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ABSTRACT

The Molyvoti, Thrace, Archaeological Project (MTAP) investigates the settle-
ment inconclusively identified as ancient Stryme in its evolving regional, po-
litical, economic, and cultural contexts. This article outlines the project goals, 
summarizes prior archaeological activity at the site, and presents the results 
of the first season. Geophysical survey provided new data on the city’s grid 
plan, while excavation uncovered Classical roads and structures, an enigmatic 
circular feature, and a 20th-century war trench. Late Roman structures were 
identified at the site for the first time. This article proposes a new chronology 
for the city, examines the changing scope of its economic activity, and discusses 
its decline and later reoccupation. Preliminary catalogues of amphoras and 
coins accompany the report.

INTRODUCT ION

The Molyvoti Peninsula is located on the Thracian Sea approximately 25 km  
southwest of the modern city of Komotini (Figs. 1, 2).1 A dirt road leads 
from the mainland onto the peninsula, through cotton, durum wheat, and 
fallow fields; past the western edge of the fenced archaeological site; along 
beaches and coastal dunes; by salt marshes, fresh water swamps, and fish 
farms; and up to a barren rock hill with a church dedicated to the Holy 
Apostles. The eastern and southern sides of the Molyvoti Peninsula border 
the sea, while the western side borders the Ptelea and Elos lagoons. Thasos 
and Samothrace are visible from the peninsula, approximately 50 km to the 
southwest and to the southeast, respectively. The Ismaros hills rising above 
Maroneia, located approximately 20 km to the east, are also clearly visible.

The archaeological site often identified as ancient Stryme lies on the 
northern portion of the peninsula, toward the mainland. Erosion com-
bined with uplift have created a coastal terrace up to 10 m high on the 
southeastern edge of the site, but otherwise the site lies relatively low and 
level, with a maximum elevation of only 16 m. Wave action continues to 
form marine cliffs, to create beaches, and to erode the city; ancient wells, 

1. We are applying the name of the 
point—Molyvoti—to the whole penin-
sula; similarly, Loukopoulou et al. 2005; 
Psoma, Karadima, and Terzopoulou 
2008. In contrast, Georgios Bakalakis, 
the first excavator of the site, distin-
guished point Molyvoti (Turkish Kour-
soumlou) from the section of the pen-
insula with the city, which he desig-
nated Peninsula ƕ (Turkish Yasché ada); 
see, e.g., Bakalakis 1958, map 2. 
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cisterns, walls, floors, and roads are visible in the exposed shoreline scarp. 
Agricultural activity carried out at the site before 1980, when 18.5 ha of 
it were expropriated and fenced in, further destroyed many of the ancient 
remains, and plowing continues to disturb antiquities outside of the fenced 
archaeological zone.2

The Molyvoti, Thrace, Archaeological Project (MTAP) began in 2013 
to study and protect the settlement on the Molyvoti Peninsula, which was 
occupied most intensively in the Classical period. The five-year expedition 
is a synergasia between the Ephorate of Antiquities of Rhodope (Komotini) 
and the American School of Classical Studies at Athens (ASCSA), rep-
resented by Princeton University.3 The project aims to investigate the 
identity, form, and chronology of the settlement; to understand its various 
roles in regional communication and exchange networks; and to assess its 
evolving relationship with the landscape and local populations. It seeks to 
explore the formation and evolution of the city in its changing economic, 
political, and cultural contexts, taking into consideration regional dynam-
ics and constraints as well as individual agency. In order to achieve these 
goals, the project combines geomorphological studies, geophysical survey, 
and surface survey with focused excavation. Specialists examining ceramics, 
numismatics, and faunal and organic remains are closely involved in the 
archaeological fieldwork.

Figure 1. The Molyvoti Peninsula, 
southwest of modern Komotini. 
E. Weaverdyck

2. The city began to be plowed in 
1953; Bakalakis 1958, p. 3, n. 2.

3. Nathan T. Arrington represents 
the ASCSA and Princeton University, 
Domna Terzopoulou represents the 
Greek Archaeological Service, and 
Marina Tasaklaki represents the Epho-
rate of Antiquities of Rhodope. 
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The project addresses several important archaeological and historical 
research areas. It is providing data on Greek colonization in the north 
Aegean, which will allow scholars to better assess the motivation behind 
and manifestation of Greek activity “overseas” in a region largely ignored 
in studies that have focused on Italy and the Black Sea.4 Greek colonists 
in the north Aegean encountered the Thracians, and the interaction of 
the settlers with the indigenous population forms another area of inquiry. 

In addition to contributing to research on colonization, MTAP also 
addresses the question of the definition and identity of emporia, or trading 
ports. Although emporia have been the subject of considerable discussion, 
they have been analyzed most often from textual rather than archaeological  

4. Tiverios 2008 represents a notable 
exception.

Figure 2. Satellite photograph of the 
Molyvoti Peninsula. N. T. Arrington
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perspectives.5 MTAP offers the opportunity to examine the form and 
function of a large coastal site that flourished in the Classical period but 
which has not yet revealed any public spaces or buildings. Was the site an 
emporion, and what would that imply? Was it correctly identified by its 
first excavator, Georgios Bakalakis, as ancient Stryme, a Thasian settlement 
described in ancient sources as both a polis and an emporion?6 What were 
its relationships with Thasos and other powerful neighbors, and how did 
they change over time?7 

Our study of evolving settlements, networks, and economies was 
presented with an unexpected but welcome diachronic dimension during 
the 2013 season, when evidence for Late Roman reoccupation of the site 
was discovered. MTAP may now examine the nature and extent of Late 
Roman activity, and consider how the site engaged with emergent and 
proximate Constantinople. In all of these research areas, the combination 
of stratigraphic excavation and surface survey offers the rare potential to 
productively compare and contrast different types of data to achieve a 
relatively holistic understanding of a settlement in its regional context—a 
region which has received comparatively little attention.

Current research already makes it clear that the city on the Molyvoti 
Peninsula was one of the largest Archaic–Classical settlements in the 
region. The principal cities on or near the coast between the Nestos 
River and Mount Ismaros during these periods were Abdera, Dikaia, 
and Maroneia (Fig. 1).8 Abdera, a colony of Klazomenians and Teians, 
dominated the region between the Nestos River and Lake Bistonis, and 
paid as much as 15 talents annually, and once an exceptional 75 talents 
(possibly along with Dikaia), in tribute to the Delian League. Dikaia’s 
proposed location is tentative, as it has not been excavated to any signifi-
cant extent. The city may have been founded by the Samians, and was as-
sessed at 2,000–3,000 drachmas. Hellenistic–Roman Maroneia is securely 
identified with a large settlement on the slopes of Mount Ismaros, but no 
Archaic or Classical remains have been found at the site. Loukopoulou 
and Psoma have proposed that in these periods Maroneia was located on 
the Molyvoti Peninsula.9 Yet Herodotos twice mentions a fourth city on 
the coast—Stryme—and many scholars give this name to the settlement 
on the Molyvoti Peninsula.10

The two passages in Herodotos on the location of Stryme seem to 
some scholars to contradict each other. In the first, the historian reports 

5. On the definition of “emporia,” 
see Bresson 1993; Faraguna 2002; Han-
sen 2006; Tiverios 2008, p. 86; Deme-
triou 2012, pp. 16–23. These recent 
studies make it clear that the ancient 
use of this term was rather fluid; a polis 
could be considered an emporion.

6. Bakalakis 1958, pp. 91–97; 1967, 
p. ƨŹ. Those who are skeptical about the 
identification are Isaac 1986, p. 12; 
Loukopoulou et al. 2005, pp. 130, 288. 
According to Herodotos (7.108.2), 
Stryme was a polis of Thasos: ȄƸƧƵƣƫ�ƦƧ�
ƵƣƾƵƩƳ�ƪƣƴơƺƮ�ƱƽƭƫƳ�ƕƵƲƾvƩ. Aelius 
Herodianus (De prosodia catholica 

3.1.325–326) and Stephanus Byzantius 
(s.v. ƕƵƲƾvƩ), both citing the historian 
Androtion (first half of the 4th cen- 
tury b.c.), call it a ƱƽƭƫƳ�ƋƲʖƬƩƳ. Har-
pokration (citing either Herakleides 
Pontikos or Philostephanos), the Suda, 
and Photius Theologus (all s.v. ƕƵƲƾvƩ) 
call it an ȀvƱƽƲƫưƮ�CPF�CP�ǰƱưƫƬơƣ of 
the Thasians, and add that it is an 
island. Hesychios (s.v. ƕƵƲƾvƩ), writing 
in the 5th century a.d., again calls it a 
polis. A 3rd-century a.d. inscription 
once thought to refer to the city most 
likely does not; see Mottas 1989,  
pp. 103–104 (SEG XXXIX 666). 

7. On Thasos and the mainland, see, 
e.g., Brunet 1997; Pébarthe 1999. 

8. See the excellent summaries in 
Loukopoulou 2004, pp. 872–875, 877–
880. To her bibliography add Moustaka 
et al. 2004; Loukopoulou et al. 2005, 
pp. 157–260, 287–478; Chryssanthaki-
Nagle 2007; Girtzi 2007; Karadima and 
Psoma 2007; Loukopoulou and Psoma 
2008; Psoma, Karadima, and Terzopou-
lou 2008, pp. xlix–lxx; Tiverios 2008, 
pp. 98–105; Skarlatidou 2010.

9. Loukopoulou and Psoma 2008; 
followed by Archibald 2013, p. 71. 

10. See n. 6, above. 
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that the westernmost of the colonies of Samothrace was Mesambria. After 
Mesambria, he continues, is the Lissos River, followed by Stryme (Hdt. 
7.108.2). The Lissos River should perhaps be identified with the Filiouri 
River, the largest river in the area. This passage, therefore, would seem to 
place Stryme on the Molyvoti Peninsula. Further topographic informa-
tion from Herodotos, however, complicates the placement. Describing the 
march of Xerxes through this area, from east to west, Herodotos (7.109) 
notes that the Persian army first crossed the Lissos River and then passed 
Maroneia, Dikaia, and Abdera, as well as Lake Ismaris, which he locates 
between Maroneia and Stryme. The itinerary in this second passage is 
not presented linearly and seems to conflict with the first passage. The 
insecure identification of the river and lake, compounded by probable 
shifting geomorphology,11 and the limited archaeological research in the 
region render interpretation of Herodotos hazardous and the naming of 
settlements on the Thracian coast difficult.12 Only further excavation will 
begin to solve the problem.

Full discussion of the name of the city, along with complete answers to 
the many other archaeological and historical issues addressed by MTAP and 
outlined above, await a final report, which will follow three field seasons. 
This preliminary report aims to contribute to the characterization of the 
site in its regional context and to present data on the city’s chronology, 
urban structure, and activity. Here we provide new information on its form 
and function, accompanied by a preliminary publication of amphoras and 
coins. We also present new dates for the end of the Classical site and new 
evidence for its reoccupation. The revised chronology compels us to offer 
some tentative explanations on the cause of the city’s demise and to con-
sider how and why the site was reused in the post-Classical periods. Before 
presenting the results and implications of the project’s first season, we will 
survey the earlier archaeological fieldwork on the Molyvoti Peninsula.

PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLO GICAL FIELDWORK ON 
THE MOLY VOT I P ENINSULA

A few Archaic and Classical sculptural fragments now in museums were 
removed from the peninsula before systematic excavation began.13 The 
first archaeological work was conducted by Bakalakis between 1957 and 
1959; over the course of these three seasons about 75 days were spent in 
the field. The results of this excavation were published in a monograph 
in 1967.14

11. Geoarchaeological and palaeo- 
environmental research by George Sy- 
rides and Konstantinos Vouvalidis will 
be reported in a separate publication.

12. This topic has been assessed 
most recently in Triantafyllos and  
Terzopoulou 2012, pp. 149–154. See 
also Müller 1975, pp. 3–6; 1987,  
pp. 101–103; Mottas 1989, pp. 89–90; 
Tuplin 2003; Loukopoulou and Psoma 
2008, pp. 55–67.

13. A 5th-century terracotta akrote-
rion of a female, National Archaeologi-
cal Museum in Sofia, no. 5736: Filov 
1928–1929, p. 1, pls. 1, 2; Bakalakis 
1958, pp. 56–57, pl. 7:ƥ; Neykova 2013, 
p. 156, figs. 1, 2 (findspot incorrect). 
Early Classical grave stele, Archaeo-
logical Museum of Thessaloniki,  
no. ƏƋ 1251: Andronikos 1956; Baka-
lakis 1958, pp. 28–29, 73, pl. 6:Ʀ; find- 
spot: map 2, no. 4; Despinis, Stefanidou-

Tiveriou, and Voutiras 1997, pp. 24–25, 
p. 222, no. 8, fig. 22. Archaic grave re- 
lief with a frontal kore, Archaeological 
Museum of Komotini, no. ƄƆƍ 19: 
Bakalakis 1958, pp. 1–17, pl. 1; find- 
spot: map 2, no. 1. Classical peplophoros, 
Archaeological Museum of Komotini, 
no. ƄƆƍ 32: Bakalakis 1958, pp. 53–56, 
pl. 9:ƣ; findspot: map 2, no. 6.

14. Bakalakis 1967; see also Baka- 
lakis 1958, pp. 73–99. 
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Bakalakis explored two arms of the city wall (Fig. 3): a long arm (Ɔ–Ɔ2) 
and a shorter arm (T–6Ź).15 Much of the long arm (W. 2.5 m) was visible 
to Bakalakis without excavation, and he detected the southwest corner. The 
other arm of the city wall, T–6Ź, was subject to more intensive investigation, 
as Bakalakis explored a southeastern (A) and a northwestern (Ƈ) segment. In 
the southeastern segment, he could trace the wall for 88 m, taking periodic 
soundings along its length. He determined its width to be 2.00–2.20 m,  
and described its material as roughly smoothed limestone on both faces, 
with stone and dirt fill. Near the beach scarp he found a tower (est. L. 4.30;  
W. 3.20 m), and estimated that these would have been placed every 30 m.  
In the northwest, he could also trace the wall periodically for 88 m. Its width 
of 4.40 m differed here, as did the construction technique: the exterior face 
was one single row of stones, with over 2 m of dirt fill separating it from 
the interior face. Though this change in technique implies a different con-
struction phase and perhaps an extension of the original width of the wall, 
Bakalakis found little material to date the walls, let alone to establish more 
detailed phasing. He reported seeing many 4th-century b.c. sherds, with 
no Archaic material and no Hellenistic or later material, and consequently 
dated all segments of the wall to the first half of the 4th century b.c.

Apart from the walls, the only other large works with a probable 
public or civic aspect uncovered in Bakalakis’s excavations were three sub- 
terranean tunnels cut into the bedrock whose openings are visible in 
the marine cliffs (Figs. 3:ƕ; 4).16 The first two tunnels, their open-
ings 30 m apart, connected under the city, forming a Ǝ shape (H. 1.75;  

15. Bakalakis 1967, pp. 18–27.
16. Bakalakis 1967, pp. 38–45. 

Figure 3. Plan of the northeastern 
portion of the Molyvoti Peninsula 
following excavations 1957–1959.
J. Blazejewski, after Bakalakis 1967, pl. 1; 
courtesy A. Bakalakis
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W. [bottoms] 0.75 m). A channel (W. 0.30 m) was cut into the floor of the 
tunnels, sloping downward under the city. The west tunnel was explored 
until its end (L. 13.60 m), where the two tunnels meet, while the second 
tunnel was only partly explored. Their full southern extent is unknown, 
because the shoreline has eroded over time. 

Two wells were cut into the first tunnel, and presumably the tunnels 
served to pool drinking water. Bakalakis suggested that they may be only 
two branches of what was once a much larger, four-sided subterranean 
system. A separate, third opening in the scarp of the marine cliffs, not 
illustrated here, lies a few meters east of these tunnels. This cutting was 
not investigated far into the scarp, but its channel (L. 4 m) could be traced 
outside of the tunnel, traveling down to a cistern currently located under 
the sea. All of these tunnels were difficult to excavate and contained a sig-
nificant amount of unstratified material. The latest material dated to the 
early 4th century b.c., but Bakalakis surmised that the tunnels themselves 
were “much older,” in part because the wells dug into them went out of 
use in the 4th century b.c.17

In addition to these public works, Bakalakis excavated several “houses.”18  
He dug a corner of a structure he dubbed the House of the Hill (ƕƱơƵƫ�Ƶưƶ�
ƭƽƷưƶ; Fig. 3:B).19 An exterior north wall (excavated L. ca. 15 m) and east 
wall (L. 10.5 m) were partially preserved, and two interior walls ran parallel 
to the east wall. The structure fronted a road running east–west (W. ca. 5 m);  
both structure and road dated to the late 5th century b.c.

Most of the other structures Bakalakis excavated were located near 
the bluffs (near Fig. 3:ƕ) and were originally explored in order to find the 
openings of the two wells dug into the subterranean tunnels (Ƙ1 and Ƙ2, 
not illustrated). In total, five houses were explored in this area. The House 
of the Hoard (ƕƱơƵƫ�Ƶưƶ�ƪƩƴƣƶƲưƾ), whose walls extend out into the scarp 
of the beach bluffs, was named after the hoard of 28 Maronitan silver coins 
found in a bronze pyxis concealed between two stones in the northeast 
wall.20 Due to destruction caused by the digging of war trenches by the 
Bulgarians in the 20th century, only a corner of the house was excavated. 
The coin hoard, as well as kantharoi on the house floor, dated the build-
ing’s use to the first half of the 4th century b.c. However, it is now known 
that the form of the kantharoi in question remained in use until the last 
quarter of the 4th century b.c.21

Figure 4. Drawing of two of the three 
subterranean tunnels located at Ɨ in 
Figure 3. Bakalakis 1967, p. 41, fig. 18; 
courtesy A. Bakalakis

17. See further on the “House of the 
Hoard,” below.

18. Bakalakis 1967, pp. 28–37.
19. Bakalakis 1967, pp. 29–30.
20. Bakalakis 1967, pp. 30–33; 

Thompson, Mørkholm, and Kraay 
1973, p. 718; E.S.G. pp. 42, 90; Lorber 
1990, pp. 65–72; Psoma, Karadima, and 
Terzopoulou 2008, pp. 168–169.

21. Rotroff 1984, p. 351, n. 55; 
Kotitsa 2007, pp. 30–32.
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A well dug into the subterranean tunnel lay 1.45 m below the founda-
tions of this house, indicating that the well was not used by the inhabitants 
of this home, but belonged to an earlier phase of the city. Observing the 
deeper foundations of the wall near the well, Bakalakis surmised that the 
house builders recognized the weakness of the ground, but were unaware 
of the existence of the well itself. Outside of the home, the opening of a 
second well reaching down into the subterranean tunnels lay under and 
also, therefore, predated the road surface.

Across the road along the northeast side of the house (W. 5.20–5.40 m),  
a larger portion of a second structure was excavated, the Opus Sectile 
House (ƕƱơƵƫ�Ƶưƶ�vƣƲvƣƲưƪƧƵƠvƣƵưƳ), named after the flooring in two of 
the rooms.22 In one of these rooms, an amphora was built into the ground, 
serving as a type of drain. The exterior walls of the structure (excavated  
L. slightly less than 10 m) were uncovered, but not in their entirety. Coins 
dating to ca. 400 b.c., including bronze issues of Zone and silver issues of 
Abdera and Thasos, were found under the floor of the home.23

To the northwest of the Opus Sectile House was the House of the 
Altar (ƕƱơƵƫ�Ƶưƶ�Ƥƺvưƾ, excavated L. 10.65; excavated W. 9.60 m), named 
after a sandstone altar found in the courtyard that was paved with pebbles.24 
Unlike the other houses, here, in addition to evidence for a late-4th-
century phase, an assemblage relating to an earlier phase of the home’s 
use was detected: lamps, loomweights, Klazomenian fine-ware sherds, and 
a terracotta female figurine (Athena?) date from the last quarter of the  
6th century to 480 b.c. The altar was built in this earlier phase and con-
tinued to be visible in the second phase.

The northeast corner of a fourth, unnamed house was excavated to the 
south of the House of the Altar, and further to the west, a fifth home, also 
unnamed, was excavated. Bakalakis provided little information on either 
of these poorly preserved structures.25

Apart from these houses, Bakalakis also excavated three large pits dug 
into the ground to serve as storage or waste containers (W. 0.45–2.80; 
D. 1.90–2.87 m; precise location not known). They contained ash, shells, 
bronze coins, and sherds from black-glaze and coarse-ware vessels. 
Bakalakis also explored several wells. The two wells that he found near the 
House of the Hoard have already been mentioned. In addition, 15 m east of 
the third tunnel, a third well was excavated (Fig. 3:Ƙ; D. 3.20 m). A fourth 
well was found a short distance away but was not described in any detail.

In searching for tombs, Bakalakis focused on the area outside of the 
northeastern, shorter arm of the city wall. He did not describe all the 
trenches that he dug, but reported finding graves clustered at one location 
(Fig. 3:#Ź). Here, five grave monuments and three associated pyres were lo-
cated on the eastern side of an ancient road.26 Only the lower courses of the 
rectangular monuments were preserved, which supported stelai or similar 
funerary markers. On the basis of grave goods, Bakalakis dated the tomb 
monuments from the second to the third quarters of the 5th century b.c.

Following his excavations, Bakalakis concluded that the earliest por-
table finds at the site consisted of only a few sherds dating to the late 6th or 
early 5th centuries b.c., with a few unstratified sculptural finds pointing to 
the same date;27 7th-century b.c. material, anticipated because of an alleged 
reference to Maroneia and Stryme by Archilochos, was absent.28 Bakalakis 

22. Bakalakis 1967, pp. 33–34.
23. Bakalakis 1967, p. 34, nos. 30– 

32, pl. 78.
24. Bakalakis 1967, pp. 34–36.
25. Bakalakis 1967, pp. 36–37.
26. Bakalakis 1967, pp. 3–17.
27. See n. 13, above. An under-life-

size lion found in the city’s hinterland, 
now in the Archaeological Museum of 
Komotini, no. ƄƆƍ 274, also dates to 
this time period; see Kokkorou-Alevra 
1997.

28. Harpokration, s.v. ƕƵƲƾvƩ, citing 
Philochoros: Archilochos mentions a 
dispute between Thasos and Maroneia 
over Stryme.
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argued that the city—in his view, Stryme—faced considerable disturbance 
at the end of the Peloponnesian War, that a Hippodamean grid plan was 
established shortly thereafter, and that concomitantly the city wall was 
built in the first half of the 4th century b.c. The Maronitans, he alleged, 
seized the city in 361 b.c., but only held it for a short time, destroying it 
around 350 b.c. with the help of Phillip;29 according to Bakalakis, it was 
never reoccupied. We will see that further excavation and refinements in 
amphora chronology indicate that this narrative needs to be revised.

The settlement on the Molyvoti Peninsula received no further ar-
chaeological attention until 1980, when the Ephorate of Antiquities of 
Rhodope expropriated 18.5 ha of the ancient city and protected the area 
with a fence. A grid was established across the peninsula of 300 ! 300 m  
squares (2.5.1, 2.5.2, etc.) subdivided into 10 ! 10 m squares, with the  
x-axis labeled A–AZ and the y-axis labeled 1–30. These squares were then 
subdivided again into 5 ! 5 m squares labeled ƣ–Ʀ, which form the principle 
excavation unit (Figs. 5, 6).30

Thirty-two 5 ! 5 m squares (usually with 1 m balks, creating 4 ! 4 m 
squares) were explored during 1995, 1996, and 1998, which resulted in the 
deepening of our understanding of the settlement, but also raised several 
unanswered questions. In 1995, at 2.6.1 ƍ/9Ƥ, ƍ/9Ʀ, ƍ/10Ƥ, Ǝ/9ƣ–Ʀ, Ǝ/10ƣ, 
Ǝ/10Ƥ, Ə/9ƣ, Ə/9ƥ, and Ə/10ƣ, Ephor Diamantis Triantafyllos together 
with Domna Terzopoulou excavated a section of a home with a paved 
courtyard and drain, fronting a road (W. 5 m).31 At 2.6.1 ƌ/11Ƥ, ƌ/11Ʀ, 
ƍ/11ƣ, and ƍ/11ƥ, they found another road (W. 3 m) and a 5th-century b.c.  

29. Bakalakis 1967, p. 145. Cf. 
Dem. 23.183; Polyaenus, Strat. 4.2.22, 
on Philip’s activities in Thrace in 353  
or 352.

30. For example, 2.6.1 ƌ/26ƥ is lo- 
cated in the 300 ! 300 square 2.6.1,  
in the 10 ! 10 square at ƌ along the 
x-axis and at 26 along the y-axis of 
2.6.1, and within the 5 ! 5 square in 
the southwest corner of this 10 ! 10 
square. It should be noted that the grid 
is not oriented precisely to the north.

31. For the 1995 season, see Terzo-
poulou 1995.

Figure 5. Satellite photograph of  
the archaeological site on the Moly- 
voti Peninsula, with the grid plan of 
300 ! 300 m squares established  
in 1980. Map E. Weaverdyck
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refuse pit containing a large number of amphoras. At a third spot (not 
marked on the map), they found another section of road (W. 2.5–3 m). 
The majority of the finds from this season were the remains of amphoras, 
coarse-ware vessels, and Attic black-glaze vessels dating from the 5th to 
the 4th centuries b.c.

In 1996, the archaeologists returned to the site but found no architec-
ture in soundings made in 2.3.3 (Ɣ/24Ʀ) and 2.6.1 (Ƒ/16ƣ–Ʀ).32 In contrast, 
they found the structures that we have continued to excavate in squares 
2.5.4 and 2.6.3 (2.5.4 ƄƉ/5Ƥ, 2.5.4 ƄƉ/5Ʀ, 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƣ, 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƥ), which 
are discussed in more detail below. In the same year, an informal surface 
survey gathered material on the peninsula that had been unearthed by 
agricultural machines. Diagnostic pottery, amphora fragments, coins, and 
small finds were collected and recorded on the basis of the modern field 
in which they were found. Piles of stones between fields were examined 
for inscriptions.

Following geophysical work conducted over 10 stremmata in 1997,33 
five squares were selected for work in 1998: 2.5.2 Ɣ/5Ƥ, Ɣ/5Ʀ, ƕ/5ƣ, ƙ/7ƥ, 
and Ƙ/7Ʀ.34 Sherds from amphoras, black-glaze vessels, and coarse-ware 
vessels were dated as late as the second half of the 4th century b.c., and 
some of them were associated with a structure fronting a road (W. 5 m). In 
2011, Ephor Demetrius Schilardi opened five 5 ! 5 m excavation squares 
with 1 m balks in 2.5.2 Ǝ/10Ʀ, Ǝ/11Ƥ, Ǝ/11ƥ, Ǝ/11Ʀ, and Ə/10ƥ. His results 
have not yet been reported.

The results of the ephorate’s work await full publication.35 The bronze 
and silver coins up to the 3rd century a.d. from the city and its hinterland 
have been published, and are discussed in greater detail below (see pp. 44– 
53).36 Grave stelai from the cemeteries, particularly from the hinterland 
up to Lake Mitrikon, have also been published.37 Also in the chora, seven 
tumuli of the second half of the 5th century b.c. have been excavated and 
presented.38 The results of the ephorate’s work in the hinterland will be 
discussed in more detail in a future report on the surface survey of 2014.

Much of the ephorate’s work in the 1990s supported Bakalakis’s general 
conclusions concerning the city’s form, function, and early chronology. No 
public structure was recovered, and the construction of other buildings 
was far from monumental. This absence of public architecture may be 
significant, but it may also be the result of limited excavation. Chance finds 
provide some indications of sacred structures at the site, which would be 
candidates for public buildings: an aktroterion now in Sofia probably comes 
from a temple on the site, and an inscription indicates that Podaleirios, 
Machaon, Periesto, and Athena were worshipped somewhere on the site.39 
Nevertheless, archaeologists consistently have emphasized the city’s ori-
entation toward commerce and trade, pointing in particular to the large 
quantity of amphoras found throughout the site. Apart from the absence 
of public buildings, architecture has provided little assistance in clarifying 
the city’s function. Although Bakalakis and the ephorate archaeologists 
excavated “houses,” none was revealed in its entirety, and consequently no 
plan of a complete house exists.

Clarification of the site chronology is sorely needed as well. The 
houses and their associated features and assemblages reveal a city with 
multiple phases: the House on the Hill, the wells near Bakalakis’s House 

Figure 6 (opposite). Detail of the ar- 
chaeological site, showing the loca-
tions of the ephorate’s excavations 
(when identifiable), excavations in 
2013, and geophysical survey in 2013. 
E. Weaverdyck

32. For the 1996 season, see Trian-
tafyllos 1997. 

33. The geophysical work was car-
ried out by Apostolos Sarris from the 
Laboratory of Geophysical-Satellite 
Remote Sensing and Archaeo-environ-
ment of the Institute for Mediterranean 
Studies in Crete.

34. Terzopoulou 1998.
35. For a recent summary of the 

results, see Triantafyllos and Terzopou-
lou 2012, pp. 143–149.

36. Terzopoulou 2003; Psoma, 
Karadima, and Terzopoulou 2008.

37. Terzopoulou 2000; Loukopou-
lou et al. 2005, pp. 287–317. 

38. Triantafyllos 1992; 1993; 1997, 
p. 872; 2000.

39. Akroterion: see n. 13, above. 
Inscription (not associated with the 
akroterion): Kranioti 1990; Loukopou-
lou et al. 2005, pp. 290–291, no. E108.
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of the Hoard, and the earliest remains at the House of the Altar provide 
evidence for a phase dating at least to the 5th century b.c. This early period 
is also represented by grave monuments and the tunnels. Yet the majority 
of surviving construction and assemblages date to the 4th century b.c.  
and testify to a second phase. The ephorate’s excavations provided 
more evidence that structures existed in the 5th century b.c., and that a 
Hippodamian grid plan seemed to be in place by the 4th century b.c. with 
roads about 3–5 m wide. This broad chronology needs refining, and the 
extent to which the city was reshaped over time and the relationship of the 
phases to each another needs to be explored. For instance, although the 
appearance of the altar in both periods of the House of the Altar suggests 
continuity, Bakalakis proposed that the treatment of the well head in the 
House of the Hoard indicated that the home builders were unaware of the 
existence of the earlier well. And while no material earlier than the late 6th 
century b.c. has been found, new discoveries have suggested that the end 
of the Classical site needs to be pushed down. In contrast to Bakalakis, the 
ephorate archaeologists dated the city’s abandonment to the second half of 
the 4th century b.c., throwing into doubt the role of Maroneia and Philip 
in the city’s destruction. Most tantalizing, they uncovered some very late 
material: coins and amphora stamps from the late 4th and early 3rd cen- 
turies b.c., and even isolated Late Roman sherds.

RESULTS OF THE 2013 SEASON

The 2013 season focused on geomorphological and geophysical study across 
the peninsula, and excavation within the 18.5 ha expropriated zone. The 
specific goals of our excavation, in light of the larger project goals outlined 
above, were to determine the principal chronological horizons at the site; to 
identify and analyze processes of destruction, abandonment, and/or reuse, 
exploring their manifestations in the material record and considering pos-
sible causes; to begin to establish local ceramic typologies; and to evaluate 
the state of organic preservation. A corollary objective was to develop and 
refine our recording and processing systems. On the basis of our knowledge 
of previous excavations and study of old maps, satellite photographs, and 
geophysical results, we decided to continue four 5 ! 5 m squares that were 
excavated in 1995 and 1996, and to open six new squares that we expected 
would provide information on a range of phases and activities at the site 
(see Figs. 6, above, and 9, below). 

Excavation took place on weekdays from June 10 to July 19, with 2.5 
days lost to rain. Over the course of the season, we excavated 107 loci, 
which produced 175 baskets of pottery. We sorted and processed 98,837 
sherds of pottery with a total weight of 520 kg and 34,519 tile fragments 
with a total weight of 631 kg. We registered 581 finds, of which 116 were 
coins. We processed 41 flotation samples from 31 discrete contexts, for a 
total of 352 liters of analyzed archaeological sediment. We also analyzed 
1,942 samples of animal bone. The consistently silty, hard, and compact 
nature of the soil made progress slower than we had expected, but results 
were substantial enough to merit this preliminary report.
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The Cit y Pl an

The satellite photograph and the geophysical study presented important 
data on the form of the city, altering and supplementing the findings of 
Bakalakis. Crop marks along the course of the northeastern, short arm of 
the city wall, which separates the peninsula from the mainland, are visible 
in the satellite photograph, providing a more accurate picture of its orien-
tation (Fig. 7; cf. Fig. 3). Moreover, it seems that both the northwestern 
and southeastern extremities have been lost to erosion, for the line of the 
wall appears to continue into the lagoon, on one end, and into the sea, on 
the other. At the northwestern end, it probably once formed a corner with 
the long arm of the city wall. As discussed above, Bakalakis was able to 
see portions of this arm, but it was not detected in 2013 and is not readily 
visible in the satellite photograph. It has probably been destroyed by the 
agricultural activity that continues outside of the fenced archaeological zone, 
and it may have been located further to the west than Bakalakis recorded 
it. The small southern arm of the wall that Bakalakis identified (Fig. 3:Ɔ2) 
is also no longer visible.

In the southeast, no wall has ever been detected, and here the coastline 
formed a natural defense. Two coves to the south of the city that presum-
ably represent two ancient harbors are visible in the satellite photograph 
(Fig. 7). Large worked blocks from breakwaters or jetties can be seen 
underwater, and indicate that the harbors are not entirely natural, but 

Figure 7. Satellite photograph of the 
archaeological site on the Molyvoti 
Peninsula, with signs of the city’s 
grid plan delineated. Scale 1:10,000.  
N. T. Arrington 
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were partly cut into the ocean floor and built up with sizeable walls. Such 
defensive construction along the harbors would have further strengthened 
the southeastern side of the city.

Crop marks in the satellite photograph, particularly to the southwest 
of the fenced archaeological park, reveal the city’s Hippodamian grid plan 
(Fig. 7). Roads ran northeast–southwest and northwest–southeast. The 
existence of this grid was further confirmed and its dimensions ascertained 
by geophysical prospection within the fenced zone (Fig. 8). Electrical 
ground resistance conducted over 2.6 ha, beginning from the south corner 
of the expropriated site, exposed streets, structures, and even individual 
rooms within the structures, as well as evidence of later disturbance to the 
city.40 One insula has been detected in its entirety. Although the northeast 
and southeast edges of the insula are disturbed, it is possible to estimate 
the dimensions of the grid: 74 m long by 37 m wide, delineated by roads 
(W. ca. 6 m) on all four sides. In this insula, there appear to be eight 
structures, arrayed four along one road and four along another, although 
without further excavation it is not possible to be certain about the number 
or dimensions of the structures. If there are indeed eight structures, each 
one averages a considerable 18.5 m in length and 18.5 m in width. The 
structures share back walls and side walls, without any alleyways present. 
Traces of rooms and courtyards in some of the structures, together with 
the evidence obtained through the partial excavation of one structure (see 
pp. 22–25, below), suggest that all the structures are homes. There are no 
precise parallels with the dimensions and layout of other Classical grid 
plans. At 342.25 m2, the homes on the Molyvoti Peninsula are larger than 
those at Olynthos (294 m2), Miletos (259 m2), Piraeus (241 m2), Abdera 
(212 m2), and Priene (207 m2).41 This size is perhaps surprising, given the 
otherwise rather modest nature of the architectural remains.

The roads around the insula are perpendicular to each other, as one 
would expect for a grid plan. However, there are hints elsewhere that the 
plan was not one strict grid, or that there are different phases to it. Crop 
marks in the satellite photograph appear to show a different orientation 
to the grid in the southwest of the city from the southeast, and it may be 
recalled that Bakalakis’s “House of the Hill” was oriented, according to 
his plans, north–south, while his other homes were oriented on a north-
west–southeast axis.

Using the city wall positions recorded by Bakalakis, we calculate that 
the extent of the Classical city was 46 ha, but clearly a significant portion 
of the site has been lost to erosion. As discussed above, the satellite photo-
graph strongly suggests that the walls were once longer. On any reckoning, 
the city was substantial in size, but nevertheless considerably smaller than 
Classical–Roman Abdera (ca. 112 ha) and dwarfed by Hellenistic–Roman 
Maroneia (ca. 424 ha). The Hippodamian grid plan represents some de-
gree of centralized, urban planning, and it may have changed over time. 
Yet neither geophysical survey nor the satellite photographs revealed any 
sign of a public space. Geophysical survey and a surface survey in the city, 
both conducted in 2014, also failed to uncover evidence for an agora or 
civic structures.

40. Electrical ground resistance sur-
vey was carried out by the Exploration 
Geophysics Laboratory of the Aristotle 
University of Thessaloniki, directed by 
Grigorios N. Tsokas, with the partici-
pation of Panagiotis I. Tsourlos, Giorgos 
Vargemezis, Alexandros Stampolidis, 
Elias Fikos, and Nektaria Diamanti. 
Magnetic survey and ground-penetrating 
radar proved relatively ineffective at the 
site.

41. Hoepfner and Schwandner 
1994, pp. 305, 307, figs. 293, 294.

Figure 8 (opposite). (a) Electrical 
ground resistance survey in the  
south of the expropriated archaeo-
logical zone; (b) with walls and roads 
delineated. G. N. Tsokas, E. Weaverdyck, 
N. T. Arrington
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Crossroads

Squares 2.5.4 #Ɔ/5Ʀ and ƄƇ/5ƥ were opened in order to investigate the 
intersection of roads indicated by the geophysical work (Figs. 9–11). We 
anticipated that an intersection would provide data on the form and chro-
nology of the city grid plan, and may supply evidence for multiple phases. 
After the topsoil and plowzone were removed, three walls were revealed, 
one in the northwest (L13-011), and two forming a corner in the southeast  
(L13-023, L13-026).42 No foundation trenches were found. The north-
western wall consists of a limestone ashlar course supporting two faces of 
roughly worked and unworked limestone and granite filled with soil and 
smaller unworked stones. The southeastern walls consist of worked lime-
stone blocks forming an exterior face, with rubble packing on the inside; 
the foundation course was not fully exposed. Large, unworked quartzite 
stones placed within road fill to the north of the corner may represent 
efforts to delimit space or to protect the structures bordering the roads.

Excavation in the interior spaces to the northwest of wall L13-011 
(L13-091) and within the area enclosed by walls L13-023 and L13-026 
(L13-059, L13-086) produced very few sherds and no apparent surfaces. 
Any floors or use levels associated with the interior of the walls have been 
lost to plowing. However, the structures once supported by these walls left 
considerable abandonment debris in the road separating them (W. 5.15 m).  

Figure 9. Electrical ground resistance 
survey in the south of the expropri-
ated archaeological zone, with the 
locations of the excavation squares 
marked. E. Weaverdyck

42. Numbers prefaced by “L13”  
represent locus numbers for the 2013 
excavation, and run consecutively 
through the whole site. In addition to 
soil deposits, walls and other features 
receive locus numbers. Inventoried 
finds are prefaced with letter abbrevia-
tions, as at the Athenian Agora, e.g., 
“C” for coin, “I” for inscription, “P” for 
pottery, etc.
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Figure 10. Aerial photograph of 
the excavation squares. Photo A. C. 
Samourkasidis

Figure 11. Plan of squares 2.5.4 
"ƈ/5ƨ and 2.5.4 ƆƉ/5Ƨ. Scale 1:75. 
Drawing G. Karanikoloudis

The disturbed upper layers included Classical ceramics and amphoras, 
isolated Late Roman material (Fig. 12), and coins that were primarily 
of Maroneia (400–350 b.c.), but also of Samothrace (ca. 300 b.c., e.g., 
34), Alexander III (336–323 b.c., 32), and from the Late Roman period  
(4th century a.d.). A lower layer of decomposed mudbrick spread between 
wall L13-011 and walls L13-023 and L13-026; in the east it overlay a tile 
spill (L13-058) sloping west and downward from wall L13-023.

Several finds from good contexts help date the abandonment of the 
structures and securely establish a new chronology for the site. A saltcellar 

N
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with a concave wall dating ca. 325–315 b.c. (Fig. 12:c)43 and a southeastern 
Aegean amphora rim of the late 4th or even early 3rd century b.c. (23) were 
found in the tile spill, L13-058. A coin from Trikke—an unusual occurrence 
at the site—dating to ca. 300 b.c. (33) was found in decomposed mudbrick 
in the western half of the excavation (L13-062), near wall L13-011, as 
was a north Aegean(?) amphora rim of the late 4th century b.c. (20). An 
amphora stamp of Daiphron dating to ca. 320 (13) was found in another 
locus at a low, undisturbed elevation.44

The finds were interesting not only for their chronological value. 
Some metal fragments probably stemmed from construction material, 
such as door bosses. The fine ware in the abandonment levels was pre-
dominantly 4th century b.c. and black glaze, but not necessarily Attic. A 
representative example is a black-glaze bolsal base with stamped decoration  

43. The exact chronology of salt- 
cellars has been much disputed; see 
Agora XII, pp. 135–138; Agora XXIX, 
pp. 165–166; Rotroff 1984; Drougou 
2005, pp. 164–165; 2011 (with further 
bibliography). According to Agora 
XXIX, p. 166, the concave saltcellars 
were no longer manufactured ca. 315 b.c. 
The concave saltcellars found at Thasos 

are dated from the second to third 
quarters of the 4th century b.c.; see 
Blondé 2007, pp. 143–144, figs. 1–5,  
pl. 27. Bakalakis (1967, p. 105, no. 45, 
pl. 61:3, 4) reported finding a spool-
shaped saltcellar between the walls of 
the House of the Hoard and the Opus 
Sectile House. Production of this  
shape, according to Agora XXIX, p. 166, 

began ca. 325 b.c. and continued into 
the 3rd century b.c.

44. The stamp was found in the first 
pottery basket of L13-071, which 
unfortunately may have been contami-
nated during pottery washing with 
L13-055, the soil above the tile collapse 
in the Classical house. 

a
1:1

b
1:1

c d

e

Figure 12. Finds from 2.5.4 "ƈ/5ƨ 
and 2.5.4 ƆƉ/5Ƨ: (a) Late Roman 
lamp (L 10); (b) Thasian amphora 
stamp of Daiphron (13), detail;  
(c) black-glaze saltcellar with con-
cave wall (P 90); (d) black-glaze  
bolsal (P 114); (e) inscribed black-
glaze plate (I 4). Scale 1:2 except where 
indicated. Drawings J. Garsidou; photos  
D. Fallon (a, e) and M. L. Lawall (b)
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(Fig. 12:d).45 A noteworthy non-Attic find consisted of large fragments 
of a black-glaze plate with stamped palmettes and rouletting, preserving 
the inscription ƓƗƋƒƍƔƌƖƒƗ on the underside. It was discovered in two 
parts inverted near wall L13-011 (Figs. 12:e, 13), in the same locus as the 
coin from Trikke and the amphora rim of the late 4th century b.c.46 Names 
derived from the stem Ɠƶƪư� are connected with the cult of Apollo and 
are common in Aegean Thrace, including Thasos, but this is the first time 
the name ƓƶƪƽƬƲƫƵưƳ is recorded in this region.47

Sixteen coins were found in one low locus, L13-071 (27–30, C 94,  
C 102–108, C 110, C 113, C 116, C 117). One was too worn to be identi-
fied, one came from Zone (30), and all the others were issues of Maroneia 
of the same type: forepart of a horse to right or left, with grapes on the 
reverse (e.g., 27–29). According to Psoma, this type covers the second 
quarter of the 4th century b.c. (see pp. 48–49, below). Ten of the coins from 
this locus were found in situ, and six in the sieve. Six of those found in situ 
clustered near wall L13-011 in an area about 3 ! 1.5 m (C 102–107). It is  

Figure 13. Two fragments of the 
inverted, inscribed black-glaze plate 
(I 4) in the course of excavation, from 
the south. Photo E. Salminen

45. In terms of comparanda, the 
Attic bolsals on Thasos are not found 
in contexts later than the 3rd quarter of 
the 4th century b.c. and are more com-
mon in the first half of the 4th century. 
See Agora XII, p. 275, no. 558, fig. 6,  
pl. 24, (380–350 b.c.); Themelis and 

Touratsoglou 1997, pp. 123–124,  
no. Z24 (context, end of 4th–beginning 
of the 3rd century b.c.); Drougou 2005, 
pp. 84–85, 162, no. 7, fig. 82 (350– 
325 b.c.); Blondé 2007, pp. 140–142, 
figs. 1–4, pl. 25.

46. Cf. Agora XII, p. 310, no. 1058, 

fig. 10; Themelis and Touratsoglou 
1997, p. 40, no. Ƅ40, pl. 47; Drougou 
2005, p. 84, no. 5, fig. 80; Blondé 2007, 
pp. 145–146, figs. 4–13, pl. 29.

47. LGPN I, s.v. ƓƶƪƽƬƲƫƵưƳ; Paris-
saki 2007, pp. 237–239.
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quite probable that all of the coins were below a road surface, and thus pro- 
vide a terminus post quem for its construction of the second quarter of 
the 4th century b.c. 

It proved difficult, however, to trace with confidence the surfaces of the 
roads that were so clearly visible in the geophysical results and to distinguish 
abandonment layers, surfaces, and road fills from one another. The soil at the 
site is extremely hard, requiring hammers to break up the clods for sieving, 
and so a change in soil firmness is not particularly useful for determining 
the presence of a surface. Inclusions in the area of the supposed road surface 
were highly varied, including small pottery sherds, broken shells, cobbles, 
and pebbles. The roads seemed to dip downward toward the center of the 
trench, in some areas they petered out, and in some spots a concentration 
of different inclusions seemed to indicate repairs or patches.

The archaeobotanical evidence from this area provides testimony 
for daily activity near the road, particularly in its final phase (L13-058,  
L13-071). The richest samples revealed the presence of eight cereal 
grains, two of which possessed a bulged appearance indicative of manual 
processing, such as the grinding of coarse flour. Other evidence for food 
preparations and cooking were present as well: at least 19 fragments of 
charred food residues (probably cereal-based) were identified. In addition 
to a single preserved seed of common vetch, two common crop weeds 
were present: goatgrass and cleavers. This small assemblage suggests that 
cereal processing (e.g., sieving, grinding) and food preparation activities 
likely occurred near the crossroads. Their presence is probably the result 
of a secondary depositional event of domestic waste.

The zooarchaeological material correlates with this interpretation of 
food-related refuse used as road fill or that it had simply been dumped on 

sheep/goat
75.06%

cattle
20.73%

pig
1.92%

tortoise
0.40%

rodent
0.33%

equid
0.80%

fox
0.76%

Figure 14. Species abundance  
by % NISP in Classical–Early  
Hellenistic loci from 2.5.4 "ƈ/5ƨ 
and 2.5.4 ƆƉ/5Ƨ (NISP total  
= 422). D. J. Brellas
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48. The zooarchaeological material 
was found in loci L13-012, L13-025, 
L13-058, and L13-062.

the road (Figs. 14, 15).48 The bones exhibited mixed breakage and provided 
evidence for the inhabitants’ diet. The species diversity was very low and 
showed a bias toward sheep/goat, at slightly more than 75% NISP (number 
of identified specimens). It appears that entire skeletons were present. This 
suggests direct access to entire sheep and goat elements, perhaps consistent 
with sheep and goat husbandry. Cattle were present in lower numbers, and 
their whole skeletons were not represented. The very low number of pig 
bones is notable; as we will see, it dominated the assemblages of several 
other excavation squares in the sample set and comprised over 30% of the 
fauna at the site.

Figure 15. Skeletal element distribu-
tion for (a) sheep/goat and (b) cattle 
in Classical–Early Hellenistic loci 
from 2.5.4 "ƈ/5ƨ and 2.5.4 ƆƉ/5Ƨ.
Drawings D. J. Brellas; after M. Coutureau 
(Inrap), in collaboration with V. Forest 1996 
(Archeozoo.org); Barone 1976: (a) p. 23,  
pl. 8; (b) p. 22, pl. 7

a

0.0 to 2.5       %NISP
2.5 to 5          %NISP

5 to 7.5          %NISP
7.5 to 10.0     %NISP
10.0 to 15.0   %NISP
15.0 to 20.0   %NISP

More than 20.0    %NISP

b

0.0 to 2.5       %NISP
2.5 to 5          %NISP

5 to 7.5          %NISP
7.5 to 10.0     %NISP

10.0 to 15.0   %NISP
15.0 to 20.0   %NISP
More than 20.0    %NISP

NISP total = 316

NISP total = 88
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Cl assic al S tructure and Late Roman Reuse

Squares 2.5.4 ƄƉ/5Ƥ, 2.5.4 ƄƉ/5Ʀ, 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƣ, and 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƥ were partially 
excavated by Domna Terzopoulou in 1995 and 1996. We returned to this 
area in order to remove the balks and expand the excavation. Our goal was 
to clarify the position of the walls in the city’s overall grid plan and to begin 
to explore a Classical house, which ultimately would be the first structure 
at the site to be revealed in its entirety (Figs. 9, 10, 16).

Two principal architectural phases were ascertained. The first phase, 
broadly dated to the Classical period, is best understood in conjunction with 
the geophysical survey results (Fig. 8). In this phase, wall L13-038 (p.L. 4.8; 
W. 0.5 m) formed a spine wall between two rows of houses laid out on the 
Hippodamian grid plan visible in the geophysical results. It is constructed 
of irregular courses primarily of roughly worked limestone forming two 
faces, with a fill of soil and small stones between. These courses rest on a 
foundation course of larger, unworked limestone blocks. Wall L13-037 (ex-
cavated L. 1.25; W. 0.36 m) once formed the continuation of wall L13-038. 
Wall L13-039 (excavated L. 2.3; W. 0.45 m), with a similar construction 
technique, meets this spine wall and belongs to a contemporary structure 
to its northwest. Wall L13-037 bonds with wall L13-036 (L. 4.8 m),  
which may bond with the corner of wall L13-035 (excavated L. 1.27;  

Figure 16. Aerial photograph of 
excavation squares 2.5.4 Ɔ;/5Ʀ, 2.5.4 
Ɔ;/5ƨ, 2.6.3 Ɔ/5ƥ, 2.6.3 Ɔ/5Ƨ, and 
2.6.3 Ɔ/6ƥ. Photo A. C. Samourkasidis

N
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W. 0.39 m), all of similar construction technique. These three walls form 
an enclosed space with a monolithic limestone threshold set in the middle 
of wall L13-036 (L. 1.48 m). Further excavation will clarify the plan of the 
structure; it is at least clear from the geophysical results that these rooms 
are in the rear of a structure that appears to measure 18.5 ! 18.5 m.

At the northern scarp of 2.5.4 ƄƉ/5Ƥ is a short segment of wall  
L13-040 (excavated L. 1.10 m). It bonds with wall L13-038, the spine wall 
between the northwestern and southeastern rows of houses. According to 
the geophysical results, the intersection of walls L13-038 and L13-040 
should form the corner between four houses, with wall L13-038 as serving 
as the long spine wall between two rows, and wall L13-040 as the shorter 
wall separating houses (the party wall). Although no southeastern exten-
sion of wall L13-040 is preserved in the area that was already excavated in 
1995 and 1996, a large foundation block projects out of the southeast side 
of wall L13-038, in line with wall L13-040. Moreover, during the excava-
tions in the 1990s some stones were removed from this area. Finally, a pit is 
visible in the eastern scarp of 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƣ, in line with wall L13-040. Thus 
it seems that wall L13-040 once continued to the southeast and separated 
two houses, but was completely robbed out.

The area where this robbed wall once lay was already excavated to a 
level below the foundation course of wall L13-040 when MTAP began. 
The soil that we dug in this corner of 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƣ in 2013—i.e., east of 
wall L13-040 and north of wall L13-031—produced the earliest material 
of the season—late 6th century b.c.—such as an Attic black-figure sherd 
with a satyr (Fig. 17:a) dating to ca. 500 b.c. Amphora fragments 7 and 8 
were found in earlier seasons in 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƣ and likewise date to the Archaic 
period. Such earlier material was small in quantity, however, and Classical 
pottery provides the date for the stratum.49 Since this stratum proceeds 

49. This stratum comprised  
L13-024, L13-064, L13-073A, and 
L13-103.

a
1:1

c
1:1

b
1:2

d
1:3

Figure 17. Finds from the excavation 
of the Classical structure in 2.5.4 
Ɔ;/5Ʀ, 2.5.4 Ɔ;/5ƨ, 2.6.3 Ɔ/5ƥ, and 
2.6.3 Ɔ/5Ƨ: (a) fragments of an Attic 
black-figure satyr (P 95); (b) a nearly 
complete bolsal (P 115); (c) a bronze 
structural revetment (B 44); (d) a 
possible mortarium (T 9). Scale as 
indicated. Drawings J. Garsidou; photos  
M. Tasaklaki (a) and D. Fallon (c)
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underneath wall L13-040, it provides a Classical date for the construc-
tion of the homes. Further excavation and study will refine the date for 
the structure; most probably it is contemporary with the structures that 
Bakalakis excavated and dated ca. 400 b.c.

An impressive destruction or abandonment layer is associated with 
the end of the Classical phase. Much of the excavation season was spent 
revealing this stratum. Tiles are scattered throughout the excavation area 
and form mounds in places. Some rest against the walls of the first phase, 
securing the association of the tiles with the walls. They are Lakonian and 
Corinthian in shape, of a variety of fabrics, and some are painted. Strata 
that were lighter and more yellow lay closer to the tiles, but they became 
darker at a higher elevation.50 Found in these destruction loci were a silver 
coin of Neapolis from the first half of the 5th century b.c. (24); coins from 
Maroneia dating to the first half of the 4th century b.c. (e.g., 26); a nearly 
complete bolsal from the second half of the 4th century b.c. (Fig. 17:b);51 
and a fragmentary bronze piece that may have been a decorated structural 
ring, such as a latch-string plate or a lock-plate (Fig. 17:c).52

In only a few locations was the destruction layer itself excavated during 
the 2013 season; in most situations it was merely revealed. To the east of wall 
L13-038, a destruction level at a higher elevation than most of the strewn 
roof tiles was removed (Fig. 18; L13-092). It contained 80%–90% pottery, 
tiles, and stones, and dated to the 4th century b.c. Within the debris were 
large amphora fragments (18, 19) and a possible mortarium fragment whose 
floor had been roughened, decorated with palmettes on the lip and ovolos 
and squares on the outer rim (Fig. 17:d).53 A coin of Alexander the Great 
and one from Imbros found in earlier excavations were also associated with 
the destruction layer and date to the second half of the 4th century b.c.54

One of the most important contributions of the first season of MTAP 
was the identification of post-Classical architectural activity at the site. 
Isolated but consistently present Late Roman sherds were found in the loci 
above the debris of the house and, for the first time, Late Roman archi-
tecture could be identified. The walls securely associated with this second 
phase are L13-031 (p.L. 5.7; W. 0.5 m), L13-033 (L. 3.9; W. ca. 0.4 m), and  

50. The lighter loci are L13-055, 
L13-079, L13-080, L13-081, L13-083; 
the darker are L13-016, L13-046,  
L13-049.

51. In northern Greece, Attic and 
local bolsals generally occur in graves 
until the end of the 4th century b.c.;  
cf. Drougou 2005, grave Ƌ, p. 131,  
no. 3, fig. 154. 

52. Cf. Robinson 1941, p. 290,  
no. 1256, pl. 83.

53. For the shape and use of Classi-
cal mortaria, see Villing and Pemberton 
2010. 

54. Triantafyllos 1997, p. 872; 
Psoma, Karadima, and Terzopoulou 
2008, pp. 32, 40, nos. PM 106,  
PM 148:b; Triantafyllos and Terzo- 
poulou 2012, p. 145. 

Figure 18. View of the abandon- 
ment layer, with wall L13-038  
visible on the right, from the north. 
Photo S. Oswald
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L13-034 (excavated L. 1.14; W. 0.34 m). They are founded at a higher eleva-
tion than those walls belonging to the first phase and built with different tech-
niques. Wall L13-031, once continued as wall L13-032 (excavated L. 0.55;  
W. 0.38 m), consists of two faces of worked limestones on a foundation of 
large quartzite stones, with rubble and soil between the faces. It bonds with 
wall L13-033, which appears to bond with wall L13-034; both of these 
walls are constructed of small unworked stones and tiles. No tiles from the 
destruction debris lay against walls L13-031, L13-033, or L13-034, and 
the foundation trench of L13-031 cut the destruction deposits. Since the 
destruction deposit contained isolated Late Roman sherds, most likely 
representing later leveling of the abandonment debris, the cutting action 
of the foundation trench provides a Late Roman terminus post quem for 
the wall construction.55 The artifacts and dates related to the Late Roman 
activity at the site will be presented in more detail in the following section, 
when the circular feature is discussed.

Excavation to the south of these four squares, in 2.6.3 A/6ƣ, did not 
proceed to levels as deep as those reached in the other areas (Fig. 16). 
However, it suggested that wall L13-034 continues into this square and 
meets L13-096 (excavated L. 3.8; W. 0.7 m), which is probably Late Roman 
in date. Upper strata in 2.6.3 A/6ƣ revealed a considerable quantity of Late 
Roman pottery. Together with wall L13-095 (excavated L. 1.3; W. 0.36 m),  
wall L13-034 forms an enclosed space that can be dated to the Late Roman 
period, although no Late Roman surfaces were found.

Post-Classical robbing action is evident throughout the structure, and 
some of it may be coterminous with the Late Roman phase. Again, Late 
Roman sherds provide the terminus post quem for the robbing activity. 
Clear evidence of robbing is seen in the strip of dark soil that runs north–
south between walls L13-095 and L13-096, which is visible in the aerial 
photograph (Fig. 16). The strip continues to the north, where tiles were 
removed between L13-031 and L13-033, and also to the south, into the 
circular feature. Another dark strip is visible along the northeastern edge of 
L13-036. Refuse deposits with many seashells were laid in many segments 
of the cuts.56 Since many of these cuts go under the Late Roman walls, at 
least some of the robbing activity could have been done in preparation for 
the Late Roman reuse of the structure.

Circul ar Feature

Excavation trenches 2.6.3 A/6ƥ and A/6Ʀ were opened immediately south of 
the remains described above in order to explore an unusual circular anomaly 
visible in the geophysical plan. It was excavated as L13-017 (Diam. ext. 
6.14; Diam. int. 4.94; W. walls ca. 0.60–0.70 m). This sizeable feature is 
constructed of two to three courses of small stones (primarily limestone 
and some sandstone) and a few tiles, with a short section of herringbone 
pattern in the eastern exterior wall (Fig. 19; pattern not visible in photo). 
Agricultural activity disturbed the top of the feature, and it is unclear how 
many courses once existed. Underneath this plow zone, stones and tiles 
were found within the circular feature (L13-051, L13-054). This material 
is probably construction fill, for no surface was found beneath the rede-
posited debris in 2013 or in 2014, when the entire feature was excavated. 

55. Foundation trench of L13-031: 
L13-072, filled by L13-069. It should 
be noted that since we were only exca-
vating balks here, the foundation trench 
for the wall L13-031 was not long. It is 
possible that this cutting action 
belonged to a robbing activity rather 
than to the foundation of the wall. 

56. Cuts: L13-043 (filled by  
L13-030), L13-050 (filled by L13-041), 
L13-087 (filled by L13-070), L13-109 
(filled by L13-085).
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No foundation trench was found, but the stratum underneath the walls 
provides a Late Roman terminus post quem to the feature. Moreover, 
judging from the feature’s position on top of wall L13-096, which is most 
likely Late Roman in date, it appears to be the latest structure in this area: 
either from a second Late Roman phase, or (less likely) from a later period 
that has not left any datable sherds or finds.

We have not yet identified the function of the structure, in part 
because of the absence of a use level. The walls represent a significant 
investment of labor and seem wide enough to support a considerably 
higher structure, but they are weakly constructed. The feature may have 
served an agricultural purpose, such as a granary or a malting floor. In 
support of this interpretation, the soil around the outside of the circular 
structure (L13-018) yielded grains of barley and free-threshing wheat, the 
remains of a large-seeded vetch type, and a single charred grape seed with 
a domestic-type morphology.

Underneath the feature was a dark gray soil, Late Roman in date, that 
lay over a more yellow soil dating to the Classical period.57 Cuts into the 
yellow soil, similar to those also identified in the Classical structure to the 
north, relate to robbing activity.58

The dark soil within and below the walls of the circular feature provided 
abundant testimony on Late Roman activity at the site. The macrobotani-
cal remains were rich and varied, and the assemblage contained abundant 
charred plant evidence for local agricultural production. The contents of 
one locus (L13-065) were very well preserved and provided the highest 
density of charred plant remains recovered during the 2013 season: 71 
specimens per liter of floated sediment. Within the overall assemblage 
from this trench, both hulled and naked barley were present, as well as 
free-threshing and hulled wheat (einkorn). Other crops preserved in limited 

57. The loci of the Late Roman 
stratum are L13-063, L13-065,  
L13-068, L13-073B.

58. Cuts L13-099 (filled by dark soil 
L13-068) and L13-100 (filled by dark 
soil L13-065).

Figure 19. Circular feature L13-017, 
from the northeast. Photo J. L. Shear
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quantities included rye, pea, and vetch. The most abundant crop weed was 
bromegrass, followed by ryegrass, cleavers, and common mallow. Moreover, 
there was a unique specimen of broomcorn millet (the only specimen from 
the site to date, from L13-068), oat (one of only two grains), and nutshell 
(possibly walnut) likely collected from wooded areas along the Rhodope 
foothills. Together these plant remains substantiate an interpretation of 
redeposited fill consisting of domestic waste, cooking/hearth dumping, 
and cereal-processing byproducts (i.e., chaff and weed seeds).

The biodiversity and evidence for redeposited waste was matched by 
the faunal material, sampled from below, within, and above the circular 
feature (Fig. 20; L13-019, L13-054, and L13-068). Intensive reworking 
of breaks, disorientation of deposition, and chaotic distribution are con-
sistent with refuse fill. Sheep/goat appeared in considerable quantity, as 
at the crossroads excavation, but here their presence (44.02%) was nearly 
matched by pig (39.5%). Cattle bones were present, some of them well 
articulated (9.03%). Small mammals were present in low numbers; also 
mustellids, cervids, and equids, as well as birds and a wide variety of fish. 
This material testifies to the diversity of the assemblage and demonstrates 
that the inhabitants engaged with the marsh and marine environments  
(a view supported by finds of fishing implements), and provides an interest-
ing contrast with the evidence from the crossroads area.

Glass fragments were uncovered in greater quantity around the circu-
lar feature than elsewhere in the excavation. Roman amphora fragments 
also were found. Particularly notable was the Roman fine ware, found in  

sheep/goat
44.02%

pig
39.50%

small mammal
0.23%

cattle
9.02%

equid
0.23%

bird
1.81%

!sh
3.61%

mustellid
0.90%

cervid
0.68%

Figure 20. Species abundance  
by %NISP in Late Roman loci  
from 2.6.3 Ɔ/6ƥ and 2.6.3 Ɔ/6Ƨ�
(NISP total = 811). D. J. Brellas
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abundance here and in the square immediately to the north, 2.6.3 A/6ƣ 
(Fig. 21). The Roman pottery in these squares was not worn, in contrast to 
the isolated Late Roman material found in the squares to the far north and 
the west. The fine ware represents a range of open shapes, especially bowls 
and dishes, and a few closed shapes. In terms of chronology, neither Eastern 
Sigillata A nor Eastern Sigillata B has been identified; a small number of 
hemispherical bowls with vertical rims and a narrow flange placed low 
on the rim constitute the earliest material, some of them Çandarli Ware,  
others possibly a regional variation (see Fig. 21:a). Similar rims occur in the 
Athenian Agora in contexts no later than the first half of the 2nd century a.d., 
and the ware is well represented in Macedonia and Thrace.59 The motif of 
two fish hooked together by a loop on a lamp has parallels in the Agora 
from the second half of the 3rd to the first half of the 4th centuries a.d., 
but here it is glazed red (Fig. 21:b).60 

An increase in Roman activity may be traced by a rise in the number 
of African Red Slip bowls and dishes found at the site, one of which has a 
molded fish on the rim with parallels in the mid- to late 4th century a.d.  
(Fig. 21:c, d, e).61 This ware, as elsewhere in the eastern Mediterranean, is 
replaced by Phocean Red Slip and possible imitations, particularly bowls 
(Fig. 21:f, g, h, i). Hayes has attributed the rise of this ware to the growth 
of Constantinople.62 The series begins with Hayes Form 1/3 Transitional, 
from perhaps ca. a.d. 400,63 followed by Hayes Form 2, and finally Hayes 
Form 3 in some quantity. Rouletting on floors and rims, and stamps mostly 
of concentric circles and palm leaves, with an occasional animal, decorate 
many of these vessels. Given the chronology of the ceramics and the coins 
(see below), it may be beneficial in the future to distinguish a Middle 
Roman from a Late Roman phase at the site.64 Form 3 may date as late as 
the third quarter of the 6th century a.d. However, three factors suggest 
that the Molyvoti Peninsula was already abandoned at that time, unless 
the circular feature dates to a later period that has left no ceramic trace. 
First, Hayes Form 10, which may begin ca. a.d. 550 and into which Form 3  
evolved, has not been identified at the site.65 Second, Hayes divides the 
stamped decoration on Phocean Red Slip into three groups, and the third 
group, dating “roughly” to the 6th century a.d. and consisting of single 
central stamps, has not been found at the site.66 Finally, Christian imagery 
is almost completely absent from the Molyvoti Peninsula. Only one cross 
has been found, on the rim of a light brownish yellow lamp (L 24). Thus 
the site seems to have been abandoned in the early 6th century a.d.67

Several fine-ware vessels in a light brownish yellow fabric imitate 
Phocean Red Slip forms and decoration (Fig. 21:j). Rouletting on floors 
and rims is particularly common on this ware, which recalls Hayes’s Light-
Colored Ware in 5th–7th-century a.d. deposits in the Agora; this ware has 
been attributed to an unidentified production area in the eastern Aegean, 
but the gloss on the Molyvoti examples generally is more yellow than the 
Agora examples.68 Dishes in buff fabric with large vegetal motifs in red 
paint recall Central Greek Painted Ware, which Hayes dates to the 6th 
century a.d., but at Molyvoti are in a paler, more buff fabric (Fig. 21:k).69 
Finally, several small fragments of thin gray open vessels with white linear 
and curvilinear decoration were consistently found in association with Late 
Roman pottery, and possibly represent a northern Greek ware (Fig. 21:l).70

59. Agora XXXII, pp. 199–200,  
nos. 787–794, figs. 24, 25, pl. 45;  
northeastern Greece: Malamidou  
2005, p. 78.

60. Agora VII, pp. 129–130,  
nos. 945, 948, pls. 12, 20, 37.

61. Fish: Agora XXXII, p. 222,  
no. 1002, fig. 32, pl. 51.

62. Hayes 1992, p. 5.
63. Cf. Agora XXXII, p. 238,  

no. 1248, fig. 38.
64. Pettegrew 2007, p. 747, table 1, 

lists the ways in which surveys have 
distinguished (or not) Middle Roman 
from Late Roman. 

65. Agora XXXII, p. 86. 
66. Agora XXXII, p. 84.
67. Comparanda for the Phocean 

Red Slip Hayes Form 3 found at Moly-
voti occur, e.g., at Beirut in deposits 
from the second half of the 5th cen- 
tury a.d.; see Reynolds 2011, pp. 207–
215. For good archaeological contexts 
for 6th-century Roman fine ware, see 
Reynolds, Bonifay, and Cau 2011,  
p. 20. 

68. Agora XXXII, pp. 91–92. 
69. Agora XXXII, p. 92.
70. Cf. Hayes 1997, pp. 68–70,  

pl. 25.

Figure 21 (opposite). Selection of 
Late Roman finds: (a) imitation 
Çandarli form L19 (P 66); (b) Afri- 
can Red Slip lamp (L 16); (c) mug 
base (P 88); (d) African Red Slip 
form 61A (P 74); (e) African Red 
Slip form 52 (P 31); (f ) Phocean Red 
Slip with stamp (P 3); (g) regional 
red slip with ledge rim (P 35);  
(h) Phocean Red Slip form 3 (P 1); 
(i) Phocean Red Slip form 3 (P 33); 
( j) close to Light-Colored Ware  
(P 43); (k) close to Central Greek 
Painted War (P 38); (l) regional pro-
duction? (P 55). Scale 2:3, except where 
indicated. Photos D. Fallon
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In contrast to the excavation squares at the crossroads, the greatest 
proportion of coins in this area were Late Roman. Three from 2.6.3 A/6ƣ 
are issues of Claudius Gothicus and Gallienus, and a coin of Aurelianus 
from 2.6.3 A/6Ʀ likewise belongs to the second half of the 3rd century  
(a.d. 272–274; 35–38). The majority of the coins from these three excava-
tion squares cover the 4th century a.d. up to Honorius, particularly the first 
half of the 4th century a.d. (e.g., 39–47).71 All the Classical coins in 2.6.3 
A/6ƣ, 2.6.3 A/6ƥ, and 2.6.3 A/6Ʀ were 4th-century bronzes from Maroneia, 
with the exception of a coin of Philip II (31) and a silver Maronitan stater 
(didrachm) dating to 430–400 b.c. (25).

71. On the long use-life of Roman 
coins, see Reece 2011. 
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B ul gar ian War Trenc h

The electrical resistivity survey revealed a clear, dark, crenellated line run-
ning northwest–southeast across the middle of the study area (Fig. 8). A 
second, similarly shaped line runs along the southeastern border of the study 
area, following the contour of the marine cliffs. The location, orientation, 
and shape of these crenellated lines correlate with lines that appear on a 
map made in 1950–1951 on the basis of an aerial photograph taken in 
1938 (Fig. 22). This map demonstrates the existence of additional crenel-
lated lines, which extend up to the mainland. The shape and placement of 
these features suggest that they were military trenches. Bakalakis reported 
evidence of Bulgarian activity during World War I on the peninsula. At 
the southeastern end of the short arm of the city wall, he found wall blocks 
reused to create a machine gun emplacement.72 South of the House of the 
Hoard and along the crest facing the sea, he uncovered a World War I 
trench; he made a rough sketch of the trench, which indicates that it was 
a 3.5 m cut, but he did not supply a detailed description.73 On occasion, 
antiquities were reused in the construction of the military trenches or 
removed to Sofia.74

We decided to explore the crenellated line in order to ground-truth the 
geophysical results and to better understand the history of the site. It is not 
only important to examine how the creation of these trenches may have 
damaged antiquities but also, in light of our research questions, to consider 
diachronically the various ways in which people engaged with the landscape 

Figure 22. Map of the northern  
section of the Molyvoti Peninsula 
and the mainland, made in 1950–
1951 on the basis of an aerial photo-
graph taken in 1938. Ministry of Public 
Works; courtesy the Ephorate of Antiquities 
of Rhodope

72. Bakalakis 1967, pp. 21–23,  
pl. 17:1.

73. Bakalakis 1967, p. 31, fig. 13.
74. E.g., National Archaeological 

Museum, Sofia, no. 5736 and Ar- 
chaeological Museum of Thessalo- 
niki, no. /ƪ 1251. See n. 13, above. 
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and affected the archaeological record. Accordingly, we opened half a square, 
which we later expanded as excavation needs changed (Figs. 9, 10).

Excavation in 2.5.2 #Ƈ/29Ʀ revealed a cut ca. 1.30 m wide at the top, 
0.30 m wide at the bottom, and 1.65 m deep.75 There was almost no modern 
material found in or around the trench, and it may not have been used at 
all. No architectural remains were associated with the construction of the 
cut, such as a retaining wall, although it is possible that excavation further 
to the north and south may reveal associated features. We can tentatively 
conclude, therefore, that soil change alone—namely, from a siltier soil to a 
sandier soil with lower moisture content and pockets of air—can produce 
sharp resistivity readings on the Molyvoti Peninsula. The fill of the cut was 
nondescript, apart from an Archaic terracotta antefix (Fig. 23). The antefix 
consists of a palmette with nine convex leaves separated by darts above a 
double, convex volute. The darts project beyond the edge of the leaves. The 
heart of the palmette is an undecorated rhombus.76

At the very bottom of the trench was a second cut, possibly for an an-
cient well, disturbed by the construction of the war trench.77 Little material 
was found inside, apart from organic remains (see below).

Figure 23. Archaic antefix (T 7)  
from the fill of the 20th-century  
war trench. Scale 1:2. Photo D. Fallon

75. The locus in this cut was  
L13-075,which was filled by L13-060, 
L13-061, L13-067, and L13-094.

76. The separation of leaves by darts 
along the whole length of the leaves 
occurs on Samian architectural decora-
tion and grave stelai in the second half 
of the 6th century b.c.; see Buschor 
1933, pp. 34–36; Freyer-Schauenburg 
1974, pp. 180–182, nos. 97–100,  
pls. 74, 75; Tsakos 2001, pp. 460–461. 
Cf. the grave stele with a frontal kore 
and crowning anthemion found on the 
Molyvoti Peninsula, which is now in 
the Archaeological Museum of Komo-
tini (n. 13, above); antefixes from 

Abdera and the Molyvoti Peninsula 
(Bakalakis 1958, p. 13, fig. 2; Trianta- 
fyllos 1995, p. 667, pl. 200:ƣ); a grave 
stele from near Lake Mitrikon (Penta- 
zos and Triantafyllos 1976, pl. 254:ƣ); 
and an antefix from Evaiokastro on 
Thasos (Daux 1964, p. 870, fig. 9).  
For more on the type, see Billot and 
Ko"elj 2006, pp. 31–34, tracing it to 
Miletos, but note that some of the par-
allels they cite have palmette leaves 
separated only by short darts at the top 
of the leaves, not long darts along their 
whole length. An antefix from the 
Tampakis plot at Thasos, northeast of 
the Posideion, provides a close parallel 

for our example, yet it was found in a 
4th-century b.c. destruction layer. 
Winter (1993, p. 265) writes, “A date  
c. 525 BC seems possible for the  
Thasos type, although the style may 
have continued as late as 500 BC even 
though a secondary style with concave 
leaves seems more prevalent at that 
time.” However, unless the find context 
was contaminated or the antefix was in 
use for a long period, the type with 
convex leaves may have been produced 
into the 4th century b.c.

77. The locus in the war trench was 
L13-078, filled by L13-077.
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78. Pithos: L13-102. Fill around 
pithos: L13-076; fill in pithos:  
L13-097. 

79. Jefremow 1998. 
80. Cahill (2002, p. 227) cites pithoi 

at Olynthos that are larger than 1,000 
liters; Jefremow (1998, p. 84, n. 66) 
refers to descriptions of Roman dolia 
holding 1,094–1,367 liters.

81. Garlan 2006, pp. 274–275, 277, 
table 1.

82. Lang 1956, p. 7; the key works 
for interpreting such graffiti are Tod 
1911–1912; 1926–1927, see p. 148,  
no. 60:A for capacity graffiti on a pithos 
from Callatis; and 1936–1937, though 
these are mostly concerned with formal 
inscriptions of monetary values. For 

graffiti including prices and other 
quantities, see Agora XXI; Lawall 2000; 
Johnston 2004, esp. pp. 752–754; and 
for pithoi in particular, Jefremow 1998. 
For other capacity inscriptions from the 
region, see Vavritsas 1968, p. 83, fig. 1; 
Domaradzka 1996, pp. 93–94; 2007, 
pp. 222–223.

Figure 24. Excavation of pithos  
L13-102, from the south. Photo  
D. Fallon

The construction of the war trench disturbed a large pithos made of 
dark red coarse fabric to its south (Figs. 24, 25).78 The pottery associated 
with the feature dates to the Classical period, and a Maronitan coin (C 111, 
375–350 b.c.) was found at the top of its fill. The neck and shoulder had 
fallen into the body. Large stones and tiles lay within the pithos, and broken 
sherds of the pithos also lay on top of this destruction debris. Evidently the 
pithos was already destroyed in antiquity, when it was forcefully broken 
from above, perhaps by a collapsing roof.

An inscription on the neck reads: ƇƇƇƇƏƏƍ� ��Such graffiti on pithoi 
are often thought to indicate the price or capacity of the container.79 If this 
is a capacity notation, then the MM could indicate two medimnoi or two 
metretes, and the four preceding deltas would stand for 40 of the same 
unit. Forty-two metretes (here using 39 liters/metretes, but this would vary 
somewhat depending on the particular unit of measure in use) would give a 
capacity of roughly 1,638 liters. This would be a very large, but perhaps not 
impossibly large, pithos.80 On the other hand, 42 medimnoi would equate 
to a capacity of roughly 2,268 liters—impossibly large. Also in favor of the 
unit of measure being metretes is the presence of this unit being used to 
denote a standard size of amphora from early Hellenistic Akanthos, not far 
from Molyvoti.81 The kappa often stands for ƬưƵƾƭƩ on ceramic graffiti.82 

Ƈ
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If we are dealing in such large units as metretes, however, it seems odd 
to worry about such a small unit of measure (1/144th of a metretes). An 
alternative is to treat the K as a keramion, which is two-thirds of a metretes 
(8 choes, ca. 26 liters).83 The final symbol so far resists interpretation, but 
it does seem to be part of the same graffito as the rest of the letters, so it 
is presumably a further fraction.

Two loci from this area of the excavation yielded charred plant remains: 
inside the pre-trench cut that may be a well (L13-077), and inside the 
pithos (L13-097). Both loci produced very small numbers of identifiable 
specimens, all of which could only be identified to genus level. These in-
clude cereal grains, wild grasses, and large- and small-seeded legumes. Poor 
preservation is likely due to the nature of the soils: the earth was a dense 
red clay in L13-077, and it had been subjected to bioturbation in L13-097.

AMP HORAS

Each campaign of excavation of the city on the Molyvoti Peninsula or 
surface collection from the surrounding fields has found considerable 
quantities and well-preserved fragments of transport amphoras. Perhaps 
most strikingly, the vast majority of 20 ! 20 m units in the 2014 surface 
survey produced amphora sherds (Fig. 26).84 Such a dense and consistent 
distribution of large pieces of transport amphoras is unusual for field sur-
vey in the Aegean world, and indicates that the site was heavily involved 
in trade. By contrast, the field survey around Olynthos in 2014 recovered 
only a handful of diagnostic amphora sherds. While differences in settle-
ment function, site morphology, and modern land-use make comparisons 
between projects sometimes problematic, the dearth of amphora sherds 
from survey publications is striking in comparison to the wealth of them 
found in the fields at the Molyvoti Peninsula.

Much of the earlier interest in this material has focused on the amphora 
stamps, which are used to provide evidence for the chronology of habita-
tion and abandonment, and to elucidate possible connections with Thasos 
attested in the literary sources for Stryme. Indeed, the Thasian amphora 
stamps, at least initially, were thought to support both an abandonment 
of the site in the mid-4th century b.c. and a link to Thasos. Excavations 

Figure 25. Inscription on fragments 
of pithos L13-102. Scale 1:5. Photo  
D. Fallon

83. This unit does not seem to be 
indicated on the stamps of Akanthos, 
but the equivalent idea of the “am- 
phora” as an 8-chous module does 
appear; see Garlan 2006, pp. 273, 277, 
table 1.

84. The results of the surface sur- 
vey will be presented in a preliminary 
report on the project’s second season. 
We thank Thomas F. Tartaron for  
permission to report these figures here, 
and Lawall thanks Mathieu Dubois 
and Megan Murray for assisting in  
the preliminary processing of the 2014 
survey finds. 
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carried out in the 1990s greatly expanded and elaborated on the amphora 
record of the site, and the first season of the current project added further 
new evidence on the site chronology and on trading networks. The scope 
of MTAP includes the study and publication of earlier finds of amphoras, 
and thus it is not out of place to present here a reassessment of material 
published by Bakalakis and a preliminary publication of material excavated 
in the 1990s, before proceeding to the results of the 2013 season.

Results from Pre vious Exc avations

When the first major publication of amphora stamps from the city on the 
Molyvoti Peninsula appeared in Bakalakis’s monograph of 1967, relatively 
little was known of the absolute chronology of Thasian amphora stamps 
and even less of the dates and identifications of other amphora types that 
were also likely found but not published.85 The Thasian stamps included 
both those with two names (the earlier group) and those with one name 
(the later group). Grace had proposed that the shift from the earlier to the 
later types of Thasian stamps likely occurred around the time of Philip II. 
In support of this date, she could point to the absence of the new, one-name 
stamps both from fills securely associated with the construction of Pnyx III  
in Athens (thought to have been laid down late in the 340s b.c.) and 
from the excavations at Olynthos (sacked in 348 b.c.).86 Thus, although 
there were perhaps four stamps of the new style published by Bakalakis, 
it remained at least possible that the site was abandoned in the mid-4th 
century b.c.

By the mid-1980s, the chronology of Thasian amphora stamps was 
already developing in a direction that contradicted this date of abandon-
ment, with later dates proposed for stamps found at the Molyvoti Peninsula. 

85. Bakalakis (1967, pp. 108–112) 
includes a chapter on the amphora 
stamps, but not on the amphoras. Bon 
and Bon (1957) had already provided 
references for the stamps, but they gave 
little information on their absolute 
chronology. The stamps published by 
Bakalakis and those found in other past 
excavations have not yet been studied 
directly to check readings and restora-
tions. 

86. Grace 1956, esp. pp. 122–123.

Amphoras
Present

Absent0 250 500 m

Figure 26. Amphora distribution as 
derived from the surface survey con-
ducted in 2014. E. Weaverdyck
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Debidour proposed dates in the 340s–330s for the eponym Krinis and 
325–310 for Isodikos and Archenax.87 Late in the 1990s and continuing 
into recent decades, the Thasian amphora stamp chronology has been 
further modified, moving the dates of the Thasian stamps even later. Close 
study of clusters of stamps, engraving styles, and reengraving links now 
indicates that the transition from two-name to one-name stamps more 
likely occurred late in the 330s. Krinis, therefore, is now dated near 325; 
Isodikos around 305; and Archenax around 297.88

Renewed research in the area in the 1990s greatly expanded the 
amphora record of the site and provided further evidence indicating 
abandonment much later in the 4th century b.c. than had been originally 
considered, even down into the 3rd century b.c. Though the amphora 
stamps found in these excavations have not been studied in detail yet, one 
published Thasian stamp carries the eponym Pythion VI, which is datable 
to the decade around 250 b.c.89

The new amphora finds, which even include nearly complete jars, attest 
to a wide range of types and a fairly wide chronological span of amphora 
use at the site. The deeper areas of these excavations recovered late 6th 
and/or early 5th century b.c. sherds from Chian (8, 9),90 north Ionian (7),9  
Thasian (1),92 and perhaps other northern Aegean amphoras.93 These exca-
vations also discovered an important deposit of mid- to late-5th-century b.c.  
northern Aegean (including but not limited to Mende), Chian, and Lesbian 
amphoras, many of which were mended up to be nearly complete.94 At 
roughly the same period, imports from the southeastern Aegean—southern 
Ionia and northern Caria—appear in the form of amphoras with a heavy 
mushroom rim (10).95 This same region also contributed the latest imported 
types, consisting of much more steeply sloping mushroom rims and hol-
lowed conical toes, both forms that date to late in the 4th or even early in 
the 3rd century b.c. (11, 12).96 Reference to such imports, however, risks 

87. Debidour 1986, pp. 330–331. 
Also see Bakalakis 1967, pp. 110–111, 
nos. 28, 29, 37.

88. Avram 1996; Garlan 2004–
2005, on whom the dates offered here 
are based; see further discussion by 
Tzochev 2009; Debidour 2011. Garlan 
(1999, p. 54) lists Isodikos as well as 
Aristomenes as new-style stamps from 
the Molyvoti Peninsula, and the latter, 
possibly Bakalakis 1967, p. 110, no. 26, 
may date to ca. 311 b.c.; see Garlan 
2004–2005. 

89. Triantafyllos and Terzopoulou 
2012, p. 143, fig. 2. 

90. For this type, see Dupont 1998, 
p. 149, fig. 23:2d, e; Monachov 2003, 
pp. 16–17, pl. 3; Sezgin 2009, pp. 173–
180, types Khi4 and Khi5.

91. Peristeri-Otatzi 1986, pp. 495–
496, fig. 13; Dupont 1998, pp. 178–
186, proposing a northern Greek region 

of manufacture; cf. Dupont 2007,  
2010. On the many examples of  
this type found at Klazomenai, see 
Ersoy 1993; Sezgin 2009, pp. 325– 
348, esp. pp. 333–336.

92. Johnston 1991; Grandjean 1992, 
pp. 581–583.

93. For late-6th-century b.c. am- 
phoras attributed broadly to the north 
Aegean, see Grandjean 1992, pp. 544–
551, 581–583, nos. 2, 3, 5, 7–10, 26–28; 
Lawall 1995, pp. 137–143, 156–171; 
1997; Dupont 1998, pp. 186–190,  
fig. 23:13; Schmid 1999; Monachov 
2003, pp. 60–63, pls. 34, 36, 37.

94. The contents of this deposit are 
similar in many ways to the deposit 
near the Silen Gate on Thasos; see 
Grandjean 1988, pp. 220, 236, pls. 74:1, 
78; 1992, pp. 575–581, nos. 66–75.

95. For production sites, see Do!er 
1986, pp. 469–471 (Klazomenai); 

Kantzia 1994; Georgopoulou 2001 
(Kos); Empereur and Picon 1986a; 
Empereur 1988 (Knidos); Empereur 
and Picon 1986b (Naxos); Carlson  
and Lawall 2005–2006; Lungu 2010 
(Erythrai); Bezeczky 2013; Gassner 
1997; Lawall 2004b (Ephesos); Jöhrens 
2004, 2009; Mommsen, von Haugwitz, 
and Jöhrens 2010 (Miletos and vicin-
ity); Grace 1971 (Samos). For other 
such amphoras in the broader north 
Aegean, see Blondé, Muller, and Mul-
liez 1991, pp. 229–230, nos. 40, 43–45; 
Grandjean 1992, pp. 553–555, 575,  
nos. 36, 37, 103; Lawall 2002, pp. 203–
204, fig. 12.

96. On steeply sloping rims from 
late-4th-century b.c. deposits at the 
Athenian Agora, see Lawall 2004a,  
pp. 451, 453, nos. 29–31; for the conical 
toes, see Lawall 2011, p. 677, on Samian 
amphoras from the Kyrenia wreck.
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overshadowing the local and regional northern Aegean types (1–6). As 
indicated in the catalogue that follows, the place of production for some 
pieces can be proposed with some certainty (e.g., Thasos and Mende), but 
in most cases the form and fabric of the piece only allows for a more generic 
attribution to the northern coast of the Aegean. In every box of stored 
pottery, whether it contains material from excavations or from collections 
of stray finds in the area, one encounters numerous flaring stem toes in 
various fabrics and broad flat handles, both of which are characteristic of 
North Aegean production.97 The range of fabrics, which are discernible 
with the naked eye and become even more distinct with magnification, 
makes clear the variety of (albeit largely unidentified) northern produc-
ers contributing to the amphora supply of the site. The various toe forms 
indicate—at least in general terms—a range of dates from the later 5th 
century through much of the 4th century b.c.98

An important indicator of amphora use on the site is the very coarse 
clay amphora stopper found in 2.6.1 I/11Ƥ in 1995 (5). Finds of such lids are 
rare—more often amphora lids seem to have been fashioned on an ad hoc 
basis from other materials such as wood, mud, or stone. Examples of this 
particular form of lid from other sites, however, are made of a coarser version 
of the local fabric and can preserve a small hole pierced through the lid.99 
Such a hole (not preserved in the example found here) might have served 
to allow gases to escape during the final stages of fermentation—a process 
that is known from papyri to have occurred in the amphoras themselves.100

North Aegean Region Amphoras

1 Thasian band rim Fig. 27

2.6.3 A/5ƣ
P.H. 7.8; est. Diam. (rim, inner edge) 9.0 cm.
Preserves ca. 1/8 rim with part of neck wall and trace of one upper handle 

attachment.
Pale orange-tan micaceous fabric, with darker orange-brown core, moderate 

scatter of tan lime infills, some gray glassy bits, 2.5YR 6/8 and 2.5YR 6/4 (in-
nermost core).

Late 6th century b.c.

97. On Classical amphora produc-
tion from this broad region, see Cor- 
bett 1949, p. 337 (quoting Grace); 
Zeest 1960, pp. 83–89, types 20–26; 
Bra#inskij 1976; Nikolaïdou-Patera 
1986; Blondé, Muller, and Mulliez 
1991; Grandjean 1992; Karadima- 
Matsas 1994; Lawall 1995, pp. 116–
175; 1997; Garlan 1999; Monachov 
1999a; 1999b; 2003, pp. 56–95; Papa-
dopoulos and Paspalas 1999; Lawall 
2002, pp. 200–202; Anagnostopoulou-
Hatzipolychroni 2004; Garlan 2004, 
2006; Karadima 2004; Trakosopoulou-
Salakidou 2004; Filis 2012a, 2012b.

98. Lawall 2002, pp. 200–202,  
figs. 8, 9; 2004a, pp. 449–451,  

nos. 1–14; Monachov 2003, pp. 64– 
72, 78–87, 91–95, pls. 39–48, 53–58, 
62–66.

99. Two similar lids come from the 
excavations of the Tetragonos Agora at 
Ephesos (unpublished). These very 
coarse sombrero-shaped lids may be 
contrasted with the much finer am- 
phora lids from Corinth (Corinth VII.6,  
pp. 54–56, from the late 4th century b.c.) 
and those associated with Punic am- 
phoras (Wolff 2004, pp. 455–456, fig. 5). 
For images of lidded amphoras, see 
Koehler 1982, pp. 287–288, 290, nos. 5, 
6. For the very elaborate, later Hellenis-
tic and Roman western Mediterranean 
amphora lids with names molded onto 

the lid, see Hesnard and Gianfrotta 
1989. For amphora stoppers from 
Egyptian sites, see Denecker and  
Vandorpe 2007; Thomas 2011; Van-
dorpe and Van Beek 2012.

100. For fermentation holes on 
amphora lids, see Koehler 1986, p. 54; 
Wolff 2004, pp. 455–456. For clay balls 
pierced with a hole perhaps intended  
as wine jar stoppers, see Gal 1989;  
cf. Master 2011, arguing for a stronger 
likelihood of these artifacts being 
loomweights. For bottling of wine 
before the fermentation process is  
complete, see Mayerson 1999, 2001;  
cf. Vogt et al. 2002, denying that fer-
mentation occurred in amphoras.
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Figure 27. Amphora profiles and 
fabrics from earlier excavations on 
the Molyvoti Peninsula.  Scale of  
profiles 1:3; blue bar in photos represents  
1 mm. Drawings and photos M. L. Lawall

2

1

2

3

4

5

5 cm

3

1

2

3

4

5

5 cm

6

7

8

5 cm

9

10

6

4

1

2

3

4

5

5 cm

5

1

2

3

4

5

5 cm

6

7

8

5 cm

9

10

7

6

7

8

5 cm

9

10

9

6

7

8

5 cm

9

10
10

11

12

5 cm

11

11

12

5 cm

12

6

7

8

5 cm

9

10

8

1

2

3

4

5

5 cm

1

This content downloaded from 
            137.83.217.149 on Tue, 13 Oct 2020 00:59:34 UTC              

All use subject to https://about.jstor.org/terms



nathan  t. arr ing ton  e t  al .38

2 North Aegean stem toe Fig. 27

2.6.1 I/11Ƥ
P.H. 5.4; max. Diam. (toe) 6.5 cm.
Preserves complete lower part of toe and part of the stem.
Pale orange micaceous fabric, moderate scatter of whitish bits, some lime, few 

small black, 5YR 5/6 and tending toward 2.5YR 6/6. 
4th century b.c.

3 North Aegean stem toe  Fig. 27

2.6.1 Ǝ/9Ƥ  
P.H. 9.8; max. Diam. (toe) 6.4 cm.
Preserves complete lower part of toe and portion of the stem but nothing of 

the lower body.
Tan finely micaceous fabric, moderate scatter of small white and black bits, 

rare larger red-brown, 7.5YR 6/6.
4th century b.c.

4 North Aegean short stem/hoof toe Fig. 27

2.6.1 Ǝ/9Ƥ
P.H. 5.9; max. Diam. (toe) 6.6 cm.
Nearly complete toe with small bit of lower body wall.
Pale red-orange micaceous fabric, sparse scatter of very small tan bits, some 

red-brown, few black, 2.5YR 6/6.
Late 5th–4th century b.c.

5 Amphora lid Fig. 27

2.6.1 I/11Ƥ
P.H. 6.0; est. Diam. (outer edge) 8.5 cm.
Preserves just under 1/4 outermost edge, much of underside is well preserved, 

upper surfaces more worn.
Coarse micaceous orange fabric, coarser than is often seen in amphoras, 

moderate–dense packing readily visible of gray glassy and whitish stony bits, fewer 
but also large black bits, 2.5YR 6/6.

Not datable.

6 Mendean toe Fig. 27

2.6.1 I/11Ƥ
P.H. 10.4; max. Diam. (toe) 7.4 cm. 
Preserves nearly complete toe and small part of lower body.
Tan micaceous surface with gray hard speckled core, very dense packing of 

lime infills, wider scatter of gray glassy bits, blackish, and rare red-brown, 7.5YR 
6/2 to 6/4.

Late 5th–early 4th century b.c.

Long-Distance Imported Amphoras

7 North Ionian rounded rim Fig. 27

2.6.3 A/5ƣ
P.H. 4.1; est. Diam. (rim) 13.0 cm.
Preserves just over 1/4 rim with part of neck wall; broken around area where 

the upper handle would have attached.
Orange micaceous fabric with grayish core, sparse–moderate mix of tan lime 

bits, white, black (small), and few red-brown, 2.5YR 6/6.
Late 6th century b.c.
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8 Chian funnel neck Fig. 27

2.6.3 A/5ƣ
P.H. 5.1; est. Diam. (rim) 12.0 cm.
Preserves ca. 1/8 rim with part of neck wall.
Pale grayish tan somewhat micaceous fabric, moderate–dense mix of gray 

stony, gray glassy, black, all large bits, 7.5YR 6/4.
Third quarter of the 6th century b.c.

9 Chian toe Fig. 27

2.6.1 Ǝ/9Ƥ
P.H. 7.6; max. Diam. (toe) 6.0 cm.
Preserves just over 1/2 toe but nothing of interior of lower body.
Tan slightly micaceous surface, moderate scatter of small white and gray bits, 

rare blackish, 7.5YR 6/6.
500–470 b.c.

10 Southeastern Aegean mushroom rim Fig. 27

2.6.1 Ǝ/9Ƥ
P.H. 5.1; est. Diam. (rim) 12.0 cm.
Preserves ca. 1/6 rim with part of neck wall but nothing of upper handle 

attachment.
Light tan surface with browner core, somewhat micaceous, sparse–moderate 

scatter of large gray glassy bits, red-brown, some black, small lime bits, 7.5YR 6/6.
Early 4th century b.c.?

11 Southeastern Aegean steeply pitched rim (Erythrai?) Fig. 27

2.6.1 Ǝ/9Ƥ
P.H. 3.7; est. Diam. (rim) 15.0 cm.
Preserves ca. 1/6 rim with part of neck wall.
Grayish slip preserved in some places over dusky tan surface, densely speckled 

core with lime infills and white bits readily visible, few tan and black bits, 2.5YR 5/6.
Late 4th or early 3rd century b.c.?

12 Southeastern Aegean hollowed conical knob Fig. 27

2.6.1 Ǝ/9Ƥ
P.H. 5.1; max. Diam. (toe) 6.4 cm.
Nearly complete toe with short bit of stem, nothing of lower body. 
Pale tan micaceous surface, sparse–moderate scatter of very small lime infills, 

rare gray stony and some black, 10YR 7/4 to 5YR 7/6.
Very late 4th–early 3rd century b.c.

Amphora Results of the 2013  Season

The first season of the current excavation campaign built on the discov- 
eries of the previous work done on the site by providing more information 
on the amphora record, and by emphasizing the late 4th- or early 3rd-
century b.c. activity at the site. The contexts of a Thasian stamp dated by 
the eponym Daiphron to ca. 320 (13) and of a poorly identifiable, steeply 
sloping mushroom rim (23) of the late 4th or even the early 3rd century 
b.c. have already been presented above. The vast majority of the amphora 
sherds found in 2013 are attributable to the northern Aegean region 
(13–20). Examples in various fabrics show the tall flaring stem with a 
wide conical underside, which is most often considered Thasian but which  
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appears in many different fabrics. These tall, narrow forms are mostly to be 
dated broadly to the 4th century b.c.—there may be a decline in numbers 
in the late 4th century, but this is not yet certain. Various shorter stem 
toes (e.g., 18) remain of uncertain date, and also appear in many different 
fabrics. Further seasons of excavation and sorting such pieces by fabric and 
stratigraphic phase should begin to bring much more refined typological 
and chronological order to the amphora finds. 

The catalogued long-distance imports (21–23) represent the total of 
diagnostic, imported amphora fragments recovered in the current excava-
tions; the catalogue of North Aegean amphoras is much more selective. 
Even pending more detailed quantification, it is clear from the current and 
past excavations that long-distance imports in the Archaic, Classical, and 
Hellenistic periods were very rare on the Molyvoti Peninsula. Similarly, 
the surface survey conducted in 2014 produced three to four times more 
northern Greek amphora sherds than southern and eastern Aegean im-
ports. Nevertheless, it should be emphasized that North Aegean amphoras 
were not necessarily local to the Molyvoti Peninsula, but could have been 
produced at sites spanning the north coast of the Aegean.

North Aegean Region Amphoras

13 Thasian stamped amphora handle Fig. 12:b

P 117; L13-071; 2.5.4 ƄƇ/5ƥ
P.H. 14.5; p.W. 3.9 cm.
Nearly complete handle but missing any part of rim or shoulder.
ƋƣƴơƺƮ
Rhyton ̄
ƇşƣƻƷş=ƲƺƮ
ca. 320 b.c.

14 North Aegean wedge rim Fig. 28

L13-052; 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƥ
P.H. 3.8; est. Diam. (rim) 11.0 cm.
Preserves 1/6 rim with small part of neck wall.
Tan surface fabric with orange-brown core, sparse–moderate scatter of lime 

infills and dull gray bits, overall fairly fine fabric, 5YR 6/6.
5th–4th century b.c.

15 North Aegean wedge rim Fig. 28

L13-052; 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƥ
P.H. 4.1; est. Diam. (rim) 9.0 cm.
Preserves ca. 1/8 rim with small bit of neck wall. 
Dark red-brown micaceous fabric with moderate scatter of readily visible 

white bits, some gray stony, some blackish, 2.5YR 4/8.
4th century b.c.

16 Thasian wedge rim Fig. 28

L13-080; 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƥ
P.H. 4.2; est. Diam. (rim) 8.0 cm.
Preserves 1/6 rim with small bit of neck wall.
Light reddish brown very micaceous surface, dense packing of gray stony and 

light gray glassy, rare black bits, 5YR 5/8.
4th century b.c.
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17 Thasian(?) wedge rim Fig. 28

L13-046; 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƥ
P.H. 3.5; est. Diam. (rim) 8.0 cm.
Preserves 1/8 rim and small part of neck wall with slight trace of upper handle 

attachment.

14

15

5 cm

14

14

15

5 cm

15

16

17

18

19

5 cm

16

16

17

18

19

5 cm

17

16

17

18

19

5 cm
19

20

5 cm

21

22

23

20

20

5 cm

21

22

23

22

20

5 cm

21

22

23

21

20

5 cm

21

22

23
23

16

17

18

19

5 cm

18

Figure 28. Amphora profiles and 
fabrics from the 2013 excavation  
at the Molyvoti Peninsula. Scale of 
profiles 1:3; blue bar in photos represents  
1 mm. Drawings and photos M. L. Lawall
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Dark red-brown micaceous fabric, very dense mix of gray glassy, black bits, 
some whitish, 5YR 5/8. 

Late 5th–4th century b.c.

18 North Aegean short stem Fig. 28

L13-092; 2.5.4 ƄƉ/5Ƥ
P.H. 21.9; max. Diam. (toe) 7.0 cm.
Preserves complete toe and large piece of lower body.
Coarse dark red-brown micaceous fabric with grayish core, moderate–dense 

packing of large gray stony and glassy bits readily visible, fewer small black bits 
and some white, 5YR 5/6. 

4th century b.c.

19 North Aegean tall stem toe Fig. 28

L13-092; 2.5.4 ƄƉ/5Ƥ
P.H. 10.1; max. Diam. (toe) 7.0 cm.
Preserves lower section of stem toe, missing small chips from the outer 

edge.  
Dark red-brown very micaceous fabric, moderate–dense packing of inclusions, 

readily visible gray glassy bits, smaller white bits, 5YR 5/8.
4th century b.c.

20 North Aegean(?) rounded-folded over rim Fig. 28

L13-062; 2.5.4 #Ɔ/5Ʀ
P.H. 6.2; est. Diam. (rim) 10.0 cm.
Just under 1/4 rim preserved with part of neck wall and trace of upper handle 

attachment. 
Orange-brown somewhat micaceous surface, moderate scatter of readily visible 

white chunks, pale tan bits, lime infills, blackish bits, 2.5YR 5/8. 
Late 4th century b.c.

Long-Distance Imported Amphoras

21 Chian rim and handle Fig. 28

L13-052; 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƥ
P.H. 5.3; est. Diam. (rim) 10.0 cm.
Preserves very small portion of rim including complete profile, with enough 

of the top edge preserved to estimate the diameter and stance; part of one upper 
handle attachment.

Pale tan smooth somewhat micaceous surface, slightly redder core, moder-
ate scatter mix of small white bits, some gray glassy, common red-brown bits, 
7.5YR 5/6.

Second to third quarter of 5th century b.c.

22 Chian straight neck rim Fig. 28

L13-062; 2.5.4 #Ɔ/5Ʀ
P.H. 7.2; est. Diam. (rim) 10.0 cm.
Very little of full rim preserved but the rim Diam. can be estimated; part of 

neck wall also present.
Light tan slightly micaceous surface, moderate mix of small tan bits, few red-

brown, few blackish, some grayish, 5–7.5YR 6/6. 
4th century b.c.
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23 Southeastern Aegean steeply sloping mushroom rim Fig. 28

L13-058; 2.5.4 ƄƇ/5ƥ
P.H. 5.4; est. Diam. (rim) 11.0 cm.
Preserves 1/6 rim with part of neck wall.
Pale tan surface, pale reddish core, speckled surface with streaked gray interior 

surface, slightly micaceous, moderate–dense scatter of large readily visible white 
pieces, often large, and many small lime bits, few small black bits, 2.5YR 6/8.

Late 4th century b.c.

While the earlier publication of amphora material from the Molyvoti 
Peninsula has focused on their chronological implications, and new finds 
continue to make contributions to that study, much of the emphasis of 
amphora studies elsewhere in the region has been on identifying new 
locations of amphora production. There has been some discussion of the 
broader range of finds at some sites, e.g., Oisyme, Akanthos, Abdera, and 
Torone.101 While it may be possible, ultimately, to suggest which amphora 
fabric(s) are attributable to the region of the Molyvoti Peninsula, the cur-
rent research is best positioned to contribute to the study of trade networks 
both across the North Aegean coast and toward the Thracian hinterland.

The attested struggles between Thasos and Maroneia over control of 
Stryme in 361/60 b.c. (Dem. 12.17, 50.20–22) raise the question of how 
much amphora material identifiable as coming from the east is found in 
the area of the Molyvoti Peninsula as compared with the material coming 
from producers further westward, including Thasos, Akanthos, Abdera, 
and Mende. The emerging picture of very limited numbers of imports 
from further south in the Aegean and a dominance of northern regional 
amphora types echoes a pattern of narrowly localized Aegean amphora 
circulation, especially in the Late Archaic period. Elsewhere in the Aegean, 
however, later in the 5th century and through the 4th century b.c., one 
often encounters an opening up of this regionalized circulation, as indi-
cated by the larger numbers of northern amphoras found in the south.102 
While Thasos itself does seem to show a wide range and a substantial 
number of southern imports in the Late Classical period,103 it may be 
that the assemblage of long-distance imports to the Molyvoti Peninsula 
is much more limited. 

It is tempting to consider such a restricted import record in light of the 
late-5th-century b.c. ban on imports between Athos and Cape Pacheia.104 
The effectiveness of such a proclaimed ban, which was well beyond the 
likely military control of Thasos, could be questioned, and the obvious 
presence of imports even on Thasos likewise weakens the case, but the 
law may well describe the general situation of a reduced range of imports 
for “dependent” cities, whether the controlling city was Thasos, Maroneia, 
or some other entity. Ultimately, a clearer, more precise understanding of 
amphora distribution across the north Aegean coast should be accessible 
through past and planned amphora studies in the region.105

Moving from maritime to overland trade, the research at the Molyvoti 
Peninsula, with its focus on the broader assemblage, will ultimately provide 
a point of comparison for assemblages published or currently under study 
from inland Thracian sites. One such contemporary inland site, Linos, 

101. Oisyme: Koukouli-Chrysan-
thaki 2007. Akanthos: Kaltsas 1998, 
only illustrating the amphoras in situ. 
Filis 2012a provides an excellent over-
view of the Archaic northern Greek 
amphoras from the cemetery. Abdera: 
Skarlatidou 2010, only illustrating the 
amphoras in situ. Torone: Paspalas 
1990; Peirce 2001.

102. Lawall 2006, 2013.
103. Blondé, Muller, and Mulliez 

1991; Grandjean 1992.
104. Salviat 1986; Pébarthe 1999.
105. While publications of isolated 

complete jars from northern sites, espe-
cially from necropoleis, are becoming 
more common (e.g., Dupont and Skar-
latidou 2012; Filis 2012b, 2013), publi-
cations of sherd debris more generally 
comparable across multiple sites are 
rarely undertaken. But see Blondé, 
Muller, and Mulliez 1991; Grandjean 
1992.
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roughly 30 km due north of the Molyvoti Peninsula, shows a very similar 
amphora assemblage to the Molyvoti Peninsula in terms of the dominance 
of northern Aegean amphoras; however, the specific frequencies of differ-
ent northern fabric groups may differ.106 Still further inland, Pistiros is one 
of the more extensively published sites in terms of the amphora finds.107 
One finds a similar concentration of 4th-century b.c. material with a 
declining—but still clear presence—into the early 3rd century b.c. Even 
though Pistiros is closer to the Aegean coast than it is to the Black Sea, 
there does seem to be a greater Pontic amphora presence at Pistiros than 
one encounters at the Molyvoti Peninsula. This initial impression should 
be refined as excavation and further research on the amphoras continues. 
Trade networks for these sites have traditionally been studied from the 
perspective of imports westward from the Pontic coastline, but routes north 
from the Aegean should be considered as well.

COINS 

In 2008, 905 coins that had been found on the Molyvoti Peninsula and in 
the chora of the Classical city during or prior to 2004 were published by 
the Institute of Hellenic and Roman Studies in Athens.108 The monograph 
did not include coins dating from the Late Roman and Byzantine periods 
(81 and 40 coins, respectively). Among the 905 coins, 627 were identified 
as belonging to Maroneia—almost 70%. It is worth noting that only 119 
of the 1,026 coins of any period came from excavations conducted inside 
the walls of the city, while all the others were stray finds from an extended 
area around the city and on the mainland. A quantitative analysis of the 
mints can be found in the 2008 publication.109 

During the 2013 season, 116 coins were found in the course of ex-
cavation, of which 64 turned up in the process of sieving, 50 were found 
in situ, and two were surface finds. The old and new data are provided in 
Table 1 and Figure 29. 

Two coins are silver, two are silver-plated, and the remaining are bronze. 
The oldest coin is a silver hemiekton from Neapolis (modern Kavala), which 
dates back to the first half of the 5th century b.c. (24). To the second 
half of the same century belongs the other silver coin, a Maronitan stater  
(didrachm) (25). There is a gap between ca. 300 b.c., the latest Hellenistic 
coins, and a.d. 259, the earliest Roman coin (35). The latest coin dates to 
the 4th century a.d. and was struck by Honorius, emperor of the western 
Roman Empire from a.d. 395 to 423 (47). No Byzantine coins were found 
in the 2013 season.

The coins fall into two main chronological groups: the 4th century b.c.,  
primarily represented by Maronitan coins, and the 4th century a.d., primar-
ily represented by coins of Constantius II of the falling-horseman type (see 
p. 47, below). The first group dominates, with bronze issues of Maroneia 
being particularly common, with coins of Zone, Neapolis, and Philip II also 
represented. Out of 69 Classical-Hellenistic coins, 55 (one of them silver) 
have been securely identified as issues of Maroneia; two additional worn 
bronze coins could also come from Maroneia.110 According to the revised 
chronology of Maroneia’s silver coinage, the silver stater with the forepart 

106. A preliminary study of this 
material was carried out in 2014. 
Lawall thanks Elektra Anagnosto- 
poulou as well as the staff of the  
Komotini Museum for making this 
research possible.

107. Bouzek et al. 2007; Tsotzev 
2007; Tu#lová, Ku"ová, and Weissová 
2010.

108. See Psoma, Karadima, and  
Terzopoulou 2008. 

109. Psoma, Karadima, and Terzo-
poulou 2008, pp. lxxxi–lxxxii. For 
Maroneia’s small silver fractions, see 
Terzopoulou 2003. 

110. In contrast to the coin data, a 
study of ceramics found at Molyvoti 
other than amphoras (Blondé and 
Picon 2002) found a substantial contri-
bution from Thasian workshops and 
one fabric group from Abdera. 
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Authority 

Until 2004 2013

Excavation Stray 
Finds 

Excavation

Silver Bronze Silver Bronze

Abdera   33   

Ainos  1 4   

Dikaia 1  7   

Maroneia 7 74 546 1 56

Agathokleia Maroneia  1 4   

Orthagoreia   10   

Topeiros   1   

Zone  3 10  1

Aigospotamoi   1   

Chersonnesos  1 3   

Imbros  1   

Samothrace   2  3

Thasos  1 8   

Kings, dynasts, and 
   generals of Thrace   11   

Akanthos   2   

Argilos   1   

Neapolis 2 1 10 1  

Philippi   7   

Thasian on the mainland   2   

Thessaloniki   3   

Amyntas III   2   

Philip II   11  1

Alexander III  2 35  1

Demetrios I   3   

Trikke     1

Athens   2   

Aigina   1   

Argolis   1   

Nikomedes I (Bithynia)   1   

Birytis Troad  1    

Tenedos   1   

Leuke Ionia   1   

Apameia Phrygia   1   

Antiochos II   3   

Roman coins   5   

Late Roman coins  9 72 2* 45

Unattributed  14 63  4
* = silver-plated

TABLE 1. PROVENANCE OF COINS FOUND ON THE 
MOLY VOT I P ENINSULA AND IN THE H INTERLAND
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of a horse to the left and a vine in a square surrounded by the official’s name 
belongs to period V, 430–400 b.c. (25).111 The others, all bronze, belong 
to the first half of the 4th century b.c., with 14 dating to 400–350 b.c.  
(e.g., 26) and 40 dating more narrowly to 375–350 b.c. (e.g., 27–29). 

The iconographical types of Maroneia parallel previous discoveries at 
the Molyvoti Peninsula: the type of Apollo with his head to the left is rep-
resented by nine coins (e.g., 26), of grapes by three coins, of horse forepart 
to the left by 29 (e.g., 25, 27, 28), and of horse protome to the right by 12 
(e.g., 29). The iconography helps to distinguish the denomination of the 
bronzes.112 These types, especially the type of Apollo head to left, repre-
sent the first bronze series of Maroneia’s mint from the beginning of the  
4th century b.c.113 and run parallel to period VI of silver currency.114 In 
the course of the 4th century, Zone started to strike its own bronze coins 
with Apollo head to right on the observe and three different types on the 
reverse: lyre, wreath, and deer.115 At Molyvoti, a coin from Zone (30) was 
found at the crossroads within L13-071, the same locus as Maroneia’s 
bronze coins of the types with horse forepart to the left or right that date 
to 375–350 b.c.

The coin of Philip II found in 2013 is among the most common types 
of his bronze currency (31). At the Molyvoti Peninsula, 12 coins of that 
type have been found in the past. Scholars often explain the presence of 
Macedonian or other royal issues as having resulted from military expedi-
tions, stressing that they served as the siteresion, the daily pay of soldiers.116

Only a few coins belong to the Hellenistic period; all of them are 
bronze and they were minted by Alexander III, Trikke, and Samothrace 
(e.g., 32–34). The coin of Alexander III could be placed in the context of 
military expeditions to the east, while the presence of three Samothracian 
coins with Athena head to right and a prow or a ram’s head to left attest 
to a network of sacred contacts.117 An unusual find from the 2013 sea-
son was the coin of Thessalian Trikke, of the late 4th to the beginning 
of the 3rd century b.c. Thessalian coins are very rare in Aegean Thrace  

Figure 29. Provenance of Classical 
and Hellenistic coins found in 2013. 
M. Tasaklaki

111. In this report we use the re- 
vised chronology proposed by Psoma; 
see Psoma, Karadima, and Terzopoulou 
2008, pp. 123–155.

112. Psoma, Karadima, and Terzo-
poulou 2008, p. 188.

113. Terzian and van Steen 2003; 
Psoma, Karadima, and Terzopoulou 
2008, p. 134.

114. Psoma, Karadima, and Terzo-
poulou 2008, p. 173.

115. Galani-Krikou 1996, pp. 72– 
73.

116. Psoma, Karadima, and Terzo-
poulou 2008, p. 209, n. 16.

117. Psoma, Karadima, and Terzo-
poulou 2008, p. 250; Tasaklaki and 
Chatziprokopiou 2010.
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(with only two from Phalana, one from Zone, and one from Maroneia 
found in excavated contexts),118 not only because of the distance that 
divides the two areas, but also because there were no commercial land 
routes between them.

A relatively high proportion of Roman and especially Late Roman 
coins were found in the 2013 season: 47 out of 116. Issues of Gallienus 
(35), Aurelianus (38), Diocletianus or Maximianus and Claudius II (36, 
37) constitute the earliest numismatic material at the site after a long 
period of abandonment. Overall, the presence of coins in the second half 
of the 3rd century is rare when compared to the next period of Roman 
coinage, following the reform of the money system with the coinage of 
Diocletianus. Indeed, the majority of the Late Roman coins date to the 
first half of the 4th century a.d., and are dominated by Constantius’s 
falling-horseman type, which was introduced as part of the coinage reform 
of a.d. 348 by Constantius II and Constans (e.g., 45). Falling horsemen 
were also issued by Constantius Gallus (a.d. 351–354), Magnentius 
(a.d. 350–353), and Julian while they ruled as Caesars (a.d. 355–359) 
appointed by Constantius II, but the type was retired when Julian suc-
ceeded Constantius II. There are no falling horsemen coins minted by 
Julian as Augustus.119 After 352, only Constantius’s type continued to be 
struck by 15 mints until a.d. 357/8. The presence of a significant number 
of these types on the Molyvoti Peninsula and more broadly in Aegean 
Thrace, including a hoard of 443 coins in Kyprinos near Orestiada in the 
prefecture of Evros,120 could stem from military expeditions against the 
Alamanni on the Danube frontiers.

Cl assic al: Silver

24 Coin of Neapolis Fig. 30

C 96; L13-080; 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƥ
10.17 mm; 0.50 g; 12 h
Hemiekton. Gorgon head/incuse square.
Psoma, Karadima, and Terzopoulou 2008, PM 126a–c.
First half 5th century b.c.

25 Coin of Maroneia Fig. 30

C 93; L13-073B; 2.6.3 Ƅ/6ƥ
19.66 mm; 5.12 g; 9 h
Stater. Horse forepart to left/vine in square, inscription around (illegible).
E.S.G. 83–84; Psoma, Karadima, and Terzopoulou 2008, p. 167 (period V).
430–400 b.c.

Cl assic al: Bronz e

26 Coin of Maroneia Fig. 30

C 84; L13-055; 2.6.3 Ƅ/5ƥ 
12.30 mm; 1.19 g; 6 h
Apollo head to left/grapes in incuse square.
Psoma, Karadima, and Terzopoulou 2008, PM 39c–e.
400–350 b.c.

118. Galani-Krikou 1996, pp. 68– 
69, table II; Psoma, Karadima, and  
Terzopoulou 2008, p. 108, no. M323.

119. On the falling-horseman type, 
see RIC VIII, pp. 34–39.

120. Komotini Archaeological 
Museum, Numismatic Catalogue  
nos. 3176–3618.
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27 Coin of Maroneia  Fig. 30

C 104; L13-071; 2.5.4 #Ɔ/5Ʀ
11.46 mm; 1.06 g; 12 h
Horse forepart to left/grapes.
Psoma, Karadima, and Terzopoulou 2008, PM 55a.
375–350 b.c.

28 Coin of Maroneia Fig. 30

C 114; L13-071; 2.5.4 #Ɔ/5Ʀ
11.22 mm; 1.12 g; 5–6 h
Horse forepart to left/grapes =2?�ƛ.
Psoma, Karadima, and Terzopoulou 2008, PM 54e.
375–350 b.c.

24

25

26 27

28 29

33 34

Figure 30. Selection of Classical and 
Hellenistic coins found in 2013. 
Scale 2:1. Photos M. Tasaklaki
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29 Coin of Maroneia Fig. 30

C 115; L13-071; 2.5.4 #Ɔ/5Ʀ
10.63 mm; 1.51 g; 1 h
Horse forepart to right/grapes Ɣ�ƛ�Ɣ�ƛ�Ɣ�ƛ.
Psoma, Karadima, and Terzopoulou 2008, PM 56o.
375–350 b.c.

30 Coin of Zone

C 95; L13-071; 2.5.4 ƄƇ/5ƥ
10.49 mm; 0.79 g
Apollo head to right/wreath. Very worn.
Galani-Krikou 1997, p. 73, Type III.
4th century b.c.

31 Coin of Philip II

C 24; L13-010; 2.6.3 Ƅ/6ƣ
16.93 mm; 4.99 g; 1 h
Head of young man to right/rider to left.
SNG Alpha Bank 370–380.
360–336 b.c.

Hel lenistic

32 Coin of Alexander III

C 21; L13-009; 2.5.4 ƄƇ/5ƥ
18.21 mm; 5.04 g
Herakles head to right/worn.
SNG Alpha Bank 712–73.7.
336–323 b.c.

33 Coin of Trikke Fig. 30

C 90; L13-062; 2.5.4 #Ɔ/5Ʀ
20.91 mm; 6.46 g; 9 h
Head of the nymph Trikke to left/young Asklepios seated to right feeding 

bird to snake.
Rogers 1932, 556a; SNG Cop 267.
Ca. 300 b.c.

34 Coin of Samothrace Fig.30

C 69; L13-025; 2.5.4 ƄƇ/5ƥ
10.63 mm; 0.98 g; 3 h
Athena head to right/prow to left.
Gadbery 1992, pp. 331–334.
Ca. 300 b.c.

Roman

35 Coin of Gallienus Fig. 31

C 86; L13-056; 2.6.3 A/6ƣ
23.54 mm; 2.9 g; 6 h
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Bust of emperor radiate to right GALLIEN[VS]AVG/she-wolf to left suckling 
Remus and Romulus.

RIC V.1, pp. 93, no. 329.
a.d. 259

36 Coin of Claudius II Fig. 31

C 85; L13-056; 2.6.3 A/6ƣ
22.74 mm; 4.36 g; 6 h
Bust of emperor radiate to right MP[CL]AVDIVSPFAVG/Fides holding spear 

or scepter in left hand and standard in right [FIDE]S MILIT.
RIC V.1, p. 214, no. 38.
a.d. 268–270

37 Coin of Claudius II Fig. 31

C 87; L13-056; 2.6.3 A/6ƣ
21.07 mm; 2.54 g; 7 h
Bust of emperor radiate to right IMPCCLAVD[IVSAV]G/Libertas holding pileus 

in right hand and vertical scepter in left [LI]BERT AVG X.
RIC V.1, p. 216, no. 63.
a.d. 268–270

38 Coin of Aurelianus Fig. 31

C 18; L13-002; 2.6.3 A/6Ʀ
22.12 mm; 2.70 g; 12 h

Figure 31. Selection of Roman  
coins found in 2013. Scale 3:2.  
Photos M. Tasaklaki 

36

37 38

39 40

35
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Bust of emperor to right/emperor receiving globe from Jupiter, worn; inscrip-
tions illegible.

Cf. RIC V.I, p. 270, no. 48 (Rome); p. 289, no. 225 (Siscia); p. 294, no. 259 
(Serdica).

a.d. 272–274

39 Coin of Licinius I Fig. 31

C 91; L13-063; 2.6.3 A/6ƥ
20.02 mm; 8.91 g; 12 h
Bust of emperor radiate to right IMPCVALLICINLICINIVSPFAVG/Zeus stand-

ing to left holding Victory on globe in right hand; eagle with wreath to left and 
captive to right [IOVICONS]-ERVATORI.

Cf. RIC VII, p. 548, no. 52 (Heraclea), p. 607, no. 44 (Nicomedia), p. 645, 
no. 15 (Cyzicus), p. 682, no. 35 (Antioch).

a.d. 321–324

40 Coin of Constantius II Fig. 31

C 30; L13-002; 2.6.3 A/6Ʀ
19.30 mm; 3.20 g; 5 h
Bust of emperor to left [FL IVLC]ONSTANTIVS NOB[C]/camp gate PRO- 

VIDEN-TIAECAESS/MNA.
RIC VII, p. 620, no. 124.
a.d. 325–326

41 Coin of Constantius II Fig. 32

C 38; L13-002; 2.6.3 A/6Ʀ
17.45 mm; 2.02 g; 12 h
Bust of emperor to right FLIVL[CONSTAN-T]IVSNOBC/two soldiers facing 

each other, holding reversed spear in outer hand, resting inner hand on shield set 
on ground, two standards between them GLOR-[IA EXERC]-ITVM/CONS.

Cf. RIC VII, p. 579, no. 61, p. 582, no. 82.
a.d. 330–335

42 Coin of Constans Fig. 32

C 27; L13-010; 2.6.3 A/6ƣ
15.28 mm; 1.18 g; 11 h
Bust of emperor to right FLIVLCONSTANTIVSNOBC/two soldiers facing 

each other, holding reversed spear in outer hand, resting inner hand on shield set 
on ground, one standard between them GLOR IAEXERC ITVM.

Cf. RIC VII, p. 659, no. 129.
a.d. 335–337

43 Coin of Constantius II Fig. 32

C 40; L13-001; 2.6.3 A/6ƥ
14.32 mm; 1.44 g; 12 h
Bust of emperor to right/two soldiers facing each other, holding reversed spear 

in outer hand, resting inner hand on shield set on ground, one standard between 
them, worn inscriptions illegible.

Cf. RIC VIII p. 450, no. 43.
a.d. 337–340

44 Coin of Constans? Fig. 32

C 36; L13-002; 2.6.3 A/6Ʀ
15.72 mm; 1.54 g; 5 h
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41
42

43
44

45

46

47

Figure 32. Selection of Roman coins 
found in 2013. Scale 2:1. Photos M. 
Tasaklaki

Bust of emperor to right DNCONSTA-[/Inscription in wreath VOT XX 
MVLT XXX.

Cf. RIC VIII p. 433, nos. 47, 55 (Heraclea), p. 453, no. 74 (Constantinople).
a.d. ca. 347–348

45 Coin of Constantius Gallus Fig. 32

C 11; L13-002; 2.6.3 A/6Ʀ
18.96 mm; 2.04 g; 6 h
Bust of emperor to right/soldier to left spearing fallen horseman FELTEMP -  

R[EPARATIO].
Cf. RIC VIII, p. 419, nos. 186, 190.
a.d. 351–354

46 Coin of Arcadius Fig. 32

C 10; L13-001; 2.6.3 A/6ƥ
12.16 mm; 1.10 g; 11 h
Bust of emperor to right [DNA]RCA[DI]VS[PFAVG]/Victory advancing to 

left carrying trophy on shoulder and dragging captive [SALVS REI - PVBLICAE].
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Cf. RIC IX, p. 198, no. 26c (Heraclea), p. 234, no. 86c (Constantinople),  
p. 246, no. 26c (Cyzicus), p. 262, no. 45c (Antioch).

a.d. 388–392

47 Coin of Honorius Fig. 32

C 92; L13-065; 2.6.3 A/6ƥ
14.30 mm; 1.81 g; 12 h
Bust of emperor to right DNHONORI-[VSPFAVG]/emperor standing to left, 

head to right, holding spear with right hand and resting on shield with left. Victory 
holding wreath in left hand crowns him [VIRTVS-EXERCITI].

Cf. RIC X, p. 246, nos. 57, 59 (Heraclea); no. 61 (Constantinople); nos. 63, 65 
(Nicomedia); p. 247, nos. 68, 69 (Cyzicus); p. 247, nos. 72, 73 (Antioch), p. 247,  
no. 76 (Alexandria).

a.d. 395–401

DISCUSSION

The first season of MTAP provided valuable data on the urban plan of the 
city that supplemented as well as modified earlier views. The presence of 
two harbors rather than one was detected, and the orientation of one city 
wall was modified and its length was extended. The Hippodamian grid 
plan has been detected through geophysical survey and insulae have been 
calculated as measuring 74 ! 37 m, with individual structures of 18.5 ! 
18.5 m. Since Bakalakis never excavated a complete structure, let alone 
a whole insula, this new information is a welcome addition to scholars’ 
knowledge of the site and of the region. The dimensions of the structures 
are considerable and the grid plan represents centralized planning, but 
public spaces such as an agora have yet to be identified. Interestingly, the 
grid plan appears to shift in some locations.

As for the function of the city and daily life in the Classical–Hellenistic 
period, trading activity is evident from the abundance of amphoras found 
in every excavation square and visible on the surface of plow zones. This 
impression is now confirmed by the surface survey, which in 2014 detected 
amphora fragments in almost every 20 ! 20 m survey unit. Based upon 
the types of amphoras found at the site, the trading activity was relatively 
localized, with north Aegean imports far outnumbering long-distance 
imports. The contents of the amphoras, as well as other objects of trade, 
are still under study, but the discovery of a large pithos with slight remains 
of grain may provide one clue. The predominance of Classical Maronitan 
coins further supports the view that trade was mostly regional in nature. 
Rather than indicating that the site was Archaic–Classical Maroneia, they 
may instead show the extent to which the city was in Maroneia’s sphere of 
influence in the 4th century b.c.

Archaeobotanical and zooarchaeological remains provide new in-
formation on diet and the settlement’s relationship with the landscape. 
Evidence for cereal processing and food preparation activities near the 
Classical crossroads was found, and in this period a bias for sheep/goat 
was evident. The floral and faunal record changed dramatically in the Late 
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Roman period, which was particularly well represented by the redeposited 
debris in the construction fill of the circular feature. In this period, there 
was a much greater diversity of crops, and of mammals and fish than the 
earlier periods, and pig was common.

As in previous seasons, little Archaic material was found, apart from 
a few fine-ware and amphora sherds, and an antefix. Perhaps the greatest 
contribution of the 2013 season was to refine the chronology of the site 
occupation during the Classical–Hellenistic periods and to add a new Late 
Roman period to the site. Revised dates for old finds such as amphora 
stamps, saltcellars, and kantharoi, together with new finds from secure con-
texts, place the end of the settlement in the late 4th or most probably early 
3rd century. This new chronology militates against Bakalakis’s view that 
Philip destroyed the city ca. 350 b.c. with the assistance of the Maronitans. 
Indeed, no evidence of burning or weapons was found in 2013 that could 
support the view that the city suffered a violent destruction, although the 
excavation was limited in its extent, and such evidence may exist elsewhere. 
Lead sling bullets have reportedly been found on the peninsula, but not in 
controlled excavations, where the formation of “destruction” strata suggests 
instead a gradual abandonment process.121 Tiles in the Classical structure 
collapsed over time into the building, and the large pithos by the Bulgarian 
war trench was probably destroyed by a crumbling roof. Elsewhere, on 
either side of the ancient crossroads, structures decomposed onto the 
street. The Classical settlement experienced a gradual termination into the 
Early Hellenistic period. This new chronology offers the opportunity to 
reconsider what caused the settlement’s demise. At this stage of MTAP, 
only tentative alternatives may be offered.

Despite the continued existence of the city in the late 4th and 3rd 
century, Philip may still have been a primary cause of the city’s decline. He 
ravaged nearby lands in 353 or 352 b.c.122 If he did not destroy the city on 
the Molyvoti Peninsula, he may still have sufficiently damaged the region 
or unsettled the inhabitants to such a degree that his actions could have 
been the underlying cause of a gradual exodus.

Other explanations for decline may be found in the changes of the 
regional political and economic climate. The prosperity of many Greek cities 
on the coast depended on stable relations with the Thracians, who could 
supply goods and provide security. While Hellenistic–Roman Maroneia 
prospered under an apparently close connection to the Thracians, Abdera 
was ravaged by the Triballoi.123 There are indications that Greek-Thracian 
relationships throughout the region were undergoing significant trans-
formations over the course of the second half of the 4th century b.c. The 
primary cause of instability was the death of Kotys in 359, after which 
the Odrysian kingdom fragmented under three rulers, with infighting 
and shifting alliances with external powers such as Philip and Athens.124 

121. The bullets have not been pub-
lished and do not have museum inven-
tory numbers. However, excavation in 
2014 uncovered three uninscribed lead 
bullets from within the house.

122. Polyaenus, Strat. 4.2.22, associ-

ated with the episode described at 
Dem. 23.183. See Hammond and 
Griffith 1979, pp. 264–267.

123. Maroneia: Isaac 1986, p. 122; 
Peter 1997, p. 51. Attack on Abdera 
(with the help of the Maronitans): 

Diod. Sic. 15.36.3–4; Schol. Aristid. 
Or. 1.172.2, 1.173.17.

124. Rhodes and Osborne 2003,  
pp. 234–237, no. 47; see also Dem. 
23.8–12.
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A much-discussed inscription found near Vetren in Bulgaria, often 
called the Pistiros inscription and probably dating not long after the death 
of Kotys, testifies to closely monitored relationships between Thracians and 
emporitai, and indicates that significant changes in these relationships were 
underway.125 Though many aspects of the inscription are subject to debate, 
it is clear that one or more Thracian kings guaranteed security (such as 
freedom from hostage-taking and inviolability of property) and provided 
tax exemptions to some but, significantly, not all Greek cities and traders. 
The king(s) also specifically guaranteed certain privileges that were in force 
during the time of Kotys, suggesting that his death led to a need for trading 
networks to be actively maintained or reestablished. Philip’s termination 
of Odrysian rule in 342/341 b.c.126 would only have exacerbated any dif-
ficulties facing Greek cities, by withering supply, demand, and security. 
Though the fates of the cities on the Thracian coast under Alexander and 
Lysimachos are not clear, many Thracian tribes retained their autonomy 
and there is little sign of a return to political and economic stability.127 Such 
a situation may have contributed to the gradual decline experienced by the 
settlement on the Molyvoti Peninsula. The site may have been particularly 
vulnerable to regional changes in the 4th century b.c. because its trading 
network appears to have been relatively localized, as discussed above. Such 
a smaller network was less flexible and more liable to decline following the 
shifts in regional power structures and decreased security. 

Finally, environmental reasons for the city’s decline, such as the silt-
ing up of harbors and of the Filiouri River, cannot be excluded, and are in 
the course of being studied.128 Preliminary results suggest that the current 
marshy environment around the city existed in antiquity as well. While such 
a landscape could provide rich resources, as seen in the zooarchaeological 
record of the Late Roman period, it could also render habitation difficult. 
Such challenges may have been exacerbated through geomorphological 
changes. In particular, it seems that over time the coastline shifted, espe-
cially where the Filiouri River empties into the sea. Such alluviation may 
have increased the marshy conditions and diminished the city’s ease of 
access to the hinterland.

The new identification of one or more Late Roman phases—preliminary  
study of the ceramics date them to the 2nd to 6th centuries a.d., while 
the coins are dated more narrowly from a.d. 259 to 395–401—poses 
exciting new research questions. How widespread was the Late Roman 
activity? In what ways was the site reappropriated? How and why did 
the economy, culture, and society change? The Late Roman architectural 
remains in the region of the Classical city so far have only been found in 
the area of the 2013 excavation, and here focused in the Classical structure 
and the circular feature, while the isolated Late Roman ceramics in the 
crossroads and the Bulgarian war trench excavation squares were small 
and very worn. Thus, the Late Roman activity appears relatively local-
ized. The faunal and archaeobotanical assemblage suggest a multipurpose 
site, such as a wealthy farmstead, that engaged with the landscape in a 
variety of ways, with a more diverse subsistence strategy than during the 
Classical period. Regional pottery wares are well represented, but the site 
also profited from its location on the coast and near the Filiouri River, 

125. Bosnakov 1999; Bravo and 
Chankowski 1999; Chankowski and 
Domaradzka 1999; Domaradzka 1999, 
2002; Loukopoulou 1999; Salviat 1999; 
Demetriou 2012, pp. 153–187; Hatzo-
poulos 2013. 

126. Hammond and Griffith 1979, 
pp. 554–566.

127. Jordanov 1996, pp. 239–240. 
For the history of the region from the 
Macedonian conquest to the second 
half of the 3rd century b.c., see Peter 
1997, pp. 159–164; Archibald 1998,  
pp. 304–316. 

128. Some environmental explana-
tions are offered in Loukopoulou and 
Psoma 2008, pp. 73–74. 
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which facilitated trade and communication with Constantinople and the 
eastern Mediterranean.

Located between the sea and hinterland, Greece and Thrace, Maroneia 
and Thasos, the city on the Molyvoti Peninsula offered unique opportu-
nities for interaction. The project has uncovered evidence to support its 
status as a trading port in the Classical period, and demonstrated that it 
remained well connected even when its scale and activity were reduced in 
the Late Roman period. Connectivity changed, from a more regional to a 
more long-distance network. But, in both phases, the project has shown 
that the site was not oriented toward the sea alone. Ties with the hinterland 
are evident, and will be further explored through future survey work. More 
than a static node in a trade network, the peninsula was a dynamic, albeit 
precarious, place to live.
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