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Foreword

K. Aslıhan Yener

The systematic excavations of Kültepe, ancient Kanesh, 
ongoing since 1948 by T. Özgüç and since 2006 directed 
by Fikri Kulakoğlu have unearthed the most impor-
tant Early and Middle Bronze Age kingdom in central 
Anatolia. Aside from the massive, fortified lower town 
(formerly kārum) known primarily from the point of 
view of non-local merchant documents, now as a result 
of a shift of research focus, the monumental palatial 
buildings, local intra-Anatolia trade networks, and 
material culture of the third millennium bc on the 
mound preceding these Old Assyrian commercial activi-
ties have been highlighted. Furthermore, new projects 
such as KAYAP (Kayseri Arkeolojik Yüzey Araştırması 
Projesi) throughout the entire rich hinterland of Kültepe 
have presented a much more nuanced understanding of 
the fundamental reasons why Kanesh was so wealthy.

The pioneering KIM (Kültepe International Meetings) 
conferences held every two years at the excavation 
quarters give scholars and students the opportunity to 
exchange findings, debate scientific issues, and plan for 
future research agendas. The immediate publication of 
these papers in SUBARTU has in addition made these 
findings accessible to the scholarly community. The 
KIM papers have been carefully organized to comple-
ment presentations given by historians and text experts 
with specialists in material culture and archaeology. The 
meetings have been generously backed by local busi-
nesses, government institutions, and private individuals. 
Local restaurants have donated delicious meals and day-
trips have taken the groups to the sites which interacted 
with Kültepe in antiquity, giving them the opportunity to 
experience and visit these first hand.

 K. Aslıhan Yener (akyener12@gmail.com) Professor Emerita, Uni
versity of Chicago Oriental Institute and Koç University, Istanbul 
Turkey; Research Affiliate,  Institute for the Study of the Ancient 
World (ISAW),  New York University,

No aspect concerning Kanesh has been left out; 
archaeology, geology, climate, zoology, botany, genetic 
studies, conservation, archival sciences, network anal-
yses, metallurgy, ceramic science, characterization 
analyses, and many more topics have been covered in 
the KIM conferences. Directors of other excavations 
have also presented papers augmenting the connec-
tions between their sites and Kültepe. The intellectual 
synergy has been palpable with many participants tak-
ing away with them ideas for their own projects as well 
as giving direction to further discoveries for Kültepe. 
English has been the preferred language of presenta-
tion but translations have been available when needed, 
bringing the findings of Turkish scholars to the inter-
national community as well.

Some of the scientific studies have been jaw drop-
ping. Especially critical has been the discovery that 
Kanesh was submerged by water in the LBA as revealed 
by the new sedimentary cores. Furthermore, the site 
was even larger than ever imagined in the Middle 
Bronze Age: pottery sherds and walls have been dis-
covered one kilometre from the foot of the mound. In 
terms of settlement landscape, the ever-changing and 
little-known environment of Kanesh has revealed its 
complex tiers of state systems and satellite villages. 
Nearby mineral resources such as the EBA tin source 
and miners’ villages at the foot of the volcano Erciyes 
has astonished the scholarly community so used to the 
paradigm of imported tin. Studies into the agricultural 
potential of the land, the abundant grain surpluses, 
and animal husbandry have been fine-tuned to reveal 
the optimum carrying capacity of Kanesh. In other 
words, the KIM conferences have embedded Kanesh 
into its vast regional network with the addition of 
archaeological science to the abundant data from now 
23,000 texts.
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9. Preliminary Assessments of Black-
Glazed Attic Pottery Found at Kültepe

Burcu Tüysüz

Introduction
Kültepe is located 20  km north-east of the modern 
city of Kayseri, at the centre of the region known as 
Cappadocia (Strabo xii.2.7; see Map 9.1).

The first systematic scientific excavations at Kültepe 
began in 1948 under the direction of Prof. Dr Tahsin 
Özgüç and have continued since 2006 under the direc-
tion of Prof. Dr Fikri Kulakoğlu.

The pottery group discussed in this article was recov-
ered by Prof. Dr Tahsin Özgüç from the Classical-period 
buildings stratigraphically located above the Waršama 
Palace (Kulakoğlu 2010, 43; Kulakoğlu 2018, 64–65) 
(Fig. 9.1). These buildings were revealed in Level 3 on 
the mound, which is dated to the Hellenistic period.1 
Unfortunately, it was not possible to acquire detailed 
information about these buildings or the archaeological 
contexts of the associated pottery group. This situation 
created significant methodological problems for under-
standing and dating the discussed material. Owing to 
these difficulties, dating was mainly achieved through 
typological comparisons with similar examples recov-
ered from different sites.

Hellenistic Kültepe was a small city probably 
named Anisa and dependent upon the Kingdom of 
Cappadocia, whose capital was Eusebeia (Barjamovic 
2015, 236–38; Kulakoğlu 2017, 13). During the tran-
sition until the founding of an independent king-
dom by Ariarathes III (255–220 bc) and between the 
years 325 and 225, the Cappadocian region changed 
hands in the wars between the generals of Alexander 
before it was finally dominated by the Seleucids. 
Although an independent kingdom was established 
by Ariarathes  III, the Ariaratheses first became the 
close allies of the Seleucids, and then of the kings of 

Burcu Tüysüz, (burcuderin@yandex.com) Research Assistant and 
Ph.D. candidate in the Archaeology Department at Nevşehir Hacı 
Bektaş Veli University.

1  For the stratification of the mound, see Özgüç 1999, 4; Kulakoğlu 
2010, 41; Kulakoğlu 2017; Kulakoğlu 2018.

Pergamon and Rome, especially during the reign of 
Ariarathes IV (220–163 bc). The extensive excavations 
at Kültepe revealed different Hellenistic buildings and 
rich archaeological materials (Kulakoğlu 2017). During 
this period, the mound was a residential area; whereas 
the lower city was used as a cemetery. One important 
archaeological document is the Anisa tablet dating 
to the middle of the second century bc. According 
to Mordtmann, Kul Tepe (Kulakoğlu 2017, XV), it was 
sold to the Berlin Museum by an antique dealer, and 
came from near Gemerek. The tablet contains an hon-
orary inscription inscribed to honour Apollonios, the 
ruler of the city. According to this plate, the name of 
the city is Anisa, which is a centre in the Greek city 
model with its prytan, demos, and boule (Barjamovic 
2015). In addition, a coin indicated that the city was 
actually called Anisa during the earlier periods (third 
century bc) (Barjamovic 2015, 237–38, fig. 5). During 
the excavations in the lower city, a cemetery was iden-
tified dating to third bc–sixth ad (Üstündağ 2009). 
According to the excavations conducted in the upper 
city, the mound was surrounded by strong city walls 
2.5  m wide. In addition, the amphora found in the 
south of the mound in a structure remaining within 
the wall that partially opens, shows the richness of 
Kültepe’s ceramic repertoire (Zoroğlu 1981; Kulakoğlu 
2017, 14–15). Recently, a three-phase structure has 
been found almost at the centre of the mound. A statue 
of a goddess holding a pomegranate in her hand and a 
bull protome are prominent finds demonstrating the 
religious character of this structure. However, with 
the exception of coins (Taner 1971; 1974; Çizmeli-
Öğün 2006) and an amphorae (Zoroğlu 1981; Kulakoğlu 
2017, 14–15) discussed in detail, our knowledge of this 
period is very limited, and usually in the form of brief 
summaries appearing in publications and excavation 
reports (Özgüç 1953, 252; Özgüç 1971, 1, 29). This study 
is the first attempt at analysing the black-glazed pot-
tery of Kültepe, which provides significant information 
about the Hellenistic pottery repertoire of the mound.
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Map 9.1. Cappadocia region 
and its roads after the mid-
fourth century bc (the map 
is a revised version of that 

in Tekin 1998, 49).

Figure 9.1. Kültepe mound: 
the area where black-glazed 
pottery was found (© Kültepe 
Excavation Archives, by 
Orhan Durgut, 2006).



9. Preliminary Assessments of Black-Glazed Attic Pottery Found at Kültepe	 163

Black-Glazed Pottery
Widely distributed and well known, black-glazed pot-
tery is named after its shiny black glaze coating. The 
black glaze was achieved through the application of 
diluted clay to the surfaces and certain firing tech-
niques.2 The black-glazed pottery first emerged in the 
Attica region in the sixth century bc as a type that 
the Attic potters produced by drawing inspiration 
from the metal vessels of the Persians (Miller 1999, 

2  For firing techniques, see Noble 1960, 310–11.

150; Rotroff 1997, 11–13). The main 
production centre of this pottery 
is Athens (Cook 1965, 143), as sup-
ported by archaeometric analyses 
(Fillieres et al. 1983, 60).

Produced from a high-quality clay 
unique to the region, this group was 
one of the most luxurious products 
of the period and was exported to 
almost all areas of the ancient world. 
The most distinctive feature of the 
vessels produced in Attica is their 
well-levigated light red and pink fab-
ric with fine sand temper (Rotroff 
1982, 14). Furthermore, in some of the 
examples dating to the late third and 
early second centuries bc, another 
fabric with light colour can be seen. 
Light brown coloured fabrics of this 
group are tempered with occasional 
mica particles (Rotroff 1997, 10). The 
vessels generally have glossy black 
surfaces. The most preferred decora-
tions are the palmette and roulette 
especially made on the interior base 
of the open vessels. While there are 
concentric circles under the base of 
some specimens, reserve areas are 
left on the outer surfaces of some 
specimens to form a band (Sparkes & 
Talcott 1970).

In time, demand for the black-
glazed vessels increased sharply 
and local imitations began to 
appear beside the imported ves-
sels. Pergamon (Schäfer 1968), 
Ephesos (Mitsopoulos-Leon 1991), 
Troia (Tekkök-Biçken 1996), Gordion 
(Stewart 2010), Tarsus (Jones 1950), 
and Smyrna (Cook 1965) are among 

the centres where both exported and imitation exam-
ples were found together. In addition to the imitations 
that are relatively simpler and easily distinguishable 
from the Attic products, there were also high-quality 
imitation products called ‘Atticizing’ (Berlin-Lynch 
2002), which were hardly distinguishable from the 
Attic products. Their forms and high-quality glazes are 
almost identical to the Attic examples and these ves-
sels could only be distinguished by their fabric char-
acteristics. They have pale red, brown, and reddish-

Figure 9.2. Ceramic samples 
belonging to the first group.
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brown fabric colours. When the clay of a broken piece is 
observed, one can generally see variations in the colour 
of the clay, which is grey or brown at the core and turns 
to pink or red towards the sides. Clays have porous tex-
tures with occasional mica and lime inclusions.3

Black-Glazed Pottery Found at Kültepe

Kültepe yielded ninety pieces of black-glazed pottery. Two 
different groups have been identified in line with their 
fabrics and glazes. The examples classified in the first 
group have a beige and brown fabric with mica and occa-
sional inclusions. They have a deep brown-black glaze 
(Fig. 9.2). The sherds in the second group have a well-

3  For imitation products manufactured in Anatolia see Cook 1965, 
143; Gassner 1997, 39; Meriç 2002, 25; Rotroff & Oliver 2003, 19; Ber-
lin-Lynch 2002, 169. Doksanaltı 2006, 181; Ersoy 2009, 34–61.

refined red fabric cov-
ered with thick glossy, 
black glaze (Fig. 9.3). This 
study only addresses 
examples from the sec-
ond group. This group 
consists of fifty examples 
in eight forms. Of these, 
the following examples 
have been assessed as 
representing the form 
best and providing a 
complete profile: three 
bowls with outturned 
rims; two bowls with 
incurved rims; three 
bowl base fragments; 
two saltcellar-saucers; 
three plates  with 
rounded rims; one fish-
plate; three kantharoi; 
one guttus; and two oil 
lamps.

All of the ceramics of 
the second category are 
of red and reddish clay. 
Their clays are very well 
refined, finely textured, 
and hard. Their glaze 
is black and shiny. The 
tondos or interior of the 
bowls and plates are 

decorated with either only roulette rows or a combina-
tion of roulette and palmette decorations.

Outturned Rim Bowls (Figs 9.4.1–3)

Outturned rim bowls are one of the most common 
bowl forms of the Hellenistic period (Rotroff 1997, 156) 
and have been found in many centres such as Ephesos 
(Mitsopoulos-Leon 1991, Taf. 4, 5), Pergamon (Schӓfer 
1968, Taf. 3), Gordion (Stewart 2010, fig. 202). The pro-
duction of these bowls first began in the fifth century 
bc in Athens (Sparkes & Talcott 1970, 128) and it is pos-
sible to trace their chronological development to the 
end of the Hellenistic period.4

4  For the development of the form during the Classical and Helle-
nistic periods, see Sparkes & Talcott 1970, 128–29, fig. 8.707–808; 
Rotroff 1997, 157–60, figs 59–61.

Figure 9.3. Ceramic samples 
belonging to the second group.
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Figure 9.4. Photographs and drawings of black-glazed Attic pottery found at Kültepe: 
(1–3) rim, body, and base fragment of bowl with outturned rim; (4–5) rim, body, and 
base fragment bowl with incurved rim; (6–8) base fragment of bowl.
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Eight examples belonging to this group were identi-
fied at Kültepe. These bowls have distinctly outturned 
rims. The transition from the upper body to the lower 
body is achieved through a carination. The upper part 
of the body is slightly inclined outwards, whereas the 
lower part is almost horizontal. The base’s foot is a ring 
and the resting surface is flat. There are also conical 
flanges in their centres. The independent palmettes are 
placed in the rouletted circle in the tondos of Figure 9.4.1 
and Figure 9.4.3, whereas in the tondo of Figure 9.4.2 
only a rouletted circle is found. All examples have band-
shaped areas reserved in the body-to-base transitions 
and in the base resting surfaces. Rim diameters vary 
between 12 and 22 cm and base diameters vary between 
6 and 8 cm.

Among the group of outturned rim bowls found 
in the Athenian Agora, the examples with outturned 
rims and carination at the transition from the upper 
body to the lower body are dated to around 300–290 bc 
(Rotroff 1997, 157, fig. 59.869–71). The flat surfaces of 
the bases and base-body transitions and the reserve 
bands in the resting surfaces of the examined exam-
ples are characteristics belonging to the year 300 bc 
(Rotroff 1997, 157). Examples with a similar form found 
in Anatolia are dated to the early third century bc at 
İzmir Kadife Kale (Granata 2015, 83, figs 4–5); and to 
300 bc at Pergamon (Schӓfer 1968, Taf. 3.C5). Similar 
forms at Gordion, on the other hand, were found in 
Early Hellenistic plates from the years 333–275  bc 
(Stewart 2010, 175, fig. 202.95–96). Furthermore, simi-
lar examples were discovered at Ephesos (Mitsopoulos-
Leon 1991, 27, Taf. 4.A17, Taf. 5.A16, A19 A20; Gassner 
1997, Taf. 5.86) and Kerameikos (Knigge 2005, Abb. 
41.467, 473, 677, 737, 753). Considering these data, 
the bowls from Kültepe numbered Figure  9.4.1 and 
Figure 9.4.2 can be typologically dated to the early 
third century bc.

A subtype, dating slightly later with its less out-
turned rim (Fig. 9.4.3) can be considered within this 
group. According to the chronological development of 
the form, during the first quarter of the third century 
and later, the outturned profile of the rim softened and 
became a simple continuation of the body wall curve 
(Rotroff 1997, 157, fig. 872). Bowls of similar forms were 
found at Ephesos as well (Mitsopoulos-Leon 1991, Taf. 
6.A24). With reference to similar examples, it is pos-
sible to date this type to the first quarter of the third 
century bc.

Incurved Rim Bowls (Figs 9.4.4–5)

Bowls with an incurved rim and a flat body tapering to 
the ring base first began to be produced in Athens in 
the fifth century as a continuation of bowls with single 
handles (Sparkes & Talcott 1970, 130–32). Also known 
as ‘echinus bowls’ in the literature, the group quickly 
became widespread in the fourth century bc and was 
exported to a wide region (Edward 1975, 29; Rotroff 
1997, 161).

Nine examples of this form have been found at 
Kültepe. These bowls have slightly incurved rims, shal-
low bodies, and ring bases. Some variations could be 
observed on the rims of vessels. The incurving of the 
Figure 9.4.4 is more prominent than that of Figure 9.4.5. 
The body is a bit shallower and flat. Rim diameters 
range from 13 cm to 20 cm. Figure 9.4.5 has a decoration 
scheme consisting of four palmette groups placed inside 
the roulettes. In addition, a reserve area has been left to 
form a band.

Examples with the same typological character-
istics as the Kültepe bowls have been unearthed at 
the Athenian Agora excavations. As with the sherd 
in Figure  9.4.4, the examples with distinctively 
incurved rims have been dated to the early third cen-
tury bc (Rotroff 1997, fig. 62.970). Similar examples of 
Figure 9.4.5 are dated to the year 275 bc (Rotroff 1997, 
fig.  62.972). In addition, similar examples have also 
been found at Ephesos (Mitsopoulos-Leon 1991, Taf. 
3.14), Sardis (Rotroff & Oliver 2003, pl. 5.14), Gordion 
(Stewart 2010, fig.  199.76–78, fig.  200.82, 85), and 
Corinth (Edwards 1975, pl. 3.95). Considering these data, 
the bowl in Figure 9.4.4 from Kültepe can be dated to 
the early third century bc, whereas the example in 
Figure 9.4.5 can be dated to the first quarter of the third 
century bc. Apart from these examples, a large num-
ber of base fragments probably belonging to the bowls 
have been identified. There are decorations consisting 
of roulette and palmettes of different types in the ton-
dos of Figures 9.4.6–8 assessed here. With flat resting 
surfaces and reserve bands, Figures 9.4–7 and 8 can be 
dated to the early third century. However, the groove 
under the base of Figure 9.4.6 and its glazing which is 
slightly thicker than other finds suggests that this sherd 
may belong to a slightly earlier date. The tradition of a 
groove under the base and thick glazing is characteris-
tic of the last quarter of the fourth century bc and dis-
appears at the beginning of the third century (Rotroff 
1997, 157, 162). Therefore, it would be correct to date 
the example in Figure 9.4.6 to the last quarter of the 
fourth century bc.
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Saltcellar-Saucer (Figs 9.5.1–2)

Another form identified among the black-glazed pot-
tery are the small bowls which are thought to have been 
used as saltcellars or saucers in the literature (Sparkes & 
Talcott 1970, 132–33). These forms, with their rim diam-
eters ranging from 5 to 10 cm, were widely used during 
the Classical period and continued to be used, though 
they lost their popularity during the Hellenistic period 
(Rotroff 1997, 165–67).

Five examples belonging to this group were found at 
Kültepe. The rounded rim of the form has a steep pro-
file. The shallow body narrows down and the ring sits 
on the base.

Rim diameters vary between 7 and 10 cm. The rest-
ing surface of the base and the body-base transition are 
left as reserve, forming a band. There are one or two 
roulette rings on the tondo of the samples unearthed.

Figure 9.5. Photographs and drawings of black-glazed Attic pottery found in Kültepe: (1–2) rim, body, and base fragment 
of saltcellar-saucer; (3–5) rim, body, and base fragment of plate; (6) rim, body, and base fragment of a fish-plate.
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The Kültepe saltcellar-saucers appear to be in line 
with other examples, dating them to the first quarter 
of the third century bc. Discovered in the Athenian 
Agora (Rotroff 1997, fig. 65.083), examples similar to 
this group were dated to 275 bc. Similar examples were 
found in the early Hellenistic layers at Gordion dated 
to 333–275 bc (Stewart 2010, fig. 205.126). Considering 
these examples, we can date this material (Figs 9.5.1–2) 
to the first quarter of the third century bc.

Plates (Figs 9.5.3–5)

The plates with a rounded rim and shallow body, the first 
examples of which began to appear in early fourth cen-
tury bc, are the most common plate form of Hellenistic 
Attica (Rotroff 1997, 143).

Three examples of this type were recovered at 
Kültepe and these examples consist of rim, body, and 
base fragments. In the group with rims divided into 
two subtypes, the rounded rim of Figure 9.5.4 is flat-
tened at the top, while the rounded rim of Figure 9.5.3 
is raised and made slightly concave. The bodies are shal-
low, and the bases are annular. On the outer surface, 
there is a concave groove under the rim. In the tondo 
of Figure 9.5.5, there are independent palmette decora-
tions placed in the roulette circle and a reserved band in 
the resting surface of the base. The rim diameters of the 
pieces are between 18 cm and 20 cm.

The Kültepe finds display the formal features of the 
Attic plates as seen in their chronological development 
and are dated towards the end of the fourth century bc. 
The most prominent feature of this development are the 
grooves under the rims. The profile was in the form of a 
relief band at the beginning of the century and turned 
into a simple groove towards the end of the century.5

However, the low number of plastic bands among 
the plates identified in ‘Z Structure 3’ dated to the last 
quarter of the century in Kerameikos indicates that 
the change must have taken place before this date 
(Knigge 2005, Abb. 44.480, 576, 630, 678). This form has 
similar counterparts at Bayraklı (Gürsoy 1987, Şek. 15, 
84), Ephesos (Mitsopoulos-Leon 1991, Taf. 9.A48, Taf. 
10.A54), Labraunda (Hellström 1965, pl. 33.58), Nagidos 
(Durukan-Körsulu 2007, fig. 78.85), Paphos (Hayes 1991, 
fig. II.7), and Chios (Anderson 1954, fig. 13.139). When 

5  While this change is dated to the third quarter of the century, 
Rotroff suggests the end of the century for this change. See, Spar-
kes & Talcott 1970, figs 1059, 1060; Rotroff 1997, figs 46, 648, 653.

the formal development of the plates examined is con-
sidered, we can date the Kültepe examples to the late 
fourth century bc and the early third century bc.

Fish-Plates (Fig. 9.5.6)

Vessels known as ‘fish-plates’ in the literature were also 
found at Kültepe. Fish-plates received their name from 
the sea creatures that decorate the tondo of such plates 
in the red figure technique (Rotroff 1997, 146). Sparkes 
and Talcott note that the first examples of the form 
were produced from the late fifth century bc onwards 
(1970, 147–48). These plates have a very characteristic 
form; with their small depressions on tondos used for 
broth or relish. In addition, the rims of the plates hang 
down vertically and their shallow bodies sit on the ring 
base, which opens slightly to the side.

Three examples of this form were recovered at 
Kültepe. One of the examples is broken and incomplete 
and provides a full profile, while the others are the rim 
and base fragments. With reference to the complete 
example discussed here, this group has a drooping rim, 
a shallow body with a depressed tondo, and a ring base. 
The resting surface of the base expanding outwards is 
flat. The transition from the rim to the body outside is 
sharp. The plates are grooved inside the transition from 
the rim to the body and around the saucer, and have a 
thin reserve strip on this groove. In addition, the area 
where the base touches the ground is also reserved. Rim 
diameters are between 28 cm and 30 cm.

Fish-plates with similar formal features are encoun-
tered in the Athenian Agora from 250–255 bc (Rotroff 
1997, fig. 51.720–21). Plates extending outward and with 
flat resting surfaces began to appear from the second 
half of the third century bc. Plates with a similar form 
have also been unearthed at the Sardis, Alişar, Tarsus, 
and Gordion excavations. Among these examples, the 
one with the earliest date is from Alişar (Waage 1937, 
figs 81–82) (fourth century bc). Third century bc and 
Middle Hellenistic periods are suggested for the Sardis 
plate (Rotroff & Oliver 2003, pl. 6.30) and the Tarsus 
Gözlükule example (Jones 1950, fig.  120.23), respec-
tively. The Gordion finds, on the other hand, were 
unearthed in contexts dated to the years 333–275 bc. 
In addition to these, plates with similar formal features 
have been unearthed at Ephesos (Mitsopoulos-Leon 
1991, Taf. 8.A41, A44), İzmir Kadife Kale (Granata 2015, 
83, figs 9–10), Troia (Tekkök-Biçken 1996, fig. 1.A1), and 
Pergamon (Schӓfer 1968, Taf. 1.C4). Considering the line 
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of development of similar examples, we can date the 
Kültepe fish-plates to the third quarter of the third cen-
tury bc.

Kantharos (Figs 9.6.1–3)

One of the most common forms of drinking bowls, kan-
tharoi were first produced in the sixth century bc and 
widely used during the first half of the fourth century 
and the mid-third century (Sparkes & Talcott 1970, 113).

Generally, two different rim types occur in kan-
tharoi, the first being the flat-rim, and the second the 
thickened-rim. However, flat-rim kantharoi were the 
predominantly produced type during the Hellenistic 
period (Rotroff 1997, 84).

In the Kültepe excavations, four examples of the 
flat-rim kantharoi were identified. Figures 9.6.1–2 are 
rim and body fragments, whereas Figure 9.6.3 shows 
the base and body. Rim diameters vary from 9 to 11 cm, 
while their base diameters are 5 cm. With reference to 
the preserved parts, the form has a flat rim slightly turn-
ing outwards and a long cylindrical neck. The transition 
from neck to shoulder is provided with a sharp profile. 
The trunk narrows and sits on a high foot. Considering 
the intact examples, the corresponding spur handles 
must be coming out of the side of the rim and connect-
ing to the shoulder. The body of Figures 9.6.1–3 is pro-
filed with vertical concave grooves on the outer surface.

The examples identified from the Athenian Agora 
with flat rims and similar body forms were dated to the 

Figure 9.6. Photographs and drawings 
of black-glazed Attic pottery found 
at Kültepe: (1–3) rim, body, and base 
fragment of kantharos; (4) body and 
base fragment of guttus; (5–6) nozzle 
and discus fragment oil lamp.
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years 285 to 275 bc (Rotroff 1997, fig. 5.26, 28). Gordion’s 
kantharoi with similar forms come from the layers dated 
to the years 333 to 275 bc (Stewart 2010, fig. 207.154, 
155, 159). Similar examples were discovered at Ephesos 
(Mitsopoulos-Leon 1991, Taf. 23.B13, Taf. 24.B15) and 
Kerameikos (Knigge 2005, Abb. 36.660). Based on these 
kantharoi (Figs 9.6.1–3), the Kültepe examples can be 
dated to the first quarter of the third century bc.

Guttus (Fig. 9.6.4)

Appearing in the first half of the fourth century bc, 
gutti were used in the presentation of liquids that were 
valuable enough to be poured slowly in drops (Akkurnaz 
2016, 94–95). The most distinctive feature of this con-
tainer form is the thin neck that slows down the flow of 
fluid and the single ring handle that sits on the shoul-
der. In the chronological development of the type, body 
and base forms vary. Accordingly, while the body was 
made in the shape of a pouch and the base was a wide 
ring during the fourth century bc, from the end of the 
fourth century bc on, the body was produced in biconi-
cal form and the base in the form of a disc.6

An example belonging to this group was identified 
at Kültepe. The flattened body of the form, only a small 
part of which is preserved, has a sharp turning profile in 
the belly, and a bottom in the form of a concave raised 
disk. With reference to the intact examples, it must 
have an outturned rim, a long, narrow neck, and a single 
handle sitting on the shoulder.

The Kültepe example has the same formal features as 
the gutti from the Athenian Agora excavations dating to 
between 275 and 250 bc (Rotroff 1997, fig. 71.1145–46). 
From the year 275 bc, the bodies of gutti became stockier, 
their shoulders flatter, and the transition from shoulder 
to body sharper. A similar body fragment found at İzmir 
Kadife Kale has been dated to the beginning of the third 
century (Granata 2015, fig. 18). With its disc-shaped 
concave base, the guttus piece found at Sardis dated to 
the third century bc is similar to the Kültepe example 
(Rotroff & Oliver 2003, pls 27–186). However, the body of 
this example was made slightly higher. Considering the 
gutti with similar formal features, it is possible to date 
the piece found in Kültepe to the second quarter of the 
third century bc.

6  For the development of the form, see Sparkes and Talcott 1970, 
160; Rotroff 1997, 172–73.

Oil Lamp (Fig. 9.6. 5–6)

Oil lamps constitute the last group assessed among the 
black-glazed pottery of Kültepe. Two examples of this 
group have been identified. Only some of the nozzle and 
discus sections of these are preserved. Therefore, it is 
very difficult to envisage the complete form. Oil pour-
ing holes with grooved edges are wide and nozzle sec-
tions are long. Oil lamps with similar nozzle and oil hole 
forms recovered in the Athenian Agora were discussed 
under the title ‘Type 25 B’ and dated to the third quar-
ter of the fourth century bc and the second quarter of 
the third century bc (Howland 1958, pl.  11, fig.  322). 
Considering their typological similarities, these two 
examples can be dated to the late fourth century bc and 
the early third century bc.

Conclusions
The excavations carried out in Kültepe since 1948 and 
the assessment of the data obtained have an impor-
tant place in shedding light on the Hellenistic-period 
pottery culture of central Anatolia and especially the 
southern part of the Kızılırmak Basin, which is not com-
pletely known. The emphasis on protohistoric periods 
in the work carried out in Kültepe and in the region 
has resulted in a significant lack of information about 
the classical-period cultures. The Hellenistic-period 
ceramic culture of Kültepe has now been highlighted 
with the black-glazed pottery group, introduced and 
preliminarily assessed here for the first time. This intro-
duces the Hellenistic-period ceramic culture to the 
world of science and fills this gap.

Kültepe yielded incurved or outturned rim bowls, 
saltcellar-saucers, plates, fish-plates, kantharoi, gutti, 
and oil lamps, which form a significant part of the pot-
tery repertoire of the Hellenistic period. The clays of 
the examples examined have a homogeneous structure 
and are red and various shades of red in colour. They 
are well levigated. Their glazing is glossy black. In some 
examples, reserve areas are left on the base resting sur-
faces and the base-body transitions in a manner to form 
bands. Preferred embellishments are independent pal-
mette and roulette hoops made by stamping or scraping 
techniques on the tondos of bowls and dishes.

As a result of this comparative analysis, exam-
ples with similar formal features mostly appear in 
the Athenian Agora. In this respect, it can be said that 
Kültepe pottery follows the development line of Attic 
pottery. Apart from the Athenian Agora, Attic exam-
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ples with similar characteristics imported from Attica 
and imitations called ‘Atticizing’ have been found at 
Ephesos, Miletos, Pergamon, Troia, Sardis, Gordion, and 
Tarsus. Among the assessed Kültepe pottery, the earliest 
example is a base fragment (Fig. 9.4.6) dated to the last 
quarter of the fourth century bc. The remaining exam-
ples generally belong to the third century bc.

One of the important questions is related to the ori-
gin of the material; the fabric properties of the materials 
give us an idea. The well-refined, pure, and non-porous 
texture of the fabrics in red and shades of red of the 
group are characteristic of Attic products. Furthermore, 
their bright and thick black glazing is another charac-
teristic of the ceramics produced in Attica. In this con-
text, both the clay properties and the glazing properties 
demonstrate that these wares were produced in Attica.

Based on this data, this pottery assemblage was 
imported to Kültepe from Attica. The fact that these 
wares were of Attic origin suggests that Kültepe 
established commercial connections with Attica. 
Furthermore, the fact that the Attic material reached 
Kültepe, which was a small inland town in the centre 
of Anatolia, demonstrates the commercial exchanges 
with the world outside at Kültepe. Also, during this his-
torical era, with Ariarathes III Hellenistic culture began 
to be adopted, and the kings strove to root Hellenistic 
culture in their own country. It is normal that the mate-
rial of Attic origin, which constitutes the subject of this 
study, entered Kültepe as a result of these close collabo-
rations and relationships, or in the process of adopting 
Hellenistic culture. On the other hand, the Kültepe pref-
erence for Attic pottery, which was of comparatively 
high quality and belonged among the more expensive 
goods, gives us an idea about the economic make-up of 
the users and their tastes. Considered in this context, 
the fact that these expensive products used between 
325 and 225 bc reached Kültepe suggests that a social 
segment with high purchasing power, preferring the 
fashionable pottery of the time and using imported 
material, lived in the town.7

7  For Cappadocia’s history during the Hellenistic period see, Bay-
dur 1970, 91–99; Tekin 1998; Speidel 2019, 105–18.
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Catalogue

In this study, Munsell Soil-Color Charts 2009 have been 
used. Abbreviations: RD: Rim Diameter; H: Height; 
WT: Wall Thickness; BD: Base Diameter.

Figure 9.4.1

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1971

Name of the Form: Bowl with outturned rim

Sizes: RD: 11 cm H: 3.8 cm WT: 0.5 cm

Description: Fragment of the side of the rim-body and 
base. Reddish yellow (5YR 7/​6) clay is well purified, 
finely textured, and hard. Inner and outer surfaces are 
black (10YR 2/​1) glazed. Both surfaces are shiny and 
smooth. In its tondo, there is a decorative composition 
made up of four independent palmette motifs inside the 
roulette circle. Under the base and in the body-to-base 
transition, reserve areas are left in such a manner to 
form bands. It is well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.4.2

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1972

Name of the Form: Bowl with outturned rim

Sizes: RD: 15 cm H: 4.4 cm WT: 0.5 cm

Description: Rim body and base fragment. Light red 
(2.5YR 6/​6) clay is well purified, finely textured, and 
hard. Inner and outer surfaces are black (10YR 2/​1) 
glazed. Both surfaces are shiny and smooth. There is a 
roulette circle in its tondo. Under the base and in the 
body-to-base transition, reserve areas are left in such a 
manner to form bands. It is well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.4.3

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1972

Name of the Form: Bowl with outturned rim

Sizes: RD: 15 cm H: 4.4 cm WT: 0.5 cm

Description: Rim body and base fragment. Light red 
(2.5YR 6/​6) clay is well purified, finely textured, and 
hard. Inner and outer surfaces are black (10YR 2/​1) 
glazed. Both surfaces are shiny and smooth. In its tondo, 
there is a roulette circle and a decorative composition 
made up of four independent palmette motifs inside the 
roulette circle. Under the base and in the body-to-base 
transition, reserve areas are left in such a manner as to 
form bands. It is well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.4.4

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1971

Name of the Form: Bowl with incurved rim

Sizes: RD: 18 cm H: 4.3 cm WT: 0.5 cm

Description: Rim and body fragment. Reddish yellow 
(5YR 7/​6) clay is well purified, finely textured, and hard. 
Inner and outer surfaces are black (10YR 2/​1) glazed. 
Both surfaces are shiny and smooth. It is well fired and 
wheel made.

Figure 9.4.5

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1975

Name of the Form: Bowl with incurved rim

Sizes: RD: 20 cm H: 5.9 cm WT: 0.6 cm

Description: Rim body and base fragment. Reddish yel-
low (5YR 7/​6) clay is well purified, finely textured, and 
hard. Inner and outer surfaces are dark grey (Gley 1/​3) 
glazed. Both surfaces are shiny and smooth. In its tondo, 
there is a roulette circle and a decorative composition 
made up of four independent palmette motifs inside the 
roulette circle. It is well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.4.6

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1972

Name of the Form: Bowl

Sizes: BD: 8.4 cm H: 1.6 cm WT: 0.6 cm

Description: Base fragment. Red (2.5 YR 6/​6) clay is well 
purified, finely textured, and hard. Inner and outer 
surfaces are black (10YR 2/​1) glazed. Both surfaces are 
shiny and smooth. There is a roulette circle in its tondo. 
Under the base and in the body-to-base transition, 
reserve areas are left in such a manner as to form bands. 
It is well fired and wheel made.
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Figure 9.4.7

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1972

Name of the Form: Bowl

Sizes: BD: 7.4 cm H: 3.7 cm WT: 0.5 cm

Description: Base fragment. Reddish yellow (5YR 6/​6) 
clay is well purified, finely textured, and hard. Inner and 
outer surfaces are dark grey (Gley 1/​3) glazed. Both sur-
faces are shiny and smooth. There is a roulette circle in 
its tondo. Under the base and in the body-to-base transi-
tion, reserve areas are left in such a manner as to form 
bands. It is well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.4.8

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1972

Name of the Form: Bowl

Sizes: BD: 7.7 cm H: 3 cm WT: 0.5 cm

Description: Base fragment. Red (2.5YR 5/​6) clay is well 
purified, finely textured, and hard. Inner and outer sur-
faces are very dark grey (Gley 1/​3) glazed. Both surfaces 
are shiny and smooth. In its tondo, there is a roulette 
circle and a decorative composition made up of four 
independent palmette motifs inside the roulette cir-
cle. Under the base and in the body-to-base transition, 
reserve areas are left in such a manner as to form bands. 
It is well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.5.1

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1973

Name of the Form: Saltcellar-saucer

Sizes: RD: 7 cm H: 3.5 cm WT: 0.5 cm

Description: Rim body and base fragment. Light red 
(2.5YR 6/​6) clay is well purified, finely textured, and 
hard. Inner and outer surfaces are very dark grey (Gley 
1/​3) glazed. Both surfaces are shiny and smooth. In its 
tondo, there is a decorative composition made up of four 
independent palmette motifs inside the roulette cir-
cle. Under the base and in the body-to-base transition, 
reserve areas are left in such a manner as to form bands. 
It is well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.5.2

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1973

Name of the Form: Saltcellar-saucer

Sizes: RD: 7.3 cm H: 3.6 cm WT: 0.5 cm

Description: Rim body and base fragment. Reddish 
yellow (5YR 6/​6) clay is well purified, finely textured, 
and hard. Inner and outer surfaces are black (10YR 2/​
1) glazed. Both surfaces are shiny and smooth. In its 
tondo, there is a decorative composition made up of four 
independent palmette motifs inside the roulette circle. 
Under the base and in the body-to-base/​foot transition, 
reserve areas are left in such a manner to form bands. It 
is well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.5.3

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1972

Name of the Form: Plate

Sizes: RD: 20 cm H: 3.4 cm WT: 0.5 cm

Description: Rim and body fragment. Light red (2.5YR 6/​
6) clay is well purified, finely textured, and hard. Inner 
and outer surfaces are very dark grey (Gley 1/​3) glazed. 
Both surfaces are shiny and smooth. It is well fired and 
wheel made.

Figure 9.5.4

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ ?

Name of the Form: Plate

Sizes: RD: 18 cm H: 2.7 cm WT: 0.6 cm

Description: Rim body and base fragment. Light red 
(2.5YR 6/​6) clay is well purified, finely textured, and 
hard. Inner and outer surfaces are very dark grey (Gley 
1/​3) glazed. Both surfaces are shiny and smooth. It is 
well fired and wheel made.
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Figure 9.5.5

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ ?

Name of the Form: Plate

Sizes: BD cm H: 2.7 cm WT: 0.8 cm

Description: Base piece. Reddish yellow (5YR 6/​6) clay is 
well purified, finely textured, and hard. Inner and outer 
surfaces are black (10YR 2/​1) glazed. Both surfaces are 
shiny and smooth. In its tondo, there is a roulette cir-
cle and a decorative composition made up of four inde-
pendent palmette motifs inside the roulette circle. It is 
well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.5.6

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1972

Name of the Form: Fish-plate

Sizes: RD: 29 cm BD.7 cm H: 4.4 cm WT: 0.6 cm

Description: Rim body and base fragment. Light red 
(2.5YR 6/​6) clay is well purified, finely textured, and 
hard. Inner and outer surfaces are black (10YR 2/​1) 
glazed. Both surfaces are shiny and smooth. There are 
also three mending holes on the body. It is well fired and 
wheel made.

Figure 9.6.1

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1972

Name of the Form: Kantharos

Sizes: RD: 11 cm H: 5.9 cm WT: 0.4 cm

Description: Rim and body fragment. Light red (2.5YR 6/​
6) clay is well purified, finely textured, and hard. Inner 
surface is dark brown (7.5YR 3/​2) and outer surface is 
black (10YR 2/​1) glazed. Both surfaces are slightly shiny 
and smooth. It is well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.6.2

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1973

Name of the Form: Kantharos

Sizes: RD: 9 cm H: 7.9 cm WT: 0.3 cm

Description: Rim and body fragment. Light red (2.5YR 6/​
8) clay is well purified, finely textured, and hard. Inner 
and outer surfaces are black (10YR 2/​1) glazed. Both 
surfaces are shiny and smooth. It is well fired and wheel 
made.

Figure 9.6.3

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1973

Name of the Form: Kantharos

Sizes: BD: 5 cm H: 7.7 cm WT: 0.4 cm

Description: Body-base fragment. Light reddish brown 
(5YR 6/​3) clay is well purified, finely textured, and hard. 
Inner surface is weak red (10R 4/​2) and the outer sur-
face is black (2.5Y 2.5/​1) glazed. Both surfaces are shiny 
and smooth. It is well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.6.4

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1972

Name of the Form: Guttus

Sizes: BD: 8 cm H: 3.8 cm WT: 0.4 cm

Description: Body-base fragment. Reddish yellow (5YR 
6/​6) clay is well purified, finely textured, and hard. 
Inner and outer surfaces are black (10YR 2/​1) glazed. 
Both surfaces are shiny and smooth. It is well fired and 
wheel made.

Figure 9.6.5

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1972

Name of the Form: Oil lamp

Sizes: RD: H: 3.1 cm WT: 0.5 cm

Description: Nozzle and discus fragment. Reddish yel-
low (5YR 7/​6) clay is well purified, finely textured, and 
hard. Outer surface is black (2.5Y 2.5/​1) glazed, shiny, 
and smooth. Inner surface is the same colour as the clay. 
There are burn marks on the nozzle due to the function. 
It is well fired and wheel made.

Figure 9.6.6

Place and Date of Find: Mound /​ 1972

Name of the Form: Oil lamp

Sizes: RD: H: 2.2 cm WT: 0.6 cm

Description: Nozzle and discus fragment. Light reddish 
brown (5YR 6/​4) clay is well purified, finely textured, 
and hard. Inner surface is the same colour as the clay; 
outer surface is black (2.5Y 2.5/​1) glazed and shiny and 
smooth. There are burn marks on the nozzle due to the 
function. It is well fired and wheel made.
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