How were the Phoenicians able to dominate Mediterranean trade in the late bronze age and early iron age?

Here we will be exploring how the Phoenicians were able to achieve so much success in Mediterranean trade from the late Bronze age to the early Iron age. We will be doing this we will first have to determine what we consider to be success and domination over trade, we will then go onto to examine various bits of evidence that helps to support the thesis and how they were able to achieve domination over trade as a result. 
In determining what makes a successful trade civilisation, I looked for a set of traits that would determine a successful trader in general. Two of the traits I found that could be applied to an ancient civilisation such as the Phoenicians. These were, having a commitment towards trading and doing it fulltime and smart planning (Cook 2006). Using these traits and applying them to the Phoenicians, we may get a good sense of whether they were successful. The reason that I chose these two traits is that commitment to trading would be cultural and therefore there would a drive among the people to be successful, and smart planning would be an indicator as it would show that they were intelligent traders, the combination of these two traits being a recipe for success. 
Did the Phoenicians dominate trade in the late Bronze age and early Iron age? To answer this, we will look at three different aspects of the Phoenician’s success. These are, their extensive trade networks, their successful colonies and the spread of the Phoenicians culture. 
The Phoenicians had an extensive trade network that dated back to the late Bronze age. We see this in evidence of them being present in the Western Mediterranean as early as 1000BC, as evidenced by Phoenician shipwrecks lying off the coast of Spain, this particular wreck having hit the Bajo de la Campana reef (Urbanus 2016). In the article, Urbanus goes onto tell us that the Phoenicians ‘made the world smaller and linking the eastern and western Mediterranean like no one had before’ (Urbanus 2016). While this article is clearly made to draw in a potential audience and gain interest for the topic. It should be noted that the very fact that the Phoenicians were able to extend their reach far from their home in the Eastern Mediterranean, does indicate that they were in fact successful as traders. The reason for this being, that as a result of their further reach, they would have had access to more trading partners and as a result they would have had more goods to sell. However, despite being evidenced as having a presence in the Western Mediterranean, it was in fact the Eastern Mediterranean that possessed the richer markets that would have made the Phoenicians the most profit (Puckett 2012). We see this in evidence of trade with both Assyria and Egypt, we also know that the Phoenicians invested in the improvement of harbours outside of their own control in order to improve foreign trade connections (Puckett 2012), which shows a commitment to establishing a long-term trade agreement. This clearly shows both a commitment to trading and smart long-term planning and as a result fits the two aforementioned criteria.
Without a doubt the creation of widespread trading networks, meant that the Phoenicians were able to dominate the trade in the Mediterranean, having much further reach than the others as aforementioned, they were the first to accomplish this. Meaning that even if someone can by later and established trade links as extensive as the Phoenicians, they would have had somewhat of a head start and as a result, an advantage.  
The spread of the Phoenicians colonies is perhaps in my opinion one of the greatest reasons for their success in trading. This allowed them to set up trade centres, which they controlled, far from their home in the Eastern Mediterranean. While the Phoenicians did colonise the Levant, and Cyprus, which would have contributed to their trading success particularly in the East (Negbi 1992) It was their Western most colonies such as Carthage and Gadir (Puckett 2012) that may have been the larger contributor to their success in Mediterranean trade. Carthage being of particular interest as it had a very central location in the Mediterranean and as a result would have allowed for much easier trade with Italy, Spain, Africa and Western Europe. We know that the Phoenicians were present in the Western Mediterranean as early as the early 9th Century BC which is when the urban centre of Gadir is theorised to have been colonised from (Urbanus 2016) however it is argued that the Western mediterannean was collonised as early as the 10th Century BC (Negbi 1992). Urbanus also states that the costal ports were also ‘almost always located in strategic positions’ (Urbanus 2016), such as on peninsulas, with good access to rivers to trade further inland, and also in places with natural harbours where ships could safely dock (Urbanus 2016).  It is also important to note that a lot of the colonies in Iberia were not merely trade ports, but were in fact economically independent of the Levant region in which the Phoenicians had their home ports (Puckett 2012), evidence of this comes from the fact that the colonies were said to have been well planned, had their own craftsmen, farmers and slaves (Puckett 2012). This would have been beneficial as the colonies could then support each other without being reliant on imported goods. We can see from the establishment of these colonies that the Phoenician’s were determined to spread their influence across the whole of the Mediterranean, in doing so they most certainly show that they were planning ahead, as having numerous culturally friendly ports across the entirety of the sea would have no doubt been massively beneficial for trade. The rise of the city state Carthage centuries later which began its life as a mere colony of Phoenicia, no doubt proves the theory that the colonies were indeed a somewhat proof of the fact the Phoenicians were a dominant trading power. 
[bookmark: _Hlk38396826]Another of the ways in which we can show that the Phoenicians were the most successful traders of the late Bronze age and early Iron age is in the way that their culture was able to influence others. Perhaps the most obvious way this happened is in their script. As previously mentioned, Cyprus was where the Phoenicians began some of their earliest colonies such at Kition in the mid ninth century BC (Negbi 1992), however Negbi argues that the Phoenicians were present on Cyprus much earlier in the 12th Century BC. As a result, we can suggest that Cyprus would have been very highly influenced by Phoenician culture. A particular Bronze bowl, found in the cemetery of Tekke show a Phoenician inscription, which is what some scholars believe to be among the first evidence of the use of the Greek alphabet (Negbi 1992). Homer himself supports the fact that the Phoenicians had cross cultural links with the Greeks, as in the Odyssey, we see that the King of the Sidonions, Phaedimus gave Menelaus a silver mixing bowl (Odyssey 4 609-619). The Sidonions being the Phoenicians. It makes sense, as a result of the widespread expansion and successes of the Phoenicians that the various Greek city states of this period would have fallen under the influence of their trade empire as stated by Wolfgang Röllig, referring to it as a ‘sphere of influence’ (Röllig 1992). This cultural crossover would have likely been helped as the Phoenicians were considered to be ‘Cultural middlemen’ (Isakhan 2006). Isakhan states that the Phoenicians took ideas from multiple cultures into their own and spread them to all the different cultures that they came into contact with, including the Greeks (Isakhan 2006). He also states that the very concept of democracy could have been given to the Greeks from the Phoenicians as he tells us that the Phoenician rulers had alongside them an assembly with who they consulted with (Isakhan 2006). Further evidence of this can be shown in how later on the Phoenician colonies developed their own ‘more sophisticated democracies’ (Isakhan 2006). This spreading of influence, while not a conscious choice made by the Phoenicians, does prove that they were a successful trading civilisation, as the cultural crossovers that they achieved would have not been possible without either trade or conquest, and we know that the Phoenicians did not conquer Greece. 
While not aforementioned, it is perhaps important to note that the Phoenicians did have another edge in their trading game so to speak. This being their access to some very expensive and lucrative goods. The most famous and expensive of these being the purple dye that they produced (Urbanus 2016). It is said that the methods used to make the dye were kept a secret (Cooksey 2013), meaning that the monopoly over the production must have been of great importance to the Phoenicians. The snails that the dye is made from, in that period being known specifically having come from Tyre, which gives the dye its name ‘Tyrian purple’ (Cooksey 2013). No doubt this monopoly over the trade and their willingness to protect this monopoly over the production of this precious dye does in fact show intelligent planning knowing that the dye was perhaps their most valuable resource. It could be argued in fact that the very existence of the dye itself and its ties to the region is what allowed the Phoenicians to become so successful in the first place. We know that purple cloth, as early as the 1st Millennium BC was a highly sought-after commodity and even much later when it was worn exclusively by Roman Emperors (Cooksey 2013). It is also known that the dye itself very expensive, which is what would have made it so sought after due to its association with the elite, and as a result was ‘worth its weight in silver or gold’ (Cooksey 2013). It should also be noted that the very name ‘Phoenician’ comes from the Greek ‘Blood red’ in reference to the dye (Urbanus 2016), this in itself shows just how influential the dye was to the Phoenicians as it gave them their name. 
Perhaps a lesser but no less important issue regarding the reason that the Phoenicians were successful is a combination of both the colonies and the extensive trade networks, which link together. But it was in fact their ability to supply a demand, the demand being for metals, especially silver (Urbanus 2016). They got this silver primarily from Southern Iberia, and it is said that this was in fact one of the primary reasons as to why the Phoenicians were driven to expand into the western Mediterranean in the first place (Urbanus 2016). Southern Spain is referred to as being ‘the ancient worlds richest sources in terms of Metals’ (Urbanus 2016) and as a result the Phoenician’s securing control over and mining the resources in that region would have no doubt been a highly successful endeavour for them. This willingness to travel so far for resources does show dedication and therefore also fits within our criteria for a successful trader. 
So, to answer our original question, the Phoenicians were able to dominate the trade of the Mediterranean in the late Bronze age and the early iron age mostly due to just how expansive their trading empire was. Not only the far-reaching connections they had, but also the colonies that they set up along the way to aid in their reach and to act as trading hubs in their own right. This allowed the Phoenicians to expand their own influence far beyond their original place in the eastern Mediterranean bringing along with them their writing system, their idea and their trade goods. Their successes can still be seen today in the Latin script we use to write with being an evolution of the Phoenician script. 
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