
CHAPTER III: 

THE HISTORY OF CENTRAL EUBOIA IN THE DARK AGES AND EARLY
IRON AGE (c.1050 TO c.750 B. C.)

"The 11th cent. B.C. was a century of great changes and profound social

upheavals within the Helladic world." The collapse of the Mycenaean world,

probably the result of natural disasters which precipitated internal social disorders

and predatory invasions, resulted in the destruction and abandonment of many old

habitation centres and the dispersion of their populations. This led to a "temporary

economic and cultural recess" 2 over much of Hellas although this was not uniform

across the country nor as complete in some regions as is sometimes imagined, for

while Thebai and lolkos experienced destruction, nearby Lefkandi may not only have

escaped largely unscathed but actually experienced something of a cultural

flowering, 3 and some at least of its inhabitants were able to re-establish a degree of

settled life and wealth-accumulation that in our admittedly meagre archaeological

records appears impressive and a level of sophistication that makes it not entirely

unexpected as the place where the "Greek Renaissance of the Eighth Century" would

have begun. 4 Unlike many other places "the subsequent Late Helladic IIIC occupants

undertook around 1200 an ambitious scheme of rebuilding in the course of which

much of the earlier remains (and evidence for destruction, KW) was levelled away.5

An increase in population is certain, and the amount of new building suggests a

wholesale take-over, whether or not it was peacefully achieved." 6 Major tribal

invasions of Euboia come to an end with the arrival of the iones in the 10th century

although there might have been minor population movements during the so-called

Dark Ages (c.1125 - 900) 7 such as a possible influx of migrants from Elis via

Oropos; 8 the exodus of the Gephyraioi 9 almost certainly occurred during this time.

By the end of the century when conditions again settled down and stability had

P. G. Calligas, 'Hero-cult in Early Iron Age Greece' in R. flägg/N. Marinatos/G. C. Nordquist (edd.)
Early Greek Cult Practice, Proceedings of the Fifth International Symposium at the Swedish Institute
at Athens, 26 - 29th June, 1986, Stockholm, 1988, 229. For the end of Mycenaean civilisation on
Euboia: V. R. d'A. Desborough, 'The End of Mycenaean Civilization and the Dark Ages: The
Archaeological Background', in CA.H. II, 2a , 1980, ch XXXVIa, 666.
2 Ibid. 229 - 230. On drought as a cause of collapse: cf. Appendix 13.
3 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 7.
4 Phrase from title of the Second International Symposium held at the Swedish Institute in Athenai, 1st
to 5th June, 1981.
5 There is thus a lack of evidence for the period from MH to LH IIIC due to the wholesale clearing
away earlier levels for the ambitious rebuilding of c.1200.
6 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 7.
7 Desborough 1972 (IIR 28) 11. In this chapter 1 take the history of central Euboia down to c.750.
Appendix 3: Chronological table 2.
8 II 51ff.
9 II 54f.
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returned, there was a quite different cultural pattern throughout the Greek world to
that which prevailed in the previous period.

But we have a problem in Euboia because no Mycenaean site, including
Lefkandi, has ever been fully excavated. lo Despite this cautionary fact, I think it is
reasonable to suggest that with the possible exception of Amarynthos" no other
Mycenaean settlement in S.E. Euboia was much more than an unfortified village
(xthm.T1). Amarynthos is of great importance for the study of the prehistory of the
Eretrias, so the continued lack of excavation there is regrettable. 12 During the EH it
had a circuit wall testifying to a permanent settlement of some status there. But
Mycenaean Euboia had no Thebai and there was thus little scope for monumental
catastrophe.

LATE MYCENAEAN AND SUB-MYCENAEAN LEFKANDi

Following the collapse of Thebai, the Abantic population of Lefkandi
(which I have above differentiated from its Mycenaean overlords, the Khalkodontid
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Map 1: The excavation areas at Lefkandi.

rulers) resumed control of their homeland and may even have, for a short period,
ruled Thebai.' 3 The archaeologists of Lefkandi believe Sub-Mycenaean culture was
brought in by newcomers, a conclusion based not only on pottery styles but also on
changes in burial customs about this time. But these "newcomers" may have been in

i() II 20 n. 2-, 40. It may be noted that considerable destruction of prehistoric remains (esp. tombs) has
taken place since their uncovering: Jacobsen 1964: 98 - 100 (Velousia: an early example); 100 - 102
(Kataklo6: of later date, possibly LH IIIA); 110 - 111 (Muni Mantzdrou, Oxylithou: a tholos, very
poorly preserved, possibly LH 111B): 112 (Evrema Oxylithou: tholos); 113 - 114 (Paralia Oxylithou:
tomb contained a bronze dagger which Jacobsen 114 believes dates the tomb to LH III); all these sites
in the eastern Eretrias.
1 Parlama 1979 (111141); Sapouna-Sakellaraki 1992 (II/2); cf. II 47, n . 169.

12 Supra n. 11.
13 II 48ff.
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fact indigenous landowners resuming ruling status: the excavators allow that "It is

not certain whether these people were all newcomers or, in part, survivors."'

Lefkandi may also have been a refuge for those fleeing the destruction of the Bronze

Age palace-centres.15

The excavators speculate that Lefkandi may have defied the general trend of

destruction and that clearing and reconstruction at this time was rather due to the

need to improve and expand the settlement, but admit the evidence is inconclusive.

Subsequently for some 100-150 years, "when much of Greece was depopulated,

Lefkandi was an active centre"' 6 during LH IIIC. This period may be divided into

three sub-phases: (1) LH IIIC proper: ceramic output was from local workshops but

is similar to that of Attike and Mykenai itself ("Mycenaean koine"); there is evidence

of overseas trade in what the excavators think is a vase of foreign (Italian?) origin,17

but Rutter argues' that such manifestly non-Mycenaean and "foreign" pieces

possibly indicate the permanent arrival of invaders. (2) Destruction of the first-phase

settlement:, the excavators think the perpetrators were other Mycenaeans, for the

pottery continues a pictorial style. 19 There is again evidence of violence at the end of

this second phase that suggests a siege. In one of the destruction intervals, the

inhabitants were reduced to interring their dead under the floors of houses in simple,

poorly equipped graves consisting of a pit into which the body was placed and

covered with pithos fragments ., one showed clear signs of severe battle wounds,

perhaps received defending the settlement; certainly some buildings in the town were

now destroyed. 2° (3) Destruction followed by reconstruction. Potters now (c.1150 -

elsewhere c.1100) begin producing a new product belonging to the style known as

Sub-Mycenaean. This, as its name implies, represents a continuity with its

predecessor though generally of inferior quality. Its decoration became more

"closed". 21 The style overlaps with LH IIIC in some areas including Euboia (and

Attike) dying out in modified form c.1050 or perhaps slightly later. 22 However,

14 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 7.
15 Lecture by Dr Doniert Evely at U.N.E., 17 August, 1994.
16 Sackett/Popham 1972 (11/125) 13. The name "Lefkandi" is generally used of the area where both
settlement and cemeteries lay; "Xeropolis" usually (here, always) of the settlement (exclusive of the
cemeteries) on the prominent headland: cf. photo/plan.
17 M. R. Popham/L. H. Sackett, Excavations at Lefkandi, Euboea, 1964 - 1966, London, 1968, 18;
fig. 34; M. Popham/E. Milburn, 'The Late Helladic 111C Pottery of Xeropolis (Lefkandi), a Summary',
B.S.A. 66, 1971, 338, n. 8; .Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 7; Sackett/Popham 1972 (11/125) 14.
18 J. Rutter, 'Ceramic Evidence for Northern Intruders in Southern Greece at the Beginning of the
Late Helladic IIIC Period', A..1.A. 79, 1975, 17 - 32..
19 Sackett/Popham 1972 (11/125) 14.
20 J. H. Musgrave/M. R. Popham, 'The Late Helladic IIIC Intramural Burials at Lefkandi, Euboea',
R.S.A. 86, 1991, 273 - 296.
21 Biers 1985 (11/143) 83: in the "closed" style the "whole surface is covered with a close-fitting net of
conventional designs." The "open" style leaves more of the vessel untouched by paint.
22 Desborough 1964 (II/141) 17 - 18 equates Sub-Mycenaean with LH 111C2 and scarcely uses the
term. In 1972 (11/128) 32: he implies that it followed LH IIIC: "and this (a description of LH 111B to
IIIC) was more or less the situation when Sub-Mycenaean pottery made its appearance." Cf. Biers
1985 (11/141) 100 - 104.
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Desborough suggests Lefkandi had experienced troubles in the early LH HIC though

his words leave it open whether he means a short or long time after the end of LH

II i:. 23 The "curiously fantastic" style of Lefkandiot pottery which Desborough

incudes in his Sub-Mycenaean classification (but belonging to phases 1 and 2) was

quite distinctive, indeed unique, with human and animal representations 24 It gives

way (in phase 3) to more simple decoration wi wavy lines, and the quality of both

the fabric and decoration deteriorated especially during the last phases of Sub-

Mycenaean. We have only evidence

from tombs to reconstruct a picture of

II I
 e Sub-Mycenaean period, whereas the 	 j	 i	 1

reverse is true for the earlier Mycenaean

Fig. 32: 'Animal Style' LH IIIC pyxis, LefIcandi: Eretria
Museum.

4,1
periirs , the finds for which come from

the settlement on Xeropolis itself. 25 The

Sub-Mycenaean community was large

for the times, say the excavators (basing

their opiMon on the number of

burials26), although where the actual

Sub-Mycenaean settlement was is as yet

unknown since excavation of the

settlement-area has been only by means

of trial-trenches. 27 The people buried in the cemeteries must obviously have lived

nearby. 28 That it was on the citadel of Xeropolis, where: the Mycenaean town was

located thus cannot be ruled out. Only complete excavation of the citadel will answer

the question whether it was on the site of the Mycenaean town or whether the

ikbantes moved it elsewhere, close enough to continue using the Lefkandi

cemeteries. This period ends at Lefkandi with a whimper rather than a bang: "It

appears that there was a fmal period of gradual degeneration ending in

abandonment", perhaps c.1100/1025, but it was probably not for long, 29 a time

Desborough thinks was a tunaing point in the Dark Ages," and represented by "the

creation of the Protogeometric style of pottery in Athens."31

23 Desborough 1972 (11/128) 32: "the style of Lefikandi which emerged after a destruction subsequent
to the end of LH BEI"
24 Ibid. 32. Catling 1968 (H/139) 41 - 49 (= plates, esp. pl. 21, fig. 1): man in chariot.
25 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 355.
26 But cf. infra 69f.
27 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 4 - 5; 7 - 8. Only one small area (supra map 1) was fully excavated.
28 Ibid. 356.
29 Sackett/Popham 1972 (11/125) 14.
30 Desborough 1972 (11/128) 79.
31 ibid. 133.
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Fig. 33: The "Ship" vase (globular
pyxis) from Lefkandi (850 - 825
B.C.) Eretria Museum.
Fig. 34: Drawing by Popham of the
ship, with stern spears (M.
Popham, 'An Early Euboean Ship',
O.J.A. 6, 1987, fig.4).
Fig. 35: The MPG "Archer hydria"
from Leflcandi; Eretria Museum. h
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PROTOGEOMETRIC LEFKANDI

The local PG phase opens with "a burst of initiative at, or soon after, the
transition from Submycenaean", 32 but progressively creativity slows down, and
becomes conservative. PG in Euboia, as in Attike, begins c.1050 and lasts until c.900
when it merges with (Euboian) Sub-PG I/II (which is contemporary with Attic EG
1111), and which in turn ends c.850. 33 The development of Euboian Geometric pottery
is particularly well illustrated from Lefkandi, where the sequences are well-ordered
and practically uninterrupted 34 from the re-establisment of the settlement after a
significant (though probably only short 35 ) break in occupation, possibly c.1000
(LPG). Euboian Sub-PG then continues to c.825. 36 PG (like Sub-Mycenaean)
sequences are derived mainly from grave finds. 37 Burials cover the whole period
from LSM to EPG. 38 Up to c.1050, the practice at Lefkandi was to cremate the dead
on pyres near the burial site whilst interring only the grave-offerings in the tombs
themselves. But significantly, there was, c.1000, another change in the typical mode
of interment to urn-burials, similar to contemporary Attic and Boiotian custom,39
hitherto unknown at Lefkandi, sometimes including weapons and both imported and
imitated Attic pottery. 4() The tradition of Ionian settlement of both Khalkis and the
Eretrias from the Attike led by Kothos and Aiklos and the arrival of the Jones
perhaps belong at this point. The citadel is now (re?)occupied.41

But as well as Attic products and cultural influences, there are imports from
Kypros and imitations of Egyptian and perhaps Kretan pottery, 42 evidence of trading
over a wide area. Finger-rings, fibulae, dress-pins etc. of bronze, as well as some
faience beads, have been recovered from the tombs. There were also hair ornaments
and ear-rings of gold in quantities which attest to a degree of wealth hitherto thought
unlikely for this early Dark Age period, and which affirm the importance of Lefkandi
in the Greek world of the time. There is every possibility that the carriers of these
exotic finds were Lefkandiots themselves. After all. Homeros relates that Abantes

32 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 356.
33 Appendix 3: Table. For a full chronological concordance chart, J. N. Coldstream, Geometric
Greece, London, 1977, 385.
34 Desborough 1972 (11/128) 188. Lefkandi has greatly contributed to our understanding of the
ceramic of this period, as also have discoveries in the last forty years at Al Mina and other sites in the
Levant and in the west at Cumae and Pithekoussai; the same scholar in his 1952 (11/102) study,
devoted only a half page (of a total of some 330) to Euboia.
35 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 7; Sackett/Popham 1972 (11/125) 14 - 15. Cf. Desborough 1972
(11/128) 189: "reoccupied after a possibly long interval." Evely (lecture cf supra n. 15): Lefkandi was
depopulated c.1 100; but by c.1000 it had recovered to be: "the veritable centre of the Greek world".
36 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 8; 367 - 368.
37 Cf. supra 59, n. 25.
38 Desborough 1972 (11/128) 68; Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 7 - 8.
39 Ibid. 358.
40 Ibid. 2001T.: (Tomb T 14, Toumba cemetery); 361 - 362 and 358 (Attic imports).
41 Ibid. 358.
422 	 Popham/E. TouloupalL. Sackett, 'The Hero of Lefkandi', Antiquity 56, 1982, 171, diag. 3.
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Fig. 36: Bronze fibula (a; b) and gold jewellery (c; d) from a sub-Protogeometric (900
- 850) grave (Skoubris 59), Lefkandi. (Photo from J. N. Coldstream, Geometric

Greece, London, 1977, p 65 (fig. 19).
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went to Ilion in 40 ships, and the Homeric Hymn to Apollon describes "Euboia,

famous for its ships",43 while we have from Leflandi pictorial representations of two

ships, one (supra figs 33 and 34) an armed merchantman or perhaps a warship from a

pyxis dated 850-825. 44 There are three spears in the stern, perhaps the vaivuxov

s un-rOv, a weapon designed for sea-fighting mentioned in the Iliad. 45 It is "amongst

the earliest, if not the earliest, post-Bronze Age representation of a ship to be found

in Mainland Greece." 46 Its accompanying tomb-deposit contained gold ornaments

and faience beads suggesting it may have been the pyre of a merchant or his wife.

The second fragment, dated c.825, shows only the front of a ship.47

There is archaeolo2ical evidence for what must have become, towards the

end of the life of the settlement. an increasingly important group of traders and

43 Holm II. 545; [Horn.] ad Apoll. Pyth. 219 - 220: Krivaloi l T'bri,(3T vayot,x)arrfr,	 attic

Sri AtiXelv-rco 1iE6i(9; -ri) Tot airy' abr. 0.14.0 II tuilctofkxt, viOv xat. iikom bevbefivvra. (You landed on
Kenaion in Euboia, famous for its ships. You [stood] on the Lelantine Plain, but you were not pleased
to establish a temple there and wooded groves). The Pythian part of the Hymn no later than 7th century

(intro. Loeb ed., xxxvii).
44 M. R. Popham, 'An Early Euboean Ship', Oxford Journal of Archaeology 6, 1987, 353 - 359: dated

fairly certainly 850/825 from Attic MG I pottery found in association with it (tomb 61) and comparison
with other locally produced pots dated by associated Attic MG 1 pottery; Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4)
7. To the Euboian examples may be added the "shipwreck vase", c.720 from the Euboian settlement at
Pithekoussai: cf. S. Brunnsiker, 'The Pithecusan Shipwreck', Opusc. 12orizaiia 4, 1962, 165 - 242.

45 Hom. II. 15, 388 - 389; 15, 677.
46 Popham 1987 (111/44) 355 - 356: for the type of ship in relation to other representations on ceramic.

47 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 267, pls. 274 [918]; 284 [11].
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craftsmen in the town." Their economic (and political) importance should not be

underestimated. Though perhaps some merchants were also landowners, it is

doubtful whether more than an isolated adventurous few actually did sail; if

landowners were involved, they were probably at this stage financial backers (or.,

better, partners, since "capital" at this early period probably did not exist) of the

sailors. Of craftsmen, the main evidence is of metal workers and potters: their raw

materials, products and by-products are relatively indestructible, and have been

found in the remains of their foundries and workshops. "Evidently by now (the tenth

century) the Lefkandians were expert metalsmiths"49 producing a very characteristic

fibula, 5° and bronze tripods, for the casting of which there is also evidence. 5 ' Gold

funerary offerings are again found, at first only a small number, but their presence is

regarded as significant by the excavators. 52 In the late-tenth century, the artistic

conservatism of early Dark Age pottery styles is thrown off and "new ideas flood in

and are eagerly absorbed." 53 A new local pottery-type and decoration was invented,

and which remained characteristic of Euboian ceramic output for over 200 years: the

pendent-semicircle skyphos. 54 Lefkandi also produced fine modelling in the round,

exemplified by the famous "Centaur of Lefkandi". 55 The remains of the ruler buried

in the PG building at Toumba were wrapped in a fine woollen cloth, some of which

was still preserved for the archaeologists. We need not doubt the existence of cloth-

production using local woollen fibre, along with dyeing; production of the murex

shell in Euboia was later a noteworthy industry from Khalkis to Karystos. 56 Other

craftsmen working in perishable materials (especially wood) must also have been

present in the settlement. All would require assistant workers and suppliers so that in

a smallish place like Lefkandi, artisans were a not inconsiderable part of the

population. Thus innovation, combined with evidence of wealth, shows that the

community, or at least the upper classes, enjoyed enough prosperity and confidence

in the ninth century to patronise them. The foreign trade implied in these finds -

direct import of novel goods, and raw materials for local workshops, such as gold

and other metals - needed a local product or service to exchange for them. If some

48 For Euboians in the Levant generally: Boardman 1980 (11/224) 40ff ; 42: "It seems likely then that it
was the Euboeans who led the Greeks to Al Mina . . . The evidence for the Euboeans' role in the east is
wholly archaeological.". For problems of differentiating clays used in Euboian pottery found at Al
Mina: M. R. Popham/H. Hatcher/A. Pollard, 'Al-Mina and Euboea', B.S.A. 75, 1980, 151 - 160; J.
Boardman/F. Schweitzer, 'Clay Analyses of Archaic Greek Pottery', B.S.A. 68, 1973, 273 - 278
(Euboian pottery types). For Euboian finds at Tell Silkas: Riis 1970 (11/224) 126; 150 - 152; fig. 51
(pendent semi-circle skyphoi, this was a very commonly used motif in Euboia: Kearsley 1989 (11/103)
esp. ch. 8, 133 [Lefkandiot origin]; generally: 155; 165: map of shipping routes.
49 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 359.
5() Ibid. 2 39; 264.

51 Ibid. 359.
52 Hem.

53 Ibid. 358 - 359.
54 Ibid. 359.
55 Infra 68 (photo); 69.
56 113, n. 45; 18.
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Lefkandiots were maritime carriers on a large scale, as the evidence suggests, this

service might have paid for (at least some of) the imports. Thus the literary evidence

converges with the archaeological to suggest that in the ninth century, Euboia was a

trading island, and that Lefkandi was the centre of commercial activity.

However the Lefkandiots also controlled much of the fertile Lelantine Plain,

at the very least that part east of the Lelas, so there must also have been a large

section of the community involved in the agricultural and pastoral industries. This

we would expect given the fame of the island as "Well-Cattled", and the tradition of

hippobotic aristocracy there. Traditionally, landowners as the main wealth-producers

had a preponderant, indeed exclusive, control over most early Greek states. The

excavators think that the commercial/manufacturing innovations, which appear from

the beginning of the 10th century, were brou ght in by outward-looking newcomers57

who supplied the needs of the aristocratic families whose wealth was based on the

possession of the productive Lelantine Plain. They would initially have been

welcome additions to the community, and as the taste of the magnates was whetted

for the new luxuries, they became ever more indispensable to them. But equally, the

wealth of the commercial operators and artisans would have grown. The potential for

socio-political conflict in such a scenario is apparent enough. Men in a community

energetic and ambitious enou gh to acquire economic power, will inevitably want

some say in the political decision-making of their community, particularly where it

affects their activities such as tax-imposts, regulations of all sorts on trade and

manufacture, decisions on war and peace. Would the traditional holders of power

give part of it up? If anything should occur to weaken them or cause a diminution of

the available land and/or its productive capacity, a potentially revolutionary situation

would be created which would involve both landowners and landless. A similar

situation might also emerge should the population outstrip the food-producing

capacity of the land, or if drought were to cause food shortages. 58 Such eventualities

were sometimes known to have even caused significant population shifts. 59 But

while there was prosperity and enough wealth to satisfy both the landed and

commercial interests, there would be little scope for ambitious or discontented

individuals to cause friction. 60 It is such conflicting interests that may have played a

role in the "rise of the polis-state"; indeed they probably did.61

57 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 360.
SK R Carpenter, Discontinuity in Greek Civilization, Cambridge, 1966 for the end of the Mycenaean

period, and J. McK. Camp, 'A Drought in the Late Eighth Century B.C.', Hesperia 48, 1979, 397 - 411

in the late-8th century, i.e. at the end of this very period.
59 J. M. Cook, 'The Palai-names', Historia 4, 1955, 41 for some of the reasons for people to shift their

urban centre to another site.
60 On the potential for early social revolution in the early Greek settlements: I. Morris, Burial and
Ancient Society: The rise (il. the Greek City-state, Cambridge, 1987, esp. 202 - 210.

61 IV 105ff.; and, especially, V 154ff



There is a significant architectural

discovery from Lefkandi belonging

chronologically to this period and which

has relevance to an understanding of the

political position of Lefkandi; it is the so-

called "Hero Tomb", though its discoverers

more cautiously refer to it in their
11

o publication simply as "The Protogeometric

Building at Toumba". 62 A large, apsidal

building, it is dated c.l000 to 950, a period

about which we know very little

architecturally. The date is established by

the fact that in the tomb itself, and in the

filling, the well-known Euboian pottery

type with pendent-semicircle decoration is

not present. I suggested above that this

decorative schema was introduced about
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Plan 1: The "Heroan" at Lefkandi: from: M.
Popham/E. Touloupa/L. Sackett, 'The Hero of

Lefkandi', Antiquity 56, 1982, fig. 2.

the time that the iones entered Euboia. 63 If

so, the occupants of the "heroOn" were

Âbantes. Debate exists over what the

building actually represents. There is, I

think, conclusive enough evidence for

seeing in it a heroic burial, involving two

individuals, a man and a woman, generally

styled 'royals'. It contains other burial

shafts, with skeletons of at least three

(probably four) horses. 64 The woman was

inhumed; her skeleton was adorned with

gold jewellery, and beside her head was a

knife with a handle of ivory; some have

suspected ritual murder in this scene. The

male, who was cremated, was buried at the

centre of the building in a decorated bronze amphora containing the remains of

decorated cloth65 and closed with a bronze bowl. Alongside was an iron sword, a

spear-head and a whetstone; thus clearly the weapons were more than ceremonial

62 Popham/Calligas/Sackett et al. 1990 (Intro./4) and ibid. 1993 (Intro./4). However Calligas had
earlier (1988 [11111] 2301I.) disagreed with this designation, preferring to see it as a 'patriarchal' oikos.
63 II 38f, 50f
64 Pophanifrouloupa/Sackett 1982 (III/42) 171 - 174. A horse-drawn chariot from Lefkandi: Catling
1968 (11/139).
65 Of particular interest: it is very rare for fabrics to be preserved so long in the climate of Greece.
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accoutrements. Here are all the trappings of a burial in the grand manner of a

Homeric hero. 66 Powell67 has argued that the Homeric epics were set down in writing

in Euboia for its hippobotic lords, and if so, they reflect (in so far as they are based

on the life-style of any actual communities), the aristocratic values and life-style in

Euboia during the early Iron Age. 68 At any rate, the Euboian aristocrats must have

been able to identify readily with the attitudes expressed in the poems. Patroklos'

funeral ceremonies, with their similar ritual slaughter of humans and horses, costly

offerings and the heaping up of a barrow over the pyre, suggest that this burial, or

another like it on Euboia, could have been a model for Homeros (or vice versa); if

the original audience were Euboieis as claimed, it would certainly have related to the

description in the epic. The building existed for only a very short time. Then it was

deliberately filled in and covered over with a mound. 69 The excavators do not know

why. They suggest that it may have been due to a feeling of desecration when the

building apparently collapsed revealing earlier tombs beneath. 7° Perhaps however it

was the result of social upheaval:7i

The structure is so impressive and the interment so "heroic" that we must

ask ourselves what sort of society erected it, and what was the status of the town

whose hero-ruler this warrior was. It did not stand in isolation, but was surrounded

by other less grandiose burials, some containing grave goods. evidence of the wealth

of their occupants in life, and indicating that they were not graves of commoners. 72 A

number contained, as did the great tomb, weapons of war buried as personal

treasures of their owners. While weapons per se do not necessarily indicate a

military role for the possessors, the fact that swords appear relatively frequently

would seem to me to indicate soldiering as a major preoccupation of these men since

the sword particularly is not a hunting tool. I have already mentioned the late-

Mycenaean fragment with the chariot-riding man. 73 I therefore suggest that in this

cemetery the wanax of Lefkandi was buried amongst his nobles, men of substance as

their grave furnishings attest, and their families. This would explain the rather small

number of burials per period vis-a-vis the apparent extent of the settlement on the

citadel, a paradox touched on briefly by the excavators and by Desborough, but we

may be dealing here with burial grounds that contained only the graves and pyres of

the king's peers, the hasileis.74

66 Horn. Iliad, 23, 127ff.
67 Powell 1991 and 1997 (bot<t223).
68 G. S. Kirk, The Iliad: a ConinijttiTy 1: Books 1 - 4, Cambridge, 1980, 205.
69 Evely lecture (cf. supra n. 15); Pophm/Touloupa/Sackett 1982 (111/42) 174,
7(► Ibid. 174.
71 Evely (111/15); Morris 1987 (111/60) 202 - 210.
72 It is likely that the poor had no burial markers or, at best, simple wooden (perishable) indicators:
Morris 1987 (111/60) 97 - 109; K. Walker, The Grave Monuments of Eretria: Signposts on the Road to
the Polls State, 1996, 4, n. 22.
73 11 42 (with illustration).
74 Infra 69. Cf the later "herobn" at Eretria: infra IV. 100f (and photo).
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Homeros has the Abantic hegemon, Elephenor Khalkodontiades, leading his

peers from all Euboia against Ilion. Hesiodos describes funeral games for the later

Amphidamas of Khalkis. Later commentators on Euboia before the fifth century

imply a wealthy and exclusive landed aristocracy as the dominant class. As we shall

see, some were contemporary with events they describe (Arkhilokhos and Theognis).

Others report documents which they claim as contemporary records, such as Strabon,

who quotes from a stele describing the gathering of the ruling-class of Eretria,

preserved in the temple of Amarysia at Amarynthos. Aristoteles uses the Hippobotai

of Khalkis and the Hippeis of Eretria as paradigms of early states where this class

was dominant. Lefkandi in these, and indeed in earlier times, was pre-eminent in size

and wealth amongst the towns of Euboia; as yet, "New" Eretria was hardly more than

an insignificant village while PG Khalkis to this day lies concealed beneath the

modern city. In neither case is there any real hint that they could have equalled,

much less eclipsed, Lefkandi in wealth or size. Thus we should see the ruler of

Lefkandi and his nobles as preeminent in wealth and power amongst the petty rulers

of the individual komai such as Oikhalia and its mythical leader, Eurytos, who was

slain and his town destroyed by Herakles. The Lefkandiot princes were military

rulers leading the Euboian levies in any major war. Their manner of burial with their

weapons, surrounded by their nobles, as well as the hints in the literary tradition of

chivalric codes of military conduct characteristic of Euboieis at several points in

their history, suggest that they were feudal rulers. Their town ha e agricultural and

commercial capacity to support their status and pretensions and the landowners

were, at least until almost the end, the undisputed ruling class.

The Euboia of this period was probably an ethnos-state presided over by the

hegemones-anakles of Lefkandi. It is difficult to generalise about this form of

political organisation. They have been variously described as "tribal" or "cantonal"

states. Similarly there is disagreement concerning how they were ruled: Ehrenberg75

says categorically: "no traces of kingship can be pointed out in these states" (he

excepts the Makedones and the Molossoi). But Aristoteles clearly says that "initially

the poleis were ruled by kings and even now the eihne [are so ruled]." 76 It was a

political form particularly characteristic of the north/west and central Greece,

precisely the areas through which the ancestors of the Euboieis passed. Ehrenberg

says that they were remote from the great Mycenaean monarchies but there were in

75 V. Ehrenberg, The Greek State, Oxford, 1960, 25.
76 Pol. 1252b: bus) xui, neaYrov ificlotAtilovro Tratic XCLi. VitV Fn Tex ENT'. and his discussion of

monarchy at 1285a - b. 13(toi,X,Eic is usually translated by modern scholars as "king" and was also so

used by writers of later antiquity (11 37f., especially n. 106; 48f.; IV 104, n. 190. However Homeros
calls the leader of the Euboian Abantes "hegemon" and given the probably feudal nature of the
prehistoric ethnos, I prefer Homeros to Aristoteles or any other later writer, and so call our hero-ruler
"hegemon". The ruler was, originally, a hegemon, not a basileus. In the later Thessalian ethnos, he was
elected and called "taws". On the other hand, one recalls theriuoilEfi; 'lthvwv: technically the Zones of
Asia Minor remained for long an ethnos with their central cult and assembly place at the Panionion.
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fact ethne in Elis and Arkadia, close to Messene (Pylos!) and the Argolis.77

Moreover, apart from Elis, they are all associated by later tradition with kings at

some time. So too the western ethne, Aitolia and Akarnania (and the Molossoi), all

with strong mythological associations with Euboia, and specifically, the Eretrian

tradition. The term ethnos suggests a tribal origin, and presumably harks hack to the

prehistoric wandering of the early peoples. Later they were rather loose arrangements

of individual komai which for reasons probably mostly to do with self-preservation,

agreed to acknowledge the overlordship of a powerful leader (of a larger kome).78

Sometimes villages would coalesce to form larger komai, as did the Spartan obai.

There is evidence that many large cities of the classical age, such as Athenai, Sparta

and Korinthos, evolved thus; Eretria too was originally inhabited by people living in

hamlets scattered over the area of the later city. Ethne also shared common cults; I

have mentioned above79 the Panionion of the Asian iones at the cult centre of

Poseidon on the slopes of Mt Mykale. Other examples include the cult of Zeus

Olympios of the Eleioi and that of Zeus Homarios of the Akhaioi. In the Eretriãs, the

cults of Zeus Kouros (possibly at Tamynai) and, later, Artemis Amarysia at

Amarynthos, formed similar religious foci. This early situation was to some extent

frozen in the classical geo-political organisation of the Eretrids where the ancient

komai became the demes, one of which even had the name Komaieis. Those that

were big enough in themselves, or were able to amalgamate, and which also

possessed a stronghold, were sometimes able to exert control over surrounding areas

and build up a local feudal overlordship. Such were possibly larger demes like

Amarynthos, Styra, Zarex, Dystos etc. Some were still independent in the fifth

century, while both Tamynai and, especially, Amarynthos, long retained their

importance as cult centres. But Lefkandi, with its citadel and harbour, and its

location in the middle of the richest agricultural and pastoral land on the island,

seems to have assumed the principal hegemonial position.80

However, at some point of time during the period of the Dark Ages,

corresponding to the Euboian SPG I, H and III in the ceramic sequences (c.900 

-c.750) the Euboian ethnos-state must have broken down, because by the latter date

the Euboieis, who were the first to send out colonies to Italy and Sicily, did so by

poleis and not as Euboieis. There are some slight signs of possible trouble: in their

pottery, the Lefkandiots return to conservatism and a restrictiveness of shapes and

77 Drews 1983 (I1/106) 43; 73 - 74; 96; 130.
78 Gehrke 1988 (11/17) 15 - 42: Parthenion (30), Boudiothen (34). It should be noted that Gehrke
sometimes rejects a proposed location on the grounds that a mere strong point is insufficient for a
d em e-cent re . G. A. Papa v asi I ei ou , 121: Toluovildat i'texolot xoi vfiv acoi.",o4vat', A.E.
1905, 27. Many were apparently so small that nothing now remains that can be assigned to them. (Not
unexpected if the original units were just small groups of farm dwellings.)
79 Supra n. 76.
8f) For a general over-view of the ethnos-state: Ehrenberg 	 6 (111/75) 24 - 26.
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decorative motifs; 8 ' the pendent-semicircle skyphos still remains the dominant

popular form.

MP lab

Fig. 37: The "Centaur of Lefkandi", Eretria Museum

Indeed at Lefkandi, and in

Euboia as a whole, the Geometric

style doesnot develop fully until

the Attic MG period, 82 earlier

decorative styles lingering on

longer here than in nearby areas,

and the same observation applies

to other crafts such as

metalworking. 83 Though burial

customs remain unchanged from

the earlier period; and some still

have military equipment as grave

offerings, imports from the Attike

become fewer, and remain rare

until c.825, but finds from the

cemeteries do not indicate

recession or a falling-off of

overseas trade generally; imports

(and imitations of them) from

Thessalia, Egypt, Kypros, Makedon and Phoenicia continue, indeed increase.84

Moreover, the offerings are luxurious: gold rings, necklaces, faience, glass, bronze

bowls etc. indicating considerable material prosperity. The evidence from imports of

flourishing trade is reinforced by finds of Euboian goods abroad, particularly in

Kypros and Krete before 825, when Attic imports resume, and indeed become for a

while preponderant amongst the grave goods. 85 One local(?) ceramic product at least

defies this conservatism, the "Centaur of Lefkandi" (Fig. 37), which Desborough

describes as "one of the masterpieces of the Dark Ages. * 86 The mythical home of the

Kentauroi was Thessalia, and numerous Thessalian imports are found in the grave

deposits of this period. Several tribal groups arrived in Euboia from or through

Thessalia, and so the mythology of the Kentauroi was no doubt imported into the

island from there at an early date. 87 We can not exclude that the statuette was in fact

8 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 362.
82 Idem.; Coldstream 1977 (III/33) 385
83 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 362.
84 Ibid. 362 - 363.
85 Ibid. 363.
86 Desborough 1972 (11/128) 199; photo pl. 46; 200: ". . . the splendid and unique day statuette of the
centaur. A figure of great dignity: the modelling of the head is especially remarkable but, knowing as
little as we do, dare we say that it is in advance of its time?"
87 The Kentauros Nessos was associated with events surrounding the capture of Oilchalia by Herakles
(Soph. Trakh.). The Eretrian deme iy Ne. may take its name from him or Nedymnos, a Kentauros slain
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an import from Thessalia. However, if it is local, the mythology was probably not

unknown already to the people of central Euboia.

At this point the excavators are perplexed; contrasting with these material

indications of prosperity, there is evidence of fire destruction (not necessarily of the

whole settlement, although this is not clear), and the decline in local artistic

initiative, perhaps evidence of a crisis of confidence similar to that which afflicted

Greece prior to the collapse of the Mycenaean civilisation? Was there a slow

deterioration of harmony within the community? Was there a perceived threat from

outside? Was the town in fact wholly destroyed? Shortly after 825 the cemeteries

cease to be used. It is very likely that there was a disaster, and the excavators think a

severe dislocation of the population occurred." They stress, however, the ambiguous

nature of the evidence and the need for further excavation, especially of the

settlement area on Xeropolis hill." The abandonment of the cemeteries "indicates

that the families that used them had either been wiped out or moved elsewhere."9()

(My emphasis). Did the potentially revolutionary situation suggested above 91 now

come to pass? Or, was the social structure overturned as a result of invasive warfare

for the control of the Lelantine Plain? There is no help from archaeology towards a

solution as to what happened at Lefkandi after 825. What is perplexing, is that this

time it is the burial ground that has never been located, although we know the

settlement continued to be inhabited for a while longer.92

If Letkandi was destroyed from outside, then from where did the attack

come? Not from what would now become Eretria, since that was still a very minor

settlement. Amarynthos? Hardly likely, for why then allow the population to resettle

itself even closer to home and pose a still continuing threat. Khalkis appears to be

the only possibility from within Euboia.

Whatever happened, "Lefkandian" exports did not stop, and in fact

there was an increase. 93 The excavators' language is ambi guous; they note the large

quantity of central Euboian pottery found at Al Mina and Tell es Sukas, as well as on

Kypros. They rightly use the term "Euboian", but in the context they are implying

"Lefkandian". It is possible that Lefkandiots were still involved in the eastern trade,

but it is equally possible the production of the "Euboian" goods was now being

undertaken elsewhere, perhaps by Lefkandiots living in a new town. There is no

by Theseus at the wedding of PerithoOs (0v. Metam. 12, 350); located on or near the River Nedon (but
where is this?). Wallace 1947 (I/53) 127, 136; 140; map 131), places the deme between Oikhalia and
Tamynai. Athena known as Nedousia in Messene, whence the cult taken to Poieessa in Keos by Nestor
(Strabon 10, 5, 6 C487). If there was a goddess with the epithet Nedousia in the Eretrias, it is likely
that it was Artemis rather than Athena. cf. Roscher, Lexikon, s.v. 'Nedusia'.

88 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 364.
89 Ibid. 365.
9t) ldem.
91 Supra 62f (esp. 64).
92 Calligas 1988 (111/1) 232 thinks the abandonment was the result of invasion.

93 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 367.
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evidence from Lefkandi itself, since the known cemeteries were abandoned, and the

town is still incompletely excavated; it all comes from overseas, from both the east

and the west; chemical/crystal analyses tell us only that the clay conforms to the

general type for the Lelantine area." There are thus three possibilities: Lefkandi

itself, Eretria and Khalkis. The excavators think Lefkandi was still playing a major

role, but we cannot rule out Eretria (or, but less likely, Khalkis) as sources for the

Euboian products sold in the markets of the Levant, Italy and Sicily. That the export

of central Euboian pottery to the Levant continued (and even expanded), coupled

with the planting of the first commercial Greek colony in the west at Pithekoussai,

suggests that what caused the abandonment of the cemeteries of Lefkandi, and some

destruction of the tovvn, 95 was a defeat in war for the landowning ruling class that

had buried its dead in the shadow of the hero6n (burial probably now took place on

the landowners' estates rather than in any common cemetery). But was it the result of

civil war or foreign invasion? It is tempting to suggest the former, with the traders

and artisans asserting control, and indeed the excavators think it possible. 96 However

defeat in war for control of the Lelantine Plain would explain the (re)establishment

of "New" Eretria at this time, with the commercial/artisan part of the population

migratin g., to the new city. 97 Eretria presents some commercial advantages over the

old town, notably its potentially better harbour and a site that would allow expansion

within easily defensible walls. Landowners, however, would naturally be reluctant to

leave their ancestral lands, and they may well have retired to them after the defeat;

no doubt a few went to Eretria, but if settled from Lefkandi, it was probably from the

first a town with predominantly commercial interests. And if defeat had been at the

hands of the Khalkideis, then that would explain the failure of Lefkandi to revive as

it had always done in the past, for they would not have wanted a serious challenger

close to their territory. The excavators rule out population increase as an explanation

for the move to Eretria, on the grounds that the Lefkandi cemeteries do not indicate

an increase in burials before the catastrophe. They are probably right, but I have

suggested that numbers of burials may be a misleading indicator of population

changes in this case because the cemeteries may have been the preserve of only a

small elite class of busileis. And if the landowners retreated to their estates, it is

unlikely that any later collective burial ground will ever be discovered. If this

scenario is near the truth, then the Euboian-ware found in the east in increasing

quantities was probably Eretrian. At Khalkis on the other hand, its non-commercial

hippobotic class was reinforced by the probable increase in its Lelantine holdings.

94 A. Pollard/H. Hatcher, 'Euboean Exports to Al Mina', 	 78, 1983, 281 - 290 (the archaeological

conclusions are by Popham).
95 Leekley/Efstratiou 1980 (II/2) 66; Sackett/Popham 1972 (11/125); Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4)
363: burials cease c.825; 364; at least one building in the settlement was destroyed by fire: 365,

96 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 366.
97 On the contrary Popham et al. (ibid.) 366 suggest that artisans (metalworkers) generally went to
Khalkis ("Copper City"?) and traders to Eretria.
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Lefkandi remained sparsely occupied after 825, but it is unlikely that the

town played any further significant economic or political role; 98 its very existence

came to an end in "no more than a generation and perhaps less." 99 The settlement

Fig. 38: View of the east bay, Lefkandi, looking towards Eretria; Mt Olympos in far background.

retreated to the east bay facing Eretria, thus perhaps indicating its allegiance

betweem 825 and 700. 100 It perhaps survived long enough to have been involved in

the founding of Pithekoussai (before 750) and the problem of Lefkandian refugees

who remained behind in Khalkidian territory may have been "solved" by sending out

the colony. Eretrieis too would have had an interest in the venture if the dominant

group there were primarily traders and artisans. Lefkandi lasted long enough to

receive the alphabetic script which was adopted about this time. 101 Its past glories

were still close enough in time to have been written down or to have formed the

model for epic description. "Then, around 700 B.C., Xeropolis was [again] sacked

and virtually abandoned thereafter." 1 °2 The excavators believe that the town was

destroyed in the war between Khalkis and Eretria which some scholars have called

the Lelantine War. By the sixth century, "Xeropolis was already well on the way to

earning its present name of the deserted city".103

98 Ibid. 368.
99 Ibid. 367.
lw Ibid. 368: (quoted IV n. 26). J. J. Coulton, 'Euboea.n Phylla and Greek Barracks' in D. Evelyn. S.
Lemos/S. Sherratt (edd.) Minotaur and Centaur. Studies in the archaeology of Crete and Euboea
presented to Mervyn Popham, BAR S638, Oxford, 1996, 1996, 163f. is less positive.
101 Popham et al. 1980 (Intro./4) 89 - 93.
102 Ibid. 368.
103 ibid.
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