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Foreword

From prehistoric times onwards Thrace has been an important passageway between the Aegean and the Black
Sea, the Balkans and Asia Minor. Pottery is one of the most important categories of archaeological evidence for
tracing cultural and political phases and providing us with important data about production centers, commercial
relations, daily life, religious rituals and burial customs.

As classical archaeologists and ceramic specialists we are conscious of the scarcity of research on ancient pottery
from both east and west Thrace. This inspired the current contribution, which we hope will help close this gap.
We organized the Congress ‘Commercial Networks and Cultural Connections in Thrace: Evaluating the Pottery
Evidence’ which took place from 26-28 April 2017 in Istanbul/Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University. Over three days,
40 speakers from eight countries (Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Germany, Greece, Italy, Romania, Turkey, USA) were
represented in 12 different sessions. We would like to thank all participants to the conference for their precious
contributions. We also would like to thank the Rectorate of Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University/istanbul and Dean
of Faculty of Letters and students of Department of Archaeology for their support when organizing this event.
We are also grateful to Bursa Uludag University, Astas Holding Company, istanbul Metropolitan Municipality and
Beta Analytic-Testing Laboratory for their kind help and support.

Initially we intended to publish the contributions in a volume devoted to the Congress proceedings. Subsequently
we decided to include also contributions from colleagues who could not join us at the time but who also worked
in this area. For this reason we chose to expand the publication to an edited volume organized thematically. We
believe that an arrangement according to research questions, including how people have chosen to evaluate
and interpret their material, will offer readers a view both of the variety of finds from different periods as well
as an overview of different approaches. Within each section contributions appear in chronological order of the
material presented.

The volume opens with a paper devoted to research history by Zeynep Kogel Erdem: ‘Ceramic Research in
Turkish Thrace: Past and Present, Approaches and New Methods.” Research in Turkish Thrace was relative scanty
at the beginning of the 20th century, but by the last two decades of the century the region gained in popularity.
Today Turkish Universities and Museums conduct large numbers of surveys and excavations here.

Pottery is critical for evaluating commercial and cultural interactions; the papers in the first section focus
on these themes. In their article ‘Thrace’s Gateway to Anatolia and the Aegean in the Bronze Age: Maydos-
Kilisetepe’, Goksel Sazci and Meral Bagsaran Mutlu use pottery from the site’s earliest settlement layers
to review relations between Maydos Kilise Tepe, Thrace, Northwest Anatolia, and the Balkan Peninsula. The
pottery especially illuminates interactions between the Black Sea and the Aegean during the Bronze Age. The
second contribution belongs to Ashlee B. Hart. In her article: ‘Variation in Late Iron Age Thracian Ceramics
from Bulgaria: A preliminary evaluation of cultural interaction via ceramic manufacture and consumption’ she
embraces a theoretical approach. Her investigation of ceramics from an inland market site in western Bulgaria
allow her to identify differences between the indigenous Thracian population and Greek settlers in the Late Iron
Age. Melike Zeren Hasdagli in her article ‘On the Terracotta Sarcophagi from Ionia and the Northern Aegean’
examines the special type of sarcophagi known as Clazomenian Sacophagi, whose decoration reflect the impact
of Ionian art. She compares examples from Clazomenai, other Ionian cities and Aeolis with examples of the
same type from Thrace, discussing them from the vantage point of style as well as from the perspective of burial
customs.

The circulation of Athenian and Atticizing pottery in Thrace gives important clues about cultural and commercial
relations. Nikos Akamatis, in his article ‘Remarks on the trade in red-figure pottery in Macedonia and Aegean
Thrace during the fourth century BC’ evaluates both Athenian and local red figure pottery of the 4th century
from Macedonia and Aegean Thrace. Similarly, in their article ‘Attic Vases in Thrace as Agents of Commercial
and Cultural Values’ Despoina Tsiafaki and Amalia Avramidou present a preliminary report of their research
project Attic Pottery in Thrace (APT). Based on shapes, usage, and quantity of pottery found at sites in Thrace and
its close periphery, they are able to trace patterns and preferences for Attic pottery. Reyhan $ahin, in her article
‘Attic and Atticizing Glazed Pottery in Eastern Thrace: The Evidence from the Ganos (Isiklar Dagi/Tekirdag)
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Survey’ investigates the finds from the Ganos (Tekirdag) survey. She evaluates the finds in their cultural contexts,
and considers the distribution of local examples as compared to other sites in Thrace and neighbouring regions.

Oya Yagiz, in her article ‘Interprétation des Timbres Amphoriques et des Monnaies provenant des Fouilles
d’Héraion Teichos.” investigates amphora stamps from Heraion Teichos (Tekirdag/Thrace) in relation to the coins
from the same contexts. She uses the data to analyse trade relations between the poleis, emporia and castle-type
settlements on the shore of Propontis.

The emergence of new production centers in late Hellenistic and Roman times had a pronounced effect on
the pottery repertoire of Thracian settlements. Mariana-Cristina Popescu in her contribution ‘The Impact of
Imports from Asia Minor on Local Production by Northern Thracians in the Second Century BC - First Century
AD’ deals with those effects in the area inhabited by the Getae and the Dacians, Thracian tribes who settled north
of the Danube, in the territory of present-day Romania. In her article ‘Ilion and its Role in Aegean Trade’, Billur
Tekkdk Karadz reveals the role of Ilion in interregional trade from the Aegean to Propontis and the Black Sea.
She deals with the major types of local pottery during the late Hellenistic and Roman periods at Ilion as well as
common imported pottery groups. Asuman Litzer-Lasar in her article ‘The Commercial Network of Ainos from
Hellenistic times to Late Antiquity’ deals with that site’s Roman pottery. She shows that the ceramics indicate
that Ainos was settled throughout the Roman Period and had widespread commercial trade connections with the
Mediterranean world and especially with the cities of western Asia Minor.

The second section of the volume, Pottery in Cult Rituals, is dedicated to finds from religious contexts. In the
opening contribution, ‘Late Bronze-Early Iron Age pottery artefacts in the Menekse Gatag1 Pit Sanctuary’ Fisun
Frank uses the finds from a prehistoric cult context to discuss chthonic practices as well as inter-regional
cultural connections. Mario Ivanov evaluates an assemblage of cult pottery in ‘Pottery and ceramic finds in
the domestic cult practices of Serdica.” The material derives from private houses in Serdica (Sofia/Bulgaria)
excavated from 2010-2012. Ivanov discusses morphological and functional features and draws some conclusions
about the location of domestic cult spaces in private houses. H. Arda Biilbiil, in his article ‘Evaluating a cult place
in the light of the ceramics from the Northern Propontis’ examines the ceramic finds from the Ganos Mountain
survey. The finds, which come from the Iron Age through the Roman period, shed light on the different phases of
the cult place as well as on the various ethnic groups who worshipped there.

The next section of the volume includes papers that evaluate pottery from surveys and excavations, using their
specific contexts to help diagnose settlement types, the functions of individual buildings or specific spaces, and
also settlement chronology. In her article ‘Pre- and Protohistoric Ceramics from the Thracian Side of istanbul’
Sengiil G. Aydingiin reveals results from two archaeological projects. The variety of finds emphasize the changing
function of the Bosphorus, sometimes as a connector and other times more of a hindrance for cross-cultural
interactions. Sait Basaran, in his article ‘Ainos Pottery from the Early Period’ reports on the 7th -6th century
BC pottery from that site’s long running excavations. The material includes the earliest painted pottery which
offers evidence for the establishment of the city of Ainos. Yasemin Polat and R. Giil Giirtekin Demir investigate
the material from Anaia (Kadikalesi). Their material comprises the imported Greek and Anatolian pottery dated
between the seventh and first centuries BC. They evaluate the available material within the regional context of
pottery interfaces. Giilseren Kan $ahin and Sengiil G. Aydingiin, in their article ‘Newly Discovered Hellenistic
Pottery from Western istanbul’, offer significant evidence for understanding the city’s settlement history and
trade relations during the Hellenistic Period. Ergiin Karaca, in his article ‘Pottery from the Lower Hebros and
the Kocagay Valley Survey’, evaluates the pottery finds recovered during surface surveys along the eastern coast
of the Hebros River. These finds help him to determine the geographical location of settlements in this area and
their trade relations.

In the final section contributors classify and interpret ceramic wares. Two contributions deal with coarse ware.
Maria Deoudi, in her article ‘Gebrauchskeramik aus nordgriechischen Befunden’ analyses the typology of kitchen
ware from the 4th-3rd centuries BC from Maroneia. Sevingiil Bilgin Kopguk in her article ‘Coarse ware study
from Ganos: A panoramic approach’, analyses survey material according to form and type and draws conclusions
on trade relations. Two contributors focus on Byzantine Glazed Pottery. Filiz inanan in her article ‘Byzantine
Glazed Pottery from Thrace’ analyses mainly Zeuxippus Ware from the Ganos Survey. Ayse Caylak Tiirker in her
article ‘Byzantine Glazed Pottery From Thracian Chersonessos: Karainebeyli - Hisarlik” investigates two incised
wares — Aegean Ware and Zeuxippus Ware - along with plain glazed potsherds. The last contribution in this
volume treats the latest finds. B. Demirsar Arli, $. Kaya, O. Erol, and H. Arli in their article ‘Mould-Decorated

iv



Filter Jugs in Unearthed During the znik Kilns Excavations’ examine a special group among Islamic ceramics
from the 8th century onward. Based on various earthenware mould fragments with similar fabric characteristics
and similar decorative techniques on the surface, they conclude that these vessels were produced in Iznik.

Unforeseen conditions due to the coronavirus pandemic delayed this volume’s projected publication date. Yet
this delay has allowed us to appreciate how day by day the amount of new evidence for pottery research in
Thrace increases. For this reason we would like to end this foreword with our intention that this volume will
be the first of future installments. We hope to discuss current discoveries in upcoming conferences in the near
future and publish the results, thereby opening up the study of ancient Thrace to all scholars and keeping our
knowledge of this vital area up to date.

Zeynep Kogel Erdem and Reyhan $ahin
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Ceramic Research in Turkish Thrace: Past and Present, Approaches
and New Methods

Zeynep Kogel Erdem!

Abstract

Due to its strategic importance, Turkish Thrace has always
been an area of continuous passage between Anatolia, the
Balkans, the Aegean and the Black Sea. According to the
ceramics, the Thracian territory has been inhabited from the
prehistoric period onwards. Both local and imported pottery
groups prove the existence of different cultures.

Although starting at the beginning of the 20th century,
archaeological studies in Turkish Thrace were relatively low
in number by comparison to Bulgarian and Greek Thrace. The
surveys initiated by Prof. Dr. Mehmet Ozdogan in the 1980s
can be characterized as a turning point for Thracian
archaeology, as they opened new horizons in terms of
archaeological research. Particularly the significance
of excavations at Kirklareli, conducted by him, must be
emphasized in this regard. Nowadays research on Turkish
Thrace has been accelerated, with the study of ceramics
gaining its deserved importance.

In this article, although still limited, several studies on the
ceramics from the Thracian territory will be surveyed. In the
light of available data, acquired mainly from the published
excavation and survey materials, traditional methods and
new approaches in evaluating the pottery finds will be
introduced in general.

Keywords

TURKISH THRACE, EASTERN THRACE, PROPONTIS, ATTIC
POTTERY, ROMAN POTTERY, FIGURED POTTERY

Introduction

Turkish Thrace, in other words, eastern Thrace, is
located at position between Anatolia, the Balkans, the
Aegean and the Black Sea, of strategic importance
since prehistoric times. It hosted many cultures and
communities such as indigenous people, Thracian
tribes, Greek, Roman and Byzantine settlers for
centuries in this dynamic location and wide hinterland.

This article aims to provide an overview of past and
present publications about ceramic studies of Turkish
Thrace from prehistoric times to Late Antiquity in the
light of various excavations and research conducted

! Prof. Dr. Zeynep Kogel Erdem, Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University,
Department of Archaeology, e-mail: zerdem@gmail.com.

in the area. The international symposium titled
‘Commercial Networks and Cultural Connections in
Thrace: Evaluating the Pottery Evidence’ held at the
istanbul Mimar Sinan Fine Arts University in 2017
has been a crucial step in this direction. It provided
an opportunity to scholars working on this subject to
exchange views and share information by bringing
together pottery evaluations from different periods
from Turkish Thrace and other parts of Thrace for the
first time.

Although eastern Thrace has many archaeological
remains from different periods, regular excavations
and surveys carried out in the region have been very
limited up to now. Excavations in Turkish Thrace are
not many compared to those both in other parts of
Turkey and the stakeholder countries of the Thracian
lands with our country, Bulgaria and Greece. Therefore,
Turkish Thrace has been defined terra incognita by some
scholars in the context of archaeological studies, and
various opinions have been expressed about the causes
(Archibald 1998: 6; Sazci 2020, 9). Several different
factors have contributed to this situation: First, part
of Thrace is in the military zone; second, with the
establishment of archaeology departments -especially
in the context of Classical Archaeology- most of the
studies started inthe Aegean and Mediterranean regions
and researchers focused on these; third, agricultural
activities in Thrace, rapid urban development, etc.
can be considered other main factors. Yet, studies in
Thrace have gained momentum with new excavation
projects and surveys in recent years (For the history of
archaeological studies in Thrace, see Sayar 2016, 193 f.).

Current scientific studies throughout Turkish Thrace
comprise the rescue excavations by Istanbul, Tekirdag,
Edirne, Kirklareli and Canakkale Museums, excavations
by the universities, various survey studies and
independent individual scientific studies (Figure 1).
The Republic of Turkey Ministry of Culture and Tourism,
General Directorate for Cultural Heritage and Museums
regularly publishes the results of the museums’ rescue
excavations in Results of Museum Excavations Book, and
reports on the results of university excavations and
surveys other than museum excavations are presented
in Excavation Results Meeting Books. Ceramics are also
briefly mentioned in these publications, in addition to
the findings in the study areas. Several archaeometric
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Figure 1. The map showing the current excavations in eastern Thrace. Map: Google Earth

analyses within the scope of ceramic studies have also
been included in these books in recent years.

The Istanbul Archaeology Museums, which conduct
many rescue excavations throughout Istanbul, publish
their findings in the Annual of the Istanbul Archaeological
Museums, which includes catalogued ceramics with brief
information (Ozek 2001). The monograph of the Istanbul
Sarachane excavation which contains interpretation of
the excavation results and presentation of the ceramics
is still among the standard reference sources for
ceramic studies (Hayes 1992).

Moreover, although not containing comprehensive
information, some settlements and some ceramic
finds are introduced, depending on various contexts
in the cultural inventory books prepared by the
aforementioned museums, which includes the
registered artefacts and registered areas of the cities.
(Keskinel et al. 2014; Kir¢in 2013; Tombul 2015).

Below, the ceramic studies of various periods of Turkish
Thrace from the prehistoric period to Late Antiquity
will be evaluated and discussed under the headings of
excavations, survey studies and individual studies

? Ceramics of the excavations from various periods of some
settlements like Ainos (Edirne Enez), Menekse Catagi (Tekirdag),
Maydos (Ganakkale Gallipoli Peninsula Eceabat) and Bathonea
(Istanbul Kiigiikcekmece Lake Basin) are introduced in this book.

Excavations

The first systematic scientific studies started in Turkish
Thrace at the beginning of the early 20th century and
continued with the establishment of the Archaeology
department of the Istanbul University in 1930, with the
excavations especially concentrated on tumuli started
by Prof. Dr. Arif Miifit Mansel in Kirklareli (Belli 2000;
Ozdogan 2008: 75 ff.).

Some of the excavations carried out in and around
Istanbul are: by A. M. Mansel Yalova in 1932; by the
Istanbul Archaeological Museums, A. M. Mansel and
A. Ogan Rhegion in 1938-1940-1941; by S. A. Kansu in
the Yarimburgaz Cave in1960 (Belli 2000, 9 f.,, 269 f;
Sayar 2016, 193 ff.). These studies, some undertaken
in collaboration with the Istanbul Archaeological
Museums, contributed to the ancient history of Thrace
and introduced the material culture and different
cultural periods of the region.

The Istanbul University Fikirtepe and Pendik
excavations, carried out between 1952 and 1954, help
to understand the oldest cultural layers of Istanbul,
especially the Neolithic period of the region (Belli 2000:
42 f.). Together with the survey studies started by Prof.
Ozdogan in 1980, the excavations in Kirklareli Tilkiburnu
(1980), Taslicabayir (1980), Asagi Pinar (since 1993),
Kanligecit (1994) and Edirne Enez Hocagesme (1991-
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1993) are among the important studies to understand
the material culture and introduction of ceramics from
the prehistoric period (Ozdogan 1998, 8; Ozdogan, E.
2016). They provided an understanding of not only
the place of Turkish Thrace between Anatolia and the
Balkans, but also highlighted the local characteristics
along with their impact on these two regions, and
opened up new perspectives and enhanced results in
Thracian archaeology.

Even though the early studies were the first systematic
scientific studies, detailed examinations and comments
on archaeological material were not included. In
these studies, ceramics were selectively collected and
analogically dated. Among the tumulus excavation
finds from Prof. Mansel’s work, only metal vessels were
published as a monograph, still considered an important
reference source (Onurkan 1998). New evaluations have
been made with different perspectives in recent years.
For instance, a doctoral thesis in which archaeological
finds obtained from Prof. Mansel’s tumulus excavations
were reinterpreted and new dating suggestions made
in the context of ceramics that provided up-to-date
information (Aksan 2015).

The archaeological material obtained from the recent
tumulus excavations has been approached with more
systematic evaluations. For example, ceramic materials
are also examined and evaluated in detail among
with the other artefacts in the publications of the
Tekirdag Askertepe and Kirklareli Yiindolan C tumulus
excavations (Yildirim 2007, 2010; Delemen et al. 2010).

Recently, during the excavations carried out in Istanbul
between 2004-2014 by Istanbul Archeological Museums
within the scope of the ‘Marmaray’ subway line
works numerous ceramic artefacts were unearthed,
dating from the 7th century BC to the 4th century AD
(Yenikapy, Sirkeci, Uskiidar excavations). In the Yenikap1
Theodosius Harbour, Neolithic Age artefacts similar to
Fikirtepe culture findings were found especially under
the harbour filling. In addition to pottery fragments
originating from the Greek colonization in Greece and
western Anatolia, Byzantine period artefacts were also
found in the area. In the Sirkeci excavations, artefacts
from the Greek and Roman periods were predominant
(Pekin 2007; Asal 2010; Kiziltan et al. 2013; Kiziltan 2014,
2016; Kara 2011, 2015, 2019). The enormous amount
of unearthed ceramic artefacts once again reveals the
necessity and importance of using rapid examination
and current methods instead of traditional methods
which were used in the first years of Thracian studies.
In this context, extensive laboratory analyses have
been started. Kurgan tombs discovered during the
Besiktas Metro Excavation of the Istanbul Archeological
Museums in 2017 (Figure 2) and associated with
the migration wave of Kurgan communities from

Figure 2. A ritual askos from the Kurgan at Begiktas
excavation. Photo: Y. Aslan, Asal et al., 2020, 41.

the northern steppes at the end of the Chalcolithic
period, and similarly, the Cambaztepe Kurgan artefacts
excavated in Silivri (Polat 2016), Istanbul, are the most
recent finds that fieldwork and publication preparations
are documenting.

Althoughtheinvestigation of ceramicsbyarchaeometric
analysis has become widespread in recent years, one
of the pioneering works on this subject is a workshop
organized within the scope of examining Late Antique
pottery productions in Istanbul (Waksman 2012).

The Ainos (Edirne Enez) excavation is the first
comprehensive and long-lasting ancient settlement
excavation in Turkish Thrace which started under the
directorate of Prof.Dr. Afif ErzenfromIstanbul University
in 1971 and continued under the chairmanship of
Prof. Dr. Sait Bagaran from 1994. In addition to various
publications made in recent years, especially on
Orientalizing, Archaic, Classical, Hellenistic, Roman and
Byzantine period ceramics of the ancient city (Parman
1996; Basaran 2003, 2016; Karadima 2004, Irmak 2010;
Laetzer Lasar 2016), a variety of masters and doctoral
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Figure 3. Stamped Sinopean amphora handle from Heraion
Teichos (Tekirdag Karaevlialti). Photo: Heraion Teichos
Archive

studies evaluating excavation ceramics also added
important interpretations of the ceramic findings
(Sahin 2013, 2016, 2017; Kurap 2020). The examination
of the ceramics with archaeometric methods continued
by taking samples from the clay deposits of Ainos and
its surroundings in order to investigate the origin and
production technique (Kurap et al. 2010)°.

Among the other ancient settlement excavations
carried out by universities, in the Tekirdag Menekse
Gatag1 Excavation, started by Prof. Dr. Mehmet Ozdogan
in 1997 and after a short time-span continued under
the leadership of Asli Erim-Ozdogan (1994-2007, 2015),
Early Bronze Age and Iron Age ceramics have been
identified (Aksag 2001; Ozdogan-Isin 2003). Apparently
used as a sanctuary during the Late Bronze-Early Iron
Age, in addition to the ceramics of this period which
provide important information in the context of local
rituals, studies have also been made on Classical and
Hellenistic period ceramics (Stoyanov-Erim-Ozdogan
2003; Turan 2006; Stoyanov 2020). Besides the findings
from Menekse Catagi region, artefacts and cult vessels
unearthed by the museum salvage excavation (1989)
in Toptepe Mevkii near the ancient city of Tekirdag
Perinthos provided important information about the
belief concepts in the region (Ozdogan 2016: x11).

Heraion Teichos (Tekirdag Karaevlialt:) is another
centre very close to Menekse Catagi, its excavation
carried out by Prof. Dr. Nese Atik from Tekirdag Namik
Kemal University since 2000; the site is among the few
regularly excavated in eastern Thrace. Many ceramics,
especially from the Archaic to the Roman periods were
found in the Heraion Teichos excavations similar to

° Analyses of some ceramics obtained in Tekirdag Ganos Surveys are
also carried out in the laboratories of Istanbul Mimar Sinan University
Conservation and Restoration of Artworks Department like the Ainos
(Enez) excavations.

Ainos, with Hellenistic period pottery and amphora
handles (Figure 3) published with selected examples
(Atik 2003, 2006; Yagiz 2007). And in the meantime the
red-figured imports from Athens of the Classical period
were also presented in various publications® (Kogel
Erdem 2002, 2007a, 2007 b, 2007 c) (Figure 4). In several
Propontis coastal settlements such as Heraion Teichos
(as detected in the surveys of the region also), an excess
number of imported Attic ceramic groups have been
recorded, especially from the middle of the 5th century
BC. In addition to imported ceramics, mainly 4th
century BC pottery was detected especially in the area
interpreted by Prof. Atik as a ‘Hera / Kybele sanctuary’,
unearthed in the acropolis of the city. Ceramics of
apparently local production, associated with rituals
dated between the 1st century BC and the 1st century
AD, were documented in another area called the
Asclepius sanctuary and healing centre (Atik 2003).

Although Perinthos/Herakleia is one of the important
ancient settlements in Tekirdag, no detailed work has
been done other than museum salvage excavations.
In the monograph on the unearthed basilica of the
settlement as part of a building research, Late Antique
ceramics were represented within the scope of the
finds® (Aslan 2016).

The Eceabat Maydos Kilise Tepe Mound excavations,
the only in Canakkale Gallipoli Peninsula carried out
by Prof. Dr. G. Sazci from Canakkale 18 Mart University
since 2010, provided important and up-to-date data in
the context of the relationship between the Balkan,
Troas, Black Sea and Aegean regions in the Bronze
Age in the light of various finds as well as pottery
evaluations (Sazci 2016; Sazci-Sazci 2020, 75). In
addition to prehistoric period artefacts, ceramics from
the Archaic and Classical layers have also been studied
in the excavation (Chabot Aslan-Sazc1 2016; Sazc1 2020,
62f.).

Another recent excavation in Istanbul is located in the
Kiiciikcekmece Lake Basin (Bathonea) carried out by
Prof. Dr. $. Aydingiin from Kocaeli University. During
the excavations and surveys, numerous pottery finds
from the Neolithic period to Late Antiquity have been
unearthed and dealt with in various publications
(Aydingiin 2017, 2019; Kara 2017; Kaya 2017; Tiirkmen
2017).

In terms of understanding the relations between
the regions through material culture, surveys and
excavations in northwest Anatolia (the Troas Region)

¢ The 4th century BC Attic Red Figured ceramics of the ancient city
are being prepared for publication by the author.

° Excavations in the Perinthos/Herakleia Ancient City (Tekirdag
Marmara Ereglisi) will be carried out by Mimar Sinan Fine Arts
University under my direction in 2021 with the official permission of
the Ministry of Culture and Tourism of the Republic of Turkey.
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Figure 4. Tondo of a red-figured cup from Heraion Teichos (Tekirdag Karaevlialt1). Photo: Heraion Teichos Archive

and the northern Aegean (Gékgeada / Imbros) can be
evaluated within the context of eastern Thrace, due to
their proximity and based on important data collected
in recent years. In addition, the excavation results from
Maydos, Troy and Gokgeada boost the interpretation of
the period from the Early Bronze Age to the Late Bronze
Age of the area (Gokgeada Excavations: Erdogu 2012;
Hiiryilmaz 2020). Ceramic studies undertaken in the
wake of excavations at Troy and Parion offer important
comparative material for Greek and Roman times (for
Troy: Heath-Tekkdk 2008; Tekkok-Bicken 1996, 2009;
Tekkdk et al. 2008; for Parion: Ergiirer 2013, 2014, 2015,
2016). In additional, a number of new survey result
publications from the Troas region include information
on the ceramics from different periods (Kaska 2019).

Survey studies

Parallel to the first scientific excavations in eastern
Thrace, listed in the previous section (Belli 2000: 308
f.; Ozdogan 2008: 76), a number of survey studies had
been initiated: A. M. Mansel in - 1936; N. Firathi- in 1958;
Z. Tagliklioglu - in1959; S. A. Kansu- in 1965. Although
ceramics were not evaluated elaborately in these early
studies, Prof. Z. Taghklioglu documented the various
archaeological remains including ceramics, which he
encountered in his epigraphic research between 1959-
1970 in Thrace (Tagliklioglu 1971).

In northwestern Thrace Prof. F. Dirimtekin initiated one
of the early studies, documenting monuments of art
history, while, ceramic finds were not mentioned. The
research on the dolmens in the region comprised the
evaluation of the ceramics found in the structures and
their surroundings (Akman 2016). Nowadays, studies in
the same region carried out by Prof. Dr. E. Beksag from
Trakya University within a cult area, and the surface
ceramics together with some artefacts from various
times have been briefly mentioned in the reports of the
Research Results Books (Beksag 2007).

Under the directorate of Prof. Dr. Mehmet Ozdogan the
Istanbul University Prehistory Department had started
survey studies (1980-1990). They provided a rapid scan
of almost the entire region of Thrace, and became a real
turning point in the archaeological studies of Thrace. In
conjunction with the following excavations mentioned
above, this research brought a new momentum and
perspective to the investigation, with important
results presented in the study of the region’s local
characteristics and the relations with different regions,
discussed in detail for the first time in the light of
ceramic studies (Ozdogan 2007, 2016).

With the increasing number of surveys and numerous
ceramics identified during these investigations,
information is now collected and examined more
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Figure 5. Amphorae from the coastline settlements of Tekirdag Sarkdy Survey. Photo by Author

systematically. Thus, stronger relations can be
established between settlements and regions with
regard to the understanding of particular local features
of the identification of local and imported ceramics.

Among the short-term surveys undertaken in eastern
Thrace it is possible to list periodic, regional and studies
related to a doctoral degree. In particular, the short-
term prehistoric period study conducted in Edirne in
1996 (Erdogu 1996) and doctoral dissertation studies
in the Edirne, Kirklareli and Tekirdag provinces should
be noted (Karaca 2019). Karaca published his doctoral
study as a monograph and mentioned ceramics by
their find spots. The article about the local imitations
of the black-glazed wares detected in the analysis of
a trial piece revealed remarkable results on the local
productions in Thrace (Hasdagh 2017).

Two long-term planned surveys started in and around
Istanbul; the first part of the ‘Istanbul Prehistoric
Archaeological Surveys’ conducted by $. Aydingiin from
Kocaeli University; the second is the ‘IstYA Project-
Istanbul Survey Project’ conducted by E. Giildogan
from Istanbul University Prehistory Department
(Glindogan-Altun 2015; Yumakl 2015). In her study
Aydingiin, made very important and new contributions
to clarify the 3rd and 2nd millennia BC, which are
particularly problematic in the region. Moreover, she
presented fresh interpretations about the connections
between the Balkans and northwestern Anatolia and
the migration routes in the light of Early Bronze Age

ceramics (Aydingiin-Aydingiin 2013; Aydingiin-Bilgili
2016).

There are ongoing surveys in the central and
Sarkdy districts of the Tekirdag province® as well
as simultaneously on the Gallipoli Peninsula in the
province of Canakkale, since 2008 directed by the
author of this article from Istanbul Mimar Sinan Fine
Arts University. Their aim is the identification cultural
assets both in interior settlements and in coastline
sites. In the ceramic evaluations within the scope of the
study, the abundance of Classical- Late Roman ceramics
is noteworthy, especially in the coastline settlements
(Figure 5). In the Classical period ceramics, Attic wares
and their local imitations are predominant (Kogel
Erdem 2022). In the Hellenistic period, the output
from western Anatolian workshops drew particular
attention in the first evaluation’ (Kogel Erdem-Biilbiil
2020). The Roman period terra sigillata of some
regional centres was studied within the scope of this
research (Karakas 2019). Numerous ceramic slags and
stilt fragments uncovered during the research indicate
local productions.

Still in the Tekirdag Ganos region, the surveys
and excavations of amphora kilns, carried out in
collaboration with Prof. Dr. N. Giinsenin and the

¢ The region is called the ‘Ganos Region’ by researchers.
7 The Tekirdag Ganos Region survey ceramics and other finds are in
publication preparation.
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Figure 6. Ganos amphora from Tekirdag. Photo: Seckin
Tercan

Tekirdag Museum laid the essential ground with
regard to the identification, classification, new
terminology suggestions and chemical analyses of
commercial amphorae specific to the region (Giinsenin
1992a, 1992b, 1997, 2003; Isin-Giinsenin 1994). Ganos
amphoras constitute the best-defined regional ceramic
group during Late Antiquity (Figure 6). In addition, the
research in Thrace revealed that the region’s ceramic
tradition, continued from the beginning in ancient
times until, the present day with the same methods.

Nowadays studies on ceramics are approached
thematically, and although there are more publications
on fine ware of the Classical and Hellenistic periods
which provide relatively easy dating, an increase
of common ware studies is noticeable in doctoral
dissertations, which had been ignored up to now. The
doctoral dissertation aiming to examine the economic
structure of the region in the light of the Hellenistic,
Roman and Late Roman periods’ coarse wares found
in the Tekirdag Ganos Region survey is one of the first
studies on this topic (Bilgin Kopguk-Kogel Erdem 2019;
Bilgin Kopguk, 2022). Surface ceramics from the Bronze
Age to the Byzantine period, found in the Bolayir
(Lysimakheia) and Bakla Burnu (Kardia) settlements in
Canakkale Gallipoli Peninsula, have been the subject of

Figure 7. A squat lekythos display on Tekirdag Museum
Photo: Seckin Tercan

yet another thesis, in which common wares have been
evaluated the heading ‘eastern Thrace epigraphic and
historical geography studies’ together with different
groups. Carried out by Prof. Dr. M. H. Sayar, the research
sheds light on the historical process of the region in the
light of ceramics (Bektas 2021).

Together with various prehistoric materials ceramics
have been investigated in a thematic survey of the
Prehistoric Age carried out in Gallipoli Peninsula (Ozbek
2010). Some Archaic-to Roman period ceramics have
been examined in another survey conducted in Eceabat
Sestos and its surroundings in the Gallipoli Peninsula
(K6rpe 2014). The Byzantine period of the region is
investigated by Prof. Dr. A. Caylak Tiirker, with ceramics
discussed in various articles (Gaylak Tiirker 2005, 2019).
Findings and ceramics of interior settlements, never
investigated before, will be evaluated within the scope
of a doctoral study that has just started in the Gallipoli
Peninsula and focusses on localization problems and
occupational finds?®,

¢ Within the scope of the aforementioned study, the findings of the
Gallipoli Peninsula survey conducted under the direction of Kogel
Erdem and the findings of the new research will be discussed.
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Individual studies

Except for the aforementioned general studies on
ceramics form excavations and surveys, there are
also a number of individual studies and publications
documenting former excavation material preserved
in exhibitions and warehouses of various museums.
Hence, two red-figured vessels in the Tekirdag Museum,
dated to Classical period, were published in an article
(Tuna-Nérling 2001; Kogel Erdem 2013) (Figure 7).
Additionally, the Tekirdag Naip and Karaevli Tumulus
findings exhibited in Tekirdag Museum were evaluated
and published a long time after the excavations
(Delemen 2004; Kocel Erdem 2009).

Furthermore, ceramic finds of various periods have
also been studied in some individual publications; in
particular the Greek and Roman period ceramics found
in Turkish Thrace have been discussed thematically in
an article (Kogel Erdem-Sahin 2016).

All these publications based on the visual examination
of ceramics contribute to fill the historical gaps of the
region.

Conclusions

The ceramics unearthed in many excavations and
presented in studies on sites in Turkish Thrace
(Tekirdag, Kirklareli, Edirne, Istanbul and Canakkale)
and in the adjacent regions, north-western Anatolia
and the northern Aegean, represent important findings
for retracing and reconstructing the cultural history of
eastern Thrace.

Considering the results obtained in the context of
ceramics in general, their contribution from the early
period excavations of Fikirtepe and Pendik in Istanbul
is essential for decoding the influence of the different
cultures of the region during the Neolithic period.
In addition, the excavations at Kirklareli Tilkiburnu,
Taslicabayir, Asagi Pinar, Kanligecit and Edirne
Hocacesme and the new survey studies carried out in
Istanbul provide important data on the recognition of
prehistoric period ceramics.

The sanctuary finds from the Archaic to the Roman
periods in Heraion Teichos (Tekirdag Karaevlialt)
and from the Late Bronze- Early Iron Age in Menekse
Catagy, as well as the Toptepe cultic pottery, enhanced
our understanding of the belief concepts in the region.
The Early Bronze Age and Iron Age ceramics found in
Menekse Catagi have been evaluated from different
perspectives like chronology and origin: in addition,
ceramics from the Classic and Hellenistic periods have
been studied.
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Gokgeada (Imbros) in the northern Aegean and Troas
Region right next to Thrace provided important data
for understanding the relations between regions
through material culture, based on surveys and
excavations. Furthermore, the excavations at Maydos,
in the Gallipoli Peninsula, at Troy and Gokceada
provided remarkable evidence for defining the
region’s the settlement phases from the Early Bronze
Age to the Late Bronze Age. The results of extensive
surveys and excavations undertaken throughout
Thrace by Prof. Dr. M. Ozdogan, added very important
particulars to the archaeological studies of eastern
Thrace. Also, the study of the ceramics unearthed in
the recent excavations by the Istanbul Archaeological
Museums on the Istanbul subway lines resulted in
important changes to the chronology of the region.

In recent years, significant studies have been carried
out on Orientalizing, Archaic, Classical and Hellenistic
period ceramics of Ainos (Enez) Ancient City. The
finds from Heraion Teichos also revealed important
data from the Archaic to the Roman periods, with
amphora handles, some published, an essential
ceramic category for the understanding the regional
trade net-works. Imported Attic red-figured ceramics
are well presented among the other ceramic finds. In
addition to imported ceramics, valuable information
has been obtained about local productions. Some
special types of ritual pottery, uncovered in places
considered sanctuaries, and dating between the 4th
century BC and the 1st century BC - 1st century AD,
appear to have been produced in local workshops.

Additional substantial findings of Attic ceramics in
Thrace are generally from the settlements on the
Propontic coast and were particularly numerous in the
region in the mid 5th century BC. Also, the excavations
at Troy and Parion provided important comparative
material in the context of Greek and Roman period
ceramics. In addition, some recently published survey
results add information on ceramic finds in the Troas
region.

So far, the identified corpus indicates that the ceramic
repertoire of cities in Thrace in the ancient periods
had a cosmopolitan structure consisting of different
components, local and imported. Amphoras obtained
from centres such as Heraion Teichos, Ganos and
Ainos signify that the commercial activities involved
different regions, especially the northern Aegean and
Black Sea. Furthermore, the figured ceramics found in
these cities during the Early Archaic period indicate
that the pottery produced in Attica and the eastern
Aegean were in circulation in the region with the
Greek colonization.
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The ceramics retrieved from the aforementioned
excavations and surveys are relevant in terms
of recognizing local and imported products, in
establishing relations within Thrace and beyond and
filling the chronological gaps. They enable scholars
to draw important conclusions about the developing
and changing cultural interaction between the regions
via production, trade, population mobility, political
relations, etc. in eastern Thrace from prehistoric times
onward.

Although the ceramic evaluations based on the
published research can explain the history and
archaeology of Thrace, the increasing number of
studies, publications and archaeometric analyses that
will complement the known archaeological findings
will provide an additional wealth of new information
on the material culture and ceramics of Thrace.
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