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Ozet:

Bu calisma Antik Troas Bolgesi’nde Apollon Smintheus kutsal alaninda 2006 yilinda gergeklesti-
rilen arkeolojik kazilarda ele gecen bir mermer kap parcasint Uretim tekni8i acisindan incelemeyi
amaglar. Hellenistik ve Roma donemlerinde ¢ok yaygin olarak kullanilan t¢ ¢ikintt tutamak ve bir aki-
tacaga sahip bir mermer kaba ait olan bu parcanin tretim artigini veya bitmemis bir 6rnegi temsil et-
tigi anlasilmaktadir. Bu tiir mermer kaplarin Hellenistik ve Roma dénemlerinde kozmetik amaglartyla
toz boyay1 yagla karistirmada kullanildigt ve Szelikle mezatlarda 614 hediyesi olarak karsimiza ¢iktigt
gorilmektedir. Bu tiir kaplarin daha 6nce nasil tretildigi konusunda arkeolojik bilgilerimizin az oldu-
gu gbz 6ntine alindiginda bitmemis bu 6rnegin tizerinde yer alan 6l¢iim veya matematiksel oranlama-
lart g6steren pergel izlerinin ele gecmesi dénem arkeolojisi i¢in yeni bir katk: sayilabilir.

Abstract:

This study examines a fragment of a distinctive shallow marble bowl of ledge-lug type identified at
the sanctuary of Apollo Smintheus during the archeological excavations undertaken in 2006. The
surface of the fragment interestingly bears incised traces showing the use of ruler and compass. This
fragment with tool marks is important because it illuminates us on the stages of production of such
vessels. This type of bowl was a characteristic feature of Hellenistic and Roman periods. Such
marble bowls with three ledge lugs and one spout were often used to crush pigment in antiquity. The
frequent recovery of such shallow marble bowls in mortuary contexts seems to indicate that they
were also deposited in burials to accompany their owners. In light of minimal number of evidence
about the production of such marble bowls, it is hoped that this specimen from Smintheion will
enhance our understanding of the tools used and techniques adopted in their production.

This modest essay aims to examine the tion season at Smintheion (Gilpinar) in the
fragment of an unfinished shallow marble Troad'. The most important feature of this
bowl with three ledge lugs and a spout
found during the course of the 2006 excava-

1T thank to C. Ozgiinel for allowing me to publish this
artifact from Smintheion.
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unfinished shallow marble vessel fragment
is that it has the traces of workmanship
showing various tool marks associated with
the use of a compass and pointed metal
tool. The use of compass was previously
unknown to us when the production of
marble vessels is concerned. This fragment
was found among the fill of the Roman wa-
ter reservoir near the Apollo Smintheus
temple in the Troad. The structure in which
it was found dates to a period sometimes in
the third century A.D., and the fill recov-
ered from this structure contained remains
dating from the Hellenistic to the Byzantine
periods. Thus, it is not possible to date this
artifact with certainty. This type of shallow
marble vessel is a characteristic feature of
the Hellenistic and Roman periods. Stylisti-
cally comparable shallow vessels with ledge
lugs have previously been attested in the
third millennium B.C. in the Aegean world’
(fig. 1). They are particularly common dur-
ing the Hellenistic and Roman periods
through the Aegean and eastern Mediterra-
nean world. For example, such marble shal-
low vessels are known to us from Miletus,
Priene, Pergamon, Assos, Xanthos, and Pa-
tara in Asia Minor, Olynthus and Corinth in
the Greek Mainland, Salamis and Kition on
Cyprus, as well as Doura-Europos in Syria’.
Archaeological evidence from the Troad
demonstrates that these marble bowls were
also common in this region, since at least
twelve complete such vessels have previ-

2 Getz-Gentle 1996; Takaoglu 2004.

3 Robinson 1952, 122-123; Cumont 1926, 255; Robinson
1930, 416, fig. 102; Deonna 1938, 106; Davidson 1952, 122;
Demargne 1958, 67; Chavane 1975: 12; Parlasca 1983,
151; Stuppereich 1990, 28; Wiegand — Schrader 1904, 376;
Pinkwart 1984, 109; Korkut 2004, 233; Hiesel 1967, 92;
Tolle-Kastenbein 1974, 120, 167; Salles — Chavane 1993,
335; Hoffelner 1996, 45.
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ously been found there’. At least four of
them were found in association with pestles
made from the same marble as the vessels.
For example, those complete examples
from the Dardanos tumulus, the Calvert
collection, and the Assos excavations are
important to obtain a better picture of
these distinctive marble vessels of non-
utilitarian character. Most of them are
carved in the usual fine grained yellowish-
white marble. Visual examinations of the
marble raw materials points to a single
source. Although they are similar in terms
of style, they differ from each other in
terms of decoration and size. They vary in
diameter from a diminutive 9 ¢m to a mid-
size 17.5 cm. It also seems that the Troadic
examples were commonly used in mortuary
contexts as the possession of death. Such
vessels as possession of death during life
time were subsequently accompanied him
or her after the death in the burials. It is
likely that these shallow bowls were used in
conjunction with ritual paint during the fu-
nerary rites. They were evidently used to
pulverize the coloring matters so that they
could be mixed with water or oil, perhaps
before application to the skin of the de-
Such shallow
bowls filled with pigment might have also
been placed in the burials in order to be
used in the afterlife. A marble vessel still
bearing the vivid traces of pink pigment has
been found from the Dardanos tumulus in
the Troad to demonstrate the use and func-
tion of such objects. Likewise, roman buri-
als at Patara in Lycia also yielded a series of

ceased or the mourners.

such vessels along with pestles lying near
them”.

4 Tombul 2006, 254; see also Deonna 1938, 111.
5 Korkut 2004, 239 res. 7.
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Previously, we did not know much about
how such artifacts were manufactured and
what kinds of tools were used and how they
were used (figs. 2-3). The exterior of the
marble vessels was strikingly finely refined
first before its interior was hollowed out. It
seems that the top of the preform or rough-
ly-shaped vessel was outlined by the use of a
compass and a ruler in order to emphasize
the ledge lugs and the spout. After two cir-
cles showing the outer and inner edge of the
rim of the vessel were incised, the craftsman
emphasized the lugs asymmetrically by incis-
ing diagonally crossing contours. Four hori-
zontal projections for lugs were roughly
shaped opposite to one another on the up-
per part. One of the four ledge lugs were
then turned in to a spout. Then, craftsman
started to hollow out of its interior through
pecking with a metal pointed tool. We know
surely that this was done so, since this man-
ufacturing error from Smintheion was bro-
ken at this stage of manufacture. This also
contrasts with what we know about the
manufacture of vessels. It is a general pat-
tern that craftsman or craftswoman hollows
out the interior of the vessel before the ex-
terior is finely refined. Moreover, a primitive
lathe-turning tool was often preferred dur-
ing the Hellenisitic and Roman times to hol-
low out the interiors of such marble vessels.
The fact that the vessel in question was
shallow might have been one reason why a
pointed tool was used, which unavoidably
led to a breakage. This stage of production
was probably the most risky part of marble
vessel making process. Marble is not a hard
stone to work but this does not mean that it
is very easy to transform a block of marble
into the intended form. Thus, it requires a

D. Kaplan

patience, as well as skill and energy to trans-
form a raw material into a final product.

This new datum from Smintheion contrib-
utes to our knowledge of manufacture of
Hellenistic and Roman marble vessels of
non-utilitarian character. The recovery of
additional finished comparable marble shal-
low vessels with ledge lugs may also imply
that they were also offered to the sanctuary
of Apollo Smintheus. The recovery of this
unfinished example at the sanctuary area
seems can be used in favor of the argument
that these marble vessels were actually
manufactured in various parts of the Troad.
This means that they were not to be viewed
simply as imports arrived through trade.
The idea of workshop specialized on mar-
ble vessels making at the sanctuary of
Apollo Smintheus is attractive, since there
is ample evidence to prove the presence of
craftsmen working for sacred spaces in an-
tiquity. More archaeological evidence is
surely needed to demonstrate such theory.
It is hoped that more evidence will be re-
vealed about the aspects of marble working,
including their production and consump-
tion both at Smintheion and in the Troad.
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List of Figures:

Figure 1. Map locating major sites with marble
bowls with three
Ledge lugs and a spout

Figure 2a-c. Various views of the preserved
part of the unfinished bowl

Figure 3. Upper view of the fragment showing
the use of compass and ruler
in order to obtain a true mathematical ratios
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