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The stone itself does not afford a solution to the
problem, which T shall discuss at greater length in a
context relating to the Athenian calendar.

W. Kenbrick PRITCHETT
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY

A FOUNDATION IN THE INNER HARBOR
AT LECHAEUM

PLATE 96

Within the now marshy inner harbor at Lechaeum,
the western port of Ancient Corinth (pl. 96, fig. 1),
lies the foundation of a large Roman monument which
once had a square or rectangular base of large lime-
stone blocks, and deserves more attention than it has
hitherto received. I have therefore made a plan (pl.
96, fig. 2) recording the remains which, already in
ruins, may be further destroyed with time. Photo-
graphs (pl. 96, figs. 3-4) show two details of its ma-
sonry and its appearance from the east. Unfortunately,
bushes now obscure the dirt-filled inner core of the
monument, so this could not be studied.

It is clear from the plan that only two sides of the
monument, the north and east, are fairly well pre-
served, The western side is quite destroyed and the
southern is missing. On the east side four blocks
(average L. 2.08 m., W. 0.75-0.80 m.) are in situ.
One can tell by a misalignment of clamp cuttings
that Blocks D and E have shifted slightly to the east.
Blocks A and B, now tumbled sideways into the
lagoon, may well belong to the monument’s north-
eastern corner, but there are no cuttings for clamps
on the upper surfaces, as there are on other blocks of
the series. Unfortunately, the clamp cuttings now ex-
posed are so worn by the weather that the type of
clamp used remains uncertain, although the possi-
bility exists that the clamps were wooden and of the
dovetailed variety. To the south, tumbled block F most
probably belongs to the same wall line since it has
clamp cuttings on its southern, once upper surface.
By restoring block F one may infer a minimum re-
stored length of the east (and thus probably west)
sides as ca. 6.75 m.

Along the north side, as on the east, only four blocks
(L. 1.87-2.20 m., W. 0.55-0.80 m.) are in situ. All four
were once joined together along their long sides by
two large clamps. Block C has shifted slightly to the
south. In the block next to it, to the west, there is a
cutting 0.17 m. square, 0.18 m. deep, which may well
postdate the original construction. Of the western
side only two blocks, nearly level with the north and
east sides, remain in place. Curiously these scem not

L A. Georgiades, Les Ports de la Gréce dans L'Antiquité
(Athens 190%) 1.

2J. Paris, “Contributions a L'Etude des Ports Antiques du
Monde Grec” BCH 39 (1915) q.

to have been joined together by clamps. Their west-
ern ends appear to be broken off through weathering
or by modern stone robbers searching for building
material. I have therefore restored their original
length as equal to the average length of the blocks
to the ecast, giving a maximum restored length of
850 m. for the north side, and hence probably for
the south side of which no signs are now visible.

To the observer looking from the east (pl. 96, fig.
4), it is clear that at least two courses of large blocks
were used, the height of the one course entirely ex-
posed being 0.87 m., while the other, partly exposed
course extended o.20 m. above water level in June
of 1968. At the end of the hot summer, however, the
water in the western basin evaporates, leaving only
sticky mudflats. In the spring, due to runoff rain-
water accumulated in the harbor basin, the water level
comes up as high as 0.30 m. below the top of the
upper course, as indicated by the thick coating of
lime incrustation covering the blocks to that height.
Another observation that can be made from the east
is that the gaps between the upper surfaces of the
blocks gradually disappear as they progress down-
ward. Such gaps have been interpreted elsewhere at
Lechacum as part of the original construction tech-
nique.* but at least in the case of the foundation
such gaps are certainly due to weathering.

The foundation has been interpreted in the past as
being set on a natural island,? which seems doubtful
since no bedrock is visible in the surrounding area.
Moreover, the partly visible second course suggests a
deeper foundation than previously expected. It is proba-
bly a reasonable assumption that the original founda-
tion on which the blocks were set was of rubble
dumped into the excavated harbor basin, perhaps in
a manner similar to the foundations set within the
rubble at the end of the north mole at Kenchreai,
the eastern harbor of Ancient Corinth.®

There are only two visible candidates for remains
of the superstructure. One is a large (L. 2.10 m., W.
1.01 m., min. th. 0.40 m.) limestone block, H on the
plan (pl. g6, fig. 2), lying in the water to the north-
west. The surface of the block, however, is so de-
stroyed that one cannot identify it as either an ortho-
state or stylobate block. There are no traces of clamps
on the surfaces exposed. The second is a column
broken at one end and split or eroded along its length,
of which the upper diameter (0.34 m.) is preserved,
the preserved length being 1.71 m., the greatest lower
diameter 0.38 m. I think that this column, of green
Carystian marble, probably belongs to the monument,
for there is no other structure nearby from which it
might have come. Only a perverse stone robber would
have dragged the heavy column out from the shore,
through the water and mud, to the monument, a dis-
tance of at least 20 m. When complete the column
would probably have been ca. 2.50 m. high.

3]. Shaw, “Shallow-water Excavation at Kenchreai,” 4]4 71
(1967) 225, pl. 61, fig. 1; R. Scranton and E. Ramage, “In-
vestigations at Kenchreai,” Hesperia 36 (1967) 169.
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The monument was probably erected in the second
century after Christ. The header construction used
in the lower foundation recalls a foundation in the
Southeast Building at Corinth,* dated to the second
century A.n. The size of the clamp cuttings (ca. 0.50
m. from end to end) suggests that wooden clamps
were used, and although the cuttings are now worn
into long, rectangular channels (pl. g6, fig. 34), in
at least one case (fig. 38) there is the suggestion that
they may have been cut for clamps of the swallow-
tailed type, such as those of the late first century after
Christ in the Odeion at Corinth.* The association,
moreover, of Carystian marble with the monument
seems to confirm a date in the early Roman Empire,
for the quarries at Carystus in southern Euboea were
probably not opened until the late second or early
third century a.p. This date conforms to that of quan-
tities of the pottery found scattered along the shores
of the inner harbor, where much of the construction
has probably been dated too early in the past.’®

Information about the monument gleaned from the
accounts of early travelers or scholars is quite meager,
probably because Ancient Corinth, some distance from
the sea, possessed greater interest for them than did
the “dreary sand dunes”” of Lechacum, but also be-
cause the trudge out from shore to inspect the monu-
ment was not a pleasant one, especially when Lechae-
um was a malarial swamp. The first mention, per-
haps, is that of Georgiades,” Sur les murs des quais, on
constate encore aujourd’hui les crochets d’amarre;
principalement autour de Iflot. . . .”® Although in the
text he does not comment further, in his plan of the
harbor he shows the monument as a hexagonal struc-
ture with two lines (the “crochets d’amarre” or moor-
ing stones?) projecting from each exterior angle (pl.
96, fig. 1, ). Curiously enough, on a somewhat ear-
lier plan made by Mazarakis (fig. 1, 4)? there is no
trace of such an impressive structure.

It is much to be regretted that neither Georgiades
nor any subsequent writer supplies further informa-
tion about such a hexagon. Paris, writing only eleven
years later, describes the monument as a “tour™ . , |
“bordé de quais.”** Paris could not find any mooring
stones in the harbor then (nor has the present author
now) “sauf peut-étre autour de I'flot. . . ."*? This
suggests to me, since Roman mooring stones are easily

4 Saul S. Weinberg, Corinth 1 (V). The Southeast Building,
The Twin Basilicas, The Mosaic House (Princeton 1960) 14,
pl. 9 (3).

5 Oscar Broneer, Corinth X, The Odeum (Cambridge 1932)
passim.

8 As in K, Lehmann-Hartleben, Die antiken Hafenanlagen
des Mittelmeeres (Leipzig 1923) Klio Beiheft 14, 149.

7]. Frazer, Pausanias’ Description of Greece with a Com-
mentary (London 1893) III, 16.

8 Georgiades (supra n. 1) 4.

9 Detail from Praktika (1906) pl. E.

10 Paris (supra n. 2) 11 n. 3.

1171bid. 9.

12 Jhid, 13.

18 See for instance those in the Severan harbor at Lepts
Magna in R. Bartoccini, I/ Porte Romano di Leptis Magna

identifiable because of their characteristic shapes,®
that Paris may not have visited the island himself
(although he did look from shore) and consequently
preferred to take Georgiades’ word on the matter.
Indeed, his drawing of the island, although rougher
and more rounded than Georgiades’ version (com-
pare fig. 1, 3 and ¢) is probably taken directly from
Georgiades’ plan.** The most recently published draw-
ing of the “island” (the monument) shows it as circu-
lar, and in the accompanying article it is also de-
scribed as surrounded by quays, of which there are no
remains visible today.!® Lehman-Hartleben, writing
somewhat earlier, calls it a “kleine, kreisrunde Insel.”*®
Fowler and Stillwell report in 1932 only a “small is-
land on which there is a foundation of squared
stones.”?

Such is our collection of modern evidence. Of spe-
cific ancient references there are none except perhaps
the general statement of Pausanias (2.2.3): &or 8¢
&y Aexaly piv Tlooaddvos lepoy xal dyedpa yxadkoy.
In this case Pausanias associates the sanctuary with
the statue, so they may well have been together. There
is probably room on the base, however, only for a
statue such as the lone statue of Poseidon reported by
Pausanias as being on the end of the mole at nearby
Kenchreai.’® To support the idea that a statue stood
on the island Georgiades says, “D’aprés une tradition
populaire il avait été érigé sur cet flot une statue
d’airain représentant Poseidon tenant en main le feu
du phare au port.”® One might argue, however, that
this tradition was a carry-over from the ancient de-
scription of the Colossos of Rhodes,® and that one
writing as late as Georgiades did could not expect a
local tradition of this type to be accurate. Surely a
bronze Poseidon would have been carried off or melted
down centuries before?

Our evidence, therefore, is that the monument at its
base was square or rectangular, with massive founda-
tions of clamped limestone blocks on the east and
north sides, and that it was built probably in the sec-
ond or third centuries after Christ. If one accepts
Georgiades’ evidence (visible only on his plan) the
upper structure was hexagonal. As far as the purpose
of the upper structure is concerned, it is doubtful that
it functioned as a conventional lighthouse, partly be-
cause many of the ancient lighthouses known®* were

(Rome 1958) passim,
14 Paris (supra n. 2) 6 n. 1.
15 Zschietzschmann in Pauly-Wissowa Suppl. V (1931) 542-

Ee‘Lehi’nann-Hartlcbm (supra n. 6) 149.

17H, Fowler and R. Stllwell, Corinth 1(1). Topography
(Cambridge 1932) 96.

18 Pausanias 2.2.3. For interpretation see Bolte, Pauly-Wis-
sowa art. Kenchreai p. 159 line s58.

19 Georgiades (supra n. 1) I.

20 See A. Gabriel, “La Construction, 'attitude, et I'emplace-
ment du Colosse de Rhodes,” BCH 56 (1932) 331-359.

21 Such as those at Leptis Magna; Portus (Rome, see O,
Testaguzza, “The Port of Rome,” Archaeology 17 [1964]
177); Dover (England); Pharos (Alexandria).
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