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Summary

The present study on the colonies of Andros is driven by the need to increase our
knowledge of the northern colonies as a whole. Northern Greece is the least well
documented of the regions which were reached by the 8th and 7th c. B.C. Greek
colonists. Not only does the study of the Andrian colonies augment the available
documentation on the northern Greeks, it also provides an opportunity to examine one
mother-city's overall colonization process.

Through the sum of ancient sources and archaeological data pertaining to the four
Andrian colonies, the study attempts to lay out the socio-economic history of the
colonies as a whole and as separate entities. Such aspects as: 1) The foundation dates:
the colonization process; 2) the relations with the indigenous populations; and 3) the
economic relations with the other Greek colonies in the region, as well as the major
centers of the Greek mainland, are examined.

There is first question of the colonizing enterprises undertaken by Eretria,
Chalcis, and Paros so that a general understanding of the overall colonization of the
northern Aegean coast can be obtained. The resulting synthesis helps fill in the gaps in
the history of the Andrian colonies caused by the lack of primary sources for the latter,
whether they be literary or archaeological.

The socio-economic history of the colonies from the time of their foundation to
the end of the 5th c. B.C. which is based on the analysis of the preliminary study of the
Parian and Euboean colonization in the north, the ancient sources, and the
archaeological remnants, taken in conjunction with what is known of the indigenous
population, is the end result of the study.

Though literary sources date the foundation of the colonies to 655/54, based on
the archaeological evidence available, it is established that the colonies were founded
within the 3rd quarter of the 7th c¢. B.C. An orderly pattern of colonization seems to
have prevailed in that the colonies were established successively in accordance with the
previous colonization efforts by the city-states of Euboea and the pre-established sea
route the geographical emplacement of Andros imposes. Therefore, Sane, situated on
the isthmus of Acte, and apparently colonized with the help of the Chalcidians, was the
first to be settled, then came in order, Akanthos, Stagira, Argilos, and perhaps Tragilos.
It is concluded, with relative probability, That Tragilos was also an Andrian colony
established in the 1st half of the 6th century. It has also been deemed highly probable
that the colonies, after the initial foundation of Sane, were in part settled by land and that

Thracian tribes, residing at both extremities of the Andrian periphery, undoubtedly
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contributed in the actual colonization process.

The 6th and 5th centuries witnessed the gradual increase of commercial
importance of the northern colonies reflected, in the Ist half of the 6th c. by the influx of
Corinthian pottery, no doubt due to the foundation of Potidaea, and of Thasian pottery.
The trend of growing commercial interactions is characterized in the 2nd half of the 6th
c. with the marked presence of Athenian pottery and the start of coining at three of the
four colonies. Spurred by the Persian and general eastern demand for silver, Stagira and
Akanthos began to mint coins around 530 B.C. while Argilos, which never seemed to
have direct access to silver mines, only began around 510 B.C. The fact that Sane seems
to have remained coinless throughout its existence suggests that it was primarily a
settlement of an agricultural nature and that Akanthos may actually have exerted a
hegemony of sorts over it.

Strong bonds with the east meant that the Akanthian coin production was
dominant in the area as of the end of the last Persian War until their production ceased in
380 B.C., ousting Stagira out of the picture during the course of this period. Argilos
ceased production as of the middle of the 5th century which is to be attributed to a shift
in Athenian interest in the region represented by the drop of the tribute to be paid to
Athens by Argilos from 10.5 talents to 1 talent in 446/5, the increase from 3 talents to 30
talents in the Thasian tribute for the same year, the foundation of Amphipolis, and the
Athenian presence at Berge which has been closely linked to the minting of coins at
Tragilos.

As the Athenian empire began to dwindle following the Peloponnesian Wars, the
history of the colonies becomes intertwined with that of the growing Macedonian power
which, by the middle of the 4th century would control the entire re gion.

Overall, it would seem that Sane was commercially inactive throughout its
existence, Stagira was able to exploit and profit from the nearby silver mines from the
middle of the 6th c. until about 480 when it gradually started to lose importance to
Akanthos, which remained a strong and independent city well into the 4th century, while
Argilos, though probably more important than Akanthos for part of the 5th c., regretfully

became insignificant, especially after the foundation of Amphipolis in 437 B.C.
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Les colonies d'Andros.
Vers I'établissement de I'histoire socio-économique

de Sané, Acanthe, Stagire et Argilos

Introduction

L'histoire de la colonisation grecque des VIlle et Vlle siécles dans le nord de la
mer Egée est relativement peu connue. D'ot l'intérét d'entreprendre cette étude, qui vise a
rassembler et interpréter la documentation archéologique et littéraire concernant les
colonies fondées par une des principales participantes 4 ce mouvement, Andros. Une
analyse systématique des quatre colonies, toutes situées dans la méme région
géographique et colonisées en méme temps par cette ile des Cyclades, devrait permettre
d'éclairer nos connaissances sur I'histoire socio-économique des villes grecques du nord
de I'Egée.

Cette étude est donc fondée sur les témoignages archéologiques et littéraires relatifs
a ces colonies, soit Sané, Acanthe, Stagire et Argilos, ainsi qu'a des comparaisons avec
les autres colonies grecques de la région, afin de faire ressortir les caractéristiques propres
de I'évolution socio-économique des fondations d'Andros. C'est par une étude de
l'ensemble du mouvement colonial dans le nord de la mer Egée que nous avons
commencé, en €tudiant notamment le rdle joué par les villes de Chalcis et Erétrie en Eubée,
qui ont largement colonisé la Chalcidique a partir du VIIle siécle, et de Paros, responsable
de la colonisation de 1'lle de Thasos au tournant des VIIle - VIle siécles. Nous avons
ensuite rassemblé et traité les passages littéraires concernant les colonies d'Andros, puis
analysé les vestiges archéologiques de chacune d'entre elles. L'ensemble de cette
documentation, associé aux informations tirées de I'étude de Ia colonisation eubéenne et
parienne, a permis d'aborder le corps principal du mémoire, soit une analyse visant &
établire I'histoire socio-économique des colonies d'Andros.

Cette analyse a permis d'apporter des réponses & certaines questions spécifiques
dont: 1) la date de fondation des colonies; 2) les relations qu'elles ont entretenues avec les
populations indigénes; 3) le processus de colonisation et notamment, les raisons qui ont
amenées Andros a s'aventurer dans cette région; et 4) les interactions culturelles et
économiques entre ces quatre colonies ainsi qu'avec les autres colonies grecques de la

région et les principales cités du continent grec.

Paros et 1'Eubée
L'étude du processus d'implantation des nombreuses colonies de Chalcis et Erétrie

et de la fondation de Thasos par Paros a surtout contribué & mieux comprendre les raisons
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pour lesquelles la colonisation de ce territoire a eu lieu et pourquoi ces iles, ainsi que celle
d'Andros, ont décidé de s'embarquer dans une telle aventure. Nous avons tenté de
montrer que la raison traditionnelle invoquée pour expliquer le phénoméne de la
colonisation, une explosion démographique, ne semble pas avoir été un facteur
déterminant. Au contraire, ce serait davantage des raisons économiques, telle I'exploitation
des ressources naturelles, et des raisons sociales, certaines cités cherchant 4 se débarrasser
d'éléments contestataires de la population, qui seraient a I'origine de ce mouvement. De
méme, en éclairant les relations entretenues entre les cités fondatrices d'Eubée et de Paros
avec leurs colonies, nous avons voulu montrer qu'il en était sans doute de méme pour
Andros, et que ces liens étroits se sont maintenus au moins jusqu'a ce que ses colonies se
mettent & frapper monnaie au dernier quart du VIe siécle.

De plus, il apparait que le choix des régions colonisées, que ce soit par ['une ou
I'autre des cités mentionnées, ne relevait pas de l'arbitraire et que les colons se sont
installés le long de routes navales préexistantes. [l était tout 2 fait normal que Chalcis et
Erétrie soient amenées a coloniser la Chalcidique étant donné la proximité géographique de
cette région avec 'Eubée. De méme, Paros, une des iles des Cyclades les plus a l'est,
s'est plutdt intéressé 4 la région orientale du nord égéen, par ce qu'elle pouvait y accéder
en longeant la cdte de I'Asie Mineure. Quant 2 Andros. voisine de 'Eubée, elle fut amenée
a suivre le méme parcours que cette derniére, pour s'établir dans la seule région qui

demeurait libre, de la péninsule d'Acté jusqu'au bord du fleuve Strymon.

Le VIle siecle - La fondation

Ce processus laisse entrevoir I'existence d'un schéma de colonisation quasi
prédéterminé, qui expliquerait I'ordre que nous avons établi pour la fondation des colonies
d'Andros, du sud vers le nord et de I'ouest vers l'est, les Andriens s'établissant d'abord a
Sané, puis Acanthe, Stagire et Argilos. Ce schéma est indirectement confirmé par
Plutarque, qui raconte comment Acanthe fut établie par les Andriens suite 2 la fondation de
Sané. De plus, ce passage indique qu'au moins une des colonies a été fondée par voie
terrestre.

Une des informations les plus intéressantes que l'on peut tirer des sources
littéraires concerne les tribus thraces présentent dans la région. En effet, il s'avére que
deux de ces tribus, les Edoniens et les Bisaltes, occupaient des terres aux deux extrémités
de la peria andrienne, sur la péninsule d'Acté d'une part, et autour du fleuve Stymon
d'autre part. Ceci nous améne a conclure que ces tribus thraces, surtout les Bisaltes, ont
indéniablement été impliqués dans le processus de colonisation d'une facon ou d'une

autre, et tout porte a croire qu'ils ont aidé, ou du moins influencé, les Andriens dans le
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choix des emplacements de leurs colonies. Par exemple, I'absence de colonies d'Andros
sur la péninsule d'Acté, alors qu'Erétrie et Chalcis avaient largement colonisé les
péninsules de Palléné et de Sithonie, s'explique par le fait que les Edoniens et les Bisaltes
s'étaient repliés dans cette région et occupaient donc la majeure partie de ce territoire. Bien
sir, le choix d'emplacement ne dépendai pas uniquement des Bisaltes. Il y aurait au
moins trois autres facteurs déterminant: 1) la proximité des voies navigables; 2) un
environnement géographique permettant une bonne défense du site; et 3) un site habité
antérieurement afin de pouvoir réutiliser les matériaux de construction. Enfin, la date de
fondation de ces colonies que laissent supposer les sources littéraires, soit 655/54, ne
correspond pas, pour le moment, aux témoignages archéologiques. Il serait donc plus

prudent de situer ces fondations durant le IITe quart du VIle siécle.

Les VIe et Ve siécles

Les vestiges architecturaux des sites et la céramique mise au jour durant les fouilles
indiquent que les colonies ont bénéficié d'une prospérité grandissante au cours des Vle -
Ve siécles. Si la céramique de la Gréce de 'est et celle de fabrication locale dominent a Ja
fin du Vlle siécle, celle de Corinthe, sans doute due 2 la fondation de Potidée au tournant
du siecle. prend de plus en plus d'importance, pour s'imposer comme la principale
céramique d'importation durant la premiére moitié du Ve siécle. La céramique thasienne
est aussi présente, ce qui tend 2 montrer que les échanges avec cette fle étaient importants.
Comme ailleurs, a partir du milieu du Ve sicle, c'est au tour de la céramique attique de
s'imposer, dominant de loin toutes les autres importations 4 partir de la fin du Vle siécle.

Les vestiges archéologiques reflétent aussi les bouleversements causés par le
passage des Perses au début du Ve siécle et de la conquéte de Philippe II au milieu du [Ve
siecle. Dans le premier cas, des réaménagements importants sont apportés aux édifices
alors qu'avec Philippe II, le site est quasiment entierement détruit puis abandonné. Mais
le plus grand apport de I'archéologie est sans doute I'information que I'on peut déduire
des monnaies de chacune des colonies et de leur distribution. Si Sané ne semble pas avoir
frappé monnaie, sa proximité avec Acanthe semble indiquer qu'elle était dominée par cette
derniére, d'autant plus qu'Acanthe fut la plus productive des colonies d'Andros en ce qui
concerne la monnaie, débutant sa production vers 530. Sa position économique dominante
dans la région est confirmée par I'absence de toute production monétaire  Sané et par le
fait que méme Stagire, qui avait pourtant commencé a frapper des monnaies peu de temps
apres Acanthe, a rapidement perdu de son importance face 2 celle-ci. La domination
d'Acanthe sur Sané est aussi confirmée indirectement par les textes qui traitent du

creusement du canal de Xerxés. Acanthe s'est, en effet, vu octroyer une part importante
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des travaux alors que le canal se trouvait en fait sur le territoire de Sané.

Quant a Argilos, elle ne semble pas avoir bénéficié d'un accés direct 4 des mines
d'argent, et n'a débuté sa production que vers 510, pour cesser vers 450. La ville a sans
doute été touchée par les intéréts grandissants d'Athénes pour la région et
I'expansionnisme macédonien. Le milieu du Ve siécle est marqué par l'envoi de colons
athéniens & Berge et une baisse significative du tribut payé par Argilos a la confédération
athénienne (passant de 10,5 talents a 1 talent en 446/45). La fondation d'Amphipolis en
437 portera un coup fatal a la vie économique d'Argilos.

Conclusion

Les sources littéraires et archéologiques permettent donc de suivre 1'évolution
économique et sociale des colonies d'Andros tout au long de la période étudiée dans le
cadre de ce mémoire. Des colonies situées le long de la cote orientale de la Chalcidique,
Acanthe a sans doute été la plus prospére, Stagire ayant perdu graduellement de son
importance face i celle-ci, et Sané demeurant une colonie essentiellement agraire. Quant 4
Argilos, elle a bénéficié du plus grand essor économique jusqu'au milieu du Ve siécle,
mais tout comme pour Stagire, sa position géographique Iui aura en quelque sorte été

fatale.



List of Maps
Map 1: The north Aegean and the Propontis........ccccevcevneeirivnneeinnnn, =
Map 2: Plan of Chalcis, Eretria, and Lefkandi region............cccocevene. st
Map 3: Geographically imposed colonization routes..........cccecuerueen... 24
Map 4: Agricultural area SW of Nea Roda......cccoovevieiivicicieiien, 43
Map 5: Indigenous populations east of the AXius river.........ccocoeunu..... 71
Map 6: The north Aegean showing Kerdylion and Tragilos................ 94

Map 7: Macedonian territory after 478 B.C....cocoeveviviiniviiieecrenen 101

ix



List of Figures

Fig. 1: Iron ore deposits of NE Boeotia and Central Euboea............... 12
Fig. 2: Archaic oikos in antis from Sane.......coveeevereenivecieeeveenveennnins a4
Fig. 3: Table of grave type distribution at AKanthos........c.cccoveeenenunnne 48
Fig. 4: Plan of Akanthian cemetery showing SE-NW orientation........ 49

Fig. 5: Topographical plan of Stagirian peninsula showing remains....52

Fig. 6: Plan of N hill at Stagira......ccoocvcemnvenevienecereceeeeereie e 34
Fig. 7: Plan of S Classical wall with towers at Stagira.........................54
Fig. 8: Sarcophagi and peribolos of necropolis at Argilos....................58
Fig. 9: Topographical plan of excavated areas at Argilos......cc..coeeueee. 61
Fig. 10: Plan of south sector at Argilos........corevvevmrmreesisressnnrersssseressores 62
Fig. 11: Plan of acropolis sector at Argilos...c..coccoevceroenvciiivcicrinneennns 64

Fig. 12: Plan of National road sector at Argilos......ccooeveeiiicciienenenn. 66



ATL

AEME

CAH

HM-I

HM-1I

X1

List of Abbreviations

- Merrit, B.D. et al., The Athenian Tribute Lists, Vol. 1, Cambridge, 1939;
Vol. II, Princeton, 1949; Vol. IIl, Princeton, 1950; Vol. IV, Princeton, 1953.

- APXAIOAOTTKO N AEATION
- TOAPXAIONOIIKO EPFO ETH MAKFAONIA KA OPAKH

-- Boardman, J. & Hammond, N.G.L., ed., The Cambridge Ancient History,
Vol. I, Part 3. The Expansion of the Greek World, Eighth to Sixth
Centuries B.C., Cambridge, 1982.

-- Hammond, N.G.L.,A History of Macedonia, Vol. I. Historical Geography
and Prehistory, Oxford, 1972.

-- Hammond, N.G.L.& Griffith G.T., A History of Macedonia, Vol. II. 550-
336 B.C., Oxford, 1979.



Table of Contents
T AR TCatIOT OF U oo conni s suptivimispomindonionros tissnsass s o ioossrisres i i s il
VTIN5 58 b b SR e i S iii
RESUENS & Praneaifa: . . oiisd taiiimais ot B bion e i Somsa 3 v
EAR O ITANE o et e A L G it S i o, S SR Xi
BIRT O R PINIEE s 25 it 25 e S RS st B it b Xii
Last of A bbreviationma:, .y ems.iihocsrresconrrasasnyms ssyrnblsryss o sssprsssmsssssssssarsross Xili
ACKNOW]EdSMENTS. ...ttt e Xiv
(1.0)INtrOdUCHON. ceeeeeerereerenrerenrerrrneersnresssnsossssessasesssssessencassasseesmmesssnnns 1
{1 Ortanoe B SINEY oo oot sisiiinmicoiratish s kst e ik %
(a2 iareonraphy 8nd Chromola @y s tiswibiomofsiinssstiadis e o il 4
(1. 3)S0urces aid MethodolOEy.. ... i simisms i iy s iands oo sommis 6
LA ODE e of "TIte i, i vt 5 it e b Bk o 8
(2.0)Colonization of the Northern Aegean Coast......ocuruurererrercrevenans 9
(2. 1)WHhY COlOMIZE?.c.iiieeeteeceeeteeeeeeee ettt e e e 9
R O DO DO RO e st rpiibes s st v s b EHG 12
gt I UPCT Gvsrcetisvivsimi itaces ol Db bl M i ST b s 14
(23,1 The Ceolomzation of THos0m:....cit.w i amiisbismss s isissisadbisis 14
(2.3.2)Mother City/Colony Relations.......cccuvevreeeeeeciciiiececciiececeenes 16
(A DR ot il s e g e e S o e e 18
(2.4.1)The Lelantine War and Colonization.........ecoveeeorveeeveerresreeerssnnnns 18
(2.4.2)Lefkandi: "Old" Eretria or "Old" Chalcis?.....cceceereeveeereavreeeanene. 20
(2.4.3)Chalcidian SUPTMALY . .con comsiamsvessiniiavsmsenss ssieibissomiin smvsissnsans 22
(2.5)Paros/Euboea: Concluding REmarks. ... o seeessises isimmicssnssssdsnsssms 23
(3.0)ANCIEIIE SOUICES.cceiiierrnrerrererrnrrisersnesersesessrassssssnsesssosanssssassnsssssaes 26
0 RS [ 2 T e BV T S P N PO Ay A e SOt 26
(S 2T IERICR. oo . comesgmamsrrinpnias sorpams simobsen mmresss papmsssrsnrnpus rams snsmmm et 31
(3.3)SHTADO0. c.esveerrerrereereesreraests et e e e eae e e e e terae e 33
T P IICE o . cm ccmmrems oo om0 e G VOIS 34

(3.5)Ancient Sources - Preliminary Conclusion..........ccoeveeeeveereeevennnsn. 40

Xit



(4.0)The Archaeological RemNants....ccveeeeersreressessecereneeesesssscsessassans 42
R T B e i s R it S Bt S o S e LBV 42
SR T Ty SR R e P =y A VI TS S 45
LD DS N o S0 s i i th Lo e e acmms o s oe PR PR e 50
(AA)ATZILOS. .ottt ettt te et e en e e eersee et e ene e e eee e e oo 56
(4.5)The Archaeological Remnants: Concluding Remarks.................. 68

(5.0)Analysis:Towards a Socio-Economic History of the Colonies..69

(5.1)The 7th c. B.C.: The Colonization ProCess......c.cceceeuvereveeseressesns 69
(5.1.1)The Movements of the Indigenous Populations.........ccccoou.......... 69
(5.1.2)Colonization and Relations with the Indigenous Populations.....72
(5.1.3)Reasons and Causes of the Andrian Colonization Movement.....80
(5.1.4)Natural RESOUITES.....c.uicuiveieiieeieieeeeeee e eeee s e eses s eer e eeeeeeeons 81
(5.1.5)Trade and COMIMETCE. .......cveeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e e eeeee oo 33
(5.1.6)The 7th ¢. B.C.: Concluding Remarks.........cocoooecvveueeeieccreennn.. 85
O T Al D O P P 05w 3 4 s i i S S G b 87
(5.2.1)Early Commercial ACtiVity.......coceueueeeueeieeeeeeeeeeeeee e 87
e el B TR T B T e s L RIS s ORI A U o 89
(5.2.3)Tragilos and Kerdylion......o.eeieeieieeeeeneeeseseeveesesees e oo 93
(5.2.4)The 6th c. B.C.: Concluding Remarks.......cocoeeceveeeeevsseersesan, 97
(5.3)The 5th c. B.C.: A Century of Warfare.........cooeeeveveeereeeeeeereeeenn, 98
e P ersi i Lo BB L r.. whas sosintstismincnac amitint s e bt s s bk 98
(5.3.2)480-450 B.C.: The Macedonain EXpansion...............cccveeeeeeeen.e... 102
(533 )The Athenian Tribute Lists......oiina. miimiisih o smombiismanerires 104
(5.3.4)Brasidas and Chalcidian Unity..........cccoiveuiccomeneeeeeeeeeeesnan 109
(3.3.5)The 5th c. B.C.: Concluding Remarks........oovveeevevcerererersesrnnnn, 112
(6.0)The Colonies of Andros: ConcluSION......covcereeereereesseereesssseseessesn 114

(7.0)Bibliography........ccecseessesasnrereer bitassduomnnns i liapondanns 117

Xiil



x1v

Acknowledgments

I'would like to thank Jacques Perreault and Zizis Bonias for the many campaigns
of joyous discoveries at Argilos, and for the passion they have instilled in me for the
history and archaeology of Greece. I wish also to thank Daphnee Dimitriadou, without

whose help I may never have succeeded in deciphering the countless greek articles of
the A4.



The Colonies of Andros:

Towards a Socio-Economic History of

Sane. Akanthos, Stagira. and Areilos

(1.0)Introduction

The great colonization movement of the Archaic period is unequaled in any
period of Greek history in greatness, only rivaled by the expansion of Greece in the
Hellenistic period under Alexander the Great. But, unlike the Hellenistic empire of
Alexander, the "age of colonization" is characterized as a product of the independent
polis.!

Greek colonies emerged in virtually every region around the Mediterranean. The
Greeks planted colonies most extensively in Sicily and Southern Italy to the west, and
the Propontis and Black Sea regions to the north-east. The colonial expansion of Greece
towards the west was lead by Chalcis and Eretria (Euboea), and by Miletus and Megara
(Asia Minor) towards the north-east. Both movements began around the middle of the
8th c. B.C.2 Another region which was extensively colonized was the northern coast of
the Aegean. The earliest colony, Methone, lies on the west bank of the Gulf of Therme
and was founded in the late 8th ¢. B.C. by Eretria. Much like in the west, expansion into
this area was lead by Chalcis and Eretria. The bulk of the colonies were founded along
the Chalcidic peninsula's three prongs, Pallene, Sithonia, and Acte. Of course, one
mustn't forget the insular colony of Thasos, founded by the Parians in 650 B.C.3

The dominance of these two city-states from Euboea and the highly influential
colony of Thasos overshadows the role played by Andros which colonized no less than
four colonies on the Thracian coast of the Aegean.* Three of these colonies, Sane,
Akanthos, and Stagira are dated to 655/54 B.C. by literary sources.> They are located in
north-east Chalcidice along the most easterly prong of the peninsula. The fourth colony,

Argilos, has no literary evidence to establish a foundation date but, excavations which

LAl Graham, «The Colonial Expansion of Greece» in CAH, p- 83.

2 Ibid., p. 94-97, 119.

3 Ibid.,p. 162. This dating for the foundation of Thasos is according to Graham, others place this
foundation a little carlier, infra, 2.3.1, p. 14-15.

+  The Thracian coastline along the Aegean Sea, as it was during the colonizing epoch, runs east
from the Axius River and the west bank of the Gulf of Therme, west from the Hellespont and the Thracian
Chersonese, and includes all of Chalcidice and Thasos. N.G.L. Hammond, HM-I, London, 1972, p- 418

5 Plutarch, Quaest. Graec., 30 (Sane) and Eusebius, 402,9(Akanthos and Stagira). Eusebius is
responsible for the actual dating of 655/54 B.C. He situates the foundation of Akanthos and Stagira
between the 31st and 32nd Olympiads. Since both Sane and Akanthos are mentioned in Plutarch, by
inference, this dating can also be attributed to Sane. Consequently, it is attributed to Argilos as well.
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have taken place at the necropolis east of the archaic city and the six excavation seasons
on the site itself leave little doubt that Argilos was founded at or around the same time
as the other three colonies of Andros. The geographical characteristic which
distinguishes Argilos from the other three Andrian colonies is its proximity to the
Strymon River and Mt. Pangaeon which was renowned in antiquity for its silver and
gold mines. !

The colonies of Andros seem to be sufficiently well situated to suppose that they
played an important role in the area, yet, aside from a few excavation reports and brief
mentions in other books and periodicals, the colonies of Andros are not well
documented.?

Aside from the practical reasons for reuniting the four colonies and their
individual histories, there is also the fact that the said colonies were colonized at or
around the same time and therefore, one can imagine the collective attitude of the
colonizing enterprise undertaken by Andros in the middle of the 7th c¢. B.C. Given the
geographical and chronological context in which the Andrian colonies were established,
it would not be scientifically just to speak of the colonies as separate entities when it is
so clearly apparent that at least their early histories are interdependent and should be
treated as a whole.

There will also be question of the socio-economic history of the colonies of
Andros which, so far, is practically non-cxistent and lays buried under a heap of
archaeological data waiting to be deciphered. This thesis is driven by the need to
establish a socio-economic history of the Andrian colonies as a whole and as separate

entities, as well as bring under the same roof all of the documentation available.
(1.1)Importance of Study and Its Objectives

The topic of Greek colonization in the north receives at best one chapter in a
book which concentrates itself mainly on expansion to the west and to the east.? The
sum of books written on either the Greek colonial movement westward or of that to the
east is massive while, as mentioned, the northern Greeks attract little attention. The
reasons for this are understandable yet regretful. The western Greeks passed on the

knowledge they had to the Romans by way of the Etruscans which makes them a topic

L' HM-I p. 14.

2 Injra, Sect. 7.7, p. 125-127. The majority of the documentaiion on the Andrian colonics is
spread thin over 20 years of the A4,

3 For example: J. Boardman, The Greeks Overseas: Their Early Colonies and Trade, London,

1980.
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of interest in regards to the continuity and the history of the world. The product of this
western culture is impressive while that of the Greeks in the north is virtually unknown.
The supposed Archaic Greek settlements along the Levantine coast and the contacts
between Greece and the Levant have stirred up quite a debate among archaeologists and
historians,! while the Greek settlements in Thrace have only recently brought about
marginal interest. In his study, Benjamin Isaac? takes a settlement by settlement look at
Greek colonies in Thrace. However, Isaac voluntarily ignores the Chalcidice peninsula
arguing that it simply wasn't a part of Thrace according to 5th c. B.C. sources, even
though Isaac is well aware that the Athenian Tribute Lists do include Chalcidice as
being a part of Thrace.

The lack of ancient sources which deal with the area is another reason why there
hasn't been much interest directed towards an understanding of the northern Greeks.
The current bibliography about the northern Greeks also reflects the present
geographical situation in the north. The archaeological remains of the western Greek
culture, for the most part, is found within one modern country, Italy. The history and
culture of the northern Greeks is spread out over Russia, Romania, Bulgaria, and
Greece. Therefore, unlike for Magna Graecia, there is no comprehensive treatment of
the northern Greeks as a whole, rather, there are many publications which deal with a
certain area found within one modern country.3

Therefore, this being said, a study of Andros and its colonies would contribute
greatly to the growing bibliography on the northern Greeks and would throw much
needed light on four colonies which have not been covered in any great detail.
Furthermore, the fact that the four colonies represent the entire sum of a single city-
state's expansion in the Archaic period, enables this researcher to examine the process of
colonization by a polis in its entirety and in depth without being compromised by too
much or too little material.

The result will be a comprehensive study of the four northern Greek colonies
which will include an understanding of the colonizing process undertaken by Andros, a
socio-economic history of the colonies in the Archaic and Classical periods, the
relationships maintained between the colonies themselves, between the colonies and the
mother city, and between the colonies and the existing native population. Finally, this

study will hopefully yield valuable information on the relationship between these

1 See Ibid. and J. Perreault, «Les emporia grecs au Levant: mythe ou réalité?», dans Emporion,
Paris, 1993, p. 53-89.

2 BH Isaac, The Greek Settlements in Thrace until the Macedonian Congquest, Leiden, 1986.

3 For example: E. Bellin de Ballu, L'histoire des colonies grecques du litioral nord de la mer
noire, Paris, 1965.
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colonies and those of the Thasian peraea east of the Strymon. It is interesting to note
that in the Archaic period, from the north-eastern extremity of Chalcidice to the
Strymon, only the Andrians colonized, and from the Strymon to the Nestus river, only
the Thasians. There was inevitably some sort of power struggle between the colonies of
Thasos and those of Andros, especially Argilos, for the control of the lower Strymonic
valley and the mines of Mt. Pangaeon.

In sum, the primary objectives of this thesis are: (1) To confirm or refute the
foundation dates of each of the Andrian colonies; (2) to determine the reasons why
colonial expansion was undertaken by Andros; (3) to determine the process through
which the colonies of Andros were established; and (4) to establish a socio-economic

history of the four sites from the time of their foundation to the end of the 5th ¢. B.C.

(1.2)Geography and Chronology

That area which will be the subject of this study undoubtedly will encompass the
eastern coast of Chalcidice and the area around the Strymonic basin where the Andrian
colonies are situated. However, in order to properly assess the movements of the
indigenous populations, which greatly affected the events surrounding the history of the
Andrian colonies, and the relationships and comparisons with the other Greek colonies
in the north, the study will systematically examine Thrace as a whole from the Axius
river in the west to the Nestus in the east (Map 1).

Thus, for comparative purposes, a parallel study including the whole of the
Chalcidian peninsula and Thasos and its peraea will be followed so that contrasts and
similarities can be acknowledged and taken into consideration when concluding on the
various hypotheses of the principle study.

The sites west of Acte on Chalcidice, which for the most part are dated earlier
than those under study, will be most important in the parts of this research which deal
with pre-colonial contacts, the colonizing process, and the commercial relations with
neighboring colonies. However, their remoteness with respect to the Andrian colonies
entails that they will not be included in any other aspect.

A span of 400 years, from 800 to 400 B.C., is the time period that will be
studied. It encompasses the whole of the Orientalizing period, Archaic period, and part
of the Classical period of Greek history. More importantly, most, if not all of the

colonies within the designated geographical limits were founded at or around 650 B.C.!

1 Op. cir., AJ. Graham,CAH, p. 160-162. When a traditional foundation date was absent, the
date of the earliest archaeological material was used.
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Therefore, the span of 150 years, from 800 to 650 B.C., is included within the
chronological limitations to permit a study of the pre-colonial contacts the Greeks surely
had with the native population. Also, it is important to note that, at that time, a vast
migration movement was in full swing in Thrace due to the expansion of the
Macedones, Illyrians, Scythians, and Cimmerians which began around 800 B.C.! The
Thracian tribes which were confronted with these invading peoples either blended into
the new community, all the while keeping their tribal name and heritage, or moved
elsewhere. For instance, after the Macedones expanded into Pieria, some of the Pieres
remained while others eventually relocated east of the Strymon.2 At the time the
Andrian colonies were being established, there would have been four different Thracian
tribes with which they could have come into contact; the Pieres, Botticae, and Bisaltae
to the west of the Strymon; the Edoni and, perhaps also, the Pieres to the east of the
Strymon depending on when the latter were expelled from their homeland by the
Macedones.3 The fact that the colonization of the area occurred at the same time as the
migration of the different Thracian tribes makes one wonder about the impact they had
on one another, whether passive or active, during the founding of the colonies.

The study carries on well into a third period of Greek history, the Classical
period, until 400 B.C., in order to encompass the effects the founding of the Athenian
colony of Amphipolis in 437 B.C. had on the colonies and the history of the area. The
proximity of Amphipolis to Argilos leaves no doubt that the foundation of the former
had a more than profound effect on the latter. It is to be determined whether or not the
same is true for the remaining three Andrian colonies.

It would be futile for me to examine the history of the colonies past the Peace of
Nicias of 421 B.C. for much of the events thereafter are entangled in the events
surrounding the Macedonian conquest of the north culminating in 348 B.C. with the
destruction by Philip II of many cities. I prefer to leave the establishment of such a
history in the hands of those who specialize in Macedonian - Greek relationships prior

to the former's domination.
(1.3)Sources and Methodology

There are two types of primary sources that will be used in the compilation of

this thesis paper. The first type pertains to the ancient sources that mention one or more

V' HM-I, p. 420-440.
2 Ibid., p. 417.
3 Ibid., p. 203. Hammond suggests that the expulsion of the Pieres occurred around 650 BC..
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of the four colonies under study and/or Andros, the mother city. The second type of
primary source consists of the published excavation reports of the sites in question.

The ancient sources will yield a considerable amount of information on the
colonies of Andros which permit an attempt, such as this one, to establish a socio-
economic history of these colonies. Without the passages from Herodotus, Thucydides,
Strabo, and Plutarch to name a few, to attempt an in depth study of the colonies would
be futile since the excavation reports on the four colonies would be insufficient. For
example, it would seem at this point in the research that few excavations have taken
place at Sane, hence, few excavation reports. However, it seems, at first glance, that out
of the four colonies, it is possible to extract out of the ancient sources more information
on Sane than any other colony.

Each passage will be analyzed systematically. It is essential to decipher each
passage and to establish what is certain, what is probable, and what is mere story telling
or mythological. It is just as important to establish the credibility of the author before
accepting as granted any information extracted from a passage. The author's credibility
will depend on consistency of his work and when it was written.

The other primary source, the excavation reports, serve two basic purposes. The
first consists of confirming information extracted from the literature such as a
foundation date. The pottery found on each of the sites will either confirm or refute the
alleged dates. Secondly, a proper analysis of the pottery found on each of the sites will
help build a socio-economic history of each site. A proper statistical analysis of the said
pottery will provide a realistic idea of the colonies' trading partners, their attitude
towards each other and towards the mother city in terms of trade.

Architectural remains should also help give a general idea of the prosperity and
the urban history of each site. Since not all the sites have been excavated in the same
manner or to the same extent, it will be difficult to compare results. For example, the
urban sector of Argilos has been the subject of many excavations in recent years,
however, it will not be possible to draw any conclusions on the city plan of Akanthos
since only the necropolis has been excavated at any length. Fortunately, topographical
surveys of the general area of the ancient city should give a good idea of the overall size
of the city. Furthermore, by examining the remains of the necropolis diligently,
obtaining a general idea of the overall prosperity of the population should be possible.

In addition to the literature and excavation reports of Andros and its colonies, it
will be imperative to consider the ancient sources and the historiography of other sites
with which the colonies of Andros will be compared and contrasted. Such will be the

case with Thasos and its peraea. The role of Thasos in the area of the lower Strymonic
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valley and Mt. Pangaeon cannot be disregarded when trying to interpret the role of the
Andrian colonies. The same procedure must be followed in consideration with the
major sites on the Chalcidice peninsula such as Olynthos and Corinthian Potidaea.
Finally, through the same types of primary sources, it will be as imperative to
obtain an understanding of the role played by Chalcis and Eretria on Euboea in the
expansion of the Greek world in general and its role as the leader in the colonization of
Chalcidice. Determining, whether or not the Chalcidians actually helped the Andrians
when the latter set out to colonize Sane is a question that will necessitate much attention
since the literature lends credence to this fact but archaeology has yet to say its word.
Other background information pertinent to this study will be obtained from such
authorities as Hammond, Boardman, Graham, Bérard, and a multitude of other authors
which have published articles related to either colonization in the north or the

populations of Thrace and Macedonia.
(1.4)Outline of Thesis

Prior to embarking on the part of this thesis which deals directly with the
Andrian colonies, it is important to obtain an understanding of the colonization of the
northern Aegean coast as a whole. In light of this need, the second section of this thesis
will place particular emphasis on the various aspects of the colonization enterprises
underta<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>