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Eloaywyn

Introduction

o kdotpo tou AkpokopivBou, xTiopé-
Tvo ndvw otov andtopo acBectoNiBIkd

éyKko nou gépel To dvopd tou, unodé-
x€tal tov eniokéntn tou Mopid apéows HOAIs
autods SiaBaivel tov 1B, 1o pdévo puoikd
népacpa npos tnv xepodvnoo tou NéAonos
(ek. 1). Eni Tpels oxedov xINgties, and v npo-
otopia éws kal v ENAnvIKh enavdctacn tou
1821, ANoyw tns B€ons Tou Kal Tns OXUPAS Tou
puoikns Siapdppwons, o AkpokdpivBos ano-
telouloe €éva otpatnyikol xapaktnpa oxupo,
oto onoio avantUxBnke kal eKtetapévn Katoi-
Knon, kupiws otnv Uotepn Bulavuvi nepiodo
Kal ota xpovia s oBwpavikns katdknons. H
eGaopdahion aopalwv ouvOnkwv SiaBiwons
oTo V€O ENANVIKO Kpdtos odnynoe otnv otadi-
akn eyKatdAeipn tou olkiopou tou Akpokopiv-
Bou, v n aneAeuBépwon and tov oBwpavikd
{uyd otépnoe opIoTika and to KAoTPo ToV apu-
VTIKO TOU Xapakthpa.
O AkpokdpivBos and vwpis KEVIpIoe To evdia-
PEpoV Twv apxalohdywv. H peNétn tns xphons
TOU Xwpou Katd tnv apxaidétnta, étav ano-
teEAoUoE TNV akpOnoAn tns peydAns apxaikns
pntpénoAns tns KopivBou, €ixe ws napdnieupn
OUVENEIa Kal Ty €pEuva s PECAIwVIKNS (pd-
ons, n onoia, AMwOoTtg, €ival kal n dsondlou-
oa.’Etol, o pecaiwvikéds AkpokdpivBos anoté-
A\ECE TO AQVTIKEIPEVO UNOSEIYHATIKAS PEAETNS TNS
olkoSopIKAs Tou apxaloloyias and tov onou-
Saio gpeuvnth Antoine Bon, n onoia, av kai
Snpooigltnke 1o 1936, e€akohouBei, akdpn
Kal ohpepa, va anotelei NoAUTIpO gyxelpidio.
H &npoaoieuon tou Bon sikovoypageitar pe
ox€81a evos onpavuikoU KaAitéxvn, tou Georg

he castle of Acrocorinth, built on
I the precipitous limestone outcrop
that bears its name, welcomes visi-
tors to the Morea just as they cross the
Isthmus, the sole natural passageway to
the Peloponnesian peninsula (fig. 1). For
almost three millennia, from prehistoric
times up to the Greek War of Independence
in 1821, Acrocorinth, due to its position
and naturally fortified formation, consti-
tuted a strategically vital fortress, which
also encompassed extensive settlements,
particularly during the Late Byzantine pe-
riod and the first years of Ottoman rule.
The attainment of safe living conditions
in the new Greek state led to the gradual
abandonment of the Acrocorinth settle-
ment, while the liberation from Ottoman
rule essentially deprived the castle of its
defensive character.

Acrocorinth was the prime point of interest
for archaeologists since the early days of
the discipline. The study of the function
of the location in antiquity, when it con-
stituted the acropolis of the great archaic
metropolis of Corinth, inevitably led to the
investigation of its medieval phase, which
is, after all, the major one. Hence, medi-

To kdotpo
Tou AkpokopivBou

Eikova 1
(apiotepad):

o AkpokdpivBos
andé A

Figure 1 (opposite
page):
Acrocorinth,
from the West



The castle
of Acrocorinth

Eikéva 2A:

TUApa Tou
avatoAikou
nepiBéAou npiv tnv
katdppeuon

Figure 2A:

east section of
the enceinte
before the
collapse
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von Peschke."Yotepa and évav oxedov aiwva,
n avdykn ylia tnv NiCTNHoVIikh avaynAdpnon
Tou kdotpou kabiotatar Suvatn pe ta épya nou
ulonolei n 25n EBA: epyaocies otepéwons kal
anokatdotaons, pe eupwnaikés niotwoels (I
KMX), cuctnpatikés avackapIkés EPEUVES, HE
xopnyies. Tautdxpova, npoypappatietal n yn-
¢piakn avadei§n tou kdotpou, nou Ba nepiiap-
Bavel nh\npn ypagikh anokatdotaon, 1piodid-
OTATES avanapactdoels, EIKOVIKES MEPINYATEIS.

H cuotnpaukn kal cuykpotnpévn npoondbeia
S1dowons tou pvnpelakol cuvélou Eekivnoe
apketés Sekasties apydtepa and tnv NpwIN
eniotnyovikn tou Sigpelvnon. To duonpdoito
tns B€ons, n éktaocn, al\d kal n ouvBstdnta
TwV npoPAnpdtwy, AsitoUpynoav avactait-
k& otov oxedlaopd Kkal tnv ektéAeon €pywv
anokatdotacns kai avadeigns. Xto petagy, ol
pOopés audvoviav owpeutikad odnywvas,
Suotuxws, o€ Pn avactpEyipes anwheles. AnAn
avunapaBoln og pwtoypaPikés Ayels and
v nepiodo tou MeconoAépou péxpl Tis PEPES
pas apkei yia va yivouv Katavontes Ol eKTETapié-
VES KatappeUOEIS MOU EXEI UNOCTEI TO PVNEIO
and guoikd aita (e1k. 2A-B). Mg tnv taxeia kai

eval Acrocorinth became the subject of an
exemplary study of its construction history
by the renowned researcher Antoine Bon,
which despite having been published in
1930, still remains an invaluable manual.
Bon'’s publication includes drawings by an
important artist, Georg von Peschke. Al-
most a century later, a scientific revisit of
the castle is now rendered possible through
the projects carried out by the 25th Ephor-
ate of Byzantine Antiquities: structural
support and restoration projects, funded
by the EU (3™ CFS), as well as systematic
excavations, funded by donations. At the
same time, plans are under way for the
digital promotion of the castle, which will
include a full graphic reconstruction, 3D
representations and virtual tours.

The systematic and structured effort to
preserve this monument complex started
several decades after its first scientific in-
vestigation. Programming and realization
of the restoration works was hampered by
the inaccessibility of the site, its extent,
as well as the complexity of the problems



au€avépevn anoddépnon tou, péca o Aiydtepo
and évav aiwva, nUAes katéppeuocav, dekddes
HETPa TEIXWV PeETatpdnnkav o€ cwpous anod
netpes, v nio euaicbnta onpeia, 6nws ol
€NANEEIS €XOUV aPavioTei ONOOXEPWS OF €Ka-
Toviddes petpa oxupwaons. AKOpN Xeipotepn
gival n katdotacn S1AaTAPNONS TwWV EPEIMiWY TOU
oIKIoTikoU 10ToU, kaBws o eUTENECTEPOS TPO-
Mos Kataokeuns, aA\d Kal N CUVEXNS XPACN TOU
XWPOU péxpl Us apxés tou 19ou al., e§apdvioe
NV NAEIOVOTNTA TwV HECAIWVIKWY KTNPiwv, Ta
onoia chpepa pnopoulv NAéov va avixveubouv
povo avaokagika.

Anévavt otnv aioBnon s pataidtntas yia v
dvion pdxn pe tov xpovo, ta péva onha wns
Apxaioloyikns Ynnpeoias gival n eviatikonoi-
non twv épywv anokatdotacns, aAd Kai tns
CUGCTNHATIKAS HEAETNS TOU 10TOPIKOU KAOTPOU.
Mpdypat, v teleutaia Sekastia ol napepPa-
oels tns Epopeias Bulavtiveov Apxalothtwy
Siéowoav peydha tpnpata tou kdotpou. O
enepPdosls anokatdotaons kal avadei§ns oto
nAaioio tou IM'KMX napoucialovtal avahutikda
and tov N. Lidnpdnoulo oto teleutaio PEPos
auths tns ékdoons, n onoia kai xpnpatodotn-

encountered. In the meantime, deteriora-
tion of the site continues to accrue, sadly
leading to irreversible losses. A simple
comparison of photographs from the pe-
riod before WWII to this day suffices to
illustrate the extensive collapse the monu-
ment has suffered due to deterioration
solely from environmental factors (fig.
2A-B). This rapid and progressive disinte-
gration has, within the span of less than a
century, resulted in the collapse of gates,
the reduction of long stretches of walls to
rubble piles, while more delicate structural
elements, such as crenellations, have com-
pletely vanished over hundreds of meters
of fortifications. The state of preservation
of the settlement ruins is even worse, as
the inferior construction and the continu-
ous use of the area until the early 19" c.
has caused the destruction of the major-
ity of medieval buildings, the presence of
which is detectable today only through
excavations.

In this unequal and seemingly futile fight
against time, the only weapons of the Ar-

To KAoT

Eikéva 2B:
THAHA Tou
avatoAikoU
nepiBONou petd
v Katdppeuon
(2008)

Figure 2B:
east section A
of the enceinte

po

Tou AkpokopivBou

after the collapse

(2008)
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Bnke and to idio npdypappa.

Kaipia otov oxebiaopd kai tnv uhonoinon twv
épywv otov AkpokdpivBo Atav n cupBoAA s
agipvnotns npwns SieuBlvipias s 25ns Eqo-
peias Bulavuvaov Apxalotntwy Kwvotavtivas
Ykappoutoou. To €pyo opyavwOnke kai eKte-
Aéotnke unodelypatikd and Tov eNKEPAAns Tou
TexvikoU ypageiou tns Eqopeias kal unelBuvo
tou €pyou Nikéhao Lidnpdnoulo, noAItikd
pnxaviké. H oupBoAn éAou tou npocwrikou
s Eopeias kar 181aitepa tns unoAdyou Kwv-
otavtivas Kpiegh unnp&e kabBopiotikn, dnws ai-
Awote kal SAoU Tou €NICTNHOVIKOU Kal TEXVIKOU
€PYATOTEXVIKOU NPOCWIKOU MOU anacxohnBn-
ke oto £pyo (BA. napakdatw). MNa thv £peuva tou
apxaloloyikoU UANIKoU nou Npoékuye and us
gpyacies aoxoAnBnkav cuctnpatikd ol apxai-

chaeological Service are the intensification
of the restoration works and the systematic
investigation of this historic castle. Indeed,
during the last decade, a number of in-
terventions by the Ephorate of Byzantine
Antiquities have salvaged large parts of the
castle. N. Sidiropoulos' extensive presenta-
tion of the restoration and enhancement
projects carried out within the 3™ CFS
framework constitutes the last part of the
present publication, itself also financed by
the same EU funds.

The contribution of the late Konstantina
Skarmoutsou, first director of the 25
Ephorate of Byzantine Antiquities, was
pivotal in the design and realization of the
restoration project of the Acrocorinth. The



oloyol 6p. EAévn MavwAéooou kal 181aitepa
n &p.'EAAn T¢aBéNAa, pe v onoia epeuvnoape
kdOe oniBapn tou. O1 pelétes tous nepIAapBad-
vovtal otnv peydAn ékdoon nou etoipdlel n
Eqopeia yia to kdotpo pe OAa ta avalutikd eni-
OTNHOVIKA NOPIoHATa TWV TEAEUTAIWY EPEUVAV.

la tnv cupBoAn tous otnv petdppaon, euxa-
pioties ogpeilovtal otous ABavdoio Koupdvio
kal ld MavwAéooou. lNa tnv enipéheia twv Kel-
Hévwv kal tns ékSoons otnv apxaloAdyo tns
Eqopeias Avva Lpnka.

works were organized and carried out in
an exemplary manner by the head of the
technical department of the Ephorate, and
supervisor of the project, the civil engi-
neer Nikolaos Sidiropoulos. Equally vital
was the contribution of all the staff of the
Ephorate, especially Konstantina Kriezi, as
well as the rest of the scientific and techni-
cal staff that was involved in the project
(see below). The new archaeological data
which came to light during the restoration
works were systematically studied by the
archaeologists Dr. Eleni Manolessou and,
particularly, Dr. Elli Tzavella, with whom
we investigated every last nook and cranny
of the castle. Their research reports will be
included in the forthcoming larger publi-
cation on the castle, under preparation by
the Ephorate, which will comprehensively
cover the latest scientific conclusions.

For their contribution to the translation
of the texts, thanks are due to Athanasios
Koumantos and Io Manolessou, as for the
text editing, to the archaeologist of the
Ephorate, Anna Sfika.

To kdotpo
Tou AkpokopivBou

13



14

TO HECALWVLIKO KAOTPO

Tou AKpokopivBou

The medieval castle
of Acrocorinth

“Eoti 8¢ 0 AxpoxdpivOog TG pev maAar modews KopivBov
&rpomolis, vuvi 8e ppovpiov 6xupoy, avTo Se dpog LynAo, eig
oeiav TEAevT@Y KOPULPNY, aDTH O€ i Tpame(@des ywpiov dmo-
TedevT@on Emimedov, TeTely1opévoy dopadis. "Evoobev 0¢ eioi
motipov ke Sravyods Déatog 00k oNiye ppedtior kel 17 Iletprivy

kprvy, 1716 €v paywdia Ounpog péuvytoen.”

NikAtas Xwwvidtns'

“Acrocorinth is the acropolis of the old city of Corinth,
nowadays a strong fortress, on the high hilltop bearing

the same name, with a precipitous peak, which

overlooks a trapezoidal, securely fortified plateau.
Within it there are numerous wells providing clear, potable water,
and the Peirene fountain, mentioned by Homer in his rhapsodies.”

€ Bpaxwdes €appa Uyous 550p., ndvw
Z and tnv MNahaid n Apxaia KopivBo, sival

ktiopévos o AkpokopivBos. Ta teixn,
pnkous 3.000p., upwvovtal cto ¢ppudi tou
Bpdxou, o onoios Siapoppvel andToHEs KAI-
TUES NMoU NPOCPEPOUV PUTIKA oxUpwaon Kabdl-
otovtas to ppolpio andpbnto (eik. 1, 3-4).
H otpatnyikn B€on tou AkpokopivBou otnv
gicobo tns MNehonovvhcou, n oxéon Tou e
v Képivbo, tnv onpavtkdtepn pecalwvikn
néAn tns vouas EANGSas, to axavés péyeBds
TOU, O AAAeNAAANAes OIKOSOHIKES PATEIS Kal
n tapaxwdns 1otopia tou tov kabiotoly éva
and onpavtikotePa YVNPEIa OXUPWHATIKNS ap-
XITEKTOVIKNS GTOV EANASIKO XWpO.

" Nikntas Xwvidtns, 74.

Niketas Choniates'’

crocorinth stands on a 550m. tall
Arocky outcrop, overlooking Old or

Ancient Corinth. The walls, running
3000m. in length, stand on the ledge of
this rock, whose precipitous and ragged
slopes provide excellent natural defenses,
rendering the fortress impregnable (fig. 1,
3-4). The strategic position of the Acro-
corinth on the gateway to the Peloponnese,
its relation to Corinth, the most impor-
tant medieval city in southern Greece, its
vast expanse, the numerous consecutive

I Nikntag Xwvidmng, 74.



H Sutikn nAeupd tou kdotpou, n NAéov opaln
Kal ouvenws eunpooPAnTn, n onoia NpocéPpepe
kal tnv Bacikn npdoPacn oto kdotpo, evioxu-
€10l p€ TAPPO Kal TPINAN ypapph oxUpwons
[-11-111 (Miv. A). Tus SUo kopués Tou Nogou,
nv BopeloavatoAikh kal tnv votiodutikn,
opBwvovtav nupyol [V 1, 5]. 1o vouodut-
K6 Uywpa, o nipyos evioxuetal He éva PIKpO
ppoupIo, Nou oxnydatifel tnv akpOnoAn tou
AkpokopivBou [V].

O apuvukos nepiBolos evioxUetal og t€ooepa,
akopn onpeia pe npoteixiopata. Ta téoogpa
[VII, VIII, 1X, X] npootatelouv avtiotoixes
npooBdoeis-nepdopata npos to kdotpo. To
népnto [VI] evioxdel tnv dpuva pias nuhidas,
oxnpati¢ovias Hia TplywVviKn Npogoxn ev €idel
barbacane.

H onpepivh popepn tou kdotpou ogeiletal
o€ aM\endMAnAes enepBdoeis, npooBnkes Kal
emndiopbwoeis. O A. Bon katéBale 181aitepa
ooBapn npoondBeia va Sialeukdvel Tnv oIko-
Sopikh apxaloloyia tou kdotpou, Wwotdoo,
unod TO PwS TWV VEWV EPEUVWV, AUTA Ppaivetal

building phases, and its tumultuous history
render it one of the most important monu-
ments of defensive architecture in Greece.

The western side of the castle, less steep
and thus, vulnerable, offered primary ac-
cess to the castle, and was fortified with
the construction of a moat, and a triple line
of defense [I-II-IIT] (Plan A). Rectangular
towers [V1, 5] stood on the two hilltops, in
the north-east and south-west. The tower
on the south-west hilltop was reinforced
with a small fortress, which forms the
citadel of Acrocorinth [V].

The enceinte was reinforced in four further
places with bulwarks [VII, VIII, IX, X], in
order to protect the respective access-pas-
sageways to the castle. The fifth bulwark
[VI] offers added protection to a small
gate, in the form of a triangular protrusion
resembling a barbacane.

The present form of the castle is the result
of numerous successive interventions, ad-
ditions and repairs. A. Bon made every

Eikéva 3:

O AkpokdpivBos

ano NA

Figure 3:
Acrocorinth,
from the
Southwest
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Eixova 4:
o AkpokopivBos
ané N

Figure 4:
Acrocorinth,
from the South

Eikéva 5
(anévavu):

n kpAvn Avw
Meipavn [2]

Figure 5 (opposite
page):

Upper Peirene
spring [2]
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ou ival aképn nio oUVOETN Kal nepINAeypévn?.
H avalutkh kataypaph twv pdoswv unepPai-
VEI TOUS OTOXO0US tns napoucas €ékdoaons, otnv
onoia napouciadetal CUVOMTIKA N ICTopia Tou
HECAIWVIKOU KAoTPOU.

As onpeiwBei, wotdoo, du katd v cuctn-
patikn e§€taon tns oxUpwons diayvootnkav
Swdeka Baoikoi tinol toixodoplias, eve pepI-
Koi akdpn toixodopikoi tpdnol nou anaviolv
onpelakd, Ba pnopoulcav va evtaxBouv ws na-
palayés ous Sdeka Baaikés katnyopies. And
autés, ol Tpels anavtolv ota KAAoIKd Teixn, ol
névte ota Pecalwvikd kar ol undAoInes ota pe-
tapecaiwvikd (oBwpavikd kai eveukd) (Miv.
B). H petau tous oxetkh xpovodynon kai n
acpaléotepn andAuTn xpovoAdynon opicpé-
vwv €§ autdv Ba pas dwoel tnv Suvatdtnta va
anoKpUMNToypapnooupe tnv oUvOeTn olkodo-
pikn apxaiohoyia tou AkpokopivBou.

O extetapéves katappeloels, aAAd kal ol pe-
taBulavuvés NpooOnKes, kupiws oBwHavikes
Kal SEUTEPEUOVIWS EVETIKES, €XOUV AANNOIWCTEI
n KaAJYel onpavukd tpnpata tou Bulavuvou

2Bon 1936.OM\es ol petayevéaTtepes NeplypaPEs
Tou Kdotpou (Andrews 1953, 135-145. Koupouon
2001) Bacilovtai otnv épeuva tou Bon.

possible effort to determine the construc-
tion archaeology of the castle, but in the
light of new investigations, this appears to
be even more complex and convoluted?. A
comprehensive listing of the phases is be-
yond the scope of this publication, which
aims instead to present a synopsis of the
medieval castle’s history.

It must be noted, though, that during a sys-
tematic study of the fortifications, twelve
basic masonry types were identified, while a
number of additional masonry construction
techniques, either find limited and isolated
use or can be subcategorized as variations
of the twelve basic types. Three of these
types are to be found in the classical walls,
five in the medieval walls, and the rest
in post-medieval (Ottoman and Venetian)
structures (Plan B). Their relative chronol-
ogy, combined with the more secure abso-
lute dating of a number of them is the key
which will allow us to decipher the complex
construction history of the Acrocorinth.

2 All subsequent descriptions of the castle (An-
drews 1953, 135-145. Koupoton 2001) are
based on Bon’s research.









Eikdva 6:
o1 dutikés
OXUPWOEIS Kal O
oIKiopds and NA

Figure 6:

West Walls
defences and the
settlement, from
the Southwest




The medieval castle

of Acrocorinth

Eixéva 7:
vaods Ayiou
Anpntpiou[17]

Figure 7:
church of St.
Demetrios [17]
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kdotpou (eik. 2A-B, 32). Ta alend\\nha ap-
HoAoyhpatd, ta PnaA@pata Kai ol €VICXUTIKES
avinpides dnpioupyoulv éva toixodopikd na-
Aipynoto, kaBiotwvtas nepinAokn tnv Hakpo-
OKOMIKA avdyvwon TwV HECAIWVIKWY PACEWV
TOU pvnpeiou.

Metd tnv oxupn tou Béon, to Seltepo peydho
NAEOVEKTNpA TOoU KAOTPOU YIa va aviéxel ous
noAiopkies Atav avappiophtnta n endpkeid tou
oe nooipo vepd. MNnyddia kal kphves o€ cuv-
Suaopod pe s KIVOTEpves GUNNOYNS opBpiwy
e§aopahifav Siapkn napoxn Udatos. H kpfivn
Avw Meipivn [2] anotelei tnv onpavukdtepn
nnyn Udpeucns tou AkpokopivBou kal tautd-
Xpova 1o HVNHEio OTo Onoio anotunwvetal
n Siaxpovikdtnta ths avBpwnivns napouaias
otov AOQo and v apxaldtnta £ws TS HEPES
uas? (eik. 5). Ltnv oucia npdkeital yia éva

3 Stillwell 1930.

Extensive collapse, but also post-Byzan-
tine additions, mostly of the Ottoman and
secondarily of the Venetian period, have
altered or covered large parts of the Byzan-
tine castle (fig. 2A-B, 32). Successive joint
repairs, patches and reinforcing buttresses
form a masonry composition (palimpsest)
that renders a macroscopic identification
of the medieval phases of the monument
particularly complex.

Next to its naturally fortified position,
the other major advantage of the castle
against siege was undoubtedly its suffi-
ciency of potable water. Wells and springs,
together with rainwater cisterns, provided
a constant supply of water. Upper Peirene
spring [2] is the single most important
source of water in Acrocorinth, and, at the
same time, a monument that displays the
diachronic human presense on the hilltop



udpauliké €pyo tns kKAaoikhs apxaidtntas, To
onoio diatnpnBnke oxedév dBIKTO ws chpepa.
Ytov Meoaiwva éyivav enickeués kal npoobn-
KES, Onws AANWOTE Kal oTa VEWTepa Xpovia.

IMARBos Ktnpiwv, HECAIWVIKWOV KAl VEQTEPWY,
Siakpivovtal intra muros (Miv. A, eik. 1, 4, 6).
Epeinia oniticov anhdvovtal otnv Sutikh Ania
KAITU, avdpeoa otnv P€on Kal TNV ECWTEPIKN
YPAHHH oxUpwons Kal KUpiws ota Npavin eow-
tepIkd, SnAadn avatoikd, tou Sutikol eowTe-
pou Teixous. X1o onpeio autd, AANwOote, ava-
ntuxOnke Siaxpovikd n katoiknon oto KAoTpo.
H voua kAitUs tns dutikns nAeupds anoNAyel o€
éva peydho nAdtwpa nou Siagoppvetal navw
and pia peydhn kivotépva [6], O€on n onoia
S1axpovikd anotéAece KevipikO onpeio Tou
OIKIGHOU.

O povdxwpos petapulavuivos vads tou Ayiou
Anpntpiou [17], to pévo v Aeitoupyia Kth-
plo tou kdotpou, Bpioketal oto Bépelo npavés
(Miv. A, eik. 7). And us névie h £€€1 ekkAnoies
Mou avapEépouy ol VEDTEPOI nepinyntés Sia-
Kpivovtal ta epeinia pévo duo €§ autwv [16,
18] (Miv. A, €ik. 8). levikd, n NAelovATNTa TwV
gpeiniwv avdyetal ota xpdvia tns Toupkokpa-

To HECALWVLIKO KATTPO

from antiquity to this day® (fig. 5). It is, in
essence, a hydraulic project dating back to
classical antiquity, which survives almost
intact today. Some repairs and additions
are, of course, dated to the Middle Ages,
as well as to more recent times.

A multitude of medieval and later build-
ings are discernible intra muros ((Plan A,
fig. 1, 4). House ruins lie along the rather
flat western slope, between the middle
and outer lines of defense, and mainly on
the interior slopes, i.e. east of the western
interior walls. This was the very position
where settelement inside the castle con-
sistently evolved. The southern slope of
the west side ends in a large flat area,
which stretches over a large cistern [6],
and which has been a central point of the
settlement throughout time.

The single-aisle post-Byzantine church of
St. Demetrios [17], the only remaining
functional building in the castle, is situ-

3 Stillwell 1930.

Tou AKpoKopivBou

Eikova 8:
vaos
Evetokpartias [16]

Figure 8:

church of the
Venetian period
[16]




The medieval castle
of Acrocorinth

ated on the southern slope (Plan A, fig. 7).
Only the ruins of two churches [16, 18]
(Plan A, fig. 8), out of the five or six men-
tioned by later travelers, can be discerned.
Overall, the majority of ruins date to the
period of Ottoman rule, the same being
true for three mosques [6-8], baths [10-
11] and built fountains [12-13] (Plan A,
fig. 9, 10).

The strategically important position of
Corinth next to the Isthmus, the sole land
route to the Peloponnese, where all the
overland routes converged, and which pos-
sessed two ports on either side, Lechaion
in the Gulf of Corinth towards the west
and Kenchreai on the Saronic Gulf towards
the east, led to the establishment of the
city of Corinth, both during Antiquity and
the Middle Ages, as a major political and
economic center (fig. 1, 3, 11, 34, 38). The
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Eikéva 11:
TonoypapIkod
BulavuivAs
Kopivbou

Figure 11:
site plan of
Byzantine
Corinth

Eikéva 9 (8e€id

oe)iSa endvw):

HOUGOUAHaVIKS
wépevos [6]

Figure 9 (opposite
page top):
Muslim mosque

(6]

Eikéva 10 (5€€id
oe)iSa kdtw):
kpavn [12]

Figure 10
(opposite page
bottom):
fountain [12]
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The medieval castle
of Acrocorinth

Eikéva 12 :

vota teixn
[IV18-V2] pe
apxaia toixodopia

Figure 12:

south enceinte
[IV18-V2] with
ancient masonry
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tias, nepiodo otnv onoia evtdooovtal enions
tpia tapid [6-8], houtpd [10-11] kai kuotés
kphves [12-13] (Miv. A, eix. 9, 10).

H otpatnyikn yewypapikn Béon tns KopivBou
SinAa otov l6Bpd, tns povadikns xepoaias
nuAns tns Nehonovvhoou, otov onoio cu-
ykAivouv 6ol o1 Spdpol tns teheutaias, Sia-
Bétovtas SUo Aipdvia ekatépwBdev, 1o Aéxalo
Suukd otov KopivBiakd kéAno kai tis Keyxpegs
avatolikd otov Xapwvikd, avédeife tnv ndAn,
1600 otnv apxaidtnta 6co kal OToV pESdiwva,
o€ Kopupaio NOAITKS Kal OIKOVOHIKS KEVTIPO
(ex. 1,3, 11, 34, 38). O AkpokdpivBos anote-
Aei Siaxpovikd kpioipo ouotatikd CToIXEio oTo
apuvtikéd cuotnpa tns KopivBou.'Hén and tnv
apxaiétnta, anoteAoloe avandonacto otol-
xgio tns oxUpwons tns. Eixe tnv poppn exteta-
HEvNs, TEIXIOPEVNS AKPOMOANS, EVIAyHEvns oTtnv
axavh oxUpwon nou neplieAdpBave v néAn kai
To Aipdvi tou Aexaiou.

H apxaidtepn oikodopikh ¢pdon Tou teixous,
pe {woves and adpous aoPBectdAiBous, OBupilel

Acrocorinth, in its turn, was in all periods
a pivotal constituent of Corinth’s defensive
system. It played the role of an extensive,
walled acropolis, incorporated into the
vast fortification that included the city and
the port of Lechaion.

The oldest building phase of the walls, con-
structed using limestone rubble, is remi-
niscent of Mycenean cyclopean masonry;
however, recent scholarship concludes that
the very first fortification was constructed
in the archaic period, during the reign
of the tyrant Kypselos and his successors
(657-583 BC) (fig. 12). During the 4" or
around the second half of the 3™ c. BC,
this first fortification was reinforced*. Ex-
tensive and imposing parts of this phase,
constructed using poros ashlars and mainly
polygonally shaped limestone, built in at

4 Carpenter 1936a. Winter 1991.



HUKNvaikn kukAwnela toixodopia, wotdco ol
pehetntés tns Séxovtal Ot n NpwIn oxUpwon
Xtiotnke tnv apxdikn enoxn, otav otnv Képiv-
0o kuBepvouoav o tipavvos Kdyehos kai ol
andyovoi tou (657-583 n.X.) (eik. 12). Kata
tn S1dpkela tou 4ou h oto a’ piod tou 3ou
ai. n.X., n oxUpwon evioxUOnke®*. Extetapé-
va eniBAntikd Asigava autns wns pdons, Ku-
opéva pe AageutoUs nwpoAIBous kal Kupiws
noAuywvikoUs acBeoctdhBous, Sopnpévous
pe Touhdxiotov SUo Siapopetikols tpdnous,
gival opatd ota pecaiwvikd teixn (eik. 13). To
146 n.X., n teNikn vikn twv Pwpaiwv eni twv
EANNAvwvV oppayiletal pe tTnv oOAOKANPwTIKN
kataotpodn tns nyéudas ndéANs twv teheutai-
wv, s KopivBou, and tov otpatnyd Aglkio
Moppio. Téte, ol Pwpaiol axpnotedouy kai ta
teixn tns Kopivoou.

4 Carpenter 1936. Winter 1991.

To HECALWVLIKO KATTPO
Tou AkpokopivBou

least two different manners, are visible
in the medieval walls (fig. 13). In 146
BC, the final victory of the Romans over
the Greeks is sealed by the utter complete
destruction of the leading Greek city of
Corinth by general Lucius Mommius. The
walls of Corinth were also dismantled by
the Romans at that time.

Eikéva 13:
apxaios nipyos
118

Figure 13:
ancient tower
1119
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Eikdva 15 (6¢€id
oeAia):
Bulavuva
Kivotépva [4]

Figure 15
(opposite page):
Byzantine
Cistern [4]

Eikova 14:
avaockapn BA
kopuhs (lepd
Appoditns [1],
nalaioxpiotiavikn
Baocihikn [3],
nopyos [5],
0Bwpavikds tdpos

(9

Figure 14:
excavation on
the northeast
peak (Sanctuary
of Aphrodite
[1], Early
Christian church
[3], tower [5],
Muslim tomb

[9D)

26

NowTtoBulavTivoc AKPoKOPLVBOC

(4oc-70cC aL.)

Protobyzantine Acrocorinth

(4th-7th )

0 44 n.X., ekatd xpdvia petd tov apa-
Twopc') s, n KépivBos enavidpustal and

tov loUAio Kaioapa ws pwpdikn anol-
kia. [phyopa avaktd tnv ocnpacia tns kai ava-
Seikvietal €5pa tou avBundtou tns Enapxias
Axaias, npwtetouca dnAadn tns pwpaikns
S1oiknons otnv EAAGSa. H npwtoBulavtivh
KopivBos napapével £€5pa tns autokpatopikns
Sioiknons, v n EkkAnoia tns avadeikvustal
o€ pntponoAn ts EAAGSas. H ndAn Ba yvwpi-
ogl geydAn oikiotikh avantuén, n onoia ¢Odvel
HEXPI TNV auyn Twv LKOTeEvwV Alvwy, Tov 70
Snhadn aiwva®. OxUpwon Oa anokthcel apke-
T4 SYipa, Tov 50 h tov 60 aiwva p.X., evtay-
pévn ot eupUtepa Npoypdppata kaotpokuoias

> Sanders 2002. Slane & Sanders 2005.

PLATE 1l

devastation, Corinth is founded anew

by Julius Caesar as a Roman colony.
It rapidly regains its importance and is
established as the seat of the governor
of the province of Achaia, i.e. the capital
of Roman rule in Greece. Protobyzantine
Corinth retains this status, while its Church
attains metropolitan status in Greece. The
city will see great urban development,
which lasts until the eve of the Middle
Ages, namely, the 7" century®. It will be
fortified rather late, in the 5% or 6™ c.
AD, of a larger castle building projects
carried out by Theodosios II (408-450)
and/or Justinian (527-565), mostly for
fear of or as a result of barbaric raids®.
The Hexamilion Wall across the Isthmus
might have been built by Theodosios II,
but it certainly was reinforced by Justin-
ian, as is confirmed by an inscription’.
The construction of a defensive enceinte

In 44 BC, one hundred years after its

> Sanders 2002. Slane & Sanders 2005.

¢ Avraméa 1997, 60-66, along with previous
bibliography.

7 Gregory 1993.






Protobyzantine Acrocorinth

Eikéva 16:
nahaioxpiotiavikod
€nibnpa
apIKIOViokou

Figure 16:
Early Christian
mullion impost

Eikéva 17:
Aekavida (B” piod
Souar.)

Figure 17:
basin (second
half of 5™ ¢.)

and tov .

©coddoio

B" (408-450)

fA/kai tov louctivia-

vé (527-565), uné tov @oé-

Bo h ws ouvéneia twv BapPBapikwv
emndpopwvé. To E§apihiov Teixos otov IoOud
iows Kataokeudotnke and tov Osoddoio B,
oiyoupa Spws evioxUBnke and tov louotivia-
Vo, onws eniBeBaicvel n eniypagikh paptupia’.
YUyxpovn €ival kal KATaoKeUh apuvTikoU nepi-
BdAou otnv néAn (eik. 11)8. Xapaktnpiotikh
gival n opgoidtnta otnv toixonolia twv duo
OXUPWOEWV, MOU anotehouvtal and Peydhous
adpoha&eupévous NiBSNAIBous kai spolia ap-
xaiwv ktnpiwv. To véo teixos tns NdAns nepi-
kAeiel ENAXIOTO TPAPA TNS apxaias TeIXIoPEVNS
€ktaons Kkal THNpa poévo s npwtopulaviivas
KopivBou. Qotdoo, kal to nepiypappa tou
apxaiou teixous tns NGAns, To onoio av Kkai
gykataheeippévo Ba ntav aocPpaiws opatd, Oa
€iXE TOV XapaKtApa opiou yid Tov actiko 1010,
Onws TEKPNPIWVEl N avdntuén Twv pecaiwvi-
KWV OUVOIKI®V €vIos autou. Avtiotoixn Ael-
TOoUpYia Tekpnpiwvetdl kal aA\oU, onws otnv
BuZavuvh ABnva’. H véa oxUpwon anokontel
v néAn and v akponoAn s, tov AKpoko-
pivBo, o péAos Tou onoiou oTo VEO ApUVTIKO
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¢ Avraméa 1997, 60-66, pe tnv npoyevéotepn BIBAI-
oypaepia.

"Gregory 1993.

8 Gregory 1979. Slane & Sanders 2005, 293.

? Kazanaki-Lappa 2002, 639-640, 642-644.

enclosing the city must be dated to the
same period® (fig. 11). The similarities in
the masonry type of both fortifications are
striking; both are built with large, roughly
cut ashlars and ancient spolia. The new
city walls enclose a fraction of the
ancient walled area and only a part
of Protobyzantine Corinth. Still,

S b
e,
N

© |, even the remaining outline of the

£ ancient city walls must, despite
its devastation, have acted as a sort
of boundary for the urban fabric,
as is attested by the development of
medieval city quarters within it. A similar
practice is observed elsewhere as well, for
example in Byzantine Athens’. This new
fortification disconnects the city from its
acropolis, Acrocorinth, the latter taking
on a different role in the new defensive
system. Its remote position obscures its
exact function in the fortification layout
of the city and the port. A similar example,
where the fortified acropolis is discon-
nected from the walled city appears to be
Protobyzantine Argos, and its castle, as
well as in several other ancient cities, such
as Ephesos'?. In all aforementioned cases,
as in many others, two separate settlement
centers appear to evolve in parallel.

In any case, however, the use of the Acro-
corinth during the Protobyzantine period
is confirmed by archaeological evidence. A
three-aisled Early Christian basilica [3]"!
was built in place of an ancient sanctu-
ary of Aphrodite in the north-east peak,
which continued to be used, though with
consecutive alterations, throughout the
medieval period (Plan A, fig. 4, 14).

In a central point in the castle, behind the
inner line of defense, namely, where the
urban fabric consistently developed, one
finds a large, elongated, vaulted, brick cis-
tern [4] of the same time period (Plan

8 Gregory 1979. Slane & Sanders, 2005, 293.
9 Kazanaki-Lappa 2002, 639-640, 642-644.
19 Foss 1979, 111-115.

11 Blegen 1930a.



oUotnpa Siapoponolsital. H anopakpuopévn
B€on tou kabiotd NpoBAnpatikn tnv eppnveia
NS A&IToupyias tou otnv apuvtikh Bwpdkion
tns néAns kai tou Aipaviou. Eva avtiotoixo
PaIvOUEVO anoKomnns Tns OXUpns akpOnoAns
and v teixiopévn NN paivetal 6t cuvéRaive
kal oto npwtoPulavuivé Apyos pe To KAoTpo
TOU, NPAKTIKN nou Sev gival dyvwaotn kal o€
noM\és GN\es apxaies NoAels, dnws n'Epecos™.
Yus npoavapepOeioes NepINTWOEels, aANG Kal
o€ NoM\és dNAes, paivetal du avantiooovtal
olkiopoi og SUo nupnves.

Y& k@Oe nepintwon Opws, n xpnon tou Akpo-
kopivBou katd tnv npwtoBulavtivh nepiodo
TeEKHNpPIOVETAl and ta apxaloloyikd dedopéva.
Ltnv Bopeioavatolikh Kopugpn, otnv B€on tou
apxaiou iepoU tns Appoditns, olkoSopnOnke
tpikAitn nahaioxpiotiavikh BaciAika [3]'7, n
ornoia cuvéxioe va xpnolponoilsital Ye Yeta-
okeués o€ OAn TV pecaiwvikn nepiodo (Miv.
A, €ik. 4, 14).

Y€ KEVIPIKO ONpEIO TOU KAOTPOU, Nicw and v
E0WTEPIKN YPAPPN dpuvas, ekei SnAadn nou &i-

©Foss 1979, 111-115.
" Blegen 1930a.

A, fig. 15, 73)'2. A heavy arcade on piers
divides it in two. Pilasters along the long
walls suggest that there must have been
an earlier phase with different vaulting,
reinforced with supporting arches and
without intermediate supports, a structure
that might never have been completed. The
construction of vaults without the use of
wooden formwork is of particular interest,
as are the bricks along the central part of
the arch, which are placed perpendicular
and not radially to the axis of the vault, a
solution that also offer additional structural
integrity'®. The all-brick construction of the
cistern points to an earlier date, and may be
linked with the building program of Justin-
ian. In that case, the early phase, if it was
ever completed, must be dated even earlier.
The large square formed over this cistern
must have housed important public build-
ings, maybe even an important church.

12 Bon 1936, 257-259.

13 Lancaster 2009. Cf. similar vaulting in a cistern
in Middle Eastern Amaseia: Foss & Winfield
1986, 18 and fig. 58.

Eikéva 18:
nepiBolos otnv
Bopeia xapadpa
Sutikd dkpo

Figure 18:
enceinte of the
north bay,
west end

’
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Eikéva 19 (endvw):
nepiBoAos otnv
Bopeia xapadpa
kai nuAida G4

Figure 19 (top):
enceinte of the
north bay and
postern G4
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axpovika avantixOnke o OIKICTUKOS I0TOS ToU
kdotpou, Bpioketal peydAn, enipnkns BoAwtn
nAiveoktiotn kivatépva [4] s iSias enoxns
(Miv. A, eik. 15, 73)™. loxuph necoootoixia
v diaipei og SUo kAitn. MNMapaoctddes otous
pakpous toixous unodeikvuouv ot unnp&e kai
pia apxaidtepn ¢pdon pe diapopetikn Bolo-
Sopia, n onoia evioxudtav and opevdovia
xwpis evOidyueca otnpiypata, KataoKeun nou
iows v oAokAnpwOnke noté. Evdiapépov
napoucialel n kKAtaokeun Twv BOAWV Xwpis v
xphon §uhotdnou, pe ts NAivBous oto kevipi-
KO TUApA Tns kapdpas tonoBetnpéves kdBeta
otov d€ova tou BANou kal OxiI aktivwtd, Bolo-
Sopikh Aion nou npoopépel enions kahitepn
otaukh endpkeia’™. H oAénAiven kataokeuh
s Se§apevns Napanépnel Ge NPWIHOUS XPo-
VOUS Kal iows cuvOEégtal Pe TNV OIKOSOHIKNA
Spactnpidtnta tou louctiviavod. Xtnv nepi-
MtwOoN autA, N NPOYEVESTEPN (PACN, AV EiXe NO-

2Bon 1936, 257-259.

3 Lancaster 2009. MpBA. avtictoixn BohoSopikn
AUon o€ Kivotépva tou Kdotpo tns MikpaciatikAs
Apdoeias: Foss & Winfield 1986, 18 kai €ik. 58.

In addition to that, dozens of architectural
members from Protobyzantine buildings
(fig. 16) have been unearthed, as well as
artifacts of the same period, mostly pot-
tery, such as amphorae of the Late Roman
2 type (5"-7" c.) and part of the lip of a 5™
c. basin'# (fig. 17).

Thus documented, the habitation of the
Acrocorinth during that period presup-
poses at least a rudimentary security, and
hence, fortification works that would re-
pair the ancient enceinte largely destroyed
by Mommius. Procopios' information
concerning fortification works in Greece
is confirmed both by archaeological ex-
cavations and by inscriptions in Corinth
and the Isthmus'. It is difficult to discern
Protobyzantine defensive works in the Ac-
rocorinth. It should be assumed that the

141D number: KOP.2008/K11. Cf. Slane & Sand-
ers 2005, 260, no. 2-44, 265. Archaeologist
Elli Tzavella is studying the pottery.

15 TTpoxdmiog, [Tepi Kriopdrov, kep. IV.ii. 23-28.



€ oAokAnpwBei, Oa npénel va avaxOei akdpn
vwpitepa. H peydAn nAateia nou oxnpatiletal
ndvw ano tnv KIvotépva npénel va piAogevou-
o€ onpavukd dnpdaia ktApia, iows akdpn Kai
kdnoio vao.

Eni nAéov, Sexddes ival ta apxitektovikd PEAN
ané npwrtoBulavuva kthpia (gik. 16), kabws
Kal ta Kivntd euphpata tns idias nepidédou, Ku-
piws KEPAMIKN, ONWS THAHATA APPOPEWY TOU
uotepopwidikol tinou 2 (Sos-7os al.), tphpa
xeihous Aekavidas tou 5ou ar.™ (eik. 17).

H tekpnpiwpévn and ta napandvw katoiknon
tou AkpokopivBou npoiinoBétel otoixelwdn
acpdAeia, dpa kar oxupwpatikd épya, nou
Ba ocupnAnpwvav tov axpnoteupévo and tov
Méppio apxaio nepiBolo. H nAnpogopia tou
Mpokdniou yia oxupwpatkd épya otnv EAAGSa
TeEKPNpIwVETal apxaloloyikd kal enypagpikd

4 Ap. Tautét.: KOP.2008/K11. MpPA. Slane & Sanders
2005, 260, no. 2-44, 265. Tnv kepapIKA HENETA N
apxaioAéyos EN\n TZaBéNAa.

NpwTtoBulavtivog AkpokdplvBog

ancient walls survived in a relatively good
state of repair and that any Protobyzantine
additions must have been rather limited,
most probably in the sections that Mom-
mius had completely demolished, such
as the gates. It is even possible that the
Protobyzantine interventions are today
covered by later phases, as is the case in
the walls of the current middle (second)
enclosure [II].

Hence, there are two sections that could
potentially be dated to this period. One
is the northern gorge walls [IV4-1V5], in
which ancient ashlars are masterfully re-
used, reminding us of the fortifications of
the city and Hexamilion (Plan A, fig. 18-
19). Nevertheless, the incorporated Early
Christian architectural members in the in-
ner facade of the same walls, the masonry
type of this facade, the small gate G4 with
its arch of ashlar voussoirs lined with a
brick course, all point to a much later date
for this defensive structure, in the Middle

Eikéva 20:
nuAida G4 and
TO E0WTEPIKO

Figure 20:

postern G4, from

the inside
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otnv Képivoo kai tov 1oBpé™. Ltov Akpoko-
pIvBo SUokoAa pnopouv va evroniotoly npw-
toBudavuvd apuvtkd épya. ©a npénel iows va
unoBéooupe 6t ta apxaia teixn diatnpolviav
O€ OXETKA IKAVOMoINTKN Katdotaon kai Ot ol
onoies npwtoBulavuvés npoobnkes Ba ntav
avaloyikd neplopiopéves, NiBavov ota onpeia
nou o Moppios eixe katadapioel, Snws A.x.
ous nuAes. lows, pdhiota, onpepa ol npwto-
Bulavtivés enepPdoels va kahintovial and oyl-
potepes pdoels, Onws ANwote cupBaivel pe to
Teix0s Tou onpepivol evSiduecou (Seltepou)
nepiBéAou.

Auo gival ta pnpata nou Ba pnopoulcav va
avaxBouv, evdexopévws, og auth Ty nepiodo.
To €éva €ival 1o teixos tns Bopelas xapadpas
[IV4-IV5], oto onoio enavaxpnoiponololvtal
pe 181aitepn enipéleia ol apxaies AlBSONAIvVOol,
Bupilovtas us oxupwaoels ns Katw NéAns kai
tou E€apiniou (Miv. A, eik. 18-19). Qotdoo, n
EVOWHATWON NAAAIOXPICTIAVIKWY APXITEKTO-
VIKQV HEA®V OTNV €0WTEPIKN Napeld tou idiou
TEIXOUS, N HOPPN NS TOIXOMOIias TNS ECWTEPI-
kns napeids kai n nuAida G4 tou teixous pe v
kapdpa and AageutoUs Boites pe nepIBArAou-
oa nAivBo oto pétwno unodeikviouv pia xpo-
voAdyNnon autoU Tou apuvtikou €pyou apketd
oylIpdtepa, katd tnv péon Bulavuvn nepiodo
(eik. 20). MeooBulavtivés ival kai ol ndAEeis
MOuU CTEPAVWVOUV TO €va TPNua.

To &eltepo, ival éva Tunpa pnkous poAIs Sp.
KTIOPEVO HE HIKTA ToIxonolia otny votia nheupd
TOoU KAoTpou, petadu twv onpeiwv 1IV14-1V16
(eix. 21). Mapd us aMendnhes endiopHw-
otls Kal Ta pnahwpata, Siakpivetal n apxiknh
s poppn: apyohiBodoph evalhaccdpevn
HE TpINAés ogipés NAivBwv. Alakpivovtal tpeis
ka®’ Uyos nAivBives {wves. To eNdxioto autd
KOMpATI TEiXOUs €ival npopavws Kanolia toni-
kh emdidpBwon, evw chpepa gival eviaypévo
avdpeoa og pecoBulavuves kal oBwHavikEs
pdoeis. Edpddetal eni twv Aeiydvwv tou apxai-
ou Teixous kal cupnAnpwvetal ka®’ Uyos and
peooBulavtivi toixonolia. Luvenws, 1doo o
winos tns toixornolias, 4co kal n 6éon s otnv
XpOvoAoyIKn aANAOUXIa TwV TOIXOSOHIKWOV
TPONWVY OTO CUYKEKPIHEVO onpeio kaBiotolv

3 Mpokonios, lMepi Ktuopdtwv, kep. IV.ii. 23-28.

Byzantine period (fig. 20). Of similarly
Middle Byzantine date are the crenellations
that crown this wall section.

The second is a section only 5m. long, built
with mixed masonry on the east side of
the castle, between points IV14-1V16 (fig.
21). Despite successive repairs and patches,
its original form is still discernible: rub-
ble masonry alternating with triple brick
courses. Three such brick courses are to
be found along the height of the wall. This
fractional section of wall is obviously some
sort of local repair, today incorporated
within posterior (Middle Byzantine and
Ottoman) phases. It rests on the remains
of the ancient walls and is filled in along
its height with Middle Byzantine masonry.
Hence, both the type of masonry, as well as
its position in the chronological sequence
of masonry types in the same place, points
to a date in the Protobyzantine period,



nmBavn pia xpovoAdynonh tou otny npwtoBula-
vuvn nepiodo, katd tnv onoia, AMNwOoTE, gival
181aitepa Siadopévn otnv EANNGSa’. Qotdoo,
npIv tnv cuctnpatikh Sigpelivnon Tou onpeiou
Sev pnopei va anokAeiotei To evéexdpevo n
ToIXomnolia auth va gival kal oyipdtepn, akdpn
ka1 peooBulavuvn.

16 EvSeiktika: Nikdnohn, @ecoalovikn, @iNinnol. Ltnv
Mehondvvnoo, n pikth toixonolia anavtd dnag oto
E€apihio (Gregory 1993, 138), eve npdogata éxel
evioniotei otnv oxUpwon tns ndptns and tov K.
Tooupn kar tns MeBwvns and tov M. Kanna kai
€xouv BewpnBei npwtopulavuvés.

during which it was, crucially, prevalent in
Greece'®. Still, without a systematic investi-
gation of this spot, one cannot rule out the
possibility that this masonry might be later,
perhaps even of Middle Byzantine date.

16 Indicatively: Nikopolis, Thessalonike, Philip-
poi. In the Peloponnese, mixed masonry is en-
countered once in Hexamillion (Gregory 1993,
138), while it was recently also discovered in
the fortifications of Sparta by K. Tsouris and of
Methoni by M. Kappas and have been consid-
ered to be Protobyzantine.

Eikéva 21:
véua teixn. TpApa
HE HIKTA ToIXorolia

Figure 21:
South Wall.
Section with
mixed masonry
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Eikéva 22:
poAuBSSBoulo
undtou lwdvvn
(8os al.)

Figure 22:

lead seal of
consul Ioannes
(8™ c.)
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O AkpokoplvBoc Twv
METARATIKWY AlVWV

(70C al. - 843)

Acrocorinth in the Transitional

centuries (7" c. — 843)

tous duokolous MetaBatikoUus Alw-
ZVES, n KépivBos e§akohouBei va eivai

€kkAno1aoTikS KEVIpo Kal £€6pa tns au-
ToKpatoplkns Sioiknons. Lto té\os tou 7ou
aiova (687-694) yiveral npwteliouca tou ve-
ooUotatou Bépatos EANGSOs ki évav alwva
apydtepa (786-788) npwrelouca tou véovu,
ouppIkvwpévou, Bépatos Nehonovvnoou. Tau-
éXpova, n PNTPONoAA s NApApEVEl EKKANGI-
actkA KEPan tns nepioxns. Onws Npokuntel
and us avackagés nou Sievepyei n 25n EBA
Ta teheutaia xpovia, n KépivBos e§akohouBei
va diatnpei Tov actikd Tns xapakthpa pe dpa-
otnpidtnta nou avixvelstal péoa, al\d kai €§w
and ta npwtopulavuivd teixn s kdtw néAns.

H «kaotponoinon» tou npwigou pecaiwva,
N Katdpynon twv acTiK®WV AEITOUPYIWV Kal
n ouppikvwon twv NOAewv o€ kdotpa, otnv
KopivBo AapBdvouv 161alouca poppn, ka-
Bws n Bepatikn npwtelouca diabgtel duo
kdotpa: ekeivo tns KAtw NOANS Kai Tov
AxpokopivBo.'Etol, n avapopd tou au-
tokpdtopa Kwvotavtivou Z Tlopgu-
poyévvntou, katd tnv e€iotépnon twv
yeyovotwy tns moAiopkias tns Ndatpas
and tous LAdBous to £tos 805, ot “o
...0TPATHYOG OTIAPXEV IPOG THY AKpaY
100 Oéuarog év kkotpw KopivBouv...”,
Sev ival capés o€ nolo and ta duo au-
1d Kdotpa avapépetal, apou n £vvola autn
tautidetal pe ekeivn s nOAns. As onpeiwbei,

Corinth maintains its status as an eccle-

siastical center and the seat of imperial
administration. Around the end of the 7™
c. (687-694), it becomes the capital of the
newly established theme of Greece, and a
century later (786-788) the capital of the
new, reduced, theme of the Peloponnese.
At the same time, its metropolis remains
the ecclesiastical head of the region. The
excavations that the 25™ Ephorate of Byz-
antine Antiquities has been carrying out
in recent years, have demonstrated that
Corinth retains its urban character, and
its activity is traceable both within and
outside the Protobyzantine walls of the
lower city.

In the troubled Transitional centuries,

The “castralization” of the early Middle
Ages, the decline of urban functions and
the reduction of cities into castles took a
peculiar form in Corinth, as the capital of
the thema possessed two castles: that of the



wotdoo, 6u dtav npénel va diakpivouv
ol Bulavtuivoi tv kdtw ndAn and tov
AkpokdpivBo, tnv pev NpwTn TNV ava-
PEPOUV WS KEUNOPIOV» N «XWPa» Kal
Tov Seltepo ws «kdotpovy . ASIukpi-
viotos Aoindv napapével o pOAos Tou
AkpokopivBou auth tnv nepiodo.

O1I neplopiopéves avaockapés
€xouv anodwaoel eupnpata Ku-
piws tou 7ou al. O1 nahaiés
avaockagés tns ALKXA eixav
€vtonioel entd vopiopata tou
Hpak\eiou (6 10-64 1) kai €iko-
ol téooepa tou Kohvotavos B
(641-668) ané v NEPIOXN NS
BaoiAiknAs kal tns kphAvns Avw
Meipavns'®. 'Eva akdpn voi-

7 De adm. Imp., 228-229, kep. 49. Epndpiov: NikAtas
Xwvidtns, 75. Xwpa: Xpovikdv tou Mopéws, ot.
1459-1462: “To kdotpov yap tijs KopivOos keirou
amavw eig 6pog / Povviv Dmapyer OoxTIoTOV KaXl
70i0G V& TO éyKwuLdoet; / ) ywpa yip ebplokeTov
kaTwOev €i¢ TOV K&umOV / Y€ TUPYOUS Yip Kl é
Teyéa Kadd mepiAetopévy”.

'8 Bellinger 1930, 66.

lower city and the Acrocorinth.
Therefore, the passage in the
account of the siege of Patras
by the Slavs in 805, written by
the emperor Constantine VII Por-
phyrogennetos and reporting that
“0 ...0TpatnydG UTAipxEV TIPOG TV
dxpav 100 éuartog v kkoTpw
KopivBov...” (“the ...general
was posted at the edge
of the theme in the cas-
tle of Corinth”), is un-
clear, since the term “cas-
tle” could refer to either
that of the Acrocorinth
or to the city itself. It
should be noted, though,
that when the Byzantines
wished to differentiate be-
tween the lower city and the
Acrocorinth, they referred to the first as
“emporeion” or “chora” and to the latter as
“castron” 7. On the basis of the above, the

17 De adm. Imp., 228-229, chap. 49. Epndpiov:

Eixéva 25 (endvw):
vouos nepipolos.
Teixn pe tpeis
TOIXOMOligs:
apxaia kai SUo
HECAIWVIKES

Figure 25 (above):
south enceinte.
Walls with three
types of masonry:
one ancient and
two medieval

Eixdva 23:
népnn tinou
«KopivBou», B’
p106 70U — apxés
8ou a.

Figure 23:
“Corinthian”
buckle (second
half of 7% c. -
early 8" c.)
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Eikdva 26:
nopyos 118 pe
spolia otnv Bdon

Figure 26:
tower 1118 with
spolia on the
surface of its
lower section




Acrocorinth in the

Transitional centuries

Eikéva 24:
eniypapn
emokénou Pwtiou
navw o€ KOpHO
kiova vaou (a'picd
9ou ar.)

Figure 24:
inscription on
church column
referring to
bishop Photios
(first half of 9t
c.)
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opa tou Hpakheiou BpéBnke ous €peuves tns
25ns EBA, kaBds kai oxeukd nepiopiopévn
KEPAMIKN, SNws Tpnpa kavatoul tou 7ou ai.’
Eidik6 evdiapépov yia tnv xpAon Tou Xwpou
napoucialel n avelpeon evos poAuBSSBoulou
tou 8ou al. nou avike otov Unato lwdvvn (gik.
22), pia pnpodtdivn népnn tou 7ou-8ou al.
and tdpo otnv nahaioxpiotavikh BaciNikn?C,
n onoia npogavws e§akoNoubsi va gival o
xphon, kaBws Kkal pia Sedtepn tinou «Kopiv-
Bou» (B” pic6 7ou —apxés ou al.) (eik. 23).
H avaxpovoAdynon pias eniypapns and tov
Xwpo n onoia, katd tov [. Behévn, olpgpwva pe
nahaioypagikés eveitels, xpovoloyeital oto
éhos tns MetaBatikns nepiédou, dnhadn oto
a'piod tou You aiwva, Sivel vées Siaotdoels
otnv xpron tou kGotpou (eik. 24). Eival xapay-
Hévn ndvw o€ koppd Kiova and dyvwoto vad
tou AkpokopivBou kal avagpépetal o €vav,
apdptupo and ahAn nnyn, eniokono oo, o
onoios gunioutilel Tov KatdAoyo
twv pntponoNitv Kopivoou?'.
E¢p’ doov o koppds dev peta-
P€pOnke and v k4tw NoAN
o€ Ayvwoto Xpovo, TOTE n
olvdeon tou PntponoAitn
pE pia ekkAnoid tou Akpo-
kopivBou npodidel tnv on-
Hacia nou €xel anoktnoel o
XWPOS QUTA TNV EMNOXN TNS
avacpdAeias.

Yus oxupwotls, dev pnopei
va Siayvwortei pe acpdAeia
¢pdon nou va xpovoAoyeital
auth tnv gnoxn. Mia npoxel-
pn apyohiBodopn nou evio-
nietal ndvw and ta apxaia
1eixn kal kdtw anod us HECO-
Bulavuivés toixonolies, pé-
OW AUTAS TNS OXETIKNS XPO-
voAdynons Ba pnopouocke,
evdexopévws, va cuvSeBei pe
v petaBatikh nepiodo, otol-

" TpBA. Slane & Sanders 2005, 276, no. 4-38, 280.

20 Davidson 1937, 235, sik. 6A-B. Davidson 1957,
271, no. 2188, pl. 114. Sanders 2002, 648.

21 Tia tnv naNidtepn xpovoASyNon Kal TNV NPoYevESTe-
pn BiBAMioypaeia: Feissel & Philippidis-Braat 1985,
295-296.

role of the Acrocorinth during this period
is bound to remain unclear.

The limited excavations on Acrocorinth
have produced mostly 7" c. finds. Older
excavations carried out by the ASCSA had
brought to light seven coins of Heracleios
(610-641) and twenty-four of Constans IT
(641-668) in the area of the basilica and
the Upper Peirene spring'®. Another coin of
Heracleios was found during the investiga-
tions of the 25" Ephorate, as well as a few
pieces of pottery, such as a segment of a 7"
c. jug®. A particularly interesting find, as
valuable evidence for the use of the space,
is an 8™ c. lead seal belonging to consul
TIoannes (fig. 22), a 7"-8™ c. bronze buckle
found in a grave in the Early Christian ba-
silica?, which was apparently still in use,
and another buckle of the “Corinth” type
(second half of the 7"-early 9" c.) (fig. 23).
The revised chronology of an inscription,
that according to palaiographical indica-
tions on which G. Velenis was based on is
to be dated towards the end of the Tran-
sitional period, i.e. the first half of the 9®
c., opens up new prospects for the study
of the functions of the castle (fig. 24). It
is carved on a column from an unidenti-
fied church in the Acrocorinth and makes
reference to a bishop Photios, unknown
from other sources, who must be added to
the list of Corinthian bishops?!. Assuming
that this column was not transported there
from the lower city, the connection of this

Nikntag Xwviding, 75. Xaopa: Xpovikdv tou
Mopéwg, 1. 1459-1462: To k&kotpov y&p T7G
KopivBog keitau amdvw eig 6pog / Povviv Omépyer
OedxTI0TOV KOtl TT0I0G VX TO €yKWwidoes; / 1] xpa yop
eUploKeTOV KATWOEY €I TOV K&umov / Yé Topyous yip
kol pé teyéa kadd nepucheiopévy”. (“The castle of
Corinth stands on a mount/ such a mountain
built by God and who might praise it/ while the
chora lies down in the valley/ encircled well
with towers and walls.”)
18 Bellinger 1930, 66.

19 Cf. Slane & Sanders 2005, 276, no. 4-38, 280.
20 Davidson 1937, 235, fig. 6A-B. Davidson 1957,
271, no. 2188, pl. 114. Sanders 2002, 648.

21 For previous dating and earlier bibliography:
Feissel & Philippidis-Braat 1985, 295-296.



xeloBetwvias kdnola apuviikh Spactnpidtnta
otov Aogo, xpeldletal Spws nepaitépw Sie-
peuvnon (eik. 25). Enions, ta xapnAd tphapata
s ecwtepikns (tpitns) ypappns oxtpwons |l
eival oxedov €€ ohokhnpou Sopnpéva pe spolia
apxdiwv Ktnpiwv, Kupiws Naraioxpiotiavikoy
(eix. 26). ©a pnopoloav, cuvenws, va £xouv
KTUOTEN Qutn Ty €noxA.

0 AkpokdplvBog Twv

MeTtafatikwv Alwvwyv

bishop to a church in Acrocorinth reveals
the importance that the area had acquired
in those times of heightened insecurity.

A fortification phase that can be safely dat-
ed to this period cannot be found. A rough,
rubble masonry section, situated over the
ancient walls and under the Middle Byz-
antine walls, could potentially, through
relative chronology, be attributed to this
Transitional period. Thus, it confirms the
existence of fortification constructions on
the hill at the time, but further investiga-
tion is required (fig. 25). Also, the lower
part of the inner (third) line of defense
IIT is almost entirely built of spolia from
ancient, mainly Early Christian buildings
(fig. 26). These could possibly have been
built in this period.
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MeooBulavtivoc AkpokopLvBoc

(843-1210)

Middle Byzantine Acrocorinth

(843-1210)

Eikova 27 : v péon Bulavuivn nepiodo, n KopivBos
pecoPudavuvé avantiooetal taxutata kal egeAicoetal
Happapivo o€ peydho olkovopIKS kévtpo. Avadel-
Owpdkio téuniou , L .

e opiyya Kal kvUETal o€ NEPIPEPEIAKS NONO CUYKEVTPWONS
Movtdpi (110s kal 81d8gons aypotikwv Npoidviwy pe Blote-
-120s a1.) xvikh napaywyn (kepapiikn, petdé€l, petanoinon
- YEWPYIKQOV NPoidviwv). H akun auth anotu-
Figure 27: . M@VETAl Kal oTnV NOAEOSOIKA NS €NéKTaon
Middle Byzantine

marble screen
panel depicting
sphinx with lion
(11t - 121 ¢.)

cseangy

e
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HE NUKVO aoTKO 10TO O€ MEPIOXES MOV €ixav
eykatalelpOei and aiwves, dnws n NEPIOXN ToU
pwpaikoU ¢époup??, katahapPdvovtas ekte-
tapéves neploxés petagl tou npwtoPulavti-
vou Kal Tou apxdiou apuvtikou nepifoéiou. Ta
S naiaid, npw-
R _ Y toBulavuva
N " teixn s Ké-
Tw NoAns dev
npénel va eivai
nAéov a€iéniota,
onws npokuntel
dMwote kal and
v dAwon kal AenAa-
oia tns KopivBou and
tov Noppavdd Baoihid
s Likehias Poynpo B'to
€tos 1147.

AvtiBeta, 1oxupd teixn opOw-

vovtal NAéov otov AKpokopIv-
B0, o onoios eni NAéov ¢aivetal
ot yvwpidel kal chpavtikn act-

Chm e A A,

NVt £}

22 Sanders 2002. Sanders 2003a, 181ait. 395 k.€.

develops rapidly and evolves into a ma-

jor economic center. It emerges as a
hub where agricultural produce and manu-
factured goods (pottery, silk, secondary
agricultural products) are collected and
distributed from and to the periphery.
The city’s bloom is illustrated by its urban
expansion in the form of a dense urban
fabric re-occupying areas abandoned for
centuries, such as the area of the Roman
forum??, as well as large areas between the
Protobyzantine and the ancient walled en-
closures. The old, Protobyzantine walls of
the lower city must have offered less than
adequate protection, as is confirmed by its
conquest and sack by the Norman king of
Sicily Roger IT in 1147.

In contrast, strong walls rise on the Ac-
rocorinth at the time, while the castle
appears to undergo intensive urban de-

I n the Middle Byzantine period, Corinth

22 Sanders 2002. Sanders 2003a, esp. 395 and
onwards.



kh avantuén. H véa noAuddnavn oxu-
pwon odnyei oto cupnépacpa ot o
AkpokopivBos €xel anoktnoel NAéov
npoéxovta poho otnv KépivBo kai iows
eKkei va Bpioketal n €5pa twv SI0IKNTIKWOV
Kal EKKANCIACTIKWY apXwV.

Y10 e0WwTEPIKO TOU, gvioniotnkav Asiyava
KTNpiwVv oTIS avaokapEs twv avaAnppatikaov
ToiXwV Kdtw and v peydhn kivotépva. Lnya-
vukés eival kal ol evéeifels vaodopikns Spa-
otnpiontas: n tpikAitn BaciAikn oto 1pd s
Appoditns éxel kal peooPulavuvh pdon. And
US £wS CNPEPA EPEUVES EXOUV EVTIONIOTEI €K Me-
pIcUNNoyns h pe avaokapn Sekades pappdpiva
ApXITEKTOVIKA PENN Kal YAUMTA vawVv autns s
enoxns (eniotia, necciokol kal Bwpdkia pap-
papIvwV TEpnAwy, apgikioviokol napadipwy,
nepiBupwpata kAn.) (eik. 27). Molovét pnopei
kaveis va unoBéoel ot opiopéva Ba pnopou-
oav va €xouv petapepOei and tnv kdtw noéAn,
Sev avaipeital 1o yeyovds ou autd BpéBnkav
oto kdotpo Kal €ixav xpnoiponolindsei kei. AN-
Awote, and ta peooPulavuvd yAurtd, ehdxiota
gival evtoixiopéva og B xpnon ota Teixn kai ta
KTAPIA TOU KAOTPOU, OTOIXEIO MOU eVIOXUEI TNV
nmBavotnta autd va koopoUuoav vaous Tns no-
xns atov AkpokdpivBo. Lta yAuntd nepiAapBa-
vovtal kal Sekatéooepa eniotUNIa TéUNAOU nou
xpovoAoyouvtal and tov 100 £€ws tov 120 al.,
1a onoia Ba pnopoucav va kocopoUv 1I6dpIBpes
ekkAnoies kai pas Sivouv pia eikéva tou apib-
Hou twv pecoBulavuvady vawy nou AavBdavouv
otov xwpo?3. Xe autd nepidapBdvetal kai éva

2 H peNétn kal Snpoaciguon tns yAuntikas yivetal and
v &pa. E. MavwAéooou.

—p—— Bn_Tutuares

foun Tuwaros ahronbs
aupopia o

coumehares *
oxediann

MeooBulavtivog AkpokdpLlvBog

velopment as well. This new, costly for-
tification leads to the conclusion that the
Acrocorinth has acquired a prominent role
in Corinth and that it might house the
seat of administrative and ecclesiastical
authorities.

The excavations around the retaining walls
under the great cistern have unearthed
remains of buildings in the interior of the
Acrocorinth. There are also important in-
dications of church building activity: the
three-aisled basilica at the sanctuary of
Aphrodite also has a Middle Byzantine
phase. To this day, excavations or surface
surveys have brought to light dozens of
marble architectural members and sculp-
tures belonging to churches of this period
(architraves, colonettes and panels from
marble altar-screens, window mullions,
door frames, etc.) (fig. 27). Despite the
fact that they might have been transported
there from the lower city, it is undeniable
that they were found in the castle and put
to use there.

Besides, hardly any Middle Byzantine sculp-
tures are incorporated and reused in the
walls and buildings of the castle, a fact
that supports the assumption that at the
time they were still serving their prima-
ry function of decorating the churches in

Eixdva 28:
pecoBulavuvéd
pappdpivo
€NICTUNIO TEUNAOU
E eniypapn and
vao twns MNavayias

Figure 28:

Middle
Byzantine marble
architrave from
the iconostasis
of Panagia
church with an
inscription

Eixéva 29 (kdtw
apiotepd):
pecoBulavtivos
appopéas tinou
Ortpdvto

Figure 29 (below
left):

Middle Byzantine
amphora
(Otranto type)

Eikéva 30 (kdtw
Se€id):
pecoBulavtivn
xUtpa

Figure 30 (below
right):

Middle Byzantine
cooking pot

wh o1

TEABE ARA ERMIEABET
MIFOZIONTH EYATTEAI

AKPOKOPINGOE
27.01.2012
xvrpa

ap GxEbioy
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Eixéva 31:
nupyos V
BopeloavatoAikis
Kopupns

Figure 31:
tower V on the
northeast peak

eveniypago tou 10ou-11ou al., evtoixiopévo
O€ VEWTEPN EMNICKEUN TOU TEIXOUS, OTNV NPpwIN
YPAppN tns Sutikns oxUpwons, TO OMnoio pas
nAnpogopei O nNpoépxetal and vad apiepw-
pévo otnv Mavayia (eik. 28). Tnv katoiknon
Tou kdotpou BeBaiwvouy gnions ta vopiopata
kal n kepapikh [tphpata and apgopeis (eik. 29),
xUtpes (eik. 30) kal epualwpiéva ayyeia®?].

Tnv id1a enoxn, o1 U0 €CWTEPIKES KOPUPES TOU
ASpou nou npoo@épouy enonteia os éva pe-
yaho tunpa tns MNeAonovvnoou kai tns Ltepeds
EAM\GSas, kaBws kar otis SUo Bdhaooss, Tov
KopivBiakd kai tov Zapwviko KOAMo, anoktolv
anoé éva peydho opBoywviké nipyo [V 1, 5]
(Miv. A, k. 1, 3-4). Ztnv BopeioavatoNikn ko-
pupn Siakpivovtal onyepa ta epeinia tou evos
SinAa otnv Baoiikn nou 16pUlnke otn O€on tou
1EpoU s Appoditns (eik. 31). Exel unootnpi-
xB¢ei 611 and autdv npoépxetal pia enypapn
otnv onoia pvnpovelstal 6t o «Avaé Aéwv
[éxel tauuotei pe tov Aéova LT (886-912)]

24 Apgpopéas tinou Otpdvro (9%-12° au.), Ap. Tau-
t6t.: KOP.2008/K11. MpBA. Sanders 2003b, 16,
fig. 4.13. Xdtpa, Ap. Tautét. KOP.1989/K4.
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the Acrocorinth. These sculptures include
fourteen altar-screen architraves dating to
the 10™ till the 12% c., which might have
adorned an equal number of churches and
provide a clue as to the true number of still
undiscovered churches in the castle?. These
architraves include an inscribed one from
the 10®-11% c., incorporated into a later
wall repair on the outer line of defense
towards the west, which informs us that
it comes from a church dedicated to the
Holy Virgin (fig. 28). The habitation of the
castle is also confirmed by coins, pottery
(segments of amphorae) (fig. 29), cooking
pots (fig. 30) and glazed ceramics?*.

In the same period, the two interior peaks
of the hill that offer a good vista of a large
part of the Peloponnese and Mainland
Greece, as well as of the two sea bodies,
the Gulf of Corinth and the Saronic Gulf,

2 Dr. E. Manolessou is researching and will be
publishing the Byzantine sculpture.

24 Otranto type amphora (9"-12" c.), ID number:
KOP.2008/K11. Cf. Sanders 2003b, 16, fig.
4.13. Cauldron, ID number: KOP.1989/K4.



gotnoe mupyov...»*> 0 onoios €ixe v AeItoup-
yia ppuktwpias. Ané tov vouodutkd nipyo &i-
akpivovtal Agipava tns katwtepns otddpns tou,
EVOWHATWHEVA OTUS HETAYEVECTEPES PATEIS.

O1 peocoBulavuivés oxupwoels Tou Akpoko-
pivBou anotéAecav éva and ta onpavukote-
pa pecoBulavtivd oikoSopikd npoypdppata
ns autokpatopias otnv Néta EAAGSa. Tote
ulorolgital n opIcTKA Xdpagn twv TEIXWVY, n
onoia owdetal éws kal chpepa, onws unodel-
kvUouv ta TgApata nou Siatnpouvial o€ OAn
oxeddv v nepipetpo. H apuvtikh opydvwon
akoAouBei ta yvwotd Bulavuva npdtuna kal
npocappdletal ota Sedopéva tou xwpou. Ta
Baoikd otoixeia s peooBulavtivis oxUpwons
eival ta akéAouba:

® O nepiBolos akohouBei ev NOANoIs ekeivn
Tou apxaiou teixous. Ta teixn a§lonololv kal
EVOWHATWVOUV AEITOUpYIKA TS NAAaISTEPES
APUVTIKES KATAOKEUES, Onws tov peydho vo-
TI0 NUPYO OTO CUYKPSTNHA TNS ECWTEPIKAS KE-
vIpIKns NUANs, kaBws kal tov Bopeio kal vétio
npopaxwva otny idia ypappn duuvas (Miv. B,
eik. 12-13, 18-19, 32-33). H afionoinon twv
apxaiwv SOHWV Kal N EVOWHPATwon Tous oUs

25 Rife 2008.

MeooBulavtivog AkpokdpLlvBog

acquire a large rectangular tower each [V1,
5] (Plan A, fig. 1, 3-4). On the north-east
peak, one can still discern the ruins of the
one tower next to the basilica founded
there in place of the sanctuary of Aphro-
dite (fig. 31). It has been claimed that an
inscription which reads «Ava Aéwv éotnoe
mopyov...» (“ruler Leo [identified with em-
peror Leo VI (886-912)] erected a tower...
”)*> belongs to the same building which
must have functioned as a signal tower.
The remains of only the lower level of the
south-west tower survive, embedded in
subsequent phases.

The Middle Byzantine fortifications
of the Acrocorinth constituted one of the
most important Middle Byzantine build-
ing programs of the Empire in southern
Greece. It is at this time that the definitive
outline of the curtain walls is realized,
an outline that survives to this day, as is
attested by surviving sections through-
out the modern perimeter. The defensive
organization of the castle follows well
established Byzantine standards, adapted
to the particularities of the location. The

% Rife 2008.

Eixéva 32:
Bopeios
npopaxwvas

11113 ecwtepikol

Teixous

Figure 32:

north bastion

1113 of the inner

wall III
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Eikéva 33:
votios
npopaxwvas
116 ecwtepikol
teixous Il

Figure 33:

south bastion
1116 of the inner
wall IIT
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Bulavtivés oxupwaoels anotelei Tov kavéva o€
OAes Tis B€oels mou unnpxav naiaidtepa teixn.

® H xdpa&n a§ionolei oto €nakpo tnv puoIKA
oxUpwon tns Béons (eik. 1, 3, 4, 34). O Nopos
nepiBaNietal and évav anhé nepipolo [IV] kai
o€ teixn pnkous nepinou 2.700p. undpxouv
HOAIs SUo pikpoi NUpyol otnv oxetikd eUdAwTN
véua nheupd. O €vas, o IV 17, gival oxeddv te-
Tpaywvikhs kdroyns, diactdoswy 4,00X4,15p.
kal o &eltepos TpIywvikds IV 16 pe nheupés
4,35X4,60p. (Miv. A, eik. 35, 36). Evas akdpn
opBoywvikds Nupyos [1V7] otnv Bépeia nieupd
HANNov npénel va xpovoloynBei og oyipdtepn
nepioSo (Miv. A, eik. 37). Aev pnopei, BéBaia,
va anokAegiotei n mbavotnta va unnpxav ki a\-
Mol nUpyol ota onpeia nou dev ocwlovtal ta
HECaIwVIKA Teixn h va éxouv aviikataotaOsi
and PETayevEOTEPES KATAOKEUES, aUTS OHWS
Sev al\alel tnv yevikA €1kdva tns anoAUtws
onopadikns xphons tous. ANwaoTe, ol nipyol
unokaBioctavtal otov AkpokdpivBo and «yeu-
Sonupyous» h «yeudonpopaxwvesy [IV2-1V6,
IV9-1V12, IV18-1V19] nou Siapoppvovral
and tous iSlous tous nepIBONous dtav akoAou-
Bolv s évioves npoe§oxés tou eddpous (Miv.
A, €ik. 4, 34, 38). H A\Uon auth epappoletal
Kal ota VEWTePa TPnpata tou nepifdéiou, ot
avtikatdotaon, NPoPaves, TwWV NaAaIOTEPWV.

basic elements of Middle Byzantine forti-
fications are the following:

* The enclosure outline is very close to
that of the ancient walls. The walls exploit
and functionally incorporate older defen-
sive structures, such as the large south
tower in the internal, central gate complex
[G3], as well as the north and south bas-
tions on the same line of defense [III] (Plan
B, fig. 12-13, 18-19, 32-33). The exploita-
tion of old structures and their incorpora-
tion into the Byzantine fortifications is the
norm where older walls survived.

* The fortification layout takes full ad-
vantage of the naturally fortified position
(fig. 1, 3, 4, 34). The hill is enclosed with
a simple enceinte [IV] and on the 2.700m.
long walls there are only two small tow-
ers on the relatively vulnerable southern
side. The first, IV17, is an almost rec-
tangular tower, measuring 4.00x4.15m.,
and the second IV16 is triangular with
4.35x4.60m. sides (Plan A, fig. 35, 36).
Yet another rectangular tower [IV7] on the
northern side must probably be dated to a
later period (Plan A, fig. 37). Of course,
it cannot be ruled out that other towers
might have existed, especially in the loca-




® H anpdoitn B£€on tou kAotpou enétpeye
otous Bulavtivous va ugwoouv éva xapnio
avaloyikd teixos Upous 5. nepinou, to onoio
anolnyel o€ nepidpopo Pe 0Soviwtes endEels,
and 6nou noAepouv ol apuvépevol (sik. 18,
40). ENéxiota gival ta tpApata twv Siathpn-
Hévwv pecalwvikwv endAEewy, n nAglovotnta
TWV OMoiwv €X€l avaKataokeUaoTei MoAU oyl-
potepa. Xe opiopéva onpeia, Onws ndvw and
v véua nuhida G7, Siakpivovtal SUo enineda
Bulavuvov endA&ewv. O1 xapn\otepes €xouv
TEIXIOTET Kal €£XOUV avakataokeuaotel YnAdtepa
(eik. 40).

® H épgpaon otnv duuva tou Adpou §60nke
oto nNAéov eudAwto onpeio ths Sutikns MAgupds
Tou, 6nou Bpioketal kai n Bacikn npéopaon
oto kdotpo (Miv. A, eix. 1, 4, 6, 41-42, 47-
48). H avaykn eniteu€ns au€npévns apuvtikns
Kal anotpentikns 10xUos agp’ evos, alAd kal
npoBoAns kai enidei§ns tns autokpatopikns
SUvapns otnv «enionpn» dyn pe tnv peydAn
KevTpIkh NUAN tou kdotpou ap’ etépou, odn-
ynoe otov oxed1acpd Kal otnv eKtéNeon evos
EVIUNWOIAaKOU OXUPWHATIKOU £pyou.

® To oUotnpa tns dutikns oxUpwaons anap-
ti¢etal and 8o nepiBdious [lI-111], o1 onoiol
ouvdéovtal petagu tous ota dkpa.

tions where no medieval walls survive.

These might also have been replaced by
posterior structures, but even that does
not detract from the general sense of spo-
radic tower use. Besides, towers are often
replaced by “pseudo-towers” or “pseudo-
bastions” [IV2-IV6, IV9-IV12,1V18-IV19]
formed by the curtain walls themselves
when encountering and following sharp
outcroppings of the ground (Plan A, fig.
4, 34, 38). This solution is adopted in the
newer parts of the enceinte, obviously re-
producing such previous structures.

* The rugged site of the castle enabled
the Byzantines to raise only relatively low
walls, about 5m. high, which are crowned
by a wall-walk with crenellations for the
defenders (fig. 18, 40). Scarcely any medi-
eval crenellations survive, as for the most
part they were rebuilt at a much later date.
In certain areas, such as over the southern
small gate G7, one can discern two levels
of Byzantine battlements. The lower level
was walled off and then built over at a
greater height (fig. 40).

* Emphasis was given to the defense of
the most vulnerable part of the hilltop,

Eikéva 34:

o AkpokdpivBos
Kal Ta teixn and
Noéto

Figure 34:
Acrocorinth and
its fortification
from the South
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Eikéva 35:
opOoywvikds
nupyos V17

Figure 35:
rectangular
tower IV17
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® To e§wtepikd Kal XAUNAOTEPO UYPOHETPIKA
Bulavuvé teixos Bpioketal, KAtd tnv yvopn
pas, otnv Béon tns evdidpeons, onpepa, Suu-
khs oxUpwons Il (Miv. A, eik. 4, 43). Eppacoe
TO NEPACHA MNPOS TO ECWTEPIKO NS OXUpWwons
OTO OTeVOTEPO onpeio ns SuTIKAs NAayids, pe-
tau kdBetou Bpdaxou npos N kal tou kpnpvou
npos B.

® H onpepivA tou eikdva opeiletal og NOAU
HETayEVECTEPES PETACKEUES: TO TEIXOS enevoU-
Onke yia va evioxuBei n avtoxn tou oto nupo-
BoAikd kal otnv kopupn SieubethBnkav oeipd
and kavovioBupides npos Boppdv Kal TUPEKI-
0Bupides, apaviopéves onpepa, npos N (eik.
42-43). H Bulavuvh oxUpwon apxikd evioxu-
étav and peydhous nupyous, and Tous onoious
owdgtal pévov €vas, 0 VOTOTEPOS, XTICHEVOS
ndvw oto Bpdxo, 0 onoios UNePEXEl TwV TEl-
XV, aN\d Sev e€€xel tns SYns Tou petanupyiou
(111 (Miv. A, eix. 41-44, 47,75-77). O1 G\ol
eite katedapiotnkav, gite tpononoindnkav ots
VEWTEPES PETAOKEUES, Onws npodidouv ta ixvn
ToUs Kal eniBeBalwvouv ol anotunwaoEls TwV
Evetcdv pnxavikav tou 170u al.

e H peooBulavuvn e§wtepikn eicodos G2
ToU Kdotpou Bpioketal oto voto dkpo autol
tou e€wtepikou (kal ohpepa eviduecou) tei-
xous (Miv. A, eik. 43-48, 75). Ovtas n €€w-
Tepn NUAN toU KAOTPOU, O ApXITEKTOVAS TNV
XwpoBETnoEe pe TpOMNO NOU va enituyxavetal
n péyiotn duvatn acpdAeia. lNa va pnv opatn,
dpa kar eunpdoBAnTn, and tous entiB€pevous
Kal yla va pnv €ival epIKth n katd pétwno enide-

mainly the western side, where the main
gateway to the castle stands up to this day
(Plan A, fig 1, 4, 6, 41-42, 47-48). The
need, on the one side to achieve a high
level of defensive and deterrent power, and
on the other to display and parade impe-
rial power on the “formal” facade with its
large central gate, resulted in the design
and realization of an impressive defensive
structure.

* The western defensive layout is made
up of two enclosure walls [II-IIT], converg-
ing at their ends.

* The exterior Byzantine wall, at a lower
elevation, stood most probably in place of
what is today the middle, western line of
defense II (Plan A, fig. 4, 43). It obstructed
passage into the castle at the narrowest
part of the western slope, between a steep
rock to the south and a cliff to the north.

* Its present form is the result of subse-
quent alterations: the wall was reinforced
against artillery fire with an additional
exterior revetment wall. On its top, a se-
ries of cannon holes towards the north
and musket holes towards the south, the
latter completely lost today, was cut (fig.
42-43). The Byzantine fortifications were
initially reinforced with large towers, of
which only one, the southernmost, sur-
vives. These towers were built on the natu-
ral rock, which is higher than the walls,
but does not protrude beyond the curtain
wall [111] (Plan A, fig. 41-44, 47, 75-77).
The rest of the towers were either demol-
ished or altered during later modifica-
tions, as is evident from their traces and
confirmed by 17® c. Venetian engineers’
drawing surveys.

* The Middle Byzantine exterior gate G2
of the castle is located at the southern
end of this exterior (nowadays middle)
wall II (Plan A, fig. 43-48, 75). Being the
outermost gate of the castle, the architect
planned it in such a manner as to ensure
maximum security. Thus, in order not to
be visible by attackers and hense, vulner-
able to direct assault, it was situated at the
southern end of the wall. It was aligned



on gvavtiov s, S1EUBETNBNKE 0TO VOTIO AKPO
TOU teixous Kal pdhiota tonoBetnBnke kdBeta
MPOS TO PETWNO NS OXUPwons, MPOPUAAyHEVN
péoca oe éva olvOeto apuvtikd oUpnieypa Si-
nAa otov Bpdxo, To onoio, napd Tis Petayevé-
otepes enepBdoels, diatnpei tov Bulavtvo nu-
pnva tou. Luykekpipéva, avoiyetar otnv Bdon
nupyou nou S1€0¢te évav n kal NEPICOOTEPOUS
opopous. H nUAn kai yevikétepa GAn n Syn tou
nupyou, n enévdéuon tou avatohikoU Toixou Kal
ol endA&els Ttou onpepivou Tou Smpatos eival
OAes petaBulavuivés NPooBnKeS Mou €Xouv Ka-
taokeuaotei oe U0 TOUNAXIOTOV S1aPOPETIKES
Xpovikés nepiddous, enevdélovias Spws Tov
nupnva s, o onoios &ival Budavuvos, dnws
paivetal kal and v toixonolia s Boépeias,
E0WTEPIKNS TOU OYns, alAd Kal Tou téEou oto
pétwno s kapdpas tou Siapatikoy, To onoio
oxnpati¢etal and kahoAageupévous BoAites
nou neplypdgpovtal and anin ogipd Aentwv
toUBAwv (eik. 45-46, 48).

H toixoypdagpnon tou dwpatiou ndvw and tov
épopo iows cuvdéetal pe Ttnv Aeitoupyia tou

MeooBulavtivog AkpokdpLlvBog

perpendicular to the line of defense, pro-
tected behind an elaborate defensive com-
plex next to the rock, which, despite later
interventions, still retains its Byzantine
core. In more detail, the gate opens at the
base of a tower that had one or more lev-
els. The gate and the overall facade of this
tower, the exterior layer of the east wall
and the battlements of today’s upper level
are all post-Byzantine additions, built in at
least two different periods. These additions
hide a Middle Byzantine core, as is evident
in the masonry of its north, interior facade,
as well as the barrel-vaulted walkway,
which consist of dressed stone voussoirs,
framed with a simple course of thin bricks
(fig. 45-46, 48).

The wall painting in the first floor room
may be connected to its use as a chapel. It
must be noted though, that at least in its
present form, it does not possess a sanctu-
ary conch. Chapels within towers are not
unknown in Byzantine fortifications, as

Eikéva 36:

TPIYWVIKOS NUpyos

V16

Figure 36:

triangular tower

V16
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Eikéva 37:
opOoywvikds

nupyos IV7

Figure 37:
rectangular
tower IV7

48

ws napekkAnoiou. As onpeiwBei, wotdoo, ot
otnv onpePIv Tou poppn Sev SiabEtel kKOyxn
1epoU. MNapekkAnoia péoa o€ nipyous Sev €i-
val dyvwota ots Bulaviivés OXUPWOELs, Onws
unodeikviouv SUo napadeiypata and v Kwv-
otavuvounohn kai tv Nikaia.?®

Autika, deltepos nUpyos NPOPUAACOE TNV €i-
ocodo and v eudhwtn dutikh NAeupd. LApe-
pa, éxel avukatactadei pe vedtepo [112] (Miv.
A, eik. 43-44, 75). O voudtepos Bulavuivos
nupyos I11, ctov onoio avagpepOnkape napa-
ndvw, ntav SieuBetnpévos £Ew kal anévavu
akpiBws and v nUAn, YnAd ndvw otov Bpdxo
kal Siatnpei tnv pecaiwvikn tou popen (ik. 44,
76-77). Mg tnv 8idtagn auth enituyxavotav n
péylotn Sduvatn evepyntuikn acpdAeia s €106-
Sou: ol enuBépevol €npene va otpijwxtolv o€
€va otevo, KUOTO avnPpopikd Hovondtl Kal va
nAncidoouv tv NUAN pe tnv akdhuntn and v
aonida 6e€1d nheupd tous, ekteBeipévn otous
apuvopévous, ol onoiol pnopoucav va BaA-
Aouv e\elBepa and ta unepkeipeva tou votiou
Bpaxou teixn. AkpiBws €&w and tv nuAn G2
Bpiokovtav ev péow SiactaupoUpevwy NUp®V
and tov 6poo s NUANs kai tous uo nip-
yous |1 kai [12 nou nAaiciwvav to cuykpdn-
pa. Tuxdv apUVTIKES KATAOKEUES MOU eVOEXOpE-
VWS UNnpxav kal npootdteuav v €icodo e
KA@Betes BoAés, onws e€wotes, Sev owlovtal
onpepa, apou, dnws Adn avapépOnke, n avw-

26 Foss & Winfield 1986, 87. Miiller-Wiener 1977,
293.

two specimens from Constantinople and
Nice (Nicaea) confirm?S.

To the west, a second tower protected the
gate on the vulnerable west side. Today it
has been replaced by a later tower [112]
(Plan A, fig. 43-44, 75). The aforemen-
tioned southernmost Byzantine tower 111
was orientated outside and directly facing
the gate, high on the natural rock and today
retains its medieval appearance (fig. 44,
76-77). This layout allowed the maximum
active defense of the entrance: attackers
would have to squeeze through a narrow,
built, steep path and approach the gate
with their right flank, which was not cov-
ered by the shield, completely exposed to
the defenders, allowing the latter to attack
them freely from the walls over the south
rock. Once outside gate G2, the attackers
would be subject to crossfire from both the
upper level of the gate and the two towers
11 and I12 framing the gate complex. Any
defensive structures that might have al-
lowed vertical shot by the defenders, such
as machicolations, do not survive today
since, as already mentioned, the upper
part of the gateway facade is altered by
posterior interventions. The gate would
be shut using wooden, iron-clad shutters.
An underground passage also allowed the
defenders to access to the exterior of the
castle, even when the main gate was shut
(fig. 45).

* The second, interior line of defense
[111] follows staple older models, perhaps
also due to the need of adaptation to the
remains of the existing ancient fortifica-
tions (Plan A, fig. 4, 43-43, 49). The wall,
laid out in a C-shape, consists of a front
wall that bars entrance to the interior of
the castle and two converging branches
on the sides, projecting from the north
and south towards the west and reaching
all the way to the outer line of defense.
Its central portion is reinforced with six
towers [III7-11112]. The four intermediate

26 Foss & Winfield 1986, 87. Miiller-Wiener
1977, 293.



Sopn s npéooyns s el0680u gival vewTtepn.
H ndAn Ba ékAeive pe EUNIva, enevdedupéva
pe oidepo, BupdpuAa. To BoAwtd dwpduo
otoV 6poPo, NAvw and To KAHapOoKENACTO
S1aBatikd wns el066ou, Siatnpei ixvn toixo-
ypapicyv. Mia undyeia diodos enétpene otous
apuvépevous va €xouv npdoPaon €§w and to
KGOoTPO e TNV KeVTpIKA NUAN KAeloth (eik. 45).

* H 8eltepn kal ecwtepikh Ypapph oxd-
pwons [IIl] Siapoppdvetal akohoubwvtas
Siaxpovikd npdtuna, icws kal Adyw tns npo-
oappoyns tns ndvw ota npolgiotdpeva Aei-
yava tns apxaias oxupwons (Miv. A, eix. 4,
42-43, 49). To teixos éxel thv poppn evés C
kal anaptiletal and éva p€twno nou ppacoel
v npdéoBacn oto ecWTEPIKO TOU KAGTPOU
ka1 Suo cuykAivovtes Bpaxioves ota dkpa nou
npoPdahhouv and B kai N npos A, ¢pOdavovras
€ws v §wTePIKN Ypappn dpuvas. To Kevipikd
THApa Tou evioxUetal and €€ nupyous [1117-
[1112]. O1 téooepis eival opBoywvikoi [1118-
[1111] kai o1 8o akpaiol Sieubetolvtal otis
ywVies nou oxnpatilel To teixos, npoBdAiovtas
otov xwpo ws tpiywvikoi [1117, [1112]. O1 0o
Bpaxioves anohayouv o€ 1I6xupoUs NPOHAXw-
ves [1116, 11113], akohouBcvtas thv Sidta&n tns
apxaias apuvtkhs opydvwons. H oxUpwon

ones are rectangular [IT18-1T11], and the
towers at either end are positioned in the
corners of the wall, thus projecting out as
triangles [I117, 11112]. The two branches
terminate in strong bastions [II16, I1113],
following the initial layout of the ancient
fortifications. The enceinte has undergone
extensive rebuilding (such as the north in-
termediate tower I1I111), demolition (such
as the south corner tower I117), modifica-
tion (such the addition of cannon-holes
and musket-holes to the tops of towers
and bastions in place of the original cren-
ellations [I118-11112]) and repairs, as well
as rejointing of extensive sections of the
facade. Still, these interventions do not
seriously alter the Byzantine character of
the structure.

* Prospective attackers, upon entering
the vast space between the two wall en-
closures II and III, would come face to
face with an impressive, great wall with
massive towers (Plan A, fig. 41-42, 47,
49, 74, 81). Surrounded, thus, by a high
wall, attackers would then have to cross
a steep area, completely exposed to de-
fender fire. The formal, main gate G3 of

Eixdva 38:
o AkpokdpivBos
and Avatohds.

Weudonpopaxwves

Figure 38:

Acrocorinth, from
the East. Pseudo-

bastions
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Eixdva 39:

TUApa avatohikou
NEPIPETPIKOU
TEIXOUS pE TV
apeNéotepn
pecoBulavtivh
ToIxonolia kat
£NaNEels

Figure 39:

section of the
eastern circuit
wall with Middle
Byzantine rough
masonry and
parapets

Eixdva 40:
TpApa vétiou
nepIPETpIKOU
teixous [V 14-
IV 15] pe tnv
apeNéotepn
pecoBulavtivh
toixonolia, Tnv
nuAida G7 kai
pe endA&eis SUo
Ppacewv

Figure 40:

section of the
south circuit
wall [IV14-
IV15] with rough
masonry, postern
G7 and parapets
of two phases
superimposed
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€XEI UNOOTEI EKTETAYEVES AVAKATACKEUES, ONWS
o Bopelos didpecos nupyos 111, katedaepi-
ogls, Oonws o votios ywviaios nipyos 117, pe-
TaoKeugs, 6nws n Npoobnkn kavovioBupidwv
kal tu@ekioBupidwv otis anoAngeis nipywv
Kal petanupyiwv otnv Béon twv odoviwtwyv
endA§ewv [1118-11112], kaBs kal cupnAnpwaels
kal appoAoynpata o€ peydha Tpnpata s npo-
ocoyns. QQotéoo, ol enepBdoels autés dev ah-
Noiwvouv tov Bulavtivé xapaktpa tou €pyou.

e Ejoepxdpevos o duvntikds eloBoléas otov
avanentapévo kevo xwpo petagu twv duo ne-
piBSAwv Il kar Il avtikpile va upwvetal eviu-
Nwolakd To 1I0XUPO TEIXOS HE TOUS OYKWOEIS
nupyous (Miv. A, eik. 41-42, 47, 49, 74, 81).
MepikukAwpévos and to Ynho teixos, Enpene
va Siaoxioel évav avnpopikd Xwpo anoAu-
Tws akdAuntos ota NUPAd TwV AUUVOHEVWY.
AkpiBws otov kevipikd pvnpeiakd dEova tou
eowtepou teixous Il eivar Siapoppwpévn n
enionpn, kevipikn noAn G3 tou Akpokopiv-
Bou (Miv. A, eik. 49-52). H 8igubétnon tns oto
KEVIPIKO petanipylo, avapeoa og SUo oykw-

MeooBulavtivog AkpokdpLlvBog

the Acrocorinth stands right on the central,
monumental axis of the inner wall III (Plan
A, fig. 49-52). Its placement on the center
of the curtain wall, between two massive
towers, repeats an ancient pattern which
remained prevalent throughout the Byzan-
tine era. This is evident by its widespread
use, regardless of the shape of the towers,
from Syria (Sadéne)?” and the Middle East
(Hierapolis®®, Ephesos?) to Italy (Calabria,
Santo Niceto®?) and the nearby and con-
temporary Byzantine gate of the east walls
of Acronauplia. The very same system was

27 Mesqui 2008, 52, fig. 2.

28 Protobyzantine walls, north gate: P. Arthur,
Byzantine and Turkish Hierapolis, Istanbul 2000,
163.

2 Miiller-Wiener 1961, fig. 21: the similarity
of the towers flanking the gate of the Ephesos
castle with those of Acrocorinth is remarkable:
Foss & Winfield 1986, 132, fig. 7.

30 Martorano 2002, 129-137.

Eikova 41:
SUTIKES OXUPWOEIS.
O1 ypappés Il kar 11

Figure 41:

west
fortifications.
Lines of defense
IT and III
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Eikéva 42:

Sutikés oxUpWOEls:
N Tdppos Kai ol
ypappés I, 1l kar Il

Figure 42:

west
fortifications: the
moat trench and
the three lines of
defense I,

1T and III
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Seis nUpyous, ave§aptNTws TOU OXAPATOS TwWV
nupywv, enavalapBdvel éva apxaio npdtuno
to onoio napépeive 1S1aitepa dSnpOPIAES o€
S6An tnv Bulavtivh nepiodo, dnws Sianiotw-
vetal anod 1o eUpos tns Epappoyns, anod v
Yupia (Sadne)?” kai tnv Mikpd Acia (lepano-
Nis?8, Epeoos?®) péxpr tnv ltahia (KahaBpia,
Santo Niceto®) kai tnv nA\nci1éxwpn, xpovika
kal xwpikd, Bulavtivh nUAN tou avatoAikou
teixous tns AkpovaunAias. To id1o oclotnpa
€QapUOOTNKE Kal ous MUAes twv Beodooiavwv
teixwv s KwvotavuvounoAns pe xapaktn-
piotikdtepo napddeiypa tnv pvnpeiakn Sia-
HOppwon tns Xpuons MUAns?'. Autn n kAacikn
Sidatagn napépeive Snpopiins otov Mopid kai
OTa oTaupoPopIKa kAoTpa, Onws otnv a’ pdon

%7 Mesqui 2008, 52, «ik. 2.

2 Mpwtopulavuvd teixn, B nAn: P. Arthur, Byzantine
and Turkish Hierapolis, Istanbul 2006, 163.

2 Miiller-Wiener 1961, eik. 21: n opoidtnta twv
nipywv nou nAaici®vouv tnv nNUAN Tou Kdotpou
tns Epéoou pe exeivous tou AkpokopivBou eival
svtunwolakn: Foss & Winfield 1986, 132, k. 7.

30 Martorano 2002, 129-137.

31 Asutay-Effenberger 2007, 54-61.

employed in the gates of the Theodosian
walls of Constantinople, the Golden Gate
being the most characteristic example®!.
This classic gate layout remained in use in
the Morea even in Crusader castles, such
as the 1% phase of Chloumoutzi®?.

The fortification project, apart from instill-
ing a sense of security to the locals, must
also have acted as a constant reminder
of imperial power. In contrast to the in-
castellamento®® of Western Europe that
transformed the medieval landscape with
the erection of feudal castles, in Middle
Byzantine Romania the constructions of
defensive structures was the sole privilege
of the central administration. This building
activity centered mainly on city fortifica-
tions, which continued to constitute the
basic executives of imperial power, and
less on strictly military fortresses, such
as those found in the Middle East during

31 Asutay-Effenberger 2007, 54-61.
32 Mesqui 1997, 128.
33 On this term: Toubert 1998.



Tou kGotpou XAoupoUtgi2.

To épyo, népa and tnv acpdAeia nou evénvee
otous vténious, acpalws Oa Asitoupyoloe
kal ws S1apkns undpvnon s autokpatopIkns
eGouaias. Le avtiBeon pe to incastellamento®
s Autikns Eupconns nou Siapdppwoe to pe-
ocalwviké tonio Ye tnv avéyepon peoudapxi-
KoV Kdotpwv, otnv pecoBulavuvh Pwpavia
N KATaoKeUN QUUVTIK®V €PYwV AVAKE anoKAEI-
ouKd otov oxeS1aopod s KEVIPIKNS Sloiknons.
Enpdkeito yia oxupwoeis noAewv, ol onoies
ouvéxioav va anotehouv tous Bacikous Ipd-
VTES GOKNONS TNS AUTOKPATOopIKns eGouaias kal
Alyotepo yia ppoulpia PE apIyws oTpatiwtiko
Xapaktnpa, Onws autd nou anaviouv Kupiws

32 Mesqui 1997, 128.
3 MNa tov 6po: Toubert 1998.

MeooBulavtivog AkpokdpLlvBog

Comnenian times, whose function was to
guard against the Seljuq Turks. The deci-
sion to erect the most impressive castle of
the Peloponnese in its major city and the
most prominent tax collection center of
its whole agricultural and manufacturing
production was not arbitrary. On the one
hand, it offered protection to the imperial
administration and its collection of taxes
and goods, and on the other, it deterred
those that might entertain notions of over-
turning it.

The frame of gate opening G3 is built
with massive, ancient ashlars and forms
a horizontal lintel with columns and large
wooden beams. Passive defense measures,
which follow the conservative, traditional
Roman and Protobyzantine patters, consist
of a double-shutter, ironclad, wooden door

Eikéva 43:
ev8idpeon ypappn
oxtpwans [l kai
noAn G2 ané N

Figure 43:

the intermediate
line of defense
[IT] and the gate
G2, from the
South
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Eikva 44:
evSidpeon ypappn
oxUpwons [lI].
Yuykpotnpa nuAns
G2 kai véuo tphpa
ano A

Figure 44:

the intermediate
line of defense
[IT]. Gate G2
complex and
south section of
the wall, from
the West
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otnv Mikpd Acia tnv enoxn twv Kopvnvov yia
NV QVUPETONIoON twv LeAt{oUkwy. H eniloyn
va aveyepOei 10 eviunwolakdtepo KAoTpo s
Mehonovvhoou otnv kopupaia NOAn s, OTo
onpavtukOtePO POPONOYIKO KEVIPO ENEyXOU
NS YEWPYIKAS Kal Blotexvikns napaywyns, dev
ntav wxaia. A’ evéds npdopepe npootasia
otnv autokpatopikh Sioiknon kai ota ayadd
NMou CUYKEVIpwWVE and tous popous Kal ¢’
€1€pou AeItoupyoUoe anotpentikd yia Soous
nBegAav va thv snifoulsutolyv.

To nhaioio tou Bupaiou avoiypatos G3 éxel
Kataokeuaotei and oykwoels apxaious AiBo-
nAivOous kai Siapoppwvel opiZOVTIo avaPA
pe Kioves kal oykwdn E0Niva Sokdpia. H nabn-
KA aopdaleia akoAouBei ta cuvtnpntikd napa-
Sooiakd pwpdikd kal npwtoBulavtiva npdtuna
kal anaptifetal and pia SipuAn EUAIvN BUpa pe
enévduon kal tnv katappayn nou Sieubeteital
evdotepa, oto péoov tou SiaBatikou. AvtiBe-
1d, OTNV HECAIWVIKA OXUPWHATIKA APXITEKTOVI-
kA tns AUons, n 8idta&n auth avuotpépetal kal
yivetal katappayn-Bupdpuira®t. H evepyntikn
dpuva nepiopidetal otnv nhayiofoin, pévo and
Ts endAgeis twv nipywv.

34 Mesqui 1981, 203-229.

and a portocullis placed further inside, in
the middle of the length of the covered
walkway. In contrast, in western medieval
defensive architecture, this arrangement is
reversed, with the portcullis placed out-
side the door shutters**. Active defensive
measures are limited to flanking from the
tower battlements.

The impressive, slightly horse-shoe shaped,
pediment arch in the form of a contracted
propylon that adorns the fagade empha-
sizes the ostentatious character of the gate.
It is built with cut stone voussoirs, and
its pediment was, most probably, roofed
with tiles.

An identical arrangement is encountered
in ecclesiastical architecture®”, so it is evi-
dently a morphological feature of formal
architecture. Its importance in the general
enhancement of the gate is evident from
the crude Ottoman attempts to replicate
it in the facades of the first two gates (fig.
43,75, 78-79).

34 Mesqui 1981, 203-229.
35 Coumbaraki-Pansélinou 1976, 43-45.



To evtunwolakd, ehappws NETaAdoxXnpo, ag-
TWHATIKO aYidwpa PE TNV HOpPH CUVEMTUY-
pévou nponUAou nou koopei TV Oyn tovidel
Tov eniSeIKTIKO Xapakthpa s enionpns NUAnS.
Eival kataokeuaopévo pe AageutoUs BoAites kal
nBavétata 1o atwpd Tou £pePE KEPAPOOKENN,
nou onpepa éxel anohecOei. To otoixeio ana-
vtd autoUoio Kdl otnv eKKANCIACTIKA apXITE-
KTovikh>, npokertal SnAadn yia poppoloyikd
XAPAKINPICTIKO TS ENiICNPNS ApXITEKTOVIKAS. H
onpacia nou gixe yia v avadei§n ms niAns yi-
veTal pavepn anod us OYIPES, MANV ATEXVES, anod-
neipes avuypapns tou and tous OBwpavouls
ous OYeIs Twv SU0 NPOTWV NUAGY (ek. 43,75,
78-79).

35 Coumbaraki-Pansélinou 1976, 43-45.
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In churches, the tympanon of the arch
was decorated with wall paintings, hence
the term proskynetarion that is sometimes
used to describe it in the relevant litera-
ture®s. It is not unlikely that the same was
true of the Acrocorinth arch, since it con-
stitutes the main gate of the castle. Simi-
lar practices were not, in fact, unknown
in the Byzantine world, for example Isa
Kapi gate in the Constantinian walls of
Constantinople, which in later years had
acquired painted depictions of Christ on
both sides: the Crucifixion on one and the
Second Coming on the other?”.

36 On this subject, see below.
37 Manalwtog 1995, 44-46.

Eikova 45:
nuin G2.
Kdtoyn 1coyeiou

Figure 45:
gate G2. Ground
floor plan

Eikéva 46:
noAn G2.
Kdtoyn opdgpou

Figure 46:
gate G2. First
floor plan
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Eikéva 47 :
SUTIKES OXUPWOEIS.
O ypappés Il kar 1l
and Boppd

Figure 47:

west
fortifications.
Lines of defense
IT and III, from
the North

Eikéva 48
(anévavu):
nopyos-niAn G2. H
ecwtepikh (Bopeia)
nAeupd pe to
SiaBatikd

Figure 48
(opposite page):
tower-gate G2.
The inner (north)
facade with the
passageway
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Ytous vaous, to tUpnavo tou ayidwpatos
KoopoUtav pe ToIxoypapies, yI’ autd dA\w-
ote otnv BiBAIoypapia nepiypdpovral kal ws
npookuvntdpia®. Aev unopei va anokAeIotei
10 evdexdpevo kdtl aviiotoixo va cuvéBaive
kal otov AkpokopivBo, apoul npokeital yia
v enionpn nUAn tou kdotpou. MNapdpoies
npaktikés Sev ntav, AAwote, dyvwoTes oTov
Bulavtivé kdopo, énws n nUAN Isa Kapi oto
Kwvaotavtivelo teixos ths KwvotaviivounoAns,
MOU O€ PETAYEVETTEPOUS XPOVOUS AnEKTNOE {w-
ypagiopéves napactdoels tou Xpiotou kal ous
dUo Syels: otnv pia tnv Ltalpwon Kal otnv
AdMn v Aeutépa Mapouaia®.

Eowtepikd, n nUAn €xel tnv poppn Borwtou
SiaBaukou (eik. 52-53). O enionpos xapakth-
pas s eniBeBaicyveral e Tnv Toixoypdpnon
Tou BoAwtou SiaBatikou, and tnv onoia eAad-

% Ia to Bépa, BA. napakdtw.
37 Manadwtos 1995, 44-46.

On the interior, the gate forms a vaulted
walkway (fig. 52-53). The high official
character of the gate is further accentu-
ated by the wall paintings in this vaulted
walkway, of which few traces remain,
a practice that evokes the Frankish wall
paintings in the covered walkway of the
gate of neighboring Acronauplia®®.

Of the defensive structures outside the
enceinte in Acrocorinth, only the small
western bulwark X, which has a rectan-
gular tower that prohibits access between
the rock formations, can be dated to the
Middle Byzantine period, as its masonry
is identical to that of the western interior
fortification II (Plan A-B, fig. 54).

The defensive technology employed in
Middle Byzantine Acrocorinth is rudimen-
tary: crenellated parapets accessed via built

38 Hirschbichler 2005.
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Eikéva 49:

N E0WTEPIKN
YPappn
oxupwons [l11]

Kal n akponoAn.
Quwroypapia
leppavikol
Apxaiohoyikou
IvoutoUtou (DAI)
101893

Figure 49:

the inner line
of defense [III]
and the citadel
(1893). Photo
of the German
Archaeological
Institute (DAI)

Eixéva 50
n noAn G3. Oyn

Figure 50
gate G3. Fagade
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xiota onapdypata Siatnpouvtal, NPaktikh nou
Bupilel to ppaykikd diaBatikd s NUANs Tns
yeitovikhs Akpovaunhias?®.

Ano us ektds nepIBONOU ApUVTIKES KATAOKEU-
€s otov AkpokdpivBo pévo 1o pikpd dutikd
npoteixiopa X, pe tov opBoywvikd nipyo nou
€khelve pia npdoPaocn avdpeoa and tous Bpd-
XOUs propei va xpovoloynBei otnv péon Bula-
vuvn nepiodo, kabws éxel toixonolia dpola pe
ekeivn ts SutiKAs e0wTepikhs oxUpwons (Miv.
A-B, eik. 54).

H apuvtikh texvoloyia nou epappdletal ctov
pecoBulavuvd AkpokdpivBo ival n anoAdtws
otoIXelwdns: oSoviwTEs eNdAEels OTis onoies
n npéoBaocn e§acpalidetal pe KUoTés KAipa-
Kes, kaBws kal eAaxiotes 1o§oBupides, Sieu-
Betnpéves otous opBoywvikoUs NUpyous o€
KAeIoTOUS X@WPOUs, Kdtw and ta dmuata (eik.
51, 55-57). Mpdkeitar yia tunikh Siapdppwon
nou anavtd otnv pyecoBulaviivh oXupwHatikA,
énws otous nupyous tou Mavounh Kopvnvou
otnv Kwvotavtivounohn kai tou Mixani I

38 Hirschbichler 2005.

MeooBulavtivog AkpokdpLlvBog

staircases and few arrow-slits arranged
in the vaulted rooms of the rectangular
towers (fig. 51, 55-57). This is a typical
arrangement frequently to be found in
Middle Byzantine defensive architecture,
for example in the towers of Manuel Com-
nenus in Constantinople and of Michael III
in Nicaea®. The small height and width of
these arrow-slits would not facilitate the
use of siege machinery and large bows,
and could mean that they were meant to
be used for crossbows, a novel weapon
that had gained in popularity since the
time of Manuel Comnenus*. A crossbow
and crossbow bolts were recently found in
Arcocorinth excavations.

The rectangular towers of the castle also
possess internal spaces, in contrast to the
triangular one. One enters through a door-
way in the back and descends to the inte-
rior via a built staircase. The great towers
of the inner western walls are divided into

39 Foss & Winfield 1986, 48, 82.
40 Foss & Winfield 1986, 48.

Eikova 51:

n noAn G3 pe tous

nupyous 19 kai

11110 ekatépwBev

Figure 51:

gate G3 with the
towers II19 and

11110 on either
side
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otnv Nikaia®. To pikpd Uyos kal NAGtos twv
10§00Uupidwv Sev enitpénel Ty xphion NOAepI-
K@V pnxavev h aképn kai peydAwv té&wv kal
kaBiotd evdexdpevn tnv xpnon Baliotpidwy,
kalvotopia nou epappodletal eupéws ots Bula-
VTIVES OXUpWOoEls and tnv enoxn tou MavounA
Kopvnvou®.

O1 opBoywvikoi nupyol tou kdotpou Si1abé-
TOUV Kal KAglotoUs Xwpous, o€ avtiBeon pe tov
pIywviko. Eioépxetal kaveis and BUpa otnv
NAQTN Kal KATEPXETAl OTO ECWTEPIKO PECW K-
otou kKAhipakootaciou. O1 peyadhol nipyol Tou
gowtepou dutikou teixous diaipouvtal o€ SUo
XWPOUs, Ol oroiol avanticoovtal €ite katd tov
Siapnkn, €ite katd tov eykdpaio agova. Ta dvo
Swpduia enikoivwvoulyv petagl tous pe Ynho
Bupaio avolypa.

Ta dwpdua wwv nipywv kahdntovial Ye npi-
KUAIVEpIkoUs BONous nou evioxuovtal and
éva opevdovio oto péoov tous. O1 Bulavtivés
kapdpes Siatnpouvtal aképaies o dUo and
tous nupyous [1118, 11110], pe opatd ta ixvn tou
EuNétunou kataockeuns tous (gik. 55-57). Ol
nupyol ané\nyav oe Swpata pe endA&els, ta
onoia ota vewtepa xpovia avadiapoppwenkav
o€ NA\atpoOppes NUPOPBOAIKOU. LTO HETWMO TwV
HeydAwv nipywv avoiyovtal SinAés to§oBbupi-
Ses. Ltov pikpd nupyo tns vétias NAeupds tou
nepiBoéiou givar SieuBetnpévn pia 1o&oBupida
(eik. 35).

Ytov votio nupyo 11 tns npwtns Bulavtivis
YPapHNs oxUpwons, ektds and ts to§oBupides
oto 106yelo, iows evioxudtav kal pe EUAIvo
e€0otn oto eninedo twv end\fewv (eik. 44,
76-77).

® And us nuhides nou avoiyovtal otov nepi-
Boho tou kdotpou Bulavuvés pnopouv va Be-
wpnBoUlv pe acpdieia n G4 otn Bépeia xapd-
&pa (eik. 19-20) ka1 n G7, nou npootateetal
and 1o oYIpSTEPO votioavatolikd NPOTEiXIopa
IX (eix. 40, 84-85). O1 G\\es 500 nuhiSes tou
nepiBérou, G5 kai Gé, gival oyipodtepss, ka-
Bws ouvdéovtal pe TNV KATAOKEUN TWV UCTE-
potepwv npoteixiopdtwy VI -VIII.

H peydhn avoikoddpnon tou AkpokopivBou

3% Foss & Winfield 1986, 48, 82.
40 Foss & Winfield 1986, 48.
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two spaces, which run along either the
longitudinal or the transverse axis. The
two separate spaces are connected via a
tall doorway.

The tower rooms are covered using semi-
circular vaults, reinforced with a hanging
arch in the middle. The Byzantine arches
survive intact in two towers [III8, III110],
and traces of their wooden formwork are
still visible on their mortar (fig. 55-57).
The towers had flat terraces with crenel-
latons, which in later years were converted
into artillery platforms. Double arrow-slits
open onto the main fagade of the great
towers. The smaller tower IV17 in the
southern part of the enclosure possesses a
single arrow-slit (fig. 35).

The south tower I11 of the first Byzantine
line of defense may have been reinforced
with a wooden hoarding on the battlement
level, apart from the arrow-slits in the
ground floor (fig. 44, 76-77).

* The postern gates opening into the en-
closure of the castle that can safely be
dated to Byzantine times are G4 in the
northern bay (fig. 19-20) and G7, which
is protected by the later south-eastern bul-
wark IX (fig. 40, 84-85). The other two
small gates of the enclosure, G5 and GO,
are definitely later, as they are connected
to the construction of bulwarks VII-VIII,
which belong to subsequent phases.

Eikéva 53:
nnoAn G3. To
twpnavo ndvw
and to BUpwpa
e ta onapdypata
TOIXOYPAPIOV

Figure 53:

gate G3. The
lunette above
the doorframe
preserving
fragmentary
frescos

Eixkéva 52
(anévavu):

n nuAn G3.
To &iaBatikd

Figure 52
(opposite page):
gate G3. The
passageway

61



Middle Byzantine Acrocorinth

Eikéva 54:
to npoteixiopa X

Figure 54:
the bulwark X
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pnopei va xpovoloynOei Pe oxetikh acpdaheia
1600 and ta wnoloyikd, 6co kKupiws and ta
HoppONOYIKA xapaktnpicotikd otnv péon Bula-
vuvn nepiodo. Ltevétepn xpovoAdynon kabi-
otatal 181aitepa Suoxepns AOyw s ENAeIYPNS
akpIB®s XpOVONOYNHEVWY OTOIXEiWV KAl TNS
CIWMNAS TWV YPantwVv nnywv. QQotéco, n épeu-
va nou die€dyel n 25n EBA otov Akpokdpivbo
acpalws Ba anodwoel véa otoixeia nou Ba
ENITPEYOUV pia akpIBEoTEPN XpOVOASYNON TwV
OIKOSOHIKWY pdoewv Tou kdotpou. Ta onpepl-
vd Sedopéva eival ta akdhouba:

‘OAa ta npoavagepBévta Bulavuva tunpata
ToU KAoTpOoU €XOUV Kataokeuaotei pe dUo tol-
xodopikés napalhayés, ol onoies ¢aiveral ot
gival olyxpoves petagu tous. H nolotikdtepn
€K Twv SUo anoteleital and oxetkd peydhous,
enipnkels Aageutols nwpoAiBous, ol onoiol
oxnpatifouv 8épous (eik. 26, 48-51, 53, 54).
MAivBol napepBdiiovtal o opi{évua nukvh
S1dtagn otous opiféviious Kupiws appous,
oxnpatiovtas onopadikd ateleis opi{ovties
(wves. Epappdletal ota nio npoPeBAnpéva on-
peia tou kdotpou, ald kal o€ ekeiva nou anai-
teital peyalUtepn avroxn eneidn ival eudAwta
A exteBeipéva, dnws ol nipyol (eik. 35-36), ol
nUAes, o1 endA&els kal ol Sutikés ypappés oxu-
pwons, kabws kai oto npoteixiopa X (eik. 54),

The large-scale building activity on Acro-
corinth can be quite safely dated, based
both on typological, as well as primar-
ily morphological characteristics to the
Middle Byzantine period. A more exact
dating is particularly difficult, due to the
lack of precisely dated elements and the
lack of written sources. Nevertheless, the
ongoing research of the 25" Ephorate on
Acrocorinth will doubtlessly provide new
evidence that will allow a more exact dat-
ing of the building phases of the castle.
The data collected until now lead to the
following preliminary conclusions:

All the aforementioned Byzantine parts
of the castle were constructed using two
masonry type variations, which appear
to be contemporary. The higher quality
one is made of relatively large, oblong
cut porous stone ashlars, built in courses
(fig. 26, 48-51, 53, 54). Bricks are inter-
spersed in a dense horizontal course along
the horizontal joints mostly, thus forming
incomplete sporadic courses. This type of
masonry is to be seen in the most promi-
nent parts of the castle, as well as in those
where greater strength is required due to
their vulnerability and exposure, such as



énws onpelovetdl eVOEIKTIKA Kal 0To ox€S10
tou [Mv. B.

H Seltepn toixoSopikn napalayn ival ape-
Aéotepn kal anoteleital and pikpous apyous
AiBous nou npoépxovtal and v Aagguon tou
aoBeoctohiBikou Bpdxou tou Adpou. Tepdxia
nAivBwv Slatdcocovtal kal o€ auth Ty nNepintw-
on o€ opiévua kupiws Sidtagn otous appous.
Mapatnpouvtal e€icou Aaeutoi nwpdhiBol,
ol ornoiol xpnoigonoloUvtal onopadikd, Kupi-
s otV SIapOPPWON TWV AKHWY TWV TOIXWV
(e1k. 39-40) kai TV NAAIGIWV TwWV avolypdtwy.
‘Onws ¢aivetal kal oto oxédio tou Miv. B, au-
16s o pdnos epappdletal ota nAéov andkpn-
pva kai Sucnpdoita onpeia tns oxUpwaons kal
KUPiwSs OTNV ECWTEPIKN OPN TwWV TEIXWV, ONOU
ol aioOnukés al\d Kal Ol AHUVTIKES analtnoels
gival oapws NoAU Mo NEPIOPICHEVES.

Ye autés us SUo nepIntwoels, prnopouv va npo-
oteBoUv kal AAN\ol ToIxoSopIKoi TpdMoI pE Mo
NEPIOPICHEVN EPAPHOYR, OI OMOIOI £XOUV EVIE-
s €181kd xapaknpioukd kal npokuntouy and
1o tonikd S1abéoipo oikodopikd UAIkS. Ava-
PEpoupE evOEIKTIKE TNV NEPIMTWON OPICHEVWYV

P
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towers (fig. 35-36), gates, parapets and
the western lines of defense, in bulwark X
(fig. 54), as indicated in Plan B.

The second type of masonry is less refined
and consists of small rubble stones hewn
from the local limestone of the hill. Brick
pieces are also used here, mostly placed
horizontally in the joints. Cut porous stone
ashlars are also used, albeit sporadically,
mainly in the corners of walls (fig. 39-40)
and opening frames. As shown in Plan B,
this type of masonry is to be seen in the
most precarious and inaccessible parts of
the fortification and mostly in the inner
facades, where aesthetic and defensive
requirements are rather limited.

Other types of masonry are also encoun-
tered, but much less frequently, and pos-
sess special features that stem from the
locally available materials. A case in point
are certain wall sections of the enceinte
towards the north bay [IV4- IV5], where
large, ancient ashlars are reused (Plan B,
fig. 18-19, 58).

Eikéva 55:
nopyos I1110.
Kdtoyn

Figure 55:

the tower II110.

Plan
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Eikéva 56:
nupyos [1110.

Aiaphkns topn

Figure 56:
tower III10.
Longitudinal
section
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€K TWV TOIXOMNOIWV OTnV oxUpwon tns Bopeias
xapadpas [IV4- V5], pe tnv eupeia enavdxpnon
Hey@hwv apxaiwv NiBonhivlwv (Miv. B, eik.
18-19, 58).

O1 8Uo Baocikés toixodopikés napalayés dev
evioniovtal og ka®’ Uyos enaAAnAia og ka-
véva onpeio pappoyns Tous, CTOIXEIO Nou
ouvNnyopEi UNép TNs cUyXPoVvIKOTNTAS TOUS.
AvtiBeta, AeitoupyoUv cupnAnpwpatikg ka-
AUntovtas to peyahltepo TPApa tns kdtoyns
TwV oxupwoewv. H kad’ byos epappoyn tous
avdpeca otis apxaies h NaAaIdTePES v yEvel
pdoels kal otis S1akpItd oYipoTepes, petaPu-
{avuvés katd Bdon, CUPNANPWOEIS, NEPIYPAPEI
pE aopdheia To eupU NAAICIO TNS PHECAIWVIKAS
Tous xpovohdynons. Ta SUo autd €idn tol-
Xorolias ws npos tnv popen tous dev npo-
OPEPOUV, WOTOC0, ACPAln CTOIXE(a yia TNV
XpOovOAOynon tous pe akpiBela péoa otnv péon
Bulavuvn nepiodo.

H napd\\nAn epappoyn dUo toixodopiwy o€
pla kataokeuh avdloya pe tnv onpaacia s
oyns €ival kolvos ténos otnv pecofulavuivn,
al\d kal yevikétepa otnv Bulavvh apXItekto-
vikh. Mdhiota, otnv Kaotpokucia N NPaktikn

These two basic masonry type variations
are never found at the same place or at a
height sequence, thus making their con-
current dating all the more likely. Instead,
they are used in a complementary manner,
covering the largest part of the enceinte
outline. The relative height at which they
are located, i.e. between ancient or gener-
ally previous phases and obviously a newer
post-Byzantine one, guarantees their me-
dieval chronology. Still, the morphology
of these two masonry types does not offer
definitive evidence as to their exact date
within the Middle Byzantine period.

The concurrent use of different types of
masonry in a structure, depending on the
importance of the facade, is common prac-
tice in Middle Byzantine architecture, as
well as in Byzantine architecture in gen-
eral. In fact, the practice was particularly
common in castle building in Comne-
nian times*, especially during the reign

41 Cf. among others the walls in Vera (Pherrai):
Tooupng & Mupikag 2006, 188.



ntav 181aitepa Siadedopévn tnv enoxn twv Ko-
pvnvov*! kal pdhiota eni Mavounh Kopvnvou
(1143-1180): teixn Bhaxépvas otnv Kwvorta-
vuvoUnoAn kAn.*? Enions, n evalayh S6pwv
and adpolageupévous AiBous kal ankwv, ou-
vNBws ateAwv, oglip®v NAivBwv anavtd enions
otnv kaotpoktioia tou Mavoun®.

Ta poppoloyikd otoixeia Twv avolypdtwy,
enions, Sev NPoo@Eépouv acpaleis Xxpovolo-
yIkés evOeiels, apou akohouBouv Siaxpovikd
npoétwuna. Qs €ni to nAeiotov, npokeital yia
anAd avoiypata pe opiOvtio avepi, To onoio
oxnpatiletal pe peydha §UAa n kioves oe Seu-
tepn xphon (eik. 50-53, 55-57). O1 otabpoi
Tous Siapoppyvovtal and tnv toixonolia. Ta
nAaiola Twv HIKp®V avolypdtwy Atav nibavov
EUNIva, eved ous nUAes Siapoppvovtal pe Ni-
Bous oupueis pe tov toixo. A§loonpeiwtn
gival n oxed6v nAnpns anoucia NAivBoKUoTwY
6&wv. O110§00upides ous dyels anohnyouv
oe Ypeudotda, dSnhadn oe 16&a Aaeupéva oe
évav AiBo, pia Siaxpovikn pappoyn, n onoia
otov eN\adiké xwpo yivetal ISiaitepa Snpopi-
Ais tov 120 kai 130 ai.*

To onpavtikdtepo HopPONOYIKS CTOIXEIO TwV
HECAIWVIKWY OXUPWOEWV Eival AGPAAws 1O
astwpatikéd ayidwpa eni npoBodAwy ndvw and
NV KevTpIKN NUAN. LUppwva pe tov X. Mnoupa,
NPOKEITAl YIa APXITEKTOVIKA HOpPh nou Snpi-
oupynBnke kal enixwpldlel ous eKKANGIES Tns
Atukns katd tov 120 al., eve) oPIpSTEPES pe-
TAOKEUES €xouv BewpnBei o1 epappoyEs autou
TOU otoIxeiou o€ NAaNISTePES EKKANCIES®.

H netaAéoxnpn popen tou té§ou oto aétw-
Ha &ev cuviotd acPalés xpovoloyikd KpIth-
plo, wotdoO ta neplocotepa napadeiypata
anavtouv katd tov 120 ai.*’Eva avtiotoixns
Hoppns 160 and tnv kdtw NéANn, ota KAtaotn-
pata tns odou Aexaiou, Oa pnopouoce and ta
Hop@oloyikd tou otoixeia va xpovohoynOei

41 Eviehms evSeIkTika ta teixn BApas (Pepdv): Toou-
pns & Mnpikas 2006, 188.

42 Foss & Winfield 1986, 149.

40.n., 149.

4 Mnoupas & MnoUpa 2002, 424, 509. ABavacoUins
2006, 325, 468, 485 k.s.

45 Mnoupas & MnoUpa 2002, 417-418.

4 MnoUpas & Mnoupa 2002, 466.
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of Manuel Comnenus (1143-1180), cf.
the Vlacherna walls in Constantinople*?,
etc. The same is true in the case of walls
built using alternating courses of ashlars
and simple, often incomplete, courses of
bricks*.

No safe chronological clues can be de-
rived from the morphological features of
the doors and windows either, since they
follow diachronically stable standard pat-
terns. For the most part, they are simple
openings in the masonry with a horizon-
tal lintel made of timber or reused col-
umns (fig. 50-53, 55-57). Their jambs are
formed by the masonry itself. The frames
of smaller openings were most probably
made of wood, while gate frames were
made from stones, incorporated in the
masonry. The almost complete lack of brick
arches is indeed noteworthy. Pseudo-arch-
es, i.e. arches carved into a single ashlar,
are used on the facades of the arrow-slits,
a diachronic practice which becomes more
prevalent in Greece during the 12% and
13th C. 44

The most important morphological feature
of the medieval fortifications is without
doubt the pediment arch on corbels, over
the main gate. According to Ch. Bouras, it
is an architectural form that was first de-
veloped and was customary in the churches
of Attica in the 12™ c. The same scholar
suggests that the presence of this element
in churches of earlier periods must be at-
tributed to subsequent modifications*.

The horse-shoe shaped arch on the pedi-
ment does not constitute a safe chronologi-
cal criterion, although most instances of it
do belong to the 12 ¢.*6, A similar arch
in a Lechaion road shop in the lower city
could possibly also be dated to the 12% c.

42 Foss & Winfield 1986, 57-58, 149.

4 Foss & Winfield 1986, 149.

4 MmoUpag & Mmotpa 2002, 424, 509,
ABavaoouing 2006 325, 468, 485 and
onwards.

4 Mnoupag & Mmotpa 2002, 417-418.

46 Mmoupag & Mnoupa 2002, 466.
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Eikéva 57:
nupyos I1110.

Eykdapoia topn

Figure 57:
tower II110.
Transverse
section
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otov 120 ar.¥

Yta pecoBulavtivd 16€a kail ta pétwna twv
B6Awv ToU KAoTpoU, SNWS CTO NiowW PETWNO
s nuAidas G4 (gik. 20) kai tou SiaBatikou tns
noAns G2 (eik. 48), xpnolponoloUvtal KaAoAa-
Eeupévol NiBivol BoAites. Ta té§a autd nepiypd-
povtal cuvhBws pe anAn taivia and oeipd nAiv-
Bwv. H oxeddv anokAeiotikn xphon BoAitidv
and nwpdhibo ce dAous tous BSNous Kkal ta
1660 TV HECAIWVIK®V KATACKEUWY OTIS OXU-
pwoels tou AkpokopivBou, kaBws kal n dyoyn
OuvVappoyn pe v €6apavion Twv appwy oTous
B6Nous, énou Sev uNdpxouv HETaYEVECTEPES
Siatapdteis kail engpfdoels, npodidel AiBo&o-

kA deivotnta, otoixeio nou xapaktnpilel tnv

eAN\adikn apxitektovikh tou 12ou ar.*® Xtnv
iS1a enoxn napanépnel kai n epappoyn anAns
nAiveivns taivias nou neplypdegel to 1o and
Aa&eutous BoAites kal n onoia opifovuwvetal
ous yevéoels tou®. Ta ndpiva té&a pe to nAiv-
Bivo nhaioio Bupilouv 1o npoavapepOév 16€o
otnv 0866 Aexaiou, otnv kKdtw noAn.

H nAgiovdtnta twv CUANPAtwy nou €xouv
evrtoixiotei ota peooPulavuvd teixn Sev npo-
opépel akpiBEotepa xpovohoyikd opia, eneidn
npokeital yia nakaioxpiotiavikd apxItektovika
HEAN kal yAuntd. QQot600, 010 E0WTEPIKS TOU
nupyou 18 tou ecwtepou Sutikou teixous
UNApXel EVIOIXIOPEVO THNHA OYIHOTEPOU NECTI-
OKOU TEHNAOU. X10 dvw THAPA TOU KOOHEITal Pe
otaupd, ndvw and tov onoio Siakpivetal pn-
Ha TOU OUHPUOUS UNEPKEINEVOU OKTANAEUPOU
kioviokou. H xpovoAdynon tou necciokou
nepi tov 100 ai. pas npoopépel éva onpavu-
kS terminus post quem yia tnv avéyepon tou
nUpyou Kai Kat’ €néktacn twv jecoBulavtiviv
oxupwoewv tou AkpokopivBou, kaBws o cu-
YKEKPIHEVOS NUpYOs ouVEXeTAl anoAUTwS pE Ta
Teixn kal gival Sopnpévos pe TNV Npwn, «eni-
onpn» Bulavtivh toixonolia. H akoAouBia: a.
Snpioupyia yAuntou > B. tonoB£tnon oe tépnio
vaou > y. Aertoupyia vaou > 6. kataotpoPn
vaou > €. anéonacn yAuntou > {. tonoBétnon

47 Scranton 1957, niv.13.1.

48 Mnoupas & MnoUpa 2002, 465, 477 - 478, 508 -
509 «ai onopadikd.

47 Evéeikukd: Mnoupas & Mnoupa 2002, eik. 130,
203, 271, 322, 368-369, 510.

on the basis of its morphological features*.

Cut stone voussoirs are used in the Mid-
dle Byzantine arches as in postern G4 (fig.
20) and the front of the barrel-vaulted
walkway of outer gate G2 (fig. 48). These
arches are lined with a single brick course.
The almost exclusive use of porous stone
voussoirs in all medieval vaults and arches,
as well as the meticulous construction with
thin joints attest to the craftsmanship of
the stonemasons, a typical element of 12%
c. architecture in Greece*®. Also, the use
of a single brick course that frames the
voussoir arch and turns to the horizontal
at the springing points to the same era®.
The porous stone arches with a brick frame
bring to mind the aforementioned arch on
Lechaion road.

The majority of spolia found in the Middle
Byzantine walls does not offer any further
accurate chronological clues, as they are
mostly Early Christian architectural mem-
bers and sculptures. Nevertheless, in the
interior of tower III8 of the inner western
wall, there is embedded a part of a pier
with integrated colonette, belonging to a
Middle Byzantine altar-screen. Its top is
decorated with a cross, over which one can
still discern part of the octagonal colonette.
The fact that it can be dated around the
10%c., offers a crucial terminus post quem
for the dating of the tower and, in effect,
of the Middle Byzantine fortifications of
the Acrocorinth, since this tower forms a
continuum with the walls and is built us-
ing the first, “formal” Byzantine masonry
type. The sequence: a. carving of the alter
screen pier > b. installation of the altar-
screen in the church > c. operation of the
church > d. destruction of the church > e.
removal of the pier > f. reuse of it in the
tower as spolio, even if it does not include
another possible intermediate phase/reuse

47 Scranton 1957, pl. 13.1.

“ Mnoupag & Mmnoupa 2002, 465, 477-478,
508-509 and sporadically.

49 See also: MmoUpag & Mmoutpa 2002, fig. 130,
203,271, 322, 368-369, 510.



MeooBulavtivog AkpokdpLlvBog

TOMH B-B

67



Middle Byzantine Acrocorinth

Eikbva 58:

TUAPA NEPIPETPIKOU
Teixous otnv
Bopeia xapadpa

Figure 58:

the circuit wall.
Section at the
north bay
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otov nipyo ws cUAnpa, akopn ki av Sev na-
pepBANetal kar GAAn evSidpeon enavdaxpnon,
peta&u € kai ¢, nou Sgv pnopei kal va anokAel-
otei Spws, gival capés 6t npounoBEtel tnv
napéheucn ikavou xpoévou and to a Péxpl to .

Moo eival Spws 1o 1oTopIkd NAaicio nou Ba
SikalohoyoUoe tnv peydAn enévduon yia tnv
KAQTAOKEUN EVOS OXUPWHATIKOU £pYOU autns Tns
té€ns onv pecoBulavuvn Képivoo;

Metd kal Tov opIoTIKO EAEYXO TWV YNYEV®V
YAdBwv tns MNehonovvhcou katd tov 90 ai.,
n neploxn ansi\nOnke coPapd and tous Bouh-
ydpous tou Lapoun, ol onoiol Aiyo npiv 1o
étos 1000 é¢praoav £€ws v MNehondvvnoo.
Me auth tnv enoxn pnopei iows va cuvoedei
pia npwtn pecoPulavtivh pdon nou Siakpive-
Tal ndvw anod ekeivn tns petaBatkns nepiodou
oty eowtepn ypappn oxtpwons lll. H opiot-
kA vikn tou BaoiAgiou B eni twv Bouhydpwv

%% Tia to 1otopIkd MAaicio, BA. Bon 1951, 18iait. 76-
85.

between e. and f. is clearly a process that
requires a considerable amount of time.

So, what is the historic background that
would necessitate a defensive project of
this magnitude, such as the one encoun-
tered in Middle Byzantine Corinth?

Even after the complete subjugation of the
indigenous Slavs of the Peloponnese in the
9t c., the area was seriously threatened by
the Bulgarians of Samuel, who just prior to
the year 1000 arrived in the Peloponnese™°.
With this period could be associated a first
Middle Byzantine phase visible in the inner
line of defense, over the lower part dated
to the Transitional period. The final vic-
tory of Basil IT over the Bulgarians resulted
in the eradication of almost all possible
dangers and threats for the whole of the
Greek peninsula for quite enough time.

%0 On the historical context, see Bon 1951, esp.
76-85.



€xel ws ouvénela n eNAadikn xepodvnoos va
pnv Siatpéxel nAéov opatoUs kivéUvous kal
aneIlés yia pakpd xpovikd didotnpa, Wote va
Sikaloloyeital n epappoyn evos TETOIOU KTe-
TapEVOU OXUPWHATIKoU Npoypdppatos o€ Hia
néAn tou eANAadikou Bépatos, étav pdhiota
AM\es nepIOXES TNs autokpatopias, énws n Mi-
kpd Aocia, and ta péoa tou 11ou al. unépepe
anod us enidpopés twv LeAT{oUKwY, VK PETd
NV KAtaotpoPikn pdxn tou Mdatdikept Katéotn
UMOXPEWTIKA N oxUpwon twv NOAewv tns Au-
ToKpatopias oe OAN AUTA TNV axavh NePIOxn.
Apyodtepa Spws, tnv gnoxn twv Kopvnvov n
Bulavtuivin EANGSa dpxice ndAi va aneileital
ooBapd and 1o Noppavdikd Bacileio tns Xi-
kehias. Mpwta o lwdavvns, al\a kupiws o Ma-
vounh Kopvnvés, epdppooav éva ektetapévo
npoypappa kaotpoktoias 1doo otny idia tnv
KwvotavtivolnoAn, 6co kai otnv nepipépeia,
KUpiws TNV PIKpAoIATikn, yIa VA aVUHETWNicouV
us anelAés and v povipn napouaia twv Len-
toUkwv otn Mikpd Acia kal tnv eykatdotaon
wV Ltaupopdpwv otnv Méon Avatoi. tnv
Kopvnvela nepiodo kal iows Nio CUYKEKPIpE-
va o€ autd to Npoypappa Kactpokticias Tou
Mavounh Ba pnopouloe va éxel eviaxOei kal o
AkpokdpivBos o€ pia npoondbeia tou auto-
kpdtopa va evioxUoel ts SUTIKES ENapxies tou,
gite nplv, €ite to niIBavétepo petd v eIoBoAn
tou Noppavdoul Poynpou kai tnv Aenhacia
s KopivBou to 1147. L& kdBe nepintwon, n
ouykpotnon tou opiou KopivBou-NaunAiou-
Apyous, SloIKnTikns OvIOTNTAS MOU NPOEKUYE
ano v Siaipeon tou eviaiou Bépatos EANG-
Sos pe npwtelouca tnv ©nPa pdAhov petd
10 1147, 1oxuponoinoe tov poAo twv TpIeV
néAewv kai kupiws s KopivBou oto apuvtikd
olUotnpa s autokpatopias twv Kopvnvaov kal
Oa pnopouoce va cuvdeBei kal pe tnv ektéNeon
OXUPWHATIKWV €pywv, Onws autd otov Akpo-
kOpIvoo>'.

Aiyes Sekaeties apydtepa ta teixn s KopIv-
B1akns akpénoAns unnpxav kai ntav a§io-
paxa, apou kabnAwaoav yia NoAAd €tn tous

31 Magdalino 2008, 777. [MpBA. kai v xpovohdynon
kal AAwV aguvtK®V épywyv otnv MNehondvvnoo
v iS1a nepiodo, énws tou teixous oto Tnydvi tns
Mavns: TkioAés & AapoUhos 2012, 193.
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This renders such a large-scale defensive
project in any Helladic city unjustifiable,
especially since other regions of the Em-
pire, for example Asia Minor, suffered
from Seljuq Turk raids even from the mid
11" c., while following the disastrous bat-
tle of Mantzikert, the fortification of all
cities of the Empire in this vast region
became imperative. Later on though, dur-
ing the time of the Comnenes, Byzantine
Greece was threatened again, this time by
the Norman Kingdom of Sicily. Ioannes
and mainly, Manuel Comnenus realized an
extensive castle building program both in
Constantinople itself, as well as in the out-
lying regions, such as Asia Minor, in order
to defend against the ever-present Seljuq
Turks in Asia Minor and the establishment
of the Crusaders in the Middle East. Hence,
the Acrocorinth might be attributed to this
castle building program of the Comnenian
period and most probably during the reign
of Manuel. As a matter of fact, the emperor
had tried to reinforce the western prov-
inces either before or more likely after the
invasion of the Norman Roger II of Sicily
and the sack of Corinth in 1147. In any
case, the establishment of the Corinth-Nau-
plio-Argos horion, an administrative unit
that resulted evidently after 1147 from the
split of the unified theme of Hellas and had
Thebes as its capital, strengthened the role
of the three cities, and mainly Corinth, in
the defensive network of the Comnenian
empire. This reinforcement could be linked
to the construction of fortifications, such
as Acrocorinth’s>'.

Some decades later, the walls of the Corin-
thian acropolis still stood strong enough to
arrest the onslaught of the Crusaders for
several years. The turbulent times around
the year 1200, undoubtedly involved
Corinth, but essentially emphasized the
importance of the Acrocorinth as a strong,

! Magdalino 2008, 777. Cf. also the dating of
other defensive works in the Peloponnese in the
same time period, such as the walls in Tigani,
Mani: Tk10AéG & Aapotlog 2012, 193.
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Eikova 59:

kdotpo
lMevieokoUei kal
AkpokdpivOos and
Auopds

Figure 59:
Penteskouphi
Castle and the
Acrocorinth,
from the West
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Eikéva 60:
kdotpo

MevteokoUp!

Figure 60:
Penteskouphi
Castle
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Ytaupogpopous. Ta tapaypéva xpovia nepi 1o
€tos 1200 ennpedlouv avandpeukta kai tnv
KépivBo, evioxiouv ev toltols tnv cnpaacia
tou AkpokopivBou ws 1oxupou kal andpBn-
tou kdotpou. H npoiodca anocuvBeon tns
autokpatopikns 1oxUos evioxUel ta S1aAutikd
paivépeva otnv nepigépeia. Etol, otnv Noua
EANGSa o 1oxupds Bulavuvds dpxovias Tou
Naunhiou Aéwv Lyoupds naipvel und tov éNey-
x6 tou 6An tnv BopeioavatoAikn Mehondvvn-
oo kal eIoBaAAel kal otnv Xteped EANGSa. To
€tos 1203 yivetal kUpios kai s KopivOou. To
1204, petd tnv Ahwon tns Kwvotavuvoulnohns
and tous otaupoPOpous Kal Tov Siapoipacpo
wv €dapwv tns, o Bovipdtios Moppepatikds,
ppdykos BaciNids tns @ecoalovikns kai o [o-
Seppeidos BINeapSouivos, avnyids tou cuvo-
vopatou iotopikoU ts Ahwons, §ekivolv tnv
katdktnon tns Nehonovvnoou kai enitiBeval
otnv KépivBo. H kdtw noAn, to «epndpiovs h
«Xwpar, €nece UKONA OTa XEPIA TOUS, YEYOVOS
nou anodeikvUel Ot ta npwtofulavtivd teixn

impregnable castle. The progressive disso-
lution of imperial power encouraged fur-
ther disintegration in the periphery. Hence,
in southern Greece, the powerful ruler of
Nauplion, Leo Sgouros assumes control
of the whole of north-east Peloponnese
and invades Mainland Greece. In the year
1203, he conquers Corinth. In 1204, after
the Sack of Constantinople by the Crusad-
ers, and the Partitio Romaniae, the carving
up of the Empire, Bonifatius I of Montfer-
rat, the Frankish king of Thessalonike,
together with Geoffrey I of Villehardouin,
nephew to the chronicler of the Fourth
Crusade by the same name, embark on the
conquest of the Peloponnese and attack
Corinth. The city below, the “emporeion” or
“chora”, succumbed easily, confirming that
its Protobyzantine walls were no longer
effective. Nonetheless, Leo Sgouros, man-
aged to hold onto Acrocorinth for several
years. The long castle siege by the Crusad-



Sev ntav nhéov aidpaxa. Qotdéoo, o Aéwv
Yyoupds oxupwpévos otov AkpokdpivBo
npoéBale pakpoxpdvia avtiotaon. H pakpd
noAlopkia tou kdotpou and Tous oTaupoPo-
poUs, YIa TNV €vioxuon tns onoias avhysipav
pdAiota éva aviikaoTpo OTOV YEITOVIKO NPos
Auopds Nogo Mevieokoldi (eik. 59-60) kal
iows éva deltepo, eniBePaiwvel TNV 1I0XU TOU
AxpokopivBou nou ogeiletal 16G0 oNV PuU-
olkd oxupn B€on tou, 600 Kal ota Ioxupd Teixn
nou eixav aveyepBei katd tnv péon Bulavuvn
nepiodo. To kdotpo Sev aAwONke NOtE, aAAd
Uotepa and névie xpdvia nohiopkias Ki apou
ev Tw petagl o Aéwv Lyoupds eixe neBdvel, ol
KopivBiol cuvBnkohdynoav pe tous Ppdykous
to 1209 kai n enionpn napadoon tou navioxu-
pou AkpokopivBou eniBeBaiddnke to 1210°2

>2Ta ta yeyovdta tns enéhaons tou Aéovtos LyoupoU
kai tnv katdAnyn and tous Ppdykous, BA. Kopdw-
ons 1986aq, 181ait. 60-83, 113-125, 178-180.

MeooBulavtivog AkpokdpLlvBog

ers, for the purposes of which they even
erected an anti-castle on the neighboring
westward hilltop Penteskouphi (fig. 59-
60) and possible a second one as well,
confirms the impregnable nature of the
Acrocorinth, due to both its naturally
fortified position and the powerful walls
that had been erected during the Middle
Byzantine period. The castle was, in fact,
never conquered. Rather, after five years of
siege, and while Leo Sgouros had died in
the meantime, the Corinthians capitulated
to the Franks in 1209 and the official sur-
render of mighty Acrocorinth was ratified
in 1210

52 On the events of the onslaught of Leon Sgouros
and the Frankish conquest, see KopSwong
1986a, esp. 60-83, 113-125, 178-180.
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>TAUPOPOPLKOC Ka
votepofBulavtvoc AKkpokopLvBoc

(1210-1458)

Crusader and Late Byzantine
Acrocorinth (1210-1458)

€14 tnv evowpdtwon tns KopivBOias
M oto veoidpubév ppaykikd lNpiyking-

to tns Axdias, katd tnv peoudapxi-
kA katdtpnon tou Mopid, n KépivBos, évtas
1O pHeyahUtepo actikd KEVIPO Kal OIKOVOHIKO
kal otpatnyiké onpegio eAéyxou s Nehonov-
VAoOU, NapépeIve unod tov Apeco ENEYXO Tou
npiykina, eve anotéleoe kal €5pa tou Aativou
apxieniokénou. Metd and pia nepiodo afe-
Baidtntas, n néAn yvwpilel véa avantuén and
1a péoa tou 130u al., n onoia anotwnwvetal
1600 ota olkoSopikd katdhoina, 4co kal otd
KIvntd euphpata nou npodidouv pia Suvapikn,
€§WOTPEPN olkovopia®.
And v tpitn dekaetia tou 14ou al., n nepio-
xh apxilel va napakpdadel ws anotéAECHa Twv
ouykpouocewv peta&u Bulavuvav tou Muotpd
kal twv Ppdykwv, €€ aitias twv endpopwy twv
Katahavwv kal twv ToUpkwyv, aAd Aoyw Kal
(PUCIKWV KATACTPOPWV, OMNws ToU CEICHOU ToU
1320 kai s naveons (1348) nou anodekatie
tov NAnBucpd. Méoa oe autd kAipa avacpd-
Aeias, n n6An al\dler xépia: to 1358 Sioikei-
Tal and tov pAwpevtvé oiko twv Acciaiuoli.
To 1395 nepiépxetal, petd and oxedoév dvo
alwves, £avd og eANAnvikh Sloiknon unod tov
Oeddwpo Naraiohdyo, deondtn tou Muotpd.
Yto peta&u, hdn and ta péoa tou 14ou aiwva,
oUppwva Y paptupies s enoxns, n KépivBos

>3 Ma tnv otaupoopikn Képiveo, BA. Williams 2003.

by the newly established Frankish

Principality of Achaia, during this
time of feudal partition of the Morea,
Corinth, being the largest urban center
and the economic and strategic hub for
the control of the Peloponnese, remained
under the direct control of the prince, as
well as the seat of the Latin archbishop.
After a certain period of uncertainty, the
city sees new development from the mid
13" ¢. onwards, a development which is
echoed both in the building remains, as
well as in the artifacts, suggesting a dy-
namic, extrovert economy .

From the third decade of the 14™ c. on-
wards, the area starts to decline, as a re-
sult of the clashes between the Byzantines
of Mystras and the Franks, the Catalan
and Turkish raids, but also natural disas-
ters, such as the 1320 earthquake and the

F ollowing the acquisition of Corinth

53 On crusader Corinth, see Williams 2003.



tautifetal nAéov pe tov AKpokopIveo, eve Ni-
yes Sekaeties apydtepa n kGtw NOAN €xel NAéov
epNPOOEl NMANPwWs*4. O HECAIWVIKOS OIKIGHOS
avantiooetal otnv dutikn nAayid tou Aé¢pou,
niocw and tnv E0WIEPIKN Ypappn oxupwons
NI (Mv. A, eik. 4, 6, 41). To kdotpo pével ota
xépia twv Bulavuivov péxpl tnv napddoon
tou otous OBwpavous to 1458, pe éva pikpod
Si1deippa petau 1400 kar 1404, dtav nwhA-
Onke Nnpocwpiva otous lwavvites INNotes s
Podou.

Aedopévns tns onpacias nou gixav ta kaotpa
otnv peoudalikn Kolvwvia Tou nplykindtou, &i-
vai B€Raio 6t o AkpokdpivBos and tnv Npwn
otlypn Ba t€6nke oto enikevipo tou evoiapé-
pOVTOS TwV Kataktntwyv. H apaywvikh ekdoxn
Tou Xpovikou tou Mopéws pas nAnpogpopei ot
ota péoa tou 13ou al. o npiykinas louhiéApos
BiMeapSouivos (1246-1278) eniokedace to
kdotpo Kal éxtioe naldu. Eva yotBikd kio-
vOKpavo nou anokahlpOnke npdopata Kai 1o
onoio npoépxetal and peydAo Ktnpio, KOGHIKS
N eKKANCIacTikO, eniBePalvel otaupoPopikn
olkoSopikh Spactnpidtnta (eik. 61).

Ltus avaockapEs evioniotn-
Kav kai kivntd euphpata
and auth v nepiodo,
Kupiws KEPAMIKA Kal vo-
Hiopata. Anopiphoels
TEWAPTNPWV TWV APXWV
tou 130u al., anopipn-
osis deniers tournois,
eveukd torneselli kai
soldini tou 14ou al. ou-
yKpotoUv tnv VopIcHati-
KA paptupia ts cuvexous
Katoiknons tou kdotpou
oTNV oTAUPOPOPIKA MeE-
piodo. Autikn elonypé-
vNn KEPAMIKN Haptupeital
and to Seltepo pIcd Tou
130u ai. Xapaktnpiotikd
eival ta epualwpéva ay-

>4 Na to Bépa avahutikd, BA. Kopdwons 1986, 50-

51. Kop&wons 2010, 162-163.

55 Libro de los Fechos, § 216: “despues fizo adobar
muy bien el castiello de Corento et fizo y fer muy

bellos pallacios”.

ITavpodoplkog & votepoPfulavtivog
AKkpoKOpLVB0oGg

plague of 1348, that decimated its popu-
lation. In these tormented times, the city
changes hands: in 1358 it is governed by
the Florentine house of Acciaiuoli. In the
1395, after almost two centuries of Frank-
ish rule, it passes again into Greek control,
under Theodoros Palaiologos, Despot of
Mystras. In the meantime, already from
the mid 14™ c., according to contempo-
rary sources, Corinth is identified with
Acrocorinth, while a few decades later the
lower city is completely deserted>*. The
medieval settlement evolves on the west-
ern slope of the hill, behind the inner line
of defense III (Plan A, fig. 4, 6, 41). The
castle remains in Byzantine hands until its
surrender to the Ottomans in 1458, with
a small interlude between 1400 and 1404,
when it was temporary sold to the Knights
of Saint John (Hospitaller) of Rhodes.

Given the importance that castles possessed
in the Principality’s feudal society, it is cer-
tain that Acrocorinth immediately became
a focal center of interest for the Frank-
ish conquerors. The Aragonian
version of the Chronicle of
the Morea informs us
that in the mid 13%
c. prince William
of Villehardouin
(1246-1278) re-
stored the castle
and built a palace
there>. A Gothic
column capital
was indeed re-
cently discovered,
which must belong
to a large secular or
religious building
and confirms Cru-
sader building ac-
tivity (fig. 61).

>4 See Kop&wong 1986, 50-51. KopSwong 2010,
162-163.

55 Libro de los Fechos § 216: “despues fizo adobar
muy bien el castiello de Corento et fizo y fer muy
bellos pallacios”.

Eikdva 61:

yotOiké enikpavo

Figure 61:
gothic engaged
capital
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Crusader and Late Byzantine

Acrocorinth

Eikoéva 62:

ITAAIKA NOAUXPWHN
kepapikn («KRMR»)
M€ to potifo tou
«Tapavta» (téAn
130u-140s al.)

Figure 62:
Italian
polychrome
pottery (“RMR”)
with “Taranto”
motif (end of
13th - 14%c.)

Eikéva 63:

ITaAIKA NOAUXpwWHN
kepapikA («KRMR»)
(téAn 130u-140s
ar.) pe pardikd
HotiBo

Figure 63:
Ttalian
polychrome
pottery (“RMR”)
(end of 13th -
14th c.) with
heraldic motif
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yeia tunou «RMR» «xai
protomaiolica, npoié-
vta and v Kdww ltalia,
maiolica arcaica ané
tnv Bépeia kai Kevipi-
kA ltahia kai Roulette
Ware ané twnv nepioxn
tou Béveto (eik. 62-63).

IMAnv tou BiAAeapSoui-
VOouU, MANpoQpopies nepi enli-
OKEUWV KAl KATAOKEUWY OTOV
AkpokdpivBo napadidovral
enions yia tov lwdvvn NkpaBiva (13 18-

1333) to 1324 kai tov Nicolo Acciaiuoli
(1358-1365). Katd tov A. Bon, o€ apuvtikd
épya 6a npoxwpnaoav kai ol lwavvites, Adyw
s pUOoNS TNS ANOCTOANS TOUS, AKOHN KI av Sgv
owlovtal pntés avapopés yi’ autd*. Mapd us
napandvw NANpogpopies, EAaXIOTa TUNATA TOU
kdotpou pnopoulv va anoSoBolv e OXETIKA
acpdheia otous Ppdykous.

Ytnv nepiodo twv lwavvit®v Innot®y h tns
nahaiohéyeias nepié6Sou (a’piod 150u al.), Oa
pnopouUoce va xpovohoynOei n npwtn ¢pdon

s €§WTEPIKAS, NPWTNS SUTIKAS ypappns oxU-

pwons | pe Tov opBoywvikns katoyns nUpyo

avoIkths NAdns 13 oto pécov (Miv. A-B, eik. 1,

6,42,78-80). H oxUpwon auth unnpxe étav

10 1458 noNiopknBnke o AkpokdpivBos and

tous OBwpavous kal ol NNy£s avapEPouy Tpels

YPappés TEIXV>’. ANWOTE, XapaKINPIOTIKES

y1a TNV €NOXn €ival ol HIKPES KUKAIKES Kavovio-

Bupides tou npwIipou nupoBoAikou otnv Bdon

tou teixous (eik. 64). To teixos éxel UNOOTE]

NOANES HETAOKEUES apydTepa oty
nuAn G1 kal Bopeia auths, ka-
Bws kal oTov Npopaxwva s

Bopeias andAngns 14.

Ytnv endpevn ypapph apu-
vas I, nou ané npwn
petatpdnnke og evoid-
peon, Tuxov engpBdoels

Sev avixvelovtal eUKoAa.

‘lows téte ToIXOYpAPHONKE

1o Swpdtio ndvw and v nuAn,

WOTE va AEITOUPYNOEl WS NAPEK-

¢ Bon 1936, 138-140.
7 Kop&wons 1981, 122, onp. 290.

Excavations brought to light artifacts
from this period, mainly pottery and
coins. Counterfeit tetartera and der-
niers tournois of the 13%™c., as well as
Venetian torneselli and soldini of the 14%c.
substantiate the continuous habitation of
the castle during the Crusader period.
Western imported pottery is found after
the second half of the 13™c. Characteristic
specimens include glazed pottery of the
types “RMR” and protomaiolica, earthen-
ware from South Italy, maiolica arcaica
from North and Central Italy, as well as
Roulette Ware from the region of Veneto
(fig. 62-63).
Aside from Villehardouins structures in
Acrocorinth, sources mention repairs
and other construction by John Gravina
(1318-1333)in 1324 and Nicolo Acciaiu-
oli (1358-1365). According to Bon, the
Hospitallers must also have carried out de-
fensive construction works, because of the
essential character of their mission, even
though sources do not explicitly mention
them°. Despite the above data, very few
parts of the castle can be safely attributed
to the Franks.

The first phase of the outer, first western
line of defense I with the rectangular, open
back tower I3 in the middle (Plan A-B, fig.
1, 6, 42, 78-80) could be dated to the pe-
riod of the Hospitallers or to the Paleolo-
gan period (first half of the 15" c.). This
fortification structure must have existed
when the Acrocorinth was besieged by
the Ottomans in 1458, as sources mention
three lines of defense®’. Indeed, the small
circular cannon-holes for early artillery
at the base of the wall (fig. 64) are quite
characteristic. The walls underwent many
later alterations in gate G1 and further to
its north, as well as in the north end bas-
tion 14.

Potential alterations of the next line of
defense II, which was transformed from
a fist line to an intermediate one, are not

56 Bon 1936, 138-140.
57 Kopdwong 1981, 122, n. 290.



ITavpodoplkog & votepoPfulavtivog
AKkpoKOpLVB0oGg

Eixdva 64:
nUpyos avoIxtAs
nAdtns 13 pe
kavovioBupida

Figure 64:

the open back
tower I3 with a
cannon-hole for
early artillery
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Crusader and Late Byzantine

Acrocorinth

Eixdva 65:
n akpénohn V kai
o nupyos V1

Figure 65:
citadel V and the
tower V1
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KANGI Kal O TPWHEVOS AyI0S va Npootatelel TV
noAn G2 (eik. 46). KaBes n npaktikh auth fitav
S1adedopévn otnv Alon kal ota ctaupoPopikd
kdotpa, onws tns KepUveias Kinpou kai tou
Belvoir otnv MaAaiotivn, aAA\G kal oto XAou-
poutll otnv NMehondvvnoo, dev anokAeictal
va nnpe auth v xpnon petd to 1210, étav o
AkpokopivBos gixe néoel ota xépia twv otau-
popSpwVE. EvoeXopévws TOTE va XpPOVONO-
yeitail kai n undyeia diodos nou avapépape
napandve (eik. 45)%.

Y& autn tnv nepiodo Ba pnopoucav va ano-
50000V opiopéva tpnpata tou nepifdiou,
kaBws Kkal twv npoteixiopdtwy, ISiaitepa tou
BopeioavatohikoU [VII] nou evioxuel tnv dpuva
og €va onpeio nou n npdoPaocn ival oxetikd
euxepéotepn (Miv. A —B, k. 4, 40) kal evdexo-
pévws pias pdons tou votioavatohikou IX, to
onoio AeitoupyoUok ev €id¢l barbacane yia tnv
npootacia npoiiotdpevns nuhidas (eik. 40).

Tnv iS1a enoxn, avakatackeudotnke ek OepeNi-

8 Mesqui 1991, 346. Faucherre 2006, 387. Pringle
2004, 28.
%*Bon 1936, 173 - 175, 178.

easily detectable. It might be possible to
date at that time the wall paintings of the
room over the gate, so that it might func-
tion as a chapel, and the saint, to which it
was dedicated, watch over the gate G2 (fig.
46). Given that this sort of practice was
common in the West and Crusader castles
such as Keryneia in Cyprus and Belvoir in
Palestine, not to mention Chloumoutzi
in the Peloponnese, room could have ac-
quired this function after 1210, when the
Acrocorinth had fallen to the Crusaders>®.
The underground passage mentioned ear-
lier could also belong to this time period
(fig. 45)°.

Parts of the enceinte and the bulwarks,
especially the north-eastern one [VII] that
reinforces a position where access is rather
easier (Plan A-B, fig. 4, 40), as well as a
phase of the south-eastern one [IX] which
functioned as a barbacane to protect a pre-

% Mesqui 1991, 346. Faucherre 2006, 387.
Pringle 2004, 28.
% Bon 1936, 173-175, 178.




wv o nipyos V1 ts NA kopuens (eik. 6, 34,
49, 65-66). Ané v otaupo@opikh edon Si-
atnpeital onpepa o BSpelos ToiXos PE TPNKA
HeEyahou ayId®patos e0wtepIKd, KaBws kal
n yéveon tns kapdpas pe katelBuvon A-A nd-
vw and to ayidwpa. Evas peydhos apiBpods
(POUPOUCIIV, MOU ENAVAXPNOIHONoINBnkav o€
oyIpdTEPN 0BwHavIKh avakataokeun s vo-
toduukns ywvias, niBavév npoépxovtal and
TNV ENICTEYN TOU KTNpiou, n onoia ¢aivetal
6u oxnpdude machicoulis. H avedpeon povo-
AB1koU té§ou nou yepUpwve tnv andotaon
avdpeoa ota poupouaia evioxUel tnv unéBeon.
H ¢pdon pe ta poupouloia Ba pnopouoe va gival
PPaykIkn, ektés av Aavedvel kal GAAn NpwIpn
o0Bwpavikn ¢don, otnv onoia 6a pnopouoce va
anodoBei n nptn tous xphon.

TOMH A

ITavpodoplkog & votepoPfulavtivog

existing small gate (fig. 40), could also be
dated to this period.

In the same period, tower V1 of the south-
west peak (fig. 6, 34, 49, 65-66) was re-
built from the ground up. This Crusader
phase survives today in the north wall,
which includes part of a large arch in the
interior, as well as the springing of the
semi-circular vault oriented from east to
west, standing over this arch. A large num-
ber of corbels that were later reused in an
Ottoman restoration of the south-west
comer could possibly come from the crown
of the building, which appears to have
formed a machicolation. This hypothesis
is further strengthened by the discovery
of a monolithic arch that bridged the gap
between these corbels. The corbel phase
could indeed be Frankish, unless another
early Ottoman phase existed, to which
these corbels might then be attributed.

B \;/ g

A

AKkpoKOpLVB0oGg

Eikova 66:
o nupyos V1

Figure 606:
tower V1
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Eixova 67:
PAuTZavi
Kioutaxeias
(180s ar.)

Figure 67:

“Kiitahya” cup
(18™c.)
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O AkpokoOplvBoc attd to 1458
uEXPL TNV ATteAevBepwon (1823)

Acrocorinth from 1458

until Independence (1823)

I OBwpavoi katahapBdvouv tov
OAKpOKéplveo to 1458 kai avantio-

oouv au§npévn oikoSopikn dpactn-
protnta. O olkiopds niow and v EcWIEPIKN
Sutikn oxUpwon Il peyahdver kar otadiakd
enekteivetal SUTIKOTEPA KAl OTOV XWPO HETA-
€0 twv nepiBoiwv Il kar lll (Miv. A-B, k. 4,
6, 41-42, 47). Md\iota, otov 170 aidva, o
nAnBucpds eival xwplopévos: oto péoa kd-
otpo, niow and v ypappn I, katoikoulv ol
pwapebavoi kal xapnAdtepa, petagu twv tel-
xav Il kai lll, o1 xpiouavoi. Xtnv nepiodo tns A’
Toupkokpatias (1458-1687) xpovohoyouUvtal
APKETA KTiopata oto KAoTPO HE KUPIOTEPA Ta
tpia tepévn® [6-8]. To tépevos 6 otnv Bopeia
KAITU Tou péoa kdotpou Siatnpeital oxedodv
aképaio, xwpis tnv avwdopn tou pivapé®! (eik.
9). To tépevos 7 Bpioketal ndvw and tnv peyd-
An kivotépva: and au-
16 Siatnpeital pévo
O HIvapés, eVw To
nepiypappa tns kd-
TOYNS ToU anokaAu-
¢Onke oe Nnpoopates
€peuves tns Eopeias.
TéNos, 1o tpito tépe-
vos [8] evtoniletal nicw
akpIBws and tov ecWIEPO

¢ Ta v npwn Toupkokpatia, BA. MacKay 1968.
61 KoupoUon 2008.

he Ottomans take over the Acro-

I corinth in 1458 and proceed with
an intensive building program. The
settlement behind the inner western forti-
fication III expands and gradually spreads
to the west, covering the area between
enceintes II and III (Plan A-B, fig. 4, 6,
41-42, 47). In fact, during the 17" c., the
population is segregated: Muslims live in-
side the inner castle, behind line III,
and Christians further down the
hillside, between walls II and
ITI. Numerous buildings in the
castle date to the first period of
Ottoman rule (1458-1687), most
notably the three mosques® [6-
8]. Mosque 6 on the northern slope
of the inner castle survives almost
intact, though missing the upper part

0 On the first period of Ottoman rule, see Mac-
Kay 1968.



nepiBolo. To tagikd pvnyeio nou avackdpnke
otnv Béon tou 1gpol tns Appoditns [9] kal tns
Bulavuivas Bacihikns, ta pikpd Aoutpd [10-11],
o1 kprves®2[12-13] (eik. 10) kai to mM\nBos epel-
niwv oIKIOV pnopouv va avaxBouv tnv enoxn
s oBwpavikns Kupiapxias.

And autn tnv nepiodo npoépxetal NANBOS Ki-
VNTWV EUpNpAtwy, Onws vopiopata, Hikpoa-
VUKEIPEVA Kal KUpiws Kepapikn: Ootpaka anod
us yvwotés katnyopies 1¢vik (160s-170s al.),
Kioutdxeias (180s-190s ai.) (eik. 67), Toavak
Kahé (180s-190s al.), kanvoauipiyyes (eik. 68),
al\d kal vedtepa kepapiikd (eik. 69).

H kuplapxia twv Evetwv, av kal clviopn
(1687-1715), dpnoe éviovo 1o anotinwpa
NS OTo pvnpelakd nalipynoto tou Akpoko-
pivBou. Ao peydhol vaoi®® [16, 18] (Miv. A),
al\d kal onpavtikés enepPdoels ota teixn, npo-
Sidouv tnv onpacia nou anédide n faAnvotdn
otnv KépivBo kai to kdotpo tns. Nopiopata
NS €MOXNS, KEPAPIKA Kal GANAA HIKpOEUpApaTa
CUHNANPWOVOUV TNV HapTupia yia tnv napoucia
wwv Evetdv otov xwpo.

Metd tnv oBwpavikh avakinon, to kdotpo e&a-
kKoAouBsi va katoikeital. O Kdtw OIKIoPOs tns
KopivBou apxilel va avantiooetal paydaia®.
O AkpokopivBos napapével KatolknpEvos Kal
petd tnv aneheuBépwon tou 1823.

H ocupBoln twv OBwpavodv npwteudviws
kal twv Evetdv Seutepeudviws otnv poppn
TWV OXUPpWOoewV Tou AkpokopivBou, dnws
Siatnpoulvtal ohpepa, gival NoAJ peyahltepn
ano o,u €ixe ektPnOei £ws tHpa. Mohovot n
Toupkikn katdktnon tns KopivOias nepidpioe
10 Xd0s nou enikpAtoUsE OTNV NEPIOXN TOV
teleutaio evapion aiwva npiv tnv AAwon, o
AkpokopivBos Sev €xace tnv oTpatnyikn tou
onpaoia péoa otnv OBwpavikh Autokpatopia.
Eni évav aiwva petd tnv napddoon tou Akpo-
kopivBou to 1458, o1 iapkeis Evetotoupkikoi
unoxpéwaoav Tous véous Kuplidpxous va dia-
npouyv 1o kdotpo ot a§idpaxo eninedo. Xus
¢pOBopEs nou npokdAecav otov Akpokdpiveo o
xpovos, aAAd kal ol TONIOpKiES, MPOOTEDNKE N
adnprtn avdykn n oxUpwon, n onoia diatnpou-

2 Xpuodpn 1984.
63 Xpuodepn 2009.
¢4 Kopdwons 19868, 51-54.
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of its minaret®! (fig. 9).

Mosque 7 stands over
the great cistern: only its
minaret survives, while
the outline of its ground
plan was exposed during
recent Ephorate investi-
gations. Finally, the third
mosque [8] is located right

behind the inner enceinte. The muslim
burial monument excavated in the area
of the sanctuary of Aphrodite [9] and the
Byzantine basilica, the small bathhouses
[10-11], the fountains®? [12-13] (fig. 10)
and several house ruins can be dated to the
time of Ottoman rule.

A multitude of artifacts stem from this
period, such as coins, minor objects and
most of all, pottery: shards of well-known
types Iznik (16"-17" c.), Kiitahya (18%-
19t c.) (fig. 67), Canakkale (18™-19% c.),
tobacco pipes (fig. 68) and modern ceram-
ics (fig. 69).

The Venetian rule, though brief (1687-
1715), left a significant mark on the mo-
numental palimpsest of the Acrocorinth.
Two large churches®® [16, 18] (Plan A) and
substantial intervention on the walls reveal
the importance accorded to Corinth and
its castle by the Serenissima Republic of
Venice. Coins of the Venetian era, pottery
and other small finds complete our knowl-
edge for the presence of the Venetians in
the castle.

After the Ottoman recapture (1715), the
castle continues to be inhabited. The low-
er settlement of Corinth starts to expand
again®, but the Acrocorinth continues to
be inhabited even after the 1823 Greek
War of Independence.

The contribution of primarily the Otto-
mans and, to a lesser degree, the Venetians
to the fortifications of the Acrocorinth, as
they survive today, is much greater than

61 Koupouon 2008.

62 Xpuodepn 1984.

6 Xpuoden 2009.

¢4 Kopbwong 19868, 51-54.

Eixdva 68:
OBwpavikh
Kanvoouplyya

Figure 68:

Ottoman tobacco

pipe
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og €ws 1O1e aval\oiwta ta Yeodiwvika xapa-
KTtnpIotikd tns, va ekouyxpoviotei tov 150 al.,
WOTE va Kataotei Ikavh va aviane€éNbel ous
anaitnoels tns véas NoAEYIKNS TEXVOAoyias twv
NupoBOAWY OMAwV.

Ye extetapéva tpnpata tou nepifoiou Siakpi-
vovtal Ol OMEs yId TNV £yKatdotacn NpwIpwyY
nupoBoiwyv, Sieubetnpéves otnv Bdon twv Tel-
xwv. MNMpdkeital yia Siapoppwoels nou cuvdéo-
VIdl JE TS NPWTES EPAPHOYES TOU NUPOPBOAIKOU
kai Sev pnopoulv napd va xpovoloynBoulv otnv
A’ Toupkokpatia. Ztnv npaypatikdtnta, n nAel-
ovéINTa Twv KAtaokeuwv otov AkpokdpivBo
nou cuvdéovtal pe nupoBoAa énia napané-
Hnel o€ Npwipa otddia tns véas OXUPwHATIKNAS
TeExvoloyias, ta onoia xpovikd tautifovtal e
auth akpIBws v nepiodo. Ta xapaktnpiotikd
autd anavtouv kal og SUo npoteixiopata, 1o
Vil kai to IX, nou ev €idel barbacane npooté-
TeUE TNV votlad pecdiwvikn nulida G7 (Miv. A,
eIk, 4).

OBwpavikn katackeun Ba npénel va BewpnOei
OTNV GNUEPIVA TOU Hoppn to ppoupio V nou
oxnpatiel tnv votuodutikn akpdnoAn Kai to
onoio Siaipeital og 2 nepiBdAous (Miv. A, eik.
70). O pecaiwvikds nipyos V1 otnv Bopeio-
avatolikn tns ywvia §avaxtiotnke petd and
kdnola katactpoPn Kal enevéUBnKke e Naxeis
Toixous yia va aviéxel us Bohés twv nupoPo-
Awv (eik. 65-66). Mdptupas tns éva npéopato
elpnpa: pia o1depévia oBida Bpédnke opnvw-
Hévn otov Bopeio toixo tou nupyou. Le auth
v Oyipn nepiodo Ba npénel va avaxOei kai n
tappos M £€w and ta Sutikd teixn, aAd kal To
Siateixiopa L, nou kahuntel tnv npdoPaon pe-
1a€0 twv nuAadv G1 kai G2 (Miv. A, €ik. 6, 42).

Mia Seltepn opdda enepPdoewy nepiAapBdvel
€VIOXUOEIS TEIXWV YIa va aviéxouv ota BAnpata
TV TNAeBSAwY, kaBws kal dnpioupyia Swpd-
WV pe kavovioBupides yia tnv tonoB€tnon ka-
VOVI®WV, NPOEEOXWV €V €id€l NPOHAXWVWV Kal
nupoBoleiwv (batterie). Xapaktnpioukoi giva
NPOHaxwves kai ol batterie otn dutikh NAeu-
pd tou kdotpou, ous ypappés |, Il kai Il (eik.
41-43, 47), kabes kal oto Sutikd dkpo s
akpénohns [IV20] (Miv. A, eix. 70). O1 enep-
Bdoeis autés cuvdEovtal pe tnv endpevn pdon
otnv €€ENIEN s apuvtikns texvoloyias kal Ba
pnopoucav, npdypatl, opICHEVES and Autés va

what was until recently assumed. Despite
the fact that the capture of Corinth by the
Ottomans brought a measure of order to
the chaos, prevalent in the area during a
century and a half before the Fall of Con-
stantinople, the Acrocorinth did not lose
its strategic importance within the Otto-
man Empire. For a whole century after
its capture by the Ottomans in 1458, the
continuous struggle between the Ottomans
and the Venetians forced the new conquer-
ors to preserve the defensive potential of
the castle. In addition to the deteriora-
tion caused by time and repeated sieges,
the new conditions of the 15™ c. urgently
demanded that a castle that had until then
retained its medieval characteristics intact,
be rapidly modernized to withstand the
novel military threat, artillery firepower.

Gunports used for the employment of early
firearms, cut at the base of the walls, are
discernible along extensive portions of the
enceinte. These alterations are linked to
the first usage of artillery and can be easily
dated to the first Ottoman period. In real-
ity, the majority of Acrocorinth structures
that are linked to firearms can be attributed
to an early stage of this novel technology
and coincide chronologically with this very
period. The same features are to be found
in two bulwarks, VIII and IX, which de-
fended the medieval, south small gate G7
in the form of barbacanes (Plan A, fig. 4).

The modern form of Fortress V, which
forms the south-west acropolis and is par-
titioned into two enclosures (Plan A, fig.
70), must be considered an Ottoman struc-
ture. The Medieval tower V1 was rebuilt
on its northeastern corner, following some
heavy damage, with the addition of thick
walls, in order to withstand artillery fire
(fig. 65-66). As a matter of fact, an iron
cannonball was recently discovered lodged
into the north wall of the tower.

Moat M outside the west walls and parti-
tion wall L, that protects the passageway
between gates G1 and G2 (Plan A, fig. 6,
42), must also be dated to the same later
period.



ouvdeBouv pe tnv Evetkn nepiodo. BéBaia,
étav ol Evetoi kataAapBavouv tov Mopid, n te-
xvohoyia éxel e§eNixBei akdpn nepioodtepo Kal
Kuplapxei TANPws 1o e§eNIYHEVO NPOPAxXwVIKO
olotnpa. Xapakinpiotiké napddeiypa tns véas
QHUVTIKAS aPXITEKTOVIKAS Kal ANIOTa OE YEW-
Hoppoloyikd unéBabpo avdloyo tou Akpo-
kopivBou eivai to MNaAapndi. Avdhoyou oxedi-
acpou Atav Kal Ta aguvtikd €pya nou epappo-
oav ol Evetoi otnv nedidda tns KopivBou. Xtov
AxpokdpivBo, énws npokuntel and ta oxédia
nou npoépxovtal and to apxeio s Bevetias
kal eival ws eni 1o nAeiotov adnpoaoituta, ol
pnxavikoi tns faAnvotdns npdteivav Spactikd
€KOUYXPOVICHO TOU ppoupiou pe Bdon ta véa
ouoTnpata kal Oxi NPOCOAKES NS HOPPAS NMou
owdlovtal ohpepa oto KAoTPO Kal Ol OMoiEs,
OTIS NAEIOTES TwV NEPINTWOEWYV, Paiveral ot
npénel va anodoboulv otous OBwpavous.
O1 oyipdtepes enepBdoels nepihappfavouv
kal teixn pe nukvn Sidtagn tugpekioBupidwv
oT0 £ninedo twv 08oVIWTWY ToUs ENAAEEWY,
npokelpévou va dnpioupynBoUlv eKTeTapéves
Ypappés nupds (eik. 49). MoMNés and autés s
KATAoKEUES OTIS anoANnEels TwV TEIXWY Pnopouv

va xpovohoynBoulv aképn oyipdtepa, otnv B

Toupkokpatia (17 15-1823).

Oi1nihes G1 kar G2 unéotn-
oav enaveiNnppEVes pe-
TAOKEUES Kal VIOXUOEIS
ano tous OBwpavous,
evw tepdotia tpnpa-

10 TWV HECAIWVIK®V
teIxwv otav dev avul-
kataotd®nkav, enev-
8U6nkav n appolo-
ynBnkav pe Spactikd
TpoNo, WOoTE va ival
Suoxepns n akpifns
TOoUS XpovoAdynon.

H npdogpatn avelpeon

O€ avaokapn s akpo-
noAns V evds onpavu-
koU ouvoAou SnAwv Kal
noAepikhs e€aptuons (eNd-
opata navoni®v Kal pe-
TaAAIkd e€aptnpata Sniwy,
B€An Bahiotpidwv, toekoupia,
népnes, JoANUBSIves opaipes nu-
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A second group of interventions includes
wall reinforcements in order to withstand
artillery fire, the construction of battle-
ments with embrasures for cannons, as well
as bastion-like and battery-like protrusions.
The bastions and batteries on the western
side of the castle, on lines I, II and III (fig.
41-43, 47), as well as on the western end
of the citadel [TV20] (Plan A, fig. 70) are
characteristic specimens of such structures.
These interventions are attributable to the
next phase in the development of defensive
technology, and some of them could indeed
be linked to the Venetian period. Of course,
when the Venetians capture the Morea, this
technology has advanced even further and
a fully developed bastion system predomi-
nates. Palamedi is a typical example of this
new defensive architecture, notable due to
its similar geomorphological formation.
The Venetians carried out similar defensive
works in the plain of Corinth. Unpublished
plans, relating to the design of the Acro-
corinth fortifications found in the Venetian
archives, indicate that the engineers of the
Serenissima Republic proposed a drastic
modernization
of the fortress,
based on com-
pletely new
systems and not
the relatively mi-
nor alterations found
in the castle today.
Hence, the latter must
probably be attribut-
ed to the Ottomans.
Later interventions
also include walls
with densely arrayed
musket-loops on the
level of their crenel-
lations, in order to
create extensive firing
lines (fig. 49). Many
of these structures on
the crown of the walls
can be dated even later, to
the second Ottoman period
(1715-1823).

Eixdva 69:
£PUANWHEVO
Aayhvi vedtepwy
XpPOVwV

Figure 69:
19% c. glazed jug
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Eikéva 70 :

n akpénohn V pe
TOV NPOHAxwva
V20

Figure 70:

citadel V with
bastion IV20
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poBoAwv omAwv, BAApata Bahiotp®y, HNAAES
KavovI®V KAM.), mou xpovohoyouvtail and tov
140-150 €ws tov 170 al., avapévetal va dw-
o€l véa OTOIXEIA yIa TNV NMOAEPIKN TEXVONoyia
nou xpnaiponoinoav otov UoTEPO pecaiwva
Kal ota vewtepa xpovia ol UNEPACTIIOTES TOU
kdotpou tou AkpokopivBou.

Yupnepacpatikd, ol EVETOTOUPKIKES enepBdoels
Siapdppwaoav v NoANoIs Tnv €iIKOVA Mo €xel
n oxUpwon tou AkpokopivBou ocnhpepa, oxi
HOVO pECw TWV VEWV KATAOKEUWY, ANA Kal Pe
nAnBos tonikwv enidlopOwoewy nou nepIAdp-
Bave and an\d appoloynpata pEXpPI EVIOXUTIKES
€nevSUOEIS TWV HECAIWVIKOV PEtanupyiwv (gIk.
21, 32,37, 40).

H teheutaia noAiopkia tou AkpokopivBou yi-
vetal ané tov Oeddwpo Kohokotpwvn tnv
nepiodo tns eANAnvikAs enavdotaocns. H ane-
AeuBépwon tou otis 26 OktwPpiou 1823 on-
paivel kal to téAos tns Iotopias tou Opulikou
kdotpou.

Gates G1 and G2 underwent repeated mod-
ifications and reinforcements by the Ot-
tomans, while large parts of the medieval
walls, when not rebuilt, were refaced or
rejointed drastically, thus rendering their
exact dating particularly problematic.

The recent discovery, in an excavation
on acropolis V, of a group of firearms
and items of warfare (armor plates and
metal firearm parts, crossbow bolts, axes,
brooches, lead firearm balls, cannonballs,
etc.), dating to the 14"-15% c. up to the
17% c., is expected to offer new data on
the warfare technology, employed during
the late Middle Ages and the early modern
period by the defenders of the Acrocorinth.

In conclusion, the Venetian and Ottoman
interventions are to a large extent respon-
sible for the current appearance of the
Acrocorinth fortifications, not only through
new constructions, but also thanks to a
multiplicity of local repairs, that ranged
from simple rejointing to whole reinforce-
ment masonry layers on the medieval cur-
tain walls (fig. 21, 32, 37, 40).

The last siege of Acrocorinth was led by
Theodoros Kolokotronis during the Greek
War of Independence. The surrender of the
castle on October 26" 1823 marks the end
of its legendary history.
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To €pyo TNC TpooTaciac Kat
avaoeLltnc Tou KaoTPou

AKpoKopivBou

NikéAaos Zidnpénoulos

The protection and enhancement project
of the Acrocorinth castle

Nikolaos Sidiropoulos

a npoBAnpata ota ektetapéva teixn tou
TKc'IOtpou katatdooovial ws akoAoUBws:

S1akonn tns cUVEXEIas TOU Teixous AOyw
katdppeuons, anwAela endA&ewv, katdppeuon
tns pias napelds (cuvnbws tns €wtepikns), na-
PAHOPPWOEIS, HEYANES EMNIXWOEIS MOU ACKOUV
wOnaels, anwhela cuvdetikoU KOVIAHAtos K.d.
Ta npoPAApata evtonidovtal oe NoAAd Siago-
pEUIKA onpeia.
Y10 eowtepikd tou Kdotpou, ta ktiopata €i-
val o€ gpeini®wdn katdotaon kai ol Siadpopés
SUoBates, xwpis EVNPEPWTIKES MIVAKIOES HEXPI
npéopata. Adyw tou peyéBous tou Kdotpou,
WV NOA®V NPoPANpdTwy ota Teixn, Nou Noh-
Aés popés anavrolv og onpeia Suonpdaoita, Twv
HeydAwv anootdoswy OTo E0WTEPIKS TOU Kal
s aduvapias xphons pnxavokivntwy Hécwv
yla tnv petapopd UNIK®Y, Ol Epyacies yia tnv
npootacia kal avddei§n tou anartolyv peydia
xpovikd diacthpata kal avahoya ugnAous npo-
UnoAoyiopous.
H 6n EBA ws appddia €ws to 2006 kai n 25n
EBA onpepa, kataBaMouv avdloyes npoond-
B¢eies yia tnv npootacia kar diathpnon tou
ONPAvTUKOTEPOU PECAIWVIKOU PVNHEIOU TNS
KopivBias. Ta teAeutaia xpovia, Aoyw Kkai s
au§nons tns eniokeyipdtntas, uhonolouval
onpavukd épya yia v avadei§n tou Kdotpou
AxpokopivBou kal tnv acpahn nepinyncn tou.

he various structural problems of

I the enceinte can be classified as fol-

lows: disruption of the continuity

of the walls due to collapse, loss of the

battlements, collapse of one side of the

wall (usually the external), deformations,

heavy backfill exerting considerable forces,

loss of jointing mortar, etc. These problems
occur in several different areas.

In the interior of the Castle, buildings are
in ruins and circulation is thus hampered,
due to the complete lack of relevant in-
formation panels until recently. Due to
the large size of the Castle, the multitude
of problems of the walls, which are often
located in inaccessible areas, the great
distances within its interior and the con-
sequent inability of motorized equipment
to transfer building material, preservation
and enhancement projects as a rule require



To €pyo tns npootacias tou Kdotpou Akpoko-
pivBou pnopei va Siaxwpiotei oe Suo Baoikés
nep1dSous. Tnv nepiodo péxpi to €ros 2000 kal
v nepiodo and to 2000 péxpi to téNos tou
2009. H beltepn nepiodos diaipeital enions
og 0o unonepiddous o€ oxéon pe Tov popéa
npootacias Tou PVNpEiou Kal Katd cuvenela
popéa ulonoinons tou €pyou.

Ta épya npo tou 2000 exteholvtal and tov 1é-
1€ popéa npootacias Twv Bulavivev pPvnpei-
wv KopivBias, tnv 6n EBA, pe €5pa tnv MNdtpa
kal ypapeio otnv Apxaia KépivBo. Katd tnv
nepiodo autn, uhonoiouvtal pévo ensiyouoes
OTEPEWTIKES EPYATies o€ eTOINOppONa onpeia
TWV TEIXWV, Nou KaAuntovtal and tov €tNcio
npoinoAoyiopd tns 6n Epopeias. To peyalu-
1EpO o€ OYKO €pyo UNonolgital tnv dekagtia
tou 1990 kai nepiAapBdvel oTeEPEDOEIS TWV
TeIx@v tou tpitou (evédtepou) nepiBdhou, vo-
ua s tpitns NUAns, tou Seltepou (evSidpe-
oou) nepiBéAou, NA tns Seldtepns nUANs kai tv
avukatdotaon tns ne{oy£pupas wns tdppou
pnpootd and tnv NUAN TNs NPWINS YPAUHNS
oxUpwons. Tnv idia nepiodo dianAativetal
kal aopahtootpwvetal o Spdpos and tov ol-
kiopo tns Apxaias KopivBou péxpi to Kdotpo,

considerable time and an equally hefty
budget.

The 6™ Ephorate, responsible for the mon-
ument until 2006, and the 25™ Ephorate
today devote considerable effort to the
protection and preservation of the most
important medieval monument of Corinth.
In recent years, in part due to the increase
in visitors, important projects are being
carried out, leading to the enhancement of
the Castle and allowing a safe tour.

The preservation project of the Acrocorinth
Castle can be divided into two basic pe-
riods: the first one extends until 2000
and the second from 2000 to 2009. The
second period can be further subdivided
into two phases, with respect to the body
responsible for the preservation, and con-
sequentely, the body executing the works.

Works before 2000 were executed by
the preservation body responsible for the
Corinth monuments at the time, the 6™
Ephorate, headquartered in Patras, to-
gether with a subsidiary office in Ancient
Corinth. During this period, only emer-

Eixova 74:

TO CUYKPOTNUA NS

nuAns G3 kai to

NBdotpwto npo

auths

Figure 74:
gate G3 and

the cobblestone
pathway in front

of it
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@ 6éosis enegpBdoswv A pdons (I KIME)
enhancement works — phase A
(3 CFS)

QO 6éoeis enepBdoewv ‘B pdons (I KMX)
enhancement works - phase B
(3" CFS)

Oéoels véwv enepBdoewv
(EXMA 2007-2013)

New enhancement works
during NSRF 2007-2013

Eikéva71:
AxpokopivBos
kdtoyn pe Us
Oéoels wv
engpPdoewy

Figure 71:
Acrocorinth,
plan showing
the places where
the enhancement
works were
implemented




The protection and enhancement project
of the Acrocorinth castle

Eikéva 72:

N NEPIOXN TwWV
avaAnppdtwy

pe tnv Bulavuvn
KIvotépva 4 kai 1o
Tépevos 7 npiv Ts
epyaoies

Figure 72:

the area of

the retaining
walls with

the byzantine
cistern 4 and the
mosque 7 before
the restoration
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enitpénovias v npéoPaocn kal ota Aewpopeia
nou péxpi téte Sev Atav duvatdv va petagpé-
pouv eniokéntes otov AkpokodpivBo. To €pyo
s odonolias, cuvoAikoU PHAKOUS TECCApwV
nepinou xINlop€tpwy, uhonoinBnke and tnv
Nopapxiakh AutoSioiknon KopivBias.

Tnv &eltepn nepiodo, and to 2000 £ws to té-
Aos tou 2009, ekteleital onpavuko €pyo npo-
otaoias kal avadeigns tou Kdotpou Akpoko-
pivBou pe xpnpatoddétnon and to [ Koivoukd
MAaioio ZtApi§ns. H npwtn ¢pdon tou evtdooe-
tai oto [.E.IN. Mehonovvhoou pe npoiinoAoyi-
op6 440.205 € kal uhonoigital Pe auteniotacia
and w 6n EBA H &eltepn ¢pdon evtdooetal oto
E.M. «MOAITIZMOZL» tou YIMNO pe npoiino-
Moyiopd 500.000 € kar uhonolgital pe auteni-
otacia and th veoouotatn 25n EBA, nou éxel
™ XwpIkN appodidtnta twv vopwv Kopiveias,
ApyoNhidas kai Apkadias.

Kai ous dUo ¢pdoels 1o €pyo enikevipwOnke otn
npootacia kal avadei§n tunpdtwy tou Kaotpou
pe v peyalUtepn eniokeyipdtnta. O kdpios
oykos twv eniokentwy diaoxilel us tpels diado-
XIKés NUAes, pOAvel oto nAdtwpa s Bulavuvns
Se€apevns kai eniotpépel. MepovwpEVOl €MIOKE-
ntes Siab€touv xpdvo yia tnv NEPINYNCH TOus
o€ GA\a nio anopakpuopéva onpeia (akpdmnoAn,
Avw Meipavn, kopupn vaou tns Appoditns).
Me kpithpio tnv avaykaidtnta Siathpnons Tou
pvnpeiou, tnv acpaln Kal BeAUwpévN enioKe-
YIHOTNTA ToU Kal TNV avayvwpicipétntd tou,
evtdxOnke oto [ Koivoukd Mhaioio Lthpi§ns
kal eKTeEAECONKE TO €pyo Mou neplypdpetal
napakdtw. O1 Béoeis paivovtal otnv k. 71,
énou pe S1aPOPETIKA XpWHATIKA aneikdvion
Siaxwpifovtal ol B€oels twv Suo pdoewyv Tou
épyou. Avalutika:

O epyaaies oto Kaotpo AkpokopivBou, nou

gency restoration works were implemented
in parts of the walls threatened with immi-
nent collapse; these works were financed
by the annual budget of the 6™ Ephorate.
The largest single work was carried out
in the 1990s and included bracing of the
walls of the third (inner) enceinte [III],
south of the third gate [G3] and the second
(intermediate) enceinte [II], south-west
of the second gate [G2], as well as the
replacement of the pedestrian bridge over
the moat [M] in front of the first line of
defense gate. During the same period, the
road leading up from Ancient Corinth to
the Castle was laid with asphalt, thus al-
lowing access to visitor buses, hitherto
unable to reach the site of the Acrocorinth.
The road works had an extent of about four
kilometers and were carried out by the
Regional Prefecture of Corinth.

During the second period, i.e. from 2000
until the end of 2009, important works
for the protection and enhancement of
Acrocorinth Castle were carried out, fi-
nanced by the 3™ European Community
Support Framework. The first phase was
included in the Regional Operational Pro-
gramme of the Peloponnese with a budget
of 440.205 € and was executed under the
direct supervision of the 6" Ephorate of
Byzantine Antiquities. The second phase
was included in the Sectoral Operational
Programme “Culture” of the Hellenic Min-
istry of Culture with a budget of 500.000
€ and is currently under the direct supervi-
sion of the newly established 25" Ephorate
of Byzantine Antiquities, which is now re-
sponsible for the prefectures of Corinthia,
Argolid and Arcadia.

In both phases, the works focused on the
protection and enhancement of those parts
of the Castle which received the largest
number of visitors. The majority of visitors
cross the three consecutive gates, reach the
Byzantine cistern plateau, and then return.
Individual visitors may devote more time
to stroll through other, more remote parts
(the citadel, the Upper Peirene fountain,
the Aphrodite Sanctuary peak).

The following project was integrated and



éyivav oto nhaioio tou I K.IN.L., dpxicav tov
Lentépppio tou 2002. H A"®don oAokAnpw-
Bnke ous 30.11.2005, eve n B'®don oto té-
Aos tou 2009.

Kat’ apxds, €yivav epyacies npostoipacias
nou agopoulcav otov Kadapiopd TwvV Xw-
pwv enéypaons, otn Snpioupyia Twv XWPwV
anoBnkeuons epyaieiwy kal eunadwv UNIKWY,
otnv tonoB£tnon petalikwv Bup®y yia tnv
aopdaheia twv anobnkwv, otn dnpioupyia xw-
pou evandBeons NPpookopI{OPEVWY UNIK®V,
otnv e§opdAuvon Si1adpopdv yia tnv petapo-
pd UNIK®WV péoa oto kdotpo, otnv Npopndeia
anapaitntwy epyaleiwv kal otnv tonobétnon
evnpepwtikns nivakidas. AkoAoUBws, exte-
AéoBnkav ol npoPAendpeves epyacies Onws
neplypapovtal otn cuvéxela, Eekivavias and
TO E0WTEPIKS TOU KAOTPOU NPOS TO EEWTEPIKO:

1. AvaAnppatikoi toixol
otnv nepioxn tns Bulavuviis
Se€apevis [4]

AiaBaivovtas tnv tpitn nUAn, SUo avnpopi-
kd povondua odnyoulv o€ €va nAdtwpa, dnou

To €pyo Tn¢ mMpoaotaciag Kat avadeling
TOU KAOoTPOoUu AKpokKopivBou

executed within the 3 Community Frame-
work Program, on the basis of the necessity
of the preservation of the monument, the
requirements for a safe and informative
visitor experience and the overall evalua-
tion of the monument as a key landmark.
The two different phases of the project are
distinguished by different area colors in fig.
71. The details of the project are as follows:

The 3" Community Framework Program
project in Acrocorinth Castle started in
September 2002. Phase A was completed
in 30.11.2005 and phase B at the end of
2009.

The first step in the project consisted of
preparatory works which included clearing
of the relevant areas, building of storage
facilities for tools and artifacts, installing
of metal gates for the security of the afore-
mentioned facilities, spatial arrangement
of an area that would receive rubble and
debris, flattening of the existing pathways
to allow use of the wheelbarrows, procure-
ment of the required tools and installation
of relevant information panels. Next, fol-
lows a detailed description of each part of

Eikéva73:

N NEPIOXN TWV
avahnppdtwv

pe tnv Bulavuvh
KIvotépva 4 kal to
tépevos 7 petd us
€pyaoies

Figure 73:

the area of

the retaining
walls with

the byzantine
cistern 4 and the
mosque 7 after
the consolidation
works
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The protection and enhancement project
of the Acrocorinth castle

Eikéva 75:
ev8idpeon ypappn
oxUpwons |l,
ouykpotnpa
nUAns G2 kai o
nupyos Il 1 katd
v didpKeia wv
€PYACIOV

Figure 75:

the intermediate
line of defense
II, Gate G2
complex and
tower II1 during
the consolidation
works

Eixéva 76 (kévipo):

o nupyos 111 npiv
s epyaocies

Figure 76 (center):
tower II1 before
the consolidation
works
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undpxel peyahwv Siactdoewy undyeia Bulavt-
vh 8e€apevn [4], kaBs kal o owlSpevos piva-
pés tlapiou [7]. Xn Bdpeia kai Sutikh nAeupd
TOU «MAQTOHATOS» UNAPXEl TOIXOS avtiotnpIgns
yla TV cuyKpdtnon twv xwpdatwy. [pokeital
yia EnpoAiBodopn ndxous 0.80 pe 1.00p.,
Uyous 4.00p. kai cuvoAikoU pnkous 95p. nou
Siakéntetal and v okdha avéSou oto avw-
tepo eninedo. EndAAnAo1 avainppatikoi toixol
Siapoppvouy oe enineda to évtovo npavés
nou nepiBaietal and ta SUo povondtia Péxpl
v tpith nUAN.

O toixos avuotnpi§ns oto uPnAdtepo enine-
60, onws enions kai Ta xapnAdtepa avainp-
pata, napouciale NApapopPwoEls and tnv
®ONoN TwV yaiwv kal og geydAa THAKATA €ixe
katappeUoel, NapacUpovIas XWHAatda Kal NETPES
(eik. 72). Mapapopewosis («pouckmpata»)
unnpxav kai otous NAdivous Toixous tns okd-
Aas. Xtn Bopelodutikn ywvia, o toixos kal ol
avinpides gixav peydAn napapdppwon.

Apxikd €yive anopdkpuvon twv XwHdTwy Kal
wV NiBwv and ta tynpata nou eixav katappeu-
ogl, CUN\éyovtas Kal CUCOwpPEUOVTAs o€ Katah-
Anha onpeia s NETPes yia enavaxpnaoiponoin-
on. Apaip€bnkav ta Xxwpata o€ anéotacn evos
HEtpou and tnv ecwtepIKn NAeUpd o€ Ao To
HAKOS TwV UNd KATaoKeUN THNPATWY TOU TOIXOoU.

A@ou kaBapicBbnkav kaAd ta Tphpata twv
ow{OpeEVWY ToiXwV, avakatackeudotnkav ta
Keva xpnolponolwvtas s idles NETpes kal v
iS1a texvotponia. To nAdtos tou toixou, katd
Siaothpata, au§hBnke Npos To ecwTePIKS TNS
enixwons, SnNHIoUpywVTas ecWTEPIKS «nddax»
yia tnv BeAtiwon tns avtoxns og avatponn. Eyi-
VE MPOCEKTIKA OUVOEDN TwV CwlOPEVWY THN-
patwv pe tn véa AiBodopn SianAékovtas enipn-
kels AiBous. ExatépwOev tns kAipakas avédou,
énws kai otn B-A ywvia, €yive kaBaipeon kal
enavakatackeun twv ANiBodopwv. Tautdxpova,
HE TNV ENAVAKATAOKEUN TwV TOIXWV £YIVE KAl N
ENIXWON OTNV ECWTEPIKA NAEUPA.

Ze SN0 TO PNKOS TOU ToiXou avtiotnpigns ava-
KATaOKEUAOTNKE TO Gvw TpRpa (otéyn), anoka-
Biotwvtas v opolopopPia Tou kai Npoota-
telovtas tov and ta opPpia nou oto cUvold
ToUs, AOyw twV UPICTAPEVWYV KAICEWV TOU
«nAatwpatos», diépxovial ndvw and autdv
(eix. 73).




the project, starting from the castle interior
and moving on to its exterior:

1. Retaining walls in the area
of the Byzantine cistern [4]

After crossing the third gate, two inclined
pathways lead to a plateau, on which
stands a large, underground Byzantine cis-
tern [4], plus a surviving mosque minaret
[7]. On the north and west sides of this
plateau, there are retaining walls which
restrain the sloping soil. These walls con-
sist of dry set masonry 0.80-1.00m. thick,
and 4.00m. high, over a length of 95m.,
interrupted by a staircase that leads up to
a higher level. Subsequent retaining walls
restrain the steeply inclined soil enclosed
by two pathways leading to the third gate
into successive levels.

The highest retaining wall, as well as most
of the lower ones, were deformed by later-
al earth pressure, while large sections had
collapsed and were covered under rubble
and loose soil (fig. 72). Similar swelling
deformations (“bulges”) were visible on
the side walls of the staircase. The north-
west corner wall and its buttresses were
also severely deformed.

Loose rocks and soil was removed from
the collapsed areas and the rubble was

Eikova77:

ev8idpeon ypappn

oxUpwons Il kai

(e]

nopyos I11 petd us

€pyaoies

Figure 77:

the intermediate

line of defense
IT and tower
II1 after the
consolidation
works
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The protection and enhancement project
of the Acrocorinth castle

Eikéva 78:
nuAn G 1

Figure 78:

gate G1
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O1 epyaoies otov apéows xapnAdtepo ava-
Anppatikd toixo cupnepiAngOnoav otnv B
®don tou €pyou. O toixos and EnpoAiBodopn
napouciale napapopPpwosls and tnv wdnon
TWV YalwV Kal katappeUoels o€ NOANG THA-
pata. O1 epyaocies nepieNdpBavav kat’ apxav
aNOXWHATWOEIS Kal SUNoyh twv AiBwv ota
THApPAta nou unnpxav katappelosls. Katd tnv
avaokapn, anokaAu@Onkav tphpata naiaid-
TEPWV KINPiwv Nicw and to avdinppa. Na tov
Adyo autd, n avakataoKeuh TOU TOIXoU EyIVe
ota Tnpata nou Sgv unnpxav NaNIdTePes kata-
OKEUES, EV® Ol TOIXOI TwV OWIOHEVWY KTNpiwyv
otepewbnkav, oUtws WOTE va AeItoupyouv Kal
ws avaAnppatikoi. H avakataokeun €yive pe
Tous 16ious AiBous nou CUNAEXTNKaV.

2. Naés Ayiou Anpntpiou

Ytov vaé tou Ayiou Anpntpiou [17] (k. 7),
€yive kaBaipeon twv enixpIoPATwy Kal Tou
0aBpou kovidpatos og BdBos ous eEwtepikés
enipaveies tns AlBodopns. Ltn cuvéxeld, apou
kaBapiotnkav kaAd ol appoi kal IAUBNnkKav pe
vepd unod nieon, appoloynBnkav pe to véo
aoBeoctokoviapa.

Enions otepewbnkav ol napactddes tns OUpas
€10660u, tns e0oxns Ndvw and auth kal tou
napaupou. Ln otéyn, apou apaipébnkav ta
kepapidia, €yive e§opdAuvon tou eEwppaxiou

accumulated in pre-determined areas for
later reuse. Along the entire length of the
walls under restoration, soil was removed
on the inner side to a width of one meter.

Surviving walls were cleared and collapsed
segments were rebuilt, using the same
stones and an identical type of masonry
construction. At intervals, the width of
the wall was increased towards the inner
side, thus forming a footing at the base
to prevent future wall lean. The rebuilt
sections were carefully connected to the
surviving parts, through the use of long
seaming stones. On either side of the stair-
case, as well as in the north-west corner,
the walls were demolished and completely
rebuilt. Simultaneously with the new wall
construction, the back side was filled in
with soil.

The upper part (crown) of the retaining
wall was rebuilt along its entire length,
in order to unify the whole structure and
protect it from rainwater, which due to the
steep inclination of the plateau, often runs
over it (fig. 73).

Works on the lower retaining wall were
carried out in phase B. The dry set masonry
wall also presented deformation and col-
lapse due to lateral soil pressure. First
of all, the project included the removal
of accumulated earth and assortment of
stones from areas which had already col-
lapsed, in order to be reused. During these
excavations, parts of older buildings were
unearthed behind the retaining wall. For
this reason, the wall was rebuilt only in
the sections without preexisting structures,
while the surviving constructions were
braced in such a manner, as to function
as minor retaining walls themselves. The
materials for the reconstruction of the wall
were the stones collected in the specific
area for re-use.

2. Church of St. Demetrios

In the church of St. Demetrios [17] (fig.
7), plaster was removed and loose mortar
joints were cleaned in depth on the exte-



ToUu B6MNou, oteyavonoinon, tonoBétnon pep-
Bpdvns, kotetodouppa Kal enavatonoBétnon
TwV KepapISicov npikoAupBntd. tn Bopeia nheu-
pa, onou o toixos Ppioketal katd 1,50p. péoa
oto £5a¢os, KATAOKEUAOTNKE anootpayylotkn
Tagppos.

AlapoppwBnke enions o aUA€IOs XWPOS TOU
vaou.

3. Tpitn n0An G3

H tpitn N ecwtepikh nUAN NAaioci®veTal ka-
tépwOev pe nipyous. To pétwno tns padi pe
ToUs NUpyous €xel pnkos 29p. kai Uyos 12,50p.
katd péco opo. la tnv anokatdotacn s nu-
Ans tonoBetnBnkav petaAikd ikpiwpata. Eyive
MPOCEKTIKA apaipeon tou nahioy caBpou Kovi-
dpatos Twv appwyv, kaBapiopds kal NAJCIHO pE
vepo und nieon. O1 appoi cupnAnpwOnkav pe
véo Koviapa katdA\nAns oUvBeons. Xta peydAa
KeVd TwV appwV opnvmOnKav Hakpiés NETpes
kai Opalopata kepapiSiov («toiBikiax). To véo
Koviapa, agpoU cupni€otnke KAAd XpnoIHomnol-
®V1as ta KatdAnAa puotpid, SiapoppwOnke
o€ «ecoxn» and tnv enipdveia s AiBodopns.
To aioBntikd anoté\eopa ntav 1o NPOcSOK®-
pevo (eik. 50-51, 74), apou xpnoiponoindnke

To €pyo Tn¢ mMpoaotaciag Kat avadeling
TOU KAOoTPOoUu AKpokKopivBou

rior of the masonry. Next, the joints were
washed and water blasted, and finally re-
jointed using new lime mortar.

Also, the pilasters of the west doorway,
the niche above it and the window were
braced. The following procedure was
adopted for the restoration of the roof:
The ceramic roof tiles were removed, the
exterior of the vaulting was restored and
sealed, a new membrane was laid, fol-
lowed by a wire mesh, and new roof tiles
half-set in mortar were laid. On the north
side, where the wall is buried for about
1.50m. within the soil, a drainage duct
was installed.

The courtyard of the church was re-ar-
ranged.

3. Third gate G3

The third, interior gate is flanked either
side by towers. Its facade, including the
towers, is 29m. long and about 12.50m.
high. Metal scaffoldings were erected
to facilitate the restoration works. Old,
loose mortar was carefully cleared from
the joints, which were washed and cleaned

Eixkéva 79:
yépupa tdppou
M kai n niAns G1
s e§wTePIKNS
ypPappns
oxUpwons |

Figure 79:

the bridge over
the moat and
Gate G1 of the
outer line of
defense I
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ws oupNAnpwpa adpavouls UNIKoU XahIkaki and
Bpalopata tou idiou Bpdxou tou Akpokopiv-
Bou kai éyivav Sokipactikd Seiypata npiv tnv
telikn emhoyn. H cuNoyn tou xaAikioU yivo-
tav ano Sidpopa onpeia ota pi1d tou Bpdaxou,
énou katéhnyav napacupdpeva and v Ppo-
xn Bpatopata SiaBpwpévou netpwpatos. Me
Kookives apaipouvtav ta peydha Bpalopata
kal to xaAikdkl otnv enBupnth didotaon (2-
10x1\.) petapepdtav oe 0GKous OTo onpeio
anéBeons TwV UNIKWV.

using pressurized water. The walls were
rejointed using new mortar, designed to
be compatible with the old. Larger voids
in the joints were filled with long stones
and broken ceramic tiles. The new mortar
was carefully compacted, using special-
ized joint fillers, and finished in recess
from the face of the wall. The final result
was in accordance with project expecta-
tions (fig. 50-51, 74), as the mortar ag-
gregate was supplemented with natural
Acrocorinth rock graded gravel and several
mortar compositions were tested before




4. Aeitepn noAn G2

H ev8idpeon nuAn xwpoBeteital kovid oto
véto dkpo tou deltepou nepifdhou. Aeid
TOU EICEPXOMEVOU, TO TEIXOS, NoU gvioxUetal
He opBoywvikd nupyo, edpdletal o Ynhd
Bpdxo, pBdvovtas ta 10 €éws 15p. ndvw and
T0 NiBdoTpwrto. lNa tnv anokatdotaon tou tei-
X0us TonoBetnBnkav IKpIpata, ta onoia Adyw
Tou Bpdxou eixav Siapopetikd enineda otApl-
€ns, wote va e§acpaliouv tnv eAelBepn Kal
aopahn SIEAeUon TwV ENICKEMTWV (eik. 43-44,
75). AppoloynBnke n enipdvela Tou Teixous

To €pyo Tn¢ mMpoaotaciag Kat avadeling
TOU KAOoTPOoUu AKpokKopivBou

the final selection. The graded gravel was
collected from areas at the base of the rock
formation, where rock debris accumulate
during rainfall. This aggregate was then
graded using specialized sieves to isolate
the required 2-10mm. sized shingles and
then packed and transported to be used at
the site.

4. Second gate G2

The intermediate gate is situated at the
southern end of the second enceinte. Upon
entrance, one sees the curtain wall to the
right, reinforced with a rectangular tower,
standing on a high rock and reaching 10 to
15m. over the cobblestone pathway. Metal
scaffolding was erected to facilitate the
works. Due to the inclination of the rock,
the scaffolding was founded on different
levels, thus also allowing free and safe
visitor passage (fig. 43-44, 75). The same
rejointing procedure of the wall surface,
described in the case of the third gate, was
also followed here. Additionally, surviving
battlements and crenellations were partly
restored.

The aforementioned tower I11 to the south-
east of the second gate was restored during
phase B of the project. Founded on a vertical
rocky outcrop next to the cobblestone walk-
way that leads from the first to the second
gate, it stands 14m. high. Its pathology
included loss of joint mortar, local disin-
tegration of the masonry and loose stones
on the top of the walls (fig. 76). During
heavy rainfall, small rocks would dislodge
from the masonry and fall on the walkway,
endangering nearby visitors. The interior
of the tower was filled with debris, which
retained rainwater, thus increasing lateral
pressure and causing further damage to
the tower masonry. The reinforcement and
restoration of the tower included rejointing
in depth, local dismantling and rebuilding
of the masonry at its base, masonry inserts,
and binding of the crown masonry (fig. 77).
Debris were removed from the interior, and
a slope was formed to allow rainwater to
escape through two openings on the west.

Eikéva 80:

€€wtepIKn SuTIKN

oxUpwon | kai

nupyos I3

Figure 80:

outer west Wall I

and Towet I3
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Eikéva 81:

TO CUYKPOTNHA NS
nuAns G3 kal to
NBdotpwto npo
auths

Figure 81:

gate G3

complex and

the cobblestone
pathway in front
of it
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nou npoPAénetar pe tnv Siadikacia nou nepi-
ypdepnke otnv tpitn nUAN. Eyive enions pepikn
anokatdotacn twv owl{OpevwY eNAA§ewy Kal
NOAepioTPWV.

Ywnv B @don tou €pyou anokatactdOnke kal
o npoavapepBeis nupyos Il 1, votioavatohikd
s Sedtepns NUANS. ©gpeNiwPEVOS OE KATAKO-
pupo Bpdxo &inAa oto AiBdotpwto nou odn-
yei and v npwn otnv dgdtepn NUAN ptdvel oe
Oyos ta 14p. Ta npoPAnpata nou napouciade
Atav n anwela KoviGuatos otous appous tns
NBodopins, Tonikh anodiopydvwon kal aclv-
Setol AiBol otnv otéyn tns AiBodopns (eik. 76).
Y& nep1odous Eviovwv Bpoxontwoswy, HIKPOi
AiBol napacupdpevol éneprav oto diadpopo,
Snpioupywvtas kivéuvo otous SiEpXOpEVOUS.
To ecwtepikd Tou NUpyou ATav ENIXWHEVO HE
anoté\eopa th cucowpeucn OpPpPIwY USATwWY,
tnv al&non twv wbhoswV Kal Tov Kivduvo ne-
paitépw BAaBwv otnv AiBodopn tou. lNa tnv
OTEPEWON KAl anoKatdotaon Tou NUpyou €yIve

5. First gate G1

The exterior gate (fig. 78) required signifi-
cantly more interventions than predicted,
as during the removal of debris, a tiled
floor, new walls and staircases were un-
earthed, which required further study and
restoration.

In more detail, the facade and the whole
interior of the gate complex were rejoint-
ed. The intrados of the vaulted walkway
was restored, as well as the staircases lead-
ing to the flat roof, the tiled floor of the
roof, the walls and all remaining staircases.
Also, small scale additions to the masonry
were carried out, mainly in order to raise
the relatively low parapets, in the interest
of visitor safety.

In phase B of the project, interventions

continued on either side of the first gate,
restoring the form of the castle entrance



Babu appodynpa twv AiBodopwy, Tonikn Ka-
Baipeon kal avakataokeun tns AIBoSopns otnv
Bdon tou, cUPNANPWOEIS Kal OTEpEwan otnv
otéyn tns NBoSopns (eik. 77). Enions, éyive
anoxwpdtwon oTo E0WTEPIKO TOU NUPYOU Kal
S1apoppBnke KAion yia thv anoppon twv op-
Bpiwv uddtwy and ta dUo dutkd avoiyparta.

5. Mp&tn noAn G1

Ttnv e§wtepikn nUAn (eik. 78), o dykos twv
€pyaci®v ntav noAU peyalldtepos and tov
npoPAendpevo, apou katd tnv Sidpkeia tns
anoxwpdtwons tou dwpatos anokahipOnke
nAakéotpwto &dnedo, toixol Kal KAipakes nou
€npene va gpeuvnOouv kal va anokatactabouv.
EiSikdtepa, €yive appoldynpa otnv npdcoyn
Kdl oTNV €0WTEPIKN MAEUPA TOU CUYKPOTAHA-
tos. Anokatactdbnke to ecwppdxio tou Si-
aBatikol s nUAns, ol kAipakes avodou oto
Sopa, 10 NAaKOoTPWTo Tou SWHAtos, ol ToiXol
kal o1 kKAipakes ndvw o€ auto. Enions, éyivav
HIKpAs kAipakas oupninpwoels Nlodopns yia
v aviPwon twv XagnAwyv otnBaiwy yia Ad-
YOUS MpOCTacias Twv MICKEMTWV.

Ytnv B” ®don tou épyou cuvexiotnkav ol gp-
yaoies exatépwBev tns Npwns NUANs, anokadl-

To €pyo Tn¢ mMpoaotaciag Kat avadeling
TOU KAOoTPOoUu AKpokKopivBou

facade (fig. 79). The following interven-
tions were carried out:

On the tower of the exterior enceinte,
north of the first gate. Tower I3 was in
a state of imminent collapse, thus urgent
bracing interventions were carried out a
decade ago, with the construction of a
wooden buttressing formwork. The new
interventions included masonry repairs and
supplementation, sealing of large cracks
and in-depth rejointing (fig. 80, left). The
wooden formwork was dismantled gradu-
ally to prevent collapse of parts of the ma-
sonry. The inner side of the masonry walls
was also repaired, while it was rendered
accessible by the construction of new walk-
way on that side.

On the curtain walls of the exterior en-
ceinte north of the first gate G1 up to tower
I3. The issues here were the overall loss of
joint mortar, cracks and the collapse of part
of the masonry parapet of the wall-walk.
The walls were rejointed in depth and the
parapet was partly rebuilt (fig. 80, right).
On the part of the walls founded on the
natural rock, south of the first gate. Here,
cracks and loss of joint mortar, as well as

Eikéva 82:
anokatdotaon

yépupas tdppou M

Figure 82:
restoration of the
bridge over the
moat M
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oTVIas v elkéva otny Npdooyn tns £l0650u
tou kdotpou (eik. 79). Luykekpipéva, éyivav
epyaoies ota akdhouba:

® Yrtov nupyo tou eEwtepikol nepifdou
Bopeia tns npwtns nUAns. Adyw tns eToIpop-
ponias tou nupyou I3 npiv and pia Sekaetia
gixav AngpOei dpeca pérpa npootacias pe tnv
kataokeun EUNIvou pavdua kal avinpides. Oi
gpyaocies nou €yivav nepiAapBdvouv cupnin-
pwoels NIBodopwyv, Epppagn pwypmy kal Babu
appoNdynpa ts NiBoSopns (gik. 80, apiotepd).
H anokatdotaon €yive pe thv otadiakn kabai-
peon tou EUAIvou pavdia, Adyw tns enikivou-
VNS yia Katdppeuon katdotaons tou nupyou.
Epyaocies éyivav kal otnv ecwtepikn NAeupq,
apou SnpioupynBnke S1ddpopos npdoPaocns
and v €cWTEPIKN NAEUPE TWV TEIXWV.

® Yo petanupyio tou &wtepikoU nepiBoAou
Bopeia tns npwtns nuAns G1 péxpl Tov nipyo
[3. To wpnpa napouciale anweia cuvdetikou
KOVIGpatos, pnypHatwoEels Kal KataoTpopn TUn-
patos tou ktiotol otnBaiou otov nepidpopo.
lNa v anokatdotaon éyive BaBu appoAdynpa
ns MIBodopns kal pEPIKA CUPNAAPWON ToU
otnBaiou (eik. 80, 8£€1d).

® Y1n ouvéxela Tou teixous €ni tou Bpdxou,
voTId TNs NPWINS NUANS MOU EiXE pPNYHATWOEIS,
anwAela cuvoeTIkoU KOVIGUATos Kal YEVIKOTEPA
POopés nou aNoiwvav thv oyn s el06Sou
oto kdotpo. Eyive BaBu appoAdynpa tns Aibo-
Sopns, kaBapiopds twv AiBwv Kal pepikh avd-
Ktion tou Ktiotou otnBaiou otov nepidpopo
tou teixous (gIk. 79, endvw Se€1d).

6. ANi6béotpwrta kGotpou

To «kalvtepipi» and tnv deltepn nNpos v Tpi-
N NUAN, oTo peyalUTePO HEPOS TOU, NTav £va
SUoBato xwpduvo povondu, SiaBpwpévo and
1a vepd tns Bpoxns, pe Sidonapta NIBdoTpw-
Ta tphpata. And tnv npwtn npos v deltepn
NUAn owdetal oto oUVOAS Tou, aAAG o€ MoANG
onpeia katd pnkos s S1adpopns tou &ixe Ka-
TaoTpaAPEi.

Katd tnv Sidpkeia twv epyaciwv oto pnpa and
v Seltepn Npos v Tpitn NUAN anokaAupon-
kav ta ixvn tou nahiol AiBdéotpwtou, To onoio
gixe peydho nAdros kai otn Se€1d NAeupd tou,
katd tnv avodo, eixe Siapoppwpévo alhaka

general deterioration marred the facade of
the castle entrance. The masonry was re-
jointed in depth, the stones were cleaned,
and the wall-walk parapet was partly re-
built (fig. 79, top right).

6. Castle cobblestone
pathways

The cobblestone pathway from the sec-
ond to the third gate, was, for the most
part, a rugged, dirt path, heavily eroded
by rainwater, with scattered remnants of
cobblestone paving. The path from the first
to the second gate is preserved almost in-
tact, although several parts along its length
were destroyed.

During the restoration works in the area
between the second and third gate, traces
of the old cobblestone pathway were un-
earthed. This pathway was quite wide,
with a specially constructed rainwater
gully on the right side of the incline. Stair-
cases that lead up to the south part of the
second enceinte rise on the same side of
the path. The restoration works were car-
ried out following the traces of the older
cobblestone pathway (fig. 81). Slightly
“rounded” stones, collected in situ or trans-
ported from nearby riverbeds were used.
These stones were either lodged in the soil
wherever possible, but as in the greater
part the level of the natural rock did not
allow that, they were set in cement mor-
tar. The joints were filled with soil mixed
with dry cement, a mixture that sets when
watered and is not eroded by rainwater.

The part of the pathway from the first to
the second gate again was subject to local-
ized restoration interventions (fig. 43). A
rainwater gully was constructed near an
existing opening, halfway up the path,
and the opening was sealed with a new
metal grate.
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OUN\oyNs Kal anopdkpuvons Twv SpPpIwy udd-
wwv. Xtnv iS1a nAeupd éxel okdAes avéSou npos
TO VOUO THApa tou Seltepou nepiBoou. Eyive
anokatdotacn os 6o 1o nAdtos, akoAouBw-
vias ta ixvn to nahio’ AiBdotpwrou (eik. 81).
XpnoipgonoinBnkav nétpes katd to nAeiotov
«OTPOYYUNepEvesy, Mou BpéBnkav eni ténou
f CUN\éXBnkav and s KOITes twv Xelpdppwv
s nepioxns. OI NETpes NAKTwONKav oto XwHa
énou fAtav duvatdv, ald Adyw tou Bpaxwdous
UNOCTPWHATOS GTO HEYAAUTEPO PEPOS, Yia TV
OTEPEWON TOUS XPNCIPOMNOINBNKE TOIHEVIOKOV-
apa otn Bdon tous. O1 appoi cupnAnpwOnkav
HE XWHA AVAPEPEIYHEVO HE TOIHEVTO €V ENPpW
,nou petd tnv Siapoxn tou otabeponoieital kal
Sev napacUpetal and vepd tns Bpoxns.

Y10 thpa and thv npwtn npos v deltepn
nUAn €yivav katd tov iS10 Tpono TonikeEs ano-
kataotdoels (gik. 43). Lto péco nepinou tns
S1adpopns, og upiotdpevo dvolypa, Kataokeu-
dotnke aUAakas kal etaAAikh okdpa yia tnv
anopdkpuvon twv OpPpiwy uddtwy.

7. Pedestrian bridge over the
moat M

Turrets once stood on the four corners of
the pedestrian bridge of the moat, outside
the first gate. These turrets had been al-
most completely destroyed, leaving only
traces of the bases. South of the moat
bridge, masonry parapets stood on either
side of the moat.

All four turrets were rebuilt to a height of
about one meter, and the missing parts of
the moat parapets were rebuilt (fig. 79,
82). Essentially the turrets and parapets
were raised to a height that would ensure
safe visitor passage over the bridge. The
new masonry was intentionally differenti-
ated from the old by the insertion of lead
sheets that distinguish the two phases.

Eikéva 83:
anokatdotaon
nepIYETPIKOU
teixous otnv Béon
V4

Figure 83:

restoration of the
enceinte at IV4

107



The protection and enhancement project
of the Acrocorinth castle

Eikova 84:
nuAida G7 npiv us
€pyaoies

Figure 84:

gate G7 before
the consolidation
works
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7. Neloyépupa tdppou M

Yus téooepis ywvies tns ne¢oyépupas ndvw
and v tdPppo eEwtepikd tns NpwINs NUANS
unApxav nupyiokol, Kateotpappévol oxedoév
péxpl tnv Bdon tous. Notia s yépupas, Ktiotd
npootateutikd otnBaia unnpxav kai ots dUo
NAEUPES TS TAPpPOoU.

Avakatackeudotnkav ol Téooegpls Nupyiokol
HEXPI TO UPos Tou evos PETPOU NePINoU Kal ou-
HNANPWONKAV Ta KATECTPAPHEVA THAPATA TWV
owmBaiwv tns tappou (eik. 79, 82). To Uyos
WV NUpYioKwV Kal Napanétwy uPwonke 16oo,
wote va e§acpaliletal n acpahns Siéheuon
v eniokentwv. O1 cupnAnpwoeis Twv Aibo-
Sopwv Siaxwpilovtal and tnv nahid AiBodopn
peE TNV napepBoAn pUANwV HOAUBSOU, woTe va
Siakpivovtal ol pdoels KaTaOKEUAS Kal ENICKEU-
As TOU pvnpeiou.

8. LupnAnpwoeis AiBoSopwv oto
nePIPETPIKS TEIXOS

YUPNANPWOEIS YIA TNV OTEPEWON TWV TEIXWY,
aMAd kal yia Tov kaAUtepo €Neyxo s npdopa-

8. Masonry repairs on the
enceinte walls

Masonry repairs and supplementations
were carried out in two sections, in order
to reinforce the walls and to better regulate
the access to the interior of the castle.

On the north side of the enceinte wall, near
the surviving mosque A [6] and in position
IV4 in particular, the height of the wall
was raised (fig. 83).

On the east side of the walls, in the area
of Upper Peirene, and in the perimeter of
south-east postern gate G7, the masonry
had collapsed over a substantial length.
This collapse endangered the rest of the
wall and could even lead to the complete
collapse of a large part of the Byzantine
walls. The gap created by this collapse also
allowed unauthorized access to the castle
(fig. 84). Hence, after removing debris and
loose stones from this area, both sides of
the wall masonry were rebuilt.

The remains of postern gate G7 were ex-
cavated, including its threshold and traces




Ons OTO E0WTEPIKO TOU KAOTpOU, EyIvav O€
SUo onpeia.

Ynv Bopeia nAeupd Tou nepIPETPIKOU TEIXOUS,
kovtd oto Iotdpevo tépevos A [6], otnv Béon
IV4, cupnAnp®6nke kad’ tyos n NBodopn tou
teixous (gik. 83).

Ytnv avatoikn NAEUPd TwV TEIXWV, OTNV MEPI-
oxn s Avw [Meipnvns, nepipeTpikd s vouoa-
vatolikhs nuAidas G7, n NBobopn ixe katap-
peloel o€ peyaho TUNHa, SnpioupywvTas enikiv-
Suvn katdotaon yia oNikh katdppeucn peyahou
THApatos tou Bulavtivou teixous. To dvolypa
enétpene v avegéheykn npdoBacn oto kdotpo
(eix. 84). O1 epyacies nou éyivav oto onpeio
nepiAapBdvouv anoxwpatwoeis, kabaipéoels
anokoMnpévwv AiBwv Kal Enavakatackeun tns
NBodopns kal ous SUo Napei€s Tou TEIXous.

AnokahigBnkav ta ixvn s nuAidas G7 pe to
KAt Kal ta ixvn twv napactddwy tns. Aev
Bpébnkav otoixeia tns andAnéns tou, SnAadn
TO apxIkS UYPOos ToU Kal N HOPPn Tou.

To €pyo Tn¢ mMpoaotaciag Kat avadeling
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of the door jambs. No trace of its top was
found, that would suggest its initial height
and form. Hence, it was decided to recon-
struct the opening only to the extent that
surviving evidence allowed a safe recon-
struction attempt, and thus the restoration
of the lintel was deliberately omitted (fig.
40, 85).

9. Bracing of Muslim mosque
A 6]

A preliminary study dealing with the struc-
tural problems of the mosque A [6] located
on the north slope inside the third enceinte
did not exist. Hence, urgent preservation
interventions were carried out, which in-
cluded the shuttering of the openings with
wooden formwork, and the partial but-
tressing of the minaret.

Eikéva 85:
nuhida G7 petd us
€pyaocies

Figure 85:

gate G7 after the
consolidation
works
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Eikéva 86:
nuAn G2 kai
EVNPEPWTIKNA
nivakida

Figure 86:
Gate G2 and
informative sign

‘Etol, emAéxBnke va SiapoppwOei 1o dvolypa
pOVOo péxpl TO onpeio Mou unhpxav acpain
otoixeia kal va pnv anokatactabei to unépOu-
po (eik. 40, 85).

9. YnootiAwon poucouApavikol
tepévous A [6]

lNa v avupetwnion twv SOpIKWY Kal otatl-
K&V NpoBAnpdtwv tou tapiou (tépevos A) nou
Bpioketal otnv Bopeia KAITY evids Tou Tpitou
nepiBoiou, Sev unnpxe perén. MNa tov Aoyw
autd, eNapOnoav dpeca pétpa npoaotacias nou
nepiAapBdvouv éuppagn pe EUNIva otoixeia twv
KOUpWHATwV Kal HEPIKA avTioTnpIEn Tou pivapg.

10. OpioOétnon — Siapbdppwon
Hovonatiwv nepinynons

Ta povonduia nepinynons péoa and tov tpito
nepiBoAo tou kdotpou kaBapiocOnkav kai Sia-
pHoppwOnKav pe anopdkpuvon twv AiBwv kal
OUPNAApWON Natntou XWpatos, kabiotwvias
Ta ao(paln yia Tov enioKENTN.
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10. Layout of visitor
pathways

Visitor pathways inside the third enceinte
of the castle were cleared and arranged, by
removing loose rocks and compacting the
soil, thus rendering them safer.

11. Information panels

Four (4) information panels were designed
and installed in the three entrances and
their respective enclosures, as well as on
the cistern plateau (fig. 86).

During the aforementioned interventions
several scattered architectural members
and sculptures which were collected, were
also cleaned, recorded and placed in a stor-
age facility, created for this purpose in the
south-east tower of the third gate. In the
future, and after further study these will
be displayed in specially arranged places
inside the castle.

Finally, upon commencement of the works,



11. Mivakides nAnpopbpnons

Kataokeudotnkav kal tonoBsthBnkav téooepis
(4) mivakiSes evnpépwons ous Tpels 10650Us
otous avtiotolxous nepiBoAous kal oto NAdtw-
ua s Bulavuvns Se€apevns (eik. 86).

Katd v Sidpkeia twv epyaciov nou neplypd-
pnkav napandvw, anokahipOnkav didonapta
apxitektovikd yAurtd péhn, ta ornoia cUNAEXON-
oav, kaBapiotnkav kal apou Kkataypdpnkav,
tonoBetnBnkav otnv anoBnkn nou dnpioup-
yhBnke oto votuoavatoAikd ndpyo tns Tpitns
nUAns. MeA\ovtikd, Petd and oXxeTkA peNETN,
©a pnopouv va ekteBolv og katdAnha Sia-
Hoppwpéva onpeia Tou Kdotpou.

TéNos, npiv tnv évapén twv epyaciwv tonobe-
TNONKE evNpepWTIKN Nivakida yia to épyo otov
XWPO MpIV TNV £/i0080 ToU KAoTPOU, EVW HETA
NV OAOKANPWON TWV EPYACIWV TONOBeTNONKe
avapvnotikA nivakida.

LuvteAeotés Tou €pyou

YLtnv anoteAecpatikh kal €ykaipn oAokAApw-
on tou épyou cuvéBale n gpneipia tou €p-
yatotexvikoU npoownikoU, n €Nomnteia kal n
kaBodnynon twv apxalohdywv Maydainvns
ABavacouha kal MNavayiwtas Melétn, kal twv
pnxavikav AvSpéa Manapyupiou (Apxitéktwv)
ka1 ABavaaciou Zoupapn (Mnxavikés Aopikadv
‘Epywv), nou gixav npocAn@Bsi yia s avaykes
TOU €pyou.

Ynv ohokAApwonN tns 2ns pAons Tou £pyou
ouvéBale ouciaotikd o onpepivos MNMpoiotd-
pevos tns 25ns EBA, Anpntpns ABavacouUins,
o onoios enéPAeye npocwnikd tnv uhonoinon
TOU (PUOCIKOU avtIKeIPéEvou, kaBodhynoe To eni-
OTNHOVIKS MPOcwikd Tou €pyou Kal kaBopioe
anoteheopatikd xpovodiaypdppata. TéAos,
Baoikh Atav n cupBoAn Tou Npoownikou oto
NoylotApio tns 6ns kai 25ns EBA, kaBws kal
s pe oUpPacn opicpévou XpSvou apxalohd-
you'ENAns TZaB€AAa.

MapdAAnAa, yia TNV anoteAeopatikdTeEPn Npo-
otacia 6Aou tou Aépou tou AkpokopivBou
BeopoBetnBnkav A’ kal B” {wyves npootacias
AxpokopivBou (DEK 7/AAMM/25.9.2006).

To €pyo Tn¢ mMpoaotaciag Kat avadeling
TOU KAOoTPOoUu AKpokKopivBou

an information board concerning the ongo-
ing restoration project had been installed
right in front of the castle entrance, while
a commemorative plaque was placed there
upon the completion of the project.

Project contributors

The experienced technical staff, the super-
vising archaeologists Magdalene Athana-
soula and Panagiota Meleti, and the engi-
neers Andreas Papargyriou (architect) and
Athanasios Xourafis (civil works engineer),
specifically employed for this project, con-
tributed decisively to the efficient and
timely completion of the project.

The contribution of the current Head of
the 25™ Ephorate of Byzantine Antiqui-
ties, Demetris Athanasoulis was vital to
the completion of phase B of the project,
as he personally supervised the realiza-
tion of the designed interventions, guided
the scientific staff and set effective time
frames. Finally, the contribution of the
staff employed in the 6™ and 25™ Ephorate
bursaries, as well as of temporary archae-
ologist Elli Tzavella was also essential.

Lastly, for the effective future preserva-
tion of the hilltop of the Acrocorinth,
special protection zones A and B were
legislated (Government Gazette 7/Com-
pulsory Appropriation and Planning Bul-
letin/25.9.2000).
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A. Kéroyn tou AkpokopivBou / Acrocorinth, general plan
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B. Kdtoyn tou AkpokopivBou pe onpeiwpéves tis KUples PECaIwVIKES PGoEls TwV TEIXDV /
Acrocorinth, plan showing the main medieval phases of the defenses
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