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“Bazilikal Yap1”’nin Seramik
Buluntularina Bir Bakis

Ceramic Artifacts of the “Basilical
Structure”: An Overview

Ulkii KARA*

Ozet

“Bazilikal Yapr” adiyla anilan yap1 kalintisi, Kiigiikgekmece G61 Havzasi (Bathonea ?) Kazilarinda “8. Bolge”
olarak adlandirilan alanda yer alan ve kismen ortaya ¢ikarilmis yapilardan biridir. Yap: i¢indeki kazi galis-
malarina halen devam edilmektedir ve ortaya ¢ikarilan arkeolojik buluntular temelinde yapinin ¢.MS 6. - 7.
yiizyillarda bir hastane/saglik merkezi (vocoxopeiov) olarak kullanim gordiigii ileri stiriilmiistiir. Yerlesimde
ele gegen tiim buluntular goz onlinde tutularak seramik tiretimini destekleyen herhangi bir kalint1 ile karsila-
silmadigr bilinmektedir. Buna karsin, hem Bazilikal Yapi’da hem de yerlesimin kalaninda ele gecen kiremit,
tugla, kiink ve pithoslarm yakin ¢evrede iiretilmis olmasi yiiksek bir ihtimal olarak degerlendirilmistir.

Calismanin birinci boliimiinde, sozii edilen seramik gruplarindan hamur 6rnekleri karsilastirilmis ve benzerlik-
leri veya herhangi bir gida tiretimi ve/veya depolamasinin mevcudiyetini gostermesi agisindan incelenmistir.
Ikinci bslimde ise; yapida ele gegmis ithal (amphora ve unguentarium) ve yakin gevrede iiretilmis olmast
beklenen yerel seramik gruplarinin (pithos, tugla ve kiink) buluntu yerleri agisindan karsilastirilmasi ile yapi-
nin karakterinin tahlil edilmesi amaglanmustir. Pithos buluntularinin yapinin giiniimiize kadar aciga ¢ikarilan
boliimiintin hemen hemen her yerine yayildigi gézlemlenmistir. Pithos hamurlarinda goriilen katki maddele-
rindeki benzerlige karsin birden fazla pithosun varhigina isaret eden sonuglara ulagilabilmektedir. incelemenin
ortaya ¢ikardig1 veriler dogrultusunda; unguentariumlarin bu yapmmn bir donemdeki kullanimint isaret ettigi
ve amphoralarin da bu kullanimm i¢inde yer aldigim séylemek miimkiindiir. Diger taraftan, bu kullanim i¢inde
olmasi beklenen pithoslarin ise, s6z konusu yapt igin iiretilip tiretilmediginin heniiz agikliga kavusmamasina
ragmen bu yapida birden fazla noktada kullanim gordiigii soylenebilmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler:
Kiigiikgekmece GOl Havzasi (Bathonea ?) Kazilari, Bazilikal Yapi, Nocoxopeiov, Geg Antik Dénem, Seramik
Uretimi, Seramik Tiiketimi.

Abstract

The remnant of the construction called “Basilical Structure”, is among partially unearthed ones in the “8"
Area” Kiigiikgekmece Lake Basin (Bathonea?) Excavations. It may be argued that the construction might have
been used as a hospital or healthcare center (vocokopeiov) during the 6% -7" ¢.AD pursuant to the archeo-

*  Ar. Gor. Dr., Manisa Celal Bayar Universitesi, Orcid No: 0000- *  Ress. Ass. Dr., Manisa Celal Bayar University, Orcid ID: 0000-
0000-4276-7205, ulquba@gmail.com 0000-4276-7205, ulquba@gmail.com
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logical evidence from the ongoing excavation work in the construction. Considering all the findings from the
settlement here, no trace of previous ceramic production has been found. On the other hand, it is suggested that
a few groups of ceramic artifacts (roof tiles, bricks, pipes, and pithoi) found in the Basilical Structure and in
the rest of the site might presumably have been produced nearby.

The first part of this paper compares the fabric examples from these ceramic groups in their physical similari-
ties and examines such in search of any evidence of the previous food production and/or storage. The second
part of the paper compares the potential local ceramic groups (pithoi, pipes, and bricks) expected to be produ-
ced in the nearby area with the imported ceramic groups (amphorae and unguentaria) in the spots they were
found and it aims to analyze the construction structure. It is observed that the sherds of the pithoi had been
spread almost all over the structure (for the present uncovered part). In spite of the similarities of inclusions
of the pithoi, the existence of more than one type of fabric of pithoi could be confirmed. Pursuant to the data
from the study; it may be suggested that unguentaria reveal the service type of the structure during a period and
amphorae are also included in this service. Even though it is not clear whether the pithoi were produced for the
structure, it may be assumed that they were used in more than one place in the building as well.

Keywords:
Kiigiikgekmece Lake Basin (Bathonea?) Excavations, Basilical Structure, Nocokopeiov, Late Antique Period,

Production, Consume.

GIRiS

“Bazilikal Yap1” adiyla tanimlanan mekanlar, Kii-
¢likcekmece Gol Havzasi (Bathonea?) kazilarinda
8. Bolge iginde tespit edilmis ve giiniimiize degin
yapilan kazilarla yaklasik 1/3’i agiga cikarilmig
bazilikal plana sahip bir yapidir. Gerek yapinin
biiylik boyutu gerekse de arazi kosullari nedeniyle
yapidaki kazi ¢aligmalart heniiz tamamlanmamis-
tir. Yapinin kazilmig bolimii c. 50 m x 30 m’lik
bir alan1 kaplamaktadir. Giincel veriler 1g18inda,
yapinin kullaniminin kismen ya da tamamen Geg
Roma — Erken Bizans Ddnemi sonlarinda ya-
sanan bir yangin ve yikimla sona erdigi anlasil-
maktadir. Yapinin tiim evreleri tespit edilememis
olmasina karsin MS 6. - 7. yiizyillara ait evresi/
evreleri arkeolojik verilerle tanimlanabilmektedir.
Sozii gecen donemde bir hastane/saglik merkezi
(vocoxopeiov) olarak kullanilmis olabilecegi ileri
stirilmiistiir." Heniiz alt tabakalara ulagilamama-
st nedeniyle yapmin tam olarak ne zaman ve ne
amagla insa edildigine dair net sonuglar elde edi-
lememistir. Ancak var olan kisitli mimari ve arke-
olojik bulgular yardimiyla MS 4. (I. Constantinus

1 Aydingiin 2017: 4; Kaya 2017, 243; Kaya — Aydingiin 2020:
171. “Daphnusion’u” isaret eden yeni diisiinceler igin ayrica bu
yayin iginde bkz: Aydingiin - Yildiz “Geg Antik Cag Eczanesi
Daphnusiondan Mortar ve Mortarium Piliumlar”.

INTRODUCTION

The remains of the building, defined as “Basilical
Structure”, 1/3 of which has been uncovered thus
far, is a basilical plan structure in the 8" Area in
the site of the Kiigiikgekmece Lake Basin (Batho-
nea?). The excavations and works on the structure
have yet to be completed due to the size of the
building and the harsh field conditions. The un-
earthed part of the basilical structure covers an
area of ¢.50 x 30 m. By the present results, it is
suggested that the service of the building partially
or completely ended with a fire and destruction
by the end of the Late Roman — Early Byzantine
Period. Despite the fact that all the phases of the
building have not been determined, the phase(s)
of the 6™ — 7™ ¢. AD could be identified with ar-
chaeological findings. It has been suggested that
the building may have served as a hospital/health
center (voookopgiov) in that period.! As the lower
layers have not been reached yet, the foundation
date or first function of the building could not
have been precisely identified. Nevertheless, in

1 Aydingiin 2017: 4; Kaya 2017, 243; Kaya - Aydingiin 2020:
171. For further investigation of and perspectives on the above-
mentioned, see also in this book: Aydingiin - Yildiz, “Mortarium
and Mortarium Pilia from the so called Late Antique Pharmacy
Daphnusion”.



MS 306 - 337) veya 5. yiizyilda yapilmis olabile-
cegi Onerilebilir.? Burada sunulan ve 6n rapor ni-
teligi tastyan bu ¢alismada, ¢cogunlukla MS 6. - 7.
yiizy1llar igaret eden, iiretim ve tiiketimi yansitan
belli bagh pismis toprak buluntular ele alinarak
yapinin Uretim ve tiikketim aligkanliklar1 temelinde
yapinin faaliyet karakteri hakkinda bir degerlen-
dirme yapilacaktir.

Yapinin Fonksiyonu A¢isindan Seramik
Gruplarinin Degerlendirilmesi

Yerlesim alaninda su ana kadar seramik {iretimini
kanitlayan bir veriye rastlanmamigtir. Tiim yerle-
simde tespit edilen amphora tipleri ithal olarak bu-
raya ulagmig 6rnekler seklinde tanimlanabilmek-
tedir. Ancak, yerlesimde ele gegen kiremit, tugla
ve kiinklerin mimaride kullanilmis olmalari nede-
niyle yakin gevreden iiretilip gelmis olabilecekleri
diisiiniilmektedir. Depolamay: temsil ettigi kabul
edilen seramik grubu pithoslarin Bazilikal Ya-
pr’daki varligi ise, yerlesimdeki olasi ya da yakin
¢evredeki seramik tiretimini igsaret eden en 6nemli
kanit olarak ele alinabilir.? Pithos pargalariyla ya-
pimnin agiga cikarilan neredeyse tiim mekanlarinda
karsilagilamigtir. Ancak, yapilan genel istatistik
caligmalar1 sonucunda Bazilikal Yapt’nin narteks
ve apsis boliimiiniin bir kisminda yogunlastiklar
anlagilmaktadir. Ele gecen orneklerin genellikle
dagmnik ve kirik pithos pargalarindan olugmasi
nedeni ile, belli noktalardan alinan 6rneklerin kil
hamurlarinm katkilar1 ve cidar kalinliklar1 temel
alinarak yapidaki pithoslarin hamur ¢esit sayisina
ulagilmaya ¢alisiimistir.

Pithoslarin kil hamuru 6zelliklerine bakildiginda,
ele alinan 6rneklerin iginde ince elenmis kirmizi
killi hamurlarin yani sira ince elenmemis kumlu
ve diizensiz biyiikliikte katkili 6rneklerin de oldu-
gu anlasilmaktadir. Buna gére, Kat. No: 5 ve Kat.
No: 6’daki pithos govdeleri ve Kat. No: 7°deki pit-
hos kapaginin ince elenmis kile; diger tiim pithos
govde ve agizlarinin ise kaba ve katkili hamura
sahip ornekler oldugu anlagilmaktadir. S6z konu-
su ince ve kaba hamur 6zelligine sahip drneklerin
hem narteks hem de apsiste goriildiigii gozlemlen-
mistir. Kuvars katkisina ise, burada incelenen tiim
pithos pargalarinda rastlanmistir. Pithos kapagi

2 Stanistawski — Aydingiin 2018: 115.

3 Yapiya oldukga yakin (c. 100 m) konumda olan biiyiik boyutlu
bir sarnicin varlig: bilindiginden, pithoslarin en azindan hepsinin,
su biriktirmek i¢in olmadig: diistiniilmektedir.

“Bazilikal Yapi1"nin Seramik Buluntularina Bir Bakis
Ceramic Artifacts of the “Basilical Structure”: An Overview

the light of the limited architectural and archae-
ological artifacts, it can be suggested that it may
have been built during the 4™ (Constantine T 306-
337 AD) or 5" c.AD.? This paper aims to identify
the service function of the building on production
and consumption characteristics through an as-
sessment of the essential ceramic groups mostly
dated to the 6™ — 7" ¢. AD which sheds light on
consumption and production as a preliminary re-
port.

Assessment of the Ceramic Groups in
Function of the Building

There is no evidence of ceramic production so far
on the site. The amphora types detected in the site
can be identified as imported ones. As the tiles,
bricks, and pipes found in the site had been used
in architecture, it is assumed that they might be
produced and come from the immediate vicinity
as well. Also, the pithoi, a ceramic group repre-
senting storage, examples in the Basilical Struc-
ture can be marked as the most important vessel
group to prove the production in the site and/or the
surrounding area.’ It is confirmed that the sherds
of pithoi have been spread almost all over the un-
earthed parts of the structure. Nevertheless, pursu-
ant to a general statistical study of the excavation,
it is identified that the pithoi were concentrated
in a part of the narthex and apse of the Basilical
Structure. As the examples of pithoi have consist-
ed of broken and dispersed sherds, this paper aims
to identify the exact number of fabric types of the
pithoi in the building based on the inclusions of
clay of the fabric and the wall thickness of the
samples.

It has been proved that there are fabric samples
with fine sieved red clay samples and fine sieved
with irregularly sized inclusions in terms of pithoi
fabric feature. The fabrics of the sherds of the
pithoi (Cat. No. 5 and Cat. No: 6) and the lid of the
pithos (Cat. No: 7) have fine sieved clay, while all
the other sherds and rims of pithoi have irregular
grained inclusions and coarse fabric. It has been
observed that the examples, having both fabric
types, have been found both in the narthex and the
apse. Also, there are quartz inclusions in the fabric

2 Stanistawski — Aydingiin 2018: 115.

3 Asalarge cistern approximately ¢.100 m to the “Basilical
Structure” has been identified, it is thought that the pithoi, at least
not all of them, were not used for water.
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orneginde (Kat. No: 7), kuvars yerine yogun kire¢
ve az mika goriilmektedir. Sar1 mika katkili pithos
parcalarmin (Kat. No: 1-6) (Sek. 2.1-2.6; 3.1-3.6)
hem narteks hem de apsiste goriilmesi, ayn1 kat-
kili pithosun birden fazla oldugunu ortaya koyar
niteliktedir. Tiim katki maddelerine bakildiginda,
yakin gevrede sar1 mika katkili bir seramik tiretim
merkezinin bilinmemesi nedeniyle, s6z konusu
katkinin varlig1 olduk¢a 6nemli bir tespit olarak
karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir.

Pithoslarin formlar1 incelendiginde; genellikle
karsilasilan kaba hamurlu 6rneklerin benzer form
ozellikleri tasidigi ve disa dogru ¢ekik ve yuvar-
latilmig ag1z kenarl olduklart (Orn. Agiz kenar
kalmligi: 11 cm; Kat. No: 3) goriilmektedir. Ci-
dar kalinliklari; agiz kenar1 alti, gévde ve dibe
yakin yerlerde nispeten degisiklige ugrasa da c.5
cm olarak olciilmiistiir. Ele gecen az sayida dip
pargasina bakildiginda ise, dip formunun kisa bir
eklentiyle yapilmis i¢ biikey bir kaideye sahip ol-
dugu anlasilmaktadir. Pithoslarin cidar 6lgiileri ve
profil yapilar1 temelinde, pithoslarin en az bir bu-
cuk metre yiiksekliginde ve yaklagik 50 cm agiz
capma sahip olduklar1 (Om. Kapak Capi: 54,3
cm; Kat. No: 7) ve bu odlgiiler esas alindiginda
da en az birer tonluk olduklart diisiiniilmektedir.
Ancak tiim tabaka kazilarinin tamamlanmamasi
ve pithoslarin biiylik ihtimalle zemine gomiilii/
yart gomiilii olarak kullanilmis olmasi ve yapi-
nin bu tabakasinda kirik pargalarla kargilagilmasi
nedeniyle, yapida toplam kag adet pithos oldugu
hentiiz bilinmemektedir. Diger taraftan, pithosla-
rn icerigine dair somut bir kanitla karsilmadi-
gmm da altmi ¢izmek gerekmektedir. Ele gecen
orneklerin i¢ yiizeylerinde herhangi bir regine ya
da tortul kalintisina rastlanmamigtir. Ancak orga-
nik kalintilarin da gilinlimiize korunagelmemesi
ihtimali dikkate alindiginda varsa dahi regine ka-
Iintilarmin kaybolmus olabilecegi diisiiniilebilir.
Bu baglamda, s6z konusu yapiya yakin biiyiik
boyutlu bir sarnicin (Biiyiik Sarni¢*) mevcut ol-
mast, pithoslarin su biriktirmekten ¢ok tahil ya da
zeytinyagi/sarap gibi kat1 veya sivi gida saklama
amaciyla yapiya getirilmis/kullanilmig olabile-
ceklerini isaret eder niteliktedir.

Pithos haricinde seramik tiiketimini gosteren diger
gruplari ise kiink, kiremit ve tuglalar olugturmak-

4 Altug2017: 181vd.

of all the sherds of pithoi examples. Intense lime
and a few mica used instead of quartz in the fabric
of the pithos lid (Cat. No: 7) have been detected.
The identification of pithoi with gold mica (Cat.
No: 1-6) (Figs. 2.1-2.6) both in the narthex and the
apse indicates that there are more than one pithos
including the same inclusions. The assessment of
all inclusion types suggests that the identification
of the use of a gold mica in ceramic production
is of utmost importance as a gold mica added ce-
ramic production center has not been known in the

vicinity so far.

Based upon details of the forms of the pithoi, it is
identified that the examples with coarse fabric gen-
erally are in similar form characteristics and have
rounded and flaring rims (e.g. Rim thickness: 11
cm; Cat. No: 3). Wall thickness is measured c.5
cm despite the fact that there are some differences
in the rim, body, and the parts close to the base. On
the other hand, few base examples found have a
concave base with a short affixion. All the exam-
ples” wall thickness or section-cut of the rims in-
dicate that the pithoi should have been at least one
meter high and have rims ¢.50 cm in diameter (e.g.
Lid Diameter: 54.3 cm; Cat. No: 7); also based on
these measurements, it is estimated that the pithoi
weighed at least one ton. The exact number of the
pithoi in the building has not been identified as all
layers have not been excavated yet and a group
of the pithoi had probably been used as buried/
semi-buried in the ground, therefore mostly broken
sherds of pithoi have been found so far. Besides, it
should be marked that there is no evidence of the
content of the pithoi. No resin residues or traces
were found on the inner surface of the examples
recovered. As the organic residues could probably
not be preserved until today, it can be suggested
that the resin residues, if any, might have disap-
peared. In this context, it is considered that the
pithoi may have been brought into the “Basilical
Structure” to store solid food such as grain or lig-
uid such as olive oil/wine rather than gathering wa-
ter, as the structure is to the “Big Cistern™.

Except for the pithoi, the other ceramic groups to
prove the consumption of ceramics are pipes, roof
tiles, and bricks. In general, pipes are in a cylindri-
cal shape with a narrower belly and they expand

4 Altug 2017: 1814f.



tadir. Kiink hatlar1 ya da kiinklerin pargalari ile ya-
pmnin hemen hemen her yerinde karsilasiimaktadir.
Kiinkler genel olarak; silindirik, ortasi nispeten
dar, iki ucuna dogru genisleyen ve bir ucu birbiri
icine gegmesini saglayan ¢ikintili agizli forma sa-
hiptirler. Yapida ele gegen tiim kiinklerin ¢aplari ve
uzunluklarma bakildiginda, birden fazla boyut ge-
sitliliginden bahsetmek miimkiindiir. Bazilarinin ig
ceperinde ve/veya agiz kisminda kullanimdan kay-
nakli kalin kalker tabakalar1 gozlemlenmistir. Ha-
mur yapisina dair bir 6rnegi ele almak gerekirse;
pithoslarla oldukg¢a benzer katkilarin oldugu ancak
daha ince elenmis kumla (Kat. No. 9) imal edildigi
anlasilmaktadir (Sek. 2.9; 3.9). Tuglalar ise, nere-
deyse tiim duvarlarda kullanildig: i¢in sayica yiik-
sek bir grubu olusturmaktadir. Miihiirlii tuglalarin
da buna paralel bigimde 6nemli bir sayiya sahip
oldugunu sdylemek miimkiindiir. Yapmin timi
ortaya c¢ikarilmadigl ve ayakta kalan duvarlarin
biitiinliigliniin bozulmamasi i¢in yerinde korundu-
gundan her tuglanin yiizeyi (harg¢ ve tuglalarin iist
iiste yerlestirilmis olmasi nedeniyle) goriintiilene-
memekte; mithiirlii ve miihiirsiiz tuglalarin sayisi
ya da birbirlerine orani bilinmemektedir. Ancak,
tespit edilebilen miihiirlii tugla sayisinin yaklagik
alt1 yliz, miihiir tip sayisinin ise en az yirmi oldu-
gunu sdylemek miimkiindiir. Ele alman pithos, pit-
hos kapagi ve kiinklerin aksine tugla hamurlarinda
mikanin yer almadig1 gézlemlenmistir (Kat. No: 8)
(Sek. 2.8; 3.8).°

Bazilikal yapmm MS 6. - 7. yiizyillara tarihlenen
tabakalarindaki tiiketim {iiriinlerini temsil eden se-
ramikleri iki ana grup altinda incelenebilmektedir.
[k grubu unguentariumlar olusturmaktadir. Apsis
icinden gelen toplu unguentarium buluntusunun
yani sira hemen hemen yapinin tiimiinde yayilim
gosterdigi anlasilan bu kaplar, yapinin islevi agi-
sindan ele alinmasi gereken en Onemli kanitlar-
dan biri olarak kabul edilebilir. S6z konusu toplu
buluntu yapinin kuzeydogusundaki nef ile apsisi
ayiran duvarin yaninda ele ge¢mistir (Sek. 1’de
mavi isaretli alan; -8/16 F/b-) (Sek. 4-5). Ungu-
entariumlar, ince elenmis kilden elde edilen kali-
teli hamurdan yapilmis ve iyi pisirilmis kaplardir.
Kutsal su, yag ya da ilag temelli bir {iriin tagidik-
larma dair oneri pek ¢ok arastirmaci tarafindan

5 Tugla iizerinde 5,1 x 11,4 cm dlgiilerine sahip ve +T'E(Ps
INAL . s+ yazili bir miihiir meveuttur: +T'swp(yiov) vd(1kTi®voq)
B’]+ Miihiir ¢dziimlemesi i¢in cf.Bardill 2004: Cat. No. 227a-b,
228.

“Bazilikal Yapi1"nin Seramik Buluntularina Bir Bakis
Ceramic Artifacts of the “Basilical Structure”: An Overview

towards their two ends, which one side in standard
form; the other side with a straight relatively long,
narrower rim than the body allowing the rims to
pass into the other pipe’s end. Pursuant to the di-
ameters and lengths of all pipes found in the build-
ing, it is estimated that there was more than one
size. The thick deposit limestone layers have been
observed in the inner wall or in the rim of some
pipes which represent traces of their use. On the
other hand, the fabric has similar inclusions with
pithoi and had been produced with fine sieved sand
(Cat. No: 9) (Figs. 2,9; 3,9). The bricks outnum-
ber all the others identified since they were used
on almost all walls of the building(s) as well. It is
estimated that there are a high number of stamped
bricks accordingly. As the whole structure has not
been uncovered yet and the surfaces of the bricks
in the field cannot be identified (due to the fact that
the mortar on them and bricks are stacked on each
other) to prevent damage to the standing walls in
general, the number of the stamped or unstamped
bricks or their ratio to each other is unknown.
Nevertheless, it can be noted that the number of
stamped bricks is approximately six hundred and
the number of types of brick stamps is at least
twenty. Contrary to the pithoi, the pithos lid, and
pipes examined, it was observed that bricks had
not included gold mica (Figs. 2.8; 3.8).°

The ceramic groups representing the consumption
products in the layers of the “Basilical Structure”
dated to the 6™ — 7™ ¢.AD can be classified into
two main groups. The first group is unguentaria.
An assemblage of the unguentaria has been found
in the apse and it is observed that these vessels
were found all over the building, thus, they may
be classified as critical proof of the function of the
building. This group of vessels was found next
to the wall between the apse and northeast nave
of the structure (blue circle on Fig. 1; -8/16 F/b-)
(Figs. 4-5). Unguentaria were produced of a quali-
fied fabric with fine sieved clay; they are well-fired
jars. The argument that these jars had contained
sacred water, oil, medicine, or such a product is
approved by many researchers.® An analysis of the
organic residues taken from the inner side of two

5 There is a stamp (5.1 x 11.4 cm) on the brick which is written
on it: +TEWPs INAL . s+ / +Teop(yiov) d(iktidvoc) p’] + cf.
Bardill 2004: Cat. No. 227a-b, 228.

6  Metaxas 2005: 67ff; Oziidogru — Diindar 2007: 145fF; Simsek
— Duman 2007: 285ff; Kaya 2017: 242-243.

109



110

Ulka Kara

kabul gérmektedir.® Bazilikal yapida ele gecen
unguentariumlardan ikisinin i¢inden alinan orga-
nik kalint1 iizerinden yapilan bir analiz ile, bitkisel
kalintilarin varhigmi kanitlamigtir.” Bu da, yapida
bulunan unguentariumlarin ila¢ ve/veya ilag yapi-
minda yardimet bir {iriin i¢erdigini diigiindiirmek-
tedir. Yapida ilag hazirlama islemi i¢in kullanildig:
sanilan bagkaca buluntular da bu 6neriyi destekler
niteliktedir. Mortariumlar, havan elleri ve az say1-
daki metal tip aleti s6z konusu Oneriyi isaret eden
buluntular olarak gosterilebilir.® Yapinin timiiniin
ortaya ¢ikarilmamasina kargin, ele gegen unguen-
tarium sayisinin fazlaligi nedeniyle bu kaplarin
yapinin islevine yonelik fonksiyonu/fonksiyon-
larindan birini gosterdigini diislinmek miimkiin-
diir. S6z konusu buluntularin ortaya koydugu so-
nuglara bakildiginda; gerek ele gectigi seviyenin
degiskenligi ve sayilarinin fazla olusu gerekse de
tizerlerindeki miihiir ¢esitliliginden birden fazla
merkezden (manastirlarin Uirettigi?) gelmis oldu-
gu onerilebilir.” Diger taraftan, unguentariumlarin
hepsinin tek seferde degil, degisik seferlerle bura-
ya getirilmis olabilecegi de 6nemli bir olasilik ola-
rak kabul edilmektedir. Ek olarak, buraya getiril-
digi sanilan s6z konusu iiriin (unguentariumlarin
icindeki madde/maddelerin) akiginin siparis gibi
diizenli bir aligverisi temsil ediyor olmasi da bu
kaplarin yapinin islevindeki konumlari i¢in dikkat
cekicidir.

Bir bagka tiiketim 6zelligi tagiyan seramik grubu
ise amphoralardir. Su ana dek, Akdeniz ve Kara-
deniz cevresinden pek ¢ok bdlge ve merkezden
geldigi anlagilan amphoralarda iki ithalat bolgesi
6n plana ¢ikmaktadir.'® Bu iki bolgeden sayica en
yogun olan1 temsil eden grup Ege kokenli amp-
horalardir. LR 2 amphoralar1!, Ege Denizi ¢ev-
resi ve adalarindan gelmis oldugu kabul edilen
en 6nemli tip olarak tammlanabilir.'? S6z konusu
evrede, LRA 2B ve LRA 2C alt gruplar1 en sik
karsilagilan formlardir (Sek. 6a-6b). Amphoranin
icerdigi ve yapiya getirdigi iiriiniin ise, sarap ve
zeytinyag olabilecegi sanilmaktadir. LR 2 amp-

6  Metaxas 2005: 67vd.; Oziidogru — Diindar 2007: 145vd.;
Simsek — Duman 2007: 285vd.; Kaya 2017: 242-243.

7  Kaya2017:243.

8  Aydingiin 2017: 4.

9  Kaya 2019: 46-50; Aydingiin vd., 2013: 1vd.

10 Kara2021: 73-93.

11 LRA 2 (Late Roman Amphora 2 = Ge¢ Roma Amphorasi 2)
12 Soz konusu amphora tipi, ayn1 zamanda Kiigiikgekmece Gol
Havzas1 (Bathonea?) kazilarinin tiimiinde % 27°lik oranla en yogun
karsilasilan amphora tipidir. Kara 2021: 75.

unguentaria from this assemblage clearly proved
the existence of plant remains.” This result sug-
gests that these unguentaria contained drugs and/
or an auxiliary product(s) for preparing drugs.
Besides, the other artifacts from the structure,
which have been claimed to have been used for
drug preparation, have supported the argument.
Mortaria, pestle, and a few metal medicine tools
may be claimed to support the argument.® Al-
though the entire structure has not been unearthed,
it can be estimated that these unguentaria reveal
the function/one of the functions of the building
due to their quantity. The variety of the levels they
were found, their quantity, and the variety of the
stamps on them imply that they could have come
here from different places (produced by monas-
teries?).” Also, the unguentaria might have been
brought not at once, but by different voyages. It
could be claimed that the product(s) supply (the
product(s) inside the unguentaria) may indicate “a
regular order” which is important to reveal the role
of the vessels for the function of the structure.

The other ceramic group indicating particular con-
sumption is amphorae. So far, two amphora import
regions stand out among others which are corfimed
to come from many regions and centers around the
Mediterranean and Black Sea.!” The group rep-
resenting the highest of these two regions is the
Aegean origin amphorae. LR 2! amphorae can be
defined as the most abundant (so far) type thought
to have come from here the Aegean Sea environ-
ment and its islands.'? At this level, the LRA 2B
and LRA 2C subgroups are the most common
forms (Figs. 6a-6b). The product which ampho-
ra contains and which has been transported here
inside the amphorae should be olive oil (wine ?).
The other type of amphora known to come from
the Aegean region is LRA 3'3.'* Based on the form
and feature of the examples of the LRA 3, It may
be argued that the amphora probably brought wine

7 Kaya2017: 243.

8  Aydingiin 2017: 4.

9  Kaya 2019: 46-50; Aydingiin et al.: 2013: 1ff.

10 Kara 2021: 73-93.

11 LRA?2 (Late Roman Amphora 2)

12 This amphora type is also the most frequently encountered
amphora type with a rate of 27% in all the Kii¢likgekmece Lake
Basin (Bathonea ?) excavation. Kara 2021: 75.

13 LRA 3 (Late Roman Amphora 3)

14 This amphora type is also the amphora type with a rate of 6%
in all the Kii¢iikgekmece Lake Basin (Bathonea ?) excavation. Kara
2021: 77.



horasi disinda Ege’den geldigi bilinen bir bagka
tip ise LRA 3'¥°diir.* Yapida ele gegen LR 3 6r1-
neklerinin form ve yapisal benzerlerinden yola
¢ikilarak, bu amphoranm biiyiik olasilikla buraya
sarap getirdigi diigiiniilmektedir (Sek. 7). Ege’den
zeytinyag: getirdigi sanilan bir baska tip ise Ephe-
sus 56 amphorasidir (Sek. 8). Amphoranin time
yakin formu (restorasyon sonrasi) apsisin i¢inden
(8/16 F/c) ele gegmistir. Ege bolgesini temsil etti-
&i sanilan bir baska amphora formu ise “Sardeis
Tipi” (8/16 F/c - 8/16 G/c) amphoralardir (Sek.
9). Ik bulgulara gore, Sardeis Tipi’nin sarap ya
da ilag bazli bir iiriin icermis olabilecegi diisiiniil-
mektedir."

Diger 6n plana ¢ikan ithalat bolgesi ise Dogu Ak-
deniz Bolgesi’dir. Dogu Akdeniz kiyilarmdan yola
¢ikarak buraya ulasmis amphora tiplerinden ilkini
LR 1'¢ amphoralar1 olusturmaktadir (Sek. 10)."7
Yogunlukla Kilikia Bolgesi ve Kibris’da iiretildigi
bilinmekle birlikte, Anadolu’nun Ege kiyilari, Ege
ve Akdeniz adalarmin bazilarinda da (Orn.Kos
Adasi/Halasarna yerlesimi, Girit) iiretim izleri
mevcuttur.'® Giinlimiiz verilerine dayanarak, LRA
1 6rneklerinin Bazilikal yapinin tiim mekanlarin-
da goriildiigii, herhangi bir noktada yogunlasma-
dig1 anlagilmaktadir. Ele gegen 6rneklerin ¢ogun-
lukla LRA 1B alt grubunu temsil ettigi ve Kilikia
kokenli olduklar1 diisiintilmektedir. Ayrica, LRA
1C’yi temsil ettigi diisliniilen bazi ampora parga-
lart ile de karsilasilmistir. S6z konusu amphora ti-
pinin, Bazilikal Yapi’ya Kilikia Bolgesi’nden yola
¢iktig1 sanilan sarabi getirdigi onerilebilir.

Misir’dan gelmis olan LR 7' amphorasi da Dogu
Akdeniz’i temsil eden amphoralardandir (Sek.
11).2° Yapida ele gecen s6z konusu amphora orne-
gi, Misir’da ele gegen ve benzer baska buluntular
g6z oniinde tutularak MS 7. yiizyilin ortast - 7.

13 LRA 3 (Late Roman Amphora 3 = Ge¢ Roma Amphorasi 3)
14  Soz konusu amphora tipi, ayn1 zamanda Kiigiikgekmece Gol
Havzas1 (Bathonea?) kazilarimn tiimiinde % 6’lik orana sahip
amphora tipidir. Kara 2021: 77.

15 Kara 2020: 429-430.

16 LRA 1 (Late Roman Amphora 1 = Ge¢ Roma Amphorasi 1)
17  Soz konusu amphora tipi, ayn1 zamanda Kiigiikgekmece Gol
Havzas1 (Bathonea?) kazilarmin timiinde % 21°lik orana sahip
amphora tipidir. Kara 2021: 79.

18 Soli-Pompeiopolis, Elaiussa-Sebaste, Aegeai (Yumurtalik/
Ayas), Kos Adasi/Halasarna, Paros Adasi/Naoussa, Lipsi Adasi,
Zygi-Petrini, Paphos, Amathous.

19 LRA7 (Late Roman Amphora 7 = Ge¢ Roma Amphorasi 7)
20 Carthage Late Roman Amphora 7: Riley, 1981: 117, Fig. 10.
Diger adlari: Bailey Type 37, Egloff 172-180; Peacock — Williams
524, AE 7 (Egyptian Amphora Type 7). Pieri, 2005: 128-132.
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to the structure (Fig. 7). Another type claimed to
have transported olive oil from the Aegean region
is the Ephesus 56 amphora (Fig. 8). An entire ex-
ample (by restoration) of the type was found in-
side the apse (8/16 F/c). Apart from these types,
“Sardis Type” is another amphora form suggested,
it represents the Aegean region (8/16 F/c - 8/16
G/c) (Fig. 9).»

The second prominent import region is the Eastern
Mediterranean. LR 1'® amphorae are among the
amphora types from the Eastern Mediterranean
coasts (Fig. 10).7 Although it has been proved that
it is mostly produced in the Cilicia and Cyprus, it
is known that the Aegean coasts of Anatolia and
some of the Aegean and Mediterranean islands
(e.g.Kos island/Halasarna, Crete) are the other
production regions.'® By the present data, the LRA
1 examples are seen in all of the structures and
they do not concentrate at any point of it. It has
been understood that the uncovered LRA 1 sherds
generally are of Cilician origin and represent the
LRA 1B subgroup. It may be offered that the type
of the amphorae had been brought wine from Cili-

cia here.

LR 7Y amphora from Egypt is also among the
types representing the Eastern Mediterranean
(Fig. 11).% Taking into account other similar sub-
types of amphora have been found in Egypt and
the other similar artifacts, the examples of the type
coming from the structure were dated to the be-
tween mid of the 7% ¢.AD and the end of the 7™
c.AD.?! Even though it is known that the type of
the LRA 7 had carried wine (fish ?), the product
that had been transported here by the LRA 7 has
not been revealed.” The type of the LR 7 ampho-

15 Kara 2020: 429-430.

16 LRA I (Late Roman Amphora 1)

17 This amphora type is also the amphora type with a rate of 21%
in all the Kiigiikgekmece Lake Basin (Bathonea ?) excavation. Kara
2021: 79.

18 Soli-Pompeiopolis, Elaiussa-Sebaste, Aegeai (Yumurtalik/
Ayas), Kos island/Halasarna, Paros island/Naoussa, Lipsi island,
Zygi-Petrini, Paphos, Amathous.

19 LRA7 (Late Roman Amphora 7)

20  Carthage Late Roman Amphora 7: Riley 1981: 117, Fig. 10.
Other names of the amphora: Bailey Type 37, Egloff'172-180;
Peacock — Williams 524, AE 7 (Egyptian Amphora Type 7). Pieri
2005: 128-132.

21 cf. Pieri 2005: Fig. 86.7/8; Dixneuf 2011: AE 7-1.5 Variantes
A-C, Fig. 148: 87-14; Fig. 159: 329; Senol 2018: Fig. 154; Fig.
156. See also production centers: Dixneuf 2011: 157-163.

22 Dixneuf 2011: AE 7-1.5 Variantes A-C, Fig. 159: 329; Senol
2009: 172; Senol 2018: 158.

m



M2

Ulka Kara

yiizyilin sonu araligina verilmistir.! LR 7 amp-
horalarinin sarap ve balik tasidigi da bilinmesine
kargin buraya hangi {iriinii getirdigi heniiz tespit
edilememistir.> Akdeniz’de ¢ok sayidaki yerle-
simde ele gegmis olmasinin yani sira Constanti-
nopolis bagta olmak ilizere Roma, Kartaca, Milan,
Ravenna ve Ephesos gibi belli bash merkezlerde
de LR 7 amphorasina rastlanmigtir.?

Dogu Akdeniz’den geldigi sanilan Crypta Balbi
12* amphorasi ise, genellikle Bazilikal Yapinin ap-
sis ve narteks kisminda ele gegmektedir. Giinliimiiz
verileri 15181nda, bu tipe ait en az bes adet amphora
tespit edilmis ve ortalama boyutta bir amphoranin
da kapasitesinin ¢.5,09 litre oldugu hesaplanmigtir
(Sek. 12).» Amphoramn ismini de aldig: Crypta
Balbi’de (Roma) ele gegen Orneklerden yola ¢i-
kilarak antik Filistin Bolgesi’nin (Palaestines)
kuzeyinde kalan bolgede tiretildigi sanilmaktadir
ve bu ornekler MS 7. yiizyila verilmistir.¢ S6z
konusu tip, Levant amphoralarmin incelendigi bir
calismada MS 7. yiizyilin sonuna; Korinth’den
gelmis ornekler ise MS 7. yiizyilin ortasina / II1.
ceyregine tarihlendirilmistir.’ Bu bilgiler 1s13in-
da, s6z konusu yapida rastlanan 6rneklerin de MS
7. yiizyilin bast ve sonu araligina tarihlenebilece-
gi onerilmektedir. Crypta Balbi 1 amphorasinin
hangi {iriinii igerdigi heniiz tespit edilememesine
kargin buraya sarap getirmis olabilecegi diisiiniil-
mektedir.?®

SONUC

“Bazilikal Yapi1”dan bulunmus yerli ve ithal se-
ramik gruplarinin yukarida incelenmesi netice-
sinde elde edilen verilere bakildiginda; gerek
yapinin fonksiyonuna/fonksiyonlarindan birine
dair gerekse de yapi ve yerlesimle ilgili ulagilabi-
lecek birden fazla sonug oldugu anlagiimaktadir.

21 cf. Pieri 2005: Fig. 86.7/8; Dixneuf 2011: AE 7-1.5 Variantes
A-C, Fig. 148: 87-14; Fig. 159: 329; Senol 2018: Fig. 154; Fig.
156. Uretim merkezleri igin ayrica, bkz: Dixneuf 2011: 157-163.
22 Dixneuf 2011: AE 7-1.5 Variantes A-C, Fig. 159: 329; Senol
2009: 172; Senol 2018: 158.

23 Hayes 1992: 66-67, Type 12, Fig. 49.189-192; Pieri 2005:
132, 201-202; Dixneuf 2011; Bezeczky 2013: 172, Type 58; Senol
2018: 159.

24 Sagui 1998: 318, Fig. 10.1; Sagui 2001: 291-292, 11.3.163.
25 Hacim 6l¢iimii boyunun basladig: yerden itibaren hesaplan-
mustir. www.amphoralex.org (20.02.2019) Rigor 1981: 193-194.
26 Reynolds 2005: 570-573.

27 Sagui vd. 1997: Fig. 2,7; Sagui 1998: 318, Fig. 10.1; Sagui
2001: 292, 11.3.163; Slane - Sanders 2005: 273, 278, 4-21, Fig. 11;
Reynolds 2005: 572.

28 Kara 2021: 82.

rae has been discovered in Constantinople, Rome,
Carthage, Milan, Ravenna, and Ephesos and plen-
ty of centers all around the Mediterranean.?

The Crypta Balbi 1** amphorae, the group con-
sidered to have come from the Eastern Mediterra-
nean, is principally found in the apse and the nar-
thex of the “Basilical Structure”. By the present
results of the excavation, at least five amphorae
examples have been identified and the capacity of
an average-sized amphora is measured to be ¢.5.09
liters (Fig. 12).% When the examples discovered in
Crypta Balbi (Rome) have been examined, after
which the amphora is named, it has been thought
that it was produced in the north of the ancient
Palestine region (Palaestina), and these examples
were argued to be dated to the 7" ¢.AD.?® This am-
phora type was dated to the end of the 7% ¢c.AD
by research on the Levantinian amphorae, also
examples came from Corinth were dated to the
middle of the 7" ¢. / third quarter of the 7" c.AD.%
In the light of this information, it has been claimed
that the examples uncovered in this building can
be dated to the beginning and/end of the 7% ¢.AD.
But, it has not yet been known which product the
Crypta Balbi 1 amphorae contained.?®

CONCLUSION

The assessment of the local or import ceramic
groups of “Basilical Structure” indicates that vari-
ous deduction on the function/functions, structure
and settlement can be made. Primarily, it is proved
that the various quality and/or types of products or
structures may be attributed to the different cen-
ters of production as various types of amphorae
the import ceramic groups were found. Although
the natural boundaries of the building were not
reached during the excavations, the relatively high
number of amphorae found may be attributed to the
assumption that the amphorae may have been sent
here for public service of the building rather than
a personal order. The various types of amphoras

23 Hayes 1992: 66-67, Type 12, Fig. 49.189-192; Pieri 2005:
132, 201-202; Dixneuf 2011; Bezeczky 2013: 172, Type 58; Senol
2018: 159.

24 Sagui 1998: 318, Fig. 10.1; Sagui 2001: 291-292, 11.3.163.
25 Volume is calculated from the neck. www.amphoralex.org
(20.02.2019) Rigor 1981: 193-194.

26 Reynolds 2005: 570-573.

27 Sagui et al. 1997: Fig. 2,7; Sagui 1998: 318, Fig. 10.1; Sagui
2001: 292, 11.3.163; Slane - Sanders 2005: 273, 278, 4-21, Fig. 11;
Reynolds 2005: 572.

28 Kara 2021: 82.



Oncellikle, ithal iiriinlerden amphoralarin birden
fazla cografi koken cesitliligi, yapiya farkli mer-
kezlerden farkli kalitede ve/veya tiirde iiriiniin
geldigini gostermektedir. Kazilarda yapimin dogal
smirlarina ulagilmamasina ragmen, amphora sa-
yisinin nispeten fazla olmas1 amphoralarin kisisel
siparisten Ote, yapinin varsayilan kamusal hizmeti
vesilesiyle buraya gonderilmis olma ihtimalini or-
taya ¢ikarmaktadir. Amphoralarin mevcudiyetinin
sebebi, devlet tarafindan yapilan bir tedarik ya da
yapinin iglevine gore buradaki yetkililer tarafindan
yapilmuis siparis olarak agiklanabilir. Bu tespit, d6-
nem i¢inde yapida yasayan kisi/kisilerin olduguna
dair ihtimali kuvvetlendirmektedir. Amphoralarin
yaptya getirdigi varsayilan sarap ve zeytinyaginin
yakin g¢evrede yetismesinin uygunluguna karsin,
disaridan da alim yapilmasi ve bu iiriinlerin ¢esitli
merkezlerden geliyor olmasi diizenli tedarigi/satin
almay1 gosteriyor olmalidir. Diger ithal seramik
grubu olan unguentariumlarin varlig1 ve yogunlu-
gu ise, bu kaplarin da yapinin islevi i¢indeki gore-
vini diisiindiirmektedir Ayrica, yapidaki diger ilag
hazirlama aletleri ile birlikte degerlendirildiginde
unguentariumlarin da yardimci ilag maddesi ige-
ren bir seramik grubu oldugu sonucuna varilabilir.
S6z konusu Oneriye gore, yapimin en azindan MS
6. - 7. yiizyillarda (en azindan bir siireligine) ilag-
larin yapilarak ya da karistirilarak kullanildig: bir
yer olarak hizmet gordiigii sanilmaktadir. Farkli
yerleri temsil ettigi sanilan unguentarium miihiir-
lerinin bir arada ele ge¢mis olmasi, bu kaplarin
manastirlarca tretilip ve doldurulup geldikleri
varsayildiginda, hem dini karakterli hem de tedavi
hizmeti veren bir yapiy1 isaret eder niteliktedir. Bu
bilgiler 15181nda; unguentariumlarin, amphoralarin
buradaki varligi ile ayn1 sebepten, diger bir deyisle
ayni kamu hizmetine yonelik olarak gelmis olduk-
larim dnermek miimkiindiir.

Diger taraftan, gevrede iiretilmis oldugu sanilan
yerel kap grubu olarak pithoslardan elde edilen
sonuglar da oldukg¢a dnemlidir. Pithos pargalarimin
bize gosterdigi lizere (¢ok kirik parcali olmalarina
ve bir pithosun yiizlerce pargaya ayrilabilir olmasi-
na ragmen), hamur ve form 6zellikleri yapida bir-
den fazla pithos oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir. S6z
konusu pitholarin gida depolama amagli olduklar
g6z oniinde bulunduruldugunda, bu gidalarin bu-
rada (yapida?) tedavi gordiigii sanilan kisilerin
beslenmesinde kullamildiklart ileri siiriilebilir. Bu
baglamda s6z konusu pithos ve amphoralar, var-

“Bazilikal Yapi1"nin Seramik Buluntularina Bir Bakis
Ceramic Artifacts of the “Basilical Structure”: An Overview

found may be associated with the demand by the
state or an order by the officials there according to
the function of the building which may imply that
there was individual(s) residing in the building in
the period. Despite convenient conditions around
the Firuzkoy and its hinterland for wine and olive
oil production (which claimed to be transferred to
the building by the amphorae), their transfer here
from overseas territories and various centers may
be attributed to a regular supply/purchase. On the
other hand, the presence and density of unguentar-
ia, which are labeled the other imported ceramic
group, suggested the role of these vessels in the
function of the building. In addition, to evaluate
together with other drug preparation tools, it might
be claimed that the unguentaria are also a ceramic
group-containing (product inside the jars) auxilia-
ry medication substance(s). According to the ar-
gument in question, it is thought that the structure
served as a place/institution where drugs were uti-
lized by making or blending drugs at least during
(at least for a while) the 6" — 7" ¢. AD. The fact
that a variety of unguentaria stamps, which may
have represented the different production centers,
have been found together, assuming that these jars
were produced and filled by monasteries, indicates
an ecclesiastical character and a therapeutic ser-
vice of the structure. In the light of this informa-
tion, it is possible to ascertain that the unguentar-
ia came for the same aim here as the presence of
amphorae, in the other words, for the same public

service.

Besides, the results of examining the fabric of the
pithoi, one of the local production ceramic groups,
are important. The features of the fabric and form
of the pithoi sherds (even though they can be
broken into hundreds of pieces and are very frag-
mented) have proved that there was more than one
pithos in the structure. It might be assumed that
the foods inside the pithoi were used for the nu-
trition of individuals who resided in the structure.
Herewith the pithoi and amphorae may also indi-
cate that the hypothetical treatment service was an
accommodation service.

This paper also focused on the fabric and the sub-
stances of the pottery groups which are thought to
be local. It can be claimed that pipes, bricks, and
roof tiles were brought from the production cen-
ter(s) in the vicinity of the settlement as they were
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sayimsal tedavi hizmetinin konaklamali bir hizmet
oldugunu da gosteriyor olabilir. Amphoralar gibi
pithoslarin da yapida c¢alisan ve/veya konaklayan
(belki tedavi hizmeti alan) kisilerin tiikketimi igin
burada bulundugunun 6nerilmesi miimkiindiir.

Aragtirmanin projeksiyon tuttugu bir diger konu
ise, yerel oldugu diigiiniilen seramik gruplarinin ha-
mur ve katki madde yapilarina dairdir. S6z konusu
gruplar (kiink, tugla ve kiremit) yapmin insaasinda
kullanildiklari i¢in (hepsinin ilk kullanimi olduklar
varsayildiginda) bolgesel olarak yakin iiretim mer-
kezinden/merkezlerinden getirildikleri kabul edil-
mektedir. Bu baglamda, Ge¢ Roma — Erken Bizans
(?), Bizans ve Osmanli Donemleri’nde Istanbul
cevresinde bilinen/olasi seramik iiretim merkezleri
veya kil yataklarmna dair yapilmis arastirma sonug-
lar1 oldukca 6nemlidir. Halig, Eyiip, Haskody-Ka-
simpaga, Tekfur Saray1 (Ayvansaray), Biiyiikde-
re-Yenikdy, Tophane, Topkapt Saray1 (Cinicileri)
gibi nispeten sehrin i¢inde ve yakin ¢evresinde ya
da Goksu, Beykoz, Hoskdy - Gazikdy (Tekirdag)
ve Marmara Adasi gibi daha uzak mesafedeki ¢ev-
rede seramik iiretimlerine dair bulgu veya yazil ta-
rih kanitlartyla karsilagilabilmektedir.? S6zii edilen
her alanda seramik {iretiminin varhg: kanitlanma-
mistir; veya Geg Antik Dénem’de kiremit, tugla,
kiink veya pithos iiretimi olup olmadigina dair net
bilgiler elde edilememektedir. Osmanli Dénemi’n-
de tugla ve kiremit iiretimi yapilan yerlere bakildi-
ginda ise ad1 gecen yerler; Hoskdy, Miirefte, Ka-
lamis, Eriklice, Gazikdy, Kirazli gibi Istanbul ve
Tekirdag sinirlan i¢inde kalan yerlerdir. Ek olarak,
Gelibolu ve Ecebat’ta da Istanbul icin kiremit ve
tugla tiretimi yapildig1 bilinmektedir. Bununla bir-
likte, “Bazilikal Yap1”da pithoslarin bir boliimiinde
yogun olarak karsilasilan sar1 mika gibi bir katki
maddesinin Tstanbul iginde veya yakin gevresin-
deki mevcudiyeti de dikkat ¢ekici bir soru isareti
olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Baz1 katki hammad-
delerinin disaridan iiretim yerine getirilmis olabi-
lecegine dair olasiligin da gz oniinde tutulmasina
karsin, bu durumun siirdiiriilebilirliginin dénemin
seramik iretim kogullar1 c¢ercevesinde sorgulan-
mas1 gerekmektedir. Tugla agisindan ise, Kiigiik-
¢cekmece GOl Havzasi (Bathonea ?) kazilarinda ele
gecen Orneklerde su anki bilgiler 1518inda mikasiz

29 Bardill 2004: 3-5; Calislar Yenisehirlioglu 2012: 78-99; Giin-
senin 1992: 197-207; Kahya 1992: 13. Marmara Adas1 yakinlarinda
kiremit ve kiink mevcut olan batiklar i¢in ayrica bkz: Giinsenin
2002: 130, Fig. 8.2.

used in the construction of the structure. The re-
sult of this research on possible/known production
centers or clay deposits around Istanbul during the
Late Roman — Early Byzantine (?), Byzantine, and
Ottoman Periods are quite important. The findings
or written historical evidence of ceramic produc-
tion can be encountered relatively in the city, such
as the Golden Horn, Eyiip, Haskdy-Kasimpasa,
Tekfur Palace (Ayvansaray), Biiylikdere-Yenikoy,
Tophane, Topkapi1 palace (Cinicileri), or in more
distant places such as Goksu, Beykoz, Hoskdy-
Gazikoy (Tekirdag) and Marmara island.” The
ceramic production in all mentioned areas has not
been proven; or it is not possible to obtain concise
data on the production of roof tiles, bricks, pipes,
or pithoi in the Late Antiquity. Hoskdy, Miirefte,
Kalamus, Eriklice, Gazikoy, and Kirazli are places,
which were known as the centers that produced
bricks, roof tiles, and pipes in the Ottoman peri-
od, within the borders of Istanbul and Tekirdag.
Also, Gallipoli and Ecebat were the other pro-
duction centers that produced tiles and bricks for
Istanbul. However, whether some inclusions such
as gold mica, which is encountered in some pithoi
examples that came from the “Basilical Building”,
exist in and/or the immediate vicinity in Istanbul
should be questioned as well. Even though the in-
clusion materials could have been brought to the
production center from another place (from a long
distance), it should be noted that this was more
difficult to sustain this kind of production under
the period’s circumstances. On the other hand,
the bricks unearthed in the site of Kii¢iikcekmece
Lake Basin (Bathonea ?) with micaceous fab-
ric were encountered (e.g. Cat. No. 8). But, it is
known that there have been found brick examples
containing volcanic rock or micaceous among the
examples examined for those working on the oth-
er buildings of Constantinople.*® Considering the
pipes in terms of local ceramic production, the
presence of gold mica detected in the examples
needs evaluation of the possible production site
together with the pithoi.

If the gold mica source is investigated in/or sur-
rounding Istanbul (in the areas that are now inside

29  Bardill 2004: 3-5; Calislar Yenischirlioglu 2012: 78-99;
Giinsenin 1992: 197-207; Kahya 1992: 13. See also for shipwrecks
including tiles and pipes in the vicinity of the Marmara island:
Giinsenin 2002: 130, Fig. 8.2.

30 Kahya 1992: 62, 144.



hamura sahip 6rnekler ile kargilagiimistir (6rn.Kat.
No. 8). Heniiz yerlesimde mikali 6rneklerle karsi-
lagilmamig olmasina ragmen, Constantinopolis ya-
pilartyla ilgili ¢aligmalardaki incelenmis 6rnekler
arasinda volkanik kayag iceren veya mikal tugla
orneklerinin varhig da bilinmektedir.* Yerel sera-
mik iiretimi agisindan kiinklere bakildiginda, ele
alinan Ornekte goriilen sart mikanin varhigi, olasi
iiretim yerinin pithoslarla birlikte degerlendirilme-
sini gerektirmektedir.

Istanbul icinde veya yakimindaki (giiniimiizde
sehrin iginde kalmig alanlarda) sar1 mika kaynagi
aragtirildiginda; Firuzkdy yakinlart dahil olmak
iizere mikali jeolojik dzelikler gdsteren alanlarin
varlig1 ortaya konmustur.’' Ancak, Istanbul iginde
kalan bu alanlardan kaynak olarak herhangi bir
hammadde saglandigi, bu alanlarin herhangi bir
seramik {iretiminde kullanima uygunlugu ya da
tarihsel siiregte kullanilmis olduguna dair herhan-
gi bir bilgi ya da kamt heniiz mevcut degildir. An-
cak, ileride yapilacak kil yatagi-katki ve seramik
hamur karsilagtirmalarina dair ¢alismalarin, gerek
Kiigiikgekmece GOl Havzasi (Bathonea?) kazi-
larinda tespit edilen yapilarda kullanilan mimari
eleman gerekse de Constantinopolis i¢indeki diger
yapilarin seramik elemanlarmm iiretim ve/veya
hammadde yerlerini aciklamaya yardimci olacagi
beklenmektedir. Bununla birlikte, Kii¢iikcekmece
Gol Havzas: (Bathonea?) yerlesiminde tespit edi-
len kiink, pithos, tugla ve kiremit buluntularinin
hamurlar1 iizerinde yapilacak detayli gruplayict
caligmalar da bu konuda daha ileri bilgiler sagla-
yacaktir. Ek olarak, gelecekte yapilmasi planlanan
ve ileriki ¢aligmalara eklenmesi beklenen petrog-
rafik analizlerin yani sira, kaplarin i¢indeki {iriinii
isaret edebilecek kalinti analizlerinin de gergek-
lesmesi, sdz konusu arastirmay1 genisletmesi bek-
lenen diger hedefler arasinda yer almaktadir.

30 Kahya 1992: 62, 144.

31 Okutgen 2012: 51 -56. Tugla tiretimi ve kil katki maddelerine
dair bilgi paylasimi ve kiymetli yardimlart igin Kastamonu Uni-
versitesi Arkeoloji Boliimii Ogretim Uyesi, Dr. Ogr. Uyesi Murat
Eroglu’na tesekkiirii borg bilirim. Tugla tiretimi igin ayrica bkz:
Kahya 1992: 6-13; Bardill 2004: v.I, 3-5; Kurugdl — Tekin 2010:
767-777; Eroglu - Akyol 2017: 141-162.
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the city present as Istanbul is a metropolitical),
the existence of areas with micaceous geological
features, including fields in the Firuzkdy, has been
confirmed.’' However, there is no information or
evidence yet that any raw materials were obtained
from these areas as a source within Istanbul, their
suitability for use in any ceramic production, or
that is was used in the historical periods. None-
theless, further studies on clay deposits-inclu-
sions and ceramic fabric comparisons will help
to explain the production and/or raw material
locations of the architectural elements and local
ceramic production used in the structures found in
the Kiigclikcekmece Lake Basin (Bathonea?) exca-
vations, as well as the ceramic elements of other
buildings in Constantinople. In addition, detailed
grouping studies to be accomplished on the pipes,
pithoi, bricks, and roof tiles revealed in the site of
Kiiciikgekmece Lake Basin (Bathonea?) will also
provide further information and discovery on this
subject. In addition, the petrographic analysis, in-
tended to be carried out in the future as further
studies, as well as residue analysis that may in-
dicate the product in the vessels, are among the
other aims which are expected to expand this re-
search.

31 Okutgen 2012: 51 -56. I would like to thank Dr. Murat
Eroglu who is a member of the Kastamonu University Archaeo-
logy Department for knowledge sharing and his support on brick
production and inclusions of clay. See also for the topic of brick
production: Kahya 1992: 6-13; Bardill 2004: v.1I, 3-5; Kurugdol
Tekin 2010: 767-777; Eroglu - Akyol 2017: 141-162.
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KATALOG*

CATALOG*®

Kat. No: 1

Miihiirli pithos govdesi (Sek. 2.1; 3.1)

Env. no.: 41/21-1

Buluntu Yeri ve Kodu: 8/12F/c; +6.40 m/Temizlik
(")lciileri: 20,3 x 14,6 cm; cidar kal.: 4,9 cm

Hamur Rengi: 10 R 3/4 dusky red

Astar Rengi: 10 R 4/2 weak red

Katkisi: Samot, beyaz ve bordo kuvars, az sar1 mika.

Cat. No: 1

Fragment of stamped pithos (Figs. 2.1; 3.1)
Inv. no.: 41/21-1

Findspot: 8/12F/c; +6.40 m/Cleaning
Dimensions: 20.3 x 14.6 cm; wall: 4.9 cm
Fabric: 10 R 3/4 dusky red

Slip: 10 R 4/2 weak red

Inclusions: Grog, white, and claret red quartz, few gold
mica.

Kat. No: 2

Pithos Govdesi (Sek. 2.2; 3.2)

Env. no.: 136/21-2

Buluntu Yeri ve Kodu: 8/12F/d; +5.60-5.50 m
Olgiileri: 17 x 13,2 cm; cidar kal.: 5 cm
Hamur Rengi: 10 R 4/6 red

Astar Rengi: 10 R 6/3 pale red

Katkilari: Sar1 mika, bordo iri, krem ve gri kiigiik kuvars.
c.1 cm genislige varan kuvars katkilidir.

Cat. No: 2

Fragment of pithos (Figs. 2.2; 3.2)
Inv. no.: 136/21-2

Findspot: 8/12F/d; +5.60-5.50 m
Dimensions: 9 x 6,4 cm; wall: 4.6 cm
Fabric: 10 R 4/6 red

Slip: 10 R 6/3 pale red

Inclusions: Gold mica, big, claret red quartz, little, grey
quartz. Some of quartzes are c.1 cm.

Kat. No: 3

Pithos Agz1 (Sek. 2.3; 3.3)

Env. No.: 123/21-1

Buluntu Yeri ve Kodu: 8/12F/d; +6.70-5.50 m

Olgiileri: 22,5 x 16,3 cm; agiz kenart kal: 11 cm; cidar
kal: 3,3 cm

Hamur Rengi: 10 R 3/4 dusky red
Astar Rengi: 10 R 4/4 weak red
Katkilar: Beyaz kuvars, sar1 mika, samot, kireg.

Cat.No: 3

Pithos rim (Figs. 2.3; 3.3)

Inv. No.: 123/21-1

Findspot: 8/12F/d; +6.70-5.50 m

Dimensions: 22.5 x 16.3 cm; rim thickness: 11 cm; wall:
33 cm

Fabric: 10 R 3/4 dusky red
Slip: 10 R 4/4 weak red
Inclusions: White quartz, silver mica, grog, lime.

Kat. No: 4

Graffitolu pithos govdesi (Sek. 2.4; 3.4)

Env. No.: 123/21-2

Buluntu Yeri ve Kodu: 8/12F/d; +6.70-5.50 m
Olgiileri: Cidar kal.: 5 cm

Hamur Rengi: 10 R 5/3 weak red

Astar Rengi: 10 R 5/4 weak red

Katkilari: Sar1 mika, bordo ve krem renkli kuvars, kireg.

Cat. No: 4

Fragment of pithos with graffito (Fig. 2.4; 3.4)
Inv. No.: 123/21-2

Findspot: 8/12F/d; +6.70-5.50 m
Dimensions: Wall: 5 cm

Fabric: 10 R 5/3 weak red

Slip: 10 R 5/4 weak red

Inclusions: Gold mica, claret red quartz, cream quartz,
and lime.

Kat. No: 5§

Bezemeli Pithos govdesi (Sek. 2.5; 3.5)

Env. No.: 60/21-1

Buluntu Yeri ve Kodu: 8/16G/d; +5.30-4.80 m
Olgiileri: 14 x 10,3 cm, cidar kal.: 3,1 cm
Hamur Rengi: 10 R 5/6 red

Astar Rengi: 10 R 6/6 pale red

Katkilari: Nispeten ince elenmis hamurlu ve kiigiik bo-
yutlu katkili. Beyaz, gri kuvars, samot, sar1 mika katkili.

Cat. No: 5

Fragment of decorated pithos (Figs. 2.5; 3.5)
Inv. No.: 60/21-1

Findspot: 8/16G/d; +5.30-4.80 m
Dimensions: 14 x 10.3 cm, wall: 3.1 cm
Fabric: 10 R 5/6 red

Slip: 10 R 6/6 pale red

Inclusions: Relatively fine-grained fabric and small inclu-
sions. White and grey quartz, grog, and gold mica.

32 AC: Agiz Capi.
33 D: Diameter; RD: Rim Diameter.
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Kat. No: 6

Pithos govdesi (Sek. 2.6; 3.6)

Env. no.: 182/21/1

Buluntu Yeri ve Kodu: 8/16 G/b; +5.00-4.81 m
Olgiileri: 26,2 x 22,2 cm; cidar kal. 5,6 cm
Hamur Rengi: 10 R 4/8 red

Astar Rengi: 10 R 6/4 pale red

Katkilar: Ince elenmis hamurlu. Biiyiik beyaz kuvars,
sar1 mika, kireg katkil1.

“Bazilikal Yapi1"nin Seramik Buluntularina Bir Bakis
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CATALOG

Cat. No: 6

Fragment of pithos (Figs. 2.6; 3.6)

Inv. No.: 182/21-1

Findspot: 8/16 G/b; +5.00-4.81 m
Dimensions: 26.2 x 22.2 cm; wall: 5.6 cm
Fabric: 10 R 4/8 red

Slip: 10 R 6/4 pale red

Inclusions: Fine-grained fabric. Big and white quartz,
gold mica, lime.

Kat. No: 7

Pithos kapag (Sek. 2.7; 3.7)

Env. no.: 90/21-1

Buluntu Yeri ve Kodu: 8/12F/c; +6.06 m
Olgiileri: Cap: 54,3 cm; cidar kal.: 3,7 cm
Hamur Rengi: 10 R 6/3 pale red

Astar Rengi: 10 R 7/6 light red

Katkisi: ince elenmis hamurlu. Yogun kireg, az mika
katkili.

Cat. No: 7

Pithos lid (Figs. 2.7; 3.7)

Inv. No: 90/21-1

Findspot: 8/12F/c; +6.06 m

Dimensions: D: 54.3 cm; Wall.: 3.7 cm

Fabric: 10 R 6/3 pale red

Slip: 10 R 7/6 light red

Inclusions: Fine-grained fabric. Intense lime, few mica.

Kat. No: 8

Miihiirli Tugla (Sek. 2.8; 3.8)

Env. No.: 68/21-1

Buluntu Yeri ve Kodu: 8/12E/d; +6.31-6.15 m
Olgiileri: 33 x 33,6 cm, cidar kal.: 5,3 cm
Hamur Rengi: 2.5 R 5/6 red

Astar Rengi: 2.5 R 7/2 pale red

Katkilar:: Ince elenmis hamurlu ve kiigiik katkili. Beyaz
kuvars ve kireg.

Cat. No: 8

Brickstamp (Figs. 2.8; 3.8)

Inv. No.: 68/21-1

Findspot: 8/12E/d; +6.31-6.15 m
Dimensions: 33 x 33.6 cm, wall: 5.3 cm
Fabric: 2.5 R 5/6 red

Slip: 2.5 R 7/2 pale red

Inclusions: Relatively fine-grained and small inclusions.
White quartz and lime.

Kat. No: 9

Kiink Agzi (Sek. 2.9; 3.9)

Env. No.: 113/21-1

Buluntu Yeri ve Kodu: 8/16F/c; +6.05-5.50 m
(")lciileri: 4,15 x 6,8 cm, cidar kal.: 1,2 cm, c.AC: 8 cm
Hamur Rengi: 10 R 5/3 weak red

Astar Rengi: 10 R 7/4 pale red

Katkilari: Nispeten ince elenmis hamurlu ve kiigiik bo-
yutlu katkili. Bordo, sar1 ve gri kuvars, kireg, az sar1 mika
katkili.

Cat.No: 9

Pipe rim (Figs. 2.9; 3.9)

Inv. No.: 113/21-1

Findspot: 8/16F/c; +6.05-5.50 m

Dimensions: 4.15 x 6.8 cm, wall: 1.2 cm, ¢.RD: 8 cm
Fabric: 10 R 5/3 weak red

Slip: 10 R 7/4 pale red

Inclusions: Relatively fine-grained fabric and small inclu-
sions. Claret red, yellow, and grey quartz, few gold mica.
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ok Bazilikal ¥apo'da Pithos vayslim alans,
O Tuphi Unguentsrivmbann balunt alan.

ck. 1: Bazilikal Yapi’da tespit edilen toplu unguentarrumlarin buluntu yeri ve pithos pargalarinin
k. 1: Bazilikal Yapr’d: it edil I iuml buls i ithy 1
giincel yayilim alani (Cizim: A. Enez - U. Kara)

Fig. 1: Spot of the unguentaria and the outspread pithoi sherds in the “Basilical Planned Structure”
(Drawing: A. Enez - U. Kara)
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Ulka Kara

Kat. No. 2 / Cat. No. 2 Kat. No. 3/ Cat. No. 3

Kat. No. 6/ Cat. No, 6

Kat, Mo, 8/ Cat. No, § Kat. No. 9/ Cat. No. 9

Sek. 2: Pithos, tugla ve kiink 6rnekleri (Fotograf: S. Kara)

Fig. 2: The examples of the pithoi, brick and pipe (Photograph: S. Kara)
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i

Kat. No. 1/ Cat. Ho 1 Kat. No. 2 / Cat. No. Kat. No. 3/ Cat. No. 3

Kat. No. 6/ Cat. No. 6

Kat. No. 7/ Cat. No. 7 Kat, No. & / Cat. No. § Kat. No. 9/ Cat. No. @

Sek. 3: Pithos, tugla ve kiink drneklerine ait makro ¢ekim fotograflari (Fotograf: S. Kara)
Fig. 3: Macro photographs of the pithoi, brick, and pipe (Photograph: S. Kara)
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Ulka Kara

Sek. 4: Toplu unguentarium buluntusunun in situ gorintiisii (Fotograf: Bathonea Kazi1 Arsivi)

Fig. 4: In-situ of assemblege of the unguentaria (Photograph: Bathonea Excavation Archive)

Sek. 5: Temizlik ve konservasyon sonrasi unguentariumlar (Fotograf: Bathonea Kazi Arsivi)

Figs. 5: The unguentaria after cleaning and conservation process (Photograph: Bathonea Excavation Archive)
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Sek. 6-12: 6a-b) LRA 2 (Kara 2021: Sek. la); 7) LRA 3 dibi (Kara 2021: Sek. 5b); 8) Ephesus 56 amphorasi
(Kara 2021: Sek. 6); 9) “Sardeis Tipi” (Kara 2021: Sek. 7a); 10) LRA 1 (Kara 2021: Sek. 8); 11) LRA 7 (Kara 2021: Sek. 12a); 12)
Crypta Balbi 1 amphorasi (6l¢eksiz) (Kara 2021: Sek. 13b)

Figs. 6-12: 6a-b) LRA 2 (Kara 2021: Sek. 1a); 7) Base of the LRA 3 (Kara 2021: Sek. 5b); 8) Ephesus 56 amphora
(Kara 2021: Sek. 6); 9) “Sardis Type” (Kara 2021: Sek. 7a); 10) LRA 1 (Kara 2021: Sek. 8); 11) LRA 7 (Kara 2021: Sek. 12a); 12)
Crypta Balbi 1 amphora (non-scale) (Kara 2021: Sek. 13b)




