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Uppsala 17th Sept. 1993
UPPSALA UNIVERSITET

Institutionen for
antikens kultur
och samhillstiv

Department of
Clansical Archacology
and Ancient History

Kerstin Highammar

Dear Mrs. Fetropulakou,

Having finished my thesis (which was finally published this summer), I am at present
working on the connection between Kos and Rome in the Late Hellenistic and Augustan
periods, One of the sources which came to my knowledge through you in 1988-1989 are
the Koan stamped amphoras with Latin letters. As I never saw them when I lived in

Athens, I wonder if it would be possible for me o see them this autumn.

I will attend the symposion connected with the 2 400 years anniversary of the polis of
Rhodes during the last week of October, and I thought to come to Athens at the end of
this week. The Swedish Institute has been in touch with Miss Grace on my behalf. She
told them that you are at the Agora museum on Tuesdays and Fridays. I would be very

teful if it would be possible for me to visit the museum on Friday the 29th October, . <

Saturday T will return to Sweden.

Could you please inform the Swedish Institute in Athens (phone 92 32 102, 9AM to
1 PM) whether this date would suit you. They will forward the information to me.

(T will send this letter as & fax to the Swedish Instinite and they will mail it in Athens for
me.)

Yours sincerely,

Kerstin Hoghlammar

P.S. As a token of gratitude for all the pleasant times I visited you and Miss Grace at the

museum I am sending you a copy of my dissermtion, Sculpture and Society. What
remarks I make on Koan amphoras and the wine-trade are on pp. 35-36.
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INTRODUCTION

I have long been interested in both the interconnection between
art and society and in the Hellenistic period. This has led me
to start working on material from Kos, an island abundant in
ancient statues and the history of which has been admirably
treated recently by Susan Sherwin-White.

"Art forms an integral part of the cultural development of
society. The artists are human beings who live in and are
influenced by their surroundings. They express in their art
their own and their contemporaries needs and wishes.

In order to comprehend art more fully one has to know the
economic, political and social development of the society the
art of which one studies. My thesis in this study is then that
the sculptuwe of Fos reflects Foan history.

This general and rather abstract thesis can be given a more
concrete form by way of choosing a particular line in the
historical development and see how it corresponds with the
information gathered from the inscriptions on the bases of Koan
statues. It is then possible to have the thesis verified or
rejected. .

Such an analysig requires that the bases concerned are
securely dated. That is no problem with some of them, but many,
unfortunately, cannot be given a more precise date. There is
thus from the beginning an element of uncertainty which affects
the result. I have tried to minimize this factor by carefully
reassessing the dates of all the inscriptions the result of
which is presented in chapter 1.

The dated inscriptions have been plotted on to a time
chart, the division of which is the same as my historical
periods (see further down). Several inscriptions are so vaguely
dated that they can fall into any one of several consecutive
periods. These inscriptions have to be considered separately as
well as together with the others. Some inscriptions I have
given a more definite date than certain readers may think they
merit. I have chosen to do so to be able to use them in my
statistical analysis. I hope that even if I may be wrong in
some individual cases the overall picture achieved by this type
of analysis will present results which justify occasional
errors. I also hope that in presenting carefully my arguments
far the dates given, any reader can react and argue for another
conclusion.

The Hellenistic and Augustan periods cover a long time and
I have divided this into shorter periods. These are not of
equal length as I have defined my periods after what to me
seems to be historically and economically relevant dates in the
history of kos.

All the inscriptions are submitted to statistical analysis
on the basis of different criteria. The results of this
analysis are presented in the form of tables. These latter form
the bhasis for a discussion of the material in chapter X to XX.

Some inscriptions are given a closer treatment for the
particular value they may have in widening ow knowledge of the
history of Kos.

Ueing this method I hope to be able to present an integrated
analysis of the development 0f Hoan history and culture. Here
the culture is represented in the form of sculpture and its




%

raison d'etre.

The selection of the inscriptions for the last period, ‘7 or
later ', may be somewhat arbitrary. I would say that this
reflects a difficulty most scholars meet; the chroneological
periods of history are not easily separated from one another.
Development is continuouws and change gradual. Thus it is often
difficult, for instance to decide whether to place an
inscription in the Augustan or in the immediate post-Augustan
period. Some inscriptions under the heading 7 or later’ could
have been excluded, others included. I can only hope that my
decisions here have not significantly changed my statistics.

Ferstin Highammar

3.02



KOAN AMPHORAS, AND TRADE.

My aim with this tentative study is to try to present an
alternative picture of the importance of the koan wine trade
for the Eoan community. The figures presented inm the tables of
various excavation reports/publications for stamped handles
are, if one has no knowledge of the amount of unstamped
handles found and wunfortunately hardly ever reported, very
easy to misinterpret in terms of trade.

In using the ratio of stamped to unstamped handles found in
an excavation on Delos (1:12) on the entire material of Koan
handles my only aim is tao break through the common
misapprehension that the number of Koan amphoras on various
sites was very small as compared with, for instance, those
from the neighbouring island of Rhodes. Undoubtedly there was
a difference, but not on the scale so easily and so mistakenly
seen in the exact numbers of stamped handles found. In using
the ratio 1:12 for stamped to unstamped handles 1 do not think
that I overrepresent the implied total number of Koan amphoras
at a certain site. I rather suspect that the ratio was even
higher during the third and most of the second century, but
this remains to be proved. However, even in using the ratio
1:12 one can see important changes in the relative
relationship between Kos and Rhodes in for instance the
northern and western Rlack Sea area. .

I wigh to stress that the figures I present in my
calculations do not represent a real number of amphoras found
in any place listed, but I believe that my figures come claser
to the number of Koan amphoras once there than the figures
presented in the tables of stamped handles found.

It would not have been possible for me to produce this teut
without the information and help given to me by Miss V. BGrace
and Mr. J.-Y. Emperewr, whom I hereby thank.

Froblems inveolved when using Koan_amphora handles as a way
of reconstructing trade.

1. Stamped Koan amphoras appear from the late 4th century
(then very rarely, oral infarmation, Empereur) and continue
down to about Augustan times. Most stamps seem to date from
the 2Znd and lst centuries.

According to Miss Brace there was a break in the stamping
of Knidian amphoras between 88 and 85 because of the
Mithradatic War. After this war stamping reoccurred (but not
to the same extent) down to Augustan times, that is, the wars
meant disruption of trade (Brace % Savvatianou-Fetropoulakou,
Delos XXVII, 1970, 322-27). Was there a break in the
production on kKos as well or could the island profit on the

difficulties of the other wine producing area and increase its
exports?

2 We know that far from all Eoan amphoras were stamped as
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apposed to almost all Knidian and Rhodian - the latter were
stamped on both handles —-. What was the ratio of stamped to
unstamped Koan amphoras? Was it the same in all periods or did
it vary?

Unless the Koan handles published from various sites are
dated and a ratio of stamped to unstamped handles is worked
out for the different periods we cannot really make an
estimate of the Koan wine trade down to the end of the 2nd
century.

For the 1lst century and later we also have to learn how
many of the so called Koan amphora handles really are Koan.

E. Foan potteérs produced not only the ‘classical’ double
handled amphoras but also other types, for instapce, a)
imitation of the Rhodian type (Grace, Empereur), b)the so-
called Nikandros-group (Grace, Empereur; - Savvatianou-
Fetropoul akou thinks that this group is not Koan ) and ©)the
s0 called the Sopatros group (Empereur). These groups have not
been included in the ‘Koan’ group when published and are thus
not included in my calculations.

Do these groups show a similar proportion of stamped to
unstamped handles?

4. From the end of the 2nd century and particularly from
the beginning of the lst century, amphoras of the kKoan type
start being produced at various places, for instance Myndos,
Halicarnassos, Theangela, knidos and Rhodes. According to
Empereur the clay can be so similar to that of Kos as to make
it virtually impossible to see any difference with the eve.

These extra-koan production centres may also have produced
amphoras with name stamps now considered to be Koan.

How many of the so-called koan handles from this late
period are not Foan?

. KEoan amphoras contained more wine than for instance
Rhodian jars. A Koan jar took over 40 liters whereas a Rhodian
one took 25 to 26 liters.

The ratio of Koan stamped to unstamped amphoras.

Already in 1949 Miss V. Grace presented wus with the fact
that many examples of the Koan amphoras were not stamped, she
also notes that the same observation was made by the
Alexandrian collector of stamped amphora handles, mr Lucas
Benaki (Hesp. Suppl. B, 1949, 181, 186), an observation since
repeated by Miss Grace several times.

In 1962 D. Levi and B. Fugliese-Carratelli published a
number of handles from lasos in Caria. They pointed out that
the number of stamped handles from Rhodes found was much
larger than from anywhere else, but that perhaps the numerical
relationship between imports of wine amphoras as such from Kos
and Rhodes had to be modified somewhat because of the finding




of a great number of double handles without stamps apparently
from kKos (ASAAR, N.&S. 2324, 19261-62, 605).

Mr. Empereur presented the results of an ‘informal’ survey
made in 1976 on the southern coast of Fos in an article. He
counted 176 double handles, two of which were stamped. In a
note he says that the unstamped handles are contemporary with
the stamped ones (2nd and 1st cent.). This would give a ratio
of 1:44, a figure whicn he later modifies to 1:30 (oral
presentation in Fylos 1984).

In an excavation in Delos, la Maison aw nord de 1°'Ilot de
Bronze (date t.a.q. 69), Emperewr studied all the Koan handles
from the excavation. There were 59, three of which were
stamped, the implied ratio of stamped to unstamped amphoras is
1312 (Empereur, BCH 106, 1982, 226-27, 233 .

Most publications do not date the Koan handles, usually an
overall figure is given. Exceptions are the later publications
by Grace — Savvatianou-Fetropoulakou. An estimate of the
development of Koan trade cannot really be given until one has
bhoth the dated stamped handles and the ratios stamped
unstamped handles for the different periods.

As I have already pointed out the ratio of stamped to
unstamped Hoan amphoras is on the whole unknown. However, I
would like to make the experiment of multiplying the figures
given in 5. Sherwin-White’'s table (Ancient Cos, 1978, 238) by
twelve, the lower ratio presnted by Empereur from the Delos
evcavation. I am fully aware that the result will not give a
true picture of Moan trade as the ratio probably varied at
different times and the figures given in Sherwin-White’'s table
are undated (most Koan stamps, however, seem to date to the
second and first centuries).

Centres where Koan amphoras seem to predominate.

I will list the places where the calculated number of kKoan
amphoras is larger than the number of Rhodian jars. The Koan
figures are quoted first. In the Black Sea area; Fhanagoreia
168-150, Fanticapaion 240-12%, Chersonessos 15692, Tyras 468-
155, Istria 444-242. 1 add some places for which Sherwin-White
has not given the figures, Myrmekion 192-98, Callatis 19264
(Gajdukevic, Das Rosporanische Reich. 1971, 182, n. 373
Gramatopol, Foenaru Bordea, Dacia N.8. 13, 1969, 127-37). In
Fanticapaion, Fhanagoreia and Tyras the implied number of Koan
amphoras is not only larger than the Rhodian, but the largest
number of amphoras imported alltogether as the present
evidencs stands. The count and identification of unstamped
handles may, of couwse, change this pictwre. (In Olbia and
Odessus the Rhodian figures are higher than the Eoan even
after the conversion.)

Apart from the Black Sea area the Foan figures are higher
at Fella (where Thasian amphoras are most numerous of all)

180-104, Samos 234-193, lasos on the Harian mainland 16830,
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Kos 1932-198 and Nessana in Falestine 240--7. The jars in
Nessana are however, according to their publisher Miss Grace,
very likely to have been reused before being brought there and
thus do rnot bear evidence as to trade between Kos and Nessana.

In a more recently published excavation on Labraunda, Koan
amphoras predominate with an implied number 144-12. Most of
the Koan handles date to the period 108 to 80, whereas the
Rhodian are earlier, c. 275 to 108.

Athens, Delos and Alexandria.

In Athens (agora) and Delos the KEnidian handles ar
& in a vast majority. In Athens the Rhodian handles seem to be
more numerous during the late third and early second centuries
whereas the kEnidian ones dominate from about the middle of the
second century or somewhat earlier and onwards. On Delos the
Rhodian are much more numerous in the second century, but the
Enidian handles dominate from the second quarter of the same
century (Delos, Empereuwr BCH 1046, 1982, 2243 the Athenian
agora, Brace, Hesperia 54, 1985, 7). As has been pointed out
by Y. Barlan (Trade in the ancient economy. 1983, 28) the
figures for Delos may change if earlier layers are excavated.

In these two centres the figures for Koan and Rhodian
ampharas do not differ so much after conversion. For Delos the
relationship is 6346 implied Koan amphoras and 800 Rhodian
(These numbers are based on the figures given in Sherwin-
White’'s table. There are more recent figures published for the
Rhodian handles but not for the Koan and I therefore use the
older figures.). For the Athenian agora the implied Foan
number is 2 096 and the Rhodian number is 2 214, Miss Grace
very kindly gave me the opportunity to make a quick count of
the Koan stamped amphora handles from the agora - the number
of which is 166 -~ as well as the date of Koan amphora handles
found in datable contexts in the agora (see tabhle) - 79 dated
handles and jars of a total of 173 -.(I am very grateful to
her for this information and also for her kindress to me
whenever I visited her.) Most of the datable handles and jars
(of which there are seven) come from the early second century,
It is thus not unlikely that the import of Koan amphoras was
larger before the middle of the second century than after that
time,

Az the dates of very few of the stamped Koan handles found
on Delos have been published, only 17 of a total of 959, it is
at present impossible to say anything about the chronological
development on the island. Thirteen of the seventeen dated
stamped handles are late, i.e. early first century, but we
know from Delian inscriptions concerning the buying of wine
far the festival of the Posidaia that in 180 thirtyfive jars
of Foan wine was bought at a price of 105 dr. and in 178
another thirtyfive jars for 100 dr (J.H, Kent, Studies
presented to D.M. Robinson. 1993, 128). Alsc, as has been
mentioned above, this picture may change if excavations of the
egarlier layers at Delos were to take place.

3.0
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Unfortunately it is not possible to get an idea of the
number of unstamped amphoras in any of the above mentioned
places.

For Alexandria Miss Grace has gone through 18 000 Rhodian
handles bearing stamps with the name of the potters. These

handles represent 18 000 amphoras. Between 176 — 146 the turm-—
up of Rhadian amphoras is about 78 per year and them it
increases to 227 per year in period from 146 - 108, and from

108 - 88 the yearly turn-up is about 163 (Grace, Hesperia 54
1983, 42). This means, as has already been pointed out, that
Rhodes kept up, and maybe even increased the export of wine
amphoras after 166.

The total number of Rhodian amphoras, c. 40 000, is more
than double the implied number of Koan ones, 17 760, but the
difference is certainly not on the scale as the one so easily
percived by a mere provision of the numbers of stamped handles
found; B8O 000 Rhodian to 1 480 Koan.

According to Empereur the majority of the Koan handles in
Alexandria date to the second and first centuries which would
make them roughly contemporary with the Rhodian handles there.

The huge amount of unstamped Egyptian amphoras found and
reported recently do, however, make all imports small in
comparison (Empereur, BCH Suppl. 13, 103-109).

For Cyprus I would like to refer to Y. Calvet. He writes
that ‘From the middle of the third century the stamps from
Thasos, Kos and other important centres of production grow
more and more rare, they are, after that, hardly represented
at all to the exclusive profit of Rhodes during the second
century’ (Kition-Bamboula I. Les timbres amphoriques. 1982,

S5E) .

Dated Foan handles.

Of & total number of 1925 stamped 'Eoan’ handles I have the
date of about 384, that is, cirka 20%4. A very small amount of
the dated handles come from the third century. Somewhat over
200 come from c. 200 to 108 and somewhat less than 200 come
from the first century. Most of these last are from before c.
G0 B.C. (70 B.C.7) These figures agrees with the information
given by J-Y Empereur for the Koan handles in Alexandria.

Conclusion.

Even from the little we know about dated Koan stamped
amphora handles it is perhaps permissible to conclude that the
Eoan wine (and amphora) trade was important to the economy of
Fos during the second and early first centuries. As for the
third and later first century it is more difficult to judge.
The stamping of handles seems to have been rarer, at least
during the late periocd and so the number of stamped handles
give little information as to the sire of trade.

o
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We do know that export of Koan type amphoras continued during
the Augustan and early imperial period as such amphoras have
been found both in the East and in the West Mediterranean
area. But here most remains to be done as to the exact
original provenances of these amphoras.

The most important conclusion, however, is the
understanding that it is vitally important in further
excavations to note also the number of unstamped handles
found, and, if possible, to ascertain their origin and date.
The completely changed picture of the importance of kKoan trade
sketched above open exciting possibilities in the research of
the economic history of not only kKos, but also other wine
producing and wine importing centres..

Athens 1988--11-28
Kerstin Highammar
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KOAN AMPHORAS AND TRADE.

My a&im with this tentative study is to try to present an
alternative picture of the importance of the kKoan wine trade
for the Hoan community. The {figures presented in the tables of
various excavation reports/publications for stamped handles
are, if one has no knowledoe of the amount of unstamped
handles found and unfortunately hardly ever reported, very
easy to misinterpret in terms of trade.

In using the ratio of stamped to unstamped handles found in
an excavation on Deleos (1:12) on the entire material of Eoan
handles my only aim is te break through the MmN
misapprehension that the number of Foan amphoras on various
sites was very small as compared with, for instance, those
from the neighbouring island of Rhodes. Undoubtedly there was
a difference, but not on the scale s easily and so mistakenly
seen in the exact numbers of stamped handles found. In using
the ratio 1512 for stamped to unstamped handles I do not think
that 1 overrepresent the implied total number of Eoan amphoras
at a certain site. I rather suspect that the ratio was sven
higher during the third and most of the second century, but
this remains to he proved. However, even in wusing the ratio
1212 one can see important changes in the relative
relationship between Kos and Rhodes in for instance the
narthern and western RBlack Sea area.

I wigh to stress that the figures I present in my
calculations do not represent a real number of amphoras found
in any place listed, but I believe that my figures come claosear
te the number of Eoan amphoras once there than the figures
prosented in the tables of stamped handles found.

it would not have been possible for me to produce this teut
without the information and belp given to me by Miss V. Grace
and Mr., J.-Y. Empereur, whom I hereby thank.

Froblems invelved when wusing Foan amphora handles as a way
of reconstiructing trade,

e Stamped Hoan amphoras appear from the late 4th céhfury
{then very rarely, oral information, Empereur) and continue
dowrr to about Augustan times. Most stamps seem to date from
the Znd and lst centuries.

According to Miss Orace there was a break in the stamping
pf Frnidian amphoras between 88 and BY because of the
Mithradatic War. After this war stamping reoccurred (but not
to the same extent) down to Augustan times, that is, the wars
meant disruption of trade (Grace % Bavvatianou-Fetropoul akou,
Delos XXVII, 1970, 322-23). Was there a break in the
production on kKos as well or could the island profit on the
difficulties of the other wine producing area and increase it
grports?

&
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e We know that far from all Koan amphoras were stamped as




ppposed to almost all Enidian and Rhodian - the latter were
atamped on both handles . What was the ratioc of stamped to
unstamped FKoan amphoras? Was it the same in all periods or did
it vary?

Unless the Koan handles published from various sites a
dated and & ratio of stamped to unstamped handles is work
out for the different periods we cannot really make an
estimate of the koan wine trade down to the end of the 2nd
ceEntiry.

For the lst century and later we also have to learn how
many of the so called kKoan amphora handles really are Koan.

R Foan potters produced not only the ‘classical’ double
handled amphoras but also other types, for instance, a)
imitation of the Rhadian type (Grace, Emperew), b)the so-
called Nikandros—-group (Grace, Empereur; - Savvatianou-
Fetropoulakow thinks that this group is not Eoan —) and c)the
s0 called the Sopatros group (Empereuwr). These groups have not
been included in the ‘kKoan’' group when published and are thus
not included in my calculations.

Do these groups show & similar proportion of stamped to
unstamped handles?

4. From the end of the 2nd century and particularly from
the beginning of the lst centuwry, amphoras of the Foan type
start being produced at various places, for instance Myndos,
Halicarnassos, Theangela, knidos and Rhodes. According to
Empereur the clay can be so similar to that of Eos as to make
Cit virtwally impossible to see any difference with the eyve.

These extra-loan production centres may also have produced
amphoras with name stamps now considered to be Koan.

How many of the so-called Koan handles from this late
period ara not Eoan?

da Hoan amphoras contained more wine than for instance

Fhodian jars. A Eoan jar took over 40 liters whereas a Rhodian
one topk 23 to 26 liters.

The ratio of Hegan stamped to unstamped amphoras.

Already in 1949 Miss V. Brace pregsented wus with the fact
that many examples of the Hoan amphoras were not stamped, she
also notes that the same observation was made by the
Alexandrian collector of stamped amphora handles, mr Lucas
Benakli (Hesp. Suppl. 8, 1949, 181, 186), an ohservation since
repeated by Miss Grace several times,

In 1962 D. Levi and B. Pugliese-Carratelli published a
number of handles from lasos in Caria. They peointed out that
the numbar of Stamped handles from Rhodes found was much
larger than from anywhere else, but that perhaps the numerical
relationship between imports of wine amphoras as such from Kos
and Rhodes had to be modified somewhat hecause of the finding

L
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of a great number of double handles without stamps apparently
from Kos (ABAAR, N.S. 23-24, 126162, 603).

M. Empareur presented the results of an "informal * suevey
made in 1976 on the souvthern coast of Fos in an article. He
counted 176 double handles, two of which were stamped. In &
note he says that the unstamped handles are contemporary with
the stamped ones (2nd and 1st cent.). This would give a ratio
of 1244, a figure whicn he later modifies to 1:30 (aral
presentation in Fylos 1984),

In an excavation in Delos, la Maison aw nord de 1 'Ilot de
Bronze (date t.a.qg. 691, Emperew studied all the Eoan handles
from the excavation. There were 5%, three of which were
stamped, the implied ratio of stamped to unstampsd amphoras is
e W Enperetic SN BEH 1068 1 982 SR04 27 ISERIE

Most publications do not date the Koan handles, usually an
overall figure is given. Exceptions are the later publications
by Grace — Savvatianou-Fetropoulakou. An estimate of the
development of Koan trade cannot really be given until one has
both the dated stamped handles and the ratios stamped
wrnastamped handles for the different periods.

Az I have already pointed out the ratio of stamped to
unstamped Koan amphoras is on the whole unknown. However, I
wowuld like to make the experiment of multiplying the figures
given in 5. Sherwin-White's table (Ancient Cos, 1978, 238) by
twelve, the lower ratio presnted by Empersur from the Delos
pxcavation. I am fully aware that the result will not give a
true picture of FHoan trade as the ratio probably varied at
different times and the figures given in Sherwin-White's table
are undated (most Koan stamps, however, ssem to date to the
second and firset centuries).

Centres where FHoan amphoras seem bo predominate.

I will list the places where the calculated number of Koan
amphoras is larger than the number of Rhodian jars. The koan
figures are gueoted first. In the Black S8ea areaj; Fhanagoreia
168~150, Fanticapaion 240~127%, Chersonessos 156-92, Tyras 468-
155, Istria 444-24%2. 1 add some places for which Sherwin-White
has not diven the figures, Myrmekion 192-98, Callatis 192-64
(Bajdukevic, Das Bosporanische Reich. 1971, 182, n. 373
Gramatopol , Foenaru Bordea, Dacia N.S. 13, 1969, 127-37). 1In
Fanticapaion, Fhanagoreia and Tyras the implied number of Koan
amphoras is not only larger than the Rhodian, but the largest
number of amphoras imported allteogether as the present i
evidence stands. The count amnd identification of st amped
handles may, of cowse, change this picture. (In Olbia and
Odessus the Rhodian figures are higher than the Eoan EVE
atter the conversion.)

Apart from the Black Sea area the Koan figures are higher
at Pella {(where Thasian amphoras are most numerous of all)
180-104, Samos 234-195, lasos on the Karian mainland &&=




Fos 1932-198 and Nessana in Falestine 240-7. The jars in
Nessana are however, according to their publisher Miss Grace,
very likely to have been reused before being brought there and
thus do not bear evidence as to trade between Kos and Nessana.

In a more recently published excavation on Labraunda, Koan
amphoras predominate with an implied number 144-12. Most of
the FHoan handles date to the period 108 to 80, whereas the
Fhodian are earlier, c. 275 to 108.

Athens, Delos and Alexandria.

In Athens (agoral and Delos the Enidian handles ar
@ in a vast majority. In Athens the Rhodian handles seem to be
more numerous during the late third and early second centuries
whersas the Enidian ones dominate from about the middle of the
spoond century or somewhat earlier and onwards. On Delos the
Rhodian are much more numerous in the second century, but the
knidian handles dominate from the second quarter of the sams
century (Delos, Empereuwr BCH 104, 1982, 224: the Athenian
agora, bGrace, Hesperia 54, 1985, 7). As has been pointed out
by Y. Barlan (Trade in the ancient economy. 1983, 28) the
figures for Delos may change it earlier layers are excavated.

In these two centres the figures for Hoan and Rhodian
amphoras do not differ so much after conversion. For Delos the
relationship is 634 implied Foan amphoras and 8200 Rhodian
(These numbers are based on the figures given in Sherwip-
White's table. There are more recent figures published for the
Fhodian handles but not for the Heoan and 1 therefore use the
older figures.). For the Athenian agora the implied Koan
number is 2 0946 and the Rhodian number is 2 21é6. Miss Brace
very kindly gave me the opportunity to make a quick count of
the Koan stamped amphora handles from the agora - the number
of which is 1646 - as well as the date of Koan amphora handles
found in datable contexts in the agora (see table) - 79 dated
handles and jars of a total of 173 ~.(1 am very grateful to
her for this information and also for her kindness to me
whenever 1 visited her.) Most of the detable handles and jars
(of which there are seven) come from the garly second century.
It is thus not unlikely that the import of Koan amphoras was
larger befare the middle of the second century than atter that
time.,

As the dates of very few of the stamped Koan handles found
on Delos have been published, only 17 of a total of SE el EN e
at present impossible to say anything about the chronological
development on the island. Thirteen of the seventeen dated
ﬁtamp?d handl?s afe 1aFaU'iHEu 2arly first century, but we
krow fram De}lan inscriptions concerning the buying of wine
fmr‘the fgstlval of the Fosidaia that in 180 thirtyfive jars
of Foan wine was bought at a price of 10% dr. and in 178
another thirtyfive Jars toar 100 dr (J.H, Kent, Studies
presented to D.M. Robinson. 1953, 128). Alsc, as has been

mentioned above, this picture may change if excavations of the
garlier layers at Delos were to take Bl ace.
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Unfortunately it is not possible to get an idea of the
number of unstamped amphoras in any of the above mentioned
places.

Forr Alexandria Miss Grace has gone through 1B 000 Rhodian
handles bearing stamps with the name of the potters. These
handles represent 18 000 amphoras. Between 1746 ~ 146 the turn-
wp of Rhodian amphoras is about 78 per yvear and then it
increases to 227 per year in period froam 146 — 108, and from
108 -~ B8 the vearly tuwrn—up is about 163 (Grace, Hesperia 54,
1985, 42). This means, as has already been pointed out, that
Fhodes kept up, and maybe sven increased the sxport of wine
amphoras after 1é&é6.

The total number of Rhodian amphoras, c. 40 000, is more
than double the implied number of FHoan ones, 17 7&0, but the
difference is certainly not on the scale as the one so easily
percived by a mere provision of the numbers of stamped bhandles
found; 8O0 000 Rhodian to 1 480 Koan.

Accarding to Emperews the majority of the Hoan handles in
Alevandria date to the second and first centuries which would
make them roughly contemnporary with the Rhodian handles there.

The huge amount of unstamped Egyptian amphoras found and
raported recently do, however, make all imports small in
comparison (Empereuwr, BRCH Suppl. 13, 103-10%9).

For Cyprus I would like to refer to Y. Calvet. He writes
that ‘From the middle of the third century the stamps from
Thasos, Hos and other important centres of production grow
more and more rare, they are, after that, hardly represented
at all to the exclusive profit of Rhodes during the second
centwy’ (Fition-Bamboula . Les timbres amphorigues. et Sl

SE) .

Dated Foan handles.

0f a total number of 1225 stamped ‘Koan’ handles I have the
date of about 384, that is, cirka 20%4. A very small amount of
the dated handles come from the third century. Somewhat over
200 come from ¢, 200 to 108 and somewhat less tham 200 come
from the first century. Most of these last are from before c.
GO B.C. (70 BR.C.7) These figures agrees with the information
given by J-Y Empereur for the koan handles in Alexandria.

Conclusion.

Even {from the little we know about dated Eoan stamped
amphora bandles it is perhaps permissible to conclude that the
Foan wine (and amphoral) trade was important to the economy  of
kos during the second and early first centuries. As for the
third and later firgt century it is more difficult to Judge,
The stamping of handles seems to have been rarer, at least
during the late pericd and so the number of stamped handles
give little information as to the size of trade.




We do know that export of Koan type amphoras continued during
the Augustan and early imperial period as such amphoras have
been found both in the East and in the West Mediterranean
ar2a. But here most remains to be done as to the sxact
original provenances of these amphoras.

The most important conclusion, however, is the
understanding that it is vitally important in further
excavations to note also the number of unstamped handles
found, and, if possible, to ascertain their origin and date.
The completely changed picture of the importance of kEoan trade
sketchad above open sxciting possibilities in the research of
the economic history of not only Eos, but also other wine
producing and wine impoarting centres..

Athens 1988-11-28
Ferstin Highammar
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WORE FROGRAMME SCULFTURE AND SOCIETY ON HELLENISTIC KOS

The work will be presented in two separate volumes. The first
will comprise an analysis of the statue base inscriptions and
the second an analysis of the statuary and a comparative
analysis of the inscriptions and the sculpture.

I hope to be able to present a manuscript of volume A during
the autumn of 1989 and then continue with the sculptuwe and the
comparative analysis.

A Art pgtronage and conditions of production

Introduction. Subject and method.

Chapter 1 The dating of the inscriptions.
A discussion and reassessment of the dating of the statue
base inscriptions from the Hellenistic and Augustan periods.

Chapter 2 The classification of the inscriptions.
A presentation of the different classes of inscription and an
analysis of the material from this aspect.

Chapter % The historical background.
A sketch of the history of Kos during the Hellenistic and
Augustan periods.

Chapter 4 The honorary inscriptions.

a) Private dedications

b) Fublic dedications

An analysis of when, where, why, by whom and to whom statues
were erected.

Chapter 5 The dedicatory inscriptions,
When; where, why, by whom and to whom were statues erected.

Chapter 64 Conclusions.
Chapter 7 Summary.
Catalogue

Tables




SCULFTURE AND SOCIETY ON HELLENISTIC KOS

E The sculpture and its setting
I The material

Local stone and imported stone

11 The sculgﬁure

A The sculpture from the Odeion

Findcircumstances and dating of the building
Technical analysis of the statues

What do the statues depict?

Comparative studies with similar statuary elsewhere
Dating of the sculpture ‘
Conclusion

DN -

B The sculpture from Casa Romana
1-5 See above
6 The Setting
7 Conclusion

C The sculpture from the Asklepieion
1-5 See under A

6 Comparative study of the stauary and the inscriptions
7 Conclusion .

D The portraits
Findcircumstances
Time and style

The Republican portrait in the East Mediterranean World -
comparative studies

Comparative analysis of the portraits - the statuary and
the inscriptions -

Conclusion

H (4 pJ =

&)

E The sculpture from Kos town

{(various and unknown provenance)
1-7 See under C

F The sculpture from Kos island

(various and unknown provenance)
i-7 See under C

III Stvle and nere
Discussion of the evidence

IV _ General conclusion
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HELILENISTIC SCULPTURE ON KOS - A MIRROR OF SOCIETY?
(Thesis, methods, results) '

My thesis is that art forms an integral part of the cultural
development of society, and I here use the word ‘cultuwral’ in
a wide sense. The artists are human beings who live in and are
influenced by their surroundings. They express in their art
their own and their contemporaries’ needs and wishes.

I think that in order to comprehend art more fully one has
to know the economic, political and social development of the
society the art of which one studies. That isy the sculpture
of kos reflects Koan history.

This general and rather abstract thesis can be given a more
concrete form by way of choosing a particular line in the
historical development and see how it corresponds with the
information gathered from the statue bases. It is then
possible to have the thesis verified or rejected.

1 will proceed by giving three examples of such theses.

i. The general political development in the Eastern
Mediterranean is reflected in the choice of persons
honoured by the Koan demos and by Koan individuals.

2. FKos remained a free state until the time of Augustug in
, contrast to Achaia and Asia which became Roman provinces
during the latter half of the second century E.C. Can
this be seen in the inscriptions, comparing those found
in the province of Asia and those found in Kos during the
period of ¢. 150 to Z07? What happens with the advent of
Augustus?

Fa A rich and strong society has no need to lavish honours

j on its individual members. A poor and weak society needs
| to ‘buy’ substantial gifts from private persons by way of
.!erecting statues honouring the donors of large gifts.
i I.€. during a period of strength and affluence we should
! find few honorary statues erected by the demos of Kos and

~during a period of weakness and poverty there should be
- many.

Thesis no 1.

Alexwander died in 323 and after his death his generals
fought for power for about forty years. What emerged about 280
were the three Hellenistic kingdoms, which dominated the
Eastern Mediterranean for roughly the next one hundred years.

The Roman influence in the Greek world started in the early
second century and gradually grew stronger whereas the great
Hellenistic kingdoms were either vanquished by the Romans
and/or disintegrated in internal strifes. Their influence was
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at an end about 130. The Romans on the other hand tightened
their grip on_the Greek haomeland by making Achaia.part of a
province c.130, Asia became a province c. 130, Roman
magistrates, tax—-collectors and traders spread in the area.
The already cosmopolitan society of Kos also received an
influx of Roman/Italiote traders at about this time.

The economic background.

llos town with its excellent harbour became an important
port of call for north-south plowing trading vessels
travelling between the Rlack Sea and Rhodes, Cyprus and Egypt.
Fos by way of levying harbour dues improved its economy. Trade
to and from Kos also grew and ties were particularly close
with Egypt. A large number of amphora handles have been found

in Alexandria, c. 80 000 from Rhodes and about 1 500 from Kos.

Dr J.-Y. Empereur has studied the ratio of stamped to
unstamped amphora handles for Rhodian and Koan amphoras. As is
known almost all Rhodian amphoras had both their handles
stamped. The complete Koan amphoras we have show that they
almost always have only one of their handles stamped.
Empereur, in a preliminary investigation, has come to the
conclusion that for each Koan stamped amphora handle found
there are c. B8 unstamped ones. For each stamped handle we
should thus count 44 unstamped ones, whereas for the Rhodian
amphoras we have to count two stamped handles for each
amphora. This gives us a figure of about 40 OG00 Rhodian
amphoras and a maximum number of 66 000 Koan amphoras. Even if
that number after a more thorough investigation should be
halfed it still shows us a picture of an important export of
the content of these amphoras! Most of them must have
contained wine and Koan wine was considered to be of decent
quality.

Other famous Koan products were silk and perfume, luxury
products sold widely in the Mediterranean.

Harbour dues and export trade thus made Kos prosperous at
the time when the Asklepieion was built up and became an
internationally known sanctuary with its right of asylum. This
development was completed c. 240 and the scene is set.

The evidence of the inscriptions.

The Hellenistic powers.

During the second half of the third century the Fergamene
king Eumenes Fhiletairos (?) and the Macedonian king Antigonos
(Doson?) was each honoured once with a statue in the
Asklepieion. A little later, c. 200, queen Arsinoe II1I was
honoured at least once, as was presumably also. her husband
Ftolemy IV Fhilopator.

l.e.we have one statue of a Fergamene king and one of a
Macedonian king and at least three statues of Egyptian royalty

[}
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during the periaod of c. 240 to c. 200, all which fits the
proposed thesis.

The Roman ascendancy.

Titus Quinctius Flamininus, the Roman general, consul and
victor over Fhilip V of Macedonia, was honoured in 198. Kaos,
with Rhodes, fought on the same side as the Romans in the
Second Macedonian War. The Macedonians had only a few years
earlier managed to land troops on Kos and the situation then
had been extremely precarious for the Koans. An honorary
statue of the vanquisher of FPhilip V must have been considered
most appropriate.

When Titus Guinctius Flamininus vanguished Fhilip V, the
beginning of the Roman ascendancy in the East was marked by a
number of honorary tributes to him, one of which is the statue
of him in the Asklepieion.

A Reoman was honoured in the Asklepieion in the 20s, another
three statues of Romans were erected in the years between 60
to 30. During the Augustan period, 30 E.C. to A.D., 13/720
seven Romans were honoured with statues, another three statues
of Romans come from either this period or a little later.

I thus think that my first thesis is confirmed by the
statue base material. This particular thesis in itself is, of
course,; neither new nor questioned, but in showing its
reflection in the Kpan material it supports my general thesis
- that art is an integral part of a society.

Thesis no 2.

My second thesis is that Kos remains an independent state
until the time of Augustus. There is no consensus in this

question as some scholars argue that Kos became part of the
province of Asia at an earlier date.

The island of Kos.

The reasons for honouring Titus Buinctius Flamininus are,
as I have shown earlier, easily understood! They have nothing
to do with the status of Kos. No Greek state at this time
(198) was a province.

The next Roman to be honoured was presumably a woman - the
text is fragmentary — a relative of Guintus Mucius Scaevola, a
governcr of the province of Asia during the 90s who was much
appreciated by his subjects. Later, in the 40s, the wife of
another ‘good’ governor of Asia, FPublius Servilius Isauricos
was honoured twice on Kos.

An otherwise unknown Roman magistrate was also honoured
some time between 60 and 30,

After J0 six statue bases of Augustus are known and two of
his daughter Julia. They are both likened to gods,; and one
base tells us of a statue dedicated to Augustus as a god.
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Three other bases name Roman magistrates and their relatives
as well as Roman settlers on Kos.

The province of Asia.

In the province of Asia, statues of Romans were scarce
before the time of Sulla. With the defeat of Mithradates in
the 80s the Romans felt more like conqurers and their rule
became harsher. In the following twenty years, i.e. during the
705 and the 60s; a great number of statues were erected in
many poleis in the province of Asia honowring Roman
magistrates and their relatives. No equivalent trend exists on
Fos. Not until the time of Augustus do we have a similar
development; and I think that this fact is one more factor

supporting the theory that Kos remained a free and independent
polis until c. 30 B.C.

Thesis no I,

My third and last thesis concerns the number of honorary
statues dedicated by the demos in periods of strength and
periods of weakness,

We know that between c. 190 and 150 there was an immense
re?uilding activity in Kos town. Marble was used in the new
buildings instead of travertine. The large harbour sanctuary
near the agora was built at this time as well as the altar of
Dionysos at the western end of the agora.

In the Asklepieion the huge temple A on the uppermost
terrace is supposed to have been built during this period as
well as the large surrounding stoas and the monumental
staircase up to this terrace.

Many normal to large-sized marble statues have been dated
to this period.

All the signs of a strong and affluent society are at hand
and dgring this happy period the absence in the epigrapOhic
$at:rlal of honorary statues voted by the demos is a notable

act.

In contrast; the last decades of the first centufy R.C.
abound in them. There are 17 (28) examples in my material.
What were the conditions on Kos like then? v

kos had been made tributory by Augustus and the sum of 100
talents (= c. 2 600 kg silver) is mentioned in this context.
The Koans could not pay this large sum and had to give away
the famous painting of Aphrodite Anadyomene by Apelles
instead.

A series of earth-quakes occurred in this part of the
Aegean and kos was particularly hard hit. The reconstruction
of buildings aftér the earth-quakes must have cost a fortune.

To sum up; Kos had supported the wrong side in tha last
Republican Civil War and lost its political freedom, and it
was now tributary to Rome. In addition natural disasters
struck the island hard. Under such difficult circumstances the
state was obliged to rely more on voluntary economic help from




private individuals. The state in its weakened form was in no
position to demand contributions from wealthy citizens and
asettlers, especially not from the Romaioi!

To induce the rich to give a helping hand, the community
offered to erect a statue of the donor, forever commemorating
his or her honour and virtue. This is a simple and logical
explanation which fits the obseved facts and in my opinion the
third thesis has been proved.

FKerstin Highammar (1988-072--10)
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KOAN AMPHORAS AND TRADE.

fn attempt at a hypothetical reconstruction of the Koan
wine trade during the Hellenistic period.
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My aim with this tentative study is to try to present an
alternative pictuwe of the importance of the Eoan wine trade
for the Koan community. The figues presented in the tables of
vairious excavation reportsipublications for stamped handles
are, if one has no knowledge of the amount of unstamped
handles found and unfortunately hardly ever reported, very
easy to misinterpret in terms of trade.

Im using the ratio of stamped to unstamped handles found in
an excavation in Halasarna (modern RHardamena) on Eos on the
entire material of Koan handles my principal aim is to break
through the common misapprehension that the number of Eoan
amphoras on various sites was very small as compargd with, fo-
instance, those from the neighbouring island of Rhodes (which
produced wine of a similar or somswhat inferior guality).
Undoubtedly there was a difference, but not on the scale so
easily and so mistakenly seen in the exact numbers of stamped
handles found. In using the ratio 1: far astamped to unstamped
handles I do not think that I overrepresent the implied total
numbar of Foan amphoras at a certain site. I would neat be
surpirisaed if the ratio will be shown ta have been even higher
during the third and part of the second century. Howsver, even
in using the ratio 1: one can see important changes in the
relative relationship between Kos and Rhodes in for instance
the narthern and western Black Sea area, Athens and Delos.

I wish to stress that the figures I present in my
calculations do not represent a real number of amphoras found
in any place listed, but I believe that my figures come closer
to the number of Koan amphoras once there than the figures
presented in the tables of astamped handles found.

It would not have heen possible for me to produce this
article without the information and help given to me by Miss
Yo Grace,; Mrs. M. Savvatiani-Fetropoulakou, Mr. J.-Y. Empereaur
and Mre G. HKokkorou-Alevra whom I hereby thank.

In the first part of this article I will list various
problems encountered when working with Koan amphora handles.
The ensuing section presents evidence of the amount of
unstamped Koan amphora handles found on various sites. In most
cases no figuwres have been given as the unstamped handles were
thrown away. The ratio resulting fraom the excavations of the
University of Athens at Kardamena is presented heres.

A hypothetical estimate of the number of Eoan amphoras onoe
to be found at various sites forms the third part. For Athens,
Delos and Alexandria & short discussion of the implications of
the dated handles is presented. In the fourth section a
summary is given of what I know of the hitherto dated handles.
The last part contains a general discussion of the Eoan Wi re
trade and soms hypothetical conclusions.
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FROBLEMS INVOLVED WHEN USING KOAN AMFHORA HANDLES AS A WAY
OF RECONSTRUCTING TRADE.

s Stamped FHoan amphoras appear from the late 4th century
(then very rarely,; oral information, Empereuwr) and continue
down to abowt Augustan times. Most stamps seem to date from
the Znd and Ist centuries. Only a minor part of the Eoan
stampe have been published with a date and thus we cannot yvet
trace the development of the Hoan wine trade.

oy

e Wee know that far from all Eoan amphoras were stamped as
opposed to almost all Knidian and Rhaodian which were stamped
on both handles. What was the ratio of stamped to unstamped
Foan amphoras? Was it the same in all periods or did it vary?

Unless the Koan handles published from various sites are
dated and a ratio of stamped to unstamped handles is worked
put for the different periods we cannot really make an
estimate of the Koan wine trade down to the end of the 2nd
century.

For the 1ist century and later we also have to learn how
many of the s0 called Koan amphora handles really are Koan.
e Koan potters produced not only the ‘classical ' double
handled amphoras but also other types, for instance, a)
imitatian of the Rhodian type (Stasrman, Grace, Empereur), b)
the so-called Nikandrms«group {(Grace, Empereuri — Savvatiani-—
Fetropoulakou thinks that this group is not Keoan - and c) the
s called the Sopatros group (Emperewr). These groups have not
been included in the ‘Eoan’ group when published, with the
exception of the firest type which is included in the material
from Tyras published by Staesrman. Apart from this exception
the above groups are thus not included in my calculations.

Do these groups show a asimilar proportion of stamped to
unstamped bandles?

4., rhg clavs of Kos are very heterogenows in their
i i T ampharas may vary considerably in the

outlook of their clay depending on which claybed a particul ar
potter used. i

iy Eoar
fabric and
copying of
end of the

WiﬁEJara were famous {for the fineness of their
1t'was Rresumably this that led to the widespread
this type of amphora (Fliny, NH, 33. 1&61). From the
“2nd century and particularly from the beginning of
the lst century, amphoras of the koan type started being
praduced at various Rlaces, for instance Myndos,
Halicarnassos, Theangela, knidos and Rhodes. According to
Emperewr the clay can be so similar to that of Hos as to make
it virtually impossible to see any difference with the eyve.

However, the copying af the amphara type aust not lead us
to believe that the stamping system used on Hps was also




capied. I thus think it less likely that jars with a stamp of

the Hoan type wers produced outside the island. When HEoan typs

ampharas were produced at other places it seems more plausible
that they were stamped according to the local system.

&H. Foan ampharas contained more wine than for instance
Fhodian jars. One Hoan jar from the second centuwry, found in
the Athenian agora, took over 40 liters whereas Rhodian
amphoras generally took 25 to 246 liters. This ratio changed in
the first century, -maybe sven sarlier- when the capacity of
Foan amphoras becams more eguivalent with the Rhodian
standard.

THE RATIO OF EOAN STAMFED TO UNSTAMPED AMFHORAS.

Already in 1949 Miss V. Grace presented us with the fact
that many examples of the Eoan amphoras were not stamped, she
also noted that the same observation was made by the
Alexandrian collector of stamped amphora handles, mr Lucas
Benaki (Hesp. Suppl. 8, 1949, 181, 184), this observation has
gince been repeated by Miss Brace several times.

E. M. Staerman in her article on amphora stamps from Tyras
(REIIME, 36, 1931, 39) mentions that few koan handles have
been found. She then goes on with a reference to Grakov who
writes that many Koan handles are not stamped, and that this
is why there are so few stamped ones found.

In 1937 V. Canarache writing on the Koan stamps found in
Istria made the following comments: "An interesting side of
the problem of the amphoras from Cos is made up by the fact
that both in ouwr country amd in the archaeological centres in
the south of the USSR many double handles without stamps have
been found. Both the curve and the dimensions of the handle,
each taken separately, are identical to those which have
stamps attributed to Cos. Moreaver, the clay of these
unstamped handies, as well as the slip, is the same as on the
stamped ones. In the excavations at Mistria swuch handles
appear in great numbers in various lLate Hellenistic layers.
Also whole amphoras of this type with unstamped handles have
been found near Bucarest, at the Getic site of Fopesht.”
(Importul amforelor stampilate la Istria 1957, 278-79). The
translation of both the above texts were given to me by miss
V. Grace.

In 1962 D. Levi and 6. Pugliese-Carratelli published a
number of handles from lasos in Karia. They pointed out that
the number of stamped handles from Rhodes found was much
1afger than from anywhere else, but that perhaps the numerical
relationship between imports of wine amphoras as such from Fos
and Rhodes had to be modified somewhat because of the tinding
of & great number of double handles without stamps apparentl?
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from kKos (ASAA, N.S. 283-24, 1961-62, 603).

M-, Empereur presented the results of an "informal © survey
made in 1976 an the southern coast of Hos in an article. He
counted 176 double handles, two of which were stamped. In a
note he says that the unstamped handles are contasmparary with
the stamped ones (2Znd and lst cent.). This would give a ratio
of 1:44, a figure which he later modifies to 1:30 (oral
presentation in Pylos 1984).

In an excavation in Delos, la Maison auw nord de 1°'Ilob de
Bronze {(date t.a.q. 6%, Empereur studied all the Koan handles
from the esscavation. There were 99, three of which were
stamped , the implied ratio of stamped to unstamped amphoaras is
1:12 (Empereur, BCH 1046, 1982, 226-27, Z33). Howeveir, as thea
excavation progressed Me Emperewr changed his opinion as to
the provenance of the ‘FHoan’' amphora sherds. In January 1989
he informed me that it, at present, is not possible to
ascertain the provenance of these sherds and thus the ratio
presented in the above mentioned article is void,

In 1985 the University of Athens started esxcavations in
ancient Halasarna on the south coast of kos. Since then four
excavation campaigns have been carried through. Frof. @G.
Fokkorou-Alevra has very kindly given me permission Lo use the
amphora material from their excavations in order to obtain &
ratio of stamped to unstamped Foan amphoras. As this material
comes from a place which in all probability was a centre of
production of ampharas, one can be fairly certain that the
material found is Keoan. A large number of both double barreled
and cylindical handles have been found.

CALCLLATED NUMBER OF EOAN AMPHORAS FROM VARIOUS SITES.

As I have already pointed out the ratio of stamped to
unstamped Foan amphoras is on the whole unknown. I would,
hawever ; like to make the experiment of using the figures
given in 8. Sherwin-White's table {(Ancient Cos, 1978, 238) as
a point of departwe for a hypothetical reconstruction of the
number of amphoras once in existance in various peleis. I will
multiply these figures with xx, the ratio obtained from the
excavation in Halasarna. I am fully aware that the result will
not give a true picture of Foan trade, as the ratio prabahly
varied at different times, and the figures given in Sherwin-
White s table are undated (most Feoan stamps, however, seem to
date to the second and first centuries), but I think this type
of presentation will reveal something of the extent of Eoan
trade during the Hellenistic period.

Centres where Eoan amphoras seem to preadominate over

RBhadian.
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I will list the places where the calculated number of Koan
amphoras is larger than the number of Rhodian jars. The Kean
figures are quoted first. In the Black Sea area; Fhanagoreia
168-150, Panticapaion 240-123%, Chersonessos 156-92, Tyras 468-
185, 1 add some places for which Bherwin—-White has not given
the figures, Myrmekion 192-98, Istria 444-242, Callatis 192-64
{Gajdukevic, Das Bosporanische Reich. 1971, 182

A SRS 74
Gramatopol , Foenaru Bordea, Dacia N.8. 13, 1969, 127-37, esp.
p. 134. The figures for Istria have been obtained from the
percentage and total figures given in Gramatopol and Foenaruw-
Bordea’'s article; Histria 2,3%4 = 3I7 stamped amphoras, Rhodes
15, 1% = 242 amphoras, total number 1400.)5.

In FPanticapaion, Fhanagoreis and Tyras the implied numbes
of kKoan amphoras is not only larger than the Rhadian, but the
largest number alltogether of imported amphoras as the present
evidence stands. The count and identification of unstamped
handles may, of course, change this picture.

In the as yet unpublished corpus of Foan stamped amphora
handles 28 handles found in Olbia are listed (oral information
Grace, Savvatiani-Fetropoulakouwd. I have no exactly comparable
figure for Rhodian stamped handles found in Olbia, but M.M.
Rondar mentions 2 898 Rhodian stamped handies in an article
from 1937 (Bondar, M.M. ‘Le commerce d ' 0Olbia avec les villes
gracquas 1 ‘épogue hellénistigue’ , Arbeologija X1, 1937, 27.
In Ukrainian.). That is, the import from Rhodes seems to have
been considerably larger than the import from Hos.

Apart from the Black Sea arsa the Koan figures are higher
at Pella {(where Thasian amphoras are most numerous of all)
180-104, Samos Z234-198 (According to Mrs. Savvatiani-—
Fetropoul akouw several of the handles on Samos seem to be early
to judge from the form of the handles.), Iasos on the Earian
mainland 146830, Kos 1932-198 and Nessana in Falestine 240-7.
The jars in Nessana are however, according to their publisher
Miss Grace, very likely to have been reused before being
brouwght there and thus do not bear evidence as to trade
hetween Kos and Nessana.

In more recently published material from Labraunda in
Faria, Hoan amphoras predominate with an implied number 144-
12. Most of the Koan handles date to the period 108 to B8O,
whereas the Rhodian are earlier, c. 273 to 108 (Saflund, M-L.,
Labraunda. Swedish Excavations and Researches. 11.2  Stamped
Amphora Handles., 1980, p.9).

Aecording to information from Mrs Savvatiani-Fetropoul akow
there are eleven koan handles found in Pergamon, eight of
which are wunpublished.

Athens, Delos and Alexandrias.

in Athens (agoral) the Enidian handles are in a vast
majority. The Rhodian handles seem to bs more nuneraus i ng
the late third and early second centuries whereas the Enidian



ones dominate from about the middle of the second century oF
gomewhat sarlier and onwards (Grace, Hesperia 54, 19285, 7).

Miss Brace very kindly gave me both the opportunity to
make a quick count of the Foan stamped amphora handles from
the Athenian agora, the result of which gave a number of 146,
as well as the date of Foan amphora handles found in datable
contexts in the agora (see tabled). There are 71 dated handiess
and seven dated jars of a total of 173, (I am very agrateful to
her for this information and also for her kindness to me
whenever I visited her.)

OFf the dated handles and jars two belong to the second half
of the third century. The majority, 5%, come from thes $illing
of the Middle Steca which building has been dated to 183 by
Miss Grace. Another eight handles date to the period c. 200 to

166 (two of these may be as late as c. 180). In the filling of
the Stoa of Attalos only one stamped Koan handle was found.
According to the opinion of Miss Brace this building is to he
dated to the 130s. From c. 150 to c. 50 only six datable
handles have bean {found.

There seems to be a drastic decrease in the number of Kpan
amphoras imported somewhere between c¢. 185 and c. 160 to judge
from the large number of Koan fragments found in the Middle
Btoa as compared to the single sherd from the Stoa of Attalos
$illing. This pattern is repeated in the various odd finds
from different dateble contexts; eight handles from c. 200 to
c. lé&, two handles from the second half of the second
century, two of which may be as late as 20/83 and two handles
from the first half of the first century.

It would thus seem as if the import of Koan amphoras
follows approximately the same time pattern as the import of
Rhodian jars, with the bulk of the material dateable to the
earliest third of the second century.

The implied number of Koan jars is 2 096 and the Rhodian
number is 2 216. If the Koan figure is not too far off the
mark it appears as if the Athenians imported just about as
much Eoan wine as Rhodian - if the contents of these amphoras
was wWine which seems a reasonable assumption -—.

On Delos most of the finds of the stamped amphora handles
date to the time between c. 200 and c. %0. The most important
concentration of material is from the period 125 to &9. The
general pictwe is that Rhodian material deminate from the end
of the 4th century until about 175. The bulk of the Rhodian
material dates to the second century. In the same century
Enidian handles gradually became more numerous and guring the
second half of it and down to the sack of Mithradates in 88
they were overwhelmingly predominpant. After the sack of
Mithradates, imports from Africa ard the West greaw an a
massive scale.

Empereuwr notes that it is difficult to to Judge the
impartance of the imports from Kos, Chics and Faros as the
handles of amphoras from these centres of production were
gither rarely stamped or not stamped at all.

&
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In 1984 Mr. Empereur published statistics
stamped handles and complete amphoras found. The figures given
are; kEnidos 4 02, Rhodes 1672, Latin origin 810, and Koz 97.
e fhese figures include complete amphoras it is not possible
to mbhtain an exact figure for the calculated number of Hoan
djars. However, as Mr. Emperews in the same article mentions
that there are only a few Hoan amphoras found {‘guel ques
evemplaires '), it is probably safe to assume that if one
mieesumes a maximnum number of ten complete amphoras and
éubtract ten from 97 the result of 87 stamped handles is
piresumably not higher than the actual number found. This
#igure would give us a calculated number of 1 044 Eoan
amphoras which should be conpared with the Rhodian number of
jars, c. 83& and the Fnidian c. 2 401. That is, the implied
number of Eoan dars is largsr than the Rhodian and someswhat
less than half of the Knidian (Emperewr; BCH 1046, 1982, 224
Guide de Delos 1983, 97-98; '"Les amphores de Delos", Dossiers
d 'Histoire et Archeoclogie 105, Mai 1984, &7-69).

As the dates of very few of the stamped Hoan handles found
on Delos have been published, merely 17 of a total of 97, only
a comment of the chronelogical development is possible.
Thirteen of the seventeen dated stamped handles are late, i.e.
parly first century, but we krnow from Delian inscriptions
concerning the bhuying of wine for the festival of the Fosidaia
that in 180 thirty—-five jars of Koan wine was baught at a
Rl Ge of 105 dr. and in 178 another thirty-five jars for 100
dir (J.H. Kent, Studies presented to D.M. Robinsaon. 1953, 128).

Mr. Empereur has informed me that the handles from Kos
mainly date to the period from 166 to 49. They are thus, on
the whole, later than the Rhodian material, contemporary with
the Knidian which stops at 88, but go on being imported after
that year down to 69 to an apparently larger extent than
garlier.

Az has been pointed out by Y. GBarlan the overall figures
for Delas may change if more of the earlier lLayers are

weavated (Trade in the ancient economy. 1983, 28).

For Alexandria Miss Brace has gone through 18 GO0 Rhodian
handles bearing stamps with the name of the potters, Thass
handles represent 18 000 amphoras. RBetween 17& - 1446 the turn-—
up of Rhodian amphoras is about 78 per year and thep it
increases to 227 per year in period from 146 — 108, and from
108 - 88 the vearly turn—up is about 163 (Grace, Hesperia 54,
1985, 42). This means, as has already been pointed out, that
Fhodes kept up, and maybe even increased the expart of wine
amphoras aftter 146,

The total number of Rhodian amphoras, c. 40 000, is more
than double the implied number of Koan oness L 2GS itk Tt ki
difference is certainly not on the scale as the one so easily
percived by a mere provision of the numbers of stamped handles
foundy 80 0600 Rhodian to 1 480 Koan.
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Aoccording to Emperewr the majority of the Foan handles in
Alerandria date to the second and first centuries which would
make them roughly contemporary with the Rhodian handles thsre.

The handles found in Alexandria referred to by Miss Grace
in her Nessana publication date from somewhere in the sarlier
part of the second century (Sopatros) into the earlier part of
the first century (Lochos). In 1962 there were 92 examples of
dies with the latter nams known, dated by miss Grace to
between 80 to A0. Most of these were found in Alexandria
{(Nessana 1, 1262, 121)). The name Lochos is very unusual on
Fos. It appears in two different combinations on kKoan
tetrobols, dated by Eroll teo the second half of the second
century and early first century (‘The Late Hellenistic
tetroboles of Kos’', ANS Mus. Notes XI, 1964, 84-85). It also
occuwrrs in the inscription on a statue base dated to the
middle of the first century (Segre M., Memorie. Ist. Stor.-
Azt o TRt ol SIS TN e TR 4 B S G
The huge amount of wunstamped Egyptian amphoras found and
reparted recently do, hawever, make all imports small in
comparison (Empereur, BCH Suppl. 13, 103-109).

For Cyprus I would like to refer to Y. Calvet. He writes
that "From the middle of the third century the stamps from
Thasos, Kos and other important centres of production grow
more and mare rare, they are, after that, hardly represented
at all to the exclusive profit of Rhodes during the second
century’ (Kition-Bambouwla I. Les timbres amphorigues. 1982,
5%, author’'s translation).

DATED KOAN HANDLES.

Most publications do not date the Eoan handles, usually an
overall figure is given. Exceptions are the later publications
by Grace - SBavvatiani-Fetropoulakou. 0Ff a total number of 1925
stamped ‘FHoan’' handles I have the date of about x84, that is,
cirka 20%. A very small amount of the dated handles come from
the third century. Somewhat over 200 come from c. 200 to 108
ard somewhat less than 200 come from the first century. Most
of these last are from before c. 70 B.C. (See tabhle).

GENERAL DISCUSSION AND SOME HYFOTHETICAL CONCLUSTONGS.

Even from the little we know about dated Eoan stamped
amphora handles it is perhaps permissible to conclude that the
Foan wine (and amphoral) trade was important to the economy  of
kKos during the second and sarly first centuries., As for the
third and later first century it is more difficult to Juclge.
The stamping of handles seems to have been rarer, at least
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during the late period and sa the number of stamped handles
give little information as to the size of trade.

We do know that export of Hoan type amphoras continued
cduring the Augustan and early imperial period as such amphoras
have heen found both in the East and in the West Mediterranean
arga. But here most remains to be done as to the exact
ariginal provenances of bthese amphoras.

Trade in the Black Sea area.

The FKoan trade with the Greek city states on the northern
and western shores of the Black Sea seems to have beesn
considerable, guite on par with the Rhodian. Already in the
later fouwrth century Demosthenss, in his speech "Against
Lacrites’ points out that Wine is carried to Fontus from
places around us, from Feparethos /=Bkopelos/, and Cos, and
Thasos, and Mende, and from all sorts of other places. '
(Demosthenss, Against Lacrites, 35). A little sarlier in the
same speech he writes 'The Coan wine (eighty jars of wine that
had tuwned sour) and the salt fish were being transported in
the vessel for a certain farmer from Fanticapasum to Tsodosia
for the use of the labourers on his farm.’ (ibid, 32). This
surely means that it was more or less common knowledge in
Athens in the latter half of the fourth cenury that Eos
exported wine to the Fontic area.

Fos thus had a strong self-interest in keeping the Bosporan
Straits open as well as acquiring as favorable conditions as
possible for koan traders trafficking the Black Sea. In the
third century this can be evidenced by, for instance, a letter
from Ziaelas of Bithynia to the Koans from 242. 1 guote Eﬂ

: =] translation: “In the future, as yvou may
request, we shall try for esach one individually and for all in
common to favour you as much as lies in ouwr power, and as for
your sea-faring citizens to take thought for all those who
happen to enter territory under our contreol, so that their
safety may be asswed, and in the same way also for those who
are cast upon our coast because of an accident in the course
of their voyage, we shall try to exercise avery care that they
are injured by no one’ (Welles, Royal Correspondence 253
8yll.3, 4563 8-W, 243,

In 220 Rhodes aided Sinope when the city was threatened by
Mithradgtes 11 of Fontos. The only other Greek state known to
Have hglped Binope is kos (8-W, 118). Ginoppe was an important
port of call for vessels travelling to and from the northerns
coast of the Black Ssa.

Boviet scholars who have studied trade relations in the
northern Black Sea area have come to the conclusion that
Fhodian inports grew and diminished gradually and that they
reached their peak at the end of the third and the beginning
of the second century. At first they dominated in the.reqimﬁ
of Olbia, but duwing the second centwy the Rhodian trade
moved more and more to the Cimmerian Bosporos (Shelove
Kovadjaasw: T s BhRESumpad .0 15, 25, ma 12230
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V. F. Gajdukevic notes that in the third and second
centuries B.C. the majority of the imported handles into the
Bosporan Kingdom cane from Sincpe, Hos and Rhodes (Gaddukewvic,
V.F.,; Das Bosporanische Reich 1971, 103}

Im the catalogue of stamps from Nessana, Miss Grace notes
that several of the stamps found there have eguivalents in the
Black Sea area. 0Ff those found in Fanticapaion on the the
Cimmerian Bosporos, ning erxamples, seven date to the latter
part of the second century or the first half of the first
centwy. This indicates that Kos kept trade going in the Black
SBea region down into the earlier part of the first century.

Thess facts and the minimuwn number of five stamped Eoan
amphora handles found in Qlhia, dated by their find context to
before 175 {(they could possibly be as late as 150), give
evidence for FHeoan trade in this area already dwing the latter
part of fourth as well as during the third, second and sarly
first centwies B.C.

Trade in the Aeaean area and Aledandria.

In Athens it
in the parly sec
handles found ar
Eriowa

At Labraunda almost all the Koan handles,; nine out of
eleven, are late (108-80),

focording to Miss Grace there was a break in the stamping
of Enidian amphoras between 88 and 83 because of the
Mithradatic War. After this war stamping recccurred (but not
to the zame extent) and was used down into Augustan times.
Thiz war thus meant a disruption of trade at least in the
Knidian area (Grace & Savvatiani-Fetropoulakou, Delos XXVII,
1970, 322-23). This event could perhaps be linked with the
apparently increased number of Kean amphoras on Delos after
the sack of Mithradates, when Enidian wine was replace by
Atrican, Italian and, to a certain extent; EKoan wine.

In Alexandria the bulk of the now extant Koan bandles
apparently date to the second and first centuwries. Ferhaps the
ann exports followed the same pattern as the Rhodian with amn
increase in the second century.

Late handles found in Fanticapaion and Tanais bear witness
of Foan exports to the northern Black Sea area in the late
second and early first century (Shelov D. E., Amphora stamps
from Tanais. [1I-1 century B.C. 197%, 132~34. In Russian).

In my opinion the above summary bear witness of a continued
prosperity down into the first century, at least for that part
of the population invelved in the cultivation of vine and the
export of wine., Taxes extracted on the wine production thus
pught to have provided a fair income for the Eoan state in
this period.

seems as i+ the import of Hoan wine was larger
ond century than later. On Bamos the Foan
e proabably arly — how sarly we don't, as yvelb,

g

Stamped and unstamped amphoras.

The mast important conclusion, hawever, is the

b .10




understanding that it is vitally important in further
excavations to note also the number of unstamped handles, rim,
neclk and base fragments found, and, i+t possible, to ascertain
their origin and date. The completely changed picture of the
stohed above open exoiting

importance of FHoan trade ske
possibilities in the research of the economic history of not

only Eos, but also of the centres importing wine.

Herstin Highammar



DATED KOAN AMPHORA HANDLES: STATISTICS OF DISTRIBUTION,

Findplace | Kos| Athens| Delos| Alexand-|Tyras| Olbia| Panti- | Pergamon| Samos | Labraundafj Koroni| Cyprus | Samaria| Nessana|Nau—
1 agora ria | | capaion kratis

D\ _ vt ' _ _ : S

-350 1
350—;3—00 — — - ————— T . — = ,~..<~.1.__ = St tec B Rl LI
300-250 | i .
250-200 2 4 _ 1 1
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Sources; Grace V., Nessana I, 1962, 118-26; Grace V., & Savvatiani -Petropoulakou M., Explor. Delos 27, 1970, 363-65;
Grace V., 'Revisions in Early Hellenistic Chronology', AM 89, 1974, 193-200; Grace V., 'The Middle Stoa dated

by amphora stamps', Hesperia 54, 1985, 63 Saflund M-L., Labraunda. Swedish Excavations and Researches. Vol II,
part 2 Stamped ampora handTes; Grace V., Oral information
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[US2, LES ANSES DAMPHORES TIMBREES KT LES AMPHORES | ASPECTS OUANTITATIFS 233

2 échappent pas a Uacluel [élichisme du chiffre. Ils en viennenl @ se larguer de preuves
sanlilatives L ot les malériauwe dispontbles ne le permellent pas, ou « se méprendre sur

ies implicalions légilimes de leurs chiffres?®.

J’ai souligné la derniére partie de cette citation car elle me parait s’appliquer
parfaitement au cas des anses d’amphores : certes, les chiffres existent, mais un
examen un peu plus attentif améne a s’interroger sur de telles considérations
statistiques; a I'intérieur d’un groupe bien déterminé — celui des amphores —, elles
favorisent délibérément la partie du matériel la plus aisément identifiable — les
anses d’amphores timbrées —.

Je n’en arrive pas pour autant & un constat fonciérement pessimiste, dans la
mesure ot je crois qu'il est possible d’utiliser les amphores dans des études quanti-
catives, mais seulement en tenant compte également du matériel non timbré. Les
archéologues doivent pour cela publier ensemble et les anses timbrées et le matériel
amphorique non timbré (méme fort fragmentaire)®?, et ne pas surestimer la premiére
catégorie au détriment de la seconde.

Ces propos n’enlévent rien, naturellement, a la valeur chronologique d’une anse
d’amphore timbrée pour I'archéologue qui la trouve dans une couche, ni a tous les
renseignements, si variés, que peuvent apporter les estampilles®L.

Jean-Yves EMPEREUR.

(59) M. I. FINLEY, The Ancient Economy (1973), p. 25 de la traduction francaise (1975).

(60) Dans la publication exemplaire qu’est EAD 27, les amphores complétes sont publices par
Ph. BRUNEAU avec le reste de la vaisselle (ch. XI) et les anses timbrées dans les chapitres XIV et XV. Cette
répartition ne tenait nullement a des motifs scientifiques et Ph. BRUNEAU est d’accord pour penser aujourd’hui
qu’on n’a pas fait la part assez belle aux amphores non timbrées.

(61) La valeur chronologique est fort appréciable : la date de certaines anses rhodiennes ou cnidiennes
est connue a I'année prés; les estampilles présentent, en outre, un véritable intérét pour I'onomastique, la
dialectologie, I'histoire des institutions, l'iconographie, etc.).

Addenda. P. 9 : G. SIEBERT a soigneusement récupéré les moindres tessons d’amphores
trouvés au cours de sa campagne de 1975 de sa fouille de la Maison au Nord de I’Ilot des
Bronzes (cf. BCH 100 [1976] p. 799-821) ; il m’en a récemment confié ’étude et j’ai pu iden-
tifier 59 anses coennes bifides dont 3 étaient timbrées (soit 5 %,) : dans une maison délienne,
en 69 av. J.-C. (date de la destruction et de ’abandon de cette habitation), on compte donc
1 amphore de Cos timbrée pour 12 amphores non timbrées de méme provenance.

Ce résultat, le premier a sortir d’une fouille, est précieux, car il est aussi le premier a
ancrer dans 'espace et le temps des rapports de proportion entre les anses coennes timbrées
et non timbrées.

P.11: je tiens & préciser que je ne perds pas de vue la nécessité de ne considérer les groupes
d’amphores que par tranches chronologiques. Mais j’ai voulu comparer, de maniére globale,
les amphores du Musée d’Alexandrie aux anses d’amphores timbrées conservées au méme
endroit.

1O
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|kat § - - - - kai zyyvor Mlepvdpor Bovravog, ko[ T& cuyypcx:q)fl]v mv "mxp’] y I 0|
33 ["ApveL?. Moagwdedvog - - 100] plwvidsiov HH, edtu[xeiov - -, &mi OmoBnknL ThL]
[oikixt fLysLTovevet oikin 1) Anu?léa tod Mvnaoikdéoug [kai éyyvolg - - - -]
- [N?]wdv8pou, kot ouyypa[ v v map” "Auvaer Tiyo-]
[E¢vou ?. Mool8edvog - - - MET&] Kupiou 10D &v8pdg A- - 100 - - giov - -],
[2rti SmroBYknL THL oikiat TAL PG ? T]év FluBoyevny (1) yeit[ovevovol oikial fj €]
40 = [rat T =t = = = klat &y[yJvoL Anpea "Avt[Lyovou, kat& cuyypadnyv]
[ty Taxp” “Apver Tipoggvou?. lMoaoide]dvog tob edtuxeiov H, [Emi SmoBrknL ThL oiki-]
[ar Tt - - - - {t yeitovebouat] oikiat fj te TipokAeo[ug kai § - - - Kot ]
[2yydoL - - = = - - Jog, katd ouvypadn(v) v map® “Auver?. Mooided-]
[vog - - - - t00 - zioJu H* 700 vnowxdeiov [- -, Zmi HmoBrikne TAL oi-]
43 [kiat fju yeiTovevovoL § T - - -]og 100 Pakatws kai 7 A[- - kai &yyvoig -]
- [x]at& ouvypapiy v map® *Apver TiwoEévou?].
[Moowdedvog - - - pET& kupiov] Tod &vdpog Zevotipo[v tod - - -giov -1,
[2mi OmoBrjknL - - - - - ] @t KATANTCI kai 2yyv[otg - - - -, katd] .
[ouvypadpnv Thy Tap” "Auver TipoEe]vou. Moowdedvog *Apko[Vvost peTd kupiou Tod &v-]
50 [8pog E¥ - -, &mi UmoBnknt tAL olk]iat tel &v Awpéve €T yei[Tovevovor oikiat § ]
: - [kai - -Aov kai 2yyvoig Tipokhel [TipokAéovg, Kkat& guyypa-]
[pnv v map” "Apver?. Moodedvolg EderBovte (Ti)unoiépy[ov 00 - -giov -, &mi OToBn-]
[kme T oikiot fu yeiTovevouot oiki]at fj 1 Ocaiov kai Zmoile@ ? kai f - -, kati]
[ouvypadnv v Tap® “Auver Tipokév?]ov. vide.

53 [KAl TOAE AAAO APFYPION EAANEIZAM]EN 100 iepod &pyupio[v el méet kai el Bou-]
[Ael kai Tolg Tapiaig kai TdL Ypaupa]tel kol mpodavelataig] -
' - [8]dpov katk 16 yNoiofpa] -
- [kat& ouyypadhv] mv map® *Apver T pokévou]. - (mois) -]
[tel oAeL kai Tel Boulel kal Tolg Tlapixig kail TdL ypoy| patel kai Tpodavelo-]
6o/ [valc = = —1 == Sl — -———— Jou, Porast Pokatw[g dote gl ™y Swpeav]
[ty ¢nrobeioay tdL St tdL -]I+NAIQN kot cuvy[papny THV Ttap® “Auvet]
[TipoEévou ?. - (mois) - tel mOAeL k]at Tl Boulel kai t0l[g Tapiatg Kai AL ypau-]
[patel kal Tpodaveiotails Zevokd]eidet *AvSpopgvoy, - - - - - -
[- - - eig OV otedavov 1AL SJfpeL AL “Po]Siwv Kat[& ouyYpadiy THV Tap’]
65 ["Apver Tipogevou 7. - (mois) - tel moAet kai tel Boulel k[ai Tolg Tapialg kai 1]
[Ypappatel kai Tmpodaveiotals Z]tmoléet Mpoagiugvo[v] -
- [kat& ovy]ypadnv THv Tap’ “Apv[oc Tipokévou].
vide =2 lignes.
[AOFOZ TQN EIZ TA MOZIAEIA: RBodc &k T qvou odv vavdet HA[A] -
[cpiot Il Mooelddvi "Aodpadeiot kai *0O]pBwoiat FAAMF kam|pog] -

70 - [YAvkgog petpntlai 1, Tiul AAAAMHE [olvou Kvidix - -, Tipp - -
- [8]Eog Hit- &PTUU AT I[- - E\awov] -
- [&vvno]oov b+ EpydTaic AP [uaysipotg - - ETLoTAXY-]
[xvidior -+ EpeBvBor -+ kdpux AAA]FF oy ]ade[c] APFF [kAnpatideg] -
- olvou Kéwx AAAL, wp[fy - - viknTipLov &-|
15 [uiMng -+ kai Sevtepeiov -. “Exou]ev 8¢ 16 amoteta[yugvov FHRH] -
- F'* kepapov FF, vide.
[AOFOZ TQN EIZ TA EIAEIOYAIA: &md tév] AAAA- mpo[6atov AHE: -
- - [otedave Juata 111 aprokomat H1[- -+ Adyave Hi: ThpLyog Ht]-
[8pov -+ kdpua: -+ olvog - -.] vide.

vide = 2 lignes.

80 [ANEMIZOQZAMEN AE - -, o) kaBiotd Jvtog Tovg Eyyvoug Anul- -+ kai EuLoBe-]
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[Anuoodvtt ypappatel vide * "Amolhaviol tét &pyitéktovt THHTTAAA. “Ayodpa téL Aftovi-]
[o]ot TFTA® EVAa elg mtepuyag AATT: flol kai &Ewv kai mep[6v]al Ht+ tdL kataoke[ vdoavTt]

10 &yodpa AT 1dL ypayavte AT elg Emikdounow pydtatg tolg T uo[AuBdov] '
[&v]éykaow glg TV &uagav kai &mevéykaow FTHII: métevpa kat TdL ypoypavte [T&G]

33 [Sieyyunoeig kai t&g ouyypadag AFTH Pokide eig mkéounow Tfg “Hpag A+ mev[kn]

... 111" gl Oeopodopia Og Eykipuwy AAFTHE el Koépel kaBapov AAHHITT: kat tédL At T[]
[EVBJovAel AAAHE €ic Tpodhv ThL iepeiat g Afuntpog AT kat tel iepsiat g K[6-]
[pns] AT &miomhayyvidiow FT* [E]vda kat kAnuatideg FTh poayzipot HE* xoipog kabd-
[pxc]BaL T0 tepov FT* mevkn kai kAnpatideg M+ Edmépol meplareipavtt tovg Bopovg -*

40 [vuk]todulaiiolg xolpog 1o tepov kaBapacBat TT* #Aawov &mi &x[&]v[Boug]? Ht* EVdewpx FTT
[8=]oudv? elg 16 uéyapov o v tdL Oeopodopio[t .. [H+ Fvdvua kai mé[mhog?] AYSANTOZ
«.« Noytotaic' MavtiBewt "AmoAhoddpou T[A*] Nikiat E0€ABovto[g TTA ] *Actiar Mvn[oi-]

 [kAé]Joug TTA: "AvaEBude Mayntog TTA* MoluEével Bupoaydpou [TT]A* ayowviov
[elg t]o yvuvdotov AHH vuktoduhatiols sig T& vouwzdue[va. ] B+ vide.

43 vide. EVAx HIll. Eig Mooideax TWH- ei[g] EfdeBu[aix AJAAA. ZtAdv Vo
[TTAJAA" Batpwv AAFT: tolg &mevéykaot kai Zpyacaué[vot]g AAA, *1[dL] ypdyav-

[Tt H]HTTA" wolvBSou FTHt: S¢dtou kKumaptaoivng ATT tdt ypaypavtt AATT™ AT -
+++0G XOtpov 10 lepov kabBapacBar TG Afjuntpog FT* mevkn, kKAnuatideg K. wvide.
[Tot]g &paot 10 odux T6 TpooTETOV £ig 16 EAYKEION Ht+ kai*Adgipor? &pavti 10 odpa w6 Tpo[o-|

30 [Te]odv TPOG TOV alytaddv TOV TPoG TAL *AckAnmieio B+ KAEOAAAIQI &pavte 16 oduc
[t6] mpoomeady MpoG THV vijgov ThHy tepav B kai EdmépoL &pavtl 10 odua 6 &k TG oTo&s Th[g]
[T]poc téL Moowdeinor K+ ZTompiywl avakoAvuBricavTt 10 odpa TO EUTEOOV £lG TO dpuypa TO
[1t]pog tédL ‘Hpakréwtr F©* kai Schowt &pavTL 10 oAU TO TPOTTIECOV TPOG TOV aiyLxAdv TOV
Tpog TéL O=opodopint Hr. Kopivav B oddyyev F.  vide.

: *EAcBopev 3¢ kol Map& TAV TAHLOY

55 €1¢ &Bha T TG ktnBA|oatpey petd Tod &pxovtog kai Tod yupvaoikpyov. vide.

T 8¢ gvnpéoix Oadeov kai Awpiov kai Xepoovrjoouv mp&Eavteg [£8]dkapey Tolg TrpuTavE-
ow eig T& Kat& pAva kal TG $Ledng: 16 8 Aowmov ESousv TAL & TijotdTEL.  vide.
“Edousv 8¢ TposLosvéykavteg Tolg ETILOTATALG TOlC aipeBeiow ig tag Buoiag T &pyv-
[p]Lov &v Tolg kaBrjkouvouy Xpovols va cuvted@dvrat ai Buoixl Tolg Beols. vide.

60 AOFOZ TQN EIZ TA NOZIAEA: Bodc TTAAH- tpodn AAH- iepeiov: aiydv TTAAAHRE: tpodr) HE
k]pLdv 8vo Mooelddve *Acpadeiot kat *OpBwoict AATTH: Sshddakiov AAT"l'H‘ Kampog AF™
[YA]UKE'COC pe. I, xoeig [T"l], TLp) AAAATFTHH: oivou Kvidieov kepapiov All, Tiun TH- &Aditwv
[ue.] 11, Tepn AH- E6dev ATTILFALIL 3Eouc 11" otadideg AHt &propata 11 [&A]eg b+ EAar-
[ov] H* kepapog HH* &vBpakeg AAHE &vvnooov K+ Zpydtarg AT paysipoig AH: Emiom-

63 Aacyxvidiol HI11* 2p€BuvBol FTHE kapua AAFTE: toyadeg [AF]H kKAnuatideg kai pu-
[woi] Ht* tolg un mopevouévorg eicg amoépoLpay T [olvou] Katou kepauiov AAATT,
[twe]n HAFT™: vienmipiov &uilng A- Sevtepelov FTHE. [*Exop]ev 8¢ 6 &motstaype-
[vov] TTH " kai v fuieBedio[v AJAAA: Sepudtay Fi- kepapie]v FTH. vide.
[AOF]OZ TQN EIZ TA EIAEIOYIAIA: &Td t@dv AAAA- mpoBat[ov] AT} mupoi Al Tupdg F

gpebiv-
10 [Bot] H* oNoapa vide. pgA Hl* oredavipata 1+ dprokémae K1 Akxava vide? * tdpiyog H-
[&]gov FTH kdpua K1l otvog FTIII.  wide.

KAl TAAE HFOPAZAMEN-" map& Mvnaiog
[c]ai BonBou apnkickovg TTA, Tov opnkiokov FA, T TTH* Awpiove Zpyatikéy Tdv
[o¢p]nkiokev FFTHIXX: tovtmv koatexp|o8n kedevovtog &pyitékTovog eig ThH dpodpnv
[t]od oikou T0b kaod Tod mpoc TAL Zopamisiot opnkiokor All* kai 2mi Tov *lvemov 11+ kai elg
75 [1]6 oteidiov 16 mpég AL Tapamision I+ kal lc ™V oTodv TV Tpdc TdL Moaidéemt AAAT™ vide.
Tap& "Apdiedéovg dokovg otpoyyVdag I, FFTH, &ote 2mi tov otkov tov 2t t00 KuvBiou® mo-
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TnAépvnotog (M. Lacroix). Cf. aussi n. 437, 4, 1. 41 ; n. 460,
b, 1. 14; ¢, 1. 37.

EdBo0An O=o. (4, 1. 49) : cf. n. 442, A, 1. 213, 252-3.

Oséyvatog *Ade. (A, L. 53): cf. n. 449, B, 1. 13; n. 457,
1.40; n. 463, B, 1. 12; déd. n. 1283.

Mvfioig Pw. (4, 1. 52) : fermier d'impots, n.
1. 152.

*OpBokAfic *Op. (4, 1. 51): cf. au n. 396, A, 1. 48.

Mpotéuayos (CApotetdov) (A, 1. 46) : ci-dessus, s. v.
*Aprateldng.

Tatvplov Edgu. (4, 1. 33) : cf. n. 449, B, 1. 13; n. 457,
1. 40; n. 463, B, 1. 12.

Swkpitov To8 *Ap. kAn. (4, 1. 50): cf. n. 449, B,1.7?

TnAépvnatog (CAprotetdov) (A, 1. 46) : ci-dessus, s. v.
*Aproteidng.

P akog Oceo. (A, 1. 49 et 50): cf. aun. 442, 4, 1. 173, 216.

®iAkiog kAn. (A, 1. 46): cf. au n. 449, B, 1. 11, ou un débi-
teur du nom de PAi est inscrit pour une dette double, et
n. 463, B, 1. 11.

dokiov Keo. (4, L. 51) : cf. au n. 400, 1. 29 (locataires).

442, A
J

Entrepreneurs el marchands.

Ay&Bwv (B, 1. 107): cf. au n. 372, 4, 1. 110.

Anpftprog (B, 1. 108): cf. un locataire homonyme, n. 442,
A, 1. 144.

Aépavrog (B, 1. 104) : un locataire de ce nom, n. 442, A,
1. 143.

Zomupog (B, 1. 73) @ peut-étre le méteque homonyme, cho-
rege, n. 133, 1. 10, 13; peut-étre aussi est-ce Zdmupog
’EpEilvov (de Lampsaque ?), déd. du u® siecle, n. 1216,
col. III, 1. 4 (et commentaire du n. 708, s. v. Mntpédwpog
’Ep&l. Aapya.), assez vraisemblablement proxéne vers la
méme époque : n. 788; cf. BCH, XLVIII, 1924, p. 409
(M. Lacroix).

Mediag (B, 1. 80): cf. au n. 287, A, 1. 117.

MoAwdvlng (B, 1. 97): cf. n. 407, 1. 3.

Xphouwpog (B, 1. 98) : cf. n. 406, A, 1. 49.

Joueuse de flite.
Povpévn (4, I 28): of. n. 442, A, 1. 197.

445. Musée de Délos, inv. T" 287, Petite stele intacte de marbre bleuatre. H. 0=,32; L. en haut 0™,29, en bas, 02,305 ;
Ep. 0=,065. Trouvée en 1903 entre I’¢difice dit « Temple des Taureaux » et le mur oriental du péribole. La surface a souffert &
'angle supérieur de droite. Lettres ornées, de 0,003, de méme forme a peu prés qu'aux n. 442 et suiv. J'ai édité le texte,
BCH, XXIX, 1905, p. 524, n. 179 (cf. pl. XXI); A. Jardé en a fait une revision en 1903, et je I'ai relu en 1908 (voir BCH,

XXXIV, 1910, p. 142, note 1).

[a. 178]

AOFOZ TQN EZ TA MOZIAEIA: Rod[g

____________ ]

FFTAAA* kploi Il Moo(e)ddve *Ac[d]a[A]eiot [kai *OpBaoiot - - -]
kampog FAFTHE: Seddakix 111, FA[AJHH Tpodly TovTolg HA]HE: [YAv-]
kéwg pe. I, Tl FAAAA: otvo[u K]v[i]8[t]x A, T FFA® #Adira
5 FATT: EVA@v AA, Twun AT dtoc HH- &pTUpXTX - -*
EN(x)iov FFTHE: otadiq FAA- kepapiov Ht &vBpakeg FAH: &vwvn-
oov k gpydtaig FATTH paysipo[t] FF™ (Emi)omhayyvisior FT- gpe-
BwBou FATTH kdpuax FAAATFTH ioxadeq FFTFH kAnpatideg, pu-
poi H: tolg pn mopsvopévoic eic amopotpay TTAF olvo[u]
10 Kdwx AAAFT: Tiun FH- viknplov &uidAdng AA* kai dsute-
petov A. "Exopev 8& 10 &motetayptvov FITH: tdv NuteBeli-
(Aov T Bopong A* Sepudtev - H- kepapov FTF. AOFro= TQN
EIZ EIAEIOYAIA: 4mo v AAAA" mpéBatov AHH: mupol FA-
Tpog M EpeBuwbot, kbapor Mt ofoapo H: wéke H- otepavem-
13 pota I+ &prokomar K+ Adyava HE: tdpixoc Wt dgov Fi-

kkpua H* oivog FTHt.

_ NIKOY XQPON 08¢ &veutoBhdoapsv ol

caBiotdvtog Tovg &yyvoug Ayaiod Tod Znlouivou: k[ i]
gpoBaoavto Avkoundng Kpurfiov, X]apiotiog *Avriyd-

vou o0 avtod FTAAAAFTHIIICT/: kai gYYVOUG Kkatégrn-

20 cav EVEABovta TAnoipévou kal Mapueviova MoAu-

Boudou® kai mapgraBov Bvpav addeiav, KAsiciov teBupa-
uévov, Balapov &Bupov, puAdva, axupdVA EoTUAGUE-

vov, fovetacw, &vdpdviov, Gmepdidiov, mpobatdva, i-
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Sunoested date o ATt Farioad 45 (1]
andring

No ZZ Sees discussion under no S

Suggested date c. E0-3I0 Feriod &

Zd lie a dedication to Apollo by lLochos from Falymnos, his
Wi and his children, published by, among cthers,
(1938, 49; 1944-45 29, no 28). He connects it with -
which conoerns Fampnllg .y, Farmeniskos’ son, naturally Fython,
Apollodoros’ son and with an inscriptiaon fram k-lymnm whar s
Apollodoros, FPython's son, adopted by Kleumachos is Ponour e
(Begre 1938, 48). Both these are lst century B.C.
Segre thus considers no 34 to be contemporary with the other
two. The reason for this dabks is pirobably the naming of Apollo
Dalics and the epithet "Halymnas medeonti , ruler of FHal
Segire (1944-45) compares this inscriptiaon with his nos 1
and nos 127-130.

5 nos 108-110 contains the words "Apolloni Daliol «caaa
Falymnos medeonti . 8 108 is dated to the Augustan period by
mention of Gaius Germanicus and 8§ no 109 and 110 to the lst
century B.C. 8 nos 127-120 contains the phrase ‘Apolloni

alymnioc’ and tell of the restoration of dedications to Apollo
by F. Servilius Isawricos, proconsul over Asia 46-44. Segre
thus considers a date of c. 45 as probable. See also the
discussion under no S.

Fraser has suggested a somewhat later date, the lst centur
A.D. s but considering this group as a wheole I think it is les
likelya.

|Ii <

Suggested date c. 50-40 Feriod &

No 35 and no 346 are dedications,; no 23 to Athena Alssia and no
26 to Athena Alseia and the Damcs. The letters of no 35 are

apicated acc G“dlﬂﬂ to the drawing in Maiwi (1925, no 447).
The alpha has a straight cross—bar, in some cases a.d a broksn
in some. The strokes of the lamda, mu, and the vpsilon are
curved. The Dtl gque strokes of the kappa ars ahurf. The

es 0oy the ypsilon join a2t a high point. The

obhligue strolk
i

omicron is smaller tham the other letters and placed in the
micddlie of the lime. The omega is somawhat smaller than the
ot and placed at the the line. The

ey letters
harizontal stroke of the :
ones, & trait which oocurs in the late He
imperial per 1

from the vertical
Tlenistic and Roman
) AR D)

the dative form of Athana Al=eia iz written

)

) M

0d according to Guarducci (19

ou% Zh it is absent.

dates this inscriptieon, as well as no 346, to

B:Es = lst ceptury A:D. I belisvae that na I35

earlier tham no 34 and thus I olac it im the

i

[1=]
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Date c. 125-116 Period S

No 4 is fragmentary. In the inscription a daughter of
Nikomedes honours Kleinos’' son.It has been dated by Sherwin-
White to the 2nd to 1st centuries and Fraser thinks that
perhaps it is from the late 2nd or early 1st century.

Suggested date ii/i Feriod S

No S5 At the risk of repeating many of the opinions presentgd
by Segre (1938, 48-50; 1944-435, 28-30, 162-63), I think-it is
necessary to discuss at some length nos 5, 3%, 34 and 80O
together with two other inscriptions from Kalymnos belonging
to the same group (Segre 1944-45, no 137 B and 139).

Catno Date Find Adop Name Ded.to Honours Reascon
place tion voted far
honour
3 8 ii-i Kos adop Apollodoros golden
. 8-W i/i - Python's wreath,
son, ad. by .. . marble
kKleumachos statue
§ 139 8 i B.C. Kalym adop Apollodoros - golden : arete
s . T nos . Python's wreath, euse-
' son, ad. by .gilt beia
Kleumachos . statue phil-
.. C S Ce .agathia
: : eunoia

W
7]

S i B.C. Kos adop Famphilos Homo
Fr i B.C. . ’ Farmenis-— noia
- : kos‘ son, and
nat. Python the
Apollado- Demos
ros’ son

Z4 S 50-40 Fos adop Lochos Apollo
. Lochos Delios
Y son, nat.
Xenokra-

tes’ son

8C S i B.C. Kos Zopyros, Homonoia-
S-W i/i Euphiletos®
F-C undat s0N

5 137B 8 i B.C. HKalym—
nos

Homonoia

13,01

P



Fr = Fraser, opinions expressed in a private letter
F-C = Pugliese-Carratelli, EdF 24, 1969, I74-76

S = Segre, Tit. Cal., ABAA NS 6-7, 194445

S—W =

Sherwin-White, Ancient Cos, 1978

Apollodoros, Python’'s son, my no S and S no 139, was
honoured by both the Koan and the Kalymnian demos. The
Kalymnian demos honoured him for his arete, his piety
(eusebeia), his benevolence (philagathia) and his kindness
(eunpia). The Koan demos praised his arete and gunoia. Both
demoi voted him a golden wreath, the Kalymnians one of the
largest kind (ek ton nomon megistoi). The Koans voted him a
marble statue and the Kalymnians a gilt statue. Apollodoros
appears to have done something valuable to both societies, and
maybe most so to the Kalymnians, who voted him the greater
honours. ‘

The lettering of the Kalymnian inscription, 5 139, is very

like the lettering of my no 3I3. They may well be contemporary.

No 33 is dedicated by Pamphilos/Fython to Homonoia and the
Damos. 5 137B is a dedication to Homonoia between the
Kalymnians and the Isthmiotes, dated by Segre to the 1st
century B.C. My no 80 is a dedication to Homonoia by an
Isthmiote, Zopyros, Euphiletos’ son, on behalf of the
I1sthmiotes and the other citizens. We thus have three
dedications to Homonoia from about the same time. One of
these, no 33, includes the dedication of a temple (naos) to
Homonoia and the Damos. ' . ” ‘

Three of the four inscriptions concerning adopted.sons were
found on Kos. The one found on Kalymnas, S 139, concerns
Apollodoros, Python’'s son, who was honoured alsoc on Kos. Thus
they all have a Koan connection and that they presumably were
adopted into Koan families. : A o

The two men, Apollodoros, Python’s son in no 5 and
Famphilos, naturally Python, Apollodoros’ son in no 33 must be
related as, apart from their names, they both came from
Kalymnos which, in this period, was incorporated in the Koan
state (Segre 1938, 48-49). I think that Apollodoros is the
father (or possibly grand—- or great grandfather) of
Famphilos/Fython in no 33. I hold it as less probable that he
is a son of Famphilos/Fython. If the latter had had a son
after being adopted by Farmeniskos, it is more prabable that
this son would have been given a name taken from his father’'s
‘new’ family. Nor would he be called Fython’'s son, but rather
Famphilos ' son.

Apollodoros is given an earlier date by Segre (ii-i) than
the rest of the group (i BR.C.). This is consistent with the
hypothesis that Apollodoros is the father or an earlier
progenitor of Pampbilos/Fython. There are, howaver, a few
problems with the suggestion of an earlier date for the
Apollodoros inscriptions. First,; Apollodoros is adopted,; a
trait he shares with the later dated nos 3T and I4. Second,

as
noted ahove, the lettering of 8 13?9 is very similar to my no

13.02
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I3 as published by Faton % Hicks (no 61).

Another possibility is that Apollodoros, having reached old
age was thanked for his contributions towards society earlier
in his career, i.e. before his adoption and therefore is
called by his pre—adoptive patronymic.

A more interesting solution would be that both the
father(?) and the son(?), one as an old man, the other as a
grown man, were adopted by Koans at the same time for special
reasons.

That would mean that no 5, 33, 80, 5 137B and 5 139 could
perhaps all hHave been occasioned by the same series of events.
No Z4 alsoc may well belong in this context.

Something apparently happened to make it desirable for
certain Kalymnians to be adopted by Koan families. I think it
is more probable that this something happened before FKaos - and
Ealymnos — was incorporated into the Roman province of Asia
and became subject to provincial jurisdiction c. 30
E.C. (Sherwin-White 1978, 221). After this, events momentous
enough to cause the dedication of a temple to Homonoia and the
Damos, no 3%, would presumably have been dealt with by the
Roman magistrates.

Suggested date c. 80-30 - Period 6

No & mentions Junia, Decimus’ daughter, Fublius’ wife. She is,
pf course, identical with Junia, wife of Fublius Servilius
Isauricos (Magie 1950, II, 1271, n. 42.4), who was also
honoured with a portrait statue in the Asklepieion by the Koan
demos (no 49). It should thus be dated to c. 44-44. It is
grouped among the sepulchral inscriptions in Paton & Hicks (no
206), but it is doubtful that it:.is a funerary stone
{DISCUSS) probably returned to Rome with her husband.
Fresumably it was Junia herself who was portrayed or possibly
she had the statue erected as her name is in the nominative.

Suggested date 46-44 Period 6

No 7 honours Eirinaios, Theodotos’' son. It was published by
Maiuri (1925, no 457) who notes 'a causa dell ‘altezza, non mi
e stato possibile ricavare un calco’. I have not found the
inscription and so do not know what the letters lcook like. The
type of inscription - honorary, erected by the damos — is most
common at a late date. This suggests a late date for no 7,
perhaps the 1lst century EB.C. or the early lst century A.D.

Suggested date i- early i Feriod 6&-7

No 8 is an inscription in Latin wherin Roman citizens on Kos
honour kKos Town for its piety to Gaius Julius Caesar. As Kos
supported Fompejus in the Civil War I believe this document to
be from the time after Caesar’'s victory over Fompejus, i.e. c.
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Cat no: Date: C N 5 e, i B
Provenance: Fos town Feriod: &

BASE DESCRIFTION

Square block of marble with & cornice, broken in two
Measurements: H. 75 L. 30 Th. 40 D. il

Usages: new reused unknown

Findplace: Near the theatre, in one of Sherif-bey’'s winevards.

Original location: in situ indicated unknown +

Type of base:
certain indicated unknown /

Material of statue:

TEAT
To Apollo Delios guardian
(ruler) of Halymnos after the
oracle of the Didymaesan
Lochos, Lochos’® son, naturally
Xenokrates’ son, with the
children Nikomedes, Olympichos
also called Fleisthenes,
Xenokrates also called Bolios,
and his wife, Folle,
Alexander ‘s daugther and
Christopos, son of Lochos,
Locheos’ son

Type of inscription: dedicatory

Statue of: unknown

Erected by:’ private persons

Erected in honour of:

Erected to: Apollo

Sculptor net IR

Nationality of honorand:
Occupation of honorand:
Sex of honorand:

Mationality of dedicator: Foan (Malymniani

Occupation of dedicator:

Sex of dedicator: male and female

Reasaon for erection: According to the oracle of the Didymaean
20 T e R i IR e R i SO, e B
Text: Hauvette-Besnault, Dubois 1881, no 16 FPH, no &9; Segre

1928, 4%9; Segre 1944--45, 29

Fhoto:
Drawing:
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KOAN AMPHORAS.

My aim with this tentative study is to seek the economic
pictwe behind the tables of amphora handles. The study is
sketchy in the extreme and I have not had time to check the
figures. I want to present for discussion the material and
whether it can be used the way I have used it.

Froblems involved when using koan amphora handles as a way
of reconstructing trade.

1. We know that not all Koan amphoras were stamped as
opposed to almost all Knidian and Rhaodian - the latter were
stamped on both handles —. What was the ratio of stamped to
unstamped FKoan amphoras? Was it the same in all periods or did
it vary?

2a Foan amphoras were stamped from the late 4th century
(then very rarely, oral information, Empereur) down to about
70/50. Most stamps seem to date from the 2nd and lst centuries.

Accoarding to Emperew there was a total break in the
stamping of knidian amphoras between 85 and 78 because of the
Mithradatic War. After this war stamping reoccurred (but not to
the same extent) down to Augustan times, that is, the wars
meant disruption of trade.

3a From the end of the 2nd century and particularly from the
beginning of the ist century, amphoras of the Koan type start
being produced at various places, for instance Myndos,
Halicarnassos, Theangela, Knidos and Rhodes. According to
Empereur the clay can be so similar to that of Kos as to make
it virtually impossible to see any difference with the eve.

These extra-koan production centres may also have ’
produced amphoras with name stamps now considered to be Koan.

How many of the so-called koan handles from this late
period are not kKoan?

4. Unless the kKoan handles published from various sites are
dated and a ratio of stamped to unstamped handles is worked out
for the different periods we cannot really make an estimate of
the Foan wine trade down to the end of the 2nd century.

For the lst century and later we also have to learn how
many of the so called Koan amphora handles really are Koan.

G koan potters produced not only the ‘classical ' double
handled amphoras but also other types, far instance, a)
imitation of the Rhodian type (Grace, Empereur), b)the so-
called Nikandros—group (Brace, Empereur, Savvianou-FPetropoul akov
thinks these are not Eoan) and c)the so called the Sopatros
group. These groups have not been included in the ‘Koan'
when published.

Do these groups show a similar proportion of stamped to
unstamped handles?

group
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What do we today know of the ratio of koan stamped to unstamped
amphoras? :

Already in 1949 Miss V. Grace presented us with the fact
that many examples of the kKoan amphoraas were not stamped

{(Hesp. Suppl. 8, 1949, 181, 186), an aobservation since repeated
by her several times.

Mr. Emperew presented the results of an ‘informal’ survey
made in 1976 on the southern coast of kos in an article. He
courted 176 double handles, two of which were stamped. In a
note he says that the unstamped handles are contemporary with
the stamped ones (2nd and l1st cent.). This would give a ratio
of 1:44, a figuwre which he later modifies to 1:30 (oral
presentation in Fylos 1984).

In an excavation in Delos, la Maison au nord de 1 'Ilot de
Bronze (date t.a.q. 69), Empereur studied all the Koan handles
from the excavation. There were %59, three of which were
stamped, the implied ratio of stamped to unstamped amphoras is
1:12 (Empereur, BCH 106, 1982, 226-27, 23%).

In using the lower of the two ratios available, i.e. by
multiplying all Koan figures in the table presented by 8.
Sherwin-White by twelve, and by dividing the Rhodian figures by
half I hope to come a little closer to reality when presenting
a tentative table of the number of Koan and Rhodian amphoras

“ported. One would thus get a more correct picture of the

relative importance of these two wine exporting countries.

Most publications do not date the Hoan handles, usually an
overall figure is given. Exceptions are publications by Grace -
Savvianou~Fetropoul akou. An estimate of the development of Koan
trade cannot really be given until one has both the dated
stamped handles and the ratios stamped unstamped handles for
the different periods.

0f a total number of 1925 stamped ‘Koan’ handles I have the
date of about 384, that is, cirka 20%. 0f the dated handles
more than half come from before c. 10B (see table). I am very
grateful to Miss GBrace who has given me the date of some

previously unpublished Koan handles mainly from the agora
excavations in Athens!

Athens 1988-11--72;
Ferstin Héghammar
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KOAN ECONOMY

The importance of the Foan synoecism for the well-being of
the community can be seen by the reading of Diodoros SBiculus
(XV 746,2) ‘From this time on (i.e. from the foundation of kos
in 366 and onwards) it grew greater both through the public
revenues and through the wealth of private individuals and
soon became a match for leading cities.’

Material remains tell the same story; the Asklepieion was
planned and built as a unity during the first half of the
third century. In Hos town a theatre had been built before 240
and in the huge agora a temple with an adjacent {(syn) altar of
Dionysos was ready before c. 200 when it was mentioned in an
inscription (FH 10 al28).

Agricul ture.

Rhodes and kKos are fertile islands and agriculture and
farming were always a predominant part of the island’s economy
in antiquity. Corn, olives and wine, as well as vegetables and
fruit were cultivated. Farm animals were also kept.

Trade.

The placing of the ‘new’ city at the north-eastern end of
the island with a good natural harbour meant that it was on
the mainroad of trade between the Rlack Sea area and Rhodes
and Egypt. Ships sailing along the coast of Asia Minor put in
at the harbour and the levying of harbouw dues increased the
Foan public income to a (presumably) considerable extent.

Koan trade developed with export of wine , which was
considered of good quality, silk and perfume and import of
mainly grain (7).

Stamped Koan amphora handles have been found particularly
in Alexandria and in different poleis in the Black Sea area.
Quite & number have been found on Delos. As yet they are
almost non—existant on the Greek mainland except for Athens.

Recently J-Y Empereur (BCH 106, 1982, 226-227) proposed
that only a few of the Koan amphora handles were stamped. He
suggests a ratio of about of about one to thirty (oral
information, Fylos, 1984). In an addendum to the same article
he referers to an excavation on Delos where both the stamped
and unstamped koan amphora handles were counted. This context,
the t.a.q. of which was 69, gave a ratio of one stamped
amphora to twelve unstamped ones. He also considers most of
the koan amphora handles in the Alexandria museum to date to
the second and first centuries. The Rhodian handles in the
same collection date from approximately the same period
(kolla!). A comparison of the statistics furnished by Sherwin-
White (1978, 238) gives us a number of about 40 000 Rhodian
amphoras (the Rhoadian handles were almost invariably stamped
on both sides!) as yet found in Alexandria. Awestimate based
on the ratio of 1:12 gives us a number of c. 17 740 Koan

le.o\
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amphoras and a ratio of 1:30 gives us a number of about 42 000
amphoras. This gives us a totally different picture the import
of foreign amphoras with or without content to Alexandria.

Added to this are the recently discovered mountains of
locally produced amphora sherds which dwarfd any imports.

The Foan amphoras probably contained Koan wine when shipped
to their various destinations as Koan wine was appreciated
during antiquity. Recent research has shown Eoan amphora finds
also in the Roman world of the western Mediterranean during
the early Reman Empire (Hesnard, BCH Suppl. 13, 75-79).

Rhodian amphoras very possibly contained non—-Rhodian wine
when arriving at their destinations. This suggests a different
pattern in the distribution of income in Rhodes and Kos. A
broader spectrum of society benefited economically on kos as
an amphora found abroad implies work on the island both for
the shipper and sailors, the tradesmen, the producers of
amphoras and the wineproducers.

A somewhat surprising fact is that a large majority of the
amphoras appear to date from the second and first centuries.
One would have expected a more even distribution including the

third century, when koan relations with Alexandria were very
close.

Another factor contributing to Kean prosperity during
almost the entire Hellenistic period was its political
stability. In marked contrast to most of mainland Greece and
also many island communities we hear of no stasis on the
island of Kos. Add to this that the island suffered hardly at
all fram the many wars ravaging the Hellenistic world. As far
as we know Kos suffered enemy troops on its own territory only

ance just before 200, and then very briefly, before the last
fifty years R.C.
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Statistics of the distribution of Coan amphorae handles'°% o
Original Prov. Rhodes Cnid. Thasos Sin. Herac. Chers. Bosp. Chios Cos Pont. Rom. IA UA TOTAL
Find-place
Panticap. 246 15 58 99 86 4 4 1 20 1 61 595
Phanag. 299 19 56 64 42 3 47 14 1 62 607
Chers. 183 13 12 239 33 13 1 29 723
Olbia 376 19 6 6 407
Tyras 310 15 28 93 32 8 39 63 588
Istria 14% 55% 28% 35% 35% 4% 2% 8%
Odessus 96 2 80 47 q 2 3 44 281
Pella 208 90 255 16 14 15 23 3 434 1058
Iasos 59 5 3 14 1 82
Samos 390 9 1 1 4 21 1 11 62 500
Cos 396 30 5 3 161 3 4 16 618
Syme 3389 407 6 2 9 1 7 345 4166
Rhodes 6978 93 61 18 7 16 11 1 136 7321
Delos 1550 4352 47 142 53 10 627 24 274 7079
Delos 49 173 2 9 7 27 4 13 284
Athens (Pnyx) 43 76 70 (18 including Cos) 8 45 260
Corone 11/14 11 2? 11 11/14 49
Argos 8 29 1 3 41
Alexan. 80,000 860 190 160 1480 980 650 814 85134
Samaria 1978 4 12 6 23 6 4 44 2077
Gezer 621 3 3 4 1? 1 20 653
Marisa 300 1 1 3 1 2 308
Nessana 13 20 2 3 38
Antioch 541 7 4 12 7 1 28 600

Coan handles have also been found in the following places: in the Black Sea area, in the region of the Danube, at Callatis, inland at
Popesti, Catateni and Crasani; at Abydus; Pergamum; Chios; in the Agora at Athens; at Corinth; Crete; Cyprus; Naucratis in Egypt
and at Tarsus in Syria. It is possible that Coan amphorae travelled as far as Arikamedu in India.'®¢
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Statistics of the distribution of Coan amphorae handles *

Original Prov. Rhodes Cnid. Thasos Sin. Herac. Chers. Bosp. Chios Cos Pont. Rom. IA UA TOTAL
Find-place

Panticap. /43 15 58 99 86 4 4 1 0 1 61 595
Phanag. /50 19 56 64 42 3 47 /68 1 62 607
Chers. 9% 130 12023985433 755 1 29 723
Olbia /382 19 6 P El 407
Tyras /55 15 1728 93 32 8 4 63 588
Istria (?%) 55% 28% 35% 35% 4% (%) 8%
Qdessus 44 2 80 47 7/ X7 3 44 281
Pella /0% 90 255 16 14 170 23 3 434 1058
[asos 30 5 3 /68 1 82
Samos 195 9 1 1 4 73 IF 11 62 500
Cos 193 30 5 3 2y 3 4 16 618
Syme 1678 407 6 2 08 I w7 345 4166
Rhodes 3749 93 61 18 7 16 11 R | 136 7321
Delos e 4352 47 142 Z0 10 627 24 274 7079
Delos X 173 2 9 27 4 13 284
Athens [ asre) A6 128DL F /994 19 67
Corone - ? 11 W 11 11/14 49
Argos 4 29 1 28, 41
Alexan. ye Tt 860 190 160 /9./:8 980 650 814 85134
Samaria 98¢ 4 12 6 22 G 4 44 2077
Gezer 2 3 3 4 12 1 20 653
Marisa /50 1 1 b 1 2 308
Nessana 7 L K 2 3 38
Antioch 77 7 4 /94 7/ 1 28 600

Coan handles have aiso been found in the following places: in the Black Sea area, in the region of the Danube, at Callatis, inland at
Popesti, Catateni and Crasani; at Abydus; Pergamum; Chios; in the Agora at Athens; at Corinth; Crete; Cyprus; Naucratis in Egypt
and at Tarsus in Syria. It is possible that Coan amphorae travelled as far as Arikamedu in India.!%¢
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KOAN AMFHORAS AND TRADE.

My aim with this tentative study is to try to present an
alternative pictuwre of the importance of the Eoan wine trade
for the Foan community. The figures presented in the tables of
various excavation reports/publications for stamped handles
are, if one has no knowledge of the amount of wunstamped
handles found and unfortunately hardly ever reported, very
gasy to misinterpret in terms of trade.

In using the ratio of stamped to unstamped handles found in
an excavation on Delos (1:12) on the entire material of Foan
harndles my only aim is to break through the common
misapprehension that the number of Hoan amphoras on various
sites was very small as compared with, for instance, those
from the neighbouring island of Rhodes. Undoubtedly there was
a difference, but not on the scale so easily and so mistakenly
geen in the exact numbers of stamped handles found. In using
the ratio 1:12 for stamped to unstamped handles I do not think
that I overrepresent the implied total number of Koan amphoras
at a certain site. I rather suspect that the ratio was sven
higher during the third and most of the second century, but
this remains to be proved. However, even in using the ratio
1612 one can see important changes in the relative
relationship between Kos and Rhodes in for instance the
northern and western Black Sea area.

I wish to stress that the figures [ present in my
calculations do not represent a real number of amphoras found
in any place listed; but I believe that my figures come claoser
to the number of FHoan amphoras once there than the figures
presented in the tables of stamped handles found.

It would not have been possible for me to produce this text
without the information and help given to me by Miss V. Grace
and Me. J.-Y. Empereur, whom [ hereby thank.

Froblems involved when wusing Eoan amphora handles as a way
of reconstructing trade.

1 Stamped Foan amphoras appear from the late 4th century
(then very rarely, oral information, Empereuwr) and continue
down to about Augustan times. Most stamps seem to date from
the Znd and 1st centuries.

Arcording to Miss Grace there was a break in the stamping
af Fnidian amphoras between 88 and 85 because of the
Mithradatic War. After this war stamping reoccurred (but not
to the same extent) down to Augustan times, that is, the wars
meant disruption of trade (Brace % Bavvatianou-Fetropoul akow,
Delos XXVIT, 1970, ZI22-27). Was there a break in the
production on kHos as well or could the island profit on the
difficulties of the other wine producing area and increase its
gxports?

)

2 We know that far from all Foan amphoras were stamped as

0|
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opposed to almost all Knidian and Rhodian — the latter were
stamped on both handles -—. What was the ratio of stamped to
unstampad Koan amphoras? Was it the same in all periods or did
it vary?

Unless the Koan handles published from various sites are
dated and a ratio of stamped to unstanped handles is worked
out for the different periods we cannot really make an
estimate of the koan wine trade down to the end of the Znd
century.

For the lst century and later we also have to learn how
many of the so called Hoan amphora handles really are kKoan.

5 Koan potters produced not only the ‘classical ” double
handled amphoras but also other types, for instance, a)l
imitation of the Rhodian type (Grace, Empereur), b)the so-
called Nikandros—-group (Grace, Emperew; - Savvatianou-
Fetropoul akouw thinks that this group is not Foan -) and c)the
ao called the Sopatros group (Empereur). These groups have not
been included in the ‘Foan’' group when published and are thus
not included in my calculations.

Do these groups show a similar proportion of stamped to
unstampead handl es?

4. From the end of the Znd century and particularly from
the beginning of the lst centwry, amphoras of the Hoan type
start being produced at various places, for instance Myndos,
Halicarnassos, Theangela, Enidos and Rhodes. According to
Empereur the clay can be so similar to that of Hos as to make
it virtually impossible to see any difference with the eyve.

These extra-Koan production centres may also have produced
amphoras with name stamps now considered to be Hoan.

How many of the so—-called Eecan handles from this late
period are not Koan?

D Foan amphoras contained more wine than for instance

Fhodian jars. A Koan jar took over 40 liters whereas a Rhodian
one took 25 to 26 liters.

The ratio of Eoan stamped to unstaoped amphoras.

Already in 1949 Miss V. Grace presented us with the fact
that many examples of the HKoan amphoras were not stamped, she
also notes that the same observation was made by ths
Alexandrian collector of stamped amphora handles, nF Lucas
Benaki (Hesp. Suppl. 8, 1949, 181, 18&), an observation since
repeated by Miss Grace several times.

In 1962 D. Levi and G. Fugliese-Carratelli published a
number of handles from Iasos in Caria. They pointed out that
the number of stamped handles from Rhodes found was much
larger than from anywhere else, but that perhaps the numerical
relatiaonship between imports of wine amphoras as such from Kos
and Rhodes had to be moadified somewhat because of the finding




of a great number of double handles without stamps apparently
from Eos {(ASAA, MN.E. 23-24, 19&1-62, &035).

M. Emperewr presented the results of an "informal * suwrvay
made in 1976 on the southern coast of Kos in an article. He
counted 176 double handles, two of which were stamped. In a
note he says that the unstamped handles are contemporary with
the stamped ones (2nd and lst cent.). This would give a ratio
of 1:44, a figwe which he later modifies to 1:30 (oral
presentation in Fylos 1984).

In an excavation in Delos, la Maison auw nord de 1 'Ilot de
Fronze (date t.a.q. 49), Empereuwr studied all the kKoan handles
from the excavation. There were 5%, three of which were
stamped, the implied ratic of stamped to unstamped amphoras is
1212 (Empereur, BCH 106, 1982, 226-27, 233).

Most publications do not date the Keoan handles, usually an
overall figure is given. Exceptions are the later publications
by Grace - Savvatianou-Fetropoulakou. An estimate of the
development of Koan trade cannot really be given until one has
both the dated stamped handles and the ratios stamped
unstamped handles for the different periods.

Az I have already pointed out the ratio of stamped to
unstamped FHoan amphoras is on the whole unknown. However, I
would like to make the puperiment of multiplying the figures
given in 8. Sherwin-White’'s table {(Ancient Cos, 1978, 238) by
twalve, the lowsr ratio presnted by Empereur from the Delos
excavation. I am fully aware that the result will not give a
true picture of kKeoan trade as the ratio probably varied at
different times and the figures given in Bherwin-White's table
are undated (most Koan stamps, however, seem to date to the
aacond and first centuries).

Centres where Eoan amphoras seem to pradominate.

I will list the places whers the calculated number of Eoan
amphoras is larger than the number of Rhodian jars. The Koan
figures are quoted first. In the Black Sea area; Fhanagoreia
168-100, Fanticapaion 240-12%, Chersonessos 156~92, Tyras 468-
1534 Tatrla 444242, 1 add some places for which Sherwin-Whits
has not given the flgure,, Myrmekion 192-98, Callatis 192-64
(Bajdukevic, Das Bosporanische Reich. 1971, 182, n. 373
Gramatopol , Pmenaru Bordea,s Dacia N.8: 13, 96T, AR7-27)0 Tt
Fanticapaion, Fhanagoreia and Tyras the implied number of Koan
amphoras is not only larger than the Rhodian, but the largest
number of amphoras imported alltogether as the pressent
evidence stands. The count and identification of unstamped
handles may, of course, change this picture. (In Olbia and
Odessus the Rhodian figures are higher than the Eoan even
atter the conversion.)

Apart from the Black Sea area the Koan figures are higher
at FPella (where Thasian amphoras are most numerous of all)

oy e

180-104, Samos 234195, lasos on the Karian mainland 168-30




Kog 1932-198 and Nessana in Falestine 240-7. The jars in
Nessana are however, according to their publisher Miss Grace,
viary likely to have been reused before being brought there and
thus do not bear evidence as to trade between Fos and Nessana.

In a more recently published excavation on Labraunda, Foan
amphoras predominate with an implied number 144-12. Most of
the FHoan handles date to the period 108 to 80, whereas the
Rhodian are earlisr, . 275 to 108,

Athens, Delos and Alexandria.

In Athens (agoral and Delos the Hnidian handles ar
e oin & vast majority. In Athens the Rhodian handles seem to be
more numaerous during the late third and sarly second centuries
whereas the Knidian ones dominate from about the middle of the
second century or somewhat earlier and onwards. On Delos the
Fhodian are much more numerous in the second century, but the
Enidian handles dominate from the second guarter of the same
century (Delos, Empereur BCH 106, 1982, 224:; the Athenian
agora, Grace, Hesperia 54, 1985, 7). As has been pointed out
by Y. Garlan (Trade in the ancient economy. 1983, 28) the
figures for Delos may change if sarlier layers are excavated.

In these two centres the figures for Epan and Rhodian
amphoras do not differ so much after conversion. For Delos the
relationship is 636 implied Koan amphoras and 800 Rhodian
(These numbers are based on the figures given in Sherwin-—
White's table. There are more recent figures publ ished for the
Rhodian handles but not for the Koan and I therefore use the
older figures.). For the Athenian agora the implied Koan
number is 2 096 and the Rhodian number is 2 216. Miss Grace
very kindly gave me the opportunity to make a gquick count of

the koan stamped amphora bandles from the agora - the number
of which is 166 - as well as the date of Eoan amphora handl es
found in datable contexts in the agora (see table) - 79 dated

handles and jars of a total of 173 -. (I am very grateful to
her for this information and also for her kindness to me
whenever I visited her.) Most of the datable handles and Jars
{of which there are seven) come from the early second century.
It is thus not unlikely that the import of Koan amphioras was
larger before the middle of the second century than after that
time.

As the dates of very few of the stamped Hoan handles found
an Delos have been published, only 17 of a total of ke e
at present impossible to say anything about the chronological
development on the island. Thirteen of the seventeen dated
stamped handles are late, i.e. early first centuwry, but we
know from Delian inscriptions concerning the buying of wine
for the festival of the Fosidaia that in 180 thirtyfive jars
of Fnan wine was bought at a price of 105 dr. and in 178
another thirtyfive jars for 100 dr (J.H. Fent, Studies
presented to D.M. Robinson. 1953, 128),. Also, as has been
mentioned above, this picture may change if excavations of the
earlier layers at Delos were to take place.

IC(.oL( 1



Unfortunately it is not possible to get an idea of the
mumber of unstamped amphoras in any of the above mentioned
places.

For Alexandria Miss Grace has gone through 18 000 Rhodian
handles bearing stamps with the name of the potters. Thess
handles represent 18 000 amphoras. Between 174 — 146 the turn-
up of Rhodian amphoras is about 78 per yvear ond then it
increases to 227 per vear in period from 1446 - 108, and from
108 - 88 the yearly twn-up is about 163 (Grace, Hesperia 54,
1985, 42). Tiiis means, as has already been pointed owt, that
Rhodes kept up, and maybe even increased the export of wine
amphoras after 1lébé.

The total number of Rhodian amphoras, co. 40 000, iz more
than double the implied number of Koan ones, 17 760, but the
difference is certainly not on the scale as the one so easily
percived by a mere provision of the numbers of stamped handles
founds: 80 Q00 Rhodian to 1 480 koan.

According to Empereur the majority of the kKoan handles in
Alexandria date to the second and first centuries which would
make them roughly contemporary with the Rhodian handles there.

The huge amount of unstamped Egyptian amphoras found and
reported recently do, however, make all imports small in
comparison (Emperewr, BCH Suppl. 13, 103-109).

For Cyprus I would like to refer to Y. Calvet. He writes
that "From the middle of the third century the stamps from
Thasos, Kos and other important centres of production grow
more and more rare, they are, after that, hardly represented
at all to the exclusive profit of Rhodes during the second
century” (Kition-Bamboula I. Les timbres amphoriques. 1982,

ED .

Dated Epan handles.

0f a total number of 1925 stamped ‘EHoan’ handles I have the
date of about 384, that is, cirka 20%Z. A very small amount of
the dated handles come from the third century. Somewhat over
200 come from c. 200 to 108 and somewhat less than 200 come
from the first century. Most of these last are from before c.
S0 B.C. (70 B.C.7) These figures agrees with the intarmation

given by J-Y Empereur for the Hoan handles in Alexandria.

Conclusion.

Even from the little we know about dated Eoan stamped
amphora handles it is perhaps permissible to conclude that the
Foan wine (and amphora) trade was important to the gronomy of
Fos during the second and early first centuwies. As for the
third and later first century it is more difficult to Jjudge .

The stamping of handles seems to have been rarer, at leash

during the late period and so the number of stamped handles
give little information as to the size of trade.




&

We do know that export of Eoan type amphoras continoed duweing
the Augustan and early imperial period as such amphoras have
been found both in the East and in the West Mediterrangan
area. But here most remains to be done as to the exact
original provenances of these amphoras.

The most ispocrtant conclusion, however, is the
understanding that it is vitally important in further
excavations to note also the number of unstamped handles
found, and, i+ possible, to ascertain their origin and date.
The completely changed picture of the importance of Epan trade
sketched above open exciting possibilities in the research of
the economic history of not only Fos, but also other wine
producing and wine importing centres.

Athens 1988-11-28
Ferstin Highammar
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AMPHORA STAMPS FROM CALLATD

AND SOUTH DOBRUDJA* 19.0G

MIHAI GRAMATOPOL
and GH. POENARU BORDEA

As a younger branch of the epigraphics, whose important achievements were realized
in a recent period, the ceramics epigraphy has brought till now and certainly will bring
henceforth too many considerable services to the history. Of a special significance for the
hellenistic age are the amphora stamps put on the handles or on the neck of the jars;
they afford precious data for the economic history because generally speaking their centres
of production can be easily identified, in every case with less dificulties than for any other
archaeological material. Consequently it clearly appears that the amphora stamps mean for
an archaeologist or a historian a concrete document in establishing the directions and the
intensity of the trade relations of a Greek city. These data complete the information other-
wise obtained, mainly from the historical sources of the antiquity or from the decrees or
funeral inscriptions of a town whose citizens are sometimes mentioned in the inscriptions
of other cities .

From the standpoint of the material we are concerned with, Callatis by the great
humber of the amphora stamps discovered, ranks first among the towns founded by Greek
colonists on the western coast of the Black Sea.

Although our information is not exhaustive as to the number of stamps taken into
account for the other towns of the western coast of the Pontus Euxinus, which we must com-
pare with those from Callatis, we have considered the publishing of the Callatian lot as a

necessary step to the carrying out of the corpus of all amphora stamps foundin Romania *.
A 'I‘Qa situation was established in 1960 on the basis of 647 stamps 3 to which must
& pe added a numer of 66 pieces unaccessible to the author¢; it gives a total which does not

top with much the figure of 700 amphora stamps.

* The commentary was written by Gh. Poenaru Bor-
dea and Mihai Gramatopol; the catalogue (completing,
classification, dating and bibliography of the amphora
stamps) and the indices were drawn up by Mihai Gra-
matopol.

1 L. Robert, Les inscriptions grecques de Bulgarie,
in Revue de philologie, de littérature et d'his!cire ancienne,
III, XXXIII (185 of the collection), 1174 fascicle, 1959,
pp. 180—181.

2 V. Eftimie, Imports of Stamped Amfhorae in the Lower
Danubian Regions and a Draft Remanian Corpus of Am-

|

DACIA, N.S., Teme Xill, 1969, pp. 127-282, Bucarest

phora Stamps, in ¢ Dacia s, N. S,, 111, 1959, pp. 195—215.

3 0. G. Salnikov, [lo numanns npo mopzog°.tbhi
36°aaKu cmapodaensiz nicenend Ha yebepesrcwci JInuc-
mposcbkozo ausany a I'peyieo ¢ VI—II cm. do n.e.
(Ilonepedne nosidemacnus) in Mamepiaau Apzeosoeii
nienivnozo ITpuvopHomops, 111, Odessa, 1960, pp. 28 —29.

4 Gr. Avachian, Stiri nouidin Tyras, in CNA, V, 1924,
nos. 49—50, p. 3—16, nos. 1—32; ibid¢m, nos 53—54,
p. 37—46, nos. 45, 47—63, and p. 50, nos.69: ibidem,
VI, 1925, ncs. 59—62, p. 27—28, ros. 70, 73, 79, 83, 84,
87, 88, €0, 92, 93--99.




the figure as being of approx. 16007 items,

MIHATI GRAMATOPOL and Git. POENARU BORDEA 3

" As regards rﬁm to the number of 103
portant lot was added, amounting in some years ¢

1 stamps published in 1957% a more im-
0 about 1300® pieces; we consider today

Staim pg. 0%’ £ which from the Roman period, was
For, Bizong no attempt was made to gather

items?® is known.

Our knowledge about the material discoyer
scanty. Only two stamps were published 0 3pq ¢

other discoveries is not sure.

The situation is better at [Oﬂglq whenc
now 2, two of which from the Roman perjpq
a short time, a new lot rich enough™. In any

reach yet the amount of 300 pieces,
From Messambria only two stampss
studied and published henceforth 8.

In spite of the many archaeological

Recently the gap in our information gboyf

@Tomisy §ras surpassed : [a first. lot of 97
published 8.
the material, but even soaa figure of 119

ed at Egﬁsop@sls for the mdment very
Xcepting one case!! the informatiqn about

e result 234 amphora stamps published till
13, At this figure will be added, we hope in
case the stamps discovered at Varna do not

are published till now; some dozen will be

. ; researc i t Apollonia the number
of amphora stamps is very low : 13 items " hes carried out at Apollonia

After this brief review we arrive at th
result of the publication of our article, Caj

$ V. Canarache, I mportul amforelor stampilate la . styia
Bucharest, 1957, we obtain this number after the sub-
traction from the total sum of 1162 stamps, of 81 pieceg
discovered at Sinoe-Zmeica (nos. 23, 78, 176, 214, 215
248, 293, 331, 337, 376, 416, 426, 433, 488, 490, 492 '
§03, 507, 512, 516, 517, 523, 546, 552, 554," 558, 569’
564, 571, 589, 593, 600, 601, 603, 604, 609, 615, 635’
636, 649, 692694, 700, 703, 705, 720, 723, 745, 773
= 64 picces), at Tariverdi (nos. 15, 62, 76, 135138
297, 303, 497 = 11 pieces), at Baia-Hamangia, (nos. g4’
461, 579, 597, 611, 630 = pieces) which were mingled
in the catalogue with those discovered at Histria.

¢ V. Eftimie, op. cit., p. 198 and the note 5.

7 Information from V. Eftimie—Andronescu who pre-
pares row the lot for the volume ¢ Histria s, I11. In the
period after 1957, no stamp was published,excepting those
in P. Alexandrescu’s Necropola tumulard, in « Histria »
1L, Bucharest, 1967, p. 192, XXVI, 17 and 18, pl. 77,
P 509 (determined by V. Eftimie-Andronescu), )

8 Gramatopol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea, Amfore stam-
pilate din Tomis, in SCIV, 19, 1968, 1, pp. 41—61.
. 'o. Marculescu, Bizone-Portul Cavarna, monografie
tslor!cd, in AnD, XV, 1934, p. 149, photographs without
readmgg ;_Idem, Descoperiri arheologice dobrogene, in
AnD, XVI, 1935, pp. 127129, fig. 10—19; K. Shkorpil,
ﬂcwam.u 63pxy amgbopu oms Yepuosopcxomo Kpaii6ep0d-
Jicue, in s Izvestiia -Instituts, “VIII, 1934, nos. 1-26,
PP- 28—32; M. Mirtchev, Augophume nevamu om Myges
e3¢ Bapna, Sofia, 1958, nos. 1, §, 16—17, 33, 43—44
(Thasos), 63, 79, (identified as Thasian), 86—87, 9293,
98, 105, 117, 120, 125, 134135, 138, 148, 154, 156, 159,
161, 165, 173 (Rhodes), 180—185, 189—190, 192—196,
202 -209, 212213, 215, 222 (Sinope), 225226 (Cher-
sonese), 235 (Paros), 237—254, 258, 260, 262, 264 (He-
raclea Pontica), 275, 288 — 280, 296 — 297, 303 — 304
(unknown centers) = 85 pieces, among which are also those
published by Shkorpil (numbers in round brackets).
To these must be added the stamps published by

€ amphora stamps discovered atECalla@ As a
atis becomes one of the most important centres

G. Tontcheva, see M. Mirtchev, G. Tontcheva, D. Dimi-
trov, Busore-Kapeyna, in « Izvestiia-Varna s, XIII, 1962,
PP 37—42, nos. 1-25.

19 M. Mirtchev, op. cit., no. 23, 188 ; cf. K. Shkorpil,
0p. cit., nos. 28—29.
. 1 1t is an amphora from Heraclea Pontica discovered
in 1968 with an engraved stamp on the neck : AOAOY,
determined by Gh. Poenaru Bordea, here mentioned by

e kind permission of Mr. P. Petkov.

. 1* M. Mirtchev, op. cil., specifies a number of 225
Pleces from Varna and surroundings. In fact, only 218 are
from Varna. Besides those discovered at Cavarna (cf.
TNote 9) and Baltchic (cf. note 10), the following pieces are
to be removed as having different origins : nos. 14, 34,
€8, 221, 228, 284. To the Varna lot must be also added
8 number of 13 pieces published by A. Balkanska,

0goomxpumu amgopru nevamu eve Bapua, in Apzeo-
Aozua, IV, 1962, 4, pp. 61—65.

13 M. Mirtchev, op. cit., nos. 313—314.

1 The stamps and theintact stamped amphoraz will be
Published by G. Tontcheva. Gh. Poenaru Bordea has
examined the whole material in the Varna Museum with
the kind permission of G. Tontcheva.

13 A. Aleksieva, Augopuu nevamu e Bypeacsua
Myaeii,in ¢ Izvestiia-Burgas s, 1, 1950, p. 4, a, nos. 13—14,
1¢ Thanks to I. Venedikov and L. Ognenova, Gh. Poe
naru Bordea has seen these pieces at Nesebar, put at his
disposal by J. Tchimbuleva. At a first examination it
seemed to be stamps from Thasos, Rhodes, Cos, Paros and

perhaps Sinope. The lot will be published by M. Lazarov,
warden of Burgas Museum.

17 T. Ivanov, Kepawuxama om nexponoaas ma Ano-
sonus, P wnpoy I1, 1948, p. 44, fig. 44 a ;
A. Aleksieva, op. cit., pp. 46—47, no.§; T. Ivanov,
Anmuwna Kepawuxa om mexp na  Anoaoxus, in
Anosonus, p ] ora Ha A npea

nexp p
1947—1949 2., Sofia, 1963, pp. 260—263, nos. 762—771 a,
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on the western coast of Pontus Euxinus, thus giving the possibility of knowing better the
imports of stamped jars. .

Thanks to the endeavour of Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu, who gathered a{ld published regularly
these materials 18 in the archaeological reports or in othef‘ papers, even if most of them were
and remained in the minute Jlgcal private collections, t.he lo.t of.fered by the e.arher
researches is considerable enough and amounts, if our rough e§t1mz:1te 1s ngh.t, to_344 pieces,
including O. Tafrali's™® and later G. Cantacuzino’s 20 contributions to this task.

It is also true that a Numerous lot of special importance.(gathered from excavations)
is yet unpublished 2. On the other hand a great part of .tlfe publlshe.d stamps are useless due
to the lack of necessary elements to establish their origin; there is no possibility to check
the readings because the originals are unrecoverably lost.

However, a reappraisal of these stamps is possible which we shall try to do in the
following lines, being firmly convinced that they would find their place among the stamps
discovered at Callatis and in the corpus of amphora stamps found in Romania. Some of them,
a few pieces, we hope would perhaps at 2 closer examination be included in the group of
various unidentified centers.

The lot we publish now consists_of 1. 106 items dEcovered at_;Callgti_s._most of which
in the collection of Constantza Museum except the nos. 20,°58,"85—66, 70,,76, 87, 96—98,
181, 189, 195—197, 243, 306, 313, 316, 360—361, 375, 386-.387, 406, 429, 4333, 478, 491
492, 498, 521522, 574, 590, 592, 625, 638, 728, 894, that is a total of 40 pieces. fI'hese
last ones are in Maria and Dr. G. Severeanu Collection, section of the Museum of History
of Bucharest 2, . .

We have considered necessary to mark ¢ Mangalia 1962 » the lot .dlscovel:ed in the exca-
vations made for the foundation of the new secondary school. On this occasion a restricted
research was made too 23. The numbers of this lot are : 654, 707, 708, 717, 804, 814, 833, 838,
842, 844, 854,859, 867, 965, 969, 1011, 1018, 1083-1084 = 19 pieces differing from the
lot marked M.A.C. before the inventory number which lacks at some items. The «Mang.ali.a 19§2 »,
lot is originated in an exfra muros zone, rich in ceramic discoveries from the hellenistic .penod.
fact which justifies the supposition that this part was inhabited. The extent of this zone
is still unknown ; it was not included in the area excavated by C. Preda in the last years *.

18 Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu, Callatis, I, in « Dacias, I.

45, pp. 617—618; Timbres amphoriques trouvés @ Calla
1924, nos. 128, pp. 148—156; Callatis, 1I, in s« Dacia s,

tis, in RHSEE, 1935, p. 298—313; Nouveaux timbres

11, 1925, nos. 1—4, pp. 130—131; Callatis, 111, in ¢ Da-
cias, III—-1IV, 1927—1932, the letters c—1, n, 0, P-.
427—430 and Callatis, 1V, the letters a—n, p. 458—
—462; Callatis, V, in ¢« Dacia s, V—VI, 1935 — 1936, nos.
1—45, pp. 250—259 and Callatis, V1, nos. 1 —68, pp. 290—
—304; Callatis, VII, in «Dacias, VII—VIII, 1937—
—1940, nos. 1—67, pp. 354—370; Callatis,V1II, in « Da-
cias, IX—X, 19411944, pp. 243—244; see also, Trei
capele de figurine si vreo cileva ansae signatae din Callatis,
in AnD, XVIII, 1937, pp. 104 —111 and Callatis, in L'ar-

héologic en R ie, Bucharest, 1938, pp. 67—68,
figs. 92—103 and 10S.

19 O. Tafrali, La cité pontique de Callatis, recherches
ef fouilles, in RA, XXI, 1925, I, p. 274 ; La cité pontique
de Callatis, in AArh, I, 1927, 1, pp. 17—55, nos. 9—14,
17—19, 23—28; Les tumuli de Callatis, in AArh, 1928,
p. 48 ; Noi achizifiuns ale M lui de antichitdfi din Iasi,
in AArh, II, 4, 1930, pp. 29—32, nos. 1 —16; Notes sur
la Petite Scythie, in AArh, 9—10, 1933—1934, pp. 6—8,
nos. 1—-12.

0 G. Cantacuzino, Timbres amphoriques inédils trou-
vés en Roumanie, in « Dacia o, I11 -1V, 1927 — 1932, nos.

9 -e 1?7

amphoriques trouvés & Callalis, in « Dacia s, V—VI, nos.
1—7, pp. 321—327 ; Trois sceaux thasiens de Callatis con-
cernant les cultes de Thasos, in ¢ Dacias, VII—-VIII,
pp. 283-—-291; cf. also Considérations sur les timbres
amphoriques dé ts R ie sur les cles du Pont
Euxin, in RHSEE, 1939, pp. 44—-52.

21 R. Vulpe, Noutdfi arheologice dobrogene, 1931, in
AnD, XII, 1931, fascicle 1—12, pp. 296—297, announces
the discovery of 321 amphora stamps in the excavations
carried out in the Monte Testaccio; cf. R. Vulpe, Deux
terres cuites grecques de Callatis, in « Dacia », V—VI, 1935 —
—1936, p. 336—337, note 7.

1 V. Eftimie, op. cit., p. 202, note 25, indicates a
number of 36 stamps.

23 Cornel Popa, at that time warden of Mangalia Mu-
seum, supervised the works.

24 The main results are summarized by C. Preda in
Callatis, in the colllection « Monumecntele Patriei noastre ».
Bucharest, 1963, for the callatian extra muros ward see,
p- 28; Gh. Poenaru Bordea, Un lezaur de monede callatiene
din perioada autonomiei,in SCN, IV, 1968, pp. 103—104.
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The other stamps have different origins : a numerous lot was discovered on the occasion of
urbanistic works in the stadium and in the park near it %; unfortunately these stamps and
the rest of pieces discovered at Mangalia vere afterwards mingled. Some pieces are now in
the Mangalia Museum, nos. 119, 175, 206, 718. It is to be mentioned that the stamps
juoted before as published and those which we publish now do not exhaust the material
found at Callatis.

Together with the stamps discovered in the so-called Monte Testaccio, before mentioned,
1 lot of 440 pieces is in the stores of the National Museum of Antiquities in Bugharest, to
which must be added the material accidentally found after 1962, now in the Constantza Mu-
seum. At the Museum of History of Bucharest there are also 63 pieces %. ?

Besides these, the underwater researches which we also hope successful in-the future
and which were initiated by the Central Military Museum in collaboration with the Insti-

tute of Archaeology, afforded a number of 50 stamps 27 discovered in the area of the ancient
~ harbour in the surroundings of a wreck supposed of Greek period 2.

Another number of stamps which must be comprised in the general corpus is scattered
in several private collections as for instance that of Dr. Horia Slobozeanu® or Eugen Je-
beleanu 39, in Bucharest.

An estimate of all amphora stamps formerly published, here published or yet unpublished
amounts to 3000 pieces for Callatis®. It is possible to object that the lot in the
Constantza Museum which constitutes the main material of this work consists mostly of the
stamps coming from the excavations directed by Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu 32, For this reason
we are obliged to cast a comparative glance at the relations between the lot formerly published
and the pieces we publish now. .

In order to analyse these relations and to obtain at the same time statistical data,
we give a repartition by centers of all the amphora stamps formerly published by Th. Sau-
ciuc-Siveanu, O. Tafrali and G. Cantacuzino.

Maintaining the same order used in the catalogue, we shall begin with the stamps
from Thasos, followed by those from Sinope, Rhodes, Heraclea Pontica and from other
centers. The stamp will be quoted by specifying the author, the published work, the page and
number 33. Prospectively, with the occasion of the drawing up of the corpus, this first step
has to be followed by a more complex and comprehensive development of the material.

.Onlx then the classification we have applied here could become conclusive, in the measure
it will be proved to be true.

# C. Preda, Em. Popescu and P. Diaconu, Sdpaturile
arkeologice de la Mangalia (Callatis), in s Materiale », VIII,
1962, pp. 445451 ; as regards the discoveries in the zone
of the stadium, cf. M. Gramatopol, Un port comercial
la Callatis, in Revista Muzeelor, 1966, 4, pp. 335—336,

31 We include in this figure the stamps considered by
Th. Sauciuc-Saveanu, Callatis,VIII, in ¢« Dacia », IX-X,
Pp. 243244, as too numerous to be listed in an exca-
vation report; he hoped to publish them apart but un-

B A

approx. 500 stamps.

3 V. Eftimie, op. cit., p. 202, note 25.

b ‘lthere are stamps from Sinope, Rhodes, Thasos;
some pieces seem not to be yet attested at Callatis. The

il}(orn}ation about these stamps was received from Chris-
tian Viidescu ; the lot will be published by M. Gr to-

pol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea and Chr. Vladescu.
28 Chr. Vladescu, Cercetdrile arheologice subacvatice
de la Callatis, In Viafa Militara, 1968, 7, pp. 6-7.
b V. Eftimie, loc. cit., gives the figure of 100 stamps
as origirated in Callatis.

3 Approx. 150 stamps were examined by M. Grama-
topol in 1961.

fortunately his hopes were not acomplished. We believe
that this lot was of 300 pieces approximately, taday ir-
reparably lost. Perhaps a certain number of these amphora
stamps are to be recovered from private collections of
less-importance than those just mentioned.

31 V. Eftimie, op. cit., p. 202, note 26.

33 The realloting of these stamps to the producing
centers is not always sure due to the incomplete data in
their publication and consequently our determinations
are sometimes arbitrary. For example, O. Tafrali, op.
cit., in AArh, 9—10, 1933—1934, p. 8 reads ©ACILIOQN)
on a handle in '‘red clay with black grains as at no. 1
and 2", but at no. 1 and 2 there are stamps from Sinope.

In such cases we have put the stamps in the unclas-
sified group.
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: i . 129, no. 1,
Th. Sauciuc-Sdveanu : « Dacia», I, p. 149, no. 2, p- 150, no.64,2§ De;:;lga », -I:’Dl;ci: T,
130, no. 2, p. 131, no. 3; « Dacia », 11I—1V, p. 427, ¢, P 28— ,sg. ' 0201,
P 251—952, no. 1, p. 252, nos. 2, 3, p, 252—253, no. 4, p. 253, r;zos.29:;—no, g. %0291,
D . 291, mes. 2. 3, p. 291292, no. 4, p. 292, nos. 5—7. p. 282 =298, 10 B LT
9 . 16. P- 362—303, no. 57; aDacian, VII—VIII, p. 254, no. 5, p. 89,' p;n]), x.vn[
nos. 55, 56, p. 265, nos. 5761, p. 265266, nos. 6363, p. 270, no. 89; AnD, :
. 2, p. 106—107, no. 3, p. 107, no. 4.
g !J?a(."f.l';;;): AAIr’h, 1, 1, p. 38, no. 14, p. 39, no. 19; AArh, 11, 4, p.0291—1-30, 171?;81,“;:). ::g
nc.)s 2—4, p. 31, no. 11, p. 31—32, no. 12; AArh, 9—10, p. 7, nos. 10, 11, p. , no. 12,
. 8, no. 13. . s,
f}. Cantacuzino : & Dacia», VII-VIII, p. 283—285, A, B, C,; RHSEE, XII, p. 310
nos. XVIII—-XXI.

THASOS

SINOPE

Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu : « Dacia», I, p. 151, nos. 9—11, p. 152, nos:tslg2—4lé40, : Dacn: (;(') IfII N
IV. 427, d, p. 428, f, p. 430, n, P 458, b, p. 459, ¢, d, p- —460, 1'1 p- 25‘,1 I,ms
46(')—};61 g’ p: 461, h, i, j, p. 462, k, 1; « Dacia », V—VI, p. 253—254, 1;05.7 I,m;;. > ,29_.
1215, p. 954255, no. 16, p. 255, nos. 1719, p. 256, nos. 23,524, p. 57, nos 77, 29
31, p. '295. nos. 17-—-20,8p. 295—3296,320. 31,29118 2235:) n::. :2;—: .29% 6 36;39'.1)‘ 500,
. 2730, p. 298, nos. 32—o%, P- —299, no. 35, p- ,
o f’8«12)7a<:ia » VII_VIIL p. 254, nos. 1, 2, 4, p. 255, nos. 69, p. 25262(:’;6 12, 2(1;3,
no'256'—257 no. 15, p. 257, nos. 17, 19, 20, p. 257—258, no. 21, p. 259, nos. 64 p- 51,
) 31-35 ’ .261 'nos. 36—39, p. 262, nos. 41—46, p. 263, nos. 4950, .p. 263 —2! 81, .n(;; D,
nos5026‘7 nos' P'}2 7:4 P 267—268, no. 75, p. 268, mnos. 76—78, p. 269, ‘nos. 79—0 ; An 9,
B VLI, o 108, no. 5, p. 108—109, no. 6, p. 109, no. 7, p. 109110, no. 8, p. 110, nos. 9,
10, p. 111, nos. 12, 13. _ .
o Tifrali: AArh, I, I, p. 39, nos. 18, 923_25: AArh, 11, 4, p. 30, go. 5,6;)_.;40 n:l:; n;. (;'
p.. 31, nos. 7, 8, p. 32, nos. 14—16; AArh, 9—10, p. 6, nos. 1-3, p. s . 4,
nos. 7, 8, p- 8, no. 15. 525 0. i
: ino : ias, V—VI, p. 321—322, no. I, p. 322—323, no. 11, p. 325,

G ot 525, no. w(;D ;cgzs. no. VI, 5. 326, no. VI ; RESEE, XII, p. 298307, nos. Ib-xllnl1 .
. 303—309' no. XV. To these are to be added some prodl.lcers stamps pu 227 y 16.
I;am:iuc-Siv'eanu: a Dacia », V—VI, p. 300, no. 40; ¢ Dacia, VII-VIII, p. , no. 16,
p- 263, no. 48, p. 264, no. 54; AnD, XVIIL, p. 110, no. 11.

RHODES

- P . 1 N

Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu: ¢Dacias, I, p. 149é4no. 4,15p. lsg(,)on?lso.s 1'12_13:‘ pl.) 135041, r:()). ‘218;

ja», V=VI, p. 293, nos. 11—14, p. 294, no. 15, P. , . , P . '
:g::::li: :, VII—VIII, p. 258, nos. 23—25, p. 261, no. 40, p. 264, no. 53, p. 266.‘ nos. 66, 67
p. 267, no. 71; AnD, XVIII, p. 105, no. L.

i 13.

O. Tafrali : AArh, II, 4, p. 31, no. 9, p. 32, no.
G. Cantacuzino : ¢ Dacia», V-VI, p. 323—324, no. Iv.
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HERACLEA PONTICA

Th. Sauciuc-S3iveanu: « Dacia s, [
: s : , I, p. 151, no. 8, p. 155, nos. 25—27; ¢ Dacia », II 131
no. 4; «Dacias, III-IV, p. 428, e, p. 429—430, j, p. 430, o, p. 458, a, p. 462, n ;.c ]I))acia »:

V—VI, p. 255—256, no.
X.p 2412. 6, no. 20, p. 256, no. 26, p. 257—258, no. 32, p. 301, no. 45; a Dacia », IX—

O. Tafrali: AArh, I, 1, p. 38, nos. 9, 11, 13.

CHERSONESE

G. Cantacuzino: RHSEE, XII, p. 309—310, nos. XVI—XVII.

PAROS

Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu: ¢« Dacias, V—VI, p. 302, no. 51

Ccos

Th. Sauciuc-SAveanu : « Daci
no. 43, p. 301, no. 45; acia», I, p. 150, no. 7, p. 153, nos. 15, 16 ; ¢ Dacias, V—VI, p. 259,

VARIOUS UNIDENTIFIED CENTRES

Th. iuc- . . .
256, S::c!;; S:ve;:;u .n « Dzecm », I, p. 150, no. 5, p. 154, nos. 20, 22; ¢ Dacia», V—VI, p.
, P- » no. 46, p. 302, nos. 52, 53, 54; «Dacia», VII—VIII, p. 254, no. 3,

p- 258, no. 22, p. 263, no. 47
.o , no. 47, p. 264, no. 52, p.
O. Tafrali: AArh, 9—10, p. 7, no. 6. P- 266, no. 68.

G. Cantacuzino : « Daci .
X1v. ¢Dacia s, V—VI, p. 327, no. VIII, RHSEE, XII, p. 307—308, nos. XIII—

For t i . .
have p::fer';; :“°l“‘e“‘ it has been impossible to reassign a number of 55 pieces which we
Th. Sauciuc-saze aeave l;;Cl?SSlﬁed instead of an erroneous classification :

p.429,h,i, p 430’3“,;‘1 acia, I, p. 148—149, no . 1, p. 155, nos. 23, 243 « Dacias, III—IV,
nos. 33—40, p 259 'no's pinm' m; ¢ Dacia », V—VI, p. 256, no. 21, p. 257, no. 28, p. 258,
47, 50, p. 302, nos. 55, 56, p ;%344' 45, p. 294—295, no. 16, p. 298, no. 31, p. 301, nos.
p. 255—256, no. 10 .256' p- 303, nos. 58—62, p. 304, nos. 63—68; « Dacia», VII—VIII,
O. Tafrali, AArh, 1, "l' . .&r;o.n 13, p. 257, nos. 69, 70, p. 269, no. 82, p. 270, no. 88;
5.9 14, » P- 38, nos. 10, 12, 17, p. 39, nos. 26—28; AArh, 9—10, p. 7, nos.

As to th i
are 65 Thasianest::’nnga;s:ss« ‘:;tween the old and the new lot, we can observe: there
comparable  approx, 40 pi e ol lot and 300 pieces in the new one. From these there are
from our catalozue ar pﬁc&s in tlfe 01(! lot and 216 in the new lot. The following items
143, 144, 199, 252 of et::s ogm;ls with pieces from the old lot : 60, 67, 82, 135, 139, 141
published by O ‘l:afrali an; én ogtes 3,‘““‘5 (nos. 139, 143, 199) correspond to pie .
. . Cantacuzino. pleces

¥ We have idered as

L 2

ble i
only the stamps  preserving the essential element of the inscription.
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The stamps from Sinope are’ 155 in the old lot and 395 in the new one. Comparable are
approx. 90 in the old lot and 327 in the new. These items from the catalogue are analogous
with pieces in the old lot: 305, 314, 317, 318—320, 324, 330, 349—351, 355—356, 358,
359, 367, 375—376, 377—378, 382, 383, 384, 393394, 411, 425, 426, 433, 452, 463—470,
471—472, 473, 480, 486—487, 491, 511, 521—522, 524, 525—528, 567, 575, 583, 587, 600—
601, 607—609, 612, 615—619. From these 40 items, two are analogous (nos. 384, 473) with
pieces published by O. Tafrali. In the case of three positions in the catalogue (nos. 377378,
452, 511), the analogy is only partial, the stamps having different symbols.

The Rhodian stamps are 26 in the old lot and 102 in the new one.The items from the
catalogue, nos. 697, 702, 714, 721, 750, 754, 760 are analogous with pieces in the old lot;
no. 750 is analogous with a piece published by G. Cantacuzino.

The stamps from Heraclea Pontica are

18 in the old lot and 75 in the new one. Ana-

logous are the items 815 and 818. Only two stamps from Chersonese are surely identified in

.

the old lot. Certainly the Parian stamp of the old lot is analogous with some pieces among

the 23 items of the new lot.
It was impossible to detect the stamps fro!

m Cnidus in the old lot. One of the 5 Coan stamps

in the old lot is analogous with no. 956 in the new lot.
~As for the stamps classified in the group of various unidentified centres, there
are 15 pieces in the old lot, three of them being analogous with three items (nos. 971,

1022, 1042) among the 146 of the new lot.

Considering then the situation on a more concrete basis, though not firmly established,
the resulting conclusion doesn’t meet the possible objection formerly exposed, about the
composition of the lot now in the Constantza Museum.

It is to be mentioned that among the analogies of the new Callatian lot there are also
stamps published by O. Tafrali, most of which are now stored in the Museum of Archaeology
in Iasi, ¥ and by G. Cantacuzino, which we don’t know if entered at that time the collections

of the Constantza Museum 3,

On the other hand among the analogies in the old lot there are some stamps in the
Severeanu Collection, as for instance those from Sinope, nos. 375, 433, 491 in our catalogue.
We have attempted a closer examination by drawing a parallel between the two lots es-

pecially in the case of Sinope which is represe

nted by numerous stamps in both lots. The

analogies are : 314, 349351, 359, 367, 382—383, 393394, 425, 433 (Severeanu Collection)
463—470, 471—472, 480, 567, in all 12 analogies. At nos. 463—470 there are 8 stamps in
the new lot ; at nos. 382—383, 393394, 471—472 two pieces of the samr. stamp. These seem
to be stamps which are frequently met at Callatis.

The fact that nos. 359, 367 have two analogies in the old lot, at 0. Tafrali and at
Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu, is eloquent. For nos. 393394 there are two analogies at Th. Sauciuc-
S¥veanu; no. 433 (Severeanu Collection) has an analogy at Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu and one
at G. Cantacuzino; then in these cases too, there are stamps frequently met at Callatis,

in-all 5 cases of this category *.

35 We thank Prof. D. Tudor for this information; he
reexamined this material, making the necessary correc-
tions. The manuscript will be used perhaps in drafting
the Callatian section of the Romanian corpus of amphora
stamps.

3 The stamps published by G. Cantacuzino, op. cif.,
RHSEE, XII, 1935, 10—12, pp. 298—313, nos. 1—XXI
were in the collection of the Bucharest Municipal Museum

and consequently they are through the pieces before
mentioned, p. 130 the note 26. The analogies in the Seve-
reanu Collection are to be considered only ag coincidences.

37 Among those before mentioned but not retained
as possible identities, nos. 317 and 330 have two analo-
gies in Th. Sauciuc-Saveanu, nos. 525—528 have also
two analogies, one in Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu and one in
0. Tafrali.




It seems also that a great number of stam i
. ¢ ps from those published by Th. Sauciuc-
S4veanu did not enter the collection of the former Mangalia Museum to be :;ansferea& Iat:r

;0 the Constantza Museum, but remained in those i
, 4 , several local private c i
hey were examined by their editor. P oliections where

Taking into account the foresaid, it is unprobable that the old lot was comprised into -

the new one. Ip that case the analogies between the lot we publish here and the old lot
would be more numerous. There we can consider these stamps rather “duplicates” with-
out excluding a cert.a.in contamination between the two lots. In every case the percen-
.ttage of the old material in the lot we publish now is scanty, if not insignificant. Surely
1flshone of the tasks of -the corpus to work out for good this problem, we hope in the sense
?t ht e facts. ab.ove mentioned. Coming now to the general figure of the old lot, we'summary
it here, reminding that we are not sure of the correct determination for all the pieces:

T!lasos = 65 pieces = 18.89%,
Sinope = 155 » =45.%
Rhodes = 26 w = 7.6%
Heraclea = 18 » = 529%
Chersonese = 2 = 0.6%
Paros = jece 39,
= 1 piece = 0.3%
Cos. = 5 pieces = 1.4%
Various unidentified centres = 15 w =5 9%
U 3 spe . —
nidentified = 55 , =16 %
Total = 344 pieces

We shall calculate the percentage separately for the new lot and only afterwards

we shall try to propose . . . N
adscribed to it. propose a general sftuation including the old lot, in the terms which were

We draw out from ; . . .
for the lot we publish our catalogue the general situation, giving the percentage by centres

Thasos

‘ = 300 pieces = 27.159

illt:gge = 395 , = 357 "//::

5 es = 102 ” = 9‘25%

eraclea = 75 , = 68Y

Chersonese = 43 = 39 %

Paros - 923 . - 2' "A,

Cnidus = 11 = f)

Cos IR

) = 1 , = 1 Y%

Various centres = 146 13.2 ‘;

i ”» - . (i)
1106 1009,

AS . . .

circular st:iﬁ;:d?n tl;e froup of various unidentified centres, it consists, among others, of

984—985). 1 two (%1 ;;s ers (nos. 961 —983), of‘ circular stamps divided into three fields ('nos.
two fields (nos. 987—988), of circular stamps with monograms, groups of let.

i A A D4 41505, T AT NS SR AR

ters or single letters (nos. 989—1011, 1022). Many scholars believe that these‘a?e 'é%l‘hasian
origin ¥ in the last years this idea was prevalent although other opinions were also expres-
sed ®. We have not considered the stamps of these categories as Thasians and consequently
we have not included them into the calculation of the percentage for Thasos because this
assignment is neither unanimously accepted, nor accepted for all the categories under dis-
cussion. A special research is'to be done in the future on as numerous a material as possible
and only this could demonstrate what is and what is not Thasian in the categories of these

circular stamps.

In the same group of various unidentified centres were classed the stamps nos. 1083 —
1084, 1094—1095, which according to Pridik are of Cretan origin%. We have also included
here an important stamp from Abydos, no. 1103, whose first assigning was done with the
occasion of the publication of the Histrian lot 4. About the last three stamps, nos. 1104—
1106, we shall discuss in other part of this work.

We have not considered as necessary to ¢

alculate the percentage for either of the ca-

tegories above mentioned ; the Cretan stamps are to be regarded with reserves. The stamp
from Abydos is an unicum and the stamps nos. 1104—1106 are of uncertain origin, as about
all the material in the group of various unidentified centres.

The percentages undermentioned are not unchangeable values; even if we should

assign to Thasos the stamps classitied by us

this would not change considerably the figures,

in the group of various unidentified centres

without taking into account the fact that

we do not dispose of-all the material discovered at Callatis®®. In order to obtain compar-
able situations weare obliged to proceed to the division by two of the Rhodian handles .

Thasos

Sinope

Rhodes
Heraclea
Chersonese
Paros .

Cnidus

Cos

Various centres

38 Anne-Marie Bon and Antoine Bon, Les fimbres
amphoriques de Thasos, in Etudes thassiennes, 1V, Paris,
1957, p. 35 and 43; see also A. Balkanska, Kaw 6o-
npoca o Koaesool pasume amgio pru nevamu, in ¢ Izvestiia-
Varnas, 14, 1963, pp. 35—37; for the circular stamps
divided in sectors, see I. lurukova, Biblioteca classica
orientalis, 11, 19686, 4, col. 203—204.

3 See mainly E. M. Shtaerman, Kepaxuveckue Kaeiiua
ua Tups @ C6ASU C 60ONPOCAM HEUIGECMHHT UENMpos,
in KS, XXXVI, 1951, p. 46—48 and M. Mirtchev,
op. cit., pp. 9—11 and the French summary; cf. further
the p. 138 and 139.

40 In the lot of stamps from Tcmis there is also a piece
whose Cretan origin was certified by Virginia Grace, M.
Gramatopol, Gh. Pcenaru Bordea, o0p. cit., p. €0, no. 95
and p, 46, note 16. . N

= 300 pieces = 28.4%

=395 , = 374%
=51 , = 48%
=7 , = 11%
=43 , = 41%
=23 , = 22%
=1 , =169
=1 ., =1%

=146 ., =14 %

#1 V. Canarache, op. cit., p. 305, no. 793; L. Robert,
Bulletin épigraphique, in REG, 1958, no. 31, p. 184—185;
ibid., 1959, p. 155, no. 30; see also L. Robert, Monnaies
antiques en Troade, Geneva-Paris, 1966, p. 51, the note 4-

4 M. Gramatopol, Gh. Poenaru Bordca, op.
cit., p. 47.

43 Jbidem and the note 19. This method affects unfa-
vourably Rhode sin comparison with Sinope where thesy-
stem of a second stamp is sometimes used. For the moment
the estimation cannot be done equitably and we are obli-
ged to compute in the traditional manner. Perhaps for
Sinope we could admit the following solution : to divide
by two the number of producers’ stamp3, adding then to
this those stamps having only the names of the astynoms ;

to the result is to be added the number of stamps with
astynom and producer.
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Thasos

Sinope

Rhodes
Heraclea
Chersonese
Paros

Cnidus

Cos

Various centres

Adding now the old lot, except the unidentified stamps, known from the former publica-
ions, in order to have a general situation, even if provisional, we obtain the following results :

= 365 pieces = 27.4%

=550 , =413%

= 64 w = 48%

=93 , = 69%

=45 , = 34%

= 24 w = 19% -
= 11 . = 0.8% .
=16 , = 12% 2
= 163 » = 1239,

From the comparison of the lots and from the examination of the final situation,
esults the same order of the exporting centres whose amphorae were found at Callatis:
Sinope, II Thasos, II1 Heraclea Pontica, IV Rhodes%s. The new lot brings the number
f Thasian stamps next to that of Sinopean stamps. The discrepancy between these two cen-
res is greater in the case of the stamps published by Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu, O. Tafrali and
5. Cantacuzino. Before their division by two, the stamps from Rhodes were more numer-

'us than the Heraclean stamps, afterwards they came in a second position.

If we had to apply a certain reduction in the calculation of Sinopean handles a
onsiderable approach would take place in the front of the established classification 45,
_ Even if with only two pieces in the old lot 4, the stamps from Chersonese follow in the
ifth row. In the sixth position are the imports from Paros. In the new lot the number of stamps
rom Cnidus is equal to that from Cos. Because Coan stamps were identified in the old lot,
his centre follows in the seventh row. Due to the fact that it was impossible to identify
ts stamps in the old lot in which it seems they were registered 4, Cnidus comes in the eighth
osition. After it follow the *Cretan’” stamps and a last identified centre, Abydos.

These specifications exposed, we shall now integrate the percentages of the new Callat-
1n lot in the general situation, as known till now, of the Greek colonies on the western coast
f the Pontus Euxinus 4. We give in round brackets the percentages resulting from the addi-

ion of the old lot to the new.

:: Cf. V. Eftimie, op. cit., pp. 202—203,
& Perhaps in the manner suggested in note 43, but
‘ch methods remain more or less arbitrary. Only the
10wledge of a greater number of certain pairs of stamps
! both handles could offer a conclusive solution. There
ould be a greater approach between Thasos and Sinope
more or less of circular stamps left by us in the group of
lr:(‘aus. unidentified centres, would be included in Thasos.
In the photographs given by Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu
alatis, in !I;'archéologie en R ie, it is ible to
cognise such a stamp, pl. L, fig. i tt
- ook o o p. pl. L, fig. 95, right of the second
About this Th, Sauciuc-Siveanu says categoricall
: cit., p. 68: *‘Celle-ci entretenait a e’l’l jugeg par 12&
*aux des anses trouvées A Callatis, des relations particu-
Tement suivies avec les villes de Thasos, de Rhodes
Cnidos, Cos et d'Istros ou Sinope”. Surely, the trade
ations betyeenCallatis and Cnidus are of less importance.
is smter:.:stm!; to underline the idea of a corpus of stamps
f’l cythia Minor expressed by the author in the same ar-
le. "G. Cantacuzino too, op. cit., in RHSEE, 1939, pp.
~52, suggests a general Pontic corpus of amphora st:

Salnikov who takes into account only the stamps precisely
determined, removing those classified in the group of
various, unidentified centres. We remain at the percen-
tages established by this scholar for Tyras which must
anyway be revised by adding the stamps published by
Avachian, inaccessible to the scholar before mentioned
see p. 127, note 3. For Histria, cf. V. Canarache, op. cit.,
p- 359 and p. 392. For Tomis the situation was established
by M. Gramatopol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea, op. cit., p. 48.
Calculating the figure for Bizone it clearly appeared to us
that the percentages of Salnikov, loc. cit., for Odesus like
those of V. Canarache, based only on K. Shkorpil’s
work, op. cit., p. 392, are wrong. This error was taken over
in our work about the amphora stamps from Tomis.
Both scholars have given for Odesus a figure based on the
total of the material existing in the collections of the Varna
Museum. But this reflects the situation of the collection,
not of Odesus as an import centre whose percentage is
necessarily different. In establishing the percentages for
Bizone and Odesus we have used the information specified
in tl.n_e bibliography mentioned in the notes 9 and 12. The

# We follow here the method of calculation nged by

d was exactly the same, followed now for Callatis
and formerly for Tomis.

i
!

AMPHORA STAMPS FROM CALLATIS AND SOUTH DOBRUD.

(aa./ ',
Tyras Histria Tomis Callatis Bizone Odesus
THASOS 84 309 202  33.0(31.2) 1.7 327
SINOPE 257 382 260  43.4(47) 319 186
holucrods WIRHODES 418  15.1 33.5 5.5(5.4) 1.7 333
HERACLEA 7.9 37 8.7 8.3(8) 39.4 8.6
CHERSONESE 2.0 39 - 4.7(3.8) 2.1 2.3
PAROS —  below1 — 2.7(2) 2.1 1.5
CNIDUS 45 5.8 8.7 1.2(1) 2.1 1.5
cos 9.7 2.3 29 1.2(1.3) — 1.5
#3 o 7660 Q@7 nq JR¥

The comparison among these centres brings, in the present stage of our knowledge, some
interesting data. At Callatis like at Histria in the first rank are the imports from Sinope
followed by Thasos. The secondary role of Rhodes is striking ; it comes after Heraclea Pontica
whereas at Histria the Rhodian trade plays for all that an important role. The trade with
Sinope was very important at Bizone, that is coming second after Heraclea Pontica.

Now it is obvious that at Callatis and at Histria thesituation is more different than sup-
posed as compared to the situation of Tomisand Tyras %, where Rhodes is dominant followed
by Sinope, closely in the case of Tomis, remotely in the case of Tyras. In this last cen-
tre the trade with Thasos has a quite remote position in contrast with Tomis on whose mar-
ket the Thasians also played an important role. On the other hand, at Odesus the position
of the Sinopean trade, which on the basis of a wrong calculation of the percentages, now
corrected, appeared as equal with that of Rhodes and Thasos, remains fairly behind these
centres.

As concerns Callatis we must underline the quite unimportant role played by Cnidus
whose stamps are coming after those of Chersonese and even of Paros.

These are for the moment the formal differences suggested by the comparison of the
percentages which reflect the specific weight of the imports from one centre or an other in
the economy of the Greek cities on the western coast of the Pontus Euxinus in a period
when stamps were applied on jars. Certainly we speak about the classic and hellenistic periods
because the amphora stamps of Roman times are extremely rare on the western coast of the
Black Sea and seem to be quite lacking at Callatis 5.

We shall try now a more adequate understanding of the economic phenomenon,
considering it in the light of the chronology of thestamps wherever this was possible to be esta-
blished. It is true that in the future great progress is to be made in the sense of a more
precise dating of the stamps and of checking the present datings on the one hand, and in
establishing chronological series for the stamps with known or unknown centres of prod-
uction, on the other hand. Unfortunately from this point of view the Callatian material cannot
bring its expected contribution because we have no possibility to apply the stratigraphic
method 81

We have shown at proper place that, except some pieces *, the amphora stamps discovered
at Callatis, have no indication as to where they weie found and that the numerous lot gathered

4 Cf. M. Gramatopol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea, op. cit.,
p. 49, is to be revised in the sense of those before mentio-
ned Our image of this problem at Callatis was at that
time too vague; as regards Odesus we were thoroughly

before p.128, note 13, for Odesus. Cf. further'p.142, note 82.
81 We have tried to apply at Tomis, cf. M. Gramato-
pol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea, op. cit., pp. 43—46.
8 See the stamps before mentioned atp. 129 (and
also the note 23) which are marked in the catalogue +Man-

wrong.
¥0 Ibidem, p. 47, note 18and p. 61, no. 97, for Tomis. See  galia 1962 s.
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on the occasion of the works in the stadium and in the surrounding park was mingled in t?xe
ensemble of the collection. Also due to this fact, we were not able to use this rich ma.tet:lal
in order to obtain new data about the topography of the ancient town, as we have tried
to do at Tomis 3.

Even so, on the basis of the chronological data available in other cities where.stamped
amphorae were found, we shall try to draw a sketch, indispensable for historical interpret-
ation. We intend to establish the period and the quantity of the imports from. one cen-
tre or another, evidently in comparison with the same data of other centers. This {nves:tl-
gation will be made for every center apart in order to obtain a final balance sheet. Ths inquiry
is important not only for Callatis but also for the study of the other exporting centers as well
as their dialectics of economy on the same market. After all, the comparison with the ofher
importing towns will help us to draw a more actual representation of the -trade relétlons
in the western area of the Pontus Euxinus in the IV*"—I"centuries B. C. The material discov-
ered at Callatis being very rich in comparison with that of the Greek colonies of the western
coast of the Black Sea, the presence of some “novelties” in this numerous lot is quite natural.

A considerable number of stamps have new names of producers, astynoms and epo-
nyms, or new combinations of names and symbols, or other new elements; such stamps
were not listed in the principal works used as current bibliography of the catalogue®. The
purpose of this article is not to study these stamps; the rich bibliography was consequently
not exhausted in order to verify whether similar pieces were elsewhere discovered. We believe
however useful to put them in relief in the pages dedicated to the chronology.

We begin the analysis before annouced with the stamps from Thasos, in the same order
of the centers as in the catalogue. The Thasian stamps are considered to be produced begin-
ning with the V** century till the 11", perhaps I* century B.C. . In the lot from Callatis
here published, the most ancient stamps dated in the V** — IV™ centuries B. C. are lac-
king. From the old lot are also lacking the stamps having as symbol the kneeling Herakles
shooting his bow, that were dated on the basis of the analogy with Thasian coins of the
same type around 390 B. C. and the stamps with the legend on three rows that were dated
immediately after 370 B. C.®. According to an opinion®, the Thasian stamps with legend
on three rows were applied on amphorae before 390 B. C. that is before the type with kneeling
Herakles ; other scholars date them in the second half of the IV'" century 58, )

The Thasian jars arrived at Callatis are of common types, with symbol, ethnicon and
one or rarely two proper names from the second and third (only few pieces) groups, dated
respectively between 350—270 and 270—220 B. C.%® This dating is to be cautiously
considered®. In fact this is of no practical use. The second group coincides with the datings
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clear. The question is what happened after the beginning of the second century. The sealing
would have continued by the circular stamps dated between the III'* —I"* centuries B. C.%, but
also between the IV*® —III'® cénturies B. C.¢2. These were found at Callatis, but are they
really produced by Thasos? Our opinion cannot be conclusive; in any case some of the cir-
cular stamps could be of Thasian origin. As concerns their dating, in our opinion, the doubt
is no more possible. Circular stamps were found at Seuthopolis and were stratigraphically
dated for the end of the IV" century and in the III"® century B. C.3, In the excava-
tions at Histria these appeared in the level superposed on the fortifications built in the V"
century B. C. ®. This level is dated before the end of the IV'"" century B. C.%, confirming
in this way the early date of the stamps, before proposed.

Most of the Thasian stamps (except some pieces, nos. 6, 9, 10, 102—103, 105, 194)
belong to the category with symbol, ethnicon and proper name. The exceptions are rare also
in the old lot ®. We suppose they can be dated in the second half of the IV** century and
generally in the III'* century B. C.

The following items from our catalogue, nos. 2, 3, 4, 12, 17, 19, 20, 21, 29, 30, 31,
36, 37, 42, 43, 46—49, 50-51, 52, 54, 72, 73, 74, 80, 87, 88, 89, 91, 92, 93, 96, 98, 99,
100, 102—103, 108, 109—112, 113, 114—115, 123—124, 125, 127, 167—170, 173, 174, 175,
200, 203, 204, 205, 209, 210, 211, that is 52 stamps, have combinations symbol + producer
unknown in this region and even not listed in the corpus of Thasian-stamps. The stamps
no. 6 and no. 129 are quite unknown. We mention also the stamps nos. 184, 185 which

have analogies in Bon {without the monogram,@ Jand the stamp no. 186 of the same pro-

ducer whose symbol, the cock, is unknown ; this piece has too the monogram R . The stamps,

nos. 297—300, Thasian by the clay, are anepigraphic and unknown to Bon®’.

The most frequent names on the Thasian stamps discovered at Callatis are : [Tv3{wv 19(30)%8,
Xatpéag 10, Oedmopmos 9(12), 'ISvadns 8(9), Anudlens 7(11), Zdrupes 7(8), Kiredatpatos 7,
*Apiotopdvns 6(9), *Apiatédixes 6, Morbwy 6, Kiyeis 5(10), Aéadxos 5.

Sinope is the best represented center on the Callatian market : 298 stamps out of 395
in the catalogue were distributed in the chronological groups established by B. N. Grakov®®. As
consequence of a minute analysis of the Sinopean stamps, a new divison in groups was

tried on the basis of a revised chronology, but this seems to have not the chance to meet the
general consent of the scholars™.

$1 Anne-Marie Bon and Antoine Bon, op. cif., p. 35

nographie des timbres amphoriques, la représentation des
and p. 43. i

statues, in Travaux du centre d’archéologie méditeranéenne

of the stamps without symbols, at Apollonia. The almost running writing admitted for the
third group is to our mind a little earlier. The IV*" group dated between 220—180 is not very

3 M. Gramatopol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea, op. cit., pp.,
42-43. See also M. Gramatopol, Un port comercial la
Callatis, in Revista Muzeelor, 1966, no. 4, pp-335—2336.

*¢ See the list of abbreviations at the beginning of the
catalogue.

8 Recently. Iulia Krushkol, Kieiivenmsie augopst
u ur usyvenue ¢ CCCP, in Klio, 41, 1963, pp. 272—274.

¢ E. M. Shtaerman, op. cif., p. 35 (apud Grakov),
see also V. Canarache, op. cit., pp. 38—37; cf. D. B. She-
lov. lepasuuveckue xaeiima ua pacxonos @anazopuu, in
MIA, 57, 1956, pp. 129—133, who dates both types in
the second quarter of the 1VtP century. The remote anti-
quity of the Thasian jars was stratigraphicaly verified

in 1949 at Phanagoria where they appeared together with
Chian amphorae, M. M. Kobilina, Packonxu ¢ Q@axzopuu
in KS, 37, 1951, p. 234. See at I. Krushkol, op. cit., p. 273
and other examples for the dating in the stratigraphic
contexts of certain Thasian stamps in the IVth century.

57 The hypothesis of their earlier dating belongs to
Virginia Grace; for the dating before 390 B. C., see V.
Canarache op. cit., p. 37.

88 Theophil Ivanov, op. cit., p. 261, no. 762.

5 For these chronological groups see V. Canarache
op. cit., pp. 36—39 and fig. 19, p. 38.

8 See the very cautious datings for Thasos in V. Ef-
timie, op. cit., pp. 199—200 and for the bibliography the
note 9, p. 199.

%3 A. Balkanska, op. cit., in e Izvestiia-Varnas, 14,
1963, pp. 35—37; see chiefly E. M. Shtaerman. op. cit.,
pp- 46—48, other assigning but the same early dating
(IVth century B. C.).

63 A. Balkanska, Die Handelbezichungen von Seutho-
polis, in AAPh, Sofia, 1963, p. 56.

% As to the dating of these stamps, Maria Coja was
very kind to inform us that at Histria they appear in the
sector Z, in contexts da tedat the end of the IVtR century,
continuing also to be present in the I11T9 century.

¢ M. Coja, Zidul de apdrare al cetdfii Histria si impre-
jurdrile istorice ale distrugerii lui in sec. IV f.e.n. in SCIV,
XV, 1964, pp. 383—398; cf. D. M. Pippidi, Strdinii de
peste mdri, in the volume D. M. Pippidi, D. Berciu, Istoria
Dobrogei, 1, pp. 215—218 and mainly p. 218, the note 149.

% Th. Sauciuc-Siveanu,ins Dacias,1I, p. 129, no. 1,
p- 131, no. 3.

o Zofia Szetyllo, Quelques problémes relatifs & Iico-

de I'Académic Polonaise des Sciences, vol. 3, pp. 46—80
and Idem, Quelgues remarques en marge des éludes sur I'ico-
nographie des timbres amphoriques grecs, in Mélanges
offerts & K. Michatowski, Warsaw, 1966, pp. 669—674.
® The first figure indicates the number of types, the
second, in round brackets, the number of pieces.
% B. N. Grakov, [l peane-2pevecxue K.eima ¢ uvenasu
acmunomos, Moscow, 1928,
79 V. I. Tzehmistrenko, K eonpocy o nepuoduaayuu
Kepau uz Kaedm, in SA, 1958,no. 1, p.
56; Idem, C Kepa. Kteilua ¢ wmenami
20HYApHYZ Macmepos, in SA, 1960, no. 3 p. 68 and follow.
About these studies sce the critical examination of I. B.
Brashinski, }'cnexu xepamuvecxoil anuzpagusu. in SA.
1961, no. 2, pp. 301—302. Recently, V. I. Tzchmis-
trenko, O npunadaesicHocmu GMOPHT Uster 8 cuHoncKux
Kaeimaz, in NE, VII, 1968, pp. 23— 36, gives a synopsis of
producers, astynoms and symbols on Sinopean amphorac.

i
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More sure are, to our opinion, the observations about the dates of the beginning and the end
[ the production of this important center. Thus, it seems, as Grakov himself has shown, that
1e stamping of the jars begins at Sinope in the middle of the IV*" century B. C. and not
t its end ™. This new dating is especially important for the first group and perhaps for the
:cond, at least for a part of the stamps from the second group as recently certified by the
ratigraphical data ™. In the case of the VI group, its lower chronological limit is to be
stablished in the II"* century B.C. and consequently a number of its stamps must receive
ther datings ™.

Surely such classifications are to be continuously improved by their checking *with ma-
rrials resulting from excavations, found in well dated levels, and with their sequence in
1ccessive archaeological levels. The data supplied by the present classification are not considered
s absolute. The fact that we cannot verify them in the very numerous lot from Callatis
oes not impede us to analyse the situation of the imports from Sinope in the light of
1s classification. ’

The Sinopean lot from Callatis is divided in groups as follows :

" group 270—220 = 26 pieces
I . 220—-180= 14 ,,
v . 180—150 =176 .,
\ . 150—120= 62 ,,
vi* , 120—70= 20

Three facts concerning the chronology are very important : the imports from Sinope
ppear on the Callatian market before the middle of the III" century B. C. but are scanty
i1 180 B. C.; after this date they are numerous in the period 180—150 which comprises
0% of the dated material; after 150, a sudden reduction takes place and becomes more
rominent during 120—70 B. C. The, situation is different at Histria where the imports
ere intensified after 180 B. C., remaining relatively high in the following two periods ™.

Even should we not be inclined to take as absolute the statistical data resulting from
he. application of B. N. Grakov’s classification still it seems to us that both the great flour-
shing of the period 180—150 B. C. and the sudden decline after this date are facts to which
‘e must pay attention; in the final part of this analysis we shall return to their significances.

™ B. N. Grakov, Kauencxoe 20pod i
» poduwe Ha [lnenpe, other groups to follow the changed dates of the first and
'u;':e\. 33. 1954, pp. 90~91 and idem, Kaeiluenas Ke. second group; in fact the datation is absolute only for
:mom @8 mapa_anozu aa. xax a3 the first group. Following the Grakov’s chronology, the
pus np ipt), p. scholar must however to take into account the Brashins-

u m , (.
3, quoted from 1. B. Brashinski, op. cit., p. 301, note 73,

* As for exemple, recently, V. I. Pruglo, Cunoncxue
ufiopusie RKaeilua us Mupmesus, in KS, 109, 1967,
p- 42—48. Considering the stratigraphical observations
1ade at Olbia, 1. B. Brashinski, Kounaexc xpogeathoii
spenuys u3 p Oavsuilcxoil azopw 1959 —1960,
U Oateus, Moscow-Leningrad, 1964, pp. 285—313, has
ated the first group between 360—330 and the second
roup between 320—270 B. C. This established, the same

. uthor, % ue ceasu C ¢ IV—II gs. do
.9, in il eopod, M , 1963, p. 133 pro-
oses a mew chronology for all the Grakov groups
hich be maintains as such. In the absolute chro-

. ol?,gy the groups could be dated as follows: I 360—
=320; 11 320—270; 111 270—220; 1V 220—183; V
33—150; VI 150— 100 B.C.In our opinion the main draw-
ack of this chronology is the stopping of the stamping
rocess at Sinope around 100 B. C. in order to oblige the

ki’s new data. A summary of the recent opinions in this
matter, at V. Eftimie-Andronescu, fncercdri de schimbare
a cromologiei amforelor din Sinope, paper presented in
1968 at the Archaeological Institute. Only firm strati-
graphical data could decide about the justness of these
solutions and about the detail changes to be done in the
chronological groups, as for instance the transfer of cer-
tain stamps from one group to another.

73 V. Grace, Pnyx: Stamped Wine Jar Fragments,
in Hesperia, suppl. X, 1956, p. 165, no. 194. See I. B. Bra-
shinski, op. cit., p. 301, the note 75 (the dissertation of
A. A. Neihardt). The difference between the Vi
and the VI*® groups would disappear in that case.

™ V. Canarache, op. cit., pp. 183—188; V. Eftimie,
op. cit., in ¢ Dacia », N. S., I11, 1959, pp. 198—199 indica-
tes the highest freq y of Sinopean stamps in the
groups V and VI (particularly in the last). For Tomis see
M. Gramatopol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea, op. ¢it., pp. 49—50.

.~
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Among the numerous Sinopean stamps from Callatis there are many pieces less known
till now. Most of them have known producers unattested for the group in which the stamp
was classified on the basis of the astynom’s name. For these pieces we give in round brac-
kets the groups in which producers with the same names were attested.

Second group : nos. 301 (IV, V, VI), 306 (IV, V, VI), 307 (IV), 309 (I, IIL, V), 311 (V),
312 (IV, V, VI), 313 (IV), 316 (III, IV, V, VI), 318—320 (IV—-V), 326 (III). Two stamps
found at Callatis have the unattested till now patronymic of a known astynom : nos. 303
*Amoddiviog 705 “Iotpwves; 321 Edydpratos Tob Atovusiov.

Third group : nos. 327 (VI), 328 (IV, VI), in Grakov at nominative. The stamp no. 333 has
monogram, in Grakov it is without symbol and monogram.

Fourth group : nos. 355—356 (I, 379 (V), 397 (I, I11, V), 398 (I, 111, V), 399—400 (V), 409 (II, III,
V), 426 (11, I1I), 427 —429 (I, 111, V), 430, 439, 440 (V), 450 (I, V), 486—487 (V). The novelty of,
some stamps is a symbol unknown at the respective astynom : nos. 446, 451, 463 —470, 471—-472,
473, 484, 494, 511, 512 (11, III), 513, 514, 515—516. The Sinopean lot from Callatis gives in the
fourth group the producer KMwv, absent if not hidden by ‘Hgamxdéwv (in Grakov), nos. 385,
410, 441, (?). Very important is the stamp no. 420 with the unknown astynom “Aorwv to whom
is added the same producer, K\éwv. The producer Ktmyouwhic attested by the item 491 is un-
known. To some astynoms the Callatian material gives their patronymics, nos. 482 ‘Estialos 6
Opaf0194nov] 1 ; 500 Kpatlorapyos 6 Mévaves ; 503 Mntpiddms 8 "Aptat ; 508 Mudtiadng § Teradvipon ;
and 509, the same astynom with another producer. Several problems, vague in Grakov, are
precised in the light of this material, nos : 448, 525—528, 529, 545—547, 548—549, 550—551.
Fifth group : nos. 517, 530 (IV), 534 (II, IV), 562 (IV), 569 (VI). The stamp no. 552 attests
the patronymic of an astynom who in Grakov has no patronymic. Unfortunately the name
cannot be completed. At nos. 577 and 578 the patronymic of the astynom ITudéypnatos is more
probably *Amoaavidyg.

Sixth group : nos. 581 (IV), 586 (V) and 596 which gives an unknown symbol for the respective
astynom.

Among all the producers’ stamps only Nixwv, no. 621, is unknown. There are also
among the incomplete undated stamps several which seem to have some novelties, but it
is not the case to list them here.

The Rhodian stamps are not so numerous at Callatis and, as we have shown, few pieces
are datable on the basis of the eponym’s name . We have not used here the dating by the jars
profiles, or by the handles which would place the stamps in a group or another . In final
the corpus must complete in this direction too, this preliminary publication. On the other hand
such dating has no chance to be sure as long as we have only fragments of handles, often

unconclusive as concerns their general shape. The situation of the dated stamps is:

IV*® century B. C.

end of the IV'® begin. of the III® century 2

280-—220
220—180
“180—150
150—100

™ In the catalogue, nos. 725, 733 (IVth century);
698 —699 (end of the IV'E century —I1Ifd century); 712,
(280—-220) ; 696, 705, 708, 709, 710, 730 (220—180).
714, 726 (180-150) ; 702, 703, 707, 718 (150 — 100).

¢ V. Grace, The Eponyms Named on Rhodian Amphora

S pieces (nos. 725, 733, 777—779?)
1 piece
7 pieces
2
4

”
”

A}
Stamps, in Hesperia, XXII, 1953, 2, pp. 116—128, pl.
42: 1° group— IVth cent.; IIfd group — II179 cent.;
111" group—1I® cent. B. C., used, for instance, by

21 lezkanska. op. cit., in Apzeoaoeus, IV, 1962, 4, pp.
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Tt is impossible to consider in parallel, as it was done for Tomis 77, the Rhodian a:nd
nopean activities on the Callatian market, due to the scanty n.umber of. dated Rhoﬁan
amps ; it is obvious however that the Sinopean imports are dominant 'whnlst the Rhodian
e very low in general 8. With reserve as to the dating of other Rhodian stamps, we can
ake some remarks. So, the early presence of the ware from this center at Callatis is worth
entioning ™. During the period 280—220 only one piece is listed which pefhaps comes
ter ®. The most important number of dated Rhodian stamps is to be placed during 220-—. 180
. C., that is in the most intense period of the Rhodian trade, which is follow.:.'ed by a shgl'xt
scline in the next 80 years: between 180—100 B. C. 6 stamps are dated instead of 7 in
te previous period. . ?

The Rhodian novelties discovered at Callatis also require scholars’ attention. Their early
spearance in this city, on the one hand, and the fact that the amphora stamps from the
tpansion period of the Rhodian trade as well as those of the later period are genefally :,vell
aown, on the other hand, evince the possibility that a great part of these novelties might
: dated in the IV*" century B. C. and eventually between 320—280 B.C. .

Among the stamps with eponyms there are some novelties in the case of 13 pieces.
rom these, 6 pieces have complete names, nos: 711, 'Aptetévexos s 713, *Appla; 715, Aapbvexos 3
28729, Anpitpiog with the eponym IMpérapyos; 736, ‘Hpayépeg. Other two names are
ot sure, nos. 717, AmqEvdva 1A ; 720, 'Iactudevc. On the stamp no. 734 we read &ri .Ala
wvpovo?, perhaps two names, while other four stamps give only the beginning of their na-
tes, nos. 706, 'Apotay. .. ; 722—723, 'Ix...; 732, ®te. Two stamps, nos. 703 and 704
ave other months for their known eponyms.

To the list of producers drawn up by Virginia Grace some new names are to be added :
0s. 742—743, 'AvéSwv; 744, "Ayy. .. II; 750, 751, 752, three variants with Botoxos ; 753,
‘cTAa, in two rows in a circular stamp; 755, Anufitpros; 760 (and perhaps 761), Ebgov®!;
69, if it will be verified Mixdow, corruption from Muxtwv; 791, 792, dinnrog®?, 793, DurbSapo3
nd 794, ®pactias. .

If for Heraclea Pontica the beginning of the stamping is accepted to be the first h?lf
f the IV'™® century B. C. or even the end of the V' century ®, and the close of its
ommercial activity after the middle of the III™ century %, it would be difficult to make a
hronologic classification without complete jars ® . In fact the two chronological groups esta-

7M. Gramatopol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea, op. cit., p. 49.  op. cil., it seems that they lack also at Histria, cf. V. Ca
™ The Sinopean percentage of 43.4 compared with the narache, op. cif., pp. 272—273. .
-hodian 5.5 is eloquent. In spite of this Rhodes played 81 At the stamp no. 761 the completion is very prob-
prominent part in the stamped amphorae trade in the able: a second line was certainly at the left and at the
lack Sea, see for exemple D. B. Shelov, K ucmopuu right of the symbol. .
1a3eli aatunucmuvecxozo Bocnopa ¢ Podocou, in, SA, 8 A stamp with the inscription [DIJAIIIIIOY is
{XVHI, 1958, pp. 333—336; I. Krushkol, Ocnosxme known as found at Romula, cf. D. Tudor, Comunicdri
YHKMu U Hanpasaenus mopzoesu Cesepnozo ITpuvepno-  epigafice, 1V, in SCIV, 17, 1966, 3, p. 598, no. 13, fig.
opss ¢ Pod 8 a4 yo snory, in VDI, 25/12; idem, Oltenia romand, 3, p. 504, no. 161 and p. 122
| 957, 4, pp. 110—115; Idem, op. cit., in Klio, 41, dated in the 1Ind—I1I*d cent. Between this stamp and the
| 963, pp. 277-280. Callatian stamp which is surely Rhodian is an entirely
™ In the same sense was, at the National Conference coincidental occurrence.
or archaeology held in Iagi in 1968, C. Preda’s speech 83 . B. Brashinski, op. cit., in SA, 1961, 2, pp. 301—
:ased on the material resulted from underwater, archaeco- —302; I. S. Krushkol, op. cif., pp. 275—276. X
2gical researches. For the datings we have used V. Gra- 8¢ Cf, further the note 86, I. S. Krushkol, loc. cit. and
€'s additional list of 1961. Until the Histrian lot will be V. Eftimie, op. cif., in « Dacia s, N. S., I1I, 1959, p. 201,
eexamined and completed with the stamps discovered the first dates them in [Vth—II%d cent., the second in
fter 1954 (V. Eftimie-Andronescu is preparing this mate- IVtb—[II8d,
ial), we have an impression that there are not Rhodian ® An exception at Callatis could be the two amphorae
tamps from IVth cent., or in every case they are veryrare. mentioned by V. Canarache, op. cit., p. 193, but at the
% We note that at Tomis no stamp from this period  p. 191 it is specified that these were found somewhere
vas registered, cf. M. Gramatopol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea, mnear Callatis.

17 AMPIIORA STAMPS FROM CALLATIS AND SOUTH DOBRUDJA 143

19.(%>
blished, which are to be revised today in the light of the new datings, comprise five types

of amphorae : three types dated between 350—300 and two types between 300—250%. As
concerns the stamps, we do not know whether they were or not classified in chronological
groups. s

Consequently the material from-Callatis can be generally dated in the IV*" century
B. C. and in the first half of the III"* century. The stamps which seem to be less known are
frequent in the last group. There are new names, some to be left still in capital letters : nos.
811, 812, 813, 814, 819—820, 825, 830, 832, 839, 840, 841, 844, 847, 848, 830, 851, 853,
855, 857, 862. Tree stamps (nos. 865—867) are anepigraphic, but on the basis of their particul-
arities are to be classified with much probability also at Heraclea Pontica.

The amphorae from Chersonese have recently been precised 87. The stamps were clas-
sified in four chronological groups in which also we shall try to distribute the pieces listed in
the following catalogue 8. There is also a short chronology which melts into one group the
former II™ and III* groups; it is dated in the second half of the IIL™ century to the be-
ginning of the II ™ century , that is within the same limits as the former second and third
group, cancelling only the- differences of detail ¢,

The Callatian material is divided as follows: - )

Second group : nos. 874, 875—877, 893, 896—900, 902, 903, 905, 906.
Fhird group : nos. 873, 878—880, 881—883, 888, 901. o

The stamps nos. 890—891, theoretically classified in the I* — II™ groups, were assi-
gned by us to the second group because the stamps from the first group are lacking at Callatis.
The stamp no. 892, attested for the III"* — I* groups was assigned to the III" group.
Taking into account the dated stamps we have the following situation :

second group 250—260 : 16 pieces

third group  200—180 * 10 pieces

We can conclude that the ware from ‘Chersonese does not appear on the Callatian mar-
ket before 250 B. C. and that the imports from this center cease towards 180 B. C.

For the centers which follow, the chronology is not yet well established®. As concerns
the amphorae from Cnidus and Cos a late dating (II" — I® century) was proposed ; but Cni-
dus begins the stamping in the III™ century B. C. ®, The stamping at Paros could be da-
ted, as it was proposed, in the IIT" century and ‘at the beginning of the II*! century B.C.®
Such hesitations are quite natural because the material is not abundant and serious obser-
vation is still required. These centers had not played an important role in the Callatian trade
but, if a late dating was accepted, in a period when the stamping was less used, the general
picture would have to be corrected a little. As regards Cnidus and Cos, especially in the case
of the last, amphorae or amphora fragments are easy to recognize, so their searching in the

¢ 1. B. Zeest, O munaz gepakaeicsuz augiop, in KS, 0 \We have not a special work about these amphorae
é;‘:il, 1949, pp. 47—48 based on the works of B. N. or a chronology in detail ; the corpus of the Coan amphora
ov.

% K. B. Ah Augp ) e stamps will be prepared by Virginia Grace.
¢ 70 K. B. ADmerov, Opbt OpesHez peveckozo JAep- %1 For Cnidus see the bibliogrphy at V. Eftimic, op.
coneca, in VDL, 1947, 1, pp. 160—176; see LS. Krush- it in o Dacia s, N, S., 111, 1959, pp. 200—201 and e
kol, op. cit., pp. 276—277 and other references. Long 18; cf. V. Canarache, op. cit., pp. 282 —285. For Cos sce
before them G. Cantacuzino, op. cit., RHSEE, 1935, E. M. Shtaerman, op. cit., pp. 39—49 and V. Canarache,
gg;é?-slo- no. XVI, justly classified a stamp at this o cir., pp. 277—279. A corpus of Cnidiag amphorae is
P . also ¥ to be realized in the future, cf. V. Grace, in
R. B. A‘:{»’: erov, Oﬂ:"{,";;’;“;g:’: :A;f;"aggf;'?,'; Year-book of the American Philosophical Socicty, 1959,
P » . . 4, pp. 23.
8 About this chronology proposed by A. A. Neihardt PP- 472—477.
in a dissertation yet unpublished, see I. B. Brashinski, 9 1. B. Zcest, ITapoccxas avfopa, in KS, XLVIII,
op. cit., p. 303. 1952, pp. 120—-121.
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excavations is to be done in the future, in order to take them into account for a more complete
pi f the imports.

pmturle{e:uming ncI:w to the Callatian material, it is to be mentioned as less usual the stamp
no. 938 from Paros which has the inscription [T APA. The last letter may be also A. In every

form and the clay of the handle are Parian.

e txl the material frogx’l Cnidus in the catalogue (nos. 939—949) is new and to some mea;
sure uncertain, except no. 946. The determination was made on the basis of stimps and o
the clay. Surely, we must be cautious in the case of this center. ) ) .

Tie Coanystamps bring novelties with nos. 950, 951, 954, 959. Attention must be paid
to the monograms which are very rare or even unattested on the double han'c'iles.

From the group of various unidentified centers we mention the "Fretp.n stamps nos.
1083—1084 and 1094—1095, and the stamp from Abydos, no. 1103, Whlcl:l complete the pic-
ture of the exporting centers on the Callatian market. Chronologically the circular stamps div-
ided in fields are dated in the IV**—III"® centuries B. C. The stamps nos. 1036—1038,
are rather strange : they have signs impossible to explain. . .

Stamps frfm Callitis imitating the Rhodian stamps were recorded in th.e htera:ture of
the problem on the occasion of the publishing of a stamp with a difficult reading VYhICh was
considered Geto-Dacian®. This stamp, found at Cetiteni, belongs to the same fa.m'nly‘ as the
stamps from Cabyle and Delos™, but the stamps nos. 1036—1038 found .at Ce}llatn.s }mxtate,
at least the first two items, the stamps with monograms®. The third piece 1s difficult to
classify but it seems to be similar with the two stamps just mentioned than with those from
Cetiteni, Cabyle and Delos. For the moment it is quite impossible to have for t.hese three
items a satisfactory exegesis. Even it is to be specified that these stamps ;are neither from
the family of Getic anepigraphic stamps put on amphorae which imitate in g.l‘eat number
the Rhodian amphorae, a material which is now well known*® , and which was discussed long
time ago *, nor from the class of Getic stamps with human representations *®. From a formal
standpoint there are three main categories of imitations of the Greek stamps:

1 — anepigraphic, with the variant of human representations;

2 — illegible, put, as the first, on amphorae imitating the Rhodian amphorae ; they are
similar with the rectangular stamps; )

3 — deriving from the stamps with monograms, like those discovered at Callatis.

As to the first category, they are now undeniably considered as Getic, belonging to we.ll
delimited cultural zones like the Walachian plain, where also were discovered the Getic
cups with relief decoration ® and the coins of the type Virteju-Bucharest 1%.

93 V. Eftimie-Andronescu, Stampild pe o amford de
productie locald cu imitarea literelor grecesti, in SCIV, 18,
1967, 3, pp. 401 —420, cf. p. 415 (information from M.
Gramatopol) and p. 417.

°4 A. Balkanska, M. u fJUR Ha epeyxu am-
gopa nevam, in Apreosoeus, V, 1963, 4.p. 42—43, un-
known to V. Eftimie-Andronescu. In theory a local pro-
duction is more probable at Cabyle than at Cetateni. For
the piece found at Delos see V. Grace, Timbres ampho-
riques trouvés & Délos, in BCH, LXXIV, 1952, II, pp.
§30-531; V. Eftimie-Andronescn, op. cit., p. 414.

% In the catalogue, nos. 1028—1034.

% D. Tudor, Amforele grecesti stampilate in Moldova,
Muntenia si Oltenia, In Arheologia Moldovei, V, 1967,
Pp- 37-79.

%" D. Tudor, Amfore elenistice descoperite tn adincul
teritoriului R.P.R. (Referat asupra legdturilor economice

tntre cetdfile sclavagiste grecesti §i triburile dintre Carpafi
si Dundre), In Studii §i referate privind istoria R.P.R.,
1, Bucharest, 1954, pp. 81—88; V. Canarache, op. cif.,
p- 383—390; V. Eftimie, op. cil., in ¢ Dacia ’, lll,‘l959.
pp. 205—211, the last two works were based in tlug res-
pect on the manuscript of D. Tudor, afterwards published
in Arheologia Moldovei, V.

98 Al Vulpe, Reprezentdri simane pe cupele getice de
la Popesti, in SCIV, 16, 1965, 2, pp- 347—-‘3'48.

9 Ir. Casan-Franga, Contribufii cu privire la cunoaste-
vea ceramicii geto-d Cupele deliene getice pe teritoriul
Romaniei, in Arheologia Moldovei, V, pp. 7—34. .

100 C, Preda, Monedele geto-dacice de tip Virteju-
Bucuresti, in SCN, V, (in press).y Clearly defined by
these three aspects of the material culture, the population
of the south Romania in the 114 —I*t cent. B. C. seems to
be strongly hellenised, attaining a high level of develop-
ment.

-

I
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The second category is not to be considered Getic on the whole. These stamps are
now known in the Greek world at Delos and Callatis 1%, in the Thracian world at Cabyle. %2,
a very important center, in Dobrudja at Costinesti % and Albesti !, consequently the argu-
ment that they are not known in the south of the Danube is no more valid. The stamp
found at Cetiteni-Muscel is not an unicum among the stamps discovered there or in.other
Geto-Dacian sites in the north of the Danube 1. This piece may be Getic but it does not mean
that all the similar stamps found in such different places are produced in the Geto-Dacian
world. When the problem will be reexamined, it would be also necessary to take into account
the possibility that these amphorae had been produced by several centers in the period succeed-
ing to the flourishing of the Rhodian trade. Some stamps from this category could be
at last theoretically considered as produced by Rhodes in a period when stamping was

diminishing and becdming in every way unofficial. The fact does not prevent us to label them
as pseudo-Rhodian stamps.

As regards the third category which has given rise to the present classification, an attempt
to a complex discussion is difficult because we are unable to precise even the centers producing
eventually the prototypes. Part of the stamps with monograms was allotted to Thasos as
similar with the circular stamps divided in fields or with the circular stamps with monograms ¢ ;
the south Thracian world could be considered as a possible origin of these-pieces 197,

The question is if in the case of the imitated stamps we could not suppose even a Cal-
latian origin. Nothing more natural than this question. It is well known that the cereals and
the wines played a main role in the life of the Callatians and were the support of the develop-
ment and of the flourishing of the town in the long period of its ancient history.

Let us refer only to this last produce ; there are known many monetary issues represent-
ing Dionysos 1% whose popular worship is attested by the epigraphic sources%, It is clear
that Dionysos and Demeter, seriously competing with .Herakles, the mythic founder of Cal-
latis and of its metropolis 1%, are two of the most popular deities of the Callatian pantheon.

We think that the wine production was considerable and consequently the need of
amphorae for its sale was proportional. So, an amphorae production at Callatis appears
as necessary, but, if theoretically its existence could be accepted, the material proof is yet

lacking because we have no Callatian amphora stamp to certify the difference between the
local production and the imported amphorae.

101 In the catalogue, nos. 1104 —1106. 108 B, Pick, Die antiken Manzen Nord Griechenlands,

198 Without listing here the bibliography for this cen-
ter, we sent to the very instructive outline of L. Robert,
which deals with the relations among Byzantion, Seutho-
polis and Cabyle, in the volume, Les stdles funeraires
du Byzance gréco-romain (in collaboration with N. Firatli),
Paris, 1964, pp. 156—158.

103 In the catalogue, no. 1170.

104 In the catalogue, no. 1178.

1% It is difficult to recognize this stamp among those
published by D. Tudor, op. cit., in Arhkeologia Moldovei

1, Die Manzen von Dacien und Moesien, 1, Berlin, 1898,
pp. 100—101, nos. 217—224 a, Gh. Pocnaru Bordea,
op. cit., in SCN, 1V, 1968, pp. 103—123. An interpretation
in this sense in C. Moisil, Introducere in numismatica
Dobrogei, in the volume, Dobrogea, cincizeci de ani de viajd
romdneascd, Bucharest, 1928, p. 173; D. M. Pippidi, op.
cit., in Istoria Dobrogei, 1., pp. 193—194. Generally about
this problem, L. Lacroix, Les types des monnaies grec-
ques et leurs significations écomomiques, in Congresso inter-
ionale di oAt

V, 1967. It could be one of the two stamps supposed by
the author to be local stamps imitating greek stamps, nos.
108109, at p. 67. It is absolutely sure that it is not one
of the local stamps, pp. 76—78, nos. 170—199. It is not
impossible to be among those Rhodian stamps which re-
mained undeciphered.

108 See, for exemple, A. Balkanska, op cit., in AAPh,
Sofia, 1963, p. 53 and follow.

197 A. Balkanska, op. cif., p. 56, in every case : ¢ tas-
sischen Amphorenkreis ».

10 - ¢, 117

» Rome, 1961, vol. 11, A5 (1965),
Pp- 93~—102, and the discussions, p. 102—105.

1% D. M. Pippidi, 0p. cit., in Istoria Dobrogei, I, pp. 252
—253 and passim ; cf. also the article of the same author,
Grottes dionysiaques 4 Callatis, in BCH,LXXXVIII,
1964, 1, pp. 151—158.

110 1t is clear that Heracleea Pontica was the metro-
polis of Callatis not Milet as P Mella says
(I1, 22), cf. D. M. Pippidi. Istoria Dobrogei, 1, p. 150,
the note 43.
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. 1In the old bibliography there were considered Callatian the amphorae disFoveted at
Callatis, or a great lot of them. This thesis is common to many authors who considered Cal-
latian even the Rhodian stamps and frequently the Sinopean or Heraclean ones .1“.

It is quite clear today that such stamps can no longer be supposed Callatla..n. but the
imitations are not to be a priori excluded. These could be Callatian, but the fact is far from
being sure. We know that the imitations of the Rhodian stamps are spread over a large
space, but at Callatis the Rhodian amphorae played a minor role and in no ‘ca:se_,(;ould they
be taken as prototypes. The reduced proportion of their presence at Ca.lla.tls is in no way an
argument for a local workshop. Their presence inside the Callatian te}'ntory, at Costinesti
and Albesti, could be used to demonstrate ipso facto the export in the region anq consequently
to explain their reduced number in the center of production which was Callatis, an attempt
which is in our opinion abusive. )

With respect to the Callatian territory only Albesti could have an a.m.phor.ae import
from Callatis because, as results from its geographic position, the site of Costinesti was pro-
bably supplied directly by sea from the exporting centers. Also the argument of number
draws out, we believe, of our discussion the pieces nos. 1136—1138.

We dont’t know till now imitations of Sinopean amphorae although it would be normal
to be present at Callatis together with Thasian imitations. ) .

In any case a thing is clear: if the town had decided to use stamping in an official
way that would not have been for ‘making imitations like those above mentioned!2. Such
pieces could be as much the result of some poor private enterprises. Extending our research
to all the western coast of the Pontus Euxinus, the negative result suggested by the Ca.l.l.at-
jan aspect of the problem is strenghtened. Convincing proofs are lacking and the situation

is the same in all other cities of the western coast, north and south of Callatis. .
It was supposed a local stamp at Stadkiti Kladenti near Burgas where was an emporion
of Apollonialts, But besides the fact that this was discovered near a kiln, nothing demonstra:tes
it was produced there and not elsewhere. A lead die was found at Varna! which by impression
produced an epigraphic stamp in rectangular tablet. The name inscribed on this die does no.t
appear on the amphora stamps discovered at Odesus. It is a problem to be solved future if
this die was used in the stamping of the local produced amphorae in the hellenistic period 1'*.

11 For example O. Tafrali, op. cit., in AArh, I, 1927,
P- 35, which is surely a Rhodian stamp; the author sug-
gests that the name "Aplatwy of this stamp is the thesmo-
thet of the Callatian inscription; see also Th. Sauciuc-
Siveanu, Callatis, in L'archéologie en Roumanie, p. 68.
V. Stefanelli-Clain, Contributo allo studio delle monete di
Callatis, in Numismatica, 13, 1947, pp. 4—5 and the
notes 10 and 13, p. 7, believes that the monetary magis-
trate Néooog is to be put in relation with a similar
name of two amphora stamps or with Noosiwv from the
Callatian inscription of the thyasites, attested also by an
amphora stamp. These considerations would be correct
if the amphora stamps in discussion would be at their
turn Callatian; in fact these are stamps from Heracl
Pontica ; see before, in this worl, p. 132, the classification
by centers of the old materials. The name Néooog appears
now again on a Heraclean stamp, catalogue, no. 798.

112 Callatis has not adopted as its own device a Sino-
pean or Heraclean stamp otherwise many differences
would be been observed between the stamps of these
centers and those which were for the first time produced
then by the Callatian potters. The news are quite natural

in the numerous lots which were recently published. The
Histrian lot, for le, has brought many unknown

Thasian stamps, as A. and A. M. Ben remark in a re-
view of Canarache's work in REA, 1958, pp. 4§7—473.
or J.and L. Robert, in Bulletin épigraphique, in REG,
LXXII, 1958, p. 154, no. 32.

13 A Aleksieva, op. cil., in ¢ [zvestiia Burgass, I,
1950, p. 49, ro. 11, pl VI, §; about the role of emporion
of this site, see I. Galabov, Apzeotozuveckiie npunoc
sa ucmopusama na epad Bypeac, in «Izvestiia-Burgass,
1, 1950, pp. 249—250. X

114 M, Mirtchev, op .cit., p. 5, pl. XL, 5, an unprecised
late dating.

118 Ag regards the materials used for dies there are ma-
ny hypotheses more or less founded : see for instance V.
Canarache, op. cif., pp. 360—363. It was recently dis-
covered a die foramphora stamgs, cf. V. Grace, Fr. Salviat,
Sceau thasien & marquer les amphores, in BCH, LXXXVI,
1962, 11, pp. 510—516, which has ascertained one thing:
there were used dies in ceramics. It is to be elucidated in
what measure other materials were used. The object given
by V. Canarache, op. cit., p. 363, fig. 62 as a die for stamp-
ing amphorae is an ox anklebone which was used more
probably as a knucklebone. There are also two pieces
without inscription, published by N. I. Sokolski, Kenu, in
Anmuwnnii 2opod, 1963, p. 108, fig. 5/8.

919 10

On the basis of the material which was studied so far, with the reserve of a new dis-
covery, we could affirm that no regular stamping on local produced amphorae was performed
at Callatis or in other Greek colony on the western coast of the Pontus Euxinus. This does
not mean that a local amphorae production is escluded ; every attempt to demonstrate this
fact will be welcome. '

The number of the stamped amphorae is high enough in a wine producer city and
an apparent contradiction is striking us. Without answering completely to this problem we
mention only that besides the wine, the amphorae transported other wares as oil or preserved
-fish 118, that they sometimes arrived empty!'?, that the qualities of the wines11® differed
-from region to region and that the number of the imported amphorae is also high in other
cities of the Greek world, well-known as wine producers.

We have the best reason to consider of a great importance the material added now to
the lot of archaeological information used by the researches in building up the ancient history
of Callatis. At the end of this analysis which was not pushed to its last possibilities and con-
sequences, it appears to us as necessary to accompany the publication of the amphora stamps
‘found at Callatis by a sketch of the development of some historical data as supplied by the
material.

The imported stamped amphorae are present at Callatis from the IV*rcentury B. C.
The oldest categories of Thasian stamps are lacking, consequently the amphorae of this
center appear a little later than at Histria, that is in the second half of the IV* century.
The Rhodian amphorae, though less numerous than in other cities, are present at Callatis
as far back as in the IV* century B. C. .

It seems to us, and the fact is not without importance, that the main role in th
imports of this period was played by the amphorae arrived from Heraclea Pontica, metropolis
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“of Callatis, dated from the first half of the IV*"" cent. or even from the end of the V** cent.

B. C. to the middle of the III" cent. B. C. If these chronological data are right it results
that the Heraclean amphorae which are generally at Callatis in the third row after re-
ducing by two the Rhodian stamps, played at the beginning of the importing activity one
of the main roles on the Callatian market, if not the first role, as we are inclined to think.
Anyhow there were lasting relations with the metropolis in the IV*® century B. C. 1

- As time goes on, but especially in the third century B. C., the trade with Thasos whose
positions in the Histrian market were already good, increases. But the most important phe-
nomenon is the penetration of the Sinopean amphorae on the Callatian market.

Very slight is the presence of the Rhodian stamps at Callatis; only one stamp that
could have been arrived later is dated between 280—220 B.C. and only seven pieces are
dated in the culminating point of the Rhodian trade, that is between 220—180 B. C. Even
less amphorae arrive in the following periods, we refer, of course, to the datable stamps : there
are two between 180—150 and four between 150—100. As regards the period 280—220, the
situation at Callatis is as that at Histria and Tomis. More puzzling is the slight

118 Chr. Danoff, Pontus Euxeinos, in RE, suppl. bd.
1X, col. 984 (Verpackung der Fischkonserven).

117 A very plausible hypothesis of A. Shadurska,
7) :! “ Al

S la amfor, dachbéwshi § inne zabythi epi-

grafiki j, in K. Michaolwski’s book, Mirmehi,
I, Warsaw, 1958, pp. 101 —115, we have used the French
summary, p. 151. The author based her assertion on the
fact that imported amphorae were found in the sites
which produced wine ; she supposes they were filled with
this local wine. In every case we must consider as possible

the transport of the local wine, that is of Callatian, in the
jars coming from the centers of high renown.

118 polybius, Historiae, 1V, 38, 5: D. M. Pippidi, op.
cit., in Istoria Dobrogei, I, pp. 165—166.

118 V. Canarache, op. cit., p. 191, the note 3, several
finds of Heraclean amphorae around (;allatis were taken
as argument by V. Eftimie, op. cit., in ¢« Dacias, N. S,,
111, 1959, p. 203, who rightly has shown that their re-
duced number, then known, does not illustm_te the actual
relations between Callatis and its metropolis.
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number of stamps between 220—180, the acmé period of the expansion of the Rhodian trade.
The explanation of the first phenomenon is perhaps to be found in the difficulties of the traf-
fic through the Straits in the period when the Celts exerted their pressure upon Byzan-
tion, but more probably in the economic and political history of Rhodes too. .

As regards the second phenomenon, that is the slight number of Rhodian stamps
dated between 220—180 which were found at Callatis, an explanation could be offered by the
consequences of the so-called war for Tomis which put face to face Byzantion and Callatis
helped by Histria 1%, -

The event took place in the former period (260 B.C.) and was, as is well known, favour-
able to the Byzantines who contested to the Callatians the right they supposed to'have in
controlling Tomis. Even if the defeat of Callatis did not mean for the town a total decay,
‘as it has been proved, it is not less right that'we must suppose it put ah end to the
Callatian claims for Tomis’ domination.

How the Byzantines could exploit their victory in the following decades, it is quite
difficult to tell because for the moment we have no data to allow much more than unverif-
iable conjectures. What is sure is that the times were hard and the increasing pretentions of
the Celts constrained them to close the Straits rising consequently the reaction of the Rho-
dians and the war gained by the last ones 131, It seems that in fact the Tomitans were those
who benefited by the war of 260 B.C.

We could relate these circumstances to the comparative numerous presence of the
Rhodian stamps at Tomis, in the general percentage as in the detail by periods, immediately
after those events. This could be the consequence of some concessions made to the Rhodian
vanquishers or the effect of the orientation of the transit wares to a harbour favourable
to the Byzantines. The slight presence of Rhodian ware at Callatis would receive thus an explana-
tion confirmed by a similar situation at Histria 122, The facts were undoubtedly more com-
plex. We have to notice that the ptesence of the Sinopean amphorae begins even in the
first group at Callatis and Histria in contrast with Tomis 123,

[7.20 4
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latis, that the penetration of the Sinopean stamped amphorae was facilitated by the declin of the
Thasian imports between the end of the III" century and the beginning of the II* century B.C.

We have seen that itis very difficult, even impossible, to assign to Thasos stamped amphorae
after 180 B. C. It is significdnt that just after this date, between 180 —150 B. C., we ob-
serve at Callatis an interesting increase of the Sinopean stamped amphorae imports (270—
220 =26 pieces; 220—180 =14 pieces; 180—150= 176 pieces) which entirely dominate now
the Callatian market 124

Apart from the imports coming from less important centers, even if some of them played
a certain role at Callatis after 150 B. C., and taking into account that generally the commer-
cial activity of Rhodes was on decline 125, we could consider that the imports from Sinope
are those that give the measure of the trade capacity of the city.

As we have shown, after 150 B. C. an unexpected decline takes place: 62 pieces be-
tween 150—120 B. C. and only 20 pieces between 120 and 70 B. C. It was rightly supposed
that in the train of the successes of Mithridate’s VI Eupator period, the export of Sinope
played a main role 1*¢, this fact being put into light on the one hand by the number rather
constant of the amphorae imported by Histria?? , and on the other by the increase of the
imports at Tomis, significant even if supported by as yet a scanty material 128,

At Callatis where the Sinopeans appear clearly as absolute masters of the market
between 180—150 B. C., it would be normal to record if not an increase like at Tomis, a con-
stant level at least, as was the situation at Histria. The sudden decrease of the imports after
150 B. C.is a sign of an economic decline of Callatis which we cannot yet suficiently explain.
However the phenomenon is worth paying attention. :

If we really have a crisis at Callatis, it takes place not in the middle of the III"
century as it could be supposed on the basis of Memnon's evidence, but about one hundred
years later, approximately in the middle of the II*® cent. B. C.1%,

Sinopean wares on its market.

larger regions.

. 12° D. M. Pippidi, Contribufii la istoria veche a Romd-
niei®, the article Histria §i Callatis* fn secolele 11I—1T
f.e.n., Bucharest, 1967, pp. 32—34; cf. Idem, op. cif.,
lq Isl?na Dobrogei, 1, p. 222. As regards Memnon as a
hlst'oncalh source, see recently Paolo Desideri, Studi di
sloriografia eracleota, in Studi classici e orientali, XVI,
Pisa, ‘1967, pp. 366—416.

'*! D. M. Pippidi, op. cit., in Istoria Dobrogei, 1, p. 222,
the note 13 and Contribufii?, art cit., p. 44, the note 48,
the date 221—219. F. Walbank, Historical Commentary
on Polybios, 1, 1957, p. 506, proposes as end of the war
the autumn of 220; cf. also H. Seyrig, Monnaies hellé-

On the Tomitan market Sinopean amphorae become gradually prevalent in comparison
with Rhodian imports. At Histria and Callatis Rhodian wares arrive or more exactly come
back after 220 B.C. on the markets where the Sinopeans were already established and steady
on their positions. Perhaps the underdevelopment of Tomis explains the absence of early

We don’t intend to insist upon such phenomena because the schedule of ebb and flow
on the market of one city or another in a certain moment of its history requires attentive re-
searches which overstep the bounds of this investigation and which are not yet possible for

Nevertheless, in connection with the phenomenon we have tried before to define and
explain, it seems that we can accept, on the basis of the known material from Histria and Cal-

istig de By: et de Calcédoine, in Essays presented
to Stanley Robinson, 1968, p. 107.

12 From the comparative schedule (above, p. 137)
results at Histria a percentage of 15.1% and at Tomis
33.5%. The Rhedian ware at Callatis is only of 5.5% and
a number of these stamps are dated in the fourth century,
that is not in the period which interests us.

113 V. Canarache, op. cit., p. 182; M. Gramatopol,
Gh. Poenaru Bordea, op. cit., pp. 49—50. I. B. Brashinski,
op. cit., in Anmuvnnii eopod, 19€3, the schedule no. 3,
p- 139, based on Th.Sauciuc-Siveanu's reports published
in ¢ Dacia », puts two stamps in the first group.

13¢ 1t is interesting to observe that Cher

at the same time to be present on the Callatian market.
The situation is different at Histria wherc stamps of the
Ahmerov’s fourth group were discovered, cf. V. Canarache,
op. cit., p. 210.

138 v, Eftimie, op. cit., in ¢« Dacia s, N. S., III, 1959,

p. 198, note 7. Rhodes still tries to export amphorae in
the cities of the western coasts of the Black Sca, but jud-
ing from their number at Tomis, this export is decreas-
ing. Cf. M. Gramatopol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea, loc. cif.
before and the note 123 of this work.

188 Em, Condurachi, La Mer Noire, carrefour des civi-
lisations dans I'antiquité, in NEH, 111, publiées & I'occa-
sion du IX® Congris des Sciences Historiques, Vienne,
1965, Bucarest, 1965, p. 17. .

137 V. Canarache, op. cit., pp. 183—188; V. Eftimie,
op. cit.,in e Dacia », N. S,, III, 1959, p. 199, says that the
fifth and especially the sixth group indicate high frequen-
cies, but without spectacular increases. As regards Varna,
cf. M. Mirtchev, op. cit.,, the French summary: "Les
timbres amphoriques de Sinope datés selon la classification
de- Grakov, indiquent que les relations commerciales de
la céte bulgare de la mer Noire avec cette ville ne peuvent
tre situées qu’aux environs des années 150—70, époque
qui correspond au renforcement de l'influence politique
de I'Etat Pontique, lc long de la cdte occidentale de la
mer Noire”. From the commentary, pp. 38—39, and from
the catalogue, we can obtain the following situation : 1Vth
group = 9 pieces; V2 group = 24 pieces; V1th group =

10 pi It is to underline the absence of the stamps from
the other groups. The fifth group is the most abundant
(comparatively with the sitnation at Callatis, on the one
hand, at Histria and Tomis, on the other). Arranging the
material by the places of the finds, we obtain for Od:sus
the following situation : the fourth group = 6 pieces; the
fifth group = 9 pieces; the sixth group = § pieces, and
for Bizone : the fourth group = 2 pieces; the fifth group
= 16 picces; the sixth group = § picces. The stamp no.
221 is to be excluded as discovered at Kicevo. At Bizone
the matcrial from the fourth group is less numerous in
comparison with the fifth group. The decline obscrved as
regards the sixth group is to be taken into account. Cf.
above p.137, note 50, and our correction of the percentages
given for Odesus which were in fact representative for
all the material in the Varna Museum.

118 M. Gramatopol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea, loc. cit.

1% D, M. Pippidi, op. cit., in Istoria Dobrogei, I, p. 238-
239. Idem, in Contribufii?, art. cit., pp. 32—67 and
especially p. §3, note 78, arguments of the assertion that
Callatis has crossed the crisis of 2€0 B. C. The date of the
numerous inscriptions in connexion with this question
is the second half of the 11174 centrury — the first half of
the following, without going beyond the date indicated
by the Sinopean stamps as the beginnig of the decline
at Callatis. About the situation of the Dobrudja in the
second century, see D. M. Pippidi, Histria si gefii in
secolul al doilea §.e.n. Obscrvatii asupra decretului fn cinstea
lui Agathocles, fiul lui Antiphilos, in Contributii, *, pp.

lBg—ZZI icf. Idem, op. cit., in Istoria Dobregei, 1, pp. 228—
—233.
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It is possible that even henceforth Callatis — after it had been one of the main centers

' on the western coast of Pontus Euxinus and the leader of the opposition to Lysimachus,

ready to conquer Tomis and continuing to be even after this failure about which we know

too little, an active and prosperous city 130 — began to recede before Tomis. Struck perhaps

in its territory — an afflicting and full of consequences event — the economy of the town
being organically linked with peaceful surroundings, Callatis crosses a difficult period.

Even if the before exposed sketch, resulting from the interpretation of some data not
sufficiently certain, will appear as erroneous in some of its aspects, the material on which
is based will surely contribute, together with the archaeological researches made: at Callatis,
to the clearing up of many gaps of the history of the town in the hellenistic period.

From the published material, except that found at Callatis which we have tried to pre-
sent in these pages, a lot of a certain importance was discovered at Costinegti.

The sporadic researches made at Costinesti about which we have only scarce information,
have led to the discovery of many amphora stamps which remained unpublished 3. We shall
try now indirectly to fill this gap, publishing the stamps accidentally discovered which entered
private collections. The most numerous were collected by the late doctor H. Slobozeanu, a
very clever antiquary and amateur researcher of the past of Dobrudja, who prepared the
publication of the amphora stamps from Costinesti in his collection 132,

We ha.v? not seen and included in this work some pieces which are now at the general
school at Costinegti 122, The composition of the Costinesti lot is :

Thasos = 3 pieces

Sinope = "

Rhodes =17 ”

Heraclea = 6 "

Chersonese = 1 piece

Various centers 8 pieces .
57 pieces

o Dividing by two ti.xe Rhodian stamps and taking out the stamps from various uniden-
tified centers among which a cirgular stamp divided in four quarters and a

e ; pseudo-Rhodian
stamp 13, we have established for the Costinegti lot the following percentages : :

Thasos 7.3%
Sinope 53.79,
Rhodes 22 9
Heraclea 14.69,
Chersonese 2.4,

1% Cf. a comparative inquiry based on inscriptions 1 pe, i 7
N s R. Vulpe, Noutdfi arheologice dobrogeme, 1932—
about the relations of the Pontus Euxinus citi Ll i (3 o thes i
other regions of the Greele world. which s i este:llt:h 7934, in AnD, XV, 1934, p. 209, 80 stamps in their major-

Gh. Poenaru Bordea at the Archaeological Institute iz Y e ¥ sanarache, of. cit., pp. 378—379.

1968 under the title : Date numismatice privi i

oraselor din Pontul Sting cu Asia Mica !ﬁ':;‘:ci l;i:i:z:;
.(m manuscript) ; here is underlined the role of Callatis
in the hellﬁnistic period. About the Greek inscriptions found
in Blflgafxa or in the connected regions, see L. Robert
op. cit., in ¢ Rev. Phill», XXXIII, 1959, 11, pp. 165—.
.238. We mention here the presence of the Callatian coins
in the Mektepini hoard (Phrygia), buried in 180 B. C.
N. Plcay, H. Seyrig, Le trésor de Mektepini en Phrygt‘c'
Paris, 1965, p. 7, nos. 3—4, pl. I, no. 3, '

13t From Gellu Naum collection, 5 pieces (nos. 1119,
1132, 1134, 1139, 1154) ; from Grigore Ghyka collection,
8 pieces (nos. 1124, 1138, 1141, 1158, 1160, 1161, 1164,
1166), the other stamps are from H. Slobozeanu collection.
Other stamps, according to V. Canarache, op. cif., p. 378,
are now in arch. A. Doicescu collection, Bucharest. Some
observations about the Greek site at Schitul (Costinegti)
were made by H. Slob , I. Ticu, 45 ea anticd do
la Schitul, in SCIV, 17, 1966, 4, pp. 579—700.

133 V. Canarache, loc. cit. This information was con-
firmed by Al. Popeea, who will publish these pieces.

1% Nos, 1163 and 1170.
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The most considerable imports are those from Sinope, followed by Rhodian and He-
raclean imports. Thasos and Chersonese have positions of less importance. For the moment
we dont’t know at Costinesti amphora stamps from Paros, Cnidus and Cos.

Among the Sinopean stamps only 16 are datable according to the Grakov's groups:
I* group, one piece; II™ group, one piece; 111" group, one piece; IV®™ group, one piece;
v group, five pieces; vi® group, six pieces.

Among the Rhodian stamps with eponyms only four are datable in the chronological
groups that cover the period of the III** — II"® centuries B. C. To these is to be added a Rhodian
stamp with the producer’s name, which is dated between 180—150 B.C.

We shall not venture on ample considerations only on the data supplied by the material
found at Costinesti. As a working hypothesis we incline to admit that Constinesti was
provided with wares packed in stamped amphorae directly by sea, this thing being justified
by a sensible difference between the Callatian and Costinesti imports. In the period IV*" —
III"™ centuries (the first half, perhaps) Heraclea Pontica plays the first role. There are lacking
Rhodian stamps from the IV'® century and afterwards they are rare; the Thasian stamps
are also rare, but the Sinopean stamped amphorae appear at the same time as at Callatis
(the first Grakov group is present). There are at the beginning of the hellenistic period some
similitudes with Callatis we must render evident because Costinesti seems to develop in the
Callatian zone of influence. In the second century the Sinopean imports present a clear cut
difference as against Callatis. There is only one Sinopean stamp between 180—150, but a strong
increase in the V* and VI" Grakov’'s groups, that is five and respectively six pieces. The
Rhodian amphorae are during this period on the Costinesti market far behind the Sinopean.
The numerous Sinopean imports tell us that after 150 B.C. the importance of the site and
perhaps of the harbour is increasing. Drawing a parallel between the situation at Costinesti
and at Callatis, with all the due prudence, we could think that one takes advantage of the
tense circumstances of the other.

Except the comparisons with the strong neighbouring Greek cities, the stamped amphorae
imports.at Costinesti must be reconsidered on the basis of a greater lot to be analysed, of
new comparisons with other sea-side centers ot less importance and of their situation, function
of the respective great cities in the neighbourhood.

Among the sites following in the catalogue, only at Mosneni and Albesti amphora stamps
areknownso far1% which remained unpublished together with other archaeological materials 136,
The sites at Dulcesti, 23 August and Arsa did not supply till now other stamps than these
we publish here. The situation is not better even for other localities where amphora stamps were
discovered ; only thefinds of few of them have been published 3.

As for details in this order, see the catalogue, nos. 1171 and the followings. We have
to underline only the fact that in these sites near Callatis the producing centers which were

138 For Albesti, see V. Canarache, op. cit., p. 190, 137 v, Canarache, op. cil., pp. 377—379, cf. above

note 30 ; Mognceni is marked on the map at p. 393 ; the two
localities are also marked on the map of V. Eftimie’s
article, op. cit., in ¢ Dacia », N. S., III, 1959.

138 In both localities, bronze coins of Filip 11 were
found, cf. C. Preda, Triburile geto-dacice i circulatia mo-
nedelor lui Filip I1I la Nord de Dundre, in SCIV, VII,
1956, 3—4, p. 277. At Albesgti two Histrian drachms
were found see B. Mitrea, Descoperirile monetare si legdiu-
vile de schimb ale Histriei cu populatiile locale {n sec.
V—1V f.e.n., In Studii clasice, VII, 1965, pp. 147 and 156,
no. 9. At Mogneni was found a Roman republican denar-
jus (information from Alex. Popcea).

p. 128, note 5. Cf. M. Gramatopol, Gh. Poenaru Bordea.
op. cit.,p. 47 —48 and the notes 21, 22 and 33 ; cf. also V.Ef-
timie, op. cit., in « Dacia s, N. S., 111, 1959, pp. 204 —205.
As regards the materials published after this date, sce
A. Radulescu, Noi mdrturii arheologice din epoca elenisticd
la Nuntagi, in SCIV, X11, 1961, 2, pp. 388 —389 ; E. Bujor,

The Amphorae Deposit of Islam Geaferca. in ¢ Dacia »,
N. S., VI, pp. 475—478; Al. Popeea, Cfiteva loarte de am-
ford descoperite la Medgidia, in SCIV, 18, 1967, 3,
pp- 509-512.
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present are : Thasos at Dulcegti, Sinope at 23 August, Heraclea Pontica at Dulcesti and Arsa,
Rhodes at Mosneni and a pseudo-Rhodian stamp at Albesti.

The amphora stamps deserve-a more assiduous interest and a complete publication
to be done in-the next future because they are very important for the investigation of the
direct or transit trade of the exporting centers in zones which were far off the coasts, be-
ing equally important for the research of the dynamics of the relations between the Greeks
and the population of Dobrudja in hellenistic times. Even if this desideratum which is a sine
qua non condition of progress in the economic history will be successfully accomplished, no-
thing could supplant the systematical archaeological researches in one or some of the sites

just mentioned, or in other sites, in order to enrich our knowledge not only about these
places but even about Callatis.
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