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NON-ADULT BURIALS IN THE SOUTH (TAVSANDERE)
NECROPOLIS OF PARION: DIACHRONY, FUNERARY
PRACTICE, AND AGE-RELATED REPRESENTATION

This article examines 43 non-adult burials identified among 289 graves excavated in the
South (Tavsandere) Necropolis of Parion, spanning from the late seventh/early sixth century
BCE to the third century CE. Rather than treating non-adults as a single biologically defined
category, the study analyses funerary treatment through grave type, containment and closure
systems, associated assemblages, micro-location data, and spatial patterning within the
cemetery. Its aim is to evaluate how age-related funerary representation was materially
constructed and how this repertoire changed over time.

The Archaic sample is dominated by enchytrismos and other container-based burials,
while the limited Classical evidence suggests continuity rather than a clear break in this
tradition. Hellenistic examples form a small but internally consistent group defined by tile-
covered graves, whereas burials from the Roman period show the greatest variability in grave
technology, assemblage composition, and depositional complexity. Across the dataset, objects
such as figurines, astragaloi, shells, and coins cannot be assigned fixed meanings as «toys,»
protective items, or Charon's obols without reference to grave architecture, depositional
status, and object placement. Spatial evidence further suggests that non-adult burials were
neither fully segregated nor evenly distributed, but instead clustered in particular parts of the
funerary landscape.

The evidence suggests that non-adult burials at Parion are best understood as part of a
funerary repertoire shaped by both continuity and change. By combining diachronic analysis
with contextual readings of grave assemblages, the study contributes to current debates on
childhood archaeology, mortuary variability, and age-related funerary representation in the
Aegean and eastern Mediterranean.

Keywords: Parion; childhood archaeology; child burials; funerary archaeology;
enchytrismos; mortuary variability; Troas
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C. Tyrpyn

Hesaucumbivi uccrienoBaresis, YaHakkasne (TypLusi)

NMOrPEBEHUA NHONBNO0B HEB3POCJ10IO
BO3PACTA B I0O’KHOM (TABLUAHOEPE) HEKPOIOJIE
NMAPUOHA: ONAXPOHWUSA, NMOIPEBAJIbHAA NMPAKTUKA
N BO3PACTHAA PEMPE3EHTALUUSA

B craTbe paccMaTpuBaroTCs 43 orpebeHus HHAUBUAOB HEB3POCAOTO BO3PACTa, BBIIBACH-
Hble cpear 289 MOTHA, packomanHbix B FOxxHoM (TaBianpepe) Hekpormoae [laprona u pa-
THPYEMBbIX IepUOAOM OT KoHIIa VII — Havaaa VI B. o0 H. 9. A0 III B. H. 9. BMecTO TOr0 4TO6BL
TPAKTOBAaTh HEB3POCABIX KaK EAMHYIO OHOAOTHUECKU OIPEACATIEMYIO KaTeTOPHIO, HCCACAO-
BaHHe aHAAU3HPYeT NOrpebaAbHYIO IPAKTHUKY Yepe3 THIT MOTHABI, CHCTeMbl KOHTEHHUPOBa-
HUSA U [IEPEKPBITHSA, COCTAB CONIPOBOAMTEABHOT'O HHBEHTAPS, MUKPOAOKAIJMOHHbIE AAHHbIE
U IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOE PAacIpeACACHHE BHYTPU HeKpomoas. Lleab paboTbl — IIPOCACAHTB, Ka-
KUM 00pa3oM MaTepHaAbHO KOHCTPYHPOBaAach BO3pacTHas NorpebasbHas perpe3eHTalusl
U KaK 3TOT HabOp MPaKTHK U3MEHAACSA BO BPEMEHH.

Apxandeckast BBIOOpKa XapaKTepHU3yeTcs MpeobAasaHueM SHXUTPU3MA H APYTHX pOpM
norpebeHuH B COCYAAX, TOTAQ KaK OTPaHHYEHHBIH MaTepHaA KAACCHYECKOTO BPEMEHH CKO-
pee yKasbIBaeT Ha IPeeMCTBEHHOCTD 9TOH TPAAUIIMY, 4eM Ha ee paspbIB. [lorpebenns saan-
HHUCTHUYECKOTO IIEPUOAA 0OPa3YIOT HeGOABIIYIO, HO BHY TPEHHE COTAACOBAHHYIO TPYIIITY, CBSI-
3aHHYIO ITPEKAE BCETO C Y€PEMUIHBIMU MOIMAAMH, TOTAA KaK KOMIIAEKChI PUMCKOTO BpEMEHHU
AEMOHCTPUPYIOT HaHOOABIIYI0 BAPHATUBHOCTD B IOrpebaAbHON TeXHOAOTUH, COCTABE UH-
BEHTAps U ACTIO3UIIMOHHON CAOKHOCTH. B paMKax Bcero Kopmyca Takue IpeAMeTbl, KaK Tep-
PaKoTOBble GUTYPKH, ACTPAraAbl, PAKOBHMHbBI U MOHETLI, HE MOT'YT aBTOMAaTHYeCKH MHTEP-
IPETHPOBATHCA KaK «UTPYIIKH », alIOTPOIIeH HAH «0060A XapoHa» BHE CBA3U C KOHCTPYKIU-
el MOTHABI, ACTIO3UIIMOHHBIM CTaTyCOM U TOYHBIM IIOAOYKEHHEM HaXOAOK. IIpocTpancTBeH-
Hble AQHHBIE, B CBOIO OUePeAb, IIOKAa3bIBAIOT, UYTO IIOTrPeOEHHs HeB3POCABIX He OBIAM HU IIOA-
HOCTBIO U30AMPOBAHbI, HU PAaBHOMEPHO PacIIPEAECAEHBI, a, HAIIPOTUB, TATOTEAH K OIIPEAE-
ACHHBIM 30HaM IIOrpe6asbHOro AaHAIIAdTA.

IToayueHHbIE AQHHBIE TTO3BOAAIOT PACCMATPUBATh NMOrPebeHUs HHAMBUAOB HEB3POCAO-
ro Bospacta B ITapHoHe Kak 4acTh HOTpeOaAbHOrO penepTyapa, GOpMUPOBABIIETOCT OAHO-
BPEMEHHO TI0A BO3ACHCTBHEM IIPEeMCTBEHHOCTH U U3MeHeHNH. CoueTas AHaXpOHUIeCKUN
aHAAU3 C KOHTEKCTYaAbHBIM YTEHUEM IIOI'PeOaAbHBIX KOMIIACKCOB, CTaThsl BHOCHT BKAQAA
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B COBpEMECHHBIE AUCKYCCHUH 00 apXeOAOTHH ACTCTBA, BApHabeABHOCTH IOrpebasbHOro 00-
paAa 1 BOSpaCTHOﬁ penpe3eHTanuu B HOI‘pe6aAbHOﬁ IIpaKTHUKE OTrercKoro MHpa ¥ BOCTOY-
HOro CpeAH3eMHOMOPBSI.

KaroueBbie caoBa: [TapHoH, apXeOAOTHsA A€TCTBA, ACTCKHe IorpebeHus, morpebaspHas
apXeOAOTHsT, SHXUTPH3M, BApHabeAbHOCTD orpebasbHOro obpsiaa, Tpoapa
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Introduction

Non-adult burials occupy a paradoxical position in funerary archaeology. They are
essential for reconstructing how past communities understood infancy, childhood, adolescence,
dependency, personhood, and age-related social roles, yet they remain difficult to interpret
because low archaeological visibility, fragile skeletal preservation, uneven excavation histories,
and context-specific disposal practices distort their representation in the cemetery record.
The apparent absence, rarity, or simplicity of child burials cannot therefore be translated
directly into low social value, weak emotional investment, or ritual marginality. Childhood
in funerary contexts must instead be approached not as a self-evident biological category, but
as a historically contingent and materially mediated social condition [Halcrow, Tayles, 2008:
191, 202-203; Carroll, 2011: 99-100, 113, 115; Beaumont, 2013: 198, 204-205; Lillehammer,
1989: 89, 102-103; Murphy, Le Roy, 2017: 2-9].

A related problem concerns associated objects. Figurines, astragaloi, shells, coins, miniature
vessels, and other small finds have often been assigned fixed labels such as toys, apotropaic
devices, or Charon's obols. Yet such identifications are rarely secure when based on object
type alone. Their interpretive value depends on depositional status, grave architecture, object
placement, and assemblage composition. Non-adult funerary treatment is therefore best
reconstructed through context rather than isolated artefact categories [Serra, 2020: 194; Van
Andringa, 2025: 11-12].

The South (Tavsandere) Necropolis of Parion provides a useful context for examining these
issues. Located in north-western Anatolia at the Troas-Propontis interface (Fig. 1), the cemetery
lies approximately 1 km south of the city centre (Fig. 2), within the wider topographical and
archaeological setting of Parion as established through survey and excavation [Keles, 2013: 29—
36; Bagaran, Yilmaz, 2021: 107-133], and preserves a stratified funerary sequence extending
from the late seventh/early sixth century BCE to the third century CE. Previous work has
established the necropolis» broad chronological development and burial customs across
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its Archaic, Classical, Hellenistic, and Roman phases [Basaran, Kasapoglu, 2018: 433-487;
Kasapoglu, 2019; Kasapoglu, 2022: 261-262]. For the Hellenistic and Roman periods, recent
work has further clarified patterns of continuity and change in grave typology, assemblage
structure, and funerary practice [Tugrul, 2024: 15-56]. What remains to be examined
systematically is how non-adult burials participated in these changing funerary regimes across
the full diachronic sequence.
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Fig. 1. Location of Parion in the Troas-Propontis region
Puc. 1. Pacrionoxenue lNaproHa B pervioHe Tpoaasi v [1pornoHTvabI

This article examines 43 non-adult burials documented among 289 graves excavated in the
South Necropolis between 2005 and 2025. The term non-adult is used here as an operational
analytical category encompassing perinatal, infant, child, and adolescent individuals; it does
not imply a socially homogeneous group [Halcrow, Tayles, 2008: 202-203; Beaumont, 2013:
196, 198]. The analysis combines grave type, containment and closure systems, associated
assemblages, micro-location data, and spatial patterning in order to examine how age-
related funerary distinction was materially constructed and reformulated over time. It further
considers four related questions: how non-adult burials were distributed diachronically
within the necropolis; whether the Archaic predominance of enchytrismos continued or was
reformulated in later periods; how far age categories can be related to grave assemblages; and
how the micro-location of selected finds can clarify depositional gestures without reducing
repeated patterning to fixed meaning.
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Fig. 2. Location of the South (Tavsandere) Necropolis in relation to the city centre of Parion
Puc. 2. PacrionoxeHne KOxxHoro (TaBLuaHAepe) HEKPOrosis M0 OTHOLLEHWIO K LUEHTPY
ropogaa lNapvoHa

Taken together, the evidence suggests that age-related funerary distinction at Parion did
not disappear as burial regimes changed, but was reformulated through shifting combinations
of grave technology, containment, assemblage selection, and spatial positioning. The study
thus contributes to current debates on childhood archaeology, mortuary variability, and
the contextual interpretation of age-related funerary practice in the Aegean and eastern
Mediterranean [Dimakis, Dijkstra, 2020: 1-3].

Theoretical framework

Childhood is no longer understood in archaeology as a purely biological stage of growth.
Rather, it is approached as a socially defined and historically variable condition in which age
categories, expectations of dependency, and forms of belonging were culturally structured.
Non-adult individuals should therefore not be reduced to passive bearers of chronological
age. In funerary contexts, they are better understood as individuals whose age-related
identities were materially negotiated through burial treatment, object selection, and spatial
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positioning. This requires a distinction between biological age and social age, since the two
may overlap without necessarily coinciding. In ancient Mediterranean contexts, moreover,
biological existence and full social personhood did not necessarily begin at birth, as social
recognition could be completed only through postnatal acts such as paternal acknowledgement
and naming [Dasen, 2013]. At the same time, comparative analysis still requires explicit age
categories, provided that these are treated as operational analytical tools rather than direct
equivalents of past social stages [ Halcrow, Tayles, 2008: 202-203; Beaumont, 2013: 196-198;
Gowland, 2018: 104-121].

A second issue concerns visibility. Numerical weakness, uneven age representation, or
simplified burial form cannot be read straightforwardly as evidence for social indifference or
low emotional investment. Such patterns may instead reflect preservation, excavation history,
recording resolution, and burial location. The problem is especially acute for perinatal and
infant individuals, whose skeletal remains are more fragile and whose funerary treatment may
not conform to the more archaeologically visible patterns of older children and adults [Carroll,
2011: 113-115; Cannon, Cook, 2015: 399-402; Dubois, 2012: 332-334]. Normative textual
statements about infants and very young children must therefore be handled cautiously and
should not be converted directly into explanations of local archaeological practice, since they
often reflect selective elite discourse rather than the full range of funerary behaviour [Carroll,
2011: 99-100; Carroll, 2018a: 148-149].

A third issue concerns the analytical status of the grave context itself. In this study, the grave
is treated not as a static container of artefacts, but as an analytical record of funerary action.
Burial architecture, body treatment, object distribution, and depositional relations are therefore
considered together in order to reconstruct how funerary gestures were materially organised.
This approach follows recent funerary archaeology in stressing that ritual interpretation must
be grounded in the contextual relationship between human remains, containment systems,
grave closure, and the spatial arrangement of associated finds [Van Andringa, 2025: 11-12,
15-16; Serra, 2020: 194]. Micro-location is therefore used here not as proof of intention, but
as a contextual tool for narrowing interpretation [Van Andringa, 2025: 15].

This principle is especially important for object categories frequently associated with
child burials. Figurines, astragaloi, shells, coins, miniature vessels, and other small finds
may in some contexts relate to play, protection, age status, affiliation, projected identity, or
funerary performance. Yet none of these meanings can be assigned securely on the basis of
object type alone, and astragaloi in particular cannot be treated automatically as toys or child
markers [Sabetai, 2022: 10-12; Care, 2012: 403-406]. Their significance depends on quantity,
association, placement, and the wider grave assemblage in which they occur. For this reason,
the Parion material is not approached through automatic labels such as toy, child marker,
or Charon's obol. Instead, these finds are evaluated through their depositional status, their
association with other objects, and their position within the burial context. This contextual
strategy reduces over-interpretation while allowing a more controlled discussion of age-related
funerary representation [Huysecom-Haxhi, Papaikonomou, Papadopoulos, 2012: 343-344].

On this basis, the next section outlines the principal analytical variables used in the study:
age category, grave type, burial containment and closure, assemblage composition, micro-
location, and spatial relations.
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Material and methods

This study is based on 43 burial contexts identified as non-adult in the South (Tavsandere)
Necropolis of Parion during the 2005-2025 excavation seasons. They are evaluated within
the broader cemetery dataset of 289 graves documented to date. The analysed burials span
from the late seventh/early sixth century BCE to the third century CE. The dataset derives
from excavation records, post-excavation assessment, and contextual analysis undertaken
for the necropolis, while Table Al provides the full grave codes and contextual descriptions
for the sample. Methodologically, the study combines osteobiological assessment, contextual
evaluation, and funerary-archaeological analysis in order to examine age-related funerary
treatment diachronically within the cemetery.

Dataset, chronology, age attribution, and limitations

Burials were included in the analytical sample only when two conditions were met: the
individual could be identified as non-adult on osteological, contextual, or combined grounds;
and the grave retained sufficient analytical resolution for comparison. At minimum, this
required that some of the following variables could be assessed with confidence: grave type,
burial mode, containment and closure system, associated assemblage, stratigraphic relation,
spatial relations, or micro-location. Contexts with severely disturbed integrity, inadequate
documentation, or no secure basis for age attribution were excluded.

Chronology was established through a context-based procedure combining stratigraphic
relationships, datable grave finds, and typological and regional parallels. Superposition, cutting
relationships, fill composition, and grave closure were used where available. Artefact-based
dating relied primarily on ceramics, selected small finds, and coins. Where direct stratigraphic
evidence was weak or absent, typological parallels from Troas and the wider northern Aegean
and north-west Anatolian region were used cautiously. The procedure therefore followed a
hierarchy in which stratigraphy provided the strongest basis, contextual dating through finds
the second, and typological analogy the least secure.

Age estimation was based, whenever possible, on osteobiological indicators recorded
during excavation and post-excavation assessment, including dental development, epiphyseal
fusion, long bone measurements, and other preserved immature skeletal markers. Comparable
osteoarchaeological work on immature assemblages from the Greek world likewise relies
on preserved long bones and other immature skeletal elements for age estimation, while
stressing that sex determination is not possible in immature remains [Bourbou, Themelis,
2010: 112-113]. Where osteological evidence was incomplete or absent, age attribution relied
on contextual and morphological observations in the excavation record, but only where
these were judged analytically usable rather than merely possible. The general framework
follows standard procedures for the recording and assessment of human skeletal remains
[Buikstra, Ubelaker, 1994]. For analytical consistency, the following age categories are
used throughout: perinatal, here treated as an operational category for late foetal/neonatal
individuals documented within approximately the first month of life; infant, >1 month to <3
years; child, 3-12 years; adolescent, 13-18 years. These remain analytical tools and do not
imply direct equivalence between biological age and socially recognised stages of life [Halcrow,
Tayles, 2008: 202-203; Beaumont, 2013: 198].
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Biological sex was not used as an independent analytical variable. This reflects both
the methodological unreliability of osteological sex estimation in prepubescent individuals
[Bourbou, Themelis, 2010: 112-113] and the structure of the published anthropological
dataset from Parion, which includes immature individuals for whom age and sex could not
be securely assigned [Cirak, Sarbak, Mucur, Acar, Tarhan, Kog, Keles, 2023: 13, 15-16, 19].
While this procedure increases comparability across the sample, it also introduces a selective
bias in favour of better preserved and better documented contexts. Quantitative patterns
should therefore be treated not as direct reflections of the original biodemographic structure
of the cemetery population, but as patterns emerging from a sample shaped by preservation,
excavation history, and recording resolution. For the same reason, graves with few or no
associated finds were not interpreted automatically as evidence for low social value or limited
ritual investment, since low archaeological visibility may also result from preservation and
recovery biases rather than indifference toward the deceased [Carroll, 2011: 113-115].

Analytical variables and coding

The analysis integrates chronology, age category, grave type, burial mode, containment
and closure system, assemblage composition, object position, and contextual relationships.
The analytical axes used in the study are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1
Analytical axes and variables
Tabauya 1
AHaAuTHYECKHE OCH H nepeMeHHbIe
Analytical axis Variables
Chronology Period or sub-phase: Archaic, Classical, Hellenistic, Roman
Age category Perinatal, infant, child, adolescent
Grave type Enchytrismos (amphora, hydria, pithos, coarse ceramic container), tile grave,
simple earth grave, rock-cut grave, sarcophagus, possible wooden coffin or bier
Burial mode Inhumation, cremation
Containment and closure Vessel containment, tile cover and closure, stone closure, possible wooden
system containment
Assemblage composition Ceramic vessels; terracotta figurines; metal objects; glass objects; personal
ornaments; coins; faunal remains; other small finds
Micro-location C, T, AP, UE, LE, EXT; plus intra-cover or extra-cover, and in-vessel or out-of-vessel
deposit status
Contextual relationships Stratigraphic relationship, superposition, adjacency, micro-area clustering
Spatial analysis Intra-necropolis distribution, proximity, clustering, horizontal and vertical

relationships

For each grave, the following core fields were recorded: period or sub-phase, age category,
grave type, burial mode, containment and closure system, find categories, intra-grave object
position, and stratigraphic or spatial relationships. A strict distinction was maintained between
recorded observations and interpretive inferences. Variables such as grave context, age
category, grave type, find category, and object position belong to the observational level. By
contrast, status, ritual purpose, identity representation, apotropaic significance, and models
of continuity or change belong to the interpretive level and were not treated as primary data.
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Contextual and spatial procedure

Micro-location data were assessed through in situ photographs, excavation drawings, and
measured field documentation. Object position was coded by combining anatomical reference
zones with deposit status. The zone system and the main depositional distinctions used in the
coding procedure are shown in Fig. 3. The anatomical reference zones used in this study
are as follows: C, cranial; T, thoracic; AP, abdominopelvic; UE, upper extremity; LE, lower
extremity; and EXT, body exterior, used for finds located within the grave context but outside
the body-related anatomical zones.

Intra-cover
deposit

Extra-cover
deposit

m........
(a]

< Grave pit limit—

i
{

g
3
w
=]
E\ %

In-vessel deposit

Out-of-vessel
(pit) deposit

extremity)

7 LE (lower

(A) Cover-based burial (B) Vessel burial (amphora/pithos)
(tile/coffin/sarcophagus)

Fig. 3. Micro-location coding scheme'. Panel A shows anatomical reference zones
and intra-cover/extra-cover depositional distinctions in cover-based burials; Panel B shows
in-vessel and out-of-vessel depositional distinctions in vessel burials
Puc. 3. Cxema KoampoBaHusi MyKPOIOKaLmn. [NaHesls A nokassbiBaeT aHaTOMUYECKNE
PEGDEPEHTHbIE 30HbI Y PA3/INYMS B AEMO3NLMOHHOM CTatyce BHYTPW MEPEKDLITUS 1 BHE
1EPEKPLITYS B MOrpebeHyIsIX C NepeKpbITUEM; rnaHes b B nokassiBaeT passinyvis B 4ENO3ULIYIOHHOM
cTaryce BHyTpv cocyAa v BHe cocyaa B norpebeHusix B cocyaax

In graves with a clear containment system, finds were also distinguished according to
whether they were located inside or outside the boundary of the primary burial containment.

T Cover limit is defined by the boundary of the primary burial covering/enclosure (tile cover, wooden burial
containment, or sarcophagus). Finds located within this boundary are recorded as intra-cover deposits;
finds outside the cover limit but within the grave pit are recorded as extra-cover deposits.
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In vessel burials, the same principle was applied through the distinction between in-vessel
and out-of-vessel deposit status. The relevant point of reference was therefore not the
grave pit as a whole, but that primary containment boundary. This procedure allows object
placement to be treated not simply as a list of grave contents, but as a potential trace of
depositional action within the burial sequence [Van Andringa, 2025: 11-12]. At the same
time, micro-location resolution is not uniform across the dataset. It is more limited in some
Archaic vessel burials and in certain early excavation records. Micro-location evidence was
therefore used interpretively only where documentation quality was sufficient. In this study,
micro-location is not treated as proof of intention, but as a contextual tool for narrowing
interpretation.

The non-adult sample includes vessel burials, especially enchytrismos in amphorae,
hydriae, pithoi, and coarse ceramic containers, as well as tile graves, simple earth graves,
rock-cut graves, and sarcophagi. Possible wooden containment was identified only where
nail distribution, linear clustering, and possible edge or corner relationships together
suggested a coherent structural pattern. Isolated nail finds were not treated as sufficient
evidence for a coffin or bier. This threshold was adopted in order to avoid converting a
single artefact class into an automatic indicator of wooden funerary furniture [Tugrul,
2024: 107-108, 138].

Graves whose type and position could be securely identified were mapped in a GIS
environment. Spatial analysis focused on the distribution of non-adult burials within
the necropolis and on their horizontal and vertical relationships with neighbouring
graves. Coordinate data were recorded by CORS and processed in the ITRF system.
Here, spatial proximity is treated as an analytical observation rather than as direct
proof of contemporaneity, household organisation, or social affiliation. Superposition,
adjacency, and micro-area clustering were interpreted only where stratigraphic evidence
or well-documented contextual relations supported such readings. The study therefore
combines descriptive and contextual analysis while keeping data, pattern recognition, and
interpretation methodologically distinct.

Results

This section presents the 43 non-adult burials from the South (Tavsandere) Necropolis
at the level of recorded archaeological evidence. The material is organised diachronically
in order to show changes in grave type, burial containment, associated assemblages, spatial
relationships, and available micro-location data from the Archaic to the Roman period.
Detailed grave descriptions are provided in Table Al. Interpretive claims concerning ritual
meaning, status, or symbolic value are reserved for the Discussion section.

Non-adult burials in the Archaic period

The non-adult sample from the Archaic period comprises 14 grave contexts (Table 2;
Table A1). It is dominated by container burials, especially amphora burials, followed by pithos
burials and a single hydria burial. Two further contexts, M 171, a rock-cut grave delimited by
a single row of rubble stones, and L 4, a sarcophagus, show that the sample was not restricted
to one burial technology. All Archaic non-adult burials in the present dataset are inhumations,
and no cremation burial attributable to this age group was identified.
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Table 2
Distribution of non-adult burials in the Archaic period
by grave type and age category
Tabauya 2
Pacnpeaesenne norpeGeHnii HHAMBHAOB HEB3POCAOTO BO3PacTa apXandeCKOro
MEPHOAQ IO TUIIAM MOTHA M BO3PAaCTHBIM KaTErOPUsM

Grave type (Archaic) Infant Child Total
Enchytrismos, pithos 1 1 2
Enchytrismos, amphora 9 0 9
Enchytrismos, hydria 1 0 1
Rock-cut grave 0 1 1
Sarcophagus 0 1 1
Total 1 3 14

Excavation records indicate recurring technical procedures in the preparation and
closure of Archaic vessel burials. In amphora and hydria graves, the vessel was generally laid
horizontally in the pit, a section of the vessel body was broken to facilitate deposition, the
opening was reclosed with stone or ceramic fragments, and the mouth was then covered with
a flat stone supported by rubble around the vessel [Kasapoglu, 2019: 19; Kasapoglu, Ayaz,
2024: 139]. Within the current dataset, this suggests a broadly comparable technical treatment
across Archaic vessel burials, although documentation quality is uneven. Within the currently
documented vessel-burial sample, AMP 9 provides a clear example of pebble bedding beneath
the body (Fig. 4C). Comparable bedding practices are also reported in some Archaic pithos
burials at Parion [Kasapoglu, 2019: 19].

Pithos burials are few but contextually important, especially PM 2, which forms part of the
Archaic micro-area discussed in the section «Spatial distribution and micro-area relations».
Amphora burials are the most frequent grave type. Published identifications tentatively
associate some of these vessels with Lesbian, Milesian, and Attic amphora types, including
Attic SOS examples, although not all examples are sufficiently preserved for secure attribution
[Kasapoglu, 2019: 19-20]. Within the published Archaic amphora corpus, AMP 2 and AMP 3
are the clearest cases for which associated grave finds are explicitly reported [Kasapoglu, Ayaz,
2024: 139]. The single hydria burial, AMP 7/HYD 1, shows that amphorae were not the only
ceramic containers used for non-adult deposition in this phase; its association with the same
local burial area as AMP 6 places it within the same Archaic funerary horizon, and it may be
dated to the second half of the sixth century BCE [Kasapoglu, 2019: 20].

Taken descriptively, the Archaic evidence is characterized by the strong predominance of
container burials, only limited variation beyond that form, and a small number of rock-cut
and stone-built grave types.
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Fig. 4. Non-adult burial practices at Parion in the Archaic period: (A) AMP 4, amphora burial;
(B) AMP 7/HYD 1, hydria burial;, (C) AMP 9, pebble bedding beneath the body inside the vessel;
(D) L 4, sarcophagus burial. Photo: Parion Excavation Archive
Puc. 4. lNorpebasibHas npakTvka B OTHOLLEHWN MHAMBYAOB HEB3POC/IOro Bo3pacTa B [lapvoHe
B apxandecku nepmog: (A) AMP 4, amgopHoe rorpebenue; (B) AMP 7/HYD 1, norpebervie
B ryapwm; (C) AMP 9, raneyHasi noAckirka rnog tesiom BHyTpu cocyaa; (D) L 4, norpebeHue
B capkogpare. PoTo: ApxuB packorok [lapuoHa

Non-adult burials in the Classical period

Evidence from the Classical period is extremely limited. At present, only one non-adult
burial context, AMP 1, can be assigned to the fifth to fourth centuries BCE with sufficient
contextual security. The available evidence therefore consists of a single infant amphora burial
and does not permit broader internal comparison. This limited representation should not
be read directly as evidence for reduced ritual attention or diminished funerary investment,
since in situ graves from the Classical period at Parion are few in number, were deposited in a
layer not yet fully exposed, and were often damaged by later Hellenistic burials [Kasapoglu,
2022: 261-262].

AMP 1 is the only currently documented non-adult grave from the Classical period in the
South (Tavsandere) Necropolis (Table Al). The small tibiae and other skeletal remains
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recovered from the vessel indicate an infant approximately 1 to 1.5 years of age [Kasapoglu,
2022: 275]. On typological grounds, the amphora has been dated to the last quarter of the
fifth century BCE or the first half of the fourth century BCE. The burial was an inhumation
in a horizontally placed amphora; the vessel was broken below the rim and handle zone to
allow the deposition of the body, the individual was placed with the head toward the base and
the feet toward the neck, and the broken section was then replaced. The amphora was then
protected by surrounding it with rubble stones before the grave was covered with soil. No
associated grave finds are reported in the currently available published documentation (Table
Al). AMP 1 therefore provides the only clear example from the Classical period of continued
container-based inhumation for a non-adult individual at Parion.

Non-adult burials in the Hellenistic period

The Hellenistic sample consists of only two non-adult burial contexts, DSM 2 and DSM
18. These are presented in Table Al [Tugrul, 2024: 231, 247]. In both cases, the burial mode
is inhumation and the body position is recorded as dorsal. Both are straight-gabled tile graves
covered with Corinthian-type stroter tiles, and together they represent one child and one
adolescent burial. Within the present dataset, Hellenistic non-adult burials therefore form a
very small but typologically consistent group defined by tile-grave technology.

Fig. 5. Non-adult burials at Parion in the Classical and Hellenistic periods: (A) AMP 1, amphora
burial from the Classical period, (B) DSM 2, Hellenistic tile grave; (C) DSM 18, Hellenistic tile grave.
Photo: Parion Excavation Archive
Puc. 5. MNorpebeHust nHamMBMAOB HEB3POC/IOr0O Bo3pacTta B [laproHe B KIlaCCUYeCKm
W aNMHMCTYECKWY nepuoas!: (A) AMP 1, amgopHoe norpebeHme Kiaccudeckoro rnepuoaa, (B)
DSM 2, anmHucTdeckoe YepervdHoe norpebenve; (C) DSM 18, ainmH1CTdeckoe YepenmqHoe
rorpebervie. @oto: ApxuB packoriok [lapmoHa
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DSM 2 belongs to an adolescent individual of approximately 15 years of age and
contained one unguentarium and one iron pin. DSM 18 is classified here as a child and
contained a single iron pin. Both contexts are placed broadly between the second century
BCE and the early first century BCE, though the precision of dating is not identical in the
two graves (Table Al).

Micro-location data are more legible here than in most of the Archaic container burials,
despite the very small sample. In DSM 2, the iron pin was recorded in the cranial zone and
the unguentarium along the upper-extremity line, most probably in relation to the right arm.
In DSM 18, the iron pin was recorded in the abdominopelvic zone. In descriptive terms, the
Hellenistic sample differs from the Archaic one in combining a narrower assemblage range
with more consistent reliance on tile-grave technology. Even so, the sample remains too small
for this pattern to be treated as a secure period norm.

Non-adult burials in the Roman period

Non-adult burials from the Roman period constitute the largest sample in the dataset and
display the greatest variability in grave technology, associated assemblages, and micro-location
resolution. The Roman sample includes 26 burials and comprises possible wooden coffin or
bier graves, tile graves, coarse ceramic container burials, one amphora burial, and one simple
earth grave. The sample is overwhelmingly dominated by inhumation, but it also includes the
rare case of child cremation, BTM 19 (Table Al).

Table 3
Distribution of non-adult burials in the Roman period by grave type
and age category
Tabauya 3
PacnpepeAeHHne norpeGeHnii HHAMBHAOB HEB3POCAOTO BO3PACTa PUMCKOTO IEPHOAA
10 THIIAM MOTHA H BO3PACTHBIM KaTeTOPHAM

Grave type (Roman) Perinatal Infant Child Total
Possible wooden coffin or bier 0 3 14 17
Tile grave 0 1 4 5
Coarse ceramic container burial 2 0 0 2
Amphora burial 0 1 0 1
Simple earth grave 0 0 1 1
Total 2 5 19 26

The largest subgroup consists of burials classified as possible wooden coffin or bier
burials. As defined in the section «Contextual and spatial procedure», these contexts were
not identified on the basis of nail presence alone, but through nail distribution patterns,
linear clustering, and possible edge or corner relations within the grave. This group is
dominated by children, with a smaller number of infant burials, making probable wooden
containment the most frequent funerary form for non-adults in the Roman period. ATM 2
provides one of the clearest examples, since the in situ nail line and preserved wood remains
adhering to the nail shanks make probable coffin joints materially visible, as shown in Fig.
6a-b [Tugrul, 2024: 32].
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Fig. 6. ATM 2, probable wooden coffin burial from the Roman period: (A) general view of the burial
context; (B) recorded in situ nail positions shown alongside a schematic reconstruction of the
probable coffin arrangement?. Photo: Parion Excavation Archive; drawing by the author
Puc. 6. ATM 2, BepositHoe riorpebeHvie B AepeBSIHHOM rpoby pumMCKoro rnepuoaa. (A) obLumi B
rorpebasibHOro KOHTekcTa; (B) 3aghmkcupoBaHHbIe in Situ MOSIOXKeHMs rBO3AEV, MPEACTaB/IeHHbIE
BMECTE CO CXeMaTUHECKOM PEKOHCTRYKLMEV MPeanosiaraeMori KOHCTPYKLM rpoba.
®oto: ApxviB packorok [lapuoHa, pyUcyHOK aBTopa

Tile graves form the second largest grave-type subgroup within the Roman non-adult
sample. Within the analytical sample, these are represented by burials such as ISM 27, ISM
28,1SM 30, ISM 35, and ISM 63. Their assemblages range from a single coin to more complex
deposits including vessels, figurines, beads, animal remains, and out-of-cover placements
(Table A1). Container burials remain present in the Roman sample, but they are no longer the
dominant grave form. Two perinatal burials are represented by coarse ceramic containers, and
one infant burial, AMP 15, was placed in an amphora; in that context the recorded associated

2 The wooden planks shown in panel B are schematic and do not represent preserved boards. The
reconstruction is based on the recorded position, alignment, and level of the nails. Wood remains were
documented on the shanks of all recovered nails.
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finds consisted of one chytra and two shells placed inside the vessel (Table Al). In container
burials, orientation is defined primarily by the mouth-to-base axis of the vessel, whereas in tile
graves and the simple earth grave it is recorded from the head-to-foot direction of the body.

A

Fig. 7. AMP 15, amphora burial from the Roman period: (A) grave before opening, showing closure
with ceramic sherds and a tile fragment at the mouth, (B) grave after opening, showing skeletal
remains and associated finds within the vessel. Photo: Parion Excavation Archive
Puc. 7. AMP 15, amgbopHoe rnorpebeHmne pumckoro rnepuona. (A) Morvnia 1o BCKPbITHS,

C 3aKPbITUEM YCThSI KEPAMUYECKMU (hparMeHTamu 1 chparMeHToM Yepenuibl; (B) morvia nocne
BCKPbITYSI, C KOCTHBIMUY OCTaHKamMu 11 COMyTCTBYIOLLMMI HaxXOAKaMu BHYTPW COCYaa.
®oTo: Apxvs packornok [lapuoHa.

Associated assemblages from the Roman period are more varied than those recorded for
the earlier phases. Across the sample, recorded finds include terracotta figurines, astragaloi,
shells, glass or ceramic unguentaria, metal pins, beads, earrings, mirrors, lamps, jugs, coins,
and iron nails. Sample graves such as ATM 1, ATM 2, ATM 3, ATM 4, ISM 27, ISM 35, and
ISM 63 illustrate this variability clearly. At the same time, several Roman-period contexts
were recorded without associated grave finds; the presence or absence of associated grave
finds is therefore treated only descriptively and not as a direct index of ritual investment or
social rank. What can be stated with confidence is that the Roman sample displays the widest
recorded range of assemblages within the non-adult dataset. Micro-location data are likewise
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more legible here than in the earlier phases, especially in tile graves and selected inhumation
contexts with clearer internal depositional relationships.

Spatial distribution and micro-area relations

Non-adult burials are considered here both at the scale of necropolis-wide distribution and,
where the excavation record permits, through local positional relationships within restricted
micro-areas. The orthophoto/GIS plan codes graves by period, grave type, and age category
(Fig. 8). Spatial proximity is treated only as a positional relationship and, unless supported
by stratigraphic evidence, is not used as proof of contemporaneity, household organisation,
or kin-based clustering.

Fig. 8. Orthophoto/GIS plan showing the spatial distribution of non-adult burials in the South
(Tavsandere) Necropolis. Photo: Parion Excavation Archive
Puc. 8. OpropotonnarH/GIS-rnaH, nokasbiBaroLLMM MpOCTPAaHCTBEHHOE PacrpeassieHme
rnorpeberui MHAVBYAOB HEB3POCI0ro Bo3pacTta B KOxHoOM (TaBLuaHAepe) Hekporoe.
®oto: ApxviB packonok [lapvoHa

Across the excavated area, non-adult burials were not confined to a single segregated sector.
They occur within the broader funerary landscape and in association with other grave groups,
but their distribution is uneven rather than uniform. The clearest concentration is the Archaic
cluster of container burials around PM 2. Within this micro-area, PM 2 lies below AMP 4
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