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Inventing1phigeneia?

On Euripidesand the Cultic Constructionof Brauron*

The sanctuaryof Artemis at Brauron on the east coast of Attica has long been
thought ta housea hero-cult, that of Iphigeneia.1 She has beenconnectedwith this
site on the basisof literary evidence,which in its turn has led ta the identification of
certain structuresas the tomb or the beroon of Iphigeneia and sectionsof other
buildings as adaptedta the particularneedsof her cult.

The first aim of this paper is ta evaluatethe nature of Iphigeneia'spresenceat
Brauron. It can be said from the outset that her cult at this site is not as clearly
evidenceclas is usuaIly assumed.It is, in fact, possibleta questionta what extent
Iphigeneia was a recipient of cult at this site altogether. Secondly, the wider
methodologicalissuewill also be of interestin this paper,namely the treatmentand
evaluationof literary versusarchaeologicaleviclenceas sourcematerial for the study
of Greekreligion, in particular in the caseof the identification and understandingof
what a hero-cultis and how we are ta recognizeit. The notion of a cult of Iphigeneia
at Brauron rests ta a large extent on a passagein Euripicles' Ipbigeneia amongtbe
Taurians (1462-1467).What foIlows here can be seenas an attempt ta evaluatethe
validity of Euripides' statements.Instead of taking Euripicles as confirming the
eviclenceof an ancientcult of Iphigeneiaat the site, it will be proposedthat he may,
in fact, havebeenthe onewho locatedher in Brauronin the first place.

The existenceof a sanctuaryat Brauron is weIl known from the ancientsources
and the location of the site was identifiecl as early as the late 19th century.2

1 wish to thank SusanneBerndt-Ersoz,Kerstin Silfwerbrand, At1l1-Louise Schallin and Berit
\'i1ells for valuable commentson earlier versions of this paper. Some of the aspectsconsidererd
here were presentedat the Secolld Nordic symposium011 wOII/ell's lives ill alltiquity: Gellde/;
culture alld religioll ill alltiquity at Helsinki, 20-22 October 2000, and at the Eigbtb illtel'llatiollal
cOllferellce o/gallizedby tbe C.J.E.R.G.A.011 Rbodes,25-29 May 2001.

1 Whether Iphigeneia is to be regardedas a heroineor as a (faded) goddess,seebelow, n. 96.
Such a classificationseemsto be more a questionof modern definitions than a reflection of the
ancient circumstances.She is usually included in surveysof hero-cult sites, see; for example, Iv!.
DEOLlDt, Heroellkulte ill bOll/eriscberZeit, Oxford, 1999 (BAR15, 806), p. 70-71; H. ABRAMSON, Greek
beJ'O-sbrilles,Ph.D. Diss., University of California, Berkeley, 1978, p. 183-185. Here, 1 have followed
the definition of a hero outlined in G. EKROTH, Tbe sacri/icial rituals of Greek beru-cuIts ill tbe
Arcbaic ta tbe early Hel1ellisticperiods,Liège, 2002 (Kel'llos, suppl. 12), p. 20-22.

2 HDT., IV, 145; VI, 138; PALIS., 1, 23, 9; 1, 33, 1; PHOT., s.v. BpaUpOlyia CTheodoridis,B 264). Later
sourcesuse the name Brauron when referring to the whole deme, not just the sanctuaryCe.g.
POMPONlUS MELA, II, 46). The Classicaldeme, in which the sanctuaryof Brauron was located, was
Philaïdai, see D. WHITEHEAD, Tbe demeso/Altica 508/7 - ca. 250 Be. A political alld social StU(()I,
Princeton,1986, p. 24, Il. 83; R. OSBORNE,Demos: Tbe discove/)'cl ClassicalAltica, Cambridge,1985,
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Excavationswere begun in 1948 unclerJohn Papaclimitriouancl continuecluntil his
cleathin 1963. During this periocl, annualreportsappeareclin Ergon ancl BCH ancl the
excavatorcoverecl the excavationuntil 1959 in Pmktika. 3 He alsowrote an extensive
article, which appeareclin Scientific American in 1963.4 CharalambosBouras
published the late-5th-centurystoa in 1967.5 Parts of the ceramic material and the
terracottas,as weil as one major relief, have since beendiscusseclby Lily Kahi1.6 Of
particular interestare the inscriptions recovereclfrom the site. Certain of thesewere
briefly mentionedin Papaclimitriou'sreportsand have also beencommentecl upon by
Dina Peppas-Delmousou,but they remain virtually unpublishecl.7 Some of the
inscriptions, however,are saiel to be iclentical with texts deriving from the sanctuary
of Artemis Brauronia on the Athenian Acropolis and these inscriptions, founcl in
Athensand publishec1in the fG, can thereforebe usedin the stuc1yof Brauron.8 In ail,
however, it has to be emphasizec1that dealingwith Brauronentails proceeclingwith
greatcare,since the excavationis still to a large extentknown only from preliminary
reports.The following cliscussionof Brauronancl the cult of Iphigeneiamay therefore
be subjectto manychangesonce the final publicationof the site appears.

p. 193 and 215, fig. 12. For the earliest modern identifications of the sanctuary, see 1. Ross,
ArcbaologiscbeAllfsatze,vol. 1, CriecbiscbeCraber. AlIsgrabungsbericbteaus Atben. Zur Kunst-
gescbtcbteund Topograpbie von Atben und Allika, Leipzig, 1855, p. 222-229; A. MILCHOFER,
"AntikenberichtausAttika" , MDAJ(A) 12 (1887), p. 291-292;cf PAAH 1945-48,p. 81-84.

3 SeeErgon 1955, p. 33-34; 1956, p. 25-31; 1957,p. 20-22; 1958,p. 30-39; 1959,p. 13-20; 1960,p. 21-
30; 1961,p. 20-37; 1962, p. 25-39;BCH73 (1949), p. 527; 74 (1950), p. 298-300;75 (1951), p. 110-111;80
(1956), p. 247; 81 (1957), p. 519-521;82 (1958), p. 674-678;83 (1959), p. 589-596;84 (1960), p. 666-671;
85 (1961), p. 638-641;86 (1962), p. 664-683;87 (1963), p. 704-715;PAAH1945-48(pl'. 1949), p. 81-90;
1949 (pl'. 1951), p. 75-90; 1950(pl'. 1951), p. 173-187;1955 (pl'. 1960), p. 119-120;1956(pl'. 1961), p. 73-
89; 1957 (pl'. 1962), p. 42-47; 1958 (pl'. 1965), p. 27; 1959 (pl'. 1965), p. 19-20. Seealso]. TRAvLOs,
Bildlexikon zur Topograpbiedes antiken Atlika, Tübingen, 1988, p. 55-80; J.D. KONDIS, ,'" AP1EfllÇ
Bpaupwvia",AD 22 (1967), A, p. 156-206. The study by M. GIUMAN, La dea, la vergine, il sangue:
Arcbaeologtadi un culto femminile, Milan, 1999 (Biblioteca di arciJeologia), reachedme too late ta
be incorporatedin this paper.

4 ]. PAPADIMITRIOU, "The sanctuaryof Artemis at Brauron", SC/Am208:6 (1963), p. 110-120.

Ch. BouRAs, 'H avacmjÀwalçûjç aroaçûjç Bpavpwvoç.Tà apxmoK'TOV1Kà'fijç Trpof3Àljpma,Athens,
1967 (!l1]plOaEVpamroû 'APXaIOÀoY1KOÛLlEÀ'f{OV, 11); seealso the review by Ch. BORKER, Cnomon41
(1969), p. 802-806.

6 1. KAHIL, "Quelquesvasesdu sanctuaired'Artémis à Brauron", in Neue Ausgrabungenin
Criecbenland,Olten, 1963 (AK BeiiJejt, 1), p. 5-29; Ead., "Autour de l'Artémis attique", AK 8 (1965),
p. 20-33; Ead., "L'Artémis de Brauron: Rites et mystère", AK 20 (1977), p. 86-98; Ead., "Artemis",
LIMC 2:1 (1984), p. 618-753; Ead., "Le relief des dieux du sanctuaired'Artémis à Brauron. Essai
d'interprétation", in ].-P. DESCŒUDRES(ed.), EYMOYIIA: Ceramic and iconograpbic studies in
bonourofAlexanderCambitoglou,Sydney, 1990 (MediterraneanArcbaeology,suppl. 1), p. 113-117.

7 PAPADIMITRIOU, l.c. (n. 4), p. 118-120; Ergon 1958, p. 37; 1961, p. 21 and 24-26; PAAH 1949,
p. 84-85; P.G. THEMELIs, "Bpaupwv.H (HOa 1WV a.PK'I:WV", in IIpaKTlKà B' ElflaflUlOvlKijç aVVaVfI)Œl]çN.A.
'ATTlK/)Ç, Kalyvia, 1986, p. 228-232; SEC 37 (1987), nos. 30-31, 34-35 and 89; D. PEPPAS-DELMOUSOU,
"Autour des inventairesde Brauron", in D. KNOEPFLER & N. QUELLET (eds.), Compteset inveiltaires
dans la cité grecque: Actesdu colloque intel'llational d'épigrapbietenu à Neuchâteldu 23 au 26
septembre1986 en l'honneur de Jacques Trébeux, Neuchâtel & Geneva, 1988 (Université de
Neucbâtel: Recueilde tmvauxpubliéspal' la Faculté des Lettres, 40), p. 323-346; A.I. ANTONIOU,
Bpavpwv.Ivpf30Mi arT)\' iarop{a roû iEPOÛ ûjç f3pavpwv{aç'Aprépd50ç,Athens,1990,p. 279-281,nos. 1-4.

8 SeeJC Il 2
, 1514-1525and 1528-1531;PAAH1949, p. 84-85; 1956, p. 75-76; Ergon 1956, p. 28; BCH

81 (957), p. 521; 82 (1958), p. 300; T. LINDERS, Studiesin tbe treasurerecordsofArtemis Brauronta
found in Athens,Stockholm,1972 (ActaAth-4°, 19), passim.
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Iphigeneia at Bt'aut'on

Myth clearly ties Iphigeneia to Aulis, where she was sacrificeel by her father
Agamemnonin oreler to procure favourable winels for the Greek fleet leaving for
Troy.9This story was toIel alreaely in the 7th-century-BCKypria by Stasinosanel,
accorelingto the extantsummalYof the contentsby proldosas preserveelin Photios,
Artemis saveelIphigeneia,transporteelher to Tauris anel maeleher immortal (à8ava:wv
lW1Et), 10 In the Hesioelic Catalogueof lUomen, the girl was calleel Iphimeeleanel after
having beensacrificeel anel saveel,she was given immortality anel transformeelinto
Artemis of the crossroaels,Le. Hekate.ll Both Aischylos anel Sophoklesmention the
sacrifice of Iphigeneia at Aulis, but the story was partieularly elaborateelon by
Euripieles in the Ipbigeneiaat Aulis.12

Her specifie connectionwith Brauron is, however, less weIl elocumenteel.The
most explicit source, which is also the earliest, is, in fact, Euripieles. In his play
Iphigeneia amongtbe Taurians, Athena outlines the future relations of Iphigeneia
anel Orestesto two cuIts on the eastcoastof Attica. Orestesis to bring the cult image
of Artemis Taurica back to Halai Araphenielesanel there to founel a sanctuaryof
Artemis Tauropolos(IT, 1442-1461).Iphigeneia,for her part, is to be the priestessof
Artemis at Brauron,whereshe is also to be burieel after her eleathanel receiveas an
offering the clothesof womenwho haveelieel giving birth.

<JÈ 0' allCPt <JEllvaç, 'IcplyÉVWX, [ÀdllaKO'.ç]
Bpaupooviaç OEt 'tnOE KÀnOOUXEtV SEl?:'
oÙ Kat 'tESa\jfn Kœ,Savoû<Ja, Kat 1tÉ1tÀOOV

1465 &yaÀlla <JOI S11<JOU<J1V ｅｕＱｴｾｖｏｕ iJcpaç,
aç av yuVatKEç EV 't6K01Ç \jfuxoppaYEtç
Ài1too<J' EV olKolç.

And you, Iphigeneia,in the holy meadowsof Brauronmust selve this goddessas
her temple warder. When you die, you will lie buried here, and they will dedicatefor
your delight the rinely woven garmentswhich women who die in childbirth leave
behind in their houses.13

9 For a summary and discussionof the sources,see F. JOUAN (ed.), Euripide. TOII/e VIII.

!pbigéllie à Aulis, Paris, 1983 (Collectioll des ulliversités de Fra Ilce), p. 9-52; M.B. HOLLlNSHEAD,
"Against Iphigeneia'sadytoll in three mainland temples",AJA 89 (985), p. 420-430; P. BRULÉ, Lafille
d'Atbèlles.La rellgioll desfilles à Atbènesà l'époqueclassique.Mytbes, culteset société,Paris, 1987
(Celltre de recbercbesd'bistoire allcielllle, 76), p. 180-203; K. DOWDEN, Deatb alld tbe II/aidell:
Girls' illitiatioll rites ill GreekII/ytbology, London & New York, 1989, p. 10-24; S. ARETZ, Die Opferullg
der !pbigelleia ill Aulis. Die Rezeptiolldes ｊ ｬ ｾ Ｉ Ｇ ｦ ｢ ｯ ｳ ill alltikell ulld II/odemell Drall/ell, Stuttgart &
Leipzig, 1999 (BeitragezurAltertulI/skullde, 131), p. 47-229.

10 PROKLOS, Cbrestolllatbia (Allen, p. 104, 12-20); cf ARETZ, O.C. (n. 9), p. 47-51.

11 Fr. 23a, 17-26 and 23b (J'vlerkelbach& West); cf STESICHOROS,fr. 215 (PMG). See also
HOLLINSHEAD, l.c. (n. 9), p. 421, n. 5; BRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 182; ARETZ, O.c. (n. 9), p. 60-61.

12 AEscH., Ag., 228-247;SOPH.,Ef., 537, 545 and 575-576;cf JOUAN, O.c. (n. 9), p. 12-14; AnETZ, O.c.
(n. 9), p. 62-86. At the beginningof the IT 0-31), Euripidesgives a sumlmuy of Iphigeneia'sraIe at
Aulis. On the c1ifficulties in the text of the lA in which the sacrifice of Iphigeneia is outlined, see
JOUAN, o.c. (n.9), p.26-28; Id., "Autour du sacrifice d'Iphigénie", in Texte et ill/Clge: Actes du
colloque il1fematiollal de CbCllltil()1 (13 ClU 15 octobre 1982), Paris, 1984 (Cel1fre de recbercbesde
l'Ulliversité deParis X), p. 61-74; ARETZ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 110-114.

13 EUR.,IT, 1462-1467,translationby D. KOVACS, Euripides, Trojall l/IolI/en. Ipbigellia (/II/Ollg tbe
Taul'iCi IlS. 1011, Cambridge,Mass., & London, 1999 (Loeb ClassicalLibrCIIY). For the conjecture(line
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The rest of the information concerningIphigeneia'spresenceat Brauron is to be
founcl in the scholia to the Leiclen MS of Aristophanes'Lysistmta.14

645a apKwç Bpaupwviotç: apK10v /-!t/-!ou/-!Evm 1à ＯＭＡｵ｡Ｑｾｰｴｯｖ EÇE1ÉÂOUV. a.t apK1Euo/-!Evm oÈ 1ft
8Ei!> KpOKW1àv 11/-!qltÉVVUVW. Kat aUVE1ÉÂoUV Ｑｾｖ 8uaÎav 1ft Bpaupwvi<t 'Ap1É/-!tOt Kat 1ft
MOUVIXi<t E1ttÂEYo/-!Evm 1tap8Évot oihE Ｑ ｴ ｰ ｅ ｡ ｾ ｕ Ｑ ｅ ｰ ｭ oÉKa E1i.OV 01J1E EÂaHouç 1tÉV1E.
E1tE1ÉÂOUV oÈ dlV 8uaiav at KOpa.t EK/-!EtÂtaaO/-!Evm Ｑ ｾ ｖ 8EOV, ｅＱｴｅｴｏｾ Ât/-!i!>

1tEpt1tE1t1roKaatV Ot 'A81lvalot apKWV iWÉpav aVllP11K01EÇ 1ft Ｘ ｅ ｾ Ｎ Ot oÈ 1tEpt Ｑｾｖ

'IqltyÉvEtaV EV Bpaupi.Ovi qlaatv, OUK EV AuÂÎot. EUqlopÎwv'

ayxiaÂov Bpaupi.Ova, ｋ ｅ ｖ ｾ ｰ ｴ ｯ ｖ 'IqltYEvEiaç

645b OOKEl Ｇａｹ｡ｾｬＯＭＡｶｷｖ aqlaytaam Ｑ ｾ ｖ '[qltyÉVEtaV EV Bpaupi.Ovt, OUK EV AuÂÎot, Kat apK10v

aV1' ｡ ｕ Ｑ ｾ  Ｌ OUK ËÂaqlov ｯＰＸｾｶｭＮ 08EV ＯＭＡｵ｡Ｑｾｰｴｯｖ ayouatv a,u1ft.

The main contentof the scholion645a-cconcernsthe cult of Artemis. At the encl
of 645a, however, it is statecl that "what they say about Iphigeneia took place at
Brauron,not at Aulis", Le. referring to the story of her being sacrificed.As a support
for this version, presumab1y,the scholiast quotes a line from the 3rd-century-BC
writer Euphorion: "Brauron near the sea, the cenotaphof Iphigeneia",15The next
sectionof the scholionon the sameline (645b) a1soexp1ainsthat Agamemnonkillecl
Iphigeneiaat Brauronancl not at Aulis ancl adcls that shewas replacedby a bearancl
not by a c1eer.Furthermore,a mysterionis ce1ebrateclto her there(Le. to Iphigeneiaat
Brauron).

This is the extant eviclencefor Iphigeneia'spresenceat Brauron as given in the
literalY sources.The main prob1emconcernsto what extent the information in the
scholia, inclucling the quotation from Euphorion, is to be regardeclas providing
evidenceindependent1yof Euripides, and thereforecorroboratinghim, or whether
thesesourcesmay have been influencecl or inspired by the IT. 16 The information
found in the various sourcesis not only of variousdatesand qualities but is a1sonot
entirely consistent,particu1arly when it comes to exp1ainingwhy Iphigeneia was
presentat Brauronancl what happenedto her there.

However, the evidencefor Iphigeneia'sconnectionwith Brauron is a little more
complicated.Brauronwas the seatof a ritua1 callecl the arkteia, probab1yperformecl
on a pentetericbasis ancl serving as an initiation into womanhoocl,during which
young, Atheniangirls stayedat the sanctuary.17The aitia of the arkteia are comp1ex

1462)  Ｎ ､ ｾ ｬ ｏ Ｚ ｋ ｏ Ｚ ￇ (meadows)insteadof ｋ  Ｎ ｩ ｾ ｬ ｏ Ｚ ｋ ｏ Ｚ ￇ (stairs), seeKOND/S, I.c. (n. 3), p. 165-166; KOVACS,
o.c', p. 307.

14 Schol. AR., Lys., 645a-b (Hangard). This scholion is not preservedin the other i'vISS of the
Lysistrata; for discussionand evidence,see \'(1. SALE, "The temple-legendsof the Arkteia", Rbil1118
(975), p. 265-284. The passagein Aristophanes concerns the chorus, describing its good
educationalbackground(Lys., 641-648) as a participant in various religious rites, among which was
the Brauronia.

15 B.A. VAN GRONINGEN, ElIpborion, Amsterdam, 1977, no. 95. This line is also quoted by
NONNOS, Dion. XIII, 186.

16 For Euripides' invention of cuIts or aspectsof cuIts giving rise to a literary tradition in later
sourcesrather than the later sourcesconfirming Euripides' account, see S. SCULLlON, "Tradition
and invention in Euripideanaitiology", lCS 24-25 0999-2000),p. 222-223.

17 On the arkteia, see, for example, KAHIL (965), I.c. (n. 6), p. 25-26; A. BRELlCH, Paides e
pal'tbenoi, Rome, 1969 (Inclinabilla graecae, 36), p. 240-279; Ch. SOURVINOU, "Aristophanes,
Lysistrata,641-647", CQ 65 (971), p. 339-342;KAHIL (977), I.c. (n. 6), p. 86-98; A. HENRICHS, "Human
sacrifice in Greek religion: Three casestudies", in J. RUDHARDT & O. REVERDIN (eds.), Le sacrifice
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but can be saiei to concernthe expiationfor the killing of a bearsacreclto Artemis.18

The goclcless punishecl the Athenians with a plague, which was liftecl by the
execution of the instructions from Delphi to the Athenians to "sacrifice" their
claughtersto Artemis. This sacrifice was accomplisheclby letting the girls spencl a
periocl of time, probably less than a year, at her sanctuary.19The culminationof this
ritual hasbeensuggesteclto have takenplacecluring the Brauroniafestiva1.2o

What is the link betweenIphigeneia ancl the ar/i!,teia , if any? There is, in fact,
surprisinglylittle information on Iphigeneia'sconnectionwith this ritual at Brauran.It
is interestingto note that Euripiclesseemsto makeno referenceto the arkteia in the
IT, whenhe oudinesIphigeneia'sraIe at Brauranas a recipientof cult after her cleath.
More explicit are the scholia to the Leiclen MS of the Lysistratawhich commentthat
a mysterionwas performecl to her.21 This mysterionhas beentaken to refer to the
arkteia in somesense,since there are other testimoniaspeakingof the arkteia in
similar terms.22 Still, it cannotbe rulecl out that the connectionmacle in the scholion

dans l'antiquité, Geneva,1981 (Entretiellssur l'alltiquité classique,27), p. 207-208; H. LLOYD-JONES,
"Artemis and Iphigeneia",JHS 103 (1983), p. 92-93 ane! 97-98; P. PERLMAN, "Plato Laws 833C-834D
and the bearsof Brauron", GRES24 (1983), p. 115-130;HOLLINSHEAD, I.e. (n. 9), p. 426-427;OSBORNE,
o.c. (n. 2), p. 162-172; BRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 179-222; Ch. SOURVINOU-INWOOD, Studies ill girls'
/ransi/iolls: A,pec/sof the arlJ/eia alld age represelltatiolls ill Attic ico/70gmphy,Athens, 1988,
passill/; DOWDEN, o.c. (n. 9), p. 25-32; R. HAMILTON, "Alkman ane! the Athenian arkteia", Hesperia58
(1989), p. 449-472, esp. 459-462; Ch. SOURVINOU-INWOOD, "Lire l'arkteia - lire les images, les textes,
l'animalité", DHA 16:2 (1990), p.45-60; Ch. SOURVINOU-INWOOD, "Ancient rites and moe!ern
constructs:On the Brauronian bearsagain", BICS 37 (1990), p. 1-14; P. BONNECHERE,Le sacr!l/ce
hUlI/aill ell GrèceallGielllle, Athens& Liège, 1994 (Ker/70s, suppl. 3), p. 27-38.

18 SOURVINOU-INWOOD (1988), o.c. (n. 17); SALE, I.e. (n. 14); HOLLINSHEAD, I.e. (n. 9), p. 426-427.

19 For discussionson the age of the ark/oi, suggestionsranging betweenfive ane! ten years of
age or ten to fourteen or fifteen, see SOURVINOU-INWOOD (1988), o.c. (n. 17), p. 15 ane! 59-67;
SOURVINOU (1971), I.e. (n. 17), p. 339-342;T.C.\'(!. STINTON, "Iphigeneiaane! the bearsof Brauron", CQ
70 (1976), p. 11-13; PERLMAN, I.e. (n. 17), p. 115-130; HOLLINSHEAD, I.e. (n. 9), p. 427; DOWDEN, o.c.
(n. 9), p. 28-31.

20 For the Brauronia,seeAth.pol., 54.6; AR., Pac., 873-874;schol. AR., Pac., 874b (Holwere!a). On
its Iink with the arkteia, see1. DEUBNER, AttischeFeste,Berlin, 1932, p. 207-208; SOURVINOU-INWOOD
(1988), o.c. (n. 17), p. 21; E. SIMON, Festivals of Attica: Ali archaeologicalCOlI/mentCII)', Madison,
1983 (Wiscollsill S/udies ill Classics), p. 83-88; 1. BODsoN, "L'initiation artémisiaque",in]. RIES &

H. LIMET (edsJ,Les ri/es d'illitiation: Ac/esdu colloque de Liège et de Louvain-la-Neuve,20-21
novembre1984, Louvain-la-Neuve,1986 (Homo religiosus, 13), p. 300-302;DOWDEN, o.c. (n. 9), p. 31;
HAMILTON, I.e. (n. 17), p. 459-460.

21 The II/ysterion in the scholion presumablymust be connectee!with Iphigeneia, although in
the first part of the scholion (645a) a mysterionis said to be performedto Artemis.

22 For example, HESYCH., S.V. à,PKTdu;HARP., S.V. OEKUTEUEIV; seealso S.G. COLE, "The social
function of rituals of maturation:The koureion and the arkteia", ZPE 55 (1984), p. 240; BRULÉ, o.c.
(n. 9), p. 184; cf OSBORNE,o.e. (n. 2), p. 164-165;SOURVINOU-INWOOD (BICS1990), I.e. (n. 17), p. 10-12.
The mys/erioll is thought to be depictee!on a red-figure kmteriskosof the type connectedwith the
arlJ/eia. The sceneshows Artemis and Apollon ane! a man ane! a woman with bear's heae!sor
masks, taken by KAHIL ([1977] I.e. ln. 6J, p. 86-98) to be the priestessand the priest at Brauron or a
priestessand an acolyte; see Ead., "Le sanctuairede I3rauron et la religion grecque", CRAI 1988,
p. 799-813. Otherssuggestthat the sceneshows the myth of Kallisto and Arkas (SIMON, o.c. [no 20],
p. 87-88; BRULÉ, O.C. [no 9], p. 255). To actually depict the central theme or action of a II/ysterion
seems,however, to go againstthe whole idea of the secretcharacterof such a ritual. Furthermore,
there is no evidencefor a priest of Artemis at Brauron. The inscriptions used to support such a
notion (see, for example, B. JORDAN, Servallts of the gods: A stUCZ)! in the religion, bistol)' and
litemture off!lih-cen/ul)' Athens,G6ttingen, 1979 [HYPoll/nemata,55), p. 33-34, and R.S.]. GARLAND,
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betweenthe mysterion celebratedta Iphigeneia ancl the arkteia is a seconclalY
clevelopment.These later sourcesmay actually have conflated the arkteia ancl
Euripicles'versionof the Iphigeneialegend.

The replacementof Iphigeneia by a bear instead of a deer at her sacrifice by
Agamemnonhasalso beenseenas a link betweenher and the arktoi of the arkteia.23

This variant of the stOlY is, however, at the earliesteviclencedin a post-Euripiclean
sourceand, more importantly, is there describedas taking place at Aulis and not at
Brauron.24

A further connectionbetweenIphigeneiaand the arkteia has beenargueclfrom
languageusecl in the description of her cleath at Aulis in the Agamemnonby
Aischylos. Here, Iphigeneiais saiel ta let her saffran-colouredclressClzrokotos)slip ta
the graundbeforeher beingsacrificecl,an action believecl ta echothe bearsshedding
the krokotosas part of the arkteia, as describedin the Lysistrateby Aristophanes.25

The languageusecl by bath Aischylos and Aristophaneshas been suggestedta
depenclon rituallanguageand in the caseof the Agamemnonta refer ta Iphigeneia's
raie in the arkteia.26 However, since the krokotoswas a bridai veil, it is possiblethat
in Aischylos' play Iphigeneiawaswearing the !z/"Okotosas a part of her preparationfor
the presumedmarriage ta Achilles. Aischylos may simply be applying the ritual
terminalogy of the arkteia in order ta allucle ta a ritual centringon the preparationof
young girls for marriage without this necessarilyimplying that Iphigeneiaactually
fonned part of this ritual at Brauran.

Finally, the most frequently evoked argumentfor Iphigeneia belonging ta the
arkteia has beenta considerthe structureof the Iphigeneiastory as being paralleled
by the ait/a for the arkteia and thereforethis ritual has beentaken as an indication
of Iphigeneia'spresenceat Brauran.27 On a generallevel,the expiationof the killing
of the bear by the "sacrifice" of young girls can be saiel ta be a counterpartta the
stOlY of Iphigeneiabeing sacrificecl by her father in orcler ta placateArtemis ancl ta

"Religious authority in Archaic and ClassicalAthens", AB5A 79 (984), p. 88-89), have beenshown
by LINDERS (D.C. [no 8], p. 6) not actually to concernBrauron; cf BODSON, I.c. (n. 20), p. 308.

23 OSBOHNE, D.C. (n. 2), p. 164; BRULÉ, D.C. (n. 9), p. 191-206; Ch. WOLFF, "Euripides' Iphigeneia
amDng the Tallrians: Aetiology, l'HuaI, and myth", elAllt 11 (992), p. 322-323.

24 See the 4th-century-BC writer PHANODEMOS, FCrHist, 325, F 14 (ap. Et.l'm. Magll., S.V.
Tuupo1toÂ.ov);cf schol. AR., Lys., 645b (Hangard).The EtymDIDgiclIm Magllllm also statesthat there
was a third versionof this sto1')', in which Iphigeneiawas replacedby a bull. Bears are occasionally
found as votive gifts in sanctuaries,but they were not exclusively dedicatedto Artemis, as is shown
by examplesfrom the Argive Heraion and the sanctuaryof Athena Alea at Tegea, see E. BEVAN,
"The goddessArtemis, and the dedicationof bearsin sanctllaries",AB5A 82 (987), p. 17-21.

25 AESCH., Ag., 239, KpOKOU ｾ｡ｬｰＮｓ 0' ÈK 1tÉVOOVOEXEua.cr'; AR., Lys., 645, KaTUXÉOUcru làv KpoKûHàv
apKlos ｾ BpuupwvlolS, seeSOURVINOU (971), I.c. (n. 17), p, 341; SOURVINOU-INWOOD (988), D.C.
(n. 17), p. 132; OSBORNE, D.C. (n. 2), p. 164. For an alternative interpretationof the AgamemnDIl
passage,seeN.B. BOOTH, "A fllrther note on KpOKOU ｾ｡＼ｰ｡ｳ in AeschylusAg. 239", EranDS 85 (987),
p.64-65.

26 SOURVINOU-INWOOD (988), D.C. (n. 17), p. 132-133; cf D.D. HUGHES, HlImall sacrijlce ill
allcient Creece, London& New York, 1991, p. 84.

27 SOURVINOU-INWOOD (988), D.C. (n. 17), p. 132; Eac!. (DHA 1990), I.e. (n. 17), p. 52-53; BRULÉ,
D.C. (n. 9), p. 179-222and 249; HENRICHS, I.c. (n. 17), p. 198-208;LLOYD-JONES, I.c. (n. 17), p. 91-96;
BRELICH, D.C. (n. 17), p. 242-246and 277; OSBOHNE, D,C. (n. 2), p. 162-169;DowDEN, D.C. (n. 9), p. 9-47;
L. KAHIL, "Iphigeneia",LIMe 5:1 (990), p. 718-719;HUGHES, D.C. (n. 26), p. 83-85; WOLFF, I.c. (n. 23),
p. 323; BONNECHERE,D.C. (n. 17), p. 31-35; SCULLION, I.c. (n. 16), p. 228; ARETZ, D.C. (n. 9), p. 41-46, and
89.
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procurethe desiredwinds. Although the replacementof the young girl by an animal
victim occupiesa centralplacein both stories,thereare substantialdifferences.In the
aetiologicalmyths of the arkteia, the young girl interactswith the bear, presumably
provoking it, and subsequentlygetshurt, which leadsto the bearbeing killed by her
father, brothers or male membersof the community, causing the anger of the
goddess.In the caseof Iphigeneia,shepersonallyhas no part in releasingthe wrath
of Artemis and she has no contact with any animal sacredto the goddess.It is
Agamemnonwho causesthe divine hostility, eitherby actingwith hubris or by killing
a sacredanimal. Furthermore,on a more concretelevel, there is a great distinction
betweenwhat the young girls did at the arkteia and what happenedto Iphigeneia.
The arkteia aimed at transforming the girls into marriageableyoung women and
subsequentlygynai, a processwhich can be said to be completedonly when they
had given birth to their first child.28 Thoughthe pretext for Iphigeneiabeing brought
to Aulis was marriage,her statusat Brauron, as describedby Euripides,the principal
sourceof her presenceat that site, was to servethe goddess,unmarriedand without
any children, at the sanctua1Yuntil her death.29 Therefore,it is difficult to perceive
Iphigeneiaas the direct prototypeof the bears.30

One further problemin using the arkteia as an argumentfor Iphigeneiareceiving
a cult at Brauronis the fact that the ritual was not exclusivelyconfined to this site but
definitely also took place at the sanctuaryof Artemis Mounychia in the Peiraieus,
perhapson a yearly basis,31At Mounychia, the aitia for the ritual show many
similarities to the aitia for the arkteia at Brauron and the storiesare likely to have
some connection,even though any certainty as to which one affected the other
seemsimpossible.32 Of great interest in this context is a particular class of pottery
consideredto be connectedwith the arlilteia: small, black-figurekrateriskoi datedto
the 6th and the 5th centuriesBe. They are decoratedwith scenesof running girls,
altars and palm trees and are thought to show certain elementsof the ritual. The
function of the vasesis unlmown, but a red-figure sherd (c. 440-430Be) found at
Brauron showsan altar with a tumbling krateriskosin front of it, a scenewhich has
beentaken as evidencefor thesevesselsbeingusedfor libationsat the altar.33 A small
number of krateriskoi show tracesof ash inside and may perhapshave servedas
tbymiateria. In any case,the krateriskoiwere probablyusedfor different purposes.

Quite a few krateriskoi have beenfound at Brauronand at Mounychia but they
are also known from the sanctuaryof Artemis Brauroniaon the AthenianAcropolis,

28 DOWDEN, a.c. (n. 9), p. 201-202.

29 The aitia outlining the backgroundof the arkteia does not commentupon the fate of the
girl who was attackedby the bear.

30 On the distinctions betweenthe arktai and Iphigeneia,seeSOURVINOU-INWOOD (1988), a.c.
(n. 17), p. 52-54; E. KEARNS, "The nature of heroines" in S. BLUNDELL & M. WILLIAMSON (eds.), 77Je
sacredal1d t!Je femil1il1e il1 al1cientGreece,London & New York, 1998, p. 101. Iphigeneiabeing a
prototype for the priestessesof Artemis at Brauron is also questionable,sinee some of these
actually had children, seeOSBORNE,a.c. (n. 2), p. 160-161;BRULÉ, a.c. (n. 9), p. 209.

31 On the arkteia at Brauron and JVlounychia, respectively, see SALE, l.c. (n. 14), p. 265-284;
DEUBNER, a.c. (n. 20), p. 204-208; E. KEARNS, 77Je !JeroesafAttica, London, 1989 (BICS, suppl. 57),
p. 29-32; cf BRELICH, a.c. (n. 17), p. 245-256;ARETZ, a.c. (n. 9), p. 44-45.

32 For possible lines of developl11ent,see SALE, l.c. (n. 14), p. 265-284; HENRICHS, l.c. (n. 17),
p. 199-203;BRULÉ, a.c. (n. 9), p. 182-186;DO\'i'DEN, a.c. (n. 9), p. 20-23.

33 KAHIL (1963), l.c. (n. 6), p. 25-26, no. 56 and pl. 14:3; Ead. (1977), l.c. (n. 6), p. 88; Ead., l.c.
(n. 22), p. 806; SOURVINOU-INWOOD (BICS1990), l.c. (n. 17), p. 13.
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the sanctuaryof Artemis Agroteraat Athens, the AthenianAgora and the caveof Pan
and the Nymphsat Eleusis,thoughonly in small numbers.34 The sanctualYof Artemis
at Halai Araphenidesseemsta haveyielclecl more of this particularkincl of pottery.35

The spreadof this classof pottery has beentakenas an inclication of the arkteia
being wiclely practised.36 The differencesin the quantitiesof krateriskoi founcl at
Brauron and Mounychia, on the one hand, and at the other sites, on the other, are
significant. Therefore, it seemsmore plausible ta assumethat, while the ritual was
actually practisecl at Brauron and Mounychia, finclings of krateriskoi at other
sanctuariesmay be seen as cleclications commemoratingthe participation in the
arkteia at either of thesetwo former sites or simply as dedicationsmarking that the
arkteia age had passecl.37 In any case, the distribution of the krateriskoi at such a
numberof sanctuariesactuallyweakensthe Hnk betweenIphigeneiaancl the arkteia,
since none of the other fincl-spots can be shawn ta have hacl any certain cultic
connectian with her.38

Most importantly, there is no connectionbetweenIphigeneiaancl the sanctualY
of Artemis at Mounychia. Even though the killing of a bear and a young girl either
being hurt or sacrificeclare part of the myth, bath at Mounychia and at Brauron, that
is not enough ta postulateIphigeneia'spresencealso at Mounychia. It has been
suggestedthat the Mounychia arkteia may have beentaken over from Brauron, but,
if Iphigeneiaformed part of this ritual, we then have ta assumethat she got lost on
the way.39Altogether, however, it seemsequally possiblethat Iphigeneiawas not a

34 Brauronand general:KAHIL (1965), f.c. (n. 6), p. 20-33, Ead., f.c. (n. 22), p. 804-805,ail black-
figure examples;(i BRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 250-256;DOWDEN, o.c. (n. 9), p. 31-34; HAMILTON, f.c. (n. 17),
p. 449-472. The Athenian Acropolis and the Agora: L. KAHIL, "Le 'cratérisque'd'Artémis et le
Brauronion de l'Acropole", Hesperia 50 (1981), p. 253-263. Mounychia: L. PALAIOKRASSA, "Neue
Befundeaus dem Heiligtum der Artemis Munichia", AM 104 (1989), p. 1-40; L. PALAIOKRASSA, Tà iepà
rijç 'ApTéJ1d50ç MovvIx{aç, Athens, 1991 (Bl{3À,lOfHp<'1) rijç èv 'A8ryvazç 'APXalOÀ,0Y110)Ç 'Eralpefaç, 115),
p. 74-82 and 147-162; HAMILTON, f.c. (n. 17), p. 449-472. Three red-figure krateriskoi of unknown
provenienceshowingritual scenesare also known; seeKAHIL (1977), f.c. (n. 6), p. 86-98.

35 The krateriskoi were found in connectionwith a small building with a porch and a back
room c. 200 m to the south of the main temple. Recoveredwere also figurines, jewellery and
GeometriepottelY; seeK. EUSTRATIOU, "0 vû-oçrl'\ç Taup01t6ÀouAp'tÉI.1l00Ç (HI'\ Aouwa", ApXalOÀ,oy{a 39
(1991), p. 73.

36 COLE, f.c. (n. 22), p. 242. SIMON (o.c. [no 201, p. 86) thinks that ail sanctuarieswith /Jra/eriskoi
also housedthe ark/eia, since ail are sanctuariesof Artemis. She "fails" to mention the cave of Pan,
however.

37 SeeSOURVINOU-INWOOD (1988), O.C. (n. 17), p. 116, who also arguesthat thesesanctuariesare
too disparate for ail of them to have been the seats of the arkteia. If the krateriskoi were
commemorativededieations,their spreadand use can be seen as similar to that of Panathenaie
prize amphorai.

38 A cult of Iphigeneiaat Halai hasbeenarguedby]. TRAVLOS, "TpElç vaol rTjç 'Ap'tÉJ.lIOoç;AÙÀlo(aç,
Taup01t6ÀouKO'.1 Bpauprov(aç",in U. ]ANTZEN (ed.), Nelle Forscbllngen im griecbiscben Hefigtûmern:
Interna/iona/en Symposion in Olympia uom 10. bis 12. O/a/ober 1974 anfâssicb der
Hlindertjal1/feier der Abteifllng Atben IInd der delltscben Alisgrablingen in Ofympia, Tübingen,
1976, p. 197-205; KAHIL (1977), f.c. (n. 6), p. 96; BRULÉ, D.C. (n. 9), p. 192-200. See, however, the
argumentsagainstthis suggestionpresentedby HOLLINSHEAD, f.c. (n. 9), p. 427-428and 435-438.

39 On Iphigeneia being absentfrom the cult of Artemis Nlounychia, see L. KAHIL, "Artémis et
Iphigénie: Artémis, les enfantset les animaux", in Tranqllifitas: l11éfanges en f'bonnetll' de Tran tam
Tinb, Quebec,1994 (Coffec/ion Hier pOlir at(jollrd'blli, 7), p. 284. For suggestionsas to how the
traditions at Brauron, Mounychia and Aulis may have developedand affectedeachother, seeSALE,
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basiecomponentof the al'kteia. We may, in fact, be dealingwith an early aition for
the ritual consistingof a young girl and a bear, onto whieh at Brauronthe Iphigeneia
story has been grafted, since certain similarities in the stories facilitated such a
match.40

On the basisof the evidenceoutlined above,and chiefly Euripides, the excavatorof
Brauron,JohnPapadimitriou,identified a seriesof structuresin a caveor deft to the
south-eastof the templeof Artemis as the tomb or !Jeroon of Iphigeneia(Fig. l, no.
7, andFigs. 2-3),41 The roof of this cavecollapsedin the mid-5th centuryBe and the
structureswithin were subsequentlyreplaced by a small building at the north-
westernentranceof the former cave (Fig. l, no. 6, and Fig. 3). Papadimitriou'stwo
main argumentsfor locating the tomb of Iphigeneiaon this spot were the finding of
four gravesin the area, interpretedas the burials of later priestessesof Artemis, and
his daim that a cavewas partieularlysuitablefor Iphigeneia,since heroeswere often
saiel to receiveworship in caves.42

In the Ip!Jigeneia among t!Je Taul'ians, Euripides further stated that Iphigeneia
was to be given the dothesof womenwho had cliee! in childbirth.43 A shallow stoa
situatedalong an opencourtyardin the northernsectionof the greatstoa at Brauron
has been suggestedto have housedthese textile offerings, displayed on wooden
boardsplacedin stonebases(Fig. l, no. 12, and Figs. 4_5).44 This back part of the
stoa, where the dothesallegedlywere housed,only communieatee!with the central
part of the sanctuaryby a narrow passage,an arrangementsuggestedto be
appropriatefor the apotropaiccharacterof theseofferings, as weIl as for the negative
and death-associatedcult of Iphigeneia,whieh was separatee!from the more positive
ane! life-embracingcult of Artemis.45

Iphigeneia'spresencehas also beenrecognizedin the layout of the temple of
Artemis (Fig. l, no. 1). The cella of the temple had an adyton, a featurewhieh has
beenconsideree!as characteristieof the worship of a chthoniandivinity, whosecult
hae! to be set off and separatee! from the more public sphereof the rest of the
sanctuary.46

I.e. (n. 14); DOWDEN, o.c. (n.9), p. 20-24. There is, however, neither literary nor archaeological
eviclencefor a cult of Iphigeneiaat Aulis; seeHOLLINSHEAD, I.e. (n. 9), p. 423-424.

40 On ar/illeia being an olel ritual, seeOSBORNE,O.C. (n. 2), p. 163; K. DOWDEN, "Ivlyth: Brauron
ancl beyoncl",DHA 16:2 (1990), p. 33-36ancl 42; cf Id., o.c. (n. 9), p. 194-197.

41 PAAH1955, p. 118-119;PAAH1956, p. 75-77; PAAH1957, p. 42-45; Ergoll 1956, p. 25-28; Ergoll
1957, p. 20-22; PAPADIMITRIOU, I.e. (n. 4), p. 113-115.

42 SeePAAH1955, p. 118-119and pl. 38 a; PAAH 1956, p. 76-77 ancl pl. 19 g; Ergoll 1956, p. 27;
Ergoll 1957, p. 22; PAPADIMITRIOU, I.e. (n.4), p. 115; for the buriais, see further below, p. 77-78.
Papadimitriou provicled no evidence to support his assertionof the connectionbetweenheroes
and caves.

43 EUR., Fr, 1464-1467.

44 Ergoll 1961, p. 29; KONDlS, I.e. (n. 3), p. 173-175;BOUMS, o.c. (n. 5), p. 122 and 182; COLE, I.c.
(n. 22), p. 239; cf TRAVLOS, O.c. (n. 3), p. 55.

45 KONDlS, I.e. (n. 3), p. 161-162ancl 174-175.

46 TRAVLOS, I.e. (n. 38), p. 197-205; cf 1. KAHlL, "La cléesseArtémis: Mythologie et icono-
graphie", in ].N. COLDSTREAM & M.A.R. COLLEDGE (eds.), Greecealld Italy /11 tbe Classical wor/d:
Acta of tbe X/tb IlItemaliollal COllgress 0/ ClassicalArcbaeology.LOlldon, 3-9 September1978,
London, 1979, p. 77; Ead. (1977), I.e. (n. 6), p. 95-96; BRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 193-195; DOWDEN, o.c.
(n. 9), p. 38; KAHIL, I.e. (n. 27), p. 716; H. LOHMANN, "Brauron", NellePailly 2 (1997), p. 763.
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Fig. 1. Plan of the sanctuaryof Artemis at Brauron (including both Archaic and Classicalphases).
From BOURAS, Q.C. (n. 5), fig. 1.

1. Templeof Artemis; 2. Spring; 3. Westernterrace;4. Rock-eutterrace;5. Chapel of Ag. Georgios;
6. "Snmll Temple"; 7. Buildings within the cave area;8. "SacredHouse"; 9. Easternbuilding;

10. Polygonalterrace;11. Greatstoa; 12. Northernsectionof the stoa; 13. Bridge.
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It is interesting to note that the linking of these archaeologicalremains with
Iphigeneiais basednot only on the written sourcesbut also on the argumentthat
she, as a heroine, had a chthonian characterdistinct from that of Artemis, who
belongedto the Olympiansphere.What the literaIY sourcestell us aboutthe cult and
rituals of Iphigeneia at Brauron has been interpretedalong the lines of what is
commonly assumedin the scholarly literature to be typical of a chthoniandivinity
and from this fol1ows the assumptionthat the cult of chthonian divinities took
certainexpressionsand that theseare traceablein the archaeologicalrecord.

The division of Greek religion into an Olympian and a chthoniansphereis an
approachwhich has gradually come to be questioned,most of aIl, since what
constitutesthe Olympian and the chthonian respectivelyseemsto be more of a
literalY construct,both ancientand modern, than a basicfeatureof practised,ancient
Greek cult.47 A further complicationis the fact that many of the typically chthonian
traits seemto be absentfrom the archaeologicalrecord.48 This shouldbe kept in mind
whenstudyingthe cult of Iphigeneiaat Brauron.

The at'Chaeology of Iphigeneia

The identificationof the caveand its structureswith the burial placeof Iphigeneia
mentionedby Euripides and of the northernsectionof the stoa and the adyton as
connectedwith her cult have been more or less unanimouslyacceptedamong
scholars.49 And is there, in fact, any reasonfor doubt? The starting-point in this
identification has beento apply the literalY sourcesto the archaeologicalevidence.
To basethe evaluationof Iphigeneiachiefly on the literary sourcesmay seemto be
the only courseof action, since the archaeologicalmaterial is still to a large extent
only accessiblefrom preliminary reports.so On the other hand, the archaeological

47 See,for example,R. SCHLESIER, "Olymplan versusChthonianreligion", SCI11 (1991-92),p. 38-
51; F.T. VAN STRATEN, Hierà kahi. Imagesof animal sacri/lce in Archaic and Classical Greece,
Leiden, 1995 (ReligIons in the Graeco-Romanworld, 127), p. 165-167;K. CLINTON, "A new lex sacra
l'rom Selinus: Kindly Zeuses,Eumenides,impure and pure Tritopatores, and elasteroi", CPh 91
(1996), p. 159-179; EKROTH, O.C. (n. 1), passim.Seealso S. SCULLlON, "Olympian and chthonian",
ClAnt 13 (1994), p. 75-119.

48 See, for example, the use and meaning of the terms escharaand bothl'Os discussedin
EKROTH, o.c. (n. 1), p. 23-74; Ead., "Altars in Greek hero-cuIts: A review of the archaeological
evidence", in R. HiiGG (ed.), Ancient Greek cult-practice j;"Om the archaeological euidence.
Proceedingsof the Fourth International Seminal'on ancientGreela cult, organizedby the Swedish
Insti/ute at Athens,22-24 October1993, Stockholm, 1998 (ActaAth-8°, 15), p. 117-130; Ead, "Altars
on Attic vases: The identification of bomosand escham",in Ch. SCHEFFER (ee!.), Cemmics in
context: Proceedingsof the Intel'l1ordic col1oquium on ancientpottel)' held at Stockholm,13-15
June1997, Stockholm, 2001 (StockholmStudiesin ClassicalArchaeology,12), p. 115-126.

49 KONDIS, I.c. (n. 3), p. 166; P.G. THmIELlS, Braul'On: Führer durch das Heiligtum und das
Museum,Athens, 1974, p. 24-26; Id., "Zayopâ. nÔÀ1Ç ｾ VEKpÔTCOÀ1Ç;", ArchEph 1975, p. 251; Id.,
FrühgriechischeGrabbauten,Mainz am Rhein, 1976, p. 53; ABRAMSON, o.c. (n. 1), p. 183-185; KAHIL
(1977), I.c. (n. 6), p. 96; Ead., "Mythological repertoireof Brauron", in \V.G. MOON (ed.), Ancient
Greela art and iconography, Madison & London, 1983 (Wisconsin Studies in Classics), p. 232;
OSBORNE,o.c. (n. 2), p. 156 and 164; TRAvLOs, I.c. (n. 38), p. 198; GARLAND, I.c. (n. 22), p. 88-89;
BODSON, I.e. (n. 20), p. 306; BRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 179; TRAVLOS, o.c. (n. 3), p. 55; DOWDEN, o.c. (n. 9),
p. 25, 38 and45; HUGHES, o.c. (n. 26), p. 83.

50 For a certain scepticismtowards the litenuy sources,see HOLLINSHEAD, I.e. (n. 9), p. 425;
J. MYLONOPOULOS & F. BUBENHEIMER, "Beitriige zur Topographiedes Artemision von Brauron", AA
1996,p. 15-16; DEOUDI, o.c. (n. 1), p. 70-71.
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material so far known from Brauron offers such a variety of evidence(architectural
remains,sculpture,pottelY and other votive objects) that it seemsfruitful at least to
attempt the oppositeprocedure,namely to seewhetherarchaeologycan throw any
light on the literal'y sources. Furthermore, it is also of interest to evaluate the
archaeologicalmaterial on its own conditionswithin its own particularcontext, both
in relation to Brauronitself and in relation to Greeksanctuariesat large.

Are, in fact, the role and function ascribed to Iphigeneia on the basis of the
literalY sourcesreaIly reflected in the archaeologicalmaterial?A closer look at the
evidencereveals that there are a number of problems, both in connectionwith
Iphigeneia'spresenceat Brauron and with the identification of the cave area, the
northern,bac!<: sectionof the stoaand the adytonof the templeas relatedto her cult.
Most of aIl, if theseareasandstructureswere connectedwith Iphigeneia,shemust be
consideredto havebeena major recipientof worship at the site. As such, shewould
be expectedto be highly visible in the l'est of the material record recoveredfrom
Brauron, such as votive offerings, inscriptionsand iconography,and not only in the
architecture.This, however,does not seemto be the case.

First of aIl, as far as we can tell today from the material known from BraUl'on,
there is not a single mention of her name on any object found at the site.51 Even
though the finds and the inscriptions remain largely unpublished,a number of
dedicationsto Artemis are known on pottery, bronze objects and statue bases.52

Many of the unpublishedstoneinscriptionsfrom Brauronseemto compriseof lists of
offerings, mainly of clothes and jewellery. In the 4th century Be, copies of these
inscriptionswere housedin the sanctualYof Artemis Brauroniaon the Acropolis and
in these texts, publishedin the IG, Iphigeneia does not figure either. There are,
however,a numberof mentionsof Artemis.53 It is, of course,possiblethat Iphigeneia
will surfaceonce the material is fully published,but it seemsstrangethat, if shehad
been mentionedin any of the inscriptions or on any of the votives, Papadimitriou
would havefailed to commentthat this was the case.54

RecentlySarahJohnstonhas arguedthat offerings to Iphigeneiaare, in fact, to be
found in the inventory inscriptions, though Iphigeneiaherselfis not named.Among
the votive gifts, thesetexts list unfinishedclothesand thoseare to be identified with
the dedicationsfrom the dead women mentionedby Euripides.Johnstonsuggests
that, when the women died, theil' unfinished weavingsstill in the loom would be
dedicatedat Brauron.55 This is an interestingproposaI,but there is no evidencein

51 HOLLINSHEAD, l.c. (n. 9), p. 425.

52 Inscribee! bronzemirror: Ergon 1961, p. 33 and 28, fig. 28; BGH 86 (962), p. 676 ane! 679, fig.
11 (with Daux's correctionsof the inscription); SEC37 (987), no. 45. Two stonepillars: R. OSBORNE,
Glassical landscapewitb figures. Tbe ancient Creek city and its counfl)'side, Lone!on, 1987, p. 82,
fig. 25; SEC37 (987), no. 137. Dee!icationon a stonebase:BGH 83 (959), p. 596 ane! 597, fig. 29.
Pottery:PAAH 1949,p. 90.

53 See,for example,ICII2 , 1514,40-41(= 1515, 26-28; 1516, 13-14); 1514,40-41,69ane!52-53.Il is
also interestingto note that Apollon is mentionee!in one of the inscriptions recoveree!at Brauron,
seeErgon 1958, p. 37; PEPPAS-DELMOUSOU,l.c. (n. 7), p. 330-334;SEC37 (987), nos. 30 ane! 31.

54 Particularly 50, since he mentions e!ee!ications to Artemis, see supra, n. 52. \';Then
Papadimitriouoccasionallyspeaksof offerings or inscriptions to Artemis-Iphigeneiathis is not to
be taken as an ine!ication of her name occurring at the site, sinee he consideree!Artemis to be
ie!entified with Iphigeneiaat Brauron Cl.c. ln. 4], p. 113).

55 S. ]OHNSTON, Restlessdead: Encountersbetweentbe living and tbe dead in ancientCreece,
Berkeley, 1999, p. 238-241; cl COLE, l.c. (n. 22), p. 239; BRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 230. Dedications
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Euripides' text that the clotheshe speaksof were unfinished.The poet simply states
that the clothes are those that the women left behind in their houses:there is no
mentionof any looms or the actualweavingof clotho Johnstonstatesthat Iphigeneia
will receive as her aga/ma "fine-textured weavings, which women who die in
childbed have left behind in their homes".56 This translationfails to accountfar the
ward 1tÉ1tÂ,cov, "garments" Cline 1464), and therefore gives the impression that
Euripides was speakingof clothes still in the making, Le. weavings.However, the
expression1tÉ1tÂ,cov ... ｅＱｴｾｖｏＧｬｊ ù<pâçdoesnot seemto carry any connotationsof the
object in questionbeing "unfinished", at leastnot in Euripides.The samewording is
found also elsewherein the samedrama,where it refers to Pylades using his pep/on
eupenosbypbasto shield Orestesfrom an attack by armed herdsmen.57 It seems
strangethat the tenns used to describea garmentstrong enough to withstand a
violent assaultare also to be understoodas implying that a piece of clothing had not
beenfinished and consistedmareor lessof weavings.

Another argumentagainst identifying the unfinished textiles in the inscriptions
with the garmentsthat Euripidesclaims were dedicatedto Iphigeneiais the fact that
the offering of unfinishedar even new clothes is contral'y to the regularpracticein
textile dedications in Greek sanctuaries.The textiles given to Artemis, both at
Brauron and elsewhere,were usually clothes that had been worn and in the
Brauronianinscriptions the one object that was new is explicitly pointed out.58 A
more plausibleexplanationof the unfinisheditems was put f01ward by Tullia Linders
in her commental'y on the inscriptions.59 Since the unfinishedclothesin somecases

specifiedas unfinished: IG le, 1514, 53-54 Ｈｾ 1516,30; 1517, 160-161),cbitol1islilos; 1514,59 (= 1516,35;
1518, 76; PAAH1949, p. 85, line 3), cbitollioll; 1514,72(= 1516, 45; 1518,91),unknowngarmentand
woof; 1518, 53-54 (= 1524, 162-163),woollen web, wool and woof; 1518, 67-68, bimatioll and wool;
1522,26, tarmztinoll; 1524, 213, cbitoniskos;1524, 231, unknowngannent;1524, 234,pte/]'x.

56 ]OHNSTON, O.c. (n. 55), p. 238.

57 Lines 310-313, esp.312, ihEpOÇ oÈ 'tOtV Ç,ÉVOIV àcpp6v't' àrrÉ1j111 ＨｪＨￎｬｾｴ｡ＧｴＶ 't' È'tllJ.1ÉÀEI rrÉrrÀùlV 'tE
rrpOUKaÀurr'tEV ｅｲｲｾｶｯｵ ucpaç,KCl.pCl.OOKiOv J.lÈv 'tàrrI6V'tCl. ＧｴｐｃｬＮￛｾｉｃｬＮＧｴｃｬＮＬ "But the other foreignerwiped the
foam from his face, protectedhis body, and shielded him with the thick weave of his garments,
anticipating the blows as they fell"; transI. KOVACS, O.C. (n. 13). Seealso WOLFF, i.c. (n. 23), p. 319,
n. 30, on ｅ  ｲ ｲ ｾ ｶ ｯ ｵ  ucpaçin the sense"finely wovenfabrics".

58 On the dedicationof worn clothes,seeLINDERS, O.c. (n. 8), p. 13; BRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 226-236;
KONDIS, I.c. (n. 3), p. 160-161;W.H.D. ROUSE, Greelil votive ojJerings:An essayin tbe bisto/]' ofGreek
religion, Cambridge, 1902, p. 252. A newly found relief from Lamia shows the garmentsbeing
displayed; see F. DAKORONIA & 1. GOUNAilOPOULOU, "Artemiskult auf einem neuen\Veihrelief aus
Achinos bei Lamia", MDAI(A) 107 (1992), p. 217-227; cf VAN STRATEN, O.C. (n. 47), p. 82-83. Seealso
Antb. Pal., VI, nos. 200-202,270-272and 274; schol. CALL., Hymn. I. In Iovem, 77-78; HIPP., De virg.
morb., 468 (Littré, vol. 8, 1853); W. GÜNTHER, '''Vieux et inutilisable' dans un inventaire inédit de
Milet", in D. KNOEPFLER & N. QUELLET (eds.), Compteset inventairesdansla cité grecque:Actesdu
co/ioque international d'épigrapbietenu à Neucbâteldu 23 au 26 septembre1986en l'bonneur
de Jacques Trébeux, Neuchâtel & Geneva, 1988 (Université de Neucbâtel: Recueil de travaux
publiéspar la Faculté desLettres, 40), p. 215-237, esp. 229-232 (2nd-century-BCinscription l'rom
Miletos listing a numberof worn and tatteredclothes); H. KNACKFUSS, Milet 1:7: Der Siidmarktund
die benacbbartenBaual1lagen, mil epigrapbiscbemBeitrag von Albert Rebm,Berlin, 1924, p. 287-
290, no. 202 = F. SOKOLOWSKI, Lois sacréesde l'Asie Mineure, Paris, 1955 (Écolefrançaised'Atbènes:
Travaux et mémoires,9), no. 51 (Lex sacra of Artemis Kithone, end of the Ist centUlY BC). On the
epiblema(coverlet) recordedas new in the Brauronianinscriptions,seeIG Il2

, 1514,30-32.

59 LINDERS, D.C. (n. 8), p. 17-19; cf KONDIS, l.c. (n. 3), p. 189. Cf the epinetra recoveredl'rom
Brauron (KAHIL [1963], l.c. [no 6], p. 12-13,·nos. 21-24 and pl. 5), as weil as the listing of weaving
implementsin the inscriptions,seeKONDIS, l.c. (n. 3), p. 189-190.For dedicationsof woof and wool,
seesupra,n. 55.
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occur togetherwith woof and wool, she suggestedthey are to be seenas symbolic
dedicationsto Artemis in her aspectas a protectorof handicraftandweaving.

Seconelly,apart from Iphigeneia'snamenot occurring in the material connecteel
with Brauron, there seemto be no indisputablerepresentationsof her from the
sanctuary.60As Lily Kahil comments,on aimerait retrouverIpbigéniesur les images
de Brauron.61 The site has yielded a numberof high-quality votive reliefs, someof
which show ｷ ｯ ｲ ｳ ｨ ｾ ｰ ･ ｲ ｳ approachingthe divinity, which in all casescan be
ielentified asArtemis. 2 Thereare also a few examplesof stonesculpturesrepresenting
Artemis.63 The bestcandidatefor a elepictionof Iphigeneiais a relief from c. 400-350
Be showinga seriesof elivinities (usually calleel the "Relief of the gods").64Seenfrom
the left are a seatedmale, a standingfemale, a standingmale anel a running female.
The right-handpart of the relief is missing, but to the left of the breakare preserved
the hoofs of two deer most likely pulling a chariot. A female head, presumably
belongingto the figure riding the chariot,was also recovered.

The seatedmale is probablyZeus and the next two figures are usually ielentified
as Leto and Apollon.65 Kahil, who publishedthe relief, suggesteelthat the missing
characterin the right-hanel part of the relief riding the chariot elrawn by deerwas to
be identified with Artemis, while the running figure just to the left of the breakwas
Iphigeneia.66 Since there are no inscriptions naming the elivinities shown, other
candidatescan also be argueelfor. In fact, Kahil eloesnot excludethe possibility that
the running figure is Hekate,with whom Iphigeneiawas closelyconnectedand even
transformedinto, accordingto one litera1Y tradition.67

60 Iphigeneia'siconographyat large is fairly restricted and concentratedin two types, neither
of which is cultic nor relates to Brauron: (l) the Greeks' departurefrom Aulis (mainly Greek
representations)and (2) Iphigeneiaas a priestessat Tauris (mainly South Italian renderings,more
or less inspired by Euripides'In, seeKAHIL, f.c. (n. 27), p. 708-718,esp.717-718;Bad., "Le sacrifice
d'Iphigénie",M.EFRA 103 (1991), p. 183-196;Bad., f.c. (n. 22), p. 809-812.

61 KAHIL, f.c. (n. 22), p. 809.

62 Brgan 1958,p. 34-35, figs. 36-37;Brgan 1959, p. 17, fig. 18; VAN STRATEN, a.c. (n. 47), nos. R73-74;
KAHIL (984), f.c. (n. 6), nos, 234, 459, 463,621, 673,724, 974, 1036 a and 1127, dating from the late
5th to the late 4th centuIY Be.

63 KAHIL (984), f.c. (n. 6), no. 140 (Hellenistic) and no. 361 (late 4th to late 3rd century); cf no.
118, a statueof a young man holding an archaizingrepresentationof Artemis (c. 330 BC). Seealso
the bronzespbyrefatan figure, presumablyof Artemis (late 7th to early 6th century BC), ibid., no.
80.

61 On the relief, seeBrgan 1958, p. 35 and fig. 35; PAPADIMITRIOU, f.c. (n. 4), p. 120; KAHIL (1990),
f.c. (n. 6), p. 113-117;Bad., f.c. (n, 46), p. 79; Bad., f.c. (n. 27), no. 1225.

65 PAPADIMITRIOU, f.c. (n. 4), p. 120; KAHIL (990), f.c. (n. 6), p. 113-114; THEMELIS (974), a.c.
(n. 49), p. 58. As a less likely identification, Papadimitriou also suggestedthat the figures were
Poseidon,Athena, Orestesand Iphigeneia;seeBrgan 1958, p. 35.

66 KAHIL (1990), f.c, (n.6), p. 114-117; Bad., f.c. (n. 27), p. 716, no. 33, and p. 719; Bad" f.c.
(n. 22), p. 809-812; Bad. (984), f.c. (n. 6), no. 1225; Bad., f.c. (n. 49), p. 235. THEMELIS ([1974], a.c.
ln. 49], p. 58) has proposedthat the woman in the chariot was Iphigeneia and that the running
female figure next to Apollon was Artemis. This seemsimprobable,since Iphigeneiawould in this
casebe given a more prominentposition than Artemis, who was undoubtedlythe main divinity of
Brauron.

67 KAHIL (990), f.c. (n. 6), p. 116-117;Bad., f.c. (n. 27), p. 716, no. 33, and p, 719; H. SARIAN
("I-:Iekate", LIMe 6:1 [1992], p. 993, no. 49) interprets the figure as I-:lekate, suggestedto be
Iphigeneia. The figure was probably holding a torch, a common attribute of Hekate. The
Iphigeneia-I-:Iekatemerger, which was effectuated by Artemis, is mentioned in a fragment of
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The lack of clear iconographieal evidencefor Iphigeneia'spresenceis the more
surprising consideringthe fact that representationsof a numberof other divinities
havebeenfound at Brauron.68 Zeus,Apollon, Leto ancl Hekateare most likely shown
on the relief mentionedabove. Apollon and Leto are also clepictecl, togetherwith
Artemis, on another votive relief.69 Hekate is present in the shape of a small,
archaizing,trimorphousstatueancl the lower part of a small statueof Kybele has also
beendiscovereclat the site.7° Finally, severalfragmentsof a large, cylinclrical aItar,
cliscoverednorth of the temple, beara relief showingDionysos,Hermes,Eireneand
Leto approachingAriaclne seateclon a rock.71 It is, of course,possiblethat someof
the female terracottafigurines ancl terracottaplaquesand pinakesfouncl at many
placesin the sanctuarymay representIphigeneia,but they may just as well show
Artemis or perhapseven the female cleclicantsthemselves,since this was a sanctuary
cateringfor womenin particular.72

Altogether, Iphigeneia is curiously absentfrom Brauron. This fact has alreacly
beenremarkedupon ancl the most commonremedyhas beenta view Iphigeneiaas
more or less united with Artemis ancl thereforenot velY visible in any sense.The
connection between Iphigeneia and Artemis is not unique ta Brauron but is

Slesichoros(fI'. 215 PMG) and in Hesiod'sCatalogueof womenquoled by Pausanias(I, 43, 1); see
also discussionbY]OHNSTON, O.c. (n. 55), p. 241-249;HOLLINSHEAD, I.c. (n. 9), p. 421-422.

68 Still, lhe iconographyof Brauron, as comparedwith other sanctuaries,is unusually centred
on Artemis, according to 1. KAHIL, "Artémis en relation avec d'autresdivinités à Athènes et en
Attique", in Texteet image: Actesdu colloque imernafionalde Cbamilly (13 au 15 octobre 1982),
Paris, 1984 (Centrede recbercbesde l'universitéde Paris X), p. 53-60.

69 Relief dedicatedby Peisis, see VAN STRATEN, o.c. (n. 47), no. R74; Ergon 1958, p. 36. A large,
painted, terracottakouros previously suggestedto representApollon (Ergon 1961, p. 33 and 29, fig.
29) has recently been identified as a kore figure; see V. Mitsopoulos-Leon, "Tonstatuettenim
Heiligtum der Artemis von Brauron", in V.Ch. PETRAKOS (ed.), Ena{voç Imavvov K. IIanaOI7Jll7rp{ov,
Athens, 1997 (Blf3ÂI08T/K:17 r1iÇ El' A8T/l'azç ApXaIOÂoYIK:T/Ç EWlpdaç, 168), p. 360-361,A 4. Seealsosupra,
n. 53, for the epigraphicalevidencefor Apollon at Brauron.

70 Hekate:PAAH1945-48,p. 88-89, fig. 6; BCH73 (1949), p. 527, fig. 10; SARrAN, I.e. (n. 67), p. 998,
no. 114 Ord century BC). Kybele: the statueis alreadymentionedby Ross, I.c. (n. 2), p. 255; Ergon
1960,p. 28-29,fig. 39; BCH85 (1961), p. 639 and643, fig. 10.

71 SeePAAH 1945-48,p. 89, fig. 7; Ergon 1962, p. 32 and fig. 43; E. VIKELAS & W. FUCHS, "Zum
Rundaltarmit archaistischenGêitterzugfür Dionysos in Brauron", Boreas8 (1985), p. 41-48, dating
the altar to c. 420-410. KAHIL ([1984], I.e. ln. 6], no. 1185) suggeststhat the seatedfemale figure is
Artemis and dates the altar to c. 500-450Be. A coverlet mentionedin the inventoriesof offerings,
which incidentally is the only object listed as being new, is said to depict Dionysos and a woman
pouring libations, seelG n2

, 1514, 30-32; 1515, 22-24; 1516, 10-11; LINDERS, O.C. (n. 8), p. 13. On the
possibility of the performanceof rural Dionysia at Brauron, mentionedin a scholion to AR., Pac.,
874b (Holwerda), seeDEUBNER, o.c. (n. 20), p. 138 and 208, n. 6; WHITEHEAD, o.c. (n. 2), p. 212-213;
BRULÉ, O.c. (n. 9), p. 310-313;PEPPAs-DELMousou,I.c. (n. 7), p. 327.

72 For the terracottareliefs, pinakesand figurines, seeL1Jl1C, Indices,vol. 1, S.v. Brauron; KAHIL,
I.e. (n. 49), p. 233-234and figs. 15.3 and 15.4; MITSOPOULOS-LEON, I.e. (n. 69), p. 357-378.A relief
plaquewith two enthronedfemaleshas beensuggestedto representArtemis and Iphigeneia(Ead.,
I.e. [no 69], p. 368 and fig. 5). The bulk of the Brauron figurines have no attributesor characteristics
but many representdistinct types of Artemis, such as the goddessseatedon a bull (Tauropolos),
playing the kithara, carrying a deer, lion or other quadruped,holding a torch and accompaniedby
a dog, shooting her bow, holding a small girl or being enthronedholding a flower. Some of the
terracottasshow Artemis as a kourotrophos, an aspect of the goddessparticularly strong at
Brauron (see KAHIL, I.e. [no 22], p. 802; Ead., I.e. [n. 68], p. 53-60; Ead. [1984], I.e. ln. 6], p. 676, no.
721; Ead., I.e. [n. 49], p. 233, fig. 15.3). Such a role is not characteristicof Iphigeneia(see KEARNS,
O.C. [n. 31], p. 27).
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documentedalso at other sanctuariesand shewas evensaid to have had a grave at
Megara. This information, however, is only reported in late sources.73 At Brauron,
somehaveseenIphigeneiaas an older, perhapsevena prehistoric,goddessgradually
taken over by Artemis.74 Others have recognizedin Iphigeneia an aspectof the
characterof Artemis or simply an epithet of the goddess,which in time developed
into a separatedivinity.75 Whatever her original relation to Artemis, this earlier
Iphigeneiahas also beenviewed as being overshadowedor supplantedby the epic
Iphigeneia,daughterof Agamemnon.76

In any case,the existenceof a cult of Iphigeneiaat Brauronreststo a large extent
on the archaeologicalevidence,in particular, the structuresconsideredas being her
tomb or beroon,but also on the interpretationof the northernsectionof the stoaand
the adyton of the temple as connectedwith her cult. Thesearchaeologicalremains
have then been used to back up the validity of literal'y evidence, Euripides in
particular.It hasevenbeenclaimedthat Iphigeneia'srole at Brauronmay havebeena
literal'y invention by Euripides,had it not beenconfirmedby the excavations.77 This is
clearly a circular argument,since it is on the basisof Euripides that thesestructures
were identified as belonging to Iphigeneia in the first place. Since Iphigeneia's
presenceat Brauron, as known from the literary sources,seemsto be supported
neitherby the epigraphicalnor by the iconographicalevidence,it is of interestto take
a closerlook at the archaeologicalmaterial interpretedas connectedwith her cult.

The tomb and herooll of Iphigeneia

The areachiefly connectedwith Iphigeneiaat Brauronand identified as her tomb
and beroon lies to the south-eastof the templeof Artemis at the foot of the acropolis
which makesup the southernextensionof the sanctuary(Fig. 1, nos. 6-7, and Figs.
2-3),78This part of the sanctualYcan be divided into threeentities: (1) a caveor cleft-

73 According to Pausanias,there was a sanctuaryof the IphigeneianArtemis at Hermione (II,
35, 2), an andentstatueof Iphigeneia in the temple of Artemis at Aigeira (VII, 26, 5) and a burial
tumulus belongingto Iphigeneiaat Megara (I, 43, 1); seealso HOLLINSHEAD, l.c. (n. 9), p. 428; BRULÉ,
o.c. (n. 9), p. 186-200,esp. 199, fig. 27 and table 5; DOWDEN, o.c. (n. 9), p. 9-24, esp. 19-20. Since the
name Iphigeneia occurs elsewherethan in Attica, she cannot have beena purely local deity; see
KEARNS, o.c. (n. 31), p. 32.

74 L.R. FARNELL, Greela hem cuIts alld ideas of immortalit)', Oxford, 1921, p. 18 and 55-58;
PAPADIMITRIOU, I.c. (n. 4), p. 113; KONDIS, I.c. (n. 3), p. 160-162;SALE, I.c. (n. 14), p. 274; HENRICHS, I.c.
(n. 17), p. 202; KAHIL, I.c. (n. 49), p. 233; LLOYD-JONES, l.c. (n. 17), p. 95; JOUAN, o.c. (n. 9), p. 10-11;
HOLLINSHEAD, I.c. (n. 9), p. 425-426; DOWDEN, o.c. (n. 9), p. 45-46; MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER,
I.c. (n. 50), p. 16. An ｉ Ｍ ｰ ･ Ｍ ､ ･ Ｍ ｭ ･ ｾ ｩ ｡ is known from the Linear B texts; seeM. RocCHI, "Osservazioni
a proposito de I-pe-me-de-ja", in E. DE MIRO, 1. GODART & A. SACCONI (edsJ,Aiti e memoriedel
secolldo collgresso illtel'l1aziollale di micellologie, Roma-Napoli, 14-20 ottobre 1991, Rome, 1996
(Illcullabula graeca, 98:2), p. 861-867; cf ARETZ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 33-36, esp. 35. On her namereferring
to "birth", seebelow, n. 183.

75 SOURVINOU, l.c. (n. 17), p. 340; M. PLATNAUER (ed.), Euripides, Iphigelleia ill Tauris: With
illtroductioll alld commelltCII)', Oxford, 1938, p. IX; KEARNS, o.c. (n. 31), p. 32; BODSON, I.c. (n. 20),
p.306.

76 KAHIL, I.c. (n. 49), p. 233; JOUAN, o.c. (n. 9), p. 10-11; HOLLINSHEAD, l.c. (n. 9), p. 426; DOWDEN,
o.c. (n. 9), p. 5 and 47; MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, l.c. (n. 50), p. 16; KEARNS, O.c. (n. 31), p. 27.

77 KAHIL, I.c. (n. 27), p. 719; seealso OSBORNE,o.c. (n. 2), p. 164.

78 PAAH1956, p. 75-77; PAAH1957,p. 42-45, fig. 1; Ergoll 1956, p. 25-28; Ergoll 1957,p. 20-22; see
alsoPAAH1949,p. 79-83,PAAH1950, p. 175-177,andPAAH1955, p. 118-119.
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like areahousinga seriesof rooms, (2) a building at the north-westernentranceof the
cave, the "Small Temple", and (3) a building outside the cave to the south-east,the
"Sacred House". The designationsof the three parts vary considerablyamong
scholars,as is clear from Table 1, but to facilitate the discussionof theseremains,the
designationsproposedby Papadimitriouhave beenadoptedhere, though l do not
necessarilyagreewith the functions they imply (seefurther below).79

Table 1. Suggesteddesignationsof structuresconnected\Vith Iphigeneia
to the south-eastof the temple of Artemis.

Schola1' Cave "Small Temple" "Sac1'ed Honse"

Papaclimitriou,PAAH 1955, Tomb-kenerionof the Mikron bieron Hiera oikia
p. 119; PAAH1956,p. 76 heroine Iphigeneia;

kenerionof Iphigeneia

Papadimitriou(n. 4), p. 114 - Tomb of Iphigeneia -

Kahil (1963), (n. 6), p. 5-6 with - Heroon of1pbigeileia -

n. 5

Kondis (n. 3), p. 166 Tombof1pbigeneia Mikron hieron OHms

Boersma(n. 135), p. 38, no. 132 - Tomb of Iphigeneia -

Hollinshead(n. 9), p. 433, fig. 5 - Mikl'On hieron -

Themelis(n. 7), tlg. 2 So-calledberoon of Iphigeneiaand SacreclHouse

Brulé (n. 9), p. 239 ancl 243, Hieron Heroon or cenotaph SacredHouse
fig. 28 of Iphigeneia

Travlos (n. 3), p. 55 - Tomb of Iphigeneia -

Antoniou (n. 7), p. 146-147 Tomb or cenotaphof Hieron of Iphigeneia Sacrecl House
Iphigeneia (oikia)

Eustratiou(n. 87), p. 80 Tomb of Iphigeneia, Heroon of Iphigeneia -

the kenerion

Mylonopoulos & Structureswithin cave So-calleclMikroil So-calledHiera
Bubenheimer(n. 50), p. 9, area bieron or beroon of oikia
fig. 1 Iphigeneia

Fig, 2, The cavearea to the south-eastof the templeof Artemis. From PAAH 1957, p. 43, fig. 1.

79 Papaclimitriounameclbuildings nos. (2) and (3) MIKpOV 'IEpov ancl 'IEpàOiKla; see,e.g., PAAH
1955,p. 119,
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Fig. 3. The cavearea to the south-eastof the temple of Artemis.

From THEMELIS, 1976, a.c. (n. 49), fig. 11: 1. "Small Temple"; 2. "SacredHouse".

T7Je cave

The caveitself, which in antiquity was perhapsmore like a cleft, was originally c.
25 m long and c. 5 m wide. It was enteredfrom the north-west,Le. from the direction
of the temple of Artemis. Initially, there seemto have beenfour roOlns within the
cave, connectedby a corridor (Z-H) to the south-westalong the edge of the cliff
(Figs. 2-3), The constructionswere of a simple kind with walls built of small stones
and clay.8oThe layout of the two roomswhich were constructedfirst, A and r, is not
entirely clear.81 Room A was enteredfrom the south-westand must originally have
continuedfurther to the north-west, later to be coveredby the easternpart of the
"Small Temple". The length of room A was at least4 m and it was divided by a large
openinginto two sections.The entire floor of this room was found coveredby ashy

80 PAAH 1956,p. 75.

81 SeeespeciallyPAAH 1957, p. 42-44;El'gal/ 1957, p. 21.
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soil, which continuedto the north-west, in uncler the "Small Temple".82Spreadail
over the room were a numberof small pits, filled with ashand black soil and covered
by sea-pebbles.83 From these pits were recovereda quantity of sherdsof good-
qualit y, 6th- and 5th-century pottery, parts of marble vessels, many terracotta
figurines and more than ten simple, bronzemirrors.

Facing room A to the south-eastlay room r, which was c. 3 m long and c. 2 m
wide and was enteredfrom the north-west.In the centreof this room, thereseemsto
have beena hearthor pyre. At a later stage,the layout of this part of the cave was
transformed.New walls were built and room A seemsto havebeendivided into two
smallersections,A and E, by the constructionof two short, transversalwalls. Roomr
was separatedfrom room A by a transversalwall, which was constructedon top of
the hearthor pyre in room r (seeFig. 2). The constructionof this wall createda room
of smallersize, 2.05 x 1.98 m, and it is not clear from which direction this room was
accessible.84

Further to the south-eastlay two more roOlliS, ｾＬ c. 5 x 3.5 m, and E, c. 3 x 3 m,
which seemto havehad a higher floor level than the rooms to the north-west.85 Also
herewere found spotsof ashand ashysoil with a numberof sherdsand figurines. In
the southernpart of room ｾ was discovereda pit surroundedby stonesand filled
with dark soil (not indicatedon any plans). In the corridor to the south-westof room
ｾ was found a channelfull of black soil and 6th-5th-centurypottery, leadingup to a
small pit, filled with sea-sandand gravel.86 This channelwas probablyconnectedalso
to the pit within room ｾ Ｌ since the south-westernwall of this room had an opening
close to this pit, presumablyservingas an outlet. The easternmostroom E, finally, lay
at the end of the corridor and the cave, but nothing is known of the interior
arrangements.This room seemsto havebeenaccessibleonly from the south-westby
the corridor H and there was apparentlyno communicationbetweenthis room and
the "SacredHouse"situatedfurther to the south-east(Fig. 3).

The earliest pottelY reportedfrom within the cave is said to date from the 8th
century Be and thesefinds are probably to be associatedwith the rooms A, E and
ｾ Ｎ Ｘ Ｗ No material found is reportedto be later than the 5th centUlY Be. The excavator
suggestedthat the cave must have gone out of use sometimeduring this century
when its roof collapsedand covered the structureswithin.88 No attemptseemsto
havebeenmadeto cieal' the areain antiquity.

Papadimitriou suggestedthat the cave had two functions correspondingto
Euripides'statements,namelybeingboth the beroonor burial placeof Iphigeneiaand

82 PAAH, 1957,p. 42.

83 Ergol1 1957, p. 21, "flIKPOt ÀUKKOI flêtà tê<PP(ÔVÈK 1tUpaçKat flêÀav&v ÈK 8uO'l&v xroflunov". On the
plan in PAAH 1957, p. 43, fig. 1 Ｈｾ my Fig. 2), a spot of ash borclereclby stoneson its southernsicle
is inclicatecl in 1'Oom A.

84
Ergol1 1957,p. 20.

85 PAAH1957,p. 44.

86 Ergol1 1957, p. 21.

87 For the Sth-centurymaterial, see K. EUSTRATIOU, "To lêPÔ t1lÇ ａｰｴｾｬｉｯｯ (Hll Bpauprova",
APXalOÀoy{a 39 (1991), p. SO. However, THEMELIS ([1974], o.c., [no 49], p. 24) statesthat the structures
within the cave are no earlier than C. 700 BC. The earliest pottery publishecl from this area by
KAHIL ([1963], I.e. [no 6], p. 6, no. 1) is a fragmentof a Protoatticamphoradatecl to arouncl 700 Be.

88 PAAH1955, p. 119; PAAH1956, p. 75-76;PAAH1957, p. 45; PAPADIMITRIOU, I.e. (n. 4), p. 115; cf
THEMELIS (1974), o.c., (n. 49), p. 26; EUSTRATIOU, I.e. (n. S7), p. SO.
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a storagespacefor offerings madeto her.89 The excavatOI' supportedhis assertation
that the cave area was the site of Iphigeneia's tomb with the fact that four
inhumationswere actually found in this area.90 He suggestedthat thesewere the
gravesof later priestessesof Artemis-Iphigeneia,who had beenburied here just as
their predecessorin office, Iphigeneia,was. This Interpretationis unlikely for several
reasons.First of ail, burial within a sacredarea in the historical period, even of
religious office-holders,seemshighly implausible.91 Secondly,as far as it is possibleto
date thesetombs, it seemsclear that they belongto the Romanperiod. While two of
theseburials yielded no finds at ail, a coin dated to AD 104 was found in the third
tomb and the fourth burial was covered by large roof-tiles, a kinel of tomb
constructioncommonin later periods.92 Thus, one burial was definitely Roman, the
tile grave probablyso and the remainingtwo are also plausiblyassignedto the same
period, presumablythe 2nd centuryAD, when the site had beenlong abandonedas a
functioning sanctuary.The gravesare thereforebest taken to be of no relevanceto
the cult of Iphigeneia.

The absenceof any prehistoricremainswithin the caveareais also to be notedY3
Thereare no tracesof BronzeAge burials or habitation,which in the historical period
may havebeenidentified as the "tomb of Iphigeneia"or inspired the idea of her being
buried there and triggereda cult directed to her at this location.94 Any argumentfor

89 PAAH1956,p. 76.

90 PAAH1955, p. 118-119;PAAH1956,p. 76-77; PAAH1957,p. 44-45.

91 On the relation sanctuariesand death, seeR. PARKER, Miasma: Pol1utioll alld puri/katioll ill
early Greek religioll, Oxford, 1983, p. 32-48, esp. 33-34. There is no information as to whetherany
osteologicalexaminationof the bones has been undertakenin order to decide the sex of the
deceasedpersons.

92 The dated grave, having walls of poros stones,was located just outside the south-western
cornerof the "Sacrecl House" close to its wall. Next to the outstretchedskeletonwas found a small
glass phiale with a long neck, while two bronze coins, both worn, had been placed in the mouth
of the deadperson;seePAAH 1955, p. 118-119,pl. 38 a; Ergoll 1956, p. 28. Of the two graveslacking
finds, one was found behind the back wall of the "Small Temple" (PAAH 1955, p. 119; Ergoll 1956,
p. 28) and the other one in the south-westernsectionof the "SacredHouse", betweenthis building
and the rock of the acropolis (PAAH 1956, p. 76-77). The tile grave was also located in the area
betweenthe "SacredHouse" and the rock of the acropolis; seePAAH1956, p. 76-77, pl. 19 g.

93 The sanctuaryof Brauron has yielcled tracesof human activity from as early as the Neolithic
periocl. On the crescent-shapedhill delimiting the sanctuaryto the south, substantialMH and LH
remainshave beenfound, in the form both of a settlementwith a defencewall and of burials, and
further LH burials are known from the region; seePAAH 1950, p. 187; PAAH 1955, p. 119-120;PAAH
1956, p. 77-89; Ergoll 1956, p. 28-31. A few MH and LH sherdshave come to light in the excavation
of the sanctuary;seeErgoll 1960, p. 23. Two Mycenaean,female, terracottafigurines are reported
ii'om later cult depositswithin the site, but there is no information as to their exact find-spots CE.
FRENCH, "The developmentof Mycenaeanterracotta figurines", ABSA 66 [1971], p. 179; French,
personalcommunication).These prehistoric finds probably stem from the acropolis and there is
no trace of the site being usedin the BA period either as a settlementor for religious purposes.

94 Though the earliest hero-cults do not seem to be locatecl in connectionwith Bronze Age
tombs, there are in several casesother prehistoric remains nearby which may have inspired the
cult or been decisive for its location. The Menelaion at Sparta, for example,was located near the
ruins of a Mycenaeanmansion(seeH. CATLING, "Excavationsat the Menelaion", AR 1976-77, p. 25-
42), while the Agamemnoneionat Mycenae is situated next to a Mycenaeanbridge or clam across
the Chaosravine (see].M. COOK, "Mycenae, 1939-1952.Part III. The Agamemnoneion",ABSA 48
[1953], p. 30-66; ]. KNAUSS, "'Agamemn6neionphréar': Der Stauseeder IVlykener", AlltlF 28 [1997],
p. 381-395).Seealso, seeC.!vI. ANTONACCIO, Ali arcbaeoiogyｾ ｬ ｡ ｬ ｬ ｣ ･ ｳ ｴ ｯ ｲ ｳ Ｚ Tombcult alld bero cult ill
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Iphigeneiabeing worshippedat this site as the continuationof a cult of a Bronze
Age, cave-dwellinggoddessis basedsolely on inferenceand has no supportin the
archaeologicalevidence.95

In all, there is no part of the cave and its structureswhich sticks out as a suitable
candidatefor the tomb of Iphigeneia, corroboratingEuripides' statementthat she
was to be buried at Brauronafter servingthereas the first priestessof Artemis.96

Tbe finds

Consideringthe richnessand variety of the material found in the cave area, the
secondfunction proposedby Papadimitriou,as a spacefor storing offerings, seems
more plausible.In the caveitself, as well as in the openspacein front of it to the east,
were recoveredfragmentsof inventory inscriptions and it is likely that thesewere
displayedclose to the locationswhere the offerings were kept.97 If this was the case,
the cavemay also havehousedtextile offerings.

In order to evaluate the current interpretationof this area as connectedwith
Iphigeneia, it is of interest to take a closer look at the finds recoveredhere and
comparethemwith the finds madeelsewherein the sanctua1Y(seeTable2).98 Within
the caveitself was found potterydating from the 8th to the 5th centuriesBc.99 It is of
high quality and included good pieces of Protoattic, black-figure, red-figure and
white ground, as well as a considerablenumberof krateriskoi of the kind usually
connectedwith the arkteia.lOO Many of the potte1Y shapesare related to eatingand
drinking, such as amphorai, kraters, cups and plates, but there are also several
examplesof "female" vessels,pyxides and epinetra, for example.101 A substantial
number of terracotta figurines was also found.1oz No information as to their
appearanceis given, but it is said that the date seemsto be mainly the 6th and 5th

Ear/y Greece,Lanham, 1995 (Greek stlldies: fnterdisciplil1a1Yappl'Oac!Jes),p. 146-152, 155-166 and
245-252.

95 A prehistoric origin of Iphigeneia was suggestedby PAPADIMITRIOU, I.e. (n.4), p. 113; cf.
BODSON, I.e. (n. 20), p. 306.

96 The argumentthat Iphigeneiamay have lacked a tomb, since shewas originally a goddess,is
not of importancein this context, consideringthe fact that Euripidesstatesthat she was to die and
be buried. Furthennore,the distinctions betweengods and heroesseemto have beenmore blurred
in antiquity than most modern scholarshave been willing to admit, in particuiar, as regards the
sacrificia! practices;seeEKROTH, O.C. (n. 1), passim.

97 LINDERS, O.C, (n. 8), p. 72; HOLLINSHEAD, I.e. (n. 9), p. 434. MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER (I.e.

ln. 501, p. 21) suggestthat bronzeswere stored in the "Small Temple". On the problemsconcerning
the chronologyof theseinscriptions,see infra, n. 107.

98 The difficulties of establishinga divinity's identity from the finds and votive material alone
have beenpointed out by a numberof scholars;see, for example,B. ALROTH, "Visiting gods - who
and why?", in T. LINDERS & G. NORDQUIST (eds.), GUis to t!Je gods: Proceedingsof t!Je Uppsala
symposillm1985, Uppsala,1987 (Boreas, 15), p. 9-19; D.B. THOMPSON, Troy: The terracottafigllrines
of t!Je Hellenisticperiod, Princeton, 1963 (Troy slipplementalYmonograp!J,3), p. 56; DEOUDI, o.c.
(n. 1), p. 49. Still, a discussionof the finds from a certain site in a wider context can surely supply
important insights as to the use and function of a structureor a building.

99 8th-centurymaterial from this area is reportedonly by EUSTRATIOU, I.e. (n. 87), p. 80.

100 On the krateriskoi, seeKAHIL (1965), I.e. (n. 6), p. 20-32, esp, 20.

101 For the pottel)', seeKAHIL (1963), I.e. (n. 6), p. 5-29; PAAH1949, p. 87-90; PAAH1956, p. 75-76;
PAAH1957, p. 44-45;Ergoll 1955,p. 33; Ergon 1956, p. 27; Eigon 1957,p. 21.

IOZ PAAH1956,p. 75; PAAH1957, p. 45; Eigon 1957,p. 21.
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centuries.Fragmentsof mat'ble vesselswere also recovered,10
3 as weIl as bronze

mirrors,104bronzerings, gold ornaments,gemsand other piecesof jeweIleryl0S and
fragmentsof reliefs and sculptures.106 The site is also said ta haveyielded inscriptions,
some of which were cataloguesof votive offerings and identical with those
originating from the sanctuaryof Artemis Brauroniaat Athens.107

The material fi'01n the cave areaat Brauroncanno doubt be consideredas being
suitablegifts for a heroinewho, accordingto Euripides,was ta receivethe clothesof
womenwho clied in childbirth and thereforehad a particular interest in the female
sphere.On the other hand, the finds are just as appropriateas dedicationsta Artemis
and do, in fact, correspondclosely with the offerings mentionedin the inventories.
Furthennore,the find assemblagefrom the cave areashowsmany similarities ta the
material recoveredat two other locations within the sanctuaty,both usually viewed
as connectedwith the cult of Artemis: the spring ta the north-westof the temple and
a building ta the eastof the late-5th-centurystoa (seeFig. 1) nos.2 and9).

At the spring, the materialdatesback ta before700 Be, but the bulk datesta the
7th, 6th and early 5th centuriesBC. lOS The excavatorsuggestedthat the areawest of
the temple at the spring must have beenthe main focus of the sanctuaryand the
holiest of holies, sa ta speak,particularly in the period prior ta the sackingby the
Persians.109 The importanceof this location would accountfor the abundanceand
quality of the material recovered,but, in general, the compositionof the spring
assemblageis in manyaspectssimilar ta that of the cavearea(seeTable2). Abundant
pottery was found, including krateriskoi, as weIl as terracottafigurines and painted
terracottarelief plaques.llo Bronzemirrors and other bronzeabjectswere amongthe
finds, as weIl as piecesof jeweIlelY, rings, seal stonesand fragmentsof gold.lll Glass

103 PAAH1956,p. 76; Ergol1 1957,p. 21.

104 PAAH1956,p. 75; PAAH1956,p. 76; PAAH1957,p. 45; Ergol1 1957,p. 21.

lOS PAAH1957,p. 45; PAPADIMITRIOU, I.c. (n. 4), p. 115.

106 PAAH1957,p. 45; Ergol1 1957,p. 21.

107 PAAH 1956, p. 75-76; the inscriptions found are said ta be identical with JG Il 2 , 1517, 1524,
1529; cf PAAH 1957, p. 45; Ergol1 1956, p. 27-28; Ergol1 1957, p. 21-22. This would meanthat these
BrauroniantexlS also date l'rom the 4th century BC. This is problematic,since Papadimitrioustates
that no material later than the 5th centlllY was recoveredl'rom the cave area (PAAH 1955, p. 77).
However, inscriptionsor catalogueswere also recoveredin front of the cave, an areawherevotives
and stelai were displayed and which was not affected by the collapse of the cave in the 5th
century. Is it possible that some of the 4th-centuryinscriptions saiel ta derive l'rom the cave mal'
have come l'rom the area in front of it? Perhapsbroken inscriptions mal' have been dumpedon
top of the rubble where the caveused ta be.

lOS Ergol1 1961,p. 30-34; PAAH1959,p. 19; Ergol1 1959, p. 16; cf Ergol1 1962,p. 27-28. Partsof the
material must have been intentionally deposited,since it is said ta have been stratigraphically
recovered.However, the top levels mal' derive l'rom the destructionand plundering of the first
temple by the Persiansand the cleaning up that taok place aftelwardsin the mid-5th centlllY Be.
Along the northern terracewall supportingthe platform of the temple, a layer of ash mixed with
small fragmentsof pottery and other finds was found under the 4th-centllly-BC, stelebases(PAAH
1950, p. 177). Papadimitriousuggestedthat material l'rom an aider altar area had beenused ta level
the ground. However, it is possible that this ashy sail mal' be the destructiondebris of the first
temple, razed by the Persians.

109 Ergol/ 1961,p. 31-32.

110 PAAH1959,p. 19; Brgol1 1961,p. 32-33 and figs. 33 and36-37; KAHIL (1963), I.c. (n. 6), nos. 12,
22, 28, 29,36, 44, 53 and 58; Bad. (1965), I.c. (n. 6), p. 20.

111 PAAH1959,p. 19; Elgol1 1961,p. 32-33and figs. 28 and30-32.



lnuentinglpbigeneia? 81

objectswere recoveredand, owing to the wet conditionsin the area,woodenboxes
and vasesand bone implements,suchas a flute. 112 Partsof sculptures,suchas heacls
of arktoi, and reliefs were also founcl, togetherwith inscriptions, many of which
seemto have been cataloguesof votive offerings,u3 The c1epositmay also have
yielclecl mat'blevessels.114

Table 2

Comparisonof the find assemblagesfrom the cave area, the spring north-westof the temple
and the building to the eastof the 5th-centurystoa. It shouldbe noted that headsof arktoi and
the marble reliefs found at the spring may originally have beenplacedon top of the terraceto
the north of the temple and arrived in the spring area as a result of the plundering and
destructionof the temple rather than being intentionally depositedthere (seefurther, n. 108).

Find category Cave at'ea Spdng Eastet'n building

8th-centurypottery x x

7th-centurypottery x x x

6tb-centul)'pottel)' x x x

5th-centUlY pottelY x x

Kra teriskoi x x x?

Terracottafigurines x x x

Terracottaplaques x

Marble vessels x x? x?

Headsof arktoi x

MarNe reliefs x

Fragm. of sculpture x x

Bronze mirrors x x

Bronze objects X x

Jewellery x x x

Seal stones X x x

Gold x x x

Wooden objects X x

Bone objects x

Glass objects x x

Inscriptions x x x

The seconclareaof interestlies eastof the 5th-centurystoa,where the remainsof
an earlierbuilding were c1iscovered,probablydating to the Archaic periocl (Fig. 1, no.
9).115Pottery of 7th- and 6th-centmyc1ate, someof which was of Corinthian origin,

112 Ergon 1961, p. 32-33, and figs. 26-26 and 34-35. Certainmaterial categories,such as wood and
bone, probably had a better chanceof survival in the moist layers at the spring than elsewherein
the sanctuary.

113 PAAH1959,p. 19 and pl. 12 b-d and 13 a; Ergol! 1959,p. 16-17, figs. 15-17.Theseobjectsseem
mainly to have beenrecoveredin the upper levels of the area and may belong to the post-Persian
period (seeabove,n. 108).

114 Cf Ergon 1962,p. 32 and fig. 41.

115 Ergon 1960, p. 21-22; Ergon 1962, p. 28-32 and fig. 36. For the layout and function of this
building, seebelow, p. 107-108.
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and terracotta figurines were recovered from the building, but also jeweHery,
decoratedgold abjects, seal stonesand glass vessels(see Table 2).116 No marble
sculptureor reliefs are reported,but two terracotta,female headswith gilded hail'
were found, as weH as the upper part of the body of a large, wooden, female
statuette.117 Fragmentsof inscriptionswere recoveredand maJ'blevesselsmay also
havebeenfound in connectionwith this building.1I8

In aH, there is nothing in the votive material recoveredfrom the cave that
indicatesthat this location housedthe worship of a particular divinity distinct from
Artemis, the principal recipient of worship at the sanctuary.As statedabove, there
seemsto be no mentionof Iphigeneiaon any of the artefactsrecoveredfrom the cave
and the material cannot be said to offer any independentsupport for Iphigeneia
being worshippedhere, although the area may certainly have been used for the
storageof dedications.ll9 The similarity betweenthe finds from the caveand the finds
from the springareaand the easternbuilding ratherpoints in the direction of ail three
areasbeingconnectedwith the samedivinity.

17.7efunction of the cave, the "SacredHouse"and the "Small Temple"

Thus, there seemsto be no trace of any burial within the cavewhich may have
beenidentified as Iphigeneia'stomb in antiquity and the find assemblagefrom this
areaoffers no independentsupportfor her cult being housedthere. The conclusion
that this part of the sanctuarywas reservedfor Iphigeneiaseemsrather to be the
result of the searchfor suitableevidenceto matchEuripides'statementsin the IT, in
combinationwith the generalassumptionson what characterizesa hero-shrine,for
example,a location within a cave. If, on the other hand, the caveareawas usedfor
storingofferings, which seemsIikely, it may just asweil havebeenthe dedicationsto
Artemis.

However, a storagefunction has to be correlatedto the l'est of the archaeological
evidencefrom this area, in particular, the ash and the ash-filled pits. The storing of
dedications,especiallyof textiles, is haJ'dly compatiblewith the use of fire within
roomsof fairly Iimited sizes,such as thosein the cave.

The featuresdiscoveredwithin the cave,such as the ash-filled pits and the drain,
suggestecl to be an offering trench, are installations which have often been
consideredas typical of hero-cultsand chthoniancuits in general.120 As statedabove,
the understandingof what is meant by a chthonian cult and how it is to be

116 Ergol1 1961, p. 21-22; Ergol1 1962, p. 31-32 ancl fig. 37; KAHII. (1965), I.e. (n. 6), p. 20.
KraterislJOi mal' also have beenfouncl in this part of the sanctuary;seeEad. (1965), I.e. (n. 6), p. 20.

117 Ergol1 1962,p. 30-31, figs. 38-39.

118 El'gol1 1961, p. 21; Ergon 1962,p. 32.

119 Someof the pottelY bearingc1eclicationsta Artemis mal' have come from the cave area; see
PAAH 1949, p. 90. MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHElMER (l.c. [no SOl, p. 16) daim that this area yielclecl
material typical of a chthonianc1ivinity, such as alyballoi ancl lekythoi. As far as it is possibleta tell
from the preliminary reports, no aryballoi have been recoverecl from the cave, only from the
builcling ta the eastof the stoa (Ergon 1961, p. 21) ancl from c1eeplevels ta the eastof the greatstoa,
probablybrought there by erosion(Ergon 1961, p. 28-29).

120 MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHElMER, l.c. (n. 50), p. 16; cf supra, n. 119. PAPADlMlTRIOU (l.c. [no 41,
p. 116) consiclereclcaves as particularly connecteclwith hero-cults (see further supra, n. 42). Cf
KONDlS, l.c. (n. 3), p. 166, arguing that the "Small Temple" having an entrancefaCÎng west confirms
the chthoniancharacterof the heroine worshippeclthere.
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recognizedin the archaeologicalrecord are questionswhich have recently been
under debate.121 It seemsincreasingly clear that our modern detinitions of the
installationsusually consideredas typically chthonianarrangementsfor cultic actions
are basedmore on the armchair speculationsof late antiquity than on the cultic
reality of the Archaic and Classicalperiods.122 Alternative explanationsof t11e useand
function of the structureswithin the cave are thereforebe considered,by analogy
with the practical, cultic installationsknown from other Greeksanctuaries.

One of the principal activities in a GreeksanctualYwas ritual dining and there is
an increasingamount of evidenceshowing that dining facilities may have been
amongthe earliestor even tbe earliestconstructionsat a sacredsite, perhapseven
earlier than the temple itself.123Ash-filled pits are featurescommonly found where
dining took place, the pits beingusedfor cooking, either as in a properkitchen or for
simplergrilling or roastingin connectionwith the actualdining.124 In somecases,pits
werefilled with the debrisfrom dining, aswell as with cookingware and votive gifts,
and the depositwas sealedafter the ceremonywas concluded.125 The pits in rooms
A, r and Li may have servedas hearths(in particular, the pit borderedby stonesin
room Li) or constitutedepositsleft behindafter ritual meals.The ashwas particularly
abundantin room A and was concentratedto a large spot borderedby stones,which
may suggesta kitchen function.

The identification of the channelunder the south-westernwall in room Li as an
Opferrinne is also doubtful. Neither its constructionnor its location tits what is
known of offering trenchesat other locations.126 On the other hand, drains are
commonlyfound in dining-roomsas a meansof facilitating the cleaningof the floor
from dinner debris and this may have beenthe function of this channelas wel1.127

The ash, the ash-filled pits and the drain can thereforebe taken as indicationsof the
structureswithin the cavehaving beenusedfor the preparationand consumptionof
meals, an activity concludingmost sacrifices. However, archaeologicalevidenceof
this ldnd may also constitutethe remainsof a domesticuse, i.e. by somebodyliving at
this location. Admittedly, no cooking ware is reportedfrom the Brauroncave, but the

121 Seeabove,n. 47.

122 For references,seeabove,n. 48.

123 See B. BERGQUIST, "Feasting of worshippers or temple and sacrifice? The case of the
Herakleion on Thasos", in HAGG, O.C. (n.48), p. 57-72; Ead., "A particular, Western Greek cult
practice? The significance of stele-crowned,sacrificial deposits", OAlh 19 (992), p. 41-47; c.
MORGAN, ISlhmia VIII: The Late BronzeAge settlemelltand Early Iron Age sanctuCllY, Princeton,
1999, p. 374-375. Several "hearth temples" often consideredas earlier, chthonianpredecessorsof
later, propel', Olympian templeshave now beenre-interpretedas hesfiatoria.

124 On cooking pits, see, for example, the ones found near the Tholos in the Athenian Agora
(H.A. THOMPSON, 17Je TholosofAthensand ils predecessors,Athens, 1940 [Hesperia, suppl. 4], p. 25-
27 and figs. 13 and 42). For barbecuesites located directly on the ground, seeB. BERGQUIST, "The
archaeologyof sacrifice: Minoan-Mycenaeanversus Greek. A brief query into two sites with
contr,IlY evidence", in R. HAGG, N. MARINATOS & G.c. NORDQUIST (eds.),Early Greek eull praetice:
Proceedings0/ Ihe Fijrb IlItel'llational Symposiumat Ihe SwedishInslilute al Albens, 26-29 June,
1986, Stockholm,1988 (AclaAtb-4°, 38), p. 30-31, andEad. (1992), I.e. (n. 123), p. 46.

125 On this particularpractice,seeBERGQUIST(992), I.c. (n. 123), p. 41-47.

126 On the use and appearanceofofferingtrenches,seeE. KISTLER, DieOpferrinne-'Zeremonie':
Bankettenideologieam Grab, Orienlalisierung und Formiel'llllg einer Adelsgesellschaftin Alben,
Stuttgart,1998, p. 20-50 and 177-180.

127 The sand and grave! in the pit in the corridor to the south-westof room il may perhapsbe
the result of repeatedoutpouringsof water, draining away the soil.
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pottery assemblageincluded a numberof shapesusedfor eating and drinking, such
as amphorai, kraters, cups and piatesY8 Dining in caves is known from other
sanctuaries,the best-knowncasebeing the Theatreand North-easterncavesat the
sanctuaryof Poseidonat Isthmia, to which can be addedexamplesfrom Thera and
Crete.129Thesecaveshousedboth the actual dining-rooms, the kitchen and storage
spacefor the utensils.

Thus, the cave at Brauron may have had two functions, on the one hand, to
housevarious kinds of offerings made to Artemis and, on the other, to selve as a
dining spaceor residentialquarter. Bearing in mind the scarcity of the information
availableand the fact that the structuresin the cavewere severelydamagedwhen the
roof collapsed,it may tentatively be suggestedthat the cave may have had two
phasesof use and that both functions occurredin eachphase.

In the first phase,the cave consistedof the rooms A, r, il and E (Figs. 2-3). The
finding of ash in small pits all over room A and in more centralpits in roomsr and il
may be takenas an indicationof theseareasbeingusedfor ritual dining or residential
use.130 Room E seemsto have no tracesof ash and may have beenreservedfor the
storingof offerings.

In the secondphase,room A was divided by a transversalwall into two smaller
sections,A and B, while r was separatedfrom A by an additional, transversalwall.
The latter wall l'uns acrossthe ash-spotin the centreof room r, indicating that the
areamay now have beengiven a different function, sincethe hearthcould no longer
be used.Perhapsthis entire section(A, Bandn was now reservedfor the storingof
offerings, such as pottery, jewelle1Y, bronzes,mal'ble vesselsand perishablegoods,
textiles, for example.Dining or living may still havecontinuedin room il, while room
E was perhapsstill alsousedfor storage.

Of interest as regards the function of the cave is also the so-called "Sacred
House", which occupiedthe spaceto the south-eastof the cave. This rectangular
building was partly eut out of the rock at the foot of the acropolisand had walls with

128 No findings of animal bonesare mentionedeither. Whetherthis is due to an absenceof this
kind of material or is simply a result of the preliminary state of publication cannot be decidedat
present.

129 For dining-rooms in caves, see O. BRoNEER, Istbmia II: Topograpby and arcbitecture,
Princeton, 1973, p. 33-46. For animal sacrifice and cult meals at the Psychro and Idean caveson
Crete, seeL.V. \'V'ATROUS, The cavesanctumyofZeusat Psycbro:A studyofextra-urbansanctuaries
in Minoan and ｅ ｡ ｲ ｾ Ｉ ｉ Iron AgeCrete, Liège & Austin, 1996 (Aegaeum,15), p. 54, 59 and 104; MORGAN,
a.c. (n. 123), p. 319. See also the evidence from the Pilarou cave on Thera and the rock-cut
chamberon the samesite, probably used for seatedmeals and publishedby A. KOSE, "Die Hahle
Pilarou beim FelsheiligtumChristos", in W. HOEPFNER(ed.), Das dariscbeTbera V: Stadtgescbicbte
und J(ultstatten {lm nordlicben Stadtrand, Berlin, 1997, p. 73-149, esp. 92-95; C. BECKER,
"Knochenfunde aus der Hahle Pilarou - Reste von Tieropfern oder profane Schlacht- und
Speiseabfalle?",in ibid., p. 151-183,esp. 165-170; N. GIALLELIS & M. ANTKOWIAK, "Die Kultstatte im
Bezirk Christos", in ibid., p. 47-67, esp.60-61.

130 Admittedly, the spacefor the diners is rather limited. However, in Early Archaic times, the
participantsmay have beenseatedrather than reclining; see B. BERGQUIsT, "PrimalY or secondary
temple function: The caseof Halieis", OAtb 18 (1990), p. 36, and cf the rock-cut chamberat Thera,
2.82 m wide and 2.88 m deep, with a bench carved out of the rock on three sides, suggestedto
accommodatenil1e to elevenseateddiners (seeGIALLELIS & ANTKOWIAK, l.c. [n. 129], p. 48-49 and
59-61).
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poros foundations (Fig. 1, no. 8, and Fig. 3, no. 2).131 The northern part of the
"SacredBouse" consistedof an apparentlysquareroom, c. 6.35 m wide, probably
only accessiblefrom the north and not communicatingwith the cave. The southern
part of the building, the back wall of which was made up by the acropolis rock,
measuree!c. 6 X 2.5 m ane! has not beenfully excavatee!.There is no sign of an
entranceane! perhapsthis sectionwas not a room but more of a buttresstowardsthe
rock. The "Sacree!Bouse" yiele!ed material from the 6th ane! 5th centuries(pottery
and terracottafigurines) and must havebeencontemporalYin usewith the cave.132

The function of the "Sacred Bouse" is difficult to ascertain and Papae!imitriou
suggestedthat it may havebeena housefor the priestesses,hencethe denomination
Hienl oikia.133 Bowever, if the cave to the north-westwas graduallyand to a greater
extentusedfor the storingof votives, aswas suggestee!above,this buile!ing may have
takenover the dining functions of the cave. Sinceonly pottelY and figurines are said
to havebeenfoune! here, the differencein material recoveree!,as comparee!with the
cave, may indicate a different function. The main argumentfor this buile!ing being
usee!as a e!ining-room,however, is its proportions.The northernroom of the "Sacred
Bouse", if reconstructee!as being squarein plan, has the e!imensionsthat would fit
elevenktinai of the size usee!in the e!ining-roomsin the stoaconstructee!to the north
aroune!420 Be.134 If this interpretationof its function is correct, the mealsfor certain
persons, perhaps important worshippers and religious office-hole!ers, which
previouslytook placewithin the cave,coule! at a later perioe!havebeentransferree!to
the "Sacree!Bouse".

The constructionof the "Small Temple" at the north-westernentranceof the cave
has beenlinked to the collapseof the roof of the cave, an event which has been
datee! to the mid-5th centUlY Be (Fig. 1, no. 6, ane! Fig. 3, no. 1).135 This building
must have beenconstructee!after the structuresin the cave went out of use, since
the "Small Temple" partly covers the westernpart of room A ane! also spansthe
whole width of the cave, blocking any accessinto it. The inner dimensionsof this
building were 7.75 X 4.45 m and the interior spacewas e!ivie!ed into a squareback
room, 4.65 X 4.65 m, and a rectangularfront room, 4.65 m wie!e ane! 2.60 m e!eep.136
The foundationsof the walls were built of poros blocks ane! the upperwalls were
apparentlyof muel-brick, since the interior spacewas found to be filled with soft,
ree!dishsail. In the inner room was discovereda spot of black soil, 2.35 X 1.25 m,
taken to be the remainsof a hearth.Among the few finds reportedfrom this structure
is the headof a terracottafigurine of a young girl, e!ated to the first half of the 4th
centUlY Be. 137

131 PAAH 1950, p. 175-177;PAAH 1955, p. 118. On the possibility of a dOO1way in the southern
palt of the west wall, seePAAH1950, p. 177.

132 PAAH 1950,p. 177; PAAH 1955,p. 118.

133 PAAH 1950,p. 175.

134 On the sizesof the stoa dining-roomsand its kiinai, seeBOURAS, O.e. (n. 5), p. 71-78 and 92-
94.

135 PAPADlMITRlOU, i.e. (n. 4), p. 116; J.S. BOERSMA (Atbenianbuildingpolie)' ji'OlII 561/0to 405/4
Be, Groningen,1970, p. 62 and 238, no. 132) suggestsa constructiondate around450 Be.

136 PAAH 1949,p. 83.

137 PAAH1949, p. 90 and fig. 19, suggestedto representan ar/dos.
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This building has commonly been regardedas the bieron, beroon or tomb of
Iphigeneia.138 Ir has also been suggestedthat it houseddedications,perhapsthe
bronzesmentionedin someof the inventories.139 The spotof ashfound in the centre
of this building raisesobstaclesta the latter function, though. If this ash was the
remainsof a hearth,the "Small Temple" may in fact havebeenusedas a bestiatorion,
having room for sevencouchesof the samesize as thoseapparentlyusedin the large
stoata the north.140 This small dining-roommay havebeenusedfor a selectgroup of
diners and perhapsreplacedone of the roomswithin the cave. Ir is also possiblethat
the "SacredHouse" ta the eastwas no longer in use in the late 5th centUlY, perhaps
having beendamagedin the collapseof the cave, and the ritual mealssuggestedta
have taken placetherewere now stagedin the "Small Temple".141

The chronologicalrelations betweenthe structuresin the cave and the "Small
Temple" are not without complications,since the information in the preliminary
reports is conflicting. The terminuspost quem for the constructionof the "Small
Temple" has been the collapse of the cave, which has been set in the mid-5th
centUlY, sinceno abjectsrecoveredhere are said ta date later than the 5th centUly.
However, the situationis complicatedby the findings within the caveof inscriptions
reported ta be identical with the Artemis Brauronia texts from the Athenian
Acropolis, which are dated ta the mid-4th century Bc.142 Furthermore,the "Small
Temple" was apparentlyaIsa coveredby a heavyrockfall and if this is ta be takenas
the samedisasteras that which destroyedthe structureswithin the cave, the "Small
Temple" must have beenbuilt before the mid-5th century.143Such an early date is
supportedby the recove1Yof 6th- and 5th-centUlY material from the cleaningof this
building the seasonafter it had beenexcavated.144 On the other hand, since a 4th-
century, terracottaheadwas apparentlyrecoveredfrom within the "Small Temple",
the building seemsta havebeenin useas late as that.145

Ir seemsimpossibleta reconcHeall this conflicting informationon the basisof the
presentevidence.However,a partial solution would be ta connect the destructionof
the structureswithin the cavewith the plunderingof the sanctua1Yby the Persiansin
480 Be. At this period, the roof of the cave may still have been intact, but the
structureswithin were damagedby the Persians.After this event, it was decidedta
abandonthe cave and ta replaceit with the "Small Temple", which was erectedin
the secondhalf of the 5th centUly. The 6th- and 5th-centUlYmaterial recoveredfrom
within the "Small Temple" then needsta be accountedfor, but it may derive from the
decayed,mud-brickwalls of this building. The "Small Temple" was in useinto the 4th

138 For the various proposais,seeTable 1.

139 MVLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, l.c. (n. 50), p. 21, arguing for a similarity in plan and
proportionsbetweenthis building and someof the treasuriesat Olympia and Delphi.

140 The "Small Temple" is close in scale and layout to the small building at the West Gate
herooll at Eretria, often suggestedto have beena dining-room; see P. AUBERSON & K. SCHEFOLD,
Führer durch Ere/ria, Berne, 1972, p, 78-80, and C. BÉRARD, "Note sur la fouille au sud de l'Hérôon",
AI( 12 (1969), p.75-76.

141 For the "Sacred House", see above, p. 85. Only 6th- and 5th-centurymaterial is reported
from this building. In the late 5th centUlY, the diners may also have beenmoved to the new stoa.

142 Seeabove,n. 8.

143 PAAH 1949,p. 81-83.

144 Ergol1 1955,p. 33.
145 .

PAAH1949, p. 90 and fig. 19.
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century, when there was a major rockfall from the acropalis,destroyingthe "Small
Temple" and causingthe cave ta callapseandbUlying the whole areaundera layer of
boulders.AlI of this is, of course,ve1Y hypotheticaland the final publication of the
areawill clarify thesematters.

To conclude this section, the identification of the cave area and the "Small
Temple" at its north-westernentranceas the tomb and cult place of Iphigeneiaon
the basisof Euripides'statementin the fT cannotbe said to be substantiatedby the
archaeologicalevidence, as known at present. Instead, an analysis of the
archaeologicalremainsleadsto the suggestionthat the area was usedfor the storage
of offerings to Artemis and for ritual dining for a certain group of participantsor
perhapsas accommodation,for example,of the religious office-holdersor someof
the arktoi (seebelow, p. 104).

The nOl1:he1"n sectionof the stoa

The secondareawhich has beenconnectedwith the cult of Iphigeneiais located
in the late-5th-centl11Ystoa, framing the northernsectionof the sanctuary(Fig. 1, no.
11). The northernpart of this building consistedof an open, narrow courtyard or
corridor, c. 39.80 m long and c. 6 m wide, oriented in an east-westdirection and
enteredby a propylon at eachend. Its northernside was formed by a shallowstoaor
one-aisledportico facing south, c. 48.35 m long and 4.35 m wide (Fig. 1, no. 12, and
Figs. 4_5).146Within this stoawas found a row of 37 porosslabswith a centralcutting
(c. 0.80 X 0.17 m), most likely for somekind of stelai (Fig. 4).147 No stonestelai or
slabs, whole or fragmental'y, seemto have beenrecoveredin the stelebasesor in
their vicinity.148 Furthermore,within the central cuttings of the poros slabs, there
seemto have beenno tracesof lead for fasteningstonestelai, as was observedin
many of the stelebasesalong the northernside of the temple terraceand along the
westwall of the westernwing of the stoa.

Since thesebasesdo not seemto have beenregularstelebasesfor stonestelai,
Papadimitriousuggestedthat woodenboardswere insertedinto the basesand that
the clothes of women who had died when giving birth were displayed on these
boardsas dedicationsto Iphigeneia.149Moreover, Kondis remarkedthat, owing to the
width of the boards, the only garmentsthat could have been shown here were
pepIai, thus constituting a further corroborationof Euripides.lso The comparative

146 For the architecture,see BOURAS, O.C, (n. 5), p. 127-140, pIs. 11 a-b and 12 g, figs. 96-97;
TRAVLOS, O.C. (n. 3), p. 55-56;J.J. COULTON, T!Je arc!Jitectllral developmentQI' t!Je Greekstoa, Oxford,
1976 (Oxford monographs0/1 Classical arcbaeology), p. 42-43 and 226-227. Excavation reports:
PAAH1949,p. 83-84;PAAH1959,p. 18-19;Ergo/11956,p. 28; Ergo/11958,p. 31-38;Ergo/11959,p. 13-15;
Ergo/1 1960,p. 21-25;Ergo/1 1961,p. 20-29;Ergo/1 1962,p. 37-39.

147 Ergo/1 1960,p. 25; Ergo/1 1961,p. 29; BOURAS, o.c. (n. 5), p. 124; KONDIS, I.e. (n. 3), p. 124.
148 BOURAS, o.c. (n. 5), p. 124; MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, I.e. (n. 50), p. 21. However,

HOLLINSHEAD (I.e. [no 9], p. 434) daims that this part of the stoa is one of the areasof the sanctualY
that has yielded many inscriptions.

149 Ergo/1 1961,p. 29; BOURAS, O.c. (n. 5), p. 124; COLE, I.e. (n. 22), p. 239; BRULÉ, O.C. (n. 9), p. 236-
237; TRAVLOS, O.C. (n. 3), p. 55. Othershave arglled that the baseswere for reglliar stonestelai (e.g.
HOLLINSHEAD, I.e. ln. 9], p. 434), although this area is curiously e!evoie! of such fragments,
particlliarly comparee!with the nllmber of stelai fragmentsrecoverdnear the basesto the north of
the temple terraceane! west of the cave area,where poros baseswere found and the bedrockhas a
nllmber of cuttings sllitable for the placing of stonestelai.

ISO KONDIS, I.e. (n. 3), p. 173-175.
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isolation of this areafrom the rest of the sanctualYwould also argue in favour of its
connection with Iphigeneia, since these offerings had an apotropaic function
different from the textile offerings to Artemis, given to the divinity dealingwith the
positive side of childbirth.
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Fig. 4. The northernsectionof the late-5th-centurystoa at Brauron.

From BOURAS, a.c. (n. 5), figs. 96-97.

Severalobjectionscan be raisedagainstthis interpretation.First of aIl, there is no·
evidencefor clothesbeing displayedon woodenboardsin Greeksanctuariesin this
manner.Secondly,to exhibit the garmentspurportedlydedicatedto Iphigeneiain this
part of the stoa would, in a way, have given the offerings to the heroine a more
prominentposition than thosemadeto the goddess.Of the clothesgiven to Artemis,
some were displayed on the cult statuesstandingwithin the cella of the temple,
while other textile gifts also seemto have beenhousedin the temple, somekept in
woodenboxesor trays.151Although storagewithin the templemust be consideredas
a prestigiouslocation for votive gifts, the dedicationsto Iphigeneiawould havebeen
far more accessibleand noted than thoseto Artemis, which were perhapsonly seen
by the religious office-holders.Furthermore,to display the clothes in the openstoa
would have exposedthem to wind and weatherin a mannerhardly suitable for
textile offerings.

The use of the northern section of the stoa as an exhibition hall for the dead
women'sclothes has beenconnectedwith the parastasand toicbos mentionedin

151 LINDERS, D.C. (n. 8), p. 10-11 ancl 72; MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, I.c. (n. 50), p. 21. On the
numberof cult statues,two or three, seeLINDERS, a.c. (n. 8), p. 14-16; LB. ROMANO, "Early Greekcult
imagesancl cult practices", in HAGG, MARlNATOS & NORDQUIST, a.c. (n. 124), p. 131-132;J. TRÉHEux,
"Sur le nombre cles statues cultuelles clu Brauronion et la date cie l'Artémis Brauronia cie
Praxitèle",RA 1964, p. 1-6.



Inuenting Ipl?igeneia? 89

someof the inscriptions recording dedications.152 The identification of the northem
sectionof the stoa as the parastasand the ta/chasas its back wall is dubious on
both epigraphicaland practicalgrounds.153 If the contentsof the offerings mentioned
in the relevant inscriptions are considered,it is clear that they were of a valuable
kind. The shallow stoa was an openarea,which could not be locked and was thus
highly unsuitablefor the storing of such dedications.154 Furthermore,if the pm'astas
and the ta/chasare to be locatedin this part of the stoa, offerings to Artemis must
also have beendisplayedhere, since the sameinscriptionsalso list dedicationsto the
goddess.155

Fig. 5. Isometric reconstructionof the stoa at Brauron.
From BOURAS, O.c. (n. 5), fig. 76 b.

On the whole, the interpretationof the northemstoa as an exhibition hall for
garmentsdedicatedto Iphigeneiaseemsimplausible,and otherpossiblefuncrions are
thereforeto be examined.156 Consideringthe coherentlayout of the building and the

152 Ergon 1960, p. 25; Ergon 1961, p. 29; BOURAS, O.C. (n. 5), p. 122 and 182. For parastasin the
epigraphicalevidence,seeJG Il 2

, 1517, 52-53; 1524, 118 and 123; for the toicbos, seeJG Il 2
, 1517,43;

1514,23-24(= 1515, 15-16; 1516,3-5).

153 L1NDERS (o,c. [no 8], p. 37 and 57) points out that the inscriptionsspeakof offerings being on
or againsl the door-post pilaster, as weil as being on the wall. Parastas can therefore not be a
1'00m or a building in thesecases.

154 L1NDEHS, O.C. (n. 8), p. 72, n. 33.

155 IG Il z, 1514, 22-24: "clothes [displayeclJon the Old Statue,a mirror on the wall, clotheson the
Marble Statue". Ali the offerings recordecl in this part of the inscription come from one locality,
probablyone building; seeL1NDEHS, o.c. (n. 8), p. 14-15 and 17.

156 A less likely interpretationof this structure is to iclentify it with the stable known From two
inscriptions recoveredat Brauron; seeTHEMELlS (1974), o,c. (n. 49), p. 20; Id., I.c. (n. 7), p. 230 and
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fact that it must have beenconstructedto housethe entire row of rectangularbases
and what was placed in them, a function is to be sought explaining the whole
complex.Moreover, ail the basesin the stoaseemto havebeenput into placeon one
occasion,as a deliberateinstallation, while the l'est of the stelebasesfound in the
sanctumyseemto havebeenerectedtherewhenrequired.157

The suggestionthat the basesonceheld woodenboardsis attractive.The use of
whitenedwooden boards, leukomataor peteura, is known from other sanctuaries,
where they were usedto record cult regulations,announcementsand lists of names
and priests, for example.158 A further argumentfor woodenboardsis the fact that
thesebasesare placedundera roof, unlike the other stelebasesrecoveredfrom the
sanctuary,most of which are located in the open.159Woodenboardscoveredwith
gypsumand with paintedor scratchedtext had, of course,to be protectedfrom the
rain.160

The courtyard is set off from the central part of the sanctumyand can only be
reachedfrom this area by a narrow passagein the centre of the north wing of the
stoa. It is easily accessibleti'om the outside, however, having two entrances,one
facing west and the main route to Athens and one facing eastand the road to the
coast and the sanctuaryof Artemis Tauropolosat Halai (see Fig. 4). Therefore,
whateverwas displayedhere was meant to be seenand to be easily accessible,
though perhapsnot directly part of the ritual actions, such as sacrificesand other
ritual performances,which presumablytook place in front of the temple and in the
openareaframedby the stoa.

Insteadof linking the northernsectionof the stoawith Iphigeneia,my suggestion
is to connect the use of this building with the arkteia, a ritual constitutingone of the
main featuresof the religious activity at Brauron and the performanceof which is
supportedby both the literalY and the archaeologicalevidence.l would proposethat
a possiblefunction of the stelebasesin the northernsectionof the stoa could have

236, n. 36; SEG37 (987), no. 35; H. LAUTER, Die Ar/dte/JturdesHel1enismus,Darmstadt,1985, p. 45.
Seealso MYLONOPOULOS & BuBENHElMER, /.e. (n. 50), p. 19.

157 See, for example,the placing of the stele basesalong the northernside of the temple terrace
and the westwing of the stoa(BOURAS, O.C. ln. 5], p. 95, fig. 69).

158 F. SOKOLOWSKI, Lois sacréesdes cités grecques,Paris, 1969 (École française d'Athènes:
Travaux et mémoires,18), no. 69, Hnes 42-43; A. PETROPOULOU,"The eparchedocumentsand the
early oracle at Oropus", GRES 22 (981), p. 49, Hnes 42-43 (4th centUlY BC), Amphiareion at
Oropos, for recording the namesof incubants;IG XII:5, 647, 40 (3rd centUlY BC), Keos, a regulation
for sacrificesand athletic festivals; SOKOLOWSKI, LSAk! (n. 58), no. 53, Hnes 35-36 Ost centuryAD),
Miletos, regulationsconcerningthe Molpoi and Prophetes;cf MYLONOPOULos & BUBENHEIMER, I.c.
(n. 50), p. 19-21. On woodenboards,seealso E.G. TURNER, Greekpapyri: An introduction, Oxford,
1968, p. 6; R. THOMAS, Liferacy and oralify in ancient Greece, Cambridge, 1992 (Key themesin
ancienthistoIY), p. 83. In the SacredSpring temenosat Corinth was found a seriesof rectangular
holes apparentlyfor woodenstelai (two examplesmeasuring0.09/0.13x 0.23/0.24m), erectedin
the 5th centUlY, see ch.K. WILLIAMS, II & J.E. FISCHER, "Corinth, 1970: Forum area", Hesperia 40
(1971), p. 15 and pl. 4.

159 Stele basesor cuttings for stelai are found along the northern sicle of the temple terrace,
along the south-westernwall of the stoa and in front of the cave.

160 Scratchingon the surfacemay be impHed by the expressionypa<povtuFoV 1tEtEÛP01,usedin the
inscription from the Amphiareion; SOKOLOWSKI, LSCG (n. 158), no. 69, Hne 42; PETROPOULOU,I.c.
(n. 158), p. 49, Hne 42, and p. 56 (commentaIY).The more common expressionis ùvuypa<pElv Eiç
f..EÛKCOIlU (the sameverb is usedalso for stonestelai); seeIG XII:5, 647, 40; SOKOLOWSKI, LSAM(n. 58),
no. 53, Hnes35-36; DEM., ContI'. Timocr., 23.
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been ta housewoodenboarcls on which were recordedthe namesof aIl the girls
embracedby the arkteia cluring a certainperiocl of time.

The numberof girls actually participatingin the ritual at Brauronis not clefinitely
known and estimateshave varied betweenaIl Athenian girls of the relevantage ta
only a few privileged ones from rich and prominentAthenian families.161 Christiane
Sourvinou-Inwood'sdetailed discussionof the eviclence has demonstrateclthe
logistic impossibility of having more than a small numberof girls presentat the
sanctuaJYfor a long period of time. Since the literalY sourcesspeakingof the ark:teia
suggestsomekind of tithe, it has beenarguedthat a representativecross-sectionwas
macleon tribal bases,perhapsonegirl from eachpbyle,selecteclby clrawing lots.162 At
the same time, the importance of the arkteia as marking an essentialstage of
maturationin the clevelopmentof al! young, Atheniangirls into marriageablewomen
seemsta be beyoncl cloubt, whetheror not they were actually presentat BraUl·on.163

The selectnumberof girls performing the ritual at the sanctualYmay thereforehave
beenperceivedas beingrepresentativeof their whole age-group,i.e. four year-crops.

Seenin this perspective,oneway of inclucling aIl Atheniangirls of the right agein
the arkteia would have been ta recorcl aIl their nameson wooclen boarcls each
fourth year, when the ritual taok place, ancl ta display thesein the northernsection
of the stoa. Even though only a few girls actually stayedat the sanctualYcluring a
certainperiocl of time, the listing of al! the nameswouIci havebeena way ta makeal!
the girls participate in a senseancl further clemonstratethat the arkteia was of
concernta them aIl, whetheror not they hacl beenselectedta be physically present
at Brauron. That namesof visitors ancl worshipperswere listecl ancl clisplayecl in
Greek sanctuarieswith the explicit intention of their being seenby others is clear
from a numberof cases.A sacredlaw from the Amphiareionat Oropos,for example,
statesthat the neokoroswas ta write clown the full nameof eachincubant, as saon
as he hacl paid the fee, ancl ta clisplay the board bearing this information in the
sanctuaq,sa that anyonewho saclesiredwas free ta inspectthe name.164

161 SIMON (a.c. [no 20], p.86) concluclecl that, owing to the frequency ancl quality of the
krateriskai connecteclwith the ar!,,/eia, the whole Athenian population must have participatecl.
B,W. PARKE (Festiua!sof t!Je At!Jenians,London, 1977 [Aspectsof Gree!" andROll/an ltle], p. 140) saw
the arkteia as the c1uty ancl privilege of a limited numberof aristocrats;cf also COLE, I.e, (n. 22),
p. 242. BONNECHERE (a.c, ln. 17], p, 29) suggeststhat only a few girls from privileged families took
part in the arkteia at Brauron and Mounychia, while the general public celebratedthe ritual in
local sanctuaries.

162 SOURVINOU-INWOOD (1988), a.c, (n, 17), p, 114-116; cf BRULÉ, a,c, (n. 9), p. 206-207; DOWDEN,
a,c, (n. 9), p, 26-28; HARP., S,U. oEKaTEûEIv.p, BRULÉ ("Retour à Brauron: Repentirs,avancées,mise au
point", DHA 16:2 [1990], p, 71) also suggeststhat the numberof couchesin the stoa (99) \Vas not
coinciclental but was relatecl to the numberof tribes (ten) ancl thereforeproviclecl sufficient space
for the fathers of the ar/"tai at the dining taking place in connectionwith the ritua!.

163 SouRvINou-INwooD(1988), a.c, (n. 17), p, 22 with n. 61; OSBORNE,a,c, (n. 2), p, 165; DOWDEN,
a,c, (n. 9), p, 29; BONNECHERE, a,C, (n. 17), p. 36-37. The aifia of the arkteia insist that it was
necessaryfor each Athenian girl to have been a "bear" before getting marriecl; cf HARP" S.U.

àPKTEUO'C(l; AnecdataGraeca, l, 444-445,S,U, àPKTEUO'C(l; SI/da, s,u, àpKTEuO'm; scho!. AR., Lys" 645c
(Hangarcl),

164 SOKOLOWSKI, LSCG (n. 158), no, 69, lines 39-43; PETROPOULOU,l,c, (n, 158), p. 49, lines 39-43:
ro ovo/lawu 8YKaSEûOovwSchav8/lPU.ÀÀEI TO àpyûplOvypu.cpEcrSmTOV VEWKOPOV Kat aùwuKat ｔ ｾ ｓ rroÀEOS
Kat 8KTISEIV 8V TOI tEpOl ypu.cpOVTa 8V rrETEûpOI O'Korr1Elv (T)OI pouÀO/lÉVOI. Seealso SOKOLOWSKI, a,c,
(n, 158), no. 93, lines 8-14, Eretria, 4th or 3rcl century BC, to note the namesof the children
participating in the processionat the Asklepieia ancl display the leI/kali/a in the sanctuary;
SOKOLOWSKI, LSCG (n. 158), no. 83, lines 30-37, Korope, c, 100 BC, write clown the namesof those
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According ta Sourvinou-Inwood'scalculations,the total numberof girls from one
year-crop wouId amount ta around 600-700, which adds up ta a considerable
number of names each fourth year, when the arkteia was performed.165 The
recordingof such a quantity of text must havebeena laboriouswork, even thoughit
took place only eachfourth year. Since the display of the nameswas probablyonly
of relevancefor a certain period of time (three or four years), the painting or
scratchingof the nameson the boardswouId have beenbathcheaperand less time-
consumingthan inscribing them on stoneslabs.166 The sameboardscould later have
beenwhitewashedand re_used.167 Even though the display of thesedocumentswas
set off from the main part of the sanctuary,unlike the stone inscriptions recording
the inventoriesof the offerings, which have mainly beenfound close ta the temple,
the woodenboardswere still highly accessibleand visible ta thosevisiting Brauronin
connectionwith festivals, for private religious errandsor just passingby.168Moreover,
the location of the stelebasesin the stoa facing the narrow, opencourtyard would
haveprovidedthe boardswith enoughlight ta makethemeasyta seeand read.169

Sourvinou-Inwood has stressedthe importance of the arkteia as a ritual
embracingthe whole polis and, in a way, functioning as a female counterpartta the
ephebeiafor the young men.l7O She has further suggestedthat the arkteia was of
high, ideological concernand, in the contextof Kleisthenes'reforms, that the ritual
was shapedta expressand validate the new articulationof the polis as a democracy
and its cohesion.Bearingthis in mind, what would have beenmore democraticthan
ta name in public ail the girls undergoingthe transformationinto future wives and
mothersof new citizens?Furthermore,that fact that the arkteia marked the girls as
enteringthe agewhen they could be married is also of interesthereand the listing of
the namesmay have beenone way of presentingail the girls eligible for marriagein

who are to consult the oracle and display the lellkom(f in front of the temple; cf ibid., no. 154 A,
!ines 12-18, Kos, c. 300-250BC; no. 166, !ines 32-35, Kos, 2nd or lst centuryBC; no. 173, lines 65-102,
Halasarna,c. 200 BC.

165 SOURVINOU-INWOOD (1988), o.c. (n. 17), p. 116. For other attemptsto calculatethe numberof
arktoi, seeDOWDEN, o.c. (n. 9), p. 27-28; cf BRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 370-376. Since the arkteia was
celebratedalso at Mounychia, it is possiblethat only half the numberof girls were connectedwith
Brauron.

166 The same reasoningmust have Iain behind the use of wooden boards for proposaisfor
decreesto go before the Athenian assembly,only some of which were later eut in stone; see
THOMAS, o.c. (n. 158), p. 83; cf IGXII:5, 647, 40-43 (= SOKOLOWSKI, LSCG[no 158], no. 98).

167 PETROPOULOU(I.c. [no 158], p. 56) suggeststhat the boardsused at the Amphiareion were
coatedwith a new layer of white substancewhen the surfacehad beenfilled with writing.

168 The stone inventoriesseemto have beenput up at the locations where the actual offerings
were kept; seeLINDERS, O.C. (n. 8), p. 72; HOLLINSHEAD, i.c. (n. 9), p. 434.

169 The limitecl extent of literacy in antiquity is an argumentagainst the assumptionthat Greek
inscriptions were put up with the intention of providing the public with information. Still, !iteracy
allowing the clecodingof namesseemsto have been more widespread;see THOMAS, O.C. (n. 158),
p.8-12.

170 SOURVINOU-INWOOD (1988), O.C. (n. 17), p. 111-113;cf COLE, I.c. (n. 22), p. 233-244,comparing
the arl?teia to the kali reioll for the boys. Incidentally, in the Classical period, the namesof the
ephebesseemto have beenwritten on lellkomata, which were then displayed; see Ch. PÉLÉKIDIS,
Histoire de l'ép!Jébie attiqlle des origilles à 31 avallt ]éslls-Cbrist, Paris, 1962 (École ,/i'ançaise
d'Atbènes:Travallx et mémoires,13), p. 73 and 100-101.
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the near future.l7l The lists with the namesperhapsalso functioned as a meansof
demonstratingtheir properAthenianancestlY.This aspectmay havebeenparticularly
importantas a result of Perikles'citizenshiplaws of 451/0 Be, accordingta which an
Athenian citizen had ta be of citizen descent on his mother's sicle as weil as his
father's.l72

The adytoll of the temple of Ademis

The third part of the sanctualYat Brauronsuggestedto be relatedta Iphigeneiais
the adyton of the temple of Artemis (Fig. 1, no. 1). In an article comparing the
layouts of the three temples of Artemis at Brauron, Halai/Loutsa and Aulis, John
Travlos arguedthat, since ail thesetempleshad adyta, taken ta be a characteristic
featureof shrinesof chthoniandivinities, there must have existeda chthonianaspect
of the cult at eachof thesethree locations.173At ail threesites, IphigeneiawouId have
been the chthoniansicle of Artemis, having her cult housedin the adyton of the
templesof the goddess.

In a re-studyof thesethree temples,Mary Hollinsheadrefuted the hypothesisof
the adyta housingany fonn of ritual activity or being connectedwith Iphigeneia.174

At Halai/LoutsaandAulis, thereis, in fact, no evidenceto supporta cult of Iphigeneia
and an analysisof the archaeologicalmaterial suggeststhat the presenceof adyta at
these sites may be explainedas a result of particular local traditions or as later
additions ta the original layout of the temple.175 In the caseof Brauron, Hollinshead
suggeststhat the adyton servedas a storagefacility for valuablegoods rather than
any cultic purposeY6This interpretationof the adytonat Brauronis supportedby the
number of offerings found to the north and north-westof the temple terrace.177

Though most of these abjects seem ta have been intentionally depositedat the
spring, someof this materialmay be takento representthe remainsof the dedications
oncekept in the adyton,which endedup north and north-westof the temple terrace

171 On the arkteia being part of a Iarger festival aiming at the reunion of the sexes,as weil as
showingoff the girls for marriage,seeDOWDEN, O.C. (n. 9), p. 40-41 ancl 200; Id., I.e. (n. 40), p. 39. Cf
c. CALAME, Les c!Joeursde jeunesfilles en Grèce arc!Jaïque. 1. MOlp!Jologie, fonction religieuseet
sociale, Rome, 1977 (Filologia e critica, 20), esp. p. 445-447, on religious festivals, chorllSes ancl
clancing in particular, functioning as a meansof presentingthe young girls to the community ancl
as a preparationfor their subsequentmarriage.

172 On Perikles' law, see C.B. PATTERSON,Pericles' cifizens!Jip lal/! of 451/0 BC, ph.D. Diss.,
University of Pennsylvania,1976,passimancl esp. p. 79-80, 176-179 ancl 221-229; WHITEHEAD, o.c.
(n. 2), 71-72 ancl 98-99; P.J. RHODES, A commentCII)'on t!Je Aristotelian Athenaion Politeia, Oxforcl,
1981, p. 331-335 ancl 496-497; C.B. PATTERSON, Thefami/y in Greek!JiStol)', Cambriclge& Lonclon,
1998, p. 109-110. It cannotbe shown that the law was revokecl or moclifjecl betweenits enactment
in 451/0 ancl its re-enactmentin 403; seeEad. (976), supra, p. 221-229. That the law was still in
force late in the century is eviclent from AR., Au., 1649-1661,the play being performeclin 414 BC.

173 TRAvLOs, l.c. (n. 38), p. 197-205,esp. 197-198ancl 204, fig. 8; cf KAHIL (977), l.c. (n. 6), p. 86-
98; Ead., l.c. (n. 46), p. 77; BRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 193-195;DOWDEN, o.c. (n. 9), p. 38. For the remainsof
the adyton of the temple at Brauron,seeTRAvLOs, o.c. (n. 3), p. 53 ancl 61, tlg. 58; PAAH 1945-1947.
1948,p. 86; PAAH1949, p. 75-77; PAAH1955, p. 118; PAAH1956, p. 74, fig. 1; Ergon 1955,p. 33.

174 HOLLINSHEAD, l.c. (n. 9), p. 419-440.

175 HOLLINSHEAD, l.c. (n. 9), p. 423-424, 427-428,430-432and 435-439.

176 HOLLINSHEAD, l.c. (n. 9), p. 432-435and 438-439.

177 Ergon 1961,p. 30-34;PAAH1959, p. 19; Ergon 1959, p. 16; cf Ergon 1962, p. 27-28; seealso the
discussionabove,p. 79-82.
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when the temple was plunderedand destroyedby the Persiansin 480 Be or were
dumpedthereduring the subsequentcleaningup of the templesite.178

Travlos' interpretationof the adyton as linked with Iphigeneiawas basedon the
assumption that a chthonian divinity demanded particular kinds of cultic
installations, adyta being one of these. In a second study, Hollinshead has
demonstratedthe unsuitability of the tenn adyton for the inner room of a Greek
temple, in particular, since the application of the term easily carries with it
assumptionsof particular divine recipientsand rituals, especiallysecretrites, which
are not supportedby the archaeologicalevidence.179 Furthennore,templeswith an
inner room cannotbe connectedwith any particulardivinity nor be takenas a sign of
"chthonian" activity. Instead, such rooms were in general used for storage and
safekeeping,apart from a few cases in which an oracular function can be
demonstrated.180 The location of Iphigeneia'scult in the adyton of the temple at
Brauronhas thereforeno factual supportand is basedonly on the suppositionof the
existenceof particularchthoniantraits and rituals.181

To sum up, the archaeologicalevidenceat Brauron, as known at present,cannot
be said to corroboratethe assumptionsof a cult of Iphigeneia,madeon the basisof
the literalY sources.There is no archaeologicalsupportfor identifying the cave area
and the adjacentbuildings as the tomb or beroon of Iphigeneia.The find material
from this part of the sanctucllY cannotbe said to demonstrateher presenceat this
particular location but rather indicatesthat the cave was connectedwith the same
divinity as the l'est of the sanctuary.More specifically, certain sectionsof the cave
may have beenused as storagespacefor votive offerings made to Artemis, while
other parts functioned as a dining facility and could perhapsalso be used as
accommodation,perhapsfor religious office-holders. The northern section of the
stoa, suggestedto housethe clothesdedicatedto Iphigeneia,is better explainedas
having been used for shelteringwooden boards listing the namesof all the girls
embracedby the arkteia during a certain period of time. Finally, a particular
connectionbetweenthe inner room or adyton within the temple of Artemis and a
chthoniancult of Iphigeneiais not supportedby the comparativeevidence,either the
archaeologicalor the written, and this part of the templewas ratherusedfor the safe-
keepingof valuableofferings.

De-constructing 1phigeneia

The analysis of the evidence from Brauron presentedabove points in the
direction of a re-evaluationof Iphigeneia'spresenceand cult at the site and of the
literary sourcessupportingthem. Bearingin mind that the site is mainly known from
prelimimllY reports, it still seemsclear that Iphigeneiais remarkablyabsentfrom the
epigraphicaland iconographical,as well as the archaeologicalmaterial. Furthermore,

178 In particlllar, the material fOllnd in the ashy layer jllst to the north of the tenacewall; see
supra, n. 108; cf Ergo/l 1961, p. 31-32. There is no mention of Iphigeneiaon any of the objects
recoveredhere, while at leastone bronzemirror had an inscribed dedication to Artemis; seesupra,
n.52.

179 M.B. HOLLINSHEAD, "'Adyto/l', 'opistbodolllos' and the inner room of the Greek temple",
Hesperia68 (1999), p. 189-218.

180 HOLLINSHEAD, t.e. (n. 179), p. 189-218,esp. 195-199and 214.

181 Cf. HOLLINSHEAD, t.e. (n. 179), p. 198. On the difficulties in applying the concept of
"chthonian" to Greek religion, in particular, the archaeologicalevidence,seeabove, p. 82-83.



Il1uel1til1g Ipbigel1eia? 95

the buildings and structuresusually connectee!with Iphigeneiacan be interpretedas
having e!ifferent functions than those traditionally proposee!and thesefunctions can
be integratee! in the developmentof the sanctuary both synchronically ane!
diachronically(seefurther the Appel1dix).

Altogether, there is at presentno evie!encewhich supportsor confirms Euripides'
statements,nor are there any ine!icationsof a pre-Euripie!eanpresenceof the heroine
at the sanctua1Y.At the end of d1is inquiry, Iphigeneiastill remainsan evasiveliteral'y
figure more than an actual recipient of cult. Where e!oesail this leave Euripie!esand
the other literaty sourcesconnectingIphigeneiaane! Brauron?The crux of the matter
is, in fact, Euripie!es, since the information in scholia on Aristophanes'Lysistrata
(645) cannotbe e!emonstratee!to pre-e!atehim. In any case,the scholia, inclue!ing the
quotationfrom Euphorion,do not provie!e any ine!epene!entevie!ence,since it cannot
be exclue!ee!that their information may be a result of influencesfrom Euripie!es.We
shoule! thereforeconsie!erthe possibility that Iphigeneia'spresenceat Brauron, her
tomb, cult ane! particularvotive practicesare an Euripie!eaninvention. Thoughsuch a
conclusionmay at first seemtoo bole! to be accepted,it may be arguee!that we are
heredealingwith an aition which is a litera1Y constructratherthan an accountof the
actual ritual practicesof an Atheniancult.

Ir is, of course,still possible that Iphigeneiawas presentat or connectee!with
Brauronin a way which has left no traceseither in the previousliteraty recore! or in
the archaeologicalremains so far known from the site.182 She may have beena
pree!ecessorof Artemis or an aspector epithet of the goddessor a mythical figure
linkee! to Brauron, perhapsnot even callee! Iphigeneia to begin with, to whom
Euripie!esascribee!cultic functions as wel1.183 This may havebeenthe case,but it has
to be rememberee!that the antiquity of Iphigeneia still remains an inference not
supportee! by any e!irect evie!ence. Euripides is the earliest source to connect
Iphigeneiawith Brauron in any senseane! also the source that provides the most
explicit evie!encefor her cult at the sanctua1Y.

The StOlY of Iphigeneiawas lmown in variousversions,but the variant presented
by Euripie!es in the IT differs in certain respectsfrom the other known accounts.
According to the other versions, inclue!ing Euripie!es' own IpfJigeneia at Aulis,
Iphigeneiawas either savee!by Artemis, transportee!to Tauris ane! mae!e immortal or
simply e!iee! at Aulis.184 In the IT, Euripidesis reshapingthe stOlY, so that his versionis
the only one in which Iphigeneiasurviveswithout beinggiven any immortal qualities
ane! is insteae!said to e!ie a peacefuldeath.185

182 WOLFF (I.e. ln. 23], p. 323, n. 39) suggeststhat PHANODEMOS, FC/Hist, 325, F 14, the scholiaon
AR., Lys., 645a-b(Hangard)and EUPHORION, ail connectingIphigeneiaand Brauron,may reflect such
earlier elements.

183 The suggestionthat Iphigeneiawas an older, evenprehistoric,birth goddess,hasbeenbased
on the Interpretationof her name,allegedto mean"strong in birth"; seeBRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 267, n.
89; cf WOLPF, I.e. (n. 23), p.320, n. 34; ARETZ, o.c (n. 9), p. 33-36. DOWDEN (o.c. [n. 9], p. 46),
however,arguesthat "Iphigeneia" is rather to be understoodas "born beautiful".

184 Made divine or given an immortal quality: STAS1NOS (ap. PROKLOS, Cbrestolllatbia [Allen,
p. 104, 12-20D, HES., fr. 23a, 17-26and 23b (Merkelbach& West),STEsrcHoRos,fr. 215 (PMG), EUR., lA,
1607-1608,1614 and1622.Died at Aulis: PIND., Pytb., XI, 22-23,AEscH.,Ag., 114-138,SOPH.,El., 566. On
the conflicting versions,seealso A.O. HULTON, "Euripidesand the Iphigenia legend", Mnelllosyne
15 (1962),p. 364-368.

185 II is interestingto note that, at the end of the lA, producedposthumouslyin 405-c. 400 Be,
Euripides makes no mention of Iphigeneia'sreturn to Brauron and only states that she was
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Furthermore,Euripicles is the first author who clescribesIphigeneia'sreturn to
Greeceti'Oll1 Tauris ancl it may also have been he who brought Orestesinto the
story.186Bearingthis in minci, it is tempting to suggestthat her particularconnection
with Brauronis a further Euripicleanelaborationor invention ancl that it may, in fact,
have beenEuripicleswho locatecl Iphigeneiain Brauron in the first place. It may not
be coinciclental that, in the IT, Iphigeneiais clescribeclas coming to a sanctuaryof
Artemis which was alreaclyin existence,contra1Yto Orestes,who was to builcl a new
templeat Halai ancl thereset up the statueof Artemis Tauropolos.187Hel' arriving at a
cult place alreacly in use can perhapsbe taken as an inclication that Iphigeneiawas
actually aclclecl to Brauronat a late stage.

Since Euripicles elaborateclon the IphigeneiaStOlY as regarcleclher whereabouts
after coming to Tauris, it is also of interestto take a closel' look at what kincl of rituals
he outlinecl for Iphigeneiaat Brauronancl to seehow they comparewith Greekcult
at large.188 In the caseof Brauron,Euripiclesstatesthat Iphigeneiawas to be given the
clothes from women who hacl (liecl in chilclbirth. One further reasonfor cloubting
that Euripicles is clescribing an actual, practisecl cult of Iphigeneia at Brauron is
relatecl to this particular ritual. There seem,in fact, to be no known parallels to this
kincl of ritual practiceanywhereelse in the Greekworlcl.189 As far as we can tell, aIl
other cleclications of clothes macle in connectionwith chilclbirth were macle by
womenwho hacl survivecl the clelivery.

Moreover, if the clothesof thosewho perisheclin giving birth were cleclicateclin a
sanctuary,what were they supposeclto achieve?190 For a pregnantwoman to clie
while giving birth was a clisaster,not only for the woman herseIf, the chilcl ancl her
family, but also becauseshe clicl not fulfil her role as a woman. If this coulcl be
avoiclecl in the future by cleclicating the cleacl woman'sclothes to a certain clivinity,
one woulcl expect that cleclications of this kincl wouIci be common in sanctuaries
clealing with women ancl chilclbirth. To prevent the cleath of other mothers-to-be
woulcl havebeenof prime concernfor the families.

Not only the lack of parallels to the offering of cleacl women'sclothesought to
l'aise our awarenessbut also the fact that the wicler contentof this ritual is highly
unusual,if seenwithin the contextof Greekvotive practicesat large. Declicationsin
sanctuarieswere macle in orcier to get protectionancl help from the gocls in the future

sacrificedand saveclancl is now to be founcl amongthe gocls (lA, 1607-1608,1614 and 1622). On the
difficulties about the authenticity of the exoclus of this play, see above, n. 12. It seemsclear,
however, that the contentsare thoseof the original version; seealso EUR., fI'. 587 (Nauck2

).

186 Cf ARETZ, O.C. (n. 9), p. 37. Accorcling to PAUSANIAS (I, 33, 1), Iphigeneiareturnedto Argos
after having broughtArtemis' image back to Brauron. On Orestes,seeHULTON, l.c. (n. 184), p. 368.

187 On Iphigeneiagoing to a pre-existingplace of worship, seeWOLFF, l.c. (n. 23), p. 319-320.
Athena cloes not orcier Iphigeneia to found the cult at Brauron in the same sense that she
commanclsOrestesto found Halai, as has beenc1aimed by, for example,Ch. SOURVINOU-INWOOD,
"Tragecly ancl religion: Constructs and readings", in Ch. PEDLEY (ed.), Creek tragedy and tbe
bistorian, Oxford, 1997, p. 174-175.

188 Cf F.M. DUNN, Tragedy'send. Closlire and innouation in Eliripidean drama, New York &
Oxford, 1996,p. 63.

189 q: WOLFF, l.c. (n. 23), p. 320 ancl 323. Platnauerin his commentaryon the IT (o.c. ln. 75],
p. 178, line 1465) is mistaken.

190 ]OHNSTON (o.c. [no 55], p. 239-240) suggeststhat the offerings may have beenmacle for the
goocl of the rest of the family, especiallythe infant, if it had sUlvived, or any future chilclren the
husbandmay have, as weil as his future wife.



Inuenting Ipbigeneia? 97

or as thank-offeringswhen this help and assistancehad been forthcoming.191 To
commemorate,in a sanctuary,the dreadful misfortune of a woman dying when
giving birth seemsto have been contrary to the basic principle of Greek votive
religion. It is true that the dedication of war spoils to the gods also involved
someone'smisfortune and death, but the objective behind such offerings was
gratitude to the gods who had contributed to the victory rather than the
commemorationof the enemieswho had (lied. Therefore, this particular ritual at
Brauronmay also be takenas an Euripideancreation.

Bearing all of this in mind, the suggestionthat Iphigeneia'spresenceand cult at
Brauron is an invention by Euripidesmay still seemtoo daring to be accepted.One
reasonfor this can definitely be found in our scholarly tradition of having great
confidencein what the literaIT sourcestell us about antiquity. In accordancewith
our Christian tradition, in which we have the text of the Bible as a guideline, we
subconsciouslytend to regard any explicit \vritten information on religion and cult
practice as definite and correct. Greek religion, however, was flexible and
multifaceted,with no written rules or dogma and no institutionalizedpriesthood.
Thus, Euripidescould very well speakof rituals that did not have an equivalentin
actual,practisedreligion, without this beingseenas committingsacrilegeor as being
a nuisanceto his audience.The natureof Euripidesas a sourcefor Greekreligion has
to be kept in mind here: the text in questionwas a tragedy, not a handbookby a
Kultscbrijtsteller.192 Furthermore,recent work on Euripides has demonstratedhis
flexible use of myth, reshapingthe familial' stories, adding new details or episodes
and emphasizingnew aspectsof the legends.193 The aetiologiesdealingwith religion,
frequently used in particular as endings of his plays, can in several cases be
demonstratedto be inventions.194 The caseof EUlTstheus,outlined in Heracles0030-
1036), who is to be buried in Athens and to protect the city but explicitly demands
not to be given a cult, is one such example, and the institution of a cult to the
children of Medeaby theil' mother, who in fact killed them, has also beensuggested
to be a literary construct.195

It is thereforepossiblethat EuripideslocatedIphigeneiain Brauronand supplied
her with a cult there. This scenario, however, was only feasible since the

191 SeeF.T. VAN STRATEN, "Gifts for the gods", in H.S. VERSNEL (ed.), Failb, hopeand lUorship:
Aspeclsof religious menlaiily in Ihe ancienl lUorld, Leiden, 1981 (Sludies in Greek and Roman
religion, 2), p. 88-104.

192 For the distinctions betweenpaganismand monotheismand how they affect the source
materialand our modernattitudesto it, seeSCULLION, I.e. (n. 16), p. 217-233,esp.218.

193 DUNN, O.C. (n. 188), p. 56-57 and 152-153; SCULLION, I.c. (n. 16), p. 217-233; HULTON, i.c.
(n. 184); cf J.D. MIKALSON, Honour Iby gods: Popular religion in Greek /l'(fgedy, Chapel Hill &
London, 1991, p. 235. On Euripides' intellectual relation to myth, see F. JOUAN, Euripide el les
légendesdes chaniscypriens: Des origines de la guerre de Troie à l'Iliade, Paris, 1966 (Collections
d'éludesanciennes),p. 440-459. On 1phigeneiaand the fT, seeBRELICH, o.c. (n. 17), p. 243, who
commentsthat Euripidesis not likely to have inventeda myth but couId very weIl have intraduced
new elements.KAHIL (I.c. [no 27], p. 719) commentsthat 1phigeneia'sraIe at Brauron might have
been a literal'y invention by Euripides, had it not been confirmed by excavation.Also the new
epithet for Artemis in the fT, Taurapolos,has been suggestedto be an Euripidean invention; see
WOLFF, i.c. (n. 23), p. 313, n. 11.

194 DUNN, D.C. (n. 188), p. 56-57, 60-63 and 94-95; SCULLION, I.c. (n. 16), p. 217-233.

195 Medea, 1378-1383.SeeSCULLION, I.e. (n. 16), p. 217-233, who also discussesthe burial of the
knife and the anachranistictreary betweenAthens and Argos in Suppl., 1205-1212,and the rituals at
Halai and Brauranoutlined in the fT.
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contemporarycuItic situation at this site offered bath rituals and divinities from
which he could create a cultic personafor Iphigeneia.Hel' close link with Artemis
was, of course, already self-evident. Geographically, she had been previously
connectedin the epic tradition with Aulis, a coastalsanctuaryof Artemis in many
respectssimilar ta Brauron. One important reason, however, for placing her at
Brauronand not at anothersanctuaryof Artemis may havebeenthat the arkiteia was
perfol1nedhere. The story of Iphigeneiacould be correlatedta the myths servingas
the aifia for the arkiteia, since bath concernedan animal sacredta Artemis and a
young girl or girls having ta be sacrificed ta placate the anger of the goddess.
Moreover, the context of Iphigeneia'ssacrifice was marriage, an event which was
central also ta the arkiteia, since the purposeof the ritual was ta preparethe young
girls for this future event. Still, and it is important ta note this, there are many
distinctions between,on the one hand, the myths behind the arkiteia and what the
arkitoi did at Brauron and, on the other, what happenedta Iphigeneiaat Aulis and
her future functions at Brauron. The ritual and the myths of the arkteia could very
well have existedand functionedwithout Iphigeneia,i.e. it is not necessalYta have
her presentat Brauron in arder ta explain the arkiteia.196And, as far as we can tell,
Euripides makesno referenceta the arkteia. The connectionsbetweenIphigeneia
and this ritual are found only in the post-Euripideansources.

That Iphigeneiawas ta be the priestessof the goddessalso at Brauron is not
surprising,since this was her relation ta Artemis at Tauris. Furthermore,if Iphigeneia
was ta be transferredback ta Greece,she must be given a function and, since
marriagewas excluded,a continuedserviceas the goddess'svirgin priestessseemsta
be the only option. Ta havea priestessof a god or goddessburied in the sanctuaryis
a patternlmown from othercuits and sanctuaries.197

The most interestingpart of Euripides' text concernsthe dedicationta Iphigeneia
of the clothesbelongingta womenwho had died when giving birth. This statement
has led somescholarsta suggestthat Iphigeneiaand Artemis at Brauron were two
distinct divinities, the former being the negative counterpartof the goddessand
dealingwith the ill outcomeof childbirth.198 This role ascribedta Iphigeneiaseemsta
be more a result of a tao strong belief in Greek religion being divided inta an
Olympian and a chthoniansphere,eachbeing the other'sopposite,than a reflection
of the cultic reality.199 The particular and unique, votive ritual consisting of the
dedication of dead women's clothes may, in fact, have been constructedfrom

196 Even SOURVINOU-INWOOD (1990), I.e. (n. 17), p. 52-54, a finn believer in Iphigeneia'sintimate
connectionwith the al'!<teia , admits that the transformationIphigeneia underwent (saved from
sacrifice and turned into the goddess'svirgin priestess)is completely different from that of the
al'!<tai Oosing their wild elementin order to be able to many eventually). Seealso KEARNS, I.e. (30),
p. 101, pointing to the gap between\Vhat the al'!<tai clicl ancl what they presumablyheard about
Iphigeneia.

197 SeeFARNELL, a.c. (n. 74), p. 53-70, for references.If the priestessesof Artemis lIseci the cave
for ritual meals or even stayedthere, as \Vas sliggestedabove, the rllbble from the collapseclcave
mal' perhapshave constituteda source of inspiration for the daim that the sanctllarl' hOllsecl
Iphigeneia'stomb.

198 KONDIS, I.e. (n. 3), p. 161; BRULÉ, a.c. (n.9), p. 233; cf WOLFF, I.e. (n. 23), p. 320. On
Iphigeneia'sparticlliar connectionwith chilclbirth, as indicated by the etl'mologl' of her name, see
above,n. 183.

199 On the lack of distinct evidencefor sllch a separationbetweenArtemis and Iphigeneia,see
KEARNS, a.c. (n. 31), p. 29. On the difficllities of applying the Olympian-chthoniandistinction to
Greek hero-clllts, seeEKROTH, a.c. (n. 1).
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various aspectsof the cult of Artemis. The declication to Artemis of clothes afrer
chilclbirth is a practicewell documentedin the cult of this goddessand at Brauron
she also shows a strong, kourotrophic aspect.200 Artemis was, however, not only
concernedwith the positive sicles of motherhoodbut was also regardedas terrifying
for womengiving birth, striking them with a sudden death.201 The clark, dangerous
and death-relatedtraits ascribedto Iphigeneiacan thereforebe found in Artemis as
weil. Sincethereseemsto be no evidencethat Artemis (or any otherdivinity) receivecl
the clothesof cleacl women, either at Brauronor elsewhere,it is possiblethat these
clifferent sicles of the goclcless, both as a protector ancl a clestroyer of pregnant
women,were moclifiecl by Euripiclesancl assigneclto Iphigeneia.202

When evaluatingthe ritual centring on the commemorationof women clying in
chilclbirth, it is also of interest to consicler this practice within the wicler context of
the other rituals mentionecl in the IT. This is indeecl a tragecly full of unusualancl
uncanny, ritual behaviour. First of all, there are the explicit human sacrifices to
Artemis Taurica (fT, 38-41, 380-390and 609-635)ancl the fact that the v"hole starting-
point of the IphigeneiaSt01Y is herselfbeingsacrificeclat Aulis. Two-thircls of the way
through the play, Euripiclesalso gives an aition for the Choesin Athens, focusing on
the establishmentof this ritual as a responseto Orestes'pollutecl state.203 Finally, in
the cult of Artemis Tauropolosat Halai, humanbloocl is to be clrawn from the neck of
a man with the help of a sworcl.204 Some of the ritual practicesoutlinecl here are
clepictecl as having a clear, foreign ancl barbarianorigin ancl it is cloubtful to what
extent, if any, they formecl part of contemporaryAthenian religion.205 This concerns
in particular the humansacrifice, a kincl of ritual not practiseclby the Greeksof the
historical periocl, ancl the clrawing of humanbloocl at Halai, an action which has no
parallel in other Greek cults.206 Seenagainstthis setting, it is possiblethat the ritual
outlinecl for Iphigeneiaat Brauronwas just one amongseveralpoetic elaborationsof
the Atheniancultic practicesby Euripicles in creatingthis play.

A final reasonfor locating Iphigeneiain Brauronmay have beenthe presenceof
anotherclivinity at this site, Hekate. SarahJohnston(who believesthat there was a
cult of Iphigeneiaat Brauron)has suggesteclthat Iphigeneiabelongsto the categOlY
of "the clying virgin", a female who (liecl becauseof the wrath of a certain goclcless

200 On Artemis as kourotrophos,seeKAHIL, I.e. (n. 22), p. 802.

201 CALI .., Hymll. III. III Dial/am, 126-127;cf E. CAHEN, Lesbymllesde Callimaque: Commel/laire
e;\plical(/ el critique, Paris, 1930 (BEFAR, 134bisl, p. 123, line 127, for commentaryand further
references.Seealso AI/I. Pal., VI, no. 348; a womanhas c1iecl in chilclbirth ancl the poet asksArtemis
if she caresonly for c10gs and hunting; cf KEARNS, o.c. (n. 31), p. 29. On Artemis' association\Vith
cruel ancl bloocly rituals, seealso \\(1. BURKERT, Greekreligioll: Arcbaic alld Classical, London, 1985,
p. 152.

202 The etymology of iphigeneia'sname mal' also have influencecl Euripicles ta connect her
\Vith chilclbirth; seeSCULL/ON, I.e. (n. 16), p. 227; on iphigeneiaand childbirth, seealso KEARNS, O.C.

(n. 31), p, 27-29. For the possiblemeaningsof the nameIphigeneia,seeabove,n. 183,

203 IT, 947-960;cf WOLFF, I.e. (n. 23), p. 325-326.

204 IT, 1441-1460,esp. 1458-1460.

205 On this theme,seeSCULLION, I.e. (n. 16), p. 225-226ancl 229; SOURVINOU-INWOOD, I.e. (n, 187),
p, 171-175; cf HUGHES, O.C, (n. 26), p. 135-136.On the violent contentsof the cuIts c1escribeclin the
IT, seeWOLFF, I.e. (n. 23), p. 318-324.

206 On human sacrifices, see BONNECHERE,o,c. (n. 17), passim, esp. p. 311-318; HUGHES, o.c.
(n. 26), passim,esp. p. 185-193.On Halai, seeDUNN, o.c, (n. 188), p. 63; WOLFF, I.e. (n. 23), p. 323,
n.40.
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and who may come back after death ta harm virgins, mothers and babies and
therefore needsto be placatedwith a cult.201Johnstonfurther argues that, when
Hekate enteredGreecein the Archaic period, she was both a protectorof women
and children and a leaderof the restlessdead.As such, she partly overlappedwith
Artemis and continuedto have the samefunctions as this goddessin cult, while in
myth shewas linked to the dying virgins often connectedwith the cult of Artemis.

If there existed an earlier cult of Iphigeneia.at Brauron, of which we have no
trace,Hekatemay havebeenlinked to her as weIl as to Artemis. However, it may be
that the presenceof Hekate at Brauron actuaIly made it possiblefor Euripides to
place Iphigeneiahere. Admittedly, the evidencefor Hekate at Brauron is not velY
extensive, but she is representedin the form of a smaIl, HeIlenistic statue and
probablyalso in the late-5th-centUlY"Relief of the gods", which seemsto depict the
main divinities of the sanctualy.208 Hekatemay haveexistedat Brauronin connection
with Artemis, perhapsdealing with the negative sides of delivery.209 In myth, a
connectionbetweenIphigeneiaand Hekateis found as from the early Archaic period
and Iphigeneia is after her death even transformedinto Hekate.210 These links
betweenHekate, Artemis and Iphigeneia may have been further exploited by
Euripides.

Altogether,after consideringthe evidencefor Iphigeneia'spresenceat Brauron-
literalY, epigraphical,iconographicaland archaeological- l would conclude that
Euripideselaboratedon the story of Iphigeneiaby locating her in Brauron, letting ber
die and be buried there and, most of aIl, making her a figure of cult. From the
divinities alreadypresentat the sanctuaryand the important rituals connectedwith
Brauron, he constructeda new role for Iphigeneia.This Euripideantreatmentof a
weIl-lmown myth, resulting in a different outcomeof the StOlY, is far from unique
and this literary constructionof Iphigeneiais probablywhat lies behind the tradition
of a cult of Iphigeneiaat Brauronwhich we seereflectedin the later literary sources.
Why Euripideschoseto presentthis versionof Iphigeneiain this tragedy,we canonly
speculate.The generalpopularityof the IphigeneiaStOlY may haveled him to want to
create his own version, particularly so, since his interest in variations on familiar
myths is weIl documented.The importanceof Brauronin the 5th centUlY, not leastas
a seatfor the arkteia, may also have triggeredhis interestin this particularsanctualy.
The reconstructionwork at the site, as weIl as the constructionof the great stoa,
which was finished around420 Be, must also have put the sanctuaryin focus and
may haveconstituteda further sourceof inspiration in writing the Jp!Jigeneiaamong
t!Je Taurians, which was probablyperfonnedin 413.

In the end, we are faced with different sets of sourceswhich are hard, if not
impossible, to reconcile: the explicit, literalY evidenceand the incomplete, silent,

207 ]OHNSTON, O.C. (n. 55), p. 238-249.

208 For references,selO above,p. 73, with n. 70: cf BRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 196. 50meof the terracotta
relief plaquesfound at Brauron show a female figure carrying a torch and accompaniedby a dog
and are perhapsalso to be selOn as referencesto I-lekate: selO MITSOPOULOS-LEON, l.c. (n. 69), p. 364.
On the connectionbetweenArtemis and I-lekate in the Artemision at Peiraieus,see BRULÉ, o.c.
(n. 9), p. 188.

209 ]OHNSTON (o.c. [no 55J, p. 203-215 and 241-249)has arguedthat I-lekate gradually cameto be
seen as associatedwith the restlessdead and with vengeful ghosts, particularly those of young
womenwho died prematurelyand did not fulfill their roles as wives and mothers.

210 For I-lekate-Iphigeneiain myth, selO supra, n. 67. Cf ]OHNsrON, O.C. (n. 55), p. 247.
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archaeologicalmaterial. How we choose to proceed is partly a question of
methodology.Is the written ward to be takenas the more reliable one, as hasusually
beendonein the studyof Greekreligion? Or is our interpretationto be guidedby the
accumulatedand comparativeevidencewhich has emergedover the years from the
study of the archaeologicalmaterial from a number of sites connectedwith Greek
religion? The fact remainsthat, if we are to take Euripidesto be describingan actual,
practisedcult of Iphigeneia at Brauron, complete with her chthonian character,
having a burial and cult place locatedin a cave and the adyton of the temple and a
gallelY far the display of the deadwomen'sclothesoffered to her, we have to treat
the archaeologicalevidenceas mute and adaptable,ready to be fitted into whatever
frame the literal'y sourcesprovide us with. On the other hand, if the archaeological
material is approachedoutsidethe framewarkof our preconceivednotions of Greek
religion, which to a large extent are basedon the literalY sources,it is possibleto
reachdifferent conclusionsand evenchallengethe written word.

Gunnel EKROTH
Departmentof classicalarchaeology
ancl ancient history
Stockholm University
SE - 106 91 STOCKHOLM
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Appendix

The developmelltof the sallctuar)' at Brauroll

In this Appendix, a proposeddevelopmentof the sanctuary,both synchronicallyand
diachronically, will be presented,in order to clemonstratethe plausibility of the suggested
re-interpretationsof the builclings usually connecteclwith Iphigeneia and her cult. The
clevelopmentof the sanctuarymay be diviclecl into five phases,from its foundation in the
Geometrieperiocl to its abandonmentin antiquity and re-useas a Christian site.
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Fig. 6. Brallron, 8th-7th centuriesBC.
The stippling indicatesapproximateareaswhere 8th- and 7th-centurymaterial has beenreeovered.

Phase1: The 8th -7th centuriesBe (Fig. 6)

The earliest eviclence of post-Bronze-Ageactivity at Brauron consists of pottery
recovereclto the eastof the stoa and reporteclly going back to the 9th century or the late
PG period.211 This material may very weil derive from some kincl of cultic activity in the
area, the nature of which cannot be further clefinecl, since the finds cio not seem to be
connectedwith any kincl of architectureancl the material was most likely not even found
in situ.Z12 In the 8th century, the use of the site was intensified ancl the rise of an important

211 THEM ELIS (974), a.c. (n. 49), p. 10; EUSTRATIOU, I.c. (n. 87), p. 79. The materialwas recoverecl
l'rom cleep layers cluring the building of a pump-hollse.On the pre-historieaetivity in the area, see
supra,n. 93.

212 Some 8th- and 7th-eenturymaterial, including Corinthian lekythoi and aryballoi, has also
been found east of the easternpropylon of the stoa, probabll' brought there bl' erosion l'rom the
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sanctuarycan be observed,already having particular areas accommodatingthe various
functions needed.The basic structural organization which the sanctuarywas to keep
throughoutits life spanwas establishedalreadyat this stage,centring on the spring, the
temple site, the areato the eastof the templeand the cave.

The spring to the north-westof the temple may have been the feature which attracted
the worshippersto the site in the first place. It certainly constitutedan important cultic
spot as early as the 8th century, as weil as being the main area for the depositionof
offerings. Potteqand other kinds of material found at this site date back to before 700 Be
but occur in abundantquantities in the 7th century. 213 The question whether in this
period this area was alreadyconnectedwith some architecturalfeature, such as a terrace,
is difficult to answer.The material was found at the foot of the bedrockon top of which
the later temple was constructedand it is possible that the votives were deposited by
worshippersstandingon the rock.

Somekind of shrine or simple structureis likely to have existedat this date, housinga
cult statue or statues,as weil as dedications,perhapsthose of a more valuable kind, in
particular.214 The most probable location for such a building is the site where the later
temple was built. 215 In the open spaceto the eastof the temple site, 7th-century pottery
and figurines were recovered,deriving from what seemsto have been the site of the
altar.216 Sacrificesare like1y to have taken place here and probably also dining, perhaps
under tempormysheltersor tents. The openarea to the eastand north, stretching towards
the Erasinos,provided additional space for the diners, as weil as easyaccessto the water
of the river, and may havebeenusedas a Festwiese.217

Erasinosriver; seeErgon 1961, p. 28-29. Pottery of the 8th centurywas also recoveredfrom deeper
levels underthe central sectionof the stoa; seeErgon 1960, p. 23. On the Kapsalahill, to the south-
eastof the sanctuary,Geometrictombs were excavatedand a settlementof this period is likely to
havebeenlocatedsomewherein the vicinity; seePAAH1957,p. 45; Ergon 1957, p. 23.

213 For the material recoveredin this area,seeabove,p. 79-81.

214 The cult statue is likely to have beenold, judging from the literary tradition. See also the
later inscriptionsmentioningthe "old statue"; cf LINDERS, o.c. (n. 8), p. 14-15; ROMANO, I.c. (n. 151),
p. 130, n. 23 and 131, n. 43. A dump of votive materialnext to the southernfoundationsof the later
temple contained8th- and 7th-centurypottery and small metal objects, the oldest material dating
to c. 775-750,but the bulk being c. 750-700;seeKAHIL, I.c. (n. 49), p. 232 and figs. 15.1 & 15.2; PAAH
1945-48,p. 86; PAAH1949,p. 79 andfigs. 7-8; PAAH1955,p. U8.

215 Here, 8th- and 7th-century material was recovered,as well as traces of a paving and a
transversalwall, interpretedby Papadimitriouas the remainsof an earlier temple or an altar; see
PAAH 1955, p. 118. lt has beensuggestedthat already in the 8th century a small, wooden chapel
may have existed on the rock-cut tenaceto the south of the temple; see EUSTRATIOU, I.c. (n. 87),
p. 79; A. MAZARAKIS AINIAN, From mlers' dwellings to temples:Arcbitectllre, religion and socieO' in
Early Iron Age Greece(1100-700BC), Jonsered,1997 (SIMA, 121), p. 317. This seemsunlikely for
various reasons.No potteIY of this early date has been recoveredhere, but this may be due to the
exposednature of the site. On the other hand, a structure on this tenacepresupposesthat the
tenacewas alreadylevelled in the 8th centUlY. Such a major undertakingseemsimplausible at this
date, consideringthe still modestsize of the sanctuary,and should more likely be ascribedto a
later phasewhen the building activity at Brauron was more substantial.

216 PAAH1956, p. 73-75; PAAH1959,p. 20; Ergon 1956,p. 25; Ergon 1959,p. 19-20.The areato the
east of the temple has been heavily disturbed by later activity in the sanctuary,mainly in the
Christian period.

217 Hundreds of simple pottery mugs, dating from Sub-Geometrieto later times but mainly
from the early Archaic period, were found in a small area in the field to the eastof the stoa, as if
they had been thrown together there after local use, presumablyat meals, seeTh. HADZISTELIOU-
PRICE, KOlll'Otl'Opbos: Clilts anc/ representationsof tbe Greek nllrsing deities, Leiden, 1978 (Stllc/ies of
tbe DlItcb Arcbaeological and Historical Society, 8), p. 122 with n. 113 and p. 207. On the
Festwiesenas important componentsof Greek sanctuaries,see U. SINN, "Sunion. Das befestigte
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While the majority of the worshippersdined out in the open at the festivals, the
religious office-holdersand other prominent participantscould have taken their meals in
the cave, enjoying its seclusion and shade. The cave may also have been used as
accommodationfor the priestessesor other officiaIs staying at the sanctuaryfor long
periods. If the numberof girls performing the arkteia at Brauron was velY limited, as was
argued above (see p. 91-92), the cave was perhapsused as living quarters for these
arktoi .218 The material recoveredfrom the cave suggestedthat it had a secondfunction as
weil, namelyas a storagespacefor dedications,perhapssupplementingthe temple in this
respect.

Phase2: 17Je6th centUiJI down to thefil'St ha(fof the 5th centulJ!Be (Figs. 7-8)

The second phaseof the sanctuary witnessed a great surge of building activity,
resulting in the elaboration of the areas used in the previous period, as weil as the
erection of new buildings to accommodatecertain functions that were in need of more
space.219
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Fig. 7. Brauron, 6th centlllY BC. The stippling indicatesapproximateareaswhere 6th-century
material not directly associatedwith any architecturehas beenrecovered.

Heiligtul11 der Athena und des Poseidonan der 'Heiligen LandspitzeAttikas''', AW' 23 (1992), p. 183,
figs. 11 and 13-14.

218 The link betweencavesand bearshas beenstressedby PaulaPERLMAN ("Acting the she-bear
for Artel11is", Aretbusa22 0989J,p. 122-124),who proposedthat the cave at Brauronwas connected
with the festival of the arktoi, by analogywith how the she-bearwithdraws into a cave to hibernate,
give birth to the cubs and later re-appearas a 1110ther. It is not known when the arkteia was
introducedat Brauron.On the ritual being old, seeabove,n. 40.

219 This flourishing has beenconnectedwith Peisistratosoriginating from Brauron, see PHOT.,
S.U., Bpauprovia(Theodoridis,B 264); S. ANGIOLILLO, "Pisistratoe Artemide Brauronia",pp 38 (1983),
p.351-354; PEPPAS-DELMOUSOU,i.e. (n.7), p. 323-329. On Peisistrastosand the cult of Artemis
Brauroniaon the Acropolis, seebelow, n. 260.
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The Archaic period saw the constructionof the first stone temple, clatecl ta the encl of
the 6th or the beginningof the 5th centur)' BC.22o Onl)' a few tracesof this temple have
beenpreserved,but it is likel)' that it was Doric and hacl an inner arrangementsimilar ta
that of the later, Classicaltemple, Le. an inner room at the back ane! a cella with two rows
of columnsbetween\vhich the cult statueswere presumabl)'placecl.221 The erectionof a
stone temple must have callee! for the expansionon a substantialscale of its Immediate
surroune!ings.The presentterrace wall ta the north of the temple, rising five steps ta a
total height of 1.5 m, probabl)' belongs ta the late 6th centur)', covering an)' possible
preclecessor.222

A further reasonfor extencling the temple area ma)' have been the intensification of
the votive practicesancl cleclicationsof offerings made b)' the worshippers,apparentfrom
the particularly rich ancl abundantmaterial e!ating from this perioe! and found at the
spring.223 The great terrace ta the west of the temple is also likely ta have been
constructedin this perioe!.224Though the purposeof this structure is undear, it may also
ta be connectee!with the cleclication of offerings. The terrace may have functionecl as a
platform on which e!edicationswere displa)'ecl or on which the worshippersma)' have
stoocl when clepositingvotives in the spring or it may have constitutee! the foundation for
a stoa in which e!ee!icationswere housecl.225 The inner room of the temple was probably
aisa usedfor the storing of votives, while larger dedications,such as reliefs ancl sculptures,
were placee!on top of the terracewall ta the north.226

220 El'gan 1955, p. 33; cf PAAH1945-48,p. 86; PAAH1949,p. 75-76and89-90, fig. 20; cf BOERSMA,
a.c. (n. 135), p. 35 and 176, no. 42. The paving and the transversalwall discoveredunder the later
cella may belong to the earl)' part of this phase.Pottery of 6th-centur)'clate was recoveredin the
areaof the cella and 6th- and 5th-centurysherdsand tenacottafigurines also camefrom the dump
along the southernside of the foundationsfor the temple.

221 The remainsof the Archaic temple consist of a few architecturalparts ancl cuttings in the
rock; seePAAH 1945-48,p. 86; PAAH1949, p. 75-76; El'gan 1955, p. 33. On the cult statues,their age
and numbers,seeLINDERS, a.c. (n. 8), p. 14-15; ROMANO, f.c. (n. 151), p. 131-132,esp.n. 43; TRÉHEux,
l.c. (n. 151), p. 1-6.

222 PAAH 1945-48,p. 84; PAAH 1949, p. 77. Indications of the date of this tenaceconsistof a
deposit of ashy soil mixed with potter)' of early-5th-centurydate discoveredalong the western
sectionof the northernside of the tenace.On top of this layer, a row of stele baseswas placed in
the late 5th or early 4th centmy.

223 Seeabove, p. 79-82. Someof the 5th-centUlY material had beentransportedfurther north by
the flow of water from the spring and was found embeddedin the mud; seeEl'gal1 1962, p. 27-28
andfigs. 33-35.

224 PAAH1949,p. 77-79, fig. 6; PAAH1956,p. 75; PAAH1959,p. 19; THEMELIS, l.c. (n. 7), fig. 2, no.
4; 5th-centUlY material is reportedfrom on top of this structure.At the south-westerncornerof the
terrace,a staircaseleadsup to the level of the temple(seePAAH1956,p. 74, fig. 1).

225 It is not clearwhetherthe whole tenacewas level with the top of the rock where the temple
is situated. Perhapsthe tenaceconsistedof severalsteps or levels from which worshippersmay
have watched the activities at the spring or where votives were displayecl.What looks like a block
from an exedrais visible at the northern end of the tenace;seePAAH 1956, p. 75, fig. 1. To the
north-west of the western tenacewas found a paving and an enclosure·forming a sacredlake
(El'gal1 1961, p. 30-31). Thesetwo featuresare probably to be connecteclwith the Archaic phaseof
the sanctuary,when the increaseclvotive activity at the spring mal' have called for more permanent
arrangementsthan just the bare, living rock.

226 On the adytan and possiblematerial deriving from it, see above, p. 80-82. Fragmentsof a
cylindrical altar bearing a relief of Dionysos and a numberof other divinities mal' have stoocl on
top of the northernterrace wall (seesupra, n. 71).
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o

Fig. 8. Brauron, first haif of the 5th centUlY Be. The stippling inclicatesapproxil11ateareaswhere
5th-centurymaterial not c1irectly associateclwith an)' architecturehas beenrecoverecl.

To this phasemay also be assigneclthe creation of the tenaceor platform cut out of
the bedrock to the south of the temple, where the 15th-century-AD church of Ag.
Georgiosstandstoday. The principal argumentfor dating the executionof this terrace to
the Archaic period and not earlier is the fact that this was a major undertakingmore
compatiblewith the monumentalizationof the sanctuaryin this period than the more
modest activities of the previous centuries.The rock-cut platform is accessiblefrom the
lower-lying temple by five steps carved out of the cliff in the north-easterncorner. No
finds are reportedfrom the terraceitself, but the face of the rock on the higher levels at its
easternand southernsidesshowsa numberof cuttings for votives and ste/ai, while, insicle
the church, cuttings for some kind of structure are also visible. 227 Consiclering the
laboriouswork involved in creating this terraceand its closenessto the main temple, it is
likely to have housedsome kind of structureor installation central to the cult, such as an
altar or a small shrine.228

227 PAAH1945-48,p. 86; PAPADIMlTRiOU , I.e. (n. 4), p. 113.

228 PAPADIMITRIOU (I.e. ln. 4], p. 113) suggestsan altar; KONDIS (I.e. ln. 3], p. 168-169) the main
altar of Artel11is. That the main altar woulcl have been locatecl here seel11Sunlikely, however. First
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The monumentalizationof the sanctuaryin this period is also visible to the eastof the
temple, where the altar was probably located.229 Here, a terraceof polygonal poros blocks
topped with cut Iimestone blocks was constructed,running from west to east, with a
north-southextensionat each end (Fig. 8). 230 The fill within this wall contained6th- and
5th-centurypottelY, terracottafigurines, two black-figure, terracottaclice, some fragments
of sculptureand somefragmentsof gold, parts of an early-5th-centuryinscription, as weil
as ash. It is clear that the wall supportedonly a terraceand not a building, such as a stoa,
and that its purposewas probably to extend and formallze the altar area.231 The terrace
may have been used for the display of votives but also provided space for the
worshippersto observe and participate in the sacrifices and the rituals. An important
elementof the al'kteia, which is depictedon the 6th- and 5th-century kmtel'iskoi,seemsto
havebeenracesfor the al'ktoi, running aroundor to the altar, perhapsin connectionwith
the sheddingof the kro/aotos.232 The constructionof the terrace may have provided more
room for this particular ritua1.

The importanceof the altar area is underlined by the construction of a building
further to the east, formalizing the extensionof the sanctuaryin that direction.233 This
building, constructedof poros blocks, was at least 20 m long. Since the structure was
partly obliteratedby the constructionof the later stoa, its layout is not clear, but it seems
to have been divided into rooms or sections, the northernmostone perhapsfunctioning
as a propylon.234 The southernsectionwas e. 15 m long and may have beena stoa facing

of ail, the altar area to the eastof the templeshowsactivity already in the 7th century (seeabove,n.
216). Secondly, an important feature of the arkteia seemsto have beena race to and around the
altar, a motif which is depictedon the krateriskoi; seeKAHIL (1965), /.c. (n. 6), p. 20-33; Ead. (1977),
I.c. (n. 6), p. 88; Ead., I.e. (n. 22), p. 804-805;THEMELIS (974), o.c. (n. 49), p. 16. This ritual must have
been hard to perform, if the altar had been located at this elevated and off-centre position.
THEMELIS (I.c. [no 7], p. 231) proposesthat the older temple of Artemis was located here (which
leaves the early pottel'y and tracesof walls under the main temple unexplained).On the presence
of an earliershrine here, seealso supra, n. 215.

229 1t has beensuggestedthat the altar is shown on a fragmentof a late, black-figure krateris/Jos;
seeKAHIL (1977), I.c. (n. 6), p. 87 and pl. 21:1; Ead., I.c. (n. 22), p. 806. On this sherd, to the right of
the depicted altar, are two columns which may representthe temple, since the stoa with its
colonnadehad not yet beenconstructedwhen this vesselwas manufactured.

230 PAAH 1959, p. 20; Ergol1 1959, p. 19-20 and fig. 20; BOURAS, o.c. (n. 5), p. 9-13; BOERSMA, O.C.

(n. 135), p. 35 and 160, no. 17. At the westernend, the north-southextensionof the polygonal
terrace wall abutson the temple ten'aceand can thereforebe dated to c, 500-450 BC. Further to the
south \Vere found the remainsof a paving and a wall, as weil as 6th- and 5th-centurypottel)' and
terracottafigurines and ash; seePAAH 1956, p. 75 and pl. 18 b; Ergol1 1956, p. 25. This materialmay
perhapsrepresentan earlier extensionof the altar area.

231 BOURAS, O.C. (n. 5), p. 9-13. On the remainsbeing those of a stoa, seeLAUTER, O.C. (n. 156),
p.44.

232 SOURVINOU-INWOOD (988), O.C. (n. 17), p. 39-64; KAHIL (965), I.e. (n. 6), p. 20-33; THEMELIS
(974), O.C. (n. 49), p. 16.

233 Ergol1 1962,p. 29-32; cf Ergol1 1961, p. 21; Ergol1 1962,p. 28-29; THEMELIS, I.c. (n. 7), p. 239, fig.
1, no. 4.

234 Ergol1 1962, p. 29-30. A poros paving with wheel ruts was found to the north. The suggestion
that the northernsectionwas a propylon is not entirely convincing, since the visitors enteringhere
would immediately have stumbledon the terracesupportingthe altar area (see my Figs. 1 and 8).
It is more likely that the entrancefrom the east was situated further to the south, betweenthe
easternbuilding and the acropolis. Furthermore,if this building partly functioned as a propylon, it
is strangethat this function could be completelyerasedin the late 5th centUl)', when the back wall
of the easternwing of the new stoa was constructed(seefurther below, p. 108-109).The wheel ruts
may perhapsderive from the period when the sanctwll)' had beenabandoned.
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west or a larger room wilh internal supportS.235 The finds included rich find material (see
above, p. 81-82, and Table 2) but also ash. üwing to the similarity of the material
recoveredhere to the finds from the spring ancl the cave, the easternbuilding may have
been used for the storage and display of offerings. Hs location facing the altar area,
however, is also important. The building may have been used as a dining-room for the
meals following the sacrificesancl, if il had a colonnadefacing west, worshipperscould
have watchecl the rituals taking place at the altar from here.236 An increasein the number
of visilors and worshippersmay have called for the construction of this building. The
open field to the north of the polygonal terraceand the altar area was presumablystill
used for dining and a more extensiveuse of this area may have called for more elaborate
arrangementsfor dealing with the water flow from the spring and the Erasinos,such as
the constructionof a fiat, poros bridge to the west in the mid-5th century (Fig. 8).237

Rilual meals and storageof offerings may also have been the two main functions of
the cave area in this period. There is abundant,6th- ancl 5th-centurymaterial which can
be connectedwilh the rooms A, B, r, A and E, stretchingthe whole length of the cave (Fig.
2).238 The layout of the structureswilhin the cave seems to have undergonecertain
changes,presumablyin this period, and il was suggestedabove that the area was now
principally used for the keepingof dedications,although a function as a dining-room or
perhapsliving quartersmay be proposedfor one of the rooms. This changein use can be
connectedwith the erectionof the building to the south-eastof the cave, the so-called
"Sacrecl House", which could have beenused as a dining-room, accommodatingeleven
klinai (Fig. 3, no. 2).239 If this interpretationof its function is correct, dining for some
worshippers and religious office-holders, which previously took place within the cave,
could in this period have beenmoved to the "SacredHouse".

At the end of this phase, the sanctuarywas equippedwilh a stone temple, storage
spacefor votive offerings in the inner room of the temple, the easternbuilding and the
cave, and formaI dining facilities in the "Sacred House" and the easternbuilding. The
cave may still, though to a lesser extent,have beenusedfor ritual mealsor perhapsfor the
accommodationof the religious office-holdersor the selectedarktoi. This secondphasein
the hist01Y of the sanctuaJYwas terminatedby two events, the sack by the Persiansin 480
BC and the destructionof the temple, and the collapseof the roof of the cave, probably
around450 BC.24o

p/Jase3: T7Je second/Ja!l of t/Je 5t/J GentlllJ! to t/Je late 4t/J GentillYBe (Fig. 9)

The greatestundertakingof the third phasewas the construction of the large, pi-
shapedstoa to the north, framing ancl extending the area in front of the temple on ils

235 SeeErgol1 1962, p. 29, fig. 36; one internai supportwas excavatedto the south. A large,
battered,Doric poros capital incorporatedin the easternwall of the 5th-centurystoa may have
originatedfrom the front or inner colonnadeof this building (seeErgol1 1961, p. 21).

236 On stoas being used for these kinds of activities, see G. KUHN, "Untersllchungen zur
Funktion der Saulenhallein archaischerund klassischerZeit", JDA! 100 (1985), p. 169-317.THEMELIS

(I.e. [n. 7], p. 239, fig. 1) reconstructsthe building as one large room with four internaI supports
and suggestsa function as a dining-hall. For Archaic, broad-roombestiatoria of a similar shapeand
proportions,seeBERGQUIST, I.e. (n. 130), p. 29-36.

237 Ergol1 1961, p. 29-30; Ergol1 1962,p. 25-27; BOERSMA, O.C. (n. 135), p. 62 and 225, no. 107. Two
walls, probablyof Classicaldate, since they incorporatepartsof the Archaic temple, were also built
betweenthe western ten'aceand the site of the later stoa to prevent flooding of this part of the
sanctuary.

238 For the evidence,seeabove,p. 74-80.
239 Seeabove,p. 85.

240 For a different chronologicalscenarioat the cave,seeabove,p. 86-87.
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western,northern and easternsides.241 The constructionof the stoa meant the desertion
and levelling of the easternbuilding, but its functions seemto have been transferredto
the new stoa.The stoaseemsto have been meant to have a colonnadeon ail three sides,
but only the northern one was completed(Fig. 5). A formai entrancewas located in the
westernwing. On the western and northern sides, the building had a series of rooms
equippedwith couchesand tables and thus functioning as dining-rooms.242

The stoa can, on stylistic grounds,be c1atec1to around420 Be, a date confirmed by the
finding in the easternwing of an inscription from the year of the archon Arimnestos in
416/15.243 The main function of the building must have been to serve as a dining facility
but from the colonnadethe worshipperscould also have watchedthe sacrificesand other
rituals taking place in the open area at or near the altar.2·f.! The northern colonnadewas
also usedfor the display of prestigiousvotive offerings and here were found severalhigh-
quality reliefs (inc1uding the so-called "Relief of the gods"), fragments of more than 50
statuesof arktoi, statuesof small boys, fragmentsof two Panathenaicamphoraiand a great
number of basesfor various kinds of objects.245 In the centre of the northern wing, a
narrow passageled to the courtyard with the shallow stoa with its row of stele bases,
suggestedaboveto have housedwoodenboardsbearingthe namesof ail the girls eligible
for the arkteia during a certainperiod of time.

In the 5th centUlY, sometime after 480, a new stonetemplewas erectec1,probably with
the sameplan as its predecessorand replacing the building destroyedby the Persians.246

241 BOURAS, O.C. (n. 5), passim;PAAH1949, p. 83-84; PAAH1950, p. 177-187;PAAH1959, p. 18-19;
Ergon 1958, p. 31-39; Ergon 1959, p. 13-15; Ergon 1960, p. 21-26; Ergon 1961, p. 21-29; Ergon 1962,
p. 37-39; M.S. GOLDSTE1N, Tbe setting of tbe rilliai meal in Greek sanctllaries: 600-300 Be, Ph.D.
Diss., University of California, Berkeley,1978, p. 114-125;BORKER, I.c. (n. 5), p. 802-806;COULTON, o.c.
(n. 146), p. 42-43 and 226-227;BOERSl\1A, o.c. (n. 135), p. 91, 95 and214, no. 90.

242 The traces of hearthsor fires found in the centresof several of the rooms, suggestedby
BOURAS (o.c. [no 5], p. 78 and 170) to be signs of later re-use of the abandonedbuilding by
shepherds,may just as weil be taken as indications of the rooms being used for ritual meals. An
optaion tile (Id., O.c. [no 5], p. 79, fig. 58) may also have belongedto this building and was perhaps
usedfor letting the smokeout.

243 BOURAS, O.C. (n. 5), p. 149-159;PAAH1959,p. 18; Ergon 1958, p. 37; Ergon 1959,p. 13; BOERSMA,
O.C. (n. 135), p. 91, 130-131,no. XIII, and 214, no. 90. For the potte1Yfrom the stoa,seeKAHIL (1963),
I.c. (n. 6), p. 27. Nine of the rooms of the stoa have the samesquareplan and proportions,housing
elevencouchesand seventables. Two smaller rooms, iocated at the southernend of the western
wing and enteredfrom the eastand at the westernend of the northernwing and enteredfrom the
open courtyard to the north, have been explainedas roOlTIS for the guards (Ergon 1961, p. 26), a
dining-room and a storagefacility for valuable offerings, respectively(TRAVLOS, O.C. ln. 3], p. 55) or
as housing wooden staircasesfor a presumedupper floor (MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIl\1ER, I.c.
ln. 50], p. 18).

244 On the llse of stoa for such purposes,seeKUHN, I.c. (n. 236), p. 169-317, esp. 259-260 for
Brauron.

245 BOURAS, O.c. (n. 5), p. 141-148;Ergon 1958, p. 35-38, figs. 35-37;Ergon 1960,p. 22-23, figs. 30 and
32.

246 Papadimitrioudatedthe temple to the first haIf of the 5th centuryBC (seeEigon 1959, p. 19-
20); cf PAAH 1945-48, p. 86-89 and PAAH 1949, p. 75. Other dateshave also been proposed,see
BOERSl\1A, o.c. (n. 135), p. 51 and 175, no. 42 (c. 500-450BC); HOLLINSHEAD, I.c. (n. 9), p. 432 with n.
63 (c. 475-450BC); TRAVLOS, O.C. (n. 3), p. 55 (early 5th centUlY); MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, I.c.
(n. 50), p. 12-14 (c. 425-400). A deposit of votives found near the southernfoundations of the
temple must have beenlaid down after its construction,since the deposit containedmaterial from
the 8th to the 4th century BC (the latestmaterial being hand-made,terracottafigurines); seePAAH
1949, p. 79 and 90. There are only scantyremainsof the Classical temple.John Camp, at a lecture
given in Athens in 1991, suggestedthat this temple, or parts of it, may have beenmoved to Athens
in the Augustanperiod. For such "wandering" templesand monuments,seeH.A. THOMPSON & R.E.
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Apart from this construction,the area around the temple seemsto have undergonefew
changes.Even though the spring area has yielded predominantly pre-Persianmaterial,
there is also a fair numberof late-5th-centuryfinds, showing that this part of the sanctuary
was still of interest in this period.247 Here were also found several fragments of reliefs,
sculpturesand inscriptions, some of which may originally have been placed along or on
top of the northern temple tenace.2'18 To the southof the westerntenacewas found a rich
deposit of 5th-centU1Y material Cincluding high-quality, terracottafigurines and red-figure
pottery) which the excavator suggestedhad derived from a small shrine higher up,
perhapslocated on the rock-cut tenacewhere the small church standstoday.249

The cave areawas apparentlyabanclonedin the mid-5th century, presumablyafter the
collapse of the roof of the cave, which led to the rooms within all being covered by
stones.The "Small Temple", erectedat the north-westernentranceof the cave, may have
taken over some of the functions of the now desertedstructuresinside the cave (Fig. 3,
/10. 1).250 Owing to the size of this building and the spot of ash found in its centre, it was
suggestedabove that the "Small Temple" may have beenused as a bestiatorio/1, perhaps
for a select group of diners distinct from those dining in the stoa to the north. It is also
possible that the "SacredHouse", to the south-eastof the cave, was no longer in use in
this period and the ritual meals suggestedto have taken place there were now stagedin
the "Small Temple".251 The storageof votives, which previously may have beenthe main
function of the cave, was probably transfenedto the temple and, in particular, to its inner
room.252

If the religious office-holders or the arktoi also used the rooms in the cave when
staying at the sanctuary, they must now have been accommodatedelsewhere.The
excavatorsuggestedthat the arktoi in fact lived in the roomswith the couchesin the stoa,
an Interpretationwhich has few adherentstoday.253 If the stoa had a secondfloor, which
is disputed, the arktoi, as well as the religious office-holders, may have been housed
there.251 Another possible candidateis a small building with two rooms, probably of

WYCHERLEY, Tbe Atbenian Agora XIV. Tbe Agora of Atbens: Tbe bistOlJ', sbapeand usesof an
ancient city centre, Princeton, 1972, p. 160-168; w.n. DINSMOOR, Jr., "Anchoring two floating
temples",Hesperia51 (982), p. 411-452.

247 PAAH1959,p. 19; Brgon1959,p. 15-16.

248 For example,marbleheadsof arktoi (PAAH 1950, p. 177, figs. 6-11; PAAH1959, pl. 12 b-d) and
a late-5th-centUlYrelief sho\Ving Artemis and a goat with three kids (Ergon 1959, p. 17, pl. 18).

249 PAAH1959, p. 19; Brgon 1959,p. 15 andfigs. 12-14.

250 For the evidence,seeabove,p. 85-86.

251 For the "Sacred House", see above, p. 85. Only 6th- and 5th-centurl' material is reported
from this building. The diners mal', of course,also havebeenmoved to the new stoa.

252 On the temple being used for the storageof the dedicationsmentionedin the 4th-centUlY
inventories, see LiNDERS, a.c. (n. 8), p. 71-72. Possibly the small room at the south end of the
\vestern\Ving of the stoa closestto the temple (seesupra, n. 243) was also used for the keepingof
votives.

253 PAAH 1958, p. 36-37; PAPADIMITRIOU, I.c. (n. 4), p. 118-119. On the rooms being hestiataria,
seeBORKER, I.c. (n. 5), p. 805-806,and GOLDSTEIN, a.c. (n. 241), p. 114-125.

254 No architectural members of a second floor have been recovered. MYLONOPOULOS &
BUBENHEIMER (I.c. [no SOl, p. 18) suggestthat the t\Vo small rooms at the southernend of the east
wing and the easternend of the north wing respectivell'mal' have housedwoodenstaircasesto the
upper floor and that the Jack of blocks from this storel' is simpll' due to the site being plundered
in later periods.
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Classical clate, excavatecl to the east of the sanctuary,on the slope of the acropolis.255

Among the pottery recovereclwithin were krateriskoi of the kincl typical of the arkteia.2'h

\
Fig. 9. Brauron, secondhalf of the 5th centUlY BC to the late 4th centuryBe. The stippling

indicatesapproximate areaswhere late-5th- to late-4th-centurymaterial not directly associated
with any architecturehas beenrecovered.

255 Ergoll 1961, p. 35-36, fig. 40. The interior of the building was 3.25 m wide and was excavated
to an interior length of 5.14 m.

256 El'goll 1961, p. 36, tlg. 41. For the kratel'iskoi, seeKAHIL (1963), I.e. (n. 6), p. 13-14, nos. 25-26,
pl. 6:1-2, dating them to the first half of the 5th centuryBC; cf Ead. (1965), I.e. (n. 6), p. 20-22, nos.
2-3, pl. 7:3 and 5. A large numberof kratel'iskoi were also recoveredin the cave area.At the recent
excavationsat Halai, c. 200 m to the south of the temple, was discovereda small building with an
interior hearthand amongthe finds were a numberof kralel'iskoi; seeEUSTRATIOU, I.e. (n. 35), p. 73;
KAHIL (1977), I.e. (n. 6), p. 88 with n. 23 and 96; BRULÉ, o.c. (n. 9), p. 193. Perhapsthis building may
have had a similar function to that of the structurefound at Brauron.
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Ta sum up, the importanceof Brauron during the seconcl half of the 5th centUlY, as
\vell as c1uring the 4th century, is clear from the builcling activity, but also from the reliefs
and sculpturesdeclieated and from the epigraphiealmaterial.257 This was an important
rural sanctualYof interest ta the Athenian state, not just the local c1eme Philaïclai.258 Those
of the women c1eclicating c10thes in the sanctuarywho are identifiecl by family ancl
c1emotienamesc1icl not for the most part come from the local deme or the neighbouring
c1emes,but from quite far away.259Brauron was also one of the few Attie sanctuaries,if
not the only one, outsicle Athens ta have a branchinside the city, in this caseeven on the
Acropolis itself, ancl a processionapparently took place from this precinct of Artemis
Brauronia ta the sanctualYat Brauron.26o

In this periocl, the sanctualYat Brauron must be expectedta have caterecl for various
religious neecls: ta house the religious office-holclers and the selectecl arktoi for long
periocls of time, ta accommoclatelarger numbers of visitors more temporarily in
connectionwith the Brauronia and other festivals, ta receive private visitors making
dedieations,as weil as the storing of a great numberof offerings of variaus kinds, such as
clothes, jewellery, pottery, sculpturesancl reliefs. The dedieationof votives, such as clothes
ancl sculpturesof children, may have taken place at any time c1uring the year ancl not
necessarilyin connectian with a particular festival.261 The extensiveuse of the sanctuary
on the private level is perhapsbest illustratecl by the fact that the majority of the child
statuesare boys.262 The declication of statues of girls can be seen as having been
engenderedby the arkteia but, as no correspondingfestival for boys is known, these
dedieationsmust have beenmadeon a private basis ta Artemis as a protectorof familles,
mathers ancl their offspring.263

257 Most of the arktai heads and sculptures seem to be 4th century; see, for example,
PAPADIMITRIOU, I.c. (n.4), p. 116; cf. J. FREL, "Deux têtes d"arktoi' et deux rectifications
supplémentaires",Bulletin du MuséeHangrois desBeaux-arts24 (1964), p. 3-4, and S. PAPASPYRlDl-
KAROUZOU, '''H 1UqJÎcn "ApK10Ç", Arcb1JjJb 1957, p. 68-83. The copies of the Brauronianinscriptions
found in Athens date to the micl-4th century; see LINDERS, a.c. (n. 8), p. 5. For some of the
exceptional lebetesgamikai from the micl-4th centuIY, seeL. KAHlL, "Quelquesexamplescie vases
cie mariageà Brauron", in PETRAKOS, a.c. (n. 69), p. 379-404.

258 The absenceof any deme recorcls also sho\Vs that the sanctuary\Vas aclministeredby the
staterather than by the cleme; seeOSBORNE, a.c. (n. 2), p. 170. On Brauron not being macle into an
inclepenclentdeme ancl perhapsbeing omitted from the Cleisthenicsystem,since it \Vas the home
to\Vn of Peisistratos,see\'\lHlTEHEAD, a.c. (n. 2), p. 11, n. 30, 24, n. 83 ancl 177, n. 6. The remainsof
the cleme-centreof Philaïdai have beententatively iclentifiecl c. 1.5 km to the eastof the sanctualY;
seeOSBORNE,a.c. (n. 2), p. 193, s.v., Philaïdaiancl pl. 12.

259 For the prosopography,seeOSBORNE,a.c. (n. 2), p. 158-160;ANTONIOU, a.c. (n. 7), p. 79-124.

260 The Athenian Brauronion\Vas perhapsfounclecl by Peisistratos,stemmingfrom Brauron; see
KAHIL, I.c. (n. 34), p. 253-263; ANGIOLILLO, I.c. (n. 219), p. 351-354; PEPPAs-DELMousou,I.c. (n. 7),
p. 323-329; BOERsMA, a.c. (n. 135), p. 15; cf. PHOT., S.V. BPO:UP<OVlO: (Theodoriclis, B 264). On the
Athenian Brauronion, seeJ.M. HURWIT, The AtbenianAcropalis, Cambriclge, 1999, p. 197-198; R.F.
RHODES & J.J. DOBBINS, "The sanctuaryof Artemis Brauroniaon the Athenian Acropolis", Hesperia
48 (1979), p. 325-341; OSBORNE, a.c. (n. 2), p. 154-156 ancl 172-173.The only comparablecase is
Eleusis ancl the Athenian Eleusinion locatecl just east of the Panathenaicroacl on the outskirts of
the Agora. For the procession,seeDEUBNER, a.c. (n. 20), p. 208; KONDlS, I.e. (n. 3), p. 184.

261 This is plausible, since the clothes seem to have been declicatedas thank-offeringsafter
successfulbirths. On rural Dionysia being performeclat Brauron,seeabove,n. 71.

262 KONDlS, I.c. (n. 3), p. 180 ancl 190; COLE, I.c. (n. 22), p. 238; BRULÉ, a.c. (n. 9), p. 24-25; cf Th.
HADZISTELIOU-PRlCE, "The type of the crouchingchilcl ancl the 'temple boys"', ABSA64 (1969), p. 97.
On the "male" presenceat Brauron,seeTHEMELlS, I.c. (n. 7), p. 226-227.

263 BRULÉ (a.c. [no 9], p. 259) suggeststhat male initiation ceremoniessimilar to those for the
girls at Brauron may have beenperformeclat nearbyHalai.
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Ail this activity and, in particular, the constructionof the stoa can be taken as signs of
the cult flourishing and attracting greater interest. Euripides' tragedy IpIJigeneia among
tIJe Taurians, which was probably producedaround 413 Be, can also be seen as an
indication of the importanceof Brauron. This increasein the use of the sanctualY may
have beenthe result of a generalconcernfor the principal sanctuariesof Attica in the late
5th century, a patternwhich can be observedalso elsewhere.2M In the particular caseof
Brauron, however, the performanceof the arkteia, a ritual of concernfor the whole polis,
may also have contributedto the flourishing of the sanctuary.

pIJase4: 17Je3rd centulJ!Be

Very little is known of the sanctuaryin the 3rd century and hardly any finds are
reported from the area. The flourishing in the 4th centUlY was probably followed by a
period of decay, most likely due to political disturbancesin Attica and by the flooding of
parts of the sanctualYby the Erasinos.265 Some dedicationsof child sculpturewere made
and a small statueof Hekatealso datesfrom this perioc!.266 When the contemporarywriter
Euphorion speaksof Brauron as the cenotaphof Iphigeneia, he may therefore only be
echoingEuripides rather than being inspired by a thriving sanctuary.267

The major sourceof information for this period is an Athenian state decree,issuedby
the nomotlJetaiand dated to the 3rd centUlY Be. This inscription was recoveredin the
westernwing of the stoa.268 Here it is commandedthat the buildings in the sanctuaryat
Brauron are to be inspectedand put into order, the works to be paid for by the Athenian
state. This wording indicates that a period of decay must have occurred, even though a
completedesertionof the sanctualYand disintegrationof the buildings do not have to be
assumed.The restorationis in line with the general trend ail over Attica in this period,
when olel, traditional, ancestralcuits were being revitalized.269

The sectionof the inscription mentioning the buildings mns as follows: 270

6 VEroÇ 0 'tE a[- - na]p8EVcOV [- - - - - - -] Kat Ot 01KOI 'to 'tE ŒI-HplnoÀElov EV cP [- - - - - - -]
Otat'troV'tat Kat 't& 1JnEproa 't& Ent 'tOÛ ŒIlCjlmoÀEÎou, Kat ['t0 YUIlV]&cnov Kati, naÀal(l"'tpa Kat
Ot tnnrovEç Kat 't&ÀÀa ｾＦｖＧｴ｡ [ocra il] noÀlç OiKooolli]cracra ŒVÉ811KE 't11 Ｘｾｩｰ 1JnÈp crOl'tllPlaç
't[oû o]f]1l0U 'tOÛ 'A811valOlV

264 SeeBOERsMA, O.c. (n. 135),p. 91.

265 The stoa was apparentlyin use for only a brief period of time and the excavatorsuggestee!
that the building was partly flooe!ee! by the Erasinosin the late 4th centUlY ane! thereforee!esertee!;
seePAPADIMITRIOU, I.e. (n. 4), p. 120; PAAH1959, p. 19; Ergon 1958, p. 38; Ergon 1959, p. 13; BOURAS,
O.C. (n. 5), p. 169.

266 3re!-centlllY sculpture;seeKONDIS, I.e. (n. 3), p. 203; KAHIL (1984), l.c. (n. 6), nos. 140-361.For
the Hekate,seesupra, n. 70.

267 On Euphorion,seesupra, p. 62. 1t is not clearwhetherhe refers to the whole site of Brauron
or only to a monumentdedicatee!to 1phigeneia.

268 The inscription is known from a numberof excerptsane! there are slight variations in the
suggestee!datings; seeErgon 1961, p. 24-25; PAPADIMITRIOU, I.e. (n. 4), p. 120 C3re! century); SEC35
(1985), no. 83; THEMELIS, I.e. (n. 7), p. 230-232 C3re! centUlY); SEC37 (1987), no. 89 C3re! century?);
PEPPAs-DELMousou,I.e. (n. 7), p. 336-337,esp.n. 49 C3rd centUlY); ANToNIDu, O.C. (n. 7), 280-281,no.
4 (mide!le of the 3re! century); MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, l.c. (n. 50), p. 8-9 with n. 14 (mie!dle
to late 3rd century); T. LINDERS, Tbe treasurersof tbe otber gods in Atbensand tbeir functions,
Meisenheimam Glan, 1975 (Beitriige zur klassiscbenPbilologie, 62), p. 64-65.

269 J.D. MIKALSON, Religion in Hellenistic Atbens, Berkeley, Los Angeles, & London, 1998
(Hellenistic cultureandsociety,29), p. 53, n. 25 and p. 166.

270 The text follows Ergon 1961,p. 25, LINDERS, O.c. (n. 8), p. 71, ane! ANTONIDU, O.C. (n. 7), p. 281,
no. 4; ç{ SEC37 (1987), no. 89.
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Depending on how the damagedsections are restored, the number of buildings
referred to and their relations to eachother valY considerably.The difficulty concernsthe
mutuai relationsbetweenthe naos, the Parthenon,the oikoi and the ampbipoleionwith its
upper floor and to what extent these buildings can be connectedwith the excavated
remains. The restoration of TIa]peEVÔW seems to be beyond doubt and has been
unanimouslyagreed upon. The first word to be restored in the lacuna before the
Parthenonbegins with an a and PapadimitriousuggestedàpXaîoç.271 Apparently there is
space for more letters betweenthis word and the following Parthenon,and Lily Kahil
therefore proposedthe restoration aVEroÇ 15 'tE [6nloffi or onWeE(V) TIa]peEVCÔV, while
Themelishas suggestedaVEroÇ 15 'tE ['toîxoç Kata TIa]peEVCÔV. 272 Thesetwo readingsdo not
accountfor the a in front of the lacuna. Recently, Mylonopoulos and Bubenheimerhave
proposedaVECÔÇ, 15 'tE à[pXaîoç Kata TIa]peEVCÔV. 273

For the lacuna after Parthenon,TIa]peEVCÔV [- - - - - - -] Kat oi 0(K01, with room for
around eight letters, no suggestionshave been offered. For the next lacuna, 'to 'tE
àl-HjllnoAEîov EV qJ [- - - - - - -] 8ta1'twv'tlY.1, said ta encompassaround nine letters, Peppas-
Delmousousuggestedthe restoration'to 'tE àl-HjlmOAEîov EV qJ [ai apK't01] 8tal'twv'tal. 274

The next problem concernshow this inscription is ta be linked ta the remains found
at Brauron (see Table3). Most scholarshave identified the naos with the main temple at
Brauron, Le. the temple of Artemis. It has also beensuggestedthat naos in this inscription
referredonly ta a part of this building, namely the cella.275 Others have proposedthat the
naoswas a building distinct from the large temple known from the excavations,either the
so-called "Small Temple" ta the south-eastat the entrance to the cave or a building
situatedon the rock-cut terrace ta the south, where the church of Ag. Georgios stands
today.276

The Parthenon,in the sense of "the building for the partbenoi", was taken by
Papadimitriouas referring ta the stoa. Owing ta the small sizesof the couchesused in the
rooms of the stoa, he suggestedthat the young arktoi lived here during their stay at
Brauron, while Kondis suggestedthat the stoa may have functioned as a kind of
orphanage.Most scholarstoday interpret the rooms of the stoa as dining-rooms of the
regularkind found in many sanctuaries.277 Such rooms are commonly designatedas oikoi
in texts concerning sanctuaries.The oikoi mentioned in the Brauron inscription are
thereforebest taken ta referring ta the stoa and, more specifically, the dining-roomsin the
northernand westernwings.

271 Cf J. & 1. ROBERT, "Bulletin épigraphique",REG 76 (1963), p. 134-135, no. 91, 0 VE(Oç 0 'tE
à[pXaîoçila]pSEVWV.

272 KAHIL (1977), I.e. (n. 6), p. 96, n. 61, estimatingroom for aroundsevenletters. THEMELIS (I.e,
ln. 71, p. 230) quotes the inscription as0 VEWÇ 0 'tE [- - - e. 10 - - - lla]pSEvwV. Cf KONDIS, I.e. (n. 3),
p. 170, n. 55.

273 MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, I,e. (n. 50), p. 10-12.
274 PEPPAS-DELMOUSOU,I.e. (n, 7), p. 337, n. 49; ROBERT, I,e. (n. 271), p. 135. For the numberof

letters,seeTHEMELIS, I,e. (n. 7), p. 230. MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER (I.e. [no 501, p. 16-17) suggest
that this building must have beenused by the priests but offer no restorationof the missing letters.

275 MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, I.e, (n. 50), p. 12-18.

276 "Small Temple": HOLLINSHEAD, I.e. (n. 9), p. 434-435. Il seemssU'ange,however, that the
inventOlY of the sanctuaryshould begin with this rather insignificant building. On the naos being
locatedon the rock-eut terrace,seeTHEMELIS, I.e. (n. 7), p. 231.

277 On the klinai being of sufficient size for 5th-century,adult, male Athenians,seeGOLDSTEIN,
o.e. (n. 241), p. 121-122.
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Table 3. Suggestedidentificationsof the buildings mentionedin the 3rd-centuryinscription.

Schola.. b VEroÇ [fla] p8EVroV oi oh:ot 'Co àJ.llPtltoÀEÎov

Papadimitriou(n. 4), Temple of Stoa where the - -

p. 118-120;Eigon 1961, Artemis arktoi lived?
p. 25

Robert]. & L. (n. 271), - Building for the - -

p. 135, no. 91 partbenoi

Bouras(n. 5), p. 75 Temple Stoa where children ? ?
stal'ed

Kondis, (n. 3), p. 170 Temple of Stoa usecl as Not found l'et Not found l'et
and 180-182 Artemis orphanage

Béirker (n. 5), p. 806 Temple Cult building for Dining-rooms -

Iphigeneia? of the stoa

Linders (n. 8), p. 71-72 Temple Separatefrom the - -

temple but not
iclentical with the
stoa

Kahil 0977, n. 6), p. 96- Temple of Adytonof the Dining-rooms -

97 Artemis temple of the stoa

Hollinshead(n. 9), Temple278 Inner room of the Probabll' the -
p.434-435 temple, though 1'00011Sof the

namerefers to the stoa
whole building

Themelis(n. 7), p. 231 Old temple, at Post-Persiantemple Stoa, usedas a Not found l'et
presentsite of dining-hall
Ag. Georgios
church

Brulé (n. 9), p. 245-248 - Adytonof the Roomsof the -

temple, "Old stoa
Pat·thenon"

Peppas-Delmousou - - - Not the stoa
(n. 7), p. 337, n.49

Dowden(n. 9), p. 26 - Adyton or small - -

temple to Iphigeneia

lVIylonopoulos & Cella of the Inner 1'00m of the Inner 1'00011Sof Sectionof the
Bubenheimer(n. 50), temple temple the stoa stoa, including a
p. 12-18 presumedupper

floor

If the aikai are the 1'00011Sof the stoa or a namefor the entire building, the Parthenon
has to be soughtelsewhere.lts identification is complicatedbl' the fact that the relation of
the Parthenonto the naas is particularll' c1ifficult to disentangle.The Parthenonhas been
suggesteclto be the inner 1'00m of the temple, in which valuable c1eclicationswere kept
and, in this sense,the tenl1 mal' have referred to the whole temple.279 lt has also been
suggesteclthat, while the Parthenonwas the tenn for the inner 1'00m of the temple, the
cella itself was referrecl to as the arcbaios naas.281J However, some of the 4th-centurl'

278 HOLLINSHEAD (l.c. [no 9], p. 434-435) makes a distinction betweenthe temple mentionedin
this inscription and the Olel Temple mentionedin the inventoriesof offerings, which she identifies
with the "Small Temple".

279 Inner 1'00m: KAHIL (1977), I.e. (n. 6), p. 96-97; HOLLINSHEAD, I.e. (n. 9), p. 434-435; BRULÉ, O.C.

(n. 9), p. 247-248; DOWDEN, O.C. (n. 9), p. 26; MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, I.e. (n. 50), p. 12-15.
Whole building: HOLLINSHEAD, I.e. (n. 9), p. 434-435;THEMELIs, I.e. (n. 7), p. 231.

280 MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, I.e. (n. 50), p. 12-15.
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inventories concerningBrauron also mention an Old Temple and a Parthenonand, in
those cases,it seemsclear that they constitutedtwo separate entities and presumablyalso
two separate buildings.281 It seems plausible that the two terms "Old Temple" and
"Parthenon"would have beenused in a similar manner in the 3rd century and therefore
naosor arcbaios naos and Partbenon are best connectedwith two separatebuildings.
Themelis' suggestionthat the Old Temple may have stood on the rock-eut terrace, today
housing the small church, while the Parthenonis ta be identifjed with the post-Persian
temple, may be a possible solution.282 Finally, it has been proposedthat the Parthenon
may have been a cult building for Iphigeneia and is ta be identified with the so-called
"Small Temple".283

The ampbipoleionwith its upperfioor is even more campiex and has either been left
without any commentor simply been located outside the excavatedarea. This building
may have housedthe religious office-holders,but it has also beensuggestedthat the arktoi
lived there, perhapson the upper fioor, while cult equipmentwas kept downstairs.284

Since the ampbipoleion is said ta have had an upper fioor, any links with the stoa have
beenexcluded. Recently, it has beensuggestedthat the stoa is ta be identifjed with the
ampbipoleion, since it may have had an upper fioor after ail, the lack of evidencefor
which being simply due ta an accidentaistateof preservation.285

The existence of a gymnasium, a palestra and stables, also mentioned in the
inscription, offers no textual difficulties. Ali of these apparentlyremain ta be discovered,
most likely ta the west or ta the east of the sanctuary.286Finally, there are the structures
coveredby the phraseconcludingthe list, "clAÂa mxY'ta [ocra il] nôÂtç ｏｩｋｏｏｏＡＡｾ｣ｲ｡｣ｲ｡Ｎ In the
3rd century, the cave itself had, of course, long since been abandonedand the same
probably aisa went for the "SacredHouse". The building at the north-westernentranceof
the cave, the "Small Temple", is likely ta have gone out of use by this period, but, if it was
still functioning, it may have been included in this phrase.287 In any case, the "Small
Temple" was apparentlynot consideredas being of such importance that it merited a
particular mention in the invent01Y of the sanctumy,unlike the stables,for example.288

281 LINDERS, a.c. (n. 8), p. 71-72,cf 52-53. In lG n2, 1524, 44-47 053/2 Be), objectskept in the Old
Templeare handedover by the priestessto the epistataiand placedin the Parthenon.

282 THEMELIs, i.e. (n. 7), p. 231.

283 BORKER, I.e. (n. 5), p. 806; DOWDEN, a.c. (n. 9), p. 26.

284 BRULÉ, a.c. (n. 9), p. 245-248;DOWDEN, a.c. (n. 9), p. 38; MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, I.e.
(n. 50), p. 16-17; PEPPAS-DELMOUSOU,I.e. (n. 7), p. 336-337. On the ampbipalai referring to older,
former bearsassistingin the arkteia, seeSOURVINOU-INWOOD (988), a.c. (n. 17), p. 106-108; cf S.
HILLER, "A-pi-qo-ro tXJ.lq>I1tOlcot", in J.T. KILLEN, J.L. MELENA & J.-P. OLIVIER (eds.), Studiesin
Mycenaeanand Classical Greekpresentedta ]abn Cbadwick, Salamanca,1987 (= Minas 20-22),
demonstratingthat the original meaning of ampbipalaswas a servantof an earthly or heavenly
mistress.

285 MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER, I.e. (n. 50), p. 18.

286 To the east of the late-5th-centurystoa, a 30-m-long wall, oriented north-south, was
discovered,perhapsto be connectedwith one or more of thesebuildings (seeErgan 1962, p. 31).
For the suggestionthat the stablesare to be identified with the northernsectionof the stoa, see
above, n. 156. Apart from the architecturaldifficulties of such an interpretation,it seemsstrange
that the stablesshouldnot have beenmentionedin connectionwith the stoa, had they beenpart of
this building. Stablesare mentionedalso in another inscription from Brauron; see Ergan 1961,
p. 24; SEG37 (1987), no. 35.

287 MYLONOPOULOS & BUBENHEIMER (I.e. ln. 501, p. 21) suggestthat this phrasemay refer to the
"Small Temple", the "SacredHouse" and the bridge.

288 Unless the "Small Temple" is to be identified with the Parthenon;seeabove,n.283. Another
structurenot mentionedis the mid-5th-centurybridge locatedto the west of the stoa.This may also
havegoneout of use in the 3rd century, perhapscoveredby soil or mud from the Erasinos.
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Fig. 10. Brauron, Roman and Byzantine periods.
The stippling indicatesapproximate areaswith tracesof Romanand Christianactivity.

Pbase5: 17.JeRomanandByzClntineperiods(Fig. la)

By the Roman period, Brauron mal' have been completely deserted and
contemporarysources,such as PomponiusMela, speakof the sanctllaryas not being in
operation.289 The changesthat had taken place are most clearly illustrated by the four
graves which were fOllnd in the cave area and which most likely date from the 2nd
century AD, when the site had long been abandonedas a living sanctllary.290 It is
interestingto note that severalfragmentsof a large relief showing Polydeukion,one of the

289 POMPONIUS MELA, II, 46. For the suggestionthat the temple mal' have been moved in
Augustantimes, seesupra, n. 246.

290 For thesegraves,seeabove,p. 77-78.
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favourites of HerodesAtticus, were recoveredto the east of the stoa.291 The young man,
who died around AD 165, was depicted as a reclining banqueter,a schemecommonly
used for funerary monumentsin the Hellenistic and Roman periods. Perhaps the whole
areahad, by this time, acquiredsomekind of funerary function.292

Some time after the 3rd centmy BC, though probably at a considerably later date, a
pavedroad was constructedover the westernwing of the stoa.293 The pavingwas madeup
by architecturalparts from the stoa itself and by reliefs, sculpturesand inscriptions. To the
north-west of the former stoa was discovered a deposit of similar material, which
apparentlyhad beenaccumulatedat this spot to facilitate its removal. The road led from
the north-westto the south-easttowards the openarea in front of the temple and parts of
the northernside of the temple seemto have beenremovedfor il. The date of the road is
hard to ascertain,but it seemsunlikely that it predatedthe desertionof the sanctuaryin
Roman times. Perhapsboth the plundering of the sanctuaryfor building stonesand the
laying out of the road are to be connectedwith the constructionin the 6th centmyAD of
a large Christian basilica c. 1.5 km to the west, since this structure definitely incorporates
a numberof blocks from the sanctU<l1y.291 In the Christian period, the area of the former
sanctuarymal' have housedsome kind of habitation, judging from a seriesof four large
pithoi excavatedin front of the temple, and the road can maybe also be linked to this
activity.295 The latest activity on the site was the constructionof the small, post-Byzantine
chapel of Aghios Georgios in the 15th century AD, which also incorporatedre-used
blocks from the sanctuaty.296

291 Ergol1 1961, p. 35-36, fig. 39; Ergol1 1962,p. 32-33, fig. 42; found only 0.50 m below the modern
ground surface.Polydeukionwas not buried at Brauron, but HerodesAtticus erecteda numberof
monumentsto him in this part of Attica after his death; see \\7. AMELING, HerodesAtticus, vol. 1,
Biograpbie, Hildesheim, 1983 (Subsidia epigrapbica, 11), p. 114-117; Id., HerodesAtticus, vol. 2,
Inscbrijlenkatalog,Hildesheim,1983 (Subsidiaepigrapbica,11), p. 166-172,nos. 171-176.

292 If the four burials are to be dated to the 2nd century AD and are therefore contemporary
with the Polydeukionmonument,they may ail be connectedwith the plaguewhich swept Greece
in the middle of this centlllY; seeJ.F. GILLIAM, "The plague under Ivlarcus Aurelius", AfPb 82 (1961),
p. 225-251.The deathof Polydeukion,as weil as the sudden deathsof two otheryoung favouritesof
HeroclesAtticus, have beensuggestedto be connectedwith this disease;seeAMELING, o.c. (n. 291),
vol. 1, p. 114.

293 Ergol1 1960,p. 23-24, figs. 31 and 36; Ergol1 1961, p. 27-28; BOURAS, O.c. (n. 5), p. 169-170.

294 BOURAS, o.c. (n. 5),p. 169. This basilicawas destroyedin the 7th century; seeTHEMELls (974),
o.c. (n. 49), p. 28-30.

295 PAAH1956, p. 73-75, pl. 18 g; Ergon 1956, p. 25. The whole areato the eastof the temple had
been heavily disturbed in the Christian period.

296 ElgOI1 1960, p. 28-29; THEMELls (974), o.c. (n. 49), p. 28-30.


