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Viewing euboea in relation to its 
colonies and releVant sites
in northern greece and italy*

Xenia Charalambidou

Introduction

The aim of this paper is to discuss old and new discoveries on Euboea in Central Greece 
that add to our knowledge of EIA and EA settlements, cemeteries and sanctuaries on the is-
land. Information regarding Euboean cultural and socioeconomic developments will further il-
luminate activities on the island during these periods. In addition to examining the Euboeans 
at home, this article will comment on interactions in the Euboean colonies, albeit restricting 
the scope of the discussion to the Northern Aegean and Italy, where the Euboeans focused 
their colonizing activity. This presentation deals not only with the ways in which Euboea con-
tributed to the diffusion of material culture and practices in its colonies and beyond, but com-
ments on the cultural exchanges between different peoples who came into contact with each 
other in these settings. It is consistent with a more widely held tendency in modern schol-
arship, especially in studies of colonial contact which now focus substantially on indigenous 
agency and how local consumers actively negotiated the material and social transformations 
during the period of colonisation (Mullins 2011, 136; cf. Dietler 2005).

Euboea and neighboring regions

After the disintegration of Mycenaean civilisation, Euboea becomes one of the pioneer-
ing regions in the emerging EIA Aegean and Mediterranean trade networks. Lefkandi, al-
ready an important site in the BA (inhabited from the EH period onwards), continues to be 
occupied from the end of the BA into the EIA, even during the SM period, as is evidenced 
by material from the Khaliotis burial ground, the Skoubris cemetery and the Xeropolis set-
tlement (most recently Lemos 2006, 518-519, 525). A notable example indicative of the 
site’s continuity from the LH III C period to the beginning of the EIA is the “Megaron” build-

* I would like to sincerely thank Prof. A. Mazarakis Ainian (also for the opportunity to participate in the Aristeia proj-
ect), N. Kourou, J.-P. Crielaard, J. Papadopoulos, S. Verdan, S. Huber, C. Morgan, I. Lemos, A. Kotsonas, E. Kiriatzi, S. Mos-
chonissioti and M. D’Acunto for discussions relevant to the topic of this paper; any mistakes in this article are the respon-
sibility of the author alone. 
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ing at Xeropolis which was constructed in the middle of the LH III C and was occupied dur-
ing both the LH III C Late and the SM periods; its final phase of use probably occurred in the 
EPG (Lemos 2011-2012, 22-24; 2014, 171-173; see also Mazarakis Ainian 2012b, 75-76). 
The PG and SPG periods, both in Xeropolis and the Lefkandi cemeteries, are indicative of 
the prominent character of the site. Evidence for habitation at Xeropolis extends to the end 
of the LG period although extensive LG burial sites have not yet been unearthed at Lefkan-
di (Lemos 2015).

At Toumba, the extraordinary 10th-century apsidal building (fig. 1; henceforth the Toum-
ba building: Popham et al. 1993), is often referred to as the “Heroön” (the resting place of a 
warrior hero: Popham [1994, 14]). Lemos has argued, though, that the Toumba building could 
not have served as a heroön since there is no evidence for continuous ritual activity (Lem-
os 2002, 162-168; 2006, 521; see also Antonaccio 1995, 241-242). The hypothesis that it 
was constructed as an imitation of a princely residence to serve the deceased is supported 
by Mazarakis Ainian (2012b, 76).1

From the beginning of the EIA onwards, Lefkandi played a significant role in revitalis-
ing sea routes and contacts with the Levant. This is amply illustrated by well-known finds 
such as the amphora2 belonging to the “hero” buried in the shaft within the Toumba building 
– identified as Cypriot and dated to the 12th century BC – and the golden pendant from the 
female inhumation in the adjoining shaft; this latter artefact has close parallels to 2nd-mil-
lennium BC Syrian examples (Lemos 2002, 131-132). Whether these artefacts were prized 
heirlooms/antiques or loot removed at the time from East Mediterranean contexts, probably 
tombs, as Sherratt 2010, 132-135, 137 has recently posited, remains an open question. Fur-
thermore, the “hero” of the Toumba building has recently been identified as a leader (warri-
or-basileus) who excelled in warfare and long distance trade (Mazarakis Ainian 2012b, 77-
78). During the floruit of the Lefkandi leader the presence of Euboean pottery at Phoenician 
Tyre dating to the 10th century BC exemplifies the strong links between Euboeans and Phoe-
nicians (e.g. Coldstream 1988; 1998a; D’Agostino 2006, 202; Sherratt 2010, 130).

After the Toumba building was enclosed by a tumulus, members of an elite group, with 
some connection via lineage or kinship to the memorialised deceased within the Toum-
ba building, were now buried to the east, forming an elite necropolis, the so-called Toumba 
cemetery which is probably the wealthiest of all the Lefkandi burial grounds (fig. 1). Concur-
rent with this process, from the construction of the Toumba building to the development of 
the Toumba cemetery, we see the transition from the rule of a powerful “basileus” to that of 
a dynamic elite group (Lemos 2006, 521).

In addition to the Toumba cemetery, the Skoubris, Khaliotis, Palia Perivolia and East 
cemeteries (none of which have been fully excavated) are all located close to each other and, 
so far, they cover the periods from the SM to SPG III (Popham et al. 1980; Popham & Lem-
os 1996). Initially it had been argued that the corrosive nature of the soil and the possibil-

1. A recent discovery from the UK, at Dorstone Hill in Herefordshire, in the form of two large “halls of the 
dead”, each buried within a burial mound and dated between 4000 and 3600 BC, offers food for thought about the 
Toumba building. There are, of course, too many differences (e.g. chronological, cultural, number of deceased) be-
tween the two sites to view this new discovery as a parallel for the Toumba building, but a few features present 
productive comparisons: the form of the buildings which connects them to domestic architecture and possibly the 
participation of the whole community in their construction, destruction and subsequent covering with a mound, 
which probably memorialised the deceased buried inside. On the Dorstone hill discovery see: http://www.herit-
agedaily.com/2013/07/archaeologists-discover-6000-year-old-halls-of-the-dead-in-uk/97133

2. The shape is identified as a krater according to Sherratt 2010. 
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ity of a complex secondary rite combining inhumation and cremation could explain why a 
small number of the tombs furnished definitive evidence for the presence of one or the other 
type of burial (Popham et al. 1980; 209-216, 429-446; Catling 1985; see also Kourou 1999, 
138, 213). Later excavators pointed out that the corrosive effect of the soil had been under-
estimated and that many more inhumations may have been made at Lefkandi than initially 
thought but probably left no skeletal remains (Popham et al. 1989, 118).3

Connections with the East are further evidenced by the significant number of imports 
found in burials in the Lefkandi cemeteries (mainly from the Toumba cemetery), such as ter-
racotta juglets and jugs, bronze vessels and objects made of faience and glass paste from 
the Syro-Palestinian region and Cyprus (Popham 1994; 1995; Crielaard & Driessen 1994; 
Lemos 2001; 2002, 226-227; Nightingale 2007; Sherratt 2010, 130-131; Kourou 2012, 163-
164; Mazarakis Ainian 2012b, 76-78).

More recently it has been pointed out by Lemos (2001, 217) that in almost every Lefkan-
dian tomb containing imports from the East, there are also imports from the Northern 
Aegean, indicating that those in Lefkandi who received goods through direct or indirect 
trade with the East also had a connection to Northern Aegean sites.4

Links with a noble lineage, which disclosed strong Eastern connections, claimed by the 
descendants of the leader at the Toumba building are well illustrated by the Toumba SPG II 
Tomb 79, a cremation contained in a Cypriot bronze cauldron (Popham & Lemos 1995; 1996, 
pls. 26, 74-79; see also Mazarakis Ainian 2012b, 79). This burial has also recently been dis-
cussed in Kroll’s (2008) analytical study of the 16 Syro-Palestinian or Cypriot haematite bal-
ance weights that were found inside the tomb alongside the remnants of an unidentified 
bronze item (perhaps a weighing balance?), a sword, a spearhead, iron arrowheads, a North 
Syrian cylinder seal (an heirloom?) and vases from Euboea, Attica, Cyprus and Phoenicia. In-
stead of attempting to decipher the identity and ethnicity of the cremated deceased in the 
cauldron, as various scholars had done (summarised by Kroll 2008, 37-38), a determination 
that proves difficult to ascertain, Kroll stressed the importance of the balance weights in un-
derstanding the weight systems that early Euboeans used in their eastern (Mediterranean) 
trade. He argues that the Lefkandi balance weights, few in number and varied in shape and 
of different standards, were probably brought together from several old, broken sets for fu-
nerary use; they had no practical use at the time of the cremation and can hence be per-
ceived as symbolic possessions or tokens of the way of life of the deceased. He further ar-
gues that the discovery of the Toumba weights confirms that early Euboean traders used 
Levantine/Cypriot weights including the Mesopotamian/Babylonian ca. 8.4 g shekel, and he 
wonders whether this could have been the standard that was mostly used by the Euboeans 
to the weighing and exchange of precious metals (Kroll 2008, 43-44, 46).

The sources of metals, gold included, used in Lefkandian craftsmanship remain large-
ly unknown but the technological advances in the metal industry at Lefkandi are attested by 
the sophisticated metalworking illustrated by the presence of fragments of lost-wax moulds 
for casting tripod cauldrons (Popham et al. 1980, 93-97) and the manufacture of jewellery at 
Lefkandi (Lemos 2002, 133-134). The possibility that the majority of gold objects were lo-
cally produced – perhaps in some cases by foreign craftsmen whose nationality is unknown  – 
has been suggested by Lemos (2002, 133).

3. Records of all burials from the Lefkandi cemeteries are provided in the Aristeia database. 
4. Northern Aegean neck-handled amphorae have also been found in the Xeropolis settlement and are again 

indicative of the exchange networks between Euboea and the central and northern Aegean (Lemos 2012).
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Aside from Lefkandi, the number of Euboean sites that have yielded evidence of occu-
pation from the beginning of the EIA is increasing. Chalcis in the central Euboean gulf re-
gion and near Lefkandi ranks first in the list. Chalcis was a long-lived and important settle-
ment (now largely buried under the modern city) with a little known BA history, especially 
during the Mycenaean period (e.g. Hankey 1952; Sampson 1976a, 12; Bakhuizen 1985, 6-8; 
Ridgway 1992, 15). It rapidly evolved from the PG period onwards, as suggested mainly from 
tombs and deposits found in modern Chalcis and its periphery.5 From the PG period onward 
dense archaeological evidence in the area pointed out by Andreiomenou in fig. 2 (such as 
the deposits of the Agios Ioannis quarter where finds range in date from the PG to the EA 
periods [Andreiomenou 1972, 170-181], the Piraiki Patraiki PG deposit [Andreiomenou 1984; 
1985; 1992] and the PG cemetery at “Εργατικός Συνοικισμός” [Andreiomenou 1966, 248-
255; 1986, 116])6 indicate that a significant part of EIA-EA Chalcis grew here (Andreiome-
nou 1966; 1972; 1984; 1985; 1986; 1992; 1998). As will be discussed below, the only potter’s 
workshop deposit of the late 8th-7th century BC that has thus far been discovered in Chal-
cis comes from the Agios Ioannis quarter (fig. 3) (Choremis 1971; 1972, 340; Johnston & 
Jones 1978, 111-112; Charalambidou 2017b, 127).7 PG, Geometric and Archaic finds (espe-
cially pottery) have also been reported in areas as far as Mt Vathrovoúni and Arethusa (Sack-
ett et al. 1966, 59-60; Sampson 1976a, 12). In the vicinity of Chalcis an extensive cemetery, 
dated from the PG to the Roman period, was discovered at Valtos or Makrychorafo (Samp-
son 1976a, 52) while PG/SPG burials have also been reported from areas such as Exo Pa-
naghitsa and Nea Lampsakos (e.g. in Sampson 1976a).

Other Euboean sites yielding evidence of PG to LG and/or Archaic occupation overlook 
the Aegean emphasizing their role in Aegean trade networks, such as Kerinthos on the north 
east coast and Oxylithos/Viglatouri (identified with Euboean Kyme) on the central east coast 
of Euboea. These sites reflect the state of research in Euboea, where some of its important 
sites have been systematically excavated (Oxylithos/Viglatouri) while others remain largely 
unknown, despite the fact that they were clearly prominent in their day (Kerinthos). Oxylithos/
Viglatouri, a well-known site that has been systematically excavated from 1984 to 1994, con-
sists of an LBA as well as a PG to LG settlement including an area identified as a workshop 
complex (Sapouna-Sakellaraki 1996-1997; 1998).

At Kerinthos (Sackett et al. 1966, 43-44; Sampson 1973-1974; 1976b; Karapaschalidou 
2003), Kastri Lichadas (Sackett et al. 1966, 37; Sapouna-Sakellaraki 1993; 1994; 1994-
1995) and Neos Pyrgos near Oreoi (Sapouna-Sakellaraki 2009, 21-61; see also Mazarakis 
Ainian 2012a, 55-56) in the northern part of Euboea, PG, Geometric and Archaic pottery has 
been uncovered. At Kerinthos, the size of the site is indicated by the presence of pottery of 
the abovementioned periods at the summit and on the slopes of the hill. Facing the northern 
Sporades, Kerinthos could have been a port of call between Euboea and the northern Aegean 
(Mazarakis Ainian 2012a, 55). Small-scale excavations at Kastri Lichadas have brought to 
light, among other finds, a mould for casting tripods, which attests to bronze working activ-
ities at the site (Mazarakis Ainian 2012a, 56). At Neos Pyrgos near Oreoi architectural re-
mains, and most importantly a “horseshoe-shaped” structure associated with finds from the 
PG to the Archaic period may be suggestive of a cultic area according to Sapouna-Sakellar-

5. Descriptions and references for the excavated contexts in Chalcis are to be found in the Aristeia database 
(the same applies to all contexts discussed in this paper).

6. And further in areas such as Vrontou, Vourkos, Alonaki (e.g. Sampson 1972, 12-14). 
7. The deposit is under study by Samuel Verdan and the author of this article.
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aki (2009, op. cit.). On the other hand, Mazarakis Ainian (2012a, 56) argues that the context 
could have been of a secular character: the nature of the PG and Geometric finds, the pres-
ence of a possible later burial ground, the absence/rarity of finds that can be interpreted as 
offerings and the lack of evidence of animal sacrifices are among the stronger arguments 
against a sacral identification of this context.

Amarynthos, in the central Euboean gulf, has a long history as is demonstrated by the 
recent discoveries of BA finds from the EH II, at the latest (Krapf 2011). The site’s EIA histo-
ry is now beginning to unfold as well. The discoveries from the foot of the hill of Palaioekkli-
sies (or Gerani) at Amarynthos-Kato Vathia, yielding finds from the PG to the LG, signal oc-
cupation from (the beginning of) the EIA which continued into the 7th century BC, as is at-
tested by pottery fragments, wall remains and burials (Léderrey 2008; Blandin 2008; 2011; 
Reber et al. 2015, 144-146). The sanctuary of Artemis Amarysia is reported to have been lo-
cated at the foot of the same hill and, thus far, has yielded a Classical-Hellenistic stoa (Re-
ber et al. 2015, 146-149).

Individual PG and SPG graves from central and south-central Euboea suggest that there 
are, as of yet, undiscovered burial grounds and settlements of an early date. The SPG II grave 
at Agios Theologos (Andreiomenou 1986, 118-120), and two PG hydriae from Aliveri – usu-
ally identified with ancient Tamynai – (Kourou 2011) belonged, in all likelihood, to such bur-
ial grounds.

Further south, at Karystos, recent excavations on Plakari hill have also revealed a long 
period of EIA occupation and cultic activities from the PG and Geometric to the Archaic and 
the Classical periods, as seen in contexts from the western part of the hill (Crielaard 2015; 
this volume; Crielaard et al. 2011-2; 2013; 2014; Crielaard & Songu 2017). Trench 1 at 
Plakari (fig. 4) is identified with the EIA and Archaic sacrificial refuse area of the first phase 
of a sanctuary. The repertoire of ceramic material from this refuse area, which dates to the 
PG, Geometric and Archaic periods, with deposition peaking in the 8th century BC, includes a 
large percentage of drinking vessels – mainly skyphoi of different sizes, kantharoi and one-
handled cups (fig. 5) – as well as mixing vessels, lekanides, large closed vessels, pouring 
vessels, some pyxides and cooking pots (Charalambidou 2017a). The same context also re-
vealed animal bones, botanical remains and metal, stone and terracotta finds (e.g. pendants, 
rings, pins/nails, fibulae, knives/blades, figurines and plastic vases), underlining the cultic 
character of the deposit. It has been suggested that the sanctuary associated with this de-
posit may have been dedicated to the joint cult of Apollo and Artemis (Crielaard this volume). 
The material in the refuse area is quite homogeneous since the vast majority of it dates 
to the EIA and the Archaic period with only a very small number of Classical pottery frag-
ments. Because of this homogeneity, it is possible that the PG fragments discovered within 
the refuse area are connected to early cultic activities as well. If this is true, it would place 
Plakari among the earliest cultic places on Euboea during the EIA. Besides the local southern 
Euboean ceramic material, the ceramic imports designate a wide range of direct or indirect 
contacts, for example, with Central Euboea, Attica, and eastern Greece. The strong affinities 
between the EIA ceramic material from Plakari and those from not only central Euboea but 
also Attica and the northwestern Cyclades (as indicated by affinities in the ceramic tradi-
tion of coarse wares from Karystos with this part of the Cyclades) reinforces the notion that 
southern Euboea demonstrates certain distinct features regarding its cultural interactions 
when compared to central Euboea (cf. Cullen et al. 2013, 83-84).

The range of vessel shapes in combination with the presence of faunal remains and iron 
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knives in Trench 1 indicate that animal sacrifices and ritual feasting, probably in the form 
of communal meals, were among the focal points of the cultic activities on the Plakari hill.8

Understanding the nature of religious feasts as a distinctive kind of ritual practice is 
extremely important. Feasting was a central component of EIA cultic activities in sanctu-
aries and the evidence from cultic contexts in the Greek world is increasing rapidly (Char-
alambidou 2017a, 261). EIA Euboean contexts from central and southern Euboea now reveal 
considerable evidence allowing for a more detailed reconstruction of these feasting rites. 
Feasts, which are symbolically differentiated from everyday activities in terms of action or 
purpose, are conceived by Dietler (2001) not only as important in establishing ties of friend-
ship, kinship, and community solidarity but also as arenas for manipulation and acquisition 
of prestige and social credit.

The dedication of votive items such as jewellery, figurines and fine and coarse vases of 
small dimensions (see Crielaard et al. 2013, Table I) in Trench 1 clearly shows a wider range 
of cultic activities in Plakari than feasting. Certain vessel types are comparable to those dis-
covered at the sanctuary of Apollo Daphnephoros at Eretria (e.g. lekanides/bowls, one-han-
dled cups, skyphoi, kantharoi). Jewellery dedications discovered in Trench 1 find some par-
allels in the Northern Sacrificial area context at Eretria (Huber 2003, vol. II, pls. 43-47) and 
point to female and male participation in the Plakari cultic activities. A significant portion of 
the above-mentioned activities may have been associated with maturation rites (Crielaard 
this volume; Crielaard et al. 2014, 17; Charalambidou 2017a, 261).

Many Geometric Euboean sites have earlier PG occupation phases but a very small num-
ber of sites develop in the Geometric period with no known PG background, the most indica-
tive example being Eretria (fig. 6). The settlement of Eretria dates back to the 4th millennium 
BC and the earliest evidence for occupation was limited to the top of the Kastelli hill (the 
acropolis of the later city-state). During the EH II period, habitation appeared for the first 
time on the coast. A major break in occupation occurred around 2000 BC when the coastal 
plain became a lagoon and the settlement there was abandoned. In the MH period habitation 
resumed, possibly after a gap, on the summit of the Kastelli Hill (Charalambidou et al. 2016, 
530). Occupation on the acropolis continued during the Mycenaean period but evidence is 
scarce. As a result, the Mycenaean history of Eretria is, for the time being, largely unknown. 
There is a lack of archaeological evidence for the SM and PG periods as well but the 9th cen-
tury BC is represented by a small number of finds (Blandin 2007 [I], 159). Among these is an 
SPG II (second quarter of the 9th century BC) warrior burial in the immediate vicinity of the 
later sanctuary of Apollo at Eretria (Blandin 2007 [II], 91-92, pls. 163-166; Verdan 2013 [II], 
8, pl. 58). Mazarakis Ainian (2012b, 79-80) questions whether the possible abandonment of 
the Toumba cemetery and other burial grounds of Lefkandi (ca. 825 BC?), and the SPG II Ere- 
trian burial, among the earliest EIA finds at Eretria, are not merely coincidental but can be 
seen, instead, as being part of a wider spectrum of population movements; he favors the 
possibility that part of the population of Lefkandi moved and settled in Eretria, which soon 
began to develop.

Evidence for the Eretria settlement – residential buildings and tombs – increases in the 
MG period while the MG II period witnesses the foundation of the important Eretrian sanc-
tuary, that of Apollo Daphnephoros (Verdan 2013), and the appearance of the earliest buri-
als in the Hygeionomeion Cemetery (Mazarakis 1987, 16; Blandin 2007 [II], 59-72). Further-
more, as has been stressed by many scholars (e.g. Mazarakis Ainian 1987; Blandin 2007, 

8. On the faunal remains from Plakari see Groot 2014.
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157-170; Verdan 2015), there is a mass body of information mainly from the 8th century BC, 
from contexts including domestic buildings, cultic sites, burial grounds and clusters of bur-
ials that demonstrates the site’s overall growth in this period. In regard to the site’s bur-
ial grounds, Blandin (2007) argued that the Eretrians buried their dead in numerous burial 
zones situated around the area of habitation. She posited that the deceased were buried ac-
cording to their age and status in the community: infants were buried in vessels and usu-
ally without offerings; grown-up children were usually inhumed in pits with or without grave 
goods; adults were buried in pits or on funerary pyres and their bones were placed in urns. 
Adults’ burial types depended largely on age and social status: the most notable high-sta-
tus example from Eretria is the group of tombs of the Heroon (West Gate) necropolis where 
both men and women were cremated and buried in bronze cauldrons – a type of burial with 
heroic connotations.

Eretrian pottery production has recently been the focus of archaeometric research 
through the project entitled “The Ceramic Industry of Eretria”. It aims at the diachronic in-
vestigation of Eretrian pottery production and supply from the EBA to the Hellenistic peri-
od – including the analysis of EIA and Archaic ceramic wares – to characterise, both compo-
sitionally and technologically, local products tracing variations and changes in local crafts-
manship over time, as well as imported vessels to investigate the site’s changing role in re-
gional and interregional networks.9 Furthermore, EIA Euboean and Euboean-related pottery 
have also recently been the focus of NAA (Neutron Activation Analysis) research (Kerschner 
& Lemos 2014). A significant number of samples from Eretria, Lefkandi, Oropos (opposite 
Eretria) and other sites in the Mediterranean (Troad, Aiolis, Ionia, Al Mina in Northern Syr-
ia, Central Italy) which were in contact with Euboea were chemically analysed. Kerschner & 
Lemos (2014, 191-193) argue that the type of clay used for the main production of Euboean 
pottery (more specifically central-east Euboean pottery from the Euripos region, including 
Eretrian pottery) and possibly Oropos can be localised at the clay beds near Phylla, situat-
ed in the Lelantine plain 3 km north of Lefkandi. Euboean imports from many Mediterrane-
an sites have also been associated with the same type of clay.

With regard to metalworking at Eretria, there is now evidence for the use of no less 
than three metals – bronze, iron and gold – in the area of the Apollo Daphnephoros sanctu-
ary, probably at a short distance from the temple/banqueting hall as the arrangement of the 
structures associated with metalworking indicates (Verdan 2007; 2013). There is evidence 
for metalworking in the Apollo Daphnephoros sanctuary throughout the MG II and LG peri-
ods but Verdan argues that the structures associated with these activities were most likely 
part of a multifunctional area as would have been warranted by what might have been only 
a periodic need for metalworking in the sanctuary.

In the northern part of the Eretria settlement, a gold hoard found by P. Themelis, in-
terpreted as belonging to a goldsmith (Themelis 1983), has more recently been revisited 
by Kroll (2001) and Le Rider & Verdan (2002). They argue that the hoard was monetary in 
nature (gold and silver could have been used as an exchange medium in routine economic 
transactions: Kroll 2001, 78), providing yet another important piece of evidence corroborat-
ing the Euboeans’ role in metal use and the early formation of monetary exchange.

9. http://www.bsa.ac.uk/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=144:the-ceramic-industry-of-eretr 
ia&catid=23&Itemid=167. The archaeometric analysis that incorporates macroscopic, petrographic and chemical 
(WD-XRF) analyses (Charalambidou et al. 2016) is being conducted by V. Kiriatzi, N. Müller, and the author of this 
article. This project is currently undertaken by the Fitch Laboratory of the British School at Athens in collaboration 
with the Swiss School of Archaeology. 
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Within the sanctuary’s confines, feasts seem to have played a central role and the pres-
ence of drinking vessels (skyphoi and kantharoi) in Building 1, the so-called “Daphnephoreion”, 
supports the most recent interpretation of the Daphnephoreion as a banqueting hall rather 
than a temple (Verdan 2015, 186). Similar drinking vessels (skyphoi, kantharoi and kotylai) 
were found together with other banqueting wares, such as kraters and pouring vessels, in 
Building 150, also interpreted as an elite dining hall (Verdan 2013, 199-211; Węcowski 2014, 
184-185). Even the LG apsidal monumental building (Edifice 2) is now seen to have had a 
“plurality of functions, sheltering votive offerings as well as large gatherings” (Verdan 2015, 
186). The picture appears even less clear-cut when one considers Building 5, which was as-
sociated with metalworking, and the pits in front of it which were found to contain the fin-
est LG pottery at the cultic site, including a number of large kraters decorated in the Cesno-
la Painter’s style (Verdan 2007, 351).

There are indications that symposia were held in Eretria as early as the late MG II-LG I pe-
riod, roughly contemporaneous with the rise of the Attic aristocratic symposium (Węcowski 
2014, 263). Evidence comes from a set of grave goods found in a funerary pyre near Ere-
tria’s later agora, which was perhaps used to cremate a member of the Eretrian elite. The 
grave goods include exotica comprising a lekythion and a scarab seal, both from Cyprus, as 
well as a set of drinking vessels from a banquet service of purely Attic style that comprises 
an oenochoe, a hydria, skyphoi and four kraters. One of these kraters bears a human-mat-
ing and a horse-mating scene, which might have served as good subject matter for banquet-
ing songs (Psalti 2011; see also Simon & Verdan 2014, 4-6). Additional explicit evidence for 
symposia in Euboean colonies during the last quarter of the 8th – the beginning of the 7th 
century BC is provided by the well-known Cup of Nestor (ca. 720-710 BC) from the San Mon-
tano necropolis at Pithekoussai (Buchner & Ridgway 1993, 219, pls. 72-73, 126-128) and 
by the roughly contemporary Euboean skyphos known as the Hakesandros cup, from the Hy-
pogeio in Methone in Northern Greece (Tzifopoulos et al. 2012, 339-343, no. 2) (see below).

As mentioned above, evidence for feasting, commensal consumption and elite display 
has been clearly attested in two of the sanctuaries thus far discovered on Euboea: the sanc-
tuary of Apollo Daphnephoros and the sanctuary at Plakari in Karystos. Possible evidence of 
feasting – judging from the presence of table ware, including drinking vessels among other 
categories of finds – may also be discerned at the sanctuary of Athena at the Acropolis of 
Eretria, whose first period of use is dated to the late 7th century BC10 (Huber 2007; 2008; Re-
ber et al. 2015, 132-136), and the Apollo Delios sanctuary at Zarakes (Chatzidimitriou 2003-
2004a; 2003-2004b; 2004-2009), where the beginning of the cult has been dated to the LG 
period.

The Apollo Daphnephoros sanctuary indicates that sanctuaries could be more than cen-
tres of consumption and display; the evidence for metalworking shows that this sanctuary 
was also an economic centre and meeting place for elites and craftsmen (Verdan 2007, 353). 
The wide range of imports in various media found at the Apollo Daphnephoros sanctuary and 
the Northern Sacrificial area – which are complementary contexts – (see Huber 2003; Verdan 
2013) from regions such as Attica, Northern Greece, Eastern Mediterranean and Italy indi-
cates the prominent character of this cultic site.

Sanctuaries were not the only locations dedicated to cultic activity on Euboea. Cultic 
buildings and structures/platforms related to ancestor/hero cults (for ancestor/hero cults in 

10. Only a few earlier LG sherds have been found in the fill of the Archaic and Hellenistic phases of the sanc-
tuary (S. Huber personal communication). 
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other parts of the Greek world see Antonaccio 1995) have mostly been found in the vicin-
ity or within the settlement of a handful of Euboean and Euboean-related sites. Three cir-
cular structures/platforms of a type generally connected to ancestor/hero cults (regarding 
such circular structures in other areas of the Aegean see e.g. Hägg 1983; Kourou 2015, 93-
101) have been found in close proximity to the settlement in Region II at Xeropolis/Lefkandi. 
Used for ritual dining and feasting, they date successively from the LH III to the EPG period 
(Lemos 2010, 135; 2014, 175; see also Mazarakis Ainian 2012b, 84) and thus represent the 
earliest known examples of such activities on Euboea. Furthermore, Building A (also known 
as the Oval Building) of MG II date at Oxylithos/Viglatouri – with a stone platform in its inte-
rior and some others in its vicinity – is believed to have been used as a heroon-sanctuary and 
is reported to have been built (directly?) above a Mycenaean megaron, a PG apsidal building 
and some empty cist graves (Sapouna-Sakellaraki 1998, 61-63; also Kourou 2012, 169-170; 
2015, 96). Whether the so-called Heroon at Eretria, with its associated structures and pits, 
was the site of an ancestor cult or the cult of an authentic hero cannot be reexamined until 
it is fully published (see Verdan 2015, 186; bibliography for the Heroon: Verdan 2015, op.cit. 
and Charalambidou 2003, 1000-1001). Any connection between the Heroon (initiated prob-
ably in the early 7th century BC) and the deceased in LG IIb Tomb 6 from the West Gate ne-
cropolis also awaits further discussion, particularly in light of the new suggestion that the 
bronze spear from Tomb 6, which was initially thought to have been a sceptre and a Myce-
naean heirloom, may instead be a contemporary weapon from Italy acquired as war loot or 
as a gift (Bettelli 2000; 2001; Verdan 2015, 186-187). Opposite Eretria, in Oropos, the ‘He-
roon’ in the Central Quarter of the OSK plot housed ritual activities which focused around 
some stone structures/platforms, when part of the settlement was being abandoned and the 
site was largely changing function (see below). On the occasion of the discussion of Euboean 
cultic activities, an important parameter is the possible connection of certain Euboean bur-
ials with subsequent cultic buildings/places, especially those related to ancestor/hero cults: 
the West Gate LG elite burials, particularly Tomb 6, at the Heroon necropolis of Eretria and 
the Heroon itself, the Viglatouri burials and Building A, even the SPG II warrior burial in the 
immediate vicinity of the later sanctuary of Apollo at Eretria.

Outside Euboea itself, a number of sites nearby fell within the Euboean sphere of influ-
ence and served as important Euboean “outposts”. Skyros, situated opposite Oxylithos/Vigla-
touri, shared many cultural features during the PG/SPG with Euboea, especially Lefkandi; 
tombs on the island from this period and material from Skyros in private collections indicate 
that many offerings on the island are similar to those found at Lefkandi and that the inhab-
itants of Skyros followed Lefkandian burial practices (about Skyros as part of the Euboean 
“koine”: Lemos 2002, 168-170, 212-217). Set amidst the north Aegean sea routes, Skyros 
was an important outpost for ships on their way to the northern Aegean (Popham 1994, 33; 
Lemos & Hatcher 1986, 336; Lemos 2001, 217). Additional island settlements, such as the 
recently excavated Kephala on Skiathos (Mazarakis Ainian 2012), probably functioned as in-
termediate stations between Euboea and the northern Aegean mainland. The Euboeans fre-
quented Kephala, as is made evident by the PG/SPG ceramic material found there.

Oropos (fig. 7), opposite Eretria, lay on the border between Attica and Boeotia (Mazara-
kis Ainian 2007 with full bibliography) and served as Eretria’s peraia on the mainland from 
the PG to, at least, Archaic times as is made clear by two habitation loci one at Oropos at 
Nea Palatia and the other at the western extremity of Skala Oropou (O.S.K. property) (Maza-
rakis Ainian 2012; Charalambidou 2008; Vlachou 2010). The ancient Greek geographical 
term peraia designated a territory beyond the limits of a specific area and usually separated 
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from the area by water; the economic importance of the peraia in sustaining the area was 
crucial (Knappett & Nikolakopoulou 2014). The close relationship between Eretria and Oro-
pos resulted in a continuous material and cultural exchange. The metal workshops of Oropos 
might have “fueled” part of Eretria’s needs in craft products. Microstructural analysis con-
ducted on metalworking debris (fragments of vitrified hearth lining, furnace material, ingot 
fragments and slag) associated with certain buildings in the Central Quarter of the OSK plot 
indicates that iron smithing was the predominant craft practiced at Oropos in the 8th cen-
tury BC, although copper casting/working was also conducted at the same time and in the 
same location (Doonan & Mazarakis Ainian 2007). In addition to intensive metalworking ac-
tivities, the discovery of potters’ kilns in the LG-Archaic strata of the OSK plot provides evi-
dence for local ceramic production in Oropos, which supplemented the significant amount of 
pottery imported, albeit only a short distance, from Euboea.11

After the beginning of the 7th century BC, some Euboean sites either become noticeably 
smaller or are abandoned (Lefkandi, Viglatouri), a phenomenon frequently linked by scholars 
with upheavals caused by the so-called Lelantine war (bibliography in Charalambidou 2011). 
Lefkandi is probably abandoned ca. 700 BC although only a small percentage of the settle-
ment has been excavated. Eretria (and neighboring Oropos in the Attic mainland, see below) 
has yielded far less 7th-century material from all contexts when compared to the 8th-centu-
ry (Charalambidou 2003).

Chalcis remains largely unknown in the 7th century BC but the important assemblage 
from the potter’s workshop deposit in the Machairas plot at the southern foot of Agios Io-
annis hill (see above), the only such deposit yet known from LG II-EA Chalcis, will shed light 
on this little understood period and, most importantly, will provide substantial information 
on Chalcidian ceramic production and technology. The deposit includes a considerable quan-
tity of ceramic material, ranging from transport amphorae, to jugs (including those with cut-
away necks) and possibly hydriae, as well as various types of drinking vessels and kraters/
louteria, lekanes etc. (fig. 3). Many of these vessels were misfired; some were deformed dur-
ing firing. The deposit also presents a rare opportunity to directly compare these Chalcidian 
vases with contemporary wares from Euboean colonies which were influenced by the tradi-
tions of their Euboean motherland (compare, for example, Naxos and Zancle in Sicily: Lentini 
1998; Bacci 1998 respectively).

In the 7th century BC, evidence from the settlement in the OSK plot in Oropos, Eretria’s 
peraia, indicates that the settlement there remained in the Eretrian sphere of influence but 
changed function to some extent (Charalambidou 2008; 2017b, 131; Mazarakis Ainian 2017, 
174). In the Central Quarter of the plot, there are far fewer dwellings than in the LG peri-
od and certain new structures/platforms (those comprising the ‘Heroon’) can now indicate 
the presence of cultic activity in the area at least as early as the beginning of the 7th cen-
tury BC (see above). Other buildings and structures in the West Quarter and in the West Ex-
tremity of the West Quarter might have had a public/communal function (Charalambidou 
2017b, 131; Mazarakis Ainian 2017, 184). For example, in the West Quarter, the remains of 
a rectangular building/peribolos of monumental dimensions with a tower-like structure built 
onto its south wall was unearthed. The building was in use in the 7th and part of the 6th cen-

11. Eleven samples (mainly PG/SPG pendent semicircle skyphoi from the OTE plot) have been chemically ana-
lysed, most of them being connected with the clay bed at Phylla near Lefkandi (Mazarakis & Vlachou 2014). In ad-
dition, 129 EIA and Archaic coarse and fine ware samples and ancient building material samples are currently be-
ing analysed at the Fitch Laboratory of the British School at Athens by the author of this paper, E. Kiriatzi and N. 
Müller and compared with samples from Eretria. 
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tury BC and might have been a multi-purpose installation (Charalambidou 2011, 833) – an 
idea that again runs contrary to the conventional belief that a building should have one dis-
tinct function. One of its uses might have been that of an agora, as suggested by E. Greco 
(2006, 331-332).

In the northwestern Cyclades, on Andros, Zagora’s abandonment (ca. 700 BC) has also 
been linked with the effects of the Lelantine war (e.g. Parker 1997, 91-93). Zagora has been 
considered by some scholars a Euboean colony or trading station, a view recently revisited 
by Kotsonas (2015) who convincingly argued against the notion that Zagora was a Euboean 
colony/trading station. While this war could very well have been an important factor in the 
fates of Euboean sites, I have argued that the situation in the 7th century BC on Euboea and 
in the neighboring regions was likely far more complex (Charalambidou 2011). New evidence 
now indicates that the abandonment of Zagora can be listed among the radical events that 
occured in certain Cycladic settlements as the result of synoicism. A number of major Cycla-
dic sites were abandoned or shrank towards the end of the 8th until the mid-7th century (Za-
gora and Ypsili on Andros, Koukounaries on Paros) when we witness the genesis of new cen-
tres (in the case of Andros and Paros the development of Palaiopolis and Paroikia respective-
ly) (see e.g. Vlachopoulos & Charalambidou forthcoming).

Beyond Euboean mother-cities

8th-century BC Chalcis and Eretria played important roles far beyond the borders of the 
island. Euboeans became key players in Greek colonisation, a development that was related 
to their long-standing involvement in Mediterranean trade from the 10th century BC, as the 
evidence from Lefkandi indicates. Many scholars have pointed out that one of the major rea-
sons the Euboeans established colonies in the northern Aegean and southern Italy-Sicily was 
to exploit their metal resources (e.g. Soueref 2011, 276; Mazarakis Ainian 2012a, 54; 2012b, 
85). A number of sites on Euboea (Lefkandi, Eretria, Kastri Lichadas [see above] and perhaps 
Archampolis12) and around the Euboean gulf (Oropos) yielded evidence of metalworking ac-
tivities and/or sophisticated metal craftsmanship.

On the basis of literary testimonia, scholars identify a number of sites as Euboean col-
onies in the Northern Aegean: Methone, Mende, Torone, Aphytis, Dikaia (bibliography list-
ed most recently in Moschonissioti 2012, esp. 58-70). According to Strabo (7 fr. 11 and 
10.C447), the Chalcidians founded 30 colonies on the Sithonia peninsula, although Malkin 
(2013, 378) suggests that modern historians doubt the existence of such large numbers of 
colonies. Cumae, Naxos and Zancle are usually identified as Euboean colonies in Italy (in their 
turn Naxos and Zancle founded short-distance colonies: Rhegion, Mylai, Himera, Katane, Le-
ontinoi), while the character of the settlement at Pithekoussai is more highly disputed (on 
overseas Euboean colonisation see e.g. Malkin 1987, 31-43, 175-176, 179-180, 197-200, 
256-258, 261; this volume; Boardman 1996; Hammond 1998; Bats & D’Agostino 1998; D’ 
Agostino 2006; Descœudres 2006-2007; Tiverios 2008; Mele 2014).

Recent scholarship has revisited foundation/oikists’ stories and nomima (religious cal-
endars, festivals, titles of tribes etc: see Malkin this volume), which colonists modelled after 
those of their mother-cities, and current research is gradually paving the way for a more sys-
tematic identification and description of Euboean colonies. It also stresses how much more 

12. Evidence of metalworking has been discovered at the southern tip of Euboea in Archampolis which re-
mains largely unexplored (Keller 1985, 189, 192-193, 263-266; Panagopoulou 1995; Reber 2001, 451-453). 
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complex the issues become when people of different origins and identities get involved in 
the establishment and development of such settlements (most recently Kotsonas 2015, 245-
246 with bibliographical references).

Northern Aegean

Euboean pottery finds from various sites in the Northern Aegean (Tiverios 2008, 6-9) in-
dicate direct or indirect contacts with the Euboeans from the PG period. Such contacts in-
tensify in the second half of the 8th century BC when Euboeans founded their colonies.

In the Northern Aegean, systematic excavations at Methone in Pieria and Mende in the 
Chalcidice have revealed that both these Euboean-Eretrian colonies were of major impor-
tance in the Aegean networks allowing Euboeans to become among the key players in the 
wider Thermaic gulf trade. Information pertaining to Methone is supported by rich literary, 
epigraphic and archaeological evidence, including a detailed foundation story as told by Pl-
utarch (Quaest. Graec. 11 [Mor. 293A-B]) (most recently Tzifopoulos et al. 2012; Kotsonas 
2015, 253-257). In addition, connections between Euboea and Methone can be discerned in 
the ceramic record as early as the 9th century BC, before the foundation of the colony (Tzi-
fopoulos et al. 2012, 128). Recent archaeological finds at Methone from a rectangular shaft 
referred to as the Hypogeio date from the last third of the 8th century BC onwards, a date 
compatible with Methone’s foundation (attributed to ca. 733/2 BC). The function of the Hy-
pogeio is difficult to ascertain: Was it intended as an underground storage facility which was 
never completed? (fig. 8). The quantity and range of imported pottery increases from the 
foundation date onwards and includes a wide variety of transport amphorae from Attica, 
Northern Greece, Lesbos, Chios, Samos, the coast of Asia Minor, and even Phoenicia.13 The 
diverse origins of these imported transport amphorae underline the cosmopolitan charac-
ter and dynamic role of Methone in Aegean and Mediterranean trade networks. These am-
phorae have been recently analysed by integrating traditional approaches, including macro-
scopic examination, typological classification and the study of inscriptions and graffiti, with 
applications of archaeological science (petrographic, chemical and organic residue analyses) 
(Kotsonas et al. 2017). The epigraphic evidence includes alphabetic inscriptions, the majority 
of which are rendered in the Euboean alphabet; all present strong arguments for the identi-
fication of the site as a Euboean colony.

Excavators have found smaller numbers of Euboean imports at Methone in relation to 
locally-produced imitations of Euboean pottery, especially skyphoi with concentric circles on 
the lip, which are more abundant (Tzifopoulos et al. 2012, 128-134; Kotsonas 2015, 254-
255). Evidence for this type of Euboeanising ceramic production in Methone is also attest-
ed by the presence of a misfired skyphos from the Hypogeio (Tzifopoulos et al. 2012, 128).14 
Kotsonas (2015, 247) has pointed out that Euboean pottery is not common at several sites 
identified in ancient literature as Euboean colonies and that the literary tradition for the 
foundation of a colony from a mother-city should not be dismissed merely on the basis of the 
scarcity of “metropolitan” pottery. Furthermore, early Greek colonies, including those of the 
Euboeans – as is evident from Methone and other examples (see below) – seem to present a 

13. Most recently on Euboean-Phoenician contact: Pappa 2013. 
14. The type of skyphos with concentric circles on the lip was also imitated, on a local basis, in other Euboean 

colonies, as for example in Sicilian Naxos (Kotsonas 2015, 255).
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much wider range of imported pottery than their mother-cities in mainland Greece, thus re-
vealing their cosmopolitan character.

As discussed above, Northern Aegean sources of metals (including gold), have been con-
sidered a major motivation for Euboean colonisation in the wider Thermaic gulf region. A 
range of metalworking facilities, for both bronze and gold, have been found in Methone and 
these diverse facilities reflect the various aspects of the metalworking industry, including the 
production of gold ingots (S. Verdan in his presentation in the Aristeia conference). Accord-
ing to J. Papadopoulos (personal communication), it is possible that the gold worked at Me-
thone was from the river Echedoros (Gallikos) which flows into the Thermaic gulf near mod-
ern Thessaloniki.

Archaeological evidence from Mende supports Thucydides’ (IV 123.1) identification of 
the site as an Eretrian colony (Vokotopoulou & Moschonissioti 1990 and most recently Mo-
schonissioti 2004; 2012; 2014; 2017; Moschonissioti et al. 2005). Systematic excavations 
there have explored the following areas: the settlement sectors (the Acropolis, known as 
Vigla, and the Proasteion, which occupied the southern coast of the city), the coastal ceme-
tery in the southeastern part of the site, and Mende’s extra-urban sanctuary at the Cape of 
Poseidi. The majority of the excavated graves (173 of 235 excavated graves) in the coastal 
cemetery (fig. 9), which was in use from the late 8th to the beginning of the 5th century BC, 
were enchytrismoi for infants and young children (73.6% of the total number of excavated 
tombs). 59 (22.5%) were rectangular pits dug in the sand and destined mainly for older chil-
dren or adults; three cist graves (again of older children or adults) have also been report-
ed.15 The funerary practices at Mende bear certain similarities to those practiced in Eretria. 
Enchytrismoi, for example, were generally reserved for children in both Eretria and Mende.16 
There are similarities in certain types of grave goods as well. Some of the grave goods in 
the earliest burials consist of cups and feeding bottles decorated with multiple lines like 
the cups and feeding bottles from Euboean/Eretrian graves. Seven of the pots used for the 
enchytrismoi burials in Mende are incised coarse-ware pithamphorae that resemble Ere-
trian pithamphorae (Moschonissioti 2004, 277-293; 2010; 2012, 154-164, 370-372, 377-
378; 2017, 359-360; Moschonissioti et al. 2005). Cremation, which was common in Eretria, 
has not yet been attested in Mende (Soueref 2011, 334) but it should be noted that the ex-
cavated part of the Mende cemetery lies in the periphery of the necropolis – mainly devoted 
to enchytrismoi.

Macroscopic and petrographic analysis of the ceramic material from Mende’s ceme-
tery shows that the pottery produced locally in the wider area of Mende included “Chalkidic” 
painted ware and the majority of the incised pithamphorae of “Eretrian” type (Moschonissi-
oti et al. 2005). The existence of Euboeanising pottery at both Methone and Mende raises a 
number of questions; some analogies can be sought in potters’ mobility and pottery produc-
tion in Euboean colonies and indigenous sites in Italy where Euboean potters settled (see be-
low). The possibility that Euboean potters had settled in both Methone and Mende and used 
raw materials from the surrounding areas is strong but such hypotheses need to be con-
firmed by future research.

15. From the mid 6th-century BC onward Moschonissioti (2012, 33) mentions that the cemetery was proba-
bly destined for adult burials mainly. 

16. While there are similarities with Eretrian enchytrismoi, it must also be noted that the practice of enchy-
trismos has deep roots in Northern Greece as well, going all the way back to the EBA, as can be seen in the Agios 
Mamas cemetery, and continuing into the Iron Age. Aside from Mende, the practice is evidenced in Akanthos, Aï Yi-
annis Nikitis, and Polychrono (Chavela 2012, 318).
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The corpus of imported pottery found in Mende includes vessels from Euboean, Thes-
salian and Northern Greek production centres and transport amphorae from workshops in 
Attica, Corinth, Chios and the northeast Aegean (Moschonissioti et al. 2005; Moschonissioti 
2012). Included in this corpus is an Attic SOS amphora of the late 8th century BC that bears 
an early 7th-century graffito in a Cypriot alphabet; the inscription is similar to one found on 
an SOS amphora at Policoro in Italy (Vokotopoulou & Christidis 1995; Moschonissioti 2004, 
279). The amounts and dates of all the Euboean imports and locally produced Euboeanising 
vases found in Mende will be presented in the final publication of the site but so far it seems 
that Euboean and Euboeanising vases are confined mainly to the years until the beginning 
or the first half of the 7th century BC. Afterwards, the numbers drop precipitously and Ioni-
an imports and influences come to predominate. This change might reflect events that had 
taken place in Mende’s mother-city. Eretria seems to have lost much of its control over its 
trade networks after the beginning of the 7th century BC (possibly as a result of the Lelan-
tine War), trickling down to affect its colonies’ trade routes. During the same period a simi-
lar decrease in the number of Euboean imports is attested throughout the Northern Aegean, 
Euboean colonies included (Charalambidou 2008, 315-319, 338), which further illustrates 
changes in Northern Aegean trade networks.

At Poseidi, Mende’s extra-urban sanctuary, cultic activities at the site, at the ash altar 
and in the area of the apsidal building ΣΤ, date as early as the SM or the PG period; sacrifi-
cial remains from the large ash altar continue down to the Classical period, but with a hia-
tus in the 9th century BC (when the sanctuary was probably temporarily abandoned) (Vokoto-
poulou 1989, 416-417; 1990; 1991; 1992; 1993; 1994; Moschonissioti 2012, with full bibli-
ography for the site; Moschonissioti, personal communication).17 The large apsidal building 
ΣΤ, the first cultic building at the sanctuary, dates to the 10th century BC, making it thus the 
oldest cultic building in the Northern Aegean (Tiverios 2008, 14). It is surprising that so few 
EIA sanctuaries have been discovered in this region. Even more surprising is the fact that 
so few scholars have observed or addressed this scarcity (e.g. Andreou, Fotiadis & Kotsakis 
1996, 583; Gimatzidis 2012, 297). Most of the Northern Greek EIA-EA sanctuaries currently 
known are located along the coastline of the Chalkidice.18 Three of the four sanctuaries on 
the Chalcidice are located on the Pallene peninsula: the Poseidi sanctuary, which is the old-
est, the sanctuary at Aphytis (Yiouri 1974) and the sanctuary at Sane (attested as early as 
the first half of the 7th century BC: Gimatzidis 2012 with bibliography about the site). Inter-
estingly, Aphytis is also considered an Eretrian colony by Strabo (about the site: Misailidou-
Despotidou 1979; 1999; 2009; 2012). Recent reexamination of the material from the sanc-
tuary by D. Patis indicates that it may have been established in the beginning of the 9th cen-
tury BC as suggested mainly from a small number of Euboean skyphoi (Moschonissioti 2012, 
61). The sanctuary on Mt. Itamos (Parthenonas), attested from the late 7th century BC, is sit-
uated on the Sithonia peninsula (Vokotopoulou et al. 1990). Based mainly on the evidence 
from the Poseidi sanctuary it seems that Euboean impact on religious practices in the North-
ern Aegean was crucial (among the first to notice this correlation was Lemos 1998, 56).19

17. Evidence for occupation as early as in the Late Mycenaean or the SM period (?), comes from the Acropolis 
of Vigla at Mende, while the earliest evidence for occupation in Proasteion, at the seaward foot of the hill, dates 
to the LPG period (Tiverios 2008, 13-14; Soueref 2011, 245; Moschonissioti 2012, 385). 

18. The rest are situated: on the acropolis of ancient Oisyme in Thrace (Yiouri & Koukouli-Chrysanthaki 1987, 
369-373; Koukouli-Chrysanthaki & Papanikolaou 1990, 492), at Mantal’ Panagia on Samothrace (Matsas et al. 
1993, 648) and on Thasos (Gimatzidis 2012, 297). 

19. It would be worthwhile to consider that the only known sanctuary dedicated to Poseidon on Euboea and 
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This dearth of early sanctuaries in the Northern Aegean is likely attributed to a number 
of different factors and it is, of course, possible that additional EIA and EA sanctuaries will 
be found in the future. Soueref (2011, 238) mentions the possibility that there are more 
sanctuaries waiting to be identified at coastal sites around the Thermaic gulf citing, for in-
stance, the Eretrian colony of Dikaia whose location has been long disputed (most recently 
identified with Nea Kallikrateia: e.g. Bilouka & Graïkos 2009; Kefalidou 2012) and may have 
had a cultic site dedicated to Poseidon (Soueref 2011, 241-242). It is also possible that cul-
tic practices in other sites of the Northern Aegean region were conducted in such a way as 
to leave behind little diagnostic evidence. Examples of such a case could have been cultic ac-
tivity within domestic contexts. A possible candidate (presented by St. Andreou at the Aris-
teia conference) may come from the Thessaloniki Toumba settlement (phase 2a) where a 
large deposit of fine grey EPG drinking vessels may be related to a large scale drinking cer-
emony in the settlement.

Like Methone, Mende was an important node in the trade networks of the Thermaic 
gulf, the Aegean and beyond. Evidence from the Mende settlement and the Poseidi sanctu-
ary indicates that it held this strategic position from an early stage in the EIA. Thucydides 
(VII.123), in the 5th century BC, mentions that the trade and circulation of metals, wood and 
wine flourished in Mende (see Soueref 2011, 245, 331); it is not difficult to imagine that 
these goods were circulated and distributed in earlier years as well. Exploitation of the re-
gion’s metal resources would have constituted a significant but not the sole incentive for 
Euboeans to colonise: their trade could have included other commodities such as timber – 
important for the construction of ships – and agricultural products (see below).

 As regards Torone on the Sithonia peninsula, J. Papadopoulos (1996; 2005) rejected the 
idea that Chalcis colonised this site, arguing that the finds from Torone’s cemetery dating 
from the end of the SM period until ca. 850 BC indicate the existence of a settlement long 
before Chalcidian colonisation in the area is assumed to have taken place. The discussion 
whether Chalcis colonised Torone or not has been kept alive by other scholars: for exam-
ple, Soueref (2011, 333) who asserts the validity of the literary evidence. Based on its burial 
practices, the Torone cemetery is identified as belonging to a group of cemeteries on the Si-
thonia peninsula (Chavela 2012, 313-314), such as that at Koukos Sykias (Carington-Smith 
& Vokotopoulou 1988; 1989; 1990) where cremation was the most common form of burial.20 
The Koukos Sykias settlement (Carington-Smith & Vokotopoulou 1988; 1989; 1990; 1992) 
was involved in mining and metalworking. The presence of an apsidal building as well as 
Euboean imports21 have been understood as an indication of the Euboeans’ presence at the 
site. Only a full description of the material remains in the final publication will shed light on 
the settlement’s character. Papadopoulos (2005, 592) argued that “the settlement at Kou-
kos which has furnished direct evidence of metalworking, located close to the mines of Sy-
kia, could have been the centre where the ore was extracted and worked and Torone, with its 
prominent harbor, the centre from where the commodity was distributed”.

mentioned in the Homeric epics is the sanctuary of Poseidon at Porto Kastri/Geraistos in southern Euboea (Od. 
3.177; about this sanctuary see Philippson 1951, 629; Geyer 1962, 121-123; Sackett et al. 1966, 81; Schumacher 
1993, 62-87; Arjona Pérez 2007, 84-88). So far excavations in Porto Kastri/Geraistos have brought to light a Ro-
man building. Its walls were partially constructed using earlier material from a 4th-century BC building. Part of an 
inscription ΠΟΣΕ[...] was found there and is often read as ΠΟΣΕ[ΙΔΩΝΟΣ. 

20. Cremated bones found mainly in clay urns placed in pits, see Chavela 2012, 314. 
21. Connections with Euboea, especially Lefkandi, have also been suggested with respect to the earliest, 10th-

century BC, burial from the Koukos cemetery (Moschonissioti 2012, 8). 
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Certain settlements around the Thermaic gulf such as the ancient site near Anchialos 
and modern Sindos (identified with ancient Sindos) and Karabournaki (identified as ancient 
Therme) can enrich our knowledge on the complex character of Thermaic gulf coastal sites. 
The fact that Anchialos/Sindos22 flourished from the MG period onwards is due, according 
to Tiverios, to the exploitation of the gold that the river Echedoros provided. The identifica-
tion of Anchialos/Sindos as a Euboean emporion (Tiverios 2008, 21) has recently been chal-
lenged by Kotsonas (2015, 249) who, instead, recognises Sindos as a port of call. Kotsonas 
argues that the community of Anchialos/Sindos, until now considered to be multiethnic, can 
not be since it was composed mainly of the indigenous population and because Euboean set-
tlement there is questionable.

Karabournaki, a coastal settlement on the Thermaic gulf, was cosmopolitan in character 
and played a dynamic role in Aegean and Mediterranean trade networks.23 The site – which is 
not connected to Euboeans’ settling there – flourished from the 8th to the 5th century BC, with 
a peak during the Archaic period (7th and 6th centuries BC). The wide range of archaeological 
finds from the site attests to the multifaceted character of its economy which was based on 
trade and crafts. The earliest imports come from Euboea, Attica, the Cyclades, and Corinth. 
In the 7th century BC they come mainly from Eastern Greece and in the 6th century BC from 
Attica as well as Corinth. Attic, Corinthian, Lesbian, Asia Minor transport amphorae have 
been reported while Phoenician and Cypriot pottery has also been discovered at the site (e.g. 
Tiverios 2008, 28; see also Moschonissioti 2012, 66). Excavators have unearthed industrial 
remains such as two pits with wasters from ceramic workshop(s) (dating probably to the Ar-
chaic period) (section 27-79δ: Tiverios et al. 2003, 192) as well as an area with remains of 
metallurgical activity (trenches 23-12γ and δ: Tiverios et al. 2007, 264; 2008, 331). Quarters 
on the top of the tel included beehive-shaped, semi-subterranean rock chambers that may 
have been dwellings as indicated by some of the pottery (associated with food preparation 
and dining) and storage spaces (pitheones). The finds from the structure in trench 22-84β, 
dating mainly to the 7th and 6th centuries BC, testify to a series of activities for the prepara-
tion and consumption of food (Tiverios et al. 2009, 323-324; 2013). A range of economic ac-
tivities is represented at Karabournaki: internal – i.e. commodities produced and consumed 
within the site – and external economic activities – i.e. trade in products. 

Euboean colonists played a major role in cultural and economic exchanges in the Ther-
maic gulf, as is evident from Methone and Mende. At the same time they would have bene-
fited from cultural interaction with other populations, such as those in cosmopolitan Kara-
bournaki. Different types of Greek settlements in this wider Thermaic gulf region produced 
and circulated agricultural products, timber, and ceramic and metal artifacts (see Tiverios 
2008, 32).

Italy

Greek colonisation was not a homogeneous phenomenon as Greco points out in this vol-
ume. Different types of links and networks were formed during the colonisations of the 8th 
and 7th centuries BC and opportunities for founding colonies varied as well (Malkin 2013, 
376). After the end of the Mycenaean world Euboeans were among the very first to have land-

22. E.g. Tiverios 1998; 2008, 21-24; Gimatzidis 2010, both publications with comprehensive bibliography for 
the site’s excavations. 

23. For full bibliography on the site’s excavations: Tiverios 2009. 
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ed in Italy and come into contact with indigenous populations, apparent by Euboean pottery 
finds that date before the colonisation period and during the colonisation movement (most 
recently D’Agostino 2006; Descœudres 2006-2007; Kourou 2012, 173-177; Naso 2014).24

Literary evidence indicates that Pithekoussai, in the gulf of Naples, was established by 
Euboeans (Strabo, 5.4.9: Eretrians and Chalcidians) ca. 750-730 BC. Cumae, recognised as 
a Euboean colony, had two oikists: Megasthenes from Chalcis and Hippokles from Kyme 
(Strabo 5.4.4) (whether Aeolian or Euboean Kyme is still disputed). Its founding was the out-
come of an agreement between Chalcis and Kyme, with the latter giving its name to the 
foundation and the former considered the founder the colony (on foundation stories about 
Pithekoussai and Cumae, see D’Acunto 2017). Pithekoussai and Cumae are usually recog-
nised as the oldest Greek colonies in the West (D’Agostino 2006, 204, 221). D’Agostino 
(2006, 232) stresses the importance of the literary evidence of Livy and Phlegon of Tral-
les who cited the relationship between Pithekoussai and Cumae as that of a single founda-
tion occuring in two different time events, presumably close to each other. Naxos, the earli-
est Greek colony on Sicily (734 BC), was founded by the Chalcidians, with the oikist Thoukles 
from Chalcis but with colonists from the Cycladic island of Naxos (on the foundation story 
of Naxos, see, most recently, Pelagatti 2004; Malkin 2013, 377; Lentini 2015, 309). Malkin 
(2013, 377) noted that Thoukles was the oikist of three (!) colonies on Sicily – Naxos, Leonti-
noi and Katane – forcing us to rethink our notions of how oikists functioned, specifically that 
an oikist could be connected to only one colony. Zancle was founded by the Chalcidians ca. 
730 BC, which in turn founded its own short-distance colonies (we know, at least in the case 
of Rhegion, that Zancle invited people from Chalcis to join them): Rhegion (730 BC), Mylai 
(717/6 BC) and Himera (648 BC) (Malkin 1987, 31, 176, 179-180; 2013). Himera serves as 
an excellent example of the mixed character of many colonies: it was settled by many Chal-
cidians but was joined by a Dorian-speaking group from Syracuse and, thereafter, Himera’s 
language became a mixture of “Doric and Chalkidic” (Malkin 2013, 387-388; this volume).

Cults of Apollo and Hera predominate among sanctuaries established in Euboean coloni-
al contexts (e.g. Valenza Mele 1977; 1991-1992; Mele 2009, 89-96; Breglia 2009, 238-248, 
256-262). The sanctuary of Apollo Archegetes, which was erected by the founders of Sicil-
ian Naxos with Thoukles as oikist, stood for centuries (Malkin 2013, 383). Apollo sanctuaries 
on Euboea (see the sanctuary of Apollo Daphnephoros at Eretria, the sanctuary of Apollo at 
Zarakes and the probable sanctuary of Apollo at Plakari – in the case of Eretria and probably 
of Plakari we may have the joint cult of Artemis – [see above]) underscore the importance of 
this deity in Euboea and its colonial contexts.

There have been extensive discussions as to whether Pithekoussai should be consid-
ered an apoikia or an emporion (e.g. D’Agostino 1994; 2006, 217-224; Greco 1994; Ridgway 
2000, 183-186; Mele 2003; 2014, 1-39). The problem of distinguishing between colonies and 
trading stations cannot be solved easily and one must also consider analogous problems in 
Phoenician colonisation when attempting to interpret the evidence (most recently Demetriou 
2012, 16-23; Pappa 2013). As Pappa (2013, 12-13) points out, the problems are diverse and 
as fundamental as the descriptions and meanings of the various names used for commercial 
establishments: “An example is the use of the terms apoikia and emporion, drawn from the lit-
erary sources and traditionally applied to the Greek overseas settlements, the first designat-
ing a permanent colony abroad with an interest in the exploitation of the hinterland, the lat-

24. D’Agostino (2006, 202-203) agrees with Ridgway’s older views that Euboeans ships first reached Sardin-
ia by following the shipping routes opened by Phoenicians. 
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ter a trading colony, set up for the facilitation of trade and thus with no interest in territorial 
expansion. The word emporion which is recorded first by Herodotos in the 5th century BC, ap-
pears to have attained a multitude of meanings, which do not always coincide with the mod-
ern definition scholars ascribed to it, that of a strictly commercial establishment. Apart from 
also being used to describe the area of a town where external trade took place, it was in ad-
dition used interchangeably with the word apoikia when the emphasis was on the trading as-
pects of the settlement…. The discourse generated revolved around the seemingly conflict-
ing attitudes concerning the political status of emporia (independent or not) and their func-
tion (primarily commercial or not), which nevertheless need not comprise mutually exclusive 
characteristics”.

Kotsonas (2015, 248) notes that many of the criteria used to identify Pithekoussai as a 
trading station – such as an economy based on craft and trade and the presence of a mixed 
ethnic population – have no basis. Increasingly, the assumption is being made that many col-
onies in the Mediterranean had mixed populations and multifaceted economic activities in-
cluding craft and trade and scholars are stressing, more and more, the “concept of hybrid 
identities” in colonial contexts (e.g. Dietler 2010; Kelley 2012, esp. 245). It is probably the 
lack of a precise colonial tradition that still obscures the picture and prevents the unanimous 
acceptance of Pithekoussai as a Euboean colony (Kotsonas 2015, 248-249). Pithekoussai is 
now identified, from its outset, as a mixed settlement (see Kelley 2012, 246 for references) 
and it is now believed that the Italic population at Pithekoussai had a more active role in the 
creation of the material culture of the settlement than previously thought.

The lack of substantial amounts of Euboean pottery at Pithekoussai (Boardman 1996, 
156) does not also readily argue in favour of identifying Pithekoussai as either a colony or 
trading station (cf. Kotsonas 2015, 249). Corinthian pottery is much more common in Pithe-
koussai (Coldstream 2004, 41). Both Pithekoussai and Cumae produced Euboeanising and 
Corinthianising pottery in addition to importing vessels (most recently Mermati 2012), but 
combined macroscopic and archaeometric analyses need to be conducted at both sites to 
elucidate details of their pottery production and supply and to identify and characterise po-
tential raw materials used for production from the vicinity of the sites (so far the only ar-
chaeometric analysis conducted has been the chemical analysis by Deriu et al. 1986). Ac-
cording to D’Agostino (2006, 230) Euboean potters at Pithekoussai influenced (or even es-
tablished?) workshops in other areas in Italy such as Vulci that specialised in the production 
of large kraters (successful imitations of the Greek models).

The quantities of imported ceramics, including transport amphorae from various cen-
tres of production (Buchner 1982; Di Sandro 1986; Buchner & Ridway 1993), and the range 
of trademarks found at Pithekoussai are comparable to those at Methone (Kotsonas 2015), 
highlighting the importance of both sites as major nodes in EIA commercial and econom-
ic networks. Wine and other agricultural products transferred in cargo ships and traded or 
stored for consumption in transport amphorae of different origins were commonly found in 
cosmopolitan sites on the coast such as Pithekoussai – the same seems to apply to certain 
coastal sites in the Thermaic gulf region. Pre-Roman cargoes are often thought to have been 
carried by small-scale enterprises, i.e. by merchants who would move back and forth in the 
Mediterranean in relatively small ships (Dietler 2010, 134-135). According to Dietler, such 
cargoes may have been heterogeneous in terms of their origin but were composed of items 
from within a limited range of goods targeted toward regional patterns of demand. Reed 
(2003, 66-68) argues that professional traders, who were already operating in the Greek 
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world in the 8th century BC, were usually agents of wealthy patrons/aristocrats but could 
have acted sometimes as independent maritime traders as well.

Both the mixed character of the Pithekoussan community, formed by populations of dif-
ferent backgrounds and its cosmopolitan nature have recently been the focus of research 
revisiting the variation among the site’s tomb types and grave goods (Kelley 2012). Anthro-
pological research on the Pithekoussan skeletal material was published back in the 1990s 
by Becker (1995; 1999; see also A. Papadopoulou this volume), who argued that Euboeans 
as well as local populations and Phoenicians were interred in the San Montano cemetery 
(Becker 1995, 275). According to Kelley (2012), the functional similarities between the sets 
of grave goods found in both the inhumation burials (the largest group of which is thought to 
have been related to children and adolescents or adults mainly of subordinate classes) and 
the cremations (considered to have been reserved mainly for adults) at Pithekoussai can in-
dicate that certain inhumation burials which included members of the Italic population be-
longed to individuals who were active and integrated members of the Pithekoussan com-
munity. An analysis of several tombs from Pithekoussai containing tools, such as the wood-
working tools from Tomb 678 (known as the Carpenter’s tomb), suggests that the Italic pop-
ulation was more actively involved in the creation of material goods at the site than previ-
ously supposed. Depositing iron tools, including woodworking tools, linked the deceased to 
the economic and symbolic importance of trading and working with timber and timber re-
sources. Judging from the woodworking tools, the fibulae in the Italic tradition, the impasto 
vases and the Greek and Greek-inspired pottery found in Tomb 678, it becomes clear that 
“this tomb is indicative of the hybridity and middle ground nature of colonial contexts. The 
binary construct between Greek and native is not sufficient explanation; rather this burial is 
evidence for a layered and multifaceted community in which multiple aspects of Greek, Le-
vantine and Italic material culture were combined in the creation of a uniquely Pithekoussan 
identity” (Kelley 2012, 255).

Older studies highlight the multiethnic character of Pithekoussai too. According to Cold-
stream (1998, 306-307; see also D’Agostino 2006, 222), evidence such as a Semitic graf-
fito on a Red Slip plate in the Scarico Gosetti, the imported Red Slip plates from the Mazzo-
la site and the imitations of Phoenician Red Slip plates by potters in Pithekoussai25 had been 
cited as indications that the Phoenicians were not only trading with the Euboeans at Pithe-
koussai but were actually living amongst them as well (see also Becker’s conclusions). These 
exchanges are among the many that have thus far been cited in bibliography mainly in ref-
erence to Euboean-Phoenician relationships in colonial and more generally commercial set-
tlements but recent interpretations indicate wider networks of contemporaneous relation-
ships and affinities between different groups. After some generations “identities” of different 
groups might have become diluted. Dietler (2010, 77-78) argues that colonists in Massalia: 
“like settler colonists in many modern contexts […] would have been faced with the ambiva-
lent challenge of constructing a new sense of indigeneity or belonging while simultaneously 
perpetuating a sense of privilege and superiority through cultural ties to a distant homeland 
[…] The local distinction between colonist and native may have been one that was marked 
in certain contexts, effaced in others, and dissolved in new hybrid identities in yet others”. 
Much of this argumentation might also be true for Euboean interactions with native and oth-
er populations at Pithekoussai.

25. Same imitations of Phoenician Red Slip plates appear also in another Euboean colony, Zancle (Coldstream 
2004, 44). 
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Interactions between Euboeans and Phoenicians as a result of their meeting in differ-
ent Mediterranean contexts contributed greatly to Euboean culture. This is the case with the 
formation of the Euboean alphabet, the “Euboeic” metrological system and the acquisition 
by the Euboeans of certain daily customs such as the practice of eating on plates (e.g. Cold-
stream 1998, 308; Kroll 2008, esp. 46). Cultural exchanges between Euboeans and the indig-
enous populations resulted in the diffusion of various aspects of Euboean material culture as 
can be seen, for example, in drinking/sympotic practices (for examples, see below). What the 
Euboeans learned from indigenous populations in Italy, however, remains largely unknown 
(instances in which other Greeks might have been influenced by locals in Italy are seen, e.g. 
in the mixed indigenous-Greek community at L’Amastuola [Crielaard & Burgers 2012]). Pos-
sible influences may be sought in fields where indigenous populations had developed sophis-
ticated ways of craftsmanship such as woodworking and certain aspects of metalworking 
(for example, Nijboer 1998, 243 points out that with respect to copper alloys, it is not known 
who influenced whom).

Intercultural exchanges allowed for a constant back-and-forth between different groups 
of people with high living standards. D’Agostino (2006, 206) describes socio-political ad-
vances in the Etruscan world: growth of urban centres, social stratification, emergence of 
dominant political elites towards the end of the 9th century BC, social hierarchy in the course 
of the 8th century BC, etc. Advances in metalworking in central Italy took place during the 8th 
and 7th centuries BC with the extraction of iron ores and the processing and distribution of 
iron.26 During the same centuries, changes also took place in the manufacture of gold and 
silver objects; a new metallurgical technique, granulation, began to be used (Nijboer 1998, 
197-240). Nijboer (1998, 207-208) argues that a stylistic examination of gold and silver ar-
tefacts from Italy indicates direct influence from the Near East, not mediated through Greek 
communities. On the other hand, D’Agostino (2006, 227) supports the idea that Pithekous-
san craftsmen could have moved to Etruria introducing techniques such as granulation and 
filigree both learned from the Phoenicians. Nijboer further comments that during the late 
8th and 7th centuries BC gold itself was acquired through Levantine and Greek intermediar-
ies since there are no gold deposits in central Italy. Archaeometric analysis becomes essen-
tial in investigating the source of this gold. Metals other than gold could have been extract-
ed from mineral resources attested in Italy (a detailed list in Nijboer 1998, 235-240; see also 
references in D’Agostino 2006, 203) though he does note that the range of metal resourc-
es in central Italy needs to be re-examined. Scholars have identified these resources as be-
ing one of the main attractions for colonists and traders. D’Agostino (2006, 215) has also 
asserted that the search for metals would have been an important motivation but however 
significant this was, the marginal utility which resulted from emporion-type commerce and 
exchange was equally fundamental.

The well-known Mazzola metalworking complex (fig. 10) of the second half of the 8th-
early 7th century BC at Pithekoussai (e.g. Klein 1972; Ridgway 1992, 91-95; Nijboer 1998, 
240-244; D’Agostino 2006, 222) is thought to be a Greek metalworking “industrial” area 
with architecture resembling that of its Euboean homeland (as argued by Mazarakis Ainian 
1997, 105); its discovery is exceptional. Rectangular building III yielded metallurgical debris 
(fragments of iron, slag and hammer scale) and was identified as a blacksmiths’ workshop. 
Building IV, initially oval but, after suffering earthquake damage, transformed into a rectan-

26. Concerning iron technology, Nijboer (1998, 230) believes that knowledge of iron processing probably ex-
isted in central Italy prior to the 8th century BC on account of (so far) limited evidence from LBA-EIA contexts.
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gular shape ca. 700 BC, is also thought to have been a workshop. Debris from this building 
has been reported to include iron slag, small pieces of copper alloy, lead, a fragment of a 
copper alloy ingot, a disc-shaped weight and a fibula discarded during production (Nijboer 
1998, 242). Buchner (1981, 271) says the fibula is of Italic type and Nijboer (1998, 242) of 
a type encountered in both Campania and Greece. The presence of iron slag indicates that 
iron, as well as copper alloys, were worked at the Mazzola complex (Nijboer 1998, 242). The 
Greek architecture of the metalworking complex, the Greek-inspired (local?) kraters from the 
same context and the production of (Italic type?) fibulae (among other metal artefacts?) may 
again highlight the mixed character of the culture in Pithekoussai but it also makes it clear 
that the metallurgical evidence and all other finds from the Mazzola complex need to be re-
visited in light of the new interpretations emerging from the detailed studies of specific ar-
tefacts (e.g. Kroll 2001; 2008).

One of the metal finds from Structure IV, the disc-shaped weight of 8.79 gr (one-half 
of the “Euboeic” stater: Kroll 2001, 81, 2008, 45) together with the balance weights from 
Lefkandi Toumba tomb 79 form our only material evidence, so far, for EIA pre-monetary ex-
change mechanisms in Euboea and its colonies.27 According to Kroll (2001; 2008), the dis-
covery of the Euboean disk-shaped weight at Pithekoussai leaves no doubt that the influence 
of the “Euboeic” weight standard stems from Euboea’s pioneering role in the development 
of 8th-century long-distance trade and colonisation and its interaction with the Phoenicians. 
He points out that the “Euboeic” weight standard became the most influential weight stand-
ard in Archaic and later Greece.28

The development of regional and interregional markets in colonial contexts during the 
8th century BC can also be related to increased demands for commodities. Changes in table-
ware sets, the introduction of new customs related to wine consumption and the enjoyment 
of wine in Greek or Greek-inspired drinking vessels are considered to have been brought about 
to a large extent by Euboean influences on the indigenous populations (e.g. Rathje 1990; Cold-
stream 1998, 308-310; D’Agostino 2006, 215-216), as is evident in sites such as Pithekous-
sai and Pontecagnano (see below). As has been noted, however (Colivvichi 2004, 58-59; Kel-
ley 2012, 256), the adoption of Greek-style drinking vessels by the Italic population does not 
necessarily include the indiscriminate adoption of the symposium ritual and its ideology. At 
Pithekoussai, in the San Montano necropolis, the inscribed Cup of Nestor is considered to 
provide early evidence for a distinct sympotic lifestyle. In the context of the necropolis, this 
cup was a clear manifestation of ceremonial wine drinking, an activity that would have been 
crucial for the self-identification of the Pithekoussan LG elite (Węcowski 2014, 129-137). Al-
phabetic inscriptions on sympotic vessels and the tableware related to wine consumption 
and symposia from Pithekoussai, Methone and Eretria (see above), attest to practices seen 
in both Euboean mother-cities and colonies/trading stations during the same period and to 
a community where symposia had become an important aspect of its life style influenced, in 
all likelihood, by the mother-city’s practices. In the Mazzola metalworking complex at Pithe-
koussai, in apsidal building I (the only non-industrial structure at the site, according to Cold-
stream 1998, 309) the renowned LG krater bearing a painted retrograde inscription (the ear-
liest known potter’s signature in Greek, at least in a colonial context) was probably used as a 

27. Excavations at the Euboean sanctuary of Apollo Delios at Zarakes have produced a later, 4th-century BC, 
bronze weight (Chatzidimitriou 2003). The dedicatory inscription on the weight constitutes the main clue to the 
identity of the deity (Apollo) worshipped at the site.

28. Its importance is evident not only in the 6th-century BC silver coins of Euboean cities and their colonies 
in Sicily and the Chalcidice, but was also the standard employed by Athens, Corinth and Samos for their coins. 
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sympotic vessel. Coldstream (1998) had suggested that a high official, who was responsible 
for the metallurgical activities performed at the site, might have lived there but, in reality, we 
know very little about the role and the status of (master) smiths within the community context 
and their involvement in wine consumption practices.29 According to Nijboer (1998, 205), an-
cient smiths in central Italy in the 8th and 7th centuries BC could include highly regarded crafts-
men of a prominent status: “...it is probable that during the period 800 to 400 BC there was 
a general transformation of the status of metalworkers which is related to the stratification 
process itself as well as to the value that is attached to the artefacts they made”.

Information from Cumae is more fragmentary than that from Pithekoussai. More recent 
evidence such as a number of pottery sherds dating to the late MG II period found in a ram-
part (related to a 6th-century context) in the Northern fortification walls—originally from 
the earliest graves in Cumae? – may provide new information concerning its early foun-
dation history (D’Agostino 2006, 232-233; Cuozzo et al. 2006; D’ Acunto 2017; see above 
D’Agostino 2006, 232 on the roughly contemporary foundation dates of Cumae and Pithe- 
koussai). According to Mermati (2012) and D’Acunto (2017), evidence from the site is gradu-
ally revealing complementary features between the pottery production of Cumae and Pithe- 
koussae. Apart from common features in ceramic wares, D’Agostino (2009; 2011) argued that 
Cumae and Pithekoussae exhibit distinct differences indicating that even these neighbour-
ing sites do not fall within the same model of social structure: “Pithecussai is a socially open 
centre, which integrates traders and artisans, Orientals, Greeks and indigenous. Cumae is 
an oligarchic polis, dependent on the exploitation of a wide fertile chora” (D’Agostino 2011, 
35). Moreover, princely tombs, which have been found at Cumae, are so far absent from 
Pithekoussai where burial customs are thought to indicate a social framework largely dif-
ferentiated by age group and wealth/status (D’Agostino 2006, 225-226). A small group of 
graves of the elites at Cumae is reminiscent of funerary practices from Euboea. More spe-
cifically, the funerary ritual includes cremations with the ashes placed in a silver urn inside a 
bronze lebes, a practice that finds parallels in the graves of the Heroon necropolis at Eretria 
(D’Agostino 2006, 233; D’Acunto 2017, 309-311). Nevertheless, there seem to have been in-
stances where the mixed collection of grave goods points to a mixed cultural background. A 
notable example is the late 8th-century BC tomb 104 Fondo Artiaco (e.g. Coldstream 1998, 
309; Guzzo 2000; D’Agostino 2011, 46-47; D’Acunto 2017, 311-314), which most likely be-
longed to a social peer of the people in the Italic princely tombs (Coldstream 1998, 309). This 
tomb, with its mixed assortment of grave goods from Greece, the Near East and Italy indi-
cates that the cultural background of such a princely tomb would have been as mixed as the 
artistic strains among its metal vessels (Coldstream 1998, 309).

In Sicilian Naxos new evidence can shed light on the precise nature of architectural 
forms and settlement planning of the first phases of the colony (Lentini 2015). Τhe exact 
character of this colony is still under discussion, but evidence of cohabitation is also evident 
there (Lentini 2012). Euboean and Euboeanising ceramic products from the LG and EA lev-
els of Naxos (most recently Lentini 1998; 2004; 2015; see also Malkin 1987, 175-176), such 
as the one-bird skyphos with horizontal lines (Coldstream 2004, 41-43) or the jug with cuta-
way neck (Lentini 1990; Coldstream 2004, 44), find parallels with pottery from Lefkandi and 

29. Ethnographic examples (Nijboer 1998, 204-205) show that metalsmiths are hierarchically ranked on the 
basis of the metalwork they produce. Nijboer mentions that the status of smiths may vary from a. highly regard-
ed, often with prominent status, b. equal to other craftsmen with no special position, and c. low status of servile 
nature. 
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Eretria. We now also have concrete evidence that pottery products such as jugs with cuta-
way neck were produced at Chalcis on Euboea as can be seen in the deposit in the Mach-
airas plot (e.g. fig. 3: top right) (for references see above). The jug with cutaway neck is a 
shape that appears in other Euboean and short-distance (daughter) colonies in Sicily, such 
as Zancle (Bacci 1998, 388, fig. 2m; Bacci & Tigano 1999, 94 [inv. no. 8832]) and Mylai (Ti-
gano 2002, 51, tomb 48). Moreover, figured LG pottery in the Euboean (Cesnola) repertoire 
appears in Sicilian Naxos and in Leontini (Coldstream 2004, 46). Another type that is com-
mon in the Chalcidian colonies and daughter colonies (e.g. Zancle, Rhegion, Metauros, My-
lai), as well as in Campania and south Etruria, from the end of the 8th to the early 6th centu-
ry BC, is the well known “Chalcidian type” jug with horizontal rim (Bacci & Tigano 1999, 92-
93; Stampolidis 2003, 321; Mercuri 2004, 134-138).

Significant evidence regarding the nature of the contact between the Euboeans and lo-
cal populations, however, can also be gleaned from Italic sites such as Veii (Etruria) and Pon-
tecagnano (Campania), as well as Timpone della Motta at Francavilla Marittima (Sybaritide).

Veii in Etruria is described as an important distribution centre, able to act as an inter-
mediary with the Etruscan cities that controlled the metal resources (D’Agostino 2006, 212, 
215). The majority of imported vessels found in the EIA necropoleis are reported to have 
come from Euboea while, at the same time, a small number of Euboeanising imitations were 
produced locally (Descœudres & Kearsley 1983; Boitani et al. 1985; D’Agostino 2006, 212, 
215).

Pontecagnano in Campania, not far from Pithekoussai, is a rich source of information 
(D’Agostino 1977; 1999; 2014). It was exposed to a wide range of influences and developed 
a mixed cultural physiognomy manifested by the practice of inhumation alongside crema-
tion whereas other areas in the same region of the so-called Fossa Tomb culture practised 
inhumation exclusively. In the 9th century BC, contacts took place between indigenous com-
munities but in the first half of the 8th century BC changes in pottery styles in the Pontecag-
nano necropolis30 reflect changes in cultural contacts. More specifically, in the second quar-
ter of the 8th century BC, cist cremation burials are now seen alongside fossa/pit tombs. This 
change coincides with the appearance of Greek or Greek-type vases, principally Euboean or 
of Euboean style and is first seen immediately preceding the first arrival of Euboean settlers 
at Pithekoussai and Cumae (D’Agostino 2014). Burial practices at Pontecagnano and Pithe-
koussai show similarities, according to Kelley (2012, 253), in terms of a basic “vase service” 
represented by shapes such as an oenochoe, a skyphos/kylix, a small local amphora and a 
bowl. He argues that this similarity in funerary equipment at Pontecagnano and Pithekous-
sai may indicate close connections between the two communities and that the community at 
Pithekoussai was probably operating within a social and trade-based environment with con-
nections also to mainland Italy (Kelley 2012, op.cit.).

In the Sybaritide area recent evidence from the sanctuary on the acropolis of the Tim-
pone della Motta at Francavilla Marittima (belonging to a settlement located near the sea 
and at the crossroads of key land routes) sheds light on the interactions between Euboean, 
other Greek and indigenous elements in a period that preceded, and subsequently over-
lapped for some years, the foundation of Sybaris (ca. 730-720 BC) by settlers from Achaia 
(Kleibrink et al. 2012, 3). Kleibrink et al. (2012, 18) argued that since no Euboean-style pot-
tery has been discovered along the land route between Pontecagnano and the Sibaritide, nor 
in the Basilicata sites, Euboean-indigenous contacts at Francavilla Marittima must have tak-

30. The Iron Age settlement of Pontecagnano has not yet been found. 
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en place by sea. The Timpone della Motta sanctuary, identified as a religious site central to 
the sites discussed above would have played an important role in attracting “migrant” crafts-
men. They further argue that Euboean influences on local pottery indicate that the main 
drive for changes in local production came from the local Oenotrian elite.

In the course of the 8th century BC, various types of pottery were deposited in the sanc-
tuary on the acropolis of the Timpone della Motta including: local (Oenotrian) matt-painted 
pottery, matt-painted pottery imported from the Salento area, Greek imports such as Corin-
thian, Euboean, Achaian, and East Greek vases, and locally produced, Euboean-inspired pot-
tery (Van der Wielen-van Ommeren & De Lachenal 2007; 2008; Jacobsen et al. 2008-2009; 
2009; Jacobsen & Handberg 2010, 11-35).31 The locally manufactured Euboanising vessels 
(named “Oinotrian-Euboean” by the excavators) were found mainly in contexts related to 
the sacred buildings Vb and Vc (in use between ca. 800 and 660/650 BC) and at some dis-
tance to the east of these buildings, but still within the sanctuary. This evidence, along with 
the pottery workshop at the foot of Timpone della Motta that produced Euboeanising ves-
sels, implies the presence of Euboean immigrant-potters in this part of the Sibaritide but 
not itinerant craftsmen since these potters seem to have settled there. It is noteworthy that 
this workshop, which probably functioned from the second quarter of the 8th century BC un-
til at least the beginning of the EPC period, was close to an already existing indigenous pot-
tery workshop.

Jacobsen, Handberg and Mittica (2008-2009, 90-95) distinguish two different potting 
traditions: that of the Euboean potters, who produced the “Oinotrian-Euboean” pottery us-
ing a fast turning potter’s wheel, the multiple brush, a shiny glaze and black and white dec-
oration, reflecting the Greek technological tradition, and that of the indigenous potters who 
continued to produce handmade matt-painted pottery produced in a coiling technique even 
after the introduction of the “Oinotrian-Euboean” wares (see also Kleibrink et al. 2012). Ar-
chaeometric analysis indicated that the handmade matt-painted and the wheel-turned Oi-
notrian-Euboean pottery were produced from similar clay. The repertoire of the Oinotrian-
Euboean production mainly comprises Greek-type skyphoi and indigenous-type scodellae but 
during the second half of the 8th century BC it expanded to include larger kraters, lekanes, 
kalathiskoi, oenochoai, amphorae and bi-conical jars. Greek-style vases, as well as the pro-
duction of bi-conical jars and scodellae, may be seen as evidence of a ceramic repertoire ad-
justed to the needs of the indigenous population. Jacobsen, Handberg & Mittica (2008-2009, 
95) rightfully point out that the concept of “marketing and targeting” was not unfamiliar to 
Euboean potters who had already produced plates with Geometric decoration for the Phoe-
nician market (see Boardman 2004). The Oinotrian-Euboean group from the Timpone della 
Motta also includes a number of vessels that are stylistically very close to the Euboean LG 
figure-decorated pottery. The introduction of these Greek and Greek-style drinking cups can 
be seen as a movement towards the consumption of wine and feasting in the context of the 
sanctuary.

The phenomenon of “expatriated” Greek potters has been discussed for several sites in 
Italy, including Pithekoussai (see above; for examples and references, see also Jacobsen et al.  
2008-2009, 91-92), but the publications of the Timpone della Motta are among the first bal-
anced approaches towards an understanding of cultural interactions between Greeks and 
the indigenous populations of Italy. What has been argued for Veii, Vulci and Campania by 
D’Agostino (2006, 216) seems to be applicable to a wider area. Social visibility of wine con-

31. Imported pottery of later periods includes pottery from Corinth, East Greece, Attica, Laconia, and Achaia.
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sumption and feasting probably gave rise to the development of local centres of production 
to satisfy this demand which exceeded the imported supply. This demand could also have 
partly been satisfied by Euboean potters who stayed and operated within the community. 
Understanding how these potters went about their work may help us better comprehend the 
various socio-economic processes that were in action in the 8th century BC in the West. Par-
allels in the ways Greeks and Phoenicians penetrated local communities have been pointed 
out by Pappa (2013, 179) who argued that from an early stage Phoenician merchants and 
artisans remained long enough in Western Mediterranean settlements to set up workshops; 
it was through these merchants that the transfer of metallurgical technology and ceramic 
styles came about. Such processes did not always involve direct control and seizing of land. 
Such a multifaceted range of commercial activities can also be seen among the Euboeans 
in Italy who managed to create and/or participate in networks between different types of 
settlements.

Epilogue

Recently discovered evidence on Euboea adds significantly to our knowledge of the set-
tlement map of the island from the beginning of the EIA onward. While there is a clear con-
nection between EIA Lefkandi and its BA counterpart, other sites (e.g. Chalcis, Amarynthos, 
Karystos) require additional research before a connection can be securely established. Most 
of the Euboean sites that have produced evidence for occupation at the beginning of the EIA 
seem to continue through the Iron Age. However, there exist other cases as well: settlements 
that were reportedly abandoned at the end of the EIA (Lefkandi, Viglatouri?) or present a 
significant hiatus between the LBA and the beginning of the EIA (Eretria). Furthermore, new 
evidence reinforces the notion that Euboea was not an undivided geographical and cultur-
al entity but rather an array of distinct regions, each with its own representative features.

8th-century Euboean colonisation was not a sudden development: many advances crucial 
to the prominent role the Euboeans came to play, such as their key contribution to important 
Aegean and Mediterranean trade networks, can be seen early on at Lefkandi. The Euboeans 
managed to create and participate in extensive trade networks from an early stage, extend-
ing from neighbouring sites (such as Oropos and Skyros) to distant areas. Euboean coloni-
sation intensified the island’s participation in a wide range of economic activities supported 
by literate elites who in the 8th century BC adopted a sympotic life style (which also indi-
cates a rise in their standard of living). The abovementioned phenomena did not constitute a 
Euboean monopoly but Euboeans, as Malkin points out in this volume, were among the first 
to build the connectivity networks that became critical for the colonisation processes of later 
years as well.

At any rate, it should be pointed out that we are sometimes still confronted with a bias 
of selectivity in the types of material finds presented or published (a significant point orig-
inally made by Papadopoulos 1996; 2011). This becomes more pronounced in some set-
tlements with poorly understood Euboean connections (e.g. Koukos Sykias in the Northern 
Aegean). Pappa (2013, 37) described a particularly instructive example of the problems that 
arise from selectivity in the publication of finds, albeit from a different part of the Mediter-
ranean: Al Mina in northern Syria. The quantities of Greek ceramics discovered at Al Mina 
generated discussions regarding the identity of the traders. It was first assumed that the 
site had been a Euboean emporion but after the non-Greek material was studied and pub-
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lished, the response was a dramatic change of opinion with all trading activity now placed 
in the hands of the Phoenicians.

Returning now to the specifics of Euboean colonisation, there are both common as well 
as distinct features between Euboean mother-cities and colonies. Most importantly Euboean 
mother-cities do not exhibit the hybrid character/identities attested to a number of their 
foundations – especially in Italy. As it becomes obvious, such characteristics can be explained 
by the fact that Euboeans in colonial contexts came in contact more frequently with people 
of different cultural backgrounds. As Dietler (2005, 62-63; see also Mullins 2011, 136) has 
pointed out colonisation is an active process of creative appropriation, manipulation and 
transformation played out by individuals and social groups with a variety of competing inter-
ests and strategies of action embedded in local political relations and cultural perceptions. 
This paper focused on the Euboeans who acted within a larger world of connections, migra-
tions, colonisations, exchanges and influences in which other Greeks, people from the East-
ern Mediterranean and various Italic groups intermingled.
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Fig. 2. Chalcis (Andreiomenou 1986, 117, fig. 42).

Fig. 1. Lefkandi: The Toumba building and the cemeteries’ area 
(Popham & Lemos 1996, pl. 2. Courtesy of the British School at Athens).
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Fig. 4. Plan of the Plakari hill; Trench 1(a-c) is indicated in the plan (Drawing: J. Fokkema).

Fig. 3a-b. Chalcis: Misfired vessels from the deposit at A. Machaira plot (Photos: H. Iliadis).



122

Viewing euboea in relation to its colonies and releVant sites

Fig. 5. Plakari Trench 1(a-c): Fine drinking vessels (skyphoi [a-c], kantharoi [d-e], one-handled cups [f-g]) 
(Drawings: E. de Vries and B. Konnemann).
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Fig. 6. Eretria in the Geometric period (Verdan 2013 (I), pl. 2) 
(Courtesy of S. Verdan).
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Fig. 8a-b. The Hypogeio at Methone (Besios et al. 2012, 47, fig. 3 and 49, drawing 4. 
Courtesy of M. Bessios).
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Fig. 10. Pithekoussai: the Mazzola metalworking complex (AR 1970-1971, 65, fig. 5).

Fig. 9. Mende: the coastal cemetery (Vokotopoulou & Moschonissioti 1990, 417, fig. 2. Courtesy of S. Moschonissioti).


