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ΠΡΟΛΟΓΟΣ

Ο παρών τόμος (Paros IV) αποτελεί τον τέταρτο στη σειρά τόμο Πρακτικών Διεθνών Συνε-
δρίων αφιερωμένων στην αρχαιολογία και τον πολιτισμό της Πάρου και των Κυκλάδων, που 
οργανώνονται από το Ινστιτούτο Αρχαιολογίας Πάρου και Κυκλάδων (ΙΑΠΚ) και πραγματοποι-
ούνται στην Παροικία της Πάρου σε τακτά χρονικά διαστήματα. Ο τόμος με τον ειδικότερο 
τίτλο Η Πάρος και οι Αποικίες της, περιλαμβάνει τις επιστημονικές ανακοινώσεις που παρου-
σιάστηκαν στη διάρκεια του Δ’ Διεθνούς Συνεδρίου Αρχαιολογίας Πάρου και Κυκλάδων, το 
οποίο έλαβε χώρα στην Παροικία της Πάρου από 11-14 Ιουνίου 2015, σε συνεργασία με το 
Δήμο Πάρου και τον Πολιτιστικό Σύλλογο «Αρχίλοχος Πάρου». Το Συνέδριο είναι το πρώτο 
που αφιερώθηκε ποτέ στο εγχείρημα της ίδρυσης αποικιών από τους αρχαίους Παρίους και 
συγκέντρωσε το ενδιαφέρον πολλών αρχαιολόγων και άλλων ειδικών που παρουσίασαν κατά 
τη διάρκειά του επιστημονικές εργασίες αναφορικά τόσο με την μητρόπολη Πάρο όσο και με 
τις τρεις κύριες αποικίες της, το Πάριον στην περιοχή της Προποντίδας, τη Θάσο στο Β. Αιγαίο, 
και την Φάρο στην Αδριατική (νησί Χβαρ στην Κροατία). 

Το Δ’ Συνέδριο ακολούθησε τα τρία προηγούμενα Συνέδρια Αρχαιολογίας Πάρου και Κυ-
κλάδων που πραγματοποιήθηκαν στην Παροικία της Πάρου και ήταν αφιερωμένα, το 1ο στη 
διάσημη Παρία Λίθο (1997), το 2ο στον μεγάλο ποιητή της Πάρου Αρχίλοχο (2005), και το 3ο 
στον διάσημο γλύπτη και αρχιτέκτονα της αρχαίας Πάρου Σκόπα (2010). Τα Πρακτικά και των 
τριών Συνεδρίων εκδόθηκαν από το ΙΑΠΚ. Ο 1ος τόμος με τον τίτλο Παρία Λίθος. Παριανά 
Λατομεία, Μάρμαρο και Εργαστήρια Γλυπτικής της Πάρου, με την επιμέλεια των Δημήτρη 
Σκιλάρντι και Ντόρας Κατσωνοπούλου, κυκλοφόρησε το έτος 2000 και επανεκδόθηκε το 2010, 
ο 2ος με τον τίτλο Ο Αρχίλοχος και η Εποχή του (Paros IΙ), με την επιμέλεια των Ντόρας Κατσω-
νοπούλου, Ιωάννη Πετρόπουλου και Στέλλας Κατσαρού εκδόθηκε το 2008, και ο 3oς με τον 
τίτλο Ο Σκόπας και ο Κόσμος του (Paros IΙΙ), με την επιμέλεια των Ντόρας Κατσωνοπούλου και 
Andrew Stewart εκδόθηκε το έτος 2013. 

Ο τόμος του Δ’ Συνεδρίου (Paros ΙV), έκδοση του ΙΑΠΚ με την επιμέλεια της Ντόρας Κα-
τσωνοπούλου, περιλαμβάνει συνολικά 26 επιστημονικά άρθρα σε δύο μέρη. Το Μέρος I με 
τον τίτλο Πάρος, η μητρόπολις, περιλαμβάνει 8 εργασίες αναφορικά με την επιχειρησιακή 
δραστηριότητα των Παρίων εκτός του νησιού αλλά και με τα αρχαιολογικά ευρήματα της 
τελευταίας 30ετίας στην Πάρο που αναδεικνύουν τον πλούτο και την ισχυρή οργάνωση της 
πόλης της Πάρου ήδη από τον 8ο αιώνα π.Χ. Το Μέρος ΙΙ με τον τίτλο Οι Αποικίες της Πά-
ρου: Πάριον – Θάσος - Φάρος, περιέχει 18 συνολικά άρθρα για την ιστορία και αρχαιολογία 
των αποικιών ξεκινώντας με την αρχαιότερη αποικία, το Πάριον, που ιδρύθηκε στα τέλη 
του 8ου αιώνα, ακολούθως τη Θάσο τον 7ο αιώνα και τέλος την Φάρο στο α’ μισό του 4ου 
αιώνα π.Χ. 

Το Μέρος Ι, αρχίζει με την διερεύνηση του συλλογικού ή ιδιωτικού χαρακτήρα των αποι-
κιστικών επιχειρήσεων των Παρίων στο εξωτερικό κατά την αρχαϊκή περίοδο, μέσα από την 
επανεξέταση της αρχαιολογικής, της επιγραφικής και της φιλολογικής μαρτυρίας (Tandy) και 
την παρουσίαση νέας μαρτυρίας από πρόσφατες μελέτες κεραμικής και ανασκαφές στην Ν. 
Ιταλία (Σίρις και, κυρίως, Incoronata ) σχετικά με την παρουσία εκεί μεγάλης ελληνικής κοινό-
τητας αγγειοπλαστών από το Αιγαίο Πέλαγος και ειδικότερα από τις Κυκλάδες (Denti). Ακολού-
θως, τα ανασκαφικά ευρήματα της τελευταίας 30ετίας στην Πάρο και ιδιαιτέρως εκείνα του 
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κύριου νεκροταφείου της αρχαίας πόλης συζητούνται για να καταδειχθεί ότι η Πάρος ήταν ένα 
οργανωμένο κράτος με σημαντική οικονομική και πολιτική ισχύ ήδη από το β’ μισό του 8ου 
αι. π.Χ. (Ζαφειροπούλου) και επιχειρείται η ανασύνθεση της τοπογραφίας της αρχαίας πόλης 
της Πάρου ως μίας από τις πλουσιότερες και πιο καλά οργανωμένες πόλεις των Κυκλάδων, 
με βάση παλαιές και πρόσφατες ανασκαφές (Κουράγιος). Στη συνέχεια, παρουσιάζεται και 
συζητείται ομάδα επιλεγμένων γλυπτών σε παριανό μάρμαρο που έγιναν γνωστά πρόσφατα: 
ρωμαϊκό άγαλμα Μούσας στην Πάντοβα της Ιταλίας, ακέφαλο γυναικείο άγαλμα στη Συλλο-
γή Sorgente στη Ρώμη, και αρχιτεκτονικά γλυπτά από την αρχαία Κερύνεια στη βορειοδυτική 
Πελοπόννησο (Katsonopoulou). ‘Θησαυρός’ νομισμάτων που καταχώθηκε στα τέλη του 3ου 
αιώνα π.Χ. και άλλα νομίσματα από τον χώρο του αρχαίου εργαστηρίου γλυπτικής στην Πα-
ροικιά παρουσιάζονται στο επόμενο άρθρο (Δετοράτου) και τα γειτονικά εργαστήρια καθώς 
και αποθέτες κεραμικής συζητούνται σε σχέση με την λειτουργία, την παραγωγή αλλά και τη 
θέση τους αναφορικά με τον πολεοδομικό ιστό της αρχαίας πόλης (Παπαδημητρίου). Τέλος, 
εξετάζονται ζητήματα σχετικά με την λατρεία του Απόλλωνος και του Ηρακλέους στην Πάρο, 
σε συνάρτηση με τις αντίστοιχες λατρείες στην αποικία της Θάσου (Παπαδοπούλου).

Το Μέρος ΙΙ, αφιερωμένο στις αποικίες της Πάρου, ξεκινά με την παρουσίαση των ευρημά-
των των ανασκαφών στο Πάριον την τελευταία δεκαετία. Στο πρώτο άρθρο παρουσιάζεται ένα 
από τα διασημότερα έργα στην πόλη του Παρίου, ο κολοσσικός βωμός του 4ου αιώνα π.Χ. για 
τον Απόλλωνα και την Άρτεμη, ενώ συζητούνται η ταυτότητα του αρχιτέκτονα Ερμοκρέοντος 
και η σχετική νομισματική μαρτυρία (Keleş). Ακολούθως, παρουσιάζεται η μελέτη της ρωμαϊ-
κής κεραμικής που ανακαλύφθηκε στους τάφους της αρχαίας νεκρόπολης του Παρίου με συ-
νεχή χρήση από τον 7ο αιώνα π.Χ. έως την ύστερη αρχαιότητα (Ergürer) και περιγράφονται τα 
ρωμαϊκά λουτρά και η ιστορία τους από τον 2ο αιώνα μ.Χ., οπότε κατασκευάστηκαν, μέχρι την 
εγκατάλειψή τους τον 7ο αιώνα (Alper Yilmaz). Το υδραγωγείο και το σύστημα ύδρευσης της 
ρωμαϊκής πόλης του Παρίου που αποτελεί και θέμα διδακτορικής διατριβής του συγγραφέα, 
συζητούνται στην επόμενη ανακοίνωση (Michael Deniz Yilmaz) ενώ περιγράφονται μέσα από 
την ανάλυση και μελέτη μεταλλικών ευρημάτων από το Πάριον, η μεταλλουργική δραστηριό-
τητα και παραγωγή στην πόλη (Çelikbas).

Στη Θάσο αναφέρονται τα άρθρα που ακολουθούν, αρχικά με την παρουσίαση μελέτης 
της επιτραπέζιας κεραμικής G 2-3 που ανακαλύφθηκε στον οικισμό που προϋπήρχε στην πε-
ριοχή πριν από τον αποικισμό των Παρίων στη Θάσο (Ilieva) και με την συνολική επισκόπηση 
του ζητήματος της εκμετάλλευσης των μεταλλείων πριν και μετά τον αποικισμό των Παρί-
ων (Sanidas et al). Στη συνέχεια, η γεωχημική ανάλυση δειγμάτων από ομάδα αρχαϊκών μό-
νωτων κυπέλλων που ανακαλύφθηκαν στο Αρτεμίσιο της Θάσου και τα αποτελέσματα, που 
υποδεικνύουν πιθανή προέλευση από την Πάρο, περιγράφονται (Perron) και παρουσιάζεται 
μια αποτίμηση της εισηγμένης διακοσμημένης κεραμικής στις αποικίες της Θάσου κατά την 
αρχαϊκή περίοδο παράλληλα με τη διακίνηση και τις πιθανές χρήσεις της (Μανακίδου). Στη 
μεταφορά των θρησκευτικών λατρειών μεταξύ Πάρου και Θάσου και στις εξελίξεις τους στην 
αποικία εστιάζεται το περιεχόμενο του επόμενου άρθρου (Trippé) ενώ η λατρεία της Αρτέμι-
δος εξετάζεται στα δύο άρθρα που ακολουθούν ως προς τη θέση των ιερών της στην αρχαία 
πόλη της Θάσου (Muller) και τις πτυχές της προσωπικότητάς της μέσα από τα αναθήματα στο 
Αρτεμίσιο (Prêtre). Η ενότητα της Θάσου ολοκληρώνεται με την παρουσίαση της πρώιμης γλυ-
πτικής της και τη σχέση της με την πιθανή επιρροή από τους Παρίους αποίκους (Holtzmann).



Στην Φάρο, αποικία της Πάρου στην Αδριατική, αναφέρονται τα τελευταία πέντε άρθρα 
του Μέρους ΙΙ. Στο πρώτο εξ’ αυτών, εξετάζεται η φιλολογική μαρτυρία σχετικά με την ίδρυση 
της Φάρου, στο πλαίσιο της τότε πολιτικής και του εμπορίου στην περιοχή της Δαλματίας 
(Coppola). Ακολούθως, παρουσιάζονται τα αποτελέσματα των ανασκαφών που πραγματο-
ποιήθηκαν μεταξύ 2009 και 2013 από το Μουσείο του Stari Grad στη θέση Remete Garden, με 
βάση τα οποία η χρονολόγηση των τειχών ανάγεται στους ελληνιστικούς χρόνους (Popović και 
Devlahović). Ο μεγάλος αριθμός ελληνικών αμφορέων (4ος-2ος αι. π.Χ.) από τις ανασκαφές 
στη Φάρο συζητείται υπό το φως της αγροτικής οικονομίας της πόλης στην επόμενη ανακοί-
νωση και παρατίθεται σύντομη συγκριτική αναθεώρηση για την παραγωγή οίνου ανάμεσα 
στην μεσαιωνική περίοδο και την αρχαιότητα (Kirigin). Την παρουσία ελληνικών ονομάτων 
στη Φάρο (4ος-1ος αι. π.Χ.), με βάση λίθινες επιγραφές, μολύβδινες πινακίδες, όστρακα αγ-
γείων και αρχαίες πηγές, διερευνά το ακόλουθο άρθρο (Marohnić) και τέλος, η αντίληψη της 
Πάρου ως μακρινής μητρόπολης στις γραπτές Κροατικές πηγές από τον 16ο αιώνα μέχρι πρό-
σφατα και η συμβολή της νεότερης αρχαιολογικής έρευνας που συνέδεσε την Φάρο με την 
Πάρο, παρουσιάζονται και αναλύονται (Čavić).

Ευχαριστώ θερμά το Δημοτικό Συμβούλιο και τον Δήμαρχο Πάρου κ. Μάρκο Κωβαίο για 
την υποστήριξη του Συνεδρίου καθώς και όλα τα μέλη του Διοικητικού Συμβουλίου του Ινστι-
τούτου Αρχαιολογίας Πάρου και Κυκλάδων και του πολιτιστικού συλλόγου «Αρχίλοχος Πά-
ρου» για τη βοήθειά τους στην οργάνωση και πραγματοποίηση του Συνεδρίου. 

                                                                                                            Ντόρα Κατσωνοπούλου

                                                                                                  Πρόεδρος Ινστιτούτου Αρχαιολογίας                                  
                                                                                                               Πάρου και Κυκλάδων                                                            
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PREFACE

The present volume (Paros IV) is the fourth in a series of international conferences dedi-
cated to the archaeology and culture of Paros and the Cyclades, organized by the Institute for 
the Archaeology of Paros and the Cyclades (IAPC) and conducted at Paroikia on Paros at peri-
odic intervals. This volume, entitled Paros and its Colonies, contains scholarly papers presented 
during the Fourth International Congress of Archaeology on Paros and the Cyclades, which was 
organized in collaboration with the Municipality of Paros and the Archilochos of Paros Cultural 
Association, and took place in Paroikia from 11-14 June, 2015. The congress, the first ever held 
on the topic of colonial enterprises of the ancient Parians, attracted the interest of many schol-
ars from Greece and abroad who presented papers on the metropolis, the island of Paros, and 
all three main colonies that Paros founded in the ancient world: Parion in the Propontis, Thasos 
in the North Aegean, and Pharos in the Adriatic (island of Hvar, Croatia). 

This congress followed three previous ones on the archaeology of Paros and the Cyclades, 
also held in Paroikia, which were devoted to a number of important issues of the cultural heri-
tage of Paros: (1) to the valuable Parian marble, the marble quarries and workshops of sculp-
ture (1997), (2) the great poet Archilochos of Paros (2005) and (3) the famous sculptor and 
architect Skopas of Paros and his world (2010). The proceedings of these congresses were also 
published by the IAPC. The first, entitled Paria Lithos. Parian Quarries, Marble, and Workshops 
of Sculpture, edited by Demetrius Schilardi and Dora Katsonopoulou, was published in 2000 
and reprinted in 2010; the second, entitled Archilochos and his Age (Paros II), edited by Dora 
Katsonopoulou, John Petropoulos and Stella Katsarou, was published in 2008; and the third, 
entitled Skopas of Paros and his World, edited by Dora Katsonopoulou and Andrew Stewart, 
was published in 2013.

The present volume on the fourth Congress (Paros IV), also published by IAPC, and edited 
by Dora Katsonopoulou, includes a total of twenty-six scholarly papers, divided into two parts. 
Part I, entitled Paros, the Metropolis, includes eight studies on the Parian enterprises outside 
the island and the results of archaeological work on Paros in the last three decades showing 
that Paros was an organized city already in the 8th century BC. Part II, entitled Paros’ Colonies: 
Parion – Thasos – Pharos, contains eighteen papers on the history and archaeology of the colo-
nies beginning with the earlier colony of Parion founded in the last years of the 8th century BC, 
then Thasos in the 7th and, finally, Pharos in the first half of the 4th century BC. 

Part I begins with a review of the archaeological, epigraphical, and literary evidence to ad-
dress the issue of Parian ventures abroad in the Archaic period and their type of civic activities 
or private actions of individuals (Tandy). In the next article, new evidence is presented from re-
cent excavations and ceramic studies of major sites in Southern Italy (Siris and, above all, Incor-
onata) providing an exceptional record for the presence of a major Greek community of potters 
from the Aegean Sea, and more particularly from the Cyclades (Denti). Then, the finds from the 
excavations of the last 30 years on Paros, including the discovery of the official cemetery of the 
city, are considered to show that Paros was an organized state of considerable power already in 
the second half of the 8th century BC (Ζαφειροπούλου). The topography of the ancient city of 
Paros, one of the richest and best organized cities in the Cyclades, is presented on the basis of 
earlier and more recent excavation finds (Κουράγιος). Next, certain recently known sculptures 



PAROS IV  15

in Parian marble are discussed including the Roman statue of a Muse in Padova, a headless 
female statue in the Sorgente Group in Rome and architectural sculptures from Keryneia of 
Achaea in the northwestern Peloponnese (Katsonopoulou). Following this, a hoard buried in 
the late 3rd century BC and other coins found at the site of ancient sculptor’s workshop in Pa-
roikia are described (Δετοράτου) and the adjacent pottery workshops are discussed regarding 
their function, production and location in relation to the poleodomic plan of the ancient city 
(Παπαδημητρίου). Finally, issues regarding the cults of Apollo and Herakles on Paros, in con-
nection to the respective cults in the colony of Thasos are considered (Παπαδοπούλου).

To introduce Part II, which is devoted to Paros’ colonies, excavation work conducted in the 
last decade at the site of Parion is first presented. One of the most famous works in the city, the 
colossal altar of the 4th century BC, the identity of its architect Hermokreon and relevant nu-
mismatic evidence are discussed (Keleş) and the Roman pottery discovered in the ancient ne-
cropolis, dated between the 7th century BC and the late Roman times, is presented (Ergürer). 
Then, the history of the Roman baths from the time of their construction in the 2nd century AD 
until their abandonment in the 7th century is demonstrated (Alper Yilmaz) and the water sup-
ply of the Roman city of Parion is shortly presented as part of the author’s doctoral dissertation 
(Michael Deniz Yilmaz). Last, metallurgy activities and production in Parion are described via 
chemical analysis and studies of the metal objects found in the excavations (Çelikbas).

The following papers refer to Thasos, beginning first with the presentation of a study of the 
repertory of G 2-3 table ware discovered in the pre-colonial settlement of Thasos before the 
arrival of the Parians (Ilieva), and secondly, with an overview of the question of mining and 
metal production in the early Archaic period before and after the Parian colonization (Sanidas 
et al.). Next, the possible Parian influences on Thasian pottery are demonstrated via presenta-
tion of the results of physico-chemical analysis of a group of one-handled mugs found at the 
Artemision (Perron), and an evaluation of the dissemination and use of imported decorated 
pottery to the Thasian colonies during the Archaic period is presented (Μανακίδου). The reli-
gious transfers between the metropolis and its colony as well as their evolution are considered 
next (Trippé), while the cult of Artemis is the subject of the following two papers regarding the 
topography of her sanctuaries in the ancient city of Thasos (Muller) and certain aspects of her 
identity via the study of symbolic offerings from the Artemision (Prêtre). The dedication on 
Thasos concludes with the presentation of the early sculpture and its possible links with the 
Parian colonists (Holtzmann).

The last five papers of the volume are dedicated to Pharos, Paros’ colony in the Adriatic. 
First, literary evidence on Pharos’ foundation, in the context of contemporary politics and trade 
in the Dalmatian area is examined (Coppola) and the results of excavations conducted between 
2009 and 2013 by the Stari Grad Museum at Remete Garden are presented concluding that the 
fortification walls excavated are dated to the Hellenistic period (Popović και Devlahović). Next, 
the great number of Greek amphorae (4th-2nd centuries BC) from the excavations on Pharos is 
discussed in light of its agricultural economy and a brief review of wine production in the medi-
eval period and in antiquity is provided (Kirigin). In the following paper, the presence of Greek 
personal names on Pharos (4th-1st centuries BC) is investigated on the basis of inscriptions on 
stone, lead tablets, pottery fragments, and literary sources (Marohnić). Lastly, Paros’ percep-
tion as a remote metropolis in written Croatian sources from the 16th century until recently 



and the contribution of recent archaeological evidence in shaping a living connection between 
Paros and Pharos are discussed (Čavić).

I would like to thank the City Council and the Mayor of Paros, Mr. Markos Kovaios, for their 
support of the congress, and all members of the Institute for the Archaeology of Paros and the 
Cyclades and of the Board of the Archilochos of Paros Cultural Association for their assistance 
in organizing and realizing the Fourth International Congress on Paros and its Colonies. 
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New Answers to Old Problems: Revitalizing Questions 
about the Location of Pharos and its City Walls
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FINDING PHAROS 
Although the existence of the Greek colony of Pharos, founded on the Adriatic in 385/384 

BC has never been questioned, until the middle of the 19th century a lively debate was held 
among scholars on its exact location on the island of Hvar. By combining different written sources 
with numerous archaeological finds, both in the town and in the Stari Grad Plain, in 1873 Ljubić 
ended this dispute placing ancient Pharos in today’s Stari Grad.1 As for the urbanism of Pharos, 
all proposed perimeters that were brought in years to follow were based on the visible remains 
of the city walls in the town, ancient walls visible inside few houses in the centre of the town, 
stone blocks reused as spolia in public and private buildings, and also on the urban elements of 
the modern Stari Grad. 

Ljubić mentions some of those remains and describes how the former Mayor of Stari Grad 
measured the size of the city which had a circumference of one Italian mile, with elongated 
ground plan.2 Shortly after, British explorer R. F. Burton repeats this information while describ-
ing his visit to Stari Grad.3 It was nοt until 1958 that Dyggve published the sketch of the plan 
of Pharos, showing it to be elongated, similar to Ljubić’s description, but without any further 
elaboration on the subject.4 In 1965 Duboković-Nadalini proposed a more detailed plan of the 
city’s perimeter (Fig. 1, no. 1) covering the area of approximately 1ha, based on the remains of 
the “northern” city wall inside the Tadić-Gramotor house (Fig. 1, A), “eastern” city wall near the 
church of St John (Fig. 1, B), and finally the remains of “southern” city wall (Fig. 1, C) visible until 
1930s (destroyed by the road construction).5 Unlike Duboković-Nadalini, Gabričević believed that 
only the remains of the “northern” and “eastern” city walls can with certainty be considered 
relevant for the reconstruction of the Pharos’ perimeter, and that the area of 1ha is insufficient 
even for a small polis.6 Following the analysis of the network of roads in and around the town 
he suggested a new plan (Fig. 1, no. 2), with the perimeter extending to the southwest, with the 
area of around 6ha.7 New insights into this problem were given by Barbir who believed that the 
reconstruction of the original coastline of the Stari Grad Bay would help the study of Stari Grad’s 
urbanism.8 By using written sources, historical maps and toponyms, he reconstructed the original 
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coastline and concluded that Pharos was actually situated on a small peninsula, and at the same 
time proposed another reconstruction of the Pharos’ perimeter (Fig. 1, no. 3).9 

None of the above mentioned attempts to reconstruct the perimeter of Pharos were based 
on archaeological excavations. As mentioned before, starting point of these reconstructions – 
the still visible architectural remains in the cellars of several houses in the centre of Stari Grad 
(the most prominent being the remains of the city wall in the cellar of the Tadić-Gramotor house, 
11m long and 2.3m high)10  were always perceived as remains of the northern city walls of Pha-
ros. This changed in 1990s when trench excavations were carried out as part of the international 
Adriatic Islands Project. Three trenches were excavated during 1993 within the area defined by 
Duboković-Nadalini, of which Trench III (finished in 1996),11 positioned along an exposed inner 
face of the supposed northern city wall provided a well defined stratigraphic sequence.12 These 
excavations unearthed over 3m of stratigraphy with the sequence spanning from the early 4th 
century BC to the 3rd century AD, with six building phases identified.13 Most importantly, it was 
proven that the supposed northern city wall of Pharos actually dates from the period of Late An-
tiquity.14 Second “fixed point” in aforementioned reconstructions was the remains of the “east-
ern” city walls on the site of Remete Garden, next to the church of St John. However, in 1991 
previously unknown archival data was published showing that this wall was built as a boundary 
wall between two plots in 1906, partially with the megalithic blocks found in this area.15

The turning point in the study of the urbanism of Pharos represents research started by the 
Regional Institute for the Protection of Cultural Monuments in Split (RIPCM)16 which in the pe-
riod from 1979 to 1991 conducted more than 20 different small scale rescue excavations inside 
the protected urban centre of Stari Grad.17 The first excavations were carried out inside and 

Figure 1. Proposed reconstructions of the perimeter of Pharos.
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around the church of St. John where the remains of the Early Christian complex of twin churches 
with the cruciform baptismal font18 dated in the 5th-6th centuries were found.19 This complex 
superimposed the older architecture. In 1994, archaeological excavations expanded east of the 
Early Christian complex, in the so-called Remete Garden, and were carried out until 2004. These 
excavations brought to light numerous architectural remains of Pharos as well as segments of 
the eastern and southern perimeter of the city walls, suggesting the existence of its SE corner 
on this site (Fig. 2).20 Based on these excavations, another proposal for the reconstruction of the 
perimeter of Pharos was presented (Fig. 1, no. 4).21 As of 2008 the site is under the management 
of the then established Stari Grad Museum, which conducted a series of targeted trench excava-
tions from 2009 to 2013.

REVISING THE DATING OF THE CITY WALL
Almost all excavations by the Stari Grad Museum on the site of Remete Garden (Figs. 2, 3) 

were conducted in order to restore or stop deterioration of either a part of the garden or a house 
that was built on this plot, probably in the 18th century. At the same time they were all aimed 
towards understanding, interpreting and dating a complex network of previously unearthed ar-
chitectural remains in order to finally present this site to the public. 

The first archaeological excavation was conducted in March 2009, only few months after 
the Stari Grad Plain and the historic urban centre of Stari Grad were inscribed on the UNESCO 
World Heritage List. It was directed inside the Remete house, which needed to accommodate 
the Agency for the Management of Stari Grad Plain. The house was built upon the inner face of 
the southern rampart of Pharos and at that time it was the only point where five rows of the city 

Figure 2. Aerial photo of the site of Remete Garden in Stari Grad.
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wall could be seen. Inside the house there were the remains of two already excavated walls (that 
formed the corner of a building) and within them there was a small volume of intact cultural 
strata (Fig. 4, E). This area (called trench E) could not provide any relevant information pertinent 
to dating or relations between this building and the city wall; however it gave us a first insight 
into the stratigraphic sequence of Pharos – from black layers of pre-Greek occupation, in which 
soil is full of charcoal and so-called calcite gritted coarse ware, through layers of Greek occupa-
tion to those of early Roman date.22 

At the same time a smaller trench (D) was excavated in the Remete Garden – in the area of 
the supposed SE corner of the Pharos city wall. The corner of the rampart was not found but in-
stead the foundations of two walls (no. 66 and 67 on Fig. 4, D) forming a corner of the structure 
that preceded the building of the rampart. In order to understand relations between this struc-
ture and the city walls, this trench needed to be expanded. 

Our observation of two Greek building phases wasn’t much of a surprise because it was already 
published that there was Greek architecture that preceded the ramparts.23 It was stated that this 
early Greek settlement was partially demolished on purpose, to accommodate the building of the 
city walls.24 However, while deriving a detailed description and drawing of all previously unearthed 
architecture on the site, we concluded that the outer face of the eastern rampart is a separate wall 
(no. 3) 0.75m wide (Fig. 5). It had two stone faces which indicate that it had not been built to re-
pair the rampart. The wall was built in dry stone technique with outer face (only one visible at the 
time) of stone blocks of different sizes laid in a way that one block perfectly sits with adjacent ones. 
Preparing stone blocks and building this wall had to be time consuming; also to build a wall with 
such a precision requires great knowledge of masonry. For this reason the hypothesis was made 
that this wall was not demolished on purpose, in order to build a city wall. At the same time, while 

Figure 3. Plan of architectural remains on Remete Garden 
and position of trenches.

Figure 4. Position of trenches E and D.
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cleaning the surface of the southern tract of the rampart, in the filling between two stone faces 
(which consisted of soil and smaller stones) lots of fragments of slag were found, indicating that 
these were part of a redeposited layer connected with metal processing. All this made us question 
the accuracy of dating the ramparts at the time of the foundation of Pharos,25 or as added in newer 
publication, before the middle of the 4th century BC26 after intentionally demolishing part of the 
early Greek settlement erected just 30 years before.

The abovementioned hypothesis was strengthened with two other observations: 1) Wall no. 7 
(Fig. 6) on the western side of the garden was almost identically built as the wall forming the outer 
face of eastern ramparts (no. 3 on Fig. 5). Wall no. 7 was also destroyed and large stone thresholds 
were placed on top of its three preserved courses of stone blocks. Thresholds were in connection 

Figure 5. Wall 3, an outer face of the eastern city wall.

Figure 6. Remains of wall 7 with thresholds placed on top.
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with the street which was 0.6m higher than the level of walking surface of wall no. 7, indicated by 
its decorative footings; 2) Puzzling observation was made in previously dug trench west of Remete 
house, where a partially collapsed Greek cistern was unearthed (Fig. 7). The cistern (3.4 x 3m) 
was built with amazing precision in ashlar and dry stone technique. In the northern section of this 
trench the building extension was visible (Fig. 7, B). We presumed that it was a repair after the 
cistern had been destroyed, which would indicate that it had two functioning phases. 

All these observations led to the questions: when these three finely built structures (wall no. 
3, wall no. 7 and cistern) were destroyed; was wall no. 3 destroyed on purpose, to build the city 
wall; and more pragmatically, was there enough intact stratigraphy preserved on Remete garden 
to answer this? For this reason we excavated four trenches (Fig. 3): D – at the presumed corner 
of the rampart, D3 – extension of the trench D placed above the southern tract of the rampart, 
trench R – placed over eastern tract of the rampart, and trench L – placed in a way to include 
Greek cistern and southern tract of the rampart. 

MAKING SENSE OF ‘SERIES OF SMALL (AND BIGGER) WALLS’
Trench D

In order to understand the situation at the non-existing corner of the rampart (where the 
foundations of walls no. 66 and 67 were found) the trench was enlarged to include first visible 
blocks of the southern city wall (Fig. 3, D). At this lowest area of the garden bedrock was revealed 
at an average depth of 0.5m. Here only the oldest layers of the multiperiodic stratigraphic se-
quence of the town’s history are preserved. Excavation revealed that the two mentioned walls 
were not a part of the rampart foundation. The southern tract of Pharos city wall, here preserved 
only as one course of blocks (Fig. 9, A), is not bedded on natural rock but it lies on older deposits 

Figure 7. Trench L.
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(Fig. 8). Because the rampart foundation was already above today’s ground level, we concluded 
that in this area of the site deposits from the time of its functioning are not preserved. All the stra-
tigraphy excavated in this trench, as well as previously discovered walls no. 66 and 67, preceded 
construction of the rampart. 

The foundations of walls no. 66 and 67 were dug into few completely dark layers (no. 297, 
298, 300 and 301 on Fig. 8) and bedded on natural stone (bedrock). These lowest deposits that 
lay just above the bedrock (with similar sequence to one in the trench E) brought out a lively 
debate among scholars. In some of the trenches on this site, lowest and darkest deposits contain 
only fragments of large pots of the local handmade so-called calcite gritted pottery i.e. coarse 
ware assigned to pre-Greek population. In deposits directly above, which also have traces of 
burning, similar pottery is found in association with 4th century BC Greek fine ware. Interpreta-
tion of historical events associated with the foundation of the Parian colony at Pharos based on 
this evidence (recovered only from few small trenches) would at this point be farfetched so that 
discussion will be left for another time.

In trench D, above mentioned deposits connected with burning, there was a layer (no. 292 on 
Fig. 8) which consisted of irregular stones (10cm size in average) and with almost no finds (the ones 
recovered are not datable). This layer was a preparation for building a floor inside a room enclosed 
by walls no. 66 and 67. Above it was a layer of red compact clayish soil (no. 284 on Fig. 8) with many 
fragments of, equally represented, calcite gritted pottery and Greek finds. Among them were 16 
fragments of red coated imbrex, skyphos of probably Alto Adriatico ware with painted horizontal 
stripes and zigzag motif, 5 fragments of a belly of a bowl with traces of (poorly performed) grey 
coating, fragments of painted and Black coated skyphoi of which one can be dated in the late 
4th- beginning of the 3rd century BC.27 Along pottery finds, two coins were found; one at the bot-
tom of this deposit was a coin of Dionysios I (minted in Syracuse between 405 and 367 BC), and 
one of Pharos dating in the 4th century BC.28 On top of this layer, a large piece of baked earth of 
irregular shape was found with a rectangular block of the same material built in the middle (Fig. 
9, B). This could have been the floor enclosed by walls no. 66 and 67 but it is more likely that this 
should be interpreted as the remain of the kiln for ceramic production. In the deposits above few 
kiln fragments were found (also reported in the previous excavations by RIPCM29). Remains of this 
kiln are situated inside the walls, which makes it analogous with the pottery workshop at Paroikia. 
Today nicely preserved, those kilns were built inside walled areas. This is not uncommon; in fact, 
surrounding the kilns with walls was a way of protecting the most important structure of a pottery 
workshop.30 One of the features of a typical Greek updraft kiln is the eschara - a perforated floor 

Figure 8. Western section of trench D.
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which divides firing and combustion chambers. Rectangular block unearthed here in trench D is 
most likely the remains of the columnar support on which the eschara usually rests and which is 
generally positioned at the centre of the combustion chamber.31 

Above the remains of a combustion chamber, in the layer of dark soil with many traces of 
charcoal (no. 282 on Fig. 8), numerous finds of Black coated skyphoi (mostly handles) and bowls, 
and few fragments made of grey paste were unearthed. Above it in deposit no. 274, pottery of 
similar date (4th-3rd centuries BC) was predominant. The foundation of the rampart was laid 
down directly upon the demolished material associated with Greek ceramic kiln. 

Throughout the trench D, the canal extended parallel to the inner face of the southern tract 
of the city wall. Three different deposits were identified as its filling. All of them were rich with 
finds: in highest one (no. 231 on Fig. 8), 363 sherds were recovered along with the coins of 
Heraclea and Pharos, both dating in the 4th century BC; deposit in the middle (no. 289 on Fig. 
8) had 986 fragments of pottery and one coin of Pharos; lowest one (no. 299 on Fig. 8) had ad-
ditional 1005 fragments and three 4th century BC coins of Pharos. Unfortunately we did not have 
physical connection between the city wall and this canal so their relation is not easy to interpret. 
However, deposit no. 289, consisting of small fragments of stone, could indicate that this was a 
drainage system for the city wall. Among numerous pottery finds dated in the 4th century BC, 
fragments of Grey ware with curved profile dated in the 3rd century BC as well as ribbed frag-
ment dated in the 4th-3rd centuries BC were found.

All listed evidence means that ramparts cannot be dated in the 4th century BC even if we do 
not take into account finds from the canal or few early Roman sherds we unearthed in a possibly 

Figure 10. Foundation remains of south-
ern city wall and position of trench D3.

Figure 9. Remains of combustion chamber in 
trench D.
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disturbed deposit under the topsoil of trench D. The discovery of the floor of a kiln directly under 
the presumed corner of the ramparts means that ceramic workshop was not situated at the SE 
corner of the town32 because this was not a corner of the town at the time of its functioning. All 
unearthed pottery connected with the activities inside the building enclosed by walls no. 66 and 
67 are dated from the 2nd half of the 4th century BC to the early 3rd century BC, so this was the 
time when the workshop functioned and also terminus post quem for the construction of these 
city walls. 

In order to try to more precisely date this city wall, as well as architectural remains that pre-
ceded its building, two new trenches were opened. One was placed across the eastern perimeter 
of the rampart –trench R, and one along the southern one –trench D3.

Trench D3
The initial idea was to extend trench D from the presumed corner of the rampart to include the 

whole tract of the southern city wall that extends to Remete house (Fig. 3, D3, Fig. 10). Just after 
removing the topsoil and layer disturbed by cultivation, a recent lime slaking pit was found, built di-
rectly on the rampart blocks. Additionally, we concluded that an earlier trench was placed alongside 
the rampart probably at the time the blocks were dug out (17th-19th centuries) and used for conse-
quent building in the town.33 It became clear that in the whole visible length of the city wall in this 
trench only one row of stone blocks, which form the foundation of the rampart, was still preserved. 
It was also observed that blocks used for building of this rampart foundation were spolia because 
their fine carved faces were placed inwards, facing the filling of the wall. One of those blocks (Fig. 
10, A) (which we temporarily removed) has the same height (22cm), and its face was carved in the 
same style as the blocks used for building the cistern (Fig. 7, A). This would indicate that the cistern 

Figure 11. Selection of pottery fragments found under the foundation 
block of the southern rampart.
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was already (partially) ruined and some of its blocks reused for the construction of the city wall. 
The deposit under this block could, because of its consistency and composition (numerous small 
fragments of pottery and crushed shells), be correlated with layer no. 289 in the canal in trench D 
described earlier. Pottery finds collected under this block were 897 small fragments of Greek fine 
ware, 23 fragments of tegulae, 6 pieces of slag and few fragments of ceramic discards (Fig. 11). This 
material could again be dated from the 2nd half of the 4th to the early 3rd century BC.34

Since its stratigraphy was not in direct physical connection with the city wall, because of the 
recent trench along the rampart, we decided to excavate a smaller area than initially planned 
(Fig. 10, D3). Stratigraphic sequence here allowed us to correlate layers preserved in the lower 
part of the garden (trenches R and D) with those inside the house (trench E) and those west of it 
(trench L). The deposits that were distinctive and reoccurring were, from bottom upwards: dark 
deposits with traces of burning, red clayish ones and here a thin layer of crushed shells which 
was much more substantial inside the Remete house and, what was identified later, around the 
Greek cistern west of the house. 

Trench R
The trench above the eastern tract of the city wall was placed in a way to evaluate our as-

sumption regarding incorporation of an earlier wall in the building of the rampart (Fig. 3, R; Fig. 
12). In 2009, one of the first observations during documenting of all architectural remains on the 
Remete Garden was that the external face of the eastern rampart is not composed of large stone 
blocks as elsewhere, but that it is a separate wall (no. 3 on Fig. 5). Trench R was positioned across 
the eastern tract of the rampart in a way to include wall no. 3. With the removal of the stratig-
raphy it was now proven that wall no. 3 really is a separate wall built in dry stone technique. Its 
outer face was built with cuboid blocks perfectly fitting each other (very thin joints) and with 
prominent decorative footings (Fig. 13, A). The wall is bedded on the bedrock the same way as 
walls, or more accurately, foundations of walls no. 66 and 67 in trench D. In addition, it extends 
in the same direction as wall no. 66 (Fig. 3), so it can be assumed that they formed parts of the 
same structure.

Figure 12. Position of trench R.
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Stratigraphy on the outer side of the wall no. 3 (trench R-east) showed thick layer in connec-
tion with burning, overlaid by a deposit of red clayish soil-floor (no. 390 on Fig. 13) which could 
be dated in the 4th century BC. On top of it lies a thin deposit of dark soil (no. 386 on Fig. 13) 
which contained fine Black coated and painted pottery, mostly skyphoi, and fragments of coarse 
reddish and light brown pottery. This material can be dated in the 2nd half of the 4th century 
BC and a fragment of skyphos with milthos on the outer side of the foot can be dated in the 3rd 
century BC. This deposit represented the time of functioning of the building with wall no. 3 in its 
original state, before its destruction and erection of city walls. Above it was a deposit (no. 385 
on Fig. 13) which also contained material of the 4th-3rd centuries BC as well as one fragment 
of a Roman unguentarium. In the layer above (no. 381 on Fig. 13), Hellenistic material is mixed 
with that of Roman and Late Antiquity which can indicate that it was disturbed at a later time. 

Figure 13. Northern section of trench R-east.

Figure 14. Northern section of trench R-west.
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On the other side of wall no. 3, by removing the layer of filling between the faces, digging was 
done in the middle of the rampart (trench R-west). On this side, wall no. 3 was built differently 
than on its outer side facing east. Here it was built with irregular stone blocks, although still per-
fectly fitting each other (Fig. 14). The foundation was again wider than the wall, but here it did 
not have decorative footings. After removing the stratigraphy it became clear that here, as on the 
southern tract, only one row of stone blocks i.e. foundation of the rampart is preserved (Fig. 14, 
A). Wall no. 3 was undoubtedly older than the rampart. We also found foundations of a smaller 
adjacent wall attached to wall no. 3, completely overlaid by the city wall.

The stratigraphic sequence in trench R-west was simple. Wall no. 3 was dug into burnt lay-
ers (no. 398 and 411 on Fig. 14) that mostly contained the so-called calcite gritted coarse ware. 
Above them was 20cm thick layer of red clay. Because the trench was very narrow it is hard to be 
certain if the deposit represented a floor of a building associated to wall no. 3 or was it used as 
a preparation for laying down the foundations of the city walls. In layer no. 387, which also pre-
ceded the construction of the rampart, fragments of a plate were found (Fig. 15). The fragments 
were preserved well enough to give the reconstruction of the whole plate that allowed more 
detailed analysis of this vessel. Although the coating of the vessel is not preserved, its shape with 
conical foot and horizontal rims show closest parallel with Black coated plates from Ioannina in 
Epiros, where they are dated in the end of the 3rd-mid 2nd centuries BC.35 A similar plate was 
also found in Panayia Field (Corinth) floor deposit dated somewhat lower, at the end of the 2nd 
to the first quarter of the 1st century BC (125-75 BC).36 Shape of the plate is also similar to one 
no. 1534h in Morel’s typology of Campanian pottery, which is dated from the middle to last quar-
ter of the 3rd century BC.37 Beside this vessel, several fragments of mortar were found (ca. 8 cm 
in diameter), but at this point we cannot be sure to which structure they belonged to. However, 
it was confirmed that the eastern ramparts were erected upon the collapsed wall no. 3. It can be 
said with certainty that (this) city wall was not built before the 3rd century BC. 

Trench L
By excavating trenches D and R in the lower part of the garden, east of Remete house, dif-

ferent phasing of the architectural remains was defined. Also, the stratigraphical sequence pre-

Figure 15. Plate found under the rampart foundation.
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served on that part of the plot was better understood. The next trench (L) was opened with an 
objective to finish excavations of previously partially unearthed water cistern west of Remete 
house (Fig. 3, L; Fig. 7). As mentioned earlier, this construction was built in dry stone ashlar 
technique with stone blocks precisely cut and laid in regular courses which differ in height.38 Its 
southern and western walls were well preserved, while its northern half was not preserved at all. 
A massive concrete foundation remaining from the old electrical substation binded its upper part 
and in a way prevented it from collapsing. 

By analysing stratigraphy visible in the section we could conclude that the cistern was rebuilt 
at some point. The repair was done with large stone blocks (Fig. 7, B), built not nearly as skilful as 
the original construction. Deposits next to it were similar to other locations we already excavated. 

After excavating recent deposits related to usage of the electrical substation we found two 
medieval graves that were built directly on top of the cistern.39 By removing the graves we saw 
that the upper (top) blocks of the cistern were polished and had marks of utilisation, so it was 
concluded that this was constructions’ original height at the second phase of its function. On the 
southern end of the trench, blocks of the southern rampart started to emerge. After excavating 
this narrow area between the rampart and the cistern all the way to the bedrock, and removing 
‘floating’ blocks of the second phase i.e. repair of the cistern, it became obvious how it was con-
structed at its first phase (Fig. 16, A). It had been preserved in two courses of stone blocks carved 
flat, same as blocks facing the water. Cistern had decorative footings (similar to those of walls no. 
3 and 7), which could indicate the level of walking surface at the time of its functioning. The floor 
was almost completely destroyed, preserved only in traces. Here lied a thin deposit of dark soil 
with traces of charcoal and 4th-3rd centuries BC pottery fragments. Above it was layer (no. 462 
on Fig. 17) that also contained numerous 4th century BC pottery sherds and few fragments that 
can be dated in the beginning of the 3rd century BC. 

It was clear that the cistern, in its first phase (Fig. 17, C), was older than the rampart (Fig. 
17, A), and that it was rebuilt at the same time that rampart was erected (Fig. 17, B). This was 

Figure 16. Two phases of functioning of the cistern .
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concluded because a thick layer of crushed shells (no. 451 on Fig. 17) (whose function in earlier 
publications was defined as remains of a purple dye workshop40) was extending under the foun-
dation of the rampart as well as under and up to large blocks used to repair the cistern. With this 
deposit the whole area was raised and levelled after the cistern had been damaged. Because it 
was predominantly containing crushed shells, it was used as a good drainage while preparing 
new building – erecting city walls and repairing the cistern. In this deposit we found 7330 small 
fragments of pottery (average weight of a sherd is 5 grams) all of which can be dated in the mid-
dle or end of the 4th century BC. Around 1247 fragments of painted jugs with one handle were 
unearthed. They mostly belong to the bellies of vessels with painted horizontal stripes, and only 
a few have painted floral decoration. As for the fine ware, mostly fragments of the Black coated 
ware (around 90%) of small vessels, such as skyphoi, bowls and plates were found. In addition, 
there were two fragments with figural decoration and one fragment of a foot of a fish plate with 
incised human face, two fragments of Black coated plates with traces of rouletting decoration 
and maybe palmette, as well as two small fragments of the cantharos with ribs. Alongside other 
metal finds we found three coins of Heraclea and two of Pharos – all dated in the 4th century BC. 

Above deposit with crushed shells were two layers of red clay (no. 448 and 452 on Fig. 17) 
which consolidated the rampart foundation and the new, elevated surface of the cistern. In these 
layers we found fragments of Gnathia pottery dating in the 4th-3rd centuries BC. In the interface 
between deposits no. 448 and 447 (thin layer of small stone fragments probably used to repair 
the floor) we found a bronze coin of Ballaios from the 3rd-2nd centuries BC. In first deposits 
above this firm floor were fragments of Hellenistic Relief ware from the 3rd-2nd centuries BC but 
also pottery that dates in the 1st century BC. Because we cannot be certain how these deposits 
were formed, the earliest date or terminus post quem for dating of the ramparts is, without a 
doubt, 3rd-2nd centuries BC.

Figure 17. Western section of trench L.
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CONCLUSION
Results of the excavations conducted by the Stari Grad Museum on the site of Remete Garden 

revitalized questions about the perimeter of the Parian colony of Pharos at the time of its foun-
dation in the 4th century BC. Carefully positioned trenches enabled the reinterpretation of the 
stratigraphy and the unearthed architectural remains on this site, which was previously almost 
completely excavated. A complex network of walls from different periods are preserved here, 
among which the most prominent ones are Pharos city walls which, until now, were wrongly 
dated in the middle of the 4th century BC. On the Remete Garden several different phases of 
Pharos’ history are preserved and we could confidently reconstruct three of them.

The oldest constructions that can be associated with the Greek colony of Pharos on this site 
were the remains of a poorly preserved floor and a wall 1.20m long, unearthed in trench L. The 
wall was bedded on natural stone and in connection with it were deposits containing pottery 
fragments dating in the 1st half of the 4th century BC. This wall preceded the cistern and it was 
demolished in the middle of the 4th century BC by the construction of the cistern. Unfortunately, 
the wall was situated in a small intact volume of stratigraphy between the cistern and the city 
wall and directly under the foundations of the Remete house which prevented any further con-
clusions.

Built in the second phase, dated by pottery finds in the 2nd half of the 4th century BC, are the 
cistern, wall no. 3 and walls no. 66 and 67 (for which we can assume that they formed part of the 
same building with the wall no. 3). Inside these walls remains of the combustion chamber of the 
pottery kiln were found along with numerous fragments of small vessels (mostly skyphoi) above 
it. The kiln was directly under the presumed corner of the ramparts which means that ceramic 
workshop was not situated at the SE corner of the town (as previously published) because this 
was not the corner of the town at the time of its functioning. Both the cistern and wall no. 3 were 
built with precision which demanded great knowledge of masonry. Wall no. 7 was previously 
excavated in its whole length, but judging by the identical building technique to wall no. 3 and its 
position, we can presume that they were part of the same building campaign. 

The third building phase negates all the aforementioned finely built structures of the second 
phase, i.e. Pharos of the 4th century BC. This is reflected in the building of the city walls and 
raised level of the walking ground. This levelling is represented in substantial deposit of crushed 
shells, until now interpreted as purple dye workshop. Judging by the quantity of the material we 
cannot exclude the possibility of existence of such a workshop in the vicinity (with aforemen-
tioned pottery production this could have been quarters for various crafts in the 4th century BC 
Pharos) but material found here was redeposited. It is certain that the pottery kiln and wall no. 3 
were demolished and on top of them the city walls were erected. 

Based on the burned material we can conclude that the cistern was also partially demolished 
and reconstructed at the time the city walls were erected. Further, we can presume that wall 
no. 7 (previously fully excavated) on top of which a street with thresholds was built, was also 
partially demolished at the same time as wall no. 3 and the cistern. We would argue that all of 
these demolitions were not done on purpose to erect city walls. All new buildings represent 
redevelopment of this area of the city, through its new architecture, after the destruction of the 
fine architecture of the 2nd half of the 4th century BC. This phase will be dated with certainty 
only after all the archaeological finds are analysed (several tons of small pottery fragments), but 
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it is confirmed that it cannot be older than the 3rd-2nd centuries BC. That is the terminus post 
quem for dating the ramparts, and could be the evidence of the town being rebuilt after the 
battle of Demetrios of Pharos with Romans in 219 BC in which, according to written sources41 
Pharos had been destroyed. 

By concluding that this was not the original rampart i.e. the perimeter of Pharos of the 4th 
century BC, our new answers only revitalized old problems. All these results suggest that for 
the discovery of the first ramparts of Pharos, those from the time of the foundation of the city, 
we must trust the book of the construction of the bell tower in the square of St Stephen from 
the 18th century which states that the stone from the walls of Pharos was used for its construc-
tion, extracted near the church of St. Nicholas.42 This would also complement the results of the 
Adriatic Islands Project surface survey. At this time we do not have any fixed reference points for 
reconstructing the perimeter of Pharos of the 4th century BC but rather segments of city walls 
which will enable reconstruction of the perimeter of fortified Pharos after its rebuilding in the 
3rd-2nd centuries BC.

NOTES

 1.   Ljubić 1996, 70-88.
 2.   Ibid., 72.
 3.   Burton 1875, 284-86.
 4.   Dyggve 1958, 99-102.
 5.   Duboković-Nadalini 1965, 12-13.
 6.   Gabričević 1974, 157-58.
 7.   Ibid., 161.
 8.   Barbir (1980) 31.
 9.   Ibid., 31-35.
 10.   Kirigin 1991, 29 fig. 11; Forenbaher et al. 1994, 26.
 11.   Kirigin et al. 2002, 242.
 12.   Forenbaher et al. 1994, 21.
 13.   Kirigin et al. 2002, 243.
 14.   Forenbaher et al. 1994, 26-28; Kirigin et al. 2002, 243-46.
 15.   Kirigin 1991, 24-25.
 16.   Today the Split Conservation Department of the Ministry of Culture.
 17.   Jeličić Radonić 1995, 57-112.
 18.   Jeličić Radonić 1994, 14. The font was unearthed in 1957 during construction works. 
 19.   Ibid., 82-83.
20.   Jeličić Radonić and Katić 2015, 37-45.
 21.   Ibid., 109.
 22.   Popović 2010, 137-49. Head of Stari Grad Museum’s excavations elaborated in this paper was S. Popović.
 23.   Jeličić Radonić 1995, 73; 1999-2000, 78; Jeličić Radonić and Katić 2015, 67-68.
 24.   Jeličić Radonić 2005, 319.
 25.   Jeličić Radonić 1999-2000, 79, 80.
 26.   Jeličić Radonić and Katić 2015, 69.
 27.   B. Kirigin is conducting analysis of all ceramic finds from these excavations. We wish to thank him for 
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these preliminary results on this immense amount of pottery fragments. We would also like to thank 
M. Miše for giving us the ‘second opinion’ for fragments which were crucial for dating the city walls.  

 28.   Preliminary analysis of all coins found during our excavations was done by M. Bonačić-Mandinić from 
the Archaeological Museum in Split whom we wish to thank.

 29.   Katić 1999-2000, 50; Jeličić Radonić and Katić 2015, 140.
 30.   Hasaki 2002, 74.
 31.   Hasaki 2002, 85; 2010, 381. 
 32.   Jeličić Radonić and Katić 2015, 80.
 33.   Lots of old houses in Stari Grad were partially built with these blocks. Furthermore, ramparts found in 

the centre of Stari Grad dating to the 4th century AD were built with the same blocks, but not with the 
same precision as here. 

 34.   Pottery analysis of this campaign was done by B. Kirigin with the help of J. Hayes and A. Fundurulić 
whom we wish to thank for their generous assistance. 

 35.   Πλιάκου 2007, 16-20, 107 Πιν. 29; 2014, 88, Πιν. 17 AMI 7902, 7903, 7625. 
 36.   Sanders et al. 2014, 59 no. 44, Fig. 49. 
 37.   Morel 1981, 120-21, Pl. 21.
 38.   What would later be called opus pseudoisodomum by Vitruvius 2.8.6.
 39.   There were numerous medieval graves placed around the churches of St. John and St. Mary but un-

fortunately they weren’t properly studied or published. During the Museum’s five year research nine 
graves were excavated, most of them belonging to children. Bone samples from the deepest grave sent 
for C-14 analysis, yielded a date in the 12th century AD. 

 40.   Jeličić Radonić 2009, 445-50; Jeličić Radonić and Katić 2015, 146-49.
 41.   Polyb. Hist. 3.18-19.
 42.   Kovačić 1994, 364.
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ABSTRACT

NEW ANSWERS TO OLD PROBLEMS: REVITALIZING QUESTIONS 
ABOUT THE LOCATION OF PHAROS AND ITS CITY WALLS

The location of Pharos, a Greek colony on the island of Hvar, established 2400 years ago, 
was subject of a lively debate among Croatian scholars for a long time. After it was undoubtedly 
proven that it is in fact in the place of today’s Stari Grad, another problem presented itself – a 
question οf perimeter. Several proposals were brought, but apart from the most recent one, 
none were based on archaeological research. Since modern Stari Grad mostly lies above ancient 
Pharos, the opportunities for archaeological excavations are scarce and in that light, the site of 
Remete Garden is extremely important. The excavations on this site, carried out between 1994 
and 2004, unearthed numerous architectural remains, most prominent of which are those of 
the city walls. They were interpreted as the original Greek fortifications. This paper will present 
the results of targeted trench excavations conducted by the Stari Grad Museum between 2009 
and 2013, which show that this interpretation needs to be reconsidered. This paper will argue 
that these city walls were constructed in the late 3rd or 2nd century BC after Pharos had been 
destroyed in the historical battle with Romans. 

ΠΕΡΙΛΗΨΗ

ΝΕΕΣ ΑΠΑΝΤΗΣΕΙΣ ΣΕ ΠΑΛΙΑ ΠΡΟΒΛΗΜΑΤΑ: ΕΠΑΝΑΦΕΡΟΝΤΑΣ ΕΡΩΤΗΜΑΤΑ 
ΓΙΑ ΤΗ ΘΕΣΗ ΤΗΣ ΦΑΡΟΥ ΚΑΙ ΤΩΝ ΤΕΙΧΩΝ ΤΗΣ

Η θέση της Φάρου, ελληνική αποικία που ιδρύθηκε στο νησί του Hvar 2400 χρόνια πριν, 
υπήρξε αντικείμενο έντονης συζήτησης μεταξύ λογίων Κροατών για πολύ καιρό. Μετά την αδι-
αμφισβήτητη θέση της στο σημερινό Stari Grad, ένα άλλο πρόβλημα, αυτό της περιμέτρου, έκα-
νε την εμφάνισή του. Αρκετές προτάσεις υπήρξαν αλλά εκτός από την πλέον πρόσφατη, καμία 
δεν βασίστηκε στην αρχαιολογική έρευνα. Καθώς το σύγχρονο Stari Grad βρίσκεται πάνω από 
την αρχαία Φάρο, οι ευκαιρίες για αρχαιολογικές ανασκαφές είναι ελάχιστες και από αυτή την 
άποψη ο χώρος στο Remete Garden είναι εξαιρετικά σημαντικός. Οι ανασκαφές που πραγματο-
ποιήθηκαν εκεί μεταξύ 1994-2004, αποκάλυψαν πολυάριθμα αρχιτεκτονικά κατάλοιπα, ανάμε-
σα στα οποία τα σπουδαιότερα είναι αυτά των τειχών της πόλης που ερμηνεύθηκαν ως τα αυ-
θεντικά ελληνικά τείχη. Σε αυτό το άρθρο, παρουσιάζονται τα αποτελέσματα των ανασκαφών 
που πραγματοποιήθηκαν μεταξύ 2009 και 2013 από το Μουσείο του Stari Grad και δείχνουν 
ότι αυτή η ερμηνεία θα πρέπει να αναθεωρηθεί. Θα επιχειρηματολογήσουμε ότι αυτά τα τείχη 
χτίστηκαν τον ύστερο 3ο ή 2ο αιώνα π.Χ., μετά την καταστροφή της Φάρου στην ιστορική μάχη 
με τους Ρωμαίους.
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