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SJ. MONACHOV

“PSEUDO-HERACLEAN” AMPHORAS OF THE 4TH — THE FIRST
QUARTER OF THE 3RD CENTURIES B.C. FROM THE
POLISES OF SOUTHERN BLACK-SEA REGION

During the last up to 100 years the development of Amphora Studies has
brought to life substantial results in the area of studying transport amphoras of the
Black-Sea Region. Among the particular results we can mention localization of the
transport amphoras from Tauric Chersonesos, Sinopee, Heraclea Pontica, Amastria,
and Dioskuriada. The series of the so-called amphores Colchiennes is marked,
but still not placed as far as the center of manufacturing is concerned. Several
generations of researchers have made their contribution to studying ceramic

epigraphy of Pontic centers and amphora morphology as well. Published monographs
contain results in various areas.

The main results of these researches can be summarized as follows. Expectedly,
the whole amphora production in polises of Southern Black-Sea Region bagan in the
late 5th century B.C. in Heraclea, when, as a result of straits' blocking, a favorable
business environment for intensification of inner - Pontic trade was formed. Sinope
began transport amphora production a bit later, and Heraclia - at the turn of 4th

century. By the middle of the century the manufacturing of amphoras Colchiennes

was being founded (Trabzon), in the late 4th century - the similar manufacturing
was established in Chersonesos, at the turn of the 3rd century - in Amastria.
In each center the full-scale production could take different time-periods, sometimes
it lasted 1,5-2 decades (Amastria), and sometimes up to 2,5 centuries (Sinope).
Today the main lines of morphological development are worked out for Sinope,
Heraclea, Amastria and Chersonesos (types, variants, series of amphoras) together
with detailed chronology and typological and chronological classifications of ceramic
stamps enabling to identify them within the accuracy of 15-20 years. Nowadays
there is not any specialist who has difficulty in identifying transport

amphoras of these centers, everybody knows their amphoras' forms, peculiarities
of marking, etc.

In spite of all the diversity of vessels morphology, the amphoras of southern-

Pontic production (Heraclea, Sinope, Amastria) possess one similarity - very .

characteristic peculiarities of clay paste. Their clay usually has rough structure, the
surface is uneven, the color range of molding composition has mostly red and brown

shades. Practically all the time you can find there - to a greater or lesser degree -

clinopyroxene and orthopyroxene, sometimes limestone, coal clay and aposandstone.
But you never find mica, which is very characteristic of clay from some
Mediterranean production centers. By all appearances, these mineral admixtures
added to molding composition reflect the peculiarities of production methods
(production traditions), which were characteristic to all southern-Pontic region.
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i _known and already studied series of Heraclean, Sinopean

d ilrﬁgftrg;haﬁ;}milalsﬁore than a doze}:n of vessels became evident, they have

o’ 1 “southern-Pontic” clay and Englific stamps on necks , but on the other ha.nd

& g:?\ot match the common typological schemes of H'eracle.an amphora prod.uctli(;.IT

and marking. The purpose of the following report is to mtrc:duce into sculent ie

ch the series of amphoras which can be called “pseudoheraclean™.

rgsetél rof all, we would like to mention that the well-known transport amphoras

frlcr)in Heracllea Pontic of the 4th -beginning of the 3rd centuries B.C. are marked b{’l

the stable and in general conservative morphology the ch?mge.s of which v;/,ere Vﬁed
studied during the last 150 years. The Heraclean marking is also can be calle

conservative.

As all the described “pseudo-Heraclean” vessels have Englisfic stamps l?ut vefry
different morphology, logically it would be po§51ble to suggest two versmnlii gr
explaining this phenomena. According to the flrst. one, these amphor&fisth could be
produced in Heraclea Pontic, but under unknown circumstances some of them vsllere
shaped in unusual form. But Englific stamps on ther.n do not match the ngac f}f‘a.n
tradition, which speaks against this version. According to the second versmlgl is
specific amphoras were manufactured in anothf:r., yet 1.1r.1known, southem— ontlcf
center which marked its vessels according to Egnlific tradltl.OI.‘l under the influence o
Heraclea. As today there are no serious reasons for subscribing thes’c/e vessel§ to anil1
particular center, it is possible to call this series ”pseu(-:lo-ljleraclean and give eac
series the name respectively to the place of finding or other criterion.

The first series can be called “group of Ger(a)” on the basis that th.e two objects
are marked with Englific stamps with abbreviation HRA(-). Thg first amphora
without foot was found in Nikonia and possesses the pithoid forming of the bf)dy
with gentle connection from neck to shoulder and body whiFh is more characteristic
of Sinopean, not Heraclean, tradition. The rim is roller-like with a small d'own
trim, which is also not characteristic of Heraclean amphoras' rims. I-n the middle
of the neck there is a traced quirk (table 1, Ne 1). The second amp.hora .1s.represented
only by the upper part - only the neck with handles. It is originated frorln
excavation of settlement Novoselskoe in Danube-Dnestr interfluence area. Vgssgl s
morphology is similar to Nikonijskaya amphora and a seal is stamped by the mmllgr
mark (table 1, Ne2). It is impossible to stress the point that the stamp ___| -) is
of a different mark, was also met on a typical Heraclean amphora dated to the
beginning of the 3rd century B.C.

It is difficult to evaluate the chronology of our vessels with stfamps HRA(-) as
the finding's context is unknown. But the practice of marking with .hellp of th.ese
stamps with substantial name shortening in Heraclea can be traced within the time
period of the end of the 4th century - the first quarter of the.3rd century.
The second series of amphoras can be called “Gorgia-Diocl group”. It is represented
by the three marked and two unmarked vessels with high neck gently connecte.d
with flat shoulders. The brightest feature of the amphoras' morphology is
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the unusual position of the upper attachment of handle approximately in the middle
of the neck. The first vessel with Gogia stamp was found in 1966 in the Nimfaion
hole (table 1, Ne 3), the second one - from Gorgipinian well in 1972 (table 1, No 4).
The stamps were made by different dyes. The legend on Nimfaion finding is read
as T'OP/TIA, on Gorgipinian finding - as F'OP/T'IOY. The neck with the same
morphological characteristics is from Elizavetovskoe settlement and has the stamp
AIOK/AEOC /Y (table 1, No 5). The name Diocl in other prints is not documented,
the meaning of the last letter (upsilon) in the legend is still unknown. From

Elizavetovkoe came another neck of the similar amphora, which does not have a
stamp (table 1, Ne 7).

The morphological features of all above stated objects from Gorgia-Diocl group
make it possible to match the whole not marked amphora from Elizavetovskoe
room 52 with this group (table 1, No 6). Some time ago I placed it into the special

“isolated” type of Sinop production, but then I worked out the conventional
“southern Pontic” group.

The chronology of amphoras' from “Gorgia-Diocl group” is well traced from
the context of stated objects which were found in ceramic complexes of Nimfaion,

Gorgippia and Elizavetovki. They are all dated back within the first quarter of the
3rd century B.C.

“Melanoppa group” is represented by the only finding of the very huge vessel with
pithoid body on low and wide sharp-ribbed toe from Olbia reserve (table 1,Ne 8) . The
amphora's rim is slightly detached and flattened. All morphological features and
capacity (28,5 liters) are not typical of Heraclean amphoras. On the neck there is a
unique two-row Englific stamp in cartush frame KOA EI1. / AANQIT. The edge of the
stamp is seen only on the left, the right, upper and low edges are absent. The first row
shows beyond any doubt the name of the fabricant Coas, then comes the preposition
with the name of magistrate. The beginning is not printed in the first row but the
continuation is in the second row. Probably the only variant of decoding will be the
name of Melanopp, who is known by a few stamps. In our case the most demonstrative
is the stamp on amphora's neck from Thracian settlement of Medgidia in Dobrudge
with the legend ©YOZEIN[I ME/ AANQITOY; Here you find the same composition of
legend with the exception of fabricants' name - Tios instead of Coas, and the first
syllable of magistrate's name Melanopp is also placed in the second row. In that way,
the reconstruction of stamp's legend on our amphora from Olvia would be the
following: KOA EP[I/ ME]JAAN Qri[oy.

The magistrate Melanopp was identified by the finding of 4 stamps, with the
preposition EPI in all cases. Besides, two stamps are known from Odessa museum,
where near his name you can see the name of Amphistrat. V.LKac does not
doubt the Heraclean origin of Melanopp stamps and takes into consideration the
synchronization of Melanopp name with the above stated fabricants Tios, Coas and
Amphistrat plus typological features. He refers this magistrate to the group of

ORAL
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Heraclean stamps (the middle of the 50s-30s, the 4th century B.C.). Of course, it is

i is wi i i hora from Olbia as
i with this wide dating, but I think that the ampl
'P:c;lsassﬂ\)/l:r;ongﬁfar morphology, should be assigned to the production of the unknown
l .
southern-Pontic center of amphora production.

z up” is also fixed by one finding of the whole amphc_>ra frog\ the
kurgaivﬁgenlgr(;legr the village N).,Kamenka in Cherson region with typlcallly
“Heraclean” and readable Englific stamp on the neck KEPKINO/ EYZENIA (tab e1
1, Ne 9). If it were not Egnlific stamps, any archeologist woulc! ca.ll that vesse
S’inope according to the form of the neck, body and foot. Anc':l thoughin $1nope cerlaafc
epigraphy there is only one Englific stamp rate of the flr.st group, in general this
practice of marking is not characteristic of Slnope. This problem _of dating is
solved as in the previous case. Magistrate Evksen is knov_vn by the single §tamps
from Elizavetinskioe settlement first of all in combination with the names of. different
producers. On the basis of these findings in complexes I reffered. 1.t to the
beginning of the 40s of the 4th century. In the last work of V.I.Kac Evksen is included
into the Il magistrate group (370-350 B.C.). The morphology of amphora,
from my point of view, shows the middle - the third quarter of the 4th century.
Moreover, as in the described cases, this is the production of the unknown southern-
Pontic center.

To sum up all the above stated, the main conclusion obviously is that. along with
the well-known centers of amphora production in the Black-Sea Region, on the
southern shore of the Pont during the flourishing period of PonﬁF trade in the flth
beginning of the 3rd centuries besides Heraclea, Sinop and Amastr.la, lfhe produ('thon
of amphoras was regulated in other polises, and in some of them periodically fabricant
and magistrate marking was made. It is possible that among preser.1tly known
unmarked and marked series of amphoras from Heraclea Pontica and Sinope, there
can be the examples from these centers. In particular, I cannot exclude the fact that
the special 4th type (dzhaferka) of Heraclean amphoras, pointed out by me based on
the materials of the complex depository near the settlement Islam Dzhaferka, which
has the specific number of morphological features, can be related to some center of
production not figured out yet.
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