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DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE

&, Ancient Authors:

Most modern commentators seem to feel the need
for & Tholes in connectiom with the reforme of Kleisthenes
at the end of the sixth century B.C. The earliest refer-
ence in literature however is to be found im the speech of

the orator Andocides, On the Mysteries (I 45), where, in

telling the story of the mutilation of the Herma in 415 B.O.
the speaker mentions the Theles. Although the speech was
delivered in 399, the Tholos is clearly spoken of am exist-
ing in 415,

The next reference is in Plato, Apology, 32, ¢, d.;
which was presumably writtem shortly after the death of

Socrates in 399 B.C. Soerates tells how he was summoned

to appear before the Thirty Tyrante in the Tholose in 405-4

B.C. Demosthenes in the oration De_ falsa legatione (XIX,

249 and 314 - cf. aleo 190) which was delivered inmn the

summer of 343 B.C., and Aristotle in the Constitution of

Athens (43, 3 and 44, 1) which was written before 325 B.C.

also mentiong the Tholos.
Pausanias (I.5.1) who vieited Athens ebout the

middle of the second century A.D. saw it. Sextus Empiri-

2
cus has & note on the gender of the word. Theme are the

only ancient authors who mention the building.
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Lexicographers and Scheoliasts:
The Tholos is frequently mentioned by lexicograph-

ers and scholiaste. In general they supply the information

2
that it was also called Skias and Prytanikon, and that it

was & round building in which the Prytaneis dined. Several
of them also comment on the form of the roof, a subject
which may be more conveniently treated later (p.74f ).
Below im a list, arranged roughly in chronolegical
order of the pertinent passages:
Harpooratiom, Lexicon, s.v.0dXos . He quotes from
the fourth book of Ammonies' work
"On Altars," which is thus the earliest

4
i
text which explains the word Bolos

Heeychius, Lexicon, s.v. Boros 1 and 2
8.V. CKIAS

-~
8.V, ﬂFUTdvelov

Pollux, Onomasticon, VIII, 155

7
Timaeus, Lexicon Platonicum, a.v, © oA os

’
Photics, Asgteis , B.V, 8dos 1 and 2

’
8.V, OKIXS

Suidas, Lexicon, s.v.Bclos 1 and 2

rd
B.V. O KILXS

a.v.‘n'fu-rqu-lov

Etymologicon Magnum, s.v, OdA oS 1 and 2; ef. also

4
8.V. OK XS
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Bekker, Anecdota Graeca, p. 264, s.v. Delros

Scheliast on Demosthenes, XIX, 249 and 314

6
8choliast on Aristophanes' Peace, 1183

Ingeriptions:
The Tholes is mentioned under all three of ite
names in inscriptions. as Boros it appears in two in-
scriptions of the Roman period, I.&,, III, 764 , and I1.G.,

2
IT", 1799, the latter mentioning mome attendants, called

’ r - ’ r
OIKETX! Tus Bodouv, not otherwise known. As CKias

it appears in I.G., II%, 957, 1. 12 and 1013, 11. 1, 39,

56, and 65 (weights and measures), both of the second cen-

tury B.O. Officials connected with the Tholos (£M1 okixdos)
are frequently mentioned in decrees of the second ecentury

A.D. honoring nggggggg.a Many decrees of the third

and second centuries B.C. honoring Prytaneis were to be

set up in the ‘ﬂ'PquvnK.Sv. L

d. Modern Writers:

Judeich's Topographie wvon Athana, p. 346 £f. gives

references to ancient authors and modern articles, Wache-

muth in Stadt Athen, II, pp. 315 ff. quotes many of the per-

tinent ancient texts, Milechhoefer's Schriftquellen in

Curtius' Stadtgeschichte von Athen is inadequate and inaceu-

rate,
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ARCHAEQLOGICAL EVIDENCE

During the campaign of 1933 the poreh of the Tholos,
which lies almost entirely in Section Z was partially
cleared (called Building B). It was not, however, until
the campaign of 1934 that the main circular part of the
building was discovered in Section B and recognized as
the Tholos. During this campaign the whole building was
cleared of the late £ill and débris that covered it, and

several exploratory trenches were dug near its center

where the deep cellar of & modern house, number 631b ,
2

2% Poseidon Street, cut through the floor. The building
thue lies completely exposed.
Pive primcipal building periods ean be recognized in

the nine hundred years of the building's life.
Period I (eca. 500 B.C.)

To the first (earliest) period belong the poro® blocks
at the back of the building, well cut, carefully jointed,
and with & thin layer of good stucco on their inner faces.
These rest on hed rock, which has been carefully dressed to
receive them. The isolated wall bloecks on the N, and SE.
ecertainly belong to the same series, but there is no con-
elusive evidence to show whether, as they now lie, they
belong to the first or to the last period (Period Vl—the

two alternatives, I think.
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To the first period also belong the three interior
poroes columns. One of theme with its two course, square
poros base is largely exposed at the 8W. corner of the
break in the floor made by the cellar of the modernm house.
The second, equidistant from the eenter of the building

with the first, is partly expesed in the side of the late

B
well at 17:18. Ite single square poros base rests om bed-

rock. 0f the third column which is equidistant from the
first two but slightly nearer the center of the building,
and about on ite axis, only a part of the top i® exposed.
Possible arrangements of these &nd the other interior

columns which must have existed are discussed below, p.'?

Date of Period

As noted above, p.2 moest modern commentators connect
the building of the Tholas with the reforme of Kleimthenes.
Archaeological evidence, as far as We have investigated
thies year, is in agreement with this conclusion. Although
it i® not yet certain, it is altogether likely thet the
sixth century B.C. fill which we dug in the modern cellar
belongs with the first period, and lay beneath its floor.
(No certein trace of the floor of the first perioed has yet
been found however). If thie i= the camse, then the build-
ing must be later than the latest sherd from this filling.
B 822 (= P 3988, B.F, Skyphos fragment. Gorgon fleeing
right) is ome of the latest fragments. It together with

s bog §
two or three pieces of similar style can scarcely be much
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before 500 B.C. and might be rather later. The fact, how-
ever, that not a scrap of red-figured pottery was found in
this fill argues against the lower date,. Thue, if this
filling ean be associated with the first period, we may say
that the Tholes was surely conceived &t the time of Kleis-
tha:aa' reforme, although it was perhape not completed un-
til a decade or so later, Purther investigationa must be
made, however, and the pottery more closely studied,

We found no sign of a Persian destruction, but thie is
not surprising. The invaders probably contented them-

selves with burning whatever was burnable and perhaps knoeck-

ing down some of the superstructure, but ome would scarcely

expect to find traces of their work in the lowest courses
and in the foundations. It is possible, too, that the
Tholos was one of the buildinge that the Peramianm leaders
took over for their quarters (Thucy., I, 89, 3). There is
no trace of Persian destructionm either in Period III of the
Metroon, just to the North, which was also standing when

they came,.
Period II (end of IV century B.C,)

To period II helongs the floor of emall irregulary
shaped white marble teassmerae, which is to be seen beneath
the floor of Period IV at all points where the latter is
broken. It lies at & considerably higher level than the
original floor must have lain, The interior columns con-

tinmued to support the roof in this period for the "mosaic!
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floor ie probably to be associated with the burnt fill of
the end of the fourth century B.C. which was the uppermost
layer in the cellar (Boxes 1t 2). It cannot be stated
definitely that the floor actually rested on this £ill,
for the top of the £ill in the cellar was 0.10 - 0.15 m.
below the lewel of the bottom of the floor. It is alto-
gether likely however, that this fill did originally reach
wp to the bottom of the fleoor, and that it was cut away by
the diggers of the cellar. Immediately 8. of the cellar
the "mosaic"floor actually does rest on fill of the late

IV century B.C,, in which are traces of burning (Box 3, ef.

.l.{
below p. 1%). Other examples of this type of floor in

the Agora are of the Roman period (Metroom, north room;
section ZT  , with coine of late third century 4.D.).

In the Tholoas, however, this floor is covered by the
marble paved floor of Period IV which ie probably Hadrianie.
It may be that this floor was put in at the time the porch
was added (mee below, Period III) but the possibility that
it ias of the fourth century is fairly strong. The pebble
moeaies of Olynthus must have given much the same effect

as oure. If pebbles at Olynthue, why not Pentelic marble

at Athens?

Period III (22% gentury B.C.)

The perch of the Tholoe seeme to have bheen added in

the third building peried. We have seen reason to date
10
this in the sesond century B.C. and to connect it with
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the general remodeling of the Agora which seems to hawve

taken place about the middle of that century. There is

no trace of an earlier porech, nor any indication as to

what sort of entrance the building had in the earlier periods.
If the marble "mosaic! floor eannot, on etylistic

grounds, be assigned to the IV century, then it was probably

put in when theporch was added, it being necessary at that

time to raise the floor level.
Period IV - Hadrianic

The fourth period was one of great changes, The in-
terior columns were cut off at floor level. The marble
"mosaie" floor and the column tops were covered with a layer
of cement in which were bedded large slabs of marble, white
and blue; the white forming & crose on the main axes of the
building, the blue filling the corners, The walls were
strengthened om the outside with a packing 4f stones &nd
cement which may be seen at various pointes but is best pre-
served at the hack.

The ocutting off of the columne and the "buttressing"
probably mean that the building was roofed with a deme in
thie peried, and it is to this dome that the late lexico-

11 a R - »
graphers doubtless refer when they say il e 3 i Cixs BEps PR

.~ ’ - 3 ’ o
dxaéoquqvoﬁx} §UA4qu &s~n1akxm«mxo orqrqrm

Barlier references to the same thing, but more difficult

4
of interpretation are Hesychius' two definitions of Be Xos
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,aTroaauloEIéqs oixos S ochmek\qu et}%-l[f;lrﬁ'ios

2. Kufums \.n:v vamfa KoLTa-Kp—vlchn{aJs Se oiKos
r

€1s ot L d‘l‘oquoucro(v ex_q.w T']V oTERY

KaTE OO KEWY otcri.u-:vos

T éa—T’F&Km\J Ezquﬂré\’Oheans- on the face of it
"eovered (i.e. roofed) with tiles.® But that is the nor-
mal method of roofing, and should hardly eall for comment.
Ell»![‘.lj‘.tevos probably means “vaulted” - compare me&nings
III and IV of the derivative word Ell-t) P in the new
editiom of Liddell and Scott. We may therefore render
"vaulted with tiles" ,and interpret "yaulted, (and covered)
with tilea" or "vaulted with bricks.' KATE S KEUXO PEV DS
appears to have the same force as O,lkcéo{,n?'rfiv in the
later writers.

The passages in Hesychius are of further interest be-
cause of their probable date. As Hesychius says in his
introduection, his work is based on & @imilar work by Dioge-
nienus, with the addition of words from other lexicographers.
Diogenianus flourished in the time of I:I:a.dri_!a.'::u-..“2 As the
additions to his work by Hesychius were echiefly Homeric words
we are fairly safe in assuming that the definitions of Baros

go back to the first half of the second century A.,D.

Period V (Fourth century 4.D.)

When the “Valerian Wall" was built toward the end of
the third century A.D., the Tholos was left outeide the

eity, and judging from the almost complete lack of superstruc-
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ture in its immediate viecinity (or anywhere else for that
matter) we may assume that it suffered the same fate as
the other buildings of this part of the Agora - it was die-
mantled, and the blocks were carted off for use elsewhere,
perhaps in the wall itself. Period V of which there are

but few traces, appears to have been & cheap, shoddy re-

building which lasted but & short time. To thie period

mey be assigned the rubble constructiom on top of the iamo-
lated wall bloeck on the SE side of the building, together
with the plaster (with imprint of marble revetment slabs)
on its inner facece; the plaster on the inner face of the
second course wall block at the back of the building; and
the "mosaic" pateh in the paving slabs al so toward the
back. The mass of rough tiles (samples in tins )
found in the f£ill of the late fourth century A.D. whiech

lay on the floor of the building, are probably from the roof
of thie last period. The question @s to whether the pack-
ing of stones in the wall trench belonge to thie period or
to the firet, is discussed below, p. /2 The final destruc-
tion at the end of the fourth century A.D., at which time
moat of the marble paving slahs were ripped up, did not end
the building's viscissitudes. A wall of the late Roman
building in section 2 (VI century A.D. ?) eut across the
porech; the wall trench on the NE was pillaged in the tenth
century; sherda of Turkish times tell ue that the missing
wall blocke &t the back were pulled out in that period;

the several pites and wells in the floor and wall trench are
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also of Turkish times; and finally in the last century the

builders of house 631b cut out a large square of the floor
2

in digging their cellar.

XLl

STRUCTURAL CONSIDERATIONS

Rubble Packing in Foundation Trench &t Front:

The foundatione of the Tholeos were in all casem
carried down to hed-rock.1§ At the back the rock was
cut down somewhat to receive them, but toward the front
(emet) where it drops off sharply, & trench over 2.00 m.
deep had to be cut. The foundatione in this trench, as
we found them, are not built as one would expect of large
ashlar blocks. The trench was simply filled with & pack-
ing of rough, unworked field stones and earth and on this
packing the imolated poros wall blocks on the N and SE rest.

What is the date of this packing? It must be-
long, I think, either to the first or to the last period.
If the foundations were originally ashlar, one would not
expect that they would be pulled out until the building
wes dismantled at the end of period IV, in which came the
rubble belongs to period V. If they were originally of
rubble, however, they probably remained unchanged through-
out the building's life.

Rubble foundatione would be most unusual in an

important building of Greek times. The few sherds from
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the packing are, however, certainly Greek and all that are
definitely recognizable are of the sixth century B.C.
Also, if the foundations were originally ashlar, it is hard
to explain the complete disappearance of all the blocke in
the deep foundation trench, whereas those at the bhack, at
and above floor level, were untouched. Rubble construection
in Greek times is mtrange, but rubble econstruction in Roman
times without econcrete is equally strange.

The evidence now available points to Period I &s
the date of these foundatione, but it is not decleive. The

question had best be left open pending further inveatigation.

Arrangement of Interior Columns:

Three interior columns have thus far come to light.

As they are not equidistant from the center of the building,

we cannot assume the mimple ring of columme which we might

expeet, and some other &rrangement must be mought. Nothing
satisfactory has yet been found, and further investigatione
nust he made. A few notes, however, may not he out of
place. A ocircle drawn through the three expesed columns
falls just at the edge of the floor of the building directly
behind the porch, If we are to assume that the three
columns &re in positiom and formed part of an inner eirele,
then—we—mrat-—agaums then we must assume a difflerent and
larger circle for the outer wall - for which there is absolute-
ly no evidence. In this scheme also, two of the columns
should fall just behind the porch, and there should be some

trace of them on the inner edge of the foundation trench.
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The £111 here, however, appears undiaturbed.

There is no reason at present to suppose that the
outer wall of the building was ever anywhere other than
where it now is,. e must therefore seek mome symmetrical
arrangement of the columnswithin thes cirele. The only
scheme which we have thus far tested was one which assumed
that the middle column of the three (the one nearer the
center) wae not in poeition (I now feel convinced, however,
thet it ie). We then placed two columns at equal inter-
vals between the remaining two and thus obtained & circle
of ten equally spaced. One of these should have falled™
in & break in the floor juset south of the cellar. We dug
here but found none - only undisturbed fill of the fourth
century B.C., on which the marble "mosaic" floor rested

(ef. above, p. ¢ ).

Sofert

6y
R lobe 1939
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cf, Judeich, Topographie wvon Athena, p. 68; Char-
bonneaux, B.C.H., 1925, p. 172, argues for a
Tholeos &8 early as the Solonian period.

Adversus Grammaticos, 148 (Bekker's edition, 1842,
D633, 1.R)

This can be quite certainly prowved. See accompany-
ing note "Tholos and Prytanikon."

Charbonneaux, l.e., p. 161
¢f. Tholes and Prytamikon, mote 12

ibid., 1

S A P

Better text in E@.ApX., 1883, pp. 102-3

,
I.6., III, 2, indices p, 311, &.v. AeiToupyos. Now

published in I.G., II Part I1I, Fase. II. cf.
comparatio numerorum, p. 831. Add Hesperia, III, 1,
no, 43

ef. "Tholos and Prytanikon” where references to Cor-
pus and Agora insoriptions are given.

Notebook, section B, p. 590. Re-used material;
gecond century lamp fragment in earth packing between

blocks

Etymologicon Magnum, s.v,061os2 = Bekker, Anec. Graeca,
pP. 264 8.v. 83A0s. of . also Photios, Negeis Y
8&Aos 2 kg

Schmid-8tahlin, Griechische Litteraturgeschichte, II,
p. 874

Toward front they rest on ca. 0.15 m, of very hard
sandy Geometric f£ill
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eneral  (51-2), 57, 76, 77, 118, 153, 237, 32¢

(cleaning eourt and walls of porch), ¢
801 ff., (893), 1157 (pottery lists),
general note.

; 14

Heavy Romen 1 (retaining wall of court) 4
r "

633, 676, 751, 801 ff.
date, destruction), 1163-4 (lis

'ocket behind Heavy Roman 8 3 1§ 552, 1172

orth-South Wall Trench 153, (165), 266, 269, 306,

118 Buildin of section Z)

2., 1171 27,

assage to west of propylon; Fit nd Pithoi o8, 67,
7" (o7 . o zn 320
71, B6, 93, 106, 236, 239

Limestone wall bounding passage 37, (239) 1171
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Section B
Vol. V,p 959 ff. /
E.V. The Tholos

I Documentary BEvidence
a. Ancient Authors

Most modern commentators seem to feel the need for a
Tholos in connection with the reforms of Kleisthenes at the
end of the sixth century B.C. (Ju&eicha, p 68; Charbonneaux
BCH, 1925, p. 172, argues for a Tholos as early as the
Solonian period). The earliest reference in literature,
however, is to be found in the speech of the orator
Andocides, " On the Mysteries" (1,45), where, in telling
the story of the mutilation of the Herms in 415 B.C. the
speaker mentions the Tholos. Although the speech was
delivered in 399, the Tholos is clearly spoken of as
existing in 415.

The next reference is in Plato, Apology, 32,¢,d, which
was presumably written shortly after the death of Socrates
in 399 B.C. Soecrates tells how he was summoned to appear
pbefore the thirty tyrants in the Tholos in 405/4 B.C.
Demosthenes in the oration De falsa legatione (xix,249 and
314; cf. also 190) which was delivered in the summer of
343 B.C., and Aristotle in the Constitution of Athens (43,3
and 44,1) which was written before 325 B.C., also mentions
the Tholos. Pausanias (I,5,1) who visited Athens about the
middle of the second century A.D. saw it. Sextus Empiricus
(Adv. Gramm. 148) has a note on the gender of the word. These

are the only ancient authors who mention the building.

B 1934.21.jpg



k »

The Tholos = 2 =

I Documentary Evidence
b. Lexicographers and Scholiasts

The Tholos is frequently mentioned by lexicographers

and scholiasts. In general they supply the information

that it was also called Skias and Prytanikon (see below p.|3)

and that it was a round building in which the Prytaneis
dined. Several of them also comment on the form of the
roof, a subject which may be more conveniently treated
later, (pe ).
Below is a list, arranged roughly in chronological
order, of the perténent passages:
Harpocration. Lexicon, s.v. tholos.
He quotes from the fourth book of Ammonias'
work "On Altars"™ which is thus the earliest
text which explains the word tholos.
(Charbonneaux, l.c¢. p. 161).
Hesychius, Lexicon, s.v. tholos, 1 and 2.
skias
prytaneion

To the definition of prytaneion the
word prytanikon must be added.

Pollux, Onomasticon, wiii. 155
Timaeus, Lexicon Platonicum, s.v. tholos

Photios, Lexeis, s.v. tholos, 1 and 2
skias

Suidas, Lexicon, s.v. tholos, 1 and 8
gkias
prytaneion

Etymologicon Magnum, s.v. tholos, 1 and a
ef. also s.v. skias

Bekker, Anec. Graeca, p. 264, s.v. tholos
Scholiast on Demosthenes, xix,249,314

Scholiast on Aristophanes' Peace, 1183
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I Documentary Evidence
¢. Inscriptions

The Tholos is mentioned under all three of its names in

inscriptions. As tholos it appears in two inscriptions of

the Roman period, I. G. III, 764 (better text in Eph. Arch.,
2

1883, p. 102, 103) and I.G. II , 1799, the latter mentioning

some attendants called oikétai of the tholos, not otherwise

knowne.
2

As skias it appears in I.G. II , 957, 1. 12 and 1013,
11. 1, 39, 56, 65 (weights and measures), both of the
second century B.C. Officials connected with the Tholos
(epi skiados, etc.) are frequently mentioned in decrees of
the second century A.D. honoring Prytaneis. (I.G. III, 2,
indices p. 311, s.v. leitourgos. Now published in I.G.
IIg, part II, fasc. II, e¢f. comparatio numerorum, p. 821.
Add Hesperia, III, 1, no. 43).

Many = decrees of the third and second centuries E.C.

honoring Prytaneis were to be set up in the Prytanikon.

d. Modern writers. 2
Judeich's Topographie von Athen p. 345 ff. gives references

to ancient authors and modern articles. Wachsmuth's Stadt
Athen, II, p. 315 ff. quotes many of the pertinent ancient
texts. Milchhoefer's Schriftquellen in Curtius' Stadtgeschichte

von Athen is inadequate and inaccurate.

i
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II Archaeological Evidence : The Five Building Periods

During the campaign of 1933 the porch of the Tholos,
which lies almost entirely in Secton Z was partially
cleared (called Building B). It was not, however, until
the campaign of 1934 that the main circular part of the
building was discovered in section B and recognized as the
Tholos. During this campaign the whole building was cleared
of the late fill and debris that covered it, and several
exploratory trenches were dug near its centre where the
deep cellar of a modern house, no. 631b/2, 28 Poseidon St.,
cut through the floor. The building thus lies completely
exposed.

Five principal building periods can be recognized in the

nine hundred years of the building's life.

Period I ( ea. 500 B.C.)

To the first (earliest) period belong the poros blocks
at the back of the building, well cut, carefully jointed,
and with a thin layer of good stucco on their inner faces.
These rest on bedrock which has been carefully dressed to
receive them. The isolated wall blocks on the north and
south-east certainly belong to the same series, but there
is no conclusive evidence to show whether, as they now lie,
they belomg to the first or to the last period (V), the
two alternatives, I think (p.l0S%s).

To the first period also belong three interior pores
columns. One of these with its two course, sgquare poros

base is largely exposed at the southwest,corner of the
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break in the floor made by the cellar of the modern house.
The second, equidistant from the centre of the building
with the first, is partly exposed in the side of the late
well at 17/1IB. Its single square poros base rests on
bedrock. Of the third column which is equidistant from

the first two but slightly nearer the centre of the building
and about on its axis, only a part of the top is exposed.
Possible arrangements of these and the other interior
columns which must have existed are discussed below (p.!2).

Date of Period I :As noted above, p. | , most modern commen=

tators connect the building of the Tholos with the reforms

6f Kleisthenes. Archaeological evidence, as far as we have
investigated this year, is in agreement with this conclusion.
Although it is not yet certain, it is altogether likely that
the sixth century B.C. fill which we dug in the modern cellar
belongs with the first period and lay beneath its floor.

(No certain trace of the floor of the first period has yet
been found, however). If this is the case, then the building

must be later than the latest sherd from this fillihge B 822

(P 3988) is one of the latest fragments. It, together with

two or three pieces of similar style, can scarcely be much
before 500 B.C. and might be rather later. The fact, however,
that not a scrap of redfigured pottery was found in this fill
argues against the lower date. Thus, if this can be associated
with the first period, we may say that the Tholos was surely

conceived at the time of Kleistenes' reforms, although it was
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perhaps not completed until a decade or 80 later. Further
investigations must be made, however, and the pottery more
closely studied.

We found no sign of a Persian destruction, but this is
not surprising. The invaders probably contented themselves
with burning whatever was burnable, and perhaps knocking
down some of the superstructure, but one would scarcely
expect to find traces of their work in the lowest courses,
beneath the floor, and in the foundations. It is possible,
too, that the Tholos was one of the buildings that the
Persian leaders took over for their quarters (Thue. I 89,¢) .
There is no trace of Persian destruction, either, in Peried
III of the Metroon just to the north, which was also skanding

when they came.

Period II (End of Fourth Cent. B.C.)

To period II belongs the floor of small irregularly
shaped white marble tesserae, which is to be seen beneath
the floor of Period IV at all points where the latter is
broken. It lies at a considerably higher level than the

original floor must have laid. The interior columns continued

to support the roof in this peried, for the '‘mosaic' floor

runs up to them, but not over them. This floor is probably
to be associated with the burnt fill of the end of the
fourth century B.C. which was the uppermost layer in the

cellar. (Boxes 1 and 2). It cannot be stated definitely
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that the floor actually rested on this fill, for the top
of the fill in the cellar was 0.10 = 0.15 below the level
of the bottom of the floor. It is altogether likely,
however, that this fill did originally reach up to the
bottom of the floor and that it was cut down by the diggers
of the cellar. Immediately south of the cellar the mosaie
floor actually does rest on fill of the late fourth century
B.C. in whiech are traces of burning. (Box 3; cf. PR 1 [

Other examples of this type of floor in the Agora are
of the Roman period. (Metroon, north room; section IT* with
coins of the late third eentury A.D.) In the Tholos, however,
this floor is covered by the marble paved floor of Period IV,

which ies probably Hadrianie. It may be that this floor was

put in at the time the porch was added (see below, Period III)

but the possibility that it is of the fourth century is fairly
strong. The pebble mosaics of Olynthus must have given much
the same effect as ours. If pebbles at Olynthus, why not

Pentelic marble at Athens?

Period III (mid.Second Century B.C.)
The porch of the Tholos appears to have been added in
& third building period. We have reason to date this inm
the second century B.C. (notebook, p. 590: reused material;
gecond century lamp fragment in earth packing between blocks),
and to connect it with the general remodeling of the Agora

about the middle of that century. There is no trace of an
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earlier porch, nor any indication as to what sort of an
entrance the building had in the earlier periods.

If the marble 'mosaic' floor cannot on stylistiec grounds
be assigned to the fourth century, then it was probably put
in when the porch was added, it being necessary at that time

to raise the floor level.

Period IV (Hadrianie)

The fourth period was one of great changes. The interior
columns were cut off at floor level. The marble mosaiec floor
and the column tops were covered with a layer of cement in
which were Bedded large slabs of marble, white and blue: the
white forming a cross on the main axes of the building, the
blue filling the corners. The walls were strengthened on the
outside with a packing of stones and cement which may be seen
at various points, but is best preserved at the back.

The cutting off of the columns, and the buttressing
probably mean that the building was roofed with a dome in
this period, and it is to this dome that the late lexicographers
doubtless refer when they say ;fof":]v ixe TeprpEpH oikodomn¥nv

oﬁxl forivav Ws Ta AN a olkod o T o .

(Etym. Mag. s.v. tholos,2 = Bekker, Anec. Graeca,p. 264
s.v. tholos. cf. also Photias, s.v. tholos, 8)

Barlier references to the same thing, but more difficult

of interpretation are Hesychius' two definitions of Tholos:

). rTFa*rvAoifJ3;5 oikes, da’ EJszikuwf el ] wsvos

/ \ / -~ ! S
2. Kuplws Sy K@ qapor i KOT rTIKNGS J5 oikos 2135
' i LA X7 7]

1) \ > / 5/ ' 7 &
GEU a,‘JTa/)‘)jrawa-aLV [va 717r "'TEJ-’?" KATEG’KEvGLW,uikas,
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gi' '0oTphxov eidmlulusiomeans on the face of 1t ‘covered

(i.e. roofed) with tiles'. But that is the normal method of

roofing, and should hardly call for comment. af)bL/J/oéras

probably means 'domed'; compare meanings III and IV of the
derivative word Efﬁ'@ « g« in the new edition of Liddell
and Scott (a vault). We may therefore render‘'domed with
tiles® and interpret 'domed, (and covered) with tiles', or
*domed with bricks'. J‘(arTi-"N-‘-r/wd'/uil-ros seems to have
the same force as the 0fﬂioJ5/uﬂ77“%r of the later writers.
The passages 1in Hesychius are of further interest
because of their probablg date. As Hesychius says in his
introduction, his work is based on a similar work by
Diogenianms, with the addition of words from other lexico-
graphers. Diogenianus flourished in the time of Hadrian.
(Schmid-Stahlin, Gr. Litteratur-gesch. 1I, p. 874). As
the additions to his work by Hesychius were chiefly Homerie
wozds, we are fairly safe in assuming that the definitiors of

tholos go back to the first half of the second century A.D.

Period V (Pourth cent. A. D. )
When the"Valerian Wall" was built toward the end of
the third century A. D., xmt the Tholos was left outside the
city, and, judging from the almost complete lack of super=
structure in its immediate vicinity (or anywhere else for
that matter) we may assume that it suffered the same fate
as the other buildings in this part of the Agora : it was

dismantled and the blocks were carted off for use elsewhere,
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perheps in the wall itself.

Period V, of which there are but few traces, appears to
heve been a cheap shoddy rebuilding which lasted but a short
time. To this period may be assigned the rubble construction
on top of the isolated wall block on the southeast side of
the building, together with the plaster (with imprint of
marble revetment gslabs) on its inner facej the plaster on the
inner face of the second course wall block at the back of
the building; and the'mosaic' patch in the paving slabs, also
toward the backe. The mess of rough tiles (samples in tins
165-16) found in the £ill of the late fourth century A.D. which
lay on the floor of the building, is prsbably from the roof
of thiés last period. The question as to whether the packing
of stones in the wall trench belongs to this period of to

the first is discussed below, P. il -«

The final destruction at the end of the fourth century
A. D., at which time most of the marble paving slabs were

ripped up, did not end the buildings vicissitudes. A wall

of the late Roman building of section 2 (sixth century A.D.7)

cut across the pvech; the wall trench on the northeast was
pillaged in the tenth century; sherds of Turkish times tell

us that the missing wall blocks at the back were pulled out

in that period; the several pits and wells in the floor and
wall trench are also of Turkish times; and finally in the last
century the builders of house 631b/2 cut out a large square of

the floor in digging their cellar.
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Structural Considerations.
a. Rubble Packing in Foundation Trench at Front.

The foundations of the Tholos were in all cases carried
down to bed-rock. (Toward the front the rest on ca. 0.15m of

very hard, sandy Geometric f£ill.) At the back the rock was

cut down somewhat to receive them, but toward the front (east)

where it drops off sharply a trench over 2.m deep had to be
cut. The foundations in this trench, as we found them, are
not built, as one would expect, of large ashlar blocks. The
trench was simply filled with a packing of rough unworled
field stones and earth, and on this packing the isolated poros
wall blocks on the north and southeast rest.

What is the date of this packing ? It must belong,

I think, either to the first, or to the last, peried. If
the foundations were originally ashlar, one would not expect
that they would be pulled out until the building was dis-
mantled at the end of Period IV, in which case the rubble
belongs to Period V. If they were originally rubble,
however, they probably remained unchanged throughout the
building®s lifee.

Rubble foundations would be most unusual in an important
building of Greek timea. ( ¢f. Eeraion and some of the
Treasuries at Olympia; also Dorpfeld's remarks on this kind
of construction, Olympia, text, II, p. 28.) The few sherds

from the packing are however certainly Greek, and all that are
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definitely recognizable are of the sixth century B.C.

Also, if the foundations were originally ashlar, it is hard
to explain the complete disappearance of all the blocks

in the deep foundation trench, whereas those at the back,

at and above floor level, were untouched. Rubble con-
struction in Greek times is strange, but rubble construction
in Roman times without concrete is equally strange.

The evidence now available points to Period I as the

date of these foundations, but it is not decisive. The

gquestion had best be left open pending further investigation.

b. Arrangement of Interior Columns.

Three interior columns have thus far tome to light. As
they are not equidistant from the centre of the building,
we cannot assume the simple ring of columns which we might
expect, and some other arrangement must be sought. Nothing
satisfactory has yet been found, and further investigations
must be made. A few notes, however, may not be out of place.
A circle drawn through the three exposed columns falls just
at the edge of the floor of the building, directly behind
the porch. If we are to assume that the three columns are
in position, and formed part of an inner circle, then we must
assume a different and larger circle for the outer wall - for
which there is abeolutely no evidence. In this scheme also,

two of the columns should fall just behind the porch, and there
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should be some trace of them, on the inner edge of the
foundation trench. The fill here, however, appears
undisturbed.

There is no reason at present to suppose that the
outer wall of the building was ever other than where it
now is. We must therefore seek some symme trical arrange=
ment of columns within this circle. The only scheme which
we have 3hus far tested was one which assumed that the middle
column of the three (the one nearest the centre) was not in
position. ( I now feel convinced, however, that it is.) We
then placed two columns at equal intervals between the
remeining two and thus obtained a circle of ten equally
apaced. One of these should have falleWn in a break in
the floor just south of the cellar. We dug here, but found
none - only undisturbed fill of the fourth century B. C. on

which the marble 'mosaic' floor rested (above, P. 7 ¥4

IV Tholos and Prytanikon
It has been suggested, but never adequately proved,
that the prytanikon where decrees of the third and second

genturies B.C., honoring Prytaneis were set up, was the

Tholos, and its precinect (K8hler, Hermes, V, p. 340} .
2, p
Jadeich, p.304, note 7, rejects this. The tidentity' can

be proved, however. Lexicographers and scholiasts frequently
identify the Tholos with the Prytaneiom, ( the lexica of

Timaeus, Photios and Suidas, s.v. tholos; Hesychius sv.
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skias; Scholiast, Aristophanes, Peace, 1183). This is
obviously untrue and has caused confusion. If, however,
we substitute the rare word prytanikom for prytaneion in
each case, the difficulties clear up at once.
The finding place of inscriptions which were to be

set up in the prytanikon bears this out. They have been
found in the neighborhood of the "Valerian Wall®™ and in the
gsouthwest corner of the Agora ( i.e. near the Tholos). The
latter are the significant ones. They are as followss

Section OB I.G. 112, 674, 913, 918 (Oikonomos)

Section E X 77, 165, 230

Section 2 I 247, 1024
Thus EWhler's suggestion can be proved both by a simple

emendation and by the finding places of the pertinent

inscriptions. (I have worked this out more fully elsewhere.)
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THE BOULEUTERION

Section B
¥ol. ¥
p. 1165

I. Identification

In describing the buildings on the west side of
the Agora, Pausanias is moving from north to south. After
the temple of Apollo Patroos in I,3,4, he mentions the
Metroon, (I,3,5) and near it, Tikvwd‘fov , the Bouleuterion.
In I, 5,1 he says that near the Bouleuterion is the

Tholos. Immediately after the Tholos he mentions the

statues of the Eponymous Heroes, and then (I, 8,2 .}

a number of other statues, the sanctuary of Ares, and an
Odeum. Thus in the immediate vicinity of the Tholos he
mentions dbut two important public buildings and these,
judging from his description should lie te the north of it,
between it and the Apollo Temple.

The Tholos was discovered in the campaign of 1934 inm
the northeastern part of Section B (notebook pp. 959 ff).
Its shape leaves no doubt as to its identity. East of it
lies the open square of the market place; south of it lies
a small area bounded by the street and drain leading up toward
the Pnyx and by the slopes of Kolonos Agoraios; to the south-
west and west the hillside shows no trace of any large
buildings which could be described as lying'near' the
Tholos. The area to the south has not yet been completely

cleared, but enough has been done to show that it is not
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large and contains only small foundations. To the northwest
and nmorth, however, are two large buildings one of which,
accordingly, will be the Bouleuterion, the other the Metroon.
They lie between the Tholos and the small prostyle temple at
the north end of Section OE which is surely the Apollo Temple.
The Metroon will be the large building directly north
of the Tholos in Sections OE and E, with a long porch facing
the Agora square and four rooms of varying size behind (€L.
notebook OE p. 288 ff and E p. 718 ff). The Bouleuterionm
will be the building which lies northwest of the Tholos,

mostly in the southwest corner of section OE, partly in the

northwest corner of section B. There are no riva¥ candi-

dates which can claim these names, nor can one suggest any
other identification for the buildings in question.

Roof tiles stamped with the name of the "Mother of
the Gods" were found in the earliest destruction fill on the
floor of the Bouleuterion, hence probably belonged to it,
(B 497,498,504 - A 302-304). Others have been found in
this general region (sections E,Z,H*' and K), but nowhere
else. This gives further indication that the precinet of
the Mother of the Gods is to be sought in this neighborhood.
That the Bouleuterion was closely connected with the Mother
of the Gods has been inferred from literary sources.

These identifications then can be regarded as certain.
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II._Description

The sketch plan (notebook, p. 1169) should make clear
the various parts of the Eouleuterionm and their relation
to the Metroon and the Tholos.

The assembly hall (a) lies behind, (west), the Metroon,
in Section OE, on a terrace formed mostly by cutting away the
rock of the hillside, but partly by building up with poros
blocks. It was a rectangular room, roughly 18.50 m. from
north to south and 14.50 (?) from east to west. Its
entrance was on the south, where a porch (b) doubtless with
columns opened onto a large court (¢). The court lies
in section B. It too is cut back into the rock of the hill,
from which it is eeparated by a retaining wall ('Heavy Roman
Wall'). The approach to the court was from the east by a
broad flight of steps of which only the foundation trench
2.70 m. wide remains (d)¢North-south wall trench). To reach
these steps from the main Agora square, one passed through a
small gateway or propylon (f) ( Building A of section 2) and
through a passage (e) bounded on the north by the Metroon and

on the south by a light polygonal wall.

I1II. Chronolo
a. Construction

H.A.T. believes that in the sixth and fifth centuries B.C.,

Period III of the Metroon (the great square limestone building),
one building served both as Metroon and Bouleuterion, and

that the Bouleuterion which has just been described was not
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built until the second half of the fourth century B.C.,

possibly in the regime of the orator Lycurgus.
Archaelogical evidence for the date of the building

is in agreement with this theory:

1) The deep fill resting on the thick layer of marble dust

in the 'pocket behind the heavy Roman wall' is of the

gsecond half of the fourth century B.C.

2) We may assume that the cistern project of which the

wells at 15/AA and 33/KA were a part was abandoned because

of the building of the Bouleuterion. The fill in both

these wells is of the second half of the fourth century B.C.

3) Building A of section Z, which is a part of the Bouleu-

terion complex (its only entrance from the square) appears
to have been built in the second half of the fourth century
B.C. (ef. the kantharos, Z 767-P 2404).

4) The style of construction of both the Bouleuterion proper
and of the propylon fit the period.

5) Both the Bouleuterion and the propylon must have been
standing in the second sentury B.C., when period IV of the
Metroon was built (the period to which the most extensive
remains belong) for the line of the back wall of the Metroon
is not straight, but is accommodated to the wall of the
Bouleuterion; and the north side of the propylon was cut back
gome 0.20m by the builders of period IV of the Metroon, so
that the south wall of their building might rest on the full

width of the existing foundations of period III.
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I1I. Chronology

b. Repairs

The retaining wall about the court (Heavy Roman Wall)
dates in its present form from the first century B.C.
Whether or not it had a predecessor in Greek times cannot
be said as yet, but it is likely that it did. The
amount of broken up material in it (statues, inscriptions,
etc.) suggests that itws built at a time when there was &
mass of such material available, as there would have been after
Sulla's sack of the city in 86 B.C. The Greek predecessor
of the Heavy Roman Wall, whatever form it may have had, was
destroyed in the sack, and replaced by the present wall.
What happened to the Bouleuterion itself, we have no way of

knowing. It was standing in Pausanias' time.

¢. Destruction

The Bouleuterion appears to have been destroyed in the
third century A.D. The evidence for this is the fill on the
floor of the court. For the building proper there is no
evidence, as all the fill had been removed by the earlier
excavators.

The earliest loose (destruction) fill on the floor of
the court contains pottery of the second and third centuries
A.D. Some of this fill comes from a significant place =

against the face of the Heavy Roman Wall, where the original

face is preserved (e.g. in the northwest angle). Where the
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face of the wall has been destroyed as at the

southwest angle: the fill is of the fourth:century

A.D. This suggests that the building was destroyed

or went out of use in the third century A.D., at

which time fill began to accumulate in the court,

( the presence of roof tiles, "Mother of the Gods",
favors destruction). ©People of the fourth century A.D.
in their search for building material took stone from

the southwest angle of the wall and stirred things up

generally in the court. The large number of late pits

and cesspools, most of which rested on the floor of

the court, stirred things up still more.
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