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Ayyehwki) Agpnéon, O yAumtog Swakoopog tov Naodv A otov Ilpwvia. Mia
eppnvevtiki) npotaon), EYAIMENH 24 (2023), 1-12.

The interpretation proposed herein for the sculptural decoration of the so-called
Temple A at Prinias takes into consideration its connection with the traditional
architectural type of the oikos-naos, as well as the representational data of votives from
Cretan sanctuaries. The correlation of the above data indicates that the theory whereby
the three different types of female figures portrayed in the sculptural decoration reflect
the honored Mistress of animals is precarious.

The position which the three types of figures have in the structural type of the
oikos-naos is subject to the principle of ranking sequence; the higher position of the
seated Mistress of Animals is prominent when compared both to the downgraded
position of the clothed and the nude female figures who are portrayed standing and also
to the procession of the armed charioteers.

This is the way in which the ruling class of the second half of the 7th c. BC notes
the necessary subjection of the inhabitants of Prinias who had full political rights to the
transcendental world of the honored Mistress of Animals.

Konstantinos Kalogeropoulos — Manolis I. Stefanakis, Natural and anthropogenic
damage in the archaeological sites of Kymissala, Rhodes, EYAIMENH 24 (2023), 13-41.

O apyaiog Anpog tov Kvpioadéwv Bpioketar oty meproyr) g Kvpoddag kat
EKTEIVETOU QVAPECQ OTIG KTHATIKEG YoUeg TmV YwPlov X1dvva kat MovoAibog g Podouv.
Eivat évag eKTevi)g YE®YPAPLKOG OpYALOAOYIKOG Y®POG, He MOAAAMAES apYXALOAOYIKEG
O¢oeig mov Sraovvdeovtor petagl touvg kat pe Stapketa {wrg ano v 'Yotepry Muknvaikr)
nepiodo éwg v 'Yotepn Apyarotta. To apyatodoyiko tomio g Kvpioddag €yet mAnyei
oo OlPOPES PULOLKEG Kal avOPIIOYeVEIG KATAOTPOPES OTO MEPACPA TV atmvey. O
oelopog kot 1 PAactnon eivar ot KUPLOTEPOL PLOLKOL MOPAYOVIEG KATAOTPOPIG TIG
HEPLOXI)S, EVD ™G MPOG TOLG ovOpwmoyevelg mapayovteg 1 Aenlacia apyotottoyv, 1
XPNoN YNS PEow evtatikng KaAAEPYElOg, I PEALCOOKOpIa Kat 1) KTvotpogia, ot
OLKOSOMIKEG SPaOTPLOTITEG KAl 1) EMOVOYPIOLHOIOIN0T] OKOSOPIK®Y LAIK®V €Y0UV
petafalder 11 éxyouv Kataotpéper oe peyddo Pabpo Tig apyoaroloyikég Oeoes. Ta
tedevtaia 18 xpovia, n Apyatodoyikr) 'Epevva Kvpioddag €xet Aafer ovykekpipéva pétpa
Yo TNV IpOoAnyn g MOAITIOTIKIG KOl OLKOAOYLIKIG KATAOTPOPI|G TG TEPLOXTS.

The ancient Deme of the Kymissaleis is located in the area of Kymissala, Rhodes,
and extends between Mount Akramitis and the shore, along the estate districts of the
modern villages of Sianna and Monolithos. It is an extensive geographical archaeological



vii

site, which covers an area of about 10,000 acres, with multiple interconnected fields
including rural settlements and urban planning, fortresses, an acropolis, graveyards and
burial monuments that reflect social stratifications and establishments, as well as a variety
of other sites and monuments in a vast chronological period, starting from the late
Mycenaean period until Late Antiquity.

The archaeological landscape of Kymissala has been affected by various natural
and man-made disasters over the centuries. Earthquakes and vegetation are the main
natural factors of destruction of the area, while, in terms of anthropogenic factors, the
looting of antiquities, the use of land through intensive cultivation, beekeeping and
animal husbandry, construction activities and the reuse of building materials have
altered or destroyed largely the archaeological sites. During the past 18 years or work,
the Kymissala Archaeological Research Project has taken various measures to prevent the
cultural and ecological destruction of the area.

Anagnostis Agelarakis, In defence of the Aeneid physician lapyx lasides in
honour and pretas, EYAIMENH 24 (2023), 43-55.

Autd To ApOHPO AVTOIMOKPIVETAL OTOVG EMKPITIKOVG YOUPAKTIPLOPOUS OLYXPOVDY
OYOAlQOTMV yla TOV XAPAKTIpa Kot T1) ouprepupopd tov lamv§ Iaoidn, addd kot tov
LKOVOTITOV TOL ™G LATPOL KATA TV XELPOVPYLKI] Aymyl] TOL TPAVHATIOREVOL HE QUYL
Belovg Awela, onwg meprypagetor oto 120 Piplio g Awverddag. 10 OLYKEKPLPEVO
mAoiolo Tov €mouvg, a@evog epmAEKeTal ot SUVOMIKI] TOV ®G HAPAPETPOS O Oeog
Aol wvog kot agetépov mg eviiapecog nopayovtog 1] Oed Appodity oty mo kpiotun
OTLyj1] 1S HAYNG TV Ipooplywyv Tpmwv vio v apynyia tov Awveia, yio Tov anwtepo
OKOIIO P0G veag natpidag yia tov Aad tou Kat yio va edpatmoet ta Oepedia yia avtd mov
tedikd Oa yiver ) Popn, evavtiov tov Aativev kat tov nyétn tovg Tobpvov.

Extog amo 1 SwakeypevikdOtta, autl) 1 gpyacio IPoOo@PEpel PEC®  HPLOG
Srabepatiki)g IPooLyylong éva Gpaopa MAnpoPopimv Kot eNeENYNHATIK®V OTOLYEI®V IOV
Oev eiyav AngOei voyn otnv €§1ynon g CUPIEPLPOPAS KAl TOL ENAYYEAPOTIONOD TOU
apyaiov atpol. Alevkpvidovtol €miong, €KT0G TOV {NUIHATOV OYXETIK®V TG LATPLKI|G
kataptong tov laoidn, g endapkelog g enepfatikng tov emde§lotnrag Kat g
Bepamevtikig TOL KavoTTag, e€ioov onpaviika Sedopéva mov apopolby Ta Lo TOL
EVAPETOL KOl £VOEPI] YOPAKTI PO TOL.

This paper is written in response to modern commentator comments and
characterizations on Japyx lasides character, behavior, and abilities as a physician and
surgeon to treat the wounded Aeneas by an arrowhead, recorded in book XII of the
Aeneid, a context that also implicates the intermediary agencies of Apollo and Venus. In
addition to intertextuality, this paper offers a missing interdisciplinary spectrum of
explanatory conditions and arguments in support of the conduct and performance of the
ancient physician in honor and pretas.
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Baowkn Zanative, KAeondtpa Z' — Venus Genetrix, EVAIMENH 24 (2023), 57-
79.

In the second half of the 1st c. BC, the mint of Paphos issued a series of bronze
coins in the name of Cleopatra VII. The coins bear the bust of a Kourotrophos figure,
which has been identified either as Aphrodite-Eros, Cleopatra-Caesarion or Isis-Horus.
After 44 BC, Cleopatra VII celebrated the occasion of Cyprus’s annexation to the
Ptolemaic kingdom, with a bronze issue. In Paphos, Aphrodite’s significant cult center
and birthplace, Cleopatra imported a new iconography of the goddess. Genetrix was a
title given to Venus by Julius Caesar, who spent his life as Venere Prognatus, and
considered himself descendant of the goddess. Caesar founded the temple of Venus
Genetrix in his new Forum in 46 BC. There, he dedicated a statue of Venus which
represented the goddess as a mother holding her infant, little Cupid. His second
dedication was a gold or gilded statue of Cleopatra, resembling in posture and figure
with Venus Genetrix. The two statues were depicted on the series of denarii, issued by
Caesar during his military expedition in Spain in 45 BC. After his assassination in 44 BC,
Cleopatra, as the mother of Caesar’s only son, probably dedicated a statue of Venus
Genetrix to the sanctuary of Paphos. This article discusses the possibility that the bronze
Cypriot issue bears this specific kourotrophic figure.



Eulimene 2023

NATURAL AND ANTHROPOGENIC DAMAGE IN THE
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES OF KYMISSALA, RHODES

Introduction

The ancient Demos of Kymissaleis is located about 70 km southwest of the city of
Rhodes, in the wider area of Kymissala (fig. 1), extending between Akramitis mountain
and the shore, along the estate districts of the modern villages of Sianna and Monolithos.
It is an extensive geographical archaeological site, which covers an area of about 10,000
acres, with multiple interconnected fields including rural settlements and urban
planning, fortresses, an acropolis, graveyards and burial monuments that reflect social
stratifications and establishments, as well as a variety of other sites and monuments in a
vast chronological period, starting from the late Mycenaean period until Late Antiquity.
The area has been investigated since 2006 by the Department of Mediterranean Studies
and the Ephorate of Antiquities of the Dodecanese, in the context of the Kymissala
Archaeological Research Project (KARP), with the participation of the National Technical
University of Athens.

The acropolis is situated on the hill of Hagios Phokas overlooking at least 11
—known till now— settlements of the deme in Atoumas S., Atoumas hilltop, Vassilika,
Napes, Harakas/Amelandrou, Glyfada/Monosyria,  Stelies, ~Marmarounia E.,
Marmarounia W. Hagios Phokas S. and Kampanes. Cemeteries exist near these
settlements, the most important being the central necropolis, which is located between
the hills of Hagios Phokas and Kymissala. Minor cemeteries or clusters of tombs have
also been identified at the sites of Glyphada/Oglyma, Glyphada/Hagios Georgios,
Palaiompampakies, Alonia, Kampanes and Napes (fig. 2)".

It is significant to mention that the archaeological sites of the ancient deme of
Kymissaleis are located within the territory “Akramitis-Armenistis-Atavyros”, which has
been integrated into the European network of habitat types of “Natura 2000” and covers
an area of 17,000 hectares®. Apart from the apparent geomorphological and geological
interest, the “Natura 2000” area abounds with habitat types with a distinctive interest in
botany and plant geography”’.

! Stefanakis 2017a, 10-16; 2023, 100-102; Stepavaxng kar Kadoyepomovdog 2021; Stefanakis et al. 2015,
263-264; Ztepavaxng kat Hatowada 2009-2011, 86-92.

2 Code GR 4210005, Official Journal of European Union 2006, L 259, v. 49, 21 September 2006, 1-104,
available at http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=0]:L:2006:259: FULL&from=FRN
(last accessed 12-02-2024).

3 Bepyotr 2017.
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The archaeological landscape of Kymissala has been affected by various natural
and anthropogenic disasters for centuries, sporadically mentioned over the last years®.
Here an attempt is made to further assess the damages caused at the cultural sites of
Kymissala, after 18 years of fieldwork in the area. Most of the evidence comes from time
comparison, research pictures and research by other scholars, on-site observations and
site architecture. Therefore, the paper is a preliminary report on the available evidence
and experience gained over the vyears and detailed mapping and systematic
archaeological research may confirm or deny these assumptions in the future. Before
focusing on the Kymissala area, a brief general reference is made to the major
environmental and anthropogenic factors in the context of archaeological sites and
monuments destruction.

Environmental factors for the transformation of archaeological evidence

The processes of formation and transformation of the archaeological archive,
natural and cultural, produce all the evidence that archaeologists consider when
exploring societies of the past’. Archaeological data —including monuments— and their
surrounding environment, natural or anthropogenic, maintain a close relationship of
interaction. This relationship sometimes is considered negative, due to the damage
produced, but also positive due to the restoration maintenance applied to several
materials. In general, environmental transformation agents are classified into chemical
and physical. Chemicals include water as an oxidizing agent. Water in combination with
various chemical compounds —polluted atmosphere— can form a coating patina (crust) on
stone or metal artefacts’.

The flow of water in various forms is an important factor in the deterioration of
monuments. It penetrates easily into the cracks of the stone, soaking it in depth,
entraining components from the soil, such as salts, which in dry periods crystallize as the
water evaporates, causing corrosion. As the temperature drops and the water turns into
ice, strong pressures are exerted, which can lead to breakage’. Also, the constant
fluctuations of temperature can cause expansions and contractions in the materials,
resulting in cracks, mainly in the stone monuments that are exposed to the sun during
the day, and cool down sharply during the night. The rocks are poor conductors of heat,
with the result that their exterior heats more than their interior and this temperature
difference, if frequent and abrupt, causes peeling and breaking of the stone surface®.

It will be useful to note that stone is one of the main materials used in the
construction of buildings and monuments in antiquity. Mortars, metal joints and other
materials are used to connect and fasten the masonry, which is damaged due to the
corrosive effects of the atmosphere and the general impact of the environment. Large
amounts of rainfall, and rising water levels, causes an increase of soil moisture, and a
weakening of soil stability. There is also a risk of erosion and landslides. Very dry

* Trepavaxng kar Hoatowada 2009-2011, 70-71; Mavovoaxn 2012, 77-87; 2014; Stefanakis et al. 2015,
262; Manousaki 2017.

5 Rathje and Schiffer 1982, 105-153.

6 Renfrew and Bahn 2001, 57.

7 Schiffer 1987, 149.

8 Greathouse et al. 1954, 109-110.
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summers can lower groundwater levels, possibly causing damage to the foundations of
buildings and their structure. The activity of various plants and animals, fungi and
bacteria, in addition to the erosions caused by wind, water and temperature, can also
cause damage to the archaeological evidence. The natural threats to the cultural heritage
are many and range from those of soil microorganisms to the catastrophic consequences
of earthquakes, volcanic events, landslides, droughts, floods, wildfires, etc.”.

Erosion caused by extreme weather or wave energy transforms coastal
archaeological sites, and therefore knowledge of the geological structure of the coastal
zone 1is necessary. Vegetation, dunes or cliffs act as a natural protective boundary that
reduces erosion. Any lack of such natural protection often leads to the removal of
geological layers. Waves approaching a shore with an angle of impact different from the
vertical create a long coastal current, which removes sediments, reducing the available
layer of sand, which forms the beach in the coastal area'’.

Seismic activity is also a serious factor in the transformation of archaeological
depots. In the archaeological literature, we find many references to buildings, cities, etc.,
the destruction of which is likely to be associated with natural disasters, such as
earthquakes, landslides or volcanic eruptions. Of great importance is the destruction of
ancient structures caused by vertical and horizontal movements of the ground.
Archaeological evidence for disasters in combination with written information often
identifies seismic activity or seismic fault activity and can thus provide particularly useful
information to geologists, seismologists and engineers for active geological processes, 1.e.,
seismic events''.

The difficulty of surface survey in the Mediterranean zone as a general problem —
something confirmed by the geomorphology and dense vegetation of the Kymissala
basin— is mentioned by S. Thompson'. The author points out that in several surface
inspections archaeologists simply plan vegetation and surface visibility on artefacts
distribution maps. When vegetation becomes denser, the ability to recognize artefacts,
structures and architectural remains is significantly reduced"”.

Anthropogenic factors for the transformation of archaeological evidence

Of all anthropogenic factors, the increase in COz levels is more interesting due to
pollutants produced by internal and external combustion engines. The release into the
atmosphere of various aerosols, and the cement industry is particularly polluting. Other
anthropogenic factors are land-use change, ozone depletion, livestock and deforestation,
which individually and in combination, are agents for global climate change'’. A typical
example of a threat due to climate change is Venice, for the protection of which several
studies have been carried out, dealing with the phenomenon of rising sea levels. The
rising sea level and the most frequent extreme weather events are expected to directly
affect the monuments of Venice. Also, indirectly the changes in humidity and

? Kadoyeponovdog 2019, 112.

1 Vogler eral 2011, 3.

1 Pavlides 1996, 59-60.

2 Thompson 2004, 85.

¥ Fanning and Holdaway 2002, 256.
1 Steinfeld et al. 2006.



16 Konstantinos Kalogeropoulos — Manolis I. Stefanakis

temperature are expected to have a bad effect on the monuments and historical sites of
coastal areas with the typical example of Scandinavia'.

However, many significant dangers come from direct human action and have
detrimental consequences for archaeological sites. Destructive actions can be divided into
accidental and intentional.

The motivation for accidental actions is not the destruction of archaeological sites,
but the exploitation of natural resources. These activities can be:

a) Agricultural practices (deep ploughing)

b) Grazing

¢) Land improvement and flood protection works

d) Recreational activities

e) Construction of new roads over archaeological sites, public utilities, pipelines

f) Mining and quarrying activities; and

g) Industry'

Intentional actions that lead to the destruction of archaeological sites and data
often have motivations that are difficult to prevent or control. The worst of these actions
is vandalism, which is particularly damaging as it leads to irreversible destruction.
Intended destructive actions are, of course, arson, and the use of modern vehicles on
historic roads. Also, destructive activities can be climbing or walking on monuments.
Intentional actions include material reuse activities by totally or partially recycling
buildings, structures, or waste at a site, for a short or long period, for functional or
symbolic purposes'”.

Another important anthropogenic factor that threatens historical monuments is
looting'®. Lost treasures have always fascinated people and treasure hunting has become
a lucrative occupation for many. The illegal excavations, the illegal trade of antiquities
and their export abroad were and are a serious blow to the cultural heritage of Greece.
Archaeological looting is a form of organized crime that destroys the archaeological
evidence, shrinks the world's cultural heritage and is carried out on two levels: the
primary and the secondary looting, i.e. the looter and the recipient of artefacts, roles in
which state mechanisms are involved sometimes in the event of war'’. Primary looting
involves mostly farmers and stockbreeders, who are engaged in locating antiquities,
either occasionally or systematically, as well as people from organized crime who collect
ancient objects on their behalf or for third parties for trade. The primary looting
concerns the illegal collection of antiquities and it is conducted by the antiquities’ looters.
In both cases there are two categories of people: a) those who collect antiquities
motivated by personal motives —probably believing that they protect the artefacts from a
worse fate— and b) those who, driven by gain, promote them in the hands of smugglers
(illegal merchants of ancient works of art), who belong in the category of secondary
looters®. The smugglers, in turn, channel them to the relevant auctions®'. Most ancient

15 1 efévre and Sabbioni 2010, 108.

16 Nickens 1991, 73-81.

7 Kovkoulgdn k.d. 2003, 101.

¥ Mavovoakn 2012, 69-70; 2014, 38-39; Manousaki 2017, 111-113.
19 Elia 1997, 85-98.

# Mavovoaxkn 2012, 69-70; 2014, 38-39; Manousaki 2017, 111-112.
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artefacts end up in clients with high purchasing power. The secondary looting also
includes the group of final recipients, who may be fanatical collectors or even
museums™.

Environmental pressures and natural disasters in Kymissala

In the vast area of geographical archaeological sites of Kymissala, environmental
pressures are mainly connected with forest vegetation, which developed without control
at a high rate in recent years, creating a dense pine forest (fig. 3), altering the landscape
and deteriorating the monuments of the area®. Characteristic is the phrase of E. Biliotti
and Cottret, who, heading from the citadel of Hagios Phokas to the hill of Marmarounia
in 1881, descended “towards the three pines’, an area that today is densely forested™.
The photographic material produced a few decades later by Pernier® and Maiuri* helps
understand the difference in the vegetation of the region. The area of Kymissala in 1915
was rocky and without vegetation (fig. 4), in contrast to its current situation, where forest
covers almost 100% of the central necropolis of Kymissala (fig. 5) and the largest part of
the archaeological site (fig. 6). As a result, monuments that were visible once, such as the
big rock-cut grave at Alonia/Merouli or Koutsofti (fig. 7) are nowadays completely
covered by vegetation (fig. 8). The rapid growth of vegetation and the roots of the trees
certainly destroyed the foundations of the buildings and many tombs in the necropolis.
Pine trees grow in the corridors or entrances of the carved tombs (fig. 9), while the dense
bushes and pine needles make archaeological research in the area difficult, as they cover
almost everything®’.

Exactly the opposite occurs in the case of the site of Vassilika, where today
vegetation is sparse (fig. 10). However, Guérin back in 1854 stated that “it is a mixed pile
of demolished boulders, in the middle of which pines rise and cypresses that have taken
root from everywhere, as well as a dense clump of bushes”**. Biliotti and Cottret record
something similar in 1881: “ Dense forest of pines and cypresses makes it difficult to pass
and approach and study this plateau (of Basilikos)...”**. The most characteristic of the
situation at the site is the photograph of Hiller von Gaertringen shot in the early 1890s*
(fig. 11).

The change of the geomorphology of the island due to repeated seismic activity
and consequent geological phenomena that have altered the coastline of Rhodes®' played
yet an important role in the destruction of antiquities.

2l Bowman 2008, 225-242.

2 Vitelli and Colwell-Chanthaphonh 2006, 20-22; Chappell and Poll 2011, 99-113.

3 Mavovoaxn 2012, 82-83; 2014, 40.

# Biliotti and Cottret 1881, 88; Ztepavaxng 2017, 42.

% Pernier 1914, 239-240, figs 22-25.

0 Maiuri 1916, 286, figs 2, 4.

77 Frepavakne kat Hotowadda 2009-2011, 70-71.

* Manaioavvov 1989, 289; Stepavaxng 2017, 42.

% Biliotti and Cottret 1881, 84; Stepavakng 2017, 42.

* von Gaertringen 1899, 368, figs 23-24.

*! Kontogianni et al. 2002, 301-303, and tab. 1, 303; Stiros and Blackman 2014, 114-115; Snavudaxkn)
k.a. 2020, 14-15.
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A well-documented example of this change is the case of the neorion (dockyard) of
Rhodes, where two phases of construction of neossoikoi (ship sheds) were identified
based on the reconstruction of slipways to adjust to the sea level change before and after
ca 220 BC™. Based on these data, it was considered that the earthquake that took place
shortly before or around 220 BC, is known also from historical sources®®. The
earthquake probably destroyed most of the dockyard and sank the slipways, making
their rebuilding necessary before the middle of the 2nd c. BC, about a meter higher than
before™, to counterbalance any sinking of the coastline™.

The phenomenon of this sea level change affected the entire coastline of Rhodes,
as independent upward and downward movements, increasing in width from south to
north, occur in most parts of the eastern coastline, while there is a recurring periodicity,
which varies from a few hundred up to two thousand years®. The last major change is
considered to have taken place between 2nd-3rd c. AD (when the slipways of the
Rhodian ship sheds were permanently abandoned and the elevation of the land reached
+3.8 m from sea level at the NE end of the island), until the medieval times®’. In
general, the elevation is clear along the east coast of the island, as it starts from the NE
and gradually disappears at Prasonisi, on the southmost edge of the island®. As a result,
the anchorages of the west coast are now almost completely lost.

In this context, traces of seismic activity and sea level change are evident at the
shoreline of Glyphada Bay (fig. 12), where part of the coastal settlement, probably the
ancient Mnaserion (Mvaoripiov) of Strabo™ and all its possible port facilities are today
below sea level™. Traces of the pier are visible from above, in the middle of the bay, and
seem to extend for about 50 m underwater to the west. The sea level elevation in
combination with the movement of the waves, has today brought about significant
changes and destructions in the coastal settlement of Glyfada with visible ruins and
artefacts along the steep walls of the modern coast (fig. 13). Similar phenomenon has
been observed on the coast of the isle of Alimnia, across the Glyphada bay, where part of
the remains of the harbours’ installations are also below sea level today*'. On the other
hand, the elevation of the island from the NE-E is reflected in the traces of the current
coastline.

Apart from that it cannot be excluded that the settlement of Vassilika, as well as
the temple on the hill of Hagios Phokas, have been destroyed by later earthquakes®.

%2 Pirazzoli et al. 1989, 99, 108; Stiros and Blackman 2014, 220. Also Znavudakn k.d. 2020, 14-15.

¥ Polybius, Histories, 5.88.1-90.4; Diodorus Siculus, Bibliotheca Historica 26.8.1; Strabo, Geography
14.2.5. On the seismic event in general see ITamadomovAog 2014, 48-49. For an alternative dating to 225-4
BC see Cataudella 1998, 197.

% Blackman et al. 1996, 402-403; Stiros and Blackman, 2014, 118.

¥ Kontogianni et al. 2002, 305; ITanadomnovlog 2014, 48; Stiros and Blackman 2014, 118; Snavuddkn
k.d. 2020, 14.

% Pirazzoli et al. 1989.

%7 Stiros and Blackman 2014, 119; Pirazzoli et al. 1989, 112.

% Stiros and Blackman 2014, 116, and fig. 2, 114; Pirazzoli et al. 1989, 90, 112; Kontogianni er al. 2002,
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% Strabo, Geography 14.2.12, 1.
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4 Blackman er al. 2013, 341-342; Snavudaxkn x.d. 2020, 14.

*2 Mavouvodakr 2012, 81; 2014, 40-41.
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This can be deduced in the case of Vassilika by the extensive piles of stone (fig. 14) and
from the way in which the walls of buildings and entrance pillars have collapsed, and in
the case of the temple at Hagios Phokas by the fall of the second row of stones, which was
restored to its original position during the Italian excavation of 1915* (fig. 15). These
cases may be the results of a Late Antiquity earthquake and a recent (early 20th century)
earthquake respectively”, however only a detailed architectural mapping of the ruins
and systematic archaeological research will further confirm or reject this hypothesis.

Anthropogenic pressures in Kymissala

Although the archaeological sites of Kymissala have suffered great damage over
the past centuries by natural factors, more important is the destruction caused by
anthropogenic factors®.

Alterations and disasters in the landscape are due to agricultural activity, as well as
to livestock and beekeeping. There are destructions of ancient masonry by animals
(goats) or human intervention, surface destruction of antiquities from ploughing, and
conversions of ancient buildings and structures for agricultural use. A cavernous opening
in Kampanes (fig. 16) for example, which has been identified as a burial chamber, has
been turned into a closed storage area with a concrete floor™.

Major public works such as the creation of a wide fire protection zone (fig. 17),
between the hills of Hagios Phokas and Kymissala, divided the central necropolis into
two parts and destroyed many tombs and burial monuments*’. Also, destructive has been
the opening of rural or forest roads, one of which passed right through the east sector of
the necropolis at the site of Skali.

Material reuse for building purposes has caused a lot of destruction throughout
the ages. The chapel of St Phokas, for example, was built during the Byzantine period
atop the ancient temple of the acropolis, damaging irreversibly the Hellenistic
monument”®. During the Middle Ages, many remnants of the past in this area were
destroyed to be used as materials for the construction of the two knightly castles of
Monolithos and Sianna, and the four watchtowers on the beach, from Vassilika to
Glyfada (fig. 18)".

In later centuries the locals destroyed ancient structures to build the villages of
Monolithos and Sianna. Ancient marmor sculpture from the temple of Hagios Phokas
has been reported to be used for the plastering of Saint Panteleimon church in Sianna™.
Ancient building materials were also used to build the church of St Thomas in
Monolithos™ (fig. 19) and recycling of early Christian materials is observable in other
churches in the area (fig. 20). The three discovered so far lime kilns in the area, one

* Maiuri 1916, 292, fig. 9.

* On the earthquakes of Rhodes since antiquity see ITanadomnoviog 2014.

*5 Mavouvodkrn 2012, 83-87; 2014, 41-44; Manousaki 2017.
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7 Trepavaxng kat IMatowada 2009-2011, 71.
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1 Ttegavibov 2004, 71-72; Ttepavakng kot Iatowada 2009-2011, 71.

50 Sgrensen and Pentz 1992, 126; Maiuri 1916, 294; Stegavakng kat Iatowada 2009-2011, 71.
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within the site of Vassilika (fig. 21), one by the site “stis Floues” near Glyphada®™ and a
third right next to the Hellenistic temple of the acropolis, are indisputable witnesses to
the large quantities of ancient building material converted to lime, indicating the
transformation of the archaeological evidence and the recycling of building material for
functional or even religious purposes such as building a church®™. Large quantities of
ancient materials were also used to demarcate fields, to create numerous threshing floors
by the site Alonia (fig. 22), and even to decorate private residences (fig. 23) in the nearby
villages.

Looting, however, has been among the most important anthropogenic threats to
the area. Illegal exportation of antiquities flourished during the 18th and 19th centuries,
until the last decades of the 20th century®. Among the various visitors to the area of
Kymissala a few extracted antiquities”. Among them, was Charles Thomas Newton
British vice consul in Mytilene and antiquarian (1816-1894), who served as consul at
Rhodes in 1853. His main aim was to collect antiquities on behalf of the British Museum
where he became Director of Greek and Roman Antiquities in 1861, funding the
excavations of the Biliotti brothers on Rhodes. It is known that Newton visited among
other sites the area of Kymissala®. It is documented that in 1870, the English consul on
Rhodes Alfred Biliotti (1850-1863) and the German August Salzmann carried out
research and excavations on the hill of Hagios Phokas and in the necropolis of
Kymissala, on behalf of the British Museum. Tombs of the Early Iron Age and Archaic
period were excavated and most probably it was then that the famous Sianna (type) cups
(first half of the 6th c. BC) were first noticed”.

More work was conducted by Albert Biliotti —Alfred Biliotti’s brother— who acted as
British vice-consul from 1864 and who had previously collaborated with his brother
Alfred in the archaeological expeditions and excavations on Rhodes™. Albert got his
official permit for excavations by the Sultan on March 3, 1882. Already on March 13,
1882, Charles Newton received new antiquities from Albert Biliotti®. The excavations of
Albert ended abruptly in 1884, when a new Ottoman law came into use, forbidding the
extraction of antiquities outside the territory of the Ottoman Empire, which were then
considered as property of the Imperial Museum of Istanbul®. In any case, the excavation
of the Biliotti brothers in Kymissala brought to light a great number of tombs and
numerous finds, which found their way to various museums abroad®, while a group of
2500 artefacts from the private collection of A. Biliotti (not specified whether it was
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Albert of Alfred) “from three rhodian necropolises” was auctioned on December 3-5,
1885 in London by Sotheby’s".

After the pause of excavations by the Ottoman government, the half-excavated
necropolis of Kymissala was left in the hands of looters and tomb raiders. The
indifference of the authorities and the difficult-to-access area mainly favoured the looting
by local villagers™.

A great part of this destruction was caused by the French company Régie (la
Société de la Régie co-intéressée des tabacs de I’Empire Ottoman), established in 1884,
in order to control the monopoly of tobacco®. The company’s monopolies were a great
scourge for the farmers, who on the orders of the three agents of the company, Avedin
Pasha, Albert Biliotti and Akavi, roamed the countryside of Rhodes and carried out
robberies, threatening the villagers that if they did not surrender ancient artefacts, they
would not buy their crop. This tactic resulted in the looting of many artefacts by the
locals and the sale abroad of many finds from the area of Kymissala. Many locals, unable
to cope with the threats and looting, were forced to leave their homeland®.

The phenomenon of looting was so intense on the island of Rhodes that the Italian
archaeologist Amendeo Mauiri, who was appointed as Ephor of the Antiquities of the
Dodecanese by the Italian Government, from 1916 to 1924, commented: “(locals) have
submitted their undoubted ability and experience in the service of antiquarians and
private collectors. No area of the island escapes the systematic looting. Not a single
necropolis, of which the entire area of the island is innumerable, has remained intact, or
at least partially untouched and without being looted by tomb riders. It is also known
that throughout the Italian occupation, many artefacts of archaeological value have been
sent to Italy in private collections. The trade and plunder of the Rhodes and Dodecanese
antiquities have been recorded in serious accusations that tarnished the prestige of
civilized Italy™ .

Looting seems to have ceased, or at least seriously controlled, by the Italian
government of Rhodes during the first half of the 20th century, with sporadic attempts
of tomb raiding. A serious attempt was made in the early 1970s in the necropolis of
Kymissala, where five funeral monuments, unearthed by the Greek Archaeological
Service in 1968, were later destroyed (fig. 24) in a desperate and unfruitful illegal quest
for tombs and artefacts®™.

Most of the 500 open tombs found in the central necropolis of Kymissala (figs 25-
26) have probably been excavated by Alfred and Albert Biliotti, as well as being severely
plundered during the great looting activity in the late 19th and early 20th century. From
the necropolis of Kymissala probably came many vases in museums abroad with
recorded origin from Sianna or Kymissala®.

% Priced Catalogue of a Collection of Antiquities and Miscellaneous Works of Art Excavated in Rhodes,
3-5 December 1885, Sotheby’s London. See Furtwingler 1887, 138-154; Xtepavakng kot Iotowadda 2009-
2011, 67-68.

% Srepavakng kat Hotowadda 2009-2011, 68; Manousaki 2017, 114.

% Birdal 2010, 129-165; MaidAng «.¢. 2002, 260.

66 MaidAng k.¢. 2002, 233, 260; Ztepavaxng kot [atowada 2009-2011, 68, n. 42.

5 Manousaki 2017, 114. For Mauiri’s Memoirs see Ianaiodvvoo 1991.

% Srepavakng kot Hotowada 2009-2011, 77-78, figs 22-24; Mavovodxn 2012, 84; Manousaki 2017, 116.
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Damage assessment and protection initiatives for the area of Kymissala

It is obvious from what has been mentioned so far that the entities called
archaeological sites or distinct monuments have at a theoretical level two possible
transformation factors, the natural and the anthropogenic. Natural agents, however, are
in constant interdependence with human action worldwide. Human action can change
the behaviour patterns of nature and through constant intervention allow pressure to be
exerted on the physical balance of the system. Therefore, in modern times, in addition to
the visible human intervention, there is also an indirect one due to the significant
environmental changes that are observed in developing or developed societies.

Kymissala, as a geographical archaeological site acting as a context for the
archaeological evidence it provides, seems to have suffered a lot of natural and
anthropogenic pressures, which led on the one hand to the transformation of the
archaeological evidence and on the other hand to the violent change of the
archaeological record.

Earthquakes and vegetation growth are, among others, the most eminent natural
destruction factors in the area: the major settlement of the Demos of Kymissaleis at the
site of Vassilika seems to have been destroyed by a fierce earthquake and abandoned in
Late Antiquity; the partially reconstructed walls of the temple on top of the acropolis in
1915, seem also to have been demolished by earthquake later in the century; the small
harbour of the deme, at the site of Glyfada exhibits clear signs of submergence beneath
sea level and destruction of the seafront archaeological horizon due to sea erosion.
Moreover, during the previous century, the growth of a thick pine forest covered almost
100% of the archaeological sites, causing severe damage to the foundations of remaining
buildings and disturbing or destroying numerous tombs in the necropolis.

As to the anthropogenic factors destruction derived from a) looting of antiquities,
related to the destruction of many surface monuments and tombs as well as to the illegal
extraction of huge quantities of artefacts; b) land use, through intensive cultivation,
beekeeping and stock breeding and c) later human construction activity and re-use of
building material from the archaeological sites of Kymissala through the centuries, has
altered or severely destroyed building and constructions of the antiquity and will be
defined, considered in the context of historical events and analysed for its impacts and
risks to the archaeological site and the cultural heritage.

Regarding anthropogenic damage, which is the easiest to control, since 2006
various actions have been taken by the Department of Mediterranean Studies of the
University of the Aegean, the Ephorate of Antiquities of Dodecanese, the School of Rural
and Surveying Engineering of the National Technical University of Athens, the Regional
Government of the South Aegean and the Municipality of Rhodes, towards the
protection of the natural and cultural reserve of the territory.

The first aim was —and remains- the awakening of the cultural and environmental
consciousness of the local community, through a series of public lectures, presentations,
and publications in local media; involving the locals in the field work and offering
educational and guided tours in the area. All these aim to make clear three parameters:
the responsible attitude for the maintenance, salvage and promotion of the cultural
heritage of Kymissala at large, and more specifically the effective protection of the
minimal archaeological remains of the sites of the area; the responsible attitude towards



Natural and Anthropogenic Damage in the archaeological sites of Kymissala, Rhodes 23

the natural environment and chiefly the protection of the forest with the prevention of
fires and the supervision of deforestation; the support of the research project, which the
University of the Aegean and the Ephorate of Antiquities of the Dodecanese is
implementing during the last 16 years™.

The second aim was the official protection of the antiquities from human
intervention, achieved in 2012 by declaring the region an archaeological zone, for the
effective protection of the antiquities which are in the broader region that extends from
the valley of Glyphada to the Vassilikos basin and the north foot of Akramitis to the
coast’".

The third aim was the protection of the dense wooded area of Kymissala achieved
to substantial level a) by detail mapping and plotting, the products of which are at the
disposal of the Municipality of Rhodes, the Regional Government of the South Aegean,
the Forest Service Division and the Fire Department” and b) by the creation of a long
archaeological-walking path of ca 1500 m long and two meters wide (fig. 27), with the
contribution of the Regional Government of the South Aegean. The path connects three
major sites, namely Marmarounia, Hagios Phokas (acropolis) and Kymissala (necropolis),
acting not only as an infrastructure for the development of an archaeological park in the
future™but also as a pathway in the service of the Forest Service Division and the Fire
Department for the prevention of fire, while the path itself acts as an obstruction to the
deployment of the extremely dangerous creeping fire.

Finally, the protection of a significant part of antiquities from the destructive
growth of vegetation was achieved by the cleaning of low and bushy vegetation of the
fortification wall of the acropolis and within a zone of 4 m width inside and outside the
walls (fig. 28), most of which was completely covered and thus not visible™.

The implementation of such actions is expected —and has already succeeded to a
certain point— both: to protect the cultural heritage and the natural ecosystem of the
researched area and to tackle a series of crucial problems of the local community such as
the population decline of the Rhodian countryside” and the decentralization of the
substandard touristic product of Rhodes by creating new types of alternative tourism’.
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Figure 1. Rhodes Satellite Map, courtesy of Laboratory of Cartography and Geographic
Information Systems, University of the Aegean, https://www.lib.aegean.gr/doryforikos-hartis-
rodoy (last accessed 12-02-2024).
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Figure 2. Site map of the wider archaeological area of Kymissala (background Google Earth).
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Kymissala
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Figure 3. Kymissala. Landscape view from the south from the summit of Mt Akramitis (Source:
KARP).

Figure 4. Kymissala. General view from the northeast in 1915 (Source: Maiuri 1916, 286, fig. 2).
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Figure 6. Site Kymissala, necropolis. Excavations in the forested east slope of the Kymissala hill
(Source: KARP).



Natural and Anthropogenic Damage in the archaeological sites of Kymissala, Rhodes 31

Figure 7. Site Alonia/Merouli or Koutsofti. View of the monumental tomb from the northeast in
1915 (Source: Maiuri 1916, 286, fig. 4).

Figure 8. Site Alonia/Merouli or Koutsofti. Views of the monumental tomb from the northeast
today (Source: KARP).
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Pl

Figure 9. Site Kymissala, necropolis. Chamber tomb with a pine tree growing inside the
antechamber (Source: KARP).

Figure 10. Site Vassilika. View of the settlement from the southwest today (Source: KARP).
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Figure 11. Site Vassilika. View of the settlement from the southeast in the early 1890s (Source:
von Gaertringen 1899, 368, fig. 24).

Figure 12. Glyphada. General view of the bay from the north (Source: KARP).
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Figure 14. Site Vassilika. General view of the settlement (Source: KARP).
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Figure 15. Site Hagios Phokas. Views of the acropolis temple in 1915 (above) (Source: Maiuri
1916, 292, fig. 9) and today (below) (Source: KARP).

Figure 16. Site Kampanes. Chamber tomb reused for modern farming purposes (Source:
KARP).
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Figure 17. Kymissala. Views of the fire protection zone at the west end of the plain (Source:

KARP).
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Figure 18. Map of the medieval castles and watchtowers on the island of Rhodes (Source:

Xtepavidov 2004, 129).
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Figure 19. Monolithos village. St Thomas’ church with reused ancient material (Source:
KARP).

Figure 20. Site Monosyria, St Georgios’ church with reused early Christian material (Source:
KARP).
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Figure 22. Site Alonia. Satellite view of threshing floors of the early 20th century (Source:
KARP).
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Figure 23. Monolithos village. Ancient Greek funerary stele decorating house wall (Source:
KARP).

Figure 24. Site Kymissala Necropolis. Disturbed funerary monuments (Source: KARP).
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Figure 26. Site Kymissala Necropolis. Looted chamber tomb 3/2006 (Source: KARP).
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Figure 28. Aerial photo of the fortification walls of the acropolis at Hagios Phokas from the SW
(Source: KARP).
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