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As the formation of the Bulgarian nation belongs to the Middle Ages, the title of this 
book is contradictory in the sense that it is concerned with the territory of Bulgaria 
when it had other names and was inhabited by other peoples. Unlike Britain, 
in Antiquity it lay close to the centre of the world of Greece, Rome, and Persia, 
although at the same time acting as either a key bastion or a vulnerable frontier.

In the twelve hundred years from the country's ‘discovery' by Greek colonists 
about 600 B.c. until its conquest and settlement by the Slavs, such a situation 
ensured it an inescapably important role. Yet, outside Bulgaria, this is not 
generally reflected in archaeological literature, and on most archaeological maps 
of Europe Bulgaria is an almost empty space. Study of the monuments of 
neighbouring territories suggested to me the illusory nature of this ‘empty space' 
and aroused a wish to see and to evaluate what it contained.

There are reasons, some of them substantial, why Bulgaria is so little known 
in this connection. Less than a century has passed since the country was among 
the more depressed provinces of the Turkish empire, of which it had been part 
for 500 years. Archaeology has consequently been a late starter. In the last 
quarter-century, the rapid progress of industrialisation and mechanised agricul­
ture has accelerated the uncovering of new finds and sites, often of great 
importance. The rescue digs involved have placed a severe strain on national 
archaeological resources and exacerbated the problem of prompt and adequate 
publication. Archaeological reports are normally published in Bulgarian or, 
occasionally, in Russian. The Western-language summaries that usually accom­
pany them have often been too cursory to be of use. Moreover, even readers of 
Bulgarian experience difficulty in gaining access to basic reports published 
outside the main archaeological journals.

The resulting lack of interchange of expert views has been no less a dis­
advantage to Bulgarian than to foreign archaeologists. This book, the result of 
several journeys during which almost every corner of the country, major site, 
and museum were visited, supported by my wife’s willingness to translate many 
thousands of words from archaeological reports of the last 70 or 80 years, is an 
attempt to begin to redress this imbalance regarding the period broadly definable 
as Antiquity, one of several in which the sites and monuments deserve wider 
knowledge and critical attention. Very little of the material has hitherto appeared 
in a western European language, although a few journals, such as, in English, 
Antiquity, have consistently drawn attention, within the limitations of space, to 
outstanding discoveries. Evaluation has been sporadic and rare anywhere.

Three distinct divisions emerge, each overlapping slightly but together forming 
a coherent chapter of the historical development of the country. In the first part, 
‘Thracians and Greeks’, the general settlement pattern has yet to be established 
by further excavation, and native written sources do not exist. The approach, 
concentrating on the Black Sea colonies and on a few sites and some outstanding 
burials in the Thracian interior, therefore differs somewhat from that of the two 
later sections, when the territory was an integral part of the known world and a 
more comprehensive picture can be drawn.

19



20

The second part, 'The Roman Presence5, invites many comparisons with other 
Roman provinces, including Britain. For reasons of space, analogies have been 
confined to a very few related sites in neighbouring territories ; but the descrip­
tions, photographs, and plans should enable an interested reader to draw his 
own parallels.

The transition from Rome to Byzantium, which began in a .d . 330, profoundly 
affected the area, lying as it did between the new capital and both the western 
provinces and the northern barbarians; but archaeologically the dividing-line 
is most apparent in 378, the year of the Visigothic triumph over the emperor 
Valens and of the accession of his successor, Theodosius I. Here, although a 
few relevant earlier monuments are included, begins the period described in 
'Christianity and the Byzantine Withdrawal5, by the end of which the Slavicised 
interior was once again almost as much a terra incognita to the then civilised world 
as it had been when Greek colonists first settled on the Black Sea coast.

Because historical circumstances varied greatly in different parts of the 
country, archaeological sites and finds have been grouped geographically as well 
as in their chronological setting, but the continuity of individual sites should be 
easy to follow. The grouping must not, however, mislead the reader in need of 
an archaeological guidebook. First, it has been necessary to be selective in order 
to describe as comprehensively as possible and within their historical and social 
context monuments chosen because they are either representative or outstanding. 
Secondly, some of the sites no longer exist and others are inaccessible or difficult 
to visit, for a variety of reasons. But if the traveller in or through Bulgaria finds 
that this introduction tempts him to explore, even a little, he will be well 
rewarded. Attention has been concentrated on sites rather than -  with outstand­
ing exceptions -  chance finds. Certain sites about which little is yet known have 
been briefly mentioned in view of their potential importance.

Place-names constitute a problem which I cannot claim to have solved. In 
some cases, both antique and modern names are known, sometimes only the 
latter; there are also sites, identified by inscriptions, in what is now the middle 
of nowhere. Moreover, names of settlements and of physical features were by 
no means constant throughout Antiquity, nor are they always undisputed. Whilst 
Greek was the language in which the country was first described and was later 
in common use, especially in the south and along the whole coast, Latin was 
long dominant on the Danube. This also complicates the nomenclature of gods, 
Artemis and Diana co-exist.

Consistency therefore seeming impossible, I have adopted the following 
general guidelines. Mountains and rivers are given modern, Bulgarian names, 
facilitating reference to modem maps (both ancient and modern names of rivers 
and mountains, where known, appear on the two maps included). Ancient names 
of sites are used where they have been identified with reasonable certainty; 
modern equivalents are given at the first text mention and again, if it falls later, 
at the first main site description. Both appear on the maps, in the site biblio­
graphy, and in the index. Unidentified sites are referred to by the nearest modem 
settlement or location.

Greek, Latin, and Byzantine technical terms have presented another difficulty. 
Over a range of twelve hundred years one man’s daily diet can be another’s 
exotic -  or dubious -  rarity. Where technical terms have been considered
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necessary, they have been briefly explained within their context when first used.

To avoid tiresome repetition of dates and the background of events, a brief 
Historical Outline has been included. Readers unacquainted with the period in 
this area may find it useful to glance at the relevant section of this Outline before 
reading the main text.

M y four visits to Bulgaria within the last nine years -  covering most of the 
sites described, some more than once -  were planned and carried out completely 
independently by my wife and myself. Only once, at my request, an official guide 
was provided, when we visited a monument in a military zone. We are therefore 
especially grateful to the Directors of Museums and other archaeologists and 
scholars in associated disciplines who have been so generous with their time and 
assistance, in some cases contributing their own photographs as well as their 
publications. The number is too great to list, but I hope they will find Barbara's 
and my appreciation reflected in the dedication. They will probably also find 
mistakes, for which I must accept full responsibility.

I must gratefully acknowledge, too, the invaluable assistance of the Bulgarian 
Committee for Friendship and Cultural Relations with Foreign Countries with 
official introductions and permits, and the gift of many photographs of museum 
objects. In the same connection my warm thanks are due to the Directors of the 
National Archaeological Institute and Museum in Sofia. It is also a pleasure to 
thank the Director and staff of the Great Britain-East Europe Centre in London 
for their constructive advice, for the continuing contacts afforded by meetings 
at the Centre, and for the use of its Library.

During the research for this book we have received and would like to record 
our appreciation of the warmly given assistance from Librarians and their 
colleagues of University of London libraries, in particular, of the Institute of 
Archaeology, the Joint Library of the Institute of Classical Studies and the 
Societies for the Promotion of Hellenic and Roman Studies, the School of 
Slavonic and East European Studies, and the Warburg Institute. Similar thanks 
are due to the Library of the Victoria and Albert Museum, and also to the 
Reference and Lending Departments of the Chiswick District Library.

I am especially grateful to my publishers for adopting a generous attitude 
towards illustrations and plans which will be of particular value to the student 
in view of the difficulty of access to many of the publications and sites.

Bulgaria welcomes tourists and we are grateful for helpful introductions from 
Balkantourist in both London and Sofia. But official resources are not yet geared 
to provide for the wanderer. This circumstance brings its own reward in the shape 
of many acts of practical kindness for which my wife and I would like to thank 
countless strangers in the cities, towns, and villages and on the roads of Bulgaria.

M y wife’s role in the preparation of this book has been no less than mine. All 
translations from Bulgarian and Russian are her work and, both at home and 
abroad, research, compilation, and writing have been shared. The work has 
benefited greatly from our discussions and -  usually -  constructive criticisms of 
each other’s share. As titular author, it is a pleasure to record my collaborator’s 
unstinting and equal contribution and my son Geoffrey’s practical help in 
photographic and other technical matters.
London, r. f . h .
September i g j s
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i The Land and the People
The land of Bulgaria, less than half the size of Great Britain, emerges into history 
as the core of a much bigger area of south-east Europe inhabited by the Thracian 
people. To east and west -  the shores of the Black Sea and the mountainous 
backbone of the Balkan peninsula -  the boundaries of modem Bulgaria coincide 
with those of ancient Thrace. To the south and south-east, a large area of Thrace 
bordering the Aegean, the south-east shore of the Black Sea, and the Sea of 
Marmara falls within modern Greece and Turkey. To the north, except for a 
short land frontier across the Dobroudja, Bulgaria’s frontier with Romania is 
the Danube (PI. i). In early Antiquity the Danube, then known as the Istros or 
Ister, served as a unifying link between the Thracians living to the south and 
those whose territories reached into the Carpathians and the north-west hinter­
land of the Black Sea.

Within Bulgarian Thrace the dominating feature is the west-east mountain 
range known to the Greeks as the Haimos, today sometimes as the Balkan, but 
in Bulgaria usually called the Stara Planina, ‘the Old Mountain’ . Penetrated by 
only one river, the Iskur, the ancient Oescus, in the west, most of its passes, 
except in the extreme east, must have been closed during the harsher winters 
that then prevailed. Rising steeply from the south and descending gradually 
towards the Danube, tributaries of which cut steep gorges through its extensive 
karstic foothills, this range and not the Danube was the original dividing-line 
between north and south Thrace (PI. 2).

South of the Stara Planina and protected by it from the northern winds lies 
the fertile Thracian plain, sometimes now called ‘the market garden of Europe’ . 
At the end of the eleventh century, according to the Gesta Francorum, Bohemond 
and his crusaders found here ‘an exceeding abundance of corn and wine and 
nourishment for the body’. In prehistory this was one of Europe’s cradles of 
civilisation. The Thracian plain is watered by the river Maritsa, the ancient 
Hebros, which empties into the Aegean. Its numerous tributaries include the 
Tundja, the Greek Tonzos, the upper course of which drains the Valley of 
Roses lying between the Stara Planina and a lower, shorter range, the Sredna 
Gora.

The Thracian plain is bounded on the south by another west-east belt of 
mountains, penetrated by the Struma, the Greek Strymon, in the extreme west, 
partly by the neighbouring valley of the Mesta, the Greek Nestos, and decisively 
in the east by the Maritsa and Tundja. Between the Struma and the Maritsa 
stand the deep and intricately folded massif of dense forests, high fertile valleys, 
plateaux, and peaks formed by the Rila, Pirin, and Rhodope ranges. In the 
east the Rhodopes are lower, as are the Sakar and Strandja hills which extend to 
the shores of the Black Sea, but they were wide and high enough to hinder 
communication except where the rivers opened gaps.

The central region of west Bulgaria, in effect an abutment of the spinal massif 
of the Balkan peninsula, comprises a series of relatively high, fertile, and well- 
watered mountain-ringed plains which can be termed collectively the Western 
uplands. The largest contains the modern capital of Bulgaria, Sofia, and has
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plate  i The Danube near Ratiaria

plate  2 The Stara Planina from the Shipka Pass
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always been an important centre of communications. The Struma valley, in 
places no more than a narrow gorge (PI. 3), provides a route to the Aegean and 
others off it lead to northern Macedonia and to the Adriatic. To the north the 
Iskur links the Sofia upland with the Danube valley.

The Sofia upland is also crossed by the great highway which passes from 
Central Europe via Belgrade and Niš and on through the Thracian plain and the 
Maritsa gap to the Bosphorus and Asia. Often referred to as the ‘Diagonal’, it 
has had at least seven thousand years use.

The Thracians are identified as speaking a common Indo-European language 
with certain regional variations of dialect. They can also be distinguished from 
their neighbours by customs reflected in archaeological finds made in excavation 
of their settlements and burials. Such knowledge of the Thracian language as 
exists is mostly based on place and personal names and rare, brief inscriptions 
using Greek characters, for there was no written Thracian language (PL 4). 
Hence the historical sources are Greek or Roman, written with varying degrees 
of prejudice and accuracy from Greek or Roman viewpoints and consequently 
needing to be treated with appropriate reserve.

A  difference can be observed between the Greek attitude towards the Thracians 
and their eastern neighbours, the Scythians. The Greeks preferred the latter. 
They lived far enough away for neither party to appear a danger to the other, 
and the agricultural riches of the Ukraine infinitely surpassed the resources of 
the much smaller Thracian plain. The profits of the Scythian trade are not only 
shown in the size and prosperity of the neighbouring Greek colonies, but also 
by the immense scale, in terms of wealth and ritual slaughter, of the Scythian 
royal graves.

The Thracians were not only a much less attractive commercial proposition; 
they were unruly, unreliable, and pugnacious, and Thraco-Greek antagonism 
dated at least as far back as the Mycenaean period : in the Iliad they appear as 
firm allies of the Trojans against the Greeks.

Excavations in Bulgaria have invariably shown a Thracian substratum beneath 
the Greek coastal cities. According to Strabo, the Black Sea colony of Mesambria 
(Nesebur) was the ‘bria’ -  a Thracian word for town -  of a chief named Mena. 
It is unlikely, certainly in the case of the earlier settlements, that the Thracians 
yielded their homes to the Greeks without bitter fighting. Homer’s description 
of an incident in the Trojan war could easily have been a piece of sixth- or 
fifth-century b .c . reporting. A  Thracian captain Peiros, having first smashed 
the ankle of Greek Diores with a jagged stone, had despatched him with his 
spear. Whereupon

Aetolian Thoas hit him in the chest with a spear, below the nipple, and the 
bronze point sank into the lung. Thoas came up to him, pulled the heavy 
weapon from his breast, and, drawing his sharp sword, struck him full in the 
belly. He took Peiros’ life but did not get his armour. For Peiros’ men, the 
Thracians with the topknots on their heads (PI. 5), surrounded him. They 
held their long spears steady in their hands and fended Thoas off, big, strong 
and formidable though he was. Thoas was shaken and withdrew.1

While prepared to view barbarians with disdain but equanimity from a distance,
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the Greeks usually regarded the Thracians in the light of undesirable neighbours, 
as indeed they often were.

Herodotos, describing the Thracians as the most numerous of peoples after the 
Indians, comments on the chronic disunity which effectively prevented them 
from becoming the most powerful of nations. Indications of the main tribal 
groupings by Greek historians and geographers are understandably more vague 
about the lesser-known interior than the Aegean coast. Tribal territories, while 
based in general on geographical features, were probably subject to considerable 
variation. Smaller tribes or clans tended to attach themselves to larger groups, 
according to the prevailing situation.

South of the Stara Planina, based on the Tundja and lower Maritsa and 
extending over much of the Thracian plain and eastern Rhodopes were the 
Odrysai. Occupying the western end of the Thracian plain but chiefly based on 
the western and central Rhodopes were the fiercely independent Bessi. The 
Maidi controlled the middle Struma and the Dentheletai its sources ; the Serdi

plate  3 Struma gorge south of Blagoevgrad
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of the Sofia upland may have been a branch of the latter, but parts of the Western 
uplands were also inhabited by the Celtic Skordiski. North of the Stara Planina, 
the Triballi lived west of the Iskur-Vit (ancient Utus) divide, to the east of 
which were the Getai, the name given to a large group occupying both sides of 
the Danube. Herodotos calls them the most valiant and just of the Thracians, 
possibly a reflection of the better relations between the north-west Black Sea 
colonies and the local tribes than those enjoyed by most southern Greek settle­
ments ; but the context suggests that the tribute may have been due to the Getai 
having been the first Thracians to oppose Darius during his preparations for the 
invasion of Greece.

Xenophon gives a characteristically vivid impression of the Thracian settle­
ments he encountered during his service with Seuthes in what is now Turkish 
Thrace,2 but archaeology is only now beginning to fill in the details of the picture 
and show if what he saw was typical. To take one example, a preliminary survey 
of Getic villages in north-east Bulgaria3 suggests a general pattern of closely 
grouped small rectangular huts, half dug into the ground, constructed of clay 
on a wooden framework and roofed with thatch. Each hut had a yard with pits 
for rubbish and grain storage, enclosed by a wall or fence. Clearly marked post- 
holes for the last match Xenophon’s description of Thyni villages in south­
eastern Thrace, where the houses were enclosed with high fences to protect the 
livestock.

Nothing which could be called a city [polis) has been identified in the interior 
before the Macedonian conquest of Philip II, although some larger settlements 
may have had an urban character in that they were markets or craft centres. 
Dry-stone-walled fortresses, making full use of natural advantages, were situated 
on low hills in commanding positions in or on the edges of the Thracian plain to 
serve as a refuge for neighbouring villages. In the more remote and less peaceful 
mountain areas, villages were often fortified. Most of the former have undergone 
an extent of destruction and rebuilding which has largely obliterated surface 
evidence of Thracian occupation. The inaccessibility of the latter, particularly 
in the Stara Planina and the Rhodopes, has afforded more protection, not least 
from the developer and those seeking an easy source of building material. Under­
standably, excavation has had a lower priority here than urgent salvage digs. 
Although some work has been carried out, for example at Chertigrad in the 
Stara Planina (p. 106) and at Boba on the Shoumen plateau,4 and many other 
sites have been identified by surface finds in all mountainous areas, little is yet 
known about Thracian settlements in the sixth to fourth centuries.

More information comes from the tumuli or burial mounds dotted throughout 
the countryside -  in 1942 estimated to number about fifteen thousand, although 
many had disappeared under the plough or through erosion -  still eloquent 
witnesses of the funerary rituals associated with Thracian belief in life after 
death (PI. 6). The earliest tumulus burials belong to the Bronze Age and there 
was a degree of continuity during the period known as ‘Early Iron’ or ‘Hallstatt’. 
New wealth acquired by the Thracian chiefs from the Greek trade gave a fresh 
impetus to this form of burial, as it did to an even greater degree among the 
Scythians. The conspicuous nature of the tumuli has made them obvious targets 
for robbers and although the problem of pin-pointing a burial in a mound 
perhaps 50 metres in diameter and 15 metres or more high has sometimes
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plate  4 Thracian inscription, Ezerovo plate  5 Letnitsa, plaque, ht. 5-5 cm. 
ring, w. 20 mm.

defeated such attempts, the fact that wealthy Thracians were buried with rich 
items from the treasure they owned when alive -  rather than with inferior 
substitutes as was often the custom in Greek graves -  has been a constant spur 
to the fortune-hunter. But happily some have escaped.

Tumulus burial was common to all the Thracian tribes, but the construction 
of the tomb and of the mound varied considerably, as did the funerary ritual. 
Tumuli were built singly or in groups and closely or widely spaced. A  large 
necropolis could cover a huge area. Dimensions varied ; the present height may 
be no guide to the original and, although less subject to change, the diameter 
at the base varied enormously. Some tumuli were enclosed by a low retaining 
wall. The mound might consist of earth, sometimes mixed with rubble or 
pebbles, or a dry-stone cairn might enclose the tomb and the rest of the mound 
be of earth.

A large tumulus might contain several burials, sometimes occurring within a 
fairly short time of one another. The grave itself might be a pit, perhaps roofed 
or lined with branches or beams, or a stone construction of varying complexity, 
consisting of one or more compartments. In more elaborate stone tombs a 
tendency towards a north-south orientation has been observed, the entrance 
being to the south ; houses were probably built in the same way. Cremation and 
inhumation were practised in the same necropolis and even in the same tomb : if 
grave goods rightly interpret the sex of the deceased, this was not a factor in the 
choice. The act of cremation was carried out either at the grave or outside the 
mound. Herodotos gives what may be an eyewitness report of a burial on the 
outskirts of a Greek colony :

The funerals of the wealthy among them are celebrated in this manner. They 
expose the corpse during three days ; and having slain all kinds of victims, they 
feast, having first made lamentation. Then they bury them, having first burnt 
them, or at all events placing them underground ; then having thrown up a 
mound, they celebrate all kinds of games, in which the greatest rewards are 
adjudged to single combat, according to the estimation in which they are held. 
Such are the funeral rites of the Thracians.5



Referring to the ritual of Thracian tribes in the west, Herodotos writes :

Those above the Crestonæans do as follows: each man has several wives; 
when therefore any of them dies, a great contest arises among the wives, and 
violent disputes among their friends, on this point, which of them was most 
loved by the husband. She who is adjudged to have been so, and is so honoured, 
having been extolled both by men and women, is slain on the tomb by her 
own nearest relative, and when slain is buried with her husband; the others 
deem this a great misfortune, for this is the utmost disgrace to them.6

The picture presented by the Greeks of Thracian religion is confused. 
Herodotos describes the Getai as worshipping a single god and as believing in 
their own immortality. The Getic god was known by several names, one being 
Zalmoxis, and Herodotos recounts a Getic custom :

Every fifth year they despatch one of themselves, taken by lot, to Zalmoxis 
with orders to let him know on each occasion what they want. Their mode of 
sending him is this. Some of them who are appointed hold three javelins; 
whilst others, having taken up the man who is to be sent to Zalmoxis by the 
hands and feet, swing him round, and throw him into the air, upon the points. 
If he should die, being transfixed, they think the god is propitious to them; if 
he should not die, they blame the messenger himself, saying, that he is a bad 
man; and having blamed him, they despatch another, and they give him his 
instructions while he is yet alive.7

On the other hand, Herodotos refers to Thracian gods of tribes south of the 
Stara Planina by the names of members of the Olympic pantheon. Except for
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their kings, who, he says, worship Hermes as their supreme and ancestral deity, 
only Ares, Dionysos, and Artemis are acknowledged. Unlike his remarks about 
the Getai, it may be suspected that this information was second-hand, for these 
are manifestly Hellenised versions of Thracian deities. Hermes was the son 
of Zeus and guide of the dead, but perhaps also reflected the taxes extorted 
by the Thracian kings from the Greeks, as Ares the fighting qualities of the 
Thracians, ‘for whom to be idle is most honourable but to be a tiller of the soil 
most dishonourable; to live by war and rapine is most glorious5.8 The extent to 
which the Greeks adopted and perhaps adapted the Thracian attributes and rites
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of Dionysos is unknown, but in Thrace it is probable that he was essentially a 
fertility god. Artemis had many aspects; Bendis was, as far as is known, the only 
Thracian goddess ; as such, hunting was one of her attributes and in this respect, 
but not necessarily in others, they corresponded.

The Thracians borrowed their religious representational art as well as their 
alphabet from the Greeks. Thus Thracian religion was further disguised by a 
fundamentally Greek iconography. It was not, as far as we yet know, the 
Thracians but the Greeks of Odessos (Varna) who built a temple to the Getic 
'Great God5 and certainly the Greeks who depicted him on their coins. Artemis- 
Bendis, often represented with indistinguishable attributes, was another example 
of Greek syncretism.

An unquestionably, essentially Thracian religious figure is the Thracian 
Horseman or Hero, who first appeared in the Hellenistic period in the conven­
tional iconography of a horseman riding slowly towards a goddess, and reappeared 
in the Roman period, when other iconographie forms were used, especially that 
of a hunter, usually on small relief tablets suitable for placing in a cave or other 
sanctuary. These icons, for such they were, often had a strong chthonic character, 
their votive and sometimes funerary purpose being basically consistent with a 
religion in which heroisation of a dead ancestor was an underlying theme. Their 
iconographie debt to Greece is impossible to estimate, especially since almost all 
known examples are relatively late in date; but association of the Thracian 
concept of immortality with the Thracian as well as Greek concept of heroisation 
is supported by the most common inscription : ‘Hero5. The horseman may 
alternatively or additionally be identified with one of the gods, most frequently 
Asklepios, but often Apollo and sometimes Dionysos ; sometimes there is a 
Thracian epithet which cannot be surely translated. The icon-like quality of the 
small stone reliefs has helped to preserve them. Under Christianity they were 
reinterpreted as representing a new ‘hero5, St George, and in the early years of 
this century on St George’s Day peasants were still making pilgrimages and 
bringing sick people to be cured to one of Bulgaria’s main Thracian Horseman 
sanctuaries, one identified particularly with Asklepios.
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2 The Black Sea Cities
I. APOLLONIA PONTICA

Apollonia Pontica (Sozopol) was founded by Miletos towards the end of the 
seventh century. Strabo says the greater part of the city occupied an offshore 
island, which must have been the present Sveti Kyrikos, but it extended over the 
Sozopol peninsula and Greeks also settled on the Atiya peninsula, a few kilo­
metres to the north. The site was evidently chosen for its two excellent harbours 
-  the city’s emblem on coins was an anchor and a prawn -  rather than trade. 
Its immediate hinterland was rugged and had no easy routes to the interior. 
The growing seaborne traffic plying the western Black Sea coast had shown the 
need for a port of call for revictualling and repairs between the Bosphoran 
harbours and such wealthy trading colonies as Histria and Olbia, established some 
half a century earlier farther north.

The Salmydessian coast of south-east Thrace between Apollonia and the 
Bosphorus had earned an evil reputation from its treacherously dangerous shores 
and the ferocity of the inhabitants. Aeschylus in Prometheus Bound describes 
Salmydessos as ‘the rugged jaw of the sea, hostile to sailors, stepmother to 
ships’. Xenophon goes into more detail :

In this part great numbers of ships sailing into the Euxine get stranded and 
wrecked since there are sandbanks stretching far out to sea. The Thracians 
who live here put up pillars to mark their own sectors of the coast, and each 
takes the plunder from the wrecks on his own bit of ground. They used to say 
that in the past, before they put up the boundary marks, great numbers of 
them killed each other fighting for the plunder. Round here were found 
numbers of couches, boxes, written books and a lot of other things of the sort 
that sailors carry in their wooden chests.1

No wonder Apollonia prospered. The colony, like others, must have had 
agricultural land, and good profits could be made from servicing storm-damaged 
shipping, supplying provisions, and providing recreation facilities for the sailors. 
Thence it developed as a point of transhipment and exchange of luxury goods 
manufactured in the Greek cities of the Aegean, notably pottery, textiles, 
jewellery, and wine, for raw materials such as grain, salted fish, hides, and flax 
from the rapidly increasing number of colonies dotted along the north-western 
and northern coasts of the Black Sea. Late in the sixth or during the fifth century, 
Apollonia successfully fostered dependent settlements in its vicinity, the most 
important, probably, being Anchialos (Pomorie), a valuable source of salt north 
of the Gulf of Bourgas.

With much coastal erosion and the picturesque tourist resort of Sozopol 
overlying the original city, opportunities for excavation have been small. A 
hoard of blunted copper arrowhead currency on the Atiya peninsula may reflect 
early dealings with the Asti tribe within whose territory the settlement lay,2 and 
who almost certainly previously inhabited Apollonia. The earliest relics of the 
Greek city came to light during the dredging of the harbour in 1927. O f the
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substantial quantity of mostly fragmented pottery almost all the sixth-century 
pieces were imports from Ionia, Rhodes, and Samos. One complete and frag­
ments of two more funerary stelai, or grave stones, of the same period were also 
recovered. All three show an enthroned female figure, a Cybele, Demeter, or 
other ‘great goddess’. In the complete stele (PI. 8) she appears to be resting a 
bowl, held in her right hand, on the arm of her seat. The primitive sculptural 
form is impressive; classic proportions are absent and drapery is indicated 
schematically. A  terracotta figurine ascribed to the third quarter of the sixth 
century portrays a gracefully proportioned and executed version of a similar 
goddess. Found on the Atiya peninsula were headless fragments of a fine marble 
male statuette from the same period possessing a Late Archaic simplicity (PI. 9).

After the ejection of Persia from Europe in 478 B.c., control of the Black Sea 
trade passed to Athens and Ionian imports dwindled to a trickle. A  chance find 
in 1895, probably belonging to the beginning of this period, is the funerary stele 
of Anaxander, identified by a brief inscription at the top, showing a man leaning 
on his stick and gazing down at his dog, which stretches up on its hind legs to 
accept something from his hand (PL io).3 The subject was popular in the Greek 
world from the end of the sixth century, but, whilst the tall, narrow shape was in 
vogue during its last three decades, the strong stylistic resemblances with the 
stele from Orchomenos by Alxenor of Naxos in the National Museum of Athens, 
which is attributed to the first quarter of the fifth century, suggest the Apol­
lonian stele was Greek work imported in the second quarter of the century. 
There are still traces of Late Archaic style in the rendering of the hair and 
drapery, but the peaceful realism and rhythmic composition bring it within the 
classic tradition.

Athenian commercial instincts were probably responsible for the development 
of trade with the hitherto neglected interior by such subsidiary colonies as 
Anchialos and Sladki Kladentsi, a site 3 kilometres west of Bourgas of which the 
antique name is unknown where two stores of commercial amphorae, large two- 
handled earthenware containers used for wine or oil, have recently been found. 
The success of this policy is reflected by finds of fifth-century Apollonian coins 
as far west as the Stara Zagora region and by the city’s power to commission a 
colossal bronze statue of Apollo, 30 cubits (13*2 metres) in height, from the 
famous sculptor Kalamis. The temple of Apollo the Healer, the Milesian patron 
god, stood, presumably, on Sveti Kyrikos, and fifth-century architectural frag- 
ments, among them part of a frieze of rigidly profiled warriors now in the 
Louvre,4 may have belonged to this sanctuary. Athenian ascendancy is also 
reflected in fifth- and fourth-century pottery dredged from the harbour.

Two of the city cemeteries were partially excavated between 1946 and 1949. 
The major site was part of a necropolis extending for at least 4 kilometres along 
the road running south from the city. The excavation area, known as Kalfa, 
is close to the shore about 2 kilometres from Sozopol and now consists of sand 
dunes, beneath which some 900 graves were uncovered m a strip about 150 metres 
long and 10 to 30 metres wide. Although the shifting nature of the dunes gave 
no help in dating by depth from the surface, compensation was provided by 
stratification, in some places as many as 11 graves occurred within a depth of 

metres. The second was a smaller excavation ; in an area about 20 metres long 
and between 10 and 20 metres wide about a hundred graves were found. It lay
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