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Thierry Petit

The First Palace of Amathus and
the Cypriot Poleogenesis!

The question of palace architecture in
Cyprus is related to a very important and
at the same time very sensitive problem,
namely the origins of the Cypriot City-
Kingdoms. There are two conflicting the-
ories: either historical states occurred in
the Late Bronze Age (12th-11th cent. BC)
and were due to the new Achaean settlers
who imported their own kind of polity,
which may have undergone some
Canaanite influence,” or they were a later
consequence of the Phoenician influence
in the island from the 9th century
onwards. This conflict is similar to the
controversy, which a few decades ago
divided the supporters of a continuity and
the defenders of a rupture between the
Bronze Age and the Late Geometric peri-
od in Greece.

The Achaean hypothesis is supported
by foundation-myths. According to these
traditions, some Achaean heroes landed 1n
Cyprus and founded the historical king-
doms: for instance, Salamis was founded
by Teucros, son of Telamon, king of...
Salamis in Greece, and Paphos was found-
ed by the Arcadian Agapenor. The origin
of almost all the Greek-speaking cities was
explained in this way.” The use of such
etiological legends was of course impossi-
ble for Kition, the main Phoenician city,?
and for Amathus whose inhabitants were
considered as autochthonous (Ps. Skylax
GGM 1, 77-78) because they spoke a very
strange language called “Eteocypriot’.” But
according to the myth the Amathusians
were either descendants of the Ethiopians,
or heirs of the local King Kinyras, the
only Cypriot mentioned by Homer.” As a
matter of fact, Theopompus explains that
Kinyras was expelled by Agamemnon’s
Achaeans and fled to the south of the

island where he founded Amathus
(Theopompus, FGH 115, F 103,3). In this
way, according to the legends, there was a
state-continuity: the Greek-speaking king-
doms as well as Amathus were founded
immediately after the arrival of the
Achaeans in Cyprus, which is generally
dated to the beginning of the 11th centu-
ry BC.

However, the textual sources offer no
evidence for Cypriot kingdoms before the
late 8th or early 7th century BC. The
name of several kingdoms in Cyprus is
mentioned for the first time in some
Assyrian royal inscriptions: for instance the
Asarhaddon prism from 673/2 BC gives a
list of ten Cypriot kings and the name of
their cities. Thus there is a four-century
gap 1n the textual evidence.

The question is: may archaeology help
us to fill this gap. The supporters of the
theory of continuity between the late
Bronze Age and the 8th century are of
course inclined to deny the existence of
‘Dark Ages™ in Cyprus.® Thus Snodgrass
(1988) argues that the case of Cyprus is
quite dissimilar to that of Greece during
the so-called Dark Ages, which appear
now to be less ‘dark’ than once thought.”
Other scholars minimize the significance
of the decreasing number of settlements
and the obvious poverty in material cul-
ture during the Cypriot Geometric
(CG) I-1I period (1050-850 BC), and
some refuse to attach any importance to
qualitative and quantitative factors'” — but
in this case one must abstain from any
archaeological hermeneutic at all. Others
argue that royal artefacts or prestige goods
do exist in the 11th century, such as the
Kourion sceptre,'' and the obelos from the
Palea-Paphos — Skales necropolis. 2



The first ditficulty occurs when these
authors must admit that the very few set-
tlements of the 11th century do not
square with the cities mentioned in the
Assyrian hists, nor with later known city-
states.”” Possibly the only occupied sites
during all the Late Bronze (LB) A - CG
IA period are Kition and Paphos.'* Fur-
thermore, it 1s commonly admuitted that
there 1s no decisive evidence for kingdoms
as carly as the 11th century’ and that a
decline within the material culture did
exist i Geometric Cyprus.'” Indeed, from
a pohtical point of view, one could add
that the petty kingdoms and kingships of
the Archaic and Classical periods are ¢los-
er to the Phoenician ones or to the prin-
cipalities of the “World of Odysseus’ than
to the Mycenacan states as known from
the linear B texts. In any case, 1t 1s very
unlikely that the ruling classes of the late
Mycenacan kingdoms could have suc-
ceeded mn reproducing their former polit-
cal structure m Cyprus (pace lacovou
1995. 103 and 1998, 11-12). The loss of
the Lincar B script and the absence of
evidence tor a Cypro-Minoan or Cypro-
svllabic script 1s a very important indica-
tion for the disappearance of state forma-
tion in Cyprus. or at least for the great
difference between the politucal orgamza-
tion i Cyprus m the 11th century and
the Mycenacan kingdoms in the 13th
century BC (cf. lacovou 1998, 111-12).

[t 15 also worth notng that there 15 a
wide gap of three centuries between the
supposed 11th century roval items and the
first signs of economic and polincal
R enaissance in the 8th century BC.Y
During the 11th and 10th centuries BC,
no objects have been tound in tombs to
identify them as royal and thus to distin-
cuish them from the burial sites of com-
mon people.’™ Morcover this is true also
of the 9th century BC, as the tirst “royal
tomb™ i1s the tomb NW 194 of Amathus
dating from the end of the 9th century
BC."™ followed a century later by tomb |
in the royal necropolis of Salamis.

On the other hand David W. Rupp has
developed in some recent works what one
may call the *Phoemacian hypothesis’. He
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emphasizes several points to support this
view: the existence of citv-walls, the dis-
ribution of luxury and/or imported
items, the magnificent burial rituals in
built tombs, the reappearance of the scripe,
and the founding of sanctuaries. All the
evidence shows that some kind of Cypriot
[Renaissance did take place during the Sth
century BC.-" As in Greece at the same
time, there is in Cyprus a dramatic
ncrease of population.”’ The most impor-
tant mnovations occurred during this time
as well: the first built tombs.”* the found-
ing of great sanctuaries like that of Apol-
lon Hylates in Kourion. and of Aphrodite
in Amathus, and the development of some
others like that of Aghia Irini.** Also the
contacts with the outside world increased
from the Cypro-Archaic period onwards,
Thus in most regions of the island the
links with the Levant are tirst documented
during this time,”* and also the Greek
imports were very scanty before the 8th
century BC, Amathus thus constituting an
exceprion.”® Certainly, the revival of the
script in the 8th century 1s a very clear
sign ot a political Renaissance. too.*

For these reasons, it scems more likely
that the real emergence of the Cypriot
citv-kingdoms occurred during the Sth
century,”® namely immediately after the
arrival ot the Phoenicians in Kiton,
which rook place according to the opinio
commumnis i the middle or sometime dur-
ing the second half of the 9th century:™
and it is certainly easier to consider their
appearance a consequence of this Jast
event. One may agree with scholars
opposed to this new theory that the
archaeological evidence 1s rather scanty, ™
Since some of them have asked for ‘new
hard evidence’,?' the aim of this paper is
to draw attention to some ot that evi-
dence.

One must admit that Rupp'’s "Phoeni-
cian hypothesis™ 1s mainly based on social
stratification as it appears in the burials, ™
and some scholars certainly agree with the
viability of this method. ™ However, there
1s a general consensus that excavated set-
tlements and survey data provide better
mdications ftor population change than do
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Fig. 1. The archacological site
of Amathus, with the palace
(7) and the temple |_r,l"_-|‘m'm-=-
dite (11).
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burial assemblages.™ In particular every-
one agrees that the monumental architec-
ture is a very decisive correlate for the
existence ot royal power: tirst the palaces,
then the built tombs.* In fact, such build-
ings were discovered in several capitals of
these kingdoms: the palaces of Hadji-
Abdullah and Evret in Paphos, some
monumental walls in Solo1, and the store-
rooms belonging to a public building in
[dalion.”® Untortunately these monumen-
tal buildings have not been completely
excavated and the uncovered strata begin
only with the (late?) sixth century at the
earliest (however, it 1s not impossible that
the Hadji-Abdullah palace could be earhi-
er). Except for Vouni which constitutes a
special case — mainly because it is not situ-

ated in a kingdom capital — the earliest

layers, that is, the first phases of these
buildings, have not yet been reached.

From this point ot view, Amathus 1s a cru-
cial site for judging the validity of both
theories. Do archaeological excavations
conducted by the French School ot
Archaeology in Athens and the Depart-
ment of Antiquities of Cyprus (Fig. 1)
confirm the foundation by Kinyras or the
‘Phoenician hypothesis’? On the city
acropolis itselt the two oldest groups of
artefacts are gambling stones found in an
I 1th century tomb dug on the top ot the
hill (Fig. 1, n® 12), a burial which could
be the tomb of Ariadne mentioned in
texts,”” and a small ceramic deposit of the
CG IA period uncovered in an incom-
plete cistern next to the palace;™ these
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Fig. 2. Storerooms in the

palace of Amathus
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sherds have been recently studied by
Maria lacovou and interpreted as evidence
of a settlement or even as a “township™ on
and 1t has been inferred
that Amathus was founded in the 11th
century BC.

from a few sherds that a “township™ exist-
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ed. however. No architectural remains
were linked to these objects and it seems
more likely that they are burial artefacts
from a tomb destroyed by the construction
of the first palace.* After the CG IA peri-
od (late 11th cent. BC) documented by
scanty evidence, 1t seems that there was a
gap in the occupation of the hill, since no
artefacts dated before the CG 11 period
has vet been found on the acropolis, nei-
ther 1in the great sanctuary excavations nor
in the palace (Fig. 1. nos. 11
1 political and 1deological point of view,

and 7). From
the evidence from the royal dwelling 1s
very significant as everywhere the appear-
ance of this kind of monumental building
1s linked with the rise ot a monarchy."

It 1s rather daring to conclude

The French excavations on the acropo-
lis began in 1975, During the first cam-
paigns the excavators discovered the
remains of storerooms with a number of

2). This

‘a large public build-

pithot (about thirty so far: Fig.
building was called
ng” (Fig. 1, no. 7).
this area was abandoned in 1977 and only

“The exploration of
resumed in 1987, Since that time five
campaigns have been conducted, revealing
very important archaeological and histori-
cal data. The two last phases of the build-
g cover the archaic and classical periods.
The former cannot be dated with certain-
ty (maybe early 6th century BC). How-
ever, an earlier layer was found just above
the bedrock. It was only in 1997 that this
first palace could be firmly dated. Within a
small trench under the 3rd (“classical’) and
the 2nd (‘archaic’) phases, the floor of the
first phase of the palace was reached

(Fig. 3). No doubt it was already then a
conspicuous building since, embedded in
the ime-mortar floor, a limestone base tor



a column was found, a very unusual fea-
ture 1n this early period (see Petit 1999,
2000). The great amount of pottery found
under this floor (Fig. 4 A-C) was dated to
the end of the minth century BC.** This
evidence 1s consistent with other finds

from other excavations on the acropolis as,
for example, those of the great sanctuary
on the top of the hill (Fig. 1, no. 11).
According to these finds, the site of the
acropolis of Amathus, which received the
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most important symbolic, administrative

and religious buildings, was not occupied
before the CG 1l period, i.e. the end of
the 9th or the beginning of the 8th cen-
tury BC.

Although the city of Amathus was well
furnished with Greek imports during the
Cypro-Geometric I and Il periods, no
doubt on account of 1ts strategic position
on the trade route between Greece and
Phoenicia,* the first palace occupation on
the city acropolis nonetheless did not take
place before the late 9th century: this 1s
two or three centuries later than the
mythical foundation by Kinyras, but very
soon after the Phoemcians founded the
new Kition, the direct neighbour of
Amathus to the east. Thus in Amathus, the
main types of archaeological evidence,
which according to the anthropologists
constitute an indication of kingship, is
only attested from about 800 BC.

D.W. Rupp supposes that the rise of the
state in Iron Age Cyprus occurred in the
middle of the 8th century BC.* In the
light of the recent discoveries in Amathus,
one can hypothesize that this happened at
least half a century ecarlier. Does other evi-
dence form Amathus support this conclu-
s1on?

Fig. 4A4-C.
Cypro-Creometric
sherds from below
the floor of the

st palace of

Amathus,



Besides palaces, monumental architecture
1s evidenced in temples, storerooms,
administrative buildings, and royal burials,
all of them building-programmes which
presuppose intensive labour mobilization
and craft technology. But other kinds of
evidence can also be used to this end: for
example the emergence of full-ime spe-
cialists to serve the need of an elite and
accordingly a division of labour,* a highly
developed ceramic tradition and an elite
ceramic style, luxury metalwork, prestige
and imported goods, all objects that repre-
sent the ‘Great Tradition’ of the elite; to
this should be added the presence or reap-
pearance of the script, the existence of a
symbolic ideology, and a state and/or elite
cult performed in official sanctuaries. ™ All
these things constitute indications of king-
ship and statehood, and will be examined
in the following. Moreover, the conditions
for their emergence did exast in the 9th
and 8th centuries BC, namely commercial
trade and a demographic increase.*” Thus
it is necessary for several signs forming a
systemic structure to be present™ betore
the existence of a state can be ascertained.
The “Yoffee’s rule’ says “if you can argue
whether a society 1s a state or 1sn't, then 1t
isn't” (Yottee 1993, 69). According to this
author, state power operates in three
directions: economic, social (including
ideological) and political; and a state must
thus rest upon three different kinds of
power. Archaeologically, the economic
power is manifest in “differing sizes of res-
idences”, “accompanying features and
artefacts”, and “mortuary furniture”; the
second social one, in “urban complexes”,
“ceremonial buildings™, “artistic and liter-
ary representations, symbols of cultural
and political commonality™; the last politi-
cal one “in the founding new capitals™.>!

a) Sanctuaries

The creation of a state 1s archaeologically
attested also through the changes in reli-
gious structures reflected in the appear-
ance of the main sanctuaries. With the rise
of the state, cults were performed in ofh-
cial temples reserved for the elite; religious
authority emerges with political

authority.”® We must not omit the impor-
tant fact that these changes affected the
ritually defined sacred space as well as the
sacred landscape.® In Cyprus, the rare
sanctuaries which had exasted continuous-
ly from the late Bronze Age suddenly
changed their types of votive iconography
in the CG 111 period. In Aghia Irini, the
sculptures of the level 3 dating from the
middle of the CG 111 (ca 850-750 BC)
constitute the first anthropomorphic rep-
resentations of worshippers and these
human-size statues are a sign of funda-
mental changes.’* The great majority of
armed tigures, and the chariot statuettes
“indicate that the god |of Aghia Irini| was
a god of war as well as god of fertility: he
had developed to a theos sozopolis™ >
When social stratification occurs, so does a
change in the cultic practice and in the
type ot the sacrifices; and this seems to be
the case in Cyprus during CG 111.>° As a
rural sanctuary, the development of Aghia
Irini per se could be a criterion tor such
political changes.”” In the same way,
CG -1l remains are very scanty in
[dalion, while in CG 11, new architecture
and evidence for a new sanctuary
appeared.® At this ume the acropolis was
enclosed with a fortfication wall, too.?”
Moreover, in this period (CG III) great
sanctuaries housing poliad deities such as
Apollo Hylates near Kourion emerged all
over the island.”’ In Amathus, the excava-
tions in the main sanctuary of the Great
Goddess, later called Aphrodite, have pro-
vided no artefacts dated before the begin-
ning of the 8th century (CG I1IB).
Indeed, the founding of this great sanctu-
ary on the top of the hill with a very high
visibility, 1s only understandable if linked
with the emergence of the Amathusian
state, since it reorganizes the (sacral) land-
scape” and because the (re)construction of
a main sanctuary is generally considered as
a royal prerogative.”® From that moment a
clear centralization of the settlements and
of the cults took place in Amathus. The
existence of other deities worshipped in
this city and, more precisely, in this sanc-
tuary, as evidenced by some inscriptions
and texts, as well as the likely existence of
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different cults in palatial chapel(s) (Pett
1996¢), could also be viewed as a conse-
quence of the creation of a state. Usually,
when a state emerges, the king adopts the
different local cults and makes himself the
servant of all former local gods.*

b) City-walls

The existence of defensive city-walls is an
important criterton, although not a deci-
sive one.” It seems that the first rampart
of Amathus was not built before the last
halt of the 6th century BC,” thus a cen-
tury later than in other towns in Cyprus,*

¢) Royal Graves

Besides palaces and othicial temples or
sanctuaries 1t 15 well known that the
emergence of the state is often accompa-
nied by ostentatious burials and monu-
mental roval tombs;"” the more recent the
state the more monumental the tombs.*®
Within the necropolis of Amathus, there
are some CG | and CG 11 tombs, but the
first “royal” tomb 1s T. NW 194, built in
the middle or in the last halt of the 9th
century. *” The finds are exceptionally rich
even for Amathus, and may be compared
with the Tomb I of Salamis; the architec-
ture of the latter might have been derived

from the Amathusian tomb.™ Taking into
account the date of the burial, the inhabi-
tants of the first palace on the Acropolis

(built about 800 BC) may well have been

the owners of the tomb.

d) Prestige goods and exotica

Less important than monumental architec-
ture for tracing the emergence of a state
are the prestige goods and especially the
imported items or exotica. These are obvi-
ously linked to high status groups.” lacov-
ou (1995, 104) admits that in the regions
which are eventually designated kingdoms
there 1s not a single tomb with precious
objects indicating the presence of a royal
tomb before CG I1I. In the greater part of
Cyprus the links with the outside world
were revived much later than in Amath-
us. - Amathus was placed on a trade route
with good etesian winds which favoured
trade between the Aegean and Tyre: and.

OO0

for that reason, the hinks with the Aegean

never really stopped during CG I-1II peri-
od.”™ Such a favourable situation might
well have led to a quite large distribution
of imported goods among the population
ot Amathus. This is, however, not the case:
in the more than 500 Amathusian tombs,
almost half of the Greek Geometric and
Archaic pottery was found in no more
than ten tombs. One could ask with
Coldstream whether this concentration
refects the existence of special links
among some Amathusian families with the
Acgean, or the ehite status of small groups
within the state.” Though these solutions
are not exclusive, 1t 1s worth noting that
the Greek pottery was tound in tombs
where there was a great quanuty of
Phoenician imports as well.” Some tombs
of the CG 1I period, it is true, also show a
concentration of imported, prestige
and/or metallic goods:;” but it is worth
noting that in Amarthus as elsewhere in
Cyprus the number and quality of prestige

and/or impm‘tcd :-f.undw mcreased uuddr:ni}'

during CG II1;”7 as mentioned the first
‘roval’ tomb dates from the late 9th centu-
rv and contained Greek Euboean skyphoi
which can only be compared with similar
dinner sets in Salamis Tomb 1.7 In the
excavations of the palace, a fragment of a

Fig. 5. Sherd from a big
Aeeean crater found in the
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big Aegean crater (Euboean?) from 730-
710 BC, maybe a witness of Gift Trade,
shows the desire of the Amathusian King
to hold his rank within the social compe-
titton (Fig. 5: max. length:11 cm; cf. Petit
1996b, 212, fig. 1, 219-220). Thus Amathus
seems to correspond to the ‘prestige goods
economy model’ (Knapp 1996) only from
that time onwards. It 1s thus clear that the
emergence of the Amathusian state was
linked with, if not due to, privileged
access to prestige goods and exofica. Nev-
ertheless there 15 no need to consider as
royal every tomb where exotic artefact or
imported pottery where found. Greek
ware found in the West necropolis of
Amathus has been interpreted as gifts
from the king to some aristocrats (Rupp
1989, 356). This was a common practice
in several societies as well as in the con-
temporaneous Achaemenid Empire.™

e) The script

Everywhere, the emergence of the script
is intimately linked with the rise of the
state.™ Although the script never totally
disappeared 1n Cyprus after the end of the
Bronze Age, since it reappeared in quite
similar form as the old Cypro-Minocan
script, the sudden reappearance of several
written documents during the 8th century
cannot only be due to the random charac-
ter of the archaeological discoveries.* For
that reason, it has been stated that in
Cyprus the script is linked to power as an
ideological tool since the 8th century
BC#

In Amathus the appearance of the script
happened much earlier than it has been
assumed. All the *Eteocypriot’ inscriptions
are generally thought to have been writ-
ten in the 4th century BC.** But two
documents considerably antedate this
time.® The big limestone vase, which
remained in sity in the Great sanctuary
until the 19th century, and is now in the
Louvre, bears on one handle some syl-
labograms that surely note Amathusian
(‘Eteocypriot’) words. Although it 1s quite
difficult to date it, the vase is surely archa-
1c. ® Another undeciphered mscription
was painted on an 8th century amphora,

called *vase aux taureaux’,* found in 1987
in the excavations in the same Aphrodi-
sion. Thus syllabic inscriptions appear on
the acropolis of Amathus immediately
after the founding of the sanctuary, that is
during the first stage of its floruit (Cypriot
Archaic (CA) IA: Hermary 1999, 55). It 1s
very likely that this early appearance is
linked to the creation of the state and its
royal ideology.

) Symbols of power and warfare
The script 1s by itself a sign of symbolic
power, but in non-literate societies
iconography is more directly understand-
able as an ideological vehicle to common
people.’” The presence of a Stand in the
Weberian sense involves the necessity for
this group to maintain an image of itself
and often to use specific items produced
for its exclusive use. This particular type of
objects 1s sometimes called “The Great
Tradition’.®® The royal images can be
linked to the role of the king as benefac-
tor or protector, especially as military
leader (Petit 1996¢). The warfare is very
important for the emerging states.” It
does not appear with statehood; it usually
emerges at an earlier stage. The increase of
warfare 1s thought to precede the emer-
gence of the state.” In the context of
endemic warfare, the military leaders gen-
erally rise to prominent status.”! Techno-
logical progress, especially in warfare, such
as the chariot, or, during other periods,
the gunpowder, can lead to statehood.”
The tombs of warriors bear witness to the
existence of a ranked society, not necessar-
ily of a state;” but warfare holds its
importance during the first stage of the
state, when it is not completely stabilized
and the dynasty itself not yet well assured.
That 1s the reason why this latter aspect is
often emphasized 1n recently formed
states. In this sense one can say that war-
fare creates a state and on the other hand
that warfare 1s sumulated by statehood.™
In CG III Cyprus, the elites’ ability to
defend the state territory, their privileged
access to the new techniques of warfare
(esp. the chariot) and their ability to use it,
can be illustrated by the votive offerings.
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In the whole island, the beginning of the
‘warrior cult’ may be placed in the middle
of the CG III period, i.e. ca 800 BC.™
This increased number of votive offerings
showing warriors is attested in several
sanctuaries. In Aghia Irimi, the 1images of
warriors and charioteers of the CG III
period” seem to be contemporary with
the rise of the state and directly linked to
this phenomenon.” In the stage immedi-
ately prior to the rise of polities, it seems
that the sanctuaries did not to any high
degree have a warrior character, since
warriors and charioteers did not appear
before CG III. The same 1s true of burials.
Indeed the main and richest warrior
tombs only arose during the period of
CG I as well.” The appearance of a cer-
tain type of what is called a mace-head, (a
sceptre or command-stick) is attested since
CG III, too.” But there are other burials
with an indication of wartare before that
period.'™

The new states needed to be protected
against each other, since the struggle for
space often became more and more
important during the formation stage of
the state.'”! For example, the Lelantine
war has been considered a classic case of a
“circumscription war 1" Was 1t the case
in Cyprus? It is surely not accidental that
images of warriors and charioteers
appeared in Cypriot sanctuaries'”™ imme-
diately after the massive settlement of
Phoenicians in Kition. One may think
that the Phoenician demand for copper
and the ensuing struggle between Cypriot
petty chiefs to control copper mines was a
more decisive phenomenon in Cyprus
than the lack of land.'*

¢) Demography

The rise of the state presupposes the pres-
ence of several conditions, such as a suffi-
cient population, emergence of complex
forms of government and recruitment of
different kinds of full-ume specialists.'”
Although Cyprus did not undergo a
demographic collapse comparable to the
one in Greece during the Iron Age,'
there had been a decrease in the settle-
ments during the CG I-II periods and a
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dramatic increase during the CG III peri-
od."” The choice of the site of Amathus,

namely the acropolis and the lower town

(Fig. 1) about 800 BC, may also be a sign
of a demographic increase.

h) New capital cities

It has been suggested that the foundation
of new capital cities by political elites goes
hand in hand with the emergence of the
state.'”™ The founding of such new cities
constituted a way for the elite to assure
and display its control over the surplus
labour and to shape the landscape."” In
Amathus the creation of the sanctuary of
the Great Goddess on the top of the hill
and the placement of the palace on an
artificial terrace (for this terrace, see Petit
1993, 705-707), which occupied exactly
the centre of the acropolis (Fig. 1, no. 7),
are two signs of this ability. Although at
the present it 1s difficult to evaluate the
size of the population in the city of
Amathus, the new town corresponds to
the distribution 1n the ‘city state system’ of
Trigger (Trigger 1974, 102) and it is iden-
tical to Renfrew’s ‘permanent functioning
central place’ (Renfrew 1975, 12),'"
which is “one of the features distinguish-
ing civilizations from chiefdom societies”.
The choice of this new settlement as a
seat for the public institutions, i.e. the
main sanctuary and the palace, is a sign
that at this time (second half of the 9th
century) Amathus became a state and
emerged from the rank of a chiefdom.
Thus the Renfrews ESM (“Early State
Model’), inspired by Greece, Etruria,
Mesopotanmia and the Maya land, i1s usable
also in Cyprus (and in the neo-Hittite
principalities, Phoenicia, Israel, etc.). The
latter display several features characteristic
of such entities: in the ESM system, the
distance between “central places” is

ca 40 km,'""" which for instance is more or
less the distance between Salamis, Kition,
Amathus, Kourion, and Paphos, on the
eastern and southern coasts of Cyprus (see
Rupp 1987, map 4); most ESM have small
territories of ca 1500 km?:'"? the map of
the supposed territory of the kingdom
published in the guidebook ot Amathus



shows a territory of less than 600 km?
(Aupert 1996, 22); the map proposed by
Rupp (1987, map 4) 1s based on the
method of Thiessen’s polygons and shows
a kingdom slightly larger than 800 km-.
This small size may be explained by the
lack of territorial depth due to the wood-
en and steep slopes of the Troodos Moun-
tains, which limit the kingdom to the
north. There may have been other larger
states, such as Salamis, Soloi and Paphos
(see Rupp 1987, map 5).

From chiefdom to State

The archaeological evidence of Amathus
during the CG I-IT period corresponds to
what has been observed elsewhere as the
features of chiefdom.'"? People must have
lived in the neighbourhood of the future
city-acropolis since there are several CG I-
[T tombs in the necropolis, but nothing
has been found on the hill itself."™ Thus
the settlements around the hill must have
been non-permanent dwellings, which
have left no visible traces. This kind of set-
tlement corresponds to the archaeological
correlate of the chiefdom or “big-man
society”.'"> The great amount of pottery
discovered under the first floor of the
palace of Amathus (Fig. 4 A-C) shows that
the CG III palace was not built on a com-
pletely deserted hill. So far, no architec-
tural remains of this first settlement has
been found but, judging from the pottery,
the settlers belonged to what can be
described as the ‘upper-middle class’
(Iacovou, pers. com.)''", maybe chieftains
or “big-men” in anthropological terms.
This provisional settlement occurs imme-
diately betore ca 800 BC, or during the
second half of the 9th century. It 1s worth
noting that this time corresponds to the
period of the arrival of the Phoenicians in
Kition and squares with other signs of
Phoenician influence in the necropolis of
Amathus.'"

The existence of such “big-man” com-
munities in Cyprus before the emergence
of the historical states has already been
suggested by some scholars, who are not
directly involved in the debate concerning

the two theories. Catling (1994, 137-8)
imagines that Cyprus was then divided
between ‘predator heroes’; and Deger-
Jalkotzy (1994, 16) had a similar idea since
she states that: “military leaders may well
have played an essential role during the
troubles of time”. It is thus likely that
Cyprus did not know statehood during
the CG I-II period, but rather simply
stratified societies, known as chiefdoms, of
which the chieftains were military
leaders."® In this way one could explain
the presence of some evidence of status
signs at this time, such as the obeloi found
in the Palea-Paphos — Skales cemetery,
and maybe the Greek import of the 10th
century in some tombs of Amathus.""” The
state formation in Cyprus was perhaps a
long process,'*" and the Cypriot states
could have been in formation during the
CGI-II Periods as assumed by M,
lacovou.'?! Nevertheless, what we know
about Cypriot polities during this period
does not square with the criteria of state-
hood, and, to say the least, this level was
not achieved betore the end ot the 9th
century; Cyprus then went through the
crucial phase of the development, which
otherwise could have stopped betore
reaching the state.!??

It is a well-known phenomenon that
the state 1s frequently preceded by a chief-
dom or a “big-men” society.!** It is the
competition between chiefs which can
lead to a state.'* The way which leads
from chiefdom to state 1s likewise well-
known.'® First: 1solated communities, with
centres of similar size, are separated by
buffer zones. Second: there occurs a rapid
nucleation of the population at one centre,
apparently at the expense of defeated or
threatened neighbours;'*® in some cases,
archaeological data suggest that raiding was
replaced by organized warfare (at this point
we should remember the appearance of
the warriors and charioteers at Aghia Iri-
m). Third: the creation of a general centre,
the new capital, entailed a supplementary
level of social stratification (the fourth one
according to Flannery 1999). In Amathus,
the second phase at least, is archaeological-
ly visible, as is the third.
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No doubt the arrival and installation en
masse of the Phoenicians in Kition were
very important factors in this development
to statehood (see above, the warfare).
Although some scholars have, indeed,
minimized the role of trade in the emer-
gence of the state, it is nonetheless a well-
established factor (Peltenburg 1996, 37):
"...ntensive trade has a major eftect on
the activities of the indigenous inhabi-
tants, amongst whom an economic orga-
nization develops with increasingly more
intensive interaction. This can lead to the
development of civilization without any
extensive adoption of the technology, cus-
toms, or beliefs of the colomal newcomers
(...) External trade brings exotic prestige
artefacts which confer status on those
individuals controlling the supply. A
prominent hierarchy can thus emerge n
what was tormerly only partly a strantied
society” (Renfrew 1975, 33). Referring to
second millennium Cyprus Peltenburg
savs, “Traditional models of state forma-
tuon have mvoked managerial conflict and
synthetic theories. The last one in which
several interacting processes operate at
once 18 most plausible. In the case of
Cyprus, turmoil in the east, centre and
north occurred when the castern Cyprus
came into mcreasing contact with Near
Eastern kingdoms apparently for purpose
of trade (...) Copper export, therefore,
rather than agricultural surplus, or popula-
tion expansion was one essential ingredi-
ent to the emergence of social stratifica-
tion and urbanism™ (Peltenburg 1996, 36).
In my view, there 1s nothing but a few
words to add to this statement concerning
the reappearance of the state in [ron Age
Cyprus. Although we know almost noth-
ing about the exploitation of copper
between 1050 and 750 BC,'*" an increase
in the exploitation of copper seems to
have occurred in the last half of the 8th
century.'* In this connection Amathus
was a rather privileged centre as the texts
say (Ovidus, Mer. 10.220, 531) and the
surveys show.'*” But perhaps 1t was not so
much the economic pressure of the
Phoenicians in search of copper which led
from chiefdom to state in Cyprus, as it
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was the consequence of this demand,
which led to the compeution between
local chiefrains to control the sources of
commodities, and mainly the copper
mines, in order to respond to this demand
and to increase their privileges emerging
from an unequal access to resources.'”
Thus, as usual, trade and conflict go hand
in hand to give birth to state.'

The way in which chiefdoms got access
to statchood i1s well evidenced from other
ethnological or historical cases. To take an
example well documented by texts, 1t 1s
striking that the state-formation in
Amathus (perhaps in all Cyprus), hypothe-
sized on the basis of the scarce sources at
our disposal, is very similar to the process
better known in Israel. A few years ago,
the present author proposed this compari-
son'* and 1t seems now to be widely
accepted.'™ In fact a new theory tends to
place the origins of the Greek poleis with-
in the context of the Iron Age, especially
in Phoenicia and Israel, but also 1n
Ammon, Moab, Aram, Damascus, etc.'*
Cyprus 1s thus included in that political
area.'*® Although the historian must use
these sources very cautiously (Finkelstein
1999), the Old Testament texts are quite
detailed about the way Israel came to be a
state (1Kings, 3,1; 2Chronicles, 14,1; 17,1-
12).1%¢ After a period of chietdoms (the
“Judges”), the Hebrews chose a military
leader, Saul, the chief of Benjamin (1Sam.
10, 17-20), who quickly became a king.
The reason for this decision was either
that the military pressure of the Philistines
was too high to be faced by single tribes,
and/or that other people. amongst whom
the Philistines, had a king (1S8am. 8,4-0;
8,19-20)."7 But this first monarchy was
ClLIi[E LlT"lStﬂb]if. SEIUI Wads ﬂVETthTﬂﬂ-VI] IJ‘:..-'
David, who founded a more stable dynasty
(2Sam. 2;see Finkelstein 1999, 42). He
conquered Jerusalem from the Jebuseites
and chose it for his new capital (2S8am. 5,
6-10; 1Chron., 11, 4-9), which remained
quite small in size untl the 7th century
BC."* He immediately built a palace
(28am. 5, 11; 1Chron. 14, 1-2), and he lat-
er planned to build a temple to YHWH
(28am. 7; 1Chron., 17; 28-29); but he was



hindered 1n doing so by his very impor-
tant military activities (1Kings, 5, 17). It
was his son, Salomon, who had the hon-
our of building the Temple (1Kings, 5-8;
2Chron. 2-6).

In Amathus, the sequence of events as
revealed by the archaeological investiga-
tion seems to be the same: the new king
(7) chose a new site to establish his capital,
and he founded on the acropolis, first his
palace, ca 800 BC, on an artificial terrace
in the centre of the hill, then the sanctu-
ary of the Great Goddess on the top of
the hill, in the first half ot the 8th
century BC." Of course, as the French
proverb says, comiparaison n’est pas raison,
and it is not sufficient for this model to be
true that the anthropological pattern
seems to fit with archaeological and his-
torical data. Indeed, in reasoning with

sociological comparison, one 1s maybe
reduced to think in terms of “Everything
goes on as if...”". But in the present case
there is, in fact, convergent evidence
which cannot be due to chance. At least
one must conclude that from the second
half of the 9th century BC and only from
that time, the Amathusian polity displays
the archaeological evidence of a state.'
Thus the discovery of this monumental
building dating from the end of the 9th
century BC, which is very likely the first
royal palace of Amathus, pushes back the
date of the rise of the Amathusian polity,
one of the most important for the history
of Iron Age Cyprus, but does not fill the
gap between the mythical foundation by
Kinyras and the Phoenician settlement in
Cyprus.
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