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NEW DISCOVERIES FROM PARTHENOPE (NAPLES)®

Daniela Giampaola

THE HISTORICAL AND TOPOGRAPHICAL FRAMEWORK

The contribution aims to present the new data
on the site of Parthenope at Pizzofalcone that have
emerged from the archaeological investigations
for the city’s underground line. These discoveries
deepen the knowledge surrounding the colonial
phenomenon in the Gulf of Naples, adding to the
documentation from Pithekoussai and Cumae.

The theme of the origin of Parthenope and its
evolution up to the foundation of Neapolis will be
focused on, also involving the historical tradition
on the two centres, which have recently been sub-
jected to a systematic review.

The archaeological records cannot shed any
new light on the tradition of the Rhodian founda-
tion of Parthenope testified to by Strabo (XIV 2.10,
p. 654) and Stephanus Byzantinus (s.v. Parthe-
nope), but it may be interesting to point out that
they date the beginning of the settlement to a very
ancient chronological horizon such as that evoked
by historical sources for Rhodian Parthenope (pri-
or to the foundation of the Olympic Games)'.

In the historical sources on Parthenope and Ne-
apolis Alfonso Mele recognises two different orien-
tations: that of the Neapolitan view (LyCOPHRON,
Alex. 733-737; Lutatius, Histor. Fr. 7 Peter; Liv.
VIII 22, 5,7; 23, 10; 25, 9; 26), which emphasises
the relationship of Neapolis with Pithekoussai and

* The article recalls the theme developed in a lecture held at
the 58" Congress on Magna Graecia (Taranto, 27-30 September
2018). Cf. Giampaora forthcoming. For a recent historical and
archaeological synthesis on Parthenope and Neapolis cf. Giam-
paoLA — GRECO 2022.

I'CassoLa 1985, 41-45; MELE 2014, 147-149.

especially Parthenope, and the other, from a Cu-
maean perspective (Pseupo Scymnus, vv. 572-6;
StrABO, V 4, 7 C 246; VELLEWUS, I 4, 1-2), which
enhances the relationship between Neapolis and
Cumae, obscuring the role of Parthenope®. The
sources suggest the sequence of Parthenope and
Neapolis, but do not indicate the date of foundation.

Particularly deserving of attention is the fragment
of the historian Lutatius (probably Lutatius Daph-
nides), according to whom Parthenope was initially
founded by Cumani incolae a parentibus digressi, sub-
sequently destroyed by the Cumaeans for fear of being
abandoned, and finally restored under the name of
Neapolis in accordance with an oracle after a plague
which struck the Cumaean territory. This source has
given rise to various hypotheses about the factual real-
ity of the destruction of Parthenope and its chronolo-
gy’. According to Bruno d’ Agostino, the events report-
ed by Lutatius relate to the crisis between Cumae and
Parthenope at the time of the tyrant Aristodemos®.

2 MELE 2009; 2014, 144-171; 2015, 20-24.

3 Scholars have tried to match the source with archaeological
data and, above all, with those of the necropolis of Pizzofalcone:
Narori 1952, 275-285, and 19972, 23-24, confirm the destruction of
Parthenope around 530 BC, attributing it to the Etruscans as part of
the struggles with Cumae. According to DE Caro 1974 and 1985,
99-102, the final dating of the necropolis is placed around the mid-
dle of the 6™ century BC, but it cannot be considered proof of the
destruction mentioned by Lutatius; PUGLIESE CARRATELLI 1952, 249,
and CassoLa 1985, 48-50, 55 suggest that the source does not imply
a total destruction of Parthenope: the first author links it to a decay
of the settlement; the other, to a conflict which opposed Cumae and
Parthenope between 485 and 474 BC, which was followed by the
founding of Neapolis; MELE 1985b, 91 agrees that the destruction of
Parthenope does not necessarily imply its demise; MELE 2014, 144-
147, associates Lutatius’ passage with an anti-Cumaean tradition,
rather than with the concrete destruction of Parthenope.

*p’AcosTiNO 1985. The relevance of stasis has also been em-
phasized by Raviora 1995, 153-164, who places it at the end of
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Fig. 1. Campania and the Gulf of Naples (© Centre Jean Bérard Naples; P. Munzi-Santoriello)

Emanuele Greco argues that the foundation of Neapo-
lis caused the split of the chora of Cumae, as it had
been defined since the time of the Euboean apoikia’.

Alfonso Mele, on the other hand, places the or-
igin of this tradition at the end of the 5 century, at
the time when Neapolis and Cumae developed an
opposing policy towards the Campanians, which
led to a disagreement like that between Cumae and
Parthenope about a century earlier®.

Parthenope is located in the Gulf of Naples — Ky-
maios Kolpos or Krater in literary sources — and
controls the sea passage through the Mouths of Ca-
pri and the Procida Channel’” (Fig. 1). The settle-
ment is included in the network of ports of the
paralia of Cumae such as the epineion of Puteoli
(STrRABO, V, 4, 6) and the limenes of Misenum
(DioN. HaL., VII, 3, 2)8, which were also connected

Aristodemos’ tyranny, proposing a date around 480 BC for the
founding of Neapolis.

> Greco 1985, 188-189; 2021.

¢ MELE 2009, 194-195; 2014, 147, 166-168.

"MELE 2014, 81-89, 231-232.

8 Gras 1985b, 14, 17-19 emphasizes Cumae’s geographic
marginality with respect to the Gulf of Naples, while at the same
time enhancing its wide sphere of influence over the paralia,

by the coastal route of the via Heraclea’. It is un-
certain whether this passage continued towards
Parthenope, while upstream of the modern city of
Pozzuoli, a road connecting Neapolis to Puteoli
from the end of the 7* century BC testifies to an
early connection between Cumae and the other
ports in the Gulf'’. The only archaic evidence refer-
able to the epineion of Puteoli are sherds of an Ita-
lo-Geometric oinochoe (late 7" Century BC) and
an lonian cup (mid-6™ century BC) found at Rione
Terra where the ancient settlement can be located'!;
no evidence of this phase is known for Misenum.
This is a meager and later evidence than that of
Parthenope, for which the otherwise extensive ar-
chaeological record calls into question or, at least,
circumscribes in time, its role as a mere epineion."?

extended as far as Miseno, Pozzuoli, Parthenope, Herakleion; cf.
also MELE 2009, 196-197; 2014, 92-96, 170-171.

> Gras 1985b,15-17.

10 DE CarO — GIALANELLA 2002, 9.

" DE Franciscis 1971; DE CArRO — GIALANELLA 2002, 9, 11;
ZEvi 1993, 9-13.

12 MELE 2009, 196-197; 2014, 92-96; GianGiuLio 2021,70-71
assumes an indigenous presence at the time of the Cumaean
foundation of Parthenope. He also doubts that Parthenope was
simply a naval epineion and not a more substantial settlement.
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Fig. 2. Parthenope and Neapolis with the ancient coastline (Calcagno Architetti Associati)

At the same time, the context of Parthenope  historical, topographical, and archaeological point

cannot be examined separately from that of Nea-  of view.

polis: the two sites form a unitary system from a Parthenope and Neapolis occupy two adjacent hills
and are connected by a flat area located on the slopes of
the Vomero - S. Martino hill ridge, which circumscribes

For the evaluation of Parthenope’s status, the results of the exca- e inlet. i hich. dav’s Pi Municii

vation at Piazza Santa Maria degli Angeli assume significant rel- a marine inlet, in which, at to y S .lazza i unicipio,

evance, on which see the detailed presentation below. the Greco-Roman port has been identified (Fig. 2).
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Fig. 3. Parthenope and Neapolis: the pre-protohistoric occupation (G. Boenzi, M.R. Ruello)

This settlement unit was occupied from the
Late Neolithic and during the Eneolithic'® (Fig. 3).
Excavations for the urban subway line document
from the EBA onwards a more substantial occupa-
tion along the ancient coastline, which increases in
the MBA and LBA until the transition between the
FBA and the EIA. Particularly important for these
periods are the site of the Duomo station, in the
eastern shoreline in front of the Neapolis plateau,
and those of the S. Pasquale and Arco Mirelli sta-
tions, west of the Pizzofalcone promontory later

13 GiampaoLA — BARTOLI — BoeENz 2018.

occupied by Parthenope. The FBA/EIA chrono-
logical horizon cannot be further specified, due to
the lack of diagnostic pottery and the mode of for-
mation of the archaeological deposits'.

Unlike Cumae??, there are no traces of settlements
or cemeteries at the beginning of the EIA; since only

14 GiampaoLA — BARTOLI — BOENZI 2018, 215-22. The investi-
gations involved sandy deposits near the ancient shoreline, orig-
inally submerged or reworked by the sea, with anthropogenic
carryover from nearby hillsides: Romano et al. 2013; GiampaoLa
— BartoLl — Boenzi 2018, 221-230, 236-244.

15 JANNELLI 1999; CriscuoLo — PAacciarReLLI 2008; BRUN ef al.
2008; Greco 2008, 387-388; 2009, 13-17; GastaLpr 2018, 189-
198; Ni1T11 2019; D’ AcunTO — D’ONOFRIO — NITTI 2021.
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Fig. 4. Parthenope (Calcagno Architetti Associati)

a few materials of the EIA2 have been found, the
question of an indigenous settlement at Parthenope
prior to the Euboean presence in the Gulfis still open.

The original morphology of Pizzofalcone
(about 15 hectares) was characterized by high
tuffaceous slopes, now visible only in the residual
spaces of the modern city (Fig. 4). Opposite Pizzo-
falcone is the islet traditionally identified with
Megaris, occupied since the 12 century by Castel
dell’Ovo'¢. A profound transformation of the an-

16 Megaris, PLiNn. HN 111, 82; Megalia, Stat., Silv. 11 2, 80;
Parthenope, PtoL., Geog. 111 I, 69: cf. CassoLa 1985, 45, MELE

cient landscape is due to the “Risanamento” proj-
ect of the late 19" century: it carried out the ad-
vancement of the shoreline by means of an artificial
filling between via Chiatamone and via S. Lucia,
which changed the relationship of the Pizzofal-
cone hill with the sea'’. Inland, a paleoalveum di-

2014, 156. Recent archaeological and geomorphological data
testify that the submerged area surrounding the islet of Castel
dell’Ovo is occupied by artificial piscinae, pertaining to the late
Republican maritime villa (perhaps that of L. Licinius Lucullus
reported by literary sources) located at Pizzofalcone. Investiga-
tions have so far revealed no traces of more ancient remains on
the islet: cf. PAPPONE et al. 2019; IavarRONE 2020.
17 ALisio 2003.
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vided Pizzofalcone from the Mortelle hill, where
at via Nicotera a necropolis was found in 1949;
this natural gorge, taken up by today’s via Chiaia,
was used from at least the Augustan Age by the via
per cryptam directed to Puteoli'®.

Neapolis occupies a nearby wider plateau (ca.
70 hectares), surrounded by gorges in which the
cemeteries are located; the urban plateau sloped
toward the coastline where the natural harbor inlet
opened to the west, while, on the opposite side, a
sandy shoreline reached the depression of the Se-
betus river, at the eastern limit of its chora'®. The
urban planning per strigas, still in the late archaic
pattern®’, and the city walls were adapted to the
natural orography of the plateau.

The dating of the city’s foundation has been
placed traditionally around 470 BC, after the naval
battle of Cumae in 474",

Archaeological investigations carried out in the
late 1990s on the urban plateau, however, docu-
mented numerous residual ceramics datable from
the mid/second half to the last decades of the 6™
century BC in various areas (S. Aniello a Cap-
onapoli, S. Domenico Maggiore, S. Marcellino).
To these materials can be added the finds of a por-
tion of city wall in orthostats, investigated at the
eastern limit of the settlement in vico Sopram-
muro, datable on the pottery sherds in the emplek-
ton, around the first decades of the 5% century
BC*.

18 JonanNowsky 1985; 1953, 121-22, suggests that the via
per cryptam traces a pre-existing route between Neapolis and
Parthenope and to the Phlegrean area, evidenced by the discov-
eries of tombs dated from the 5™ to 3™ centuries BC.

1 On the urban planning cf. Narori 1967; 19972, Greco
1985a, 1985b; GiamraorLa 1995; Greco 2005; LoNGo — TAURO
2016; MerTENs 2016; Giampaora 2017b.

20 Greco 1985b, 207.

21 On the chronology around 470 BC cf. PUGLIESE CARRATELLI
1952, 249-253; NaroLi 19972, 25; MELE 1985a, 104. Due to the lack
of historical data, an “archaeological” date of the foundation has been
proposed, based on the few grave goods from the second quarter of
the 5" century BC from the necropolis of Castel Capuano (CassoLA
1985, 55; BORRIELLO et al. 1985; PONTRANDOLFO 1985) and on the
oldest Neapolitan coin series, known from a single sample with the
head of the siren Parthenope (CANTILENA 1985, 352 - 354). For a
later date of the coin around 450 BC cf. RutTer 1979, no.1, 142.

2 GiampaoLa — D’AgostiNo 2005, 51-59, 72-80, fig.12 (D.
Giampaola). Contra D’Onorrio 2017 who, while admitting that the
city wall is not a binding element for the birth of the polis, disagrees
with the dating of the fortification of vico Soprammuro, whose mate-
rials would only indicate a terminus post quem within the mid-5"
century BC. This reasoning does not seem decisive since the most

These archaeological data led to tracing the
process of founding the city to the last third of the
6™ century BC and, according to Bruno d’Agostino,
to the stasis culminating in Aristodemos’ seizure
of power at Cumae in 504 BC*.

The hypothesis of a higher chronology for the
urban foundation has renewed the discussion of
the dynamics of the development of Neapolis®.

Another important event in the city’s history is
the epoikia of the Athenians, Pythecusan, and
Chalcidans (StrABO, V, 4, 7 C 246), at the time of
the Athenian navarch Diotimus’ expedition be-
tween the middle and third quarter of the 5™ centu-
ry”’: some scholars suggest that the poleonym of
Neapolis is to be related to this event®®.

The examination of old and new archaeological
data allows us for a more in-depth examination of
the passage from Parthenope to Neapolis.

THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL DOSSIER ON PARTHENOPE UP TO
THE EXCAVATIONS FOR THE SUBWAY LINE

Archaeological evidence on Parthenope was for
a long time limited to the Chiatamone dump and
the necropolis of via Nicotera, which attested to its
location on the Pizzofalcone promontory. Due to
the scarcity of materials and the fortuitous circum-
stances of the findings, the archaeological frame-
work has remained uncertain about both in terms of
the chronology and function of the settlement.

problematic marker recovered in the emplekton is an “Etruscan-Ar-
chaic” bowl, pertaining to a type (A3) which, according to FALcONE
— Naroritano 2010, 38-39 (not known to D’Onoftio 2017) dates be-
tween the late 6%/early 5" century BC and «470/60 a.C. e non oltrex.
In our case, such chronological range can be further reasonably nar-
rowed down if we consider that the bowl is associated in the emplek-
ton with other sherds dating within the first quarter of the 5" century.

2 GiampaoLA — D’ AGosTINO 2005, 59-63 (B. d’ Agostino).

2 MEeLE 2009, 183, 185, 192, 197-199; 2014, 174-176;
D’ONorrio 2017; Cerchial 2010 and 2020; Greco 2021 ; GIANGIULIO
2021 40, 70-71 distinguishes between a poleogenetic process that
begins in the late archaic age, consolidating over time and an in-
stitutional “foundation” that takes shape around the mid-5" cen-
tury, at the time of the epoikia.

% On the chronology of Diotimus’s expedition cf. e.g. CassoLa
1986, 63-65; MELE 2007, 251-266; 2009, 198-199; 2014, 180-187.

26 MEeLE 2009, 195, 198; D’ONorrio 2017, 35; GReco 2021 agrees
with the hypothesis, posing the problem of the city’s name before the
epoikia. D’ONorri0 2017, 35-41 suggests that “una definizione/rifor-
mulazione sostanziale” of the urban planning occurred at the time of
apoikia; along the same interpretive pathway GianciuLio 2021, 71.
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The history of the archaeological discovery of
Parthenope begins with the urban regeneration of the
S. Lucia quarter, when on the eastern slope of the
Pizzofalcone promontory (Pallonetto a S. Lucia) a
ceramic dump was recovered; it was initially judged
to be prehistoric and later correctly dated by Giorgio
Buchner and Stefano De Caro?’. Around the 2000s
this context was subjected to a more up-to-date
study?®. The oldest materials date from the late 8" to
mid-7" century BC.: an impasto kotyle with im-
pressed circles, Italo-Geometric vessels produced at
Pithekoussai or Cumae, and a small Phoenician jug.
The dump also contains sherds extending from the
late 7" to the 6™ century: impasto, bucchero®, and
Italo-Geometric vessels, a Corinthian kotyle, Ionian
cups, and pottery with linear decoration. The most
recent marker is black-glaze pottery from the early
5% century (Acrocup and B kylikes). It has thus been
assumed that the beginning of Parthenope dates to
the late 8" to early 7" century BC and that its final
phase, or at any rate its downsizing, lies in the first
decades of the 5™ century, with a possible break
linked to the founding of Neapolis.

The Parthenope necropolis was accidentally
discovered in Via Nicotera 10 on the Mortelle hill:
only parts of the grave goods were recovered with-
out distinction of the burials, whose chronology
Stefano De Caro fixed in a range from the mid-7"
to the first half of the 6™ century BC*.

The finds are Corinthian pottery from the MPC
until to MC/LC horizon, Etruscan-Corinthian
vessels, and colonial Greek types of Pithekoussan-
Cumaean workshop. Ionian A2 and B1 cups and
Ionian-bucchero are also documented, while
indigenous pottery is absent.

The necropolis is used again in the 4- 31 century
BC, as documented by red-figure, black-glaze and
plain pottery; this is the period when Parthenope has
become the Palaepolis mentioned by Livy (VIII, 22,
5,7), at the time of the bellum neapolitanum at the
beginning of the Second Samnite War®'.

27 DALL’Osso 1906; BucuNer 1950, 106-107; NaproLr 19972,
38, note 71; DE Caro 1974, 62-63.

28 GiampaoLA — D’ AcosTiNo 2005, 51, 63-72, figs. 10-11 (D.
Giampaola).

2 On the bucchero pottery at Chiatamone cf. NAPOLITANO
2011, 32,44, pls. [, 2.2.1, 11, 3.2.2.

30 DE Caro 1974; 1985, 99-102.

31 DE Caro 1985, 100; Napoli antica 1985, 282.

This source alludes to a development of the
Neapolitan community that finds full confirmation
in the archaeological data: Palaepolis (the “Old
town”) is flanked at a short distance by Neapolis
(the “New town”), inhabited by the same people,
and both constitute a single civitas®.

THE EXCAVATION OF THE SUBWAY LINE

The excavations for the subway in Piazza S.
Maria degli Angeli and Piazza Municipio appear
significant because of their locations: the Pizzofal-
cone hill in the former case and the area of the an-
cient port in the other, which lies at an almost equal
distance between Parthenope and Neapolis.

Pizzofalcone - Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli

At Santa Maria degli Angeli the investigation
focused on the northern edge of the Pizzofalcone
hill, which in the viceregal age was involved in
the extensive urban rearrangements connected
with the extension of the city walls*. The
archaeological excavation led to the discovery
of a nucleus of finds from the second half of the
8™ to the first decades of the 5™ century BC*.
Their original stratigraphy was not preserved, as the
area was utilised in the Roman and Medieval ages,
and then transformed in the 16™ century through the
regularization of the hillside with extensive filling.

An intact stratigraphic setting was intercepted
only at the Prehistoric layers: a sequence of
Phlaegrean pyroclastic eruptions alternating with
paleosols subjected to agricultural activities, dated
between the Late Neolithic and Eneolithic periods,
was discovered®.

32 MELE 2009, 192-193; 2014, 160-162, 201-203.

33 GRAVAGNUOLO — GRAVAGNUOLO 1990.

34 Preliminary news on the excavation of the Chiaia station in
Sampaoro 2010, 1334-1337; CINQUANTAQUATTRO 2012, 865-867.
The archaeological dig covered an area of ca. 2440 sq. m., from
elevation 34.50 to elevation 27.40 asl. Archaeological assistance
was provided by Giuliana Boenzi (coordinator) and Riccardo
Laurenza. The preliminary catalogue of the finds was carried out
by Mariangela Barbato, Ada De Crescenzo, Riccardo Laurenza,
and Elda Scoppetta. The graphic documentation is due to Entasis
Studio di Architettura of Michele Varchetta and Alessandra Cal-
vi. To all of them goes my thanks.

3 GiampaoLA — Boenzr 2013, 39-40; GIAMPAOLA — BARTOLI —
Boenzi 2018, 209-214.
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Fig. 5. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: the Chiaia paleoalveum (Entasis Studio di Architettura)

At the northern end of the excavation area the
southern bank of the Chiaia paleoalveum was
identified, formed by the sequence of eruptions
and paleosols. The ancient riverbed was filled by
artificial dumps and natural collapses and layers of
the 13"-14" centuries and the late 15%-mid 16™
century date its final obliteration (Figs. 5-6).

Fig. 6. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: the paleoalveum under
archaeological investigation

The materials discussed below are therefore re-
sidual: they come only in a small part from the pre-
served stratigraphies, but mostly from the artificial
filling of the paleoalveum®. These are finds with a
high index of fragmentation, perhaps coming from
previous landfills.

Of note is the lack of protohistoric impasto pot-
tery and in particular of the FBA and the EIA; only
a few sherds date to the EIA2%.

Of course, it is not possible to reconstruct the
contexts: the materials can come from the same
place where they were recovered or from different,
nearby spaces. Thus, for example, at via Egiziaca
of Pizzofalcone, very near Piazza S. Maria degli
Angeli, a preventive archaeology intervention
brought to light a structure made of tufa blocks
datable to the mid/second half of the 6™ century

% As evidence of the extensive rearrangement of the area, it
should be noted that the residual artifacts were mainly recovered
from negative Stratigraphic Units: in addition to the paleo-
alveum, a Late-Antique ditch, Imperial age burials, Late-Repub-
lican pits.

37 Cf. infra, 532.



New Discoveries from Parthenope (Naples) 531

Fig. 7. Piazza Municipio: the Hellenistic harbor basin (digital terrain model, M. R. Ruello)

BC: associated with it were Italo Geometric leka-
nai, lonian cups and painted tiles*.

The harbor — Piazza Municipio

At Piazza Municipio the excavation of the sub-
way station (lines 1 and 6) brought to light the
western part of an inlet that extended eastward to-
ward today’s Piazza G. Bovio, to just beyond the
area of the church of S. Maria di Porto Salvo®.

% The investigation was partial due to the impossibility of
deepening the trench, as is usual in Urban Archaeology. Scien-
tific assistance and documentation were provided by Apoikia
Society.

¥ On the topography and morphology of the harbor cf. mostly
GIaMPAOLA et al. 2005, 47 - 62; GiaMPAOLA — CARSANA 2005; CAR-
saNA et al. 2009; GiampaoLa 2017b; D1 DoNato et al. 2018; VAccHl
et al. 2019; Giampaora 2020; GiampaoLA — CARSANA 2021.

A portion of the basin (about 4 hectares) used as
a port in Greek and Roman times has been identi-
fied between Piazza Municipio and via Medina. It
is mainly from the Hellenistic age that it is possi-
ble to delineate the morphology of that part of the
bay, although it can be assumed that its conforma-
tion was not substantially different at least in the
Archaic period (Fig. 7).

The basin was protected from the winds and the
sea by the promontory of Castel Nuovo, prolonged
by a shallow submerged spur, which further on
emerged again forming an islet about 2.60 m above
sea level at the time.

The earliest structures documented by the exca-
vations date to the Hellenistic period: a ramp,
probably for hauling or mooring small boats, and
hillside terracing systems.
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Fig. 8. Piazza Munici-
pio: the dredging of the
Hellenistic harbor basin

Around the first half of the 3 century and up to
the second half of the 2™ century BC, the seabed of
the harbor basin, except for a small portion located
at its mouth*, undergoes a massive dredging ac-
tion, documented by a series of furrows produced
by the excavation tools, which overlap and inter-
sect one another*! (Figs. 8, 26).

The archaeological finds - Piazza S. Maria degli
Angeli/Piazza Municipio

Archaeological evidence from S. Maria degli
Angeli will be illustrated, from the oldest finds
from the second half of the 8"and 7™ centuries to
those from the 6™ and 5™ centuries BC. The oldest
documentation will be supported by residual evi-
dence of the same periods discovered in the
dredged bottoms of the harbor. The presentation
will be organized by classes of materials*.

0 Cf. infra, 548-552.

41 Dredging covers almost the entire area investigated (3750
$q. m.).

2 The study of materials was undertaken by a research group
consisting of Mariangela Barbato, Bruno d’Agostino, Giuliana
Boenzi, Luca Cerchiai, Matteo D’Acunto, Daniela Giampaola,
Andrea Martelli, Carmine Pellegrino, Elda Scoppetta, Amelia
Tubelli. Drawings of materials were made by Mariangela Barba-
to and Post Scriptum of Marina Pierobon, Giuseppina Stelo. To
all of them go my thanks.

Finally, the dredge-spared bottom (6®-5™ centuries
BC) found at the mouth of the harbor will be discussed.

Impasto pottery® (Fig. 9)

Among the few impasto sherds found at S. Maria
degli Angeli (Fig. 9.1-3), the most recognizable one
relates to a bowl attributable to EIA2, while an oi-
nochoe with a globular body and shoulder decorat-
ed with incised angles is dated to the last quarter of
the 8" century* (Fig. 9.4). From Piazza Municipio
comes a large carinated bowl, belonging to a type
attested at Pithekoussai and at Cumae (Fig. 9.5).
This type is documented at Piazza Municipio also in
coarse pottery® (Fig. 9.6). A carinated bowl with
lozenge-decorated bottom from S. Maria degli An-
geli (Fig. 9.7) dates to the beginning of the 6" cen-
tury: it is certainly an import from an indigenous
center on the Campanian plain®.

4 Except for the prehistoric/protostoric ceramic evidence for
which see GiampaoLA — BArToLI — BoENZI 2018.

* The type is documented in numerous Campanian sites:
e.g., Calatia 1996, 32, 1, pl. 7 (T. 295); Capua: JOHANNOWSKY
1983, 152, 5, pl. XLVII (T. 282).

4 Cf. Pithekoussai I, 370, pl. CLV (T. 315,3); 376, pl. CLVI (T.
323,5); 658, pl. CLXXXVI (T. 678, 2); 672, pl. CLXXXVIII (T. 698,
1); the type continues in the first half of the 7* century: Pithekoussai
1,529, pl.159 (T. 530, 3); for Cumae, cf. Nigro 2006a, 76, pl. 16, 2-5.

* Cf. e.g., Calatia 1996, 69, pl. 19, 66, 77 (T. 296).
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Fig. 9. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli/Piazza Municipio: impasto pottery

Fig. 10. Piazza Municipio: Euboean skyphos

LG pottery (Figs. 10-11)

The oldest Greek pottery found at S. Maria degli
Angeli and piazza Municipio can be framed within
a chronological horizon between LG I-LG II.

From the dredged bottoms of the ancient harbor
comes a fragment of Euboean skyphos, datable be-
tween the third and fourth quarter of the 8" century
BC, which can be added to the samples from
Pithekoussai and Cumae?*’ (Fig. 10).

47 The attribution to a Euboean workshop was suggested to
me by Matteo D’ Acunto and Samuel Verdan, both by the colour
and characteristics of clay devoid of mica and by the presence of
a creamy white slip applied with a brush. I thank them both for
their generous availability.

The skyphos, of good quality, has a short, flared lip with
brown parallel lines on both faces and a basin with an open and
rounded profile; the handles, slightly oblique, are bordered by two
horizontal brown lines; the lower one extends to intersect the ver-
tical bars bordering the central panel, whose decoration is not pre-
served. The interior of the vessel below the lip is painted, as is,
probably, the outer wall below the panel. The sample can be relat-

From S. Maria degli Angeli comes a fragment
of skyphos, with a reserved band inside the lip,
perhaps pertaining to black-cup* (Fig. 11.1); three
fragments of skyphoi in Pithekoussan-Cumaean
clay are also attested, with deep body, lightly flared
lip, and decorated panel between the handles; two
of them have a painted lip with reserved rim and a
reserved band at the attachment to the shoulder.

ed to skyphoi from Eretria of early LG II type (735-700 BC): Ere-
tria XX, nos. 312 (for profile)- 313 (for profile and decoration),
330, pl. 64; Eretria XXII, no. 270, 17, pl. 91. A Euboean skyphos
from lalysos, dated by Matteo D’Acunto to the turn of LG I and
LG I, in terms of the Eretrian chronology, has both the same linear
decoration of the lip (inner and outer) and handles margined by
lines that overlap the vertical bars of the panel: D’ Acunto 2020b,
242-243, 733, pls. XXXI, LVI, fig. 15, (T. CII/387Ts. 2). For Eu-
boean imports from Pithekoussai: CoLpsTREAM 1995; for Cumae:
e.g. D’Acunto, 2022, 57, 76-77, catalogue 1.28- 1.29.

4 Kourou 2005, 502-504 pl. 3; p’AcostiNo 2016, 99-100
note 15; BERNARDINT — RENDELI 2020, 327, fig. 3a-b; for examples
from Sybaris cf. Luserto 2020, 118, pl. Il F (LG Ib).
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Fig. 11. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli/Piazza Municipio: LG pottery

One sample can be attributed to the hanging chev-
rons/sigmas type® (Fig. 11.2); of the second sample
(Fig. 11.3), only part of the vertical lines that bordered
the panel is preserved; the panel of the third is defined
by vertical lines and retains only the beginning of the
inner decorative pattern, most likely to be identified
with a chain of lozenges or zigzags™ (Fig. 11.4).

* The chevrons are placed in a wide panel below a horizontal
line. The sherd appears comparable to a Cumaean sample from
Cumae: cf. D’ Acostivo 2006, nos. TTA 6, 20, 154, fig.45, pl. 2,
A, 7. For the skyphoi with hanging chevrons cf. e.g., D’AGosTiNO
1999, 19; 2016, 100; the decorative pattern occurs on Euboean
skyphoi from Pithekoussai: cf. CoLpsTREAM 1995, nos. 64, 66,
257-258, fig. 2, pl. 29, b, d (LG I).

50 Only the rounded shoulder and lip attachment of the sky-
phos are preserved. The decorative pattern is present at Pithe-
koussai in LG I contexts: GiaLaNELLA 1994, 183, A8, fig. 29, 3;
Pithekoussai I, 273, pl. 92 (T. 212, 6), 703, pl. 245; MERMATI
2012, Type M4, 205-206, catalogue M48, M49, M50, (LG 1I).
For Cumae cf. D’Acunto 2009, 82, fig. 19; 2017, 304 (LG 1?);
Cuozz0 2006b, nos. TTA 29, TTA 30, 24, 157, pl. 3, 3-4 (“Thapsos”
cups with panel). Chains of lozenges and zigzags are also attested
in LG II skyphoi from other different sites of the Campania: MERr-
MATI 2012, catalogue M52, M53, M78-80.

Several LG 1II finds of Pithekoussan-Cumaean
workshop can be traced at S. Maria degli Angeli,
such as a reticulated lozenge oinochoe’! (Fig. 11.5)
and a conical lekythos with pendulous reticulated
rays> (Fig. 11. 6). A fragment of a pyxis or kra-
teriskos can be added, with a distinct lip and flat
rim; on the rim, groups of dashes are margined by
a line; on the body, groups of wavy vertical lines
overlap with pendulous triangles (Fig. 11.7). Fi-
nally, two sherds, pertaining to unidentified work-
shops, should be noted: the shoulder of an oino-
choe with a metopal frame bordered by vertical
lines and fielded by oblique zigzags or fishbones>
and the body of a crater with a meander motif (Fig.
11.8-9) for which a date between the late 8" to mid
7™ century BC can be proposed.

STCf. MermaTI 2012, catalogue A fr. 18 ¢ 19.

52 Cf. MErMATI 2012, 156-157, catalogue D58, pls. X VII, and
Pithekoussai I, 265, pls. 90, CXXXVI (T. 208, 3).

53 Cf. e.g., MErMaATI 2012, Types A1-A2, 53-57, 137-138, 140-
141, catalogue A 23, A37, A 42, A49,A 92, A 102, A 104, All6.
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Fig. 12. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: Protocorinthian pottery

Belonging to the production of “White-on-Dark
Style” are some sherds of craters and table vessels
with wavy line decoration™ (Fig. 11.10-11). At-
tributing an oinochoe neck fragment with linear
motifs and dot-rosettes (Fig. 11.12) to this class is
problematic. Because of the poorly purified clay
and blackish paint, it can be likened to “White-on-
Dark class”, but the decorative apparatus corre-
sponds more probably to the LPC oinochoai of the
Cumaean “Gruppo delle Rosette.

Phoenician pottery

Although it comes from the Chiatamone dump
and not from the one in Santa Maria degli Angeli,
it may be useful to remember a small Phoenician
jug datable to the late 8" to mid-7" century BC>¢:
the fragment may provide a little evidence of Par-
thenope’s inclusion in the same network of traffics
and mobility from the eastern Mediterranean doc-
umented at Pithekoussai and Cumae.

Protocorinthian pottery (Fig. 12)
At Santa Maria degli Angeli, imported or lo-
cally produced Protocorinthian pottery, is attested

5 Cf. CoLpSTREAM 1995, nos. 13-18, 253 - 254, 256, pl. 27, d,
cf. also Cuozzo 2006a, nos. TTA 14-15, 21-22, 155-156, fig. 46,
pl. 2B, 1, 2; D’Acunto 2017, 305, fig. 13 f; cf. also M. Cuozzo in
this volume.

33 Cf. Mermatt 2012, Type A6 B, 62, 65, 150, pls. XIV,
XXXIV.6, catalogue A 295-297, A 299-301.

36 Cf. GiampaoLa — p’Acostivo 2005, 51, 70, fig. 10 no. 21.
Not taken into consideration were some fragments of possible
Phoenician production from the harbor, on which more in-depth
study is needed.

by a rather small number of finds consisting main-
ly of drinking vessels. To the EPC/ beginning
MPC date a few tall kotylai, one of which, of im-
itation, preserves the panel fielded by hanging sig-
mas®’ (Fig. 12. 1-2). To the MPC and LPC belong
skyphoi with sigmas®® or with a reserved band®
(Fig. 12.4-.7).

Vessels of MPC tradition, such as an imported
oinochoe with inverted S in the lower half of the neck®
and sherds of kotylai with running dogs, can be dated
to the second half of the 7 century®' (Fig. 12.8-10).

57 The sample fig. 12.2 has thin lines on the body; the hanging
sigma pattern probably fills the entire panel up to the vertical bars.
On the typological evolution of the tall kotyle cf. Perachora II, 51
ff.; cf. also D’ Acostivo 1968, Type 8, 92, fig. 12; Rizzo 2015, 86-
94.The shape is well attested at Pithekoussai (Nizzo 2007, B410
(AI-C) Bla, LG2, B410 (AI-C) C1, MPC) and Cumae (e.g., GRE-
co 2009, 24, fig. 17a-b, last quarter 8"-beginning 7 century).
Sample fig. 12.3 belongs to an imported, probably MPC, kotyle,
of which only the handle and lip attachment are preserved.

58 The skyphoi have a concave painted lip and shallow body;
the panel, bordered by two horizontal lines and side bars, has ver-
tical dashes in one sample: see e.g., Perachora II, 75-76, 79 no.
690, pl.29 (half of the 7 century). Painted lips and vertical dashes
are present on MPC skyphoi from Pithekoussai: for the first pat-
tern, Nizzo 2007, 154, B 390 (AL), D7, for the other: Nizzo 2007,
156 (Al C) D2. At Pontecagnano the sigma skyphos type can be
dated between the second quarter and the end of the 7 century:
D’AcosTtINO 1968, Type 11 a, 97, fig. 14. Sigma skyphoi assigned
to the MPC are documented in the Archaic and Late Archaic em-
plekta of the Cumaean wall: Cuozzo 2006b, no. TT.40, 28, fig. 48.

% D’AcostiNo 1968, Type 12, 97, fig. 15 from the first quar-
ter of the 7" century BC; for the reserved band and shallow basin
cf. a local skyphos from Pithekoussai: Pithekoussai I, 359, pl.
115,3, (T. 303 MPC- LPC), Nizzo 2007, B390 (AL) C2 (MPC).

0 Cf. CVA Tarquinia 111, Italy 55, 14, pl. 8, 6,8-9; Pithekous-
sai I, 175, pl. 52, 1 (T. 144 of the MPC).

o Cf. NC, 279, 191,1, fig. 9¢c; CVA Gela 11, Italy 53, 17, pl.
27, 5-6.
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Italo-Geometric pottery (Fig. 13)

The repertoire of Italo-Geometric class is doc-
umented mainly from the first decades of the 7
century BC, although some fragments may date
from the years immediately preceding. Most of
the materials come from Santa Maria degli Ange-
li, one even from the Piazza Municipio basin.
Bottles, lekanai, plates and cups are especially
attested, following a morphological repertoire si-
multaneously widespread at Pithekoussai and
Cumae and, more widely, in Tyrrhenian Italy.
The bottles belong mainly to the type with circular
mouth, cylindrical body, and flat bottom; the decora-
tive patterns consist of rows of horizontal lines fram-
ing bands on the body and wavy lines often on the
shoulder and lip (Fig. 13.1-9). The finds date from
the first quarter of the 7" century, probably with a
few samples that may extend to the middle of the
century®. Similar types also come from the Chiata-
mone dump and the Pizzofalcone necropolis®. Also
widely documented are the lekanai® (Fig. 13.10-17).
A sample from Piazza Municipio can still be dated to
the end of the 8" century BC (Fig. 13.10): it has a
painted knob and is probably one-handled; its deco-
ration consists of a narrow wave at the top of the
basin and groups of strokes margined by two con-
centric lines on the rim®. Some sherds from Santa
Maria degli Angeli may also belong to the earliest
types, because of the depth of the body, the narrow
wave line on the lip, and the line group pattern on the
rim% (Fig. 13. 11). However, a larger quantity is rep-
resented by types that continue throughout the 7%
century BC, with a shallower body and a broad wave
pattern; the rim may be decorated by groups of lines,
a wave line, oblique bands, or be entirely painted®’

2 p’AcostiNo 1968, Types 22- 23, 103-104, fig. 8. For local
samples of the LG II/PCA from Pithekoussai and Cumae cf.
Mermati 2012, Type Cl1, 72-73, 151-152, pl. XX VI, catalogue
CO01 - C16; Cuozzo 2006b, 31, pl. 5, 8-12.

8 Cf. supra, 529; on the samples from the necropolis cf.
MEermaTI 2012, 73, catalogue C17-C18.

% p’AgosTiNo 1968, Types 24-26, 104-105, fig. 19; Cuozzo
2006b, 32-33; MErMATI 2012, 120-123, 220-221.

% Cf e.g., single-handled lekanai with a socket between two
knobs from the T. 328 of Pithekoussai: Pithekoussai I, 385, 3,
pls. 124-125; Mermati 2012, 121, pl. XXIX, catalogue T10-T11.
For the painted knob, opposite to the handle cf. MErmaTI 2012,
catalogue T22-T 23.

¢ Cf. e.g. Cuozzo 2006b, no. TTA 112, 165, pl. 7, 6.

7 Cf. e.g., Cuozzo 2006b, 33, pls. 7-8.

(Fig. 13.12-17). It is worthy of note, partly because
of the nature of the finds, that there are no two-han-
dled type. While they are not very common at
Pithekoussai and Cumae, they are well documented
in inner Campania®,

There are also numerous cups similar to those
documented at Pithekoussai and Cumae®.

As for the dishes with a brimmed lip, series dat-
able up to the middle of the 7 century can be identi-
fied (Fig. 13. 18-23): the lip is decorated inside and
out with concentric lines or broader bands delimiting
groups of vertical or wavy lines and festoon motifs™.

A ring foot decorated on the outer face with heli-
cal bands probably belongs to a dish: a pattern char-
acteristic of late-orientalising Cumaean production
and documented also at Pontecagnano’' (Fig. 13. 24).

Corinthian pottery (Fig. 14)

Corinthian pottery is documented in greater
quantity than Protocorinthian, with a repertoire
extending from the EC to the entire LC. In addition to
still prevalent drinking vessels, there are shapes
pertaining to the sphere of perfume and cosmetics,
such as aryballoi, alabastra and pyxides; also interesting
is the presence of cothones, whose use may be related
to the convivial sphere. Among the wine vases, two
sherds of conical oinochoai in black polychrome style
date to the EC™ (Fig. 14.1-2); to the MC belong two
figured craters: one with a winged figure, the other
with a boar hunting scene (Fig. 14.3-4). An MC dating
can also be proposed for an oinochoe (with polychrome
tongues on the shoulder™) (Fig. 14.5).

% MermaTI 2012, 121, 221, pl. XXIX, catalogue T17; Cuoz-
70 2006b, nos. TTA 130 - 132, 32 - 33, pls. 8, 12, 15-16; Berrio-
LA 2003, 120-121, 158, 165, pls. 136, 146 (middle - to last quar-
ter of the 7™ century).

% Cuozzo 2006b 31; MermaTI 2012, 117 - 120, 217-220, pl.
XXVIIIL.

0 Cuozzo 2006b, 32, 164, nos TTA102- TTA103, pl. 6, 13,
17; Munzi 2007, 120-121, figs. 8 e 10. Cft. also, MErMATI 2012,
123-126, 222-226, pl. XXX, especially for the Type Ula, which
is well documented at Pithekoussai.

' Cuozzo 2006b, 135, 142, 164, nos. TA6, TA93, TTA 107,
pl. 6, 16, 18-19; Munz1 2007, fig. 10. For Pontecagnano cf.
Cuozzo — D’ANDREA 1991, Types 30A e 31A1, 79, fig. 11 (first
quarter of the 6" century).

2 Cf. NC, no. 758, 299, fig. 153, Nizzo 2007, 129, B120 (Al-
C) A2; CVA Gela 1, Italy 52, 15-16, pl. 21.

3 Cf. NC, nos. 1130 ff.,, 315, and, e.g., CVA Heidelberg 1,
Germany 10, 28-29, pl. 15, 1-2.
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Fig. 13. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli/Piazza Municipio: Italo-Geometric pottery
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Fig. 14. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: Corinthian pottery
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Fig. 15. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: Etruscan-Corinthian pottery

Among the drinking vessels dating to the MC
are kotylai with waving vertical lines under the rim,
an animalistic frieze, and rays at the bottom™ (Fig.
14.6-7); the same dating can also be applied to the
black kotylai, which can continue also into the LC”
(Fig. 14.8-9); to the LC belong the small kotylai
with vertical or wavy lines under the rim’ and a
figured kotyle with a sphinx”’ (Fig. 14.10-11).

As for the vases for cosmetics, a “football”
aryballos, an alabastron with a bird and the lid of a
pyxis with linear decoration are dated to the EC™
(Fig. 14.12-14). There are also sherds of aryballoi
probably of Payne’s B1 form (Fig. 14.15-16) and
of the quatrefoil type, one of which, with mouth
decorated with an outline rosette and rim with a
reticulated line pattern, can be dated to the MC”
(Fig. 14.17). Dating to the LC are some fragments
of pyxis with linear decoration®® and a flat-
bottomed aryballos ®' (Fig. 14.18-20). Belonging
to the LCII is a white-style cothon®? (Fig. 14.21).

™ Cf. NC, no. 966, 309, fig. 150; Nizzo 2007, B410 (AI-C) D5.

5 Cf. NC, no. 973, 309-310, fig. 151; Nizzo 2007, B410 (Al-
C) D2.

6 Cf. NC,no. 1517, 334 - 335, fig. 181 B.

7 Cf. NC, no 1338, 323, pl. 37,4 and, e.g., CVA Mainz 1,
Germany 15, 46 - 47, pl. 20.

8 On “football” aryballos cf. NC, no. 638, 291, fig. 126;
CVA Gela 1, Italy 52, 17-18, pl. 24, 1-3; on the alabastron type
cf. NC, nos. 2911f., 282; CVA Gela 11, Italy 53, 3-4, pls. 1-3; on
the pixis lid cf. NC, n0.665, 292, fig. 129; CVA Gela 1, Italy 52,
16, pl. 22, 2-3.

" Cf. CVA Gela 1, Italy 52, 23-24, pl. 38, 1-5; CVA Heidel-
berg 1, Germany 10, 25, pl. 12, 1-2; for the EC prototype: NC,
nos. 485-485 A, 147-148, 287, fig. 54.

8 Cf. NC, 322-323; CVA Heidelberg 1, Germany 10, 32, pl.
17, 10, 12; CVA Oxford 11, Great Britain 9, 65-66, pl. 2, 35.

81 Cf. NC, nos. 1264-1282, 321.

82 Cf. NC,1n0.1519, 335, fig. 183; cf. also CVA Louvre 1, France
1, 30, pl.27, 18, CVA Karlsruhe 1, Germany 7, 53, pl. 42, 13.

Etruscan-Corinthian pottery (Fig. 15)

Finally, mention should be made of Etruscan-
Corinthian pottery, including two fragments of
pyxis imported from Vulci® (Fig. 15.1) and
numerous perfume pots with linear decoration,
especially alabastra (Fig. 15.2-3), which increase
the corpus from both Pithekoussai, Cumae, and
the Pizzofalcone necropolis *.

Bucchero pottery (Fig. 16)

As at Pithekoussai, Cumae, and the Chiatamone
dump itself, the class is well attested at Santa Maria
degli Angeli with imported samples from the late
second half of the 7™ century and a Campanian rep-
ertoire throughout the 6™ century®. The shapes re-
fer to the sphere of the wine consumption, with
amphorae, jugs and, especially, oinochoai, kan-
tharoi and cups. Among the oldest imported sam-
ples are a few fragments of amphorae with ribbon
handles, in one case decorated with incised lines®
(Fig. 16.1-2); equally imported are a jug (Fig. 16.3)
and, perhaps, a kylix, both decorated with incised
lines (Fig. 16.4). The most important marker of the
regional workshops of the early 6™ century is the
kantharos type with grooves on the lip, carination
in some cases decorated with diamond notches, and
trumpet-shaped foot (Fig. 16.5-8). Small stemmed
bowls are also numerous (Fig. 16.9-10).

8 SziLAGy1 1998, 399 ff., pls. CLXIII-CLXV.

8 BeLLELLI 2001, 38; FrRERE 2007.

8 On the Bucchero pottery in the Gulf of Naples cf. NaroLi-
TANO 2011.

% On the amphora type cf. Rasmussen 1979, Type la-1b, 69-
71, pls. 1-2; a sample from Cumae in DEL VERME 2006, no. TA,
150, 40-41, pl. 11,1; on the jug type cf. Rasmussen 1979, Type
la-1b, 89-90, pl. 23; Mmosa 2000, subgroup Al, no. 30, 56-57,
pls. V, XVIIL.; ALBore Livabpie 1979, Type 9B, fig. 21; on the
kylix type cf. Rasmussen 1979, Type Ic, 118, , pl. 37.
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Fig. 16. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: bucchero pottery

A fragment of a chalice with a low foot dates
from the middle to the last quarter of the century
(Fig. 16.11), while at the end of the same century
dates, e.g., an oinochoe with an ovoid body decorat-
ed with plastic moldings®” (Fig. 16.13). Present in
large numbers are the carinated bowls that are distribut-
ed throughout the 6™ century BC* (Fig. 16.12, 14-16).

Ionian cups (Fig. 17)

Ionian cups are present, albeit with different
percentages, throughout the entire production
span®. Of note, first of all, is an A1 cup (Fig. 17.1)
datable between the second half of the 7™ and early
6™ century BC*,

87 On the kantharos type cf. Cuozzo — D’ ANDREA 1991, Type
19A1, 70, fig.6; on the small stemmed bowl: cf. Cuozzo — D’ AN-
DREA 1991, Type 23A, 73-74, fig. 6; on the chalice type cf. Cuoz-
zo — D’ AnDpRrEA 1991, Type 21B, 71, fig. 8; on the oinochoe type
cf. Rasmussen 1979, Type 8a, 87, pls. 18-19; ALBORE LIvADIE
1979, Type 10E, 97, fig. 25. A; similar type is attested at Pon-
tecagnano: Cuozzo — D’ ANprea 1991, Type 13E, 66-67, fig. 5.

8 Cf. Cuozzo — D’ANDREA 1991, Type 22A-22B; ALBORE
Livapie 1979, Type 18A, 18B, figs. 23-24.

% The Vallet-Villard classification was employed in the
study. Of significance are the comparisons with materials from
the archaic emplekta of the Cumaean walls: TusgeLLI 2006.

% The cup belongs to the variety with red and white fillets
overpainted on the lip: cf. Pierro 1984, 21-29, pls. I - II, XIV -
XVI; BoLprint 1994, 147-148, pl. 4.

Samples of A2°' (Fig. 17.2-4), B1 - with and with-
out overpainted lines” (Fig. 17.5-8), and B3 cups®
(Fig. 17.9) are also attested, but it is the B2 type which
is prevalent™. In the Neapolitan case, due to the con-
text and the state of preservation of the evidence, it is
difficult to identify its chrono-typological evolution.

As at Cumae, there is both the type with a dis-
tinct lip and rounded body (Fig. 17.10) which is
considered to predate the last quarter of the centu-
ry and the more common type from this period,
characterized by a marked fold between lip and
body” (Fig. 17.11-13).

Eastern-Greek type pottery (Fig. 18)
Thanks to technical and morphological charac-
teristics one group of finds can be referred to the

1 On the sample fig. 17.2 cf. TuseLL 2006, no. TA 123, 45,
145, pl. 12, 2; BoLprint 1994, 151-152, pls. 4-5; The sample fig. 17.
3, probably belonging to type A2, is decorated with red and white
overpainted fillets: cf. BoLbrRINI1994, nos. 274-275, 149, 155, pl. 6.

2 Cf. BoLprint 1994, 158-161, pl. 8; TuseLLI 2006, nos. TA
19, TA 152, 46, 136, 147, pl. 12, 6-7.

% The sample fig. 17.9 is near Type V/2 from Gravisca (560- 530
BC): BoLprint 1994, 172-173, pls. 15-17; Pierro 1984, 66-67, pl.
XII. On Ionian B3 cups from Cumae cf. TuseLL1 2006, 50, pl. 12, 23.

% PiErrO 1984, 52-57, pls. IX-X, XXII-XXIV; BOLDRINI
1994, 162-170, pls. 9-11.

% Cf. TuBeLL1 2006, 48-49, pl. 12, 9-21 and 25-27.
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Fig. 17. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: Ionian cups

Fig. 18. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: Eastern-Greek type pottery

eastern-Greek type repertoire®®. The most indica-
tive markers are the lydia, with or without grooves
on the body” (Fig. 18.1-2), and the dishes with
black and red linear pattern®® (Fig. 18.3-5).

Most of this evidence can be dated between the
first and second half of the 6" century BC.

% The still preliminary study and the lack of archaeometric
analysis do not allow us to deepen the areas of production.

7 On the two types cf. e.g., PIErroO 1984: 79 - 84, pl. XXXI
(second quarter - end of the 6™ century), 71-77, pls. XXIX - XXX
(about mid-6" century).

% The sherds pertain to calotte-shape dishes with indistinct
lip and high stemmed foot: cf. e.g., BoLbriNI 1994, n0s.163-177,
94-100, pl.1; TuseLLi 2006, no. TTA 214, 53, pl. 13, A, 9.

Coarse ware (Fig. 19)

Even though it is a long-lived class which, in
the absence of dating contexts, does not allow for
precise chronologies, it is appropriate to include
local/areal coarse ware, both because of its large
quantity and because of its affinity to the Pithek-
oussan and Cumaean repertoire®. There are nu-
merous kitchen shapes, including, foremost, the
olla with collar, enlarged lip, and body often with
sockets, frequent in the Phlegraean area from the
late 7™ through the 6™ century (Fig. 19.1-6).

% Cf. NiGro 2006a; BAsiLE 2016-2017.
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Fig. 19. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: coarse ware
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Fig. 20. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: louteria

Less well documented is the ovoid type with flared lip
and rounded rim, widespread from as early as the sec-
ond half of the 8" century to the middle of the 6™ cen-
tury'® (Fig. 19.7-9). Ollae are associated with lidded
bowls, present from the mid-7® century to Late-Ar-
chaic period'”" (Fig. 19.10-11). Mortars are also nu-
merous and well documented in Campania from the
second half of the 7" and throughout the 6™ century.
Many samples have an orange or brown banded dec-
oration on the lip and inner surface, which constitutes
a peculiarity of the archaic Cumacan workshop'*
(Fig. 19.12-13). Equally comparable to Cumaean
types is the brimmed basin with surmounting handles
and lip decorated with bands'® (Fig. 19.14).

Louteria (Fig. 20)

The polychrome louteria also show close com-
parisons with the Pithekoussan and Cumaean types
and, particularly, in terms of morphology and dec-
orative motifs, with the “Florence-Cumae” series

100 BasiLe 2016-2017, 142, 145-146, fig. 2, 6 and 3, 7-13;
NiGro 2006a, 70, pl. 14, 6 - 14; for the earliest attestations (last
quarter 8"-mid 7" century BC) of the flared lip shape from the
necropolis of S. Montano and in the area of Cumae Forum cf.
BasiLe 2016-2017, 139, 145, fig.1. For the more recent samples
from Punta Chiarito and Cumae cf. BasiLe 2016-2017, 141, 145,
figs. 2, 3; NiGro 2006a, 70-73, pl. 14, 15-22.

0INiGrO 20064, 78, pl. 17, 4,7-9, 11 - 14. At Punta Chiarito
lidded bowls with curved body are found in the paleosol of the
late 7%-early 6 century: GiaLANELLA 1994, nos. B69-70, 191, fig.
17; the shape is also attested in the northern periurban sanctuary
of Cumae: cf. BasiLE 2016-2017, 146, note 43.

102 Cf. NiGro 2006a, 76, pl. 16, 6-13; Munzi 2007, 123-124,
fig. 13; BasiLe 2016-2017, 148-151, fig. 6.

13 Cf. Munzi1 2007, 124, fig. 14; BasiLe 2016-2017, 147-148,
fig. 5.

dating from around the mid-6™ century BC'** (Fig.
20.1-4).

Depurated, partially painted and linearly decorated
pottery (Fig. 21).

As for the depurated pottery, the available sam-
pling allowed only four shapes to be recognized
with certainty: amphora, olpe, cup, and small cup.
Better attested are the partially painted or linearly
decorated classes. This is a grouping whose deco-
rative apparatus integrates the Italo-Geometric tra-
dition with the Eastern-Greek repertoire'®.

Among the closed vessels, the most common
shape is the olpe with a continuous profile, often
with the upper body painted by dipping!® (Fig.
21.1-4); some ring foot with linear decoration be-
long to oinochoai or ollae (Fig. 21.5-6). Among
the open shapes the single-handled footless bowl
occurs'” (Fig. 21.7-10).

In addition to these widespread shapes is a se-
ries peculiar to the Gulf of Naples, well known,
e.g., at Cumae: cups, both carinated or with round-
ed bowl and indistinct or enlarged lip, and dishes
with continuous profile, decorated with bands and
groups of lines'® (Fig. 22.11-14). The carinated
bowl imitates the bucchero shape!®.

104 Cf. RescigNo 1993, 1996.

105 Cf. e.g., Cuozzo 2006¢.

106 Cf. Cuozzo — D’ ANDREA 1991, Type 40 A2, 85, fig. 8.

07 Cf. Cuozzo — D’Anprea 1991, Type 38 Al, 84, fig. 8;
Cuozzo 2006c, nos. TTA 262, 264, 90, pl. 21, 7-8; Munzi 2007,
127, fig. 15.

108 Cuozzo 2006¢ 90-91, pl. 21; for the dishes cf. also Munzi
2007, 123, fig. 12b.

19 PELLEGRINO — Ross1 2011, 80, 91, figs. 63B 2, 66B 2.
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Fig. 21. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: fine pottery decorated with lines and bands

Documented by several fragments is also the
Panionion-type skyphos (Fig. 21.15-16), found at
Cumae and in numerous late Archaic contexts in
southern Italy'".

Attic black and red-figure pottery (Fig. 22)

The class is documented mainly by very frag-
mentary black-figure samples.

Few closed shapes can be framed in the second
half of the 6™ century'"! (Fig. 22.1-3). More nu-
merous are the open vases. Sherds are dated to the
mid-6™ century horizon and are likely to pertain to
“Siana cups”: one with ivy wreath!'> and another
decorated with palmettes and lotus blossoms!'
(Fig. 22.4-5). Two wall sherds in which the head
and legs of a horse are preserved, may belong to
the “Siana cups”* (Fig. 22.6). More numerous
kylikes can be attributed to the “Little Master
group”: lip and band cups, Droop'”® (Fig. 22.7-8)

110 Cf. e.g., Munz1 2007, 127, fig. 15.

! Two wall sherds are preserved, one with the legs of a war-
rior, the other with part of the body of a sea animal (or sea mon-
ster). A handle, with palmette at the lower attachment, perhaps of
hydria, is slightly later.

12 Cf. e.g., CVA Bochum 1, Germany 79, 60 - 61, pl. 50, 1- 4;
CVA Amsterdam II, Netherlands 8, 11-12, pls. 71-72, 1-2.

113 Cf. e.g., CVA Enserune 11, France 37, 28, pl. 1,6.

114 Cf. e.g., a sample assigned to the Taras Painter: BRIDER
1983, 252, 170, pl. 33, d-f.

!5 Two sherds are given as examples: fig. 22. 7 has a chain of
polychrome buds: see, e.g., CVA Miinchen X, Germany 56, 62,

and Kassel cups'® (Fig. 22.9). To these is added a
“Gorgoneion skyphos” fragment'” (Fig. 22.10).

It is worth noting that such an association doc-
uments a similar circulation to that of Cumae''®.

The presence of Attic red-figure pottery is much
lower. A very lacunose kylix is dated to the middle
decades of the 5™ century: the frame of the medallion
is decorated with a meander interrupted by square
fields with oblique crosses and dots'"? (Fig. 22.11). A
sherd, probably of a krater, with thyrsus and rosettes
overpainted in white!?° is dated to the end of the 5%
century BC (Fig. 22.12); whereas a skyphos with a
cloaked figure attributable to the “Fat Boy group™'!
dates to the early 4" century (Fig. 22.13).

Black-glaze pottery (Fig. 23)

In the earliest phase, a good percentage of Attic
imports are associated with the production of Mag-
na Graecia and probably local workshops. There

pl. 41, 1-4; CVA Louvre 1X, France 14, 85-86, pl. 93, 6-9; the
other, fig. 22.8, a chain of buds on lines and a zig zag band: CVA
Miinchen X, Germany 56, 62, pl. 41, 5-7.

116 Cf. e.g., CVA Leipzig 11, GDR 2, 32, pl. 30, 6; the same
decorative pattern recurs also on the Droop cup: cf., e.g., CVA
Miinchen X, Germany 56, 63, pl. 42, 2, 66, pl. 43, 2-3.

7. Cf. e.g., CVA Kiel 1, Germany 55, 47 - 48, pl. 20, 1-4.

18D’ Acunto 2009, 499-504.

1" The decorative pattern is common until the transition be-
tween the 5" and 4% centuries.

120 Cf. e.g., CVA Sarajevo 1V, Yugoslavia, 50, pl. 47, 1-4.

121 Cf. e.g, CVA Enserune 11, France 37, 65, pl. 36, 3-6.
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Fig. 22. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: Attic black and red-figure pottery

are mainly open shapes: kylixes C with plain rims
and, even more, with concave lips'* (Fig. 23.1-3),
stemmed dishes both of convex and large (Fig.
23.4-6) and convex and small type'*® (Fig. 23.7-8),

122 4gora XII,91-92, fig. 4, pls.19-20; the type ranges between
the last quarter of the sixth and the first quarter of the 5" century BC
and rarely goes beyond that dating; Nigro 2006b, 94, 97-98, pl. 22
B, 5-10, publishes numerous samples from the emplekton of the
Late Archaic walls of Cumae (500-490 BC), which can be com-
pared with those from Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli. At Naples, the
type occurs, e.g., in a burial around 480/470 BC from the necropo-
lis of Castel Capuano, (BorrieLLO et al. 1985, 233, pl. XXXII, 39,1,
T. 1/12/ 1915), and in the emplekton of the wall in vico Sopram-
muro: GiampaoLA — D’ AGosTiNO 2005, no.34, 74, fig. 12.

123 For the large type cf. Agora XTI, pp.139-140, tav. 35, fig. 9; the
fragments fig. 23.4-6 are comparable with finds from the emplekton
of the Late Archaic walls of Cumae: Nigro 2006b, 95-96, pl. 23, 13-
15; also, the samples of small type fig. 23.7-8 (for which cf. Agora
XTI, nos. 966-969, 979, 304-305, fig.9, pl. 35, around 525-500 BC)
find a close match with Campanian contexts: e.g., from Cumae (N1-
GRO 2006b, 95-96, pl. 23, 17-18) and necropolis of Fratte (Don-
NARUMMA — Tomay 1990, 237, fig. 401, 5, T. 42 - 2.7.1963, around
500 BC., 241, fig. 405, 6, T.19 - 15.5. 1969 of the late 6™-early 5™).

cup-skyphoi'** (Fig. 23.9), skyphoi'® (Fig. 23.10).
For the most part such finds can be placed in the
last quarter of the 6™- first decades of the 5™ centu-
ry BC: their typological repertoire is analogous to
that of the black-glaze pottery from the late Archa-
ic emplekton of the northern fortifications of Cu-
mae. Fewer finds date after the first quarter of the
5% century: among them, e.g., a stemless cup
foot'?® (Fig. 23.11) and a bowl fragment with out-
turned rim'’ (Fig. 23.12).

124 Agora XII, nos. 573, 576-577, 579, 276, pl. 25 (around
480 BC).

125 There are few walls and foot fragments of Corinthian type
and A, Attic type skyphoi. The sample fig. 23.10 belongs to a
canted handles skyphos: Agora XII, nos. 332-333, 83-84, 258,
fig. 4, pl. 15; NiGro 2006b, 94, pl. 22A, 2-3.

126 Cf. Agora XII, n0s.483, 499 (mid-to-late 5" century), 269-
270, pl. 22, fig. 5.

127 Cf. Agora XII, n0.779 (430 BC), 291, fig. 8.
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Fig. 23. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: black-glaze pottery

Mention should also be made of bowls pertain-
ing to the Etruscan-Archaic Campanian black-paint-
ed production, commonly dated from the late 6 to
the mid-5" century BC, already documented from
Neapolitan contexts'?,

Transport amphorae (Fig. 24)

While deserving specific analysis, as usual
there is only scant diagnostic evidence available
for the transport amphorae. Few samples of “SOS”
amphorae are attested: an echinus rim from the
Johnston’s “Middle group” can be attributed to the
Attic workshop, while a flared echinus rim from
the “Late group” belongs to an unidentified work-
shop'® (Fig. 24.1-2). Rim and ring foot fragments
of “a la brosse” amphorae are more numerous and
are datable between the mid 6™ and early 5™ centu-
ry BC'*® (Fig. 24.3-5). A few samples of Samian,

128 FALCONE — NAPOLITANO 2010, 33-40 publish a typological
classification of the class that provides a useful basis for further
investigation of its chronological sequence. For the Neapolitan
samples cf. e.g. D’AGostiNno — GiampaoLa 2005, nos. 37, 44-49,
75, 77-79, fig. 12; cf. also supra, 528.:

129 JounsToN — JoNES 1978; c.f. e.g., Rizzo 1990, no. I 2, 43, figs.
26, 360, no. IV 1, 61, figs. 70-71, 362, no. VI 1, 68, figs. 92, 363.

130 The sherds belong to Type “A-GREAtt2B”: Py — SoURIs-
SEAU 1993, 36; for the sherd fig. 24.3 cf. a sample from the em-
plekton of the late archaic walls of Cumae: SaveLLi 2006, no.
328, 189, pl. 24, B 7; for the sherds fig. 24.4-5 cf.: SaveLL1 2006,
no. 330, 189, pl. 24, B 9.

Chiote, and Laconian amphorae are also docu-
mented.

The quantitatively largest component is the
“Corinthian A type” and the “Western-Greek” am-
phorae'®!. Attributable to the “Corinthian A type”
are sherds datable by their morphology from the
mid to late 6"/early 5"-century BC"*? (Fig. 24. 6-7,
9-10, 12). Regarding the “Western-Greek” ampho-
rae, samples of Sourisseau 1P and la form are in
smaller quantities'* (Fig. 24. 8, 11, 13). More nu-
merous sherds belong to Sourisseau 2 form, which
has been attributed to unidentified workshops in

BUCf. GassNer 2003, 173-219; Saverr 2006, 2009. The
most complete synthesis can be found in Sourisseau 2009; more
recently see GassNER 2015.

132 They are comparable with Types 4 - 5 - 6 of the typology
elaborated for the necropolis of Rifriscolaro at Camarina:
Sourisseau 2006, 138-141, fig. 5-7; 2009, 188-189, figs. 6, 13-
14. For the samples from the city wall of Cumae cf. SAVELLI
2006, 110-111, pl. 25, 1-13.

133 Sourisseau 2009, 184-85, 188-89, figs. 6, 8-14. In her
preliminary study of the amphorae from S. Maria degli Angeli
Elda Scoppetta recognized, on an autoptic basis, a Sybarite or,
in some cases more generically Calabrian production. For the
Sourisseau 1a amphorae from Cumae cf. Saverr 2009, 119-
120, pl. 26, 1-21; for the samples from Pithekoussai: SAVELLI
2009, 108. On the chronology of Calabrian productions cf.
Savernr 2009, 124. A sample of such production was recog-
nized in the excavation of the Duomo station in the context of
the late 6™ century BC: GASSNER — ScopPETTA 2014, no. 1, 113,
119, fig.1.
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Fig. 24. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: transport amphorae

Calabria'** (Fig. 24. 14-18). The poor state of pres-
ervation does not make it easy to distinguish in
some samples the form 2, dated up to the first quar-
ter of the 5" century BC, and the form 3, between
the first quarter and mid-5" century BC'*,

No sample of Sourisseau 2 amphora from the
“Bay of Naples workshop” is attested, unlike the
Neapolitan context of Piazza Nicola Amore'¢.

More generally, the Sourisseau 1o and Souris-
seau 2 forms are present in the Western Mediterra-
nean: the former, from the first quarter, the latter,

134 This attribution is proposed by Elda Scoppetta in the study
mentioned above.

135 For the Sorisseau 2-3 forms cf. Sourisseau 2009, 189-
191, fig. 6.

136 GASSNER — ScopPETTA 2014, nos.5, 9, 115-117, 120-121,
fig.1. This datum adds to the attribution of samples from Velia to
the Gulf of Naples: Gassner 2015, 348, fig. 2.

from the second half of the 6™ century BC. Both
productions have a wide distribution throughout
the century; however, it should be considered that
their chrono-typological framing varies according
to the different areas of production'®’.

Finally, some fragments of lip can be attributed
to the large grouping of the “Western-Phoinician
ogive-shaped amphorae” that traditionally includes
the Pithekoussan amphora of type A-B, Etruscan

and Etruscan-Campanian types'*® (Fig. 24.19-20).

137 Cf. SaveLLI 2009; SoURISSEAU 2009.

138 On Pithekoussan productions: Sourisseau 2009, 149-173;
for relations between Pithekoussan and Etruscan and Campanian
production: BELLELLI 2018; for the distribution of Etruscan and
Campanian Etruscan-type amphoraec in Campania: ALBORE
Livapie 1985, 129-133 and appendix 3; for Etruscan amphorae:
Py 1985, 73-94; Gras 1985a, 325-366; for the evidence from Cu-
mae: SAVELLI 2006, 122-126, 199-202, pl. 27. The conservation of
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Fig. 25. Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli: architectural terracottas

In conclusion the repertoire of transport am-
phorae from Santa Maria degli Angeli is distribut-
ed from the late 7™ to the first quarter of the 5%
century BC, with a predominance of samples from
the 6™ century BC.

Architectural terracottas (Fig. 25)

Of note is a group of late archaic architectural
terracottas that allows us to hypothesize the pres-
ence of cultic spaces on Pizzofalcone hill. Although
the finds have a high fragmentation index, one can
recognize cover and plain tiles, eaves tiles (Fig.
25.1-2), shell antefixes with palmettes'** and revete-
ment plaques (Fig. 25.3-9). A set such as this can be
easily included in the “Campanian roofs-system”,
with numerous comparisons from both Pithekoussai
and Cumae and regional Etruscan centers'®.

Piazza Municipio: the undredged seabeds
After comparing the 8%- and 7"-century BC
materials from S. Maria degli Angeli and the har-

the fragments from S. Maria degli Angeli and the lack of archae-
ometric analysis makes it difficult to distinguish the specific pro-
ductions. The samples in fig. 24.19-20 (type Py 3A-B, between
the mid and late 6" century BC), are close to Etruscan samples
from Cumae: cf. e.g., SAVELLI 2006, no. TTA 431, 199, pl.27, 2.
139 RescioNo 1998, series C 2100, C 2200, 62-84.
140 REsciGNO 1998.

bor, it seems useful to present a selection of finds
recovered from the undredged seabed at the mouth
of the basin near the promontory of Castel Nuo-
vo'#! (Fig. 26).

This context begins in the Late Archaic period
and is stratigraphically included between the
dredged levels of the Hellenistic period and those
of BMA directly deposited on the “Neapolitan Yel-
low Tufa” bench. Due perhaps to the strong ero-
sion that occurred in the outer part of the harbor,
marine sedimentation is missing for a period of
about eight hundred years'**. The recovered mate-
rials, except for a few almost intact ones, show a
medium to high fragmentation index. They are in-
dicative of the life of the port basin and the adja-
cent dry land, from which they may have come
due to natural or anthropogenic events. In this
sense, the discovery of cover and plain tiles proba-

141 Cf. GiampaoLa 2017a. Scientific assistance for the excava-
tion was provided by Vittoria Carsana (coordinator) and Mariella
Gentile; the graphic documentation was carried out by Calcagno
Architetti Associati and Politecnico di Milano, Dipartimento
ABC, He.Su.Tech lab; the catalogue of the material was made by
Annarita Russo; the drawings are by Valentina Miceli and An-
narita Russo. To all of them goes my thanks.

142 Cf. Vacchi et al. 2019. The geomorphological study of the
port basin is carried out by the team composed of the Department
of Earth Sciences, Environment and Resources - University of
Naples “Federico II”, Vesuvius Observatory, Aix-Marseille Uni-
versity.
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Fig. 26. Piazza Municipio: the Hellenistic harbor basin, the dregded and the undredged seabeds

bly indicates the presence of buildings on the Cas-
tel Nuovo promontory near the port entrance.

Although there are residual or more recent in-
trusions, the archaeological excavation has iden-
tified a stratigraphic sequence of the seabed from
the Late Archaic age'*. On this occasion, the
overlying datable beds from the second half of
the 5 to around the middle of the 4" century BC,
prior to the Hellenistic dredging action, are ex-
cluded.

The deepest sand layers (2961=2570D) (Fig.
27) contain small fragments of “Eastern-Greek'#
amphorae”, “a la brosse”, Sourisseau la form'®.
Among the fine pottery, an lonian B2 cup'¥, two

143 The different phases of station construction forced the
stratigraphic layers to be investigated at two different times, in
2015 and 2016. In 2015, due to the outcropping of the water
table, the strata were excavated by levels to which letters were
assigned. Equivalences were made between the deposits identi-
fied in the two different interventions, integrating the excava-
tion data with those derived from the chronological framing of
the finds.

14 The fragment fig. 27.1 probably belongs to an amphora
from Clazomenai. Numerous samples come from the emplekton
of the Late Archaic fortification of Cumae: SaverLrr 2006, 113.

145 Cf., supra, 546 for the samples from Santa Maria degli
Angeli.

146 The sample, because of its distinct fold between lip and
bowl, can be dated from the last quarter of the 6™ century BC: cf.
supra, 540.

partially painted olpettes'*” and a skyphos with lin-
ear decoration'*® were found; as for the common
pottery, a locally produced kylix is attested, which
can be compared with a Cumaean type'®.

These data lead to a chronology around the last
quarter of the 6" to the first decades of the 5% cen-
tury BC'™,

A second seafloor level (2958= 2570 B= 2570
C) (Fig. 28) is developed on these sediments, in
which Sourisseau 1o amphorae'' and one of prob-
ably Eastern Greek origin'>? were found.

147 The type is widely popular up to the first quarter of the 5
century BC: cf., supra, 543.

148 The sample fig.27.6 may be compared with exemplars
dated between the last quarter of the 6™ and the beginning of
the 5% century BC: cf. e.g., PAnviNI 2001, 46-47, pls. V, 30, VI,
31-32.

149 Cf. Nigro 2006a, no. TTA 110, 86, 143, pl. 19,3-4. The
shape is found in other Neapolitan contexts from the late 6" and
first quarter of the 5" century BC: Scopperta 2010, 120, tav.
LXXI.

150 In more recent layers, not considered here, residual sherds
datable from the middle to the second half of the 6" century BC
were also found, such as e.g. a lydion and an Ionian B1 cup.

151 Due perhaps to marine action, in this layer other Souris-
seau lo and “a la brosse” fragments, belonging to the exemplars
of the underlying levels, were also found.

192 For the shape of the lip and neck the sample in fig. 28.2 is
similar to an amphora from the Late Archaic emplekton of Cu-
mae, possibly of Greek-Oriental production: SaveLLr 2006, no.
TTA 384, 195, pl. 25, 28.
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Fig. 27. Piazza Municipio: the undredged seabeds, pottery from layers 2961-2170D

From the same layers come two later fragments
of amphorae, whose small size makes it difficult the
classification: one perhaps of Sourisseau 3 form or
the early variants of 4 form (Fig. 28.3), the other of
Sourisseau 4 (Randform 4 — 5 — 7 Gassner, MGSII
Vandermesch)'>* (Fig. 28.4). Ionian cups (B2 and in-
termediate between B2 and B3) are still present
among the fine potteries. A few sherds of closed
shapes with linear and vegetal patterns probably be-
long to Eastern-Greek workshops between the sec-
ond half and the end of the 6™ century BC'* (Fig.
29.1-3). These materials are joined by a cup-sky-
phos, a bowl with linear decoration'®, and an Attic

153 The fragment in fig. 28.3, of indeterminate production,
presents a slender lip with straight inner wall and a underlying
ridge. It can be dated from the central years of the 5" century BC:
cf. e.g., samples from Velia: Gassner 2003, nos. 1c20, IIa 200,
307, 323, pl. 11, 24. For the sample fig. 28. 4 cf. generally
Sourisseau 2009,191-193, note 164- 165, fig. 6; D1 SanDRO
1986, 59- 68, pl.12; VANDERMESCH 1994, 65-69; GAssNER 2003,
181- 182, fig. 91. The chronology of the Sourisseau 4 form ranges
from just before the mid-5™ to the second half of the 4" century
BC. The illustrated fragment, likely of Poseidonia, is close to
BEecHTOLD 2018, 2, 6, figs. 3. la-b (second third 5" century BC),
5, l.a-b (late 5™-carly 4" century BC); GAssNeR ef al. 2014, n.
134 (mid-4" century BC) 243, fig. 27.

13 Thanks to Matteo D Acunto for the fruitful discussion regarding
these finds, for which he suggests Ionian or North Tonian workshops.

155 The cup-skyphos fig. 28.5 is related to black-glaze Attic
types between the late 6™ and first quarter of the 5 century BC:
Agora XII, nos. 569, 572, 109-110, 276, fig. 6, pl. 25; it is common-
ly attested in southern Italian contexts such as Cumae (Munzi 2007,
127, fig. 15), Poseidonia (Citera 2011-2012, 110-111, pl. XIII a-c),

type lamp'. Black-glaze pottery is documented by
a saltcellar with echinus wall'¥’, and a jug fragment
with round mouth'*®. A skyphos sherd dated between
the late 5 and full 4™ centuries BC *° can be consid-
ered an intrusion from the upper seabed. Common
pottery is present, in coarse and in plain depurated
types: ollae and basins, but most of all, the
above-mentioned kylikes and two-handled cups'®.

Pontecagnano (Russo 2017-2018, 89, pl. IX B). The bowl fig. 28.6,
without handles, can be compared with a single-handled Cumaean
find, from which it differs in the painted band on the outer lower
part of the body: Cuozzo 2006¢, no. TTA 261, 179, pl. 21,6.

15 The sample fig. 28.7, with disc and shoulder decorated with
black painted concentric bands, is close to lamps Agora IV, Type
21D (from the first quarter to end of 5" century BC), nos. 179-182,
50-51, pls.6, 35, Type 22 A (500-460 BC), 22A variants (second
quarter of the 5" century BC), nos. 193-195, 206, 52-53, 55, pls. 7,
35-36.

157 The type has a great typological variety: cf. Agora XII, 132-
137, fig. 9. The sample fig. 28. 8 can be compared with Agora XII,
no. 939 (500 - 480), 302, fig. 9; Govi 1999,134-135, 145-146, T. 2,
(second quarter of the 5" century BC), pl. XVII; DONNARUMMA —
Tomay 1990, 259, T. 15/1963 (460-450 BC), fig. 439, 3.

158 The shape fig. 28. 9 resembles the banded round-mouth or
black variants oinochoai: cf. Agora XII, no. 157 (525 BC), 247,
pl. 9; cf. also jugs from Lipari, dated between late VI and mid V:
e.g., Meligunis Lipara 11, 155, T. 430, pl. XLVII, 1, 129, T. 361
bis, pl. XLVII, 8, 152-153, T. 424, pl. LVI, 4 e.

159 MoreL 1981 series 4311; for typological evolution from
the late 5% to the 4" century BC cf. PoNTRANDOLFO 2000, 127,
tl.1; at Naples (S. Aniello a Caponapoli) cf. e.g., D’ONOFRrIO —
D’AcosTiNo 1987, no. E13, 154, fig.26.

10 The two-handled cup will become the best-documented
shape in the upper layers. This recurs both at Cumae in the Late
Archaic wall emplekton (NiGro 2006a, 86-87, pl. 19, 5) and at
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Fig. 28. Piazza Municipio: the undredged seabeds, pottery from layers 2570B-2570C-2958
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Fig. 29. Piazza Municipio: the undredged seabeds, Eastern-Greek pottery from layers

2570B-2570C-2958

Many of these materials still fit into the late ar-
chaic horizon: a chronology of the seabeds develop-
ment up until around the second quarter of the 5"
century BC is suggested by black-glaze pottery and,
albeit cautiously, by some of the amphorae types.

Despite the difficulties of the excavation, the
stratigraphic sequence offers significant evidence.
The archaeological records seem to indicate that
the port is used in the Late Archaic period until the
Hellenistic age. The inlet of Piazza Municipio will
also be the site of the harbor in the Roman age, but
that is another story.

FINAL REMARKS

At the end of the analytical presentation of the
archaeological data, it is useful to make a synthesis.
* The archaeological records found in Piazza
S. Maria degli Angeli and Piazza Municipio,
although partly residual, testify to the pro-
longed life of the settlement.

* The earliest frequentation dating back to
the second half of the 8" century BC privi-
leges the “preferred site” of the Pizzofal-
cone promontory and may be connected to
the control of the landing area at Piazza
Municipio.

Naples from the Duomo station, dated throughout the 5" century
BC: ScoppETTA 2010, 120-121, pl. LXXII.

* At Piazza S. Maria degli Angeli the archae-
ological evidence presents a long caesura
after the late Neolithic and Eneolithic
phases. The installation of Parthenope
marks a solution of continuity with respect
to the indigenous settlement of the FBA-
EIA, lacking completely residual materials
from these periods, while only a few frag-
ments of impasto can be attributed to the
EIA2'$'. This hypothesis needs further con-
firmation because of the impossibility of
specifying the broad chronological span be-
tween the FBA and EIA derived from the
contexts of the S. Pasquale and Arco Mirelli
stations, located in the Chiaia shoreline im-
mediately west of the Pizzofalcone prom-
ontory.

* The oldest Greek pottery, associated with
fewer indigenous and Phoenician finds, al-
lows us to date the beginning of Parthenope
in a chronological horizon rather close to the
earliest phases of Pithekoussai and Cu-
mae'®, The surviving evidence does not
however allow us to determine the nature,
whether permanent or seasonal nor the ex-
tent of the first occupation of Parthenope.
The comparison with Pithekoussai and Cu-

151 Cf. supra, 532.
192 D’ Agostino — D’Acunto 2008; D’Acunto 2009, 2017,
2020a; Greco 2008, 2009.
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mae will be crucial, also involving the mat-
ter of their chronological and functional re-
lationships'®. The first Greek presence at
Pizzofalcone may have marked, with Pithek-
oussai and Cumae, a node in the network of
control of the Gulf area which was consoli-
dated with the Cumaean apoikia: in this per-
spective, the function of epineion attributed
by historical tradition to Parthenope can be
recovered!®,

* The earliest archaeological records of Santa
Maria degli Angeli and the harbor basin are
similar to those from Pithekoussai and Cu-
mae: LG Pithekoussan-Cumaean pottery, an
Euboean import, white-on-dark style sam-
ples, a small amount of Protocorinthian vas-
es and Italo-Geometric productions but also
impasto pottery and coarse ware.

* The archaeological records increase during
the 7" century BC, especially from the end
of the century and during the 6" century BC.
and reveals a qualitative change that differ-
entiates Parthenope from the other ports of
the Cumaean paralia.

The material culture continues to show
strong affinities with that of Pithekoussai
and, mainly, Cumae. What is indicative is
the comparison with finds from both the em-
plekton of the city wall and the periurban
area of the polis investigated by the Univer-
sity L’Orientale and the Centre J. Bérard.

At S. Maria degli Angeli there are impasto
vessels from the centers of the Campanian
plain; bucchero pottery is imported in the
late 7" century BC from Etruria and during
the 6" century BC from the Etruscan Campa-
nia. Corinthian and Etruscan-Corinthian pot-
tery, productions of the eastern-Greek tradi-
tion, numerous Attic black-figure vessels,
and, from the last quarter of the century,
black-glaze wares are also attested. There is

193 Cf. e.g., D’ AGosTINO 1994; GrRECO 1999; D’ AGosTiNO 2008;
MELE 2014, 5-39; CercHial forthcoming and the papers on the
same subject in this volume.

194 Cf. supra, 524; Bonnier 2008 deepens the meaning of the
notion of epineion with respect to that of /imen: the term denotes
a port away from the “central place” on which it depends, consti-
tuting a political extension of its coastal territory.

significant evidence of common (coarse and
depurated) pottery associated with partially
painted or linearly decorated productions.
The transport amphorae are remarkable: they
begin to appear at the end of the 7™ century
BC and increased consistently throughout
the following century, with a prevalence of
Corinthian and Western-Greek productions.
The materials demonstrate an active role of
Parthenope in the archaic network in Cam-
pania which connects Greek, Etruscan, and
indigenous communities, having as its main
pole the polis of Cumae'®.
A significant marker is represented by the
distribution of archaic architectural terracot-
tas pertaining to the “Campanian roof-sys-
tem”, at least partially related to sacred
buildings: they were found not only in Piaz-
za S. Maria degli Angeli, but also in the har-
bor seabed of Piazza Municipio and in the
shoreline explored in the area of the Duomo
subway station, immediately outside the
walls of Neapolis'®.
According to the data from Santa Maria de-
gli Angeli, the entire 6™ century BC up until
the first decades of the 5™ century BC is to
be regarded as a phase of consistent and un-
interrupted development.
The picture offered by these new discoveries
enhances that of the Pizzofalcone necropolis,
documenting how the settlement continues
beyond the end of the archaic tombs discov-
ered in Via Nicotera: their interruption can
be attributed to the fortuitousness of discov-
ery and not to the destruction of Parthenope.
* After the first decades of the 5" century BC,
the documentation from Santa Maria degli
Angeli declines, restarting at the time of Pa-
laepolis, between the 4™ and 2™ century BC.
In the port of Neapolis and the coastal area
facing the urban plateau, there is substantial
continuity between the late Archaic, classic,

165 Cf. Cercniar 2013, 55-86.

1% From Piazza Santa Maria degli Angeli there are cover and
plain tiles, eaves tiles, antefixes, revetment plaques (cf. supra,
548); from the harbour cover and plain tiles; from the Duomo
station cover and plain tiles, eaves tiles, antefixes and kalypteres
hegemones, some with painted decoration.
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and even later phases. Beneath Piazza Muni-
cipio the levels of the last quarter of the
6"-early 5™ century BC are covered by lay-
ers dated from the second quarter to the Hel-
lenistic age, when the port was redesigned
and the seabed was dredged. On the shore-
line at the Duomo station, the sequence be-
gins with beach deposits from the last quar-
ter of the 6™ century BC, on which layers
from the first quarter of the 5* century BC
up to the Hellenistic age are superimposed'®’.
The archaeological records includes, among
the others finds, pieces of evidence (bucche-
ro, Corinthian pottery, an architectural terra-
cotta with a polychrome double guilloche'®®)
that could demonstrate the first frequenta-
tion around the mid/second half of the 6™
century BC.

The plateau where Neapolis was founded is
frequented from the mid/second half to the
end of the 6™ century BC. The older settle-

167 ScorpETTA 2010.
198 REscigNo 1998, nos. 13, 64-65, 202, 250, pls. IV, XVII-X VIIL

ment of Parthenope, in full expansion, ex-
tended its control over the nearby plateau,
which must have represented an important
reserve for development.

The wall found in vico Soprammuro dates
back to the first decades of the 5" century BC.
It documents a significant urban strengthening
and suggests that the foundation of Neapolis
had already occurred at an earlier date. At the
same time, it was accompanied by the de-
crease of Pizzofalcone for which there were
fewer archaeological records.

It was through the settlement consolidation
of Parthenope that the conditions for the
birth of the “New Polis” were produced. This
long poleogenetic process culminated at the
end of the 6" century BC, following the esca-
lation of the stasis within the Cumaean fac-
tions for the control of Parthenope and its
territory, as historical sources testify'®.

19 Cfr. supra, 523-524.
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tio to discussions on the origin and development of
the Greek alphabet, this article reviews some early
inscribed sherds, chiefly the one from Eretria
where part of a personal name (®oivog or EbBotvoc)
is clearly legible, and especially dwells on the
problems posed by the N featuring on the skyphos
from Cumae and the extreme similarity of its shape
to that of the slightly earlier N of the Gabii flask
(the last letter of evAwv). As a matter of fact, the
Greek letter on the skyphos provides a remarkably
significant addition to what we already knew about
the circulation of Euboeans, Euboean goods, and
the Euboean alphabet in Campania and Latium in
the first half of the 8™ century BC.

MassivMo Botto, Phoenician Trade in the Lower

Tyrrhenian Sea between the 9" and 8" Centuries
BC: the Case of Cumae

An examination of Phoenician and “Sardini-
an-Phoenician” ceramic production finds un-
earthed in a pre-Hellenic domestic context from
Cuma — brought to light since 2018 thanks to exca-
vations directed by Matteo D’ Acunto of the Uni-
versity of Naples L’Orientale — has shed new light
on the politics and international trade in the Lower
Tyrrhenian Sea in the phases contemporary with or
immediately preceding the founding of Pithekous-
sai. Among the most significant aspects, the key
role played by Sardinia emerged. Without fossiliz-
ing on rigid schematics, which are entirely inap-
propriate for the historical periods examined here,
two areas of different influence can be distin-
guished on the island. According to widely estab-
lished lines of research, in fact, it appears that the
Nuragic canton systems located in the northern
and central-eastern sectors of the island were more
projected toward trade with the Villanovan popu-
lations of northern Etruria, while those located in
southern and western Sardinia maintained rela-
tions mainly with the Iberian Peninsula and the
central Mediterranean within an established circuit
managed by the main Phoenician foundations in
which, however, local populations also played a
leading role. What emerges from the most recent
investigations, and what we hope to have clarified
in this paper, is that the two trade flows found a

meeting point in the Lower Tyrrhenian Sea, partic-
ularly in Campania, in the stretch of coast between
the Gulf of Naples to the north and the mouth of
the Picentino to the south.

G1ovanNA GREco, Structures and Materials of Ar-
chaic Cumae: Research of the Federico Il Univer-
sity in the Area of the Forum

This paper summarizes the results of excava-
tions conducted by the University of Naples “Fe-
derico II” on the southern side of the Forum of
Cumae, focusing on the chronological span be-
tween the early colonial phase and the Archaic pe-
riod. Of particular interest were the excavations
conducted in the so-called Tempio con Portico,
where evidence from the last quarter of the 8" cen-
tury BC to the beginning of the Imperial period,
when the temple was built, were brought to light.
From this area, which has yielded traces of occu-
pation from the Early Archaic period, come nu-
merous architectural fragments from the late Ar-
chaic period, possibly belonging to a pre-existing
cult building, as well as a fair amount of residual
ceramics (impasto, Late Geometric and Protoco-
rinthian pottery). The data collected, along with
what has emerged from the most recent investiga-
tions conducted in Cumae, make it possible to re-
construct the urban transformations that occurred
in this sector of the ancient city.

D. GiamraoLa, New Discoveries from Parthenope
(Naples)

Archaeological evidence on Parthenope has
long been limited to the Chiatamone landfill and
the via Nicotera necropolis, which attested to its
location on the Pizzofalcone promontory. This
contribution presents new data from the archae-
ological investigations for the subway line car-
ried out on the Pizzofalcone site in Piazza S.
Maria degli Angeli and in the area of the Gre-
co-Roman harbor in Piazza Municipio. The dis-
coveries deepen the knowledge of the colonial
phenomenon in the Gulf of Naples, which is
well known from the documentation of Pithe-
koussai and Cumae.
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The origin of Parthenope and its evolution up
to the foundation of Neapolis will be discussed,
as the two sites constitute a unitary system from a
historical, topographical, and archaeological
point of view. This settlement unit was already
occupied in the Late Neolithic/Eneolithic, then
increased in the MBA and LBA until the transi-
tion between the FBA and the EIA. The archaeo-
logical documentation of S. Maria degli Angeli
will be illustrated, from the oldest finds from the
second half of the 8™ and 7" centuries BC to those
from the 6™ and 5™ centuries BC, and will be sup-
ported by materials from the same periods found
in the harbor. The aim of this work is to compare
the data recovered in different areas of the settle-
ment unit of Parthenope and Neapolis: evidence
that integrates and enhances the framework of
historical tradition and previous archaeological
documentation.

Magna Graecia and Sicily

JAN KINDBERG JACOBSEN, GLORIA MiITTICA, Oino-
trian-Euboean Pottery from Timpone della Motta
— Francavilla Marittima (CS)

The current contribution focuses on the evi-
dence for the Euboean presence and on indige-
nous-Greek interactions at the site of Timpone
della Motta, close to present-day Francavilla
Marittima in northern Calabria. Since 2007, re-
search conducted by the Groningen Institute of
Archaeology and the Danish Institute in Rome
has emphasized that the indigenous settlement
came into contact with the Greek world two gen-
erations prior to the establishment of the Greek
colonial city of Sybaris. Production of Oinotri-
an-Euboean pottery was first identified among
the material excavated on the acropolis of Tim-
pone della Motta and in the nearby Macchiabate
necropolis. Subsequent fieldwork individuated a
pottery production area with a high percentage of
Oinotrian-Euboean pottery as well as kiln traces
and objects related to pottery production, such as
misfired pottery, containers for depurated clay
and experimental test pieces. Most recently, a set-

tlement area was discovered in 2017, which re-
flects a clear Greek material presence in the na-
ture of Oinotrian-Euboean and imported Euboean

pottery.

MARIA CoOSTANZA LENTINI, Naxos between the
Eighth and Seventh Centuries BC Revisited

Reconsideration of the data from the deep ex-
cavation carried out in Naxos between 2011-
2013 in the area of a huge Byzantine landfill
outlines the initial phases of the city in all its
complexity. The succession of phases between
the end of the 8™ century BC and the beginning
of the second quarter of the 7™ century BC is
very compressed and not always easy to read.
The intersection of Streets Si and Sh is crucial
for a revision. The chronology of the earlier lev-
el of Street Si, dating back to 700 BC, shows the
beginning of the urbanization process in Naxos.
The southeastern corner of the intersection is
occupied by an enclosure with a bothros and a
pebble floor which, also dating back to 700 BC,
was used throughout the 7" century BC for ritu-
al-sacrificial feasting activities, judging from
both the pottery (mainly tableware) and the re-
markable quantity of animal bones collected. An
elongated rectangular building (Building H) was
built on the pebbled floor between the first and
second quarters of the 7% century BC. It may be
identified with a dining room. It is very likely
that a similar function, although not so precise-
ly, also belonged to the late 8" century BC
Building “f”, rectangular in plan, which Build-
ing H clearly replaces. The thick pebble floor
overlies Building “f” as well as the curvilinear
Buildings “g” and “d”. The identification of the
latter pair as huts, together with the pottery
found in them, reveals the presence in the Schiso
Peninsula of an indigenous coastal community,
in our case the Sikel, with which the settlers on
their arrival had come into contact and interact-
ed with. Finally, it is interesting to note that it is
not by chance that this area becomes after 700
BC a space of ritual use, perhaps linked to the
cult of heroes or ancestors in view of the pres-
ence of the large bothros.



Finito di stampare nel mese di marzo 2024
presso 'Industria Grafica Letizia, Capaccio (SA)

per conto di UniorPress



AION

Nuova Serie | 28




The intent of the Euboica Il conference, Pithekoussai e [’ Eubea

tra Oriente e Occidente, held in Lacco Ameno (Ischia, Naples)
from 14 to 17 May 2018, was to discuss the themes of colonization,
how colonial realities became rooted in different areas of the
Mediterranean, the specific traits of Euboean colonization, and
forms of contact and relationship between the Greek element and
local communities. These Proceedings are divided in two volumes,
arranged geographically. They feature a dialogue between historians
and archaeologists, with an emphasis on the new important
contributions made over the last twenty years by field archaeology
in Euboea and in colonial and Mediterranean contexts.




