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GRELK COLONISATION IN SOUTHERN ITALY:
A METHODOLOGICAL ESSAY*

Emanucle Greeo

Any article intending 1o treat the vast movemnent which goes under
the name of Greek colonisation cannot belp but begin with @ series
of primarily terminelogical clarificadons concerning lomg-identilied
key notions. 1 reler principally w the term “colonisation” isclf, but
also to the term ‘colomy’, which derves lrom the Latin cofere, This
in iwrn relates to i phenomenon really very different [rom that which
the Greeks intended by the term qpoifia, lirerally “home away Irom
home™. The difference between these two meanings has natural con-
sequences when we are discussing the Greek phenomenon: fise of
all the need ww avoid superimposing maodem interpretations gained
from wholly different tpes of colomsation, be it Roman or more
recent, on the Greek phenomenon.

The orgins of the apeifza, moeffecr, e 0 polincal groupings: they
ofien consisted of mixed groups, which, as we shall see, did not sim-
ply continue 1o reproduce their metropoleis abroad save Tor certain
social and culiural aspects al the very beginning) with the aim of
exploiting new territories and opening new trade routes, The apoike
tended rather o onginate [rom crises o their polfiis of origin and
create new types of communities unrelated o those ol thewr home-
land, II' we also consider the tume at which these cvents ok place
(e st apedtzer date Dack as far as the muddle ol the Bith century
B.C., we cannot help bt notice that the colonisers move w0 the
West from a Greek meoopolican reality whoere the fofis was sull tak-
ing shape. Thus, rather than finding in the West a duplication of
the mother citv, we see a parallel evolunon of urban societes tik-
g place i both places.”

* lranslated by Pierpanto Finaldi.
Finley T976; Lepore TN CGabba 1991,
C Malkin 1884,
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Taking into account the fact that literary sources belong 1o some-
what later peniods, beginning with the [ragiments o Hecataens and
Antioehus of Syracuse (end ol the G third quarter of the 3ih cen-
tury, although the paet who composed Odvaser 60710 mves s the
clearest and most ancient deseription of a Greek colonial founda-
ton) 1t can nevertheless be sormised thar colenial ventures were
orgamsed by the pelis and within it aristocratie ramework. This
ensured the necessary means (ships and crews). including a leader
tor the expedition the s, himsell olien a member of the aris-
tocracy: he and his betavor formed the nuclens of the colonising loree
and would in trn become the aristocratic core ol the new social
structure which they would establish in [aly,

The role of the Delphic oracle, at least in these carliest expedi-
tions, 15 sull problemaie. Delphi was considered an obligatory stop
belore leaving to the West, in order o gain both the consent of the
oracle and the necessary informauon, although actuallv the sources
of informatoen tended 10 be provided by the ek, who went ofl
‘prospecung’ varous sites, returned home and then set our again
with his followers, Lilih-conturn sources (in pardeular Andochus)
record foundation oracles, for instance the cases of Croton and Taras
istrabo G010 120 G030 2 however, whether Delphn was regularly
consulted i the second half of the Bth century 15 s0ll an unresolved
question.

Another problem. perbaps the greatest, is the relatonship hetween
the Greeks and the indigenous populatons of the lalian peninsula,
who scem almost universally 1o have possessed their own clearly
defined territories and culture, which appear w have affected deeply
therr individual relatons with the Greeks (see B. d’Agosting’s chap-
ter below o the present volume, We must, therelore, evaluate cach
case separately, and absolutel avoid making generalizations. However,
one fact 15 cortain: with the exception of the failed awempts to found
colonies in western Sicily (first the expediton of Pentathlus of Cnidus,
ca. 330 B.CL, whose companions nevertheless proceeded o found a
colony on the island of Lipari; and Doricus of Sparta at the end of
the tith cenmury), all the others were successlul, although with some
dilliculties caused by native resistance o, the well-known cases of
Taras and Locri, but also the Antochean raditions. reported in

! R-;_:nl,:gl'lr'l-::-rll_ jang .
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Strabo 6. 1. 5, regarding the wars between the Metapontines and
the Oenotrians over the demarcation of their respective territories),

The impact between Greeks and natve Dalians s one of the fields
where archacology has seen the greatest progress o the second hall
af the 20th contury. Generally speaking, we must admit a remark-
able assimilation of indigenous clements (frst of all women o poimt
which has been the subject of manv important studies’® by the new
Greek communities. This explains the equally remarkable popula-
tion explosions which the seitlements witnessed in the first two o
three generatons. One can also suppose the use of natives as untfree
lihour. However, the most important elfects take place in the indige-
nowus communites themselves. The cultueal ransformauon of the
native peoples through various Torms of Hellenisaion plays a vital
réle in the history of Magna Graceda from che Sthowo the Srd cen-
turies B.C. More accurare study of the archaeology of the areas
around Svbaris may well indiweate a new phenomenon: indigenous
village communitics (such as Francavilla and Amendolara; which
secm o have been adimimstratvely aatonomous and 1o have pre-
served their own customs, especially burial rites, even within the chera
fafitike ol Svhars. These are, perhaps, the fefeboss which Strabo
describes (G, 1 13

The Origins of the Colonists and the Geagraphy of Colanisation

As already stated, the complex events which ook place around the
Fubocan scttlements of Pithekoussal and Cumee opened the Greek
colonial movement in the West (see also d’Agostine’s chaprer in the
present volurmne ). Hence the Enboeans, more precsely the Chileicians,
appear to have been the firse Greek people actve in this area, closely
followed [according 1o the radidon which will be discussed helow)
by the rather vague group known as the Achacans, Evidence [or the
wvalvement of Delpht durnng this carly period comes Trom s geo-
graphical location, among other sources. The Eubocans had 1o cross
the Gulf of Corintly 1o reach the West, while the Achacans hved on
the shores opposite Delphi.

Giraham %300 810 Gallo 1'% Van Compernolle 10835,
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Aller the Bay of Naples, Chalcidian colonial enterprises began on
the two shores of the Siratts af Messina (Rhegion and Zancle) and
the coasts of eastern Sicily (Naxos, Leontini and Catane). We see
at the same tme settlements whose geographical posiion ook par-
Grular advantage ol wade routes (Pithekoussai, the cides on the Strairs
of Messina which had an nsigmificant agricultural hinterland) and
thoze located in positions o exploit vast agricultural plains (Cumae
and the cities of the Aema valley in particular). T would like o men-
ton the queston abouat these two tvpes of settlement, as debated in
much ol the 20th-cenry literature. On the one hand there are
seholars who argue that the colomal ventures intended 10 bring irace
o new arcas (modernises); on the other, there arve those whe adhere
o a more old-fashioned agricultural view of the anclent cconomy.
The polansanon of the debate has made neither positon tenable:
both have produced anachronistic generalisadons, diflicult 1o delencd.
While apparently the principal motivation for colonial initiatives was
the search for new termones 1o exploil, archacological evidence bas
made it equally clear that wrade and cxchange cannot be ignored.
It must be taken ino account that such socio-cconomic distinetions
depend on the sophisticaoon of the societies practising them, and
that modern definitions should not be [oreed on ancient processes,”
Within the sphere of Chaleidian colonisation, muoch atention has
been given o the phenomenon of piracy as reported in anciem
sources | Thoaevdides G, 40 51 The Chaloidian foundagon of Zancle
15 @ case I poing, sinee i1 seems © open contacts with an arca which
would be heavily setted later. The original setdement, on the evi-
dence of Iragmoents of LG chevron skyphot from Messina, would
seem o be chronologically closer to the establishment of Pithekoussai
than Clumae, assuming that the waditonal chronology (in the process
ol revision) be accepted which places the island setlement earlier
than that on the mainland®

To date, archacology has Tound hivle 1o confirm the historical
record, but piracy, although a recognised form of amporton. cannot
have been the entre basis of the oy’s economy. Neither Clumae,

© The mam work o s arcs remains Mele 19790 See also the debate between
Brave 19 and Mele 196 and other contriburions published in G000 Debbelar
new series |

* Mlost recently, see T Auostine and Soterion PR 0 Agosiing 2000 Bacei TH9E;
SO,
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the city [rom which the Lestai left o found Zancle, nor Zancle itsell
depended entirely upon piracy. It is not by chance that Thucydides
6. 4 5 tells us that the plethes (colomsts) divided the land among
themselves, Piracy, after all, s simply another way o trade, which
depencs on the exploitaton of agricultural resources.

The tradition regarding Achacan colonisation ralses even more
problems, especially if recent (well-founded) revisions of the daa are
taken mto account.” Rigorous analysis of the wiinen and archacological
sources concerming Achaca have made C. Morgan and ). Hall scep-
teal about the Achaean origins of such famous pofers as Svbaris,
Croton and Caulonia (end of the 8th cemury), Metaponmum fend of
the 7th century) and Poscidonia (heginning ol the Gih century), Tt
would be casy o turn o ergementa ex ebsaetia, since Achaca s 4 reglon
litde explored archacologically (although the recent excavatons al
the sancluary of Artemis at Ano Mazaraki' have been a turning
point, revealing many fascinating discoveries): yver it must be noted
that no ethnic group in the West has a clearer identity than the
Achacans. The highly distincuve features of the Achacan polir and
chora structures are extremely specific, as is the sovereignty of Hera
ithe divinity 1o which the apeifer were most devoted, and a sign of
continuity from the Homere Achacans), both clements which o the
West cannot be interpreted as mere coincidences, It would be equally
wrong to sav that the Achacans in the West constructed their specilic
wlentity as a reacton against that of their tradidonal encrmies. the
Dorians of Taras. It will be necessary o return to this question,”
but in the meantime 1t is important w underline the wap into which
some “archacological” ohservers Tall: constructing & theoretical Achaean
block which ignores the inevitable shades of grey that exist within
such a unit."

Two other Greek setdements are of primary importance: Taras
(Fig. 11 and Locrl, both citdes whose origin and foundation were
studied by 5. Pembroke.' Paricular importance was paicl 1o the rile
of women in both foundation myths, giving signilicant consideranon
tor the social function of women in Archaic socicty in general (with
all its conscquences Tor the history of Locrt i particular),

C Mloregan and Fall [,
o Perraponles 1Y with full hibliography!,
Greca 1989 Adele 190970 Lo
" Gianginlin 1967, 422 4
T Pembiroke 1970,
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Fig. L. Plan of Tarss (centre: agars west acspalicn (adier Lippalis THESY),

Dspite the face thar a great amount of evidence has been lost
owing o the rapid growh of the moedemn bty and the destruction
of much of the cin’s cultural heritage, the grave goods of the old-
est necropolis of Taras [ Prowcorinthian arvballol of the transitional
type between spherical and ovoid |Fig. 2] actoally confirm the tra-
ditional chronology of this Laconian seidement (end of the 8th cen-
tury (Figo 31 The foundation ook place after a batde against the
barbarous Tapveians, torctold by the Delphic Oracle. According w
the previously cited fragment of Anuochus, the foundaton of Locn
should be dated just after that of Taras ("a litde while alter . .. Croton
and Svracuse’—Swabo 6, 1. 71 According o Swabo, the Locrian
colonists lirst stopped at Cape Zephyvrion (modern Bruzzano) [or
three or foue vears, then moved on to the delinitive locatton of the
setderment ina place previously oceupied by native Sicels.™

[ the area between Svbaris and Metaponiom, oadidon scts another
famous scrtlement, Tenian Siris. called Polieion by its Colophonian
colonists (Swrabo 6. 10 14)0 In the last 30 vears intensive excivation
has yielded vast amounts of matenal from which to reconstruct not
onby the dvnamics of the Greek settlement bue also the complexites
of its relatonship with indigenous cultures.

Mlian 1976,
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Fig. 2. Taras. Prowcorintbnan arvballos from the necropaolis.
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Fig, 5 T'aras. Laronian Clp from the nfrl'npr:l[s.

The main site was the Incoronata, situated on the right bank ol
the River Basento near Metapontum. It great importance has been
proved by P Orlandini’s excavations and publicatnons.”

From the very lirst seasons of excavatdon the huge volume of
imported Greek and colonial pottery (the latter made in Western
ergasterie) massed in the small e (3m®) was siriking, These were
destroved by fire around 630 B.C., e al the gme of the founda-
tion of Metapenmm. Research by A, Di Siena (of the Soprintendenza
clella Basilicata)" has found evidence of an Sth-century village which
predates the arrival of the Greeks, This is confirmed by the burial
evidenee from the 8th-century phase ol the nearby necropolis on the
hill.

The beginning of the 7th cemtury saw one ol the first great events
in the arca; the foundation of Sirs-Policion, on the platean beoween
the Akiris and Sirs rivers on the hill of Incoronata, In place of oval
huts there are square oitoi with stone foundations and Greek mate-
rial of the highest quality, of vaned provenance and [unction, According
to the publisher, the lonian Greeks who colonised Sirs-Polieion
destroved the village on the hill and planted an smporzon o 1ts stead.

"The excavations at Ulneoronata are being published inoa serics edieed by
P Ovlandini, Biewhe aecheafogiche all Ticorasate ff Medapenta (Milany; volumes 119410,
DI 1005 and L CT9OT) lave already Leen pubslished. For a critical view,
ser Prlost TS

U AIost recencdy, see summarny by Blanco 1995
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Not all are in agreement with this interpretation of cvents, Some
argue that the dating of indigenous material is oo high, and a nearby
local necropolis of the 7th century has led many o conclude that
here, as at Siris itsell, we encounter a case of large-scale integration
of Groeek apeifor and the indigenous peoples, whose matenial culare
underwent rapid changes.

Integration on such a scale should be auribued w the different
nature of Tonian/Colophonian colonisation. The edistess of Sins,
according to the Etymologtcran Magnum (680, 1 1] were known as Palts
famporns, The destruction horzon of 630 B.C. shows us a kind of
colonisation different from that of the Achaeans at Metaponum, for
instance, where conllicts over land were common. Such conllicts are
brought to our atention by [ragments such as that mentoned [rom
Antiochus of Svracuse (Strabo 6. 10 15, who describes the war
hetween the Metaponiines and the Oenotrians for the division of
the land. We must draw atenton therelore 1o the prolound struc-
tural differences between the lonians of Sivis and the Achacans ol
Metaponwum, Not by chance Pompeius Trogus informs us, in a sum-
mary of his work by Justinus (20. 2. 3. that the Melapontines,
Syharites and Crowniates viewed the expulsion from lraly of the
Tomians, whom they defined as ceterr Graeen, as the primary objectve
of a common policy,”

The end of the 7th century saw the first serious attempits 10 estab-
lish apoitier in the Tvrrhenian Basing Unil then the northernmaost
Achaean enclave had been Metapontum, a seulement established by
the Sybarites as a bufler between themselves and Taras, whom Srabo
describes as being ev mievpuiz (B0 1 150 Here we find a case of
Achacan ‘ami-Dorianism’, which reproduced in the West the tradi-
tonal Pelopennesian enmity between Achacans and Dorans,

The necropolis of Gioia Tauro (ancient Metaurus) has yiclded
some interesting discoveries. The burials themselves and the grave
uoodls are perfectly analogous, despite some years’ difference, trom
those of Chalcidian Mylai, a colony of Zancle. This places the
Chalcidian origing o’ Metaurus in a new light [Solinus 20 10 1. A
related and significant occurrence is that the poet Stesichorus was
claimed by both Metaurus and Himera as their own, cach being a

AN up o date review of the colomal events nthis arca of the Gulf of Varanto
is nonw an Green LGS,



[ 78 EMAMUELF GRECO

Chaleidian colony, The necropolis of Giola Tauro s noteworthy,
however, not only for its Chalcidian clemenes but also for the pres-
ence of non-servile indigenous burials (proved by the arms buried
with the deceasec. By the middle of the Tth century, we are faced
with a settlement located at the cdge of & vast agricultural plain, Tt
would not be too fanciful to conjecture mixed Greek and indigenous
management of the land as a large cenwre of crop production initi-
ated by the Chalcidians from Zancle. From the middle of the 6ih
century the cultural seting changes considerably and the site seems
Lo pravitate much more towards & Locnan sphere ol inflluence. {Loen
wits responsible, between the end of the 7th and the beginning of
the bBth century B.CL, for the foundaton of two further colomies:
IMippomum (Vibo Valentia) and Medma (imodern Rosarno).) Further
north, in the Bay of Lamezia. the written sources [and recent unpuh-
lished archaeological finds) allow us 1o locate Terina, whose foun-
clation was duce 1o a Crotonate inigatve, and nearby Temesa, the
mining chstrict mentioned by Homer (04 10 184-186) close tw the
mouth of the River Savuto. in the territory controlled by Sybaris
towards the end of the Archaic period, To Svharis and its activitics
on the Tyrrhenian coast must be linked the foundation of Poseidonia
learly bth centuryvl, only a few decades afier that of Metapontum. I
oof note that bath were located near w the nivers (the Sele and
the Bradano) which i the Classical period served 1o demareate 1the
houndaries o Dalia,

The events which led 1o the birth of Poseidoma. as wold by Swabo
G4 130 in an extremely condensed account, subscquently the sub-
Juet ol endless discussions, raises many questions on this later period
ol colomsanon, We are informed chat the Sybarites built a teiyog on
the sea while the colonisis settled tvwtépm. Strabo’ s s diflicult
o interpret: read diachronically, the zetgos would precede the arrival
ol the colonists and the foundaton of the pelis read svochronieally,
the meaning would change wtally, The first interpretation sugzests
that the Svbarites established a base from which they conducted their
Tvrrhenian commerce belore founding the apeifza; the second, that
the military meaning ol teiyog mav be intended (defensive wall or
tort ), alludhng to the armed contngent sent by the Svhantes to ensure
the settlement of the colony in a hosdle area facing the Etruscanising
towns on the opposite bank of the Sele. The adverh davatépo has
alsor been the subject o varous imterpretations—not o atself], since
s meaning s clearly “further ap’, but rather i ts cartographic inter-
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pretation: in the Roman world maps were oriented south, while the
Greeks (and Strabo seems 1o have used Greek sources) pointed their
maps north. Thus the teiyoc would have been located 1o the south
of the city, in an arca (Agropoll) not far from where the historical
sources | Lycophron Adfexandra 722 and Scb) place the sanctuary of
Poscidon, cpenvmous divinity ol the new o'

Two hunered stadia 1o the south of Poscidonia | just uncder Hkm)
was another famous Greek oity, ‘called “Hyele™ by the Phocacans
who founded it. and by others “Ele™, after a certain spring, bt is
called by the men of to-dav “Elea”. This is the native cny of Par-
menides and Zeno. the Pythagorean philosophers” (Swabo 6. 1, 1)
Fig. 151 This s surely the best known founcation in the West thanks
o the long and detailed account given by Herodowas (1. 163 167,
which can be integrated with the briel [ragment of Antdochus quoted
v Swabe (6. 1. 1), regarding the cxodus of the Phocaeans.

In this case we are not faced with a normal” colonial foundation,
but with the mass exodus ([decreasing in size en route through vari-
ous defectuons) of an enure ciy wrving 1o free iselt from Persian
domination in 343 B0 Aller o bvesyear sojourn in Corsica, and
defeal mthe Baule of Alalia ar the hands of a jeint Eruscan, Apvllan
and Carthaginian force, the survivars reached Rhegion, where a man
from Poseidonia correctly interpreted Pythia’s prophecy and con-
vinced them to remain in Ialv,” Ac this poine in the narrative,
Herodots writes that the Phocacans bought a city in the land aof
the Oenotrians, an event which has been the subject of some impor-
tant reflections.™ This is no doubt an excepronal case. because both
the Phocacans buy and the indigenous Oenotrans sell the land where
the new golis will arise. This episode 15 eloquent proof of the degree
ol sophistication reached by the indigenous community, organised 1o
the point that it can impose such a transaction. OF cqual interest is
the rale ol the Poseidonian as mediator in the deal, insofar as his
city had played a similar réle as guarantor in analogous situatons.

The Bith century concluded with no less fascinating events, in par-
ticular the migration of the Samians, flecing the wrant Polverates
around 530 B.C. They were welcomed into Cuomacan termomny o
found Dicearchia (a city whose name suggests a place where justice

U Green 19347,
S Grern 2000,
W See espeeially Gigante 1966,
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rules), the cinv which the Romans would rename Puteol (Pozzuoly
in the nd centry BC

Urhan Settfements and Tervitorinl Ohrganization

The history of urban setilement is better understood when consid-
ered together with the problems of occupying and exploiting the
resources of the dhwra. Town-planning in the Western colonies has
suffered in the past from a certain amount of myvstification and a
rather frustratng underestimate of s importance: it still does, Thas
has olien siemmed from a tendendous use of archacological evi-
dence, It is thercfore important to note thar the study of the Greek
city in terms of its own own-planning (a highly unsatsfactory term,
since it does not do jusice to the relationship of the Greek world
with space; has been undertaken by many 20th-century scholars.
Twao woarks stand out: Orechische Stidteantagen v von Gerkan [1924)
anid L'Uvbanisme dans la Créce antigue by Martin [1956; 19740, Maran
had previously written a book I believe to be even more important
and sill extremely relovant: Recherdhes sur Papora Grecgue (1951), These
scholarly investigatons have provided us with a key to the inter-
pretation of the Greek city, apart [rom the personal viewpoints and
cultural bargage (even i of the highest quality! of scholars who based
their suppositions on the data available in the firsc half of the 20th
century. We now run the risk of placing the new pleces of the mosalc
within an already fixed Irame. It is now neccessary, faced with so
many new discovencs, to ask how lar the old key to the map ol the
Greek city is still relevant or whether 1t must be completely redesigned.

The clearest instance ol this is the indifference there has been in
the past towards the ebara ol the citv, The neglect of agricultural set-
dements (homar, pyrgor, isolated farmsteads, ete) and the fieanon with
what lies within the cinv walls, has led w the paradox that the his-
tory of Greek town planning has been written without reference w
the majoricy of Archaie cites on the Greek mainland, Closer exam-
ination shows that modern study of the colonial phenomenon as a
whole has alwavs been heavily influenced by a negative prejudice
hases on the notion that the West was a provineial, backward and
semi=barbarous arca. A recent example is quite enlightening. In page
2 of his Introduction o Le sanctuaire Gree [ Entretiens XXXVIL of the
Fondation Hardl, A Schachter states that “the investigaton 1s also
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limited weographically w the Greek maimnland and the Acgean. The
Western colonies present a dilferent set of problems, not least those
which arose [rom the need 1o adapt w2 foreign miliew and t a
developed local populatnon.”

I do not queston the good faith of the author, but it s possible
oy draw only one canclusion from his comments: if one wishes 1o
stndy the Greek sancluary in i pure form one should not go o
those areas where this purity has been tainted. Thus we see a
respectable academic of the 20th century express opinions not far
removed from 2 000-vear-old propaganda slogans such as ebbarbarostha
panta! Many other examples could be cited,

Let us return, however, to the city and the two epsitemolomeal
pillars of its study. The first is that the Greek eiy was essentally o
‘creation’ of the Sth contury, in particular of Miletus and the deole
miléstenne’; the second. that the art of cin-building was Just another
manilestation of a Hounshing Greek culture. [reed from its barbane
masters by the successful outcome of the Perstan Wars, The Archaic
period would be simply a time ol preparation. of fmid experiments,
among which are the dozens of colonial urban zerdements whose
‘regularioy’ 15 considered synonyvmous with simplicity, These colonies
are called Steifenfofonien by the Germans, inoorder 1o stress their
primitive nature which had nothing o offer 1o the Milesian archi-
tects, inventors of funcdonalism. The conclusion that Archaic Greek
poteis were not functonal cites seems oo much. Would 1 not be
hetter 1o learn [rom anthropological swudies and so be a linde less
absolutisc?

The problems relatve w the birth and urban structure of mainland
Greek cities are not within the remic of s plece, vet it cannot be
denied that Greek colonisation was in a sense a great laboratony
The Classical city derives, both in theory and in practice, [rom the
experience accumulated in the previous two centurics. The model
outhned by von Gerkan and all the swudies undernaken after hun s
tvpically formalist. The classification ol the urban form is based on
the lavour of the oty and its relation o the etfeos that built it (the
same approach vsed by those wishing 1o classify ity walls, whereby
polvronal stones are considered Tralie while ashlar work is interpreted
as Greekl, Thus, an early city with a geometric plan laid out on an
axial grid had o belong 1o a non-Greek waditon v would belong
to the Eiruseo-Tralic sphere of influence. depending on the etrusea dis
cipling, which achered o a svstem of nwo Interseoting main axes).
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Therctore, when von Gerkan encountered the very regular gnd
ol Selinus, he concluded that it must have been the city rebuilt after
the destruction of 409 B Assigning such an adea 1o the Archaie
colemy would not have been in accordance with his preconceptions,

Today, lollowing many important studies, 1t s clear that the plan
of Selinus belongs o the Archaie period, and must have been exe-
cuted not long afier the foundaton of the ciry (as happens in almose
all western colonial foundatons, a couple of generations or so after
the traditional date of the &t Indeed, Selinus has now become a
paradigm [or those wishing w studyv the elements of an Archae
Grock oy,

Thanks o the knowledge gained [rom Selinus, T beliove, R Martin
BT discussing new archacological data, opened a new chapter in
the study of the fols; one which kes a8 more balanced approach
to the evidence and which above all gives just weight o the poten-
tally enormous amount that we can learn rom previously neglected
SOUTCES.

We should. afier all. when reacing general works by such schaol-
ars a5 those mentioned above, expect 1o have o ake mto account
the contextual debates mfluenmial ar the dme of wing, 15 we have
learnt anvthing from the Tessons of the past, it is that such works,
despite their flaws, should be weated with respect, conscious of the
et that it would have been impossible 1o progress without their
contributions. As Hippodamus could never have thought of the Sth-
century fofis without the experience gained in the Archaic period.
e the sarne wiry, we are able wospeak today ol Greek town-planning
omly thanks 1o the foundatons laid by von Gerkan and Marun.

Our carrent knowledre of the strueture of Archaie Goreek eities
and rtheir territorics allows us only 1o give examples, which must be
understood not as definitive models butr simply as preliminary par-
achgms o compare and contrast with new discovenes. Archaeology
ofters us & variery of models but also [sometimes) some skeleron
wuicdes w0 our studies: chicl among these are sanctuarics, used by
muny colonial communities and especially by the Achacans (Sybars,
Croton, Metapontum, Poscidonia) to control their werrtory and safe-
el their righits o s use,

The debate concerning extra-urban sanctoarics have occopied
many scholars of the 20th century (Figo 810 The Achacan world in
particular entrusted its famous Heraea (Croton o Cape Lakinion,
Mletapontum 1o the south bank of the River Bradano, and Poseadoma
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Fig. 4. Plan of Metpontem alier Merens 1995,

1o that on the River Sele) with the task of defending s territarial
integrity: not by chance all these sanctuaries dedicated o Hera are
placed on the dhore’s boundaries.™ The discovery that most of them
were cult places already used by indigenous peoples or established
by Branze Age Greeks (during the period of contact with the Myee-
maean world) led o the conclusion (hased also on reliable archaeo-
logical evidence) that thev date back tw the very beginning ol the
colonial scttlement. The contemporancous building of the inhabited

= Recent summary with fall hibliography e Leone [H59E
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erion [rom the saecinare ol Acteinds
San Biagio alla Venelln,

Fig. A Memaponun, The Archaie e

settlement and the sancmary located in its chore demonsirates the
need of the pelt w place its territory under the protection of s
patron deity (Fig. 5.

Ouly Taras maintained for a long time a svsiem based on agm-
cultural villages. unol a grear movement of the population into the
citv, datable o the second quarter ol the Sth centry ™! Moast other
pofeis began as relatively large urban centres containing the majoriey

Crpeco |59
oLrrecn [HELL
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Fig. 6. Metapontmm. The Archaic terracota plague from the arban sanciuary.

ol the populaton. This explaing their extremely precocious liest steps
{even when compared with their metropoleis) towards an organised
syatem of towo-planning.

Ar the forefront of these studies s the ongoing rescarch
Metapontwmn and Poseidonia (Figs, =61, Both are located on fa
arcas of land, 145 and 120ba respectively, In both caszes, recent
research™ has shown that the urban arce wis divided inwo dhree
pirts [rom the ouset: a sacred arca containing the one and only
large femenns), a public space including the large agoa, and & privawe
area with hblocks of housing (Thgs. 72 9. Already in the Lare Archaic
period both cildes had defensive walls with stone foundations and
upper parts built of mud-brick, The sheer size of the public spaces
15 srriking, both the saered spaces and the huge egoree™ in which
buildings with circular ground plans hive been identified (traditon-
allv equated with ebdfesiastoia, amongst the most onginal Western
contributions e civilian architcetare.

The occupation of the chera scems o have produced no con-
glomeraton of buildings which could be called a dome the dominant

" Ter Metaprontum, see D Stean 1998 1999 Menens 10940, For Paestum, sec
egsays 0 Grreen anel Longo 2000,
olrrecn T4Y9EA.
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Fig. % Paestumne The Late Archaic marble head

form is that of the single family farmstead, which iscll appears only
in the Late Acvchaie period, and then but rarely, As far as we know,
beforchand 11 was common o live in the city and go out into the
chora o work the land. It lollows that the production of cereal crops
was most widespread becanse they require less close arention. The
rapitl growth of the urban scttlement forced the colonists to face the
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Fig. 10, Pacsoum. Bronze hvdra from the beraon in the e,

problems of “designing’ space. Onece the sacred and public spaces
had heen demarcated, the residental arcas were ahnost universally
divided according o a simple system known as per sfrisas, consisting
of three or four flateier in one direction and a certain pumber of
smaller orthogonal roads in the other, These were usually planned
so that the agera and the intra-mural sanctuary were harmonioush
integrated (Figs. 11-10, The distance berween the major plafeiai (ca.
Wihm! was I'l.'.‘.|]f_:|l'l:_~|-}:l|-' for the often :-i'.:rng,l[r-;j _-.h;[l-_]._- ol the blocks:
their width (about 35-37m) was the result of the orthosenal roads,
The current state of our knowledge suggests that this simple plan
was the [ruit of a long process of development, Archaeology enables
us o trace this process from the end of the Sib century owith the
splendid example of Megara Hyblaca) until the emergence of c¢ities
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Fig, 11 Paestuoe Adie black-ligure amphora from the feom in the s,

built in every respect per singas (the pattern followed by practically
all cines known o us), which do not appear before the end of the
7ith century,”

The process ol “ethnie coapulation” of the indigenous Dalic peo-
ples, which had almost certainly begun a long tme belore, was accel-
erated by the arrival of the Greeks. The sunaving traditional stories
concerning the foundation of the colonics offer a verv dillerent pic-
e of the occupation of Ttalv compared with what we see later,
The Oenorrians accupied the arca where we later hear of the
Lucanians,™ Bruwi™ (in modern Basilicata and Calabia) and Tapvgtans

*oher essave by Gras oand Tresiny, Megara Ihlen’, 250 68 Allegro, “Tmera’,
Mt 50 Jannelh, flachia ¢ Cums =M Giinrhing aod Dhe Siena. ':'i.[:'-l_;q]:u.:ml.n'_
320-0x mgn, “Poscidonia’. 365 H4 Al o Greco 194949,

Yrandolin 1983,
*oGzan |9y
D Juliis LURE.
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Fig, 12, Paestum. The Arclode wmple of Hera se-called *Basihiea’).

(in Puglia where there were long-esiablished and organised effne with
a culture highly influenced by long contacts with the coast of lyra).

It is noteworthy that the few examples preserved in the historical
record, when referring 1o these “districts” (especially those in the vcin-
ity of Achaean foundadons), call the whole arca by the name of the
city considered o be the basifiion, e the residence of the baslas or
chiel. A good cxample is that of Pandosia in the terricory which will
later beeome the hinterland of Sirs and Meapontum. The city was
almost certainly located near modern Cosenza, as sugeested by Strabo
6. 1. 15), in a region not e from Sybaris, Suabo himself provides
us with a possible key 1o solving this problem when he savs that
Pandosia (near Sybaris) was at one time believed wo be the basideion
of the Oenotrians, If one considers the rather olwious meaning ol
the toponym place which “gives all” it chimes well with a Cireck
berpretatio of an indigenous centre characterised by the presence ol
some kind of power, habimally represented by the Greeks in the
word bastlews, while the basifeian was the place Irom where such power
was exercised. Unloriunately, the site of Pandosia (lamous also as
the place where, during a sicge, Alexander, king of Molossia, met
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Fig, 13 Pacstnmmn. The so-called “TUemple of Neptune”.

his death in 331 B.C.—Swabo 6. 1. 15; Livy 8. 24) has not yet been
identified. On the ather hand there s good evidenee to suggest that
another Pandosia, whose existence is proved by Plutarch (Fyeh. 16, 4)
and the Tables of Heracleia (/6 14, 654, 12, 54, 113), was located
close o Siris, 1o be precise, on the hill of San Maria d’Anglona,
where excavation has brought o light some excellently siratified finds:
not only the Hellenisie village of which the Tables speak, but also
an Sth-centuy settlement which, notwithstanding some geographical
movement, continued undl the end ol the 7th contury. Some spec-
tacular princely burials found at this site give archaeological support
tor the claim that the Greeks might have seen this place as one of
the abovementoned indigenous Sasifeda.” Thus we see a surely not
uncommon example of the process by which the Greeks referred 1o
the whale mdigenous area by its seal ol power,

Here we obsermve a single aspect of a greater phenomenon, namely
the setdement of the Greek pofis, its institutions and paideia, which
speeded the process of “ethnic coagulatdon” and emphasised the inclige-

WY Ambeastin 1092 Greoo 1992, 54 40,
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CAETELLUCCIO

Fig. 15, Plan of Velia (after Reineinger and Tacea 180949,

nous sense of ethnic identity.® Svhans and is vast hinterland 15 one
ol the clearest examples of this process in Archaic Magna Graccia.
Strabo deseribes Sybaris at the acme of its political expansion, at
the centre of a huge federation including four effme and 23 podeis
Srrabo 6. 1. 13 In the years immediately prior w i [all, Sybaris
was planning a large political, territorial and cconomic organisation,
This lar-reaching design, although never actually caried through,
represents, as has been acutely observed. the greatest innovarion in
the history ol Archaic Magna Graecia, This idea undoubtedly inspired
Hecataeus” concept ol “Tralia’, a vast land covering the whele of
southern ltaly from Campania o lapyvga, almost prefiguring the
modern concept of Megale Helfas, whose origins have been jusiy
recognised in the polideal projects of Sybaris,™

A ele 19970 199THe Malkin 1998,
F Lepare 1980
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The influence of Svbars has been duly noted, but it is more
dillicult to understand the mechanisms of the relations berween the
Greeks and the polideal powers of the surrounding communities.
However, great help is w be found in the famous inscription dis-
covered at Olvmpia in 1960 whose meaning has recentdy been the
subject of renewed debatel.” We read that the Sybarites and their
allies (spmmachoi) sealed a pact of eternal friendship | philotas aridzos)
with the Serdaiol, having as its guaraniors Zeus, Apollo, the other
gods and the city of Poseidania (the Dorian form ol Poscidonia).
Attemnpts, really not verv successtul, 1o reconstruct the inscription’s
historical and geographical context arc based on some {ragments of
Hecatacus quoted by Stephanus of Byzantum, concerning a num-
ber of Oenotrian inland sctlements. Stephanus of Byzanoum's dew-
mata, although transmitted in an abridged lorm and with all the
problems posed by that oradidon, remains the most important source
of ethnic and 1oponomastic informaton,

Numismatics, morcover, oller us a contemporary historical evi-
dence of considerable interest, Various indigenous centres used coins
sruck by Sybaris, a phenomenon which has been interpreted by
some as proof of the presence ol an almost “imperial currency’

Four issues of incuse coins, datable 1o the second half of the Gth
century, are closely linked 1o Svharis’ mint: they use one of its
favoured types showing o backward facing bull (except Tor the Palinuro
coins which show the gpisomon of @ wild boar) and the Svbarite weight
standard [the 7.85g stater), except for the SO series which used the
“Tvrrhenian’ standard ol 3300 It Is likely thar the coin with
the legend PAL-MOL helongs to Palinuro, using both names for the
site: the Greek name, Palinurus, which refers to the coastal promon-
tory, well known to sailors, and the indigenous Molpa, relerning o
the seitement near the River Melpes which we know trom Pliny
INH A 72). Correct interpretation of the double legend of the SIRI-
NOS-PYXOES coins is more difficult, although the doubis abow
the equation of SIRINOS with Siris have been resolved. PYXOLES
is casilv read as referring w the elfnes of the cnv of Pyxus (known
to the Romans as Buxentum and today as Policasiro Bussentino).
More difficult sl is the ssue with the legens AMI-S0, AMI ought

"oGirern T9900; Criangmulio 1992,
B Parise 19720 [HET,



196G FAMANULELLE GRECO

o reler to the Aminet, bur it s highly unlikely that these are ihe
Aminct from Campania; 830 could be linked to the Sontini men-
tioned by Pliny (NH 3. 98), who may have been located near the
modern town of Sanza (although firm evidence is lacking). It this
were wrue, 10 would explain the anomalous use of the Tyvrrheman
standard: since this arca was at the marging of Sybaris’ sphere of
influence. the coin of Svbaris would have been rendered more eas-
ﬂ} f‘#'”ﬂ].‘a:ﬂﬂ:ﬂt‘ with Eorvscan CUrTeney, It is clear that the numis-
matic evidence cannot enlighten us on more than a select list of
ethnic groups, none of them (except Siris and Pyxus) mentoned in
the listorical record, including Hecatacns/Stephanus ol Byzantium,
Nevertheless, the very fact that such issues of coins can be tied only
to such select groups suggests a marked distinction between wo made
made use of them and who did not,

It is. therelore, possible 10 begin 1o outline more clearly the st
ture: of the so-called Syvharite ‘empire’s a complex organisation with
the great Achacan city and itz chora at the centre, surrounded by
satellite communities. Fach community had its own status, some—
probably those nearest—completely subject to Svbaris and forming
what Strabo termed the pleson, while others, although under the
mfluence of Syharis, enjoved greater autonomy.

Our attention is thus drawn o some imporiant discoveries in the
Lyvrrhenian Basin, Here we find some important suggestions for solv-
ing this complex question. The last decade of archacological rescarch
i this parafia of the Tyrrhenan has provided us with a modest
amount of evidence ol use of human setdements in the reconstre-
tiom of the history of the Archaic period.

From the estuary of the River Mingardo, near Palinuro. to the
Bassa Valle del Noce and continuing into the area of the Lao val-
lev. an ever-increasing occupation of the coasts by indigenous peo-
ples may e observed, commencing at the end of the 7th century
and growing notceably in the second half of the Gih century.

Besides Palinuro, which remains the most thoroughly excavired
centre, indications ol other culnurally homogencous centres have been
lound at Capo la Timpo di Maratea, Palesiro di Tortora and the
Perrosa i Scalea, along with traces of intermittent Archaic O4TC LI
uon of other lesser known and explored sites such as Sapri and
Pyxus.

Given the close cultural similarity of the inhabiants of these coasial
settlements to those further mland. the demographic movement couled
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simply be intepreted as a migratory fux from the interior towards
the coast (which begins sporacically but develops into a mass move-
ment in the second hall of the Gth century). Palinuro has for o long
time been interpreted as a projection of the Vallo di Diano, while
the other settlements of the Noce and Lao valleys scem o exbibil
notable cultural aflinides with those further inland along the Agn
and Sinni rivers. Attracted by the opportunities oflered by trade with
the Tyrrhenians, the indigenous peoples of the nterior created an
organised network of ‘gateway communilies’. 10 use a term Borrowed
from American anthropology.

It is not dilficult to imagine who controlled the commercial trathe
along this particular coast throughout the period in question, Alier
the 1mmr|auon of Elea/Hyele, the Phocacans must have exercised a
vital rale in the area, regulating and carrying out the commercial
action, ol which the indigenous peoples who had flocked 1o the coast
wanted a share.

Two critical clements for the development ol the area—the well-
oanised, culturally open structures ol the indigenous people, and
the long-range commercial and other interests of Phocacan sailors
are ]mm «l by a third: Achacan polidcal control. The ‘imperial cur-
reney’ may have been a clear symbol of the long reach ol Sybans,
but the mediatory rale plaved by Poseidonia within this SVSTCTT should
not be forgotten. In the Olympia inseription we see the gl Poseidania
fulfil the rile of provenss, both wimessing and guarantecing the agree-
ment between the Svbarites and their allies and the Serdaiol (who

can probably best e identified as an Oenotrian group).

Poseidonia also, as we have scen, plays a similar réle in the ki
of Elea/Hycle. From the Olympia inscription it s clear that we
should nat confuse Poscidonia with the symmacksl of Sybuans, indecd
these are referred 1o without mentioning their ethnic idenuty since
they are fully subject to Sybaris” polideal system. Thus, the autonomous
political stams ol the Serdaion as of the other party 1o the contract
with a named ethnic identity] s at least formally recognised by
Syvhars.

Tt is not within the scope of this piece w0 re- ~emamine all the argu-
ments concerning the gmlndphu A location ol this otherwise unknown
ethnes, Suffice it to sav that it is likely o be within the Iralic and,
more precisely, the Oepotrian/ Tyrrhenian arca, This seems 1o be
confirmed by a group of coins with the legend SER, some amaong
which bear the legend SERD, The coins are sibver with relief opes
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on obverse and reverse struck according to the Sybarite standard
and datable on sivlisic and technical grounds 1o the first decades of
the b century, fe o the years immediately alier the destruction
ol Sybaris (510 B.C.. This event effectively marks the end of the
political system which had dominated the history of Magna Graecia
m the Archaic peniod and wshered in a new cra ol great social and
cthnie change.
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