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SIGNIFICANT OBJECTS AND THE BIOGRAPHICAL APPROACH:
AN INSCRIBED HANDLE FROM MISIS IN CILICIA

Anna Lucia D’Agata, Valentina Cannavo, Massimo Perna, Daniele Putorti

Newtépo pidiag yopiv

Summary

In 2016 the fragmentary handle of a plain container in coarse ware bearing incised Cypriot Syllabic signs was collected within
the Iron Age II monumental fortress at Misis in Cilicia. A particular segment in the life history of our vessel is reconstructed
here through the study of aspects relating to manufacture, consumption, exchange and symbolic value, as well as deposition
and discarding. The results of this research shed light on the social mechanisms by which a community of the Eastern Mediter-
ranean forged its social identity in a period of revolutionary social changes. They also help to understand the complex nature,
and entangled and transcultural character of Cilician society at the beginning of the first millennium BC.

INTRODUCTION

It is a common belief that, unless the history of an object can boast written documentation, the available archaeo-
logical evidence will never be sufficient to reconstruct its entire lifecycle (Joy 2009). Though mindful of this limi-
tation, we have adopted a biographical approach (Appadurai 1986; Hoskins 1998; Gosden, Marshall 1999) to the
study of the meagre remains of a clay vessel: the fragmentary handle of a plain coarse ware container found at Misis
on the hoyiik during the 2016 excavation campaign. What makes this object particularly significant are the signs
incised in Cypriot Syllabic on the surface of the handle.

Misis is a multi-period site located in the plain of Cilicia on the right bank of the Ceyhan river (D’Agata
2017a; 2017b; 2019a; 2019b; Salmeri, D’Agata 2012) (Figs 1-2). From at least the end of the ninth to the end of
the eighth century BC, Misis was a large town that controlled the lower plain of the Ceyhan, directly connected to
the Mediterranean through the seaports on the Cilician coast (Blue 1997; Taffet 2001). The recent archaeological
excavations carried out on the mound of Misis have revealed that during these centuries of the Iron Age a rich ma-
terial culture, deeply entangled with that of the island of Cyprus and to a much lesser extent of the Levant, emerged
at Misis as at other sites in the plain of Cilicia (D’Agata 2019a). A particular segment in the life history of the vessel
to which our inscribed handle belongs is reconstructed here through the study of aspects relating to manufacture,
consumption, exchange and symbolic value, as well as deposition, discarding and abandonment (cf. for a similar
experiment, Maeir ez al. 2015).

ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT AND RELATED FINDS

In 2016, a fragment of the handle of a closed Iron Age vessel, bearing incised signs in Cypriot Syllabic script (Fig.
3a-f), was brought to light within Building I, the monumental fortress built in the second half of the eighth century
BC on the summit of the héyiik at Misis as a result of the political reorganization underway in the Ceyhan region
in the years immediately preceding its annexation to the Assyrian empire (cf. D’Agata 2017a; 2019b).

Between 2012 and 2019, the excavation campaigns on the south-western slopes of the Misis mound allowed us
to gradually bring to light an impressive stratigraphic sequence that includes superimposed buildings of the Chalco-
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Cyprus.

lithic, Iron II/Middle Iron, Roman Imperial, Late Antique, Islamic and Medieval periods (D’Agata 2017a, b; Salmeri,

D’Agata 2011) (Fig. 4).

2014 saw the first identification of the remains of a complex of small buildings (G) connected to the sanctu-
ary probably devoted to Isis and Serapis that must have stood on the summit in the Roman Imperial period (Phase
7), and of the imposing Building I, which presumably covered the entire mound in the Middle Iron Age (Phase

10) (Fig. 5).
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Fig. 3a-f. Clay handle with inscribed signs from Room I1 (MH16_I1_Interface 808/1035_Clearing_SF2).
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Fig. 4. General view of the excavations on Misis Hoyiik.
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In the west central sector of the ex-
cavation area, it emerged that the Roman
quarter was built directly above the ruins
of the earlier building. Walls 654 and 832,
belonging to two different terraces of G,
were built above Room 11, the western-
most of the casemate rooms of the Iron
Age fortress (4.80 x 2 m) (Fig. Ga-b).

The latter currently consists of three
casemate rooms (I1-3) and a massive stone
channel to their east (I4) (Fig. 5, Phase
10). No floor levels were detected: a hard,
thick earth deposit within 11, which was
excavated in 8 layers, was followed up to
48.70 m above sea level (asl) (Fig. 6b). The
walls consist of a substructure in rough-
ly parallelepiped stone blocks (in I1: 814
and 824) — of unequal dimensions and
assembled with the insertion of small and
medium-sized stones — and of an elevation
in regular rows of mud bricks (in I1: 800
and 951) (Fig. 7a-b).

Rainwater drainage must have
been one of the most significant prob-
lems that the builders on the hoyiik of
Misis were forced to tackle, as shown
by the numerous channels constructed
at different periods in various areas of
the hill. In the case of Building I, in ad-
dition to the construction of the stone
channel (I4) to the east, the openings
of a channel with thick edges of beat-
en earth (1047, 1950) running north-
west/south-east — whose use was limited
to the worksite phase —, have also been
identified in the stone walls of room I1,
later filled by 1044 and the underlying
layers (cf. Figs 6b and 8).
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Fig. 6. Room I1: a. general plan including Roman walls 654 and 832, and indica-

tion of cross-section A-A’; b. east-west cross-section A-A’.

Disturbances to the integrity of the original fill within I1 were observed in the north-west sector in prox-
imity to the inner surfaces of the mudbrick wall 951 (Fig. 6b). Here, with the aim of creating an even foundation
for the construction of wall 654, the builders of G had laid a base layer (954) that had also filled the gap, perhaps
pre-existing, in 951. 954 was characterized by loose, sandy soil, and chronologically mixed materials dating back
to the Middle Iron Age and Roman Imperial periods. We should attribute to this operation the disturbance to the
uppermost layers inside 11, z.e. 792-793, 795 and in part 808, which we should imagine originally leaned against
951. The identification among the materials collected amidst the stones of wall 654 of a fragment of a bichrome
skyphos, part of the same vessel as a similar fragment collected in the fill of I1, provides further evidence of the
disturbance caused to the Iron Age stratigraphic sequence: in this regard, it is worth noting the different state of
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Fig. 7. Room I1: a. general view from the south-west at the interface between 808 and 1035; b. detail of the eastern side with mudbrick wall
800 and stone wall 814 (2014).

B
ox. TP i 3
f e \

AL

Fig. 8. North-west/south-east channel within I1. Fig. 9. Fragments of skyphos MH14_808_33: on the left from
808; on the right from within wall 654.

conservation of the surface of the fragment from the original context (Fig. 9 on the left) compared to that found
within wall 654, whose surface is relatively worn (Fig. 9 on the right).

Starting from 49.80 m asl, corresponding to the lower part of 808, the fill within I1 was untouched. The
hard clay-rich soil matrix yielded a large quantity of pottery attributable to the eighth century BC. Our inscribed
handle was collected at 49.50 m asl at the interface between 808 and 1035, well below the level of the disturbances
and the cut occasioned by the installation of wall 654 (Fig. 6b).

The chronology of the deposit excavated in I1 is provided by the remarkable amount of fine ware it con-
tained and, in particular, by some fragments of Greek Late Geometric II kotylai (Fig. 10).

On this basis, it appears to have been closed by 720/700 BC (Table 1).! The analysis of the materials collected in
I1 is still underway. Nonetheless, the study of the 1308 pottery fragments found in 808 provides some indication of the
ceramic classes documented in the fill (Fig. 11). Among these, plain pottery, both fine and coarse, is the most common
class, followed by kitchen ware and white painted ware; there is also a small percentage (0.4%) of imported pottery. At
Misis, this trend in the diffusion of ceramic classes was essentially unaltered throughout the eighth century BC.

1 We have maintained the conventional chronology of the Greek Protogeometric and Geometric periods. For an alternative proposal,
Gimatzidis, Weninger 2020.



SIGNIFICANT OBJECTS AND THE BIOGRAPHICAL APPROACH 13

Bichrome Ware

Cypriot Imports Residual
0,1% 1,5%

2,8%

Red Slip Ware

o
Greek Geometric Imports. / 1,3%

0,3%
Orange/Brown Slip Ware
0,1%

Kitchen Ware

13,9% Black on Red Ware

Black Slip
0,2%

Fine Plain Ware
25,7%

Coarse Plain Ware
39,9%

UsS 808

Fig. 10. Greek pottery from the fill within I: 808_15; 1044_1; Fig. 11. Pie chart showing the proportions of ceramic classes from
1044_7; 1077_1; 1044_2;11_808/1035_Clearing. US 808 by percentage of sherd count.

The absence on the mound of Misis of materials dating to after the late eighth century BC leads us to believe
that the fortress, if its construction was ever completed, can have survived for only a few years. It was certainly no
longer active after the end of the eighth century BC. After this date, the site apparently remained abandoned for
many centuries.

To summarize, by the end of the eighth century BC our inscribed handle became a discarded item in the fill
of a new building. In antiquity, pottery was regularly used as rubble for construction: in addition to being available
in large quantities at almost no cost, the use of clay sherds in highly permeable fills was necessary to allow excess
damp to drain away (Pena 2007, 250-271). Concurrently, the formation of an archaeological record involving gar-
bage removal and deposition, as in the case of the fill in I1, is a social process implied by the need to clean up the
remains of a ruined past and construct a new built landscape (Dawdy 2006). We shall return later to the pre-depo-
sitional use of the original object: for the time being, it is sufficient to stress that an act of discarding with multiple
meanings marks the final point in the usage lifecycle of the vessel to which our inscribed handle belongs.

Middle Geometric II 800-750 BC
Late Geometric | 760-735/730 BC
Late Geometric II 735/730-720/700 BC

Table 1. Chronology of Greek Geometric pottery (after Coldstream 1998; see also Verdan ez. 4/. 2008).

THE HANDLE FRAGMENT AND ITS ORIGINAL VESSEL

MH16_I1_Interface 808/1035_Clearing_SF2 (Fig. 3a-f).

Dim. 11 x 7.9 cm; wall thickness 0.6-0.8; weight: 320 gr.

Paste of deep pink colour with numerous white inclusions; whitish ‘slip” (?) on exterior surface. Surface around
the insertion of the handle on the exterior was smoothed over with extra clay to strengthen the join; vertical marks
from shaving the clay when the vessel was still wet before firing are clearly visible. Good state of conservation. No
traces of post-depositional alterations.

Handle fragment of a large closed vessel, attached horizontally to the shoulder. Round section. On top surface at
the join with the body, signs incised after firing, of uneven depth (see below).

For criteria to identify if the marks were incised after the firing of the vessel cf. Hirschfeld 1993, 318 n. 27; 2014, 266.
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The handle belongs to a large, plain closed vessel in coarse ware with horizontal raised handles on the shoulder. Its
technical and typological characteristics, together with the profound cultural affinities between Cilicia and Cyprus
during the first centuries of the first millennium BC, suggest that the handle belonged to a storage amphora in
Plain White Ware, a vessel that in Cyprus is typical of the eighth century BC (Gjerstad 1948, fig. XLV, 16.1a-17.1b;
1960, 120-121, fig. 15.1-2; Dikaios 1963, 197, fig. 35.29-30; Fourrier 2006, 78-79, figs 377-378; 2015, 127
[-131, fig. 14). The traces of shaving of the excess clay (Fig. 3b) may indicate that the vessel was manufactured by
building up coils on a wheel (Winther-Jacobsen 2002, 173). According to Hocking (2001), the drastic difference
in colour between the core and surface of the vessel does not result from the application of a layer of slip but from
a reducing atmosphere during the firing process. Though the fast wheel becomes widespread in Cyprus in the
eleventh century BC, coil building and smoothing techniques remained in use to manufacture large vessels in the
early centuries of the first millennium BC (Crewe, Knappett 2012, 181). Ultimately, this is a substantial vessel,
on average 65 cm tall (Winther-Jacobsen 2002, 170), characterized by a rim thickened on the outside, horizontal
handles rising from the shoulder up to the level of the rim, and a ring base.

This type of amphora appears in a Cypro-Geometric (CG) III — Cypro-Archaic (CA) I context at Ki-
tion-Bamboula (Fourrier 2015, 127 1-131, fig. 14), where it is considered rare, and in different CA I deposits all
over the island, for example at Kition, Kathari Floor 3 (Karageorghis 2004, Part II, 22, pl. CXXII.2183 and 2183a)
and at Amathous (Fourrier 2006, 78-79, figs 377-378). A large number of Plain White (PW) amphorae dated to
the middle of the eighth century BC were found in Royal Tomb 1 at Salamis (Dikaios 1963, 197, fig. 35.29-30; cf.
Blackwell 2010, 152). This container is the typological predecessor of the so called basket-handled amphora with
elongated body and handles rising well above the rim, which by the very end of the eighth century BC inaugurated
the seaborne trade of oil and wine from Cyprus to the Eastern Mediterrranean. Basket-handle amphorae, which are
considered a production of the area of Salamis (Gunneweg, Perlman 1991, 596-597; lacovou 2014, 805-806; De-
mesticha 2017, 132), are attested along the coast of Western Anatolia, in Cilicia and the Levant (Winther-Jacobsen
2002, 170-171; Greene, Leidwanger, Ozdas 2011; Demesticha 2017, 130-132).

The presence of a PW amphora at Misis is not entirely surprising given the aforementioned profound cultural
affinities between the ceramic production of this site and other centres in the plain of Cilicia and that of the Cypriot
cities of the early centuries of the first millennium BC. To underscore the differing levels of contact that Cilicia and
the Levant had with Cyprus during this period, it is worth recalling that at the start of the first millennium BC, before
the diffusion of the basket-handled amphora in the markets of the eastern Mediterranean, ceramic exports from Cy-
prus to the Levant seem to consist almost exclusively of painted ware (Nufiez 2008; lacovou 2014, 803-805; Karacic,
Osborne 2016; Georgiadou 2018), whilst, before the seventh century BC, exports of basket-handled amphorae were
circumscribed (Demesticha 2017, 130). A CA I PW amphora, probably made in the area of Amathous and found at
Megiddo, represents a very good parallel for our vessel (Kleiman, Waiman-Barak, Finkelstein 2018).

What is certainly unusual on the handle from Misis is the presence of signs in Cypriot Syllabic, incised after
the firing of the vessel, reminiscent of a Cypriot practice typical of the Bronze Age rather than the Iron Age, but we
will return to this below, after discussing the petrographic analysis of the fabric of the vessel.

THE ORIGIN OF THE VESSEL: THE PETROGRAPHIC ANALYSIS

A sample taken from the handle fragment was subjected to petrographic analysis. The thin section was prepared
at the Department of Geological and Chemical Sciences, University of Modena and Reggio Emilia. The descrip-
tion, with a polarizing microscope, followed the standard proposed by Whitbread (1989) and by Quinn (2013).
The fabric is characterized by very few microstructures, open-spaced, which comprise common meso vughs. The
voids are not infilled with microcalcitic material and are partially oriented parallel to the margin of the vessel. The
groundmass is homogenous throughout the section and the micromass is optically active. The colour is mainly
light reddish brown in PPL and in XPL. A light brown zone is visible on one of the margins of the handle, the
thickness is irregular from 1.8 mm to 0.3 mm. This is linked to the light bufy surface of the handle but should
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not be identified as a slip, suggesting that the difference between surface and body colour was caused by the firing
atmosphere. The inclusions (c:f:v 5:90:5) have a weak bimodal grain-size distribution and are quite well sorted.
They have a homogenous distribution and are single-spaced. The clasts are angular to subangular, from equant to
elongated shapes and are classified as follows:

Coarse Fraction <1mm

Dominant

Feldspars, subangular and elongated, max dimension 0.9 mm

Frequent

Sedimentary rocks, calcarenite (?), subangular and equant, max dimension 0.6 mm

Common

Gabbroic rock fragments (?), altered, subrounded and subangular and equant, max dimension 0.6 mm
Rare

Calcimudstones, rounded and elongated, max dimension 0.7 mm

Fine Fraction <0.3mm
Dominant

Sedimentary rocks, calcarenite (?)
Frequent

Gabbroic rock fragments (?)
Common

Quartz

Few

Plagioclase

Very few

Opaque minerals

Rare

Calcimudstones, biotite
Very rare

Pyroxene

Overall the fabric is characterized by a non-calcareous well-packed groundmass and by silt grain size of
feldspars and sedimentary rocks and very few coarse sand grain size of sedimentary and gabbro rock fragments,
mostly altered (Fig. 12a-b). Fossils are absent and the calcareous inclusions are very poor. There is no evidence of
clay mixing, notably in the textural concentration features. The groundmass packing and the composition of the
inclusions are different from the local fabrics of Misis hoyiik investigated till now. Here coarse wares mainly show
the occurrence of micritic limestones, fossils, and chert. Plutonic and metamorphic rocks are also attested in few
sherds and should be linked to the local geology. The fabric and the macroscopic features of our fragment suggest
a different technology and a non-local provenance.

In terms of petrographic data, as for Iron Age pottery in Cilicia, Kynet Hoyiik offers an important archaeo-
logical sequence (Hodos, Knappett, Kilikoglou 2005). The local geology has similarities with the Misis area due to
the presence of limestone, volcanic and metamorphic rocks. Ten fabrics have been identified in the pottery dataset
analyzed, but two are the most commonly attested and have been considered of local origin: Group A-serpentinite
fabric and Group B-foraminifera fabric. Both have very distinctive features that are incompatible with the handle
fragment from Misis given the absence of serpentine rocks and fossils. A provenance from the Syrian region can also
be excluded. Distinctive petrofabrics were identified in Qatna (Maritan e/ /. 2005), Tell Hadidi (Mason, Cooper
1999) and Ebla (Ballirano ez al. 2014), which are not compatible with the composition of the Misis handle.
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Fig. 12a-b. Thin section photographs of sample from MH16_I1_Interface 808/1035_Clearing_SF2. a. PPL; b. CPL. Width images: 5.5mm.

Examining the petrographic data on Cypriot wares, no similarity can be established with PW wares from
Idalion (Bartusewich 2012), primarily characterized by highly igneous (Group A) and lime-rich (Group B) fabrics.
A similarity can be seen with Group A from Enkomi, mainly comprising Plain White Wheelmade Ware of the Late
Cypriot Bronze Age, as identified in Tschegg, Ntaflos, Hein 2009: our fragment, however, differs in terms of the
calcareous inclusions, being poorer than the Enkomi vessels.

Although an accurate matching is difficult to establish, the suggested presence of gabbro and sedimentary
rocks (calcarenite), mostly altered, and the presence of mafic and felsic minerals probably due to the disaggregation
of the gabbro ones, should be the main markers to assume the provenance of the handle. Both gabbro and cal-
carenite rocks are present in Cyprus, in particular along the Mesaoria Plain, bounded by the Kyrenia range to the
north and by the Troodos massif to the south. Geologically, the eastern Mesaoria Basin comprises sediments of the
Pliocene Nicosia Formation and the Pleistocene Athalassa Formation (Tschegg ez a/. 2009). The Nicosia Formation
consists of a succession of marine sedimentation, also containing calcarenite. The overlying extensive deposition of
fluvial and alluvial material during the Quaternary was related to erosion resulting from the uplift of the Troodos
massif, with the Troodos Ophiolite Complex containing gabbro rocks (Tschegg ez al. 2009).

Petrographic data are also connected to macroscopic technological features and the observation of the thin
section should verify the presence or otherwise of a white slip. This point is crucial and still problematic for Cypriot
Iron Age pottery, as in the case of PW ware. In order to obtain buff-coloured surfaces, Iron Age potters used firing
reduction as well as buff clay slips, or left buff clay bodies unslipped (Hocking 2001). Firing reduction is evidenced
by the presence of ruddy areas (Hocking 2001, 136-137). These are not identifiable on our fragment, however, it
represents only a very small portion of the original vessel. Based on such a small fragment we cannot express our-
selves in favour of one or other of the hypotheses.

EXTENDING THE MEANING OF THE OBJECT: THE INSCRIPTION

In£|
lwo-li] ]

Read from top to bottom.
Length of the inscription 4.5 cm.

Our handle presents some possible signs that, as reported by the excavators, were made after the vessel was fired.
In Fig. 3d and f, written from top to bottom, the sign 7o (A), missing a small part of the upper stroke, could be
identified, and attributed to the Cypriot syllabary in its Paphian variant; in the common syllabary this sign has a
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Fig. 13. a. Inscription on handle from Kourion (Karnava, Fig. 15. a. The sign /i with two horizontal strokes from inscription #041 from
Perna 2020, no. 139); b. Sign incised on handle from Am- Palaecopaphos (Masson, Mitford 1986, 50-51, pl. 13); b. Signs on a handle
athous (Karnava, Perna 2020, no. 43). Drawings not to scale. from Kourion (Karnava, Perna 2020, no. 131). Drawing not to scale.

a b

Fig. 14. Inscription from Kourion (Karnava, Perna 2020, Fig. 16. a-b. Inscribed handles from Kourion (Karnava, Perna 2020, nos.
no. 110). Drawing not to scale. 135 and 143). Drawings not to scale.

different form (F). Given the eight century BC date of the inscription, however, the standard grid of the Paphian/
common signs must be used with great caution. The sign 7o is attested on a handle incised before firing (Fig. 13a),
from the sanctuary of Apollo at Kourion (Masson 1996, 179, no. 27), which can be dated to the fairly long period
between 750 and 480 BC, and on the handle of a vessel in PW from Amathous, also incised before firing, dating
to around the 5th century BC (Fig. 13b).?

On our handle, below the sign 70, we could compare the first two elements — an acute angle and a horizontal
stroke — to the sign £ /i of Cypriot Syllabic script, followed by a further isolated horizontal stroke. The angle is
slightly more ‘closed” than in the majority of attested signs of this type, but it finds a parallel in an inscription (/CS
187) incised on a clay statuette from Kourion in the Metropolitan Museum (Fig. 14).

In any case, we should mention a Paphian form of / that presents not one but two horizontal strokes. There
are few examples of this /7 with two strokes, and they can all be ascribed to the ancient Paphian syllabary: an exam-
ple is the inscription on stone #041 from Palacopaphos (Fig. 15a). Though the parts making up the sign — an acute
angle and two parallel horizontal strokes — are all present on our piece, the distance between the strokes gives them
an unconvincing appearance. A more pertinent comparison might be that with the inscription on a handle from
Kourion (Fig. 15b), where the sign presents an acute angle followed by a single stroke (Masson 1996, 179, no. 6);
depending on the orientation of the handle, it can be interpreted as a sz V, or as a ko /\ followed by a horizontal
stroke. This detail illustrates how difficult it is, when dealing with signs of elementary form such as a simple angle,
to decide one way or the other. In our inscription, the most reasonable hypothesis is a /7 £ in the common variant
of the syllabary followed by a horizontal stroke. This single horizontal stroke is sometimes written obliquely, as on

2 'The handle was found in 2017 by Yannis Violaris, whom we thank for allowing us to mention the find, cf. Karnava, Perna 2020, no. 43.
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some handles from Kourion (Masson 1996, 179-180, nos. 9 = Karnava, Perna 2020, no. 143, and 35 = Karnava,
Perna 2020, no. 135) and generally follows a sign from the syllabary (Fig. 16a-b).

A single sign inscribed on the handle of a vessel should generally not be considered a true inscription. In our
case, however, the presence of a second sign and the fact that we cannot rule out the presence of a sign preceding
the first (z0) allows us to consider the one from Misis to be a true inscription. To sum up, the sign / on our handle
belongs to the common syllabary, while the sign 70 can be referred to the Paphian syllabary. Signs of the latter are
sporadically attested all over the island, even in the eastern region, as in the case of /CS 241 from Chytroi.

The corpus of Cypriot Syllabic script counts few true inscriptions on handles consisting of at least two signs
(Masson 1996, 179, no. FF11, 18 and 27): two incised before firing and one after firing come from the sanctuary
of Apollo at Kourion. Also from Kourion there are 14 handles incised before firing with a single sign, and two with
a sign incised after firing. From Amathous we have only two handles with a single sign incised before firing. At
Marion, which has yielded over 200 inscriptions incised on vessels, two (or more) inscribed handles with at least
two signs are attested (Smith 2002, 26-27, fig. 9).

As for handles inscribed with a single sign, it is impossible to obtain an overall picture as these are generally
not considered in the collections of texts or in the corpora.’

For the second millennium, of 35 inscriptions in Cypro-Minoan incised on handles, probably only seven
were incised after firing. There thus seems to be a difference between the first and second millennium in terms both
of the frequency and method with which handles were inscribed in the two scripts.

As for the date of the signs on the handle from Misis, the epigraphic analysis cannot add any further infor-
mation with respect to that which is suggested by the excavation data.

In the eighth century BC, only five inscriptions are currently attested in Cypriot Syllabic and can be ascribed
to 750-700 BC. Two short inscriptions on bronze objects come from Paphos: these are Kouklia no. 233 (/CS?% no.
18d) and a container (Masson 1987, 96). A third inscription, found at Kition, is incised on a clay vessel (/CS?,
no. 258a) and the last two come from non-Cypriot sites: one is incised on an Attic amphora from Mende in the
Chalkidiki peninsula (Vokotopoulou, Christidis 1995, 5-12) and the other on an agate seal found in Cilicia in
the Adana region (Poncy ez /. 2001, 18-20). Finally, an inscription consisting of just two signs comes from Ki-
tion-Bamboula (Olivier 2015, 346-347; Egetmeyer 2017, 193-194, no. 13), dated to the CG III; Olivier believes it
to be in Cypriot Syllabic and to belong to the transition between the two Cypriot scripts. Since these are two signs
with a very elementary ductus attested in both scripts, for this inscription, we cannot decide with certainty in favour
of either of the two hypotheses, though the date makes it more likely that this is an inscription in Cypriot Syllabic.

Finally, we should mention three inscriptions that can be dated less precisely: the inscription painted on a
vessel from Palacopaphos (Karageorghis, Karageorghis 1956, 353) dated very approximately to between 900 and
750 BC; the inscription incised after firing on a vessel in the Metropolitan Museum in New York (Karageorghis,
Karageorghis 1956), from the Cesnola excavations and thus without a context, dating to between 750 and 600 BC;
the inscription incised on the foot of a bronze tripod from Delphi (Rolley, Masson 1971, 295-304), whose date
falls between 700 and 600 BC.

Our inscription is thus one of the most ancient in Cypriot Syllabic. Considering that, alongside the inscribed
seal from Adana, an inscription — dated to the seventh century BC — was found at Kilise Tepe (Egetmeyer, Steele
2010, 127-132), the inscription from Misis is further confirmation of the privileged relationship between Cyprus
and Cilicia during these centuries.

3 These data are drawn from the database of Nicolle Hirschfeld (1996), from Masson 1961 and from a database created by Jean-Pierre
Olivier that represents the starting point for the Corpus of Cypriot Syllabic the first volume of which was edited by Artemis Karnava and
Massimo Perna, with the collaboration of Markus Egetmeyer (Karnava, Perna 2020).
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THE INSCRIBED VESSEL FROM MISIS AND ITS CULTURAL
MEANING IN THE CILICIAN SOCIETY OF THE EIGHTH CENTURY BC

Some elements emerging from the analysis conducted hitherto suggest that the vessel to which the fragmentary
handle from Misis belongs may have been made in a Cypriot town. These are the extraneous nature of the fabric,
from a petrographic point of view, from the geological profile of the Misis area and from the coarse ware fabrics
known for Misis, the typological and chronological analysis suggesting Cypriot PW ware, and the presence of
signs incised in Cypriot Syllabic. The similarity with raw materials from the eastern Mesaoria suggested by the
petrographic analysis is very interesting and, if confirmed by future research, will be a significant indicator of the
potential connection of our vessel with Salamis, which was to some extent the economic and territorial heir to
Enkomi (Janes 2015, 155).

As we have already noted, PW amphorae are common in Cyprus in the eighth century BC, but post-firing
multi-sign inscriptions on firmly dated vessels of this kind attributable to such an early date are at the moment
non-existent. Two handles from a bothros in the rural sanctuary at Polis-Peristeries (modern Marion), referred to
pithoid amphorae, bear two- or more-sign inscriptions, but their chronology is still under study and could be later
than the eighth century BC (Smith 2002, 26-27, fig. 9; for contexts see Smith 1997).* At the same time, the in-
cised signs on the handle from Misis are in keeping with the well-known Cypriot practice of marking vessels with
post-firing signs — large, easily visible and placed on the handles — which is typical of the Late Bronze Age (LBA)
and connected to the trade network that at the time was based in the Cypriot polities. In this context — but the
observation can easily be extended to other cultural and chronological contexts — the signs added affer the firing of
the vessel have rightly been interpreted as made 7oz by the manufacturers of the vessels but rather by the operators
who handled them subsequently “in the process of trade, exchange, or deposit” (Hirschfeld 1993; 2002, 95; see also
Valério, Davis 2017). The practice of marking vessels can best be explained by some form of administrative pro-
cedure adopted for the circulation of goods and containers in long distance trade. At Enkomi, the politically most
important site of the Cypriot Late Bronze Age, various potmarking systems have been identified. Incised marks on
the handles of local plain jugs and jars belong to a marking system that differs from those documented at the site
on contemporary Aegean and Canaanite-type amphorae, i.e. on pottery imported from different Mediterranean
regions. Within the potmarking system documented on the local ceramic production, it is important to note that
PW wheelmade jars are the most commonly marked vessels (Hirschfeld 2002, 92; for potmarking at Kition in the
LBA, Smith 2009, 55).

Though the use of writing saw no interruptions after the end of the LBA in Cyprus, the innovations that
emerged during the Cypro-Geometric include the almost complete disappearance of the practice of marking handles
with inscriptions (Steele 2018, 84). The only example has been identified at Kition, inscribed in Cypro-Minoan
and dated to the Cypro-Geometric (Steele 2018, 67, fig. 2.9; see also Smith 2009, 119).

The signs incised on the fragmentary handle from Misis, whose meaning is enigmatic as we have seen,
thus join the older examples of Cypriot Syllabic which in the eighth century BC document the transition from
Cypro-Minoan to the new writing system: of these, at least two were found outside Cyprus (in Cilicia, in the Adana
region, and at Mendes in the Chalkidiki peninsula, mentioned above). As the Phoenician script is widely attested
on Cyprus during this period, all this indicates not just continuity with the previous tradition of literacy, but also
the importance attributed to writing here; as we have already said, its use, from its introduction in the LBA, was
never interrupted and it must have circulated throughout the island.

The signs incised on the handle from Misis do not, however, seem to document an accountancy system
linked to trade, or in any case an administrative practice in force during the eighth century BC: there is no trace
of this either at Misis or in Cyprus. Consequently, we must conclude that the individual responsible for the Misis

4 Interestingly, the handle inscriptions from Polis-Peristeries are normally marked at or near the top of the curve, away from the join with
the body (Joanna Smith, personal communication, July 2020), while the Misis handle bears the inscription just at the join with the shoulder
of the vessel.
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inscription must have had some familiarity both with the earlier Cypriot practices of potmarking and with the
Cypriot syllabic script. The inscription on the handle from Misis does not appear to be one of utilitarian type,
functional to the use of the vessel. Rather, we should ascribe to it a symbolic significance, aimed first and foremost
at establishing a connection with the far more ancient practice of placing writing signs on transport vessels, which
clearly enhanced the value of the container that was exchanged or given as a gift, and that may also have conferred
authority on the person using it (cf. lacovou 2013, 162).

In the early centuries of the first millennium BC and up to the end of the eighth century BC, the export of
transport vessels from the Aegean is extremely limited. This has led to the suggestion that the few examples of Pro-
togeometric or Geometric amphoras found outside the Aegean should be given a symbolic importance within the
system of gift-exchange in which tableware circulated (Luke 2003, 54; Dickinson 2006, 209-210, 215-216; De-
mesticha 2017, 143). The ceremonial meaning that amphorae in PW Ware could take on within specific contexts
of use is well documented by their presence in the Royal Tombs at Salamis, and especially in Royal Tomb 1 (Dikaios
1963, 135, fig. 8 and fig. 35.120, 11 specimens; Karagheorgis 1969, 25-28; see also the Cypriot amphora from
Megiddo, Kleiman, Waiman-Barak, Finkelstein 2018). Belonging to the same Salaminian tomb there was also a
large set of Greek vessels, dating to the Middle Geometric I (Dikaios 1963; Coldstream 2003, 62). The social sig-
nificance ascribed to the Geometric Greek pottery found on Cyprus, which has long been recognized, is signalled
by the fact that its use is limited to the convivial activity of drinking and eating, and its distribution restricted to
the capital cities of the Iron Age kingdoms (Coldstream 1998; Crielaard 1999, 275; Luke 2003; Petit 1993, 707,
fig. 55).

Greek Geometric vessels, and, in smaller quantities, small Cypriot containers in Black-on-Red dating to the
eighth century BC, were also found in the Iron Age settlement at Misis, both in the fill of the Building I casemates
and in the primary and secondary contexts discovered in Building L, which dominated the south-western slopes of
the hoyiik at Misis before the construction of Building I (D’Agata 2019b). These clearly indicate that the local elites
at Misis shared the social values, lifestyle and taste for luxury tableware of the ruling groups of the capital cities of
Cyprus as well as of the Levant.

The amphora to which our inscribed handle belongs may thus have arrived from Cyprus with a cargo of
Greek, and imitations of Greek, tableware, and small containers for perfumed oils, produced on the island. The
inscription on the handle would thus have served to enhance the value of the vessel, connecting it, as we have said,
to the LBA practice of marking transport amphorae and perhaps conferring an official nature on the transaction:
it could thus be ascribed to an ‘entrepreneur’ or to the central authority of one of the Cypriot Iron Age kingdoms
(cf. Tacovou 2013, 142; 2018).

In the eighth century BC, Misis clearly had an entangled culture shaped by continuous cultural interactions
with neighbouring cultures and fed by the presence at the site of groups of different origins: a variety of objects
and, consequently, diverse social traditions and languages, were in use, helping to shape the local inhabitants’
new entangled identities (cf. D’Agata 2019b). The sharing with Cyprus of numerous features of material culture
should also be viewed from the perspective of the development of the Cypriot kingdoms, for which the eighth
century BC was a period rich in crucial transformations, from territorial expansion to the emergence of the earliest
palaces (Hermary 2013; Petit 1996; 2019), from the foundation of extraurban sanctuaries (Papantoniou 2012)
to the formation of regional styles (Fourrier 2007, 101-124; Smith 2009, 237-240; Georgiadou 2014; in general,
see lacovou 2013, 142). For some cities on the island, Cilicia may thus have represented an opportunity for ex-
pansion: economic, commercial, and perhaps even demographic. People with connections to Cyprus are present
at Misis from the foundation of the Iron Age town, which dates back to at least the end of the ninth century BC
(D’Agata 2019b). It is also possible that Misis acted as a hub in the plain of Cilicia for the regional export of im-
ported materials towards the sites located on the eastern edge of the area. Greek Geometric pottery is known at
Sirkeli (Seton-Williams 1954, 138; Kulemann-Ossen, Monninghoff 2019, 119, fig. 21i), Soyali and Hesegin Tepe
(Seton-Williams 1954, 138), and it probably arrived here via Misis. However, it should be stressed that according
to the present state of knowledge, the limited presence of materials imported from Cyprus or from the Aegean in
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the lower plain of the Ceyhan seems to suggest that in the exchange network of the eighth century BC, imports of
fine table ware and small containers of perfumed oil seem to be aimed more at meeting the needs of the local elite
at Misis than at regional distribution.

Finally, we should mention the possibility that the inscription on the amphora was placed there at Misis,
and not in Cyprus. This circumstance, though less plausible since the vessel may have been made in Cyprus, does
not affect the symbolic interpretation of the use of writing as conferring ‘status’ on the inscribed object. Rather,
it underscores the entangled and transcultural character (Stockhammer 2012; 2013; Hitchcock, Maeir 2013)
of Misis’ material culture (D’Agata 2019b) and leads us to reflect on the use of writing in the region during the
eighth century BC. In Cilicia at least three different scripts — Luwian, Phoenician and Cypriot — were in use at
this time, confirming that, in parallel with what has been found for the development of material culture, scripts
and languages were adopted drawing on a variety of different backgrounds, but as Maria Iacovou has noted for
Cyprus (2005, 125; 2013, 134-135), none of the languages, or of the individual artefacts of material culture
in use at Misis (Cypriot, Levantine, Greek), can be definitively attributed to a specific ethnic group; rather, ele-
ments of diverse origin were adopted and reworked at various levels of social complexity to construct a cultural
system that appears unitary.

From this perspective, Misis becomes a case study of the middle ground invoked to understand the com-
posite culture of the colonial world (cf. D’Agata 2019b): with the fundamental distinctions that our city cannot
be compared to a true colonial context (Liverani 1988, 876), and that in the early centuries of the first millen-
nium, as for much of its existence, it fell within the sphere of influence of an imperial power or even belonged
directly to it: in this case Assyria. Whilst during phase 10, corresponding to Building I, the town was probably
under the control of the Adaniot dynasty of Azatiwata, during the earlier phase 11, when the acropolis was occu-
pied by Building L, the political status of Misis is unclear: we do not know to what extent it was the tributary of a
regional power. What does appear to be incontrovertible is that, throughout the eighth century BC, the material
culture in use at the site is the outcome of a phenomenon of transculturalism, generated by the interactions of
social actors of multiple origins, and implying different social and cultural traditions and practices of materiality
at work simultaneously, with the result that new cultural and social identities were successfully developed in this
corner of the Mediterranean.

Acknowledgements

This article was intended for publication in the volume of essays in honour of John Younger: NEQTEPOZX: Studies
in Bronze Age Aegean Art and Archaeology in Honor of Professor John G. Younger on the Occasion of His Retirement,
edited by Brent Davis and Robert Laffineur, and published in the Aegaeum series in 2020. Unfortunately, our re-
search was not complete when the volume was ready to go to print, thus forcing us to change plans for publication.
We hope that the honoree will nonetheless accept it as a small token of our appreciation for his efforts in the field
of Aegean archaeology. Excavation photographs and drawings are by Giampaolo Luglio; photographs of ceramic
materials are by Mauro Benedetti; drawings in Fig. 3e are by Giuliano Merlatti; thin section photographs in Fig.
12a-b are by Valentina Cannavo; photographs and drawings in Figs 3f, 13-14, 15b, and 16 are by Massimo Perna.
Last, but not least, we warmly thank Markus Egetmeyer, Richard Jones, Joanna Smith and Paula Waiman-Barak
for comments and suggestions that have been very helpful in improving our text.

Abbreviations

ICS Masson O. 1961, Les Inscriptions Chypriotes Syllabiques, Paris.
ICS? Masson O. 1983, Les Inscriptions Chypriotes Syllabiques, 2nd edition, Paris.
SU/US  Stratigraphic Unit



22 Anna Lucia D’Agata, Valentina Cannavo, Massimo Perna, Daniele Putorti

References

Appadurai A. (ed.) 1986, The Social Life of Things: Commaodities in Cultural Perspective, Cambridge.

Ballirano P, De Vito C., Medeghini L., Mignardi S., Ferrini V., Matthiae P, Bersani D., Lottici PP. 2014, A Combined Use
of Optical Microscopy, X-ray Powder Diffraction and Micro-Raman Spectroscopy for the Characterization of Ancient
Ceramic from Ebla (Syria), Ceramics International 40, 16409-16419.

Bartusewich R. 2019, Production and Power at Idalion, Cyprus in the First Millennium BCE, Ph.D. diss., University of Massa-
chusetts Amherst. https://scholarworks.umass.edu/dissertations_2/1604/

Blackwell N.G. 2010, Mortuary Variability at Salamis (Cyprus): Relationships between and within the Royal Necropolis and
the Cellarka Cemetery, JMA 23/2, 143-167.

Blue L. 1997, Cyprus and Cilicia: The Typology and Palaeogeography of Second Millennium Harbors, in Swiny S, Hohlfelder R.L.,
Wylde Swiny H. (eds), Res Maritimae: Cyprus and the Eastern Mediterranean from Prebistory to Late Antiquity, Adanta, 31-43.
Crielaard J.P. 1999, Early Iron Age Greek Pottery in Cyprus and North Syria: A Consumption-Oriented Approach, in Cri-
elaard J.P, Stissi V., van Wijngaarden G.]. (eds), The Complex Past of Pottery. Production, Circulation and Consumption of
Mycenaean and Greek Pottery (sixteenth to early fifth centuries BC), Proceedings of the ARCHON International Conference, held

in Amsterdam, 8-9 November 1996, Amsterdam, 261-290.

Coldstream J.N. 1998, Early Greek Pottery in Tyre and Cyprus: Some Preliminary Comparisons, RDAC, 35-44.

Coldstream J.N. 2003, Geometric Greece: 900-700 BC, second edition, London-New York.

Crewe L.A., Knappett C. 2012, Technological Innovations and Island Societies: Wheelmade Pottery on Bronze and Iron Age
Cyprus, in Cadogan G., lacovou M., Kopaka K., Whitley J. (eds), Parallel Lives: Ancient Island Societies in Creta and Cyprus
(BSA Studies 20) London, 175-185.

D’Agata A.L. 2017a, Economia e istituzioni a Misis in Cilicia piana dall’etd del Ferro ai Mamelucchi: nodi teorici ed evidenza
archeologica/Ovalik Kilikyada Demir Cagr'ndan Memliiklere Misiste ekonomi ve kurumlar: teorik diigiimler ve arkeolojik
kanitlar, Arkeoloji ve Sanar 154/Ocak-Nisan, 83-96.

D’Agata A.L. 2017b, Misis, in Novdk M. ¢z al., A Comparative Stratigraphy of Cilicia, AoF 44, 166-169.

D’Agata A.L. 2019a, Interazione culturale e identitd composita: processi di formazione della cultura materiale a Misis nell’eta
del Ferro/ Kiiltiirel Etkilesim ve Karma Kimlik: Misiste Demircaginda Maddi Kiiltiiriin Olusum Asamalari, Arkeologji ve
Sanat 160/Ocak-Nisan, 43-52.

D’Agata A.L. 2019b, Misis (Ancient Mopsouestia) and the Plain of Cilicia in the Early First Millennium BC: Material Entan-
glements, Cultural Boundaries, and Local Identities, SMEA NS 5, 87-110.

Dawdy S. 2006, The Taphonomy of Disaster and the (Re)Formation of New Orleans, American Anthropologist 108, 719-730.

Demesticha S. 2017, Cyprus, in Knapp A.B., Demesticha S., Mediterranean Connections: Maritime Transport Containers and
Seaborne Trade in the Bronze and Early Iron Ages, New York-London, 130-132.

Dickinson O. 2006, 7he Aegean from Bronze Age to Iron Age. Continuity and Change between the Twelfih and Eighth Centuries
BC, Abingdon.

Dikaios P. 1963, A ‘Royal Tomb’ at Salamis, Cyprus, A4, 126-208.

Egetmeyer M. 2017, Script and Language on Cyprus during the Geometric Period: An Overview on the Occasion of two New
Inscriptions, in Steele PM. (ed.), Understanding Relations between Scripts. The Aegean Writing System, Oxford-Philadelphia,
180-221.

Egetmeyer M., Steele PM. 2010, A New Archaic and Possibly Cypriot Inscription from Cilicia, Kadmos 49, 127-132.
Fourrier S. 2006, Les deux dépots archaiques. La céramique amathousienne d’époque archaique, in Fourrier S., Hermary A.
(eds), Amathonte VI. Le sanctuaire d'Aphrodite, des origines au début de [¢poque impériale (ExChypr 17), Paris, 49-126.
Fourrier S. 2007, La Coroplastie Chypriote archaique: identités culturelles et politiques a ['époque des royaumes (Travaux de la

Maison de I'Orient et de la Méditerranée 46), Lyon.

Fourrier S. 2015, La céramique chypriote et levantine d’époque géométrique et archaique, in Caubet A., Fourrier S., Yon M.
(eds), Kition Bamboula VI. Le sanctuaire sous la colline (Travaux de la Maison de I’Orient et de la Méditerranée 67), Paris,
111-227.

Georgiadou A. 2014, Productions et styles régionaux dans l'artisanat céramique de Chypre a I'époque géométrique (Xle-VIIle s.
av. J.-C.), BCH 138, 361-385.

Georgiadou A. 2018, La dimension régionale des échanges entre Chypre et le Levant & 'époque Chyprogéométrique
(XIe-VlIlle s. av. ].C.), in Cannavo A., Thely L. (eds), Les royaumes de Chypre a ['éprenve de ['histoire: transitions et ruptures
de la fin de ['dge du Bronze au débur de [‘époque hellénistique, Athénes, 19-21 mars 2015 (BCH Suppl. 60), Athens, 49-65.



SIGNIFICANT OBJECTS AND THE BIOGRAPHICAL APPROACH 23

Gimatzidis S., Weninger B. 2020, Radiocarbon Dating the Greek Protogeometric and Geometric Periods: The Evidence of
Sindos, PLoS ONE 15/5: €0232906. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0232906

Gjerstad E. 1948, The Swedish Cyprus Expedition 1V, 2. The Cypro-Geometric, Cypro-Archaic and Cypro-Classical Periods, Stockholm.

Gjerstad E. 1960, Pottery Types: Cypro Geometric to Cypro Classical, OpAth 3, 105-122.

Gosden C., Marshall Y. 1999, The Cultural Biography of Objects, World Archaeology 31, 169-78.

Greene E.S., Leidwanger J., Ozdas H.A. 2011, Two Early Archaic Shipwrecks at Kekova Adasi and Kepge Burnu, Turkey, 7he
International Journal of Nautical Archaeology 40, 60-68.

Gunneweg J., Perlman I. 1991, The Origin of the ‘Loop-handle Jars’ from Tell Keisan, Revue Biblique 98, 591-599.

Hermary A. 2013, Building Power: Palaces and the Built Environment in Cyprus in the Archaic and Classical Periods, BASOR
370, 83-101.

Hirschfeld N.E. 1993, Incised Marks (Post-Firing) on Aegean Wares, in C. Zerner (ed.), Wace and Blegen: Pottery as Evidence
Jfor Trade in the Aegean Bronze Age. Proceedings of the International Conference Held at the American School of Classical Studies
at Athens, Athens, December 2-3, 1989, Amsterdam, 311-318.

Hirschfeld N. 1996, 7he PASP Database for the Use of Scripts on Cyprus (Minos Suppl. Vol. 13), Salamanca.

Hirschfeld N.E. 2002, Marks on Pots: Patterns of Use in the Archacological Record at Enkomi, in Smith J.S. (ed.), Script and
Seal Use on Cyprus in the Bronze and Iron Ages (AIA Colloquia and Conference Papers 4), Boston, 49-109.

Hirschfeld N.E. 2014, Signs of Writing? Red Lustrous Wheelmade Vases and Ashkelon Amphorae, in Nakassis D., Gulizio J.,
James S.A (eds), KE-RA-ME-JA: Studies Presented to Cynthia W. Shelmerdine, Philadelphia, 261-269.

Hitchcock L.A., Maeir A.M. 2013, Beyond Creolization and Hybridity: Entangled and Transcultural Identities in Philistia, in
van Pelt P. (ed.), Archacology and Cultural Mixture (Archaeological Review from Cambridge 28/1), Cambridge, 51-74.

Hocking N.R. 2001, Lessons from the Kiln: Reduction Firing in Cypriot Iron Age Pottery, NEA 64/3, 132-149.

Hodos T., Knappett K., Kilikoglou V. 2005, Middle and Late Iron Age Painted Ceramics from Kinet Hoyiik: Macro, Micro
and Elemental Analysis, AnatSt 55, 61-87.

Hoskins J. 1998, Biographical Objects: How Things Tell the Stories of People’s Lives, London.

Tacovou M. 2005, Cyprus at the Dawn of the First Millennium BC: Cultural Homogenization versus the Tiranny of Ethnic
Identification, in Clarke J. (ed.), Archacological Perspectives on the Transmission and Transformation of Culture in the Eastern
Mediterranean, Oxford.

Tacovou M. 2013, The Cypriot Syllabary as a Royal Signature: The Political Context of the Syllabic Script in the Iron Age, in
Steele PM. (ed.), Syllabic Writing on Cyprus and Its Context, Cambridge, 133-152.

lacovou M. 2014, Cyprus during the Iron Age through the Persian Period. From the 11th Century to the Abolition of the
City-Kingdoms (c. 300 BC), in Killebrew A., Steiner M. (eds), 7he Oxford Handbook of the Archaeology of the Levant: ca
8000-332 BCE, Oxford, 795-824.

Tacovou M. 2018, From the Late Cypriot Polities to the Iron Age “Kingdoms”: Understanding the Political Landscape of Cy-
prus from Within, in Cannavod A., Thély L. (eds), Le royaumes de Chypre & I'épreuve de ['histoire: transitions et ruptures de la
fin de [dge du Bronze au début de 'époque hellénistique, Athénes, 19-21 mars 2015 (BCH Suppl. 60), Athens, 8-28.

Janes S. 2015, Death and Burial in the Age of the Cypriot City-Kingdoms: Social Complexity Based on the Mortuary Evi-
dence, BASOR 370, 145-168.

Joy J. 2009 Reinvigorating Object Biography: Reproducing the Drama of Object Lives, World Archacology 41, 540-556.

Karacic S., Osborne J.F. 2016, Eastern Mediterranean Economic Exchange: Fluorescence and Neutron Activation Analysis of
Cypriot-Style Pottery in the Amugq Valley, Turkey, PLoS 11: €0166399. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0166399

Karageorghis V. 1969, Salamis in Cyprus, Homeric, Hellenistic and Roman, London.

Karageorghis V. 2004, Excavations at Kition V1, The Phoenician and Later Levels (Cyprus Department of Antiquities), Nicosia.

Karageorghis V., Karageorghis J. 1956, Some Inscribed Iron-Age Vases from Cyprus. 1. The Vases. II. The Inscriptions, AJA
60, 351-359.

Karnava A., Perna M. 2020, Inscriptiones Cypri Insulae, Consilio et Auctoritate Academiae Scientiarum Berolinensis et Bran-
denburgensis Editae, Pars I, Inscriptiones Cypri Syllabicae, Fasciculus I, Inscriptiones Amathontis Curii Marii, Edid. Artemis
Karnava et Massimo Perna, adiuvante Markus Egetmeyer, Berolini-Novi Eboraci.

Kleiman A., Waiman-Barak P, Finkelstein 1. 2018, A Cypro-Archaic I Amphora from Megiddo, in Shai I., Chadwick
J.R., Hitchcock L., Dagan A., McKinny C., Uziel J. (eds), 7ell it in Gath. Studies in the History and Archaeology of
Israel, Essays in Honor of Aren M. Maeir, on the Occasion of his Sixtieth Birthday (Agypten und Altes Testament 90),
Miinster, 696-708.



24 Anna Lucia D’Agata, Valentina Cannavo, Massimo Perna, Daniele Putorti

Kulemann-Ossen S., Monninghoff H. 2019, Hybridity of Styles: Iron Age Pottery from Sirkeli Héytik, SMEA NS 5, 111, 146.

Liverani M. 1988, Antico Oriente. Storia, Societa, Economia, Roma-Bari.

Luke J. 2003, Ports of Trade, Al Mina and Geometric Greek Pottery in the Levant (BAR-IS 1100), Oxford.

Maeir A.M., Davis B., Horwitz Kolska L., Asscher A., Hitchcock L.A. 2015, An Ivory Bowl from Early Iron Age Tell es-Safi/
Gath (Israel): Manufacture, Meaning and Memory, WorldArch 47, 414-438.

Maritan L., Mazzoli C., Michielin V., Morandi Bonacossi D., Luciani M., Molin G. 2005, The Provenance and Production
Technology of Bronze Age and Iron Age Pottery from Tell Mishrifeh/Qatna (Syria), Archacometry 47, 723-744.

Mason R.B., Cooper L. 1999, Petrographic Analysis of Bronze Age Pottery from Tell Hadidi, Syria, Levant 31, 135-147.

Masson O. 1987, Linscription de la coupe de bronze, in Karageorghis V., A Cypro-Archaic I Tomb at Palacopaphos-Skales,
RDAC 1987, 96.

Masson O. 1996, Inscriptions syllabiques et incisions diverses, in Buitron-Oliver D. (ed.), 7he Sanctuary of Apollo Hylates at
Kourion: Excavations in the Archaic Precinct (SIMA 109), Jonsered, 179-180.

Masson O., Mitford T.B. 1986, Les inscriptions syllabiques de Kouklia-Paphos, Constance.

Nusfiez EJ. 2008, Cypriot Imports from the Phoenician Cemetery of Tyre al - Bass, in Doumet-Serhal C., Networking Patterns
of the Bronze and Iron Age Levant. The Lebanon and its Mediterranean Connections, Beirut, 72-103.

Olivier J.-P. 2015, Inscription syllabique, in Caubet A., Fourrier S., Yon M. (eds), Kition-Bamboula V1. Le sanctuaire sous la
colline (Travaux de la Maison de I'Orient et de la Méditerranée, Série recherches archéologiques 67), Lyon, 346-347.

Papantoniou G. 2012, Cypriot Sanctuaries and Religion in the Early Iron Age: Views from Before and After, in M. Iacovou
(ed.), Cyprus and the Aegean in the Early Iron Age — The Legacy of Nicolas Coldstream, Nicosia, 285-319.

Petit T. 1993, Rapport sur les travaux de I'Ecole Francaise & Amathonte de Chypre en 1992. 3. Le Palais, BCH 117, 696-707.

Petit T. 1996, La céramique grecque du palais d’Amathonte. Description et interprétation, Revue Archéologique, 211-223.

Petit T. 2019, La naissance des cités-royaumes cypriotes, Oxford.

Pefia ].T. 2007, Roman Pottery in the Archaeological Record, Cambridge.

Poncy H., Casabonne O., de Vos J., Egetmeyer M., Lebrun R., Le Maire A. 2001, in Sceau du musée d’Adana. Groupe du
“Jouer de lyre” (VIII siécle a. J.-C.) - Sceaux en verre et cachets anépigraphiques d’époque achéménide - Scaraboides in-
scrits - Scarabées et sceaux égiptisants, Anatolia Antiqua 9, 9-37.

Quinn PS. 2013, Ceramic Petrography: The Interpretation of Archaeological Pottery & Related Artefacts in Thin Section, Oxford.

Rolley C., Masson O. 1971, Un bronze de Delphes 4 inscription chypriote syllabique, BCH 95, 295- 304.

Salmeri G., D’Agata A.L. 2011, Cilicia Survey Project 2000-2010, Pisa.

Salmeri G., D’Agata A.L. 2012, Mopsouhestia, Mamistra, Misis: la storia millenaria di una cittd della Cukurova, Arkeoloji ve
Sanat 139, 128-139.

Seton-Williams M.V. 1954, Cilician Survey, AnatSt 4, 121-174.

Smith J.S. 1997, Preliminary Comments on a Cypro-Archaic Sanctuary, BASOR 308,77-98.

Smith J.S. 2002, Problems and Prospects in the Study of Script and Seal Use on Cyprus, in Smith J. S. (ed.), Scripr and Seal
Use on Cyprus in the Bronze and Iron Ages, Boston, 1-47.

Smith J.S. 2009, Art and Society in Cyprus from the Bronze Age into the Iron Age, Cambridge.

Steele PM. 2018, Writing and Society in Ancient Cyprus, Cambridge.

Stockhammer PW. 2012, Conceptualizing Cultural Hybridization in Archacology, in Stockhammer PW. (ed.), Conceptualis-
ing Cultural Hybridization: A Transdisciplinary Approach (Heidelberg Studies on Asia and Europe in a Global Context 2),
Berlin-Heidelberg, 43-58.

Stockhammer PW. 2013, From Hybridity to Entanglement, from Essentialism to Practice, in van Pelt P. (ed.), Archacology and
Cultural Mixture (Archaeological Review from Cambridge 28/1), Cambridge, 11-28.

Taffet A. 2001, The Likely Locations of Middle and Late Bronze Age Harbors in Cilicia, in Jean E., Dingol A., Durugéniil S.
(eds), La Cilicie: Espaces et pouvoirs locaux (Kilikia: Mekanlar ve Yerel Giicler, M.O. 2. Binyil- M.S. 4. Yiizyil), Uluslararas:
Yuvarlak Masa Toplantis: Bildirileri, Lstanbul 2-5 Kasim 1999 (Varia Anatolica XI1I), Paris-Istanbul, 127-135.

Tschegg C., Ntaflos T., Hein I. 2009, Integrated Geological, Petrologic and Geochemical Approach to Establish Source Mate-
rial and Technology of Late Cypriot Bronze Age Plain White Ware Ceramics, JAS 36, 1103-1114.

Valério M., Davis B. 2017, Cypro-Minoan in Marking Systems of the Eastern and Central Mediterranean: New Methods
of Investigating Old Questions, in Jasink A.M., Weingarten J., Ferrara S. (eds), Non-scribal Communication Media in the
Bronze Age Aegean and Surroundings Areas, (Periploi 9), Firenze, 131-152.



SIGNIFICANT OBJECTS AND THE BIOGRAPHICAL APPROACH 25

Verdan S., Kenzelmann Pfyffer A., Léderrey C. 2008, Céramique géométrique d’Erétrie (Eretria 20. Fouilles et recherches),
Gollion.

Vokotopoulou J., Christidis A.P. 1995, A Cypriot Graffito on an SOS Amphora from Mende, Chalcidice, Kadmos 34, 5-12.

Whitbread I.K. 1989, A Proposal for the Systematic Description of Thin Sections towards the Study of Ancient Ceramic Tech-
nology, in Maniatis Y. (ed.), Archaeometry: Proceedings of the 25th International Symposium, Amsterdam, 127-138.

Winther-Jacobsen K. 2002, Cypriot Transport Amphorae in the Archaic and Classical Period, in Rathje A., Nielsen M., Bund-
gaard Rasmussen B. (eds), Pozs for the Living — Pots for the Dead (Acta Hyperborea 9), Copenaghen, 169-184.

Anna Lucia D’Agata

Consiglio Nazionale delle Ricerche (CNR)

Istituto di Scienze del Patrimonio Culturale (ISPC)
Roma

anna.dagata@cnr.it

Valentina Cannavo

Dipartimento di Scienze Chimiche e Geologiche
Universita di Modena e Reggio Emilia

Via Campi 103

41125 Modena

valentina. cannavo @unimore. it

Massimo Perna

Universita degli Studi di Sassari
Centro Internazionale per la Ricerca
sulle Civilta Egee “Pierre Carlier”
Piazza Corrias

09170 Oristano
maxperna59@gmail.com

Daniele Putorti

Via Fabrizio Vassalli 1
00123 Roma
daniele.putorti@gmail.com






