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Dedicated to the bright memory of
my teacher Boris Nikolsevich GRAKOV
tha author
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skampne , worleshops snd contral of neaduatian of the pottery

The study of stamps found at one or another encient centre of stamps found

on pottery particularly on emphores is important for several reasons, In the first

place, this study inecreases our knowledge about the stamps themselves, about the

character of the activities of +he producing workshops which issued the stamped

tery, and about the type of control over this production etce In the second

]
—

place the recording of the finds of pottery stamps”as relatively precisely dated

provides us with the possibility of establishing a precise chronology

for archaelolgical complexes, strata,burials snd so on. In the third place,

o

a consideration of stamped pottery wares found during the excavation of ancient

gsettlements

is interesting in that it helps us reconstruct the economic ties of these

settlements at the period when the stamned pottery was issued and used.

The present study is devoted to an analysis and publication of the pottery

sbtamps from the excevations of ancient Tangis. Our collection is comparativels

gmall in sc

cope =~ 740 stamps in all, but it is of significant interest from +he

1

oint of view of all three aspects mentioned abdve. Anf enormous number of stamp

oyic) Tﬁnaie were obtained in the process of worl which was

Pl L s fL

carried on in the +tov

of Né;figovskoi of the lowarﬂ Don expedition of 1955 but a certain number of them

were acquired during the excavations of Tanais in the 19th cent Y

oy v
« and arg L‘}"-_'-)r.':\-jy’:(—.—a,;‘f " om

in the Hermitege end the National Historical Museum (G.I.M.) Thare are 85 of thesg
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stanps 21l 3 the majoriuy F them were published in their ‘f‘_ﬁ_r\_@ b P M. Isontis~
1 >
T.. Stan and B.M. Pridik. Referfences to these publicetssns are h +)
- - wa =Jml'e 1 18




red-

clazed were Arsenieva,
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Amony is necessary first of al

Very rted on amphoras of the
no longer were stampad. The
very 1ittle and up

rred to are found camparatively rarsly, they have been

have not been arranced in any orderly system, We shall return +o

pregent
hovever we shall dwell on the more

stemps of the I nigt ) which comprise the basic group anong all

this material from Tanais.

come to 609 in our collact

T 1
Pottery stamps
- -

or the necks of

these, fou amps occur on tiles, the remsinder on handle

cant number of tile stamps which

egard to the whole group of pottery
contace ¢ 3 inds in other centres of +the

be explained obviously the fact that the roofs

buildings in the most part not covered by tiles. We have already

ccasion to remerlk the comparatively small no. of finds of tile sherds in +he

to do with the fact that the majority of Tanais
4
homes were roofed with straw or rushesd ,

which had

cantrag

phora stamps of the

produced in the following way: ltable]
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This distribution of the stamps acc. to the centres where thev wers produced
igs very indicative. In comparing our figures with the data of the finds of amphora

es of the Boephorus ws are struck a v 1l

che comi

of tha stamps of two significant centres, wnose stamps are present in every collection

of items of pottery epigraphy, Thasos and Herakleia. The absence in B, of Herakleian

.|
.-;

englyphic stamps (as well es of Herakleian amphoras in ceneral) =- fregments of amphoras
which might possibly be ascribed o this centre can be numbered literally fewer than ten)

can be to a certain degree explained by the circumstance that the importing of Herakle

=) ¢y -1 i dan :'-.5_}‘!_
stamped amphora containers to the north B. Sea region occurs mainly in the &th cent, BG4

when T. did not yet exist. It is true that inthe special literature of today the opinion

prevails that stemping Herakleian amphoras was continued if not until the end at least

3
until the 3rd quartsr or to the middle of +he 3rd cent. BC. This date for the finan

phase of stemping in Herakleia which was proposed more than 40 years ago by B,N
T,
- Y BRls L L3 H = . i e - f A * _ =
wes accepted by all investigators and not subjected to any revision. [...A.A. Neichardt
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Items of pottery epigraphy from Mermeki and Tiriteke as the source for the study of

the trade relations of the kingdom of the Bosphorus with the centres of the E. Sea »ra.

during the Hellenistic period. PhD Diss. Leningrad 1951 po. 8-9] It has 2159 heen
accapted by the authors of both of +he classifications of Herakleian stamps which

(o]

Q

exist at the present time, I.B. Brashinsky and B.A. Vasilenko. However ons must by

no means consider this date as firmly established.

g

the contrary some data require

us to assume that llerakleian stamping ended r earlier perhaps even at the

10
in the 1st quarter of the 3rd cent. BC n +he

Do g

hand the sbsence or st lesst the very negligible importance of Herakleion imports into

be indiceted as well by the

city in the 3rd cent. 30 ohs

- e N (1

toward trade relations with the centres of the Asiatic RBosphorus whers the nosits

- ke in Pan [:'51-{?-1?’3?“.9. and the surrount ding
B | e

gsettlevents
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More complicated

The shronological classificati f Tha: stamps of ths 2nd

>iently worked out, how

caleulations of B.N,Grakov and VG, it is customary to consider that +he

vy )
!

amphoras on Thasos was continued throughout all of the 3td century

21d

by the latest and most

of Thasian stamps, Y. G. Vinogradov, vy Thesiaa stamped amphorss

"'d'

soma measure come to Tanais, all the more so

townsite Thesian stemps are encountersd frequently and among them stemps

-

referred to the very latest chromnological groups, i.s. to the 3rd
Td find a setidfactory explanation for their absenc~ from Tenais, we ars

" the hhole, in the amphora materigls of the Elizabetov towmsite and of

3rd century B.C., there are very definite differences which so far do not

SuD
to explanatior.

T'e N. Knipovitch pointed to the preponderance among the pottert
15 ‘ -

Rhodian stamps As a matter of fact Rh., st. comprise slmos+
finds of Hellenistiev amph. st. in that eity. In this reggrg
ct among 211 the other W, Black Sea centers,

, preponderance of Rh. pottery containers.

dosporps ‘the pottery stawps of Sinope are by far the most

tly more then twice the no.
of these 2 grps is dalmost 17

(Koe, Cherson., Knidos) are everyehars in 4w
o) L o -—il Ml :3

oy a small amount, and Tanaie ragard dses notk
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ntj.S} rlace, in the various cenbers amphs. were st. in different ways: on Rhodes, they st,
both handles of the gmphora, while in the majority of centers the st., =mas placad only
o one handle or on tha neck, Thus the no. of Rh, stss is twice as great as the no.
of emphoras to which they belong. This circumstance isvsually taken into account ?
scholars, but by no means to the full extent that it should be. Hence for ex. they do
not teke into ec-ount the very widespread practice of this double sfamping at Fnidos
and the pporadic use of this method in Sinope and on Thasos. In the 2nd place ome must
k2ep in mind the difference in the volume of st. apph.s from the various centers. It
mekes no sense to meke direct conclusions about the predominance of imports from Sinope
over those from Rhodes solely on the basis of the prepondersnce of the no. of Sinope
19
stse if the average capacity of a Rh. amphora was 25 to 28 liters, and that f +}g
20
Sinopean only 14 to 16 liters. In the 3rd place a cerbtain corrective coefficient must
be applied as %o the durability of the handles om which the stamps are found. Thus
{rom our observations Sinope stes turm out to be broken more often than Rhodian,
P9 fact must somewhat incresse their number (since 211 fragments are counted) in compariemm
with the former. The most important thing is that we must keep in mind the circumstance
that many centers stamped their conteiners not all but selectively. In particyglar, this

refers to such large-scale productive predmekixe centers as Herekleia and Sinope. Ang 44

this means therefore that the finds of stamps refdect only a certain part of +tha impors
£y w - ” ™ L d |
(5] - )
o o , - - . 3 e 8
i of merchandise in ceramic containers fron +hose centers. |[Acc, to +he caleulats oma
lationg
of Srashineky, in the 2 centers referred to,

ma.se of ancient Gk. pottery con
reports ;iven st the sescsion devotesd +o the results of field arch., research. . . 1972
Tashkent, 1273, p.74)] A1l these reservations end consicdarations ma¥e it exceedinet.
jifficult when we attempt to compere the intemmity of importing from the veriou P T
on the basgis of a count of emphora stemps.

Manetheless the eo if n of thése relative date or the varigas poi +8 “a ra L3
Finds 8 made is compleately stified sinc: all the cires hiah




g the sharp difference in the percentile relation betwsen Rh. and ot er stamps

-
iC

. distincuishes Tenais from the othar Black Sea cities reflects very actual spscif
Pagtares of Tanais commerce of the 3rd and 2nd centuries B.C. e have already had occas:
55

S

to remark, +hat these spocific cheracheristice revesl sinmilarities bet. Tanais and

I o il

Phanagoria whore there was also to be noted a significant increase in the vol. of

commarce with Rhodes in comparison with the positions it occupied in the cities of
23
L=

the Buropean part of tho Bosporos. In general Rhodes, it wd. seem, playsd a more
gignificent role in the economie and perhaps also in tha political 1ife of the cities

of the Asiatic Bosporos as is also attested by some data of Bosporos numismatics of the

(=

2nd century B.C. The prepondearnt relations of Tanais in the Hall. period precisels
with Phensgoria and not with Pantic. which is bsing explored from veriious materials

is reflected nob only in the s.iormous numerical predominance of Rh. sts. gbove all th

others but also in certain dther phenomena in the area of ceramic epigraphy about wh,

we shall speek later on,
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Pottery stamps from Teneis III-I BC B,B., Shelov Mogscow 1975
p. 5 ¥ ' Dedicated to the bright memory of
Ny my teacher Boris Nikolaevich GRARKOV
r} v tha author

The study of stamps found at one or another ancient centre of stamps found

on pottery particulerly on amphoras is importent for several reasone. In the first

place, this study inereeses our knowledge about the stampsz themselves, absut the
character of the activities of the producing workshops which issued the stamped
pottery, and about the type of controel over this production stce In the second
place the recording of the finde of pottery stamps as relatively precisely dated
material provides us with the possibility of establishing a precise chronolopy

for archaelolgieal complexes, strata,buriale and so on. In the third place,

e consideration of stamped poltery wares Tound during the excavation of ancient
settlements is interesting in that it helps us reconstruct the economic ties of these

settlements at the period when Lhe stamped pottery was issued and used.

The present study is devoted To en analysis end publication of the pottery
stemps from the excavatione of anclent Tanais. OQur collection iz comparatively
small in scope =- 740 stamps in all, but it is of significant intareat from the
point of view of all three aspects mentioned abdve, Amf anormous number of stanps
from T ,neie were obtained in the proocess of work which was carried on in the town site
of Medvigovekoi of the lowerg Don expedition of 1955 but a certain number of them
were acquired during the excsvations of Tenais in the 18th cent. snd are preserved now
in the Hermitage mnd the National Historical Museum {(0.1.M.) There are 85 of these
stanps in all, the mejority of them were published in their time by F.M. Isontiev,
L. Ptephani and .M. Pridik.l Referjfences to these publications are given with the

presentation of each atamp,
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A1) of the stamps invectigeted in the present study were printed on amphoras

end tiles, e do not teke into sccount here several etamps found at Taneis whieh z

were placed on red-glezed vessels, Only one of these stamps contained an inscription.

It would be more advisable to exsmine these stamps when studying all of the red-

zlazed ware from Tanais; such & study has already been begun by T.M. Arsenieva.

Among the stamps on pottery conbtainers it is neceasary first of all to distinguish
e not very large but very interesting group printed on amphoras of the 2nd and 3rd
cent. AD, Usually in this psriod emphoras no longer were stamped. The stempe
raferred to are found camparutively rarely, they have been studied very little and up
to the present have not been arrenred in eny orderly system. We shall return to
an examination of them in a special study, here however we shall dwell on the more
numerous stamps of the Hellenistic period which compriss the basie group s ong all

of thig meterial from Tanaic.

Pottery stamps of the 3rd to the lst cent, BC come to €08 in our collsctiom.
0f these four stemps ocour on tiles, the remainder on handles or the necks of
gharp~bottomed amphoras. This insignificant number of finds of tile stamps which
compriges e megligible percentage with regard to the whole group of pottery
atemps differe sharply from the percentage of these finds in other centres of the
north Black Sea rogicnl.5 end cen he explained obviously by the fact that the roofs
of buildings in Tanais were for the moet pert not cavered by tiles. We have already
had occasion to remerk on the comparatively small no. of finds of tile sherds in the

Hedvigovekol town site, which had to do with the fact that the mejority of Tanais
4
homag were roofed with straw or rushes,

The amphore stemps of the Hellenistic poriod from T. cer be d¥dded acc. to the centre

where they were produced in the following wey: ltable]
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This distribution of the stampe acc. to the centres where thaey were produced
is very indicstive. In comparing our figures with the date of the finds of amphora
gtamps in the cities of the Bosphorus we era struck above all by the complets absence
of the stanps of two significant centres, whose stamps are praesent in every collection
of items of pottery epigraphy, Thasos and Herekleia, The sbmence in £, of Harskleian
englyphic stemps (as well an of Herakleian amphoras in penergl) =- fragments of smphores
whloh might possibly be ascribed to this centre cen be numbered literally fewsr than ten)
can be to a certain degree explained by the circumstence that the importing of Herakleian

stamped amphora containers to the north B. Sea region occurs mainly in the #th cent. BC,

when T, did not yet exist. It 1s true that inthe special litersture of today the opinion |
prevails that stemping Heraklelan amphoras was continued if not until the end ot least
until the 3rd quarter or to the middle of the 3rd cent. RC., This date for the final
phese of stamping in Heraklele which was proposed more than 40 years ago by B.N. Grakovs
wae accepted by all investigatore and not subjected to any rnvision.7 [+oehor. Noichardt

Items of pottery epigraphy from Mermeki end Tiriteke as the source for the study of

the trade relations of the kingdom of the Bosphorus with the centres of the 2. Sea regiom

accepted by the authors of both of the clessifications of Herekleien stamps which
3

during the Hellenistic period, PhD Dies. leningrad 1951 pr. B-2] It hes aleo been ]
exist at the present time, I.B. Brashinsky and B,A, Vaesilenka. However one must by 1
|

no means considar this date ss firmly established. On the contrary some data require

us to assume thet Hornklegan stamping ended significantly earlier perhaps even at the
bers of the 3rd cent. BCs This helps us 4o explain the ebsence of Harakleien stamps

et T, which came into existence in the lst quarter of the 3rd cent., BC.IO On the other
hand the absence or at least the very negligible importance of Heraklelon imports inte

T. might be indicated as well by the orientation of thet city in the 8rd cent., BC chiefly
toward trade relations with the eentres of the Asiatic Roephorus where the positions

of Heraklei;g exporting were somewhat weaker than in Pentikepeia and the surrounding

gettlements .
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(p.7) More complicated, Jowever, is the situation with Thasia exports into the Don region. |

The chronological classification of Thasian stamps of the 2nd half of the 4th and of the
8rd centuries B.C. has thas far been insufficiently worked out, however, according to the

chronolofical calculations of B.N.Grakov and VG, it is cistomary to consider that the

12
stamping of emphoras on Thasos was continued throughout all of the Std century B.C.

solid
This point of view is also held by the gutnor of the latest and most substantive classi-
13
fication of Thasian stemps, Y. G. Vinogradov. Consequently Thesiea stamped amphoras

must have in some measure come +o Tanais, all the more so since in the neighboring

Elizebetov townsite Thesian stamps are encountered frequently and emong them stamps which

14
can be referred to the very latest chronological groups, i.e. to the 3rd century B.C.

p.8 T8 find e satidfactory explanation for their absencs from Tenais, we are at present unable.
On the Whole, in the emphora materigls of the Elizawetov townsite and of Tanais of the

3rd century B.,C., there gre very definite differencs which so far do not submit easily

to explanation,

Even in her time, T. N. Knipovitoh pointed to the preponderance among the pottery
16

stampe from Tanais of Rhodian stamps. As a matter of faot Rh, st, comprise almost

90 per cent of all the finds of Hellenistiw amphe st. in that wity, In this regard

Tenais is quite distinct among all the other N, Black Sea centers, in no one of whioch do

we see such a striking preponderance of Rh, pottery containers. In the small cities of

16
the Bosporps the pottery atamps of Sinope are by far the most prevalent. In Pantic., the

17
while in

Tenais the ratio of the stamps of these 2 grps is almost 17 to 1. As far as the Helj,

no. of Rh. handles is only slightly more then twice the noe of Sinope st.,

emphe 8te.8 of the other centers (Kos, Cherson., Knldon) are concerned, everywhers in the

Bospores they are represented by & small emount, and Tenais in this regard does not

represent anything particular unusual.

Of course it is impossible to identify direetly the co respondence of the st.s of

the early grpe, in the finds at any given pt. wita the gectual corresp, of kh importati on

from corresponding centers as is often donme. The quantity of sts, is g very relative
18

In the
indicator for establishing the absolute scale of oommorcialﬂ dealings ., S
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place, in the various centers amphs. were ste. in different ways: on Rhodes, they st.
both handles of the gmphora, while in the majority of centers the st. was placed only
oi one handle or on the neeck. Thus the no. of Rh. stse. is twice as great as the no.
of apphoras to which they belong, This circumstance isusually teken into account by
scholars, but by no means to the full extent that it should be. Hence for ex. they do
not take into acrount the very widespread practice of this double stamping at Knidos
and the pporadic use of this method in Sinope and on Thasos. In the 2nd place one must
keep in mind the difference in the volume of st. amph.s from the various centers., It
makes no sense to make direct conclusions about the predominance of imports from Sinope
over those fram-Rhodos solely on the basis of the preponderance of the no. of Sinope
sts. if the average capacity of a Rh., amphora was 25 to 28 li‘bera,lg and that of the
Sinopean only 14 to 16 11tera.ao In the 3rd place a certain corrective coefficient must
be applied as to the durability of the handles om which the stamps are found., Thus
from our observations Sinope st.s turn out to be bfokcn more often tham Rhodian, which
fact must somewhat increase their number (since all fregments are counted) in compariseom
with the former, The most important thing is that we must keep in miénd the circumstance
that many centers stamped their containers not all but selectively. In partioglar, this
refers to such large-scale productive pxmimekivs centers as Herakleia and Sinope. And xh
this means therefore that the finds of stamps reflect only a certain part of the import-
ing of merchandise in ceramic containers from those contora.a lAco, to the caleulationg
of Brashinsky, in the 2 centers referred to, only every 5th or every 6th amphora as a
general rule is stamped. (I.B.Brash., The use of statisftical methods in studying the
mass importation of emeient Gk. pottery containers, which appears in Theese of the
reports given at the session devoted to the results of field arch. roaonreﬁ. « o 1972,
Tashkent, 1978, p.74)] All these reservations and considerstions make it excoedingly
difficult when we attemps to compare the intemmity of importing from the variou: centers
on the basis of a count of amphora stamps.

Nonetheless the comparison of thase relative data for the verives points where the

finds are made is completely justified since all the oircs, which we have mentioned

muist ehve influenced faxthexsmmmzway equally the nos of st.s in all the importer citied.
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And the sharp difference in the percentile relation between Rh., and other stamps
whe distinguishes Tenais from the other Black Sea cities reflects very actual specific

featdres of Tanais commerce of the 3rd and Znd centuries B.C. We have already had oacaJ
to remark,da that these specific charasocteristice reveal similarities bet, Tanais and
Phanagoria where there was also to be noted a significant inocrease in the vol. of
commerce with Rhodes in comparison with the positione it occupied in the cities of

the EBuropean part of the lioluzot:urcs.z:5 In general Rhodes, it wd. seem, played a more
significent role in the economis and perhaps also in the political 1ife of the citied
of the Asiatic Bosporos as is also attested by some date of Bosporos numismatics of the
2nd century B.c.24 The prepondearnt relations of Tenais in the Hell. period precisely
with Phenagoria and not with Pantic. which is being explored from variious materials

is reflected no§ only in the e1ormous numerical predominance of Rh. 8t8. gbove all the

others but also in certain dther phenomena in the area of ceramic epigraphy about wh.
we shall speak later on,
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(ue take up now the introductory text on the Rhodian class,)
7 ! LOTy n_x adle] 21888,
p.10 Chapter 1 = Rhodian Stamps.
;19 toco o
?; -M%toA& 1t has benn stated above that the Rhodian stamps constitute the basic and by far the
-
4 j group of
/;uu/( {bCMK‘“ =5 4

F iTﬁ%ﬂgSt interasting H:1lenistic period gmphora stamps from Tanais. The overall number
’{Ie ,[ﬂ(ﬁﬁ)v l ol ’
of them in our collection is 530. We do not include in this number several othsr stamps

the Rhodian provenience of which can be prasumed but caunot as yet be positively establ,

S56GaD
Lpp.150-1]
These last stamps we have referred to thw group of st. from unknown cenfers (see b2low).

.

As is well known, three informative elements gre contained in Rh. st.: 1) tho

L 188
of the ep. priest, which occurs in the genetive case and is usually precsded by the
prep. BliI and sts. by ref, to the priestly function of the IEFEYZ although rarely, and

particulatly in early st., the name of the ep, can be placsed on the st. without the

prep.; 2) the name of the month of the Eh. calendar; 3) the name of the ergasteriarch,
1
the name of the pottery owner, lusually now referred to as the fabricent] and we use

- (SRS

it in this arbitrary wayl wusually in the gen. and less frequently in the nidmin. case

These 5 elements which we have mentioned are dtstributed on 2 stamps which are found op

the tuwo handle of the amph.
one
More frequently in mxzmmgim st. we find the name of the ep. anfl the month, and in

the other the naeme of the fab., however not infrequewntly the name of the month is
placed not on the ep.'s but on the fab.'s stamp. In very rare instancesf] both name arg
pl. in one st. then the name of the month occurs isolated on the other handle. In our

collection there ate 3 st. which contain only the names of the month (nos. 528-530)

i3
end one st. on which can be read 2 names, those of the ep,KPATIAAZ and the fab.

&
ANTIIONOZ (nof. 251). L®xx2 Still another st. in which it wd. seaem that 2 names s

ars

(5]

mentioned, noes 72, but the reading of this st. is v. difficult, ses below for details]

[In fatt, it is a Knidien.|
A1l the remaining Rh. st. are distributed in the following wey: eponyms, 250, fap

]
S5 oe

»

246, fncertain, (rubbed out or completely rubbed out), 30.

In shape, the Rh. stamps from Tena@is can be subdivided into circular, rect., and

De1l rhomboid, The number of st. of the different forms is as follows [sea table].
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In round eép. and fab st., on the side surface of the upper part of the handle there
sts. can be found small supplementary st.s which we will discuss later. 11 such suppl.
sts. were found in Tanads.

The name of months can be read on 204 stamps: ltable] The intercalary month
i, ABYT. has been excluded in meking up our percentages.

The distrib. of Tanais st. according to months corresponds more or less with the

usuel distrib. of months on Bh. st., and reflscts the vol. of the annual output of stemped
amphoras on Rhodes. OUne is easily convinced of this fact when he compares the data
cited above with the fipures of the finds of Rh. st.s from any other excavetions. For

exemnle, we will introduce hsre analogdus statistical materials for 3 points (Table 1:
7 4
(vl

from the excav.s of the cistern at Olbisa, £rom « « o Mirmeki, and from . . o Fhanaesris
5
If we are to indicate the materials that we will prasent in graphic form by Placing
ocissas
along the axis of the ("absisses") the names of the months in the order in which they

occur in the Rhe calsndar adopting the order est. by Nilsson, and along the axis of
the ordinates, the percentage of seals that have been found with e roef. to each month,
we will pbtein 4 curves for ths finds from Tanais, Olbia, Mirmeki, and Fhansgoria,

The graph shows clearly that the volume of annual production of amphoras in

Rhodes as it is reflected in the Tanais finds can be followed as well if the st. which

1 . 7 ERRE - A T—— 1 1 F
have been found in other centers, and that the correspondence of the number of amphorsg

produced in the piven months is a constant quentity in o1l the centers. The somawhet
. I 2
pertial nqn'aﬁrrongnnJQﬂce of the curves particularly in the ~ight section of the

graph, which eorrasponds to the months APTAMITIOZ, AI'PIANIOZ, end YAKING

i

places which gives the definite possibilities for accidental oscillations. lesearch
with £ considerably larger groups of finds would necessarily smooth out thess ac:identaq

&

- - o 02 % . 5 .
pscillations. .@ can find confirmatior of this when we anelyze the distr. of stamps

in -
acce to months in such large =erdds as all the kh., sta. found on the Bosphoros, all +u.
1 +ha

st. from the north Bl. Sea coast and all the st, from Lindos. The distr. of Eh, st,

£

of Bosphoran origin acc. to months was made by Y. S. Badalyans in his dissertafion:




-5 = (1817 .77)
‘<D.12) the count of references to the months on Rh. handles from all of +the north Bye Seg

region was made by B.N.Grakov in his introductory study to the corresponding division

T
of the ms. 1.0.5.P.E. I1I; eand finally M. Nilsson has asembled more than 3000
8
references to Rh. months on stamps with which he wa: familisr. The graph which has

thes

baen compiled from kkix data is similar to the preceding one (fig.2), it contains 3

almost identical curves very close to the cirves of the preceding graph but fres from
(ps14) accidental oscillations, inasmuch as the large noe. of references to Rh. months (more

than 2000 in each instancs) guaranteeos in this case the reliabilty of precentile re-

lations.

The non~-accidental character of these seasonal oscillations in the production of
noted 9

amphoras wes already mentioned by M, Nilsson. However the reesons for the oscillationg

have bot been as yet conclusively established. M. Nilsson following several other

researchers found them to be the result of the seasonal nature menufacture of pottery

containers which depended on weather conditions more or less favorable for the drying
10 '

of the amphoras. A% the same time all the researchers rely on the suzcestions

=
"
d

of

ancient authors as regards the drying of tiles or bricks. This point of vuew Prevails
£ <, 3

1,

among Scholars even at the present time. Ffhy Y. S. Krushkol expressed anothar opinion

in relagting the seasonal nature of the production of amphoras with the times of the

high tide of wine and by drawing a conclusion from a count of the various months mentionegg
1t ad

g
- - 2 = . . L&
on Rhodian stamps as to the predominamce of the producfion of dry wines on Rhodes,

attractive.
The hypothesis of Y. S. Krushkol is very appealing. It would seem to explain the

very need for stamping amphoras with the name of the month so that the purchasser

nmight know about the type of wine he was acquiring. The adherents of the traditiong)

point of biew gho connect the seasonal oscillations in the manufecturs with the condity
Onsg

of the drying of the emphoras are compelled to explain this demsnd (1.0 noed for b
v oEMuling
the name of the month on) by som fiscal considerations, by the need of facilitatin.

ating

supgrvision of the mgnufacture., This explanation is not very convincing

solve many difficult questions which arise. Take this charscteristic instar

If the indicetion of the month on the stamp was due to the d 1 f %k

demgnds of

policies snd was required by the gover:mental powers, then it would have to hav

9 beegn




3.04
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*(p.14) compulsory for all pottery workshops. And at the same time it is woll kmown that originally
on Rhodian stamps the months the month wes not indicabed. .hen they began to include the
name of the month in the composition of the Rhodien stemp, which took place gccording
to VJirece ground 275 B.C., for a rather long time some fabricents indicated the month

13
while others did not. Such a selective and not overall procedure is characteristic
for the pottery manufacture during the years of the eponyms SIASNIAAZ, AIZXYAINOZ

L

SOXAPHEZ, TIOAYAPATOZ, EYI

02 and BTAOKPATIZ and would indicste rather the privete snter-
prise and not zovernmental involvement in this custom, and cennot be explained by pro-

ceeding from the treditional concepts as to the seasonal nature of producing the amphora

containers. Unesplained slso are the omissions of references to the names of the months

14
on leter stamps, and the fact thet the insercalary month li. deuteros sts. tarough
15
inadbertence could be indiceted simply as LIANAMOZ. The hypothesis of Y. -. Krushkol

removas such questions.

But this hypothesis itself cannot be gconsidered as proven. To substantiate ik, it
wd. be nedessary to prove that the incrasgsed production of amphoras in Rhodes occurs
precisely in those months when the essential high tide of wine takes place. Y.l. Krushigy

does indeed attempt to contrast the productive wine-,aking cycle with the rise and fa11

in the m'f'r of amphora-containers by rejecting the dependence of this rise and fall oy

g

the seasonal nature of pottery m'f're. However at the same time it

=

2ils to bake intg

consideration that the very order of the months in the Rh. B8alendar which it adopts wgg
» 18
established by M.Nilsson chiefly on the mxkix basis of thisdependence which it rejects,

It is precisely the conviction that the number of stamps with en indicatlon of one or

another month depends on the seasonel nature of pottery m!'f'r which lay as the basis

of the calendar complied by Nilsson. 1f we do not admit this connection, then it wi1n

be necessary to conclude that we are unable to esteblish the sequence of Rh. months
1h

This is very well shown in a spevial work on calendars by V.V. Latyshev,

Waich 8 ls.f-b aratea

its own variant wh. coincides with the one thet was creested independently by B, Bischope
ol i

But when M. Nilsson who made wide use of the data about the numbdr of stamps with the

names of stemps elaboreted his scheme, it wes accepted by all scholars

and G, Bischofyp
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among them, who procseding from apigraphical data only oroposed that thsy zemxraxgs

18
transfer the month Sminthios in 1. Nilsson's scheme from the €th to the 2nd pesition.

Hence it is for the Hime being impossible to refect the point of view which holds that

the number of stamps with the names of months depends on conditions of pottery m'f'r, wx
without st the seme timd upsetting our concept of the Rhodian calendar. Only the massing
of new data about the Rhodian celendar which would be indepondent from the indications of

the month on Rh. stemps would permit us to approach the solution of this problem,

19.IV.77
Y.S.Krushkol's hypothesis elicits one further difficulty: 1t assumes inevitsbly
that both the eponym's year has bssn indicated in order to show & year when wine was
particularly ebundant, and that the second name on the Rh, st. belongs not to the
owner of the pottery workshop but to some person who had to do with wine production op

wita the wine treds. Y.S. Krushkol also sees in these persons wine exporters and in
20
this point he disagrees with all the existing scholarly tradition. The question ig

too complicated and it deserves special study based on the materials not only of the

Rh, but also of other pottery stemps, all the more so becawse the functions of the

persons indicgted in other groups of amphora st. cannot up to the present be regardaeqd
21 )
a5 having been sufficiently explained.

In addition to the legend, Rh. st. contain occasionally depicted emplems, On roung

st. it is usually a pomegranate blossom, the Rh, "coat of arma" around wh. the legeng

is pleceds less freguently in the centar of the st. is the radient head of Helios

eponym
very rarely we encounter other emblems. For rectangular stamps, the emblems are not

s 8nd

characteristic, infrequently we find only the head of fHalios, while on the othar hang

on fabricent stamps they are very frequent, snd at the same time meny ergest.s constanty
RIS 1y

o

employ the same fixed symbol: Amyntas = & crown, Sokrates, a torch, lmas, Bukleitgg

end others = a caduceus, etc. Here is a 1ist of the emblems on the stamps from Teng

is

(table 2) [table

The majority of the emblems we have listed are quite common for Rh. st. A

emblem is the one of the eagle seated on a thunderholt (no.354),

which was encounta
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d

‘(p.16) in the N Bl. Sea region e second time, at the first find the eagle was taken to be an
22
owl. Comparatively rare also is the dspiction of the doubls axe - labris, which

23
occurs on the ste of Panchares (no.442).

The most important and at the seme time the most difficult aspects in the study of
Ehe amph. ste is their proper chronol. chassification. Up to now there is still no

can
complete chronole. classification of khe st., and by no means all Eh. amph, st. be

el
°
(]
-1

definitely dated. None the less 80 parcent of the Rh. st. found at Tanais can with

more or less certainty be fxa referred to one or another chraonol. eroubd. dithout

dwelling here in detail on the means and mathods of dating, we shall indicate only thse

bagic prihciples mfxktk® for the chronol. classification of Eh. st.

54
The publication »f by (C.) Schuchhgrdt of the complex of amph. st. from Porgamon.
> ]

<M

which are welldated from genersl historical considerations in a period about 220~180 n :
” 'tL-’

permitted F. Blecymann to estab. a group of Rh. eponyms and potters (erg.s), whose
activities fall approx. in those years. The finds of amph. st. in the ruins op
~ L - ot} s e 1 o - 3 s 3 W

Carthage whe was destr. by the Romans in 146 B.C. mafle it possible for (him) to es

26

a group of stemps belonging to a period between 180 and 146 B.B. This grouping
2 b

tab,

by 3l. has ramsined basically unaltered even today despite certain errors and inaceyrg
. 4

Qo

to reconsider tha dating of the Yerg. complex have heen on the whole UNCONTin man
.Cling
L=}

After the works of F. Bleckmann there were discovered s few other welldated complexag

of

= o 2 @ P .
the same period as the +8rg. complex, among them the most important are the remarks ble
< =d Ll

29

collection of aur & Prom T - ; z -
collection of amphoras from Villanowa on Khodes , the collection of Rhe. st. fronm the
30 )

- a 2.1 = /
cisterm in the Olbia agora, pottery st. from the constr. layer of the “entran Stoa 3
31 ) .

1 Ao i At B . i 5 3 ‘
the Agore in Athens. A detailad study of the st.s of this period in their various

combinations and in the various finds enabled V Grace to date more precisely many op
; Ny

tham, and_to propose & preclse dating of the Perg. complex within the limits of 210-

175 B.Ce This last proposal cen still not be regarded as completsly establishad
hed,

but independently of whether or not it will be accepyed, the feuneral chronol. framg
frame of

e 1 y 0 lrrne - R s 2 . ' .o . =
both of F. Bleckmann's groups remain valid, slight oscillations of 5 to 10 years ear
- b =0 A8ra

no essentizl significence,

oying the stratigraphic date from the finds of

the ampha st, in Athens,




Dalos and other places, VG was able to distingygish groups of Rh. hat were

o

hoth later and earlier than the : he Perg. and Carthage complexes In order
to define the earliest Rh. sts. of the 4th and the beg. of the 5rd cent. B.C., a place
pf special importance is occupied by the complex of Rh. amphs. from the Koroni peninsuls.
although disputes are still carried on with regard to the dating of the complex, thers

can be no doubt about the fact that the monuments of ceramic epigraphy from this {ind
54

xaxeEaix are to be placed at the very beginning of Rhodian stamping. Of extrems
importance also was the discovery in Rhodes of a store of Rhodian amphoras

of the ep. LIAYZANIAE I, approx. 275 B.C., which were found during the sstr, of the
35
Hotel Soleil, and which are as yet unpublished. In order to date the stamps of the
"post-Perge period”, in addition to the Carthage finds one may also use the finds from
36
Corinth which was destroyed in the same yeo.r as Carthage. As far as the amph. st,g

[5]

of the second half of the 2nd cent. B.C. are concerned, they can usually be disting guishag
by the fact that they are not to be found in the eerlier complexes.

Definitive chronological indication might be found in the finds in Samaria which
37
ceased to exist in 108 B,C., however the sta, from the excavations of this city were
38
published very unqualifiedly snd can be identified only with difficulty.

Bh. sts. from the end of the 2nd and of the beginning of the lst cent. B.C. can p,

easily distinguished owing to the finds in the layer of the Sulla-destruction of Athepg

which have been widely used by VG for é@ating, and thanks also To the recently 4i
32
complexes in Cosa and Alba Fucens in 1taly. Finally, in order

15 C o ‘“er-\rl
4

to determine latsy

Rhodian stes of the first hglf of the 1st cent. B.C., of great interest are the obServaw

tions made in the investigation of the romains of ean ancdent shiowreck of this
40

¢ the ghores of Antikjythera.,

Period
alon
aven

Basing herself chisfly on stratigraphic data, VG still in 1952 made a clasgips

almost a1l Rh. eponyms, distributing them into 6 chronol. groups.

king this-clessification she qualifies her remarks b saying that i

were applicable ohly to the stamps found #n Delos, and that several of the names hick
PE h

she presents can appear as we)l in other chronological groups, inasmuch as in a Sarisa

: - o g . A
of instsnces several eponyms who lived at vearious timsg wnrg the seme nams,




ctually wa now know that amonz thz nemes of the Rh. eps. thers are manyv wi
- } ] L

for)

repeated two and even three times. Konathalesinth? distribution of Kh. eps. Xintc

chronologicel groups VG provides firm basis for approximate dating (within the linmits
of sevaeral decades) of a *trenendous number of eponym stamps. Subsequently VG on the

basis of an analysis of new finds more than onee has rsvised the whole list of eponyms
42
and the datine of the individual names.

Originally the chronol. clascification of the Rh. eponyms acce. to VG looked 1like
43 (Delos
this ittable

Later VG somewnat changed the limits of the first 2 groups by increasing the 1imits

of Y“roup I to last until the middle of 3rd cent. B.C., and by limiting Group II
44 f n‘x)
to approxim. the 3/4 of that century. This distrib. of stamps in the

groups has bsen accepted by us in our present study. In her study writien

s i1 Lad

. Sav.-Petr., VG once agein has practically returned to her original into

limiting Group 1 only <%o those eponyms whose names are unknown on stamps where

45

are named, and establishing its end thus st some time around 275 B.C. In the
work she proposes to divide the final, that is the 6th chronol. group into two,

a L Bl e > ; A r 3 N
a roup VI which corresponds approx. to 108-80 B.C., and a seventh group wh. is
46
dated from 80 - 30 (T) Bl This division based entirely on observetions of
p 3

mphoras ,inxXredxtionxkhexkkx as far as Rh, sts. are concerned does not seem to yg

sufficiently justified and we prefer to adhere to the former €-part subdivisior

|7

o T

1ist oL Xh. eponyms, all the more so since the stamps of the last group, Group V:

on the wnole extremely scarce in our finds.

In distributing the names of Zhodian eponyms into chronolofical

groups,

out not only from the stratigraphic date of the finds of the sts. Che also amploveqd
L \..r

methods of reletive dating, end among them the determining of the pariod of g stamp
o

of ths smphora on whieh it was founde The evolution o

ir perts perticulerly their hendles, which has

a2rmits us to determirs an 2;
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dating which B.N.Grakov called morphologicel has enabled us to determine chronological 1ly

s wnols series of stamps found at Tanais, even in those instances when the name on the ﬁ

-

s{jamp cg_nnot he road (f'ol" BX ey Noe2d ?, 502, :.329).

Some it is true very limited data for the dating of Eh. stamps is given by mat

of 2n iconographic end paleographic character. This wide use in round Kh. sta, of the

rediant head of éelios eS an emblem can be obseorved in the second helf of the 2nd cent.

49
BaCos end the depiction of the same hecd on rect. ep. steamps to the left of the inscr
is characteristic acc. to our observetions for sts. of the last third of the 3rd cent,

\,J

. (no. 3, 70, 101, 120, 194, 209). In soms instpynces, supplementary fxmmx chronol,
criteria can be found in the shape and proportions of the letters in the legend of the

stamp,in the wey ‘the legend is divided into lines, and in the corresp. bet. the inger,
50
gnd the emblem on the st., etc. We shall employ these criteria chiefly when it is

necessary to distinguish the homonyms among the Kh. eponyms and fabricents.
The paleographic method of dating can be employed only in combination with other
;s attempts to use itwindeu,vdant1j/ have led only to errors. Thus A. Dumont oy
the basis of paleographic observations, attempted to date some Rh. stemps of the
51
beginnig of the 2nd century B.C. as of the 4th cent. B.C.

The stamps of the Rh. ergasts. can be deted with even greater difficulty that the
the

ap. 8t8. So far thers exists no general compilation of fabricants' names with g Brea:
~ o 4T -
down into chronol. groups similar to the one made by VG with regears to the nemes of the

gpes. In order to establish a chrology of fah.s! names, of extreme importance is +he

determining the pairs of nemes of ep.s and fabricants which appear #n g single

stamp or in the stemps of a single amphora. Instances of such synchroni

o 5M ware oy
~ =il LL
53 53 if
noted and utilized for deting by F. 5leckmann. Fo Hiller von Gaertringen, J ari
- Lo “ e J. & S
1]

and L3M.Pridik devoted their speciel sttention to these }_:r‘ob]_ems. A5 a result of —
: - Mch

work, VG in 1934 in publishing the stamps from the Athenian Agora, was able to Provide
Rh. fab.s and ep.s. 53 such correspondences whie
56 At

Zhe 8pes and 24 nemes of ergast.s appear in it, iven at this time i+

Vs g

alraady 1own that there existed a somswhat larger number of corraspondences, but in 4
= = =Za 18 - s & n 41

individual cases the correstor ce o not been asteblished complsteiw
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convincingly. In soms old editions which refer to intsct amphoras with two stamps
the reading of the stamps is subject to doubt, which fact obviously caused VG not

+o include many of the pairs which ere referred to in the literature in her table,
This has to do wikk in particular with a very impe publication of intact Eh., amphoras

[~trd
57
from the lMetrop. Museum which was made with insufficient qualification by Hall,

]

UG was able to check a part of the stamps publ, by Hall and to ixeimidsx make the necescary

= B
58

corractions in reading them, however part of the amphoras in this collection remained
inaccassible to her., Doubts are elicited as well by several readingsZ which appear in

the old publications of Hiller v.G., J. Faris, E,M.Pridike And still in a series of

snstances by employing ths whole inventory of data which is now available to us for ths

dating of Rh. St.s, it is poss. guite definitely to aacept or reject one or another of
have

these old correspondences. Ilhus evsn the use of data which kax ling since been familigy

with regard to the synchronism of several names can be epglied now with significantly

more asaurance than VG was able to do in her time.

The supplementing and revision of the table of correspondences of 8p. and fab,

names appears to be an impending tesk, eben more so becesuse of the fact that in Vi1

Vo 1g

ot

able which was compiled in 1934, a large group of names was given an erroneous relative
LAV
dating. At that time it waa _ssumed that the eponyms who ned to do with the arpas
g E gast,s
59
Agathoboulos, Drakontidas and Midas, precede the time of the Perg. complex., A

=]

o 8
matter of fact, as VG establ later, theyreferg already to the second half of the 2nd
60

century B.C. The early stamps of the first and second chronolofical groups do not

soem to have been reflected at all at that time in the table. Moreover we now knoy of

i £ &

’~
the exirctence of many homonyms among the Rh, ep.s and fab.s, which now enables yg to

clarify the deta on the correspondence of the nemes, The imp. fact is that during +he

last decades the material accessible to us had grown with enormous proportions, aboveg

all as a result of the reworking by VG herself of the new finds from various regigng

¢ ancient world. An spproximate count indicates that now we know of no lessg th
loss thap

150 combinations of names of fabricents end eponyms, il.e. thrse times greater thay o
9T than ngq

hea seumad bv schals 1n 934 lons 18n1t1v the datine of ;. = .
ssen assumed by scholars in 1934. Consequently k.).uitlna_ﬁl mary stemps, parﬁinu13r1w

e hwa er U= zoouald ﬁ e L :
; L ; w "
fabricent stamps, with-regard-bo'tho-newmes is one of the basic methods of establishiy,
12,
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1) o chronology end is employed by us in connection with many stamps from the Tanais
collection.
he <§@d
The corresp. of the names of the ergasts. and the eponyms con nowhestablish t
o series of characteristics such as unigue paleographic and breaking-down data [i.0
apperently the way the legends are arranged] (within the limits of narrow g£roupd) the
prasence of supplementary stamps or ceses of srronsous impositions of stamps one upon
another. Howsver of course thse main source of our information in this problem remains
the finding of inyact or btoken amphoras which preserve bobth handles with both stamps.,

Such finds can now be numbered in the hundreds and they provide us with a bas@c concept

of the intorrelation of the names of the eponyms and the ergast.s

The finds from Tanais also ars quite interesting in this regard. They
with 8 combinations of the nsmes of eps. and args., 2 of which repeat co-binati
wnich were known eerlier, wnile 6 of them are new.

Mirst of all %% should be noted xkmk st. n-.251, to which we have already refer

rad
?
end wh. contains the names of the ep. of chronol. grp III, KPATIAAZ and the fab. ANTIr prn-
E‘l 1)
A 8% h this comb. of names was already kndwn to . Bldeckmenn, but VG in her table
“&Dhle

of name=-combs. for some reason does not indicate this pair. Nor is thers anything ney

shout the comb. of the names of the ergast. APIITOKAHZ (no.286) and of the ep, APXIAATAR S
(no.77), which we find on the emphora @xcavj:d by F.M.Leohtieff in the Tanaj

b § mecropnlys
g :
his combination is known also on the stamps of 2 other intact jars. EOwaver tha oo
N8 "..'_)"""f.)

Pl

e S -
— ) 18 encoyme
JUT

(V=R

of the rames of the same ARXIAAIAAZ (no.78) and the oergast. AMYNTAZ (no.264
for the first time and cénfirms the dating of the fab. sts. of AVYNTAZ at the beginnj

R T A8 1 11‘n.g
of the Znc cents B.C. i@ gleo encounter for the first time the

comb. of the namgg

2 .
epe AFIITSY (no. 68) the neme of the ergaste ALOZ (no. 326) and of the 9p. name
APLXTOL famale name of the proprietrees of g Qot*ery KAMIE (ng =~ )

e R
The dating of the amphoras of AIOZ and KAWAIC et the time of the Pe ’g . complex coylg °
wave been estab. evean witnout * 2

>orrespondences, our pairs of nemes snly sarve + -
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confirm end estab. a more precise chronol. for @se amphoras, in particalar they snahl
us to refer tho stamp of KAAAIR to the 2/2 of the "Parg. period", to 200 to 180 B.C.

¥uch more important are 3 other combinations of names: of the ep. AZTYNHAIZ II f1n,a")

and the fab. EYKABITOZ (no.351), of the ep. zENORANTOZ (no0.168) and the fab, LIMIAJ

DT oA
T3

(no«451), of the ep. API AAZ (no0.40) end the fab. MANEKPATHZ (no.405), In the fj

2 instances these combineations eneble us to determine the time of the activities
o § m
workshops of LYKARITOZ and ZIMIAZ, for the dating of whose nutput we had hed no dat

WENEEKFATHZ is concerned, the T-nais amph. with his stamp dated by the

[F3

2
the epe. APIZTEIAAZ, attests the fact that he worked at the beginning of thg/jji

3.C., and is to be distinguished from the fab, of the same name whose avtivities took

64 (Pnyx)
place in the midd@le or the 3/4 of the 3rd cent. B.C.

A supplementary method for synchronizing ep. and fab. names and a relative dating

of ste.s can also be found in a study of the do=called secondary st.s wh. are stg foung

1 o S
«5 Vi1,

oy g

=B

have been noted occasionally by scholars, butxks and have never constituted an

togethsr with the primary stamps on the handles of Rh. emphoras. These sec. st 1

2bject

of special study, can in our opinion serve as an approx, chronol. indicatorf. 1+ s
‘3. [

true that our orig. dating of *hese stamps in the period of the Perg. complex +

out to be too restricted. At the present time it must be admitted that these stampg

begen to be used at the very end of the 3rd century B.C. and existed throughout the

gourse of almost all of ths 2nd cent. B.C., howsver their more or les

67
to be referred to the first quarter of that century.

8 regular use jg
[D.B.Shelov, "Sec, stg, i

Ehe amphs.", Melenges of’erts a K. Michelofsky, Warsaw 1966, PP +666=667, ]

In a series of instances on the basis of comparing sec. sta.s, it is Possible +
< 2 i 2 100§ 2

form a synchronization of fabf. and ep. names which have been indicated on

Primary g
g8 Y 5%es
g 1 1 o % < o ¥ UL ar } T e
that are accompnaied by secondary ones. The m&thodology wh. we have suggested ro,.
69
such a synchronization was greeted by positive repponse, audxatzwx however

” e 1 Practiac
1Cgy

shows that such comparisons must be made with extreme caution, It is hardly PossEE
LI Le

for ex., to consider as conclusive the comb. of the names of the ep. NIKAZAIOPAS d
LA ERZ 1d

the feh, APIZTOKAHZ merely on the basis of the fact that on their ste.s there also

) 70 s “afﬁeng
4 1 I o o D 24 ‘= L, | 8o a ) -
e us:égg same sec. st. (B in rect. . cucn a simple secs st. can be found with
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used at the begin ing of the 3rd cent.
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71
nemes . In our collection in particular the sec. st.s 8 occurs on the handle with

the primary st. of the fab. HIIOKPATHZ (no.373). In this connection it is imp. to know
95 well the sec. st. no. 362 from Tanais. This st. consists of the letter P and ixxixzz

of a small star at the right of it. All these st.s we have considered as balonging to th
73

workshop of ABIZTOKAHZ, but the Tenais suppl. st. accompanied the primary st. of the

ergast. IIULIWKPATHZ., This does not chenge the datirps of several epe.s wh. have bsen estah

by us, of ep.s connected with similar sec. st.s, since the activities of the er
API2ZTOKAHZ end I IIOKPATHZ coincide in time, however it requires us to approach with
caution the linlking of the names of ergast.s and ep.s on the basis of an identid;
st.8+ Of course the recurrence of mire complicated st.s (like the monograms of the
fabe SYPPANGP,{no. 355) bs far less ppobable. Acce to information furnished by G,

Lucas Benaki, who was the possessor of the largest collection in the worldof Rh. st

r.k;.E,

which he has now given to the Alexand-ia museam, provided her with a great enount of

material for work on the synchronization of Th. p.5s and fab.s on the besis of compa rine
Lricd s =
(5] .

secs Stes. Unfortunately the results of the ressarch on this material heve not as et
of &

baen published,

3 4 = 77 e : 1 [ - -
In the study of VG and M. Sav.-Petr,, the sug.estion is made that sec. st.s in

74
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usual form were introduced for the 1st tire in 188 B.C. This date has even bean

%Heir

adopteg
as the starting point for establishing the ond of the "Perge period". However thir gas:
MACANn {4y

has no basis except for general considerations sbout "the greet Fhodian expansion on +he

N Ly T = N m . N
continent.” Thus the earliest sec. sts. which sppeared on +the amphoras of the ergast,
ATTENZ at the t £ . n o :
ATIZEOZ at the tum of g?e 3rd and 2nd cent.s B.C. p which are abundantly representeg 10
5 1

£he ¥il11 \ i - . 3 .
the Villemova complex, turn out to be isclated from the other sec. st.s which ap o8 tad
= el

. W . “n o = e r 8 - .
as it were only 12 to 15 years afterward. We find this proposal not to be very cop

Vine-
S =% g e 1 baliavw 1 1 TomTE AT BE, T e T _
ing, and we continue %o believe that the sec. st.s of AIZKOZ, which were placed alongdig
the earliest BRlde
the primary stas, were indeed mxmmehxeaxiiex attempt to introduce this sec. indicatig
Y ! 2tion-
Lr Al

¥ P 7 o2 } - 7 -4 3 e ~ S N . -
factor @@ that a s@gnificent chronol. break betwean the stemps o ALZKOZ and ths othar
76 ’
1. st.s ought not to be hypothesized,

to agres

Gorrespondingly, it is scarcely possible with the assertion
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true thaet VG hes reconsidered her original dating of these stamps, and now refers them ¥

=) il o

p=rs
of
o
@
b
a}
(s 1]

+0 a later erpast. of this name who worked in the 3/2 o cent. B.0., howaver

ghe continues to consider as possible the existence of sych st.s on ths amphoras con-
78 r= ) . {
tomp. with ZETAZ 1. Obviously this is glso an ervor, ey o

U

In our Tanais collection there are 11 sec. st.s on Rh. handles. © of them are foungd

on handles on which the primary ste has been lost or cannot be read (nos. 624-527),

one of them accompanies the ep. st. of AYTOXKPATHZ (nce91) and 6 of them appsar with the

stamps of the ergast.s EYOPANRP (no.355), IMOKPATHZ (no.369-372) and TIMOEENOZ (no.468),

In duscussing the dating of Kh. st.s, we will refer also to the so-called cursiva
ste5. There are 6 such st.s in our collection: with the names of the ep.s ANTIIIATPOZ
(no.27), AAMOKPATHZ (no0.93), TIMOOE0Z (no.21€), TIMOKAHZ (no0.222), and two wh. cennot ba

read (no.232, 236), The names of all these ep.s, ezcept for TIMOOEOZ, hawe sady bann
79 .

gncountered on cursive ste.s. The ste. of

interesting in that it conta ing

Ve

the indication of the priestly function of the ep., which is usually present in curs

1

st.s although the other charscteristiss of this grp of ste.s are present on it. Thys

we have confirmetion of Y.S.Badalyans' observation about the existence of curs

< S1Va StoS
(518]

on which there is sbsent an indication of the priestly dignity.
hen in 1956 we distinguiched for the 1st time a group of cursive eponymous Stampsg
amps ,

we proposed that all of these stamps had come from one workshop or even from

the hamgie
hands of a single master whose acthvities we referred to the 2/4 of the 2nd centyry
81
B.Cs 1. B. Brashinsky proposed a later dating for this group, referring it to the
82
5/2 of the same century, Probably this dating is more correct. In Proposing our

dating for this group of stamps, we proceeded from the fact that the ep.s &A_JulfT’r

11
end ANTINIATPOZ, whose nasmes are found on cursive stamps, belong to the time of the
83
Cartheginien complex., Howaver recently VG has estab. that the activities of these

E'J"'j:
ap.s refer already to the end of the 2nd cent. B.C. (no.27, 99).

99 Ona

o

d 250 date

in the z/a or the end of the seme cent. the activities of the ep.s AIZXINAZ, API T“AT

NAYZIIII0Z, TIMOKAHZ 11,

PIST NOMO 3 ITAXOS (3 0. mRL AR A .
ZTONOMOZ, APIZT b (m_p,j_ y 6875 63, 2 .c.’.), To

determine the time of the other ep.s whose names
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them were indded referred by VG to her chron. grp. IV. There are still left the ep.s

APISTRIAAZ end APALOLANHI, whose nares gre atiested to on the handles of amphoras of thae

Perg. complex. However as far as APATOSANHZ is concerned, it has now been estab. that %

3
Jy I
85

a

there were 2 @p.s of this name (no.28), the second of whom exercised the functions of

ap. at the end of the 2nd cent, B.C.; it is he abviously who is referred to on the

cursive stamps. As far as ACIZTEIAAZ is concerned, in all probabklity one must return
to the hypothesis of F. Hiller v.G., who distinguished in the 2Znd cent. B.C., 2 ep.s of ik
this name: 1) of the period of the Ferg. complex, and thse other & later one, who is

86 87
referred to in the cursive stamps. (no.40). Our objections against such g classificatiqn
must now be withdrawn., Thus nothing contradicts referring the wnole group of cursive
eapy stamps to the end of the 2nd cente BaCa., that is to the end of chronol. grp V or evan
to the beginning of VG's grp VI. This group of stamps retains its dignificance

the
dating factor, however naturally it establishes Xime XmxaxdxXLexmmkxxay of the materigl

as a

[
L=l

commected with it differently from what we have assumed sarlier,

The redating of the group of cursive ep. ste.s enables us to pay careful attention +.

the attempts to compare these stamps with the fabe. st.s of ARPOZ (no.334). In aclmaoy
edging that 211 cursibe st.s came from a single workshop, it is more probable to assumg

thgt they belong to the workshop of AQPOZ, although of course complete conviction of

this fact can be obtained only after the finding of the handles of an amphora that arg
indisputably comnected with each other, and which contained an ep. cursive stamp ang a
cursive ste. of the ergast. AEPOZ.

In applying &'l tne methods of dating Rhodien st.s which we have listed above +g,

tha objects found in Tenais, ws can chronologically determine within the limits of

cortain periods all of the ep. st.s which can be read and the overwhelming majority

of
fabae stes, in all, 4352 stes out of the totel of 530. Thes: ste.s can be divided into
chronol. grps as follows: Ltable]
Inesmuch as the time sedtors corresnonding to chronol. grps. are unequal, to dﬁteyﬁ
mine the intensity of the importing of Rhodiaa amphoras into Tanais et verious Periodg

. .l e Ln s 41 o P
ﬁg.lafnﬁég}gaggggﬂaalxJde the number of stamps of each chronol. grp into the approx
- L]
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1?.26) noe of yoars covered by the corresponding period. The annual coefficient obtained will
zive us an idee of the increase or declina of the importéng: [table]

Of course these figures are to, a certain extent arbitrary inasmuch as in the
first place the very limits of the chronole periods and the no. of years in eech
period are approxipate, and in the second place one or another stamp can by no means
always be referred precisely to one or another period. 4Yevertheless the annual coeffi

(volume )
a n / =
obtained thereby permits us to form s more acourste idea of/ the dynamics of the trade,

cien’

(25.1¥.77)

The figures we have just presented sndicate that the importing of merchandise
in Rhodisn amphoras 4o Tenais took place continuously throughout the course of two
genturies =-- the 3rd and 2nd BC. We have already had occasion to remark about the
presance of Rhode stamps in Tanais, stemps dating from the very beginning of the

89
3rd century BC, Rhodien smphoras were deliversd to Tanais quite regularly,
atshssph-nel in mewy lawvse guanbities
althouch not in very large quantities, throughout all of the 3rd cemtury 3C.
A sharp increase in Rhodian imports occurs in the pirst decades of the 2nd cent, B,
Chronological group III of Rhodian stamps, which can be dated approximately 220-180
BC, is represented by the largest number of finds and the annual co-efficient of
this group exceeds the co-efficient of the preceding groups by five times.  In fact
tha increase in intensity of importation at the beginning of the 2nd cent., BC wasg
mach more significant, inasmuch as the overwhelming majority of stamps of group I1y
velongs to the 2nd half of the "Perg., period®, i.e. to the first two decades of the
ond cent, BC. If we take this fact into consideration then the annual co=3ificient

of these two decades increases significantly since the co~aff. of the earlier

"Parg.® group declines.

(importing )
p. 27 The ides that further imports into Tanais of Phod. amphore
|" wes )

2nd century BC were mainteined at the same high level ags in the

containers in +he

first decades of

b e T S — AaArnald e A el e s - - X R 2
thet century was deduced by us from a preliminary inspection of t'we materials anq
t+q+g1)
Pram A BEUTMME TV ) B o o
from a sumary +tabulatiom of the shemps but howatwar +i31rhed
! A S ] ut nowaver turned out o be in ccurad
7 be insccurste

o
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As a matter of fact, es the annual co-efficients indicate, the flow of Rhod. amphoras
into Tanais although indeed it did continus throughout all of the 2nd century BC on
. L
O quite a considerabls scale does not ettain sﬁeequently the full developemsnt +that it
X had in 200-180 BC. By the énd of the century this importing is sharply curtailed
G
( S . .
7 ~- the final group of stamps which corresponds with the last years of the 2ndg century

BC and the first half of the first cent. 3C, is representad by a relatively smal)

<11

number of finds and g somparatively low co-efficient,. At the same time we mist keep

in mind that all the s{amps which ren be referred to this group belong to the beginning

of the period =~ to the end of the 2nd and the turn of the 2nd/1st cent. BC,

It would be very interesting to compare these results which have to do with the

-

dynamics of importing Rhod. amphora containers into Tanais with the corresponding dgtg

for all other north RBlack Sea centres particularly for the cities of +the Bosphorus

9w

Unfortunately such a comparison would involve considereble dif?

[y
[

culties. In the ¢

e

rst
]

place the numbar of Rnh, stamps which have been found in many conbres ( Nympheion,

Gorgitsia, Tiritakos, Kepai, et al. ), are far too few to use these sta.s for a comp-

1
arative statistical tabulation. In the 2nd place the chronological classiffcation

of the Rh. sta.s acs. to the individual centres whers they were found has bean
begun only recently by Y. S. Badaliants and refers almost exclusively to @ponym

At this point we can contrast the data of the finds of Rh. stamps of various perindsg

for four Bosphorus cities =-- Pantikapeios, Phanagoria, Mirmeki, Theodosia. The countg
were 91
~ of gstamps from the last two centres wes published by Y.S. Badelyants, the counts s5p

Pantikepeion end Phanagoria finds wsre presented in his unpublished

Qo

doctoral dissertaty,,

he utili

(=N
tn

ation for numerical comparison

fa]
5 251

of our own publicationg o? stamps from paﬁt;LaP .
F Mtikapey o,
and Phanagoria iz impossible since thsy do not contain complete numericsl data accomg

1Ny

to groups and furthermore deal with mly part of the meterial covered in +he resesroh

= < il
2 o - my, n . - C i 3 = Sl
of ¥.S. Badalyants., The use of the annual co=gff, in eomparing the Pingg of +he TAriane
== 1OUgR
2 - = - 2 - 2na e o erym S de sy SO < ~ . a4 - -
cities is not very wise since the magnituds of the co=eff. will be inPluenced by the

o
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differences in the overall no. of stamps found at ons or another point. Ffor this

rogon we will 1limit ourselves to presenting on our graph the no. of finds end the

percentile indicators (table 3). At the seme time we must bear in mind that the graph

shows not the general no. of finds of Rh. stamps at a given centre but only the no,

p. 28 of ebamps which are mainly eponym stemps ltable 3] and which were establ

[=H

b,

shed chronolosicsTT-r
hy Y.S, Baddlyants.
The comparison of these figures internally and contrasting them with the figures for

amps 2t Tenais indicate that the overall dynamics of trade relations

with Rhodaes in all of these cities

7e.s approx. the seme: slight, but continuouyg relstioms

I lons,
during the 3rd cent. BC, a sharp increase towsrd the end of the cent. and at ths 33“inning
of the 2nd cent. BC, a noticeable decline in the last decades and complete decline

toward the end of the 2nd ce-t. BC, Approx. the same picture will bs seen when we
in 4
count the Rh. stemps which were found on the territory of the whole Bosphorus and

even throughout 211 of the north 3Balck Sea region, although the relations of Rhodes

and
the western centrss of the north 3. Sea region underwent somewhat different changes
95
from its relations with the Dosphorus and Tanais. We must note only that the finds
A o A-(l._\

at Tanais attest ¢

3

a certain stability in importing from Rhodes throughout the course
0 of the greater part of the 2nd cent. BC and even a certain increase in the 2nd half of

that cent. in comparison with the 2nd quarter of thes cent. This indicates s similarsi

¥

“'}!‘
htwm +the Taneis meterials end the finds from the centres of the Asistic BQEﬂporus,

whare we 2150 observe a comparatively high activit¥ in Rh. trade during the 2nd hale of

thes 2nd cent. BC, as distinguished from the Buropean side of the Bosphorus, where g
96
5 - " -
of Bosphoro-Rhodian relations takes place after 220 BC.

to confirm our contention #hkedd about the chisf relations of Tansgse

T1".i5 alsn can zarve

juring the Hellenistic period with the centres of the Asiatic Bosphorus specificallv,
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We take up now the introductory text on the Rhodian class.
0 i S o T ———— -

Chapter 1 - FEhodien Stamps.
It has benn stated above that the Rhodian stamps constitute the basic and by far the
group of
most 1ntarest1ng_ﬁallanistic period amphora stamps from Tanais. The overall number
of them in our coilection ig 530, We do not include in this number several other stamps
the Rhodien provenience of which can be presumed but cannot as yet be positiv?ly establ,
Q-

These last stamps we have referred to thw group of st. from unknown cenpers (agz.;;?oii.

As is well known, three informative elements are contained in Eh. &bt.: 1) the na-e
of the ep. priest, which occurs in the genetive case and is usually preceded by the
prep, SIII and stee by ref, to the priestly function of the IBFEYS although rarely, and
particulatly in early st., the name of the ep, can be placed on the st. without the
prep.; 2) the name of the month of the Eh. calendar; 3) the name of the ergasteriarch,
the name of the pottery awnar,l lusually now referred to as the fabricent) and we use

it in this arbitrary way] usually in the gen, and lesz frequently in the nbmin. cass,

These 3 elements which we hmve mentioned are dtstributed on 2 stamps which are found on

the two handle of the amph.
one
More freguently in sxxumgim st. we find the name of the ep. anf the month, and in

the other the name of the fab., however not infrequitly the name of the month is
placsd not on the ep.'s but on the fab,.'s stamp. In very rare instancesn both name are
pl, im one 8t. then the name of the month occurs isolated on the other handle. In our
collection there ate 3 st. which contain only the names of the month (nos. 528-530),
and one ste. on which can be read 2 names, those of 'he ep KPATIAAZ and the fab.
ANTI{'ONOZ (nof. 251}.d {R%2% Sti11) ancther st. in which it wd. seem that 2 names are
mentioned, nos 72, but the reading of this ste 18 ve difficult, see below for details |

lIn fett, it is a Knidian.]

All the remgining Rh. st. are distributed in the following wey: eponyms, 250, fabhs
L

L !

246, tncertain, (rubbed out or completely rubbed out), 30,

|
In shapa, the Kh, stampes from Tangéis can be subdivided into eirocular, rect,, and i

rhomboids The number of st. of the different forms is as follows [see table].
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In round ep. and fab ste on the side surface of the upper part of the handle there |
sts. can be found small supplementary st.s which we will discuss later. 11 such suppl.

sts. wore found in Tanads.

The neme of months can be read on 204 stamps: {table] The intercalary month
[le ABYT. has baen excluded in making up our percentages.

The distrib. of Temais st. according to months corresponds more or less with the
usual distrib, of months on Rh. st., end reTlects the vol. of the annual output of stamped
amphoras on Rhodes. One is easily convinced of this fact when he compares the data
cited above with the figures of the finds of Rhe 8Gs8 from any other excavetions. For
example, we will introduce here analoghus statistical materials for 3 points (Table 1:
from the excav.s of the cistern at Olbia,3 from « s o Hirmeki.4 gnd from . « o Fhanagoria
1936-50.5

If we are to indicate the materials that we will present in graphic form by placing
along the axis of the ("absisses") the names of the monthe in the order in which they
occur in the Rh, calendar adopting the order est., by Nilsson, and along the axis of
the ordinates, the psrcentage of seals that have been found with a ref, to each month,
we will pbtain 4 curves for the finds from Tanais, Olbia, Mirmeki, and Phanagoria,

The graph shows clearly that the volume of annual production of amphoras in
Rhodes a8 it is reflected in the Tanais finds can be followed as well i the st. which
have been found in other centers, and that the correspondence of the number of emphoras
produced in the given months is a constent quantity in all the centers. The eomewhet
partial non"correspondence of the curves particularly in the right section of the
graph, which corresponds to the months APTAMITIOE, ACPIANIOZ, and YAKINOIOZ probably
can be explained by the comparatively small no. of seals which we have in these 4
places which gives the definite possibilities for accidental oscillations, Hesearch
with K considerably larger groups of finds would necessarily smooth out these accidental
oscillations, e can find confirmatiorn of this when we analyze the distr. of stamps |
acce to months in such large seréds as all the Rh, sta, found 22 the Bosphoros, all the
gt. from the north Bl. Sea coast and all the st from Lindos. The distr. of Rh, st,

€
of Bosphoran origin ace. to months was made by Y. S. Badalyans in his dissertayiong
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the count of references to the months on Rh. handles from all of the north B3, Sea

region was made by B.N.Grakov in his introductory study to the corresponding division
of the ms. 1.0.,5.P.E. III;? and finally M., Nilsson has asembled more than 3000
references to Rh. months on stamps with which he was familiar.B The graph which has
baen compiled from :gisadata ig similer to the preceding one (fig.2), it contains 3

almost identical curves very close to the cirves of the praceding graph but free from
accidental oscillations, inasmuch as the large no. of references to Rh. months (more

than 2000 #n each instance) guarantees in this case the reliabilty of precentile re-

lations.

The non=-accidental character of these seasonal oscillatione in the production of
noted 9
amphoras was already mentioned by M, Nilsson. llowever the reasons for the oscillationg
have bot been as yet conclusively established. M. Nilsson following several other

researchers found them to be the result of the seasonal nature manufecture of pottery

containers which depended on weather conditions more or less favorable for the drying
10

of the eamphoras. At the same time gl) the researchers rely on the suggestions of

ancient authors as regards the @rying of tiles or brioks.ll This point of vuew preveils
among scholars even at the present time. #hy Y. S. Krushkol expressed another opinion
in relating the seasonal nature of the production of amphoras with the times of the
high tide of wine and by drawing a conclusion from a count of the various months mentioned
on Rhodian stayps as to the predominawce of the produchion of dry wines on Rhodee,
attractive.

The hypothesis of Y. 8. Krushkol is very appealing. It would seem to explain the
very need for stamping amphorgn with the ngme of the month go that the purchaser
might know about the type of wine he was acquirtng. The adherents of the traditiona)
point of biew who conneot the seasonal oscillations in the manufecture with the conditions

of the drying of the amphores are compelled to explaein this demand (i.e. need for Putiing

the name of the month on) b som fiscal consjderations, by the need of facilitating

supervision of the manufacture. This explanation is not very comvincing and does not '

solve many diffhioult questions which arise. Take this characteristic instemce fer ex,

If the indication of the month on the stamp was due to the demands of kxha fiscal control |

policies end was required by the gover-mental) powers, then it would have to have been



(pe14) compulsory for all pottery workshops. And at the same time it is well known that originally

Pel5

k. oM
-6 = (18.1V.77)

on Rhodian stemps the—monthe the month was not indicated. When they began to include the
neme of the month in the composition of the Rhodien stamp, which took place gecording

t0 V.Grace arounf 275 B.C., for a rather long time some fabricants indicated the month
while others did rmt.]3 Such e selective and not overall procedure is characterkstic

for the pottery menufecture during the years of the eponyms SIAONIAAZ, AIZXYAINOZ,
TCXAPHZ, TIOAYAPATOZ, EYKAHZ and SIAOKPATHZ and would indicate rather the private enter-
prise and not governmental involvement in this custom, and cannot be explained by pro=-
ceeding from the traditional concepts as to the seasonal nature of producing the amphore
conteiners. Une:glained also are the omissions of references to the nemes of the months
on leter atamps.ll and the fact thet the insercalary month Il. deuteros sts. through

15
inadbertence could be indicated eimply as LANANOZ. The hypothesis of Y. .. Krushkol

removes such questions,

But this hypothesis itself cannot be sonsidered es proven. To msubstantiate ik, it
wd. be nedessary to prove that the incrsgsed production of emphoras in Rhodes occurs
precisely in those monthe when the essential high tide of wine tekes place, Yoele Krushksél
does indeed attempt to contrast the productive wine-,sking cycle with the rise and fall
in the m'f'r of amphora-containers by rejecting the dependence of this rise and fall on
the sesaonal nature of pottery m'f're. However at the same time it feils to bake into
congideration that the very order of the months in the Rh, Bplendar which it adopts was
established by M.Nilsson chiefly on the mykix basis of thisdependence which it rajaotu.ls
It is precisely the conviction that the number of stamps with an indication of one or
another month depends on the seasonal neture of pottery m'f'r which lay as the basis
of the calendsr complied by Nilsson. If we do not admit this connection, then it will
be neceseary to conclude that we are unable to esteblish the sequence of Rh. months.
This is very well shown in & spevial work on calendars by V.V, lahyshav,17 which elaborate
jts omn varient wh. coincides with the one thet was creeted independently by E. Biachoff.l
But when M. Nileson who made wide use of the data about the numbdr of stamps with the

nemee of stamps elaboreted his scheme, it wes accepted by all scholars and E. Bischoff




(pe15)

9016

.05
- = (18.1V.77)

among them, who proceeding from epigraphical data only proposed that they xemxwsnxs

19
transfor the month Sminthios in M. Niloson's scheme from the €th to the 2nd position.

Hence it is for the Hime being impossible to refject the point of view which holds that
the number of stemps with the names of months depends on conditions of pottery m'f'r, wi
without at the same timd upsetting our concept of the Rhodian calendar. Only the massing
of new data about the Rhodian calendar which would be independent from the indicetions of

the month on Rh. stamps would permiit us to epproach the solution of this problem,

19.IVLT77
Y.8.Krushkol's hypothesis elicits one further difficulty: it assumes inevitably

that both the eponym's year has besn indicated in order to show a year when wine was

particularly abundant, and that the second name on the Rh, ste. belongs not to the

owner of the pottery workshop but to some person who had to do with wine production or

witn the wine trade. Y.S. Krushkol also sees in these persons wine exporters and in
20
this point he disagrees with all the existing scholarly traditiom, The question is

too complicated and it deserves special study based on the materials not only of the
Rh, but also of other pottery stamps, all the more so becawse the functions of the

persons indicated in other groups of amphora st, cannot up to the present be regarded
21
88 having been sufficiently explained.,

In addition to the legend, Kh. st., contain ocoesionally depicted emplems. On round

st, it is usually e pomegranate blossom, the Rh., "coat of arma" around wh. the legend

is placedy 1less freguently in the center of the st. i8 the radiant head of Helios, angd

@ ponym

very rarely we encounter other emblems. For rectangular stamps, the emblems are not

characteristic, infrequently we find only the head of Helios, while on the other hand

on fabricant stamps they are very frequent, and at the same time many ergast.s constantly

employ the seme fixed symbol: Amyntes - & crown, Sokrates, a torch, Imas, Eukleitos

and others = g caduceus, ete,

(table 2) (table]

Here is & list of the emblems on the stemps from Tenaig

The majority of the emblems we have ljsted are quite common for Rhe gts A very rare \

emblem is the one of the eagle seated on e thunderbolt (no.554), which was emcountered
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in the N Bl. Sea region a second time, at the first find the eagle was taken to be an
22 |
owl. Comparatively rare also is the depiction of the double axe = labris, which
23
occurs on the ste of Fanchares (no.442).

The most important end at the same time the most diff'icult aspects in the study of
Eh, emph. 8t, is their proper chronol. classification. Up to now there is still no
complete chronol., classification of Rh. st., and by no mean:a:11 Rh. amph. 8t. be
definitely dated. lNone the less 80 parcent of the Rh. st. found at Tanais can with
more or less certainty be £xm referred to one or another chronol. group. Without
dwelling here in detail on the means and methods of dating, we shall indicate only the |
basic priheiples xfxithm for the chronol. classification of Rh. st.

The publication »f by (C.) Schuchhardt of the complex of amphe st. from i’erg;amoh,e4
which are welldated from general historical considerations in a period about 220-180 B.C,,
permitted F. Bleckmann to estab. a group of Rh., eponyms end potters (erg.s), whose

25

activities fall approx. in those years. The finds of amphs 8t. in the ruins of

Carthage whe was destr, by the Romans in 146 B.C. mafe it possible for (him) to estab,

26 '
a group of stamps belonging to a period between 180 and 146 B.G8. This grouping of &%,
_7
by Bl, has romained basdcally unaltered even today despite certain errors and inaccuracies
28

Attempts to reconsider the dating of the Lerg. complex have been on the whole unconvincing
After the works of F. Bleokmann there were discovered a few other welldated complexes of

the same period as the Pergs. complex, emong them the most important are the remarksble
29
collection of amphoras from Villanowe on ihodes, the collection of Rh, st. from the
40
cisterm in the Olbie egora,
31

the Agora in Athens. A detailed study of the st.s of this period in their various

pottery st. from the constr. layer of the Contral Stoa in

combinations and in the various finds enabled V Urace to date more precisel§y mny of
them, angzto propose a precise dating of the Perg. complex within the limits of 210«
176 B.G. This last proposal can still not be regarded as complete 1y established,
but independently of whether or not it will be accepped, the feneral chronol. frame of
both of F. Blockmenn's groups remajn valid, slight oscillations of 5 to 10 ysars can have

noe essential significance.

By employing the stratigraphic deta from the finde of Fh. amphe ste in Athens,
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Tersus, Delos and other pleces, VG was able to distinggish groups of Rh, 8'.8 that were
both leter end earlier than the st.s of the Parg, and Carthage complexca.33 In order
to define the earliest Rh, sts. of the 4th and the beg. of the 3rd cent. B.C., a place
of special importance is occupied by the complex of Rh, amphs. from the Koroni peninsula.
although disputes are still carried on with regard to the dating of the complex, there
can be no doubt ebout the fact that the monuments of ceramic epigraphy from this find
xaxsalx are to be placed at the very beginning of Rhodian atamping.34 Of extreme
importance also was the discovery in Rhodes of a store of Rhodian emphoras of the time
of the ep. LIAYZANIAS I, approx, 275 B.C., whichnwora found during the sstr, of the
Hotel Soleil, and which are as yet unpublinhed.05 In order to date the stampa of the
"post=-Perg. period”, in addition to the Carthage finds one may also use the finds from

36
Corinth which was destroyed in the same ye.r as Carthgge. As fer ag the amph, st.s

of the second half of the 2nd cent. B.C. are concerned, they can usually be distinguished |

by the fact that they are not to be found in the earlier complexess

Definitive chronological indication might be found in the finde in Samaria which |
37

ceased to exist in 108 B,C,, however the sta, from the excavations of this city were |
38 ]
published very unqualifiedly and cem be identified only with difficulty.

Ph. sts. from the end of the 2nd and of the beginning of the 18t cent. B.C. can bg
easily distinguished owing to the finds in the layer of the Sulla-destruction of Athens,
which have been widely used by VG for éating, and thanks ealeo to the recently discovered
complexes in Cosa end Alba Fucens in Italy.sg Finally, in order to determine later

Rhodien 8stes of the first hglf of the lst cent. B.C., of great interest sre the observae

tions made in the investigation of the remains of en ancéent shiowresck of this period
40
along the shores of Antikythera.

aven
Pasing herself chiefly on stratigraphic date, VG still in 1952 made a claseifi-

cation of almost all Rh. eponyms, distributing them into 6 chronol. groups. It is trye
that in meking this classificetion she qualifies her remarks b saying that her datg
were applicable ohly to the stemps found fn Delos, and that severa) of the names which
shne presents cen appear as well in other chronological groups, inasmuch as in a geries

41
of instences several eponyme who 1ived at various times bore the same name.
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ictuelly we now know thet among the names of the Rh. eps. there are many which ars r
( i‘or)
repeated two and even three times. Nonetheless, ths distribution of Rn. epe. finto

chronological groups VG provides firm basis for approximate dating (within the limits
of sevaral decades) of & tremendous number of eponym stamps, Subsequently VG on the

basis of an analysis of new finds more than onee has revised the whole list of eponyms
42
and the dating of the individual names.

Originally the chronol. clescification of the Rh. eponyms aec. to VG looked like
45 (Delos)
thiss [table]

later VG eomswhat chenged the limits of the first 2 groups by increasing the limits

of Y“roup I to lest until the middle of the 3rd cent. B.C., and by limiting CGroup IT
44 (Pnyx)
to apprexim,. the 3/% of that century. Thies distrib. of stampe in the first 2

groups has been accepted by us in our present study. In her study written Jointly with
M, Sev.-Petr,, VG once again has practically returned to her original into groups,
1imiting Group I only 4o those eponyms whose names are unknown on stemps where months

45
are named, and establishing its end thus at some time around 275 B.C. In the same

work she proposes to divide the final, that ie the 6th chronol. group into two, actually

a uroup VI which corresponde epprox, to 108=80 B.C., end a seventh group whe iz %o be

46
dated from 80 - 30 (?) B.C.  This division based entirely on observations of Enidian

ampharaa.tlxruixttnuz::lxﬁhx a8 far as Rh. sts. are congerned does not seem to us to be
gufficiently justified and we prefer to adhere to the former €-part subdivision of the
1ist of Rh, eponyms, 21l the more so since the stemps of the last group, Group VI, are
on the whole extremely scarce in our finds.

In distributing the names of Rhodian eponyms into chronolofical groups, VG started
out not only from the stratigraphic deta of the finds of the sts. She aleo employed
methods of relative dating, and among them the determining of the period of a stamp by
the shppe of the amphora on which it was found, The evolution of the shapes of Eh.
amphores end their parts particularly their handles, which has been studied by VG4?
and other lcholarl,48 sts, permits us to determize an approx. chri;ogioal place for
a vessel and the stemps found on it. In particular, Rh. amphs. of the 13t ohromel,

group cen be easily distinguished by these characteristics. The use of this method of
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deting which B.N.Grekov called morphological has emabled us to determine chronologically
s whole series of stamps found at Tenais, even in those instances when the name on the g
stemp cannot be read (for ex,, no.237, 502, 529).

Some it ie true very limited date for the deting of Rh. stemps :Zegiven by materials
of en iconographic and paleographic charscter. This wide use in round Rh. sta., of the
radiant head of gelioa a8 an emblem cen be observed in the second half of ths Znd cent.
B.C..4g end the depiction of the same head on rect. ep. stemps to the left of the inser.
is characteristic acc. to our observetions for sts. of the last third of the 3rd cent,
B.C. (no. 3, 70, 101, 120, 194, 209). In some instences, supplementary f£xmmx chronol.
oriteria can be found in the shape and proportions of the letters in the legend of the
gtamp,in the way the legend is divided into lines, and in the corresp. bet. the inscr,
end the emblem on the st., otc.so fle shall employ these criterie chiefly when 1t is
necessary to distinguish the homonyms among the Kh, epomyms and fabricants.

The paleographic method of dating cen be employed omnly in combination with other
deta; attempts to use itmindependentlyf have led only to errors. Thus A. Dumont on
the basis of paleographic observations, sttempted to date some Rh. stamps of the
beginnip of the 2nd century B.C. as of the 4th cent. B.C.E1

The stamps of the Rh. ergasts. can be dated with even greater difficulty that the
epe. ste. S0 far there exists no general compilation of fabricents' names with a preak-
down into chronol. groups similer to the one made by VG with regars to the names ofthe
epess In order to esteblish a chrology of fah.s' names, of extreme importance is the
determining of the pairs of names of ep.s and fabricants which appeer #m 2 single
stamp or in the stamps of a single emphora. Instances of such synchronism were already

53 53 54
noted and utilized for dating by F. Bleckmenn, Fa Hiller von Gaertringen, J« Paris,

and EzH.Prid;; devoted their special attention to these problems. As & result of mach
work, VG in 1934 in publishing the stamps from the Athenian Agora, was able to provide
e table of correspondences of Rh. fab.s and ep.s. 53 sueh correspondences which include
82 names of Rh. ep.s end 24 nemes of ergast.c appear in it.ss Bven at this time it waps
already known that there existed a somewhat larger number of corrsspondamces, but in the

individual ceses the correspondence of the mames had not been established completely
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(p.20) convincingly. In some 0ld editions which refer to intact amphoras with two stamps

the reeding of the stamps is subject to doubt, which fact obviously caused VG not
to include many of the pairs which are referred to in the literature in her table. |
This has to do wkkk in particular with a very imp. publication of intect Rh. amphoras !

57 |
pe 21 from the Metrop. Museum which was made with ingufficient qualification by Hall.

VG was able to check a part of the stamps puble by Hall and to ixeimzdex make the necessary
corrections in reading tham,sa howsver part of the amphoras in this collection remeined ‘
jneccessible to her., Doubts are elicited as well by several readings? which appear #n
the o0ld publications of Hiller v.G., Je Faris, B, M,Pridik, And still in a series of
instances by employing the whole inventory of data which is now available to us for the
dating of Rh. St.s, it i poss. wuite definitely to emcopt or reject one or another of
these old correspondences. Thus even the use of data which :i?lms gince bean familiar
with regard to the synchronism of swveral names can be spplied now with significently
more asaurance than VG was able to do in her time.

The supplementing and revision of the teble of correspondences of ep. and fab.
names appears to be an impending tesk, eben more so because of the fact that in VG's
teble whiech was compiled 4in 1934, s large group of names was glven &n erron@ous ralative !
dating. At that time it was ,ssumed that the oponyms who had to do with th; ergast.s |
Agathoboulos, Drakontides and Midas, precede the time of the Perg. complex. ; As o |
matter of i‘ugg, a8 Vi estabd later, they eferd already to the second half of the 2nd |
century B.C. The early stamps of the firat snd mecond chronologicel groups do not |
sosm to have been reflected at all at that time in the table. Moreover we now know of ¥
the existence of meny homonyms among the Rh, ep.s and fab.s, which now enables us to
alarify the data on the correspondence of tho names. The imp. fact iz that during the
lest deocades the material amacessible to us had grown with enormous proportions, above
a1l as a result of the reworking by VG herself of the new finds from various regions
of the amoient world, An approximate count indicates that now we kmow of no less then
150 combinations of names of fabricants and eponyns, i.e. three times greater than had
been assumed by scholars in 1934, Consequently the dating of many stemps, partienlarly |

fabricent stamps, with regard to the namee is one of the besic methods of ostublishlng
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(ps21) a chronology and is employed by us in connection with many sFamps from the Tanais

collection.

ha c=ad

The correspe. of the names of the ergzasts, and the sponyms can nof!astablish'through

e series 6f characteristies such as unique paleographic and broaking—déwn data [i.e
apperently the way the legends are arrenged] (within the limite of narrow froupd) the
presence of supplementary stamps or ceses of erroneous impositions of stamps one upon
enother, iHowever of course the main source of our information in this problem remains
the finding of ingact or bioken amphoras which preserve both handles with both stamps,
Such finds can now be numbered in the hundreds and they provide ue with a basic concept

of the interrelation of the nemes of the eponyms and the ergaste.s

20.IV.TT
The finds from Tanais also ere quite interesting in this regard. They provide us

with 8 combinations of the names of eps. and ergs., 2 of which repeat conbinetions

pPeld whnich were known earlier, while € of thom are new.

Firet of all %k should be noted imk st. no.251, o which we have already referred,
and wh, containg the names of the ep. of ehronol. grp IIT, KPATIAAZ end the fab. ANTIFONOZ.
A st. with this comb. of names was already kanbwn to F. Blﬂookmann.61 but VG in her table ‘
of neme-combs. for some reason do8s8 not indjcate this pair. Nor iz there anything new

about the comb. of the names of the ergast., APIZTUKAHZ (no0.286) and of the ep. APXIAATAAZ

62

(noe.77), which we find on the amphora excavtad by I'.M.Leohtieff in the Tanais meoropolis,
€3

This combination is known also on the stamps of 2 other intact jara, Howevar the comb.

of the rames of the same ARXIAAIAAZ (no.78) and the ergast. AMYNTAZ (no.264) is encountere:
for the first time and cinfirms the dating of the fab. sta., of AVYNTAZ at the heginning

of tha &nc cent, B.C. We also encounter for the first time the comb. of the ﬁamla of the
epe APIZTN (no, 68) with the nams of the ergast. AI0Z (no. 326) and of the ep. name
APIZTOAAMOZ (no.54) with the female mame of the proprietrees of a pottery KAAAIG (no.378),
The deting of the amphoras of AI0Z and KAAALR at the time of the Pebg. complex could

have beern estab. even without these correspondences, our pairs of names anly serve to
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confirm end estab. & more precise chronol. for these amphoras, in particalar they enable
ug to refer the stemp of KAAAIR to the 2/2 of the "Parg. period”, to 200 to 180 B.C.
Much more important are 3 other combinations of names: of the ep. AZTYMHAHZ Il (no.87)
and the fab. BYKABITOZ (no.351), of the ep. HENOGANTOZ (no.168) end the fab. ZIMIAZ
(no.451), of the ep. APIZTEIAAZ (no.40) end the fabe MANEKPATHZ (no.405). In the first
2 instences these combinmtions eneble us to determine the time of the activitiesmof the
workshops of EYKABITOZ and ZIMIAZ, for the datins of whose output we had had no data.
As far as MUNEKPATHZ is concerned, the T'nais amphe with his stamp dated by the name of
the ep. APIZTEIAAZ, ettests the fact that he worked at the beginning of the I'md cent.
B.C., and is to be distinguished from the fab, of the same name whose avtivities took

64 (Pnyx)
place in the midfle or the 3/4 of the Srd cent. B.C.

A supplementary method for synchronizing ep. and fab. names end & relative dating
of s8tes can mlso be found in a study of the do-called secondary st.s whe are sts found
together with the primary stemps on the handles of Rh. emphoraz. These gec. et., wh,
have been noted occaeionally by aoholara,bs putxkx end have never constituted an object
of special study, can in our opinion serve as an approx. chronol. indioatonﬂ.s.lt is
true that our orig. dating of these stamps in the period of the rery. complex ’ turned
out to be Yoo restricted., At the present time it must be admitted that these stamps
began to be used at the very end of the 3rd century B.C. and existed throughout the
course of almost all of the Znd cent. B,0e, however their more or less regular use ig
to be referred to the first quarter of that ccntury.87 [D.B.Shelov, "Sec. sts. on

Ehe amphs.”, Melanges offerts a K. Michalofsky, Warsaw 1966, pp.666-667. )

In & series of instances on the basis of comparing eec. st.s, it is possible to

form a synchronization of fabg. and ep., names which have been indicated on primary st.s
68
that are accempnaied by secondary ones. The méthodology whe we have suggested for
69

such a synchronizetion was greeted by posgitive repponse, axdxuinox however practice
shows that such comperisons must be made with extreme caution. 1t is hardly possible,
for eXe., to cmaider as conelusive the somb. of the names of the ep. NIKAZAIOFAZ ang

the fabs APIZTOKAHZ merely on the basis of the fact that on their st.s there also happﬂngl
70

to ha-;go same gec., st. (B in rect.]. Such a simple cec, 8te an be found with various

NEROEEX
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71

(pe23) nemes. In our collection in particular the sec. stes % ocours on the handle with

pe.24

the primary ste. of the fab. HMIIOKPATHZ (n0.378)., In this connection it is imp. to know
a8 well the sec. sts no. 369 from Tanais, This st. consists of the letter P and ¥xxinex
of a small star at the ?ight of it. All these st.s we have considered as belonging to th
workshop of ﬁﬁIETOKAHX.?a but the Tanais suppl. st. accompanied the primary st. of the
ergast. LUIWKFATAZ, This does not change the datings of several ep.s whe have been estab,
by us, of ep.s connected with similar sec, 8t.s, since the activities of the ergast.s
APIZTOKAHZ end 1 TIOKPATHZ coincide in time, however it vequires us to approach with graeater
ceution the linking of the names of ergast.s and ep.s on the basis of an identidy of sec.
gt.a. Of course the rocurrence of more complicated stes (like the monograms of the

fabe GYSPANGP,(no. 355) bs far less ppobable. Acce to information furniehed by VG,

Lucas Benaki, who wes the possessor of the largest collection in the worldof Rh. 8t.s,
which he has now given 4o the Alexandrie nusaam, provided her with a great amount of
material for work on the synchronization of Fh. ep.s and fab.s on the basis of comparing

75
gece 8t.s. Unfortunately the results of the research on thie msteriel have not as yet

been published.

In the study of VG and M. Save-Petrs, the sugsestion is made that sece s5t.s in their
74
usual form were introduced for the 1st time in 188 B.C. Thie date has even been adopteq

as the starting point for establishing the end of the "Perge seriod”, Hawever this dating
hes no busis except for general considerations about "the great Rhodisn expaneion on the
continent.” Thus the earliest sec. sts. vhich appeared on the amphoras of the ergest,

AIZKOZ at the tum of the 3rd and 2nd cent.s B.0. % which ars abundantly represented in
78

the Villenova complex, turn out to be isolated from the other sec. st.s which appeared
as it were only 12 to 15 years afterward. We find this proposal not to be very conving-

ing, and we continue to believe that the 80cs st.s of AI2ZKOZ, which were placed alongdide

the earliest
the Primﬂ?? stes, were indead Xxunshxaaxtinx attempt to introduce this sec., indication-
t

factor and-that a séignificent chronol. break between the stamps of A1ZKOZ snd the other
76

supple 8tes ought not to be aypothesiged,

to agrac

Corrtspondingly, it is scarcely possible with the assertion that sec; Bt.8 were rerely

7
used at the beginni i
ginnipg of the Srd cent, B.C. on the ymphoras of the fab. IQTAZ.
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true that VG hes reconsidered her original dating of these stempe, and now refers them ¥
to a later ergast. of this name who worked in the 2/2 of the 2nd cent. B.C., however
she continues to consider as possible the existence of sych st.s on the amphores cone

783
temp. with ZOTAZ I, Obviously this is also en error.

In our Tanais collection thore are 11 sec. tt.s on Rh, handles. @ of them are foundj

on handles on which the primary st. has been lost or cammot be resd (nos. 524-527),

one of them accompanies the ep. ste of AYTOKPATHZ (noe91) and € of them appear with the

stemps of the ergast.s EYZPANGP (no.355), INIOKPATHZ (ro.369-372) end TIMOZENOZ (no.466),

In duscussing the dating of Rh., st.e, we will refer also to the so-called cursive
8tef. Thore are 6 such st.s in our collection: with the names of the ep.s ANTITATPOZ
(n0.27), AAMOKPATHZ (no.99), TINOGEOZ (no.216), TIMOKALZ (n0.222), and two wh. camnet be
read (no.232, 236), The nemes of all these ep.s, emcapt for TIMOGEOZ, have already bsen

9 doew not
encountered on cursive st.s.  The st. of TIMOSEOZ is interesting in that it containg
the indication of the priestly function of the @pP., which is usually present in cursive
st.s although the other characteristies of this grp of st.s are present on it. Thus
we have confirmation of Y.S.Badalyans! observation about the existence of cursive st.s
on which there is absent an indication of the priestly dignity.ao

When in 1956 we distinguished for the lst time a group of cursive eponymous stamps,
W proposed that all of these stamps had come from one workshop or even from the hamdde

hands of a single master whose activitie: we referred to the 2/4 of the 2nd century
81

B.C. 1. B. Braghinsky proposed a later dating Por this group, referring it to the

8e
2/2 of the same century. Probably this dating is more correect., In propoe ing our
dating for this group of stamps, we proceeded from the fact that the ep.s AAMOKPATHI II

and ANTITIATPOZ, whose ngmes are found on cursive gtamps, helonp to the time of the
Carthaginien oanplcx.aa Howover recently VG has estab. thet the sctivities of these
ep.s refer alresdy to the end of the 2ud cent. B.C. (no.27, 99].84 One shd also date

in the 2/2 or the end of the seme cent. the sctivities of the ep.s AIZKINAZ, API2TPATOZ,
NAYZUTIOZ, TIMOKANZ II, AIOPANAE, APISTONOMOZ, APIITAKOS (np.10, 36, 63, 222). To
determine the time of the other 8p.8 whos@ nam@s are present on cursive stamps, =

ANTIMAXOZ, AAMON, ANTIAOXOZ, "XONTIOZ" - there are no firm bases, although several of

|

|
1
|

|
|
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them were indded refaerred by VG to her chrone. grpe IV. There are still left the ep.s
APIITEIALZ and AFATOPANHZ, whose® nanes are attested to on the handles of amphoras of the
Perg. complex. However as far as APATOPANHZ is concemed, it has now been estab. that kk
there were 2 @p.8 ol this name (no.zs),ss the second of whom exercised the functioms of
ep. 8t the end of the 2nd cent, B.C.j it is he dbviously who is referred to on the
cursive stamps. Ae far az APIZTEIAAZ is concerned, in all probabklity one must return

to the hypothesis of F. Hiller v.G., who distinguished in the 2nd cent. B.C. 2 ep.s of %k
this name: 1) of the period of the Perg, complex, and tha other e later ome, who is
referred to in the cursive stamps. (no.40).86 OQur objections against such g classificatgzn
must now be withdrewn., Thus nothing contradicts referring the whole group of cursive

epy 8tamps to the end of the 2nd cent. B.C., thet is to the end of chromol. grp V or even
to the beginning of Vé's grp VI. This group of stemps retalns its dignificence es a
dating feotor, however naturally it eatablishc:hzimn faxaxdiffarankxxay of the materials

connected with it differently from what we have assumed earlier,

The redeting of the group of cursive ep. st.s enables us to pay careful attention to
the attempts to compere these stamps with the fab. st.s of ARPOZ (no.534).88 In acknowl-
edging that 811 cursive st.s came from a single workshop, it 4s more probable to assume
thet they belong to the workshop of ARPOZ, although of course complete conviction of
this fact can be obtained only after the finding of the handles of an amphora that are
indisputably connected with each other, end which contained an ep. cursive stemp and g
cursive ste. of the ergast. AQPOZ.

in epplying ') the methods of deting Rhodian st.s which we have listed above to
the objects found dn Taneis, we cen chromologically determine within the limits of
certain periodes all of the ep, st.s which cen be read and the overwhelming majority of

fabe stes, in all, 432 stes out of the total of 530. Theas st.s cen be divided into

chranol. grps as followa: [teble]

Insemuch es the time sedtors corresponding to ehronol. grps. are unequal, to determ

mine the intensity of the importing of Phodian amphoras into Tenais at verious periods

it 1s necessary to divide the number of stamps of esch chronol. grp into the approx.

ro=efoyen re—touery
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no. of yenrs covered by the corresponding period, The annual coefficient obtalned will |
zive as an idea of the increase or dacline of the importadg: [tahle]
Of course these figures ere to, a cerbtain extent arbitrary inasmuch as in the
first place the very limits of the chronol., periods and the no. of years in each

period are spproximate, and in the second place ona or another stamp can by no means

always be referred precisely to one or enother period. Noevertheless the annual coefficien
(volume)
obtained thereby permite us to form a more mcsurate idea of/A the dynamics of the trads.

K. Burgi, PMWM typing : (25.IV.77)

The figures we have just presented indicate that the importing of merchandise
i: Rhodian amphoras %o Tanais took place continuously throughout the course of two
senturies =- the 3rd and 2nd B0, We have already had occasion %o remark about the
presence of Rhode stemps in Tanais, stamps dating froa the very beginning of the
3rd century 83.89 Kaodian amphoras were delivered to Tanais quite regutarly,
gibheuph-nes in wvony larpe quearbibier
plthough not in very large quantities, throughout all of the 3rd century BC.
A sharp increase in Hhodian imports occurs in the first decades of the 2nd cent. BCe
Chronological group iIl of Rhodian stamps, which can be dated approximately 220-180
8, is represented by the largest number of finds and the annual co-efficlent of |
this group exceeds the co-efficient of the preceding groups by five times, In fact !
the incresse in intensity of importation at the beginning of the 2nd cent. BC was i
maich more significent, inasmuch as the overwhelming majority of stamps of group 111
belongs to the 2nd half of the "Perg. pericd®, i.e. to the first two decades of the |
nd eenb, B
2nd csnt. BC, If we take this fact into consideration then the aanual co=efficient
of theee two decades incresses siznificently since the co-eff. of the earlier
"Parg.® group declines.

{(importing )

The idea thet further imports inte Temeis of Khod. emphora conteiners in the
2nd century Bﬁt:::E maintained at the same high level as in the first decedes of
that century was deduced by us from e preliminary ingpection of the materials amd

(total) 90
from & summary 4gbhylation of the stamps, but however turned out to be imaccurate,
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As a matter of fect, as the annual co-afficients indicete, the flow of I'hod . amphoras

into Tanais although indeed it did continue throughout all of the 2nd century BC on

quite a considerable scale does not attain susequently the full developement that it

had in 200-180 BC. By the dnd of the century thie importing is sharply curtailed

== the final group of stamps which corresponds with the last years of the 2nd century

BC and the first half of the first cent. BC, is representad by a relatively smell

number of finds and a comparatively low co-efficisnt. At the same time we rmust keep

in mind that all the s8tanps which ean be referred to this group belong to the bezinning

of the period == %o the end of the 2nd and the +urn of +he 2nd/1st cent. BC,

It would be very interesting to compare these results which have to do with the
dynamice of importing Rhod., amphora containers into Tenmie with the corresponding data

for all other north Bleck Sea centres particularly for the cities of the Bosphorus,

Unfortunately such a comparison would involve considerable difficulties. In the Pirst

place the numbar of Rh. stamps which have been found in meny centres ( Nympheion,

Gorgitela, Tiritekos, Kepai, et al. ), are far too few to use thece sta.s for a comp-

arative statistical tabulation, In the énd place the chronologieal classifacation

of the Rh, sta.s acc. to the individual centres where they were found has been

begun only recently by Y. 8, Badaliants and refers almost exclusively to eponym stamps,

At this point we can contrast the data of the finds of Rh, stamps of various periods

for four Bosphorus cities == Fantikepeios, Phanagoria, Mirmeki, Theodosia. The counts

were 91
w&8 published by Y.S. Badelysnts, the counts of

22
Pantikepeion and Phanagoria finds were presented in hie unpublished doctors} dissertation,

of stamps from the last two centres

The utilisatiogsfor numerical comparison of our own publications of stamps from Pantikapeios

and Fhanegoris §g impossible since they do not contain complete numerical data accotd ing

to groups and furthermore deal With enly part of the meterial covered in the research
. from
of Y.5. Badalyents, The use of the annual seeeff, in eomparing the finds of the various

oities is not very wise 8ince the magnitude of the co=eff. will be influenced by the

|
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differences in the overall no. of stamps found st one or another point, For this
remon we will limit ourselves +o presenting on our graph the no. of finds and the
percentile indicators (table 3)e At the seme %ime we rust bear in mind that the graph

Bhows not the general no. of finds of Rh, stemps at a given centre but only the no.

of epamps which are mainly eponym stamps [table 3] and which were established chronologically

by YnSn Badily‘aﬂ‘bs.

The comperison of thege Pigures internally end contrasting them with the figuree for
the finde of Rh, stampe at Tanais indicate that the oversl) dymamics of trade relations
with Rhodes in all of these cities was approx. the same: slight, but continuoug relations/
during the 3rd cent, BC, a asharp increase toward the end of tho cent, and at the beginning
of the 2nd cent, BC, & noticeable decline in the last decades and complete deeline

toward the end »f the 2nq conte BC. Approx. the some picture will be seen when we

in 94
count the Rh. stemps whigh were found on the territory of the whole Bosphorus  and

even throughout 811 of the north Balck Sea region, although the relations of Rhodes and

the western centrss of the aorth B. Sea region underwent somewhat different changes

95

from its relations with the Bosphorus and Tanais.  We must note only that the findg

at Tanaie attest to g certeln stability in importing from Rhodes throuchout the course

of the greater part of the 2na cent. 3C and even & certain inorease in the 2nd half of

that cent, in comparigon with the 2ud quarter of the cent. This indisates a similarity

btwn the Teneis materinls and the finds from the centros of the Asiatio Bosfporus,

where we also observe a comparatively high setivity in Rh, trade during the 2nd half of

the 2nd oent, BC, ae distinguished from the Europeen side of the Rosphorus, whare a

96

more intensive eurtailing of Bosphoro~khodisan relations talkes place after 220 BC,
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qu%hﬁba D.B.Shelov, Pottery Stemps from Tanais, 3rd - 1st centuries B.CJ., Moscow,1375,
-

li-é:i?x% _ /e translate ths pmssages cited by Riley, for the stamps found at Benghazi, 2
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19.139

0.34 On no.23. Androngikos is one of the eponyms of the 2nd cent, B.C. s is d- ted
) 44 45
gither as 180-150 B.C., or rather ss the second half of the century. dis name hgs
46
been 8gtablished rather probebly on the stamp of ACABOBOYAOZ.

On no.35. The die of this stamp is cut from one that has already bHasn used: +ths

remeins of ths eagrlier inscr. ake visihle,

subs
On no.86. The stamp on ths handle of a very small amphoriskos. The handle mume

sequently served as a polisher. (%) Thers were no less then 3 eponyms of this name,.

Astymedes 1st belonged to a period which preceded the Fergampn complex, the activities
150 This
of L. énd occurred in the period of 180-150 B.C. The last eponym is known not only
131
from stamps but also from the testimony of Polybios. This hes enablad us to clarify
- 132

the time when he exfercized the functions of eponymous priest to 170-150 B.C. It is
true that V.Gracef is now inclined to consider that the term of office as eponym for
133

L.

A. 2nd falls in the period which does not precede but follows immediately after 150 B
but she produces no justification for such a redating. The name of this eponym occurs
on both Taneis stamps, in the one which is now being described and on the following
one. Of course there was still another eponym, Ae 3, who can be dated in the lst cens,

134

B.C., and is probably identical with A* son of Dorotheos, priest of Lindian Atheng
135

in 46 B.C.

On no.f. 100i The stamp with the name of the eponym AOPKYAIAAZ is found in the
Pargamon complex, i and the eponym can be dated 220—130%55 Judging by the presence
in many rectangular stamps of D. of the representation of the full-face hsad of Heljog
(no.101), D. exercized the functions of priest=eponym rathar at the end of the 3rd

than at the beginning og the 2nd century B.C.

The stempf was published by P.M.Laontiaf‘fl56 and E.H.fridile? who homever did not
rsad the rame of the month.
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414 415
D85 On no.271. The stamp was published by P.M,leontieff and B.M.Pridik,. The
)

name of the ergasteriarch-Antimachos}is one of the most frequently encountered. It

—

is always placed in rectengular stamps accompanied by the emblem of a caduceus. Such

41€e
stamps are found ir a sugnificant number in the Pergamon complex and in the cistern
417

of the sgora of Olbia, which makes us refanﬂ the activities of this m'f'r to 220~
180 B.C. /e ere further led to this dating by encountering A. stemps on the same amphs,
with the stamps of the eps. Athanodotos end Pratophanes (no.6, 186).418 BMJPri@ik hasg
indicated the exisbence of an amphora of A. with a stamp which contains +the name of tha
ape AAEEIM&KOZ.QIQ 1f this is the case, then we must recognize the fact that +he
activities of A.'s workshop outlived thenchronological frome of ths Pergamon complex

and continded on in the second quarter of the 2nd cent, B.C., to which period +he @p.
Aleximachos is refarred.420 But inasmuch as the resding of the name of. A. on thse amph.,

cited by BE.M.Pridik is conjectural, for the time being it wd. be more prudent to daste

the activities of this m'f'r in the pariod of the Pargamon complex.

-

P97 On nos.329-30, The ergesteriarch (Drakontidas) can be dated sexursly in the Second
half of the 2nd cent, B.C. on the basis of the contemporaneity of these stamps with the
513
stamps of the eponyms pf Group V, APXIMBPOTOZ 1, AABEIAZ, and AFIZTAKOS.
pe.112 On no. 413, MOZXOZ with branch. For the time being it is difficult to date the

stamps of the m'f'r Moschos. B.I.Levi thinks thet the st. of M. found in the Q0lbia

cistern must precede the pariod of the Porgamon complex, in which such stemps were not

€14
found, She proceeds from the shepe of therhandle and the script of the seal,

However, there are zmx} stemps with this name which have been executed with a vary
615

cpreless script, retrogmede, with a lunate sigma, etc, Morsover the asbgance of

against
Moschos stemps in Yergamon in itself cennot serve as a basis fox referring tham to

the period of the Perg. complex.




G. 01

4 ° R.Burgi to VG £ 18.IV.77

iy typing . : s o {-/

S e < b e Qs cliienn—
Sy

—

% i

% ‘-' D.B.Shelov, Pottery Stamps from Tenais, 3rd - 1st centuries B.C., Moscow,1975.

/@ translate the passages cited by Riley, for the stamps found at Benghazi.

Do 34 On no.23. Androndikos is one of the eponyms of the 2nd cent, B.C. o is d:ted
44 45
either as 180-150 B,C., or rather as the second half of the century. fdis name has
46
been exteblished rather probably on the stamp of AI'AGOBOYAOZ,

Un no,35, The die of this stamp is cut from one that has already bsem used: the
remaing of the earlier inscr., ate visible.

! »
/

(/\ STy pmW Y M) sube
0447 On no.86, The stamp on the handle of a very small amphoriskos. The handle momw

sequently served es a polisher, (%) Thers were no less than 3 eponyms of this name,

Astymédas 1st belonged to a period which preceded the Pergampn complex, the activities
of A, 2nd occurred in the period of 180-150 B.G.mo gﬁ:shat eponym is kmown not only
from stamps but also from the testimony of Polybios.lm This has enablad us tofclarit‘y
the time when he exfercized the functions of eponymous priest to 170-150 B-G-l3d It ig

true that V.Gracef is now inclined to consider that the term of o’fice as eponym for

133

Ao 2nd falls in the period which does not precede but follows immediately after 150 B,c,
but she produces no justification for such e redating. The name of this eponym ooocurg
on both Tanais stamps, in the ome which is now being desoribed and on the following

one. 103: courge there was s+il)l another eponym, A. 3, who can be dated in the lat cen:,

B.C., l:;gais probably identicel with A® son of Dorotheos, priest of lLindian Atheng

in 46 B.C,

50 y
o X 00nY On noefs 100, The stamp with the neme of the eponym QQEK}'}?_I_ME?R found in the

164 155
Pergamon complex, and the eponym can be dated 240-180, Judging b the presence

in many rectangular stamps of D. of the representation of the full-face head of idelios
(nes101), De exercized the functions of priest-epmym rather at the end of the 5rd

than at the beginning og the 2nd century B.C.
156 157

Pe51 The stempf was published by P.M.leontieff o4 ¥.u.iridik

. who however did not
road the rme of the manthe.




P85

PeI7

p.]la

2097 2 (18.IV.77)

AN RSV S 414 415
Bn nos271. The stamp was published by P.M.leontieff  and B.M.Pridik. The

neme of the ergasteriarch Antimachos is one of the most frequently encountered. It

is always pleced in rectangular stamps accompamied by the emblem of a caduceus. Such
418
stamps are found in a sugnificant number in the Fergamon complex and in the cistern
417 .
of the agora of Olbia, which makes us referf the activities of this m'f'r to 220-

180 B,C. iie are further led to this dating by encountering A. stamps on the same amphs .

418
with the stamps of the eps. Athanodotos end Fratophanes (no.6, 186). B,M.Pri€ik has
indicated the existéence of an amphora of A. with a stamp which contains the name of the
419
epe AAIEIMAXOZ, If this is the casa, then we must recognize the fauot that the

activities of A.'s workshop outlived thenchronological frome of the Pergamon complex

end continted on in the second quarter of the Znd cent, B.C., to which period the ep.
420

Aleximachos is referred. But inasmuch as the reading of the name of. A. on the amph,

cited by B.M.Pridik is conjectural, for the time being it wd. be more prudent to date

the mctivities of this m'f'r in the period of the Pergamon complex.

On nos.529-50. The ergesteriarch (Drakontidas) cen be dated sewurely in the gecond

half of the 2nd cent, B.C. on the basis of the contemporaneity of these stamps with the

513
stamps of the eponyms pf Group V, APLEMBPOTOZ 1, AAEZIAZ, end APIZTAKOZ,.

On no, 415, MOZXOZ with branch, For the time being it ia diffiocult to date the
gtamps of the m'f'r Moschoss L.I1.levi thinks that the st. of M. found in the Olbie

cistern must precede the poriod of the Pargamon complex, in which such stamps were not

€14
found, ©She proceeds from the shape of therhandle and the s¢-ipt of the eseal.

However, there are xax} stemps with thie name which have been executed with a very
615
cqreless seript, retrogmede, with a lunate sipma, etc. Moreover the absence of
againat
Moschos sbamps in Vergamon in itself cannot serve ms a basis fox referring tham to

the period of the Perg. complex.

@.OLW
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p.38 On noe 40. The stamp has been published. It is found on the handle of an intact amphore

which has on the other handle the stamp of the fabricant lMeneglrates (no. 405)

= e Stamps with the name of the eponym Aristeidas have been found in +he
. 72 73
LQ“J; ? Pergamon complex and are datad thereby et 220~180 B¢ F.A. von G, proceeding from +the
u‘:{»- o
o Tl difference in scripts on the various stamps with the name Ari. considered +he possibility
A 74
hos | o

of distinguishing in the 2Znd cent BC two eponyms of this man, e objected to this

e

1&gx, proposal on the assumption that already in the 1st quarter of the 2nd cent. 3C forms of
Xm@ 75

gtihjioﬁmzlﬁtters which F.Hiller considered late could have heen used. fmeemmeke Ines 'much os
\ijjqq a group of cursive stamps on which the neme of Ari. is found were dated by us to 180~
150 BC it seemed only natural to consider that the 1st examples of these stamps

could have appeared even at the end of tho"Porgamon period" and hence be referred to the
periodof

hhe priesthood of Ari. in +he eighties, of the 2nd cent. BC. However at present when
the entire group of cursive stamps has Dbeen referred by us to the end of the 2nd cent,

BC (see above) it has become impossible to hold that all stamps with this name are

76
comtemporary. In the stamps of the Pergamon complex end on cursive stamps theras

ars inscribed the names of two different persons who correspondingly exarcised
prisstly functions in ths period 220-~180 Bc and at the end of the 2nd cent. BC.

Obviocusly there was yet another oponym Aristeides I much earlier among the eponyms op
77

><' chronological group I. Our emphora belongs to the time of Aristeidas II, to +he timeg

of the Pargamon complex., The shape of the Tanais amphora with the bulging Proportiong

of the body end the sloping shoulders eorresponds to this date, It is more likely tngy the

stamps of this Aristeidas than those of Ari, IITI are combined o n the handles with

78 ! \ X
secondary stemps., W o § LGk A Y 7 s Moav C
-‘ ub&f.h_ TR
' )
{\ "I TT eyt \ et
p.40- On no, 54 On *He ﬁ*her handle of a small intsct amphora is ths fahricant’s name
4_1 . ] (5 . .
(o I | T—— e e
VAAAIO¥E (no. 378) 0 U :

At T v )

p. 43 On mo, 88 On the othor handle of the same amphora was Tound the stamp of the

erzasteriarch AICY (no. 326) SEw
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On noe. 77 Llreading] around a blossom

118
The stamp on one of the handlss of an intact Rh. amphore from Yound

119 &
7 of the excavations of P.M. Leontiev was published by L. Stefani and £.l. Pridik.
On the othar handle is the stamp of the fabricant Aristoklefs (ro. 283). The same

osmbination of names of eponym and fabricant are known on two other amphoras, one of which

in the
is in the Cyprus museum end the othar from the grave of Xhem-El-Azel near Aleppo A
120
Damascus museuma On the Cyprus amphora there is a secondary stamp. This requires us

to date the eponym Archddidas not during the whole period of the Pergamon complex as one

might be led to think if one started out from the fact that stamps of Archi. were found

121 122 s N =t
in Pargamon, but in a narrower sector of time -~ 200~180 3C el ME v v LR X
Ta pada Frocdin ﬁf L etk
T s 1= % = -.
wr - Apwiae e ( '

On no., 78 T-66 R. III Buriel 237 No. 25

A stemp on one of the handles of an intact amphora. On ths other handle is

123
the stamp of the fabricent Amyntas (no. 264). The amphora has been published.

’ N ‘,\ﬂ_-_‘,u__‘{ﬂf
A3~ A f} E%ijfrgk}:( “):

On noe 87 A stamp of Astymedes II.

On the other handle of the same fregmented amphora weas the skamp of the ergasterigy

136
3YKASITOY (noe. 351) A.I. Boltunova perfsctly correctly dated this amphora at 180-150 B¢,
e

one of
On no. 168 A stamp on the handles of an intact amphora' on the othe{ handle. is the stamp
. carvad  w o WRagde A

—“
with the name of the fabricant ngmt&a (no. 451). There were no 1aa§1than fwo

eponymous Rh. priests with the neme Xenophantos., The firs% of these has baagriferred by VG

' 270 g
to Group II of eponyms, his priesthood has besen dated sprox the middle of the 3rd cent, RC. %

To him belong the stamps which have been found in great numbers during the excavetions of

the Ath., Agora. Xenophantos II was dated by Bleckmenn during the period of the Pargammm

271 272

complex, but VG puts him in the following period, 180-150 BC, In Pergamon itself

WY IR
wes found one stamp with this name which was wrongly identified by K. Schuchardt %pﬂfdstanﬁ
273 : 274 aF

of Xenophanes. Xenophantos II is referred to in stamps found on Delos, and it is

his name which appears on the stamp on an ampho;é which has on its othsr handle the nams



. 65 of the febricant Hippokrates., Finally we kmow of a stamp of Xenophantos II which
is accompeniad by = secondary stamp.Z?s Obviously this eponym to whom our stamp also
balonpe was active at the very end of the "Pergemon period" , in the '80s of the
2nd cent. BC. However we do not exclude the possibility that among the stamps of X. I1

thare will subsaquently be distinguished stamps of two megistrates, one of whom

can 5till be referred to the period of the Pergamon complex, and the other +o a period afte
180 BC, '[P [ 1 Brastilotn |

Fosdies
No. 264 [resding] wreath

A stamp on the handle of an intect emphora, on its other handle is found the
eponym stamp EII APXIAAIAA ZMINOIOY(no. 78)e The synchronisation of the names of
this eponym end the fabricant Amyntas which was 1st established by our amphors con-

firms the referring of the activity of the latter to the first two decades of the

403
2nd cent., BC (no. 263), LIn 19;; during the excavetions of the mounds on the right

bank of thé&anych River M, G. Moshkova found a shattered amphora with two stamps on
ths hen#les: AMYNTA and APIZTQNOZ SMEN YAXINAIOY. This combination of names confirmg

our dating (see no. 66)] [Ses p.3A of present typescript]

14§fc"r< eh s
Wo. 288 L|reading] around a blossom
Ad4
A stamp on one of the handles of en intact Rh. amphora, from Mound 7 of
445
the excavations of P.M. Leontiev and publishad by Pridik, On the other handle is

the eponym stamp EII APXIAAIAA AAAIOY (no. 77). This combination of séamps on
446
amphores has been encountered before. The ergasteriarch Aristokles is ons of those

’ 447
whose stamps are found particularly often. Seven of his stemps ware found in Pergamon , o

The prassence on amphoras from the workshop of Aristokles of stamps of the eponyms
4438 449
Aristonos, Archilaides, and Aratophanes I also point to the period »f the

Pargamon complex. The stamps of this fabricent ars very frequently accompanied by
450
secondary stamps which usually contein a single letter, This enables us to refer

tha time of the activities of the erg. Aristokles as well as the eponyms raferred +q
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to the first +two decades of the 2nd cent. 3C. Obviously there was also an
452
garlier fabricent with the same name.

'3
PAYE ¥

No. 326 A stemp on the hendle of an intact amphora, on the other handle is the eponym
stemp S[1I APIZTONOZ YAXINOIOY (no. 68). The ergasteriarch Dios is one

of the most active fabricants of the period of the Pergamon complex. In Perga=mnn thare

502 503
ware found 19 stamps with his name, inr the Olbis cistern 12 were found. Tha

finding of his stamp in Villanova enables us to dete his activities in the beg. of the
504

2nd cent, BG. The chronological correspondence of the fabriwant Dios and the sp.
Aristonos which was established by our amphora confirms this dating. At the same time
the combinations of stamps of Dios with stamps of the eponyms Sodamos, Pestoros and
Kallik:tes 11505 require us to refer the beg. of the work of this fabricant to the
last quarter of the 3rd cent. BCa

Eltedeirod
To. 351 lreading] caduceus tn the right

Astamp on the handle of a shattered amphora, on its other handle is the stamp
532 Eﬂ,)
BT ASTYMHAGYZ  ARAIGY (no. 87). rIE

K.c }\ ‘a bo‘:‘s
Noe. 378 A stamp on the hendle of an intact small amphora on the othar handle of

 which is the ep. stamp of Aristodamos (no. 54). This find establishes precisely the timg
of
of the activities of the workshop Kallio which enables us to refer her to the 2nd halse

of the "Pargamm period".

A = it
Wo. 405 cluster of grapes lreading]ee I= sy

€01
The stamp has been published. It was found on one of the handles
intact Bh, amphora which had on its other handle the eponym stemp [EN' I1BFELE]

APISTEIAA ARBLZA AP|TAIMITIOY (noe. 40)e The combination of these two stamps on one
pmphore enables us to refer the activities of the fabricant Memekrates to the period

5? the Pergamon complex, Obviously there also existed an sarlier ergast. with the

cama name who stamped combainers in the 3rd quater of +the 3rd cont, BL. This is also
2 -
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indicated by the findings of stamps of Menekrates in early complexes and the combination
602
of ons smé such stamp with the stamp of the ep. Mition,

g I3 I 4 Ly = ".‘.'. . L“__, £ p . [53'2-": :._!"\A—.
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Ho. 451 The stamp is on the handle o intact Rh. amphora. On the other haéaie of )

£ the same vessel is the ep, stamp ZIII FENOSANTOY [IAWAMOY (no. 168). The

stamps of the fabricant Simmias are exceedingly rare. ile know of only one other stamp of
€50
his which was found in Bulgaria,. The finding of our amphpre enables us to date the

activities of this fabricant in the time of the ep, xenophantos II, i.e8. at ths end of

the period of the Pergamon complex.

|The following is referred to in goptpote 403 on p. 83. See po30 of present typescript]
I b "A{’l-rr-, vy | B f"—-'.-’- eV < I“""-j f'M Domsa ‘) St l,-' '}""‘:i ’-‘Vﬂ'(“"*‘i"i, Vo e
p. 42 Wo. 66 |lreading] around the head of Helios 3 &

ped3 Twenty stamps of the ep. Ariston were found at Pergamon, Among them was one
: 103
round stamp which was accompanied by a secondary stamp [:1 o Judging from this fingd

the time of the activities of the eponymous priest Ariston must be placed not at
104
220-180 BC as is done by F. Bleckmsnn and VG, but in the second half of that period —w
105
200-180, F. Hiller von G. dates this ep. to 220-150 BC, but there is no bhasis for

expanding the chronological freme,
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p.38 On noe 40, The stamp has been published, It is found on the handle of an intact emph o]
| ¥$.*\£:F FJ which has on the other handle the stemp of the fabricant Menekrates {no. 405)
1 el : 1__.:*“'?'
, wa LA" 7.8 Stamps with the newe of the eponym Aristeides have been found in the

3 \Pbrgamun complex wand are dated thereby at 220-180 BC  F.i. von G, proceeding from the

r 72 73

difference in soripts on the various stamps with the neme Ari. considered the possibility
74
of distinguishing in the 2nd cent BC two eponyms of this men. e objected to this

proposal on the essumption thet aiready in the lst quarter of the &nd cent. BC forms of
letters which F.Hiller considered late could have baen uasd.75 Emmammeole Inas much ag

a group of cursive stamps on which the neme of Ari. is Tound were dated by us to 180«
150 B3 it seemed only naturel to consider that the lst examples of these stemps

sould have appoered even at the end of the'"Pergamon pariod" end hence be referred to the
igzigg;:sthood of Ari, in the eighties, of the 2nd cent. BC. However at present when
the entire group of cursive stemps has been referred by us to the end of the 2nd cent,
BC (see abova) it has becone imposgible to hold that all stamps with thig name are
csomtemporary. In the stamps of the Pergamou complex and on cursive stampa?ﬁ there

are inscribed the namaes of two differsmt persons who ecorreapondingly exercised

priesstly functions in the period 220=-180 Bo and at the end of the 2nd cent. BC,

Obviously there was yet another eponym Aristpidas 1 much earlier among the eponymg of
7
chranological group I. Our anphora helongs to the time of Aristeldas 1I, to the time

of the Pergamon complex. The shape of the Tanais amphora with the bulging proportiong
of the body end the sloping shoulders corresponds to this date, It is more likely that tne
stanps of this Aristeidas than those of Ari. III are combined o n the handles with

78
gecondary stempa,

Fr.:. —,At"!fro
(t; L '
S8 pav Bhou
On no., 84 On the other handle of a séall intact amphora is the fabricant's name

KAAAIONZ (noe 378)

on no. 68 On the other handle of the same amphora was found the stemp of the

ergasteriarch AIOP (no, 326)
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L5  Onnoe 77 Llreading] around a blossom

118
The stamp on one of the hendles of en intact Rh, amphore from Mound

119
7 of the excavetions of r.M. Leontiev was published by L. Stefani and B.ll. Pridik.
On the other hendle is the stemp of the fabricant Aristokleds (no. 288), The same

combinetion of nemes of epomym and fabricent are known on two other amphoras, one of which

in the
i in the Cyprus museum and the other from the grave of Xhan~-E1-Azel nesr Aleppo Mk¥
120
Dumuscus museum. On the Gyprus emphore there is a secondary stamp, This requires us

to date the eponym Archddides not during the whole period of the Perganmon coemplex as one

might bs led to think if one started out from the fact that stamps of Archi. were found
121 122

ja Pargamon, but in & unarrower sector of time =-- 200-180 BC,

On nos 76 T-66 R. 111 Burial 237 No. 25

p.46 A steap on one of the handlee of en intact amphora. Oa the other handle ia

123
tho staap of the labrivcant Ammtes (no, 264). The amphora hee been published.

p.47 On no. 37 A stamp of Astymedes II,

ps43 On the other handle of the same fragmented emphora wes the stamp of the ergeasteriar

i 136
BYKASITOY (noe 551) A.l. Boltunova perfectly correctly dated this amphora at 180-150 BC,

p 64 On no, 166 A stamp oo:.tﬁs hendles of en intaot anphora; on the other handle is the atemp
with the name of the fabricent Simmias (no. 451), There were no less than two
eporiymous Lhe piriests with the neme denophantos. The first of thess has beenréferred by VG
to Uroup Ii of eponyms, his prissthood hag been deted eprox the middle of the 3rd mt??gc.m
P«66 To him belong the stewps which have been found in great numbers during the exeavations of
the Ath, Agoraes Xenophantos II wes dated by Fleckmenn duriag the period of the Pergamen

27 272
complex, but VG puts him in the following period, 180-1560 BC, In Pargamon iteelf
wag found one :E:MP With this name whicn was wrongly identified by K. Schuchardt as a stamp
274
of Xenophanaes, Xenophantes II is raferrsd +5 in stempe found onm Delos, and it is

his name which appears on Lhe stamp on en emphova which has on its other handle the name
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275
p. 65 of the fabricant Hippokrates, Finally we know of & stamp of Xenophantos IT which
2176

P.835

p-BB

p.89

B.03

is accompaniad by a secondary stamp, Obviously this eponym to whom our stamp elso
belongs was active at the very end of the "Pargamon ;j?riod“ s, in the '80s of the

2nd cent. BC, Howaver we do not exclude the pozsibility that smong the stamps of X. Il
thare will subsequently be distinguished stamps of two magistrates, one of whom

can £till be referred to the period of the Pergemon complex, aud the other to a period aftery
180 EC, /

[
H

No. 264 [resding] wreath J|

A stamp om the hendle of en intact amphora, en its other handle is found the
eponym stemp BII APXIAATIAA ZMINOIOY(no. 78). 1'no; synchronisetion of the names of
this eponym end the fabricant Amyntas which was 15t established by our smphora con=

firms the referring of the sctivity of the letter to the first two decades of the
403
2nd cent, BC (no. 263), [In 1961 during the ex¢avations of the mounds on the right

bank of theManych Riwew ¥, G, Moshkova found a ahittﬂr°d amphora with two stamps on
the han@tles; AMYNTA and APIZTONOZ SMEN YAKIN@IOY. This combination of names confirms

our dating (#ee no, 86)] [See p. 33 of present typesoript]

4 prkTie Mo s
No. 288 Lrj%g] around & blossom .
444

A stamp on one of the handles of an intact Kh, emphora, |from Wound 7 of
445 b

the excavations of P.M. Leomtiev and published by Pridik, On thc'p other handle is

the eponym stemp ENI APXIAAIAA AAAIOY (no. 77), Thie combination of séamps on
446 \
emphoras hag been encountered before. The ergasterimrch Aristokles' is one of those

_ 447
whosae stamps are found particularly often. B8even of his stamps were fund in Pergamon,

The presence on amphoras from the workshop of Aristokles of stamps of tlhe eponyms
L4 449

Aristonos, Archilaidas, and Aratophenes I also point to the period 'mr the

Porgamon complex. The stampe of this fabricent are very frequently accompenied by
450

gecondary stampe which usually contein e single letter. Thiz enables us to refer

the time of the activities of the erg. Aristokles as well as ths eponyms ret'erred to




p. 89

Po96

p.101

p.107

= 31 - (250.V477)
451
to the first two decades of the Z2nd cent. BC. Obviously there was also an
452

earlier fabricent with the same name.

/
AR
No, 326 A stamp on the handle of an intact amphora, on the obther handle is the eponym

stamp S{iI APIZTONOZ YAKINGIOY {no. 68). The ergasteriarch Dios is one

of the most active fabricante of the period of the Pergeamon complex. In Fergamon there
502 503
ware found 19 stampe with his name, in the Olbie cistern 12 were found. The

Pinding of his stamp in Villanova enables us Lo date hiz activities in the beg. of the
504

2nd cent, B4, The chronological gorrespondence of the fabrisent Diog and the ep.

Aristonos whlch wag established by our amphora confirme this dating. At the same time

the combinations of stamps of Dios with stamps of the eponyms Sodamoz, Twstoros and
a 5086

Kallikrtes 11 require us to refer the beg. of the work of this Fabricant to the

last quarter of the 3rd cent, BCe

No. 351 Lrea ] ceduceus to the right

Astamp on the handle of a shattered amphora, on its other handle is the stamp

652
BII AZTYMHAGYZ  AAAIOY (noa 87).

14{4&)5(0!.!’:'
Noe 378 A stamp on the handle of an intact small amphora on the other handle of

which is the ep. stamp of Aristodamos (no. 54). This find establishes precisely the time
of

of the activities of the workshop Kallio whioch enahles us to refer her to the 2nd half
of the "Pergamm period”.

closTrr Mzve

No. 406  oluster of grapes lreading) eplE et
601
The stamp has been published. it was found on one of the handles of an

intact kh. amphora which had on its obther heandle the eponym ntgnp[ﬁﬂ‘ 12PERZ]
APIZTEIAA AFRLER APLTAIMITIOY (noe 40), The combination of these two stamps on one

amphore enables us to refer the achivities of the fabricant Venekrates to the peried

of the Fergamon oomplex. Obviously there mleo existed an esrlier ergast. with the

same name who stamped contalners in the 3rd quater of the 3rd ocent, BC, This is aleo
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indicated by the {indings of etanmps of Menekrates in sarly complexes and the combinetion
602
of one emé such stemp with the stamp of the ep. Hition.

e
Hoe 4561 The stamp is on the handle of an intact ih. amphora. On the other handle of
t the same vessel iz the ep, stamp LIl AGNOSANTOY ?ULNA.'.-'IOY (no. 168). The
stamps of the fabricent Simmies are execeedingly rare. Ve #now of only ene other stamp of
hie which was found in Bulg.:aria.sso The finding of our l%unpn,rra enables ug to date the
activities of this fabricant in the time of the ep. xenoﬁhantoa 11, i.e. a%t the end of
the period of the Pergamon complex. .i '

|

[The following is referred to in footnote 403 on p. 83, Seg Ps30 of present typeseript]

Pe 42 No. 68 |reading] around the heed of Helios

P43

Twenty stampe of the 8pe Ariston were found at Pergamon, Among them vwas one
1 Y08
round stamp wiilch wag acconpanied by a secondary stemp | 2 Judging from this fing

the time of the activities of the eponymous priest Aviston just be placed not ab
104 !
220-180 BC ae iz done by F. Bleckmann end VG, but in the seoond half of that poricd e
106 |
200-180, F. Hiller von G. dates thig ®ps to 220-150 EBC, tut there is no basis for

expanding the cshronological freme,
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p. 127 Chapter 2 =- Knidian Stamps Lf*- {

K r) DAt/ Jfra}
¥nidian wine wsns very popular in the ancient world, it is referred to by

25 various Gresk and Roman authors. Xnidien wine amphoras of the Hellenistic period

are very well known owing to the stamps found on them which contain the ethnikon
KNIATON or KNIAISN (sometimes ebbreviated), Both the evolution of the shape of
Kn. amphorasz and the chronologicel changes in the mamner of stamping heve heen
gquite well investigated. Usually Xn. stapms contain three items of information:
1) the nams of the eponym magistrate preceded by the prep. EIII, occasionally with
and indication of his function ~- AAMIOPI'OZ or SPOUPAPX0Z; 2) the neme of the

argasteriarch; 3) the ethnikon,

In one group of stamps which cen be dated at ths end of the 2nd snd the beg .
of the 1st cent. BC, in addition to this date we find the names of two other
effkemi} ol'ficials, somebimes accompanied by the titles APXONTRN or AN&Pgﬂa.
A11 this data can be placed on two stamps on the two handles of the amphora or
can be found on one stamp. In the sacond instance on both handles of ths amphors
one and the same stamp may appear or ths second hendle can remain unstamped,

Inesmuch as the ethnikon is by no means found on all Kn. stamps and the
shepes of the stamps and the formulae of the inseriptions are quite various, it
is not always possible to distinguish Xn. stamps with sufficient accuracy. Indicaetors
for such e distinction can be Pound in the clay and the general shaps of the amphora
hendle. This data however does not always enable us with complete certainty to refer
& stamp to the Kn. category particularly if the stemp is poorly preserved. In our sms1y
collection of Kn. stamps +wo stamps (no. 535, 539) occasion certain doubt as +to

whether or not they belong to this centre ( see also commentary on stamp 601),

Although we already ‘mow very many Kn. stemps in the north B. Sea region

thy are encountered comparatively r arely. The export of In. wine was made basically

Ay

Sl Totad, 9 357 KevDrald | Saikhs 9.0l
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(p.128)to other regions, particularly +o Athens where Tn. stamps comprise significantly
more than half of all finds of amphora sbamps in ganeralé. Just as significant was
the importing of ¥n. wine to Delos.5 During the excavations of the cities of the north 3z-f

Black See region it was found that Kn. stemps comprise on the whole only a small percentegs
6
of the overall no. of the amphora stamps. The twelve Kn. stamps in our collection complete

1y correspond to this usvel norm,

The general chronological frame and the individval periods of 'n. stamping have

3rd
heen quite firmly established. This stamping was employed from the third to the bs;.

7 as
of the 1st cent. BC, i.e. at precisely the same time that{it was employed)in Rhodes,

The majority of Tenais finds of this type which admit of a more precise dating balong

to the end of the 2nd or the beg. of the 1st cent. BC.

8
On no. 531 Tho name of the eponym Apollonidas is frequently found on Kn. stamps.

Somstimes it is mentioned with the title SPOUPARXOZ. This circumstence and also

the conditionc of the Pind of one of the stemps with the name Apollonides in the
made possible
complex of the cistern B 20:2 at the Ath. Agora enabled the dating of the
9
eponym Ap. in the period 188-166 3C. Incidentally it 1is possible that there also was

a second eponym of this neme who came considerably later in the beg. of the 1st cent, Bu.lb

On no. 532 The inscription reads from right to left. In her publication of a

similar stamp lsee reading] VG remarks that stamps of this type are lmown even

parlier and mist be dated in the 3rd quarter of the 2nd cent. BC, A stamp of

12
this type was found in the Pergamon complex.

On no. 573 The stamps of the eponym Politas are referred by Ve to the end of
13
the 2nd and the beg. of the 1st cent. BC. Obviously the febricent Nikasiboulos

should he dated st the same time.
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On roe. 534  lresdig] Prow of ship
on the left
The eponym Sosiphrones is well-known on in. stamps. An amphora

14
with a similar stamp was found in Ath. in a complex from thisand of the 2nd cent., BC,

VG refers his activities to the bege. of hisz duoviri-period. The fabricant Diodotos
16
mentioned on our stamp must also be dated to the end of the 2nd cent, BC, Towever

i7
VG admits the possibility of the existance of two fabricants of this name,

On no. 535 Both names are Ymown on In. stemps of the snd of the 2nd and beg. of the
18 ;
1st cent. BC, Ptobably similar stamps, not completely preserved, were read by
19
V. Canarache as BT PIUHYSIGU.

20

(p.130) On no. 536 The stamp was published by A. I. Boltunova [Chatterbox].

A similar stamp from Tyre was published by E.M. Shtasrmen who for
21
some reason considered it to bs Rhodian. 7. Canarache properly designated a Similar
stamp from Istria as belonging %o the zroup of Kn. stemps but he erroneously read the

namo of the fabricant which haes been incompletely preserved as BYZPOLNOZ, The fing

of a similar stamp in the construction layer of the sonth stoa of the Ath A~

possible the dating of it to a period around the middle of the 2nd cent. BG,

However there was also another n. fabricant who had the same name and whose activities
24
can be refarred to the end of the 2nd and the beg . of the 1lst cent. BC. In his
25
stamps there is mentioned the name of 8 later eponym Sosiphron (no. 534), Then
26

we firet mentioned our stamp e erroneously referred it to the stamps of this

Suphrosynos I1I,

On no. 537 The names read from right to left, A very similar atamp from the

Bosphorus, except with +he addition of the ethnikon XNIAION was published by

27
2.M. Pridik, On En. stamps we encounter ths name of the eponym Lachartos who
28

belonged to the Pirst half of the 2nd cent. 30. Towever, the L. on our stamp as

a,
wall as the Aristogenes, obviously wes Lhe member of the committes of officials whose
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' (p.130)rames are occasinally preceded by the title ANAPON. This requires us to date
the stamp in the duoviri-period, i.e. at the end of the Z2nd and the beg, of the 1st

cent. EC.
On no. B38 A completely unreadable rectengular stemp.
On no., 539 Thie stamp is referred toc the Kn. group provisionally,

On no. 540 An unreadable rectangular stamp with the depiction of a trident ot

the right.
A rectenguler stamp.

An undecipherable rectangular stamp with the depiction of a palmette.

Chapter 3 =~ Koan Stamps

Koen stamps on double-barrelled amphora handles were first distinguished by A, Maiursi
among those found on the island of Kos on the basis of the coincidence of & large N0,
of names of these sbamps with names fourd on Koan coins end in Koen lapidary insorintignql

barelled
In 1951, B.¥, 8Shtasrman a5 a means of comparing stemps on double- and singls-barrelled

handles which racall Rh, handles in cshape except that they are more slender, proveq
. 2
the existence of Koan stemps on ordinary everyday amphora handles. This discovery op

S.M, Shtaerman is now accepted by all specialists in pe ceramic epigraphy, althouoh
many specific stamps on single-barrelled amphora handles which she had classified

as Xoan turned out to belong as a matter of fact to other centrss.3 Despite the fact
that the percentage of Koan amphora stamps among other remeins of ceramic epigraphy
has increased somewhat after this identification by B.'. Shtasrman nevertheless +heir

number in finds remains comparatively small, which fact can b3 explained obviously by

the sporedic nature of the stamping of Koan emphora containers. WNumerous ¥oan amphors
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p.131)handles which were not stamped are very well kmown, + basghvymﬁ

In Tanais no more then 14 Koan stamps were founde They all occur on double-
o AT .
barrelled amphore hendles but that two' of these stamps (no. 549, 561) belong |ot Kos

is still doubtful inasmuch as the clay of the handles on which they have been

stamped differs somewhat from the ordinary Yoan clay and moreover shey-sme-wiktheuk
Langob]
the handles lack the bright which is characteristic of Koan amphoras.
5
Imitations of Koan amphoras are well=lmown.

£1323

{p.132) As far as the dating of Koan stamps is concerned the development of Koan emphoras
6
in the course of the 4th to the 1st cent. BC has been investigated, but these amphs

apparently were more or less regularly stamped only in the 2nd and 1st cent. BC. The

chronology of Koan stemps has not as yet been elaborated, however, individual stamps
can be deted from palae%?aphic and other data. It is impossible with certaintiy to da~
cide who the persons were whose names figure on Koan stamps. Extremely rarely do we
find magistrates names with the prep. EHI{T in the majority of instances single names
on Koan stamps occur without a prep. in the genitive or nominative case and occasion-
ally extremely abbreviated. Most prob. they are the mames of the fabricants_and not

of the magistrates. Such an assumption would seem to be supported by the fact,bhat

emong other things, that the most frequent names ofKoan stamps are Adaios, Orobion,

8

ané Polites and others which are not to be found on Xoan lapidary inscritpions ang coing

[Lists of names found on Kos, see FH]

The dependence of Koan amphora containers on Rhodian necassarily calls attentsiogn
to itself. It cen be seen in the angular curve of Koan amphora handles and in seversl
other technicel specific cheracteristics of Koan emphoras which have not in froquent s

ceused investigators to confuse Koan stamps with Thodian, and also in the use as

smblems on Foan stewps {which in general are rather rare) of typically Rh, motifs ==
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,‘7. sina acidmm ’:Tfi-*ﬁ’

{p.132)%the pomegranate blossom, the caduceus et al. (no. 544, 564),

On no. 543 The name of Adaios is encountered very frequently on Xoan double-barrslled
9
handles, it occurs also on single-barrelled ones. It is usually accompaniad

by the depiction of a pomegranate blossom which was borrowed from the typology of Tn, stps
(no.544), Whother there was such a depiction on our stamp it is impossible +o tell, s5ince

the right part of the stemp is broken off. VG dates Koan handles with the stamp of

10
Adeios which were found on Delos at the beg. of the 1lst cent. BC,

544 |AAAT plus pomepranate blozsom)
(p.133 r The stamp reads from right ot left, The name is new for Koamn stampe,

A similar stamp was published by A. Dumont who congidered it to be
13

12
Inidian, Such stamps have already been found in the north B. Sea region,

T-62, Mound 1, ithout no.
Inscription reads from right to left.
The inscription reads from r.t to 1ft.

Pis inscripbtion reads from r-t to 1ft. The stamps of Lochos are encount-
13
ered not infrequently on Koan handles.

The name Orobion is one of the most frequently encounterasd on Koan stamps .
14
Stamps with this name have been found in the north B. Sea region, in
15
Athans, in Alexandria, on Delos, in Palestine, The find of a stamp of this type in
16

Parpamon  proposes that it be dated at the end of the 3+3 or +he beg. of the 2nd cern+. n~

T\_;.
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However VG points out the fact that stemps of Orobion ewe discovered on Delos and at
+the Ath. Agora according to the conditions of the find and the shaps of the handles
cannot be that sarly, and proposes that we seec in them the stamps of a later homonym
presumably of the end of the 2nd cent. BC. If this is the case then our stamp which
was printed it soems with the same die as the stamp from Delos bslongs to the same
Orobion II, for whom & shape of the £ open toward the top ( ) and the use of the
name in the nominative case would seem to be characteristic, while on stamps from
Pergamon and from Tyre the & is open toward the bottom (&) end the neme appears in

tha genitive case,

On no., 552 A stamp of Orobion Il.

Pomegranate blossom [IOAITHZ

The extremely stylised and simplified depiction of the blossom to the left of
7
®he inscription which recalls several depictions on late Rh, stamps, establishes

the date of this stamp as not earlier than the end of the 2nd cent. BC,

On no. 555 To the left of the inscription there iz some sort of unclear depiction

or letters.

Q.03

On both barrels of the red-clay double-barrelled hendle =-= on a rectangulayr

anepigraphic staﬁp in the shape of a two-pronged fork which falls along the
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g Knidien wine was very popular in the ancient world, it is referred to by
vﬁrtouﬂ Greak and Roman authcrs.l Knidien wine amphores of the Hellenistic perioad
are very well known owing to the stamps found on them which cortain the ethnikon
KHIAION or KNIATISN (sometimes abbreviated), Both the evolution of the sheps of
Kn, amphorasz and the chronmolozical) chenges in the mennar of stempins have heen
quite well investigated. Usually Kn, stapms contain three items of information:
1) the name of the eponym magistrate preceded by the prep. EII, occasionally with
end indication of his funoction -~ AAMIOPPOZ or SPOUPAPX0OZjs 2) the name of the

ergasteriarchs 3) the ethnikon,

In one pgroup of stamps which can be deted at the end of the 2nd end the beg .
of the 1st cent, BC, in addition to this date we find the nemes of two othsr
eé8komi) officials, sometimes accompanied by the titles APXONTEN or ANﬂPQNS.

All this date can be placed on two stamps on the two handles of the amphora or

can be found on one stamp. In the mecond instence on both hendles of the emphora

one and the same stemp may appear or the second handle can remain unstamped,

inesmuch as the ethnikon is by no meens found on a)1 Kn. stamps and the
shapas of the stamps and the formilae of the insoriptions sre quite various, it
is not always possible to distinguish Kn. stamps with sufficient accuracy., Indieators
for such a distinotion can be found in the clay and the general shape of the amphora
handle., This data however does not always enmable us with aomplete cartsinty to refer
8 stamp to the Kn., category perticularly Af the stamp ie poorly preserved, In our small
collection of Kn. stamps two steamps (no. 535, 539) ocoasiom certain doudt as to

whether or not they belong to this centre ( see also commentary on stamp 601),

Although we already imow very many Kn, stamps in the north B. Sea repion

thy are encountered comparatively r arely. The export of Kn. wine war made besically




(p.128)to other regions, particu?arly to Athens where Kn. stampe comprise significantly

]
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4
more than half of all finds of amphora stamps in general . dJust as significant was
5
the importing of ¥n. wine to Deloz, During the excavations of the cities of the north Be-=i

Black Sea region it wes found thet XKn, stamps comprise on the whole only & small percentage
6
of the overall no. of the amphora etamps, The twelve Kn, stamps #n our collection complett

1y correspond to this usuel norm,

The general chronological frame end the individual periods of Xn., stamping have
3rd
been quite firmly established. This stemping wes employed from the third ton the beg.
% as
of the 1lst cent, BC, i.e, st precisely the seme time that(it was employsd)in Rhodes,

The mejority of Tenais finds of thie type which edmit of a more precise dating belong

to the end of the 2nd or the beg., of the lst cent. BC. !

8
On no. 531 The name of the eponym Apollonidas ies frequently found on Kn. stamps,

Sometimes it is mentioned with the title HPOUPARKDZ, Thies circumstance and also

the conditions of the find of one of the stamps with the mame Apollonidas in the
made possible
complex of the cistern B 20:2 at the Ath, Agora enabled the deting of the
9
eponym Ap, in the period 188-166 BC., Incidentelly it is possible that there also was

1d
a sscond eponyn of this name who came coneiderably later in the beg. of ths lst cent. BC,

On na, 533 The inecription reads from right to left. In her publication of a

gimilar stamp lsee resding)] VG remerks thaet stamps of this type ere known even |

1 :
earlier and must be deted in the Brd querter of the 2nd cent. BC, A stamp of
12
this type was found in the Pergamon complex.
On no, 533 The stemps of the aponym Politas ere referred by VG to the end of

13
ths 2nd and the beg, of the lst cent. RC, Obviously the fabricent Nikasiboulos

should be dated at the seme time.
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| p129) On no., 634 [readig] FProw of ehip
' on the left
The eponym Sosiphrones is well-kmowm on in, etempe. An smphora
14
with a gimiler stamp wen found in Ath. in a complex from t’mjasemd of the 2nd cent. BC,

VG rafars his ectivities to the beg. of hie duoviri-period. The fabricent Diodotos
16

mentioned on our skanp tuet alss be dated o the end of the 2nd agent, BC. Howaver
| 17
VG admite the possibility of the existence of two fabricants of this name.

On noa. 536 Both names ere lmown on ¥Xn, atamps of the end of the 2nd end beg. of the
is
1st cent. BC, Probably similer stemps, not completely preserved, were read by
19
V. Canarache as B[I DIOMYSINU,

20
(p.130) On no, 536 The stamp wes published by A. I. Boltunova [Chatterbox].

A similer stamp from Tyre wes published by H.1'. Shtaermen who for
21
some reason comsidered it to be Rhodimn. V. Canarache properly degignated a similar

gtamp from Istria as belonging to the group of Kn. stamps but he erroneously reed the
22
peme of the fabricent which has been incompletely preserved as EY2POLNOZ.  The fing

of a simllar stamp in the congtruction layer of the costh stoa of the Ath Arora made
25
possible the dating of it to a period around the middle of the 2nd cent. BC.

Howsver there was also another ¥n. fabricant who had the same name and fhoao activities
can be referred to the end of the 2nd end the beg. of the lst cent, l‘SlG.‘m4 In his
stasps there is mention=d the name of s later eponym Sosiphron (no. 554).25 When

wa Pirst mentioned our atampzs we erroneously raferred it to the stamps of this

Suphrosynos Il,.

On no. 557 The names resd from right to left, A very similar sbtamp from the

Bosphorus, OJ;OP‘S with the addition of the ethnikon KMNIAION was published by

B, Pridik. On ¥n. stamps we encounter the name of the epomym lachartos who
28

belonged to the first half of the 2nd cent. BC. fowever, the L. on our stemp ae

‘ 24
well as the Aristogenes obviously was dhe member of the commitbee of officials whose
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(p.130)names are occasi-nally preceded by the title ANAPON, This requires us %o date
the stamp in the duoviri-period, i.e. at the end of the 2nd and the bsg, of the lst

csnt. BC °
On no. 538 A complstely unreadable rectangular stemp.

On no, 539 This stemp is referred to the Xn. group provisionally.
\
On no, 540 An unreadsble reotangular stamp with the depistion of a trident st

the right.
pe 131 On no. H41 & rectengulsr stamp.

On no., 548 An undscipherable rectangular stamp with the deplcetion of a palmette.

Chapbsr 3 == Koan St‘mp’

Koon stamps on double-barrelled amphora handles were first distinguished by A. Maiupi
among those found on the island of Kos on the basis of the coincidence of & larze no,
of names of these stamps with nemss found on Kosn ooins and in Koan lapidary 1naoript1un|}
in 1551, E.i, Shtaerman as o meens of comparing etemps on duublcEazzilzgngla~bnrrnllcd
handles which recall kh. handles in shape except that they are mors slander, proved
the existence of Toan stamps on ordinary everyday amphora hnndln.d This discovery of
B.¥, Shtaerman is now accepted by all specialists im pe ceramic ;pigraphy. aithough
many specific stamps on single=-barrelled amphora handles which she had classified
as Koan turned oub to belong ae u matter of fact Lo other controz.a Despite the fact
that the psrcentage of Koen amphore stamps emong other remeins of ceramic epigrephy
has igorensed somewnat after this identifieation by B.), thteermen nevertheless their
number in finds remains comparetively smali, which fact can be explained obviously by

the sporadic neture of the stamping of Kosn amphora containers. Numerous Ksan amphorg
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4

(p.181)}handies which were not stamped are very wel) known.

In Tanais no more than 14 Kosn stamps were founds They all ocour on double-
barrellsd amphore hendlies but that two of these stamps (no. 549, 561) belmg ot Kos
is still doubtful inasmuch es the clay of the handles on which they have been

stanped differs somewhat from the ordimary Koan cley end moreuver.thoybera-without

ths handles leck the bright i which is characteristic of Koan amphorae,
Imitations of Koan amphores are wall-kncwn.s

¢3333

(p.132) 4s fur as the dating of Koan stamps is concarned tha development of Koan amphoras

6
in the course of the 4th to the lst cent, BC hes been investigated, but thess amphs

epparently were more or less regularly stamped only -in the 2nd and let cent. BC, The
ehronology of Koan stemps has not as yot been elaborated, however, individual stamps
cen be dated from paleeoraphic and othner deta. It ie impossible with certaintly to de-

cide who the persons were whose names figure on Koan atanps. Lxtremely rarely do we
7
find megistrates names with the prop. BII, in the majority of inatences single names

on Koan stamps aocur without a prep. in the gonitive or nominative canse and occasion-

ally extremely abbrevisted. Moat prob. they are the mames of the fabricants and not

of the magistrates. Such an assumption would seem to he supported by the fact,bhat

among other things, that the most fraquent names otXoan stamps are Adaios, Orobiem,

2 8
ené Folites and others which are mot to be found on XKoan lapidary inseritplens and soing,

lListe of names found on Kos, see FH]

\
|

|

The dependence of Koan eamphora gontainers on Rhodian necesearily oq?1n attontion

to itself, It can be seen in the angular curve of Koan amphora handles de in several}

other technical specific characteristiocs of Koan amphoras whish have not in frequently
".

cauced ianvestigaters to confuse Koan stamps with hodien, and also in the use as

emblems on Koan stanpe (whieh in general ere rather rare) of typically Rh, motifs ==
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(p.132)the pomezranate blossom, the caduceus ot al, (no. 544, 564),

On no. 543 The name of Adaios is encountered very frequently on Koan double=-barrelled

9
handles, it occurs also on sinple-barrelled ones. It is usuelly accompanied

by the depiction of a pomegranate hlossem which was borrowed from the typolegy of Rh. stps
(no.544), Whether there was such a depiction on our stamp it is impossible to tell, since

the right part of the stamp is broken off, Vi dates Koan handles with the etamp of
10
Adeios which were found on Delos at the bep. of the lst cent. BC.

On no. 54 LAAAT plue pomegrenste blossom]
On no. 545 The stamp reads from right ot left, The name is new for Koan stemps.

On no, 5468 A similar stemp was published by A. Dumont who coneidered it to ba

1 12
Knidien, Such stamps have already been found in the north B, Seea region.

On no. 547 T-62, Mound 1, Hithout noe.

On no. B48 Insoription reads from right to left.
On nos 549 The inseription reads from rit to 1ft.

On no. 560 Pd= inseription reads from r-t to 1ft. The stamps of Lochos are encount-
15
erad not infrequently on Koan handles.

On no, 551 The neme Orobion is one of the most frequently gncountered on Koan stamps,.

14
Stamps with this name have been found in the north B. Sea region, in
15

Athens, in Alexandria, on Delos, in Palestine, The find of a stamp of this type in
16

Pergamon proposes that it be dated at the end of the Srd or the beg. of the 2and eent, BC,
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Howaver VG points out the Pact thet atemps of Orobion eme digcovered omn Delos and at
the Ath. Agora ecccording to the conditions of the find end the shape of the handles
cannot be that early, and proposes that we sae in them the stamps of e later homonym
presumably of ths end of the 2nd cent. BC, 1f %this is the case then our atamp which
wee printed it seams with the same die as the sbtamp from Delos belongs to the came
Orobion 11, for whom a shape of the & open toward the top { ) and the use of the
name in *the nominative case would seem to be characteristic, while on stamps from

Pergemon and from Tyre the & is open toward the bottom (L) end the nems appears in

the genitive casa,
On a0, 552 A stamp of Orobion IX.
653

554 Pomegranate blessom [IOAITHZ

The extremsly stylised and simplified depiotion of the blossom to the left of
17
She inscription which recalls several deplotions on late Rh, stanps, establishes

the dete of this stamp as not earlisr than the end of the 2nd cent., BC.

On no, BB To the left of the inseription there is some sort of unclear depiction

or letters,

On noe 536 On both barrels of the red-clay double~barrelled handle

== on & rectangular

anepigraphio stamp in the shape of a two-pronged fork which falls along the

ptanp,
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D.B. Shelov, Pottery Stamps from Tanais, 3rd to 1st centuries BC,

%“ﬂ‘ Moscow, 1975
L.
ia. 7049
p 134 Chapter 4 Sinopean Stamps
The group of Sinopean astynomic stamps is one of the most

interesting divisions of ceramic epigraphy. The individuality of
these stamps and théaér enormous numbsrs, coming mainly from the Pontic
region, and above all from the Kwxik North Black Sea area, long ago
turned scholars' attention upon them, particularly Russian and Soviet

0 135 scholars, The Sinopean origin of the principal mass of astynomic

stamps, while already suspected by V.N. Yurgevich and D. Robinson,l

was brilliantly proved by B.N. Grakov in his monograph specially

devoted to these stamps.2 B.N, Grakov also gave the first classi-
fication of Sinopean stamps, dividing them into six chronological

groups and distributing all the names known to him of astynomes and
ergasteriarchs according to these groups. According to his presentation,
the stamping of Sinogean amphoras arose at the end of the 4th c, BC,

and continued to the first half of the lst c¢. BC. In general, the
chronological classification of Sinopean stamps of B.N. Grakov appears

as follows:

Group I end 4th ¢, BC - around 270 BC
IT around 270 - 220
I1I around 220 - 180
Iv around 180 - 150
v arougd 150 - 120,
VI around 120 - 70

The attribution of the astynomic stamps gg;g&%&ahgg B.N. Grakov

and the chronological clasgification of them proposed by him were

1. Yurgevich, Inscrs on handles and frags of amphs and tiles found in Theodosig
in 1894, 200ID XVIII, 1895, p 90-943 Robinson, Gk and Lat Inscrs
from Sinope and Env, AJA IX, 1905, p 299-300.

2, Grakov, Anc Gk ceramic sts with names of astynomes, Moscow, 1929, p 11 f¢

3, Ibid., p 107 ff. ’
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accepted by all scholars and remain to this day the basis for dealing
with this category of epigraphic ceramic monuments. But the absolute
chronology of Sinopean stamps has undergone revision and significant
modification., Already in his review of B.N. Grakov's book, A.N. Zograff
pointed out that the bggipning of Sinopean stamping should be dated not
%o the end but, for oxample, to the middle of the 4th c. 80.* The neces-
sity of moving the beginning date to the middle of the 4th c. BC was
noted by A.A. Neichardt; she based this on the redating of Sinopean
gilver coins by T. Reinak and on the facts established by finds of
early Sinopean stamps in archeological com@lexes.s

Accordingly, B.N. Grakov, proceeding £rom these supporting facts,
redated the beginning moment of Sinopean stamping, bringing it to the
middle of the 4th c. Bc.é However the chronology of the remaining
groups was not revised by him.? In the meantime, already in 1951 A.A.
Neichardt proposed to lower /this seems to mean 'put further into the
past' in Russian/ the dates of the last +BhEgRologiesle 5 N, Grakov sig-
nificantly, proceeding from the archeological context of i‘inds.8
Other rescarchers also spoke of the necessity of a much sarlier dating
of the last groups.9 In 1960, V.I. Tsekhmistrenko brought the end of
astynomic stamping down to the dividing line of the first and second
quarters of the 2nd c. BC, while assuming the existence after that in
Sinope of stamping only with the names of pottars.lo But he did not
give an absolute chronology for the various groups of Sinopean stamps.
In 1963, S.A, Semenov, on the basis of study of the complexes of finds
on the Bosporos proposed his chronological scale for all six groups of
BeN. Grakov,ll and in the same wear I.B, Brashinsky published his

4, Zograff, ZfN XL =&k 1-2, 1930 p 175,

$. Neichardt, Monts of cer epig of Mirmeki and Tiritaki as a source for study
of trade rels of the Bosporan realm with the Bl Sea centres in the

Hell, period, PhD diss., Leningrad, Xgx 1951, p 11; eadem, On the question

of the politics of Fumelos on the Euxine Sza, in The Ancient World, M; 1942

6. Grakov, A stone settlement on the Dnieper (MIA, no; 96), Moscow 1954 p 90 P 598

7. Inid. p 91. )

8, A.A, Neichardt, Monumants of ceramic eplgraphy ..., P 12.

9, M.I. Maksimova, The Ancient Cities oi the S-E Bl Sea area, M-L, 1956, p 218.
Tgekimmistrenks, Sinopsan cer sts with the names of master potters, Syax g

SA 1960, no. 3 p 75; Brashinsky, tdvances in cer epig, SA 1961, no. 2 p 301,
; 10, Tsekhmistrenko, Sinopean cer 8t8 ceey P 75' idem.,, Sts as a source for the

8-9 study of ceramic production at Sinope 2th=Eng c. P JA1S8, 3
P °-7; ‘I »

11. Report on the 3rd session of the Odessa arch, society in/ﬁﬁﬂch 23 Sept 1963
/ ! v he

/

f
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accepted by all scholars and Egmge.to this day the basis for dealing
with this category of epigraphic®monument;
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chronological acheme.12 Both the latter scholars, while completely
accepting the classificational grouping of B.N. Grakov, propose
a rather profound alteration of his dates. Here are their chronological

boundaries: _
S.A. Semenov I.B. Brashinsky

Group

5 350-325 360-320
II 325-280 320-270
IIT 280-245 270-220
v 245-215 220-183
v 215-170 183-150
VI 170-110 150-100

As we see, the two schemes are fairly close to each other in the
definition of the first groups and differ significantly in the dating of
the last groups, although the authors of the two schemes were proceeding
on the basis of the same material, the testimony of archeological com-
plexes. At the present time ever more often voices are raised in favour
of an even greater lowering /putting farther back/ of the dates of
Sinopean stamgs.13 V.I. Tsekhmistrenko, while dating the beginning of
astynome stamping &t Sinope to the middle of the 4th c. BEC, at the same
time places already in the second guarter of that century the first
group of fabricant stamps without astynomes, thus defining the beginning
of Sinopean stamping in the 70s of the 4th c. BG.14 But he assumes an
even earlier introduction of stamping at Sinope -- in the first quarter of

the 4th or even in the last quarter of the 5th c¢. BC. B.A. Vasilenko
proposes a similarly early #akimg date fro the beginning of Sinopean
stamping in a more definite way.15 He puts forward also a new chrono-
loggcal scheme for the whole of astynome stamping;16

o —

12. Brashinsky, The economic relations of Sinope in the 4th-2nd c. BC, in
The Ancient City, Moscow, 1963, p 133. Cp. J.B. Brashinsky, The pro-

gress of Greek ceramic epigraphy in the USSR, Eirene XI, Igx 1973, p 127,

13. V.I, Pruglo, Sinopean amphora stamps from Mirmeki, KSIA 109, 1967, p 48;

B,A, Vasilenko, On the question of the dating of Sin Sinopean stamps,

SA 1971, mmxx® no., 3, p 847-250; idem, Ceramic stamps from encient aettle_

“ments ... PhD diss., Moscow, 1972, p 16-18,

14. Tsekhmistrenko, Sinopean ceramic stamps ..., p 68.

15. ¥xsiiamkey Vasilenko, On the question of the dating of Sinopean stamps

16, Vasilenko, Ceramic stamps from anc setmts ..., p 18

? P249q..50
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w A
Group I 400-360 BC

3 360-310

TIT 310-260

v 260-220

v 220-180

VI 180-130

From this short survey it is apparent that the absolute chrono-
logy of Sinopean ceramic stamps can by no means yet be considered
established. In particular, the dates of stamps in the last three
chronological groups, which are chiefly represented in the Tanais
excavations, are highly insecure. In accord with the chronologieal
schemes of S.A. Semenov and I.B. Brashinsky, these groups occupy the
end of the 3rd and the whole of the 2nd c¢. BC, while according to the
chronology of V.I. Tsekhmistrenko they should be dated to the 3rd e,
and &x lst quarter of the 2nd c. BC, since, by his scheme, astynome
stamping at Sinope comes to an end already in the first gquarter of the
2nd c. BC, Apparently, the later limits of Sinopean stamps should be
chronologically placed at aprroximately the same date also according
to the proposals of V.I. Pruglo. B.A., Vaslilenko attributes the
three later groups of stamps to the 2nd half of the 3rd and first three
quarters of the 2nd c. BC, while I.T. Kruglikova and Yu.G. Vinogradov
ascept the later dating to the whols 2nd c. BO. !

The very early end of Sinopean astynome stamping proposed by
V.I. Tsekhmistrenko seems to us nevertheless not very likely. 1In the
first place, the date itself of this end in the works of V.I, Tsekhmi-
strenko is not very clearly defined: it is placed at the end of the
first quarter of the 2nd c¢. BC, but here it is affirmed that the
liquidation of the astymome magistracy at Sinope happened §g§§“§ears
before the taking of the ecity by Pharnakes I, i.e. at the beginning of

the 808 of that can.tury.l8 In the second place, the sense and reasons

17. I.T. Eruglikova, Stamps on amphoras from the excavations of the settle-
ment at the village of Semenovka, KSIA, 116, 1969, p 96-97; I.T.

~—> Kruglikova, Yu.G. Vinogradov, The stamps of Sinope on amphoras from the

settlement of Andreevka Yuzhnaya (South Andreevka), KSIA 133, 1973, p 45,

18, Tsekimistrenko, Sinopean ceramic stamps ..., Exikxamk p 75 and note 10§.
idem, Stamps ..., p 10, 11, >

.o

-
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for such changes in the period of the existence of an independant city
remain altogether incomprehensible, a point to which attention has
already been ﬁrawn.l9 In the third place, if we recognize the dates
accepted by V.l. Tsekhmistrenko for the beginning and end of astynome
stamping -- 350 and 168 BC --, then it is necessary to recognize that
it lasted for 162 years or about that: the number of astynomes should
not be higher than the number of years of stamping. Whereas according
to the calculations of Tsekhmistrenko himself the number by name of
kxnowvn astynomes is greater than 182,20 and if we consider that a
certain quantity of names may be yet unknown to us (although that
quantity cannot be significant), we must recognize that the duration
of the period of astynome stamping was not less than 200 years. There-
fore it is impossible to recognize the concluding date of V,I. Tsekhmi-
strenko without moving the introduction of astynome gtamping at least
to the beginning of the 4th ¢, BC. However, we have seen that B.A.
vasilenko is inclined to attribute this event already to the end of the
5th c. BC.

p 138 If the absolute chronological frames of the astynome groups of
5.N. Grakov must now be revised, still the groups themselves and their
sequence, i.e. the relative dating of Sinopean astynome stamps, establisheq
by B.N. CGrakov,retains its importance even today. A different classifi-
cationzk from that of B.N, GE3kov was proposed by V.I. Tsekhmistrenko,
using éﬁr its ﬁgﬁﬁ the comparison of combinations of names and devices
on the same stamp.21 All the astynome stamps were distributed by him
first into four and 1atexéinto five chronological periods or into nine
stages; in addition, he dfined certain groups of stamps without astynomes
which preserve only the names of fabricants (or, as V.I. Tsekhmistrenko
believes, master pottera).22 These groups are in part simultaneous with
astynome stamping, in part precede or follow it.23 On the basis of thig

19. Brashinsky, Advances in ceramic epigraphy ..., P 302,
20, Tsekhmistrenko, Stamps ..., P 6-8.
o 2k Tsekmistrenko, On the question of the periodization of Sinopean ceramic
stamps, SA Xg6® 1958, no.l, p 56 ff; idem, Stamps ..., P 6 21,
02, Tgekhméstrenko, On the attribution of the second names on Sinopean
stamps, NE VII, 1968 p 23 ff,
23 Tesekhmistrenko, Sinopean ceramic stamps ...y, p 59 ff
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classification V.I. Tsekhmistrenko defined eight chronological groups
from second quarter of the 4th c. EC to the first quarter of the 2nd c.
BC inclusive.

The classificational work of V.I. Tsekhmistrenko has a number of
evident merits, giving the author the possibility of revising and giving
groater definition to some of the postulates of B.N. Grakov's classifi-
cation. There is, first and foremost, the use by V.I. Tsekhmlistrenko of
the method of comwparison of dies amd his definition of variants or varieties
within the astynome group. Of indisputable merit is his working out of the
guestion of the anastynomic stamps, very cursorily considered by B.N. Crakov,
in particular of the group of stamps which preceded astynome stamping.

But in general the classification of V.I. Tsekhmistrenko cannot replace
the classification of B.N. Grakov, since it suffers from essential de-
ficiencies, making the use of it difficult and sometimes impossibdles

1) it is very complicated and involved, for the periodization of the
stamps of astynomes and potters was produced according to differsnt
reasons, xarxmm the chronological groups do not correspond to the periods
and stages etc.; 2) it doass not contain absolute dates, but only a
sequence of stages, one giving way to the next; absolute dates £§§ the
periods may be determined indirectly from consideration of the pdter
groups, bhut these dates xxgonot always synchronize with the dates ob-
tained by the method of ealculation of the number of astyncmes in each
stage and period; 3) the author has not given a list of eponyms and
fabricants for each period and stage, as B.N. Grakov did, but limits him-
self to a bare indication of their number, and he did not provide pre-
cise criteria for assigning individual stemps to one stage or another,

A1l this forces us in the definition of Sinopean stamps to use the chrono-
logical classification of B.N. Grakov, taking into account, of course, algog
the observations of V.I. Tsekhmistrenko, in particular the interesting
list comﬁled by him of the gradual changes in the readings and devices of

Sinopean stamps.24

-

24, Tsekhmistrenko, On the question of periodization ..., P 68,

{[. o2
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The uncertainty of the datings of Sinoﬁhn stamps forces us
to pay special attention to thesm archeological complexes in which
they have been found. Unfortuneately the Tanais material gimms gives
practically no basis for dating Sinopean stamps by archeological con-
text, since these stamps were not found here in closed, narrowly
dated complexes. A few Sinopean stamps where found in Hellenistic
grain pit 10 in excavation XII, but among them were both the com-
paratively early (by Tamksxmwikizus Tanaisl%%aﬂﬁggagﬁsétamps of the
astynomes Leon and Hekataios (no. 567, 558) and the clearly later
gtamps of Hikesios, son of Bakkhios, Posios, son of Daiskos, and
Metrodoros, son of Aristagoras (no. 562, 574, 568). And other
material from this pit is dated both iﬁ& the Ik 3rd and to the
2nd-1st c. BC.25
the 3rd and 4th chronological groups of B.N. Grakov and should be com-

The earliest Sinopean stamps from Tanais belongg to

pared kk with the 3rd period or the first two stages of the 4th period
of V.I. Tsekhmistrenko., We may suppose that they date generally (1lit.
'in summary') to the 3rd c. BC, perhaps even to the first half of the
céntury, but they can certainly not be assigned to the end of the
preceding century since material from the 4th c. BC among the Tanais
finds is lacking in general., However there are only a few such stamps
(no. 558, 564, 567, 569, 570, 575); the latest stamps of Hhe SKS®nSlogical
groups V and VI with mention of the astynome with patronymic (the last
stage of period IV and period V of V.I., Tsekmistrenko) constitute the
overwhelming majority of finds. Judging by certain combined finds of
Sinopean stamps of the last chronological groups with late Rhodian
stamps, it is possible to to think that astynome stamping still existeg
at Sinope in the second half of the 2nd ¢, BC. We have in view above
all the finding of a stamp of the astynome Leomedon, son of Epidemos
(no. 565), in (on?) the floor of habitation location G in excavation

- - -

25, M.A. Nalivkina, Excavations of the SE section of Tanais (1960-1961),
coll. Antiquities of the Lower Dom, Moscow, 1965, p 133, 137,




p 140

* VI together with a Rhodian

- -
sponym stamp of Polyaratos II of the second
183}.2 To the 2nd c. BC are dated also
the floor of thés habitation, for example
The presence in the Cﬂﬁyﬁﬂurch) T

Balnﬁegergamene production with medallion

half of the 2nd e¢. BC (no.
other ceramic fragments in
fragments of "Megarian" cu 3.27
of the floor of fragments o

reliefs on the bottom , whose manufacture must date still to the second
half of the 3rd c. BC,2°
I shall mention also the finding of a stamp of the

should best be explained by the long use of this
artistic ware.
Sinopean astynome Polyktor, son of Demetrios, of thronological group V
(no. 573) together with a Rhodian stamp of the eponym Zuphranor II,
dating to the 2nd quarter of the 2nd ¢, BC (no. 112), and a stamp of the
astynome Phemios, son of Theopeitos, of group VI (no. 579) with the
Rhodian eponym stamp of #Xmikwm Alexiades of the second half of the 2nd e,
BC (no. 14).

The great predominance among Sinopean epigraphical monuments from
Tanais of stamps Si the last two chronological groups distinguishes
Tanais from the other centres of the Bosporos, where the growth of
Sinogan export to the end of stamping, although i:x;ixalso observed,
but not is such a sharp form.29 However the generally too insignifi-
cant quantit?fo?igggopaan stamps at the Nedvigovski town sill doa%?gflow
us to draw from that fact any definite conclusions.

26, A.I., Boltunova, I.S., Kamenetskii, D.V. Deopik, Zxcavations of the
West rqﬂgion of Tanais (1957- 1960), coll., Ancient antiquities of

Padunyax®riazax Podon'-Priazov', Moscow 1969, p 19. The dating of the

Rhodian m&smp stamp is wrong.*

27. Shelov, Finds at Tanais of "Megarian" cups, coll, Anc ant Podon' -Pr1a20v'
Moscow 1965, p 224 £f; idem Tanais and the Lower Dom, 1970 p 1 -

28. Boltwnova, Kamenetskii, Deopik, Exgrwasbcmmais Exc W Tanais, P19, g, 9.
Shelov, Tanais and the Lover Don, p 167, fig on p 171. Sl &

29, Pridik, JIA 1941, p 179 £f, 186 ff; Neichardt, ¥Xx Monuments 335 P 11-3
Staerman MTA 1925, P 389 Shalov MIA 1957 p 214; idem, Phanagoria

Brashinsky, Econ rel Sinope ..., p 137% 139.

13;
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B.E!',_Shelot-, Fottury Stampys from Ta rd to lst can-turia's e,
Woseow, 1975 ' '

Chapter & Sinopean stabps -

-4, -

The group of Sipoyean tmty:iém:lc aj:.nm 1s onme of tho most

thess stamps and thédr &norm&z ngﬁbgra\, cqting minly from tho i‘antiz
region, and abovs nll :rg.g t‘ka ltuii Jorth Bim Hu’ saree, long ago
turned scholars! attontion m#m ferticularly ﬁmtm and Sovist
seholars.  The Sinopsan origin of the principal ‘mass of astynomic
stamps, while already m;;upted hy )T.I;. 'ﬂ‘muﬂck and D, Rabinion,l
was brilifantly proved by’ Bl mw in. 116, mﬁo&ayh spocially
dovoted to thase ltnmpﬂ.z. .,.N. Gr:m alw guv& tha first n).am—
fication of aiabpm ttam. aividiag thew into six ahronolocical
groups and dimbqtine: all the pamss known to him of astynom:s and
ergngt riarchs aceording to these groups. According to s mntntian,
the stemping of Sinopsan amphoras arose at thy end of the 4th e, BC,
and sontinued to the first half of the 18t ¢: BC. 1In general, the
ehronological elassifiention of Sinopsan stamps of H.N. Grekov appears
as follows:

Group I ond 4th 6. BC - aroumd 270 BC

II around 270 = 2.0
III around 220 - 100 -
w around 180 - 150
v arougd 150 - 120’
Vi around 120 < 70

Tho atiribution of ths nstynomic stamps FRESRBRE'DY 5, Grakov
and tho ehrom*legim classification of them proposed by him were

1. Ymch Inscrs handln and frags of amphs and tiles foind in ‘I’hmd.aau
in 3:894 :x; 1895, p Y0-943 Robinson, Gk and lat Insors
from aim Snv, && xx, 1&95, P s;-mo.

s Crakov earamino @ nomss, Hestow 1’2, 11
3o A0y 5 1T R T . omas, . s 11 £r,

[
- WAL LAEL3T]
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 to the emd but, for sxample, to the middls of the ith e, BB@ The nocss-

‘noted By AJlh. Hainharﬂt' aha baued thia on the redating of Sinopsan

- e

accoptéd B nTY isdHolers Wnd vordin 9 AIIEEa Y EnS SIS0 QA1 D L0200
with this category of epigmphic ‘g apaidE T vumsTitd . ﬁ'ﬂtmm fHak
chronology of Sinopsan stamps has undergons rovision and aﬁsniﬂoant
modification. ilready in his review of Bili. Grakov's beok, L.N. &oarafr
pointed out that the bveginning of Sinopaan stamping should he dated not

sity of moving the beginning dats to tho middle of 'the 4th ¢. BC was

silver coins by T. Reinak and on the facts sstablished by finds of
carly Sinopean stampa in srcheological conplexes.

. Aceordingly, .M., Crakov, procseding from thase supjorting Tacts,
redated the beginning momsnt of Sinopesn stamping, bringimg it to the
middls of the 4th @. ﬁc-.é Howaver the chronology of ths romaining
groups was not revimsd by Wm. In ths moantime, already in 1951 A.d.
Hoichardt proposed to lowsr /t is scems to mean 'put furthor into the
past' in Russian/ the dates of the last tBUBS*RRSEIS°de o.n. Grakov sig-
nificantly, procoading from the areho'olo_giaal context of !—'imln-a
Othsr re¢s:archors also spoke of thas nscessity of a much sarlior dating
of the last groups.’ In 1970, Y.I. Tsokhmistrenko brought the snd of
astynomic stamping Gowvm to the dividing line of the first and second
quartors of the 2nd ¢, BC, while assuming the oxistence aft:r that in
Sinope of stamping only with th names of potters.’’ lut he did not
giva an absolute chronology for the various groups of Sinopsan stamps.
In 1963, S.As Semonov, on ths basis of study of ths comploxes of finds
on the Bosporos proposed his chronoleogical scals for all six groups of

A, Grakev, ' and in the sare wsar I.D, irashinsky published his

44 Zograff, 2IN XL tuk 1-2, 1930 » 175.
5o uoiehurat Em of | .

. 3 Mosaav 1954 P 9 Ry 595

™ Ul Soa area, M-L, 1955' P 318~9l
hc umu o_ Taster pottors, Suix
or eplg, o 1’&. no. 2 p 301,

innpean aor ste
1960, mo, 3 ¥ ‘15; Brashinsky, Advar
'i'nkhmiuranko, sinopoan ooy 8
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_chromological schemo .12' Both the latter scholars, while completely
ace=pting the elaasirieatiqnal grouping of B,N. Grakov, propose

a rathsr profound al*bsmtinn of his dates. Kars are thair ehmnolosical
boundariag: :

Skl s | T umnmxy

I 350-325. - .360-320
II 325-280° 220-270
111 280-245. 20-220
v 245-215' - 220-183
v 215-370" 't 183+150
VI 170-110 150-100

; As wo soz, ﬁhti o achemas are fai&-].y alcm_s to sach other in the
gefinition of the firvst mupa and differ ﬂimﬂﬂnantly in the dating of
the last groups, althm:gh the authpr- af ‘the two. schomes were procoeding
on the basis of the m mat amJ., the. tentimny of ar&hsologiul com~
plexes. At ths present 'eim aver mm ortnn voices are raised in favour
of an even greater lowering /putiing farther back/ of the dates of
‘Sinopean stamps. A3 Vols Tao]:)miatranko, while dating the beginning of
astynome stamping &t Sinops to the middle of the 4th ¢. "C, at the sams
$ims places alrsady in the socond quarter of that century the first
group of fatrieant stamps without astynomes, thus defining the beginning
of Sinopsan stamping in the 708 of the 4th g, 5C. ~ Tut hs assumes an
‘even sarlisr introduction of stamping at Sinope -~ in the first quarter of
ths 4th or oven in the last quartsr of the 5th ¢. PG« B,A. Vasilonko
proposes a similarly sarly sxkimg date fro the bsginning of Sinopsan
stamping in a more definite tay.ls He puts forward alse a nsw chrono-
loggcal schems for tha whole of astynome mm;_:‘s

o

12, Brashinsky, Tho sconomic relations of Sinope im the 4th-2md ¢. EC, in
zhm__ij.d_nt_qm, Moscow, 1963, p 133. Cp. J.B, irashinsky, The pro-

gress of Grosk coramic epigraphy in thes USSR, Eirems XI, Xgx 1973, p 127.

13. V.I. Fruglo, Sinopean amphora stamps from Mirmeki, 109, 1967, p 48;
lsAs Vasilenko, On the question of thc aating of mn stamps,

8A 1971, xx3x® no, 3, p 847-250; idem, amic amps _from sneisnt settle~

ments ... I'hD diss., Meseow, 1992, p 1 s, a. ' : :

14. Tsekhmistreonke, Sinopean ceramic stamps «<e, P 68,

15, ¥xsiiwskmy Vasilenko, On the question of the dating of Sinopsan stamps, p245-50

16. Vasilenko, Coramic sinmps from ano sotmts ..., p 18

SO W ey e e L e o
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Group I 400-360 13{."

1T 360-310

111 310-260

v 260-220 -

v 220-180

VI 180-150 | _ )
From this short survay it is spparent that the absolute ‘me‘ | i

logy of Sinopsan coramie stamps cean by ne means yet bo considersd
established. In partiuulgr. ‘the da'os of stemps in tho last throe
chranoloslaal groups, whlch.nﬁe chiofly reprisented in the Tanais
exeavations, are highly iﬂahonro. In accord vith the chronological
schemas of 5.4, Samenoy and TaBi Brashiniky, theac groups occupy the

‘ond of tha 3rd and the whold of tho 2md ¢. BC, while mocording to the

ehrenology of V.I. kam:‘brenke thay should be dated to the 3rd c.
and £x lst quartor of the 2nd ¢. 0, sineo, by his schems, astynome
stamping at Sinope comes to an ond already in the firat quarter of the
2pd c. BC., Apparsntly, the later limits of Sinopsen stamps should bo
smbloaimlljr plamd at apuroximately the same dats also according
to the proposals of V.I, Pruglo. 5.A, Vaslilenko attributes the
three later groups of stamps to the 2nd half of the 3rd and first three
quarters of the 2nd e. BT, while I.T. Kruglikova and Yu.CG. Vinogradov
accopt the latsr dating to the whole 2nd e, 30-17

The viry carly end of Sinopsan astynoms stamping proposed by
Vels Tookimistrenko sosms to uws novarthelsss not very likely. In the
first place, the date itself of this end in the works of V.I. Tsekhmi-

' stronko is not vory cloarly dofinsd: it is placed at the ond of the
| firet quartor of the 2nd o, BC, »ut hore it is affirmsd that tho

liquidation of ths astymomo mgnmw at Sinope happened m
hefora the taking of the oity by Fharnakes I, i.6. at the boginning of
the 80s of t.at c.an'lmry.m In the second place, the sense annd reasons

. e oy

17+ 1.7, Kruglikova, Stamps on amphoras from the excavations of the settle-
ment at the village of Semenovka, KSIA, 116, 1969, p 96=97; L.T.

Eruglikeva, Yu.G. Vinogradov, The stamps of Uinops on amphoras from the

sottlomont of Androevk: Yuzhnaya (South Lndnwka), KSIA 133, 1973, p 45.

18, Teekhmistrenko, Sinopean eovamie stamps ,.,, pxifxant p 75 snd note 106
idem, Stamps o.s, b 10, 11, Al L
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for suck changes in the psricd of the sxistones of an independant city
remain altogsthor incomprehsnsible, a point to which attantion has
already beon drawn.19 In thy third place, it we' racognice the dates
accopted by V.I, Tsskhmistrenke for ths baginnins and ond of astynome
gtamping -~ 3;0 and 1868 IC et ) then it is nnaassary to raeogniza that
it lasted for 162 years or about that: the number of astynmas should
pot be highor thnn. the number of ysars of Btanping.- Wheorsas apceording e
to the ualcu:lattona of Tsakhmiatrenko himgelf the number by name of
known astynomss is ggeater than 132, und if we ecnaider that a S
gortain quantity of namss may be yot unknown to us (hlthangh that
quantity cannot be significant), we must recognize that the duration N
of tha peried a_f‘ astynome stamping was not less ‘than 200 ysars. There- : A S
fore it is impossible to vecogniza the concluding date of V.I. Tsokhmi- '
strenko without moving the introduvetion of mstynome stamping at lenst
to tha bag:l.nﬁing of the 4th o, IC, MNowever, we have geen that Bud.
Vasilenko is inclined to attribute thid evont alrcaay to tha and of the
5%h 0. BC,

p 138 If the absoluts shronological frames of the mstynom: groups of
LeHe Grakov must now bs rovised, still the groups thumselves and their
srquence, f.,0. the relative dating of Sinopoan astynome stamps, ostablighad
by Z.Ne Grokov,rstains ite importance oven today. A differunt classifi-
catiomt from that. of BJdis Cﬂkov wis proyased by V.l. ’I'ukhmiltranlm,
uging m its b&s& the comparison of combinstions of names and dovices
on the same -tmp. 411 tho metynome stamps were distributed by him
rirst into four nand later, inte five chronological periocds or into nine
stages; in addition, he dfined certain groups of stamps without astynomos
rhich preserve only tha names of fabrieants (or, as V.l. Tsekhmistrenko

(] vottoves, mstor yottors).”’ Thass groups are in part simultansous with

astynoms stamping, in part yrecsde or follow it.” On the basis of this
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:;'i ,u*"")l‘.'h Peashinsky, Advances 1; ecoranic opigraphy ..s, p 302,
| 20, Tsekhmistrspko, S p 6B,
]q 2l. Teekmistrenko, On th: qu:aiim of the periodization of Sinopuan ceramie
stangpe, 3&2’&815‘5&, no.d, p 56 £7¢ idom, Stamps .ssy p & T
22, Taakhmtstranko On the attﬂbutien of ths second names on Sinopsan
g_vn 1968 p 23 £f.
‘! 2l 'l'mkhniltra 0, Jinopean coramic BtaNpE .., § 39 £F




classificotion V.I. Trokhmistrinko &aﬁmd ‘ai-'g-ht uhrbmlogica_i groups
from socond quartsr of the 4th ¢, iC to the first quarter of the ¢néd c.
BC irnelusive. : iy ; .

The elagsificational work of ¥,I, Tsokirdstrenke has a mumber of
svident merits, giving ths author th. possibility of rovising and giving
groatir dsPinition to soms of the postulatas of .-.-.-.;1:_._ Grakov's classifi-~
cation, Thqr&_ 15, tirst and fcraméh'ﬁ-, the ‘uss by V.1, Tsckhiistrenko of

- ﬁ the mithod of co-rarison of dies em ‘his definition of varisats or varfeties |
" within the astynome group, Of indisputabls merit is his working out of the.
[quostion of the anastynomic ctamps, vewy cursorily consideved by L. Grakoy,
/ in particular of th: group of ams which prew&é‘ﬁ astynome ﬂmDiﬂG

But in gemeral tho faiaa;ui'*t.ifaa-t'ialsg;’"& V.1, Testhuistronko camrot reylace

.; the classification of 7,N. Grakev, a:!.’nj.ﬁa' it suffers from osséntial de-

| ricivncies, making the uso of Itdiffiﬁult and somstimes 'mpb'ﬂiblﬂ

| 1) 1t 18 viry complicated and involved, for the periodization of the

-

gtarpe of astynomas and potters mae produced according to diffsrent
|, rengons, xkxmr the chronelogical groups do not correspond to the pericds
| and stages ote.; 2) 1t do's not contain absolute dates, but only a

sequence of stages, ono giving way to the mext; absclute dates 95 o
poriods may be detarmined iiﬁ_iraetiy from consid ration of the pdter
groupe, hut thees dntes xxi®not alwaye synchroniss with the dates ob-
tainod by the mathed of 'ul&ﬁiﬂ{o},.“ thgl ;mba, of astynomes im each
stage and poriod: 3) the suther has not given a 1ist of sponyms and

B B W T s

fabricants for saeh poriod and stage, as I.K. Grakov did, but limits hin-
,_' salf to a bara ipdiention of thuip nuvmber, and he did not provide pre-

; eise eriteria Tor assigning individual atampa to gne stage or anothar,

4 All this r'om'.ul' in ths definition of Binopecan stamps to uss the chrono-
1 the cbeervations of V.1, Tsokimistronko, i particular the interesting

1 list compled by bim of tho gradual changes in the reudings snd devices of
¥ Sinopsan tﬁam,pl."‘

: 24, Tesktmistronko, On the question of perdodization wsny P 68,
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The uncertainty of the datings of Sinopan stamps foress us

‘%o pay special attontion to thosm archeclogical complsxes in which

they have bien found. Unfortuncat:ly the Tanais material gimem gives
practically no basis for dating Sinopean stamps by archsologieal con-
text, sincs these stamps were not found here in closcd, narrowly :
dated aomﬁlnxaa'. A fow Sinaﬁehn' stanps whore found in Hellenistie
grain pit 10 in excavation KII, but among them were both th2 com-
paratively sarly (by SrmkmrEm T Tamialm?’ stempa of the
astynomss Leon andl-_liekaﬁﬁioa (no. 567, 558) and the clsarly later
stamps of Hikosios, son of lakkhios, Fosios, son of Daiskos, and
Uetrodoros, son of ariatagarnn (no. 562, 574, 568). And othor
raterial from this pﬁ im datoed both ﬂ the tkt %rd and to the
2ndé-1st c. 30.25 The mlimt Sinng_m sw Tanais belonmi to

PR g St K Mt 4

tho 3rd and 4th ehrmelng mug W and shoul be com-
pa:nd ﬂ w’ith the Jrd pariod or the first two stages of the 4th period

of V,I. Tsokhmistrenko. e may sup,ose th.aﬁ they date gensrally (1it.
'in smry') ta the 3rd o . e, perhays evon to 1) the first half of the

T e ST s e S b e 44 ST

gentury, but they can eaminly not be mima m the ond of the
pmﬂe&ins untm :ime mteml from tha 4th n. BC mﬂs tha Tmu

T b | R AT TR b, g g

finds 1- lacking in sa:m-al. Eanm there are mly a few mﬂh MP'

T IR S R, O S g S e | o s

(no. 558, 564, 507, 569, 570, 51513 the latust stamps

=y TS

groups V and VI with mention of the utrname with patrmmh (tha last
e o Peﬂﬂd IV ana poried ¥ ot Vil. Tlak:miatrenku) cou%ms‘;

Pl e

Sinopoan ah;mpﬁ ol' ths lm ch:ppmlagiga,l groups with late Rhodian
stamps, 1% is pomsible to to think that astynome stumping still existed
at Sinope in the second half of ths 2nd ¢, BC« We bhave in view above
all the finding of a dtamp of the asiynome Leomsdon, son of ipidemos
(no. 565), in (on?) the floor of habvitation location G in sxcavation

34 MeAs Haliviina, ixcavations of the SI ssction of Tameis (1960-1961),

coll. intiquities of the Lower Dom, Mescow, 1965, p 133, 137




X tog sther with a Rhodlan iponym stamp of Folyaratos II or tho gocond
half of the 2nd ¢. B0 (no. 183). 26 To the 2nd &, RO aro datbd also

othsr seramie Pragmonts in tha rlaor of thés habitation, for aumplt
fragmonts of "Negarian" gups.” T 9he pressnos x the [ﬂvsﬁo-sm) (D

of the floor of fragmonts o?'ﬁuw Rorgomens production with medallien
ruliurs an the bot'bom whow manufacturs must date atill to the sscond

half of_tho Jrd 64 FC nhould bost be explained by the long use ~of this
artistic ware., I m.u montlon also tho finding of a stamp of tho
Sinopoan astynome Polyktor, son of temetrios, of shronologieal group V

(no. 573) togother with n Rhodian stamp of the eponym iuphrancr II, m"‘:;.., b
datius to ths 2nd quartsr of ths 2nd e, B¢ (no. 112) v and a atam;a ar the Ll "‘-‘?55"}
nstynome Themios, son of Thaopsitos, of gro p VI {no. J'T;) vith the
Hhodiu oponyn stemp of kiwkw Alexiados of tha gacond halr of m 2nd 9,
Be tno. 14) . .

Ths groeat prsdmimnaa among Sinopean opigmphiuai nonuments friﬂ
Tanais of stamps ﬁ the last two chvonclogical &h'oaps distimiuhel
Tapaie from the oth.r santros of the Losporos, !h:m ‘tho growth of
Sinofan expord to the end of astamping, althoﬁsh ralso obsorved,

but not iﬂ' such a gharp rm.z? “Howsver tho gunmzly too inuignif
eant femﬁﬂgr of mopean stanps at tha Hsdﬂgm)ﬁ town a1l am[ anm
us to draw from that fact nny definite eonclusions.

.-

264 Lela Boltunova, I.S. Eamanetakil, D.V. Deopik m;uum er th-
 Wost vehigion of Tanais (1957-1960}, eoll, incismt antiguitles o

Fataxysxixixznx Podon'-iriazov', Moseow 1969, p 1%, The

Rhodian - atenp is wrong.

27, Skolov lnda at Tanais of "Meg riap® , eoll, i
Koh;w 1565, p 222 rr- i o cup' -w Jon

28, 'aa:tm:n Kamonotakid, :.L sebrEmeain  ixe | Tar
Shslov, Tanaie and thohm bon, v 1%7, Tig on p 171,

29, Pridik, _M_I_b_ 1941, » 179 ", leé rf rlaichlrdt, MEx nomng s3es P 11-13;
Stacrpan MIA 1925, p 339 &ulw. 1957 p 2141 1dam, Fhanagoria, p 149;

Srashinsky, fcom rol Sinepe ..., p 137, 1 H?’
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Tr. Re.Burgi to VG 9. VIII.76

D.B.Shelov, The Necropolis of Taneis, Excawmtions of 1955-58, Moscow, Egﬁ}.

pa: BEi—5L

A wx‘&l m{_ﬁ.}” Inventory of the burials.,
f/k C‘E"/:‘%! 9

T (¢ « o o Horo we got down to descriptions and comments on the
® M

finds, which in the earlier part of ,the book ara Just enumerated.)

Ceramics

Amphorgs.

The no. of amphoras found in the burials is not greoat but their assortment
is of a certain interest since in it is rather acciarately reflocted}%hat of
the amphora rsmains which are found in the city. In the burials of the Hell,
period sts. wers placed Rhodian ampli.s, The xXamp imprint of the foot of an
amph. of this kind wes detected when Burial 60 was cleared. In Grave 70 hasg
been preserved the bottom of a Rh, amph. However of course far more interest-
ing &s the diacovory of a broken but completely reassembled amph, with stamps
on both handles, This amph. together wit . another Sinopean one was found in
the contents of a completely destroyed grave which was ng%:;-specific Nno.
during Exeavation III, Both ,mphorss stood vertically at the waste;n oend of
the grave, undoubtedly at the feet of the interred. Ths Rh, amph. ti the dhape
of the neck and the handles hen be deted bewween the 3rd and 2nd century B.C,
but the long proportions of the body and the comparatively slanting shoulders
of the gmph, permit one to date it more accurately in the 2nd c. B.C. This date
corrssponds wall with the script of the stamps on its handles. On one of thess

has been impressed a 3-1ine ruﬁt. stamp (pl{ XV, 1) which reads from r. to 1,

[EN'IEPESS |
APIZTEIAA
APTAMITIOY

The 1st line was not impressed, but the whole seal cen easily be restoreq
from a complete parallel which was probably made by the same stampi?, which wag
2
published by B.V. Sehkorpil. The namd of the oponym APIZTEIAAZ in Rh, cerg.i.. -

opigr.i?bala with this name were encountered in the so-called Pergamon complex
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which can be dated from 220-180 B,C. At the same time this name occurs in
stamps of a special group which we have subdivided as a "cursive group"
which are assocdated with a later period, 180-150 B.C.4 Hiller von G,
proceading from the differngce in the scripts of the various stamps with
the name APIZTEIAAZ thought it was possible to distinguish on Rhodes two
epongms of this name, ° however there is no deed for this inasmuch as both
the script of the cursive stamps and the script of the other stamps of APIZT,
(and among them the Rkmmwz Tanais stamp which has been published) does not
prevent
contradict mx our placing them g11 at the beginning of the 2nd c. B.C. VG
places the eponym APIZTEIAAZ with whom we are concernsd in Grp III of her
chronological classification of Rho. amph. stamps i.e. approx. to the same time
as the Perg, complox.xbz Obviously the activity of the eponym AP. took place
at the enmd ;; the 1808 of this century. This dating is confirmed also by +the
fact that among the skemps of this eponym are some in which along with the
lagong there ocoirs a depiction of the head of Helios in the form of a radiant
disk. This depittion must, in the opinion of B.N.Grakov in the majority of
cases be dated inm the period wh, follows directly after the time of the Perg,
complex. In this way we receive a very precise dating of the APIZT, stamp gng
of our amphora. On the second handle of the amphora there is also a rect,
stappd withf the name of the ergasteriarch. It was stamped only partially,
end besides, it is broken offe But in spite of thds, one can read it with
cortainty: in 2 lines, 1. to r., is written M[EJNE/XP[ATHS. To the l. of the
inscr. is depicted a cluster of grapes (pl.XV, 2). Similar stamps are known
emong the finds from the N. Black Sea aroa.e

The discovery of a Rh. amph. with both stamps intact in view of the fact
that despite the enormous no. of Rh. st. known to scholars, we have only a v,
insignificant no. of Jars that preserve both st. and thus provide the possibility

of comparing the ep. st. with the manufacturer's. This circumstance makes the

chronological classi'fication of the potters! stamp v, difficult, and every

evidence of the contemporaneity of any givehn stamp of an erg. wit: any ep's
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stamp is extremely valuable. The presancs of the mfex manufacturer's st,

of Menekrates on an amphora with a rather accurately dated st. of the Bp. AP=-
IZTEIAAZ makes it poesible to determine chronologically the time of the
gotivisies of this orgast.g LOur amph. is the 2nd complets Rh. amph. from
Tanais; the ls§ was discovered by P.M.leontisv in one of the mounds of the .(H.

Tanmais necropolis (T.N.Knipowitch, Tanais, pe34, fige2).]

]

2 ”'gélil,ﬁﬁf

As already stated above, the Rh, amph. which has bee~descibed as GOmdnéVf O\

«
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Sinopean amph., The shape of the latter (p1l.XV, 3) coincides precisely with

from the destroyed grave of the 2nd ¢, B.C. was found with a completaly pre

that of the Sinopean amph, found in one of the burials of the Elizabekietinsk
greve complex in the kuban published by I B Zeest; v, charact. are the round
body and the compatatively wide neck, The Eliz, amph. is also without a stamp,
It can be dated by what was found witiloit as wsll as by 2 other similar amphs ,

from the same site in the 2nd c. B.C. This date corresponds v, well with our

dating of the Rh, amph. descr. above. krpEherxSinopwan
Another Sin, emph. was found in destroyed burial 20; the top and one of the

handles have been lost., In shape this amph. is somewhat diff, from the former,

it has a cone-shaped body with a rather sharply delineated outline from the 1owey

body to the shoulders (pl/kIV,z) The nearest analogy to it is the amph,

the Zelensky mound which be
X1
handles,

from
ars the stamps of the astynome and the potter on both
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