ACTA ARCHAEOLOGICA LODZIENSIA NR 65

Inga Gluszek
https://doi.org/10.26485/AAL/2019/65/1

BLACK-GLOSS CAMPANA POTTERY FROM NIKONION AND HISTRIA —
PRELIMINARY STUDY'

ABSTRACT The archaeological excavations on ancient archaeological sites of North-western coast of the Black
Sea have brought a great number of finds of black-gloss pottery. For pottery examples dated on the Archaic and
Classical periods, these are mainly vessels manufactured in Athens. In contrast, artefacts from the Hellenistic period
represent a wide spectrum of imports from various centres of production. At the current stage of research, many pro-
duction centres have not yet been recognized. However the dynamically developing studies in this area allowed to
recognised a several centres of production such as Pergamon, Knidos, Thasos workshops as well as the Asia Minor
group. These groups of pottery were recognised among archaeological finds from the north-western Black Sea territo-
ry. Considering the black-gloss pottery from that region the appearance of the Campana ware is very interesting and
suggests a wide range of long distance distribution of tableware in the Hellenistic period.
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ABSTRAKT Wykopaliska archeologiczne na starozytnych stanowiskach pdéinocno-zachodniego wybrzeza
Morza Czarnego przyniosty wiele znalezisk ceramiki czarnopokostowanej. W przypadku znalezisk z okresu ar-
chaicznego i klasycznego sa to naczynia pochodzace z warsztatéw ateniskich. Natomiast artefakty z okresu helleni-
stycznego reprezentuja szerokie spektrum importéow z réznych centréw produkceji. Na obecnym etapie badan wiele
przyktadow ceramiki czarnopokostowanej okresu hellenistycznego nie zostato jeszcze rozpoznanych ze wzgledu
na miejsce ich wytworzenia. Jednak dynamicznie rozwijajace si¢ badania w tym zakresie pozwolity wskaza¢ kil-
ka centrow produkcji, takich jak Pergamon, Knidos, warsztaty Tazos, a takze grupg¢ ceramiki matoazjatyckie;j.
Przyktady takich znalezisk pochodza z r6znych stanowisk greckich zlokalizowanych na wybrzezu Morza Czarnego.
Wisréd zabytkow interesujace sg przyktady naczyn grupy Campana A, ktorych znaleziska sugeruja szeroka dystry-
bucje naczyn czarnopokostowanych w okresie hellenistycznym.

Stowa kluczowe: ceramika czarnopokostowana, Morze Czarne, ceramika Campana, kolonizacja grecka

The archaeological excavations on ancient
archaeological sites of North-western coast of the
Black Sea have brought a great number of finds
of black-gloss pottery. The vessels of this cate-
gory appeared in Pontic cities such as Histria and
Olbia since the third quarter of 6™ century B.C.2

In other sites like Nikonion, which is an example of
the second phase of developing Greek settlement on

Histria is only a partially published the larger group of
pottery finds from the site is the subject of present au-
thor’s research. The black-gloss pottery from Olbia also
is not published in whole range, but some part of early

! The article is a result of study conducted
by the author as a part of a project “Antyczne Nikonion —
analiza i weryfikacja danych z badan archeologicznych
1957-2013”, which has been funded by the National
Centre of Science granted on the basis of decision num-
ber 2018/02/X/HS3/01263.

2 The catalogue provided by Histria 4 — the mon-
ography series publicities the results of excavations at
Histria archaeological site introduced a selected group
of black gloss ware mainly dated to the Classical peri-
od: Alexandrescu, 1978: 82-9. Black-gloss pottery from

examples of that ware were described considering finds
from excavations of so-called central part of the site and
temenos territory: Rusyaeva, Nazarchuk 2006: 169-177;
Nazarchuk 2014: 312-356. There is also a detailed cata-
logue of finds from the Lower City of Olbia (Handberg
et al. 2010: 186-260) but the finds from that excavations
refer mostly to the latter period of polis existence. The
other interesting publication but without detailed study
of finds is a catalogue of pottery from necropolis of Olbia
(Parovich-Peshikan 1974), the monography mostly con-
sider finds from Hellenistic period.
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the Black Sea coast, finds of black-gloss pottery are
recorded from the late 6th century B.C.2

For pottery examples dated on the Archaic and
Classical periods, these are mainly vessels manu-
factured in Athens. In contrast, artefacts from the
Hellenistic period represent a wide spectrum of im-
ports from various centres of production.

At the present stage of research, it can be as-
sumed that the highest intensity of imports of black-
gloss pottery from the Athenian workshops falls on
all north-west Black Sea archaeological sites for
the period from the 5" to the end of the 4" century
B.C.; Athenian vessels are well represented in Olbia
and Nikonion also in the period between the end of
the 4" and the middle of the 3™ century B.C. There
are publications sketching wide variety of forms
and fabrics of Hellenistic black-gloss pottery for
Olbia, the number of finds is significantly lower for
Nikonion and the pottery from Histria is ongoing
process of study but the results of that study already
proofed that the import of black-gloss pottery on
that archaeological site was intense and continued
till the late Hellenistic period.

At this point, it should also be noted that the
number of finds of tableware covered with a black-
gloss coming from excavations in Histria, Olbia
and Nikonion dating back to the Hellenistic period
is smaller compared to the Classical period, which
suggests a decrease in the intensity of manufactur-
ing, import and distribution of this type of vessels to
the Greek polis of the north-west coast of the Black
Sea. Nevertheless, as soon as in the early Hellenistic
period, a kind of import diversification was ob-
served at these sites, consisting in a reduction in the
volume of imports from Athens and the emergence
and gradual increase in the number of vessel finds
from other (non-Attic) pottery workshops. In addi-
tion, for both Olbia and Histria (as preliminary stud-
ies show), significant presence of black-gloss ves-
sels in the 3™ and 2™ century B.C. can be assumed.*

3 The general chronology of finds is presented
by Natalia Michajlovna Sekerskaya in the monography:
Sekerskaya 1989: 34-37; the detailed study of distribu-
tion of the black-gloss pottery at the north-western Black
Sea based on finds from Nikonion is represented in:
Gtluszek 2017: 83.

4 There is a rich literature on the black-glossed pot-
tery distribution from the Black Sea area in the Classi-
cal and Hellenistic Period but the subject still requires
special consideration especially for the late Classical and
Hellenistic Period, when the process of black-glossed
pottery production and distribution became more com-
plex (Morgan 2004: 152-171; Handberg et al. 2010: 198-
191; Zhuravlev 2014: 129-130).

Considering the black-gloss pottery of Hel-
lenistic period, at first the production in the new
workshops was strongly influenced by Athenian
products, both the shapes and the decoration of the
vessels were imitated. However, the new pottery
workshops relatively quickly proposed new local
forms for already well-recognized types, also in-
troduced characteristic ways of decoration as well
as new shapes, sometimes inspired by the forms of
local pots.” Due to the large variety of forms, dec-
orations and technological features in black-gloss
pottery of the Hellenistic period, at the current
stage of research, many production centres have
not yet been recognized. It is to be highlighted that
in many cases, the particular shapes of black-gloss
pottery were popular and mass-produced in many
workshops and their production was not limited to
a single place only, which does not facilitate the
identification of the origin of the finds. Studies in
this area are developing dynamically, allowing to
indicate several unit production centres such as
Pergamon, or Naples in the case of Campanian
pottery, in relation to the other finds there have
been distinguished groups such as Asia Minor pot-
tery, which roughly suggest the place of origin of
the vessels.

Greek sites on the Black Sea are characterized
by a large variety of finds due to their technolog-
ical features suggesting production centre, local
production is also possible. So far, the studies on
the recognition of the provenance of pottery from
the Hellenistic period are based on the analysis of
the form, decoration and technological features ob-
served macroscopically as clay colour, visible ad-
mixtures, gloss quality and colour, ornament.

The technological features of pottery and
Athenian clay are well recognized and their did not
change beyond certain innovations characteristic of
production at the end of the 5™ and the beginning of
the 4 century B.C. In the case of vessels from the
Hellenistic period, the production of pottery in this
technique has spread and developed independently
in many Greek centres. Initially, these products had
a local range, but in the 3™ century B.C. their distri-
bution expanded to reach Greek polis located on the
Black Sea.

In the case of certain pottery workshops from
the Hellenistic period, it was possible to determine
the characteristic aspects of their shape, ornament
as well as the technological features of the clay,
which allowed to indicate the place of production

> Hayes 1984: 21; Sparkes 1991: 103; Berlin,
Lynch 2002: 167-178.
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of the vessels. Very interesting is the appearance
in the repertoire of black-gloss vessels from the
north-western Black Sea coast of Campana pottery.

In ancient Italy, the production of black-gloss
vessels begins in the 4" century B.C. in pottery
workshops in Sicily, Magna Grecia, Lacium and
Etruria.® The vessels of this first (early) production
phase are characterized by high quality, variety and
complexity of forms. Distribution has a small, es-
sentially local reach. However, products originat-
ing from Volterra, for example, reach more remote
areas.

The situation changed after the Second Punic
War when the Roman republic began to dominate
Italy in political and economic terms, expanding
its influence to the western Mediterranean. At the
same time, the production of black-gloss pottery
been simplified by reducing and schematizing the
shapes produced in Italian workshops. The quality
of the pots and their technological (aesthetic) qual-
ities were sufficient for tableware, however, they
did not give an effect that would allow describing
the vessels as excellent examples of pottery. Mass-
produced pottery was widely distributed in the
western Mediterranean.

In addition, more and more developed re-
search on the finds from the Western Mediterranean
prove that this pottery was imported to the new
territories as early as the 3™ century B.C. The term
Campanian pottery is often used in reference to the
discussed group; some researchers introduce the
term pre-Campanian for vessels dating from the
4" and 3 century B.C.” However, it seems that the
more adequate for finds is the term Campana pot-
tery proposed by some researchers,® which largely
reflects the set of technological features character-
istic for these vessels and to less extent suggests the
place their manufacturing. This is consistent with
the knowledge of the provenance of the vessels.
Only part of the pottery defined in group Campana
A can be associated with workshops in Campania,
especially Naples, other groups such as B and C are
characteristic for workshops located in Etruria and
Sicily, respectively.

In the 2™ and 1% century B.C., the production of
vessels was not only continued in centres known in
earlier centuries such as: Campania, Lazio, northern
Etruria, western Sicily; but already in the 3" and 2™

¢ For general information about developing the
black-gloss pottery in different parts of Mediterranean
world see: Hayes 1984: 65, 72-91.

7 Lamboglia 1952: 140-206.

8 Kysela et al. 2013: 216.

century B.C. spread in the Adriatic coast (Ancona),’
from where it extends to the area of the Po Valley
and northern Italy: Modena, Cremona, Piacenza,
probably Milan and Aquileia."” In the 1% century
B.C. pottery workshops appeared on the southern
coast of France like in Lyon around 40 B.C."

The production of Campana A pottery is char-
acteristic for the bay of Naples territory (mainly
Naples). The pottery of the Campana C group refer
to the areas of Sicily with an indication of Syracuse
as a production centre. However, for this group,
many other examples of grey clay pottery from
the 2™ century B.C. are known in the region of the
Adriatic coast and the Po River!? valley as well
as from the 1st century BC from southern Gaul."
Examples of these pottery not necessarily should
be connected with Campana C — Sicilian pottery.
Moreover, pottery representing another technolog-
ical process, i.e. another manufacturing centre may
be mistakenly interpreted as Campana pottery due
to the gray clay shade effect obtained as a result of
the incorrect burning process.!* The most problem-
atic is the Campana B group, the characteristic col-
our of the clay with a pale pinkish-beige shade is
very popular for many groups representing different
centres for the production of pottery. In addition,
pots of different provenance are connected by the
similarity of forms found in various areas outside of
Italy. Vessels with similar characteristics originate
from Etruria (Voltera: Pisa, Arezzo), Lazio; north-
ern Campania (Teano and Cales),"” the Po Valley,
the northern Adriatic coast, southern Gaul and Lyon.

With regard to the Black Sea areas, the Campana
group vessels were indicated among the finds from
the archaeological research of the Olbian agora as
early as the 1960s. They fragment of a bowl was
published as an example of Pergamon pottery but
recent studies allowed for reinterpretation of that
identification and proper recognition as an typical

? The detailed analyses of the beginning of the
black-gloss pottery production and further developing
this process at the territory of Cisalpine Gaul see: Brec-
ciaroli Taborelli 2000: 11-30.

10 Morel 1985: 97-105; Brecciaroli Taborelli 1988:
36-52; 2000: 23-24, 29; Sfredda 1998: 21-36; Mandruz-
zato, Maselli Scotti 2003: 379-382.

' The discussion about local production of black-
gloss pottery at the territory of Lion dated to the 1% cen-
tury B.C. and import of Campana pottery see: Desbat,
Genin 1996: 226-227.

12 Brecciaroli Taborelli 2000: 22-24.

3 Py 1993: 146-154.

14 Maggetti, Galetti 1986: 417-419.

5 Pedroni 2001: 117-147, 307-325.
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example for Campana ware.'® In the next stage of
research this approach to study Hellenistic pottery
from Pontus Euxinos territory has been abandoned
and did not find followers until relatively recent
studies. Further analyses of finds from the Lower
City of Olbia allowed to identify the whole set of
finds, which due to the features of clay (recorded by
macroscopic examination) are combined with pot-
tery of the Campana fabric. As a result of research
Ukrainian-Denmark expedition other vessels were
identified among the finds from the so-called Lower
City in Olbia. The recognised Campana fragments
represents nine vessels with the characteristic fea-
tures of clay and gloss and a incised ornament. The
finds are examples of plates and bowls in the shape
very characteristic for Campana pottery. They are
dated to approximately the first three quarters of
the 2" century B.C."” The examples of Campana
pottery from Olbia carries very typical ornament
consisting of palmettes and leaf motifs arranged in
wreaths. Five fragments from this group are dec-
orated with a tulip leaf-shaped floral motif. The
finds from Olbia can be attributed to the Campana
A group and are dated to the 150-130 B.C."* A simi-
lar chronology was proposed for vessels previously
published by E. Levi."”

Further comparative research led to the indi-
cation of other archaeological sites where the pot-
tery representing the forms and ornament charac-
teristic for the Campana A group was recognised.
Fragments of the vessels of the described group are
also recorded in Chersonesus, Kalos Limen and
Scythian Naples in Crimea.?

16 The first identification as Pergamon pottery was
made by E. Levi, compare: Levi 1964: 245, fig. 5.2; as
a result of recent studies the fragment was recognised
via decoration analyses as a Campana A pottery: Pe-
tersen, Handberg 2006: 4 [http://www.pontos.dk/publi-
cations/papers-presented-orally/oral-presentations-k-r;
access: 27.09.2019].

17 Handberg et al. 2010: 195, 248-249, pl. 1.9.

18 Handberg, Lawall 2014: 37.

19 Petersen, Handberg 2006: 4-5.

2 As it was pointed out by Petersen, Handberg
2006: 4 the fragments of pottery which was recognised
by authors as Campana pottery refers to the excavation
in Chersonesus where the plate with characteristic orna-
ment of circle of leaves closed in a few straps of roulet-
ting was found, the plate is dated by author to the end of
3" first half of the 2™ ¢. B.C.: Stojanov 2005: 46, fig. 4.
14; two bowls from Scythian Neapolis where also recog-
nised through the publication of the archaeological finds
by Zajtsev 2005: 259, fig. 3. 25; 4. 14; J. H. Petersen and
S. Handberg listed also finds from Kalos Limen: Uzent-
sev 20006: fig. 72, 77.
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Similarly, Campana pottery is represented by
a small group of finds from Histria. One of the first
examples of this kind comes from excavations car-
ried out in the 1950s.!

As a result of recent research, the next four
examples of Campana vessels have been identified
among finds from Histria excavations. These are ex-
amples of bowls and plates with a characteristic flo-
ral ornament. One of the find represents a flat-bot-
tomed bowl or plate, from which three fragments
have survived (Pl. 1.1). The fragments represents
the bottom part of the vessel but the foot of it is
damaged so the identification of exact shape and
type is a problematic one. There is a floral ornament
at the inner surface of the fragment in the schema
of leaves arranged in a circle surrounded by a wide
strip of seven circles of incised, tiny dots. A similar
floral ornament is known from the bowl discovered
in Cosa,” while a band composed of rows of dots
but without additional floral ornament decorates an-
other vessel from this site dated to the 3™ and first
half of the 2" century B.C.? The other vessels with
the ornament of leaves in characteristic shape com-
parable with the decoration from Histria fragments
are known from northern Italy classified as local
production** or north-italian class.”®> Among the
finds from Histria there are two examples of bowls
with ornament which is also very characteristic for
Campana A vessels (Pl. 1.2,3). The first fragment
represents the bottom of the plate, the outside sur-
face is damaged, that is why the exact recognition
of shape is difficult. The stamped ornament in shape
of leaves circled by rouletting is known for vessels
dated to the 2™ century B.C.?* The examples of
pots with this ornament are known from Cosa and
Olbia.”’ This leaves ornament is well recognised
among Campana A pottery.”® The second example is
a fragment of a foot with lower part of the body of
a bowl (PL. 1.5). The shape of foot is known among

2l Condurachi 1954: 442, fig. 354.

22 Scott 2008: 25, pl. 4. AAT1L.

3 Scott 2008: 87, pl. 24. F133, 101, pl. 31. F173;
162, pl. 51. H71.

2+ Grassi 2008:155, 157, fig. 62, tav. 43.7.

2 Brecciaroli Taborelli 1988: 76. pl. 6.31, cat. 104;
77, pl. 2.7, cat. 109. The vessel are recognised as Etrus-
can production of Campana B group; at the site dated to
the lat century B.C.

%6 La Torre, Mollo 2013: 218-219, fig. 253. C11
with literature.

27 Scott 2008: 22, pl. 2. AA2.

28 Preacco Ancona, 1998: 88-89, 95, fig. 9. RC;
Tannelli et al. 2013: 255, fig. 4. P212b, Campana A pot-
tery dated to the II-I c. B.C.
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Plate 1. The black-gloss Campana pottery from Histria (photographies and drawings 1. Gluszek)

11
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Italian black-gloss pottery since 3™ century B.C.”
The other fragment of the bottom of the open-
shaped vessel has very interesting modeling of the
inner surface in the shape of a twisted clay which
is a residue from forming and smoothing the sur-
face (Pl. 1.4). The fragment represent the foot and
lower part of a bowl in shape characteristic for var-
ious types distinguished by J.-P. Morel (Pl. 1.6).*°
F Similar traces of the technological process are vis-
ible in many examples of Campana vessels.*!
Among the archaeological materials from exca-
vations in Nikonion several fragments of Campana
pottery were recognised. Clay and gloss quality cor-
respond to the pottery described by Handberg for
Olbia’*? and, as the authors of the finds for the Lower
City suggest, these are characteristic features of pot-
tery from Campana pottery.*> The characterisation
of fabric is important in the research which con-
cerns small fragments of vessels, without ornament
and representing forms very popular for Hellenistic
pottery, when this features of clay become basic
for indicate the possible provenance of vessels.*
As a result of studies carried out for the finds from
Nikonion in the years 2014-2016, the assemblage
of pottery was selected includes three drinking ves-
sels with the described clay features.>> One of the
fragment represents the shape followed the type
of Athenian Bolsal (Pl. 2.1),% the next is probably
the upper part of skyphos resembles to the form F
4341 by Morel (PL. 2.2),% the third example refers
to the shape of cup-kantharos and can be compare
with F4262 (P1. 2.3).% As a result of a query of set
of finds that were not yet the subject of the study,
carried out in 2019, further examples of Campana

» The foot is close in shape to F2672 by Morel,
compare: Morel 1981: 200, pl. 63. F2648.

3% The shape can be compared with: Morel 1981:
pl. 61. F2634, pl. 62. F2642

31 Scott 2008: 189, pl. 59. TJ 24, 196, pl. 62. TJ40,
197, pl. 63. TJ41.

32 Handberg et al. 2010: 188-189, pl. 1.

33 Lamboglia 1952: 140; Picon, Vichy, Chapotat,
1971: 82-88.

3 Handberg et al. 2011: 190.

35 Gtuszek 2018: 90-91.

% The shape compare with Morel 1981: pl. 117.
4122b 1.

37 The shape of the fragment can be compared
with: Morel 1981: pl. 128. 4341b 2; that shape of the rim
is also known in the other types of drinking vessels like:
Chelbi 1992: 297.

3% The shape comparable with Morel 1981: pl. 124.
4262a 1; the line of the profile is also characteristic for
the other drinking vessels like: Chelbi 1992: cat. 270.

12

vessels were identified.** Among the finds should
be mentioned a fragment of guttus similar in shape
to F8172 according to J.-P. Morell (Pl. 2.4).*° The
shape classified by J.-P. Morell came from Capua
and is dated to the second half of the 3™ century
B.C. The fragment from Nikonion was discovered
at the floor level near the stone wall of a partially
preserved architectural construction together with
transport amphoras and handmade pottery that can
be dated to the end of 3™ - the first half of the 2™
century B.C. The next fragment represents the low-
er part of a close type vessel — a small jug (Pl. 2.5),
which shape is similar to the form F5332*' classi-
fied by J-P. Morel. Examples of that form published
by J.-P. Morel are dated to the 3™ century B.C. The
fragment from Nikonion, discovered during ar-
chaeological research conducted in 1970, based on
archaeological context, can be dated to the end of
3" century B.C.*> Another example is a fragment of
a lower part of a bowl with characteristic shape of
the foot comparable with form F2981 classified by
Morel (Pl. 2.6).* The next vessel is the bottom of
the bowl (P1. 2.7), which is completely preserved in
a for characteristic for F2586 according to Morel.*

Due to the large unification of forms and deco-
ration, the finds themselves do not provide sufficient
data to present dating with such a narrow range as
is the case with Athenian vessels. It should be re-
membered that Campana pottery is characterized
by the universality of forms that are not assigned
to a given workshop, which makes it difficult to test
the provenance of vessels. For this reason, pottery
finds have limited use in assessing the chronology
of the production, occurrence and distribution of the
vessels.* Only the appearance of a new form in this
production or the coexistence with other archaeo-
logical sources of more precise dating allows for
contextual determination of the chronology of finds.

In the case of finds from the Black Sea, dating

3 A query (July-September 2019) made during the
implementation of the research project which has been
funded by the National Center of Science.

40" The shape can be compare with F8172b: Morell
1981: 425, pl. 210. 8172b 1.

4 For the shape F5332alsee: Morell 1981: 353,
pl. 163. 5331 al.

42 The chronology of the archaeological context
determined as a result of a query in the archives of the
Archaeological Museum in Odessa.

4 The shape of the foot referes to the F2981d 1:
Morel 1981: 244, pl. 84. F2981d 1.

4 The fragment is comparable with vessels F 2586:
Morel 1981: 188, pl. 65. F2586a.

4 Morel 1990: 55-71.
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Plate 2. The black-gloss Campana pottery from Nikonion (photographies and drawings 1. Gluszek)

can be done thanks to the research of the archaeo-
logical context of the finds. On the basis of com-
parative research for pottery from Olbia, the second
half of the 2" century B.C., especially the third
quarter of the 2" century B.C. is indicated as the
period of appearance of Campana pottery in the po-
lis. Similar assumption, based on the preliminary
study of obtain materials, can be made for Histria
and Nikonion. As has already been emphasized,
the indication of the proper provenance of pottery,

especially among the finds found in such distant are-
as from the place of their production, among the very
diverse archaeological material such as Hellenistic
pottery representing various workshops, still raises
the discussion among researchers. Probably for this
reason, Campana vessels remained unnoticed for
a long time among finds from the northern shores of
Pontus Euxinos. Partly this was caused by the fact
of the large distance separating the place of produc-
tion (which is now recognised or at least suggested)

13
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from the place where the pottery was found, which
affected the interpretation of the finds, when in the
study process, such a distant origin of the finds was
simply not taken into account in accordance with
the assumption of more local exchange and distri-
bution of tableware in the Black Sea in Hellenistic
period. No less important was the poor recognition
of black-gloss pottery from the Hellenistic period
in terms of both production centres, chronology
and the territorial reach of their occurrence. Also
the small group of finds from each of considered
archaeological sites, where none of them represents
the full-shaped preserved vessel made this kind of
recherche difficult and problematic.

The distribution of black-gloss vessels to
the north-west and east of Italy is beyond doubt.
Complementary studies have indicated the inten-
sity of this distribution by defining chronological
horizons determining the change in the import of
Campana ceramics to the north on the southern
and south-eastern Europe.* In this case, this ex-
pansion is inextricably linked to the economic and
political influence of Rome, which became more
intense in the second century B.C. This process is
also reflected by spreading imports and eventually
creating a new pottery workshops producing among
other the black-gloss pottery. Basically, this applies
to Campana B pottery, which is the most difficult
to specify when it comes to the pottery workshop
centre. The areas of Gaul were supplied by prod-
ucts from Campania, first the vessels belonging to
the Campana A group, and in the second and first
quarters of the 1% century B.C., the vessels of the
B-oid group from Cale began to appear in this ar-
ea.’’ Vessels from Arretina and northern Etruria
were exported to the Po Valley.*® From there, they
penetrated further north-west and west and are re-
corded in the area of today’s Switzerland” and
Aquileia,” the Slovenian Alps®! and Magdalensberg
in Austria.® In a more remote area like north-west
and east of the Alps Campana pottery finds are also
recorded. Examples of Campana pottery are more
common in Gaul,>® where the single examples date

4 Kyselaetal. 2013: 215-217, fig. 1.

47 Morel 1998: 15; Olmer et al. 2013: 606-607,
616-618, fig. 1, 12.

4 Brecciaroli
1998: 22

4 Maggetti 2005: 396-400.

30" Mandruzzato, Maselli Scotti 2003: 379; Donat
2009: 114.

3l Horvat, Bavdek 2009: 67.

2 Kysela et al. 2013: 217.

33 Karwowski 2007: 27-29.

Taborelli 1988: 91-97; Sfredda
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back to the 3" century B.C.,>* but most of the finds
are from the 2" and 1* century B.C. It should be
emphasized that despite the fact that the number
of finds is only a small percentage, the distribution
range of Campana pottery covers the entire area of
southern France.” Finds are very rare in Bavaria,
Bohemia, Moravia, northern Austria and western
Slovakia. The furthest north-east finds are recorded
in Krakow in Lesser Poland*® and in Dalewice in
Poland.”

In the areas of the Eastern Mediterranean and
areas located on the Black Sea, various possibili-
ties of contact, both direct and indirect, can be con-
sidered with the Campania. The possibility of such
contacts can be traced back to the beginning of the
4" century B.C., what suggesting a wreckage cargo
found in the area of the island of Alonissos known
in ancient times under the name Ikos. The sinking
of the ship dates back to the beginning of the 4"
century B.C., and its load contained thirty black-
gloss bowls, which, according to the discoverers
of the wreck, most likely came from workshops in
Southern Italy.*® On the other hand, finds of transport
amphoras produced in the North Sporades area from
the Black Sea sites, probably in the workshop on
Ikos also gives the opportunity to sketch some pos-
sibilities of contact, exchange or trade. According to
scholars reports the occurrence of these amphoras
on the Black Sea dates back to the 5 century B.C.
and becomes more common in the 4 century B.C.
Finds of such amphoras come, among others, from
Olbia.

Campana pottery dated to the 2" century B.C.
was widespread in the Mediterranean basin and
was found, for example, in significant quantities
in Delos, including fragments with similar orna-
ment as finds from Olbia and Histria.*® Vessels with
comparable decorations also come from the 1947-
3 deposit from Corinth registered under the south-
east building dating back to the Roman period.*
The lowest level of the fill was mainly Hellenistic
pottery, including probably Campana A examples.

3 Adam 2007: 260.

53 Colin 1998: 72, fig. 28; Olmer et al. 2013: 617,
fig. 12.

¢ Poleska 2006: 61.

7 Gromnicki 1962: 122 fig. 2d.

8 Hadjidaki 1996: 583, cat. 15. In this case it must
be stressed that the shape of the bowl was not carefully
analysed and there are the examples of that shape know
also in hellenistic Athenian production although it rep-
resents more elaborate production.

% Morel 1986: fig. 8-10.

% Romano 1994: 71, 74, fig. 5. 30-31
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This level can be dated with some probability to the
period before the city was captured in 146 B.C., al-
though it is also likely to refer the deposit to 1* cen-
tury B.C., after 44 B.C., when the Roman building
was constructed.

In addition, deposits from Corinth but above all
deposits of a similar nature registered in Scythian
Naples and Olbia, containing both Campana pot-
tery and Rhodian amphoras, can be considered as
a potentially important source for understanding the
chronology and the phenomenon of the distribution
of tableware from such distant workshops as the are-
as of Italy to polis located on the Black Sea. Further
guidance to investigating this issue is evidence of
Greek activity in the western Mediterranean and the
Black Sea on Delos. It should be remembered that
in this case, epigraphic sources proving economic
activity related to maritime trade are quite scarce
and are limited to one source concerning a citizen
of Sicily and one inhabitant of Bizantion, moreover,
they are more useful in the context of research on
grain trade, but they can also be helpful when con-
sidering the context of spreading the Campana ves-
sels in Black Sea sites. Perhaps like some scholars
pointed out the small amount of Campana pottery
among the finds from Histria, Nikonion and Olbia,
suggests that this pottery should rather be treated
as an example of personal items that together with
the owners arrived or were in some circumstances
transferred (to third parties) and eventually found
among the finds from the Black Sea polis. This ap-
plies above all to sporadic finds which can be dated
to the end of the 3™ century B.C., since the number
of finds dated to the 2" century B.C. is already high-
er and further studies still reviles new examples of
that fabric, maybe the other approach and explana-
tion should be taken for consideration.

A similar chronological sequence can be seen
in the area of northern Italian centres; although
here, due to the intensive economic and territorial
expansion of the Roman republic, the distribution
of Campana vessels is definitely more intense; also
creating new workshops on this territory is highly
probable.

At the current stage of research, no solid ar-
gument can be drawn regarding direct or indirect
trade, which would involve the black-gloss pot-
tery from Italy. However, this possibility cannot
be ruled out taking into account that tableware
pottery could not have been the main part of the
cargo of merchant ships arriving at a given port.
On the other hand, the indirect (or rather staged)
nature of maritime (long-distance) trade of cities
located on the north-west coast of Pontus Euxinos
should be taken into account. Assuming that goods

filling cargo holds of ships heading to Pontic ports
were probably accumulated in Aegean See centres
like Rhodes, Knidos, Thasos and other Aegean is-
lands the inclusion in this trade the Italian pottery,
even in small amount, or creating other possibil-
ity for vessels distribution became more proba-
ble. This trade has developed since the Classical
times, when the leading centres in this exchange
could have been merchants from Chios, Samos and
Miletus, but also already mentioned Thasos; as it
can be assumed the maritime trade was continued
in Hellenistic period and involved in some way
Rhodes or Knidos and some Asia Minor centres
like Pergamon which products already reached
Black See shore. Given how far Campana pottery
were distributed north of Italy and Etruria, gives
grounds for some assumption for distribution of
that pottery in the Black See, allwouth the scale,
intensity political and economic circumstances of
both situation can’t be compared.

Literature

Adam A.-M. 2007. Les importations méditer-
ranéennes en Gaule aux [Ve et Ille siecle
avant J.-C. In Ch. Mennessier-Jouannet, A.-M.
Adam, P.-Y. Milcent (eds.), La Gaule dans
son context européen aux Ve et llle s. av. n. e.
Actes du XXVile colloque international de
I’AFEAE, Clermont-Ferrand 2003. Monogra-
phies d’archéologie méditerranéenne, Lattes:
I’ Association pour le développement de I’archéol-
ogie en Languedoc-Rousillon, 255-263.

Alexandrescu P. 1978. Le ceramique d’epoque ar-
chaique et Classique (VII-1V s.), Paris: Acade-
miei Republicii Socialiste Romania.

Berlin A. M., Lynch K. 2002. Going Greek: Atti-
cizing Pottery in the Achaemenid World, Studia
Troica 12, 167-178.

Brecciaroli Taborelli L. 1988. La ceramica a ver-
nice nera da Eporeia (Ivrea) contributo per la
storia della romanizzazione nella Transpadana
occidentale, Orco Anthropologica 6, Torino:
Corsac.

Brecciaroli Taborelli, L. 2000. La ceramica a ver-
nice nera padana (IV-1 secolo a.C.): aggiorna-
menti, osservazioni, spunti. In G. P. Brogiolo,
G. Olcese (eds.), Produzione ceramica in area
padana tra il 1l secolo a.C. e il VII secolo d.C.:
nuovi dati e prospettive di ricerca. Convegno
internazionale, Desenzano sul Garda 1999,
(Mantova: SAP Societa Archeologica S.r.l.),
11-30.

15



INGA GLUSZEK

Chelbi F. 1992. Ceramique a vernis noir de Car-
thage, Tunis: Institut national d’archéologie et
d’art.

Colin A. 1998. Chronologie des oppida de la Gaule
non méditerranéenne. Contribution a I’étude
des habitats de la fin de [’dge du Fer, Paris:
Maison des Sciences de I’Homme.

Condurachi E. 1954. Histria. Monografie arheolog-
icd, Tom 1, Bucuresti: Academiei Republicii
Populare Romine.

Desbat A., Genin M., Les ateliers précoces et leurs
productions. In Desbat A. (ed.), Les produc-
tions des ateliers de potiers antiques de Lyon.
Gallia 53, 1996, 219-241.

Donat P. 2009. La ceramica nella Cisalpina nordo-
rientale dalla fondazione di Aquileia ad Augus-
to. In G. Cuscito (ed.), Aspetti e problemi della
romanizzazione. Venetia, Histria e arco alpino
orientale, Trieste, 109-146.

Ghuszek 1. 2018. Studia nad ceramikq czarnopoko-
stowang z wykopalisk w Nikonion. Dystrybu-
cja naczyn czarnopokostowanych w osrodkach
greckich potnocno-zachodniego wybrzeza Mo-
rza Czarnego, Torun: Wydawnictwo Uniwer-
sytetu Mikotaja Kopernika w Toruniu.

Grassi M. T. 2008. La ceramica a vernice nera di
Calvatone-Bedriacum All’Insegna del Giglio,
Borgo San Lorenzo: All’Insegna del Giglio.

Gromnicki J. 1962. Sprawozdanie z badan osady
z okresu latenskiego i rzymskiego w Dalewi-
cach, pow. Proszowice, w latach 1958-1960,
Sprawozdania Archeologiczne 14, 118-123.

Hadjidaki E. 1996. Underwater Excavations of
a Late Fifth Century Merchant Ship at Alonne-
sos, Greece: the 1991-1993 Seasons, Bulletin de
Correspondance Hellénique, 102 (2), 561-593.

Handberg S., M. Lawall. 2014. The Lower City of
Olbia Pontike Occupation and Abandonment
in the 2nd Century BC. In P. G. Bilde, M. L.
Lawall eds. Pottery, Peoples and Places. Study
and Interpretation of Late Hellenistic Pottery,
Black Sea Studies 16, Aarhus: Aarhus Univer-
sity Press, 29-46.

Handberg S., Petersen J. 2006. Campanian pottery
in the Black Sea region in the late Hellenistic
period. Internet publication. Foredrag fra kon-
ferencen “Ceramics in Context” Kebenhavns
Universitet, 3.-5. November, 2006. [http://
www.pontos.dk/publications/papers-pre-
sented-orally/oral-presentations-k-r;  access:
27.09.2019].

Handberg S., Petersen J.H., with contribution Bil-
de P.G., Bjerg L.M.H., Samojlova T.L. 2010. D
Glossed pottery. In N.A. Lejpunskaja, P. Gul-
dager Bilde, J. Munk Hgjte, V.V. Krapivina,

16

S.D. Kryzhitskiy (eds.), The Lower City of Ol-
bia (Sector NGS) in the 6th Century BC to the
4th Century AD, Vols. 1-2, Aarhus, 186-260.

Hayes J.W. 1984. Greek and Italian Black-Gloss
Wares and Related Wares in the Royal Ontario
Museum, Toronto: Royal Ontario Museum.

Hayes J.W. 1984. Greek and Italian black-gloss
wares and related wares in the Royal Ontario
Museum. a catalogue, Toronto.

Horvat J., Bavdek A. 2009. Okra. Vrata med Sre-
dozemljem in Srednjo Evropo Ocra. The gate-
way between the Mediterranean and Central
Europe. In J. Horvat, A. Pleterski, A. Velus¢ek
(eds.), Opera Instituti Archaeologici Sloveniae
17, Lubljana: Institut za arheologijo, Zalozba
ZRC.

lannelli M.T., Lazzarini M.L., Cannata M., Gagli-
anese G., Rotella A.M., Vivacqua P., 2013.
L’area tirrenica calabrese: ceramica a vernice
nera e anfore d’importazione a Vibo Valentia
tra Ill e Il sec. a.C. In G. Olcese (ed.), Immen-
sa Aequora Workshop : ricerche archeolog-
iche, archeometriche e informatiche per la ri-
costruzione dell’economia e dei commerci nel
bacino occidentale del Mediterraneo (meta 1V
sec. a.C.-I sec. d.C.): atti del convegno, Roma,
24-26 gennaio 2011, Roma: Quasar.

Karwowski M. 2007. ltalskie importy do potnoc-
no wschodniej Austrii w poznym okresie La-
tenskim. In E. Droberjar, O. Chvojka (eds.),
Archeologie barbarii 20006, prizpévky z II.
protohistorické konference Ceské Budéjovice
2006, Ceské Budgjovice: Jihoceske muzeum v
Ceskjch Budejovicich, 27-40.

Kysela J., Maggetti, M., Schneider G. 2013. Black-
gloss («Campaniany) pottery in the Late La
Tene Central Europe — Preliminary archaeo-
logical and archaeometric studies, Archaolo-
gisches Korrespondenzblatt. 43. 215-235.

La Torre G., Mollo F. 2013. Finziade 1. Scavi sul
Monte Sant’Angelo di Licata (2003-2005),
Roma: Bretschneider Giorgio.

Lamboglia N. 1952. Per una classificazione prelim-
inare della ceramica campana. Atti del I Con-
gresso Internazionale di Studi Liguri (1950),
Bordighera: Istituto internazionale di studi li-
guri, 140-206.

Levi E.I. Keramicheskij kompleks I1I-1] vv do n.e. iz
raskopok ol vijskoj agory. In V.F. Gajdukevich
(ed.), Ol'vija. Temenos i agora, Moskva: Aka-
demiya Nauk SSSR Institut Archeologii, 1964,
225-280.

Maggetti M. 2005. The Alps — a barrier or a pas-
sage for ceramic trade?, Archaecometry 47/2,
389-401.



BLACK-GLOSS CAMPANA POTTERY FROM NIKONION AND HISTRIA...

Maggetti M., Galetti G. 1986. Chemischer Herkun-
ftsnachweis der »Schwarzen Sigillata« vom
Magdalensberg. In H. Vetters, G. Piccottini
(eds), Die Ausgrabungen auf dem Magdalens-
berg 1975 bis 1979, Klagenfurt: Verlag des
Geschichtsvereines fiir Kdrnten, 391-431.

Mandruzzato L., Maselli Scotti F. 2003. Provenien-
za della ceramica a vernice nera di Aquileia.
Aquileia Nostra 74, 377-394.

Morel J.-P. 1985. La céramique campanienne en
Gaule Interne. In L. Bonnamour, A. Duval,
J.-P. Guillaumet (eds.), Les dges du Fer dans la
vallée de la Saone (Vlle-ler siecles avant no-
tre ére). Paléométallurgie du bronze a [’dge du
Fer. Actes du septieme colloque de I’AFEAF,
Rully, Revue archéologique de I’Est et du Cen-
tre-Est, Supplément 6, Paris: Centre national de
la recherche scientifique, 181-187.

Morel J.-P. 1990. Aper¢u sur la chronologie des
céramiques a vernis noir aux lle et ler sie-
cles avant J.-C. In A. Duval, J.-P. Morel, Y.
Roman (eds.), Gaule interne et Gaule médi-
terranéenne aux lle et ler siecles avant J.-C.
Confrontations chronologiques. Actes de la
table ronde de Valbonne 1986, Supplément
Revue Archéologique de Narbonnaise. Sup-
plément 21, Paris: Centre National de la Re-
cherche Scientifique, 55-71.

Morel J.-P. 1998. L étude des céramiques a vernis
noir, entre archéologie et archéométrie. In
P. Frontini, M.T. Grassi (eds), Indagini archeo-
metriche relative alla ceramica a vernice nera:
nuovi dati sulla provenienza e la diffusione.
Atti del seminario internazionale di studio, Mi-
lano 1996, Como: Edizioni New Press, 9-22.

Morel, J.P. 1986. Céramiques a vernis noir d’ltalie
trouvées a Delos. Bulletin de Correspondance
Hellénique 110, 461-493.

Morgan C. 2004. Attic Fine Pottery of the Ar-
chaic to Hellenistic Periods in Phanagoria,
Leiden-Boston: Brill 2004.

Nazarchuk V. 1. 2014. Chernolakovaya keramika.
In A.V. Bujskich, N.A. Gavrilok, V.N. Zin’ko,
V.V. Krapivina (eds.). 1981. Zhilye doma Tsen-
tralnogo kvartala Ol’vii. Materialy po arche-
ologii, istorii i etnografii Tavrii. Supplementum
13, Simferopol-Kerch: Krymskoe otdelenie
Instituta vostokovedeniya im. A.E. Krymskogo
Nauchnoj Akademii Nauk Ukrainy, 312-356.

Olmer F., Verrier G., Girard B., Bohbot H. 2013.
Voies, acteurs et modalités du grand com-
merce en Europe occidentale. In A. Colin, F.
Verdin (eds.), L’dge du Fer en Aquitaine et sur
ses marges. Mobilite des hommes, diffusion
des idées, circulation des biens dans [’espace

européen a l’dge du Fer. Actes du 35e collo-
que international de I’AFEAF, Bordeaux 2011.
Aquitania Supplément 30, Bordeaux: Fédéra-
tion Aquitania, 665-691.

Parovich-Peshikan M.B. 1974. Nekropol’ Ol’vii
ellinisticheskogo vremeni, Kiev: Naukova
Dumka.

Pedroni L. 2001. Ceramica calena a vernice nera.
Produzione e diffusione, Napoli: Petruzzi.
Picon, M., Vichy M., Chapotat G. 1971. Note sur la
composition des céramiques campaniennes de
type A et B, Rei Cretariac Romanae Fautorum

Acta 13, 82-88

Poleska P. 2006. Celtycki mikroregion osadniczy
w rejonie podkrakowskim. Biblioteka Mu-
zeum Archeologicznego w Krakowie. Krakow:
Muzeum Archeologiczne w Krakowie.

Preacco Ancona M.C. 1998. Importazione e pro-
duzione locale ceramiche Campane nella Cal-
abria Antica. In P. Frontini, M.T. Grassi (eds.),
Indagini archeometriche relative alla cerami-
ca a vernice nera: nuovi dati sulla provenien-
za e la diffusione, Como: Edizioni New Press,
87-99.

Py M. 1993. Céramique dérivée de la campani-
enne C. In M. Py (ed.), Dicocer Dictionnaire
des céramiques antiques (VIleme s. av. n. é.-
Vileme s. de n. é.) en Méditerranée nord-oc-
cidentale (Provence, Languedoc, Ampurdan).
Mélanges d’histoire et d’archéologie de Lattes
6, Lattes: Edition de I’Association pour la re-
cherche archéologique en Languedoc oriental,
400-401.

Romano L[.B. 1994. A4 Hellenistic Deposit from
Corinth: Evidence for Interim Period activity
(146-44 B.C.), Hesperia 63 (1), 57-104.

Rusyaeva A.S., Nazarchuk V. 1. 2006. Attiche-
skaya keramika. In A. 1. Ajbabin (ed.), Drev-
nejshyj temenos OI’vii Pontijskoj, Simferopol:
Krymskoe otdelenie Instituta vostokovedeniya
im. A. E. Krymskogo Nauchnoy Akademii
Nauk Ukrainy, 169-177.

Scott A.R. 2008. Cosa: The Black-Glaze Pottery 2.
Memoirs of the American Academy in Rome.
Supplementary Volumes, Vol. 5, The Ameri-
can Academy in Rome, Michigan: The Uni-
versity of Michigan Press Ann Arbor.

Sekerskaya N.M. 1989. Antichnyj Nikonij i jego
okruga v VI-IV vv. do n. e., Kiev: Naukova
Dumka.

Sfredda N. 1998. Ceramica a vernice nera. In
G. Olcese (ed.), Ceramiche in Lombardia tra
1l secolo a.C. e VII secolo d.C. Documenti di
archeologia 16, Mantova: S.A.P., Societa ar-
cheologica padana, 21-36.

17



INGA GLUSZEK

Sfredda N. Ceramica a vernice nera. In G. Olcese
(ed.), Ceramiche in Lombardia tra Il secolo
a.C. e VII secolo d.C. Raccolta di dati editi
(Mantova 1998) 21-36.

Sparkes B.A. 1991. Greek pottery. An introduction,
Manchester — New York: Manchester Universi-
ty Press 1991.

Stoyanov R.V. 2005. Raspisnaya cernolakovaya
Stolovaya Keramika iz Nekropolya Chersone-
sa

Tavricheskogo V-1 vv. do n.e. Bosporskie issledova-
niya 8, 2005, 39-53.

18

Uzentsev V.B. 2006. Elliny i Varvary Prekranoj
Gavani. Kalos Limen v IV v. do n.e.-Il v n.e.
Simferopol.

Zajtsev J.P. 2005. Absolute and Relative Chronolgy
of Scythian Neapolis in the 2nd Century BC.
In Stolba V.F., Hannestad L. (eds.), Chronolo-
gies of the Black Sea Area in the Period c. 400-
100 BC, Aarhus 2005, 259-274.

Zhuravlev D. 2014. Hellenistic Pergamene table-
ware in northern Black Sea region, In H. Meyza
(ed.), Late Hellenistic to Mediaeval Fine Wares
of the Aegean Coast of Anatolia, 129-150.

dr Inga Gluszek

ORCID 0000-0003-0013-9785

Nicolaus Copernicus University in Torun
Faculty of History

Institute of Archaeology
inek.gll@gmail.com



