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Introduction

Since the last 3rd of the 2nd century BC, coinciding with an important increase of the Italic 
imports in the Mediterranean, a change occurred in the amphorae used for transporting 
wine. Greco-Italic amphorae give way to two containers of higher resistance and size. 
The Dressel 1, produced mainly on the Tyrrhenian coast, but widely imitated in other 
Mediterranean areas, and the Lamboglia 2, the container in which the wines produced 
on both shores of the Adriatic coast would be traded.2 Both types were produced and 
traded during more or less the same period, roughly from the last third of the 2nd cen-
tury until the last quarter of the 1st century BC. This explains their frequent comparison 
in studies about the trade of Italian wine during the late Republican period. These two 
amphorae present an unequal distribution in the western and eastern Mediterranean. 
Traditionally, it has been accepted that Dressel 1 amphorae supplied the western part 
of the Mediterranean, while the Lamboglia 2 supplied the eastern area, especially in 
the Aegean, with only a minor presence in the western part.3 Thus, although there is 
much more information published in the west than in the east, the map published by 
Lindhagen (fig. 1) shows that the concentration of the remains is much higher in the 
scarce eastern sites with quantitative data available.

The Lamboglia 2 in the Southern Iberian Peninsula

If the proportional presence of the Lamboglia 2 is analysed in comparison to the 
Dressel 1, the latter prevails widely in the western Mediterranean, with one exception, 
the south of the Iberian Peninsula. Here, we find two areas where the presence of the 
Adriatic type is similar than the evidences of Dressel 1 (fig. 2).4

The main area is located in the southeast, where Molina Vidal5 already showed that 
Lamboglia 2 had similar values as Dressel 1 in an area that extends from Cape San An-
tonio to the Gulf of Mazarrón, with sites like Lucentum,6 Ilici, Carthago Nova, and Loma 
de Herrerías. Recent quantitative amphorae analyses carried out by the author in other 
sites from Andalucia,7 have allowed us to confirm this phenomenon and expand this 
area to the coasts of Almeria; sites like Baria and Abdera reached similar proportions 
of both types, with 64,4% in Baria and 36,8% in Abdera. Moreover, a similar situation 
has been identified in the southwestern area, which would extend at least from Baelo to 
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the mouth of the Guadiana River, and probably much further. Thus, even with a smaller 
quantity of amphorae, similar proportions are also reached in the assemblages analysed 
in Baelo, La Algaida, and Baesuri. On the contrary, in the rest of the areas, Adriatic wine 
has a lower presence, comparable to other parts of the western Mediterranean. In any 
case, it has been confirmed that the almost total lack of Lamboglia 2 findings in His-
pania Ulterior presented in scientific literature was due simply to a gap in research that 
has been partially filled during the last decade.

A complex trade system was already established during the late Republican period, 
where routes were selected according to geographical areas. In the model proposed by 
Nieto Prieto,8 this would create a complex port hierarchy connecting the main ports 
and generate areas around them where the goods were redistributed. In this sense, the 
unequal distribution of the Adriatic and the Tyrrhenian wine amphorae could be an 
indicator to suggest the area of influence of the main ports. Thus, following this model, 
Molina Vidal9 proposed that the hinterland of the main port of the southwest, Carthago 
Nova would extend from Cape San Antonio to at least the Murcia coast. With the infor-
mation of Baria and Abdera, it can be extended up to an undetermined location on the 

Fig. 1: Distribution map of Lamboglia 2 amphorae. Black squares from smallest to larg-
est: 1 – ​10 finds (or unknown number); 11 – ​50 finds; 51 – ​700 finds. Triangles from small-
est to largest (underwater finds): 1 – ​10 finds (or unknown number); 10 – ​100 underwater 

finds; 100 – ​700 underwater finds.
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coast of Granada. The same indicator allows us to suggest that the hinterland of Gades 
would extend from the Straits of Gibraltar to Cape San Vicente, but this is based on a 
lower volume of information.

After demonstrating the unequal distribution of the Lamboglia 2 in comparison with 
the Dressel 1 in the south of Hispania, now we can examine when the Adriatic am-
phorae type arrived. This arrival does not seem to have happened continuously during 
the whole period of the type’s production, but is concentrated in a shorter period. I pro-
pose that this was around the second and and the beginning of the third quarter of the 
1st century BC. This is suggested by the major presence of the evolved forms with a 
squarish rim, instead of the triangular rim (despite the morphological variations of the 
type). Moreover, Lamboglia 2 tends to appear more often in the same archaeological 

Fig. 2: Map with the proportional weight of the Lamboglia 2 versus Italic Dressel 1 (only 
with the sites with quantitative information analysed in Molina Vidal 1997 and Mateo 

Corredor 2016).
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contexts as Dressel 1B and C, than with Dressel 1A. In this respect, I am going to ana-
lyse some sites of this area, which can provide chronological information.

In ancient Scallabis, whose occupation starts at the end of the 2nd century BC, all 
the Lamboglia 2 were registered in a context from the second half of the 1st century 
BC.10 Likewise, this type is absent in Mata-Filhos in a context dated to the end of the 
2nd century BC.11 However, at the nearby site of Myrtilis, a deposit with six Lamboglia 2 
appears along with Dressel 1C (some of them from the Guadalquivir Valley);12 thus, this 
context could be dated in the second quarter of the 1st century BC. More significant is 
the late Republican phase of Monte Molião, dated between 130 and 80 BC, which has 
59 NMI of Italic amphorae but only limited evidence Lamboglia 2. Of the latter there are 
only two rims and both are decontextualized.13

In the same way, in Baesuri, the Lamboglia 2 are absent in the Forte de São Sebastião, 
dated to the last third of the 2nd century BC.14 However, in the Castelo of Castro Marim, 
where very limited information is available for the first half of the 1st century BC, all 
the Lamboglia 2 appear in levels of the third quarter of the 1st century BC.15 In Baelo, 
the Adriatic wine is absent in the late Republican phase of the southern quarter, which 
is roughly dated between the 2nd half of the 2nd century and 80 BC.16 Moreover, in the 
assemblage from the excavations of 1966,17 all the Lamboglia 2 findings that I analysed 
belong to a context dated in the central decades of the 1st century. Within the province, 
in La Loba,18 with a well-dated context from the first quarter of the 1st century, there is 
an important assemblage with 400 amphorae rims. Of these, 82% is from the Italian Pen-
insula but only three rims (0,83%) are Lamboglia 2, which is too low even if this site is 
not placed in the preferential area.

In the southeast, we will start by focusing on the chronology of the shipwrecks with 
Lamboglia 2. The last proposal of Ribera19 dates the Escombreras 2 wreck between 80 
and 60 BC. The only shipwreck in this area in which Lamboglia 2 is the main cargo, 
is the Punta de Algas.20 For this wreck, it is difficult to establish a precise chronology, 
but the large presence of black gloss from the late series of Cales, state that the period 
between 80 and 40 BC as the most likely. Additionally, the San Ferreol21 wreck seems to 
support the continuity of the arrival of the Adriatic wine during the end of the second 
or third quarter of the 1st century. The case of Valentia is very clear. Between its foun-
dation in 138 BC and its destruction by Pompey during the Sertorian Wars, the Lam
boglia 2 amphorae appear mainly in layers related with this last episode.22 In fact, the 
gap in occupation in the following decades after 75 BC could explain the lower percent-
age of Lamboglia 2 in comparison to the area around Carthago Nova.

Definitively, the available data allows us to propose that the preferential import 
of the Adriatic wine into the south of the Iberian Peninsula did not happen regularly 
during the whole period of production of the type. Rather, it was concentrated in a 
shorter period, probably between 80/75 BC and the beginning of the third quarter of the 
1st century BC.
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Exploring the Causes behind the Arrival of the Adriatic Wine

In order to find a possible explanation for the high quantity of Adriatic wine arriving 
on the south-eastern coast of the Iberian Peninsula, Molina Vidal23 formulated the hy-
pothesis of a connection between the exploitation of Iberian mines and the slave trade 
of Delos. After the establishment of Delos as a free port in 167 BC, this island soon 
became the main slave market of the Mediterranean, reaching as many as 10,000 slaves 
sold in a single day.24 The annexation of Pergamon in 133 accelerated the importance 
of the eastern market. Tchernia,25 in order to justify the large number of Adriatic am-
phorae in Delos and in other sites of the east, proposed that both Adriatic wine and oil 
would serve as an exchange element in the slave markets of the East. Adriatic products 
would be transported as a return cargo, in a mechanism similar to that which proposed 
for Tyrrhenian wine in Gaul.

To explain the massive presence of Lamboglia 2 in the hinterland of Carthago Nova, 
Molina Vidal proposed a relation between the slave trade, Adriatic wines, and the 
metals from the Iberian southeast. Mainly this was based on Tchernia’s hypothesis and 
the great need of labour force in the mines of Carthago Nova. Ships would depart from 
the Adriatic coast to Delos loaded with wine and oil, where the slaves would be shipped. 
A small part of the ships would go to Carthago Nova, directly or after returning to Italy, 
where they would be loaded with Adriatic wine. In Carthago Nova, they would then 
unload wine and slaves, and load metals from the Iberian mines.

But the new chronological data available placed the preferential period of the Adri-
atic wine arrival just at the point when the decline of Delos and the transformations of 
the east were happening. Thus, the great slave market of Delos decreased during the 
Mithridatic Wars with episodes like the second sack of Delos in 69 BC, which led to 
the temporary abandonment of the island. At the same time, the slave trade suffered a 
great setback after the anti-piracy operations led by Pompey in 67 BC. Linked to both 
events is the major development of self-consumption of the eastern markets, after years 
of presence of Italic traders there. This would also affect the Adriatic wine trade in the 
east.26

In that sense, I would like to highlight that the beginning of this period mainly co-
incides with the anti-piracy campaign of Pompey the Great, the fall of Delos, and the 
resulting collapse of the slave trade in the east, to which the trade of Adriatic wine was 
related. I propose that there might be a relationship between the crisis in the eastern 
markets and the rise of the Lamboglia 2 in specific western areas, taking up a pre-
vious idea of A. Tchernia.27 Due to the limitations of their preferred market, namely the 
east, trade agents could increase their presence in the west, becoming involved with 
Tyrrhenian wine and local productions.

The possible connection with Pompey in the production of Adriatic wine28 and the 
increase of its exports during this period is very suggestive. On the one hand, it is 
known that Pompey had a great number of land properties in Picenum,29 one of the 
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main areas devoted to the wine production. Tchernia proposed that Pompey and already 
his father Pompeius Estrabo must have played an important role at the beginning of the 
large-scale commercialisation of Picenian wine;30 this is precisely the area of greater 
production of Lamboglia 2.31 In addition, the link between Pompey, the wine produc-
tion and Lamboglia 2 amphorae is also supported by two stamps (fig. 3): CNPMG from 
Civitavecchia,32 and [–––]·NP·MAG found in Pantelaria.33 The two stamps belong to the 
Lamboglia 2 type, although the latter was classified as Dressel 134 due to its Campanian 
fabric, where in any case, it would have been a minority production of Lamboglia 2.35 
Examining the two stamps enables us to deduce its identification with C. Pompeius 
Magnus.36 The inscription CNPMAGNUS on a bronze bracelet found at Capo Rasocolmo 
reinforces the relationship between the development of the two stamps and Pompey,37 
whose cognomen Magnus began to be used after he was sent to Hispania to fight against 
Sertorius in 77 BC.38

Thus, Pompey arrives in the Iberian Peninsula in the context of the Sertorian Wars 
(83 – ​72 BC), and his presence in this territory will be constant throughout his career. 
This period corresponds with the time when the arrival of Lamboglia 2 to the south of 
the Peninsula reaches its peak. During these years, Pompey developed an important 
network of clients,39 especially in Celtiberia, but also in cities like Carthago Nova. For 
example, he had the Cornelii Balbi from Gades among his most famous clients, and he 
granted them with Roman citizenship for their support during the war (Cic. Balb. 3, 6; 
17, 38; Plin. Nat. 5, 3, 6).

Conclusion

To sum up, it has been analysed that there might be a link between Pompey, the wine 
production, and Lamboglia 2 amphorae. The chronological coincidence between the 
period when this type of amphora arrived in higher amounts to the south of the Iberian 
Peninsula, the presence of Pompey, and the development of his network of clients in 

Fig. 3: Left and center: amphorae with the stamps related to Pompey. Right: bracelet 
with the inscription CNPMAGNUS.
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this territory was also highlighted. Altogether, these arguments allow us to suggest the 
hypothesis that the trade of Adriatic wine reaching the area of southern Hispania could 
be related to the economic interests of Pompey or his clients. Moreover, Pompey devel-
oped an active role in the transformation of the eastern markets with his anti-piracy 
campaign and other political and military actions. We have seen also that the decline of 
Adriatic exports in the East could be one of the causes to explain the important arrival 
of the Lamboglia 2 amphorae to the Iberian Peninsula.

In any case, the current state of the research does not allow us to go beyond pointing 
out these ideas. On the one hand, there is the leading role played by Pompey in the fall 
of Eastern trade and his important presence in the south of the Iberian Peninsula after 
77 BC. On the other hand is the coincidence with the period when a larger quantity of 
Lamboglia 2 arrived to Southern Hispania, in whose production and commercialisation 
Pompey directly participated. In that sense, the hypothesis that is proposed connects 
and integrates all these factors. However, it is far from being confirmed, largely due to 
the inherent difficulties when relating archaeological information to historical figures.

Notes

1 This research has been developed in the context of the projects PGC2018-099843-B-I00 (MCIU/AEI/

FEDER, UE), PID2019-107264GB-I00 and GV/2020/060.

2 The proposal of Lindhagen 2009, that the main production of Lamboglia 2 was placed along the central 

Dalmatian coast has been strongly criticised by Panella 2010 and Carre et al. 2014.

3 Tchernia 1986, 68 – ​74; Carandini 1989, 114; Lund 2000.

4 Due to the fact that the quantification done by rim counts corrected by MR (Mateo Corredor – Molina 

Vidal 2016). In fact, the quantity of Adriatic wine was still much higher than the Tyrrhenian one, when 

one considers that the average capacity of Lamboglia 2 is more than 50% higher than Dressel 1 (37 l vs 

23,9 l) (Molina Vidal – Mateo Corredor 2018).

5 Molina Vidal 1997, 204; Molina Vidal 2013.

6 These values have been confirmed in the study of new contexts from Lucentum (Guilabert et al. 2010; 

Martínez Martínez – Molina Vidal 2015; Mateo Corredor 2019).

7 Mateo Corredor 2016.

8 Nieto Prieto 1997.

9 Molina Vidal 1997; Molina Vidal 2013.

10 Bargão 2006, 92.

11 Luís 2003.

12 Fabião 1987; Mauricio 2007.

13 Arruda – Sousa 2013, 107 f.

14 Arruda – Pereira 2008.

15 Viegas 2011; Mateo Corredor 2016, n. 244.

16 Bernal Casasola et al. 2007.
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17 Domergue 1973.

18 Benquet – Olmer 2002.

19 Ribera I Lacomba 2013.

20 Mas García 1971.

21 Mas García 1985.

22 Ribera i Lacomba – Pascual Berlanga 2015.

23 Molina Vidal 1999.

24 Str. 14, 5, 2.

25 Tchernia 1986, 70 – ​74.

26 Tchernia 1986, 166; Tchernia 2011, 164; Molina Vidal 2002.

27 Tchernia 1986, 166.

28 Amela Valverde 2011.

29 Plut. Pomp, 6, 1; Vell. 2, 29, 1.

30 Tchernia 1986, 193.

31 Carre et al. 2014.

32 Gianfrotta 1981, 80 f.

33 Baldassari – Fontana 2002.

34 Baldassari – Fontana 2002, 976 – ​978; Manacorda 2005, 139 f.

35 Hesnard 1998.

36 Manacorda 2005, 137.

37 Lazzarini 2001; Manacorda 2005, 138 f.

38 Plutarco Pomp. 13, 7, 10.

39 Vid. Amela Valverde 2003.
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