To what extent was the significance for pottery for exploring interconnections in the EARLY bronze age: Filia/Chalcolithic Cyprus’ Exchange with anatolia
[image: http://apd.farli.org/_/rsrc/1472875670766/home/banner%202.jpg]By charlotte KerslakeFigure 1: Chalcolithic Pottery,  Indicated by unique patterning and colouration native to Cyprus (Early-Mid Chalcolithic Period).  
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INTRODUCTION:



This report aims to objectively look at the evidence of pottery spread throughout Cyprus and the Mediterranean of Chalcolithic Pottery through trading of commodities, gift exchange, as well as exploring the Anatolian Trade Network. As well as this the outline will present the theory on Itinerant Craftsmen and their impact upon the spread of Chalcolithic Pottery.

Examples will be provided from multiple sites to be used for an accurate dataset and a wide range of examples in order to accurately discuss the significance of Pottery and the interconnections in the Mediterranean and the Near East.

To do this, you must first understand the dating of the period of the Chalcolithic:

Chalcolithic
·  Early Chalcolithic, 3900/3800-3500 BCE
· Middle Chalcolithic, 3500-2800 BCE
·  Late Chalcolithic, 2800-2500/2300 BCE

Early Bronze 

· Early Bronze & Early Cypriot I, 2500/2300-2075 BCE
· Early Bronze &Early Cypriot II, 2075-2000 BCE
·  Early Bronze & Early Cypriot III, 2000-1900 BCE

(Timeline from The Foundation for Archaeological Research in the Land of Israel)




To always understand the spread of the Pottery you must first understand the location of the Archaeological Sites spread through Cyprus and the area in which all three of the sites within the dataset provided:

[image: Map of Cyprus showing the location of Politiko-Kokkinorotsos and other relevant sites. Â ]






Fig 2: Map of Archaeological Sites within Cyprus, and the layout of the island. 


[image: http://www.rc.umd.edu/sites/default/files/imported/editions/mws/lastman/images/medmap.jpg]





Fig 3: Map of Mediterranean. 






THEORY:



It is important to question what kind of exchanges and interconnections demonstrated by the remains of pottery in the Bronze-Age, but even more important to understand what kind of exchanges took place and interpret the meaning behind each exchange. The circulation of crafted objects in particular can help explore human interactions in the creation and movement of Pottery for the consequential social bonds created in the exchange whether through Gift or Commodity. (L. Steele 2013) 

Long-distance Exchange and Foreign Trade allowed communities and peoples to obtain commodities and resources they lacked from distant shores, in order to make up for lack of raw materials on their part. More complex vessels of pottery or more luxury items could be seen as playing a role in displaying prestige and status within one’s own community. (A Merderos .et al 2001) There are two types of Exchange associated with this; one being the bulk commodity exchange between the mercantile class, second the gift exchange between palaces being first and foremost, however this paper will be focusing more less upon palatial sites - But the theory will be discussed. (L. Steele 2013) The focus of this paper is upon the smaller scale trade between small-scale communities during the Middle-Late Chalcolithic towards the beginning of the Early Bronze Age/Early Cypriot I, and the social context and practices behind the exchanges themselves.

Commodity Branding is the theory in which we associate ourselves with the ‘branding’ of capitalism and gain insight form comparing periods of different times, for example Urban Revolution could provide information or insight into the Neolithic Revolution, taking information and change over time to cross-reference different revolutions and advances. E.G. Comparing potter’s marks to modern day brands that are widely circulated today. (D. Wengrow 2008)



CHALCOLITHIC CYPRUS:





The Chalcolithic Period within Cyprus covered the prehistory of Cyprus before the Bronze Age, and Early Cypriot I shortly after the Neolithic. It’s main source of trade seems to come from copper and pottery wares over, mostly over the Late period however.

Chalcolithic
·  Early Chalcolithic, 3900/3800-3500 BCE
· Middle Chalcolithic, 3500-2800 BCE
·  Late Chalcolithic, 2800-2500/2300 BCE

(Timeline from The Foundation for Archaeological Research in the Land of Israel)


The Chalcolithic Period within Cyprus is one of major change and upheaval akin slightly to a revolution or advance of sorts in both technology and social aspects of Cypriot society. This ranged from more advanced tools made with copper, to an advance in pottery vessels and a distinctly unique shape and colouration of the clays, more prevalent in Early and Middle Chalcolithic Cyprus than in the Late. (K. Hamma, J.W. Flanagan. 1991 K. Hamma and James W. Flanagan. Chalcolithic Cyprus. (American School of Oriental Research 1991). In this period, we see an emerging connection between Cyprus and nearby societies within the Mediterranean such as the Anatolians and their vast trading network.



KISSONERGA MOSFILIA:



Kisssonerga Mosfilia is located at the southern edge of the island of Cyprus, upon the western side as shown in FIG 2 previously. Excavations over the past 30 years show the site itself is mostly represented by post holes and pits, as well as small foundations of roundhouses and buildings which is typical of Chalcolithic excavations. The site itself seemed to have flourished with abundance of trade due to proximity to the coast. Sadly, the Early Chalcolithic cannot be represented at the site due to lack of evidence however the Middle Chalcolithic has revealed examples of the distinctive Red-On-White pottery designs of the Early/Middle Chalcolithic.  (The British Museum)
The Settlement seems to have dwindled until the Late-Chalcolithic (Around 2700-2400) where we see signs of trading partners come into play at the site where we see the emergence of new pottery types introduced to the Cypriots.  Pottery distinguishable to be part of the Anatolian Trade Network due to the reddish hue and fire of the clay, as well as reproductions of Anatolian pottery found in the area surrounding the site itself.  Not only this but we see the style reflected in the pottery of the Late-Chalcolithic where they use the same reddish hue of the Anatolian designs and start producing their own, abandoning for the most part the distinctive Red-On-White displays of previous years. 
In the Pithos House we see examples of this with the 37 different pottery vessels found within. (British Museum) This is due to the apparent abandonment of the site where many objects were left behind and intact.

LEMBA:


Lemba is also situated upon the South-Western side, and shares similar dates with Kissonerga Mosfilia with occupation and abandonment. Excavations in the past 40 years have revealed a series of Roundhouses that have been artfully reconstructed upon the site at nearby. 

The Early Chalcolithic seems to reveal that there was abundant activity in the region albeit smaller than Kissonerga Skalia and Kissonerga Mosfilia, yet the pottery record still remains through fragmented pieces. Mostly dating from the Early-to-Mid Chalcolithic but with some examples form the later Chalcolithic also where we again see the change form Red-On-White towards the more uniform reddish brown which seems to resemble the Anatolian Wares.

Only Small fragments of pottery have been found here with only a few shurds which could be attributed to being part of the Anatolian Trade Network, however they are too small to be entirely certain. (P. Croft Lemba and Kissonerga 1999 )


KISSONERGA SKALIA:


Kissonerga Skalia shares the occupation times more or less as both Lemba and Kissonerga Mosfilia, with similar finds, however there was a lack of post-holes or roundhouses due to terraced leveling of later occupations, however there were burials found in shaft/pit graves.

There appeared to be an abundance of pottery types from each period, dating back from Early Chalcolithic towards Early Bronze Age in the top-most layers. Clay-Spindle and ground stones were also found in abundance as with the other sites. 

This included the distinctive Red-On-White as well as the later red/burgundy uniform of the Late-Chalcolithic as well as pieces which were no doubt form the Anatolian Trade Network.


OTHER EVIDENCE:



Two Vessels were excavated in Tarsus, dating from the Filia Stage of Chalcolithic Cyprus, which is the transitional stage which overlaps with Early Cypriot 1.

Terracotta Pendants/Figurines spread across multiple sites including Ermi and Kalavassos-Ayious. (M.J. Mellink 1991)



DISCUSSION OF EVIDENCE & CONCLUSION:




The Early to Middle Chalcolithic see’s very little evidence for trade of pottery however we know that the connection of trade and the influence of the Anatolian Trade Network is there due to the slow transition from the Red-On-White distinctive patterns used since the transitional period which continues on from the Neolithic is abandoned and the uniform red/burgundy fired clay vessels from the Anatolian Trade Network diminishes.  We also know from evidence presented that the Anatolians were invested in Cyprus for both pottery and copper trade throughout this period. (M.J. Mellink 1991)

We also see the exchange of Terracotta Pottery pendants found, pointing to further evidence for trade, or even gift exchange. The pots themselves would most likely be used in the outlined theory of bulk-commodity exchange, with the trading of materials inside the objects rather than the vessels themselves.  Either that, or perhaps they sought to acquire the Chalcolithic pots themselves in order to show their abundance of wealth via trading and show off their prestige by displaying their abundance of exotic wares for all to see. Which could be an indication of gift exchange as well, either competitive or merely as greeting gift.  (Steele 2013) This would infer a social interaction behind the gift exchange and meaning behind it as most certainly is the case with the exchange of the terracotta figurines which could likely not be seen as a commodity themselves.

In conclusion, to what extent was Pottery significant to surmising Trade and Exchange within the Early Bronze Age?  The evidence would make it seem that the exchange of gift between the Anatolians and the Cypriots was prevalent but cannot be used alone to measure the existence of a significant trade interaction between Filia/Chalcolithic and Anatolia although we know historically there was a connection there between the overlap between Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age. We can surmise that the vessels themselves were more likely to be commodities due to their abundance, whereas the only way to suggest gift exchange would have been through the Terracotta Figurines and Pendants found within the outlying areas. 
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