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Studies

ARCHAEOLOGICAL MATERIAL

A STREET WITH AVIEW
OVER THE CENTURIES.
THE CERAMIC MATERIAL
FROM THE STREETA

IN FRONT OF THE CRYPT
BASILICA AT HISTRIA (1)

Abstract: This paper discusses the ceramic assmblage discovered during the
2007 and 2018 campaigns in the on the route of street A, north of the Crypt
Basilica, one of the few urban arteries revealed from the road network of late
Roman Histria. The analyzed ceramic inventory, which is in a very advanced
state of fragmentation, covers the period of the 1% — 6™ centuries AD and
includes almost all ceramic categories: transport, storage, table ware and
cooking vessels. The statistical analysis shows the dominance of table wares,
followed by transport vessels and cooking wares. In the case of the latter, this
category includes both wheel or the handmade fragments. Each category is
analyzed based on morphological and functional criteria, and the discussion
extends to the issue of production centers. Considering the rich ceramic
variety, especially the transport vessels and fine pottery, shows the commercial
connections of Histria with large manufacturing centers, especially in the
Aegean, Pontic and Micro-Asian, both during the early Roman period and
in the Late Antiquity. During the 2™ and 3™ centuries the transport vessels
arrived carrying wine and oil mainly from south Pontic and Aegean centers,
while and the finer pottery has a Pontic and local origin, with few imports.
By contrast, during Late Antiquity, Aegean amphorae dominate as the main
imports in this category, represented especially by the well known types LRA 1
and LRA 2, in close connection with the annona militaris. There are still Pontic
containers, such as the Kuzmanov XVI type of amphorae and a single Levantine
amphora. Starting from the chronological and typological distribution of the
ceramic material, the paper aims to answer questions related to the economic
relations of History in the Roman era, the issues regarding a local and regional
production and the changes that can be observed in the transition from the
Principality to the Late Antiquity.

Keywords: Late Antique street; Histria; Early and Late Roman pottery; local and
regional economy.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INTRODUCTION

etween 2002 and 2013, with some interruptions, a team from the
Institute of Archeology “Vasile Parvan” from Bucharest resumed the
research of the Crypt Basilica of Histria, as well as its surroundings,
especially the areas north and east of the cult building’. However, the 2018

! ACHIM 2012, 141-145, fig. 15-18; ACHIM 2014; ACHIM et alii 2014; ACHIM et alii 2021,
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archeological campaign, instead, was dedicated to the
research of the street A? located immediately north of the
Christian building.

The exposed surface of street A in 2018 is located
north of the Christian basilica, more precisely from the
northwest corner of the narthex to the north, and continues
in the direction of another street (conventionally called
D)3, with an east-west route and comparable constructive
features, with which it intersects at about 12 meters from
the Christian edifice.

Street A follows a north-south route, with a low
ascending slope to the north and a slight axis deviation in a
north-easterly direction. Archaeological excavations in 2018
allowed the effective research of 8 linear meters of street
surface, in an area between building B to the east, rooms 1
and 2 of group I investigated by A. Petre on the north side of
the Main Square (during the campaigns in 1958 and 1959),
section S3* to the north and the Christian basilica to the
south (Fig. 1a-b; Fig. 2a-b).

At the current stage of the research, still unfinished
in this perimeter, street A reaches a maximum width of 3.25
m at its southern end (or about 11 Roman feet). On the east
side of the street revealed a discontinuous alignment of
limestone blocks, alternating with green shale blocks, which
faithfully follow the line of the disused B construction, most
likely forming a sidewalk or refuge on the right side of the
street (with a width of about 0.70 m).

The depositional complex that forms the street
looks like a relatively flat surface, covered by a continuous,
compact “pavement”, mounted in a layer of yellow-gray
earth, of hard consistency. The pavement made of green
shale pebbles and rare limestone, harmoniously combined
with small fragments of construction material (tegulae) and
ceramics, has gaps in the southern and northern extremities.
The pebbles alternate with some elements of green shale and
limestone, with a pronounced flat surface and dimensions
larger than 10 cm, which are scattered without apparent
pattern over the entire surface of the street. Over the three
centuries of use of the A street, many interventions have
continually changed the general aspect and feel of this
access route. The changes found consist of the successive
rearrangement of the practicable area, the possible shift
of the street route from west to east, depending on the
functionality cycles of the buildings on the north side of the
Main Square, the arrangement and maintenance of a street
system, e.g. gutters and a sewer (C4) for draining rainwater
and wastewater (Fig. 2a).

Research began in the 2007 campaign, supplemented

478-480, fig. 1-4, 10.

2 This traffic artery is named after a local identification system used by A.
Petre, during the excavations carried out in 1958 and 1959 in the sector of
the Main Gate of the late Roman city of Histria, see PETRE 1962a, especially
389-390, pl. IV. The same system for identifying the road network in the
area north of Main Square is adopted by F. Munteanu, see MUNTEANU
2011. The route of the road artery under discussion seems to correspond, at
least in part, to B4 street defined by the architect M. Margineanu- Carstoiu
- see MARGINEANU-CARSTOIU 1984, 306-310, fig. 3, 5.

® PETRE 1962a, 390-391, pl. IV; MUNTEANU 2011, 236, fig. 1, 3-4. D
Street is designated in a previous contribution by A.S. Stefan as street 5 - see
STEFAN 1974, 45, fig. 4.

4 ACHIM/BALDESCU/MUNTEANU 2008, 169.
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in 2018, showed that on a section to the north, Street A
completely overlaps an early Roman period building (CR G®),
which does not appear to have functioned later than the end
of the third century AD. Chr. and whose exact destination
has not yet been determined at this stage of the research.

As the stratigraphic succession was already affected
by excavations in the area during the 4" decade of the 20
century, as noted by A. Petre in his report published in
1962¢, we could observe that the latest recognizable surface
of the street today was covered by a very fine modern layer
(at average depths of 0.86/0.96 m). Two successive layers,
not exceeding 25-30 cm thick, gray-yellow in color, of
hard and medium consistency soil, seal the dismantled and
leveled remains of the CR G building and its western flank,
forming the surface of street A, up to the limit of the blocks
that may consist of a sidewalk. These two layers contain a
large amount of lithic material, construction material and
delivered an important lot of ceramic finds as well as 16
bronze coins.

The numismatic finds’ are distributed unevenly on
the researched surface, with a higher concentration in the
northern half of the excavation (in section B3, especially in
the eastern half of it), at depths ranging between 0.83 and
0.93 m (from the point reference in the area of the northern
perimeter wall of the basilica). Only four coins come from
section C3 and from comparable depths. It is also worth
mentioning that in the areas in the immediate vicinity of the
street, to the east and west, the research undertaken in 1931
by Scarlat Lambrino and 1958-1959 by A. Petre illustrates
monetary discoveries belonging to the same chronological
intervals. (Fig. 2b).

METHODOLOGY

The ceramic inventory is featured according to the
main functional categories: transport, tableware, cook ware
and storage. Each category consists of several types, listed
according to the known production areas and chronology.
The transport vessels are features firstly according to
the greater area of production, e.g. Pontic and Aegean,
secondly according to chronology (early or late Roman) and
thirdly, according to content, when known. The principle of
functionality applies to the rest of the featured categories.
Concerning the table wares, the finds were first separated
between liquids containers — vasa potatoria and serving
vessels. The latter, is subdivided into dishes, bowls cups and
mugs. The principle extends to the last categories, storage

> CR G is a rectangular construction (5.80 x 3.20 m), with massive walls to
the east and north, using a pink mortar as a binder, which adheres to the
western wall of building B, on the exterior - see ACHIM/DIMA 2019, 91-94.
6 PETRE 1962a, 392.

7 The numismatic analysis performed by M. Dima in 2018-2019 and
communicated as a oral presentation Sectorul Basilica cu Criptd de la Histria
in lumina descoperirilor monetare din Campania 2018, at the Annual Session
of the ,Vasile Parvan” Institute of Archaeology (March 2019), showing that
two coins from the analyzed group (99, 102) are attributable to the Greek
period (Fig. 2b black); three other coins (88, 91, 97) from the 2™ - 3
centuries AD come from the areas adjacent to street A and in one case from
the street (Fig. 2b blue); six late Roman coins date from the 4" century
to the beginning of the 6™ century AD (89, 93, 95, 98, 104, piece 101
being discovered outside the archaeological context) /(Fig. 2b red); finally,
another six coins (90, 92, 94, 96, 100, 103) are issues of Justinian I, Justin
11, Mauricius Tiberius (Fig. 2b green) - see Fig. 2b.
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Fig.1b. Aerial view of the Crypt Basilica and its surroundings, including Street A (D. Stefan, L. Cliante, 2021).
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Fig.2b. Archaeological features and distribution of coins on the excavated surface in 2018 (I. Achim, M. Dima).

vessels and cookware (e.g. pots, casserole, pans, bowl and
lids). We refrained from going into the historiography
of each main type, as they have been discussed and large
and referenced the relevant literature, focusing instead on

130Journalof AncientHistoryandArchaeology No.8.4/2021

highlighting the less frequent finds and integrating them
into their respective categories.

As we are not dealing with a closed context, rather
one that suffered several interventions, we considered it



7a.

Fig.3. Heraclea amphorae

useful to reference foremost the analogies from the site,
followed by analogies in the province and the main typologies
already established for the roman period ceramics, which
are referenced as such (e.g. eastern sigilatta, ESA, ESC, ARS
or Late Roman C ware). The goal is to highlight patterns
of production and trade at Histria, identifying the most
common vessels as well as evolution and changes in trading
areas. The main purpose is to emphasize the frequency of a
particular type of vessel among the discoveries from a certain
period, followed by suggesting a larger regional context for
similar finds. One other goal is to try to pin potential local
products, then regional, and finally, identify the imports,
with all the changes noticeable.

THE CERAMIC INVENTORY?
I. Transport vessels (nos. 1-40)

From the total amphora fragments discovered (40),
29 are from the early Roman period, and 11 rim fragments
belong with certainty to vessels from the 56" centuries
AD. From the early Roman period, the most frequent finds
come from south Pontic amphorae, more precisely from
Heraclea (nos. 1-7a/b) and other undetermined centers.
The rest of the transport vessels have a variety of shapes
as well as fabrics and also originate from Pontic centers but
much more difficult to determine which. For example, the
late Roman amphorae identified as type Kuzmanov XVI
are considered west Pontic products, from a workshop in
Scythia, still undetermined. During the 2" and 3" centuries
imports from Heraclea and Sinope are numerous®, but in the
case of this lot there are no imports from Sinope.

Aegean imports consist only of two fragments from
Dressel 24 amphorae (nos. 30-31). In the case of the
Troesmis X amphorae (nos. 25-27), their area of production
is still under debated, although an Aegean workshop is
among the best options®’.

8 The catalog is organized as such: site, campaign, context, R = rim diameter,
B = base diameter, Hp = height preserved, color code Munsell Soil Color
Book 2015.

° OPAIT/PARASCHIV 2013, 322.

10 OPAIT 2015.

From the Late Antique period there are several LRA 1
and LRA 2 fragments (Fig. 9, nos. 32-33, a-d), both
rims and body sherds (a-d). A single find is from a LRA 4,
produced in Gaza and transporting vintage'! wine (no. 37).
There are accretions of clay attached below the rim and to
the shoulder, and the wall of these amphora is thickened.
Amphorae of this type are recorded at sites throughout
the Mediterranean region and dated to late 4™ until the
mid 7™ centuries. Interestingly enough, a LRA 1 amphora
discovered at Histria with marking from Pamphylia'?, attests
the continuity of trading wine, replacing the earlier Aegean
container type Troesmis X.

There are already various Pontic amphorae identifies
at Histria'* and this paper adds a few more, emphasizing the
predominance and variety of the Pontic wine market, while
oil continues to arrive from Aegean centers.

I.1. Pontic wine amphorae

I.1.1. Early South Pontic amphorae — Heraclea Shelov B
(Fig. 3/1-4)

There are nine fragments from Heraclean amphorae,
transporting wine. Other fragments were previously
discovered at Histria'®, but also at other provincial centers,
such as discoveries from Noviodunum®®. The two low ring
bases and the fragmentary one (nos. 6-7) belong to late
Heraclea amphorae, produced since the second quarter
of the 1** century AD throughout the early Roman period,
becoming the most popular container in the Black Sea area in
the 2 and 3" centuries AD'". Heraclean amphorae are found
in every site in the Pontic and Lower Danube area and rarely

11 MAYERSON 1985, 1992; PIERI 2005.

2 OREN-PASKAL 2008, 32-53, referencing Egloff who suggests the end of
the Omayyad period for its latest production date (Egloff 1977, 116-117).
1 OPAIT 2004, 8-9.

14 BAJENARU 2014, 125, 129-130, Fig. 4/45-55, Fig. 8/123-130, Fig.
9/131-142.

15 BAJENARU 2014, 110, nos. 43-44, p. 111, nos. 111-120.

16 SIMION 1984, Pl. XII/2, 4, maybe even no. 5; HONCU/STANICA 2019,
228, fig. 7-8 at Noviodunum.

17 VNUKOV 2004, 415, type IV with variants; KASSAB TEZGOR 2020, 47,
153" centuries AD.
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Fig.4. South Pontic amphorae

outside, despite their small capacities ranging between 6-7
liters®.
1. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al, 1.03—
1.15, Inv. 773. R. 9-10 cm; Hp. 3.8 cm. Coarse fabric 10YR7/4
very pale brown. (Kassab Tezgér 2020: 47, type S IV B1, no. 96,
Pl. XXXIX/4, 1°*-3" centuries AD).
2. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, squares A1/A2-B1/
B2,0.73-0.93. Inv. 775, R. 7 cm; Hp. 1.1 cm. Fine fabric 5YR6/6
reddish yellow. Kassab Tezgor 2020, 47, type S IV C1, no.101.
3. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2-
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 6 cm; Hp. 3.9 cm. Coarse fabric
10YR7/6 yellow. (Kassab Tezgér 2020: 47, type S IV C1, nos.
98-100).
4. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2-
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 6 cm; Hp. 3.6 cm. Coarse fabric
10YR7/6 yellow.

I.1.2. Unclassified (Fig. 3/5-7)
5. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al,
0.86/89-1.03, Inv. 768. B. 2 cm; Hp. 19 cm. Conical base, coarse
fabric 7.5YR7/6 reddish yellow; self slip.
6. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86-
0.97, Inv. 765. B. 5 cm; Hp. 4.5 cm. Ring base, coarse fabric
10YR7/6 yellow.
7a. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S,
Inv. 764. B. 3 cm; Hp. 4.6 cm. Ring base, coarse fabric 7.5YR7/6
reddish yellow. (Variant S IVB-C Vnukov 2004, fig. 7)
7b. Histria 2007, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, int. CRG,
0.65, Inv. 411. Hp. 4.7 cm. Fragmentary ring base, coarse fabric,
10YR7/4 very pale brown. (Variant S IVB-C Vnukov 2004, fig.
7).

I1.1.3. South Pontic amphorae (wine?) (Fig. 4/8-10)

This subcategory includes amphorae from uncertain
centers that imitate Coan products, with different fabrics
indicating various production site in the southern Pontic
region vine the black inclusions in their fabric. The first
fragment belongs to a Pseudo-Coan (Fig.4/no. 8), a
container following on the footsteps of the Coan amphora
and wine production, with the shape used as an indicator of
the certain characteristics of the goods™.

8 OPAIT/IONESCU 20186, 59.
1 VNUKOV 2004, 407-409, fig. 1: also states that the amphora shape

132

The second rim with similar fabric could belong to
another Pseudo-Coan type of amphora (Fig.4/9), previously
discovered at Aegyssus, with a capacity of 23 liters®. The
fabric is light colored, with black and reddish inclusions,
which could also point to a variant of a Heraclean or Sinopean
amphora®.

The last item is a conical foot from an unknown
amphora type (Fig.4/10), possibly made in the proximity of
Heraclea®.

8. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 1.04—
1.08, Inv. 772. R. 9 cm; Hp. 9.2 cm. Coarse fabric 10YR7/4 very
pale brown; self slip.

9. Histria 2007, Sector N, trench S3, square 5, 0.39-0.45, Inv.
402. R. 8 cm. Rolled rim, exterior groove. Hp. 4.9 cm. Fine
fabric 10YR7/4 very pale brown; self slip.

10. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—
0.97, Inv. 765. Conical foot. B. 2.7; Hp. 8.7 cm. Coarse fabric
7.5YR5/8 strong brown and 7/6 reddish yellow.

1.1.4. Late Roman West Pontic wine amphorae -
Kuzmanov XV/XVI - Opait B-Id-Antonova V (Fig. 5/11-15)

These coarse small sized vessels are thought to have
been made in a west Pontic center” starting from the half
of the 5™ century to the end of the 6% century AD*, where
they are frequently found®, although a southern origin
was also proposed®. Based on the finds from Halmyris, A.
Opait calculated the average capacities to 2-3 liters®” and

remains an indicator for the goods, but no longer a guarantee of authenticity,
produced and distributed starting witht the second half of the first century
BCE to the early 2" century AD.

20 OPAIT 2012,459, Fig. 22, type Aegyssus III C.

21 OPAIT/PARASCHIV 2012, 117, Fig. 7 for the fabric of a Sinopean
amphora with black-sand, type Vnukov Sin IV from Ibida.

22 We would like to express our gratitude to Andrei Opait for the fabric
photo and insight on a potential new center for the production of this finds,
suggesting a production site in the chora of Heraclea (OPAIT forthcoming).
23 SCORPAN 1977, 278; PARASCHIV 2014, 426, from multiple workshops.
2 KUZMANOV 1985; OPAIT 2004, 28-29, towards the end of the 6™
century the number of finds decreases.

% Halmyris: TOPOLEANU 2000, 152, P1. XLIX/395-400; Capidava: OPRIS
2003, 74, P1. XXVI and OPRIS/RATIU 2017, nos. 60-65; Ibida: PARASCHIV
2014, 427, Fig. 4/3; Tropaeum Traiani: GRIGORAS/PANAITE 2021, 90, Pl
V1/29-30.

26 KASSAB TEZGOR 2020/72; PARASCHIV 2014, 426.

27 OPAIT 2004, 28.
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Fig.5. Kuvmanov XVI amphorae

the traces of interior pitch suggest they carried wine?. Four
rims and one base fragment were discovered, all with traces
of exposure to fire, in the same layer, indicating that they
reached the street at the same moment.
11. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2—
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 7 cm; Hp. 4.9 cm. Coarse fabric
10YR4/3 brown; exposed to fire.

12. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al,
0.81-0.86, Inv. 760. R. 5 cm; Hp. 4.5 cm. Coarse fabric 5Y5/6
yellowish red and 10YR4/1 dark gray; exposed to fire.

13. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2-
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 7 cm; Hp. 4.5 cm. Coarse fabric
3/10Y very dark greenish red; exposed to fire.

14. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, square B1,
0.85-0.99, Inv. 778. R. 6 cm; Hp. 4.2 cm. Coarse fabric 5YR6/8
reddish yellow; exposed to fire.

15. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2-
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. Hp. 5.7 cm. Coarse fabric 5YR5/8
yellowish red and 4/3 reddish brown; exposed to heavy fire.

I.2. Uncertain Pontic centers and content
(wine?)

The following amphora types originate most likely
from a Pontic center of production. Their reddish fabric
shows fine white, brown and black inclusions. Similar types
have been discovered at Callatis® The rounded base, although
heavily burnt, can also be attributed to a Pontic center for
all of these fragments which could all be attributed to the
inclusive Straja type, but the rim differentiation between no.
16 and nos. 17-19 is why they are featured as different sub-
types.

I.2.1a. Amphorae with a flaring, rolled rim, slightly
sloping neck — Radulescudc/Opait1987b type III*° (Fig. 6/16)

This type with a capacity of c. 50 litres® has
analogies at Histria® and other sites such as Straja, Barbosi,
Chersonese®. There are at least two types of fabrics known

% OPAIT 2004, 28-29, pitch was found in type XV amphorae.

2 OPAIT/IONESCU 2016, 69, Pl. XVI/95 and considered to have carried
fish products.

3 OPAIT/PARASCHIV 2012, Fig. 2; OPAIT 2012, 465; OPAIT/PARASCHIV
2013, Fig. 13.

3 OPAIT/PARASCHIV 2013, 322.

2 BAJENARU 2014, 110, no. 50, 115, nos. 125-126.

3 OPAIT 2012, 465.
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Fig.6. Pontic amphorae - 16. Radulescu4c/Opait1987b type III;
17-19 Straja type

for this type, indicating southern and eastern workshops®.

16. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square B2, 0.69—
0.83, Inv. 762. R. 12 cm; Hp. 3.1 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR5/8
red.

I.2.1b. Rolled, flaring rim — South Pontic Straja type
(wine?) (Fig. 6/17-19)

Related to the previous type and the Pontic Zeest 73,
this wine was used during the first century AD*. An analogy
was found at Tropaeum Traiani®, while another similar
fragment was discovered at Histria, in a rubbish dump®’.

17. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 1.04—
1.08, Inv. 772. R. 16 cm; Hp. 2.4 cm. Coarse fabric SYR5/8
yellowish red; self slip.

18. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 1.04—
1.08, Inv. 772, R. 12 cm; Hp. 2.4 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR6/8
light red.

19. Histria 2018, Sector N square trench B3, square A2, 1.04-
1.08, Inv. 772. R. 9 cm; Hp. 2.6 cm. Fine fabric 5YR6/8 reddish
yellow; self slip.

1.2.2. Skewed, rolled, rim, slightly convex neck (fish?)
(Fig. 7/20)
This single find resembles the Zeest 85% and another
similar fragment was found at Histria®.
20. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2—
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R.int. 14 c¢m; Hp. 4.9 cm. Coarse
fabric 2.5YR5/8 red; covered with red self slip.
1.2.3. Rolled rim, straight or slightly slopping neck (Fig.
7/21-22)

This unclassified type has fabric that suggests a

3 OPAIT/PARASCHIV 2012,114, Fig. 2-3.

3 OPAIT 2012, 466; OPAIT/PARASCHIV 2013, 322, Fig. 13 at Straja.

3 BOGDAN CATANICIU/BARNEA 1979, Fig. 144/3.2, 2"4-3" centuries AD.
37 BAJENARU 2014, 115, no. 123; similar to a Zeest 84-85 at Micin, 2744
c. AD: PARASCHIV, 2004, 144, no. 6, Pl. II/6, and footnote 6 for further
references.

s OPAIT 2007, 113, fig. 21.

39 SUCEVEANU 2000, type LVIII (Pontic, 2"-3" centuries AD, fish?)

133



%

[ p—p—

™

22.

Fig.7. Pontic amphorae - uncertain centers

Pontic workshop, while vessels with similar features were
previously discovered at Histria in contexts from the 2"
and 3 centuries AD*. An unclassified similar fragment was
discovered at Callatis*'. A similar fragment was attributed to
a variant of Zeest 84-85, with a north Pontic origin®’. The
content is unknown.

21. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square B2, 0.69—

0.83, Inv. 762. R. 9/10 cm; Hp. 5.2 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR5/8

red; self slip.

22, Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—
0.96, Inv. 761. R. 7 cm; Hp. 5.4 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR5/8 red.

1.2.4. Rolled rim with a pointed tip (fish?) (Fig. 7/23)

This amphora fragment has a reddish fabric with
white, red and black inclusions, from an unknown center pf
production, likely southern or eastern Pontic. Similar finds
come from Tropaeum Traiani*?, Sarichioi-Saratura®.

23. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 1.08-
1.15, Inv. 774. R. 12; Hp. 4.5 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR4/2 red;
traces of dull red slip.

1.2.5. Small, rolled rim, with interior groove, slightly
convex neck (Opait C-1/1I?) (Fig. 7/24)

Like the previous fragment, the fabric contains
white and rare black inclusions, but a center of production
is uncertain. Similar amphorae were found at found at
Dinogetia, for wine, containing 52 liters*® and others at
Tomis, Halmyris, Topraichioi, Telita, Noviodunum, Novae,
Torone, Tyras, latrus, Odessos, Chios®.

40 SUCEVEANU 2000, 168, type LVII, P1.82; the author also believes are
Pontic and associates them with various type from Zeest’s typology.

4 OPAIT/IONESCU 2016, 64, no. 40, PL. VI.

“2 PARASCHIV 2002, 173, P1. 4/23, large capacity, also associated with type
Opait X.

8 BOGDAN CATANICIU/BARNEA 1979, Fig. 144/3.1, 1%-2™ centuries AD.
14 BAUMANN 2003, 193, no. 52; BAUMANN 1995, 208, no. 110, P1. 20/1A
(L3), first half of the 3" century AD.

 OPAIT 2004, 17, PL. 9/4, whit analogy at at Torone, 171. 4" — 5 centuries
AD, considered Aegean.

4 OPAIT 2004, 17, P1. 10/2A: Aegean, wine or fish content, found at 22-32
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24. Histria 2007, Sector N, square trench B3, square A1, 0.81—
0.86, Inv. 760. R. 8 cm; Hp. 4.5 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR5/8 red.

1.3. Undetermined centers.

1.3.1. Early Roman wine amphorae with a flaring rim,
slightly sloping neck — Troesmis X (Fig. 8/25-27)

With an average capacity of c. 55-70 liters and
likely transporting wine from Pamphylia?’, this amphora
is present at Ibida and its territory*®. A Pontic workshop
was also suggested for this type*, thus we have included
it in the category of uncertain centers. Other known finds
come from Tomis, Troesmis, Ibida, Argamum as well as rural
settlements®.

25. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square B2, 0.69—

0.83, Inv. 762. R. 9 cm; Hp. 5.6 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR5/8 red.
Suceveanu tip LVIII, p. 168.

26. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2—
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 14 cm; Hp. 2.8 cm. Coarse fabric
5YR5/6 yellowish red; traces of red dull slip on the rim.

27. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, squares A1/A2-
B1/B2, 0.73-0.93, Inv. 775. R. 14; Hp. 4.2 cm. Coarse fabric
2.5YR6/8 light red.

I.3.2. Conical feet, concave interior (Fig. 8/28-29)

Both these bases have a red fabric, with inclusions,
possibly from Troesmis X type of amphorae.
28. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, squares A1/A2—

B1/B2, 0.73-0.93, Inv. 775. Conical base, Hp. 9.9 cm. Coarse
fabric 2.5YR6/8 light red.

29. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86-
0.97, Inv. 765. B. 3 cm; Hp. 13.1. Coarse fabric 2.5YR5/8 red.

liters, 4"-6™ centuries AD; TOPOLEANU 2000, 144, no. 371, PL. XLVI -
type Bjelac XVII: 6% of all amphorae from Halmyris in the 4" century AD.
7 OPAIT 2015, 328-329.

6 OPAIT/PARASCHIV 2013, 320.

4 OPAIT/PARASCHIV 2013, 322.

50 HONCU/STANICA 2017, 313-314, with bibliography for each.
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Fig.8. Troesmis X

I.4. Aegean amphorae

The certain Aegean imports consist of three types
of containers, both likely Chian, two rims from an Dresssel
24 type of oil amphora. Dressel 24 imports of oil dominate
during the 1%-3" centuries AD*! and it seems that they
travelled together with the Aegean wine transported by the
Kapitin I amphorae®®. The Late Roman period is dominated
by the presence of LRA 1 and LRA 2 at Histria and most
sites®.

1.4.1. Early Roman oil amphorae — Dressel 24 (similis)
(Fig. 9/30-31)

Both rims have similar fabric that suggests an Aegean
origin, possibly Chian**.

30.

31.

Fig.9. Aegean amphorae Dressel 24 (similis)

> OPAIT/PARASCHIV 2013, 323. For a broad discussion on the type, see
also OPAIT 2007.

2 OPAIT forthcoming.

55 Numerous other finds at Histria, see BADESCU 2012, with extensive
references, BADESCU/CLIANTE 2014 and BADESCU/BIVOLARU 2015.

** OPAIT/TSARAVOPOULOS 2011; see also OPAIT 2011 form type Dressel
24 similis.

30. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2—
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 14 cm; Hp. 5.5 cm. Fine fabric
5YR6/6 reddish yellow.

31. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S,
Inv. 764. R. 10 cm; Hp. Coarse fabric 5YR6/6 reddish yellow;
covered with pale dull slip.

1.4.2. Late Roman wine amphora - LRA 1 (Fig. 10/32-
34, a-d)

LRA 1 is among the most common amphora type
for carrying wine during the 4™ and 6% centuries AD, with
many variants and productions sites®®, staring with the third
quarter of the 4™ century AD*®. The capacity of the container
varies between 10 and 20 liters. The type appeared in Scythia
. 400 AD*" and has been previously attested at Histria®® and
we consider the finds from the street to have a possible
Cypriot or Cilician origin®. A production site for LRA 1
was identified at Elaiussa Sebaste, in Asia Minor, and it is
considered that this is the source of these amphorae in the
Black Sea area®. At Histria, a LR1 Amphora was discovered
marked with a stamp of the name, Korikos, the name of a
city in Cilicia and in Pamphylia®".

32. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S,
Inv. 764. R. 9 cm; Hp. Coarse fabric 2.5Y7/4 pale brown.

33. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile
S, Inv. 764. R. 9 cm; Hp. 7.3 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR7/4 pale
brown®.

%5 PIERI 2005, 69-81; BIERNACKI, KLENINA 2015, 109.

% OPAIT 2010, 1017.

7 OPAIT 2004, 8.

58 BADESCU/BIVOLARU 2015, 313-315 and footnotes 17-19 offers an
overview of the bibliography regarding the potential production sites as well
as the known finds from Scythia.

%9 OPAIT/IONESCU 2016, Pl. XIX/111 fragment from Callatis with fabric
photo.

60 BIERNACKI/KLENINA 2015, 108, the authors also offer an overview of
the recent research on this type and the variety of possible workshops.

61 OPAIT 2004, 9.

62 BIERNACKI/KLENINA 2015, Fig. 10.16 from contexts dated to 518-610
at Novae.
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Fig.10. LRA 1 amphorae

34. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2—
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 9 cm; Hp. 5.8 cm. Coarse fabric
5YR5/8 yellowish red.

1.4.3. Late Roman oil amphora - LRA 2 (Fig. 11/35-36)

The LRA 2 amphora is the most common container
for olive oil, but not exclusively, during Late Antique,
present in all sites, with a marked capacity of 53 sextarii in
one case®®. With a variety of fabric, it most manufactured in
the Aegean Area, with centers located at Chios and Cnidos®.

fabric 7.5YR5/4 brown.

36. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square B2, 0.69—
0.83, Inv. 762. R. 9/10 c¢m; Hp. 2.9 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR6/8
light red.

I.5. Oriental/Mediterranean wine amphora -
Palestinian/Gaza Late Roman 4 amphora (Fig. 11/37)

LRA 4 amphora was used to transport wine in the
Mediterranean and the Black Sea areas, but also reused
for cereals or other foodstuff.®® Interestingly enough, it

seems that thus far these containers were

37.

discovered only in urban contexts®. Their
capacity spans between 20 to 30 liters™.
At Capidava, this type has been found in
the horreum, storage rooms of the portico
and in the commercial building C1™ LRA
4 amphorae were found at Novae occur in
a small quantity and all featured fragments
show the same accretions on the neck™.
The analysis of the Roman pottery at
Histria revealed that 53.79% of transport

Fig.11.35-36 LRA 2; 37.LRA 4

Other fragments belonging to this type were discovered at
Histria in the Basilica extra muros sector, dated to the second
half of the 6™ century and the beginning of the 7% century®.
Towards the end of the 6* - beginning of the 7 century AD,
the diameter of the rim decreases®, such as our item no. 37,
indicating such a date for this fragment at Histria and its
discarding on the street. The provenance of LRA 2 amphorae
is not known with certainty: a kiln site was excavated in the
Argolid (Peloponnese, Greece) but other production centers
have also been suggested, like Cos, Chios, and Rhodes®.

35. Histria 2018, Sector N, Sector N, square trench B3, squares
A1/A2-B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 14 cm; Hp. 6 cm. Coarse

& OPAIT 2004, 11-12; OPAIT/IONESCU 20186, 73.

6 BADESCU/BIVOLARU 2015, 318-321 from the Basilica extra muros
Sector and footnotes 70-101 for analogies in sites from Scythia and Moesia
secunda.

6 BADESCU/BIVOLARU 2015, 321.

% GRIGORAS/PANAITE 2021, 93.

57 OPAIT 2004, 11; OPAIT/TSARAVOPOULOS 2011, 318; BIERNACKI/
KLENINA 2015, 105.

136Journalof AncientHistoryandArchaeology No.8.4/2021

containers are oriental amphorae, seconded
by Pontic containers (24.89%), while the
oriental ones consist mainly of LRA 1 and
2, as part of the annona™. At Tomis, three fragments were
discovered in a tomb dated as early as 355-360 AD"™. Along

% OPRIS/RATIU 2017, 69; RADULESCU 1973, 194, 197 amphora reused
for holding iron spikes at Tomis.

5 OPAIT 2004, 20-22. However, there are very few excavations of Late
antique rural settlements.

70 OPAIT 2004, 23-24.

71 OPRIS/RATIU 2017, 71, Pl. 6/46-49, no. 46 appears to have the same
smudges around the rim; all finds in C1 are from the same 6% century AD
context.

72 BIERNACKI/KLENINA 2015, 111-112, Fig. 12.

3 BADESCU 2010, Ph.D thesis (manuscript) apud OPRIS/RATIU 2017, 47—
48. In the same volume there is an overview of finds in Scythia: Capidava
— 4% African amphorae, 68% oriental amphorae (mainly LRA 1 and 2), 28%
Pontic amphorae; Halmyris — 71.6% oriental amphorae in the 6% century
and 77.8% in the early 7" century CE, 26% Pontic amphorae in the 6%
century and 16% in the first decades of the 7% century CE; (L)Ibida extra
muros: 64.69% oriental amphorae and 24.12% Pontic amphorae (one type
Kuzmanov XV); Tropaeum Traiani: 78% LRA 1 and 2 and 10% other oriental
amphorae.

74 BUCOVALA/PASCA 1988-1989, 141-142, P1.9/a-b-c (M105), together
with what seem to be a LR3 amphora.



with Histria™, other sites in Scythia where this quality wine
arrived are Capidava’, Tropaeum Traiani’” and Ibida’.

37. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, square Al, 0.89-
0.92, Inv. 779. Coarse fabric, 7YR/5/6 strong brown.

I.7. Unclassified fragments
1.7.1. Beaded rim, slightly concave neck (Fig. 12/38)

Although light colored on the surface, the fabric is
brick red, resembling that of Pontic amphorae. Although
we have not identified a proper typology for this fragment,
it is similar to other finds from Histria”, but the lack
of comparisons between fabrics impedes any further
attributions.

38. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al,
0.86/0.89-1.03, Inv. 768. R. 11 c¢m; Hp. 7 cm. Coarse fabric
2.5YR6/8 red.

1.7.2. Flat, incurved rim, straight neck (Fig. 12/39-40)

39. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares Al/
A2-B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 13 cm; Hp. 4.3 cm. Coarse
fabric 2.5YR5/8 red. (Similar to Opait 1991, P1.22/3, type III at
Topraichioi).

40. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—
0.96, Inv. 761. R. 10 cm; Hp. 3.7 cm. Coarse fabric 5YR6/6
reddish yellow; covered with dull yellowish coating. (Opait
1991, P1.30/3, type III at Topraichioi).

Fig.12. Undetermined amphorae

75 BADESCU/CLIANTE 2014a, 181-182, Fig.5/7.

76 OPRIS/RATIU 2016, Fig, 10-12.

77 GRIGORAS/PANAITE 2021, 91, P1. VI, nos. 34-36.
78 OPAIT 1991, 30, Fig.6/33.

7 SUCEVEANU 2000, P1. 81-82, type LVI/10, 19.

II. Vasa potatoria (Fig. 13/nos. 41-53)

The twelve fragments from containers can be divided
into large table amphorae and pitchers (nos. 41-46), thin-
walled pitchers (nos. 48-50), flanged pitcher (mo. 51),
trefoiled pitcher (no. 52), container with a straight, slopping
rim (no. 52) and container with a roller, everted rim (no. 53).
Considering the wide variety of shapes already discovered
at Histria, the finds from the street are scarce. With two
exception, nos. 51 and 52, all the rest are large containers,
which could be indicative of the distribution of liquids (e.g.
wine), imported (from amphorae) or local. All of the finds
came from Pontic workshops, some even from the same,
as nos. 49 and 50 share not only a similar shape, but also
fabric. Fragment no. 7 stand out with its black inclusions
in the paste, indicative of a south Pontic workshop, while
fragment no. 45 has iron oxide in its consistency, likely
from a west Pontic workshop. The fabric of the rest of the
fragments is much more difficult to differenciate in order to
point towards potential centers. As a last note, the container
no. 46 shares similar features with a base, no. 132 (Fig. 31),
making it likely that they came from the same workshop, if
not the same vessel.

II. 1. Table amphorae

I1.1.1. Flat, slightly incurved neck and slopping neck,
with an exterior groove (Fig. 13/41-42)

This type of container, with a likely conical body,
had been previously discovered at Histria in contexts dated
during the 2"4-3" centuries AD*® and common during the
1%t- 3" centuries AD in numerous other sited in the area®.

41. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square B1,
0.82-0.88, Inv. 766. R. 11; Hp. 5.3 cm. Coarse fabric 7.5YR6/8
reddish yellow; covered with self slip.

42. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—
0.97, Inv. 765. R. 7 cm; Hp. 3.5 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR4/8
red. Analogies for this particular variant at Tomis®, Callatis®?,
Tropaeum Traiani®, and the rural settlements at Sarichioi®® and
Telita-Amza®®.

I1.1.2. Straight, rounded rim (Fig. 13/43)

This container is inspired by the Dressel 24 amphora
and has analogies in the Black Sea basin, both at Tomis and
the north®.

43. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, squares Al/
A2-B1/B2, 0.73-0.93, Inv. 775. R. 8 cm; Hp. 3 cm. Fine fabric
5YR5/8 yellowish red; traces of red slip on the exterior.

8 SUCEVEANU 2000, type L-LII/no. 9; Bijenaru 2014, Fig. 3/33, Central-
North sector.

81 OPAIT 2003, 215; OPAIT/IONESCU 2016, 65-66, P1. IX.50-51, P1. X.53,
56: the authors feature conical-type finds from Callatis with analogies
at Histria, Tomis, Olbia and territory, Chersonese, Balbek, Mirmekion,
Troesmis, Ibida, Tropaem Traiani, Enisala, Sarichioi, Niculitel. The variety
of fabrics points towards the existence of several production centers. An
entire vessel was discovered at Noviodunum - SIMION 1984, Pl. XII/7;
Babadag — VASILIU/PARASCHIV 1999, 260, P1. 4/9.

& BAJENARU 2013, 71, P1. 13/107.

8 OPAIT/IONESCU 2016, nos. 51, 53.

& BOGDAN CATANICIU/BARNEA 1979, Fig. 146/3.7.

8 BAUMANN 1995, P1. XXIV/6.

8 BAUMANN 1995, 415, P1. VI/A, locally produced.

87 SUCEVEANU 2000, type XLIX, nos. 1, 4 — Dressel 24 table pitchers;
BUCOVALA/PASCA 1988-1989: 133, Fig.4/b, 330-335 AD at Tomis -
pitcher with one handle and flat base; ZHURAVLEV 2010, type 6/291 two
handles - Pontic table amphorae.
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Fig.13. Table amphorae

I1.1.3. Broad, flat and rolled, rim, slightly convex neck
(Fig. 13/44)

This container finds analogies at Histria®, Tomis®
and Tropaeum Traiani®.

44. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, square B1, 0.85-
0.99, Inv. 778. R. 6 cm; Hp. 3.6 cm. Fine fabric 7.5YR7/6 reddish
yellow with reddish inclusions; covered with dull red slip.

I1.1.4. Large containers with inwards, flat rim —
Suceveanu 2000, type XLII (Fig. 13/45-46)

45. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S,
Inv. 764. R. 20 cm; Hp. 5.4 cm. Fine fabric 5YR6/8 reddish
yellow; covered with reddish brown dull slip.

46. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S,
Inv. 764. R. 13 cm; Hp. 4.1 cm. Fine fabric 5YR5/6 yellowish
red; red slip on the neck and rim. Bijenaru 2014, Fig. 6/80
Central North sector; Zhuravlev 2010, type 2.1/300 Jug.

I1.1.6. Pitchers/ table amphorae with flaring rim,
straight neck, slightly convex (Fig. 14/47-49)

47. Histria 2007, Sector N, trench S3, square 5, 0.39-0.45, Inv.
402.R. 9 cm; Hp. 5.3 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR5/8 red; covered with
red slip. At Histria, Suceveanu 2000, type LIII; Opait 2003, 217,
Fig. 8 at Troesmis, 2™ century AD.

48. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 1.04—
1.08, Inv. 772/1. R. 8 cm; Hp. 4.6 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR6/8 light
red; covered with dull reddish brown slip. At Histria, Suceveanu
2000, type XLVI, no. 16; Opait 2003, 217, Fig. 8 at Troesmis,
2" century AD.

49. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2,
1.04-1.08, Inv. 772. R. 8 cm; Hp. 3.5 cm. Fine fabric 5YR6/8
reddish yellow; covered with dull red slip. At Histria, Suceveanu
2000, type XLVI, no. 16; Opait 2003, 217, Fig. 8 at Troesmis,
2™ century AD. A similar find comes from Tropaeum Traiani®.

% SUCEVEANU 2000, type L.

¢ RADULESCU 1975, PL XI/2.

% BOGDAN CATANICIU/BARNEA 1979, 181, Fig. 146/4.3, 19-2™ century
AD.

1 BOGDAN CATANICIU/BARNEA 1979, Fig.152/4.2-4.3.
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I1.1.7. Pitcher with slightly flaring rim and an exterior
flange (Fig. 14/50)

Very similar to a Kapitdn II amphora, considering
its morphological characteristics — curved interior, atypical
curvature of the rim, secondary smaller flange and very
coarse fabric with many white inclusions, this fragment is
probably from a pitcher.

50. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S,
Inv. 764. R.7 cm; Hp. 5.3 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR4/6 red.

II.2. Oenochoe type with trifoiled rim, sloping neck — Suceveanu
2000, type XLVII (Fig. 14/51)
51. Histria 2007, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, int. CRG,

0.65, Inv. 411. R. 6 cm; Hp. 3.7 cm. Coarse fabric 10R5/8 red;
exposed to fire.

I1.3. Straight rim with interior concavity -
lekythos type (Fig. 14/52)

This type of container seems to be inspired by the
previous Greek vessel with a narrow mouth, long necks
and globular bodies. The shape of the rim, with the interior
groove could suggest that this type of container could have
been used mainly for oil to prevent spilling. An analogy is
found at Histria — Suceveanu 2000, type XLVI, no. 13 with a
more rounded rim; also similar to a find at Tomis, from the
2" century AD®. A variety of shapes with this kind of rim is
included in the Pontic Red slip category®.

52. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.97—
1.04, Inv. 769. R. 7 cm; Hp. 2.2 cm. Fine fabric 5YR6/8 reddish
yellow; covered with red slip.

I1.2.5. Beaded, flaring rim, sloping neck with a
protuberance (Fig. 14/53)

53. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/
A2-B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 12, Hp. 2.4 cm. Fine fabric

92 RADULESCU 1975, PL.XI/1.

9% ZHURAVLEV 2010, types 2.1. and 3.2/347, 355; ZHURAVLEV 2002, Fig.
22/A (Chersonese, Panticapaeum, Bosphorus); ZHURAVLEV 2010, type
3.2/347, 355 and type 20.1/431-432.
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Fig.14. Pitchers

7.5YR6/8 reddish yellow; covered with yellowish coating.
Similar shape to Pontic red slip jug Zhuravlev 2010, form 4, PL
45/360.

III. Table ware (nos. (54-106, 128a, 136)

The table ware category is the most diverse, spanning
chronologically from the 1 century AD to the 6™ century.
It consists of dishes (nos. 54-65), thin-walled bowls (nos.
66-70), conical bowls with inwards rim (nes. 71-82),
carinated bowls (nos. 83-98) - with five varieties, bowls
with broad and rolled rim (nos. 99-1020), a single piece
from a Micro-Asian flanged bowl (no. 103) and bowls with
moulded rims (nos. 104-105). Apart from the unique
fragmentary base with incised inscription — grafitto (Fig.
23/no. 106), a considerable amount of ring bases ware also
recovered, 26, all from fine fabrics, but difficult cu determines
to which type of vessel they belonged to (Fig. 128a). All of
the fragments are fine, some covered with a dull red slip and
show an equal variety of fabrics. Among other finds, there
is a fragmentary body sherd with a handle from a cup (no.
132), a type which lacks representation here, as not rim
was recovered. Among the body sherds recovered there is
one fragment with faceted ornament (Fig. 31/ 135), dated
between 150-250 AD%, already attested at Histria®. There
are some, very few, inclusions from the Hellenistic period
(Fig. 31/134-137) together with Roman materials, which
could be explained by the leveling of the street with mixed
soil. Among other ceramic finds, there is a single fragment
from a Loeschke VIII type of lamp (Fig. 31/no. 138), two
circular tokens likely made from Heraclean containers (Fig.
31/no. 136) and half of another circular object, made from a
fine fabric, which could have also served as a sealed lid (Fig.
31/no. 139).

III.1. Dishes (Fig. 15)

In this category of open vessels with wide, flaring
rims, there is a single example from the early Roman period,

9 ZHURAVLEV 2011, 151, Pl. 6/4-6; another analogy at Histria— STREINU
2018, no. 21.

% SUCEVEANU 2000, type XXII, decoration similar to bowl type IX, no.5
(Pontic product 1°* century AD) and cup type XXIII, no. 8 (2™ century AD).

a Micro-Asian import (no. 54). The overwhelming majority
of finds consist of further Micro-Asian imports, but from the
Late Antique period, types LRC Hayes 3 (nos. 55-57) and
10 (nos. 58-63).

II1.1.1. Dish with a skewed, everted rim, with exterior
groove— Type Hayes 2000, ESA Fig.20/7 (Fig. 15/54)
54. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.97—

1.04, Inv. 769. R. 14 cm; Hp. 1.5 cm. Fine fabric 5YR6/8 light
red; covered with red slip.

II1.1.2. Dish with a flange - LRC Hayes 3C (Fig.
15/55-57)

One of the most frequent types, numerous other
discoveries are known from Histria®® and almost all sites,
during the 5% century AD".

55. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2—

B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 26 cm; Hp. Fine fabric 2.5YR5/8
red; covered with red slip.

56. Histria 2007, Sector N, trench B3, square 5, 0.68-0.88, Inv.
450. R. 22 cm; Hp. 2.3 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR4/8 red; covered
with red slip, darker on the rim.

57. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, squares A1/A2-
B1/B2, 0.73-0.93, Inv. 775. R. 24 cm; Hp. 2.3 cm. Fine fabric
2.5YR5/6 red; covered with red slip.

II1.1.3. Dish with a thick, everted rim — LRC Hayes
10B-C (Fig. 15/58-63)

Dated during the 6™ century — beginning of the 7
century AD, the type has been previously discovered at
Histria from the excavations at the Centre-North Sector®®
and Acropolis®, also known discoveries came from sites such
as Halmyris and Tropaeum Traiani*®.

% BADESCU/CLIANTE 2014, Fig. 1/7-12; ILIESCU et alii 2017, PL
VI1/6-7, P1. VIII/3-4,7-8

9 MOCANU 2021, 186-187- Halmyris, Ibida, Aegyssus, Argamum,
Topraichioi.

9% BADESCU/CLIANTE 2014, Fig. 2/10-11.

9 For a large variety see ILIESCU et alii 2017, P1. XI1/9-10, P1. XIII/1-10.
10 MOCANU 2021, 203, featuring also examples from Histria.
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Fig.15. Dishes: 54. ESA; 55-57. Hayes 3; 58-63 Hayes 10; 64-65. undetermined LRC ware

58. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares Al/
A2-B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 26 cm; Hp. 3.2. Fine fabric
2.5YR5/8 red; covered with red slip.

59. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al,
0.81-0.86, Inv. 760. R. 26; Hp. 3.3 cm. Fine fabric 10R5/8 red;
covered with red slip with traces of exposure to fire.

60. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2—
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 24 cm; Hp. 3 cm. Fine fabric
2.5YR5/8 red; covered with dull red slip.

61. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares Al/
A2-B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 24 c¢m; Hp.1.9 Fine fabric
2.5YR5/8 red; covered with red slip.

62. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—
0.97, Inv. 765. R. 28; Hp. 1.4 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR6/8 red;
covered with red slip.

63. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S,
Inv. 764. R. 24 cm; Hp. 1.4 cm. Fine fabric 5YR5/8 red; covered
with red slip and exposed to fire.

I11.1.4. Unclassified micro-Asian dishes (Fig. 15/64-65)
Two low ring bases with a morphology that can
attribute them to any of the previously listed Micro-Asian
type.
64. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square B2, 0.69—
0.83, Inv. 762 (ceramic)/MSp 325. B. 9 cm; Hp. 1.9 cm. Fine
fabric 5YR5/8 yellowish red; covered with red slip.
65. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al, int.
CRG, 0.95-1.23, Inv. 781. B. 10 cm; Hp. 11.7 cm. Fine fabric
5YR4/1 dark gray; traces of exposure to fire.

II1.2. Bowls (Fig. 16-17)

II1.2.1. Bowl with beaded, slightly incurved rim — ARS
27,160-200 AD (Fig. 16/66)

This type of African bowl has been discovered at
Histria'® with several variants and centers of production,
Pergamenian (ESA, ESC) and Pontic, dated in the 1%-2"

101 SUCEVEANU 2000, type IV/3, 9.
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centuries'®?, as well as at Tomis'®.

66. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, squares A1/A2—
B1/B2, 0.73-0.93, Inv. 775. R. 14 cm; Hp. 4.7 cm. Fine fabric
2.5YR5/6 red; covered with red slip.

II1.2.2. Bowl with beaded, slightly outturned rim —
Hayes 4; Suceveanu 2000, type II (Fig. 16/67)

Similar bowls were discovered at Histria, made in both
Pontic and eastern centers (Pergamon, Candarli - Hayes 4),
during the 1* and 4% centuries AD. The fragment from our
lot has similar fabric as the ESC pottery and resemble type
Atlante 51, but the red inclusions in the fabric and the overall
finish makes it rather a Pontic product from the 1% century -
beginning of the 2™ century AD.
67. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, squares A1/A2-
B1/B2, 0.73-0.93, Inv. 775. R. 14 c¢m; Hp. 3 cm. Fine fabric
5YRS5/6 yellowish red; covered with dull, red slip.

III. 2.3. Thin-walled bowl, with spherical body, slightly
skewed rim (Fig. 16/68-69)

Although the same type, the three fragments are
made from different fabrics — the first is red with white and
red inclusion, the last two share a light colored fabric with
very few inclusions, which could also indicate an Asia Minor
workshop, althout there are Pontic variants'®. A similar thin
bowl was discovered at Durostorum.'®®

68. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square B2, 0.69—
0.83, Inv. 762 (ceramic)/MSp 325. R. 7; Hp. 4.9 cm. Fine fabric

12 SUCEVEANU 2000, 15-16, type VI, PL II, no. 3 is most similar, for
which the author suggests an analogy at Romula and Butovo, thus a Pontic
workshop; However, the fabric of our find point more towards an eastern —
Asian workshop, perhaps Candarli.

103 BAJENARU 2013, P1. 3/22, with a dull slip, probably local;

104 Cup - ZHURAVLEV 2011, type 25, Pl. 4/1-2, early 2™ century AD.

105 MUSETEANU/ELEFTERESCU 1985, Pl. 4/24.



Fig.16. Bowls: 66. ARS 27; 67-70 Pontic.

5YR6/6 reddish yellow; covered with dull red slip.

69. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—
0.97, Inv. 765. R. 8; Hp. 3.1 cm. Fine fabric 10YR7/4 very pale
brown; covered with dull red slip.

70. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—
0.96, Inv. 761. R. 9 cm; Hp. 3.3 cm. Fine fabric 10YR8/4 very
pale brown; covered with light red slip.

II1.2.4. Thin walled bowl with a sllighty flaring rim and
convex wall (Fig. 16/70)

Resembling type Agora V, M144 and a Pontic cup from
Histria'%, where another fine gray bowl was discovered'?’.
70. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2—
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 12 cm; Hp. 2.8 cm. Fine fabric
Gley 1 5/N gray. Decorated with rouletting; exposed to fire.

II1.2.5. Conical bowls with incurved rim (Fig. 17/71-
77

II1.2.5.1. Either slightly rounded or skewed, these
are rather common types during the 1%-3" centuries, as
Pergamenian (ESA) and Pontic products. At Histria, similar
bowls arrived from Pergamon (ESA) and there are even local
imitations discovered.’® Two of the fragments from the
2018 campaign are Asian products — (Pergamon, ESC) (nos.
71-72), while the rest are likely made in Pontic workshops.
Analogies have been discovered during the excavation
at Histria'®, in area such as the Episcopal basilica'*® and
the Central Sector'. Similar bowls were produced at
Durostorum®?. Bowls with inwards rim, with both conical
and spherical bodies are among the most common in the
Pontic sigillata ware, with variations''®. The Early Pontic Red
Slip bowls were predominantly made and used during the 2"

106 SUCEVEANU 2000, type XXII, nos. 6-7; BAJENARU 2014, no. 3.

107 STREINU 2018, 93, no. 28 of a different type and decorated with ovae,
see also no. 19 - red fabric.

108 SUCEVEANU 2000, type III.

19 SUCEVEANU 2000, type VI, P. 6.

110 ANGELESCU/BALTAC 2002-2003, Fig. 8/28, Fig.3/28

1 BAJENARU 2014, Fig.2/5 1st-3 centuries AD.

2 MUSETEANU/ELEFTERESCU 2004, PLVIII/7.

13 ZHRURAVLEV 2010, P1.23/Forms 13-14, Form 17.1.1 for the one with
a more curved wall.

and 3™ centuries AD, reaching even the rural settlement at
Niculitel™*.

The last two fragments (nos. 76-77) belong to the
Pontic Gray sub-category and are the among the only three
discovered during the excavation of the street. Analogies
for these conical, incurved bowls are rather scarce, as they
are likely mimicking their red fabric and slip counterparts.
Similar gray vessels were discovered at Troesmis and the rural
settlement at Sarichoi-Saritura, from the 2°4-3" centuries
AD™5. Fragments mno. 76 is a probable Pontic product from
the 2m4-3 centuries, with analogies at Histria.*

71. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—
0.97, Inv. 765. R. 22 cm; Hp. 2.7 cm. Fine fabric 10R5/8 red;
covered with red slip.

72. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al, 1.03-
1.14, Inv. 771. R.22, Hp. 2.5 cm. Fine fabric 5YR6/6 reddish
yellow; covered with red slip on the exterior, brown on the
interior.

73. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A1, 0.81-
0.86, Inv. 763. R. 20 cm; Hp. 2.9 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR5/8 red
and 5/1 gray; covered with red slip.

74. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, squares A1/A2-
B1/B2, 0.73-0.93, Inv. 775. R. 18 cm; Hp. 3.2 cm. Fine fabric
2.5YR5/8 red; covered with reddish brown slip on the exterior
and red on the interior.

75. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—
0.97, Inv. 765. R. 18 cm; Hp. 2.3 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR5/8 red;
covered with red slip. (Suceveanu 2000, type VI)

76. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.97—
1.04, Inv. 769. R. 12 cm; Hp. 3.1 cm. Fine fabric Gley 1 3/N very
dark gray; covered with dull, black slip, with traces of exposure
to fire.

77. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al, 1.03-
1.15, Inv. 773. R. 16 cm; Hp. 2.5 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR 4/1 dark
gray; covered with dark gray slip.

II1.2.5.2. The following four fragments come from
thin bowls with analogies at Histria in the 2"4-3" centuries

14 MOCANU 2021, 133, Form 8, Fig. 40/32-33.

15 SUPPLY OF CERAMIC GOODS, 254, no. 704 at Saratura, 2"-4™ centuries
AD (Marian Mocanu); MOCANU 2021, 140, Form 4, Fig. 11/6.

16 SUCEVEANU 2000, 35, type VII, P1. 10; BAJENARU 2014, Fig.6/79-79.
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Fig.17. 71-72 Asia Minor imports; 73-82 Pontic bowls with inwards rim.

ADY, most considered Pontic products. Only no. 82 has
analogies at Histria from the 1°-2"¢ centuries AD™®. Similar
bowls were also discovered in the Central Sector at Histria'*®
and Tower K'. This type could by an imitation of type
Atlante H4, with the same convex wall and inwards rim,
dated during the 3 century AD (Fig. 17/78-82)

78. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A1, 0.89—

1.03, Inv. 770. R. 23; Hp. 2.8 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR5/8 red;

covered with red slip.

79. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al,

0.86/89-1.03, Inv. 768. R. 20 cm; Hp. 3 cm. Fine fabric

2.5YR5/8 red; covered with dull red slip.

80. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al,

0.86/89-1.03, Inv. 768. R. 18 cm; Hp. 2.1 cm. Fine fabric

2.5YR5/4 reddish brown; covered with red slip.

81. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al, int.

17 SUCEVEANU 2000, 27-36, type VI, Pl. 6-8; ANGELESCU/BALTAC
2002-2003, Fig. 8/26 at the Bishopric Basilica.

18 SUCEVEANU 2000, types V and VI, P1. 5-6.

119 SUCEVEANU 2000, type VI; BAJENARU 2014, Fig.2/4 end of 1* century
- beginning of the 2" century AD.

120 STREINU 2018, 94, P1. VI/31.

142 journalof AncientHistoryandArchaeology No.8.4/2021

CRG, 0.95-1.23, Inv. 781. R. 19 cm; Hp. 3.2 cm. Fine fabric
2.5YR6/8 light red, covered with dull red slip.

82. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, int. CRG,
1.12-1.41, Inv. 452. R. 14; Hp. 2.9 cm. Fine fabric 7.5YR5/4
brown; covered with dull red slip.

II1.2.5.3. Thin-walled bowls type Suceveanu 2000,
Type XVII-XVIIL. In this category we identified four variants,
depending on the shape of the rim and wall, but all linked
by the carination of the body. All fragments are made from
fine fabrics and are covered with reddish slip, likely made in
Pontic workshops. Nos. 87-89, 91 and 92 have a similar
fabric - light red, with more (89), or less white inclusions,
whereas no. 90 stands out with a more granular consistency
of its fabric (Fig. 17/83-86)

I11.2.5.4. These thin walled bowls with a more
rounded rim, slightly carinated, have many analogies at
Histria, from the 2™ and 3™ centuries AD, originating from
Pontic centers'?', which we have divided into three variants.

21 SUCEVEANU 2000, types V-VI.
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Fig.18. Carinated bowls

Bowls like nos. 83-84, with a more curved upper
walls, common during the 1%-2"¢ centuries AD was
associated to type Zhravlev 12 from the region of Crimea
and apart from Histria, was also discovered at Fantanele ans
Sarichioi- Saratura®®,

This type of bowl with slightly incurved and skewed
rim (nos. 85-86) has analogies at Histria, dated in the
27d_34 centuries, where numerous finds came from Pontic
centers'®, as we consider these fragments to be.

83. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—

0.97, Inv. 765. R. 14 cm; Hp. 2.5. Fine fabric 2.5YR6/8 light red,;
covered with dull red slip. 2 fragments

84. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.97-
1.04, Inv. 769. R. 14 cm; Hp. 2.6 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR6/8 light
red; covered with dull, red slip. Suceveanu 2000, type V1/5,7-8.
85. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al, int.
CRG, 0.95-1.23, Inv. 781. R. 14 cm; Hp. 1.9 cm. Fine fabric
2.5YR5/8 red, covered with dull, red slip on the interior and
upper rim. Similar fragments was discovered in the Central
Sector at Histria.'?*

86. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S,
Inv. 764. R. 20 cm; Hp.3 Fine fabric 2.5YR5/8 red; covered with
red slip.

II1.2.6. Carinated bowls (Fig. 18)

II1.2.6.1. Bowls with straight, skewed rim, carinated
body - Suceveanu 2000, Type XIX/1-3 (Fig. 18/86-89)

The carinated bowls like nos. 87-89 are among the
most frequent finds at Histria, dated mainly in the 1t - 2™
centuries AD.'® These last two carinated bowls preserve
more of the lower body and the type is among the most

122 MOCANU 2021, 96, Form 6, see especially Fig. 26/16-17.

123 SUCEVEANU 2000, type V, P1. 3, nos. 12-20.

2¢ BAJENARU 2014, Fig. 5/67 second half of the 1st century AD.
12> SUCEVEANU 2000, 77-80, type XIX, P1. 29.

frequent among the finds at Histria during the same time
period™®. This type was largely produced at the workshop
from Butovo during the 2™ and 3" centuries AD, while other
regional analogies are found at Troesmis'”’.
87. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2—
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 16 cm; Hp. 3 cm. Fine fabric
5YR6/8 reddish yellow; covered with red slip on the exterior,
reddish brown on the interior.

88. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, square Al, 0.89-
0.92, Inv. 779. R. 14 cm; Hp. 2.3. Fine fabric 5YR6/6 reddish
yellow; covered with red slip.

89. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—
0.97, Inv. 765. R. 9 cm; Hp. 1.6 cm. Fine fabric SYR5/8 yellowish
red; covered with red slip.

I1.2.6.2. Bowl with slightly flaring, rounded rim,
profiled carination - Suceveanu 2000, Type XVII (Fig.
18/90-91)

Although share similar features, the two fragments are
made from different fabrics, indicating different workshops.
The first is more granular, darker, resembling that of dish
no. 54 and pitcher no. 52, The second is resembling that
of most of the other finds in this category, with a light red
fabric, compact, with fine white inclusions. Both vessels are
likely Pontic products'?.

90. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.97-
1.04, Inv. 769. R. 12 cm; Hp. 1.9 cm. Fine fabric 7.5YR6/6;
covered with dull, reddish-brown slip.

91. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A1, 1.03—
1.14, Inv. 771. R. 14 cm; Hp. 2.2 cm. Fine fabric 5YR6/8 reddish
yellow; decorated with a fine roulette line on the upper body
and covered with red slip.

%6 SUCEVEANU 2000, 63-77, types XVII-XVII, P1. 23-29.
127 MOCANU 2021, 94, Fig. 25/11, Form 3.
128 ZHURAVLEV 2010, type 30.3/28.
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I1.2.6.3. Bowl with rolled rim - Suceveanu 2000,
Type XVII; Zhuravlev 2010, type 4.1; Mocanu 2021, Fig.25/1
(Fig. 18/92)

This tpe of carinated bowl is also considered a plate/
dish made by workshops at Hotnica, Pavlikeni and Butovo
starting with second half of the 3" century AD, with regional
analogies at Histria, Tomis and Troesmis'*®.

92. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 1.04-
1.08, Inv. 772. R. 15 cm; Hp. 1.8 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR5/6 red;
covered with red slip.

I1.2.6.4. Tall, conical, carinated bowl — Suceveanu
2000, Type XVIII/30-34 (Fig. 18/93)

Numerous similar vessels, including with the wave
decoration, have been discovered at Histria, with various
sizes, including larger types with rim diameter reaching 20
cm, from the end of the 1* century AD and during the 2™
century™’. Our item, as well as several previous discoveries,
is considered a Pontic product, perhaps even local*®. Similar
vessels were discovered at Troesmis, Aegyssus, Tomis,
Sarichoi-Saratura, Ibida, some considered products of the
workshop at Pavlikeni®®.

93. Histria 2007, Sector N, trench B3, square 5, 0.68-0.88,
Inv. 450. R. 10 cm; Hp. 3.3 cm. Fine fabric 10YR6/6 brownish
yellow, with red, dull slip and a waved, incised line on the upper

body.

II1.2.7. Large bowl with incurved rim, carinated body,
ribbed wall — Suceveanu 2000, Type X (Fig. 19/94)

Such large bowls with grooved body have been found
at Histria and dated in the 274-3" centuries AD**, but also
local variants at Troesmis'®® and Tomis*®,

94. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S,

Inv. 764. R.18; Hp. 7.3 cm. Fine fabric 5YR4/6 yellowish red,
with rare black and red inclusions; covered with dull red slip.
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Fig.19. Ribbed bowl

I11.2.8. Bowls with flat, thick rim — Suceveanu 2000,
Type XI (Fig. 20/95-96) (Fig. 20)

Similar bowls have been discovered at Histria, mostly

129 BAJENARU 2014, 108, no.17.

130 MOCANU 2021, 92, Form 1.

131 SUCEVEANU 2000, type XVIII/31-34.

132 SUCEVEANU 2000, 74, type XVIII, P1. 27/31-32.

13 MOCANU 2021, 105, Form 12, Fig. 29/37, see also the references
provided by the author for each site.

134 SUCEVEANU 2000, type X, P1. 12, nos. 11-12.

135 OPAIT/IONESCU 2016, 79, P1. XXVIII, nos. 167-168.

138 BAJENARU 2013, P1. 12/9.
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in contexts from the 2" and 3% centuries AD, from Pontic
pottery centers'. The type is similar to ESA bowls from the
2nd_31 centuries AD**, which could have inspired further
regional productions, including in the Pontic basin'®. A
similar fragment was discovered in the Central Sector at
Histria'*®, at Durostorum a local production developed**
and another close analogy is at Tropaeum Traiani'*?. The
first fragment is made from a rather coarse fabric, with red
(mashed pottery) and numerous inclusions, an unusual
feature for this category. The second one has the same fabric
as previous fragments, nos. 97-98.
95. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2,
1.08-1.15, Inv. 774. R. 28/30 cm; Hp. 4.4 cm. Coarse fabric
5YR4/3 reddish brown; covered with red slip on the interior
and exposed to fire.
96. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square B2, 0.69—
0.83, Inv. 762 (ceramic)/MSp 325. R. 14 cm; Hp. 2.1 cm. Fine
fabric 2.5YR6/6 light red; covered with red slip.

II1.2.9. Bowls with rolled rim, convex wall — Suceveanu
2000, type VIII (Fig. 20/97-98)

The two fragments come from bowls similar to
previous discoveries at Histria dated to the 2"-3" centuries
AD143'

97. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al,
0.86/0.89-1.03, Inv. 768. R. 16 cm; Hp. 1.8 cm. Fine fabric
2.5YR6/8 light red; covered with dull red slip.

98. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A1, 1.03—
1.15,Inv. 773. R. 11 cm; Hp. 2.1 cm. Fine fabric 5YR6/6 reddish
yellow; covered with dark brown slip.

II1.2.10. Bowls/cups with a flaring rim, carinated body,
following the tradition of the kantharoi — Suceveanu 2000, Type
XXIII (Fig. 20/99-101)

Similar red slip cups, with two opposed handles,
following the tradition of the kantharos, were discovered at
Histria mainly from the 1* and 2™ centuries AD***. The two
items discovered in 2018 have different fabric and slip, the
first also show red and more consistent inclusions, whereas
the latter has a more compact fabric, although filled with
well mixed white inclusions.

99. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 1.04—
1.08, Inv. 772. R. 9 cm; Hp. 3.3 cm. Fine fabric 5YR6/8 reddish
yellow; covered with dull red slip.

100. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.97-
1.04, Inv. 769. R. 10 cm; Hp. 2.1 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR 5/8 red;
covered with dull, dark red slip.

101. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 1.08—
1.15, Inv. 774. R. 8 cm; Hp. 2.2 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR6/8 light
red; covered with red slip on the exterior.

137 SUCEVEANU 2000, 43-46, type XI, P1. 13.

138 ATL.II, form tarda b, Tav. VIII/5.

39 Pontic Red slip - ZHURAVLEV 2002, Fig. 22/5.

10 BAJENARU 2014, Fig. 2/11. The fragment is gray ware, polished, dated
in the 1% century AD.

41 MUSETEANU/ELEFTERESCU 2004, P1. VIII/5.

142 BOGDAN CATANICIU/BARNEA 1979, 185, Fig. 156/2.4, decorated.

143 SUCEVEANU 2000, 36, type VIII, P1. 10.

144 SUCEVEANU 2000, 86-88, type XXXIII, P1. 34.



Fig.20. 95-96 Bowls with broad rim; 97-98 bowls with rolled rim; 99-101 bowls with flaring rim.

II1.2.11. Skewed, flanged bowl — type (Candarl) Hayes
3 (Fig. 21/102)

During the archaeological research of the street, only
one flanged Micro-Asian bowl was discovered, although there
are several other body sherds that seem to belong to ceramic
vessels made in Asia Minor — Pergamon and Candarh. The
bowl features belong to Hayes type 3 (Candarli). Atlante L19,
product made during the 2° and 3 centuries. This type
of bowl, referred to as a cup (coupes) have been previously
discovered at Histria along with Pontic imitations of the
type.**® The fabric of this piece from Histria is indicative of a
Pontic workshop, or at least not an Asia Minor one. The same
type of bowl has been discovered at Tomis'*¢, Aegyssus'¥/,
Troesmis™®, Ibida, Niculitel-Teicom, Sarichioi Saratura'’.

102.

Fig.21. Pontic flanged bowl

145 SUCEVEANU 2000, 60-63, Type XVI, P1. 22.

146 BAJENARU 2013, PL. 2/5-6.

147 NUTU/COSTEA 2010, P1. 3/16; P1. 4/17.

148 OPAIT 1980, 343, P1. X/4.

19 MOCANU 2021, 49, nos. 8-9, mentions the Pontic products and dating
from the second half of the 1% century AD.

=

102. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square Al, int.
CRG, 0.95-1.23, Inv. 781. R. 10 cm; Hp. 2.2cm. Fine fabric
2.5YR6/8 light red, with numerous white inclusions, scarcer red
inclusions; covered with red slip.

II1.3. Cups

II1.3.1. Cups with moulded rim, convex wall - Suceveanu
2000, Type XX11I/9-16 (Fig. 22/103-104) (Fig. 22)

The two fragments seem more appropriately
attributed to cups (Agora M2), probably two-handled cups,
with numerous analogies at Histria in the 1-2" centuries
AD, with many other variants'®. Similar cups are recorded in

the Pontic sigillata ware'™, reaching even rural settlements'?,

105.

Fig.22. 103-104 cups with moulded rim; 104 cup
with flaring rim

150 SUCEVEANU 2000, 86-88, type XXXIII, P1. 33-34.

151 ZHURAVLEV 2010, Form 33/246-247.

132 MUSAT-STREINU 2017, 288, nos. 8-9, Fig. 5, at the settlement at
Acic Suat, in the proximity of Histria; SUPPLY OF CERAMIC GOODS, 257,
no. 715 at Enisala/Sarichioi, Moesian workshop, 2" century AD (Marian
Mocanu).
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while some variants were made at Durostorum, without the
decoration. Some of the vessels of this type from Histria
were decorated using barbotine'*. The last item, no. 104,
has a slightly coarser fabric, very similar to the previous bowl
imitating the well-known Asia Minor type, no. 102.
103. Histria 2007, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, int. CRG,
0.65, Inv. 411. R. 9 cm; Hp. 4.1 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR5/8 red,
covered with red slip.

104. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square B2, 0.69—
0.83, Inv. 762 (ceramic)/MSp 325. R. 8 cm; Hp. 3.4 cm. Fine
fabric 2.5YR5/8 red; covered with dull red slip.

II1.3.2. Cup with flaring rim and convex wall - Suceveanu
2000, Type XXXIII (Fig. 22/105)

These fragment share the same fabric with the
previous two, indicating the same workshop, possibly local.

105. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.86—
0.97, Inv. 765. R. 5 cm; Hp. 1.8 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR5/8 red;
covered with red slip.

III.4. Unclassified flat base, slightly

106. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square B2, 0.69—
0.83, Inv. 762 (ceramic)/MSp 325. B. 3 cm; Hp. 0.7 cm. Fine
fabric 2.5YR6/8 light red; covered with dull, red slip.

IV. Storage (Fig. 25)

IV.1.1. Small sized container, with rolled, inwards rim,
slopping body with a fine exterior flange (Fig. 25/107)

An unlikely storage vessel, made out of fine fabric with
iron oxide inclusion, indicating a west-Pontic workshop, this
container is covered with a dull, red slip. Its shape and size
indicated it was used for storage, likely for short periods, but
unclear as to goods it stored.

107. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.97—
1.04, Inv. 769. R. 15 cm; Hp. 2.8 cm. Fine fabric 2.5YR6/8 light
red, with rare white and red inclusion; covered with red slip.

IV.1.2. Medium sized container with elongated inwards
rim, slopping body (Fig. 25/108)

Both fragments discovered come from the same

elevates, with a graffito: EYA (Fig. 23/106)

The base could originate from a small mug, a
very common type during the 2" and 3™ centuries
AD, derived from the type named by Hayes a
collarino. The fabric is similar to that of fragments
nos. 97-98, 100, 101, 105. The letters could belong
to a longer word, a formula employed as a wish for
good luck. These mugs were frequently discovered in
Dobruja, including a great variety at Histria'*®, some

were painted with similar formulas for good fortune
— ToyM or gifts — Tf] KOAT] 10 SDpOVI*E.

Fig.23. cup base with grafitto
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Fig.24. Table ware - various ring bases.

133 MUSETEANU/ELEFTERESCU 2004, 104, Pl. VI/9-10, associates this
shape to Popilian coupe 4 found in many sites in Oltenia and referencing
analogies at Noviodunum, Sarichioi.

¢ BOUNEGRU 1988-1989, 102, Fig. 2/3-8.

%5 Histria - SUCEVEANU 2000, 99-100, type XXXII, no. 32-59, Pl. 43-44;
ALEXANDRESCU 1966: 208, tomb XXIV, no. 7, P. 99; BAJENARU 2014:
109, nos. 34-35, fig. 3; Tomis — RADULESCU 1975, PL. III; BUCOVALA/
PASCA 1992, Pl. 7/M44 and M 30, Pl. 8/M1; BAJENARU/DOBRINESCU
2008, 191, tomb 5, no.1, Pl 4, and p. 192, tomb 14, no. 1, Pl 5b;
BAJENARU 2013, 60, nos. 51-53, PL. 20; Piatra Frecitei — PETRE 1962b,
568, fig. 5b; Acic Suat - MUSAT STREINU 2017, no. 15; Babadag - VASILIU/
PARASCHIV 1999, 260, P1. 4/2.

156 AVRAM/HALMAGI/STREINU, forthcoming, features two such mugs
from the Maria and dr. Severeanu collection; THE SUPPLY OF CERAMIC
GOODS, 205, no. 558 from Tomis, almost identycal to the one from the
Severeanu collection.
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vessels, made out of a coarse fabric, very similar to that of
the pots in the cook ware category, possibly indicating a
local workshop. Furthermore, bot fragments show traces of
repairs, one is perforated, while the other still preserves the
lead patch. A smaller variant was discovered at Tropaeum
Traiani®®’.

108. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 0.97-

1.04, Inv. 769. R. 30; Hp. 4.1 cm. Fine/coarse fabric 2.5YR5/6

red.

157 BOGDAN CATANICIU/BARNEA 1979, 184, Fig. 153/5.7 considered a
large pot.



107.

108.

flattened trim, with a very
smooth interior curve. Similar
pots were discovered in other
sites in the province™® and
considered local imitations of
the Aegean types'®’. The fabric
of the pots is consistent, light
red, with numerous inclusions,
suggesting an origin from the
same pottery workshop.

In Dobruja analogies
for the handmade so-called
pots or jars are to be found at
various sites and the patterns
are similar in all settlements
from the 1% and 2" centuries
AD,*' but also a continuity of

Fig.25. Storage vessels

V. Coarse cook wares

From the total amount of finds, the cook ware
comprises 7.88% and the handmade fragments only 0.51%,
some decorated (Fig. 31/133) From a typological point of
view, the finds belong to pots, casseroles, bowls, pans and
lids, although there is little variety. There are only three
types of pots, one type of casserole, one bowl, two types
of pans and four types of lids. Even within each type, few
fragments were discovered. Handmade vessels were also
discovered discarded on the street, reaching a very small
percentage of only 0.51%. Among the identifiable type, only
one was preserved, the rim of a large jar-pot with a flaring
rim and one flat base, both exposed to fire, as most of the
other sherds. The story repeats in the case of the pans, as
there are again only two types: pans with beaded rim and
pans with grooved rim, made from the same coarse fabric.

Chronologically, the identified cook wares span from
the 2" to the 4™ centuries AD, thus mostly from the early
Roman period and there are no sherds that could clearly be
dated to the late antique period. Considering that late antique
finds are well attested, it begs the question as to why there are
no cook wares from the 5%-6% or later centuries discovered
along with their transport and tableware counterparts.

V.1. Pots/Ollae (Fig. 26)

There are only two identifiable types of pots. The
first is characterized by a beaded, flaring rim, with an
interior concavity, with analogies in almost all Roman
sites in the province and with a wide time span between
the 2m-4% centuries AD'®. The second has a flaring and

%8 Histria - SUCEVEANU 2000, 113-117, type XXXV dated to the 2¢-3%
centuries AD; at the rural settlement at Fantanele - SUCEVEANU 1998,
Pl. VII/10, PLIX/41, Pl. XII/101 and at the rural settlements at Acic Suat
— STREINU 2019, Pl III, nos. 1-10; HONCU 2017, 43-44, nos. 2 and 4
dated to the 27-3 centuries AD; BADESCU/CLIANTE 2015, 219, nos.
43-44/Fig.4/3-4, dated later, to the end of the 6" century-beginning of
the 7% century AD; at Argamum - HONCU 2017, no. 2, P1. 1/2; at Callatis —
OPAIT/IONESCU 2016, P1. XXII-XXIII, nos. 129-131; at Tropaeum Traiani
-~ BOGDAN CATANICIU/BARNEA 1979, Fig. 146, nos. 4.1 and 5.2, together
with early Roman materials from the 2°¢ and 3% centuries AD; at Mcin, at
close proximity to Arrubium - PARASCHIV 2004, PL. III/13. A similar find

production up to the 5% century
AD'2, Handmade fragments
with both flaring and straight
rims, typical decorations, considered pots or jars, were
discovered during the excavations of other early Roman
settlements — Fantanele'®® and Acic Suat'®, both in the
hinterland of Histria, as well as at Telita Amza'®. In the case
of urban contexts, we mention finds at Tropaeum Traiani'®®
and Dinogetia'® from the early Roman period.

V.1.1. Pot with a rolled rim, interior groove and handle -
Suceveanu 2000, Type XXXV (Fig. 26/109-112)
109. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S,
Inv. 764. R. 13 cm; Hp. 3.9 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR5/8 red and
5Y6/2 light olive gray.

comes from the rural settlement at Sarichioi-Sardtura - BAUMANN 1995,
P1. XV1/7 with a grooved body.

159 At Histria there are two close analogies, see SUCEVEANU 2000, type
XL, PL. 61, nos. 12 and 14, both considered local productions by the author.
At the rural settlement from Fantanele - SUCEVEANU 1998, P1.VII/11, Pl
XI1/100,106, P1. XIV/136, 141; HONCU 2016, Type IV; STREINU 2019, PL.
IV/13-14 at Acic Suat; Tomis - BAJENARU 2013, 65, Pl. 10, nos 73-76,
also referencing similar pots at Olbia. Similar shaped vessels were found
at Callatis, see OPAIT/IONESCU 2016, Pl. XIV/nos. 138-140 and Telita-
Amza - BAUMANN 1995, P1. LXIII/1. For further analogies at Argamum,
Ibida, Noviodunum, Halmyris and Durostorum, see HONCU 2017, type IV,
all dated to the 243" centuries AD.

160 OPAIT/IONESCU 20186, 75, type III; TARAS 2014, Fig. 9.

161 BAUMANN 2009, Pl. II for the settlements near Noviodunum, with
pots with flaring rims from Horia, pots with flaring rims from Telita-Valea
Amzei, Troesmis, Enisala, Sarichioi Saratura, Revarsarea-Cotul Tichilesti,
Pl. V with pots with flaring rims from Telita-Amza; CRISAN 1969, 160-63;
HONCU 2016, P1. 1/12-14 at Argamum; HONCU 2017, P1. XXXIII with finds
from Enisala; BOGDAN CATANICIU/BARNEA 1979, fig. 141/1, 149-150
at Tropaeum Traiani; SIMION 1971, 64 again at Enisala with bibliography;
OPAIT/IONESCU 20186, P1. XXV/145 at Callatis; CHIRIAC/ICONOMU 2005
at Floriile; IRIMIA 2007 and his bibliography.

162 SCORPAN 1970 discusses hand made vessels found in both rural and
urban settlements, including Histria, even during Late Antique, but the
archaeological contexts are unclear. At Capidava see finds discussed by
OPRIS 2003:102-113 and the references provided, P1. XXXVIII-XL. Also at
Capidava, for Late Antique, see OPRIS/DOBRINESCU 2018, 188-189, Fig.
13, featuring hand made barbarian pottery in a 6'" century context.

163 SUCEVEANU 1998, P1. XV/160-161, P1. XVII/178.

164 STREINU 2019, P1. V-VI/27-31.

165 BAUMANN 1995, P1. LIII-LV, see nos. 4,7 (P1. LIV), 1 (PL. LV), dated in
the 274-3" centuries AD.

166 BOGDAN CATANICIU/BARNEA 1979, Fig. 143, no. 1.5; Fig. 149, nos.
1.1,1.4.

67 STEFAN et alii 1953, 266, fig. 25-26, from 2™ century AD contexts.
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Fig.26. Cooking ware : 109-113 wheel made pots; 114 hand made pot; 115-116 pot bases.

117.
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Fig.27. Casserole

110. Histria 2007, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, int. CRG,
0.65, Inv. 411. R. 10 cm; Hp. 2.7 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR4/8
red.

111. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S,
Inv. 764. R. 14 cm; Hp. 1.9 cm. Coarse fabric 5YR5/8 yellowish
red.

112. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, square Al,
0.89-0.92, Inv. 779. R. 12 cm; Hp.2. Coarse fabric 2.5YR4/6
red; exposed to fire.

V.1.2. Pot with flat, flaring rim — Suceveanu 2000, Type
XXXVII-XL (Fig. 26/113)
113. Histria 2007, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2,
int. CRG, 0.65, Inv. 411. R. 11, Hp. 2.4 cm. Coarse fabric
2.5YR5/8 red; exposed to fire.

V.1.3. Handmade pot with a flaring rim (Fig. 26/114)

114. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2,
1.04-1.08, Inv. 772. R. 16 cm; Hp. 3.5 cm. Coarse fabric
5YR3/4 reddish brown; exposed to heavy fire.

V.1.3. Flat bases — unclassified types (Fig. 26/115-116)

115. Histria 2007, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, int.
CRG, 0.65, Inv. 411. B. 4 cm; Hp. 6.2 cm. Coarse fabric
5YR5/6 yellowish red and 5Y5/1 gray.

116. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square
A2,1.04-1.08, Inv. 772/1. B. 5 cm; Hp. 2.8 cm. Coarse
fabric 2.5YR4/6 red and 3/1 dark reddish gray.
V.2. Casserole - Suceveanu 2000, type XXIV (Fig.
27/117)
There is only one type of casserole discovered, with a
flaring rim and trace of a handles, probably with a carinated
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body and an opposing handle. Similar fragments were
discovered at Histria with many variants, dated in the 274-3
centuries AD and considered local products'®®
Callatis'”, Noviodunum'” and Troesmis'’?, to name only
a few. As a final remark, the burnished coating resembles
that of the trefoiled pitcher (no. 51), but the fabric is much
coarser.

117. Histria 2007, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2, int. CRG,

0.65, Inv. 411. R. 15 c¢m; Hp. 2.7 cm. Coarse fabric 5YR5/8red;

exposed to fire.

, at Tomis®®®,

V.3. Bowl with a flaring rim with interior groove,
convex and ribbed wall - Suceveanu 2000, Type XIII
(Fig. 28/118)

Common among the vessels at Histria, this coarse
bowl finds close analogies are at Tomis'”® dated in the 274-3
centuries AD. A variant of this type was discovered at the
rural settle at Telita-Amza'™.

118. Histria 2018, trench S3, squares 1-2, profile S, Inv.no.
764. Coarse fabric 7.5YR3/1 dark gray; exposed to fire.

188 SUCEVEANU 2000, 90-91, Types XXIV-XXV, P1 35-36. Another variant
was discovered in the rural settlement at FAntanele, see SUCEVEANU 1998,
Pl. XV/142.

169 BAJENARU 2013, P1. 8/65-65 and Pl. 9/68.

170 OPAIT/IONESCU 2016, 77, Pl. XXVI/156, a common type in the
Aegean and references analogies at Olbia, Chersonese, Tanais, Asia Minor.
The authors consider that this type was imported together with Phocean
tableware.

71 TOPOLEANU/GAMUREAC 2021, 109, nos. 63-67.

72 OPAIT 1980, P1. II1/2.

73 BAJENARU 2013, P1. 11/82-84.

174 BAUMANN 2003, 183, no. 3 and 199, no. 72.



118.

Fig.28. Ribbed bowl

V.4. Pans (Fig. 29)

Two types of pans stand out, both with analogies at
Histria discovered in contexts dated in the 274-3" centuries
AD and considered local products'”. Other variants for the
first type were discovered at Argamum, Ibida and Niculitel
considered to be imports from Heracleea based on their
fabric'’®. Variants for the second type were in the rural
settlement at Telita Amza for a longer time span, the 274
centuries AD'77.

V.4.1. Pan with a grooved rim and handle — Suceveanu
2000, type XXXI (Fig. 29/119-121)
119. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench C3, squares A1/A2-

IV.4.2. Pan with a rolled rim — Suceveanu 2000, type
XXVI/XXX (Fig. 29/122)

122. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, squares A1/A2-
B1/B2, 0.69-0.86, Inv. 759. R. 26 cm; Hp. 3.3 cm. Coarse fabric
2.5YR5/6 red; traces of exposure to fire.

Similar to finds from Tomis'’®, Ibida and Niculitel'”.

V.5. Lids (Fig. 30)

The last cook ware category is that of the lids, which
consists of three type: one with a beaded rim, one with a
grooved rim and one with a skewed rim. Four of the finds
show similar fabric, whereas the first is made from a fabric
with less inclusions. All of them are similar to the fabric the
pots were made of. The first lid, complete profile (no. 123),
has analogies at Tomis™’, Noviodunum®® and Niculitel'*.
The second type, with a rounded rim an interior groove has
analogies at Noviodunum and Ibida in the 274-3" centuries
AD™3 and at Callatis®®. The lid with the skewed rim has one
analogy at Ibida dated in the first half of the 2" century'®
and at Noviodunum?®.

V.5.1. Conical lid with flat top and rounded

121.

= —
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1

rim (Fig. 30/123)

123. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square
B1,0.82-0.88, Inv. 766. R. 10 cm; H 3 cm. Coarse fabric
10YRS5/2 grayish brown; traces of exposure to fire.

V.5.2. Conical lid with a round rim with an
interior groove (Fig. 30/124-125)
124. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square
Al,1.03-1.14, Inv. 771. R. 16 cm; Hp. 2.4 cm. Coarse
fabric 2.5YR5/8 red; exterior exposed to fire.
125. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square
B1, 0.82-0.88, Inv. 766. R. 16 cm; Hp. 2.7 cm. Coarse
fabric 5YR3/2 dark reddish brown; exposed to fire.

V.5.3. Conical lid with a flat rim (Fig.
30/126)

Fig.29. Pans

B1/B2,0.73-0.93, Inv. 775. R. 22 cm; Hp. 1.7 cm. Coarse fabric,
black due to exposure to heavy fire.

120. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2,1.04—
1.08, Inv. 772. R. 28 cm; Hp. 3.4 cm. Fine fabric 10YR6/4 light
yellowish brown; decorated with an alveolar band; exposed to
heavy fire.

121. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2, 1.08—
1.15, Inv. 774. R. 24/26 cm; Hp. 3.7 cm. Coarse fabric 7.5YR5/6
strong brown; exposed to fire.

175 SUCEVEANU 2000, 98, type XXXI, Pl. 41 for the pan with beaded rim
see no. 3, for the pans with grooved rim see nos. 1 and 4; BAJENARU 2014,
114, Fig. 7/103 ( perhaps Aegean and dated in the 1 century AD).

176 HONCU 2017, 104-105, P1. XXI/206-208.

177 BAUMANN 1995, 162, P1. LX1/11-12.

126. Histria 2018, Sector N, trench S3, squares 1-2,

profile S, Inv. 764. R. 24; Hp. 4.1. Coarse fabric 5YR4/4

reddish brown and Gley 1 4/N dark gray; exposed to
fire.

V.5.4 Conical lid with a skewed rim (Fig. 30/127)

127. Histria 2018, Sector N, square trench B3, square A2,1.08—
1.15, Inv. 774. DR. 26; Hp. 2.3 cm. Coarse fabric 2.5YR5/8 red;
exposed to fire'®.

178 BAJENARU 2013, P1. 11/89.

179 HONCU 2017, P1. XX1/207-208.

180 BAJENARU 2013, 62-63, Pl 8/67, an Aegean lid frequently copied by
local workshops.

181 TOPOLEANU/GAMUREAC 2021, 117-118, no. 111.

182 HONCU 2017, P1. XXX1/290.

185 HONCU 2017, 132, P1. XXX/280 from Noviodunum and Pl. XXXIX/267
from Ibida (first half of the 2™ century AD).

84 OPAIT/IONESCU 2016, P1. XX/147, no dating provided, probably also in
the 27-3+ centuries AD.

18 HONCU 2017/133, Pl. XXX1/284.

185 TOPOLEANU/GAMUREAC 2021, 117-118, no. 116.

187 HONCU 2017, P1. XXX/282 at Noviodunum.

149



Fig.30. Lids.

128 129 130

Fig.31.128-131 Table ware bases; 132 fragmentary cup;133 decorated hand made vessel; 134 black glazed fragement
mixed with Roman pontic fine ware fragments; 135 body sherds from decorated Pontic bowls; 136. fragements of
Heraclean amphorae, 2 made into tokens; 137. lamp handle, black glaze fragment and pitcher fragment; 138.
fragmentary lamp disc and shoulder (Loeschcke VIII); 139. half of a ceramic token/lid.
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Fig.32. Distribution of finds by categories

CONCLUDING REMARKS ON THE POTTERY
(FIG. 32)

The majority of items from this lot date from the
beginning of the Roman period, 1°-3" centuries AD. From
the Late Antique the inventory recovered consists mainly of
amphorae and dishes, unlike the rich repertoire from earlier
centuries.

In the case of amphorae, the large percentage
of fragments come from containers considered to have
transported wine. Early trade was dominated by south
Pontic wine arriving in Heraclean amphorae and carrying
Aegean wine. Andrei Opait believes that this container was
made in Chios, together with the Kapitin II amphorae, even
travelling together, while the latter continues to be used well
into the 4™ and 5% centuries AD*®8. Whereas other centers of
production were proposed such as Rhodes, Samos, Asia Minor
or even Syria'®®, what is obvious is that there is a continuity
of wine trade with the Aegean well up to the Late Antique
when the dominant container becomes LRA 1. Although not
part of this assemblage, several Kapitin II amphorae were
discovered at Histria'®® with a capacity varying between
9-10 liters to 15 liters™ attesting to the strong commercial
liaisons providing Aegean wine to Pontic cities. A broader
discussion on trade is made even more difficult when dealing
with the Troesmis X type of amphora, a well represented
container, but there still debated on whether it is an Aegean

18 OPAIT, forthcoming, see OPAIT/PARASCHIV 2013, 319-320 for a
discussion the Aegean origin.

18 OPAIT 1980, 301; T. BEZECZKY 2013, 149-150 considers that the
amphorae were produced in the vicinity of Ephesus and, probably, on Samos.
190 SUCEVEANU 2000,173, type LX.

91 OPAIT 2004, 13.

or Pontic transport vessel. If we consider them to be Aegean
containers and transporting wine from Pamphylia'®? this
centers becomes instantly very important for the local trade,
confirming yet again the strong commercial bond between
Histria and this region, especially if we remember the LRA
1 amphora from Histria with the mark Korikos, emphasizing
this trade route and long lasting commercial connection.

Most of the Pontic amphorae came from yet unknown
centers, most possibly carrying wine and to a lesser extent,
fish stuff. However, the variety of types considered Pontic
does show an active regional commerce, with several
production sites for a remarkable variety of wines, to a
lesser extent, of fish stuff. A flourishing commerce, evident
during the 1%-3" centuries AD, is also a testimony to a
healthy market, where a variety of the same product (e.g.
wine) brings certain revenues to marchlands making it a
worthy commodity to trade. This market collapses sometime
during the 4™ century, as the variety of Pontic containers,
along with their content and subsequent regional market,
disappear. The wine and oil commerce is dominated by the
state and the predominance of LRA 1 and LRA 2 containers,
along with other Aegean, Asia Minor and African transport
vessels attested to this shift.

An easier discussion concerns the LRA 4 Gaza
amphora and a new approach suggested that the trade of
Levantine wine was organized by a network of merchants
from major cities'®, implying that this this product arrived
at Histria likely from larger receiving urban center, e.g.
Tomis. Another likely hypothesis is that church officials

192 OPAIT 2015, 328
193 OPAIT 2021 (Levantine trade diaspora).
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were involved in trading these Levantine amphorae'®. These
containers are frequent in Scythia, but to a lesser extent
at Histria, which begs the question if they arrived here
directly or were purchased from other centers. Of course,
the same question concerns the LRA 1 and LRA 2 oil and
wine amphorae, distributed within the annona, but reaching
civilian settlements as well, indicating a parallel or secondary
type of commerce.

The table ware category is most diverse, consisting
of table amphorae, dishes, bowls and oddly, few cups. With
few exceptions, most of the fragments come from vessels
manufactured in the Pontic region, some possibly local. The
local attribution will always be uncertain until the discovery
of kilns or other clear traces of ceramic production that can be
corroborated with the fabric and morphology of the vessels.
However, it is likely that at least the cook wares can be more
easily attributed to a local workshop, as they also share many
similarities when it comes to their respective fabrics. Based
on the fabric, the same correlation can be made between
the cookware and the larger storage vessel (no. 108). A
noticeable absence from the Late Antique repertoire is that
of the cookware, as all the finds are dated during earlier
centuries. This aspect could suggest the lack of cooking
activities in the neighboring buildings, but given the nature
of the archaeological context, e.g. a street, it could also mean
that the soil used from levelling was brought from another
undisclosed location where such vessels were not discarded.
Considering that some of the fragments have clear traces of
usage (no. 109), and the overall fragmentary state of the
material, they could be an indicator that they were brought
to this are when repairs or levelling were performed.

This leads us to the ultimate question: can we guess
the functionality of neighboring buildings based on the
ceramic materials? The answer still eludes us. First of all, the
materials are extremely fragmentary, some found in mixed
contexts, some with usage, all of which could indicate that
they were not discarded in the proximity. Second of all, such
hypothesis would have to greatly take into consideration
the materials discovered within these buildings, which are
still novel. However, the finds from the street do contribute
to information about the economic life of the city and the
phases of the urban developments, corroborated with the
archeological information about the structures revealed
during excavation. First of all, in the case of early Roman
topography, this material is connected with the building later
abandoned and covered by the street, suggesting that this
event happened sometime at the end of the 3™ century AD.
Secondly, the presence of late variant of the LRA 2, together
with the Gaza amphora, indicate that the street was still in
use during the late 6™ century AD, perhaps even up to the
beginning of the next century.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We would like to extend our gratitude to Andrei Opait
for his insights and bibliographical references and to Mihai
Dima for his expertise in studying the numismatic finds.

% GRIGORAS/PANAITE 2021, 95, based on finds near a Christian basilica
at Tropaeum Traiani, Basilica A.

152

REFERENCES

ACHIM/BALDESCU/MUNTEANU 2008

Achim, 1.A./Baldescu, I./Munteanu, F, 85. Istria | Judet:
Constanta | Punct: Cetate | Sector: Basilica cu cripti (Zisd
Florescu). In: Cronica cercetdrilor arheologice din Romdnia.
Campania 2007 (Bucuresti: cIMeC - Institutul de Memorie
Culturala), 168-169.

ACHIM 2012

Achim, I., Paysage urbain tardo-antique a Histria: les églises
paléochrétiennes entre le cadre architectural et la liturgie,
Dacia N.S. 56, 125-167.

ACHIM 2014

Achim, I, La basilique a crypte d’Istros: dix campagnes de
fouilles (2002-2013), Materiale si cercetdri arheologice S.N.
10, 265-287.

ACHIM et alii 2014

Achim, I./Dima, M./Beldiman, C./Surdu, V./Biciran, M./
Munteanu, F, 39. Istria | Judef: Constanta | Sector:
Basilica cu cripta. In: Cronica cercetdrilor arheologice din
Romania. Campania 2013 (Bucuresti: Institutul National al
Patrimoniului), 64-66.

ACHIM/DIMA 2019

Achim, I./Dima, M., 35. Istria | Judet: Constanta | Punct:
Basilica cu cripti. In: Cronica cercetdrilor arheologice din
Romdnia. Campania 2018 (Bucuresti: Institutul National al
Patrimoniului), 90-96, fig. 1-5.

ACHIM et alii 2021

Achim, I./Bottez, V./Angelescu, M./Cliante, L./Tarlea, A./
Litu, A., Acityreconfigured: old and newresearch concerning
Late Roman urbanism in Istros. In: Tsetskhladze, G. R./
Avram, A./ Hargrave, J. (eds.), The Greeks and Romans in
the Black Sea and the Importance of the Pontic Region for the
Graeco-Roman World (7" century BC - 5% century AD): 20
Years On (1997-2017). Proceedings of the Sixth International
Congress on Black Sea Antiquities (Constanta — 18-22
September 2017) dedicated to Prof. Sir John Boardman to
celebrate his exceptional achievement and his 90" Birthday
[Archaeopress Archaeology] (Oxford: Archaeopress), 477-
487.

ALEXANDRESCU 1966

Alexandrescu, P, Necropola tumulara. Sapaturi 1955-1961.
In: Condurachi, E. (éd.), Histria II. Monografie arheologicd
(Bucuresti), 133-294.

ANGELESCU/BALTAC 2002-2003

Angelescu, M./Baltac, A. Sondajul ,,a” din basilica episcopala
de la Histria, Pontica 35-36, 85-122.

ATL.II

Atlante delle forme ceramiche, II. Ceramica fine romana
nel bacino mediterraneo, tardo ellenismo e primo impero
(Enciclopedia dell’arte antica classica e orientale) (Roma:
Istituto della Enciclopedia italiana), 1985.

AVRAM/ HALMAGI/ STREINU (in print)

Avram, A./Hilmagi, D./Streinu, A., Inscriptions grecques
sur pierre, timbres amphoriques et autres objets inscrits
de la collection «Maria et George Severeanu» du Musée
Municipal de Bucarest (forthcoming).

BAUMANN 1995
Baumann, VH., Asezdri rurale antice in zona gurilor Dundrii.

Contributii la cunoasterea habitatului rural (sec. I-IV p. Chr,)
[Biblioteca Istro-Pontica. Seria Arheologie 1] (Tulcea).



BAUMANN 2003

Baumann, V.H., Noi sapaturi de salvare in asezarea rurald
antica de la Telita Amza, Peuce S.N. 1, 155-232.

BAUMANN 2009

Baumann, V.H., Producerea ceramicii locale la gurile Dunarii
in secolele I-1V p.Chr., Peuce S.N. 7, 193-216.

BADESCU 2012

Badescu, A., Oriental amphorae type LRA1 and LRA2
discovered at Histria (The Basilica extra muros sector),
Pontica 45, 311-328.

BADESCU/CLIANTE 2014

Badescu, A./Cliante, L., Oriental Amphorae discovered
at Histria in the Central-North sector (Campaign 2012),
Materiale i cercetdri arheologice S.N. 10, 173-193.

BADESCU/CLIANTE 2015

Badescu, A./Cliante, L., Late Roman kitchen Pottery
discovered at Histria in the Centre-North Sector (2014),
Materiale si cercetdri arheologice S.N. 11, 209-226.

BADESCU/BIVOLARU 2015

Badescu, A./Bivolaru, A. Oriental Amphorae discovered
at Histria in the Acropolis Centre-South Sector (2014),
Materiale si cercetdri arheologice S.N. 11, 193-208.

BAJENARU 2013

Bajenaru, C., Contextes céramiques de Tomis. (I). Un
ensemble de la fin du II*-début du III* s. ap. J.-C., Pontica
46,41-110.

BAJENARU 2014

Bajenaru, C., Early Roman pottery groups from the Central
Sector of the late Roman city at Histria, Materiale si cercetdri
arheologice S.N. 10, 105-131.

BAJENARU/DOBRINESCU 2008

Bajenaru, C./Dobrinescu, C., Sipituri de salvare in
necropola romana a Tomisului, Pontica 41, 189-208.

BEZECZKY et alii 2015

Bezeczky, T./Millet, P.B./Cesteros, H.G., New research
on the Castrum villa, on the island of Brijuni (Croatia).
Preliminary report. In: Demesticha, S. (ed.), Per Terram,
per Mare: Seaborne Trade and the Distribution of Roman
Amphorae in the Eastern and Central Mediterranean (Uppsala:
Astrém Editions), 189-198.

BIERNACKI/KLENINA 2015

Biernacki, A.B./Klenina, E.Yu, Amphorae of the 4"-6
centuries AD from Novae (Moesia Secunda): typology and
chronology. In: Demesticha, S. (ed.), Per Terram, per Mare:
Seaborne Trade and the Distribution of Roman Amphorae in
the Eastern and Central Mediterranean (Uppsala: Astrém
Editions), 99-120.

BOGDAN CATANICIU/BARNEA 1979

Bogdan Catiniciu, I./Barnea, A., Ceramica si descoperiri
marunte. In: Barnea, I. (coord.), Tropaeum Traiani I. Cetatea,
Bucuresti, 177-224.

BOUNEGRU 1988-1989

Bounegru, O., Contributii privind raspandirea si cronologia
ceramicii decorate in tehnica barbotinei din Dobrogea
romana, Pontica 21-22, 99-111.

BUCOVALA/PASCA 1988-1989

Bucovald, M./Pasca, C., Descoperiri recente in necropolele
de epoca romana si romano-bizantini la Tomis, Pontica
21-22,123-161.

BUCOVALA/PASCA 1992

Bucovald, M./Pasca, C., Cercetari in necropola romana de
vest a Tomisului (1992), Pontica 25, 241-272.

CHIRIAC/ICONOMU 2005

Chiriac, C./Iconomu C., Descoperiri arheologice din zona
asezarii getice de la Floriile (jud. Constanta), Arheologia
Moldovei 28, 209-217.
CRISAN 1969
Crisan, LH., Ceramica daco-geticd. Cu speciald privire la
Transilvania (Bucuresti: Editura Stiintifica).
GRIGORAS/PANAITE 2021
Grigoras, B./Panaite, A., The late Roman Amphorae from
Tropaeum Traiani, Sector A (North of the Basilica A), 2005-
2016, Materiale si cercetdri arheologice S.N. 17, 87-114.
KASSAB TEZGOR 2020
Kassab Tezgér, D., Corpus des amphores romaines produites
dans les centres de mer Noire. Collections des musées de la
cote turque de la mer Noire (Eregli, Amasra, Sinop, Samsun,
Giresun, Ordu, Trabzon et Amasya) [Archaeopress Roman
Archaeology 74] (Oxford: Archaeopress).
HAYES 1972

Hayes, J.W. Late Roman Pottery (London: The British School
at Rome).

HONCU 2016

Honcu, St.,, The Roman kitchenware discovered at
Argamum - Extramuros sector. In: Micle, D./ Stavila, A./
Oprean, C./Fortiu, S. (eds.), In honorem Adrian Bejan —
Interdisciplinaritate in Arheologie si Istorie, Timisoara, 26
noiembrie 2016 (Szeged), 293-308.

HONCU 2017
Honcu, St., Ceramica romand de bucdtdrie din Dobrogea (sec.
I-IIT p.Chr.) (Constanta: Editura Dobrogea).

HONCU/STANICA 2017
Honcu, St./Stanica, A.D.,, Amfore romane si romano-
bizantine descoperite in villa rustica de la Capaclia,
judetul Tulcea. In: Nutu, G./Ailincai, S.C./Micu, C. (eds.),
Omul, fluviul si marea. Studii de arheologie si istorie in
onoarea lui Florin Topoleanu la a 65-a aniversare [Biblioteca
Istro-Pontica. Seria Arheologie 13] (Cluj-Napoca: Mega
Publishing House), 307-326.

ILIESCU et alii 2017
Iliescu, I./Bottez, V./Tarlea, A./Litu, A./Bivolaru, A., Late
Roman C Wares discovered in the Acropolis Center-South

sector (2013 and 2014), Materiale si cercetdri arheologice
S.N. 13, 47-72.

IRIMIA 2007

Irimia, M., Consideratii privind unele morminte tumulare
din epoca romana descoperite in Dobrogea, Pontica 20,
107-136.

KUZMANOV 1985

Kuzmanov, G., Rannovizantijska keramika ot Trakja i Dakija
(IV-natchaloto na VII v.) [Razkopki i proucivanja 13]
(Sofia: Balgarska Akademija na Naukite).

MAYERSON 1985

Mayerson, Ph., The Wine and Vineyards of Gaza in the
Byzantine Period, Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental
Research 257, 75-80.

MAYERSON 1992
Mayerson, Ph., The Gaza 'Wine’ Jar (Gazition) and the

153



"Lost’ Ashkelon Jar (Askalénion), Israel Exploration Journal
42/1-2, 76-80.

MARGINEANU-CARSTOIU 1984
Margineanu-Carstoiu, M., Plans de villes romaines en
Mésie Inférieure. In: Hoepfner, W. (ed.), Bauplanung und
Bautheorie der Antike [Diskussionen zur archiologischen
Bauforschung 4.] (Berlin), 297-314.

MOCANU 2021
Mocanu, M. Ceramica de masd din spatiul vest pontic in
epoca romand, secolele I-VII [Biblioteca Istro-Pontica. Seria
Arheologie 20] (Cluj-Napoca: Mega Publishing house).

MUNTEANU 2011

Munteanu, E, Contributii la topografia Histriei romane
tarzii (II), Studii si Cercetdri de Istorie Veche si Arheologie
62/3-4, 233-249.

MUSAT-STREINU 2017

Musat-Streinu A., Early Roman finds from Acic Suat
(Caraburun, Baia, Tulcea county), Peuce S.N. 15, 279-294.

MUSETEANU/ELEFTERESCU 1985
Museteanu, C./Elefterescu, D., Contributii privind ceramica
romana de la Durostorum, Culturd si civilizatie la Dundrea
de Jos, 65-80.

MUSETEANU, ELEFTERESCU 2004

Museteanu, C./Elefterescu, D., Contributii privind ceramica
romana de la Durostorum (IV), Peuce S.N. 2, 95-142.

NUTU/COSTEA 2010

Nutu, G./Costea, G., Ceramica find descoperiti la Aegyssus,
Peuce S.N. 8,147-162.

OPAIT 1980

Opait, A. 1980, Consideratii preliminare asupra ceramicii
romane timpurii de la Troesmis, Peuce 8, 328-366.

OPAIT 1991

Opait, A., O sapatura de salvare in orasul antic Ibida, Studii
si Cercetdri de Istorie Veche 42/1-2, 21-56.

OPAIT 2003

Opait, A., Table amphora versus table pitcher in the Roman
Doboudja, REI CRETARIAE ROMANAE FAVTORVM ACTA
38, 215-218.

OPAIT 2004

Opait, A., Local and Imported ceramics in the Roman Province
of Scythia (4"-6" centuries AD). Aspects of economic life in
the Province of Scythia [British Archaeological Reports.
International Series 1274] (Oxford: Archaeopress).

OPAIT 2007

Opait, A., From Dr 24 to LR 2? In: Bonifay, M./Tréglia,
J.-Ch. (éds.), LRCW 2. Late Roman Coarse Wares, Cooking
Wares and Amphorae in the Mediterranean. Archaeology
and Archaeometry 11 [British Archaeological Reports.
International Series 1662 — II] (Oxford: Archaeopress),
627-644.

OPAIT 2012
Opait, A., Amforele din spatiul est carpatic. In: Sanie, S./
Marin, T.-E. (eds.), Geto-dacii dintre Carpati si Nistru.
Secolele IT a.Chr.—II p.Chr. [Scripta Archaeologica et Historica
Dacoromaniae] (Iasi). 445-473.

OPAIT 2015
Opait, A., Noi consideratii despre amfora de tip Aegyssus
I/Troesmis X. In: Croitoru, C./Hanceanu, G.D., (eds.),

Miscellanea Historica et Archaeologica in Honorem Vasile
Ursachi octogenarii (Braila), 327-345.

OPAIT 2021

Opait, A., A Levantine Trade diaspora at Pompeiopolis?,
Ancient West and East 20, 81-97.

OPAIT/TSARAVOPOULOS 2011

Opait, A./Tsaravopoulos, A. Amphorae of Dressel 24 Similis
type in the central Aegean area (Chios-Erythrai-Kyme),
Annual of the British School at Athens 106/I, 275-323.
DOTI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245411000050

OPAIT/PARASCHIV 2012
Opait, A./Paraschiv, D. Rare amphora finds in the city and

territory of (L)Ibida (1*-6™ centuries AD), REI CRETARIAE
ROMANAE FAVTORVM ACTA 42, 113-124.
OPAIT/ PARASCHIV 2013
Opait, A./Paraschiv, D, On the wine, olive oil and fish
supply of the countryside in Roman Dobroudja (13"
centuries AD). In: Buzoianu, L./Dupont, P./Lungu, V. (éds.),
PATABS III. Production and Trade of Amphorae in the Black
Sea/Production et commerce amphorique en Mer Noire. Actes
de la Table Ronde internationale de Constanta, 6-10 octobre
2019 [Pontica 46. Supplementum II] (Constanta), 317-397.
OPAIT/ IONESCU 2016

Opait, A./Ionescu, M., Contributions to the economic life of
the city of Callatis in light of new ceramic finds, Arheologia
Moldovei 39, 57-112.

OPRIS 2003

Opris, 1.C., Ceramica romand tdrzie si paleobizantind de la
Capidava in contextul descoperirilor de la Dundrea de Jos: sec.
IV-VI p. Chr. (Bucuresti: Editura Enciclopedica).

OPRIS/RATIU 2017
Opris, I. C./Ratiu, A., Capidava II, Building C1 - Contributions
to the history of annona militaris in the 6" century (Clyj-
Napoca: Mega Publishing House).

OPRIS/DOBRINESCU 2018
Opris, I. C./Dobrinescu, C., Cetatea romana de la Stanca
Topalu - cariera "Margela” (sau “Mariella”). Dosarul
arheologic pentru o meritata reparatie istorica, Cercetdri
Arheologice 25, 181-204.

OREN-PASKAL 2008

Oren-Paskal. M., Excavation at Bat Galim: The Pottery,
Contract Archaeology Reports 3, 32-53.

PARASCHIV 2002

Paraschiv, D., Amforele pontice romane si romane-bizantine
in zona Dunarii de Jos, Arheologia Moldovei 25, 165-207.

PARASCHIV 2004
Paraschiv, D., Noi descoperiri arheologice de epoca romani
la Micin, Peuce S.N. 2, 143-152.

PARASCHIV 2014
Paraschiv, D., Amphorae. In: Nutu, G./Stanc, S./Paraschiv,
D. (eds.), Niculitel. A Roman Rural Settlement in North-East
Moesia Inferior. Archaeological & Archaeozoological Research
[Archaeologica et Anthropologica II] (Kaiserlautern und
Mehlingen: Parthenon Verlag), 50-64.

PETRE 1962a
Petre, A., Sectorul «Poarta Mare». In: Condurachi, E.
si colaboratorii, Santierul Histria, Materiale i cercetdri
arheologice 8, 389-396 (entire article: 383-438).

PETRE 1962b

Petre, A., Sapaturile de la Piatra Frecitei, Materiale si
cercetdri arheologice 8, 565-589.



https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068245411000050

PIERI 2005
Pieri, D., Le commerce du vin oriental a Iépoque byzantine
(Ve-VII siécles). Le témoignage des amphores en Gaule
[Bibliothéque archéologique et historique 174] (Beyrouth:
Institut francais du Proche-Orient).

RADULESCU 1973

Ridulescu, A. V., Amfore cu inscriptii de la Edificiul roman
cu mozaic din Tomis, Pontica 6, 193-207.

RADULESCU 1975

Radulescu, A. V., Amfore romane si romano-bizantine din
Scythia Minor, Pontica 9, 1976, 99-114.

SCORPAN 1970
Scorpan, C., Aspecte ale continuititii si romanizarii
bastinasilor din Dobrogea, in lumina recentelor cercetari,
Pontica 3, 139-187.

SCORPAN 1977
Scorpan, C., Contribution a la connaissance de certains
types céramiques romano-byzantins (IVe-VII® siécles) dans
l'espace istro-pontique, Dacia N.S. 21, 269-397.

SIMION 1971

Simion, G., Despre cultura geto-daca din nordul Dobrogei,
in lumina descoperirilor de la Enisala, Peuce 2, 63-129.

SIMION 1984

Simion, G., Descoperiri noi in necropola de la Noviodunum
— Raport preliminar, Peuce 9, 75-96/471-502.

STREINU 2018
Streinu, A., Lost and found: a pottery assemblage from the
excavations at Histria in 1951 in the collection of Bucharest
Municipality Municipality Museum, Revista de Cercetdri
Arheologice si Numismatice 5, 80-130.

STREINU 2019

Streinu, A., Roman coarse wares from the rural settlement at
Acic Suhat, Revista de Cercetdri Arheologice si Numismatice 5,
215-235.

SUCEVEANU 1998

Suceveanu, A., Fantdnele. Contributii la studiul vietii rurale in
Dobrogea romand (Bucuresti: Editura Majadahonda).
SUCEVEANU 2000
Suceveanu, A., Histria X. La céramique romaine des I7-III°
siécles ap. J.-C. (Bucuresti: CIMec - Institut de Mémoire
Culturelle).
SUPPLY OF CERAMIC GOODS
Rusu-Bolindet, V./Botis, E. (eds.), The supply of Ceramic goods
in Dacia and Lower Moesia: Imports and local developments.
Exhibition catalogue (Cluj-Napoca: Mega Publishing House).
STEFAN 1974
Stefan, A.S., Cercetiri aerofotografice privind topografia
urbani a Histriei I. Epoca romana (sec. I-III e.n.), Revista

muzeelor si monumentelor. Monumente istorice si de artd 43/1,
39-51.

STEFAN et alii 1953

Stefan, Gh./Barnea, I./Bujor,E./Comsa,E./Constantinescu,
St./Popilian, Gh./Bitir, Gh./Bolde, Em./Constantin/E/
Diaconu, P, Santierul Garvan-Dinogetia, Studii si Cercetdri
de Istorie Veche 4/1-2, 238-274.

TARAS 2014

Taras, D., Aegean Coarse Ware from the layers of the ancient
port of Zaton, Diadora 28, 191-218.

TOPOLEANU 2000

Topoleanu, Fl., Ceramica romand si romano-bizantind de la
Halmyris (sec. I-VII d.Chr.) (Tulcea).

TOPOLEANU/GAMUREAC 2021

Topoleanu, F./Gamureac, E., Contributions to the study of
the Roman pottery from Noviodunum (Isacca town, Tulcea
county). The 2014 rescue archaeological excavations for
the construction of the Border Police Headquarters. In:
Ailincii, S.-C./Nutu, G./Micu, C./Mocanu, M./Stanica, A.-
D. (eds.) Studii de arheologie si istorie anticd in onoarea lui
Victor Henrich Baumann cu ocazia celei de-a 80-a aniversdri
(Cluj-Napoca: Mega Publishing House), 91-138.

VASILIU/PARASCHIV 1999

Vasiliu, I./Paraschiv, D., Cercetari arheologice in necropola
romani timpurie de la Babadag, Pontica 32, 253-266.

VNUKOV 2004

Vnukov, S.Yu., Pan-Roman Amphora types produced in the
Black Searegion. In : Eiring, J./Lund, J. (eds.), Transport and
Trade in the Eastern Mediterranean. Acts of the International
Colloquium at the Danish Institute at Athens, September 26-
19, 2002 [Monographs of the Danish Institute at Athens 5]
(Aarhus University Press), 407-415.

ZEEST 1960

Zeest, LB., Keramicheskaja tara Bospora [= Materialy i
issledovaniya po arkheologii SSSR 83] (Moskva).

ZHURAVLEV 2002

Zhuravlev, D. Terra Sigillata and Red slip Pottery in the
North Pontic region (a short bibliographical survey),
Ancient Civilizations from Scythia to Siberia 8, 237-308.

ZHURAVLEV 2010

Zhuravlev, D. Krasnolakovaya keramika Yugo-Zapadnogo
Kryma I-1II vv. n.e. (po materialam pozdneskifskikh nekropolej
Belbekskoj doliny) (Simferopol: Krymskoe otdelenie Instituta
vostokovedeniya im. A. E. Krymskogo NAN Ukrainy).

ZHURAVLEV 2011

Zhuravlev, D., Early Roman Fine Ware from Pompeiopolis.
In: Summerer, L. (ed.), Pompeiopolis I. Eine zwischenbilanz
aus der Metropole Paphlagoniens nach fiinf Kampagnen
(2006-2010) [Schriften des Zentrums fir Archiologie
und Kulturgeschichte des Schwarzmeerraumes 21]
(Langenweifbach: Beier & Beran), 149-245.

155


https://www.worldcat.org/search?qt=hotseries&q=se%3A%22Bibliothe%CC%80que+arche%CC%81ologique+et+historique%22



