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LACONIA.
I.—EXCAVATIONS AT SPARTA, 1910.

§ 5.—ARTEMIS O R T H I A ; T H E HISTORY OF THE SANCTUARY.
(PLATES IV AND V)

T H E small piece of work reported above concluded the excavation of
the Sanctuary of Artemis Orthia, and although the majority of objects
found remain for future publication, a full account of the excavation and
of the successive buildings in the Sanctuary has now been given in the
series of reports, which began in Vol. XII and ends in this present Annual.
The few points in which earlier views required reconsideration in the light
of more complete knowledge, have been for the most part already corrected,
and in this way, although fuller study of the finds and records has thrown
a good deal of fresh light upon some points, it would be possible for a
reader to construct from these reports a consecutive history of the site.
This history is however, from the necessities of the case, imbedded in the
reports in the order of discovery, and further, as digging proceeds from the
surface dov/nwards and has to pass through what is late to reach what is
early, this order is in general precisely opposite to the chronological. In
order to save readers of the Annual the necessity of thus picking out for
themselves this history, perhaps even a more difficult task than it seems to
the writer of the reports, it has seemed best, now that the end of the
excavation has been reached, to summarise results by writing this consecutive account of the Sanctuary from the earliest times. Its object
is to bring together the material of previous reports, rather than to
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incorporate it completely, and for detailed descriptions of the different
buildings references are therefore given to the already published accounts.
The General Plan of the site, which accompanies this report (PI. IV), is the
same as that published a year ago with some necessary additions. It is
based upon the previously published plans of Messrs. George and Sejk, but
is, as it stands, the work of the present writer, who is also responsible for
the other plans and sections which have been reproduced with the
necessary additions, from previous reports. The most elaborate of the
sectional drawings, that on the line E-F (PI. V), owes a great deal to
Mr. M. S. Thompson's assistance in the surveying. Besides the general
acknowledgements which are due to the members of the school who have
taken part in the work, this account is especially indebted to Mr. Droop's
study of pottery, to Mr. Wace's still unpublished work on the lead
figurines and to Mr. Woodward's epigraphical papers. All these contributions have been freely used to supplement the day-books and records,
which are the result of the writer's almost continuous presence at the
excavation from its beginning in 1906, under the direction of Professor
Bosanquet, to its conclusion in 1910. Any necessary corrections to
previous reports, which have not already appeared, have been made
explicitly with references, rather than tacitly.
In an account of this kind chronology is of the first importance and
the various kinds of small objects, in which the Sanctuary was so rich, will
be treated almost exclusively from this point of view. The pottery as
usual takes the first place, but it is not the only class of object to shew a
continuous development, and consequently to afford evidence for dating.
In particular the modifications in type and style of the lead figurines were
sufficiently marked to be a great guide, and a constant confirmation of the
ceramic evidence. All the stages of the pottery are in fact accompanied
by corresponding varieties of figurines, and it often happened that, where
a deposit had too little pottery to date it clearly, the deficiency was
supplied by the lead. This was particularly the case with the later
deposits of the fifth and fourth centuries. A regular development of type
was also observed in the ivory carvings and objects in bone, and the same
in the bronzes. All these sequences support one another, and, with the
assistance of external evidence for the dating of inscriptions and ProtoCorinthian and ' Cyrenaic' pottery, provide a chronological scheme of
' some certainty.
c 2
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The position of the Sanctuary is shewn in the General Plan of Sparta
already published (Square O 15), and has already been fully described by
Professor Bosanquet, who has collected earlier descriptions of the ruins.1
The excavation, by revealing the original level of the soil, has brought out
very clearly the fact that the cult was established in a little hollow from
which the ground rose on the west towards the acropolis, whilst to the
south a high tongue of rock bordered by low cliffs, runs out to the river.
On the eastern side at a very much later date, the city wall, the course of
which is traced on the General Plan of Sparta, occupied the narrow space

FIG. I.—THE BANK OF THE EUROTAS SHEWING THE BROKEN EDGE OF THE FOUNDATION OF

THE THEATRE BEFORE EXCAVATION.

(Reproduced from B.S.A. xii, p. 304, Fig. 1.)

towards the river, making an outward bend in order to . include the
Sanctuary before climbing up the raised rock to the south. On the north
was the further stretch of flat land by the bank of the river, which is now
water meadows and gardens, and was in ancient times the region called
Limnai. The main stream of the Eufotas is at present nearly a hundred
metres from the Sanctuary, which is only reached when a sudden flood fills
the whole bed of the river with a rush of waters. The actual course of a
1
The General Plan appeared in B.S.A. xii, PI. VII, and B.S.A. xiii, PI. I. For the
description of the site see Bosanquet, B.S.A. xii, pp. 303 sqq.
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river flowing in this way in a wide torrent bed varies very rapidly, often in
a single night ; the bed now extends to the Sanctuary, and at some time
the water has actually carried away a considerable part of the Orthia
buildings, and the eroded face of the foundation of the theatre was almost
the only visible indication of the site when the excavation began. Its
appearance may be seen from the photograph, here reproduced from the
first annual report l (Fig. i).
The earliest traces of human activity which have been found on the
site, consist of a layer of blackened earth
mixed with sherds of Geometric pottery
and small, much corroded pieces of bronze,
immediately above the virgin soil on the
western side of the great archaic altar.
This deposit, which was at the centre as
much as half a metre thick and covered
about thirty square metres, is shewn in
its relation to the altar in Fig. 2. Nowhere
else do the deposits reach so great an
absolute depth, and it thus appears that
at this point was the centre and lowest
part of the natural hollow, in which the
worship of Orthia was established. That
DEBRIS ABOVE PAVEMENT
these remains are to be connected with the
DEBRIS BELOW PAVEMENT
cult, and are thus its earliest trace, is
FIG.
2.—PLAN
SHEWING T H E POSIindicated by the small fragments of
TION OF BURNED DEBRIS ABOVE AND
charred bone which appeared when the
BELOW T H E COBBLE PAVEMENT.
earth was washed, and shew that it is (Reproduced from B.S.A. xv, p. n ,
Fig. 2.)
the debris from burned animal sacrifices.
Except for the small piece of wall found at the same level, and shewn in
the bottom left-hand corner of the drawing, no structural remains of this
period have been found.
The smallness of the area over which these earliest remains extend,
suggests that the hieron was at this time, if enclosed, of no great extent.
After this earliest period we can however distinguish a stage during which
it was apparently much larger. Walls now appear, and the enclosed area
was paved. The pavement consisted of irregularly laid cobble stones
1

B.S.A.

xii, p. 304, Fig. 1.
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brought from the bed of the river, and rested immediately upon the
earliest stratum just described. Its preservation is extremely uneven. In
some places the rough stones were found set quite close together, in others
only a stone here and there was in place. The whole was, however, at
approximately the same level, and it is plain that there was at all events
the intention to cover the whole area of the hieron. This irregular
distribution is marked on the plan, which also distinguishes, towards the

FIG.

3.—THE WEST WALL OF THE LATER TEMPLE, WITH PARTS OF THE
ENCLOSURE WALL" AND "RETAINING W A L L ; " LOOKING SOUTH.

'FIRST

(Reproduced from B.S.A. xv, p. 8, Fig. I.)

centre of what was later the arena of the theatre, a patch made of much finer
pebbles, at a slightly higher level and probably rather later than the rest.
Of this paved hieron we also found parts of the walls, marked
on the plan as ' First Enclosure Wall.' One piece, running almost
due north and south, lies to the east of the altar, and the other forms
the western limit of the hieron. This latter passes beneath the
south-west corner of the later temple and then, after making a curve
towards the north, shewn in Fig. 3, disappears, whilst in the other
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direction it was traced for some distance under the foundation
of the Roman theatre to the south of the temple, until it gradually
disappears. The last part of its course is so much ruined that it could
only be marked in the plan by a dotted line. An attempt to find its further
course, by sinking a pit near Pier IV outside the curve of the foundation
of the theatre, led to no result. Both these pieces of wall are built in the
same way of small undressed stones, which, like the cobble-stones of the
pavement, were clearly brought from the adjacent bed of the Eurotas.
Almost everywhere both these walls had been destroyed down to the level
of the pavement, to make way for subsequent extensions of the hieron,
and thus, excepting for a small piece of the west wall, no more than the
foundations have been preserved. The hieron thus revealed was some
thirty metres across and in length, measured, that is, from north to south,
considerably more, although its limits in this direction have not been
preserved. The configuration of the ground makes it almost certain that
the gateway, of which, however, no trace has been found, was towards the
south, and therefore approximately below the point where the builders of
the Roman theatre made their principal entrance. It is indeed likely that
the main approach to the hieron always led down from the higher ground
to this point.
The Sanctuary thus paved and enclosed, certainly did not lack an
altar, and its foundation course is probably to be recognised in a layer of
undressed stones, which was found on the western side of the archaic altar.
The layer of stones in question, marked on the plan ' Earliest Altar,' passes
underneath the foundation of the archaic altar, forms a corner at a distance
from it of vjo m., and then runs for a little over two metres parallel to its
face. It is clearly distinguished from the stones of the pavement by its
definite outer edge, and its position and exact parallelism further connect
it with the series of altars.
Of a temple contemporary with this earliest altar no trace was found.
The extent, however, of the hieron, the position of the altar so near its edge
rather than at the centre, the existence of the later temples presently to be
described, and the general circumstances of the case, are all arguments
which make it more than likely that, even at this early date, some kind of
primitive temple stood in the western part of the hieron, and that temple
and altar already stood facing one another, as their successors did for so
many centuries, one on either side of the central area.
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The votive offerings which were found immediately above the cobble
pavement are to be assigned to this time, but there is generally no means
of knowing where the dividing line is to be drawn between them and those
of the succeeding period. What, however, certainly belong here are the
few objects, mostly sherds of Geometric pottery and broken fragments of
bronze, whic h were found in the ten centimetres of blackened earth which
intervened between the surface of this pavement and the lowest stones of
the core of the archaic altar.1 The existence of this layer, which is part of
the evidence for the archaic altar being later than the pavement, was

FIG. 4.—THE ARCHAIC ALTAR FROM THE SOUTH-WEST.

(Reproduced from B.S.A. xiii, p. 67, Fig. 13).

ascertained by cutting a trench along the central line of the altar down to
the virgin soil. Below the stones of the altar, first the layer in question
was found, and then the pavement. The earth, like that below the pavement, proved on being washed to be full of small fragments of burned
bone, in which we must recognise the remains of the sacrifices offered on
the earliest altar ; of this no trace was found in the trench cut through the
archaic altar, and it is in fact not likely to have extended so far in this
direction.
1

This layer appears in the section on line G-H in PI. V.
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The next stage which can be detected in the history of the Sanctuary,
shews the hieron provided with a large altar, which is still well preserved,
and a small temple, marked on the plan as the ' Archaic Altar' and the
' Early Temple.' No remains of any corresponding enclosure walls have
been found. The altar is 9/00 m. long by 1-50 m. wide, resembling in its
long narrow proportions some other early Greek altars. Its height is
roo m., or, with the projecting coping which is preserved only at the north
end, 1*20 m. The facing is of rudely dressed stones laid in irregular
courses; inside, the stones were simply thrown in to form a filling.
Its appearance from the south-west is given in Fig. 4. The
extent of the accumulation of sacrificial debris round it is shewn in
plan in Fig. 2 and its depth in the sections on lines C-D and G-H1
(Plate V).
The temple faces almost due east, and roughly in the direction of the
altar. It had the characteristically archaic, long narrow plan with a width
estimated at 4/50 m. and a length of at least twice as much. Like several
other very early temples, it was divided longitudinally by a row of pillars,
and at the inner end there seems to have been a small raised cella or niche
for the image. The only part preserved in situ is a portion of the foundation course of small roughly dressed stones and slabs (Fig. 5), which were
covered by a mass of red earth, the result of the disintegration of brickwork.
A study of these remains led to the conclusion that the building was of
brick set in a wooden frame-work, with a low gable roof. A fragment of
a painted tile was found amongst the remains, but from its resemblance to
Laconian I or II pottery of the seventh century, cannot be as old as the
building itself.2
To the period during which this altar and temple were in use, belong
the most important results of the excavation, because it is in association
with them that the greater number of the rich series of votive offerings were
found. The only classes of these which have been published fully are the
terracotta figurines, the bronzes, and the pottery (Geometric, ProtoCorinthian and Laconian I and II). A number of ivory carvings, though
only a small proportion of the whole, have also appeared, but of the lead
1
The section on the line C-D was published in B.S.A. xiii, PI. I l l , and that on line G-H,
first in B.S.A. xiv, PI. II, and in a corrected form in B.S.A. xv, PI. II, from which it is now
republished in PI. V, B, at the end of this volume.
2
The remains of this temple were fully described and figured in B.S.A. xiv, pp. 17 sqq., with
Figs. 5, 6 and 7. Fig. 5 in the text is from one of these photographs.
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figurines and miscellaneous objects only very few.1 The curious painted
terracotta masks, together with the great mass of lead figurines, nearly all
belong to the succeeding period. With the exception of a number found
inside the temple, none of these votive offerings were found in situ ; they
were evidently thrown away from time to time and so formed, as has been
already reported, a confused mass all over the area of the cobble pavement
and slightly beyond it, the walls which had previously bounded the pave-

FIG. 5.—REMAINS OF THE ARCHAIC TEMPLE BY THE SIDE OF THE SOUTH WALL
OF THE LATER TEMPLE.

ment having been by this time destroyed. That this boundary should then
have existed is inconsistent also with the position of the temple, the corner
of which barely clears the line of the wall, and practically with that of the
altar also, as the space between it and the wall would be very inconveniently
narrow, and this disregard is a further proof that these walls belong to an
earlier period.
A part of the limit of the hieron at this period seems to be preserved
1
For the terracotta figurines v. Farrell, B.S.A. xiv, pp. 48-73 ; for the bronzes, Droop,
B.S.A. xiii, pp. 107-117; for the pottery, Droop, B.S.A. viii, pp. 118-136 ; xiv, pp. 30-47; xv,
pp. 23-39 ; for the ivories, Dawkins, B.S.A. xiii, pp. 77-108.
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by the line of a wall, marked on the plan ' Later Enclosure Wall,' which
runs nearly due north and south about four metres to the east of the altar.
The wall itself is of a later date, but the line in which it lies, and its extension to the north marked the extreme limit in this direction of the objects
belonging to this period, and we may therefore consider that this was the
limit of the hieron, and that some earlier wall existed here, no trace of which
has survived. The southern part of the wall in question appears in
Fig. 8 between the houses and the archaic altar.
The richness of the deposit of votive offerings was by no means uniform
over this area. The most fruitful region was that surrounding the remains
of the early temple, and many of the objects found here probably formed a
part of its contents. The accumulation was also especially deep on the
east side of the altar, rising indeed from its usual average thickness of "30 m.
to as much as -6o m. It reached probably to within half a metre of the top of
the altar. On the western side, on the other hand, the deposit was thin.
This implies that the altar was used, as would naturally be expected, from
the side towards the temple, and that on the other unused side, which was
moreover very close to the wall of the hieron, debris was allowed to accumulate. All the deposit near the altar was black and, like that below the
pavement, mixed with small fragments of burned bones. The mass at the
back of the altar shews that, in clearing the surface from time to time, the
ministers swept the debris off on the side where it did not interfere with
the practice of the cult.1
The region to the north of the temple, immediately underneath
and to the north of the row of bases marked on the plan, was also
very rich, and it was here that the latest objects associated with this
period were found ; in particular Laconian 11 pottery and carvings in
soft stone.
It was recognised already at the beginning of the excavation that at
the end of this period the whole hieron was covered with a layer of sand
and gravel. Underneath this the archaic altar and the remains of the
early temple were completely buried, and on its surface a new altar and the
later temple were erected. It seems most probable that the early temple
1
This difference in the thickness of the deposit on the two sides of the altar is shewn in the
section on the line G-H (PI. V, B). It is interesting to contrast the altar, whose priority to the
deposits round it is proved by its affecting their level in this way, with the walls of the temple, on
both sides of which the deposits, being earlier, continue at the same level. See section on
line E-F (PI. V, A).
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was destroyed by a flood, and that this general raising of the level was to
guard against the recurrence of such a disaster.1
This reorganising of the Sanctuary did not stop, and hardly
interrupted, the practice of making votive offerings, the series of which
continues with undiminished richness for at least another century, but the
presence of the sand made it possible to distinguish clearly those that
belong to the earlier period from those that follow it. The date therefore
of this destruction and reconstitution of the Sanctuary is of the greatest
importance, and it can fortunately be fixed with some degree of
certainty.
The two blocks of dressed stone marked in the plan almost directly
underneath the row of bases at the edge of the Roman arena are of
importance in this connexion. They were carefully bedded and laid like
a pair-of steps, and evidently formed part of a building, of which, however,
nothing more can be said than that it belongs to the latter part of the
period in question, as is proved by the considerable depth of deposit below
the stones, and the presence in it of lead figurines of a kind hardly earlier
than B.C. 700, and of a few sherds of Laconian I pottery. Near these blocks
a rich mass of objects were found which probably formed part of the
contents of the building. Their relative lateness is indicated by the more
developed style of the pottery, which is what Mr. Droop has classed
as Laconian II. With this were the objects which help us to a date post
quern for the rearrangement of the Sanctuary. These are a number of
carvings in soft white stone, some of which bear archaic inscriptions, and
two Laconian II plates, one inscribed FPI0IZA A[NEJ0lKE HIPON, and
the other, [ANE0E]KE TAI FOPOASIAI were found not far off.2 These
inscriptions, although very archaic in character, can hardly go back earlier
than the end of the seventh century, and we thus arrive at a terminus post
quern for the laying down of the sand. Further, the close connexion
between the pottery found in this region with the earliest pieces found
above the layer of sand prove that this deposit belongs to the very latest
years of the early period.
1
The redness of the remains of the brick-work might suggest that it was destroyed by fire, but
there are no signs of charring on the objects, and the ivories especially would not have survived a
fire. Nor would this supply any motive for raising the level of the sanctuary.
2
This transcription does not of course represent the actual lettering of the inscriptions, which
have not yet been published. Specimens of these carvings have appeared in B.S.A. xii, p. 334,
Fig. 1; p. 33s, Figs. 2 and 3 ; p. 337, Fig. 4 : B.S.A. xiii, p. 60, Fig. 8 : B.S.A. xiv,
p. 25, Fig. 10.
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The votive offerings of the next period, of which more must be said
below, include a mass of that pottery hitherto known as Cyrenaic, which
Mr. Droop has now classed as Laconian III and IV. In date it ranges
over the sixth century, and, more precisely, must have begun not far from
600 B.C. The evidence for this is the well known Arkesilas cup in the
Louvre, with a picture of the king superintending the weighing and
packing of the silphion. There is little doubt that this is Arkesilas II,
whose dates are 580-550 B.C., and, as the cup is a late example of
Laconian III, it demands some date previous to this for the beginning of
the style, possibly 600 B.C. A sherd found by Professor Petrie at Daphnai,
which must have been imported thither before 565 B.C., corroborates this.1
If then, the inscriptions point to a date certainly not earlier than the end of
the seventh century (and on epigraphical grounds they might well be later),
and are found immediately before the sand, whilst the pottery found directly
above it begins certainly very early in the sixth century, there is
strong evidence that the sand was laid down at a date very close
to 600 B.C.
Before going on to describe the next period of the history of the
Sanctuary, it will be convenient to look back and try to establish some
date for the beginnings of the cult and the earlier structures which have
been noticed above.
Over how many centuries before 600 B.C. these early deposits at the
Orthia Sanctuary range, it is not easy to say, and indeed any conclusion must
have much that is arbitrary and to some extent personal. The pottery is
our safest guide: the first ware found is Geometric. Before the end of
this, Laconian I begins, and this is followed at the end of the period by
Laconian II. There was also a style developed from the Geometric, which
Mr. Droop has classed as Sub-Geometric. Besides these, the period in which
Laconian I and Geometric overlap was marked by the presence of ProtoCorinthian pottery, and from this the best external evidence for dating is
derived. No very large quantity of it was found, but it was widely scattered
and always carefully preserved. After the second year's campaign, when the
area occupied by the later temple and the arena of the theatre had been
excavated, Mr. Droop noted that 51 per cent, of its occurrences were with
only Geometric pottery, 38 per cent, with Geometric and Laconian I
1
For Mr. Droop's arguments v. B.S.A. xiv, p. 46. For the Daphnai sherd v. Petrie, Tanis,
ii, PI. XXXII, 3, and pp. 52 and 59.
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together, and 11 per cent, with only Laconian I.1 It therefore appears that
the greater part of the period over which it ranges falls before the introduction of Laconian I, and runs down to shortly after the end of
Geometric. The probable date of the earliest pieces from the Orthia
Sanctuary according to the evidence of Italian finds, is about 740 B.C.,
apart from several fragments of the earlier ventriconical vases, one of
which was found as low as the level of the upper surface of the cobble
pavement. The date at which Proto-Corinthian gives way to Corinthian
is not very clear, and questions of terminology add further difficulties, but
660 B. C. is a reasonable date for the latest vases definitely to be called
Proto-Corinthian.2
If these dates be applied to the series from the Orthia Sanctuary, it
will appear that, as almost exactly as much Proto-Corinthian pottery was
found before as after the beginning of Laconian I., a middle halfway date
between 740 and 660 B.C. is indicated for its first appearance, and on these
grounds Mr. Droop suggested as an approximate date 700 B.C., with
Laconian II, of which there is much less, following on in 625, and lasting
until the end of the century. As this allows a century for the development
-from Laconian I to Laconian III, the length of time is adequate, but
certainly not too long. Geometric dies out shortly before the end of
Proto-Corinthian, and it may be considered that it was practically at an
end after 675 B.C.
Before the appearance of Proto-Corinthian there is a long period
represented only by Geometric pottery. If we divide this deposit from that
containing Laconian pottery, at the point where the latter begins to
preponderate, we shall find that the Geometric layer, with an average of at
least half a metre, is double the thickness of the later stratum. This is
only not true in the region of the early temple, where the Laconian layer
is the thicker of the two; but here this latter is due not to gradual
accumulation, but to the collapse of the early temple and its contents, and
1
Each section of the deposit was dug separately and divided into several layers. The finds
from each layer were put into separate trays. Of the sixty-three trays which contained ProtoCorinthian sherds, in thirty-two it was accompanied by only Geometric, in twenty-four by Geometric
and Laconian I, and in seven by Laconian I pottery only. From these figures the percentages
in the text are calculated. Cf. Mr. Droop's report in B.S.A. xiii, p. 127.
2
The initial date for Proto-Corinthian pottery used in this argument rests upon the testimony
of the vases found at Syracuse, and its foundation date of 745 B.C., and in this way a good piece of
•external evidence is obtained for the general correctness of our chronology. A few more pieces of
Corinthian ware have been found since Mr. Droop wrote his paper in B.S.A. xiii.
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cannot therefore be used in any way as a measure of time. As therefore
in the other parts of the area, where the deposits were to all appearances
the result of a gradual accumulation, the Geometric stratum is twice as
thick as that above it, which latter is reckoned to extend over nearly one
hundred years, it would seem that the earlier must occupy at least twice
that period, and we thus reach 900 B.C. as an initial date. In the centre of
the arena, where the altar deposit below the pavement was found, the
Geometric deposit was even thicker, and it appears that these earliest
traces of the cult must go back well into the tenth century. Nothing
Mycenaean, with the exception of one gem, has been found at the
site, which therefore belongs entirely to the age of iron, and as the
archaeological evidence carries it back to the tenth century, the traditional
date for the Dorian settlement in Laconia, it would appear that the cult
dates from the foundation of Dorian Sparta.1 This is all the more likely,
as some important historical cause must be sought for the institution of so
important a cult.
There is, however, a possibility that the foundation of the Chalkioikos
and of the Amyklaion as a Dorian site is somewhat earlier, because the
variety of Geometric pottery with no slip and glistening paint, which at the
Orthia Sanctuary is confined to the lower levels, and so appears to be
older than the usual Geometric with a slip and dull paint, is at these
sanctuaries much the commoner of the two, whilst at the Orthia it is
distinctly less frequent.2
As the structural remains below the sand, early temple, altars, pavement and enclosure walls, all fall earlier than the beginning of ProtoCorinthian pottery, their dates must be sought inside the long period from
the tenth century to 740 B.C.3 The archaic altar was built some time
before this date, as a great deal of the deposit round it contained nothing
later than Geometric sherds, and it is not likely that any great error will be
made if it, and the early temple with it, are assigned to a date earlier than
800 B.C. The cobble pavement will then date from some time earlier in
1

This gem was published in B.S.A. xiii, p. 76, Fig. 16, j .
For these varieties of Geometric v. B.S.A. xiii, pp. 119 sqq. At the Orthia only 7 per cent,
of the Geometric pottery was of the older slipless variety, and at the Chalkioikos more than
80 per cent.
3
Four Proto-Corinthian sherds found with the Geometric pottery below the cobble pavement
are too isolated to upset the general result. They are clearly out of place, possibly owing to some
mistake in the processes of cleaning and sorting.
2
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the ninth, and the burned deposit below it will go back to the beginnings
of the cult in the tenth century.
To the year 600 B.C. or near it, we have assigned the reorganisation of
the hieron, and we must now look at this a little more closely. The
remains of the early temple, as they were discovered, consisted of a mound
of reddish brick-earth, beneath which were the stones of the foundation,
and it was the observation of this low mound formed here by the upper
surface of the archaic deposit, that first led us to suspect the presence of a
building. Over this mound, and indeed all round and inside the later
temple, the archaic deposit was covered with a layer of such small chips
of stone as are made in the final dressing of blocks for building. The
position of this layer, which is marked in the section on the line E-F
(PI. V, A), shews that the level of the ground at the time of the erection
of the later temple was that of the top of the archaic deposit. A further
indication of this was afforded by the discovery, when the temple was
cleared, of a few Geometric sherds near the walls, resting on the stratum
of Laconian I pottery of which the uppermost part of the archaic deposit
normally consists. This obvious disturbance of the series only occurred
at this point, and was clearly due to the digging of the trenches for the
foundations of the temple, by which some of the lowest deposit was thrown
up and laid on the surface.
After the cutting of these foundation trenches, the whole area was
covered with a deep layer of sand. This seems to have been laid down
gradually as the walls of the temple rose, because chips of stone made by the
masons were found in it at all depths. The object of this sand was no
doubt to raise the level of the hieron, and so prevent danger from the
floods to which the Eurotas is still subject. Its limits, as marked on the
plan, shew that it formed a roughly T-shaped platform, with the later
temple on the leg of the T. and the altar on its cross-bar. The slope of
the edges of the mound appear in the sectional drawings on the lines E-F
and G-H (PI. V). At the back of the temple this slope is steeper than
elsewhere, probably owing to the nearness of the building to the edge of
the hieron, and a retaining wall was therefore necessary.
Such
remains of this as were discovered are seen on the plan, curving
round behind the temple at the edge of the sand. A piece of it
appears also in Fig. 3. The wall was carefully made on the outer
side only ; the side against which the sand rested, not being intended

LACONIA.

SPARTA.

33

to be seen, had no regular facing. The construction was of small
undressed stones.
Of the temple thus built at the beginning of the sixth century, very
little except the high foundation, shewn in Fig. 6, remains in situ. This
still served for the temple which was standing in the Roman period, and
has in consequence suffered a good deal of rebuilding. As the surface of
the ground was then nearly half a metre higher, the level of the stylobate
was probably raised, but no trace of it at any period has been preserved.

FIG. 6 . — T H E FRONT WALL OF THE LATER TEMPLE UNCOVERED TO ITS FOUNDATIONS.

(Reproduced from B.S.A.

xiii, p. 57, Fig. 6.)

Like the temple of Roman times it was probably prostyle in antis. Two
fragments which may be assigned to it were found built into the foundation
of the theatre. One was a piece of a Doric capital of the characteristic
sixth-century profile, and the other was a fragment of a Doric column
with sixteen instead of twenty flutes.1
1

The profile of this capital is given in B.S.A. xiv, p. 7, Fig. 1. The fragment is a quarter of
the capital carefully cut down for some other purpose. It had therefore ceased to be in use as a
capital some time before the builders of the theatre used it as rubble. If we could be quite positive
that it belonged to the sixth-century temple, this would be a further argument for its having been
completely rebuilt before the Roman period. The fragment of column is '6o m. long and preserves
parts of three flutes. The original number can be computed by measuring the angle formed by
three successive ridges. The work is, however, poor, and the number of flutes is no proof of
early date.
D
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The pediment seems to have been adorned with a group containing a
figure of a lion in poros stone, gaily coloured. The evidence for this is the
discovery of a fragment of a lion's mane which might have come from
such a group in the earth which accumulated in front of the temple
between the time when it was built and the Roman level, the lower level
being determined by the top of the sand and the presence of objects
immediately subsequent to those below it, or more precisely, by the
discovery of Laconian III pottery and such objects in lead and bone as are
contemporary with it. It is plain that, as far as they are fragments of the
temple, the objects found in this earth may either date from its first construction, or be the refuse from any rebuilding which it may have undergone. The lion's mane clearly comes from its earliest stage, and shews
that the temple was rebuilt before Roman times at least to the extent of
having its original pediment thrown down. The stamped tiles found in
the same earth, which will be mentioned below, belong to the latter class,
and point to a reconstruction of the roof. That the lion's mane comes
from a pedimental group is made the more likely by the discovery of two
small reliefs in soft stone, representing two couchant lions facing each other
heraldically.1 One of these was found in the layer of sand itself, and
the other in a deposit to the north of the temple dating from shortly after
its construction (Fig. 7). Both are therefore closely contemporary with
the building of the temple, and that two of them should be found makes it
likely that the design had some significance. With no more than a fragment of the neck and mane as a guide, it is difficult to form an opinion of
the space that would be occupied by a group of two lions in this position,
but the scale of the fragment in no way prevents us from supposing that it
comes from such a group of a size to fill the required space satisfactorily.
It would seem likely therefore that in these two small triangular reliefs we
should recognise copies of the group which adorned the front pediment of
the temple. Some pieces of painted terracotta architectural ornament have
been found, which may also be associated with this building.2
Outside the southern and eastern walls of the temple the plan shews
1
The one found in- the sand, the uppermost in Fig. 7> was published in B.S.A. xiii, p. 60,
Fig. 8. Its length is -25 m.
2
That these two groups have some architectural significance is rendered the more probable by
the fact that several of these reliefs, all dating from the same period, represent parts of buildings.
Thus two give a Doric architrave and metopes, another a Doric capital, and two more what seems
to be a piece of architectural ornament.
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nine circular patches of dots each about 70 m. in diameter. These mark
the position of circular holes cut down through the archaic deposit at these
points and filled with the same sand that formed the layer above. Similar
holes were observed also on the north side of the temple, but their position

FIG. 7.—RELIEFS OF LIONS IN LIMESTONE.

(SCALE 2 : 5.)

was not noted with sufficient accuracy for them to be put upon the plan.
Holes cut in this way through the archaic deposit can only have been made
at the building of the later temple, and their being filled with the sand
which was then laid down shews that the purpose which they served was
D 2
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only temporary, whilst their symmetrical arrangement round the temple
proves their connexion with it. The conclusion is that they are the holes
which were sunk for scaffolding-poles.
This raising of the whole level of the hieron covered not only the
remains of the early temple but also the archaic altar, the top of which
was now buried by more than half a metre of sand, and no doubt a new
altar was built at the same time. The remains of altars actually found
above the sand have already been described.1 They consisted of part of
an altar of the Roman period, resting upon some squared stones, which
belonged to an earlier structure. These squared stones, which are shewn
in the section on the line G-H (PI. V), belong to an altar earlier than the
Roman. To the east of them was a mass of burned debris, the remains of
sacrifices pushed off the top of the altar to its unused side, as was noted in
the case of the archaic altar. This deposit contained sherds of Laconian
V and VI pottery, dating therefore from the fifth and first half of the
fourth century, and a great number of lead figurines of the corresponding
style. There is therefore no clear evidence that the altar, to which these
blocks belonged, goes back earlier than the year 500 B.C., although the
certainty that an altar must have been constructed for the necessities of
the cult at the same time as the temple makes it probable that it is in fact
to be dated a hundred years earlier.
The hieron, when this later temple was built, was enclosed by a wall,
which there is no reason to date later than the temple itself. The longest
piece preserved is that which bounds the hieron to the west. Another
piece to the south runs along the side of the present channel of the
mill-stream, and a third is to be seen to the east of the altar. It is marked
on the plan ' Later Enclosure Wall.' The area thus contained appears to
have been roughly oblong, and may be taken as sixty by forty-five
metres. Again no trace of the entrance has been preserved.
The most important small finds of this period were found to the north
and south of the temple. On each side of the building there was a slope
formed by the edge of the layer of sand, and over this the broken or no
longer used votive offerings were from time to time thrown out from the
temple. On the southern side this slope was faced by a rise of the natural
soil away from the river, and thus a small valley was formed, on both sides
1
B.SA. xiii, pp. 62, sqq.
given ibid. Figs. 10, 11.

A photograph, reproduced here in Fig 13, and full drawings are
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of which objects were allowed to accumulate, whilst on the north side the
slope of the sand ran down towards the lower ground on the bank of the
river. The position of these objects is shewn in the section on the line
E-F, where the space they occupy is marked as ' Deposit immediately
succeeding the building of the Later Temple.' In plan they occupied
the greater part of the space to the north, south and behind the temple,
outside the limits of the foundation of the Roman theatre. Behind the
temple the deposit was naturally much less rich, and there was also a local
disturbance of much later date, to be mentioned below, whilst further
to the east any deposit there may have been was removed by the
foundations of the Roman theatre. It seems indeed that at this time
debris was not allowed to gather between the temple and the altar,
and it thus was all swept over the edges of the platform of sand, and
lodged on its slopes.
The deposits in question are marked by pottery of the Laconian III and
IV styles, which include nearly all the vases generally called Cyrenaic. It
was here also that the great mass of terracotta masks were found, hardly any
of them belonging to the earlier period, and that the yield of the little lead
figurines reached its maximum. Of the total number of 100,000 odd, these
deposits yielded more than 58,000, to which by far the greater part of the
IO.OOO found by the bank of the river at the beginning of the excavation
must no doubt be added. Against this the Laconian I deposits yielded in
round numbers only 5700 and the Laconian II, 9500. Laconian V and VI
shew the decrease with 10,600 and 4700 respectively, but here allowance
must be made for the scantiness of the deposits preserved.1 It is important
to note that the pottery, the carvings in bone, and the lead figurines all
shewed clearly by their unbroken development that the earliest objects
found here follow immediately after the latest found below the sand, from
the period of the early temple. A further link between the two deposits
is the series of carvings in soft stone, some of which were found just below,
some in, and a few above the sand. The deposits of Laconian III and IV
occupy the whole of the sixth century, and their importance for the date of
the later temple has already been noticed.
After this the number of small objects found becomes very much less.
The later developments of Laconian pottery, styles V and VI, dated by
Mr. Droop to the fifth and the first half of the fourth century, were found
1

These figures are due to Mr. Wace.
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in several patches of deposit to the south of the temple near the great drain,
and also near its S.E. corner, all at levels below that of the pavement
of the arena of the theatre in the Roman period, and comparable to
that at which the fragment of lion's mane from the pediment was found.
The uniformity of level of these deposits indicates that some levelling
took place in this region about the year 500 B.C., and the mass of earth
and shingle which appears in the section on the line E-F above the deposit

FIG. 8.—HOUSES EAST OF THE ALTAR. PART OF THE THEATKE APPEARS IN THE
BACKGROUND, AND TO THE RIGHT A CORNER OF THE ARCHAIC ALTAR.

(Reproduced from B.S.A. xiv, p. 8, Fig. 2.)

of masks should be put down to this. At the same level and of the same
date, is the deposit mixed with burned matter beside the blocks described
above as belonging to the first altar of the later period. The richest finds,
however, of this kind came from the houses to the east of the altar outside
the wall of the hieron, which have for this reason been tentatively assigned
to the fifth century, in the same way as the house inside the wall to the
south of the theatre. It was in these houses, which are shewn in Fig. 8,
that the Laconian VI pottery was observed to give place to black-glazed
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Hellenistic ware and fragments of Megarian bowls, and thus a terminal date
for the Laconian series was reached. These houses probably extend beyond
the limits of the excavation to the east and south, but, except those nearest
to the altar, they yielded so little that their complete excavation seemed
unlikely to repay the removal of the great mass of earth beneath which they
were buried. The water-channels, large basin and well, which one of them
contains, point to some industrial or domestic purpose, but that they had
some connexion with the hieron is shewn by the numerous fragments of
vases inscribed with the name of the goddess.1 The painted fragment of a
figure of Orthia holding snakes which was found here is reproduced
above in the report of the 1910 excavation.2 Near so important a shrine
priests, servants, and artificers of various kinds must have lived, and it is
possible that these are their houses.
The great built drain which runs across the southern part of the site
from west to east and debouches on the bank of the:river, is the next
construction to be noticed. When it was described last year, reasons were
given to shew that it was constructed early in the third century B.C. for the
more effectual draining of the Sanctuary and to carry off any water that
might flow down from the high ground to the east.3 The western part
of this drain is shewn in Fig. 9. The building of the city wall late in the
same century must have further altered the appearance of the hieron and
formed a strong barrier between it and the river. In order to enclose it
within the enceinte, it was necessary for the wall to make a detour
towards the river. The piece of the wall built over the mouth of the drain
is particularly well preserved.4
For the partial destruction of the sixth-century temple we have mentioned the evidence of the broken pediment group and of the archaic Doric
fragments, the broken column and the piece of capital, found in the foundation of the theatre, and several pieces of painted tiles and antefixes found
on the site, point to the same conclusion. Besides these signs of destruction,
1
For these inscriptions v. B.S.A. xiv, pp. IO sqq. On Laconian VI sherds the name of the
goddess (FOPOEIAl) occurred in painted letters, and several black-glazed Hellenistic vessels
bore, complete or in part, the incised inscription, XI AHNI Z TAI BHPGEIAI. Mr. Wace
suggests that this Chilonis may be either the daughter of Leotychides or of Leonidas II, both of
whom belong to the third century.
2
In Fig. 1, p. 16 above.
3
B.S.A. xv, pp. 15-19.
4
For the evidence of the French plan as to the possibility of the actual contact of the city wall
with the theatre, see below, p. 47, note.
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there is also some positive evidence. The foundation itself shews clear
signs of having been largely rebuilt; in especial a drafted block in the
north wall was clearly brought from some other building.1 The most
important evidence, however, are the fragments of stamped tiles from the
later roof. These were found all over the site above the level of the
Roman period, and some occurred between it and the level when the
temple was first built, but none lower. Those found scattered about the

FIG. 9.—THE WESTERN FART OF THE DRAIN TO THE SOUTH OK THE TEMPLE, LOOKING
EAST. BEYOND THE DRAIN IS THE FOUNDATION OF THE ROMAN THEATRE.

(Reproduced from B.S.A. xv, p. 16, Fig. 3 )

site at the higher level are the result of the final destruction of the temple ;
those below this level, which were especially frequent near the temple
itself in the same earth as the lion-fragment from the early pediment, must
be unused or broken pieces left about or thrown aside at the time when the
restored temple was being roofed.
The stamps are of two different but contemporary types, one
inscribed IEPOI BOP0EIAI, and the other BQP0EIAZ IEPOI.1 (Fig. 10)
1

For the evidence as to the rebuilding of the foundation of the temple, v. B.S.A. xiii,
pp. 57 sqq.

LACONIA.

SPARTA.

41

The re-use of the archaic capital before it was taken as rubble by the
builders of the theatre, suggests that this reconstruction was considerably
earlier than their time, and the epigraphical evidence of the stamped tiles1
points to the Hellenistic period. It is therefore not improbable that it is
to be connected with the re-establishment of the Lycurgan constitution in
178 B.C., and the stamps may well belong to this date. The walls of the
city were rebuilt at this time, and this activity in building might well be
extended to a temple so closely connected with the discipline of Lycurgus.
This second-century date gains some support from the stele of Xenokles, on

F I G . 10.—STAMPED T I L E S FROM THE SANCTUARY OF ARTEMIS ORTHIA.

(SCALE 1:3.)

(Reproduced from B.S.A.

xiii, p. 38, Fig. 6.)

which the facade of the temple is represented in relief.2 (Fig. 11) This
stele Mr. Woodward has dated to the second century, and the curious idea
of combining a relief of the facade of the temple with the usual dedicatory
inscription is much more easily explained on the supposition that the
temple was new at the time, and so an object of especial interest. It
shews a Doric temple in antis, but beyond this no safe conclusions can be
drawn. In particular the ornament in the pediment must be regarded as
purely conventional.
In this condition, so far as we know, the hieron remained until the
1

They have been published in facsimile by Mr. Wace in B.S.A. xiii, p. 38, Fig. 6, A, B, from
which Fig. 10 is reproduced. A third type, B O P O E I A E I A P O I , was rare and from its lettering seems to date from the imperial period. All the examples were found at the Roman level, and
Mr. Wace suggests that probably only a few such tiles were made for later repairs.
2
The inscription, No. 47 (2161), has been published in B.S.A. xiv, p. 95.
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building of the Roman theatre in the third century A.D. The only
structure which may have been built at an earlier date is the Roman altar
which rests upon the blocks already described as belonging to an older
altar. Its remains, however, shew such very poor work, that it is hardly
likely to be earlier than the theatre, and it is most probable that when
the theatre was built, a new altar was also constructed.
From the fourth century B.C. until the third A.D., the Sanctuary was
gradually acquiring the long series of dedicatory inscriptions, of which

FIG. II.—STELE OF XENOKLES SHEWING THE FRONT OF THE TEMPLE.

(SCALE ca. I : 7.) (Reproduced from B.S.A. xiv, p. 95.)

more than a hundred have been found in the course of the excavation.
They were nearly all built into the foundation of the Roman theatre, and
their date therefore gives a terminus post quern for its construction.
Mr. Woodward has made a detailed study of these inscriptions, and
ascribes the earliest example to the fourth century B.C. and the latest to
after 225 A.D., whilst the great majority of them fall within the latter part
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of the first and the second century A.D.1 Although the proportion of the
original number preserved is quite unknown, and no doubt the operation of
pure chance has made this very unequal for different periods, still that so
many come from these two centuries points to a great increase in the
custom of setting up these dedications.
Besides these dedicatory stelai, the hieron was decorated with statues.
Some were honorary, such as that which his colleagues set up to Pratolaos
for his excellence as a citizen, his support of the system of Lycurgus, and
his friendliness towards themselves; 2 but the more interesting and
remarkable were a series of statues of Bomonikai, boys who had been
victorious in the contest of endurance at the altar. The base of one of
these was already in the Sparta Museum before the excavation,3 and two
more, dated by Mr. Woodward to the last quarter of the second century A.D.,.
were taken out of the southern part of the foundation of the theatre, where
they had been thrown down side by side. One was written in common
Greek, the other in the late Spartan dialect.4 The marks on the upper
surface of this latter prove that a stele stood in front of the statue. On
this stele was no doubt the victor's dedication of his prize, a sickle or
possibly a crown, whilst on the base was inscribed the dedication by the
city of the victor himself.5 No fragment of these statues has survived.
From the sockets for the feet cut on the bases it is plain that they were
life-size. The ordinary stelai were shaped into a tenon below, and this was
fixed in a mortise cut into the top of a square base, and run in with lead.
As to the arrangement of the stelai and statues in the hieron there is no
evidence. The destruction when the theatre was built was too complete.
Another relic of the hieron at this date is the inscribed stone seat
dedicated by Soixiadas to Orthia (Fig. 12), which shews that, even before
the theatre was built, there was some regular seating, at all events for
distinguished persons. It was found, like the statue bases, at the bottom
of the Roman foundation, which makes it clear that the builders began
their foundation by throwing down all the heavy marbles. Its exact
provenance was the south-eastern part of the foundation, and thus nearly
1

For a list of these inscriptions arranged chronologically v. U.S.A. xv, p. 73.
Published in B.S.A. xiv, p. n o .
3
S.M.C. p. 50, No. 252.
4
Published in this volume pp. 54 sqq., the numbers being 2720 and 2721, and PI. VI.
6
Of these stelai set up by Bomonikai only one fragment has been preserved. It is published in
B.S.A. xii, p. 368 (No. 20, 2163). Cf. also Professor Bosanquet, ibid., pp. 314 sqq.
2

44

R- M. DAWKINS

opposite to the temple. As so heavy an object is not likely to have been
moved more than was necessary, it is likely that its original position was
near this point, and that it was therefore an official seat directly facing the
temple in the central line of the hieron. That Soixiadas was an official
person the words of the inscription prove (yepovTevaas 77319 ical Trpecr/3v<; yevofievos St?), and there was also an Eponymus Soixiadas, who is possibly the
same man. Mr. Woodward considers that it cannot be earlier than the
middle of the first century B.C., and if this Soixiadas is to be identified
with other persons of the same name, not later than ioo A.D.1
The plan shews a drain passing across the space in front of the
temple, broken off at both ends by the foundation of the theatre, to which

F I G . 12.—STONE SEAT DEDICATED BY SOIXIADAS.

(Reproduced from B.S.A.

(SCALE ca. i : 13.)

xiv. p. 104.)

it is therefore anterior. Its level is so well above that of the sixth century
that it may be put down to Hellenistic or imperial times. It is made of a
series of terracotta pipes jointed together, and has a slight fall in the
direction of the river.
Some time after 225 B.C. the last great change took place in the
hieron. In order to accommodate the numerous spectators who came
from all regions to Sparta to witness the rites of the goddess, the theatre
in front of the temple was constructed. So little concern was shewn for
antiquity that many, if not all, the old stelai and statue-bases were thrown
1
For the publication of this seat with the photograph reproduced above, v. B.S.A.
pp. 103 sqq.

xiv,
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down and used as building material. They have in this way been
preserved, and the numerous dedicatory inscriptions which have been
published in previous reports were recovered from the masonry of the
foundation, when parts of it were removed to lay bare the lower strata.
The magistrates' names on these stelai admit of fairly close dating, and as
one of them belongs after 225 A.D., the middle of the third century is
suggested as a date for the building, for a stele is hardly likely to have
been thrown aside less than twenty-five years after its erection.
The descriptions of this theatre by earlier travellers have been
collected by Professor Bosanquet.1 The plan shews its peculiar arrange-

m
, &**'
FIG. 13.—REMAINS OF THE ROMAN, RESTING ON THE REMAINS OF THE EARLIER

GREEK ALTAR.

(Reproduced from B.S.A. xiii, p. 62, Fig. 10.)

ment, by which the facade of the temple took the place of the stage building,
and the altar occupied a place in the arena, not, however, in its centre, but
near the eastern limit. This position was fixed by the apparent necessity
of constructing it exactly above the previous altars, the correspondence
to which in position and orientation is strikingly plain in the sectional
drawing on the line G-H (PI. V); and, with the altar so placed, it would
have needed a very much larger theatre to bring it into the centre of the
1

B.S.A. xii, pp. 305 sqq.
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arena. This was also unnecessary, as the centre of interest was not only
the altar but all the space between it and the front of the temple.
This Roman altar was a patchwork construction of used blocks and
brickwork, probably originally covered with marble slabs. A stone seat
-was built into it, probably part of the seating arrangements of the earlier
period. Its ruined condition appears in the photograph published in the
1907 report and reproduced here (Fig. 13), where the blocks of the earlier
altar upon which it rested are also shewn.1

FIG. 14.—REMAINS OF THE THEATRE LOOKING WEST TOWARDS TAYGETOS.
PIER X is IN THE FOREGROUND.

The construction of the theatre itself, the external piers and arches
and the system of radial walls supporting the seats, has already been
described.2 It differs in no way from that of an ordinary Roman amphitheatre, except in having the opening for the temple. The exact condition
in which it was found is shewn in the Plan published in the 1907 report,3
and in the photographs in Figs. 14 and 15. Since then considerable portions
1

B.S.A. xiii, p. 62, Fig. 10. A plan and elevation are given ibid., p. 63, Fig. 11.
Its plan in B.S.A. xiii, pp. 45-55, and the method of construction of the foundation in
B.S.A. xiv, p. 6.
3
B.S.A. xiii, PI. II, to which reference should be made for the details in the following
paragraphs.
2
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of it have been removed in order to expose the strata below, and its present
state may be seen from the General Plan accompanying this report. Enough
was preserved to make its plan clear: a main entrance between Piers VII
and VIII of the outer arcade, with an arched passage opposite it leading
either to the arena or to the lower seats.1 Traces of four out of the
probable six staircases, which led to the upper seats, and the remains of
what seems to have been an elevated tribunal facing the front of the temple,
could all be distinguished. Traces were preserved of the steps which led

FIG. 15.—REMAINS OF THE THEATRE LOOKING EAST, THE EUROTAS IN THE BACKGROUND.
THE FIRST PIER VISIBLE IS IV.

up to this tribunal, the existence of which is implied also by the mass of
masonry a little to the north inside the radial wall XV which rises well
above the probable level of the seats. It occupied the same central
position above the altar and opposite to the temple, in which the marble
seat dedicated by Soixiadas had stood in the earlier period, and without
doubt served the same purpose.
1
From the plan given by the French Expedition to the Morea, it appears that there was
a second similar entrance in a corresponding position to the north. This plan has been reproduced,
with the insertion of the temple, in B.S.A. xii, p. 309, Fig. 4, and again in B.S.A. xiii, p. 51,
Fig. 4. The original is in Expedition Scientifique de Morte, ii, PI. 48, Fig. I.
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The unfortunate break in the outside line of the foundation near this
point makes it impossible to say how the piers were arranged with reference
to the entrance to this tribunal. There is no trace on the foundation where
Pier XII should be, but this is perhaps accidental. The reconstruction of
the eastern Piers XII, XIII, and XIV given on the 1907 plan was based on
the erroneous idea that the block where Pier XII should be was in situ.
The plan of the theatre given by the French Expedition to the Morea
marks no piers, but in the northern part of the theatre (roughly from Pier
XIV to Pier XXIII in our plan) marks a solid wall curving round outside
the rays, exactly in the position where the piers would be. If this is
correct, it shews that the theatre had no entrances in this part, and its
nearness to the city wall, which occupied the narrow space between the
theatre and the river, makes this not at all unlikely. This wall ends at the
north in a solid mass of masonry, and as this is the point nearest to the
river and so to the city wall, this masonry may be a piece of the latter,
which must therefore at this point have absolutely coalesced with the outer
part of the theatre.1
The increasing irregularity of the setting out of the plan as it proceeds
from the south to the west led at first to the idea that there were two
periods of construction, but no further conclusion is really warranted by
the facts than that the actual planning began at the part south of the
temple, and, as it proceeded, grew more irregular.
The exact arrangement of the western part of the theatre, where it is
terminated by a straight line at right angles to the temple, is not clear.
The two sides seem to have been treated differently, and no doubt the
architect had some difficulty with this part of the plan, for which ordinary
theatres provided no precedent.
The level of the arena was marked by a patch of irregular pavement
in front of the temple. Three of the slabs were inscribed stelai laid face
downwards. A single step led from the pavement to the porch of the
temple.2
A row of stone slabs set on edge ran round the front part of the
temple at an average distance from it of one metre. Their upper edges
1
For this plan see the note on p. 47 above. I doubt, however, if its accuracy is sufficient to
make such inferences at all certain.
2
The pavement appears in the plan in B.S.A. xiii, PI. II, and in the photograph in ibid. p. 56,
Fig. 5. The inscriptions• are No. 40 (2482), v. B.S.A. xii, p. 376 ; No. 56 (2562), v. ibid, xiii,
p. 185 ; No. 62 (2561), v. ibid. p. 188. They all date to the first century A.D. {ibid, xv, p. 73).
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must have been just visible above the Roman level. Their object is not
apparent.1
It is always possible that some of the earlier statues and inscriptions
were saved to decorate this arena. That the custom of setting them up
continued is proved by the row of bases found on the eastern edge of the
arena, which belong to this time. They were all old bases re-used and
irregularly arranged, some being even upside down. None were inscribed,
but on one are the marks of the feet of a statue, and in front of them the
groove for the lower part of a stele. As this was the arrangement of the
statue and stele of a Bomonikes, it is probable that this base belonged
to one of these statues. It is also very possible that these were especially
selected for preservation when records of less interest were thrown away.
If this were so, it would account for the small number of Bomonikes inscriptions which have been preserved, as stones left above ground have been
exposed to the depredations of ages, and in fact inscriptions from the
Sanctuary have been found built into houses in the modern town, and even
as far off as the hamlet of Magoula.2
Above the level of the floor of the theatre a number of terracotta
figurines have been found, which are thus dated by their position to not
earlier than the latter part of the third century. The more important are
figures of Artemis, often girt with an animal's skin, and a figure, probably
male, with a high conical head-dress and wearing a long robe and mantle,
carrying a jug in the right hand. Numerous fragments belong to a group
at least 30 m. high, representing Artemis with a dog fawning upon her, the
figures standing upon a base inscribed F1EI0EPOS. Of all these types
there are a great number of examples ; other types, lamps and vases, were
also found, but in smaller numbers. All without exception are of poor
work and of a coarse red clay without paint.3
Although the foundations of this building are no doubt responsible for
the removal of a good deal of early deposit from the sixth century onwards,
the raising of the level by means of the sand prevented them from touching
the earlier and more interesting remains. Of the sixth century we have an
1

The discovery of slabs in front of the temple is against their having served merely to
mark the point at which the theatre was to be cut off, as seemed possible when only the slabs at the
sides were known. Nor would such marking be necessary. Cf. Professor Bosanquet, B.S.A.
xii, p. 311.
2
For examples see B.S.A. xii, p. 314, note 2.
3
For these figurines see Bosanquet, B.S.A. xii, p. 313, and footnote.
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abundance preserved in the deposits by the western half of the temple, and
what we have later than this in the arena and houses shews such a
decadence, that a small quantity is enough. The theatre has also been of
the utmost service in resisting the attacks of the river, and so preserving
the unique deposit of the archaic period. Of this, the destruction of the
northern part of the theatre, the extent of which is shewn on the plan, has
allowed some to be carried away by the river, but, owing to the distance of
this part from the centre of the shrine, in all probability very little has thus
been lost. The makers of the mill-stream also carried away a great deal,
and the use made of the building as a quarry in recent years has been

FIG. 16.—MEDIAEVAL BURIAL AT THE ORTHIA SANCTUARY.

particularly destructive in all the part adjacent to the temple, both to the
north and to the south. The extent of these ravages is shewn in detail in
the plan given with the 1907 report.1
The other remains from the Roman period are a few house-walls
between the theatre and the new course of the mill-stream, most of which
appear on the plan.
Above the level of the theatre, especially on the southern half of the
site, a number of Christian graves were found, and some Byzantine jewellery.
The burials consisted of four large oblong tiles placed two and two like a
gable, over the body. A photograph of one is shewn in Fig. 16. This
1

B.S.A. xiii, PI. II.
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affords some evidence that a church stood on the site, although the walls
that were marked in the first year as Byzantine were shewn by subsequent
excavation to be a part of the Theatre.1
The plan shews inside the temple a rough wall marked ' Modern
Structure,' inside which it was found that the sand had been removed. It
appears to be the remains of some quite late attempt to use the walls of the
temple foundation as a shelter of some sort. The back wall of the temple
was much destroyed in the centre, and the retaining wall and later
enclosure wall were also broken on the central line of the plan, and the
archaeological strata of sand and various deposits removed. It is clear
that at some time a trench was cut into the temple along this line, but
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whether this had any connexion with the structure inside the temple or
not, it is impossible to say.
The latest disturbances of the site were the cutting of the mill-stream,
which damaged chiefly the N.E. corner of the temple and the foundation of
the theatre, and the depredations of the nineteenth century, which so much
reduced what was until then one of the most conspicuous buildings in
Sparta, that, at the beginning of the excavation, the only sign of its
existence was a grassy hollow answering to the arena and the section of
the foundation exposed by the erosion of the river. Products, direct or
indirect, of this destruction are no doubt the Orthia inscriptions which
were in the Museum when we came to Sparta. Excepting for a few lead
figurines, which gave the clue to the place, the Roman theatre had done its
1

In the plan in B.S.A. xii, PI. VIII.
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work thoroughly in preserving untouched, below even the bed of the
mill-stream, the great wealth of archaic objects which by their fresh
light on early Sparta have given this excavation its chief importance.
The diagram in Fig. 17 presents graphically the more important
dates in the history of the Sanctuary, the vertical lines marking centuries,
and the horizontal the duration of the different structures and classes
of objects. Explanations and qualifications are to be found in the
account just given. Thus the date of the earliest altar and of the archaic
altar and temple are no more than approximations : the line marked for

FIG. 18.—EILEITHYIA FIGURINES FROM THE SANCTUARY OF ORTHIA.
(SCALE 4 : 5 . )

the duration of the Greek altar (500-350 B.C.) is that of the Laconian V
and VI pottery found with its remains : the altar itself, or some other
altar, must naturally have been there for the whole period from 600 B.C.
to 250 A.D., marked by the dotted line. The building of the later temple
is a clearly fixed point: the date early in the second century B.C. for its
rebuilding, which certainly took place some time in the Hellenistic period,
only embodies the suggestion which has been made above. The evidence
on which the building of the Roman theatre is put at about 250 A.D. has also
been given. The dotted line at the beginning of the period marked for
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Geometric pottery indicates its possible extension into the tenth century :
the Proto-Corinthian line includes neither the few ventriconical vases
which are earlier in the stratification, nor naturally, the few Corinthian
pieces which are later : the evidence for the periods of Laconian ware has
already been given by Mr. Droop.1
The most important point in which this diagram differs from that
published in [907, is that the building of the later temple was then put to
550 instead of 600 B.C.2 The cause of this error was, as has been already
explained, the lack of the evidence later afforded by the Laconian III
and IV pottery, which need the sixth century for their development. The
beginning of the cult is also now put rather earlier, and the building of
the Roman theatre, owing to the progress made in dating the inscriptions,
rather later. The earlier diagram naturally contains no mention of the
first temple which had not then been discovered.
A reference should here be made to the statement of Pausanias, that
the Sanctuary of Eileithyia was near that of Orthia. From the first year
of the excavation this statement was verified by the discovery of tiles with
the stamp 'lepov 'EXevcrias or Aapoo-iot, 'EX.(e)ucn.'a?s (Fig. 10, D, E), but
no trace of the building from which they came has been found. Two
figurines, shewn in Fig 18, also appear to be votive offerings to Eileithyia.
One represents a pair of birth-daemons supporting a mother and newlyborn child, the other a woman carrying a child. Of this latter, the head
of the woman has been lost, and a further break makes it possible that she
was originally carrying two children. Both were found with the debris
from the archaic temple, and belong to the seventh or possibly to the
eighth century.4
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B.S.A. xiv, pp. 45 sqq.
B.S.A. xiii, p. 61, Fig. 9. The revision of the date is discussed in B.S.A. xiv, pp. 15 and 26.
3
These stamps have been published by Mr. Wace, B.S.A. xiii, p. 38, Fig. 6, D, E.
4
The figurine with the birth-daemons was originally published in B.S.A. xiv, p. 53, Fig. 2, I.
For the Eileithyia Sanctuary and such figurines of women and birth-daemons, v. B.S.A. xv, p. 21.
2
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