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ABSTRACT

Researches of the last fifty years in the western South of France brought new evidences about
the pre-colonial phase, the discovery of the Greek city of Béziers (Béziers 1) — one of the two
Rhode of the sources —, considerable advances on the Greek Agde (Agathe) and on native
sites. They shed light on why and how Greek colonization took root and, thereafter, on a
different colonial functioning than envisaged before, in which the Dorian component —
seemingly extended to the Rhode of Iberia — preceded the Phocean one and counterbalanced
the Marseille's role for several centuries.
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In memory of Christian Olive, my husband and partner in re-
search, who worked so hard to recover the past of this region,
and notably of Béziers and Agde. Without his essential contribu-
tion to this article, that he helped to argue, it could not have
been written.

Introduction

According to ancient texts, all several centuries more recent than the city’s beginning, ancient
historians claimed that Agde (4gathe) was a ‘city of Marseille’,! with an uncertain foundation
date, while the Hérault river was the border between the Massalian domain and that of the
Greek city of Emporion.2 The western natives were seen as turned towards Iberia and it was
assumed they developed an ‘Ibero-Languedocian civilisation’.3 (Figure 1)

In the 1970s, the native necropolis of Agde-Le Peyrou (7th century BC) revealed the oldest
Greek vases of southern France, along with one from another necropolis of the same area.4 In
his researches into the city of Agde, André Nickels thought he found a more or less coeval
native settlement, where — in his opinion— Phocaeans (rather than Massalians) came to live in
the second half of the 6th century in order to get the goods of the Hérault valley, considered as
essential for Greek business.3

The native sites of La Monédiere (Bessan) and Mont-Joui (Florensac) controlled this valley
coveted by Greeks. With the abandonment first of Mont-Joui (c. 475 BC) and then of La Mo-
nédicre (c. 400 BC), the Greeks finally seized it.6 According to A. Nickels, the elimination of
the surrounding Agde natives allowed colonial settlement. From then on, the city could annex
the lands of these native sites.”

1 Pseudo-Scymnos 208; Strabo 4.1, 5-6; Pomponius Mela 2.5.80; Plin. HN 3.5; Ptolemy 2.10.2; Steph. Byz.
Ethnics, s.v. Agathe; Vibius Sequester 49.

2 For an overview of hypotheses concerning Agde before the research which started in the last quarter of the 20th
century, and is still partially going on, see: Picheire 1960/1978; Jully et al. 1978, Jully 1983.

3 Following the discovery of the Iberians, this concept was set up in France especially from the 1950s, developed
in the 1960-1970s and is still defended. With earlier bibliography: Jully 1983; Py 1993/2012; Gailledrat 1997;
Ibéres; Garcia 1993a-b, 1995b, 2000, 2004/2014. About the perplexities it arouses: Ugolini 1993a, 2005, 2016;
Ropiot 2005; Gomez 2010; Ugolini and Olive 2012b.

4 Agde-Le Peyrou: Nickels et al. 1981; Nickels 1989a. Mailhac-Grand Bassin I: Louis, Taffanel and Taffanel
1958; F. Maziére in Odyssée gauloise: 60—62.

5 Nickels 1982, 1985, 1995. The settlement linked to this necropolis is not far from it, but not below Greek Agde,
as we have known for a long time (Ugolini 2001a and, most recently, Ugolini and Pardies 2018). More or less a
century elapsed between the necropolis’ abandonment and the Agde’s foundation. There is therefore no link bet-
ween the two.

6 Mont-Joui: Nickels 1987. La Monédiére: Nickels 1989b.

7 About the Agde chéra, Benoit 1978 and Nickels 1981 assumed a narrow belt of plots around the city. Clavel-
Lévéque 1982, 1999 and Garcia 1995a believed in an early and wide development on both banks of Hérault.
Gomez 2010 confirmed a small area of land close to the city in the early phase and demonstrated its expansion
from 150 BC on, mainly on the left bank of the Hérault.
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Figure 1. Map of mentioned sites. (Map D. Ugolini).

1: Béziers/Rhode; 2: Agde/Agathe; 3: Bessan/La Monédiére; 4: Florensac/Mont-Joui; 5: Nissan-lez-Ensérune/
Ensérune; 6: Mailhac/Le Cayla; 7: Narbonne/Montlaures; 8: Sigean/Pech Maho; 9: Perpignan/Ruscino; 10:
Roses/Rhode; 11: Empuries/ Emporion; 12 : Murviel-lés-Béziers/Mus; 13: Pézenas/Saint-Julien and Saint-
Siméon; 14: Méze/Les Pénitents and La Conque; 15: Lattes/Lattara and La Cougourlude; 16: Le Cailar; 17:
Saint-Gilles/L’Argentiere d’Espeyran (Rhodanousia?); 18: Arles/ Theline/Arelate (Rhodanousia?); 19: Saint-
Mitre-Les-Remparts/Saint-Blaise; 20: Marseille/Massalia; 21: Hyéres/Olbia; 22: Antibes/Antipolis; 23: Nice/
Nikaia; 24: Aléria/Alalia; 25: Peyriac-de-mer/Le Moulin.

Béziers, a still practically unknown site, was in the ‘Ibero-Languedocian’ area and did not en-
ter the scenario on colonisation. Close to Ensérune (Nissan-lez-Ensérune), considered to be
the main indigenous site of the western zone, Béziers was of lower value.8

Agde was therefore a little border town collecting what the Hérault valley could produce or
convey for Marseille’s profit. The trading role of its port was recognised as its cultural in-
fluence in this valley, but none toward the west, where it was admitted — from south of the
Pyrenees to the Hérault river — lay the hegemony of the small and remote Greek colony
Emporion, justifying the rising of the ‘Ibero-Languedocian civilisation’ through the introduc-
tion of peninsular stimuli.?

Even without other information and leaving aside the chronological mix due to attributing the
facts reported by the sources to very old times whereas they are much more recent, the weak-
ness of the scheme is apparent, but for a long time, having nothing else to put into perspec-
tive, it represented the historical discourse.

8 Béziers: Clavel 1970. Ensérune: Jannoray 1955.

9 Nickels 1976, 1983; Jully 1983; Py 1993/2012; Garcia 1993a-b, 1995b, 2000, 2004/2014; Gailledrat
1997; Iberes...



Archaeological researches in the western area over the past fifty years have been fruitful and
allow now a different approach, more detailed than before, of events having shaped this coun-
try at the time of Greek presence.

Four more or less recent achievements are fundamental. The first and decisive contribution,
changing the previous order of things, is the identification of the Greek settlement of Béziers
(Beziers I).10 The second concerns the progress of research concerning Agde/Agathe: its chro-
nology, highlights and times without evidence, cultural links, productive activity and a new
assessment of its rural economy.!! The third is a more in-depth approach to native sites of the
Béziers 1 area, where two are of importance economically on its eastern side: Mount-Joui,
where a new methodical exploration has boosted our knowledge, and La Monédiére, facing
Mont-Joui, long known, but with new excavations.!2 The fourth is the research on bronze ob-
jects from the first Iron Age found in this area and, particularly, in their relation to Sicily and
Greece, enlightening the pre-colonial and colonial phases.!3

The important improvement in our knowledge-database invites us to review it in depth, inso-
far as textual and archaeological documentation arouses new questions and perspectives on
the Greeks and their spread, on the role of Marseille, on the role of Ionians and Dorians, on
the evolution of the indigenous world and, as a whole, on the History of the ‘Midi’ before the
turn of the era.

Textual sources

The Greek colonisation of the northwestern Mediterranean is more recent than in southern
Italy and Sicily. The coasts of northwestern Africa, southern Spain, western Sicily and Sardi-
nia were punctuated by the settlements of the Phoenicians, who managed the main metal
mines, the access to those far-off, good lands too and who dominated the southwestern sea
routes. Greeks trying to settle in the second half of the 7th century BC headed towards the
Black Sea, Cyrenaica, and the northwestern Mediterranean coast. The last one was free to the
north of Phoenician (in Iberia) and Etruscan (in Italy) domains. The search for metal was sur-
ely a strong motivation,!4 and perhaps even the main one, because tin is rare throughout the
Greek world and necessary for bronze alloying. Explorations before colonisation laid the
groundwork.

10 Ugolini et al. 1991; Ugolini and Olive 2006b, 2013 (eds); Ugolini, Olive and Gomez 2012.

11 Nickels and Marchand 1976; Nickels 1981, 1982, 1985, 1995; Garcia and Marchand 1995; Ugolini 2000,
2001a-b-c, 2002a-b, 2008a-b-c, 2012a, 2017; Bermond and Gomez 2001; Bénézet 2002; Ropiot 2003; Archeolo-
gie en Pays d’Agde; Ugolini and Olive 2004, 2009, 2012b; Gomez, Pardies and Cros 2006; Bérard-Azzouz and
Ugolini 2008; Gomez 2000a, 2002, 2010, 2013; Ugolini, Arcelin and Bats 2010; Pardies, Ugolini and Dana
2016; Ugolini and Pardies 2018. The odd return of Dedet and Schwaller 2018: 15-19 to A. Nickels’s point of
view is not justified by any argument.

12 Mont-Joui: Nickels 1987; Gomez 2000a, 2010. La Monédi¢re: Nickels 1989b; Olive 2001; Gomez 2010; Bey-
lier 2014. Other sites: Lugand and Bermond 2001 (eds); Dellong 2003; Ournac, Passelac and Rancoule 2009;
Ugolini and Olive 2013 (eds). About the relationship between Greeks and natives, and how our perception has
changed through the progress of research’s: Nickels 1976, 1983, 1989a; Gomez 2010; Ugolini 2001b-c, 2010a,
2012a; Ugolini and Olive 2012b.

13 Verger 2000, 2003, 2006, 2016, in Odyssée gauloise: 30-34, 196-203; Guilaine et al. 2017.

14 As envisaged for a very long time: e.g. Jullian 1909; Morel 2002; Mele 2002.
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In this context, some sources report the navigational priority of the Rhodians toward the far
west and their founding, there, of the colony of Rhode. These texts are laconic and belated. It
is difficult to draw concrete and sure information. Faced with this obstacle, the exegesis rele-
gated the Rhodians to the field of legend, or in a retrospective construction, either local (from
the supposed native names of the main river and cities: Rhone, Rhode, Rhodanousia),!s or
from the Hellenistic time (when Rhodians dominated the Aegean Sea).16

Today, new elements give body to what is not a mere legend. Earlier it was problematic to de-
fend it, in the absence of more explicit texts and also lacking an archaeological support, vainly
sought in Iberian Rhode.17

To return to the sources to set them above archaeology is a well-known danger, confronted as
we are with the circular reading of historians and the conclusions they drew. But, while taking
into account the warnings!8 and without dismissing the texts, avoiding over-interpreting them,
our focusing on the archaeology is unavoidable. So, the following article presents the current
state of research which we have been working on for a long time, especially from the point of
view of material culture,! and about which we are gradually trying to clarify the framework.

* ¢. 100 BC, Pseudo-Skymnos 201-209:

"Emerta. magaboldttior xatw Alyveg Exovror xol mohels "EMvideg, dg MaocoohdTtol
dwxacic amdxrioav: meoty pev Eumooiov, POON 8¢ devtépar tadtnv 08 moiv vadv
rnpatodvreg Extioav PodoL. MeB’ odg éMBOVTeG eig IPnolav oi Maooaliav xtioavteg Eoyov
dwraels AyadOnv Podavovsiav te, Podavog v péyag motapdg mogeet, Maooalia & éot’
gYOpEVT), TOMG peyiotn, Poxaéwv dmowria. Ev i) Avyvotirf) 8¢ tattnv €xtioav mo Tig
g T €v Zahopive yevouévng €teoly mpateQov, Mg dpaoty, Exatov giroot. Tiparog ovtwg
iotopel 8¢ v ntiow. Eitev petd tadtny Taveodelg »ol minotov mohg OMio #ovTimohig
aUTOV EoYATY).

‘Afterwards, along the coast, meet Ligurians and Greek cities which Massalian Phocaeans colonised; the first
Emporion, the second Rhode; this one was formerly founded by Rhodians masters of the sea. After them, the
Phocaeans who founded Marseille, went to Iberia and took possession of Agathe and Rhodanousia, with the
great Rhone river running alongside. After this one, Marseille, a very large city, a colony of Phocaeans. They
founded it in Liguria, it is said a hundred and twenty years before the Salamis Battle. So Timaeus relates the
foundation. After this one, follow Tauroeis and the neighbouring Olbia and Antipolis, the last one.” (transl. D.
Ugolini).

This passage distinguishes between Emporion, a colony of Massalian Phocaeans, and
Rhode, a former Rhodian foundation. It is not clear if Pseudo-Skymnos considers that the
latter was ‘re-colonised’ by Massalian Phocaeans, while the geographical context is mudd-
led because the two sides of the Pyrenees are not distinctly separated. So, while indicating

15 Villard 1960: 73; Pena 2006: 48.

16 Sources about Rhode and Rhodians were studied by defenders and detractors of their western involvement.
Most recently see Pena 2006, preferring the hypothesis of a late fake tradition (with references).

17 Maluquer de Motes 1974 believed in the former presence of Rhodians (and in their foundation of Iberian
Rhode, still nearly unknown from the archaeological point of view), confirmed — in his opinion — through the
Rhodian vases of Marseille and Saint-Blaise, whose origin is no longer so sure: Bouloumié 1992: 175-180.

18 Morel 1990.

19 The diversity in domestic vessels between Marseille and Béziers I has long been emphasised (Ugolini et al.
1991) and is more and more evident (Ugolini, Olive and Gomez 2012; Ugolini 2016). But, as Morel 1995 poin-
ted out, it is still delicate to establish if Greek cities of the same origin would not have evolved differently accor-
ding to other factors.



that Marseille founded colonies along the Ligurian coast, that is to say normally north of
the Pyrenees, the Geographer quotes Emporion and Rhode, which are not on the Ligurian
coast. Does he really refer to Iberian Rhode? Does he not condense information on two dif-
ferent cities with the same name, the one still well located in his time and the other along
the Ligurian coast, quoted by his sources but of which he was ignorant of its location? He
could have believed that the two cities were the same one he knew, close to Emporion, and
group the information into this single one.

If this is not the case, then the question arises of its potential re-foundation. In the Greek
world, re-foundations are not unusual and cover very varied realities, having in common a
break after a destruction and/or a more or less long abandonment before the moving in of
new inhabitants and, usually, a change of toponym.20 This is not what is observed, the
fourth-century Iberian settlement being not superimposed on any other and the city having
no other known name.

Next, Pseudo-Skymnos goes on with Agathe and Rhodanousia on a Ligurian coast seemin-
gly located in an enlarged Iberia delimited by the Rhone. We know where Agathe was, but
not where Rhodanousia was and Pseudo-Skymnos locates it just alongside the Rhone. Here
it is no more a matter of colonies or foundations but of cities ‘held’ or ‘annexed’ by Massa-
lians, and the passage clearly indicates that this happened after the leaving of the
Rhodians.2! There is therefore a contradiction with the preceding sentence, probably due to
information that Pseudo-Skymnos draws out of his sources, without managing to unders-
tand them completely.

* At the beginning of the 1st century AD, Strabo 3.4.8; 4.1.5; 14.2.10:

3.4.8: 'Evtadfa &’ ¢oti nai 7| POdog, mohiyviov Eumdortdv, Tiveg 8¢ ntiopo PoHOwV dpaot...

‘Rhodos is also there, a small town of Emporitans, but it is said to be a foundation of Rhodians ..." (transl. D.
Ugolini)

4.1.5: Yotegov pévrol taig dvdpayadiong ioyvoav meoohafeiv Tiva TOV TEQLE mediny Ao
TG aVTHG dVAUEDS A’ NG ROl TOG TTOAELS ExTLoV, EmTe iopnato Tog pev ot Ty Ipnoiav
T0ic "Ipnoowy, oig xai td iepd T 'Edeoiag Agtémdog mapédooav T mdtola hote EAANVIOTL
Boewv, v 8¢ POV ... AyaOnv toig mel TOV ToTAPOV 0ixovoL TOV Podavov Bagfdolg, To
0¢ Tavgoévtiov xai v OAflov xol Avtimmohy xoi Nixowav @ tdv Zaiiov €0ver xol tolg
Alyvol toig Tag AATELS 0inoV oLV

‘Despite this, by their value they [Massalians] were later powerful enough to take some plains of their sur-
roundings through this force that also allowed them to found cities, which were bastions, the ones in Iberia
against Iberians, to whom they transmitted their ancestral worship of Ephesian Artemis and the practice of
sacrifice offerings according to the Greek rite, Rhoe and Agathe against Barbarians living alongside (or ‘in
the area of”) the Rhone, Tauroention, Olbia, Antipolis and Nikaia against the ethnos of Salyans and the Ligu-
rians inhabiting the Alps.’ (transl. D. Ugolini)

14.2.10: ‘Totogotot 8¢ %ol Tadta mepl Podtmv, 6T ob udvov ad’ ol x0dvou cuvhrioay Ty
VOV oMV gvTOYoUY ®oTtd BahatTay, dAla xai o Thig Olvwxic Béoemg ovyvoig Eteoy
Emheov mOQEW TAC oixelag &M cmTNEiQ TOV AVOOTWV- dd’ oD xal uéyot IPnoiag Emhevoay,
naxet pev Ty Pddov Extioav, 1jv Yotegov MaoooM®tatl xatéoyov

‘About Rhodians it is said that not only they thrived on sea after their common foundation of the current city
but that, long before the institution of the Olympic Games, they sailed away from their homeland for the sal-

20 Tréziny 2005 gives many examples.

21 Nickels et al. 1981: 99-103, understand also in these terms this passage about Agde.
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vation of men; afterwards they sailed as far as Iberia and there they founded Rhode, later occupied by Massa-
lians.” (transl. D. Ugolini).

Strabo quotes the Rhodians in Iberia before the Olympic Games and the tradition of their
founding of Rhode (or Rhodos),22 later passed either to Emporitans (3.4.8) or to Massalians
(14.2.10). Even if Emporitans were of the same strain as Massalians, to write that Rhode
was theirs (or that they held it) is not the same thing as to consider that the Massalians held
it. Clearly, Strabo echoes two different versions.

The Geographer describes an unclear situation about the Massalian defensive system
(4.1.5). Marseille founded cities as bastions (or strongholds). Those in Iberia against Ibe-
rians are not named, while Rhoe and Agathe are associated as against Barbarians living
alongside (or in the area of) the Rhone. Some editors corrected Rhoe into Rhodanousia,
equating it with a city close to the Rhone,23 which was used for the proposal of the identifi-
cation of Rhodanousia with L’ Argentiére d’Espeyran (Saint-Gilles-du-Gard).24 But it re-
mains unclear how Agde, distant more than 140km from the Rhone (and 90km by sea) and
more than 180km from Iberian RAhode (and 130km by sea), could have fulfilled this func-
tion, even by the shorter sea route (e.g., in the case of a protection concerning only the
trade by sea). Entrusting the defence of the immense space west of the Rhone to these two
sites, so far from each other (whether joining Agde with Iberian Rhode or Rhodanousia
close to Rhone, or neither of the two) seems largely inadequate and does not have an ob-
vious strategic direction, especially with regard to the eastern system, where several set-
tlements are quoted. Moreover, the description follows a geographical order from south-
west to east and Rhoe is quoted before Agde. Strabo clearly refers to a city west of Agde
(or only to this one if Rhoé and Agathe form together its name) and therefore not close to
the Rhone.

So, the best correction for Rhoe seems to be Rhode, which has the advantage of being mi-
nor, easy and likely. And this Rhode was to the west of Agathe and seemingly nearby.

» At the end of the Ist century BC, Livy (34.8.4 and 34.9.4) relates the Roman intervention
following the Iberian rebellion and evokes Rhoda, where natives had taken refuge, seemingly
heavy punished by Cato (195 BC).

There is nothing to say about these slightly obscure passages except that great severity of
Roman actions is surprising if Rhode was Massalian. It had chosen the cause of rebel na-
tives, that was unacceptable for Rome, but the repressive measure was terrible: the city was
not only destroyed but also abandoned. So there was no clemency, even for Greeks, and the
site was simply wiped off the map.

This detail did not elicit much comment,25 but the alliance with Marseille should have dic-
tated a more moderate sentence. Is this an indication that these Greeks were not from Mar-
seille? Was Marseille indifferent to the fate of these Rhodians? Did Cato punish them be-
cause he did not have to respect the alliance between Rome and Marseille?26

22 Lasserre 1966: 67, 197, supposes a Rhodian source (Timosthenes of Rhodes?) for this passage.

23 E.g., Lasserre 1966: 128, accepts this correction. According to Thollard 2009: 231-233, Rhoé is a qualifier of
Agde, whose name would have been Rhoe Agathe, translated as ‘Agde at the (beautiful) river’. Bats 2012 seems
to join this hypothesis by retaining that Rhoé and ‘Agathé’ form together the name of Agde, but anyway he adds
Rhodanousia because it is quoted after Agde by Pseudo-Skymnos.

24 Barruol and Py 1978. According to Pena 2006: 47—48 and Puig and Martin 2006: 612, Rhoe is the Iberian
Rhode.

25 The anti-Roman behaviour being unlikely for a Massalian colony, Pena 2006: 51, supposes that Rhode was no
longer a Greek city.

26 About the political weight of the Roman fides: Freyburger 2009.
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* In the first half of the 1st century AD, in Pomponius Mela 2.6.89, Rhoda is simply located at
the feet of Pyrenees.

* In the third quarter of the 1st century AD, Pliny HN, 3.32-33:

... Narbo Martius, Decumanorum colonia, XII M pas. a mari distans. Flumina : Arauris,
Liria. Oppida de cetero rara, praeiacentibus stagnis : Agatha quondam Massiliensium, et
regio Volcarum Tectosagum : atque ubi Rhoda Rhodiorum fuit : unde dictus multo Gallia-
rum fertilissimum Rhodanus amnis, ...

‘...Narbo Martius, colony of the 10th legion, distant 12000 steps from the sea. Rivers: Arauris, Liria. Oppida
rare for the rest, on banks of lagoons: Agatha formerly of Massalians, and the area of Volcae Tectosagii:
where also was formerly Rhoda of Rhodians: who gave their name to Rhone the richest river of
Gaul...” (transl. D. Ugolini).

Rhoda was a Rhodian foundation and, apparently, an old one since it is linked to the
Rhone’s name. It can not be either Iberian Rhode or Rhodanousia alongside the Rhone.
Pliny was familiar with the ‘“Narbonnaise’, where he held the office of procurator, and it is
inconceivable he was wrong in locating Rhoda in the Tectosage country rather than in the
Arecomic one, as it was suggested.2’” Moreover, he quotes an old and missing city: L’ Ar-
gentiére d’Espeyran was still there in his time and Arles too, as seemingly Le Cailar,28 and
they are all too recent for having given the name to the Rhone.

It remains clear that Pliny locates Rhoda close to Agde and, therefore, neither alongside the
Rhone nor beyond the Pyrenees, but in between — as stated Strabo with RhAoe.

* In the 2nd century AD, Ptolemy 2.6.19 locates Rhodipolis after Emporion and this is un-
doubtedly the Iberian Rhode.

* At the end of the 4th century AD, Saint Jerome (Commentary on the Epistle to Galatians 2)
and, at the beginning of the 7th century, Isidorus of Seville (Origins, 13.21.29) echoed the
Rhodian foundation of Rhoda giving its name to the Rhone.

* In the 6th century AD, Stephanus Byzantinus (Ethnics) knows two cities with similar names:
Rhode in Iberia and the ‘Indiket’ Rhodoe.

Indiketes being the natives surrounding Emporion and Rhode, Rhode and Rhodoe could be
the same place at two different historical times, but one of the two was possibly not to the
South of the Pyrenees, but in an Iberia expanded to the north whose boundary would be the

27 The location is a mistake according to Barruol and Py 1978: 97, note 8, because they think the Rhoda of Pliny
is Rhodanousia, which they identify with L’ Argentiére d’Espeyran. This identification is rejected by Thollard
2009: 232-233. Pena 2006: 42, is astonished that Pliny does not know where Rhoda (the Iberian Rhode in his
opinion) lay. About the Tectosages, on the main settlement (Toulouse) and the probable confederation and area,
see: Milcent 2015. About the little tribes, perhaps integrated into the Tectosage domain: Ugolini and Olive
2003b.

28 The identification of Rhodanousia with Arles is accepted by a large number of scholars, especially before Bar-
ruol and Py 1978. According to Arcelin 1995 and P. Arcelin in Rothé and Heijmans 2008 (eds): 110-111, Rhoda-
nousia is Arles’s toponym during the first Greek phase (540/530-500 BC); Théline replaced it at the time of the
‘re-foundation’ (apoikia, beginning of the 5th century BC); Arelate is the name of the Gallic city from the 4th
century BC on. According to Pena 2006: 48, Rhodanousia did not exist and is part of the fake Rhodian tradition.
Roure 2010 wonders if Rhodanousia could not be below Le Cailar; about phases of this site: Py and Roure 2002.
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Rhone, as in Pseudo-Skymnos’ work (see above).29 However, we have to keep in mind that
the Indiket Rhodoe could also be a city of India and therefore would have nothing to do in
our context.30 This author also knows Rhodanousia as a ‘city of Marseille’, without loca-
ting it.

So, the presence of Rhodians is conveyed by a small number of belated sources, with a confu-
sion of places, due to the different point in time they merged together, so it is not surprising
that these authors did not always know which Rhode was quoted in their own sources. The
modern attempts at identification of these places from the primary sources produced no wor-
king results. Eratosthenes (3rd century BC) is regularly deployed, but his work was not the
only one. Attempts to date the various historical scenarios in our sources have not been really
fruitful because the general tendency is to apply to a remote time what is often much more
recent. Only archaeology gives us a chance to obtain new evidence, allowing the debate to
progress.

Fundamentally, the Rhodians and their settlement on the spot did not have success among
scholars precisely because it lacked an archaeological attachment, vainly sought in the only
known site perpetuating their memory. Today we know that Rhodians reached the French
coast not necessarily before the first Olympic Games3! but at least before Marseille’s founda-
tion and that, at this moment, they touched the western area. There is where the first Rhode is
located, that of Pliny and — most likely — one of the two quoted by Strabo and Pseudo-Skym-
nos. The oldest city can not be the Iberian one, which is too late to have been founded by eas-
tern Rhodians or from Sicily. But nothing prevents it resulting from an initiative of local Do-
rians, long settled in this far west. Furthermore, Rhodanousia is clearly located close to/along-
side the Rhone. The sites possibly identified with it (L’ Argentiére d’Espeyran, Arles, Le Cai-
lar) seem too late for having given their name to the Rhone. This belated chronology would
however not preclude that it was another Dorian settlement, wherever the city was located.

In the end, there remains the possibility of turning to Béziers 1. Its solid archeological record
show it was an old Greek foundation easily corresponding to the first Rhode.32

It is ultimately what emerges from the sources establishing a Rhodian presence ‘before’ and a
Phocaean-Massalian one ‘after’ in the area between the Rhone and south of the Pyrenees. That
is to say in a location where all textual and toponymic proofs linked to Rhodians are concen-
trated, where the main city was Beziers I during over three centuries (c. 625-300 BC), where

29 About the northern limit of Iberia reaching as far as the Rhone: Cruz Andreotti 2002; Cruz Andreotti, Roux
and Moret 2006 (eds). According to Ebel 1976, ch. V, the romanisation of Transalpine Gaul began before its
creation, started from Spain after the end of Second Punic War and concerned primarily the area between the
Pyrenees and the Rhone. This to say that our sources knew precisely this situation.

30 Bouiron 2014: 786.

31 Morel 1993-1994: 335-339, highlights Mediterranean imports since the Bronze Age. Guilaine and Verger
2008, emphasise the Orientalizing aspect of pieces earlier than the 7th century. Verger et al. 2007: 162—163, take
into account the possibility of contacts at this stage according to Bronze Age Hallstattian artefacts found in Sici-
ly. A fragment of a turned (?) vase from the 8th century (Ugolini and Olive 2013 (eds), Cazouls-1és-Béziers, La
Roumanine) has perhaps to be added to this list.

32 Bouiron 2014 (346349, 971, Tabl. XXXVIII) supposes that Baitarra in Stephanus Byzantinus’s Ethnics
could derive from a Batetara or Baisiara that Theopompus (4th century BC) (directly or indirectly one of the
Byzantinus’ sources), could have quoted in his Philippics, possibly from Pytheas of Marseille. If this were true,
the current toponym would go back to the Greek phase, precluding the possibility that Béziers I bore the name of
Rhode. But M. Bouiron’s hypothesis, exclusively built on other hypotheses, is really too conjectural. It is easier
to think that the current name is of Gallic origin, insofar as Béziers I is the Betarra of Gallic coins, set-up as ear-
ly as c. 200 BC and separated from the Greek city by an abandonment of about a century. Texts with a city’s
name close to the current one (Besara, Baiterra, Betarra, Baeterrae, Biterris etc.): Ugolini 2012b.
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Iberian Rhode — in a way — possibly prolonged it (c. 350-195 BC) and where was also Rho-
danousia. With all caution required, it is not unlikely that Beziers I was the first Rhode and
the sources, despite their shortcomings, provide a coherent framework with what archaeology
is now providing us with.

Pliny adduces the main groundwork: 1) Rhodians reached southern France; 2) before other
Greeks since the name of the main river derives from them; 3) they founded Rhode not far
from Agde, where the Tectosages were in Roman times; 4) the city no longer existed in his
time. Other authors complete the picture: 5) Pseudo-Skymnos evoking two historical scena-
rios with, first, Rhodians founding Rhode in a context not allowing us to really decide on its
location, then Massalians annexing or refounding it; 6) Strabo relays the former Rhodian pre-
sence and calls Rhoe — seemingly Rhode — a city west of and near Agde; 7) Avienus (Ora Ma-
ritima, 576-596), quoting Besara, in all likelihood the abandoned Rhode located — ‘according
to an ancient tradition’ — where Beziers is with its cities, the first of which was ‘of an ancient
beauty (or prosperity)’.33
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Figure 2. Map of the first Iron Age ne-
cropoleis (c. 725-600 BC). (Map D.
Ugolini).

Black stars: graves with Greek vases. 1-2:
Agde-Le Peyrou and Le Bousquet; 3: Ser-
vian-La Cartoule; 4: Pézenas-Saint-Julien; 5:
Béziers-La Courondelle; 6: Mailhac-Grand
Bassin I.

33 Avienus calls it Besara but it is not a problem because this is, lightly modified, the name of Gallic Beftarra
built on the ruins of Béziers I, still very evident on arrival of the new inhabitants.
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In extending the reasoning, Avienus’s passage about Arles (Ora Maritima, 687-691) calls our
attention: its name was Theline ‘when the Greek inhabited it’.

He is the only author passing this toponym on, now hellenised into ‘7Théline’ and usually
translated as ‘the nourishing’ but which, it seems, has not been the object of thorough etymo-
logical research. There is no need to do this here but it is useful to highlight that this name is
curiously close to that of the Telchines, mythical and sometimes malicious spirits of metallur-
gy (three of which bore the names of gold, silver and bronze). Sons of the sea, they brought
up Poseidon, forged his trident (Callim. Hymns 4.30-31) and were considered as the first in-
habitants of the Rhodes island (Diod. Sic. 5.35) — also known as ‘Telchinie’ from their name
(Strabo 14.453; 10.472). They were regarded as the first artists to make statues of gods and a
Telchinian Apollo at Lindos, Telchinian Hera and Nymphs at Ialysos, and a Telchinian Hera
or Athena at Camiros (Diod. Sic. 5.55) are known.

We can also take into account the Telinians (inhabiting Telos island, near Rhodes), involved
with Cretans and Lindians in Gela’s foundation, since Gelo, tyrant of Gela and Syracuse, de-
clared his origin from there by Telines, his ancestor (Hdt. 7.153).

Does the name Theline also lead back — in one way or another — to Dorians?

The canvas sketched above through written sources is now concretely illustrated by a conside-
rable structure of archaeological and historical convergences.

Archaeological and historical evidence

650-600 BC: first contacts, first exchanges

The oldest Greek vases found in southern France date from the third quarter of the 7th century
and have been discovered not around Marseille, as would be expected, but in native necropo-
leis between the Hérault and Aude rivers. Some others are a little later34 (Figure 2).

Many buried deposits of bronze objects (called ‘Launacian’ since it was at Launac where was
found the first) are dated between 650 and 550 BC35 (Figure 3). They seem to mark out routes
from Spain, north-west and north-east and reaching the coast in the area of the necropoleis.

A barter activity is therefore sure where, in the course of events, Béziers I/Rhode was foun-
ded: bronze in exchange for Greek vases and doubtless other things, among which probably
copper36 and even iron, as pointed out in a Homeric passage and as a Greek iron knife in a

34 To vases known until 1990 (see note 4), have to be added those found in the necropoleis of Agde-Le Bousquet
(Mazicre and Gomez 2001; F. Maziére in Odyssée gauloise: 50-51) and Béziers-La Courondelle (Buffat, Evrard
and Ropiot 2007; V. Ropiot in Odyssée gauloise: 51— 52). A little later, the vase from the necropolis of Servian-
La Cartoule (Espérou, Nickels and Roques 1980). Some graves of the Pézenas-Saint-Julien necropolis are now
dated c. 625-600 BC: B. Dedet and G. Marchand in Odyssée gauloise: 63. This date goes back to the earlier cho-
sen: ¢. 600 according to Giry 1965 and Llinas and Robert 1971; c¢. 610-590 according to Nickels 1990. One of
these graves (T. 189) shows a Greek stamnos and an Etruscan kantharos. Such an assemblage is not necessarily
very earlier than 600. Anyway it would be essential to know whether the Greek vase is a colonial product or not.
In Dedet et al. 2012, fig. 6, the grave bears the number ‘11°.

35 Odyssée gauloise: 100~107; Guilaine et al. 2017.

36 Analyses of plano-convex ingots of Launacian deposits open up the probability of Aegean copper imports (B.
Mille and G. Artioli in Guilaine et al. 2017: 156—158) boosting the idea of early traffic between this area and the
eastern Greek world.
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grave of Agde-Le Peyrou could highlight.37 And Greeks were not the only ones to come to
this country: Phoenicians did this too, at least from the time of Ibiza’s foundation.38

Nothing like this is observed around Marseille: no necropoleis with Greek vases and very rare
and small bronze deposits. In other words, Marseille’s foundation does not fit into a clear dy-
namic as in the case of Béziers I. The obvious features are its port location, not directly
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Figure 3. Map of Launacian and peripheral deposits. Their number varies according to publications
and some are poorly documented. This image tries a synthesis (after Odyssée gauloise: fig. p. 106
and p. 173; Guilaine et al. 2017: 111-122 and fig. 3; Ugolini and Olive 2013 (eds): 479 (Artenac/
Grotte du Pontil)). (Map D. Ugolini).

1: Launac; 2: Montbazin; 3: around Montpellier; 4: La Boissiére; 5: Patus-de-Vacquiéres (Vacquieres); 6: La
Cadiere-et- Cambo; 7: Loupian; 8: Rochelongue (Agde); 9: Montloubat (Cers); 10: Vias; 11: Bautarés (Péret);
12: Roque-Courbe (Saint- Saturnin); 13: Croix de Mus (Murviel-lés-Béziers); 14: Bellevue (Quarante); 15: Viel-
mur/Briatexte; 16: Rieux Minervois; 17: Carcassonne; 18: Les Justices (Leuc); 19: Auriac (Carcassonne); 20:
Notre-Dame-de-Marceille (Limoux); 21: Castellas (Espéraza); 22: Grotte de la Chapelle (Axat); 23: Clapassées
(Sougraigne); 24: Teixouns (Pollestres); 25: Sainte-Raphine (Durban-Corbieres); 26: Roc-Coumbach (Durban-
Corbiéres); 27: Villeneuve (Rouffiac-des-Corbiéres); 28: Artenac or Grotte du Pontil (Saint-Pons-de-Thomieres);
29: Grotte de 'Herm (L'Herm); 30: Le Peyré (Sabarat); 31: Les Arz (Uchentein); 32: Montagne des Cordes
(Fontvieille); 33: Berre-L’Etang; 34: Around Limoux; 35: Albi.

37 Odyssey, 1.180-186: a Greek navigates ‘toward men of another language’ (located in Thempse: Temesa in
Italy? elsewhere?) with a cargo of iron to exchange for bronze. Iron knife from Agde-Le Peyrou, T. 202: Nickels
1989a: 280, 337. Verger 2010: 306, fig. 9, identifies a Greek piece (similar to those found in Sicily, notably in
Gela’s Bitalemi sanctuary) that he links to hospitality practices.

38 Guilaine and Rancoule 1996; Ugolini 2005, 2015.
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connected with the Rhone, which was still the great way towards the hinterland, and — in the
chronological framework — its oldest imported vases, dated c. 600-575 BC, added to those — a
little older or more or less coeval — of Saint-Blaise (Saint-Mitre-les-Remparts).39

The chronological and geographical gaps between the western coast, the first affected by
Greek imports, and the eastern one, where Marseille (the oldest Greek colony in historiogra-
phy) is located, are therefore troublesome. This embarrassment explains the attempts to mi-
nimise them as much as possible, either through Saint-Blaise and other intermediate sites by
an Etruscan mediation, possibly pre-Phocaean and long-considered,40 or an Etrusco-Phocaean
network operating from the last years of the 7th century onwards.4!

Some Launacian and Hallstattian bronze objects, typical of the first [ron Age western deposits
and necropoleis, arrived especially in Sicily and Greece, where they were discovered in sanc-
tuaries and graves. Maps of possible comparisons show two main origins: west of the Rhone
(between Montpellier and Narbonne and along the Aude-Garonne valley) and north of the
Alps (Switzerland, southwestern Germany, central-eastern France). Coeval bronze objects
from the Adriatic coast, the Balkans and Anatolia were also found in the same Greek contexts.
These origins are explained through contacts with natives when Greeks were exploring new
lands to the north of the known world, where only Heracles had gone before.42

The Greeks found bronze resources and a collection of metal products was introduced. Follo-
wing the first navigations, the foundation of colonies in those remote countries gave — accor-
ding to Stéphane Verger — new borders to the Greek world and delimited its centre between
Selinous (till then the most western point) and the Corinthian Isthmus. There, recurrent votive
practices are encountered including northwestern and northeastern objects of a recently enlar-
ged Mediterranean Greek area.

These offerings, often female, conveyed perhaps the Hyperborean myth and the protection of
exceptional women of the far north in southern countries and in the sanctuaries of female dei-
ties. They could have been sent by indigenous Iron Age women having a central position in
their communities at the end of the Hallstatt D1 phase.

It is very interesting that the cities affected by these votive gifts were Dorian/Peloponnesian
(Corinth, Corcyra, Megara Hyblaia, Selinous, Gela) and the main metropolises (Corinth, Me-
gara, Rhodes island) had more or less direct links with the origin’s areas of these bronze arte-
facts.

Ionians enjoy the support of Herodotus (4.152: the journey toward Iberia of the Samian Co-
laios; 1.163: Phocaeans at Tartessos) for their western adventures and have been put at the

39 Two bronze deposits of Provence: Lachenal 2012; B. Vigié in Odyssée gauloise: 173—174; Guilaine et al.
2017, fig. 3 do not take into account the one of Berre-L’Etang. Oldest vases of Marseille: Hermary, Hesnard and
Tréziny 1999 (eds); Rothé and Tréziny 2005 (eds). Oldest vases of Saint-Blaise: from the last years of the 7th
century according to Bouloumié 1992 and S. Verger in Odyssée gauloise: 30; from c¢. 600 according to Souris-
seau 1997, 1I: 337-363. A Protocorinthian cup was found in Antibes (unknown to Mercuri 2015): thanks to J.-C.
Sourisseau for this information.

40 E.g. Rolland 1949. Etruscans were introduced into the oldest traffic toward southern France through the hypo-
thesis of Etruscan copies for vases of Agde-Le Peyrou (Gras 2000). Even if it were true, it would not untangle
the issue of the conveyor.

41 S, Verger in Odyssée gauloise: 30 and J.-C. Sourisseau in Odyssée gauloise: 204-207. However, S. Verger in
Odyssée gauloise: 33-34, 196203, supposes another origin for the oldest network and indicates Sicily. The ana-
lysis of an Archaic cup of Saint-Blaise seems to show a Sicilian import (Guilaine et al. 2017: 360). Some of the
oldest Greek vases found along the French coast, notably at Saint-Blaise, often qualified as ‘Rhodian’ (bird, ro-
settes or banded bowls), a term to use with caution, were exported to Sicily in significant quantities (Cook and
Dupont 2001, ch. 6).

42 Verger 2006, 2010. About Heracles in Dorian Sicily: Giangiulio 1983.
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centre of the question. Oddly, no place has been assigned to Dorians,43 while Marseille and
Provence are involved only tardily and very marginally in the phenomenon. It is perhaps sur-
prising, but it is a fact and the western area story perfectly accounts for this.

The protagonists were anyway Greeks, but the bronze offerings highlight the far west. Either
gifts from emerging indigenous women or simply metal from fareway,44 they show at once
where and when occurred the contact between Greeks and natives. They symbolise what the
settlers of Béziers I/Rhode found most valuable in their new homeland, the origin and source
of wealth, bronze, so hard to get in the Greek world. They also powerfully show the dynamic
driving the foundation of Béziers I/Rhode, a Greek city long being of importance,*s whose
location was not chosen at random. This is a main historical item: minimise it or somehow
transfer it to Marseille is meaningless given what we now know of the Greek city of Béziers.

Around 625-600 BC: the foundation of Béziers I/Rhode

Around 625-600, the Béziers hills received the first Greek inhabitants, as especially shown by
the imposing fortification recently uncovered on the Saint-Jacques hill.46 Others founded
Marseille seemingly a little later (c. 600). These two came from different mother cities. About
Marseille, sources refer to Phocaea, while about Béziers I only the cultural East Mediterra-
nean origin of the colonists is undoubted through archaeological material.

Very briefly, why is Béziers I a Greek city rather than a native site more developed or more
important than others?

The answer is ‘everything’.47 In whatever regard, Béziers I distinguishes itself through chro-
nology, urban plan, constructions, houses, size, scale and duration of land exploitation, pro-
ducts, exports, imports, consumption, way of life, religious practices, internal and external

43 It is to be noted that, e.g., lonian but also Rhodian graffiti from the first half of the 6th century were found in
southern Iberia: de Hoz 2010: 283-284, 361-372; Dominguez Monedero 2010: 60-61.

44 According to Tarditi 2016, bronze objects of the Bitalemi sanctuary — and especially fragments — are simply
‘metal’ illustrations of the accumulation of such material centralised in Gela and, as bronze can be recycled, offe-
rings to a goddess could symbolise the cycle of life.

45 Tt is therefore impossible to follow Verger 2016, asserting that the Rhodian presence had no consequences nor
historical weight.

46 The location, frequented at the end of Bronze Age I1IB, maybe inhabited during the Bronze/Iron Age Transi-
tion and abandoned at the end of the 8th century, was now free. The founding date of the Greek city has varied
depending on the progress of research: ¢. 500 (Ugolini et al. 1991); c¢. 600-575 (Ugolini and Olive 2006b); c.
600 (Ugolini, Olive and Gomez 2012 (eds), Macario 2017 (ed)); now c. 625-600 according to the excavations at
‘les Halles’ (in 1986, on Saint-Nazaire hill, unpublished, under study by E. Gomez and D. Ugolini) and chiefly at
the Saint-Jacques hill (2017-2018, under the direction of E. Gomez). Thanks to J.-C. Sourisseau and L. de Bar-
barin who agreed to examine the Greek pottery from the last excavation.

47 ‘L’identification d’une fondation antique requiert, en régle générale, un travail préalable a la fois considérable
et délicat’: Guilhambet and Ménard 2005: 6. This work has been done, and continues to be, in every possible
direction and arguments are presented as they go on.
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dynamics and so on.48

Its Greek identity is therefore ensured, although some aspects have to be clarified because not
yet touched by excavation, but not its status. Béziers I was not merely a trading post/emporion
similar to those now flourishing everywhere throughout the coast:4% it had the characteristics
of a colony, but the term’s use (in strict meaning) requires the texts’s confirmation and, as its
name was more or less lost after its abandonment, to recover it in the available sources was
easy, but not to prove it. Today, the archaeological record is sufficient to allow the toponymic
proposal, which will still not answer all the questions. Indeed, we will always miss a text with
the foundation’s story-telling and the founder’s name, that is to say the elements making a co-
lony indisputable for historians, though often apocryphal. Therefore, this for a long time un-
named Greek city does not appear as such even in recent works and, when the site is on a
map, it can be located on the bank of the Aude river,50 that does not help.

Béziers I/'Rhode and Marseille/Massalia

Béziers I and Marseille are the oldest cities of France and if there is one whose locational lo-
gic makes total sense, this is Béziers 1. Bronze played a main role, the Greeks having found
the possibility of obtaining it either locally, or from Brittany, or from the Massif Central and
from Spain, through very old continental networks.5! Béziers I quickly exploited the situation
centralizing the trade and causing the vanishing of Launacian deposits (c¢. 550 BC).52

The locations of Béziers I and Marseille were chosen for specific, different and probably
concerted purposes, and the two cities had links between them.

* Béziers |, a little inland, had the characteristics of a colony as described by textual sources: a
high position easy to defend; fertile land for farming; water on site; a waterway on the Orb
river; close by lay the Vendres lagoon maybe navigable at that time; near the sea; far enough
from marshy and unhealthy areas; a crossroads to remote resources access; a few politically
unstructured surrounding natives.

48 Pottery production: Ugolini and Olive 1988; Gomez 2000b-c; Ratsimba 2002, 2005, 2006; Olive, Ugolini and
Ratsimba 2009; Ugolini, Olive and Gomez 2012; Ugolini 2016; Macario 2017 (ed). Trade: Ugolini and Olive
1990, 1995, 2003a, 2004, 2006a, 2012a; Olive and Ugolini 2012a; Ugolini ef al. 1991; Rondi-Costanzo 1997;
Rondi-Costanzo and Ugolini 2000; Gomez 2000b-c, 2010; Ugolini 1993b, 2002b, 2006, 2008a, 2013; Bénézet
2005; Ratsimba 2005; de Chazelles and Ugolini 2015 (eds). Urban planning, constructions, ‘pastas house’: Olive
and Ugolini 1997; Ugolini and Olive 2006b, 2012a; de Chazelles 2010; Ugolini 2010b; Macario 2017 (ed). Sur-
face of inhabited area: Ugolini and Olive 2006b, 2012a. Land/chéra: Ugolini and Olive 2009, 2013 (eds).
Consumption, way of life: Ugolini 1993b; Ugolini et al. 1991; Olive and Ugolini 1997; Ugolini and Olive
2012a; Macario 2017 (ed). Weaving: de Chazelles 2000. Practices of worship: Gomez and Ugolini 2006; Ugolini
2010b; Ugolini, Olive and Gomez 2012; Macario 2017 (ed); artefacts under study (new fragments of terracotta
altars, articulated doll, antefix, miniature vases, terracotta sheet of architectural cladding).

49 General approach and discussion: Ugolini 2010a.
50 E.g., Garcia, Gruat and Verdin 2007: fig. 1; Bats 2012: fig. 2; Garcia 2004/2014: fig. p. 11.

51 The Cabriéres’ copper mine is commonly proposed, but the operating traces are so far insignificant (P. Ambert
and M. Laroche in Odyssée gauloise: 96-99) ; as for the Monts d’Orb’s mines, these are now discussed too (Gui-
laine et al. 2017, fig. 19). Long-distance sourcing has to be taken into account.

52 Verger 2003 explains this cessation using through several arguments, extending the field of discussion to many
regions. But, in southern France, Béziers I (and Marseille too?) having drained the metal, what was exceptional
enough to be chosen to honor distant deities at the beginning, became usual some decades later and less signifi-
cant in this perspective.
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So, the city enjoyed its own crossroads — a significant source of income and likely the main
one, its fertile land — an important factor in the aristocratic conception of the Greek citizen,
and its complementarity with Marseille in trade.s3

» Marseille arose in a spectacular place between sea and mountain which is a kind of amphi-
theater. Born as a port, the best, the largest and the most important of this coast, this apparent-
ly remained its raison d’étre. Its land was covered by olives and vines, but the country was
inappropriate for cereals, as quoted by Strabo (4.1.5).54

So, the city enjoyed its excellent port position, its merchant fleet, its proximity to the Rhone
route toward the hinterland and, during three centuries, its complementarity with Béziers 1.

The economic value the two cities derived from their respective locations is sure and there is
no evidence that the one depended on the other. Instead, we can believe in some form of al-
liance (of sympoliteia type?), with common rules at least for organizing their trade.

New dynamics between Greeks and natives in the Béziers I area (6th century)

Béziers I and Marseille were settled in a more or less peaceful manner, doubtless after nego-
tiations with the natives, who agreed, as we learn at least for Marseille from its edifying foun-
dation story (Justin 43.3—4). The arrival of foreigners had still an impact on the natives, their
lifestyle, social organisation and settlements.

In the Béziers I area, the sites leave slopes and plains, preferring hills in control of crossing
points. They were often fortified and sometimes newly constructed in stone or adobe, repla-
cing earth and wood, most frequently with open plans as before.55 The necropoleis, sometimes
in use from the end of the Bronze Age, vanished gradually: those remaining were rare, or new,
or relatively far from Béziers I, or they were isolated graves. They show a higher number of
men buried with weapons, reflecting the importance of soldiers/warriors and the insecurity
generated by the Greek presence.56

The native sites appear in series, wherever and whenever required for circulation on land and
access to the sea (Figure 4). Almost all the oldest ones were created a few decades later than

33 Olive and Ugolini 2012b.

54 About Marseille, the term chdra covers so many facets among scholars that it is difficult to recognise the rele-
vant details. Vineyards around the city are attested from the 3rd century BC (summary in Bouffier and Garcia
2014 (eds)) and from the 4th century (online: https:/www.inrap.fr/marseille-avant-massalia-la-premiere-architec-
ture-de-terre-neolithique-en-france-4847), but no farm — so it seems — has yet been found.

55 E.g., La Monédiére (Nickels 1989b, Beylier 2014); Montlaurés (Narbonne, Aude: de Chazelles and Ugolini
2015 (eds)); Cayla II (Mailhac, Aude: Gailledrat, Taffanel and Taffanel 2002). A precocious islet plan in the
Aude area: Pech Maho (Sigean, Aude: Gailledrat and Solier 2004 (eds)).

56 According to A. Beylier in Odyssée gauloise: 351-355, weapons in native graves do not necessarily designate
warriors. Conflicts against Greeks seem to him unlikely because of the taste of natives for imports. So, weapons
would express above all the social status of deceased males. He admits however disputes between natives for
access to imported wares. Now, in one way or another, weapons gained importance because of the Greek pre-
sence. The men so kitted out for hereafter were soldiers/warriors (or becoming so when too young deceased,
hence the symbolic side of weapons) rather than priests or having had other functions in their community. The
native southern mercenaries, known at least from the battle of Himera (480 BC) according to Herodotus, have to
be taken into account, as well as technical progress in iron working, especially evident in weapons for warriors
(Bataille, Kaurin and Marion 2015), about whom sources do not yet tell, during the 6th century, in whatever war
they were enrolled.
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Béziers 1.57 The first points under control were the coastal road (the mythical Heraclean road),
the Aude-Garonne valley toward the Atlantic, the Massif Central and the mouth of the Loire
river, and the paths of the Orb, Hérault and Peyne (tributary of Hérault) valleys, giving also
access to the Massif Central.

In this system, the central position of Béziers I and of the Orb valley, opening onto the others,
is evident. The importance of the low Hérault valley is clear from Mont-Joui and La Moné-
diere, controlling the river crossing on the coastal road, the paths connecting hinterland to
coast on both river banks and the maritime access. So, there was a key point of the network’s
organisation under native control.

The other sites were set up in the second half/last quarter of the 6th century.

Once the land use pattern was completed, all main passage points had a site (Figure 4). The
closest ones to Béziers I form a circle around the city, at a fairly great distance (11km for En-
sérune, 20— 25km for the others) to oversee the Greek settlement and far enough away to have
time to react if needed. Some may have been directly under the city’s control (small forts —
phrouria -7 small settlements?), and Mus (Murviel-1¢s-Béziers), in the Orb valley, is a good
candidate according to its archaeological record.s8

The staggered emergence of sites materialises, one way or another, the preliminary negotia-
tions between Greeks and natives and draws out the movement along prime routes, as shows
the arrival — between the last years of the 7th century and the first quarter of the 6th century —
of remarkable pieces in the hinterland, such as the Corinthian crater of Puisserguier-La
Prades? and others in the Pézenas-Saint Julien necropolis.

Unfortunately, the majority of these sites are almost unknown and their interpretation is still
open. It would also be necessary to clarify the western border of the Béziers I area, but it is
still premature to approach this topic.

Béziers I shows a sharp demographic increase, mostly noticeable in the second half of the 6th
century, through the fast expansion of its inhabited area, a possible consequence of the Persian
attacks on East Greek cities pushing many people to flee away. This movement, as we know,
affected Marseille, Emporion and Alalia (Corsica) and justify the foundation of Hyélé (Velia,
I). But this detour via the Phocaean circles is not indispensable: the lure of profit could have
sufficed to drive more and more people toward Béziers .

A century after its beginning, Béziers I/Rhode was already a great city, very active, with a
functioning landscape.60

57 Malvieu (Saint-Pons-de-Thomiéres), existing from the end of the Bronze Age: Gorgues 2009. Cayla II (Mail-
hac): Gailledrat, Taffanel and Taffanel 2002. Ensérune (Nissan-lez-Ensérune): Jannoray 1955; Dubosse 2007;
Olive and Ugolini 2013a. Puech Pus (Cessenon-sur-Orb): Maziére and Gatorze 1999. La Monédiere: Nickels
1989a. Mont-Joui: Nickels 1987; Gomez 2000a; 2010: 169—208. Non-located site linked to the graves older than
the sixth century of the Saint-Julien necropolis (Pézenas; about the necropolis: Giry 1965; Llinas and Robert
1971; Nickels 1990; Dedet et al. 2012). La Cougourlude (Lattes): Daveau and Py 2015.

58 Maziere 1998.
59 Ugolini 1997.

60 The chora, daring to use the term, covered several hundreds of square kilometers (staying halfway between
Béziers and the other sites and excluding them, even those perhaps having been part of it). Some sixty rural sites
are located, with a chronology corresponding to Béziers I: Ugolini and Olive 2009; Olive and Ugolini 2013b.
Often destroyed by ploughing and delivering only artefacts and sometimes tenuous built traces, not all are farms:
three very degraded farms (Ugolini and Olive 1998; Ugolini, Olive and Gomez 2012 (eds), s.v. Les Fangasses;
s.v. Mercorent), a vineyard (Ugolini, Olive and Gomez 2012 (eds), s.v. La Courondelle), a cultivated field (Ugo-
lini, Olive and Gomez 2012 (eds), s.v. Rue Kléber), pits near a farm (Ugolini and Olive 2013 (eds), s.v. Lespi-
gnan, Camp Redoun), agrarian ditches (Ugolini, Olive and Gomez 2012 (eds), s.v. Le Garissou; s.v. La Couron-
delle), a path and a potter’s oven for pithoi production (Olive, Ugolini and Ratsimba 2009) were excavated.
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During the 6th century, the natives had a main role in the structure of trade, but, to assess its
organisation, our information is only good enough next to the Hérault river, where La Moné-
di¢re and Mont-Joui managed exchange.

* Mont-Joui had a curious structure (Figure 5). Fortified by two heart-shaped ditches with two
powerfully protected accesses, the southern gate opens onto paths running along both banks
of a stream (Rec de Bragues) flowing toward the Bagnas lagoon, on the edge of which was an
incineration grave (isolated?: third quarter of the 6th century). A third path heads towards the
mouth of the Hérault. The western gate opens onto the Hérault and a linking ford with La
Monédiere. Almost destroyed by ploughing, the internal organisation of the site is unknown,
but the site covered 4.5ha, that is to say quite a large size.6!

D

Hérault
enclosure
ditch with
graves

yinotu s jineseH

Figure 5. Plan of Mont-Joui. (Cartography E. Gomez).

61 Grave: Rouquette and Michel 1976. A sixth-century belt clip was found nearby (from another destroyed
grave?): Feugére 1986. About Mont-Joui and surroundings: Gomez 2000a and 2010.
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The look and importance of the fortification, the smaller circular ditch enclosure nearby,
whose function could not be elucidated but in which were burials (a place of worship?), a
chain of about sixty small rural sites with linked graves, also marking the paths out, the sou-
thern grave (or little necropolis?), all form an original complex without comparison in sou-
thern France (Figure 6). It was undoubtedly a main site, perhaps a centre of power.62 In front
of a ford, it certainly took advantage from the river crossing along the ‘Heraclean road’ and
the conveyance of goods and people.

MONT-JOUI*O e

» o
“.'" ¢ o

- -
)¢

o)
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Thau lagoon

LA MONEDIERE %_ ,
\ \ ’ 8 : o '

Bagnas
lagoon

% Grouped settlement
e House/hut
Incinération grave(s)

& |ndeterminate site

Figure 6. Map of the area of Mont-Joui and La Monédiére between the end of the 6th and the be-
ginning of the 5th centuries. (Cartography E. Gomez).

Its link with the Bagnas lagoon shows that this watery locality was of interest. The surroun-
ding fields are fertile and, amongst these rural sites, some were certainly farms, but others
may have been worked as part of salt-production points. No archaeological evidence supports
this, but there have been some in historical times and salt has always been a lucrative trade.
To control such a resource gave considerable weight, including in the exchanges with
Greeks.63

2 Of Fiirstensitz type? About the definition of an aristocratic site and this term’s ambiguities: Schonfelder 2007.

63 Salt exploitation, here envisaged by Gomez 2010: 291-292, 330, 344, 353, is also assumed for Saint-Blaise:
Bouloumi¢ 1984.
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* On the other side of the river, La Monédiere was also fortified. Recent excavations brought
to light a semicircular ditch delimiting the flat hilltop, later replaced by another one of qua-
drangular plan with a gate to the west. A path led there and the nearest site is Béziers 1. Inside
the ditches, the built-up area, subdivided into four phases, is loose but dense, covering 3 or
4ha.64 La Monédiere had no surrounding good fields, nor peripheral rural sites (Figure 6),65
and no known craft activities. Therefore, we can assume that its livelihood relied on trade.
This situation was a good deal, but such a dependence weakened the site in the long run, as
shown by its subsequent evolution.

Mont-Joui and La Monédiere were closely linked to Béziers 1, as proved by their archaeologi-
cal material,66 and surely also to each other. Their features suggests different roles strengthe-
ned by proximity and their position face to face. The natives, formerly scattered in the low
Hérault valley, had to regroup into these two sites, where the relationship between them and
the newcomers was structured.

The imported wares at La Monédicre, notably amphoras, exceeds the usual level of consump-
tion and have been correlated with trade. The site was probably an emporion.67 Mont-Joui was
also well supplied, but its structure allows us to consider it as a power centre surely related, in
one way or another, to La Monédiére.

It is easy to believe that the two sites watched over, and participated in, the transactions on the
river. They form an original whole showing the working effect of the Greek enclave on its
eastern side. In all likelihood, Mont-Joui represents the native authority at the margins of the
Béziers I area and La Monédiere may well materialise the boundary of the area granted by the
natives at the time of the Greek settlement,68 where the exchange was practiced in a recipro-
cally controlled framework. It is obvious indeed that merchant ships sailing up the Hérault
loaded or unloaded there. In other words, the natives managed the traffic because there the
goods were grouped and sorted, the batches packed, the convoys formed and moved. Doubt-
less, they earned an income and had the first choice of goods. Agreements certainly organised

64 About fortifications: Beylier 2014; surface area: Olive 2001; phases: Nickels 1989b (Phase I: 600/575-550,
without preserved building traces but other archaeological material; phase II: 550-500, with apsidal houses;
phase III: 500475, with rectangular houses; phase IV: 475-400, without preserved buildings but abundant ar-
chaological finds).

65 The case is unusual because, between the end of the 6th and the beginning of the 5th centuries, native settle-
ments often show some rural sites around them: Mauné 1998 (ed). Gomez 2010: 326329, highlights the poverty
of these soils, in addition flooded.

66 For the time being, Béziers I is the unique proven producer of turned pottery working in the long-term west of
the Rhone and potters were at work at least from the beginning of the 6th century on. This is to say seemingly
before those of Marseille. In addition to already published workshops, in 2014 were discovered the remains of a
possible potter’s oven and local pottery dated c¢. 600; another well preserved potter’s oven is dated ¢. 400 BC
(Macario 2017 (ed): 123-133). Other destroyed potter’s ovens and local pottery from the beginning of the 6th
century were found on the Saint-Jacques hill (thanks to E. Gomez for this information). Unfortunately, vases and
terracotta objects of Beziers I are commonly confused either with Massalian or other Greek ones, or mixed with
‘Ibero-Languedocian’ ones. So they rarely appear as such in publications despite their large number. Of course,
they have first to be known and identified. This item is of importance. E.g., in attributing to Marseille the Béziers
I vases, this gives a role to Marseille it did not have while depriving Béziers I of the one it had. Historically, this
misidentification produces obvious inappropriate results. According to our own observations (C. Olive, D. Ugo-
lini, E. Gomez), the pottery of Béziers I represents the very large majority at La Monédiére and Mont-Joui.

67 This is a very controversial term and the subject of numerous studies. The settlements so qualified have dif-
ferent characteristics according to geography and chronology. For La Monédicre, the term is used here unpreten-
tiously, in the meaning of wharf/embankment and place of exchange forming part of the economic system of a
Greek city. Gomez 2010: 333 sees it as a phrourion of Béziers I. It is not impossible, one function does not ne-
cessarily exclude the other.

68 As Gomez 2010 pointed out.
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the transactions, but the system was inconvenient for the Greeks who inevitably wanted a
greater freedom of action and profit.6?

The creation of the river port of Agde/Agathe

The need of a good port under Greek control motivated the foundation of Agathe, in the last
quarter/end of the 6th century,70 at the time of the great development of the Greek trade dy-
namics.

The settlement was small (c. 2ha at the beginning), developed little (c. 3 or 3,5ha by the 4th
century) and always kept an austere, almost ‘poor’, way of life which could be due to its port
function, goods mostly passing in transit. A Greek foundation from the beginning — as shown
through fortifications, buildings, plan and domestic vessels — its aim was to promote maritime
traffic. Pottery attests, for more than two centuries, its link with Béziers 1. Massalian ships
regularly stopped there, unloaded quantities of wares, especially amphoras, and loaded other
goods such as bronze, agricultural and manufactured products etc.

Why, therefore, does Agathe stand on the left bank of the Hérault and not on the right one clo-
ser to Béziers 1?

Many reasons may be cited: the Hérault’s current and navigability; the basaltic height putting
the site out of the flood zone and elevating it slightly; the fortress protected an area with mari-
time access and navigation on the river from attacks maybe feared especially from east. Last-
ly, it is no coincidence that it stands to the south of Mount-Joui, that is to say nearby and in
the activity area of this so special site. The settlement could even be seen as the expression of
the Greek will to go beyond the limits initially defined for Greek space through the imposition
of a direct control on the native authorities.

Agde’s port freed Béziers I from native supervision, in short-circuiting the bridgeheads of La
Monédiere and Mont-Joui, ships stopping downstream. They were housed, the transactions
were free, the goods were conveyed towards Béziers I by a direct fluvial/maritime or land
route and convoys toward the east could leave from Agde.

The new situation surely slighted the natives. Ships still went up the river, but first they stop-
ped, or passed, in front of Agde, now regulating the traffic. There they were allowed to go fur-
ther and/ or were loaded/unloaded in what interested the Greeks. One way or another, the na-
tives were, if not totally deprived of the business control, at least largely limited. Moreover, in

% The defence of trading interests, combined with risks due to the inflow of people, pushed the Greek cities to
exercise an increasing control over emporia and ports, a phenomenon well known at the end of the Archaic per-
iod (Dominguez Monedero 2007: 168—172).

70 When A. Nickels was working, Béziers I was unknown and he lacked a keypoint in any reasoning about the
process of colonisation. His dating proposal for Agde’s colonial foundation (c. 400 BC), following — in his opi-
nion — an earlier Phocaean settlement amongst the natives, was based, on the one hand, on La Monédiére’s aban-
donment and, on the other hand, on Agde’s urban development over the course of the 4th century (Nickels 1995).
In fact, at that time, Agde had been occupied for over a century. A colonial foundation in an already inhabited
site is unlikely, while the city’s development following La Monédiére’s abandonment makes sense. The archaeo-
logical record is now developed enough for dating Agde’s foundation at the end of the 6th century by the Greeks
of Béziers I and its re-foundation or annexation by Marseille at the middle of the 2nd century BC, when it had
been more or less abandoned for at least a century and when there was nothing to prevent Marseille from taking
it over (Ugolini and Olive 2012b; Ugolini 2017; Ugolini and Pardies 2018). As recalled above, the return of De-
det and Schwaller 2018 to the past is baseless.
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the case of salt production, Agde was now well located to exploit it and Mont-Joui lost (or
feared to lose) an important resource.”!

All this necessarily caused discord that could account for the destruction ending La Mong¢-
diére/phase II (c. 500 BC): a quelled rebellion followed by new agreements giving more
flexibility to the natives?

Greeks, Natives, Iberians, Punics (end of the 6th-beginning of the 5th centuries)

At the end of the 6th century and, mostly, at the beginning of the 5th century BC, Iberian
wares grew significantly. During the 20th century this evidence motivated the introduction of
the ‘Ibero-Languedocian civilisation’, portraying a mix of Greek and Iberian influences on the
native background under the influence of Emporion.

This sudden abundance arouses questions. In itself, ships arriving in the port of Agde with
Iberian goods is something normal. The problem lies in the quantity, since they tend to replace
the Greek ones. So, it should be admitted that Béziers I and Marseille — whose economic acti-
vities were growing — saw their market slide towards Emporion, and that competitive issues
between Greek cities were emerging.

Nonetheless at Agde and Béziers I, Iberian amphoras are well documented, as in Marseille,
but it is the Greek and Etruscan ones which are in the majority, testifying unequivocally to the
strength of the eastern network. In fact, Iberian products affected mostly the native sites, no-
tably in the Aude area, but also — and largely — at La Monédiere, while Mont-Joui resisted this
wave.’2

So we have reasonable grounds to ask if Emporion’s trade has been overstated. The city had a
port but no indication of a merchant fleet. Its economic role was important on the spot, but to
estimate its great weight so far away, through goods that were not its own, nor mostly
Greek,73 is a tricky argument to support. On the one hand, the idea of Massalian ships loading
Iberian wares at Emporion for their distribution along our coast to the detriment of Marseille
and Béziers | would only make sense in the case of uncontrolled traffic by private companies.
But would it have been allowed to happen? On the other hand, it seems likely that Iberian,
Punic and also Attic goods were transported by Punic ships because — after a period of crisis —
this time saw the renewal of Punic activities in Iberia, even in its north-east and even in
Emporion.74

Punic people are often confined to the southern Mediterranean and allowing space for their
commercial traffic in the Mediterranean north-west is unusual. Nevertheless, they were one of
the main trading forces of the time and frequented all ports, Greek and non-Greek, as confir-
med by written sources as well as by archaeology.

Punic mediation could explain the sharp increase in Iberian wares among natives, since the
creation of Agde’s port meant for them an evident loss of authority and income. The natives
could react by turning to Punic commerce, perhaps thanks to the pacifying liberalities granted
by the Greeks after the destruction of La Monédiére/phase II (c. 500 BC). In support, we can

71 Qalt exploitation around Agde and especially at the Bagnas lagoon is sure at least from the Middle Age: cf.
Aris 1987, who envisaged it also for the Greek city.

72 Marseille: Sourisseau 1997, vol. I, doc. 67-70. La Monédicre: Nickels 1989b, fig. 50,6. Mont-Joui: Gomez
2000a, 2010. Other sites: Ugolini and Olive 2004, 2006a; Maziére 2004; Gailledrat, Taffanel and Taffanel 2002;
Gailledrat and Solier 2004 (eds); de Chazelles and Ugolini 2015 (eds).

73 Except for Attic pottery whose distribution along the French western coast is traditionally attributed to it: e.g,
Jully 1983; Dubosse 2007. Contra: e.g. Ugolini and Olive 1995.

74 Greek imports, increasing at this time, are always promoted, but doubtless the Punic ones were also increasing
and they were the majority: cf. Sanmarti and Asensio 2005, fig. 3.
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recall the fact that Punic visitors came sufficiently enough to this coast to recruit mercenaries,
notably for a war in Sicily (Hdt. 7.165). This ended with Carthage’s defeat at Himera (480
BC), but this far-off event does not concern the ‘Midi’, except that — coincidentally — many
sites suffered destruction and sometimes abandonment at this time,?s while Greek cities were
not affected.

La Monédiére/phase III clearly stopped around 475 BC, without let us knowing if there was a
previous destruction. It is also unknown if Mont-Joui was first destroyed but its abandonment
is undoubted. Moreover, its case is particular: it resisted the wave of Iberian imports, but paid
nonetheless, while La Monédiére recovered. It is worth wondering whether the Greeks did not
take advantage of this troubled moment to eliminate this problematic site.

The causes of these destructions are not unanimously explained. In the case of Lattes/Lattara,
where Etruscan residents are assumed, the destruction has been explained as a consequence of
the battle of Cumae (474 BC), where the Etruscans lost their fleet and consequently a large
part of their trading power, forcing them to abandon Lattes, which passed into the Massalian
monopoly. However an interpretation including all coeval destructions, concerning sites
where no Etruscan resident was present, seems more suitable. If the phenomenon is a conse-
quence of the battle of Himera (480 BC), a wider perspective is possible, allowing other rea-
sons for these events, as it might have been precisely the growing closeness between the na-
tives and the Carthaginians which risked compromising the relationships between the Greeks
and the natives.76

After all, the important thing is that Iberian products had won a market and that the natives of
the French coast had enough contacts with the Carthaginians to be recruited into their army.
This issue could not leave either Béziers I or Marseille indifferent and the fact is that after
these destructions Greek trade acquired a monopoly at least as far as the left bank of the Aude
river’7 and that the map of inhabited sites was redrawn.

From the beginning of the 5th to the middle of the 4th centuries

Starting from 475-450 BC, the weakening of native settlements is clear. The Hérault valley is
emptying, particularly on the left bank where Mont-Joui disappears, as well as others. Some
rare sites appear more or less at this time on the coastal road (e.g. M¢cze-Les Pénitents),’8
while others go through a crisis resolved at ¢. 400 BC (e.g., Ensérune, Montlaurés, Cayla
III...). The state of La Monédiére is poorly documented, but artefacts of phase IV cover the
second half of the 5th century: so, the site was rebuilt and it was again in the Greek fold.”

During the 5th century, Béziers I shows a strong development covering 35 or 40ha fully built-
up, making it — by far — the largest site west of the Rhone. Its central place on the coastal axis

75 Mailhac-Cayla II: Gailledrat, Taffanel and Taffanel 2002. Montlaurés: de Chazelles and Ugolini 2015 (eds).
Ensérune: Jannoray 1955; Olive and Ugolini 2013a. Magalas-Montfo: Olive 2002, 2013. Lattes: Lebeaupin ef al.
2008; and so many others, also in Provence. The phenomenon seems to have been stronger and more generalised
in the western area.

76 Concerning the Lattes hypothesis: Py et al. 2006. Other hypothesis and sites: Ugolini 2005; Ugolini and Olive
2003a, 2004, 2006a, 2012b. A coin from Gela dated c¢. 475 BC was found at Montlaurés (Paris 2014: 85), proba-
bly in the rubble of destruction: a mercenary who came back from Sicily with a souvenir?

77 On approaching the Pyrenees, the ‘Iberian’ monopoly is evident (Maziere 2004). Little information is avai-
lable concerning the lower Aude valley during the 5th-4th centuries but there was a buffer zone between the

Greek and ‘Ibero-Punic’ spheres (Ugolini 1993a, 2005, 2015; Ugolini and Olive 1990, 2004; de Chazelles and
Ugolini 2015 (eds)).
78 Rouquette and Ugolini 1997.

79 Levels are destroyed by ploughing but archaeological finds are abundant: Nickels 1989b.

24



is even more evident. Craftsmen and merchants were working unremittingly and exchanges
with the north are particularly clear.80 Agde, having no longer Mont-Joui behind it —that is to
say no more natives— saw its complementarity with Béziers I even stronger. So, the Greek
weight along the coastal strip had strengthened, at least between the Thau lagoon and the left
bank of the Aude river.

Other changes occur in the course of the 4th century (Figure 7).

La Monédiere is abandoned (c. 400 BC), no doubt following a conflict between its inhabi-
tants and the Greeks, as has been envisaged for a long time.

On the Hérault’s right bank, Skm to the north of La Monédicre, Le Fort-Cessero (Saint-Thibé-
ry) appears at the beginning of this century. According to some available data,8! it is difficult
to see it as a place of exchange standing in for La Monédiére. In fact, at the time its basaltic
environment was exploited for the trade in millstones.82 Therefore, the transportation of heavy
objects had to be facilitated, by river and by land as well. The quarries’ needs were surely one
of the motivations for changing the layout of the coastal road, which —since La Monédiere’s
abandonment— had no longer any reason for crossing the river at its height, with the advantage
of a shorter and direct path to Béziers I, while preserving the sea access and setting up an ea-
sier path for convoys heading to the east. It is also necessary to take into account, that in Ro-
man times the site was a step on the Via Domitia when crossing the Hérault, where a road
started towards the Massif Central, as indicated by itineraries (Vicarello cups, Tabula Peutin-
geriana, Itinerary from Bordeaux to Jerusalem). This function of a relay was certainly effec-
tive as soon as the coastal road was modified. Its presence seems also to have led to the crea-
tion of new sites and routes to the hinterland, while causing the abandonment of others, at
least since the middle of the 4th century when the Hérault valley was emptying also on the
right bank.

This change removed Agde further from the coastal road, but did not hamper its relationship
with Béziers I nor produce economic difficulties since, on the contrary, the port was prospe-
rous and the city was being extended.

Data on the 4th century are poor for the majority of sites, but those developing now seem lo-
cated in the west: Ensérune, controlling both paths toward the Atlantic starting from Béziers
on the Aude-Garonne axis (the one south of the site — the coastal road — and the other to the
north, near Montady); Montlaurés; Mailhac-Cayla III; Pech Maho; Le Moulin (Peyriac-de-
mer) and so on.

So, the communication pattern was further reduced, with the permanence or creation of some
sites on the most frequented roads, while others had been left behind. Everything was best for
the Greeks whose place looks further strengthened, adjacent to natives who were not making
any fuss.

The fall of Béziers I/Rhode and its consequences
The Greek situation start to deteriorate at ¢. 350 BC. Béziers I was fast depopulating; its eco-

nomy was regressing (imports and productions were contracting); the unturned indigenous
pottery was increasing in response to the decrease of local turned vases; La Téne gray ware

80 Especially by exporting coral in exchange for bronze (Ugolini et al. 1991; Rondi-Costanzo 1997; Rondi-Cos-
tanzo and Ugolini 2000; Ugolini 2006, 2013). Coral branches have been found recently in levels of the beginning
of the 6th century (thanks to E. Gomez for this information). So this trade started very early. See also: Frére and
Morin 2006 (eds); Verger 2010; Gomez de Soto and Pautreau 2013.

81 Ropiot, Maziére and Besombes-Vailhé 2016.

82 Reille 1995, 2000.
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In: Journal of Greek Archaeology 3 (2018): 203—243

was more and more present. Events moved quickly, and Béziers I was abandoned at ¢. 300
BC or soon after.

Agde was also going through a strong crisis in an increasingly deserted environment, the na-
tive sites disappearing the one after the other, until we reach the situation observed at c¢. 250
BC, when it was also almost empty and no longer functional (Figure 8). There was therefore a
large space more or less empty — so to speak — between Ensérune and Lattes.

The fall of the Béziers I system caused therefore a general crisis. After the break-up, Marseille

could have taken over, but that was not the case. Clearly, there was no longer any interest in
this area, nor any economic opportunity, and nothing was moving for a long time.

Hérault

Ambrussum ®
Sextantio/Substantion
o

Lattes @

Cayla ?
Mourrel Ferrat ?@ ® Ensérune

d® ® Moulinasse

Figure 8. Map of the existing sites at c. 250 BC. (Map D. Ugolini). With question-mark: uncertain
existence at this time.
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About what happened, we can only argue from some few clues. In the success of the Rhodian
network, land roads had been fundamental. During the 3rd century, the surviving sites of this
area are all in the west. This shows that the Aude-Garonne valley was still frequented and it is
possible that Béziers I had no longer free access to it. On the other hand, from the second half
of the 4th century on, La Téne artefacts were progressing and this cultural component was
emphasised at Ensérune, where the necropolis shows much evidences, both ceramic and me-
tallic, of a strong La T¢éne evolution.83 Undoubtedly, this site contributed to the decline of Bé-
ziers | by interposing itself between the latter and the routes toward the north-west when other
paths had already been abandoned and when there were no more alternatives.

So, the link between coast and continent may have concerned other partners and the arrival of
new groups is conceivable in the context of historical events, such as the ‘Celtic
Migrations’.84 Ensérune would be a good example. But, at the same time, the increasing scar-
city of Mediterranean imports into the hinterland, precisely when the Central European La
Téne populations were expanding, reveals a drop of contacts between south and north.85

It can be added to our file of evidence, that Greek imports of the 3rd century came from Ibe-
ria, where Rhode was producing vases abundantly represented especially at Pech Maho and
Ensérune, that is to say in the main sites still active. This working network affected —as it
seems— rather weakly the Roussillon area (to the north of Pyrenees), more distinctly the Aude
area but left out the area east of the Orb river.

Now, it is known that, especially in the second half of the 3rd century, after the loss of Sicily,
Sardinia and Corsica at the end of the First Punic War and in the aftermath, Carthage was
more and more present in Iberia. The Greek cities of the north-east —if they had not already
done so— redirected themselves now clearly (notably by coinages) to this pre-eminent force.
So, the network operating toward our country could be Punic and there is no impediment that
it conveyed Iberian, Punic, Greek and even Italic goods all together.

In this framework, Rhode and Emporion played an economic and cultural role of importance,
as the native copies of theirs coins seems to show, perhaps in the context of mining operations
at the margins of the Aude-Garonne valley/Massif Central, and through a network from
which, according to monetary circulation, Marseille was more or less excluded.86

Therefore, we may think that Béziers I/Rhode could no longer rely on natives settled —always
or recently— along the previously open roads, perhaps because these groups built a relation-
ship with the Punic sphere and/or because Mediterranean products were of much less interest
to these peoples, especially in the hinterland. This double impasse, doubtless with other im-
perceptible causes, may have driven the collapse of the Béziers I economy and the departure
of its inhabitants to look for new opportunities.

From Béziers (Rhode 1) to Roses (Rhode 2)?

The foundation of Iberian Rhode is attributed to Rhodians or to Massalians, based on just a
few texts (see above), and this includes the interpretation of an hegemonic role attributed to
Marseille, but as we have seen, there are real differences both between our sources and scho-

83 As pointed out by Jannoray 1955. Other funerary contexts: Schwaller and Marchand 1993; Schwaller et al.
1995, 2001; Jallet et al. 1998.

84 About this period and the La Téne or ‘Celtic’ world: Buschsenschutz, Gruel and Lejars 2012.
85 Adam 2007.

86 Garcia-Bellido 1993: 123. See also Rancoule 2013.
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lars. For its part, from 375-350 BC,87 archaecology highlights artefacts (notably Massalian
amphoras) testifying to contacts with the Greeks of the French coast to a much more impor-
tant degree than in Emporion, which is the main archaeological argument supporting the Mas-
salian foundation.

However, the parallel between the slowdown of Béziers I during the second half of the 4th
century and the coeval rise of Iberian Rhode is striking. It is difficult to believe it is in fortui-
tous, that at the same time Béziers I/Rhode was weakening, Marseille was facing up to the
hostility of natives, Arles was changing drastically because of the arrival of natives (or of a
new ‘Celtic’ group) replacing the Greek inhabitants and the toponym (becoming Arelate),
Olbia (Hyéres) was founded around 325 BC, as perhaps was Antipolis (Antibes) and others. 88
So, the Greek network was encountering difficulties, leading to a major reorganisation, which
could justify the foundation of Iberian Rhode as of other settlements in a series along the eas-
tern French coast.

These several foundations over a relatively short time imply a large number of displaced
people and the question of where they came from must be asked.

Should we think that a part of Béziers I’s inhabitants had transferred to Iberian Rhode? As its
thousands of people have not vanished, some may have moved either to Marseille or to other
newly founded sites, such as might have happened to those from Arles. Others may have loo-
ked for alternatives in Iberia, either because there was a working trade network to be linked
to, or with the idea of setting up their own network toward the Aude-Garonne valley and
being able to extend in all directions, while keeping the desired complementarity with Mar-
seille.

Whatever the conditions, Iberian Rhode stands in a place without interest for agricultural pur-
poses but in the best port position of the bay of Emporion and it is also ideally located for
trans-Pyrenean pathways, as it was emphasised. This shows the aim: not a development based
on land possession but on trade.

If a group of Rhodians from Béziers I settled in the new city, the abandonment of the first
Rhode finds a strong complementary meaning, the existence of two cities bearing the same
name becomes obvious, and the date of the Iberian foundation is easy to explain, without ex-
cluding some Massalians in the colonial group.

In the monograph publication of the site, the foundation is explained as due to Marseille’s will
to recover the Indiketes’ market when Emporion took its independence and, relying on the
chronology of A. Nickels, Agathe would have been part of the Massalian repositioning plan.
The proposal encounters some difficulties.

* As recalled above, Agde was founded at the end of the 6th century and therefore it does not
enter this dynamic.

» About Emporion: if it was a Massalian foundation and not really a Phocaean one, it was
freed from Marseille very early, according to its coinage, starting at the end of the 6th century
or soon after,9 this is to say more or less at the same time as that of Marseille. The first Empo-

87 Before this timeline, the site provides only slight traces of a native frequenting, beginning, at the earliest, at
the end of the 5th century: Puig and Martin 2006 (eds): 612.

88 Only the founding date of Olbia is fixed: Bats 1988. For the other eastern cities uncertainty remains: Mercuri
2015.

89 Ripollés and Chevillon 2013.
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ritan coins with an ethnonym, affirming more clearly its independence, go back to the second
half/end of the 5th century%0 and are much earlier than the foundation of Rhode.

* Rhode’s coinage begins at the turn of the 4th to the 3rd century, with silver drachmas in an
atypical weight, drawn — as it has been suggested — from the Massalian obols and demonstra-
ting its attachment to Marseille, an option which is not unanimously accepted.9! Moreover,
these coins owe nothing to Marseille from the point of view of imagery.

Coins being an excellent propaganda medium, the choice of symbols supporting the city’s
image was not left to chance. The rose seen from below is not identical to the profile rose on
coins of the city of Rhode, founded a century earlier on its eponymous island, but it may state
a relationship, enhanced through the smaller bronze divisions minted with a profile rose sty-
listically very close to that of the Rhodes island coins.92 The obverse of the Iberian Rhode’s
coins shows a goddess’ head stylistically close to Arethusa on Syracusan coins — a prototype
imitated by many cities, including Marseille and Emporion. It may introduce an additional
connection with Dorian Sicily, still highlighted by the Poseidonian trident behind the goddess’
head on some series.93

Furthermore, the coinage started exactly when Béziers I was definitively abandoned, enabling
the new Rhode to become independent. For this city, in a way continuing a cultural heritage, it
was also a strong signal that when coinage began really to spread in the north-west, it acqui-
red a truly economic and political meaning.%4

» The fast development of Rhode’s pottery production is ascribed to Massalian antecedents
but, especially for its beginning, it finds relevant echoes in Béziers I's vases. In fact, the
classes produced as early as the 4th century are: 1) the ‘pates claires’ (clear clay pottery) ha-
ving parallels in Marseille, but also and perhaps mostly in Béziers I; 2) the monochrome gray
ware, a typical class of Béziers I while Marseille had not been producing it for a long time.95
For the black-glazed vases, which Béziers I did not produce, appearing at the beginning of the
3rd century,? the influence of Massalian pseudo-Attic is invoked. But this class is represented

90 Villaronga 2000; Campo 2002.
91 Villaronga 2000; Campo 2006. Garcia-Bellido 2013: 120, does not believe in this dependence.

92 Maluquer de Motes 1966 questioned the meaning of this similitude and now Garcia-Bellido 2013: 120, does
not exclude that this coinage has something to do with Rhodians.

93 These iconographic links with Sicily led Manganaro 1969 to suppose a Rhodian sea route between Iberian
Rhode, Sicily and Rhodes island. About the trident, forged for Poseidon by the Telchines of the Rhodes island,
see above. Iberian Rhode’s coins with trident: Campo 2006, fig. 14.1, no. 10-13.

94 Did Béziers I/Rhode not mint coins because it was dependent on another city? It is easier to see it as a pragma-
tic choice in an area almost without any monetary system until the end of the 3rd century or — more generally —
the 2nd century, since coinage-creation was not an obligation for a free Greek city, at least before the Hellenistic
period. Occasional, periodic, late, limited series (such as those of Marseille, Emporion and Iberian Rhode) are
common and some cities had no personal currency: e.g., Dorian Sparta long refused even the principle of it:
Christien 2014.

95 The shapes and types of Rhode’s vases (in Puig and Martin 2006 (eds)) may be compared to those of Béziers 1
(Ugolini, Olive and Gomez 2012) and Marseille (in Rothé and Tréziny 2005 (eds)). Puig 2015: 411, brings now
the Rhode’s gray ware closer to Catalan’s coastal gray production (COT-CAT of Dicocer) by colour and some
shapes.

96 Puig 2015: 396, is envisaging the production’s beginning from the last quarter of the 4th century. But the ab-
sence of these vases at Le Moulin (Peyriac-de-mer), destroyed c. 300 BC, could oppose such a timeline (as poin-
ted out by M. Py, in Dicocer’: 1218). We can add also Béziers I and Agde, where these vases are absent during
the last quarter of the 4th century. So, their production did not start before 300.
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at Rhode only by six fragments, perhaps already local.97 The Massalian workshops having
stopped their activity before the end of the 4th century, were the potters transferred to Rhode
without supplying the Marseille area?98

* The toponym Rhode has not aroused curiosity and does not enter the reasoning of historians.
It leaves us neverthless puzzled. How do we explain that Marseille chose or accepted such a
characteristic name for another metropolis?

 Within the chronological framework, the foundation/annexation of Rhode by Marseille could
have occurred either before 300 or after the destruction by Cato (195 BC).

In support of the first period, the one assumed in the site publication, Massalian goods are put
forward. Now, they are more abundant than elsewhere in Iberia, but never the majority.% The
quick Massalian loss of interest for the Iberian market would explain it. But, why should we
believe that Marseille founded a colony to recover a market and turned its back on it as soon
as it began to be successful?

As for the second period, after its destruction the city was abandoned until the middle of the
2nd century AD.100 In the meantime, the port may have worked as a staging-post under
Emporion’s101 or Marseille’s control. However, the historical context implies Roman interfe-
rence in the management of the network, and — potentially — a late initiative from Marseille
could have been part of its domain’s enlargement, also shown in Agde from the middle of the
2nd century BC on (see below). However, Rhode was neither an active city nor a true market
place and, if we have to see this encouragement to Marseille as a largesse granted by the Re-
public to its ally, it would be of very little interest.

Ultimately, it is difficult to believe that there was — at any time — a strong Greek circuit. The
Massalian ships perhaps frequented this port, but they never represented the main trading
force. The number of Punic products, always higher than that of Greek ones, leans toward the
fast, and perhaps even immediate, affiliation of Riode to the Punic network, as already propo-
sed102 and confirmed by archaeological material as well as by the coins, even at Emporion.103

In the end, the difficulties in supporting the western Greek trade network toward the continent
caused the collapse of Béziers I/Rhode and could well justify the transfer of its trading activi-
ties to Iberian Rhode with a part of its inhabitants, under cover of a non-Greek but flourishing
network accepting this contribution.

97 Puig and Martin 2006 (eds): 255-259; Puig 2015. M. Py, in Dicocer’: 1217-1218 (as well as in the current
online version, s.v. Roses, accessed September 20, 2017), is seeing only a relationship with Attic vases and
Italian ‘Petites estampilles’.

98 The distribution of these black-glazed vases concerns mainly the lower Aude-Garonne valley, Lattes being the
most eastern site with relatively numerous imports. In the Rhodanian delta and Provence, evidence seems very
rare (e.g. Olbia, with only a few fragments: Bats 1988: 107).

99 Massalian amphoras, rare at the beginning (375-350: 4% facing 73% of Iberian, 9% of Punic and 13% of in-
determinate ones), are then increasing (350-325/300: 19% facing 32% of Iberian, 24% of Punic and 25% of in-
determinate ones) and later decreasing (325/300-200: 10% facing 35% of Iberian, 37% of Punic, 3% of Greco-
Italic and 13% of indeterminate ones). Other Massalian products are always very discreet: A.M. Puig, in Puig
and Martin 2006 (eds): 563—-574.

100 Pyig and Martin 2006 (eds): 176-178.

101 Puig and Martin 2006 (eds): 620.

102 Principal-Ponce 1998: 182-183.

103 Villaronga 2000: 35-40. Garcia-Bellido 2013: 127, recalls that the last Rhode coins were minted on Sardinian
coins from the First Punic War.
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So, for over 150 years, the Iberian settlement was a good choice for Rhodians, but the affair
ended badly and sounded the death knell of the Rhodian/Dorian entity in the north-western
Mediterranean.

The Ionian-Roman phase: Agathe ‘polis of Marseille’

The Greek presence along the western French coast is not over with, following the end of the
‘Rhodian saga’, but it takes a long time before it comes to light again because between 275—
250 and 150 BC occupation traces are non-existent in Agde. Ships could still stop in the
meanwhile, but did not — or little — deposit material in this almost empty area.

Starting from c. 150 BC, in the aftermath of events involving Rome, its ally Marseille was
gradually at the head of an enlarged domain whose outlines the written sources do not fully
specify, but — in any case — Agde was reactivated.104 This revival explains that our sources,
coeval or more recent, relate — now rightly — that Agathe was a ‘city of Marseille’.

This time, the political framework is linked to Marseille, but also strongly managed by the
Roman power. Moreover, shortly later the Roman colony of Narbonne was founded (118 BC)
and Agde’s port was surely operating with it, according to the old alliance between Marseille
and Rome.105

Agde saw an intense period of activity, lasting about a century. Its chéra covered now both
the southern banks of the Hérault river and, to the north, exclusively the left one.!06 Many
farms have been located and some of them have been partially excavated: they produced
wine, had potter’s ovens — especially for amphoras, testifying to trading activities of impor-
tance. These amphoras were of an Italic model and, at present, the oldest from workshops out-
side of Italy.107

In the port goods passed in transit for farms of this area and — perhaps mainly — for Narbonne,
having not yet its own port, and for the Roman villas quickly arising after the colony’s foun-
dation. From the sea or river, some pieces are of exceptional quality, such as the bronze statue
of the famous ‘Ephebe’ or ‘Alexandre d’Agde’, whose chronology is much discussed (original
from the end of the 4th century, copy or even pastiche from the 2nd century BC?),108 those of
the two children!0? and many other works of art.

This last phase of Agathe began to see decline in the second half of the 1st century BC, as the
probable consequence of Marseille’s role in the dispute between Caesar and Pompey and its

104 After 154 BC, Marseille took possession of Oxybian and Deciate lands (Polybius, 33.8.12) surrounding Anti-
polis and Nikaia; after 125-123 BC, of the Salyan littoral east of the city (Strabo 4.1.5); in 102 BC due to Ma-
rius, the Fossae Marianae canal (Strabo 4.1.8). Strabo seems even to consider that Marseille had to wait for the
Romans to dominate a large domain. Nothing is said about the western area precisely at this time, but textual and
archaeological sources testify to the Massalian takeover on Agde, which likely occurred in the middle of the 2nd
century BC.

105 Ugolini 2001b-c; Bérard-Azzouz and Ugolini 2008; Ugolini and Olive 2012b.
106 Gomez 2010: 348-531, fig. 194-195, 270-271.

107 Gomez 2002; 2010: 350—411; 2013.

108 Most recently: De I’éphébe a Alexandre.

109 Most recently: Mille ez al. 2012.
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fall under Caesar’s siege (49 BC). Agde was then little by little abandoned and did not be-
come a city of the ‘Narbonnaise’.!110

Among other possible but imperceptible reasons, two are obvious: 1) after the fall, Marseille
was deprived of its possessions and Agde was no longer under its protection; 2) Agde’s port
lost gradually all interest from the opening up of that of Narbonne (Strabo 4.1.6; Diod. Sic.
5.38.5) and the following concentration of maritime traffic.!11

Deprived of its reason for being and Greek in a world henceforth Roman, Agde was emptying
in a few decades and its land was attributed to the Roman colony of Béziers, either at the time
of its foundation (36 BC), or in the course of the 1st century AD.112

Conclusion

From the coastal exploration of the 7th century BC — and perhaps before — until the change of
era, the Greek ups and downs in the north-western Mediterranean are now becoming more
detailed.

The Ionian presence has always been known through the textual sources discussing the jour-
ney of the Samian Colaios, the Phocaeans at Tartessos!!3 and the Phocaean and Massalian ci-
ties. That of the Dorians, very old but whose traces are lost from the beginning of the 2nd cen-
tury BC, has gone more or less unnoticed. Recent research is showing that, in fact, it had a
decisive impact in the earliest Mediterranean exchanges and, from then on, in the creation of
cities, of which the main and oldest one was Béziers I, in all likelihood the first western
Rhode.

The beginnings show the opening of the natives to Mediterranean merchants and the possibili-
ties of exchange reciprocally offered, whose importance is especially evidenced — from Seli-
nous to Corinth — through bronze objects of this coast found in the sanctuaries and graves of
Dorian cities. The phenomenon gives credibility to the Rhodian component confusedly related
by written sources, and which the modern exegesis did not take seriously.

The Greek settlement of Béziers occurs in this framework, without sources helping us to see
more clearly how.

This forgotten Rhode — which relies today on a solid record — had to be born from opportuni-
ties seized by Rhodian adventurers and merchants!14 rather than from an initiative planned in

110 Rare and weak traces during the first half of the 1st century AD (Ugolini 2001a-b, 2002a, 2008b) and a few
graves (Olive, Raynaud and Schwaller 1980).

1 Ugolini 2001b, 2002a, 2008b-c; Bérard-Azzouz and Ugolini 2008. Researches in progress in Narbonne’s port
increasingly highlight the complexity of its system in this lagoonal area: Sanchez and Jézégou 2011 (eds).

112 Clavel-Lévéque 1982, 1999 (cadastral plan Béziers A: 1st century AD). Pérez 1990 (partly already from Cae-
sarean time: cadastral plan Béziers E). On successive occasions between the Caesarean period and the course of
the Ist century AD (Gomez 2010: 531).

113 The Phocaean electron coin lost at the middle of the 6th century at El Carambolo (Sevilla), Olmos 1995: 42—
43, supports Phocaean presence in southern Iberia. Very rare, this coin had two parallels in Etruria but none in
southern France. Now, a Phocaean coin close to these but in silver has been found at Béziers: Pellé, Vidal and
Petitot 2015.

114 About the preference given in Sicily to the generic term ‘Rhodians’ rather than ‘Dorians’ cf: Malkin 2011:
72-80.
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Sicily or on the other side of the Mediterranean.!15 Links, including political ones, are to be
taken into account either with Rhodes island or — more likely — with Dorian colonies of Sicily,
where Gela and Selinous attract our attention.!16

These conditions — blurred for us and, we may think, already from the last two centuries BC
because the ‘Rhodian saga’ was over when the preserved texts were written — could explain
the weak impact of Dorians and the vague information which is transmitted about them. At
this time (2nd century BC-1st century AD), Béziers I/Rhode was long abandoned (c. 300 BC)
and the Gallic Betarra was already on the spot (c. 200 BC), Agde was in Marseille’s sphere
(from c. 150 BC) and Iberian Rhode already destroyed (195 BC). So, the greatest and most
important Greek city of this coast was Marseille.

This situation caused uncertainties and promoted mistakes in the reading of the primary
sources. Should we take into consideration the possibility that — in a way — Marseille and
Phocaeans absorbed historically all the activities of all the Greeks of the north-western coast,
without distinction of periods and with the forgetfulness of the other ethnic group?

At the other end of the historiographic chain, the hypothesis of a fake tradition concocted on
the Rhodes island at the time of its hegemony over the Aegean Sea explains — perhaps — what
was propagated through the legend of the Rhodian exploration of the far north-west at the be-
ginning of the millennium and the foundation, there, of Rhode, but not how the little Iberian
Rhode could have contributed to the Rhodian grandeur. And, if this foundation was the work
of Marseille, it is even less clear what would have pushed the mother city to magnify the
Rhodian power by adopting such a toponym and the city itself to adopt such a clear iconogra-
phic code in its coinage.

It is more logical to think that those who made these choices had an excellent reason to do so:
they were not from Marseille, but from the Rhode of Béziers. This reason may also explain
why they helped the rebels and why the revolt of 197-195 BC was harshly repressed: these
Rhodians were not under the protection of Marseille. They had other interests than those de-
fended by Marseille, which followed Rome, and could even have believed it would benefit
from their elimination.

Whatever the context and the protagonists, the oldest Greek city west of the Rhone is, for
now, Béziers I and it is likely to have been older than Marseille.

From then on, one way or another and surely without a real and fixed border but instead a buf-
fer zone in between, the Rhodanian delta divided the coastal strip into two large areas of acti-
vities and influences — as evidenced by the archaeological material — having each one a main
city, whose inhabitants could have counted — perhaps in inverse proportions — Ionians and Do-

115 The complex relationship between a first settlement, many being an emporion, and the often succeeding co-
lony (apoikia) has been studied according to various concepts, including that of ‘human and resources
mobility’ (Giangiulio 1996), which seems adapted to our contexts. See also the working mechanisms in Italy:
Esposito 2012: 97—121. The current tendency is to prefer the term of ‘diasporas’, in the plural, rather than ‘colo-
nisation’ in view of the very different situations observed in the Greek world (Martinez-Séve 2012 (ed)), where
the mixture of colonial groups was a constant, in Marseille as elsewhere (Tréziny 2005: 57). And all this with the
addition, in our countries, of Etruscans, Phoenicians-Carthaginians, Iberians and natives: in short, people from
all horizons...

116 The origin from Sicily of the vases of the Agde-Le Peyrou necropolis was envisaged by Nickels 1989a, while
Gras 2000 leaned on Etruscan copies. Now, the Launacian objects found in Sicily have to be taken into account
to specify their production.
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rians, as some rare Massalian documents seemingly in Dorian dialect could show.!17 And, du-
ring the 7th-5th centuries, the dynamics between Greeks and natives centred on Béziers I
could attest — with all cautions — to a colonial scenario operating similar to that observed in
Italy, especially in Dorian Sicily, while we do not have the same evidence for Marseille, per-
haps so far at this time.

No conflict of interest or war between the two cities is reported and nothing suggests the su-
premacy of the one over the other. They evolved in different human and geographical envi-
ronments with different aims, the one focusing on land and the other on sea, but in a common
profit through a continuous relationship within a ‘colonial network’,118 mixed in this case,
maybe through sympoliteia.

Anyway and whatever the organisation, the general feeling is that the two cities supported
each other in a working system for three centuries. The relationship surely changed with the
foundation of Iberian Rhode and its involvement in a non-Greek circuit.

All in all, it is not surprising that Dorians do not stand out clearly in the north-western story.
On the one hand, the virtual lack of inscriptions in our Greek cities allows the Dorian dialect
to appear only exceptionally and the proposal of a Dorian reading of the NIKIA and IQN-Z
stamps on Iberian Rhode’s vases to be received coldly.119

So, the linguistic argument is hopeless since our written documents are rare and not explicit
enough. Moreover, in the long run, the mix of ethnic groups had to blur the vernacular diffe-
rences, or the Ionian dialect imposed itself. The coins in Ionian dialect of Iberian Rhode
would be an example, as also on some coins of Rhodes island, but the contrary is shown by
the Dorian legend on Massalian coins. 120

Furthermore, to use the oldest imports of a colony to define the origin of settlers is hazardous,
since direct arrivals from production centres or mother cities are unlikely on our coast, at the
margins of the main Mediterranean networks. So, we find — from c. 600 until the third quarter
of the 6th century — ‘Ionian’ and ‘Corinthian’ products in little quantities while Etruscan ones,
mostly amphoras, are abundant. We have to take into account the fact that ships, wherever
they came from, made a stopover in Etruscan ports where was unloaded a (large?) part of the
cargo, then necessarily replaced with another, which was Etruscan. This one was arriving to
our shores, showing the ‘end of a journey’ or ‘what was left” or ‘what was last loaded’. And,
on the whole, our Greek sites are poor in Archaic Greek imports when compared with any
southern Mediterranean site, Greek or not.

In the end, the Rhodian legend turns out to be a genuine historical movement, somewhat blur-
red, but of importance. The Rhodians were really the first Greeks to explore the north-western
Mediterranean coast, as sources claim, and gave rise to the exchange dynamic driving the

117 On a Massalian pithos, found in a Hellenistic context of Saint-Blaise but perhaps from the 6th century, ap-
pears an inscription incised before cooking, twice repeated, with a digamma (?): MFPEXIKOZX (Bertucchi 1992:
195-196: the word was brought closer to popetowcdg and translated as ‘(perfumed) wine’); a digamma on am-
phoric Massalian stamps of the 5th or the 4th centuries (Bertucchi 1992: 156, fig. 78, no. 284); coin series of the
Sth century with inscription MAXXAAIOTAN instead of MAXZXAAIOTQN (Richard and Chevillon 2005; Che-
villon 2014).

118 Morel 1997.

119 Duran 1999 proposed this reading through comparisons with texts especially from Sicily. Pena 2006: 45, re-
jects it because the relationship with Sicily for the genitive NIKIA, (leading M. Duran to suppose Sicilian immi-
grants to Rhode) seems to her irrelevant; because she sees a point and not a miniaturised omicron in the small
circular sign of IQN-X; because the genitive IQNOZX is correct in lonian Attic. However, the link with Dorians
and Sicily is much more likely now than it was before.

120 JEAYZION instead of IAAYSIQN: Head 1897, p. 226, n® 1, pl. XXXV, 1. Massalian coins: see note 118.

35



foundation of colonies. So, lonians were not alone: Dorians were there earlier and stayed for
over four centuries, before leaving or melting into the Massalian component of the ‘Midi’
from the beginning of the 2nd century BC onwards.
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