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General view of Aigosthena taken from the sea side towards
the southeast. The ancient tower at the southeast corner of
the acropolis is visible as is the church of St. George a
little to the left.

Ganeral view of Aigosthena taken from a point a little to
the north of the southeast corner tower oq&hc s.cropolis.

By the sea shore is visible the church of St. Nicholas and

& little to the right the first houses of the town of Porto
Germano. The white section in the foreground among the olive
trees marks the course of the stream running down along the
south side of the ancient town.

View of the church of St. George on the acropolis taken from
the acropolis wall and showing the south and part of the east
side of the church.

‘View of the church of St. George taken from the acropolis

wall and including a view of the terrace, stair-case, upper
and lower stories and the north wing of the garrison build-
ing. The photograph also illustrates the way the garrison
building is built into the wall of the acropolis.

Closer view of south® side of the church of St. George.
View of east side of the church of gt. George

View of tne west side of ths church of St. George. It is
Seen in this photograph.how the walls of the church do not
bind with the walls of the narthex.

Closer view of west side of the church of St. George showing
the byzantine brickwork under the white wash.

View of the southwest corner of the garrison building show-
Ing the doors to rooms I and IT and the bottom of the stair
case. Here ig the best view of the peculiar lintel block over
the door of room II.

General view of southwest corner of garrison building in-
cluding the height of “the lower floor, part of the agcient
Wall to the right and in the far upper right of the figure

he ancient tower at the southeast corner of the acropolis
is vigible,
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View showing corner where the main wing joins the north
win: of the garrison building. The doors to rooms III,

IV, V, and VI are vigible as well as, immediately above
the door to room IV (the door furthest to the right and
8till in shadow) the wall of the so called tower on the
second story.

View of southwest corner of garrison building takcn':}om
the south showing the stair< case, the landing, and the
relation of the two stories to one another as well as the
better condition of the mortar filling on the walls of
the rooms on the second story.

View along west wall of the second story taken from the
south. The doors to rooms VII, VII, and IX are visgble ‘]
from left to right. At the left center of the picture is
the south wall of the tower and between it and the walls
of the rooms is the break showing the dif ference in the
levels of the terrace and the tower.

View of the west wall of the acropolis taken from the

south showing in the foreground the remains of the an-
cient wall and abovd and beyond that the medieval re-

pairs,

View of the west wall of the acropolis showing ancient
ma sondry and to the left the medjeval repairs.

' Northeast corner of the ruined basilica of the Virgin

sh°"ing larger corner blocks tasken from the ancient
£ortifi sations.The photograph is taken from inside the church.

Best pregerved stretch of wall of the ruined basilica of
the Virgin ot the northwest corner of the church. This is
VieW from the north, thst is outside the church.

Vi?w of mopthwest corner of .the church taken from the south.
This photograph shows the stone laid in mortar with lines
of brickwork at regular intervals.

View of +the emst wall of the church of the Virgin (north
of the apse) taken from the west, thst is within the church.

View off north end of the apse in the east wall showing large
blo?ks used in the apse.

V1°V of the denter of the apse in the east wall showing re-
lation of 1ittle church of St., Anna (in the right part of the
Photograph) to the ruins of the basilica.

Vi?w of the Church of St. Anna from the northwest corner of
Tuined basilica of the Virgin (fig. 18) showing the west and




Figure 27

Plate 8

Figure 28

Figure 32

orth sides of the church and also i the wall, built
since 1949, around the courtyard to the west of the church.

In the northwest corner of the wall the stone with an in-
scription is visible. The window on the north side of the dome

View of the church of St. Anna taken from the moutheast giving
@ view of the south and east sides of the church, the window in

window in the wmast side of the dome.
church of St. Anna from the west show-
repairs to the west wall and the dome.

Anna from the east.

View.of the church of 8t. Anna from the scutheast'!showing
window in the apse of the church and its proximity to the
exterior ground level which is higher than the interior by
«50 meters,

View of the church of St. Anna from the southwest showing old
wall around west courtyzrd and the west wall of the church
before it was repaired (compare with fig. 24). To the right of
the south apse the ruins of the bLasilica are visible.

The above two photographs were given to me by Miss M.
Alison Frantz and my thanks are due to her.

View of the church of St. Nicholas from the southeast show-
ing the east and south walls of the church, the window in
the east face of the octagonal dome, and tﬁ}rwindow in the
South wall,

View of the church of St. Nicholas from the northeast show-

?ng north gnd east sides of the church and the north window
in the dome ,

View of the church of St. Nicholas from the east.

View of the church of St. Nicholas from the south. Large
corner block with ancient cutting is visible in theisouth
West corner ag well 88 the stone work of the church where
the white wagh has been washed away, the crack in the south
face towards the west end (there is another one on the north
side just barely visible in figure 29 by the middle bar of
the letter E) and the natural slope of the ground towards the
Sea, the slope which is probably the cause of the cracks

‘R the north and south walls, though they may also be due to
Sarthquakes which are common in this ares.

View of churah of gt. Nicholas from southwest showing south
and west walls of the church, window in the west face of the
?imc, entrance door to the narthex, entrance porch, large
rock visfible in figure 31, and the tree that may be the one
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The modern town of Porto Germano is situated about 17 kilometers south~-

east of the tom of Villia on a stubby finger of the Corinthian Gulf and be-

tween the 'main range of Cithaeron to the north and an outlyinz spur, Kallia-
kouda, of the same range to the south. The town itself lies almost hidden by
olive trees by the seashore just outside the northwest corner of the impressive
and extensive ruins of the ancient town of Aigosthena, Today the modern town
1s very small and does not number more than 25 or 30 houses some of which are
Occupied only during the summer when the town, because of its lovely situation |
and fine pebble beach, attracts visitors from Villia and Athens, though not as
TNy visitors as it could attract because of the large number of voracious
horseflieg Which preclude any lounging on the beach. Some of the modern in-
habitants are engaged, in a modest way, in serving tourists, but most of them
WOrk the land in the valley in which the town is located. Some others engage
o fiShing, but the fishing is mostly ©0 suppdy the needs of the villagers
themBelvesand the few caiques that ;re registered at the town work as cargo
ships to carry on trade with the other small villages situated on the Corin-
thian Gulf. Nost of the population appears to be of Albanian extraction and
Albenjay is as frequently, if not more frequently, heard in the coffee houses
and taverng ®f the town as Greek. The inhabitants appear to be perfectly
bilinguaﬁﬁnd in their everyday conversation switch freely and easily from one
1lngulge to the other.

The town, though not far in distance froﬁ the main North=South highway
between Athens and Thebes (the highway is a few kilometers east of Villia), ?
12 difficglt of access and between Villia and Porto Germano the road ascends
2000 feet}Onto the range of githaeron before the descent to the sea begins.
There arg indications/that it was not always as populated asiitiis today, in
SPite of {5 Small Present day population, for one travelergwho was there in

1857 o
States there were no houses there at that time and another in 1876 puts




the nunber of inhabitants at fifty. Benson, in 1895, was as charmed with the

remoteness of the place as he was with the antiquities and says, "...thus while
few have heard of it and fewer visit it, it may remain undisturbed for many

4
years-=a place, for those who have seen it, to marvel at and return to."

There are a number of conflicting theories concerning the modern name

of the town and in fact there are even conflicting spellings of the second
)
PArt of the name of the town. The British Military Map of Greece and the

&P of Buboea-Sterea published in 1948 by Mr. B. Platis, as well as the current

Fad

(o]

/7 [}
Breek newspapers spell it with an efpsilon, thus :Tnm R(D\A»CV'O , and greek
encyclopcdias, most greek maps (including the map of Buboea-Boeotia published

before the war by Mr. I. Sarris, which is essentially the same map as My .
8
's), the book Italienisch Ortsnamen in Griechenland, and all the 19th
9 10 A
century travelrs and geographers I have been able to find who discuss the site

Platis

. 7 )
SPell it with an alpha, thus :TroPC" EP\“"V“‘ . I have adopted the second usage,

Which seems to me to be the correct, or perhaps more accurately, tie older spell-
ing,
11

In 1844 1,6 Bas states, without reference or reason given in his text,

tha ¢ : 2
Perhaps the name is a relic of the worship, during the Frankish domin=-

ltion of 4 '
Bares,of St. Germain. This it seems to me must be dismissed as a

case o %
L eXcessive French nationalism, for it {s extremely unlikely that the

Greeal " A
8 Would countenance foreign worship or any remnant of it after a forelgn
conque ‘ o i
dUeror had left the scene, and we have a most excellent exarple of this

Gree -
Kicharacter trait in the frenzy and thoroughness displayed in pitching

do“vn 11 3
Minarets after the departure of the Turks in the last cemtury. There 1s

anoty
°r theory that the town was named after an extremely pious monk who

lived tn vy
| erigand Was named Germanos. A quotation from 19th century traveler,

i cit ed bel > 3
| s might be construed to support this theory, and it is just possible
thl't & 1 y

ittle sea port could be named after a famous monk, if he were famous

SRougn Pnis v
: he 1iveg long enough, if he gained enough notoriety, and if he were

enou . v
gh PErsomality to make a solid and lasting impression.-oa ke

|
1
:
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on the minds of his contemporaries in thst region and their descendants. However
it must not be overlooked that there is little more than faith to support this
theory.

Some other: possible, even if rather remote, explanations have occured to
me, one of them being historical and the others philological. The historical
one posits a hypothetical landing at the site by some of Morésinits German
troops after Morosini and Koenigsmark took Corinth and before the armada made
its way around the Feloponnese to attack Athens in 168'}. This is unattested
28 far as I xnow. The philological theories center around the Latin and It- )
alian mean; " a i i i was t;)

ngs for the words germanus (which in byzantine greek q-trws
and gormano, The former, when used 8s an adjective, can mean either pertaining
tOFPOthers and sisters or something gAnuine, real, or true. Indeed it would be

far fetched to have a port with such a name, but not impossible, The latter,

.o 16 :
in Italian, can mean brother, but more interesting it can also mean a sort of

- " dick. Tt does not seem likely that ducks would light in such an open and

unshel tereg Pla ce as the Bay of Germano, but again it is possible and Italians
may have, at one time, hunted the ducks there and thus nsmed the Pllce'ls

Uy personal ipclination among all these possibilities is towards the
heory thet centers about the monk Germanos. It seems less beyond the realm
of POSSibility that the others, but even it, unfortunetly, is nothing more than
& theory built on very little.

Since there can be no certainty abcut the time and cause of the change
.in “omenclature for this site, perheps it would be nost suitable if, in dis-
U88ing the byzantine remsins, we would continue to use the ancient name, Ai-
808thens

about which there is no pessible dispute.

The firgt of the byzantine monuments we shall discuss is the diur ch in

sus ACropolis of the
And plan 1)

town (see plan I) known ss the church of St. George (see
figs, : 474
E%4 8 colehl T8 wunt be this church that Inwood means when he says, " I en-

tered
% small Greek church in the highest division of the city, the doors of

"hich we
re
merely slightly closed, snd within saw only the robes of the priest




A
&

&nd appurtensnces for the service and far the attendants, opsn to view, with some
beautiful shells of the feather or pinna species, each upward of two feet in
length, richly crimson coloured in the interior, taken probably in the adjoin-
ing bay; the quiet ripple of whose waters under this beautiful climate,apparent-
ly waiting to bring the sucplies to the town, enhanced greatly the stillness
and interest of the scene., I was not as fortunate as Imwood in my;visits to
the church, for I never saw a soul in it or near it.

It is a simple church 11.15 meters in overall length and 4.43 meters in

"idth,  The church itself is only 5.8 meters long and the narthex, an extremely

18
modern dddition, not more than fifty years old, makes up the rest of the length.

The churan s almost, but not quite,square, in its forms lhe narthex is a crude
affair covered with a wooden stick supported roof and having a combination earth
And stone floor. Its only attraction is the lovely view out of its west door
over the olive groves of the villoy down tO0 the Gulf of Corinth. It is irregu-
e shape nessuring (on the outside) 6413 meters on the south side and 4.40
meters on the north, The door leading fromthe narthex to ‘the ‘church proper

is .85 meters wide snd 1,77 meters high and above it is a smll arch.?75 meters
R 000 Tho tnterkor Of:Hhsuchusoh,ds maller dhsaions wedld
imagine from the outside, for the walls have what seems to me an unconmon

thlckn"“, us::ny about «75 meters, but about twice that at the western end of

the Ghurch. The interior of the church is ;’m the form of a cross in a sguare

b Square formed by the meeting of the aislesnd trn.n$’4°Pt sgveged B’
19 A ;
S Supporteq by four arches and four pendentives., The west:arch is 2.15 meters

ide, the South 2.26 meters, the east 2.31 meters, and the north 2.27meters wides.

B
i Archeg begin their upward thrust 1.95 meters from the ground and are 3.23

m
°ters at thesy highest point. The dome is peculiar in that it does not span
th
© Whole Circumferenco, but is of & smaller circumference., The dome itself
is : -
i directly supported by the arches and pendentives but by a circular up

Warqg
Wirusg Which rests on the arches. I could not measure the height of the
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dome because I did not have adequate equipment. 1In the sastern end of the
church (in Wack of the iconostasis) there is a half dome forming the apse.which
is' 1.92 meters dcross-its-western opening. The half dome is not as high as
the arches being only 3.06 meters from ground level. A little offcenter( pro-
bably because the northern lsngth of the church is more thanthe southern) #4
the apse is & window .67 meters wide and .84 meters high. There is another
%indow cut in the south wall which seems to me to have been cut sometime after
the original building of the church in constrast to the window in the apse
Which looks to be contemporary with the first building 6f the church. There
ire ffescos covering most of the wall space in the interior of the church,
but the appear to be of a fairly recent date, Saints are on the walls, the
Virgin in the dome of the apse and Christ Pantokrator in the dome of the church
itselr,

On the outside the church present§rather pleasing proportions. The height
USRI i 51 s By 60+ e - LROIEEOVERA o bl o RBLTE that marked B is 2.70

meters, 1 Was unable to get the dome measurements. The dome is high and has a

Moulding gt its top just below the eaves of the pleasantly pitched tile roof.

The mouldihg is unusus ] and may date from some repair of the church. PROFILE oF

If the dore were repaired this would also account for the interior

Arrangement of e dome. Onthe north side of the church( figs 7

*0d 8) one °&n see brickwork that aPpPears to be byzantine.

~

20
This church of 8t. George may be compared to another church of St. George

£ .
Ailiap to those who travel the main highway betwsen Athens sand Thebes. It is
: far
‘b - .
WSS et eria from Athens and 10t/from the turn whioch leads to Aigosthena.
(2N

Bot y
h hurcheg hav?hhigh dome and similarly pitchsd roofs and have similar pro-=

or+;i v
P Ttionsg, Orlandos thinks that the church of gt. George on the highway pro-

bay
LY dates from tne 12th century and the church of St. George in Aigosthena

na,
Y date frop that time also, put it must be kept in mind that it is very

ifp; g7 A
floult o date smali byzantine churches on nothing more than stylistic grounds,

oM E Mau0ING




v —————

6

and even one us expert as Yrlandos hesitates to commit himself any more spe-=
ser:tory
cifically than to a certuin cemSesery.

Irmedisately to the east of the church of St. Jeorge and built against the
cast ﬁall of the acropolis of Aijosthena is & large two story L dfﬁaed build-
ing (see plans I, III, and IV, and figs. 9 to 13.) The overall length of the
the building is 18.80 meters and the present width (at its widest point along the
Rorthe rn wing) is 12.85 meters though there are indications that this northern
Wing wagéven longer. The west wall of room VI appears .not 46 have been an end
wall, bgt to have snother room sdjoining it. On the west side of this wall are
traces of a vault and interior vlastering. This plaster seems .finer than the .in-
terior pla steéring in the other rooms and one might assume that this was the cis~
Yern which has no disappeared. The east wall as shown in plans III and IV in-
dic‘tea the inside surface of the ancient east wall of the Acropolis so that the
hele width is not represented. Every room onthe ground floor is vaulted and

all except room IV have windows. Hoom V, the largest room of all jhas two windows.

The 10g¢, imporfant room appears to have been room IV for it had the highest and

Widest qoqr (fig. 11) being 1.10 meters wide and 2,00 meters high as set against

* Width of 0 meters for the other doors along that will and a height of 1.60

( figs 9 and 10). It has its own vault. Thé other three rooms in its row.\ rooms
I»~II, and ITI) have one vault running north-south, and rooms V and VI have one
vaulg running east-west., Rooms I to IV are .25 meters deep and each of them is
about 350 meters wide. The large room, V, is 8,70 meters long and 4.80 meters
Wide’ and room VI is 4.80 by 3.40 meters,

The walls are msde of rough field stone with the intervals filled with
Taller stones and some. bricks. A great deal of plaster was used.to hold this
eongh*mmration togeth;f, tho much of the plaster has disappeared by now. Larger
Blocks af stone sre put at the corner, but even these are not of any considerable

s8ize,
411 the windows ana door ways are arched and the frames are ocut from &

80ft poros stone ,

These stonss are carefully cut and the contrast they present




with the rest of the buildin; in Loth style and color is not ung pleasing.
At 'the south: end of the building there is a stair case ( Pige 12) 1.60
meters wide, 2.80 meters in length s nd consisting of 11 steps leading to a
Platform which extends to the W!EP wall of the ajcropolis. The second story
(Plan IV and figs 12 and 13) consists of three rooms (VII, VII, and IX), a
terra.ce,A, vhose level is 3.50 meters above ground level, a tower, B, whose
Level \dig 4,20 meters above ground level and ,80 meters above the level of
terrace A, and area C the roof of rooms V and VI which is about 3,00 meters
4bove ground level. The terrace, A, is 4.00 meters by 10.10 meters and it has
three rooms 1e eading on to it ( fig. 13). These three rooms are all 3.40 meters
deegland of different widths, room VII being 2,80, VIII 3.20,and IX 3.40. Each

SEEtHST s ity own vault running east-west and each has & window cut in its

SR CMRLLC Whs wbone work is exactly like that of the ground level except that
e plagter is in better condition, perhaps because it has been redone at some
VR NeBhwsqueit to the original building¢fig, 13), The doors are similar to
those oy the ground floor and are about +60 meters by 1.656 meters in size.

The areq p seems to have been some sort of a tower for it has walls .77
HavewEtniak in contrast to the rest of the walls in the building which are
about 25 Meters thick. Becauss of the problem of support (there is no special
el Under thege tower walls in the ground floor) I do not think that the

wa, e ;i
1ls coylg have been much higher tnan&:heir present height, that is 1.05

me
tors from the 1evel of the tower and 1.85 from the level of the terrace which

is.
Yo the South of the tower. On the east and west faces of the

Lay —

Wal} :
the re isva sort of crenelation, or Perhaps it would more sim-

Prgigh ~r—
° called an indentation in the wall, 1,15 meters wide snd ToweR \NyeNTATHEON oN
wWEST  §ACE

0i &
80ing down to the level of the tower, that is 1.05 meters deep. Area C

ADpeg 3
PPears to pe nothing more than the roof of rooms V and VI.

It i8 thig building Ludwig Salvator is speaking about when he saYS," An

e May
°r angelehnt jig+ ein venetianishe oder gar tuerkishes Gebaeude,

“leches untn

8ls Oelmuehle ynd Stsllung, oben aber wo ein breit e Ll
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kleine Rundbogenthueren aufweist, einem gebrechlichem Kalogero als Wohnung

dient ." This makes it clear that for at least a while the building served
a8 2 sort of hermitage (and perhaps for the very Germanos who left his nasme
to the valley and port which his abode overlooked), but it does nct mean that
it was a monastery attached to the church of St. George which is about 10
feet eway from it. There do not seem to be enough rooms to serve as cells
for monks if this were geally o monastery. The rooms on the upper level ﬁight
8erve, but those on the lower level seem to;largc to be simply cells. lndeed
the huge stone once used for crushing olives (and perhaps still used in sea- |
ROn)' 18 new in room IV, though there were no signs of livestock in sny of the
Other rooms. The size of the churdh of St. George is another argument against
the bUilding'b being @ monastery for if the church were built to serve a mon=
88tic establishment it would surely have been larger and more elegant. There
AT 10 traces of any larger church ever having been built in the area eithers
Stily another point is'the presencé of what appears to be a tower built within
the °mfines of the building itself. It is true that many monasteries have
the;r oWn defense towers and arsenals, but they do not appear as a part °fﬁ:h°
building Proper,

I shﬁuld like to propose that this building was a small inner fort or
ShFriacy byilding and that the church of 8t. George was attached to the
Rl erdlaon Pather than the building to the church. We shall see in a few moments
that the acropolis of Aigosthena was occupied and fortified for at least a
Hble while auring the middle ages and this may have been the combined
blrr‘cks &nd headquarters for the garrison maning the fort. I ShOUld‘lik°
L 8y that rooms I, II, III, VII, VIII, and IX were bsrracks rooms for the :
SOldiers, perhtpsltu; of ficers upstairs and the men down, or perhaps those on
WY were quartered on the upper level; room IV was & common room or perhaps
dining room; room V mde up the-quarters of the garrison commander jand room

VI was '
the headquarters room jtself. Perhaps the weakest point in this argu=

Ment dw. 4y we
e % .
ower, for if it were actually that and served as a strong hold




or watch tower, the builders must have been blind to the advantages and uses of
the strong and well pressrved ancient tower at the southesst aorner of the acro-=
polis, for it was snd still is the strongest point in the whole valley. If area
B were not a tower it might have been used simply as a higher terrace, a little
Protected by the walls btut still affording a good view down to the sea,

Whatever the use of the individusl rooms I believe that this building was
& military establishment . The church was attached to it, and,as such, would not
need to pe very large. It would be only when the town was in danger and the whole
pOPulation had to go to the acropolis that the churd would be overcrowded.

It is difficult to date this building for it is only the cut stone in the
door and window frames that offers any clue, and I have nothing to correspond
to the sort of lintel block shown in fig. 9, a single block arched on its
lower side ang with straight lines on its upper side. If 1 were to put forward
% guess I would say that they were Venetia%sand thus agree with Ludwig Salvator.
If the building is Venetian it would remove the problem of the church, for if
the dnyrch is 12th eentury as I have said then it would pre-date the building
B hundreds of years.

Bengon gpg salvato§4both mention the ruins of a byzantine church just &
littl%o the gouthwest of the mcropolis, but I was unable to find anything v
all in the Vicinity. There was a brick wall, but it was unintelligible to me.

When one walks about the circuit of the ancient walls of Aigosthena %t is
immedi‘t°ly evident to what extent these walls were utilized in the middie agess
The long wajlg running down to the sea ( see plan I) appear never to have been
Hyou°h°d since they first fell into disrepair. The walls along the north are
f&ir1y~w°ll preserved, but those alonz the south are almost completely gonee.

Thig i
MY be due to the stream that runs down that side of the valley which *-

Suld ! :
have undermined the foundations Of the south well. The walls that en-
®ircle the

acropolis show extensive repairs (see figs. 14 and 15), and it
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can be said with some sassurance that the acropolis was the only fortified area
in medieval times. It is difficult if not impossible to say who it was who re-
paired the walls, but one can be fairly sure that it wx's not the Turks, first
of all because of the building on the acropolis which is certainly prior to
ﬁ(} turkish conquest snd secondly because of the lack of the huce amount of
mortar usually used by the Turks in their fortifications. Because of the
height of the walls and the absence of'anykraco of moats or counter sScarps
One can be reasonably sure that the walls were repaired before the use of
the cannon came into general use. The walls in their repaired sections are
SOmewha t similar in appesrance to the walls in the Castle of the Villehar=
douin gt ?istrg? This could mean that they were either early Frankish in con-
Struction or 1ate byzantine for the two style do not differ greatl%? Tt would
ot have been impossible for the Franks in their sweep down through Greece in
late 1204 and 1205 to have taken the town afid repaired the walls, though there
b R0%documentary evidence for this.

About half way between the acropolis and the sea close to the north walls
(plan I) one gees the ruins of the church of the Virgin (plan V and figs. 18
R 21) ang Within the ruins the small byzantine church of St. Anna (Plans V and
1)+ The durch of the Virgin is in a state of consideﬁ/ablo ruin and one sces
only the Whole of the north wall ( figs. 17 and 18), most of the east wall
(figs 16 ang 19), the apse in the east wall (fips 20 and 21), part of the
south Wall ang the walls of the small room in the northeasf corner of 'the
Shurch, The church was very large, 24.50 meters along its north wall, which
18 broken only for a door 2,80 meters wide 11,22 meters from the east wall
' the church, The inside width of the church is 18.35 meters and the apse

ey
SUTeS 4.95 meters across its western Opening. The west wall of the srall

rog
M (the walls of which bind in with the main walls of the church) meas=

Ura
8 3.87 meters and the south wall 6.20 meters. The walls of this room are

+55 :
meters thick while those of the outside walls are just a little thicker,

3

'y
L/
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«60 meters. The walls are composed of rough field stones €aid into cement
and relieved by rows of bricks ( figs 17, 18, and 19). This masonfry looks )
like good''5th century mesonsry, The corners are made up of large blocks
“TRese
measuring 1.05 by .50 by 55 meters. s obviously come from the ancient
wall of Aigosthena. These same large blocks are used in the foundations of
the building | visable on the south side). The highest preserved part of
the wall is at the northwest corner (fig. 18) where the height is 1.60 me=
ters. I would assume that this church would be a basilica, but there is no
8ign of ap interior colonnade, and the south wall of the small room is Jjust
about whérc one would expect a colonnade to be.
It might be thought that & basilica church of this size would serve a
POPulation of somewhat generous proportions. Ayﬂ it is possible in the 5th
entury 4fter Christ that there were many people living at Aigosthena, but

it g not at all certain. We have too many examples. of ecclesiastic archi-

tectuPal ostentation in small towns today, when towns with no more than &

Randfy] of inhabitants tske it upon themselves to construct and worship in

% furch that could comfortably house their number many times over, to be

Able 4o overlook this greek trait or to consider it simply &s 2 r:i:ét Ppoa
There is s problem of identification concerning the chwwch ofAVirgin.

I wag told by the inhabitants thit this was the ruined church of the Virgin,

27 ; . :
but Le Bas and the IG say thet an inscription was found in the lintel over the

490r of the church of the Virgin. The church refered to must be the one 1 call
ancient

St. Annatg for that does have an/ﬁnbcrtption in its lintel and one more SO de-
faced o5 to be illegible in the wall of the courtyard in front of the church of
s dana ( fig. 22).' There is & possibility that Le Bas snd the IG were mis-
Sulep and: not seeing “Uhe ruins of the church ofﬁ;he Virgin mistook the name

1 -
& veqﬁn them for the standing church. But this is sgtremely unlikely. More pro

babil
bly the little church was called the church of  the Virgin in the[l9th century

ang
then for some renson,  the eddition of sn Looh or some reputed miracle, the

Nam
© wWas changed to gt. Anne's. It would be very likely on the one hand that a




church built among the ruins of an earlier church would have no name other than
the one that the previous church had.had. And on the ‘other hand the'Virgin and
St. Anna are so close to one another in popular conception that it would not
take any great shift in mental sttitude if the patronage of a church were
transferred from one to the other.

The church now called St. Annma's ( plan VI and figs. 22 to 27) is a small
byzantine church set within the ruins of the church of the Virgin ( fig. 21
8hows the north side of the apse in relation to the apse of the ruined chur ch.)
It is 6.71 meters in overall length and 3.8l wide at its west wall, but 5.39
meters wide at the transept. The ends of the transept extend .79 meters be -
yond the north snd south walls. There are windows in the apse ( fig. 26)

"nd in the south transept (fige. 25.) Bach of th e windows in the apse measures
*10 meters scross snd .26 meters high, and the interval between them is an-
Othcr «10 meters. The window in the south tr%}ept is +60 meters wide, .70 in
height at its edges and .75 meters at its center. Both of these windows
%ppear 4, be contempaérary with the building of the church. The church is

%% low into the ground ( fig. 26 shows the apse windows very close to the
®xteriop graund level) snd the exterior ground level is about .50 meters
flgher than the interior. For exterior heights see fig. 25. Height A is 1.85
Ieters, p 1.98 meters, C 2.48 meters, D 1.74 meters, and E 1.92 meters. 1 was
Wable 1o measure the height oftie dome. The dome is not as high as the dome
°n the church of 8t. George ané:iittle simpler in its construction in that it
does et have the moulding about the top. There are windows cut into the east
L north sides of the dome, and they appear to postdate the original build-
Ing of the church. Jh the main this church does not have &s ék:asing e
Peet as the church of. St. George does. OUne can see from the photographs (figs.
“4 to 27)that recent repairs have been made on the church. It has been some
time since 1949 when figs. 26 and 27 were taken. Since then a new wall has

bee
% built around the court yard in front of the church. It was then that &

TOgg i
¢ Was dis covered in the floor of the basilica and it is said that a man
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from Athens to examine it. I could not find any trace of the mosaic, but
it has probably been covered over,

The entrarcedcor of the church is 1.08 meters wide and 1.79 meters high.
The interior of the church is what Orlandos .calls three-apsed. Thickness of the
walls in the church is .55 meters. The overall interior length from the door to
the apse in the east wall is 5.28 meters. The interior west wall is 2.31 meters
long and the walls running from the west wall to the central area under the
dome are each 1:16 meters long. The transept is 2.13 meters wide on the south
side and 2,07 meters wide on the north. The elevations for the south apse are
28 follows: from ground level to bottom of the window 1.4l meters, the window
is .71 meters high (its width is .59 meters), from ground level to the top of
the arch ig 3.98 meters and from ground level to theibeginning of the upward
Yrust of the arch is 1.99 meterse. The radius of the apse measures 1.2l meters.
The rched area between the dome gnd the east apse is 1,17 meters deep and 2.36
meters deep and 3.30 meters from ground level or .68 meters less than the
height of the south apse. The east apse is 1.66 meters across its west opening

and ,gp meters deep while its semi-dome is 2.70 msters above ground level, so

it agaig is about .60 meters less than the arch immediately to the west of
1t. The diagonal measurements across the area covered by the dome are these:
e the noptheast corner to the southwest corner it is 3.07 meters and from
e SOutheast corner to the northwest it is 3,35 meters. Between the top of
the Arches and pendentives and the bOttOm of the dome there is a band .31
Meterg Wide which goes all the way around the bottom c1§;mference of the dome
1eav1ng & clear space between it and its supports. I was unable to get dome
measurﬂments, but relatively speaking it was higher and had a larger diameter
than did the intefior dome in the church of St. George on the acropolis.
According to Orlandggathis sort of church, that is a single aisled, three

%psed
© church whose exterior transept walls are rectangular, is very rare and he

lﬂg
ble to find only two examples in Greeces, on%gin Crete nesr the town of
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aetnymnon and the other in the town 0Ol Vineénli neal the lake oif Prespa 1in

western Mscedonia. I could not find definite dates for either of these churcges

and Orlandos himself says that single aisled, three apsed churches, "... T -
§ ’ ‘ . t . =
el S‘\&‘?QTHS waka T¢ Tmv bujovtwuv Gan Tw V"
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one church, however, published by Orlandos which, though

L&

’ P ? . s > 1 h
cu.t\ro.‘\wn £y g’\uﬂ ws cme N v t){ M
There is
it is not exactly like the church of St. Anna, is similar enough in pro-

DOrtions and construction to hazard & comparison. This is the church of St.

? -
John Elaionos (ﬁ;g“tu'vvs, a district near Athens, and also the greek name

for the liount of Olives.) 1t has truncated transept ends rather than rect-

. 4 1 - \ . .
dngular and has an additional windowg# in itghorth spse. Its dome is a little
lower and broader that St. Anna 's and its transepts extend further out be-

yond th'e main north and south walls of the church further than St. Anna's do.

Orlandos dates this church in the 14thoor 15th century. Since the above ‘men=

tioned difference hetween the’ two churches make one think that St. John®s is

slightly later in date I would say that the church of St. 4nna would date

rom the late 13th or early l4th century. This date would coincide with the

date of at least one of the other churches of this type, that of St. Maria at

K'5"'{;izz.na near Rethymnon in Crete. FoT, though no definite date is given,l pre-

Sume thet since it is included in @ work on Venetian antiquities in Crete the

qMthor thinks it dates from the Venetian period. Venice gained possession of

Crete in 1212 and did not lose it until 1689.

The finsl church to be discussed in this paper is the church of Ste
Nicholas a little tothe south of the streambed and right on the seashore

(seexpllns I and VII, and figse 2 and 28 to 33.) The church in not at all

un; . ) ;
p1°&smg in aspect and is perhaps, because of its setting near theﬁea, the

Prettiest church at Aigosthena. Tt is what Orlandos calls a one aisled basil-

ic& are

type church, Tts overall measurements, not including the front porch,

9.4
47 MeLers in length and 4.65 meters in width. The porch at the west end of the

Chur ‘%d \
¢h is 1,28 meters wide at its south end ek 1.05 at the north; and equal in length

vith. the
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width of the church, but it becomes .23 meters narrower 3.68 meters from its
south end. The porch is .9C meters above the ground lsvel. A indow is sit-
uated on the south side of the church 4.82 nmeters from the west end of ‘the

south wall. The window is 550 meters wide, .79 meters high and .90 meters a-

bove ground.level. The window in the apse is .10 meters wide, .40 meters high
and 1,25 meters from ths ground level. The east wall of the church has'" the
following horizontal measurements: from south endpf wall to beginning of apse,
distance A in fig.28, 1.06 meters; distance B in fig.28, along south side of
%PBe, .85 meters; distance C, east side of apse, 1.20 meters; along north side
of apse, distence F in fig. 29, .82 meters; and from apse to north end of the
Wall, distance © fige 29, 1.18 meters. The vertical distances as marked in
£ig: 30 are the follfiding: A, 2.00 meters; B,1.05 meters; and C, .35 meters.
The Vertical distence on the north side of the church are marked according to
fig, 29:A, 2.60 meters; B, 2.98 meters; C, 3.65 meters; D, 3.79 meters; and E,
€72 Meters. The horizontal distances are these: from line A to B, 1.80 meters;
from p to C, that is to the east side of the dome 1.3%3 meters; from C to D,
that s, the width of one segment of the dome, 1.80 metersjand from D to E, to
the end of the church 3.59 meters. 0Ihe dme ig octagonal with narrow windows
b 711 the east and west faces. I1t"is low and low pitched and fairly wide in
MParison to the other churches at the site,

The porch on the west side of the church is reached by two steps at its
°Tth end. The height of the church from the porch to the roof marked A in fig.

33
IMB. 86 maters. The entrance from the porch to the vaulted narthex is by &

dOo
T 2.00 meters from the south corner of the west wall. The door itself is

'83 . m
Neters wide and 1.73 meters highs The narthex is 2.03 meters by 3.60 meters,

By :
48 a pebble floor, and a vaulted ceiling., The vault is 2.47 meters at its

highe
8t point and its thrust begins at 1.85 meters. The walls of the narthex

bing s
w
ith the Walls of the church proper so they were built together. The door

bet"e
en -
the narthey and the church Proper ig .78 meters wide on the narthex
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8ide and 1.12 meters on the church side while its height is 1.64 meters all"rthe
W&y through. This door is 1.37 meters distance from the north wall of the nar-
thex and 1,96 meters from the north wall of the church, so it can be seen that
the wallg of the church are slightly thicker than the walls of the narthex.

The interior of the church is & simple one aisled basilica in style. There-
18 another slight thickening of the walls just to the resr of the icoxistasis
(.30 meters on each side). A very large and fairly high dome covers the whole
°entral part of the church. The diagonal measurements of this central part are
these ; from northeast to southwest 4.59 meters and from southeast to north-
W88t 4,51 meters. The four sides of the area under the dome measure 3.20 me-
ters on the west, 3.23 meters on the south, 3.25 meters on the east, and 3.24
M ters on the north. In the south wall there is a window 1.16 meters from the
®88% ayg of that wall. The wirddow is .34 meters wide, .98 meters high,and
1.2 meters abowe ground level. The dome is supported by filled in arches set
int° the north, west and south walls, and & real arch on the east side. These filled in
Archeg begin their thrust 1.72 meters above ground level and reach their high-
8t point at 3.26 meters. There is & free band .24 meters wide below th<-= dome
ng above the arches and pendentives. The arch on the east is 1.39 meters deep

ehove qvouvd Coyof

*ag it begins its thrust 2.C0 moterskand reaches its high point at 3.02 meterg-.
The half dome formed by the apse is 2.57 meters from the ground at its highest
p°int, and it is 1.47 meters across its western opening. The window in the apse
Wideng s¢ it comes towards the insiide and though it is only .10 meters on the
Utside, its width is .57 meters on the inside,

This sort of church is a common enough type, One can tell by looking at it
that it is not a byzantilne church mostly b ecause of it low broad dome. The type

Wa,
S Popular in Greece during the period of Turkjsh domination, and there are

Man ' Ny \
Y examples of thig simple type of basilica in Athens mnd its vicinity. so_

terig 2Ly il
% Published many such churches in thceu'r‘.T"‘f'W For Athens and most of them
he dates v

¥ the period of Turkish rule. Orlandos has published many such churches
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also and it was in his volume of thei;}tf~\flVT‘ %hat the church that seems
to me to aome closest to St. Micholas at Algosthens was faind. It is =mnother
church of St. Nicholas in Patisia on Kolokythos 3t. in the fields of Thomas
Ckiza, It is similar iwm many Ways, almost ull.ways exogyt that its dome is.;
round rather than octagonal. Orlandos dates it to the 16th or 17th century.
1 woulq say that St. Nicholas at Aigosthena could be given a like date.
In conclusion we can Just outline whet we have inferred about the history
Of Aigosthena in te middle agés. It had a.large and seemingly well built
| EXS304 0x in the Bth or sarly 6th century. At some time this basilica was des~
troyed. fe think that in the late 13th or 14th century the church of St. Anna
Was built within the ruins of the basilica. It is not likely that the basilica
Wag destroyed much before the church of St. Anna was built for it would be
contrary to tradition to leave a sanctified spot without some sort of holy
°dificef'or too long a time, TWe know the ancient walls were repaired and they
took &8 if they might have been repaired either in late byzantine tires or
5 during the early period of the Frankish rule in Greece. We also think that the
E  Buren on the acropolis was built sometime in the 12th century. Might we not
| Ll all of these assumptions together and deduce. an-assumed history for part

Q
0 2 . . .
¥ the middle ages? Could we not say that lnmpcriod of unrest, decentralization,

ﬂ e, kb timaééear anarchy in the Byzantine Empire in the 12th century before the
F°nﬂ"h'70rrusade that the citizens of Aigosthenarepaired the ancient walls within
u Which they lived and set about to defend themselves? Then could we not say that

t : > - o
s &cropolis was stormed and taken by the Franks 4= during their fivel year long

dhe

t8ge or Acrocorinth ( 1205-1210 ), and that in thet taking the basilica was j
d B 1
Tieroped, only to have 4ts place taken by & new and smaller church within a 1

L 3 )
ce g .
ey ThehWOUId it not be possible that the Pranks themselves repeired the

e P T R,

daum
*&e they had done to the walls and settled down there only to sell out to

ae

the ;
Venetians wWho would always appreclite another port and another fort defend- l

4 ing & .
| POrt? Whether the Venetians thought the place worth defending agaimst the
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4DDENDUM

In the autumn of 1954 a few months after this paper was
written, Professor A, Orlandos began a systematic excavation
of the ruined basilica which is described and measured in this

paper (pp., 10-11 and plan V).

Although the results of this excavation have not been
published, a cursory examination of the remains shows that the
basilica had a broad nave with two aisles on either side. The
floors show evidence of mosaics, especially in the narthex,

The area of the sanctuary (templum) is more difficult for the
layman to appreciate owing to the presence of the later Byzantine
church, One can note, however, that Professor Orlandos seems
to have recovered some fragments of the members of the chancel
sereen, Adjoining the church on the south is a small baptistry
in a relatively-good state of preservation. The main details
of the font can be easily recognized. Slightly east of the
baptistry, with a different orientation, are the remains of
what must be an earlier building. One wall is preserved to a
height of about a meter and appears to have on its inner face

a series of plaster panels of different colors. Whether the
basilica had an atrium or not was difficult to ascertain,
although there seemed to be some foundatilons running westwarad

from the narthex.

In the course of this excavation Professor Orlandos has
removed the enclosure wall of the Byzantine church which 1is
So prominent in Plate 6, Fig.22. In addition, he has cleared
Imich of the plaster and whitewash from the exterior walls of
the Byzantine church, thus exposing some of the original
brickwork. This shows the relieving arch over the entrance
to great advantage.

CW.J.E.
Feb° 15, 1955
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Salvator , Brzherzog Ludwig, Eine Spazierfahrt in Golfe von
Korinth. Prague, 1876. pp 124-132. The book includes drawings
of the sancient walls of Aigosthena and one drawing of the church
of 8t. Nicholas. Salvator #lsO comments on the flora of the
area, and is struck by a very 0old Juniper tree that grew near

the church of St. Nicholase.

-
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Benson, op. cit. p. 324
It is spelled in latin characters, Yermenos,on sheet 1.9 Khalkis.
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This information comes from Mr. Eugene Vandsrpool., I have not see
it myself.
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Kahane, Heinrich und chéc, Italienische Ortsnamen in Uriechenland,
Athens, 1940, p. 18l. Unfortunghly this excellent book{ says nothing otker
about Porto Germano then, "Bucht, das alte Aigosthena."!There isino
mention of Porto Germano in Georgacas, Demetrius J.,"Italian Placer
nare s in Greece and Placenames.from Italian Loan Words™ in the 5
Beitrege zur Namenforschung--Erster Jahrgang, 1959 Heft 2 :pp 149-

170 which supplements Kahane. L2

Inwood, Henry William, The Erechtheion at Athens, Fragments of
Athenian Architecture and a Few Remains in Attica, Megara and
Epirus, London, 183l1. p. 46 ff. and plate XXXVIII.

Leake, William M. Travels in Northern Greece, vol. II, London
1835, pp 405-407.

Le Bas,M.,"Voyages et Rcche;chcs Archéolo;iqucs en Grkce et en
Asie Mineure™ in Revue Archeologique, I, 1844. dpp 168-175.
Ross, Ludwig, Archaeologische Aufsetze, Erst Sammlung. Leipzig,
1855, pp236 f.

Forchharmer, op. cite

Salvator, op. cit.

Berson, op. cit.

Frazer, J.G., Commentary to Pausanias's Description of Greece, vol.
II,»Londori, 1898, pp453f.

Bursian,C., Geographie von Griechenland, Leipzig, 1862, p. 232.
BerBas, 6p. cit. p. 168
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Finlay, George, History of Greece from B,C. 146 to AD. 1864,
Vol V, pp 180=~192.

Sophocles, E.A., Greek Lexicon of the Roman and Byzantine Per-
iods, New York, 1887.

Millhcuse, John, Nuovo Dizionario Italiano ed Inglese, Vol 1I,
Milan, 1892.

There is:one other possibility. I have locked up the word
germa.cha in an albanian dictionary (Meyer, G.,Etymologische
Woerterbuch der Albanesischen Sprache,” strassburg, 1891.) .
and I find that it means ruins. It ig just possible that when
Albanians ceme to site they game it this rame and in the

hellenization of the mame it became Porto Germsno rather than
"Port of the Ruins.™

Inwood, op. cit. P47,

Most of the,xﬁaSurnmonts in this paper were made when Lvas alone,
“94 tho I was 25 accurate as I could be I would not Boubt but
that some of the measurements were not absolute. Some of tle
seening inacecuracies in measurements, though, may be due to the

bad buildih& mneterial o i
i - I or bad wo into building
these small chupe e rkmanship that went
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gonal measurements of the square formed by the meeting of
RSept snd the aisle are thése: from northeast to south-
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Aadey iyl V; 1939-40, p. 113ff.

Another article by Orlandos in the sams publication, Vol II, 1936,
fascicle 1, January to Juns, pp 57-69 and in particular figure 3 om
page 60 offers a good canparison for themoulding on the dome of

the church.

The upper floor:of this building is about one meter deeper (that is
in its east-west measurement) than the ground f{loor. This is ' so be-
cause both stories have the east wall of the acropolis as their
east wall. The ground floor is backed by the ancient wall, but the
upper story is back by a repair which is one meter less in its
thickness than ancient wall.

A : .
sifwvator, op. cit. p. 126.

I was not able to find any other lintel exactly like these, but
there are some close parallels to e found in #ndrews, Kevin,
Castles of the lbrea, Princeton, 1953, especially page 220 and
page 94 figures 101 and 102

Benson, op. cit. p. 3189
Salvator, op. cit. p. 130

Andrews, Kevin, op. cit.page 1%1, figure 185,
Ibid. page 223 f. and figures 122, 123, 126.

Le Bas, op. cit. p. 169
IG, Volume Vii, Inscriptiones Megaridis et Bosotime, ed. Ditten-
berger, Berlin, 1892, no. 207.

Orlandos, A. op. cit., Vol I 1935, p. 112, in a study of single aisled
three apsed churches pp. 1056 - 120.

Ibid. ,op, 114, figure 10.

Gerola,Guiseppe, Monumenti Veneti Nell®Tsola-di Creta, Vol. II,
Venice, 1908, p. 216, figure 198 is a plan of St. Maria's at
Kyrgiane (Kjirghjana) near Rethymnon in Crets. Yiscussion of the
church is on page 211 and note 1,

Orlandos, loc. cit. p. 117, fig. 19,
Ihid. p. 110.
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drwyLuwy Mywpe W~y g, Oﬂnvwv‘, fascicle 2, Athens
1929, pages 296 fo 103.

Orlandos, op. cit. page 140, fipures 182 and 184.
Firllf‘:,", Opo Cit’ 'VCl V. po 118.

See note 16 above. T have come to think more of this possibility
as I have thought about it. It is far from sure, but it is alse
extrémely possible, or so it seems to me. According to Finlay, Vol
IV, page 30 f£f., in the 19th century all/of Attica and the Megarid
population was Albanian except for the two chief cities.
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