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Denis Zhuravlev

ROMAN POTTERY FROM A CISTERN IN PANTIKAPAION

Recent excavations in Pantikapaion under the auspices of the
Pushkin State Museum of Fine Arts, Moscow discovered many
interesting contexts of the Roman period.' Exploration of the
cistern no. 145 was conducted in 1990 and 1999. The cistern
represents a monumental rectangular construction with its
sides oriented to the north, south, east, and west (fig. 1). The
northern side of the reservoir is 4.56 m long, the southern -
4.52 m; the western and eastern sides are 3.90 and 3.80 m
respectively. The maximum preserved depth of the cistern in
the north-eastern corner is 3.7 m from the floor to the top of
the wall.

Three main horizons have been detected in the fill of the
cistern.

Horizon 1 was composed of rather loose dark-brown soil
with medium and large stones, pieces of pink cement, nu-
merous animal bones, pieces of charcoal, and shells of mus-
sels. The thickness of that layer was about 0.6 m. Overall,
the layer was rather uniform and probably was formed at
one time. This horizon contained the majority of the ceramic
material in the cistern. Aside from pottery sherds, numerous
fragments of roof tiles came from this layer. The majority of
stones with traces of pink cement and also fragments of pink
cement broken off from the walls of the cistern were found
in this horizon. It is worth noting that the majority of stones
was found near the southern wall, which was more destroyed
than the others. Also among the finds are large fragments of
marble sculptures.” This horizon is dated to the 3™ century
AD. This date is given by the fragments of light-clay nar-
row-necked amphorae of Shelov type D3, red-clay ampho-
rae “with up-raised handles”,* amphorae of the “Myrmekian”
type;’ red-clay amphorae with multifaceted handles,® and of
the pink-clay wide-mouth amphorae.” We should also note
the presence of a large number of fragments of the earlier
types of the light-clay amphora of Shelov type C.?

Horizon 2 was composed of dark-brown soil with small
stones and a larger number of animal bones than in the lower
layer. In this horizon several large limestone blocks were
found; those were probably tossed into the cistern when it
ceased to function. Numerous flat marble tiles come from
this layer, as well as elements of the heating system — clay
cones pierced with metal rods. The date of this horizon is
given by fragments of the light-clay amphorae of Shelov’s
type D,’ and also by fragments of vessels of Eastern Sigillata
C and of Pontic Sigillata, as well as the “sunburst” lamps of
the first half — middle of the 3" century AD.

Horizon 3, of brown rather dense soil contained small
stones and animal bones. In this layer fragments of handles
that belong to the light-clay amphorae of Shelov’s type F,!°
as well as a small number of fragments of amphorae with
ridged walls were found. Thus, the date of the horizon is
second half of the 3"into the 4" century AD.

The south-western corner of the cistern appeared to be
dismantled and the trench in its place was filled with a light-
brown loose soil. On the bottom of the trench, practically
on the wall of the cistern was found a silver coin of
Rheskouporides V, dated to AD 267.

Amphorae

The amphora fragments found in the cistern are fairly standard
for Bosporan assemblages of the 273 centuries AD. In the
first place, present here are the light-clay amphorae of types C
and D (D. Shelov’s classification), and also red-clay Bosporan
amphorae (“‘storage” amphorae as well). In his recent works,
S.Yu. Vnukov proposes that the light-clay amphorae with nar-
row necks were produced in Heraclea Pontica.'!
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Pont v period antichnosti I srednevekov’ya. Materialy II
Bosporskikh chtenii (Kerch 2001); V. ToLsTikov/D. ZHURAVLEV/G.
Lomtapze, Keramicheskii kompleks pozdneellinisticheskogo
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Bosporskie issledovaniya VIII (Simferopol’, Kerch 2005).

2 ToLsTIKOV/ZHURAVLEV/LomtaDZE 2005 fig. 20.

3 Zeest 1960 pl. XXX VII fig. 91-93; SueLov 1978, 18-19 fig. 7-8;
ABrAMOV 1993, 6.8, 6.9, 6.10.
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ABramov 1993, 7.3, 7.4.

1" S. VnNukov, Prichernomorskie amphory I v. do n.e.-II v.n.e.
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Fig. 1. Pantikapaion, Cistern No. 145 on the acropolis.

Several necks of the type D amphorae were stamped. It
seems that on two of them (one oval with ITA and the other
rectangular, with a vertically positioned ®H) abbreviated
names are given (fig. 3,2; 2,1). It is possible that these stamps
are those of the makers. Another stamp (round with a ® in
the center and a partially preserved inscription around it EITT
TOQ(...]0) is possibly that of a magistrate (fig. 2,2). In ad-
dition, on the necks of the light-clay amphorae of the same
type there was a graffito Al and a dipinto NA (fig. 3,1).

The red-clay amphorae present in the cistern are also quite
conventional for Bosporan ceramic assemblages of the 2"-
3 centuries AD. These are the so-called red-clay amphorae
“with up-raised handles”,'> amphorae of the “Myrmekian”
type'?; red-clay amphorae with handles with multifaceted
profile,' pink-clay amphorae with wide mouths.'* All these
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vessels, except for the so-called “amphorae with up-raised
handles”, possibly belong to the local (“Bosporan”) production
and are dated from the second half of the 2"—first half of the
37 century AD. As for the amphorae “with up-raised handles”,
at this point it can only be said that such vessels were produced
in various centres and were spread throughout the ancient
world in the 2"-4" centuries AD.'®

12 RoBINsoN 1959, 69 pl. 15,K113; 73,P822; ZeesT 1960 pl. XXXIIT
fig. 79; ABrAMOV 1993, 6.24, 6.25, 6.26.

13 Zeest 1960 pl. XXX fig.72; ABrRAMOV 1993, 6.12.

4 Zeest 1960 pl. XXXI fig.75; ABrRaMov 1993, 6.18.

15 ZEest 1960 pl. XXXIV fig. 83; ABraMov 1993, 6.27.

16 RosiNsoN 1959, 69 K113; J. A. RiLEy, The Coarse Pottery from
Berenice. In: J. A. Lloyd, Excavations at Sidi Khrebish Benghazi
(Berenice) II. Libya Antiqua Suppl. 2 (Tripoli 1979) 189-193
(MR Amphora 7); J. W. Haves, The Villa Dionysos Exacavations.,
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Fig. 2. Cistern No. 145. Selected amphorae. Fig. 3. Cistern No. 145. Selected amphorae.
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Fig. 4. Cistern No. 145. Candarli ware.
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Terra sigillata

Except for several fragments of Eastern Sigillata B attribut-
able to the 1% century AD, that ended up in the cistern be-
cause of the shifted soil, no other early material was detected.

Eastern Sigillata C"" (fig. 4). The presence of vessels
of the Candarli type is witnessed in most centers of the North
Pontic area of the Roman period. Among the pieces found
in the cistern, there is a complete cup of Hayes form 3,'® that
corresponds to the Bosporan types 13(M) and 14(T)" (fig.
4,1). Such vessels are dated from the late 2"—first half of the
3 century AD. Many fragments of this form were also found
(fig. 4,3.4. 6-10). Fragments of the bowls that represent
Hayes forms 1 and 2% (fig. 4,2.5.12) correspond to the
Bosporan types 29! and 17(M)=18(T).?* These are also dated
to the first half of the 3™ century AD. Also, there are several
fragments that based on their clay and shape belong to the
Candarli group (fig. 4,11), but which are not accounted for
in any classification system. Their study and detailed publi-
cation will appear in the near future.

Pontic Sigillata is represented by a few forms only.?
All the plates found in the cistern (fig. 5,1-4.6.7) belong to
the Zhuravlev form 4.%* Only a few examples have a decora-
tion on the floor, and they may be earlier in date (fig. 5,1.3.6).
Altogether, these fragments may be dated from the late 2™
to the first half of the 3™ century AD.*

One fragment (fig. 6,2) is a rim of a Pontic form II plate
according to Hayes’ classification,?® corresponding to form
9 of the new typology of Pontic Sigillata.”” This form can be
dated to the 2™ century AD, mainly to its second half. In
addition, there were found fragments of bowls (fig. 6,1.3.4),
and jugs (fig. 6,10-11). Quite a number of fragments of cups
that belong to Hayes form V, identical to form 30 of
Zhuravlev’s classification®® (fig. 5,5.8—-11) and Hayes form
VI# (fig. 5,12) has been found. The wide date-range for these
cups extends from the 2" to the early 3™ century AD.

In addition, the cistern contained a complete profile of a
red-slip kantharos (fig. 6,5) with a cylindrical body* and a
large number of fragments of such vessels. These kantharoi
are dated to the late 2"-early 3™ century AD.*' Such
kantharoi are widely distributed throughout the North Pon-
tic area®? and also in Heraclea Pontica.* The main period of
production of vessels of this type falls between the late 2"
first half of the 3" centuries AD. Variations of these vessels
exist until the mid 3" century AD.>* Later, the shape of these
kantharoi is simplified even more, the handle-attachments
practically disappear, and the walls become thicker. Such a
vessel was found, for example, in the necropolis of Tas-Tepe,
and is dated to the 4" century AD.* Similar vessels are also
known from the necropoleis of Druzhnoe*® and Cherno-
rechenskoe.?’

Out of the relatively rare forms found in the cistern, we
draw attention to a rim fragment of an oval plate of Pontic
production with decoration in relief (fig. 7,5). Among the
fragments found in the cistern, we can tentatively distin-
guish several that might have been produced in the territory
of modern Bulgaria: such are fragments of vessels with im-
pressed ornament (fig. 7,3.4.6), and a fragment of a cup deco-
rated en barbotine (fig. 7,2). I would like to emphasize the
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similarities between Moesian and Pontic Sigillata in terms
of shapes, as well as in quality of clay and slip. It is possible
that a fragment of a handle from a vessel with a pressed-in
ornament also belongs to this group (fig. 7,7), but it remains
questionable since this problem is not sufficiently dealt with
in literature.

Other pottery

A series of red-clay jugs covered with white slip was also
found in the cistern (fig. 9,2-8). Finds of such vessels are
known from Pantikapaion, Chersonesos, and from other cit-
ies of the North Pontic area. Also, we would like to mention a
rim of a jug with an incised wave-like ornament (fig. 10,1).

Knossos: the Pottery. Annu British School Athens 78, 1983, 155
(Type 37); C. PaNELLA, Oriente ed Occidente: Considerazioni su
alcune anfore «egee» di eta imperiale a Ostia. In: Recherches sur
les amphores grecques. Actes du Colloque international organizé
par le CNRS, 1"Université de Rennes II et I’Ecole francaise
d’ Athénes. Bull. Corr. Hellénique Suppl. 13 (Athenes, Paris 1986)
footnote 36; D. P. S. PEacock/D. F. WiLLiaMs, Amphorae and the
Roman Economy, an Introductory Guide (London, New York
1986) 193-195 (class 47 etc.).

17" On imports of the Eastern Sigillata C into the North Pontic area
see ZHURAVLEV 2002, 245 fig. 4.

18 Haves 1972, 321 fig. 64

19 KnrpovicH 1952, 303; 315-316 fig. 3,4-5.

2 Haves 1972, 318-321 fig. 64

*1 L. F. SiLANT’EvA, Krasnolakovaya keramika iz raskopok Ilurata.
Materialy Issledovaniya Arkheologii SSSR 85 (Moscow 1958)
296-297 fig. 11.

2 KnrpovicH 1952, 304-305; 316-317 fig. 5,2-3.

More information on Ponic Sigillata can be found in ZHURAVLEV

2002, 254-261; 0. 2005, 141-142; 148-149.

2 ZHURAVLEV 2005 pls. 7-9.

# 1Ip. 2007, 146-147.

26 Hayves 1985, 92-96.

27 ZHURAVLEV 2007 pl. 3,14.

2 Iem. pl. 8-9.

% HAvEs 1985.

30 ZHUuravLEV 2007, Form 34.

31 Iem. pl. 13-14.

32 T. KnpowrtscH, Untersuchungen zur Keramik romischer Zeit aus
den Griechenstiddten an der Nordkiiste des Schwarren Meeres. 1.
Die Keramik romischer Zeit aus Olbia in der Sammlung der
Eremitage. Mat. Rom.-Germ. Keramik 4 (Frankfurt a. M. 1929)
Taf. 1I1,37; V. I. Kabegev/S. SorocHaN, Ekonomicheskie svyazi
antichnykh gorodov Severnogo Prichernomor’ya v I v. do n.e.—V
v.n.e. (na materialakh Khersonesa) (Khar’kov 1989) fig. 23. 1; M.
ZoLoTAREV, Kubok s posvyascheniem Zevsu Dimeranskomu iz
okrugi Khersonesa. Kratkie Soob. Inst. Arh. 168, 1981, fig. 1; N.
Z. KuniNa/N. SorokiNa, Steklyannye bal’zamarii Bospora. Trudy
Gosudarstvennogo Ermitazha XIII (Leningrad 1973) fig. 4,48; D.
SHELov, Tanais i Nizhnii Don v pervye veka nashei erj (Moscow
1972) 132; T. Bravarskaya, Nadpis’ na sosude iz Kimmerika.
KSIIMK 43, 1952, fig. 21; N. Onalko, Raskopki poseleniya na
Maloi zemle. Kratkie Soob. Inst. Arh. 124, 1970, fig. 31. 11; N.
SEKERSKAYA, Krasnolakovaya keramika pervikh vekov nashei er§y
iz Nikoniya. In: Severnoe Prichernomor’e (Kiev 1984) fig. 4,4.

33 Herakleia Pontike. Forschungen zur Geschichte und Topographie.

In: Forschungen an der Nordkiiste Kleinasiens 1 (Wien 1972) 55

Taf. 9; 10a,1.

T. ArseN’EVA/D. SHELov, Raskopki yugo-zapadnogo uchastka

Tanaisa. Arkh. Pam. Nizhnego Podon’ya 1, 1974, pl. VIILS.

3 A. Puzprovskii/Y. P. Zartsev/L. NENEVOLYA, Novie pamyatniki ITI-
IV vv. V Yugo-Zapadnom Krijmu. MAIET 8 (Simferopol’ 2001)
fig. 7,12

% 1. N. KuraprunNov, Mogil’nik Druzhnoe (III-IV vv.n.e.).

Monumenta Studia Gothica 2 (Lublin 2002) fig. 77,13; 98,7.

A. I. ABaBIN, Etnicheskaya istoriya rannevizantiiskogo Kryma

(Simferopol 1999) pl. XIII,12.
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Fig. 5. Cistern No. 145. Pontic Sigillata.
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Fig. 6. Cistern No. 145. Pontic Sigillata and Red Slip pottery.
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Fig. 7. Cistern No. 145. Pontic or Moesian Sigillata.
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Several fragments of one-handled cups with globular body
were found in the cistern. They belong to form 1 of these
cups®*and are one of the most widespread classes of pottery
in the Pontic area. Similar vessels are also known in the Medi-
terranean and belong to the so-called “Aegean” variant.** The
probable prototype of these cups can be found among Italian
pareti sottili vessels,* popular in the 1% century AD.*!

In addition to the finds already described, a number of
fragments that belong to coarse ware has been found. Among
them are fragments of pots and pans (fig. 10,3-5), oinochoai
(fig. 8,1), casseroles (fig. 8,2-3), and beakers (fig. 8,4.7.8).
Most probably these vessels were produced locally,* al-
though some finds of imported coarse ware are also known
from Pantikapaion.® It is possible that two upper parts from
two red-clay cups were imported (fig. 8,7-8) (Phocaean?).
Also found in the cistern were two loom-weights: one with
two crossed lines on both sides (fig. 10,6) and another
stamped with an impression of a key (fig. 10,7).

Lamps

Among the lamps found in the cistern, a group of the “sun-
burst” type is of utmost importance for the dating (fig. 11,1-
3). In Chersonesos, where the majority of these lamps comes
from, they have been found in contexts dated from the 3—
4 centuries AD. According to the majority of scholars, their
manufacture begins in the second quarter of the 3™ century
AD*, but possibly somewhat earlier. In any case, large num-
bers of them were found in the basements of Tanais, de-
stroyed in the mid 3" century AD.»

In addition, the following lamps were also found in the
cistern: a round lamp of Loeschke type VIII, decorated on
the shoulders with an ornament in relief (fig. 11,4), three
Bosporan lamps of grey clay (fig. 11,5-7), and a fragment
of a hand-made leaf-shaped lamp. All these shapes are the
most typical for the 2" and 3™ centuries AD.* Another very
popular type of lighting-equipment is represented by sev-
eral legs of incense burners (fig. 9,1), parallels for which are
known, for example, from Gorgippia®’.

Fragments of wheel-made vessels with holes made of
red or grey clay are often found in the excavations of
Pantikapaion (fig. 10,2). The diameter of the holes is 0,5—
0,8 cm. The archaeological meaning and reconstruction of
such fragments has not attracted much of scholars’ interest.
They are usually determined as “Durchlass” or “incense-
burners” and are described in field reports together with
examples of kitchen or ritual ware. But it is also possible,
that they were a part of lanterns.*® We know several lanterna
of closed shape found in Egypt, Anatolia and Cyprus.*

Conclusions

It appears that we are dealing here with two levels of filling
in the cistern: at first, the soil that represents horizon 1 was
thrown in and the cistern stood for a while filled for only
0.6-0.7 m. The fact that the layer of cement on the walls
remained in situ up to a height of 0.4-0.8 m, whereas the
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cement layer above that level fell off, strengthens this hy-
pothesis. The presence of a large number of the earlier am-
phora fragments in this layer allows us to infer that the cis-
tern was filled on a single occasion with the soil (taken from
nearby) dating from the mid 2™-beginning of the 3™ cen-
tury AD.

Afterwards, the cistern was filled in gradually. The fill is
not very homogeneous, but we have no grounds to suspect a
large chronological difference between horizons 1 and 2. It
is quite likely that towards the end of the 3% century AD the
cistern was not completely filled, but that some of its walls
were still visible above the ground. This assumption explains
why and how horizon 3 was formed, which contained some
material dated from of the 4" century AD (for example, frag-
ments of the amphorae of Shelov type F).

3 ZHURAVLEV in press.

3 RoBmNsoN 1959, pl. 7, G117, G182; pl. 9, J10, J11, J34; J. W.
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LXVIII; A. Riccr, Ceramica a pareti sottili. In: EAA Atlante delle
forme ceramiche II. Ceramica fine romana nel bacino mediterraneo
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122 Tav. LXXXV,2.
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Lamps from Chersonesos in the State Historical Museum — Mos-
cow. Stud. Arch. 94 (Roma 1998) 135.
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4 See e.g.: Ibid. pl. X VIIL
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Fig. 8. Cistern No. 145. Coarse ware.
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Fig. 9. Cistern No. 145. Coarse ware.
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Fig. 10. Cistern No. 145. Coarse ware and miscellaneous finds.
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Fig. 11. Cistern No. 145. Lamps.
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