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Early Imperial Lusitanian Amphorae from the Eastern Iberian Coast®

Ramon Jarrega Dominguez™ and Horacio Gonzalez Cesteros™**

*Institut Catala d’ Arqueologia Classica (ICAC)
rjarrega@icac.cat
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In this article we study the scarce evidence (mainly due to a gap in research) currently known about the distribution of Lusitanian
amphorae in the early Empire, specifically Dressel 14 amphorae, on the Mediterranean Spanish coast. As a result of the revision
of the bibliography and of some direct revision of the materials, it is evident there was a wide distribution of these amphorae on
the Mediterranean Spanish coast, but in small quantities. We can conclude that Dressel 14 amphorae were distributed along the
Mediterranean coast of Spain, but their presence is very secondary, possibly because these amphorae arrived in this zone on their way

to other destinations, like Gaul and Italy.

KEYWORDS: ROMAN AMPHORAE; LUSITANIAN AMPHORAE; DRESSEL 14; DISTRIBUTION; MEDITERRANEAN

COAST OF SPAIN.

Introduction

At present, thanks to several studies (Fabido and Carvalho
1990; Diogo 1987; Mayet 1990; Fabiao 2004; Fabido 2008
and others) we are in a position to say that during recent
years knowledge about Lusitanian amphorae production
has reached a high point, similar to other Iberian regions.
Nevertheless, some points are still unclear, mainly the
distribution these products achieved and the routes used
for their commerce, sometimes hidden by the huge
distribution of Baetican amphorae. During the congress in
Tréia in October 2013 many lectures presented interesting
new results to resolve these kinds of deficiencies and
going forward drawing new distribution maps according
to the archaeological and historical reality. This paper is a
modest attempt to lay the bases of a better understanding
of the commercial relationships between Lusitania and the
eastern Iberian regions (mainly the coastal area) of Hispania
Citerior or Hispania Tarraconensis in the imperial period.

We emphasize the fact that this geographical area was never
a priority market for Lusitanian exports (as the scarcity
of Lusitanian amphorae found in excavations shows), but
this assumption may be due to the lack of archaeological
research and the misidentification of these pieces by the
archaeologists. Some useful conclusions can be obtained,
however, such as, for example, the role the territory of
present-day Valencia and Catalonia played in the commercial
routes Lusitanian products followed or attempting to define
the periods in which they arrived in these regions.

Even if it is not the goal of our paper, we should point
out the relative significance Lusitanian imports achieved
in the coastal area of Hispania Tarraconensis during Late
Antiquity, mainly due to the high distribution of amphora
types such as Keay 22 or Almagro 51c. Nevertheless, it

! This paper was made within the Spanish national I+D Project:
‘Amphorae ex Hispania: paisajes de produccion y consumo’ (HAR2011-
28244)
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concerns a different moment with a different commercial
dynamic (Remola, in this volume). We will focus on
the geographical distribution of Lusitanian amphorae
throughout the Mediterranean areas of Hispania
Tarraconensis during the Principate, from the south to the
north, based on current evidence.

Dressel 14 distribution on the Mediterranean coast of
Hispania Citerior Tarraconensis

Lusitanian products of the first two centuries AD are
gradually coming to be better recognized in the western
Mediterranean. Regions such as the Hispanic coast
(Bombico and Quevedo, in this volume), southern France
(Marty and Zaaraoui 2009: 309-402; Djaoui and Quaresma,
in this volume), Sardinia and the Strait of Bonifacio
(Pascual Guasch 1968: 145; Piccardi and Nervi 2013:
376),? or the Tyrrhenian area, with the special significance
of contexts at Rome and Ostia (Dell”Amico 1990: figs. 30-
31; Panella 1973: 82-84; Panella 2001: 206; Rizzo 2003;
Rizzo, in this volume; Martin, in this volume). Concerning
the Spanish Levant, there are no specific studies about this
trade but we will try to set the first bases to fill this gap.

We have to face some problems to reach our objective, as for
example the difficulties in making an appropriate distinction
and a good classification of Lusitanian products. There
is no doubt that during the 1st and 2nd centuries AD the
most widely distributed Lusitanian container was Dressel
14, mainly produced in kilns in central and south Portugal,
especially in the Tagus and Sado region. However, this type
can also be found among the products of other regions, as
for example Baetica, where a different version of Dressel 14
is also documented in some kilns along the coastal territory
(Garcia Vargas 1998: 101; Garcia Vargas 2001: 83-84; Bernal
Casasola 1998; Mora Serrano and Corrales Aguilar 1997,

2 It is possible some Lusitanian Dressel 14 arrived also at Porto Torres
in northwestern Sardinia but F. Villedieu’s publication (1984) does not
mention if they are Baetican or Lusitanian, nor can we find drawings,
pictures or a simple description of the fabrics.
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Lagostena Barrios and Bernal Casasola 2004). The duality
between the Baetican and the Lusitanian Dressel 14, even if
we are able to point out some morphological differences,’
leads to misunderstandings and to false identifications by
researchers unfamiliar with these amphorae. We think this
is what happened with several Lusitanian pieces found
all around the eastern Hispanic coast. The lack of real
knowledge and familiarity with Lusitanian products by local
archaeologists made them go unnoticed and led to frequent
confusion with other amphora types, as is the case of some
rim fragments classified as Dressel 2-4 or with the already
mentioned Baetican variant of Dressel 14.* In any case, this
lack of precision indirectly shows the scarcity of Lusitanian
amphorae in the eastern Spanish region. The unfamiliarity
of local archaeologists itself manifests that these imports are

3 In an article published by the Ecole Frangaise de Rome, A. J. Parker
(1977: 37-39) made the distinction between two variants of the previous
type IV of M. Beltran Lloris (1970: 456-464). The first type, called ‘A’ by
A. ]. Parker, should correspond to the Baetican one and the second one or
‘B’ to the Lusitanian version.

4 In this sense, we should mention the hypothesis made by a group of
scholars, led by Dr. D. Bernal Casasola, about a direct development of
Baetican Dressel 14 from the Baetican version of Dressel 2-4 (Bernal
Casasola ef al. 2004). This theory would dissociate the evolution of both
variants, because the Lusitanian version can derive from other Hispanic
types such as Haltern 70 or similar Lusitanian ovoid forms (Fabido 2008).
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not relevant from a quantitative point of view and that they
are found only sporadically on our archaeological sites.

The distribution of Dressel 14 throughout the Mediterranean
territories of Hispania Citerior Tarraconensis is still not well
known. Nevertheless, some attempts to study their distribution
were carried out by some scholars (Pascual Guasch 1968:
145 and 147, fig. 3.4; Beltran Lloris 1970: 456-462; Beltran
Lloris 2000: 466),° but unfortunately they made no distinction
between Lusitanian and Baetican variants. Attempts to search
for other Lusitanian types produced before the middle of the
3rd century AD, as for example the Lusitana 3 form (Diogo
1987), are totally unknown to us.

Catalogue of archaeological sites in Hispania Citerior
Tarraconensis with possible presence of Lusitanian
amphorae of the imperial period

Although our research is mainly focused on the area of
modern Valencia and Catalonia, we thought it would be
appropriate to integrate the information we have about

5 Beltran’s map (2000: 466) has some inaccuracies, like some generic
references to the presence of ‘Dressel 7 to 14’ amphorae. This broad
reference does not give the reader the chance to really determine the
amphora type.



possible Lusitanian pieces in the whole Roman province
of Hispania Citerior or Tarraconensis.

West coast of Andalusia
Province of Almeria

In the Augustan administrative division of the Iberian
Peninsula, the frontier between the newly created provinces
of Baetica and Hispania Citerior or Tarraconensis should
be placed somewhere in the modern Andalusian province
of Almeria. Although the exact line of the border is still
far from being solved, a large number of scholars tend to
situate it between the current municipality of El Ejido and
the city of Almeria. This is the reason for including the
archaeological sites of this area in our study.

We have to emphasize that it is a geographic sector where
a large number of Dressel 14 amphorae are documented,
mainly because there are several shipwrecks along its coast
(Blanquez Pérez et al. 1998). Nevertheless, most of these
Dressel 14 show some features that are considered typical
of the Baetican versions, and normally they form part of
ship cargoes together with other Baetican containers. The
most obvious example comes from the amphorae in the
‘Gandolfo’ shipwreck. Found off the coast near the village
of Dalias, its cargo was loaded basically with Baetican
Dressel 14 and Beltran I1A.6

1.  Guardias Viejas (El Ejido) — Off the coast in front
of this town was found a shipwreck with two or
three Dressel 14 amphorac and a Dressel 20
(Beltran Lloris 1970: 457 and 459, 458, fig. 183,
nos. 3-4; Blanquez Pérez et al. 1998: 259). In the
underwater archacological chart we do find no
detailed description of these pieces (Blanquez
Pérez et al. 1998), but M. Beltran Lloris believes
the morphological characteristics of the Dressel
20 belong to a 2nd or early 3rd-century version.
With respect to the Dressel 14s, this scholar makes
some interesting remarks, as, for example, that
the two versions of his ‘Forma IV’ (= Dressel
14), normally associated with the Lusitanian and
Baetican productions, were found together, or, also
important, the fabric description, which he says is
red with a red-brownish slip. Unfortunately, neither
the fabric description nor the drawings are enough
to determine the production region. Nevertheless,
due to the high presence of Baetican amphorae
in this geographic area, we believe that we are
probably dealing with Baetican material, although
we cannot guarantee it.

2.  Roquetas de Mar (Almeria) — R. Pascual Guasch
(1968: 147-147, fig. 3.2) and M. Beltran Lloris
(1970: 458, fig. 5) mention a complete Dressel 14
from a shipwreck. As we could not see the piece,

¢ The Gandolfo shipwreck had an important number of Dressel 14
whose Baetican origin is unquestioned because of their typological
characteristics and the other amphora types present in the cargo (Blanquez
Pérez et al. 1998: 260).
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we cannot say in this case whether it is a Lusitanian
or a Baetican product. However, considering that
the other amphorae appearing together with the
Dressel 14 are mainly Baetican Dressel 10 and
Beltran I1,” we can argue that probably the whole
cargo was composed of Baetican amphorae.

Also near this place, the team under the direction of
J. Blanquez published another piece from another
underwater find. In this case, the Baetican origin of
the piece is unquestionable (Blanquez Perez et al.
1998: 254-256, fig. 87, C-514).

3. Villaricos (Cuevas de Almanzora) — Near this town,
the find of several amphorae of the Roman period
was reported (Blanquez Pérez et al. 1998). Within
this collection we can see the presence of a Dressel 14
with some formal peculiarities, such as, for example,
the horizontal rim with a small ledge in the lower
part (Blanquez Pérez et al. 1998: fig. 25, no. 15868).
Nevertheless, we think the main morphological
characteristics of this piece (sloping handles, the
cylindrical form of the body and neck, etc.) can point,
once again, to Baetican production, an aspect that
has already been mentioned by the team responsible
for the Almeria underwater archaecological map
(Blanquez Pérez et al. 1998: 262).

Coast of Murcia
Province of Murcia

As expected, in spite of the presence of a Dressel 14
(probably of Baetican production) documented by M.
Beltran Lloris (2000: 455, fig. 11) in the area of Lorca,
most of the finds in this region were made in the territory
surrounding Carthago Nova.

4. Carthago Nova (Cartagena) and surrounding area —
The presence of Dressel 14 amphorae is quite well
documented in underwater finds (Aguilas, Cabo de
Palos, Bajo Campana 2 and 3 shipwrecks) and in
recent land excavations in Cartagena. Even though
not all pieces found can be catalogued as Lusitanian
products, we could determine that origin for some
of them. The geographical position of Carthago
Nova and its magnificent harbour, probably made
this city an important point on the routes that went
from Lusitania and Baetica toward the Tyrrhenian
coast of Italy, with the city of Rome as the main
final destination. We suppose that the capital of
Conventus Carthaginensis was a turning point with
respect to the coast of Almeria in general, a region
closer to the eastern Bactican production sites,
where Lusitanian products should only accidentally
arrive.

7 Described by R. Pascual Guasch as a ‘strange variant of Dressel 38°. We
must consider that at the time Pascual wrote this article M. Beltran Lloris
had not yet made his classification of Spanish amphorae.
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Even if we think Dressel 14 and other Lusitanian types
arrived frequently in the harbour of Carthago Nova, the
archaeological evidence we have today does not show
a large number of Lusitanian amphorae (Bombico and
Quevedo, in this volume). We can point out one piece
displayed in the archaeological Museum Enrique Escudero
de Castro, whose form and fabric could be Lusitanian.
Coast of Valencia
Province of Alicante

5. Portus Illicitanus (Santa Pola) — There are
fragments of rims, necks and part of the handles of
two different pieces (Marquez Villora 1999: 222,
509, fig. 8, nos. 1 and 2). Assuming a Baetican or
Lusitanian origin for the first piece (a very moulded
rim) is not an easy question. On the other hand, the
second piece seems to be a Lusitanian Dressel 14
amphora.
Also on this site, a piece was found without rim
and handles which, from its morphological and
petrological characteristics, looks like a Lusitanian
product. This piece was found during construction
work carried out at the Santa Pola cemetery,
together with other complete or partly preserved
amphorae of different origins. All of them are
now in the archaeological museum of La Alcudia.?
According to A. Ramos Folqués (1974: 66), it is
possible that these amphorae came from an ancient
harbour warehouse.
lllici (La Alcudia de Elche) — J. Molina Vidal
(1997: 76-78) mentions the presence of one
Dressel 14 rim on this site, but he does not give
any indication about the fabric or any drawing of
the piece. It represents just a very small part of the
whole amphora assemblage, something similar to
other fish-sauce amphorae such as the Baetican
Beltran II, present only with three rims.
Anchorage and shore of Vila-Joiosa — In modern
Vila-Joiosa, we have counted the presence of two
Dressel 14 amphorae. One of them is a fragment of
rim/neck with handles (Figure 2, no. 3), published
by A. Espinosa Ruiz (1995-96: 31), found in an
ancient anchorage off the urban settlement. We
know only the drawing of this piece and cannot
guarantee whether it is a Lusitanian or a Baetican
product, but considering the form we believe that
the second is the more probable option.

Some years ago another Dressel 14 piece (without rim,
handles and base) was donated to the local museum.® The
provenance of this piece is once again from an underwater

8 We would like to thank Ms. Ana Ronda, archaeologist from the
archaeological site of La Alcudia de Elche for her indications about these
finds.

® We would like to thank Mr. Antonio Espinosa Ruiz and Ms. Amanda
Marcos, from the Vila-Joiosa museum, for giving us notice of this
interesting piece and for the graphic documents they have sent to us.
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site, probably around the coast of Vila-Joiosa.!® The
morphological and petrological characteristics (in spite of
the difficulties in analysing those aspects in an underwater
find), seem to be similar to most of the typical Lusitanian
versions.

Duanes (Javea) — J. Molina Vidal (1997: 94-96)
published a Dressel 14 rim found in this anchorage,
among 84 amphorae rim fragments. The author gives
no information about the fabric and morphological
characteristics of this rim nor a drawing or a picture.
For this reason it is not possible to say whether it is
a Baetican or Lusitanian product.

Coastal area of Alicante

In an uncertain place on the coast of this Spanish province,
a Dressel 14 body was found with no neck, handles or
rim (Pascual Guasch 1968: 145 and 147, fig. 3.3). From
the drawing we are not able to determine whether it is a
Lusitanian or Baetican product. In addition, M. Beltran
Lloris (1970: 462) comments another piece found in the
bay of Alicante, now in a private collection.

Provinces of Valencia and Castellon

We have no direct evidence for the central coastal area
of Valencia, but we are sure that in the first two centuries
AD Lusitanian amphorae arrived at the main trading posts
such as Valentia or Saguntum and that they will probably
be recognized in future investigations.

9. City of Valencia — Awaiting the important
monograph on the excavations of L’Almoina, we
are currently only able to indicate the presence
of Baetican Dressel 14 among the material from
the second half of the 2nd century AD from the
excavations in ‘plaza del Negrito’ (Pascual Berlanga
and Ribera Lacomba 2000).!! The complete study
of the amphorae of this site is still unpublished,
and it is difficult to say if these pieces are really
Baetican or Lusitanian.

Catalan coast
Province of Tarragona

10. Dertosa (Tortosa) — In this important commercial
place near the Ebro Delta, some fragments of
two Lusitanian Dressel 14 amphorae were found
during recent excavations that took place in calle
Moncada. The archaeologists found some pillars,
maybe related to a storage building from the ancient

10 Unfortunately the place and context where this amphora was found
are not known.

" The information these authors give about this context was based on the
study carried by A. Herreros in 1994-95: Estudio del material anforico
de la plaza del Negrito. G. Pascual Berlanga and A. Ribera Lacomba
(2000: 574) mention the need for a good publication about this important
context.



port of Dertosa.'? Both fragments present the main
petrographic features of the products from central
Lusitania, particularly the workshops of the Tejo
and Sado estuaries (Figure 3).

Even if the number is not really significant, these pieces
are interesting not just because they indicate an important
commercial place, which acted as a double maritime
and fluvial port directly connected with the inland Ebro
Valley," but also for the quite important chronological
range this offers. According to other kinds of pottery, the
presence of Hispanic Sigillata and the complete absence
of any kind of African products, we are able to place this
context within the Flavian period.

11. Els Carbuncles (Tarragona) — The name ‘Els
Carbuncles’ or ‘L’Angul’ refers to an anchorage
place off the coast of the city of Tarragona. Here,
at a depth of about 20-25m, two rim fragments
and one neck fragment of two different Lusitanian
Dressel 14 amphorae were found in 1975 (Pérez
Martin 2007: 168-169). The author indicates that
the rim’s diameters reach 12.5 and 14cm and
that one of them, with a red-brownish porous
fabric, still preserves some pitch on its internal
walls. According to the fabric description and the
drawings, W. Pérez Martin presents both examples
as having a probable Lusitanian origin.

Province of Barcelona

12.  Barcino (Barcelona) — In this city we can mention
the certain presence of Baetican Dressel 14
amphorae. Nevertheless, a more accurate revision
of the material from some archaeological sites in
Barcelona would be necessary to verify the arrival
of Lusitanian amphorae during the early imperial
period.

In 2007 A. Martin Menéndez published an interesting
amphora context from the old excavations of the so-
called ‘Tower 16’ of the Roman walls. This context was
composed of almost complete pieces reused to build a kind
of drainage system. There were several Beltran IIA and
Beltran IIB, an Africana 1 and a Dressel 14. It was dated
to the second half of the 2nd century AD, but the presence
of Dressel 14 and Beltran IIA amphorae suggests an earlier
moment, and we think it would be better to consider a
broader timeframe throughout the whole 2nd century AD,
even if Africana 1 amphorae were not produced before the
middle of this century. A. Martin Menéndez designates a
Baetican origin for the Dressel 14 amphora, which is in
accordance with the description he makes of the piece.

12 We would like to thank Dr. Jordi Diloli, Mr. Ramén Ferré and Mr. Jordi
Vila (the excavation’s directors), for the facilities we found for the study
of these and other materials.

13 Dertosa must have served as connexion point between the interior lands
of the Ebro and the coast. It is possible that part of the Mediterranean
goods that have arrived at Caesaraugusta, came from Dertosa first.
Therefore the connexion between Dertosa and the Catalan inland is
unquestioned.
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Outside the Roman walls, in calle Avinyd, another Dressel
14 fragment was found during the excavation works that
took place some years ago. This piece was classified
as a Baetican product and was part of a larger context
consisting of one Tarraconensian amphora, one Gaulish
Sigillata Ritterling 8B, and some African cooking wares
and local coarse wares.'* The chronology of this context
is not really well framed. Maybe a date in the mid-late
first century AD could be suggested. However, the final
moment of this phase can be placed during the first quarter
of 2nd century AD, which means a similar date range to
the one in Dertosa.

13. Baetulo (Badalona) — An almost complete Dressel
14 amphora was found in this Roman city and
has already been published by M. Comas i Sola
(1985: 80-81, fig. 43). Unfortunately, the piece
comes from an old excavation without stratigraphic
or contextual data. We had the chance to see this
piece, which still bears a low-quality white slip on a
soft pink fabric with dark and red inclusions.'s The
morphological features, with sloping handles that
start at the lower edge of an almost triangular rim,
and the fabric are quite similar to some products
from the central area of the western region of
Lusitania. Furthermore, we can compare this piece
with the one found in Vila-Joiosa (Figure 2, no. 3),
because they probably share the same production
region and date range.

Can Blanc (Argentona) — During the excavations
of a Roman villa in 1993, a Dressel 14 fragment
was found in this Catalan town (Rigo Jovells and
Carreras Vidal 1994: 193). The field archaeologist
identified it directly as a Lusitanian Dressel 14,
in particular as part of the group b of class 20-21
assigned by C. Fabido and A. Carvalho (1990:
47). It is quite interesting the way this piece was
found (without the base and lower part of the body)
in a dump from a chronological horizon of the
second half of the 1stcentury AD, together with
some Gaulish Sigillata fragments (Rigo Jovells
and Carreras Vidal 1994: 186). Unfortunately no
drawing or picture was published, nor could we
have access to this piece.

14.

Balearic Islands

15. Bahia de Sant Antoni (Ibiza) — In this bay, a Roman
shipwreck was found with an unknown number
of amphorae already summarily published (Vilar
Sancho and Mana 1964; Pascual Guasch 1968:
143-144; Beltran Lloris 2000: 466). R. Pascual
Guasch describes some of them as ‘from a form
really close to Dressel 14’ and underlines that

4 Thanks to the archaeological directors we were able to see the
excavation reports of this intervention. Unfortunately we did not have
access to the depot where the pieces are stored and could not see these
interesting pieces.

'S We would like to thank E. Gurri and M. Comas i Sola from the History
Museum of Badalona for permission to see the amphora.
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inside the amphorae many fish bones were found.
Once again we could not see these pieces, and we
are not able to say whether they are Lusitanian or
Baetican products.

Costa de Ibiza — R. Pascual Guasch (1968: 145,
147, fig. 3.4) published an almost complete Dressel
14 amphora from an underwater provenance
found in an unknown point of the coast of Ibiza.
The drawing by R. Pascual points to the Baetican
version of Dressel 14.

Grum de Sal (Illa Congejera, Ibiza) — In a difficult
navigation point before entering into the bay of
Sant Antoni, an anchorage point was used at least
from Punic until mediaeval times (Martinez Diaz
and Ledén Amores 1993: 265)."® Here the remains
of a Roman shipwreck with a cargo of Dressel 14
amphorae were found as early as the 1960s (Vilar
Sancho and Mafia 1964). According to the graphic
documentation the authors present, there is no
doubt these are Lusitanian Dressel 14 (Figure 2,
nos. 4-5; Martinez Diaz and Leon Amores 1993:
265-266), probably produced during the late 1st or
early 2nd century AD.

16.

17.

This find is a good example of the use of the Balearic
ports by Lusitanian products en route to their final Italian
destination. Coming from the south Levantine coast of
Hispania, Ibiza must have played an important role in
the maritime routes that connected the Iberian and Italian
Peninsulas through the Strait of Bonifacio.

18. Cova de sa Llumeta (Illa des Conills, Cabrera)
— Inside a cave 18m above sea level, directly on
the coast, some Roman materials were found,
among which was a Dressel 14 amphora (Trias
1974; Aramburu-Zabala 2000). We cannot specify
whether it is Lusitanian or Baetican, because we
could not see the piece, nor is there any drawing or
picture of it.

Talaiot de Ses Paises (Arta, Mallorca) — During the
archaeological works in this Talayotic settlement, a
rim-neck and part of handle fragment of an amphora
identified as Dressel 14 were found (Quintana
2005: fig. 8, nos. 6-8). Even if the beginning of the
handle preserved could be from a Dressel 14, after
examining the graphic documentation presented by
C. Quintana, we are not sure whether it is really a
Dressel 14 or some other kind of imperial amphora,
as for example a Dressel 2-4.

Costa de Menorca — R. Pascual Guasch (1968: 145)
mentions the find of a Dressel 14 amphora near the
coast of Minorca, but he does not give any reference
about the precise place where it was found.

19.

20.

1 A new material revision of this shipwreck was presented by M.
Hermanns, S. Bombico and R. Almeida at the last SECAH Congress in
Tarragona December 2014.
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First conclusions and future development

The overview of the distribution of early imperial
Lusitanian amphorae along the Levantine coast of the
Iberian Peninsula we have presented above shows several
gaps that suggest more new questions than they provide us
with answers. The first and most important gap, already
mentioned, is due to the difficulty in recognizing and
distinguishing the Lusitanian from the Baetican version
of Dressel 14. This problem that still persists among
archaeologists is far from being solved and, in our point
of view, is to be expected. Therefore, mere typological
arguments must be used with prudence in determining the
exact origin of the pieces. The multiplicity of production
areas inside Roman Lusitania adds to this difficulty. Even
if the region around the Tagus and Sado estuaries is the
main production area for Dressel 14 and other types of
Lusitanian amphorae (Fabido 2004), there is also amphora
production in today’s Algarve, confirmed thanks to several
workshops found in southern Portugal (Fabido 2004;
Morais and Fabido 2007; Viegas 2014).

The multiplicity of production regions and the existence
of two main versions of Dressel 14, one in Baetica and
the other in Lusitania, could be resolved in part by the
presence of other amphora types in the same contexts
where the Dressel 14 appear, but in fact, with the exception
of some underwater finds, Baetican and Lusitanian
amphorae are normally found together, and the presence
of Dressel 14 together with typical Baetican types such us
Beltran II or Dressel 20 is common. It seems logical that
Lusitanian vessels made at least one stop in a Baetican
harbour on the way to their main import markets along
the Mediterranean, perhaps around Gibraltar, probably
in the city of Cadiz."” The use of the same routes and
harbours that were used for the distribution of Baetican
products seems to be the reason explaining the mixed
finds of Baetican and Lusitanian fish amphorae along
the coast of Hispania Citerior Tarraconensis. Another
possibility could be the existence of mixed cargoes, but
we think this should be a minor option, at least until the
vessels arrived at an important harbour outside the limits
of Baetica. The huge Baetican production of salted fish
and fish sauces excludes a regular importation of these
Lusitanian products, which never found an important
market in this province.'®

Taking these problems into account and the fact that we
were not able to see for ourselves all the material we
present in this paper, we believe it is appropriate to begin
with a first overview of the distribution of Lusitanian
amphorae in our region during early imperial times. We
are aware that we have important limitations, but we
think that the only way to overcome them is by starting

17 We would like to thank S. Bombico for her interesting comments.

'8 Lusitanian wine, well documented in some inland regions during the
2nd and 3rd centuries AD (Garcia Vargas, in this volume; Fabido 2006),
should be a different case.
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FIGURE 2. SOME EXAMPLES OF LUSITANIAN DRESSEL 14 FROM HISPANIA CITERIOR TARRACONENSIS. NOS. 1-2: TARRAGONA
LEON AMORES 1993).

(PEREZ MARTIN 2007); NO. 3: VILA-JOI0SA (ESPINOSA 1995-1996); NOS. 4-5: GRUM DE SAL SHIPWRECK (MARTINEZ DiAZ AND
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FIGURE 3. NEW PIECES DISCOVERED IN MODERN TORTOSA. DRAWINGS

RAMON FERRE. PHOTOS R. JARREGA DOMINGUEZ.

to bring to light these containers in our geographical
framework.

Even if it was not always easy to differentiate between
Lusitanian and Baetican Dressel 14, we can argue that we have
already a small number of places from Murcia to northern
Catalonia where these products have been documented.

Both Baetican and Lusitanian Dressel 14 are always
secondary imports within the amphora contexts along the
Iberian Mediterranean coast. However, in the Levantine
region we can suggest a different relevance for the
Baetican and Lusitanian Dressel 14 in some areas. In
the southern Levantine region, mainly in the province of
Almeria, according to other authors, drawings and fabric
descriptions, Baetican products are predominant.

On the other hand, in spite of the small number of
documented pieces, we suggest that from Carthago Nova
northward the trend changes and the Lusitanian products
that seemed absent south of this city, now are starting to
be found. From Carthago Nova northward the number of
Lusitanian amphorae is very small, but we can argue that,
with the exception of the Baetican piece from Barcelona
(Martin Menéndez 2007: 130), all the Dressel 14 whose
origin can be defined are Lusitanian products. This
picture is similar to the one provided by some sites from
the Narbonensis where Lusitanian Dressel 14 commonly
arrive, such as Fos-sur-Mer (Marty and Zaaraoiu 2009),
the important harbour of Arles (Quaresma and Djaoui,
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in this volume), or the contexts around the city of Narbo
(Sanchez, Carrato and Favennec 2011'").

It is still early to suggest a duality of markets for Lusitanian
and Baetican Dressel 14, even more if we accept that
Lusitanian imports appear together with other kinds of
Baetican amphora types and share the same routes since
Lusitanian vessels would go through Baetica to reach their
main markets in the central Mediterranean. However, we
could argue that in the places where Lusitanian Dressel 14
amphorae are found, the Baetican version is not present.

The Balearic Islands are a different case, and even if
they were part of Hispania Citerior Tarraconensis, their
special position on the direct routes from southern Spain
to Rome and central Italy suggests a closer connexion with
Lusitanian products. This connexion is demonstrated by
the presence of several examples of Dressel 14 along the
Balearic coasts, with special relevance for the Grum de
Sal shipwreck, a vessel with several Lusitanian Dressel 14
(Martinez Diaz and Leén Amores 1993).

In our opinion, the different distribution of Baetican and
Lusitanian Dressel 14 we can suspect north and south of
Carthago Nova from this first overview and the special
case of the Balearic Islands do not give a valid vision of
the significance of this commerce. Yet it draws a picture of
the use of certain routes by Lusitanian products to reach

19 We believe the piece from the port context of ‘Castélou’ published
in the SFECAG Acta from 2011 (Sanchez, Carrato and Favennec 2011:
187, fig. 30), although it is very small (maybe a parva or a kind of
semi-standard amphora), is closer to the Lusitanian than to the Baetican
version, following by morphological and petrological criteria.



their main markets along the Mediterranean, especially
Rome.® They must have used the two main routes that
connect the Iberian Peninsula to western Italy through the
Balearic Islands or by the Spanish coast, the Gulf of Lion
and the Ligurian Sea; in both cases Carthago Nova would
play a relevant role (Chic Garcia 1981; Ruiz de Arbulo
1990; Marquez Villora and Molina Vidal 2005: 91-95).*!
Nevertheless, we must admit that the coastal region of
southern Gaul could also have been a secondary market for
Lusitanian products, and it seems to have imported more
of these products than ones from the Spanish coast.

The find of two Lusitanian Dressel 14 fragments in the
ancient port of Dertosa suggests an inland distribution
of this kind of material. We do not have any information
about the arrival of early Lusitanian amphorae at the
important city of Caesaraugusta,?? but if they can be found
in some parts of the province of Tarragona it should also
be possible that they penetrated as far as some important
places such as Ilerda, Caesaraugusta or some other places
in the Ebro region.

These and other questions are now open for future
research, which we are sure is going to provide new light
on the markets in Tarraconensis for Lusitanian products in
a date range earlier than the late Roman Empire and Late
Antiquity.
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