there is a sign that indicates the direction of a one hour and forty minute
hike to the ge of Ancient Aigila in the mountains of Kakovouni. Near the end of the
hike, there is an abandoned msteay The name Kauno, sometimes used for the

location is actually the name of the monasteear the site At the monastenythere is a

203 Frazer 1965, p. 395. Frazer lists this as the modern name, stating that the ancient name is unknown.
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springwith gushingwater,located her@erhaps since antiquityAbout 500 nfrom this
location, passing over a ridge and slightly descending again, is a rocky plateau where
foundations and walls of two small Doric temples résbm the mountainous center of
theMani peninsula a steep ridge juts out just south and southeast of where the temples
are situated Remains of several other settlement buildings lie about, as well as cisterns
and a cemetery with roeut reliefs.
Af ter Bobl ayeds Emiples¥Ledassariedoptaimamen of t h
extensive studgnd excavation during an eigly stay at the site during his travels in
Greece from 184242% There was such a delay in publishing that the notebooks were
lost, and only a small portion of his matémas ever published. However, there were
numerous plans and drawing from his archit
published in 1888 by S. Reinach. Bursian also visited the site, but only briefly and his
descriptions seem quite inaccurateplaces®® In 1907, Woodward traveled throughout
the Mani, eventually publishing his material which was based on the nd&eS.6brster
three years earliéf” This was the last detailed study until two separate studies by J.E
and F.E Winter and T. Mokos and L. Moschotf®
A completely accurate assessment of the blocks and plans of the temples will
remain elusive until excavation oceat the site. The temples are currently a pile of
jumbled blocks lying about withet more blocks lying on the eastesloping side of the
mountain leading down to the Laconian Gulf. Walking around the area one can clearly

see architectural fragments built into a nearby stone shepherd structure, and it is plausible

204Boblaye 1836, p. 89.

205| e Bas1888 pp. 13839.

206 Byrsian 1855, pp. 79295.

207 Forster and Woodward 190§, pp. 25356

208 Moschou and Moschos 197®, pp. 72114; Joan and Winter 1983, pp18.
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that other members are built into the extensive amanegt of terraces and pasture walls.
Depending on the season, vegetation near and on the temples can be relatively dense,
obscuring the remainsgNo inscription or sculpture has been found to indicate tclwh
deitiesthe edifices were dedicated. It istdifficult to imagine why most visitors have
had varying conclusions regarding the architecture of the temples.

The greyish marble temples, partially masked by the heaps of architectural blocks
on and around them, are close beside each other at ohtymeters apart. The temples
are not precisely oriented the same direction, however they do both have a general
eastwest orientation, opening up toward the sea. The larger peripteral temple to the north
measures ca. 9.50 m x 8.50 m and thelleminple to the south is 7 m x Smith two
columns in antigfig. a.13) %> The peripteral temple, likely Roman, appears to have
been built after the smaller temple based on many Italic parallels and examination of the
blocks presert™®

The smaller temple ithe one that pertains to this study. The small edifice is
divided into a pronaos and cella, as the cross wall is clearly visible. While Le Bas
conveys there were two steps above the euthynteria cdltsday only the stylobate
and the course below it avesible. The stylobate, which has a g, and toichobate
are weltpreserved except for the northeast corner, and the orthostate blocks are present
along the north side, at the northwestern corner, a portion of the south side and at the
southern end ahe crosswvall where it abuts the south wall of the temple. Several blocks

of the entablature are laying about the ruins including a corner architrave block and freize

29 e Bas 1888 and Forster and Woodward 100@lescribe the plan @santis which is also the
conclusion of Joan and Winter 1983, pPsinceton Encyclopedia of Classical Siteds. Richard Stillwell,
William L. MacDonald, Marian Holland McAllister, (Princeton, 1976) 469.

219 30an and Winter 1983, pp-97

21| e Bas1888 pl. Il 2.
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blocks with complete triglyphsA raking sima block and broken lonic cornice blockhwi
the remain®f a hook clamp are also visible, as well as broken column capitals and
column fragmentsThere is no discernable altar visible, but it may be obscured by the
collection of fallen blocks.

Based on measurements taken by Joan and Wintdreitpet of the architrave is
noticeably lower than that of the freize cout¥eThis smaller templalsobears a
particular characteristic which came into fashion in the Hellenistic period: three metopes
over each inte@umniation versus the usual two tre frieze ** The form and
proportions, namely that of the columns and the relationship of the triglyphs and metopes
of the frieze, are generally in the Greek tradition, andaésia, egulaesandgutae are
more in he mainland Greek tradition ratheaththe Western Greek or Italic tradititi.
Joan and Winter note that thl®ping on the taenia front of the triglyphs is downward
and the offits of the taenia, regulae and guttae slope upward, which they propose shows
influence from the Adriatié*® This featurehas distinct parallels at Cori, Akragas, and
Selinus, suggesting an Itaktellenisticcharacteristié® The geison soffits are closest to
those in the Aegean in t28% century B.Caccordingtd. u c y  Sdtegariésand the
geison dripor hawlsbeakdit with S h o 2"6century mouldings as welt’ The raking
sima hasa particular cyma recthat Shoe remarks as being of the Western and Roman

form and in use in the®lcentury B.C*®

%12 3oan and Winter 1983, p. 8. This is not unusual to Doric architecture beginning froficémeury.
23 pinsmoor 1950, p. 270; based on the calculations of Joan and Winter 1983.

214 Joan and Winter 1976, p. 8.

215 Joan and Winter 1976, p. 8

218 Joan and Winter 1976, p. 8; Delbriich 1907, p. 138, fig. 70, pl. XX; Delbriich 1912, pl. XVIII.
217 shoe 1936, 160, 11 pl. LXXIV 37-36.

#8ghoe 1952, pp. 1713, pl. XXV 14,1.
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A round akroterion from one of the temples is housed at yilee@®@n Museum,
but has noyetbeen publishedn the cela of the temple, there is a block with a large
cutting in the shape of a cross which may be the base for the cult(§tatée). The
bottom of the cutting is rounded which prompted Joan andéMatpropose that a
wooden object for the curved socket would have been more suitable than that of heavy
stone?*® Frazer describes the architectural style of the templas@sGreek’* | would
agreethat at least the small temple fits a date inlaie 2" century B.Cbased on the
architectural features of the site, but excavation of this site is the only way to reveal a

more specific date.

Sparta

Excavated by the British School between 1906 and 18&Ganctuary of
Artemis Orthiawas discoverechia natural hollow on the right bank of the Eurotas River
(fig. 53 and 54f** The site can be reached leaving Sparta via the Tripolis road where
there is a small yellow sign directimgeto the temple, which is surrounded by a gate
that ismost ofteriocked.

The name Artemis Orthia cannot be confirmed by epigraphical evidence from the
excavations until the Roman period where it appears on a number of finds including
marble stele inscriptions. According to Woodward, there were seven phases of building
in the sanctuary. The original temple is attributed to phase thretatediby the

excavators am use from as far back as thé™d®ntury B.C. through thé™tentury

1% Joan and Winter 1976, p. 5.
220 Frazer 1965, p. 395
22 Dawkins 1929, excavation reports from 1906and 19090 are in the BSA.
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B.C*?However, Boar dman 0 ogyttantneearlierttahthdsc t a
century B.C. and no later than 570 B?&. Following this, a later temple was built in the
fourth phase. By the time of the sixth phase in the Hellenistic period, an apparent
rebuilding of the later temple occurred based on evidence of two clearly evidsoim
styles in the foundains of the phase four temple, which consist of medium to large
stones.Therefore, the phase six temple was rebuilt on the same location, using the
foundations of the previous temg@ad was approximately 16.50 m x 7.50 m (fig.
a.14)*** Inscribed fragments of stamped roof tiles and antefixes dated t8%ttenfury
B.C. were found in the sanctuary, also supporting a Hellenisbailding of the
temple??®

The templewnas rebuilt many times in ancient history, with the modegnvisible
remainsbelonging to the Roman periods mentioned, there are two distinguishable
styles of masonry visible in the foundations, which incorporate the fourth phase archaic
temple foundations. The altar lies in the eastern portion of the sgnatdchincluded
a theateimn the Roman period. The altar was the site of the customary flogging of youths,

well attested by ancient authavbere young boys tried to confiscate cheese without

being caught and whippé&tf

Messenia
Messenia forms theosthwestern portion of the Peloponnesiborders Elis to

the north, Arkadia to the northeast, and Laconia to the southeast. The Tayegetos

22 pawkins 1929, pp. 124.

22Boardman 1963, pp-2.

224 Dawkins1929, p. 32, figs. 9, 17.

225 Dawkins 1929, p.32; Woodward 1929, pp.132, 143, fig-d,8ap.102103, pl. XXV.
226\Wide 1893, pp. 94.00; RE (1929), p. 1453, 14631, s.v. Sparta
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Mountains are in the east and the Kyparissia Mountains in the northwest. The lonian Sea
is on the western side atite Gulf of Messenia is to the south. The Neda River in the

north and the Pamisos River in the south are the main rivers of the area.

Hagios Phloros

In the lower Messinian plain aboeight kilometers east of Messene ame
kilometer north of the mode village of Hagios Ploros, lie the ancient remains of a
Hellenistic Doric7.42 x 6.8 nf?’ templededicated to Pamisd§g. a.15) the
deification of the nearby river of the same name. The marshy area near the temple is a
result of the numerous springdich form the Pamisos River that fed the Massa
plain (Strabo 8.4.6).

| determined the location of the ENES W or i ented temple by
field plan showing its siting in relation to the springs, river, road and markings for
sloping ground. Asked several locals in the village of Hagios Phloros if they had any
information on the location of the temple, as Valmin only mentions it being a half mile
north of the village. After finding an individual who was vaguely familiar with the temple
and whee it had been based on stories he heard growing up, | was able to find the
general vicinity. From the main road, there is a route leading down to the springs and
passing on the west side of the ryibst the road is separated from the site by a marshy
area There is another incgpicuous road just south of the first ragldich passes on the
northeast side of the temple. At the large curve in this road, there is a walking path
leading down to the area of the temple. Unfortunately, there is no tracetehtple as

of the current date, except for a small pile of rocks that may belong to the altar and some

227\/almin 1938, p. 425 .
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stones, which are clearly ancient, built into a well only a couple of meters from where the
temple was foundAfter exploring the site and marking GP&imts for salient features, |
opened Val mindés plan in AutoCad in order t
acquired on site and to determine if my estimation of the temple location is correct.
Exactly where the temple should be, the spobw entirely obscured by +e
deposited earth and bamboo growing in the lush marshy area of the Pamisos River
betweeractivesprings.The temple was purposefully covered over after excavation,
and over the years, the steep earth wall behind the altar liesienod washed down
over the location, along with deposition from flooding in the winter and spring months.
A large outcrop of rock is visible to the north of the tengilene of the springs, which
aided in identifying the position of the temfegy. 57).
Pausanias mentions the temple in association with annual sacrifices to the river
and springs where little children found cures (Paus. 4.3.10; 4.31.4). The identification of
the temple is known from a base and a stele bearing the name of the gddybadtim
the cella of the templ&’ The temple is also associated with Herakles based on two
votives of the god found at the tempbee dated to the archaic period. Valmin suggested
the god represented Athe hostéeseoOnaturkabpf
taught the management of marshy fields or remedy againstfévklthough the
architecture of the site is from th¥ o 3° centuries B.C., the early date of some of the

votives indicates there had been cult activity since the sevemilrgé*

228\/almin 1938, p. 425.

229/almin 1938, pp. 423, 438.

20valmin 1938, p. 464; for foundations myths of Herakles associated with healing and swamp draining see
Salowey 2002, pp. 1717.

ZlKennell and Luragh?009, p. 251.
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Under the Swedish Messinia Expeditiondvdttias NatarVValmin, excavationat
the templébegan in 1929 and resumed in 18881 1934**? Unfortunately, by that time,
a number of blocks belonging to the temple were reused by a local farmer amuatduilt
his housé®® The substructure, parts of temple walls, frieze blocks, and horizontal and
raking geison blocks were found during excavaion c or di ng t o. Lvcall mi nd s
reddish brown poros stone was used in the substructure and wadllghaigdey
limestone for the socle cour$¥. The substructure consistof poros blocks of varying
dimension it was one course on all sides except for the west, which was comprised of
two course$>® Varying size bloks, some trapezoidal in shaj®e32 min height were
used for the first limestone couragkove the poros substructu€@f these blocks, only the
exteriorsurfaces and jointsere dressed, except fitretwo blocks framing the east
cornerswhich were well dressetd® Lifting bosses \ere also present dhis course
which may mean this course served as the euthynteria and the blocks were sunk into the
ground with only the top surface expo$&dDouble rows of irord clampswith lead
casingon the tops of the blocks wepkaced unevenly from the edg@8 The blockshad
a bedding0.72m wide)o receive the blocks of the above course and a projecting frame

239

along thenterior edge to keep thnext course place™ There were also small pry

markson the tops of the blocksr adjustment of the upper counsen placed

#32v/almin 1938, pp. 419421.
233v/almin 1938, pp. 419421.
234v/almin 1938 p.426
235v/almin 1938 p.426
236y/almin 1938 p.426
Z7yalmin 1938 p.426
Z38\/almin 1938, p. 426.
#9valmin 1938, p. 426.
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Of the second coursenly seven blocks remained along the fr@gdast enddf the
temple by the time Valmin excavat&d. They were moreniformly cutin lengththan
theblocks below and showed anathyrosis on the joining sides, but the ifdeaswere
not dressed*! Pry markswere evident near the centers of the blocks, which had
regularly placed iron clam@é? The top of the blocks were dressed in the same manner as
the course below, leaving a bedd{i®@8m wide)and projeting frame for tle next
course’®® The indentation of these courses created two steps up to the temple, possibly
three depending on whether or not the course with the lifting bosses was exposed.

The inner transverse wdhat indicated the division between pronoas andgcell
was preserved at the euthyntdegel (which Valmin also refers to as the first socle
course)with the same height (0.32)rand a bedding (0.6®) for the following coursé*

The blocks were limestone resting on irregular porous blocitshére were alifting
bossepresent®

An unusual feature that Valmin calls an offering pit projected from the west wall
of the cell®*® The poros blocks of the substructure were immediately west of the pit,
while the euthynteria blocks rested on and projected beepit, covering approximately
one third of the western pit wafl’ The pit was off center in the western cella wall and
irregular in shape with the exterior or mouth of the pit having dimensions as follows:

western side 2.95m, the eastern side 3.50 nsdbthern side1.80m, and northern side

240v/almin 1938, p. 426.
241v/almin 1938, p. 427.
242\/almin 1938, p. 427.
243v/almin 1938, p. 427.
244\/almin 1938, p. 427.
245yalmin 1938, p. 427.
246\/almin 1938, p. 27.

247\/almin 1938, p. 427.
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1.87m**® Theinterior of the pit tapered so that the dimensions inside its walls measured
1.25m in length and 0.80.90 m in widtt?*° It is unclear when the pit feature was
constructed, but Valmin suggests that it wasady present from previous cult activity
and incorporated into the later architecttrfe.

A height of 2.29 nwas established for tiemplewalls based oporosblocks
from five courses of the wall that had fallen around the tenmglmely at the west erud
the temple where they had fallen outward in such a way they laid in“dtd@ased on
measurements taken by Valmin, we know the blocks decreased in width as the courses
were added. Since the blocks wporosstone, which deteriorates more quickly than
other limestone added to the presence of water over the cesttugresis no way to
discern how finelythe surfacewere worked There were scant remains of other
architectural blocks: one triglyph/metope block, two horizontal geison fragnoeets,
raking geison blocktwo different shapes and sizes of antefixes, one fragment possibly
from an akroterion , and roof tiles of Corinthian and Laconian$/pe

Valmin suggests that the two differing antefixes provides evidence for an earlier
and a later rootthe second of which was implemented before 380 B.C. However, based
on study of the style and representation of the palmette leaves, scrolls and acanthus, |
contend that, while there may have been two roofs, neither was constructed until at least
the mid-4th century, with the second antefixtitay possibly as late as th& tentury

A.D.?®® There are strong parallels at nearby Messene to support this, which was a city

248\/almin 1938, p. 427.

249\/almin 193§ p. 429.

20v/almin 1938, p. 424.

#lyvalmin 1938 p. 422.

22y/almin 1938, pp. 4283.

23 For comparanda of the earlier antefix withsSroll see Corinth storeroom FA390 and A32; for double
set ofpalmette leaves see Roebuck 1994, p. 361, pl. 19d (Hellenistic raking sima, FA G0iseds
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that did not develop an artistic tradition until 369 B.Based on the remains of the

sccle blocks, wall blocks, roof tiles, antefixes, measurements of triglyphs and parts of the
gesion blcks including the mutules and projection of the cornice, Valmin was able to
draw a possible reconstruction of the tenfpfe.

A ramp 5.88 nx 1.75m with a heght of 1.50 mextended from the temple to the
altar?®® It was made of heawyark greylimestone blocks that were worked on the upper
and external sides, but undressetdthe remaining surfacé¥. The intervés of large
blocks were filled inwith chips. e west end, which abutted the temple, was not bound
to the temple which may indicate the ramp was added later. However, the euthynteria
block that it sat against had no bosses, whmthapsnears the plandid originally allow
for the ramp. The altar wasobably constructed at the same time as the tzaspd on
similar construction style techniques in dressing the bl&€k$he lower slabs we
0.50m thick with the altar blocks resting on top, two of which were in situ and 0.52
meters high at thetime a | mi n 6 s @he allarwast2ilmmalong each of the
short sides, 4.75m on the west side and 5.05 m on the eaS'side.

The interior of the cella contained a broken limestone stele and a limestone base,

as previously mentioned, each identifying tiver god, Pamisd§® The stele was

1994,p.151 for figs 9-10, pls. 50b51a;see also fig27A dated to %' century B.C. in DietzKolonas,
Moschos, and Stravropuoldsatsi 2007, pp. 36, F®-1056; For comparanda for the later antefix at
Pamisos, see Themelis 1994, p. 165 figs. 24, 25, pls. 52c, 56c.

254Papachatzis&979,p 112,fig 38;p. Themelis1994,pp. 141-69.

#%Valmin 1938, pp.434%. For details on his calculations and measurementsjseehs ect i on A The
Reconstruction. 0 -stylaihantistempler baitvadntitted that thee addigon af columns
was pure conjecture. He had been told of columns in a neighboring village, Arphara, that were used to
support a balcony on an oldus®. Valmin could find no trace of these when he visited the village, but
hypothesized they could be from the nearby Pamisos temple, p. 421.

28valmin 1938, p. 434.

%7valmin 1938, p. 434.

#8\/almin 1938, p. 434.

#%valmin 1938, p. 434.

20\/almin 1938 p. 423.
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attached to a square base, and the upper portion of the stele has relief carving of a bull
and a dedication of Asklapiodoros to Pami&dsThe low, semicircular, dark limestone

base was found near the southwest coohére celle?®®> There was a shallow cavity on

the upper side to support a statue, and the front of the base was more carefully worked to
bear the inscription:

Py 39 ' @ 3
2

U eoagcy

cC &

gGe
euvy

Co @

d
Ve

ADexi ppus to Pamisos
who hears his prayero

The inscription islated to the ¥ century A.D. based on the cursive letter forms, namely
t h & 28 broken stele with a square base was found inside the pronaos and a two
other bases outside the temple; one just outside the wall, and another in a different part of
the fidd than the templ&® A broken stele was also found at the northwestern corner of
the altar platfornf®®

Aside from the Herakles statues above, finds include bronze statuettes of human
and animal figures, pottery, terracotta figurines, glass, and @diM&ny of the finds
were discovered during excavation of the votive pit that connected to one of the springs.

The date of the objects ranges from Late Archaic to Roman Imperial4ifnes.

21yalmin 1938, p. 423For parallel to the relief of the bull, Valmin offers an example at Delphi of a stele
dedicated by a man from Kleitor in Arkadia in front of the tripods of the Deinomenides, and for a similar
type of stele and base, he referencesriliepizephyrii inNotizie degli Scavi di Antichitel909), pp. 3246,

fig. 4

22y/almin 193§ p. 423.

253\v/almin 193§ p. 423.

#4v/almin 1938, p. 438. Valmin notes there are no apices on the letter, and also cites an similar form of the
letter used at AmyklaiG Vv 311

265\/almin 1938, p. 428

266\/almin 1938, p. 425.

%7 For a complete list and description of finds, see Valmin 1938, p4@839

28\/almin 1938, p. 424.
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Stratigraphically, the top 0.40 m contained Hellenistic and Roman finde tlikilower
0.40m of the pit revealed the archaic remains including the Bronzes from the site are at
the National Archaeological Museum of Athens, and all other finds were originally taken
to the museum of Vasiliko but now reside in the ArchaeologicakeMiusof Messenia at
Kalamata. At Kalamata, the inscriptions identifying Pamisos, votive cups and vases, a

bathtub, and an antefix are on display, and are dafeti'2entury B.C.

Messene

The impressive ancient site is strategically located on Mouninih a rgged
mountain rising over 800 mvith a commanding a view of the two Messinian plains. The
road from Meligalas winds sharply up the mountain until you pass through the impressive
circular Arkadian Gate, turning left toward the village of MavromEte mountain
divides into two summits: Ithome to the north and Eva testuth. Messiniabecame a
newly independent regian 369 B.C. Messene is known for its remarkable fortification
walls, the strongest and best preserved in Greece. The sitesshisliow just below the
modern town of Mavromati and to the west of the ridge connecting Ithome and Eva and
contains several exemplary small, Hellenistic-penipteral temples of the style
discussed in this catalog.

Systematic excavations began in 18@8ler direction of Themistocles Sophoulis.
G. Okonomou resumed excavation ind08and 1925, and Anastasios Orlandos took over
inform 19571974. Current excavations are under the direction of Petros Themelis, who

was appointed in 1986.
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a) Temple of Artemis Limnatis

The remains of a8century B.C. lonic temple to Artemis Limnatis sit on the
slopes of Ithome just northeast of Mavron{ég. 58). Although Pausanias did not
mention Limnatis at Messene, the inscriptions confirm the presence of th&@leelt
paved road through Mavromati leads to Kalamata, but there is a small fork to the left, just
past the taverna, that winds through the védlagd up the mountairAbout one knafter
this, there is a dirt road on the left side of the road, sharpiinguup the mountain,
which leads t@ small plateau on the easteitief Mount Ithome. The site was first
identifiedin 1843by Le Basas the location ahe Temple of Artemis Limnatisased on
inscriptionsand sculpture fragmenti3 51.1442 and 1458% Excavations were
resumed in 1988 and 2006 by Petros TheméliBrom its location, one can see the
archaeological site below, as well as tlaydgatos Mountains and the Mass& Gulf on
to the soutla clear dayAlthough the temple is technically withthe city walls, the
sanctuary is situated in a location functionally similar to those of-extran temple$’*

Artemis Limnatis issometimesdentified wih Laphria, an anciergoddess of
nature and life and deatinjtiation rites,as well as mistressf the animals’’? Limnatis
also denotes a marginal envient and has connotations wilvampy ares especially
on Laconian borders® The conditiorof a marshyarea does not exist on the slopes of
Ithome(although there is a nearby sprisigce antiguty), or in fact, at most of the

locations associated with Limnatis in the southern Peloponnese, which may suggest that

29| eBas, 1888, p. 138.

2 Themelis 1988a, p. 446; Themelis 1988b, p. 72; Caitling 1988, pp. 3740; Whitley 2007, pp. 28
29.

271 7unino 1997, p. 61.

22 Themelis 2003, p. 115; Themelis 2004, p. 154.

273 _uraghi 2008, p.23.
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the epithet is more aacately interpreted as taking its name fridra famous sanctuary of
Artemis Orthia at Sparta that was built inveasnpy area called Limnai (Paus. 3.167).

This is supported bthe use of two epithets at the temple ofefwis
Limnatis/Orthia alVolimos near the borders of Lakonia and Messanthe Tayegatos
Mountains wherebyit has been posited that the epithats equivalent’® In the city of
Messene, both epithets are doublets of these cults seen at Sparta and Volimos, and were
likely used to establish identignd historyof the city following independence from
Spartan hegemonyLuraghi proposes that it wasililas a replacement for the older,
much better known sanctuary of Artemis Limnatis at Limnai/Volimos at a time when the
Taygetos sanctuary was in Spartan h&\thesite ofLimnatis at Volimoswvas crucial
in the history of Messerendhad long been a soee of contention between Sparta and
Messaia. Becausef its position on the border of the twegions both areas laid claim
to the sanctuary, and it became an ethnic boundary with which they both idéhfified.
After gaining independence form Sparta, ¢itg of Messene would have tuaally laid
claim to this deif as belonging to their history, incorporating a temple nearby where they
could venerate the goddess.

The sanctuarat Messene includeakedi-style in antigemple (16.70 m x 10.60
m) (fig. a.16), an altar, annexes to the south and soutl{passibly stoas)and a precinct
wall. ?”® The easfacing temple is comprised of a pronaos and c€lielimestone

foundations of the building are visible, lnding a weltpreserved base migling course

274 uraghi, 2008, p. 23.

275 7unino 1997, p. 4B5.

278 |_uraghi 2008, p. 275.

277 Luraghi, 2008, p. 225, namely an incident between Spartzidens and Messinians which instigated
the First Messinian War.

28 Themelis 2003, p. 115.
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that is almost complete on the flanks and west end of the temple. Below this course,
euthynteria blocks are visible, as well as what appears to be a smooth podium underneath
the temple itself, ¥wh alternating courses of pa@@nd limestone blocks protrudifrgm
its exterior.The superstructure was made of sagemoolitic or poros limestonesxcept
for the terracdt antefixes and lichead spoutsAbout 10 m ¢ the east of the temple, the
stone slalfioundations and several orthostates of the altapra®ent(fig. 59). These
blocks are smoothly tooled and currently standing upright following the reconstruction
efforts of Themelis.

The temple consisteaf a pronaos with twstuccoed lonic or Corinthiazolumns
in antis, the bases of which are set in pland a cell88 m x 9 m) (fig.60).>"° A
considerable number of limestone pavingslaf the pronaos floor are intacht the
back of the pronaos, there is one step leadpigto the cellaThe threshold into the
cella is made of one block 3.20m widde cult statue bagé.3 m x 1.13 mjound in
situ sits near the center of the cella flagimilar to the location of the statue base at
Perivolia The base is large enough to support adif® marble cult statue of Artemis,
portions of which were faud by Le Bas including a sandaled foot fragment attached to a
plinth which fits the base, part of a leg with the laces of a sandal, and a wrist fratfment.
The floor of the cella shows a mosaic of spirals and meanders comprised of black and
white pebbles. Aquare stone treasury box was also found in the cella of the t&hple.

This fits well with epigraphical evidence which tells of manumissions at the sanctuary,

29 Themelis 2004, p. 153.

280| eBas 1888, p. 1388.

81| eBas 1888, p. 136 suggested the box was used as a lustral basin or to hold blood from a sacrificial
animal. Howvever, since there is an altar outside the temple, it is unlikely sacrifices were made within the
cella; Brolotte 1994, p. 313 posits the stone square is a treasury box, supported by the manumissions found.
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whereby attempt to renslave a freed person was subject to a?fithany money

collected for thes transactions would have conveniently been placed in the treasury box.
Since thos being liberated were neith&aves norcitizers, the location of the temple
reflects their marginal status, and can be associated with rituals of transition such as at
Volimos.

Themelis dates the temple to tH&@ntury B.C. based on workmanship and
profiles?®® Along with epigraphical evidence from th& dentury B.C., fragments of
antefixes cornices, anthe simaound by LeBas haveith parallels in the second half o
the 4th century B.C. support a date for the temple betweeB8®58.C*** | posit that
the epigraphical evidence attests to the cult presartbe 4" century which does not
necessarily mean there was yet a temple, and the edifice may have beerthigarly

third century to emulate the older, better known temple of Artemis Limnatis at

Limai/Volimos.

b) Temple of Artemis Orthia

At the archaeological site below the modern town of Mavromati, an east facing
Doric Temple to Artemis Orthia lies ingmortiwest area of the Asklepieion, excavated
int he 1990 06 s(figh6l)**Near thefacade (east end), statue bses
dedicationsand inscribed stelad Orthia were found, securely identifying tteity
venerated®® Terracotta figurines of Artais in the guise of Phosphoros (torchbearer) and

Huntress wearing a short chiton and boots, holding a torch with a dog at her side were

282G 51, 147072; Themelis 2004, p. 154.

23 Themels 2004, p. 153; Mith 2007, pp. 216.

284|_uraghi 2008, p. 275.

285 Themelis 1990, pp. 332 and 35, 1991, p. 30.

28 Themelis 1990, pp. 332 and 35, 1991, pp. 28 and-30, 1994, pp. 105.
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also uncovered on the north sitfé. Marble fragments of a™4century B.C. Orthia statue
representing Agmis as Huntrgs and Phosphoros amebably from the cult statu@®

The meaning of the epithet is the same as that at Sparta, which is one of a nature goddess,
huntress, kourotrophic figure, and restorer of order.

The small tetrastylprostyle temple measures 8.42 r5.82 mwith a pronaos and
cella(fig. a.17) There is no altar evident, and it may have been ruined by the
construction of the Asklepieion compleke pronaos of the temple is slightly wider than
the rest of the temple with a return on the north anthseidesA ramp leading to the
center of the wide but shallow praosprovided acces#to the building. The ramp
would have met the top of tikeepidoma at the stylobat®urseupon which the four
columns of the fagade sat. Very few blocks of the sat®lbemainbut ab clamp and
dowelare preservedn the northeast corner indicating where the stylobate block would
have been positioned over them (88). The second step of the krepidoarad the
course below are still visible and the ashlar blocks would have beeredxpastiquity.
Thesecond step of the krepidorslows lifting bosses all the way around the temple
which were never removed.he stylobate level is only present at the pronaos of the
temple, stopping at the return. The walls of the cella rest on thieecwhich has lifting
bosses present. Therefore, the bottom of the cella wallssier than the top level of the
pronaos.Theremainingwalls resting on this leveln the north and west sideave an
interior and an exterior orthostate course, eacua®20 m wide andrising to the level

of the stylobate of the pronad3n the interiorthe orthostates have lifting bosses as well,

287 Themelis 2003, p. 115.
28 Themelis 1994a, pp. 165 fig. 8, 2003, p86, fig. 74. Themelis dates the fragments to the [Ater 4
early 3% century B.C.
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but they sit below the floor level of the temple (discernable by the position and height of
the cult statue base in thenter) and would have been concedliggl 63).

Paving slabs are visible in the proanos and lead to the threshold of the cella. The
threshold blocks have cuttings on each side to receive the doors of th@Eg.efid). In
the center of the nearly sqeasekos, is a socle where the cult statue once Sitartlle
fragments belonging to the cult statue were found just north of the temple. The fragments
depict Artemis wearig a short chiton with an animal skawer shoulder, leaving one
breast bare&® Thealtar is no longer present and may have been destroyed in
construction of the Asklepion complex. Based on the date of the cult statue fragments
and dates of dedications, Themelis suggests that the temple of Artemis Orthia was built in
the second half ahe 4" century B.C. and used until sometime in the first half of fie 2
century B.C?® After the Asklepieiorcomplexwas constructed, this temple ceased to
function and the cult as transferredite Artemesion, one of the neaoms on the west

end of tle Asklepieionrcomplex

c) Temple of Artemis Oupisias/Orthia/Phosphoros

The Artemesionor new Temple of Artemi®rthiawas transferrednly a few
meters southeast of tfiest Orthia precincind excavated by Orlandos in the 19@@p
65).2% There isno question regarding the identity of this temple, as seirsaiibed
bases andrtemisstatues dedicatday servants of the goddess weiscovered on the

temple floor during the 196@xcavations Pausaniagescribed the cult statue of Artemis

2% Themelis 1994a, pp. 165 fig. 8, 2003, p. 86, fig. 74; Muth 2007, pp. 1B6fig. 95.

29 Themelis , 1994, pp. 164, 2003, pp. 85.

21 Orlandos 1962a, pp. 1281, 1962bpp. 10212, 1965, pp. 1181, 1972a, pp. 749, 1972b, pp. 129 and
131, 1976, pp. 335.
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Phosphoos by Damophon, fragments of which were also discovered in the temple (Paus.
4.31.10)*? Thedistyle in antisemple is not a frestanding building; it was, in fact,

located in the west portico of the grand enclosidithe Asklepus sanctuaryhat

surraunded Temple of Askleps.

The Artemistemple measures 10.30>x05.80 mand was unusual in that it was
divided into three areas or aisles separated by rows of two colonnades runnimgstast
which ended on the east and west walls with engaged [ffilgues 18) *® Therefore, the
entrance to the sanctuary was on the east side and ledentader central aisle (6.35 m
x 5.80 n), with an aisle on the north andwh sides of this central champeach
measuring 5.80 m x 2.90 m on the interibheentrance tahetripartitetemple hadc
central doorway (1.77 nmwith two doors and a side opening to the righ65 m)and to
the left(1.65 m)of this central doorway.&th side of the main entranicadtwo poros
lonic halfcolumnsi one facing the intericeind one facing the exteridhe bases of
which still survive The openings to the sides of the central dow halfcolumnswere
closed off by a low poros parapet wall above which a screen or grijprwbably
inserted to close off the upper sectidhe foundations, orthostate and orthostate crown
courses, and parts of tirgerior colonnades of the building still remaifhe orthostate
course was comprised of an inner and outer course with fill in between the layers, and
then capped by an orthostatewn block (fig. 66).

The altar is situatedbout 14 meters to the east of the temple and was excavated
by Orlandos in 1972% The northsouth oriented altar is slightly south from the axis of

the temple doorway and central statue bade rectangular ste (1.35 m x 2.64 m) was

292 Themelis 1994a, p. 111.
2% Themelis 2003, p. 74.
294 Orlandos 1972a, pp. 747, 1972b, pp. 129 and 131.
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lined with orthostates which held a rubble core. The smutemostlycomplete blocks of
three orthostates on the south end ofcthrestructiorare still visible.

The inside of the temple contained a large cult statue badeefectipture by
Damophon, the socle for an offering table, treasury box, and numerous dedicatory bases
(fig. 67). At the back of the central aisle was the larger than lifesteteie by Damophon
showing Artemis Orthia as Phosphorédsagments of the stpture show Artemis
depicted as the huntress, holding a torch and wearing a short chiton with a fathskin.
The thick, wavy tresses of her hair are pulled back showing holes for piercings in her
ears.The base itself remains the templeand is quite lage atL 3.14 m x W 0.95m x
H 1.27 mcomprised of limestone orthostates supported by a limestone stmlghly
0.50 mto the east of the statue base, theeerisctangulablock (ca. 1.30 m x 0.80 jn
with cuttingson each corner timsert the feetfoan offering tabletwo of which show
traces of lead. There is also a cutting running the nearly the length of the block in the
center for the fitting of an upright slab to support the table top. About 0.50m to the north
of the ®cle of the offering tables ablockL 0.80 m x W 0.80 m x H 0.50 m which
was part of the treasury box that was set up to collect the fees for initiations rights.
Today, the block has been fitted with a modern receptacle into which visitors can insert
money as a dedicatidno Artemis upon entry into the temple.

Eleven bases for statues of priestesses were arranged in a semiouole the
high base of the cult statue. The statues for these bases were dedicated by parents for

daughters who had taken part in initiatiomais associated with rites of passage from

2% For a catalogue of the fragments and detailed descriptier;rsmelis, 1994b, pp. 2.
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adolescence into adulthoo@hese statues range in date from tfec@ntury B.C to &

and 3 centuries A.D., attesting to the longevity of the étfit.

Analysis

Of theseHellenistic bucolidempleseight werewithin Arkadia,which we may
have expected as it shares borders with all the other prefectures in the Peloponnese. Of
those within Arkdaia, only one, Methydripwas not in the vicinity of the borders, but in
the center of the prefecture. Theremetemplein Achaea, twan the Argolid, onédn
Corinthig twoin Lakonia, and four within Messeni@he temple at Hagios Phloros was
situated in Messenia, but just outside Arkadia on the border of Arkadia, Messenia, and
Lakonia.The emple of Herakles at Kleai functionedbn the border of the Argolid and
the Corinthia. The examples at Messene and Sparta were located within the city walls
which may be a resulting effect of synoecism discussed in Chapter. Tire@#emaining
several templewere positioned @ar the coasts Aigeira on the northern coast of the
Peloponnese, Epidauros on the eastern edge of the Argolid PeninsiKauandtoward
the southeast side of the Mani Peninswaere they had expansive views of the
surrounding area

Several notablarchitectural characteristics areidentamong the temple3here
tends to be a mixing of styles such as the combination of lonic and Corinthian orders
(Epidauros) and the use of two styles of clamps (Perivolia and Kleomhgextant
wal | s adoublecoufrtteani n6, 6 compri sed of an inner
Messene, Lykosoura, Kleonai, Perivolia, Phigaleia, Aliphdirgeira), sometimes of

polygonal masonry on the interior wall (Phigaleia, Alipheira, Lykosoura), use much

298 For synthesis and description of the stautes, fragments, inscriptions, see Loube 20136pp. 105
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thinner or smier blocks in construction of the interior walls (Kleonai, Perivolia,
Lykosoura) or the entire thickness of the wall is constructed of lamgessfitted together
(Pheneos). The effect of this construction method is rusticated or archaized walls
reminis@nt of Archaic temple construction. In two cases in southwest Arkadia
(Phigaleia, Alipheira), the exterior corners show tiingfmargins and the blocks were
tooled with a pillowing and broachingechnique, which are both features seen frequently
on Hellenistic fortification walls. In fact, because the temples at Phigaleia and Alipheira
are constructed with so many of the same features, are geographically in close proximity,
and dated to the same time, they may have been constructed by the same labodforce
craftsmen.

Statue bases which are quite large in comparison to the size of the temple are
discernable in almost all cases where there is remaining evidétieebasdexcluding
the comparatively large templelatuso). The statue bases tend todiher centered in
the cella (Artemis Limnatis and Orthia at Messene, Perivolia) or nearly abutting the back
wall of the cella (Pheneos, Kleonai, Artemision at Messene, Artemis at Epidauros, and
Lykosourg. Several examplesso show evidence of a balete, parapet, or screen
separating the front portion of the cella from the statue, bdseh would have restricted
the movement of worshippers (Lykosoura, Pheneos, and Artemis at Epidauros). Itis
important to note thatvo of these statue(Lykosoura ad Fheneos) were the largedst
which we have remainsThese two temples also had mosaics covering the cella up to the
area of the statue base.

There is evidence of offering tableddd into the temple flooris at least six of

the temples (Kleonai,lfgaleia, Perivolia, Alipheira, Epsairos, Pleneos) and physical
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remai ns of | iattiree PhifakiadfivokauAtiphmerrad. indher 1999

article, Mary Hollinshead stated that only four secure examples of offering tables in
temples are knowi the Lae Archaic Temple of Aphaia on gma, the Temple of

Apollo at Cape Zoster, the Temple of Artemis at Aulis, and the Temple of Amphiaraos at
Oropos?”’ It is evident no one exploretall rural temples in the Peloponneseénally,
decorative florhand vegetal elementgere carved on akroteria, antefixes, geison soffits,
altars, or antae blockd many of the sites (Lykosoura, Methydrion, Hagios Phloros,
Perivolia, Alipheira, Epidauros, Messene).

It is clear from the collection of sites presehtkat these Peloponnesian rural
temples offer a rich contribution to the study of Hellenistic architecture.sifiadisize
andremovedocationof the temples havexcludedhem, for the most parfirom serious
consideration of theisignificanceandreceiving little attention up to nowThe number
of temples and similarities among thehowa widespread style of temple in the
Peloponnese indicative of an architectural progrdmckvwas an essential and

instrumental component of the padiad rural commuity functions

2" Hoolinshead 1999, p. 204.
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Chapter Three: Network and Deities

Greekreligionin andof itself is amassiveopic with a dizzyingnumberof
aspectso consider. Therewasa pervasiveneedanddesirefor symboliccontactand
communicatiorwith thegodsin all aspect®f Greeklife, which wasmademanifest
throughthe built environmenbf sanctuariesndtemples. Narrowingdownthe
discussions desirablan orderto grasptheimplicationsof this religiousarchitecture
within therural contextin the Pebponnese. For purposesetoutin this study,it is
necessaryo takeinto accounthelocationanddistributionof the sanctuarieand
templestherelationshipsamongandbetweerthem,aswell asthe groupsof people

within the networkin the Peloponnseandthe deitiesworshipped.

Network

An emergingbuzztermin archaeologyasbeenthatof networktheory,also
knownassocialnetworkanalysis. This providesthetoolsto exploretheideaof
complexnetworkswith the goal of understandingocil relatonshipsin the pastaswell
throughrelationshipsvhich emergean the datawhenanalysisis applied Therearetwo
partsto this: the conceptitself andthe applicationof methodghroughtechnology. The
applicationportioncannotbe donewithout first thinking aboutwhatkind of relationship
factorsarepossibleandacquiringdatato moveforward.

First, what is a network? Networks are conceptualized as a collection of points
(nodes) connected by lines (tié&).For the purposes of thisusly, it concerns rural

templespoleis(major and minor), and the connections or relationships among them.

298 Knappett 2013, B; Malkin, Consantakopoulou, and PanagopouRQ09, p. 4
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Networks helpmake sense of whaanseem likea hopelessly intricateollection ofdots

and lines It allows us to understand how networksgroe behaviothatone would not

be able to predict from lookingnly at individual parts Nodes are the individual actors

within the networks, and the ties are the relationships or paths between the actors.

Social network theory differs from traaihal sociological studies that assuthe

attributes of the individual are the important elenféhtConversely, in social network

theory, the attributes of individual actors are less important than their relationships and

connections with other actors witthe network® The success of the actors, for

example, the polis, is dependent upon the structure of the network which would be the

ties to outlying temples. The ties include relationships such as road networks for trade,

processional ways, and religi® identity. Once the concept of network is applied and

the actors and ties are mapped out, we can begin to analyze emergent patterns.
Network theory emphasizes the connections between-spaiwal entities and is

based on the idea that people intethidugh a series of social relations and organization

which affects beliefs and behavidP3The relations can be hum&mhuman or human

to-environment associations and take place within specific 4vsiorical settingg>?

These social relations can inwestigated at several scales including local, regional, or

crosscultural. The types of networks can be formal such as strategic alliances, informal

where they cross boundaries as in the case of herders, shared memberships that suggest

connectionsud as cult practice, or routeased such as trade or road networks.

29 Knappett 2013p.182.

300 Brughmans 2013, p. 625; Knapp2@l3,p.182.

301 Malkin, Consantakopoulou, and PanagopouR@09, p. 4.
302 0rser2003,p. 263.
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Archaeol ogistsd6 concern is evalwuating how

maintaining these connections.

The concept of networks functions to guide the focus away fnemation of
assumed hierarchies of center and periphery. In doing so, we can look at geography and
human space from a different perspective in which the network takes precedent over
individual components. The implications of this when looking atdfiection of
small, pastoral temples in the Peloponnese during the Hellenistic period, is that focusing
on the connections/relationships among the temples and political centers may be may be
more telling than placing the power of constructing religionidadtity within in the
hands opoleis In order to do this, we must first look at the paths among these
locations, their topography, and their deities to evaluate the network through a described
0t our Gfig.6&. | Thewaths taken were determitgdprevious, published road
studies including a network analysis study of connectivity in the Peloponnese, and
personal reconnaissante. Since many of the temples in this thesis have not been
investigated or written about extensively, they have never desessed collectively in
this manner® | will first discuss those temples within the central Peloponnesian
prefecture of Arkadia, followed by the remaining temples surrounding Arkadia.

A polis consistedf its urbancenterandits surroundingerritory or chora,andits
boundariesvereoftenindicatedby naturalbarrierssuchassea,mountainsandrivers
Smallsanctuariesutsidethe city walls weregenerallysituatedon promontoriesin

plainssurroundedy mountainspr on aflat spaceor a sadde parthigh up ashallov

303 oring 1895;Prichett 1980,pp. 972288 Sanders and Whitbred 199@archand 2009.

%04The closest we come to coherent aatibn of extraurban temples in the landscape ist&94, pp.
217-30, which focuses only on Arkadia but the majorityegamples are Archaic and Classical, not
Hellenistic.
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mountainandweresometimesnarkedby a headlanda cave,spring,or grove
Attemptshavebeenmadeby scholargo categorizesanctuariesccordingo topographic
siting anddistancerom thecity center® Suchcategoriesiefinedby scholardnclude
sanctuariesn nature interurban suburbanextraurban,andrural, andthedefinitionsare
abit elasticin their wording3°® For the purposesere it is not necessaryo discernthe
templelocationsto this degreeof classification rather,my overarchingpointis to show
thehow religiouslocationsoutsidethe city walls manifesteda specificarchitectural
programandvisual similarity aswell ascontributedo sacredandsociopoliticalfunctions
for thecommunity andterritory.

While the city stood in topographic contrast from the couiteyshe countryside
itself was, and still isgxtremely varied, and the sanctuaries within it reflected this
variety. Therefore, | have examined these temples both individuallpgpdrt ba
network amongitiesand larger sanctuarigi$ is impossible to fully understand their
impact if either of these aspects is neglectédCertain places seemed destined to be
considered sacrdahsed on their natural environmeandspecifictypes of andscape
resonated witlparticular divinities over othersAmong the features of the land
associated wh the placing of these sites 1) presencef a spring or water source, such
as the Pamisos Temple at Hagios Phloroth@gxistene of a sacredrgve of treesuch
as at Lykosoura, or 3 plain surrounded by mountains such as that of Petrovouni near
Methydrion In general, muntainswerepopular locations fosanctuaries and temples

Due to the windy nature of mountain peak® temples wergenerally establishddwer

35 Edlund 1987, pp. 442; Pedley 2005, pp. 488; de Polignac 1995, pp. 25.

308 Edlund 1987, pp. 442; Pedley 2005, pp. 408; de Polignac 1995, pp. 2b.

30730st199%, pp. 217230 for a discussion of divinities,gography, and networks. Pedkyd Edlund, both
address the varying definitions of rural, extirdan, extremural,inter-urban, and suburban sites and their
topographical locationas noted above
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down on a saddle or a natural terrace suckt bsusoi The variation in siting of

temples and sanctuaries wdistated by natural and specific features of the terrainalbut
reveal one common trathe commanding vista dhe surrounding areaFor anyone

who has ever visited any of the myriad of Greek temples sites in such locations, the effect
is nothing short of stunning to the viewer. At that instant, one begins to understand the
symbolism of the place and the conti@t betweerthe aesthetic and apprehension of the

sacred for the Ancient Greef¥.

Arkadia

Differentenvironments and locatioase evident depending on whethes are
looking at the high plains of eastern Arkadia or the mountajmagged regiorof
westernArkadia. The terrain lends itself to only a few passable routesgthen
network of cities and templesThe temple of Athena and ZeusRdtigaleiain the
southwestern portion of Arkadddfers a striking place to stgftg. 30). It rests on the
steepsided valley of the Neda River which masks several waterfallseaned Mount
Lykaion in the distance In this region, agrarian economy was minirdaé to a lack of
cultivable land dictated by the topography. It would have been possible only in areas
where marmmade terraces were developed on sloping mountains @t iarélas at the
bottom of the valleys created by this rough terrain. Pausanias alluded to these minimal
provisions when he mentioned the Delphic oracular tlgieanto the people of
Phigaleia following a famine that resulted from neglect of honoringdder (Paus.
8.42.56). In this passage, Pausaraésoindicatedthe Phigaleians welled acorn

eaters, implying they lacked crops and resorted to eatioqns(Paus. 8.426). Based

308 arson 2007bp.58.
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on his description, offerings to Demetecludedhoney, woolandthelimited produce of
cultivated treesind vinesparticularlygrapesseemingly because these were the main
commodities produced in the regioM.he scattered population of the territdiyed
mostly on hunting and pasturing goats and sheep féranid wool’®® Madeleine Jost
describes thpeopleas similarto the god Pafwho lived in a hut near Bassaenplying
they livedasshepherdand hunted from one mountain to anotfieaus. 8.42.3%° The
area of thevalledcity included only enough spaeed land to provide a place of refuge
where the nearby rural population could find protection with their flocks.

Fromthis location the physical and human geography can also be seen as a
religious one, as the land is generously peppered with rural teenmesanctuaries
which far outnumber those within a towH. Processions gathered and set out from the
sanctuary of Artemis Soteiend the Hellenistic Temple of Athena and Zeus Satére
region of Phigaleia to areas whée large temple destinatioasdsanctuaries lgysuch
as Bassae, Messene, and Olynipf&rom this location, continuing on a course from
Phigaleia to Bassae, citizewsuld have had tetop at thenearby rurakanctuary and
Hellenistictempleat Perivolig dedicated to an unidentifietkity (fig. 21).

The templeat Perivoliaconsists of a cella and large statue base, along with an
altar, now partially dismantledue to adjustment and repaving of the modern road.
Although this unpublished site has only just been excavated in @@&lfinds revealed

the temple had a liefooted offering table, ceramiand metal finds, as well as votive

399 Jost 1994p. 221.

310 Jost 1994, p. 221.

311 For more discussion of sanctuarigsm Archaic thraigh Classical times, see Jost 1985.

312 Cooper1996,pp. 44-45; Lukermann 1972. 152. Lukermann provides a comprehensive description of

the routes and connections between and among settlements in southwestern Arkadia and western Messinia
(pp. 148170), and specifically discusses Phigaleia on p. 152. Coopenarizes these routes in their
relationship to Bassae, as well as their relationship to modern road routes.
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offerings of terracotta oil lamps? Although the temple is small, the sanctuary is
somewhat extensive with a water channel extending from a sligjush above down to
the flat area where the templedie Following along the road passing Perivolia, one
ended up at the grand temple of Apdpikouriosat Bassae on Mount Kotilon. Two
modest, nosperipteralarchaic temples justearthe summit cald alsobevisited '

Based on the numerous votive offerings and temple deities, it is apparent that, for the
Phigaleans, the sanctuaries of the regidmose gods and goddesg®otected the plant
and animal lifeand the safety of the inhabitantgere a important elemerftom Archaic
times and continued to prompt the building of new temples through the Hellenistic
period. In this area, the religious topography is somewhat defined by the structure of
the rural communities and how they used and ocdupie area. Peasants, shepherds
and hunters venerated them in @mvironment in which they livedavyhich isthat of the
often precipitous and harsh countryside.

On the other side of Bassdmveling northabout 25 kimeadsto the temple othe
healing @d Asclepius at Alipherdfig. 3), as i denti fi edavatidng ough Or
and by Pausanias (Paus. 8.26)4" This temple lies just outside the city wadisd is
striking in its architectural similarito the temples of Phigaleia and Perivolil sitsat
the end of a series of very steeply sloping hilkgain, this area was more suited to goat

and sheep herding thémagricultural endeavors due to the mountainous tendiere

313 M. Petrakis excavatomnd G. Chatzi.7" Ephorate of Prehisric and Classical Antiquities (pers.
comm.)

314 Cooper1996, p. 63Voyatsis 1999p. 13 The larger of these temples is dedicated to Artemis, and the
smaller to Aphrodite. Cooper dates them to theehtury B.C, and Voyatzis to thé'6entury B.C. Either
way, they are instrumental in supporting the idea of an Arkadian networkabsanmctuaries, a tradition
from Archaic through Hellenistic periods.

315 Orlandos1968,pp. 169-202.
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there were hunters and herders throughout the countif§idéos in the rural region
seeking to maintain wellness, in need of healing, or travelers who became ill may have
sought the temple and nearby Asklepeio@nce inside the city, devotees could make
offerings athe largemain temple to Athena.Continuing almg this routgast Alipheira
to the northwest, travelers would endjugt outside of Arkadia in the prefecture of Elis
at the @n-Hellenic sanctuary of Olympia.

Rather than heading north to Alipheirkiravelerstook thesoutreasern route
from Bassaethe path eventually lew the high eastern slopesibunt Lykaionwhich
held great significance for its Altar of Zeus and athletic festiv&socessionalso
gathered at the Hellenistierhple of Desponia at Lykosouffég. 9) which Pausanias
describs & the oldest site in the world (Paus. 8.38.The site is revered for the study
of ancient mystery religions and curious ritualsereby one had to be initiated into the
cult in order to learn its secrets. At Lykosqutee cult supposedly datGem
considerable antiquitgnd concernethe chthonic deity*’ Aside from the templehe
site also had a long stoa in which artworks were displayed and treasuries kept, as well as
the Megaror{Paus. 8.37-R),a large ahr comparabléo that of the Greahltar at
Pergamori® The cult statugincludedArtemis, Demeter DesponiaandAnytos,
conveying the element of natutbewild, and animals in connection with thgan
Arkadian site(Paus. 8.37-3). During Hellenistic times, the sanctuary was attksi®

being part of the territory of Megalopoft§ and provides some insight into how the polis

316 Jost1994 p. 221; Morgan 1990, p. 161; Voyatzis 1999, p. 151.
317 eonardos 1896, pp. 11619; Jost 2003, p. 1488.

318 Dinsmoor 1950p. 287

319 Nielsen1995 pp. 140, 143.
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dealt with outside communities and cultghich is addressed in further detail in Chapter
Four under the section regardisgnoeicism

The high plains of eastn Arkadia presera somewhat divergesttuation The
organization of the territory was different, as was the way of lifethese areas enclosed
by mountains, the cities were usually situated on an acropolis in the center of the territory
and surranded by land suitable for agricultu¥8. Agrarian practices were much more
prevalent to the economy in this part of Arkadia. The distance to fields from towns was
not that expansive, and owners were able to live in town while sending their workmen to
maintain the fields?* Therewas a shortedlistance between towns and major sanctuaries
and templesso it was not problematic for landowners and their workmen to live within
the city and access their land, thus creating less rural population requiringn@com
place of worship. This is coupled with the fact that rural sanctuaries were already
present from the Archaic period and still being used during the time of the Hellenistic
period. New versions of temples were not necessharyact, in eastern Aadia, the
majority of sanctuaries and the most important sanctuaries happefrémibe Archaic
period and in urban locationsvenin cases wherthey wereassociated with protecting
rural agrariariife, such as Tegeahich hadover fifty cults withinthe city walls*?* There
was a high concentration of large temples still indeseng back to the #&ehaic period in
this area including Pallantion, Asea, PKitirphi, and Vigla but none known as of yet
from the Hellenistic periad®® A reason for thislistribution may be explained by the

concern fordefensiveresponse to the powerful and aggressive neighbor Sparta in

320 Jost 1994p. 223; Voyatzid999,p. 142.

321 Jost 1994p. 223; Voyatzid999,p. 142.

322 Jost 1994p. 224.

33 For discussins of these temples please €stby 2005, pp. 49801; @stby 1991, pp. 445; Winter
2005, pp. 485186; Voyatzs 1999, pp. 13068.
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Lakoniawhich had been a threat since the Classical péffa discussed earlier in
Chapter One.Because this network was already in eetise and spaced so closely
togetherby the time of the Hellenistic peripthere simply may not have been a need for
additional extraurban templesandhelps explairwhy noHellenisticremains have been
uncovered in this basin

Traveling north from Tegg, one could have taken the road from Tripolis toward
Corinth. This route provides the easiest terrain to the north, and travelers would have
crossed borders into the Argolid and then headed west back into Arkadia just after
Kleonai (discussed belowinh e secti on fABeyond Arkadi aod)
northernmost Arkadian temples. The first of these sites is Styn(fino35), famous in
antiquity as the location for the sixth labor of Herakles. The site also held a festival to
celebrate Artemis Styphalia (Paus 8.22.7). Visitors would have encountered the
temple of Athena Palas/Eileithyia on a high rocky outcropping where mothers could
offer dedications to the goddess of childbirth and child rearing before descending to the
main part of the cityn the plain below.

Continuing northwest 30 km leads to the sit€heneogfig. 27). This polis was
one in which rural sanctuaries were predominant, inolythe Hellenistic Temple of
Asklepius The acropolis is situated at a higher elevatiamle the Askepius temple is
located down the hill in the basnear the site of an ancient lakeaking this area
conducive to agriculture Travelersor members of the rural community tending fields
between the Tegea region and here would have an aeaitgting place to honor the

healinggod, or seek assistance if fallendilring journey.

324\oyatzis1999 p. 152.
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Directly west of Pheneos is themple at Lousoffig. 7). However, to reach the
site the easiest route topographically leads south, west, then north a hatatlpf60 km
to skirt around the southern side of Mount Kylli@urrently in Achaia, the site was on
the northern edge of Arkadia in ancient timdslies & the foothills of the Khlemos
Mountains angieldsevidenceof cult activity since the '8century with flourishmentn
the Hellenistic period The temple of Atermis Hemerasia is an elaboration &t a 6
century templerebuilt in the Hellenistic period As with manyextraurban temple sites
dedicated to Artemjst has been viewed apéacewhere civilized space meets nature
and wild*® We know very little about the surrounding communities of this areit &d
not entirely evident why theanctuarywasestablishedhere, but based on the abundance
of terracotta and bronze votives, it clgdnkld significance as a place of cult activitin
the case of Lousoi, it may have been an intermediate location betveeemote cities
of the area includinéleitor and Pheneo¥® While Lousoi is alsademote in its mountain
locationand situated & steegelevation, it is hardly inaccessible as it sits on a low hill
just above a plain containing a major roalear the temple, there are several structures,
including a bouleterion farivic functions, intimating that this site was indeed an integral
element of uniting the rustic communities of the ardis size and inclusion of civic
elementsuggests may have held special clout in political matters, serving as a point of
neutrality where communities could come to deal witbstgions or confliis within the
area

South of Louosi led to the center of Arkadia and the Temple of Horese Poseidon

at Methydrion(fig.17). Methydrion, like Lousgimay have served to functidor

325 de Polignad 995 p. 36; Calam@011, p. 134tarson2007a, p. 1012.
326 de Polignac 199%. 37.
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populations in the remote heart of Arkadia where it is quite mountsiand rugged.

The fact that such a location enjoyed Hellenistic rebuilding from an earlier temple at a
time when other minor poleia wereilhg amalgamated by large pol@my indicate there
was significant religious connection to the place that wasuim&ntal to the identity of

Arkadians.

Beyond Arkadia

Therural temples outside Arkadiaclude the Bmge of Herakles at Kleonathe
Templesof Artemisand Apollo Maletasit Epidaurus, the Temple of Pamisos at Hagios
Phlorosthree Artemis temples Messeneand a temple at Kourno to a yet unspecified
deity. We will begin just south of Corinth at Kleonai.

The emple of Herakles at Kleonai lies in the Corinthian plain obscured by dense
vineyardg(fig. 45). Herakle®connection to this locatonwasar r at ed 1 n Pi nda
Olympian 10where he told of Herakles slaying Kteatos and Eurytos by ambush on their
way to the Isthmian gaméRind. OL 10.3334). This act was in retaliation fahe duo
attacking his army after a truce had been establigbied. OL 10.3034). For those
traveling between the sanctuariefN&mea, Corinth, Sikyon, arldthmia, or on the way
to Argos, this temple was located along the rural route, outside the city walls of Kleonai
and situate@tthe frontier between the Corinthaad the ArgolidPaus. 2.15.1; Strabo
8.6.19)**" The panHellenic Nemean Games would have been a mere three kilometers

from the road passing by Kleonai, making Kleonai a convenient place to not only stop

327 Both report the city of Kleonai was a maiopion the CorinttArgos roadiMarchand2009 pp. 107163

aims b prove this was indeed the main, direct route between Corinth and Argos, documents physical
evidence of the road, and stresses pdissteritolymamdr t ance
borders with that of the CorintArgos road.
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and worship, but also trad® The city and its teitory would have been a source of
supplies for the thousands of visitors traveling to the Games, creating an ideal
opportunity for profit?® The placement of the temple of Herakeles at Kleonai near the
CorinthrArgos road is important for more than justrkiag access to these two cities; if
one continued west from Kleonai to Nemea and Phlious, the route accessed the areas of
Arkadia and Elis via Stymphalos and Orchometi84f one took the route south, there
was direct access to Asea and the areas of Axladl Lakonigd>® It is also important to
note that if travelers chose to take the road to Argos, they could stop at the most
important cult of the Argolid, the Argive Heraion, and continue on to the predominant
healing cult center of Asklepius at Epidasiro

The site of Epidauros is itself an extreban sanctuary, rather than a city, and
within it are many smaller temples. The ensemble of the edifices including the
propylaea, theater, and Asklepeion attest to the sanctuary as flourishing as a lnajor cu
center in the % century B.C**2 Among these structures are two temples representative of
the modest, yet important, rural Hellenistic temples | have been discussing. The firstis
the small temple of Artemidig. 39) within the large sanctuary and thecond is the
temple of Apollo Maleatas just to the south on Mt. Kynortion in a smaller sanctuary
(fig.42). Both have large altars and prominent placement within the sanctuaries that
showecase their integral importance to the pilgrimages and cultgasithiat occurred at

Epidauros. The placement of the site and these temples mark the eastern boundary of the

328 Miller 1982 p. 107.

329 Miller 1982, p. 107.

330 Marchand 2009p. 160.
31 Marchand 2009, p. 160.

332 For detailed discussion of the architecture, building records, and practicBsiried 1969; Dinsmoor
1950;Lawrence 1996Wickkiser2008
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Argolid near the coast. From this location, travelers could proceed northwest to the
cities and sanctuaries of Isthmia and Corinth.

Moving backto the southern Peloponnese to discuss the final three locations of
rural temples in this study, we stop just north of Kalamatae Tlemple of the river god
Pamisos at Hagioshibros is at a notable and important crossroad, as it lies near the
edgesf MesseniaArkadia and Lakonigfig. 55). It was very modest in size, arsd
located near the Pamisos Rivext to arock outcropping with springs Pausanias
reported that children went to be cuegdhe springs of Pamisos (Paus. 4.31BBsed
onvotives found at the site, Herakles held significance here, as well, as he is often linked
with healng aspects and water drainage (Paus. 834od. Sic. 4.18.6¥>°This
would have been a concern for local communities who ofteibw#h flooding d the
river.

Traveling eight kilometers west of the Pamisos temple leads directly to the city of
Messene. The impressively fortified city is dominated byltiome which provides a
dramatic backdrop on the north side and BAta to the soutlsest withan impressive
view of the surrounding Messeniantigory. The city, however, |enestled in the
natural bow! of the lower valley abutting fertile land. The city was fed by water from a
natural spring called the Klepsydra (Paus. 4.31.6), and watestitl be seen streaming
out of the rocks today in the modern village of Mavromati. The combination of
mountains and fields would have allowed inhabitants to rely on both agrarian and
pastoral economies. The city has three visible temples to Artaliagth different
epithety(figs. 58, 61, and 65) These epithets (Artemis Limnatis, Artemisorthia, and

Artemis Oupisias/Orthia/Phosphorpghich | discussedn in Chapter Twoindicate

333valmin 1938, p. 440.
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relationship to distant places or timeThe main idea for Mes®e is the possibility that,
as a relatively new city founded only in 369 B.C., the epithets may have been used as a
means of posliberation Messene to differentiate itself from Sparta, or as an attempt at
creative reconstruction, or to perhaps invengmit past on personal and civil levels as a
way to establish itself in the Hellenistic period following Spartan domin&fice.
However we consider these options, the city was certainly rich in cult activity and would
have attracted many visitors as the prathant city of the region. From Messene,
travelers could head northwest to the-phallenic site of Olympia, or north passing the
Phigaleia and Perivolia temples on the way to the prominent sanctuary and Temple of
Apollo Epikourios at Bassae.

Finally, deep in the Mani, soutbf Gythio in Lakonia, there is a plateau high up
from the coast on east side of the peninsula with a view over the Lakonian KBulf
ancient author writes of it, and its name in antiquity is unknowrvaries currently
among thenames Kourno, Kionia or Ancient Aegiffig. 51). There is no road to the
site, and no trace of an ancient route that has been distinguiSlnede arewo small
temples located about six metaygrton this plateaubut neither has been excavated
Based on the architectural members lying around the templeterapkeis Hellenistic,
the other Romart> The siting of the temples allows for a view of the area, including
anyone approaching from the coagt pastoral economy would have been the
precominant one in this area due to fhrecipitousterrain and the site would surely have

been visited by herders and inhabitants of the remote area. Even today, there are goats

334 Luraghi 2008, pp. 26285.
35Moschos and Moschou 197®, pp. 72114; Winter and Winter 1983p. 3-10.
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grazing all around, while oil, matches, and a lantern lay hidden in the teepbiacks of

the temple awaiting the return of the local shepherd.

Detties

Thedistribution of sanctuarids oftenperceived as a division betweeity and
countrysidend between orderly and disorderly deities respectively. However, this
misrepraents the actual dispersiaf cults across the polis astora resulting in a
failure to recognize rural sanctuariesod co
deitiesd significanc eolesoThis placesamdine@act i t i es of
emphasis on city walls as dividers of spade.modern classical scholarship, coystde
is most often viewed as the locusaniti-civic activities where the deities are seen as less
central or in opposition to deities of the pdfi.The countrysid is considered place
for wild or disorderly fguresincluding the Bacchants, Pan, and Artemis, and hence
appearss thesymbolof harsh naturand unruly behavior But this is an
oversimplification and does not speak to the true nature of-esttentemplesithe fact is
that these deities existed in both the cit
goddess was worshipped solely in a townabely in a country environme€®’ It is
commonplace to see gods such as Artemis, Pan, Demetelp Agual Asklepius referred

to as rural deities, and while indeed there are many sanctuaries dedicated to them in

3% Graf1982 p. 166 lays out a perceived connection between social ordesanctuary placement;
Bremmer 1994p. 29 says that if a sanctuary @ im the city we may expect the cults to be in opposition

to those in the center and that extnaral cults may indicet feccentrico dR2inities; J
di scusses Pausanias6 mention of sacr iofaphmwrr Mt. Ly
violence and primitive cruelty flourish in a way which would notbeaecépt e i n t he town, 0; F

2006, pp61-92 provides a new perspective exploring how making distinctions between deities as a means
to classify space and socialler is neither accurate nor as simple as modern scholarship has suggested.
337 0sborne 1987. 166.

115



pastoral locations, they also occur within the &ifyBecause each individual god can be
associated with a multitude of traits, the epithémnigortant to consider at each
location®* There is a rich diversity in Greek religion due to the existence of multiple
local religious cultswhich continuously thwarts modern attempts to categorize pan
Hellenic rules and regularities in Greek religiorf.we try to establish categories of
urban and rural deities, we inevitably end up in a neneling game of explaining away
exceptions to the rules. This is especially apparent in the Hellenistic period when
foreign cults were introduceduch aghat ofthe Egyptian deity Isis, as well as cults
dedicated to ideas likdomonoia(Unity) andTyche(Fate). Thus it is more productive
and relevant to evaluate the deities in relation to their intellectual history, geographical
location, topography, and contsyof social and political life beyond the polis.

Thedeities of the temples | address in this thesis are considered in light of their
epithets, topography, local identities, and integration within the network of the territory
of the city. Some examplese strgghtforward, while others are a bit more complicated
in their furction and symbolism. Straightward examples include the god Asklepius
seen at Epidauros, Pheneos and Alipheira, while more comelgrassociationsuch as
Artemis Hemerasia an@irtemis Limnatis,occur at sites like Lousoi and Messene.

Asklepius was ewed as a healing doctor atie god ofwell-being Due to a
great deal of political, social, and economic change occurring internally and externally in

the Greek world durinthe Hellenistic period, these intense changes initiated a marked

338 For temples within the city sefrtemis inTravlos1971, pp 112226whichincludes discussion of
Artemis Agrotera, Artemis Aristoboule, and Artemis Biania; Lowe 2013 pp.88-117 for discussion of
Artemis Enodia, Artemis Laphraia, Artemis Limnatis, Artemis Orthia, Artemis
Phosphorus/Ortheia/Oupesiee Pan ifravlos1971, pp. 417421; Borgeaud 198&p. 15:62; Demeter

in Cole 1994, p. 215; Apoll;miGraf 2009, p. 78.

339 Graf 2009, pp.2440. For example, Apollo is associated with smsic,prophecy, healing, the young,
the city, and poetry, depending on the particulars of the setting and location.
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veneration of Asclepiuand a focus on the individual as opposed to communal
worship®*® The need to ensure wélking during this time was prevalent.

In the mountains, Artemis, mistresstbé animals, took othe commorpastoral
meaning, as well as that of goddess of borders and hunting at sites such as at Lousoi
However, this is an example of when the identification becomes more layered and
complex. We need to look beyond the geneatibn of Artemis and consider local
identity, Artemis Hemeraisa, and integration within the network of other communities.
Here, she takes on a civilized, peacefully tame character as well, which became important
in Lousoi being recognized as one of mality for surrounding areas (Paus. 8.18%).

At Messene, Artemis appears again in several sanctuaries under the guise of
varying epithets including Laphraia, Ortheia, and Phosphorus. First, we may note that
these are exampl&gthin the city. Howewer, in looking at the epithets used, there is a
common theme of these names linking Messene to much older myths and locations.
This is pertinent because Messene was not founded as a city until 369 B.C. making it a
relatively new poli$** The previouslyepressed inhabitants of the area who had been
under control of Lakonian Sparta, were faced with establishing and developing the city
and bringing their connection and familiarity of rural cults along with them to assert their
own identity. In some cas#®e evidence is unclear in deciphering the impetus of the
cults within the new city, but there are a few possibilities; 1) the Messenians continued to
follow the cults of Lakonian Artemis, 2) Messenian revival of@peression Artemis

cult traditions, 3)nvention of new customs to consciously separate themselves from

340 arson 2007ap. 195.

3411G VII 403; Bremmer ad Erskine201Q pp.220-227 provides greateletail about the evolution of
He me r aanmeatibngto a tame character.

342Kennell and Luragh?009 p. 251
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Spartan dominance, 4) a combination of these in response to the needs of a newly
independent group trying express their emerging pdgieration identity while
simultaneously retainingagpt of their history. These are only a handful of examples to
illustratethe identification of deities in the Peloponnese. The prevailing point is the
necessityto keep in mind that deities wegenerally polyvalent and similar functions can
be perforned by different divinities who, with a different toponymic epithet, cegler

variousaspects of the same region.
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Chapter Four: Rural Temple Function

The Peloponnese is rich in modest rural temples, all exhibiting architectural
similaritieswhich point to not only a specific architectural program in this regiomalsat
to themulti-functional role of these small temples for the city and surrounding landscape
and poleis. 8nctuaries served to provide a place of religious ritual as wethaxge
devotion, but on what other levels did these steatiplesfunctior? Whether inside or
outside the city wallssanctuaries and temples inheremrformed a combinatioof
political, socia] and economic functiona/hich assisted in creating ideytand subtle
unity among the scattered populationsiigiventerritory. The following discussion
unpacks these interconnected functions, allowing us to decipher the importance of rural

sanctuaries within the landscapainly that of consolidating commities.

Synoecismand Polis Identity

Synoecisms, the unifications of villages and small cities under major or capital
cities in specific areasyereformed in order to unite a larger area under the control of a
single polis, making it easier to protedlitical unity, territory, and strategic control of
major routes. While this occurred for each of the prefectures (Achaea, Elis, Arkadia,
Argolida, Korinthia, Lakonia, and Messinia), | will illustrate this through the example of
Arkadia and the city ofMegalopolis which has provided the most abundant information
from ancient authors and inscriptiaistwe have for the Peloponnese. The important
Arkadian connection, which only came to light in my mapping out of the temples and

considering ancient extés of theregion, provides complex and fascinating insight into
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the tumultuous economic, social, and political climate during the Hellenistic period.
Despite their rural nature and original ties to minor cities, most of the temples transferred
ownerslip to major cities after synoecism

The synoecism in Megalopolis occurred in order to protect the political unity and
its territory as a city and was essaltyi completed by the mid™4century>*® A particular
concern was to curb the Spartan army froarching from the Eurotas valley into the
southern Megalopolis basin and from there southwest to Messenia, west to Elis and
Triphylia, north to central Arkadia, or east, to Asea and Té&feAs a result, the
Arkadian Confederacy set about determining wititles would become part of
Megalopolis, combined with the political agenda of curbing the influence of
Orchomeno$®® The two sources we have for determining which places became part of
which polis are Diodorus Siculus and Pausanias. Even though Omb®mas part of
Arkadia, it had been opposed to the formation of the Arkadian Confederacy, and
remained loyal to Sparta as long as it could. When it came time to divide up the cities,
rather than give Orchomenos several minor cities that would it wouldally receive
based on its location nd proximjtthe Confederacchose to weaken Orchomenos by
designatinghose aeas to Megalopolis, includirthe cityof Tripolis and expanding the
polis even furthef?® After the synoecisgminor poleismay still hae been considered
poleis in some cases, but they were dependent on or subordinate to Megalopolis (Diod.

SiC. 15.72.4; Paus. 8.277)3%

343 Nielsen2002 p 416. Nielsen interprets this date from the record of Diodorus Siculus.

344 Roy 200, p.262.

345 Roy 2005, p. 262

346 Roy 2005, p266.

347 Nielsen2002 pp. 428433.1t is debatable whether all communities absorbed by Megalopolis lost their
polis status and were demoted to settlements, or whether they repaligisdependent upon

Megalomlis. The assmption based on the existingigence is that it was a combination of both
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Synoecism was the impetus behind the depopulation or abandonment of some

villages whose residents relocated to majtes>*®

Undoubtedly, the process of
synoecismncluded absorbing areas where there were some very ancient religious
traditions already in place. This process was alleviated by the major cities maintaining
sanctuaries of the absorbed minor cities ofténetory, as well as providing new cult
centers within the city for the transplanted populatfSnAdditionally, some villages

were left alone and not required to md®Paus. 8.28.67°and a number of sanctuaries
were maintained, evditourishing duringthis periodthrough funds allotted by the major
polis for rebuilding®™* This includeshe parArkadian siteLykosourg which

experienced it greatest amount of building in tedd 3 centuries B.C. following
synoecisn™? This was also the case with Mgtrion and the extrarban temple of
Petrovouniwhich lies in a plain surrounded by mountains and was along a major road in
antiquity. The religious vitality of this sanctuary is archaeologically attestedter
synoecisnthrough a rebuilding of thearlier 8" century temple to Horse Poseidd.

Supporting and parallevidence from this region includésstimonies of agreements

from the fourth century . between Orchomenos and Euainasnwell adetween

depending on thpolis. Nielsen also suggests some cities may have lost their status but regained it in later
years.

38 Njelsen 1996, p65.

349 Jost 1994, 226.

30 Jost 1994, p226. Because of its status as a-ptflenic sanctuary, residents of the city were allowed to
remain. Jost 1986, pp. 1468; Nielsen 1996, p. 65; Nielsen 2002, $49-50. Roy 1996, p108. Roy

posits that some cities, such as Methydneerepart of Megalopolis aftesynoecisnthen broke away

and reemerged apoleis

%1 J0st1999, p. 229.

%2y oyatzis 1999, p139.

¥3Voyatzis 1999, p. 150; Niels&@002, pp.449-450. Methydrion never lost its status as a city based on
civic coinage Nielse argues is from the city (no coins were minted for locations ranked lessybhs) a

and Achaian federal bronze coinage showing Methydrion as a federal membsyradtrism
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Mantinea and Helissomhichindicate that itvas standard to honor local cults after
synoeism®*

The resulting conclusion is that three aspects underlay the process of synoecism:
1) there was a clear desire to expand and incorporate territory, which inevitably included
pastoral temples; 2) there s\an implicit understanding that an existing rural sanctuary
had a prominence of its own that was bound to the place and community where it was
| ocated; and 3) rather than assume t he
sanctuary, the desireas to create a reminder of the rural sanctuary within the city (by
building a new structure) to acknowledge its importance to the new community and help

shape polis identity.

Boundaries

As previouslytouchedon in the discussiorof deitiesin ChapterThree,the
paradigmof city-countrysideandurbanversusrural in relationto deitiesand
classificationof sanctuariess a distinctionwhich hasbeenpervasiven the studyof
ancientreligion. It hasbeenconsideredn political, social,andeconomiacdebates
rangingfrom therise of the polis to agrarianandpastoraleconomiedo socialorder.
More oftenthannot, distinctionsaremadebetweercity andcountrysidewvhich reflectthe
ideaof anoppositionbetweerthetwo. Thisis theimpetusfor two common
characteristicpresenin scholarlyperceptiorregardingthis paradigmfirst, thatcentral
andperipherabplacemenbdf sanctuariess associatedavith socialvalueandhierarchy,and

secondthatthereis a parallelbetweersanctuaryplacemenandthe characteof the deity

%4Hansen 1997, [85.
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veneratedhtthatlocation®® Thisimpliesthatthecity is associateavith the physicaland
symboliccenterof the communityandstate representinggrderandcentralityof cult,
while sanctuariesutsidethe city areassociatd with ideasof thewild, disorderly,
peripheralkults3®

Thecorrelationbetweerthe city centerandsanctuaryplacemenversusthatof
rurallocationshasprovedto be somewhasimplistic. Ruralsanctuariesre,in fact,an
essentiablementof the socid andpolitical definition of the Greekstateand,henceno
lesssymbolicof or centralto civic andsocialcohesiorthantheir city counterparts>’
Reevaluatiorof the paradigmthatequatesenterwith orderalongwith consideratiorof
the civic importarce of rural sanctuariebasgraduallyevolveddespitethelong history of
scholarshighathassubscribedo the modelof city-countrysidedistinctionasreferenced
above®™® Partof thedifficulty in movingawayfrom this modelis thatthe connection
betweentheideaof fi ¢ i andthizideaoffi s o o t d ik aconstrucof 19" century
sociologicaltreatisesandtheoriesof urbanisnt>° Theseideaswhich we mustrealizeare
contemporarydeas havebecomesodeeplyengrainé in our mindsthatwe discountthe

possibility thatthis maynot havebeenthe parallelin ancientGreece. Theuseof city-

countrysidedistinctionswithout consideringheway thesesanctuariesunctionedwith

35 polinskaya 2006). 64.

356 Jost 1994, pp. 21230; Bemmer1994 Jost whose work in general reflects depth and breadth
concerning often overlookezhoratemples and their importance in the Peloponnese does subscribe to the
idea that the countryside temples are associated with wilderness, hunting, ebcantligihere civilized
meets nature, and a prienpttabvleen eismns tthheal®B82aivivo,ud dp .not2 &
Pricel999also have general themes throughout their publicatidvsh intimate particular deities were
outsiders and less importantthe socialdentity of the citywhich the authors state as justification tiogir
placement outside the palis

%7 Osborne1987; Morgan 2003 hesepublicationshelped redefine the importance of rural sanctuaries,
recognizing the social, political, eammic, and religious role these sites played for the establishment and
legitimacy of the city.

#8gee the collection of articles in Rosen and SI@@6 Osborne 1987; Alcock and Osborne 1994; de
Polignac 1995 Osborne and de Polignac both argtiedugtout that rural and extrarban sanctuaries

were no less important socially or politically than those within the city.

9 Faustel de Coulange 192&inley 1981.
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the city ratherthanin oppositionto thecity, limits our understandin@f ancientpolitical
andcity developmentaswell asimpliesdivisionswheretheydid not exist.

In 1984, Francois de Polignac publishedNaissance de la é@grecque: Cultes,
espace et soété VIII-VII siecles avant IC, with a revised English versiomblished in
1995 The publication of the book invigorated discussions of sanctuary placement by
setting aside the traditional Athenian model of the emergence of the Grestatgtyvith
an ancient citadel and central religious cult in favor of his thetiich says the city
developed from both the heart of the inhabited areas and the edges of its teaitbry
was instrumental in identifying th@olis and its sphere of influencd n de Pol i gnac
model, sanctuaries in rural areas identified theastynuch as its centralligtous cult in
the urban area$? As a resultthey wereoften the target of disputes between emerging
communities, as well as facilitators in relations between the already existing rural
populations and the settlers of the nefadynded cities He describes this d®ing
fibipola  wh er e c u lity and owihe edgesof tertitoey were used to delineate
and organize sociapace as well as articulate social relationshipte argues these
territorial units made the citgtate distinct from its neighbot&"

De Polignac focuses on exturban sanctuaries in his book, pointing out that
thesewerecrucial elemergin defining what comprised@olis. It is worth noting that he
uses the terms exttaban and rural interchandag throughout his booknd uses both
terms to describe smalhoratemples as well as monumental sanctuaries at the edges of
territories, such as the Hera at Samdde focuses on therghaic period and the

establishment of territorial boundariesasames t o define a cityads

30de Polignac 199%p. 81-88.
%1de Polignac 199%p. 81-88.
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expected and necessary that a city would keep tabs on the area it occupied, establishing
its presence in the areas further from the populated city through boundaries strategically
placed near edifices, de Polignaust be careful of focusing on the idea of temples as
boundary markers in favor of other salient functions of rural temples and their role in
social, political, and economic cohesion. They were also essential in establishing
connections among a diversenstituency of rural populations outside the city walls and
among neighboring citie§?

During the emergence of the ciyate, it is possible these rural temples were
constructed as paof a program But we must remember this was also true for tesnple
within the city. TheArchaic period in generavas one that experienced an increase in
temple building, whether it be exttaban or within the urban ard®. There was also a
population increase at this time in which both urban and rural populatiews gnd
presence of local populations in the country necessitated common religious spaces at
which to congregat®? What we can say from this thatemple buildingcertainly
flourished during the Achaic period, and construction in rural sanctuaries seerave
been just as much of a priority as that within the city. Whether these temples were
constructed as boundary markers and territorial proclamations is not entirely clear. |
suggest it is more productive to conceptualize these temples asresumiit on the
periphery of teritories andsatisfied the religious needs of scattered rural populations in

the territory of the city, also providing a system of social unity and identity, and religious

%2de Polignad995p.1 05 . mi fiddt hi s same ideaé may reflect a fo
much toward largecale territorial conquest as toward establishing fruitful connections with the

popul ations of the countryside around the colony. o
%3 3Snodgrass 198@p. 13-23. Incrase in population, material goods, and building during this time

resulted in expansion of settlement centers as new towns.

%43Snodgras498Q p. 24
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protection. Therefore when boundaries were dilifirassessed or delineated (although
boundaries could be quite fluid at this time) the easiedtmost sensible guidelines to
use were the temples dotting neighboring communities of the countryside.

In the Hellenistic period, there was a continuatioruodl temple construction.
The cases used in this research are limited to those with the best preserved extant remains
to give anoverall interpretation of what was occurring in territories ofptbkeis  Sites
which experienced building where no sttue had previously existed include Lykosoura
(Desponia), Perivolia (unknown), Alipheira (Asklepeius), Stymphalos (Eileithya and
Athena Polias), Epidauros (Artemis), Pheneos (Asklepeius), Hagios Phloros (Pamisos),
Kleoai (Herakles), Kionia (unknown), Mesge(Temple of Artemis Limnatis, Temple of
Artemis Orthis, and the Artemision). Sites that show tdimg of temples over
previous Archaic or fassical temples appear at Methydrion (Horse Poseidon), Sparta
(Artemis Orthis), Aigeira (Artemis), Lousoi (Aginis Hemerasia), Epidauros (Apollo
Maleatas), Phigaleia (Athena and Zeus Soter).

As already established, what becagnelentwhen | mapped out these tempies
that Arkadia seepsdto be a focal point when considering the architecture &wkment
of thesaemples. Arkadia wasurrounded by six other prefectures (Achaia, Lakonia,
Argolida, Korinthia, and Messinia)So it is not surprising that when these exirban
temples arelefined on a mgpmost of them fall either within Arkadia or on the frontier
between the boundaries of other areas and Arka8iaring the Hellenistic period when
there was a heightened concern and consciousness regarding an implied threat from
forces such as Macedonia and Sparta, larger cities were assimilating surrouniiang terr

as a means of unified protection. They were expanding, borders were changing, and
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cities likely usedemples which were already extéatestablish general points of
delineation or markers of nearby borders, as well as to assert a commandingepaasenc
identity 3°°

However, | by no means imply that these borders warehkow enforced in a
way such thapeople were not free to come and go when needed. Nor did it necessarily
hinder relations or communication between various areas. There is evilahc
suggests there were indeed interactions between cities spanning different rédiens.
poet Bacchylides relays the foundation myth of the cult of Artmeis Lousoi, which was
later brought by Achaean founders to Metapontf8riThe fact that the Achaas were
familiar with this myth and then established the cult in the west, illustrates that
communities did interact across borders, and the delineation of areas did not necessarily
restrict movement among and between rural populations who dependedandthdn
fact, these areas may have worked to formalize dyosger relations. The Achaean
establishment of the cult in Metopontion is entirely plausible if the Acheans were
interacting with the Arkadians at Lousoi, especially during a time whernoLozs
experiencing monumentalization in the Hellenistic peffdd.

As | discussed at greater length in a previous section, synadoismed under
federal league direction in order to unite a larger area under the control of a single polis,
making it easieto protect political unity, territory, and strategic control of major routes.

Despite their rural nature and original ties to minor cities, most of the temples transferred

ownership to major cities after synoecjdmt were possibly incorporated int@gstem

35 See previous section regardisgnoecisnin this chapter.
366 Bremmer2010, p.220.
%7 Morgan 2003, p184
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of marking the polis territory. It is important, however, to remember that this was only
one of many roles the temples played in the landscape.

Even though the locations vary in distance from the city and scholars have
attempted to distinguish amg the degrees of suburban, exiraan, ruralandchora the
overall point is that temple building was just as prevalent in the countryside as it was in
the city®®® Within those spaces, the notions of territory and boundaries may not have
been the samef agrarian economies as they were for pastoral economies. In pastoral
economies such as that of Phigaleia, land had to be accessible for watering, grazing, and
paths to travel with the flock. Freedom of movement would have been understood as an
inherent part of this economy and agreements between cities were established to ensure
compromise. In essence, the protection served the flock as it roamed, not the land over
which it passed. In agrarian economies like Petrovouni or Kleone, marking of space
would havebeenmore important because it clarified where groups could plant and

harvest crops. In this situation it was desirable to have control over access routes and to

be able to defend the lan®.

Economic Function

Rural and border sanctuaries eefl where pastoral and agrarian economies
intersected, as well as where traders passed by providing provisions for worshippers and

pilgrims. Land designated for the sanctuary was subject to sacred law, but surrounding

%8 Edlund, 1987, pp. 442, 8385, 13034; Pedley 2005, pp. 481. Both authors discusisese

classifcations, trying to discern the nuances of what each distance means for therpplesrelationship

Breaking down the temples into categories basedisiance from the city does not fit my goal here, which

is to establish that all temples in areas outside the city were fundamentally important to the social, political,
and economic goals and helped establish the urban areasyndecismHowever, Edlnd does take time

to establish that there was a planned network of rural shrines in the area of Metaponto, showing there was a
system which depended on these temples in order to function.

¥9de Polignad 995 p.38.

128



land could be parsed and renteddoltivation These locations were sometimes site

of festivals which fosteed markets where variety could be available to those in the

countryside and where traders could find more customers for their §80Hsis is often

discussed in regard t@RHellenic sanctuaries of the Greek world including Olympia,

Delphi, and Delos, but even modest sanctuaries resembled this to some extent; they were

often located along the routes of pilgrimages and served as the main local sanctuary for

chorapopulations. Pilgrimstraveling long distances and the gathering of people for

religious circumstance created economic opportunities for the sanctuaries along the route.
In terms of the economic value of land for agrarian purp@seas not unheard

of for a sanctugy to lease out landut the land was often in the vicinity of the sanctuary

rather than directly in it. For example, at Delos, there are a number of inscriptions that

indicate detailed leasing of tierachdra (sacred country/langdyvhich may includéand

for raising sheep or cattle and cultivating crops based on signs of teffdciftue

sanctuary land functioned as a place where agriculture and husbandry were integrated
As stated earlier, the sanctuary provided a neutral place for flocks tovgrane

passing through border areas, although no money was colletted was also evident

in eastern Phocis at the sanctuary of Artemis at Hyampdiish encompassed rich

agricultural land Rather than use the land for grazing of sacred herdsatictusiry

used the land for production by &#ag it out as cultigble land The locals dedicated

animals to the goddess in return for having access to the land, and, in turn, the sanctuary

37%deLigt and de Neeve 1988 discuss periodic festival markets; Dillon 1997, pp21714nd Dignas

2002, pp. 157158 addresses the economy of sanctuaries in Asia Minor, mentioning markets briefly, pp.
157-158.

371 Brunet 1990, pp. 67682.
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contributed to the fair distribution of lafif The animals dedated were kept by the
sanctuary where they were believed to grow up fatter and free from diPease
10.35.7). Ultimately, the payment of animals to the sanctuary was given back to the
community by way of sacrificial meat during the Phocian festiaphebolia Land
leasing in regard to sanctuaries is again evident in Epizepiyriec r i s wher e fs a-
moniesodo referred to rent f medimsoofgrin®fiol di ngs
This suggests the land was indeed used for cultivation ardtbecrop matured, a
portion was given to the sanctuary as reimbursement for use of theAaads lacking
in fertile land could appeal to another territory in order to utilize neighboring soil to
sustain their cultivation, which was the case wherEghidaureans were granted use of
land of Apollo near AsinéThuc. 5.5)%"*
In other modes of economic function, the sanctuary often desva meeting
place for traders and a venue for exchange and selling of.gddds was especially true
during times opilgrimage or procession for festivals when traffic increased and
congregation of people around the sanctuary offered traders a chance to appeal to a larger
number of customersNon-ritual activities such as choratamatic, and athletic contests
at festivals often do not receive as much scholarly discussattual events, but were
nonethéess an integral part of the experieAeCertainly included in these naitual
adivities were the marketsccasionally mentioned by the ancient sources, thoagh n

describes any market in great detailhese sources combined with uncovered

3721G 1X 87; SEGLIII 493pertainto a document of Hyampolis concerning the leasing of sacred land

belonging to Apollo and Artemis from the late Hellenistic period.

373 Ampolo 1992 p. 26.

374 Mclnerny 2006, p.54.

375 .SCG67, lines 2627 (Tegea, fourth century BCH)SCG92, lines32-35 (Eretria, fourth century BCE);
LSS45, lines 3134 (Action, third century BCENGSL18 (Samos, ca. 245/4 BCESCG65, lines 99

103 (Andania)
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inscriptions reveal a clearer organization of markets through details regarding
regulations, the calculation of taxes, official weights and measures agreed to by the
people and rules prohibiting customers or sellzmsn being cheated’® Demosthenes
statedthai é not i ng the abundance and cheapness o
a market or fair might be judged on suchdevice to be well or ill stockew(Dem.
10.50). Pausanias described such a situation in the countryside of Tithorea, on the north
side of Parnassus where commercial activity took pdadee third day of the festival:
éand on the next day the small trader s
reeds or other iprovised material On the last of the three days
they hold a fair, selling slaves, cattle of all kinds, clothes, silver and
gold (Paus. 10.32.15)
Sanctuaryworkshops and metavork were also present based on finds of
manufacturing There is a histgrof such production throughoutréhaic and Classical
times, and was still evident in the Hellenistic period at sites such as Lousoi where jewelry
and tools were fount! We know that the Hemerasia, the games sponsored by Lousoi in
honor of Artemis, took lce in the Hellenistic period based on honorary decrees
inscribed on thin sheets of bronze discovered near th&%itkis occasion provided
such an opportunity for festival and trading activities discussed abblve traders and
craftsmen who joined thfestivals likely provided metal votive offerings for lower
income pilgrims who could not afford such elaborate dedications like tripods, as did the

wealthier clasé’® We know this fromexamplessuch a®Olympia where no permanent

foundry exists, but evidee of bronze casting and many misshapen metal castings have

378 Dillon 1997, p.215

3"Forstenpointnet99Q p. 41.

378 Reichel and Wilhelm 190pp. 3638; IG V.2, 387; B8-394; 396; Perimaf000,p. 158.
3° Risberg 1992p. 39.
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been found® this strongly indicates there was some sort of temporary foundry present
during festival time®" In addition to the miscast pieces, the large number of small,
simple votives of low gality suggests they were produced quickf/Large quantities of
dedications would have been needed by festival attendees, and the uniform appearance of
the votives found indicate they were made at the site and purchased by worshippers.

Due to a lack of ahaeologicalevidence of permanent foundries at sites coupled
with the fact that, aside from fessivtime, the influx of people purchasing votives was
minimal, it is possible that the craftsmen were itinerant workers who established
temporary metaworking facilities, traveling from site to sif8® Due to a resemblance of
5" centuryvotive items and evidence of castidgbris from the four majora®-Hellenic
festival sites of Olympia, Nemea, Isthmia, and Delphi, it is entirely possible that
craftsmermrmoved with the cycle of festivals producing suhe, inexpensive, standard
votives for purchas&*

A provision for some type of trade in the vicinity of many sanctuaries was
necessary in light of cult regulations of sanctuari®dorshippers or pilgrims who did
not havevotives or proper clothingould have purchased items near the sacred space
rather than having traveled with thenCult regulations did natquireadvance
knowledge regarding exact sacrificial procedures in all cases, making it inevitable that
people needed access to a place selling requisite adigtbsas garments, garlands,

grain, and firewood®® Even in cases where it is probable that regulations were better

380 Morgan 1990, p38.

31 Treister 1996, p396.

%2young,1999, p. 88; Tyrrell 2004.33.

383 Morgan2003, pp. 72, 1120, 14849, 15255, 184.

384Morgan 1990, p. 39 and Miller 19903p.

385 SCG22 (Epidauros) says that priests must make available, for a cost, requisite iestad far
offering and sacrificelG xii.6 is an inscription from Samos that refers to terms of contract with
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known, some pilgrims would have arrived unaware of all regulations and needed
assstance For example, at the mystery cult of Desponia at Lykosoura in Arkadia,
special hair, clothing, and mak® requirements were enforc&d.Our best parallel
evidence regarding market economy at sanctuaries comes fomiang inscription
from the festival for the Andnian Mystery cult in Mess@a*®" Also a Hellenistic extra
urban site, the sanctuary and its buildings have yet to be discovered, and therefore, the
architecture, including a Temple to the Great Gods, cdreiatluded in my study
However, the inscription offers cls¢hat can be used to informgfstudy of similar cults
and sanctuaries The inscription gives a detailéidt of lawspertaining tacult festival
aspectsgating to the year 92/1 B.Ghrough reference to dates hettext>®®

The information revealed gives us an idea of what kind of regulations and
activities took place at this type of eventhe Andanian inscription tells of provisions
for a marketjndicatingthat entrepreneurs were available to those who arawued
needed basic amenities, as well as items such as proper clothing for the religious
activities The samenvironment was likely evident at Lykosoura around the temple of
Desponia and at the Temple of Artemis at Messene where initiation of daugtders in
womanhood took placeSince many in these areas had initiates who had gone through

this process, word of mouth regarding details of dnesdd have spread and any pilgrim

setting out could have askéat advice on what to expedalthoughany furtherdetail of

shopkeepers, indicating there were four shops leased in the sgratttiee Heraeon. It also states that

soldiers, unenpyed persons, suppliants, asldves are not allowed to satithe shops; Dignas 2007, p.

173 explains the provisions needed by visitor to the site and how these items could be acquired from priests
or markets available at sanctuaries.

386 Gawlinski 2012, pp. 12628, lines 1526.

387.SCG65. For omprehensive study of this tesee @wlinski 2012 which explores the cult in detail,

giving a picture of the festival at the time in which the originstription was written and providing an

outline with which to study Greek festivals and sanctuaries in general.

388 Gawlinski 2012, p4.
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the religious experience and what activities took place was forbiddeystery cults.
However, those coming from a greater distance or those who did not have contact with
individuals to seek advicejay have arrived unprepared he presene of markets

allowed them to obtain necessary items and participate in the activities according to cult
regulations.

Money or profit generated by festivalsfoym agrarian purposes was used to pay
the priest or maintain the sanctuary including constroaiiorepair®® Any remaining
money went to the city in charge of providing any assistance to hosting the f&3fival,
example Megalopolis in the case of Lykosouf@enerally, this was not enough to be of
any great economic assistance to the cityoney from the treasuries also belonged to
the sanctuary, as did dedicatidisMoney collected as fees for sacrifice, initiation fees,
and fees for healing ritlaweredeposited in a treasuand helped pay for sacrifices and
dedication$®? Dedications mad&om treasury fundidicate the treasuries were not
purely for financial collectionandthat thecoin itself was a actualdedication having
beendeposited during a ritual actid’f Othercommonsanctuary dedications to the gods
included statues, plags, and figurines in terracotta or metalhese items may not have
held much monetary value, but theyuld be reused later or melted down for value of the

metal®®*

339 Gawlinski2012 pp. 153-164 for the portion of the law on funds, lines@&

390 Gawlinski 2012, pp. 15364, lines 5-64.

391 An example of a treasury from the pastoral temples discussed in this thesis remains at the Temple of
Artemis at the Asklepieion at Messene. The bottom portion of the offering box remains with a modern
covering as for the top half in which modeiisitors can insert money.

392 Gawlinski2012, p.199.

393 pafford 2006pp. 95-103.

394 Morgan 2003, p154.
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Neutrality

Some sites that are classified as exifaan or rural were a bit largerdasituated
further away from the more powerful polidn these cases, these sanctuariesrabsp
haveprovided neutral venues for meeting, exchanging, arguing, and resolving*fSsues.
Representatives could meet to talk, settle differences, negotiatieadad By offering
their gifts to the sanctuary, they could alsaigyathemselves and their polisAn
excellent example supporting the neutral role of the sanctuary occurs at Lousoi in ancient
Arkadia The goddess associated with this locatichrismis Hemerasia, theething
Artemis (Paus. 8.18.8) contrast to the mistress of wild b&saer huntress. The
Artemis Hemera sanctuary was established by the end of the 6th century B.C. based on
statue fragments discovered and identified asuhestatue. The cult epithet Hemera is
evidenced by a bronze votive statuette with an inscription naming Hemera as the specific
variation of Artemis’®® Artemis had often been associated with hunting, initiation,
childbirth, and mistress of wild animalsyt in the Hellenistic period, an important
change in perception took place; Artemis became an important city goddess, especially in
Asia Minor as the influence of the Greek world shifted to the east in cities profiting from
Al exander 6s c 9 stiljassdated with wild animaleamd nature, was also
now seen as having a strong relationship with the citizens, thereby making her protector

of the city where she, essentially, herded or tended to its cifiZens.

3% pedley 2005, p40.

391G VIl 403.

397 Bremmer and Erskin201Q pp.220-227 for a discussion of how the literary persona of Artemis created
by previous dmeric Hymns was adapted by Hellenistic poets such as Callimachus in order to fit her
contemporary cult. Through the strategy of updating the literary representation of Artemis by rewriting the
earlier texts, Artemis was essentially given a literary madeeto justify her depiction in Hellenistic times.
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In fact, the epithet helps dispel thetion of areas outside the city walls as being
wild or untamed in reference to the landscapeiqukeople Rather, it underscores the
civilized, peaceful role these types of temples may have played in a time when
boundaries were often fluid, caterit@the needs of rural populations, travelers, and
herders Creating a venue of neutrality, the site would have been instrumental in
alleviating any conflictemong communities, providing neutral grazing territory, or
offering an amicable location to tr@ers outside of their communities.

Neutrality was a necessary consideratiegarding herding While boundariesf
poleisandterritories can be fixed, this does not work well with moving flocks
Arrangements were made as practical responses toditgsgons Sacred land and
rural sanctuaries allowed herdsmen to be within the realm of a neutral institution, and
pasturage rights were agreed upon in several areas, even in Archaic Geesrally,
the land of the sanctuary was dedicated to thiéggaldessvorshipped there and was in
the realm of his or her domainAdditionally, as long as all sides involved in any sort of
dispute could agree on how to use the land, there was no dispute about who actually
owned it In one example from th2" century in central Greece, the Locrian towns of
Myania and Hypnia settled a bordercertainty by creating an agreement in which no
one could stay on the land long enough to claifff itAt Arcesine on Amorgos,

regulations were set so that herds and flockdccpass through titemenosbut were

39D v 352 Cil. 31I. 27; McInerny200§ p. 48lists the inscription:i| f any of the shepher
pastured their sheep in the area in the past brings his sheep before they are clipped kethémtaway

once he has clipped them. But all the shepherds who have not previously used the land as pasture, while

they are clipping their sheep and putting them to pasture here, may remain and fold their sheep for ten

days; 0.
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not allowed to stay for long periods of tifffé. Such regulations were developed to

adhere to theractice of keeping herds off lands sanctioned by the gods.

Places of Refuge

Sanctuaries provided refuge for trave]drerders, traderss well as outlaws of
varying sorts Anyone traveling distances between cities or communities, or those who
lived in remote areas had the right to seek protection at any time in the temenos of one of
the small temples representedhis study. The wordasylonmean®® u n p| unahee r ab |l e
relates to a placeom which one is not allowed to take anything and where no person
can be subjected to violation of any kitf{.Once a person crossed the boundary into the
sacred space of thempke, they were deemed safe and could engage in supplication
However, the rules of asylum were not always adhered to, and some suppliants found
themselves unprotected to face reprisal.

Refugees and outlaws could include defeated soldiers, slaves, stocastsou
criminals, debtors, and exiled politiciats. Reports of those seeking asylum are
available through the accounts of ancient historians who often focus on the lives of

predominant figures and relay mostly special or exceptional.ca@teer typeof

391G X117 62 I, lines36-38.

400 pedley2005,p. 97.

‘01 Balogh1943. Balogh gives an overview of city law, banishment, exile, and repatriation @fgbolit
refugees. Sinn 1998, 88. Figures who were the political life of a city andvere stripped of office or
had fallen intadisfavor with the people and victims of war and civil war are written about in the ancient
sources. Sinn lists, for example, the Athenian statesman K@I&80 BC., Herodotus 5.71; Thucydides
1.126 1011) Demosthenes (after 3228, Arrian (FGrHist156 F9.13); Strab8.6.14; Pausanias 1.82f,
2.33.9. Members of royal Greek families also sought the protection of sanctuaries: Queen Deidameia of
Epirus (Polyain.Strat. 8.52).King Perseus of Macedonia (Livy 44.4515.6.10) and Cleopatra IV (Justin
39.3.1011). Many Spartan kings also chose rural sanctuaries for assistance: Leotychides Il in Tegea
(Herodotus 6.72; Pausanias 3)7Bausanias Il in Tegea (Xenophétellenica3.5.25; Strabo 8.5;

Diodorus 14.89.1; Pausanias 3.7), Kleombrotos Il at Cap®aron (PlutarchAgis16-21.2), and
Pleistoanax at Mt. Lykaion ( Herodotus 6.90). Inhabitant fleeing their towns also soughtinefug
sanctuaries, such as whitie Spartans overtook Plataia (42TB.Thucydides 3.58.3) and when
Alexander the Greataptured Thebes (335@., Arrian, Anabasisl.8.8, 1.9.610; Diodorus 17.85).
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literary evidence including ancient drama, philosophical treatises and texts of orators
suggest the protective nature of sanctuaries more frequently than the ancient historians,
although it is often implied rather than directly stated that they soegpite in a

sanctuary®® Taking these sources into account, we also find examples of protection in
private ordaily life including girls escaping a forced marriggaus. 8.5.11°*a woman

wanting to leave her husband and join her Iqarth. Amat. nar.XVII1) ,***

orphans
being placed with a guardian aftansultation in the sanctuafy’,and shunned family
members attempting reconciliation with their relati¥¥sln these cases, we can see that
the term fAasyl umd f unct i oahpsoteationtwhen asedrime ani n g
conjunction with sanctuaries
Since acient Greece was divided into many independent towns andtais,
there was no common set of laws applied to the whole of GreEeis is where the
institution ofasyliacould be apliedin the temenos of the templ® Through a network
of contracts and agreements that established safe conduct for anyone who crossed borders
of a city-state thislimited the situations that could inevitably arise from lack of a central

law code It guaranteed that envoys, pilgrims, and those whose professions required

them to travel such as merchants, artists, and athletes would have protection while

“9235inn1993 p. 89.

“%3This topic is also the plot &eschylu® p ThaSuppliantMaidens

404 plytarch Moralia 254 B.C. de mulvir.

4% 3Schol. EurMed 264isanotebylEr i pi des concerning Medeads chil dr e
of Hera Akraia.

% Sophocles tells of a caseOedipus at Colonus (1.1158; Polynei kesd father has ¢c
to force his father to speak to him, Polyneikes becomes a suipgiitne altar of Poseidon in Athens.

407 Rigsby1996, Explains interpretation aéyliaand t he pl aces decl ared fsacr ed
the Greek world through documentation of inscriptions and coins. He argues that it began as an intent for

military neutrality but resulted in a civic and religious honor for which cites aspired to during the

Hellenistic period.
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outside the jurisdiction of their local justi¢®. This kind of protection, oasylia was
effectiveinsofar as the agreements had been previously made ontWtashbeen granted
as an honoto certain individuals With respect to sanctuaries and temples, these
agreements may have been publicly displayed in these sacred places because the
authority posessed by the sanctuary enhanced the effectiveness of the agreements
However, sanctuaries themselves were already protectaslybgin the sense that they
were owned by the god and inherently guaranteed security and safety to those who
entered the spa as they were deemed inviolable areBespte this, it should bsaid
that sacred places could only protect suppliants to a certain extent.

Because of their extrarban nature, the small Hellenistic temples would have
been ideal locations for indivighls in transit or living in the rural landscape to seek
protection and would have functioned under the guidance of these same adgsof
If an individual sought refuge, he or she was protected for the time being, but the
situationwas notsolved ly simply remaining in te sanctuary and hiding. aBed on
regulations of sanctuary conduct, we are aware that one bbby sanctuary rules
andmake themselves known in ttEmenos. Anonymous stay was not allowed and
anyone wishing to benefit frothe protective institution of the sanctuary had to appear
openly and explain his or her reasons for seeking assistafte sanctuary theénok on
the rok of the gebetween in which the priestelped the suppant find a solution to the
problem aftethe suppliant completed a ritual in which the ritdiddeteia(aform of
communication with thelivine) was established This involved the fugitive approaching

the altar, sitting down or possibly touching the knees of the supplicanda, identifying

%8 5inn1993 p. 90;Schumachet993 p.70.
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himséf as the suppliant to the priest of the sanctd&tyThe priest could acceftte plea
or reject the requestjolating the sanctity of protection which was considered

sacrilege’!?

If accepted, the priest then became a legal adviser of sorts for thesuppli
and was obligated to intervene in the situation.

The majority of accounts address only cases with unfavorable endings and ghastly
accounts of a system leaning toward coriupt This has led scholars to an overall
conclusion that the protection praed by sanctuaries was only effective in the early

periods and was a nearly useless institution bjstheentury***

Since theravere rules
established concernirsyippliants living with pilgrims in sanctuaries in the centuries
following,*? | am not resiged to the idea that this was indeed true, and agree with Sinn
in reading the sources in a different walperhaps the grim accounts served to represent
moralistic stories; these stories bred legends describing measures the gods took against
the sacrilegeén order to distribute punishment for failing to uphold one of the tenets of
Greek religion:the laws of sanctity inherently associated with the sanctuary

In this interpretation, the legends are evidence of how highly regarded the
institution of saced protection was in the eyes of the people and their determination and
belief in affirming it as their right Additionally, in centuries following the™, there

were rules established regardsgppliants living in sanctuaries, which would lead one to

the conclusion that protection was indeed still offered, upheld, and effective in the

‘%9 For in depth discussion biketeiasee Gould 1973; Gould 2004aiden2006.

“195inn1993 p. 91. Many of the cases reported by historical writers convey only examples where the
sacred immunity law was disregarded and suppliants were forcibly driven out of the sanctuary, burned, or
starved to death. It was often a problem in politically chasgfedtions, as granting entry into the

sanctuary could result in retaliation, exposing the sanctraown to which it belongedangerous

conseqguences.
“1 Gould 1973, p.101; Schaefer1932, p. Atese sources list accounts of dramatic episodes atttitoute
the consequences of disregard for supplicantsd prot

12 Gawlinski2012, p.190.
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sanctuary setting One such example occurred at the sanctuary of Demeter and Apollo at
Andania in Messinia An inscription from 92 BC., in which great detail is gan about

the regulations of cult ceremonies, clearly states that participants in the cult and
suppliants are to be separated for the length of the cult feSfivahis would imply that,

aside from this specified duration, the institution of sapretecton was still effective

and suppliants were living with pilgrims in the sanctuary. As explained in Chapter One,
intermittent political strife and warfare under Macedonian and Spartan forces were not
uncommon between poleis, and it is not surprising thvere fugitives and exiles at
sanctuaries. Given this circumstance, it is also not surprising that the sanctuaries from

which they sought asylum were at the frontiers of the city or the confederacy.

“13 Gawlinski 2012, p. 190.
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Conclusions

In the Introduction, | ddressed the perception of architecture in the Hellenistic
period. here is sparse acknowledgement of the stylistic characteristics occurring in the
Peloponnese of Greece during this tinMd.odern architectural history tends to include
only evolutionaryassumptions, focusing on a succession of architectural achievements
over time reaching their pinnacle in the Classical period, followed by a dedlims
limitsand downplag consideration of the complexity and innovation of Hal&c
architecture, awell as of the Hellenistic period as a whaieh in political, economic,
and cultural circumstancéisat resulted in a change in taste

| evaluatedhe problematic nature of thethitional frameworks definingolis
religion and the polign ChapterOne. | am not outright anging against these models, but
there should be @-evaluation to change their paradignmi@m, however, arguing
against the assumption that that there is only one symbolic discourse in Greek religion
that of polis religion and that it is capable of evaluating all areas of Greek ritual and
experience Trying to explain religion in such a way excludes religious divergence and
does not give a truly coherent account of Greek religidhetemples which represent it.
To thisend the corpus of scholarly literatuteaned towardreating a tension and
opposition between the concepts of inside and outside the polis which is misleading for
our understanding of rural temples and their function within the network of the
Peloponnese

The history described shows there was clearly a dense and tangled web of often

changing alliances and motivations in the Peloponnese leading up to the Hellenistic
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period. Combined with the process of synoecism beginning in the Classical period,
wherebysmaller poleis, towns, and settlements were absorbed into larger poleis,
deciphering the political arrangement and religious identity quickly becomes a complex
issue. Politically, synoecism was likely more of a response to Spartan oppression than
that d Macedonian. Socially, this created unity among the network of populations who
were collectively trying to rebuff Spartan hegemony. This also forced the shifting and
displacement of some populations to new locations and founding of new cities such as
Megalopolis and Messene which had to either create foundation myths or adopt local
ones. There is also no solid evidence that Macedonia tried to change the political
arrangement of the Peloponnese in terms of independence as defineegoyseitince.
Most cities in this region continued to function autonomously with little intervention. In
terms of economic effect, as the oligarchies which had been present when Macedonia
took control became more intensified, there was increased economic dependéecy of
lower classes on the elite who owned much of the land, namely Sparta. However, the
fees poleis were required to pay to the Macedonians to have garrisons did put a strain on
finances and may have affected the degree to which some poleis were apkniioa
architecture

Religiously, aside from new polis trying to establish religious identity, traditional
practices seem to have continued under Macedonian and Spartan dominance, and temples
in the countryside functioned on some level to indicatédeial delineations and unite
communities. Temples continued to be built in exlzan areas as a4pyoduct of

independence from Sparta for populations such as the helot diassugh organization
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of territory and boundaries in the form of foatidn myths tied to specific locations, a
sort of geographic genealogy transpired

In Chapter Two, | set forth the analysis of physical remains of these teniples
temples described share common features throughout their locations in the Peloponnese
They are nosperipteral, roughly 13 x 9 meters, comprised of a pronaos and cella, and
eithertetrastyle prostyle, hexastyle prostyle, or distyle in anfikey often have large
statue basesfferingt abl es wi th | i onds f e@ners,althns,af t i ng
and are situated with a faeaching view of the territory Some include roughhewn,
fieldstone, or pseudpolygonal interior walls, wall blocks of varying length, thick walls,
and similar use and style of decorative flower blossomsiongttes It is evident that
these temples share structural and decorative features which seem to be conventional
techniques of Hellenistic pastoral temples in the Peloponidsesimilarity connects
them aesthetically in the network of the Peloponnggeajfying a common architectural
program and a typology recognizable to the community.

In Chapter Three, | discussecttadvantages of network theory in understanding
the relationships of these temples with each other, the polis, and religious secteas
Olympia. By approaching rural temples from this perspective, the focus is shifted from
the polis as the apex of community to the individual importance of the temples (nodes) in
defining the community. | also addressed the significance of howterpret deities.
Thedeities were connected to particular places geographically, and therefore, necessarily
needed to be considered by nesMdynded cities The relationship between nature and
Greek religion has to do with the location and the envn@mt of worship, essentially the

context in which people encountered their gdtie gods were present in the landscape
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even before the temple or altar svuilt In fact, he construction of a sanctuary sva
conceived as a response to the holiness cdi@End the prexisting religious value
already imbued within itMountain peaks, groves, springs, caves,@hdr features
were regarded as inherently sacrethe place is the home of the god Any
comprehensive model of sanctuary development rakistimto account an irreducible
and subjective element which is the apprehension of the sd8eeduse of the sanctity
of foundation myths associated wdeities at already existing rural sanctuaries within
the territory, it was to the advantage of p@h® respect these deities, as the gods had
inhabited the place firstThe cities were attempting to project a political, religious, and
symbolic image Establishing themselves as connected to these deities and foundation
myths acted to legitimize thefeia as centers of authorityVhen synoecism took place,
it was in the best interest of the city to find a way to incorporate the divinitias help
explainswhy weend up with small, ruredtyle temples within the i walls at locations
such asvlessene Divine support justified claims to territory, and divine approval was a
requirement for polis identityThe larger issue of this debate for continued study of
Greek religion againsesides in the revaluation of the role of the polis in relatitm
other units of collective identityThe polis did not so much replace older forms of
identity than create an alternative frameworkhe formation of the polis, which is in no
way a chronologically identifiable event, is only one part of a lengthgriisf religious
development

Function beyond the role of religion is evaluated in Chapter Fbue. pastoral
sanctuaries laid claim to the land between countryside and civic center and suggested the

unity of urban and rural They marked the frontie between adjacepbleisor between
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one erritory and another such as Adka and Elis or between Arkadia and Achaea
They also functioned as gathering places where merchants could engage in commerce,
farmers could exchange stoelnd artisans could gage in tradeThey served the needs
of the people who lived on the land, utilizing it for agrarian and herding or pasturing
purposes Many of these sites began as places that existed independently of the urban
centers of worship, gradually being as$atad into the territory of a city as urban
development and planning grew and with the advent afytheecism They catered
more to the interests of farmers, hunters, herdsmen, forestdrar families, which is
evident when comparing them to urlsanctuaries and shrines, the people who used
them, and their functionsMost of these rural sanctuaries were modest in size and
construction, as well am architectural adornment, often with only a small temple and
altar outside to receive sacrificedagifts. Due to their modest stature and the lack of
scholarly discourse on them, it is tempting to assume that these rural sanctuaries were
less significant than monumental architecture within the @iyt the fact that these
edifices were articulatetthroughout the entire Greek countryside should lead us to think
alternatively: the sheer number of them implies they were a predominant vehicle of
identity and religious practicdt cannot be emphasized enough that they played an
instrumental role in #larger scope of religious, political, and social lifgpoleiain the
Hellenistic period

Signifying morethanjustthe extentof land, its bordersandits resourcesthe
territory of the ancientpolis wascomposedaf the communitiesvho lived in thewider
regions,awayfrom theurbancenter Drawingthesepeopleinto the sphereof thecity,

whethertheyactuallyresidedwithin the choraof thecity orin aneighboringregion,
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reinforcedits socialnetworkandthusensuredhe positionof the polisin the surrounding
environment Thekeyto thisrelationshiplay in the sanctuarieshatwerecentralto these
communitiescommongroundwascreatedvhenthesesanctuariesvereincorporatednto
the mainstreanof civic life, their godsrecognizedastutelarydeities,andtheir festivals
turnedinto acelebratiorof thepolis. Therolestheyplayedin termsof economy,
facilitating exchangeneutrality,andasplacesof refugeindicatetheywereanecessary
andvaluedcomponentf awider network. Sarctuariesin outlying areasverevital in
extendingherole of the polis astheywerelocatedmilesawayfrom the city properand
assistedn maintainingorganizatiorof thepolis. Thesereligiouscentersveregenerally
atthe heartof the communitieghat surroundedhem,eitherlocally or moreregionally;
theycamotthussimply betypified asii e x-a m laarfi & r o sandtuarie>Theyheld
apowerandauthorityof theirown. Integratingthesesanctuariegmto the socialand
political makeupof the city naturallyled to theintegrationof their communitiesnto the
polisaswell. Promotingthe sanctuarieso civic cult centershowever took this even
further,anchoringthe very identity of the polis to the powerandplaceof thedeity and
thustransformingboth sacredandpolitical space In thisway sanctuariesvereturning
pointsin theterritorial formationof the polis, dependingpn how their networkswere
engagedindhow their relationshipwith the polis wasetchedontothe mentalmapsof the
community Therefore, the sanctuaries and small temples became landmarks and
symbols of a perceived cohesive and integrated political unit, reinforcing its legitimacy to
territories in the surrounding area

Using this collection of temples | hapeovided, future work in carrying out

computational network analysis and predictive modeling by means of Geographic
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Information Systems is a future godtor archaeological purposes, predictive modeling

is predominantly used to determine settlement lonatravel, and interaction based on
theoretical concepts about human systems of activity, social constructs, and factors of the
environment and topography combined with archaeological evidence and variables. The
variables can be known or unknown valugferably known if ample archaeological
evidence is available), but the advantage is that the models can be run with the option of
changing the variables to evaluate their effect on the outcome, thereby allowing us to, at
the very least, pnade possibiliies and hypotheseabout the processes and interactions
which took place in antiquity:*

The first step in this is accumulating a set of data from which to work. Until
present, there has been no collection of such data regarding Hellenistic rural temples
Now that | have identified, established, and examined this set of temples, their
architecture, and surrounding territories, the posgitiitanalyze and verify in greater
detail the networks among them using GIS presents itself. One of the thingslthis
require is research in the field to visually identify ancient wheel ruts and traces of roads
beyond the major road network which has already been recognized in scholarly
excavation and survey. Routes for minor or smaller roads between the rurahdites
temples in the Peloponnese will aid in determining the structure of the relationships and
the magnitude of interaction. Based on archaeological evidence we do have (inscriptions,
architecture, votive finds, coins, sculpture) my future aim is to shatxctimplex social
and group behaviors emerged from relatively simple local interaction that spread far and

wide like a web, countering against reductionist perspectives.

“Eranck, 2010. In my GI'S Masterds thesis on predi
methods and applications for predictivedeling, inductive versus deductive models, as well as the
challenges regarding data and idiosyncratic nature of human activity.
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In order to accomplish this, base layers of digital elevation models and remotely
sensed imagery will be used in ArcGIS. Computational investigation through site
catchment, viewshed, and calistance may help reveal additional information about
how rural Hellenistic sites funtioned. Site catchment analysis will explore the relationship
between the sites and their proximity to natural resources. This method is used to
correlate site function with site location (j.@here inhabitants were exploiting their
resoures). Viewshed analysis explofbe inter and intrasite visibility. Thisis
ascertained from a point along a line or sector to another area in the terrain in orer to
indicate whether points at the end of the segment are visible from the original location.
This will aid in understanding site characteristics such as defenseuis, signaling
systems in time of threat, territorial dominance, and visibility among (or within) sites,
providing information on site function and choice of location. @aosteince
investigation can be carried out once viewsheds are establishezluatethe difference
between real and perceived spadke cost to travel through a given cell/pixel on a
satellite image. Cost is a function of variables that can restrict movement in some way
such as slope, elevation, natural and ymede barriers siicas lakes or walls.

Importantly, these factors can be weighed based on varying levels of concern to reflect
their impact on the outcome. To this end, we open up a new avenue to better understand
and visualize the complex relationships of past landscapgkments, resources, and

distribution patterns of the Hellenistic Peloponnese.
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Lousoi
Aigeira
Pheneos
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Epidauros
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10. Hagios Phloros
11-13. Messene

14, Phigaleia

15. Perivolia

16. Alipheira

17. Lykosoura

18. Methydrion
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A. Olympia E. Epidauros Sanctuary
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C. Corinth G. Bassae

D. Argos == [Major travel route

Fig. 2 Major Peloponnesian sanctuaries, major trade routesji@hdHellenistic temples
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Fig. 3 Alipheira- Temple of'As'I;Iepius looking NE

Fig. 4 Vista looking North from Alipheira
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Fig. 5 Alipheira- Drafting margins and tool work on exterior of templ
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Fig. 14 Lykosoura carved rosettes on antae block
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Fig. 18 Methydrion/Petrovouiii vista looking E
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