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ONSOZ

Sinop Universitesi, kurulusundan itibaren her
anlamda bélgesine ve bolge insanina katkit saglayan
bir egitim kurumu olma ilkesini benimsemistir.
Her daim, her alanda bu ilkeden sagsmadan
ilerleyen Universitemizin 2017 yilinda bu amag
dogrultusunda gerceklestirdigi ¢alismalardan biri
de “Uluslararast Sinope ve Karadeniz Arkeolojisi
Sempozyumu” olmustur.

Sinop  arkeolojisi hakkindaki  deneyimleri
paylagsmak, Karadeniz calismalarina katki koyan
bilimsel kuruluslara 6ncilik etmek ve bu alanda
calisma yapan tim arastirmacilarin bir araya gelecegi
uluslararasi bir platform gorevi gérmek amaciyla
hayat bulan “Uluslararast Sinope ve Karadeniz
Arkeolojisi  Sempozyumu” 13-15 Ekim 2017
tarihleri arasinda gerceklestirilmistir. Sempozyum,
toplam 7 farkli tilkeden 44 bilim insanini bir araya
getirmesi bakimindan 6zellikle Sinop arkeolojisi
adina gerceklestirilen en genis katihimli bilimsel
toplantt olma 6zelligini tasimaktadir.

Sempozyum binyesinde, Sinop arkeolojisi
alaninda uzun yillardir yapilan calismalarin glincel
sonuglart sunulmus, daha 6nce hig calistimamis pek
cokarkeolojik eser ve konununilk defa bilim diinyast
ile tanismasina aract olunmus ve eski sorunlara
yeni ¢oztiimler getirilmistir. Sempozyumun, bunlar
disinda, Sinop arkeolojisine mesleki hayatlar
boyunca pek ¢ok katki saglamis, alaninda uzman
bilim insanlart ile gen¢ arastirmacilarin bir araya
geldigi bir platform gbrevi gbrdiigini de bu
satirlarda  hosnutlukla paylasmak isterim. Bu
ozellikler disinda sempozyuma gosterilen yogun
ilgi ve elde edilen sonuglar bu bilimsel toplantinin
amacina basartyla ulastigini acikca géstermektedir.

Ulkemizin dért bir tarafindan ve cesitli dis
tlkelerden fedakarlik gd&stererek sempozyuma
katilim saglayan, bildiri, sunum ve kiymetli bilgileri
ile bu antik Karadeniz liman kentinin arkeolojik,
tarihi, kiltiirel, dini, siyasi ve sosyal gecmisini
aydinlatan tim akademisyen ve arastirmacilara,
sempozyumun Diizenleme ve Bilim Kurullan
tyelerine, tniversitemizin Basin Yayin Miadurligi
calisanlart  yaninda konaklama, karsilama ve
ugurlamada emeg gecen tim personelimize
tesekkiir etmeyi bir bor¢ bilirim. Ayrica, bu bilim
etkinligine bizler kadar sahip ¢ikan ve maddi
manevi destekleri ile onun gerceklesmesinde
biyiik rol oynayan Sinoplu sponsorlarimiza da en
icten duygularimla tesekkiir ederim.

Sempozyum  bildirilerinden  olusan  ve
sempozyum amacinin somutlagmis bir temsili
sayilan bu kitabin Sinop’un ve Sinop Universitesi’nin
tanitimina katki saglamasini temenni ederim.

FOREWORD

Since its foundation, Sinop University adopted
the principle of being an educational institution
that contributes to its region and the local people.
Proceeding insistently with this principle as always,
one of the works carried out in 2017 by our
university was the International Symposium on
Sinope and Black Sea Archaeology.

International Symposium on Sinope and Black
Sea Archaeology was held between 13-15 October
2017 aiming to share the experiences in relation
to the archacology of Sinop, to lead the scientific
organizations contributing to the Black Sea studies
and to serve as an international platform where
all researchers working in this field would come
together. Bringing 44 scientists from 7 different
countries together, the symposium was the most
widely attended scientific meeting on behalf of the
archaeology of Sinop.

Current results of studies and excavations
ongoing for many years were presented, many
artifacts and subjects that have not been studied
before were introduced to the academic world for
the first time and new solutions were proposed to
old problems on the archaeology of Sinop within
the symposium. In addition, I would contently like
to share with you here the fact that the symposium
served successfully as a platform where leading
scientists who contributed to the archaeology of
Sinop throughout their lives and young researchers
had come together. Moreover, the intense interest
to the symposium and the obtained results clearly
demonstrate that this scientific meeting has
achieved its purpose successfully.

I would like to thank all national and
international  academicians and  researchers
who have participated to the symposium and
illuminated the archaeological, historical, religious,
political and social past of this ancient harbor
city of the Black Sea with a paper, presentation
and valuable information. 1 express my sincere
thanks also to the members of the Organizing
and Scientific Committee’s, the personnel that
contributed to the accommodation, reception and
farewell ceremonies as well as those working in the
Department of Media, Publications and Public
Relations of our university. I would also like to
express my sincere gratitude to our sponsors from
Sinop, who played a great role in the execution of
this scientific meeting.

This book comprises the papers that may
be regarded as the embodied representation of
the symposium. I wish it will contribute to the
promotion of Sinop and Sinop University.

Prof. Dr. Nihat DALGIN

Sinop Universitesi Rektorii / Rector of The Sinop University
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SUNUS

Antik dénem boyunca Sinope ad: ile bilinmis
olan gunimiz Sinop’u Karadeniz cografyasinin
en Onemli yerlesimlerinden biridir.  Sinop,
Argonaut’lar ve Altin Post Arayist gibi pek cok
Yunan efsanesine ev sahipligi yapan ve zengin
dogal kaynaklarla nitelenen Karadeniz Uzerinde
s6z sahibi olmayt amaclayan tim antik giiclerin
elinde bulundurmak isteyecegi bir konumdadur.
Iste bundan dolayidir ki bu 6nemli liman kenti,
Kaftkas kulttrlerinin - Anadolu’ya ulasmasinda
bir “ilk durak”, Karadeniz’in zenginliklerine g6z
dikmis Yunan dinyasinin iki buytk kenti Miletos
ve Atina’nin bolgedeki en 6nemli koloni merkezi,
Anadolu’yu Roma emperyalizminden kurtarmak
isteyen VI. Mithridates’in bagkenti ve sonrasinda
Karadeniz’i bir “Roma Denizi” haline getirmek
isteyen Roma’nin ana donanma Ussii olmustur.
Sinop, sadece emperyal ve politik amaclar icin
degil ayrica ticari amaglar icin de olduk¢a 6nemli
bir konum ve potansiyele sahiptir. Oyle ki, kentin
tzerinde kuruldugu topraklardan uretﬂen catt
kiremitleri tim antik diinyanin yapilarini siislemis,
limanlarindan ihra¢ edilen canlt kirmizi boya
“Sinoplu” veya “Sinop Kirmuizis?” adiyla tim
dinyaya yayilmis, sarap ve zeytinyaglari kadar
bu drilnleri tastyan meshur amphoralart da antik
dinyanin tamaminda nam salmigtir.

Sinop Universitesi Arkeoloji Béliimii tarafindan,
arkeoloji, antik diinya tarihi ve kiltiirel miras
anlaminda olduk¢a 6nemli bir yere sahip olan bu
Karadeniz kentinin ge¢misini ¢alisma adina atilan ilk
adim “Uluslararasi Sinope ve Karadeniz Arkeolojisi
Sempozyumu” olmustur. Bu ilk adimin ilk etkinligi
13-15 Ekim tarihlerinde Sinop Universitesi, Ahmet
Muhip Diranas Uygulama Oteli catist altinda
gerceklesen “Antik Sinope ve Karadeniz” temalt
sempozyum ile hayata gecirilmistir.

Bu kitap, t¢ gunlik sempozyum siiresince
gerceklestirilen sunumlarin timiiniin olmasa da
buytk bir kisminin her biri kendi alaninda haturt
sayilir bir 6neme sahip tam metin bildirilerini
icermektedir. Bildiriler kitab1 da, ayni sempozyumda
oldugu gibi, tematik bélimler halinde ilerleyecek
bicimde diizenlenmistir.

“Sinope  Tarihi, Kazilar ile Yiizey
Aragtirmalart”  temali ilk bolim bunyesinde
Emzar  KAKHIDZE, Nikolay FEDOSEEV,

Davut YIGITPASA ile Osman OZTURK, Serkan
DEMIRELin makaleleri yer almaktadir. Boliime
katki koyanlardan Emzar KAKHIDZE, makalesi
kapsaminda Sinope’nin  Klasik, Hellenistik ve
Roma Dénemleri’ndeki gelisimi, 6nemi ve bu
donemlerde Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi ile olan
iliskilerini ~ 6zellikle seramik —degerlendirmeleri
tizerinden bizlere yansitmustir. Sinop’un en bilinen
tretimleri arasindaki amphoralarin  muhiirleri
uzerinden elde edilen bir kent tatihcesi ve bu
tarihce icindeki ekonomik siire¢c ise Nikolay
FEDOSEEV tarafindan ele alinmistit. Serkan

il

INTRODUCTION

Modern-day Sinop, known as Sinope in
Antiquity, is one of the mostimportant settlements
of the Black Sea region. Sinop’s geographical
position attracted the attention of all the ancient
powers that aimed to have a say on the Black Sea,
a geography that is home to many rich natural
resources and hosted maty Greek legends such
as the Argonauts and the “Search for the Golden
Fleece”. That is the reason why this important
coastal town was a “first stop” in the arrival of
Caucasian cultures to Anatolia; it was the most
important colonial center for both Miletos and
the Athens, who had set their eyes on the riches
of the Black Sea; it served as the capital city of
Mithradates VI, who desired to free Asia Minor
from the Roman imperialism; and finally it was
the main naval base of Rome, which wanted to
transform the Black Sea into a “Roman Sea”.
Sinop’s location and potential is significant not
only for imperial and political purposes but
also for commercial ones. In fact, the roof tiles
produced from the soil of the region decorated
the buildings of the entire ancient world and the
vibrant red paint exported from its ports, spread
all over the world with the name of “Sinopean” or
“Sinopean Red”, its renowned amphorae became
famous throughout the ancient world as well as
the products carried within them such as wine and
olive oil.

The first step of Sinop University’s Department
of Archeology for contributing to the past of
this Black Sea city that has an important place in
terms of archeology, ancient world history and
cultural heritage, was the International Symposium
on Sinope and Black Sea Archaceology. The very
first activity of this first step was realized with the
theme of “Ancient Sinope and Black Sea” which
took place in Ahmet Muhip Diranas Practice Hotel
of the Sinop University, on October 13-15 in 2017.

Although it does not include all the
presentations during the three-day symposium,
this volume comprises papers, each of which is
of great importance in their field. Similar to the
symposium, the proceedings book is organized in
thematic sections.

The first chapter themed as “History of
Sinope, Excavations and Surveys” includes
articles by Emzar KAKHIDZE, late Nikolay
FEDOSEEV, Davnt YIGITPASA with Osman
OZTURK and Serkan DEMIREL. Emzar
KAKHIDZE  reflected the importance of
Sinope in the Classical, Hellenistic and Roman
Periods and its relations with the Eastern Black
Sea Region through his analyses on ceramics.
The history of the city revealed through the
amphora stamps, which are among the most
known productions of Sinop, and the economic
process in this history was discussed by Nzkolay
FEDOSEEV. Serkan DEMIREL tried to shed
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DEMIREL, Sinop Bélgesinin Geg Tung Cagi
yerlesimlerini irdeleyip degerlendirerek bolgenin ve
kentin bu dénemdeki yerlesim odakli sorunlarina
bir 1tk tutmaya calismustir. Davut YIGITPASA
Osman OZTURK ile beraber, bir literatiir taramast
seklinde meydana getirmis oldugu c¢alismasinda
Tunc¢ Cagrnt takip eden Demir Cagr hakkinda
kazi calismalari kadar yiizey arastirmalari 1siginda
da neler Ggrenebilecegimizi ortaya ¢ikarmaya
calismistir.

“Kiilt ve Din” temali ikinci bélim biinyesindeki
tek calisma Eln: MENTESIDOU tarafindan
gerceklestirilmis olup bu c¢alismada Anadolulu
bir tanrica olan Kybele’nin Sinop’taki 6nemi ve
rolt, ozellikle heykeltiraslk eserleri 1s1ginda, bilim
dinyast ile paylagilmistir.

“Ticari - Kiiltirel Baglantilar ve Sosyal
Yasam” baglklt bolime Anca DAN, Totko
STOYANOLV ile Kalin MADZHAROV, Andre
OPAIT, Dan DAVLS ile Meko KOEAHI .ve Kakhaber
KAMADADZFE’nin ~ katkidart  olmustur.  Tozko
STOYANOV ile Kalin MADZHAROI, Sinope’nin
en Onemli dUretimleri sayllan amphoralarin
Kuzeydogu Trakya’ya olan ithali ve yayilimi Gizerine
yeni kanitlari bilim diinyast ile paylagmislardir.
Andre OPAIT, Dan DAVIS ve Meko KOEAHI in
ortak makalesi ise Sinop amphoralar tastyan iki
onemli battk gemi tizerinden dénemin deniz ticareti
hakkinda elde ettikleri glincel sonuglart sunmustur.
Giliney Bati Glrcistan ile Sinope arasindaki ticari
ve ekonomik iliskilerin Roma Dénemi’nde izledigi
seyir ise Kakbhaber KAMADADZE tarafindan
degerlendirilmistir.

“Arkeometri”  bolumundeki tek calisma
Ozden ORMANCI OZTURK, Sedat KURUGOL,
Burcu KIRMIZI, Giilgiin KOROGLU ile Merig
BAKILER’in ortakla§a kaleme aldig1 ve Balatlar
Kilisesi Kazis’'nda aciga ¢ikarilmis olan tarihi
yap1 harclarinin analiz ve karakterizasyonuna dair
sonuglart irdeleyen makale olmustur.

“Tung, Cam ve Tekstil” bolumi .Athanasios
SIDERIS ve Ceybun BERKOLun katkilart ile
sekillenmistir. Sinop Miizesi'nde sergilenmekte
olan Arkaik Dénem tarihli tun¢ hydtia, Athanasios
SIDERIS tarafindan caligilarak ilk defa bilim
dinyasina  duyurulmustur.  Ceyhun  BERKOL
ise, Sinop Boyabat ilgesi sinirlarindaki Kiligh
Kilisesi'nde gergeklestirilen kurtarma kazilarinda
elde edilmis olan dokuma kumas buluntularini bu
bolim altindaki makalesinde ele almistir.

“Seramik ve Pigmis Toprak” bolimiinde
Puar CAGNIS, Eda GUNGOR ALPER, Hazar
KABA ve Daniela STOYANOVA ile Margarit
DAMYANOV”un  makaleleri  yer almaktadir.
Thurkiye’nin son birka¢ yilinin en biyik kapsaml
kurtarma kazilarina ev sahipligi yapmis olan
Marmaray Kazilar’'nda bulunun Sinope amphora
mihiitleri Puar CAGNIS’in makalesi biinyesinde
degerlend1r1lm1§t1r Eda GUNGOR AIPER de
Sinop Balatlar Kilisesi Kazis’'nda 2010-2013
yillart arasinda bulunmus olan pismis toprak

light on the settlement-oriented problems of the
region and the city in this period by examining
and evaluating the Late Bronze Age settlements
of the Sinop Region. In their study which they
formed as a literature search, Davut YIGITPA§A
and Osman OZTURK tried to analyze what we can
learn about the Iron Age in the light of surveys
as much as excavations.

The only work in the second chapter titled
as “Cult and Religion” belongs to Eleni
MENTESIDOU, in which the importance and the
role of Kybele, an Anatolian goddess, in Sinop was
shared with the academic world, especially in the
light of sculptural finds.

The section titled as “Commercial - Cultural
Connections and Social Life” comprises the
contributions of Kalin MADZHAROI” together
with Totko STOYANOLV and Anelia BOZKOVA,
Apndre OPAIT together with Dan DAVIS, Michael
I. BRENNAN and Meko KOEAHL, and finally
Kakhaber KAMADADZE. Kalin MADZHAROV
and his colleagues shared new evidence with the
scientific world on the import and distribution
of amphorae, the most important productions
of Sinope, in northeastern Thrace. Another
joint article by Andre OPAIT and his colleagues
presented new interpretations on the maritime
trade of the Late Antiquity through the evaluation
of an important wreck carrying Sinopean
amphorae. Kakhaber KAMADADZE evaluated
the commercial and economic relations between
South West Georgia and Sinope during the Roman
Period.

“Necropoleis and Burial Customs” include
the single paper of Ieray KORUCU- YAGIZ that
evaluates in detail the tombs and the burials
customs of the Christians within the periphery of
the Balatlar Church.

The single paper within the “Archaeometry”
section, which was undertaken jointly by Ozden
ORMANCI OZTURK,  Sedat KURUGOL,
Burcn KIRMIZI, Giilgin KOROGLU and Merie
BAKIILER, examined the results of the analysis
and characterization of the historical building
mortars revealed from the excavations of Balatlar

Church.

“Bronze, Glass and Textile” section took
form by the contributions of Athanasios SIDERLS
and Ceybun BERKOL. The bronze hydria dating
to the Archaic Period, which is on display at the
Sinop Museum, was introduced to the world of
archacology for the first time under this section by
Athanasios SIDERIS. Ceyhun BERKOL. discussed
the woven fabric finds revealed during the salvage
excavations carried out at the Kilichi Church in the
Boyabat district of Sinop in her article.

“Ceramic and Terracotta” section comprises
the articles of Pmar CAGNIS, Eda GUNGOR
ALPER, Hazar KABA and Daniela STOYANOLA
with Margarit DAMYANOI”. Sinopean amphora
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kandilleri bilim dunyast ile paylasmistir. Hazar
KABA, Sinope’ye 6zgii cok renkli ve kabartmalt
seramiklere ait yeni bir buluntu grubu ile geldikleri
icerigi degerlendirmistir. Boliimiin ve ayni zamanda
kitabin son makalesi Daniela STOYANOVA ile
Margarit DAMYANOV tarafindan kaleme alinmis
olup Sinop kékenli bir grup mimari terrakottanin
katalog ve degerlendirme calismasint icermektedir.

Toplamda 16 adet makale iceren bu kitap,
Sinop ve Karadeniz arkeolojisine giincel ve degerli
katkilar koymayr hedeflemektedir. Bu satirlar
sonlandirirken ilk olarak tim siireci en basindan
beri destekleyen Sinop Universitesi Rektorii ve
Sempozyum Onursal Baskant Sn. Prof. Dr. Nihat
DALGIN’a ve Fen-Edebiyat Fakiltesi Dekant
Sn. Prof. Dr. Kamil DEMIRCI’ye tesekkiirlerimi
sunarim. Ozellikle kitabin derleme, diizenleme
ve yayina hazirlanma asamalarinda yardimlarini
esirgemeyen meslektaslarim  Giilseren KAN
SAHIN, Babir Mehmet AKARSU, Zeki Mete
AKSAN ve Onur BOZOGLAN’un tiim siirecteki
6nemine bu satirlarda vurgu yapar ve kendilerine
tesekkiir etmeyi bir borg bilirim. Karadeniz ama
Ozellikle de Sinop Arkeolojisi’nin mil taslarindan
biri olan Sn. Prof. Dr. Dominique KASSAB
TEZGOR’e ise bizleri onurlandiracak bir sekilde
yazmis oldugu GIRIS kismi icin ayrica tesekkiir
ederiz. Bu kitabin gérsel ve yapisal anlamda bir
araya gelmesinde katkilart olan Sinop Universitesi
Basin Yayin ve Halka liskiler Birimi personeline
ve sahsi destegi icin Kadir KABAya da can
gontlden tesekkiir ederim. Kitabin sayfalar
arasinda kendilerine 6zel bir yer ayirdigimiz
tim destekcilerimizin maddi ve manevi katkilari
hem sempozyumun hem de bu kitabin hayata
gecmesindeki temel etmen olmustur. Bundan
dolayt maddi ve manevi tim destek¢ilerimize de
sempozyum ckibi adina tesekkiir ederim.

“Sinope ve Karadeniz — Uluslararast Sinope
ve Karadeniz Arkeolojisi Sempozyumu Bildiriler
Kitab1”’nin tim bilim ve arkeoloji diinyasina faydali
olmasi temennileriyle.

stamps found at Marmaray Excavations, which
hosted the largest comprehensive rescue excavation
of Turkey in the last few years, are evaluated by Prar
CAGNIS. Eda GUNGOR ALPER introduced the
terracotta lamps found between the years 2010-
2013 at the Sinop Balatlar Church Excavation.
Hazar KABA evaluated a new find assemblage
of polychrome relief ceramics peculiar to Sinope
together with their context. The last article of the
section and also the book was written by Darniela
STOYANOVA and Margarit DAMYANOL/, which
includes a catalogue and evaluation of a group of
terracotta antefixes of Sinop origin.

Consisting of 16 articles in total, this book
aims to make valuable and updated contributions
to the archaeology of Sinop and the Black Sea.
First of all, I would like to thank Prof. Dr. Nihat
DALGIN, Rector of the Sinop University and
Honorary President of the Symposium, who
supported the whole process from the beginning
together with Prof. Dr. Kamil DEMIRCI, Dean
of the Faculty of Science and Letters. I would
like to thank and emphasize the importance of
my colleagues, Giilseren KAN SAHIN, Babtr
Mehmet AKARSU, Zeki Mete AKSAN and
Onur BOZOGLAN, who did not refrain their
support and help in the compilation and editing
of this volume. We would also like to thank Prof.
Dr. Dominique KASSAB TEZGOR, one of
the milestones of the archacology of Sinop, for
writing the INTRODUCTION section in a way
to honor the whole event. My sincere thanks go
to the staff of the Press and Public Relations
Unit of the Sinop University who contributed to
the visual and structural aggregation of this book
and to Kadir KABA for his personal support.
The moral and financial contributions of all our
sponsors, who have a special place among the
pages of the volume, have been the main factor
in the implementation of this book as well as the
symposium. For this reason, I would like to thank
all the sponsors on behalf of the symposium team.

We wish, from the bottom of our hearts, that
the “Sinope and the Black Sea — Proceedings Book
of the International Symposium on Sinope and
the Black Sea Archeology” will be a useful source
to the world of science and archeology.

Editor Kurulu Adina / On behalf of the Editorial Board
Hazar KABA
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ULUSLARARASI SINOPE VE KARADENiZ ARKEOLOJiSI SEMPOZYUMU

BASLARKEN

Sinope, ginimiz Sinop’u, Antik Cag’da tarihi
boyunca ayricalikli bir kent olmustur. Pers varligina
karsin, MO 183’te 1. Pharnakes tarafindan fethine
kadar 6zerkligini  korumayr basarmustir.  Ancak
Pontus  Krallig'nin  baskenti  olarak  secilmesi
nedeniyle bagimsizligint yitirmesi kent icin avantaja
dontsmustir. Boylelikle, sonrasinda MO 47de bir
Roma kolonisi oldugunda Roma’nin refahindan
faydalandigl ¢ibi, o devletin de zenginliginden kar
saglayabilmistir.

Kenti ziyaret eden Strabon, onun kaynaklarini ve
dogal avantajlarini Gvmistir — Sinope Karadeniz’'de
denizcilere iki giivenli liman saglayan tek kenttir.
Strabon ayrica varlikli bir kentin prestijini artiran
dikkat cekici anitlart etraflica tanitmistir.!

Simdi bu prestijli kentin ge¢misini aydinlatmanin
sirast  arkeoloji ve bilimsel arastirmalardadur.
Merhum Profesér Akurgal ve calisma arkadast
Budde, 1953-1954 yillarinda gerceklestirdikleri
bir dizi sondaj ve Demirci timiiliisinin kesfi ile
Sinop’taki kazilarin 6nctisit olmuslardir.? Kentin
aragtirlmast ile ilgili uzun bir aradan sonra
arkeolojik arastirmalar 1990°da yeniden baslamis
ve o zamandan beri hi¢c durmamistir. Kent,
Demirci’'deki amphora atélyesinde Fransiz kazilari,
Ciftlik kilisesindeki Ingiliz kazilari, karada ve deniz
altinda ytizey arastirmast ile baslayip yakin zamanda
kale duvarindaki bir kazi ile devam eden Amerikan
Karadeniz Ticaret Projesi gibi projelere ev sahipligi
yapmustir. Son olarak 2010’dan beri Balat Kilisesi
Prof. Gilgliin Koroglu tarafindan kazilmaktadir
ve oOnceden bir Roma hamami olabilecegi
distntlmektedir. Bu yerler disinda, su anda da
oldukca faal durumda olan ve 1990’1ardan itibaren
miize tarafindan gerceklestirilen kurtarma kazilart
Sinop’un gecmisini a¢iga ctkarmak ve arkeoloji
miizesinin koleksiyonunu zenginlestirmek adina
6nemli bir rol Gstlenmistir.

2009 wve 2011 ydlarinda iki uluslararasi
sempozyum o doénemki arkeolojik bulgular
sunmustur.” O zamandan beri kazilar dizenli
araliklarla strdirtilmus; ulusal ve uluslararasi
akademisyenler kentin kendisi, buluntulart ve
tarihi ile ekonomisi izerine yeni arastirmalar
gerceklestirmistir.  Sonuglarin  bu  sekilde  bir
araya gelmesiyle Sinope ile ilgili bilgileri glincel
tutulmustur.

Sinop Universitesi'nde diizenlenen Uluslararast
Sinope ve Karadeniz Arkeolojisi Sempozyumu’nun
dinamik ve verimli organizasyon komitesinin
amact da bu olmustur. “Antik Sinope ve
Karadeniz” adi verilen etkinlik, bu anlayist acikca
ortaya koymaktadir. Gergekten de Sinope ayri

1 Strabo, 12.3.11-12.7.6.2.

PREFACE

Sinope, modern day Sinop, has been a privileged
city throughout its history in Antiquity. In spite of
the Persian presence, it succeeded in keeping its
autonomy until its conquest by Pharnaces I in 183
BC, but its loss of liberty turned to its advantage
since it was chosen as the capital of the Pontic
Kingdom. Thus could it profit from the wealth
of that state, as it took later advantage of the
abundance of Rome when it became a Roman
colony in 47 BC.

Strabon, who visited it, praised its resources
and its natural advantages - Sinope is the only city
of Black Sea to have two safe harbors to provide
a shelter for seamen. He also describes at length
an opulent city with remarkable monuments that
contribute to its prestige.'

It is now the turn of archaeology and scientific
research to reveal the past of this prestigious city.
The late Professor Akurgal and his collaborator,
Prof. Budde, have been the pioneers of
excavations in Sinop, with a series of soundings
in 1952-1954 and the finding of the tumulus of
Demirci” After a long gap in the exploration of
the city, archaeological research resumed in the
1990 and since then it has never been interrupted,
fielding such projects as the French excavations
in the amphora workshop of Demirci, the British
excavations in the church of Ciftlik and the
American Black Sea Trade Project, which consisted
of a survey on land and a underwater survey,
followed recently by an excavation of the walls of
the citadel. Lastly, since 2010, the site of Balat Kilise
has been excavated by Prof. Giilgin Koroglu and
interpreted as a Roman Bath. Besides these sites,
the rescue excavations conducted by the museum
since the 1990s, which are at present very active,
have also played an important role in uncovering
the past of Sinop and enriching the collection of
the archaeological museum.

In 2009 and 2011, two international Symposia
have presented the results of the archaeological
findings at that time.” Since then, the excavations
have continued to take place regularly, and national
and international scholars have undertaken new
research into the findings, the city, its history and
its economy. Such a harvest of results has kept the
information about Sinope current.

This has been the aim of the dynamic and
efficient organizing committee of the International
Symposium on Sinope and Black Sea Archaeology
held at Sinop University. Its given name “Ancient
Sinope and the Black Sea” demonstrates the
concept clearly. As a matter of fact, Sinope should

2 E. Akurgal and L. Budde, VVorlinfiger Bericht iiber die Ausgrabungen in Sinope, Ankara, 1956.

3 D. Kassab Tezgor (ed.), Sinope. The Results of Fifteen Years of Research — Les Résultats de Quinze Ans de Recherche, Symposium
international (Sinop, 7-9 Mai 2009), ACSS special volume, Leyden-Boston, 2012 (= ACSS 16-1 et 2, 2010); I.Uluslararast Kara-
deniz Kiltir Kongtesi; 1° International Conference On The Black Sea Regional Culture, 06-09 October 2011.
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bir olusum gibi calistimali, fakat ayni zamanda
tam olarak anlagilabilmesi i¢in cografi, tarihi
ve eckonomik baglamina yertlestirilebilmeli ve
Karadeniz diinyasinda oynamis oldugu belirleyici
rol vurgulanabilmelidir.

S6z konusu Uluslararast Sempozyum, calisma
oturumlarindaenaz 23 Tirk ve 20 yabancikatilimeiy1
bir araya getirmistir. Bulgaristan, Yunanistan,
Rusya, Fransa, Almanya, Gircistan, Romanya ve
ABD’den gelen taninmis akademisyenler, Sinop’tan
ve diger schirlerden gelen Tirk akademisyenlerle
bilgi alisverisinde bulunmak i¢in bir araya gelmistir.
Bu ciltte yer alan makaleler bu verimli isbirligini
sergilemektedir. Turkiye, Avrupa, Rusya, diger
Karadeniz ulkeleri ve ABD’den arastirmacilarin,
bir zamanlar Mithridates’in kralliginin baskenti
icin ayni giicld ilgiyi nasil paylastigint ikna edici bir
sekilde gostermektedir. Makalelerin hem Tiirkge
hem de Ingilizce olmasi bu yakin isbirligini gézler
ontine sermektedit.

Boylesi bir etkinlik Sinope’ye ve daha genel
olarak bugtinkii Karadeniz’e adanmus arastirmalarin
yogunlugunu dogrulamustir. S6z konusu cografya
her zaman icin ilgi konusu olmussa da ancak son
zamanlarda sinirlarinin Stesinde biyik bir izleyici
kitlesini kendisine ¢cekmistir. Diizenleme komitesi
gibi, Karadeniz hakkinda calisan bilim camiast
da kendi cografi bolgesi dahilinde Sinope’ye
adanmus toplantilart diizenli olarak organize etme
ihtiyact duymaktadir. Sinope’nin bélgedeki roluni
gostermenin ideal bir yolu, bu Sempozyum’un,
Sinope ile yakin iligki icinde olan Karadeniz’deki
diger Onemli merkezlerde gerceklestirilmesi
olacaktir.

Bu ilk basarilt Sempozyum ve ardindan gelecek
olanlar, sadece gelecekteki arastirmalarin saglam
bir temelde ilerlemesine izin verecek, aynt zamanda
da Sinope’ye adanmus ilgiyi uyandirip galismalara
hiz verecek ve boylelikle ulusal ve uluslararast
kademelerde arastirmayr kuvvetlendirecektir. Bu
etkinlikler ayni zamanda kentin ge¢misi, bugiinii ve
gelecegi hakkinda soru soran daha genis bir halk
kitlesinin dikkatini ¢ekecek ve dolayistyla Sinope
ve Karadeniz arkeolojik etkinliklerinin temel bir
organizatori olan Sinop Universitesi’nin prestijine
katk: saglayacaktr.

be studied as an entity, but it should also be
placed in its geographical, historical and economic
context to be fully understood and to emphasize
the determinant role that it has been playing in the
Black Sea world.

This international Symposium has brought
together no less than 23 Turkish and 20 foreign
participants in its working sessions. Known
scholars from Bulgaria, Greece, Russia, France,
Germany, Georgia, Romania and the USA have
come together to discuss and exchange knowledge
with Turkish academicians from Sinop and
from other cities. The articles presented in this
volume illustrate this fruitful collaboration. They
convincingly show how researchers from Turkey,
Europe, Russia, other Black Sea countries and the
USA share the same strong interest for the once-
upon-a-time capital of Mithridates’ kingdom.
The fact that the articles are in both Turkish and
English illustrates this close collaboration.

Such an event has confirmed the intensity
of the research dedicated to Sinope, and more
generally to the Black Sea today. That geographical
area has always been a subject of interest, but it is
only recently that it has attracted a large audience
from beyond its borders. As with the organizing
committee, the scientific community working
on the Black Sea feels the need to regularly
organize meetings dedicated to Sinope within its
geographical area. An ideal way to demonstrate
the role of Sinope in the region would be for
this Symposium to take place in other important
centers around Black Sea that have had a close
relationship with Sinope.

This first successful Symposium, and the ones
to come, will permit not only the future research to
go forward on a solid basis, but will also awake and
fuel further interest and work dedicated to Sinope,
thereby intensifying the research at national and
international levels. These events will also attract
the attention of a larger public who will enquire
about the past of the city, its present and its future
that will in turn contribute to the prestige of Sinop
University as an essential organizer of Sinope and
the Black Sea archaeological events.

Prof. Dr. Dominique KASSAB TEZGOR

Bilkent Universitesi / Bilkent University
Arkeoloji Bolumi / Department of Archaeology

vi




ULUSLARARASI SINOPE VE KARADENIZ ARKEOLOJiSI SEMPOZYUMU

KISALTMALAR/ABBREVIATIONS

diss. dissertation
f. following
fasc. Fascicle

gr. group

L length

lev. levha

Mus. Museum

p- page

pl(s). plate(s)
Res. Resim

Rew. Review
Suppl. Supplement
Tabl. / tabl. Tablo (Table) / tablo (table)
uz. uzunluk

h. height

Antik Kaynaklar/Ancient Sources

Diod. Diodorus Siculus, Bibliotheca Historica

Hdt. Herodotos, Herodot Tarihi, M. Okmen — A. Erhat (cev.) (Istanbul 1973)

Polyb. Polybius, Roman History

St. Byz. Stephanos Byzantios, Ethnika, ed. A. Westermann (ed.) (Teubneri 1839)

Str. Strabon, Geographika: Antik Anadolu Cografyasi, Kitap: X1I-XIII-
X1V, A. Pekman (cev.) (Istanbul 2000)

Xsen. Xenophon, Anabasis, Onbinlerin Doniisi, T. Gokeol (cev,) (Istanbul 1974)

Modern Kaynak¢a/Modern Bibliography

AA Archiologischer Anzeiger

AAA Apyoohoymd Avdhexnto €€ AOnvawv

ACl Archeologia Classica

AncCivScytSib  Ancient Civilizations from Scythia to Siberia

AErgoMAK Archaeological Work in Macedonia and Thrace

Aephem Apyaroroyinn Egpnpeplc

Agora The Athenian Agora

AJA American Journal of Archaeology

AJP American Journal of Philology

AM Mitteilungen des Deutschen Archdologischen Instituts, Athenische
Abteilung

Amold Arheologia Moldovei

vii




INTERNATIONAL SYMPOSIUM ON SINOPE AND BLACK SEA ARCHAEOLOGY

AnadoluArag Anadolu Arastirmalart Jahrbuch fir kleinasiatische Forschung

AncNearEastSt  Ancient Near Eastern Studies

AnSt Anatolian Studies

AST Arastirma Sonuglart Toplantist

ATASOBED Atatiirk Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii Dergisi

BABesch Bulletin antieke beschaving, Annual Papers on Classical Archaeology

BAR British Archaeological Reports. British Series

BARIntSer British Archaeological Reports. International Series

BASOR Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental Research

BCH Bulletin De Correspondance Hellénique

BMK/BH Bostancibagt Marmaray Kazist/ Buyuk Halka

BmetrMus The Metropolitan Museum of Art Bulletin

BSA The Annual of the British School at Athens

BAU Becruk Apesneit Vcropun

CA Coserckaa Apxeorrorus

CCCAI1 M. J. Vermaseren, Corpus Cultus Cybelae Attidisque, I (Leiden 1987)

ClQ Classical Quarterly

CRAI Académie des Inscriptions et Belles-Lettres. Comptes Rendus des
Séances de I'académie

DOAKS Dumbarton Oaks Research Library and Collection

EA Epigraphica Anatolica

EurAnt Eurasia Antiqua

FiE Forschungen in Ephesos

GettyMus] The J. Paul Getty Museum Journal

Hesperia Journal of the American School of Classical Studies at Athens

IK Sinope F. H. David, The Inscriptions of Sinope. Inschriften griechischer Stidte
aus Kleinasien 64 (Bonn 2004).

IntJNautA International Journal of Nautical Archaeology

IstMitt Istanbuler Mitteilungen

IzvVAD MsBectns Ha BapHeH- CKOTO apXEOAOTHYIECKO APYKECTBO

IzvVarna Izvestija na Narodnija muzej Varna

JARCE Journal of the American Research Center in Egypt

viii



JdI Erg
JHS
jcs
JIES
JCH

KST

MarNero
MDOG

MetMusBulletin

METU JFA

OLBA
OR
OAI

PF

RAssyr
ReiCretActa
RHA

RIA

SBK
SCIVA
SEG
SEMA
SMEA
SMK

TAD

TAY
TUBA-Ar
ThrDac
TBKK Bild
TTK

TEBE Haberler

ZPE

ULUSLARARASI SINOPE VE KARADENIZ ARKEOLOJiSI SEMPOZYUMU

Jahrbuch des Deutschen Archiologischen Instituts Erginzungsheft
The Journal of Hellenic Studies

Journal of Cuneiform Studies

Journal of Indo-European Studies

Journal of Cultural Heritage
Kazi Sonuglart Toplantist

Il Mar Nero. Annali di archeologia e storia

Mitteilungen der Deutschen Orient-Gesellschaft zu Berlin
Bulletin of the Metropolitan Museum of Art

Ortadogu Teknik Universitesi Mimarlik Fakiiltesi Dergisi

Olba. Mersin Universitesi Kilikia Arkeolojisini Arastirma Merkezi Yayinlari

Orientalia (Pontificio Istituto biblico)

Osterreichisches Archiologisches Institut
Pergamenische Forschungen

Revue d’assyriologie et d’archéologie orientale
Rei Cretariae Romanae Fautorum acta
Revue hittite et asianique

Rivista dell'Istituto nazionale d’archeologia e storia dell’arte

Sinop Balatlar Kilisesi Kazilar

Studies and Researches of Ancient History And Archaeology
Supplementum Epigraphicum Graecum

Studies in Eastern Mediterranean Archaeology

Studi micenei ed egeo-anatolici

Sirkeci Marmaray Kazisi

Tiurk Arkeoloji Dergisi

Turkiye Arkeolojik Yerlesmeleri Projesi
Thrkiye Bilimler Akademisi Arkeoloji Dergisi
Thraco-Dacica

Tarih Boyunca Karadeniz Kongresi Bildiriler
Turk Tarih Kongresi

Tirk Eskicag Bilimleri Enstittisti Haberler

Zeitschrift fiir Papyrologie und Epigraphik

ixX







SINOPE AND EASTERN BLACK SEA AREA IN THE CLASSICAL,
HELLENISTIC AND ROMAN PERIODS'

Emzar KAKHIDZE*

ABSTRACT

Since Classical Period, the coastal population of western Georgia had close contacts with Sinope. Apart from
the Greek necropolis at Pichvnari, two Sinopean drachmas of the first half of the 5th century BC were discovered at
the Colchian necropolis too. Since 4th century BC Sinopean production in eastern Black Sea increases dramatically.

Intense trade and economic relations of Colchis with Sinope, which was predominant in foreign trade from
the Early Hellenistic times, were evidenced by numerous Sinopean coins discovered on the territory of western
Georgia. Fragments of amphoras (including with stamps), loutheria and tiles dated to the end of the 4th century
BC and 3td century BC are discovered at Pichvnari, Tsikhisdziri and Batumi. Trade and economic relations with
Greek and Eastern world continued in the 2nd-1st centuries BC. In this regard we should mention the discovery
of Sinopean amphoras in Gonio. Latter revealed interesting evidence of Roman Period as well. Fragments of
Sinopean ceramic products (amphoras, tiles, jugs, lids and loutheria) and numismatic items discovered here.

Archaeological items found in the 4th-5th centuries AD level has considerable importance in dating the remains
of Pichvnari basilica. The pottery includes both local and imported artifacts. There also occur fragments of the
amphorae imported from Sinope

Keywords: Colchis, Sinope, amphoras, coins, loutheria.

Klasik, Hellenistik ve Roma Dénemleri’nde Sinope ve Dogu Karadeniz Bolgesi

OZET

Klasik Dénem’den beri Giircistan’in giineybatisindaki kiyt halklart Sinope ile yakin temas icinde olmustur.
Pichvnari'deki Yunan nekropolii disinda, Kolkhis’de de MO 5. yiizyilin ilk yarisina ait iki Sinope drahmisi aciga
cikarilmistir. MO 4. yiizyildan itibaren dogu Karadeniz'de Sinope tiretiminde ¢arpict bir artis goruliir.

Erken Hellenistik Dénem’den itibaren Sinope ile yogun ticari ve ekonomik iliskiler, batt Giircistan’da bulunan
ve dis ticarette baskin olan ¢ok sayidaki Sinope sikkesi ile kanitlanmaktadir. Pichvnari, Tsikhisdziri ve Batumide
MO 4. yiizyil sonu ve 3. yiizyila tarihlenen amphora pargalart (miihiir iceren), louthetia ve kiremitler bulunmustur.
Yunan ve Dogu dinyalari arasinda ticaret ve ekonomik iliskiler MO 2-1. yiizyillarda da devam etmistir. Bu baglamda
Gonio’da ortaya cikarilan Sinope amphoralarindan bahsetmemiz gerekir. Burast Roma Doénemi ile ilgili ilging
buluntular da vermistir. Sinope seramik tretimine ait parcalar (amphora, kiremit ve loutheria) ve niimizmatik
buluntular burada kesfedilenler arasindadir.

MO 4-5. vyiizyillara ait tabakada bulunan arkeolojik malzeme Pichvnari Bazilikas’na ait kalintilarin
tarihlendirilmesinde 6énemli bir rol oynar. Seramikler icinde hem yerel hem de ithal 6rnekler bulunmaktadir. Aynt
zamanda Sinope’den ithal edilmis amphoralara ait pargalara da rastlanmustir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kolkhis, Sinope, amphora, sikke, loutheria.

Since Classical Period, the coastal population of western Georgia (Fig. 1) had close contacts
with Sinope. Earlier silver drachma minted in this urban centre was found at the Colchian
cemetery of the 5th century BC at Pichvnari in 1967 (Fig. 2.1):

Obv: head of a dolphin to left.
Rev: ordinary quadratum incusum.

* Dr. Emzar Kakhidze; Associate Professor of Batumi Shota Rustaveli State University; 77, Chavchavadze street, Batumi 6000,
Georgia; emzar.kakhidze@bsu.edu.ge.

1 This work was supported by Shota Rustaveli National Science Foundation (SRNSF) [grant no: 217910; title: Georgian
Cultural Heritage Monuments Protected in the Central Part of Historical Chaneti (Fortifications, Churches, Communication
and Domestic Architecture]
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Analogous coins dated to 500-443 BC? or 500 BC.” General dating as first half of the 5th
century BC might be more relevant for this type of coins.*

In 2001, another type of drachms was yielded from the Colchian necropolis of the 5th
century BC (Fig. 2.2) and at the Greek necropolis of contemporary period in 1983:

Obv: Realistic head of a dolphin to left; image of dolphin bellow is damaged.
Rev: Greek character A in quadratum incusum.

Alexander Zograf dated this type by 500-443 BC,” whereas local numismatist Irakli Tashvili
by 500-453 BC.

Itis thus likely that after Athens’ defeat in the Peloponnesian War, Sinope took a predominant
position in Colchis, and that this is reflected in the pattern of coinage.” Sinopean drachms,
minted in 400-370 BC, were found in burials 101 and 117 from the 4th century BC Greek
necropolis at Pichvnari (Fig. 2.3-4):

Obv: Nymph of Sinope head, to left; NI to right at neck.
Rev: Eagle over dolphin; [SJIN[W] beneath dolphin.

Similar coins have been found at other sites in southwestern Georgia, namely Batumi and
Ureki® and at the northwest edge of western Georgia, Sukhumi.’

Direct and immediate contact between Sinope and Pichvnari is documented by a large
hoard of coins (6 kg) discovered by chance at Pichvnari in 1948. Alongside with local coins it
contained Sinopean drachms dated by the 4th century BC. Due to the well-preserved condition
of the Sinopean coins, numismatist Konstantin Golenko presumed that they had not been in
circulation since minting and were brought directly to Pichvnati.'” The Sinopean coins dated to
the different stages of the 4th century BC were found at the Pichvnari Hellenistic burial complex
as well. The earliest is a much worn Sinopean drachm (Fig. 3.1), struck on the Aeginetan system
and employed at Sinope before 370 BC:"!

Obv: The nymph Sinope to left. No earrings or necklace.
Rev: Eagle capturing a dolphin to left. Below eagle F[..]; beneath dolphin SINW.

The next group of coins bears nymphs wearing three-branched earrings and necklace (Fig
3.2-4). They are struck on both the Aeginetan, and Persian weight systems, and may be dated

Grose 1929, 17 pl. 252.18.

Vartanov 1982, 72.

Kakhidze 1974a, 88-92; 1974b, 82; Dundua 1987, 34 no. 4; lashvili 1987, 44; Kakhidze e /. 2001.
Zograf 1951, 230 pl. 2.67.

Tashvili 1987, 45.

7 Kakhidze 2005, 117. The Sinopean coins have been recorded in modern times since the 19th century. In the 1880s a Sinopean
drachm of the 4th century BC was found in Sukhumi (Ivashchenko 1926, 94; Pakhomov 1938, no. 30; Zograf 1945, 60). Similar
coins are also known from another sites in Abkhazia, namely Gudauta (Pakhomov 1954, no. 152.1; Dundua 1971, 147) and
Bichvinta (Dundua 1971, 147 pl. 8). In 1965 a comparatively early Sinopean drachm was found on the shore at Ureki (Dundua
1971, 146 pl. 3). Similar coins have also been found inland, at Svaneti (oral information of ethnologist Egnate Gabliani, in detail,
see Kiguradze 1970, 19), Dapnari (Kiguradze 1970, 19 no. 23), Vani (Kacharava et a/. 2007, 58), and the Samtavro necropolis
(Dundua 1971, 147 pl. 7). The most abundant finds, however, have been made at Pichvnari.

8 Dundua 1987, 33-35.

9 Zograf 1945, 60.

10 Golenko 1961, 42-59.

11 Dundua 1971, 145 no. 1; Karishkovskiy 1982, 80.
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by 360-320 BC."” Some of them also have an aplustrum to the left of the nymph’s face.” Two
coins with aplustra were included in the Pichvnari hoard."

Yet another category of triobols with vatious obverse' and reverse'® images belonged to the
turn of the 4th and 3rd centuries BC."” The coins with crowned Sinope again from Pichvnari
(Fig, 3.5-7) have been found also at Eshera,'® Dapnari' and Vani®. Ones with frontal image of
nymph (Fig. 3.8-9) ate lone examples found in Georgia.”

Fragments of Sinopean amphoras (Fig. 4.4) dated to the end of the 4th century BC and 3rd
century BC are discovered at Pichvnari,* Batumi* and Gonio-Apsarus.®* In general, amphoras
with similar feet became widespread in the 4th to the 2nd centuries BC in the eastern and
northern Black Sea area.”® The Pichvnari finds include a few fragments of Hellenistic Sinopean
tiles (Fig. 4.1-2). The connecting groove on Sinopean examples is square in section. They vary
in thickness between 2 and 2.5 cm. The majority of buildings were roofed with wood or thatch.
Tiles were apparently used in limited quantity or were removed when the settlement was finally
evacuated. The demand for building materials grows; tiles and bricks begin to be moulded in
imitation of Sinopean originals as well as local brown-clay amphoras, loutheria (Fig. 4.2) and
fish-plates. It is likely that invited Sinopean artisans imitated products in terms of size, shape,
and occasionally clay structure.”® Gonio-Apsarus revealed interesting evidence of the 1st-3rd
centuries AD too. Amphoras,” tiles, lids, jugs,® lutheria®® and coin® manufactured in Sinope
are attested there.”’ Archaeological items, including fragments of the amphoras imported from
Sinope,” discovered in the 4th-5th centuries AD level has considerable importance in dating the
remains of Pichvnari basilica.

12 Golenko 1961, 43ff; Dundua 1971, 145; Kakhidze, Vashakidze 1977, 48-49. One specimen was found at the village of
Gantiadi near Batumi (Varshalomidze 1996, 35-37).

13 Kakhidze — Vashakidze 2010, 153-154.

14 Golenko 1961, 48 pl. 4.79-80. One is now in the National Museum of Georgia (Dundua 1971, 145), other was handed in
to David Khakhutaishvili by residents of Pichvnari in 1960 (Kakhidze 1971b, 123 pl. 13.5).

15 The nymph Sinope, crowned, to left and frontal image without crown.

16 Prow of ship to left and eagle with widespread wings, head to left.

17 Cf. Waddington ez al. 1976, 201-202 nos. 42,44.

18 Shamba 1987, 26 nos. 22-23.

19 Kiguradze 1970, 15-19; Kiguradze 1976, 28-29 pl. 32.5.

20 Lordkipanidze e al. 1991, 74.

21 Probably, because of their scarcity one is perforated, and the other made into a pendant.
22 Kakhidze — Vashakidze 2010, 138, 249; Vickers — Kakhidze 2014, 145.

23 Kakhidze — Khakhutaishvili 1989, 85.

24 Khalvashi 2002, 10 fig. 6.

25 Kakhidze 1971a, 50; Vashakidze 1971, 21; Puturidze 1976, 82-85; Anfimov 1951, 111-128; Zeest 1951, 111; Zeest 1960,
90; Brashinskiy 1963, 132-145.

26 Lordkipanidze 1962, 38-41; Lordkipanidze 1966, 137; Kakhidze 1971a, 55-61; Vickers — Kakhidze 2004, 218.
27 Khalvashi — Kakhidze 2012, 123 figs. 1-4.
28 Kakhidze — Mamuladze 2004, 20-25.

29 The part of fired brown, thick-walled louteria seem to have been made in imitation of Sinopean vessels. Early specimens
from Sinope itself dated to the 4th-3rd centuries BC are characterised by sharp profiles and large proportions (Zeest —
Marchenko 1962, 158-159). Imitation examples of the 3rd-2nd centuries BC are comparatively smaller in size, with carelessly
executed decoration, and different hollows on the handles (Tolordava 1983, 78-79; Licheli 1991, 42; Kacharava 1973, 127;
Voronov 1976, 49; Shamba 1980, 33). The import of louteria, and occasionally their local manufacture, continued in Harly
Byzantine times. In this respect, the specimens discovered at Tsikhisdziri (Inaishvili 1993, 58 pl. 24.8-10) and again Gonio-
Apsarus (Ebralidze 2005, 70-71 figs. 50-51) are noteworthy. On parallels discovered in western Georgia, see Apakidze 1975, 95;
Trapsh 1969, 324-328; Zakaraia — Lekvinadze 1974, 145 fig. 7; Lekvinadze — Khvedelidze 1981, 137 fig. 5; Lordkipanidze 1963,
104-105; Voronov — Bgazhba 1985, 77-79; Japaridze 1982, 83-84; Gamkrelidze 1978, 117; Gamkrelidze 1987, 110.

30 For the copper coin struck in the name of Gordian III see Varshalomidze 2009, 87; Varshalomidze 2016, 25.

31 For a more detailed analysis on Early Roman Imperial Period realities see in this volume: Kakhaber Kamadadze, “Trading
and Economic Relations between South-Western Georgia and Sinope in the Roman Period”.

32 In detail, see manuscript on results of 1968 Pichvnari expedition, N. Berdzenishvili Research Institute, Batumi.
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Figure 1. Map of western Georgia (Map design by Merab Uzunadze).

3 4
Figure 2. Sinopean coins of the 5th-4th centuries BC (Photographs by Giorgi Dumbadze).
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Figure 3. Sinopean coins of the 4th-3rd centuries BC (Photographs by Giorgi Dumbadze).
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Figure 4. 1-3 Sinopean tiles 2. Colchian imitation of Sinopean louterion 4. Bottom of Sinopean amphora
(Photographs by Anzor Javelidze).
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HISTORY OF ANCIENT SINOPE AND CERAMIC STAMPS

Nikolay FEDOSEEVT

ABSTRACT

Around 368 BC Sinope begins to stamp his ceramic products, which in large quantities are exported to all the
cities of Pontus. Volumes exports of Sinope’s, perhaps, can be called premium - Sinope in large volumes supplied
tiles and wine.

Initially, ceramic stamping copies the stamps of Heraclea. Magistrate’s stamps in my catalog collected more
than 22,400 and about 1,500 potter’s stamps. They registered 166 names of magistrates. The astynomes in Sinope
performed fiscal functions and their names served as a chronological marker, that is, they were eponyms. In 362 BC
there is a decline, which can be identified with the siege of the city of Datamos. In this period there is an aisymnetic
stamp of Hephaestios. The second case of the Nikia aisymnetos stamp falls on the years of the appearance of the
Macedonian troops of Alexandet. From 220 BC there is again a decline in exports, and in 204/3 BC the names of
the magistrates of the stamps are replaced by stamps with dates. The only permissible era in Sinope at this time is
the Greco-Macedonian or Seleucid (Babylonian) era with the initial year 312 BC.

Keywords: astynomes, aisymnetos, ceramic stamps, amphora, magistrate’s.

Antik Sinope’nin Tarihi ve Seramik Mihiirleri

OZET

Yaklastk MO 368°de Sinope, Pontus etrafindaki biitiin kentlere ihra¢ edilen seramik triinlerini mithiirlemeye
baslar. Sinope’nin ihracatinin yitksek kalitede oldugu soylenebilir — Sinope buytk 6lceklerde kiremit ve sarap
saglamistit.

¢ Baslangicta seramik mihiirleri Herakleia damgalarini taklit eder. Katalogumda 22400°den fazla magistrat

miihirleri ve yaklasik 1500 ¢omlekei miihrii bulunmaktadir. Bunlarin icinde 166 magistrat ismi vardir. Sinope’deki
astynomeler mali islerle ilgilidir ve isimleri kronolojik gdsterge olarak 1§lev gormiistir, yani eponimdiler. MO 362de
Datamos’un kugatmast ile iliskilendirilebilecek bir distis yasanir. Bu dénemde Hephaestios’a ait aisymnetik mithtr
bulunmaktadir. Nikia -aisymnetos damgast ile ilgili ikinci vaka, Iskender’in Makedon birliklerinin ortaya ¢ikmast ile
ayni yillara rastlar. MO 220°den itibaren ihracatta yeniden bir du§u§ yasanir ve MO 204/3’te mithiirlerdeki magistrat
isimlerinin yerini tarihli miihiirler alir. Bu dénemde Sinope’deki tek uygun evre baslangic yih MO 312 olan Greko-
Makedon ya da Seleukos (Babil) dénemidir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: astynomes, aisymnetos, seramik damgalar, amphora, magistrat.

Ceramic stamps are a very important source for the history of Sinope, though the data of
them have not been completely used by the researchers yet. As the tare provided for export was
stamped, the bulk of the stamps was fixed in the Northern Black Sea Coast. At present more than
22.400 copies of magistrates and about 1.500 pottery stamps have been collected in my catalogue.
There ate 165 names of registered magistrates on them.' The above amount of magistrates has
been constant for over 30 years and despite the more than twice addition of the stamps’ base,
it has remained unchanged. I am sure that the same amount will also stay at the same level in
the future. As a special computer program has been developed, the sequence of magistrates has
been identified with the dates accuracy.” A great difficulty was caused by associating the stamps
with their absolute dates, but nevertheless the problem was also solved. The prompt was found
due to the stamps with the particular dates. Among them eatliest one refers to the year of 204/3
BC. Considering that the list of magistrates who constantly stamped ceramic containers has 163
names (two magistrates preceding the regular branding are not taken into account), the beginning
of stamping in Sinope should be related to the year of 368 BC.

T Nikolay Fedoseev; Institute of Archacology of Crimea of RAS; Simferopol, Vernadsky Avenue 2, Crimea-Russia; bospot(@
bk.ru.
1 Fedoseev 1993, 100 — 103.

2 Bobylev — Fedoseev 1989, 112-115.
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The volumes of Sinope exports to the Northern Black Sea region, perhaps, can be called
dominant over other centers as Sinope supplied tiles and wine in large volumes. The hypothesis
that the main export product is olive oil, has not been confirmed. Olive oil is sure to have been
produced and exported by Sinope, but, still to a greater extent, it was wine to be shipped in
the Sinope amphorae for transportation. The emblems on the Sinope stamps have become
the main criterion for such conclusions - as the most of them are associated with winemaking;
Archaeological evidence also suggests wine. Most amphorae raised from the sea bottom have
a resin coating on the inside, which is necessary for transporting the wine in particular, while
such resin coating is not required for oil. Sinope became the main counterpart of the Bosporan
Kingdom because of its proximity to it and most likely because it was the first point where the
sea routes passed through.” No wonder that the largest number of Sinopean amphorae was
found on Bosporus. Whereas the most part of pythoses from Sinope came from Chersonesos,
and the Sinopean tiles were recorded in great volumes in Olbia. Sinope provided all settlements
of the Northern Black Sea region with its lutherium. The first magistrates, who belonged to
the period before the regular magistrate branding, were Polon and Phormion, whose stamps
were fixed on the shingles. The Polon’s stamp has a legend, which is arranged in a spiral, like:
[T6Amv notuvopet ABpdxopag énodet. (Fig. 1.1). The stamps of the Athenian military men have
the similar arrangement of the legend. We can find some Athen’s influence in the emblems of
the first Sinopean magistrates and also in onomastics as all the names of the magistrates have
analogues in Athens. Moreover, some of them besides Sinope are also known only in Athens.*
Isn’t it an evidence of the Athenian cleruchy in Sinope?

Another magistrate, Phormion, is known for the prints on the tiles and on the neck of
the amphorae (?) or on the walls of the measuring container.” The legend is arranged like
Heraclean stamps éni @oppiwvog | cone? | @opuiwvos. (Fig. 1.2). The name of Phormion can
be found among the Sinopian coin magistrates. There are neither similarities nor matches on the
most of the magistrates’ ceramic stamps and coins. If there is cursus honorem, it looks rather
strange. Besides Phormion only Apollodorus and Dionysius have similarities and matches on
coins. There is only one explanation for this phenomenon: the first magistrates, marked on
the Sinopean stamps, and all other coin magistrates must be dated eatlier. Therefore, it is also
required to reconsider the dates of the coins themselves.

That is curious that Apollodorus was also fixed on the Sinopean coins of Datames, the
Persian satrap, who was trying to siege Sinope in 362 BC (Fig. 2). The issue of coins proves
that nevertheless Datames managed to conquer the city, but the democratic system was not
affected by that invasion. The time of issue of these coins dates back to the period of stamping
by the “pottery group”. The Sinopeans had to take some extraordinary measures, and that is
fixed by the stamp of the aisymnetos of Hephaestus: 'Eni 'Hyouotio | adov(pw)vntew. | Nevunvio
A. an eagle on a dolphin (Fig. 1.3). It is not necessary to associate it with the astynomos of
Hephaestus. The fact that the aisymnetia is an extraordinary magistracy is evidenced only by two
cases of mentioning the aisymnetos in the stamps of Sinope. At the same time, Sinope kept on
stamping amphorae and shingles and exporting them to the cities of the Northern Black Sea
Coast. But we can remark a decline in trade and some goods placed in amphorae in particular.

About 368 BC regular magistrate stamping begins in Sinope. Six years later the conquest of
Sinope by Datames takes place that affects Sinopean foreign trade. Only in a decade Sinope
resumes the wine trading (Figure 3). Probably, some of their vineyards were destroyed because
of fighting in the period of conquest. At the same time it was discovered that the name’s
inscription of Manetos was re-engraved instead of the name of Potter Epicrates on the stamp
of the Magistrate Histiaeus (Fig. 1.4-6). It happened because the workshop owner Manetos, the

3 Fedoseev 1989, 58-59.
4 Fedoseev 2002, 195-196.
5 Fedoseev 1991, 244 no.2.
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son of Epicrates, took the place of his father in the workshop. Later, in 362 BC, there are no
any signs of magistrates on the stamps of Sinope. The products were branded only with potter’s
stamps (pottery group).

It is quite possible that the owner of the pottery workshop Manetos and the seller of oil
Manetos (Mavng ehatonwing) whose name was found on the tombstone in Sinope was the same
person.’ In that case, the owner of the workshop also acted as a seller of oil, and perhaps, the
owner of olive plantations.

The son of Datames Sysines also produced drachmas of Sinopean type, but with his name on
them using the Aramaic inscription bdssn. If bd corresponds to abd, that is the first component
of Semitic personal names, it means that §$n can be restored as Sisines. In the Cornelius Nepos
story of Datames, his eldest son Sisines is mentioned.” Reading name Abracomas in these coins
is wrong,

There is another series of coins with an Aramaic inscription. On the first coin have
Aramaic inscription ‘rywrt (Fig. 2.6), the researchers can see the name of Ariarathes,
referring to Ariarathes I, who was the first satrap under Artaxerxes III and then the king of
Cappadocia. These coins are dated to the time of reign of Ariarathes I — 330-322 BC. That
inscription on the coins gave reasons for the conclusion that Ariarathes I conquered Sinope.
However, there is no reason to restore the name of Ariarathes, since «w» is inexplicable
on the analyzed coins, and the ancient Persian spelling of the name Ariarathes is known as
“Aryarapa”. The coins are likely to have a completely different name and there is no reason
to attribute this series of coins to Ariarathes 1.° I regard the existence of Sinopean coins with
Aramaic inscriptions as a necessity to pay the Sinopeans for the services rendered by them.
In all likelihood, the Persians ordered some goods in Sinope and paid for it with a coin of
the “Sinopean type”.

The influence of the Heraclean stamping on the Sinopean one at its initial stage is obvious:
the legend of the Sinopean stamps imitates the Heraclean type, there is a case of an englifical
stamp with the eponym in the epoch of Dionysos.” Besides stamping handles of amphorae we
can also find some stamps on the throat (neck) of them. All this suggests that Heracleia helped
Sinope in the production of ceramics."” But Heracleia’s assistance was shown not only in the
ceramic manufacturing. In the period between 353/2-346/5 BC these two centers signed the

Treaty of symmachia, both policies agreed to provide assistance to each other in case of being
attacked by the third side."

Astynomos in Sinope performed fiscal functions and their names served as a chronological
marker that suggests they were eponyms. The stamps are known having the preposition &mi
at the last stages of stamping (magistracy of Delphinius, the son of Callius: 'Eni Aehpwviov |
100 KaAliov.| Ztépavog).!

The state expressed its fiscal role by controlling the chronological marking principle of the
goods contained in amphorae being sold on the market. Evidently a product with an unpaid
tax could not appear on the market. Stamps were put on any product or batch of goods for
its registration and accounting. Having received the tax on a batch of goods, a customs officer
could not demand any more payment on another one. Only another batch of goods having
completely different stamps could be taxed. In ancient Sinope the astynomos took the role of
eponym. Particularly they controlled the tax collection paid by the sellers. Unlike astynomos,

6 French 2004, 22 no.28.

7 Nep. Dat. 8, 7.

8 Fedoseev 2008b, 25-26.

9  Grakov 1929, tabl. 3.7.

10 Fedoseev 2015, 357.

11 French 2004, 22 no. 28.1.
12 Fedoseev 2017, 389.
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agoranomos were not eponyms, and the stamping of packing materials with the stamps of
agoranomos was associated with metrology. This fact can be confirmed by the amphora of
agoranomos Theopeitos found from the excavations in the settlement of Panskoe in the Crimea.
The volume of the amphora is greater than any other known ones (25.3 liters). S.Yu. Monakhov
identified it as a special type II E."” I believe that amphorae with the stamps of agoranomos,
as well as measuring vessels with the stamps of agoranomos, served them to be measurement
standards. They were made by potters for the needs of the market by the order of agoranomos
exercising control over it."

The name of the astynomos Epidhemus, the son of Epielpou, when he already was a
nomophilakos, was found on a stone that the publishers dated back to the 4th century BC."
Epidhemus’s stamps provide us with an opportunity to clarify this date - not earlier than the
end of the 4th century BC, but most likely it was the very beginning of the 3rd century BC. It
is curious that his father Epielpus magistrate was known on the Sinopean stamps a quarter of a
century eatlier than Epidhemus one.

We can find the Macedonian influence on the Sinopean stamps after the military campaign
of Alexander the Great. Some Macedonian names appear (e.g. Antimachos, Demetrios, Attalos,
Zopyrion) and their emblems. Among the emblems of the magistrate of Gikesios, we may be
interested in the image of an elephant, which, I believe, appeared after Alexander’s campaign,
when the Greek world faced these animals for the first time. Besides just the image of an
elephant, there on some stamps can be found an elephant with the mahout Kornak with épmn
in his hands (Fig. 1.8). It is one of the earliest images of an elephant. The round stamp on the
tile from Kerkinitida with the Macedonian emblem is of particular interest, moreover it has a
16-rays star in the center (Fig. 4.1)."° The legend is uncommonly arranged in a citrcle. In stamp
restored the name of kerameus Apollo (?), name of the magistrate is not clear.

The second aisymnetos stamp was recorded in about 315 BC - Nuootpdtov. 'Eni Nwiov |
Alovpyntov. Actuvopo |Gvtog ITootdeiov | herma, mace (Fig 4.2). There also pottery stamps
appear separately, but at the same time, the astynomos stamping does not stop. Rather often,
the potter’s stamp of and the magistrate’s one are alongside- either on tiles or on different
amphora handles (Fig. 4.3). While the eponyms passed to the aisymnetos Nikia. Now it is hard
to say what caused the state of emergency in Sinope, but a little bit later, there was a boom in
exports caused by the activity of the Bosporan king Eumelos: “He constantly provided services
to the Byzantines, the Sinopeans and most other Hellenes living along the shores of Pontus”."”
Diodorus does not say anything what services they were. Perhaps it concerns the liberation
of Pontus from pirates. One thing is clear - these actions were related to the events that led to
the extraordinary situation in Sinope. In the mid 270’s BC some events resulting in a decline in
the export of commodities happened. We also find the desolation of many rural settlements
of the Northern Black Sea Coast and termination of many pottery workshops in Sinope. 1
believe that these events became the result of a powerful earthquake. It is quite possible that
during that period an extraordinary position of the aisymnetos was introduced in Sinope. The
stamps of this aisymnetos have not been found, but separate pottery and astynomos stamping
by Hecateios, the son of Lamakhos, has been recorded.

Since that period the stamps of Sinope are typologically monotonous — the name of a
magistracy in the first place, then the name and patronymic of a magistrate which were followed
by one and at the end of stamp the name of a potter.

The events of 220 BC are also reflected in Sinopean stamps. The attempt of the Pontus king

13 Monakhov 2003.

14 Fedoseev 20082, 57-70.

15 French 2004, 22 no. 28.7.

16 [---]ANIQX[---|XE [AITJOAQNHY [xepa]puéw[c] 18-beam star. Kutaisov 2004, fig. 54.12.
17 Diod. 20, 25.
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Mithridates III to besiege Sinope from the land made the Sinopeans to turn to the Greek cities.
Polybius mentions about the Embassy only on the island of Rhodes."”® There is also known a
copy of the decree in honor of Kos’s ambassadors, who supported Sinope in the war against
Mithradates IT1."" The Mithridates’s attempts to attack Sinope may have been repelled. Since that
time exports from Sinope were gradually dying out. In 204/3 BC there appeatred some dates on
the Sinopean stamps which replaced the name of the magistrate. The democratic system is most
likely to have collapsed and there was a need to replace the eponymous magistrates. All known
stamps with dates cover the period from 109 to 122 year: ®P = 109 (Fig. 4.4), I'lP = 113 (Fig.
4.5-6), BIP = 112 (Fig. 4.7), BKP = 122 (Fig. 4.8), i.e. 13 years. The only admissible era in Sinope
at that time is Greco-Macedonian or Seleucid (Babylonian) one with the initial 312 BC* The
Greek policies introduced the Seleucid era, as they tended to unify their own calendar and used
the era of the Front East which was the most convenient and popular among the Greeks. Thus,
dates in Sinopean stamps relate to the period from 203/2 to 190/189 according to the Seleucid
era. Concerning that Polybius data,” it can be treated in a new way that it was from the year of
220 BC when Sinope’s failures began. It is obvious that the democratic institution collapsed, and
the king came to power. The last date, known on the Sinope stamps, is an impression on the tile
I'NP (153 = 159 BC) (Fig. 5.1).

The Seleucid era may have lasted in Sinope up to the year of 45 BC when Sinope became a
Roman colony. There are stamps with Latin names not only on amphorae ([Sino|pe L(---)]) (Fig
5.2) and tiles ( L(ucii ?) I(....) or (....), s(aeculo) S(inopensis) (colonia) i(nducta) or i(llata) an(nno)
IV). (Fig. 5.3)%,, (K(oAwvia) OvBat(oécca) Tovria)> (Fig. 5.4), but also on mortars (Rittiae |
Priscus) (Fig. 5.5).

On the whole, the chronology of the Sinopean astynomos stamps takes a period of time
from 368 BC to 203 BC. This chronology does not give a “gap” for the emergence of new
magistrates. It has become possible only due to the application of my “unified chronological
system”, where no grouping is used.”* All magistrates are lined up in a chronological chain,
the sequence of which has been determined by the computer. With finding of new data, the
movement of magistrates is possible. In general, we can claim the chronology of the Sinopean
astynomos with the accuracy within a year. I expect the skepticism of some researchers and I
can even assume some movement of the magistrates within the mentioned chain depending on
the circumstances that may be revealed. This chronology has been tested by time and should be
noted - it works.

18 Polyb. 4, 56.

19 Herzog 1905, 182.

20 Saprykin — Fedoseev 1999, 135-143.
21 Polyb. 4, 56.1.

22 Jefremow 2013, 307.

23 Saprykin 1997, 195 no.1 fig.1.

24 Fedoseev 2004, 40-51.
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Figure 1. Examples from Sinopean stamps.
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Figure 2. Examples from Sinopean coins.

Figure 3. Export of amphorae and tiles in the initial period of stamping.
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Figure 4. Examples from Sinopean stamps.
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Figure 5. Examples from Sinopean stamps.
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DEMIR CAGI’NDA SINOP:
KAZILAR VE YUZEY ARASTIRMALARI ISIGINDA GENEL BiR BAKIS!

Davut YIGITPASA, Osman OZTURK*

OZET

Batt Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde yer alan 6nemli bir Grek koloni kenti, Pontos Kralligi’nin ikinci baskenti ve bélgede
o6nemli bir liman kenti olan Sinop’un en erken yerlesimi Neolitik Cag’da baslamistir.

1951-1953 yillart arasinda Sinop’ta E. Akurgal, A. Erzen ve L. Budde tarafindan yapilan ¢aligmalar sonucunda,
kent merkezinde Ge¢ Demir Cagi'na tarihlenen boya bezemeli testiler ele ge¢mistir. 1970 yilinda ise, J.A. Dengate
Sinop ve Samsun illerinde ylizey arastirmasinda Demir Cagi’na tarihlenen yerlesim yerlerini ziyaret etmistir. D.
French, Gerze Burnu mevkiinde Demir Cagr'na tarihlenen boya bezemeli ¢anak ¢émlek pargalarini belirlemistir.
1987 Vlhnda M.A. Tsin ve 1. Tatlican, yaptiklari yiizey arastirmalarinda bazi Demir Cagi merkezlerini saptamuslardir.
1997-1999 ylllarmdakl yuzey ara§nrmalarlnda S. Dénmez, Sinop’ta yer alan Tingir Tepe, Gavur Tepe ve Boyabat-
Boyali Tkiztepe I yerlesiminde Geg Demir Cagt dokusu behrlem1§t1r Yine 2002 yilinda Sinop Miize Mudirligi'nce
yapilan Boyabat-Kovuklukaya kazilarinda Geg¢ Demir Cagi’'nin Erken Evresi’ne tarihlenen beyaz panel teknigi ile
bezenmis ¢6mlek parcasi ve Ge¢ Demir Cagr'nin Geg¢ Evresi’ne tarihlenen yatay bantlarla bezenmis bir testi parcast
ele gegmistir. Son dénem miize ¢alismalarinda da Kumluk Yamag Yerlesimi ve Yakimokka Hoytigi bu stirece dair
veriler sunmuslardir. Genelde Sinop, Samsun, Tokat ve Amasya’da yapilan yiizey arastirmalari ve az sayidaki kazilar,
Orta (MO 900-650/600) ve Gec Demir Cagi MO 650/600-330)’nda bolgenin hem i¢ hem de kiyt kesimlerinde
yerlesmelerin arttigint géstermektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Sinop, Demir Cagi, canak ¢émlek, Triangle Ware, yerlesim dokusu.

Sinop in the Iron Age: An Overview of the Excavations And Surveys

ABSTRACT

An important Greek colony city in the West Black Sea Region, the second capital of the Pontic Kingdom, an
important harbor town in the region and the earliest settlement of Sinop began in the Neolithic Age.

As a result of the work carried out by E. Akurgal, A. Erzen and L. Budde in Sinop between 1951 and 1953,
paint-dyed dated jugs dating to the Late Iron Age were found in the city center. In 1970, J.A. In Dengate Sinop
and Samsun provinces, he visited settlements dated to the Iron Age on the surface survey. D. French identified
sherds of painted pottery from the Iron Age at Gerze Burnu in 1987, M.A. Isin and 1. Tatlican found some Iron
Age centers on their surface surveys. During the surface surveys in 1997- 1999, S. Dénmez, Tingir Tepe, Gavur
Tepe and Boyabat-Boyali Ikiztepe I located in the Sinop province were identified as Late Iron Age texture. Also in
2002, the Boyabat-Kovuklukaya excavations carried out by the Sinop Museum Directorate discovered a piece of
pottery decorated with white panel technique dating to the Fatly Age of Late Iron Age and a jug piece decorated
with horizontal bands dating to the Late of Late Iron Age. Sandy Slope Settlement and Yakimokka Hoéyugi were
also present in this process during the recent museum studies. The surface surveys in Sinop, Samsun, Tokat and
Amasya in general and the few excavations were cartied out in the Middle (900-650 / 600 BC) and Late Iron Age
(650 / 600-330 BC) as well as settlements in coastal areas.

Keywords: Sinop, Iron Age, pottery, Triangle Ware, settlement outlook.

Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi, 6zellikle 1970’1 yillarda baglanan ylzey arastirmalart® ve Samsun
merkezli kazilarla (Samsun-Ikiztepe)® arkeolojik acidan degerlendirilmis ve boylece bélgenin
tarihsel gecmisine yonelik veriler artmaya baslamistir.* Tkiztepe’yle bélge kronolojisini buluntular
ve kesintisiz tabakalasma sayesinde takip edebilmekteyiz. Bu merkez Alisar, Alacahoytk,

*  Dog. Dr. Davut Yigitpasa; Ondokuz Mayis Universitesi Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi-Arkeoloji Bélimi Protohistorya ve Onasya
Arkeolojisi ABD, Kurupelit Kampusti/SAMSUN; davut.yigitpasa@omu.edu.tr

Uzman Arkeolog Osman Oztiirk, osman02arkeo@gmail.com.1

Bu malzemeleri ve arsivi yayinlamama izin veren Sinop Miize Mudiirt sayin Hiseyin Vural’a ve miize ¢alismamda yardimet olan
uzman Mehmet Condiit’e tesekkir ederiz.

2 Alkim 1972, 422-426.
3 Alkim ez al. 1988.
4 Donmez 2008, 85.
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Bogazkdy, Masat Hoyiik ve Kiiltepe yerlesmelerinin buluntulariyla yakinlik gosterir.® Tkiztepe
kazilar1 diger bolge yerlesmelerine olan bilimsel ¢alismalarin 6nctisii olmus ve bu kapsamda
Samsun’un yant sira, Sinop, Amasya ve Tokat’ta da arastirma safhalari genisletilmistir.

Sinop Bolge Arastirmalari ve Kentin Erken Dénemi

Antik Cag Paphlagonia’sinda, giiniimiiz Anadolu’sunun Bati Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde Milet
yerleskesi olan Sinop’un bilinen en eski adi Sinope’dir. Bu bélgede 6nemli bir Grek koloni kenti
olan Sinope, Antik Cag’da I¢ Anadolu ile irtibatt bulunan biiyiik bir Karadeniz limani olmakla
birlikte, Kirtm Yarimadast ile Kuzey Anadolu sahilleri arasindaki iliskilerde olduk¢a énemli bir
role sahiptir.® Pontos Kralligi’nin ikinci baskenti ve bolgede 6nemli bir liman kenti olan Sinope,
1950’1 yullarda yapilan kazilar sonucunda tarihsel gegmisi kismen aydinlatilabilmistir. 1951 yilinda
A. Erzen, E. Akurgal ve L. Budde tarafindan yapilan arastirmalar ve 1953 yilinda yapilan kazi
caligmalart kentin arkeolojik boyutu agisindan olduke¢a 6nemlidir.’

Bugiine degin yapilmis arkeolojik arastirmalar neticesinde Sinop ili sinirlart icinde en erken
yerlesimin Neolitik Cag’da baslamis oldugu belirlenmistir. Ancak kentin Paleolitik, Mezolitik
ve Neolitik Doénemleri hakkinda arastirma sathasinin kisith olmasindan dolayt bu siiregleri
yansitacak kesin deliller heniiz elde edilmemistit.” Ancak M.A. Isin son donem calismalarinda
Inceburun’da Paleolitik bir merkezin olabilecegini ifade etmektedir.” 1953-1987 yillart arasinda
yapilan kazi ve yuzey arastirmalarinda Kalkolittk Doénem’e ait Kabalt Héyuk, Kiran Héyuk,
Kocag6z Hoytlik, Maltepe Hoéytk, Cimbektepe, Halil Usta Tepesi ve Sarimustafa Tepesi gibi
merkezler tespit edilmistir."” E. Akurgal ve L. Budde tarafindan Sinop’ta 1950’1 yillarin baslarina
tarihlenen kazi caligmalarinda kentin limani ve iliskili mezarliklar ele alinmistir."!

Sinop ve gevresinde yapilan arastirmalarda Tun¢ Cagt da tam anlamiyla aydinlatilmamustir.
Calismalarda, Tlk Tunc Cagr’na tarihlenen Kocagéz Hoyiik’te cok sayida ¢anak ¢omlek ve tas
aletler ele ge¢mistir. Bu hoyiikte ele gecen buluntular, A. Erzen tarafindan Troia I-1I ve Yortan
kultari ile karsilastirdmistir. 1953 yilinda acilan Kocagéz Hoytik ve eski sehirde Sinop’un iskan
ve kulttir tarihi hakkinda tamamlayici 6nemli belgeler ele geemistir.'> MLA. Isin ise, Sinop merkez
ve ilgelerinde Kiligh Tepe, Habuhas Tepe, Mezarlik Tepe, ilya’m Yeri, Cimbek Tepe, Tingiroglu,
Maltepe, Tepecik, Yanik Maltepe, Yama Tepesi, Harmantepe, Ciltepe, Kumtepe, Uvez Tepe,
Gavur Tepe, Guney Yama, Sorgun, Kadi Mezari, Bakacak Tepe, Maltepe Bolali ve Cintepe gibi
birgok Tlk Tun¢ Cag1 yerlesimi tespit etmistir.”> Bunun yaninda Sinop’un Erken Tung Cagt ve
Orta Tung Cagr’nin 6nemli bir yerlesimi durumunda olan Hidith Mezarligi’nin' kiltir katmant
Samsun-Ikiztepe Gegis Donemi ile (I. Katman) ¢agdas veriler sunmustur.'® Sinop arkeolojisi igin
en 6nemli yerlesimlerden biri Boyabat ilce sinirlarinda bulunan Kovuklukaya’dir.'® 2002 yilinda
gerceklestirilen otoban ingast sirasinda Sinop Miizesi tarafindan kurtarma kazilarina baslanmis
ve kisa sure icerinde aragtirmalar ve kazilar artmustir.'”” Kazilar sirasinda ortaya cikarilan 8 X 7 m
boyutlarindaki mimari bir yapinin bélgeye 6zgii malzemesi, Erken Tung¢ Cag’ina ait ve Samsun-

5 Doénmez 2008, 85.

6 Erzen 1956, 69.

7 Akurgal 1956, 47; Erzen 1956, 69; Budde 1956, 5.
8  Erzen 1956, 71.

9 Isin et al. 1992, harita 4.

10 Tsin 1988, 251.

11 Akurgal 1956, 47; Erzen 1956, 69; Budde 1956, 5. Doonan ef a/. 1999, 359-360.
12 Erzen 1950, 72.

13 Isin 1988, 245-256; Isin ez al. 1992, harita 4;

14 TIsin 1998, 96.

15 Alkim ez al. 1988, 77-79.

16 Donmez 2005, 261-263.

17 Donmez 2008, 86.

26




Demir CAGINDA SiNopP: KAZILAR VE YUZEY ARASTIRMALARI ISIGINDA GENEL Bir Bakis

Ikiztepe 6rneklerine benzer canak ¢émlekler ve MO 3. ve 2. binyilin basina tarihlenen metal
kullanimina ait izler 6nemli veriler arasindadir.'™

Tarihi ¢aglar agisindan Sinop’un en 6nemli yazili kaynagi Hitit metinleridir. Buna nazaran
kentte yapilan kazi ve yuzey arastirmalarinda Gerze Kosk Hoyuk, Erken Hitit Dénemi’ne
(MO 1800) ait malzemeler sunmustur.!” Kent, Hitit metinlerinde Sinuua adi altinda iki civi
yazilt metinde gecmektedir.®’ Sinop, tarihsel acidan 6zellikle Hititler’in kuzeye yayilmalarini
engelleyen ve strekli baskilar dizenleyen Kaskalar’in muhtemel bélgelerindedir. Sinop-Ordu
arasinda yagadiklari kabul edilen Kaskalar’in Hititler’le olan siireci,” dolayistyla Sinop’un erken
dénemlerde I¢ Anadolu ile olan iliskilerini belitflememizde yardimet olmaktadir.

Kentin Demir Cag Siireci

Anadolu, MO 12. yiizythn ilk ceyreginde Trakya iizerinden, bogazlar yoluyla yayilan
Frigler ile birlikte yeni bir siirece girmistir. MO 8. yiizyil ortalarina kadar siiren yaklagik 400
yillik bu Karanlik Cag’da Hitit Imparatorlugu yikilmistir?> Bu siire¢ tiim Anadolu’da oldugu
gibi Sinope tarihinin de en karanlik donemidir. Ancak 6zellikle bu dénemle ilgili Karadeniz
kiyrllarinda herhangi bir yerlesmenin saptanamamis olmasi, Demir Cagi’nt baslatan bu insan
hateketinin, ilk donemlerde kuzey bolgeleri etkilemedigi dustncesini dogurmustur.” Simdiye
kadar gerceklestirilen arkeolojik projelerin hi¢birinde, Sinop ilinde bulunan yerlesim yerleri
ve esetlerinden hi¢biri Erken Demir Cagr'na tarihlendirilmemistir.** Anadolu’nun Karadeniz
kiytlarinda ve dolayistyla Sinop’ta da bugiine degin Erken Demir Cagrna (MO 1190-900) ait
herhangi bir merkez ve buluntu saptanmazken; Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi’nin kara kesiminde Orta
Demir Cagr'nda (MO 900-650/600) artan yerlesmeler, Ge¢ Demir Cagr’'nda (MO 650/600-330)
hem kara hem de kiy1 kesiminde gorilmektedir.”® Orta Anadolu Demir Cagt boya bezemeli canak
¢omlegi ile karakterize olan bu kultiir strecinin ilk olarak kara kesiminde ortaya ¢ikmasi, Orta ve
Geg Demir Cag’inda ise tim bolgeye yayilmasi, $. Donmez tarafindan s6z konusu kiltirin etki
aldig1 bolgenin Orta Anadolu olabilecegi seklinde yorumlanir.”® Bu durumu kanitlayan 6rnekler
Sinop kent merkezi ile Boyabat-Kovuklukaya’da ele ge¢mistir (Res. 1).”

1951-1953 yillart arasinda Sinop’ta E. Akurgal, A. Erzen ve L. Budde tarafindan yapilan
calismalar sonucunda, kent merkezinde Ge¢ Demir Cagr’na tarihlenen bazi boya bezemeli testiler
ele gecmistir (Res. 2-3). Orta Anadolu’dan ithal oldugu diistinilen Geg Frig stilindeki bu testilerin
(Dejenere Olmus Stil-Tasra Stili seklinde diiz bir ¢izgi halinde, hayvan sekilli ve omuzlari basitce
doldurulmus yonca agizli kaplar),” Attika kiiciik kaseleri ile birlikte bulunmalart sebebiyle MO
585/560-550 yillarina tarihlendirilmistir.? Ozellikle yonca agizli ve omuzlart meander, ticgen
ve basit sekilli yatay cizgili paralel bezeme turti Sinop disinda Alisar, Bogazkdy, Masathoyiik,
Pazatli ve Akalan’da ele ge¢mistir.” Sinop’ta 1951 yilinda yapilan kazilarda B-Cukuru olarak
adlandirilan alanda ele gecen Siana tipi bir Kylix, orientalizan parcalar ve Bothrosda ele gecen
MO 6. yiizyil parcalar’ eski Grek malzemelerini olustururken; kylix’in tizerindeki geyik boynuzu

18 Dénmez 2004, fig. 9 pls. 1-12.

19 Isin etal 1992,7.

20 Umar 1993, 342.

21 Monte — Tischler 1978, 190.

22 Unal 2002, 31.

23 Donmez 2006, 141; Demirel 2016, 56.

24 Donmez 2010, 166.

25 Doénmez 2010, 153.

26 Donmez 2000, 142.

27 Doénmez 2005, 36-82.

28 Akurgal 1955, sek. 32-36, tabl. 31-33.

29  Akurgal 1955, 15; Akurgal 1956, 47-61; Akurgal — Budde 1956, lev. 3 a-d.
30 Akurgal 1955, 17-19.

31 Akurgal — Budde 1956, 4; Boysal 1958, 26.
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tasviri doguya atfedilmektedir.’? E. Akurgal tarafindan MO 610-600 yillarina tarihlenen erken
Grek seramigi, nekropol kazilarinda ortaya ¢ikarilmustir. Bu buluntularin biiytik bir cogunlugunu
Korinth stili aryballoslar olusturmaktadir.”

Kentte Grekler’e ait malzemeler nekropol ve sehir i¢i buluntulart olarak iki kisimda
incelenmistir. Y. Boysal, nekropol buluntularint MO 6. yiizyila ait boya bezemeli Korinth iiriini
olarak Warrior Grubu (tizerinde muharrip tasvirleri bulunan), Quatrefoil (dort yaprak seklinde
sus tagtyan), Diiz Kaideli ve Karin Kismi Noktali Aryballos dort farkli grupta ele almigtir.™
1970 yilinda ise, J.A. Dengate, Sinop ve Samsun illerinde ylzey arastirmast gerceklestirmis ve
bu kapsamda Demir Cagr’na tarihlenen yetlesim yetlerini ziyaret etmistir.” Bunun yaninda
Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi'nde Roma yollar1 ve miltaslart ile ilgili ylizey arastirmalart yapan D.
French, Gerze Burnu mevkiinde Demir Cagt’na verilen boya bezemeli ¢anak ¢omlek pargalarini
belirlemistir.*® Ayrica 1987 yihinda M.A. TIsin ve 1. Tatlican, Sinop bélgesinde yaptiklart yiizey
arastirmalarinda bazt Demir Cagi merkezlerini saptamuglardir.”’

1990’l1 ve 2000’li yillarda S. D6nmez’in Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi’nde yaptigi ylizey arastirmalart
ve diger bolgeletle bitlikte Sinop ilinin Demir Cagi strecine de 1sik tutmustur.”® Yakin tarihli
arkeolojik arastirmalar sayesinde Kizilirmak/Halys bendinde yer alan Samsun, Amasya ve
Tokat gibi illerle birlikte Sinop ilinin de Demir Cagt streci bilimsel anlamda kismen de olsa
aydinlatilabilmistir. Bu c¢alismalarda oOzellikle ¢anak ¢omlek gruplart ve kultirt arastirilmis
ancak Sinop bu kapsamda diger illere gore daha kisith veriler sunmustur. Ge¢ Demir Cagt
Erken Doénemi’ne (MO 650-500) tarihlenen beyaz panel teknigi ile dekore edilmis bir siirahi,
Kovuklukaya’da® Bizans doneminde mezatlik olarak kullanilmis bir alandan ele gecmistir.*’
1950’lerde yapilan kazilarda ortaya gikarilan bu eserin yani sira, Orta Anadolu’dan ithal oldugu
diisiiniilen bazt Geg Frig eserleri, Attika eserleri (MO 560-550) ve Galat Dénemi (MO 500-330)
parcalar ele gecmistir.*! Sinop yine bu tarihlerde yani MO 7- 6. yiizyillarda I¢ Anadolu ile Kabals,
Sarimsakli ve Erfelek gibi nehirlerin vasitastyla iletisimde olmustur. Ozellikle bu tarihlerde bolgede
iyiden iyiye hissedilen Grek kolonistlerin bu ulasim agini kullandiklart distintilmektedir.** Bu
bilgilerin yant sira yukarda da deginildigi tizere, Orta Karadeniz Bélimii’'nde ele gecen Demir Cagt
buluntulari, Ordu ili sinurlart igerisinde yapilan ylizey arastirmalarinda da kismen saptanmistir.
Ancak s6z konusu ¢anak ¢omlekler, cok genel anlamda, detay verilmeksizin, “Demir Cagi veya
Frig donemine ait boyali ve monokrom seramikler” seklinde tanimlanmislardir.®

1997, 1998 ve 1999 yillarindaki yiizey arastirmalarinda §. Dénmez, Sinop, Samsun, Amasya
ve Tokat illerinde ¢ok sayida Demir Cagt merkezini incelemistir.* Arastirmalarda Sinop ilinde
yer alan Tingir Tepe, Gavur Tepe, Boyabat-Boyali Ikiztepe 1 ve Yarimokka Héyigi yerlesimde
Geg Demir Cagi dokusu belirlenmistir (Res. 4). Bu merkezlerde elde edilen verilere gore, Geg
Demir Cagt canak ¢comleginin degisim 6zellikleri Orta Anadolu ile kosut olarak Orta Karadeniz
Bolgesi’ndeki diger merkezlerle (Oluz Héyiik, Masat Hoyiik, Eskiyapar, Akalan, Ikiztepe) bitlikte
Kovuklukaya ve Sinop’ta da izlenmektedir.*” M.A. Isin tarafindan Demir Cagi’na tarihlenen

32 Akurgal — Budde 19506, 4.

33 Akurgal 1956, 48.

34 Boysal 1958, 23-24 lev. 21-24 sek. 1-5.
35 Dengate 1978, 245-258; Doonan e al. 1999, 360.
36 Donmez 2003, 3.
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Tingir Tepe’den® ele gecen bezemesiz ¢anak ¢omlekler, S. Dénmez’in Sinop Muzesi'nde yaptigt
caligmalar sonucu Hellenistik ya da Ge¢ Antik Cag’a verilmistir.*” Yine 2002 yilinda Sinop
Mize Mudirligi’nce yapilan Boyabat-Kovuklukaya kazilarinda Ge¢ Demir Cagi'nin Erken
Evresi’ne tarthlenen beyaz panel teknigi ile bezenmis ¢émlek pargast ve Geg¢ Demir Cagi’nin
Geg Evresi'ne tarihlenen yatay bantlarla bezenmis bir testi pargast ele gegmistir (Res. 3). Tepe
kism1 Bizans Dénemi’nde mezarlik olarak kullanidan Kovuklukaya'da ele gecen testi parcast,
1950°li yillarda Sinop kazilarinda® bulunan Ge¢ Demir Cagi testilerinin yakin benzerini temsil
etmektedir. S6z konusu bu Sinop testileri yukarda da deginildigi tizere Attika kiiciik kaseleri ile
birlikte bulunmalari nedeniyle MO 560-550 yillarina tarihlenirken; Kovuklukaya’nin mezarlik
alanindan ele ge¢mis olan ve yatay bantlarla bezenmis diger bir testi parcast ise, Ge¢ Demir
Cagrnin Geg Evresi'ne (MO 500-330) tarihlenmektedir. Sinop ve Kovuklukaya testileri birlikte
degerlendirildiginde, bugiinkt arkeolojik veriler 1s1ginda s6z konusu Sinop kentinde bir Erken
Demir Cag1 varligindan bahsedilemez.* Ayrica son donem ¢alismalarinda Sinop-Ayancik Tlgesi,
Kurdelen-Cukur Cay1 ¢ataginda bulunan Kumluk Yamag¢ Yerlesimi’nde, yakin ge¢miste acildigt
anlasilan yol kesitinde Demir Cagi ¢anak ¢omlek parcalart ile tugla ve ciiruf pargalarindan
olusan kulttir katmant tespit edilmistir (Res. 5). Bu bilgilerin yant sira 2016 yilinda Sinop Miizesi
tarafindan merkez Korucuk-Yarimokka mahallesinde tespit edilen Yarimokka Hoéyugi de
Sinop Demir Cagt sureci icin yeni bir merkezdir.”” Hoyiikte Erken Tung Cagi’ndan Geg Antik
Dénemler’e kadar iskan edildigini gosteren seramik, kiremit, tugla parcalar ve iki agirlik ele
gecmistir. Hoyiik disinda kalan yerlerde de ilgili buluntularin ele gegmesi hoyiik gevresinin de
aynt donemlerde kullanildigini géstermektedir.”

Genelde Sinop, Samsun, Tokat ve Amasya’da yapilan ylizey arastirmalart ve az sayidaki kazilar,
Orta ve Ge¢ Demir Cagr’'nda bolgenin hem i¢ hem de kiyt kesimlerinde yerlesmelerin arttigini
gostermektedir. 20. ylizyildan itibaren gerceklestirilen kazi ve benzeri arastirmalarla ele gegen
canak ¢omlek malzemeden anlagilacag: tzere, bu dénemde bolge Orta Anadolu Demir Cagt
boya bezemeli ¢anak ¢omlek kultirinin (Alisar IV) etkisindedir.”* Bunun yaninda Sinop’ta, E.
Akurgal ve L. Budde tarafindan gergeklestirilen kazilarda bulunan ve bugtin Sinop Miizesi’nde
yer alan bronzdan yapilmis ve benzerlerine Orta Asya ve Anadolu’da rastlanan bir balta (Imirler
savas baltast)™, Avrasya’li go¢menlere (Kimmetler ?) ait olan arkeolojik bir kanit olmast agisindan
oldukea 6nemli bir yere sahiptir.>* Iskit istilast sonucu Anadolu’ya go¢ etmek zorunda kalan
Kimmerler hakkinda bélgedeki arkeolojik buluslar, yazili kaynaklarr desteklemeye baslamistir.
Kimmerler’in varligt Masat Hoyilk Demir Cagt II ve Corum-Pazarl’da ele ge¢mistir. Bu atlt
gbgebeleri goce zorlayan Iskitler’e ait buluntular ise, Orta Karadeniz Anadolusu’nda, Tasova,
Ladik gibi yetlesmelerde ciddi oranlarda (250 ok ucu, 63 kosum parcasi) ele gecmistir.>

Antik kaynaklardan anlasilacagi tizere, Sinop’un Kimmerler’in hakimiyet alaninda oldugu
(MO 7. yiizyilin ilk geyregi) ve devaminda Anadolu’da Frigler’i istila ettikleri belirlenmistir.*® Bir
baska deyisle Kimmetler, Friglet’in istilasindan 6nce Paphlagonia’yt ele gecirmislerdir.”” Kent,
Kimmerler’in baskenti, karargdhi ve istthkamlari ile tnlidur.”® Tarihsel bir olay olarak gégebe

46 Isin 1998, lev. 14.5-8.
47 Dénmez 2003, 3 dipnot 15.
48 Akurgal 1955, lev. 33.
49 Donmez 2003, 3-4 lev. 1-2.

50 57.00/727 dosya nolu Sinop-Merkez, Kiltir ve Turizm Bakanligi Samsun Kiltir Vatliklarint Koruma Bolge Kurulu,
Samsun-2016.

51 57.00/727 nolu Sinop-Merkez dosyast.

52 Dénmez 2006, 159; Ceylan ez al. 2008, 25.

53 Dénmez 2006, 159 res. 32, Donmez 2010, 171.
54 Akurgal — Budde 1956, 34; Dénmez 2007, 62-63.
55 Doénmez 2010, 169.
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Kimmerler'in Karadeniz kiyisina yaptiklart kisa bir baskin, Sinop’un gelecekteki yerini olusturan
Grek kolonisinin yikilmasina neden olmustur.”” Bu stire¢ aynt zamanda bazi antik kaynaklarda
da (Habron, Kretines ve Koos) desteklenmektedir. Arastirmalara gére Kimmerler, Karadeniz’in
giiney bolgesine yerlesmemislerdir; ancak arkeolojik verilere gore Pontus daglarinin giiney
yakinlarinda yasamislardir.” Calismalarda aynt zamanda Anadolu’nun yerli kiltirleri olan Hitit
ve Frigler’e ait Karadeniz kiyilarindaki etkilerini de ortaya ¢tkarmast agisindan 6nemlidir.”!

Kolonizasyon siirecleriyle ilgili arastirmalar icin Sinop kentinin se¢ilmesinin nedeni, basta
antik yazarlarin kentin kurulusu hakkinda verdikleri bilgilerin arkeolojik verilerle irdelenmesi
olustururken; bir diger nedeni ise, Sinop’ta Kumkap: Mevkii’nde Kibrit Fabrikas’nin temel kazist
sirasinda ortaya ¢tkan ve E. Akurgal’n 1951-1953 yillarinda gerceklestirdigi Arkaik déneme ait
nekropol alaninda Kita Yunanistan kokenli seramiklerin ele gecmesidir.”? MO 8. yiizyilda siyasi
ve ticari agidan batt Anadolu disinda, Karadeniz’de Miletoslular’in 6nciliginde sayist 100°e
yakin koloni kurulmustur. Bu kentlerin en {inli olanlarindan biri de Sinope’dir. Bunun yaninda
MO 7. yiizyil igerisinde Trapezus (Trabzon), Amisos (Samsun), Herakleia Pontika ve Amastris
(Bartin) basta gelen diger 6nemli koloni kentleridir.®’

Paphlagonia Bolgesi sinirlari icerisinde olan Sinope kolonisi, kurulusu konusunda tartismali
veriler olsa da, genel kant MO 8. yiizyilin baslari veya MO 600 yillarinda kurulduguna yoéneliktir.*
Arkeolojik malzemenin verdigi kronolojiye daha yakin olarak ise, kaynaklarda 630 tarihleri
geciyor.” Sehrin kiltir bakimindan ilk yerlesmesi Miletos’a, ikinci yerlesmesi ise Atina’ya bagh
olarak bilinir.® A. Erzen, Grekler’den baska ozellikle Frigler’e ait seramiklerin bulunmasini,
yorede Greklet’le bitlikte Frigler’in de yasamus olabilecekleri seklinde yorumlar.”’

Antik yazarlardan Eusebios, Grekler’in Sinope’de iki kez koloni kurduklarint ve ilkinin MO
756, ikincisinin MO 630 yillarina karstilik geldigini ifade eder. P. Skymnos ise, Sinop’taki ilk koloni
tarihi icin MO 700’leri verirken, ikinci kolonizasyon hareketi icin de MO 664 yilindan sonraki bir
donemi isaret etmektedir. Ayrica Kumkapi nekropoliinden ele ge¢mis Erken Korinth Dénemi
aryballoslar® ikinci donem kolonisazyon tarihine 1sik tutmaktadir.””

Efsaneye gore Sinope, Herakles’in arkadast ve Argonatlar’dan biri olan Autolykos tarafindan
kurulmustur.” Bunun yaninda kayitlarda Miletos yerlesmesinin ilk defa Habrondas tarafindan
kuruldugu ge¢cmektedir. Dolayisiyla bu kurulus ilk kolonizasyon hareketi olarak da tanimlanit.”
Pers kralt I. Darius (MO 521-486) ile birlikte ise, satrapliklara ayrilan imparatorluk topraklarinin
Paphlagonia bélimunde yer alan Sinope ve gevresi tigiincti satrapliga aittir ve Persler’e giimiis
talent 6dedikleri antik kaynaklardan anlasilmaktadir.” Yine MO 480 yilindaki Pers-Grek
savaglarindan olan Salamis Savast’na, Pers hikmu altindaki kentlerden katilan 80 gemilik filodan
(toplam 1200 gemi filosu savasa katilmistir) biti de Sinop’tan katilmig olmalidir.”

Sinop’un egemenlik alant kendisine baglt toplam yedi koloniyle (Trapezus, Kerasus, Kotyora,
Kromna, Kytorus, Tieum ve Ptereum) genisler.” Bu 6zelligiyle kent, diger Hellen kolonilerinden
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ayrilir. MO 400 yilinda Xsenophon’la birlikte Onbinlerin déniisii sirasinda bu limana ugrayarak
bes giin kaldiklari bilinmektedir.” Ayni zamanda Perikles’in Sinope Seferi (MO 435 ?)™ ve
Damates’in sehri isgali (MO 370)7 gibi siyasi 6nemi biiyiik olan olaylarla birlikte Sinope’nin
o6nemi bir kez daha anlasilmistir.

Y. Boysal, Sinope’nin, yapilan arastirma sonuglarinin buluntulartyla MO 600’den sonraya ait
bir arkeolojik kronoloji olusturdugunu ifade ederken;™ E. Akurgal da yine deginildigi tizere Frig
seramigi iizerine kenti degerlendirmekte ve ele gecen eserlerin MO 7. yiizyila ait Geg Frig eserlerini
son evrede kabul ederek erken 6. ylizyila tarihlemesine baglamaktadir.”” Bu degetlendirmelere
karsin L. Budde, Sinop nekropoliiniin MO 7. yiizyilin basindan itibaren kullanimda olduguna
isaret etmektedir.’

Tarihi kaynaklara gére Sinope ve cevresi, MO 547/546 yillarinda Pers egemenligi altina
girmistir (Res. 6). Yaklagtk 200 yil siiren Pers egemenliginden sonra (MO 340) kentte bircok
tapinak ve cesitli yapilar insa edilerek, sehrin giris surlart onarilmis ve kiltiirel anlamda bilgin
ve filozoflar himaye altina alinmistir.*' Biiyiik Iskender’in élimiinden sonra Mithridates kenti
ele gecirmis ve onun kurdugu Pontus Kralligi doneminde Sinop en patlak dénemini yasamistir.
Sonraki donemlerde Sinop Roma, Bizans, Selcuklu ve Osmanli hakimiyetinde kalmistir.™

Sonug

Yeni calismalar nezdinde tarihsel gegmisi Paleolitik déneme kadar erkene giden Sinope,
Neolitik, Kalkolitik, Tun¢ Cagi, Demir Cagi, Hellenistik Dénem, Roma Dénemi ve Osmanlt
Doénemi boyunca siirekli iskan gormistiir. Sinop, Hidirli Mezarlig’'nda ele gegen buluntularla
6zellikle Samsun-Ikiztepe buluntulartyla cagdas veriler sunmaktadir. Hidirlt Mezarhgrnin yant
sira yine Erken Tun¢ Cagi’ndan itibaren 6nemli arkeolojik veriler sunan Boyabat-Kovuklukaya
yerlesimi bolge Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi etkilesim geleneklerini yansitan bir diger merkezdir.

Yazili tarihini Hitit metinlerinden tanidigimiz Sinope, tiim Anadolu’da oldugu gibi MO 12-8.
yuzyil arast Karanlik Cag’dir. Ancak 6zellikle Orta Demir Cagr ve Geg Demir Cagi'nda 6n plan
ctkan Sinop-Merkez (Kumkap: Mevkii), Gerze Burnu, Kovuklukaya, Tingir Tepe, Gavur Tepe,
Boyabat-Tkiztepe T ve Yarimokka Hoyiigii kentin bu siireci hakkinda seramik, mimari, idol vb
bir¢cok kiiciik buluntu grubu veren yerlesimlerdir. Demir Caginin yant sira kentin donemsel
etkilerini gosteren Hititler ve Kaskalar’la birlikte kentte Frig, Kimmer ve Grek etkileri bir arada
izlenebilmektedir. 1950’li yillarin basinda E. Akurgal, A. Erzen ve L. Budde tarafindan yapilan
calismalar Grek stil agirlikli oldugunu ortaya koymustur. Geg Frig stilinde ele gecen seramikler,
bezeme ve kap bicimleriyle birlikte Orta Anadolu (Alisar, Bogazkdy, Masathoyuk, Pazarl,
Akalan) etkilerini tastmaktadirlar. MO 610-600lere tarihlenen Korinth seramigi, MO 585/560-
550ere tarihlenen Attika seramigi gibi buluntu gruplart Batt kiltiriinin Anadolu kiltirine
etkilerini gostermesi agisindan 6nemlidir.

Calisma grubumuzun en 6nemli yerlesimlerin basinda gelen Boyabat-Kovuklukaya Geg
Demir Cagi eserleri, Ge¢ Dénem mezarlik alani ile 6n plana ¢tkarken; 1990l yillarda S. Dénmez
tarafindan Sinop’ta belirlenen Tingir Tepe, Gavur Tepe, Boyabat—ikiztepe I ve Yarimokka
Hoyugu kentin Demir Cagt dokusunu yansitan diger 6nemli merkezleri temsil etmektedir.
Buralardan ele gegen ¢anak ¢omlek grubu Orta Anadolu’nun yani sira Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi
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(Oluz Hoyiik, Masat Héyiik, Eskiyapar, Akalan, Tkiztepe) ile de yakindan iliskilidir. Tingir Tepe,
Gavur Tepe ve Boyabat-Tkiztepe 1 yerlesimlerinden ele gecen buluntular agirlikl olarak Geg
Demir Cagi’nt yansitirken; son dénem miize ¢alismalarinda tespit edilen Yarimokka Héytgu
ise Erken Tung Cagrndan Ge¢ Antik Cag’a kadar uzanan bir yerlesim dokusuna sahiptir. Bu
bilgilerin yani sira Sinope’de Avrasyali go¢menler diye bilinen Kimmerler’e ait veriler, buralara
yaptiklari baskilarla Frig tlkesine kadar yansitilirken; antik yazarlar tarafindan s6z edilen bu atlt
gbeebelerin Sinope’yle birlikte (MO 7. yiizyil baslari) i¢ bélgelerde Pazarli, Masat Héyiik, Tasova
ve Ladik gibi merkezlerde savas buluntulari ele gegmistir.

Sinope kentinin Demir Cagi siirecini en iyi yansitan farklt yonlerden biri de Miletos ve Grek
kolonisazyon dénemidir. Fenikeliler’le baslayan Karadeniz kolonisazyonu Grekler’le bitlikte
MO 8. ylizyil ve MO 7. yiizyil olarak iki farkli zaman diliminde gerceklesmis ve bu siireclerde
ozellikle Sinope limant Trapezus, Amisos, Herakleia Pontika, Amastris gibi diger liman kentleri
kendi binyesinde tutmustur. Eldeki bilgiler ile iki Frig oinokhoesinin ithal mallart oldugunu
soyleyebiliriz. Onemini her dénemde koruyan Sinope, Pers doneminde de varligini korumus,
limanindan dolay1 hep ragbet g6rmus, Buytk Iskender’den sonra Pontos, Roma, Bizans, Selcuklu
ve Osmanlt dénemine kadar surekli iskan edilmistit.

KAYNAKCA

Akurgal 1955
E. Akurgal, Phrygische Kunst (Ankara 1955).

Akurgal 1956
E. Akurgal, Sinop Kazilari-Die Ausgrabungen von Sinope, TAD 6.1, 1956, 47-61.

Akurgal — Budde 1956
E. Akurgal — L. Budde, orlaufiger Berincht iiber die Ausgrabungen in Singpe (Ankara 1950).

Alkim ez al. 1988 . .
U.B. Alkim - H. Alkim - O. Bilgi, 1kitepe 1. Birinci ve lkinci Dénem Kagulars/ The First and Second
Seasons’ Excavations (Ankara: Turk Tarih Kurumu, 1988).

Alkim 1972
U.B. Alkim, Islahiye ve Samsun Bolgesinde 1971 Calismalari, Belleten 36, 1972, 422-426.

Boysal 1958
Y. Boysal, Sinop’un En Eski Buluntular1 ve Kolonizasyonu Hakkinda, T-4D 8.2, 1958, 23-29.

Budde 1956
L. Budde, Kurzer Vorlaufiger Bericht Uber Die Grabungen in Sinope der Kampagnen 1951-
1953, TAD 6.2, 1956, 5-10.

Ceylan ef al. 2008

A. Ceylan - G. Kobze — Y. Polat — T. Sivas - H. Sivas — L. Sahin — Y. Topaloglu, Ttrkiye Demir
Cagr Arastirmalart Uzerine Degerlendirmeler, T4Y 6, 2008, 1-42.

32




Demir CAGINDA SiNopP: KAZILAR VE YUZEY ARASTIRMALARI ISIGINDA GENEL Bir Bakis

Demirel 2016
S. Demirel, Yazili Kaynaklara Gore Erken Demir Cagi'nda Orta Ve Dogu Karadeniz Halklari,
Karadeniz; Incelemeleri Dergisi 21, 2016, 51-58.

Demirkaya — Tuluk 2012
U.F. Demirkaya - O. Iskender Tuluk, Eflatun’un Kurbaga’st Sinope’den Sinop’a: Kaynaklara
Gore Sinop Kentinin Fiziksel Gelisimi, METU JEA 29, 2012, 45-68.

Dengate 1978
J.A. Dengate, A Site Survey Along the South Shore of Black Sea, in: E. Akurgal (ed.), The
Proceedings of the Xth International Congress of Classical Archaeolggy. Izmir 23-30/1X/1973, 1 (Ankara
1978) 245-258.

Doonan e al. 1999
O. Doonan - A. Gantos - D. Smart- I Hiebert, Sinop 1l Yogun Alan Arastirmast 1997, Arastirma
Sonuglar: Toplantss: 16.3, (Ankara 1999) 359-373.

Doénmez 2003
S. Dénmez, Yeni Bulgularin Isiginda Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi Demir Cagr Canak-Comlegine Bir
Bakis, Anadolu | Anatolia 24, 2003, 1-17.

Donmez 2004
S. Dénmez, Boyabat-Kovuklukaya: A Bronze Age Settlement in the Central Black Sea Region,
Turkey, Ancient Near Eastern Studies 41, 2004, 38-82.

Doénmez 2005
S. Dénmez, Sinop Province in the Second Millennium BC, in: A. Suel (ed.), 5. Uluslararas:
Hititoloji Kongresi/ Acts of the V'th International Congress of Hittitology, Corum 2-8 Eyliil 2002 (Ankara
2005) 259-286.

Doénmez 2006
S. Dénmez, Yeni Arkeolojik Gelismeler Isiginda Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi Demir Kilttriine
Genel Bir Bakis”, Anadoln Arastirmalar: 19.1, 2006, 137-196.

Doénmez 2007
S. Dénmez, Sinop Province During the Iron Age in the Light of New Research, Anatolia Antigna
15, 2007, 59-65.

Doénmez 2008

S. Dénmez, An Overview Of The 2nd Millennium BC Cultures Of The Central Black Sea
Region In The Light Of New Research/Yeni Aragtirmalar Isiginda Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi:
M.O. 2. Binyil Kiiltiirlerine Genel Bir Bakis, T7iba-Ar 11, 2008, 85-104.

Doénmez 2010
S. Dénmez, An Overview of the 2nd Millennium BC and Iron Age Cultures of the Province of

Sinop in Light of New Research, AncCivSeytSib 16, 2010, 153-174

Erzen 1956
A. Erzen, Sinop Kazist 1953 Yili Calismalari, 14D 6.1, 1956, 69-72.

33




D. Yiciteasa, O. OzTURK

Esemenli 1990 . . .
D. Esemenli, Sinop 1/i Tiirk Dénemi Mimarisi (Doktora Tezi Istanbul Universitesi, Istanbul 1990).

Gorkay 2012
Gorkay K., Sinope (1951-1953). DTCF Arkeoloji Bélumii Tarihgesi ve Kazilart (1936-2011),
Abnadoln | Anatolia Ek Dizi 3.2 (Ankara 2012) 471-474.

Hammond 1959
N.G.L. Hammond, A History of Greece to 322 B.C. (Oxtord 1959).

Isin 1988
M.A. Isin, Sinop Bolgesi Yuzey Arastirmasi, TBKK Bild 1.2, 1998, 241-277.

Isin 1998
M.A. Isin, Sinop Region Field Survey, Anatolia Antiqua 6,1998, 97-139.

Isin et al. 1992
M.A. Isin - I. Tatlican - M. Isin, Sinop (Ankara 1992).

Ivantchik 2010
A. Ivantchik, Sinope et les Cimmériens, Ancient Civilizations from Scythia to Siberia 16, 2010, 65-72.

Leaf 1916
W. Leaf, The Commerce of Sinope, [HS 306, 1916, 1-15.

Monte — Tischler 1978
G.E. Monte — J. Tischler, Die Orts und Gewassernamen der Hethitischen Texte, Reportire
Geopraphique des Textes Cuneiformes 6 (Wiesbaden 1978).

Robinson 1905
D.M. Robinson, Ancient Sinope, AJP 27.2, 1905, 125-153.

Roebuck 1959
C. Roebuck, lonian Trade and Colonization NewYork 1959).

Stoyanov 2010
T. Stoyanov, Sinope as a Trading and Cultural Agent in Thrace during the Classical and Early
Hellenistic Periods, Ancient Civilizations from Scythia to Siberia 16, 2010, 405-428.

Tarhan 1976
T. Tarhan, Eskicag’da Kimmerler Problemi, T7r& Tarih Kongresz, 8.1 (Ankara 1976), 355-369.

Texier 1862
Texier C., Asie Minure (Paris 1862).

Umar 1993 .
B. Umar, Tiirkiye deki Taribsel Adlar (Istanbul 1993).

Unal 2002 '
A. Unal, Hititler Devrinde Anadolu (Istanbul 2002).

34




Demir CAGINDA SiNopP: KAZILAR VE YUZEY ARASTIRMALARI ISIGINDA GENEL Bir Bakis

Resim 1. Sinop Demir Cagi Merkezleri (Diizenleme: Osman Oztiirk).

Resim 2. Kovuklukaya, Beyaz Panel tekniginde stislenmis stirahi
(Davut Yigitpasa).
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Resim 3. Kovuklukaya, Boyali ¢canak ¢cémlek parcalart (Davut Yigitpasa).

Resim 4. Yarimokka Hoytik, batidan gérintim (Sinop Miizesi Arsivi).
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Resim 5. Kumluk Yamag Yetlesimi (Sinop Miizesi Arsivi).

Resim 6. Sinop 1951-1953 Kazilari kékenli Akhaemenid kase (6 Nolu A¢ma,
Coplik)(Davut Yigitpasa).
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SOME OBSERVATIONS ABOUT THE PROBLEM OF LATE BRONZE AGE IN
THE SETTLEMENTS OF SINOP REGION

Serkan DEMIREI*

ABSTRACT

There is a few information about the settlements of Sinop region dated in the Late Bronze Age. Settled life,
which began at the region in the Early Chalcolithic Age spread rapidly and continued until the end of Early Bronze
Age. However, from the Middle Bronze Age, settlements in the region are rare or abandoned, similar to settlements
in East Anatolia, and almost disappeared in the Late Bronze Age. After this period, settled life of the region
continued through the Early Iron Age. It is also seen that the settlements are mostly located near the coast in the
Late Bronze Age, unlike the previous periods. This situation may indicate that the political or cultural condition in
the region has changed. However, due to the lack of archaeological evidence, it can not be understood completely.
This period is being tried to be understood with Hittite cuneiform texts. According to these sources, the lifestyle
of the people living in the region is similar to the features of the Late Bronze Age settlements. With regard to the
topic, the question arises whether the people living on the northern border of Hittite Empire can be immigrants
ot not.

Keywords: Sinop Region, Late Bronze Age, Hittite, Kaska, Northern Anatolia.

Geg Bronz Cagr’nda Sinop Bélgesi Yerlesim Sorunlart Hakkinda Baz1 Goézlemler

OZET

Sinop bélgesinde Geg Tung Cagi'na tarihlenen yerlesimler hakkinda olduk¢a az bilgi vardir. Bolgede, Erken
Kalkolitik Cag’dan itibaren baslayan yerlesik yasam hizlt bir sekilde yayilmis ve Erken Tun¢ Cagr’nin sonuna kadar
araliksiz devam etmigtir. Ancak, Orta Tung Cagi’ndan itibaren, Dogu Anadolu’daki yerlesimlere benzer sekilde,
bolgedeki yerlesimlerin sayist azalmus veya yerlesimler terk edilmistir. Ge¢ Tun¢ Cagr'nda ise bu yerlesimlerin
neredeyse yok oldugu séylenebilir. Onceki dénemlerin aksine, Ge¢ Tung Cagi’nda Sinop bélgesindeki yerlesimlerinin
agirliklt olarak kiyilara yakin yerlerde oldugu da goriilebilir. Erken Demir Cagr’ndan itibaren ise bolgedeki yerlesik
yasam tekrar hareketlenmistir. Bu gelismeler bolgedeki politik ve kiiltiirel sartlarin 6zellikle Geg Tung Cagi’nda
degistigine isaret ediyor olabilir. Ancak arkeolojik verilerin az olmast sebebiyle bu durumun tamamen anlasilmast
mimkiin olamamustir. Hititce ¢ivi yazili metinler sayesinde Sinop bélgesinin Ge¢ Tung Cag’t anlagilabilir. Bu
metinlere gbre, bélgedeki halkin yasam tarzi Geg Tung Cag yerlesim 6zellikleriyle benzerlik géstermektedir. Ayrica
bu kosullar altinda, Hitit Devleti’nin kuzey sinirinda yasadigi disintlen bélge halkinin gé¢men olup olmadigt
sorusu da giindeme gelmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Sinop Bolgesi, Ge¢ Tung Cagy, Hitit, Kaska, Kuzey Anadolu.

The first archaeological excavations in Sinop were carried out in the city center between 1951
and 1953, and the finds belonging to the Classical and Later petiods were revealed.' In 1953,
within the same project excavations were carried out in Kocag6z and Maltepe mounds and some
traces belonging to the Chalcolithic and Eatly Bronze Age were found in the Kocagéz Mound.”
In 1955, a survey in northern Anatolia was conducted and traces of the Early Chalcolithic period
were located in Kocagoz and Maltepe mounds from the Sinop province.” Between 1987 and
1990, another survey was conducted by the Sinop Museum within the borders of the province
of Sinop.* During this survey, Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age traces were found in a total

Assc. Prof. Serkan Demirel; Karadeniz Technical University Faculty of Art- Department of Archaeology; serkandemirel@
ktu.edu.tr.

1 Akurgal 1956, 47-53; Budde 1956, 5-10.
2 Erzen 1956, 71-72; Akurgal 1956.

3 Burney 1956, 179-203. J.A. Dengate who carried out researches in Samsun and Sinop provinces revealed that there is
intensive settlement in the 1st millennium BC in the region; Dengate 1978, 245-258. During his research on Roman roads and
miltstones, D. French found several pieces of pottery belonging to Early Bronze Age in the region of Gerze (French 1987).

4 Isin 1990; 241-259; Isin 1998, 95-111.
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of 38 different mounds but the presence of Middle Bronze Age within the Sinop region could
be found only in 5 mounds: Késkhoyiik, Tingiroglu, Maltepe-Emiryayla, Maltepe-Sarimsak,
Maltepe-Buruncuk and Mezatliktepe.” Also, potsherds dating to the Early Hittite Period were
only found at Késk Hoytk and Mezatliktepe.®

In Hidith Cemetery, located south of the Keci Tiirbesi,” a number of metal objects which
were found during an illegal excavation and were bought by the Sinop Museum are dated to
the Middle Bronze Age by O. Bilgi.® Fragments of terracotta were also dated by O. Kogak to
the transition period between the Eartly Bronze Age and Middle Bronze Age.” Thus, the Hidirl
Cemetery fills the chronological gap between the Middle Bronze Age I-11 periods (Early Hittite)
in the North-Central Anatolia in terms of metal finds."

A further survey in the province of Sinop was also conducted between the years 1997 and
1998."" As a result of this survey Middle Bronze Age traces were also found in Boyali Pazar
Tepe, Boyalt Ikiztepe 1 and Saraydiizii Bayram Tepe mounds apart from the mounds which
were previously determined.”” Some findings related to the same period were also located in
Kovuklukaya Mound from the vicinity of the town of Boyabat in Sinop province. It is known
that, thanks to the rescue excavations conducted in 2002, this mound was inhabited from Late
Chalcolithic to Middle Bronze Age." As a result of the excavations, a pentagonal building with
flat stones, Early Bronz Age handmade pottery fragments and wheel-made pottery sherds all
dated to the Middle Bronze Age were found from this mound.' It is also understood that, the
pottery from the Early Bronze Age and the 2nd millennium BC found in Kovuklukaya have
similar traits with the pottery found in important centers of the North-Central and Central
Anatolia.”” According to §. Donmez, Kovuklukaya and Hiditli finds cleatly show that the trade
expanded to Sinop region during the Assyrian Trade Colonies Period."

A few metal finds found in the excavations at the Teachers Training School located in the
centrum of Sinop were dated to the Middle Bronze Age by O. Bilgi.!” These objects are very
important as they may indicate the presence of a possible 2nd millennium BC settlement located
within the centrum of the modern city."® In addition, the two lugged axes found in the Biilbul
and Dibekli villages near the urban area of Sinop are dated by O. Bilgi to the Late Bronze Age."

Finally, some new prehistoric sites were also identified as a result of the Sinop Regional
Archaeological Project (SRAP), an interdisciplinary archeology survey, that was carried out
in the Sinop region between 1996 and 2011.*° As a result of these investigations, pottery
fragments belonging to Early and Middle Bronze Age were found at the site of Gillaavlu in

Isin, 1998, 98.

Isin 1990, 253. Kassap-Tezgor — L. Tatlican 1997, 353-365.
TIsin 1990, 241; Isin 1998, 104-105; Donmez 2000a, 231.
Bilgi 2001, 8-9.

9 Kocak 2002, 523.

10 Dénmez 2004a, Metal objects found in Hidirlt graveyard consist of a piercer (tabl. 1.6), a razor blade (tabl. 4.47), a dagger
(tabl. 14.107, 108), a speathead (tabl. 19.121, 122), a javelinhead (tabl. 24.138, 141-143) and a pin/needle (tabl. 27.180, 183-191,
196 tabl 28.198, 199, 208-221).

11 Doénmez 1999, 513-532. Dénmez 2000a, 229-244.
12 Doénmez 2000a, 229-232; Dénmez 2004a, 3.

13 Ozcan et al. 2003, 21-22.

14 Donmez 2004b, 38784,

15 Donmez 2004b, 42-44; Donmez 2004a, 6-7.

16 Donmez 2005, 263.

17 Bilgi 2001, tabl. 20.123, tabl. 27. 178.

18 Donmez 2005, 263.

19 Bilgi 2001, tabl. 8 fiq. 76, 77; Dénmez 2005, 263.

20 Hiebert ez al. 1997, 377; Doonan e al. 1998, 367; Doonan et al. 1999a, 274; Doonan e al. 1999b, 359-371; Doonan et al.
20002, 345-356; Doonan et al. 2000b: 350; Doonan e al. 2001a, 137-148; Doonan ef al. 2001b, 113-135. Doonan 2002, 285.
Doonan-Bauer 2005, 275-284; Doonan e# a/. 2008, 133-150; Doonan ez al. 2014, 146-164.
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Nohutluk district.”! In addition, pottery fragments dating to the Chalcolithic Age were found in
Karapinar,” Chalcolithic and Eatly Bronze Age fragments were found in Abdaloglu® together
with Early Bronze Age fragments which were found in the North-west of the Sinop Castle**
and Kayabagt.”

According to the findings from the excavations and surveys conducted within the Sinop

region over a period of 60 years, the archaeological sites and the materials found from these

sites are approximately dated as follows:

Sites Chalcolithic | Early Bronze Middle Bronze | Late Bronze | 1st Mill.
Istefan <
3 (Caylioglu)
8 Tepecik X? G
;m'; Yama Tepesi X2
B Harman Tepe X* X
Cil Tepesi X°
Kiligh Hoytk Xe X’ X8
Maltepe X? X1
Kocagoz Hoyuk X! X" X'
Mezarliktepe XH X X"
Ilya’nin Yeri X' X"
o Cimbek Tepe X! X
g Kosk Hoyiik X1 X" X
(; Kahkil Tepe X
& | Cindilli Tepe X2 X
Habuhas Tepe X»
Akliman X
Sinop Kale NW X»
Abdaloglu X2 X2
Halil Usta Tepe xX¥
g Oren Tepe X 0
g Gavur Tepe X3! X3
g Sart Mustafa Tepe X3 X*
& Tepecik Ustii X
-'q-:: Kabali Hoyiik X
kS Tingiroglu Tepesi X3 X X
E Maltepe-Tepealtt X* X
& Giilliiavlu X X X# X+
Karapinar X#

21
22
23
24
25

Doonan e al. 2000a, 347; Doonan ez al. 2001b, 116

Doonan et a/. 2008, 147.
Doonan et al. 2008, 147.

Doonan ¢ al. 2015. Doonen, 2016. Doonan ¢z al. 2017.

Doonan et a/. 2008, 148.

41




SERKAN DEMIREL

El@a Cukuru Te- X5 X
pesi
Yantk Tepe X1
Keci Tiirbesi/Hidit- <4 8 X9 0
It Cemetery
Maltepe-Emiryayla X! X!
Dodurga Tomb and X2 X2
Its Sur.
Kadt Mezari X3 X
gg Maltepe-Buruncuk x> X3
S Aktopraklik Héyiik x>
,_g Dénbektepe X3¢
k= Cin Tepe X7 X
g Altinkast Hoytik X
?g Maltepe-Sarimsakli X X
g Kargola Tepesi X% X!
g Metcimek Tepe X6
2 Gériimeek-Cin ,
= Tepe X
Karakum Tepe X
Salar Kalesi X%
Pazar Tepesi X0
Boyalt Tkiztepe T X X9 X9
Boyalt Tkiztepe 11 X8 X8
Bayram Tepesi X%
Kovuklukaya X"
Kayanin Bast X" X"

Table 1. Findings Areas of the Sinop Region.
(For the footnotes of the Table see pages 45-46.)

According to the excavations and the surveys done in the Sinop region, the settled life
emerged with the beginning of the Chalcolithic Age and reached to a very high level in the Early
Bronze Age. The mounds containing ceramics dating from the Early Bronze Age in the Sinop
region show that the western part of the North Central Anatolia was an important geography
with an acceptable settlement potential in the Late Prehistoric Period. The settlements in the
region are usually located on top of the hills, on slopes or in alluvial plains. It can be said that
the vast majority of the settlements reflect the character of a town rather than a city identity.

The findings from the researches carried out in the region indicate that there has been a
decline in the number of residential communities in the Middle Bronze Age and they had almost
disappeared in the Late Bronze Age. The diminishing of the the findings of the 2nd millennium
BC may reflect a general change in the settlement patterns. This situation can be explained by
factors such as migration, political instability, climate or may be simply due to the result of the
lack of proper researches done in the region. But apart from archaeological studies in the region,
there is another important source that may explain this problem. Hittite cuneiform texts dating
to the Late Bronze Age that supply us with information about the North Central Anatolia can
be useful in this matter. These texts give information about the geography of the region in
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question. According to these texts Durmitta®, Dahara River Country?, Tummana®, Kasula/
Gasula®, Uasulana®, Darittara® and Sapidduya® are some of the habitats of local people
in North Central Anatolia in the 2nd millennium BC. The most densely populated people in
the region are the Kaska tribes. This name may be a generic name given to the people living in
Central North Anatolia rather than being a specific name. The information given in the Hittite
texts about these people can give useful results related to the living conditions in the region
during the Middle and Late Bronze Age.

The relationship between Kaska and the Hittite society can be described as a complex
and delicate relationship that has been tried to be balanced for centuries.”” The boundaties
of the geography where Kaska tribes live are still uncertain. However, it is understood that
they dominated the region from Amasya to Corum in the south, from Kastamonu to Sinop in
the west and from Carsamba to Otdu in the east.”* In the Sinop region which geographically
constitutes the subject of this paper, there is no data related to the presence of Kaska. However,
this region might be the habitated by the Western Kaska tribes.”

There is limited information about the administrative, social and economic life of the Kaska
tribes. These people, who were thought to have lived in the North Central Black Sea region in
the Late Bronze Age, were organized in independent clans.”

Itis not clear whether or not they had an urban identity, but some Kaska settlement names are
found in Hittite texts.”” According to the annals of Tuthalya I, fortified places like fortress (URU
PIDLLHIA BAD) are rarely built by Kaska people.*Additionally, according to the information
given in the annals of Mursili I, in an emergency, they abandoned their habitat and took shelter
in the mountains with their goods and animals.” It is generally thought that the Kaska tribes
were not sufficiently adapted to the settled living conditions and maintained the nomadic/semi
nomadic lifestyle.*

It is understood that the economic life of Kaska mostly dependen on livestock and weaving,
In the plauge prayer of Mursili I1, they are described as swineherds and weavers of linen.*' It is
also known that they breed cattle and sheep.” However, it is understood that some Kaska tribes

26 For Carsamba Plain see Fotlanini 1977, 197-225. For Metzifon see Barjamovic 2005, 391.

27 Goékirmak river: Gliterbock 1961; 95; Von Schuler 1956, 39; Houwink ten Cate 1967, 45. Devrez river: Forlanini 1977, 202;
Matthews-Glatz 2009, 66. Gokirmak has also been associated with IDSariya in Hittite texts: Forlanini 1977, 197-225. Forlanini
1979, 165-185.

28 Corum/Kargt, Domanitis: Forrer 1931, 392; Cavaignac 1960, 89; Goetze 1960, 44; Guterbock 1961, 95; Cornelius 1958,
244. North of the Devrez River: Matthews-Glatz 2009, 65.

29 Northern part of Gokirmak: Matthews-Glatz 2009, 66. Northwestern region of the Hittite territory: Goetze 1960, 46.
30 Kocagay valley in the west of Vezirképri: Ertem 1980, 14.

31 Between Ilgaz Mountains and Goékirmak; Houwink ten Cate 1967, 48. For other localization recommendation see Ertem
1980, 19.

32 Between Kargt and Gékirmak: Houwink ten Cate 1970, 67.
33 For the evaluation see Glatz-Matthews 2005, 59.

34 According to Forrer, Kaska people were living between Yesilirmak and Cekerek Rivers: Forrer 1921, 21. Goetze, Garstang-
Gurney ve Forlanini asserted the region between Sinop and Ordu: Goetze 1930, 27-29; Garstang — Gurney 1959, Map I;
Forlanini-Marazzi 1986, Map 14, 15. E. von Schuler points out the region between the Gékirmak and the Kelkit River: von
Schuler 1956, 52. According to Yakar, it is a region extending from Sinop and Kastamonu in the west to Carsamba plain in the
east; Yakar 2008, 821.

35 Von Schuler 1950, 41, 43.

36 “(Kaskaeans) assembled nine tribal groups”: KUB 19.11 VI 6. “And the Kaskaean enemy whom my father met inside the
country consisted of twelve tribal”: KUB 34.27 111 15-16; Giiterbock 1956, 65, 67. Also see, KBo 3.4 Rs. 11l 73-85; Goetze
1967, 88-90.

37 For the chronological order of the cities in Hittite texts. Also see: Murat 2016, 162-227.
38 KUB 23.11 Rs. III 22-26; Carruba 1977, 137-174.

39 KBo 19.37 Rs. IIT 1-25; Goetze 1967, 172-174.

40 Unal 2005, 286-287; Albayrak 2012, 16-17.

41 KUB 24.4 1 26; Goetze 1969, 396.

42 For the sheep and cattle flocks that the Hittites looted from the Kaska: KBo 3.4 III 30-35; Goetze 1967, 22; KBo 5.8 Rs.
37-40; Goetze 1967, 158.
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are also interested in agriculture and viniculture.” For this reason, Kaska tribes should not be
seen as a whole society with similar living conditions.

No material belonging to Kaska culture was detected. Nevertheless, there are some suggestions
related to the topic. The Early Bronze Age ceramics found in North Central Anatolia and the
south of this region have different characteristics. However, this characteristic can not be
detected sufficiently in the Middle and Late Bronze Age. According to some opinions, Kaska
and Hittite material are intertwined and can not be distinguished from each other.

Conclusion

As a result, we can say that the economic life of the Bronze Age communities in the Black
Sea region was not very different from the traditional village communities of today. The rural
communities living in the mountainous areas are economically dependent on livestock and
support their livelihood through small-scale agriculture and horticulture.* Because of the need
for pasture and agricultural land, these societies should have at least two different habitats within
the year. Therefore, the transhumance life style was obligatory in the North Central Anatolia
where the Kaska are thought to have lived.

The Kaska tribes who probably lived in Sinop region may have transhumance or semi
nomadic lifestyle rather than the nomadic life.** These tribes do not have a unified society
structure and sustains their life in temporary houses in pastures and valleys due to seasonal
movements. These houses, probably made of wood were disappeared without any trace as they
were covered with heavy vegetation.*’

In the south and west of Sinop, near the Hittite territory, it is possible to see settlements dating
to the Middle and Late Bronze Age.* The population living in these areas within the borders
of the Kaska was probably under Hittite influence and may have partly embraced settled life. In
this case, the small mounds that were found in the surface surveys around Samsun, Amasya and
Tokat may belong to this population.

It may be possible to link the appearance of a different lifestyle to the Kaska tribes in the
2nd millennium BC compared to the Eatly Bronze Age in the Sinop region.* In this case, the
problem of the origin of the people who lived in the region in this period is a current issue.

There are two different opinions about the origins of Kaska societies. The first view suggests
that they migrated from the outside to the region at the beginning of the 2nd millennium BC.*
The second view is that they were indigenous people who settled in Central Anatolia and they
withdrew to the North Central Anatolia due to Hittite influence in the same period.”' In both
proposals, the Kaska tribes are not considered to be indigenous people of the region. For this
reason, the migration of these tribes to the region may have changed the settled living order in

43 In the Hittite texts, it is mentioned that the Kaskas have plundered the crops in the villages: KUB 21.29 I 6-12. However,
similar plunder activities wete also carried out by the Hittites. For the harvest stocks that Mursili IT looted from Palhuissa; KUB
14.15 Vs. 11-12. Goetze 1967, 34. The Kaska tribes were involved in agriculture, in Hittite controlled districts: Yakar 2008, 821.
In the some treaty texts, it is stated that if the treaty rules are not followed, the Kaska fields, vineyards, cattle and sheep will be
destroyed by the gods; KBo 8.25 Vs. IT 8; Schuler 1956, 111. KUB 26.19 Vs. II 42-43; Schuler 1956, 132.

44 Ozgiic 1963 33; Yildirim — Sipahi 2004, 305-314.
45 Yakar 2007, 251-252.

46 Another issue that may be related to the topic is that the Hittites are constantly destroying the Kaska cities. After this
destruction, the cities were rebuilt quickly but probably wood was used. This situation makes it difficult to determine the
settlements in question see: Glatz — Matthews 2005, 55-59.

47 Jakar — Garzon 1976, 43-47. Some structure (probably house/houses) dated in Early Bronze Age were located in the urban
area of Sinop (Doonan 2016).

48 1katepe; Alkim ez al. 1988. Alkim e# al. 2003. Oymaagag; Czichon-Klinger 2005, 18—19.
49 Dénmez 2000b, 333; Dénmez 2001, 888; Ozsait 2000, 340.

50 Schuler 1976-80, 461; Klinger 2002, 473-451.

51 Singer 1981, 123; Murat 2016, 262.
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the region. A similar change in the lifestyle seen in the region during the Middle Bronze Age
resembles the migration of the Turkmen nomads to the North Central Anatolia in the 12th
century. The pressure of the Turkmen migrants to the indigenous people has led to the decline
of grain farming, the abandonment of farmer villages and the emergence of small villages in
the mountains. The arrival of the Kaska tribes in the region may have been caused by a similar
result.”

Unfortunately, it is not possible to establish certain sentences about the subject. However, it
should be keep in mind that the characteristic features of the Kaska communities mentioned
in the Hittite texts, which may have transhumance or semi nomadic living conditions, may be
parallel to the archaeological aspect of Sinop region in the Middle and Late Bronze Age.

Footnotes of the Table 1

1 French 1986, 483-498.

2 Isin 1998, 97.

3 Isin 1998, 97.

4 Isin 1998, 97.

5 Isin 1998, 97-99.

6 Donmez 2000a, 229.

7 Isin 1998, 99. Dénmez 2000a, 229.

8 Doénmez 2000a, 229.

9 Burney 1956, 184; Isin 1998, 99; Doonan ef a/. 2008, 149; Doonan ez al. 2014, 156.

10 Isin 1998, 99; Doonan ez al. 2008, 149; Doonan ef al. 2014, 156.

11 Erzen 1956, 71-72; Akurgal-Budde 1956; Doonan ez a/. 2008, 148.

12 Doonan 2008, 148.

13 Doonan 2014, 151.

14 Kassap — Tezgor — Tatlican, 1997; Isin 1998, 99; Dénmez 2000a, 229-230; Doonan ez a/. 2008, 150; Doonan ez a/. 2014, 156.
15 “Eatly Hittite Period” Iszz 1998, 99; Doonan ez al. 2008, 150. Doonan ef al. 2014, 156.
16 Isin 1998, 99-100.

17 TIsin 1998, 100.

18 Isin 1998, 100-101; Doonan ez al. 2008, 148.

19 Isin 1998, 100-101; Dénmez 2000a, 231. Doonan ez al. 2008, 148.

20 “Eatly Hittite Period” Isin 1998, 100-101; Dénmez 2000a, 231.

21 Isin 1998, 101-102. Dénmez 2000a, 230.

22 Isin 1998, 102.

23 Isin 1998, 101; D6énmez 2000a, 229.

24 Bilbil and Dibekli village finds: Bilgi 2001, tabl. 8 fiq. 76, 77; Doonan ez al. 2001a; Dénmez 2005, 263.
25 Doonan ef al. 2015.

26 Bilgi 2001, tabl. 20.123, tabl. 27.178.

27 Doonan 2014, 152.

28 Doonan 2008, 147.

29 Isin 1998, 102.

30 Isin 1998, 102. Dénmez 2000a, 230.

31 TIsin 1998, 102-103. Dénmez 2000a, 230.

32 Doénmez 2000a, 230.

33 Isin, 1998, 103. Doénmez 2000a, 230.

34 Tsin 1998, 103.

35 Isin 1998, 103.

36 Isin 1998, 103-104; Donmez 2000a, 229-230.

37 Isin 1998, 103-104; Donmez, 20002, 229-230; Doonan 2008, 150.
38 Isin 1998, 103-104; Dénmez 2000a, 229-230. “Early 1st Millennium”: Doonan e a/ 2008, 136.
39 Isin 1998, 104.

52 Yakar 2007, 252. Dénmez 2000b, 333; Dénmez 2001, 888; Ozsait 2000, 340.

45




SERKAN DEMIREL

40 Doonan ez al. 2008, 149.

41 Doonan 2008, 150; Doonan ¢# a/. 2014, 151.

42 Doonan ez al. 2000a, 347; Doonan e al. 2001b, 116; Doonan ¢z al. 2014, 156; Doonan ez al. 2008, 147.
43 Doonan et al. 2008, 150.

44 Doonan et al. 2008, 147.

45 Tsin 1998, 104.

46 Isin stress out these finds as “They are generally EBA body fragments. One of the rim fragments can be dated to the EBA-MBA
transitional Period’ in Is1n 1998, 104.

47 TIsin 1998, 104-105.

48 TIsin 1998, 104-105; Donmez 2000, 231.

49 Dénmez 2000, 231.

50 Doénmez 2000, 231.

51 “Transitional Period” Isin 1998, 105. Donmez 2000, 231.
52 Isin 1998, 105.

53 Isin 1998, 105-106.

54 Tsin 1998, 106-107.

55 Isin 1998, 107.

56 Isin 1998, 107.

57 Isin 1998, 107.

58 Isin 1998, 107.

59 Isin 1998, 107-108.

60 TIsin 1998, 108.

61 “Beginning of the 2nd millenniun?” Isin 1998, 108.
62 Isin 1998, 108.

63 Isin 1998, 107.

64 TIsin 1998, 109.

65 Doénmez 2000a, 231-232.

66 Donmez 2000a, 232.

67 Donmez 2000a, 232.

68 Doénmez 2000a, 232.

69 Doénmez 2000a, 232.

70 Ozcan et al. 2003, 21-22; Dénmez 2004b, 38-84.
71 Doonan 2008, 148.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Albayrak 2012
L. Albayrak, Kiiltepe Metinlerinde Gegen nuwaum Yerli? Kelimest, Omser Capar'a Armagan Kitabi
(Ankara 2012) 3-17.

Alkim e# al. 1988
U. B. Alkim - H. Alkim - O. Bilgi, Léz'zlepe L. Birinci ve Ifinci Dinem Kazular:/ The First and Second
Seasons” Excavations (1974-1975) (Ankara: Turk Tarth Kurumu 1988).

Alkim e al. 2003 '
U. B. Alkim - H. Alkim - O . Bilgi, Ikizzepe 1. Ugiineii Dérdjincii, Beginci, Altines, Yedinci Dinens
Razelan (1976-1980) (Ankara: Ttrk Tarih Kurumu 2003).

Akurgal 1956
E. Akurgal, Sinop Kaziari, T/AD 6.1, 1956, 47-53.

46




SoME OBSERVATIONS ABOUT THE PROBLEM OF LLATE BRONZE AGE IN THE SETTLEMENTS OF SINOP REGION

Akurgal - Budde 1956
E. Akurgal - L. Budde, VVorliufiger Bericht iiber die Ausgrabungen in Sinope (Ankara 19506).

Barjamovic 2005
G. Barjamovic, A Historical Geography of Ancient Anatolia in the Assyrian Colony Period (Ph.D. diss.
University of Copenhagen, Copenhagen 2005).

Bilgi 2001
O. Bilgi, Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi Protohistorik Cag Maden Sanatinin Kokeni ve Gelisimi, Beleten
05.242, 2001, 1-35.

Budde 1956
L. Budde, Kurger Vorlaufiger Bericht tiber die Grabungen in Sinope der Kampagnen 1951-
1952, TAD 6.2, 1956, 5-10.

Burney 1956
C.A. Burney, Nothern Anatolia Before Classical Times, AnS? 6, 1956, 179-203.

Carruba 1977
O. Carruba, Beitrage zur mittelhethitischen Geschichte I. Die Tuthalijas und ide Arnuwandas,
SMEA 18,1977, 137-174.

Cavaignac 1960
E. Cavaignac, Deux itinéraires militaires de rois hittites, RA4ssyr 54, 1960, 89-90.

Cornelius 1958
F. Cornelius, Geographie des Hethiterreiches, OR 27, 1958, 225-251.

Czichon — Klinger 2005
R.M. Czichon - J. Klinger, Auf der Suche nach der hethitischen Kultstadt Nerik. Interdisziplinirer
Survey in der Umgebung von Oymaagac-Vezirkopri/ Tirkei, Alter Orient Aktuell 6, 2005, 18—19.

Dengate 1978

J.A. Dengate, A Site Survey Along the South Shore of the Black Sea, in: E. Akurgal (ed.), The
Proceedings of the Xth International Congress of Classical Archaeology 1, Izmir 23.-30. September 1973
(Ankara 1978) 245-258.

Doonan 2002
O. Doonan, Sinop Province (Turkey) Archaeological Project: 2001 Field Report, A4 100,
2002, 285.

Doonan - Bauer 2005
O. Doonan - A. Bauer, Sinop Province Archaeological Project: Report on the 2003 Field Season,
AST 22.2 (Ankara 2005) 275-284.

Doonan et al. 1998
O. Doonan - A. Gantos — D. Smart - F Hiebert, Survey of Sinop Province, Turkey, AL4 102,
367.

Doonan et al. 1999a

O. Doonan - A. Gantos - F. Hiebert, Sinop Province Regional Survey 1996-1998 Field Report,
AJA 103, 274.

47




SERKAN DEMIREL

Doonan ¢ al. 1999b .
O. Doonan - A. Gantos - D. Smart - F. Hiebert, Sinop Ili Yogun Alan Arastirmast, 1997, A5T
16.2 (Ankara 1999) 359-372.

Doonan et al. 2000a
O. Doonan - A. ]. Gantos - I Hiebert - A. Yaycioglu - M. Besonen, Sinop Bélgesel Arkeoloji
Arastirmast 1998: Karasu Vadi Arastirmast, AST 17.2, 345-356.

Doonan ¢ a/. 2000b
O. Doonan - F Hiebert - A. Gantos, Survey and Excavations in Sinop Province 1999, 4[4 104,
350.

Doonan et al. 2001a
O. Doonan - A.J. Gantos - F. Hiebert - M. Besonen - M. Watters, Sinop ve Cevresi Arkeolojik
Yizey Arastirmast 1999, 45T 18.1, 137-148.

Doonan ez al. 2001b
O.Doonan-A.J. Gantos-FJ. Hiebert— A.Yaycioglu—M. Besonen, Sinop Regional Archaeological
Survey 1998-99: The Karasu Valley Survey, TUBA-Ar 4, 113-135.

Doonan et a/. 2008
O. Doonan - A. Gantos - A. Casson Sinop Province Archaeological Project: Report on the 2006
Field Season, .A5T 25.2, 133-150.

Doonan et al. 2014
O. Doonan - A. Bauer - A. Casson - M. Besonen - M. Conrad - E. Evren — ]. Feathers, Sinop
Bolgesi Arkeoloji Projesi 2012 Saha Calismalari, AS5T 31.2, 146-164.

Doonan e al. 2015

O. Doonan - H. Vural - A. Goldman - A. Bauer - E. Susan Sherratt - J. Rempel - K. Domzalski
- A. Smokotina, Sinope Ancient Kale Excavations 2015: Towards a New Model of Mobile
Fishing Communities and Incipient Trade in the Black Sea:

http:/ /www.antiquity.ac.uk/projgall/doonan351

Donmez 1999 .
S. Doénmez, Sinop-Samsun-Amasya Illeri Yiizey Arastirmast 1997, 45T 16.2, 513-537.

Doénmez 2000a _
S. Dénmez, Sinop -Samsun -Amasya Illeri 1998 Yiizey Arastirmast, AT 17.2, 229-244.

Dénmez 2000b
S. Donmez, Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi Yiizey Arastirmast, in: O. Belli (ed.), Tiirkiye Arkeolgjisi ve
Istanbul Universitesi (Ankara 2000) 330-334.

Donmez 2001
S. Dénmez, 1997-1999 Yillar1 Yiizey Arastirmalarinda Incelenen Samsun Amasya Illeri 1.0. 2.
Binyilt Yerlesmeleri, Belleten 65.244, 2001, 873-903.

Doénmez 2004a
S. Dénmez, Yeni Arkeolojik Bulgularin Isiginda MO 2. Binyilda Sinop, Beleten 68.251, 2004, 1-48.

48




SoME OBSERVATIONS ABOUT THE PROBLEM OF LLATE BRONZE AGE IN THE SETTLEMENTS OF SINOP REGION

Doénmez 2004b
S. Donmez, Boyabat-Kovuklukaya: A Bronze Age Settlement in the Central Black Sea Region,
Turkey, AncNearEastSt 41, 2004, 38-84.

Doénmez 2005
S. Donmez, Sinop Province in the Second Millennium BC, in: A. Siel (ed.), 5. Uluslararas:
Hititoloji Kongresi/ Acts of the 1'th International Congress of Hittitology, Corum 2-8 Eyliil 2002 (Ankara
2005) 259-286.

Ertem 1980 .
H. Ertem, Hitit Devleti’nin 1ki Eyaleti: Pala-Tum(m)ana ile Yakin Cevrelerindeki Yerlerin 1 okalizasyonu
Ugerine Yeni Denemeler (Ankara 1980).

Erzen 1956
A. Erzen, Sinop Kazist 1953 Yili Calismalari, TAD 6.1, 1956, 69-72.

French 1986
D. French, Stephane, AnadolnAras 10, 1986, 483—498.

French 1987
D. French, Roman Roads and Milestones of Asia Minor 1987, .4xS87 36, 1987, 8-10.

Fotlanini 1977
M. Forlanini, I”Anatolia Nordoccidentale Nell'Impero Eteo, SME.A 18, 1977, 197-225.

Forlanini 1979
M. Forlanini, Appunti di Geografia Etea, in: O. Carruba (ed.), Studia Mediterranea Piero Meriggi
dicata (Pavia 1979), 165-185.

Forlanini - Marazzi 1986
M. Forlanini - M. Marazzi, Anatolia: 1. impero hittita, Atlante Storico del 1 icino Oriente Antico (Roma 19806).

Forrer 1921
E. Forrer, Ausbeute aus den Bogazkoi-Inschriften, MDOG 61, 20-39.

Fotrer 1931
E. Forrer, Tummana, R4 1.5, 1931, 392-393.

Garstang - Gurney 1959
J. Garstang - O.R. Gurney, The Geography of the Hittite Empire (London 1959).

Glatz - Mathews 2005
C. Glatz - R. Matthews, Anthropology of a Frontier Zone: Hittite-Kaska Relations in Late
Bronze Age North-Central Anatolia, BASOR 339, 2005, 47-65.

Goetze 1930
A. Goetze, Bemerkungen zu den Hethitischen Text, RH.A 1, 1930, 27-29.

Goetze 1960

A. Goetze, The Geography of the Hittite Empire by John Garstang, O.R. Gurney, [SC 14, 1960,
43-48.

49




SERKAN DEMIREL

Goetze 1967
A. Goetze, Die Annalen des Mursilis (Darmstadt 1967).

Goetze 1969
A. Goetze, Hittite Prayers, in: |.B. Pritchard (ed.) Ancient Near Eastern Texts Relating to the Old Testament
with Supplement (New Jersey: Princeton University Press 1969), 393-401.

Giiterbock 1956
H.G. Giterbock, The Deeds of Suppiluliuma as Told by His Son Mursili II, JCS 10.2, 1956,
41-68.

Giterbock 1961
H.G. Giterbock, The North-Central Area of Hittite Anatolia, INES 20.2, 1961, 85-97.

Hiebert et al. 1997
F. Hiebert - D. Smart — O. Doonan — A. Gantos, Survey of The Hinterland of Sinop, Turkey,
Abstracts of the AIA Annual Meeting: Black Sea Trade Project, A4 101.2, 1997, 377.

Houwink ten Cate 1967
PH.]. Houwink ten Cate, Mursili’s north western campaign: a commentary, Anatolica 1, 1967,
44-61.

Houwink ten Cate 1970
P.H.]. Houwink ten Cate, The Records of the Early Hittite Empire (C. 1450-1380 BC) (Leiden 1970).

Isin 1990
M.A. Isin, Sinop Bolgesi Yuzey Arastirmasi, in: M. Saglam (ed.), II. Tarib Boyunca Karadeniz
Kongrest, Samsun 1-3 Haziran 1988 (Samsun 1990) 241-259.

Isin 1998
M.A. Isin, Sinop Region Field Survey, Anatolia Antigna 6, 1998, 95-139.

Kassap-Tezgor - Tatlican 1997
D. Kassap-Tezgor - 1. Tatlican, Sinop Demirci Anfora Atolyelerinin 1995 Kazisi, KST'18.2, 353-
3066.

Klinger 2002
J- Klinger, Die Hethitisch-Kaskaische Geschichte bis zum Beginn der Grossreichzeit, Anatolia
Abntica, Studi in Memoria di Fiorella Imparati, Eothen 11, 2002, 473-451.

Kogak 2002
O. Kogak, Kastamonu ve Sinop Miizelerinde Bulunan Bazt Tung Cag Canak-Comlegi, Belleten
65.243, 2002, 519-527.

Matthews — Glatz 2009
R. Matthews - C. Glatz, The historical geography of north-central Anatolia in the Hittite period:
texts and archaeology in concert, AnS7 59, 2009, 51-72.

Murat 2016
L. Murat, Anadolnda Kaskalar (Ankara 2016).

50




SoME OBSERVATIONS ABOUT THE PROBLEM OF LLATE BRONZE AGE IN THE SETTLEMENTS OF SINOP REGION

Ozcan ¢f al. 2003
M. Ozcan - F. Dereli - S. Dénmez, Kovuklukaya Kurtarma Kazisy, TEBE Haberler 15, 2003,
21-22.

Ozgiic 1963
T Ozgiig, Yeni Arastirmalarin isiginda Eski Anadolu Arkeolojisi, Anatolia/ Anadoln7, 1963, 23-42.

Ozsait 2000 '
M. Ozsait, Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi Yiizey Arastirmalart, Trirkiye Arkeolojisi ve Lstanbul Universitesi,
2000, 335-341.

Singer 1981
I. Singer, Hittites and Hattians in Anatolia at the Beginning of the Second Millennium BC.,
Journal of Indo-European Studies 9, 1981, 119-134.

Unal 2005
A. Unal, Hititlerle Cagdas Anadolu Toplumlarinda Gégebelik, Anadolu Medeniyet Miizesi 2003-
2004 Yy, 2005, 279-296.

von Schuler 1956
E. von Schuler, Die Kaskaer, Ein betrag Zur Ethnographie des alten kleinasien (Betlin 1950).

von Schuler 1976-1980
E. von Schuler, Kaskaer, R4 5, 1976, 460-463.

Yakar 1976
J. Yakar - J.L.. Garzon, The survival of ancient traditions in the poptler architecture of North-
central Turkey, Expedition 18, 1976, 43-47.

Yakar 2007
J. Yakart, Anadolu’nun Etnoarkeolojisi, Tung ve Denir Caglarmda Kirsal Kesimin Sosyo-Ekonomik Yapust
(Istanbul 2007).

Yakar 2008
J. Yakar, The Archaeology of the Kaska, [T Congresso Internationale di Hitologia, Roma 5-9 Settembre
2005, Studie Micenei ed Egeo-Anatolici 50.2 (Roma 2008) 817-827.

Yildirim - Sipahi 2004

T. Yildirim - T. Sipahi, 2002 Y1t Corum ve Cankirt Tlleri Yizey Arastirmalari, AST 21.2, 2004,
305-314.

51







RELIGION AND CULTURAL INTERACTIONS IN THE BLACK SEA: THE
CULT OF THE MOTHER OF THE GODS OR CYBELE / KYBELE IN SINOPE

Eleni T. MENTESIDOU*

ABSTRACT

The Mother of the Gods or Kybele is the Hellenized image of the Anatolian goddess Kubaba that was popular
in Central Anatolia from the 18th to the 17th century BC. The cult of the Hellenized goddess spread thought out
the Greek world by the late Archaic period and soon after Kybele became one of the most popular deities among
the Greeks. Archaeological findings from the south coast of the Black Sea attest the diffusion of Kybele’s cult in
this remote region.

The present paper focuses on the cult of Kybele in Sinope. Particulatly, it presents a study of a naiskos type
offering from Sinop Archacological Museum. The comparative study of the naiskos from Sinope with offerings
and rock — cut monuments dedicated to Kybele from Greece mainland and Asia Minor, demonstrate the individual
character of the cult and the culture of the Sinopeans that follows both the Greek and the Anatolian traditions.

Keywords: Kybele, Kubaba, naiskos, offering, Greek and Anatolian traditions.

Karadeniz’de Kiiltiirel ve Dini Etkilegsimler: Sinop’ta Ana Tanriga veya Kybele Kiiltii

OZET

Ana Tanrica veya Kybele, Orta Anadolw’da MO 18-17. yiizyillarda popiiler olan Kubaba’nin Yunanlastirilmus
halidir. Tanricanin Yunanlastirtlmis kiltd Yunan diinyasina Geg Arkaik Dénem’den itibaren yayilmis ve kisa
stire sonra Kybele Yunan dininin en poptler tanrigalarindan biri haline gelmistir. Karadeniz’in gliney kiyilarinda
bulunmus olan arkeolojik esetler, Kybele kultiniin bu uzakta kalmis bolgedeki dagiliminin baslica kanitlaridir.

Bu ¢alisma Sinope’deki Kybele kiiltii tizerine odaklanmaktadir. Calisma kapsaminda 6zellikle Sinop Muzesi’ndeki
naiskos tipi adaklar tizerinde durulacaktir. Sinope kékenli naiskos bicimli adaklarin Yunan Anakarast ve Kigiik
Asya’daki bagka adaklar ve Kybele’ye adanmus kaya anitlari ile karsilagtirmali bir degetlendirmesi, bu cografyalardaki
gelenekleri izleyen Sinoplular’in Kybele kiltiintin karakteri ve kiltirintn bireyselligini gézler 6niline serecektir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kybele, Kubaba, naiskos, adak, Yunan ve Anadolu gelenekleri

The two larger than life size lions that welcome the visitors of the Archaeological Museum
of Sinope reflect the practice of an ancient cult that was linked to those dynamic animals in this
city of the south coast of the Black Sea. The archaeological findings indeed prove the practice
of the cult of the Mother of the Gods or Kybele/Cybele in ancient Sinope and its environs. In
the present paper we will manage to trace the cultural interactions in ancient Sinope and more
precisely in the cult of Kybele focusing our study on a naiskos type votive offering dedicated to
the goddess.!

The cult of the Mother of the Gods or Kybele/Cybele was very popular in ancient Greek
Wortld.” The Hellenized deity Kybele is associated with the Anatolian Kubaba and the Phrygian
Matar-Kubileya that was popular in central and western Asia Minor.” The religious center of
the Phrygian goddess was in Pessinus, from where her cult was introduced to the Greek world,
during the Archaic Period.* After that, Kybele’s cult spread rapidly. By the second half of the

*  PhD Candidate Eleni T. Mentesidou; Democritus University of Thrace, University Campus, 69100, Komotini, Greece;
ementesi@bsce.duth.gt.

1 Thad the opportunity to study the naiskos type offering of Kybele Env. no. 12-3-72 during my research in the Archaeological
Museum of Sinope after the permit of the Turkish Ministry of Culture and Tourism in 2014 under the fellowship W.D.E.
Coulson and Toni M. Cross Aegean Exchange Program of the American School of Classical Studies.

2 For Kybele’s cult see James 1959; Vermaseren 1977; Papaxatzis 1993; Roller 1999; Vikela 2001; Bogh 2007. For Kybele’s’ cult
in Asia Minor see Roller 1993; Roller 1999, 27-115. For Kybele’s” cult in mainland Greece see Loukas 1988; Papachristodoulou
1973; Drougou 1990; Petrocheilos 1992; Roller 1999, 119-236; Lilimpaki-Akamati 2000.

3 Naumann1983, 18; Roller 1999, 45-53; Vikela 2001, 41-47; Bogh 2007, 305.

4 Roller 1999, 119. The case that Kybele’s cult initially appeared in Greece mainland and from there spread in Asia Minor is
lately under discussion (Stefani 2017, forthcoming). For the Phrygian transfer from the Balkans to Asia Minor see Manoledakis
2016, with relevant bibliography.
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6th century BC it was widespread throughout Asia Minor and Greece mainland, while by the
4th century BC the goddess became so popular that her cult attested in almost all the Greek
cities.” As her prominence grew, the goddess Hellenized in name and appearance. In the Greek
world the goddess took names related to her features, such as Meter, Mather of the Gods,
Great Mother, Rhea and Phrygian Mother.® The personal name Kybele is the Greek variant of
the epithet Kubileya which is mentioned in inscriptions from Phrygia and is associated with the
mountains. The name Cybele is the Latin version of the Greek Kybele, whereas Meter is the
Greek version of the Phrygian Matar.”

In Greek religion Kybele adopted the characteristics and the features of Greek deities.” The
similarities however, between Kybele and the deities Ge, Rhea and Demeter led to the exclusion
of the goddess from the Genealogy of the Greek gods. Therefore, Kybele was considered an
outsider, a goddess of Anatolian origin.” The deity was mainly worshiped as the Mother of
Nature and Fertility, the Great Mother of the Gods and the humans, the mountains and the
sea. She was also considered to be the protector of the family and the laws of human nature
and was taking care of the proper functioning of the State. Kybele was also the defender and
the guardian of the cities, the city walls and the city borders. Furthermore, important was the
chthonic character of the goddess. Therefore, Kybele was considered to be the goddess who
controlled everything.

Kybele’s main attributes are the drum, the #ympanum, and the lions that accompany her'’. The
lions as predators and symbols of strength reinforce goddess’s image of power and symbolize
her mastery over the animal wotld and her control over the natural environment."!

The Phrygian goddess’s sculptural representation was formed by the late 8th or early 7th
century BC."”” The representations of the goddess in Phrygia and west Asia Minor show a
mature woman standing in frontal position. Her arms are bent across her body and she either
holds vases or her sacred animals. She wears a long dress with long sleeves that comes high
up on her neck and gathers at the waist. The dress allows little indication of anatomy. On her
head the goddess wears a tall headdress, the polos, to which a long veil is attached. The veil is
often tucked into the belt. The majority of the cult reliefs of the Phrygian goddess consist of
a relief architectural setting that frames goddess’s image and presents her as if in the doorway
of a building."

There is no urban building that could be identified as the temple of the goddess in Phrygia.
On the contrary, there is abundant evidence for extra-urban rock-cut shrines."* The monuments
range in detail from the simple schematic outline of a building to an elaborately rendered facade
with architectural details. The facade of the rock-cut monuments consists of a niche that hosts

5 For the spread of Kybele’s cult in the Greek world see Vikela 2001, 41-42. The most famous sanctuary dedicated to the
Mother of the Gods in Southern Greece is the Athens Metroon (Papachatzis 1993, 184 ff), while the most highly appreciated
and most popular sanctuaries of Kybele in Macedonia were the Aiges and the Pella Metroa (Drougou 1990; Kallini 2014;
Lilimbaki-Akamati 2000).

6 The name Kybele first appears at a sherd graffito (7th-6th century BC) from Lokroi Epizephyrioi (Vikela 2001, 44). In Greek
literature the name appears in Pindar ‘Koféla, patep Oecwv’ (Pi. frag.80).

7 The name Kybele is rarely attested in ancient literature. For the goddess’s name see Roller 1999, 68, 121-122; Vikela 2001,
43-46 with relevant bibliography.

8 For Kybele’s features see Vermaseren 1977, 81 ff.

9 Roller 1999, 119; Lilimpaki-Akamati 2000, 205.

10 For Kybele’s iconography see Naumann1983.

11 Roller 1999, 109-110.

12 For the goddess’s representations in Phrygia see Roller 1999, 71-108.

13 The figure and the architectural frame of the Phrygian goddesses’ relief steles were either carved from one piece or made
separately (Roller 1999, 72).

14 The rock-cut monuments dedicated to the Phrygian goddess appeared in the eatly to mid 7th century BC (Roller 1999, 101-
102). For the rock-cut monuments of the Phrygian goddess see Naumann 1983, 43-49; Roller 1999, 72-115; Berndt — Ers6z 2006.
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the goddess’s statue in frontal posture.”” Lions and other animals accompany the goddess. The
architectural schema of the fagade, the oblong niche, the relief pediment, gabled roof and
akroteria were designed to represent the form and the structure of an actual building.'® The
rock-cut fagade that imitates building with gabled roof became the common feature of the
goddess’s monuments.'” Rock—cut stepped monuments, stone altars and stone facades lacking
sculptural representations could also be dedicated to the Phrygian goddess."

Ancient monuments and archaeological findings from the south Black Sea related to Kybele
attest the diffusion of her cult in the region.” Likewise, the representations of the Hellenized
goddess in Paphlagonia and Pontus are numerous. Kybele is mainly depicted seated, accompanied
by lions and holding a tympanum, in rock-cut tombs, figurines and statuettes dated from the
Archaic to the Roman Period. Indicative examples are the Archaic figurines found at Kurupelit,
Samsun that follow the goddess’s iconographical type of the Archaic Period and the recently
found statue of Kybele near Ordu that copies the goddess’s iconographical type of the Classical
Period.” Therefore, Kybele’s representations in Pontus follow goddess’s iconography in Asia
Minor and Greece mainland. Accordingly, Kybele should have retained in Pontus the features
and characteristics that describe her in the rest of the Greek world.

However, goddess’s depiction in rock—cut monuments reflects the Anatolian element in her
cult that derives from the local tradition and Kybele’s Phrygian origin. Indicative example is the
Evkaya tombs’ pediment, where the goddess is represented standing in frontal posture among
two heraldic sphinxes.”! Kybele’s depiction on the tombs’ pediment reflects the Anatolian impact
on the cult and the religion in Pontus area and harmonizes to the goddess’s chthonic quality.*

Kybele in Sinope

Archaeological findings from Sinope attest Kybele’s cult in the city and its environs. Of great
importance are two statuettes that are exhibited in the Archaeological Museum of Sinope.

The statuette Env. no. 9-1-98 depicts Kybele seated at a throne with a low backrest (Fig, 1).%
The goddess weats long chiton and high polos with veil/epiblema. Her long hair extends to the
shoulders. Her right hand rests on the head of alion thatis seated close to the throne. The statuette’s
bad state of preservation and the lack of its archaeological context prohibit its secure dating,

Unquestionable is the identification of Kybele of the statuette Env. no. 5-1-76 (Fig. 2) that
has been dated to the 1st-2nd century AD.** The goddess is depicted seated at a throne with a

15 There are monuments where the statue is absent in the niche. In those cases the goddess’s image was most probably

portable (Haspels 1971, 75. 80; Roller 1999, 69).

16 Similar to the Phrygian goddess’s monuments architecture is the architecture of the rock-cut tombs of Phrygia, Paphlagonia
and Pontus. For the rock-cut tombs see Fedak 1990, 46-56. The similarities between the open-air shrines of the Phrygian
goddess and the rock-cut tombs are owed to goddess’s chthonic qualities (Vikela 2001, 50).

17 Roller 1999, 73, 84-85. A noted example of rock-cut monuments dedicated to the Phrygian goddess is the Arslan Kaya
monument (Haspels 1971, figs. 188.523; Vermaseren CCCA 1, 50-51).

18 Roller 1999, 96; Vikela 2001, 50-51.

19 For Kybele’s cult in Pontus and Paphlagonia see Vermaseren CCCA 1, 68-70; Saprykin 2009, 224-231; Doksanalti 2016;
Sirin — Kolagasioglu 2016.

20 For the figurines of Kurupelit see Dinmez 2010, 522; Summerer 2014, 200-205; Sirin — Kolagasioglu 2016, 20-31. For Kybele
statue from Ordu that is dated to the 2nd century BC see Senyurt—Durugéniil 2018.

21 The monument follows the architectural form of the rock-cut tombs. For Ev Kaya tomb see Von Gall 1966, 65; Naumann
1983, 51; Dénmez 2010, 525-526.

22 Saprykin 2009, 225.

23 The statuette was found in the city of Sinop and was sold to the Archacological Museum. Its archacological context remains
unknown. Material: limestone. Dimensions: maximum preserved high 0.37 m, maximum preserved length 0.20 m, maximum
preserved width 0.21 m (The information is given at the Registration Catalog of the Archacological Museum of Sinop).

24 French 2004, 82-83 no. 113. The statuette was found in Ttirkeli, west of Sinop and was sold to the Archaeological Museum
in the 5th of October 1998. Its archacological context remains unknown. Material: white marble. Dimensions: maximum
preserved high 0.50 m, maximum preserved length 0.265 m, maximum preserved width 0.165 m (The information is given at
the Registration Catalog of the Archaeological Museum of Sinop).
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high backrest in the form of a pedestal with two triangular projections in the form of akroteria.
Kybele wears a long chiton that is girded under her breast and folded among her legs. The lower
patt of her body is wrapped with a himation. The goddess weats a polos with veil/epiblema
that covers her left shoulder. Two semi-seated lions are depicted at throne’s each side. With her
right hand Kybele holds a phiale.

The inscription at statuette’s base ‘Myzpi Ocswy xat’ byiiv Ipeiicxoc Cafervoc avélyrer’identifies
the seated figure with the Mother of the Gods/Kybele.”® According to the inscription Priskos
Savinos dedicated the statuette to the Mother of the Gods.

Kybele’s representation in the above-mentioned examples follows the goddess’s Hellenized
image that appeared in the Greek cities of Asia Minor in the mid 6th century BC and lasted until
late antiquity as Kybele’s standard iconographical type. The goddess wears chiton, himation and
a low crown or polos with a veil. She holds a tympanum in her left hand and a phiale in her
right hand. She is accompanied by one or two lions in each side of the throne. Not all Kybele’s
representations have all of the abovementioned attributes.”® Vatious combinations of the lion,
the phiale and the tympanum are common.

The archaeological findings from Sinope that were offerings to goddess’s sanctuaries or
domestic shrines, confirm the practice of Kybele’s cult in the city and its environs. Both Sinope’s
vicinity to Phrygia, the center of Kybele’s cult, and goddess’s popularity in Sinope’s metropolis,
Miletus, could explain the spread of her cult to this certain city of the south coast of the Black
Sea.”” Interesting is L. E. Rollet’s opinion on the subject that Kybele’s cult could have been
introduced in Miletus from its colonies on the sea of Marmara and on the southern coast of the
Black Sea.”® However, it’s out of the scope of this paper to detect the way Kybele’s cult spread
in Asia Minor and the Black Sea region.

The Kybele Naiskos Votive Offering from Sinope

We will focus our study to a naiskos type offering of Kybele (Fig. 3) that is kept in the
Archaeological Museum of Sinope and according to our opinion reflects the coexistence of
Greek and Anatolian traditions in the ancient city.

The naiskos type offering, Env. no. 12-3-72, was made of local limestone.” The offering is almost
intact. Only small parts from the upper portion are lacking. The naiskos was found built in a house
wall at Sinope’s north district. Its reuse caused extended damage at its surface and removed the
finding from its archaeological context. Notwithstanding the offering’s bad state of preservation,
the pilasters, the architrave and the pediment are cleatly visible. The tympanum of the narrow
pediment is plane. However, the gabled roof is decorated with a central acroterion in low relief.

Kybele is shown seated within the niche of the naiskos. The goddess is wearing a long chiton
that is girded under her breast and folded among her legs. The hair is centrally parted and pulled
back. On each side a lock extends from behind the ear to the shoulder. The head is crowned
with the goddess’s typical headdress, the polos, whose diameter is enlarged upwards and is
tangent to the niche. In her left hand Kybele is holding a tympanum from below and in her right
extended hand that rests close to her leg she is holding an obscure object. Traces of a footstool
can be seen in front of goddess’s throne.

25 1K Sinope 113; EA 23 (1994) 103. 10; SEG 44.1019; French 2004, 82-83.

26 Roller 1999, 131-133.

27 TFor Kybele’s representations in Miletus see, Roller 1999, 126-133; Vermaseren CCCA 1, 207-208.
28 Roller 1999, 127-128.

29 Material: limestone. Dimensions: maximum preserved high 0.50 m, maximum preserved length 0.29 m, maximum preserved
width 0.12 m, niches depth 0.03 m (The information is given at the Registration Catalog of the Archaeological Museum of
Sinop).
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Kybele offerings of the naiskos type are known from the Archaic Petiod.” The naiskos is
considered as the abridged version of the Phrygian rock-cut monuments that served as the
outdoor extra-urban shrines of the Phrygian goddess.” Initially, the naiskos was of simple
layout and resembled to a simple oikiskos. From the last decades of the 6th century BC the
design was elaborated with architectural features, pilasters, architraves, pediments and akroteria.
Kybele was still represented in frontal standing position in the early examples. After the mid
6th century BC however, the type of the seated Kybele that dominated until the Roman period
appeated in naiskos niche.*

The earliest examples of the Greek naiskos type offerings come from Miletus and are dated
in the 6th century BC. Soon after, the type was diffused in the Black Sea, the Aegean and
mainland Greece.” Over time the free-standing naiskos became the main offering to Kybele
that can be found in goddess’ temples and in domestic shrines.”

The bad state of preservation of the Sinope naiskos prohibits the secure restoration of the
central acroterion. However, its form resembles to the typical central akroterion of the free-
standing naiskoi. Moreover, we can assume that two akroteria of simple style might be placed
at each side of the roof.

Although the naiskos is not well preserved, it is clear that the goddess holds the tympanum
from below. Based on the numerous representations of Kybele, we assume that the goddessmight
be holding a phiale in her right hand. Furthermore, the amorphous stone mass at the central
part of the naiskos corresponds, in our opinion, to the resting lion on goddess’s lap. On the
other hand, traces of the himation that covers the goddess’s left arm and lower body and falls
next to her left leg can be seen below the tympanum. Therefore, Kybele figure of the Sinope
naiskos follows the single most influential representation of the goddess, the cult statue of the
Athenian Metroon designed by sculptor Agorakritos in the mid 5th century BC.” Even though
the original of the statue has not survived until now, its appearance, however, is known from
the literary descriptions and its numerous copies.”® Kybele of the Agorakritian type is depicted
seated on a throne; wearing a long chiton girded under her breast and a richly folded himation
that encloses her body’s lower part. In her right hand she holds a phiale and in her left hand
a tympanum from below. A lion is also present in the iconography depicted as either standing
close to Kybele or resting on her lap.””

The lack of the archaeological context and the bad state of preservation of the naiskos
prohibits the offerings’ exact dating. Nevertheless, the oval shape of the head of the Kybele
and the fleshy cheeks correspond well to the mature matronly representation of the goddess
as depicted in the sculpture and vase painting of the 5th and 4th century BC.”® Moreover, the
defined shape of the architrave of the Sinope naiskos could be traced back to the Classical
Period.” Furthermore, Kybele’s naiskoi with goddess’s representation wearing long chiton that
is girded under her breast, holding the tympanum with her left hand from below are dated

30 For naiskos type offerings of Kybele see, Naumann 1983, 110-150.
31 Akurgal 1961, 110-112; Petrocheilos 1992, 28-29; Vikela 2001, 73.
32 Vikela 2001, 81-89.

33 Naumann 1983, 110-118.

34 Naumann 1983, 159; Vikela 2001, 92.

35 For sculpture Agorakritos see Despinis 1971.

36 Roller 1999, 145.

37 Despinis 1971, 122; Naumann 1983, 161. The type of the seated Kybele with the resting lion on her lap appears in the last
quarter of the 6th century BC in Aeolian Cyme (Naumann 1983, 130-133; Vikela 2001, 64).
38 For similar discussion concerning a figurine of Kybele-Aphrodite from Aiges see Drougou 2011, 329-331.

39 Petrocheilos 1992, 28. For similar architrave’s rendering cf. naiskos cat. no. 1544 and naiskos cat. no. 1554 of the National
Atrchaeological Museum of Athens and naiskos cat. no. 2602 of the Louvre Museum that are dated at the end of the 4th century
BC (Naumann 1983, n0.188, 189; Petrocheilos 1992, B5. B7), naiskos cat. no. 692 of the Staatliche Museen of Betlin that is
dated at the second half of the 4th century BC (Naumann 1983, no. 200; Petrocheilos 1992, B1).
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in the second half of the 4th century BC.*’ Consequently, we could assume that the overall
iconographical typology and the characteristics of the seated Kybele and the way that the
architrave of the Sinopean naiskos was carved date this certain offering back to the Classical
Period and more precisely to the second half of the 4th century BC.

Although, the Sinope naiskos follows the Greek tradition, it also copies local architectural
practices. Generally, the gabled roof of the typical naiskos offerings is known to be free-standing
and decorated with akroteria of simple style.”’ On the contrary, the roof of the Sinope naiskos
is executed in low relief. Therefore, the rendering of the roof is somehow reminicent of the
relief roofs of the rock-cut monuments from Phrygia and Pontus and additionally of the relief
stelai of the Phrygian goddess.

Conclusions

Even though the Sinope offering is aligned with the Greek naiskos offering type and the
iconography of Kybele follows her Hellenized image, the relief rendering of its roof connect
the naiskos with the rock-cut monuments of Phrygia, Paphlagonia and Pontus and the relief
offerings of the Phrygian goddess. Whereas the iconography of Kybele and the iconography of
Kybele’s offerings remained unchanged, the relief roof of the Sinope naiskos diverges from the
well known form of the typical naiskos offerings.

Therefore, the Sinope naiskos constitutes the reduction of the Phrygian prototype, whereas
the great majority of the naiskoi, resembling to a free-standing building, constitute the Hellenized
conception of the open air rock-cut monuments of the Phrygian goddesses. Consequently, the
Sinope naiskos reflects the influence of the local architectural tradition in Sinope. It is well
expected that the long tradition of the monuments dedicated to the Phrygian goddess and
the rock—cut tombs in the vicinity of Sinope affected the iconography of the Kybele’s naiskos
offering . In conclusion, the naiskos comes forward as product of the cultural mixture of the
Greek and Anatolian elements.

In the same way that the image of a god generally depicts the ensemble of the concepts
it incorporates and represents, the Kybele’s naiskos offering from Sinope incorporates and
represents the characteristics of goddess’s cult in Sinope . Although Kybele was worshiped in
Sinope under her Hellenized image, the Anatolian influence in the iconography of her naiskos
offerings attests, in our opinion, the survival of Anatolian elements in her cult.

The archaeological findings from Sinope confirm the existence of the cult of Kybele that
could have been practiced in domestic shrines, in a Metroon or an extra-urban sanctuary. The
naiskos is a unique example that gives only a hint of Sinope’s inimitable culture and once more
ascertains our limited knowledge on the ancient Greek city’s culture and civilization. Thus, it is
only the future archaeological investigation and research that could describe and analyze better
the cults of ancient Sinope, along with the cult of Kybele.

40 Naumann 1983, 161.
41 Petrocheilos 1992, 28.
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Figure 1. Kybele statuette (Archaeological Museum
of Sinope. Author’s photo)

Figure 2. Kybele statuette (Archaeological Museum of
Sinope. Authot’s photo)

62




RELIGION AND CULTURAL INTERACTIONS IN THE BLACK SEA
Tur Curr oF THE MOTHER OF THE GODS OR CYBELE / KYBELE IN SINONE

Figure 3. Kybele naiskos offering from Sinope (Archaeological Museum of Sinope. Author’s photo)
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NEW EVIDENCE ABOUT THE SINOPEAN AMPHORA IMPORT IN
NORTHEASTERN THRACE

Kalin MADZHAROYV, Totko STOYANOYV, Anelia BOZHKOVA*

ABSTRACT

During the excavations of the Getic city in Sboryanovo reservation in the recent decades 459 amphora stamps
were collected. With 300 stamps (ca. 66 %) Thasos was the leading wine provider on the local market. Sinope most
probably exported olive oil and with 73 stamps (ca. 16 %) was the leading supplier of this important commodity.
The fortified settlement was identified with Helis — the capital of the Getic state during the Early Hellenistic
Period. It was not only a great consumption center but a redistributive market place as well. Last excavations added
more Sinopean stamps from the mid and the third quarter of the 4th century BC, so this reveals a new notion
about the initial period of the infiltration and spread of the Sinopean goods in the area to the South of the Danube
— the most developed territory of the Getae from the economic and political point of view. The evidence for the
Sinopean import in Helis during the first half of the 3rd century BC indicates a continuity and stability of its solid
presence on the local markets. The growing of the evidence from other places of the area in question supports
such an observation.

Keywords: North-eastern Thrace, Getic, amphora stamps, Sinope, olive oil.

Sinop Amphoralarinin Kuzeydogu Trakya’ya Ithali Hakkinda Yeni Kanitlar

OZET

Sboryanova’daki Getik kentinde yakin zamanda gerceklestirilmis olan kazilar esnasinda 400 adet amphora
mithri ele gegmistir. Bu mithirlerin yaklasik olarak %66’lik bir bélimiint teskil edecek sekilde 266 adet ile nitelenen
Thasos mithirleri, adanin yerel ekonominin baglica sarap tedarikcisi oldugunu géstermektedir. Ayni yerlesime
biiyiik ihtimalle zeytinyagt ithal eden Sinope, yaklagik olarak &16,5’lik bir oran teskil edecek sekilde 66 adet mithtirle
nitelenmekte ve bu 6nemli drtinin baslica saglayicist olmaktadir. S6z konusu yerlesimin Getik devletinin erken
Helenistik Dénem’deki bagkenti Helis olma ihtimali g6z 6ntine alindiginda yerlesimin sadece bir biyiik tiketim
merkezi degil aynt zamanda bir dagitim noktast oldugu da tahmin edilebilecektir.

Son kazilarda 6zellikle MO 4. ylzyilin ortasina ve iclincli ¢eyregine tarihlenen daha fazla Sinop mihrine
ulasilmast, Sinop triinlerinin Tuna’nin giineyindeki bolgelere dagilimi ile niifuz edisinin gerceklestigi zaman dilimi
hakkinda yeni kanitlar sunmaktadir. Sinop ithallerinin MO 3. ylizyilin ilk yarisinda Helis’teki mevcudiyeti Sinope’nin
yerel marketteki gliclii varliginin devamliligi ve istikrarinin gostergesidir. Ayni boélgedeki diger yerlerden gelen baska
kanitlar da bu gbrust desteklemektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kuzeydogu Trakya, Getik, amphora muhitleri, Sinope, zeytinyagt.

The archaeological investigations in the recent 35 years at Sboryanovo archaeological reserve,
Northeastern Bulgaria, revealed a fortified Early Hellenistic settlement with principal political,
economic and military functions and its tumular necropoleis.' The city is identified with Helis, the
capital of the the Getic ruler Dromichaites, where Lysimachos was led away after his capture by
the Getae.” During the excavations in Sboryanovo up until 2018 a total of 459 amphora stamps
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Prof. Totko Stoyanov, Sofia University “St. Kliment Ohridski”, Depertament of Archaeology, 15 Tsar Osvoboditel Blvd. 1504
Sofia-Bulgaria, totko.stoyanov@gmail.com.

Prof. Anelia Bozhkova, National Archaeological Institute with Museum — Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, 2 Saborna Str. 1000
Sofia, Bulqaria, aneliabozkova@yahoo.com.
1 Stoyanov 2015.

2 Delev 2000, 396-401; Stoyanov 2015, 405-406 with ref.
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were found — 421 in the cit y° and 38* in its necropoleis. With 300 stamps (65.93 %) Thasos
was the leading wine provider on the local market, followed by Rhodes with 19 (4.18 %)> and
Herakleia Pontike with 13 examples (2.86 %). With 73 stamps (16.04 %) Sinope was the main
olive oil supplier of the city.® On the 57 identified stamps the names of 23 astynomoi and 26
fabricants could be read (Table 1). Besides those examples also stamps from Knidos, Kos, Erythrai,
Samothrace, Ainos, Akanthos, Mende, Parmeniskos group, Ikos, Paros, Mesambria Pontike and
Chersonessos, were also discovered as well as fragments of amphorae from centres which did not
stamp their containers such as Chios, Lesbos, Corinth, “Murighiol type”, “Solocha I” etc.

Table 1. Sinopean stamps from Sboryanovo (author Kalin Madzharov)

3 The total number of the stamps discovered in the city up to to 2016 is 408 (Stoyanov ez al. 2017b). Another 13 stamps were
found in 2017 and 2018. From 421 stamps, 5 date to the 2nd century BC and are not contemporary to the existence of the Early
Hellenistic Getic capital (Stoyanov ef a/. 2017a, 77 note 1).

4 Madzharov 2017.
5 From these 19 Rhodian stamps, 4 date to the 2nd century BC and are not contemporary to the existence of the Getic capital.

6 The question of the contents of the Sinopean amphorae is controversial — olive oil or mainly olive oil; olive oil and wine;
only wine. The archaeological and historical data gives us ground to propose that the Sinopean amphorae transported only olive
oil to Sboryanovo (Stoyanov ¢z a/. 2017a, 88. 90 with ref.).
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Sinope was one of the most significant production centres in the Black Sea area. Except olive
oil the polis also exported roof tiles and architectural terracotta’, pithoi®, fish and fish products,
timber and minerals for paints etc.” The import of Sinopean goods in the Western Pontic area
was accomplished through the shortest maritime route via the Crimean Peninsula'’ which was
used at least starting from the Bronze Age and in the Early Iron Age."" The Sinopean amphorae
infiltrated the markets of the Western Pontic area since the beginning of their stamping around
the mid of the 4th century BC (Table 2 & Fig 1)."?

Table 2. Sinopean stamps from the interior of Northeastern Thrace (author Kalin Madzharov).

7 Brashinskiy 1963, 132, 138; Stoyanova 2010, 442-454 with ref.

8 Brashinskiy 1963, 132, 136, 138. The lower part of a Sinopean pithos, with entirely preserved bottom, is discovered in 2018
in the ruins of an Early Hellenistic monumental building in Sboryanovo which is still under excavation.

9 Brashinskiy 1963, 136-137; Doonan 2003, 1385-1392.
10 Lazarov 1978, 21; Bozkova 2010, 436-438 fiq. 4; Dan 2017.
11 Stoyanov 2010, 407-410 fiq. 2.

12 All the dates in this paper are based on the chronology of the Sinopean stamping established by Y. Garlan for the period
355-185 BC. The chronological frames of the groups are brought out by counting back from ca. 185 BC (the year of the last
astynomos Tetoipoyog @gonopmov) to ca. 355 BC (the beginning of the Sinopean stamping). Thus the 164 Sinopean astynomoi
date in the period 347-185 BC and the fabricants group I A — between 355 and 348 BC (cf. Garlan 2004, 94, 95-98, tableau VI).
The table on fiq. 2 is based on the identified astynome stamps published in the following papers: Mirchev 1958; Balkanska 1962;
Mirchev ez al. 1962; Tudor 1967; Glodariu 1974; Lazarov 1974; Toncheva 1974; Lazarov 1975; Conovici — Museteanu 1975;
Lazarov 1978; Museteanu ef al. 1978; Avram et al. 1990; Conovici — Irimia 1991; Buzoianu 1992; Lungu 1992; Theodossiev 1994;
Buzoianu — Cheluti-Georgescu 1998; Conovici 1998; Lungu 2004; Tsarov 2007; Buzoianu — Bérbulescu 2008; Teleaga 2008;
Mindescu 2010; Conovici e/ al. 2012; Madzharov 2013; Nastasi 2013; Buzoianu — Nopcea 2014; Burow e a/. 2016; Lungu 2016;
Stoyanov 7 al. 2017b; Madzharov in print. The Sinopean fabricant stamps are not included in the table for the reason that it is
impossible to date them more precisely and to juxtapose them with the astynome stamps. Exceptions are the 2 examples from
Group I A, which includes only fabricants. The table contents also the data for 51 unpublished stamps: 5 from Sboryanovo, 4
from Ruse, 11 from Odartsi and 31 from Bizone. In 1982 the Sinopean stamps in the fund of History museum Kavarna were
365, the enormous part of which originated from Bizone and the rest — from its close vicinity (Banev ez a/. 1985). Unfortunately
in the end of the 1980s a heavy fire destroyed the archaeological base in the village of Kamen bryag, where most of the
amphora stamps were kept. The main part of the documentation of the archaeological surveys of Bizone also burned away and
the information was irretrievably lost. Today we have information of only 80 Sinopean stamps from Bizone — 38 published and
42 unpublished (12 of which are from excavations in the last 15 years).
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During the second half of the 4th and the first decade of the 3rd centuries BC the Sinopean
imports in Istros, Tomis and Kallatis were on a small scale. In the 280s and 270s BC the import
gradually increased and its peak was in the period between 270-240 BC." On this background it
is worth to mention that the peak of the import of stamped Sinopean roof tiles in the Western
Pontic area was in the second half of the 4th century BC. In the first quarter of the 3rd century
BC their import was sporadic and no stamped Sinopean roof tiles, dating after the 270s BC
(when the peak of the most intense import of Sinopean amphorae began) are known up to
date."

The stamps from Sboryanovo fit well in the outlined tendencies. The earliest example from
the Getic capital dates to the mid of the 4th century BC. It belongs to the earliest Sinopean
fabricant stamps from Group I A, from which up to date is known only one other example from
Istros. Following the chronological order, 6 stamps date to the 330s BC and together with an
early stamp from Zimnicea mark the first period of sporadic Sinopean import to the interior of
Northeastern Thrace. This phase was followed by a period of almost half a century, between
the astynomoi Mwvotg I (ca. 330 BC) and ®eudwpideg (ca. 283 BC), from which in the course
of the Lower Danube and its tributaries, only one Sinopean stamp of the astynomos ®svmneifing
(ca. 295 BC) from Sboryanovo is known up to date.

From the identified 57 astynome stamps from Sboryanovo, 47 date between 282 and 268
BC. This 15 years period of constant and stable import of Sinopean olive oil to the Getic
capital corresponds to similar peaks of the import in Kallatis and Istros and to the appearance
of Sinopean stamps in some settlements in the basin of the Danube (Galdau—Pietroiu,
Storobineasa, Ruse, Budesti and Glodzhevo) (Tabl. 1-2)."° Most probably these facts are not
a coincidence, having in mind the hypothesis that Kallatis and Istros used to organize the
redistribution of goods in Sinopean amphorae to the consumption centres in the interior of
Northeastern Thrace by land and by the Danube and its tributaries."

After the year of the astynomos Awovusiog IIT Anolddweou (ca. 268 BC) the Sinopean
import in Sboryanovo and in the basin of the Danube suddenly ceased. For almost a decade,
up to the year of Anpyrorog III HpoZévou (ca. 259 BC), there is only one Sinopean stamp
found in the interior of Northeastern Thrace — of the astynomos Avtipayog IT Oevneifou (ca.
262 BC) from Galdau—Pietroiu. Special attention must be paid to the fact that after the year of
the Thasian official T8vadng (ca. 266 BC)", not only the Sinopean import in the Getic capital
showed an interruption but also the same could be traced with the ceasing of the Thasian
imports. This fact is full of suggestions, having in mind that in this period the number of the
Sinopean stamps at the Northern Pontic littoral apparently increased. On one hand this might
be due to a coincidence, or to the incorrect arrangement of the astynomoi in the existing
different chronological schemes etc. On the other hand it might be due to a military conflict
(for instance the war of Byzantion against Istros and Kallatis) or to another historical event,
which changed the balance in the trade relations between the Getae and the Greek poleis at the
Pontic littoral." It is probable that the merchants who accomplished the trade with the Thasian
and the Sinopean amphorae in the Danube basin were displaced by others as a result of such
events. Whatever was the reason for the end of the Thasian and the short interruption of the
Sinopean import in the basin of the Danube, the vacuum was filled and from the beginning of
the 250s BC the trade with Sinopean amphorae was restored. At that time the period of the

13 Conovici 2005, 101-104 fiq. 3-4; Teleaga 2008, 113 tabl. 33; 114 abb. 23; Buzoianu 2016, 253-255. This data correspond
very well with the information about the dynamics of the Sinopean import at Tanais, where the peak is in the period 260-240
BC (Johrens 2005, 98 abb. 11).

14 Cf. Stoyanova 2010, 443-445 tabl. 1.

15 After the chronology of N. Conovici the length of the period of uninterrupted Sinopean import in Sboryanovo is 13 years
(Conovici 1998, 38-39).

16 Bozkova 2010, 437; cf. de Boer 2006, 36-37.
17 The date is after the chronology of Y. Garlan (Garlan 20006, 320).
18 Avram 2003, 1211-1213; Robu 2014; Buzoianu 2016, 265.

68




NEW EVIDENCE ABOUT THE SINOPEAN AMPHORA IMPORT IN NORTHEASTERN THRACE

most intensive Sinopean import in the interior of Northeastern Thrace began, cleatly attested
at Satu Nou — “Valea lui Voicu”, which continued a little more than half a century. After an
interruption of 20 years, the Sinopean amphorae appeared again in Sboryanovo, at the time of
the astynomoi Znvic Atodhodwpov and Avunatpog I Nixwvoe in the 240s BC, right before the
devastating earthquake which demolished the city. At the same time the beginning of the active
Rhodian import in the basin of the Danube is also observed,"” which a well attested situation in
the Getic capital too.”

The juxtaposition of the total number of the Sinopean stamps from nine significant
settlements at the Western Pontic littoral and 16 sites from the interior of Northeastern Thrace,
with the number of the stamps from Sboryanovo, for the period from the beginning to the end
of the Sinopean stamping, shows that the Getic capital holds the eighth position after Kallatis,
Istros, Albesti, Satu Nou — “Valea lui Voicu”, Tomis, Orgame and Bizone (Table 2). At first sight
the result seems insignificant and differs a lot from the outcome from the comparison between
the Thasian import in the Getic capital and the Greek poleis at the Western Pontic littoral, in
which Sboryanovo occupies the third position.”' The juxtaposition of the the total number of
the Sinopean stamps from the same sites for the period 355-268 BC reveals the outstanding
political and economic potential of the Getic capital at Sboryanovo and its great importance
in the economic life of Northeastern Thrace in the Eatly Hellenistic Period (Table 2).>> With
its 55 identified stamps Sboryanovo holds the third position after Kallatis with 125 and Istros
with 119 stamps. If we take into consideration only the period of the most intensive Sinopean
import from 282 to 268 BC, the quantative indices are even more impressive and draw nearer to
the ones of Kallatis and Istros (Table 2).

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Avram 2003
A. Avram, Antiochos II Théos, Ptolémée II Philadelphe et la mer Noire, CRAI 147, 2003, 3,
1181-1213.

Avram ef al. 1990
A. Avram — N. Conovici — Gh. Poenaru Bordea, Etude quantitative sur les timbres amphoriques
sinopeens a Callatis, Dacia 34, 1990, 111-127.

Balkanska 1962
A. Balkanska, Hosoorkpuru amdopun negarn 88 Bapua, ArbeologiaSof 4, 1962, 61-65.

Banev ez al. 1985

K. Banev — R. Lazov — A. Salkin, Timbres amphoriques de Sinope dans le musée de la ville de
Kavarna, in: M. Lasarov — V. Popov — Ch. Angelova (eds.), Thracia Pontica 2, Denxeiene symposium
international “Le littoral Trance et son role monde ancien”, Sozopol 4.-7. Octobre 1982 (Jambol 1985) 29-33.

19 Madzharov in print, fiq. 3.

20 Stoyanov et al. 2017b cat. 341-345, 351 field no. 16/2017.

21 Cf. Stoyanov ez al. 2017a, 82-83, 86-88.

22 From this conditional juxtaposition are excluded only the two most late stamps from Sboryanovo, belonging to the
astynomoi Znvig AtoAodmpov and Avundtpog I Nixwvog, whose date is respectively 20 and 25 years later than the one of the
chronologically preceding them stamp of Atovwaiog 111 Aroikodwpov. This comparison is very important, having in mind that

the trade of Istros and Kallatis (and also Tomis in later periods) to a great extend determined the characteristics of the local
markets in the interior of the Getic lands (Conovici 1998, 184; Conovici 2005, 98; Irimia 2010, 113).

69




KALIN MADZHAROV, TOTKO STOYANOV, ANELIA BOZHKOVA

Bozkova 2010
A. Bozkova, ’'importation des amphores Sinopéennes dans les territoires de Thrace, ACSS 16,
2010, 1-2, 429-439,

Brashinskiy 1963
I.B. Brashinskiy, Dxorommaeckue cssu Cunomst 8 IV-II BB. A0 H. 9., in: A.L. Boltunova (ed.),
Amnmuuneiii 20poo (Moskva 1963) 132-145.

Burow ez al. 2016
J. Burow — H. Todorova — T. Dimov — D. Jordanova, Die Amphorenstempel aus Durankulak, in:
H. Todorova (ed.), Durankulak Band 3. Die hellenistischen Befunde (Rahden/Westf. 2016) 77-92.

Buzoianu 1992
L. Buzoianu, Importurile amforice la Tomis in perioada elenistica, Pontica 25, 1992, 99-165.

Buzoianu 2016

L. Buzoianu, Les relations économoques de Callatis a 'époque hellénistique basées sur les
découvertes de timbres amphoriques, in: V. Cojocaru — A. Rubel (eds.), Mobility in Research on the
Black Sea Region (Cluj-Napoca 2016) 247-271.

Buzoianu — Barbulescu 2008
L. Buzoianu — M. Barbulescu, .A/besti. Monoggrafie arbeolocica I (Constanta 2008).

Buzoianu — Cheluti-Georgescu 1998
L. Buzoianu — N. Cheluta-Georgescu, Noi stampile amforice de la Callatis, Pontica 31, 1998, 49-98.

Buzoianu — Nopcea 2014
L. Buzoianu — C. Nopcea, Nouveaux matériaux archéologiques découverts a Histria, dans le
secteur ,,Pescarie”, Pontica 47 Suppl. 3, 199-222.

Conovici 1998
N. Conovici, Les Timbres Amphoriques. 2. Sinope (tuiles timbrées comprises), Histria 8, 1998.

Conovici 2005

N. Conovici, The Dynamics of Trade in Transport Amphoras from Sinope, Thasos and Rhodos
on the Western Black Sea Coast: a Comparative Approach, in: V. E Stolba — I.. Hannestad (eds.),
Chronologies of The Black Sea Area in the Period ¢. 400—100 BC, Black Sea Studies 3 (Aarhus 2005) 97-117.

Conovici — Museteanu 1975
N. Conovici — C. Museteanu, Citeva torti stampilate de amfore elenistice din judetul Ialomita si
sud-vestul Dobrogei, SCITZA 26, 4, 541-550.

Conovici — Irimia 1991
N. Conovici — M. Irimia, Timbres amphoriques et autres inscriptions céramiques découverts a
Satu Nou (comm. D’Oltina, dép. de Constantza), Dacia 35, 1991, 139-175.

Conovici et al. 2012
N. Conovici — A. Ganciu — M. Irimia — V. Zirra, Repere cronologice pentru nivelurile de loquire

getice timpurii de la Satu Nou — ,,Valea lui Voicu” (com. Oltina, jud. Constanta), ThrDac 2/3,
2010/2011, 71-100.

70




NEW EVIDENCE ABOUT THE SINOPEAN AMPHORA IMPORT IN NORTHEASTERN THRACE

Dan 2017
A. Dan, From the Taurus to the Taurians: The Short Crossing of the Black Sea, in: International

Symposinm on Sinope and Black Sea Archaeology “Ancient Sinope and the Black Sea”, Sinop 13.-15. October
2017 Abstracts Booklet (Sinop 2017) 9.

de Boer 2006
J.G. de Boer, Sinopean Amphorae on the Western Pontic Coast, in: S. Conrad — R. Einecke
— AF Furtwingler — H. Lohr — A. Slawisch (eds.), Pontos Euxeinos. Beitrage zur Archiologie und
Geschichte des antiken Schwarmeer- und Balkanranmes, Manfred Oppermann zum 65. Geburtstag (Halle
20006) 35-44.

Delev 2000
P. Delev, Lysimachus, the Getae, and Archaeology, C/Q 50, 2000, 384-401.

Doonan 2003
O. Doonan, Sinope, in: D. Gramenos — 1. Petropoulos (eds.) Ancient Greek Colonzes in the Black
Sea 2 (Thessaloniki 2003) 1379-1402.

Garlan 2004
Y. Garlan, Les timbres céramiques sinopéens sur amphores et sur tuiles tronvés a Sinope. Présentation et
catalogne. 1 aria Anatolica 16 (Paris 2004).

Garlan 2006
Y. Garlan, En visitant et revisitant les ateliers amphotiques de Thasos, BCH 128/129, 2004 /2005,
269-329.

Glodariu 1974
L. Glodariu, Relatii comerciale ale Daciei cu lumea elenisticd §i romand (Cluj 1974).

Irimia 2010
M. Irimia, Centres de pouvoir getes préromains au sud-ouest de la Dobroudja Réalités
archéologiques et certaines considerations historiques, Pontica 43, 2010, 83-128.

Johrens 2005
G. Johrens, Der Pergamon-Komplex, die rhodische Stempelchronologie und das
Grindungsdatum von Tanais, ExrAnt 11, 2005, 87-101.

Lazarov 1974
M. Lazarov, Amdopuure rredaru ot Oaecoc, [zvlarna 10 (25), 1974, 19-56.

Lazarov 1975
M. Lazarov, HenyOauxyBanm amtuaau amdopu u amdopHH Iedatu OT bbarapckoro

Yepuomopune, Izvlarna 11 (26), 1975, 128-136.

Lazarov 1978
M. Lazarov, Cunore 1 3an1aAHOIIOHTHHCKUAT 11a3ap, [zvl arna 14 (24), 1978, 11-65.

Lungu 1992
V. Lungu, Circulatia amforelor stampilate in zona Capul Dolojman, Pontica 25, 1992, 69-97.

71




KALIN MADZHAROV, TOTKO STOYANOV, ANELIA BOZHKOVA

Lungu 2004
V. Lungu, Iconographie et société: A propos d’une stele funéraire d’Orgamé, Pesuce 2, 2004, 49-60.

Lungu 2016
V. Lungu, Timbres amphoriques de I'habitat d*Orgame—Argamum (I), Pexce 14, 2016, 43-78.

Madzharov 2013
K. Madzharov, Amdoprau neuatn ot amuns komuaekc B Pyce, in: V. Varbanov (ed.), Sexaginta
Prista 1. Tpaxdcxu amen xomnaexe (Veliko Tarnovo 2013) 150-174.

Madzharov 2017

K. Madzharov, Amphora Stamps from the Necropoleis of the City, in: T. Stoyanov (ed.),
Sboryanovo 4. The Economic Relations of the Getic Capital Helis According to the Transport Amphorae. Part
One. The Amphora Stamps (Sofia 2017), 55-68.

Madzharov in print
K. Madzharov, Trading post at Ruse? The Evidence of the Amphora Stamps, in: Proceedings of
the 13th International Congress of Thracology, Kazanlak September 3.—7. 2017.

Mindescu 2010
D. Mandescu, Cronologia perioadei timpurii a celei de-a dona epoci a fiernlui (sec. V=III a. Chr.) intre
Carpatr, Nistru si Baleani (Braila 2010).

Mirchev 1958
M. Mirchev, Angoprume neuanu om myses 6v6 Bapra (Sofia 1958).

Mirchev et al. 1962
M. Mirchev — G. Toncheva — D. Dimitrov, busone — Kapsyna, Iz124D 13, 1962, 21-1009.

Museteanu ef al. 1978
C. Museteanu — N. Conovici — A. Atanasiu, Contribution au probleme de I'importation des
amphores grecques dans le Sud-Est de la Munténie, Dacia 22, 173-199.

Nastasi 2013

I. Nastasi, Greek Transport Amphorae Discovered at Tomis (Unpublished), in: L. Buzoianu —
P. Dupont — V. Lungu (eds.), Production and Trade of Amphorae in the Black Sea 3. Actes de la Table
Ronde internationale, Constanta 6.—10. Octobre 2009, Pontica 46 Suppl. 2 (Constanta 2013) 305-315.

Robu 2014
A. Robu, Les relations de Byzance avec les cités du Pont Gauche a I'’époque hellénistique: la
guerre pour emporion de Tomis, in: V. Cojocaru — Chr. Schuler (eds.), Die AufSenbeziehungen

pontischer und kleinasiatischer Stidte in hellenistischer und romischer Zeit. Akten einer deutsch-rumdnischen
Tagung in Constanta, 20. —24. September 2010 (Stuttgart 2014) 19-36.

Stoyanov 2010
T. Stoyanov, Sinope as a Trading and Cultural Agent in Thrace during the Classical and Early
Hellenistic Periods, ACSS 16.1-2, 2010, 405-428.

Stoyanov 2015
T. Stoyanov (ed.), Sboryanovo 3. The Thracian City. City Planning. Fortification System. Architecture
(Sofia 2015).

72




NEW EVIDENCE ABOUT THE SINOPEAN AMPHORA IMPORT IN NORTHEASTERN THRACE

Stoyanov ez al. 2017a

T. Stoyanov — K. Madzharov — A. Bozhkova, The Economic Relations of Helis According to
the Amphora Stamps Data, in: T. Stoyanov (ed.), Sboryanovo 4. The Economic Relations of the Getic
Capital Helis According to the Transport Amphorae. Part One. The Amphora Stamps (Sofia 2017), 77-104.

Stoyanov ez al. 2017b

T. Stoyanov — K. Madzharov — A. Bozhkova, Catalogue of the Stamps, in: T. Stoyanov (ed.),
Sboryanovo 4. The Economic Relations of the Getic Capital Helis According to the Transport Amphorae. Part
One. The Amphora Stamps (Sofia 2017), 105-237.

Stoyanova 2010
D. Stoyanova, The Importation of Roof Tiles from Sinope and Heraklea Pontica to the Western
Black Sea Area, ACSS 16.1-2, 2010, 441-465.

Teleaga 2008
E. Teleaga, Griechische Importe in den Nekropolen an der unteren Donan; 6. Jh. — Anfang des 3. [ bs. v. Chr.
(Rahden/Westf 2008).

Theodossiev 1994
N. Theodossiev, Thracian Tumulus Near the Town of Kavarna, in: D. Gergova (ed.), Helis 3.1
Culture and Religion in Northeastern Thrace (Sofia 1994) 109-122.

Toncheva 1974
G. Toncheva, HekporoasT kpaii ceernanmmero Ha Xepoc Kapadasmoc B Oaecoc, Izl arna 10
(25), 1975, 287-302.

Tsarov 2007
I. Tsarov, Tpakure xpaii Arproc. THProBCKH KOHTAKTH C TPBLKHA CBAT IIPE3 CAMHN3MA,

IzvVelikoTarnovo 22, 2007, 21-38.
Tudor 1967

D. Tudor, Raspindirea amforelor Grecesti stampilate in Moldova, Muntenia si Oltenia, AMo/d
5, 1967, 37-80.

73




KALIN MADZHAROV, TOTKO STOYANOV, ANELIA BOZHKOVA

Figure 1. Spread of the Sinopean amphora stamps in the interior ofNortheastern Thrace. (map design by author).

74




NEW EVIDENCE ABOUT THE SINOPEAN AMPHORA IMPORT IN NORTHEASTERN THRACE

75







THE SINOP F SHIPWRECK IN THE BLACK SEA: AN INTERNATIONAL
CARGO FROM LATE ANTIQUITY"

Andrei OPAIT, Dan DAVIS, Michael L. BRENNAN, Meko KOFAHL*

ABSTRACT

In 2011, the E/V Nautilus Expedition, while exploring the seabed in the suboxic zone off Sinop, discovered the
heavily degraded remains of a shipwreck with several types of amphorae, including an unknown Aegean type, LRA
3 (Ephesus), LRA 4 (Levant), and North African types. This rather rare assemblage of imported luxury foodstuffs
from various production centers in the central and eastern Mediterranean offers insights into unencumbered trade
and specialized markets for elites in the southern Black Sea region during the prosperous decades of the latter 5th
century AD.

Keywords: Sinop F, shipwreck, amphorae, Aegean type, Black Sea trade.

Karadeniz’de Bulunmug Olan Sinop F Batig1: Ge¢ Antik Dénem’den Bir Uluslararas1 Kargo

OZET

E/V  Nautilus Arastirma Seferi, Sinop actklarindaki suboksit alandaki deniz tabaninda arastirmalar
gerceklestirirken iclerinde daha 6nce bilinmeyen bir Ege tipi ile LRA 3 (Ephesus), LRA 4 (Levant), ve Kuzey
Afrika tipinde amphoralarin da oldugu bir kargo iceren oldukea zarar gérmiis bir batik kesfetmistir. Orta ve Dogu
Akdeniz’den ithal edilmis esine az rastlanilir liiks gida Grtnleri ve onlart tagtyan kaplarin olusturdugu bu grup, MS
gec 5. yizyilin refah dolu dénemlerinde giiney Karadeniz Bolgesi’nin soylu kesimi i¢i hizmet veren serbest ticaret
ve pazarlar hakkinda gesitli bilgiler edinilmesini miimkiin kilmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Sinop F, batik, amphoralar, Ege tipi, Karadeniz ticareti.

The deep waters off Sinop continue to provide valuable evidence for seaborne trade
during the Late Antique period. In 2000, the Institute for Exploration, under the direction
of Robert Ballard, carried out a deep-water remote-sensing survey in the area to search for
the paleoshoreline and for shipwrecks.” The expedition resulted in the discovery of four Late
Antique shipwrecks, three located ~100 m depth (Sinop A, B, and C), and one at 325 m (Sinop
D) (Fig. 1). The three shallower wrecks lie in the Black Sea’s suboxic zone (ca. 85-150 m), where
seasonal fluctuations in oxygen levels created the conditions that helped preserve some elements
of their hulls, including planks and other structural timbers. Each ship was carrying a cargo
mainly of carrot-shaped wine amphorae (with characteristic pyroxene inclusions) manufactured
in the region of Sinop between the 5th and 6th century; Sinop B was also hauling at least 10
LRA 1 shipping jars. Sinop D, among the most perfectly preserved ancient ships found to
date, lies firmly within the Black Sea’s anoxic zone (below ~155 m). The ship’s frame ends,

* Dr. Andrei Opait; 11 Burdock Lane, Toronto-Canada; aopait@gmail.com.

Dr. Dan Davis; Head Department of Classics, Luther College, 700 College Drive, Decorah, IA 52101 (USA ); dan.davis@
luthet.edu.

Dr. Michael L. Brennan; Brennan Exploration, Jacksonville, FL 32216; mike@brennanexploration.com.

Meko Kofahl; Texas A&M University, Nautical Archacology Program, College Station, TX 77840; meko@oniricaconsulting,
com.

1 We wish to thank Turkey’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Ministry of Culture and Tourism for permission to conduct
research and imaging; Harun Ozdas, Muhammet Duman, and Nilhan Kizildag for accompanying the return expedition to this
area in 2012; Ilknur Subast and Hiseyin Vural of the Ministry of Culture and Tourism for co-sponsoring the Symposium on
Atrchacological Oceanography in the Mediterranean and Black Sea, in Bodrum, Turkey (October, 2014); and Robert D. Ballard,
Katy Croff Bell and Tufan Turanl of Ocean Exploration Trust (OET) for their efforts and vision in seeing the expeditions
through. Financial support for the expeditions was provided to OET by NOAA’s Office of Ocean Exploration, the Expedition
Council of the National Geographic Society, and the U.S. Office of Naval Research.
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rudder support, and sternpost outline a deeply-buried ship measuring 15-16 m long and 5-6 m
wide. The mast is still standing, and the ship’s starboard quarter rudder (recognizable from its
socketed tiller) lies on the main deck. Limited excavations on the site in 2003 and 2007 revealed
local Sinopean pate claire wine jars (Demirci kiln type) from the 5th and 6th century.’ All four
wrecks round out the picture of Sinop as a prosperous industrial center specializing in wine
and fish products export in the 5th and 6th centuries, as survey and excavations in the city and
around the promontory have confirmed.*

More recent discoveries off Sinop provide direct evidence that Sinope and the surrounding
region in the Late Antique Period imported wine and olive oil from the Aegean and beyond.
In 2011 and 2012, the Ocean Exploration Trust’s expedition of the exploration vessel (E/V)
Nautilus investigated the Black Sea’s oxic/anoxic interface to expand our understanding of the
dynamics of the suboxic zone between the oxygenated and anoxic water masses, as well as to
document submerged cultural remains.’ In partnership with Turkish colleagues, the expedition’s
team of archaeologists and oceanographers implemented a non-intrusive, non-sampling survey
in accord with the principles of in situ preservation articulated by the UNESCO Convention
for the Protection of the Underwater Cultural Heritage.” In addition to discovering and
documenting eight new wrecks off Eregli (ancient Heraclea Pontica) in 20117, the expedition
revisited Sinop A, B, and C and discovered an additional four ancient wrecks in the same area
and roughly the same depth range (Fig. 1).* One of them, Sinop F, was carrying a mixed cargo
of amphorae, including Ephesian LRA 3 types, Gazan LRA 4 types, and at least two types from
North Africa. Despite the site’s heavy trawl damage, a sufficient number of surviving artifacts
help date the wreck to the mid to second half of the 5th century. Situated in this context,
Sinop I offers a rare opportunity to directly view the trade and transport mechanisms that
enabled the importation of luxury commodities into this corner of the world in Late Antiquity.
Acknowledging the limitations of a non-intrusive, non-sampling survey, but also working with
technology developed to enable high-resolution imaging and accurate remote measurements of
artifacts, the expedition’s primary goals were to determine the approximate size and date of the
site, investigate the ship’s hull construction (if possible), analyze the amphora types, and explore
the possible nature of its cargo.

Site and Methodology

Sinop F lies ca. 10.5 nautical miles (nm hereafter) north of Ustaburun and ca. 20 nm west-
northwest of Inceburun at a depth of 105 m. It is less than 1 nm from the Sinop C wreck
site (Fig. 1). A field of artifacts (approximately 110 total) measuring 11 x 8 m rests on a dark,
sandy seabed, but the main oval mound, oriented roughly east-west, measures just 8 x 3.5 m
and rises approximately 1 m from its surroundings (Fig. 2). To judge from the fragmentary
state of remains, and the sonar imagery that led to the discovery, modern trawls dragged across
the wreck site and penetrated the original mound, upending ceramics and depositing them
on top and around the edges (Fig. 3). Significant damage from bottom trawl fishing gear was
documented on the majority of the wrecks located off both Sinop and Eregli, as the shelf off
northern Turkey is heavily fished in depths above the anoxic zone. Trawl damage was observed
as furrows in the sediment, displaced and broken ceramic artifacts, and wooden ship timbers

Ward — Ballard 2004; Davis 2008; Ward — Horlings 2008, 151-167; Ward 2010, 192.
Doonan 2004, 96, 100; Kassab-Tezgor — Tatlican 1998.

Brennan e# al. 2013; Davis et al. 2018.

UNESCO 2001.

Davis e al. 2018.

Brennan e al. 2013.
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jumbled, torn apart, or pulled offsite.” Like the other wrecks documented off the Turkish Black
Sea coast, the ceramics now visible on the surface of Sinop F may have formed part of a once
larger cargo assemblage now scattered in multiple directions offsite. The hull remains have also
suffered. Much of the upper part of the original hull likely decomposed after its sinking, but
trawls upended and exposed some of the timbers that survived in the sediment after its sinking,
A few small wood fragments are visible on the site, and one of the endposts of the ship lies at
the western edge. No anchors or other ship fittings are visible on the seafloor.

Two remotely-operated vehicles (ROVs), Argus and Hercules, served as the project’s main
work platforms. Argus provides overwatch and powerful lighting for Hercules, which is outfitted
with an array of sensors, cameras, and manipulators for conducting precise underwater work.
Hercules was employed to evaluate the site by circumnavigating the perimeter to conduct high-
resolution imaging. Frame-grabs of the high-definition video were collected throughout the
dive, which included detailed imaging of diagnostic artifacts and two red lasers spaced 10 cm
apart for scaling objects. Following the video recording, photomosaic and microbathymetry
mapping surveys were conducted with Hercules’ stereo cameras and BlueView multibeam sonar
to create high-resolution maps of the wreck. Due to the expedition’s operational necessities,
the Black Sea’s typically turbid water, and the heavy sedimentation of most artifacts, Sinop
F lacks some of the detailed imagery necessary for precise mensuration of artifacts. This
makes reliable identification of some amphorae very difficult, especially those from Africa (see
below).

The Amphora Cargo

The cargo of wine and olive oil was carried in at least three main amphora types: LRA 3
(Ephesus), LRA 4 (the Levant), and North African. A fourth type manufactured in the Aegean
area is represented by just two samples, thus leaving open the question of whether they served
as cargo or crew possessions. If the site retains a sufficient representation of the amphora
types from the wreck’s original deposition on the seabed, then the bottom row of the cargo
was composed of large African and Levantine amphorae. These would have served as a solid
base for an upper row of smaller, fusiform LRA3 (Ephesian) jars, their toes originally set into
the interstices of amphorae in the bottom row. The upper row(s) also held an indeterminate
number of small Aegean amphorae characterized by their bag-shape and conical spike, and
possibly a few small African amphorae with a narrow lower part. Here we present them in order
of proximity to Sinop.

LRA 3 (Ephesus)

Twenty-one LRA 3 jars are discernible on the wreck, either whole or with their top halves
extant (Fig. 4a-b). Most are concentrated in the western half of the site. This amphora had a
long arc of development starting in the 1st century B.C. and was still evolving as late as the
end of the 6th century.” The large variety of fabrics associated with this type supports the
idea that it was manufactured in a large geographic area, mainly in western Asia Minor between
Ephesus, Aphrodisias, and Sardis." It occurs only rately in the first third of the 7th century, as is
attested by a sample discovered on the Yassi Ada shipwreck."? Beginning with only one handle,

9 Brennan ¢ al. 2011; Brennan e/ a/. 2013; 2016; Davis e al. 2018.

10 Bezeczky 2013, 164. However, at Carthage and on the Lower Danube this type occurs only as residual at the beginning of
the 7th century.

11 Pieri 1998, 101.
12 Bass — van Doorninck 1982, 184 figs. 8-19, 74.
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it acquired a second handle by the end of the 4th century.” It has a narrow mouth, short strap
handles, and a fusiform body ending in an open foot that changes to a closed foot at the end of
the 5th and in the 6th century."

Its typical contents were spiced wine (conditum, »6vditov),” which must have been widely
admired to judge from its wide distribution. It has been found as far away as Britain and Lusitania
to the west, in the Pontus basin to the north, and in Egypt and Nubia to the south.'® Most likely
they were stacked in the interstices left by the large bodies of African and Levantine amphorae
that formed the lower level of cargo.

Unknown Aegean Amphora

Among the amphorae that composed an upper layer are at least two unique, bag-shaped
amphorae (Fig. 5a-b). The Late Roman form is an Aegean creation with numerous subtypes."’
The rim is rounded, the neck is short, the handles are massive and arched, while the baggy
body is heavily ridged and ends in a conical spike. The dimensions (H between 40 and 50
cm), however, are small, being nearly half the height of LRA 4. The larger versions typically
found on terrestrial sites are well pitched on their interiors and therefore carried a vintage wine.
One from Callatis,' for example, with a height of 61.8 cm, holds 35 liters. They maintained a
constant presence on the Lower Danube border during the 4th to 6th century, so its presence
on this shipwreck occasions no surprise. The reduced dimensions of the body suggest that this
may be a small-size version.

LRA 4 (Levant)

At least four complete and one partially preserved LRA 4 jars from the Levant are visible
on the surface of the site. LRA 4 jars are very common in the Pontic area,"” but this is the first
time the type appears on a shipwreck. Although the type had a long period of development,
it penetrated the Pontic market very slowly starting at the end of the 4th century, only to
consolidate its presence in the following two centuries. In some areas, such as Pompeiopolis in
northern Turkey, it dominates the market, replacing the famous Chian wine carried by amphorae
of Kapitin 2 type. Our examples belong Pieri’s LRA 4 A2 type, dated mostly to the 5th century
(Fig, 6a-b).”" It is a neckless amphora with a small beaded tim, two small handles set on a steep
shoulder, an elongated ovoid body, and a conical base. Two bands of ‘canelures’ cover the upper
and lower part of the body. The capacity of this subtype is 15-16 liters.”'

It is possible that another variant, LRA 4 B1, to judge from a carination between shoulder
and cylindrical body, made its way onto the ship (Fig, 7a-b). Unfortunately, the imagery prevents
definitive analysis. According to Pieri’s typology, this subtype could be dated between the second
half of the 5th and the middle of the 6th centuries, and its capacity is increased to 24-26 liters.”
It carried the famous vinum Gazeticum.>

13 See Pieri 2005, 94-101 for the evolution of this amphora type.
14 Pieri 2005, 96 fig. 59.

15 Bezeczky 2013, 164 notes 654 and 655, citing a dipinto and graffiti found in Ephesus and Italy. A. Opait notes that the
hundred LRA 3 jars stored in the Stoa of Attalos are heavily pitched inside.

16 Williams 2005.

17  Opait 2014.

18 Preda 1980, 28 pl. 73 M 208.2.
19 Opait 2004, 20-22.

20 Pieri 2005, 101-114.

21 Pieri 2005, 104.

22 Pieri 2005, 105-106.

23 Pieri 2005, 112.
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The large LRA 4 B1 jars likely formed part of the lower layer, and the smaller subtype A2
would have been positioned in an upper layer. The two complete types of A2 are visible on the
sea bed, while subtype B1 seems to be deeply buried together with the large African amphorae.

North African Amphorae

The amphorae from Roman Africa are the most difficult to define and be assigned to a certain
type. Two complete amphorae lie fully on the surface, and others (though mostly buried or in
fragments) are tentatively identifiable. Their large dimensions likely prompted the navicularius to
place them at the bottom of the hold. As a result, only the rims and/or shoulders are visible
in most cases. One complete example appears to belong to type Keay 62Q (Fig, 8a): it has a
cup-shaped rim, the lower part of which hangs down slightly; the lower part is convex; and the
neck and body ate cylindrical.** However, our examples show that the lower part of the body
tapers slightly and ends in a short cylindrical toe, features that were not observed in terrestrial
discoveries.

The form and light-colored surface of a second completely preserved amphora (Fig. 8b)
strongly suggests an African origin. The lack of a visible rim prevents a definitive assignation to
a certain type. It is remarkable for its cylindrical body that ends in a long, cylindrical foot. The
shape is also typical of type Keay 62Q/Bonifay 45,” or perhaps Keay 59. The latter type ceases
production in the first half of the 5th century.®® Its height, being over twice that of an LRA
3, is also remarkable. A row of four amphorae share similar features, including an everted and
rounded rim.

Finally, the latest example from Roman Africa is the upper part of an amphora, but its type
is difficult to pin down (Fig. 8c). However, the lightly articulated rim, a cylindrical neck that
enlarges slightly as it nears the shoulders, and the short arched handles all suggest type Keay 57/
Bonifay 42, dated to the second half of the 5th century.”” All of these possible amphora types
were used for transporting olive oil.

It is difficult to estimate the number of African vessels on the site. Our preliminary analysis
suggests that, aside from the two jars fully on the surface, there are at least ten others visible
either as fragments or mostly buried. Among them is a row of four upright vessels, their rims
peaking above the bottom, in grid-squares N12 and P13. An adjacent row of four is suggested
by a seties of amphora shoulders and shoulder/body fragments. In between is an empty space
that suggests another four. Taken together, these 20 vessels, each averaging 70 liters in capacity,
would have amounted to 1,400 liters of olive oil.

Hull Remains

Aside from a few small wood fragments visible on and around the site, the only substantial
timbers are SF.038 and SF.011. The former, projecting nearly a meter from the seabed in grid-
squares .10 and L11, is likely an eroded frame-end, while the latter, lying completely on the
surface at the western end of the site, is one of the ship’s endposts (Figs. 2 and 9a-b). SE011
measures 2.2 meters in length, and its molded dimension ranges from ca. 17 cm (eastern end) to
ca. 22 cm (western end); its sided dimension could not be calculated in the imagery. The western
end includes a flat, three-planed scarf where it joined the ship’s keel.”® Barely visible in the

24 Keay 1984, 334 figs. 155.5-18; Bonifay 2004, 137 type 45 figs. 74.1-2.

25 Bonifay 2004, fig. 74.1.

26 Bonifay 2004, 132 type 37 fig. 71.1.

27 Keay 1984, 298-299 fig. 128.3-11; Bonifay 2004, 135-137.

28 For its form and features, cf., for example, the Port-Vendres A wreck from the eatly 5th century (Rival 1991, 280 pl. 99;
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imagery is a small notch or tenon that may have slotted into the keel. On the timber’s top face,
two linear features parallel the outer edges; the first is 5-6 cm from the inner edge, the second is
approximately in the middle. Both features suggest a shallow rabbet for receiving the planking,
but the imagery precludes definitive interpretation. In the color imagery, blotches of orange
akin to corrosion products appear along the inner linear feature, suggesting that the planks were
joined to the post by iron nails, a common feature of ship construction in Roman times.” A
band of sediment adjacent to the inner curve of the post is colored white-gray; no samples of
the substance were obtained for testing, but Ward suggested that similar coloring on the Sinop
A and C sites is related to wood decay processes.” To judge by its position off-site and on the
surface, the timber was probably displaced from the original mound by trawling action.

Discussion

During the second half of the 5th century, a modest merchant vessel loaded with amphorae
originating from the Levant, North Africa, and the Aegean sank just before reaching the shelter
of Sinope’s numerous headlands and harbors. A variety of explanations for its demise may be
offered, but it most likely succumbed to strong and stormy northwesterly winds resulting from
mobile depressions that track west to east through the Black Sea in both summer and winter.”!
The same storm winds may have been at least partly responsible for sinking the other seven
ships discovered in this same offshore area. Indeed, given the close proximity of Sinop A, B, and
C, and the contemporaneity of their cargoes, it is possible that they were part of a single convoy
that sank simultaneously in one storm.”> We can only speculate whether the sinking of the Sinop
F ship is to be linked to the same storm, but its proximity in place and time to the other wrecks
is interesting, to say the least.

Although a variety of destinations may be posited, Sinop F was most likely heading east
to round Boztepe and make for Sinope. The city and its hinterland were prosperous in this
period. Indeed from the late 4th to mid-5th century there was a revival throughout the Roman
Mediterranean and its surrounding regions of both trade and urban growth.” Sinope itself in
this period, aside from being a major Pontic trade node, was replete with both urban and extra-
urban villas, churches, and concentrated areas of agricultural industry and amphora production.™
The city’s elite landowners grew wealthy cultivating grapes for both domestic consumption
and export, and Sinope’s fishing industry, renown in previous centuries, likely continued to
flourish.” The four near-contemporary shipwrecks discovered off Sinop in 2000 bear witness
to the vibrant export trade the city conducted. Some of the elites of Sinope expressed their
wealth by importing fine wares and extra-regional food products, among which, interestingly,
was wine and olive oil. If the variety of vintage wine points to the presence of Sinope’s wealthy,
sophisticated consumers, the presence of African olive oil is remarkable for what it also reveals
about predilections for luxury products. Sinopeans had access to olive oils produced not only

Parker 1992, no. 875). Although the sternpost on this ship was of heavier construction than the endpost of Sinop I, the scarf
arrangement is similar in that the sternpost’s lower extension connects with the keel’s upper extension.

29 See e.g, Beltrame — Gaddi 2007, 139, 141.
30 Ward — Horlings 2008, 155.
31 Davis 2009, 43-45, cf. 65-66 and 85-88; Hydrographer of the Navy 1990, 24-26, 102.

32 Brennan ef al. 2013, 98. Ward and Horlings (2008, 170) suggest that “microenvironmental weather conditions” around
Sinop may account for the tight clustering of Sinop A, B, and C, and further add that the variation in shipping jars argues against
a single catastrophic event for the three ships. The variation in shipping jars, however, can be explained as the product of local
differences in amphora manufacture among the different centers on the Sinop peninsula (Kassab-Tezgor 2010; 2011). Sinop’s
harbor area was likely the main collection and embarkation point for exporting the region’s produce.

33 Reynolds 2018, 380-384.
34 Doonan 2004, 104-108.

35 To what extent Sinope cultivated olives for export in this period is difficult to quantify archaeologically, for Sinopean olive
oil amphorae are nearly non-existent; in this regard, perhaps too much emphasis has been placed on Strabo’s much earlier
description of the province.
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locally in some measure, but also in the Peloponnese and western Asia Minor. However, while
these latter two production centers (among others) were focused on delivering olive oil for the
annona, African olive oil was, at this time, in the hands of the Vandals, and therefore part of
an intensive free trade. Whether oil from North Africa tasted better or was cheaper is difficult
to determine, but certainly it was felt necessary to import it for sustaining a civilized way of life
for some Sinopeans.

What is clear is that the ship’s heterogeneous cargo was the end link in a long supply chain
stretching from Roman Africa and the Levant up to the Aegean and Constantinople. Like Rome
in an earlier age, the highly populated eastern capital exerted an enormous demand for imported
foodstuffs, but its harbors were also outfitted with Jorrea that served as transshipment centers,
mixing goods from all over the empire to fulfill commissions for other customers who sought
out its markets. The urban centers ringing the shores of the Black Sea especially relied on
Constantinople as the main entrepot for both staples and luxury products. Likewise, the goods
aboard the Sinop F ship—at least three varieties of wine, and olive oil from Africa—were most
likely loaded here, destined for either an upper-class clientele in Sinope or perhaps other centers
farther afield, such as Trabzon. Their return cargoes would likely have resembled those of the
Sinop A, B, C, and D ships.

The period of this voyage is also important for revealing the economic relations between
the empire and Vandals of North Africa. As excavations at Carthage have revealed, the Vandal
conquest of that region did not result in a cessation of economic relations between it and the
empire under the Leonid dynasty. Indeed, an abundance of vintage wine from western Asia
Minor found its way onto the Carthaginian market,”
quite common in several cities of the western’ and northern Black Sea.” It would seem that
the trade routes and intermediary market mechanisms that enabled African goods to make their
way to the Black Sea region since at least the 4th century, if not eatlier, were still in use.” The
Sinop F shipwreck certainly suggests that future, careful excavations at Sinop itself will bring to
light such Aegean, Levantine and African amphorae. The wreck’s discovery opens a narrow but

and olive oil amphorae from Africa were

important window into the economic life of this important city on the Black Sea.
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THE SINOP F SHIPWRECK IN THE BLACK SEA: AN INTERNATIONAL CARGO FROM LATE ANTIQUITY

Figure 1. Sinop and the surrounding region and offshore areas, including the
shipwrecks discovered by the 2011-2012 E/V Nautilus expeditions (Map by D. Davis).

Figure 2. Mosaic of the Sinop F shipwreck (Mosaic courtesy Ocean Exploration Trust).
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Figure 3. Sidescan sonar record of the Sinop F shipwreck. The long linear features are scars made by modern
fishing trawls (Courtesy Ocean Exploration Trust).

Figure 4a-b. LRA 3 jars: (a) SE021, (b) SE.006, SE007, SE.008, SE009, and SE010
(Courtesy Ocean Exploration Trust).

Figure 5a-b. Two amphorae (SF.108,
SE.109) from an unknown Aegean center
(Courtesy Ocean Exploration Trust).

88




THE SINOP F SHIPWRECK IN THE BLACK SEA: AN INTERNATIONAL CARGO FROM LATE ANTIQUITY

Figure 6a-b. Amphora of LRA 4 A2 type (SE001) Figure 7a-b. Amphora of LRA 4 B1 type (SE088) from
from the Levant (Courtesy Ocean Exploration Trust). the Levant (Courtesy Ocean Exploration Trust).

Figure 8a.b.c. North African amphorae: (a) SE.098, (b) SE.089, and (c) SE.043 (Courtesy Ocean Exploration Trust).

Figure 09. Endpost (SEO011). (a) Top view; (b) view of the west end showing the scarf arrangement
(Courtesy Ocean Exploration Trust).
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TRADING AND ECONOMIC RELATIONS BETWEEN SOUTH-WESTERN
GEORGIA AND SINOPE IN THE ROMAN PERIOD

Kakhaber KAMADADZE*

ABSTRACT

In the Roman Period southwestern Georgia was a major trading, economic, political and strategic centre, where
sea and land routes passed. There are very interesting materials which discovered and belong to different times.
Some of these interesting materials are the Sinopean ware: amphorae, loutheria, jugs, lids, tiles.

Economy, social and the state structure of Sinope are closely linked to the interests of the Roman state. This
city was main centre of Roman army and navy standing in the East. The troops based in Caucasus and northern
Asia Minor were supplied from Sinope.

Imported items found in southwestern Georgia shows that Roman garrisons stationed there predominantly
supplied from the eastern Mediterranean and western parts of the Roman Empire in the end of the 1st century
AD and the beginning of the 2nd century. Distribution of items from these regions are reduced in the 2nd-3rd
centuries AD and production of southern Black Sea coast pottery dominates.

Keywords: Georgia, Gonio, Sinope, loutheria, tiles.

Roma Déneminde Giiney-Bat1 Giircistan ile Sinope Arasindaki Ticari ve Ekonomik Iligkiler

OZET

Deniz ve kara yollarinin kesistigi giineybatt Gircistan, Roma Dénemi’nde 6nemli bir ticari, ekonomik, politik
ve stratejik merkezdi. Bu bélgede ele ge¢mis olup pek ¢ok farkli déneme tarihlenebilen ¢esitli ve ilging malzemeler
s6z konusudur. Bu malzemeler icinde amphoralar, stirahiler, Joutheria ve kiremitlerden ibaret Sinope kékenli eserler
de mevcuttur.

Sinope’nin ekonomisi, sosyal ve yonetim yapist Roma devlet yapisinin ¢ikarlarina gok iyi bir sekilde baglanmistt.
Bu antik kent dogudaki Roma ordusu ile donanmasinin ana merkezi konumunda idi. Kafkaslar ve Kigiik Asya’nin
kuzeyindeki askerlerin tim tedarigi Sinope’den saglanmakta idi.

Kuzeybatt Gurcistan’da bulunmus olan ithal eserler, buradaki Roma garnizonlarinin ihtiyaglarinin, MS 1. yiizyilin
sonu ile 2. yluzyilin basinda, baskin bir sekilde dogu Akdeniz ile Imparatorlugun bati bélgelerinden saglandigini
gostermektedir. MS. 2. ve 3. yiizyillarda ise bu bolgelerden ithal edilen eserlerin sayisinin azaldig gorillmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Gircistan, Gonio, Sinope, /utheria, kiremitler.

In the Roman Period southwestern Georgia’s littoral was involved in the historical processes
of the ancient world. Fort of Apsarus, where strategic sea and land routes from Trapezus to
Sebastopolis met, was a major trading, economic, political and strategic centre between the 1st-
3rd centuries AD. The fort represented one of the most important links of Pontus Limes, where
numerous Roman troops were stationed. The first flow of the foreigners, exactly from the
Pontus Polemianacus, the satellite country of Roman Empire, must have appeared in Apsarus
towards the end of the 1st century BC and beginning of the 1st century AD. On the other
hand, the fort itself was understood to be constructed around the 70’ of the 1st century AD by
Romans and assumed its especially intensive function in the 2nd-3rd centuries AD.!

Southwestern Georgia (Colchis) had close connections with Sinope from Early Antiquity.
Archaeological evidence from Apsarus, Sukhumi, Bichvinta and Nokalakevi testifies that these
relations continued during the Roman and Byzantine Periods as well. Sinopean amphorae,

* Researcher of the Gonio-Apsarus; Archaeological and Architectural Museum and Sanctuary, Batumi-Georgia;
Kaxaberqamadadze@yahoo.com.
1 Kakhidze — Mamuladze 2004, 68.
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kitchen utensils, building materials, coins have been found in Apsarus and at other locations of
the eastern Bleak Sea area. Most likely, in contrast to the previous period, during Roman and
Byzantine times relations between Colchis and Asia Minor were not intensive. In effect, they
were limited to the coastal areas where Roman and Byzantine garrisons wete stationed.” Sinope
was the main Roman military base in the region which provided the imperial troops located in
the southern Caucasus and the northern parts of Asia Minor.” Thus, the explanation for the
presence of Sinopean pottery in Apsarus becomes clear.

Among the archaeological evidence from Apsarus, especially the Sinopean /lwtheria,
represented by mouth, body and base fragments have to be mentioned. They are of different
sizes; the clay and shape are mostly similar; however, different variations are made by the shapes
of inner lap of especially the mouth. Those lwtheria fall into two types:

Type 1: The horizontally unfolded mouth of one of the fragments is roundish. The inner lap
is separated from the body with a groove made with a sharp instrument (Fig.1.1). Louteria with
similar shapes found in Apsarus are dated to the end of the 1st century AD and the first half
of the 2nd century AD. This type is rare in the eastern Black Sea area.*

Type 2: There is a relief rib modelled to the mouth and body junction is traceable in the inner
surface (Fig.1.2). Such types of loutheria are dated to the 2-3 centuries AD and were obviously
more widespread.’

A great part of the archaeological findings are constituted by the amphorae. They are a
subject of major interest, as they allow us to trace the relations of this extremely important
center of eastern Black Sea littoral with the rest of the world over centuries. Currently, about
20 types of Roman Period amphorae can be identified among the artifacts found in Apsarus.
These types are further divided into separate varieties.” Sinopean amphorae from Apsarus fall
into several types as below:

Type 1 (corresponding to the group of Pseudo-Cosian amphorae): This type is found trough
nearly all the Mediterranean and the northern and eastern Black Sea. The prototype originated
From Cos. Sinopean imitations of this type of amphora are represented by a fragmentary handle
in Apsarus (Fig.2.1-6) dated to the 2nd half of the 1st century AD.

Type 2 (corresponding to the group of Amphorae with handles attached to the shoulder):
This type of Amphorae (Fig,2.5) occur rarely in the Black Sea area. They are not observed in
the Aegean either. Almost no information is found in concerning their place of manufacture.
The comparison of material discovered in the levels of the 2nd-3rd centuries AD and
preserved in the Sinope Museum has led to the suggestion that Sinope was one of the centres
of manufacture.®

Type 3 (corresponding to the group of Large, thick-walled amphorae): Large, thick-walled
amphorae are characterised by an everted rim, concave neck and egg-shaped body (Fig.2.6). Kilns
for their manufacture have been found at Demirci, near Sinope.” They are all almost identical
in shape and size. The surfaces of some fragments are covered with red paint. Amphorae of
this type are recorded in large numbers at Apsarus. They were discovered in levels dated to the
beginning of the 2nd century and the first half of the 3rd century AD."

2 Khalvashi — Kakhidze 2012, 123.

3 Maksimova 1956, 306-353.

4 Ebralidze 2005, 70 fig. 50.

5 Ebralidze 2005, 70-71 fig. 51.

6 Khalvashi 2002.

7 Khalvashi — Kakhidze 2012, 123 fig. 1.

8 Khalvashi — Kakhidze 2012, 123 fig. 2.

9 Kasab-Tezgor — Tatlican 1998, 424 fig .56.
10 Khalvashi — Kakhidze 2012, 123 fig, 3.
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Type 4 (corresponding to group of amphorae with Bulging Neck): These specimens are
similar to Type 3 and characterised by the stability of forms and many other common features;
however, differences are evident too, for example their proportions being smaller (Fig.2.7).
This type emerged by the imitation of the form of amphorae of Type 3 and both existed
contemporaneously in a time span covering the beginning of the 2nd century until the first half
of the 3rd century AD. Parallels are known from the northern Black Sea area, where manufacture
continued into the first half of the 4th century AD."

Type 5 (corresponding to group of amphorae with Light Dough): Medium-sized Early
Byzantine Period amphorae with a small, shafted rim, a long, narrow neck and an undulating
surface (Fig2.8). They were foremost in quantity. One of them bears a graffito ‘N’, another the
print of fingers. From analysis of the clay used, their Sinopean origin is beyond doubt. The kiln
waste excavated at Demirci also confirms this. With the help of numismatic data dating to the
6th-7th centuries AD."?

Quite oftenly jugs were also encountered. They are represented by the fragments of rims,
handles, body fragments, high and cylindrical necks, disc-like or flat bases (Fig.3.1-6). They were
discovered in levels dated to the beginning of the 2nd century and the first half of the 3rd
century AD.

Next group of Sinopean manufactures are clay lids. They have disc-like broadened lap with
a button-like handle in the center (Fig.4.1-3). Dated to the same period as well they span to a
time from between beginning of the 2nd century towards the first half of the 3rd century AD.

Construction oriented terracotta objects consist the biggest portion of the archaeological
finds. The majority is formed by the Solen type tiles. Whereas the clay and shape of all the
specimens are mostly similar (Fig.5.1-3), measurements of the up-folded sides vary a lot. These
tiles are generally dated to the 2nd-3rd centuries AD.

Among the archaeological evidence from Apsarus a Sinopean copper coin of Gordian I1I
(238-244) must also be taken into consideration (Fig,6). Sinopean coins were widely imported to
Colchis during the eatly Classical and Hellenistic periods. The Apsarus item prove that relations
between ancient Colchis and Sinope somehow continued until the Early Middle Ages as well.”?

Imported items found in southwestern Georgia, namely in Apsarus, show that Roman
garrisons stationed there predominantly supplied from the eastern Mediterranean and western
parts of the Roman Empire in the end of 1st century AD and the beginning of the 2nd century
AD. Distribution of items from these regions are reduced in the 2nd-3rd centuries AD and
production of southern Black Sea coast dominated the local bazaar since this period.
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Figure 1. Loutheria: 1. Type 1; 2. Type 2.

Figure 2. 1-4 Type 1 amphorae, the group of Pseudo-Cosian amphorae; 5. Type 2, the group of amphorae with
handles attached to the shoulder; 6. Type 3, the group of large, thick-walled amphorae; 7. Type 4, the group of
Bulging Neck amphorae; 8. Type 5, the group of Light Dough amphorae.
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Figure 3. 1-6 Jugs.

Figure 4. 1-3 Lids.
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Figure 5. 1-3 Roof tiles.

Figure 6. Bronze coin.
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SINOP BALATLAR KILISESI YAPI TOPLULUGU KAZISI:
OSMANLI DONEMI GAYRIMUSLIMLERIN (ORTODOKS-HIRISTIYAN)
OLU GOMME TORENLERI ve BICIMLERINE GENEL BAKIS

Feray KORUCU-YAGIZ*

OZET

Sinop, sahip oldugu dogal giizellikleri ve buna paralel olarak gelisen yerlesim 6zellikleriyle tarihi boyunca tim
uygarliklar icin ehemmiyet arz etmis bu sebeple antik ddnemden itibaren pek cok toplum tarafindan hakimiyet altina
alinmak istenmistir. Kentin, Roma, Bizans, Selcuklu ve Osmanli gibi biyiik imparatorluklar déneminde 6zellikle
ticari baglantilarin gerceklestirilebilmesi icin imkan veren kosullariyla 6nemli bir nokta haline geldigi gérilmistur.
Oyle ki sehrin bahsettigimiz bu 6zellikleri, kent icerisinde sadece siyasi ve ekonomik hayat tzerinde degil, ayni
zamanda sosyal yasam tlzerinde de etken rol oynamustir.

Sinop’ta, kent yasaminin ana bilesenini olusturan toplumsal yap: incelendiginde bu yapinin, heterojen oldugu
tespit edilmistir. Farkli din ve millete mensup olan insanlar, bu heterojen yapinin olusumuna katkida bulunmus
béylelikle zaman icerisinde kiltiirel anlamda belirli bir birikim elde edilmistir. Sinop’un toplumsal yapisinin
olusumuna katki saglayan Ge¢ Osmanli Dénemi, kentin son evresi olmustur. Bu dénemde toplumsal yap1 ve
dolayisiyla sosyal yasam tzerinde etkili olanlar yani belli bir yasam dinamizmini kuranlar, Tirkler ve onlarla buytik
bir uyum i¢inde yasayan gayrimuslimler (Rum-Ortodoks) olmustur. Gayrimislimlerin giinlitk yasam bigimlerinin,
geleneklerinin ve dini yasamlarinin somut verilerle ortaya konulmast, giintimiizde ‘Balatlar Kilisesi” olarak taninan
Roma Dénemi’ne ait biytik yapt kalintisinda devam ettirilen arkeolojik ¢alismalarla miimkiin olmustur. Esasinda
Roma dénemine ait hamam kalintis1 olan bu yapida, zaman igerisinde birtakim degisikliklerin yapildigt ve yapinin
farkli amaclara hizmet eden bir birim haline getirildigi gérilmistir. Rum-Ortodoks halk tarafindan Ge¢ Osmanli
Dénemi’nde bu yapinin, ibadet merkezi ve mezarlik alani olarak kullanildigi tespit edilmistir. Calismamuzin esas
amacini, bu konu olusturmustur. Sinop’ta, Ge¢ Osmanl Dénemi’nde yasayan Rum-Ortodoks halkin, 6l gémme
geleneklerinin, déonemin mezar tipolojisinin ve 6li gémme bicimlerinin tim detaylariyla ortaya konulmast ele
aldigimiz konunun temel sorunsalint olusturmustur. Ayrica bu ¢alismada, mezarlardan giin 1s18ina cikarilan kiigiik
buluntularin da degerlendirmeye tabi tutulmast hedeflenmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Sinop, Sinop Balatlar Yap: Toplulugu, Osmanli Dénemi, 61t gémme térenleri, 6l gémme
bicimleri.

Excavation of Sinop Balatlar Church Building Complex:
Overview of Form and Burial Ceremony of Non-Muslim Citizens (Orthodox-Christians)
of Ottoman Period

ABSTRACT

Sinop, with its owned natural beauties and accordingly developed residential properties to this function has been
great importance throughout its history for all nations and therefore since ancient times many of these nations
are wanted to taken this city under their domination. During the big empires period, like Roman, Byzantine, Seljuk
and Ottoman Empire, the city has been seen as an isthmus point especially because of having the opportunity to
making commercial connections. So the characteristics of the city which we mentioned there have played an active
role not only on the political and economic life but also on the social life of city.

When the social structure that constitutes the main component of urban life in Sinop analyzed, the
heterogeneous of this structure has been identified. People who are belong to different religions and nationalities
have contributed to the formation of this heterogeneous structure and in the by time certain cultural accumulation
have been obtained. The Late Ottoman Period which is contributed to the formation of the social structure of
Sinop has been the last stage of the city. During this period, Turkish and non-muslim citizens (Greek Orthodox)
who are living with Turkish citizens in a great harmony have been impact on the social structure and they have
established certain dynamism of life. The concrete data has been gathered by the archaeological studies on the
great ruins of the Roman Period which is known today Balatlar Church helped the revealing the daily life, traditions
and religions of those citizens. Actually it was built as Roman bath by the time it has been changed for the aim of
using the building for different purposes. It has been notified that during the Post-Ottoman Period, this structure
has been used as a temple and a cemetery by non-muslim citizens. This issue has formed the main subject of our
study. Understanding the tradition of burial cemetery, the burial typology of periods and the form of the burial
in Orthodox-Christian people who lived in Sinop at Ottoman Period formed the basis of the problematic issues
which we addressed. In this study we also aimed to assessed the small finds which are unearthed from the tombs.

Keywords: Sinop, Sinop Balatlar Building Complex, Ottoman Period, burial ceremony, burial forms

*  Ars Gor. Feray Korucu-Yagiz, Istanbul Medeniyet Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Sanat Tarihi Bélimii-Bizans Sanati
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Sinop, Karadeniz kiyt seridinde, Anadolu’nun kuzey yonde uc¢ noktast olan Inceburun’a,
dogu yonde baglanan Boztepe Burnu ve Yarimadast tizerinde yer alan bir kale-sehirdir." Pontus
Kralligt Dénemi’nde bagkentlik yapan sehir, sahip oldugu dogal gtizellikleri, stratejik konumu ve
buna paralel olarak gelisen yetlesim 6zellikleriyle? tarihi icetisinde buytk bir tine kavusmus, antik
cagdan beri tim millet ve uygarliklarin ilgi odag haline gelmistir.’

Kent, ekonomik ve siyasi baglantilart sebebiyle farkli toplumlarin etkilesim igerisinde olmasint
saglamis® bu toplumlarin kultirlerinin izleriyle yepyeni kimliklere burtinmistiir. Sehrin, gecirmis
oldugu bu tarihsel, siyasal, ekonomik, kilttrel ve sosyal dontisim® yapilan bir¢ok arastirmayla
aydinlatilmaya calisiimistir. Strabon, Ibn-i Batutta, Evliya Celebi gibi énemli tarihci yazatlarin
yapmus oldugu ¢alismalarla ilk seklini alan arastirmalar, modern dénem bilim insanlarinin yapmus
oldugu calismalarla son seklini almustir. Sinop il merkezi, Ada Mahallesi, 24 pafta, 251 ada, 2.
parselde yer alan, T.C. Kiltir ve Turizm Bakanligy, Kiltiir Varliklart ve Mizeler Genel Mudirligi
ve Mimar Sinan Giizel Sanatlar Universitesi’nin izin ve destekleriyle Prof. Dr. Giilgiin Kéroglu
baskanliginda, 2010 yilindan itibaren devam ettirilen Balatlar Kilisesi ve kilisenin konumlandig:
alan Uzerinde yapilan arastirmalar (Res. 1), son donem calismalarini 6rnekleyen en 6nemli
bilimsel faaliyetlerden biri olarak kayitlara gecmistir.’

Bilimsel kayitlarda “Balatlar Kilisesi” ya da “Mithradates Sarayr” olarak gecen Balatlar Kilisesi
Yapt Toplulugu, Ge¢ Roma Dénemi’nde, MS 2-3. yiizyilda, bir imparatotluk hamami (#hermae)®
olarak insa edilmistir. Hellenistik evresiyle ilgili hentiz net bilgilere ulasilamamis olan bu hamam
kompleksinin,” bazt bolumleri 5. yluzyilda manastir kilisesine cevrilmistir. 6. yuzyilin ikinci
yarisindan 7. yuzyil ortalarina kadar gegen siiregte yapida mimari anlamda bir déniisime daha
izin verilmis iki adet erken donem kilisesi olustur.uldugu tespit edilmistir. Bu kiliselerle baglantils
olarak yapinin gevresinin mezarlk alani olarak kullaniddigr goérulmistir. Tum bu doénistimler
belli bir sonug getirse de en kokli ve yerlesik degisim 7. ylzyil sonunda gergeklesmistir. Yapinin I
ve II no.Ju mekanlari, Roma hamam kompleksinin “apodyteriun’ bolimi, kiliseye donustiirtilmiis;
yapi kazandigt bu yeni kimlikle 20. yizyilin ilk ¢eyregine kadar hizmet vermis, etrafi ise buray1 bir
ibadethane olarak kabul eden Rum Ortodoks halk tarafindan mezarlik alant olarak kullanilmistir.
Caligmalar, yapinin mimari anlamda gecirdigi bu donusiimlerin izlerini ortaya cikarirken giin
s1gina cikartlan farklt gruplara ait birgok malzemeyle de dénem insanlarinin yasami kolayca
tahlil edilebilmistir. Bahsi gecen mezarlik alaninda yer alan mezarlardan elde edilen buluntular,
bu baglamda bizler i¢in biyitk 6nem tagimustir.

Sinop’ta yasayan Rum-Ortodoks halkin, mezar mimarisi, mezar tipolojisi, 61t gomme bi¢imleri
dolayli olarak tebaanin Slileri i¢in dizenledigi seremoniler hakkinda en genis bilgilere; Hz.
Meryem’in Oliimiine/Uykusuna (Kozmesis) adanan, Balatlar Kilisesi, bu kilisenin dogusunda yer
alan hag planli yapi ile kuzeyine uzanan dikdortgen planh buyiik salon, yani mezathk (&oimeterion/
uyku yeri) olarak kullanilan alanda yuritilen antropolojik c¢alismalarla ulasimistir (Res. 2).
Mezarlardan gin 1s181na ¢ikarilan pek ¢ok eserle dénemin basta kiltiirel olmak tzere kiigik el
sanatlart ve dolaystyla ticari iliskileri mercek altina alinabilmistir. Elde edilen sonuglar vasitastyla
tebaanin gelencksel olarak cenaze térenlerini nasil tatbik ettikleri s6yle 6zetlenebilmistir:

Rum-Ortodoks cemaati tiim toplumlar gibi cenaze torenlerini kendilerine has kurallarla

1 Yilmaz 2009, 3.

2 Eroglu — Direr-Akhan 2013, 17.
3 Ustﬁn—Demirkaya — Tuluk 2012, 45.
4 Ozcan 2011, 30.

5 Kassab-Tezgor 2012, 3-9.
6 Yiksel — Koroglu 2012, 153.
7 Koroglu 2011, 66.

8

Yapu, frigidarium, tepiderinm, apodyterium, caldarium, latrina ve palaestra bolimleri olan bir imparatorluk hamami olarak inga
edilmistir.

9 Doonan 2004, 98-101.

100




Smvop BALATLAR Kirisest Yart TorLuruGu Kazist,
OSMANLI DONEMI GAYRIMUSLIMLERIN (ORTODOKS-HIRITIYAN) OLU GOMME TORENLERI VE BICIMLERINE GENEL BAKIS

yonetmistir. Buna gore; bir kisinin 6lim haberi alindiginda ilk olarak papaz ve 6len kisinin vaftiz
ailesinin ¢agirilmasi gerektigine inanmuglardir. Durumdan haberdar olan yakinlar 6li evine intikal
ettikten sonta, cenaze ytkama islemine baglamislardir.’ Yikama islemi tamamlandiktan sonra
6liintin tabuta yerlestirilmesi asamasina ge¢mislerdir. Olii tabuta yerlestirilmeden énce din adami
tarafindan 6linin yerlestitilecegi tabut, kutsal su ile takdis edilmistir." Bu islem tamamlandiktan
sonra 6len kisi eger bir asker ise formast, kilise gérevlisiyse hizmet kiyafetleri, sade bir vatandagssa
normal-gunliik kiyafetleri giydirilerek tabut igine yerlestirilmistir. Defin icin gerekli olan her sey
yapildiktan sonra tabut, genellikle siyah kiyafetler icinde olan bireylerin'? olusturdugu buyiik bir
kafile esliginde “#risagion” adi verilen bir ilahi sdylenerek mezarliga gotiiriilmistiir. Oli, tabutla
beraber duzgin bir sekilde mezar ¢ukuruna yetlestirilerek defnedilmistir.”” Defin isleminin
gerceklestirilmesinden ti¢ giin sonra din adamu, 6len kisiye cok yakin olan bir kadin refakatinde
mezar basina tekrar gitmis ve mezarlig1 tiitsiilemistir. Bu eylem, kadinlarin Isa’nin mezarini
ziyaret etmesi olayini isaret eden bir eylem olarak tanimlanmustir."* Rum-Ortodoks cemaatinin
bu siray1 takip eder bigimde devam eden 6li gomme geleneklerinin varligt ve sekli, Balatlar
Kilisesi’nde giin 1s181na ¢tkartlan mezarlardan elde edilen verilerle de dogrulanmistir.

17. yizyil sonu ile 20. yiizyil baglarina tarihlendirilen®™ genellikle sifir noktasindan -100
cm ile -300 cm kadar olan toprak seviyesi arasinda yer aldigt bilinen Rum-Ortodoks cemaati
mezarlarinin tarihlendirilmesi, sadece stratigrafik durum ve giin 1sigina c¢ikarlan mezar
buluntulart temel alinarak yapilmamustir. Mezar ¢ukuru icerisine koyulan kisinin viicut yerlestirilis
kombinasyonlari, tarihlendirmeyi saglayan bir diger unsur olarak karsimiza ¢ikmustir.'s Yapilan
¢alismalar, Rum-Ortodoks cemaatinin, olilerini genellikle mezar cukurlari igerisine baslari batiya
gelecek sekilde sirt tstd yatirilmus olarak biraktiklarini gostermistir. Genel olarak bu semanin
takip edildigi mezarlarda en 6nemli farkliligi, bireylerin kollarinin birlesim seklinin olusturdugu
tespit edilmistir. Kollarin; dirsekten kivrilarak gogus tzerinde capraz, tek kol gévde yanina
paralel, diger kol g6giis tizerinde capraz, ellerin gbbek tizerine ¢apraz, kollarin iki yanda gévdeye
paralel birakildig sekiller basta olmak tizere Slulerin degisik kombinasyonlarla mezar ¢ukuru
igerisine yerlestirildigi gorilmistiir (Res. 3). Bu kombinasyonlar haricinde bireylerin mezar
cukuru igerisine yatirilis sekillerinde, gelenekler ¢ergevesinde belirlenen birtakim pratiklerin de
gelistirildigi goralmustir. Coklu gébmu teknigi bu durumu 6rneklemistir. Bu yontemle mezarlar
bir nevi aile mezarhgina donustirilmustiir. Mezarlarda alan agma islemi diger kemiklerin mezar
disina tahliye edilmesiyle gerceklestirilmemistir. Eski zamanlarda 6lmis kisilerin vicut kemikleri,
mezar ¢ukuruna yerlestirilen bireyin ayak ucunda toplanmis; kafataslart ise defnedilen bireyin
basinin etrafina duzgiin bir sekilde siralanarak birakilmigtir. Iste bitiin bu detaylar, mezarlarin
donem ve kiltir 6zelliklerini net sekilde tanimlayabilmemizi saglamistir (Res. 4).

Giin 1s181ina gikarilan mezarlar, dénem icerisinde yasayan insanlarin sosyal statiisti, ekonomik
durumlari, ginliik yasamlari ya da sanatsal faaliyetleri gibi pek ¢ok 6zel konu hakkinda bilgi sahibi
olabilmemizi saglamistir. Ornegin; mezarlardan ¢ikarilan kandil, g6zyast sisesi, kisiye ait gesitli takilar,
hatira olarak mezar igerisine birakilan ikonalar ya da tekstil Grtnleri gibi cesitlendirebilecegimiz
birtakim buluntular, bu amacla degerlendirme kapsamina alinan somut veri grubunu olusturmustur
(Res. 5). Sinop Balatlar Kilisesi Ge¢ Osmanli Dénemi mezarlarindan giin 1s1gina ¢ikarilan, mezar
iclerine hediye olarak birakilmis Canakkale seramikleri olarak tanimlanan, yesil sirli kase ve canaklar

10 Olen kisi yiiksek riitbeli bir din adamiysa islemin bu kideme yakin bir zat tarafindan yapilmasina 6zen gésterilmistir.

11 Mezarlardan glin 1s181na cikarilan kandil, gbzyast sisesi ya da bu amagla kullanilmis, camdan yapilmis kiigiik boyutlu  kaplarin,
oluntin defni sirasinda 6lu tizerine dokiilen kutsal yag ve koku gelenegiyle ilintili oldugu bilinmektedir.

12 Bu bir yas gostergesidir. Aynt zamanda bu tip bir giyinme, insanlarin giinah icerisinde olduklarini, Slimiin her an yani
basimizda oldugunu bilerek siirekli tévbeyle yasamamuz gerektigini animsatmak icin gésterge olarak kabul edilmistir.

13 Kimi zaman mezar i¢lerine cesitli hediyeler de birakildigi da géralmistiir.

14 P Ulas, Ortodoks Kilisesi'nde Oliim ve Cenaze Téreni, <http://ortodokshristiyanlik.blogspot.com/2015/07 /olum-ve-
cenaze-toreni.html> (9 Ekim 2017).

15 Gun sigina crkarilan kiigtik pullar, seramik pargalar, tekstil parcalart vs. gibi pek ¢ok eser grubu tarihlendirmede somut veri
olarak kullanilmistir.

16 Bireylerin mezar ¢ukuru igerisine yatirilis sekilleri, bash basina toplumsal yasayisin ve bu toplumun benimsedigi inancin bir
yanstyisi olarak degerlendirilmis dolayisiyla bu durumun belli bir déneme isaret ettigi séylenebilmistir.
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(18-20. yuzyil), gbzyast siseleri, tekstil pargalart ile takilar agiklamaya galistigimiz bu durumu
orneklememize yardimct olmustur. (Res. 6). Sosyal hayat ile sanatsal faaliyetler, kapsaminda ele
alinacak konuyu aydinlatmada birer vasita olarak kullanilan bu malzemeler haricinde konuyla ilgili
bilgi sunan bir diger veri kaynagini da kemiklerin olusturdugu gorilmistir. Kemikler tizerinde
yapilan cesitli analizler, insanlarin sosyal ve ekonomik durumu hakkinda birtakim sonuglara
varilabilmesini olanakli hale getirmistir. Yapilan arastirmalar sonrasinda insanlarinin Slimlerine
sebep olan hastaliklarin teshis edilmesi bu durumu 6rneklemistir. Analizler sonucu elde edilen
bazi veriler, Balatlar Kilisesi’'ndeki Ge¢ Osmanli Dénemi’ne tarihlendirilen mezarlardaki kisilerin
bazilarinin lepra, paje, clizzam gibi agir hastaliklar sonucu oldigini gostermistir (Res. 7).
Iskeletlerde sadece agir hastaliklarin izlerine rastlanmamistir. Farklt besinlerin tiiketiminin neden
olabilecegi dis astnmalari, farkli meslek gruplarina mensup olan insanlarin diz, dirsek ve sirt
kemiklerinde gorilen gesitli hasarlar, bu durumu 6rneklemistir.

Balatlar Kilisesi kazi alanindan ortaya ¢ikarilan Hiristiyan-Ortodoks tebaaya ait mezarlarin
¢ogunun Uzerinin ¢ ile bes sira halinde dizilen tas stralariyla kapali oldugu gérilmustir (Res.
8). Taslarin; Erfelek bolgesi, Tatlica Selaleleri ve Karakum bélgesi tarafindan getirilen diizgiin
konglomera ve kayrak tast plakalardan olustugu tespit edilmistir.

Balatlar Kilisesi kazi alanindaki Hiristiyan-Ortodoks tebaaya ait mezarlar yaptigimiz
siniflandirmaya gore “6zel mimarili mezarlar”, “basit mezarlar”, “tas 6rgtli mezarlar”, “nis
igerisine yapilan mezarlar” ve “tonozlu mezarlar” olmak tizere bes ana baslik altinda incelenmistir.

Kilisenin dogusunda, caldarium denilen alanda yani VIII numarali mekanda 2011 yilinda
yapilan kazi calismalari esnasinda gln 1s181ina cikarilan ve alan igerisindeki diger mezarlardan
tamamen farkli 6zellikler gésterdigi kanaatine varilan dort adet “Ozel Mimarili Mezar”, (egimli
ya da papaz mezarlarr) yapmayl amacladigimiz tipolojinin ilk tiriini olusturmustur (Res. 9).
Buradaki mezarlarin kisa kenarlart tizerinde birtakim degisiklikler yapilarak mezar ¢ukurlarinin
oval bir forma doéntsturildugt gorilmistir. Mezarlarin batt yondeki kisa kenarlari, dogu
yondeki kisa kenarindan yiksekte yapilmis, boylelikle mezarlara batidan doguya dogru belirgin
bir egim verildigi tespit edilmistir. Mezarlarin bu tip bir bicimlendirmeye tabi tutulmas: degisik
inan¢ ve geleneklerin izlerinin takip edildigi fikrini kuvvetlendirmistir. Gun 1s1gina ¢ikarilan
eserler araciligiyla donemin din adamlarina ait oldugu fikrinde sabit olunan mezarlarin, form
olarak boyle bir sema icerisinde olmast Hz. Isa, yeryiiziine indiginde din alimlerinin onu ayakta
karsilayacagina olan inangla agiklanmistir. Kabul géren inaniga paralel olarak bu oval formlu
ve egilimli mezarlara kisilerin oturur vaziyette defnedildigi tespit edilmistir. Bu durum inang
unsurunun, mimariye yanstyisini gozler 6ntine sermistit.

Yapilan tipolojinin ikinci basamagini, “Basit Mezarlar” olusturmustur. Bireyin toplum
icerisindeki konumunu verdigi dustntlen, binyesinde ¢ok fazla ayrinti barindirmayan, hem
kurulum diizenleri hem de kazilar sonrasinda elde edilen bulgulariyla statti olarak halktan kisilere
ait olabilecegi diistintilen bu mezarlarin da yapilan ¢alisma i¢in buytk 6nem arz ettigi gorilmustir.

Basit mezarlar, 6zellikle kurulum acisindan degerlendirildiginde kendi igerisinde ikiye
ayrilmustir. Tipolojik olarak farklilik gésteren ilk mezar bigimini “Toprak Mezarlar” olusturmustur.
Belli bir derinlige kadar agilan bu mezar tipinde mezarin olusumu icin baska bir uygulamaya
yer verilmemistir. Olen kisinin acilan mezar igerisine yerlestirilmesinden sonra mezar ¢ukuru,
tahliye edilen topragin tekrar doldurulmasiyla kapatilmistir. Herhangi bir sinir belirleme islemine
girilmemis ayrica mezari koruma amagcl bir takim uygulamalara basvurulmamustir. Bu gruptaki
mezarlarin ¢ogunda 6len kisinin direkt olarak topraga yerlestirildigi gérulmustir. Fakat yapilan
calismalar kimi zaman bu tipolojiyi, olusturan mezarlarin igerisine Sliniin ahsap bir tabutla
yerlestirildigini de g&stermistir. “Basit Mezar” grubu icerisinde yer alan ve bu bashgin ikinci
alt dalin1 olusturan bir diger mezar bi¢imini “Tek Sira Tas Dizili Mezarlar” olusturmustur.
Dikdortgen bir form 6zelligi gésteren ve sinirlart tek sira dizensiz yerlestirilmis kiiciik taslarla
belirginlestirilmis bu mezar tipinde genellikle halktan kisilerin gémilii oldugu disunilmustir.
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Agilan mezarlardan elde edilen veriler, mezarlarin Gzerinin ahsap plaka ya da toprakla 6rtila
oldugunu géstermistir (Res. 10).

Mezar tipolojisi igerisinde yer alan bir diger grubu “Tas Orgiilii Mezarlar” olusturmustur. “Tas
Orgiileri Arasinda Har¢ Olan Mezarlar” (tek sirali harcli ve ¢ok siralt harcli olmak iizere ikiye
ayrilir) ve “Tas Orgiileri Arasinda Har¢ Olmayan Mezarlar” (tek sirali hargsiz ve gok siralt hargsiz
olmak tizere ikiye ayrilabilir) olmak tzere iki alt basligin olusturdugu bu mezar grubu bizler i¢in
buytk 6nem tagimistir (Res. 11). Cinki nicelik olarak alan igerisinde basit mezar grubundan
sonra en stk karsimiza ¢ikan grubu bu mezarlar olusturmustur. Genel olarak bu grup igerisinde
yer alan mezarlar, dort tarafi saglam kesme taslarla 6riilerek olusturulmustur. Boylelikle beseri ve
fiziksel etkilerle mezar igerisinde meydan gelecek tahribatin en aza indirgenmesi hedeflenmistir.
Mezarlarin iglerine toprak akmasi ve akan topragin bireye ait kalintilara zarar vermesi boylelikle
engellenmistir.

“Tas Orgiilii, Tas Orgiileri Arasinda Har¢ Olmayan Mezarlar” kendi icerisinde ikiye
ayrilmustir. “Tek Sirali Hargsiz” ve “Cok Sirali Hargsiz Mezarlar” bu grubu olusturan iki farkls
bicimlendirme olarak karsimiza ¢ikmistir. Bu iki tip mezarda ortak nokta mezarlarin bas ve
ayak ucunu olusturan kenarlarda diiz plaka tas ya da daha buyik kesme taslarin dik olarak
yerlestirilmesi olmustur. Bigimsel olarak belli bir statik dengenin kurulamadigt béylelikle iscilik
Ozelligi bakimindan degerlendirildiginde 6zensiz bir kurulumu oldugu gériilen her iki tip mezarin
birbirlerinden farklilik gésteren en temel 6zellikleri, uzun dikdortgen bir form 6zelligi gésteren
mezar ¢ukurlarinin uzun kenarlarinda kullanilan tas dizilerinin sayist olmustur. Kimi zaman tek
sira tas dizisi ile ¢evrelendigi gortlen alanlarin kimi zaman ¢ok sira tas dizisiyle ¢evrelendigi
gorilmistiir. Tabi burada farklilik sadece iscilik manasinda 6n plana ¢tkmamaktadir. Halktan
kisilere ait olan bu mezarlarin her ikisi de primitif bir kurulum 6zelligi tasisa da ¢ok siralt dizilerin
yine diger gruba nazaran daha 6zenli bir kurulumla bigimlendirildigi sOylenebilmistir. Her iki
mezar tirinde de mezarlarin ya direk olarak toprakla ya da yasst ve diizgiin bir plaka tasla
kapatildigr gérilmustiir. “Tas Orgiilii, Tas Orgtileri Arasinda Har¢ Olmayan Mezarlar”a nazaran
daha ince bir iscilikle olusturuldugu gériilen “Tas Orgiilerin Arast Hargli/Stvali Mezarlar” grup
icerisinde yer alan bir diger alt basligi olusturan tiir olarak karsimiza ¢ctkmistir. Bu mezarlarin diger
tipteki mezarlarla karsilastirldiginda belli bir teknik kullanilarak olusturuldugu gortlmustiir. Bu
grup icerisine dahil edebilecegimiz mezarlarin, uzun ve kisa duvarlarinin tzeri, i¢ ve dis ylzeyi
diizgiin bicimde ¢imento karisimli stva ile kaplanmustir. Mezarlarin tGzetleri yasst ve diizglin plaka
taslarla kapatidmistir.

“Nis Icerisine Yapilan Mezarlar”, Balatlar Kilisesi'nde yapilan kazilar sonucunda ortaya
ctkarilan bir diger mezar tipi olarak karsimiza ¢ikmistir. Bu tiirde mevecut mimarinin olanaklart
dogrultusunda 6zellikle duvarlarda yani cephede yer alan buyik agikliklarin (nislerin) mezar
alanlarina dontstirialdigi tespit edilmistir. Dtz toprak zeminde yapilan mezar tipleri gibi bu
mezar tirinin de iki gruba ayrildigr gérilmustir. Birinci grup mezarlar; nisin i¢ine herhangi
bir diizenleme yapilmadan, mevcut alanin dogrudan mezar alant olarak kullaniddigi “Basit
Gomi Mezarlar” ikinci grup mezarlart ise iclerinde yasst plaka taslar veya diizgtun kesilmis taslar
kullanilarak meydan getirilen “Nis Icine Tas Orgiilii Mezarlar” olusturmustur (Res. 12).

Kompleks i¢inde yer alan bir diger mezar tirtini alan icinde tek bir 6rnek olmasina ragmen
“Tonozlu Mezarlar” grubu olusturmustur. IV h no’lu agmada -2.51 cm derinlikte 200x230
cm Olgtlerinde bulunan bu mezarin daha sonraki bir kullanim evresinde ¢6p cukuru olarak
kullanildig1 tespit edilmistir (Res. 13).

Binlerce veriyle gunimizden yiizlerce yil Oncesini anlayabilmemizi saglayan Balatlar
Kilisesi’nin mezar mimarisinin, 6liim sonrasi hayata olan inancin varliginin géstergesi olan mezar
buluntularinin ve bu inangla paralel bir gelisim g6steren 6lii gomme geleneklerinin tanimlandigt
bu kapsamli ¢alisma, bize; arkeolojik degerlendirmelerin disinda Sliimiin sadece diinya denilen
diizen i¢in bir degisim igerdigini, varilan noktanin insan hayatinin dénisimuind saglayan bir ara
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streci oldugunu 6gretmistir.
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Resim 1. Balatlar Kilisesi Yap1 Toplulugu’nu gosteren hava fotografi (Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).

Resim 2. Balatlar Kilisesi ve mezarlik alant olarak kullanilan dikd6rtgen planlt Biytik Salon
(Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).

Resim 3. Osmanli Dénemi Hiristiyan-Ortodoks mezatlarinda bireylerin mezar icerisine yetlestirilis bicimleri
(Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).
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Resim 4. Osmanli Dénemi Hiristiyan-
Ortodoks mezarlarinda ¢oklu gémi 6rnegi
(Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).

Resim 5. Osmanlt Dénemi Hiristiyan-Ortodoks mezar buluntularindan 6rnekler (Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).
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Resim 6. Olii gdmme gelenekleriyle iliskili mezar buluntulari (Canakkale Seramikleri) (Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).

Resim 7. Osmanli Dénemi Hiristiyan-Ortodoks mezatlari teshisi yapilan bazt hastaliklar (Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).

Resim 8. Osmanli Dénemi Hiristiyan-Ortodoks mezatlar — yerel taslardan olusan mezar kapaklart
(Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).
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Resim 9. Balatlar Kilisesi/VIII No.lu Mekan-
Ozel mimarili mezarlar (din adamlarina ait
mezarlar)(Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).

Resim 10. Basit mezarlar (toprak ve tek sira tas dizili mezarlar) (Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).
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(Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).

Resim 12. Nis ici mezarlart (basit mezarlar ve tas 6rgiilti mezarlar)(Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).

Resim 13. Tonozlu mezarlar (Balatlar Kazist Arsivi).
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CHARACTERIZATION OF ANCIENT MORTARS FROM
SINOP BALATLAR BUILDING COMPLEX!

Ozden ORMANCI-OZTURK, Meri¢ BAKILER, Sedat KURUGOL, Burcu KIRMIZI,
Giilgiin KOROGLU*

ABSTRACT

The city of Sinop, which lies on a peninsula on the Black Sea, is situated in northernmost point of Turkey. In
the city center of Sinop, there is an ancient building complex called Balatlar Church which was built between about
2nd-3rd centuries as a Roman bath-palaestra complex. The ongoing excavations revealed that the complex was
converted into a church in the 4th-6th centuries and used as a Greek Orthodox monastery during the Ottoman
Period.

The present study aims to describe and characterize the mortars used in the construction of the Greek
Orthodox monastery. Within the framework of the research, the mineralogy and petrography of the mortars have
been studied in detail. The content and ratio of the binder/aggtregate parts, characteristic minerals, general textural
properties of the samples were investigated by petrographical analyses using optical microscope and the crystalline
phases were identified by X-ray diffraction (XRD).

Keywords: Balatlar Church, ancient mortars, advanced characterization, XRD, SEM-EDS.

Sinop Balatlar Yap1 Kompleksine Ait Tarihi Harglarin Karakterizasyonu

OZET

Karadeniz, Hellenistik dénemden Osmanl dénemine kadar politik, toplumsal, ckonomik ve kiltiirel agilardan
o6nemli bir bolgedir. Karadeniz’de bir yarimada tizerine kurulmus olan Sinop kentinde, 2-3. yiizyillarda Roma
hamamt olarak insa edilmis olan ve Balatlar Kilisesi adiyla bilinen bir yapt kompleksi bulunmaktadir. Devam
eden kazi galigmalari, kompleksin 4-6. ylizyillarda kiliseye ¢evrildigi ve Osmanl Dénemi boyunca Rum Ortodoks
manastirt olarak kullanildigini ortaya ¢tkarmistir.

Bu calisma, Balatlar Kilisesi’nin duvar resimleri tizerine malzeme karakterizasyonunu kapsayan daha genis
caplt bir calismanin parcast olup, Rum Ortodoks manastirinin yapiminda kullanilan harclar karakterize etmeyi
amaglamaktadir. Bu calisma ile elde edilen sonugclar, kilisenin restorasyonu icin de faydali bilgiler saglayacaktir.
Calisma kapsaminda, harglarin petrografik ve mineralojik 6zellikleri detaylt olarak incelenmistir. Kizdirma kayb,
asit ile muamele, optik mikroskop kullantlarak gerceklestirilen petrografik analizler sonucunda baglayici/agrega
orant ve miktarlari, karakteristik mineraller, genel dokusal 6zellikler belitlenmistir. X-Isini difraktometresi ile kristal
fazlar tespit edilmis, SEM-EDS analizleri ile harclarin mikroyapilart incelenmistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Balatlar Kilisesi, tarihi harclar, ileri karakterizasyon, XRD, SEM-EDS.

Introduction

The characterization of ancient mortars can provide crucial information about historical buildings
by defining their raw materials and therefore the technology available at the time of production.

Many scientific studies about Ottoman mortars have been reported in the literature”. However,

* Asst. Prof. Ozden Ormanct-Oztiirk, Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University Material Research Center for Cultural Property and
Artworks, ozden.ormanci@msgsu.edu.tr.

Prof. Dr. Meri¢ Bakiler, Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University The School of Conservation and Restoration of Movable Cultural
Property, meric.bakiler@msgu.cdu.tr.

Prof. Dr. Sedat Kurug6l, Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University Vocational School-Department of Architectural Restoration,
sedat.kurugol@msgsu.edu.tr.

Asst. Prof. Burcu Kirmizi, Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University, Department of Art History, burcu.kirmizi@msgsu.edu.tr.
Prof. Dr. Gulgin Kéroglu, Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University Department of Art History, gulgun.koroglu@msgsu.edu.tr.

1 The Scientific and Technological Research Council of Turkey (TUBITAK) is greatly acknowledged for its financial support
in the scope of 1001 funding program with the project number 114K263. All the analyses were performed at Mimar Sinan Fine
Arts University, Material Research Center for Cultural Property and Artworks-Central Research Laboratory.

2 Moropoulou ef al. 2000, 58; Binici ez a/ 2010, 2002; Moropoulou ez al. 2003, 898.

111




O. ORMANCI-OZzTURK, M. BAKILER, S. KURUGOL, B. Kirmizl, G. KOROGLU

the investigations on Ottoman mortars found in the Black Sea region of Turkey are yet limited.
The city of Sinop, which lies on a peninsula in the Black Sea, is situated in the northernmost point
of Turkey (Fig. 1). In the city center of Sinop, there is an ancient building complex called Balatlar
Church which was built between the 2nd—3rd centuries as a Roman bath-palaestra complex. The
ongoing excavations have revealed that the complex was converted into a church in the 4th-6th
centuries and used as a Greek Orthodox monastery during the Ottoman Period.” The church
of the Orthodox monastery (Balatlar Church) displays polychrome wall paintings of the Late
Byzantine style with scenes from the Bible and the Old Testament, dating to the Ottoman Period
(15th-20th century). It is inferred from an Ottoman-Greek bilingual inscription, once located in
the southern entrance gate of the church, that these wall paintings were restored in 1640-1641.*

The present study is part of a greater research project on the material characterization of wall
paintings from Balatlar Building Complex, and aims to describe and characterize the mortars
used in the construction of the Greek Orthodox monastery to produce knowledge on ancient
mortars. For this purpose, the mortar samples were investigated by petrographical and XRD
analyses.

The outcomes of this study are expected to be utilized in the restoration works of the
building complex in the near future. Moreover, the differences in the production technologies
of the Roman and Ottoman Period mortars/plasters can be recognized by considering the
results of our previous archacometric study on the Roman plasters used in the same building
complex.’

Materials and Methods
Materials

Sampling was carried out from both the interior and exterior walls of the monastery (Fig.2).
The locations of the samples were carefully selected in order to avoid contaminations of
biological origin which can be traced on the surfaces in some places. Codes and the types of
the analyzed samples in the monastery are coded in a table for a collective visualization (Tabl.
1). The samples were coded with respect to their locations; for instance, W1-1 represents the
sample taken from the southern niche (Wall 1).

Based on their functions and the visual examinations, the samples were divided into three
main groups as the following: the plasters with coarse aggregates (Group I), the plasters used
under the wall paintings with fine aggregates/no aggregates (Group II), and the samples used
as joint mortars (Group III).

Methods

The epoxy-impregnated cross-sections of the samples were prepared for the petrographical
analyses. The samples were firstimpregnated with epoxy resin and then cured at room temperature
for two days to allow proper hardening, Excess epoxy on the top surface was removed by
grinding and the samples were then cut with a diamond saw to prepare the thick sections. The
thin sections of the samples were prepared by grinding the thick sections down to ~30 um.
The thick sections were examined under a Nikon SMZ 1000 stereomicroscope equipped with
a digital camera to determine the binder/aggregate fractions and the aggregate types. The thin
section examinations were carried out by using a Nikon Eclipse 50iPOL polarizing microscope
to identify the types of rock fragments and minerals.

3 Koéroglu ef al. 2014, 511-534.
4 Bryer — Winfield 1985.
5 Bakiler ez a/. 2016, 273.
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Sércr)lgie Locations in the monastery Macroscopic Observations
W1-1 Southern niche Plaster with organic fibrous materials
W2-1 Southern niche Plaster with rare aggregates
Southern entrance gate of the )
W3-1 church Plaster with aggregates
Southern entrance gate of the Plaster with fine aggregates and organic
W3-2 .
church fibrous materials
Southern entrance gate of the Plaster with fine aggregates and organic
W3-3 .
church fibrous materials
Southern entrance gate of the Joint mortar with crushed bricks, white
W3-4 ) i
church lumps and organic fibrous materials
Southern entrance gate of the )
W3-5 church Plaster with rare aggregates
W4-1 Exterior lunette of the southern Plaster with organic fibrous materials
entrance gate
W51 Northwest wall of the church Plaster with crushed bricks and sand
aggregates
W5-2 Northwest wall of the church Plaster with ﬁne aggregates and organic
fibrous materials
Southern wall of the chur;h and Joint mortar with crushed bricks and white
Wo6-1 southern part of the arch in the 1
umps
west
Southern wall of the church and Plaster with reoates and oreanic fbrous
Wo6-2 southern part of the arch in the aster with aggregates and organic ou
materials
west
Southern wall of the church and
Wo-3 the southern part of the arch in Plaster with organic fibrous materials
the west
W7-1 Eastern wall of the church-Apsis | Plaster with fine aggregates

Table 1. The locations and types of the analyzed mortars in the Greek Orthodox monastery.
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The mineralogical compositions were evaluated by X-ray diffraction (XRD) analyses
using a Bruker D8 Discover diffractometer with Ni-filtered CuKa radiation (40 kV, 30 mA)
and 2-dimensional Vantec 500 detector. In order to eliminate the heterogeneity and obtain a
representative sample, the samples were ground in an agate mortar for XRD analysis. All the
measurements were carried out in the range 3° < 20 < 80°, with 10 increments and a step size
of 0.02° in the step scan mode.

Results and Discussion
Petrographical Analyses

The results of the petrographical analyses are summarized collectively within a table (Tabl. 2).
After evaluating the results of the analyses, the samples were reclassified. The samples in Group
I (W3-1, W3-3, W5-1 and W6-2) were found to have a high amount of siliceous aggregates,
around 35%-60%. These samples are considered to be the original mortars representing the
earliest period of construction.

The samples from Group II display differences in their production technologies. The
plasters of W1-1, W2-1 and W4-1, which were used under the wall paintings, display the
highest binder fractions as expected. The siliceous aggregate fractions of these samples are
also within the range of 0-5%. However, the samples W3-2, W5-2, W6-3 and W7-1, have a
relatively low binding ratio and the sample W3-5 has a different type of binder other than
lime.

Group III comprises the joint mortars, W3-4 and W6-1. The sample W3-4 has aggregates
mainly composed of crushed bricks with small amounts of white lumps (lime) and limestone,
and small amounts of siliceous aggregates. However, the thick/thin sections of the other joint
mortar from the building, W6-1, could not be prepared due to the insufficient amount of the
sample. For this reason, its insoluble residue obtained after the hydrochloric acid treatment
was analyzed under the stereomicroscope and it is determined that the aggregates of this
mortar were composed of crushed bricks and quartz. The use of mortars based on lime and
crushed bricks or tiles, dates back to ancient times. The Romans had produced this type of
mortars and then its use spread to Europe, northern Aftrica and Ottoman Empire.® Many
names have been used to designate this type of material; Horasan in Turkey, Surkhi in India,
Homra in Arabic countries and Cocciopesto in Italy.” Horasan mortars were widely used in the
Ottoman buildings especially during the 15th century and the following periods due to their
high durability.®

X-Ray Diffraction Analyses

The results of XRD analyses (Fig. 4) and representative XRD diffractograms (Fig. 5)
are collected within a table (Tabl. 3). XRD results showed that the samples were essentially
composed of calcite and silicates corroborating the microscope observations. Calcite and quartz
are the main phases detected by XRD whereas plagioclase was also present in W3-4. The sample
of W3-5, which was taken from the most intervened W3 region, was the only gypsum-based
mortar in the entire church structure (Fig, 5).

6 Moropoulou et al. 2005, 300.
7 Elsenetal. 2012.
8 Arioglu — Acun 2006, 1230.
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Sample | Binder- Carbonate fraction | Crushed| Other Siliceous aggregates
Code | aggregate (%) brick | additives
fraction Type % (%) Type o
()
W1-1 [ 90-95% - | lime lump 0-5 1-3 organic black slag, quartz, 1-3
5-10% fibrous sandstone
materials
W2-1 | 90-95% - | shell, lime 5-7 <1 organic | black slag, quartz, mica, | 1-3
5-10% lump fibrous feldspar
materials
W3-1 | 35-40% - | limestone, | 15-20 - - black slag, feldspar, 40-
60-65% shell, lime quartz, sandstone, 45
lump quartzite, metasandstone
W3-2 | 75-80% - shell 1-3 <1 organic black slag, feldspar, 15-
20-25% fibrous quartz, sandstone, 20
materials amphibole
W3-3 | 25-30% - | limestone, | 30-35 <1 organic quartz, sandstone, 35-
70-75% shell fibrous | quartzite, metasandstone | 40
materials
W3-4 [ 25-30% - | lime lump, | 15-18 40-45 - black slag, feldspar, 10-
70-75% | limestone quartz, sandstone 12
W3-5 | 85-90% - calcite 0-5 1-3 - black slag, quartz, 3-5
10-15% sandstone
W4-1 | 90-95% - | limestone 1-3 <1 organic black slag, quartz 0-5
5-10% fibrous
materials
W5-1 | 25-30% - | limestone, 5-10 5-7 - black slag, feldspar, 55-
70-75% shell quartz, amphibole, 60
sandstone,
metasandstone
W5-2 | 70-75% - | limestone, | 10-15 <1 organic black slag, quartz, 10-
25-30% shell fibrous sandstone 15
materials
W6-2 | 40-45% - | limestone, | 10-15 <1 - black slag, quartz, 40-
55-60% shell, amphibole, sandstone, | 45
marble volcanic rock fragments,
schist, metasandstone
W6-3 | 85-90% - | limestone, 5-10 <1 organic black slag, quartz, 0-5
10-15% shell fibrous sandstone
materials
W7-1 | 85-90% - | limestone, 0-5 <1 organic black slag, quartz, 0-5
10-15% | shell, calcite fibrous sandstone, quartzite
materials,
coal

Table 2. The results of the petrographical analyses including binder-aggregate, carbonate and

crushed brick fractions and the types and fractions of siliceous aggregates.
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Sample Codes XRD Results
W1-1 Calcite
W2-1 Calcite
W3-1 Calcite, Quartz
P3-P8 Calcite
W3-3a Calcite, Quartz, Gypsum
W3-4 Calcite, Quartz, Albite
W3-5 Gypsum, Quartz
W4-1 Calcite, Quartz
W5-2 Calcite, Quartz
W5-1 Calcite, Quartz
Wo-1 Calcite, Quartz, Gypsum
Wo6-2 Calcite, Quartz
Wo6-3 Calcite, Quartz
W7-1 Calcite, Quartz

Table 3. The mineral phases detected by XRD.

Conclusion

A selected set of mortar samples from the Greek Orthodox monastery belonging to Sinop
Balatlar Building Complex, were characterized by petrographical and XRD analyses. According
to the results, the mortars are generally lime-based, and the binder-aggregate ratios are highly
variable. The variations of the binder-aggregate ratios may be related to the interventions during
the long-term use of the church. The carbonate aggregate types of the mortars are very similar
to each other, usually comprising shells and limestone. The silicate aggregates in all samples
are generally composed of sedimentary rocks such as sandstones, metamorphic rocks such as
quartzites and schists, and in most cases black slag is also present. Apart from these, very few
volcanic rocks such as basalt are found in the samples. The minerals detected are respectively
quartz, feldspar, mica and amphibole group minerals according to their frequency of occurrence.

As a result, the three groups of mortar samples were further classified into five groups
depending on their mineralogical properties, binder-aggregate and crushed brick ratios. Thus, it
can be concluded that these groups differ in terms of their production technique.

The results obtained from this study contribute to the knowledge on the mortar production
technology of the Ottoman Period in northern Anatolia and shed light on the cultural history
and technological level of the related period.
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Figure 1. The location of Sinop and the image of Sinop Balatlar Building Complex.

Figure 2. The monastery walls with the sampling locations.
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Figure 3. Thin section images of the samples; a) W2-1, b) W3-1, ¢)
W3-4, d) W4-1, e) W5-2, f) W5-1, g) Wo6-2, h) Wo6-3.

Figure 4. XRD diffractograms of the samples W1-1, W3-4, W5-2, Wo6-2.

Figure 5. XRD diffractogram of the sample W3-5.
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SINOP KILICLI VADISI KAZISINDA ELDE EDILEN DOKUMA KUMAS
BULUNTULARI

Ceyhun BERKOL*

OZET

Dokuma ve dokumaciligin tarihgesinin anlagilmasi konusunda arkeolojik kazilar en 6nemli veri bankast
niteligindedir. Ozellikle agilan mezarlarda bulunan dokumacilik malzemeleri ve dokuma parcalart, dénemleri
hakkinda 6nemli bilgiler icermektedir.

Tarihsel strecte yer almig olan medeniyetlerin  gému  geleneklerinde farkliliklar g6zlemlenmektedir.
Bazt medeniyetlerde bedenin giysileriyle gomiilmesi gelenegi; donem giysileri, dokuma teknikleri ve dénem
dokumaciliginda kullandan elyaflar konusunda aydinlatict bilgiler icermektedir. Tarihsel strecte; hentiz petrol
tirevleri ve sentetik elyaf kesfedilmedigi icin dokumacilikta, hayvansal elyaf gurubundan yin ve ipek; bitkisel
elyaf gurubundan pamuk, keten, kenevir gibi dogal elyaflar kullanilmistir. Dogal elyaflarin doga sartlarina dayanma
gucliginden 6tird, kazilarda elde edilen kumas kalintilari nadir ve kiymetli buluntulardir. Gémiilen bireylerin
uzerlerindeki giysiler, kisilerin statiileri, meslekleri ve cinsiyetlerine gére farkliliklar gostermektedir.

Sinop Miize Midurligi tarafindan, yakin bir gelecekte baraj géli altinda kalacak olan, Boyabat Ilgesi yakinlarindaki
Kilicht Vadisi’nde, 2013 yilinda kapsamli bir kazi ¢alismast yapilmistir. Vadide, Erken Bizans Dénemi’nden 20. yiizyil
baslarina degin, farkll dénemlerde kullanidmus kilise ve mezarliklar bulunmugtur. “Sinop Kilich Vadisi Kazisi’'nda
acilan mezarlar ve diger buluntularin yani sira; agilan iki mezardan elde edilen dokuma kumas parcalart bu ¢alismada
ayrintil bir sekilde irdelenecektir. Sertlesmis ve aga¢ kabugu gériinimiindeki kumas parcalarinin gorsel, fiziksel ve
laboratuvarda yapilan renk ve elyaf analiz verileri yardimiyla; dogal bitkisel elyaf kategorisinden, keten dokuma
oldugu ve bireyin tizerinde bulundugu konumdan 6tiirt dis giysi olarak kullanildigi anlasiimaktadir.

Bu calisma kapsaminda buluntularin nasil bir giysiye ait oldugu, dokuma teknigi ayrintilt bir sekilde dénem
ozelliklerini tagtyan farkli 6rneklerle karsilastirmalart yapilarak tanitilacaktir.

Anahtar Kelimeler Kilich Kilisesi, tarihsel siirecte dokuma, dokumacilik, dogal elyaflar, giysi.

The Woven Fabric Remains From The Sinop Kiligh Valley Excavations

ABSTRACT

Archeological excavations are the most important data bank for the history of weaving and textiles.
Especially,fabric pieces and weaving materials found in opened graves reveal important information about their
age.

¢ Within the historical process, because petroleum by products and synthetic fibres were not yet developed,
animal fibres such as wool and silk, and vegetable fibres such as cotton, linen, and hemp were used. Because it
is difficult for natural fibres to brave natural conditions, the remains of fabrics found in excavations are rare and
valuable relics. The garments worn by the buried show differences according to the status, profession, and gender
of the buried.

Near the town of Boyabat, an extensive excavation by the Sinop Museum Management was made in 2013 in the
Kilight Valley, which in the near future will be left under the waters of a dam lake. In the valley, were found a church
and graves that date back to the Early Byzantine Period and used over different periods. Besides the graves opened
in the Sinop Kiligh Valley Excavation and other finds, the fabric pieces in two other graves will be explored in detail
in this study. According to the visual, physical, and laboratory colour and fabric data of these fabric pieces that look
like a hardened tree bark it can be concluded that these pieces are of linen, that is of vegetable origin. Because of
where they were found on the wearer, it can also be concluded that they belonged to outerwear.

In this study, the kind of garment these pieces belonged to, and the weaving techniques will be explored in
comparison to other examples displaying the characteristics of the period.

Keywords: Kilicli Church, history of weaving, weaving, natural fibres, garment.

Dokuma ve dokumaciligin tarihgesinin anlagilmasi konusunda arkeolojik kazilar en 6nemli
veri bankasi niteligindedir. Ozellikle agilan mezarlarda bulunan dokumacilik malzemeleri ve
dokuma parcalari, donemleri hakkinda 6nemli bilgiler icermektedir.

Tarihselstirecteyeralmisolanmedeniyetleringémiigeleneklerinde farkliiklar g zlemlenmektedir.
Bazi medeniyetlerde bedenin giysileriyle gémiulmesi gelenegi; donem giysileri, dokuma tekniklert
ve donem dokumaciliginda kullanilan elyaflar konusunda aydinlatict bilgiler icermektedir.
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Sinop Miuize Mudirligt tarafindan, yakin bir gelecekte baraj goli altinda kalacak olan, Boyabat
Ilgesi yakinlarindaki Kilich Vadisi’nde, 2013 yilinda kapsamli bir kazt calismast yapilmistir. Vadide,
Erken Bizans Dénemi’nden 20. yiizyil baslarina degin, farkli donemlerde kullanilmuis kilise ve
mezarliklar bulunmustur. Kilicht Vadisi kazisinda agilan ve iki din adamina ait oldugu belirtilen
mezarlardan elde edilerek gtin 15181na ¢tkartilan kumas parcalart da, donemin giysileri konusunda
onemli bilgiler icermektedir.

Dokumacilik

Tekstil, insanin iklimsel kosullar karsisinda gereksinimlerinden dogmus ve ilk olarak sazlarin
orulmesiyle meydana getirilen dokumalar veya hayvan postlart ile giyinmislerdir. Paleolitik Cag
denilen Tas Devri, GO 2,8 milyon-10.000 arasina tarihlendirilmistir. Sepetciligin, Paleolitik
Doénem’den beri bilindigi ve buyiik bir olasilikla dokumaciligin buradan tiiremis oldugu
belirtilmektedir.!

Dokumaciligin nerede basladigr konusunda, bu giine degin farkli goriisler ileri stirilmustr.
Yapilan arkeolojik kazilar, okunan belgeler bu gorisleri desteklemistir.? 1962 yilinda, Konya’nin
152 km giineydogusunda, Catal Héyuk’te, Melleart, Helback ve Burnham tarafindan bulunan
Neolitik dokuma pargalart Ankara Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesi'nde sergilenmektedir. Bu
buluntularin MO 6000 yilina ait olduklart belirtilmektedir. Bu kalintilarin teknik agidan ileri
olmalari, bunlardan 6nce dokunmus pargalarin da bulunmasini gerektirir. Bu nedenle dokumacilik
tarihinin ¢ok daha Onceki tarihlere dayanmast s6z konusudur. Pope’a gére dokumaciligin Orta
Asyda MO 3000°de; Lewis’e gére, Misir'da MO 2400’de; Kazim Dirik’e gore ise, Orta Asya’da
MO 2300°de basladig kabul edilmektedir. Ancak Misir’da dokumacilik daha da eskiye gitmekte
ve MO 3721-3000 tarihlerine ait kumas parcalart bulundugu bilinmektedir.?

Dokumacilikta Kullanilan Dogal Elyaflar

Dokumaciligin en 6nemli ham maddesi olan elyaf, lif sozciginiin ¢ogul halidir. Tarih
oncesinden baslayarak, yapilan dokumacilikta 6nce bitkisel elyaf olan keten, daha sonra
hayvansal elyaflardan yiin dokunmustur. Ipek ve pamuklu dokumacilik daha sonraki tarihlere
rastlamaktadir.

Keten elyafi, “Keten” ad:t verilen bitkinin saplarindan elde edilen ¢ok degerli bir elyaftir.
Bitki keten tohumundan elde edilmektedir ve Linacea familyasinin Linum cinsindendir. Bu
cinsin farkli bolgelerde yetisen 200 civarinda tiirt vardir. Bunlar arasinda ticaret ve endustri
bakimindan 6nemli olan ve kilturt yapilan tirG “Linum Usatissimunsdur. Latince bir sozciik olan,
“usatissimum’ un Turkce karsilign “cok kullanisl”dir.* Elyaf, mikroskop altinda uzun, patlak, ¢cok
ince ve yesilden griye kadar uzanan bir skalada farkli renk tonlarinda gérilmektedir. Pamuk gibi
ucu kapali tek bir elyaftan olusan keten elyafi, kendi i¢inde bircok kilcal elyaftan olugsmaktadir. Bu
kilcal ve saydam yapil elyaf, boydan kesilecek olursa, bu kesitten dar bir damar ve kalin duvarlt
bir yap1 ve degisik araliklarla “X”e benzeyen, golge gibi kirisleri gorulir. Elyafin adeta bogumlu
bir yap1 igerisinde oldugu gozlemlenmistir. Bu saplar taranip elyaf haline geldiginde 10-25 u
(u=mikron) olur. Pamuktan t¢ kat daha saglamdir. Keten sapinin dokusal (Histolojik) yapisi
kontrol edildiginde; deri tabakasi, kabuk tabakasi, elyaf demetleri, doku tabakast, odun tabakasi,
ilik borusu gibi alt1 farkli katman gozlemlenir. Fiziksel 6zelliklerinden en 6nemlisi pamuktan
daha parlak ve saglam olusundan 6tiirti pamuga oranla daha serinletici olmasidir. Keten elyafi

1 Délen 1992, 2.

2 Gonil 1966, 391-392.
3 Gonil 1966, 392.

4 Berkol 2008, 43.
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pamuktan daha higroskopiktir % 8-12 nem tasirlar.®

Keten lif, 6zellikle glintimtizde giyim ve ev tekstilinde kullanilmaktadir. Cok burusmasindan
oturd, giysi olarak kullaniminda baz: bitim islemleri uygulanmaktadir. Lifin kullanim alanlarint
giyim, aksesuar, ev tekstili ve endiistriyel tekstiller olarak gruplandirabiliriz.®

Temel Dokuma Yapilari

Dokuma, belirli kurallar uyarinca, iki iplik sisteminin dik a¢1 yaparak kesismesinden olusur.
Dokumayt olusturan dikey iplere “c6zgt”, yatay iplere “atkr” adi verilir. Her ¢6zgt, atk: ipliginin
altindan veya tstinden gegerek yani; her ¢ozgui ipligi atki ipligini yukari ve asagt hareketle baglar.

Baglama teknigine gére dokumalar, Basit, Kuvvetlendirilmis ve Ozel dokumalar olmak tizere
¢ bolume ayrilirlar. Basit dokumalar; bir ¢6zgil ve bir atki sistemiyle olusturulurlar ve ti¢ temel
baglama sistemine dayanarak gelistirilirler. Bunlar; Bezayagi Dokuma, Dimi Dokuma ve Saten
Dokuma’dir.

Dokumacilikta Kullanilmig Dogal Boyarlar

Boyamaciligin tarihi 4000 yil 6ncelerine gider. Gegen yiizyilin ilk yarisina degin boyar maddeler
dogadan elde edilirdi. Cogu cesitli bitkilerden 6zl ¢ikarilarak elde edilir, pek az1 da hayvansal
kokenli olurdu. Dogal boyalar buytk bir yanilgiyla kok boyalar olarak anilmaktadirlar. Ancak
kokler, saplar, yapraklar, cigcekler ve meyveler; sar1, kahve, mavi, siyah ve bazi kirmizilar elde
etmek icin kullanilirdi. Hayvansal kékenli olanlar ise bazi hasere ve béceklerden elde edilirdi.
Bazt liken ve yosunlarin da boyamacilikta kullanilageldigini bilmekteyiz. Boyamalar genellikle
mordan denilen, elyaf ile birlesip sonra boyay: da kendine baglayan anorganik tuzlarin yardimu ile
saglanirdi. Mordanlama’nin, MO 2000 dolaylarinda Hindistan’da ortaya ciktigr diistiniilmektedir.
Boyamacilik tarihini 1860’lara degin uzanan Dogal Boyamaciik Dénemi ve bunu izleyen
Sentetik Boyamacilik Dénemi olarak iki doneme ayirabiliriz. Dogal boyarmaddelerin kullanimi
1860’lardan sonra iyice azalmaya baslamis ve 20. ylzyilin baslarinda bazt 6zel calismalar disinda,
neredeyse timiiyle ortadan kalkmistir. Boya bitkileri 6ncelikle sadece dogadan elde edilirken,
zamanla indigo bitkisi, boyact kéki, cehri gibi bitkilerin tarimi yapilmaya baslandi. Anadolu
bitki 6rtiist, boya bitkileri agisindan ¢ok zengin oldugundan Osmanlit Dénemi’nde bu boyar
maddelerin ihracati da yapilmustir.”

Kilichi Kazisindan Elde Edilen Dokuma Pargalari

Kiligh kazisindan elde edilen M-47 envanter numaralt kumas parc¢ast Sinop Muzesi arsivinde
yer almaktadir.® Parca sertlesmis ve aga¢ kabugu goruntisi almustir (Res. 1). Kumagin gorsel,
fiziksel ve laboratuvar analiz verileri uyarinca, dogal bitkisel elyaf, keten dokuma oldugu
anlasimaktadir (Res. 2-3) Kazi fotograflarindan da anlasilacagi gibi; kumas 6rnekleri agilan

5 Kermen 1981, 60.
6 Anmac 2004, 64.

7 Boyamada mavi-lacivert renk i¢in, Hindistan kokenli indigo (Indjgofera Tinctoria 1) ile givitotu (Isatis Tinctoria 1..) bitkiletinden,
sart renk icin safran (Crocus Sativus 1..) bitkisinin ¢icegi ile zerdegal (Curcuma Longa 1..) bitkisinin kékiinden yararlanilmistir. Mor
renk Mutex Trunculus ve benzeri kabuklu deniz havvanlarmdan elde edilmistir. Bu hayvanlarin 8000 tanesinden 1 g. boya elde
edilebildiginden mor renk ¢ok degerlidir. Finike’nin Sur kenti MO 1500°'de mor boyama endstrisinin merkezi olmus ve énemini
MS 638 yilina kadar stirdiirmistir. Kirmizi boya olarak; kermes (Arapea Kirmiz, Kermococcns Vermiliis Planchon), 16. yizyildan
sonra Gliney Amerika’dan saglanan kosinil (Dactylopins Cawm) adli béeek ve kokbo§a (Rubia Tinctorinm) kullandmustir. Kékboya
Osmanl Imparatorlugu nun dis ticaretinde 6nemli bir yer tutmustur. 1856 yilinda anilini potasyum dikromat ile yukseltgeyerek
kinin elde etmeye ugrasan William Perkin (1838-1907) bir rastlanti sonucu mor renkli bir boyarmadde olan “mouvein”i elde
etti. Béylece sentetik boyarmaddeler dénemi basladt. 1880 yilinda Adolf von Baeyer tarafindan yapilan sentetik indigo piyasaya
strtldi. 1869 yiinda dogal boyarlarin kullanimini neredeyse ortadan kaldiran alizarin boyarmaddesi, 1870’li yillarda azo
boyarmaddeleri, 1884 yilinda Kongo kirmizist bulundu ve ¢ok kisa bir strecte sentetik boyarmaddeler bitkisel ve hayvansal
kaynakli boyarmaddelerin kullanimint ortadan kaldirdilar (Ddlen 1992, 457-463).

8 Inceleme yontemleri olarak; laboratuar renk analizi ve kumas mikroskobu kullanilmistir.
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mezardaki bireyin bel kisminda bulunmustur (Res. 4-5). Buluntu konumundan yola ¢tkarak
s6z konusu kumagin st giysi veya giysi aksesuart olarak kullanilmis oldugu dustiniilmektedir.
Kumasin yuzu tersine oranla daha parlak ve desen yizde daha net gorilmekte, tersinde ise,
desen daha az izlenmektedir.

M-47 envanter numarasi ile kayith buluntunun teknik analizi sonucu ortaya ¢ikan yapi,
kumasgin dimi 6rgii yapisinda oldugunu géstermektedir. Her iki parcanin da ¢ok kigtk olmast
nedeni ile ve yapisint bozmamak i¢in doku analizi gorsel olarak mikroskop yardimu ile yapilmistir.
Laboratuvar analizi sonucunda atki ve ¢6zgusiiniin keten elyaftan dokundugu saptanan buluntu
parcast 2.30 gr agithginda olup kapladigr alan yaklasik 27 cm?® olarak saptanmustir.

Kumasin kenart belirgin oldugundan atk: yonii net bir sekilde gértilmektedir. Atkida daha kalin
ve iki kat iplik kullandmistir. Cozgt yoninde, ¢6zgii iplikleri daha dizgiin durumda ve paralel
olarak gorilmektedir. Ancak ¢6zgtde tarak izine rastlanmamustir. 1 cm’deki ¢6zgti sikligt 10 Tel/
cm, 1 em’deki atki sikligt 2 x 2 (4) tel/cm dir. Buluntuda taraktan gecen ¢6zgi tel sayisint tespit
etmek mimkiin degildir. Kumasin 1 cm’deki ¢6zgt sikligr yaklasik olarak bilinmesine ragmen,
mamul kumas eni bilinmediginden toplam ¢6zgii tel sayisint saptamak mumkiin degildir. Atki
yoniindeki ¢cekme kumasin eni dogrultusundaki toplama oranini verir. Tarak eni hesaplanirken bu
bilgi 6nemlidir. Ancak numunede bu bilgiye ulasmak mimkiin degildir. Kumasin ¢6zgii ve atk:
ipliklerinin s6kilmesiyle, ¢6zgii ve atkida farkli iplik kullanilip kullanilmadigt ve iplik numaralart
anlasiimaktadir. Numune tahrip edilemeyecegi icin, bu islem uygulanmamis ve herhangi bir
saptama yapilamamugtir.

Kumagin dokuma 6rgiisii, Kirtk (kesik) Dimi 6rgtisiidiir. Dimi Dokumalar ve Dimi Orgiilerin
raporlart en az i veya daha fazla ¢6zgii ve atki ipliginden olusur. Dimi 6rgiileri yan yana diyagonal
sekilde yikselen, dizilmis birlesme noktalari ile kumasin ytzeyinde diyagonal ¢izgi etkisi meydana
getiren temel dokuma 6rgtilerinden birisidir. Bezayagr 6rgiilerden sonra en ¢ok kullanilan 6rgi
tiuradar. Kumasin her iki yiiziinde farklt gériiniim vardir. Diyagonal yonde esneklikleri fazladir.
Kendiliginden bir desen etkisi verirler. Bezayagi dokuda baglanti noktalart dort kdseden temas
ederken; Dimi Dokuma’da sadece karsilikli iki késeden olusan baglama noktalart vardir. Bu da
dokuya diyagonal bir gériiniim verir. Dokunun saga ve sola dogru yiikselmeleri belirli bir agtyla
olusmaktadir. Saga dogru yikselisler “Z” harfi, sola dogru yiikselisler “S” harfi ile tanimlanur.
Dimi dokumalarda en kiigtik rapor, ti¢ atki ve ti¢ ¢6zgii kesismesi tizerine kuruludur. Yani bir rapor
icinde her ¢ozgt ipligi bir kere ytkselip, iki kere al¢alarak veya bir kere alcalip, iki kere ytikselerek
atki ipligini baglar. Cézgti ve atkr iplerinin sikligr esit ise, 45”’lik bir doku agist olugacaktir. Cozgl
ipinin siklagmast aginin diklesmesini, atki ipinin siklagsmasi ise ag¢inin kiigilmesini saglayacaktir.’

M-47 numarali 6rnegin analizinde herhangi bir boyarmadde tespit edilememistir. Ornegin,
SEM-EDX ile yapilan analizinde lifin btytk bir olasilikla keten olabilecegi belirlenmistir.

M-62 numaralt mezarda bulunmus olan (Res. 6-7), yine ayni envanter numarasi ile kayitlt
buluntunun (Res. 8) teknik analizi sonucu ortaya ¢ikan yapi, kumagin Dimi 6rgi yapisinda
oldugunu gostermektedir. Sertlesmis ve aga¢ kabugu gortintiisti almis olan her iki parcanin da
cok kiuctk olmast ve yapisinin bozulmamasi i¢in doku analizi gorsel olarak mikroskop yardimi
ile yapdmistir (Res. 9-10). Laboratuvar analizi sonucunda atk: ve ¢ozgiisintun keten elyaftan
dokundugu saptanan buluntu parcalarindan buytk olan 2.89 gr agithginda, kictik olan 0.90 gr
agirliginda olup kapladiklart alanlar yaklagik 27cm?ve 15 cm? olarak hesaplanmistir.

Orneklerin gorsel, fiziksel ve laboratuvar analiz verileri uyarinca, dogal bitkisel elyaf, keten
dokuma oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Kazi fotograflarinin gosterdigi sekliyle; 6rnekler agilan mezardaki
bireyin bel kisminda bulunmustur (Res. 11). Buytk bir olasilikla tst giysi veya giysi aksesuart
olarak kullandmis oldugu diistinilmektedir. Kumagin yuzi tersine oranla daha parlak ve desen
yuzde daha net gérilmektedir. Kumasin tersinde desen daha az izlenmektedir. Kumas kenarinin
belirgin olmasindan otiiri atkt yoni net bir sekilde gérilmektedir. Atkida daha kalin ve iki kat

9 Yakartepe 1995, 25.
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iplik kullandmistir. C6zgt iplikleri daha dizgiin durumda ve paralel olarak izlenmektedir. Ancak
cozgude tarak izine rastlanmamustir. 1 cm’deki ¢6zgii stkligr 10 tel/cm, 1 cm’deki atkt sikligr 2 x
2 (4) tel/cm olarak hesaplanmistit. Bu buluntuda taraktan gecen ¢ozgu tel saysint tespit etmek
mumkin degildir. M-62 numaralt 6rnegin analizinde a/izarin ve purpurin boyarmaddeleri tespit
edilmis olup bu 6rnegin kok boya bitkisi (Rubia tinctorum 1..) ile boyandigs belirlenmistir.

Buluntularin tizerinde digme, boncuk gibi herhangi bir parcaya rastlanmamis ve ayrica tizerinde
ilik, agraf gibi giysi tizerindeki konumlarint belirleyici herhangi bir unsura rastlanmamistir.
Parcalar ikiye katlanmis bir sekilde sertlesmistir. Kumasin kenar yapist takip edildiginde; bir
st giysi pargast veya giysi aksesuart oldugu veya anilan giysinin etek veya bel kenar bordiri
fonksiyonunda oldugu tahmin edilmektedir (Res. 11).

Manastir ve Kilise Dini Giysileri

Bizans Imparatorlugu’nda saraya yakin ve tist gelir diizeyine mensup kisilerin giyim kusami
ne denli gérkemli ise de; halk daha mitevazi ve daha uygun fiyatlt giysileri tercih etmek zorunda
kalmistir. Manastir ve kilise mensuplart en gosterissiz giysiler icinde yasarlardi. Manastirlarin,
davranis ve giyim kurallart manastir yonetimi tarafindan alinan yillik kararlara baghdir. Giysiler
uzun, koyu renkli pamuk, keten veya yunlt analabos adi verilen kolsuz tunik, bu tunigin tizerine
giyilen mandyas olarak anilan koyu renkli pelerinden olusmaktaydi. Baslarina koukulion adinda
kukuleta, ayaklarina ise, £a/igia denilen siyah tetlikler giyerlerdi.”® Rahiplerin tuniklerinin belinde,
bir veya birkag tur ¢evrilerek baglanan kusaklar bulunurdu.

Kiliseye veya kilise 6rgiitiine ait giyim tarzi tunik, pelerin ve enli, uzun atkilardan olugsmaktayd:.
Ancak burada uygulanan farkliliklar, cok siki kurallara bagl olmak kaydiyla, giyen kisinin gérevi
ve riitbesine gore degisim gostermekteydi. Diyakozlar ve daha tst gorevliler, sticharion adi
verilen keten veya ipek elyaft ile dokunmus uzun kollu, uzun bir tunik giyerlerdi. Diyakozlarin
giydikleri tunikler beyaz iken, daha tst gorevlilerin giydikleri, farkli renklerde yapilmis olabilirdi."
Diakozlarn sticharion™unu orarion adi verilen beyaz ipek sal tamamlardi. Bu salin orijinali keten
elyafindan dokunurdu, ancak zaman iginde buytk bir olasilikla gérkemli olmasi agisindan ipekten
yapilmaya baslandr.”

Rahipler, sticharion’un Gzerine phelonion adi verilen adi verilen bir pelerin giyerlerdi. Bunlarin
Uzerine epztrachelion olarak adlandirilan atki alinirdi. Piskoposlar ise, anilan tiim giysi ve aksesuarlarin
yani stra, omophorion” denilen 3 veya 5 m uzunlugunda yun, ipek veya ketenden yapilmis ve tzeri
hag isaretleriyle islenmis sallar, epimanikia* adinda kol agizlarina takilip ¢tkarilabilen bir cift, Gzeri
altin islemelerle stuslenmis mansetler takarlardl.  encheiricon veya epigonation'> adi verilen yamuk
(baklava) seklinde sert, stk dokumali ve desenli bir aksesuart da, s#icharion tizerinde kullanirlards.
Kenarlart 30 cm olan bu aksesuar kemerlerine baglt olup, sag dizlerine dogru uzanirdi.

Sonug

Tarihsel siirecte bircok medeniyette, “6limden sonra yasam inanct” yaygin oldugu icin,
olen kisi mezarina giysileriyle ve gercek yasaminda kullanmaktan hoslandigt esyalari ile birlikte
gomilmekteydi. Gayrimuslimlerin de O6lilerini  giysileriyle gémdukleri bilinmektedir. Bu
giysiler yerel giyim kusamin en 6nemli 6rnekleridir. Yasamint yitiren kisi en giizel ve en yeni

10 ODB 1, 539.
11 ODB 3, 1956.
12 ODB 3, 1531.
13 ODB 3, 1526.
14 ODB 1, 713.
15 ODB1, 711.
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giysileri, giysi aksesuarlari ve ayakkabilariyla birlikte gomiilmektedir. Arkeolojik kazilarda agilan
mezarlardan elde edilen buluntular, s6z konusu dénemin giyim tarzi, giysi materyalleri ve giyim
aksesuarlari hakkinda ¢ok 6nemli bilgiler edinmemize yardimei olmaktadirlar. Bu buluntular,
heykeller, freskler, gesitli esyalarin tizerindeki betimlerde yer alan giysi ve giysi aksesuarlarinin
fiziksel kanutlart niteligindedir.

Kiligh Kazisr’'ndan elde edilen keten dokuma parcalari da, bilinmekte olan din adamu giysilerinin
onemli 6rneklerindendir. Buluntularin, bireylerin bel kesiminde olmast her iki 6rnegin de sticharion
ad1 verilen tunigin beline sarilan kusaklarin pargalari olduklarint diistindiirmektedir. Giyside tene
direkt temas eden parcalar en yumusak dokuma tirii olan bezayagi dokunmaktadir. Boylece
daha hafif, yumusak ve daha go6zenekli bir kumas elde edilmektedir. Osmanli Dénemi’nde
fanilalar, “i¢ gomlegi” adi altinda bezayagr dokumadan, pamuk, keten, yiin veya nadiren ipek
elyaf kullanilarak yapilmaktaydi. Giniimuzde i¢ giyimde yumusakligi, viicut nemini kolayca
emebilmesi acisindan penye érme ic ¢amasirlart kullanilmaktadir. I¢ giyimde genellikle desen
kullanilmamaktadir. Ancak i¢ giyim tizerine kullanilan kusaklar baglanip ¢oztilme islemine tabi
olacaklari ve siirtinmeye dayanikli olmalart gerektigi icin, daha sert, dolayistyla daha dayaniklt
olmalidur.

Sonug olarak her iki buluntunun da tunik kusagi parcalart olduklart diistintilmektedir.
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Resim 1. Kazidan elde edilen M-47 envanter numarali dokuma pargasi.

Resim 2. Kumasin mikroskop altindaki gériintiisi.

Resim 3. Kumagin mikroskop altindaki gériintiisi.
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Resim 4. Ac¢ilan mezar.

Resim 5. Kumasin birey tzerindeki konumu.
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Resim 6. M62 No.lu Mezatr’in acilmadan 6nceki durumu

Resim 7. Agilan mezar ve bireyin konumu.
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Resim 8. Kazidan elde edilen M-62 envanter numaralt dokuma pargast.

Resim 9. Ornegin mikroskop gorintiisi.

Resim 10. Dokuma detay.
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Resim 11. Dokuma buluntularinin birey tizerindeki konumu.
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AN ARCHAIC HYDRIA IN SINOPE

Athanasios SIDERIS*

ABSTRACT

The paper presents a Late Archaic bronze hydria found in the vicinity of Sinop, which the author was allowed to
study thanks to the kind permission of the Sinop Museum director. It is an exceptionally well preserved exemplar
combining characteristics of various well established Peloponnesian series. The lion head on the top of the vertical
handle links the vase to a series popular since the third quarter of the 6th century BC and until the middle of the
5th century. The style of the Gorgo-head-shaped lower attachment of the same handle brings it closer to a series
traditionally ascribed to Corinth. More details, such as the body covered with a chiseled-tongues pattern, and the
palmettes of the lateral handles, serve to refine its affiliation to a particular workshop and narrow down its dating,
Given the main distribution of related hydriae in the Greek mainland and the Balkans, the exceptional presence of
this exemplar in the Sinope atea may have been related to specific historical circumstances, ot/and the development
of trade routes along the southern shores of the Black Sea during the late Archaic period.

Keywords: hydria, toreutics, gorgoneion, Archaic, Peloponnesian.

Sinope’den Arkaik Bir Hydria

OZET

Sinop Miizesi Mudirligi’nin sagladigr izinler 1s1ginda gerceklesmis bir arastirmanin sonucu olan bu ¢alisma
Sinop’ta bulunmus Geg Arkaik tarihli bir tun¢ hydria tizerine odaklanmaktadir. S6z konusu hydria, varligi pek
cok eser 1s181nda iyi bilinen bir Peloponnesos serisinin birden fazla 6zelligini biinyesinde barindiran oldukea iyi
korunmus bir eser olarak dikkat cekmektedir. Yatay kulbun tizerindeki aslan bagt stislemesi 1s1ginda eser MO 6.
yiizyilin ti¢linct ¢eyreginden 5. yiizyilin ortasina kadar popilerligini korumus bir seriye dahil edilebilmektedir. Ayni
kulbun Gorgo bast seklindeki alt baglant: yeri ise eseri Korinth kékenli bir seriye yakinlastirmaktadir. Kazima dil
motifleri, yatay kulplardaki palmetler gibi 6zellikler ise eserin hem tarihini daraltmakta hem de tek bir atélyeye
verilmesini mimkiin kilmaktadir. Yunan anakarast ve Balkanlardaki benzer eserlerin 1s1ginda bu hydrianin Sinop’taki
istisnai varligi 6zel bir tarihsel durum ya da Geg¢ Arkaik Dénem’de Karadeniz’in gliney kiyilarindaki ticaret yollarinin
gelismesi ile alakali olmalidir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: hydria, toretik, gorgoneion, Arkaik, Peloponnesos.

Introduction1

The bronze hydria that constitute the subject of this paper (Figs. 1-4) was discovered in the
area of Korucuk, a couple of kilometres southwest of the Sinopean peninsula, and now kept
in the museum under the inventory number 1.1.88. The circumstances of its discovery are not
entirely clear, since the hydria was given to the museum as an accidental find. Its almost perfect
preservation, however, leaves no doubt that it must have been placed in a grave, either as a grave
gift or as an urn containing the cremated remains of the deceased.

Technical description

H. with handle 47 c¢m, h. to the rim 42.2 c¢cm, rim diameter 21.3 cm, rim h. 11 mm, rim
thickness 2.5 mm, neck base diameter 14 cm, max. belly diameter 30.9 cm, 1. with lateral handles

*  Prof. Athanasios Sideris; Thrace Foundation, Sofia — Charles University, Prague; thanos_sideris@hotmail.com.

1 On October 12, 2017, following an invitation from Ass. Prof. Hazar KABA and the kind permission of the Museum
Director Hiiseyin Vural, I had the opportunity to study a bronze hydria from the Sinop Archaeological Museum. In this
occasion I would like to thank once more both of them for the warm reception and the valuable assistance during my study,
as well as for the invitation to the International Symposium on Sinope and the Black Sea Archaeology held in the following
days. My sincere thanks are addressed as well to the Turkish Ministry of Culture, which granted permission for the study and
publication of this hydria.
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39.3 cm, base upper diameter 11.7 cm, base lower diameter 15.5 cm. Vertical handle: h. 21.6 cm,
w. at top 16.7 cm, w. above rams 13.4 cm, thickness at mid-height 12 mm, thickness at top 17
mm, rotelles diameter 4.12 cm, Gorgo head dimensions: h. 6.8 cm, w. 6.3 cm, Gorgo face from
chin to top front 4.6 cm, from ear to ear 5.6 cm. Lateral handle: 1. 18.2 cm, grip diameter 2.9 cm
at beads and 1.6 cm at stem, palmettes dimensions: . 6.15 cm, h. 6.20 cm. Body tongues width
at their end 16 mm, cable zone h.(= w,) 18 mm.

The body is hammered out of a cast blank. The handles and the base are cast separately and
soldered to the body. They were detached and reattached during restoration. The vertical handle
is additionally fixed to the rim with two rivets. A dozen of small holes on the neck and neck base
(max. diameter 2.5 mm) are due to metal corrosion. The right lateral handle (when facing the
Gorgo) has broken palmette attachments. Half of the right palmette is missing and one can see
the traces of soldering on the vase’s surface. It seems that the soldering mater was placed only
on the periphery of the shape to be soldered. The left palmette and its volutes were broken in
four pieces and have been restored together.? There are a few minor scratches on the body. Two
large holes on the lower body, close to the base, have been filled with restoration material. The
surface of the lower body is rough from reddish corrosion, but even there some parts are very
well preserved with the relief outlines of the tongues covering the body still visible. Underneath
the bottom there is a centring dot and closer to the periphery a small corrosion hole. There is
an incised short line under the base edge, possibly an assemblage marker. The colour of the
hydria surface is brown with many reddish and fewer yellowish spots. Some recent green starts
catching on the rams and the Gorgo’s hair, as well as on a few spots of the lateral handles. Some
chiselled details, such as the cable pattern in the middle of the body, are partly worn out.

Shape and Decoration

The body of the hydria is pear-shaped with a relatively wide and slightly concave neck flaring
to an out-turned lip and terminating in a pendant vertical rim composed by a row of beads
between two mouldings topping a row of small pointed prisms or tongues (Figs. 1-3,5). On the
neck there are five double moulded lines, which are invisible on its interior, and thus certainly
coming from the wax model. The lowest of them is placed on the junction of the neck with the
broad shoulder. The shoulder is covered by 62 tongues with relief outline. They are matched by
as many similar tongues covering the lower part of the body and separated from the shoulder
set of tongues by a band bearing a cable pattern between two pairs of chiselled lines. At the
convergence of the S-volutes created by the double cable motif there are three-petal palmettes
(Figs. 7, 10). The entire band is executed by chiselling (a froid) and thus with much shallower lines
than the rest of the vase’s ornaments. On the contrary, the tongues come from the wax model.
The lower body is tapering gently and its tongues stem from a double moulded line just above
the base. Another similar line is placed half a centimetre from the base junction. The base has an
ogive outer profile, while on its interior is slightly convex and plain. On the outside it bears a low
relief motif of upright and reversed petals. Three smaller upright petals alternate with a larger
reversed one. They all have relief outline whilst only the reversed petals have raised centre.
Above each set of three small petals there is a U-shaped lotus flower with two inner petals. Just
above the petal motif there is a row of framed beads between two moulded lines (Fig. 6).

The lateral handles are U-shaped and strongly up-turned. Their grips are roughly round in
cross-section and have three flutes on their outer/upper surface with outline accentuated by
incision, and five facets on their inner side. In the middle of each grip there is a seven-bead ring
(astragal with double disks between the eggs) placed upon a flat ring with a couple of mouldings
on each edge. The attachments are shaped as palmettes projecting horizontally with nine slightly
hollowed and round-tipped petals. The petals emanate from the double-arc-shaped heart of the

2 For a report on the restoration work published in Turkish see Uygur 1989, 209-211 figs. 1-14.
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palmette, behind which there are two S-shaped volutes. Their parts closer to the palmette are
larger, the other ones atrophic. The larger volutes are bind together by a perpendicular band.
The entire palmette motif raises from a half-oval plaque. On the junction of the grip with the
palmette plaque there is a row of small framed beads between two moulded lines (Figs. 7).

The vertical handle raises high in a gracious curve above the rim. Its upper attachment is a
large plaque with rich plastic decoration. In its centre there is a lion head facing inwards and
staring right above the rim of the vase. It has open mouth hollow inside. Strangely, there are four
canines modelled on the upper jaw, while the lower one shows correctly only two. The pending
out tongue of the animal shows some dotting, difficult to discern from marks of wear of the
bronze surface. Six rows of flame-shaped mane locks run atop and behind lion’s head. Two
superimposed tiers of similar flame-shaped locks radiate around his face. All these locks show
four to six longitudinal undulating hair lines. His ears adopt a broken arch outline. The eyes are
set deep with denoted irises. Four wrinkles on each side of the broad muzzle may represent the
whisker lines. The nostrils are shown as up-curving shallow depressions (Figs. 4, 8-9).

On each side of the lion head there is a half-cylindrical element flaring to a rotelle, the
circumference of which is decorated with a row of framed beads. On the outer side of each
rotelle there is a rosette with a hallowed central circle and ten large double-contour and slightly
hollowed petals. Between their tips there are small diamonds. Two more atrophic petals are
placed on the lower side, where the rotelle presents an indentation allowing it to fit on the rim
(Figs. 5). Two small volutes flank the lower side of the lion’s head. The eyes of the volutes are
the heads of the rivets fastening the handle on the rim (Fig. 8). Underneath the rim one may
observe the tip of one of the rivets and the hole left from the other one, now broken.

The grip of the vertical handle is almost a strap. Its cross-section is a very low triangle. On the
outer side it bears two oblong slightly hollowed tongues with triple moulded outline. Between
them a row of large framed beads terminates in a serpentine head the chiselled details of which
are worn out by handling, a fact indicating that the hydria was in use for a quite long period of
time. Two larger three-petal palmettes flank the serpentine head and two smaller four-petal ones
are placed near the lateral edges (Fig. 3). Between the grip and the lower attachment there is a
set of horizontally arranged ornaments comprising from top to bottom: a row of small oblong
framed beads (astragal), with a double moulding above and a single one below; a row of small
slightly hollowed pendant tongues; a row of large framed beads (astragal with double disks
separating the eggs); and yet another row of small framed beads between mouldings, like that
of the top (Fig. 10).

Under this arrangement the lower handle attachment is shaped as a Gorgo head flanked by
two crouching rams. Her face is hexagonal and her hair is parted in the middle with fine incised
undulating lines indicating the individual locks. Eight short and inwards spiralling curls are set
antithetically (four and four) above her front. The large oval ears are shown frontally. The relief
arcs of the eyebrows have vertical hatching. The large amygdaloidal eyes have denoted eyeballs
and irises. The somewhat pug nose seems relatively small compared to her large apotropaically
smiling mouth. Ten teeth are visible on the upper jaw and eight on the lower one, the rest
being covered by the small pendant tongue. The rounded chin and the strong upper cheeks
are rendered in higher relief. On each side of the neck there are two long tresses, each divided
longwise in two elements with oblique hatching and terminating in an out-turning curl. The
neckline is formed by an arching necklace with oblique lines, resembling the torsadé appearance
of a torque (Fig. 10).

The crouching rams have turned their back to the grip, but their heads are looking outside,
towards the spectator. Their entire body is covered by lozenge-shaped locks of wool filled with
horizontal lines. On their head these lozenges are only incised, not rendered in relief. The horns,
ears, eyes and muzzles are very well and naturalistically modelled. The tails are long and woolly.
Even their genitals are discernable. The legs are crouched under the belly with denoted hooves.
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Under the rear leg of each ram there is a volute-ending projection stemming from the Gorgo’s
head (Fig. 10). These small volutes have been originally designed to receive the rivets fixing the
lower handle attachment on the vase, but apparently no rivets were ever used.

Parallels, Date and Workshop

There are several analogies and parallels for each and every one of the features of our hydria,
but what makes it unique is their combination, as well as the quality of its craftsmanship. By
its shape it is close to some late Archaic exemplars, with most of which it also has in common
several decorative elements. The ex-Hunt Collection hydria, now in the Louvre (Fig. 11), has
only slightly slenderer neck, but besides the lion-between-rotelles of the upper attachment it
shares with our vase also the tongues on the shoulder, the cable band, the shape of the lateral
handles, and the floral motif on the base.’ Another exemplar with a lion head on the upper
and a lion skin on the lower handle attachments is said to come from Thessaly and is now
kept in Toledo, Ohio.* A hydria in the Vassil Bojkov Collection, Sofia, shows a very similar
profile, its body is covered by two tiers of tongues separated by a cable band, and the base is
decorated with the same straight-and-reversed petals motif.’ Its horizontal handles have also
palmettes on oval plaques, but their grips are simple arcs with low relief naked human figures;
the vertical handle is not preserved. Even closer stands a hydria in the George Ortiz Collection,
Geneva (Fig. 12), which has a similar profile, identical rim decoration, tongues and cable band
on the body, and straight-and-reversed petals motif on the base. Moreover, the vertical handle
with lion-between-rotelles on its top had a lower attachment shaped as a Gorgoneion between
crouching rams, exactly as on our exemplar. The Gorgo head, however, is not preserved, but
we may get a good idea of its modelling, since Gorgo heads are used instead of palmettes as
attachments of the horizontal handles, which are perfectly preserved. Their similarity with the
Gorgoneion on the Sinope hydria allows attributing both vases to the same workshop, although
the Ortiz exemplar must be a couple of decades later. Finally, a hydria from the tomb 64 in
the locality Quagliotti, near Sirolo in South Italy, is an almost perfect match for the Sinopean
exemplar (Fig. 13).” The only difference is that instead of rams the Gorgoneion is now flanked
by two coiling snakes with up- and out-turned heads. Otherwise, the lion-between-rotelles on
the upper attachment of the vertical handle, the two sets of tongues on the body separated by
a cable band (and an additional running spiral band), the up-curving lateral handles with their
palmette attachments set on oval plaques, the base with its straight-and-reversed petals motif,
and even the particular characteristics of the Gorgo face and hair, all are confirming that the
two vases come from the same workshop and must be chronologically very close. Chiara Tarditi
attributed the hydria from Sirolo to a Corinthian workshop and dated it in the end of the 6th
century BC.®

Further comparable vertical handles,’ besides those discussed here above, either detached or
with just the rim and neck of the vase, with a lion-between-rotelles on the upper attachment,
are known from Athens, Samos (Fig. 14), and Panticapaeum, all now in Berlin," from Dodona

Tompkins 1983, 109-111 no. 34 (entry by D. von Bothmer).

Bothmer 1965, 601; Sowder 2009, 534 cat. 15.23.

Sideris 2016, 75-77 cat. 32 (dated 530-510 BC).

Ortiz 1996, cat. 144 (dated there ca. 450 BC, but it is rather earlier, 480-460 BC).
Tarditi 2007, 28 fig. 9; Sowder 2009, 126, 174-175, 532 cat. 15.17.

Tarditi 2016, 305 fig. 87.

9 Much earlier versions, not really comparable, but probably the prototypes of the lion-head series are known from Delphi,
Olympia, and Ugento in South Italy: Perdrizet 1908, 87 fig. 292; Gauer 1991, pl. 90 no. Le 230 (Olympia, lebes); Tarditi 2016,
273 fig. 58 (Olympia, hydria); Tarditi 1996, 59 cat. 110.

10 Neugebauer 1923, 372-376 figs. 11-13; Diehl 1964, 25-28, 217 cat. B 90 and B 92, pl. 60; Tarditi 2007, 29
footnotes 45, 47; Sowder 2009, 535 cat. 15.27 and 15.30. The Samos handle has an ajouré palmette on its lower
attachment and is unpublished: Berlin Antikensammlung, inv. Sa. 78 Br.
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in Athens," from the area of Stara Zagora in Bulgaria (Fig. 15),” and in New York," in Prague
(Fig. 16)," and on the art market.”” The lion heads come in numerous variants, some with detailed
plastic modelling, other more graphically rendered, especially for the mane, and they may combine
a siren, a palmette, or a “lion-skin” in the lower attachment. Those with sirens are associated to
Athenian workshops, those with lion skin probably to Corinthian workshops, and those with an
ajouré palmette on the lower handle attachment may be either East Greek or Attic. Horizontal
handles with their palmette attachments not outcropped, but set on a plaque, are known from
hydriae and other shapes as well (Fig. 17)." This feature becomes regular on the somewhat
later series of Argive prize hydriae.”” The straight-and-reversed petals motif of the foot (Fig. 0)
originates in the 7th century BC East Greece,'"® but it becomes adapted for the foot of bronze
vases during the second and third quarters of the 6th century BC in Sparta and Corinth."”

Finally the Gorgoneion between crouching rams is believed to be a feature typical for the
Corinthian hydriae,” and occasionally for amphorae and oinochoae.”” In some cases the grip
set upon such Gorgoneia is shaped as a back-bending kouros.? The Gorgoneion between rams
appeared on handle attachments seemingly around the middle of the 6th century BC and it
continued until the beginning of the second quarter of the 5th century BC, when it has been
abandoned and replaced by the siren and other composite representations. The Corinthian
Gorgoneia have a distinctive hexagonal face, prominent cheeks and chin, inwards spiralling
forefront curls, and long out-curling tresses. The basic characteristics have been established
already around the middle of the 6th century BC, as one may observe on some Corinthian
clay antefixes from the Athena temple in Antikyra of Phokis.”® Some of the hydria-handles
of this type come from Corinth itself (Fig. 18),** and from Athens,” Olympia and Elis.* It is
noteworthy that the rams on these pieces show the same lozengiform wool locks as those on the
Sinope hydria, but they lack the lion-between-rotelles on the upper attachment, now replaced
by two recumbent lions.

It becomes obvious from the above observations that various artistic and specifically
toreutic traditions have been blending during the entire 6th century BC, involving mainly FEast
Greek, Laconian, and Corinthian elements, which rarely preserved the purity or distinctive style
necessary to identify the origin of a toreutic artefact. Fortunately, the Sinope hydria is one of
them. There can be no doubt that it has been made in a Corinthian workshop in the last decade
of the 6th or in the first decade of the 5th centuries BC. The Sofia exemplar is certainly earlier,

11 Diehl 1964, 25-27 cat. B 93; Sowder 2009, 534 cat. 15.24; Tarditi 2016, 269-270 fig. 53.

12 The exemplar kept in the Regional Hisotirical Museum of Stara Zagora preserves only the vertical handle, the rim with an
lonic &ymation, and the neck. The lower handle attachment is an ajouré palmette (unpublished).

13 Two different handles in the Metropolitan Museum of Art: Bothmer 1955, 193-194 (inv. 54.11.2); Swan Hall 1987, 182-186
cat. 95 (inv. 1993.133, entry by A. Oliver).

14 Bouzek 2005, 53-68.

15 Boisgirard Maison de VVente ausxc Enchéres. Arts d’Orient. Paris Hotel Drouot, 27 Novembre 2009, 18-19, lot 23 (h. 46 cm);
Christie’s London, 6 October 2011, lot 76 (h. 50.8 cm).

16 Hydriae: Diehl 1964, 25-28 cat. B 92 (Athens); Tarditi 2016, 269 fig. 52 (Castelbellino). Probably from a large
skyphos: Sideris 2016, 103 figs. 43a-b.

17 Bothmer 1974, figs. 4-7.

18 First appears on East Greek silver phialae: Strong 1966, 56 fig. 12; Bothmer 1984, 21 no. 12; Landolfi 2000, 140 pl. 6.
19 Payne 1931, 216-218; Stibbe 2000, 64-66 fig. 39; Rolley 2003, 91-92; Sideris 2016, 77 fig. 32.4.

20 Stibbe 2000, pp. 27, 48.

21 Phonix Ancient Art. Crystal 11. Geneva — New York 2008, 38-45 no. 7 (amphora); Tarditi 1996, 72-73 cat. 142 (oinochoe
from Ugento).

22 Popovic et al. 1969, 78 cat. 3, pl. 3 a-b; Stibbe 2000, 48-51 nos. 18-22.
23 Sideris 2014, 66 figs. 50-51 (variously dated to the second or third quarter of the 6th century BC).
24 Dicehl 1964, 15-16, 26 cat. B 37; Stibbe 1992, 41, 58 cat. I 7; Sowder 2009, 495 cat. 7.6.

25 Diehl 1964, 15-16 cat. B 39; Comstock — Vermeule 1971, 289 cat. 44; Stibbe 1992, 41, 58 cat. I 4, fig. 52; Sowder 2009,
495 cat. 7.7.

26 Diehl 1964, 15-16, 26 cat. B 36; Gauer 1991, 94, 97, 266, Hy 81; Stibbe 1992, 39, 41, 58 cat. I 3, fig, 51; Sowder 2009, 493-
494 cat. 7.2 and 7 .4.
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while the Sirolo and the Louvre ones are either contemporary or slightly earlier. The Ortiz
hydria is somewhat later than the Sinope one.

Between the Southern Black Sea Coast and the Metropolitan Greece

There is yet another bronze hydria found in Sinope and kept in the Museum of Anatolian
Civilizations in Ankara. It has been found accidentally in a grave around 1925 and unfortunately
there are no further details known about its context.” It belongs to the well known type of the
Argive prize hydriae. These hydriae were awarded to the winners of the athletic games held
in Argos in honour of Hera, and they are regularly decorated with a female protome at the
upper attachment of the vertical handle and bear an agonothetic inscription on the rim. The
inscription on the Sinope/Ankara hydria reads: wap hépag Apyeiac dur tov hapédiov: “1 am from
the games of the Argive Hera.” It bears also a later much damaged dedicatory inscription on
the rim, which seems linking the vase to the Dioscuri, which is the only word of the second
inscription restored with relative certainty.” There has been suggested to restore the inscription
as éx P[wxé]wv dfebla] n[ap] id[1]o[c]kdporv: “from the games of Phokians for the Dioscuri,”
and to locate the game in honour of Dioscuri in Phokaia, on the Aegaean coast of Asia Minor.”
This is however a less plausible interpretation, than to locate the games in Phokis, Central
Greece, and thus to suggest a different itinerary for this hydria’s journey from Argos to Sinope.*
A third bronze hydria, kept in the Sinop Archaeological Museum (inv. 5.1.71) and obviously
used as a funerary urn, belongs to the familiar type of kalpis, it is undecorated but for the Ionic
kymation on the rim, and has a prize inscription as well on its lip, referring to the games held at
Thebes in Boeotia.” Both hydriae with inscriptions from Sinope date from the second half of
the 5th century BC and they indicate strong ties between the city and the religious and cultural
institutions in Greek mainland, since the two documented victories can hardly be coincidental.
They correspond likely to several dozens of participations in various Panhellenic and lesser
regional games.

There are at least two more bronze hydriae from the wider area of the southern Black Sea
coast. A relief with Eros and Psyche coming from a 4th century BC hydria (together with its
base) is said to come from Amisos, and is now kept in Berlin.> A Hellenistic hydria with a
palmette on the vertical handle attachment, said to be from Lerdtge near Samsun, is kept in
Ankara.® Furthermore, in a private collection in Peloponnesus there is a hydria of uncertain
origin, but most probably from an Arcadian sanctuary, bearing two dedicatory inscriptions.*
The first reads: igpa Aduotpr Kiew Kieoddla . “sacred to Demeter (dedicated by) Kleo (the
daughter or wife of) Kleodoxas,” and the second one: igpa Aptéuidr Hoappaxion 6lxé [1+M MMH.
“sacred to Artimis Paphrakia, weight 7.5 mnae.” Artemis Paphrakia has been related to the
city of Paphra, between Sinope and Trapezus in Pontus.*® Despite some missing links the

27 Akurgal — Budde 1956, 12-15 fig. 5.
28 Amandry 1980, 212 and nt. 6, 214 fig, 2; Kritzas 1989, 161-1606.
29 Sowder 2009, 144-145 cat. 14.8. The suggested restoration is inspired by a well preserved similar inscription on another

kalpis kept in the Shelby White Collection: Gaun — Chi 2005, 16-17 fig. 17; Sowder 2015, 17, 29 cat. 1.8, fig. 4.
30 Amandry 2002, 31; Sowder 2015, 17-18 cat. 1.5.

31 This hydria is under publication: Kaba forthcoming. The inscription is reportedly identical to those on two more kalpides:
Robinson 1942, 180-181 figs. 12-13; Dichl 1964, 31, 33, 37 cat. B 107; Mitten 1975, 46-47 cat. 13; Sotheby’s New York, 12.9.2004,
107, lot 294; Sowder 2009, cat. 17.17 and 17.72; Sowder 2015, 18, 30, 1.13 and 1.14.

32 Ziichner 1942, 175, 178-179 fig. 87; Richter 1946, 364-365 cat. 9, pl. 25.8; Dichl 1964, 39-40, 42 cat. B 189; Sowder 2009,
258, 260, 262, 596 cat. 20.36.

33 Akok 1948, 835-853 pls. 175-1706; Dichl 1964, 47, 162 cat. B 217; Sowder 2009, 292, 608 cat. 21.3.
34 Fragandreas 1991, 123-126.

35 IT and M appear in ligature, which means “five mnae” in the Greek acrophonic numerical system. The second inscription
is reported by both Fragandreas (1991, 125) and Andreou (2000, 141-142) as being Hellenistic. The acrophonic system however
has been abandoned by the end of the 4th century BC in favour of the alphabetical numerical system.

36 Today the district of Bafra belongs to the Samsun province; there is, however, no ancient source mentioning the city.
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reconstruction of the life and adventures of this hydria sounds entirely credible. It starts with
its dedication in a sanctuary of Demeter in the Arcadian city of Trapezus. Later on, probably
after 371 BC, when the inhabitants of Trapezus refused to relocate in Megalopolis and escaped
to their kindred city of Trapezus in Pontus, the hydria was taken to Megalopolis and dedicated
anew to a sanctuary of Artemis Paphrakia.”

Corinthian products, mainly pottery, have been found all along the southern Black Sea coast,
and of course in Sinope as well, already since its foundation period.”® The date of Sinope’s
foundation has been vividly debated in the past, because of a discrepancy in the dates given
by Eusebius: 756 BC for Sinope’s colony Trapezus and 631 BC for Sinope itself.” It has being
convincingly argued, though, that there has been an early foundation of Sinope during the 8"
century BC, and a second one after its destruction by the raiding Cimmerians. For the time
being only the second foundation date is archaeologically documented, by at least one Late
Protocorinthian scale aryballos, dated in the third quarter of the 7th century BC.* The question
which arises, however, is how the Corinthian products reached Sinope in the late 7th and during
the entire 6th, or even during the beginning of the 5th centuries BC? The Corinthians did not
venture much in the direction of the Black Sea, which was dominated by Milesian and other
Ionian seafarers, notably Samians and Chians. The Corinthian goods could have been transported
by the Ionians, but it seems more plausible that Corinth during the Archaic period made use of
the services of its neighbour, Megara, who controlled Bosphorus through its colonies and was
very active in the Black Sea.* The particular bronze hydria discussed in this paper must have
reached Sinope either before the Ionian revolt, or more probably after the battle of Eurymedon,
since one can hardly imagine that Hellespont would remain open to Greek trade during the
Greco-Persian conflict. In this case Athenian seafarers would be another strong candidate for
transporting Corinthian goods towards the Greek colonies of the Black Sea.
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Figure 1. Front view of the hydria from Sinope, kept in Figure 2. Side view of the Sinope hydria.
Sinop Archaeological Museum, inv. 1.1.88 (Photo author). (Photo author).

Figure 3. Rear view of the Sinope hydria (Photo author).  Figure 4. Top view of the Sinope hydria (Photo author).

143




ATHANASIOS SIDERTS

Figure 5. Rim and rotelle of the handle
attachment of the Sinope hydria (Photo author).

Figure 6. Straight-and-reversed petal motif on the base of the Sinope hydria (Photo author).

Figure 7. Horizontal handle of the Sinope hydria (Photo author).
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Figure 8. Lion head between rotelles on the handle attachment of the Sinope hydria (Photo author).

Figure 9. Lion head in the handle attachment of the Sinope
hydria. Notice the canines in excess on the upper jaw
(Photo author).

Figure 10. Gorgo head flanked by crouching rams on the lower attachment
of the vertical handle of the Sinope hydria (Photo author).
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Figure 11. Hydria in Louvre, inv. 4643
(ex-Hunt Collection) (Photo after
Tompkins 1983).

Figure 12. Hydria in the George Ortiz collection
(Photo after Ortiz 1996).
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Figure 13. Hydria from Sirolo. Ancona Archaeological
Museum, inv. 25020 (Photo after Tarditi 2010).

Figure 14. Handle from Samos. Berlin Antikensammlung, inv. Sa. 78 Br. (Photo Norbert Franken).
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Figure 15. Neck and vertical handle of a hydria. Regional
Historical Museum of Stara Zagora (Photo author).

Figure 16. Handle of hydria. National Museum of Prague
(Photo author).
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Figure 17. Horizontal handles of a hydria from Athens. Berlin Antikensammlung, inv.
Misc. 8006 (Photo Norbert Franken).

Figure 18. Handle of hydria from Corinth. Berlin Antikensammlung, inv.
Misc. 10821a (Photo Norbert Franken).
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MARMARAY TUP GECIT KAZILARI SIRKECI ISTASYONUNDA ELE GECEN
SINOPE AMPHORA MUHURLERI

Pinar CAGNIS*

OZET

Antik Dénem ticaret tarihinin belgelenmesinde sikkeler kadar 6nemli bir yere sahip olan amphora muhitleri,
Arkaik Dénem’den itibaren karsimiza ¢tkmaktadir. Yeni ticari rotalarin bulunusu ve gelisen ekonomik faaliyetler
ile Hellenistik Dénem’de, mithiirlii amphora tretiminin daha sistematik bir sekilde yapildigi goriilmektedir. MO 4.
yuzyildan itibaren amphora trettigi bilinen Sinope MO 355/350 - 190 tarihleti arasinda tirettigi amphoralart dizenli
olarak mihurlemistir. '

Bu calismada 2004-2012 yillari arasinda yurttilen Marmaray Kurtarma Kazilart kapsaminda, Sirkeci Istasyonu
Kazilarr’nda tespit edilen Sinope kékenli ticari amphora mithitleri araciligiyla Antik Dénem’de Sinope ve Byzantion
ticari iliskileri, yeni buluntular 1s1ginda ele alinacaktir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Marmaray Kurtarma Kazilari, ticari amphora mithurleri, Sinope, deniz ticareti, Byzantion.

Sinopean Amphora Stamps found at Marmaray Tube Tunnel Excavations in Sirkeci Station

ABSTRACT

Amphora stamps, which have an important place in the documentation of the trade history of antiquity, have
been used since Archaic Period. With the discovery of new commercial routes and developing economic activities,
the production of stamped amphoras seems to have been made more systematically in the Hellenistic Period.
Sinope, a well known amphora producer since 4th century BC, regularly stamped it’s amphorae between 350 and
190 BC.

This report is focused on commercial relations between Sinope and Byzantion in antiquity. The research is based
on Sinope originated commercial amphora stamp findings from Sirkeci Station, Marmaray Rescue Excavations
carried out between 2004-2012.

Keywords: Marmaray Rescue Excavations, trade amphora stamps, Sinope, ancient maritime trade, Byzantion.

Girig

Istanbul’un ulasim sorunlarina ¢oziim getirmek amaciyla yapimina baslanan Marmaray
Projesi, modern Istanbul’un ulasim agini genisletmenin yaninda, arkeoloji bilimine cok énemli
katkilarda bulunmustur. Bu proje kapsaminda, 2004-2012 yillart arasinda, Istanbul Arkeoloji
Miizeleri denetiminde, tarihi yarimada iginde kalan Yenikapi, Sirkeci ve Anadolu yakasinda
Uskiidar ilgesinde, istasyon ve havalandirma olarak belirlenen noktalarda kazi ve sondaj ¢alismalari
yapilmistir. Sirkeci Istasyonu kazilarinda, iki istasyon girisi ve iki havalandirma alaninda yapilan
calismalarda, Gzellikle kentin Hellenistik Donem’deki ticari hareketliligine kanit olabilecek
nitelikte eser tespit edilmistit (Res. 1). Buluntular antik' ve modern® kaynaklarda belirtilen
Prosphorianos Limant iginde ve ¢evresinde kazi ¢alismast yapildigini destekler niteliktedir. Bu
buluntular i¢inde yer alan, farkli kentlere ait ¢ok sayida ticari amphora mithrt de kentin 6zellikle
Hellenistik Dénem’deki ticari iliskilerine dair 6nemli bilgiler vermektedir.

Sirkeci Istasyonu kazilarinda iki ayri calisma alaninda, Kuzey Giris (Sirkeci Tren Gart ici ) ve
Dogu Saft (Kuzey Giris’in giineyinde kalan havalandirma alani) alaninda yapilan ¢alismalarda,
cok sayrda amphora pargast ve muhtirlii amphora kulp pargalar: tespit edilmistir. Tipolojik olarak

* Yiiksek Lisans Ogrencisi Pinar Cagnis, Ege Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisti-Klasik Arkeoloji Anabilim Dali, pcagnis@
gmail.com.

1 St.Byz., Ethnica , ‘Boonopog’
2 Wiener 2002, 57.
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degerlendirilen amphora pargalarinin Rhodos, Thasos, Kos, Sinope, Knidos, Khios, Herakleia
Pontika kentlerine ait olduklart anlagilmistir. Mthirli amphora pargalarinin ise, Thasos ve
Rhodos kentlerine ait olduklari ve Thasos’a ait muhutlerin sayica fazla oldugu gérulmustir.’
Sinope’e ait mihirld amphora grubu, sayisal olarak ¢ok fazla olmasa da kentin, Hellenistik
Doénem’de Byzantion ile olan ticari faaliyetinin belgelenmesi agisindan 6nemlidir. Bu ¢alismanin
amact, MO 4. yiizyilin ortalarindan MO 2. ylizyilin baglarina kadar trettigi amphoralart diizenli
olarak miihiirleyen* Sinope’ye ait, Sirkeci Istasyonu arkeolojik kaz1 calismalarinda tespit edilmis
bes amphora mihriiniin tanitimt tizerinden Sinope ve Byzantion kentlerinin Hellenistik
Doénem’deki ticari faaliyetlerine yeni bulgularla dikkat ¢ekmektir. Zira iki kent arasindaki
iliskinin ticari ve ekonomik agidan incelenmesi, daha kapsamli bir ¢alismay1 gerekli kilmaktadir.
Calismanin Sinope kentine ait 60 mubhiirle birlikte, Sinope disinda, Antik Dénem’de 6ne ¢ikan,
diger Karadeniz Bélgesi kentlerinden de mithiir 6rneklerinin oldugu, toplam 77 muhriin detaylh
sunumu, hazirlamakta oldugum ytksek lisans tez ¢alismast sonucunda paylagilacaktir.

Antik Dénem Byzantion ve Sinope Ticaretine Kisa Bir Bakis

Antik Donem’de Karadeniz havzasinin Ege ve Akdeniz’e agilan kapisi olan, Karadeniz
ve Marmara’yr birbirine baglayan Byzantion kenti, Karadeniz ticareti i¢in ¢ok Onemli bir
konumdaydi.>® MO 750-650 yillari, Hellenlerin Akdeniz ve Karadeniz’de kolonizasyon
faaliyetlerini baslattiklar1 tarihler olarak kabul edilmektedir. Sosyal kaynakli baslanilan bu
hareketin siiphesiz cikis noktast ekonomik temellidir.® MO 7. yiizyilin ortalarindan itibaren
gelen ikinci kolonizasyon dalgasinda Karadeniz ticaretini kontrol altinda tutmak ve bu ticaretten
faydalanmak dustincesi 6ne ¢tkmis ve bu distince Byzantion kentini kurmada etkili olmustur.”
Kentin MO 7. yiizyilin ortalarinda Megaralilar tarafindan, Khalkedon’dan 17 yil sonra kolonize
edilerek buglnkt Sarayburnu civarinda kuruldugu bilinmektedit.® Byzantion lokalizasyon
acisindan hem karadan hem de denizden ¢ok 6nemli yollarin kilit noktasinda bulunmaktaydi.
Deniz trafigi acisindan, kentin onayt olmadan Karadeniz’e ne girilebilir ne de Karadeniz’den
cikilabilirdi. Bolgenin kuzey ve glney kiyilarindan alinan, Ege ve Akdeniz’e ihra¢ edilen ve
buradan da Karadeniz kentlerinden ithal edilen tGriinleri tastyan gemiler igin tek gecis bogaz yolu
idi. Dolayistyla Karadeniz’den getirilen, giinliik kullanimda ihtiya¢ duyulan triinlerin giris ¢ikist
Byzantion’un denetimindeydi.” Bogaz trafiginin denetiminden payina disen vergilerin disinda
kentin en 6nemli gelir kaynaklart balik¢ilik ve tarimdi. Strabon,' balikeilik isinde Sinope’nin
ikinci, Byzantion’un {iciincii oldugundan bahsetmektedir. Ozellikle palamut baliginin Haligte
cok yogun oldugu bilinmektedir. Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi Byzantion sikkeleri tizerinde de
gorilen balik ve balik¢ilikta kullanilan ara¢ gere¢ betimlerinden, balik¢iligin kent icin ¢ok 6nemli
oldugunu soyleyebilmekteyiz."

Antik Donem’den beri kullanildiklart bilinen Prosphorion ve Neorion limanlart kentin en
canlt limanlariydt. Prosphorion Limani, gintimuzde Sirkeci Tren Garr’nin dogusunda, Sepetgiler
Kasr’'nin giineyinde yer almaktaydi. Neorion Limant ise Prosphorion Limant’nin batisinda,
giiniimiizde Bahgekapt semtinde, Yeni Cami’nin dogusunda bulunmaktaydi. Kentin MO 6-5.
yuzyillarda refah seviyesi yluksek bir kent olusu, bu limanlarin ekonomik getitisi sayesindeydi."
Deniz kenarinda yer alan bir kent olmasi, denizden gelen mallarin bosaltimi, dagitimi, yine

3 Girgin 2007, 101.

4 Senol 20006, 44.

5 Arslan 2010, 251.

6 Aslan 20006, 81.

7 Arslan 2010, 26-28; Tekin 2001, 8.

8 Hdt. 4, 144; Tekin 2001, 5. Kentin Sarayburnu civarinda kurulduguna dair bkz. Arslan 2010, 24, 29.
9 Arslan 2010, 251.

10 Strab. 12, 3.11.

11 Tekin 2001, 12.

12 Weiner 2002, 16, 57-58.

152




MARMARAY TP GECIT KAZILART SIRKECT IsTASYONUNDA ELE GECEN SiNOP AMPHORA MUHTRLERT

buradan gidecek mallarin kolayca gemilere yiiklenebilmesi kentin dogal konumun getirdigi
ayricaliklardandi. Klasik ve Hellenistik donemlerde kentin stirekli olarak siyasi karisikliklara
maruz kalmasi, Persler ve Atinalilarin kent tizerinde baski kurmalart gibi problemlerin temel
sebebi Karadeniz ticaretindeki egemenligi kontrol altina alabilmekti. Tum baskilara ragmen
kentin Hellenistik D6nem’de her anlamda bagimsiz oldugu ve Karadeniz ticaretindeki 6nemini
korudugu bilinmektedir."

Antik Dénem Karadeniz ticaretinin en 6nemli kenti olan Sinope, Pontos’un gilineye bakan
sinirinda bir yarimada tizerinde, antik kaynaklara gére MO 8. yiizyilin ortalarinda Miletoslu
kolonistler tarafindan kurulmustur." Kent, Hellenistik Donem’deki yogun ticati faaliyetlerini
Byzantion gibi cografi konumuna borcludur. Herodotos’un' Karadeniz’in en taninmis kenti,
Strabon’un'® ise bulundugu bolgenin en 6nemli kenti olarak isaret ettigi Sinope, Xenophon’un'’
belirttigine gére de, kendisine ait kolonileri olacak kadar gtgcli bir kentti. Antik ve modern
kaynaklara' gore Sinope’nin dogusunda kalan bu kentlerin Kerasous, Trapezos, Kotyora ve
Kytoros olduklart bilinmektedir. Kentin, MO 5. yiizyildan MO 4. yiizyihn ilk ceyregine kadar
bagimsiz, 6zerk hatta bu kentlerden vergi alabilecek kadar gliclii bir kent oldugu bilinmektedit."

Karadeniz Bolgesi’nin Antik Dénem’de en 6nemli sarap treticilerinden biti olan®, Strabon’un
tum topraklarinin islenmis ve zeytin agaclariyla kapli*! diye tasvir ettigi Sinope’nin en 6nemli ihra¢
mallarindan bir digeri de zeytinyagtydi. Dogu ve batisinda olmak tizere, Karadeniz’in giineyindeki
en iyi iki limana sahip olan kentin ana ge¢im kaynaklari dogal olarak balik ve balik¢iliktt. Avlanan
en onemli balik tirinin Orkinos oldugu, Palus Maeotis’in bataklik kiyt alanindan kulugka
donemi sonrast ¢tkan balik siirtilerinin, buradan kiyt boyunca giiney ve dogu yonde ilerleyerek
Trapezus ve Pharnacia’ya varip, burada avlanabilecek agithga eristikleri, Sinope’ye ulasabilenlerin
daha biyik boyda ve sayida olduklari, ancak Byzantion’a ulaganlar kadar buytk olmadiklart
bilinmektedir. Sadece yunus ve tekir baligt Sinope’de avlanmaktayd:. Bu baliklar tuzlanarak ya da
salamura yapilarak Yunanistan’a gonderilmekteydi. Ayrica yunustan elde edilen yagin ve baligin
cigetlerinin medikal amacl kullanildiklari da bilinmektedir.*

Anadolu’nun kiyt kentlerinde, az sayida 6rneklerine rastladigimiz®, kentin sarap Uretiminin
sevkedilmesinde kullaniddigr diistintlen Sinope tiretimi amphoralara ait mithirlerin dagilimina
bakildiginda, muhtrlerin en yogun oldugu boélge, Karadeniz’in kuzey kiyilarindaki kentlerdir
(6zellikle Olbia ve Histria’da ¢ok yogun olarak). Akdeniz’de ticaret yogunlugunun Atina
ve Rhodos oldugu gortulmektedir. Karadeniz’in guneyinden gelen mallar Sinope’den tim
Akdeniz’e ulasmaktaydi. Buluntularin %70 oraninda Rhodos ve Atina’daki kazilardan ele gectigi
bilinmektedir. Karadeniz ve Dogu Akdeniz arasinda Sinope’nin hangi tirtnlerinin génderildigi
tartismalidir. Sarap ihra¢ ettigi yonundeki bilgilerin disinda bazi arastirmacilar sarap ithal
ettigini de sOylemektedir. Ancak sarap ithalatint kanitlayacak bilgi az oldugundan bu durum
net degildir. Sinope’nin Antik Dénem’de zeytinyagi, hububat, taze sebze, keten, findik, balik,
kereste, yln, civa gibi ¢ok cesitli Grtunleri ihrag ettigi de bilinmektedir. ** Zenon Papiriisleri *°,
Ptolemaioslar Dénemi’nde Misir’a ithal edilen sarap ve dolayisiyla amphora tretim merkezlerine

13 Weiner 2002, 16; Arslan 2010, 70, 90-92, 213.
14 Akurgal 1956, 48.

15 Hdt. 1, 76.

16 Strab. 12, 3.11

17 Xsen. Anab. 5, 5.3.

18 Meyer 1879, 24-25; Avram et al. 2004, 958-962.
19 Arslan 2010, 105.

20 Senol 2000, 44.

21 Strab. 12, 3.12

22 Robinson 1906, 131, 140.

23 Sinope miihiir 6rnekleri icin bkz. Senol 2007, 116-117 kat. 29-30.
24 Boer 2013, 110-112.

25 Zenon i¢in bkz. Empereur — Tuna 1988, 341.
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dair bilgiler vermektedir. Karadeniz’den ithal edilen urtnler i¢in sadece findik hakkinda bilgi
veren papiruslerde, bunlarin amphoralar araciligiyla gonderildigine dair bir bilgi bulunmasa da
bu urinlerin amphoralar icinde (olastlikla mihurstiz olanlarla) sevkedildigi dusuntlmektedir.®
Sinope, Karadeniz’in giney kiyilarinin merkezinde olma 6zelligini kullanarak, ticari anlamda
bundan fazlasiyla faydalanmustir. Sinope’den ¢ok uzak yerlesimlerde dahi, kente ait amphora
pargalari ve mihirlerin bulunmast bunun 6nemli bir kanitidir.

Marmaray Kazilar Sirkeci Istasyonu’nda Ele Gegen Sinope Amphora Miihiirleri

Sinope, Rhodos, Knidos ve Thasos ile birlikte en 6nemli amphora iretim merkezlerinden
biriydi. Kentin, MO 4. yiizyihn ikinci yarisindan itibaren amphora tiretmeye basladigy, iirettigi
amphoralart MO 4. yiizyihin ortalarindan MO 2. yiizyilin baslarina kadar diizenli olarak
miuhdurledigini bilmekteyiz. Tipolojik olarak bakildiginda, Sinope amphoralari kendi iglerinde
alt gruplar olmak tzere, t¢ farkl tipte karsimiza ¢tkmaktadir.”’Genellikle tek kulplari tizerinde
miuhtr tastyan Sinope amphoralarinin nadiren iki kulpu da mithirlenmistir. Dikd6rtgen formlu
miuhdurler tzerinde bir yilligina gérevde bulunan astynomosun (yonetici) adi, astynomos ibaresi
ve ureticiye ait isimle birlikte yer almaktadir. Kimi muhtrler tizerinde tretici ve yonetici adlart
patronymoslart ile gortlmektedir. Kronolojik olarak siralanmis®™, 164 adet astynomos adi tespit
edilen® Sinope miuhitlerinin tarihlendirmesi ve astynomos sayilart konusunda arastirmacilar
arasinda fikir ayriliklar1 bulunmaktadir. Bu goreceli kronolojinin mutlak kronolojiye dontismest
icin, muhirlemenin yapidigi tarih araliginda, Sinope icin énemli siyasi ve ekonomik olaylarin
iyt bilinmesi gerekmektedir. Tum belirsizliklerden bagimsiz olarak Sinope’de mithiirlti amphora
uretiminin Geg¢ Klasik-Erken Hellenistik donemlerden itibaren 170 yil boyunca surdigu
ongorilmektedir.® Garlan, astynomos isimlerinin MO 355-185 tarihleri arasinda miihiirler
tzerinde goruldigini 6nermis, mutlak tarih vermektense karsilastirmalari kolaylastirmak adina,
astynomos isimlerini grup ve alt gruplara ayirmustir.” Tarih araliklart Conovici tarafindan yapilan
gruplandirmayla nerdeyse aynidir’®. Muhutler tzerinde ayrica atolyeleti ya da kenti temsil ettigi
dustntlen semboller de bulunmaktadir. Bunlar arasinda Sinope sikkeleri tizerinde de yer alan
yunus tizerinde kartal, esitli icki kaplari, asma ve sarmasik yapragi, mask gibi ¢ok farklt semboller
yer almaktadir.”

Katalogda yer alan amphora muhitleri, Conovici’nin® yapmis oldugu gruplandirmaya gore
MO 295-190 yillart arasina tarihlenmektedir. En cok Grup Il ve Grup IV’e ait miihiirlerle
karsilasilmis, sadece bir mihir Grup V’e tarihlenmistir. Mihurlerin tamami hakkinda ¢tkacak
olan dagilim, Sinope ve Byzantion arasindaki ihracatin hangi dénemde yogun oldugunu daha
kapsamli olarak ortaya koyacaktir. Asagida kondisyonu iyi olanlar arasindan segilen bes muthir
yer almaktadir.

26 Senol 20006, 26-27.

27 Senol 20006, 44-45; Monachov 1993,128.
28 Conovici 1998, 50-51.

29 Gatlan 2004, 95-98.

30 Garlan 2004, 91.

31 Gatlan 2004, 94, 95-98.

32 Conovici 1988, 50-51.

33 Senol 2006, 45-46.

34 Gruplar icin bkz. Conovici 1988, 21-51.
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Katalog

1. Kaz1 Etiid. No: BMK/BH F-G/3 S.No.:
4815, Dikdortgen (kirik)

Olgiiler: 5.5 x 2.0 cm

Gorsel: Resim 2.1

Aotuvo|pov]

‘Avbeotn|ptov]

00 Novpn[viov]. [acrostyle?]
Xt[épa]vog ?

Yonetici Anthesterios’un adi, patronymosu Noumenios (Noumenios’un oglu Anthesterios)
ile birlikte verilmistir. Uretici Stephanos’un? adi son satirda yer almaktadir. Bu yoneticiye
ait muhurlerde, sembol olarak “acrostyle” kullanilmistit.® Yonetici ismine gore mihir,
Garlan’in vermis oldugu gruplandirmaya goére Gr.VI -C1 iginde, Conovici’nin yapmis oldugu
gruplandirmaya gére de Gr.Ve ‘de (MO 257-190) yer almaktadir.*

2. Kazi1 Etiid. No: SMK (D-5) S.No.:3700,
Dikdortgen
Olgiiler: 4 x 2.1 cm
Gorsel: Resim 2.2

ApaBoc. Bereket boynuzu
Aotuvopou

AvTipdyou

Yonetici Antimachos II (Theupeithos) donemine ait mithiirde, yonetici ad1 ile birlikte tiretici
Arabos’un ismi okunmaktadir. Sag tst kosede atOlyenin simgelerinden olan bereket boynuzu
semboli bulunmaktadir. Yonetici, Gatlan’in vermis oldugu gruplandirmaya gére Gr. V. B
Conovici’nin yapmis oldugu gruplandirmaya gore de Gr.IV’e (MO 279-258) tarihlenmektedir.”

Benzeti icin bk. Conovici 1998, 38-39, 87 Kat. 173; Garlan 2004, 172 Kat. 276; Monachov,
Kuznetsova, Fedoseev, Churekova 2016, 177, Kat. Sn. 16.

3. Kaz1 etiid no: BMK/BH (I/3-4) S.No.: 2352,
Dikdortgen
Olgiiler: 5.5 x 1.9 cm
Gorsel: Resim 2.3

Attéhov Aoctu-
vopolivtog
Dikwv erkek bast

35 Garlan 2004, 201.

36 Yoneticiye ait diger mithtrler i¢in bkz. Garlan 2004, 97; Conovici 1988, 48, 132-133 kat. 470-481.
37 Garlan 2004, 97.

38 Conovici 1998, 39.
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Yonetici Attalos Dénemi’ne ait mihtrde yonetici adt ile birlikte tiretici Philon II’nin ismi
gorulmektedir. Sag alt kosede, yoneticiye ait oldugu bilinen®, saga donik, profilden, bir erkek
bast sembolti bulunmaktadir. Yonetici, Garlan’in vermis oldugu gruplandirmaya gore Gr.V
A,* Conovici’nin yapmis oldugu gruplandirmaya gére de Gr. IV (MO 279-258) icinde yer
almaktadir.*!

Benzeri icin bk. Garlan 2004, s.158, Kat. 218

4. Kaz1 etiid No: BMK/BH E/5 S.No.: 11989,
Dikdortgen
Olgiiler: 5.1x 2.5 cm
Gorsel: Resim 3.1

Bopvog
AoTuVOpOU

‘Avovog erkek bast

Yonetici Borys I Dénemi’ne ait mithirde yonetici ad: ile birlikte tretici Anous™un ismi
okunmaktadir. Sag alt késede saga doniik profilden bir erkek bast bulunmaktadir. Borys I'e
ait muhtrler tzerinde bu sembole, treticiye ait ikinci bir sembolin eslik ettigi nadir de olsa
bilinmektedit.* Yonetici, Gatlan’in vermis oldugu gruplandirmaya gére Gr.IV C¥, Conovici’nin
yapmis oldugu gruplandirmaya gére de Gr.I1Id (MO 295-280) icinde yer almaktadir.*

Benzeri icin bk. Garlan 2004, 148 Kat.177; Monachov, Kuznetsova, Fedoseev, Churekova
2016, 175 Kat.Sn.11.

5. Kazi Etiid No: SMK (D/5) S.No.: 4552,
Dikdortgen, (kirik)
Olgiiler: 4.5 x 2.9 cm
Gorsel: Resim 3.2

Aotuvop[ov]
[TuBoxré[oug]
Tovog [erkek basi]

Yonetici Pythokles donemine ait muhiirde yonetici adi ile birlikte tretici Tys’un ismi
okunmaktadir. Sembolin bulundugu kisim kirik olsa da, yoneticiye ait diger mihirlerde oldugu
gibi, profilden verilmis, sakalli bir erkek bast sembol olarak kullanimis olmalidir. Cunkd bu
yoneticinin sadece bu sembolt kullanildigt bilinmektedir.*® Yonetici, Garlan’in vermis oldugu
gruplandirmaya gore Gr. IV C*, Conovici’nin yapmis oldugu gruplandirmaya gére de Gr. 111d
(MO 295-280) icinde yer almaktadir.”’

Benzeri icin bk. Conovici 1998, 68 Kat.70; Garlan 2004, 152 Kat.192

39 Gatlan 2004, 156.

40 Garlan 2004, 97.

41 Conovici 1988, 39.

42 Garlan 2004, 148. Ayrica cift sembollii 6rnek icin bkz. 149 kat. 178.
43 Garlan 2004, 96.

44 Conovici 1998, 38.

45 Yonetici Pythokles’in mihiirleri iizerinde sadece yoneticiye ait tek bir sembol kullanildigy, tireticiye ait semboliin kullanilmagt
bildirilmektedir. bkz. Garlan 2004, 151.

46 Garlan 2004, 96.
47 Conovici 1988, 38.
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Sonug

Marmaray Tiip Gegit Projesi kapsaminda, Istanbul’un ¢esitli semtlerinde gerceklestirilmis
kazilar ve bunlarla ilgili yapilan, yapilacak olan her ¢alisma Byzantion kentinin Antik Dénem’deki
faaliyetleriyle ilgili yeni bir bilgi vermektedir. Bu ¢alisma kapsaminda irdelenen miihiirler, Antik
Dénem’de Karadeniz ticaretinin kapist durumundaki Byzantion kenti ile Sinope arasindaki ticari
iliskiyi kanitlamaktadir. Bir¢ok arastirmaciya gore, yonetici ismi tagtyan mihiirli amphoralarla
sarap sevkiyati yaptlmaktadir.® Bu nedenle Sinope’nin Byzantion’a mithirli amphoralatla sarap
ihra¢ ettigini séylemek mumkindir. Bu calismaya konu olan miubhirler, iki kent arasindaki
ticari iliskiyi amphora mithirleri izerinden degerlendirmek agisindan ilk 6rneklerdir. Tlerleyen
zamanlarda yapilacak yeni ¢alismalarla, kronolojik olarak degerlendirilecek miihiirler sayesinde,
kentlerin ticari faaliyetlerinin bitinligini anlamak mimkiin olacaktir.
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Resim 1. Marmaray Sirkeci Istasyonu Kazilart Vaziyet Plani (Girgin 2007, 96, Plan 1).
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Resim 2. 1-3. Marmaray Sirkeci Istasyonu Kazilarr’nda bulunmus olan miihiirlii
Sinope amphorast kulplart.
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Resim 3.1-2. Marmaray Sirkeci Istasyonu Kazilar'nda bulunmus olan mihiirlii Sinope amphorast kulplart.
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SINOP BALATLAR YAPI KOMPLEKSI
2010-2013 YILLARI ARASI BULUNAN PiSMi$S TOPRAK KANDILLER

Eda GUNGOR-ALPER*

OZET

Sinop, Tun¢ Cagr’ndan ginimiize kadar kesintisiz olarak yerlesim gérmus bir yarimada tzerindedir. Kent,
Karadeniz’in ortasindaki merkez konumu ile hemen hemen her dénem aktif ticaretin icinde yer almustir. Bu
nedenle, kentte hem ithalat hem de ihracati yapilan triinleri bir arada gérmek mimkiindir. Sinop’ta, Antik Cag’dan
guntimiize biytk 6l¢ide korunarak kalan en 6nemli yapilardan biri Balatlar Kilisesi olarak isimlendirilen Roma
Dénemi hamam yapisidir. Uzun bir dénem yerlesim gérmus ve farkls islevler ile kullanilan bu yapidan ele gecen
seramik buluntular oldukea ¢esitlidir.

Seramik buluntu yelpazesi icinde pismis toprak kandiller sayica az olmasina karsin, Klasik Dénem’in kaliteli
siyah firnislilerinden Ge¢ Roma Dénemi’nin astarsiz ya da ince astarli ve 6zensiz kandillerine kadar kesintisiz bir
zaman dilimi icine, MO 4. yiizyildan MS 6-7. yiizyillara kadar yayilmuslardir. Kandil buluntularinin azligi, 2010-2013
yillart arasinda hentiz alt tabakalara cok fazla ulasilamamast ve ge¢ dénemlerde pismis toprak kandillerden ziyade
cam kandillerin kiliselerde daha yaygin olarak kullanilmasindan kaynaklaniyor olmalidir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Sinop, seramik, kandil, Hellenistik D6nem, Roma Dénemi.

Sinop Balatlar Building Complex - Terracotta Lamps from the Seasons 2010 to 2013

ABSTRACT

Sinop is on a peninsula where it has been uninterruptedly settled since the Bronze Age. It is located in the
middle of the Anatolian Black Sea coast therefore Sinop’s active commerce has been in existence since ancient
times. One of the most important ruins in the city is Roman bath complex called Balatlar Church. Ceramic finds
from this complex, which had been inhabited for a long period and used different functions, are quite diverse.

Terracotta lamps constitue the smallest amount of the ceramic finds. Despite the small number, the finds is
dated in the long period, from 4th century BC to 6-7th century AD. Majority of lamps belong to Roman Period
and Late Roman Period. The others is dated to late Classic and Hellenistic Period. The lack of lamps should be due
to the fact that the lower stratigraphy has not been reached in 2010-2013 and glass lamps are more widely used in
the churches than clay lamps in the late periods.

Keywords: Sinop, ceramic, lamp, Hellenistic Period, Roman Period.

Sinop, Karadeniz’in Anadolu kiyilarinda yer alan ve her dénem konumundan dolayt 6nemini
hi¢ kaybetmeyen bir yerlesim yeri olarak tarihte yerini almistir. Hem deniz kiyisinda olmast hem
de Karadeniz etrafindaki kiyilar g6z 6niinde bulunduruldugunda Sinope’nin 6nemi bir kat daha
artmaktadir. Bu nedenle, kent Karadeniz ticareti icin 6nemli bir yere de sahiptir. Kent ve ¢evresi
Tung Caglar’ndan itibaren kesintisiz olarak yerlesim gérmiistiir. Kentin adi MO geg 7. yiizyilda
Miletos’lu kolonistler tarafindan verilmistir.! Modern kentin antik yetlesimin tizerine insa edilmis
olmasindan dolay1 glintimtize ¢ok az Antik Cag yapist ulasmistir.

Guntumiuizdeki yerlesim yeri, Antik Cag’daki yerlesim yerinin tizerine kurulmus ve her dénem
bir 6nceki donemin yapilarint tahrip ederek, mimari 6geleri devsirme olarak kendi yapilarinda
kullanmistir. Antik Cag’dan glinimiize buyiik 6l¢tide korunarak kalan en 6nemli yapilardan biri
Balatlar Kilisesi olarak isimlendirilen Roma Dénemi hamam yapisidir.

* Ars. Gor. Eda Giingér-Alper, Dokuz Eyliil Universitesi Fen Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Arkeoloji Bélimii-Klasik Arkeoloji Anabilim
Dali, edagungor@deu.edu.tr

Bu calismayr yapmamda bana yardimlarint hicbir zaman esirgemeyen ve beni her zaman destekleyen sayin hocam Prof. Dr.
Gilgtin Kéroglu'na sonsuz tesekkiirlerimi sunmak isterim.

1 Capar 1991, 317; Dooan 2004, 1.
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Sinop Balatlar Kilisesi Kazilar1 2010 yilinda Prof. Dr. Glilgiin Kéroglu baskanliginda baglamistir.”
Balatlar Kilisesi kazt alani, hamam-palaestra olarak kullaniminin ardindan Bizans DOnemi’nden
Geg Osmanli DOnemi’ne kadar mezarlik ve kilise olarak islev gormistiir. Yapilan kazt calismalari
sonucunda hag bicimli mekanda tabana ulastimistir. IVd, IVe ve IVf olarak isimlendirilen
mekanlarda yapinin bir alt katt oldugu anlasiimistir. Elde edilen son bulgular 1s1g1nda, yapinin
yiuzeyde duvar kalintilart korunmamis olan kesimindeki tahribatin Selguklu Donemi’nde
gerceklestirilen tas hirsizligina bagli gelistigi anlasilmaktadir. Ozellikle bu alanda yapilan
caligmalar sirasinda moloz yiginlari ile karsilasilmistir.” Kazilar sirasinda Klasik DOnem’den
Osmanli DOnNemMi’ne kadar her doneme ait buluntu topluluklart giin yiiziine ¢tkarilmistir. Seramik
buluntular yogun bir grubu olusturmasina karsin metal, cam, kemik objeler, pismis toprak figtirin
pargalar, plastik eserlere ait parcalar ile ge¢ donemlere ait ahsap ve giysi pargalart ele gecmistir.

Seramik buluntular arasinda ele gegen pismis toprak kandil buluntulart sayica az olmasina
karsin, genis bir tarih araligina yayilmislardir. Klasik Donem’in kaliteli siyah firnislilerinden Geg
Roma Doénemi’nin astarsiz ya da ince astarlt ve 6zensiz kandillerine kadar zengin bir cesitlilige
sahip kandiller, kesintisiz bir zaman dilimi icine, MO 4. yiizyildan MS 6-7. yiizyillara kadar
tarihlenebilirler.

Geg Klasik Donem-Erken Hellenistik Donem Kandilleri

Ele gegen en erken doneme tarihlendirilen kandilleri kaliteli siyah firnise sahip, cark yapimi
kandiller olusturur. Klasik DOnem’de hentiz kalip yapimi ile tiretim baglamamistir. Bu donemde
birgok konuda oldugu gibi kandillerde de 6ncii Attika BOlgesi’nde yer alan Atina’dir.* Ithal edilen
kandiller donemin de bir 6zelligi olarak kaliteli siyah firnise sahiptir. Bu doneme tarihlendirdigimiz
kandillerden ilki gévde parcasidir. Kat. No. 1, kandilin omuz bolimiine aittir (Res. 1.1). Ac¢ik
kirmizt kil rengi ve siyah firnislidir. I¢ ve dis yiizey ayni renkte astarlidir. Omuz ve burun pargast
olan Kat. No. 2, kirmizi kil rengine sahiptir ve parcanin i¢ ve dis ylzeyindeki firnis rengi siyahtir
(Res. 1.2). Kat. No.1 ve 2’nin govdesi derin ve acik bir ¢anak formundadir ve gévde omuzdan
kaideye keskin bigimde iner. S6z konusu kandil parcalart MO gec 4. yiizyilin 2. yarist ile MO
3. yiizyilin ilk geyregine tarihlenebilir.” Kat. No. 3, kahverengi kile ve koyu siyah firnise sahiptir
(Res. 1.3). Ig yiizeye ayni renkte firnis akmustir. Benzerleri yardimiyla tarihleyebildigimiz bu
kandil parcast MO Geg 3. yiizyila aittir.* Kat. No. 3’an govde formu erken tarihli olan Kat. No.
1 ve 2’ye gore yayvanlastigt ve yag deliginin biraz daha daraldigt g6zlemlenmistir.

Kat. No. 4 ve 5te goriilen pargalar kandillerin kaide boliimiine aittir (Res. 1.3-4). Form olarak
iki parca birbirinden oldukga farklidir. Kat. No. 4de goriilen parga tipik kapalt kase formlu bir
kandile aittir. Kat. No. 5’teki parcanin ise ortasinda olasilikla ahsap bir sopa sokularak tasimak
igin yapilan bir delik mevcuttur (Res. 1.5). Ancak, kandili tagimak i¢in kullanilan bu sopalar
bronz ya da kemikten de yapilmis olabilir.” Bu dénem kandilleri icin bu 6zellik siklikla karsimiza
¢ikmaktadir. Siyah firnisli bu kaide parcalari olasilikla MO 4. ve erken 3. yiizyillara tarihlenebilir.
Kaide yapilarindan anlasildigs tizere daha geg bir tarihe ait olamazlar. Kat. No. 4 ve 5teki kaide
parcalarinda kil rengi kirmizimst sari, dis ve i¢ yiizey ise siyah parlak firnislidir.

Ele gecen Geg Klasik-Erken Hellenistik DOnem’e tarihlenen bu kandil parcalarinda hamur
yapist ve kaliteli siyah firnise bakildiginda olasilikla, bolgenin bu doénemdeki yogun ticari
faaliyetlerini de goz 6niinde bulundurarak, ithal triinler oldugunu séylemek miimkiindir.

Koroglu 2010, 65-76.

Kéroglu 2017, 193.

Kassab-Tezgor — Sezer 1995, 56.

Howland 1958, 311 pl. 10, 38; Hojte 2010, 432 pl. 323 O-64.
Howland 1958, 434 pl. 15, 101-103.

Howland 1958, 72.

~N S Ul AL N

164




SiNnoP BALATLAR YAPT KompLEKST 2010-2013 Y1LLART ARAST BULUNAN Pismis TOPRAK KANDILLERT

Hellenistik Donem Kandilleri

Kat. No. 0, kandilin burun kismina aittir ve tipolojik olarak “capa burunlu” diye isimlendirilir
(Res. 1.6). Gri renkli hamur ve koyu gri renkli firnis ézelliklerine sahip olan parca MO 2. yiizyila
aittir. Burun tipi ve diger 6zelliklerinden anlasildig tizere Knidos tiretimi olmast gereken bu
parga tekil bir 6rnektir. Glneybati Anadolu’da Datca Yarimadast’nin en ug¢ noktasinda yer alan
Knidos kenti 6nemli bir kandil tretim merkezidir. Knidos tipi kandiller olarak adlandirilan® bu
form MO 2. yiizyilda Attika, Korinth, Delos, Rhodos, Mistr ve Italya gibi pek ¢ok farkli merkeze
ihrac edilmislerdir.’

Kat. No. 7, 8 ve 9, ok ucu burunlu olarak tanimlanirlar (Res. 1.7-9). Burun etrafi diiz tabla
bi¢cimlidir. Kat. No. 7 ve 8deki kandiller gri hamur rengi, dis ve i¢ ylzeyde koyu gri firnise
sahiptir. Kat. No. 9da gorilen kandilde kil rengi ve dis ylizey firnis koyu gridir. Kat. No. 10
ise ayn1 hamur ve firnis 6zelliklerine sahiptir, ancak gévdenin kulp tarafi korunmustur (Res.
1.10). Omuz tizerinde nokta bezeme oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Benzerleri yardimiyla MO geg 2.
yizyil ve MO erken 1. yiizyila tarihlenirler. Bu dért kandil form, hamur ve kil 6zelliklerine gore
Ephesos tretimi olmalidir. Ephesos tiretimi kandiller hamur ve firnis renkleri, formlar ve gévde
profilleri nedeniyle metal 6rneklerden esinlenmis olmalidir. Ephesos tipi kandillerde' iki temel
form karsimiza ¢tkmaktadir. Bunlardan biri olan ¢ift konik profilli, kaliplama yerleri keskin, ince,
uzun, tzeri diz, ok ucu burunlu kandiller, bu grup esetlerin erken tipidir. Bu tipin ilk 6rnekleri
MO erken 2. yiizyila tarihlenir.!!

Roma Donemi Kandilleri

Kat. No. 11, tipik Roma Dénemi kandilidir (Res. 1.11). Burun tzerindeki kalp bigiminden
dolay1 kalp burunlu kandiller'? olarak isimlendirilmis bu kandilin discus bezemesinin rozet motifi
oldugu gorilmektedir. Omuz kenari ise bezemesizdir. Kil rengi kahverengi, firnis rengi ise
koyu kahverengidir. Olasilikla atese maruz kaldigt icin firnis rengi degisime ugramis olmalidir.
Bu formdaki kandiller genelde kirmizi renktedirler. Roma Doénemi ile birlikte kalip yaygin
olarak kullanilmaya baslar ve boylece seri tiretim hizlanir. Kulpun kandile sonradan eklendigi
anlasiimaktadir. Bu formdaki kandillere gére biraz daha ince bir kulpa sahiptir. Kandil pargasinin
kaidesinde ise kirtk oldugundan dolayr tam olarak anlasilamayan bir mihiir vardir. Sadece bu
muhrin planta pedis (ayak baski) olmadigint séylemek mimkindir. Bu dénemde planta pedis
muhur oldukea yaygindir. Kandil benzetleti yardimiyla MS 1. ylzyila tarihlenebilir.”?

Kat. No. 12 ve 13, korunma durumlarindan dolay1 formu anlagilamayan 6rneklerdir (Res. 2.12-
13). Her iki kandilin de omuz kenarinda yumurta dizisi bezeme, discusunda ise rozet motifi yer
alir. Kat. No. 12 numarali kandil is¢ilik bakimindan diger pargaya gore daha kalitelidir. Kil rengi
kirmizimst sart dis yiizey firnis ise kirmizt renklidir. I¢ yiizeyin kil renginde oldugu gorillmiistiir.
Kat. No. 13 numaral kandilin ise kil rengi agik kahverengidir. Dis ve i¢ ylizey firnislidir ancak
olasilikla atese maruz kaldigt icin renkte dalgalanmalar olmus ve firnis rengi koyu kahverengi
ile gri tonlarindadir. Tlk kandil omuz kenarmin darligi ve iscilik 6zelliklerine gore olasilikla MS
1. yiizydla, 13 numarali par¢a genel olarak MS 1 ve 2. ylzyillara tarihlenebilir. Omuz tizerinde
yumurta dizisi ve discusda rozet, Roma Doénemi i¢in oldukga yaygin olarak gorilen motiflerdir.

Diger omuz pargalarinin her ikisinde de (KKat. No. 14-15) geometrik desenler yer alir (Res.
2.14-15). Kat No. 14’te omuz kenar1 bezemesiz, discusun bir bolimiinde bant halinde ¢izgisel

8 Tuluk 2003, 21.

9 Tuluk 2003, 22.

10 Tlk defa Walters tarafindan Ephesos tipi kandilleri tanim1 kullanilmugtir. Tuluk 2003, 24.
11 Girler 2002, 133-147; Girler 2003, 123-131.

12 Loeschcke 1919, Tip VIII, Burun Tipi H.

13 Bailey 1988, pl. 103 Q3076.
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bezeme vardir.'* Kirmizimst sart kil rengine ve dis ylizeyde kirmizi astara sahip olan kandilin
i¢ ylizeyi astarsizdir ve yanik izi vardir. Bu parcaya da genel olarak MS 1 ve 2. yuzyil tarihi
verilebilir. Form olarak bakildiginda biraz daha farkli olan Kat. No. 15’te ¢izgi motifinin omuz
tzerinde yapildig1" goriilmektedir. Kil rengi acik kirmizi, dis ylizey astar kirmizi, i yiizey ise kil
rengindedir. Formundan dolay: biraz daha geg bir tarihe verilebilir.

Kigtk bir bolimu korunmus olan Kat. No. 16’nin omuz kenarinda Gzim salkimi motifi
oldugu anlasiimaktadir (Res. 2.16). Roma Dénemi’nde omuz tzerinde yumurta dizisi ve nokta
bezeme en yaygin gorilen motiflerdir. Ancak, bu motiflerin yan1 sira bitkisel motifler ya da
geometrik desenler de karsimiza cikar. Bitkisel motifler arasinda da yapraklar, sarmasgik dallar
ve lUzim salkimlari gibi cesitli bezemeler yer alir. Parca, kirmizimst sart kil rengi ve kirmizi
firnise sahiptir. MS 1 ve 2. yuzyillara tarihlenebilir. Kat. No. 17 vel8, omuz ve gévdenin arka
bolimune aittir (Res. 2.17-18). Her iki kandilde omuz tGzeri bezemesizdir. Kat. No. 17’ nin dzscusu
icinde anlasilamayan bir motif oldugu goriilir. Bu kandilde kil acik kirmizi, Kat. No. 18de ise
kirmizimsi sart rengindedir ve astar renkleri ise kirmizinin tonlarindadir.

Geg¢ Roma Dénemi Kandilleri

Kat. No. 19, Sarachane Tip 11'¢ ile benzerlik gosterir (Res. 2.19). Omuz tzerinde kabart
halinde kisa cizgiler yer alir. Discus etrafindaki duvar kapanmadan bir kanal yaparak buruna
yonlenir. Burunun her iki tarafinda kabartma seklinde iki nokta bezek vardir. Kil rengi kahverengi,
dis ve i¢ ylizeyde bulunan ince astar ise grimsi kahverengidir. Burun kenarinda yanik izi bulunur.
Hayes, bu tipteki yaymnlanmis kandillerin daha ¢ok Bulgaristan ve Romanya da yer aldigindan
bahseder. Daha kigik boyutlu olanlarin ise Kiigiik Asya tipi kandillerinin kopyalari olmast
gerektigi belirtilir."” Bu formdaki kandiller MO 6 ve 7. yiizyillara tarihlenirler.

Kat. No. 20, diger gruplara gore ¢ok farklidir (Res. 2.20). Discus deligi etrafindaki kabartma
bant buruna dogru birleserek devam eder ve burun kenart etrafinda sonlanir. Ayrica agik kirmuzt
kil renginde olan dis yiizey lizerine kirmizimsi sar1 renkte boya bir hat bi¢iminde strilmustiir.
Bu boyali hat govdenin st tarafindadir. Akdeniz havzasi, Kita Yunanistan ve Ege adalari,
Anadolu ve Karadeniz kiyilarindaki yayinlanmis pek ¢ok kandil incelenmesine karsin bu formda
olan bir kandile ulasilamamistir. Ayrica, bezeme tarzi olarak da farklt 6zellikler tasimaktadir.
Form 6zellikleri bakimindan MO 6 ve 7. yiizyillara yani Gec Antik Cag’a tarihlenebilir. Olastlikla
yerel ya da bélgesel bir tretim s6z konusu olmalidir. Kat. No. 21, 22 ve 23, kulp parcalart
kalipla sekillendirilmis tipik ge¢ donem kandillerini animsatmaktadir (Res. 2.21-23). Kil renkleri
kirmizimsi sari, firnis ise gdvdenin iist bolimiinde akitma boyali olarak kirmizinin tonlarindadir.
Discus deligi etrafinda kabartma bigimindeki bant kulp etrafini da kapsar, ayrica kulpun tam orta
tarafina da baglanir. Kulp tizerindeki bezemeler de kabartma biciminde yapilmistir. Formundan
Geg Antik Cag’a ait oldugu séylenebilmektedir. S6z konusu kulba yakinlik teskil eden bagka
kulplar olmasina karsin eserin tam olarak benzerine ulastlamamistir. Kat. No. 20’de kulplar, discus
etrafindaki kabartma bandin benzerligi, bu bandin hem burun kenarina hem de kulp tarafina
baglanmis olabilecegi, firnis renklerindeki benzerlikler nedeniyle bu pargalarin olasiikla ayni
formda kandillere ait oldugunu dustindirmektedir.

Kat. No. 24 tam olarak ele ge¢mis sadece burun kisminda kiigtuk bir kirigt vardir (Res. 2.24).
Burun kenarinda yanik izi goralir. Omuz tzerinde gizgisel bezeme vardir, discusu bezemesiz ve
kictktir. Kulp kalin sarmal bicimindedir. Kil rengi acik kirmizi, tizerindeki astar ise kil renginin
bir ton koyusudur. Form 6zelliklerine gére Kiiciik Asya Tipi kandiller arasinda degerlendirilebilir.

14 Heimerl 2001, taf. 16.674; Meric 2002, taf. 79 L. 63. Bu tarzda bant bezeme farkli formlarda ve farkli tarihlere ait kandiller
uzerinde kullanilmustir.

15 Miltner 1937, taf. 2.204 MS 3.-4. ylizyil; Zoitopoulou-Fossey 1992, 272 pl. 8.52-53 MS 2. yiizyilin sonu - 3. yiizyil.
16 Hayes 1992, 83.
17 Hayes 1992, 83.
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Ancak, kulp yapist Kictk Asya kandillerinden farkli olarak kalin ve sarmal bicimlidir." Kulp
yapist Sofya Arkeoloji Miizesi’ndeki bir grup kandil ile (form yapist tam olarak ayn1 olmasa da)
benzetlik gosterir."” S6z konusu kulp yapisy, usta tercihi ya da bolgesel bir 6zellik olabilir. Eser,
MS 3. ve 4. yiizyillara olacak sekilde Ge¢ Roma Dénemi’ne tarihlenebilir.

Sonug¢

Bu calismada kronolojik ve tipolojik olarak incelenen kandillerin tamamit Sinop Balatlar Yap1
Kompleksi kazilarinda ortaya ¢tkarddmistir. Ancak, toplu olarak ele gegmemis farkli mekanlardan
ve farklt seviyelerden bulunmustur. Yapida 2010-2013 yillart arasinda yapilan kazilar sirasinda
mekanlarin tst tabakalarinin Orta Cag’da mezarlik olarak kullanilmasi, sonrasinda ise bir stre
tarim yaptlmast stratigrafinin bozulmasina neden olmustur. Bu nedenle stratigrafiye baglt bir
tarihlendirme yapilamamis, kandillerin yakin ya da uzak merkezlerdeki benzerleri incelenerek
tanimlanmaya calistlmistir. Bunun yani sira yerel ya da ithal olabilecek pargalarin tartisiimast
amaclanmustir. Sinop’ta ithal malzemelerin olmast 6nemli bir liman kenti olmastyla baglantilt
olarak yadirganacak bir durum degildir. Bunun yani sira 6zellikle Hellenistik Dénem’den itibaren
Sinop’ta amphora tretimi yapan atlyelerin varligr bilinmektedir.*

Kataloga alinan 24 kandil pargast arasindan en erken kandillerin Geg Klasik-Erken Hellenistik
Dénem’e ait oldugu gorulmistir. Kaliteli bir siyah firnise sahip bu kandil pargalarinin hamur
Ozellikleri 1s1g1nda ithal kandiller olabilecegi distuncesi kuvvetlidir. Hellenistik Doénem’e
tarihlenen kandil parcalarinda kendine has 6zellikleri ile ayirt etmenin ¢ok zor olmadigt Ephesos
ve Knidos tiretimi olan pargalar vardir. Bu donemde tretimi yapan her iki atolyenin de uzak
merkezlere kandil ihrag ettigi bilinmektedir.

Roma Doénemi’nde yapinin hamam olarak kullanildigt yapilan kazilar sonucunda ortaya
cikaridmistir. Buna karsin, az sayida kandil buluntusu ele ge¢mesi sasirticidir. Bu doneme ait ele
gecen kandil pargalarindan anlasildigr tizere donemin tipik formlart kullanilmustir. Burun yapist
korunarak giinimiize gelen tek parca kalp burunlu olarak tanimlanan kandil grubuna aittir.
Bezemelere baktigimizda, yine sevilen ve yaygin olarak kullanilan discus iginde rozet motifinin
varligr gortilmektedir. Bir parcada bant bigiminde ¢izgisel bezmenin discus iginde dolastigs
anlasiimaktadir. Omuz kenarlart ise yumurta dizisi ve geometrik motiflerle susludur. Kigtk, tek
bir 6rnekte ise tizim salkimi vardir.

Ge¢ Roma Dénemine ait kandiller incelendiginde iki formun benzer 6rnekleri bulunmus
ancak diger parcalarin benzer orneklerine rastlanmamustir. Kii¢iik Asya tipi olarak tanimlanan
kandil grubu dénem igin tipiktir. Ancak Sinop Balatlar kazilarinda ele gecen bu ornekte kulp
yapistnin farklilign dikkat gekicidir. Bu tarzda bir kulp Anadolu kandilleri arasinda yoktur.
Modern Bulgaristan sinirlart icinde ele gecen bir kandil grubunda ise hem form bakiminda yakin
benzerliklerin oldugu goértlmiis hem de kulp yapisinin aynt oldugu anlasilmistir. Buna ragmen
yerel bir 6zellik olarak da degerlendirilebilir. Bu doneme tarihli en dikkat ¢ekici kandil pargalarinin
ise (Kat. No. 20-23) pek cok farklt bolge kandilleri incelenmis olmasina karsin kendine 6zgt bir
boyama ve bezeme tarzt oldugu anlasilmistir. Gerek kulp yapisi gerekse discus etrafinin da kapsayan
kabartma bi¢imli ¢tkintist ile bu parcalarin yerel tretim oldugunu disinmek yanlis olmayacaktir.

Tum kandil parcalari degerlendirildiginde uzun bir tarih araligina yayildiklari, ancak yapinin
ne kadar erkene gitmis olabilecegi heniiz tam olarak bilinmediginden 6zellikle Roma ve Geg
Roma Doénemi’nin buluntularinin tarihlendirme bakimindan birbiriyle ortiistigini soylemek
mumkundir. Kandil buluntusunun azlhig konusu ise ge¢ donemler igin cam kandillerin artmast
nedeniyle pismis toprak kandillere egilimin azalmis olabilecegidir.

18 Miltner 1937, taf. 5.937 Tip V.
19 Kuzmanov 1992, 113, 277 a-b, 278 a-b. Bu kandiller MS 3. yiizyila tarihlenirler.
20 Kassab-Tezgor — Tatlican 1996, 357-358.
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Katalog

SBK.2011.493

uz: 48 cm y:25cm

Kil: 2.5 YR 6/8 acik kirmizi renkte, kum katkilidir.

Yizey: Dis ve i¢ yuzey 7.5 YR 2.5/0 siyah renkte firmislidir.

Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Howland 1958, 73-74 pl. 10, 38.311; Hojte 2010, 432 pl. 323 O-64;
MO 4. ytzyilin 2. yarist - MO 3. ylizyilin ilk ceyregi.

SBK.2011.66

uz:4cm y:3.8cm

Kil: 2.5 YR 6/8 acik kirmizi renkte, kum katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis ve i¢ ylizey 7.5 YR 2.5/0 siyah renkte firmislidir.

Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Howland 1958, 73-74 pls. 10, 38.311; Hojte 2010, 432 pl. 323 O-64;
MO 4. yiizyilin 2. yarist - MO 3. ytzyihn ilk ¢eyregi.

SBK.2010.42
uz:5cm  y:2.1cm
Kil: 10 YR 5/3 kahverengi renkte, kalsit katkilidur.

Yiizey: Dis yizey 7.5 YR 2.5/0 siyah, i¢ ytizey 10 YR 6/4 acik sarimsi kahverengi Uzerine dis
yuzeyle ayni renkte firnis akmustir.

Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Howland 1958, 101-103 pl. 15.434; MO gec 3. yiizyil.

SBK 2013.1402

uz:6cm gen:6cm y:1.9cm

Kil: 5 YR 7/6 kirmizimst sart renkte, kalsit katkilidur.
Yiizey: Dis ve i¢ ylzey 5 YR 2.5/1 siyah renkte firnislidir.
Tarihlendirme: MO 4-3. yiizyil.

SBK.2012.86

Kaide R: 4.8 cm  y: 2.5cm

Kil: 5 YR 7/6 kirmizimsi sar1 renkte, kum katkilidir.
Yiizey: Dis ve i¢ ylzey 2.5 YR 2.5/0 siyah renkte firnislidir.
Tarihlendirme: MO 3. yiizyil.

SBK 2012-223

uz: 3.6 cm y: 2.4 cm

Kil: 7.5 YR 5/0 gti, kalsit katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis ve i¢ yuizey 7.5 YR 3/0 ¢OK koyu gti renkte firnislidir.
Tarihlendirme: MO 2. yiizyil.

SBK.2012.357

uz: 4.7cm y:2.2cm

Kil: 10 YR 5/1 gti renkte, kalsit katkilidur.

Yiizey: Dis ve i¢ ylizey 10 YR 4/1 koyu gri renkte firnislidir.

Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Howland 1958, 170 pl. 49.666; MO geg 2. yiizyil - MS erken 1.
yuzyil.
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SBK.2012.357
uz:55cm y:2cm
Kil: 7.5 YR 5/4 kahverengi renkte, kum ve kalsit katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis ve ic yuzey firnis cok astnmustir. Burun kenarinda yanik izi vardir. Yiuzey 10 YR 7/4
cok soluk kahverengi renkte, firnis 5 YR 2.5/1 siyah renktedir.

Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Howland 1958, 170 pl. 49.666; MO geg 2. yiizy1l-MS erken 1. yiizyil.

SBK.2010.76

uz:3.7cm y:2.5cm

Kil: 2.5 YR 4/1 koyu gfi renkte, kum katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis yuzey firnis 2Y 3/0 cok koyu gti renkte, i¢ yuzey kil rengindedir.

Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Howland 1958, 170 pl. 49.666; MO geg 2. yiizyil-MS erken 1. yiizyil.

SBK.2013.1336

uz.:2.6cm y:1.5cm

Kil: 10 YR 5/2 grimsi kahverengi renkte, mika katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis yiizey firnis 10 YR 4/1 koyu gti renkte, i¢ ylizey 10 YR 5/1 gri renktedir.
Tarihlendirme: MO geg 2. yiizyil-MS erken 1. yiizyil.

SBK 2013.1
uz:8.1cm y:2.8cm
Kil: 7.5 YR 4/2 kahverengi, kalsit katkilidur.

Yiizey: Dis ve i¢ yluzey 7.5 YR 3/2 koyu kahverengi renkte firnislidir, i¢ yiizeyde yanik izleri
vardir.

Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Bailey 1988, pl. 103 Q3076, MS 1. ytzyil.

SBK.2013.1321

uz:55cm y:1.3cm

Kil: 5 YR 7/6 kirmizimsi sart, mika katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis yiizey 2.5 YR 5/8 kirmuzt renkte firnislidir, i¢ ylizey kil rengindedir.
Tarihlendirme: MS 1. ytzyil.

SBK.2013.1336
uz: 48 cm y:0.7cm
Kil: 10 YR 8/3 ¢ok soluk kahverengi, kum katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis ylizey 10 YR 4/1 koyu gti ve 7.5 YR 4/4 koyu kahverengi renkte dalgali firnisli, i¢
yuzey 10 YR 4/1koyu gti renkte firnislidir.

Tarihlendirme: MS 1-2. yiizyil.

SBK.2013.1321
uz: 4.6 cm  y: 0.7 cm
Kil: 7.5 YR 7/6 kirmizimsi sar1, kalsit ve mika katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis yuzey 2.5 YR 5/8 kirmuzi renkte firnislidir, i¢ ytizey 7.5 YR 7/4 pembe renkte ve
yanik izi vardir.

Tarihlendirme: Heimerl 2001, taf. 16.674; Meri¢ 2002, taf. 79 L 63; MS 1-2. ylzyil.
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SBK.2013.24

uz: 46cm y:0.7cm

Kil: 2.5 YR 6/6 acik kirmizi, kalsit katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis yuzey 10 YR 5/6 kirmizi renkte firnislidir, i¢ ylzey kil rengindedir.

Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Miltner 1937, 204 taf. 2, MS 3-4. ytzyil; Zoitopoulou — Fossey 1992,
272 pl. 8.52-53; MS 2. yiizyilin sonu-3. ytizyil.

SBK.2013.386
uz: 1.7cm  y: 0.4 cm
Kil: 5 YR 7/6 kirmizimsi sar1, kalsit katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis yizey 2.5 YR 4/6 kirmizt ve 2.5 YR 3/2 kirmizi renkte dalgali firnislidit, i¢ ylizey 5
YR 3/1 cok koyu gti renkte firnislidir.

Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Heimerl 2001, Bei 11.307, taf. 19.891; MS 1-2. ytizyil.

SBK.2013.1
uz: 44 cm y:1.8cm
Kil: 7.5 YR 7/4 pembe, kum ve kalsit katkiidir.

Yiizey: Dis ylizey 5 YR 4/6 sarimst kirmuzi renkte firnislidir, i¢ ylizeye kil rengi tzerine firnis
akmustir.

Tarihlendirme: Roma DOnemi.

SBK.2013.1149
uz:33cm y:3cm
Kil: 7.5 YR 6/6 kirmizimst sart, kalsit ve mika katkilidir.

Yizey: Dis yuzey 2.5 YR 6/8 actk kirmizi renkte firnislidir, firnis ¢ok asinmistir, i¢ yuzey kil
rengindedir.

Tarihlendirme: Roma DOnemi.

SBK 2013.1440
uz: 6.1 cm  y:3.1cm
Kil: 10 YR 4/3 kahverengi, kalsit ve iti kum taneleri katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis ve i¢ ylizey 10 YR 5/2 grimsi kahverengi ince astatlidir, burunda yanik izi vardir.
Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Zhuravlev 2007, 230 pl. 23.2; MS 6. ytzyil.

SBK 2013.135
uz: 7.1 cm  y: 44 cm
Kil: 7.5 YR 7/4 kahverengi, kalsit ve iri kum taneleri katkilidur.

Yiizey: Dis ve i¢ yuizey 5 YR 6/8 kirmizimst sari renkte astarlidir, Ust yuzeyde kil renginde boya
vardir.

Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Giing6r Alper 2014, pl. 3.55; MS 6.-7. yuzyil.

SBK 2013.53
uz:3cm  y:3.2cm
Kil: 5 YR 6/6 kirmizimsi sart, kalsit ve kum katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis yuzey 7.5 YR 7/4 pembe ince astar tizetine 5 YR 4/4 renkte akitma boyaly, i¢ yluzey
5 YR 6/8 kirmizimst sar1 renkte ince astarhidir.
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SBK 2013.72
uz:42cm y:09cm
Kil: 7.5 YR 7/6 kirmizimst sar1, kalsit katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis yuzey 7.5 YR 7/6 kirmizimst sati ince astar tzetine 2.5 YR 6/8 actk kirmizt renkte
akitma boyaly, i¢ yuzey 7.5 YR 7/6 kirmizimst sart renkte ince astarlidir.

SBK 2013.57
uz:2.7cm y: 1.6 cm
Kil: 7.5 YR 7/6 kirmizimst sart, kum ve kalsit katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis yuzey 5 YR 7/6 kirmizimsi satt ince astar Uzerine 2.5 YR 6/8 actk kirmizi renkte
akitma boyall, ylizeyin cukur olan yetlerinde boya kalinlasmis ve 2.5 YR 3/2 koyu kirmizi rengini
almustir, i¢ yluzey kil rengindedir.

SBK 2017.12
uz: 7.6 cm gen: 2.8 y:4cm
Kil: 5 YR 6/8 kirmizimst sart, kum ve kalsit katkilidir.

Yiizey: Dis yuzey kil rengi tizerine 5 YR 5/8 kirmizimst satt akitma boyalidir. Burun tzerinde
yanik izi vardir.

Benzer ve Tarihlendirme: Menzel 1969, abb. 80.14 kat. no. 634; Miltner 1937, taf. 5.937 Tip
V; Kuzmanov 1992, 13, 277 a-b, 278 a-b; MS 3-4. yiizyil.
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RETHINKING THE PLAKETTENVASEN FROM SINOPE:
NEW PERSPECTIVES ON THE DATING, MEANING AND USE OF AN
EXTRAORDINARY CERAMIC WARE

Hazar KABA*

ABSTRACT

An undecorated sarcophagus was found in 2013 during infrastructure works in the Gelincik district of Sinop,
where the western necropolis of ancient Sinope was once located. Rescue excavations conducted by the Sinop
Museum documented a rich assemblage of grave offerings, including various types of jewellery, personal-care
items, coins and a range of pottery, within the sarcophagus. Amongst the pottery, a small group of Attic vases and
several well-preserved clay vessels with polychrome relief decoration, known as Plakettenvasen, are of particular
note. According to anthropological analyses, this rich burial belonged to a young female.

This paper presents the burial and its offerings, but with a focus on the polychrome Plakettenvasen. It reviews
the dating of this pottery group, which has been a problematic issue, on the basis of the wider assemblage recovered
from the sarcophagus.

Keywords: Plakettenvasen, Sinope, sarcophagus, polychrome relief ceramics, Late Classical.

Sinope Kokenli “Plakettenvasen”leri Yeniden Diigiinmek: Siradig1 Bir Seramik Grubunun
Tarihlemesi, Anlami1 ve Kullanimi Uzerine Yeni Bakis A¢ilar1

OZET

Bir zamanlar Sinope’nin bati nekropoliiniin yer aldigt Gelincik mahallesinde 2013 yilinda yiirttilen alt yapi
caligmalarinda bezemesiz bir lahit bulunmustur. Sinop Miizesi tarafindan yapilan kurtarma kazilari sonucunda
lahit i¢cinde zengin buluntu gruplari, cesitli takilar, kisisel bakim esyalari, sikkeler ve farkli tipte seramik kaplar ele
gecmistir. Seramik kaplar icinde birka¢ Attik kokenli kap yaninda birkag tane iyi korunmus, cok renkli kabartma
suslere sahip olan ve literatire “Plaketten-vasen” adiyla ge¢mis bir grup seramik kap 6zellikle dikkat ¢ekmektedir.
Antropolojik ¢alismalar bu zengin mezatin geng bir kadina ait oldugunu géstermektedir.

S6z konusu ¢alisma, bu yeni gdmiyt buluntulart ile beraber, ama 6zellikle de ¢ok renkli “Plaketten-vasen”
eserleri tizerine odaklanarak irdeleyecektir. Calisma kapsaminda, glinimiize kadar tartismali bir cergevede irdelenmis
olan bu seramik tirtintn tarihlemesi lahit icindeki buluntu grubu temel alinarak yeniden degetlendirilecektir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Plakettenvasen, Sinope, lahit, cok renkli ve kabartmali seramikler, Ge¢ Klasik.

Introduction

The first excavations conducted by the late Prof. Dr. Ekrem Akurgal and his colleague Prof.
Dr. Ludwig Budde in Sinop in the 1950s revealed substantial finds from the ancient levels of
the city.! The innovations that these excavations have brought to the wotld of archaeology
also include the first samples of a new type of ceramic ware, the potential of which has not
been realized during those days. Although this ceramic ware was first discovered during the
excavations carried out by Akurgal and Budde, it did not receive much attention in the scientific
community since it was exemplified only by very few samples.”

These excavations offered the first examples of a new type of ceramic ware. However, the
archaeological potential of the ware was not realised at the time, and, since it was exemplified
by only a few specimens, it did not receive much attention within the scientific community.
The first — and, to date, single — substantial publication on this ceramic ware was published in

* Asst. Prof. Hazar Kaba, Sinop University Faculty of Science and Letters-Department of Archaeology, hazarkaba@sinop.
edu.tr.

1 Akurgal 1956; Akurgal — Budde 1956; Budde 1956a, 1956b; Erzen 1956; Boysal 1959.
2 Budde 19564, 6.
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1976 by Kammerer-Grothaus, prompted by the increasing number of examples acquired by the
Sinop Museum via excavations and purchases. The publication names the ware Plakettenvasen
(vases with plaques)’ and presents a lebes gamikos and three lekythoi. The vessels themselves
are evaluated in terms of their forms and the plastic relief applications are evaluated in detail
with regard to their iconographies. Based on this evaluation, Plakettenvasen are defined as an
independent ware group, tentatively dated to the mid-fourth century BC and considered most
likely to have been produced as grave gifts. However, the publication emphasises the fact that
further specimens are required in order to offer firmer conclusions, since, even taken together,
the vessel forms and the relief appliqué decorations are insufficient to provide a solid dating.*
The fact that the vessels originally had polychrome decorations is mentioned only briefly, given
the limited available data.” The number of so-called Plakettenvasen increased further after the
publication of Kammerer-Grothaus’ study, but no further detailed study has been conducted
to date on the ware.’

The accidental discovery in 2013 of a sarcophagus during infrastructure work in the Gelincik
district of Sinop, located within the boundaries of the western necropolis of the ancient
city, suddenly and radically changed this situation. This sarcophagus, named the ‘Gelincik
Sarcophagus’ by the excavators, contained some Attic vases, a quantity of jewellery and items of
everyday use, together with a collection of eight Plakettenvasen. This discovery not only supplied
us with the first assemblage of Plakettenvasen, it also provided a firm context, thus potentially
allowing for more accurate dating of this ware. The Gelincik Sarcophagus and the Plakettenvasen
retrieved from it highlighted the need for an up-to-date and extensive study of this ceramic
ware.’

In the current study, the eight Plakettenvasen retrieved from the sarcophagus will be evaluated,
together with the other finds found in the same context, with the aim of providing the first
reliable dating of this ceramic ware. Thus the issue of dating will form the main focal point of
the study, whilst stylistic analysis and comparisons, and consideration of production centre(s)
will be touched upon only briefly.

The Gelincik Sarcophagus: Context and Contents

The Gelincik Sarcophagus was found in the Gelincik district of Sinop, 1.27m west of the city
walls (Fig. 1). The sarcophagus was accidentally discovered right next to the modern highway
that provides access to the city at an approximate depth of 0.7m below the ground surface; heavy
machinery was used to extract it from its location (Fig. 2) and it was trnsferred to the garden of
the Sinop Museum. The contents of the sarcophagus were then revealed and recorded.

The sarcophagus was carved from the limestone which is specific to the promontory of
Sinop known as Boztepe. It is composed of a simple rectangular basin; the lid was broken
during the process of its discovery. The basin displays quite simple and even poor workmanship,
and is 2.14m long, 0.90m wide and 0.75m high. Its interior measures 0.67m wide, 1.90m long
and 0.50m deep.

The single skeleton lay in a supine position, and, during the clearing of the soil that filled
the interior of the sarcophagus, many finds were located around the neck, near the groin and,
especially, at the ends of the feet (Fig. 3). The gold beads found around the neck of the skeleton
indicate that the deceased was buried wearing a necklace (Fig. 3.17). A mirror (Fig. 3.1), an

3 Kammerer-Grothaus 1976.
4 Kammerer-Grothaus 1976, 248-50.
5 Kammerer-Grothaus 1976, 245.

6 Only a supeficial study has been made of these finds, within the scope of a undergraduation dissertation by Musa Kadioglu
(Sinop tan Lebes Gamikos, Ankara University, 1994).

7 'The ceramics and other finds from the sarcophagus will be evaluated in detail by the author in a later publication.
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alabastron (Fig. 3.3) and a bronze pigment rod placed in a bone container (Fig. 3.14) — ie.
personal items of the deceased — were located around the groin of the skeleton together with
two finger rings. Since the rings were found around the phalanges, it is clear that they were
originally worn on the fingers of the deceased. An Attic squat lekythos (Fig. 3.13), a miniature
netted lekythos (Fig. 3.11) and three Plakettenvasen lekythoi (Fig. 3.9-10-12) were found between
the right leg and the side of the sarcophagus. Two Plakettenvasen lekythoi (Fig. 3.5-0), a single red-
figure Attic lebes (Fig. 3.7) and two Plakettenvasen lebetes gamikoi (Fig. 3.8-15), one of which was
completely broken, were located in the area between the left leg and the side of the sarcophagus.

While some of the finds found inside the sarcophagus offer a wide range of dates with
regards to the dating of the burial, some allow a more precise dating, In the former category is
the necklace. This was made up of simple gold beads, with club-shaped finials at either end. Itis
known that this type of necklace spread across a wide area, stretching from Greece and Anatolia
to the wider Black Sea region and northern steppes. Since both the beads and the club-shaped
finials lack any form of decoration, they are difficult to date precisely and can be attributed only
generally to the Classical period.”

The rings are the most numerous items of jewellery (three in total), but are the worst-
preserved finds within the sarcophagus assemblage. One of the rings was retrieved in a
completely broken state, while another had lost its decorations. The third ring was preserved in
two pieces, and is especially remarkable for being produced in silver and decorated with gold.
The decoration of the ring, which has a spiral-shaped ring chain and an elliptical girdle, was
made on gold leaf by means of the repoussé technique. A scene depicting a woman riding a
hippocampus, accompanied by a dolphin, can be traced on the elliptical leaf, which was cut in
the same shape as the girdle (Fig. 4). The female figure clearly holds and lifts a helmet in her
hand. This iconography, which depicts Thetis carrying the new weapons of her son Achilles,
is known to be a popular motif on ancient jewellery, especially during the Classical period.’
Apart from the general iconography, Thetis’ straight-gazing head and transparent drapery with
converging folds clinging to her legs are characteristic traits of the Classical period, particularly
towards the end of the fifth century BC."

The largest portion of the ceramic repertoire, consisting of both Attic vases and Plakettenvasen,
was placed at the ends of the toes of the deceased. Itis remarkable that almost all the Plakettenvasen
found in the sarcophagus were located in this area.

The alabaster bottle, the pigment rod found in a bone container and the mirror, all items
of personal use, do not provide any precise dating data. However, these finds are important in
terms of indicating that the deceased was a female, as do the Attic lebes and the Plakettenvasen
lebetes gamikoi, which all belong to the female realm."" Analysis of the single skeleton contained
within the Gelincik Sarcophagus confirmed the burial was indeed that of a female aged between
21 and 24 years.

The Plakettenvasen from the Gelincik Sarcophagus: General Characteristics, Date
and Use

The eight Plakettenvasen that were placed in the Gelincik Sarcophagus comprise the only
collective group of this ceramic ware found in a securely datable context. Two of these vessels
are in the form of lebes gamikos (one of which is completely broken) and the remaining six

8 Williams — Ogden 1994, 162 no. 102; Rudolph 1995, 150; Unli — Ozsayg1 2007, 15.
9 Williams — Ogden 1994, 89 no. 42; Boardman 2001a, 219-20, pls. 675, 686.

10 Richter 1959, 5. The folds seen in Thetis’ clothing reflect a popular trend that was even used on the figures depicted on the
coinage of Terina from 425-400 BC; see Head 1932, no. 23 pl. 14.

11 For the place that the lebes gamikos occupied in the daily life of women and its connection to nuptial events, see Richter
— Milne 1935, 11.
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are good examples of the lekythos. Both forms of Plakettenvasen are very richly decorated with
miscellaneous plastic elements and paints of various colours, forming a remarkable polychromic
decoration (Fig. 5).

The painted decoration appears generally as a complete surface coating of the whole of
each vessel, including the rim and upper neck. There are also painted tongue motifs applied
especially around the base and the neck, and reverse palmetto motifs painted on the rear. On
the relief scenes, a range of colours, such as blue, red, white and yellow, was used to highlight
the background, clothes and, especially, the hair. The surfaces of the vessels were coloured using
a particular dark-red paint only. Another, slightly darker paint was clearly preferred for the rim
and upper neck of especially the lekythoi. The tongue motifs were painted alternately red and
blue within rectangular panels outlined by black paint. The reverse palmetto motifs on the rears
of the vessels were created with red paint.

The vases have extremely rich plastic decorations. The flowers appliquéd to the handles
of the lebetes gamikoi and the necks of the lekythoi are the most frequently used decorative
elements. The plastic flowers are made up of petals of different sizes arranged in an oval form
around the central part of the flower. Rosette-form circular flowers are attested among the
other plastic decorative elements that were used. These rosette-form flowers are either fully
plastic (on the lebetes gamikoi) or semi-plastic (on the shoulders of lekythoi).

The most remarkable plastic decorations are the moulded female heads positioned on both
handles of the lebetes gamikoi.'” These fully plastic heads depict a woman with an oval face.
The face is characterized by a high forehead and symmetrically positioned and slightly sunken
eyes with thick eyelids. The lips are fleshy and the chin is full and rounded, with a dimple at
the edge of the lower lip. The nose is slightly large and straight with a flattened ridge. The hair,
parted in the middle, is arranged in locks with smooth ridges; it puffs out on either side of the
face and is gathered in a roll behind the neck, leaving the earlobes exposed. The hair is also
gathered and fastened on the forehead with a band ending in a large Herakles knot. The fact that
all the moulded heads on the lebetes gamikoi from the sarcophagus are so similar leads to the
conclusion that they were produced from a single mould. In addition to the vivid yellow colour
added to the hair, the orange paint of the bands holding the hair has also been preserved.

The dating of the Plakettenvasen is the principal and the most controversial issue related to this
ceramic ware. Previous attempts at dating it have been based mainly on the relief scenes, since the
first examples retrieved were out-of-context single finds. Not much attention has been paid to the
general form of the vessels as they all represent typical forms dateable across a wide time range."
Similarly, use of the relief scenes in dating is also problematic since they were largely moulded
from the appliqué decorations on folding mirrors and various toreutic works that are known to
have had long periods of circulation, generally covering at least several generations. Thus the relief
scenes too are not able to offer a precise date.'* In fact, the Plakettenvasen display multiple relief
scenes that embody iconographies with both fifth-century and late fourth-century BC traits."”

The Plakettenvasen from the Gelincik Sarcophagus do not themselves offer much clarification
of their date. The forms of the vessels, in general, have been previously accepted as being
inspired by the Attic repertoire of the Classical period.'® However, the fact that the forms were
only inspired by Attic productions and that almost every example actually exhibits a unique
character complicates even further a precise dating based on the structure of the forms. For

12 For a previously published lebes decorated with similar moulded female heads see Kammerer-Grothaus 1976, abb. 2, 4.
13 Kammerer-Grothaus 1976, 249.

14 Barr-Sharrar 2008, 4, 25, 186.

15 Kammerer-Grothaus 1976, 248, 251.

16 Kammerer-Grothaus 1976, 251, 252; Alexandropoulou 2016, 9. For the alternative idea that the Plakettenvasen are pure Attic
productions, see Zervoudaki 1968, 62.

180




RETHINGING THE PLAKETTENVASEN FROM SINOPE:
NEW PERSPECTIVES ON THE DATING, MEANING AND USE OF AN EXTRAORDINARY CERAMIC WARE
bl

example, the lebetes gamikoi can be placed in a petiod stretching from 400 to 300 BC."” The
Plakettenvasen lekythoi, on the other hand, find many similar examples within both Attic and
Italianate repertoires, especially in terms of body forms. However, despite such similarities, the
examples of this form can also be dated to a wide period range only, of between 380-300 BC."

With the problem of this broad chronological framework in mind, the importance of the
Attic vases that were found together with the Plakettenvasen in the sarcophagus is magnified.
Since there is a well-founded chronology of Attic ceramics, it is possible to establish a more
precise dating of the Plakettenvasen from the Gelincik Sarcophagus.

The Attic vases from the sarcophagus consist of three specimens all representing well-
known closed forms: a netted miniature lekythos and a red-figure squat lekythos found next
to the right knee of the deceased and a single red-figure lebes found next to the left leg (Fig;
0). The red-figure squat lekythos is a typical Attic example, with its flaring mouth, short neck
separated from the body by an incision, nearly spherical body, wide ring base and small handle
with a triangular cross-section.” In light of the form it exhibits, the squat lekythos exemplifies a
type which is mainly dated to the first half of the fourth century BC.* However, this type also
has a considerable number of representatives dating to the end of the fourth century BC.*' In
dating the red-figure squat lekythos, the scene painted on it provides the greatest assistance. The
women and the Pan figure are notable for their careless depiction, particularly their simplified
and undetailed facial features. This trait is an exemplifying element of the “degeneration” of
red-figure vase painting during the last quatter of the fourth century BC.* Thus it is possible to
date the squat lekythos from the Gelincik Sarcophagus to the end of the 4th century BC.

The netted miniature lekythos that was found alongside the red-figure squat lekythos also
proved to be helpful in dating the burial. This form, which has a vast geographical spread, is
characterised by a large repertoire of many examples dating mainly towards the last quarter of
the 4th century BC.”

The red-figure lebes gamikos, which was found on the left-hand side of the sarcophagus,
consists of a body and a lid. The vase has a very short neck, a wide shoulder with a strong
incline, handles rising sharply out of the shoulder, a body tapering sharply towards the base and
a mould-made foot. The black-painted lid is topped by a knot. The features it exhibits enable
us to place this lebes gamikos among the well-known Type 2 examples from Athens.* The
shoulder of the vase is decorated with a continuous row of tongue motifs; the body carries a
nuptial scene that includes Erotes and women carrying wooden chests. This type of lebetes is
represented by a quite remarkable number of examples from Sinop, all of which are generally
attributed to the style of the Meidias Painter.” However, despite this general consensus, it is
impossible to appoint any of these vessels definitively either to the Meidias Painter himself or
to his school.* In addition to Sinop, the rest of the Greek world also supplies us with many
examples that are similar to the Gelincik lebes gamikos in terms of form and decoration.”” In

17 For examples pointing to this date, see Lenormant — Witte 1844, pl. 36; C174 Japan (1), 32, pl. 27.3-6; C174 Greece (1) 38
fig. 17 pl. 31.1-4; Beazley 1963, 1322.13.

18 C1Z4 Belgium (3) pl. 137; C1/4 Great Britain (10) 104 pl. 1004-70.3; 124 Austria (5), 99-101 pl. 63.1-12; Fogg Art Museum
1973, no. 1972.325.

19 Moore 1997, 47.

20 CVA Great Britain (10) 104 pl. 1004-70.3; CVA Austria (5), 99-101 pl. 63.1-12.

21 CVA Belgium (3) pl. 137; Fogg Art Museum 1973, no. 1972.325.

22 Trendall 1989, 102; Boardman 1989, 190, 192; 2001b, 105-06.

23 CVA France (24), pls. 2-5; CVA Poland (2), 70 pl. 96 1.13, 1.14; Kotitsa 2012, 87, 89, 90 figs. 12, 14, 20.
24 Moore 1997, 18-19.

25 Gorkay 2012, 473 fig. 2.

26 Burn 1987, 100, cat. nos. 19-27; Moore 1997, 19.

27 CVA Japan (1), 32-33 pl. 27.3-6; Beazley 1963, no. 1322.13; Oakley 2013, 22 fig. 12E. For another example found in Sinop,
see Gorkay 2012, 473 fig. 2.
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addition to the evidence of its form, this vessel can also be confidently dated to the late 4th
century BC due to the careless depiction of the figures in the nuptial scene.”®

It is remarkable that the Plakettenvasen and the Attic vases placed in the sarcophagus are all
similar in terms of form. Thus, the repertories of both ceramic wares consist of lekythoi and
lebetes gamikoi only. This integrity in terms of forms indicates that the vessels were placed in
the sarcophagus in accordance with a particular purpose or meaning. Lekythoi, when evaluated
from this perspective, are attested as vessels used only for the transport of scented oils and
petfumes.” Since they usually contained liquids used in the anointing and perfuming of the
dead, their most common usage location would have been a grave.” The lebes gamikos, on the
other hand, is generally defined as a vessel for holding water for the bridal bath.” In contrast
to lekythoi, which could be used by both sexes, lebetes gamikoi are notable as a ceramic form
belonging to the female realm only. This point coincides nicely with the fact that the individual
buried in the sarcophagus was a woman.

However, is the presence of lekythoi and lebetes gamikoi related only to the fact that the
owner of the grave was a woman? Why did the vessels selected for the sarcophagus — notably
those belonging to the Plakettenvasen group — have so much painted and plastic decoration on
them? To seek answers to these questions, it is necessary to examine the overall forms and
production qualities of these vessels together with the features of the plastic decorations applied
to them.

It is clear that the Plakettenvasen from the Gelincik Sarcophagus reflect an unelaborate
workmanship. In contrast to the striking polychrome and plastic decorations, the vessels
themselves are misshaped as a result of poor workmanship and firing technique. The relatively
poor quality of the clay of all the vessels reflects Sinopean traits by being black-sand tempered
with a considerable proportion of iron.”” Furthermore, the fact that the bases of some of the
vessels were deliberately perforated before firing points to the fact that they were intended for
uses other than holding liquids (Fig. 7). Thus, these highly decorated vessels must presumably
have held a symbolic meaning or been used for ritual purposes. The various structural defects
strengthen the conclusion that the Plakettenvasen were produced as burial gifts with symbolic
meanings rather than as domestic, practical vessels.

An exploration of the possible symbolic meaning(s) can be undertaken through an evaluation
of the plastic decorations used on the vessels. In addition to the mould-made female portraits
used on the lebetes gamikoi only, seven further relief appliqué decorations seen on this collection
of vessels should also be evaluated in this context.

The female heads are the only unique decorative element, as their use is limited to the lebetes
gamikoi only.” In addition to the previously published lebes gamikos, the lebetes from the
Gelincik Sarcophagus were also decorated with these heads. The portraits, in terms of their
stylistic characteristics, reflect very obvious late Classical traits, especially with regards to their
facial features and hair details.” The facial traits especially attract attention due to their extreme
likeness to those of Sicilian terracotta female portraits dated to the second half of the fourth
century BC (Fig. 8). The strong influence of the Classical Greek movement on the Sicilian
terracottas would have been the main factor constituting a prototype for the Sinopean examples.

28 See n. 23.

29 Moore 1997, 45.

30 Kurtz — Boardman 1971, 209; Moore 1997, 45.
31 Moore 1997, 18.

32 The character of the clay can be noted in nearly all the broken edges and fragments. The presence of a high proportion of
iron within the clay has caused eruptions and shedding on areas of the decorated surfaces. Irregularities in the shapes of the
vessels are not visible with the naked eye, but are clearly seen in drawings.

33 Kammerer-Grothaus 1976, 238-45.
34 Bell 1972, 7-8.
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The Sicilian terracottas provide valuable information related to the identity of the figures
depicted, the reasons for their preference on the vessels and the dating of the ware. The female
heads on the lebetes gamikoi Plakettenvasen can be identified as representations of the goddess
Demeter by means of two terracotta busts from Taranto,” a bust from Syracuse’ and another
from Morgantina;’’ all have the same facial characteristics as the Sinopean examples together
with the same hairstyle and head bands with the Herakles knot. The strong resemblance of
the Sinopean heads to ancient Greek “funerary busts” in terms of their general iconography™
further strengthens the idea, indicated by the depiction of Demeter, that these decorative
elements were placed on the vessels in accordance with certain beliefs related to the afterlife.

The relief scenesadhered to the bodies of all these vessels constitute the main plastic decorative
programme. The individual scenes are sometimes employed just once, and sometimes more
than once. They generally cover the body of the vessel, but without any continuity or relation
in terms of the scene depicted. As has been mentioned previously, iconographic and stylistic
evaluations of the scenes of the Plakettenvasen very often offer inconclusive and vague results
with respect to dating.” However, the interpretation of these scenes can reveal information
about the intended use of the vessels.

Seven different relief scenes are depicted on the Plakettenvasen from the Gelincik Sarcophagus:

1- The abduction of Europa by Zeus
2- Demeter and Kore

3- Maenad and Silenus

4- Aphrodite and Eros

5- Dancing Maenads

60- Eros playing a lyre

7- BEros carrying a phiale and wreath

The most common scenes are those showing (1) the abduction of Europa by Zeus in the
guise of a bull and (2) Demeter and Kore (Fig. 9). Both scenes are used twice on the lebetes
gamikoi and on three different lekythoi. The scene depicting Aphrodite and Eros is seen once
on a single vessel; that showing Silenus and a Maenad is seen on three lekythoi (Fig. 10); the
scenes of dancing Maenads, Eros playing a lyre and Eros carrying a phiale and wreath are each
seen on a single lekythoi only.

The abduction of Europa symbolises the transition from girlhood to womanhood, the
advancement towards marriage and even death as a virgin.* The scene of Demeter and Kore is
directly related to the cult of Demeter and the story surrounding it. In addition to this scene, the
heads of Demeter used on the lebetes gamikoi also evoke the strong maternal bond felt by the
goddess towards her daughter Persephone. Thus the symbolism of this decoration programme
highlights the theme of “divine motherhood”, through the deep maternal bond felt by the
goddess,* the theme of “constrained separation”, as expetienced by the mother and daughter as

35 Ferruzza 2016, 38, 39 no. 9, 42-43 no. 10.

36 Bell 1972, 4-8 figs II, VI.1-2.

37 Holloway 2000, 162 fig, 210.

38 Sturgeon 1975.

39 This is frequently expressed in the first detailed examination of the Plakettenvasen: Kammerer-Grothaus 1976, 248, 251.
40 Barringer 1991, 660-66.

41 Tobin 1991.
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a result of Persephone’s abduction by Hades,* and the last hope for a better afterlife.” Another
scene that emphasises the relationship between mother and child is that depicting Aphrodite
and Eros. The scenes with Silenus and the Maenads provide lively reflections of chthonic images
related to the afterlife and the death themes of the Dionysiac rituals.*

In brief, it can be said that the symbolism of the Plakettenvasen reflects the “involuntary”
separation of mother and daughter, marriage and various other iconographies related to themes
of the afterlife. It is notable that these vessels, decorated with such themes, were purposely put
in the sarcophagus of a young woman who left the world of the living in her mid-twenties. To
consider this point further, it is necessary to look to some concrete archaeological data rather
than to embark on further exploration of symbolism. In this respect, a cist grave from Argos
makes a significant contribution to the interpretation of the Gelincik Sarcophagus and the
vessels it contained.

The Argos grave is not only similar to the Gelincik Sarcophagus as being the final resting
place for a number of very young women, but also due to its vast repertoire of polychrome-
decorated lebetes gamikoi. The lebetes from the Argos grave take a different form of this
vessel type, but show similar traits to those from Sinop by having both polychrome and plastic
decorations. The perforated bases of the Argive lebetes also enable us to draw close parallels
between this grave and the Gelincik Sarcophagus in terms of rituals performed and the role of
the vessels within these rituals.* In addition to the similarities of the ceramic finds, the skeletal
remains of the women from both burials also display integrity. The Argos grave is attributed
as the burial place of many young women based on evaluations of the forms and plastic
decorations of the ceramic vessels and study of the human remains.*® According to ancient
Greek beliefs, these young women were considered to have suffered a tragic event by saying
farewell to life before being married and turned into souls (x®@pwv) who died without achieving
their goals.*” It is known that these deceased maidens, a social category with a particular identity
and cultural significance, received special treatment in ancient Greece, expressed in different
ways according to region and time petiod.” On this basis, the unfulfilled or prematurely curtailed
social roles of wife and/or mother were given particular emphasis. The tragedy of these piteous
deaths presumably prompted relatives to bury these young women with these splendid vessels
decorated with motifs related to the themes of marriage and the afterlife. Thus, these maidens
were able to “experience” being a wife and mother, roles they did not know while they were
alive, in the afterlife.

It is clear that the Plakettenvasen, constituting the main group of finds from the Gelincik
Sarcophagus, display extreme similarities to the Argos finds, especially in terms of the preferred
forms and their intended use within the burial ritual. Furthermore, the burial in the Gelincik
Sarcophagus also belonged to a very young woman, as did those of the Argos grave. The
interpretation of these data together with the character of the images on the Plakettenvasen
(separation, marriage and chthonic) clearly shows that these ceramics were “symbolic” vessels
produced to be used in funerary practices and placed in the graves of young women who died
before experiencing the transition to married life and motherhood.

42 Hercenberg 2005.
43 Burkert 1987, 5, 21.

44 Keuls 1984, 295. On chthonic symbolism in relation to Dionysos and to figures related to him, such as Maenads, see
Burkert 1987, 100, 101. For the frequent use of such figures, especially on metal vessels related to burials, see Barr-Sharrar
2008, 168; 2012, 15. Kammerer-Grothaus too notes the frequent use of Dionysiac-themed scenes on the Plakettenvasen, but
she connects this to the popularity of the cult in the Black Sea area: Kammerer-Grothaus 1976, 250.

45 Alexandropoulou 2016, 189 nos. 1-7 fig. 5

46 Alexandropoulou 2016, 197-98.

47 Margariti 2017, i-ii.

48 Alexandropoulou 2016; Margariti 2017, xii-xvi.
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Conclusions

The ceramic finds of the Gelincik Sarcophagus offer great potential for a better and more
in-depth understanding of the Plakettenvasen ware as well as late Classical Sinope in general. The
ceramic repertoire of the sarcophagus allows fuller evaluation of the Plakettenvasen ware than has
been possible previously. Prior to the Gelincik discovery these vessels had been studied as single
specimens coming from insecure contexts.

Thus, study of the Plakettenvasen ceramics from the sarcophagus along with the Attic vessels
found with them has clarified the previous vague dating of this ware — fixing it in the late
fourth century BC. Nevertheless, this study alone, which deals with only a portion of the whole
Plakettenvasen repertoire, is insufficient to attribute this specific date to the entire Plakettenvasen
collection (a total of twenty-one specimens).

This article has also demonstrated that the rich plastic decorations that characterise the
Plakettenvasen are not merely decorative elements, but, rather, they are “visual tools” used to
express very deep meanings related to premature death and the afterlife. Now; it is appropriate
to interpret the ceramics belonging to this ware as meaningful objects, which contain strong
symbolic messages and reference the sense of separation that comes inevitably with death. As a
consequence, it is appropriate to consider the Plakettenvasen as some of the most extraordinary
ceramic productions of Anatolia and the Black Sea region.

The presence of maiden burials in late Classical Sinope, enriched with Plakettenvasen, has
great importance for our understanding of the social and religious background of this long-
neglected Black Sea port city. The Gelincik Sarcophagus and its contents, from this perspective,
hint at what future surprises Sinop may offer up in terms of the archaeology of the Black Sea,
enabling us to place this ancient city in a privileged position, especially within the framework of
the burial customs and afterlife beliefs of the late Classical Greek £oznon.
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Figure 1. Google Earth Image of Sinop showing the find location of the Gelincik Sarcophagus (Image from Google Earth©, editing by the author).
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Figure 2. Lifting of the Gelincik Sarcophagus from its
find location (Archives of the Sinop
Archaeological Museum).

Figure 3. Finds from the Gelincik
Sarcophagus in their in-situ positions
(Archives of the Sinop Archaeological Museum).
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Figure 4. Silver ring with gold decoration (Photograph by the author).

Figure 5. Plakettenvasen from the Gelincik Sarcophagus (Photograph by the author).
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Figure 6. Attic red figure vases from the Gelincik Sarcophagus (Photograph by the author).

Figure 7. Base of a Plakettenvasen lekythos from the Gelincik Sarcophagus
showing the perforation (Photograph by the author).
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Figure 8. Molded female head from Plakettenvasen lebes gamikos (Photograph by the author),
a) Terracotta bust of Demeter from Morgantina (Holloway 2000, Fig. 210),
b) Terracotta bust of a woman (Demeter?) (Ferruzza 2016, No. 10).

Figure 9. a) Plaquette depicting Demeter and Kore, b) Plaquette depicting the
abduction of Europa by Zeus (Photographs by the author).

Figure 10. Plaquette depicting the dancing maenad and the
Silenus (Photograph by the author).
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THE PALMETTE ANTEFIXES IN THE BLACK SEA AREA:
NEW EVIDENCE FROM APOLLONIA PONTICA!

Daniela STOYANOVA, Margarit DAMYANOV*

ABSTRACT

Summarizing publications on the architectural terracotta and palmette antefixes in particular already exist
for four of the well known Greek colonies in the Black Sea — Sinope, Mesambria, Olbia, and Istros. Recent
archaeological investigations in Apollonia Pontica, both on the peninsula and in the temenos on the offshore island
of Sts. Kirik and Julita, uncovered new evidence that enriches the information about the types, the chronology,
and the distribution of palmette antefixes in the Black Sea area from Late Archaic to Hellenistic times. The paper
presents these new finds and complements them with related evidence of eaves tiles from Apollonia Pontica, when
available. In addition, it offers an overview of the distribution, the types, and the production of palmette antefixes
in the Black Sea, as well as of the use of palmette types on other elements of the roofing construction.

Keywords: Architectural terracotta, palmette antefixes, Black Sea, Sinope, Apollonia Pontica

Karadeniz Bolgesi’ndeki Palmet Antefiksleri: Apollonia Pontika’dan Yeni Kanitlar

OZET

Mimari terrakota ve 6zellike de palmet antefiksleri hakkinda 6zetleyici yayinlar Karadeniz’deki ti¢ Yunan kolonisi
(Sinope, Mesambria, Olbia ve Istros) i¢in mevcuttur. Apollonia Pontika’da hem yarimadada hem de St. Kirik ve
Julita Adas’ndaki temenosta yakin zamanda gerceklestirilen arkeolojik arastirmalar, Geg Arkaik Dénem’den Erken
Hellenistik Dénem’e Karadeniz boélgesinde palmet antefikslerinin tipleri, kronolojileri ve dagilimlart hakkindaki
bilgileri artiran kanitlar agiga ¢ikarmistir. Bu bildiride s6z konusu buluntular tanitilacak ve miimkin oldugunca
Apollonia Pontika’dan sacak kiremitleri ile ilgili kanitlarda tamamlanacaktir. Buna ilaveten cati 6rti sistemindeki
diger elemanlardaki palmet tipi kullaniminin yani sira Karadeniz’deki palmet antefikslerinin dagilimu, tipleri ve
turetimleri ile ilgili genel bir bakis sunacaktir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Mimari terrakota, palmet antefisleri, Karadeniz, Sinope, Apolonia Pontica.

Introduction

The studies on the use and production of roof tiles and architectural terracotta in the
pre-Roman Period in the Black Sea area have a long tradition that we aim to expand with
the present paper. Published studies on the use of architectural terracotta and of palmette
antefixes in particular exist for four of the most important centers in the Black Sea. In 1980,
Lyuba Ognenova-Marinova published the palmette antefixes from Mesambria,” and eatlier
publications on palmette antefixes from Olbia by S. Kryzhitskij, A. Rusyaeva, and V. Nazarchuk
were complemented in 2006.> In 2014, Konrad Zimmermann published a special study on the
palmette antefixes from Istros,* and in 2012, Marie-Francoise Billot offered a wonderful study
on the architectural terracotta from Sinope,” among which the palmette antefixes that were
produced there occupy a major place.

The last 20 years witnessed intensive investigations in Apollonia Pontica, present-day Sozopol-
both in the necropoleis and the ancient city. Since 2009, the temenos on the offshore island of

* Assist. Prof Dr. Daniela Stoyanova; Department of Archacology Sofia University “St. Kliment Ohridski”, 15 Tsar
Osvoboditel Blvd., 1504 Sofia-Bulgaria; danicla.stoyanova.su@gmail.com.

Assist. Prof Dr. Margarit Damyanov; National Archaeological Institute with Museum, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, 2
Saborna Str., 1000 Sofia-Bulgaria; mmdamyanov(@gmail.com.
1 We would like to thank to Assist. Prof. Hazar KABA, for the invitation to take part in the symposium.

2 Ognenova-Marinova 1980, 124-126 figs. 32-36.

3 Kryzhitskij ez al. 2006, 111-113 figs. 112-117. See also Bujskikh-Chistov 2018, 9 figs. 6-7.
4 Zimmermann 2014.

5 Billot 2012, 238-2406, 260-344 figs. 14-15, 18, 29-47.
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Sts. Kirik and Julita has been actively excavated under the direction of Krastina Panayotova.®
The aim of our paper is to present the evidence of the palmette antefixes and of the eaves tiles
related to them, as far as such are available from the temenos on the island of Sts. Kirik and
Julita and from the peninsula.

Archaic Palmette Antefixes

The excavations of the temenos on the island of Sts. Kirik and Julita have yielded evidence
about Archaic palmette antefixes. All examples were unearthed in the immediate surroundings
of the Archaic and Early Classical temples and most probably belonged to buildings in the same
area. The dramatic modifications of the terrain in the Late Antiquity resulted in the dispersion
of the architectural decoration of the buildings under consideration.

Type 1. Palmette antefix with nine-leaf palmette. Two fragments illustrate the type.’
Dimensions of Fragment 1 (Figs. 1, 3):® preserved height 12.0 c¢m; preserved width 18.3 cm;
thickness of the frontal plaque 2.7-4.5 cm. Dimensions of Fragment 2 (Figs. 2, 4):” preserved
height 14.0 cm; preserved width 13.3 cm; thickness of the frontal plaque 3.1-3.5 cm. There is
sufficient information to reconstruct a nine-leaf palmette with one central leaf and four lateral
leaves on each side. Every leaf has a central rib and pointed tip. The tips of the palmette shape
the profile of the upper end of the vertical plaque of the antefix. At the base of the palmette,
there is a core and two symmetrical spiral volutes, almost entirely lost. The pootly preserved
patts of the cover tile indicate that it most probably belonged to the Laconian type."” The clay
is red and is covered with a thick red slip. Although not well preserved, it is discernible that
the floral motif was complemented with colour decoration — alternating leaves covered with
black and red glaze. The volutes were glazed in black, and the core in red. There is no positive
evidence about the eaves tiles related to this type of antefixes. The two fragments have been
discovered under or in a layer of rubble, related to the construction of the foundations of the
so-called Archaic temple, the erection of which is dated to the last quarter of the 6th century
BC, based on the analysis of a geison block and architectural terracotta, including antefixes
with Medusa and guilloche, and eaves tiles with guilloche.! The latest materials from Pit No.
8, located beneath the southwestern corner of the Archaic Temple, could be dated to around
the middle of the 6th century BC. Thus, there is stratigraphic evidence that suggests a date of
this type of antefixes in the third quarter of the 6th century BC. In the same layer of rubble, a
fragment of an eaves tile of Corinthian type was found (Fig, 5),'* which is identical to another
larger fragment (Fig. 6),” found together with pan tiles in one of the Archaic dwellings to the
west of the Archaic temple. They both have openings for fixing with metal nails. The better
preserved fragment allows for reconstructing the entire tile. The front side is a rim that rises
above the plate. The height of the rim, the plate included, is 7.5 cm and there are two holes for
metal pegs that pierce the rim and reach to the plate. There is also a round opening for draining

6 See Panayotova ez al. 2014; Panayotova ef al. forthcoming, We would like to express our gratitude to Dr. Krastina Panayotova
for the possibility to publish the materials from the temenos of Apollonia Pontica.

7 Authors of the figures are Daniela Stoyanova, Margarit Damyanov, Petar Minkov, and Mila Chacheva.

8 Inv. No. 3592, Sozopol Archacological Museum (Field Inv. No. 477/October 1, 2010, island of Sts. Kirik and Julita, grid sq.
M10, in rubble immediately above Pit No. 8 in the SW corner of the Archaic Temple, 12.93 m above sea level.

9 Inv. No. 3593, Sozopol Archaeological Museum, August 14, 2009, Island of St. Kirik, grid sq. M9, 13.95 m above sea level.
10 On the main types of cover tiles from the Archaic and the Early Classical Periods from the temenos on the island of Sts.
Kirik and Julita, see Stoyanova forthcoming,

11 Panayotova ef al. forthcoming; Stoyanova forthcoming.

12 September 25, 2010, island of Sts. Kirik and Julita, grid sq. M10, 13.21 m above sea level. Dimensions: height of the front

rim 7.7 cmy; thickness of the flat part 3.0 cm; width of the lateral rim 4.9 cm; height of the lateral rim 4.5 cm; preserved width
13.3 cm; preserved length 7.9 cm; diameters of the holes for metal pegs 1.0 cm.

13 Field Inv. No. 512, October 24, 2010, island of Sts. Kirik and Julita, grid sq. K13, 13.23 m above sea level. Dimensions:
thickness of the flat part 3.5 cm; width of the side rim 4.4 cm; height of the side rim 5.2 cm; preserved width 30.7 cm (equal
to half width); preserved length 19.3 cm; diameter of the holes for metal pegs 1.0 cm; reconstructed inner diameter of the
waterspout 3.0 cm.
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water — a waterspout. On the lower base of the spout, there is another hole for metal peg. Based
on this partially preserved opening, the entire width of the tile could be reconstructed to 61.4
cm. The length of the tile could be restored based on a fragment of pan tile of the same type
with the entire length of 66 cm preserved." A slightly raised side rim starts perpendiculatly
to the front rim. It also has holes for fastening by means of metal nails. Only a small part of
the lower corner with the rim and the hole for metal peg is preserved of the second, smaller
fragment of eaves tile with waterspout. The presence of holes in the front rim indicate that
metal nails were used for mounting additional vertical plaques that could be defined functionally
as lateral sima. The pan tiles, the eaves tiles, and the antefixes of Type 1 may have belonged
to the same roofing system that covered some building(s) that antedated the construction of
the Archaic temple. So far, it is impossible to adduce exact parallels of the antefixes of Type 1,
except for a fragment from Borysthenes (the island of Berezan), reconstructed as a palmette
acroterion and dated to the last quarter of the 6th century BC."”

Type 2. Palmette antefix with seven-leaf palmette (Figs. 7, 9). The type is illustrated by an
almost completely preserved antefix.'® Dimensions: height of plaque 24.2 cm; width of plaque
26 c¢cm; width of the cover tile c. 21 cm; diameter of the hole for the metal nail 1.0 cm. The
vertical plaque has an oval upper end. On the plaque, there is palmette in relief with a single
central leaf and three rounded leaves on each side. Below the leaves, there is a detached core,
from which spiral volutes develop. To the back of the plaque, a cover tile of Laconian type was
attached, the length of which is not completely preserved. An important specific is the presence
of a hole for a metal nail, shaped in the cover tile. The detail is made of red, well-refined and
well-fired clay. No glazing is preserved on the frontal side, and the back side has a red slip.

The presence of the hole for a metal nail for attaching the antefix to eaves tile suggests that
there were holes also on the eaves tiles. The shape of the front rim of the above-discussed eaves
tiles and the structural specifics of the antefix under consideration here do not allow attributing
them to the same roofing system. At this stage of the investigations of the temenos, no eaves
tiles have been identified that could be related to this particular antefix. There are also fragments
of cover tiles of Laconian type that have the same cross-section as the covering part of the
antefix.'” The shape of the palmette, the core, and the volutes find best parallels in the palmette
antefix of the first dipteral temple of Hera on Samos." The beginning of its construction is
dated to about 580-575 BC, and cover tiles of Corinthian type were used. The antefix from
Apollonia illustrates a next generation in the development of the antefix of Rhoikos’ temple.
The fragment was discovered in immediate proximity to the eastern side of the Archaic altar,
which was most probably built together with the Archaic temple in the last quarter of the 6th
century BC. The construction of the altar disturbed the western side of the earlier Dwelling No.
1, with latest materials from mid-6th century BC."” This stratigraphic situation provides grounds
to date the antefix to the second half of the 6th century BC, most probably eatly in the period.

Type 3. Palmette antefix with nine-leaf palmette (Figs. 8, 10). The type is illustrated by a
single fragment.” Dimensions: preserved height 8 cm; preserved width 8 cm; reconstructed base
of the palmette c. 14 cm; thickness of the plaque 2.3-2.5 cm. The vertical plaque has an oval
top end. On it, leaves with rounded tips are shaped in relief. Four leaves are preserved on one
of the sides of the central leaf, along with the base of the latter and of two more leaves on the

14 On the pan tiles of this type, see Stoyanova forthcoming,
15 Bujskikh — Chistov 2018, 9 fig. 6.

16 Inv. No. 3590, Sozopol Archaeological Museum (Field Inv. No. 121, June 4, 2009, island of Sts. Kirik and Julita, grid sq.
N12, from a layer with small quantity of roof tiles, at 13.39 m above sea level.

17 Stoyanova forthcoming,
18 Ohnesorg 2009, 60, 64-70 abb. 17, 20, 24a-b taf. 8
19 Damyanov — Panayotova forthcoming;

20 June 15, 2009, Island of Sts. Kirik and Julita, grid sq. O10, at 13.09 m above sea level, in a disturbed layer around the
southern side of the Early Classical temple.
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other side. Part of the core is also preserved. The volutes were probably larger than the width of
the palmette. Only a very small part is preserved of the top of the cover tile, most probably of
Laconian type. The antefix is made of well-refined red clay. No slip is preserved. The discovery
of the fragment in a disturbed layer above the remains of the southern foundation of the
Early Classical temple does not exclude its possible attribution to its decoration, with a date
at the transition between the first and the second quarters of the 5th ¢. BC. Certainly, the lack
of secure stratigraphic observations cannot rule out an earlier date of the antefix, as well as its
attribution to a building that has not been identified so far on the ground.

Type 4. Palmette antefix with nine-leaf palmette (Fig. 11). The type is illustrated by a single
fragment.?’ Dimensions: preserved height 11.2 cm; width 12.3 ¢m; thickness of the plaque 2.5-
3.8 cm. The top end of the plaque has oval shape. What is preserved is the central leaf and
three leaves on both sides, but it is beyond reasonable doubt that there was another small leaf
on each side. The leaves have pointed tips. There were volute spirals below them, but they are
lost. Small parts of the core and of the top of the cover tile, most probably of Laconian type,
are also preserved. The antefix is made of well-refined red clay. No slip is preserved. The lack
of information about the findspot of the fragment does not allow using stratigraphic evidence
for specifying its chronology. The shape of the palmette is without parallels among the Late
Classical and Early Hellenistic palmette antefixes from the Greek colonies in the Black Sea,
which fact suggests rather a Late Archaic or Early Classical date.

Late Classical/Hellenistic Palmette Antefixes

Type 5. Palmette antefix with two palmettes (Figs. 12, 14-15). The investigations of large
well of limestone ashlars in the southern part of the peninsula of the ancient city yielded
numerous fragments of palmette antefixes and eaves tiles with meanders in relief that belonged
to a demolished eatlier building.”” The materials from the well that remain unpublished date
from the late 3rd century and the first half of the 2nd century BC. The dimensions of one of
the best preserved antefixes are: width of the base 22.0 cm; thickness of the plaque 1.6-2.1 cm;
height of the cover tile 6.9 cm; width 12.5 cm; thickness of the walls 1.9 cm; preserved height
9.5 cm.” The antefix consists of a vertical plaque with pointed top end and Laconian cover tile.
The relief decoration consists of guilloche at the base and, above it, two vertically arranged
antithetic palmettes around a hemisphere in relief. The upper palmette turned up to the tip of the
antefix has eleven leaves. The central leaf is the thinnest and ends with a heart-shaped tip. The
lateral leaves have outturned tips and are without central rib. The upturned lower palmette has
seven leaves, also outturned. On both sides of this palmette, there are symmetrical ornaments
in relief, with the upper end shaped as a spiral volute and the lower as a tendril. The eaves tiles
related to this type of antefix have meander in relief** and rosettes in relief in the fields of the
meander (Figs. 13, 16). The side rims of the eaves tile begin at 3 cm inwards from the lower rim
—in order to fix the antefix. Dimensions: the width of the eaves tiles could be reconstructed to
c. 59.3 cm, the height of the front rim is 6.7 cm, and the height of the side rims is 2 cm above
the plate. The clay is yellowish-red, with large amount of sand, including black particles. There
are traces of white slip that most probably covered the front parts of the antefix and the eaves
tile. Roof tiles and architectural terracotta of identical specifics of the clay are known from
other centers on the West Pontic coast, Mesambria in particular. They are termed Heracleia
Series, as the paste is very similar to that of the amphorae and pan and cover tiles presumably
of Heracleian production, but the type is different. At this stage, Mesambria appears to be

21 Island of Sts. Kirik and Julita. There is no information about its findspot.

22 Nedev e al. 2003, 122; Gyuzelev 2008, 127, 249; Nedev-Gyuzelev 2010, 35. Investigations of Dimitar Nedev, Director of
Sozopol Archaeological Museum, to whom we are grateful for the possibility to publish the information about the palmette
antefixes and the eaves tiles with meander.

23 Inwv. No. 2588, Sozopol Archaeological Museum.
24 On the caves tiles with meander in relief from the Black Sea region see Zimmermann 1994.
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the most probable center of production. This conclusion is based both on their considerable
presence in Mesambria and on identifying the names from the stamps on pan tiles and eaves
tiles with meander in relief as names of city magistrates.”> At present, the evidence suggests they
were produced in the 3rd century BC. A recently discovered terracotta palmette antefix from
Paleokastro locality near present-day Pomorie, where remains of pre-Roman Anchialo were
identified,” reveals very similar decoration and dimensions. Most probably, the two palmette
antefixes follow the same scheme and there is hardly a significant difference in their chronology.
The most important difference is in the number of the leaves of the upper palmette — 13 on the
antefix from Paleokastro. Most probably, they were made in the same workshop.

Type 6. Palmette antefix with nine-leaf palmette and half-palmettes (Fig. 17). One fragment
of such an antefix has been found in the ancient city.”” Dimensions: width of the plate 15.3 cmy;
height 11.2 cm; height of the cover tile 10.1 cm; combined height 13.6 cm; preserved length
14.8 cm. The vertical plaque is pentagonal and is combined with a Corinthian cover tile. On
the plaque, there is a central nine-leaf palmette with outturned leaves, with a core at the base.
The palmette is put on top of a double spiral volute, with short tendrils coming out from each
end of the volute. At each of the two vertical ends of the plaque, there is a half-palmette that
consists of a central leaf and four incurved flame-like leaves. The hotizontal walls of the cover
tile are slightly carved out, so that the antefix could step on the front rims, perpendicular to the
side ones. This type of antefix has very close parallels in Olbia,” Istros,” and Mesambria.” In
Olbia, the type is related to eaves tiles with relief meander and letters in the fields — the name
PHBAAA could be restored, and with relief double spiral volute with tendrils on the short
front rim.”! Two fragments,” probably from the same eaves tile with meander in relief, could be
related with a fair amount of certainty to the palmette antefix of Type 6. On the short frontal
rim above the meander field, there is a double spiral volute — the same as at the base of the
palmette on the antefix. The fields of the meander are blank (Fig, 18).

The chronology of the artifacts of this type is problematic. For the ones from Mesambria,
a date in the second half of the 4th century BC has been proposed, while those from Istros
are dated to the second half of the 3rd-2nd century BC.” Unfortunately, the evidence from
Apollonia does not provide a definite answer. The different variants of the design of the palmette
antefix* and eaves tiles may illustrate its development through time. Certainly, one cannot rule
out the possibility that they were made in different workshops/centers of production.

Conclusions

The above-discussed Archaic palmette antefixes from Apollonia complement the available
evidence about new types from the period and their distribution in the West Pontic colonies.
The situation is different in the second third or the middle of the 4th century BC, when — in

25 Kovachev ez 4/ 2011, 207-208, 218-228.

26 Torbatov ez al. 2015, 308-309 fig. 1. The fragment was not found in a meaningful context — on top of virgin sand. We are
grateful to Dr. Sergey Torbatov for the clarification that it is a terracotta antefix.

27 Sozopol Archacological Museum. The antefix was discovered during the excavations of the Ancient Residential Complex
site in 2004. We are grateful to Dimitar Nedev for the possibility to publish it.

28 Brashinskiy 1966, 41 tabl. 30.4, 31.1.

29 Zimmermann 2014, 144 abb. 18 a-e.

30 Ognenova-Marinova 1980, 125 fig, 33.

31 Brashinskiy 1966, 41 tabl. 30.10; 31.1, 4; Kryzhitskij ez a/. 2006, 115 figs. 120, 1-3, 5; 121, 1-2.

32 The fragments were discovered during rescue investigations at no. 50, Kiril i Metodiy Str. We are grateful to D. Nedev
for the possibility to publish them. Dimensions of Fragment 1 (fiq. 18a): preserved width 8.2 cm; height of the frontal rim
8.2 cm, together with the short rim with the volute spiral 11.4 cm; preserved length 8.0 cm; thickness of the side rim 3.0 cm.
Dimensions of Fragment 2 (fig. 18b): preserved width 17.7 cm; height of the frontal rim 8.2 cm, with the short rim with the
volute spiral 11.4 cm; preserved length 11.5 cm.

33 Zimmermann 2014, 132.
34 Zimmermann 2014, 129-132.

199




DANIELA STOYANOVA, MARGARIT DAMAYANOV

addition to Sinope — more centers of production of roof tiles and architectural terracotta could
be identified among the poleis from Olbia in the north to Apollonia Pontica in the south.
Mesambria and Apollonia Pontica stand out as most prominent candidates. Mesambria that
had a hinterland rich in clay deposits of various characteristics is the main candidate for the
production of the antefixes of types 5 and 6, and from there they were distributed along the
western and northwestern coast of the Black Sea.
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Figure 1. Palmette antefix, Type 1, Inv. No. 3592: a) front side; b) back side.
Figure 2. Palmette antefix, Type 1, Inv. No. 3593: a) front side; b) back side.

Figure 3. Palmette antefixes, Type 1, Inv. No. 3592: a) lateral view; b) front side; ¢) back side.
Figure 4. Palmette antefix, Type 1, Inv. No. 3593: a) front side; b) lateral view; ¢) back side.
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Figure 5. Small fragment of eaves tile with waterspout.
Figure 6. Eaves tile with waterspout, Field Inv. No. 512.
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Figure 7. Palmette antefix, Type 2.
Figure 8. Palmette antefix, Type 3.

Figure 9. Palmette antefix, Type 2: a) front side; b) back side.
Figure 10. Palmette antefix, Type 3: a) front side and cross-section; b) lateral view; ¢) back side.
Figure 11. Palmette antefix, Type 4: a) front side; b) lateral view.

204




THE PALMETTE ANTEFIXES IN THE BrAck SEA AREA: NEW EVIDENCE FROM APOLLONIA PONTICA

Figure 12. Palmette antefix, Type 5, Inv. No. 2588: a) front side; b) back side.
Figure 13. Eaves tile with meander.

Figure 14. Palmette antefix, Type 5, Inv. No. 2588: a) front side; b)
longitudinal cross-section; c) back side.

Figure 15. Palmette antefix, Type 5.

Figure 16. Eaves tile with meander.
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Figure 17. Palmette antefix, Type 6: a) front side; b) lateral view; c) back side.
Figure 18. Faves tiles with meander and double volute spiral.
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