The Great Basilica Baths at Butrint: Archaeological Re-assessment
and Site Management
Final Report
by
Nevila Molla

	
  

1	
  

Content
I. Introduction: the season activities
II. Chronological sequence of the archaeological evidence
1. Period I (Hellenistic Period)
2. Period II (Roman Period)
3. Period III (Late Antique – Medieval Periods)
4. Period IV (Late Medieval/Venetian Period)
III. The Finds
5. Ceramics
6. The assemblage and the sequence
7. Contexts and dating table
8. The trial excavation
9. Other material
10. Coins
IV. Discussion and concluding remarks
List of Illustrations
Bibliography

	
  

2	
  

I. Introduction: the season activities
A team of six experienced and junior archaeologists undertook this study in
the later part of July 2015, with the logistical support of the Institute of Archaeology
and Butrint National Park.1 As set out in its objectives, the project’s primary focus
was essentially two fold. Firstly, it carried out an integrated assessment of the
archaeology of a particularly rich and significant part of Butrint - the area around the
late antique and medieval Great Basilica, which has been subjected to several nonsystematic historical and recent excavations. These have resulted in exposing multiperiod structures and archaeological deposits, but have also created artificial
anomalies in the terrain in the form of open tranches, overhanging sections and holes
cut into the ground to test the archaeological sequence. Most conspicuous in this
respect is the excavation area (dug by N. Ceka and D. Çondi in 2005) to the northwest of the Great Basilica, which has partly exposed the remains of a large Roman
bathhouse, and has resulted in two large trenches (c. 18 m x c. 4.50 m in total, and
maximum depth of 2.00 m). As was proposed, this formed the main study area, where
modern analytical documentation of the bathhouse’s walls, polychrome mosaic
pavement, and accumulated archaeological deposits was undertaken. The data were
then examined in relation to the archaeological evidence in the wider area, including
the structural remains that appear within trenches to the south-west of the Great
Basilica, excavated by Italian Archaeological Mission in the 1930s. As is discussed
below, the survey documented the topographic extent of the Roman bathhouse, its
relation to other buildings of classical and post-classical periods, situated along the
side of one of the main traditional access ways into the town, the transformation of
the area from a public civic space into the town’s main religious centre in Late
Antiquity, its continued use as such in the Middle Ages, and the final rudimentary
building activity in the area in the late Venetian period.
Having established a thorough understanding and documented the archaeology
of the noted areas, the project’s second objective was to respond to the urgent need to
reinstate safety for visitors in this part of the site, and to enable the longevity of the
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exposed archaeological ruins. Particular danger posed the open trench (c. 1.30 m
deep) adjacent to the entrance of the Great Basilica, a major highlight on one of the
site’s main tourist paths. This was backfilled to the level of the current modern tourist
path, after having deployed geotextile and a 0.15 m sand deposit to protect the
archaeological features here. Also, a test pit dug into the deposits that filled the
basilica’s north aisle entrance was backfilled and supported by a drywall, following
standard conservation and maintenance procedures. The other trench in this area of
the bathhouse excavation, where a polychrome mosaic floor is preserved in relatively
good condition was also covered in geotextile and a 0.30 m sand deposit for medium
term protection. Given the presence of the mosaic floor and the considerable height of
the bathhouse walls here, in agreement with the BNP, this trench was left open for
potential future public presentation after long term conservation is undertaken; at
present it is surrounded by a wooden face. The need to resolve the long term safe
maintenance (either through standard backfilling or consolidation) of the ruins
exposed by the trenches and pits to south of the Great Basilica, which were not at the
focus of this project, has been brought to the attention of the BNP.
This report presents a chronological analysis of the archaeological evidence in
the entire surveyed area, and a preliminary interpretation of this area’s topographic
layout and function in each phase. A wider more contextualised interpretation will be
written up as an scientific article for publication within 2016. Unfortunately, little or
no information can be gleaned from the 2005 excavation report with regard to the
relationship between the excavated archaeological deposits and the extant structural
features in areas 1-2/3, although a generic description of their content, consisting
mostly of ceramics, is provided. A selected number of the ceramics, which were
stored in the Park’s archives were re-examined during the 2015 season, and an
analysis of their type and chronology is also included in this report.
II. Chronological sequence of the structural evidence
The bathhouse located in the east area of peninsular Butrint was first identified
by the Italian Archaeological Mission, who encountered the building’s southwest
corner during the excavation the Hellenistic Tower Gate in the late 1930s (Fig. 1). An
excavation carried out in 2005 by Albanian archaeologists, N. Ceka and D. Çondi,
was aimed at obtaining structural evidence that would clearly confirm the presence of
a bathhouse here. In both cases, the authors’ focus was on studying and interpreting
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the classical building complexes, and consequently, little analysis has been provided
on the evidence of the later periods. As always occurs when digging within and
around Butrint, however, the excavation of this area has brought to light a rich
archaeological sequence that includes structures and material culture, whose date
spans from the classical period to the late medieval period. While the focus of this
project was primarily on the archaeology excavated in the north-west bathhouse area
(areas 1-2/3), this report endeavours to describe and analyse the exposed evidence
indiscriminately in terms of its chronology, and in correlation with as much
archaeological data from the adjacent areas (areas 4, 5, and 6) as possible (Fig. 2).
Unfortunately, little or no information can be gleaned from the 2005 excavation report
with regard to the relationship between the excavated archaeological deposits and the
structural features in areas 1-2/3 (nor in areas 4 and 5 excavated in the 1930s),
although a generic description of their content, consisting mostly of ceramics, is
provided.
1. Period I (Hellenistic Period)
Areas 2/3 and 4: Period I, Phase 1
The earliest structural evidence is encountered in Area 2/3 where a segment of
the ancient city wall (203) is still preserved in good condition. It originally extended
further south of this area c. 5.00 m of distance west of the later, Christian Great
Basilica, and it joined a fortified entrance complex, known as the Tower Gate,
(adjacent to Area 4). This wall would have functioned both as a terracing wall as an
outer limit of the Hellenistic settlement. Its maximum surviving height recorded in the
northern area of the bathhouse (Area 2/3) is over 2.00 m high from the present ground
level. It is built of a single line of large ashlar blocks that are worked on the outer
façade only (Fig. 3); it lacks bonding material and abuts directly on the hill slope in a
typical Hellenistic building technique. It is striking that in the space between Area 1
and Area 4, the wall is absent. As will be seen below, these are areas fronted by the
facades of the adjacent buildings, the bathhouse and the Great Basilica. Hence, in
Area 1 the wall was clearly removed to construct the vestibule and allow access into
it; in Area 4, although currently under meters of archaeological deposits, the removed
stretch of the Hellenistic fortification wall would coincide with the entrance into the
Great Basilica.
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2. Period II (Roman Period)
Area 1: Period II, Phase 1
The 2005 excavation of three trenches revealed part of what appear to be two
rooms of a bathhouse, a vestibule (entrance hall) and an apodyterium (undressing
room). In the vestibule (Area 1), the west wall (101) has been fully unearthed and
measures 5.60 m long, while the full dimensions of this room which clearly extends
eastwards are not known as only 4.06 m have been exposed in this direction (Fig. 4).
The west wall, which stands at a maximum height of 1.42 m, was built adjacent to the
Hellenistic city wall described above; it appears that the section that would have
flanked wall 101 has been intentionally removed to allow access into the bathhouse.
Indeed, a large doorway that measures 2.35 m in width opens in the middle of the
west wall providing what would have probably been the main access into the
bathhouse from the west terraced hillside. Bonded into this wall is the north wall
(105), standing at the same height and aligned in an E-W direction for a length of 4.06
m to the excavation section (the complete extent is yet to be uncovered). Its
counterpart in the south has been subjected to later reconstruction (see below) and
only a small segment bonded into wall 101 survives from this early original phase of
the bathhouse vestibule (Fig. 5).
It appears that in this phase the vestibule was bordered in the east by a
stilobate, a low wall topped by columns or piers; a possible indication for this is the
presence of a square pilaster (106), 0.60 m x 0.60 m, bonded into wall 105 and in
alignment with a possible ground print of such wall (107) that runs southwards from
the pilaster and marks a difference of level in the floor of this room. On either side of
the pilaster, flanking it and abutting wall 105, there are low walls (108) that are
contemporary with both the north wall and pilaster in question and would have
functioned as benches. All three walls are of the same width, 0.60 m and bonded into
each other. The north and west walls are pierced by three and two putlog holes
respectively, which are square shape (0.14 m x 0.13 m) and at the same level of
height, a further indication of their contemporaneous construction. These walls were
built in high quality brick masonry known as opus laticeratum, bonded with a
compact pinkish-yellow mortar. Bricks are generally 0.27 m long and 0.03-0.04 m
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thick. As in the case of the Roman brick masonry that characterises other structures in
the area (the nymphaeum, being among the best preserved), the core of the wall is a
mixture of small rubble stone and mortar that forms a concrete mass, while the brick
is employed as cladding for the wall facade.
The pavement of this first phase of the vestibule was decorated with what
appears to be a polychrome mosaic, whose overall design is not possible to discern
due to its poor and fragmented preservation. A solid fragment is still in situ, situated
1.70 m from wall 101 and 1.00 m from the south wall of this room (rebuilt wall 112,
see below). It appears that the tesserae are arranged in a regular pattern, possibly
forming a small diamond with a white centre, framed by a black border and a pink
exterior band. The white centre measures 0.10 m across and the tesserae are irregular
both in size and dimensions. Another fragment of the mosaic pavement survives to
the east of wall 107, by the excavation trench section (Fig. 6). Here, while the colour
scheme is the same, the design is much more complex. A white border on the
surviving side abuts bench 108; then a border of pink tesserae, 0.31 m wide (22
tesserae) is followed by a border in black, 0.04 m wide (2 tesserae), before the main
design begins. This consists of a series of flowers made of four petals in white
tesserae set in a pink background with occasional black tesserae. The pink area
appears to be centred by a diamond of white tesserae bordered by black tesserae. This
central area measures 0.15 m x 0.10 m. It appears that the diamond pattern is very
similar to that present in the western part of vestibule although the layout of the
design is not clear. Furthermore, it is not possible to determine the relationship
between the mosaic paved areas on either side of wall 107 given that the mosaic has
been destroyed, forming a gap of 0.26 m between the preserved fragment and the line
of the wall.
Area 1: Period II, Phase 2
This is the only area where evidence for a second phase of intervention on the
bathhouse complex is encountered within Period II. The large doorway that led into
the vestibule was blocked (114), using a combination of limestone and brick in an
opus mixtum technique rather than opus latericium, which characterises the original
phase (Period II) of wall 101, in which the doorway and subsequent blocking are
found. However, both the use of opus mixtum technique and the quality of the mortar
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and of the construction in general suggest that this intervention would have taken
place within the Roman period (See figs 4 and 5).
A further feature constructed probably at the same as the doorway blocking is
the bench 111. It abuts the south end of wall 101, and was built directly onto the
mosaic floor (104) of the vestibule. It is c. 0.50 m wide and c. 1.00 long. Although
poorly preserved, its built and type of mortar suggests that it could be contemporary
with the door blocking rather than the later post-bathhouse phase kiln inserted in this
room (See figs 4 and 5).
Area 2/3: Period II, Phase 1
This area was excavated in two trenches due to the presence of a later, medieval
wall (see below) at the modern ground level when the excavation was undertaken.
This has meant that the earlier levels in this area including the Roman bathhouse
room, interpreted as the apodyterium were excavated in two different slots. The best
preserved part of this early phase uncovered so far at the bathhouse, the apodyterium
is to the north of Area 1 (the vestibule), with which it shares wall 105 (numbered 202
in this case). The highest surviving wall of this room, and indeed of the entire
bathhouse, is in the west (200) built directly against the Hellenistic city wall.
Although built in a different masonry style, it is contemporaneous with wall 101 in
the vestibule (Area 1). It has the same width as wall 101 (0.60 m), stands at a
maximum height of 3.25 m and is 12.20 m long.
Physically bonded with this wall is E-W aligned wall 201, which forms the
north side of this room. The excavated wall length measures c. 4.00 m, whereas its
full length measures 9.80 m – the east extreme being detected, but not fully excavated
when a test pit was dug during the 2005 excavation. The south wall of this room is
wall 105, which as described above, is built in opus latericium, unlike the rest of this
room, but nevertheless bonded into wall 200 and thus contemporaneous with it. All
three exposed walls of the room are flanked by a bench (206), 0.55 m wide and circa
0.25 m high; the bench, along with other elements, hints at the function of this room
as an apodyterium. The remaining masonry is made of irregular limestone, however,
in its original form it would have most probably been clad in marble or plastered.
The construction of the apodyterium is characterised by a typical Roman
masonry style known as opus-mixtum, observed elsewhere in Butrint, particularly in
the forum and theatre areas (Fig. 7). The building technique of walls 200 and 201
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employs both brick and roughly hewn small to medium size limestone; bricks, which
are of the same make as those in the vestibule, are used to create a frame around
panels, which are made of limestone in an opus incertum technique. The panels of
wall 200 are 1.20 m high and run almost the entire width of the room, divided by
horizontal brick bands and ending with brick framing at the corners. Here, the two
blocks of masonry are keyed together, i.e., the stone masonry and the brick masonry
intersect at the point of junction; the keys are 0.30m lengthwise and 0.26 m high. The
horizontal bands of brick courses 5-6 bricks thick (1 unit of 5+ measures 0.30 m),
with mortar beds being circa 1cm and scored with a type of falsa cortina. Two rows
of put-log holes run across the façade of wall 200, the lower level of which is 0.74 m
above the pavement and in line with a string of three put-log holes in wall 201, and
the upper - 1.20 m from the lower. Irregular square in shape, they measure c. 14 cm x
13 cm, and are sometimes capped with a stone or tile and are irregular/square in
shape. The distance between each put-log hole varies between 1.30 m and 1.52 m.
Just as in the case of the vestibule walls, the bonding material is hard pinkish-yellow.
Like the vestibule, the apodyterium was also decorated with a mosaic pavement
(Fig. 8). This, too, is a polychrome mosaic with geometric motifs executed in three
colours: white, pink/red, and grey/black. It has been laid in after the construction of
bench 206, and thus abuts the latter. The tesserae are roughly cut, hence of irregular
shape, generally measuring 1 cm wide, 1 cm long and 1.5 cm thick, and set into a pink
mortar. Preserved in slightly better condition, the overall design of the mosaic
consists of an outer band of alternate strips of pink and white tesserae, with each strip
measuring: pink 0.26 m, white 0.36 m, pink 0.25 m, white 0.29 m. The area within the
band is filled with geometric patterns after a black border of two tesserae (or 3 cm),
and white border of three tesserae (5 cm). The inner border, 0.20 m wide, comprises
a band of elongated compressed double mandorle (almond shaped motifs), placed in
perpendicular position with at the corners mandorle intersected at 45 degree forming
a small floret. The larger mandorle are 0.30 m long and 0.18 m wide, while the
intersected double mandorle are 0.12,5 m wide and 0.20 m long. The overall scheme
of the panel comprises a series of black octagons in a white background. Each
octagon, measures 0.63 m and contains a cruciform motif composed of opposed
triangles, centred by two white rhombuses to complete the pattern. The space between
the octagons is decorated with swastikas highlighted in two lines of white tesserae (3
cm) with the spaces between them filled with black tesserae (Fig. 9).
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Area 4: Period II, Phase 1
To the south of the bathhouse vestibule (Area 1), there is an open trench, circa
1.00 m wide and over 8.00 m long, excavated by P. Marconi, and re-examined by
Ceka and Condi, which has exposed what is clearly the southwest end of the
bathhouse (Fig. 10). A mass of c. 2.50 m of archaeological deposits fills the space
between this area and Area 1, in front of the main entrance of the Great Basilica. This
area is bordered in the west by a continued wall line that runs southwards from the
vestibule for circa 23 m; this wall (here numbered 401) is aligned and equal to walls
101 and 200 in areas 1-2/3 and is characterised by the same width, and opus mixtum
masonry style as wall 200. The surviving height of the wall is 2.39 m, with two stone
panels. At the bottom there is a course of stones above a foundation level, which
ranges from 0.30 m to 0.50 m wide and would have most probably acted as the
foundation for the sub-floor structure of a hypocaust, which has led to the suggestion
that this room function as a tepidarium (warm room). As already noted, the
Hellenistic city wall is once again present behind this south end of the bathhouse west
wall, following a gap in the area frontal to the Great Basilica, which would have been
intentionally created to allow access into the bathhouse and basilica from the west,
currently a wooded inaccessible area.
Bonded with wall 401 is the south wall of this room, and of the bathhouse
itself, a particularly robust masonry (402) built against the Hellenistic Tower Gate. Its
outer façade is thus not finished, as it will have been covered by the flanking masonry
of the Hellenistic tower. Unlike the west wall (401) it is bonded into, the masonry of
this part of the bathhouse is entirely clad in brick with stone and mortar concrete
forming the core of the wall. In addition to the foundation offset, there is a well-built
and distinct brick offset, 7 cm wide, and 0.28 cm above the top of the foundation
offset, forming a kind of shelf or border line.
At 4.40 m from the junction between walls 401 and 402 a rectangular niche
opens, measuring 1.47 m deep and 3.50 m wide (see fig. 18). This was paved with a
coarse mosaic surface (406) made of large coarse tesserae, c. 1.8 cm x 1.5 cm. Only a
small fragment of the mosaic was detected, hence it is not possible to draw
conclusions as to its design and colour scheme. In terms of the quality of the tesserae
it presents similarity with the mosaic in the vestibule, however. In the east, the niche
was flanked by a square room (Area 5), with which it shared a partition wall (403).
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This wall, however, does no longer survive due to later intervention in this part of the
bathhouse (see below). The area immediately to the east of the niche and excavated
section is now occupied by the south aisle of the Great Basilica. At a distance of 4.56
m from the east side of the rectangular niche, beneath the pavement level of the
basilica south aisle, there appears to be the crest of a probable wall which could have
formed the east side of Area 4. However, given its position, it is difficult to determine
with certainty its relation to any other wall in the area. Below the rectangular niche on
the brick face of the wall, a rough horizontal (c. 1.20 m x 2.40 m) scar of mortar could
probably represent the level where a suspended floor abutted the inner facade of wall
402.
These clues suggest that this room most likely was equipped with a hypocaust,
which has been completely robbed away. While part of it may have been removed
during Ugolini’s excavation, the tiles that formed the stacks supporting the hypocaust
floor were valuable spolia to be recovered for construction in later periods.
Area 5: Period II, Phase 1
This area immediately to the south-east of Area 4, and adjacent to the south
wall of the Great Basilica comprises a small square structure which was excavated in
the 1930s, and remains below the modern walk level in the Great Basilica area (Fig.
11). The four walls of the structure are wall 503 in the west, bonded into the
bathhouse walls 402, and 504 in the south, 505 in the north, and 506 in the east.
Measuring 4.10 m x 4.15 m, it has been widely interpreted as a cistern. At present it is
waterlogged and filled with a thick marshy deposit, which makes it impossible to
measure accurately the position of the floor level. In the records produced by the
Italian draftsman, E. Epicoco, during the late 1930s excavation, the structure appears
to have had a flagstone paved floor.
Wall 503, which forms the south side of the square building stands at what
would have probably been its original roof level, c. 3.00 m high, although the upper
part of the masonry has decayed on the sides (Fig. 12). Its construction is a thick
concrete core faced with brick on the east side, while on the west side it abutted the
Hellenistic tower gate. Two put-log holes are at this elevation’s middle height, while
towards the top, a sub-rectangular hole is dug into the masonry probably for the
placement of a beam or pivet.
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In the south, bonded with wall 503 is wall 504 also built in the same opus
latericium technique. It survives at c. 1.29 m of height and is 0.58 m wide. A higher
portion survives in the east, where it is clear that the wall has been cut to the present
level intentionally. On the opposite side, the north wall of the cistern (505) stands at a
similar height and presents in the east the same sloping cut that can be seen at the
same end of wall 504. As will be seen below, this intervention is associated with the
Great Basilica building activity in Late Antiquity. The east wall of the cistern (506)
built in opus latericium survives at a slightly greater height – 1.43 m, and is bonded
into the north and south walls of the cistern (504 and 505), although it is considerably
wider than these - 0.82 m. Its outer façade, however, is completely buried underneath
the deposits that occupy Area 6 (see below). Both sides of the south wall of the
cistern end with two outward projecting walls or ante walls, 507 and 508. Like the
cistern, both walls are built in opus latericium; wall 507 is 2.20 m long, survives at a
height of 2.70 m and is 0.90 m wide, whereas wall 508 is 1.64 m high (maximum
height) with an 11 cm projecting off set on the side facing the road. From the junction
with wall 506 it is 1.62 m long.
Abutting walls 504, 507 and 508, is staircase 509, which comprises at least
five steps (Fig. 13); the top line of one of these is clearly still visible at a height of
0.23 m and varying in width between 0.27-0.41 m. The outer dressing of this top step
is no longer preserved, and the exposed core is made of small rubble stone and
compact pinkish lime mortar. The three lower steps are preserved in good condition,
and were built of relatively worked limestone, with the lowest and the middle ones
consisting of two courses; while in the cases of the bottom both courses are limestone,
in the middle one is made one limestone course and one brick/tile course. The tread
width varies: c. 30 cm, 24 cm, and 24 cm from the lowest to the highest, as does the
tread height: c. 26 cm, 15 cm, and 17 cm.
Wall 508, which is the south ante of the cistern staircase, turns east, forming
the south side of what appears to be a large room or structure adjacent to the south
side of the bathhouse, in Area 6.
Area 6: Period II, Phase 1
This area extends immediately east of Area 5 and flanks the south wall of the
Great Basilica, which forms its north boundary (Fig. 14; See also fig. 2). The main
structure in this area appears to be confined in the south by wall 601, a large E-W
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aligned wall, and in the west by wall 602, also of similar constitution. At the north
extreme of wall 602 there is a possible return wall (603), aligned in an E-W direction;
its relationship with wall 602 is not clear, however, as only the crest of the wall has
been exposed in this area. The inner or north façade of wall 601 can be better
discerned, while its outer façade in its entire length is below the current surface in this
area (Fig. 15). It appears to be built of brick in the same way as the rest of the
bathhouse, including a rubble core and yellow pinkish mortar. It measures c. 1.00 m
wide and 10.94 m long, and it is clear that it is bonded with walls 508 and 602. The
plan drawn by Epicoco, records a small niche in the west part of this wall, however,
this area now is covered by tree roots.
In the east, wall 602 is a substantial brick and rubble core wall bonded with
the same pinkish yellow mortar as seen in the case of wall 601, but also other walls of
the bathhouse. It is 6.04 m long and the exposed height measures 0.44 m, while its
width measures more than 1.00 m. On the inner, more exposed façade it is possible to
observe that it is a brick faced masonry, while a steep, rough cut has removed its
east/outer façade. This cut is almost certainly associated with the building of the
basilica, most probably intended simply to allow access into the south aisle whose
entrance is almost in axis with the outer façade of this wall. In the south end where it
joins 601, a large un-shaped block of masonry could represent the remains of a large
pier. Given the characteristics of these walls in terms of their material and constitution
two conclusions can be drawn: firstly, this is clearly an early construction, most
probably pertaining to the period of the construction of the bathhouse, and secondly, it
is either part of the bathhouse complex, or as will be argued below, it is highly
probable that it could functioned as an utility space associated with Butrint’s
aqueduct.
Area 6: Period II, Phase 2
Evidence for a possible intervention within this period is found within room 6,
where a thin wall (604) was constructed against the inner façade of wall 603.
Measuring 4.24 m long and 0.29 m wide, it appears to be bonded with a pink yellow
mortar and faced with brick in the common Roman opus latericum construction
technique. It could have served as reinforcement wall, or an aesthetic internal lining to
wall 603; however, little can be said with certainty given that it is almost entirely
below ground level at present (See fig. 2).
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3. Period III (Late Antique-Medieval Periods)
Area 1: Period III, Phase 1
Later post-bathhouse activity was found in room/Area 1, originally the
vestibule of the bathhouse complex. The main structural feature that survives is a kiln
(110) situated in the northern half of the room (Fig. 16a). It was built directly above
the mosaic floor 104, and it abuts the north and west walls of the room (105 and 101
respectively). The construction is characterised by poor rubble stone bonded with
relatively good quality lime mortar. It survives at a height of c. 0.50 m, and it is 2.40
m wide and 2.70 m long; the kiln flue is 0.50 m high, 0.52 wide and 2.40 m long. A
marble plaque can be observed on the west side of the flue, clearly employed as
simple building material (Fig. 16b); the fragment derives most probably from the
interior decoration of the bathhouse. Measuring 0.65 m x 0.35 m, it is grey-white wall
veneer with carving that suggests that it could be a cornice piece from a wall panel.
Another important intervention is the reconstruction of the southern wall of
this room (112). This reconstruction is indicated by a clear interface on the west end
of the wall, at the point of contact between the remaining original Roman masonry
made of brick and the rubble limestone reconstructed masonry (Fig. 17). It measures
3.55 m from this interface to the section of the excavation trench, and it clearly
continues beyond it, although it is not possible to accurately estimate its full length.
The reconstruction allowed for an entrance (113), 1.35 m wide, into the room, thus
creating access from the south, which could suggest that the area was closely
associated with activity that was taking place in the Great Basilica area. The
reconstructed wall (112) survives at a height of 1.27 m, whereas the doorway opening
(113) is 1.35 m wide with the thresh-hold level being 0.32 m above the level of the
floor of the Roman vestibule.
Area 1: Period III, Phase 2
A second phase of intervention is recorded during this period in wall 112,
where entrance 113 was blocked, hence closing access into the former Roman
vestibule from the south. The masonry of the blocking employs medium to large
rubble stone, smaller stones and a few tile fragments. It is particularly conspicuous for
the poor quality of the bonding material that appears inferior even to the reconstructed
wall of Period III, Phase 1 (See fig. 17).
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Area 4: Period III, Phase 1
In this area, the main activity associated with this period is focused on the
partial reconstruction or reuse of the west wall (401) of the former bathhouse. The
area immediately north of the trench excavated in the 1930s, between the Great
Basilica’s main entrance and the wall in question is filled by thick archaeological
deposits. However, the crest of the west wall is visible and it is possible to discern
that it was not characterised by the proceeding Period II masonry of the original
bathhouse. This suggests that the former bathhouse wall may have been refurbished to
serve as a room structurally associated with the Great Basilica, either as its narthex or
as an atrium.
The major construction project of the Great Basilica and the impact it had on
the existing earlier buildings is starkly illustrated by the conspicuous cut (404) into
the former bathhouse niche (cutting into 406 and 405) in Area 4, created for the
construction of its foundation wall (See figs 2. and 18).
Area 5: Period III, Phase 1
In this area, the main activity during this period is also associated with the
construction of the Great Basilica. The north (505) and south (504) walls of the
cistern were equally truncated as is clear by the curved cuts that are visible on the east
end of each wall (See fig. 13), with the north wall serving in part as a supporting wall
for the foundation of the basilica south aisle wall (512). The modification of both
above-mentioned walls by equally reducing roughly at the level of the Great Basilica
floor, could suggest that the cistern may have been converted into an auxiliary space
of the basilica, and was perhaps accessible from its south aisle. A clear interface
(513) on the present south wall of the basilica suggests that an opening once existed
here, and was blocked at a later stage (see below).
It is probable that the staircase was also subjected to intervention at this time
with the lower steps being the subject of minor repair (510). These appear to differ
somewhat from the upper steps in that the bonding material is a grey pebbly mortar,
rather than pinkish yellow, and the treads are made of layers of well-fitted blocks
rather than the mortar mass that characterises the upper steps.
Area 5: Period III, Phase 2
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A final stage of intervention recorded in Area 5 involved the reconstruction of
the entire south-east corner of the Great Basilica south aisle, which is presently
demolished (Fig. 18). Only a small segment of it survives above the north wall of the
ancient cistern, where the earlier opening was evidently blocked. It is difficult to place
this modification in time, however, based on the stratigraphic study of the Great
Basilica’s construction phases, it can be stated that it probably took place at the time
the latter’s main refurbishment phase in the high Middle Ages. The reconstruction of
this corner meant that opening 513 that probably provided access into the former
cistern during Period III, Phase I was now blocked.
Area 6: Period III, Phase 1
Within the room defined by walls 601, 602 and possibly 506 in the west, there
are a number of structural features whose relationship and relative chronology are
difficult to determine due to their poor exposure (Fig. 19). Walls 606 and 607 are
perpendicularly placed in relation to walls 601 and 602 respectively, with wall 607
being at slanted angle. While the full extent of wall 606 cannot be determined at
present, the exposed length of 607 measures 3.70 m. At the north end of the north end
of wall 602 there is a small stub of masonry (608) bonded with a pebbly mortar that
appears similar to that of the basilica. It is difficult however, to discern the function
and The position of these walls within the Period II, Phase 1 room, their narrow width
(no more than 0.50 m), and the fact that they appear to be of poorer construction
quality than the outer walls of this room suggest that these are later additions that took
place at the same time as the modifications and additions for this period in Area I.
4. Period IV (Late Medieval/Venetian Period)
Area 2/3: Period IV, Phase 1
In the excavated north-west area of the bathhouse, the only structural feature
associated with this period was found in Area 2/3. It is a large room defined in the
south by wall 204, which abuts wall 200 and measures 3.90 m in length (Fig. 20). The
east wall (212) of the room measures c. 6.30 m, was clearly bonded with 204, and
appears to have ended at the north-east corner of the bathhouse apodyterium. While
few blocks survive to suggest that similar nature of the north side of this structure, it
is clear that the well preserved wall (200) of the bathhouse was reused to form its
west side. The construction of both of these later walls (204 and 212) deployed large,
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occasionally broken up limestone blocks, robbed form the Hellenistic fortification
wall, and smaller rubble stone that were probably mud-bonded.
Only a single course survives of walls 204 and 212, atop of c. 1.90 m of earth
deposits that have filled the apodyterium room (Fig. 21). The fact that wall 204 was
visible at modern ground level at the start of the 2005 excavation led, as mentioned, to
the excavation of the apodyterium in two trenches, with wall 204 placed atop of a
narrow earth bulk. The trenches (2 and 3) were not backfilled at the end of the
excavation, which has led to the partial collapse of the bulk and of the wall it
supported (204), with several large fallen blocks now on the mosaic floor of room 2,
whereas of wall 212 only six large blocks survive in situ aligned to each other. The
authors of the excavation report that the deposit immediately below this later
construction contained ceramic material that pertains to the 14th-15th centuries,
consisting mainly of painted glazed wares of Italian origin.
Area 4: Period IV, Phase 1
It is clear that some intervention was carried out in this area, where rebuilding
of wall 401 can be detected in the section that is immediately opposite the entrance
into the Great Basilica (Fig. 22). Here at least two large reused Hellenistic blocks are
found above the earlier masonry and attest to the possible reshaping of this space.
Based on the material and the way it has been deployed (without bonding material,
just like in the case of wall 204 and 212) it can be suggested that this reconstruction or
rearrangement of walls takes place in tandem with the activity in Area 2/3.
III. The Finds
5. Ceramics
The ceramic assemblage suffered from a series of significant disadvantages.
Firstly the lack of proper stratigraphic control during the original excavations,
resulting in a number of orphaned contexts and associated groups of material which
simply could not be placed convincingly within the sequence. In addition the extant
assemblage was merely the residue of a much larger group of ceramics which had
been ‘selected’, a practice commonly performed prior to the 1990s, when the
excavated assemblage was sorted, retaining only significant and diagnostic pieces. At
this time of course quantification methods was essentially unknown.
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As a consequence the study of the surviving group of 22.7 kg of material
required a particular approach. Conventional quantification was felt to be pointless,
and this was not attempted. Instead focus was made on trying to correlate, as far as
possible, the observed and recorded stratigraphic sequence, remarkably clear in the
surviving sections, and the documentation and material form the 2005 excavations.
This was successful to a degree, and a number of the 2005 contexts could indeed be
equated with the existing sequence and the material within those horizons formed a
reasonable and seemingly consistent chronology. Selected items have been drawn
and described and are in the catalogue.
A residue of pottery could not be easily or convincingly included here, hence
this group was kept separate. However, it too was examined and recorded as the
material contained within it had a general significance for the dating of the site as a
whole. Selected elements have been included in the catalogue.
The dating of individual horizons from the material in attributable layers is
given in table 1. While the correlation of these horizons is relatively convincing, some
contexts had clearly later material, bit even in its ‘sorted’ form this was not of
sufficient to suggest it was anything other than intrusive.
6. The assemblage and the sequence
The lowest levels from both areas 1 and 2/3 (contexts 207 and 117) present a
similar picture. These silty levels, immediately on the mosaic floors of both areas,
comprise a mixed deposition containing both significant late dating material - Hayes
80b, Phocean RSW imitating Hayes 104, LR1 and LR2 amphorae - and much earlier
elements - Hayes 182 of second to third century ARS, fragments of terra sigillata
italica, eastern sigillata B, as well as other early material. Clearly, this is a consistent
mixture, which suggests dumping and tipping on the floor of a disused, but still
standing bathhouse. Above this in areas 1 (context 118) and 2/3 (context 208) there is
continued deposition of late antique date mixed with stone and tile rubble in Area 1,
and mortar and plaster, although lacking rubble, in Area 2/3. Some medieval material
is also observed, although this may be intrusive, especially in the case of Area 1.
Area 2/3 carried on being used as a tip, interspersed with apparent demolition.
Layer 209 contained substantial quantities of building material, and also a mixed
group of early and late antique, 5th and 6th century, material together with 11th-12th
century slip painted wares and Otranto style amphorae of the 13th century. The late
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antique material might be residual, or perhaps it represents accumulation and gradual
demolition over time. This persisted until an apparent leveling layer (context 210) was
laid down to support a platform of stones (context 211) used to found a rough stonebuilt wall 204. All of this appears to form one building phase, and amongst a mixed
group of pottery there is late material, blue painted Italian maiolica and monochrome
sgraffito wares of the 15th-16th century.
Area 1, on the other hand, had a different fate. Here, it is clear, there may
have been complex interrelationships in negative features, associated with the
structures and blockings of late antique, and perhaps early medieval date. These can
no longer be recovered; nevertheless, the rubble and tipping of later antiquity was
clearly succeeded by a clay and tile deposit (context 119), and perhaps even a floor,
which contained a Gunsenn 3 amphora fragment of 12th to 13th century date. The
succeeding level of rubble and plaster, again possibly floor levels had a mixed
assemblage with Otranto type 2 amphorae, and similarly dated green and brown
sgraffito wares. This was accompanied by an apparent fragment of Spanish lustre
ware of the 13th to 15th centuries. This suggests that while the initial fate of the whole
bath complex was abandonment and decay in late antiquity, Area 1 was taken in hand,
perhaps at least by the 12th century, to be incorporated into new or revitalised
structures on this side of the wall dividing it from Area 2/3. There, by contrast
abandonment and robbing seemingly occurred right into the latest period of Butrint’s
existence in the 15th and 16th century.
7. Contexts and dating table
Context
117

Suggested date
Early

5

th

Diagnostic material
th

-6

LR2 amphora, ARS D – later fabrics

century
118

Mid

5th

–

6th LR1 amphora, late cooking pots – plus a few

century

probably intrusive Otranto style amphora sherds

119

12th – 13th century

Gunsenn 3 amphora

120

13th – 15th century

Otranto 2 style painted amphorae; Green and

prob.

Brown Sgraffito ware; Spanish Lustre Ware

representing
several
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mixed
horizons
207

Mid

208

5th

–

6th LR1 amphora; LR2 amphora; Phocaean copy of

century

Hayes 104

6th century +

LR2 amphora; Phocean Red Slip Ware; a few
probably intrusive Otranto style amphora sherds

209

6th century to late Hayes form 77; Hayes form 80; Hayes form 87;

prob.

11th-13th century

Gaza amphora; Phoceaen Red Slip Ware;

representing

Byzantine Slipped Ware, Otranto 2 style

several

amphorae; medieval coarse wares

mixed
horizons
15th

210/211

or

16th Otranto 1 type amphora; Green Glazed; Blue

These

two century

Painted Italian Maiolica; Monochrome Sgraffito

layers

are

Ware

associated
structurally
and are taken
there

to

represent

a

single unit
8. The trial excavation
In 2005 a further test excavation was undertaken to the east of the main
trenches, behind the line of the Hellenistic wall, at the foot of a clearly Roman
masonry structure, which may represent a terrace wall sustaining buildings further
upslope into the woods. A considerable quantity of ceramics was recovered from
here too, most of which was discarded bar some substantial parts of amphorae:
- Beltran II amphora, early 1st century AD to the mid 2nd century AD,
- Dressel form 7-11, 2nd century AD,
- Kapitan amphora variant, 2nd to third century AD.
9. Other Material
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A certain quantity of building material had been retained. These ranged from
an (possibly) early Imperial Roman terracotta building finial form the 2005 trail
excavation, through to marble wall veneer from areas 1 and 2/3. This material came
almost entirely form the lowest levels of these areas (contexts 117 and 207), and
included base mouldings in a fine white crystalline marble with soft grey veining.
Most significant, however, were a few fragments of verde antico wall veneer slabs.
The earliest dating for the use of this marble stone is generally agreed to be late 2nd
or early 3rd century AD; the finding of this stone is of particular importance with
regard to the dating of the bathhouse as a whole, given that it was built in a pseudoopus mixtum masonry, which would normally be dated much earlier in Italian
contexts.
As the marble undoubtedly comes from the decoration of the bathhouse, it
points towards a construction date of perhaps AD 180-220. It also serves as an
indicator of the nature and longevity of construction styles presumably introduced by
colonial settlers, either under the Augustan settlement, or as a result of a putative
Neronian reinforcement in the mid 1st century AD. Finally, it indicates that in their
late 5th and 6th century phase the bathhouse was simultaneously being used as a
rubbish tip, while being despoiled of usable building materials.
10. Coins
A number of coins were recovered during the 2005 excavations, two of which
were reported to date to the 4th century AD and to the late 10th century AD. None of
these could be found during the re-examination of 2015.

IV. Discussion and concluding remarks
The picture that emerges from the combined analysis of the bathhouse
excavation area, the previously exposed or standing archaeological features in its
vicinity and the selected finds, is one of continued construction, reuse, and adaptation
of existing structures over a long period of time, making this in one of the sites most
enduring areas of access and habitation. The earliest activity is represented by the
Hellenistic city wall, found in areas 2/3 and 4. Previous research has argued that this
segment of the ancient defensive system would have been built in the 4th century BC,
and that a new segment running further south from here, along with the monumental
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Tower Gate had been constructed by the 3rd century.2 The presence of the gate and the
city wall clearly mark the limit of the ancient settlement in this part of the peninsula;
furthermore, so far no evidence for substantial urban features of this period has been
encountered beyond this wall line. The trial trench excavated in 2005 revealed
intensive urban activity immediately within the Hellenistic city wall, which was dated
to the 1st-2nd century AD based on the ceramic material recovered.3 It appears that the
city wall was adapted as a terracing wall for a number of residential buildings that
were built abutting its inner (unfinished) façade.
The bathhouse constructed against the west façade of the city wall is among
the earliest Roman structures in this part of the extramural town. Its architectural
layout is not fully clear with only two of the rooms, the apodyterium and the
tepidarium, and an entrance hall it once consisted of having been identified so far. P.
Marconi of the Italian Archaeological Mission first proposed the full extent of the
complex, measuring 24.60 x 37.30 m, much of the south part of which lies below the
Great Basilica.4 It is underneath this later construction and to the east of the excavated
area that the caldarium and frigidarium would be found. Although Roman public
baths were large complexes that incorporated numerous utilitarian and leisure
facilities, 5 the examples known in the provinces were comparatively modest,
equipped with only those facilities that were essential to the bathing process. The
evidence brought to light by the 2005 excavation is sufficient to suggest that the
interior of the bathhouse was extensively decorated, with polychrome mosaics
employed for pavement decoration and marble riveted walls.
The “Great Baths” complex is the largest identified so far at Butrint, although
it is not considerably larger than the bathhouse in the south part of the town, near the
Vivari Channel side.6 Its location in this area of the town is not coincidental: the
construction of monumental water features and large bathing complexes within the
main entrances were typical of Roman cities. 7 Furthermore, the choice of such
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See Martin 2004: 81-85 and figs. 6.5 and 6.7. Cf. Ceka 2006: 177-80.

3

Ceka and Çondi 2005 excavation report.

4

Ugolini 1937.

5

See for instance DeLaine 1997.

6

This, however, is believed to be somewhat later in date, perhaps pertaining to the later Roman/early

late antique period. See Martin 2004: 93-95.
7
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location for the construction of a bathhouse complex is even more logical when
considering the fact that this was the point where the city’s aqueduct accessed the
peninsula, thus providing direct water supply for the bathhouse.
The bathhouse construction, which combines opus latericium and opus
mixtum techniques suggests that it is contemporaneous with a monumental
Nymphaeum located to its south, excavated in the 1930s and proposed to date to the
2nd century AD.8 The discovery of marble fragments generally associated with the late
2nd century, as already mentioned above, is a further indication of this construction
date.
Of the same opus latericium and opus mixtum construction, the monumental
cistern adjacent to the bathhouse’s south wall has been proposed to have served
probably as castellum divisorum for the city’s aqueduct built in the early Imperial
period, when Butrint became a Roman colony. 9 There is sufficient evidence to
suggest that the aqueduct was built in the Augustan period, however, it is not clear
whether it reached the peninsula from this early stage of its construction or it initially
only served to the Roman colony on the Vrina Plain.10 The building in question (Area
5), on the other hand, is clearly contemporary with the bathhouse as it is physically
bonded with its south wall. Hence, it would be plausible to place the construction of
the baths at a time that would coincide with a possible second phase of construction of
the aqueduct in the late 2nd century AD.
Given its relatively small size, it is much more likely that the mentioned
cistern functioned principally as a fountain as well as a cistern supplying water to the
bathhouse, rather than as a castellum divisorium for the city’s aqueduct. The structure,
which is integrally constructed with the bathhouse, clearly had an accentuated
monumental role, fronting onto one of the city’s main roads and equipped with a
monumental staircase that abutted its south wall; although the higher part of this
elevation is no longer extant, the presence of the staircase suggests it would have been
pierced by opening/s to allow for the water to flow out. It has been proposed that the
staircase was a later addition to the cistern,11 which suggests that in its original phase
it would not have been designed to serve as a fountain. This is perhaps instigated by
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Ugolini 1942, cited in Martin 2004, 91.

9

Martin 2004: 88-9; Cf. Wilson 2013: 77-96.

10

Martin 2004: 88-9; Ceka 2006: 182-3; Cf. Wilson 2013: 77-96.	
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Associated with the construction of the late antique basilica. See Ceka 2006, 182.
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the fact that, unlike the walls of this structure, which are wholly built in opus
latericium (although not the foundations; See fig. 12), the stairs are made of irregular
rubble limestone. However, the mortar and the combined use of bricks and stones
placed in alignment to form each line of steps suggest that these could indeed be the
original steps. The employment of both opus latericium and opus mixtum is observed
elsewhere in the original phase of the bathhouse. Furthermore, it can be stated with
certainty that the structure was equipped with a staircase as is clearly suggested by the
presence of the antes. It must be noted that it is highly probable that the steps,
particularly the lower ones, would have undergone at lest some minor repair at a later
stage, although it is not possible to suggest when.
The survey highlighted the presence of another so far overlooked room to the
south of the bathhouse, and east of the monumental fountain (Area 6). Although still
under the present ground level, the crests of its south and east walls are sufficiently
visible to provide clues with regard to its constitution and chronological relation to the
rest of the bathhouse complex. The remarkable width of the walls, more than 1.00 m,
and the solid brick and mortar masonry suggest that it is probably contemporary with
the original Roman bathhouse. While it is probable that it served as one of the rooms
of the latter complex, its location south of the projected rectangular plan and in line
with the projection of the Roman aqueduct12 could indicate that it was most probably
associated with the latter. The mass of rubble stone and mortar at the south-east
corner of the room, that was clearly dis-shaped at a later stage, could be what remains
of a large pilaster that may have been associated with the aqueduct. A hypothesis that
may be proposed here, but can only be tested through archaeological excavation, is
that this larger and robust structure rather than its neighbouring fountain/cistern to the
west could have served as the main cistern for the city’s aqueduct.
Considerable evidence that can be associated with the late antique period was
unearthed in the excavated areas. This is mainly found in Area 1, which was at this
time transformed from an entrance hall into a utility room with the insertion of a kiln
(for the production of pottery?) in the north-west part of the room. Its construction
employed marble revetment deriving clearly from the bathhouse and it situation
directly above the mosaic pavement signals the disuse of the bathhouse as such.
Simultaneously, the room itself was refurbished with its south wall rebuilt and a new
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entrance added to provide access into this room from the south. The construction
presents characteristics that are typical of the masonry of this period, not unlike the
standing late antique Great Basilica. Some indication of the possible construction date
for the kiln is the content of the deposit that is associated with it, which is reported to
have produced a 4th century AD bronze coin.13 It appears logical to suggest that the
reconstruction of the south wall of the former vestibule occurred in conjunction with
the insertion of the kiln in this room. This would have formed a preceding stage of
late antique activity in the area of the Great Basilica. The construction of the latter,14
whose date to the 5th-6th century is deduced mainly on architectural and stylistic
grounds constitutes the largest undertaking in the area at this time, which saw the
demolition of what were already transformed spaces of the Roman bathhouse.
Although a typical basilica church, the lack of a narthex makes this a peculiar case.
However, the apparent rebuilding of the bathhouse’s west wall suggests that the
basilica adopted the space outside its present west entrance to serve as its narthex or at
least as a portico. The construction of the southwest corner of the basilica above the
north wall of the Roman monumental fountain demonstrates that by this time this had
lost its original function, although the presence of a possible doorway hints at its use
as an auxiliary space to the basilica.
Following Late Antiquity, little construction activity can be observed in the
examined areas that can be securely associated with the early or high Middle Ages.
While some activity is hinted through the presence of a reported coin of John I
Tzimiskes (969-976) and limited ceramic material of the 12th or 13th century15 in Area
1, in the absence of stratigraphic data, it is difficult to accurately situate in time the
south door blocking in this room and the reconstruction of the southwest corner of the
Great Basilica, which led to the blocking of the entrance into the former south cistern.
These could have taken place either in the first major medieval refurbishment stage of
the Great Basilica, which may have occurred in the 11th century, or as part of its
second stage of repairs which involved substantial modifications through doorway
arcade blockings elsewhere in the building (from the 13th century).16
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Ceka and Çondi excavation report.	
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See Molla 2013: 202-14; Cf. Bowden and Mitchel 2004: 106-10.

15

See 7. Context and dating table, above.

16

See Molla 2013: 208-212.	
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Finally, substantial activity clearly occurred in this area in the late
medieval/Venetian period. The authors of the 2005 excavation report that the upper
horizons contained abundant glazed ceramics of Italian import dated to the 14th-15th
centuries, a conclusion that was confirmed by this season’s re-assessment of the
selected pottery. Construction activity appears to have been considerable as well,
although it is poorly preserved. The most significant evidence survives in Area 2/3
where large, evidently reused blocks combined with few smaller rubble stone are still
in situ, and delineate a robust large square building; it is significant to note that the
building stood c. 2.00 m above the mosaic floor of the bathhouse apodyterium, thus
highlighting the significant topographic change in the area from the Roman to the
Venetian period. A similar picture is depicted by the recent excavations in the forum
area indicating the same change of occupation level in this part of the lower town17.
Building activity at this later stage extended beyond the room in Area 2/3. In Area 4 it
is evident that there was construction and reuse of the standing masonry that once
formed the west wall of the bathhouse. The same kind of large blocks are still visible
above the crest of the earlier wall which suggest that this space, perhaps the earlier
narthex or portico of the Great Basilica, was rearranged either to form a new room or
to maintain the extant space associated with the Great Basilica. A conspicuous
intervention that can be firmly associated with the constructions in areas 2/3 and 4 is
that on the nearby medieval city wall, where the Water Gate was reduced in width by
using the same type of large stone blocks.18 What the function of these modestly
constructed, yet substantial in size, buildings and repairs was and how they relate to
each other is not clear at this stage. Only future archaeological excavation particularly
in Area 4, and in the area immediately north of the Great Basilica, where intact
archaeological deposits are still in place, would help to shed light on the series of
questions that have arisen during this study.
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Fig. 1. Butrint extant archaeological remains and the investigated Great Basilica Baths
areas.
Fig. 2. Investigated areas with context indicated numbers.
Fig. 3. Section of the Hellenistic city wall by the Great Basilica Baths.
Fig. 4. View of the excavated areas from the south, with the vestibule in the
foreground.
Fig. 5. Phased drawing of the archaeological features in Area 1.
Fig. 6. Detail of the polychrome mosaic floor in Area 1.
Fig. 7. Opus mixtum west wall of the apodyterium, equipped with a bench and
decorated with mosaic floor.
Fig. 8. View of the bathhouse excavated area from the north, with part of the
apodyterium and its polychrome mosaic floor in the foreground.
Fig. 9. Detail of the mosaic floor in the apodyterium.
Fig. 10. South-west corner of the bathhouse excavated in the 1930s.
Fig. 11. View of the cistern/monumental fountain from the east.
Fig. 12. West wall and ante of the monumental fountain.
Fig. 13. View of the staircase of the monumental fountain from the south.
Fig. 14. View of Area 6 from the southeast; note joint between walls 601 and 602 in
the foreground.
Fig. 15. East end of wall 601.
Fig. 16a. Post-Roman kiln in the north-west corner of the former vestibule.
Fig. 16b. View of the kiln with the marble slab visible on the west side of the flue.
Fig. 17. Rebuilt south wall of the former vestibule, with later door blocking wall.
Fig. 18. Southwest corner of the Great Basilica and visible cut into the niche of the
bathhouse.
Fig. 19. View of Area 6 from the north.
Fig. 20. Late medieval/Venetian building in Area 2/3, seen from the south.
Fig. 21. North view of the deposit section in Area 2/3, with single course of late
medieval/Venetian wall.
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Fig. 22. Rebuilt west wall of the bathhouse; note the large re-used blocks in the
foreground.
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Fig. 1. Butrint extant archaeological remains and the investigated Great Basilica
Baths areas.
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Fig. 2. Investigated areas with context indicated numbers.
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Fig. 3. Section of the Hellenistic city wall by the Great Basilica Baths.

Fig. 4. View of the excavated areas from the south, with the vestibule in the
foreground.
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Fig. 5. Phased drawing of the archaeological features in Area 1.

Fig. 6. Detail of the polychrome mosaic floor in Area 1.
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Fig. 7. Opus mixtum west wall of the apodyterium, equipped with a bench and
decorated with mosaic floor.
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Fig. 8. View of the bathhouse excavated area from the north, with part of the
apodyterium and its polychrome mosaic floor in the foreground.
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Fig. 9. Detail of the mosaic floor in the apodyterium.

Fig. 10. South-west corner of the bathhouse excavated in the 1930s.
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Fig. 11. View of the cistern/monumental fountain from the east.

Fig. 12. West wall and ante of the monumental fountain.
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Fig. 13. View of the staircase of the monumental fountain from the south.

Fig. 14. View of Area 6 from the southeast; note joint between walls 601 and 602 in
the foreground.
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Fig. 15. East end of wall 601.

Fig. 16a. Post-Roman kiln in the north-west corner of the former vestibule.
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Fig. 16b. View of the kiln with the marble slab visible on the west side of the flue.

Fig. 17. Rebuilt south wall of the former vestibule, with later door blocking wall.
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Fig. 18. Southwest corner of the Great Basilica and visible cut into the niche of the
bathhouse.

Fig. 19. View of Area 6 from the north.
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Fig. 20. Late medieval/Venetian building in Area 2/3, seen from the south.

Fig. 21. North view of the deposit section in Area 2/3, with single course of late
medieval/Venetian wall.
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Fig. 22. Rebuilt west wall of the bathhouse; note the large re-used blocks in the
foreground.
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