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THis sTuDY treats the grave stelai dating from the Classical to the Late Hellenistic
periods that have been found in the region of ancient Achaea, including four belonging to
the same types from Northwest Arcadia which in some aspects forms a unit with Achaea.
They are stored in the Patras Museum, except for those from Eastern Achaea, which were
recently transterred to the Aegion Museum.

Fewer than a third of these stelai have been published or mentioned in isolated reports
in the AA, Xpovika, and in various articles (1, 2, 3,4, 8,9, 11, 15, 17, 19, 20, 21, 26, 27, 28,
29, 30, 31, 39, 41, 44, 45, 46, 49, 55, 74), " or have been the subject of incidental reference
and comment in such distinguished monographs on funerary monuments as those by
Mobius, Fraser and Ronne or Schmaltz. A short article on the sofa-capitals of Achaean
stelai was published by the writer in the AAA, 1975.

A number of inscribed stelai from Achaea are also known from earlier references, but
they were never inventoried in the Museum, cannot now be located and are probably lost.
They are mentioned in epigraphical publications, but no details of their exact types are
given. It has therefore not been possible to include them in the typological analysis except
for two, about which the information is more complete (see n. 102, 124). The inscribed
stelai from Pellene are also not to be found in the Patras or Aigion Museum and their fate is
unknown to me (see n. 19).

A few recent finds are not included here because they will be published by archaeo-
logists of the Ephorate of Antiquities, who found them, but they are of the commoner and
simpler types and except for the names in their inscriptions they add no new element of
interest.

Athanasios Rizakis, who has undertaken to publish a Corpus of Achaean Inscriptions
for the National Hellenic Research Foundation, has written an epigraphical commentary
on the inscriptions on these stelai. He has also verified the present reading of the inscrip-
tions.

The text of this book was completed in October 1990.

J.A.P.

* The numbers of the plates are the same as those in the Catalogue.
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Overview

Types and Decoration

The funerary menuments of Achaea and the Northwest Peloponnese followed the course
of the Achaean World which moved from the wings, where it had been during the Classical
period, into the historical limelight of the Hellenistic period. The gradual political and econ-
omic expansion of Achaea and the consequent prevailing social conditions, account for
the finds of that period, like the gold funerary jewellery and the composite grave stelai.'
Such creations with their originality and high quality must be considered products befitting
the primary role of the Achaean Confederacy.

Before the 3rd c. B.C. grave stelai in Achaea were not only rare, but without any special
individuality of their own: the pillar-types and the plaques (1-10), the stelai with a crown
moulding (13-16) and the simple pedimental stelai (17-29), which continue down to the late
Hellenistic period and later, are coqmmon types with a long duration in many areas. A
search for the centre where the last two types originated might lead to Attica. Their appear-
ance in the Northwest Peloponnese, not before the 4th c. B.C., cannot be explained by any
facts we can determine. They are simple types of elementary forms with a wide distribution
in Greece and they could easily have been imitated by local craftsmen.

There may have been some political reason why Attic palmette-stelai, a very common
4th c. B.C. type, did not occur in the Peloponnese as they did elsewhere (see p. 37f), and
almost the only known example is our stele 12, which must be an import from Attica.
Direct Attic influence is clear on stele 11 as early as the 5th c. B.C., but this is a unique
example.

While types of Groups I, IIT and IV (figs. 1-6) continued until late in the Roman period,
the most numerous and characteristic examples of Hellenistic stelai, especially from the
2nd c. B.C., are the pedimental stelai with sunken panels (30-42) (fig. 7), the simpler nai-
skos-stelai (43-44) (figs. 8-9) and the composite types A and B (45-73) (figs. 10-11)7.

On the composite types the naiskos is always on the upper part of the stele, while,
except for a few cases (53 and 54), the lower part has a sofa capital crowning. In most cases
the lower part is plain except for some stelai which carry relief representations of certain

1. On the historical background of Achaean art of  Tpiavragviiov, 1990, 465-471 and below p. 20, 122.
the Classical and Hellenistic periods, see PAPAPO- 2. The last Group of fragments (59-73) may include
stoLou, 1977, 282 ff.; IDEM, Twuntikog topos K. N. some non-composite naiskoi (see p. 53 and stele 70).
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objects. The difference between the two types is found in the naiskos form: according to the
present evidence Type A (fig.10) always has a pedimental crowning, the sofa-capital frieze
is decorated with relief scroll and the architrave has one band. Type B (fig.11) has an upper
horizontal termination and usually an added finial, in all probability pedimental; it has a
plain sofa-capital frieze with a cyma recta section and a two-band architrave. As we shall
see below, the composite form is a broader characteristic feature in Hellenistic funerary art
and also occurs elsewhere, sometimes in similar types to the Achaean. The actual Achaean
composite types, however, are to some extent an original creation peculiar to the region
and possess their own style. The fact that the precursors of the composite naiskoi are also to
be found in Achaea, is evidence of this.

The wide range of types encountered in Achaea is considerable compared with the Hel-
lenistic grave monuments of Northwest and Central Greece and the rest of the Pelopon-
nese. They come second only to the Aegean and East Greek grave monuments in the var-
iety of their types and the richness of their motifs.

The connections between Achaea and other centers on the Greek mainland, the East
and the West in terms of the principles of the decoration and motifs, which we shall treat
later, were undoubtedly stimulated by the role of the old Achaean world as the nucleus of
the Confederacy, which enabled it to build up relations with the rest of the Hellenistic
world. Achaea was an open country.

When we consider these Achaean stelai we must bear in mind that painting was one of
their most important characteristics. The only unpainted ones were the sandstone stelai §,
8, 9, 10, and possibly the simple inscribed slabs; all the rest must have carried painted
representations and/or ornaments.

Not only did the shallow sunken panels (depth 15-3 mm) and naiskoi backgrounds
(depth 1.5-2.5 cm) provide fields for representations or floral ornaments like those on the
naiskoi painted on Apulian vases,? but the plain surfaces of the shafts of stelai with a crown
moulding (13-16) or a pediment (17-29) could also be decorated with painted representa-
tions or ornaments, like the red knotted ribbons on stelai 17 and 20, or other objects.
Furthermore the raised bands on the upper part of the shafts, the plain sofa-capitals, the
background of the pediments, the acroteria, mouldings, cornices, etc., must have been
decorated with painted scrolls or other motifs.* Colour would also have been used on the
relief decoration. Only faint traces of all this profusion of painted decoration have sur-
vived, as we shall see below.

On the composite stelai the relief decoration has survived. The half-columns are mostly
Corinthian and a few naiskoi have Doric antae (43, 44, 59, 71, 72); there is only one

3. Examples: Trendall-Cambitoglou I, pl. 124. 1-4; 115 ff.; R. PAGENSTECHER, Unteritalische Grabdenk-
I1, pl. 208. 6; and Suppl. I, pl. 8. 4. And see H. LOH-  maler, 1912, 79 ff., 98 ff.
MANN, Grabmadler auf Unteritalischen Vasen, 1979, 4. See n. 88.
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instance of Ionic half-columns (69). The most prominent and characteristic feature of our
naiskoi, which is not found in other centres, is the frieze in the form of a sofa-capital, which
we see repeated on the top of the lower shaft of the composite stelai. It is decorated in
relief, at least on the composite type A, with a running spiral-scroll in the Classical tradition
or a flower-scroll. This foliate decoration on the friezes of Achaean stelai is a further
unique characteristic. From these relief ornaments we can to some extent guess at the form
of the missing painted scrolls, for example on the plain sofa-capitals of the composite type
B (59-73), although of course in painted decoration many other ornamental motifs are
possible.

Figurative relief representations are entirely absent from the Achaean stelai, and in
only a few cases do we find various objects or rosettes depicted in relief on the lower parts
of stelai 43, 45, 46, 47, 49, 52. The same holds true for the stelai from the whole Northwest
Peloponnese, except for the Eleian stele from Skillountia.” In this respect, therefore, our
stelai, even though they lack their painted representations, should be assigned to the same
class as the painted stelai from Thessaly, Macedonia, Sidon, Alexandria, etc.®

On the stelai with a crown moulding or a pediment and especially on the much simpler
inscribed slabs the engraved inscriptions play an important ornamental role,” but in the
absence of the painted decoration, which was their principal feature, we cannot tell what
sort of impression was made by the relationship between these two different elements.
Concern for the decorative function of the inscription continues in the case of the pedi-
mental stelai with a sunken panel or the naiskos stelai, on which the inscription is symme-
trically arranged above the sunken panel or on the architrave. The rules governing
the disposition of the inscriptions on the stelai and the composition of their elements
are treated separately for each type.

5. Olympia Museum A917: AA 33 (1978) BI, 78, pl.
22y.

6. See V. v. GRAEVE, La Thessalie, 112, no. 3 with
bibliography; SCHMALTZ, XIX; [TAAIAAEAH no. 7 ff.,
pp- 15, 97 ff.; G. MENDEL, Catalogue des sculptures
grecques, romaines et byzantines des musées impé-
riaux ottomanes I, 1912, 258 ff., nos. 102-108; B. R.
BROWN, Ptolemaic Paintings and Mosaics and the Alex-
andrian Style, 1957, pls 1-21. There are now painted
stelai with decorative ornaments and one with a figure
from Messene in the Mavromati Museum: To "Epyov
1987, 104. For the rare painted representations of
Aegean and East Greek stelai, see PFUHL-MOBIUS 11,
563 ff. For the stelai of Lilybaeum, see G. GABRICI,
MonAnt 33 (1929) 41 ff., pls. 1-7. In this context we
remember the often cited comments of PAUSANIAS

about an Achaean grave monument with a painting of
Nikias, which he saw at the gates of Tritaia (VII, 22,
6), another one at Aigai near the river Krathis with a
painted representation that was already faint in his day
(VII, 25, 13), and another in Sicyon (II, 7, 4).
Although he says nothing about the form of these
monuments, we can assume that they were probably
naiskoi and of considerable depth, since the repre-
sentation, which was presumably painted on the stone
and inside the naiskos, needed to be protected from
the elements. The pedimental roof of an aedicula from
Tritaia is reminiscent of such a monument (pl. I, n.
200). SCHMALTZ, 96-97, has already referred to the
lost painted decoration on the Achaean stelai.

7. The designation ““Namenstele” (W. SCHIERING,
AA 1974, 652) is very appropriate for this category.




18 OVERVIEW

Chronology, Use and Reuse

The catalogue contains finds of stelai spanning the chronological period from Classical to
Late Hellenistic times.

Only two stelai, 1 and 11, can be dated to before the 4th ¢. B.C., the first to around the
middle of the 5th c. B.C., and the second to the end of the Sth or to the beginning of the 4th
c. B.C. Few belong to the 4th c.: apart from the Attic palmette-stele 12, there are only
plaque 3 and stelai 13 and 14 with crown mouldings. Stelai 15, 16 (though not its inscrip-
tion) and 17 can be dated to the end of the 4th or beginning of the 3rd c. B.C.

The majority of the stelai, some sixty-two in number, belong to the Hellenistic period,
and most of them, indeed, to the 2nd c. Within this period the chronological boundaries are
difficult to determine, and the epigraphical evidence does not allow of more precise dating.
Most of the inscriptions, however, can be more readily assigned to the 2nd c. B.C. Only
two, plaques 4 and 5, are securely dated by their letter-forms to the 3rd c. B.C., while on
others (6, 30, 43, 44, 59, 60, 61, 62, 65, 74) the inscriptions could have been carved at any
time between the last decades of the 3rd c. and the second half of the 2nd c¢. B.C. Other,
fewer stelai (22, 25, 31, 40, 72) can with some certainty be restricted to the second half of
the 2nd c. and the beginning of the Istc. B.C.

It is difficult to detect any typological development in the shapes of the stelai within the
framework of the groups. Only some secondary traits on the simpler pedimental stelai,
such as the mouldings, are subject to development from the 4th c. B.C to the Late Hel-
lenistic period. The stelai with a sunken panel, which constitute a relatively large category,
possess a typological uniformity that spans the late 3rd to the early 1st c. B.C. The naiskos-
stelai 43 and 44, which with their bipartite form may be considered the direct forerunners of
the fully composite stelai, may even belong to the last decades of the 3rd c. B.C, although a
number of naiskos-stelai of the last group with Corinthian half-columns and a horizontal
top, such as 59, 60, 61, 62 and 65, which would have been evidently more developed
composite stelai, are also contemporary with 43 and 44.

The sofa-capitals and scrolls are of some help in determining the chronology. The capi-
tals with the Classical formation of a half-roundel above the canalis on 74 and 75 are an
older form than that with the canalis border alone, like 46, 49, 50, 51, 58 and 75, or the
simpler type like 45 and 47, on which the modelling is restricted to the two side volutes
without a canalis or roundel. The older type continued to exist for a time alongside the
simpler Hellenistic forms. It does not in any case occur on the Late Hellenistic sofa stelai.

Indeed, both types of scroll-ornament, the traditional spiral-scroll and the running
flower-scroll, which are described in the appropriate chapter, seem to have coexisted. This
is clear from stele 45, which has a Classical spiral-scroll on the upper part and a flower-
scroll on the lower, but it is undoubtedly true that the latter occurs only on the later of the
examples available to us on stelai 45, 46, 50, 55, 72 and 76, which must belong to the late
2nd c. B.C., to judge mainly from the type of the sofa friezes. The latest of all is the flower-
scroll on 72, which dates to the end of the 2nd or the beginning of the 1st c. B.C. The for-
mer scroll is found on stelai that could be as early as the 3rd ¢. B.C., like 74 and 75, but also
on later ones like 45, 47, 48, 56, 58. It is thus safer at present to treat the Middle and Late
Hellenistic phases as a single unity. The lower limit for Groups V-VI based on epigraphical
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and stylistic criteria may be placed at the end of the 2nd and beginning of the 1stc. B.C. A
very few of the Achaean tombstones of Groups I, III and IV may be later in date: the
simple plaques 8, 9 and 10 could on the basis of their Greek inscriptions belong from the 1st
c. B.C. to the Ist c. A.D., as could fragment 27, which is classified among the group of
simple pedimental stelai.

26, a small stele with a triangular top, which is included in the group of plain pedimental
stelai, has a Ist - 2nd c. A.D. inscription — apparently for a gladiator, Aneiketos. The type
of this stele also seems to accord with the letter-forms. This is not, however, the case with
stele 23 from Psophis, whose type is Late Hellenistic (2nd - 1st c. B.C.) but whose in-
scription could also be 3rd c. A.D.; this also applies to 16, whose type belongs to the 4th -
3rd c. B.C., while the letter-forms are 2nd - 1st c. B.C. These were probably old stelai,
uninscribed (unless they originally had painted inscriptions that were effaced), which were
reused on later graves.®

In Achaea older tombstones reused in the Imperial period are less numerous and show
less variety than that evident in other parts, for example Thessaly.” The reuse of stelai
appears to have been limited and almost accidental. In Achaea, moreover, the Roman
period is poor in gravestones generally; the only changes made to the tombstone were the
erasure of the older name and the engraving of a new one, but no fixed rule was observed.

The Hellenistic stelai 48 and 69 were reused for Roman burials in the Imperial period,
and they have indeed been inscribed with the same name, probably that of a father and a
son or grandson; the earlier names had been erased. 48 and perhaps 52, belonging to
composite stelai, had Greek inscriptions in a place not normally used for this purpose:
below the sofa-capital of the lower section; the normal place is on the architrave of the
upper part, which is missing here. This shows that they had apparently already been reused
in the Hellenistic period, but we do not know when or in what circumstances. The Late
Hellenistic stele 42 has an erased inscription above the sunken panel and a new one, of the
Ist c. B.C., on the panel; this is apparently an instance of reuse by another individual and as
his name, Aneiketos, shows perhaps a gladiator. On the contrary, we can say that 4 and §
were reused a few or more decades after their first service, probably for members of the
same family, since the earlier names were not erased. The double names on stelai 32, 34
and 37 clearly belonged to members of the family who were buried in the same tomb, either
simultaneously or within a short time of each other. Only in the case of 34 does it appear
that the second name was inscribed by another hand, perhaps shortly after the first. Appar-
ently with the same purpose in view, the inscription on 55 was confined to the left side of
the architrave in order to leave room on the right for another inscription. On 32 and 37 the
names were inscribed at the same time by the same hand. These stelai may have been
placed on a double tomb, either because two deaths occurred simultaneously or because a
member of the same family was buried some time later in an existing unmarked grave and
on this occasion a stele was erected containing both names. Stelai 9 and 10 commemorate
an Epiktesis, and may therefore belong to members of the same family.

8. Cf. BWGT, 161 ff. 9. CHR. WOLTERS, La Thessalie, 91 ff.
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The relatively small number of 3rd c¢. B.C. grave stelai and of burial finds, at least in
Patras, where there have been extensive excavations and a great many tombs have been
investigated,'’ must be attributed to the catastrophic activities of the Achaean Confeder-
acy during the 3rd c. and the ensuing economic and social crisis. Soon after the formation
of the Confederacy in 280 B.C., Patras suffered great destruction in the war against the
Gauls in 279 B.C. The inhabitants endured so much want that, as Pausanias tells us,'' they
were obliged, except for a few, to abandon the city and take refuge in the countryside and
neighbouring towns. Pausanias’ account has been questioned and these events have been
equated'” with a similar situation that occured at Patras after 146 B.C., when the citizens
were overcome by panic and fled from the city “mpog 00OEV OGPLGUEVOV TOLOVHEVOL TNV
avayopnov’.'? Recent excavations, however, suggest that we should now take Pausanias’
account seriously, because they indicate a falling off in the number of burials after the first
quarter of the 3rd c¢. B.C., which continued until nearly the end of the century. Can this
then be taken as confirmation of Pausanias’ account? In any case the abandonment of
Patras in 146 B.C. could not have lasted for long and certainly not until the founding of the
colony there by Augustus in 14 B.C., because there is an abundance of excavation finds in
the second half of the 2nd c. and the graves become richer; it was also just at this time that
one or more workshops that made gold funerary jewellery were flourishing.'* The city
then acquired a special importance for Roman policy, especially after the destruction of
Corinth. The seaward extension of the city plan indicates a certain economic development,
which must have been connected with the small class of landowners and perhaps mer-
chants. The Roman conquest, so far from having a negative effect on the production of
grave stelai, created the very conditions that favoured their development. Furthermore the
same types and the style continued, and customs did not change. We have nearly as many
Late Hellenistic finds from Dyme," of which the most important is gold jewellery as
we have from Patras about which our information is more complete because of the ex-
cavations there; and even though there have been no extensive excavations at Dyme, a
relatively large number of stelai come from that city. Moreover, in the number of stelai it
has produced, the city of Pharai is about on an equal footing. In view of this, it is reasonable
to suggest that the stelai from Patras that we generally date to the 2nd c. B.C., and by
extension the similar stelai from other Achaean cities, can for the most part be dated to the
second half of that century. The last Achaean stelai we treat seem to coincide with the first
decades of the 1st c. B.C. The few specimens from the Imperial period (26 and perhaps 8-
10) and other sporadic gravestones of this period found in Achaea, which are not included
here, do not change the picture: the production of grave stelai stops during the 1st c. B.C.,

10. A publication of the Classical and Hellenistic 27, n. 30.

finds at Patras by a team of archaeologists under my 13. PoLyBIUS 38, 16.

care is under way. 14. TTAnAnozToAoy 1977, 281 ff.; IDEM 1978, 354
11. VII, 18, 6-7. ff.; IDEM AE 1990, 83 ff.
12. See recently A. PiZAKHE, llpaxtika I AteBvoig 15. [TANANOETOAOY 1977, 281, n. 1; IDEM, AE 1990,

Zvvedpiov lNeromovvnolakdv Erovodv, 1985 (1987-8)  86ff., 99, 125 ff.
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or at least does not continue to the same extent. The warring and decline that occurred in
the 1st c. B.C. must indeed be adequate reasons for the dispersal of the old workshops and
subsequently for certain changes of custom.

Geographical Distribution and Workshops

Only five of our stelai were found outside the borders of ancient Achaea, in Northwest
Arcadia:'® 21, 48 and 69 in the district of Kalavryta (ancient Kynaitha), 4 at Kleitoria and
23 at Psophis. Apart from the Patras stelai, they are all stray finds that were picked up. The
Patras stelai, with one or two exceptions'’ came from excavations in the city, chiefly of the
cemeteries,'® but none of them were found in situ or could be associated with a particular
grave. They had generally been reused as building material in structures of later periods.
Three bases were found in one place without their stelai (pls. X-XIa).

As long as the number of the Northwest Peloponnesian stelai known to us remains the
same and relatively small, and no new ones appear as the result of extensive excavations in
the other main centres, no conclusions can be formed about the extent to which stelai were
employed in different parts of Achaea during the Hellenistic period, since it is quite poss-
ible that new excavations will uncover stelai in areas where stray finds have hitherto been
few. The only certainty is that stelai in general are conspicuously rare in eastern Achaea.
Very few examples have come from Aigion: there is only one still in existence (22); two
others have since been lost. Although there have been many excavations in Aigion in
recent years, they have not produced any stelai. Stele 42, which was formerly kept in the
Akrata Community and is now in Aigion Museum, is another isolated example. The stelai
from Pellene and from Mamousia (ancient Keryneia) (24-26, and a few other unpublished
poros fragments of architectural members, used later as tombstones) are the only groups so
far known from eastern Achaea. There is also a unique example, 27, from central Achaea.
A number of inscribed stelai of Achaea are also known from earlier publications but they
are now apparently lost. '

16. See maps: pp. 24-25, C. BURSIAN, Geographie
von Griechenland 11, 1868-1872; E. MEYER, Pelopon-
nesische Wanderungen, 1957, pl. XII.

17. Nos. 1 and §; the circumstances of their dis-
covery are unknown. It is not even certain whether §
came from Patras.

18. They revealed funerary constructions of the
Hellenistic period that could be related to the stelai
treated here. In addition to cist-graves like the two
with gold funerary jewellery (see n. 14), periboloi of
the IN-form have been found; this is a usual form in
Northwest and West Greece from the 4th ¢. B.C. on

(AA 28 (1973) BI, 210, pls. 1688, 174a, 219, figs. 8-9).
See also the bibliography: AA 32 (1977) BI, 185, and
add AA 22 (1967) B2, 319.

19. The stelai of Pellene: A. K. OpAANAOL, ITAE
1931, 82-83; SGDI 1630; SEG XI, 1276-1281. The lost
stelai: From Dyme: E. DODWELL, A Classical and
Topographical Tour through Greece during the Years
1801, 1805, and 1806 (1809) II, 310; F.C.H.L.
POUQUEVILLE, Voyage de la Gréce 1V, 1824, 377, no.
1; CIG 1, 1547, 1549, 1550, 1551; SGDI, 1616, 1617,
1621; T.N. O©aQMOnoyYAos, lotopia thg mOAEwS TAOV
IMatpdv, 1887, 2nd edition 1950, 235-236, nos. 10-21;
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In attributing the stelai to local workshops, which is one of the most difficult problems,
the following criteria have to be borne in mind: local provenance of the stone, local typolo-
gical preferences and the technical and stylistic similarities between the stelai. Generally it
is helpful if there is a common provenance, since the place where they are found must be
the place of use. The question is whether the place of use can always be accepted as the
place of production. Here the source of the stone may be important, because it is reason-
able to suppose that the workshops existed close to the quarries. There is in any case no
reason to think that there were not separate workshops in the four main centres where the
stelai have been found: Dyme, Patrai, Pharai and Tritaia. Nearby there must have existed
quarries. As we shall see below, most of the stelai were made from a similar kind of lime-
stone that occurs on Mount Erymanthus and in the Araxos district, but it is difficult to
make a more precise attribution. A few composite stelai only are of a stone distinctly dif-
ferent from this common kind: 60, 61, 66 of microbreccia limestone from Mount Panachai-
kon or Erymanthus, found at Pharai; 49, 63 and perhaps 52 of laminated gray limestone
from Mount Skollis, found at Tritaia. It is however also necessary to keep in mind the pos-
sibility that in particular cases ready-made stelai were transported from one town to an-
other, while it is known that groups of craftsmen moved from place to place.

Be that as it may, some general observations can be offered about typological prefer-
ences in different districts. For example, it appears from the distribution given in the
relevant table that at Pharai the most popular stelai were those of composite type B (59-
73), whose upper section consisted of a naiskos with regular Corinthian half-columns, an
architrave with two bands and a *‘frieze”’, which usually carried an added crowning, prob-
ably a pediment. It is significant that stele 64 of this type, which differs greatly in style from
all the stelai found at Pharai, was found in fact in Patras. And the same is true to a lesser
degree for stele 65. Moreover, the stele 72, the only one with a relief ornament on the
frieze, was found in Tritaia. On the other hand, at Pharai only two pedimental stelai with a
sunken panel have been found (30 and 40), which is a type that occurs more frequently at
Patras and Dyme. The latter place seems to have been rich in grave-monuments of the 2nd
c. B.C., and among the stray finds from there virtually all the current Hellenistic types are
represented, except for the type common at Pharai. In the Pharai district, again, the type A
of the composite stelai seems to be absent, unless 47 belongs to type A.

More important criteria for workshop attributions than the existence of local typologi-
cal preferences and the local provenance of the stone are the technical and stylistic similar-
ities. One instance of this is the group of craftsmen that produced the Hellenistic stelai with
a pediment and sunken panel. They almost all share similarities in both the material and
technique and the form of the mouldings, in addition to the general typological unity of the
stele form itself. We can postulate a particular “workshop” situated in Dyme or Patras,

M. DuBois, BCH 4 (1880) 521; J. BINGEN, BCH 78  62. From Aigion: £.I'. [IANATIQTONOYAOL, AE 1884,
(1954) 400, nos. 11-16, 398, no. 9, fig. 3. From Kery- 90; SGDI, 1606; DUHN op.cit. 65. From Patras: CIG 1,
neia: F. v. DUHN, AM 3 (1878) 63; SGDI, 1610. From 1548, 1552, SGDI, 1627; ®QMOINOYAOL op. cit. 231.
Aigeira: WILHELM, Beitrdge, 1909, 109, no. 94, fig.  From Pharai: ibid. 237.




DISTRIBUTION OF TYPES IN ACHAEA AND NW ARCADIA

OTHER OR
No TYPES PATRAI | DYME | PHARAI | TRITAIA | AIGION [KERYNEIA [KLEITOR | PSOPHIS | KYNAITHA | UNKNOWN
PROVENANCE
I | Pillar-Stelai 12 3 68 4 i)
and Plaques 5? 910
IT | Palmette-Stelai 12 11
I | Stelai with 1415 13
Crown Mouldings | 16
IV | Stelai with 1719 18 22 2425 23 21 27
Pedimental 2028 26
Finial 29
V | Pedimental Stelai 3134 3233 3040 4142
with a Sunken 3537 | 3639
Panel 387
VI | Naiskos-Stelai
a. Simpler Types 43 H
b. Composite
Types
Fragments 5354 4546 47 4951 48
with Elements 50 52
of Both Parts
Upper Parts 5758 5556
of Composite
Stelai Type A
Upper Parts 64 65 5960 6372 69 62
of Composite 7073 6166
Stelai Type B 6768
A
VII | Pedimental Stelai 4
with a Sofa-
Capital
(Eleian Type)
VIII | Indeterminate
Types 15? 76
(with a Sofa-

Capital)
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where so far most of these stelai have been found. The situation is different in the case of
another large group, the composite type B, which for the most part comes from Pharai.
Even the examples found at Pharai do not closely resemble one another in their execution.
Only a few of them exhibit certain stylistic affinities in the moulding over the architrave:
60, 61 (both from the same stone) and 69. Equally, stelai 43, 45, 55 and 56 have the same
cornice on the pediment and other similar features. They may in fact have come from the
same “‘workshop” in Dyme, where they were found. Similar are the slanting geisa of the
pediment on the roof of an aedicula from Tritaia (pl. I and n. 200). These examples perhaps
indicate the existence of narrower circles or groups of craftsmen using the same models or
patterns and methods of execution which belong to the same tradition.

Unfortunately we cannot, I think, use the foliate ornaments on the stelai as evidence in
this way, because they are subject to the dictates of interrelation and interdependence, and
they belong to a wider entity, that of Northwest Peloponnese; indeed, although close typo-
logical and stylistic similarities are observable between some, for example 46 and 50, it is
impossible to detect the hand of a particular craftsman. This holds even for the simple and
commonly repeated motifs from which ordinarily such a diagnosis would be possible. In
any case more material than we now possess would be necessary for the identification of
separate hands; nor do the disposition and structure of the inscriptions afford clues to local
attribution, since the rules governing them are variable.

The Hellenistic stelai from Achaea and Northwest Arcadia to some extent form a unity
together with the stelai of Eleia.”” In both regions types exist that are also common to other
areas, such as those with a crown moulding or a sunken panel and the simple pedimental
type. In addition to these, however, part of a naiskos composite stele of type B was found in
Eleia with Corinthian half-columns and a horizontal top with the upper surface prepared to
receive an added crowning (see n. 132), showing that this type also spread to that region. A
type that at present is rare in Achaea but frequent in Eleia is represented here By stele 74,
with a pediment, dentils and a sofa-capital, but without the naiskos frame or sunken panel
(pls. VI-IX). The sofa-capital form of the “‘frieze’” of these stelai and on the naiskos-stelai is
the chief element connecting the grave stele art of Achaea and Eleia. The use of this form
can also be followed in Northwest Arcadia.?' This partial regional unity between Achaea,
Eleia and Northwest Arcadia, in other words all of the Northwest Peloponnese, is not con-
fined to the types of stelai, but extends to the decorative motifs, which are related both in
type and style. This region in general keeps alive the old Classical tradition of the running
spiral-scroll more than any other centre, as well as being subject to Macedonian, South Ita-
lian and Pergamene influences, which are especially apparent in the different forms of the

20. A comprehensive study of all the Northwest  Museum, in fact comprise the largest collection in the

Peloponnesian material would be worth while and  Northwest Peloponnese.

desirable, but it has not been possible. As virtually 21. Stelai from Kleitoria, Thelpousa and another in
only the stelai in the Patras Museum (and a few from  the Tripolis Museum, 1612 (see n. 135) and stelai 48
Eleia) were available to me, I have had to confine  and 69 from Kynaitha.

myself to publishing these: the stelai in the Patras
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Achaean flower-scrolls. Moreover, as we shall see, we can trace the lines connecting the
workshops of the Northwest Peloponnese with those of the Northwest Greek World
through the types of stelai and sometimes the style of their decoration.

The Peloponnesian Background. Social and Eschatological Evidence

The surviving grave stelai in the Peloponnese as a whole are relatively few, as also, accord-

ing to the present evidence, are distinctive groups showing a continuous, uniform typolo-
gical development. The northwest region forms the most obvious exception. A relatively
large number of stelai have been found there, and they form typological groups that have a
markedly local character and in some cases have evolved from one type to another. This is
the case of the composite stelai with their morphological precursors, the pedimental stelai
with a sunken panel. Apart from these Achaean stelai there are in the Peloponnese some
other small, isolated and peculiar tombstone groups, but without any development, whose
existence is a special Peloponnesian characteristic. A distinctive type, predominant in
Eleia, is the pedimental stele with a sofa-capital (pls. VI-IX). Other groups include the
special 4th c. naiskos-stelai from the Argolid, which remain almost unknown®? and the
equally small and isolated group of Spartan “stelai”.*> Some unpublished grave cfjpata at
Messene consist of plaques in the shape of kantharos which stood perhaps on <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>