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Introduction

In the late-1970s and early-1980s, excavations at Aphrodisias in Caria unearthed the remains of 
the Agora Gate, a monumental columnar façade building that connected the large urban park 
known as the South Agora to the arterial north-south avenue bordering it to the east (Figs.  1.  2)1. 
Immediately in front (to the west) of the Gate, excavators uncovered a large collecting basin 
incorporating a high concentration of spolia, which was originally perhaps some 2.80  m tall 
(Fig.  3)2. This collecting basin functioned as a header tank, designed to supply water to the 
enormous marble-lined pool lying at the heart of the South Agora complex3.

Our best evidence for dating the collecting basin is supplied by the observation that water 
spouting from its supply pipelines would have obscured two late antique inscriptions carved on 
the substructure of the Agora Gate, suggesting that the basin itself was later than these inscrip-
tions. Since the inscriptions – commemorating repairs in the South Agora sponsored by Fl. 

I am very grateful to Bert Smith, Andrew Wilson, Christopher Dickenson and Ben Russell for reading an early draft of 
this article, and for their perceptive feedback. I would also like to thank Angelos Chaniotis, Ine Jacobs, Chris Hallett, 
Julia Lenaghan and Christian Niederhüber for discussing particular aspects of the study, Ian Cartwright for his wonder-
ful photography, Anja Schwarz for translating the abstract into German, and two anonymous reviewers for their helpful 
suggestions. Any remaining errors are mine alone.

Sources of illustrations: Fig.  1 = New York Excavations at Aphrodisias (H.  Mark). – Figs.  2. 3. 5. 7a. b. 8a. b = New York 
Excavations at Aphrodisias. – Figs.  4. 6 = New York Excavations at Aphrodisias (R. R. R.  Smith). – Fig.  9 = Austrian Ar-
chaeological Institute. – Fig.  10 = Austrian Archaeological Institute (N.  Gail). – Fig.  11a. b. c. d = New York Excavations 
at Aphrodisias (I.  Cartwright).

1 For the Agora Gate, see Erim 1986, 123–130; Ratté 2002, 23 f.
2 For the Agora Gate holding basin, see Erim 1986, 125; Ratté 2001, 136; Linant de Bellefonds 2009, 1–3.
3 Demonstrated by Wilson 2016a, 130–135. 
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Fig.  1 State plan of Aphrodisias city centre, with the locations of the Sebasteion (9), South Agora (19) and Agora 
Gate (20) indicated
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Fig.  2 Drone photograph of South Agora complex, north at top of picture. The Agora Gate and 6th cent. holding 
basin are visible at the far right.

Fig.  3 Aerial photograph of the 6th cent. A.D. holding basin constructed in front of the Agora Gate, west at top 
of picture. The location of the Cyclops statue base is indicated by the white arrow.
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Ampelios, a wealthy local benefactor, and by Doulkitios, a governor of Caria4 – can be dated to 
the late-5th or early-6th cent. A.D. with confi dence, it follows that the basin was constructed at 
a later stage, perhaps sometime in the mid-6th cent.5.

A large statue base shaft built into the western corner of the exterior face of the south wall of 
this collecting basin is the subject of this article (Figs.  4. 5. 6). The shaft is rectangular in shape 
(H: 69.5  cm; W: 62  cm; D: 221  cm), and remains in situ in the basin wall. Its visible faces have 

4 For the late antique inscriptions on the substructure of the Agora Gate, see Roueché 1989, 67–73 no. 38. 39; IAph2007 
4.202; Wilson 2016a, 129, 132 f.

5 For this chronology, see Wilson 2016a, 133. 

Fig.  4 The Cyclops statue 
base preserved in situ at the 
western corner of the exte-
rior face of the south wall 
of the holding basin. Facing 
northeast.

Fig.  5 Side A of the Cyclops 
statue base shaft built into the 
Agora Gate holding basin
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been fi nished with a claw chisel, and a shallow moulding course runs around its lower edge. The 
base is inscribed on two adjoining faces, Side A and Side B, in neat lettering of the High Imperial 
Period (letter H: 2  cm). Both inscriptions were published in the early-1980s6.

Side A is the short side of the base facing west towards the South Agora proper (Fig.  5). A square 
section has been cut away in the upper right hand corner, accounting for the loss of three letters 
from the fi rst line of the inscription. The text is framed by drafted margins, and reads as follows:

Side A: τῇ προμήτορι Ἀφροδε [̣ίτῃ]
 vac. καὶ τῷ Δήμῳ vac.
 Ἀυτοκράτωρ Καῖσαρ Νέρου-
 ας Τραϊανὸς Σεβαστὸς
 Γερμανικὸς Δακικὸς ἐκ τῆς
 Ἀδράστου τοῦ Περείτου Γρύ-
 που διαθήκης ἀποκαθέστη-
 σεν διὰ Καλλικράτους τοῦ
 Περείτου Γρύπου ἱερέως
 vac. ἐργεπιστάτου vac.

For the fi rst mother Aphrodite and the People. Imperator 
Caesar Nerva Trajanus Augustus Germanicus Dacicus re-
stored (this) from the will of Adrastos son of Pereitas Grypos, 
through Kallikrates son of Pereitas Grypos, priest, supervisor 
of the work7.

6 Reynolds 1980, 74–76 no. 3; Reynolds 1982, 183 f. no. 55; IAph2007 4.308.
7 This translation is an amended version of IAph2007 4.308, which omits Trajan’s victory titles of Germanicus and 

Dacicus.

Fig.  6 Side B of the Cyclops 
statue base shaft built into the 
Agora Gate holding basin
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Side B is the long side of the base to the left of Side A, and faces towards the north (Fig.  6). The 
inscribed text on this side is confi ned to a rectangular area immediately adjacent to the upper 
right hand corner (H: 21.5  cm; W: 77  cm). Beneath this inscribed area the surface of the block 
has been cut back roughly with a claw chisel, but there is nothing to suggest that this should be 
connected to the erasure of another inscription on this side. The preserved text reads as follows:

Side B: ὁ δῆμος τοὺς ἀνδριάντας τοῦ
 Κύκλωπος κατενεχθέντας ὑπὸ
 σεισμοῦ καὶ συντριβέντας καὶ ἀ-
 χρειωθέντας ἐκ τῶν ἰδίων ἐπισ-
 κευάσας ἀποκαθέστησεν scroll

The People prepared and restored the statues of the Cyclops, 
thrown down, shattered and made useless by an earthquake, 
at its own expense.

In short, both texts record repairs that were made to the monument that the base belonged to. It 
is clear from Side B that this monument was originally crowned by a statue group incorporating 
a representation of the Cyclops, which would have been set on top of a (now lost) upper plinth. 
Some chronological parameters are supplied by the imperial victory titles listed on Side A, which 
indicate that the inscription on this side belongs after A.D. 102, when Trajan accepted the title 
Dacicus, and before A.D. 114, when he accepted the titles Parthicus and Optimus8. This chrono-
logical range also provides a terminus ante quem for the original dedication of the monument.

It is unclear whether the repairs mentioned on Side A and Side B were contemporary, or 
whether they in fact occurred on separate occasions9. The lettering of the texts is suffi ciently 
similar to suggest that both were inscribed at the same time, but it does not necessarily follow 
that the repairs were themselves coeval. If the repairs were contemporary, we should probably 
envisage a division of responsibility whereby the dēmos paid for the repairs to the Cyclops statue 
group and the individuals named on Side A orchestrated repairs of a different kind, perhaps 
focusing on an accompanying architectural installation. If the repairs occurred on different oc-
casions, meanwhile, it is conceivable that they were both of a comparable nature.

In either case, it remains possible to make some inferences concerning the history of the 
Cyclops monument between these early-2nd cent. repair(s) and its redeployment in the South 
Agora holding basin in the 6th cent. A.D.  Clearly the monument – or at least its base – escaped 
the wholesale purge of public statuary that accompanied the construction of the city walls dur-
ing the 350s10, suggesting that it may have remained an important element in the visual fabric 
of the city at this time. If so, the monument was probably damaged beyond repair sometime 
between the mid-4th and 6th centuries A.D.  There is no reason to assume that this damage should 
be connected to the rising infl uence of Christian sensibilities in Aphrodisias, since the removal 
of classical imagery here seems largely to have been concentrated on images of Aphrodite, the 

8 For this dating, see Reynolds 1980, 75; Reynolds 1982, 183.
9 For both of these possibilities, see Reynolds 1980, 75; Reynolds 1982, 183; Boatwright 2002, 273 n. 14. 
10 For the construction of the city walls, see Ratté 2001, 125 f.; De Staebler 2008. 
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patron goddess of the city11. It is more likely that the monument fell victim to one of the many 
earthquakes known to have ravaged the region at this time12.

What follows here is an assessment of the historical and art historical signifi cance of the Cy-
clops monument from Aphrodisias. We shall see that the inscriptions on the base shed important 
light on the relationship between the city and Trajan during the early-2nd cent. A.D., and that 
it is possible to formulate hypotheses concerning both the iconography of the Cyclops statue 
group and the location in which the monument originally stood. These hypotheses provide the 
basis for some closing remarks concerning the factors that inspired sculpted representations of 
the Cyclops in imperial times.

Aphrodisias and Trajan

The text on Side A records that the Cyclops monument was restored by the emperor Trajan 
using funds bequeathed by one Adrastos son of Pereitas Grypos, and that the supervision of 
the work was conducted by Adrastos’ brother Kallikrates. Taken at face value, then, the text 
seems to imply that Adrastos left money to the emperor directly13, and that the princeps or his 
representatives subsequently reinvested this money in the hometown of the deceased.

A direct bequest of this kind would be particularly signifi cant, since Pliny the Younger pro-
vides detailed information concerning Trajan’s attitude towards such gifts in his Panegyricus, a 
vote of thanks to the emperor delivered to the senate on 1 September A.D. 100. Pliny suggests 
that Trajan accepted bequests only from personal friends, and that he discouraged them from 
strangers14. If we assume that Adrastos willed money to Trajan directly, then, it should follow 
that he was himself a personal acquaintance of the princeps. One scholar has even suggested 
that he might have served as an ambassador from Aphrodisias to Rome15.

Although we cannot rule out the possibility that Adrastos and Trajan enjoyed a personal 
relationship of this kind, several considerations suggest that we should be wary of reading the 
evidence in such a literal manner. Most obviously, Pliny’s Panegyricus was – by its very na-
ture – prone to distortions, exaggerations and inaccuracies, and should not be taken as a direct 
translation of historical fact16. With respect to wills and inheritances, it is signifi cant that the 
emperor Domitian is said to have pocketed the bequests of complete strangers17, making it likely 
that Pliny intended to establish a rhetorical opposition between the behaviour of Trajan and that 

11 For selective destruction of classical imagery in late antique Aphrodisias, see Jacobs 2010, 267–293, cat. 8. 11. 12. 
29. 42–44; Smith 2012, 283–326.

12 The list of late antique earthquakes at Aphrodisias is long. For an earthquake that caused considerable devastation 
in A.D. 494, see Wilson et al. 2016, 90.

13 For this view, see Reynolds 1980, 75 f.; Reynolds 1982, 183 f.; Boatwright 2002, 262. 
14 Plin. paneg. 43, 1–2.
15 Reynolds 1980, 75. Note, however, that Reynolds later settled on a more cautious formulation: »It would be interest-

ing to know whether he [sc. Adrastos] had any connection with Trajan« (Reynolds 1982, 183). See also Boatwright 
2002, 265, interpreting this instead as an example of »Trajan’s discouragement of legacies from people who were not 
his personal friends«.

16 Roche 2011, 16–18.
17 Suet. Dom. 9, 2.



150 joshua j. thomas istmitt

of his imperial predecessor, a formula repeated elsewhere in the Panegyricus18. It is also likely 
that Pliny was here alluding to wills left by the senatorial aristocracy in Rome rather than to 
bequests left by members of the provincial élite in the Greek East and elsewhere19. Seen in this 
light, there can be no guarantee that Adrastos was personally acquainted with the emperor, 
especially when we consider that he, his father and his brother are otherwise absent from the 
surviving epigraphic material from Aphrodisias20.

Recognising that Adrastos may not have enjoyed a personal relationship with Trajan also leads 
us to question whether he necessarily bequeathed money to the emperor directly in the manner 
that the inscription implies. An alternative possibility is that Adrastos in fact left his money to 
the city itself, and that Trajan simply authorised the repairs that this public money was used to 
pay for, before being honoured as dedicator in the inscription. In this case, we should imagine 
that the Aphrodisians petitioned Trajan for permission to spend Adrastos’ bequest in a particular 
way, in much the same way that Pliny the Younger petitioned the same emperor in several letters 
preserved in Book 10 of his Epistulae21. For the imperial administration, assenting to this kind 
of expenditure provided a material manifestation of the continuing benevolence of the emperor 
towards his subjects. For the deceased and his family, the transaction provided a lasting marker 
of connectedness to the imperial centre, however rooted in reality it may have been.

Our picture of Trajan’s relationship with Aphrodisias is supplemented by a second inscription 
from the city, preserved on the ›archive wall‹ of the north theatre parodos22. The text records 
how the Aphrodisians had petitioned Trajan on behalf of a prominent citizen named Ti. Julianus 
Attalus, who had been ordered to perform a liturgy for the temple at Smyrna. In his resulting 
subscriptio to the Smyrnaeans, Trajan settled the matter in favour of Attalus and re-affi rmed the 
free status of Aphrodisias, ordering that the city should be exempt from all common liturgies in 
Asia. Viewed alongside this text, then, the inscription on Side A of the Cyclops base indicates 
that Trajan adopted a positive attitude towards Aphrodisias, and that he upheld the privileges 
that had been granted to the city by his predecessors23.

The Iconography of the Cyclops group

Whatever the extent of Trajan’s role in restoring the Cyclops monument, it will be useful here 
to consider the nature of the iconography of the statue group that it once supported. This is a 

18 For the ›negative example‹ of Domitian in the Panegyricus, see Roche 2011, 10–14; Hutchinson 2011, 128–131; 
Henderson 2011, 158. 161 f.

19 For the mercurial attitudes of Roman emperors towards the bequests that they received from Roman senators, see 
Millar 1992, 153–158. 

20 For the prosopography of these men, see Bourtzikanou 2011, 46 no. 60. 219 no. 1407. 296 no. 2007. Members of the 
same family re-emerge in the epigraphic record sometime in the second or third century A.D.: see Bourtzikanou 
2011, 48 no. 81. 105 no. 520. 271 no. 1805. 197 no. 2011, with further references.

21 For commentary on Book 10, see Sherwin-White 1966, 525–721; Millar 2016; Woolf 2016.
22 Reynolds 1982, 113–115 no. 14; IAph2007 8.33. For additional commentary, see Chaniotis 2003, 255; Kokkinia 2008, 

53–55. 
23 For the possibility that Trajan himself visited Aphrodisias en route to the Parthian frontier in A.D. 113, see Bennett 

1997, 191.
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complicated task, since – in the absence of the missing upper plinth – there are no cuttings on 
the base to indicate whether the group was made from bronze or marble, or to shed light on the 
original number and arrangement of its fi gures.

It is signifi cant, however, that the inscription on Side B of the base refers to »the statues« 
(τοὺς ἀνδριάντας) (plural) of »the Cyclops« (τοῦ Κύκλωπος) (singular), since this suggests that 
the base originally supported a multi-fi gured composition incorporating a representation of the 
Cyclops. In her initial publication of the base, Joyce Reynolds suggested that the statue group 
may have depicted Vulcan and an assistant Cyclops forging the arms of Aeneas at the request of 
Venus24, an episode described in Vergil’s Aeneid25. But this reconstruction seems unlikely when 
we consider that this subject is otherwise unattested in large-scale freestanding statuary of the 
Graeco-Roman world. Rather, representations of the Cyclops in the round tend to depict one or 
both of two episodes described in Book 9 of Homer’s Odyssey: Odysseus offering a cup of wine 
to the Cyclops Polyphemos, who is sometimes shown mid-feast; or the hero and his companions 
blinding the inebriated beast by driving a burning stake into his eye26.

Against this background, it is signifi cant that two marble statuettes depicting Polyphemos 
survive from Aphrodisias. It will be useful here to introduce these small-scale representations 
in detail.

Polyphemos monopodium-leg

The fi rst small-scale representation is a fi gural support for a one-legged table (monopodium), 
which depicts Polyphemos eviscerating a companion of Odysseus (Fig.  7a. b). H: 41.5  cm; W: 
28.5  cm; D: 26.5  cm27.

Polyphemos is here seated on a rocky base, with the lifeless body of his victim splayed across 
his lap. His torso is powerful, with large expanses of preternatural muscle used to convey both 
his bodily strength and his bestial character. While Polyphemos’ head is missing, traces of his 
unkempt beard are preserved above his collarbone on his proper left hand side. The companion, 
for his part, has a broken spine, and so the upper part of his torso hangs limply over Polyphemos’ 
right leg at an angle of almost 90 degrees. His belly has been ripped open by the giant, with 
entrails spilling out onto his thighs. In short, this is a dramatic and graphic representation of 
the Polyphemos story that intensifi es the Homeric version of the myth narrated by Odysseus 
himself28.

24 Reynolds 1980, 75.
25 Verg. Aen. 8, 416–453.
26 For catalogues of ancient representations of both of these subjects, see Touchefeu-Meynier 1968; Fellmann 1972; 

LIMC VI (1992) 156 nos. 17. 18 pl.  72 s. v. Kyklops / Kyklopes (O.  Touchefeu-Meynier); LIMC VI (1992) 954–957 
nos. 67–96 pls. 626. 627 s. v. Odysseus (O.  Touchefeu-Meynier); LIMC VIII (1997) 1012–1015 nos. 1–32 pls. 666–670 
s. v. Polyphemos (O.  Touchefeu-Meynier); Andreae – Parisi Presicce 1996; and for particular case studies not treated 
in the present article, see Alvino 1996, 201–205; Sanzi Di Mino 1996; Parisi Presicce 1996. 

27 For this Polyphemos monopodium, see Erim 1968, 63; Klar Phillips 2008, 280 f. cat. 20; Feuser 2013, 255 f. cat. 130. 
28 Hom. Od. 9, 287–293. 
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Fig.  7a. b The Polyphemos monopodium from Aphrodisias, front and right profi le views

Fig.  8a. b Front and rear views of muscular nude male statuette from Aphrodisias, possibly representing Poly-
phemos

a b

a b
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Polyphemos (?) statuette

A second small-scale representation is supplied by an unpublished statuette fragment (Fig.  8a. b), 
which is currently on display in the Aphrodisias Museum.

Extant state

Inv. 77-16 is a statuette fragment depicting the nude upper torso of a muscular male fi gure. H: 
16  cm; W: 13.5  cm; D: 9  cm.

The fragment was found in 1977 in the Civil Basilica (Fig.  1), near the surface of the excava-
tion trench29.

Missing from the statuette: head, neck, right arm, left arm below the shoulder, lower body 
below the pelvis. There are also abrasions on the pectoral and abdominal muscles, and on the 
back of the statuette.

Carved from a single piece of medium-grained white marble. The front of the statuette has 
been worked to a smooth fi nish, with nearly all traces of tooling removed by the sculptor. The 
back of the statuette is more roughly fi nished, with rasp marks remaining clearly visible.

Description

This fi nely worked statuette fragment depicts the upper torso of a nude male fi gure. The deep 
crease running horizontally below his ribs indicates that the fi gure was originally shown in a 
seated posture.

The front of the fi gure’s torso combines powerful musculature with subtle signs of aging, 
juxtaposing bulging pectoral and abdominal muscles with a series of sagging rolls of skin. The 
fi gure has pumped-up trapezoidal muscles above the collarbones, with long strands of hair fall-
ing onto his right shoulder.

The back of the fi gure is broad and powerful, with large expanses of muscle rippling beneath 
the surface of the skin. The spine curves slightly towards the proper left, and arches forwards 
in such a way that the fi gure appears to be hunching over.

Together the seated pose and muscular physique suggest that the statuette originally repre-
sented a seated fi gure from the mythological realm, in the tradition of statues such as the Herakles 
Epitrapezios and the Belvedere torso. The iconographic correspondences with the monopodium 
table-leg discussed above, the long locks of hair, the broad back, and the indications of aging all 
suggest that the statuette may depict Polyphemos, presumably again in the process of eviscerat-
ing a companion of Odysseus.

The signifi cance of these Polyphemos statuettes lies in the observation that small-scale versions of 
statue groups that survive in full-size versions are known to have been a specialty of Aphrodisian 
sculptors during antiquity. Our best known examples remain the differently-sized versions of 
the Old Fisherman and the Satyr with Baby Dionysos, which were probably carved by a single 
workshop30, as well as the Achilles and Penthesilea statuette that was modelled on a full-size 

29 Notebook 175, p. 23.
30 For the Old Fisherman and Satyr with Baby Dionysus groups, see Smith 1996, 58–63; Smith 1998; Smith 2011, 72–74; 

Van Voorhis forthcoming, 34–36. 75–78 cat. 15–17.
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version of the subject excavated in the Hadrianic Baths31. This miniaturisation of well-known 
sculptural groups also extended to the fi gural table supports produced in the city. A support 
depicting a youthful Herakles, for example, is »almost identical in pose, physiognomy, facial 
formulation and surface fi nish« to a slightly under-life-size statue of the hero found in the 
sculptor’s workshop32.

Viewing our small-scale representations of Polyphemos in conjunction with such examples, 
an obvious hypothesis presents itself: namely, that they are small-scale versions of the statue 
that originally stood on top of the base from the Agora Gate holding basin. In this case, the 
Cyclops monument would have been crowned by a visually arresting Hellenistic-style statue 
group showing Polyphemos devouring a companion of Odysseus.

Although this reconstruction is necessarily hypothetical, a statue group of this kind would 
fi t neatly into the long tradition of Aphrodisian sculptors depicting giants and other primordial 
beasts during antiquity, both in freestanding statuary and in relief. Examples include the Sebas-
teion relief depicting Polyphemos assaulting Galateia33, the Gigantomachy reliefs re-purposed 
to decorate the South Agora holding basin34, and the small-scale giants made from black marble 
found in Silahtarağa35.

The reconstruction also accords well with the large corpus of representations of Polyphemos 
tormenting dead or dying companions of Odysseus surviving from antiquity. Perhaps the two 
most comparable depictions of this subject, in terms of their ›visceral‹ representation of the myth, 
are a statue group from Ephesus and a late antique mosaic from Piazza Armerina in Sicily36. 
The group from Ephesus (Fig.  9) decorated an apsidal fountain building that Calvisius Ruso, the 
proconsul of Asia, dedicated to the emperor Domitian in A.D. 93, which is today known as the 
Fountain of Domitian37. Both the late Hellenistic style of the sculptures and the crude manner 
with which they were equipped with water pipes to convert them into fountain fi gures suggest 
that they are considerably earlier than the fountain that they came to adorn, but their original 
context(s) of display cannot now be known38. The group centres on a (now very fragmentary) 

31 For the Achilles and Penthesileia group, see Gensheimer – Welch 2013. 
32 Klar Phillips 2008, 258. For the under-lifesize statue from the sculptor’s workshop, see Van Voorhis forthcoming, 

78 f. cat. 18. 
33 For this relief, see Smith 2013, 237–239. 
34 For these gigantomachy reliefs, see Linant de Bellefonds 1996, 180–184; Linant de Bellefonds 2009, 7–59. 
35 For the Silahtarağa statues, see de Chaisemartin – Örgen 1984; Kiilerich – Torp 1994, 307–316; Smith – Ratté 1997, 18.
36 We might also mention a fragment of a 3rd cent. A.D. sarcophagus in Naples, for which see Andreae and Parisi 

Presicce 1996, 246 f. cat. 4.11. According to Dunbabin 2015, 45 n. 25, Polyphemos here »holds a morsel of entrails 
on his knee«.

37 For the Fountain of Domitian at Ephesos and the Polyphemos statue group that decorated it, see Fleischer 1971; 
Andreae 1977; Andreae 1982, 69–90; Andreae 1985; Andreae 1999; Aurenhammer 1990, 168–77; Alvino 1996, 205–207; 
Andreae and Parisi Presicce 1996, 240 f. cat. 4.4; Lenz 1998; Longfellow 2011, 62–76.

38 B.  Andreae argued that the Polyphemos statue group from the Fountain of Domitian was originally designed to 
decorate the pediment of a temple, and that a likely candidate is supplied by (the foundations of) a temple in the 
Upper Agora at Ephesos, interpreted by him as a temple of Dionysos commissioned by Marcus Antonius, later 
dedicated to another deity – without Antonius’ Polyphemos group – under the emperor Augustus (Andreae 1982, 
75–88; Andreae 1985, 209–211; Andreae 1999, 531–533). D.  Lenz (1998) has cast serious doubt on this theory, 
demonstrating on iconographic and stylistic grounds that two of the statues displayed in the Fountain of Domitian 
(a Gaul and a Niobid) were not originally part of the Polyphemos statue group, and that they were probably added 
only for the fountain installation in A.D. 93, thus undercutting the logic of the proposed pedimental arrangement. 
He also points out that the fi gures of the group were not well-suited to being viewed from below.
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representation of Polyphemos, who was 
shown seated with the half-eaten corpse of 
one of Odysseus’ companions splayed over 
his (proper) left thigh, and with the lifeless 
bodies of two more companions lying on 
the ground before his feet (Fig.  10). To the 
(viewer’s) left, Odysseus approaches the giant 
and presents him with a cup of wine, fi lled 
from the wineskin carried by one of his two 
accompanying companions. To the right, three 
further companions sharpen the stake with 
which they will blind the beast in his drunken 
stupor. All of the naked fi gures in the group 
have had their genitals carefully removed, 

Fig.  9 The Polyphemos statue group that decorated the Fountain of Domitian at Ephesus (Ephesus Archaeologi-
cal Museum, Selçuk) 

Fig.  10 Statue of Polyphemos from 
the group that decorated the Fountain 
of Domitian at Ephesus (Ephesus Ar-
chaeological Museum, Selçuk)



156 joshua j. thomas istmitt

presumably under Christian infl uence, suggesting that the composition remained on display in 
Ephesus during late antiquity39.

The mosaic from Piazza Armerina, meanwhile, also shows Odysseus passing a cup of wine 
to Polyphemos, who here has an eviscerated ram strewn over his lap in a manner reminiscent of 
the companion from the fi gured table support in Aphrodisias40.

These comparanda raise an important question concerning the iconography of our postulated 
statue group at Aphrodisias: namely, whether Odysseus would have been depicted alongside 
Polyphemos in the composition. Although the reference to »the statues« (τοὺς ἀνδριάντας) on 
Side B indicates that this was indeed a multi-fi gured group, this formulation does not necessarily 
imply that a statue of Odysseus was originally included in the composition. Indeed, the fact that 
»the Cyclops« is the only fi gure referred to explicitly on Side B may be signifi cant, since inscrip-
tions recording the dedication or repair of mythological statue groups at Aphrodisias tend to 
enumerate all of the represented fi gures, with the name of each preceded by the defi nite article. 
In an inscription re-used in a bastion of the mid-4th cent. city wall circuit, for example, we read:

For Aphrodite and for the Augustus gods and for the People, 
Artemidoros Pedisas son of Dionysios, by birth of Artemido-
ros the son of Diogenes, at his own expense set up the Hermes, 
and the gilded Aphrodite, and the Erotes carrying torches 
on either side, and the marble Eros in front of it, as he also 
promised when the palm grove was being constructed in the 
period of his tenure of the offi ce of strategos41.

Other statue bases surviving from the site refer to »the Victory and the lion«42; »the Council«43; 
»the People«44; »the Hours«45; »the Caryatid«46; »the Hygeia«47;»the Victory«48; »the Asklepios 
and the Hygeia«49; »the Troilos and the horse and the Achilles«50; and »the Herakles and the 
Triton and the l[ion]«51.

In the absence of a direct reference to »the Odysseus«, then, there can be no guarantee that the 
Greek hero was one of the fi gures depicted in the Aphrodisian Cyclops monument. Rather, the 
unusual use of the plural term »statues« is better explained if we assume that it pertains to one 
or more fi gures who did not have designated personal names: presumably one or more nameless 
companions of Odysseus, including the beleaguered fi gure shown strewn across Polyphemos’ 

39 For this late antique re-working, see Auinger – Rathmayr 2007, 252; Jacobs 2010, 295 cat. 16.
40 For the Piazza Armerina mosaic, see Gentili 1959, 27 f.; Carandini et al. 1982, 238 f.; Dunbabin 2015, 42–47. 
41 Calder – Cormack 1962, 448; IAph2007 12.204.
42 Reynolds 1982, 155 f. no. 32; IAph2007 13.116.
43 IAph2007 2.101.
44 IAph2007 2.111.
45 IAph2007 5.108, 5.109.
46 IAph2007 5.212.
47 IAph2007 8.211.
48 IAph2007 11.301.
49 IAph2007 11.401.
50 IAph2007 12.10; Smith – Hallett 2015, 151–153.
51 Wilson 2016b, 188. 
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lap. We can only speculate about the number and nature of these companions depicted in the 
original composition. If Polyphemos and his victim were oriented parallel to the long side of the 
base, we might imagine a wineskin bearer or another standing fi gure positioned immediately to 
one side of the Cyclops. If they were instead oriented parallel to the short side of the base, we 
might imagine a dead or dying companion crumpled on the fl oor before them.

A Cyclopean Back?

Although no fragments of the statue group that stood on the Cyclops base have yet been securely 
identifi ed, it seems very likely that Polyphemos’ powerful anatomy was a defi ning element of the 
original composition. It is in this context that we should consider an unpublished torso fragment 
belonging to a high quality colossal male statue, which is currently on display in the garden of 
the Aphrodisias Museum (Figs.  11a–d.):

Extant State

Museum Inv. 1060 is a large statue fragment depicting the back and buttocks of a colossal nude 
male fi gure. The fi nd context of the piece is unfortunately unknown. H: 128  cm; W: 73  cm; D: 
40  cm.

The statue is broken diagonally across the top of each shoulder, and horizontally across much 
of the area comprising the underside of the right buttock and the space between the legs. The 
front of the torso has been deliberately cut away and then worked roughly with a point-chisel 
to create a fl at surface for later re-use. Traces of mortar are visible on this surface, suggesting 
that the fragment was built into a wall.

Missing from the statue are the head, neck, upper shoulders, both arms, both legs, as well as 
the cut-away front of the torso. There are also large abrasions on the lower back and the right 
buttock.

Carved from a single piece of medium-grained white marble. The back of the statue has 
been worked to very high level of specifi cation, with a smoothly fi nished surface retaining the 
hint of a polish. Few traces of tooling remain visible, though some light rasp work can be seen 
between the buttocks and beneath the ridges of some of the back muscles, and a narrow drill 
was used to articulate the buttock crease. Traces of two strut-like features also remain visible 
on the surface of either buttock.

No preserved traces of piecing. A small hole drilled on the axis of the neck (D: 1  cm) appears 
to be modern, and is in any case too small to have served as a dowel hole for attaching a head to 
a statue of this scale. Two further holes have been drilled into the underside of the fragment to 
mount it for its current display.

Description

This high quality torso belongs to a colossal statue of a nude male fi gure. The fi gure has a broad, 
powerful back, with large expanses of preternatural muscle bulging beneath the surface of the 
skin. Viewed in profi le, the fi gure has rippling serratus and abdominal muscles, with oblique 
abdominals spilling out over the iliac crest.
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Fig.  11a Rear view of colossal nude male torso from Aphrodisias; b Right profi le view of colossal nude male 
torso from Aphrodisias

The combination of colossal scale and superhuman anatomy suggests that the statue origi-
nally represented a muscular fi gure from the world of heroes and mythology, in the tradition 
of Hellenistic statues such as the Herakles Farnese. The musculature in particular provides a 
clear point of contact with ancient representations of the Cyclops Polyphemos, including the 
small-scale examples from Aphrodisias enumerated above.

Enough of the statue survives to make some inferences about the pose in which the fi gure was 
originally represented. The torsion of the shoulders, the arching spine and the tightly-contracted 
abdominal muscles all suggest that the fi gure was shown hunching forwards. His right arm was 
certainly raised, judging by the careful articulation of the inside of the armpit on this side. The 
position of the left arm is more diffi cult to determine, but the left shoulder was certainly higher 
than the right shoulder, resulting in a powerful twist of the body that may have been accentuated 
by the original positioning of the arms.
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Fig.  11c Left profi le view of colossal nude male torso from Aphrodisias;  d Front view of colossal nude male 
torso from Aphrodisias

It is clear that the left leg of the fi gure was also raised, since the underside of the left buttock 
is completely fi nished, and its smooth surface continues forwards well beyond the point at which 
the leg would have begun had it been shown standing. The original position of the right leg is 
more diffi cult to discern thanks to the break plane running directly across the underside of the 
right buttock. Still, the raised left leg at least opens the possibility that the fi gure was originally 
shown seated or perching, although we should note that the long, elongated buttocks exhibit no 
trace of the kind of pressure that we would expect to see had they been bearing the full weight 
of a seated fi gure.

In the current state of our evidence, therefore, it is diffi cult to draw fi rm conclusions concerning 
the pose and identity of this remarkable fi gure, rendering any postulated connection with the 
Cyclops statue base purely hypothetical. For the sake of thoroughness, though, it may be worth 
considering how well the dimensions of the base accord with those of the statue. While the width 
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of the statue base (62  cm) might seem small when compared to the depth of the colossal torso 
(40  cm without legs, and so surely more than 62  cm with legs), it is important to recall that we 
are missing the upper plinth of the base, which would have increased the surface area available 
for statuary display52. It follows that the dimensions of the base and the statue fragment are not 
necessarily inconsonant with the notion that they originally belonged together.

Whatever its original subject, the torso provides a valuable point of reference in the context 
of the present study. Indeed, it offers a tantalising glimpse of what the back of a colossal statue 
of Polyphemos made by Aphrodisian sculptors might originally have looked like, in terms of 
its size, style and quality. We should mentally reconstruct a statue of a comparable kind on top 
of the Cyclops base from the Agora Gate holding basin.

The Display Context of the Cyclops Monument

According to the reconstruction presented here, then, the statue base built into the 6th cent. A.D. 
holding basin in the South Agora originally supported a Hellenistic-style group depicting the 
Cyclops Polyphemos devouring one of Odysseus’ companions. Unfortunately, neither inscription 
on the base tells us where the monument stood either before or after the Trajanic repair(s)53, but 
our evidence remains suffi cient to narrow down the list of possibilities.

It may be signifi cant that the repairs recorded on Side A of the base were dedicated to Aphrodite 
Promētor and the dēmos, since the Promētor epithet has a particular resonance in an Aphrodisian 
context. It refers to the goddess not in her traditional role as the patron goddess of the city, but 
rather in her capacity as Venus Genetrix, the divine progenitor of the Julian line54. The wor-
ship of Aphrodite Promētor in Aphrodisias seems to have been concentrated in the Sebasteion 
(Fig.  1), a grand temple complex dedicated to Aphrodite and the Julio-Claudian emperors that 
was constructed from ca. A.D. 20–60: hence a base from the propylon of this complex originally 
carried a statue representing »Aphrodite Foremother (Promētor) of the theoi Sebastoi«55. Against 
this background, it is tempting to suppose that the Cyclops monument was originally set up in 
somewhere in the Sebasteion, before its base was re-purposed for the Agora Gate holding basin 
in the 6th century. This hypothesis accords well with the observation that some of the other re-
used material built into the holding basin certainly did come from the Sebasteion: a base for a 
statue of Marcus Lepidus that originally stood in the propylon of the complex56, and an ethnos 

relief that once decorated its North Building57.

52 Compare an un-published statue base honouring the emperor Nerva excavated in front of the Agora Gate. The 
width of the shaft is 61  cm and the width of the upper plinth is 85  cm, a ratio of approximately 1 : 1.4. 

53 It is of course possible that the monument was re-located after these repairs, though this would have necessitated 
an enormous amount of practical effort.

54 For Aphrodite Promētor at Aphrodisias, see Reynolds 1980, 74–77 nos. 2. 3; Reynolds 1982, 182–184 nos. 54. 55; 
IAph2007 9.34, 12.305.

55 For this base, see Reynolds 1986, 111 f.; IAph 2007 9.34; Smith 2013, 56.
56 For this base, see Reynolds 1980, 81 no. 15; Smith 2013, 63 f.
57 For this relief, see Smith 1988, 67–69 cat. 5; Smith 2013, 97–99. Other re-used material in the holding basin included a 

series of 2nd cent. A.D. mythological reliefs (for which see Linant de Bellefonds 1996; Linant de Bellefonds 2009); an 
honorifi c statue base for T.  Oppius Aelianus Asclepiodotus, proconsul and corrector of Asia (for which see Roueché 
1989, 16–19 no. 7; IAph2007 4.309); and a seated statue that was probably displayed on top of this base (for which 
see Smith et al. 2006, 180–182 cat. 52).
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By contrast, the text on Side B records repairs paid for the dēmos without mentioning Aphro-
dite or any other deity. This lack of religious contextualisation fi ts more neatly with the notion 
that the Cyclops monument was set up in a public space belonging to the dēmos rather than in 
a sanctuary, in which case the dedication to Aphrodite on Side A would simply be a conven-
tional formula included to express respect towards the goddess. The closest public space to the 
6th cent. holding basin was, of course, the South Agora itself, a tree-lined urban park centred on 
a monumental marble-lined pool that seems to have been laid out for the fi rst time during the 
reign of the emperor Tiberius58. An economical solution would be to assume that the Cyclops 
monument was originally displayed somewhere in the South Agora, and there are in fact other 
considerations that speak in favour of this hypothesis.

Most notably, several other statue groups featuring representations of Polyphemos are known 
to have been displayed next to – or to have formed part of – extravagant water installations from 
the Julio-Claudian period to the time of Hadrian. We have already seen that a Polyphemos group 
was re-purposed for the decoration of an apsidal fountain building in Ephesus during the reign of 
the emperor Domitian, and that water pipes were attached to the sculptures to convert them into 
fountain fi gures. But we might also mention a series of statue groups that have been excavated 
in villas belonging to successive emperors in Italy itself. The earliest and best known example 
comes from the seaside villa at Sperlonga owned by the emperor Tiberius, where a statue group 
depicting the blinding of Polyphemos was one of several sculptures decorating an astonishing 
grotto-triclinium equipped with an eye-catching pool at its centre59. A second example comes 
from Baiae, where a statue group depicting Odysseus and a companion offering a cup of wine 
to Polyphemos stood within a cave-like apse at the short end of a triclinium whose decorative 
programme suggests that it may have been designed for the emperor Claudius60. Here the statues 
of Odysseus and his companion served as fountain fi gures, spurting water into a channel that 
ran adjacent to the walls of the room, which also had a rectangular pool in the centre of its fl oor. 
A third example was found at the Villa of Domitian at Castel Gandolfo, where a statue group 
depicting the immediate aftermath of the blinding of Polyphemos decorated a cave-like grotto 
that seems to have been consciously modelled on its counterpart at Sperlonga, here overlooking a 
small lake61. A fi nal example comes from the Villa of Hadrian at Tivoli, where the heads of two of 
Odysseus’ companions belonging to a Polyphemos group identical to the one at Sperlonga were 
excavated during the eighteenth century62. The display context of this group is unknown, but a 
popular theory holds that it was originally in the vicinity of the long ornamental pool known 

58 For the history and archaeology of the South Agora, see Wilson 2016a, 106–135; for recent archaeological investiga-
tions in the area see Wilson et al. 2016; Robinson 2016. 

59 The scholarship on Sperlonga is extensive. For a useful summary of the state of research at the turn of the millen-
nium, see Ridgway 2000, 78–91. For recent studies of particular aspects of the Sperlonga sculptures, with up-to-date 
bibliographies, see Squire 2009, 206–238; Champlin 2013; and Bruno et al. 2015.

60 For the triclinium at Baiae and its sculptural decoration, see Andreae 1982, 91–102; Andreae 1983; Andreae 1991; 
Tocco Sciarelli 1983; Lavagne 1988, 573–577; Zevi 1996, 316–319; 2000; Gianfrotta 2000; Squire 2003, 34–36.

61 For the grotto-triclinium at Castel Gandolfo and its sculptural decoration, see Balland 1967; Magi 1969; Andreae 
1982, 216–220; Lavagne 1988, 589–594; Liverani 1989; Liverani 1996. 

62 For the fragments of the Polyphemos group from the Villa of Hadrian at Tivoli, see Raeder 1983, 40 no. I.12. 143 
no. III.3. 169 no. III.79; Lavagne 1988, 603–614; Andreae – Ortega 1992, 79–96; Andreae 1996. 
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as the Canopus and the adjacent dome-shaped cenatio63. The similarities between the Canopus 
and the marble-lined pool of the South Agora at Aphrodisias have been noted independently64.

Analogy with these groups would suggest that our Aphrodisian Cyclops monument was set 
up in the vicinity of an extravagant water installation, making the South Agora – with its 175  m 
long pool – an attractive possibility65. Mythological statuary was certainly displayed in the South 
Agora during antiquity, judging by the inscription from the city walls quoted above recording 
how Artemidoros Pedisas set up a statue group depicting Hermes, Aphrodite and Erotes in 
the »palm grove«, an ancient name for this monumental urban park. It is also possible that the 
famous group showing Achilles ambushing the Trojan prince Troilos that was re-erected in the 
Civil Basilica in the mid-4th cent. was originally set up in this palm grove, since the palm tree 
had long been a »symbol of the Trojan plain«66. A picture begins to emerge of a tree-lined urban 
park decorated with ambitious mythological statuary.

Polyphemos Groups in Public Contexts

Recognising that the Cyclops monument at Aphrodisias may have been set up in the South 
Agora or the Sebasteion invites a re-assessment of the statue group from Ephesus, which in a 
recent monograph on monumental fountain complexes was described as »the only known sculp-
tural representation of the Polyphemos scene found outside of an Italian domestic context«67. 
The statue base from Aphrodisias clearly adds a second non-Italian, non-domestic example 
to our list of Polyphemos groups, and it is even possible that traces survive of a third. Indeed, 
an under-life-size male statue excavated in Byzantine levels over the South Stoa of the central 
forum at Corinth can be identifi ed, on the basis of his pose and costume, as Odysseus handing 
the cup of wine to Polyphemos68, in a scheme particularly reminiscent of the statue group from 
Baiae discussed in the previous section. This may not have been the only Odyssean group set 
up in Corinth, judging by a series of bronze coins depicting the monstrous Skylla, which may 
represent a statue monument that formed part of the famous Peirene fountain in the city69. These 

63 This view is founded on the observation that two statue groups depicting the Skylla certainly were displayed on 
plinths set in the water at either end of the Canopus pool, suggesting that the Polyphemos group may have been 
set up nearby. The theory is summarised neatly by Lavagne: »il est certain que l’emplacement [of the Polyphemos 
group] devait être en ›connexion visuell‹ avec celui qui avait été choisi pour les deux groupes fi gurant Scylla aux 
prises avec les marins d’Ulysse« (Lavagne 1988, 612).

64 de Chaisemartin 1989, 41. 44; Erim 1990, 27; Wilson 2016a, 128. 
65 If the Cyclops monument was indeed displayed in the South Agora during its initial phase of use, we can only speculate 

where it might have stood. Assuming that its statues were made from marble and not bronze, it is unlikely that the 
monument was set up in the open space surrounding the monumental marble-lined pool, since it would here have 
been susceptible to weathering and erosion. It is much more likely that the monument was displayed in an interior 
setting where the texts inscribed on adjacent sides of the base were both clearly visible. Possibilities include the 
southeast corner of the south portico, the northwest corner of the north portico, and a partially-excavated exedra 
with a brick-lined façade built into the slope of the Theatre Hill to the south. The latter has a cave-like quality that 
would accord well with the postulated iconography of the statue group.

66 For this theory, see Smith – Hallett 2015, 167. 
67 Longfellow 2011, 74.
68 Ridgway 1981, 444 f. The fi nd context is supplied by the abstract for a paper entitled »Polyphemus and Galateia at 

Ancient Corinth«, which was delivered in January 2012 at the 113th annual meeting of the Archaeological Institute 
of America by A.  Ajootian. 

69 Ridgway 1981, 445; Robinson 2011, 233–250.
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Corinthian examples remain obscure, but our evidence is suffi cient to conclude that that statue 
groups featuring the Cyclops Polyphemos emerged as a distinct category of public monument 
in the cities of Greece and Asia Minor during the 1st and 2nd centuries A.D.

The other principal group of Polyphemos statues is, of course, the collection of extravagant 
sculptures that decorated the imperial villas of successive emperors within Italy itself. In addition 
to the examples from the villas of Tiberius, Claudius, Domitian and Hadrian discussed above, 
we should also mention an astonishing vault mosaic that decorated a nymphaeum containing 
a fountain in Nero’s famous Domus Aurea, which again depicted Odysseus offering a cup of 
wine to the seated Polyphemos70. The prevalence of the theme in imperial contexts is striking, 
and it is clear that cave-like rooms displaying representations of the Cyclops episode – ›antra 

cyclopis‹ – became an expected and self-referential feature of imperial residences at this time71. 
Most of these antra seem to have been used for dining and drinking.

A crucial question concerns the scope and nature of the relationship between these two 
groups of Polyphemos installations: that is, between those set up in public contexts in the eastern 
Mediterranean on the one hand, and those set up in imperial residences in Italy on the other. 
According to one view, the Polyphemos group re-purposed for the Fountain of Domitian at 
Ephesus was deliberately chosen by Calvisius Ruso, the patron of the building, on account of its 
correspondences with imperial examples72, and was intended to form »a display that was truly 
imperial in nature«73. The statue group thus served as a marker of Ruso’s connectedness to the 
ruling gens and his claims to »near-imperial status«74, much like the dedicatory inscriptions of 
the building, in which his name was juxtaposed with that of the emperor.

In reality, however, the assumption that public statue groups depicting Polyphemos derived 
their meaning from similar examples displayed in imperial residences in Italy risks diminishing 
our appreciation of this distinct category of monument75. Indeed, recent studies have underscored 
the extent to which mythological statue groups in the Roman world derived meaning from their 
specifi c contexts of display, and, by implication, from the different ways in which they were 
processed, interpreted and appreciated by local viewers76. It follows that the Cyclops statue 
groups in Ephesus, Aphrodisias and Corinth were erected not because of their correspondences 
with imperially sponsored groups in Italy itself, but because they were deemed to be useful and 
intelligible in their local contexts.

In the absence of the original dedicatory inscription of the Aphrodisian Cyclops monument, 
of course, it is diffi cult to pinpoint the precise social and political conditions that lay behind 
the decision to commission the monument. Even so, it remains possible to isolate some of the 
factors that might have contributed to a monument of this kind being erected in a public space 
within the city.

70 For the grotto-nymphaion from the Domus Aurea and its mosaic, see Lavagne 1970, 673–721; Lavagne 1988, 579–588; 
Andreae 1982, 92 f.; Zevi 1996, 320–329; Dunbabin 1999, 241. 

71 Viscogliosi 1996, 252–269; Carey 2002, 44–61. The term antrum cyclopis derives from a late antique source mention-
ing a room of this name on the Caelian hill in Rome: see Lavagne 1988, 586–588. 

72 Longfellow 2011, 62–76.
73 Longfellow 2011, 74.
74 Longfellow 2011, 62.
75 All the more so when we recall that the Ephesos Polyphemos group is probably late Hellenistic in date and so earlier 

than the Polyphemos groups set up in imperial villas in Italy. 
76 Good examples are Neudecker 1988, 39–47; von den Hoff 2004; Newby 2012; de Angelis 2015. 
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Firstly, it may be signifi cant that the Aphrodisias Cyclops monument was crowned by a colos-
sal statue group depicting an unusually violent and graphic subject: Polyphemos eviscerating a 
companion of Odysseus. In an important study of colossal mythological statue groups displayed 
in public contexts in late-2nd and early 3rd cent. Rome, Ralf von den Hoff suggested that groups 
depicting violent mythological episodes fostered particular »ideals of viewing«77 among ancient 
viewers, demanding their emotional engagement and inviting them to refl ect on the extremes of 
the human condition78. It seems possible that the Aphrodisian Cyclops monument functioned in 
a comparable manner, prompting local viewers to ponder the suffering endured by the helpless 
victim(s) of Polyphemos, and to engage with broader issues of pain, grief and mortality.

Secondly, we have seen that Cyclops statue groups were consistently associated with water 
installations during the 1st and 2nd centuries A.D., and that the Aphrodisias Cyclops monument 
may also have been displayed near to an extravagant water feature: namely, the monumental pool 
that dominated the large urban park known as the South Agora. Together these observations 
suggest that water (and water installations) played a signifi cant role in informing the choice of 
Cyclopean iconography during antiquity, and that water may have been an important factor in 
the original decision to set up the Cyclops monument in a public space in Aphrodisias.

The notion of a direct connection between water and Cyclopean statue groups accords well 
with the important role played by water in the mythology of the Polyphemos episode, in which 
the seafaring hero Odysseus encountered Polyphemos – a son of the sea god Poseidon – in a 
cave situated close to the shore of the island of the Cyclopes. The cave-like grottos containing 
representations of Polyphemos at Sperlonga, Baiae, the Domus Aurea, Castel Gandolfo and 
Tivoli were all clearly intended to evoke this seaside cave79.

The Polyphemos subject also seems to have offered particular opportunities for real water to 
play an active role in the sculptural display. This is especially clear in the case of the statue group 
from Baiae, where water spurted both from the cup fi lled with wine presented by Odysseus to 
the Cyclops and from the neck of the wineskin carried by his companion, here playing the part of 
the wine that resulted in Polyphemos’ downfall80. We might also mention an arithmetic epigram 
in the Palatine Anthology attributed to one Metrodoros, which, if it was inspired by a real foun-
tain, suggests that water might even be integrated into representations of Polyphemos himself:

This is Polyphemos the brazen Cyclops, and as if on him some-
one made an eye, a mouth, and a hand, connecting them with 
pipes. He looks quite as if he were dripping water and seems 
also to be spouting it from his mouth. None of the spouts are 
irregular; that from his hand when running will fi ll the cistern 
in three days only, that from his eye in one day, and his mouth 
in two-fi fths of a day. Who will tell me the time it takes when 
all three are running81 ?

77 von den Hoff 2004, 118.
78 von den Hoff 2004.
79 Several scholars have shown that the groups at Sperlonga and Baiae might also have been connected to the Poly-

phemos myth in a geographical capacity, since the adjacent Italian coastline was traditionally identifi ed as the scene 
of Odysseus’ adventures: see Lavagne 1988, 531 f.; de Grummond 2000, 265–273; Dunbabin 2015, 43 f. 

80 For this water installation, see Zevi 1996, 318 f.; Zevi 2000, 90–92; Squire 2003, 35. 
81 Anth. Pal. 14, 132.
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Against this background, it is worth at least considering the possibility that the Aphrodisian 
Cyclops monument was itself a fountain of some kind. This would go some way to explaining 
the two separate repairs recorded by the inscriptions, if they were indeed contemporary. Trajan 
and Kallikrates would then be responsible for repairing the water supply and installation, while 
the dēmos would be responsible for fi xing the statue group displayed on top.

Conclusion

This article has offered some possible solutions to important questions concerning the iconogra-
phy and original display context of an epigraphically attested Cyclops monument at Aphrodisias 
in Caria. A case can be made that the Cyclops monument was fi rst set up in the large public park 
in Aphrodisias known today as the South Agora, in which case our statue base would offer an 
unusually rich document of the history of the space that it originally decorated. It would indi-
cate that large-scale mythological statuary was set up in this ›place of palms‹ from the earliest 
years of its existence, and that an earthquake damaged some of this statuary in the late-fi rst or 
early-second century A.D.  It would suggest that such mythological groups remained standing 
in the South Agora even when the city wall was constructed in the 350s A.D., and that they 
continued to be viewed and appreciated by large numbers of citizens at this time82. It would 
offer further confi rmation of the destruction that was precipitated by a series of earthquakes in 
late antiquity, and furnish yet another example of how existing materials were re-purposed for 
new construction projects in the aftermath of such catastrophes.

Abstract: Two texts inscribed on a large statue base shaft from Aphrodisias in Caria record 
repairs made to »the statues of the Cyclops« that originally stood on top of the base. While the 
inscriptions themselves have been well studied, the missing Cyclops statue group has received 
rather less attention. In this article, the iconography and original display context of this group 
are investigated for the fi rst time. A series of statue and statuette fragments from Aphrodisias 
are presented to support the hypothesis that the base once supported an arresting Hellenistic-
style statue group depicting Polyphemos eviscerating a companion of Odysseus. It is argued 
that this statue group was originally set up in a public space in Aphrodisias, plausibly the large 
urban park known today as the South Agora. This contextualisation permits a consideration of 
the factors that led to Cyclops statue groups being erected as public monuments in the cities of 
Greece and Asia Minor during the 1st and 2nd centuries A.D.

»Die Statuen des Zyklopen«:
eine Rekonstruktion eines öffentlichen Denkmals aus Aphrodisias in Karien

Zusammenfassung: Zwei Inschriften einer großen Statuenbasis aus Aphrodisias in Karien 
zeugen von Reparaturen der »Statuen des Zyklopen«, die ursprünglich auf eben jener Basis 
aufgestellt waren. Während die Inschriften Gegenstand häufi ger Untersuchungen waren, wurde 

82 For the multi-faceted relationships between the citizens of Aphrodisias and the mythological statuary in the town, 
see Chaniotis 2009.
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der Statuengruppe des Zyklopen selbst bisher wenig Aufmerksamkeit zuteil. Dieser Artikel un-
tersucht erstmals die Ikonographie und den ursprünglichen Aufstellungsort dieses Ensembles. 
Zusammen mit der Präsentation einiger Statuettenfragmente aus Aphrodisias wird die These 
aufgestellt, dass die Basis einst eine stilistisch an den Hellenismus anlehnende, kaiserzeitliche 
Statuengruppe trug, die Polyphem darstellte, wie er einen der Gefährten des Odysseus tötet. 
Es wird postuliert, dass die Polyphemgruppe auf einem der öffentlichen Plätze Aphrodisias’ 
aufgestellt war, wahrscheinlich auf der großen von Bäumen umstandenen Platzanlage, heute 
bekannt als Südagora. Dieser Kontext erlaubt die Erwägung, dass Statuengruppen mit Darstel-
lung des Zyklopen in den öffentlichen Räumen der Städte Griechenlands und Kleinasiens des 
1. und 2.  Jhs. n.  Chr. aufgestellt wurden.

»K�klop Heykeller�«:
Karya Aphrod�s�as’tan b�r kamu anitinin rekonstrüks�yonu

Özet: Karya’daki Aphrodisias’tan büyük bir heykel kaidesinde bulunan iki yazıt, orijinal olarak 
kaide üzerinde yer alan »Kiklop heykelleri«nin onarımını kaydetmektedir. Yazıtların kendisi 
çok iyi çalışılmış olmasına karşın, kayıp olan Kiklop heykel grubu daha az ilgi görmüştür. Bu 
makalede, bu heykel topluluğunun ikonografisi ve sergilendiği orijinal yer ilk defa olarak araştırıl-
maktadır. Aphrodisias’tan bir dizi heykel ve heykel fragmanı, kaidenin bir zamanlar Odysseus’un 
yoldaşlarından birini öldüren Polyphemos’u tasvir eden, dikkat çekici Hellenistik tarzda, ancak 
Roma dönemine ait bir heykel grubunu taşıdığı hipotezini desteklemek için sunulmaktadır. Bu 
heykel grubunun orijinal olarak Aphrodisias’ta kamuya açık bir alana, olasılıkla bugün Güney 
Agora olarak bilinen, ağaçlarla çevirili alana yerleştirilmiş olduğu düşünülmektedir. Bu konum-
landırma, M. S. 1. ve 2. yüzyıl Yunan ve Küçük Asya kentlerinin kamusal alanlarında Kiklop 
heykel gruplarının dikilmesinde rol oynayan faktörlerin değerlendirilmesine de izin vermektedir.

 Bibliography

Alvino 1996 G.  Alvino, Il IX libro dell’odissea: l’offerta della coppa di vino. Il gruppo 
fi ttile di Colle Cesarano e il gruppo scultoreo di Efeso, in: B.  Andreae – 
C.  Parisi Presicce (ed.), Ulisse: il mito e la memoria. Exhibition catalogue 
Rome (Rome 1996) 200–209

Andreae 1977 B.  Andreae, Vorschlag für eine Rekonstruktion der Polyphemgruppe von 
Ephesos, in: U.  Höckmann – A.  Krug (eds.), Festschrift für Frank Brommer 
(Mainz 1977) 1–11

Andreae 1982 B.  Andreae, Odysseus. Archäologie des europäischen Menschenbildes 
(Frankfurt a. M. 1982) 

Andreae 1983 B.  Andreae, Le sculpture, in: G.  Tocco Sciarelli (ed.), Baia: il ninfeo impe-
riale sommerso di punta Epitaffi o (Naples 1983) 49–66



68, 2018 167reconstructing a public monument from aphrodisias in caria

Andreae 1985 B.  Andreae, Die Polyphem-Gruppe von Ephesos, in: H.  Vetters – M.  Kand-
ler – S.  Karweise – R.  Pillinger (eds.), Lebendige Altertumswissenschaft: 
Festgabe zur Vollendung des 70. Lebensjahres von Hermann Vetters (Vi-
enna 1985) 209–211

Andreae 1991 B.  Andreae, Il ninfeo di Punta dell’Epitaffi o a Baia, in: A.  Adriani – S.  Stuc-
chi – M.  Bonanni Aravantinos (eds.), Giornate di studio in onore di Achille 
Adriani, Roma, 26–27 novembre 1984, Studi miscellanei 28 (Rome 1991) 
237–65

Andreae 1999 B.  Andreae, Ist die Hypothese vom Polyphem-Giebel in Ephesos bereits 
falsifi ziert?, in: H.  Friesinger – F.  Frinzinger (eds.), 100 Jahre österreichische 
Forschungen in Ephesos: Akten des Symposiums Wien 1995, DenkschrWien 
260, AF 1 (Vienna 1999) 531–533

Andreae – Ortega 1992 B.  Andreae – A.  Ortega, Nuove ricerche a Villa Adriana, RendPontAc 62, 
1992, 67–103

de Angelis 2015 F. de Angelis, Roman Art and Myth, in: B. E.  Borg (ed.), A Companion to 
Roman Art (Chichester 2015) 569–584

Auinger – Rathmayr 2007 J.  Auinger – E.  Rathmayr, Zur spätantiken Statuenausstattung der Thermen 
und Nymphäen in Ephesos, in: F. A.  Bauer – C.  Witschel (eds.), Statuen 
in der Spätantike, Spätantike – Frühes Christentum – Byzanz : Reihe B, 
Studien und Perspektiven 23 (Wiesbaden 2007) 237–269

Aurenhammer 1990 M.  Aurenhammer, Die Skulpturen von Ephesos 1, Bildwerke aus Stein. 
Idealplastik 1 (Vienna 1990) 

Balland 1967 A.  Balland, Une transposition de la grotte de Tibère à Sperlonga: Le Ninfeo 
Bergantino de Castelgandolfo, MEFRA 79, 1967, 421–502

Bennett 1997 J.  Bennett, Trajan: Optimus Princeps (London 1997) 

Boatwright 2002 M. T.  Boatwright, Trajan outside Rome: Construction and Embellishment 
in Italy and the Provinces, in: P. A.  Stadter – L. van der Stockt (eds.), Sage 
and Emperor. Plutarch, Greek Intellectuals, and Roman Power in the Time 
of Trajan (98–117 A.D.) (Leuven 2002) 259–377

Bourtzikanou 2012 I.  Bourtzikanou, Die Prosopographie von Aphrodisias (Ph.D. diss. 
Ruprecht-Karls-Universität Heidelberg 2012) 

Bruno et al. 2015  M.  Bruno – D.  Attanasio – W.  Prochaska, The Docimium Marbles of the 
Sculptures of the Grotto of Tiberius at Sperlonga, AJA 119 / 3, 2015, 375–394

Carandini et al. 1982 A.  Carandini  – A.  Ricci  – M. de Vos, Filosofi ana: the Villa of Piazza 
Armerina (Palermo 1982) 

de Chaisemartin 1989 N. de Chaisemartin, Le Portique de Tibère à Aphrodisias: problèmes 
d’identifi cation et de function, REA 91, 1989, 23–45

de Chaisemartin – Örgen N. de Chaisemartin – E.  Örgen, Les documents sculptés de Silahtarağa 
1984  (Paris 1984) 



168 joshua j. thomas istmitt

Chaniotis 2003 A.  Chaniotis, The Perception of Imperial Power in Aphrodisias, in: L.  de 
Blois – P.  Erdkamp – O. J.  Hekster – G. de Klein – S.  Mols (eds.), The Rep-
resentation and Perception of Roman Imperial Power. Proceedings of the 
third Workshop of the International Network ›Impact of Empire‹ (Roman 
empire, 200 B.C. – A.D. 476), Netherlands Institute in Rome, March 20–23, 
2002, Impact of Empire 3 (Amsterdam 2003) 250–260

Chaniotis 2009 A.  Chaniotis, Myths and Contexts in Aphrodisias, in: U.  Dill – C.  Walde 
(eds.), Antike Mythen. Medien, Transformationen und Konstruktionen 
(Berlin 2009) 313–338

De Staebler 2008 P. D.  De Staebler, The City Wall and the Making of a Late-Antique Provin-
cial Capital, in: C.  Ratté – R. R. R.  Smith (eds.), Aphrodisias Papers 4. New 
Research on the City and its Monuments, JRA Suppl.  70 (Portsmouth, RI 
2008) 285–318

Dunbabin 1999 K. M. D.  Dunbabin, Mosaics of the Greek and Roman World (Cambridge 
1999) 

Dunbabin 2015 K. M. D.  Dunbabin, Image, Myth, and Epic on Mosaics of the Late Ro-
man West, in: K. M.  Coleman (ed.), Images for Classicists, Loeb classical 
monographs 15 (Cambridge MA) 39–65

Erim 1968 K. T.  Erim, Aphrodisias, 1965 Campaign, TAD 15 / 1, 1968, 59–67

Erim 1986 K. T.  Erim, Aphrodisias: City of Venus Aphrodite (London 1986) 

Erim 1990 K. T.  Erim, Recent Work at Aphrodisias 1986–1988, in: C.  Roueché  – 
K. T.  Erim (eds.), Aphrodisias Papers [1]: Recent Work on the Architecture 
and Sculpture, JRA Suppl.  1 (Ann Arbor, MI 1990) 9–35

Fellmann 1972 B.  Fellmann, Die antiken Darstellungen des Polyphemabenteuer, Münchener 
archäologische Studien 5 (Munich 1972) 

Feuser 2013 S.  Feuser, Monopodia – Figürliche Tischfüße aus Kleinasien. Ein Beitrag 
zum Ausstattungsluxus der römischen Kaiserzeit, Byzas 17 (Istanbul 2013) 

Fleischer 1971 R.  Fleischer, Späthellenistische Gruppe von Pollionymphaeum in Ephesos 
mit dem Polyphemabenteuer des Odysseus, ÖJh 49, 1971, 137–164

Gensheimer – Welch 2013 M. B.  Gensheimer – K. E.  Welch, The Achilles and Penthesilea Statue Group 
from Aphrodisias, IstMitt 63, 2013, 325–377

Gentili 1959 G. V.  Gentili, La Villa Erculia di Piazza Armerina: I mosaici fi gurati, Col-
lana d’arte Sidera 8 (Rome 1959) 

de Grummond 2000 N. T. de Grummond, Gauls and Giants, Skylla and the Palladion, in: N. T. de 
Grummond – B. S.  Ridgway (eds.), From Pergamon to Sperlonga: Sculpture 
and Context, Hellenistic culture and society 34 (Berkeley 2000) 255–271

von den Hoff 2004 R. von den Hoff, Horror and Amazement: Colossal Mythological Statue 
Groups and the New Rhetoric of Images in Late Second and Early Third 



68, 2018 169reconstructing a public monument from aphrodisias in caria

Century Rome, in: B. E.  Borg (ed.), Paideia: The World of the Second So-
phistic, Millennium Studies 2 (Berlin 2004) 105–129

Hutchinson 2011 G. O.  Hutchinson, Politics and the Sublime in the Panegyricus, in: P.  Roche 
(ed.), Pliny’s Praise: The Panegyricus in the Roman World (Cambridge 2011) 
125–141

IAph2007 J.  Reynolds  – C.  Roueché  – G.  Bodard, Inscriptions from Aphrodisias, 
‹http: /  / insaph.kcl.ac.uk / iaph2007 / › (07.10.2017) 

Jacobs 2010 I.  Jacobs, Production to Destruction? Pagan and Mythological Statuary in 
Asia Minor, AJA 114 / 2, 2010, 267–303

Kiilerich – Torp 1994 B.  Kiilerich  – H.  Torp, Mythological Sculpture in the Fourth Century 
A.D.: the Esquiline Group and the Silahtarağa Statues, IstMitt 44, 1994, 
307–316

Klar Phillips 2008 L.  Klar Phillips, Figural Table Supports: the Archaeology of Dining in the 
Roman World, in: C.  Ratté – R. R. R.  Smith (eds.), Aphrodisias Papers 4. 
New Research on the City and its Monuments, JRA Suppl.  70 (Portsmouth, 
RI 2008) 253–283

Kokkinia 2008 C.  Kokkinia, Aphrodisias’ Rights of Liberty: Diplomatic Strategies and 
the Roman Governor, in: C.  Ratté  – R. R. R.  Smith (eds.), Aphrodisias 
Papers 4. New Research on the City and its Monuments, JRA Suppl.  70 
(Portsmouth, RI 2008) 51–59

Lavagne 1970 H.  Lavagne, Le nymphée au Polyphème de la Domus Aurea, MEFRA 82, 
1970, 673–721

Lavagne 1988 H.  Lavagne, Operosa antra: Recherches sur la grotte à Rome de Sylla à 
Hadrien (Rome 1988) 

Lenz 1998 D.  Lenz, Ein Gallier unter den Gefährten des Odysseus. Zur Polyphem-
gruppe aus dem Pollio-Nymphaeum in Ephesos, IstMitt 48, 1998, 237–248

Linant de Bellefonds 1996 P.  Linant de Bellefonds, The Mythological Reliefs from the Agora Gate, in: 
C.  Roueché – R. R. R.  Smith (eds.), Aphrodisias papers 3. The Setting and 
Quarries, Mythological and Other Sculptural Decoration, Architectural 
Development, Portico of Tiberius, and Tetrapylon, JRA Suppl.  20 (Ann 
Arbor, MI 1996) 174–186

Linant de Bellefonds 2009 P.  Linant de Bellefonds, The Mythological Reliefs from the Agora Gate, 
Aphrodisias 4 (Mainz 2009) 

Liverani 1990 P.  Liverani, L’anquitarium di Villa Barberini a Castel Gandolfo, RendPontAc 
61, 1990, 103–130

Liverani 1996 P.  Liverani, L’antro del ciclope a Castel Gandolfo: ninfeo Bergantino, in: 
B.  Andreae – C.  Parisi Presicce (eds.), Ulisse: il mito e la memoria. Exhibi-
tion catalogue Rome (Rome 1996) 332–341



170 joshua j. thomas istmitt

Longfellow 2011 B.  Longfellow, Roman Imperialism and Civic Patronage: Form, Meaning, 
and Ideology in Monumental Fountain Complexes (Cambridge 2011) 

Magi 1969 F.  Magi, Il Polifemo di Castelgandolfo, RendPontAc 41, 1969, 69–84

Calder – Cormack 1962 W. M.  Calder – J. M. R.  Cormack (eds.), Monuments from Lycaonia, the 
Pisido-Phrygian Borderland, Aphrodisias, MAMA 8 (Manchester 1962) 

Millar 1992 F.  Millar, The Emperor in the Roman World (31 B.C. – A.D. 337) 2(London 
1992) 

Millar 2016 F.  Millar, Trajan: Government by Correspondence, in: R.  Gibson – C.  Whit-
ton (eds.), The Epistles of Pliny (Oxford 2016) 419–441

Neudecker 1988 R.  Neudecker, Die Skulpturenausstattung römischer Villen in Italien, 
BeitrESkAr 9 (Mainz 1988) 

Newby 2012 Z.  Newby, The Aesthetics of Violence: Myth and Danger in Roman Do-
mestic Landscapes, ClAnt 31.2, 2012, 349–389

Parisi Pressice 1996 C.  Parisi Presicce, Il gruppo di Polifemo nel Museo Capitolino, in: B.  An-
dreae – C.  Parisi Presicce (eds.), Ulisse: il mito e la memoria. Exhibition 
catalogue Rome (Rome 1996) 220–229

Raeder 1983 J.  Raeder, Die statuarische Ausstattung der Villa Hadriana bei Tivoli, 
Europäische Hochschulschriften. Archäologie 4 (Frankfurt a. M. 1983) 

Ratté 2001 C.  Ratté, New Research on the Urban Development of Aphrodisias in 
Late Antiquity, in: D.  Parrish (ed.), Urbanism in Western Asia Minor: 
New Studies on Aphrodisias, Ephesos, Hierapolis, Pergamon, Perge and 
Xanthos, JRA Suppl.  45 (Portsmouth, RI 2001) 116–147

Ratté 2002 C.  Ratté, The Urban Development of Aphrodisias in the Late Hellenistic 
and Early Imperial Periods, in: C.  Berns – H. von Hesberg – L.  Vande-
put – M.  Waelkens (eds.), Patris und Imperium: kulturelle und politische 
Identität in den Städten der römischen Provinzen Kleinasiens in der frühen 
Kaiserzeit, BABesch Suppl.  8 (Leuven 2002) 5–32

Reynolds 1980 J. M.  Reynolds, The Origins and Beginning of Imperial Cult at Aphrodisias, 
ProcCambrPhilSoc 206, 1980, 70–84

Reynolds 1982 J. M.  Reynolds, Aphrodisias and Rome (London 1982) 

Reynolds 1986 J. M.  Reynolds, Further Information on Imperial Cult at Aphrodisias, StCl 
24, 1986, 109–117

Ridgway 1981 B. S.  Ridgway, Sculpture from Corinth, Hesperia 50, 422–448

Ridgway 2000 B. S.  Ridgway, The Sperlonga Sculptures: the Current State of Research, in: 
N. T. de Grummond – B. S.  Ridgway (eds.), From Pergamon to Sperlonga: 
Sculpture and Context, Hellenistic culture and society 34 (Berkeley 2000) 
78–91

Robinson 2011 B. A.  Robinson, Histories of Peirene: A Corinthian Fountain in Three 
Millennia, Ancient art and architecture in context 2 (Princeton, NJ 2011) 



68, 2018 171reconstructing a public monument from aphrodisias in caria

Robinson 2016 M.  Robinson, The Environmental Archaeology of the pool, in: 
R. R. R.  Smith – J.  Lenaghan – A.  Sokolicek – K.  Welch (eds.), Aphrodi-
sias Papers 5. Excavation and Research at Aphrodisias, 2006–2012, JRA 
Suppl.  103 (Portsmouth, RI 2016) 91–99

Roche 2011 P.  Roche, Pliny’s Thanksgiving: an Introduction to the Panegyricus, in: 
P.  Roche (ed.), Pliny’s Praise: The Panegyricus in the Roman World (Cam-
bridge 2011) 1–28

Roueché 1989 C.  Roueché, Aphrodisias in Late Antiquity, JRS Monographs 5 (London 
1989) 

Sanzi di Mino 1996 M. R.  Sanzi Di Mino, »L’uomo ricco d’astuzie raccontami, o musa« (odis-
sea  I, 1) : Il complesso di statue fi ttili del ninfeo di Tortoreo, in: B.  Andreae 
and C.  Parisi Presicce (eds), Ulisse: il mito e la memoria. Exhibition cata-
logue Rome (Rome 1996) 210–219

Sherwin-White 1966 A. N.  Sherwin-White 1966, The Letters of Pliny: a Historical and Social 
Commentary (Oxford 1966) 

Smith 1988 R. R. R.  Smith, Simulacra Gentium: the Ethne from the Sebasteion at Aph-
rodisias, JRS 78, 1988, 88–138

Smith 1996 R. R. R.  Smith, Archaeological Research at Aphrodisias, 1989–1992, in: 
C.  Roueché – R. R. R.  Smith (eds.), Aphrodisias Papers 3. The Setting and 
Quarries, Mythological and Other Sculptural Decoration, Architectural 
Development, Portico of Tiberius, and Tetrapylon, JRA Suppl.  20 (Ann 
Arbor, MI 1996) 11–72

Smith 1998 R. R. R.  Smith, Hellenistic Sculpture under the Roman Empire: Fishermen 
and Satyrs at Aphrodisias, in: O.  Palagia – W. D. E.  Coulson (eds.), Regional 
Schools in Hellenistic Sculpture. Proceedings of an international conference 
held at the American School of Classical Studies at Athens, March 15–17, 
1996, Oxbow monograph 90 (Oxford 1998) 253–260

Smith 2007 R. R. R.  Smith, Statue Life in the Hadrianic Baths at Aphrodisias, A.D. 100–
600: Local Context and Historical Meaning, in: F. A.  Bauer – C.  Witschel 
(eds.), Statuen in der Spätantike, Spätantike – Frühes Christentum – Byzanz: 
Reihe B, Studien und Perspektiven 23 (Wiesbaden 2007) 203–235

Smith 2011 R. R. R.  Smith, Marble Workshops at Aphrodisias, in: F.  D’Andria – I.  Ro-
meo (eds.), Roman Sculpture in Asia Minor. Proceedings of the Interna-
tional Conference to celebrate the 50th anniversary of the Italian excavations 
at Hierapolis in Phrygia, held on May 24–26, 2007, in Cavallino (Lecce), 
JRA Suppl.  80 (Portsmouth, RI 2011) 62–76

Smith 2012 R. R. R.  Smith, Defacing the Gods at Aphrodisias, in: B.  Dignas  – 
R. R. R.  Smith (eds.), Historical and Religious Memory in the Ancient 
World (Oxford 2012) 283–326



172 joshua j. thomas istmitt

Smith 2013 R. R. R.  Smith, The Marble Reliefs from the Julio-Claudian Sebasteion, 
Aphrodisias 6 (Darmstadt 2013) 

Smith – Hallett 2015 R. R. R.  Smith – C. H.  Hallett, Troilos and Achilles: a Monumental Statue 
Group from Aphrodisias, JRS 105, 2015 124–182

Smith – Ratté 1997 R. R. R.  Smith – C.  Ratté, Archaeological Research at Aphrodisias in Caria, 
1995, AJA 101 / 1, 1997, 1–22

Squire 2003 M.  Squire, Giant Questions: Dining with Polyphemus at Sperlonga and 
Baiae, Apollo 157, 2003, 29–37

Squire 2009 M.  Squire, Image and Text in Graeco-Roman Antiquity (Cambridge 2009) 

Tocco Sciarelli 1983 G.  Tocco Sciarelli (ed.), Baia: il ninfeo imperiale sommerso di punta Epitaf-
fi o (Naples 1983) 

Touchefeu-Meynier 1968 O.  Touchefeu-Meynier, Thèmes odysséens dans l’art antique (Paris 1968) 

Van Voorhis forthcoming J.  Van Voorhis, The Sculptor’s Workshop, Aphrodisias 10 (Wiesbaden 
forthcoming) 

Viscogliosi 1996 A.  Viscogliosi, Antra Cyclopis: Osservasioni su una tipilogia di coenatio, 
in: B.  Andreae  – C.  Parisi Presicce (eds.), Ulisse: il mito e la memoria. 
Exhibition catalogue Rome (Rome 1996) 252–269

Wilson 2016a A.  Wilson, Water, Nymphs and a Palm Grove: Monumental Water Display 
at Aphrodisias, in: R. R. R.  Smith – J.  Lenaghan – A.  Sokolicek – K.  Welch 
(eds.), Aphrodisias Papers 5. Excavation and Research at Aphrodisias, 
2006–2012, JRA Suppl.  103 (Portsmouth, RI 2016) 100–135

Wilson 2016b A.  Wilson, The Olympian (Hadrianic) Baths: Layout, Operation and Fi-
nancing, in: R. R. R.  Smith – J.  Lenaghan – A.  Sokolicek – K.  Welch (eds.), 
Aphrodisias Papers 5. Excavation and Research at Aphrodisias, 2006–2012, 
JRA Suppl.  103 (Portsmouth, RI 2016) 168–194

Wilson et al. 2016 A.  Wilson – B.  Russell – A.  Ward, Excavations in an Urban Park (»South 
Agora«), 2012, in: R. R. R.  Smith – J.  Lenaghan – A.  Sokolicek – K.  Welch 
(eds.), Aphrodisias Papers 5: Excavation and Research at Aphrodisias, 
2006–2012, JRA Suppl.  103 (Portsmouth, RI 2016) 77–90

Woolf 2016 G.  Woolf, Pliny’s Province, in: R.  Gibson and C.  Whitton (eds.), The Epistles 
of Pliny (Oxford 2016) 442–460

Zevi 1996 F. Z.  Zevi, Claudio e Nerone: Ulisse a Baia e nella Domus Aurea, in: B.  An-
dreae – C.  Parisi Presicce (eds.), Ulisse: il mito e la memoria. Exhibition 
catalogue Rome (Rome 1996) 316–31

Zevi 2000 F. Z.  Zevi, The Sculptures of the Nymphaeum, in: P.  Miniero (ed.), The 
Archaeological Museum of the Phlegraean Fields in the Castle of Baia 
(Naples 2000) 90–102



INHALT

Mehmet Özdoğan, In Memoriam Harald Hauptmann  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    5

Schriftenverzeichnis Harald Hauptmann  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    11

Philipp Niewöhner, In Memoriam Urs Peschlow  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    27

Franscesca Balossi Restelli – Maria Bianca D’anna – Paola Piccione, 
Kochpraktiken in Arslantepe (Osttürkei) von 4200–2000 v. Chr.  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    31

Galya D.  Bacheva, Hübsche Töpfe auf dem Tisch: ›Dotted Triangle Ware‹
im spätphrygischen Gordion  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    59

Stefan Riedel, Kommagenische Glokalisierung und die Frage der Wahrnehmung –
Zu einem innovativen Herrscherporträt aus Samosata  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    87

Joshua J.  Thomas, »Die Statuen des Zyklopen«: Rekonstruktion eines
öffentlichen Denkmals aus Aphrodisias in Karien  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    143

Maximilian Felix Rönnberg, Ursprung, Chronologie und Verbreitung einfacher
Grabhäuser aus Bruchsteinmauerwerk im kaiserzeitlichen Kilikien  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    173

Allison B.  Kidd, Die ionischen Kapitelle der Platzanlage der südlichen Stoa
von Aphrodisias: eine Fallstudie zur Stadtplanung in der Spätantike  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    209

KURZMITTEILUNGEN

Meltem Çavdar, Das ehemalige Kanzlerhaus der historischen Sommerresidenz
des deutschen Botschafters in Tarabya, Istanbul  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    247

Anschriften der Autoren  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    259

Hinweise für Autoren  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .     261



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Mehmet Özdoğan, In Memoriam Harald Hauptmann  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    5

Bibliography Harald Hauptmann  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    11

Philipp Niewöhner, In Memoriam Urs Peschlow  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    27

Franscesca Balossi Restelli – Maria Bianca D’anna – Paola Piccione,
Guess Who’s Coming to Dinner? Cooking Practices at Arslantepe 
(Eastern Turkey) from 4200 to 2000 B.C.  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    31

Galya D.  Bacheva, Pretty Pots on the Table: Dotted Triangle Ware
in Late Phrygian Gordion  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    59

Stefan Riedel, Commagenian Glocalization and the Matter of Perception –
An Innovative Royal Portrait from Samosata  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    87

Joshua J.  Thomas, »The Statues of the Cyclops«: Reconstructing
a Public Monument from Aphrodisias in Caria  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    143

Maximilian Felix Rönnberg, Origin, Chronology and Distribution of House-shaped
Tombs Built from Rubble Masonry in Cilicia During the Roman Imperial Period  . . . . . .    173

Allison B.  Kidd, The Ionic Capitals from the South Stoa
of Aphrodisias’ Urban Park: A Case Study of Urban Design in Late Antiquity  . . . . . . . . .    209

NOTES

Meltem Çavdar, The Former Chancellor’s House in the Historical Summer Residence
of the German A mbassador in Tarabya, Istanbul  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    247

Adresses  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    259

Information for authors  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    263



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 96
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 96
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 300
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
    /DEU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




