THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA

(PLATES 11—17%)

THE base of the peninsula, from the Karaova to Halicarnassus and the Karadag, is of
limestone and singularly devoid of water. It rises to heights of five and six hundred metres in
the Kaplan Dagi (Mt. Lide) and Karadag, with steep slopes on the north side and little valleys
opening southwards. The western part of the peninsula is said to be of volcanic formation
with fundamental gneiss;* the hills here are fearfully denuded and sometimes fantastically
gnarled, but there are pockets of fertile land in the central valleys and a number of distinct
little coastal plains. The peninsula from Halicarnassus westward belongs to the Aegean world
and is capable of supporting a normal Aegean economy. The present population of the kaza
of Bodrum, which extends on the east beyond Mumcular, is 24,000, of whom about 11,000
live in Bodrum itself on the site of the ancient Halicarnassus.

The sketch map r16. 1 is based on the Turkish 1 : 200,000 survey, but with some modifi-
cations.?2 The field exploration which forms the basis of this article occupied about six weeks.
We were throughout guided by the map and description of the peninsula published by Paton
and Myres after their joint exploration sixty years ago,® which laid secure foundations for the
study of the geography of Western Caria and the antiquities of the Lelegian country; no sub-
sequent work in this region can compare with theirs in thoroughness or acuteness of observa-
tion.# We have at points been able to supplement or correct their descriptions, and in places
we have judged differently of the evidence on the ground (particularly the chronological testi-
monies offered by the ancient potsherds), but always with a sense of our own fallibility in work
of such a sort where the majority of observations are in fact unverified assumptions. For the
plans that we give we have attempted to define the range of error. Our principal aim in the
field has been the distinction of the characteristic features of the Lelegian town sites, and we
have taken the greatest pains to achieve accuracy in this direction.

HALICARNASSUS

THE Post-MaAusoran Crty.

It appears from the collation of several ancient testimonies  that Halicarnassus had a
closed harbour and an ‘ island ’ called Zephyria or Zephyrion; the ‘island > was connected to

1 Paton and Myres, Geogr. Journal 1897, 44; Philippson, Reisen u. Forschungen V 51, map, denies the presence of gneiss
and marks andesite in this area.

2 For the plotting of positions in the interior of the Myndos peninsula we have in general regarded Paton and Myres’
map (FHS XVI, pl. 11) as the most accurate; for the 200-metre contour we have attempted to combine Philippson’s
indications with those on the Turkish map, but refer the reader to Paton and Myres’ map for a truer impression of the relief.
Paton and Myres did not undertake an accurate survey to the east of the Myndos peninsula, and we have therefore followed
the Turkish map in this part of our sketch map. :

3 W. R. Paton and J. L. Myres, ¢ Carian Sites and Inscriptions ’, 7HS XVI (1896), 188-271, pls. g-11.

4 By the generosity of Sir John Myres we were enabled to carry a copy of ¢ Carian Sites and Inscriptions > with us in the
field, and subsequently had his notes and correspondence with Paton at our disposal. We take this opportunity of mentioning
also with gratitude those who have helped us in the field, notably Osman Bilgin and Ahmet Davas, and Mrs. J. M. Cook,
Miss M. Bean, Mr. R. V. Nicholls, and Mr. W. C. Brice, who accompanied us on some of the shorter journeys and have
helped with the illustrations in this article; also, in addition to those named below, Dr. M. Mitsos and Mr. D. M. Lewis for
assistance with inscriptions in Athens, Mr. I. Kondis, who gave us access to Biliotti’s field notebook of 1865, and Mr. B.
Ashmole for allowing us to refer to unpublished objects from Halicarnassus in the British Museum.

5 Ps.-Scylax g8a; Strabo XIV 656 f.; Pliny NH II 204; Arrian Anab. I 23, 3; Vitruvius IT 8, 10-14; Steph. Byz.
5.0, ¢ *ANikapvaocds.’
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THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA 87

the land by an isthmus, but it seems to have been artificially sundered from it at different times.®
The wall circuit terminated in two ¢ horns ’,7 of which one was named Salmacis, while the other
is necessarily the ‘island ’; the situation of the ancient Halicarnassus at Bodrum is not in
doubt, and since the ¢ island ’ can only be the rocky peninsula on the east of the harbour, which
is now crowned by the ruined castle of St. Peter (F1c. 2), it follows that the name Salmacis
belonged to the promontory on the west of the harbour.®

Vitruvius’ Locations. While the notices in the ancient geographers and historians are too
slight or incidental to give any consistent picture of the topography of Halicarnassus, Vitruvius
in the passage cited above gives a graphic description of the place which must depend directly
on visual memory.® He compares Halicarnassus to the curvature of a theatre. At the bottom,
next to the harbour, is the agora ( forum). Half-way up is a broad boulevard (platea), resembling
the praecinctio of a theatre, on the middle of which stands the Mausoleum. On the summit of
the citadel in the middle (in summa arce media) is a shrine ( fanum) of Mars with a colossal acro-
lithic statue attributed to Leochares or Timotheus. On the top of the right horn is a shrine
of Venus and Mercury at the fountain of Salmacis, and on the left horn the brick and marble
palace which Mausolus built; from the palace the view to the right covers the agora and
harbour and the whole wall circuit, while underneath on the left was the secret harbour sub
montibus latens, which could not be overlooked, so that from his house the king could transmit
commands to his oarsmen and troops without anyone knowing. Vitruvius then goes on to
relate the stratagem by which after her husband’s death Artemisia captured a Rhodian fleet
in the harbour. , ,

The position of the Mausoleum was fixed by Newton, who discovered substantial remains
of its substructures and of its architectural and sculptural members.!® It stood on a raised
platform over 100 m. square; and though it was only 150 m. from the harbour and the ground
here was scarcely raised above sea-level, the broad elevated podium and 140-ft.-high monument
could well have given an impression of superior height. Behind the position of the Mausoleum
is the broad conical hill of Goktepe, which occupies an almost central position in the wall
circuit. Ross located the shrine of Ares on its summit; ! and on the highest point, inside the
city fortification and apparently detached from it, there is an oblong foundation or platform
8-75 m. broad (N-S) and at least 12-5 m. long. At the east foot of Géktepe there is an enor-
mous platform, which Hamilton 12 and Ross '3 assumed to be that of the Mausoleum, but which
Spratt marked as the Temple of Mars. Newton investigated the site and discovered the traces
of a fair-sized building, in an Ionic order similar to that of the Mausoleum, in the centre of the
platform.’* Observing the approximate coincidence in date of the Ionic order here with the
sculptors named by Vitruvius, the size and central position of the monument, and Vitruvius’
mention of the shrine among the ¢ principal features of the ancient city ’, he had no hesitation
in locating the Temple of Ares on this platform. The position in the valley bottom, however,
does not fit well with Vitruvius’ in summa arce media, and the word fanum does not necessarily

¢ By Artemisia’s canal (Vitruvius loc. cit.), Alexander’s té&ppos &Eiéhoyos (Diod. XVII 27, 6), the fosse of the knights in
A.D. 1476 (cf. Ann. IV-V 317); ¢f. also the worauds of Ps.-Scylax loc. cit. (p. 89).

? Vitruvius loc. cit. (f. also the distinction of the &xpav v & i vfiow and Salmacis in Arrian, loc. cit., where the
Persians withdrew to these two forts,

8 For the castle see Newton, Halicarnassus II 73 f., 1, pls, 32—38; A4 1919, 59 ff.; Ann. IV-V 290 ff,, pl. 5.

® The enthusiasm which he displays in his description and the singular irrelevance to the matter in hand (crude brick
construction) are signs of an extraordinary personal interest, and almost suggest that the memory is his own.

10 The plan F1G. 2 is based on Admiralty Chart no. 1606 and Newton, Halicarnassus I, pl. 1; some towers and jogs have
been added in the wall circuit, the modern habitational network has been omitted, and legends have been altered to fit with

our views,
11 Reisen IV 36 f. 2 Travels in Asia Minor 11 32. 13 Reisen IV 33.

14 Halicarnassus 1I 312 ff. Cf. Ross, Reisen IV 33.
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THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA 89

imply a roofed temple; a colossal statue on the summit of Géktepe would in fact have been an
equally conspicuous feature of the ancient city. The position of the agora cannot be deter-
mined precisely; a considerable number of marble architectural pieces and public inscriptions
have been noted by Newton 5 and others in the vicinity of the old konak on the waterfront south
of the Mausoleum, but there is no certainty that they were found on this spot.

With Salmacis fixed by a combination of ancient testimonies on the west side of the harbour,
the shrine of Aphrodite and Hermes (or of Hermaphroditus) 1¢ must be located either on the
summit of Kaplankalesi or on the flatter promontory of the Turkish arsenal which closes the
harbour on the west. Neither position shows any trace of an ancient building, though the
peak of Kaplankalesi must have been crowned by a tower of the ancient circuit, of which one
block seems to remain iz situ.l” The fountain of Salmacis was identified by Newton with the
only visible spring in this area, which discharges by the sea at the south end of a little bay some
hundreds of metres SW of Kaplankalesi; but this is too far distant to tally with Vitruvius’
description (as also is the Eski Gegme to the north). On our last visit to Bodrum we were told
that there is a copious head of fresh water in the harbour off the arsenal point, and the local
tradition that this spring once issued above sea-level is confirmed by a notice of Sir Wm. Gell,
who visited Bodrum in the summer of 1812.1%2 There is some evidence for locating the pre-
Mausolan town quarter of Salmacis on the arsenal promontory (p. 93), and this position best
fits Vitruvius’ word cornu.® A

Vitruvius’ reference to the other horn would naturally suggest that Mausolus’ palace was
erected on the ‘island’. But, as Newton and others have realised, the description that follows
makes this assumption difficult. The secret harbour evidently lay at the isthmus, since it
was by means of a dug canal that Artemisia transferred her fleet thence to the open sea on the
occasion of the Rhodian attack; the castle rock stands in deep water, and no such walled
harbour and canal is thinkable to the south of the isthmus. The presence of a canal at the
isthmus is perhaps to be deduced from the description of Ps.-Scylax, who remarks at Halicar-
nassus: Apfy kAeioTds kol dAAos Apfw mepl THY vijoov kai TroTauds,?® and it is in keeping
with the subsequent circumvallations.?! Spratt attributed to the secret port a line of walling
in the main harbour on the NW of the isthmus (Fic. 2), and Newton (271) remarked the
foundations of its mole as visible there; 22 Newton also located the palace of Mausolus on a
‘ rocky eminence ’ just north of the isthmus, where he noted beds of Hellenic foundations.
But these exact locations of the secret port and palace are incompatible; and it is questionable
whether either can be reconciled with Vitruvius’ description of the panorama, which suggests
that the secret harbour should have lain approximately to the south or even SE of the palace.??

The City Wall. The wall circuit is extensive and carried out in salients at the SW and NE
to take advantage of natural ridges. It rises to 520 ft. on the crest of Goktepe and to approxi-
mately the same altitude at the tip of the NE salient. Between these two elevated points it

15 Halicarnassus 11 270.

1¢ For the connection of Hermaphroditus with the nymph Salmacis see Ovid, Met. IV 285 ff.

17 The ruined tower now standing there is not ancient.

18 In one of Gell’s field notebooks now in the possession of the British School at Athens (BS4 XXVIII 115): ¢ at Budrun
Bey’s gate (inscription ibid. 126, no. 16) gave the Bey 3 okes of coffee, 2 loaves of Sugar. The fount Salmacis lost to the
people being under water at the old decayed mole. L. of entrance. It boils up.” The loss of the spring can perhaps be
accounted for by the general subsidence of the west coast of Asia Minor which is manifest in many places and can be cal-
culated at 14 m. since classical times.

19 A good view of the arsenal promontory is given Ann. IV-V 291, fig. 9. .

20 g8a. We interpret this sequence as referring to the main harbour, the bay off Kumbahge, and a canal connecting
the two. For moropds in this sense cf. L§?; there is no stream worth mention near Halicarnassus.

2t Gf. p. 87, n. 6, 22 See also Admiralty Chart 1606.

23 As Ross, Reisen IV, plan opp. p. 39. The sub montibus latens of Vitruvius is unintelligible; it is normally emended to
sub moenibus latens. 'The now submerged walling might rather be the west boundary of Mausolus’ palace.
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traverses a valley bottom, where it is now ill preserved; and on the SE side the wall has com-
pletely disappeared in the flat ground, so that it is not clear whether the line continued straight
to the beach at Kumbahge or swung round in the direction of the isthmus.2¢ On the west side,
around the low saddle by which the Myndus road left the city (and where the Akgaalan road
now breaches the circuit), the wall curtain is 2-60 m. thick and constructed throughout of
squared blocks of soft tufa, which appears to be the natural stone of Géktepe; the towers are
faced with squared blocks of bluish limestone. Farther south the curtain has a polygonal or
rubble face. At the NE salient the wall is 1-go—2:00 m. thick; it is built of the hard bluish
limestone of the hillside, and has a rough polygonal or rubble face (pPLATE 15 (b)), which in
places resembles that of the so-called Lelegian Wall at Myndus. Newton (268) mentions
trachyte as a third material in the construction, and this stone also appears to be local.2®
A crest of high ground outside the circuit on the NE seems to have borne a fortification com-
manding the approach down the valley from Yokusbasi. Newton marked this as an exterior
wall, and though Krischen is considered to have refuted Newton’s assumption in a lecture 26 the
existence of a defence work here is not to be denied. Its southernmost existing tower is larger
in plan than the ordinary curtain towers of the main circuit,?” and constructed of big limestone.
blocks with an irregular trapezoidal face tending towards polygonal and vertical drafting at the
corners; and around its walls we picked up a fair crop of black-glazed pottery of early-middle
fourth-century date, including a bell-krater handle with a R.F. ovolo pattern (PLATE 14 () 1).28
On the crests to the north there are traces of walling of inferior quality which for lack of time
we did not pursue farther. It seems quite possible that this line of fortification belonged to a
system laid down by Mausolus but subsequently abandoned.

Some further light can be thrown on the wall circuit by closer inspection of the literary
sources for Alexander’s siege of Halicarnassus in 334 B.c.?* The city was strongly fortified,
and resolutely defended by the satrap Orontobates 3° and the Persian commander, Memnon
of Rhodes. Alexander pitched his camp near the city (at a distance of five stades according to
Arrian), and approached the Mylasa Gate, where he repulsed a sally: but his assaults, as yet
without siege engines, were ineffective, and some days later (according to Arrian) he led a
task force to the west of Halicarnassus in an attempt to take Myndus by surprise. Returning
from this unsuccessful raid, he filled in the ditch outside the city wall and began to batter the
fortifications; in spite of the defenders’ sorties, he succeeded in overthrowing two adjacent
towers and a stretch of curtain, but the defenders closed the breach with an interior brick wall.
At about this time a drunken attempt by some of Perdiccas’ men to scale the wall xar& Thy
Skpav THY Tpds MUAaca pdhioTa TeTpoppévny led to a general engagement, after which
(according to Diodorus) Alexander recovered the bodies of his dead under a truce. Sub-
sequently, the defenders sallied from the gates in force and defeated Alexander, but were
stopped by Philip’s veterans in reserve 3! and were eventually repelled ; on the other front at the
Tripylon, where Ptolemy was in command, they were also defeated, and many of them were
lost when their temporary bridge over the ditch was overturned. Soon after this the Persians

24 Newton, 269, noted some large blocks a little distance inland from the middle of Kumbahge bay, and therefore
assumed that the circuit continued on the same axis to the sea.

25 Spratt apud Newton (279); OFk VI ro1.

28 Reported in A4 1913, 476.

27 15 X 12-30 m. as against a norm of ¢. 8 m.

28 Mr. P. E. Corbett, who has examined these fragments, kindly informs us that such krater handles are usually to be
dated in the first quarter of the fourth century, but that they continue, with carelessly drawn decoration (as here), into the
second quarter. The trapezoidal work of the tower also seems a pre-Hellenistic mode (¢f. Scranton, Greek Walls 167 ff.).

2% Arrian, 4nab. I 20~23; Diod. XVII 24-27.

30 The proper form of this name is in doubt, ¢f. Head, HN2 630; REs.v.

31 Cf. also Curtius, Hist. Alex. VIII 1,36,V 2, 5.
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THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA 91

evacuated the town, and, leaving garrisons in the &kpa on the ‘ island ’ and in Salmacis, they
sailed away to Cos. Alexander razed the city to the ground—after a fashion 3*>—and departed,
leaving a force under Ptolemy to besiege the Persian strongholds.

From the mention of the Mylasa Gate it is clear that Alexander’s camp was on the east
side of the city, and there can be no doubt that it was on this flank that he delivered his main
attack with siege engines. Arrian, who evidently had at his disposal a circumstantial account
of the siege from a Macedonian source, seems to have understood that the breach was made in
the wall during the engagement near the &kpa 7| pds MUAaoca udMoTa TeTpoppévn ; this
phrase, supported by the mention of the xoAemdTns of the terrain and Alexander’s evident
inability to provide covering fire for the recovery of the bodies, indicates the NE corner as the
position referred to, and it is clear that if the wall circuit that confronted Alexander was that
which we recognise as the main circuit of Hellenistic times, Arrian has not accurately repres-
ented the situation; the ridge on which the existing east wall runs is far too steep and rocky
for the operation of siege engines, and Alexander must have attacked the circuit in the lower
ground towards the sea. If, on the other hand, Arrian’s account is correct, the east circuit
must_have followed a different course, and this could only be that of Newton’s © exterior wall °.
This line, in the southern part of its plotted course, seems to have run along a broad crest with a
deep valley on the west but little advantage over the ground to the east; and the old carriage road
from Mylasa (which in all probability follows the line of the ancient road) 3% actually descends
from the NE to cross the line of the ° exterior wall > on a saddle between the two southernmost
towers. If this defence line was part of the original circuit (as our observations at its most
southerly point suggest), the Mylasa Gate, which Alexander first approached, will have been
on this saddle and not towards the low ground (where it must later have been situated); and
Alexander’s main onslaught with his engines may have been delivered in this sector; Alexan-
der’s camp, at five stades distance from the city, will then have been at the pass at Yokusbasi
(which is just 80o m. distant by #oad), and not in the flat ground on the east of the city towards
the sea.?¢ This explanation of the problem of the ‘ exterior wall’ and of the apparent con-
fusion in Arrian can only be regarded as tentative, pending a more systematic study of the
whole circuit than we at the time of our visits saw reason to make.

For the position of the Tripylon the clues are that Ptolemy’s sector there was a separate
one from Alexander’s, and that it had a defensive ditch which was not filled in. The existence
of this ditch implies that engines could have been used and therefore that the ground was
fairly level, and the fact that the ditch was not filled in indicates that Ptolemy was not in fact
using engines. Alexander did not have command of the sea 3% and must take to the steep
mountain-side to circumvent the NE salient, so that the transportation of engines to the north
and west flanks of the city would present serious difficulties. It is therefore almost certain that
Alexander’s sector was throughout on the east, as was his camp, and that Ptolemy’s lay west
of the NE salient.” A triple gate on the north flank facing the trackless mountain-side is out

32 (f. also Strabo XIV 656, 635. The Mausoleum, however, remained undamaged, as also, apparently, the brick and
marble palace of Mausolus (Vitruvius, loc. cit., Pliny NH XXXV 172).

33 The modern motor road keeps to the east side of this crest to avoid the steep descent into the valley.

3¢ Tt is perhaps worth remark, though not in any way decisive, that in Arrian’s account (I 23, 5) Alexander, on entering
the city after the Persians’ withdrawal, looked down on the ‘island’ fort and Salmacis (¢f. p. 87). This is one of the passages
vIv{hich gisproves the recurring misconception that the ¢ island ’ to which the Persians withdrew was Arconnesus (the modern

araada).

35 Diod. XVII 24, 1 implies that Alexander sent his engines and corn by sea to Halicarnassus. But Arrian (I 20, 1)
states that Alexander at this point dismissed his fleet; the Persian triremes #pdpucuv 1@ Awéwi, the Persians were able to
send reinforcements by sea from Halicarnassus to Myndus, and at the end of the siege their fleet effected the withdrawal to
Cos (Diod. XVII 27, 5). The supplies from Miletus may in fact have been shipped to Torba Bay and thence brought over-
land to Yokugbagi by the Mausolan road (p. 131).
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of the question,?® and the Tripylon can therefore be located with confidence on the Myndus
road in the middle of the west flank, where two widely spaced massive ashlar gate-towers still
stand to a height of eighteen courses or more.%7

Other Remains. 'The position of the ancient theatre on the slope of Goktepe is unmistakable,
and some of the stone bench blocks are still in position in the cavea.?® Newton (276) cleared
to the bottom a row of thirty Doric columns, preserved with part of their entablature, from
which a number of stumps are still visible to the SE of the great platform; and he recognised
them as belonging to a stoa. But his identification of this construction as the Stoa of Apollo
and King Ptolemy, whose dedication is attested by inscriptions,?? is hardly tenable; the column
shafts are of late date and were accompanied by a Roman mosaic pavement, with rubble and
concrete vaults adjacent; and the dedicatory inscriptions of the Stoa of Apollo were found
near the east wall of the Mausoleum enclosure three or four hundred metres away. To the
east or SE of the stoa of the thirty columns is a complex of ancient remains at the group of houses
called Tirkkuyusu, where Newton recorded a Byzantine monastery of H. Marina. Newton
ascertained the limits of a large platform,® ¢. 50 X 38 m., parts of whose eastern wall are still
visible. He conjectured that this was the site of a gymnasium, and our discovery of gymnasi-
archal inscriptions in the vicinity confirms his conjecture. In a yard just north of the plat-
form are various carved stones (¢f. PLATE 13 (d)) 4! and the inscribed Doric column drums
noted by all travellers (pp. 101 f., under no. 12), and the circular foundation of a limestone con-
struction of 1§ m. diameter. To the south of this Newton (325 ff.) excavated the remains of a
sanctuary of Demeter and Persephone, with a votive deposit of classical date (p. 94), in the
¢ Field of Chiaoux’. In the west part of the town, in the ‘ Field of Hadji Captan’, he brought
to light a Roman villa with mosaics and sculptures.#® In Eski Ceyme, between Newton’s
Roman Villa and the harbour, some pieces of sculpture (PLATE 12 (¢c—¢), ¢f. p. 99) have recently
come to light; 42 they may indicate the position of another villa. Remains of Roman con-
struction were also noted by Biliotti along the edges of the Mausoleum peribolos. A sculptured
head of a barbarian, 0-25 m. high, was seen in a house on the quay (PLATE 13 (4)), ‘ perhaps
from Gumislik > (Myndus); Prof. J. M. C. Toynbee points out that in the photograph there
seems to be a Phrygian cap with the peak broken off stretched tight across the brow,* and that
the head might come from a trophy. Hamilton noted remains of houses and other buildings

3¢ Newton marks a small gate here, from which a narrow mountain path leads up the glen to Gokgeler (p. 123, ancient
Pedasa) ; the easier, though longer, route by Cirkan branches from the Myndus road.

37 See the plan, Newton I, pl. 73, where the walling in the pylon may be partly conjectural.

38 Turner 1n 1815 counted thirty-two rows of seats (Fournal of a Tour in the Levant 111 55).

3 Halicarnassus 11 276f.

40 Halicarnassus 319 fI., pl. 48.

41 The pedestal PLATE 15 (d) is one of a pair, mirror twins, in blue limestone, dug up by Newton (324 f.) and now built
mto the walls of a house. H. 1-24, width 0-48, front to back on moulding 0-44.; plain on top. A fragment with a fillet
ornamented with rosettes, perhaps from another such pedestal, is built into a neighbouring house. Newton (270 note ¢)
reported another limestone block, with a shield in relief and a triglyph, at the konak on the waterfront,

4¢ For the mosaics see Hinks, BMC Paintings 125 ff.

42 At house no. 10 in Eski Cesme: a headless statue of a draped female figure; white marble; pres. H. 070 m. In
the cellar of the primary school at Bodrum, from a house in Eski Cesme: (a) the inscribed relief, p. gg, no. 4 (pLATE 12 (¢)),
(b) statue of Marsyas in the round engaged against a tree-trunk (PLATE 12 (d—¢)); white marble, in one piece; socket in
top of trunk near front edge (0-045 m. diam., 0-05 m. deep); overall H. 0-92 m., H. of figure 0-67 m.; fingers of right hand
missing, slight damage to feet and pubes. Traces of red paint on the body. The thong is slung over a fork in the bole of
the tree. The eyelids are heavy and the right one droops; and the modelling of the torso is shallow. The figure is
slightly dwarfish and, despite its presumed descent from the Pergamene tradition, mild and undramatic in aspect. For the
types of the Hanging Marsyas, ¢f. Stuart Jones, Cat. Conservatort 165 ff. The counterfeit red paint (which is also found on
another white marble example in Kos Museum) seems to blur the sharp distinction between ‘ red * and ‘ white” types of
the Hanging Marsyas.

3 (f. Vatican Cat., Braccio nuovo I, pl. 21 no. 127. A cross-legged seated barbarian from Halicarnassus AM XLV, pl.
4, 1; Ann. IV-V 273 fig. 1; Mébius, AM L 45, takes it to be a slave from the Mausoleum statues (¢f. Lippold .Die griech.
Plastik 256 n. 1o and Buschor, Maussollos 39).
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in the extremity of the NE salient,** but his account is rather confused at this point; there is
now no trace of any building in the rock and scrub on this high point.

The urban population of Bodrum, numbering 11,000 souls, is today distributed kcoundév
into eight or nine mahalles or clusters of habitations, of which six lie within the limits of the
ancient city. The ancient city could have held a vastly greater population, and in fact at no
time in antiquity was it fully inhabited. The west part from Géktepe to the SW salient was a
cemetery in Roman times; the south and east slopes of Goktepe as far as the great platform
were honeycombed with tombs and complexes of cubicles cut in the soft rock and superimposed
in tiers on the southern cliffs (p. 167), and many funerary inscriptions and blocks have come to
light round Yenik6y. There are also groups of tombs outside the city along the whole western
half of the circuit, on the east at Kislelik (¢f. p. 94, n. 57), and to the SE beyond Kumbahge bay.

Tue Pre-Mausoran CrIty.

Lephyria.  Although Mausolus’ strategical dispositions, as unfolded by Vitruvius (p. 87),
seem to require the isolation of the ‘ island ’ of Zephyria as a military reserve, there can be little
doubt that it was the position of the original Greek settlement, and of the citadel or wdAis 45 of
Halicarnassus before the time of Mausolus. The peninsula, with its low narrow isthmus
affording a sheltered anchorage and the shortest possible land frontier, is an ideal colonisation
site. We picked up a few early Greek and classical sherds on the rocky sides of the ¢ island ’,
among them PLATE 14 (4) 5-7, and PLATE 13 (¢) 2; 46 and on the surface of the counterscarp
outside the fosse there is much classical pottery (e.g. PLATE 14 (a) 8), especially black glaze of the
late fifth century and the first half of the fourth.4” The tremendous pile of the castle of the
Knights has obliterated the pre-existing remains, and we failed to see any trace of ancient con-
struction there; but Newton (275) and Karo %8 have noted beddings cut for the ancient walls,
and Maiuri reported the discovery of an ancient wall of good isodomic masonry in the lower
yard under the keep.4® Maiuri has shown reason to believe that the Temple of Apollo, in which
decrees of the city were kept, was situated on the island ’; an inscription found there records
the improvement of the altar of Apollo, apparently through the construction of a stone court,
by Panamyes, son of Kasbollis, who was registrar towards the middle of the fifth century B.c.5°

Salmacis. On the west side of the harbour there are no sure traces of ancient construction,
The ground is denuded, with rock frequently cropping out; but in places on the arsenal
promontory and at its base there is a thin streak of ancient deposit on the rock, and we were
able to collect a considerable number of scraps of black-glazed pottery of the late fifth century
and the early fourth (¢f. PLATE 13 (¢) 4) 5! and a sprinkling of archaic sherds (e.g. PLATES 14 (a)
2-3, 13 (¢) 7, 9).%2 These relatively abundant traces of classical occupation suggest that the
arsenal promontory was the site of the quarter called Salmacis. That Salmacis towards the

44 Travels in Asia Minor 11 34.

45 As in the fifth-century inscription SIG® 46.

46 pLATE 14 (a) 5, fragment with glaze bands on a pale slipped surface, near Geometric; 7, lip of cup or kantharos in
soft pale ware with red glaze stripe and running circle and tangent (?) decoration; 6, black-glazed kotyle foot of Attic type;
PLATE 13 (¢) 2, interior of bowl with stamped ovolo and palmette of first half of fourth century. A few other bits of archaic
striped ware were found. .

47 pLATE 14 (a) 8, rim of Attic-type bell-krater with R.F. laurel spray. The spoil of the counterscarp of the castle is
likely to have come from an already disturbed area, since both Artemisia the Younger and Alexander are said to have dug
through the isthmus (¢f. p. 87, n. 6).

48 44 1919, 61.

4 Ann, IV-V 328, marked on pl. 5.

50 SEG IV, no. 191 (assuming oA to be correctly read by Maiuri); a photograph AM XLV, pl. 4, 2.

51 Fragment of cup with impressed ovolo and palmette, early fourth century.

52 Striped fragments, including an upright rim of an open bowl with decoration on a white slip outside and a white band

on glaze inside (PLATE 14 (a) 3); fragments of a small relief pithos (PLATE 13 (¢) 9) and plain crock with incised handle
(pLATE 13 (¢) 7). The fifth-century lamp rim (PLATE 14 (4) 2) was found on the peak at Kaplankalesi.
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middle of the fifth century enjoyed a certain municipal autonomy, with its own registrars, is
evident from the inscribed stele %3 which records a joint decision of the gUAAoyos 6 “ANikapva-
Té[w]v xad ZoApoxi[T]éwov and Lygdamis, the second successor of the elder Artemisia in the
tyranny; and it has therefore been incautiously proposed that before Mausolus Salmacis was a
Carian township independent of Halicarnassus. But the stele itself shows that there was only
one prytanis, and the whole community is referred to as the Halicarnassians; further, unlike
Halicarnassus, Salmacis never issued its own coinage, and it was not detached from Halicar-
nassus by the Athenians in the collection of tribute or mentioned among the Lelegian towns
given to Halicarnassus in the fourth century. It therefore seems impossible that Salmacis can
normally have been independent of Halicarnassus; and such limited municipal autonomy as
is attested by the fifth-century stele may have been granted by the tyrants as a political man-
oeuvre. The fountain of Salmacis is mentioned as the scene of the first fraternisation of Greek
immigrants and natives, after one of the Greek settlers had set up a tavern at this spot.54
Fifth-century Salmacis does in fact seem to have had a high proportion of Carians in its popu-
lation, if it is legitimate to argue from the twenty recorded names of householders in this
quarter.

Other Remains. 'The evidences of prehistoric settlement found by us at Halicarnassus are
exiguous. On the SW slope of the Kaplankalesi hill, where lines of terraces were once retained
by boulders, we picked up chips and two scraps of blades of obsidian; no prehellenic pottery
could be segregated at this point, though a few sherds from thick, rough vessels from the
arsenal promontory and the castle counterscarp may be prehistoric.55

The central area of Halicarnassus around the head of the harbour is flat ground overlaid
with later deposits; and while Roman and later Hellenistic pottery is abundant and Newton’s
excavations have brought early Hellenistic glazed sherds to the surface at the Mausoleum site,
there is nothing of the pre-Mausolan periods to be seen, though the terracottas from a votive
deposit unearthed by Newton at the sanctuary of Demeter 3¢ cover (as Mr. Higgins of the
British Museum informs us) the fifth and most of the fourth centuries B.c. In the vicinity of the
Mausoleum Newton excavated tombs which may have been of classical date 37 and a sepulchral
chamber which contained archaic terracotta figurines.’® An archaic marble head in the
British Museum, dated ¢. 530 B.C., was unearthed by Biliotti at the east edge of the Mausoleum
platform, and fragments of archaic stone statuettes and terracotta animals and a decayed clay
sarcophagus were found along the edges of the peribolos; the head is thought to come from a

88 SIG® 45 = Tod, GHI? no. 25.

54 Vitruvius I 8, 12.

5 A fragment from the neck and handle of a jar found at the counterscarp resembles in fabric and form the prehistoric
ware from Erenmezarlik (p. 118).

56 Halicarnassus I1 325 f., I, pls. 46-7.

57 11 124 f., 154 f. Mr. R. A. Higgins dates the head ibid. 124 to the late fifth century. At Kislelik also on the east of
the town Newton opened sarcophagi (334 fI.) containing vases about which Mr. P, E. Corbett of the British Museum has
kindly informed us as follows: ¢ The vase mentioned by Newton, Halicarnassus I1 335, is the late Attic pelike E 428 ; the two
vases on p. 336 are a second pelike F 14, and a light cup-kotyle, 57. 12—-20. 226. The two pelikai are pretty well contem-
porary, to judge by their shape; E 428 must be of much the same date as Schefold, Untersuchungen, nos. 474 and 514, which
are shown to be earlier than 350 B.c. by comparison with Olynthus X111, pl. 64-65, 50. Though F 14 is much corroded the
main scene can be recognised as a fight between a mounted Oriental and a Greek: the mounted figure may be compared
with Olynthus X111, pl. 45. The two figures on the reverse of F 14 seem contemporary with the cloaked youths of Olynthus
XIII, pl. 38, no. 28. Thus the date of both figured vases is about 360 B.C. or perhaps a little after. The form and decora-
tion of the cup-kotyle suggest a date in the third quarter of the century, rather than the second, though not too long after the
middle of the century.” The pelike E 428 was found in a sarcophagus, together with a fifth-century silver tetrobol of Chios.
The pelike F 14 and the cup-kotyle were found in another sarcophagus. These burials seem therefore to date from the first
decades of the Mausolan city; they appear to lie outside the main east circuit, but it is not clear in Newton’s description
whether or not they would lie outside an assumed course of the ¢ exterior wall’ in this sector (see above, p. 9o). .

58 Mr. Higgins kindly informs us that the rude horseman BMC Terracottas 92 (B 118) and a number of other similar
pieces found by Newton in the sepulchral chamber of the Mausoleum site (Halicarnassus IT 147) are to be dated somewhere in
the sixth century B.c. For the Halicarnassus terracottas see now Higgins, BMC Terracottas 1 (1954), 102.
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sphinx, and may have belonged to a funerary monument.?® If it could be shown definitely
that this area near the head of the harbour was a cemetery in pre-Mausolan times, there would
be grounds for supposing that the town quarters were then centred on the ‘island ’ and Sal-
macis. An archaic marble lion is built into the wall of the English Tower at the SE corner of
the castle.®¢ We observed a white marble Ionic capital of unusual form at the bus terminus in
the Cars1 as we were leaving Bodrum in 1952 (FIG. 15, PLATE 12 (¢-5)); it is of an early date,
and its interest justifies a brief note kindly sent us by Mr. W. H. Plommer, which is printed
below (pp. 169 ff.).8* Some archaic relief pithoi or fragments are reported from Halicarnassus
and neighbouring sites,%? as also a handful of other archaic figurines.®® The earliest known
Hellenic object from the site is the sherd PLATE 14 (a) 4, from a glazed skyphos with a reserved
panel on the shoulder, of probably Late Geometric form; we did not find it ourselves, and
could not ascertain the exact position where it was picked up.

Halicarnassus was the principal city of the coast between Miletus and Cnidus in ancient
times.%¢ The Greek settlement was attributed to emigrants from Troezen; % Herodotus
(VII gg) calls them Dorians, and Stephanus records that Anthes, the oecist, brought the uaAf
Abpave with him to Halicarnassus. The date, ¢. 1175 B.c., claimed for the foundation by the
Halicarnassian ambassadors in Rome 8 is not supported by any archaeological evidence, and
it 1s doubtful whether the settlements at Halicarnassus and Cnidus, in contrast to those in
Rhodes and Cos, can be assigned to an earlier date than'the colonisation of Ionia.%? According
to Herodotus (I 144) Halicarnassus was at one time a member of the Dorian hexapolis, which
included Cnidus, Cos, and the three cities of Rhodes, but was expelled on account of an in-
cident at the Triopian festival. It shared in the Hellenion at Naucratis, but took no part in
colonial enterprises. After the Pedasian resistance at Mt. Lide was overcome, Halicarnassus
was annexed to the Persian Empire by Harpagus. From some time before 480 B.c. until at
least the fifties of the fifth century it was ruled by a dynasty, of which the most famous member
was Artemisia the Elder, the daughter of a Halicarnassian named Lygdamis and a Cretan
mother; 8 at this time it seems to have been the seat of a rule which included the islands of
Cos, Nisyros, and Calymna. It joined the Athenian Cenfederacy, presumably at the time of
Cimon’s expedition to Caria (¢. 468 B.c.), if not earlier; and continued a member until the

% Ashmole, Festschrift A. Rumpf 5 ff., pls. 1-2.

%0 4A 1919, 70, fig. 6; its position appears in Newton, Halicarnassus 1, pl. 35, 1; see also A. H. Markham, Budrum
Castle (1904), pl. 6. For archaic sculptures from Halicarnassus, ¢f. Lippold, Die griech. Plastik 66.

61 The capital has since been moved into the adjacent municipal garden.

62 pLATE 13 (¢) g (p. 93, n. 52), and Louvre, Courby, Vases grecs a reliefs 85, pl. 3a, Feytmans, BCH LXXIV 162 (Hali-
carnassus); JHS VIII 71, fig. 10 (Asarhk, together with fragments of sarcophagi with relief decoration, BMC Vases 1 1,
213 ff., figs. 300~-3) ; FHS VIII 79, fig. 26 (Mandrais); PLATE 13 (¢} 8 (Gokbel, p. 135). To judge by the meagre remains
that we have seen the Halicarnassian relief pithoi seem to be smaller and thinner-walled than those of Rhodes and Cnidus
(BCH LXXIV 135 fI.) and to be devoid of figured decoration.

63 E.g. the early fifth century female figurine, Louvre CA 235, found in the digging of a well at Bodrum, now Mollard-
Besques, Cat. raisonné des figurines, B 338, pl. 36, and ibid. B 339.

%4 For a more detailed account of its history see Newton, Halicarnassus 11, chapters I-I1.

88 Strabo XIV 656; Paus. Il 30, 9; Steph. Byz. s.o. ¢ *AAikapvacads’.  Cf. CIG 2655; Michel no. 452. Also Argives,
Vitr, I 8, 12; Mela I 16, 3; ¢f. also Paus. II 30, 10, where with the descent of the Heraclidae Dorians from Argos were
received into citizenship at Troezen. )

8¢ Tacitus 4. IV 55. The claim, put forward in A.p. 26, was that the city had stood for 1200 years and never suffered
from an earthquake. It is likely that the age of the city was computed on a chronological system linked to the Troica and
that a high dating was adopted to impress the Senate; it does not therefore follow that the foundation was regarded as an-
terior to the descent of the Heraclidae.

87 Strabo XIV 653, (after the death of Codrus) Kvisos uév yép kai ‘AMikapvacds oUd’ fiv mw, ‘PéSos 8 Av xoi Kés. This
admittedly conflicts with the tradition that Anthes left Troezen when the sons of Pelops came from Pisatis (¢f. Strabo VIII
374), but is supported by Pausanias’ wolois &reciv Uatepov (IT 30, g). Itisnotable that Halicarnassus is not mentioned
in Diodorus’ account of the Dorian foundations in the Southern Sporades and Caria (V 53 ff.).

8 Hdt VII g9: ¢f. also Suidas s.ov. ¢ *Hpdoros *, * TTaviao:s .
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last years of the Peloponnesian War. In the early years of the fourth century it came under
the control of the satrap of Caria, Hecatomnos, and on his death (¢. 377 B.c.) of his eldest son,
Mausolus, who transferred his residence from Mylasa to Halicarnassus. It has been supposed
that Hecatomnos had first set up his residence at Halicarnassus and from there moved to
Mylasa; 7® but this assumption seems to rest on no more serious evidence than a statement of
Diodorus (XV go, 3) that the Pacideia of Caria were at Halicarnassus at the time of the
Satraps’ Revolt of 362 B.c. The date of the removal to Halicarnassus and the synoecism of the
neighbouring towns in it is discussed below (p. 169). Halicarnassus remained in the hands of
the progeny of Hecatomnos until 334 B.c. as the centre of a realm that comprised Caria, and for
a time Rhodes and other islands, Lycia, and parts of Ionia and Lydia. Alexander restored the
town to Ada, widow of Idrieus and last survivor of the children of Hecatomnos, in 334. Halicar-
nassus subsequently passed through the hands of Asander, Antigonus,”® and Lysimachus, after
whose defeat in 281 it became Ptolemaic; from 197 B.c. it seems to have remained independent
until Roman times. It was the seat of a bishopric in early Christian times, and has remained
one of the most important towns of the coast to the present day.

Despite its share in the trade at Naucratis, Halicarnassus does not seem to have been one
of the great commercial cities in early Greek times; and during the second half of the fifth
century, in the interval when it was not the seat of a despotism, it paid to Athens a tribute of
one and two-third talents only. At this time the neighbouring Lelegian towns were taxed
independently, and some of them paid a tribute comparable to (and in one instance actually
exceeding) that of Halicarnassus itself. Halicarnassus may, of course, have exercised some sort
of leadership on the peninsula in early Greek times, and its economic strength, if one may use
the term, was no doubt broader than the limits of its territory; in an inscription of the fifth
century Halicarnassians are found owning property on the peninsula at Termera and Lide."?
The names of the citizens are an index to the absorption of native elements in the Greek com-
munity. Among some 265 names (including patronymics) of Halicarnassians in the two
generations following the Battle of Salamis the Greek ones are in a majority of only about six-
teen. Seven bearers of Greek names had sons with barbarian names, whereas about thirty-one
bearers of Greek names had barbarian patronymics; thus among the fathers the barbarian
names seem actually to outnumber the Greek. The great majority of the barbarian names
have Carian forms. There can be no doubt that many of them, here as at Miletus, were cur-
rent in Hellenic or fully hellenised families: three of the four bearers of the Carian name
Panyasis whose father’s names are known had Greek patronymics; and one of them was the
celebrated epic poet, whose father, Polyarchus, is said by Suidas to have been a brother of
Lyxes, the father of Theodorus and the historian Herodotus. There can be no doubt of the
complete Hellenism of this family, or of Panamyes, son of Kasbollis, who was registrar of
Halicarnassus together with the son of the tyrant Lygdamis,” and who recorded in good
Tonic verse his improvement of the altar court of Apollo (p. 93).

The speech and culture of Halicarnassus seem to have been almost pure Ionic in the fifth
century. This could amply explain its withdrawal or expulsion from the Dorian union which
celebrated the festival of Triopian Apollo.”* Grote’s view that the expulsion may in part have

8 Perhaps with the King’s Peace in 386 B.c.

70 (f. Tarn, Alexander 11 218, where three ancient authors are incorrectly cited as adhering to his view,

71 Ptolemy attacked Halicarnassus in 309 B.C., but was compelled to raise the siege by Demetrius Poliorcetes (Plut.
Demetr. 7). 72 SIG® 46. s SIG® 45.

74 (f. Paton-Hicks, Inscriptions of Cos p. xvil. The reputed Argive settlement at Tasus is said by Polybius (XVI 12, 2 f.)
to have taken reinforcements under the son of Neileus from Miletus to make good its losses in war with the Carians; and it is
not unlikely that Halicarnassus also received Ionic immigrants; a legend (Parthenius XIV) shows a Halicarnassian youth
of the royal family held as a hostage by the ruling house at Miletus.
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been prompted by the increasing predominance of the Carian element 75 is hardly tenable in
view of the epigraphical evidence now available. It has, nevertheless, given rise to some
curious speculation. Paton and Myres spoke of Halicarnassus as not being ‘a thoroughly
Hellenic foundation ’; 76 and Meritt, Wade-Gery, and McGregor even numbered it among the
eight Lelegian towns.”” Tarn has carried the attack yet further.?® He is, of course, concerned
to defend Alexander from the charge of having destroyed a Greek city. He therefore seeks to
disqualify the testimony of Diodorus and Strabo (and even Arrian) that Alexander wrecked the
city,™ and secondly, to show that in any case Halicarnassus was not a Greek city. Tarn con-
tends that by the fifth century, though the Greeks may have retained a Hellenic organisation
in their own community at Halicarnassus, the town was really in the hands of a family of
Carian dynasts whom he seems to regard as forebears of Hecatomnos; and that after the
synoecism Halicarnassus was °essentially a Carian town’. This judgment hardly fits the
facts. 'The wonder is rather that Halicarnassus was capable of assimilating the greater part of
the Lelegian octapolis without, so far as its literature, epigraphy, art, architecture, and coinage
show, suffering a diminution of its Hellenism; this is the clearest indication of the contribution
that Halicarnassus had long been making, along with Miletus, to the hellenisation of the
Carians. In the fifth century the language and literature of Halicarnassus were pure Greek
and distinguished by the Ionic writings of Herodotus, Pigres, and Panyasis; cults,?® votive
custom,® and coinage 82 were fully Greek; the city had normal Greek magistrates, time-
reckoning, institutions and legislation, and public records published on stelae and kept in the
sanctuary of Apollo; and the Greek political institutions governed the whole, and not just a
section, of the community.®® Finally, there is nothing to suggest that Hecatomnos was a
descendant of the elder Artemisia. There is no reason to suppose that the earlier dynasty
adhered to the barbarous practice of adelphic marriage, and Artemisia at least was of Greek
origin. While the seat of Hecatomnos’ power was at Mylasa in the interior 8¢ and dependent
oh his satrapy, Artemisia’s rule was established on the coast and in the adjacent Greek
islands; and by a fortunate chance we are able with some confidence to locate the forebears
of Hécatomnos at Cindya to the SW of Mylasa at the time when Artemisia was living at
Halicarnassus. 833

InscripTIONS (HALICARNASSUS).

1. Tiirkkuyusu Mahallesi, in front of the house of Mehmet Keles, upper part of a stele 0-35 m. high, 042 m. wide,
0-075 m, thick. Letters 10 mm. high, much worn and illegible in the lower part. Squeeze.

&l Meve[. . .Jov ToU *Afnvoddpov, pn-
vos *Av[8ecTnpt]Gvos, éml TpuTaveiag
78 History of Greece I11 275. 76 FHS XVI 204. 77 ATL T 538. 78 Alexander 11 218.

78 This case is in fact more arguable if one takes into account the ancient testimonies that both the Mausoleum and the
palace of Mausolus were standing intact in later times. Cf. p. 91, n. 32.

80 GIG® 46, 2-3. 81 (f. the elegiac dedication of Panamyes (p. 93).

82 Cf. BMC Coins, Caria, pl. 18, Head, HN? 617 f. It is worth noting in this connection that the series of late archaic
and classical terracotta figurines from Halicarnassus (nn. 58 and 63) are thoroughly Greek and seem on the present evidence
to be products of a local fabric.

83 SIG® 45 = Tod GHI? no. 25.

84 Strabo XIV 659. Cf. Newton II go f.

85 Herodotus (V 118) names Pixodarus, son of Maussollus, of Cindya, who was married to a daughter of the Syennesis
of Cilicia, ¢. 497 B.c. Pixodarus and Maussollus are two of the three Hecatomnid male names; the known male names in
Artemisia’s family are Pisindelis, Lygdamis and Apollonides. In Suidas’ entry s.v. ¢ Tiiypns’ there seems to be a confusion
between the two Artemisias, since Pigres can hardly have been a brother of the later one, whereas the unqualified phrase
Mavodhou yuvaikds can only refer to the wife of the famous Mausolus; the phrase Tfis év Tois ToNpors Sixpavols could
well be referred to either Artemisia; the younger one was noted for her capture of a Rhodian fleet in the harbour of Hali-
carnassus and capture of Rhodes itself, and the stratagem which led to the capture of Latmus (Polyaenus VIII 53 f.) must
also be referred to her. Vitruvius (II 8, 11) says that Mausolus was born in Mylasa and transferred his residence to Halicar-
nassus on account of the advantages of the situation.

H
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Tiis PeTd 2V[- 6—7 - T]oU *Apkddos,
ypappat{evovtos . . . .]Jxov ToU *Apkddos,

5 &1 dv[opévoly, E8ofev Tt Pouhii[i]
kad [T]&r d[Au]eot, y[veou]m mputdvewy, [. . .]

This is a normal prescript to a Hellenistic decree of Halicarnassus; ¢f. no. 35 below. For
the name *Apké&s at Halicarnassus see BCH IV (1880), 398—9, nos. 7 and 8.
Ll 6-7. ? [émwa8]h kA,

2. Turkkuyusu, in the yard of house no. 7, a block of darkish marble now hollowed out as a trough, 0-57 m. high,
0'56 m. wide, 0-45 m. thick. The textis on the side of the trough, but is almost entirely effaced. Letters 1o-11 mm.
hlgh in il. 1-5, 7-9 mm. below. Squeeze.

[- -JTYZAEIN[- - - - - - - e o ]
OYNEKAYEY[- - = - == == - - - mmm e o oo o - ]
APXOYEYOOY . AINE . .. OY[------ J=KA[-]
[=-JTAI[- = === m e e e e e e JEKA
5 [- -JIAXOYYEY . E[-------- JEYETEITAPION
(10 lines illegible)
16 ATHZ *Aptéud
‘Hpoxei [. . . .JATPIA
vacat vacat vacat vacat
| 10ems Aln]udTpros
[At]ovuciou [~ - -]8p0s [----- ] *E§nkéoTou
[e]UToias e[Ura]§iofs] eutotios euTatiog

In 11. 6-15 occasional letters or syllables are visible on various parts of the stone, and appear
to belong, at least in some cases, to proper names; but it is not certain that this part of the text
was disposed in four columns, as it is at the bottom. If *Aptémd ‘HpoxAei is rightly read in
1l. 1617, we have perhaps a joint dedication by four winners of the good-conduct prize in the
gymnasium, rather than a list of prizewinners. The heading (ll. 1-5) is very illegible and
unintelligible to us; in the absence of any recognisable word, the reading is, of course, most
uncertain.

For other gymnastic inscriptions in the quarter of Tiirkkuyusu see below nos. 8-18.
3. Bodrum Castle, on the east side, built into one of the crenels towards the north end, overlooking the sea, a fragment of

pale-grey limestone broken on all sides. Present maximum dimensions: o- 38 m. high, o- 16 m. wide, 0°31 m, thick. Letters
g-10 mm. high, o, 8, @ smaller. Copy.

[- - -]JAZHNIOY[- - - - - - - ]
[- -Jov &p pmyi[--~------ ]
[- ] & Apyfmmou]- - - - -]
[--]s éwvnpévn[- - - - - -- ]
5 [---] m™v ‘Epuiov I[- - - - - 1
- -Jv v mpos T[------ 1
[- -Jtm Meveorp[&Tou - - - -]

[ -]s ‘Epuiouv &md Aev[- - - -]
[- - -] 68v T oTeviy [- - -]
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10 [- -]n ufikos &md ToU [- - - -]
[- -]JOTHZITQNASTHE[- - -]
[- -]JAAZ <EEYOYTI. A[- - -]

[ < Jro [Elxovres ob- - - -]
[- - -]Jos ToU Alovuo[- - - - - ]
15 [- - -JOAASIBOI[- - - - - - - 1

We have part of a document relating apparently to the sale of properties and containing a
description of them. No recognisable localities occur, unless possibly in 1. 8 &mwd Aeu[kfis
*Axtfis]; for Mela’s litus Leuca see below p. 162.

L. 11. The letters will yield ortevas, but these seem hardly in place.

L. 12. Presumably 5000 dr., rather than 5 dr.

L. 15. ?[md]8as 18’.

4. Found in the quarter of Eskigesme, now in the Turgut Reis school, an elegant white marble relief in a panel with
antae at the sides and antefixes over the epistyle; height 0-42 m., width ¢. 0-54 m., thickness 0-07 m.; depth of relief 0-028
m. Hermes brings three nymphs in chiton and himation to the river-god Achelous; the second nymph grasps the mantle of
the first at the elbow, and apparently the third that of the second. Inscription in three lines, (a) on the epistyle, (5) on the
ground above the figures, (¢) on the rim below. Letters of the second century B.c., 9-12 mm. high in (a) and (§), 13-15 mm.
in {¢). Photograph PLATE 12 ().

6 Utroupyods Tév feddv "AvaGl Nupgas NodSas
’Axerédios “Eppiis TTepucdupévn Naiovoo Tavdtn
*ATreAAfis *AtroAAwviou Muvdiog

For reliefs of this kind ¢f. Rouse, Greek Votive Offerings 85 fF., Richter, Catalogue of the Greek
Sculptures 8o f., no. 143, pl. 105 a, and for the nymphs #id. no. 60 (we have been unable to
consult Svoronos and Feubel). The precise significance of 1. 1 is not clear; as it stands it
appears to indicate a dedication to the Dioscuri, but the dative &va€i may not be intended.
In any case the original significance of this type of scene has evidently been forgotten; cf.
Rouse, op. cit., 87.

5. Tiirkkuyusu, at the well by the house of Mehmet Mutlu, a rectangular block broken at the top and upper left side.

Published by Hula and Szanto, $b. Akad. Wien CXXXII 29, no. 4. We give from a squeeze and a charcoal reading a rather
more complete text.

R ]
------ JZ1AO0Z[. . ]
[----- JONTOSI. . ]
[------- 1 Budiiiog
[- - 9-10 - -]MAIZ &aro Tiis

5 [ceeea.. Tp)eoPeias AIE
| P 12 &mpéoPevoey

[- 5-6 -]E[. . . .JIEPQNMEN
[3-4] yup[va]orapxdv B¢ 10 ¥’
[T&]v véwv TpdTOS, Yupva-
10 oifa]pyddv 8 xai TS yepouoi-
[x]s, Elo1d1 Zoap&mdt kai Téi
SMucot XapioTiipiov
L. 3. The name Thyallis is known elsewhere at Halicarnassus, ¢f. no. 8 below. The
name of the gymnasiarch there could in fact be restored here: [MeA&wbios Apék]ovTos ToU |
Mehavbiou ToU] OudAhios.
Ll 5-6. ? & ¢mayyeria]s.
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6. Cars: Mahallesi, built into the house of Ali Uyar beside the Milas road, a rectangular block 0-645 m. high, 0-66 m.,
wide, 0-28 m. thick; the upper surface is plain. Letters 27-28 mm. high.
6 Bfjpos &ripnosv
Koivtov AdAhiov
Aéxpou vidv Emrop-
Xov &peTfis Evexa
5 kal edvolas Tfis els
garrdv

The man in question seems to be unknown; a Lollius is also mentioned in BM/ 893. 23.

7. In the quarter of Yenikéy, beside the door of the upper large round cistern, a rectangular block 0-63 m. high, 0-52 m.
wide, thickness not ascertainable. Broken on the left. Thin regular letters 2528 mm. high.
[- - -Jewv Bicvos
[Thv &]auTol unTépa
[- - -]v *Aproropdyou

8. Tiirkkuyusu, at the well behind the house known as Ignecilerin Evi, a block of white marble 0-27 m. high, 0-65 m.
wide, 0-44 m. thick. Elegant letters 20 mm. high, not earlier than the first century a.D.
MeAdvios Apdxovros ToU Mehavbio[u]
Tol OudAhios [y juuvaoiapy&v
Utrép ToU vikfioav[T]os Tous épnPous
ToUS vewTépous wac. eUe§ion
5 ’Avmryévou ToU *Ap[ic]Toyévou “Epuiit
kol “‘Hpafk]Ael
vikn vikn
[ToU Seivos] [-]nvodd[Tov]

For the contest in physical condition (e¥s§ix), found elsewhere in Asia Minor and at
Samos, see SIG® 1060, 1061 and Dittenberger’s note.

Melanthios is perhaps mentioned in no. 5 above (g.2.), and it seems almost certain that he
occurs also in two of the British Museum inscriptions, BM/{ 89g and gos. In the former of these
we may read: & dfjpos [Mehavbico] Apdrovtos ToU Mehavbiou [ToU ©udAiios], while goj
appears to be phrased identically with our present inscription, thus:

Merav[bros ApdwovTos] To[U MeAavbiou]
ToU OU[&AAIos yupvaoix]p[x&v Utrép]
[roU] v[ixkRoovTos Tous épriPous]
[TolUs vewTépous ei[Aomrovicn vel. sim.]
MnTpop&vov ToU Ebaiwvos T[oU Beivos)
‘Epufit kad “Hpoxe[T]

The vikn inscriptions at the bottom were added subsequently, and have no connection

with the main inscription; so also in BMI go5.

9. Tiirkkuyusu, in the garden of Ahmet Cavus, upper part of a round base, irregularly broken; two dowel-holes on top.
Preserved height 0-25 m., diameter 0-40 m. Letters 15-18 mm. high inIl. 1—5, 9-11 mm. inll. 6-8. Complete at the top.

é moudovdpos
MeAdvtas *AvTiAdy[ov]
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Umrép s TGV TaiS[cwv]
Uyieios
5 ‘Eppel xai ‘Hpo[xhel]

[- -]Tov &mi kredvois yoaupo[v? - - -]
[- -Joaved pfy por ToUTo KOA[- - - -]
R ]

L. 6. Or youpo[Upevov].
L. 7. ? [8aplaivw. After ToUro, perhaps Poh- -.

10. Tiirkkuyusu, outside the house of Hiiseyn Morgan, a block of blue marble 0-33 m. high, 0-54 m. wide, 0-42 m. thick;
on top is a rectangular sinking 0'235 m. long and 0-04 m. deep. Letters 20-22 mm. high, omicron smaller. Squeeze,

Agwopévns MuTwvos

YVHVaoIapXNoxs
kai  Trondovoprioas
‘Epuit

The inscription is in elegant letters attributable to the third century B.c.
For the uncommon name Mutwv see Steph. Byz. s.v. ¢ Mumidfvn’, and Bechtel Hist.
Personennamen 541.

11. Tiirkkuyusu, in the yard of house no. 10, a round base of bluish limestone 0-66 m. high, 2:59 m. in circumference;
upper surface not visible. Letters 20-25 mm. high.

*Aproreidng Nécwovos, kaf’ UoBesiov 58 Opacuudyov,

yupvaoiopxev ‘Epuel xai “HpoxAei,
UtroyupvaotapyoUvtos QeoddTou Tol Pavia

Late Hellenistic date.

Theodotus son of Phanias occurs in two other gymnastic inscriptions at Halicarnassus,
published by Haussoullier in BCH IV (1880), 4012, nos. 12 and 13. In the former of these
he erects a statue of his nephew Neon son of Aristeides, adopted son of Menyllus. No. 13 can
now be probably restored: II. 1-2, [’ApioTeibng NéJwvos, kad’ vioBeoiav & Opacuudyov,
[©edBoTov ®avia Uroyupvaoiapyficavra: and Il 5-6, Umoyupvaoiapyo[UvTos Néwvos) Tol
*ApiaTeiSou, kof’ [vioBeoiaw 58 MeviAiou].

12. Close to the house of Hiiseyn Morgan in Tirkkuyusu, four broken column-drums inscribed vertically in the flutes’
in the manner familiar at Halicarnassus.

(¢) 1 P[] Z [-] [4] () M "A K
vo on & [p] n B o
T3 v ® p & v o
o o T o o « [-1 ¢ v
U K 1 v u o [&] [*

AT v v] [o]
£ i T [r] [v]
° o [o] (o]

v [v] [s] (vl

S
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@r e [--1 [[1 A (@) [-]
o € A op- N i
8 o pov o~ T M
@ 9 I v o
[l 1 % v
[o] o
[v] S

Inscriptions of this kind, recording victories won in the gymnasium, have been well known
at Halicarnassus since the first were discovered by Hamilton in 1837 (4sia Minor IT 31-2, 458,
nos. 275-8). They seem to be all of Roman date.

(b) 2. For *Apdpavtos, ¢f. Hamilton no. 277.

(¢) 3. [Neomrto]Mépou or a similar name. The letters 10Z written below this in smaller
characters apparently belong to an earlier name partially erased to make way for . . . lemus;
¢f. Hamilton, loc. cit.

(d) Some name like *AvBpaipcov or Eddaipcov. The first letter might also be read as
gamma.

13. Tiirkkuyusu, by the well in the yard of house no. 11, very roughly inscribed on a good marble block 0:56 m. high,
065 m. wide, 0-24 m. thick.

vikn *Amre[- - -]
EAAI]- - -]
[aiou KA
O AASEA

14. Tiirkkuyusu, in the yard of house no. 10, a rectangular block of dark-blue limestone 0-71 m. high, 0-81 m. wide,
037 m. thick; dowel-hole in the right front corner of the under surface.

[- -JAIOITHN vikn
[- -IEMONTEZ ‘lepokhéou (sic)
[- -JIEPONIKHN kad
’Apiotévdpou
Kadl
KAeopevida

The original inscription on the left is carefully written in letters of the Imperial period; we
have apparently [- -]Jm of Thv [- -Jvépovres [Tov Beiva] iepovikny, but we can offer no
likely restoration. The vikn inscription on the right is a subsequent addition.

15. Tirkkuyusu, in a wall near the house of Hiiseyn Morgan, on a rectangular limestone block 0-50 m. high, 0-50 m.
wide.

vikn
Néwvos
K[ad - -] vifkn - -]
This is probably the same inscription as Annuario IV-v 473, no. 18.

16. Tirkkuyusu, near the last, lower part of a marble base with moulding at the foot.

vikn [ToU Beivos]
vikn  OUd&hevTos

The base was certainly not originally made to carry this inscription.
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. 17. Kelerlik Mahallesi, Mes¢it Sokagi, built into the © tower of Ali’, rectangular block 0-25 m. high, 0-58 m. wide,
o-1g m. thick. Inscription roughly scrawled.

vikn) lNaiov kad
Tpogiuou Aeuxiou
TV &BeA-
?

Nothing more was written; presumably &3eApév was intended, perhaps &deshpddv iepéwv,
though the article is not elsewhere added to this phrase: see Newton, Halicarnassus 11 704,
no. 12 ¢, Le Bas-Waddington 503 = Annuaric IV-V 472, no. 17 (now forming the threshold
of house no. 7 in Tirkkuyusu).

18, Tirkkuyusu, in the yard of the house of Mehmet Baskaya, a well-cut block 0-57 m. long, 0-27 m. high, 0-25 m. thick,
roughly inscribed on the short end in large irregular letters.
Aocgv-
aov

The inscription has certainly nothing to do with the purpose for which the block was origi-

nally cut, and may well be another vikn inscription. .

19. In the epitaph of Chimairos and Aelia Karpime (SEG IV 192), in 1. 6-7, the stone has clearly ik y#is Toatapéwv, not
tx tfis MaTapée.

 20. In the epitaph of Demetria (SEG IV 193), in 11. 6—7, we should read *Ave[viA]ftou in place of ’Ave[w]frou. The
name Anencletus fills the space accurately, avoids the ugly line-division *Ave|ixfiou, and is found several times in and near
Halicarnassus; see below no. 49.

21, Tiirkkuyusu, built into a wall in the garden of house no. 22, a handsome block of grey-blue limestone 0-75 m. high,
o-71 m. wide, thickness not ascertainable. Letters 14-16 mm. high, late Hellenistic. The block is complete except for a
small piece broken off the top right corner; the inscription continued on another block to the right. Squéeze.

pviip’ fkehov vaoiar Oe[&v idpUoarto (nomen)]
8v PootAeis ProTton Ofik[ov - - - - - - - - - - 1
T 81 Tou TToois vids &yoxAer[Thv Téke Taida]
gv Suvidt 'n'poyévo.w uvr']u[crn Kkelgopévny 7]

5 fjmiov, [n]-moﬁou?\ov, exéppovex [-~--- - - - 1
AvBeadv, Eparfly, Paokav[ias  &Oryii]

&vdpds kad TéKvwv BlEXwpIo]- - - = - - - - - - ]
T&V &yoBdv potvny iyve[- - -------- ]
owepoouvns kAéos €oxe TmE[---------- ]

10 8¢ Téus vedTn®’ olvek’ émif--------- ]
Tipads "AvBeaddv pritnp 8- ---------- ]
&N ETUpws TévTwy af---------- ]
yivaro aid” &yabfv wavrai[vetov?- - - - - - ]
fimov, fs ’Aidns oduax pe[fnpmdoaro]

15 olvous 88 oU onfjye BvnTols [Xpdvos, oiot - - -]
ke Oeds Twas  &Bova[toiow  ioas)

kol KTIoTGV yévos eldkov &’ *Av[Beadddv - - -]
TaTpds émel pomdTwp M- - - - - - - - - - ]

Thv *AvBpooféveos Aoundnfs - - -------- ]
ofvopa kels ¢fpébvny pnf----------- 1

The restorations are, of course, tentative.
We have not succeeded in sorting out the relationship of the persons mentioned; they
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evidently belonged to a family claiming descent from the legendary founder of Halicarnassus,
Anthes King of Troezen.

The name Posis is not uncommon in Asia Minor; it is connected by Bechtel, Hist. Per-
sonennamen 381, with Poseidon, and is accordingly appropriate in this family, since Anthes was a
son or descendant of Poseidon, whose priesthood was hereditary in the family.

22. Yenikéy, at the door of the house of Mehmet Kirly, a plain block of good limestone 0:33 m. high, 056 m. wide,
©0-49 m. thick. Inscription in regular letters 1g-22 mm. high.

[T® wijpa ToUTo KerTeoKeUN(]-
[oev ®]Aatnos “Epeos ou-
T kad yuvaikl kod Tékvors
3Gow

5 Kai Tols &k ToUTWY éoo-
pévors, pndevds Exov-
-rog &é§ovaiav Erepov
Belvad Tivae GAASTpIov: el
B¢ pny, EoTw Emr&parTog

For the name “Epws ¢f. no. 31 below.

23. In the Belediye garden, a round altar ¢. 0-80 m. high, diameter at top 057 m., with bucranium decoration. Letters
of Roman date 1g-22 mm. high. This is probably the inscription published by Newton, Halicarnassus 11 708, no. 75.

‘Exoréa
Oeud&
xpnlo]ri xaipe
L. 2. Oeuddpou Newton.
L. 3. xpnot\ Newton.
This is the commonest epitaphic formula at Halicarnassus.
Also in the Belediye garden is an altar dedicated to Aphrodite, the Loves, and the Graces;
this will be published by L. Robert.

24. Turkkuyusu, in a wall of the house of Mehmet Bagkaya, published inaccurately by Cousin and Diehl, BCH X1V
(1890), 113, no. 15. Squeeze, PLATE 15 (€).
*EqopudoTou
TOU
*ATroAAodSTOV.
KOIHTOY Aoxkniov EYNOAZ
5 OHKAIH ypnott xoipe

Nothing is missing on the left, and every letter is clear. As noted by the editors, the second
part of the inscription is much later than the first part.

L. 4. [xai K]oivrou C.-D., and no doubt this name was intended, rather than Quietus;
but xad is not wanted, and was never on the stone. Edvod|[iov] C.-D., a name unknown to
us. We take it that Evo(o)s was intended ; for this genitive cf. TAM III 1. 636.

L. 5. 6fikca — H — ypnotit xaipe C.-D., but énkon, with floating bar in the second
¢ta, was clearly written; and spaces are left between the words in this line. Onioun seems
hardly a possible word; perhaps it represents a conflation of 8ikn and 6fjkcn.
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25. Goktepealt, outside the house of Mehmet Ozylglt lower part of a round altar with bucranium decoration; pre-
served height 0-49 m., circumference 1-34 m. Letters 16-24 mm. high.
Tepmrépyic
Madpkou
‘EAévm
[x]pnoTh [xedlpe

26. Tavsan Sokagi, twg fragments, one built into a wall behind the house of Yusuf Gozen, the other built into the
adjoining house, the two evidently forming a single epitaph. Combined width ¢. 0-80 m., height at least 0-31 m. Letters
31-35 mm. hxgh

1 Uméorn
[HovAiov Zwoipoy kol
[¥]fis Suy[alTpds airrod.

[lov]Aic rapbéve Erédv 15’
xpen[om] xaipe

s in L. 4 has the form of the figure 5.

27. Tiirkkuyusu, in the Bardake: Sokag, a rectangular plinth carrying the base moulding of a circular altar; 0-20 m.
high, 0-53 m. wide, 0-53 m. thick.
Nikcwdpe Kaorpixie
XpnoTé xaipe

28. Yokusbas, at the coffee-house, round altar with bucranium decoration.

KrnowAfis
Nuciou

29. Cars1 Mahallesi, tower no. 30 (property of Kamil Bar), in the staircase outside the door, a block of dark limestone
said to have been found at Kanlhdere in the western part of the town. Height 0-74 m., width at least 0-41 m., thickness c.
;) 24 m. Dowel-hole 0-07 m. square near the bottom of the inscribed surface. Letters 22-2 5 mm. high, worn away on the

eft.
[AdT]okp&Topt
[Kaic]apt “‘ABpiawvéd
[Ai? *O]Avprico

vacat?

There is room for Ail in 1. 3, but from the spacing it seems on the whole more probable
that it was not added.

30. Eskigesme, by a well in the field of $emsettin Unli, a base of pale-grey limestone with moulding at the top, 0-35 m.
high, 0-59 m. wide, 051 m. thick. Surface damagcd on the right. Letters 3-4 cm. high in 11, 1-2, ¢. 5'5 cm. in 11, 3-4.

‘H8udvoe ATTP[- -]

voe ypeTt (sic) xou[pe]
Emydvns Tiis
‘Hovovou. 3.

Sigma having its square form, it is possible that NOL should be read for NOE in 1. 2, and
perhaps also in . 1. We have not seen the name ‘H8uévous elsewhere.
On the opposite side of the stone is a second, very illegible, inscription ending with xoipe.
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31. Giimbet, just outside Bodrum on the west, at a private house, a funeral stele of white marble broken at the top;
present height 0-365 m., width 0-295 m., thickness 0:tom. The stele bears a relief showing a woman in chiton and himation,
seated on a stool with cushion, her feet resting on a footstool, in front of a one-legged table on which is a large casket whose
lid the woman raises with her left hand. On the inside of the lid is an indistinct design, possibly an animal. Below is the

inscription

XPNOTE Xoipe
The woman’s name has been erased and "Epews added in rough characters above; in the
bottom line ypnotn has been altered to xpnoTé to correspond. The re-use by a man of a
woman’s tombstone, however inappropriate, is not unparalleled; see, for example, Side
Excavation Report (Tirk Tarih Kurumu Publ.) 1948, no. 68.
32. A fragment of the inscription Corp. Inser. Fud. II 756 is now built into the garden wall of house no. 196 in Gembasi,

at the extreme west end of the quay. This is the monument published by T. Reinach in Rev. Ef, Fuives XLII (1go1), 1-6
under the title ¢ La pierre de Myndos’. It mentions a female archisynagogus.

33. Yokusbag, lying by the road in front of the coffee-house, a milestone broken into two parts; the upper portion,
which carries two inscriptions, is 0-98 m. high, 0-44 m. in diameter at the break.

(@) T &ni OA. [AlvaoTtasiov
ToU eUoeP(eorérou) fu[dv]
BaoiAéws  vacat
®A. ’ledwns 6 k (?)
kéu(ns) k. UtrarTik[4s]

Cf. no. 54 below. Inl. 5, k¢ was perhaps written in ligature. Anastasius I (491-518) was
active in the construction of public works.

(8) In rather tall, thin letters 30-g5 mm. high. Badly worn on the left.

*AlUr]o[kpléTopt Kaioopt Aoukiw Zemrtipico

[Z]eovnipw E[Uo]ePei TepTivart ZePaoTdd

10 [B'?, &plyt[ep]et ueylorw, Snuapys

[Eouo]ias [T]o B’, Tartpi TaTpiBos, UméTo
5 16 P, xai AUtokpéropt Kadoapt Mép-

[k AJUpnAic *Avtvive EboePei

[ZePaoT]@d TO B, [&p]xiepel peyioTow,

----------- 1l xai ’lou-
10 Ao Adpfva Zeflaoth T B, pn-
Tpl k&o[Tpowv], of 680l &ro-
KaTteoTdlnoov émi &vbu-
érov AoAriov evriafvo]d
M

This remarkable inscription is full of difficulty. Inl. 4, the figure p’ for Septimius Severus’
tribunicia potestas is quite clear on the squeeze, and gives the date A.p. 194 ; but it is inconsistent
with EVoeBel in 1. 2, as Severus only took this title in 195. Moreover, the titles given to Cara-
calla in 1. 5-7, and the inclusion of Geta (ll. 8-9) and Julia Domna, are incompatible with so
early a date. It might seem natural to suppose—as was suggested to us by Professor R. Syme—
that the inscription has been re-cut, and that the original text, mentioning Severus (and per-
haps also Clodius Albinus) and dated 194, was later amended to include Caracalla, Geta
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(. 8-9) and Julia Domna, without alteration of the original date. But examination of the
squeeze shows no trace of any erasure in 1. 5, nor any change in the style of lettering; and the
difficulty of E¥oePel in 1. 2 would still remain. It seems virtually certain that the whole in-
scription was cut at one time. A peculiar feature is the addition, in 1l. 7 and 10 certainly and
probably also in 1. g, of the meaningless 6 B’ to the title ZePaotds () ; perhaps therefore the
simplest thing is to suppose that 76 p’ has been added indiscriminately to all the titles, and may
be disregarded wherever it occurs. The document can then be dated to the period 201-11.
This is probably confirmed by the dating in ll. 12-13 to the proconsulship of Gentianus. The
man in question is presumably Q. Hedius Rufus Lollianus Gentianus (Pros. Imp. Rom. 11 128,
no. 27), proconsul of Asia in 201-2 (not 209, as was formerly supposed). Most probably, then
our inscription dates to the year 201; the erasure in Il. 8-9 is exactly filled by the words xai
Aoukiep (or TlomAiey) Zemrmipley Mérq, émi|paveordrey Kaioopt. The description of Caracalla
as pontifex maximus is a further irregularity, since he had not this title until the death of Severus;
but this is paralleled in other unofficial documents: see Liebenam, Fasti 110.

In L 13, though the stone is worn, AoAAiov is beyond doubt; we take it to be a mere error
on the part of the stone-cutter.

L. 14. M denotes presumably one mile, u(iAiov), measured no doubt from the Mylasa
gate of Halicarnassus. The stone is not now iz situ, but will not have been moved far from its
original position. For one mile, p.«’ is more usual, but the alternative 40 (miles from Mylasa)
is not probable.

34. Bodrum Castle. The inscription over the main gate on the outer side, published very inaccurately in CIG 8698,
was republished by Hasluck in BSA XVIII (1911-2), 215 f., but still not quite correctly. We read:
T & &vBov épyduevos ToU k&oTpou ToUTOU
(xod) Trpdrrreav €l Aéyev kakdds Pouldpevou (sic) TipopiBrioeTon C *
Loy’ ®p. Tidkes Famivéo karitévos

L. 2. «af is represented by a sign in the form of the letter S. The symbols at the end of
this line (which presumably give the amount of the fine) are omitted by Hasluck.

34a. Bodrum Castle, Built into the main gateway on the left side, close to no. 34, and visible in a hole in the stone-
work, is an inscribed block so awkwardly placed that we could obtain neither a copy nor a satisfactory squeeze. The last
two lines read:

[ee]pyéTnv kad owTfi[pa]
[ye]lyovéra Tiis ro[Aews]

but of the man’s name we could recover only a few isolated letters. The inscription is of the
Roman period, and is carefully written in letters 18—20 mm. high.

We include a few other inscriptions from Bodrum which were not found by us during our
investigations. Nos. 36 and 37 are published here with the kind permission of Dr. M. Mitsos.

35. From a copy submitted by Dr. F. J. Tritsch, made at Bodrum in 1952. No details available concerning the stone
or the place.
[]mi vewtroiou *AvBUAou ToU Anul. . . .
[r]puTavebovtos Anuokpitov [ToU . .
[.JvAou, pnvds AvBeoTnpiédvofs . . .
[T]m &vopévou, &v Tt kupica &Ano[icn
5 [ypouu]aTebovros TTuA&Sou ToU @I, . . . .

]
]
]
I
]
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[. .Jvou, &oev Tiit Poulit kai [Téh 81))-

[uowt, yveoun] wputavicov &mradn ... ... ]
[...... JMYNIOZ sbvou[s dv kei . .]
N PR wpds] TOv Bfjuofv ... ... .]
o [L...oooi.. 1 T woA[&L - - - - - - 1

The numbers of missing letters are given according to the copy.

LL 2-3. [’Av8]uAdou and [Mev]UAAou are familiar names at Halicarnassus.

L. 8. Probably MUw(&)0s.

LL g-10. [Siarreel | T& oupgépovta] Tit wéA[el wpdTTeov] or something similar.
For a similar prescript see no. 1 above.

36. Athens, Epigraphical Museum Inv. No. 198, from Halicarnassus. Fragment of a white marble stele, broken at the
top and on the right, left edge bevelled away, bottom edge preserved and worked smooth. Present height 0-125 m., present
width o-17 m., thickness 0-07 m. Letters of latish Hellenistic date 14-16 mm. high.

[~ - - -JIAPIA Sioxoo[- - - - - - - ]
[- - - -]Z émi T Bou[Afyy - - - -]
[- - - -]Z &pyupiov els Taf- - - -]
[- Teoo]epbrovra 8- - - - - - - - ]
5 [----JITAIZ Tfis yep[ovoias - -]
[----- ] EooTov  #v[iouTdv ?]

In L. 3 init. the squeeze seems to show a sigma partially overlapping the alpha, as if added
later. In I 4, the second letter is apparently rko corrected from beta.

We seem to have the record of a gift of money. Inl 1 the obvious restoration [8n]vépix
dioxdo[1a] is probably to be rejected; at the apparent date of the inscription drachmae are
more naturally expected than denaria, and we seem in fact to have [Spaxu&]s &pyupiov in 1. 3.
-4pix may be the end of a word denoting the object of the donation; Sioxoo- may be from
Biaxdoror or from Sioxoopeiv.

Ll 2-4. [moapayevépevols &l thy Pou[Afy émnyyeidaro Spaypd]s &pyvpiov els Ta[- - - -
TegoJepdrovTa or the like. :

For the question of the provenience of this and the following fragment see below, p. 115.

37. Athens, Epigraphical Museum Inv. No. 197, from Halicarnassus. Thin slab of white marble broken on all sides,

0-14 m. high, 0-13 m. wide, 0-018 m. thick. Tall, thin letters with strong apices, 22-24 mm. high, regularly cut. Above the
inscription, decoration in the form of scored lines.

[~ -] OAcaf- -]
[- -]p&vopos

Apparently a tombstone. For names beginning ®i\cu- see Bechtel, Hist. Personennamen
447, and add ®iAcbos at Rhodes (SGDI 4157, 35).

MYNDUS

The position of Myndus on the end of the peninsula cannot seriously be questioned; the
ancient testimonies demand a position between Bargylia and Cape Termerion opposite Cos,
and within these limits the remains at Giimiisliik, and they alone, correspond to a Tdhig

88 Strabo XIV 657 f.; Athenian tribute lists (ATL I 522, MuvBior mopd Téppepa; ¢f. Phot. s.v. ¢ Tepuépia’); Ps.-Scylax
99; Mela I 85; Pliny, NHV 107; Anon. Stad. 276-8.
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THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA 109

‘EAAis of later Greek times.®? The situation closely resembles that of the fourth-century
city of Cnidus at Cape Krio.88 It is formed round the anchorage, which is protected by a
barren peninsula (ancient Aethusa)® from the north-west wind and closed by a small rocky
island at the south of the entrance (F1G. 3, PLATE 11) ;%0 the city wall seems to have encircled the
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Fic. 3.—PrLan or MyNDUs.

peninsula, from whose north end it crossed to the mainland and climbed by a sharp crest to a
high salient point in the east; thence, still taking advantage of a well-defined ridge, it des-
87 The identification has not been attested by inscriptions; but Paton, who had a residence at Giimiisliik, remarked the
preponderance of Myndian issues among the coins found there (FHS XX 80). The mediaeval testimonies alone might in
fact be decisive for the location.
88 BSA XLVII 184. 8 Pliny, NH II 204

90 The plan Fi1G. 3 is drawn after Admiralty Chart no. 1531 of the year 1837, with some remodcllmg of the legends and
slight addmons Remains which are now no longer visible have been retained on the plan.
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cended to the shore and traversed the shallow water to the little island ; the narrow entrance to
the harbour was further contracted by a reef on which the foundations of a square tower are
still visible under water off the SE tip of the peninsula. The geographical situation, at a
distance from the inland cities of Caria and six hours farther out than Halicarnassus, was not
favourable to commercial development. But the strategical emplacement, with its capacious
enclosed harbour and wonderfully sited circuit, is almost without equal among the Hellenistic
cities of the west coast of Asia Minor. It withstood an assault by Alexander in 334 B.cC.,*! and
provided a naval base for Ptolemy when he prepared his expedition to Corinth in 308; 2 it
also accommodated the Rhodian fleet after the battle at Lade in 201 % and Cassius in 43 B.c.%4

Of the network of fortifications which the Admiralty Chart of 1837 shows encircling the
peninsula (F16. g) there is now nothing to be seen save for faint traces at the NW end; but
Newton, twenty years later, was able to follow this circuit from the most northerly point round
the west side to beyond the entrance of the harbour.?®> The whole course is still clear on the
mainland. The circuit is constructed in ashlar masonry,®¢ parts, at least, being of green granite
(¢f. p. 130); we measured the thickness of the wall on the north as 2:75 m. The foundation
of the wall in the shallow water where it crosses to the island on the south is laid in squared
blocks throughout. The SE stretch of the circuit was studded with towers, since this side faced
the road from Halicarnassus and was more accessible to attackers, whether approaching by land
or sea.?” Of the constructions laid down in the Chart on the landward side of the harbour
head there is now scarcely anything to be seen apart from the ruined Christian basilica preserved
by Paton, but most of these ruins were observed by Newton (II 575 ff.) in 1857.98 There are
rock cuttings, presumably for houses, on the upper slope here inside the circuit, and traces of
rock stairways, both here and near the SE tip of the peninsula. The building at the highest
point of the peninsula is not ancient, and may have been a Christian church.®® The ruins on
the little island are also not ancient, though ancient blocks and architectural pieces are in-
corporated in them.1%® Tombs of late date have been remarked outside the circuit on the SE;
and in the valley of Cukurbuk on the NE, outside the city wall, we saw a funerary altar with a
relief of a woman seated in a basket chair and a little girl in front of her, and a fragment of
another relief. There are polychrome Roman mosaics, with geometrical decoration, and late
Corinthian capitals at the primary school about twenty minutes’ walk inland.

The most celebrated of the antiquities of Myndus is the so-called Lelegian Wall, which ran
down the spine of the peninsula northwards from the summit.}®1  This wall also has a thickness
of 2:75 m. It is built of big blocks of hard stone, roughly faced in places and sometimes toler-
ably well fitted,1°? while at points it has the squareish look of Hellenistic polygonal; 193 there
is no perceptible difference between the two faces, though the east one is the better preserved.
The masonry is unlike that of Lelegian fortifications and is best matched in the north part of
the main circuit of Halicarnassus (p. o, PLATE 15 (§)). It is hardly likely to be of any excep-
tional antiquity, but along its course towards the south end we picked up some black-glazed

9 Arrian I 20, 5-7. 92 Diod. XX 37, 1. 9 Polyb. XVI 15, 4.

94 Appian, BC IV 65, 71 f. 95 Halicarnassus 11 577. 98 Cf. Ann. IV-V 3067, figs. 27-q.

97 Newton’s explanation (II 574) that this side is less naturally strong could only be applied to the lowermost end of this
stretch.

98 The small foundation near the north tip of the peninsula, which Spratt and Newton (II 575, I, pl. 83) took for a bath,
is now under water but must have stood on terra firma in antiquity.

9 We noted an epikranon with carved cross among the architectural pieces close at hand.

100 The wall of squared blocks traversing the base of the isthmus, which Newton (1I 578) noted as ancient, can hardly be
so, since pieces of tile can be seen in the joints.

101 Spratt marks it as extending from the peak almost to the north tip, and Paton apparently described it as doing so in
the 188os (FHS VIII 66, fig. 2) ; Guidi’s assertion that it starts from the north summit of the peninsula and descends towards
the sea in a southerly direction (4nn. IV-V 365) seems to correspond, assuming the topographical directions to be inverted.

102 Cf. Ann. IV-V 366, figs. 25-6. 103 Cf. BS4 XLVII 172.
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sherds which constitute the earliest known remains of habitation on the site; these include a
fragment of the rim of a small bowl dating to the second quarter of the fourth century, the mouth
of a squat lekythos which Mr. Corbett assigns to the same date, and a piece of a mid-fourth-
century bell-krater.®? In general, the outer system of fortification, in which greenstone
seems to be dominant, should date to the later years of Mausolus’ power (¢f. p. 169) ; and we are
inclined to suppose that the more primitive, incomplete defensive line seen in the ‘ Lelegian
Wall’ represents an abortive earlier stage of fortification immediately consequent on the
Mausolan synoecism of the Lelegian towns. There is no sign of earlier settlement at Giimiislitk
or of Lelegian tombs in the vicinity, and the native settlement of Myndus cannot have been on
this site (¢f. p. 145); the situation is quite unlike that of any known Lelegian town, and is, on
the other hand, perfectly designed for a later Greek city. Apart from the few scraps of pottery
mentioned, we found little trace of occupation before the advanced Hellenistic era, at which
time sherds become abundant; and the architectural and epigraphical relics seem to be all of
Roman date. The ruins that Spratt and Newton observed were all bunched in one part of the
town, and the impression of empty spaces within the walls is confirmed by an anecdote re-
counted by Diogenes Laertius (VI 2, 57) of his more famous namesake: the Cynic philosopher,
going to Myndus and noticing that the gates were big but the city small, advised the Myndians
to shut their gates for fear that their city might run away. While Mausolus could build a new
city, he could not fully man one; and it seems that at Myndus the Lelegian hill-folk, like the
Arcadians of Megalopolis, did not readily take to Greek political life, and that Mausolus’ aim
was not realised in full until two or three hundred years after his death. In the end, however,
it caught on firmly, and Myndus was numbered among the bishoprics in the later Roman
province of Caria.

According to Strabo (XIII 611) Myndus was a Lelegian town, though in later times it laid
claim, like Theangela, to a Troezenian origin in imitation, no doubt, of Halicarnassus.?%® It
was mentioned by Hecataeus (ap. Stephanus), and Herodotus (V 33) records a Myndian ship
under a captain of the name of Scylax in Aristagoras’ fleet (¢. 500 B.c.). It is recorded in
Athenian tribute lists as paying only one-twelfth of a talent tribute, and was clearly a place of
very slight consequence in the fifth century.1%® Mpyndus has a small interior plain on the SE,
and the present population is estimated at about eight hundred. Its access of prosperity in
later times must have come from the possession of the territory of Termera (pp. 147 ff.), and
possibly also from some working of the silver mines.’®? In the main, Myndus must have
followed the fortunes of Halicarnassus after the time of Mausolus. Unsuccessfully assaulted by
Alexander in 334 B.C., it seems to have been lost to the Persians after the defeat of the satrap
Orontobates in the following year.19® The city sent judges to Samos ¢. 270 B.c.; 19 and from
the late third century onward there are occasional references to Myndians in the inscriptions
of other states, especially on Rhodian territory. The first coinage of Myndus is said to date
to the second century B.c. after the city was helped to independence by the Rhodians in 197.
About 131 B.C., prior to its incorporation in the Roman province of Asia, Myndus was in the
hands of the rebel Aristonicus.!'® It was to two Italians resident there that Verres sold a
ship that he had commandeered from the Milesian navy (Cic., Verr. IT 1, 86 f.). After the
battle of Philippi Myndus is said to have been given by Mark Antony to the Rhodians, but not
to have remained subject for long to their harsh rule.

104 The fragment from a plate with palmettes and rouletting, PLATE 13 (¢) 3, is of the late fourth century or rather later.

105 Paus. II 30, 9. 106 ATL T 348. 107 Paton and Myres, 7HS XVI 204.

108 Arrian, Anab. II 5, 7. , 109 SEG T 363. 10 Florus II 20, 5.

11 Appian, BCV 7. L. Robert infers from the scanty coinage that Myndus suffered a decline in the imperial period
(BCH LX 201). On the cults and prosopography of Myndus, see Petrarca, Rend. Lincei XII (1936), 259 ff.
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InscripTiONs (MYNDUS)

38. Giimiigliik, in a wall of the house-of Karakayal: Galip at the north end of the village, a slab of white marble broken
on the right, the other edges preserved. Height 0:35 m., length 1-25 m.; the thickness is not ascertainable, but the stone is
cracked in five places after insertion in the wall, and is probably very thin. Inscription in monumental letters o-12 m. high,
but the carving is neither sharp nor deep. Imperial date.

ATHITTATPIAITI
P¥ZOIZKEDAAE

We have apparently part of the dedication of a building: [é Seiva ToU Seivos Tfjt
YAukuT]étnt rarpidt T[v oTodv? ouv - - - - kad Tois ¥ ]puoois keparé[ois]. Though xepaAn and
kepais are used of a column-capital, we have not found xepaAaiov in this sense, nor indeed of
any part of a building, but we see no other probable restoration.

39. The funeral altar of Paideros son of Aelius Stephanus, published by Paton in REG IX (1896), 423, no. 13, is now
!ying‘ on the beach at the extreme south end of Giimisliik village. Paton #bid. justly remarks on the rarity of Myndian
inscriptions.

40. Athens, Epigraphical Museum Inv. No. 201, published here by permission of Dr. M. Mitsos. Small funeral stele
with pediment, of coarse-grained white marble, 0-40 m. high, 0-22 m. in maximum width, 0-:06 m. thick; the back is left
rough. Letters 17-21 mm. high, with marked apices.

Spaipe
’ApéSie
XpnoTé
Xipe
The stone belongs to a‘consignment sent from Bodrum by Michael Bogiatzes (see below, p.
115), and was apparently found & wéAer Mévt3qx. More precisely, the provenience of Inv.
No. 200 is so indicated, no. 201 having merely Goorws. No. 200 is BCH XI1 (1888), 281, no. 6,
and was seen by Paton near Mandrais between Giimiiglik and Geris. There seems no doubt
that Mévtza is Myndus; the word moéAis is significant, and various forms of the name Myndus
are quoted: Tomaschek, Jur hist. Topographie von Kleinasien im Mittelalter 38, gives & Movdod,
MévBou, Zumonta and Jumenta.
The name Z¢aipos occurs in various parts of the Greek world, e.g. Kirchner, Prosopogr.
Att. nos. 13042-5 (Athens), SGDI 1461 11 47 (Halos), 4052 (Rhodes), 5485 (Thasos); cf.
Bechtel, Hist. Personennamen 605. Our man presumably came from Aradus in Phoenicia.

THEANGELA

The site of Theangela at Etrim we consider to be beyond dispute.’’? The extant remains
have been described, though not exhaustively, by Judeich in AM XII (1887), 334-6, and by
Robert in Coll. Froehn. 81-6; cf. R4 1935 II 163.

The city forms an elongated enclosure along the crest of a steep mountain (alt. 547 m.)
immediately to the south of Etrim village (alt. ¢. 80 m.); it dominates the extensive plain of
Karaova to the north-east and the Giftlik valley to the south. The fortified perimeter takes
in three peaks of the mountain and can hardly be less than 1500 m. in length on an east-west
axis; but it has little breadth except in the central part, where it forms a salient to the south
to take in the lower spur C.113 A similar salient descends the ridge to the east of B. On the
west the walls run up to merge into a fine rectangular fort, with four corner towers, on the

112 Robert’s discussion in Coll. Froehn. 65~9 should be regarded as decisive.

113 We adopt Robert’s lettering in Coll. Froehn. 85-6. The visible crest from D to B subtends an angle of 10} degrees
when seen obliquely from Alézeytin at a distance of ¢. 6 km,
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THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA 113

summit D. Fic. 4 shows an outline plan of this fetrapyrgon. The entrance through its
eastern wall, now buried under débris, is about 1 m. wide and had a corbelled roof.!'¢ The
masonry to be seen on the site is varied, including a fairly regular coursed masonry near to
ashlar (PLATE 16 (a)), a regular isodomic ashlar, and a kind of squareish polygonal. The city
wall is in general about 2:50 m. thick; its masonry recalls that of the Lelegian sites, but is more
solid and of a more developed type. There is no place for a stadium and no sign of a theatre.3%

Inside the wall the chief extant buildings are on and around the peak B. On the NE slope
of this hill, a little below the summit, is a remarkable pit, evidently a cistern, hardly less than
5 m. deep (PLATE 16 (§)); the upper part is of regular coursed masonry, the lower part is rock-
cut. The roof is of large stone slabs supported on rectangular pillars of masonry, each course
of the pillars consisting of two blocks with the joints alternately along and across. At the bottom,
now largely filled with stones and rubbish, the tops of two triangular apertures are visible;
these are said to lead through into cavernous spaces where a match will not burn and only rock
is to be seen. On the west side of the same peak B is a very well-preserved tomb in the
hillside (pLATE 16 (¢)); its side-walls are vertical in their lower parts, then converge to a sharp

Fi16. 4—THEANGELA: Pran oF TETRAPYRGON.

point at the top, presumably on the corbelled false-arch principle, but they are covered with
red and whitish-yellow plaster. The tomb is about 7 m. long and has a door at the west end.
The height is not less than g m.; the floor is at present buried under earth and stones. This
remarkable structure, particularly in this situation, might hardly have been recognisable as a
tomb; but its nature is assured by the recent discovery in it of quantities of bones, together
with numerous fragments of three vases, namely a r.f. pelike, a Panathenaic amphora, and a
kalyx-krater. Some of these sherds were shown by the villagers to Miss Askidil Akarca, and
others were later picked up in her presence on the spot.’14* The two first-named of these vases
are dated by Mr. P. E. Corbett (from photographs kindly supplied by Miss Akarca) to about
420 B.c. On the same slope, lower down to the west, are several fine cisterns, one of which
(still used by the peasants) is illustrated by Robert in R4 1935 II 162, fig. 10. In the same
area, between B and the southern foot of A, we noticed several column-drums, a piece of a
triglyph-frieze, and other well-cut blocks. It was in this central area that Winter in 1887
discovered the plinth, with the feet, of a kore of archaic type (AM XII 337), and from here

114 Robert, Coll. Froehn. 85, observes mistakenly that the tetrapyrgon is linked to the west angle of the main perimeter
by a single wall. He has no doubt reached this conclusion from a study of his own composite photograph, pl. XXVI, but
the appearances are deceptive; in fact, a wall runs up to each of the eastern towers of the fort: see ric. 4. The tetrapyrgon,
as Mr. E. W. Marsden pointed out to us, is of unusually powerful construction and designed to resist artillery.

114s The fragments in question were deposited by Miss Akarca in the Archaeological Museum in Istanbul; we are
indebted both to her and to the Museum Director, B. Riistem Duyuran, for permission to announce this discovery in advance

of publication.
I
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also other statues seem to have come to light, including presumably the trunk of an archaic kore
in the British Museum.1® Inscriptions 116 also attest the location in this area of a temple
of Athena. Near the summit of peak A is a finely preserved specimen of a Lelegian house,
comprising three intercommunicating rooms, with an entrance in the long side-wall and the
usual corbelled roofing, as for example at Alazeytin and in the farmhouse near Halicarnassus
(below, pp. 132 f., n. 209). Other buildings of Lelegian type are illustrated by Robert, Coll.
Froehn. pls. XXVII d, XXVIII k.

There is a fair quantity of sherds around the peaks A and B; the earliest pieces we recog-
nised were from black-glazed vessels (bowl, kotyle, and fish-plate) of the middle ranges of the
fourth century. The rest is Hellenistic, the latest fragments being from half-glazed plates and
kantharoi of advanced Hellenistic forms; we found no trace of sigillata and Roman wares.
We saw also much Hellenistic tile, with a few pieces that look fourth-century; again no Roman.

On the flank of the mountain, below the city on the NE, we saw a group of tomb-chambers
sunk into the ground; these are oblong and built of fine squared blocks joined by strip-clamps,
with regular vaulting and a pavement of limestone slabs above. One, which we saw newly
rifled and nearly intact, is 2-05 m. long; in its spoil we found fragments of a large hydria or
similar vessel of reddish ware with a cream slip,"7 and of a miniature with poor-quality dark
glaze. Apart from a late tombstone (below, no. 41) from the village below, we know of no
other tombs hitherto discovered on or near the site.}!8

We agree without hesitation in the commonly accepted view that Theangela is the Hellen-
istic form of the name Syangela, which occurs in the fifth and fourth centuries.’?® In the
Athenian tribute lists Syangela pays regularly at least until 427 B.c.; the city is all this time
under a dynast Pigres (or Picres or Pitres), who on two occasions pays in his own name, Mikpns
Zuayyerels. Syangela is on one occasion coupled with Amynanda,’2° and the Syangelan
tribute, one talent, seems normally to include that of Amynanda.'?® A certain Pigres, son of
Hysseldomus, was among the distinguished Carian captains at Salamis (Hdt. VII ¢8); if, as
seems probable, he was an earlier member of the Syangelan dynasty, the city must have had a
port on the south coast. Syangela was one of the eight cities founded by the Lelegians, but
when Mausolus merged these into Halicarnassus he did not include Syangela; this is stated by
Strabo on the authority of Callisthenes.’?22 Pliny (VH V 107) states that Alexander incor-
porated six towns in Halicarnassus, one of which was Theangela. This information we believe
to be erroncous in two important respects : Pliny has attributed Mausolus’ synoecism to
Alexander, and Theangela is wrongly included; see below p. 144. In the late fourth, third,
and early second centuries numerous inscriptions show Theangela as an independent city ; 123
n this period we find it claiming 2 foundation from Troezen, which claim is accepted by the
Troezenians.!2¢ This we believe to be based on nothing more than the Troezenian origin of

Halicarnassus.12®

15 BMC Sculpt. I 1, 149 (B 319), dated ¢. 520 B.C. 116 See RE s.v. ‘ Theangela’.

117 The strongly moulded projecting rim of this vase seems best matched by the profiles of early Hellenistic vases (e.g.
Trendall, Paestan Pottery, pl. 38 below). . L .

118 We have no information regarding the ¢ large tumuli ’ seen by Paton and Myres on a distant skyline ‘ probably in the
neighbourhood of Theangela® (FHS XVI 198); we suspect they may have been the fortified peaks of Theangela itself,

119 The case has been argued, conclusively as we think, by Robert, Coll. Froehn. 82 n. 7 and in ATL I 551-2, as against
Ruge in REs.v.  Theangela’. We have nothing to add : the intermediate form ©uayy[eheis] seems to us almost decisive in
itself.

120 446/5 B.C., SveryyeA[fis] kai *Apuva[vais]. .

121 When the two pay separately in 444/3, the tribute of each is half a talent.

122 Strabo XIII 611 = FGrH IT B, no. 124, fr. 25: Zudyyeia 8¢ kai Myvov SiepuAage.

123 See the list given by Robert, Coll. Froehn. 91—4; his no. 18 now ToMuwy IV 8, no. 248.

124 Nos. g and 10 in Robert’s list.

125 Cf. ATL 1 552. For a similar claim by Myndus, see above, p. 111.

Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. Universite Mediterranee, on 13 Feb 2021 at 14:13:02, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/50068245400018591


https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245400018591
https://www.cambridge.org/core
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By about the middle or end of the second century it is commonly supposed that Theangela
had been absorbed into Halicarnassus. The evidence for this is an inscription attributed to
Theangela, published by Wilhelm in 0F4 XI (1908), 61, no. 4; it is dated by the eponymous
priest of Halicarnassus.!?¢ This evidence has never, as far as we know, been challenged ; 37
but in fact the attribution to Theangela is, in our opinion, mistaken. The stone is in the
Epigraphical Museum at Athens, Inv. No. 199, among a number brought to the Museum about
1901 by Michael Bogiatzes from Bodrum. The provenience of the individual inscriptions is
recorded in the inventory; we transcribe the relevant passage.

No. Provenience Remarks
196 *Exopiotn U1 MixoanA Boyiar3di | Mvnuoveteran ymd A.W. &v Jh, 1905, | Decree of Troezen for Theangela,

ix ToU @poupiov Oeaxyyehias 241 : €ed. Jhefte 1908, 71

(‘ANikopv.)
197 ‘Qoairws o Tol ool & TS ‘ANKapyvacool Two-line fragment: above, No. 37.
198 ‘Qooirws b1rou 6 197 U TOU ool Fragment apparently recording a

gift of money: above, No. 36.
199 ‘Qoatrtws aUTéBey Ud TOU owrrol. §eB4Bn &v | Contributions for the construction
Jahreshefte 1908, 61 . . . . of a well.

Two things here are perfectly clear: 196 is from Theangela, and 197-g are all three from a
single source. But is that source Theangela or Halicarnassus? The contents of the inscrip-
tions themselves afford no clue, apart, of course, from the agreed Halicarnassian dating of 19g.
Wilhelm, in his publication of 1908, took the provenience of 196 to apply also to 199. He saw
the stones within a few years of their arrival in Athens, when oral information may possibly
have been available to him; but there is no hint of this in his article, where he makes the
attribution of 199 depend upon the inventory record.’?® He evidently understood dhooiTws to
repeat the whole of the © Provenience ’ entry of 196; it seems to us, on the contrary, clear that
the * Remarks ’ entries of 197-9 refer in fact to the provenience of the stones, doairews denoting
simply that all four formed part of a single consignment from M. Bogiatzes. This is especially
plain in the case of 198: &mou To 197 can only refer to provenience. And if that provenience is
Theangela, why is the reference not to 196, or at least to 196-7? Since 197 is distinguished by
the words ékx Tfis ‘AAikapvacool, the reference is surely to this, and 197-9 must all be from
Halicarnassus.1?® If this be right, the evidence for the absorption of Theangela in Halicar-
nassus disappears; since the evidence of Pliny is likewise to be rejected( below, pp. 143 f.), there
remains no reason to suppose that Theangela was ever other than an independent city.}3® We
believe, moreover, that there is evidence that it was a free city under the early Empire; see
below, p. 144. ,
On Syangela-Theangela see further below, pp. 145-7.

c 12‘56é1ri leptws TloAedTou ToU ’AvBpocbévou. This man is known as a priest of Poseidon Isthmius at Halicarnassus
(CIG 2655).

127 Tt is accepted by Ruge in RE s.v. ‘ Theangela ’ 1374 and by Robert, Coll. Froehn. 84-5.

128 ¢ Der Vermerk der neuen Erwerbungen n. 199: éxoulcdn umd MixadA Boyiatfi i Tol gpouploy Oeayyehias ("AMkapvaaaod)
lehrt, dass der Stein von der Ruinenstitte (sc. Etrim) stammt.” In fact, as was seen above, this entry belongs not to 199 but to

120 The alternative is hardly attractive, namely to suppose that & Tfis ‘AMikapvaocoot means merely that the stone,
though found at Etrim, was shipped to Athens from Bodrum.

130 JG 1I% 8831, Mevekpérns Mevexp&tou ©exryyehels, is there dated by Kirchner to the first century B.c. If this is
correct, it is conclusive against the supposed second-century incorporation in Halicarnassus. In the Addenda, however, a
second-century date is preferred for the epitaph: ‘s. I'a. Theangela non iam sui iuris fuit. L. Robert per litt.” If this argument
is, as we believe, baseless, it will be possible to revert to Kirchner’s original dating.
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InscripTiON {THEANGELA).

41. Etrim. Shown to us in the village, right bottom corner of a funeral stele, with a pilaster in relief on the right.
Height 0-30 m., width 0-25 m., thickness 0-13 m. Found recently during the construction of a road near the village. Late
letters, 25—27 mm. high. Photograph.

[6 Seiva] [kod Tois] 6 ol
[T pvnueiov] [Tév] odei oopé-
[EouTdd kad T1j] [vot}s korreakey-

[yvvoaxi o]oTod [oo]ev  (leaf)

LELEGIAN TOWN SITES

The description of the sites which merit this title follows. The account of their history
and discussion of their identification are reserved for a later section of this article (pp. 143-155).

ASARLIK.

The site 13! (F16. 5) has been partly described by Newton,3? and by Paton and Myres,
whose identification of it as Termera seems certain (p. 147).13® The citadel forms a nearly
level platform ¢. 40 m. long on the peak of a dominant hill, whose slopes are steep on all sides
and precipitous on the NE; it enjoys a commanding view in all directions save to the SW, where
it is overlooked by the lofty range of the Termerian promontory. There are traces of a citadel
wall in smallish squared masonry surrounding the summit, and the outline of this fortification
can be followed in the eastern part by the cuttings made to receive the wall; at the north
corner cuttings show that the wall was carried out on to a natural bastion or pinnacle of rock.
On the NW side, near the west corner, the wall foundation is well levelled off as though for a
threshold, and a long block fallen close by seems likely to have come from a door-frame; we
have therefore restored a gate in the citadel circuit at this point (immediately to the right of
the letter e in ¢ gate ’ on FI1G. 5). There are traces of buildings on the summit, including one
13 m. in length on the highest part at the north. To the south of this a double vaulted cistern
is sunk to a depth of perhaps 4 m. below ground level, with traces of a rectangular building
perhaps built over the western chamber; the two chambers together have a length of about
9 m., and are built in smallstone work which has received several coats of plaster; the vaults
seem not to be barrels but to have sprung in Lelegian fashion from all four sides of each
chamber. Despite the presence of odd fragments of Hellenistic vases and Byzantine impressed
ware on the summit, this cistern gives the appearance of belonging to the classical era.

Below the summit on the south is a shelf partly upheld by a natural scarp and revetted by
a polygonal wall; on it are building traces with sherds and tiles of later Hellenistic or Roman
date. This area was entered on the east by a gate whose threshold block, with four circular
sockets for a double door, is still in position; the gate seems to have been 1-50 m. wide. The
fortification enclosing this shelf was carried round outside the west end of the citadel, where no
doubt a road gave access to the summit. At some distance below this to the south a stretch of
massive polygonal walling ¢. 5 m. high runs down to a saddle which separates Asarlik hill from
the main Termerian range; in this wall, whose thickness is 1-75 m., is set a gate 2 m. wide at
the bottom and tapering upwards to form some sort of arch (pLATE 17 (¢)).13% The masonry in

131 The plan FIG. 5 was fixed where possible by compass intersections from the corners of the citadel, but the steep convex
slopes made a complete system of intersections impossible; some details of the intermediate perimeter and the position of the
vaulted tomb have been added from a freechand plan drawn by Mr. R. V. Nicholls in 1949.

182 Halicarnassus 11 580 ff,

138 7HS VIII 81 f., XVI 203 f.
134 (f. Paton’s drawing, FHS VIII 64, fig. 1. The gate appears on the right of the photograph in pLATE 17.
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THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA 119

the immediate vicinity of the gate approximates to ashlar or trapezoidal, but has elsewhere a
tendency towards curved joints; surface pottery here is abundant and mainly of the fifth
century, and it seems probable that the wall here is to be dated to this time. Inside the gate a
depressed line, flanked at points by traces of buildings, seems to indicate a road leading up
towards the citadel. It is difficult to believe that this wall does not belong to a defensive
system; and we were in fact able to link it up with a line of walling 1-60 m. thick which follows
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a rock fault up to.the NE corner, and thus to trace the outline of an outer circuit in polygonal
masonry, which keeps at a consistent level round the hill save at the NE angle, where it rises
to a rocky bluff.135 Inside this perimeter there are some traces of habitation, and much pottery
on the north slope under the citadel and on the south towards the gate. The pottery includes
a sprinkling of archaic 13¢ and some fourth-century wares (the latest 137 being dated by Mr. P. E.

135 At this corner a stretch of a roughly piled cross wall runs across the neck towards the citadel; it hardly seems to
belong to the original design of the circuit.

138 pLATE 14 (&) 1, probably from the neck of an amphora with striped decoration, similar to seventh-century Chian;
PLATE 14 (b) 4, from a late B.F. chariot-scene skyphos, with legs of horses and a man; fragments of early fifth-century glazed
kylikes.

Ve PLATE 14 (b) 3, oenochoe rim with painted ovolo pattern; PLATE 13 (¢) 1, foot of black glazed bowl with glazed
underside and grooved resting surface, stamped palmette and rouletting; fragments of black glazed kantharoi.
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Corbett in the second quarter of the century): but the bulk of it seems to be of the full fifth
century or the beginning of the fourth.3® The abundance of the classical pottery leaves no
doubt that the main occupation in the outer perimeter came to an end about the second
quarter of the fourth century, and might perhaps suggest that from the advanced fifth century
it was declining.

There are tombs on the edges of the site, in the valley to the west,!® and on the watershed
cast of the main gate of Asarlik towards the hamlet of Mandira. Patoninvestigated a considerable
cemetery, with chamber tombs, enclosures, and individual graves, around the valley head to
the south of Asarlik,4? and there are built tomb complexes still visible on the ridge leading
down to Aspat. Paton’s finds range from the end of the Bronze Age to archaic times; a
sihgular resemblance between the early pottery from these tombs and contemporary Attic
wares has been remarked in a recent study, where it is suggested that the original settlers at
Asarlik may have come from Athens.14!

Bozpad.

This site, also called Erenmezarhk, crowns a mastoid hill, fairly steep on all sides and rising
to perhaps 250 m., which forms the southernmost peak of the chain of bare hills behind Myndus.
It commands the coastal plain of Karatoprak and an extensive view inland. On the summit
are the foundations of a tower ¢. 10-5 m. square, of irregular masonry roughly squared at the
corners with a wall thickness of 0-gom. ; 142 inside this foundation sits a Turkish burial enclosure.
Around the hilltop runs an irregular ring wall in loose polygonal or dry rubble enclosing an
area not more than ¢. 80 m. across. We observed no sure trace of an outer circuit; but sherds
are abundant for some distance down the hillside, and thus attest considerable occupation,
which can be assigned to both prehistoric and classical times. The prehistoric is rough brown
handmade ware with straw marks, the dominant form being apparently a jar with vertical
handles of almost circular section ; 143 we also picked up blades and flakes of obsidian, and a bit
of a core. The wheelmade pottery was mostly indeterminate, but included a plain conical
foot perhaps of Protogeometric form, some black glazed kylix fragments, one being of a stemmed
cup with poor glaze and a reserved circle in the centre of the bowl, and a fragment of a bolsal
dated by Mr. Corbett in the first quarter of the fourth century; also the socketed bronze
arrowhead pLATE 14 (4) 8. We noted nothing of a later date than the early fourth century B.c.

Burcaz.

NW of the village of Geris (Gheresi) a high spur runs seaward from the Myndian highland
to block the west end of the coastal plain of Yalikavak. It is articulated by three peaks in line,
of which the middle one is crowned by the citadel described and planned by Paton and Myres.144
Our sketch plan F1G. 6 ¢ depends on a combination of eye and memory. This citadel, about
56 m. long, is surrounded by a wall in coursed masonry, and encloses some fainter wall traces
and a small tower built of squared blocks with vertical drafting at the angles (PLATE 15 (a)).
Outside the NW corner of the citadel, curiously placed at the foot of the 8-m.-high fortification,
stands the tower marked by Paton and Myres, which we noted as being detached from the

138 Wine amphora fragments, black glazed kylikes, kotylai, and bolsals, etc., R.F. fragment pLATE 14 (&) 2.
132 Newton II 580 ff.

140 FHS VIII 67 fI., 454 ff.; XVI 243 ff.

141 Desborough, Protogeometric Pottery 218 ff.  For the gold and bronze equipment from these tombs see BMC Bronzes 8,
BMC Fewellery 100 f.

142 Paton and Myres, 7HS XVI 204, noted this tower (at their sketching station  A’).
143 Cf. ibid. 204, 264.

148 FHS XVI 206, fig. 7. It was visited by the Italian cruise, Ann. IV-V 363 f.

Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. Universite Mediterranee, on 13 Feb 2021 at 14:13:02, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/50068245400018591


https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245400018591
https://www.cambridge.org/core

THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA 119

upper circuit. It seems certain, as Paton and Myres surmised, that the short wall-stretches in
rough polygonal down below towards the saddle on the north belong to an outer circuit.143
We traced the course of this circuit for a considerable distance, but were prevented by im-
penetrable scrub and cliffs from ascertaining whether it formed a ring round the citadel, or
whether it linked on to the sides of the citadel, which will thus have formed the south apex of the
whole perimeter. We guessed the length of the whole as 200-250 m.; the ground is steep, and
rises to a jagged pinnacle in the middle of the lower perimeter. There is a sloping shelf traver-
sing the north side of this perimeter, which we regarded as an ancient road leading from a gate

BURGAZ Freechand ALAZEYTlN Freechand
(a) (6)

F1c. 6.—RovucH PrLans oF BurGAz AND ALAZEYTIN.

at the NW extremity of the circuit by the saddle. There are some coarse sherds and tiles,
perhaps of late Greek date, and some wall traces in heavy rubble masonry at the other saddle
to the south of the citadel, and small unfluted column shafts in use as roof rollers in the village
of Geris.14¢  But on and around the citadel itself, where Paton also noted ¢ many fragments of
glazed pottery, black and red ’,'4” we found only archaic and classical wares, with a few
coarse sherds possibly of prehistoric handmade vases.14® The archaic included a number of
fragments with glaze stripes on both slipped and plain ground (pLATE 14 (b) 13-15) and pieces

143 A photograph FHS XVI, pl. 9, 1.

148 The inscription no. 55 was also found at Gerig. 147 7HS VIII 79.

148 These are grey throughout, or tend to grey in the core; the shapes seem to be jars with vertical handles (as at Boz-
dag, p. 118) and a bowl with incurving rim.
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from the shoulder of sixth-century hydrias or oenochoes with horizontal (PLATE 14 (4) 10) and
vertical (PLATE 14 (b) 11) wavy line decoration ; these archaic wares have an Ionic complexion.
The classical pottery is mainly black glazed and rich in fragments of fifth-century kylikes and
other cups; one or two scraps seem to come from cup-kotylai, and should therefore date about
the first half of the fourth century. Paton found what sounds like a scrap of R.F. in the hand-
' some chamber tumulus on the peak to the north of this site.1#® Other chamber tumuli are
recorded in the vicinity of Burgaz by Paton and Myres,'%° and tomb enclosures to the SW.15

GURICE.

The village of Giirice is situated on the watershed dividing the valleys of Miisgebi and
Akgaalan. Paton and Myres noted a tower on the summit of a conical hill behind the vil-
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lIage; 152 jtis nearly 12 m. square, of good ashlar masonry with vertical drafting at the corners,
and stands to a height of c. 3 m. A shelf below this on the west and SW seems to have been
enclosed by a wall of dry rubble masonry, and traces of buildings are to be seen here. An

140 JHS VIII 81. 150 FHS XVI 206 f. 151 FHS VIII 48, 153 7HS XVI 203.
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outer circuit is formed by a wall of medium-sized dry rubble masonry; it was carried out to a
rocky bastion at the SW corner, and had a tower in coursed masonry on the west side. The gate
was at the SE corner. There is a distinct shelf on the south side of the enclosed area with traces
of buildings, one with a rounded corner. The rest of the circuit forms a continuous curve, and
the greatest length of the perimeter might be 150 m.; the thumbnail sketch ric. 7 has no
pretension to accuracy, but gives the basic form of the defensive system as we understood it.53
There was no late pottery on the site; we picked up a scrap of a R.F. cup (pLATE 14 (§) 5) and a
fair number of fragments of good black glazed ware including a fifth-century kylix rim; and
the latest dateable fragment came from a pneumatic rim of a cup- -kantharos and is dated by
Mr. Corbett in the second quarter of the fourth century. There is a rock-cut tomb chamber
inside the circuit, a broken-down vaulted chamber tomb outside the gate, and a fine rock tomb
below the circuit on the NW, This last tomb (r16. 8, PLATE 17 (d)) belongs to a class not
noticed hitherto in this region of Caria, which seems to be of earlier date than the rock
tombs with cubicles (¢f. p. 167); three sarcophagi are cut in the native rock against the
sides and back of the chamber, whose internal measurements are 2:60 X 3-10 m., with a height
of ¢. 1-75 m.; the ledges at the two inner corners are not cut out square; the walls curve over
to the ceiling to give the effect of a false vault, perhaps influenced by the vaults of Lelegian
stone-roofed buildings. Paton and Myres also noted a simple rock tomb at the roadside on the
top of the pass.1%4

GoL.

The site lines the edge of an escarpment separated by a deep valley from the Karadag on
the south; the ground falls in cliffs on this side, while to the NE the hillside inclines steadily
down to the sea at Tirkbiikii and Gol harbour. The site was briefly described by Paton and
Myres, and we give a measured plan (F1G. 9).155 On the highest point of the crest is a tower
in ashlar masonry with vertically drafted angles, which forms the apex of a small inner perimeter
lying under it on the east and enclosing a complex of buildings. Other substantial buildings
stood on two successive rocky shelves below the tower on the south. To the NW of the tower,
but separated from it by a lane-like depression in the rock, stretches an elevated tongue of
rock scaled on the north side by a hewn staircase; near the foot of this stair is a group of cis-
terns. To the NW this tongue broadens out, and the crest is crowned by the foundations of
buildings; the extremity of the crest carries a second tower. The site, which is about 300 m.
long, is enclosed by a continuous outer circuit, with its main gate apparently on the north
side and with occasional jogs and towers; the circuit wall is 1-50 m. thick on the north, but
seems to be as little as 0-70 m. at the east corner, and is built in dry rubble or polygonal masonry
with a tendency to courses {a fine stretch at the west end, PLATE 17 (¢)). House foundations
can be seen all over the perimeter; at points they seem to be backed onto the circuit wall, as
also at Gokgeler (p. 124) and Alazeytin (p. 125). There are rock tombs, which we did not have
time to examine, in the cliff near the west end.15¢ 'We noted one or two bits of Roman tile and
a late amphora sherd on the site. Otherwise the surface pottery seems again principally of the
classical era, with amphora sherds and fine black glaze fragments which include fifth-century

158 It was drawn from memory after we had left the site in a thunderstorm.

184 FHS XVI 203
185 FHS XIV 376 ff., with drawings figs. 2-3. The citadel on the summit was also seen by the Italian cruise, Ann.

IV-V 365, fig. 23. Our plan (F16. g) was laid out to scale, with intersections in the SE parts only and traverse for the rest
of the circuit; an intersection on a very narrow base, which showed the site as distinctly broader in the middle part north of

the tower, has been disregarded in our plan.
188 JHS XIV 376. Guidi, Ann. IV-V 365, remarked Christian paintings in one.
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kylix and cup rims, pieces of bolsals and bowls, and fragments of bowl rims and heavy cup-
kotylai of the first half of the fourth century. We also picked up a number of early fragments,
including an archaic amphora rim, a fragment of a glazed tankard, perhaps of the Geometric
era, a scrap with Geometric bands of glaze (pLATE 14 (8) 7), a piece of a sixth-century kylix
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stem, a scrap from the lip of an Ionic cup of ¢. 600 B.c. with polychrome stripes on the shoulder
and interior of the lip (PLATE 14 (§) 6), and a single chip of obsidian. The pottery here not only
indicates early occupation, but seems also to show more contact with the archaic Greek world
than on most of these sites. The relative abundance of classical pottery on the surface leaves
no doubt that the habitations on the site belong to the classical era.
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KARADAG.

At the head of the pass that leads from G6l southwards on the way to Bodrum there is a
ruined church, built (according to Paton and Myres) upon the ruins of a Carian or Hellenic
building.'3? Adjoining the ruin are a vaulted cistern and wall traces, apparently contemporary
with the church. A stone’s throw to the east is the foundation of a tower in squared masonry
with vertical drafting at the angles, and beside it lie many squared blocks and a badly weathered
unfluted column shaft. On a crest a minute or two to the south are the remains of a small
fortified perimeter containing traces of buildings and of a large tower on the highest point.
It was at the ruined church that Paton and Myres located the Telmissian sanctuary of Apollo
(p- 154)-

The situation is shown in the admirable sketch which accompanies their description of the
sites here.'5®  On the shoulder of the mountain above the pass are two considerable settlements
facing each other across a valley head a few hundred metres broad, with a small compound
tumulus on the ridge above. The more northerly settlement site is about 200 m. long and very
narrow, being bounded by a bow-shaped perimeter of dry rubble masonry on the south side
(pLATE 15 (¢)) and a line of cliffs on the north, which forms, so to speak, the string of the bow.
Inside the circuit are scattered remains of perhaps three dozen houses. The masonry is of
hard limestone, which splits into longish blocks; the houses (as we noted on other Lelegian
sites also) are more carefully constructed than the circuit wall, with a tendency towards squared
work. At the east end of the crest, inside an inner perimeter, is the foundation of a well-
constructed oblong building of ¢. 16 X 7 m. This site overlooks the valley of Gél far below;
Paton and Myres estimated the altitude at 1800 ft. The second settlement, to the south, has
a rounder perimeter which encloses a summit slightly higher than the first. The outer wall is
likewise of dry rubble masonry, heavier in places, and in general of a primitive appearance.
The area within the circuit is built up with sturdily constructed houses laid on differing axes
with walls generally in coursed masonry. Many of the houses consisted of a single room in plan,
with sometimes, apparently, an upper storey; others were formed of a complex of rooms. We
reckoned that there were hardly less than a hundred rooms in the ground plan of this settlement.
The walls often stand two or three metres high, and with a little clearing the plans of these
habitations could be recovered more or less complete. Surface pottery is scarce. On the more
northerly site we picked up some fragments of wine amphorae of ¢. fifth-century date and un-
distinguished scraps of black glaze; on the second site, a single scrap of black glaze and two
striped fragments (one, PLATE 14 (b) 12, from a closed vase). There was no sign of occupation
of Hellenistic or Roman date. Since the valley on the north must have belonged to the settle-
ment at Gél, this town on the Karadag can hardly have had access to the sea; and the land
around is unmitigated mountainside.

GOKGELER.

The site lies at the head of a pass about an hour and a half above Bodrum, and looks down
a ravine to the northern sea. Around the site some stony fields support a handful of cottagers;
the inhabitants of the small village of Cirkan spend the summer in their yayla in the plain of
Bitez. Paton and Myres have mentioned the citadel,’5® and the Italian mission has described
it,18¢  This citadel, ¢. 160 m. long, crowns a detached hillock (plan, F1c. 10).181 It is supported

157 7HS XIV 373. We noted ancient blocks built into the walls, but could not recognise any in situ.
158 [bid, 374, fig. 1. 189 Jbid. VIII 81; XVI 202, with drawings figs. 4-5.

160 Ann. IV-V 425 ff., with a sketch plan of the citadel fig. 30.
161 The plan of the citadel (which is overgrown with pinewood) is drawn mainly frechand; the lower circuit was

plotted in by traverse and intersection on an insecure basis.
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by a high wall in irregular masonry, in places with quite small stones; the thickness of the wall
varies between 1-75 and 1-50 m. There are squared masonry towers and bastions on the south
side, but the north and west faces show the sweeping curves characteristic of Lelegian fortifica-
tions. The main entrance is by a gate 2:50 m. wide at the west end; there is also a postern
0-60 m. wide, with a flat lintel slab (not, as Maiuri indicates, arched) in the north side, and
possibly entrances on the south side. Traces of buildings can be seen among the trees, and
houses seem to have been regularly backed against the citadel wall. The ground rises steadily
from the west gate to the east end, where an enclosure 36-30 m. long is walled off. The approach
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to this keep is by a gateway 2-50 m. wide, reached from the west by a transverse ramp of the
same width; it is defended by a tower in coursed masonry, with a door in the east side and a
staircase in the corner. On the east and south of the citadel we traced an outer perimeter wall
descending to the saddle. Itis 1-63 m. thick, and is constructed in heavyish dry rubble masonry
roughly coursed on the curtain with better coursed long blocks on the faces of the towers. We
found little significant pottery on the citadel, save for a fragment of R.F. with a fugitive trace of
drapery. Immediately below the citadel on the SW, in the trough where Paton and Myres
located the temple of Athena,!®2 there are some building traces and tiles and sherds of Hellen-
istic-Roman date; and two bucranium altars, evidently of Roman date, are reported from the
vicinity of the site.163  We accept Paton and Myres’ identification of this site as Pedasa, and note

162 HS XVI 216, 163 FHS VIII 81 f. We also heard of one from a cottager here.
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here that occupation in Hellenistic times is consistent with the assumption that it was garrisoned
by Philip V in 201 B.C. (p. 151I).

The ridges on the south and SE are studded with chamber tumuli, in which the corbel-
vaulted chamber, with the dromos, was surrounded by a ring wall and covered with a loose
pile of stones; some examples are described and illustrated by Maiuri.!® The Italians seem
to have excavated some tombs and claim to have discovered ‘abundant local Geometric
pottery .26 In all probability this belongs to the early Greek period, since a number of early
archaic fragments which we gathered on the surface of one of the southern tumuli (PLATE 13 (¢)
1-3, 6) must be dated not later than the seventh century.!®® Across the valley on the NE
Paton and Myres noted compound tumuli and a large circular enclosure.18?

ALAZEYTIN.

The site lies about two hours from that of Theangela and three and a half or four hours east
of Halicarnassus. It sits on a small rounded hill which overlooks a valley on either side.
Paton and Myres estimated its altitude as nearly a thousand feet. They have given a brief
description of the site and buildings, with photographs; 168 and Maiuri also describes it with
good photographs and some drawings of buildings.'® Our sketch plan r16. 6 4 was drawn
freehand and in haste, and cannot be relied on for more than a general idea of the layout. The
length of the site is probably under 200 m. The circuit is in loose rubble masonry, built of a
local stone which tends to split into narrow blocks; the towers which punctuate the western
part of the circuit are in irregular coursed masonry. There was probably a gate at the north
end. Within the walls the ground is densely built over, and isolated houses are found outside
the perimeter. The houses are generally well built with shallow courses of local stone; here,
as at Gol and the Karadag, they merit a more detailed investigation. On the east side of the
summit a line of solidly built houses seems to mark off an upper terrace, but we could not
ascertain whether an inner perimeter was in fact formed. There are traces of a well-constructed
krepis of three or four steps on the west edge of the crest, and on top the foundation of a building
or tower 7 m. broad and at least 11 m. long, with vertical drafting at the corner. The sparse
surface pottery includes some bits of late tile and odd sherds apparently of late date, but the main
occupation seems to have been of archaic and classical times. - Myres picked up some early
archaic,17® and we found the odd scrap of striped ware. The classical wares include amphora
lips of fifth-century types, badly worn scraps of black glaze, and a fragment from the rim of a
R.F. bell krater (pLATE 14 (b) 9). Paton and Myres also discovered a plain voluted capital of
archaic appearance.!?

At no more than five minutes’ walk from the town site, on a lower ridge to the south, we
noted a series of buildings, of which six are marked on the sketch plan ric. 6 4. They are of
similar masonry to the house walls in the town. Two of these (nos. 3 and 6) appear to be
¢ compound tumuli’ of the type made familiar by Paton and Myres.!”? Of no. g little now

164 Ann, IV-V 427 ff., figs. 32-34; ¢f. Maiuri, Parola del Passato 111 (1948), 13 fI.; FHS XVI 247, fig. 22.

168 Tevi, Kpnrixd Xpovikk IV 177, n. 73; bronze fibulae and arms are mentioned among the few fragments of grave
furniture recovered, Clara Rhodos 1 124.

166 pLATE 13 (¢) I, fragment of large coarse vase with spiral or cable pattern on a cream slip; 2, fragment of slipped
vase with stripes; 3, fragment of body with springing of belly handle, wavy line in glaze; 6, fragment of closed vase with
curvilinear decoration: also fragments of skyphoi, one being of the Ionic Late Geometric form with nicked rim,

167 JHS XVI 249 fI., figs. 26-30; the tumulus, figs. 2628, is described and illustrated by Maiuri, Ann. IV-V 429 fI,,
figs. 35-38, who gives the diameter as 22 m. Sec below, pp. 166 f.

168 FHS XVI 199 f., pl. 9, 3-6.

188 Ann, IV-V 432 fI., figs. 39-46.

170 Two fragments with painted concentric circles widely spaced, probably of the eighth or seventh century, in the

Ashmolean Museum.
11 ¥HS XVI 200, fig. 2. 172 7HS X VI 248 ff.; below, pp. 166 f.
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remains, but it is clear that it consisted of a circular area of ¢. 14-60 m. diameter enclosed by an
eccentric ring like r16. 12; the outlines of two chambers in the thickness of the wall can still be
traced—one narrow and wedge-shaped, the other broader and with a doorway on the inner
face of the circle. No. 6 had at least two chambers in the thickness of the wall communicating
with the interior by doorways. No. 4 consists of an irregular ring wall 2 m. thick, with a
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‘ diameter ’ of 16-50-18 m., which is interrupted by a rectangular building measuring 6-20 x
540 m. (FIG. 11). 'The ring is entered by a doorway only 0-40 m. wide, and the rectangular
building opens by a doorway 1-15 m. wide on to the inner court. The inner face of the ring wall
has the inward curve characteristic of the * compound tumuli ’,1?® and there can be little doubt
that this construction belongs to the same class of monuments. There are traces of a construc-
tion a few metres to the east, which may have been attached to the ring, and of a little domed

173 Cf. JHS XVI 251, fig. 28.
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tholos on the SW. The position of this monument on the crest of the ridge is a conspicuous one.
No. 1 appears to be of a similar form, with a ring 2 m. thick and an inner diameter of 13-:40 m. ;
here a doorway in the inner face of the ring gives access to a rectangular building which pro-
jects outwards from the ring; the building was ¢. 6 m. deep and is of uncertain width. No. 2
appears to combine elements of the two types (r1c. 11), the two exposed chambers (« and B)
being corbel-vaulted and the narrower one (B) being immured in the style of the eccentric
‘ compound tumuli ’, while the square one («) stood free on its east face. The chamber « is
approximately square with a 2-80-m. side and a doorway 1-03 m. wide; it had a window 0-33 m.
broad facing on to the circular court. The ring was ¢. 1250 m. diameter on the inside; and the
ring wall, slightly over 1 m. thick, was perforated by a door 0-61 m. wide a little to the east of
the window. Behind the chamber o there seems to have been another room (y) which is still
covered over; its outline is only partly visible, and there is no trace of a door giving access to it.
No. 5 is a more or less rectangular complex with a front of about 12 m. facing SW. It con-
sists of two buildings perhaps joined by a wall at the back, the two-room one being partly
built against the rocky slope on the north and NW; one jamb of the outer door here is cut in
the rock. The ground plan is shown on FiG. 11; the two-room building is ruined, and the
plan is not fully reliable. The free-standing single room, on the other hand, is preserved
intact; it measures 4-80 X 2-40 m. in the interior, and has a corbelled vault of Lelegian type,
which springs from all four sides and is closed at the top by flat slabs. There are traces of
further single-room and complex buildings scattered about the ridge, some showing evidence of
corbelled vaults. We picked up some fragments of late tiles, a Hellenistic two-reed amphora
handle, and a black glazed kantharos stem not earlier than the middle of the fourth century.

Apart from this group of monuments, Alazeytin appears to have no cemeteries close at
hand. Paton and Myres conjectured that the tombs by the roadside several kilometres to the
north might be associated with this site; 1?4 and Maiuri noted a ‘ compound tumulus ’ between
Alazeytin and the sea.l”® Paton and Myres also refer to a sanctuary near Alazeytin which
yielded early terracottas.!?®

The recognition of the eight sites described in this section as Lelegian town sites rests on a
number of factors. The ancient city of Termera is located with certainty at Asarhk; and it is
almost equally certain from the sudden development of Myndus in the mid-fourth century and
from the part played by Myndus in the fighting in 334 B.c. (p. 110), that Termera was one of the
Lelegian towns that had been disbanded by Mausolus. The abundance of surface pottery of
the fifth and early fourth centuries at Asarlik not only confirms this assumption but offers a
valuable criterion for the recognition of the synoecised sites. Asarhk offers two other valuable
criteria. Ome is the hilltop situation with a citadel in the dominating position and an outer
circuit lower down on the slopes. The other is the presence of chamber tumuli and early tomb
complexesin the vicinity of the townsite. By these criteria the sites at Burgaz, Girice, Gokgeler,
and Aldzeytin can at once be recognised as Lelegian town sites. With the inclusion of these
we can add to the criteria the presence within some of our circuits of ruins of closely packed
stone-built houses, in the style of architecture which we recognise as Lelegian, and normally in
association with pottery of pre-synoecism date; and we can thus proceed to add the Karadag
and G0l sites to the list. The site at Bozdag lacks any trace of a cemetery, and seems smaller

174 FHS XVI 198 ff. 175 dpn. IV-V 439 f., fig. 47. See p. 166.
176 FHS XVI 200. It appears from letters shown us by Sir John Myres that Paton could not definitely establish the
position of this sanctuary but ascertained from a ‘ retentive old dyer ’ at Syme that it was located near Alazeytin (apparently

to the exclusion of Theangela) ; it is apparently this site that is referred to in BMC Terracottas 92, where pieces similar to the
sixth-century horseman B 118 (¢f. p. 94, n. 58) are mentioned.
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than any of the town sites, save perhaps that at Giirice; but its situation is characteristic, and
the pottery offers decisive evidence that the site was abandoned in the fourth century B.c.
There is one other peculiarity that binds these sites together: on all save Asarhk and Gokgeler
(where the town was dominated by a small ‘ keep ’) a tower in more or less squared masonry
with drafted angles seems to have been deliberately superimposed on the citadel; the signifi-
cance of these towers is considered below (p. 168). There is no other site known to us on the
peninsula that could rank as a Lelegian town site, and the fortified positions that we have visited
farther to the east—at Siralk, Kisebiikii, and Gokbel (pp. 131 f., 134 f.)—do not bear the
stamp of Lelegian settlement.

INSCRIPTIONS.
We have discovered no inscriptions of the Lelegian towns.

OTHER SITES AND REMAINS

Less extensive ancient remains have been noted or are to be seen at a large number of other
points on the peninsula and the islands that lie close inshore. We give a brief summary of the
known sites in this section, together with a note of the sites that we have examined as far east as
Siralik on the north coast and Gékbel on the south. Paton and Myres have remarked on old
roads through the peninsula.l??

THE TERMERIAN PROMONTORY.

The barren rocky island of Catallaradas: 17® opposite Karatoprak had a cottage or two
before the Greeks left Asia Minor, but is now deserted ; it has two narrow isthmuses with faint
traces of ancient occupation and the foundations of an ancient tower approached by a path
above the southern isthmus. The sherds are mainly Hellenistic, but go back into the fourth,
if not the fifth, century. The island of Pserimos lies out to sea, and would not require mention
here had it not also been named in recent years as a possible location for the Carian town of
Caryanda. It shields the passage between Kos and Kalymnos, and has an underfed population
of three hundred; it is attached for administrative purposes to Kalymnos, and was probably
included in the KediBven of Homer 1. 1T 677 (¢f. Strabo X 489). There are faint traces of
Roman and early Christian occupation near the modern anchorage, and the corner of a dry
rubble building, presumably a watch tower, stands on a peak facing Kos; but there is no
indication of earlier occupation or of a Carian hill settlement. The late inscription noted by
Paton, which contained the phrase & ‘Ynpiuw, almost certainly gave the proper name of this
insignificant island.1™ At Kadikalesi, just south of Myndus, there are Hellenistic sherds on the
ground and the remains of a mediaeval fortification faced with squared greenstone blocks,
which were perhaps brought from the site of Myndus.!8® At Karatoprak and Akgaalan no
building traces have been noted, but inscriptions have been found in both places (p. 137, nos.
48-9).18%, At Belenigi, twenty minutes’ walk SSE of Akgaalan, there are rock tombs in a valley
descending from the mountain-side; one of these, which we examined, has three sarcophagi
cut in the rock like that at Giirice (1. 8), and has the same internal measurement of 2:60 m.

177 ¥HS XVI 201. 178 Or Karabaglar, cf. ATL T 498.

179 BCH XII 282 f. (f. the Pserima of Pliny VH V 134; for mediaeval forms of the name see Tomaschek, ur hist.
Topographie v. Kleinasien 22. According to Segre, Aan. XXII-XXIII 219f., Coan and Mausolan coins have been
unearthed in the fields.

180 Newton, Halicarnassus 11 579.

1802 The inscriptions of Karatoprak are related by Petrarca to the cult of Artemis Myndia (Rend. Lincei XII (1936),
260).
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from front to back, but is only 2-45 m. wide (the ends of the middle sarcophagus overlapping
those on the side) ; its ceiling is slightly vaulted, as at Giirice, but there are also beam sockets
in the walls and cuttings for a door-frame in the jambs. These tombs may be outliers of the
Asarlik cemeteries. About ten minutes’ walk south of Islamhaneler: there is another such tomb,
with traces of three sarcophagi and internal measurements of 2:60 X $-20 m., and groups of two
and three parallel gallery tombs cut in the rock; ¥ a little to the south of these tombs, at
Kuyucak, we noted scattered marbles from a Byzantine church, including the large inscribed
mullion (p. 137, no. 50). The route from Myndus to Halicarnassus descends at Derekoy into
a fruitful valley, from which it rises to cross the main watershed at Giirice. On rising ground
at the roadside one kilometre east of Derekdy there are marble architectural pieces, both late
classical and early Christian, and a fragment of a monumental dedication (p. 138, no. 52) ; they
may perhaps indicate the position of a sanctuary. A badly damaged marble statue of a lion
in Late Greek style and an inscribed stele (p. 137, no. 51), now at the school in the village, are
also said to have been found in this place. About 2 km. south of Karatoprak there are some
traces of a small fort with good walling just above the sea at Erentepesi, with tiles and amphora
fragments of late date; and in the seaward face of the hillock is a rock-cut galleried tomb with a
side bench. Paton and Myres reported some rough house or tomb platforms on the peak
inland 182 and a farm site east towards Asarlik.!®® On the beach at the SW tip of the Termerian
promontory there are late building traces and an inscribed bucranium altar (p. 137, no. 47).
At Aspat there is a full stream but little land. The commanding conical hill of Cifitkalesi there
has a mediaeval circuit wall and keep, with traces of an earlier Christian monastery of the

~ Virgin; 8 and ancient architectural pieces are built into the walls. Around the north and
west foot of the hill are rock-cut tombs and the ruins of a village already deserted in 18g7.185
The village of Bagla is almost deserted; there are squared blocks with a slightly cushioned
face and odd marbles among the houses, and an inscription in Athens appears to have come
from there (p. 136, no. 46).

CENTRAL PART OF PENINSULA.

At Yali Cuma in the valley bottom there are traces of habitation of Roman times and the
remains of a Christian building, and we copied two late funerary inscriptions (p. 136, nos.
44-5) ; a little distance inland there are rock-cut tombs. The plain of Miisgebi offers singularly
few antiquities. The village itself contains numerous Mausoleum greenstone blocks and some
marbles, but they seem to have been brought from Halicarnassus.'8 There are late classical
and Christian remains ¢. 1 km. to the west at Haci Ibrahimtepesi, which may be the site of the
large Byzantine church mentioned by Paton and Myres.187 Near the head of the valley, by a
cottage at Beypinar, we noted a patch of geometrical mosaic in pink, grey, and white, ancient
blocks and a late Corinthian anta-capital, an inscribed Hellenistic tombstone (p. 138, no. 53),
the inscribed column shaft pp. 138 f., no. 54, and a white marble roundel with an ivy-wreathed
satyr’s head in relief (PLATE 13 (4)).1®® On the east of the valley here a small fortification in

181 These have the form of simple boxes open at one end ; one which we measured was 0-85 m. broad, 0-75 m. high, and
2-20 m. from front to back.

182 ¥HS XVI 204, Hill “ F°. 183 Jhid. 262.

18¢ (f, Newton I1 588f.; BCH XIV 120. Thissite, as L. Robert has remarked (Etudes epigr. et phil. 1651.), is probably
that of the important mediaeval fortress of Strobilos near Myndus (Tomaschek, Zur hist. Topographie v. Kleinasien im Mittelalter
38 £.); the name Strobilos implies a conical hill, and St. Willibald in the eighth century after Christ described this Strobilos

as a city on or at a high mountain (T. Tobler, Descriptiones Terrae Sanctae 20 and 60). For the Christian inscriptions of
Cafitkalesi see Grégoire, Inscr. chrét. nos. 232 f.

185 (f. Hamilton, Researches in Asia Minor 11 38; Newton, loc. cit. 186 Cf, FHS XVI 203. 187 Loc. cit.
188 H. 0-42; breadth 0-38; thickness in centre 0-12 m.; the back is roughly worked off. It seems too rough for an
oscillum. .
K
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heavy rough masonry hedges the sharp crest of the Tirkmen Dag ; there is little sign of occu-
pation there, but odd wall traces and abundant late pottery and Roman tile fragments are to
be seen at the north foot of the ridge towards Belen. At Bitez there are occasional ancient
blocks and fragments of tile, and an inscribed base of a funerary altar (p. 136, no. 43); worked
stones and a pedestal of an altar dedicated to Dionysus (p. 135, no. 42) have recently come to
light in a garden in the village. There are some other remains of late antiquity in the valley
to the south. Paton and Myres also noted forts on the headland south of Bitez and on a peak
of the barren hills between Bitez and Miisgebi ; 18 of the latter we could see nothing more than
a short stretch of heavy walling on the summit.

Norta CoAST OF PENINSULA.

The route northwards from Myndus leads past a succession of little bays. At Koyunbaba we
noted a few fragments of late amphorae and tiles, and the quarries marked by Paton and
Myres at the corners of the cove. The stone appears to be the green granite or ragstone which
was extensively used in the fortifications of Myndus and the substructures of the Mausoleum.
The workings at the south end of the beach and on the slopes above the bay are relatively small
(one of the latter PLATE 17 (a)), but those at the north end of the bay are of great extent. The
quarry here consists of a cutting approximately 200 m. square, with a face up to perhaps g m.
high,1®° which lies at a stone’s throw from the coast, and a long shelf at the water’s edge (PLATE
17 (8)). The lower shelf has been quarried back so that the water now laps onto it; and one
can hardly doubt that it.not only provided the original quarry at this point but subsequently
served as a wharf for the loading of stone from the great cutting directly above. The quarry
faces are scarred by horizontal ledges which give the depth of the untrimmed blocks; the
majority of those which we measured ranged between 0-43 and 0-45 m., though deeper (and
occasionally shorter) steps are found.1¥! West of Geris, by a village which was called Mandrais,
Paton and Myres remarked an early tomb enclosure 1*2 and a fortified farm,'*® and a tower or
tomb on.the high peak behind Geris.'®* There are scattered traces of late classical and
Christian occupation along the bay of Sandima around Yaftkavak, and the inscription noted by
Newton (II 592) is still to be seen built into a field wall at the isthmus. There are rock tombs
in the vicinity.1® At Dirmil a peak above the modern village is crowned by a small fort of
irregular outline in a mixture of ashlar and polygonal masonry; a tower in squared masonry
forms an integral part of the design.’® In the shelf against the west face of the tower is a
bottle-shaped cistern lined with red plaster; on the south edge of the summit there are building
traces and patches of polychrome mosaic, and the tiles and sherds seem to be of a late period.
The occupation therefore seems to be post-Mausolan. Paton and Myres remark rock tombs
below the village, 7 and we noted occasional marbles there and at Farilya. By the road
between Dirmil and Farilya.various antiquities of the Roman and Byzantine periods are to be
seen in the fields at Arapmezarhifr; they include a fragment of a white marble banquet relief
with reclining figure, horse’s head and amphora, architectural pieces in the Ionic order and the

180 FHS XVI 202, pl. 11 (sketching stations © and Y). wo 7HS LXXIII 125, fig. 12.
191 Ppyllan gives the depth of the blocks in the Mausoleum core as one foot (Halicarnassus II 183). We did not revisit
Myndus after seeing these quarries, and have no measurements for the greenstone blocks in the fortifications there; Guidi’s

figure of 0-45 m. (Ann. IV-V 368) applies to a tower with headers and stretchers which may be of a later date than the
original system of fortification.

192 YHS VIII 8. 193 At Azacik, FHS XVI 206.

194 Jbid. 207, pl. 11, sketching station ¢ Q °.

198 FHS XVI 261 f. Newton’s inscription has alpha, not mu, in the first place, and the sigma square.

196 FHS XVI 207 f. The plan ibid., fig. 8 is inaccurate in the marking of the north wall; the north face of the tower
should according to our notes be shown as forming a right angle with the east face and so creating a bend in the wall here,

197 Cf. Newton II 592 fI., tombs and perhaps a tower at Filkecek.
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two inscriptions below (pp. 139 f., nos. 58-g). There are late rock tombs at Farilya bay, and
tumuli are reported on the promontory to the west.1%® At Tirkbiiki and Gl there are more
rock tombs, and there are groups of Christian ruins on the shores of Gl bay; 1% about ten
minutes’ walk inland here we noted a Hellenistic epitaph (p. 140, no. 60). Konelada is a rocky,
scrub-covered island, now deserted, with a hill at either end. On the summit of the southern
one is a church with a nave and two narrow aisles, and paintings in the apse and south aisle (for
painted inscriptions see pp. 140 f.); some of the stones built into the church may be ancient.
Some 50 m. to the SW of the church is an angle of ancient wall ¢. 1 m. thick, constructed of good-
sized blocks with rubble filling between the faces; the wall can be traced for ¢. 30 m. in either
direction. The pottery on the surface around the hilltop included coarse local ware and
mediaeval glazed sherds.?2°? We did not examine the steep wooded country between Gél and
Torba bay.?01

East oF HALICARNASSUS.

The ancient route from Halicarnassus seems to have forked at the top of the pass at Yokug-
basi, where we noted numerous ancient blocks (perhaps from built tombs of Halicarnassus),
three bucranium altars (one inscribed, p. 105, no. 28), a Roman milestone (p. 106, no. 33), and
gallery rock tombs in the vicinity. The modern motor route traverses the high ground east-
wards to descend into the Karaova near Etrim. Paton and Myres recognised the line of an
ancient road here, flanked by late tombs; 2°2 on the massif of Kaplan Dagi north of the road
Paton and Myres also remarked tumuli (and perhaps small forts), and a long line of wall which
they convincingly associated with the Pedasian resistance to Harpagus on Mt. Lide (Hdt. I
175).203  Before the construction of the motor road the principal route from Bodrum to Milas is
said to have been that which descends from Yokugbasi to the east side of Torba bay and follows
the coast to Giivercinlik.29¢ On the long coastal stretch here a road for wheeled traffic has been
engineered two or three metres above the sea; it was embanked by a wall of rubble masonry
(in places well over two metres high) on the slope; and it had a consistent width of 5-6 m.,
though it may occasionally have narrowed to a single lane at awkward points. The road is
older than the Turkish pack route, whose kalderim often forms a narrow track deep down in the
eroded bed of the old roadway; and from the scale of the work and the importance evidently
attached to communication between Halicarnassus and Mylasa we have little hesitation in
ascribing the construction of the road to Mausolus. We noted the traces of a rough perimeter
wall, with coursed work at an angle, on a small island at eytinli Kahve; 205 the island was
joined to the land by a short causeway, and a little jetty once offered shelter for a few boats at the
isthmus. We found no pottery earlier than Hellenistic, and the settlement here seems to have
‘been very small. The site at Seralik is that to which H. Kiepert assigned Caryanda, and Meritt,
Wade-Gery, and McGregor allotted the Uranium of Pliny (p. 163); it is spread over a blunt
peninsula which rises perhaps 40 m. above the sea and commands the coast road. There are
considerable remains of late buildings, with sherds of late Roman sigillata, and of a Christian

198 Newton II 595; FHS XVI 208f., 253 1., 262. Another rock tomb on the east side of the bay has a chambcr 357 X
3-20 m. with single cubicles on the sides and two large cubicles at the back (that on the right, no doubt the owner’s, having a
niche for an inscription over the door).

19 Newton II 595 ff.; FHS XIV 376 f., XVI 210; Ann. IV-V 363, figs. 20-22.

200 Prof. Haspels has exammcd samples, and reports that the coarse local ware is ancient (one fragment apparently
Hellenistic), while the glazed ware is to be dated between the thirteenth and seventeenth centuries.

201 Paton and Myres mark a Byzantine church inland here (FHS XVI, pl. 10) and tumuli at Torba bay (ibid. 254).
A mausoleum was noted here, of which we hope to give a photograph in our concluding article on the Carian coast.

202 YHS XVI 198 1. 203 Jbid. 194 (* compound tumuli’ ibid. 249, 254).

204 Cf. Newton 11 602 where both routes are remarked; Prokesch v. Osten in 1827 followed the coastal one (Denkuwiir-

digkeiten 443 f.). The walkmg time Bodrum-Milas is reckoned a good 12 hours (¢f. Ross, Reisen IV 38, Newton, 11 602, 610).
205 Admiralty Chart 1546.
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church on the summit. At the foot of the slope towards the anchorage on the east we noted the
remains of a tower in ashlar masonry with vertically drafted angles; it may have been the
corner of a considerable circuit, but dense scrub hampered reconnaissance at this point. The
earliest pottery that we found on the site came from glazed ware (and especially half-glazed
plates) of middle Hellenistic times. The situation bears no resemblance to those of the Lelegian
towns, and the site has none of the characteristics of an early Greek settlement; there is scarcely
any land in the immediate vicinity, and habitation now consists of a coastguard station and some
seasonal charcoal burners from Bodrum. ‘

Salihadas: (Tarandos 1., Golcii Ada) is the principal island in the Iasian Gulf; it is now
deserted and covered with almost impenetrable scrub. It was visited in 1865 by Biliotti, who
noted four cisterns on the small peninsula at the NE extremity and learned of a tower ¢. 10 m.
square in Hellenic masonry on the other side of the island. A visit in August 1953 revealed
nothing more on the peninsula, apart from a short stretch of nondescript wall by the water’s
edge; but on the next hill to the south of the isthmus there are considerable remains. On the
summit of this hill an ancient wall forms an enclosure ¢. 160 m. from north to south; the dense
scrub prevented a measurement of the breadth from east to west. The wall is of dry rubble
with double facing and filling of small stones; the blocks are for the most part small, but
larger at the north corner, where one block measures 1-18 X 0-80 X 0:45 m.; the thickness is
¢. 1 m. From this wall others run down the hillside to the south and to the NW. Halfway
down the north slope is a stretch of mediaeval wall, and Biliotti notes Byzantine remains near
the isthmus. In 1954, armed with bill-hooks, we made a second expedition from the sheltered
anchorage in the lee of the N.E. promontory. Numerous rubble walls, apparently from
fortifications 1-05-1-30 m. thick as well as from houses, were encountered on the east part of
the site; but we were unable to find the remains visited in the preceding year, and so could
not accurately gauge the extent of the site, which must, however, have been considerable.
The tiles were of the early (c. fourth century) type, some showing traces of red glaze, and the
sherds of wine amphorae appear to be of a similar period, Chian and Thasian fragments
being noted but none of the later Hellenistic types; no fine pottery was found, the conditions
underfoot being unfavourable to the discovering of small sherds.

There are some striking remains of Lelegian architecture at a distance of less than an hour’s
walk to the SE of Halicarnassus. The two most southerly peaks of the mountain ridge directly
above Kumbahge bear faint traces of walling and terrace revetment; 206 and on the saddle
immediately to the north there is an unusually well-preserved ¢ compound tumulus ’, which we
have named the ¢ Tomb of Lygdamis *.2°7 It has an inner circle ¢. 12-20 m. in diameter and is
up to 17-80 m. on the outer ring (PLATE 16 (d), plan F1G. 12); the stonework is fairly well fitted,
the doors are ¢. 0-70 m. wide and contract towards the top, and all wall faces, save that of the
outer ring, have an inward curve. At about a quarter of an hour’s walk to the SE, on a low
ridge running down towards the sea, is a farmhouse, 14-75 X 6-35 m., built in rather rough
squared masonry of longish blocks (F16. 13, PLATE 16 (¢e—f)). It consists of two rooms, each with
loophole windows (partly closed on the outer face and set at 1-30 m. above the threshold level)
in three sides, and a lobby with a solid stone staircase leading up to the roof and a small pantry

208 The remains here are too slight to correspond to the fortified site remarked by Paton on a hilltop here (FHS X VI 200).
This site was discovered by Paton in 1893 after Myres had gone away, but not investigated. In a letter, which Sir John
Moyres has kindly allowed us to quote, Paton referred to it as a * mountain fortress on the hill just above Budrum, on the S.W.,
with walls of seemingly great extent ’, and in a subsequent letter he spoke of it as ¢ on the hill above H. Georgios [at Kum-
bahge], Boudroum ’. We reconnoitred the mountain ridge here without finding any trace of a fortified site other than that
mentioned above, but examined a hilltop a few hundred metres to the east of the crest ringed by a rocky escarpment which
so closely resembles a fortification that we were certain while approaching it that it was the site noticed by Paton.

207 For the type see p. 166. The name is for convenience of reference only.
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under the landing ; 2°® there are lockers set in the thickness of the walls, a narrow one (0-30 m.
high and set 0-60 m. above the floor) beside the main door, and a larger one 0-70 m. high in a
corner of the south room. The main door (PLATE 16 (¢)) is 1-19 m. high and 0-70 m. wide; the
inner one is 1-54 m. high and 0-go m. wide (pLATE 16 (f)). The thresholds and lintels are
formed of long stretcher blocks, and the lower part of the door jambs of heavy orthostates.
There is no sign of door fittings. The floor was presumably of earth. The walls are c. 1-10 m.
thick, and rise to a maximum height of 2-40 m. on the exterior. The roof'is formed of enormous
slabs rising in steps from the edges; in the south room, where it is still nearly complete, it rises

N

(6)

o ? Yo M.

Fic. 12.—Tumurus East oF
HALICARNASSUS. ! "

(a)
Fic. 13.—FarMHOUSE EasT oF HALICARNASsUS.

(a) Plan of House (1 : 200), (b) Elevation of Window,
interior (1 : 50), (c) Farmyard (thumbnail sketc h).

from the four corners to the crown, the bracketing beginning low down, so that it is not possible
for a man to stand erect within half a metre of the walls, while the height in the centre of the
room was about three metres. This form of roofing is characteristic of Lelegian buildings, and
seems to have been copied on a magnificent scale in the Mausoleum. The plan of the house,
with rooms in line and the outer door in a long side, is also normal; 2% it may have been a
normal house type in archaic Ionia also. A few metres away on the NE is a corbelled vault
5-6 m. long sunk in the ground; it presumably belongs to a chamber tomb like the archaic
208 The half closing of the windows is shown by the bonding to belong to the original construction; the windows are
mostly ¢. 0-20 m. wide on the exterior, though varying from 0-17 m. (the stair light) to 0-35 m. (the adjacent window on the
north). The top three steps of the staircase (each a single block) are visible, while the lower part of the flight is buried
under the collapse of the roof; the risers are 0-20~0-25 m. high, and there is an incline of about 0-05 m. on the tread.

200 Cf. Alazeytin, Ann, IV-V 435, fig. 32 (the original arrangement of the doors of this house has been altered), Urun
(FHS XVI 202, fig. 3, main block on north), the house or tomb at Farilya (FHS XVI 253, fig. 30), and a building at Etrim

(p. 114).
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ones of Asarlik and Gokeeler (pp. 118, 125), and suggests a fairly early date for the group of build-
ings here. A minute’s walk above this lies a curved enclosure, of which an unmeasured
thumbnail sketch plan is given (F16. 13 ¢). On the north 1t rests against the hill slope, while
the rest of the circumference is retained by a wall in native style. There are traces of apparently
above-ground constructions in the west part, while the bottom end is occupied by three eye-
shaped underground chambers in corbelled vaulting; these chambers are about 4 m. long and
2-5 m. broad, and have doorways similar in construction to those of the compound tumuli
{(p. 166), which give onto vaulted connecting passages. We could see no means of judging
whether this is a tomb enclosure, as those of Mandrais near Burgaz and Asarlik (p. 166), or a
farmyard, but are inclined to prefer the latter solution. Paton remarks Lelegian ruins south-
eastwards; 21 and Judeich and Winter noted a complex of buildings in the lower Kizilagag
valley, which may belong to a farm, with a habitation site on the slope above,?! and a tower
near the sea.?!? ,

At Kargicik on the bay of Orak there are ancient remains, which include a fortified perimeter
on the peninsula. It is roughly oblong with a long side of over 100 m., and apparently had
three towers and a gate on the north side; there is nothing in the interior save a modern coast-
guard post, and the pottery seems modern. The fortification is constructed of great blocks
quarried on the spot, which are only 0-20-0-25 m. deep but are as much as 3 m. long and
1-25 m. thick. The walls are ¢. 1-70 m. thick and built in a unique style, the long blocks being
punctuated by headers and vertical ribs; 213 there is, as Maiuri remarks, a hard mortar in
many of the joints. Maiuri reckoned this fortification to be one of the most primitive in the
whole of Caria, and derived the style of building from mudbrick and timber work; but it is
perhaps rather an adaptation of Hellenistic header and stretcher masonry. The place is too
barren for any considerable settlement. Complex tomb constructions are known at the
entrance to Orak bay and on the little island opposite; 24 and there is a large unexplained
building in a perimeter on the Karaada (Arconnesus).?5

The remaining sites mentioned in this section lie outside the presumed limits of Lelegian
settlement, and do not appear to have anything in common with the Lelegian town sites. At
Aldkilise bay (Kisebiikii) the cultivation is restricted to a few fields, but there are Christian ruins
on the shore, and two or three minutes inland a rocky eminence about 3o m. high bears rough
fortifications which form a small citadel on the summit with perimeter walls on the slopes.?6
The Italians noted the odd B.F. sherd, and we picked up striped sherds, fragments of fifth-
century wine amphorae, and a bit of a late fifth-century Attic crater in the R.F. style (PLATE 13
(¢) 4), black glazed and other fourth-century and Hellenistic wares, and the head of a terracotta
¢ snowman ’ of Cypriot type and classical date (PLATE13 (¢) 5).217 We found nothing of Roman
date.. At Maz: five miles to the east there are ruins of the Christian era and ancient architec-
tural pieces in the valley bottom near the sea.2'®* A Hellenistic inscription (p. 141, no. 65)
apparently relating to a sanctuary, was discovered here, and we copied a late epitaph (p. 142,
no. 66) in the village of Asag1 Maz up the ridge. At the next bay, Cékertme (Vasilika), there

210 FHS XVI 200.

211 ‘}lbﬁg XII ?24, figs. 1-2. Paton and Myres (FHS XVI 254, n. 4) were unable to find these remains.

212 Jbid. 331 f.

213 Ann, IV-V 440 ., fig. 48a-b.

214 Ann. IV-V 442 ff., figs. 49-52; JHS XVI 255 f., fig. 31.

215 Paton and Doerpfeld, AM XX 466 fI., pls. 12-13; FHS XVI 201; Ann. IV-V 449 f., figs. 57-61.

216 Ann. IV-V 445 ff., figs. 54-55. We do not know whether this is the same as Paton and Myres’ site  on a precipitous
hill (1300 ft.) > overhanging the bay (FHS XVI 198), but it is clearly that laid down on Admiralty Chart 1604. Cf. Hula-
Szanto, Bericht tiber eine Reise in Karien (SB Wiener Akad. CXXXII) 30.

217 Cf. SCE 11 pls. 130 ff.

215 Hula and Szanto saw substantial remains hereabouts (op. cit. 26 £.).
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THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA 135

are no considerable remains of antiquity, but fortified positions are reported inland on the
mountain heights around Gékbel, where H. Kiepert located Bargasa.?!?

On a spur of the mountain south of the village of Gokbel, at a height of ¢. 300 m., there is a
small citadel on a rocky peak overlooking the valleys of Maz1 and Vasilika, with decrepit ring
walls in very rude masonry; we picked up a few worn fragments of archaic and Hellenistic
pottery here, including a fragment of a thin-walled relief pithos with meander pattern (pLATE 13
(¢) 8).220 The land on the mountain shelf and in the valleys here could hardly support a
population of more than a thousand people; but there was evidently a Greek city in this
position in Hellenistic times, since a piece of an honorific decree was brought to light in 1952
on top of the citadel (p. 142, no. 67). The site of Ceramus at the delta of the Koca Gay is well
known and has been described by Lieut. Smith,?2! Paton,??? Guidi,?®® and Robert.22¢ A
number of fragments of archaic kouroi and other sculptures in marble have recently come to
light by the temple platform whence

came the archaic marble head noted by # >
Robert in 1932,22® but we found no IOTEIMOZAPAKONTOLTOYAK

archaic or classical sherds there; thenew fITENOYZIEPEYZAIABIOYAIONYZ(G
sculptures reinforce Robert’s contention {TONBOMONAIONYZIQIBAKXEIQ!
that an important temple stood in this | S
position. We copied some new inscriptions D N

78
on the site (pp. 142 f,, nos. 68-70). |\ L3
Paton and Myfres mention a tower and ~ (d%
remains of buildings on the inhospitable §2 ‘ '/J

coast between Ceramus and Vasilika.22é

InscrieTiONs (OTHER SITES).

-42. Bitez, unearthed in 1952, now serving as a
gate-post in the village, a handsome rectangular altar
o-77 m. high, 0-50 m. wide, 0-40 m. thick. The front
is decorated with a relief showing a garland from
which hangs a bunch of grapes; the garland is crossed
obliquely by a thyrsus; above it is a small pendent
wreath ; below, on the left, two caps (?) resembling
the pilot of the Dioscuri, on the right, a small circular
wreath ; below again, on right and left, crossed thyrsi.
Oblong sinking on top. The other sides are plain.
The inscription is on the rim above the relief, in
letters of the Imperial period, reasonably well cut,
20-24 mm, high.

Aibreapos Apdrovtos ToU Av-
[Thyévous iepeus Si& Biov Alovioo-
v 1OV Boopov Alovioo Bokyeio:

Close to where the altar was found many other ancient blocks are said to have been
unearthed ; it seems likely there was a precinct of Dionysus here.

29 7, R, Kiepert, FOA VIII 7.

220 This site is not the same as the tower above the sea marked on Admiralty Chart 1604 and mentioned by Maiuri (4nn.
IV-V 4481, fig. 56); of. also JHS XVI 197. Itis, however, that visited by Hula and Szanto (op. cit. 26).

221 4p, Newton II 627 fF. 222 YHS XI 109 ff. 223 Ann, IV-V 386 ff. 224 474 1935,.341 f.

225 Devambez, AF4 1935, 344 ff., now in Smyrna Museum. Two terracotta figurines of classical date in the Louvre
(Mollard-Besques, Cat. raisonné G 160-1, pl. 80) are reported to have come from Ceramus. 226 FHS XVI 197.
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43. Bitez, lying beside a tower in the village, rectangular plinth with lower moulding of a round altar, 0-28 m. high,
0-63 m. wide (but broken on the left), 0-70 m. thick. Letters of late Hellenistic date, 21~29 mm. high.

Ao]vioios A1odcdpou
[Ato]y P
xaipe]

Not [xpnoTt] xaipe. Cf. no. 53 below, which is of similar date.
At a church some fifteen minutes south-west of the village, among other ancient blocks,
are an altar-base similar to the above and an oil-press.

44. Yalicuma, over the door of the house of Hasan Hiiseyn Cavusun Mustafa, a block 0-29 m. high (broken at the top),
1-075 m. long (broken on the right), o-10 m. thick. Letters 4-5 cm. high in 1. 2; in 1. 1 only the bottom halves remain.
Inscription complete on the left and below.

T& 1epeT&Tw Tayeieo ¥ o xai Uro[- - - -]
pl ToUTwy vevopol[- - - -]

Read xai Umro[keioeTan Tois me]pi ToUTwy vevopoB[eTnuévors] or the like.

45. Close to the same house at Yalicuma, unearthed in 1952, a funeral stele 0-58 m. high, 0:235 m. wide, 0-06 m. thick;
letters 35—40 mm. high, with apices.

[aiou _
’lou(Aiov): “Ep-
POVEl-

Kou

46. Athens, Epigraphical Museum Inv. No. 202, from the village of MmaAads, seven hours from Halicarnassus, fragment
of a grey limestone slab, broken on the left; height 0-22 m., present width 0-36 m., thickness 0-065 m. Below the inscription
is a relief of a snake (the head broken away). Letters 12~15 mm. high inIl. 1-5, 30~40 mm. inl. 6.

[- - - -]IC kar& TwpooTéypaTa TEpVG
[- - - -\l peydrou TTAouTéos “Epuol
[- - - -] Mevekp&ns TroAUXapIv eUXHV
[- - -Joov peydiowv 8eddv wpoBlpws
[- - -]k ypduportt Tov aTixov émrypdyas
[A] EH I OY ®
A ®

The village of MroAads we take to be Bagla, which answers to the distance from Bodrum.

The amount lost on the left is approximately determined by the missing alpha in L. 6; it
should be not more than 11-12 letters in L. 1, or g—10 letters in 1. 5.

For the association of Pluto with Hermes see RE s.v. ‘ Pluton’ § 12. We have A
TMouTfios on an altar at Halicarnassus (CIG 2655 b = Michel 800), but we are not aware of any
actual identification of Hermes and Pluto elsewhere. The oTixos of . 5 is evidently the series
of the seven vowels inscribed below, but the significance of this is not clear to us. The letters
1A W (understood to represent the Hebrew name of God), and also the snake, are common
on magic amulets; see most recently Campbell Bonner in Hesperia XXIII (1954), 145-151,
nos. 30, 35, 37, 38, 39, 40. We must leave the interpretation of this interesting inscription
to those who are more familiar than we are with the intricacies of Greek magic.
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THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA 137

47. Akyerler, near Kemer west of Kefaluka, lying on the beach half-buried in sand, about a quarter of a mile west of the
lighthouse, a round altar with bucranium decoration, 0-65 m. high, 0-43 m. in diameter at the top. Letters 23—26 mm. high.
On top is a rectangular sinking o-1g m. long, 0-08 m. wide ,0-07 m. deep.

' TO pnuel-
ov
(bucranium)
Oidootdpyou o kai [ (adou) *I(ouriov)
PAwpov Kail TGOV yu-
5 voIk®V aUTeV Kol
TGV &K TOUTWY
Eoopéveov.
3o

L. 3. o = 7ol ®OooTépyou. o is thus used instead of the usual B’ in certain parts of
Asia Minor, notably in the south-west; for Halicarnassus cf. BMI 8q3, 898 and Hirschfeld’s
note.

The personal name Philostorgos (not in Bechtel, Hist. Personennamen) we do not remember to
have seen elsewhere.

We heard a few days later that this stone had been smashed by the villagers.

48. Akgaalan. The interesting epitaph published by Paton in BCH XII (1888) 279, no. 3, is built into the house of
Izzet Gani at Akgaalan. In ll. 3—4 read Tfis yuvouxds adrol | [EJokapias, not edr|[0]d Kapias. The name of the village is
given by Paton as Tcherenda, which has sometimes been supposed to preserve the name of Caryanda; this name seems
now no longer to be in use.

49. Akgaalan. In the epitaph published by Cousin and Diehl in BCH X1V (18g0), 119, the wife’s name in 1. 4 should be
restored *Avev[iAfTn]; see above p. 103, no. 20. Cousin and Diehl give the name of the village as Ak-shallah.

50. Kuyucak, fifteen minutes S.W. of Islamhaneleri, on a church-window mullion of grey limestone 1-79 m. high;
letters 24—45 mm. high.
b=
iof-
™
K{Upr)e,
5 TIAP
A8
&p-
opT-
oAoU
10  mpeo(PuTépou)
&un-
v
LL 5-6. The rare name TapSos is known from Corp. Inscr. Jud. 1 159 (Rome), and should
no doubt be read here in preference to TT&BAov, i.e. TlaAou. Dr. M. Khatzidakes suggests a
date in the fifth or sixth century.

51. Derekdy, built into a wall in the yard of the school, a funeral stele 0-69 m. high, 0-31 m. wide, 0-075 m. thick.
Letters, much worn, 23-25 mm. high. )

*AMéas
*Apx s
*Opbarydpa
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For the rare name AAAéas cf. Inschr. v. Magnesia 321. We have not found the name
*Apxas elsewhere, but *Apyfis (contracted from ’Apyéas) occurs on Rhodian territory (Fraser-
Bean, Rhodian Peraea 37, no. 23 (c), L. 28). Inl 3,’OpBaydpax is apparently the patronymic;
there is no room on the stone for *Opfayépafs]. The date may be comparatively early.

52. Derekdy, in the wall of the coffee-house by the roadside, ten minutes east of the village, a block broken right and
left, now 0-60 m. wide, 0°32 m., high, thickness not ascertainable. Inscription in monumental letters ¢. 7 cm. high.

IZAP .|
ANEKT
Apparently the dedication of a building. After 740 in 1. 1 the traces on the stone suggest
phi; probably [¢ Seiva @iddkajioap @i[AdTrarTpis - - - Ty oToldv wvel sim. &k T[&v idicov
&vébnkev].

.. 53. Beypinar, outside the house of Mehmet Muslu, a rectangular block of porous green stone 0:79 m. high, 0-43 m.
wide, 0-40 m. thick, found in 1951. Dowel-hole in the under surface, top surface plain. A relief on the inscribed face has
been entirely chiselled away. Létters 24 mm. high, very regular, of late Hellenistic date.

MnvéboTos
MeveoBéws
Xoipe

54. Beypmar, together with no. 53, found many years ago, part of a milestone broken in two pieces; combined height of
the pieces 1-07 m., diameter 0-38 m. Letters of varying heights.
(a) Upper portion,

oi SeordTes HUAY
OA. Kooravt KK
OA. Kwvor

TOIWNIOIEYLE B

OA. OUo (epiw) KoovoravTio ka
®A. Ouoh(epicd) Ma[Elimavd Tols
gmeavesTaTols Kaiooapaiv
(b) Lower portion.

T &mi OA. "Avo-

oTaciov ToU

eUoep (eoTé&TOV) APV

Pagiéws

OA. ’lowdung & pey™

Aomrpe(TéaTaros) kop(ns) k. U-
_ TeocTiKGS

The stone carries other fragments of writing now unintelligible; the inscription has
evidently been erased and reinscribed a number of times. For (4) ¢f. no. 33a above.

(a) 1, Beomdtes. First declension plural in -es occurs apparently as early as ¢. A.D. 200
(Mendel, Catalogue no. 992 : Topodites) ; ¢f. Hatzidakis, Einl. in d. neugriech. Gramm. 139 f.

Assuming (what is not certain) that the stone has not been carried far from its original
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THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA 139

position, we have evidence of a Roman highway passing up the Beypinar valley. For the
possibility that it led to the sanctuary of Telmissian Apollo see below, pp. 154 f.; if it continued
to the north, it led presumably to the late town on the shore at Yalikavak (Lower Sandima).

55. Gerig (Gheresi), from the cemetery, now in the school, inscribed block subsequently cut to form a late column base
(or capital), Published without comment by Paton in BCH XII (1888), 280, no. 5; we offer a rather more complete text.

[ICH[. . ... ... JYEIKIA[- - ¢.6 - -]
HN kai [- - c.11 - -] oty kot &[vE]-
poyeviav [kali TIGAAx *Abnvaiou, A-
poxovTi[s . .JewTou, Zwodpv *Epce-
5 Tos, "ATTéAw, Augivon pova,
kad Képtros 2w3zopévou, ‘Epud-
s Edtux&, Koivrog Maltkwvos
&pyoipéoiol, kal ToUTwY TV
Tp16v ai[€]l ko’ &vdpoyeviav,
10 kot AoUkiov Zmrediov Ad-
Tewpov pwévov. ol U-
TOK&T®W UmdoTal E0Teo-
ooV qUTROV KOTX TX QUTX pé-
pn vebétaoTorl

L. 2 fin. The letters NA were apparently lost when the block was trimmed for re-use.

L. 4. For Zwodpw (i.e. Zwodpiov) cf. BSA XLVII (1953), 198, no. 41 (Cnidus).

L. 5. °Atté\w (i.e. *Attéhov) is nearly certain; the name is unknown to us. Paton
reads *ATTi[v]n. ‘

L. 8. The word dpxaipéoior (the reading is correct) seems not to occur elsewhere, and
is overlooked in LS® and Buck-Petersen, Reverse Index. We take it to be a variant form of
aipecidpyan, leaders of the sect, heresiarchs’. The family is no doubt Christian, as is
suggested by the names Paula and Sozomenos.

L. 10. We do not understand why Paton prints Zmé(v)8iov.

Ll r1-14. We understand: ° the spaces directly underneath each tomb shall belong to
the owners (of each tomb) absolutely (&veféraoTor, “ without question ).’

56. Yalikavak (Lower Sandima), recently dug up near the isthmus and about to be built into a house in the village, a
plain block 065 m. long, 0-27 m. high, 0:17 m, thick. Byzantine letters 8 cm. high.

[- - 8eo]pUAaxTov]- - -]

57. Yalikavak, found with no. 56, a similar block subsequently lost. Copy by a villager.
TOYCEN=TOOIKU

i.e. TOUS &v TG Ofke.

58. Arapmezarhg, on the road from Dirmil to Farilya, in the wall of the cemetery; now in a neighbouring house.
Block of soft stone, broken on the right, complete on all other sides, 0-34 m. high, 0-33 m. wide, o-115 m. thick. Letters
20-32 mm. high, of Imperial date.

T fjpdd[ov To]Ut[o 6 Beivar karTe]-

okevaoey éou[ToU kal Tfis yuvaikods]

auToU Emriyév[ns ToU deivos kol TGV TE]-

kvwv {(oU)Tol Oeud[- - kad ToU Seivos ol yuvai]-
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5 Evolmdw /[-------c-cme i e ]
gv ¢ oUBevi ¢[EfoTan &AAw Tebfivon i pry Tols £]-
§ aUTév adel [Boopévors. el 8¢ Tis Topd TaUTa]
Toifoel, &[moteioer Tf kupla vel sim. ApTéwi]-
81 ’Egeoia [Snvéapia -]

L. 4. Tou for a¥ro¥, as in modern Greek, is attested from the sixth century (IGLS 651),
but can hardly be intentional here.

There is, of course, nothing surprising in the mention of Artemis Ephesia; there was
similarly a cult of Artemis Pergaea at Halicarnassus (BMI 895).

59. Arapmezarlify, in the wall of the cemetery, a lintel-block of white marble 0-68 m. long, 0-09 m. high, 0-34 m. thick.
Byzantine letters 53 mm. high.

[- - - &]ytvetw Tap& Kw(veTtavtivoy) Tamevol k(ai) &ua[prwiod - - -]

Inscription recording the construction of a certain building by one Constantine, of Middle
Byzantine date according to Dr. Khatzidakis.

60. Lower Gol, over the door of house no. 54, a block 0:16 m. high, more than 1-03 m. long, ¢. 0-20 m. thick. Elegant
letters 36-38 mm. high; branching sigma, upsilon with curved strokes, nu with right-hand upright slightly shorter than the
left.

[T& Beiv - -]acias Alovuoiov fipwt

This inscription can hardly be later than 200 B.c., and is apparently the earliest yet dis-
covered on the territory of Myndus. The name may be [[T]acias or [ZT]aoics.

61. Konel Ada, in the church, a fragment of white marble,

62. Konel Ada, painted graffito in the south aisle of the church.

&% &
&uvds
[To]T ©(e0)T
6 Epwv
5  Thv &uop-
Tiav TOU
kéouou

T

The text is from John 1, 29, with apparently &3¢ for i8e.
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63. Konel Ada. Ditto.
XEOD
W
.+ B0 X(pror)t 6

AWM INI Bo-

; [AJ6[: mor]-
HENO [w]évol[s ?]

BeEwW Otco-
dwpov
AWPOY Sot ou(p)-

AMACY Bio (k&) Tt
Bl OCTE ks, &-

KNYCA " f
MHN P
64. Konel Ada. Ditto.
T 6 O[eos]
&mraf- - -]

TY[.]Jo[- - &o]-
¥oAias, &-

5  QEClV &uo-
pTI&[v] Bco-
proe (’1)wdv-
VoU TaTTI-
voi povo-

10 [x]oU. [&ulnv
Ll 6-7. Bcwpioe aorist imperative.

65. Asapi Maz1 Yalisi (Cegsmebagi), at the house, a block of pale grey-blue limestone dug up in 1950, broken right and
left, complete at top and bottom, 0-28 m. high, 0-19 m. wide, 0-15 m. thick. Letters ro—15 mm. high, omicron mostly smaller.
¢. 200 B.C. Squeeze PLATE 13 (f).

[----JAN vac.

[- - - -]IOZIEPO  vac.

[- - - TleTp&dt aipebévt[- - - -]

[- - - -]mwévou  AloBpoul- - -]
5 [- - -O]ecddpwi Oewdwpofv -]

[- - - -]TPQN koAoupéveo[v? -]

[- - - 8]eopos MnTpodmp[ou? -]

[- - - -iowros Twpoce[- - - - - ]
[- - - -Jvous iepous Mpév[as - -]

10 [----]TIQN émi iepomr[or - -]
[- - - -Juévn &v Té iep[én

L. 1. These letters hardly seem to belong to the main inscription; they are smaller than
those in 1. 2, and alpha has the broken bar, which it has not elsewhere.
L. 2. Theletters in this line are rather larger than the rest; it evidently formed a heading.
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L. 4. Perhaps -ydvou, e.g. [’Emt]ydvou.

L. 6. The first two letters are uncertain, and seem to have been altered; possibly TIQN
or TIQN.

It is unfortunate that so little remains of this inscription, which belongs evidently to the
city at Gokbel (see below no. 67). The allusion to the ¢ Sacred Harbours ’ (1. g) is interesting ;
there is a moderate anchorage at Asagi Maz Yalisi (Mahazi Bay), but the principal harbour of
the city must have been at Cokertme (Vasilika Bay) a little to the east. By the shore at Asag:
Maz1 Yalis1 we saw numerous ancient blocks, but nothing apparently iz situ or suggestive of any
particular kind of building.

66. Asa¥1 Mazi village, in the porch of the house of Ali Cangir, but said to have come from Alakilise, a rectangular block

broken at the top and on the left; present height o-25 m., present width o-5t m., thickness not ascertainable. Letters
20-24 mm. high, of Imperial date. Inll. 1-3 a fault in the face of the stone has been avoided by the lapicide.

[--~---- el 8¢ Tis peTd TOV Epov] B4 VarTOV TOAUTO1
[Etepov Belven, piTe Y1 Porrhy pn]Te 8dAaooa TTAWTN
[pfTe Tékvoov priTe Piou &mdAavo]is, &AN AN TTavAn
[F------= - - m e - - JvBovTa kai ToUTWY TOV
I e 1. -] &vefior 18 Topic % o
| (leaf )

Ll 2-3. For a version of this familiar curse at Halicarnassus see BMI 918.
L. 5. The extant words (following an erasure of uncertain length) seem to be a later

addition.

67. Gékbel village, built into the house of Mustafa Karakug, a fragment of a block of grey limestone broken on all sides
except the left, 0-14 m. high, 027 m. wide, 0-18 m. thick. Letters of the second century B.c., 13 mm. high. The stone was
found very recently at the small walled site just south of the village; the exact place was pointed out to us a few yards south of
the summit. As it is now placed, the first two or three letters of each line are covered by a wooden post, and are legible only
with difficulty; they do not appear on the squeeze (PLATE 15 (d)).

R i Tov  &fi]-
pov Siotedel éu TrafvTi kanpddt Adywv kal Tp&TTooV KaBd]-
[Aw]s T& ovugépovtar E[- - - -----c-emmma oo ]
[- - .Js xai xexpUowke[v - - - = - - - - - - 8mws oUv -6 5ff]-

uos gaivnTon &ios [x&prtas kai Tipds &modiBous Tols @i]-
Aay&Bws Siakeipév[ots alrdy: Sedoybo oTepavidoon ov]-
TOV XpUoddt OTEPAVWL Kl = - ~ = - - - = = == - == - - - - 1
[Joa dvaypaydTwoay év T[- - - - ----==----- -~ 1

vacat

The decree is of the most ordinary type, but is important as proving, in conjunction with
no. 65, the existence of a Greek city at Gokbel in Hellenistic times. For the probability that
this is Bargasa see below, p. 165.2%7

68. Ceramus. In theschool at Gereme, a fragment of grey limestone chipped off the face of an inscribed block ; height
0-125 m., width o-125 m. Letters reasonably well cut, 15-20 mm. high, of Imperial date.

[- - &]mi fepécds [- - - -]
[- - -]rs vewoxd[p - - - -]

227 We understand that L. Robert in 1946 found a fragmentary inscription at Gokbel which may or may not be the same
as our no. 67. To an enquiry by letter Professor Robert has not as yet replied; we therefore publish the inscription in case
it is new, more especially as we understood it to have been unearthed in 1952. If we are in fact anticipating Professor
Robert’s publication, we offer our apologies.
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This fragment, tiny as it is, supplies two items of information concerning Ceramus which
seem to be new. First, the eponymous official was, at least for some purposes and at some
periods, a priest. Second, in L. 2, unless appearances are deceptive, we have a note of the city’s
neocorates. In front of 1X on the stone the extreme tip of a stroke is visible at the level of the
top of the line; [8]is and [tp]is are therefore excluded, and the city must have been at least
TETPAKIS VEWKOPOS.

6g. Ceramus. In the school, four partially fitting fragments of an inscription enclosed in an oval wreath. Late
letters varying from 14 to 30 mm. in height.

BHI[. . . .]JOY
. . . .] Mop-
eir[ov ka]i 1 yu(vi})
ouToU TTopfe-
5 vikfy eUTU-
X&s
In 1 3, TY only was written. The name Parthenike is new to us.

70. Ceramus. In the school, fragment of a round marble base broken on all sides; maximum height 0-30 m., maximum
width 035 m. Letters 18-20 mm. high. The inscription is complete at the bottom and on the left in 1. 4-6.

[ ] ol mmn e ]
[- ¢.6 -] QKAIAC[- - - - - - - - ]

[. .. E]puodcopov [- - - - - - 1
I[. .] tepeics vew|op- - = - - - 1
5 ‘lepoxAéous TOU M[-- - - - - - 1
‘HA08wpov kai Atov[uo - - -]
[T]oU Meravbiou, Aouk[io - -]
[’Ar]oAwoviou Té&v UGB[V - - -]

[ Jews kai AAAQNMI[- - - -]

IDENTIFICATION OF SITES.

A. TaHE MAUSOLAN SYNOECISM.

Strabo XIII 611, speaking of the settlement of the Lelegians in the country called Pedasis
around Halicarnassus, observes: qool 8 &v oOtfi (sc. T8 TIndaoidt) kol dkrdd ToAes QrioBon
U TAV AeMéywv TrpdTepov elavBpnoduTwy, doTe kad THs Koplas kataoxeiv péxpt MivBou kai
Bapyuhicow, kol Tfis Thoidlag 228 &moTepéoBon moAANV.  Uotepov 8¢ . . . figavichn T yévos,
TV & Skt TTOAEwV TAS £€ Mauowhos eis piav THY “AMkapvacdv ouviiyayev, s KaAliobévns
ioTopel* Judyyeha 8¢ ki MuvBov SieplAae. This information is deserving of the utmost
confidence; the same cannot be said of Pliny’s observation concerning Halicarnassus (VH V
107) : sex oppida contributa et sunt a Magno Alexandro, Theangela, Side, Medmassa, Uranium, Pedasum,
Telmisum. As was said above (p. 114) we do not believe in this second concentration; Pliny
has carelessly attributed the Mausolan synoecism to Alexander. This has indeed been com-
monly assumed ; but since the most recent discussion in ATL I 536 accepts Pliny’s evidence as it

228 ThoiBias is suspect. In ATL I 537, n. 5 it is proposed to read MiAnoias.
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stands, we think it well to give our reasons. Leaving aside the coincidence of the number six,
we take it as axiomatic that no Lelegian town incorporated by Mausolus can have been re-
incorporated by Alexander, except on the extremely improbable assumption that it had con-
trived to break away in the meantime; that is, Pliny’s towns, if really incorporated by Alexan-
der, must be additional to those synoecised by Mausolus.??® So far as concerns the first four,
this is perfectly possible; 23 but not, we think, for the last two. Pedasa in particular must have
been Lelegian, as is plain from Strabo and from the extant remains, and being so close to
Halicarnassus 23! cannot conceivably have been omitted from the Mausolan synoecism: in
fact, as we know, only Syangela and Myndus were omitted. For the same reason Pedasa is the
least likely of all to have succeeded in re-establishing its independence. Telmissus is not such a
clear case, but here again we cannot doubt that it was one of the Lelegian cities, and therefore
synoecised by Mausolus.?32  We feel, moreover, that on historical grounds the story of Alexan-
der’s synoecism is in itself improbable. Alexander passed on from Halicarnassus leaving the
city wrecked by his own orders and the acropolis still uncaptured; and he certainly never
returned there. By the time the city was in a condition to be synoecised he was in the midst of
his eastern campaign, and might well have felt that such a task could wait till he had more
leisure to attend to it.233 Further uncertainty is caused by the fact, recorded by Strabo and
Arrian, that Alexander gave back Caria, including specifically Halicarnassus, to the elder Ada
with the title of queen; after this simple settlement of the region we should not expect him to
interfere further. We prefer therefore to reject the Alexandrian synoecism altogether.

There is, however, one obvious difficulty in supposing that Pliny’s six cities were those
1ncorp0rated by Mausolus. One of them is Theangela whereas Mausolus Su&yyeha 81sq>u7\0(§e
It is generally admitted (except, of course, in ATL) that Pliny is in error here; but it is, we
think, p0551ble to go further. The notable absentee from Pliny’s list (assuming it to refer to
Mausolus) is Termera, which was surely one of the eight Lelegian cities.2®% It is very attractive
to propose the substitution of Termera for Theangela: the error would be by no means too gross
for Pliny. But this is not all. Termera actually occurs three lines lower in Pliny’s text:
Mpyndos . . . Neapolis, Caryanda, Termera libera, Bargylie. Termera is here out of geographical
order, and the monstrous idea that it was a free city under the early Empire is rejected with one
voice by modern scholars.?3%  Surely the remedy is simple: we have only to transpose Termera
and Theangela, and all is well. We have then Theangela libera, making Theangela a free city
in the first century A.p.  There is no difficulty in this. As explained above (p. 115), once
the alleged evidence for its absorption in Halicarnassus is discarded, there remains no reason
to suppose it was ever other than an independent city. Furthermore, Theangela is thus
geographically well placed immediately before Bargylia ; its territory, the modern Karaova, was
undoubtedly contiguous with that of Bargylia.236

We take it, then, that we have in Strabo and Pliny combined the complete list of the eight

228 This is in fact accepted in ATL I 538: see below n. 237. Mausolus did not merely attach the Lelegian towns to
Halicarnassus as demes; he was concerned to man the great new city, and the bulk of the Lelegian population was certainly
transferred there. The old sites ceased to be inhabited as townships, as is clear from the remains, though perhaps not all
entirely deserted.

280 There were only eight Lelegian towns, but Pliny’s towns are not stated to be Lelegian. Side, Medmassa, and
Uranium might be claimed as non-Lelegian; Theangecla (or at least Syangela) was Lelegian, but was left free by Mausolus.

231 For the site at Gokgeler see above pp. 123 ff. and below pp. 149{f.

282 (f. Jones, Cities of the Eastern Roman Provinces 32.

8 ATL1 536 says that ¢ Alexander was incensed with Halicarnassus and indeed destroyed it after the siege; but he
certainly restored it.” We do not know on what authority this last statement is made. _For the destruction, ¢f. p. g1 above.

234 Jones CERP 383, n. 7 suggests that * the missing sixth city is perhaps Termera ’.

235 Normally, libera is either obelised or made to apply (contrary to practice) to Bargylia.

236 ‘Whether the error in Pliny is due to his own carelessness or to a faulty manuscript tradition, we are not concerned to
decide. The corruption, in all MSS. but one, of Theangela to Thagela may perhaps help to explain the mistake.
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Lelegian cities as recorded by Callisthenes.2” Our task is now to apportion these among the
known sites of Lelegian character on the peninsula. In addition to Myndus at Giimiislitk and
Theangela at Etrim, we have eight such sites (described above, pp. 116-127)—that is, ten sites in
all. We believe that these will be found to meet the requirements satisfactorily.

We begin with the two that were not incorporated in Halicarnassus. When Strabo (or
Callisthenes) says that Mausolus preserved the existence (SiepUhage) of Myndus and Syangela,
this need not imply that he made no change at all in their condition. We believe that in fact
he refounded each on a more impressive scale and on a site more suited to its new form and
functions as a Greek city. The two new sites, at Giimiiglitkk and Etrim, stand respectively at the
western and eastern extremities of the Lelegian country, almost exactly equidistant from
Halicarnassus.238

1.. Myndus.

As was made clear above (p. 111), the city at Gimislik cannot be the Lelegian town of
Myndus. Nothing earlier than Mausolus has been found on the site, and it lacks all the
characteristic Lelegian features. We have the evidence of Pliny and Stephanus for the one-time
existence of an earlier Myndus, apparently distinct from the later city.23* We believe that this
Old Myndus is the Lelegian town which paid one-twelfth of a talent in the Delian League.249
We seek this town at a modest Lelegian site not far from Gumislik. Such a site is that at
Bozdag (Erenmezarlik), described above, p. 118, and we propose with confidence to locate the
Lelegian Myndus here.24!

Ps.-Scylax g9 includes Myndus among the mwoAers ‘EAAnvides of Caria. Unless we are
prepared to abandon the approximately contemporary testimony of Callisthenes that it was one
of the eight Lelegian towns, this must be interpreted to refer to the layout of the new city at
Gumisliik on the lines of a Greek polis. It appears from this that the Periplus of Ps.-Scylax is
later than the Mausolan synoecism; when it was written the fictitious claim to foundation from
Troezen was no doubt already in vogue.

2. Syangela—Theangela.

The site of Theangela at Etrim is beyond dispute (above, p. 112); but here again we do
not believe that this is the Lelegian town of Syangela. It is distinguished from the Lelegian

287 1t is observed in ATL I 552, n. 2 that Pliny’s authority for his six cities cannot have been Callisthenes, who would
have said Syangela, not Theangela. The substitution of Termera for Theangela obviates this difficulty also. We note
further that the editors of ATL are hard put to it (ibid. 538) to find names for the cities synoecised by Mausolus other than
those in Pliny’s list, and are driven to include Cindya and even Halicarnassus itself. We cannot agree that this last is
implied by Strabo’s t&s & . . . els uiav, though the words might conceivably be so interpreted. Halicarnassus cannot
have ranked as a Lelegian city in the fourth century. As for Cindya, the evidence suggests that it was absorbed by Bargylia,
not by Halicarnassus; see Polybius XVI 12, where Artemis Cindyas is a goddess of Bargylia. This absorption is in fact
accepted in ATL I 474, 503, 538; ¢f. Jones, CERP 50, 388 ’

238 This distance is in fact such that no inhabitant could be too far from the nearest city to ride or walk in with reason-
able convenience to exercise his civic functions. Mausolus’ cities—Myndus, Halicarnassus, Theangela, Bargylia—Cindya,
Mylasa—are remarkably evenly distributed over the countryside.

23 Pliny NH V 107: Mpyndos et ubi fuit Palaemyndus; Steph. Byz. s.v. ¢ Mivdos  méhis Kaplas . . . ot kai wéMs Kaplag
&NAn TTeAcnd Muvsos.

240 We see no reason why the memory of a Palaemyndus should be preserved if its site was the same as that of the
familiar city. For this reason (among others) we cannot agree with the suggestion in 47L I 522 that Old Myndus was on
the peninsula which closes the harbour at Giimiislitk. For the much-quoted polygonal wall on this peninsula see above pp.
110 f.; even if it be accepted as of Lelegian date, its position is quite unsuited to the defence of a settlement on the peninsula
itself. Running down the backbone of the hill, it is intelligible only as the extremity of a larger circuit such as that actually
standing on the mainland. Its situation is exactly comparable to that of the wall over the western extension of the acropolis
hill at Caunus; see FHS LXXIII (1953), 12, fig. 3.

241 The site at Burgaz might also claim consideration; but the expression MuvSior Tap& Tépuepa in the tribute lists is
then less intelligible, with the town at Bozdag intervening.

L
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sites described above first and foremost by its size. None of them is on anything approaching
the scale of the city at Etrim. The masonry of the city walls, though reminiscent of the
Lelegian style, is stronger and more solid ; 242 and the salients on the south and east are likewise
of a very much more advanced character. There can, we think, be no question of this powerful
fortification, as it stands today, being of old Lelegian construction; we have no hesitation in
ascribing it to Mausolus.243> The question remains, whether he built it on a new site or was
merely enlarging an earlier Lelegian town. We take the former view; but several points might
appear to support the latter. Certain of the buildings inside the city bear the unmistakable
mark of Lelegian construction.?#* But there is nothing remarkable in this: Theangela was
unquestionably the successor of Syangela, wherever the site of the latter, and the people would
naturally use the building style long familiar to them. Secondly, there seems to be no doubt
that archaic Greek statuary was standing at Etrim in Hellenistic times, since these sculptures
appear to have come to light at the same spot as Hellenistic inscriptions which were to be set up
in the sanctuary of Athena (above, pp. 113 {.). But there is nothing to show that the sanctuary
itself was older than the fourth century, or that the statues were not transported, together with
the cult, from an earlier site. This we suppose to have been in fact done. There are some
traces on the west side of the peak B which might possibly be ascribed to an inner perimeter;
we were not able to confirm or disprove this, but the wall in question is not peculiarly Lelegian
in style. Finally, we have the remarkable gallery-tomb, with pottery of the late fifth century,
described on p. 113. Caution is, we think, necessary in deciding the significance of this tomb,
which does not conform to any of the recognised Lelegian types (see p. 166). It is situated
well inside the existing wall-circuit, and must also have been inside the circuit of an earlier
city on the site, unless that city was very small indeed, or unless peak B was not included in it.
This is not decisive: we have tombs inside the outer circuit at Asarhk and at Giirice: but it
is at least possible that it was an isolated tomb on the open mountainside, like, for example,
the * Tomb of Lygdamis ’ on the hill south-east of Bodrum (p. 132). There is accordingly, in
our view, nothing that proves the existence of a city at Etrim before the time of Mausolus;
and other indications are strongly against such a hypothesis. The surest criterion of occupation
in doubtful cases is the pottery, and at Etrim nothing (apart of course from the tomb just
mentioned) has been found earlier than the middle fourth century. The absence of any
tomb of Lelegian type is also remarkable, to say nothing of the apparent disappearance of the

242 Their non-Lelegian character was noted by Judeich (4M XIT (1887), 335) in his description of the walls; Robert,
Coll. Froehn. 85 n. 2, quotes Judeich and adds: ‘il me semble que ’appareil des monuments de Theangela est celui des
monuments Cariens de la presqu’ile d’Halikarnasse . . . et d’Alazeitin’. This comment holds good for certain of the
buildings inside the city, and in a modified degree for the circuit walls also.

243 Against Judeich’s late Hellenistic dating Robert, op. cit. 85, notes that the walls were no doubt standing in the late
fourth century, when the city withstood a siege by Eupolemus. In the treaty between Eupolemus and Theangela (Coll.
Froehn. no. 52) it is provided that Eupolemus shall eventually take over thu méAw kal 7ds &kpas. Robert, ibid. 81-6,
understands ¢ the city and the citadels’, identifying the latter with the two peaks A and B. This seems to us mistaken.
TéNis, of course, often denotes the lower, inhabited city as opposed to the fortified acropolis; but at Theangela, as Robert
himself emphasises (ibid. 82), there was no such lower city; the whole city was evidently within the walls. There is there-
fore no point in mentioning the two peaks unless they were separately fortified as inner citadels, a question which Robert
does not consider. The mere fact that the mountain rises to a double summit is obviously not enough. We saw no evidence
of such fortification on A; on the west side of B there is a stretch of wall which might perhaps be so interpreted, and in fact
a more recent examination (see p. 171 n. 359) shows that there was a definite inner circuit defending this peak. If Bwasso
fortified, it was doubtless included among the &xpoa; but the points on the site which are most clearly denoted by the term
are surely the forts on the subsidiary peaks C and D. The meaning is that no Theangelan garrison shall be maintained in
the city after Eupolemus takes over, a point well deserving mention in the treaty; but to provide for his occupying the city,
including the double mountain-top, is plainly futile. An exact parallel is afforded in Arrian’s account of the siege of Halicarnassus
(I 23, 3), where the defenders retire to the fortified posts at the extremities of the city: auTév 8t ol miv & THy &xpav THv &v Tf
viow &mrexdpnoav, of 8¢ & THv ZaAuakiba, dxpav odTw koAoupévny.

241 In particular those illustrated by Robert in Coll. Froehn. pls. XXVII d, XXVIII 4, and in R4 1935 II 162, no. 10,
and the house described above, p. 114.
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presumed Lelegian fortifications. We are therefore disposed to believe that the first occu-
pation of the Etrim site was not earlier than the second quarter of the fourth century.24s

If the Lelegian Syangela was not at Etrim, 1t is not difficult to decide where it must have
been. There is only one serious possibility—Alazeytin. This is a suitable site for Syangela,
which was evidently a town of modest importance with a royal dynast, paying half a talent in
the Delian League (equal to the minimum paid by Termera and Pedasa), and probably
possessing a harbour (above, p. 114). Alazeytin is a quite considerable site, showing archaic
and classical habitation, and has no fewer than five ‘ compound chamber-tumuli °, more than
any other single site can show. It overlooks the Ciftlik valley, and unless it was a mere goat-
herds’ town, which the ruins by no means suggest, it must have possessed territory there; but
this valley is dominated by the site at Etrim, so that the simultaneous existence of the two
towns seems improbable. If Syangela had, as we suspect, some sort of naval tradition, a site
fairly close to the sea is at least acceptable.

In view of the cumulative weight of these considerations, we place Syangela at Alazeytin
and Theangela at Etrim. The change of name no doubt accompanied the change of site,
both being imposed by Mausolus in accordance with his hellenising policy.24¢

We have now six sites remaining, which we believe to correspond to the six places listed by
Pliny—with, of course, the substitution of Termera for Theangela. We proceed to consider
these, taking first the two whose sites have, we think, been long since correctly identified,
namely Termera and Pedasa.

3. Termera.

The approximate site is determined by Strabo XIV 657: &fis (sc. after Halicarnassus)
8’ toriv Sxpa Tepuépiov MuvBiwv, ko fiv dvtikertan Tfis Koas dxkpa ZxkavBapia Sifyouoa Tiis
Aeipou oTadlous TeTTapdkovTar Eomi 8¢ kad Ywpiov Tépuepov Umép THs &kpas. The associa-
tion with Myndus is confirmed by the entry Mivdior rapd Téppepa in the tribute lists, and by
Photius s.v. ‘ Tepuépia >, who says that Termera was founded év dxpg Tvi Tfis MuvSicg.247
In the region indicated—the south-west corner of the peninsula—there is only one site that can
come in question, namely that at Asarhk described above pp. 116 ff.248
Termera was a place of some importance in early times.?#® At the time of the Ionian

Revolt, among the ship-captains in the Persian navy seized by Aristagoras (Her. V 37) was a
certain Histiaeus son of Tymnes, of Termera.2® The name of Tymnes occurs also on a fine
silver drachma, inscribed on the obverse Tupvo and on the reverse Teppepikdv. This coin is
dated by Head in HN! 532 and BMC Coins, Caria 176 to c. 480-450 B.C., and it is suggested that
it was perhaps struck by a grandson of the Tymnes mentioned by Herodotus. In HN?2, how-
ever, the date ¢. 550—480 is preferred, and Mr. H. Cahn informs us that he would date the coin

245 The absence of recognisable Roman remains of any kind suggests that under the Empire the inhabitants moved their
living-quarters down to the plain—a very understandable proceeding, in view of the arduous ascent to the mountain-top.

248" Callisthenes, writing ¢. 330 B.C., still uses the form Syangela; but he is speaking of the Mausolan synoecism and
would naturally use the name appropriate at that date: it would be incongruous to speak of Mausolus preserving Theangela.
In any case (as may be seen in Turkey to-day) the new name would take time to become generally recognised. There is no
epigraphical reference to Syangela that need be later than Mausolus: Zeayyeicios in an inscription of Oropus (AE 1917,
231, Robert, Coll. Froehn. 94, no. 17) is dated to the fourth century, before 338. Conversely, the earliest epigraphical men-
tion of Theangela is in the Eupolemus inscription, which is supposed to date ¢. 315 B.C.

247 For Pliny’s notice (NH V 107) see above pp. 143 f. o . .

248 The site at Aspat (above, p. 129) shows no evidence of occupation before Christian times, and is not a serious rival
candidate. The allusion in ATL I 522 to * the modern town of Assarlik ’ is an error : Asarlik is the name given to the ancient
site, which is now quite deserted.

243 For the evidence from pottery of occupation at the end of prehistoric times see p. 118.
250 He is mentioned again in Her. VII g8.
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to the end of the sixth century; in this case the Tymnes in question will be identical with the
father of Histiaeus. This Tymnes will then in all probability be the Carian whose epitaph
came to light recently at the Piraeus Gate in Athens; his death, to judge by the signature of
the sculptor Aristocles, may be placed around the end of the sixth century.?51 The inscription
Teppepikév on the coin is interesting. Evidently the coin is not simply a coin of Termera; 252
it must, we think, be supposed that Tymnes’ rule extended over other places as well. We have
in fact evidence, if the expression be permissible, of some kind of Termeric union, centred on
Termera under the rule of Tymnes.

In the Athenian tribute lists Termera pays in the first and second periods (454—-447 B.C.)
two and a half talents; for the third period (446-444) evidence is lacking; in the fourth
period (443-439) the tribute drops to half a talent. No reason has been suggested for this
unusually big reduction; we note, however, that just at this time, in 445 B.C., we have the first
appearance in the lists of an entry read as K&pes v Tupvns &pxel, paying half a talent. This
is likely to be more than coincidence. We are disposed to believe that the ¢ Termeric union’
continued in existence down to 447 B.C., being at that time ruled by Tymnes, doubtless son of
Histiaeus and grandson of the Tymnes of the coin.253 At this date the union broke up and the
dynasty came to an end; Tymnes lost Termera, but continued in control of the remainder of
the union elsewhere on the peninsula.25¢ The combined tributes of his Carians and of Ter-
mera, one talent in all, correspond to the earlier payment of two and a half talents by the union;;
a similar reduction (from two talents to one) is observable at this same time in the tributes of
Pedasa and Madnasa.?®® There can be little doubt, we think, of the extent of the territory
comprised in the ¢ Termeric union’. Mpyndus to the north is separately assessed and con-
tinues to pay regularly throughout the first four periods, and was therefore not included; but
the area to the north-east around Miisgebi, the richest part of the peninsula and the present
centre of a nahiye, is not represented in the tribute lists, in spite of its easy accessibility. This
area we believe to have belonged to Telmissus (see below, pp. 153 fI.), which was never assessed
by name in the Athenian league. We suggest accordingly that the ‘ Termeric union ’ comprised
Termera and Telmissus, extending from the west coast to the border of Pedasan territory around
Bitez; that in or about 447 B.c. this union broke up, and that Tymnes, expelled from Termera,
retired to Telmissus, which he continued to rule down to 425 B.C. or later.25¢

After the Mausolan synoecism, Termera seems to have continued in existence, if only as
a fort. Hellenistic sherds are found on the site (above, p. 116). Strabo speaks of ywpiov
Tépuepov in the present tense; as also Suidas in an interesting notice s.v. ‘ Teppépia kak& *.
Tepl Kopiav ywpiov Tepuépiov koefror, @ éxpddvrto of TUpavvor SeouwTnpiey. TO 8¢ Xwpiov
gpupvdy TUyydvov keiTar peTau Mrhou (leg. MivBou) kai ‘Alikapvacool.  TGv 8¢ &rd ToUTOU
Anizouévwy SucodwTwy TUyYavdvtwy Aexdfjvon Tolro. Tepuépiax olv kakd T& peydha kakd.
The ‘tyrants’ are not identified, but it is likely that the Hecatomnids are meant; 257
and it seems to us very probable that this notice preserves a genuine historical fact. The inner
citadel at Asarhk may well have continued in use as a guard-house or prison, and may not

281 See Mr. Threpsiades’ communication in the current reports from Greece for the year 1953, esp. A74 1954, 231,
pl. 43, 2.
232 We infer this from the termination -ixév, which must apparently refer to something other, or more, than the city of
Termera: cf. such inscriptions as ouppayixdy, *OAupTIKGY, &PXIEpXTIKOY.

253 Or identical with the latter, if the later dating of the coin, now abandoned, is right. '

284 The decline in prosperity from this time on, suggested by the sherds at Asarhik (above, pp. 117 f.), may have beena
consequence of this break-up.

285 The union under Tymnes paid in the name of Tepuepfis. Similarly, Syangela under Pigres pays generally as
Zuayyehiis.

286 For Tymnes in the ¢ Carian Syntely * of 425 B.C. see below, pp. 162 f.

257 This is the view taken by Head, op. cit.
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have been the only citadel so used ; see below, p. 168. From Mausolus’ time onwards Termera
belonged unquestionably to the territory of Myndus: ¢f. Strabo and Photius quoted above.258

4. Pedasa.

Equally assured, we think, is the location of Pedasa at Goékgeler. A site in the general
neighbourhood of Halicarnassus is postulated by Herodotus,?%® Strabo 2¢° and Pliny; 261 the
exact site is indicated with virtual certainty by the discovery close to Gokgeler of building
remains and a fragmentary list of dedications to Athena.2%? And in the plain to the south-west,
where the territory of Gokgeler must have lain, the village of Bitez appears to preserve the
ancient name.?%® The identification is indeed generally accepted to-day; 264 but the sub-
sequent history of the city after Harpagus’ campaign is complicated by the existence in Caria of
two other places of the same name.?8® The question has been discussed by Ruge in RE s.o.
‘ Pedasa’ and in ATL 1 535-8; but with the majority of the views expressed, particularly in the
latter work, we find ourselves obliged to disagree.

A second Pedasa (TTh8aoov) is mentioned by Strabo in the same passage concerning the
Leleges (XIII 611) as existing in his day &v 7fj v0v ZTparovikéwv. This statement is apparently
made by Strabo on his own authority, and this rather shadowy moAixviov is not certainly
referred to elsewhere. A

The third Pedasa (TTiSaoca) is well attested in Milesian inscriptions.26¢ It was near enough
to Miletus to be incorporated in the city ¢. 182 B.c., but the exact site has not yet been deter-
mined.26¢ We agree with the view expressed in ATL I 537 that the foundation of this Pedasa
1s recorded by Herodotus, who says that the Persians after capturing Miletus in 494 B.C.
occupied the ‘city and the plain, but gave the highlands to Carians of Pedasa.?8” These
Pedasans were surely transplanted from the neighbourhood of Gékgeler; we feel that when the
Halicarnassian Herodotus speaks of Pedasa, very good reason should be shown before supposing
that he means any other than Gaékgeler.288

In the years following the Ionian venture at Sardis in 499 B.c., the Persian general Daurises
came south with an army to suppress the Carian rebels. Defeated at the Battle of the Marsyas

258 The explanation of the proverbial Tepuépia kak& seems to be uncertain. Suidas’ account, which refers it to the
sufferings due to the banditry practised by the Termerans, is apparently confirmed by Philip of Theangela and by Photius
s.v., who attribute the practice to the eponymous founder Termerus. (The passages are quoted in FHG IV 475.) Buta
different explanation is given by Plutarch, Thes. 11, who makes it equivalent to ¢ being paid in one’s own coin’ or ‘ given a
dose of one’s own medicine *: (‘HpoxAfis) Tov Tépuepov ouppfhfas Ty kepofiy &méktewvey. &’ oF 81 1o Tepuéprov xawdv dvopao-
OFjvan Myouat: Tradeov yap, b Eoike, KepaAfj ToUs EvTuyydvovtas & Téppepos &mdAuev.  (Not merely ¢ a misfortune one brings on
oneself’, as LS?® s.0., where, moreover, the more usual explanation is disregarded.)

258 [ 175: foav 8¢ Tndaotes oikéovTes Umip ‘Alikapynaool peodyaiav, Toiot xkws Tt WAl &vemriThSeov foecbar adroiol Te kal
Toigl Trepiofkolat, f ipein Tiis ‘ABnvains Thywva pbyav Toxe. Tpis ot ToUTo fyéveto. oltol Tédv Tepi Kapiaw dvBpiv pobvol Te
&utéoyov Xpovov ‘ApTréye ki TpfyHaTa Tapéoyov TAsioTa, Spos Tearyicavtes T obvopk tort AMdn.  Gf. VIII 104: of 8¢ TinSootes
olkéouat UTrép ‘AAikapynoool. dv 8t Toiot fTnd&ooiot TouToiot ToIdvSe oupépeTan Tpfypx yivesBar émedv Toiot &ugikTUoot w&ot Tolot
appl TaiTns olkéoust THis TOAOS BEAAT T1 EvTdS Ypdvou EoeoBal XoheTdy, TéTe 1y Ipein adTédt Tiis "ABnvaing guel Twywva péyav. ToUTO
B¢ ogt Bis )8 Eyévero.

260 XWTII 611, quoted above, p. 143.

261 'V 107, quoted above, p. 143.

262 7S XVI (1896), 215-6 no. 4 = CIG 2660 = SGDI 5731: ¢f. Robert, Et. Anat. 440. Not, as ATL I 537, halfway
between Gokgeler and Bitez.

268 Prokesch, Denkwiirdigkeiten 11T 441 (c. 1827), gives the form Pedess, the Admiralty Chart Petasa.

264 Though Ruge in RE allows it only ‘ a certain probability>. Earlier locations of this ¢ Halicarnassian ’ Pedasa at
Etrim or at Karacahisar no longer need refutation, as these sites are securely assigned respectively to Theangela (above,
p. 112) and Hydissus (Robert, 474 XXXIX (1935), 339).

265 We take little account of the variant forms Pedasa, Pedason, Pidasa, which are to all appearances interchangeable.
St. Byz. s.0. ‘Mhyaoa’ strangely insists that the name should be spelt with a gamma.

266 Cf. Milet 1 3, 352 fI.

268a A discussion of the site is promised by Robert, Coll. Froehn. 79, n. 3.

267 Her. VI 20: T& 8¢ Umrepdrpia ESooav Kapoi TIndaceiot tkrfiadat. .

268 The Persian motive was perhaps to divide and so weaken a people who had given them serious trouble in the past
(Her. I 175: for V 121 see below).
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not far from Tralles, the Carians gathered at Labraunda, where they were joined by a Milesian
contingent, but were defeated a second time by the Persians. They recovered again, however:
muBdpevol y&p s orpatevecfar Opuéatan of TTépoon &l Tds ToOAis opéwv, EAOXnoav ThHv &v
MnB&ow 686v, & Thv fumecdvres of TTépoon vuktds Biepbdpnoov (Her. V 119-21). In this
text &v TInd&oe is a correction, the MSS. having & mb&owr, éml S&owi, or émwi Adooio.
ATL T 537 accepts Wesseling’s conjecture émwi (Mu)A&ooiot, supposing the ambush to take
place on the Sacred Way from Labraunda to Mylasa: °the Persians prepared to march #mi
T&s ToAs ogéwv: this, from Labraunda, can hardly mean other than along the road to Mylasa .
We cannot believe this view to be right. From Labraunda, of course, the road leads straight
to Mylasa, but we can hardly suppose that after the battle the Persians remained idle at
Labraunda, instead of marching down to take Mylasa. After the defeat the city can hardly
have been defensible, and we must surely suppose that the Persians took it. Secondly, the
Persians fell into the ambush by night. To allow this to happen on the few hours’ march from
Labraunda to Mylasa would argue a quite exceptional incompetence on Daurises’ part.
Thirdly, Herodotus’ words TruBdpevor . . . émi T&s moMs oéwv imply that previously there
had been doubt about Daurises’ intentions, that is, there was some reasonable alternative open
to him. But after the Battle of Labraunda what alternative was there to a march on Mylasa?
The Persians could hardly be expected to exploit their victory by turning round and retreating
northwards. Afier the fall of Mylasa, on the other hand, there might well be uncertainty as to
Daurises’ future plans. Short of going back the way he had come, he might proceed in three
directions: north-west towards Miletus, east towards Lagina and the later Stratoniceia, or
south-west towards Halicarnassus. And it may be said that in each of these directions there was
a Pedasa. The first two are mentioned in 4 7L, without approval, as possibilities; the second
is adopted by Ruge in RE, though on no stronger grounds than that the Persian route from the
north to Labraunda ° fithrt in die Gegend von Stratonikeia’. The third, which finds no men-
tion in these two works, we should judge to be unquestionably the right solution. Daurises’
choice of route is defined by Herodotus in the words émi tés 1wdAis opéwov. What is the natural
meaning of this? There were no doubt Carian settlements of seme sort in every direction from
Mylasa; but the principal concentration of cities (at least after Mylasa had fallen) was surely
that in the Halicarnassian peninsula, the country of the Lelegian octapolis where the notable
Carian chieftains were located.?%® The purpose of the Persian expedition was to suppress the
revolted Carians; on the last occasion of the sort, the chief resistance to Harpagus had been
cffered by the Pedasans of Gokgeler; it is surely unlikely that Daurises would turn away
leaving this Pedasa unmolested.?’® The country north and west of Gokgeler is very difficult
for an army; once the Persians had crossed the Karaova they might easily get benighted, even
on what their guides would recommend as a possible day’s march.2”*  We cannot doubt that
‘ the road near Pedasa ’ means the Gokgeler road.2?? As was said above, Pedasa in Herodotus’
mouth should be presumed to mean Gékgeler till the contrary is demonstrated.

In the Athenian tribute lists Pedasa pays two talents in the first period (454-1 B.C.), and
one talent in the second ; after which it drops out, though it is reassessed at half a talent in 425.

269 Herodotus does not distinguish Carians and Lelegians (¢f. I 171).

270 He might have been provoked by the Milesian intervention at Labraunda to turn against Miletus, but it seems to
us quite clear from Herodotus’ words that this is excluded. To take the road to the east would be to abandon the expedition
with its object unachieved; the opposition was by no means yet suppressed, as the event showed.

271 The total absence of running water in this region, combined with the mountainous nature of the country, would
make a camping site practically impossible to find. We have assumed that the road taken by the Persians followed roughly
the course of the modern chaussée; 1f instead they attempted the road along the coast from Siralik to Torba (above, p. 131),
the success of the ambush is even easier to understand.

272 Since Herodotus (VIII 104) calls the city MThdaox, we should be inclined to read émi (TTnd84ooien in the text of V 121,
but certainty is impossible.
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In ATL I 535 it is said that this history makes it practically impossible to locate Pedasa at
Gokgeler, and the view is adopted that the ‘ Milesian’ Pedasa is meant.2®  On such a point, the
opinion of the editors of 4TL must carry great weight; yet we find ourselves unconvinced.
True, their view makes it easy to understand why Pedasa disappears from the lists after the
Peace of Callias, but it does not explain why the city at Gékgeler was omitted. Of the Lelegian
cities not only Syangela, Termera, and Madnasa, with substantial tributes, were included, but
also such inconsiderable places as Myndus and Uranium; 274 and Pedasa was certainly among
the more important of them. The same reasons that make it unlikely that Athens would aban-
don a handsome tribute from a town so near the sea make it unlikely that she would forgo it in
the first place. That Pedasa (= Gokgeler) should drop out early is not, we think, hard to
understand. Uranium disappears from the lists at the same time as Pedasa, and at the same
time also the tribute of Termera drops to a fifth. The Lelegian cities that continued to pay
regularly were Syangela, Myndus, and Madnasa, and of these the first two at least had probably
some sort of naval tradition; 275 the others soon lost any interest in the Athenian maritime
league, and could not be induced to go on paying. Punitive expeditions against these hilltop
towns were, from the Athenian point of view, simply not worth while. We believe that the
¢ Halicarnassian * Pedasa was in fact assessed from the beginning, with a tribute corresponding
well with her standing among the Lelegian cities.

Pedasa makes one more appearance in history. In Polybius XVIII 44, 4 it is among the
places from which Philip V was required in 196 B.c. to withdraw his garrisons.?’¢ In ATL I
536, n. 7, it is taken as certain that this is the ¢ Milesian * Pedasa ;. Ruge and E. Meyer agree.
This may very well be so; but we see no certainty. If Polybius’ words é\euBépas &epeivon
are pressed to their full meaning, the Halicarnassian Pedasa is out of the question; Gokgeler
cannot have been an independent city at this time, whereas the * Milesian > Pedasa apparently
was so until about 182 B.c. But on other grounds a Macedonian garrison at Gokgeler seems
highly probable. Philip held Miletus, Iasus, and Bargylia; to complete his control of the Iasian
Gulf he would require a position on the Halicarnassian peninsula, and for this purpose Gokgeler
is admirably suited. It commands Halicarnassus, with the advantage of overlooking the
Iasian Gulf as well, and being placed on the neck of the peninsula is well situated to obviate
enemy reinforcements sent through Halicarnassus or Myndus. Ernst Meyer (Grenzen 71),
while not questioning the identification with the ‘Milesian’ Pedasa, actually remarks it as
singular if Philip had no position on the north side of the Ceramic Gulf. Pedasa, we have in-
sisted above, was effectively incorporated in Halicarnassus more than a century and a half
before this date; but the sherds at Gokgeler attest some sort of occupation in Hellenistic times
(above, p. 124), and nothing is more likely than that the fortification would be maintained as
an outpost of Halicarnassus.

5. Telmissus.

As in the case of Pedasa, confusion has been caused by the recurrence of the name not far
away at Fethiye (Makri) in Lycia, and it is not always clear in the ancient authorities which
of the two is meant when Telmissus is named. The uncertainty is complicated by the apparent

278 With the proviso that the half-talent assessment in 425 may relate to Gékgeler.

274 Side was not assessed, nor apparently Telmissus.

275 Pigres, probably of Syangela, at Salamis (above, p. 114); Myndian ship in the Persian fleet (Her. V 33). For
Madnasa, see below, p. 155. Termera also continued to pay her reduced tribute, and she too had a captain in the Persian

fleet (Her. V 37). . .
276 EGpoopoy 8 kol TTASaoa kal Bopyuhx kai Thv *lacéwy wohw (also Abydos, Thasos, Myrina, and Perinthus) éAeuépag

&peivon Tas ppoupds &€ airrddv peraoTnodmevov.  Gf. Livy XXXIII go.
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fact that divination was practised at both places; the Telmissian diviners had indeed con-
siderable celebrity, and are mentioned with some frequency. We quote the evidence which
helps, or may help, in identifying the Lelegian city.277

(1) BMI89g6; FHS XVI (1896), 234, no. 36; SIG3 1044 ; Michel 854: a Halicarnassian
inscription of ¢. 300 B.c. in which *AmwéA wv TehepeoooT pedéwv delivers an oracular response
(Expnoev 6 Beds) of normal type.

(2) FHS X1V (1894), 377; Michel 459: found by Paton built into a house in the village of
Belen,?7® and dated to the early second century B.c. This is a decree of the koinon of the Tel-
missians in honour of a certain Poseideos who eUoeBds pév Sioxeipevos T& pos Tov *ApxnyéTnv
ToU yévous AToAAwva TeAwoof], PrAocTépyws 8¢ T& Tpods TévTtas TeAmooels, kal yevduevos
OTEPaVT|POPOS eUoEPAds kad boiws émeTéAnoey Tas Buoias kol ékoAhiépnoev Utrép Te ToU kool
TeAmooéwy kad Tiis wéAews. We learn further that the Telmissians possessed the right of ateleia
kot& TrpoTipfiv (s.2.0.) and & moAc&y ¥pdvewv, and that the god owned sacred domains (iep&
ywpic) .27

(3) Head, HN? 619: Imperial coin of Halicarnassus, showing a draped male figure
holding a branch, and inscribed TEAMICEYC, with reference presumably to Apollo Tel-
misseus.

(4) Polemo of Ilium ap. Phot. Lex. (FHG 111 125, fr. 35; ¢f. IV 394): TeAmooeis
oixolow &v Kopiq, d&méxovtes &fkovta otddia ‘Aikapvacool. This notice is repeated in
Etym. Magn. and Suidas s.v. ¢ Teamooeis °.

(5) Cicero de div. I 41, g1: licet autem videre et genera quaedam et nationes huic scientiae deditas.
Telmessus in Caria est, qua in urbe excellit haruspicum disciplina ; itemque Elis in Peloponneso familias duas
certas habet etc.

wid. 1 42, 94: Tum Caria tota praecipueque Telmesses, quos ante dixi, quod agros uberrumos
maximeque fertiles incolunt, in quibus multa propter fecunditatem fingi gignique possunt, in ostentis animad-
vertendis diligentes fuerunt.

(6) Arrian, Anab. 11 g, 2—4 tells the story of Gordius the Phrygian, on whose plough an
eagle perched and remained all day: Tov 8¢ éxmAayévta Tij Syer ibvan kowwoovta Umép ToT
Belov TToap& Tous TeAmaotas Tous p&vTers elvon y&p Tous TeAuigotas copous T& Belax §nyeiodan,
kol oQlo &To yévous BedooBon artols kod yuvea€iv kol Tronoi THv pavTeiov.  TrpoodyovTa B&
kooun Twi TV TeAmooéwv éuTuxelv Topbévey UBpevopévn kol Tpos TaTny elmwely &mos of TO
ToU &eToU Eoxe: Thv B¢, elvon ydp kad adrnv ToU pavTikod yévous, OUelv keheUoon TG Al T8
BooiAsl. .

Other references of the classical period are unhelpful for our present purpose, namely:

(7)- In Herodotus I, 78 and 84 the Telmessians are consulted on two occasions by the kings
of Sardis concerning portents, but no indication is given of their whereabouts.

(8) Aristophanes wrote a play called the Telmessians, in which mention was made of
divination from entrails (fr. 540 Kock), but again there is nothing to show whether the Carian
or the Lycian Telmessus is meant.

(9) Telemessus makes two appearances in the Athenian tribute lists; we agree that, to

277 Of the various forms attested—Telmissus, Telmessus, Telemessus—we have chosen the first as having the authority
of the only strictly local inscription; but the choice has no significance, and in particular the form of the name can never,
it seems, be used to distinguish the Carian and Lycian cities.

278 ATL I 554, * in situ near Pelen’ refers presumably to the reported provenience of the stone as learned by Paton:
see below. We have not ourselves seen this stone.

279 In 1. 15 of this inscription, &mwokatéoTnoe 6t 8edd THY Ydpav €fis, doTe [BJuolas xad Tinds TdL ANVl ouuPéPnKey
tmireheiofor, we do not understand s, and wonder if the true reading be not & fs (7&)s e [8]uolas kA, In 1. 23, [&mo-
saMédv] is wrongly restored; [Bemviuevos] or something similar is required.
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judge by the contexts in which it occurs, this is almost certainly the Lycian city.28? Its tribute
is one talent.

There are also numerous references in late authors to the Telmissian diviners: see Ruge in
RE s.0. ¢ Telmessos (2) °.

Of these notices the first four relate with complete certainty to our Carian Telmissus. We
learn with assurance that Telmissus was sixty stades from Halicarnassus, and that after the
synoecism it continued to exist, forming within the state of Halicarnassus (rfis mwoAews) a
privileged community centred on a sanctuary of Apollo Telmisseus. This Apollo uttered
oracles, possessed sacred lands, and was the founder of a priestly yévos.

The passage of Cicero, no. 5, with its repeated mention of Caria, seems also on the face of it
to relate to our Telmissus, and we should have no hesitation in taking it so, but that Ruge in RE
loc. cit. has claimed that Caria is a mistake on Cicero’s-part, and that in reality the Lycian
Telmessus is meant. In the article in question he makes a courageous attempt to distinguish
between the forms of divination practised in the Carian and Lycian towns respectively, He
takes as a basis a passage of Tatian (ad Graecos 1), where the Telmessians who interpret dreams
are contrasted with the Carians who use Ty 81& Té&v &otpeov Tpdyvewow : he then combines this
with a notice in Photius s.2. ¢ Teamooeis °, who writes (following no. 4 above) : TeAwoods b2
mwoMs &v Aukig &md TeApioooU ToU *AmrdAAwvos kad wi&s TV *Avtrvopos BuyoaTtépwv, f) éuiyn
els oxUAaka peTaPodcovs 810 kol TepaokdTov auTov émoinoev, s Alowoios &v Krioeow.
Ruge accordingly claims that all references to interpretation of dreams and portents are to be
related to the Lycian Telmessus, leaving apparently for the Carians only astrology. Since
therefore Cicero’s Telmessians are in ostentis animadvertendis diligentes, their location in Caria
must be an error. We cannot enter here into the details of this question, but we confess our-
selves unconvinced ; such an error on Cicero’s part seems to us unlikely,28! nor do we think it
proved that interpretation of portents was confined to the Lycian city. On the other hand, it is
clear from the context that Cicero takes the Telmessians as an example of a clan or family
(genus) versed in divination, and we know from the inscription no. 2 that there was such a clan
(yévos) at our Telmissus. We cannot help believing that Cicero refers to this.

The passage of Arrian, no. 6, is in somewhat similar case. Here again the presence of a
portent should, on Ruge’s view, indicate the Lycian city. Ruge himself is disposed to believe
that the inclusion of the Telmissians is a later addition to the story; whether this be so or not,
we note that, as in the case of Cicero, Arrian’s account of the poavTikdv yévos agrees with the
information supplied by the inscription no. 2, and strongly suggests that the reference here also
is to our Carian Telmissus.

We should therefore prefer to believe that nos. 5 and 6 both relate to the Halicarnassian
Telmissus. In this case, we have important information to supplement that already gained.
The Lelegian city 282 possessed enough territory to include one or more villages, and the terri-
tory belonging to the later koinon was of exceptional fertility. It is natural to suppose that the
koinon also comprised a number of villages apart from Telmissus itself. If we look for such a site
at a distance of sixty stades from Halicarnassus, we are led inevitably to the Lelegian town-site

280 ATL I 554: once before AUxior ki ouv(Teleis), once between Phaselis and Calynda. Telmessus, though of
Lycian origin, seems to have held aloof from the rest of Lycia at least until the middle of the fourth century (Theopompus,
FGrH. 115, F 103), so might well be separately assessed.

281 Tt s true that the Lycian Telmessus was near the border of Caria and Lycia; but this border was an important
one, since Lycia was at this time still independent, whereas Caria was part of a Roman province—a province, moreover,
governed by Cicero’s brother, to whom the description is not improbably due. The mistake would be the more reprehen-
sible since Telmessus is taken as an outstanding example of a faculty common to all the Carians. For Ruge’s second reason
for supposing Caria to be an error here, see below in connection with the Karadag site.

282 Or the later koinon, if Ruge be right in supposing Arrian’s account to be of late origin.
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at Girice, to which must have belonged the abundant arable land around Miisgebi and as far
as the coast at Yalicuma. On the evidence presented above, this would seem the natural, or
even inescapable conclusion.283

If we go further, and search on this territory for the site of the temple and oracle of Apollo,
we think naturally first of all of the church and bishopric close to Miisgebi (Episkopi) (p. 129).
Too little is now visible on the site (which indeed is not certainly identified) to prove or dis-
prove this suggestion, but it is natural that the religious centre of Christian times should succeed
to the religious centre of antiquity. ' :

But another site, at a similar distance from Halicarnassus, but of totally different character,
has been confidently proposed and widely accepted. The important inscription no. 2, found
by Paton built into a house in Belen village, is stated to have come from a church upon the
saddle below Karadag on the west, where the path leads across from Belen to Gél (p. 123).
This church © is built upon the ruins of a Carian or Hellenic building, of large roughly-squared
stones, with the broad draft down the angles which is characteristic of the pre-Mausolan masonry
of this neighbourhood *.28¢  On the strength of this evidence Paton and Myres concluded that
the church marks the site of the temple of Telmissian Apollo, in which case Telmissus can
hardly be other than the double town-site on Karadag, half an hour’s climb up the mountain
from the church. This case is persuasive,?®® and if the resulting identification were more
satisfactory, we should feel bound to concur. But there are obvious difficulties. In particular,
as Ruge observes, Cicero’s description of the Carian Telmessus ¢ passt absolut nicht’ to the
wild and arid mountain-sides of Karadag; there is, indeed, no spot on the whole peninsula to
which that description is less applicable. Ruge concludes that Cicero must be in error; it
should, we think, be seriously considered whether the error be not rather in the identification.
The case rests upon two items of evidence : the Carian or Hellenic ruins under the church, and
the provenience of the inscription. With regard to the former, we were not ourselves able to
confirm the existence of this earlier building; 28% the church appeared to us to be constructed
mainly of ancient blocks taken no doubt from the neighbouring fort,28” and we wonder if the
reported Carian or Hellenic ruins also may not be merely the blocks of this fort. The vertical
draft-lines at the corners are surely more suggestive of fortification-works than of either the walls
or the foundations of a temple. Nevertheless, if the decree of the Telmissians really came from
this site, we must in spite of all difficulties accept the location of the temple here. With abun-
dant supplies of squared blocks close at hand, it is not likely that the inscribed stone should
have been brought from far afield for the construction of the church: Paton speaks quite
definitely on this point, and had evidently no reason to doubt the information ; 28® all the same,
we have suffered often enough ourselves from inaccurate and irresponsible information of
provenience to feel that doubt is perhaps permissible. If our alternative location of the temple
on the site of the later bishopric be correct, we have only to suppose that some confusion arose,
or some careless statement was made, as to which of the two kilise was the true source of the
inscription. There is no difficulty at all in supposing that the stone may have been carried

283 Neither Cicero nor Arrian makes any mention of Apollo, for whom at Telmissus the two inscriptions and the coin
are the only evidence. In Cicero’s case this is natural, as he is concerned to give a rational explanation of the Carians’
powers of divination : having these rich lands, in which many strange things are liable to germinate, they are familiar with
the phenomena of nature. In general, it seems that the Telmissians’ divinatory faculties made more impression in antiquity
than the oracular powers of Apollo.

284 Paton-Myres, 7HS XIV (1894), 373.

285 Tt is accepted by Kiepert, by Ruge in RE, and in ATL I 554.

286 The site is now very thickly overgrown; more was perhaps visible sixty years ago.

287 See above, p. 123. This fort is, we imagine, that shown on Admiralty Chart 1546; Paton and Myres make no
reference to it, and take the ruins on Karadag to be the fort shown on the chart.

288 He did not, of course, see the stone at the church himself,
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from near Misgebi to Belen for the construction of the house. Alternatively, the temple of
Apollo may have been in the neighbourhood of Beypinar, where there are some ancient remains,
including the two inscriptions, a milestone and a Hellenistic epitaph, nos. 54 and 53, above
(pp. 129, 138 £.).

We are therefore disposed to believe that the Lelegian town of Telmissus should be located
at Giirice, which answers excellently to the requirements of the documentary evidence.

6, 7, 8. Madnasa, Uranium, Side.

For the last three Lelegian cities we have the three sites at Karadag, Gél, and Burgaz, but
for the apportionment of these there is little or no precise evidence. There is, however, per-
haps enough probability to justify a tentative identification. We note first the ancient testi-
mony apart from Pliny. .

Madnasa (Medmasa) 28 was evidently a place of some little consequence. It is recorded
by Hecataeus ap. Steph. Byz. s.0. ¢ MéSpaoa ’, and in the Athenian tribute lists it begins with a
tribute of two talents later reduced to one, which it continues to pay regularly at least down to
432 B.C. ,

Uranium appears in the tribute lists, with a small tribute, in the first period (454-1 B.C.),
then again in 425 B.c. in a ‘ Carian syntely ’ (see below, pp. 162 f.). Diodorus Siculus V 23
records that during the Carian thalassocracy after the Trojan War Syme was occupied by
Carians: Uotepov 8 aUxuddv yevouévwy Epuyov & Tiis vNioou, kal KOTOKNOAY TO KOXAOUPEVOV
Ovpdviov. This is presumably the same place: even if koAoUuevov must imply that the name
was in use in Diodorus’ own time, there is no reason why it should not have been preserved
after the place itself ceased to be inhabited.

Side is presumably identical with Stephanus’ Zipda, mwéhis Kapias. It does not appear in
the tribute lists and is not otherwise mentioned.

Of our three sites, that at Karadag is by far the least accessible, and is cut off from the sea
on all sides. It is much the most likely of the three to have escaped assessment by the Athenians,
and we are strongly inclined to identify it with Side. Of the two remaining sites, G6l is a more
considerable place than Burgaz, and it commands the excellent harbour of Tirkbiikii; it may
well, we think, have come into the one-talent class, and we propose with some confidence to place
Madnasa here. We suggested above in connection with Pedasa that the cities which, like
Madnasa, continued to pay their tribute regularly after the first two periods were those which
had ships on the sea; and Gol looks the most maritime in character of all the Lelegian sites.2?
Burgaz remains for Uranium, and the site seems quite satisfactory. It commands the plain and
iskele of Yalikavak; but as a harbour Yalikavak is far inferior to Turkbiikii, being much ex-
posed to the prevailing north-west wind (meltem).2*? A small tribute, soon discontinued, seems

perfectly appropriate.

B. Carvanpa.

The site of Caryanda is a long-standing enigma. It is sensibly discussed in ATL I 498
though without the advantage of actual knowledge of the localities concerned. As we have
ourselves visited the places in question, a fresh attempt to clear up the confusion is perhaps
Jjustified.

2% The identity of these names is universally accepted and hardly needs justification. Mednassa and Methnassa are in

fact variant readings in Pliny.
200 For the connection of Madnasa with Caryanda see below, p. 158.
291 See the descriptions of the two bays in Mediterranean Pilot (7th ed. 1941), pp. 313-14.
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We transcribe, for convenience, the relevant ancient texts.

Ps.-Scylax g9 (going south) lists the Greek cities of Caria—Heracleia, Miletus, Myndus,
Halicarnassus—then passes to the islands: K&Aupva vijoos, KapUavda vigos xad moMis xoi
Mury (oUtor Kdpes), viioos Kés xai mOAls ked Apfy kAeiotéds. In this text Koaplowdx is a
correction ; the principal MS. has Kpufivda, the others Kpuivda.22 No island of this name is
otherwise known, and there seems no reasonable doubt that Caryanda is meant.

In the tribute lists Caryanda appears, paying regularly, with a tribute of one-twelfth of a
talent, raised to one-sixth in 425 B.C.

Strabo XIV 658: €7 «08Us fj MOvBos Apéva Exouow, kai petd Taltny BopyUha,
kad aOTn oA v 8 T petafy Koplavda Apvn kai viicos dudovupos ToUTn, fiv ¢rouv
Koapuoavdeis. In this passage the most recent editions give Awfv after Kopuavdo without
comment; but it appears from the notes in the editions of Koraes (1815~19) and Kramer (1852)
that the MS. reading is Alpvn.2%3

Mela I 85 (going north) : trans Halicarnason illa sunt : litus Leuca, urbes Myndos,*** (C)aruanda,
Neapolis, sinus lasius et Basilicus. :

Pliny, NH V 107 (going north): inde Myndos et ubi fuit Palaemyndus, Nariandos, Neapolis,
Caryanda, Theangela 2°° libera, Bargylia et (a quo sinus lasius) oppidum lasus.

ibid. 134 (in a list of islands) after Cos: hinc Caryanda cum oppido, nec procul ab Halicarnaso
Pidossus. in Ceramico autem sinu . . . (for the list that follows see below, p. 160).

Stephanus Byzantius s.0. ‘ KapUav8a’, TéAis kai Aiuvn dpddvupos ranciov Muvdou kai K.
‘Exaraios KapUavdav alrfiv gnot.  Here again Aipvn is altered to Ay by the editors.2%8

Apart from these passages, the few references to Caryanda are all early. The Caryandan
Scylax in the time of Darius I is well known (Her. I 44); in CIG 4702 we have Ztp&toov
Kapuowd(eUs) in a list of dedicators in Egypt ¢. 360 B.c.; IG II* 8963 (Peiraeus, mid iv B.c.)
and Maiuri, Nuova Sill. 541 (Cos, iv-iii B.c.) are epitaphs of Caryandans. The rare coins of
Caryanda are dated to °the third century or earlier’ (Head, HN? 612). After this time
Caryanda disappears from all but the texts of the geographers.

This evidence, we think, presents a perfectly consistent picture. First and foremost, one
thing is absolutely certain, namely that fwo sites are required, an early island site and a later
site on the mainland. Strabo indeed tells us as much; and any other supposition will in-
evitably involve rejecting a considerable part of the evidence. Our most informative witnesses,
Ps.-Scylax and Strabo, are fortunately the most reputable, and we look first to their testimony.
Ps.-Scylax is clear and definite: Caryanda is an island with a city and harbour, exactly like Cos
which immediately follows. Strabo agrees: there is an island called Caryanda, where the
Caryandans used to live. So far we are surely on firm ground.?®? /But it is further clear from
Strabo that the Caryandans are no longer in their island, but are living (unless they have
ceased to exist altogether) beside a Lake Caryanda, obviously on the mainland. One more

.. %2 For this information we are gratefully indebted to Mr. Aubrey Diller. It appears that Miiller’s note in GGM 1 73
18 mcorrect. .

293 The change to AwAv involves the further alteration of TauTn, e.g. dudwuos Tautn Grouv Koraes; Sudwuuos toute,
fiv dorouv Miiller (Didot 1877) ; Meineke’s Teubner text (following the Vatican epitome) omits Tary. A TL loc. cit. follows
Meineke., Newton points out that all MSS. of Strabo and Steph. Byz. have Auwn (Halicarnassus 11 599), and Chandler
does not seem to have questioned the reading Alpvn.

284 Corrected from Myridos.

295 MSS. Termera: see above, p. 144.

296 ATL loc. cit. accepts Jacoby’s conjecture wéhis kai Apdiy ki) vij{oos> dudbvupos.

27 In the face of this evidence, it is strange that scholars (including even so good a judge as Robert: see Rev. Phil,
LXII (1936), 283) should so often have sought the classical Caryanda on-the Carian mainland. R. Kiepert’s suggestion in
FOA VI, Text 7, that the Caryandans may have had country houses and farms on the island, and that the name of the
city was eventually transmitted to the island, seems an almost exact inversion of the actual course of events. ATL loc. cit.
rightly insists on an island site, but leaves the evidence for a mainland site (Strabo, Mela, Pliny) in the air,
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fact we gather from Strabo: there was no city of Caryanda on the mainland. This appears not
merely from his mentioning only KopUoavda Aipvn, but even more clearly from the words
BopyUMia, kad olrtn TéAs: Myndus and Bargylia are cities, Caryanda by evident implication
isnot. Pliny also has heard of the two sites, island (with city) and mainland; Mela knows only
one, apparently the later one on the mainland.?®8

On the evidence as we have it, the island site included a harbour, Aiprjv, the mainland site
included a lake, Afyvn. For the latter we have the unanimous authority of the MSS. of Strabo
and Stephanus, and we see no reason to distrust it. The phrasing in Stephanus seems to
show that he took this part of his notice from Strabo, in which case the reading Aluvn in Strabo
must go back at least to early Byzantine times. The two words are, of course, easily confused,
and an early corruption in Strabo might readily be accepted if any good reason were shown;
we see no reason at all, and prefer to take the texts as they stand.?®

We look therefore for an island with a city and harbour, and for a lake, without a regular
city, on the mainland. Postponing for the moment the location of the island, we consider first
the mainland site. Concerning the position of this, our authorities are unanimous: it was
between Myndus and Bargylia.30® In this area there is one obvious lake—that which gives its
name to the village of G6l, though it is now little more than a marsh. According to the evidence,
this should be Lake Caryanda. Fairly early in the Hellenistic period the Caryandans aban-
doned their island city and settled here, around Asag1 (Lower) Go6l and Tirkbiikii, giving to the
lake the name of their old city. From this time on they are citizens of Myndus; the coins of
Caryanda cease, and the ethnic no longer appears in inscriptions or in literature. We feel no
doubt that this is what actually happened. The Mausolan synoecism must have left a con-
siderable vacuum on the peninsula, and the Caryandans merely moved into the vacancy
created by the abolition of the Lelegian city which we identify with Madnasa. Myndus—
itself, as we know, underpopulated 3°2—would no doubt be ready and willing to admit this
accession of man-power. Positive evidence of connection between Caryanda and Gol exists
in the coin found by Paton, and (on our view) in the close association of Madnasa and Cary-
anda in the tribute lists (below, n. g06).39%

This, we believe, is the conclusion demanded by the evidence. Before reaching it, we
considered carefully the claims of the site at Siralik favoured by Kiepert. This has sherds
beginning in the middle Hellenistic périod, and walls of similar date (above, p. 132). Lake

298 He callsit a city, urbs; this is no doubt a mere assumption on his part: he would know there was at one time a city :
there is no trace elsewhere of a city of Caryanda in Hellenistic or later times. Incidentally, it is perhaps not certain that
Mela mentions Caryanda at all; it would presumably be possible to read (N)aruanda, corresponding to Pliny’s Nariandos.
Stephanus’ account is confused: see below n. goo.

29 The only reason offered (to our knowledge) for changing to Mprv is the mention of a harbour by Ps.-Scylax (see
Kramers’s rllote ad loc.), but this is clearly wrong-headed: Strabo’s Muvn is expressly distinguished from the island recorded
by Ps.-Scylax.

Y 56 Si]rabo, loc. cit.,Mela, loc. cit., Pliny V 107. Stephanus’ evidence is neither one thing nor the other; he seems to have
taken his facts from a variety of sources, and he certainly did not realise that two sites were in question. He has consulted
Hecataeus; Muvn dudwupos is apparently from Strabo; méAis may be his own invention or may be from Ps.-Scylax or
Mela; mAnoiov Muvdou kal Ké might be from Hecataeus, as suggested in ATL I 498, but need not be so; both names may be
taken from the extant authorities quoted above.

301 (f. the story of Diogenes quoted above, p. 111.

802 This settlement at Lower G6l has, of course, no connection with the Lelegian site on the hill above, but was centred
on the low ground by the shore, where later a considerable Byzantine town grew up. The Lelegian city at Gol was identified
with Caryanda by Paton and Myres on the strength chiefly of a coin of Caryanda found on the shore close by ( JHS XIV
375 £.). This identification (which has met with considerable approval, e.g. from Head, HN? 612, Robert, Rev. Phil. 1936,
283, Coll. Froehn. 84 n. 2) is in our view out of the question; first, because an island site is absolutely demanded for the early
Caryanda (so ATL loc. ¢it.), and second, because the city at Gol is clearly one of the synoecised Lelegian towns, whereas
Caryanda was not among the eight names recorded, as we believe, by Callisthenes, and is shown to have survived the
synoecism by its mention in Ps.-Scylax (see above, p. 145). The lake lends no support, being connected in the authorities
only with the later Caryanda. The coin is too portable an object to be relied on in isolation, but may well have come across
with the settlers from the island.
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Caryanda must then be identified with a small lake called Inegol some distance to the east of
Givercinlik, towards Mumcular; though now insignificant, this was formerly, as it appears, of
more consequence.?®®  But this view seems to us on all grounds inferior to that proposed above.
Siralik and Inegol are unreasonably far apart, and the lake is hardly describable as between
Myndus and Bargylia. It must have lain in the territory either of Theangela or of Bargylia;
we must then suppose that one of these cities, in admitting the Caryandans to citizenship,
permitted them to occupy a considerable area of its territory and to fortify the hill at Siralik.
- A simple settlement on the depopulated Myndian peninsula at Lower Go6l seems incomparably
more probable.

A further suggestion seems justified by the evidence. Pliny and Mela place Neapolis next
to Caryanda, and a coin in the British Museum appears to describe the same place as NedmwoAis
Muv(8iwv).3%¢ Bearing in mind the cardinal fact of the underpopulation of Myndus and its
territory, we find it hard to imagine the emergence in Hellenistic times of a ‘ Neapolis of the
Mpyndians * except as the result of just such a settlement as we suppose to have been made at
Gol; we suspect that this Neapolis is no other than the transplanted Caryanda, whose former
standing would explain the privilege of a special coinage. The two names in Pliny and Mela
are then virtually in apposition, and the difference of order (Neapolis—-Caryanda in Pliny,
Caryanda-Neapolis in Mela) is naturally explained. Since the coin is unique, it is unlikely
that many were struck in the name of this Neapolis; the types have nothing in common with
the coins of Caryanda, but the head of Apollo is similar to that on contemporary coins of
Myndus.

We turn now to the question of the early island city of Caryanda. For the location of this
we have the evidence of Ps.-Scylax, who names it after Calymna and before Cos, and of Pliny,
who (going in the opposite direction) names it after Cos. Stephanus also has TAnciov MivSou
kai K&, though he does not actually mention an island.3°% On this testimony we should
naturally look first in the neighbourhood of Cos. From Strabo, on the other hand, it might
naturally be understood that he placed the island, as he certainly placed the lake, between
Myndus and Bargylia; the word peta€U undoubtedly seems to refer to both. In this uncer-
tainty it is suggested in ATL loc. cit. that © a decision might be reached by an examination of the
islands of H. Apostoli and Karabaglar, perhaps of Pserimo also’. We have visited, together
or singly, all these three islands, but the results are not particularly encouraging. Pserimos is
most naturally suggested by the text of Ps.-Scylax; but this seems excluded, not only because
the island contains no discoverable Carian town-site, but also because its present name is
apparently ancient (see above, p. 128). For Catallaradasi (Karabaglar) see the description
above, p. 128; it offers no city and nothing more than a very moderate anchorage. The
associations of Caryanda in the tribute lists are also against a location in this neighbourhood ;
not only is Caryanda constantly associated with Madnasa, but it is equally constantly dis-
sociated from Myndus.?°¢ The order of mention in Ps.-Scylax is not to be relied on, since:
(1) his list of islands between Samos and Nisyros is selective, not exhaustive; there is therefore

303 Ttis mentioned by the Turkish traveller Evliya Celebi in the seventeenth century, who speaks of gardens and orchards
and a considerable population dwelling around. We are indebted for this information to the Educational Officer at Bodrum,
Bay Necati Cavdar; we have not ourselves seen this lake, nor do we know its exact location. It seems certain that there is
no other lake whatsoever in the region in question except that at Gél.

304 BMC Cat. Caria Ixv, 140, pl. XXIII 1 ; second or first century B.c. Obv. Head of Apollo. Rev. Lyre: NE ATl
OAl MYN KOABA (¢f. Head, HN?623). The reading MYN is said to be ‘ not quite certain ’, though it appears perfectly clear
in the photograph. KOABA is supposed to represent a magistrate’s name: Colbasa in Pisidia struck coins under the middle
Empire, but it has never, so far as we know, been suggested that our coin may belong to it.

305 Unless the text be altered; see above, n. 296.

306 See ATL 1. Caryanda is next to Madnasa in lists 3, 12, 13, 23, and next but one in list 5; only in list 12 is it
anywhere near Myndus.
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no guarantee that all three were bunched together; (2) he names, for example, the Rhodian
islands in the order Chalce, Telos, Casos, Carpathos; (3) if his order were stressed, Caryanda
could hardly be other than Pserimos, which is in our opinion excluded. The notices in Pliny,
NH 'V 134 and in Stephanus, which also associate Caryanda with Cos, are presumably based on
no more than the order of names in Ps.-Scylax, and need have no independent authority.

We prefer therefore to take Strabo as guide, and look for Caryanda Island between Myndus
and Bargylia. With Lake Caryanda fixed at Gol, this is surely the most natural area of search.
Apart from numerous insignificant islets, there are only two islands in this region which can
reasonably come in question, namely Konel Ada (H. Apostoli) and Salihadasi. The choice
must rest between these two.

Konel Ada is in some ways attractive; in particular, it is the nearest island to Gél, and its
position agrees well with the general impression one gains of Caryanda’s Aegean associations.
Paying only 500 dr. in the Delian League, Caryanda cannot have been a large city, and no
very substantial remains need be expected to be visible. Nevertheless, the existing ruins on
Konel Ada are certainly very scanty (above; p. 131), and the surface sherds are apparently
Hellenistic. Above all, the island totally lacks anything that could fairly be described as a
harbour.307 \

Salihadasi is rather more distant from Gél (though the bay of Tiirkbiikii looks towards it)
and 1s perhaps a little far up the Iasian Gulf; but in other respects it has undoubted advantages.
Though as yet very inadequately explored, it contains at least a walled site of fair extent and of
an appropriate date (above, p. 132), below which there is a sheltered anchorage on the side of
the isthmus towards the mainland. Caryanda was in fact located at one time by Kiepert on
Salihadasi, and is so marked on Admiralty Chart 1546; but this is said in ATL I 498 to be
absolutely excluded, for two reasons: (a) it is too far from Cos, (b) Salihadas: (formerly Taran-
dos) ‘is the ancient Taramptos, and as such appears in Ag in addition to Karyanda’., As
explained above, the distance from Cos does not seem to us a serious difficulty. The other point
is more debatable. Assuming that Taramptos does in fact figure in Ag,38 is it to be identified
with Tarandos? The identification rests solely on the similarity of name; Taramptos is
known only from a single inscription, dated ¢. 300 B.c., in which a citizen of Halicarnassus
possesses a field év Tap&utrtn,3%® and from this it is restored in the assessment of 425 B.c. (Ag).
There is no indication as to where or what kind of a place it was.?'® We are far from sure that
¢ Taramptos > would naturally change to ¢ Tarandos ’; it seems to us that Torba is at least as
likely to be its modern representative.?'! Torba was certainly Halicarnassian, whereas Taran-
dos, if not independent, must surely have belonged to Bargylia.?!> We are accordingly not
convinced that Salihadas: is excluded for these reasons; we think it on the present evidence to
be on the whole the most likely site for early Caryanda. A final decision must wait upon further
investigation of the island, which the dense scrub at present renders impossible.

307 We take it that Awnv in Ps.-Scylax means no more than a decent anchorage, not necessarily harbour-works: for
a periplus this would be the essential information; but he is not consistent in mentioning or omitting this item. Konel is a
very rocky island, and not easy to land on except in the early morning calm; if it can be said to have a Awdy, the term
virtually ceases to have any meaning.

308 On this point see below, p. 163. 309 §IG® 1044, 1. 18.

310 The statement in FHS XIV 375 that ¢ the ancient name of Tarandos was certainly Taramptos, for which there is no
alternative site’ (our italics) seems strangely inaccurate; if Taramptos is not Tarandos, it may have been anywhere on the
whole peninsula not unduly far from Halicarnassus. It may in fact have been no more than a farm.

311 T3ra(m)p might easily, with the help of a simple Turkicism, have finally become Torba (‘ Bag’);- other forms
quoted are Durvanda and Trupada (Med. Pilot® IV (1918), 366), of which the second (?= Turpada, ¢ Turnip Island ’)
could well be corrupted from Taramptos.

312 So indeed it is taken to be in ATL III 210 f. (* by apotaxis from Bargvlia’). We hesitate to attach significance to
the ¢ Karandakia Rocks ’ south of Salihadas: and close to Siralik (Admira
name has any genuine historical basis.
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One further point remains. The Stadiasmus 285 records a Panormus eighty stades from
Myndus. Miller, in GGM 1 500, takes the view that this is identical with Caryanda, and
locates it at Pagalimani (wrongly identified on Kiepert’s map). We have no particular feelings
on this point, but note that Gl would be equally possible, as 8o stades leads to a point about
half~-way between the two; and Tirkbiikii is the better harbour.

C. OTHER IDENTIFICATIONS AROUND THE MYNDUS PENINSULA.

1. Termile.

Steph. Byz. s.v. ‘ Téhpepa’, mwoMs Kopias . .. Tepuidnv 8 &€fis mopabfioouc, érépav
Exovoav ypagnv, Thv oty oloav &s oluat. It has been proposed 3'3 to identify this Termile
with Dirmil (described above, p. 130) on the strength of the similarity of name. We regard
this as in the last degree dubious, not merely because there are other places of the name Dirmil
in Turkey, but chiefly because we much doubt that a town of Termile ever existed. Under
‘ Téppepa’, OIS Aukias Stephanus notes: & oAitns Teppepeus. “HpdSoTos 8¢ Tepuidas adrrols
KoAel &v TG TpwTw.3!* From this it seems probable that he equated Téuepa with Tépuepa
(in which he was surely right), and TepuiAn, misunderstood from Herodotus, with both.
Nothing whatever is known of Termile or of Telmera from any other source.?!5

2, Peleia.

We refer the reader to ATL I 533, to which we have nothing to add. We have the gravest
doubts as to the location at Pelen (properly Belen), which seems to us a wrong type of identifica-
tion by similarity of name.

3. Pliny’s Islands.

Pliny, NH V 128-140, gives a long list of islands off the coast of Asia. In 134, after Cos,
Caryanda, and Pidossus near Halicarnassus, he continues: in Ceramico autem sinu Priaponnesos,
Hipponesos, Pserima, Lampsa, Aemyndus, Passala, Crusa, Pyrrhaeciusa, Sepiusa, Melano, paulumque
a continente distans quae vocata est Cinaedopolis. He then passes to Ionia. In ATL I 519 this
passage is said to be ‘ either corrupt or garbled ’. It is certainly garbled to the extent that in
Ceramico sinu is not strictly accurate: there are not nearly eleven islands in the Ceramic Gulf;
moreover, the one or two known names in this list are located outside that gulf, whereas the
known islands in the gulf (Arconnesos, Cedreae) do not appear in the list here. Off the west
end of the Myndus peninsula, however, there is a crowd of small islands, and we presume that
Pliny’s list relates, at least in the main, to these. Pserima, the modern Pserimos (above, p. 128),
is in fact the largest of them; we take this identification to be certain.

One other name is approximately located, but it fits very badly into the list. Passala is
known from Stephanus s.v. as Muhooéwv érmrivetov, which places it at or near the head of the
Iasian Gulf;?'% and from a corrupt entry in the Stadiasmus 291 : olkeitan karévavtt TTdoooAa
™Y T obepeoTov dmoPfiven eis MUAacoav orod. k. Miller GGM I 501 reads xefta

313 FHS XVI 208; accepted by Kiepert.

314 Her. 1. 173, where Termilae is recorded as the old name of the Lycians, without reference to Termera. Stephanus
knows Tpepian as a name for Lycia.

315 Except that Telmera is a variant reading for Termera in Pliny, NH V 107. If a name must be found for Dirmil,
Pliny’s Nariandos is available, but there is no positive evidence for an identification. Nariandos seems to be otherwise
unknown; for the Napuavsels in the neighbourhood of Stratoniceia see Robert, Et. Anat. 56g.

318 The modern port is Kiilliik.
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karévavTt (ldoov) TThoooAa Ty évlev éotiv &mopfivan kTA317 ATL 1 506, s.v. ¢ Kpouofis’
proposes to read vfigos for rny1) on the strength of Pliny’s notice, supposing the island of Passala
to be now absorbed into the mainland. Itseems, however, improbable that Mylasa would have
its seaport on an island, and we therefore doubt very much whether the port of Mylasa can
really come in question in this list; we note that Stephanus records TT&roos, vijoos Trapaxeiuévn
17} Kapiq, and suspect that this may be the true name of Pliny’s Passala.3'® It lay presumably
with the rest near the west end of the peninsula.

Of the other names only Crusa is known at all; it is restored with great probability in the
tribute assessment of 425 B.c. (ATL I 447, 506). The syntely in which it occurs is discussed
below (pp. 163 f.) ; we suppose it, like the others in Pliny’s list, to have lain close to the Myndus
peninsula. Its occurrence in the tribute lists suggests it was one of the larger of these islands,
such as Konel Ada or Catallaradasi, both of which have ancient remains (above pp. 128, 158 f.)
and are no doubt included somewhere in Pliny’s list. We note the name Kruso given to two
islets near the south end of Catallaradasi in the Mediterranean Pilot and on Admiralty Chart
1604 ; if this name represents a genuine tradition, we may suppose that it applied in antiquity
to Catallar and its small neighbours, surviving for the latter after the larger island acquired its -
descriptive Turkish name.

One further proposal has been made. Kiepert suggested that Lampsa, Aemyndus was a
corruption of Lampsimandus, a name which occurs in a variety of forms (though not in this
particular one) in the Athenian tribute lists. We have nothing to add to what is said in ATL I

5 I 3‘319
4. The Headlands.

The principal evidence is in Strabo XIV 657: &fis (sc. after Halicarnassus) 8 &oTiv &xpa
Tepuéprov Muvdicoy, kab’ fjv dvTikertat TAs Kodas dxpa ZxavBapia Sityovoa Tijs feipov oTadious
TeTTopdKovTa €oTi 8¢ kad yYwplov Tépuepov Umép Tiis &xpas: and 658: &v 8¢ 7§ mapohia THs
Ameipou kard THy Muwdiav "AcTurdAaid éoTiv &kpa kad Zepupiov: elt” eU8Us ) MUvBos. In the
same neighbourhood Ptolemy records a C. Scopias.

The identification of these headlands is in practice more difficult than might be expected;
Kiepert’s arrangement is criticised by Ruge in RE s5.0. * Termerion ’, but neither it nor Ruge’s
own seems to us satisfactory. Kiepert’s arrangement is as follows: Termerium = Aspat

317 The figure K’ is also wrong; as pointed out in GGM loc. cit. and in ATL I 506 n. 1, the correct figure 8o is recorded
by Pausanias VIII 10, 4.

This passage of the Stadiasmus is full of difficulty. The MS. has (according to Miiller’s notes): 288, &md BopBuricov
els ’loaodv oTédior ok’ (? measured by following the ancient coast all round the  Little Sea ’; the direct crossing is barely
5o stades): 289, &md ’lacol &m dxpwthpiov TlocelSiov otébior px’ (really about 220): 290, &md ’lacol es Ty *Axpitav
orédiot ou’: 291, olkeital korévavn Tl&oocda Tnyf ktA.  As a connected passage this will not hang together. If Acrita is
Agathemerus’ Arcitis, the modern Arki east of Patmos, the figure 240 stades from lasus is little more than half the true
distance; Miiller accordingly reads ToceSiou for ’lacod in 290, but believes that this section is a later addition., We
strongly suspect the same of 291, for the following reasons. (1) If Passala the port of Mylasa was mentioned in the original
text, it should have come between Bargylia and Iasus. (2) Notes of this kind are unusual in this part of the Stadiasmus,
which consists in general of a mere list of places and distances. (3) If we suppose a reader’s marginal note, illegible hand-
writing will explain the corruption. (4) Such a note will also account for the abbreviation ota®. ; elsewhere in this passage
otédior is written in full. If 290 and 291 are omitted, the catalogue proceeds in straightforward fashion, Bargylia—Iasus—
C. Poseidion—Panormus—Miletus. But even if added later, the note is not for that reason devoid of all value; it is a
confirmation of Stephanus’ note on Passala. In this case the corruption must apparently extend to mny7, which can hardly
be right; if a correction must be found, we are tempted to suggest (xad vaudmayia. Other explanations of the passage are
possible, but hardly attractive. E.g. Passala might be identified with Pliny’s island and placed in the neighbourhood of
Acrita; the rest of 291 is then a confusion with Stephanus’ Passala, the port of Mylasa. But the drawbacks to this are
obvious.

318 Tt is identified by Meineke, ad loc., most unconvincingly, with Patara in Lycia.

319 demyndus is very likely to be corrupt; it has a peculiarly unconvincing look. We cannot, however, approve the
suggestion there made to suppose a lacuna and read, e.g. Lamps{imandus; inde sinus lasicus et in continentde Myndus; it is
surely unlikely that Pliny would interrupt his catalogue of islands to name a city on the mainland which he has already
recorded in its proper place, unless for some special purpose. We see no such purpose here.

M
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(Cafitkalesi) ; Astypalaea = Kocaburun (Petra); Scopias = Sagiralaca Burun (Arkialla);
Zephyrium = the headland immediately south of Myndus. '

Strabo’s location of Termerium is precise, but corresponds indifferently to the geographical
facts. Scandaria is unquestionably Kumburnu, the northernmost point of Cos; opposite this
on the mainland, across the Cos Channel, is the fine outstanding headland of Kocaburun. = This
should naturally be Termerium; but the Cos Channel is in fact only three miles wide instead
of five. Aspat is just about the required distance from Kumburnu and is nearer to the site of
Termera at Asarhik, but is much less prominent and is not properly described as opposnc
Scandaria *.32° We think the descrlptlon of position in Strabo more significant than the esti-
mate of distance, and agree with Ruge in identifying Termerium with Kocaburun. Alterna-
tively, and perhaps better, &xpa Tepuépiov may be the whole of the south-west tip of the
peninsula, from Fenerburnu (Hussein Pt.) to Kocaburun.?*

Ruge thereupon identifies Astypalaeca with Sagiralaca (Arkialla); but this is hardly
satisfactory. Between Strabo’s mention of Termerium and that of Astypalaea and Zephyrium
there intervenes a page concerning Cos; it seems to us therefore unnatural to locate Asty-
palaea at a point so very near Termerium and so far from Zephyrium, which is evidently close
to Myndus. We note that Zephyrium is not called a headland by Strabo—indeed, his language
suggests rather that it was not; we should therefore be disposed to identify Astypalaea with the
prominent headland just south of Myndus, and to suppose that Zephyrium is some feature on
or close to this headland.322

Scopias appears to us unidentifiable. Its position in relation to Halicarnassus and Myndus,
as given by Ptolemy, is shown on the sketch-map in ATL I 559; it is obviously useless for a
precise identification, but suggests the south-west corner of the peninsula.3?3

For the litus Leuca mentioned by Mela I 85 between Halicarnassus and Myndus, we have
no certain identification to offer; but we note that the name Akyerler (* White Places ’) is given
locally to the spot on the beach at the SW point of the Termerian promontory where we noted
building traces and a bucranium altar (p. 129), and the beach just east of Fenerburnu shows
as a white streak from the sea.

D. THE ¢ CARIAN SYNTELY ’ OF 425 B.C.

In the assessment list for the year 425 B.c. appears an entry which is restored as follows in
ATL 1.32* The amount of the tribute is missing.

111 [Sueryyehis) [K]poot[s]
[ Au]u[vavdis] *Opovi[gTa
[K&]p[es hdv] TavTeay [o]dum[as hol
[TTpv[es &pxei] ‘119 popos étdyBe

115 [T]&pap[trros]

This highly skilful restoration is the fruit of long study, and (with the exception of the
first two lines) we accept it as substantially correct. The attempt made in ATL to plot the

320 Tt is observed in ATL I 522 that no cape west of Petra can be described as opposite Kumburnu; we do not under-
stand this, and suspect that ‘ east of Petra’ was intended.

321 Fenerburnu is regarded in the Mediterranean Pilot as the north-west entrance-point to the Cos Channel, Kocaburun
as the north.eastern entrance point.

322 Kiepert interpreted the name Astypalaea as ‘ Erniedrigung’ (from the Phoenician), with reference to the low
isthmus between the lofty cape and the high ground on the mainland; this description would apply equally to the cape
south of Myndus but not (as Ruge supposed) to Sagiralaca, which is flat and featureless.

328 The relative positions are then more or less correct, but the compass-points are turned through an angle of about

00

32¢ P, 447, with pl. XXIII; ¢f. Meritt, Epigraphica Attica 119 fI.
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syntely on the map is, however, in our opinion, much less successful. Taramptos, equated with
Tarandos (Salihadasi), is made the starting-point, and the syntely is taken to be ¢ either a
group centred on the Iasian Gulf and including Mylasa, or one bestriding the peninsula between
the Iasian and Keramic Gulfs.’325 The following locations are finally adopted more or less
tentatively: Syangela at Etrim; Amynanda at Alizeytin (?); Tymnes in the interior at Ulag
(Casossus) between Mylasa and Hydissus (?); Taramptos at Salihadast; Crusa at the head of
the Iasian Gulf (?); Uranium at Siralik, which for greater convenience is made an inland
site.326  This group straggles over a good deal of country. If the first two names were omitted,
it would be a good deal more compact, and the evidence for these is in fact as slight as it could
be; 327 we should prefer to discard them. But even the resulting group is far from satisfactory.
Tymnes is not well placed so far inland, considering that he and his Carians first appear in the
lists at the time when the other inland tributaries (e.g. Killara, Hydissus) are dropping out.
Moreover, some at least of the proposed locations are certainly wrong. Uranium cannot
have been at Siralik, where nothing is found earlier than Hellenistic; nor (we think) can the
island of Crusa have been anywhere near the head of the Iasian Gulf.328

We should prefer to start from Uranium, the only absolutely certain name on this part of
the stone. This was one of the eight Lelegian cities, and was accordingly on or near the
Myndus peninsula.??® Crusa in 1. 116 is also nearly certain, and this, too, we suppose to have
lain off the coast of the same peninsula.??® This, then, is the region in which we should look
for the syntely. The restoration of 1. 113-15 has been much discussed, but assuming [K&]p[es
v T)upv[ns &pxer] to be right, we note that the name of Tymnes is associated, two generations
earlier, with Termera; our views have been explained above.3¥ Taramptos we feel to be very
uncertain. The restoration is hardly assured, though we have no alternative to offer; the
possibility of an unknown name cannot be disregarded, especially in Ag, where so many small
places are assessed for the first time.?32 Nor are we convinced of the equation Taramptos =
Tarandos.?¥® Taramptos may in fact have been anywhere not far from Halicarnassus.??¢

We take it, then, that this Carian syntely covered most of the Myndus peninsula other than
those places individually assessed, together with one or more of the adjacent islands. Two of
the names (Crusa and Taramptos) appear for the first time; one (Uranium) reappears after a
long period of non-payment. For the missing names at the beginning (ll. 111-12, and possibly
more), we look naturally in the same region. The cities separately assessed in 425 are Halicar-
nassus, Pedasa, Termera, Myndus, and of the islands Caryanda and Lepsimandus; these are
therefore excluded. At the head of the syntely, instead of Syangela, we should not hesitate to
place Madnasa, which can hardly have been omitted ; but for the other name or names we are
reduced to the barest conjecture.335 |

325 Op. ¢it. 553, with map on p. 554. 326 ATL III 211 n. 77.

327 Of the upstlon in 1. 112 nothing is now to be seen on the stone.

328 See above, p. 161. There are in fact no islands at the head of the gulf; Crusa is supposed in ATL to have been,
like Passala, absorbed since anthulty by the alluvial advance of the coast-line. - If Taramptos is Salihadas, the largest island
in the Iasian Gulf, and if Pliny’s list extends to the head of this gulf, it is curious that Taramptos is not named i m it.

820 Whether or not our suggested location at Burgaz be correct; see above, p 380 Above, p. 161.

331 See p. 147. Robert’s ingenious suggestion for 1l. 114-5, [K]uuv[waqs -rr]apcx M[uv80v] (Rev. Phil. LXir (1936),
282}, would also suit our location of the syntely; but it is declared epigraphically impossible, on the grounds that 1. 115
cannot have contained more than nine letters: part of the tenth letter, if it existed, should be visible on the stone. The
earlier suggestion [Z}unr{pa] (see ATL I 553), i.e. Symbra in western. Lycxa {see most recently FHS LXXIII (1953), 26),
is naturally no longer maintaine:

332 The first preserved letter in 1. 11 5 might be gamma or delta equally with alpha. 333 See above, p. 159.

33¢ For the single inscription in which Taramptos is named, see above, p. 159. There is no indication as to what sort
of a place it was.

335 Nariandos is available, or another of Pliny’s islands; Side may have been assessed for the first time. Inl. 112 it
seems that the bottom extremity of an upright stroke was formerly visible in the third place; [TT&]t[cos], or perhaps
[Ne)o[1awbfis], would meet the requirements. But such speculations are hardly profitable.
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THE HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA 165

E. East oF HALICARNASSUS.

1. Amynanda.

This city appears in the tribute lists with Syangela, Syangela being apparently the senior
partner (above, p. 114). After this it totally disappears. With Syangela at Alazeytin, Amy-
nanda may perhaps have been on the coast, either at Kargicik or at Alakilise (p. 134).

2. Bargasa.

For the two cities of this name see ATL I 531. We agree that the Pargasa of the tribute
lists is to be identified with the Bargasa mentioned by Strabo XIV 656, together with Ceramus,
as TToMyvia Umép BoAdrTns. For the precise location Strabo tells us only that these places are
between Cnidus and Halicarnassus; but Ceramus is fixed beyond doubt at Oren, so that
Bargasa should be somewhere west of this. The site at Gokbel has been proposed,?3¢ in spite of
some doubt whether the extant ruins are of sufficient consequence to represent a city; since it
now appearsfrom the new inscription no. 67 that there was in fact a Greek city on the hilltop just
south of the village of Gokbel, the identification gains greatly in probability. Conforming
excellently as it does to such evidence as is available, it should, we think, now be accepted.

F1c. 14 shows the identifications that we propose.

TOMB TYPES

All the ancient tombs known to us on the peninsula have been referred to in the preceding
sections. The majority of them fall into a few distinct classes,?37 whose distribution and dating
form the subject of this short section; but some of the most remarkable of the complex con-
structions evade this classification and are not considered here. Despite the example of the
Mausoleum at Halicarnassus, above-ground architectural tombs of Hellenistic and Roman
date are rarer on this peninsula than in other parts of Western Caria, whereas underground
tombs cut in the rock (below, p. 167) are very common where softer rocks come to the surface.
We have not attempted a serious study of the problems of the construction, development, and
external connections of the Lelegian tombs; such a study must go hand in hand with that of the
domestic architecture of the Lelegians and would require the clearing of fallen masonry and a
far closer investigation of the existing remains than we could undertake.33®

Chamber Tumuls.

These consist of a built rectangular chamber with a Lelegian vault and a dromos, covered
by a mound of loosely piled stones which is retained round the edge by a low wall curvilinear in
plan. They are normally found in the vicinity of Lelegian sites.33 The earliest dated tombs

33¢ On Kiepert’s map; approved in ATL loc. cit. Robert, Coll. Froehn. 84, n. 2 says the site is ¢ entiérement incertain ’,
though he seems to consider Gokbel a possibility.,

337 (f. Paton and Myres’ classification of the tombs, 7HS XVI 242 ff.

338 F. P. Johnson has justly drawn attention to the startling resemblance (which cannot be explained solely by similar
physical and geological conditions) between the Lelegian architecture here and the Dryopian constructions at Styra and on
Mt. Okha in Southern Euboea (474 1925, 398 ff.); the Hellenistic date that he there suggests for the houses at Alazeytin
hardly seems tenable, however. In addition to similar wall construction, roofing, and doors the Styra dragon house also
hasloophole windows near the lower corners of the two long rooms (¢f. the farmhouse near Bodrum, pp. 132f£.). There can be
no doubt that these monuments on the Halicarnassus peninsula were among the ruins attributed by Strabo to the Leleges
(VII g21, XIII 611); but Strabo’s assertion that the Lelegian monuments were encountered all over Caria, and house
ruins at least in the Milesia as well, does not entirely accord with the distinctive character of the architectural remains on the
Halicarnassus peninsula. Gf. Paton and Myres, 7HS XVI 268 f.

8% Asarlik (p. 118), Gokgeler (p. 125), Burgaz (p. 120), and perhaps on the Kaplan Dag. We cannot say whether the
built chambers at Giirice (p. 121) and by the farmhouse SE of Bodrum (pp. 133 f.) were covered by mounds; those at Etrim
(p. 114) seem not to have been.
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166 G. E. BEAN AND J. M. COOK

of this class, at Asarlik, yielded pottery going back to Protogeometric.34® We have shown reason
for dating chamber tumuli at Gokgeler in Late Geometric or early archaic times (p. 125), and
Paton and Myres have remarked a development at Asarhk which seems to lead towards the
regular masonry and capping of the classical tomb at Burgaz.?4* The Burgaz tomb (p. 120)
is probably to be dated around the fifth century,34? and this date may be regarded as a rough
terminus for the Lelegian chamber tumuli.

Tomb Enclosures.

Walled enclosures containing cist- and bun-graves have been discovered by Paton at
Asarlik,?43 one with graves containing a submycenaean stirrup vase and sherds with concentric

circles; a similar enclosure discovered by Paton at Mandrais near Geris (p. 130) yielded a
fragment of relief pithos of ¢. 600 B.c.344

¢ Compound Tumuli’.

The circular constructions of this rare group can be divided into two classes. In the first
(¢f. F16. 12) two more or less circular eccentric wall rings have been laid out on such a plan
that they converge in one part in a single wall of diminishing thickness, while on the other side,
where they diverge, the intervening space is divided by short radial walls into wedge-shaped
compartments of irregular plan which communicated by low doors with the central area. The
outermost face of the ring stands vertical, but all enclosed wall faces have an inward inclination
or curve to facilitate the vaulting of the chambers and passages; the face of the inner ring
fronting on the central area also seems to be inclined inwards in the same way, and Myres
therefore proposed a restoration with a dome in Lelegian vaulting over the whole circle. The
second class has a simple ring wall of a uniform thickness of about two metres, with chambers
attached to it or interrupting it; here also the inner face of the ring is inclined inwards. The
only examiples of this second class known to us are in the newly discovered cemetery at Alazeytin
(pp- 125 ff., nos. 1 and 4, with the bastard form no. 2). Eccentric compound tumuli, on the
other hand, have been noticed at Geris, above the Karadag site, and on the Kaplan Dag
(pp. 120, 123, 131), at Gokgeler,?45 at Alazeytin (pp. 125 ff., nos. § and 6), and above Halicar-
nassus (FIG. 12, p. 132); and Maiuri attributed to this class a construction photographed by the
Italian cruise in 1921 and located by him below Alazeytin (p. 127). There is no clear evidence
that compound tumuli of this sort are found east of Alézeytin and the Kaplan Dag—the tumuli
seen by Paton at Cindya, Ceramus, and immediately above Miletus cannot be classified, and
Guidi seems to be mistaken in locating at Iasus the construction which appears in the Italians’
photograph ; 346 we need therefore not hesitate to regard these compound tumuli as a speciality
of Lelegian architectural design. Myres’ assumption that the whole circle was roofed over
relies on the inward inclination of the inner face of the ring and the evidence of a first-storey
corridor in the big tumulus (¢) at Gokgeler. Paton, however, disagreed, pointing out that the

340 (f. Deshorough, Protogeometric Pottery 218 ff. Bittel, Kleinasiatische Studien 70 f., stresses the relationship with Mycen-
aean tholos tombs.

381 FHS XVI 246 f.

342 FHSVIII 81; Paton found fragments of marble and an Attic sherd, perhaps RF, inside the tomb. Cf. also the tomb
at Etrim (pLATE 16 (¢)) now dated about the late fifth century (p. 113). : :

348 FHS VIII 73 f. Cf. FHS XVI 243 ff. 344 7HS VIII 78 fig. 26. 345 FHS VIII 248 ff. (a)—(e).

346 Ann. IV-V 354, fig. 9, identified by Guidi as a tomb of Lelego—Carian type in the necropolis on the seashore at
Iasus, and ibid. 439, fig. 47 by Maiuri as a compound tumulus at the back (?) of the valley of the bay of * Géren-kuiu * below
Alazeytin., Despite the superficial differences, we find it impossible to believe that the two illustrations have not come from
one negative. The photograph shows what appears to be the thick part of the ring of a compound tumulus; and in Guidi’s
print (where the background is printed stronger) it is evidently situated on a hill slope high above a valley. Guidi’s de-
scription bears no relation to the construction illustrated, and he is clearly mistaken in his identification of the photograph;
Maiuri’s location could fit the surroundings, and the position near Alazeytin may therefore be accepted.
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amount of debris found inside these circles is not sufficient to tally with a collapsed dome, and
that the cognate circle (f) at Gokgeler, which is more than fifty metres in diameter, cannot
possibly have been roofed.?4? The new evidence seems rather to reinforce Paton’s objections;
the normal internal diameter of the rings (12—16 m.) seems now to be considerably greater than
Myres was reckoning, while the loose stones now lying inside the central areas do not appear
to have had the shaping that would be required for a dome of this size; and the plan of the new
tomb no. 4 at Alazeytin (Fic. 11) seems incompatible with the roofing of the whole circle.

For the dating of the compound tumuli there is next to no evidence. Their masonry
resembles that of the dwellings preserved on the Lelegian town sites, and they are in the
majority of cases situated near Lelegian towns; so they are almost certainly to be regarded as
pre-Mausolan. They seem to stand apart from the cemeteries with early chamber tombs, and
do not (like some of the tombs of other types) seem to be attached to ancient farmhouses. They
are universally interpreted as tomb monuments. But apart from the trench, roofed with stone
slabs, seen by Paton and Myres inside the Karadag tumulus (5), we know of no installations or
finds in the compounds which might serve to elucidate their purpose, and have been tempted to
wonder whether they may not rather be the shielings of Lelegian shepherds and goatherds;
the stout ring wall would give security against thieves, the inward inclination of the inner face
would allow no foothold for goats to jump up, and the vaulted chambers would provide pens and
shelter in bad weather.

Rock-cut Tombs.

Rock-cut tombs of late date are abundant at Halicarnassus and around the bays and
valleys leading to the coasts. The dominant forms are the simple gallery or tunnel, which
frequently occurs in series of three or four in a row,**8 and the rock chamber in which small
cubicles (both single and double) were cut as required at the sides and back.34® These groups
and multiple tombs are no doubt family sepulchres. Drum-shaped marble funerary altars,
generally adorned with bucrania and festoons, are very common in the SW of Caria and the
adjacent islands. Maiuri assumed that those at Halicarnassus owe their origin to imitation,
if not import, from Cos,?5° but their use seems to have been as widespread on the mainland as in
the islands.35! Elsewhere they have been found in association with built architectural tombs,
and sometimes in position on a shelf over the entrance.32 We noted a similar shelf on the front
of at least one rock-cut tomb, and are inclined on the Halicarnassus peninsula to associate these
altars with rock-cut tombs.

The class of tombs with sarcophagi cut in the rock within the chamber is rare here; we only
know of the examples we have discovered, one at Giirice (p. 121, FiG. 8, PLATE 17 (d)) and two
at Kuyucak (p. 129) and Belenigi (pp. 128 f.) in the vicinity of Asarlik. The arrangement of the
sarcophagi is precisely that of the terracotta grave cists in a chamber tomb (D) excavated by
Paton at Asarlik, which yielded a Geometric or early archaic potsherd; 23 and since the three
known tombs under discussion here can well be related to Lelegian towns it seems not unlikely
that they are earlier than the other rock-cut tombs and should be assigned to archaic or classical
times.

347 FHS XVI 251, n. 1.

Bas ICf. the Carian series, JHS XVI 260, fig. 40, which has a more elaborate fagade than any we have seen on the
peninsula, . i

3% (OF p. 131, n. 198; FHS XVI 262, figs. 43-4 (Farilya); 074 VI Beibl. 101 ff., figs. 24-31 (Halicarnassus).

350 Ann, IV-V 472.

351 Besides the inscribed altars and base mentioned above we have seen a considerable number of uninscribed altars.

382 Cf. Hamilton, Researches 11 43, Texier, Déscription I11 176, pl. 104 (Cnidus) ; Antiguities of Ionia V 23, pls. 445, Ross,
Reisen 111 73 (Lindus).

388 FHS VIII 72, figs. 14-15. Rock-cut tombs of this sort are not uncommon at Caunus and in Lycia.
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168 G. E. BEAN AND J. M. COOK

PATTERN OF OCCUPATION

The whole of Western Caria seems to be singularly poor in remains of prehistoric occupa-
tion. The great void that the east coast of the Aegean presents in the maps of Bronze Age
settlement in Asia Minor is, of course, primarily due to the lack of excavation, and there is
in fact evidence that the northern and central sectors of the coast were fairly densely inhabited.
But our reconnaissances of the Halicarnassian and Cnidian peninsulas have convinced us that
south of Miletus the prehistoric settlement was sparser than in the richer coastal lands to the
north. The only prehistoric site hitherto noted on the Halicarnassus Peninsula, apart from the
indication of settlement at the end of the submycenaean phase at Asarlik (p. 118), is that at
Bozdag (p. 118); and we can add nothing more than some uncertain evidence from Halicar-
nassus (p. 94) and Burgaz (p. 119) and a single chip of obsidian found at Gél (p. 122).

In early historical times there were flourishing settlements at Halicarnassus and on the
hilltop town sites which we have described, though only the cemeteries of Asarhik (p. 118) and
Gokgeler (p. 125) show positive evidence of occupation in the first centuries of the Iron Age.
Each of these Lelegian towns controlled a modest but sufficient area of arable territory on the
level ground below, and an abundance of pasture on the high ground. Their way of life must
have been very similar to that which obtains today; the high-lying villages such as Cirkan,
Geris, Farilya are now almost deserted in the hot weather, when the inhabitants—contrary to
the normal yayla system—move down to summer quarters in the plains.?® This pattern
endured until the time of Mausolus, who undid it almost at one stroke by abolishing the
autonomous Lelegian towns and building the new wéAeis ‘EAAnvides—Myndus, Theangela,
and the remodelled capital of Halicarnassus—in which the Lelegians were enrolled as citizens.

There are signs that the old hilltop sites did not all remain thereafter utterly deserted. At
Gokgeler there seems to have been a resettlement, and at Asarlik and Alazeytin at least we have
noted traces of later habitation. At a number of these sites—notably Burgaz, Gol, Giirice,
Alazeytin, and less strikingly at Bozdag—a remarkable feature is a tower on the extreme summit
constructed in regular ashlar, which contrasts sharply with the general style of the Lelegian
masonry and is strongly suggestive of a later addition to the original layout. An explanation
of these is perhaps afforded by the tradition (above, p. 148) that the citadel at Termera was
used by ‘the tyrants’ as a prison. This may well have a real historical basis: the forced
removal of the Lelegian population to Halicarnassus was no doubt as unpopular as such
measures usually are, and it is easy to imagine that Mausolus, or his successors, found it neces-
sary to establish police posts to prevent attempts to re-occupy the old towns, and to maintain the
peace generally,355

Village life must have continued in the Hellenistic period; but Hellenistic epitaphs are
rare in the countryside, and there is no doubt that the dominant role was assumed by the three
cities and that a large part of the population was concentrated inside them. With the settled
conditions of Roman rule security from attack became a less important consideration, and we
find a new pattern of country life in which the amoenitates camporum and the maritima played their
part; this pattern is attested by the debris of Roman habitation and the rock-cut tombs that
fringe the valley bottoms and the breezy bays of the northern coast, and it seems to have per-

354 To this general statement an exception must be made in the case of the site on Karadag, which possesses no arable
territory at all and has no modern counterpart; its occupants must have lived by pasture alone. The site at Gol, which we
equate with Madnasa, commands a certain area of good land by the shore and lake, but it is impossible to doubt that its
inhabitants, like their modern successors, were largely interested in the sea,

355 The little fort at Dirmil may also have served such a purpose.
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sisted in Byzantine times until unsettled conditions again drove the population to find shelter
in villages laid inland or on the mountain slopes.

DATE OF THE SYNOECISM

Pottery of the late fifth and early fourth centuries B.c. is relatively abundant on the
Lelegian town sites, and later pottery is almost negligible in quantity there. Among this
classical pottery we found a small number of fragments which must be dated in the second
rather than the first quarter of the fourth century.3%¢ On the new foundations at Myndus and
Theangela we found a number of sherds that are to be dated to the second quarter, and dis-
tinctly before the middle, of the century; 357 and at a distant tower of the Mausolan fortifica-
tions of Halicarnassus we picked up a sherd that can hardly come down far into the second
quarter of the century (p. 9o, PLATE 14 (@) 1). The final eviction of the Lelegians from their
old towns may, of course, have been protracted, and there is some evidence for thinking that
Termera may have been garrisoned by Mausolus after the synoecism (p. 168), so that a certain
overlap is possible between the earliest occupation on the new sites and the latest on the old.
But on the archaeological evidence a date ¢. 370-365 B.c. for the realisation of the synoecism
should not be far astray, and this would fit well with the known date of the synoecism on the
island of Cos (366/5 B.c.), which is hardly likely to have been unconnected with the activity of
Mausolus at Halicarnassus. The erection of the best part of twenty kilometres of fortifications
and many public buildings on the new sites must have involved Mausolus in heavy expenditure,
of which perhaps we hear the echoes in his fraudulent demands on the Mylasians and the
extortions practised on his subjects.?3® The opening of the greenstone quarries at Koyunbaba
north of Myndus (p. 130) is perhaps to be regarded as a direct reflection of the intensity of his
building programme. In what we should naturally expect to be the first works—his palace and
the fortifications at Halicarnassus—the green stone does not appear to have been used at all.
But the rock of Géktepe is too soft to be durable, and the hard limestone of the mountain-side is
laborious to work; and no doubt Mausolus found that a ready supply of satisfactory building
material could be more economically maintained by shipment from the quarries beyond Myn-
dus. So in his late work—the Mausoleum—and in the fortifications of Myndus the green stone

was extensively used.
G. E. Beax

J. M. Cooxk

Note by Mr. W. H. Plommer on the Ionic Capital (Above, p. 95, FIG. 15, PLATE 12 (a-b).

In the absence of an abacus, the upper surface apparently measures some 70 by 43 cm.
The height from the soffit to this upper surface is 28 cm., of which the volute member accounts
for 13 and the ovolo member (generally called the ¢ echinus ’ these days) for 15.

The capital was meant to be seen from the front alone. Not merely is the back too rough
to have had even painted volutes, but the carving on the echinus ceases abruptly the moment
this passes under the volute member. ' ,

The following features are all in various ways distinctive. The corners of the upper  shelf”’,
the substitute for an abacus, fall well outside the eyes of the volutes, while these in their turn

386 Especially at Asarlik (pp. 117f.) and Giirice (p. 121).
357 See pp. 110f. and 114.

358 Ps.-Arist. Oecon. 11 14~15; Polyaenus, Strat. VII 23, 1. The tetrapyrgon at Theangela (pp. 113 £, F1G. 4), ifa part of
the original design, is an outstanding example of Mausolus’ strategical foresight.

Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. Universite Mediterranee, on 13 Feb 2021 at 14:13:02, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/50068245400018591


https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245400018591
https://www.cambridge.org/core

G. E. BEAN AND J. M. COOK

Fic. 15.—Haricarnassus: Ionic CapiTaL.
(By Mr. R. V. Nicholls.)
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appear to have fallen just outside the edges of the shaft. The canalis is convex, and bordered by
aroll. The eyes are fairly large, and treated as rosettes, the one of twelve, the other of fifteen
(not sixteen!) petals. The pulvinus is well pinched in the centre (perhaps a little more so than
appears in Mr. Nicholls’ drawing, Fi16. 15, and with more  flaring ’ ends) and encircled there
by two adjacent rolls. There appear to have been no empty spaces, and there were perhaps
no palmettes (such as are shown on Fic. 15) between the echinus and the lower edge of the
canalis. ‘

The echinus was apparently a single carved ovolo, with no subsidiary moulding. Even so,
it was unusually lofty, and so hemmed in by the volutes that it had room on the front for only
three carved eggs, as opposed to the normal five found for instance on the Propylaea. Indeed,
its unencumbered front is considerably narrower than either of the volutes, in this resembling
many Attic examples of the earlier fifth entury (Puchstein, Das Ionische Kapitell, figs. 2—9).
But its treatment, as one big carved moulding closely pressed against the canalis, is not Athenian
but genuinely Asiatic. The closest parallel I know, carved with three eggs in the front and
higher than the volute member surmounting it, is the echinus from the fourth-century temple
of Ephesus (Wood, Ephesus 196: Robertson, fig. 63).

Lacking an abacus, our capital comes in a small group of examples, whose other members
all seem datable to the earlier fifth century (Dinsmoor 136-7). Of these the nearest to it both in
place and time is perhaps the capital from Samos, Mébius, 4M 1927, pl. XXVII top. But the
best known are from Locri, and are even closer to our capital in several respects, the convex
canalis, the roll border, the profile and extent of the pseudo-abacus, and the rosettes in the eyes.
Rosettes of similar size appear also on the capitals Puchstein, fig. 8, and Mébius, Beil. XIX 2.
Older rosettes, such as those on the capital Mébius, Beil. XIX 1 and, of course, the capitals of
sixth-century Ephesus, are proportionately far larger. But all seem to have had eight petals
only; and the number and asymmetry of the petals on our rosettes appear to be unique. The
pinched pulvinus points to a date some way down in the fifth century, and the treatment of the
encircling rolls (though their number and placing are unusual) recalls the pulvinus in the
Propylaea (c. 435 B.c.). On the other hand, the roll bordering the canalis, here and at Locri,
looks more archaic, and savours more of those capitals which Mébius (op. cit. 167 ff.) would
place in the decades after 500.

In its main lines, then, this is the sort of capital we might expect a Greek of Asia Minor to
have designed at any time between 500 and 450. But how can we explain the difference
between its eyes, or the roughness of the back? If, as is said, it had a smooth unbroken upper
surface, it cannot surely have been votive. If from a building, why should it have had a rough
back and yet have crowned a free-standing shaft? It could, perhaps, have been a trial block,
on which to test various effects before executing the final capitals—in this analogous, for all we
know, to the famous Corinthian capital at Epidaurus. Of actual buildings it could have
adorned, a stage building seems to me the most likely—the only place that I can imagine for
both free-standing columns and roughly finished rear faces on the capitals. At the same time
the scale seems too big for the low colonnades of the earliest proscenia we know. For a capital
28 cm. (one foot?) high implies a shaft of some fifteen feet.

W. H. P.

% Bean and Miss A. Akarca spent a week at Etrim in September 1955. This visit made possible 2 more complete
examination of the site of Theangela; and we hope to give a plan of the site in our concluding article on the West Carian
coast.
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B.S.A. L. PraTE 11.

VIEW OF HARBOUR FROM THEATRE.
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VIEW OF HARBOUR FROM GIRCUIT WALL ON EAST.
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B.S.A. L. PLATE 12.

InscripTiON NoO. 4.

(e)

MARBLES IN HALICARNASSUS:
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B.S.A. L. PraTE 13.

OBJECTS FROM HALICARNASSUS AND PENINSULA.
() At BevePiNaR, (b, d) N Havricarnassus, (¢, &) SuERDs FrROM Various Srres, (f) AT Mazi
(Inscrirrion No. 65).
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B.S.A. L. PraTE 14.

SuERDs FROM HALICARNASSUS AND SITES ON THE PENINSULA.

@
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PrLATE 15.

B.S.A. L.
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PraTE 16

B.S.A. L.
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B.S.A. L. PraTE 17.

HALICARNASSUS PENINSULA.
(a-b) Quarries AT Kovuneasa, (¢c) GOL, (d) TomB AT GURICE, (¢) ASARLIK.
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