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The Stratigraphy of Cyprus WS Il & Mycenaean
Cups in Soli Hoyiik Excavations

Remzi YAGCI

in memory of Dr. Toni M. Cross

Geographically, Soli, today’s Mezitli, 11 km. west of the modern city of Mersin, is located on the
border between Cilicia Pedias (L. Campestris) and Cilicia Tracheia (L. Aspera) as recorded in well
known classical records such as Strabo’s Geography (14 V VIII). It must have been in the same

location in previous periods.

The Soli/Pompeiopolis Excavation was initiated in June 1999 and has been carried out for four
years as a long term project. This project has been carried out as a rescue excavation in collaboration
with Mersin Museum and Dokuz Eyliil University and supported by the Ministry of Culture and
the Municipality of Mezitli.

The aim of this speech is to clarify the stratigraphical context of Cyprus WS Il and Mycenaean
cups in Soli Hoyiik, to compare them with the other excavation materials, especially in the
Cilician mounds from sites such as Tarsus, Mersin, Kinethoytik, Kilisetepe, Kazanl etc., and at
the same time to establish possible trade relations between Cilicia and the other regions. There
are some difficulties in the stratigraphy of the east slope of Soli included in E9/F9 plan squares
(fig.25), since this section was badly damaged in ancient times, beginning with the classical ages.
One of the other problem was continuous erosion on this steep slope. It has been mixed up for
a long time. As can be seen at the table, a considerable quantity of WS II and Mycenaean of
sherds found either in contentrations or scattered in various layers. Some sherds are not associated
with a clear architectural context!.

The stratigraphy of Cyprus WS II and Mycenaean cups found in Soli are a valuable source of
knowledge about the international trade relations and sea routes of Cilicia with Cyprus,
Syria/Palestine and Greece in 11 millennium B.C. The ceramic repertoire in Soli’s 11
millennium stratigraphy is well fitted with the stratigraphy of especially Tarsus Gozlikule, Mersin
Yiimiiktepe and other mounds such as Kinet Hoytik, Kilisetepe etc. in Cilicia®. As it is seen in
F8&F9 chart in detail, four main points deserve attention in the stratigraphical context of Soli.
These are overlapped in the east slope section of E9&F9 plan square sections and they verify

each other in a chronological chart (see the table). They can be classifed as follows:

These sherds are added under the table as WS II no: 2; no: 3 Myceneaen no: 7; no: 8.

- Yumuktepe: Level VIII-V (c. 1500-1200 B.C.). Garstang 1953: 236 ff. fig. 3. (Level VI-V are included WS II and Late Mycenaean
" wares ; Level VI: Hittite fortification ). Tarsus Gaozliitkule: Late Bronze Ila & IIb levels. Goldman 1956: 203 ff., for Kinethoyiik:
Gates 2001:137 ff. and Kilisetepe: Symington 2001: 169 ff.; Todd 2001: 207-208.
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[. HH bullae (fig.3, 4)

[I. Egyptian scarabe (fig. 5)
[II. Cyprus WS II sherds (fig.15-18)
[V. Mycenaean sherds (fig.20-24)

As can be seen at the table HH bullae have been found below the Hittite Imperial complex wall
(fig. 6, 7; fig.25; 15. 15) in a fire layer together with RLWM juglet (fig.8-9) and the coarse sherds
of an Early Hittite character. Its face was quite eroded and it had a broken back (fig. 3). Its upper
suilloche motif can be comparable with a fragment of a clay sealing of Tarsus which was found

in a Hittite temple (Goldman 1956: fig.401, 405; no.7). The bullae have been dated at the end

of XVI™- beginning of XV ¢. B.C. by Prof. Dr. Belkis&Ali Dincol.’ If this is true, then histor-

ically it can be placed with the Hittite king Alluwamna and in the later periods of struggle for the
royal succession, i.e. pre-Imperial times*. As it is known, there were various parity treaties
between Kizzuwadna and Hittites®. It is possible that the bullae belonged to the ruler who
probably used it for a long time, since it was found badly eroded and had an unclear impression.

Egyptian scarabe (fig. 5; 14.33) is dated to Thutmosis 11 (1479-1425 B.C.).° It is very important
for clearing up stratigraphical chronology of Soli's WS II milk bowls. It was found around an
urn together with a golden earring (15.82) and a WS II sherd (fig.15.n0.1) around an ashy layer
(15.87) in F9. These objects were possibly used as funerary offerings and then scattered around
because of fire destruction. They probably became prestige objects for a new ‘sub elite” of Soli.
[t can be considered as luxury foreign goods and prestige vessels. They were found in the same
context and dated beginning of XIV c. B.C.7. After the ashy layer at F9 (15.87) at the table the
Mycenaean pottery has been intensified. There seems to be no architectural context in this
section between the layers.

WS II sherds (fig. 15) consist of ten pieces found in Soli between the years 1999 to 2002°
associated with Red Lustrous Wheel Made (RLWM) juglets (fig. 6-9, 12 left), pilgrim flasks
(fig. 13-14), pitchers with nipple bases (fig.10-11,12 right) and a grooved monochrome stand
(fig. 2) and “drab ware”(fig. 13)°. They were unearthed in the same context around the imperial

Thanks for their contribution. This bullae will be published by Dincol’s (forthcoming).

4 Alluwamna, Tahurwaili, Hantili 11, Zidanta 11, Huzziya II, Muwatalli I (ca. 1500-1400 B.C.). The kings of Hittite and Kizzuwadna
who are contemporary with each other can be listed in such order: Tahurwaili& Alluwamna-Eheya; Handli [I-Paddati__u (7);
Zidanta II-Pilliya-Idrimi (Alalah)-Baratarna (Mitanni)-Thutmosis 11 (Egypt); Huzziya II-Talzu. Beal 1986:436, 443; Bryce 1998:
xiii, 118 ff.

Kizzuwadna , a new power which had been established in Cilicia Campestris by Hurrians or Indo-Aryan tribes and became an
independent state in this interval period until the period before Suppiluliuma I's father’s Tuthalia 11l reign (1400-1344 B.C.).

Tuthmosis’ sole rule began ¢.1458 B.C. Queen Hatshepsut ruled the state in a period of coregency. Tuthmosis’ clear intention
was to establish a permanent Egyptian presence in Syria. He made some campaigns to Syria and defeated a coalition of Syrian
forces, went into Mitannian territories and crossed the Euphrates river. Zidanta may have been the Hittite king who sent tribu-
tary gifts to Tuthmosis on his return from his Syrian campaign in his thirty third year. Bryce 1998: 128 ft.

Yagci (in press) But actually this urn can be dated at end of of XIIIth ¢, B.C . in the stratigraphical context of Soli as the scarabe
can be reused as a souvenir. The urn can give an idea about the burial custom in this period.

The first three specimens of Cypriot WS Il imports listed on the table were published in Adalya VI (Yaga in press). see. fig. 18.
These bowls are hard-fired and of grey fabric, all heavily tempered with small black and white grit and shiny black inclusions like

at Sanidha, Herscher 1991: 52 ff.

According to Gates 2001 “A monochrome fabric known as “Drab Ware” was manufactured in a limited range of shapes and
widely distributed, in effect replacing local traditions. It thus displays the features of mass production”. It was suggested that
Cilicia in general was drawn into a centralized organizations involving more than political control as a part of Hittite the Empire

in the XIVh.X1][th century B.C. Gates 2001: 137 ff., fig. 8-9; “Drab ware” was also found in Kilisetepe LB II context. Symington
2001:170.
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large building complex. It must have been built up in Tuthalia 1711 period'®, The walls of the
Imperial Himite large building complex are inserted into the last phase of Early Hittite layers
which are represented by a fire layer (14.24) and two floors ([;14.40-11:14.32) overlapped in
F9/F9 (This context is not in the scope of this article) (fig. 6-7). This section can be referred o
as the beginning of WS I1's {and of the others which are mentioned above in the stratgraphical
analysis, see the table. It also can be taken o be the beginning of the LB Ila layer. Fig. 1 It has,
a clear context. But it can be dated LB [ if the sherds are compared with the Tarsus layers)

Goldman 1936: fig. 314).

There is only one example of a pilgrim flask in Soli so far. 1t has a pair of handles and a lentoid
body which has the same convex structure on both sides (fig. 14). Its handles are from mid-neck
to shoulder. There are some circular painting traces on the bady!'t, Avariety of pilgrim flask forms
were scattered over the eastern Mediterranean during the LB 11 This form seems to have been
influenced by similar vessels from Anatolian origin (Eriksson 1993: 25 ff.).

Red Lustrous Wheelmade (RLWM) juglets can be described as a narrow-necked pitcher with
pointed base, its form is also called “spindle bottle™ (Comparable with Tarsus Late Bronze 11,
Goldman 1936: no.119land 1192)". This type was thought to have funcrioned as a
“Transporteetifte” for an oil, resin, perfume or possible for ritual use since its mouth was suitable
for pouring small quantities of a costly oily substance's,

RINVM with its characteristic shapes of spindle botle, lentoid flask and arm shaped vessel has
been found over a wide geographical area such as Egypr, Palestine, Syria and Anatolia.
Particularly Cyprus is regarded as homeland for this ware and it was seen as being inventad and
manufactured only in Cyprus between LC TA:2 (. 1550-1540/1525/1500 B.C.) {Fischer 2001: 17C)
and LCIITA:L {c.1220-1190 B.C.) It also occurs with a minimal presence in the Aegean Lslands
such az Rhodos and Crete"(for the chronological table and distribudion of RLYWM see Eriksson
1993. fig, 2, 8, 37: Todd 2001: fig. 1; 206 ft.). The definite origins of RLWM is stll in discussion.
Mainly two regions are favoured by the scholars: 1) Cyprus 2) N, Syria (Eriksson 1993:12 ) 3)
Anatolia (especially, in Rough Cilicia) (Ovacik, Anamur, see Symingron 2001: 170),

A grooved monochrome stand (fig. 2) was found in WSII sherds context. These types of vessels
decorated with incised herring bone pattern are defined as pilgrim flasks with fenestrated smnds
(Eriksson 1993: Type V1lAeg; fiz. 6). Small quantities of these stands were found in Tarsus
together with WS II cups in Lare Bronze 1 layers'? and a very similar example was found in
Kilisetepe (Symington 2001 : fig. 8).

s iy ; : : : s ey : T
10 i adng was inteprated inte a rertory riled by the Hlittiee empire from the region's annexation ursder Tudbalia 1711 (c. 1400

B.C. ) unml the collapsed 10 cardy Xthe, B.OC

L wnparable with Prirchard 1980: 82; oype 52 with one handle (romb 108}, The assemblage included asymemetrical, seamless pil-
¥E F1

arim flacks which had been found in Kiliserepe ard other Himire cenrers such as Bogazkay, Tarsus, Magat anid Kiner Howitk in
LE IT X" century context. Symington 2001: 17; Gares 2000 fig. 5, ne. 10,

Geldman 1956: 204: Erksson 1993 11, 16, Evikson 199310 smed than "I Epypr dhe occurence of spindle bomes in praves
dated w the reipn of Thutmosis 111 and no later than Thutmosis Y Erikkson - Stressed char "BLW M vessels were predomi
rantly exported o Egypt at the beginning of the producnon of the ware, but afier the end of the reign of Thurmosis 11 they all
bur disappeared from the Nile valley, By the time Supgpilulivmas [ ica. 1380 BC.) the exporr of RLWM ware was directed main-
ly e Anatedia, By the same ume Cyprioee allegiance was mansferred to Harti from Egypt. A concomitant change in type also
occured with spindle bomles being most commaon in Egypr while arm shaped vessel was predominant in Anatolia. The conie
tion posired by Eriksson berween the dismibution of the ware and the political sinaton on the mainland is corvinging” Todd
2000 212

Thess type stands are introduced From Syria, Cyprus and Anatolia and were becoming widespnzid aver the enstern Medierrancan
during the LB 11, Goldman 1956 204: no. 329, Erldeon 1993: 27,
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Cyprus White Slip (WS) IT sherds were unearthed around the Early Hittite Imperial walls in Soli.
W3 Il sherds in this context occur in larger quantitics but are extremely fragmenrary, in rotal six
sherds at E9 and F9'%. Three of these were published {(Yaga 2003) {fig. 15, no. 2, 3; fig. 15, no.
2: fig. 18), and a new one (fie. 15, no. 9) was added. Others (fig. 15) thar had been found in D6,
D8, Fo plan squares were unearthed around the Hirrite Imperial complex wall (fig. 6,7 and see
table). These sherds are well fitted to complere bowls which are known as milk bowls (Artzy
2001: 112; Yon 2001: 123) with wishbone handle seen in fig. 16. The decoration of the sherds
are classified according to decorative  combinations as “parallel line swle”, “ladderlattice based
style”, “ladder framed lozenge” or “hooked chains of lozenges™ in horizontal or vertical par[t-rnﬁ

(fig.15-17).

WS sherds became ropular in the Levant during the XIV™ ¢, B.C. and further amplified during
the XIII™ c. B.C. Its latest appearance seems to be the end of the XIIM ¢. B.C or beginning of
the XII* ¢, B.C.{ Fischer 2001: 168; Shermatt 1998: 296) If the scarabe and WS 11 pieces are
considered to be found in the same context, WS I sherds of Soli can be said to begin with “WS
Il early period™'®,

Soli’s Mycenacan sherds consist of elght pieces of deep bowls which were decorated with andthetc
spirals {fig. 20-24). They start ar the aldrude 16.00 at the mble and this context is the beginning
of LB IIb. They can be divided in two groups according to E. French's classification for Tarsus
(French 1975: 60) : 1) with central panel {fig. 20, no.3)'7 (2) with no central fearure (fig. 20, no.
1-2). Soli's Mycenaean group is very similar to the Tarsus sherds (Goldman 1956: 203 £,
and fig. 330). The prime feature is the popularity of spiral, particularly antithetic spiral. Ir is
possible that they were made in the same workshop. This feature is known at mainland sites in
Cyprus such as Paphos and Enkomi'®. Although Tarsus’ Lare Bronze 1B levels were very much
disturbed and the Mycenaean pottery was unstratified as in Soli, this group is basically dared to
LHIIIC with some features of [IIB'", Fig. 19 is an exceptional finding unearthed in a Mycenaean

context,

14 According to Gimden (1975 117} "W3 11 pomery was inrodoced into Palestine at least early as ¢, 1500 B.C. Tt is stradgraphical-
Iy conmemporary with WS 1 and PWS". Thiz starement iz also aeceptable for Cilica,

Kl'l:'l'l'.lhl.""}z l.‘ti"."‘.*d.l_";i I.+|.|.‘ "l:‘:-"'::' ;l. |.‘.~|.'.m'|."~ Ly PR in Sronyes A I.'I:'Ir-\.\.l'.l'lk: L] I:|1-|_ﬂ g‘l:_-\.;'q s v r_u',l_'tt-n'.:._ ]-'rin._ipn_l |'|.:|r|:|,_||:'-_r_;|| PrarteTn Con
sist of lamlee or a pair of batices or 2 number of parallel herizonml lines, For comparison for the parallel examples of Soli sec
especially ASBL, ASB 11, DABL, 1781 combinadons. Kromhalz 1978: 116:; Malmgren 1999 80 f, Comp. for example; Ay
2001 129; Cadogan-Herscher-Russell- Manning 2001: 84 ff, fig .12 Eriksson 1993 58, fip. I; South-Sreel 2001: 66 if.

16 e. Thummosiz [ and onwands. LC IB late11A:1 Fischer 2001: 167, Tell elDabea: WS [1 body sherds found tooether with a
rounded-botomed squat jar and a borde made from Nile clay imimting 2 RLWM ware spindle borde wichh are common from

the time of Thutrnosis 111 opeasds. Bisak - Hein 2000079,

It is kind of a doep bowl widh andrethic spirals, a lipless and one or teo handle cup, see. Sandars F983: fie. 102 Deper Jalkam,
19GH: 3, I'|;.-:. 2 3040,

18 Argolid 55 referred as the possible imporr center on the mainland. Geldman 1956 206, Other variants are found in Cyprus,
comse] Anstolia and even Palestine and generally made locally, Sammlars 1983: 153

¥ French 1975: 70, 74; Mee 1978: 145. In Cilicia, Kazaoli has a high proportion of LH 1T potery, Mee 1976:151, Kinethayiik
and Kilisetepe have smaller numbers in comparison for LBA levels. Todd 20001 208, Mycenasean pottery is reported from 23
sites, either local or imporeed. Mee 1978: 150,

0 : - i 2
s T may be o local pn'dumun Bcansse iv i o conrse mmde CLIE :':l:lil:urirl,:; o LH IC wpc decoradon. For L"L"IIT:IE:-IL‘. i'!,.i._||_||||:‘|.;.1.- 19,
fig. 123 Mommaen — Herrel - Moungoy 2000: fie. 19, no.63,
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As a result, the status of WS [ and Mycenaean pottery in the stratigraphical context of Sali are
exactly overlapped in different periods of Late Bronze Age such as LB [la (14.24 - 15.87) and LB
b (15.87 - 16.15F*", These two layers are separated with an ashy layer (15.87), As mentioned
above, WS 1l sherds are associared with Red Lustrous Wheel Made (RLWM) juglet (fig. 89, 12 left),
pilzrim flasks (fig. 14}, pitchers with nipple base {(fig. 101112 right) and a grooved monochrome
stand {fig. 2), and a “drab ware" sherd with incised potmark {fig. 13); all are placed in the same
context (around the Early Himite Imperial walls). According to these findings, starting in the early
phase of the Hitite Imperial period, ie. Tuthalia 1711 (¢, 1400 B.C.), it can be stared that there
was both restricted coastal activities with Egypt and Cyprus and also the existence of some
workshops with a standard mass producton under the conmol of the state because of “drab
ware”. WS II's can be followed until the “urn layer™ (16.00) which was found together with
funerary offerings such as an Egyptian scarabe and the golden earing. The period between the
fire level of HH (14.24) and ashy laver of Egyptian scarabe (15.98) can be dared from the middle
of the XN to end of the XIIT™ ¢. B.C. Egyptian scarabe cannot be taken as a terminus ante quem
for the Mycenaean sherds because it was reused as a funerary offering at the end of ¢. XIII™ c.
B.CC. Bur the upper part of this layer (16.15) can be seen as a dramatic turning point of Soli at
the last phase of the Late Bronze Age. Since Mycenaean IIIC is one of the hallmarks of new
people, Mycenaen pottery is certainly a useful indicaror of foreign connections of Soli in the Late
Bronze Age. [t represents the arrival of 2 new cultural elemenr in Cilicia®*. This does not suggest
a Mycenaean settlement but sporadic contacts, possibly with Cyprus. Alter these fire layers, Eatly

Creomerrical Sevle started to appear.
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22 s i ; it
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303, foomare 21.
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Figure 1 LE | Pottery

Figure 4 HH bullae

Figure 5
Epyptian scarabe

Firgure b
Hittite
Imperial Large
Complex Wall
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Figure 8 RLWM juglet

Remzi Yagci

Figure 7
Hittite Imperial Large

Complex Wall
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Figure 9
RLWM juglet
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Fipure 11
Pitcher with nipple base

Figure 12 Pitcher with nipple basze Figure 13 "Drab Ware™ bowl with incised portmark

Figure 1d4a  Pilgrim flask Figure 14b  Pilgrim flask Figure 14c  Pilgrim flask
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Figure 16
Montape

Figure 18
Soli Hiylk
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Figure 19 LH T type local cup

Figure 20 Mycenaeans

Figure 21 Mycenaegan Figure 22 Mycenaean

Figure 23  Mycenaean Figure 24  Mycenaean
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Figure 25 WSl & Mycenaean sherds in EF sections



