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A partire dal 2006 lôInstitute of Fine ArtsïNYU, in collaborazione con lôUniversit¨ di Milano e con le autorit¨ archeologiche 

locali ha condotto scavi nel principale santuario urbano di Selinunte, concentrandosi in particolare sul settore sud. Durante la 

campagna 2023 il gruppo di ricerca ha ampliato lôindagine fino a comprendere una parte del muro del peribolo sud del tempio 

R. Questo antico muro, costruito con il calcare locale, definisce lôarea del santuario rispetto allôarea urbana circostante. Il suo 

allineamento con lôurbanistica di Selinunte suggerisce che il muro faceva parte della prima monumentalizzazione della citt¨, 

anche se ricerche precedenti non avevano potuto stabilire in modo certo la data iniziale della sua costruzione.  

Il nostro obiettivo era di definire le fasi di costruzione del muro e I suoi rapporti con lôarchitettura complessiva del santuario. In 

un saggio, SAS V, il team ha rinvenuto significativi elementi architettonici, che comprendono tagli rettangolari che possono 

essere serviti come soglie e piccoli muri trasversali, ma anche reperti che datano la costruzione del muro, in particolare 

ceramica databile tra 590 e 560 a.C. Lo scavo e lo studio sullôarchitettura hanno inoltre confermato che i muri trasversali erano 

parte della costruzione del muro del peribolo fin dallôinizio. Dato che questi muri non sembrano definire spazi chiusi n® servire 

come supporto per una sto¨, ¯ necessario proseguire lôindagine per chiarire la loro funzione. 

 

Introduction  

 

Starting in 2006, the Institute of Fine ArtsïNew York Universityôs archaeological project at Selinunte1ð

since 2018 a joint project with the University of Milanðin collaboration originally with the Superintendency of 

Trapani and from 2012 with the local Archaeological Park of Selinunte, Cave di Cusa and Pantelleria, has focused 

on the southern sector (area of Temples B and R) of the cityôs Main Urban Sanctuary located on the southern 

urban hill (also known as the acropolis) (figs. 1 & 2).2 At the start of the 2023 field season the permit area of the 

project was expanded to encompass the entirety of the sacred area, allowing research to be conducted on other 

structures and sectors within the sanctuary. As a result of this, attention was paid to a segment of the peribolos 

wall located south of Temple R. 

Forming a physical division between the sacred space of the sanctuary and the surrounding, mostly 

residential, space of the city, the peribolos wall of the Main Urban Sanctuary runs parallel to avenue SB-E on the  

  

 
1 We would like to thank the Director of the Parco Archeologico di Selinunte, Cave di Cusa and Pantelleria, Dr. Felice Crescente, for 

his support of the Selinunte IFA-NYU and UniMi project; the projectôs directors, Clemente Marconi and Rosalia Pumo; the members 

of the team, especially Andrew Farinholt Ward, Massimo Limoncelli, Filippo Pisciotta, and David Scahill, for the excavation and 

architectural analysis; and Cornelis W. Neeft, Claudia Lambrugo, Carlotta Borella, and Davide Giubileo for the finds analysis. 
2 MARCONI, PUMO 2022; MARCONI 2020; MARCONI 2012. 
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Fig. 1. Urban plan of Selinunte ca. 410 BCE (Daniele Bursich and Clemente Marconi, after Mertens 2006  

© Institute of Fine Arts - NYU) 

 

 

 

southern side, avenue SA to the west, and street Sf-E to the north and is in alignment with the urban plan of the  

city established ca. 580 BCE.3 The eastern side of the Main Urban Sanctuary is defined by a large stepped wall 

supporting the terracing created around the middle of the sixth century BCE.4 The peribolos wall was constructed 

of coursed ashlar masonry and stood around 3.5 to 4 m, preventing both physical and visual access into the 

sanctuary: a material manifestation of the temenos.5 Our most likely confirmation for the height of the peribolos 

wall comes from the ñSouth Buildingò which stood at least 2.7 m. Clemente Marconi and David Scahill propose 

  

 
3 MERTENS 2006: 173ï175. We follow the street naming conventions established in Mertens 2003. 
4 GUZZO 2020: 474; DI VITA 1984, 32. 
5 On the temenos in the western Greek world see BERGQUIST 1992. 
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Fig. 2. Aerial photograph of the southern sector of Selinunteôs main urban sanctuary (drone photograph by Filippo Pisciotta  

© Institute of Fine Arts - NYU) 

 

that the peribolos wall of the Main Urban Sanctuary was higher than the ñSouth Building,ò giving a height of 3.5 

to 4.0 m.6 The peribolos wall of the Sanctuary of Malophoros on the western hill at Selinunte has been restored  

to a height of approximately 2.84 m, including a capping stone course.7 No capping stone has yet been identified 

for the peribolos wall of the Main Urban Sanctuary, but Marconi and Scahill propose one like that at the Sanctuary 

of Demeter Malophoros on the Gaggera Hill at Selinunte.8 The wall is built from multiple types of limestone from 

nearby quarries at Selinunte, including the yellowish limestone usually associated with the Landaro quarry in use 

until 550 BCE and the other grayer, stone from the Cave di Cusa quarries utilized after 550.9 The Main Urban 

Sanctuary had points of access on the southern side of the peribolos wall between the ñSouth Buildingò and the 

ñSale A,ò on the western side in correspondence with the ñpropylon,ò at the northwest corner, and in the northeast 

corner.10 Little of the southern side of the peribolos wall remains in situ, with a maximum of three courses situated 

upon two foundation courses, reaching a height of 2.2 m in total. The current state of the peribolos wall is primarily 

due to the considerable reuse of its blocks in later periods, including in the reconstruction of the city under 

 
6 MARCONI, SCAHILL 2015: 286; MARCONI, SCAHILL, LIMONCELLI 2020: 300. MARCONI AND SCAHILL 2015 propose the wall and a 

capping course would be half to a full meter above the south buildingôs projected height of 2.7 m, placing the height of the wall at 

3.2 to 3.7 m. In MARCONI, SCAHILL, LIMONCELLI 2020 the peribolos wall height is described as 3.5 to 4 m in height. 
7 This height is based on GÀBriciôs measurements of each block having an average height of 0.52 m and the capping course 

around 0.24 m (1927: cols. 20ï21). The peribolos wall at Malophoros was completely reconstructed in 1889 by Ettore Petri 

(architect) under the direction of Antonino Salinas and Giuseppe Patricolo (engineer). See GRECO 2020: n. 15.  
8 MERTENS 2006: 404ï406; GÀBRICI 1927: col. 21, fig. 6; KOLDEWEY and PUCHSTEIN 1899: 82ï84. For recent work and redating of 

the peribolos wall at the Sanctuary of Demeter Malophoros see GRECO 2020: 344ï346. 
9 PESCHLOW-BINDOKAT 1990, 11; GÀBRICI 1956, col. 221; HOLM 1871, 8. 
10 On the ñSouth Buildingò see: MARCONI, SCAHILL 2015, and more recently, VOIGTS 2017: 48-57. The ñSouth Buildingò is dated to 

ca. 500 BCE. For the propylon on the western side of the peribolos wall see: MERTENS 2006: 102, figs. 145ï147; MERTENS 2003: 

80ï84, abs. 77ï81. For the northern corner entrance see: MERTENS 2003: 92ï97, fig. 100ï107 Beil. 4; DI VITA 1984, 43; MARTIN 

1980/1981: 1014. For the northwest corner of the sanctuary entrance see ZOPPI 2006: 57. 
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Hermokrates after the Carthaginian destruction of 409 BCE, the construction of the Punic city ca. 300 BCE, and 

the building of the medieval fort that stood on the footprints of temples A and O.11 These later phases of Selinunte 

also saw the construction of walls built onto and against the peribolos wall. These smaller walls, treated briefly 

by earlier scholars, are still little understood. 

Previous interpretation of the peribolos wall in the southern area of the Main Urban Sanctuary has been 

limited but is not without contrary interpretations. Excavations in the southern area of the sanctuary conducted in 

the 1870s under the direction of Francesco S. Cavallari were the first to expose areas of the peribolos wall, but 

the placement of rail tracks to move large quantities of earth required extensive clearing of area.12 During these 

early excavations, architectural materials were moved around the site, particularly in our area of investigation, 

impacting later interpretation of the peribolos wall. Ettore G¨briciôs excavations on the acropolis in the 1920s 

revealed further sections of the wall, and in his plan of the Main Urban Sanctuary he articulates a defined 

peribolos wall as well as multiple transverse walls which he interpreted as props for structural support.13 In his 

1956 publication, Gàbrici dates the peribolos wall to early phases of the Greek city and presents a state plan of 

the southern portion of the peribolos wall as well as an elevation of the wall facing avenue SB-E, the portion of 

avenue SB to the east of avenue SA.14 After excavating a series of trenches in the 1970s and 1980s Juliette de 

la Genière and Dinu Theodorescu argue in their 1980-1981 publication that the area south of the peribolos wall 

functioned as an open sacred space, only in the Punic period becoming a public street.15 This contrasts with 

Antonino Di Vita who, in his 1984 publication on Selinunteôs urbanism, places the peribolos wall on the north side 

of SB-E within the earliest phases of occupation of the city, an integral part of the urban street system.16 In his 

interpretation, Di Vita uses the transverse walls to form the sides of enclosed rooms without indicating a function, 

and proposes that the walls were in place until the abandonment of the city.17 In his 1995 publication Erik Østby 

retains Di Vitaôs plan of the small rooms along the interior of the peribolos wall.18 Like Di Vita, in 2003 Dieter 

Mertens interpreted avenue SB-E as present from the early periods of urban planning and as an integral part of 

the Selinuntine road network, but only shows the transverse walls in their actual state, removing Di Vitaôs rooms.19 

Differing from this, in Mertenôs 2006 publication two transverse walls are shown stemming off of the southern 

section of the peribolos wall into the sanctuary with a dotted line between them suggesting the possibility of a 

structure; but Mertens does not account for the third transverse wall displayed in the image, does not depict the 

other visible transverse walls, and does not discuss this structural interpretation within the corresponding text.20 

While more recent work, such as Carlo Zoppiôs 2006 article, has offered new interpretations for the peribolos 

wallôs phases, the southern area of the Main Urban Sanctuary has not been incorporated.21 Looking not at the 

origins of the peribolos wall but its later use, in her 2011 monograph Sophie Helas argues for the installation of 

a stoa in this area during the Punic Period as evidenced by thresholds and walls.22  

Our goals for the 2023 season were twofold: first, to clarify the plan of the wall and its relationship to its 

surrounding built environment in our area of investigation and, second, to gain insight into the dating of its 

 
11 MARCONI 2021; HELAS 2011; MERTENS 2003; MERTENS 1989. 
12 CAVALLARI 1877: 117ï118, 132; CAVALLARI 1876: 104ï106. 
13 GÀBRICI 1929: pls. 1 and 5; GÀBRICI 1923. In pl. 5 of his 1929 publication, Gàbrici presents one hypothetical and seven in situ 

transverse walls. 
14 GÀBRICI 1956: cols. 213ï214, 216ï217, fig. 2, fig. 4. It must be noted that elements of the actual plan of the peribolos wall are 

not correct, which may partly be due to the area not being fully uncovered at the time. 
15 MARCONI 2022: 48; LA GENIÈRE and THEODORESCU 1980-1981: 983, 989. 
16 DI VITA and RIZZO 1984: 25-32; DI VITA 1985: 391-397; DI VITA 1996: 280-288. 
17 DI VITA and RIZZO 1984: figs. 4, 5, 18, 27, 39; DI VITA 1985: TAV. V. 
18 ØSTBY 1995: fig. 2. See also MERTENS 2003: 27-28, abb. 21. 
19 MERTENS 2003: 46-49, 2a, 3.  
20 MERTENS 2006: 185-187, abb. 326, 328. 
21 ZOPPI 2006: 50-60. 
22 HELAS 2011: 121-122. 
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construction. Over the course of the season a joint effort in archaeological excavation and architectural study of 

a portion of the southern peribolos wall was conducted in order to achieve these objectives.23 The area was 

excavated following the stratigraphic method. The entire excavated deposit was sifted, and all artifacts and 

organic remains identified during the excavation and sifting were collected and analyzed, keeping soil samples 

of each stratigraphic unit for further analysis. Documentation of the excavation area was conducted with both 

photography and orthophotos rendered through photogrammetric models, which were in turn traced digitally. 

Supplementing our digital data is a series of stratigraphic unit sheets on paper. Architectural documentation of 

the southern section of the peribolos wall focused primarily on the portion of the wall that extends the length of 

our trench, but also considered the continuation of the wall, both to the west and to the east, where the wall ends 

at the ñSouth Building.ò24  

 

 
Fig. 3. SAS V (orthophoto by Filippo Pisciotta © Institute of Fine Arts - NYU) 

 

Features Identified in SAS V 

 

For our initial objective of defining the layout and plan of the peribolos wall, we defined a trench 

designated as SAS V alongside the interior (north side) of the peribolos wall. SAS V extends 49 m from east to 

west and 5 m from north to south. Its easternmost limit aligns with the adyton of Temple R, while the western 

edge is marked by a column drum from Temple C lying to the right of the intersection of avenue SB and avenue 

SA. The location of the trench was chosen to gain a clearer picture of how the area between Temple R and the 

peribolos wall was modified through time, and to clarify the nature, construction techniques, and dating of the 

peribolos wall itself. Due to its large size, the trench was divided into nine sectors from east to west (fig. 3).  

The season began with a thorough cleaning of the area. This cleaning allowed us to discern previously ignored 

features and spurred new questions. Key features articulated by the cleaning are the following:    

 

1. A cistern with a rim made of terracotta tiles in Sector 9 (fig. 4); 

2. A column drum from Temple C in Sector 9;  

  

 
23 Trench supervisor: Kate Minniti; architectural study: Rebecca A. Salem and David Scahill; photogrammetry: Filippo Pisciotta; 

finds specialist: Peter A. Thompson; student excavators: Megan Gatton, Elisa Di Martino, Beatrice Risposi, and Ilaria Cendali . 
24 Helas identifies that there is no continuation of the blocks from the peribolos wall connecting it to the ñSouth Building,ò as well as 

general poor preservation in the area due to the placement of the railroads for excavation by Cavallari during his excavations in the 

sanctuary; HELAS 2011: 122. 
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Fig. 4 Cistern in SAS V Sector 9 looking North (photograph by Beatrice Risposi © Institute of Fine Arts - NYU) 

 

 

 
Fig. 5. Plan of southern portion of the Main Urban Sanctuary ca. 520 BCE  

(David Scahill, Filippo Pisciotta, Massimo Limoncelli © Institute of Fine Arts - NYU) 


