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The potmarks from Troy VI-VII in the Berlin Schliemann Collection

Nicolle Hirschfeld

More than a century of excavations on and around the citadel of
Troy have uncovered a total of only fifleen Late Bronzc Age (LB)
ceramic vascs with non-decorative mark(s) incised into their rim.
handle. belly or basc. Surely potmarks have been overlooked or
lost in the course of the tremendous labors of digging and sorting.
On the other hand. in the absence of the discovery of archives. the
excavators of Troy have been on the look-out for signs of writing
of the briefest sort on the humblest kinds of objects. For example,
alrcady the first volume of Schlicmann’s publications is peppered
with references to marks on “terra-cottu whorls, balls, seals,
vases, and other objects ™, and Blegen’s team recorded “a circle
on the bottom of « baking pun'”. Given this historical interest in
possible signs of writing, it does not seem likely thar large num-
bers of LB potmarks have gone unnoticed, for these are characte-
ristically conspicuous: they are large in size and decply cut and
they arc usually incised into the kinds of vases (fine wares) and
parts of vases (rims. handles, bascs) that archacologists pay atten-
tion to as “diagnostics™. Present evidence suggests that the inha-
bitants of Troy VI-VII infrequently felt the need to mark their pot-
tery dircctly with signs of production. ownership, value. contents,
source or destination®.

J. Zurbach, in his excellent 2003 publication, presents an eminent-
ly sensible discussion of the entire corpus of Bronze Age pol-
marks found at Troy. He sets forth the full range of information
necessary for eventually understanding the significance of pot-
marks: analysis of the marks themselves along with descriptions
of the vases on which they appear and. where possible. the depo-
sitional contexts in which those vases were found.

This essay focuses on the seven potmarks now in the Berlin col-
lections®. including one not discussed by Zurbach®. Here we” pre-
sent full visual documentation of the marks and their position on
the vases. The index cards which formed the basis for Schmidt’s
published catalogue occasionally provide additional information
about find context, and this is noted in the discussion of the indi-
vidual picees. Finally. I sce some details differently and some that
Zurbach did not notice. Sometimes those details are significant.
and | discuss those instances below.

Discussion

The seven marked LB vases in the Sammlung Schliemann sug-
gest the existence of a local tradition of marking vases. All are
local products: Anatolian Gray Ware and Tan Ware are typical of

Schlicmann 1875, passtm and especially 363 374 “Appendiv, On the mserpti-
ons found at Hhissarlih.”

Blegen 1958, 45,

M. Basedow nightfully cautions that in tact “the amonnt of LB pottery from frn
iy proportionately low and the amount of arva imestigated for LB.A very small
compared to sttes elewhere” [personal commumeation. 29 Jan 2006). [ agree
with her that this may account for the dearth in potmarks.

I am grateful to Dr. Dieter Heitel for imviting me to study the potmarks i the
Sammlung Hemrich Schliemann, for discussing his observations with me, and
tor the many hindnesses he showed me duning my visits to Bethin The museum
stall was generous m it~ accommodations o my schedule, De Alix FHansel has
been eser patient and ever reads 1o help me with bibhography and questions of
manusernpt. Penelope Moungoy continues W share her knowledge gencrously,
Finally, 1 wish to achnowledge the kindness of the late Professor Korfmann. who
first suggested that T contact the Museum fiie Vor- und Frithgeschichte. None off
these kind people should be held 1esponsible for the ideas expressed heremn,
which are mine alone

Zuibach apparently did not know of yee Sch 30235

L.B Troy, the large pithos was most likcly made nearby. and neu-
tron activation analysis indicates that stirrup jar Sch 3392 was
made locally at Troy . With one exception. the other marked vases
found in LB levels at Troy - the live marked vases catalogued by
Blegen and two of the three marked vases discovered during Kort-
mann’s excavations - are also local products®. While the actual
number of marked vases found at Troy is small. their appcarance
on a varicty of shapes and fabrics suggests that the concept off
marking vascs was current in LB Troy.

The existence of a local tradition of marking vases at Troy is
important to the study of marking systems in LB castern Mediter-
rancan, in which the practice of marking vascs was limited to cer-
tain regions and specific applications. For example. marked vases
are extremely rare in the Mycenaean world. Egyptians often mar-
ked their vases, strictly for internal use. Cypriots were relatively
prolific in their marking practices. but only on specific shapes
and fabrics. The reasons for marking extended beyond the island.
for Cypriot-marked pottery circulated not only within the island
but also along the shores of the castern Mediterrancan and even
into the western Mediterrancan. Similar kinds of marked vascs
arce found in the kingdom of Ugarit’ and this may be a reflection
of the close associations between this kingdom and its island
neighbor, Elsewhere in the LB Levant, it seems that only “*Canaa-
nite” jars and Red Lustrous Wheelmade spindle bottles were tvpi-
cally marked. The marks on Red Lustrous Wheelmade spindle
bottles were made before [iring and their meaning is most likely
associated with the production process'®. The provenience of
“Canaanitc jars™ and the meaning of the marks incised into their
handles are currently under investigation''.

Fourteen marked vases from the LB levels of Troy indicate the
possibility that here is another regional “pocket™ of marking'-.
The corpus of marked vases found in LB Troy is presently too
small for any meaningful evaluation of the range and purpose(s)
of marking and the following observations are nccessarily tentati-
ve. There is a variety of marks, with no obvious unifving pattern
sharcd among them. Most of the marks are simple and none can
be definitively associated with any LB Mediterrancan writing
system'. The corpus includes pre- and post-firing marks. Both
open and closed shapes were marked: almost all are fine wares
{Tan. Gray. local Mycenacan)™. Many deposivional contexts have
been recorded inadequately and so it is not possible to define the
chronological limits or any possible patterns of context (by arca
or function). Zurbach presents sensible suggestions for the

T grateful w Claudia Plamp for the eacellent photographs: o Damela Giei-
nert whose penciled hine diawimgs for Sch 3324 and 3325 are the busis for the
inhed draw ings presented here; and Penelope Mountjoy. whose inked diawing of
Sch 3392 [ have used (shightly modified) here.

Mommsen Lertel Mounggoy 2001, 186 187 N, 24. 205, 209, 211 (Sample 81)
Tan Ware: Aurbach “rn 17 22, Anatohan Gy Wane: Zawbach Nr 24,
Ihischield 2000.

Hirschield 2002, 93,

Huschield 2002, 95,

How big that pochet might be can only be awsessed on the basis of the discorery
{ur not) of marked potiery fiom LB sites i the Trwad and Anatoha.

Zurbach’s wentification of the marh on “Canaamte™ amphota handle i, 20
{Abb 26) as “Cyvpro-Minoan ™ s possible. but the fragmentary state of the hand-
le and our uncertain understanding of the matking svstemis) used on “Canaani-
te” amphotas make it prematute to aceept this wWenuficanon without reseryation.
The preponderance of matks on fine wares may be an aceident of discovery. fne
wates are gnen much mote attention during the excavation. sorting and 1ecol-
ding process,



functions of the marks based on the form of vases and locations
ol the marks, and this is as far as the present evidence can be
taken.

Two ol the marked vases call for special comment because of their
possible conneetion with Cyprus (fig. 1), The mark on the impor-
ted ~Canaanite™ jar (no. 5. lig. 1.5: 2.5) handle recalls many such
examples on Cyprus and may have come to Troy from the island
or via its traders™, The mark on stirrup jar handle Sch 3392 no. 7.
fig. 1.7: 2.7) is also typically Cypriot. The form of the mark. its
ductus (manner of incision). its location on the vase. and this spe-
cific type of Mycenacan vase all conform to the characteristics of
a marking svstem that [ have identified as Cypriot'. I have argued
that such marks make it possible to trace Cypriot imvolvement in
the trans-Mediterrancan exchange of Cypriot. Mycenacan. Mino-
an and other vases! . But Sch 3392 was made locallv, The simiplest
presumption is that the mark was also incised locally. And so this
single picce of evidence throws doubt on my theory that these
large. boldly incised marks on Mycenacan containers indicate
some sort of connection with Cyprus or Cypriots. Several dille-
rent explanations can be suggested:

1. The results of the NAA analysis are incorrect. The authors of
the study admit an initial difficulty in separating A-Trov products
(including Sch 3392) from the group ol fabrics made at Mycenac-
Berbati™. Is their solution satislactory? Ias A-Troy in fact been
correctly identified and provenienced? Is Sch 3392 correctly
grouped? Given the scientific rigor of the team conducting the
NAA analysis, these doubts are unlikely and 1 raise them only for
the sake of completencess.

2. The simple explanation is that my identification of this mark as
Cypriot is incorreet, and that it should be viewed purcly within the
local marking milicu. But. in every respect except the fabric itsell.
this vase and its mark fit the eriteria of the marking system that |
have argued is specifically associated with Cyprus. 1 cannot dis-
miss that as coincidental. Thus | must explain the local use ol a
Cypriot marking system at Troy.

3. One possibility is that there were Cypriots present at Trov, |
suggested a similar explanation for the approximately three dosen
Cypriot-marked vases found in the Argolid. especially at Tiryns'™.
These hyvpotheses could be substantiated by other evidence for
resident Cypriots: at present. there is no conelusive corroboration.
4. A more claborate hypothesis is that the mark indicates Trojuan
participation in an exchange syvstem administered by Cypriots. Or
perhaps the “Cypriot” marking svstem had become a universal
standard. used by anyone participating in the exchange of certain
commuodities (e.g. “Mycenacan”™ vases. Minoan stirrup jars.
“Canaanite”™ jars) circulating within the LB castern Mediterrane-
an. An analogy is the present-day system of barcodes. internatio-
natly ased and recognized. Both of these suggestions presuppose
i highly developed administration of exchange. and Troy s active
participation within that system. This is not the forum in which w
discuss the debates and evidence for the nature of LB exchange.
and the single marked local-Myeenacan vase found at Tioy does
aot add unequivocal evidence to any ol the arguments. But it is a
pivce tha must be accounted for in the bigger picture. The sugge-
sted comprarison of Seh 3486 (no. 6. Mg, 160 2.6) with a stirrup
jar found on the Uluburun shipwreck is particularly interesting in

But see nn comments, op il
Huschield 1992, 193
Hischichd 1990, 2003
Mommson Hevtel Mountoy 2004, 174
Most compichersien discussed m Hischield 1999, published n ~summany
Fsluany in thischield 1992, 1993, 1996

S0 AL dimensions ate given moems,
The guestion of whether 0 vase was mathed betore o alter Tmng s mtezial w
am mterpretation of the mark’s possible functioni~). Publications dealing with
muathed pottery often descube the maths as pre- or post-Tiing, but the critena

the context of this discussion. for this identification (if it holds
true) suggests a close interconnection between local (Trojan) imi-
tations of Acgean ceramics and Cypriot cargoes.

In the absence of a bilingual, any attempt at decipherment requi-
res a sulficiency of texts. The marks on LB pottery are texts in the
sense that they were intended to comvey specific meaning. We
cannot “read” these marks and so we must rely on their patterns
of oceurrence to understand their functions. The corpus of LB
potmarks -~ those found at Trov as well as throughout the castern
Mediterrancan - 15 at present too small even to identify those pat-
terns with confidence. New discoveries continue to add to and
challenge our understanding of the patterns of marking. Every
detail counts: a mark’s ductus, its placement on the vase. the
shape and [abric of the vase, its place of production and its depo-
sitional contest. Theoretical approaches will eventually help us
understand the reasons for marking. At present. we are still in the
stage of collecting the details. This paper contributes towards o
complete and accurate collection.

Catalogue

Catalogue entries are arranged as follows™: Inventory number. Summary
deseription of vase and mark, Description of the mark, with special atten-
tion to the criteria for identifving the marks as post-liring?!. Description
of the vase and fabric: dimensions of fragment. Discussion of context.
Zurbach reterence and any additional bibliography. Significant comparan-
da and or additional commentary,

I Ivano. Seh 3025 (Oe 11 2.0

Rim. neck and complete handle of an Anatolian Gray Ware jug. Large
cross netsed after Niring into top of handle.

After firing: The sharp Veshapad incisions were certainly cut into hard
clay and through the slip: the edges and junctions of the incisions are
entremely jageed. The vertical stroke appears to have been cut first.
Maximum dimension of mark: 4.1

The fabric is gray and hard-fired. Rim diameter 12.2: maximum preser-
ved length: 13,

Trov VI VIL

2 Imvne. Sch 3324 (fig. 1.2:2.2)

Handle from an Anatolian Grax Ware tall jar or jug. Single mark incised
after firing at top of handle.

Adter finng: Deep spalling at the junctions and sliced inclusions indicate
that this mark was cut when the clay was very hard (Schimidt also identi-
fies this as a post-firing mark). The incisions are deep and sharp. The
overlapping of grooves at the junctions indicates that the incisions were
cut in a clock-wise order. Maximum dimension of mark: 2.8,

The fabric is gray and hard-fired. with substantial amounts of mica inclu-
siony™”. Handle section: 3.4 maximum preserved length: 20,

froy VI VIL

Zarback 2003, N, 23 Abb. 20.

3 dmeno. Sch 3325 (he 1.3 2.3)

Pithos tun fragment. A large Five-pointed star incised alter firing into the
inner face of the rim.

After firng: The large grits protruding into the grooves and the crumbling
cdges of the meisions indicate that the clay was very hard when this mark
was cul Vimdmum dimension of mark: 7.6.

Fabrie is terravotta otange with grayer core at the thickest scetions. Many
and substantial inclusions (medium-large: subangular: white, grav. oran-
ge. maroonk: numerous copper-colored Hechs are readily visible, Rum dia-

for making that wdgment e rarely made explieit Signs mersed inty wet clay
are easy to wlentify, but it con be exttemely diftfieult to dilferentiate between
stz incesed o clay at the leather-hand stage and those cot mte Ored clay My
assessments are subjective and are based on what s visible to the naked eye and
under munimal magmbication (+15. vwang a hand lens). The study of LB pot-
marhs will not be on fiem footing wonl an obgectve method fn differentiating
between pro- and post-fieed marks i~ developed

Mheaceous Gy Ware s mote common e Leoy ViEeanly (Pavak 2002, 35) bur
contutues o be wsed mto latest V1 (Basedow 2000, 54 35+ GAMW 3 and
GAW



meter cannot be determined: wall thickness just below the rim s 3.7 em:
manimum preserved length 22,

Tros VI VIL Record of the context: “m dem grovsen Magazimraume der
I, Ansiedelung ™.

Zurbach 2003, Nr. 26 Abb. 23: Schmidt 1902b, 317.

Star-shaped potmark- are not unusual: they have been found atvarious LB
sites on Cyprus. for example. Enkomi*', Lhis mark. although large in size
and boldly incised and thus conspicuous on the vase fragment. 1s positio-
ned on an inward sloping rim and so would have been visible only when
looking down upon the complete vessel  diflicult if this rim comes from
the tall variety of pithoi. and thus this rim is probably from a low, squat
pithos (s pe.

4 Inv.no. Sch 3552 (fig, 1.4: 2.4)

Rim fragment and handle stub from a Tan ware jar or jug. A\ cross incised
into the handle.

After firing: The grits were so firmly embedded m very hard cluy that they
staved in position when incising tool cut through them. The feathered ends
of the incised grooves indicate that the person cutting the mark was having
some difficulty: it took several strokes to make cach groeve and thin shal-
low ctchings parallel to the gromes are perhaps remmnants of “false starts™
or strokes having “jumped™ the groove. The grooves are wide and shallow
(0,50, Maximum dimension of mark: 4.5,

Tan ware™, Orange-brown surface burmished to a shght luster. Pinkish-
gray fabrie with many small. angular. sandy grits. Rim diameter s difti-
cult to ascertain. perhaps ca. 12: handle section 3.1~ 2.1 maximum
preserved length 7.

Trov VI late or VIHa—™.

Zurbach 2003, N 27 Abb. 24.

5 Invno. Sch 3553 (fig. 1.5: 2.5)

Rim fragment and handle stub from a jar or jug. Two marks meised o
the handle.

After firing: The V=shaped mcisions are deep (0.1). inconststent m width,
with crumbled edges, and the mcising tool has cut through hard tquart/?)
grits, At Dirst glance, the right vertical appears to form one contimuous line
and this raises the possibality that we are dealing here with a single com-
plen mark. But in fact the long night sertical is composed of two separi-
tely made grooves and the left vertical is elearly separated into two secti-
ons. not quite in alignment, Thus, this handle is marked with two signs:
the upper one composed of two verticals and two horizontals (tie-tac-
toe” grid) and the fower with two verticals but only a smgle horizontal. In
cach mark. the verticals were cut first. Vaximum dimension of combined
marks: 5.4.

Tan ware. Orange-brown surface burnished to a slight luster. Gray labric

Dikanos 1969 1971, 11671 pl 3154 W pl. 16025, 1V §59 (Fnkomy 5902 4);
Dhikaros 190919711 7120 pl 316 76, IV 290 (Enkom 6068.4).

0 Zurbach wennfies this as a handle Tom a My cenacan gar (123 or a gar made m
the Mycenacan techmgue (1210, perhaps even made locally The handle - cer-
tanly Tan Ware, which s constdered to have been made tocally (Mommsen Her-
tel Mountgon 2000, 130 with tefetences).

D Hertel hindly researched the prosenience of this fragment and provided the
follow mg miotmation [personal communmication 30 07 [997] ~ e hetden Hen-
kel [Seh 3332 & 3553) wwden lunter dor Wermanerune des Toves HF U am
Borerh der Hawser VI pid 8HEE setunden (Doepield 1902 Tuf T VH e
lermunervmg des foves fat nach Dorpleld m der Siodlangsplare Lrow VT a,
menlt Kewgmann m der Swedlungsplose Dow U spat stattgseninden e bewlen
Haweser sind zwerfellos mder Stedlumeapluese Trong VI a evisaat werden D die
wenauen Fundumstand, der baden Henkel unblur voed kann piae moe sutten,
duss ste enmeder aws der Swedlungsphose Troe VEspat vdes Joo Sedligsplia-
wet Tovnna VI e saoemmeen

bl
I Tave begun to addiess this question wath specific reference t the sequences of
matks on Mycenacan sases (Hhischickl tortheoming)

* o Hertel 20034, 103 fn 98, )

1 Hentel kindly provaded the Tollow g imformation [pet~onal communication
30071997 and e-manl 18 03 2007 |2 . vr die der spathronze zatlcien Tan Bure
angehorende Bugclhanne Sch 3956 fuoven sich dive Tundvasstande minlfe son
Denpicles legeuchera und Coabimgsfotos avs den Jabren 1IN 92 Do plefes
Crrubungspeblibanion am dem Jahwe 1902 und den Nachivtersachnngen Kol
manms om e T997 wie polgt sekonsieg vren Dy Buecd imae s e de
Novdostbaston voa B 3 (Doepfeld 1902, Taf LA N NT g0 eprndon
ddaher i dem Versmrez, der dwch don schon ngendwann i dore lntdhe o1 ioleten
Lrvammensy il dor Ove= od Nowebwaned e Brunneafassiorsz, dee man m diot
Plise Teora VI a angebiacht harte ¢ Bnmen VI wnd der Ost- and Nordmie
er des Brommens B B von Dowa 1THE Coosver Bramnen B o FE Schuche’y zustun-
degchommen var wnd swar i demygenigen deil des Lostwrzes, den man i
Boverch dor Brunmenfassung angetoffon hatte (v w0 S, 935 Abb. 1, Schichien 7 ¢
by Der btz hatte wher der berfullung tdese i Berewch antee Schche © oy

with many small. angular. sandy grits. Rim diameter s ditticult o deter-
mune. perhaps ca. 10: handle section: 3.2 x 2.3 maximum presered
length: 6.2.

Troy VI late or Vila™.

Zurbach 2003, Nr. 28 \bb. 24.

Lach of these marks s incised mte the handles of various \Mycenacan
vases, “Canaanite”™ amphoras and Cypriot plamm wares. In general, | B
marks most often appear as smgletons, one mark incised per handle,
Sequences of o marks (or sometimes even three) marks on a simgle
handle are rare. and those are characteristically found on “Canaamite™
amphora handles. Whether such sequences might be mseriptions s a topic
currently under research®,

6 lmvno. Sch 3486 XIb 1232 (hg. 1.6: 2.0)

Partial disk. neck and handle stub of a large coarse-ware stirrup jar. \ ~in-
gle mark mesed alter Nring inte handle: a short strohe (length 0 -4 cut
mto the edge of the disk is probably also deliberate.

Schoudt desenbes this mark as having been cut into solt cla, e, before
firmg. But 1 can see nothing to corroborate that description: rather. the
mark seems to me to have been cut mto hard clay. after iinng: [he edges
ol the grooves and especially the junction hase been crumbled by the e
ston process. The maximum depth of the V-shaped grooves 1s 0.8, Mavi-
mum dimension of mark: 2.6,

Tan ware. Orange-brown surface burnished to a slight luster. but mottled
by discoloration from fire dumage™. 1t is difficult to see the fubric clear-
Iy enough for specilic description: melusions are plentful. small. angular.
A large, concave disk (diameter 10) atop a short. squat neck, Handle see-
tion: 328 2.4

Troy VI muddle fate up toVHb 2 and VI b 2 or VI tvery) carly dump
{ Verstur/) m the Nordostbastion ™.

Zurbach 2003, Nr. 25 Abb. 22: Hertel 2003a. 105, 117 Abb. 5,
Fragments ol o sticrup jar sumilar i (abne and shape and dimensions were
dhisconered on the U luburun shipwreck ™. Lach handie of the U luburun jar
carries the ~ame single inered mark (o T weth double cross-ban),

"N s a common mark and embellishments are pot miiequent. [or oxam-
ple.an exact parallel to the underlined N of Sch 3486 15 Found on a Mino-
an codrse waee stirrup jar from Fopit(Crete) o

7 Invno. Sch 3392 1fig. 17, 270 Disk and one handle stub of 0 kg,
fine-ware stierup jar (Furumark Shape 16\ single maik s patlly
presenved on the handle stub: two short strokes (notches) ineised on the
wilge of one side of the disk are also probably deliberate

Schowdi desenibes the marks as having been cut nto Sad ¢ hestin ™y
clay The mersons i shaip. elean Veshaped grooves, aliost 0.1 deep,
Cuts through large grits. spalled junctions, and multipic sttoaes per grow-

gelewen die nach Ker fmann dic Polee dor spatcstens s dor Paose fowa DD
crfederen liffassang dos Bramncns B b ovon frona UV und der Branncatassiing oo
Trona VIEaowanr e Resamh des erwadimten Veosturziedes futte sich ay wenng-
sens emem protoscome troscten Pragnient (s o Hertel TS F Abb, 2001 wad
suminede st coter lokal-n e on Scherbe femnem Deckod der Stufe Spathella-
desch HE B so Mowmgor [s 0 5 44 Abb, 17003 crmem svpets f-spanthean -
zeitlic hen Fragment. grannnmoscher Ware Gomd sermadieh anch weierer fan
Wigre dev spater Bronzezerr Baebaryan Cowese Havre o Bichellevannl, sonn
viellew it we b etmas leloa -Gy Weed Zisarmenzoserst die Koot duorl-
te anfund dor Lastchmsges hnchie des Mostmzes ond semes geoade
hee e benen Inftalts cane Ve g von F amdmante crad ats Trosa VI \iite Spa,
Voo VH BT 2 wnd der wmiercthar an Deowa VI B 2 aas hiliefiendon Phaswe
geacen sem fainc i wonn vt den wemeen nock packwesboaeen Scloebn die
gz, s fen vnd dic Bivgelhanne mn ollgemen row V1 Mize Spat b LD
2 cugeneednet wenden ooy e aaf Dot VIED 2 polacade Plase asnde von
Keat tiwswars by B UECB 3 v e dluggegen als gonz fraddos frona VI Wit
st Tuf der Feostur s v o semom swdwestlicher Lo die me peofogeament
sche Reramth ol trane Weare amd Gricchoscine Fan Baee tood ovonin
el e hmaotogoom ool Scherbon), wber koo spathoorzezotinoben
{ semenre erthaltende Schiche b gofallon wnd watte sl fier aly Seducke o
wheelageer dus alt demt gt herven, dafi dic Bugetianne Sob 345 ains conem
Lo 11 Matte Spot bes Vith 2« waed Trowa VI b 3- by sl frhen Trena THIT-
Kenttert stamand Da v mkennae Keramik i der Zent nachy Leona 810 B 2
frechit avel vorkemmet 5o bt Ko Tormnees ante goonr gesebon denn
i Birgellanme ot cone ovo ke anhonne Geliorar (s Bangesdhichte und
Stratigraphse o wnd ubor o Boomnenfasaung dot Nordesthastion s Hertel 2003
[VR 104 197 fuw 1Es 017 und 2u den die alteren Interpectationen 2 1 kv
wetenden and crgansenden \ustuhyungen s o Hertel 99 3

CORW 1977 Mentioned by ) Rutter m his presentation “Assessing the Shiphoard
Profile of a Regional Ceramie Assemblage The Aegean Pottery from the Llu-
burun Shpwieck™ at the Anmaar Mectings ot the Archacologreal Instivte of
Amenca. Boston, 7 Januay 2005 mowhich he sugaests o potcanialfy o
legean”™ provemence ton this |0
Heraklwon M1 9246, mentioned m kanta 1980, 25 ig 95



ve suggest that the mark on the handle was cut afier Diring. The notches
on the disk are of sunilar character. Maximum presenved dimension of
marh: 2.1.

The edge of the disk (dameter 6.5) is nicked in several places and one
large fragment has flaked off. The paint is lustrous brown-black: it is
mostly crizzled and much has flaked off, but the decorative pattern is
clear: concentric cireles on dish and a wide band along outer edges of
handle. Fire damage has discolored the fabric to olive-grayish. The inclu-
sions are difficult to see but there are some small subangular grits and tra-
ces of silver mica: Mountjov suggests that possibility. also. of gold mica.
Handle seetion: 3.3 & 1.1: maximum preserved length: 10.2.

Troy VI VIL

Zurbach 2003, Nr. 29 Abb. 25: Mommsenl lertel Moungjoy 2001, 186
187 Nr. 24, 203, 209, 211 (Sample 81),

The shape and decoration of this vase are characteristic of a type of LI
[HB large fine-ware stirrup jar commonly exported to Cyprus and the

304

Levant. and o is not unusual to find a large single mark incised into one
or both handles of these jars. The fragmentary mark makes it difficult to
cite clear parallels. but the preserved elements are typical of several marks
found meised on large fine stirrup jars. This marked dise is unusual only
in that neutron activation analysis indicates that it was made locally at
Troy.

Dr. Nicolle Hirschfeld

Trinity University, Dept. of Classical Studics
One Trinity Place

San Antonio. TX 78212-7200

USA

nhirschi trinity.edu
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Fig. 11 Sherds with pormarks: | Sch 3025, 2 Sch 3324, 3 Sch 3325, 4 Sch 3552, 5 Sch 3353, 6 Sch 3486, 7 Sch 3392, M.: 113, Drawings: N, Hirschfeld.
D. Greinert, P Mountjoy.



* Dotatls of the mestons: 1 Sch 3023, 2 Sch 3324, 3 Sch 3325, 4 Sch 35320 5 Sch 3553, 6 Sch 3486, 7 Sch 3392, Photo: C, Plamp.
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