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Abstract

Tarsus is located in the lowland part of the Cilicia Region. The modern city was
built on the ancient city. Therefore, the ruins of the Ancient Period are
encountered at different points of the modern settlement. The excavation area,
called the Zeytin Pazari, is located about 700 meters north of the Roman
colonnaded street. A water reservoir structure and a mosaic from the Roman
Period were discovered during the rescue excavation. After the structure lost its
function, it was filled with soil, rubble, and many ceramics of different forms from
the Late Antique Period.

Among the ceramics are amphorae from different centuries and production
centers. They prove Tarsus' trade relations with the Mediterranean, the Aegean,
and the Black Sea. This article examines the Aegean and Western Anatolian
amphorae of the Zeytin Pazari. The paper aims to classify and date these
amphorae. The finds were discovered alongside mixed fill material dating to the
Roman and Late Antique Periods. Therefore, the amphorae were dated with the
help of similar samples. As a result of the research, the excavation at Zeytin Pazari
has yielded the Aegean and Western Anatolian amphorae, such as DR 2-4, Late
Rhodian, Kapitédn Il, LR 8, LR 2, and LR 3 types.
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Genisletilmis Ozet

Amphora kelimesi, etimolojik olarak Yunanca amphiphoreus veya amphoreus kelimeleri, “karsilikli” ya da “iki tarafli’”
anlaminda kullanilan amphi ve “tasimak” anlamina gelen “pherein” kelimesinden tiiretilen “phoros” fiilinin birlesmesi sonucu
olusmus isimdir. Eski Yunan diinyasinda amphora kelimesi, Miken Dénemi Linear B alfabesi ile yazilmis kil tabletlerde karsimiza
amphiphoreus veya amphoreus seklinde okunan “a-pi-po-re-we” ideogrami ile gkmaktadir.

Antik diinyanin ticari hayatinin somut kanitlari olan amphoralar, arkeolojik kazilarinda ya da batiklarda ele gegen buluntular
arasinda en sik rastlanan seramik grubunun basinda gelmektedir. Ticari amphoralar, Antik Dénem ekonomisi hakkinda 6nemli
bilgiler aktaran bir seramik grubudur. Bu formun lzerinden yapilacak ekonomik analizler icin amphoranin dretim yerinin, icinde
tasinan driintin ve tarihinin bilinmesi gerekmektedir.

Antik Dénem ticari yasami hakkinda cesitli bilgiler aktaran amphoralar, arkeoloji literattirtinde dretildikleri bélge, kent ya da
6zel bir isimle anilmaktadir. Bu kargo kaplar, Antik Ddnem ekonomisi uzmanlari tarafindan dénemin ticari tarzinin
yorumlanmasinda kullanilan maddi kanitlardir. Amphoralar sarap, zeytinyadi, defne yagi, balik sosu ve salamura balik gibi temel
gida drtinlerin tasinmasinda kullanilmistir. Amphora dretim merkezlerinin, icerisinde tasinan driinlerin ve tarihlerinin belirlenmesi,
Antik Dénem ticaretiyle ilgili degerlendirmelere 6nemli katkilar saglamaktadir. Béylece ticari hareketlilik, ithalat—ihracat modelleri,
dretimin niteligi ve boyutu, deniz yollari ve kullanilan limanlar gibi beseri iliskiler saptanabilmektedir. Bu form grubu, Antik
Dénemde yasanan ticari hareketlilik ve canlanma ile birlikte, dogal afetlerin ve savaslarin olumsuz izleri sebebiyle dedisen ticari
kosullari da agik¢a ortaya koyabilmektedir.

Tarsus batida Korakeison (Alanya), dogduda Alexandria Kat Isson (iskenderun), kuzeyde Toros Daglari ve giineyde Akdeniz ile
sinirlanan Kilikia Bélgesi’nin ovalik bélimiindedir. Antik Dénemde bu kenti iki yakaya ayiran Kydnos Nehri, Tarsus’u Akdeniz’e
baglamaktadir. Kydnos’un denize dékiildiigii alanda Ekicag kaynaklarinin bizlere aktardigi bilgilere gére liman yer almaktadir.
Tarsus kent merkezi ile liman arasindaki mesafenin antik dénemde 2-3 km civarinda oldugu bilinmektedir. Tarsus’u énemli kilan
kuzeydeki Glilek Gegidi, dogu-bati arasindaki ulasimin ana rotasidir.

Tarsus, Akdeniz’in 6nemli liman kentleri arasinda yer almaktadir. Bu durumu kanitlayan arkeolojik materyaller arasinda
seramikler énemli konuma sahiptir. Kentin seramik yelpazesi icerisinde bulunan amphoralar, Tarsus’un farkli yizyillarda Akdeniz,
Ege ve Karadeniz ile ticari iliskilerini kanitlamaktadir. Tarsus’un farkli kazi alanlarinda bulunan amphoralar, kentin ticari
potansiyelini ortaya koymaktadir.

Konumu ve bereketli topraklari sayesinde ¢aglar boyunca ayni yerlesim merkezi gevresinde gelisimini sirdiren Tarsus,
gliniimiizde Antik Dénem yikintilarin lzerindedir. Bu durum, Tarsus’taki arkeolojik arastirmalarinin sehrin farkl noktalarinda
vapilabilmesine neden olmustur. Sehirdeki insaat ¢alismalari sirasinda rastlanti sonucu ortaya ¢ikan kalintilarin oldugu bélgelerdeki
kurtarma kazilarinin sayisi fazladir. S6z konusu kazi alanlarindan birisi olan Tarsus Zeytin Pazari, sehir merkezindeki Roma Siitunlu
Caddesi’nin yaklasik 700 m kuzeyinde yer almaktadir. Kazi alaninda Roma Dénemi’ne ait bir baraj havzasina bagl rezervuar yapisi
ve mozaikli déseme ortaya ¢ikarilmistir. MS 6. yizyilda Kydnos Nehri’nin yataginin degistiriimesinden sonra islevini kaybeden
rezervuarin (st yapisi zamanla tamamen tahrip edilmistir. Bu yapinin igi, toprak, moloz ve kendi déneminin atiklari niteligindeki
codunlugu seramik parcalarindan olusan déktintilerle doldurulmustur. Buradaki dolgunun asamalaria olusturuldugu farkli toprak
yapisina sahip katmanlarindan anlasimaktadir. Ozellikle alt katmanlarda ki buluntularin hemen hepsi Ge¢ Antik Cada
tarihlenirken, en st kata Roma dénemine ait buluntularin yogun bir sekilde karismis olmasi, alanda yiizyillar boyu devam eden
islemlerin (tahribat veya miidahale) sonucu olarak karsimiza ¢cikmaktadir. Katmanlardaki karisikhiga ragmen Roma ve Geg Antik
Dénemlere ait kap formlari karakteristik 6zellikleri sayesinde tasnif edilebilmistir.

Zeytin Pazari kazisinda bulunan Antik Dénem kaplar arasinda farkli tretim merkezlerine ve yizyillara ait ticari amphoralar
yogunlugu ile dikkat gcekmektedir. Zeytin Pazari’'ndaki amphoralar, Tarsus’un Antik Dénemdeki ticari baglantilarinin ve ekonomik
hareketliliginin belirlenmesine ek bir katki saglamaktadir. Bu amphoralar hem Kilikia’'nin hem de Dogu Akdeniz’in énemli liman
kentlerinden olan Tarsus’un Karadeniz, Ege, Kibris, ltalya, Hispania, Misir ve Kuzey Afrika ile saraba ve zeytinyadina dayili ticari
iliskiler kurdugu, bulunan amphoralar sayesinde tespit edilmistir.

Bu makalede Zeytin Pazar’'nin Ege ve Bati Anadolu amphoralari incelenmistir. Makalenin amaci, bu amphoralari
siniflandirmak ve tarihlemektir. Ayrica Tarsus’un bu cografya ile kurdugu ticari baglantilarin tarihsel boyutu da arastirilacaktir.
Tarsus’ta bulunan Bati Anadolu ve Ege amphoralari, ilk defa bu ¢alisma kapsaminda toplu bir sekilde incelenmistir. Arastirilan
amphoralar, tipolojik bakimdan tanimlanmis, analoji yéntemi ile tarihlenmis ve literattirdeki yaygin isimleri kullanilmistir. Ayrica
degerlendirme yapilirken Tarsus’taki diger kazilardan ele gegen érnekler de g6z 6niinde bulundurulmustur.

Tarsus ile Ege Denizi cevresindeki merkezlerle ticari iliskilerin tarihsel stirecinin —elimizdeki bilgilere gére— MO 7. yiizyilin ikinci
yarisina kadar geriye gittigi anlasiimistir. Bu cografyadan Tarsus’a Hellenistik Dénem boyunca da amphoralar icerisinde sarap ya
da zeytinyadi aktarilmistir. Zeytin Pazari’nda bulunan bazi amphoralar, kentin bu cografya ile ticari iliskilerinin Roma ve Geg¢ Antik
Dénemlerde de devam ettigi kanitlamaktadir. Bu kazi alaninda Ege ve Bati Anadolu iiretimi DR 2-4 (MO 1. yiizyilin ikinci yarisi — MS
1. ylizyll), Ge¢ Rhodos (MS 1. ve 2. yiizyil), Kapitdn Il (MS 3. — 4. yiizyll ile MS geg 2. yiizyil — 3. yiizyihn ilk yarisi), LR 8 (MS 4. — 5.
yizyil), LR 2 (MS 5. — 7. yiizyil) ve LR 3 (MS 5. yiizyihin ikinci yarisi — 6. yiizyil) amphoralari bulunmustur.
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Introduction

Tarsus is a large harbor city located in the lowland part of the Cilicia Region (Strabon XIV, lll, 1). The
modern city was built on the ancient city. As a result, ruins from the ancient period are encountered at
various points of the modern settlement. A water reservoir and a Roman mosaic have been found in the area
known as Zeytin Pazari. A rescue excavation was carried out about 700 m north of the Roman colonnaded
street after its original function was abandoned; the structure was filled with soil, debris, and a wide range of
ceramics representing various forms characteristic of the Late Antique Period. Consequently, no discernible
sterile layer was observed in the area under excavation (Dunbabin et al., 2019, pp. 329-358; Alka¢ & Adak-
Adibelli, 2024, pp. 369-385).

Ceramics from different centuries and production centers have been found in Zeytin Pazari (fig. 1).
Commercial amphorae are important among the finds. This article analyses the Aegean and Western
Anatolian amphorae from Zeytin Pazari. It aims to classify and date these amphorae. In addition, the
historical dimension of Tarsus' commercial connections with this region will be investigated®.

Koan Production Dressel 2-4 Amphora (DR 2-4)

DR 2-4 amphorae are modeled on the Hellenistic Koan amphorae (Empereur & Picon, 1989, pp. 225-226).
The mouth of this type of amphora is flared and rounded. The neck is long and cylindrical. The transition
from the neck to the sloping shoulder is gradual. A twin handle emerging from the upper part of the neck
connects to the shoulder. The cylindrical body narrows towards the bottom (Kizilarslanoglu, 2016, p. 122).

Mediterranean viticulture was reorganized during the reign of Augustus, leading to increased export
capacity of the Aegean centers. Consequently, this style was designated as the official amphora of the
Roman Imperial Period. The DR 2-4 amphorae were produced in different parts of the Mediterranean with
similar form characteristics (Sezgin et al., 2022, p. 158). This production lasted from the mid-1st century BC
to the early 3rd century AD (Arthur & Williams, 1992, p. 250). Examples of the amphorae were found in the
Mediterranean, Aegean, the Black Sea, North Africa, Europe's interior, Britannia, Yemen, and India (Senol,
2018, p. 321). This form transported wine, olive oil, fish sauce, and dates (Senol, 2003, p. 46; p. 49).

An individual DR 2-4 amphora was found in the Zeytin Pazari. No. 1 is a twin handle. The similar handle in
the Izmir Archaeological Museum dates to the second half of the 1st century BC - 1st century AD (Sezgin et
al., 2022, p. 159, cat. no. 114). It can be reasonably deduced that no. 1 is also of this date.

Late Rhodian Amphora

The mouth of Late Rhodian amphorae is flared and rounded. The neck is long and cylindrical. The handles
that emerge from under the mouth meet the sloping shoulder. At the point where the handles turn
downwards, the protrusion characteristic of the form is observed. The handles are round in cross-section.
The ovoid and fluted body narrows towards the base (Sezgin et al., 2022, p. 35, cat. 22).

The amphorae of this group were produced at various locations in Rhodes and on the opposite coast of
its Peraia (Empereur & Picon, 1989, p. 226, fig. 1). The discovery of production waste of this form at Kallipolis
and Bybassos in Peraia lends further support to this hypothesis (Senol, 2019, p. 100, fig. a-d). These
examples were widely distributed over a wide geographical area between the 1st century BC and the
beginning of the 2nd century AD. These amphorae were used to transport wine, with around 25- or 26-liters
capacities. There are also half-scale examples of this type (Senol, 2003, pp. 26-28). Wine in the Late Rhodian
amphorae was exported as Annona to military garrisons throughout the Early Imperial Period (Sezgin et al,,
2022, p. 34).

No. 2 has a projection on the upper part of the round-sectioned handle. Similar amphorae from the island
of Kekova date to the mid-1st century AD (Aslan et al., 2018, pp. 256-257, fig 5a-b) and from the lzmir

! Dogukan Bekir Alper (MA), Director of Tarsus Museum, and Archaeologists of Tarsus Museum for their support to the ceramic
works at the Zeytin Pazari, Tarsus Chamber of Commerce and Industry, especially Mr Fuat Togo and | would like to thank Assoc. Prof.
Dr. Isik Adak-Adibelli and Dr. ilkay G6¢men for her comments on this article.
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Archaeological Museum to the second half of the 1st—late 2nd century AD (Sezgin et al., 2022, p. 35, cat.
22). The find from Zeytin Pazari should also be dated to the 1st- 2nd century AD.

Kapitén || Amphorae

Kapitdn Il amphorae have a triangular mouth. The conical neck is long and fluted. Oval handles emerge
from the upper part of the neck and join the shoulder below. The body is triangular. The high base is tubular
(Senol, 2018, p. 423, fig. 350). This amphora group is classified as Type A1, Type A2, Type B1, Type B2, and
Type B3 (Negru et al., 2003, pp. 209-214).

Kapitdn Il amphorae may have been produced in the Aegean Islands, western Anatolia and the Black Sea
(Senol, 2018, p. 419; Bezeczky, 2013, p. 149; Bezeczky, 2005, p. 45; Reynolds, 2010, p. 90). These amphorae
are dated to the late 2nd - 5th century AD (Sezgin et al., 2022, p. 183). Examples of the group have been
found in the Mediterranean, Aegean, and the Black Sea (Bezeczky, 2013, pp. 149-150; Badescu, 2013, p. 189-
198, pl. 1-3; Akkas, 2020, p. 187). The form is common in centers in the eastern Mediterranean in the early
5th century AD (Meyza & Baginska, 2013, p. 149, fig. 9a-c). Examples of the group have not been found
extensively in Egypt. However, the Mons Claudianus example shows that the form reached the Red Sea
(Tomber, 1996, p. 43). The examples in the Alexandria Greco-Roman Museum range between 9 and 13 liters
(Senol, 2018, p. 420-424, no. 348-351).

No. 3 has a triangular rim. There is a sharp protrusion on the upper part of the conical neck. With these
form features, no. 3 belongs to the Type A.2.2.2.1 group dating to the first half of the 3rd century AD (Negru
et al., 2003, 209, no. 6, fig. 1). No. 3 is similar in form to the one found at Gozlikule Mound Jones, 1950, 278,
no. 834, fig. 210). The Phokaian analog of this amphora dates to the 3rd-4th century AD (Firat, 2019, 35, cat.
no. 4-5, fig. 2). This example from Zeytin Pazari must also date to this period. No. 4 has a high pedestal in
tubular form. There is a projection on the inner side of the seating plane of the pedestal. With these form
features, no. 4 resembles the Type B.2.2 examples dating to the end of the 2nd - first half of the 3rd century
AD (Negru et al., 2003, 212, no. 30, fig. 2).

Late Roman 8 Amphora (LRA 8)

The mouth of LR 8 amphorae is protruding. The handles emerge from the upper part of the cylindrical
neck and join the sloping shoulder. The projection of the cylindrical body is at the bottom. From this point,
the body narrows towards the base. The pointed base is solid (Pieri, 2005, pp. 132-137).

The paste consistency and clay composition of LR 8 amphorae suggest that they may have been produced
in the Aegean Islands or Western Anatolia. These examples of this form were found in the same region as
the Samos Cistern amphorae. Therefore, it is suggested that this group is the predecessor of the Samos
Cistern Type (Sezgin et al., 2022, p. 93). LR 8 is dated between the 3rd and 6th centuries AD (Senol, 2018, p.
429; Sezgin et al., 2022, p. 93). These amphorae probably transported wine to centers in the Eastern
Mediterranean and Black Sea (Bezeczky, 2013, p. 156).

An example of LR 8 amphora was found in Zeytin Pazari. No. 5 has a rounded upright mouth, fluted
cylindrical neck and oval-sectioned handle (Adak-Adibelli & Alkag, 2024, p. 375-376, fig. 10). Similar
amphorae are dated to the early 4th century AD at Shikmona (Opait, 2004, p. 303, fig. 26), Marmaris
Museum (Senol, 2003, p. 91-92, no. 31) and Izmir Archaeological Museum (Sezgin et al., 2022, p. 94-97, no.
69-72) dating to the 4th-5th century AD. The evidence presented here suggests that No. 5 can also be dated
to the 4th to 5th century AD.

Late Roman 2 Amphorae (LRA 2)

LR 2 amphorae are classified as Types A, B, and C. The rounded mouth of the amphorae of this group is
slanted inwards. The neck is externally angled towards the shoulder. The oval handles emerge from under
the neck and attach to the upper part of the spherical body. The base is shaped like a small button (Pieri,
2005, p. 87, fig. 45). LR 2 amphorae were produced in Peloponnessos (Demesticha, 2010, p. 131), Koan
(Diamanti, 2010, p. 3, fig. 1b), Porto Cheli (Hayes, 2003, p. 529), Pseira (Poulou-Papadimitriou & Nodarau,
2007, pp. 755-766), Chios, and Argolis (Senol, 2018, p. 425). The group is dated between the 4th and mid-7th
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century AD (Sezgin et al., 2022, p. 88; Bezeczky, 2013, p. 161). Trade in this form continued uninterrupted
until the Arab invasions (mid-7th century AD) (Sezgin et al., 2022, p. 88). LR 2 amphorae reached the
Mediterranean, the Aegean, the Black Sea, inland regions of Europe, Britannia, and India (Senol, 2003, p. 96).
This wide distribution was made possible by the annona (annona civicia and annona militaris), a system of
tax collection and distribution in kind (Kara, 2021, pp. 65-79). Olive oil and wine of the region were exported
in these amphorae of Aegean production (Senol, 2009, p. 161).

Examples of LR 2 amphorae type B were found in Zeytin Pazari. Nos. 6 and 7 have rounded and inverted
mouths. The neck of this fragment is conical. The two amphorae are similarly dated to the 5th - early 7th
century AD at Elaiussa Sebaste Kizilarslanoglu, 2016, p. 394-398, no. 106-109), to the first half of 7th century
AD at Knidos (Doksanalti, 2020, p. 404, no. 55, fig. 12), to late 6th - early/mid 7th century AD at Bathonea
(Kara, 2021, p. 75, fig. 1a) and to late 4th-early 5th - 6th century AD at Alexandria (Senol, 2000, 366, no.
172). It is proposed that the examples from the Zeytin Pazari should be dated to the 5th to 7th century AD.

Late Roman 3 Amphorae (LRA 3)

LR 3 amphorae are categorized as A and B. The examples of Group A have a narrow mouth and
cylindrical neck. The form has one or two handles. The handles emerge from the upper part of the neck and
attach to the sloping shoulder (Pieri, 2005, p. 95, fig. 57; p. 98, fig. 61).

LR 3 amphorae were produced at Ephesos, Samos, Koan, Halicarnassos, and Sardis (Outschar, 1993, 47,
48; Pieri, 2005, pp. 94-101). The production of this group started in Ephesos in the middle of the 1st century
BC (Bezeczky, 2013, p. 66). The fact that the form was also produced at Aigai is confirmed by the discovery of
thousands of LR 3 examples in 3rd-century AD levels of the city (Sezgin et al., 2022, 39, note 80). This form
was produced from the 1st century BC to the 7th century AD (Senol, 2018, p. 427). Amphorae of the group
were distributed as far as the Black Sea, Aegean, Cyprus, Levant, eastern North Africa, Italy, southern France,
Iberian Peninsula, Britannia, and India (Pieri, 2005, fig. 60-61; Bezeczky, 2013, pp. 164-165, fig. 25). LRA 3
forms carried wine, olive oil, ointment, and garum sauce (Akkas, 2020, p. 199).

Rim, neck, and base fragments belonging to LR 3 amphorae were found in Zeytin Pazari. No. 8 has a
triangular mouth. The neck opens towards the shoulder. The handle has an oval cross-section. No. 9 is a
fragment of the body and base. The base narrows towards the sitting plane (Adak-Adibelli & Alkag, 2024, p.
375, fig. 9). No. 8 and 9 belong to Type 3A of LR 3 amphorae (Pieri, 2005, p. 98, fig. 61) and are dated to the
second half of the 5th - 6th century AD at Parion (Akkas, 2020, p. 200, no. 41, fig. 12) and to the late 5th - 6th
century AD at the Izmir Archaeological Museum (Sezgin et al., 2022, 45, cat. no. 31). It is proposed that the
dates of these two sherds can be suggested as late 5th - 6th century AD. The additive and clay characteristics
of the LR 3 amphorae found in Zeytin Pazari indicate that these examples were produced in Ephesos.

Conclusion and Evaluation

Tarsus is an important harbor city in the Mediterranean region (Durukan, 2015a, p. 5; Durukan, 2015b,
pp. 246-247; Durukan, 2017, p. 348; Arici, 2004, p. 855; Arici & Gogmen, 2022, pp. 288-304). Ceramics are
significant in the city's archaeological findings, particularly the amphorae. These vessels, found throughout
Tarsus, indicate the city's extensive commercial ties with the Mediterranean, Aegean, and Black Sea regions
over various centuries, showcasing the city's strong commercial potential (Alkac, 2024, pp. 149-165).

The amphorae found in Tarsus show that the Aegean and Western Anatolia were part of the city's
commercial network. The history of the city's commercial relations with this region of the ancient world
dates back to the second half of the 7th century BC (Hanfmann, 1963, p. 242, no. 1028A, fig. 135. In this
article, the amphora is classified as Chios). Wine or olive oil was exported to Tarsus in amphorae throughout
the Hellenistic Period (Grace, 1950, p. 135-148; Alkac, 2021, p. 192-195, fig. 1-13). Some amphorae found in
Zeytin Pazari prove that the city's commercial relations with this region continued in the Roman and Late
Antique periods. The excavation area yielded Aegean and Western Anatolian amphorae of DR 2-4 (second
half of 1st century BC - 1st century AD), Late Rhodian (1% and 2™ century AD), Kapitan I (3rd - 4th century
AD and late 2nd - first half of the 3rd century AD), LR 8 (4th - 5th century AD), LR 2 (5th - 7th century AD) and
LR 3 (second half of the 5th century - 6th century AD).
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At the beginning of the Roman Imperial Period, the agriculture and trade of the Mediterranean were
restructured. During the Pax Romana Period, the commercial mobility and volume of the Mediterranean
developed. During this period, important producers of the South Aegean, such as Rhodes, Koan, and Knidos,
continued their wine trade within the framework of the new measures and exported South Aegean wine to
many parts of the Empire (Senol, 2015, p. 247). The DR 2-4 and Late Rhodian amphorae from Koan found in
Zeytin Pazari reflect this situation. Despite the growing commercial potential of the Mediterranean under the
Pax Romana, the number of Aegean and Western Anatolian amphorae from this period of the Zeytin Pazari is
small.

The Isaurians led a series of revolts against Rome between 350 and 400 AD. These revolts, which lasted
for about half a century, spread over a wide geography, including Lycia, Pamphylia, Cilicia, Palestine, and
Cyprus. This process also had a negative impact on maritime trade in this part of the Mediterranean (Kurt,
2018, pp. 808-814; 817). The environment caused by the revolts also negatively affected the commercial
relations of Tarsus. With the end of the revolts in the early 5th century AD, the commercial relations of
Tarsus started to rise (Alkag, 2024,156-158). The positive reflection of this situation is also observed in the
number of Aegean and Western Anatolian amphorae according to the Zeytin Pazari data. In general, the
number of amphorae exported to Tarsus from various parts of the Mediterranean and the Black Sea
increased from this century onwards. In addition to amphorae, red slip pottery from Phaokaia also began to
increase in this century (Adak-Adibelli, 2017, 18, graphic 1). The data suggest that Aegean and Western
Anatolian merchants were confidently trading in the eastern Mediterranean from the 5th century AD
onwards. The interest of consumers in Tarsus in Aegean and Western Anatolian products increased steadily
from this time.

Catalogue

No. 1

Amphora: Dressel 2-4

Diameter Rim:

Height:

Surface: 5 YR 7/6 reddish yellow

Clay: 2.5 YR 6/6 light red

Inclusions: Mica, limestone

Date: Second half of the 1st century BC - 1st century AD

No. 2

Amphora: Late Rhodian Amphora

Diameter Rim:

Height: 5.0 cm

Surface: 5 YR 7/4 pink

Clay: 2.5 YR 5/8 red

Inclusions: Limestone, Limestone, chamotte
Date: 1* and 2™ century AD

No.3

Amphora: Kapitan Il - Tip A.2.2.1
Diameter Rim: 6.0 cm

Height: 4.8 cm

Surface: 2.5YR 5/8 red

Clay: 2.5 YR 6/8 light red
Inclusions: Limestone, quartz
Date: 3rd - 4th century AD

No. 4

Amphora: Kapitan Il - - Tip B.2.2
Diameter Rim: 7.5 cm

Height: 8.0 cm

Surface: 2.5 YR 6/8 light red
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Clay: 2.5 YR 6/8 light red
Inclusions: Limestone, quartz
Date: late 2nd - first half of the 3rd century AD

No.5

Amphora: LR 8 Amphora
Diameter Rim: 10.0 cm

Height: 10.2 cm

Surface: 5 YR 6/8 reddish yellow
Clay: 5 YR 6/8 reddish yellow
Inclusions: Mica, quartz

Date: 4th - 5th century AD

No. 6

Amphora: LR 2 Amphora —Tip B
Diameter Rim: 11.0 cm

Height: 12.0 cm

Surface: 5 YR 5/6 yellowish red
Clay: 5 YR 6/6 red

Inclusions: Mica, sand

Date: 5th - 7th century AD

No. 7

Amphora: LR 2 Amphora —Tip B
Diameter Rim: 10.5 cm

Height: 3.0 cm

Surface: 5 YR 5/6 yellowish red
Clay: 5 YR 6/6 red

Inclusions: Mica, sand

Date: 5th - 7th century AD

No. 8

Amphora: Late Roman 3 Amphora — Tip A3

Diameter Rim: 3.0 cm

Height: 5.5 cm

Surface: 2.5 YR 6/6 light red

Clay: 7.5 YR 6/6 reddish yellow

Inclusions: Mica, sand

Date: Second half of the 5th century - 6th century AD

No.9

Amphora: Late Roman 3 Amphora — Tip A3

Diameter Rim:

Height: 3.5 cm

Surface: 2.5 YR 4/8 red

Clay: 2.5 YR 6/6 light red

Inclusions: Mica, sand

Date: Second half of the 5th century - 6th century AD
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