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In light of the recent discovery of a tomb described 
as ‘Macedonian’ near Bonče, it is timely to review 
the Macedonian tomb type. The tomb near Bonče 
has been dated to the end of the fourth century BCE.1 
As the archaeological community awaits publication 
of the excavations undertaken over the course of the 
last two years, projections that the Bonče tomb is of 
Macedonian in type would be a unique find so far 
north in the ancient Macedonian Kingdom. Only two 
other tombs have been discovered in the region of 
the northern Macedonian Kingdom; Ohrid-Varos and 
Selce (in present day Albania).2 The approximately 
60 tombs discovered so far are primarily located 
in Lower Macedon (Fig.1) with just six additional 
tombs identified in the Peloponnesus and two in Asia 
Minor.3 The introduction of this tomb type is com-
monly associated with the expansion of the Macedo-
nian kingdom by King Philip II and his son Alexan-
der III (Alexander the Great) when the Macedonian 
royal family and the aristocracy procured immense 
wealth. The dating of the tombs reflects this associa-
tion, with the earliest tomb occurring in the last half 
of the fourth century BCE and most of the latest ones 
in the middle of the second century BCE when the 
kingdom was seized as a Roman province. 
The chronological development of Macedonian 
tombs, both cist and chamber, is not yet clear,4 how-
ever there is a clear correlation between the power 
of the Macedonian kingdom and the architectural 
adornment of the tombs. Therefore the earliest tombs 
discovered in Vergina exhibit spectacular architec-
tural adornment. It is generally accepted that Vergina 
is the location of the ancient Macedonian capital of 

Fig. 1 Map of Greece with location of Macedonian 
tombs, (after Miller 1993, pl 27).
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1 Jakimovski 2009.
2 Kuzman 2009. 
3 Hatzopoulos 1994, 147.
4 Borza 1990, 272.
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Aigai as a result of the excavation of a palace and the 
discovery of a number of ‘royal’ Macedonian tombs. 
From the fifth century BCE, the capital was relocated 
to Pella, and as a result Aigai continued as the Mace-
donian royal burial grounds and cult centre. At Ver-
gina, tombs of distinct ‘Macedonian’ type were dis-
covered in the Great Tumulus and have been labelled 
royal (as opposed to simply aristocratic) by the exca-
vator.5 To date, a total of eleven tombs have been un-
covered in the Vergina area. Elsewhere, Macedonian 
tombs are principally located in the Bottaia district 
which is enclosed by the Axios and Haliakmon Riv-
ers and bounded by the mountain ranges of Bermion 
and Paikon.
The principal and only stable feature of all the Mace-
donian tombs is the barrel-vaulted roof whereas the 
treatment of the façade is varied. Some Macedonian 
tombs feature dromoi leading to the façade, or a sim-
ple plain wall pierced by a doorway lavished with ar-
chitectural decoration in the Ionic or Doric order, or a 
combination of both. In some cases, painted decora-
tion was applied to the façade to highlight or portray 
architectural members and depict warriors, deities 
and hunting expeditions. These themes sometimes 
continued onto the interior walls which were gener-
ally coated with stucco and often bore painted deco-
ration including bands of friezes depicting mytho-
logical scenes, plant motifs, chariot races and battle 
scenes. Studies relating to the interior decoration of 
Macedonian tombs have been undertaken by a num-
ber of scholars, particularly by Miller.6

The Evolution from Cist Tombs to Barrel Vaults
Large cist tombs are distributed widely over the an-
cient Macedonian landscape and attest to the predi-
lection of the aristocracy of Macedon for monumen-
tal burial construction. The dimensions and context 
of the tombs clearly distinguish them from those 
of contemporaneous Greece7, and they are instead 
closely related to tombs in Egypt, Thrace and Etruria 
in respect of the lavish interments of personal posses-
sions.8 The appearance of Macedonian barrel-vaulted 
tombs in the third and second centuries BCE did not 
result in the extinction of the cist tomb.9 In fact, the 
Macedonian tomb type seems to be influenced by the 
cist tomb prototype. 
Two major changes occurred during the cist tomb 
phase: the partition of the tomb into antechamber and 
burial chamber with a connecting door, and the shift 
to roofs built of stone.10 Cist tombs were normally 
rectangular in shape and can be as small as two me-
tres squared or as large as three and a half metres 
by two metres. The cist-tomb was comprised of rows 
of poros slabs laid in courses over the cist and the 
wooden roof laid horizontally over the top.11 The du-
rability of stone, however, inevitably led to its wide-
spread use in tomb construction. Two fourth century 
cist tombs at Palatitsia present a variation in roofing 
with the addition of a cross wall or pillars that parti-
tion the tomb into two chambers12 and also combat 
the problem of collapsing roofs.
The interior decoration of most cist tombs includ-
ed predominantly painted architectural members, 
shields carved in relief, plant motifs and mythological 
scenes. Such decoration is also notable in Macedo-
nian tombs such as the ‘Tomb of Lyson and Kallikles’ 
and the ‘Tomb of Persephone’ at Vergina. In contrast, 
cist tomb exteriors were plain; the Macedonian tomb 
type brought the traditional interior decoration to the 
exterior façade of the tomb. The ‘Tomb of Eurydice’ 
is probably the earliest Macedonian tomb that is lav-
ishly decorated in the cist tomb fashion; the cist is 
partitioned into two chambers and the interior is elab-
orately decorated with architectural ornamentation. 
The exterior is plain in the proper cist tomb manner, 
but the tomb is specified as Macedonian in type rath-
er than cist because of the barrel-vaulted roof.13

5 Andronicos 1976, 130.
6 Miller 1993. 

Fig.  2 Barrel-vaulted tomb at Amphipolis, (after 
Lazaridis 1997, 70).

7 Hatzopoulos 1994, 190.
8 Borza 1994, 23.
9 Allamani 1988, 96.
10 Hammond 1991, 73.
11 Petsas 1978, 50.
12 Andronicos 1987, 10-11.
13 Drougou & Saatsoglou-Paliadeli 2004, 60.
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The Implementation of the Barrel-Vaulted Roof 
The final evolutionary stage of the Macedonian tomb 
type involved the transition from horizontal slabs to 
barrel-vaulted roofs. The barrel-vaulted roof, a semi-
cylindrical roof constructed of voussoirs, is the prin-
cipal feature of the Macedonian tomb (Fig. 2). All 
tombs with barrel vaults in the region of Macedon 
or with Macedonian affiliations during the Hellenis-
tic Period are labelled as Macedonian in type. The 
barrel-vaulted roof solved the problem of collapsing 
roofs by exerting a downward and outward thrust, 
countered by increased wall thickness, with the sur-
rounding earth of the tumulus holding the construc-
tion together.14 Without exception, all Macedonian 
tombs are roofed with barrel-vaults; however, not all 
Macedonian tombs feature this roof type over the en-
tire structure with some antechambers exhibiting flat 
roofs. 
The use of the barrel vault may have been the outcome 
of a lengthy process of evolution beginning with the 
traditional cist graves. However the presence of such 
a feature in the East may indicate a reference to for-
eign models observed by Macedonian architects dur-
ing the conquests of Alexander the Great, that is 320 
BCE, and then copied without fault.15 Boyd argues 
that all barrel-vaulted structures in Greece post-date 
the conquests of Alexander.16 In addition, all known 
barrel vaults in Macedon are fully developed17 and 

the lack of archaeological evidence for a period of 
experimentation with roof types in Macedon implies 
that the barrel-vaulted tomb type was directly copied 
from the East18 and imported in Macedon as a mature 
form.19 This view, however, assumes that the Mace-
donians first had contact with the East at the time of 
Alexander and not earlier.20 In fact, Macedon was a 
vassal state of Persia in the fifth century21 and Greece 
had contact with the East as a result of the Persian 
Wars of the same century. In addition, Plato refers to 
a vault (ψαλιδα) in his Laws where he describes the 
ideal burial for a State appointed high priest.22

The Construction of Macedonian Tombs
The ‘Tomb of Philip II’ and the ‘Tomb of Eurydice’ at 
Vergina provide technical insights into Macedonian 
tomb construction. In relation to the ‘Tomb of Philip 
II’, Andronicos reports that the blocks do not inter-
connect as they should, but terminate on the medial 
wall that divides the tomb into burial chamber and 
antechamber.23 The order of construction involved 
the erection of the back wall first, and then the lateral 
walls and finally the partition wall. The lateral walls 
were built in a continuous line from the rear wall of 
the burial chamber with the intention of accommo-
dating an antechamber, but the façade was not com-
pleted. Instead, the interment in the burial chamber 
was completed and the vault built. The façade was 
decorated once the secondary burial in the antecham-
ber was deposited. The vault of the antechamber was 
built separately and is a few centimetres lower than 
that of the burial chamber.24 This is also noted at the 
‘Angista Tomb’, due to differing wall heights.25 Once 
the façade was completed, the exterior marble door 
was hung and then concealed behind a wall of large 
poros limestone blocks to protect the door from the 
pressure of the earth.26 The ‘Tomb of Eurydice’, on 
the other hand, was completely encased in a rectan-
gular construction of double walls and the vault was 
also boxed into a rectangular cist-shaped structure 
with ‘Π’ shaped iron nails in intervals over the en-
tire surface of the vault.27 Drougou and Saatsoglou-
Paliadeli argue that such a construction suggests a 

14 Tomlinson 1977:474.
15 Faklaris 1994, 616.
16 Boyd 1978, 83-88.

Fig. 3 The façade of Tomb II of the Great Tumulus 
at Vergina, (after Andronicos 1984, 101).

17 Lehmann 1980, 529.
18 Boyd 1978, 89.
19 Tomlinson 1977, 474.
20 Green 1998, 162.
21 Fredricksmeyer 1981, 333.
22 Laws XII, 947D.
23 Andronicos 1980, 170.
24 Borza 1981, 75-76.
25 Koukouli-Chrysanthaki & Hoepfner 1973, 456.
26 Andronicos 1977, 50.
27 Hatzopoulos 1994, 156.
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developmental phase and uncertainty on the part of 
the builders about the stability of the tomb.28

Notable Tombs of the Fourth Century BCE
A number of tumuli have been discovered in many 
areas of Macedon.29 The largest is the Great Tumulus 
at Vergina. Measuring over thirteen metres in height 
and over one hundred metres in diameter, the tumu-
lus was filled with funerary monuments dating to the 
fifth century BCE.30 The Great Tumulus is located 
within a large cemetery of smaller burial mounds 
that date from as early as the eleventh century BCE.31 
Of the tombs in the Great Tumulus at Vergina, two 
Macedonian tombs of the fourth century BCE are of 
particular significance architecturally. The so-called 
‘Tomb of Philip II’ (Fig. 3) and ‘Tomb of the Prince’ 
(Fig. 4) also referred to as Tomb II and Tomb III re-
spectively, are dated to the last quarter of the fourth 
century BCE32 and bear striking similarities in the ar-
chitectural ornamentation of their façades.
Macedonian tomb façades are commonly described 
as imitating the façades of temples. However, dissim-
ilarity from the temple façade is noted in the apteral 
arrangement of all the Macedonian tombs and the 
replacement or omission of canonical architectural 
elements. The fourth century tombs of the Great Tu-

mulus indicate that an elongated and elaborate frieze 
crowned only by a cornice replaced the typical pedi-
ment of the temple. Decoration on the exterior of the 
tomb is unusual when compared to the cist tombs of 
the fifth and fourth century when all decoration was 
executed on the interior walls.
The so-called ‘Tomb of Eurydice’, located south of 
the Great Tumulus, lacks a decorated exterior facade. 
Instead, the entrance had been concealed by a stone 
encasement that covered the entire tomb.33 The lack 
of architectural articulation of the façade is not un-
usual in the cist tomb tradition which featured plain 
exterior walls and elaborately painted interior walls. 
Indeed the interior rear wall of the burial chamber 
is decorated with a tetrastyle façade in the Ionic or-
der (Fig. 5). Furthermore, the façade includes a false 
door made of marble, decorated to imitate wood, with 
marble doorjambs and lintels. In addition, two false 
marble windows were executed in the same style as 
the door and decorate the intercolumniations of the 
façade.
A tomb dating to the last third of the fourth century 
has been discovered in Pydna, east of Vergina.34 The 
tomb’s features are completely unique in comparison 
with other Macedonian tombs. The tomb boasts an 
eleven metre barrel-vaulted dromos and three barrel-
vaulted chambers, as opposed to the traditional one or 
two chambers (Fig. 6). Architecturally, the façade of 
the dromos is plain, and the lintel and doorjambs are 
constructed of poros blocks. This method was also 
applied to seal the entrance to the dromos. Although 
the entrance to the dromos is forty centimetres wider 
than the façade of the tomb proper,35 and would have 
been visible to the public during funerary rituals, the 
façade to the entrance of the second chamber bears 
all the architectural decoration.  Furthermore, no ef-
fort was made to conceal the vault in the antechamber 
but courses of poros blocks were laid to conceal the 
vault of the dromos. This suggests a lack of formality 
regarding the masking or the disguising of the vault.
A plain facade is also notable at Dion, south of Pyd-
na, on the late fourth century ‘Soteriades Tomb’. The 
tomb is not embellished with any columns or pilas-
ters, but featured seven triglyphs and eight metopes 
crowned with a plain pediment with no architrave 
below and was simply coated with white stucco (Fig. 
7). In contrast, the interior of the antechamber was 
elaborately decorated in the Ionic order.36 The façade 
of the ‘Soteriades Tomb’ at Dion provides an early 

28 Drougou and Saatsoglou-Paliadeli 2004, 60.
29 Wace 1913, 126.
30 Andronicos 1980a, 189.
31 Andronicos 1980b, 26.
32 Borza 1982, 8-9.

Fig. 4 The façade of Tomb III of the Great Tumulus 
at Vergina, (after Andronicos 1984, 199).

33 Drogou & Saatsoglou-Paliadeli 2004, 60.
34 Miller 1971, 63.
35 Hatzopoulos 1994, 183.
36 Pandermalis 1987, 5.
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example of what becomes a characteristic of third 
century Macedonian tomb façades; a decrease and 
reduction in architectural ornamentation. 
In other areas of Macedon, the tomb façades of the 
late fourth century continue to be elaborately embel-
lished. The ‘Tomb of the Judgement’ at Lefkadia, 
dated to the late fourth century, is a case in point, 
demonstrating the continuity of elaborate fourth cen-
tury architectural decoration (Fig. 8). The façade is 
over eight and a half metres high and almost eight 
and a half metres wide37 and is divided into two Attic 
storeys, a feature not found elsewhere in Macedonian 
Hellenistic architecture. The lower storey is deco-
rated in the Doric order and the intercolumniations 
are divided into upper and lower panels with four fig-
ures (the deceased, Hermes, Aiakos and Rhadaman-
thys) painted on the walls. The architrave above is 
surmounted by twelve triglyphs and eleven metopes 
that are decorated with depictions of the Centau-
romachy. Above this, a division between the lower 
and upper storeys is made by a stuccoed relief de-
picting horsemen fighting infantrymen.38 The upper 
storey is adorned with six fluted Ionic half columns 
with the intercolumniations featuring a total of seven 
false windows carved in relief from marble to imitate 
wood. Traces of relief decoration are also noticeable 
in the tympanum of the pediment.39 Another tomb fa-
çade with a colossal order is yet to be discovered. 
Thus the ‘Tomb of the Judgement’ is unique among 

all Macedonian tombs in all regions from all 
centuries. 
The façade of the ‘Tomb of Lyson and Kal-
likles’ also at Lefkadia exemplifies the in-
creasing tradition of plain façades in the third 
century. The façade is almost completely 
undecorated apart from the pediment. This 
pediment serves as a door lintel and recalls 
the form of the Macedonian funerary stelai 
discovered in the fill of the Great Tumulus at 
Vergina. Above the pediment are courses of 
poros blocks constructed just high enough to 
mask the top of the vault that was then cov-
ered with stucco to mask the irregularity of 
the blocks. The door of the tomb is unique as 
it is made of two large stone slabs carved in 
relief to imitate a two-leafed wooden door, 
doorjambs, lintel and threshold40 that were 
propped up against the entrance to the tomb. 
The tombs at Thessaloniki date to the end 
of the fourth century BCE and epitomise the 
change in the Macedonian tomb façade from 

the traditional tetrastyle form of the fourth century 
to the distyle form of the third century BCE. Mill-
er41 notes that in the late fourth century and the third 
century BCE the doorjambs replace the function of 
the columns. Indeed, this form of evolution is true 
of some tombs of the late fourth century (the ‘So-
teriades Tomb’ at Dion and the ‘Tomb of Lyson and 
Kallikles’) and all the tombs in Thessaloniki. This 
is shown in the almost identical Tomb I at St. Atha-
nasios and the tomb at St. Paraskevi that are both 
flanked simply by one fluted Doric half column at 
each end of the façade. At St. Paraskevi, the columns 
support an entablature with an architrave and eight 
triglyphs and seven metopes. The columns of the ‘St. 
Athanasios Tomb’, however, support an architrave of 
one fascia and a metope frieze of seven triglyphs and 
six metopes. Both tombs feature trapezoidal marble 
doors that are not decorated in carved relief. Instead, 
at St. Athanasios, the bosses and nails were painted42 
and at St. Paraskevi bronze ornaments adorn the 
door.43 Both tombs are crowned with a pediment and 
archaeological investigation indicated that there was 
pedimental decoration of the ‘St. Paraskevi Tomb’ 
portraying Demeter and Persephone.44 Such decora-
tion can also be noted on the ‘Phoenix-Thessaloniki 
Tomb’ of the late fourth century.45 

37 Touratsoglou 1983, 177.
38 Rhomiopoulou 1997, 25.
39 Hatzopoulos  1994, 180.

Fig. 5 The rear wall of the burial chamber of the ‘Tomb of 
Eurydice’ at Vergina, (after Drougou & Saatsoglou-Paliadeli 

2004, 60).

40 Miller 1993, 29.
41 Miller 1971, 67.
42 Miller 1993, 29.
43 Sismanidis 1983, 284.
44 Sismanidis 1986, 93.
45 Tsibidou-Aulonite 1987, 261.
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It is evident that the façade treatment of the Thes-
saloniki tombs differed from those from Vergina and 
Lefkadia. The tombs of the fourth century exhibit 
some loose regional traits; however, recurring fea-
tures particular to specific regions are not yet notice-
able. The tombs seem to be eclectic, and the number 
of supporting members begins to decline in the final 
decade of the century. 

Notable Tombs of the Third Century BCE
The Macedonian tombs at Pella date to the early third 
century and their façades are elaborately decorated in 
the fourth century style. For example, the Doric fa-
çade of Tomb IV and the Ionic facade of Tomb III at 
Pella are associated with the fourth century tetrastyle 
form, rather than the distyle that begins to appear in 
the third century. Tomb IV has a door carved in relief 
from marble to imitate wood, however Tomb III was 
sealed by poros slabs laid in courses, a feature no-
table in a number of fourth century tombs. The tombs 
at Pella provide some of the last examples of elabo-
rate Macedonian tomb facades of the third century.
The Macedonian tombs of the third century BCE at 
Vergina represent a shift in the architectural articula-
tion of the Macedonian tomb façade. In particular, 
the ‘Rhomaios Tomb’ of the first half of the third 

century is decorated by columns supporting an Ionic 
entablature including an architrave divided into two 
fasciae, whereas generally in Greece, three are stan-
dard.46 The tomb also features a marble door. Another 
Macedonian tomb dating to the early third century 
is located next to the Vergina Cultural Centre. There 
was no marble door in the facade; instead poros slabs 
were placed in front of the opening.47 Another unique 
feature in all of Macedon is noted in the early third 
century ‘Tomb of the Free Standing Columns’ in Ver-
gina where the tomb features a Doric tetrastyle pro-
style façade standing on a plinth. 
South of the Great Tumulus stands the Bella Tumu-
lus. Although the three discovered tombs in the Bella 
Tumulus date to the third century, their façades are 
distinctly individual and are predecessors of the late 
third century tradition; the plain, and often astylar, 
façade. Tomb I in the Bella Tumulus is the earliest of 
the three and dates to the last half of the third century. 
The façade is embellished in the Doric order with a 
tetrastyle arrangement of fluted Doric half columns 
and a marble door imitating wood. The tall crown-
ing cornice of the pediment is quite distinct and this 
type is not featured on any other Macedonian tomb. 
In addition, the tomb also features a dromos built of 
stone.48 In contrast, Tomb II of the Bella Tumulus is 
comprised of a single chamber fronted by an archi-
tecturally plain wall that features three large painted 
figures; a young warrior (possibly the deceased), a 
tall female (possibly the personification of Macedon 
or Virtue) and a young man believed to be the per-
sonification of War.49 Tomb III of the Bella Tumulus 
dates to the end of the third century and has no archi-
tectural features or painted ornamentation and is only 
pierced by an entrance and surmounted by a simple 
pediment.50 Much the same can be noted at the tomb 
on the Bloukas Field on the outskirts of Vergina. 
These tombs suggest that the façades of the tombs at 
Vergina dating to the early third century continued to 
be decorated in the traditional elaborate tetrastyle of 
the fourth century. The plain façade may have been a 
development during the later third century and may 
have been adopted in other areas of Macedon, par-
ticularly Dion.51

To the west of Vergina, in the town of Veroia, a late 
third century tomb was excavated near the Haliak-
mon Dam.52 The tomb only features two supporting 

46 Miller 1973, 202.
47 Drougou & Saatsoglou-Paliadeli 2004, 64.
48 Andronicos 1984, 35.
49 ibid., 35-36.
50 ibid., 37.
51 Touratsoglou  2004, 261.
52 Miller 1982, 157.

Fig. 6 Plan of ‘Heuzey’s Tomb’ at Korino-Pydna, 
(after Bessios & Pappa n.d, 11).
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pilasters that also act as doorjambs and a lintel that 
also serves as an entablature with six triglyphs and 
five metopes as seen at Tomb III at Malathria-Dion. 
This tomb illustrates a decline in façade embellish-
ment in the late third century, as is noticeable in Ver-
gina, and the introduction of plain façades in the later 
third century. The reduction and eventual elimination 
of the columns indicates that the function of pilasters 
as supporting members is beginning to disappear. 
The ‘Tomb of the Palmettes’ at Lefkadia, built in the 
last half of the third century can be likened to fourth 
century and early third century types. For instance, 
the façade is in the tetrastyle form, clearly recalling a 
fourth century model. A third century attribute can be 
recognised in the lack of ornamentation of the door-
frame, where the columns act as doorjambs and the 
lintel is not present. The tympanum of the pediment 
is also decorated with a reclining Hades and Perse-
phone53, a theme observable at the fourth century ‘St 
Paraskevi Tomb’ in Thessaloniki and possibly on the 
tympanum of the ‘Tomb of the Judgement’ at Lefka-
dia.
At Lefkadia, the tombs of the later third century are 
more elaborate in the decoration of their façades 
whereas at Vergina, the architectural embellishment 
is reduced towards the end of the third century. It 
could be argued that the decoration of the ‘Tomb of 
the Palmettes’ at Lefkadia is unique for the third cen-
tury. Other tombs in the Lefkadia region of the late 
third to early second century, however, follow the 
Vergina model in the decline of façade articulation in 
the late third century. The ‘Theodoridi Tomb’ and the 
‘Charouli Tomb’ feature astylar façades54 with no ar-
chitectural embellishment around the entrance or on 
the upper part of the wall.55 Instead, the façade of the 

‘Charouli Tomb’, dated to the second century56, was 
constructed just high enough to cover the unfamiliar 
vault of the tomb.57 Therefore, the function of the fa-
çade at the end of the third century has altered from a 
device to exhibit wealth and aristocratic connection, 
to a simple wall utilised to conceal the vault.
Further south in Chalcidice, the façade of the Mace-
donian tomb at Lakkoma is only pierced in the cen-
tre to simply provide access to the tomb, and is not 
embellished with doorjambs or lintel, nor flanked by 
columns.58 A pediment is carved in relief on the tym-
panum of the vault. The ‘Tomb near the Old Materni-
ty Clinic’ at Thessaloniki, dated to the end of the third 
century features a door that is off-centre59 although 
this has also been noted at the ‘Soteriades Tomb’ of 
the late fourth century at Dion. Furthermore, the reuse 
of building materials at the ‘Charilaou-Thessaloniki 
Tomb’, where recut column drums were utilised in 
the roof, clearly indicates a decline in the profession-
alism of Macedonian tomb construction.
The tomb at Laïna north of Thessaloniki, dating to 
the late fourth to early third century, also illustrates 
the late fourth century tradition of column reduction 
from four to two. This tomb stands in contrast to the 
nearby ‘Tomb at Langada’ that also dates to the same 
period. Here, four engaged Ionic columns are ar-
ranged along the façade and a curved extension rises 
above the pediment to conceal the front of the vault.60 
The ‘Tomb at Langada’, the ‘Haliakmon Dam Tomb’ 
and the ‘Tomb at Lakkoma’, illustrate the acceptance 
of a visible vault in the third century. The fourth cen-
tury tradition of constructing a separate wall in front 
of the tomb, with the intention of applying architec-
tural decoration, is disappearing. The third century 
architects are now opting to simply apply the decora-
tion directly to the tomb itself or completely aban-
doning the ornamentation of the tomb. 
The late third century tombs at Amphipolis in lower 
Eastern Macedon61 also demonstrate the simplicity of 
later third century Macedonian tomb façades. Tomb 
II at Amphipolis-Mantres is not fronted by a façade; 
instead the façade was replaced by a dromos covered 
with horizontal slabs.62 The replacement of exterior 
decoration with a dromos is unusual. As noted above, 
some Macedonian tombs feature dromoi but none had 
entirely replaced the façade. In fact, at the ‘Tomb of 
Pydna’, the façade of the entrance to the dromos was 

53 Mantis 1990, 35.
54 Miller 1993, 21.
55 Petsas 1961, 402.

 Fig. 7 The façade of the ‘Soteriades Tomb’ at Dion, 
(after Touratsoglou 2004, 260).

56 Tsibidou-Aulonite 1985, 141.
57 Andronicos 1987, 13.
58 ibid.
59 Sismanidis 1985, 41.
60 Macridy 1911, 200.
61 Lazaridis 1997, 71.
62 Lazaridis 1961, 233.
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decorated as well as the entrance to the tomb proper. 
The ‘Katsas-Amphipolis Tomb’ façade is also plain, 
coated only with plaster to imitate marble.63 
To the southeast of Amphipolis is Angista. The third 
century tomb at Angista64 illustrates the decline in the 
function of columns as supporting members. As with 
many late fourth century and third century Macedo-
nian tombs, the doorjambs replace the function of the 
columns. Even though the entablature is of the Doric 
order, the pilaster capitals are Ionic.65 Though hereti-
cal to the Classical Greek tradition, a combination of 
Doric and Ionic orders is not uncommon in the deco-
ration of Macedonian tomb façades. This is most ob-
servable at the ‘Tomb of the Judgement’ at Lefkadia 
where the lower and upper storeys of the façade are 
Doric and Ionic respectively.
As a result of Macedonian expansion into the south, 
a small number of Macedonian tombs are located in 
Greece. The ‘Tomb of Larisa’ in Thessaly is dated 
to the late third century and is comprised of a bar-
rel-vaulted roof but does not feature an architectur-
ally articulated façade.66 Much like the Macedonian 
tombs in Macedon during the third century, the fa-
çade of the tomb at Larisa is plain and pierced with 
an entrance. Furthermore on the island of Aegina, 
three tombs, dating from the last decade of the third 
century to the last third of the second century, also 
feature unadorned façades.67 
The appearance of the Macedonian tomb façades 
changed within the course of the third century. An 
evolution starting with plain façades imitating the 
early cist tomb, with the addition of barrel-vaulted 
roof in the late fourth and early third centuries, then 
finally the cessation of any architectural decoration, 
notable in the tombs of the later third century. The 
decline of elaborate façades in the late third century 
may be related to the deteriorating condition of the 
Macedonian kingdom.68

The façades of the Macedonian tombs as a whole 
are generally eclectic, but the royal tombs at Vergina 
illustrate a feature not observed at any other tomb 
group. Tomb II and Tomb III of the Great Tumulus 
at Vergina provide the only examples of the utilisa-
tion of a frieze as a terminating member rather than 
the conventional Doric pediment. The ‘Tomb of the 
Judgement’ at Lefkadia also features an exaggerated 
frieze, but the frieze itself was not utilised as a termi-
nating member but rather the platform for the second 

storey of the façade. In fact, major painted decoration 
on most Macedonian tomb façades is executed in the 
tympanum of the pediment as noted at the ‘Phoenix-
Thessaloniki Tomb’, the ‘Tomb of the Palmettes’ and 
the ‘St. Paraskevi Tomb’, or on the façade walls as 
seen at Tomb II of the Bella Tumulus and the ‘Tomb 
of the Judgement’ at Lefkadia. 
Through the analysis of specific mouldings applied 
to the tomb façades, it is apparent that such enrich-
ments varied on both a regional and temporal basis. 
However, of the regions examined, no area illustrates 
a preference for a certain architectural order. The use 
of mixed architectural orders is most common in the 
Hellenistic period, however mixed orders in Greece 
can be noted also at the Temple of Zeus at Nemea, 
Zeus at Stratos, and the Temple of the Mother of the 
Gods at Olympia.69

Generally, a pattern in the overall evolution of the 
fourth and third century tomb façades is discernible. 
The façades of the tombs of the fourth and early third 
centuries generally feature tetrastyles as noted at 
Tomb II of the Great Tumulus at Vergina, the interior 
decoration of the ‘Tomb of Eurydice’, the tombs of the 
early third century at Pella, and the ‘Rhomaios Tomb’ 
at Vergina. The articulation of the façades of these 
tombs recalls the decorative style of the temple. This 
style of architectural articulation is to be interpreted 
as reflecting fourth century traditions. Although the 
second century ‘Tomb at Spelia’ is also adorned with 
a tetrastyle façade, this is an exception; the majority 
of later tombs are plain on the exterior façade as well 

63 Lazaridis 1997, 72.
64 Koukouli-Chrysanthaki 1968, 250.
65 Miller 1993, 42.
66 Kurtz & Boardman 1971, 276.
67 Karo 1931, 276.
68 Hammond 1989, 318.

Fig. 8 The façade of the ‘Tomb of the Judgement’ at 
Lefkadia, (after Touratsoglou 2004, 202).

69 Dinsmoor, 1973, 220.
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as the interior. Furthermore, the masking of the vault 
became unimportant in the third century, exemplified 
by the application of architectural ornamentation di-
rectly onto the tomb. In the fourth century, a separate 
wall was constructed in front of the tomb, on which 
the architectural decoration was applied.
In the fourth century, the Macedonian tomb evolved 
to satisfy the wealth of the aristocracy. By adopting 
foreign elements and decoration, the Macedonian ar-
chitects manipulated the structure of the existing cist 
tombs, and as a result, created a distinct Macedonian 

tomb type. The tombs of Macedon can be consid-
ered eclectic in relation to the application of specific 
mouldings and the variations of architectural enrich-
ment. The tombs dating from the middle of the third 
century, on the other hand, can no longer be described 
as generally eclectic as they are uniform in their lack 
of architectural ornamentation. Macedonian funer-
ary architecture during the Hellenistic period gradu-
ally decreased in its elaboration and ostentation as a 
consequence of diminishing Macedonian power and 
wealth.
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Belinda Di ANXELO

EVOLUCIJATA NA MAKEDONSKATA GROBNICA: 

NAVRA]AWE NA HELENISTI^KATA FUNERARNA ARHITEKTURA

  Резиме

Ovoj trud pretstavuva rezime na moeto 
po~esno istra`uvawe nasloveno kako 
Evolucijata na makedonskata grobnica:  
tretmanot na fasadata vo  4.  i 3 vek pred 
na{ata era (na Univerzitetot La Trobe vo 
Melburn 2005).
So tezata se iznesuvaat mislewa deka vo 
tekot na 4. i 3 vek pred na{ata era bogatata 
fasadna ukrasa na makedonskite grobnici 
do`ivela postepena redukcija. Vo tekot na 
4. i raniot 3 vek grobnicite imale fasadi 
vo tetrastil so kalapeni detalni ukrasi 
i mermerni dovratnici. Grobnicite bile 
gradeni so bo~vesti svodovi i yid za da go skrie 
svodot odzadi. Ovoj vid na sofisticirano 

arhitektonsko zbogatuvawe, vo docniot 3 vek 
p.n.e se zamenuva so fasadi izvedeni vo astilar 
manirot (fasadi so otsustvo na stolbovi i 
pilastri). Tetrastilot bil skoro celosno 
napu{ten vo polza na distilot, za postepeno 
toj da se zameni so fasadi vo astilar manirot, 
no voedno da bide prifaten i vidliviot 
bo~vest svod. Namaluvaweto na bogatata 
arhitektonska ukrasa se pretpostavuva deka 
se dol`elo  na postepeniot pad na kralstvoto. 
]e bide interesno ako idnite arheolo{ki 
prou~uvawa na makedonskata helenisti~ka 
arhitektura (stanuva zbor za funerarni, 
javni ili doma{ni gradbi) ja reflektiraat 
ova evolucija.


