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Corinth and Corfu: A Neutron Activation 

Study of their Pottery 
MARIE FARNSWORTH, I. PERLMAN, 

AND FRANK ASARO 

Abstract 
Neutron activation was used to analyze pottery 

from Corinth and Corfu. Fine painted pottery from 
Corinth was shown to be surprisingly constant in 
composition over several hundred years. The clays 
closest to the clay used in the ancient pottery were 
found near the Potters' Quarter and in the neigh- 
borhood of the Tile Works, I.9 miles distant. It 
was definitely established that Corinthian type pot- 
tery was manufactured in Corfu; the Corinthian 
type pottery from Aegina which was analyzed had 
been manufactured in Corinth. Undecorated pottery 
of light colored clay was manufactured in both Cor- 
inth and Corfu. Jars with the Corfu coin insignia 
were all of Corfu manufacture. Certain of the un- 
decorated jars from Corinth (some untempered and 
some tempered with hornfels) matched the fine 
painted ware, but the undecorated ware showed 
considerably more variation in analysis than the fine 
painted ware. It seems that the manufacture of fine 
painted pottery was closely controlled in Corinth, 
but possibly the undecorated ware was manufac- 
tured locally somewhat as it is today in Aegina. 
In 1970 one of us published a paper dealing prin- 

cipally with the undecorated wares and clays of 
Corinth and Corfu.1 An attempt was made to ana- 
lyze amphoras and other large pots mineralogically, 
but this was to a large extent unsuccessful on ac- 
count of the lack of distinctive inclusions; pottery 
made from the light clays of Corinth and Corfu 
is very similar in appearance as are thin sections 
made from such pottery. No attempt was made to 
study the finer painted wares where mineralogical 
analysis is even more unsuitable. Spectrographic 
analysis of the coarser ware (unpublished) was 
also unsuccessful. In the meantime, the superiority 

of neutron activation as a method of analysis had 
been demonstrated,2 and the present paper is the 
result of a cooperative effort by the three authors. 

Archaeological Introduction. Several archaeologi- 
cal problems arise from the fact that the light-col- 
ored clays of Corinth and Corfu are very similar, 
so that it is often difficult to determine which city 
produced certain pieces or groups of pottery with a 
close stylistic resemblance. Furthermore, the politi- 
cal and economic connections between Corinth and 
her colony of Corfu (ancient Kerkyra) resulted in 
the free and continual exchange of products and 
of such techniques as the manufacture of pottery, 
an industry in which Corinth excelled. Certainly the 
Corcyreans made their own imitations of Corin- 
thian fine painted wares3 and imported large 
amounts of Corinthian pottery as well. 

Attributing similar coarsewares to either Corinth 
or Corfu is still more difficult, because decoration 
is less indicative and fabrics less closely standard- 
ized than with fine pottery. Only recently has the 
problem been clearly defined in the case of the 
large pointed amphoras used for transporting and 
storing wine and oil. Two series of such jars, one 
definitely made in Corinth and the other attributed 
to both Corinth and Corfu, are included in the 
coarseware samples analyzed in this study. Since, 
however, samples were collected before complete 
archaeological information was available, it is not 
feasible to separate the two amphora types for pur- 
poses of this discussion. The following brief in- 
troduction to both types provides a background for 
this report and for subsequent research.4 

1 M. Farnsworth, "Corinthian Pottery: Technical Studies," AlA 
74 (1970) 9-20, pls. I and 2. 

2 I. Perlman and F. Asaro, "Deduction of Provenience of Pot- 
tery from Trace Element Analysis," Univ. Calif. Radiation 
Laboratory 17937 (1967). 

SG. Dontas, "Local Imitation of a Corinthian Vase of the 
Later Seventh Century B.C. Found in Corfu," Hesperia 37 
(1968) 331-37, pl. 100. 

4 The problem was originally stated in Grace apud Boulter, 

"Pottery of the Mid-Fifth Century From a Well in the Athenian 
Agora," Hesperia 22 (1953) Io8-Io9, under no. 166. For il- 
lustration of Corinthian amphora Types A and B about 300 B.C. 
(the stage contemporary with the Corinthian B handles stamped 
with a star), see H.S. Robinson, "A Sanctuary and Cemetery in 
Western Corinth," Hesperia 38 (1969) 9-13; pl. 2, no. 2 
(Type A) and nos. 3 and 9 (Type B; the toe on no. 3 is 
restored as longer than it should be). 
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In both style and fabric, the first type of trans- 

port amphora resembles other coarseware pottery 
made in Corinth, so that this series is known as 
Corinthian Type A. These jars are nearly always 
tempered with hornfels, a red mudstone visible in 
numerous outcroppings on Acrocorinth. Only at 
certain stages during the production of this class, 
which spanned the period from the seventh through 
the third centuries B.C., was the beige Corinthian 

clay which is being considered here used. More 
characteristic is a red clay also used for other 
Corinthian coarsewares, without the temper neces- 

sary for strengthening larger vessels. (In its finer 
version, this fabric is called blisterware because of 
the pockmarks produced on the surface during 
firing.) Jars as well as other products such as roof 
tiles tempered with hornfels seem to be typical only 
of Corinth. 

Since large numbers of the second and more 

problematical class of transport amphoras have 
been excavated in Corinth, such jars are currently 
termed Corinthian Type B. Their characteristic 

clay is again light-colored, firing beige, pink, cream, 
or greenish according to the temperature; in tex- 
ture it is rather fine and porous. Very different in 

shape from Type A, this series was manufactured 

throughout approximately the same period. Often 
one handle of an amphora is stamped with a mono- 

gram or device, one example being the star with 
six, seven, or eight rays discussed below. It appears 
that the jars of this type should all be assigned 
to the same center of production, since no stylistic 
distinction is discernible between those found in 
Corinth, Corfu, Athens, or farther abroad. Anal- 

yses presented here, however, along with other 

archaeological evidence, indicate that at least some 
of these jars came from Corfu, while others came 
from Corinth. More extensive analyses like those 
carried out on the fine wares of Corinth and Corfu 
will be needed before final conclusions can be 
reached about the provenience and extent of com- 
mercial exchange of these numerous coarseware 
containers. 

I. Fine Painted Corinthian Ware, Painted and 
Plain Corfu Ware, Corinthian Jars, Corinthian 
Ware from Aegina (Table I). 

The first reference group to be employed is Co- 
rinthian ware excavated at Corinth (see Table I; 

also Concordance IA). Attention is called to the 
fourth column in Table I which concerns a group 
of 40 specimens of fine Corinthian ware dating 
from the seventh-third centuries. In all, 41 pieces 
were analyzed, but one of these (CRTH 39) was 
removed because it was systematically low in all 
elements. Such behavior can usually be ascribed to 
dilution by some sterile material, in this case 
CaCOS, which was unusually high in this piece. 

The numbers shown for each element are the 
mean value for the group of 40 and the standard 
deviation (o) from the mean. When the data were 
tabulated according to time period, there was little 
to distinguish any one of these sub-groups from the 
others. Since the time span encompassed was over 
four centuries, this would indicate that either the 
same clay source was used over this long period 
or that clays in the general area are indistinguish- 
able. In either case, the data of Column 4 should 
afford a reasonably secure view of the chemical pro- 
file for fine wares made at Corinth. The elemental 
abundances are in parts per million unless a % 
sign occurs after the chemical symbols in which 
case the abundances are in percent. 

Before going on to examine these and other data, 
a discussion of statistics is presented in order to 
show that we will have no completely satisfactory 
way of determining provenience by blindly apply- 
ing statistical methods. 

First, a note on statistics. The standard deviation 
for each element in the group tells something of 
the spread in values encountered for that element. 
For the element iron in Column 4 (5-32 ? 0.28), it 
is seen that o- is only about 5% of the mean value. 
If iron in this group followed a normal statistical 
distribution, the values for 2/3 of the sherds would 
lie within - Io- of the mean value, and only i 
in 20 should lie outside of ? 2o-. Thus, for a group 
of 40 sherds, about 27 should deviate by less than 
4- io, ii should lie between I-2o-, and 2 should 
be not far beyond ?2or. The actual distribution 
for iron among these 40 sherds shows 30 sherds, 9, 
and i. This is very good agreement for a group 
of 40 samples. 

In contrast to the behavior of iron, we can ex- 
amine that for uranium (2.56 +-- 0.65) which shows 
a spread of about 25% from the mean value. Fur- 
thermore, the distribution among the 40 sherds is 
37-0-3 in contrast to a normal distribution of 27-I I-2. 



Table I. Corinthian ware, Corfu ware, Corinthian jars, Corinthian ware from Aegina 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 
Fine Painted Plain Fine Painted Corinthian Corinthian Aegina 

Corfu Corfu Corfu 7-3 cent. Jars Corinthian 

(5 pieces) (21 pieces) (9 pieces) Fine painted (6 pieces) (26 pieces) 
(40 pieces) 

Fe () 5.24 -+- o.18 5.04 -- 0.41 6.23 0.29 5-32 -+- 0.28 5.13 
?_ 

0.30 5.66 - 0.21 

Ta 0.783 ? 0.082 0.826 -- 0.076 0.930 ? 0.128 o.8Io ? 0.099 0.832 ? 0.049 0.822 - 0.025 
Sc 19-51 - 1.15 17.97 ? I.56 24.69 ? 1.30 20.68 ? I.09 20.10 ?- 1.09 21.82 ? 0.82 
Co 29.9 - 3-9 27-3 ? 2-7 31.4 - 3.5 28-59 + 2.67 26.82 ? 2.36 30.11 ? 2.29 
Cs 2.I 1.0o I.3 ? 0.9 3.8 -- 2.6 9.6 ? 2.1 9.8 ?+ I.3 9.2 ? 0.7 
Cr 471 36 526 +- 32 280 _- 16 234 17 228 27 247 15 
Hf 3.93 

?- 
0.41 4-27 ? 0.46 3-97 -- 0.49 3-52 - 0.3I 3.22 ? 

0-47 3-48 ? 0.19 
Th 9.65 -- 0.47 9.96 ? i03 12.84 ? 0.73 10.84 ? 0.62 10.38 ? 0.78 11.21 ? 0.35 
Ni 337 h I2 328 ? 38 242 ? 27 210I 26 207 38 223 ? 26 

Rb 69 ? 14 42 -10 I 58 ? 24 143 ? 23 143 ? 12 166 ? 27 
La 28.8 ? 1.3 27-4 ? 2-5 37-5 ? 1.7 31.0 ? 2.3 29.9 1i.6 32.2 ? 1.I 
Lu 0.385 - 0.027 0.389 ? 0.036 0.432 - 0.020 0.366 0o.o18 0.353 ? 0.014 0.376 ? 0.017 
U 1.68 - 0.31 1.71 - 0.29 2.29 ? 0.57 2.56 ? 0.65 2.27 ? 0.12 2.51-- o 0.14 

Ti(%) 0.438 ? 0.031 0.438 ? 0.047 0.557 -- 0.044 0.464 ? 0.035 0.453 ? 0.036 0.433 ? 0.025 
Mn 1014 ? 255 954 ? 235 1042 

?- 
139 881 ? 97 929 ? 93 913 76 

Na (o) 0.664 ?+ o.104 0.597 - 0.139 0.519 - 0.410 0.696 - 0.279 0.539 ? 0.078 0.686 ? 0.210 

Al (%) * * 8.23 
- 

0.45** 7-31 0.65 8.54 - 0.39 
Ca (%) 8.5 1.1 7.0 -4- 1.7 8.8 ? I.i .10.0 2.1 9-9 - 1.3 11.2 ? 1.3 

* Not analyzed for Al. 
** Only 5 pieces analyzed for Al. 

Column I 5 pieces: CFU 5, 6, 8-io 
Column 2 21 pieces: CFU 18-43 (except 29, 30, 32, 33, 36) 
Column 3 9 pieces: CFU 1-4, 7, I1-14 

Columrn 4 40 pieces: CRTH I-I, 15-24, 25-31, 40-42, 32-38, 43, 44 
Column 5 6 pieces: CRTH 45-48, 56, 57 
Column 6 26 pieces: AEG 6, 10-15, 17-24, 28-36, 38-39 
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The reason for the skewness (and the large value 
for or) is that four sherds had much larger ura- 
nium values than the others. If we re-compute the 

group values for the remaining thirty-six sherds 
we find 2.34 -+ 0.28 (compare with 2.56 +- 0.65). 
The significant aspect is that -r has become much 
smaller in this group of thirty-six sherds, and the 
distribution is now much closer to what one would 

expect for a normal distribution but still some- 
what skew. The four sherds which were removed 
now deviate by about 70- from the group of thirty- 
six. As far as uranium is concerned, these four 

pieces clearly do not belong in the group. However, 
if we look at all of the other elements, there is 

nothing exceptional about these four sherds and we 
lack any verifiable explanation as to why the ura- 
nium values are high. 

The objective of forming a chemical pottery 
group is to see whether other vessels are or are not 
members of the group, hence do or do not have a 
common provenience. Bearing in mind uncertain- 
ties of interpretation as exemplified by uranium, 
we have a couple of options as to how we analyze 
the data. If we include all forty sherds in the group, 
it is relatively easy for another sherd to be a mem- 
ber of the group as far as uranium is concerned 
because of the large value for o-. Stated differently, 
it is more difficult to show that a sherd could not 
have come from Corinth, based on uranium alone. 
The other option is to take the more restrictive 

group of thirty-six, in which case it becomes easier 
for a sherd "not to come from Corinth." 

The practical argument against this approach is 
that there are a number of plausible reasons why 
the distribution could be skewed, rather than nor- 

mal, which are not related to questions of pro- 
venience, and it is better not to make sub-groups 
based on a particular element in the absence of 
other compelling information. Consequently for 
this case, we prefer to include all forty sherds, 
realizing that we are going to get less information 
than we would like from uranium on questions 
of provenience. 

The use of many elements for judging matters 
of provenience has great advantages over employ- 
ing just a few. If certain ones (such as uranium 
in the Corinth group) prove ill behaved, there are 
still an adequate number of others to make delicate 
distinctions. It is also generally found that two 

sources of clay will have a number of elements for 
which the levels are indistinguishable even though 
their spreads are fairly small. If these happen to 
be the only ones measured, grave errors can be 
made in assigning provenience. 

Out of the larger number of elements measured, 
we have selected 18 for diagnostic purposes. These 
were chosen in the first instance because they might 
exhibit different chemical properties during clay 
formation and then, pragmatically, they seem to 
be more or less independent of each other in their 
variations among different sources. Elements which 
follow each other proportionately from clay to clay 
cannot give more information than can be gotten 
from only one of these elements. 

Under the assumption that the eighteen diag- 
nostic elements can be treated as independent vari- 

ables, the statistical analysis is straightforward. In 

comparing a single sherd with a group, twelve ele- 
ments should lie within Io-, five should lie between 

1-20-, and one should be not far beyond 20-, if the 
sherd is to be accepted as a member of the refer- 
ence group. One should also be able to compute 
the odds that the sherd does not belong to the ref- 
erence group by compounding the odds for the 
individual elements. The so-called "96% confidence 
level" usually refers to a single variable whose 
value lies at 20- from the reference group. This 
means that, based on this single variable, it is 96% 
certain that that member does not belong to the 
reference population. If we have 18 independent 
variables, a member of a group will have one of 
its variables at 2o0, but the root-mean-square of all 
-r's will be about o.670-, indicating i:i odds. How- 
ever, if there are very many variables which lie 

beyond 20 or only a couple at 30-, the odds rapidly 
become very large. For example, with eighteen ele- 
ments which follow a normal distribution except 
that two elements lie at 30-, the odds that this sherd 
does not belong to the reference group is about 
1010 to I. 

After all of this has been said, we believe that it 
can be hazardous to judge matters of provenience 
by the blind application of statistics. We usually 
can only guess that we have an adequate sampling 
of pottery to establish reference groups and must 
allow for the possibility that pottery which was ex- 

ported was not from the exact sources as the par- 
ticular reference materials employed. There is also 
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some evidence that our diagnostic elements cannot 
be treated strictly as independent variables. The net 
result is that we do pay attention to statistics but 
temper what is said about provenience by taking 
into account all that we have learned from all 
analyses made on pottery which could possibly 
have some bearing on the problem at hand. It is 
this latter aspect of data interpretation which proves 
difficult and time-consuming. It also can involve 
arguments which are more subjective than we 
would like. 

Returning to Table I, we compare the group of 
fine Corinthian ware with five other groups of 
pottery. Columns I and 2 pertain to a group of 5 
and 21 sherds excavated on Corfu which, for the 
present, we assume were made there. Chemically, 
they are virtually indistinguishable and have been 
segregated on stylistic grounds partially in order to 
emphasize that fine painted wares and the large 
undecorated vessels likely come from the identical 
clay source. It should be kept in mind that even 
if it were known for sure that this group was of 
Corfu manufacture, it does not follow that other 
pottery was not made on Corfu with other com- 
positions. The data of columns I, 2 compared with 
4 merely show that a number of elements are the 
same in these two pottery groups (Corinthian and 
Corfu) but that a few are grossly different (see, 
for example, Cs, Cr, Ni). If individual sherds (data 
not shown) from one of these groups are compared 
with the group profile for the other group, it is 
found that there is a huge statistical difference. In 
other words, each group will not accommodate 
members of the other, i.e., the sherds listed in col- 
umns i and 2, Table I, were not made in Corinth. 
For descriptions of these sherds, see Concordances 
IB and IIB. 

The fifth column of Table I pertains to a group 
of six Corinthian jars. Four of these have a rather 
fine paste, and the other two are tempered with 
hornfels, but all showed a similar composition 
which was indistinguishable from that of the fine 
Corinthian ware of column 4. By our criteria these 
particular Corinthian jars came from the same clay 
source as the large group of fine decorated ware. 
For other Corinthian jars, see infra. 

The last column of Table I pertains to a group 
of 26 Corinthian sherds from Aegina. These are 
indistinguishable from the Corinthian ware exca- 

vated at Corinth and may be interpreted as im- 
ports to Aegina. 

That the sherds of column 6, Table I, are not of 
Aeginetan manufacture is also supported by the 
analysis of clays from Aegina. All the clays were 
collected from potters at the sites mentioned. These 
were as follows: 

AEGI mixed clay from Misagros (2 coarse: i 
fine) 

2 Misagros coarse 
3 Misagros fine 
4 Hagia Marina 
5 Souvala 

Of the five fired tiles (AEGI5), four made up a 
very compact group and differed from the pottery 
collected in Aegina in fourteen out of eighteen ele- 
ments, some grossly different. AEG3 was different 
from the four others in minor respects. There is 
no way that the pottery could have been made 
from the clays. Data are not shown for these clays 
from Aegina because they do not relate chemically 
with any of the pottery discussed in this paper. 

In all, 31 samples (see Concordance IC) from 
Aegina were analyzed: AEG6-24, 28-39. Twenty- 
six of these samples (AEG6-24, 28-39 less 7-9, 16, 
and 37) made up a compact group which was in- 
distinguishable from the fine Corinthian ware. The 
five omitted specimens, AEG7, 8, 9, 16, 37, had only 
minor differences. While it must be pointed out 
that our sampling was rather restricted, our ana- 
lytical data makes it improbable that pottery of 
this type was made in Aegina during the seventh 
and sixth centuries B.C. 

The substance of the displays in columns 4, 5, 
6 is that these three groups which differ either in 
style or place where found can all be related to 
Corinth as the place of manufacture. As such, these 
serve as reference groups for deciding whether 
other pieces of similar wares come from Corinth. 

The groups from Corfu (columns I, 2, 3) are 
set down to contrast with Corinthian wares and 
for comparisons to be made later. 

Corinthian Clays. To the casual observer Corinth 
has an unlimited supply of clays. Payne says: "... 
the fine pale clay of which Corinthian vases are 
made is a distinctive feature of the landscape in 
the neighborhood of Corinth; it marks the country 
westward, toward Sicyon, and south along the 
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gorges which run down to the coast of the Co- 
rinthian gulf from the watershed at Nemea. The 
several industries which depend upon a supply of 
fine clay must have been greatly facilitated by this 
abundant supply of raw material."' That there is 
an abundant supply of raw material in Corinth is, 
we believe, the opinion of some archaeologists to- 
day, but that is, indeed, far from the truth. What 
one sees is marl, an intimate mixture of lime and 

clay, entirely unsuitable for making pottery since, 
on the first damp day, it would distintegrate. 

A number of attempts have been made to find 
the clay used by the ancient Corinthian potters. The 
search is complicated by the fact that the surface 

layer is often 8-io feet higher today' than it was 
in classical times and by the fact that underneath 
and along this surface layer one usually finds marl 
and not useable clay. In the winter of 1971 seven- 
teen samples of clay in the neighborhood of ancient 
Corinth and one from Solomos were collected. The 

majority of these were not useable (too high in 

lime), but two were of interest. One of these, which 
was found on the west bank of the ravine below 
the Potters' Quarter, is 1.9 miles from the clay bed 
that lies east of the Tile Works where the second 

sample was collected. The location of these two 

clay beds can be found on the Corinth maps7 as 
follows: (CRTH 85) clay bed on slope west of Pot- 
ters' Quarter: Sheet 7, grid D-i8/e io; (CRTH 
84) clay bed east of Tile Works: Sheet 5, grid 
Q-12/b 2-3. The first was from a well-boring, and 
the second was under six feet or so of marl in a 
new road cutting. These two clays which have 
about 20% calcium agree chemically. While they 
have unmistakable similarities to Corinthian pot- 
tery, it proved impossible to relate them in any 
way that could be used to make fine distinctions 
in provenience. Solomos clay is quite different in 
manganese, uranium, rubidium, nickel, and chro- 
mium and somewhat different in lanthanum and 
scandium from the two Corinthian samples. 

Professor B. von Freyberg of the Geological In- 
stitute of the Erlangen-Niirenberg University has 
studied the geology of Corinth over a long life,8 

and one day was spent with him visiting various 
sites around Corinth. Briefly, he explains that in 
Pliocene times there was a large lake where the 
Peloponnesus now is. Through weathering, the 
rocks in the mountains surrounding this lake dis- 
integrated, and the disintegration products, in so- 
lution and suspended, swirled around in the lake, 
settled, and formed a new sediment, Corinthian 
marl. The ratio of clay to lime varied in these 
deposits. From the analysis of ancient fine ware 
(see supra), we can conclude that there was a 
deposit of marly clay with about io% calcium and 
other impurities that extended well down into the 
Peloponnesus. The larger lime content in the clay 
we found may be caused by a later deposit of lime 
or we may not have found the clay lowest in lime. 
The ability of ancient Corinthian potters to select 
clay suitable for fine ware is impressive. The sedi- 
mentary deposit must have varied, and yet the pot- 
ters seem to have been very skillful in selecting the 
best for their decorated ware and leaving the less 
good clay for undecorated ware.' 

We do not know how the ancient Corinthians 
selected and prepared their clay. Corinthian clay 
is exceptionally fine, and it does not contain large 
amounts of coarse inclusions such as one finds in 
the red and white clays of Athens. Most of the 
lime and clay in Corinthian clay have approxi- 
mately the same particle size. Since the specific 
gravity of calcium carbonate (calcite) is 2.93 and 
that of clay (variable) only slightly less, it would be 
virtually impossible to separate these two constitu- 
ents by settling. From the similarity of the analyses 
of fine painted ware over a long period of time we 
can only assume that the clay used for this pottery 
was carefully selected and prepared. The differences 
in analyses of some of the plain ware indicate that 
less carefully selected and prepared clays were often 
used for such pottery. This conclusion is also sup- 
ported by mineralogical analysis." 

Since we are dealing in this study with both tem- 
pered and untempered pottery, it is of some interest 
to know whether the temper itself (hornfels) could 
change the composition of trace elements suffi- 

5H. Payne, Necrocorinthia: A Study of Corinthian Art in 
the Archaic Period (Oxford I931) I81-82. 

6Private communication from Dr. B. von Freyberg, Geo- 
logical Institute, Erlangen-Niirenberg University. 

7 Maps made for the American School of Classical Studies by 
the Topographical Service of the Greek Ministry of Public 
Works (scale I/2000). 

8 B. von Freyberg, "Der Bau des Isthmus von Korinth," 
Annales geologiques des pays helliniques IV Serie T. IV 

(1952) 155-88. 
9 M. Farnsworth, "Greek Pottery: A Mineralogical Study," 

AIA 68 (1964) pl. 68, figs. 14 and 15. 
10Farnsworth (supra n. 9) 221-28. 
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ciently to complicate provenience deductions. There 
is an abundant supply of hornfels near the first 
gate of Acrocorinth and a sample of this was ana- 
lyzed. It was found that the levels of none of the 
trace elements differed wildly from those of the 
fine Corinthian ware. One could calculate that if 
hornfels were added to the clay to the extent of 
150, the composition of the pottery would still be 
so close to that of the fine ware that it could clearly 
be recognized as Corinthian pottery. 

II. Corfu ware: Fine Painted Ware, Amphoras 
and Other Large Jars, Stamped Amphora Handles 
and Reference Materials (Tables II and III). 

The purpose of the display in Table II is to dis- 
cuss further the fine and plain wares (columns I 
and 2 in Table I; column 4 in Table II) tenta- 

tively described as of Corfu manufacture as well 
as six amphora handles stamped with rosettes and 
to show that all are very likely from Corfu." The 
fine and plain wares in columns i and 2 in Table 
I are not exactly alike but are very similar. They 
are listed together in column 4 in Table II. Column 
3 in Table I is not repeated in Table II. It is, how- 
ever, discussed below. The analysis of only one of 
these stamped amphora handles agrees in detail 
with the Corfu reference group in column 4; there- 
fore other reference materials are considered. 

The first column of Table II pertains to a group 
of 9 Roman sherds (Concordance III) from Corfu 
whose composition is very much like that of the 
earlier fine and plain ware from Corfu except that 
cesium (Cs) and rubidium (Rb) are considerably 
higher. (The group of 26 Corfu sherds from 

Table II. Corfu stamped handles and reference materials 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 
Roman Ware Modern Stamped Jars Corfu Stamped Jar Roman Ware 

Corfu Corfu Corfu, Athens, pots in Col. I&2 Corinth Corfu 
(9 pieces) (i piece) Corinth Table I (i piece) (i piece) 

(5 pieces) (26 pieces) 
Fe (%) 4.78 ? 0.32 4-35 4-58 ? 0.41 5.08 ?- 0.39 5.04 4-90 
Ta 0.762 ? 0.063 o.610o 0.737 + 0.048 o.818 ?+ 0.077 0.814 0.762 
Sc 17.81 ? 1.48 16.38 16.6o0 0.89 18.26 - 1.60 17.82 18.39 
Co 29.16 ? 2.92 28.18 27.49 ? 0.27 27.83 ? 3.03 29.01 29.28 
Cs 5-5 ?- 0.7 4.8 5-4 ? 0.9 1.4 - 0.9 1.3 1.7 
Cr 457 ? 54 448 493 ? 29 516 - 39 596 538 
Hf 3.84 + 0.36 3-58 3-54 - 0.39 4.24 ? 0.44 3-76 4.07 
Th 8.98 + 0.64 8.95 8-45 ? 0.60 9-90 + 0.95 9.63 10.34 
Ni 299 ? 31 324 298 ? 31 333 ? 32 320 335 
Rb 138 - 26 115 123 - 27 48 ? 15 55 41 
La 26.8 ? 2.2 24.2 26.7 ? 4-3 27-7 ? 2-4 29.0 27.7 
Lu 0.350 ? 0.046 0.319 0.344 ? 0.047 0.397 ? 0.038 0.376 0.372 
U 2.09 ?- 0.11 2.20 2.06 - 0.08 1.70 - 0.29 1.83 1.56 Ti (%) 0.378 ? 0.027 0.386 0.372 + 0.046 0.438 -- 0.044 0.421 0.419 
Mn 897 ? 156 733 814 -- 70 966 - 235 943 1029 
Na (o) 0.874 ? 0.195 1.094 0.949 - 0.074 o.611 ? 0.133 0.608 o.618 
Al (%) 6.56 ? 0.48 - 6.16 ? 0.26* - 6.33 
Ca (%) 8.8 -+ 1.7 11.0 8.3 ?- 1.5 7-3 - 1.7 7.9 8.4 

* No Al value for the jar from the Athenian Agora. 

Column I pieces: CFU 55, 56, 59, 61, 63, 64, 69-71 
Column 2 i piece: CFU 17 
Column 3 5 pieces: CFU 53, 54; CRTH 79, 80, ATAG i 
Column 4 (see columns i and 2, Table I) 
Column 5 i piece: CRTH 81 
Column 6 - piece: CFU 16 

11 The rosette stamp on the amphora handles, which also pl. I, no. 5. 
occurs on Corfu coins, is illustrated in Farnsworth (supra n. I) 
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Table I, columns i and 2, is repeated as the fourth 
column in Table II.) Some evidence that this com- 

position also represents Corfu provenience comes 
from the finding that a sherd of modern Corfu 

pottery fits well enough in this group of Roman 
ware. The data for this modern sherd (CFU 17) 
are entered as the second column in Table II. 

The third column is a group of 5 stamped han- 
dles (Concordance IIA): 2 excavated at Corfu 

(CFU 53, 54); 2 excavated at Corinth (CRTH 79, 
80); and i from the Athenian Agora (ATAG i). 

In summary, we have concluded that we have 
two closely similar chemical groups to serve as 
reference materials for Corfu provenience: one of 
these is a group of 26 plain and decorated wares; 
the other is a group of 9 pieces of Roman ware. 
The Roman wares fit in composition a piece of 
modern pottery from Corfu, thus providing added 
evidence that these wares were made on Corfu. 
An additional single piece of Roman fits in com- 
position the group of 26 plain and decorated wares. 
As for the stamped handles discussed here, one of 

Table III. Corfu Sherds from the Athenian Agora and reference 

(I) (2) (3) (4) 
(5 pieces) (i piece) (I piece) (I piece) 

Fe (%) 4.58 o0.41 4.37 5.22 4-73 
Ta 0.737 ? 0.048 0.712 0.829 0.721 
Sc i6.6o ? 0.89 16.23 19.65 18.73 
Co 27.49 ? 0.27 27.22 28.09 22.34 
Cs 5.4 ? 0.9 5-7 6.3 7.4 
Cr 493 - 29 505 385 375 
Hf 3-54 - 0.39 4.25 3.87 3-92 
Th 8.45 0o.6o 8.26 9-30 9.Io 
Ni 298 ? 31 277 284 244 
Rb 123 ? 27 103 136 155 
La 26.7 ? 4-3 23.8 24-9 25.1 
Lu 0-344 ? 0.047 0.329 0.347 0.329 
U 2.06 - 0.08 2.12 1.56 2.38 
Ti (%) 0.372 - 0.046 0.358 0.433 0.441 
Mn 814 ? 70 750 801 551 
Na (%) 0.949 ? 0.074 0.961 0.949 0.900 
Al (%o) 6.i6 0.26 6.51 - - 

Ca (%) 8.3 a 1.5 7-3 8.9 5.9 
Column I 5 pieces CFU 53, 54; CRTH 79, 80; ATAG i (See Column 3, 

Table II) 
Column 2 - piece ATAG 19 
Column 3 - piece ATAG 12 
Column 4 I piece ATAG 13 

They have been grouped together, but individually 
they can be shown to agree with the Corfu Roman 

group in column i. 
The fifth column in Table II shows data for 

another stamped handle excavated at Corinth 
(CRTH 81), and this can be shown to agree with 
the other Corfu reference group (column 4), as 
well as with the single sherd of Roman ware in 
column 6 (CFU 16). 

these (excavated at Corinth) fits the group of 26; 
the other five (2 from Corfu, 2 from Corinth, i 
from the Athenian Agora) fit the group of Roman 
wares from Corfu and, of course, the piece of mod- 
ern Corfu pottery. 

Among the rosette-stamped amphora handles 
just discussed, one was excavated at the Athenian 
Agora. A considerable number of other amphora 
handles (unstamped) from the Athenian Agora 
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were also analyzed and three of these will be men- 
tioned here (ATAG 12, 13, i9; Concordance IID). 
The analytical data are shown separately for these 
three in columns 2, 3, 4 of Table III. For compari- 
son, we list again in column I the group of 5 
stamped handles which were shown to be of Corfu 
provenience. Comparison shows that the three han- 
dles from the Athenian Agora are chemically in- 
distinguishable, so these also came from Corfu. 

In order to finish discussion of wares excavated 
on Corfu, mention will be made of some for which 
we do not have a definite view of provenience. 

In Table I, column 2, a group of 21 samples of 

plain wares was presented but actually 26 were 
analyzed. The five omitted bear our numbers CFU 
29, 30, 32, 33, 36 (see Concordance IIB). The am- 

phora CFU 29 is tempered with hornfels and will 
be discussed below with Corinthian pottery. The 
two amphoras, CFU 30, 32, were alike in compo- 
sition, and thin sections showed them to be quite 
rich in white mica (muscovite) as is Athenian 

pottery, but definitely they are not Athenian. CFU 
33 and 36 are different from each other and also 
are of unknown provenience. No analytical data 
are presented because we have nothing to relate 
them to in this study. 

The fine painted wares in columns i and 3 
(Table I), excavated in Corfu, were selected by 
Dr. Dontas as manufactured in Corfu.12 Analyti- 
cally it has been shown definitely that the five 
pieces of fine painted ware in column i, Table I, 
were manufactured in Corfu. Column 3, Table I, 
pertains to nine pieces of fine painted ware from 
Corfu also selected at the same time by Dr. Dontas. 
It is not repeated in Table II. It makes a good 
chemical group with the exception of the alkali 
elements Na, Rb, Cs. This variability of the al- 
kali elements compositions has been observed in 
other areas. It differs from the sherds in column 
i by > 40- for five of eighteen elements, which 
makes them distinctly different. In Table II we list 
a number of comparison materials for Corfu pot- 
tery. No reference materials check column 3 so it 
is necessary to say that we do not have analytical 
evidence that these sherds were manufactured in 

Corfu. Archaeological support for Corfu manufac- 
ture comes from their stylistic similarity to the 
sherds in column i. They definitely do not fit the 
sherds from Corinth (column 4). Stylistically they 
are not Italo-Corinthian. In quality the sherds of 
columns i and 3 (Table I) are related to the poor- 
est of Corinthian painted pottery, not to the best. 

III. Jars from Corinth with Light-Colored Fabric 
(Table IV). 

In addition to the three amphora handles with 
the rosette stamp (Table II) thirteen other jars, 
mostly rims and shoulders, excavated in Corinth, 
were analyzed (CRTH 45-57, Concordance IIC). 
Eleven of these were untempered and two (CRTH 
56, 57) were tempered with hornfels. The latter 
two and CRTH 45-48 made up a compact group 
which is indistinguishable from the fine Corinthian 
ware as already shown in Table I, column 5- 

Six others (CRTH 50-55) made up a compact 
group which was distinctly different but had the 
puzzling feature that all elements except calcium 
were systematically lower than the fine Corinthian 
ware. If the values are multiplied by 1.17, they fall 
into line rather well with the Corinthian ware ex- 
cept for cesium which is still low. We call such 
instances "diluted" because they could arise from 
larger than normal amounts of calcium carbonate 
or other sterile material. It might also occur nat- 
urally. Mineralogical analysis gives some credence 
to the assumption that these could be of Corinthian 
manufacture since it is easily recognized that clay 
of lesser quality was often used for undecorated 
wares.13 

Analytically we hesitate to assign provenience to 
this group because of the general similarity of 
wares of light-colored fabrics encountered over a 
fairly wide area in the Peloponnesus. A more elab- 
orate study of jars of this kind will be required 
before one could state with confidence where this 
particular group was made although archaeologi- 
cal evidence points strongly to Corinth. 

Contrary to fine painted ware whose composition 
did not vary over several centuries, the analysis of 
undecorated coarse ware, both light and red, ap- 

12For further information on pottery of the Corinthian 
style manufactured in Corfu, see Dontas (supra n. 3). 

13 Farnsworth (supra n. 9) pl. 68, figs. 14 and 15. The 

loomweight (fig. 15) definitely shows more sterile material 
than the kotyle (fig. 14). 
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Table IV. Corinthian Light-fabric jars 

() (2) (3) (4) 
Corinthian Jars Corinthian Jars Jars of Col. 2 Single Jar 

(from Col. 5, Table I) (6 pieces) x i.I7 (I piece) 
(6 pieces) 

Fe (%) 5.I3 - 0.30 4-37 o0.I7 5-.1 
? 0.20 4-28 

Ta 0.832 - 0.049 0.684 - 0.036 0.800 ? 0.042 0.887 
Sc 20.10 o 1.o9 16.78 ? 0.79 19.62 ? 0.92 17.27 
Co 26.82 - 2.36 25.70 - 1.98 30.06 - 2.32 19-24 
Cs 9.8 ? i.3 5.8 ? 0.5 6.8 ? 0.5 6.7 
Cr 228 - 27 167 ? 8 193 10 

Io 177 
Hf 3.22 0.47 2.71 -+- 0.25 3.17 ? 0.29 5.19 
Th 10.38 ? 0.78 8.70 ?-- 0.36 io.i8 ? 0.42 io.86 
Ni 207 - 38 202 ? 

IX 236 - 13 113 
Rb 143 -4- 12 10 4 118 -+- 5 102 

La 29.9 ? 1.6 25-3 ? 1.5 29.6 - 1.8 31.8 
Lu 0.353 ? 0.014 0.312 0o.o16 0.365 4 0.020 0.405 
U 2.27 -- 0.12 2.05 ? 0.08 2.40 ? 0.09 2.31 
Ti (%) 0.453 - 0.036 0.373 - o.o09 0.436 -- 0.022 0.433 
Mn 929 93 764 35 894 41 952 
Na (%) 0.539 ? 0.078 0.517 ? 0.021 0.605 - 0.025 0.554 
Al (%) 7-31 ? 0.65 6.17 ? 0.37 7.22 ? 0.43 7.09 
Ca (%) 9.9 ? 1.3 124 -+- 2-3 8.4 

Column I (see Column 5, Table I) CRTH 45-48, 56, 57 
Column 2 6 pieces: CRTH 50-55 
Column 3 Data of Column 2 multiplied by 1.17 
Column 4 - piece: CRTH 49 

pears to vary more. It should be pointed out that 
the firing of fine painted ware was complicated 
and necessarily closely controlled14 while the firing 
of coarse ware was relatively simple. There is no 
technical reason why small producers should not 
have used local clay and fired plain ware in kilns 
such as one often sees in farmers' yards in Aegina 
today. 

The single specimen (CRTH 49) was somewhat 
different from both these groups and is listed in 
column 4 of Table IV. All the data mentioned here 
are summarized in Table IV. 

IV. Jar Handles and Amphoras Plus Two Figur- 
ines (light) from the Athenian Agora (Table V). 

In all 21 samples from the Athenian Agora were 
analyzed. One of these was an amphora handle 

with a rosette stamp and is discussed in Section 
II above. Three of the amphora handles were 
shown by analysis to have been made in Corfu 
and are listed in Table III. Descriptions of the 
majority of these samples (20) can be found in 
Concordance IID. The handle with the rosette 
stamp is in Concordance IIA. The 20 sherds in 
Concordance IID consist of 16 amphora handles, 2 
fragments of jars, and 2 figurines; 3 of the jar 
handles were made in Corfu. 

Of the remaining 17 samples, i i made up a 
compact group (ATAG 3, 4, 8-11, 14, 15, 18, 20, 21). 
An examination of the data shows that this group 
is not grossly different from the fine Corinthian 
ware of Table I, but there are many potteries which 
are similar to these analytically, and we are reluc- 
tant to call these i i or the remaining 6 Corinthian. 

14 M. Farnsworth, "Draw Pieces as Aids to Correct Firing," AJA 64 (1960) 72-75, pl. I6. 



Table V. Amphora handles from Athenian Agora and reference 

(I) 
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

Pointed Bottom Amphora Handles Amphora Handles Amphora Amphora Amphora 
Amphora Tempered Athenian Agora and Figurines Handles Handles Handles 

with Hornfels (11 pieces) (3 pieces) (I piece) (I piece) (I piece) 
(I piece) 

Fe (%) 5-47 5-50 ? 0.29 350 -+- 0.17 4.61 4.21 4.72 
Ta 0.733 0.786 ? 0.075 0.633 -+- 0.060 0.676 0.672 1.054 
Sc 21.96 21.55 ? 1.29 14.64 + 0.53 19.84 16.07 19.06 
Co 39.05 31.87 -+ 1.69 25.20 - 2.51 28.07 21.86 27.94 
Cs 7.0 6.9 ? 0.64 8.3 ? 0.74 15-9 6.4 6.4 
Cr 326 365 - 26 409 - 9 500 324 282 
Hf 3-91 3-95 - 0.20 3-49 ? 0.38 3.92 3.84 4.68 
Th i0.65 10.28 ? 0.36 6.74 - 0.52 8-95 7.94 10.45 
Ni 316 294 - 35 311 + 24 356 224 190 
Rb 67 139 - 16 83 - 25 115 I10 125 
La 30.8 28.4 - 1.3 19.2 -- 1.8 25.6 23-5 31.3 
Lu 0.370 0.377 -4 0.017 0.253 -+- 0.030 0.323 0.308 0.376 
U 2.00 1.98 ? o.16 3.07 + 0.19 3-51 2.94 2.13 
Ti (%) 0.460 0.450 - 0.029 o.316 ? 0.035 0.477 0.406 0.429 
Mn 1094 985 ? 137 593 + 65 692 623 946 
Na (%) 0.745 0.984 +- 0.097 0.343 +- 0.044 0.405 0.772 0.974 
Al (%) - 8.07 - 0.34* 5-55 0.41 - - 
Ca (>) 7.9 55 -4- 1.3 14.8 -+- 13 7.2 9.4 4.0 

* Al measurements were made on only 3 samples. 

Column - I piece: CFU 29 
Column 2 -- II pieces: ATAG 3, 4, 8-11, 14, 15, 18, 20, 21 
Column 3 3 pieces: ATAG 2, 16, 17 
Column 4 piece: ATAG 5 
Column 5 - piece: ATAG 7 
Column 6 piece: ATAG 6 
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Subsequent analytical evidence may show that clays 
of the composition shown here were used by Co- 
rinthian potters, but at present we do not know 
this. 

The best evidence that the ii jars (Table V, col- 
umn 2) are Corinthian comes from their similarity 
to CFU 29 (column i, Table V) which is a frag- 

ment tempered with hornfels excavated in Corfu 

(Concordance IIB). Until further analytical work 
adds to our knowledge, we must list the remaining 
6 examples (columns 3, 4, 5, and 6, Table V) as of 
unknown provenience.15 

NEW YORK CITY 

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY 

15 We wish to thank Miss Carolyn Koehler for the Archaeological Introduction and for many helpful discussions. 

I. Concordance of fine painted pottery 

A. Excavated at Corinth 

Berkeley Numbers Description 

CRTH i patterned aryballos; wall fr. 
2 patterned aryballos; wall fr. 

3 large patterned aryballos; wall 
fr. 

4 aryballos wall fr.; wheel motif 
5 aryballos fr.; bottom of pot 
6 aryballos mouth, large; petals 
7 aryballos mouth; thin petals 
8 aryballos mouth; thin petals, 

somewhat peeled 
9 aryballos mouth, broad petals, 

clay greenish; glaze partly peeled 
10 aryballos mouth, broad petals; 

clay greenish; glaze partly peeled 
11 skyphos fr.; glazed red 

The eleven above are sixth-century B.C. 

CRTH 15 small unglazed votive skyphos 
i6 small unglazed votive skyphos 
17 small unglazed votive skyphos 
I8 pyxis lid with knob 
19 pyxis lid; stepped 
20 small unglazed votive skyphos 
21 small unglazed votive skyphos 
22 small unglazed votive skyphos 
23 pyxis lid 
24 skyphos wall; heavy fabric 

The ten above are fifth-century B.C. 

CRTH 25 base of flat-bottomed oinochoe, 
triangles around bottom 

26 alabastron, mouth and wall; glaze 
partly peeled 

27 skyphos wall fr.; rays above base 
28 alabastron, mouth and upper 

wall; tongue decoration; added 
color 

29 oinochoe fr., shoulder and wall; 
incised tongues; metallic glaze 

30 aryballos mouth, tongues on rim; 
added color 

31 alabastron wall fr.; tongues 
40 body of flat-bottomed oinochoe; 

rays around bottom, tongues on 
shoulder; added color 

41 skyphos foot fr.; rays above base 
42 alabastron wall fr.; tongue pat- 

tern 

The ten above are seventh-century B.C. 

CRTH 32 ribbed wall fr.; open shape 
33 plate 
34 kantharos handle with rotelle 
35 kantharos handle with thumb 

rest 
36 kantharos foot 
37 skyphos rim fr. 
38 wall fr.; West Slope decoration 
39 domed lid fr.; incised decoration 

inside 
43 skyphos handle fr.; double rolled 

handle 
44 skyphos rim fr. 

The ten samples above are fourth- and third-cen- 
tury B.C. 

All the samples above, excavated in Corinth, were 
selected by Chrysoula Kardaras in Corinth, except 
CRTH 18, 19, 23, 24, which had been given to the 
Agora by Agnes Stillwell. Descriptions by Lucy Tal- 
cott. 

B. Excavated in Corfu 

Berkeley Numbers Description 

CFU I skyphos foot, rays 
2 skyphos wall fr., rays 
3 skyphos wall fr., rays 
4 skyphos wall fr., fine lines 
5 rolled rim fr. 
6 outturned rim fr. 
7 fr. of jug (?) 
8 skyphos handle 
9 wall fr., white tongues 

10 wall fr., heavy fabric 
11 handle fr. from jug 
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Berkeley Numbers Description 

12 wall fr., small shape 
13 skyphos wall fr., narrow red 

bands 
14 wall fr. of skyphos (?) 

The fourteen samples directly above, excavated in 
Corfu, were selected by Dr. Dontas as probably made 
there. In quality these sherds are related to the poorest 
of Corinthian painted pottery, not to the best. De- 
scriptions by Lucy Talcott. 

C. Excavated in Aegina 

Berkeley Numbers Description 

AEG 6 olpe fr. 
7 olpe fr. 
8 olpe fr. 
9 olpe fr. 

10 olpe fr. 
II olpe fr. 
12 olpe fr. 
13 skyphos fr. 
14 skyphos fr. 
15 skyphos fr. 
16 skyphos fr. 

17 aryballos fr. 
18 aryballos fr. 
19 aryballos fr. 

The fourteen sherds above are sixth-century B.C. 
Corinthian sherds from Dr. H. Walter's excavation 
at the Aphrodite Temple in Aegina. They were se- 
lected by Dr. F. Felten. 

AEG 20 olpe (?) fr. 
21 kotyle fr. 
22 oinochoe (?) fr. 
23 bowl fr. 
24 bowl fr. 

The five sherds above from the same vicinity are 
surface sherds from the collection of the British 
School in Athens. 

AEG 28 skyphos fr. 
29 skyphos fr. 
30 skyphos fr. 
31 skyphos fr. 
32 skyphos fr. 
33 skyphos fr. 
34 skyphos fr. 
35 skyphos fr. 
36 skyphos fr. 
37 skyphos fr. 
38 skyphos fr. 
39 skyphos fr. 

The 12 sherds above are seventh-century B.C. from 
the same site as the first fourteen. 

II. Concordance of undecorated amphoras and other 
large jars (light) 

A. Wine jars with rosette stamp excavated in Corfu, 
Corinth, and the Athenian Agora 

Corfu, 
Corinth, 

Berkeley and Agora 
Numbers Numbers Description 

CFU 53 1648 seven rays (Branis) 
54 1923 eight rays (Aphionas) 

CRTH 79 C-62-I46 six rays 
8o C-64-379 six rays 
8I C-69-Io6 eight rays 

ATAG I SS786 seven rays 

B. Amphoras and other large jars excavated in Corfu 

Berkeley Corfu 
Numbers Numbers Description 

CFU i8 1260 hydria (?) 
19 1262 pointed amphora 
20 1276 hydria 
21 1274 base of pot 
22 1279 base of pot 
23 1319 pithos 
24 1316 pointed amphora 
25 1215 jug 
26 1250 pithos 
27 1251 lekane 
28 1272 pithos 
29 1248 pointed bottom amphora 

tempered with hornfels 
30 1251 amphora 
31 1261 pointed amphora (?) 
32 1277 amphora 
33 1255 hydria (?) 
34 1257 pithos 
35 1264 pot (?) 
36 1269 pithos 
37 1273 base of pot 
38 1275 base of pot 
39 1278 base of pot 
40 1281 pot (?) 
41 1283 large pot 
42 1300 no description 
43 1302 pithos 

C. Wine jar fragments excavated in Corinth (neck 
and rim fragments) 

Berkeley Numbers Description 
CRTH 45 broad inverted echinus rim; con- 

cave on top 
46 rim rounded outside; flat on top 
47 trace of handle attachment; rim 

slightly rounded outside; flat on 
top 
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48 similar to CRTH 47 
49 rim slanting outside; heavily un- 

dercut at junction with neck; flat 
on top 

50 smaller series; rim lightly round- 
ed outside; flat on top 

51 similar to CRTH 50 
52 small neck fr. 
53 small neck fr. 
54 small neck fr. 
55 small neck fr. 
56 heavy jar tempered with hornfels 
57 heavy jar tempered with hornfels 

D. Amphora handles, amphoras, and figurines ex- 
cavated in the Athenian Agora 

Berkeley Agora 
Numbers Numbers Description 
ATAG 2 P21937 no. 107 on pl. 34, Hes- 

peria 22 (1953) 
3 SS745 amphora handle 
4 SSI4Io2 amphora handle 
5 P21936 no. Io6 on pl. 34, Hes- 

peria 22 (1953) 
6 SSI140 amphora handle 
7 SS2030 amphora handle 
8 SS5420 amphora handle 
9 SS8244 amphora handle 

1o SS5974 amphora handle 
I1 SS14 03 amphora handle 
12 SSI3o59 amphora handle 
13 SSI1353 amphora handle 
14 SSI3126 amphora handle 
15 SSI4055 amphora handle 

I6 figurine fr. uninventoried; from 
Herakles deposit; CI8:3, 
Hesperia 34 (1965). 
Late second-century 
B.C. 

17 figurine fr. same provenience as 
ATAGI6 

18 SSIoI65 amphora handle 
19 SSIoI78 amphora handle 
20 SSIo479 amphora handle 
21 SSio687 amphora handle 

III. Concordance of Roman ware from Corfu 

Berkeley Corfu 
Numbers Numbers Description 

CFU 16 no number from Roman layer in 
Mrs. Evelpidis' garden 

55 no number base of amphora from 
Tsori near Corfu 

56 61.8.9 lid from Institute of 
Olives near Roman 
Agora 

59 no number base of large amphora 
from Tsori 

61 no number base of amphora from 
Tsori 

63 no number handle from Tsori 
64 no number base of large amphora 

from Tsori 
69 61.8.4 base of large amphora 

from Institute of Olives 
70 61.87 base of kylix from In- 

stitute of Olives 
71 61.6.3 rim of open jar from 

Institute of Olives 

These together with a sample of modern pottery 
(CFUI7) from the Mantouki district of Corfu were 
used for reference samples. 
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