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Preface

PER KRISTIAN MADSEN

DIRECTOR GENERAL

THE NATIONAL MUSEUM OF DENMARK
MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF THE FOUNDATION
OF CONSUL GENERAL GOSTA ENBOM

GoOsta Enbom figures prominently in the title of this
monograph series, but his is hardly a household name,
so it seems appropriate to begin with a brief sketch of
the life of this remarkable man. Born in Sweden in 1895,
Enbom went as a delegate of the Swedish Red Cross to
Athens during World War II, where his humanitarian
efforts helped alleviate the cruel famine of 1942. Enbom
stayed in Greece after the end of the War and eventually
made his fortune as agent in Piraeus of the Danish firm
Burmeister & Wain which was renowned at the time for
its highly effective ships engines that were widely used in
Greece. He was appointed Royal Danish Consul in 1952
—serving from 1967-1975 as Consul General — and began
in the 1970’s to support the Swedish excavations at Asine
in the Argolid financially. He later established his Danish
Foundation to fund archaeological research carried out in
the Mediterranean by the National Museum of Denmark.
Since Enbom’s death in 1986, his foundation has been
instrumental in sponsoring Danish archaeological field-
projects in Greece and Danish classical archaeological
research in general.

In 2008, the National Museum of Denmark launched
a research programme entitled “Pots, Potters and Society
in Ancient Greece” thanks to generous support by the
Foundation of Consul General Gosta Enbom. The results

of this initiative have been published annually since 2011

in the new series entitled Gosta Enbom Monographs, of
which this is number five. The first four volumes were
anthologies with contributions by specialists from a wide
range of nations. The present publication, which focuses

on the ceramics of the Island of Cyprus between c. 300 BC

and AD 300, was written by a single author, John Lund,

who deserves much appreciation for his work. It is the first
monograph to appear which has been devoted solely to the
pottery of Cyprus during these centuries, when the island

This page is protected by copyright and may not be redistributed.
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Consul General Gésta Enbom
(1895-1986).

was unified politically, albeit under foreign rule — first as
a part of the Ptolemaic Kingdom of Egypt and later as a
province in the Roman Empire.

This volume marks the conclusion of “Pots, Potters and
Society in Ancient Greece”, and I take the opportunity
to extend my warmest thanks to the Foundation of
Consul General Gosta Enbom and indeed to all who
have participated in this research programme and have
contributed to its success. The National Museum will con-
tinue its archaeological research of ancient Greece, which
plays a prominent part in our museum’s exhibition galleries
devoted to the ancient cultures of the Mediterranean.

Return to Table of Contents
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Vassos Karageorghis leading a guided tour of the Late Bronze Age site of
Maa-Paleokastro in the summer of 1986. Photo: Mette Korsholm.

of 1:3 (unless otherwise indicated). I have, incidentally,
included as many illustrations of antiquities in the
Collection of Classical and Near Eastern Antiquity in the
National Museum as possible. The photographs of Cypriot
landscapes and sites heading each chapter were taken by
Henning Henningsen in April 1972, except for a few taken
by myself in April and June 1974 or later.

1 Karageorghis 2007a; Lund 2002a.
2 Bigaard et al. 2011.
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Introduction

CHAPTER 1

“History is ancient and avaricious. In one hand she holds
millions of nameless destinies, migrations of peoples, the dread
of slaves and the defeat of kings. With the other hand she
passes us a potsherd” THORKILD HANSEN, DEN ARABISKE REJSE, 1962

AIM

This is a study of the circulation of ceramics in Cyprus

from the 3rd century BC to the 3rd century AD, focusing
on pottery produced in the island. Its prime purpose is

to throw light on the people who made, exchanged and
used the vessels in question. A second aim is to gauge the
degree to which ceramics are capable of contributing to our
knowledge of the history of ancient Cyprus — economic and
otherwise. To this end some attention is given also to the
export of Cypriot pottery.

Historians have for more than a century debated
the nature of the ancient economy (or economies), and
archaeologists have increasingly contributed to this discussion.
But it remains to be seen how far the interpretation of ceramic
finds may be pushed in this respect. It is true that a study of
material culture rarely — if ever — provides definite answers,
but the interpretation of most other ancient sources
including the written ones is hardly less ambiguous.

Clay vessels as well as some plastic vases and clay rattles
produced in Cyprus take centre stage in this investigation,
but imported pottery and objects of other materials are
also touched on in order to provide a more rounded
picture of exchange and consumption in Hellenistic and
Roman Cyprus. As in other studies, the “idea of perspective
inevitably involves that of exclusion. From whatever angle
we choose to view an object, certain features will always
be obscured”.! So the reader should not expect this to be
an all-inclusive survey of the pottery of Cyprus during
the centuries in question. My approach is regional, and
the emphasis is squarely on the find categories that seem
capable of throwing light on the overarching issues.

PRIMARY AND SECONDARY MATERIAL
The present study is to a certain degree based on primary
ceramic evidence from three archaeological projects in the

INTRODUCTION

: d 3
Fig. 1. Danish involvement in the archaeology of Cyprus began in
1971, when a first group of students took part in Vassos Karageorghis’
excavations at Kition. Among the participants in the 1972 campaign
were Lone Wriedt Serensen (second from left) and Mette Moltesen (the
photographer).

island in which I have been personally involved: 1) The
Canadian Palaipaphos Survey Project (CPSP) in the area of
the modern village of Kouklia in Western Cyprus, which
was carried out under the leadership of David W. Rupp
and Lone Wriedt Sgrensen.? 2) The survey and excavations
in the Akamas peninsula of Western Cyprus directed by
Jane Fejfer and Hans Erik Mathiesen for the University

of Aarhus, with Peter Hayes as survey director.? 3) The
excavations at Pangia Emathousa-Aradippou, 6.5 km north of
Larnaka and 2.5 km north-west of the village of Aradippou,
carried out under the direction of Lone Wriedt Serensen of the
University of Copenhagen.*

Ceramic finds made by these and other archaeological
projects together with pottery kept in museums in

and outside Cyprus, constitute the primary material

of this investigation. The individual items and their
bibliographical details are listed in the Catalogue, which

1 Beaton 1999, 16-17.

2 Wriedt Sgrensen 1983; Wriedt Sgrensen et al. 1987; Rupp et al.
1987; Wriedt Sgrensen & Rupp (eds.) 1993; Rupp 2004.

3 Fejfer & Mathiesen 1991; Fejfer et al. 1991; Fejfer & Mathiesen
1992a-b; Fejfer (ed.) 1995; Fejfer & Hayes 1995.

4 Wriedt Sgrensen & Grgnne 1992; Wriedt Sgrensen 1996; 1998;
Wriedt Serensen & Winther Jacobsen (eds.) 2006a.
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Fig. 2. Map of Cyprus with the sites mentioned in the text.

1 - Agia Napa
2 - Agios Epiktetos
3 - Agios Georgios
4 - Agios Philon (Karpasia)
5 - Agios Phokas
6 - Agios Theodoros (in the
Karpas peninsula)
7 - Agios Theodoros
(in the Troodos)
8 - Akanthou
9 - Alassa
10 - Alonia
11 - Amathous
12 - Anagia
13 - Angaremenos
14 - Aphendrika
75 - Aradippou, see Panagia
Emathousa-Aradippou
15 - Arkhangelos
16 - Arkhimandrita
79 - Arsinoe, see Polis
17 - Arsos
18 - Athienou (Golgoi)
19 - Daphni (?)
20 - Dekeleia
21 - Deneia
22 - Diorios
23 - Eftagonia
85 - Enkomi see Salamis
24 - Evrykhou

25 - Famagousta
26 - Gastria
27 - Geronisos
18 - Golgoi, see Athienou
28 - Hala Sultan Tekkeé
29 - Idalion
30 - Kafizin
31 - Kapouti
4 - Karpasia, see Agios Philon
32 - Karpasha
33 - Kastroulla
34 - Katydhata
35 - Kazafani
52 - Keryneia, see Kyrenia
36 - Kharkha
37 - Kharisa Chiftlik
38 - Khlorakas
39 - Khytri
40 - Kioni
41 - Kipolistra
42 - Kiti
56 - Kition, see Larnaka
43 - Komi Kebir
44 - Kophinou
45 - Kormakitis
46 - Kornos
47 - Kosi (Goshi)
48 - Kouklia (Palaipaphos)
49 - Kountoura Trachonia
50 - Kourion
69 - Ktima, see Nea Paphos

TO THE 3RD CENTURY AD

R 19 g - N
MESADRLA PLAIN 2
- fEgaint % o

51 - Kyra

52 - Kyrenia (Keryneia)

53 - Lakia

54 - Lambousa

55 - Lapethos

56 - Larnaka (Kition)

71 - Ledri, see Nicosia

57 - Lefkoniko

58 - Limassol

59 - Louroujina

60 - Lysi

61 - Lythrangomi

62 - Magara Tepesi, see Malloura
1 - Makronisos, see Agia Napa

62 - Malloura

79 - Marion, see Polis

63 - Maroni

63 - Maroni-Petrera, see Maroni

74 - Melabron, see Paleokastro

64 - Melissa

65 - Meneou

66 - Meniko

67 - Monarga

68 - Myrtou-Pigadhes

69 - Nea Paphos

70 - Nea Paphos-Ellinospilioi

71 - Nicosia (Ledri)

72 - Ormidia

73 - Ovgoros

48 - Palaipaphos, see Kouklia

74 - Paleokastro (Melabron)
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75 - Panagia Emathousa-
Aradippou

76 - Pegeia

77 - Petrofani

78 - Phlamoudhi

79 - Polis (Marion, Arsinoe)

79 - Polis Ambeli tou Englezou,
see Polis

80 - Politiko

81 - Pyla-Koutsopetria

82 - Pyrga Tremethousa

83 - Pyrgos

84 - Rhizokarpaso

85 - Salamis

86 - Skouriotissa

87 - Soloi

88 - Sotira

89 - Sphagion

90 - Styllos

91 - Tamassos

92 - Tremethousa

93 - Thronoi

94 - Trikomo, Agios Sinos

95 - Tsambres

96 - Vasa “Kambi”

97 - Vasiliko

98 - Vigla

78 - Vounari, see Phlamoudi

99 - Xylotymbou

100 - Ypsonas
101 - Zygi-Petrini
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INTRODUCTION

Fig. 3. Map of Cyprus with the surveys referred to in the text.

A - Agia Napa Survey

B - Akamas Survey

C - Akanthou to Komi Kebir Survey

D - Amathous Survey

E - Canadian Palaipaphos Survey
Project (CPSP)

F - Kormakiti Survey
G - Kourion Survey
H - Malloura Valley Survey
| - Panagia Emathousa-Aradippou
J - Phlamoudi Survey

has 1703 entries.> 1468 (86.2%) of these come from
precisely known — or in 11 instances alleged — find spots

in the island.® In addition, 106 finds (6.2%) have Cyprus
as a certain — or in 13 cases alleged — provenance.” 70
(4.1%) are kept in public museums or private collections
in Cyprus, and a Cypriot source is also virtually assured for
these. 16 (0.9%) were found (or allegedly found) outside
the island: in Serbia [1622], Greece [1621], Turkey [184-
187, 1625], Syria [67-69, 232, 235, 1624], Egypt [1179 and
presumably also 1620 (Fig. 209)] and the Cyrenaica [121].
The remaining 44 (2.6%) are un-provenanced.

Vessels originating from archaeological excavations or
surveys have certain provenances whereas those acquired
from dealers in antiquities do not.® I therefore qualify the
stated provenances of the latter by the word “allegedly”.

1] 25 50
e e
km

K - Polis-Pyrgos Archaeological
Project
L - Pyla-Koutsopetria
Archaeological Project
M - Sydney Cyprus Survey Project
(5CsP)

N - Troodos Archaeological and
Environmental Survey Project
(TAESP)

O - Vasilikos Valley Project

5 Numbers in bold refer to entries in the catalogue.

6 Nos. 7, 10, 36, 72, 97, 108, 111, 118, 125, 744 and 1680.

7 The provenances seem assured for artefacts deriving from collections
formed in the island. In the case of 13 examples, the provenance is
alleged: nos. 70, 75, 94, 147, 156, 298, 1160, 1202-1203, 1208,
1617, 1648 (Fig. 221) and 1653 (Fig. 223).

8 David W. J. Gill (1995) has called for a close investigation into the
origin of finds with an alleged provenance: “Who said it came from
Cyprus? How reliable is the source?”. The answer to the first question
is of course that the information usually comes from the seller or
donor of the objects in question. Who else? But it is hard to conceive
of a realistic way of tackling the second question in the cases where
all the involved individuals are presumably long dead. | believe that it
is more practicable to admit to a measure of uncertainty with regard
to the source of all finds with an alleged provenance.

This page is protected by copyright and may not be redistributed. 13
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Still, it may be assumed that the vast majority of the
vessels that are today kept in public museums and private
collections in Cyprus have been found in the island.’ This
applies also to those formerly in collections originating
in the island, which are now scattered over at least three
continents.!® Prime examples of this are the collections
gathered and later scattered by the Cesnola brothers.
True, some of the specific find spots quoted by them may
be mistaken, but it can hardly be doubted that the finds
originate in Cyprus."

I have previously published and dealt with ceramic
material from Cyprus.'” This is a much expanded
investigation of some of the same issues as those discussed
in those contributions, enhanced by the addition of
archaeological and historical material, that reflects the
current state of our knowledge of the archaeology and
history of Hellenistic and Roman Cyprus.

Material evidence has top priority in an archaeological
study like the present one. I subscribe to an opinion
expressed by James Whitley: “Archaeology is surrounded
by misconceptions. One is that archaeology exists to
confirm or deny the narratives of historians; another, that
the material record exists to fill in ‘gaps’ in the literary.
My argument here is that the archaeological record has
first to be explained in its own terms before it can be used
for any purpose related to narrative history”." Still, the
historian Léopold Migeotte was surely also right in stating
that only a “combination of many types of sources does
make it possible to arrive at satisfactory generalizations”.!*
I endeavour therefore to draw on non-archaeological
sources when they are available and seem relevant.

THE PRESENTATION OF THE EVIDENCE

The present chapter sets the scene by defining the aims of
the enquiry, presenting the primary and secondary material
on which it is based, and clarifying its geographical and
chronological framework. Chapter 2 provides an overview
of the history and archaeology of Cyprus from the 3rd
century BC to the 3rd century AD. Chapter 3 sets forth the
ceramic prolegomena and provides a “Stand der Forschung
of the pottery of Hellenistic and Roman Cyprus. Chapter

4 describes the methodology used by the author. The
evidence for pottery production in Hellenistic and Roman
Cyprus is dealt with in Chapter 5, and the scientific clay
analyses of pottery from the island form the subject of
Chapter 6. Chapter 7 is the core of the volume. It consists

”

A STUDY OF THE CIRCULATION OF POTTERY IN CYPRUS FROM THE 3RD CENTURY BC TO THE 3RD CENTURY AD

of a series of case studies of Cypriot-made pottery, defining
their chronology and distribution in the island. Chapter 8
discusses how the distribution patterns may be interpreted
and their possible relationship to the pottery producing
centres. Chapter 9 deals with the ceramic evidence for the
relationship between Cyprus and her nearest neighbours:
Cilicia and North-western Syria, and Chapter 10 is devoted
to the long-distance exchanges involving the island.
Chapter 11 discusses the findings in relation to some
current theories concerning the ancient economy (or
economies). Chapter 12 tackles the means by which pottery
could have reached the consumers from the production
centres, and Chapter 13 explores evidence other than

that of ceramics for regionality in Hellenistic and Roman
Cyprus. Chapter 14, finally, summarizes the conclusions of
this volume.

Throughout the volume the archaeological evidence
from Cyprus is discussed in accordance with the civic
districts of Roman Cyprus defined by Danielle A. Parks
in her Gazetteer of Cypriot sites with funerary evidence
(Fig. 3)."° Finds from the Nea Paphos district are presented
first, followed by those of the districts of Arsinoe, Soloi,
Lapethos, Keryneia, Karpasia, Salamis, Kition, Amathous,
Kourion, and those of Tamassos and Khytri in the
interior of the island.!® Aspects of this scheme are open
to question,'” and it may not be appropriate to project it
backwards into the Hellenistic Period. But it is employed
merely as a practical means of organizing and presenting
the evidence in a consistent manner.

THE GEOGRAPHICAL FRAMEWORK

There is no need to dwell at length on the geography and
rural land use patterns of Cyprus, since other scholars

have previously dealt comprehensively with these
matters.’® But it may be useful to remind the reader that
the Troodos mountain massif divides the island into two
entities: Western Cyprus and the rest of the island (Fig. 2).
The Keryneia massif, which hugs a part of the northern
coastline of Cyprus, constitutes another barrier.” The fertile
Mesaoria plain dominates much of Central and Eastern
Cyprus. It is watered by the Pediaios and Yialias rivers,
which spring from the Troodos mountain range, transverse
the Mesaoria plain and empty into the Famagusta bay.?
Three important rivers in South-western Cyprus, the
Ezousa, the Xeros and the Diarizos, reach the sea between
Palaipaphos and Nea Paphos. The rivers are now rather
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Fig. 4. The districts of Roman Cyprus according to Parks 1999, based on Mitford 1980a.

1 - Nea Paphos district
2 - Arsinoe district
3 - Soloi district

4 - Lapethos district
5 - Keryneia district
6 - Karpasia district

small, having been “reduced to ephemeral streams, largely
due to modern upstream damming”, but some of them
were important waterways in ancient times, as recently
emphasized by Michael Brown for the 2nd Millennium
BC.2

It is expedient, also, to make the geographical labels
used in this volume explicit: “Western Cyprus” denotes
the coastal zone from a point to the west of Kourion in

9 However, cf. Karageorghis 2010, 121: ”it must be said that it is not
certain that all glass objects in this collection were found in Cyprus.
Late nineteenth and early twentieth century collectors used to
buy glass from Syria and this is the case of the large collection of
antiquities now in the Pierides Foundation Museum in Larnaca”.

10 - Kourion district
11 - Tamassos district
12 - Khytri district

7 - Salamis district
8 - Kition district
9 - Amathous district

10 For the fate of the antiquities collected by Luigi and Allesandro
Palma di Cesnola in Cyprus, see Masson 1996a and b. Hermary &
Mertens 2014, 13-19.

11 See for instance Karageorghis & Kiely 2010 [2012], 499.

12 Lund 1987; 1993a; 1996a; 1997; 1998; 1999a; 2000a; 2002b-c;
2005a; 2006a-c; 2007a; 2009a; 2011¢; 2013a-b; 2013 [2014].

13 Whitley 2009, 732-733. Cf. also Hurst 2010, 92 and Hall 2014,
212-215 on the distinction between history and archaeology, and
Fejfer 2013, 171-172 for Cyprus in particular.

14 Migeotte 2009, 13.

15 Parks 1999, 32-119 and 413-437, based on Mitford 1980a, 1337-1341.

16 Parks 1999, 533-544 pl. 2.2-13.

17 Leonard 2005, 803.

18 Hill 1972, 1-14; Christodoulou 1959, 9-18 fig. 2; Bekker-Nielsen
2004, 46-48; lonas 2005; Leonard 2005, 321-333 and passim;
Coureas 2005, 105; Bekker-Nielsen 2010; Gordon 2012b, 33-36;
lacovou 2013, 19-24.

19 Cf. Leonard 2005, 323 note 5; lonas 2005, 287-292 and 297-300.

20 Bekker-Nielsen 2004, 46-48; Leonard 2005, 323-324; Coureas

2005, 105; lonas 2005, 300-304; Destrooper-Georgiades 2008, 83.

21 Brown 2013, 122. See also Bekker-Nielsen 2004, 46.
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the south to the plain of Marion to the north.?> The area
comprises Nea Paphos and its hinterland, which will

also be called “South-western Cyprus”. The extended
Morphou Bay area and its hinterland is labelled as “North-
western Cyprus”, whereas “Northern Cyprus” designates
the Keryneia Mountain Range and the coastal zone to

its north.? By “North-eastern Cyprus” is meant the
Karpas peninsula,? and by “Eastern Cyprus” the Bay of
Salamis from Cape Eleia to Cape Greco and the adjoining
Mesaoria.?® “South-eastern Cyprus” stands for the coastal
zone on either side of Larnaka, and “Southern Cyprus”
for the landscape between Larnaka and Kourion with its
hinterland. “Central Cyprus” designates the Nicosia area
and the surrounding Mesaoria, extending towards the
Morphou Bay area to the north-west, and delimited to the
south by the Troodos massif and to the south-east by the
foothills between Kosi and Louroujina.?

Cyprus cannot, of course, be studied in isolation from
the surrounding Mediterranean world. The Levant and
Northern Egypt constitute the closest sphere of interest
to the present work, and Southern Asia Minor, as well as
the Aegean, delineate a wider perimeter. Reference will
also be made to the Black Sea, as well as to the Western
Mediterrarean.

THE CHRONOLOGICAL RANGE

The 3rd century BC and the 3rd century AD were both
turning-points in the ceramic tradition of Cyprus. True,
there is some continuity between the pottery of the 3rd
century BC and that of the Classical Period.?” But Jean-
Francois Salles rather stressed the emergence of purely
Cypriot products “region par region, isolées les unes des
autres” in the 3rd century BC. He commented also on
the surprisingly small quantity of pottery imported from
the Aegean as well as from Phoenicia in comparison with
the preceding period.?® The 3rd century AD was another
transitional period in the ceramic tradition of Cyprus, and
indeed the Levant as a whole.?

The chronological brackets make sense also from a
historical point of view. The Ptolemies united Cyprus
politically in the early 3rd century BC, and the 3rd century
AD marked the transition to Late Antiquity — heralding
the transition from Paganism to Christianity, which is
well documented archaeologically on the island from
the 4th century AD onwards.*® The six centuries under
consideration comprise most of the Hellenistic Age (often

placed between the death of Alexander the Great in 323

BC and Octavian’s victory at Actium in 31 BC),*! and the
Roman Imperial Period (conventionally dated from the
ascent of Augustus to the reign of Constantine the Great,
AD 306/324-337).32 Cyprus was annexed by Rome in 58 BC,
but Julius Caesar returned the island to Ptolemaic control
in 48 BC, and it so remained until Rome re-annexed Cyprus
in 30 BC.*® It makes sense to maintain the latter date as

the approximate start date of the Roman Period in Cyprus,
and a case can be made for regarding AD 293 as its end,
because by then Cyprus was “no more governed by her
own proconsul, but by a consularis, who acted under the
Praetorian Prefect of the Orient based in Antioch” following
Diocletian’s division of the Roman Empire into East and
West.3

POINT OF DEPARTURE
The present study owes a great debt to the fundamental
typo-chronological framework of the ceramics of Hellenistic
and Roman Cyprus, which was developed by Alfred
Westholm of the Swedish Cyprus Expedition in the 1930s
and reached a definitive form in 1956. The chronology was
based “principally on a series of closed find groups from
tombs or elsewhere, and on stratigraphical excavations
..." 35 It quickly gained widespread acceptance, and
Veronica Tatton-Brown wrote as late as in 1985: “The
acceptance, and the periods defined by the Swedish Cyprus
Expedition continues to be followed”.*¢ Indeed, the periods
defined by the Swedish scholars still often serve as an
overall frame of reference for archaeologists working in
Cyprus: Hellenistic I, 325 to 150 BC, Hellenistic II, 150 BC
to 50 BC, Roman I, 50 BC to AD 150, Roman II, AD 150 to
AD 250, and Roman III, from AD 250 onwards.*’
Nevertheless, some archaeological projects in Cyprus
have developed their own chronological periodization
schemes, which are at times at odds with both the system
of the Swedish Cyprus Expedition and those favoured by
other projects. To name but a few, in the chronological
scheme of the Canadian Palaipaphos Survey Project (CPSP),
the Early Hellenistic Period was dated from c. 323 to 200
BC, the Late Hellenistic Period from c. 200 to 50 BC, Early
Roman 1 from c. 50 BC to AD 50, Early Roman 2 from
c. AD 50 to AD 250 and Late Roman 1 from c. AD 250
to AD 400.% And in the final publication of the Troodos
Archaeological and Environmental Survey Project (TAESP),
the “pottery periods” are as follows: Hellenistic: 312-31
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BC, Late Hellenistic: 150-31 BC, Early Roman: 31 BC-AD
200, Mid-Roman: between c. AD 200 and 400.%* It is easy

to understand the rationale behind such idiosyncratic
chronological schemes, but they make it hard to compare
the results of the projects in question — as Susan E. Alcock
noted in 1993 with regard to surveys of Roman Greece.*
The problem could be overcome by a meticulous study and
publication of the ceramic finds, because many of the wares
in question can now be dated more precisely than by such
broad periodizations.*!

So much new knowledge has accrued in recent years
about the pottery of Cyprus that it might be preferable from
an archaeological point of view to abandon the current
periodization schemes and instead opt for a division by
centuries or even half-centuries. However, such a radical
change cannot be made overnight.

INTRODUCTION

22 See Rupp (ed.) 1987, 1 and Map 1.

23 Cf. Leonard 2005, 323 note 5; lonas 2005, 287-292 and 297-300.

24 | am grateful to Tennes Bekker-Nielsen for informing me that he
considers Komi Kebir to be part of the Karpas peninsula.

25 Corresponding largely to the “Salamis District” as defined by Danielle
A. Parks (1999, fig. 2-6). Cf. also Bekker-Nielsen 2004, 169 and 187.

26 Tennes Bekker-Nielsen has kindly informed me that he considers
the area of Panagia Emathousa-Aradippou to belong to the
Mesaoria. See Bekker-Nielsen 2004, 192-193.

27 Westholm 1956, 73.

28 Salles 1993a, 177-179. Cf. also Salles & Rey 1993, 235. For an
up-to-date appraisal of the Cypro-Classical Period, see Vassos
Karageorghis, in: Georgiou & Karageorghis 2013, 55-57.

29 See, for instance, Lund 2006c¢, 217-218, 221.

30 Cf. Michaelides 1998b; Rautman 2002.

31 For an overview of the development of the modern concept
“Hellenismus”, see Hatto H. Schmitt, in: Schmitt & Vogt (eds.)
2005, 1-2 s.v. Hellenismus. Cf. further Shipley 2000; Archibald
2007a, 1; Erskine 2003, 2; Bugh 2006, 2; Errington 2008; Ager &
Faber 2013, 10-12.

32 Cf. Potter 2006. The argument over where to place the beginning
of Late Antiquity is never ending, cf. Marcone 2008; Ando 2008,
and Rousseau (ed.) 2009, where Late Antiquity begins with the
accession of Diocletian in AD 284. Ando 2010, 690-691 critizises
the use of the establishment of the Tetrarchy as a turning-point.
Still, Simon Swain (2004, 2) rightly observed that the “difference
between the Roman Empire in 200 and 400 is huge — if one cares
to see it that way”. Ando 2012 views the time between AD 193 and
AD 284 as the critical century for Imperial Rome.

33 Michaelidou-Nicolaou 1976, 20-23; Bekker-Nielsen 2004, 55 notes
42-43.

34 Michaelides 1997b, 17.

35 Westholm 1956, 71. For the scholarly approach of the Swedish
Cyprus Expedition, cf. Houby-Nielsen 2003. See also below, p. 36.

36 Tatton-Brown 1985, 64.

37 Westholm 1956, 71-81. Papantoniou 2012, XIII defines Hellenistic |
as the phase between 310 BC and 217 BC, and Hellenistic Il as the
phase between 217 BC and 30 BC.

38 Lund 1993a, 136-139.

39 Winther-Jacobsen 2013a, 31.

40 Alcock 1993, 49; see also Cherry 2004, 29; Rousset 2008, 310-312;
Papantoniou 2012, 80-81.

41 However, very few detailed publications of pottery found in surveys
in Cyprus are available — in particular of Hellenistic and Roman date
—apart from Quilici & Quilici Gigli 1972-1973 [1975]; Lund 1993a;
Winther-Jacobsen 2013a-b; Winther-Jacobsen et al. 201 3a.
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