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‘Hellenistic’ House in Nea Paphos, Cyprus
A First Summary of Its Architecture
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Abstract: This paper presents preliminary observations and analyses of the architecture of the 
‘Hellenistic’ House, an ancient residency from Roman times built in Nea Paphos on Cyprus. 
The House was erected as an extensive edifi ce around several courtyards of a very interesting 
architectural frame and rich decoration. Unfortunately, the residence was destroyed by an 
earthquake and afterwards rebuilt with new edifi ces, primarily the Villa of Theseus, and as 
such its remains are in a very poor state. However, the preserved fragments of walls, fl oors, 
technical infrastructure as well as pieces of architectural decoration permit the conducting 
of architectural studies of the residence’s layout, structure and functional arrangement.
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The ‘Hellenistic’ House was one of many residences built in Nea Paphos, an ancient city 
located on a peninsula on the south-western coast of Cyprus (Fig. 1). The city was founded 
in the fourth century ൻർ in accordance with the most current Hellenistic urban guidelines 
of the times – an orthogonal grid plan with crossing streets that created repetitive insulae. 
The House was uncovered by the Polish Archaeological Mission of the Polish Centre of 
Mediterranean Archaeology, University of Warsaw, during many seasons of archaeological 
research which started in 1986.1 The last extensive excavations of the area in question 
were conducted in 2016.2

1 Until 2007, Wiktor A. Daszewski was the director of the Polish Mission in Maloutena. From 2008 to 2019 
it was supervised by Henryk Meyza. Presently Ewdoksia Papuci-Władyka is in charge of the Polish team in 
Nea Paphos. Selected literature: Daszewski 1985; 1990: 35; 1991: 82–84; 1992a: 63–66; 1992b; 1993: 88–93; 
1994: 101–109; 1995: 67–71; 1996: 91–97; 1997: 113–120; 1998: 119–125; 1999: 163–167; Daszewski et al. 
2004: 289–290; 2007: 403–407; 2008: 511–517; 2010: 509–512; Karageorghis 1987: 685–687; 1988: 836–838; 
1989: 833–834.

2 Meyza et al. 2017.
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The ‘Hellenistic’ House was built to the south of the Paphian agora, where many rich 
residences were erected,3 among others the House of Dionysus, the House of Orpheus, the 
‘Hellenistic’ House, the Villa of Theseus and the House of Aion, the last three uncovered 
by the Polish Mission (Fig. 2).

This paper focuses on analysis of the last, extensively uncovered and investigated phase 
of the architectural remains of the ‘Hellenistic’ House dated to the late fi rst–early second 
century ൺൽ.4 At that time Cyprus was under Roman rule, which makes the name given 
to the uncovered residence inconsistent. The House was named at an early stage of the 
excavations, when a fl oor made of irregular fragments of pebbles in the residence main 
hall was discovered. As this mosaic was similar to the ones from the Hellenistic period and 
other conclusive dating indications were missing, the name ‘Hellenistic’ House seemed 
appropriate. However, later discoveries proved that the House was erected during the 
Roman period, but its name had already been established and was present in the literature.

3 Młynarczyk 1990: 184–193.
4 Meyza et al. 2017.

1. Map of Nea Paphos (Based on: Medeksza 1998: 37, Fig. 1; Młynarczyk 1990: 162, Fig. 16; retrieved from Google 
Earth, status as of October 5, 2014).
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The ‘Hellenistic’ House was occupied for only a handful of decades, and soon after 
its last extensive rebuilding was destroyed by an earthquake, never to be rebuilt again.5

The main subject of the paper is to present the uncovered architectural structures, 
rooms, compartments and layout of the residence. Detailed issues of building technology, 
water installations, wall-paintings, mosaics, as well as the interpretation of the functions of 
particular rooms and their equipment are not the topic of this article, although some references 
in this respect will be presented. The dating of the analysed last phase of the ‘Hellenistic’ 
House is based mainly on studies of pottery and other small objects, as analysis of the 
architectural remains does not provide a precise chronological framework (see also below).6

THE INSULA OF THE ‘HELLENISTIC’ HOUSE

The ‘Hellenistic’ House was located in a rather densely build up area composed of wealthy 
houses and relatively narrow streets, approximately 5m wide.7 It was built within a longi-
tudinal insula with its longer axis running east-west and the shorter one north-south. 
It occupied about 75% of the insula’s area on its western side (Fig. 2).

5 Meyza et al. 2017.
6 The elaboration of many of the initially outlined threads in this article will be discussed in detail in the 

planned the monograph of the ‘Hellenistic’ House.
7 Daszewski 1994: 109.

2. Plan of the Paphian residences (Drawing: S. Medeksza, A. Brzozowska-Jawornicka, M. Słowińska).
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The edifi ce was delimited by three streets: the 10 from the west, the A from the north 
and the A’ from the south.8 Another, at least partly contemporary(?) building, the so-called 
Early Roman House, was erected in the eastern quarter of the insula. The border between 
the two houses runs between rooms 4, 7 and 6 of the Early Roman House and rooms 18N, 
18S, 19, 19S, 24 and 25 of the ‘Hellenistic’ House (Fig. 3). The orientation of both houses 
is the same, i.e. their walls and general layout are similar, which may indicate that originally 
the insula had been built with one larger homogeneous structure that was subsequently 
subdivided into two independent units.9

As mentioned above, the ‘Hellenistic’ House was fatally ruined by an earthquake.10 
Several new buildings were erected on its ruins (Figs 2–3). Shortly afterwards, in the 
second half of the second century ൺൽ the whole northern part of the House, was built up 
with the Villa of Theseus.11 The destruction was almost complete, as foundations of the 
Villa were laid below those of the ‘Hellenistic’ House and did not follow the layout of 
the older edifi ce. The only remnants that survived were small fragments of the foundations 
preserved deep beneath the fl oors of the Villa and uncovered in several trenches.12

Similarly to the Villa of Theseus built over the northern part of the ‘Hellenistic’ House, 
the Roman House was erected above its south-western part, probably at a comparable time, 
i.e. in the second half of the second century ൺൽ. The fundamental diff erence between the 
Villa of Theseus and the Roman House in the context of the ‘Hellenistic’ House, besides 
the scale of the houses, lies in the use of the structures of the latter: the Villa’s layout is 
completely new, in contrast to the Roman House where at least parts of the preserved older 
walls were incorporated into the new construction.13

Much later, another structure emerged on the ruins of the ‘Hellenistic’ House: the 
so-called Byzantine wall was built over the north-eastern rooms of the edifi ce.14

Many of the ruined walls of the ‘Hellenistic’ House were removed in antiquity providing 
a source of building material for the Maloutena region.15 The undeveloped space of the 
former ‘Hellenistic’ House, especially the area of its Main Courtyard was transformed 

8 Daszewski 1994: 108–109; 1997: 118–120; Daszewski et al. 2010: 512; Karageorghis 1989: 834; Meyza 
et al. 2011: 289, 293; Młynarczyk 1990: 173–174.

9 Daszewski 1996: 97; 1998: 125; Daszewski et al. 2008: 515–517; Daszewski et al. 2010: 509. There 
are also other proofs that the insula in question was most probably densely built-up before the erection of the 
‘Hellenistic’ House. Excavations conducted within its Main Courtyard uncovered remains of structures older 
than the last phase of the ‘Hellenistic’ House, among others remnants of two rectangular basins and a much 
smaller round pool (see e.g.: Daszewski 1994: 102–103; Daszewski et al. 2004: 290; 2008: 515–517; Meyza et al. 
2011: 291; 2012: 418–420; 2017: 399–417; Romaniuk 2017). The exact relations between the last phase of the 
‘Hellenistic’ House and the earlier structures built in the same area require further studies.

10 Traces of earthquake are visible in almost every room of the ‘Hellenistic’ House, hence all the archaeo-
logical reports refer to seismic events. Selected literature: Daszewski 1991: 82; 1994: 101–102; Meyza 2015: 
447–448.

11 Daszewski 1985; Medeksza 1992: 5, 17, 24, 30.
12 Daszewski 1995: 69–72, Fig. 2; Daszewski et al. 2007: 403; 2008: 511.
13 Daszewski 1993: 93; 1994: 105, 107–109; 1995: 72; 1996: 92; Meyza et al. 2017: 417–419.
14 Daszewski et al. 2007: 403; 2008: 511.
15 Daszewski 1993: 93.
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into rubble, where construction debris from the ruins of the destroyed buildings, particu-
larly from the area of the future Villa of Theseus, was stored. These remains contained 
many plain blocks as well as fragments of architectural decoration and served as a ware-
house for easy-to-get building material for the newly built edifi ces in that part of Nea 
Paphos. The architectural decorative elements were reused rather rarely according to 
their nature, i.e. they were re-cut to a new shape and/or embedded into the walls of the 
subsequent buildings.

However, the uncovered remains of the walls, fl oors and fragments of the technical 
infrastructure of the ‘Hellenistic’ House, as well as pieces of the architectural decoration 
found in the areas of its two courtyards and identifi ed as belonging to the original embel-
lishment of the House, allowed us to recreate to a certain degree the genuine architectural 
form of some parts of the residence.

SPATIAL ARRANGEMENT OF THE ‘HELLENISTIC’ HOUSE

The ‘Hellenistic’ House covered an area of around 2,280m2, with 76m on the east-west axis 
and 30m on north-south one. The House was built up around several courtyards (Fig. 3), 
each one placed in another part of the edifi ce. The Main Courtyard (HH1) lies in the central 
part of the residence. The Western Courtyard (HH13) is much smaller and was erected as 
an atrium. In the eastern part of the House at least two courtyards were designed: room 
30 in the north and room 8E in the south.

The courtyard was a crucial functional and compositional element of a typical resi-
dence layout in Graeco-Roman society for several reasons. Firstly, it was surrounded by 
rooms and therefore provided access to diff erent parts of the house. Secondly, it supplied 
the interior of the residence with air, light and water collected in basins or cisterns, as 
well as ensuring privacy and tranquillity for the residents.16 The ‘Hellenistic’ House is no 
exception to this rule.

Pൾඋංඌඍඒඅൾ ඈൿ ඍඁൾ ‘Hൾඅඅൾඇංඌඍංർ’ Hඈඎඌൾ (HH1–4)

The Main Courtyard (HH1) of the ‘Hellenistic’ House lies in the central part of the resi-
dence (Figs 3–5). During many years of excavations its area was completely uncovered 
to show an open courtyard surrounded by three porticoes from the west, south and east. 
Behind the western and eastern porticoes there were other rooms of the residence, while 
the southern portico bordered directly with street A’. The destruction of the northern part 
of the ‘Hellenistic’ House17 hinders reconstruction of the courtyard’s form, but the unearthed 
southern part with the adjacent rooms, the preserved pieces of architectural decoration and 

16 Ellis 2000: 136–137; Jashemski et al. 2018: 341–481; Wallace-Hadrill 1997: 231.
17 Meyza et al. 2017.
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fragments of foundations uncovered in the Villa of Theseus18 allow us to propose some 
hypotheses concerning the original form of this courtyard.

The preserved part, including the porticoes, is 432m2, i.e. 24m (W-E) by 18m (N-S). 
The courtyard’s open area measures 15.6m (W-E) by 14.35m (N-S), i.e. 224m2. The widths 
of the western, southern and eastern porticoes are: almost 4m, 3.2m and 3.1m respectively.19

The beaten fl oor made of green clay (khonnos) was found inside the southern portico.20 The 
other porticoes were presumably paved with fl oors of the same type, while the open area 
of the courtyard was fi lled with a thick layer of fertile soil, which may indicate the exis-

18 Daszewski 1995: 69–72, Fig. 2.
19 Daszewski 1990: 35; 1992a: 65; Karageorghis 1989: 834.
20 Meyza 2015: 446–447.

4. Peristyle of the ‘Hellenistic’ House: supports of the porticoes (Drawing: A. Brzozowska-Jawornicka).
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tence of a garden there,21 an arrangement known from courtyards of other Graeco-Roman 
residences, e.g. in Greece.22

Many pieces of architectural decoration were found in the courtyard which, as mentioned 
above, had been transformed into rubble after the destruction of the ‘Hellenistic’ House. 
Some of these fragments were identifi ed as parts of the original structures of the courtyard.23

The eastern portico (HH2) turned out to be the best preserved of all the courtyards: it 
collapsed towards the west into the courtyard and its fragments were left there to be exca-
vated. Seven columns creating the southern part of the colonnade were found. The northern 
side was removed during the erection of the Villa of Theseus. The portico was composed 
of slightly simplifi ed Ionic columns, with plain shafts, measuring 2.94m in height with 
a diameter of 38cm and spaced approximately every 1.8m. A stone balustrade was mounted 
between the columns, which were crowned with an entablature probably made of unpre-
served wooden architraves and plain slabs imitating simplifi ed cornice.24

21 Daszewski 1994: 103–104; Meyza et al. 2017.
22 Bonini 2006: 62–65.
23 Brzozowska-Jawornicka forthcoming.
24 Brzozowska-Jawornicka forthcoming; Karageorghis 1988: 837; 1989: 834; Meyza 2015: 444.

5. Peristyle of the ‘Hellenistic’ House: reconstructed southern part of the eastern Ionic portico (Phot. A. Brzozowska-
Jawornicka).
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The southern portico (HH3) was almost completely destroyed and its fragments were 
subsequently removed including slabs from the stylobate. However, a few pieces of columns 
were excavated around this area. Five capitals allowed us to establish that the colonnade 
had been erected in a slightly simplifi ed Doric order25 and was equal to the Ionic portico 
in terms of the columns’ height and, consequently, most likely its intercolumniation 
and entablature.26

The two porticoes were connected by a shared corner support in the form of a composite 
heart-shaped pillar crowned with two halves of capitals – Doric and Ionic.27

Another set of decorative architectural fragments found within the Main Courtyard 
constitutes the basis for the reconstruction of the western portico (HH4): an anta base 
preserved in situ on the southern corner of the portico stylobate; a column’s base with 
mouldings similar to those of the anta base, and four capitals of the size matching the 
bases, two belonging originally to antae and a pair of crowning columns.28 Analysis of 
these fi nds proved that: fi rstly, it was erected in the Corinthian order in a special variation 
known from the territory of the Ptolemaic Kingdom and called the Alexandrian style;29 
secondly, the columns measured around 5.7m in height with a diameter of 53cm, so they 
were much higher than the eastern and southern ones.30 The intercolumniation and entab-
lature of this portico are unknown.

It is worth emphasising that the western portico was highlighted by various design 
features: it was wider and higher than the southern and eastern porticoes and it was erected 
in the Corinthian order, the most decorative of all styles. Such a rich architectural frame of 
this particular portico, far more imposing than the others, was due to the fact that the most 
important room of the whole ‘Hellenistic’ House – the residence reception hall (HH10; 
see below) – was placed behind it.

Regarding the northern missing side of its Main Courtyard, a trench that was opened in 
room 29 in the Villa of Theseus, north of the uncovered part of the courtyard, revealed the 
presence of three walls of west-east axes that could be identifi ed as the foundation of walls 
or structures belonging to the ‘Hellenistic’ House. It has been suggested that the northern-
most of these walls could have belonged to the northern portico of the Main Courtyard.31

Subsequent fragments of the architectural decoration excavated in the area of the Main 
Courtyard constituted an additional source of information concerning its northern missing 
part. A set of about forty small pieces of literally crushed capitals was found within the 
rubble. They were identifi ed as parts of the so-called blocked-out capitals, derivative 

25 Daszewski 1992a: 65; Meyza 2015: 445–446.
26 Brzozowska-Jawornicka forthcoming.
27 Brzozowska-Jawornicka forthcoming; Daszewski 1990: 35; Karageorghis 1989: 834.
28 Brzozowska-Jawornicka forthcoming; Daszewski 1990: 35; 1992b: 253–254; Papageorghiou 1990: 997, 

Fig. 97; Meyza et al. 2014: 399–400, Fig. 12.
29 Brzozowska-Jawornicka forthcoming; Papageorghiou 1990: 977.
30 Daszewski 1991: 83; Meyza et al. 2014: 400; 2017: 399–401.
31 Daszewski 1995: 69–72, Fig. 2.
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of the Corinthian capitals resembling Nabatean capitals type 1.32 The reconstructed form 
of the missing capitals permits establishing two crucial features of the northern side of the 
Main Courtyard. Firstly, their size was similar to the Corinthian capitals from the western 
portico, which proves that both were equal in height. Secondly, the particular attributes 
of these fragments, especially the occurrence of two variants of the capitals’ corners and 
their twist, points to a very unusual form of engaged support: a half-column on a pilaster. 
Such a kind of support makes the northern side of the Main Courtyard a pseudo-portico 
instead of a classical one.33

Generally, the main courtyard of affl  uent ancient Roman residences was usually designed 
as a peristyle,34 i.e. an extensive square or rectangular open space surrounded by roofed 
colonnades.35 The porticoes protected the residents against rain and provided shadow in 
the hot climate. The peristyle usually had at least one axis of symmetry emphasising the 
residence’s important areas, e.g. the main room or the entrance. The main courtyard was 
also an area where the owner of the house could demonstrate his position in society by 
e.g. rich architectural embellishment. So, were these classical features of a standard peri-
style present in the Main Courtyard of the ‘Hellenistic’ House?

The courtyard was surrounded by porticoes to the west, south and east, and a pseudo-
portico to the north. Such an arrangement makes the courtyard a peristyle, although court-
yards with pseudo-porticoes are sometimes called pseudo-peristyles. They were usually 
designed in smaller houses with no space for a more spacious courtyard with porticoes, 
e.g. in ancient Alexandria with a very dense urban layout.36

Establishing the form of the northern side of the courtyard, i.e. a continuous wall with 
engaged supports, does not defi ne the position of this structure within the residence, and 
as a consequence the layout of the courtyard. If we assume that the northern-most of 
three above-mentioned walls uncovered below room 29 of the Villa of Theseus was in 
fact the foundations of the northern pseudo-portico, the open area of the courtyard would 
have been rectangular and measured around 20.5m from north to south and 15.6m from 
east to west. Therefore, its east-west axis of symmetry would have been shifted by about 
2.5m to the north in relation to the symmetry axis of the reception hall (HH10) located 
behind the western portico. As classical architects preferred symmetry, such an arrange-
ment seems rather unlikely.

However, if we assume that the courtyard and the reception hall followed the same 
symmetry axis, we may theoretically calculate the position of the potential foundations 
of the northern missing pseudo-portico and the width of the open area of the courtyard: 
it would have also been rectangular, but measured around 14.5m from north to south. 

32 Meyza 2015: 450–451; Brzozowska-Jawornicka forthcoming.
33 Brzozowska-Jawornicka forthcoming.
34 Medeksza 1992: 42–43.
35 Hales 2003: 208–209.
36 Selected literature: Majcherek 1995; 1997: 22–30, Figs 1–2; 2000: 32–34, Fig. 5; McKenzie 2007: 150, 

180–183, 210, Figs 309, 310a.
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The location of the foundations of the pseudo-portico would have been directly below 
the southern outer wall of the Villa of Theseus, which could potentially explain the lack 
of preserved remains removed during the construction of the later residence. This second 
hypothesis and, consequently, the axis of the courtyard are confi rmed at the other end of 
the peristyle: the east end of this axis was accentuated by a delicate widening of the eastern 
portico central span.

The course of the second symmetry axis of the peristyle, the north-south, does not raise 
any doubts, as the width of the courtyard is defi ned by the western and eastern porticoes’ 
stylobates. However, the exact arrangements of the southern and northern sides of the 
courtyard remain unknown. We may only speculate whether that axis was also underlined 
by some architectural means, perhaps similar to those from the eastern portico, i.e. by 
emphasising the central spans of the Doric portico and the pseudo-portico.

An indirect confi rmation of such an arrangement in the southern portico is the position 
of a wide threshold with holes for hinge door pins in the middle of the external wall of the 
Doric portico. As mentioned above, the outer wall of this portico also constituted the southern 
elevation of the ‘Hellenistic’ House on street A’. Perhaps the wider intercolumniation of 
the Doric portico central span had its refl ection in the position of the main entrance to the 
residence. Placing the main gate to the House next to its Main Courtyard and reception 
hall seems to have been preferred in Graeco-Roman architecture37 and therefore highly 
possible. Unfortunately, the southern wall was almost completely removed in antiquity: 
only the lowest layers containing the threshold survived. Consequently, the form and scale 
of the residence main gate remain unknown.

Another intriguing feature of the residence peristyle is the height of its porticoes. 
The western and northern ones were signifi cantly higher than the other two, as mentioned 
above. Such a confi guration, with one portico of a peristyle higher than the others, was 
described by Vitruvius and named the ‘Rhodian peristyle’.38 It is known, among other 
things, from rich residences in Greece, e.g. the Casa Romana on Kos39 or Cyrenaica, 
e.g. the Domus of Great Peristyle, Domus of Giason Magnus, or Casa della Quattro Sta -
gioni.40 The Main Courtyard of the ‘Hellenistic’ House seems to be an unusual example 
of this form.

The arrangement of the courtyard of the ‘Hellenistic’ House with its north-western 
half, composed of the blocked-out pseudo-portico and the Corinthian portico, almost 
twice as high as the south-eastern half, consisting of the Doric and Ionic porticoes, would 
look rather odd and certainly would not follow the ancient architectural canon. The intro-
duction of the upper fl oor above the lower southern and eastern porticoes could be the 
solution: all the sides of the courtyard would have the same height, only the western and 
northern parts would be designed as a single high portico and pseudo-portico and on the 

37 E.g. Roman houses in Greece (Bonini 2006: 44).
38 Vitr., De arch. VI.7.3.
39 Bonini 2006: 298–300.
40 Pensabene, Gasparini 2020; Rekowska 2020; Stucchi 1975: 217–218, 297–299, 309, Figs 306–307, 320.
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eastern and southern sides there would be two storeys: porticoes with galleries leading 
to further rooms.41

The peristyle of the ‘Hellenistic’ House seems to have been a unique architectural master-
piece: a garden42 surrounded by four diff erent structures: a high portico and pseudo-portico, 
and two lower porticoes topped with galleries, each of the four erected in a diff erent archi-
tectural order. The courtyard constituted the offi  cial space of the residence and was used 
as a principal meeting place linking all the rooms surrounding it, including the reception 
hall and the main entrance.

Tඁൾ ඍൾඍඋൺඌඍඒඅඈඌ (HH13, HH26)

The second courtyard (HH13, HH26) of the ‘Hellenistic’ House was situated in the western 
part of the residence (Figs 3, 6–7, 9) and designed as practically square: 10.15m (E-W) 
by 9.8m (N-S). During archaeological works uncovering the courtyard the perimeter walls 
were not the only parts excavated, but also an impluvium and many fragments of architec-
tural decoration and pieces of structural elements, which, just as in case of the peristyle, 
permitted reconstructing the form of the courtyard in question.

The impluvium located in the centre of the courtyard corresponded to its shape: it 
was also almost square with a side around 3m wide, leaving free space of equal width all 
around. The basin was bordered with low wide stone slabs, one of which is visible in the 
south-western corner (Fig. 7). A hydraulic fl oor with a pipe outlet was installed inside 
the pool several centimetres below the level of the courtyard.43

Four columns were erected in the corners of the impluvium, four bases of which have 
survived in situ and two drums of a shaft with a capital were found lying outside the basin, 
in the north-western corner of the courtyard. Two drums of the north-western column 
created the lower part of a smooth shaft with at least one drum missing. The shaft was 
characterised by slight convergence.44

The capital of the column that was found next to the drums is a pseudo-Ionic blocked-out 
capital, derivative of the Ionic order. So far, it is the only known example of such a type 
on Cyprus and very rare in the Eastern Mediterranean. The best examples of such capitals 
are known from the Deir and the Palace Tomb from Petra, although there are minor diff er-
ences between the Cypriot capital and its counterparts from Nabataea.45

Analysis of the preserved parts of the column allowed Henryk Meyza to estimate its height 
at almost 4m. Such a height and the proportions of the Paphian column in  comparison with 

41 Karageorghis 1988: 837; Meyza 2015: 444–445.
42 Daszewski 1994: 103–104; Meyza et al. 2017.
43 Brzozowska-Jawornicka 2019: 57–60; Meyza et al. 2012: 413–414.
44 Brzozowska-Jawornicka 2019: 60; Meyza et al. 2012: 413–414.
45 Brzozowska 2016; Brzozowska-Jawornicka 2019: 60; McKenzie 1990: 100–102, 117, 160, 162–164, 

167, 184; 2001: 100–102; Meyza et al. 2012: 413.
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6. Tetrastylos of the ‘Hellenistic’ House: theoretical reconstruction (Drawing: A. Brzozowska-Jawornicka).

7. Tetrastylos of the ‘Hellenistic’ House: remains of the impluvium with one column (Phot. A. Brzozowska-Jawornicka).
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a classical Ionic column or the Nabataean columns crowned with pseudo-Ionic blocked-out 
capitals makes the Paphian column rather squat.46

Apart from the fragments of the column, a set of other construction elements belonging 
to the same architectural ensemble was excavated in the western courtyard. It contained: 
blocks of a simplifi ed Doric frieze, fragments of a crowning cornice and pieces of small 
cornices. Unfortunately, all these blocks were in a poor state of preservation.

Nine blocks of frieze embellished with triglyphs and plain metopes were preserved, 
none of them was a corner block.47 The design of the frieze diff ers slightly from the clas-
sical canon,48 e.g. the bottom of the frieze is terminated with a sharp edge. The lowest 
part of the frieze decoration could have been shifted to the architraves, but this cannot 
be confi rmed as no fragments of architraves were excavated. However, such a solution 
is highly probable as there are many analogies known from the Eastern Mediterranean.49

The blocks of frieze were not only decorative, but primarily constituted structural 
elements of the upper storey ceiling as cuboid sockets were carved in their back upper 
part. They were originally supporting unpreserved wooden ceiling beams.

Eleven fragments of the Corinthianising crowning cornice, including two inner corners 
with crossed decoration, were also found in the vicinity of the impluvium. They were deco-
rated with fl at grooved modillions alternating with square hollow ones. Such decoration 
constitutes an example typical of the already mentioned Alexandrian style, very popular 
across the entire Eastern Mediterranean.50

Just like the frieze blocks, the elements of the cornice were not only decorative, but 
had also a utilitarian function: a sima, i.e. a gutter for rainwater, was carved in their outer 
surface. Two corner blocks were also equipped with outlets designed to convey water from 
the gutter. The cornice with the sima was covered with a thick layer of hydraulic mortar.

Forty fragments of small cornices including four inner corners constituted the last part 
of the architectural embellishment from the western courtyard. As their upper surface is 
smooth and slightly convex, they may have served as a handrail of a balustrade.

Apart from pieces of architectural decoration, massive stone slabs were excavated 
around the impluvium.

A detailed analysis of the western courtyard layout, as well as all the blocks found there, 
permitted a reconstruction of its structure.51 It seems that the courtyard was an atrium with 

46 Brzozowska-Jawornicka 2019: 64–66.
47 Meyza et al. 2012: 414.
48 Vitr., De arch. IV.2.
49 McKenzie 2001: 103–105; 2007: 58, Fig. 74; 65, Figs 91, 94b; Pensabene 1993: Pls 2.9, 9.62–63, 

99.949; Stucchi 1975: 204, Fig. 195; Vanderstar 1997: Pls DC3–4, DA2, DF1, MK3, DA1, DF2, DF3; Wright 
1992: 47, Fig. 2.

50 McKenzie 1990: 93–94; 2007: 87–89, Figs 139–140; Meyza et al. 2012: 414; Pensabene 1993: 99–103, 
Pls 6.33–34, 92–99, 101.960–965, 131–133, 135.

51 Brzozowska-Jawornicka 2019.
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four columns supporting the ceiling of the upper storey. Such a form – called by Vitruvius 
a tetrastylos – was common in residences of the Graeco-Roman world. It usually had an 
impluvium collecting water in the middle and a compluvium above it which let in light and 
rainwater. All the features are present in the western courtyard of the ‘Hellenistic’ House, 
although with some diff erences, e.g. its plan was square, not rectangular.52

The tetrastylos was composed of four columns crowned with pseudo-Ionic blocked-out 
capitals which were carrying unpreserved wooden architraves, a simplifi ed Doric frieze and 
a Corinthianising cornice. Such an arrangement mixing elements of diff erent architectural 
orders in one architectural ensemble is another feature typical of the Alexandrian style.53

The entablature resting on the columns served as a support for the ceiling used as a utili-
tarian terrace. Its construction was composed of unpreserved wooden beams which were 
supported by the perimeter walls of the courtyard on the outer side and the frieze blocks on 
the inner side of the atrium. The massive stone slabs were resting on the beams. Covered 
with hydraulic mortar they created a waterproof fl oor of the terrace. The compluvium 
was protected by an unpreserved wooden balustrade with a stone handrail made of small 
cornices. The rainwater from the terrace was collected by the gutter and directed to the 
impluvium and possibly to other water tanks placed in the area of the Western Courtyard.54

Two staircases provided access to the terrace located on the second storey: the fi rst 
situated next to the north-western corner of the atrium (HH28N) and the second on its 
opposite side beside the south-eastern corner (HH11). Traces of several doors are visible 
in the perimeter walls of the courtyard proving that it was linked with the adjacent rooms 
(described below), providing them with air and serving as a light-well, an arrangement 
typical of a Roman house.55

In a Roman house an atrium was usually connected to a vestibule and a gate linking 
a residence ‘for men of rank’, as Vitruvius wrote,56 with a street. Since the western courtyard 
is placed near the corner of streets 10 and A’, it seems reasonable to assume that another 
entrance to the ‘Hellenistic’ House was in one of the rooms situated south and east of the 
courtyard, perhaps using the staircase situated in room 28N described below. So far, this 
assumption has not been confi rmed by archaeological evidence, although, fi rstly, the research 
is not yet fi nished, and secondly, the western part of the residence, just like the rest of the 
‘Hellenistic’ House, was severely ruined, which may distort reconstruction of its functional 
and spatial arrangement.

52 Vitr., De arch. VI.3.1. Square atria in a tetrastylos form were often designed in the eastern Roman prov-
inces, e.g. in Greece (Papaioannou 2010: 90, 112, Fig. 33).

53 McKenzie 1990: 93–94; 2007: 87–89, Figs 139–140; Pensabene 1993: 99–103, Pls 6.33–34, 92–99, 
101.960–965, 131–133, 135. The strong Alexandrian infl uence was also confi rmed by the metrological studies 
which proved that not only artistic traditions originated in the Ptolemaic Egypt were present in the ‘Hellenistic’ 
House, but also the Ptolemaic system of measures was used to design the residence (Brzozowska-Jawornicka, 
Kubicka-Sowińska 2021).

54 Daszewski 1992a: 64–65; Meyza et al. 2012: 412–413.
55 Ellis 2000: 136–137; Wallace-Hadrill 1997: 231.
56  Vitr., De arch. VI.5.2–3.
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Courtyards similar to the tetrastylos from the ‘Hellenistic’ House can be found, among 
other places, in numerous Roman houses in Greece, e.g. ‘Villa’ Romana in Corinth,57 
although usually they were not crowned with a utilitarian terrace on the upper fl oor. Many 
of them served as a vestibule or a reception area connected with an entrance to a residence 
(e.g. in the ‘Palace of Nero’ at Olympia),58 which also confi rms, indirectly, a possible gate 
located next to the tetrastylos of the ‘Hellenistic’ House.

Tඁൾ ൾൺඌඍൾඋඇ ർඈඎඋඍඒൺඋൽඌ (HH8E ൺඇൽ HH30)

In the south-eastern corner of the ‘Hellenistic’ House, almost next to its eastern border 
wall, a small courtyard (HH8E) was designed in the form of oblong rectangular open space 
(around 6.5m from west to east, and 2.6m from north to south) preceded on the south-west
side by a smaller rectangular compartment (HH8S; Figs 3, 8, 10). The latter directly borders 
street A’ and probably served as a vestibule since in its southern wall traces of a wide 
threshold were found, a part of an entrance leading from the street.59

The small courtyard was paved with a pebble fl oor set in lime mortar, in some spots 
replaced by irregular marble slabs. This open area without any special architectural deco-
ration provided access to several adjacent rooms in the north and east, what is proved by 
mortises for wooden door jambs in its walls.60

The vestibule (HH8S), placed between the courtyard 8E and street A’ was divided into 
two parts. The eastern, larger one took the form of a ramp situated on the axis of the door 
leading to the street. The ramp enabled descending from the higher level of the street to 
the courtyard located about 0.5m below.61 The western side of the vestibule, bordering with 
a big latrine (HH8), constituted a narrow passage with a channel and remains of seats, 
apparently serving as a small toilet.62

Room 30 (Figs 3, 8) was almost completely destroyed by the southern part of the great 
hall of the Villa of Theseus (VT39). Its identifi cation as a north-eastern courtyard seems to 
be corroborated by the layout of that part of the ‘Hellenistic’ House: it provided light, air 
and access to rooms situated there, both those excavated and those completely damaged 
in the north-eastern part of residence.

Judging by the lack of any architectural embellishment, except for the pebble fl oor set 
in lime mortar, the eastern courtyards must have served purely domestic use providing 
light and air to the rooms distributed around and in the case of the south-eastern courtyard 
(HH8E) linking the eastern part of the ‘Hellenistic’ House with street A’.

57 Bonini 2006: 56–59, 318–319.
58 Papaioannou 2010: 92.
59 Meyza et al. 2011: 291–293; 2014: 400.
60 Daszewski 1996: 93–95; 1997: 115–117; 1998: 123–124; Meyza et al. 2011: 291–293.
61 Daszewski 1996, 93–95; 1997: 113–115; 1998: 123.
62 Daszewski 1996: 95.
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Rඈඈආඌ ൺඇൽ ർඈආඉൺඋඍආൾඇඍඌ (HH5–12, HH14–25, HH27–28, HH31–33)

In the eastern half of the ‘Hellenistic’ House (Figs 3, 8) communication between rooms was 
enabled by three courtyards: the main one (HH1), specifi cally its eastern portico (HH2) and 
northern pseudo-portico (unpreserved), and the two eastern courtyards, the north-eastern 
(HH30) and the south-eastern (HH8E).

Four large rooms (HH5, 6N, 6 and 7) were designed behind the preserved part of the 
Ionic portico. Remains of painted plaster decoration were uncovered on walls of rooms 5 and 
6N.63 The considerable size and location of these rooms next to the Main Courtyard 
of the residence, as well as richly decorated interior suggest that they had rather an 
offi  cial function.64

63 Daszewski 1991: 82–83; 1995: 67–69; 1999: 163; Daszewski et al. 2008: 511; Karageorghis 1987: 683; 
1988: 837.

64 Daszewski 1999: 163–165.

8. Relics of the ‘Hellenistic’ House: eastern part (Phot. M. Jawornicki).
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Two southern rooms (HH6 and HH7) were paved with large rectangular slabs sealed 
with waterproof mortar and their walls were plastered. Remains of a possible staircase 
were preserved next to the north-eastern wall of room 6. It could have provided access to 
the second storey of the eastern part of the ‘Hellenistic’ House. Cisterns and water instal-
lations uncovered in rooms 6 and 7 prove that the rooms in question may have served as 
washrooms or a laundry, the more so as a latrine (HH8) lies next to them (Figs 8, 10). 
The size of a presumed washrooms/laundry indicates that it was designed for at least ten 
users at a time,65 probably for residents of the ‘Hellenistic’ House and their guests gathered 
within the Main Courtyard.

Between the rooms directly bordering the Ionic portico and two eastern courtyards, 
two rows (W-E) of rooms were situated (HH10E, 14, 16, 18N 18S and, HH9E, 15, 17, 
19, 19S) with fl oors made of tamped earth mixed with lime. The rooms next to the Ionic 
portico and those to the east of them were connected by at least one, although a surprisingly 
narrow, door linking rooms 9E and 6.66 The bigger rooms 10E, 14, 16 and 18, subdivided 
by the so-called Byzantine wall, were adjacent to the north-eastern courtyard (HH30) and 
the smaller ones, 9E, 15, 17 and 19, bordered with the south-eastern courtyard (HH8E). 
The two rows of rooms were also linked by doors.67 A sort of a passage (HH19S) and 
room 24 led from room 8E eastward.68 A stone table excavated in room 25 proves that the 
eastern side of the House had a domestic character.69

In the western part of the ‘Hellenistic’ House (Figs 3, 9) rooms were organised between 
the western portico (HH4) and the northern pseudo-portico (unpreserved) of the peristyle 
(HH1), as well as around the tetrastylos (HH13, HH26) and a corridor (HH29).

The reception hall (HH10), situated behind the western portico of the Main Courtyard, 
was the biggest and the most important room in the whole residence. Its design followed the 
majority of the Vitruvian rules: as a room where the owner of the residence hosted his 
 offi  cial guests, the reception hall must have been properly arranged and equipped to underline 
the social position of the family. The room was rectangular with a longer east-west axis. 
As suggested above, the Main Courtyard was organised around the same axis, so we can 
assume that they were designed as a harmonious and complete composition. Therefore, 
it seems logical that the entrance to the reception hall situated in the middle of its shorter 
side should have been emphasised by an appropriate architectural frame, e.g. a widening 
of the central span in the portico situated on the same axis. Unfortunately, due to the poor 
state of preservation it is impossible to verify this assumption. On the other hand, the 
importance and rank of the reception hall was clearly underlined by the form and scale of 
the preceding portico: the Corinthian portico, the highest and the most decorative of the 

65 Daszewski 1990: 35; 1991: 82–83; 1992a: 66; 1995: 69; 1996: 93; 1999: 163–167; Papageorghiou 
1990: 975.

66 Daszewski 1999: 167; Daszewski et al. 2007: 403–405.
67 Daszewski et al. 2007: 405.
68 Daszewski 1998: 124.
69 Meyza et al. 2011: 291–293.
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entire residence. The interior of the reception hall was richly decorated with wall-paintings 
characterised by intense colours and a white mosaic-fl oor of irregular fragments of pebbles 
surrounded by a black border,70 perhaps similar to the magnifi cent Room B at the Terrace 
House I in Ephesus.71

A smaller room (HH12), with a lime mortar fl oor, was uncovered north of the reception 
hall. Although its northern side was completely destroyed,72 it seems likely that it was opened 
towards the western portico. Along the southern wall of the reception hall (HH10), a long 
corridor (HH29) was designed providing access to rooms on its northern (HH10 and HH11) 
and southern side (HH9, HH9W and RH3, RH1 and RH2). The latter were damaged or at 

70 Daszewski 1990b: 35; 1991: 83–84; 1992: 253; 1993: 88; Papageorghiou 1990: 975–977. The wall 
paintings and the mosaic were analysed by Wiktor A. Daszewski shortly after their discovery when the newly 
uncovered residence was dated to the Hellenistic period. At that time it seemed logical that the decoration of 
the House resembled the fi rst style of the Pompeian painting. Afterwards no one continued Daszewski’s studies 
or questioned his conclusions, although in the light of the new dating of the ‘Hellenistic’ House a re-analysis 
of the wall-paintings and mosaics would certainly be advisable.

71 Gros 2006: 221, Fig. 247.
72 Daszewski 1992a: 64.

9. Relics of the ‘Hellenistic’ House: western part (Phot. M. Jawornicki).
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least covered by the later Roman House, erected there after the destruction of the ‘Helle-
nistic’ House. However, it seems that the layout of the younger building followed the plan 
of the older one. Therefore, a row of rooms stretching between street A’ and corridor 29 
with an access from the side of the latter, could be reconstructed in this part of ‘Hellenistic’ 
House. On its western end the corridor reaches the south-eastern corner of the tetrastylos 
(HH13, HH26). The western end of the Roman House, covering the original rooms of 
the ‘Hellenistic’ House, stretched along the southern side of the tetrastylos. Its layout, 
composed of rooms 2 and 4, most probably duplicated the older structures, although the 
relation between the two houses requires further studies.73

The most elaborate wall-paintings of the entire ‘Hellenistic’ House, executed in the 
al secco technique and very colourful, were found in room 11, which lies between 
the reception hall and the tetrastylos. Such rich paintings emphasize a signifi cant role of 
this room in ‘Hellenistic’ House. Room 11 and tetrastylos were linked by a wide door. The 
fl oors of the whole western part of the ‘Hellenistic’ House, starting with room 11 in the east 
(including the tetrastylos with the adjacent rooms), lies around 0.8m below the level of the 

73 Daszewski 1994: 108–109; Meyza et al. 2012: 416–418. However, due to the poor state of preservation 
of the relics and problems with continuation of the archaeological works next to a path for tourists, the exact 
relation in time between the ‘Hellenistic’ House and the Roman house may never be established.

10. Relics of the ‘Hellenistic’ House: eastern part – latrine (HH8) and entrance (HH8S) (Phot. A. Brzozowska-
Jawornicka).
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fl oors of the rest of the residence. The already mentioned staircase in room 11 could have 
linked two storeys: the level of tetrastylos (-0.8m) with the level of the Main Courtyard 
and the eastern side of the House (0.00m), and even the third storey – the terrace above 
the atrium (+4.24m).

A row of several rooms (HH33, HH20W, HH20E, HH21, HH22, HH23) was designed 
north of the tetrastylos, room 11 and the reception hall (HH10). The rooms, which were 
joined by the doors most probably served as another domestic part of the edifi ce, as remains 
of a table with a deposit of kitchen vessels were found there.74 Although their northern side 
is completely damaged by the southern wall of the Villa of Theseus, it was established 
that the level of their fl oors was similar to that of the tetrastylos,75 with which they were 
connected.76 The remains of another possible staircase, a narrow one, were found leaning 
against the southern wall of room 33.77

The western limits of the ‘Hellenistic’ House were closed with a north-south oriented 
row of rooms (HH33, HH28N, HH28S, HH32 and HH31), stretching between the tetras-
tylos and street 10. In the south-eastern corner of insula, in room 4 of the Roman House 
and rooms 27 and 31 of the ‘Hellenistic’ House, the remains of a hypocaust with a channel 
for gases were uncovered (Fig. 11). Room 32 was identifi ed as a praefurnium, although no 
clear traces of a furnace were found.78 Unfortunately, the very poor state of preservation 
of the hypocaust system, i.e. almost entirely robbed out walls and only partly preserved 
terracotta tiles of the heating space fl oor, makes the reconstruction of the complete heating 
system, as well as the connections between particular rooms, very diffi  cult at the present 
state of research.79 However, the remains testify that terms must have been built in this 
spot. Their relationship with the buildings, especially with the ‘Hellenistic’ House is 
presently unclear.

In the area of compartments numbered 28N, 28 and 28S remains of a very interesting 
staircase were uncovered (Fig. 12). It seems that the stairs, mentioned already in the 
description of tetrastylos above, were designed in three fl ights rising up from the level 
of the tetrastylos and reaching the terrace above it. They started in the northern side of 
room 28N ascending from east to west with fi ve steps to reach the fi rst (unpreserved) 
landing in the north-western corner of the room. Then the next fl ight of the north-south 
middle course of the stairs rose parallel to the adjacent external wall of the room, thereby 
the western outer wall of the whole residence, reaching the second (also unpreserved) 
landing. Two steps of the middle fl ight were found loose. One of these platforms could 
also have served as a vestibule with an entrance linking the western courtyard with street 
10, but there is no clear archaeological evidence of its presence. The third and most 

74 Więch 2017: 446.
75 Daszewski et al. 2010: 509–511.
76 Więch 2017: 440.
77 Daszewski et al. 2010: 511–512; Meyza et al. 2012: 418; 2014: 399.
78 Meyza et al. 2012: 416–418.
79 Daszewski 1994: 108–109; 1995: 72; Meyza et al. 2012: 416–418; 2014: 393–397.
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11. Relics of the ‘Hellenistic’ House: western part – hypocaust system (HH27, HH31, RH4) (Phot. A. Brzozowska-
Jawornicka).

probably the fi nal fl ight of the staircase must have changed its course once again to the 
west-east direction rising east along the southern wall of room 28 and leading to the terrace 
above the tetrastylos.80

Fංඋඌඍ ඌඍඈඋൾඒ

The relics of many staircases were discovered in the eastern and western parts of the ‘Helle-
nistic’ House, proving that the fi rst fl oor was erected on both sides of the residence’s Main 
Courtyard (Fig. 3). It seems that some galleries were designed above the Doric and Ionic 
porticoes of the peristyle, the eastern one leading to rooms placed further east and acces-
sible by the stairs in room 6. The storey above the southern portico was single-bay, as 
behind the gallery there was a wall constituting the southern elevation of the residence next 
to street A’. The western part of the residence, especially the area of the tetrastylos was 
roofed with a utility terrace reachable by at least two staircases, one in room 11, second 
in rooms 28N and 28 (Fig. 12). It is not clear, if the two upper storeys located on both 
sides of the peristyle were connected – the gallery above the southern portico may be an 

80 Meyza et al. 2014: 397–399.
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indirect proof of such an arrangement. Its northern equivalent behind the pseudo-portico, 
as the whole northern part of the House, remains unknown.

Dൾඌඍඋඈඒൾൽ ඇඈඋඍඁൾඋඇ ඉൺඋඍ ඈൿ ඍඁൾ ‘Hൾඅඅൾඇංඌඍංർ’ Hඈඎඌൾ

As has already been emphasised many times, about one third of the ‘Hellenistic’ House 
area was irreversibly destroyed during erection of the Villa of Theseus. Only small frag-
ments of the ‘Hellenistic’ House’s foundations were discovered below the fl oors and 
between the foundations of the Villa.81 An attempt to reconstruct the layout of the House on 
the above-mentioned basis is highly error-prone and may lead to false conclusions. The 
only, so far unexcavated, area which may bring new information about the northern part 
of the ‘Hellenistic’ House is the north-western corner of the insula in question (between 
streets A and 10), where a back courtyard of the Villa of Theseus was located. It was 
left open and empty, hence the conclusion that it served as a garden, and there were no 
constructions that would have destroyed relics of older buildings lying below, specifi cally 
the ‘Hellenistic’ House.

81 Daszewski 1995: 69–72, Fig. 2; Daszewski et al. 2007: 403; 2008: 511.

12. Relics of the ‘Hellenistic’ House: western part – staircase (HH28–28N) (Phot. A. Brzozowska-Jawornicka).
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Bඎංඅൽංඇ ආൺඍൾඋංൺඅඌ ൺඇൽ ඍൾർඁඇංඊඎൾඌ

The ‘Hellenistic’ House was built of blocks obtained in local Paphian quarries of calca-
renite. Such a stone is characterised by weak durability and great absorbency,82 which 
contributed to the rapid erosion and deterioration of the blocks and consequently was 
one of the causes of the destruction of the residence. The ancient builders were aware of 
the poor quality of the building materials and covered the walls with plaster, sometimes 
painted, or elements of architectural decoration with whitewash to strengthen and protect 
their surface.

The structure of the residence walls varies: from massive ashlar constructions bonded 
with lime mortar to small irregular stones connected with earth mortar. Some parts of 
the walls were erected in the opus africanum/incertum technique.83 The foundations also 
consisted of small irregular stones that were usually bound with earth mortar although 
traces of gypsum mortar are also present. They were usually made in the fi ll-in type in 
narrow foundation trenches. Sometimes the foundations were surprisingly shallow and 
because of that, also weak, as in the case of the stylobate of the western portico of the 
Main Courtyard.84

The columns were composed of bases, shafts made of drums of various height, and 
capitals. Like the walls, they were plastered and, in the case of the Corinthian portico, 
painted with bright colours.

No traces of vaults were found in the ‘Hellenistic’ House. The structural partitions of 
the residence storeys must have been fl at and most probably made of wood – the cuboid 
sockets for the unpreserved wooden ceiling beams carved in the frieze blocks from the 
tetrastylos constitute an indirect proof of such a construction, which most probably was 
widely used in the whole residence.

The remains of stair-cases reveal that their construction was made of massive stone 
blocks supported by walls.

The house roof had probably also a wooden structure and was covered with ceramic 
tiles, although, due to the lack of any traces, it is only a supposition.

As mentioned above, there were several types of fl oors in the residence: from fl oors 
made of tamped earth mixed with lime or clay through a pebble fl oor set in lime mortar 
to a mosaic of irregular fragments of pebbles.

Wൺඍൾඋ ංඇඌඍൺඅඅൺඍංඈඇඌ

The remains of a complex system of water installations including horizontal and vertical 
pipes, settling tanks, basins and reservoirs were discovered all over the ‘Hellenistic’ 

82 Calcareous conglomerate, 2.6g/cm3, with grains of c. 2–0.1mm, of a structure resembling sandstone. 
Information obtained from a geologist, Michalina Dzwoniarek-Konieczna.

83 Meyza 2015: 444–445.
84 Daszewski 1991: 83; Meyza et al. 2014: 400; 2017: 399–401.
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House and under the streets surrounding it.85 It seems that water was collected from the 
entire surface of the House’s roofs and courtyards, directed by gutters and downpipes or 
gargoyles to open basins or underground cisterns to be stored and used, especially during 
hot and dry summers. Large quantity of water-tanks prove the great need to accumulate 
and store water brought by aqueducts86 and rainwater in the residence due to the lack of 
drinking water sources in the Maloutena region.

‘HELLENISTIC’ HOUSE IN A WIDER CONTEXT AND CONCLUSIONS

Although the study of the ‘Hellenistic’ House is not yet completed and the residence itself 
is not fully preserved, it is possible to point out some of its basic features and to indicate 
further directions of research concerning its architecture.

The ‘Hellenistic’ House was an urban mansion embedded in the Roman as well as 
the Greek and the Near Eastern tradition. In the eastern provinces of the Roman Empire, 
rich and luxurious townhouses were often called villas, unlike in Italy and in the western 
provinces, where this term meant a farm. Such luxury town-residences of the eastern elite 
with architectural features typical for the rich Graeco-Roman houses, e.g. triclinia, mosaics 
or peristyles are known from e.g. Zeugma, Sepphoris or Tiberias.87 In these terms the 
‘Hellenistic’ House fi ts into the eastern understanding of the concept of the villa.

This large edifi ce was designed around several courtyards – a typical layout of a Graeco-
Roman rich house.88 It bore traces of the artistic infl uences of all the major cultures of the 
Eastern Mediterranean at the turn of the eras: the Greeks, the Near East, the Ptolemaic Egypt 
and the Romans, especially the so-called Alexandrian style. Considering the preserved relics 
of the residence’s architecture, the Main Courtyard arranged as a unique Rhodian pseudo-
peristyle, the western courtyard designed as a tetrastylos and the extravagant architectural 
decoration are the most interesting fi elds of research. Analogies of such a combination of 
a tetrastylos and a peristyle (or a peristyle garden) in one residence are known from the 
eastern provinces of the Roman Empire, e.g. the Terrace House I in Ephesus,89 or the house at 
Patras,90 and prove the wealth and prestige of their inhabitants. The same phenomenon occurs 
with the ‘Hellenistic’ House, whose layout and architectural decoration confi rm the social and 
political status of the residence owner and his attachment to the Graeco-Roman style of life.

The exact function of the particular rooms of the ‘Hellenistic’ House is, with a few 
exceptions, very diffi  cult to establish. Firstly, damage caused by an earthquake and in 
consequence abandonment of the ‘Hellenistic’ House by its residents, robbing out not only 

85 Daszewski 1992a: 65; 1996: 92–93; Daszewski et al. 2010: 511; Meyza et al. 2012: 415–416; 2017: 
401–412; Meyza 2015: 449–450; Romaniuk 2021. The water installations from the Maloutena area including 
those from the ‘Hellenistic’ House are the subject of Marcin Romaniuk research.

86 Romaniuk 2021: 387–389, 392.
87 Rothe 2018: 51; Weiss 2018: 317.
88 Gros 2006: 214.
89 Gros 2006: 220.
90 Papaioannou 2010: 90–91.
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the residence equipment, but even the structural elements like walls, blocks or pieces of 
architectural embellishment, and fi nally the construction of later edifi ces changed permanently 
the House and that is why some information is irretrievably lost. Secondly, according to 
recent research91 rooms in the Graeco-Roman residences were usually multifunctional and 
arranged according to the wishes and needs of their residents. The precise and strict plan 
of a typical ancient house presented e.g. in the Vitruvian treatise was rather an indication 
or an idea that was pursued but seldom achieved. Personal preferences as well as local 
traditions and possibilities were far more important.

So far, about thirty rooms of the ‘Hellenistic’ House have been uncovered, but the 
excavations of the residence and research on its architecture are not yet over. Therefore, 
the exact number of the rooms and their function as well as the spatial arrangement of the 
whole House should be verifi ed, deepened and supplemented with continuous studies.
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