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New Insights on Burial Practices at the

Late Bronze Age City of Hala Sultan Tekke, Cyprus

Peter . ischer

1. The history of excavations of tombs at Hala Sultan Tekke

In 1894 J.L. Myres opened a number of trenches west of the Larnaca Salt Lake
without finding any cultural layers except for stray sherds. In 1897 and 1898 rep-
resentatives of the British Museum opened a number of tombs near the mosque.1

The main objective of these diggings was to find spectacular finds. These expedi-
tions, which lasted only a few weeks and were carried out with some 40 workers,
were led by H.B. Walters, assistant on the staff of the Greek and Roman Museum
Department of the British Museum, and J.W. Crowfoot, a student at the British
School at Athens. Their records were of low standard and cannot be used to locate
the tombs which they excavated. It appears from the material which could be
traced that Crowfoot’s scantily recorded tombs can be dated mainly to Late Cyp-
riot (LC) II–III.
Rescue excavations were carried out in 1968 by the Department of Antiquities

of Cyprus led V. Karageorghis who excavated two partly preserved rich Late
Bronze Age tombs (Tombs 1 and 2) to the west of the mosque whichwere exposed
due to erosion and partly looted.2 In 1974, during levelling work another one or
more tombs were discovered in the area west and in front of the mosque.3

In the 1970s P. Åström, the then-director of the Swedish excavations at Hala
Sultan Tekke (re)excavated several disturbed and looted tombs.4 In 1979, as a
result of electro-magnetic prospecting an undisturbed intramural LC IIIA shaft-
tomb (Tomb 23) with rich burial gifts for a single 30–40-year-old male, was dis-
covered by the co-author of this paper assisted by L. Åström.5 In 1982, another
LC II tomb (MLA 1162) was accidentally discovered some 50 m north of Tombs
1 and 2.6 Yet another tomb was exposed in 1983 during construction work for the
parking lot in front the mosque approximately 50 m south-east of Tombs 1 and 2
(MLA 1173),7 which was later published by Samaes and Nys.8 This tomb seems
to have been used from LC IIA(?) to the beginning of LC IIIA.

1 Bailey, 1976; Fischer, 2012a, 74.
2 Karageorghis, 1976.
3 Karageorghis, 1984, 922.
4 E.g. Åström et al., 1983, passim.
5 Fischer, 1980, 16–18, 33–34; Schulte-Campbell, 1983; Niklasson, 1983, 183.
6 See above; Karageorghis, 1983, 915.
7 Karageorghis, 1984, 922.
8 Samaes / Nys, 2010
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2. The present project

After the untimely passing of P. s r m n 008 h Swedi h
Su tan ekke und r h direct rship f .M. i cher
c ourse o f e ight easons f h r esumed xcavation hree e c it
quarters, viz. CQ1–3, were located and partly exposed in the northern part of the
city close to the Bronze Age harbour (fig. 1).9 This area corresponds to the western
shore of today’s Larnaca Salt Lake which was formed when the harbour became
a lagoon cut off from the Mediterranean at the outgoing 2ndMillennium B.C.E.10

In 2013, a ramural tomb, hat dat s to C o nd n Q2 . h s
tomb, which had already been disturbed in Late Cypriot times, contained, inter
alia, numerous textile production tools and cylinder seals.11

Fig. 1: Topographic map of the areas of excavation at Hala Sultan Tekke
(drawing M. Al-Bataineh and T. Bürge).

9 Fischer, 2011; Fischer, 2012a; Fischer, 2012b; Fischer / Bürge, 2013; Fischer / Bürge,
2014; Fischer / Bürge, 2015; Fischer / Bürge, 2016; Fischer / Bürge, 2017a; Fischer /
Bürge, i che
10 Fischer, 2017.
11 Fischer / Bürge, 2014, 75–77
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Fig. 2: Air photograph of Area A (foreground), and the mosque of Hala Sultan
Tekke and the Salt Lake (background) looking east
(photo T. Bürge and P.M. Fischer).

In 2013 and 2014 a urvey ub equent eoph sical u vey magne-
tometer, georadar) were carried out in Area A – a plateau approximately 600 m
east of CQ1 and opposite the mosque (figs. 1–3). The surface survey led to the
discovery and subsequent excavation of a Late Cypriot well, which was reused as
a tomb in LC IIIA (Tomb A; fig. 3 shows the position of the so far excavated
geophysical anomalies). This tomb contained six human skeletons and the skele-
ton of a fairly large dog.12 Following this discovery, geophysical prospecting of
roughly 1.1 ha indicated roughly 80 circular anomalies (“pits”).13

The following features, which were excavated 2014–2017, are of main rele-
vance to this paper:

• Chamber Tomb X
• Shaft Tomb LL
• The six Offering Pits B, P, Z6, Z7, V and GG

12 Fischer / Bürge, 2015.
13 Trinks, 2015.
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articulated human craniumwhich appeared in the north-eastern portion of the dou-
ble chamber. Other non-articulated human bones, many of them fragmented, were
found along the periphery of the two chambers in addition to 272 mainly intact
teeth. Of these, 120 teeth are from the western chamber, Locus 48 West (= L48
West), and 152 teeth from L48 East. The estimation of the minimum number of
buried individuals (17) and their age at death is based on the teeth, viz. their num-
ber, type and degree of development and attrition.14

In L48 West the minimum number of the buried individuals is eight. Their
estimated age is as follows: one infant 5–6 years, one infant 6–8 years, two infants
8–10 years, four adults of whose two are roughly between 20 and 30 years and
two around 40 years. In L48 East the minimum number of the buried individuals
is nine. The estimated age is as follows: four infants 6–9 years, five adults of
whom three are roughly 20–30 years, one around 40 years and one between 40
and 50 years. No severe pathological conditions could be distinguished in the os-
teological remains of the eight infants and the nine adults. Some teeth show cari-
ous lesions. Many of the teeth of the adults are covered with calculus which in
most cases leads to periodontal disease, i.e. the premature loosening and finally
losing of the teeth.
The sequence of the burials of the seventeen individuals could not be fully

established because the tomb was used during a considerable period. There are,
however, numerous undisturbed or only slightly moved finds along the periphery
of the tomb, which enabled us to present a stratigraphic model of the sequence of
the burials and the associated burial gifts.
The obvious disorder amongst the skeletal remains has a common element,

viz. that the tomb has been reused for several interments. Prior to each interment,
the skeletal remains and finds were swept aside along the periphery of the tomb
(fig. 5). Finally, at the end of the life span of the tomb it had been reopened once
again in order to prepare it for (an)other burial(s). Again, skeletons and finds were
swept aside along the periphery of the tomb where the majority of the skeletal
remains and intact vessels were found. Afterwards, the tomb was closed again
without a new interment and not reopened until our excavations in 2016, as no in
situ burials could be traced. This tomb may have accidentally opened by people
who prepared for another burial or when they dug for a well: Obviously, they were
not aware of the presence of a tomb but when they realized that they in fact were
digging into a grave they closed it again without looting it. Another explanation
may be that a secondary treatment took place (see below). Considering the num-
ber and nature of the finds that were found by the expedition the tomb was not
looted.

14 Fischer, 1986, 6–46; AlQahtani et al., 2010.
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Fig. 4: Tomb X; not all finds are included in the drawing
(drawing M. Al-Bataineh).



Fig. 5: Tomb X: south-eastern part with repositioned skeletal remains
and tomb gifts (photo P.M. Fischer).

Comments on the pottery and chronology

The oldest possible date of this tomb is provided by imports – for instance, a Late
Minoan (LM) IB / Late Helladic (LH) IIA jug, together with a number of Cypriot
produced vessels, including White Painted VI and White Slip I, and to some ex-
tent numerous vessels of Base-Ring I, and Red Lustrous Wheel-made Ware. The
most recent acceptable date for the tomb is also offered by local and Mycenaean
imported pottery. Between these two chronologically separated groups of finds is
the bulk of

followed y and
plies that the transitions between these periods of burial
to several interments in each of the periods.

15 Only vessels with complete or almost complete profiles or those with distinctive deco-
ration will be discussed.

2017] New Insights on Burial Practices at Hala
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Fig. 6: Tomb X: LH IIA / LM IB beaked jug (1), White Painted VI bowl (2),
White Slip I bowl (3), Base-ring I jug (4), tankard (5) and twin juglets
(6), Red Lustrous Wheel-made platter (7) and spindle bottle (8)
(drawings . l- at ineh).



Vessels belonging to the most ancient burials

Amongst the approximately 80 vessels is an import, which comes from the west-
ern chamber and provides a convenient relative date and a terminus post quem: a
LH IIA / LM IB beaked jug (FS16 141; fig. 6:1) which is amongst the earliest
known Aegean imports to Cyprus.17 Selected parallels from both spheres of cul-
tures include a find from Cyprus itself: a cup with a corresponding papyrus motif
fromLimassol Enaerios Tomb 621-VI, which is described as LM IB (= LH IIA).18

A related beaked jug comes from Volos/Iolkos Tomb 6 which is dated there to the
LH IIB period.19 The production date of our beaked jug might well have been just
before or at the beginning of Hatshepsut’s / Thutmosis III’s reign.
Amongst the oldest locally produced vessels from Tomb X is a hemispherical

bowl of White Painted VI ware (fig. 6:2). Usually, this ware is dated from late
Middle Cypriot III to the beginning of LC IB.20 A close parallel comes from Lak-
sha tou Riou (north of the Larnaca Salt Lake), Tomb 4.21However, the chronology
of White Painted wares is problematic as good parallels from undisputable strati-
graphical contexts are not known to the authors.
Another locally produced bowl which can be used to define the highest possi-

ble date for our tomb is of White Slip I ware (fig. 6:3). The renewed excavations
at Tell el-cAjjul produced – in addition to late Middle Bronze Age pottery –
mainly Late Bronze Age pottery of which many vessels were imported from Cy-
prus but also the remainder of the southern Levant and Egypt.22White Slip I mon-
ochrome and bichrome decorated appears at Tell el-cAjjul in H5A, the more recent
sub-stratum of H5. H5A starts in LC IA2.23 As regards chronology there are – in
addition to the well-stratified ceramic material from H8 (oldest) to H1 at Tell el-
cAjjul24 – 48 pieces of pumice which hint at absolute dates. According to Neutron
Activation Analyses of these 48 samples of pumice, 45 samples are from the Mi-
noan eruption of the Thera volcano (and only one from the Pre-Minoan eruption
at Thera and two from Nisyros).25 The absolute date of the Minoan eruption of
the Thera volcano is a hotly discussed topic. The conventional (low) chronology,
which mainly is based on the Egyptian genealogy and appearance of White Slip I
at Tell el-Dabca, dates the eruption in the second half of the 16th century B.C.E.26

16 FS refers to Furumark Shape and FM to Furumark Motif; see Furumark, 1941.
17 Valuable input on the Mycenaean pottery has thankfully been received from P. Mount-
joy and R. Jung.
18 Karageorghis / Violaris, 2012, 112, 176: pl. 44:4; here described as “lily-flowers” FM 9.
19Mountjoy, 1999, 834, fig. 334:36; see context in Theochares / Theochares, 1970.
20 Åström, 1972a, 700; see more recent discussion in Crewe, 2007, 35–36, 113–115;
Maguire, 2009, 69–75; see also Manning, 2014, 189, fig. 36.
21Myres, 1897, 150, fig. 7:12.
22 Two seasons of excavations produced 830 sherds/vessels from Cyprus, 55 from the Jor-
dan Valley / Southern Lebanon and 31 from Egypt; Fischer 2003: 264, tables 1 and 2.
23 Fischer, 2003, 273–279.
24 Fischer / Sadeq, 2000; Fischer / Sadeq, 2002; Fischer, 2003; Fischer, 2009.
25 Fischer, 2003, 265–271, see esp. 270, table 5. The NAA analyses were kindly carried
out by M. Bichler, Atomic Institute, University of Vienna.
26 See e.g. Bietak, 2003; Warren, 2009; Wiener, 2009.
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placed in the last quarter of the 17th century B.C.E.27 This high chronology has
support in the radiocarbon dates from Tell el-cAjjul.28 However, the well-known
calibration plateau in this timespan, i.e. roughly 1675 cal B.C.E. to 1525 cal
B.C.E.,29 would also allow a lower date for the Theran eruption according to the
dates from Tell el-cAjjul – unless pumice from the Minoan eruption would appear
in the so far insufficiently excavated occupational layer H6 which predates H5B
at Tell el-cAjjul and which would support a high chronology.30 Based on stylistic
grounds, viz. the quite sloppily applied monochrome decoration of the bowl from
Tomb X, we propose to date this vessel quite near the end of the life span of White
Slip I with a proposed date around the middle of the 15th century B.C.E.
Excellently executed Base-ring I is nother – o so e ex

ca be used o establish he highest ossib e ate o Tomb X Ten f he
re o de Base-ring vessel from omb X belo g to h ri g
inc ude o r owl , wo tankard , jug two juglets, and a twin juglet. s regards

can distinguishbetween two sub-groups in the tomb: the
shows a red - ustrou n suall

vessels; the second, “GreyBase-ring I”, which is most commonly re
larg vessels, has dark grey and o e ime almost bla k u fac which

slightly lustrous although there are also matt variants.
Amongst “Red Base-ring I” is a small tankard with plastic decoration (N66;

fig. 6:5), several juglets amongst which are twin juglets with a shared handle and
plastic and incised, herringbone decoration (N61; fig. 6:6), another juglet with
plastic decoration and a bowl. All of them are thin-walled and very hard fired.
“Grey Base-ring I” is represented, inter alia, by a tankard and an almost 50 cm
high jug (fig. 6:4).
According to Åström32 the production of Base-ring I began already in LC

IA2 in the 16th century B.C.E. and continues at least until LC IIA2, thus in-
cluding the reign of Thutmosis III and much of the LC IB period. However, it
should be emphasized that Åström’s classification is mainly based on tomb
material of an uncertain chronology, as at the beginning of the 1970s, when
Åström published his book, well stratified Base-ring I material was – and still
is – scarce. Manning33 dates “the adoption of mature Base-ring I” to roughly
the mid-16th century B.C.E. As far as export is concerned it seems to be evident
from a number of publications that it culminated in Egypt during the reign of

27 Friedrich / Heinemeier, 2009; Manning, 2014, 189, fig. 36 and passim.
28 Fischer, 2003; Fischer, 2009, 264–265, fig. 4.
29 E.g. Bronk Ramsey et al., 2004.
30 In the last season at Tell el-cAjjul only 64 square meters of H6 have been exposed; see
Fischer / Sadeq, 2002.
31 Our modified “Swedish system”, which subdivides Base-ring ware into Base-ring I and
Base-ring II, is used here. The validity of the “Swedish system” can be questioned and a
new system of classification was proposed based on ware types; see Vaughan, 1991; 2001.
Unfortunately, this was never followed up.
32 Åström, 1972a, 700.
33Manning, 2014, 189, fig. 36.



Thutmosis III,34 which is also confirmed by the bulk of this ware in H3–4 at
Tell el-cAjjul.35

A further group of vessels, which would support the possibility that Tomb X
could have been used for the first time before the reign of Thutmosis III, consists
of seven spindle bottles (one in fig. 6:8) and a platter of Red Lustrous Wheel-
made ware (fig. 6:7). The provenance of this distinctive ware is still under discus-
sion. Besides (North) Syria, Cilicia, and even Egypt,36 now mainly Cyprus37 and
Anatolia38 are discussed as places of origin or manufacture. It is not excluded that
it was produced both on Cyprus and Anatolia. However, Knappett et al.39 sug-
gested that this ware derives from a single source, with northern Cyprus the most
likely candidate although clay samples from this region are insufficiently ana-
lysed. The first author, Knappett, has though noted that the southern Anatolian
coast in the area of Anamur and Ovacik is at least broadly compatible geologically
with the fabric of this ware.40 Recent studies by Grave et al.41 suggest a prove-
nance from the Mamonia Complex in western Cyprus.

34 E.g. Merrillees, 2001; Eriksson, 2001.
35 Fischer, 2003, 264, 289.
36 See compilation by Eriksson, 1991, 82–83, table 10.1.
37 Eriksson, 1991; Eriksson, 1993.
38 Knappett, 2000.
39 Knappett et al., 2005.
40 See also Schubert / Kozal, 2007, who come to a similar conclusion.
41 Grave et al., 2014.
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Fig. 7: Tomb X: Base-ring II jug (1), Base-ring II lentoid flask (2),
Bucchero jug (3), White Slip II early (4, 5) and normal/mature (6)
bowls, White Shaved juglet (7), Mycenaean jug (8), bowls (9, 10),
krater (11), stemmed goblet (12) and piriform jar
(drawings M. Al-Bat ineh).



Red Lustrous Wheel-made ware is attested on Cyprus from LC IA242 to the
of LC IIC. At Kalavasos, for instance, the peak of this ware seems to occur some-
what later, viz. in LC IIA2.43 As far as export of this ware to Egypt is concerned
it has been suggested that it peaked there during the time of Thutmosis III,44which
is not contradicted by Åström45 and Manning.46 In Anatolia, Red LustrousWheel-
made ware appeared at the beginning of the 15th century B.C.E., and the quanti-
tative peak of this ware was already passed before Šuppiluliuma I’s period around
1350 B.C.E.,47 which contradicts older views claiming an appearance only from
the 14th century B.C.E. on.48

Red Lustrous Wheel-made spindle bottles flourished during the entire life-
span of this ware.49 According to Eriksson50 the life-span of the relatively rare
platters or bowls with ring-bases should be narrowed to the LC IIA2 period, which
is included in the intermediate period of burials in Tomb X. Nevertheless, since
most of the published Red Lustrous Wheel-made material comes from tombs with
uncertain stratigraphies the life-span of platters and bowls might have been
longer.

Vessels belonging to the intermediate period of burials

There are four vessels amongst the locally-produced Base-ring II ware; two jugs
(one in fig. 7:1), a juglet and a lentoid flask (fig. 7:2), which are decorated with
white paint. Similarly to Base-ring I, Base-ring II vessels are insecure chronolog-
ical indicators since there is a period of overlap in LC IIA (and possibly longer),
in which both sub-types were in use.51 Base-ring II is attested from the LC IIA to
LC IIC or the beginning of LC IIIA. The bulk of Base-ring II from Tell el-cAjjul
stems from H2.52 The latest Base-ring II can be dated to the outgoing 13th century
or the beginning of the 12th century, according to the material from the current
excavation in the settlement of Hala Sultan Tekke,53 which corresponds to the
evidence of other sites on Cyprus, for instance Maa.54

Two jugs (one in fig. 7:3) and a juglet of hand-made Bucchero ware, which is
a subtype or variant of Base-ring II,55 were registered so far. The ware is attested
from roughly LC IIA to LC III.56

42 And most likely the end of that period according to Eriksson, 2007b, 54.
43 South / Steel, 2007, 188.
44 Eriksson, 1993, 149.
45 Åström, 1972a, 701.
46Manning, 2014, 189, fig. 36.
47Mielke, 2007; Schoop, 2011, 262.
48 E.g. Eriksson, 1993, 133–134.
49 Eriksson, 2007b, 52.
50 Eriksson, 1993, 40, 140, fig. 40.
51 See already Åström, 1972a, 700; Åström, 1972b, 137.
52 LC IIA–B; Fischer, 2003, 264, table 6; p. 289.
53 Fischer / Bürge, .
54 Jung, 2011, 66.
55 Åström, 1972b, 425; Karageorghis, 2012, 235.
56 Åström, 1972a, 701.
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As regards the recorded 23White Slip II bowls from Tomb X, four are of the early
type (two in fig. 7:4, 5), which Åström57 dates to LC IIA. Amongst these are two
large bowls with concave bases (one in fig. 7:4) decorated with ladders, lattices
and (framed) lozenges. Eriksson58 dates these bowls to LC IB–IIA1.59 Close par-
allels from Limassol Enaerios, Tomb 621-IV60 and Kalavasos Ayios Dhimitrios,
Tomb 4,61 are dated to the LC IIA period based on the associated finds. A similar
pattern compared to our large bowls comes from a bowl at Tell el-cAjjul, Stratum
H2,62 which corresponds to the LC IIA–B period.63

Five White Slip II bowls are of the normal type (fig. 7:6) which covers a time
span from the LC IIA1 to the LC IIC1 according to Eriksson.64 At Tell el-cAjjul
it occurs in Strata H2(A) and 1B,65 which are dated from LC IIA(2) to IIC.66

There is only one (!) hand-madeWhite Shaved juglet (fig. 7:7). Parallels come,
for instance, from the cargo of the Uluburun ship wreck67which sank around 1300
B.C.E.68 These juglets are present from the LC IB to LC IIB or possibly longer
according to Åström.69 The fairly short life span of this ware in Åström’s table is
contradicted by evidence from the new excavations at Hala Sultan Tekke which
shows that these vessels existed until the early LC IIIA:70 The shapes and produc-
tion techniques of hand-made White Shaved juglets remain virtually unchanged
until around 1200 B.C.E. Therefore, this type of pottery is a poor chronological
indicator.
As regards Mycenaean imports, the majority are from the LH IIIA2–B period,

therefore only selected vessels will be discussed. The trefoil mouthed-jug (FS
139; fig. 7:8) with a bovid on the shoulder can be dated to the LH IIIA2 period,
as its body is left as a single decorative unit filled with a foliate band (FM 64) in
contrast to LH IIIB type, where the bull’s bodies are divided into three zones each
with different decoration.71 The shallow cup (FS 220; fig. 7:9) has a characteristic

57 Ibid., 700.
58 Eriksson, 2007a, 13, table 1B.
59 The White Slip chronology presented by Eriksson, 2007a is mainly based on evidence
from multi-period tombs and must therefore be considered with caution.
60 Karageorghis / Violaris, 2012, 171, pl. XXXIX:2.
61 South et al., 1989, nos. K-AD 150, K-AD 513; fig. 52; pl. XXV.
62 Fischer, 2003, 277, fig. 5:2.
63 Ibid., 289, table 6.
64 Eriksson, 2007a, 13, table 1B.
65 Fischer, 2003, 277, fig. 5:4–9; 286–287.
66 Ibid., 289. The normal (mature) type may survive into the later part of the Late Bronze
Age at Tell el-cAjjul, which corresponds to the first half of L IIC, ut
the most recent layers in the area of the excavations at Tell el-cAjjul – are only scantily
represented.
67 Hirschfeld, 2011, 115, 117, fig. 1a–c.
68 Pulak, 1998, 213–214; Manning et al., 2009; see also comments in Bachhuber, 2006,
347, note 15.
69 Åström, 1972a, 701.
70 Fischer, 2012b, 100, fig. 8:8–9; Fischer / Bürge, .
71Mountjoy, 1993, 84.



LH IIIA2 feature with its slightly concave base.72 The Mycenaean shallow bowls
(FS 296) with n-pattern (fig. 7:10) can be dated to the LH IIIB period.73 An un-
decorated stemmed goblet (FS 267; N65; fig. 7:12) has good parallels at LH IIIB1
destruction contexts from Mycenae.74 One of the piriform jars from Tomb X (fig.
7:13) has a carefully painted scale pattern. This scale pattern (FM 70) is relatively
rare on this shape on the Mycenaean mainland. Our visual and preliminary petro-
graphic examination of the fabric suggests that this vessel is not Mycenaean but
was produced in Cyprus.
The large Mycenaean “fish krater” (FS 281; fig. 7:11) can be dated to the early

LH IIIB period, i.e. roughly the first half of the 13th century. This ring-based krater
(FS 281) appears in LH IIIB1.75 A close parallel is a krater from Cyprus,76 which
is dated to the LH IIIB period on typological and stylistic grounds. The three re-
maining decorated vessels from the LH IIIA2–B period cannot be dated more ex-
actly: These include two globular stirrup jars (FS 171) and a straight-sided ala-
bastron (FS 94; N68).

Vessels belonging to the most recent burials

As stated above, a number of wares were produced over quite a long time span.
However, there are vessel types which we classify as belonging to the latest phase
of occupation of the tomb.

72Mountjoy, 1986, 84, 110.
73 Cf. a bowl from Hala Sultan Tekke, Tomb 2; Karageorghis, 1976, 84, no. 205.
74 French, 1967, 176, fig. 17:K4 and K5; 190.
75Mountjoy, 1986, 93.
76 Vermeule / Karageorghis, 1982, no. V.128.
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Fig. 8: Tomb X: White Slip II mature/late bowls (1, 2), Plain White Wheel-made
bowl (3) and jug (4), White Painted Wheel-made amphoriskos (5) and
bowls (6–8), Mycenaean bowl (9) and Southern Levantine imported
lentoid flask (10) (drawings . l-Bat ine ).

Eight White Slip II bowls are of the transitional normal/late type (one in fig. 8:1).
Five are of the late type (two are N59 in fig. 8:2; and N62). These two groups of
later types are characterized by a thinner, less bright slip and more carelessly
painted decoration. They can most likely be dated to the 13th century B.C.E., i.e.
LC IIC.77 There is an obvious overlap between the normal and late style, which
can be demonstrated at Tell el-cAjjul, where both styles occur in Stratum 1B.78

There are a number of Plain White Wheel-made vessels, which are difficult to
date: four bowls (one in fig. 8:3), a krater and two jugs (one in fig. 8:4). This ware
occurs from LC I to LC III and is therefore a very poor chronological indicator.
An “oddity”, which causes difficulties of dating, is the amphoriskos of White

Painted Wheel-made ware (fig. 8:5). It somewhat resembles Southern Levantine
Late Bronze Age amphoriskoi79 but it has a considerably shorter neck than the

77 Eriksson, 2007a, 13, table 1B.
78 Corresponding to LC IIB/C; Fischer, 2003, 277, fig. 5:4–9; 286–287.
79 Tel Qashish: Ben-Tor / Bonfil, 2003, 272, fig. 111:15; Beth-Shean: Mullins, 2007, 436–
438; 487, pl. 47:9; Tell Abu al-Kharaz: Fischer, 2006, 274, fig. 295:1.



Levantine vessels. The syntax of the decoration corresponds to Levantine coun-
terparts. Another influence might come from Mycenaean pottery: The amphoris-
kos with vertical handles (FS 62) appears in the later part of the LH IIIB period,
i.e. just after the last period of use of Tomb X, and continues well into the Proto-
geometric period but is rare throughout all periods.80 In any case – despite the
ware and the surface treatment – the rim stance definitely speaks against an assig-
nation of this vessel to the group of Mycenaean imports. According to preliminary
petrographic analyses it was produced at Hala Sultan Tekke or in its vicinity. We
suggest assigning this vessel to the late group of burial gifts.
Locally made shallow bowls of Mycenaean style (FS 296), i.e. White Painted

Wheel-made Geometric Style81 (fig. 8: –8) nd wo o th r owls f he ame
shape, which are most likely Mycenaean imports (one in fig. 8:9), are dated to the
LH IIIB or possibly to early IIIC corresponding to the transition LC IIC/IIIA.82

Another import is a lentoid flask (N60; fig. 8:10), which according to prelim-
inary petrographic analyses83 was produced in the region south of the Carmel
coast to Tell Qasile (Hamra group). Almost identical fabrics have been identified,
for instance, at Tel Ifshar, Aphek, Tell Jatt and Tel Zeror in Israel. In Cyprus two-
handled lentoid flasks appear in the Late Bronze Age and were a common vessel
shape in the Eastern Mediterranean. This shape (FS 186–188) was adapted by
Mycenaean potters mainly for export in the Eastern Mediterranean84 although it
differs considerably from its Levantine forerunner. Our lentoid flask was wheel-
made in two halves joined at the body, which is the standard procedure in the
Levant. The decoration consisting of concentric circles is the most common dec-
oration although undecorated lentoid flasks are also frequent. The prevailing Le-
vantine shape of the Late Bronze Age is characterized by a short neck, loop han-
dles from the mid-/lower part of the neck to the shoulder, which wrap around the
neck, and a broad rim.85 A close parallel as regards the shape comes from Sahem
in northern Jordan,86 which is dated to the transition from the Late Bronze to the
early Iron Age, i.e. around 1200 B.C.E. The LH IIIB simple style counterparts
found in the Levant have somewhat longer necks, which more resemble our flask
– but they have flat handles and the decoration is clearly different.87

80Mountjoy, 1986, 202.
81 Fischer, 2012a, 78–79.
82 See references in Kling, 1989, 132, and fig. 5b
The analyses are carried out by Paula Waiman-Barak.

84Mountjoy, 1986, 81; Leonard, 1994, 80–84: see distribution in maps 20–21; see also the
development from the Minoan to the Mycenaean type in Mountjoy, 1993, 71, fig. 151.
85 See e.g. Ugarit: Courtois / Courtois, 1978, 265, fig. 23:3, from Tomb 4642 dated to
Ugarit Récent 2, ca. 1450–1365 B.C.E.; Kamid el-Loz: Metzger, 1993, pls. 138 139; el
Dan: Ben-Dov, 2002, 76–77, 91, fig. 2.60, from the “Mycenaean Tomb”, dated to the sec-
ond half of the 14th to the beginning of the 13th century B.C.E.; Tell Abu Hawam: Hamil-
ton, 1935, 42, no. 255, from Stratum V, dated to 1400–1230 B.C.E.; Lachish: Yannai,
2004, 1111, fig. 19.32, fromLevel VIIa, which was destroyed at the end of the 13th century
B.C.E.
86 Fischer, 1997, 118, fig. 15:1.
87 Ben-Dov, 2002, 106, fig. 2.77, from the “Mycenaean Tomb” at Tel Dan; Yadin et al.,
1961, pl. CXXXVII:3, from Hazor, Stratum 1B, dated to the LB II.
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Although there are a few vessels, which could possibly be dated to the transi-
tion from LC IIC to IIIA Tomb ot isp ay ” th

repertoire, which is well known from the settlement (i.e. large amount of White
PaintedWheel-made, especially the deep bowls, locally made pictorial kraters and
others).

Scarabs

Fig. 9: Tomb X: two gold-mounted and one plain scarabs of steatite
(photos .M. Fisc er).

One of the more spectacular imports is one of the gold-mounted steatite scarabs
from L48 West. It shows the remains of blue glaze on the steatite (N78; fig. 9:1).
To the left is the depiction of the pharaoh, clad in a kilt, walking to the right. He
carries the “blue crown” (ḫpr�), the uraeus on the forehead and the ḥq-scepter in
the bent front hand. The other hand is straight behind the body. To the right is a
cartouche which readsMn-ḫpr-rc/Men-kheper-(ka)-Re (“Lasting are the manifes-
tation and the spirit of Re”) which corresponds to the throne name of Thutmosis
III who reigned 1494–1440 B.C.E.8 a e enera ly re-
ferred amongst Egyptologists and are not contradicted by radiocarbon dates.89 The
heavy gold mounting suggests the secondary use of the scarab as a ring bezel. Our
gold-mounted scarab has parallels in the original area of its production, Egypt.
Three scarabs, for instance, are recorded as part of a hoard including various
Egyptian and apparently Syrian and other Near-Eastern jewellery objects within
the ruins of the main temple of the goddess Bastet at Bubastis.90 Amongst the
numerous parallels with the cartouche of Thutmosis III without gold-mounting
from outside Egypt is one from Tell el-cAjjul.91

88 The period of the co-reign with Hatshepsut is included.
89 Cf. the summarizing paper on the chronology of his reign in Aston, 2012.
90 Brandl, 2010, 210, b, d, e. The dates which are in the catalogue have been confirmed by
H. Brandl (emails 5 August, 14 November 2016).
91 Keel, 1997, 277, no. 508.



In genera scar bs re po r hronological indicators
the arto che f hut o is II. hey have rcu-

lated long after his reign and in a vast area, of which there are numerous exam-
ples.92 In addition, scarabs with the cartouche of this mighty pharaoh, which ac-
tually were produced during or shortly after his reign, could have been kept as
heirlooms for a considerable period of time. Nevertheless, O. Keel considers the
somewhat stylized engraving of the hieroglyphs as an indication that they were
inscribed after his reign, maybe as late as the 13th century B.C.E. or 19th Dyn-
asty.93 In any case, this scarab provides a terminus post quem.
The second scarab from Tomb X (N75; fig. 9:2), which is also of gold-

mounted steatite, is of little help for more exact dating. It shows the uraeus and a
reed leaf (j) or a Maat feather. There are numerous parallels from the Levant, for
instance from Beth Shean,94 Beth Shemesh,95 Tell el-Farcah South,96 and Me-
giddo.97 We suggest a date in the 13th century, viz. mainly 19th Dynasty, which
also is suggested by Keel (personal communication 24 June 2016).
The third scarab (N86; fig. 9:3) – likewise of little chronological help – is also

of steatite. Horizontally arranged are the ḏd-pillar which is flanked by two uraei.
A good parallel comes from Lachish.98 Less exact parallels with additional ele-
ments are from Tell el-Farcah South99 and Gezer,100 which are both dated into the
18thDynasty. Others are from Shilo101 and Tell es-Sacidiyeh.102We suggest a date
in the 13th century, viz. mainly 19th Dynasty (see also Keel above).

Cylinder seals

There are five cylinder seals of which four (N72, N73, N76 and N80) stem from
the western chamber and one (N64) from the eastern chamber. Three of the cyl-
inder seals are of haematite (N64, N73, N76), one is of chlorite or haematite
(N72),103 and one is of steatite (N80). We consider all seals manufactured in Cy-
prus.

• N64 (fig. 10:1) shows a human figure holding a stick, a quadruped to the left
and a bow and arrow in front of the animal. To the right of the human is a
standard.

92 Keel et al., 1990, 205; see also a scarab from 11th ntury B.C.E. ell Abu l-Kharaz n
Jordan in Fischer, 2013, 540, fig. 466:2.
93 Personal communication with O. Keel 23 June 2016.
94 Keel, 2010a, no. 94.
95 Ibid., no. 211.
96 Keel, 2010b, nos. 514, 631.
97 Guy, 1938, pl. 100:6.
98 Tufnell et al., 1940, pl. 32:23.
99 Keel, 2010b, nos. 756, 824.
100 Keel, 2013, nos. 81, 677.
101 Brandl, 1993, 215, no. 13.
102 Eggler / Keel, 2006, 376, no. 22.
103 It is often difficult to distinguish haematite from the black-colo red chlori e with he
naked eye. XRF-analyses will be carried out in order to verify the material of the seal.
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• N73 (fig. 10:2) belongs to the group of Cypriot Common Style seals.104 It is
engraved with a human person standing next to a palm tree with a large bucra-
nium between the two motifs and several other filling motifs, such as an “in-
got-shaped” oblique cross, a circle with central drilling and lines. The seal is
engraved in an angular manner and corresponds to a standardized scheme of
Cypriot style seals. Similar seals are known, e.g., from Hala Sultan Tekke
Tomb 1,105 from an uncertain tomb at Enkomi,106 and Tell Abu Hawam Stra-
tum V.107

• N76 (fig. 10:3) depicts three human figures, most likely females, in long robes
with upraised arms. Two of them are holding horned animals – stags or ga-
zelles – which hang down head first. Next to the third figure is a standing
animal – a lion judging from the paws. Above is a bucranium and a sun sym-
bol. Two Cypriote seals from Ugarit-Récent 2 show a similar motif with stags
but are not as rich in detail as our seal.108

• N72 (fig. 10:4) depicts a female figure with bent arms. Next to her are a lion
(?) and another quadruped standing/sitting opposite each other. Above the lion
is a scorpion and above the quadruped another, smaller, quadruped. Four dots
arranged in a lozenge are drilled in between the arm of the human and the
quadrupeds. The motif may be interpreted as “mistress of the animals”.

• N80 (fig. 10:5) shows a human figure and two quadrupeds, which are carved
lengthwise. There is a tree between the two animals. Several drilled dots fill
the empty spaces around the figures. A relatively close parallel is a steatite seal
from Tomb 3 at Maroni which also depicts a tree and attendant animals.109

Other jewellery

This group of finds include two pairs of earrings of gold with “grape-/mulberry-
like” adornments of soldered spherical beads (one pair with five and he
other with eleven beads; N77, N79). Close parallels come from Late Bronze Age
tombs from Limassol,110 and from Enkomi, Tomb 57.111 Similar earrings were
also found at other sites in the Levant, for instance Alalakh, Ugarit, Megiddo,
Lachish, Gezer and Tell el-cAjjul and occur from the end of the Middle Bronze
Age through the Iron Age and beyond.112 Amongst the geographically most re-
mote parallels are similar earrings in 13th century tombs fromAssur,113where they
are considered to have been imported from Cyprus.114

104 Porada, 1948, 194, Group XII; esp. pl. XI, no. 55 from Kourion.
105 Porada, 1976, 98, fig. 77; pp. 101–103, fig. 80; dated here to LC IIB–C, approximately
1320–1200 B.C.E.
106 Kenna, 1971, 34, no. 114 = British Museum BM 1897,0401.696. In 1897, this seal was
acquired by the British Museum from the Turner Bequest Excavations at Enkomi.
107 Hamilton, 1935, 64–65, pl. XXVI, no. 514; dated to 1400–1230 B.C.E.
108 Amiet, 1992, 191, no. 455; 192, no. 472; dated to 1450–1300 B.C.E.
109 Kenna, 1971, no. 17; Johnson, 1980, no. 45 = British Museum BM 1898,1201.17; con-
text dated to 1550–1375 B.C.E.
110 Karageorghis / Violaris, 2012, 169, pl. XXXVII:621-II:5.
111 Goring 1983, l. 14.
112 Ibid., 206–208 with further references.
113 Pedde, 2015, 32, pls. 6, 75, 76.
114 Personal communication with F. Pedde August 2016.



A leaf-shaped sheet of gold with an incised net pattern (N69) most likely was
used as headband or diadem. Similar diadems were found, e.g., at Kition, Akko,
Megiddo, Beth-Shean and Ugarit.115

In addition, there are five beads of gold (N83), of which three are fluted and
two plain, thirty beads of carnelian, of which one is spool-shaped, three disc-
shaped, one fluted and twenty-five globular, a globular glass bead (N71), a bead
of white paste, an oblong bead of turquoise (N63) and an oblong bead of amethyst
(N82).

Fig. 10: Tomb X: cylinder seals of haematite, chlorite (?) and steatite,
and impressions (photos . ürge).

115 Goring, 1983, 129–130 with further references; cf. also Graziadio, 2013.
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A pendan of faience dep cts he Egyptian god es with nlarged genita s N6 ).
The god Bes functioned as apotropaic deity keeping away disease from babies
and women in childbed116 and was not only popular in Egypt but also in the Levant
and especially on Cyprus during the Late Bronze Age and later periods.117

Other finds

An oval plaque of elephant ivory118 with incisions at the sides was most likely
used as a kind of lid. A parallel comes from Hala Sultan Tekke, Tomb MLA
1173.119 Additional worked osteological material are three ovis/capra astragali,
of which one is very worn. Astragali are frequently found in funerary and ritual
contexts on Cyprus and in the Levant.120 They are often interpreted as gaming
pieces, comparable to dices.121 Reese122 suggested that the presence of astragali
in ritual contexts may hint at an evidence for astragalomancy, i.e. the fall of bones
indicates the deity’s will.
Three spindle whorls of which one is decorated with incised concentric circles

are of black stone (chlorite?). A bronze dagger has a leaf-shaped blade with a low
central ridge and rounded butt with three rivets. A similar dagger with three rivets
comes, for instance, from Toumba tou Skourou123 and two from Erimi, Tomb 5.124

This type of dagger is common in LC I–II tombs.125 Other, only partly preserved,
objects of bronze are not yet cleaned and conserved: the rim of bronze bowl, two
bracelets, a finger ring, a rivet, a toggle pin and an amorphous piece.

Shaft Tomb LL

This rich tomb was discovered and excavated as recently as June 2017, i.e. the
same month in which this paper was finalized. Consequently, only preliminary
observations and conclusions, and selected photographs will be presented.

116 Dasen, 2013, 67–75; Pinch, 1993, 44.
117Wilson, 1975.
118 Personal communication D. Reese, November 2016.
119 Samaes / Nys, 2010, 227, fig. 6:9.
120 Gilmour, 1997.
121 Smith, 2009, 157–159.
122 Reese, 1985, 389.
123 Vermeule / Wolsky, 1990, fig. 100.
124 Karageorghis / Violaris, 2012, 186, pl. LIV: Erimi T.5:4, 6; 217, pl. LXXXV: Erimi
T.5/4, T.5/6.
125 See the compilation by Catling, 1964, 125–128, fig. 15, pl. 15.



Fig. 11: Tomb LL during excavation (photo P.M. Fischer).

Fig. 12: Tomb LL: Late Minoan II/IIIA1 piriform jar,
White Painted Wheel-made bowl and
White Slip bowl in situ (photo T. Bürge).
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Fig. 13: Bichrome Wheel-made jug from Tomb LL
(photo T. Bürge).

Fig. 14. Miniature vessels from Tomb LL (photo T. Bürge).

The rectangular shaft which contained the skeletal remains is orientated west-east
and cut in to fairly soft clay-rich soil. Its dimensions are 0.50–0.55 m × 2.60 m
(fig. 11). On a somewhat higher level than the actual shaft the tomb widens to
reach 2.4 m (north-south). The bottom of the actual shaft is constructed of a layer
of pebbles which were covered by an almost flat bed of fine clay on which the
skeletal remains rested and most of the finds were placed. The vast majority of
the human bones were not articulated whereas many finds were not only complete
but also intact. The find material comprises pottery (at least 20 intact/complete
vessels), jewellery of gold, silver, bronze, faience and amethyst, weights of haem-
atite and a loom weight of fired clay. The estimation of the minimum number of
the buried individuals is ten.



Fig. 15: Late Minoan II/IIIA1 piriform jar from Tomb LL
(photo P.M. Fischer).

Amongst the earliest Cypriot produced pottery are two virtually intact jugs of Bi-
chrome Wheel-made Ware with red and black decoration. The smaller jug with a
wide mouth and a height 24 cm show d an abstrac d pal tre
(fig. 13), and the larger jug with a long neck and a narrow mouth only geometric
decoration. There is also jug of an early type of Red Lustrous Wheel-made which
may be Cypriot-produced or imported from southern Anatolia.126 Undisputable
Cypriot products include an undecorated White Slip I tankard, a Base-ring I bowl
and a miniature juglet, a bowl of Monochrome Ware, White Shaved normal and
miniature juglets, and Plain White Wheel-made bowls and juglets. Amongst the
latest wares is a miniature White Slip II bowl (see all miniature vessels in fig. 14).
Imported ware is represented by a complete Late Minoan II/IIIA1 piriform jar

of medium size (figs. 12, 15). It is decorated with a complicated pattern of birds
and other pictorial motifs which have excellent parallels on vessels from the Pal-
ace of Knossos.127

Jewellery of metal comprises a diadem of gold which is pierced at the ends, a
ring of silver forming a double-spiral, a ring of bronze and two bracelets or an-
klets. Other pieces of jewellery are beads of faience and amethyst.
Around the bones of the hand of one of the skeletons were nine unmarked

balance weights of haematite and a whetstone, possibly of hornblende (fig. 16).
They were intentionally placed there, most likely in a bag of perishable material,
e.g. leather or textile. They are of the sphendonoid shape and are flattened on one
side in order to minimise rolling about in the balance pan. Their masses are (in g):

126 See discussion and references in Fischer / Bürge, 2017b, 182–184.
127 Crouwel / Morris, 1995.
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28.3, 19.5, 7.4, 5.6, 4.0, 2.9, 2.1, 1.8, 1.0. It is interesting to notice that the “stand-
ard weight” of 9.4 g is missing.128 It may be the case that this “main” balance
weight was kept by the surviving relatives as a memory and consequently did not
follow the deceased into the tomb.

Fig. 16: Haematite weights and whetstone of hornblende (?)
from Tomb LL (photo P.M. Fischer).

Based on the standard mass of 9.4 gour intuitive calculations resulted in the fol-
lowing sequence: 3× (28.3), 2× (19.5), 4÷5 (7.4), 3÷5 (5.6), 2÷5 (4.0), 1.5÷5 (2.9),
1.5÷5 (2.1), 1÷5 (1.8), 0.5÷5 (1.0). Much advice has been given by K. Petruso
who presented a different sequence (also based on the standard mass): 3× (28.3),
2× (19.5), 3÷4 (7.4) and 1÷3 (2.9).
Our observations concerning the non-articulated skeletal remains, the frag-

mentary and the intact/complete pottery support our hypothesis that the contents
of the tomb reflect a secondary burial, i.e. the skeletal remains originate from an-
other spot and were buried together with the original tomb gifts (some broken and
incomplete) and new tomb gifts (complete and intact).

The offering pits from Hala Sultan Tekke, Area A

Amongst the recently excavated anomalies are a number of pits, which were in-
terpreted as offering pits. These are characterized by the richness of the deposited
material but the lack of human skeletal remains and can be divided into two
groups according to their shape:

• Circular, or roughly circular pits, which contain complete or almost complete
objects

• Recumbent-8-shaped, which mainly contain broken tableware

Some of them are published129 others will be presented in greater detail in forth-
coming publications.130Here, he offerin pits il be pre e ted n a summa
wa takin int account he contents, hro o ogy n typ of depo iti n.

128 Petruso, 1984, 296. He suggested the Egyptian quedet with a mass round 9.4 g as the
most common standard during this and other periods.
129 Fischer / Bürge, 2015, 45–46; Fischer / Bürge, 2016, 51–52; Fischer / Bürge, 2017b,
195–209.
130 Fischer / Bürge, .



Circular offering pits with complete objects

Pits B, P, Z6 and Z7 belong to this group. These circular features have diameters
of 1 1.5 heir epths a ge r m metres o o e han metre . In
one case, Pit Z6, the upper part of a well was reused as an offering pit.
The pits contained various objects, which were intact, complete or almost

complete. The objects were concentrated on one or two levels within each feature,
the depths of which vary. In Pit B, for instance,131 the first complete finds were
located 0.25 m below surface, whereas the bulk of objects were found at a depth
between 2.70 m and 3.00 m. In Pit P, most of the objects came to light between
1.5 m and 2.1 m below surface, in Pit Z6 1.20 to 1.70 m and in Pit Z7 1.10 m to
2.00 m below topsoil.
Three of the four presented pits, viz. Pits B, Z6 and Z7, contained layers of -

coloured soil. In Pits B and Z7 the ochre layer was found on top of the “main
deposition”, from where it continued downwards building quite a thick layer. In
contrast, in Pit Z6 the ochre was found below the main concentration of objects.
Many finds from these three pits exhibit severe discolouration, i.e. they are dark
yellow stained.

Finds and chronology of Pit B

As mentioned above, the finds from Pit B were found at different levels: The first
layer, just below surface and above the ochre “sealing” contained an intact Myce-
naean alabastron (fig. 17:11) and a Mycenaean juglet (fig. 17:8), and parts of a
baking tray. Below the layer of ochre, several other complete objects were found
fairly close together: a loom weight of fired clay lying inside a complete White
Slip II bowl (fig. 17:3), another White Slip II bowl, a bowl of Monochrome Ware
(fig. 17:4), a cooking pot, a lamp, a baking tray of Coarse Ware (fig. 17:5), a wall
bracket and a bone shuttle.

131 See plan and section in Fischer / Bürge, 2015, 45, fig. 23.
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Fig. 17: Selected vessels from Pit B (drawings . l Bataineh).

The next layer of oil 7:9), a Mycen ean
shallow cup (fig. 17:7), two Mycenaean stirrup jars (one in fig. 17:10), the upper
part of a White Painted Wheel-made trefoil-mouthed jug, the rim of a Plain White
Wheel-made jar, two White Slip II late bowls (one in fig. 17:2), the lower part of
a Bucchero jug, a Base-ring II jug (fig. 17:1), two small hand-made bowls with
vestigial handles and black slip and a highly burnished surface (one in fig. 17:6),
and a stone grinder. Between 300 and 400 fragments of scale mail were positioned
along the outlines of the shaft.
Faunal remains from Pit B comprise fish and bird bones, a bird eggshell and

much crushed hexaplex. Preserved botanical remains include a capsule fragment
of Linum usitatissimum and a cereal grain – which could have ended up in the pit
by coincidence judging by this very small amount.132 The material can be dated
to the 13th century B C E , i.e. the LC IIC period.

Finds and chronology of Pit P

Finds from this pit comprise four shallow bowls of Plain WhiteWheel-made ware
(one in fig. 18:3), a lamp of Plain ware, a bowl of Monochrome ware, four bowls

132 The study of animal bones and shells from Pits B, P and V, Z6, Z7 and GG were/will
be carried out by D. Reese; the botanical studies by D. Kofel. The study of the organic
material from Pits Z6, Z7 and GG is forthcoming.



(one in fig. 18:4), two juglets (one in fig. 18:5), a jug and a tankard (fig. 18:6) of
Base-ring I ware, the rim of a krater of Bichrome Wheel-made ware, a fragment
of a Proto-White Slip bowl, a White Slip I bichrome bowl (fig. 18:1), and a White
Slip I monochrome bowl (fig. 18:2). A flat, square inlay (?) of ivory, and nine
circular, oval or pyramidal loom weights were also found in the fill.
Faunal remains from the pit include bones of small mammals, birds and ro-

dents and three ground-down astragali of ovis/capra. The numerous complete and
even intact finds can be dated mainly to LC IB (15th century B C E ).

Fig. 18: Selected vessels from Pit P (drawings . l-Bataineh).

Finds and chronology of Pit Z6

The main deposition in Pit Z6 consists of five White Shaved juglets, a Mono-
chrome bowl, two White Slip II bowls, a White Painted Wheel-made shallow
bowl, a Coarse Ware lamp, a all racket, part of a and ma l and-
made bowl with black slip and a highly burnished surface – almost identical to
those from Pit B. Mycenaean imports include, inter alia, a shallow bowl and a
squat stirrup jar. A large number of fragments of a Minoan (?) transport stirrup
jar were found, which – due to their bad state of preservation – could not be re-
constructed so far. Two e e eposited e

and a bovine (fig. 19). In addition, fourweights of stone or clay and a loomweight,
and a number of notched bones, amongst them an ovis and a bos scapula (fig. 20)
come from this layer of deposition. Two worked bones come from the ochre layer
below the deposition, and two almost complete bone shuttles from the layer be-
low.
The osteological and botanical materials from Pit Z6 are not studied yet. Our

preliminary analysis of the material suggests a dating of the deposition to the LC
IIC, i.e. the 13th century, thus being roughly contemporary with that of Pit B.
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Fig. 19: Base-ring II figurine of bovine from Pit Z6
(photo T. Bürge).

Fig. 20: Notched scapulae of bovine (upper) and
ovine (lower) from Pit Z6 (photo T. Bürge).

Finds and chronology of Pit Z7

Only a few items come from the layer above the main deposition. These include
a Mycenaean juglet and a kylix, a loom weight of clay, a stone weight, a round
stone tool and two worked bones.
Finds, which belong to the main deposition include three White Slip II bowls,

a Monochrome bowl, a Base-ring bowl, two White Painted Wheel-made bowls,
two small hand-made bowls with black slip and a highly burnished surface – again
almost identical to those from Pits B and Z6 –, two Bucchero jugs, a Coarse Ware
baking tray and two Coarse Ware cooking pots. There are four Mycenaean im-
ports: a shallow cup, a shallow bowl and two juglets. In addition, a part of an open
vessel of faience, a bone needle, a bone shuttle and two ovis/capra astragali were
deposited here. The most striking object from Pit Z7 is a spindle or distaff (fig.
21), of which the wooden spindle is partly preserved. There is a main whorl of
ivory, of 3.0 cm diameter and 0.7 cm thick, which is decorated with rings and
dots, and four whorls of 0.1–0.2 cm thin ivory discs of 2.8 cm diameter.



Here, too, the osteological and botanical materials are not studied yet. Our
preliminary analysis of the material suggests a dating of the deposition to the LC
IIC, i.e. the 13th century, thus being roughly contemporary with that of Pits B and
Z6.

Fig. 21: Spindle/distaff of wood and ivory from Pit Z7
(photo T. Bürge).

The offering pits with tableware

Pit V (figs. 22, 23) and Pit GG are double-chamber pits in the shape of a recum-
bent “8”, very similar to that of Tomb X. All of them are orientated east–west.
The maximum size of Pit V is approximately 3.55 m × 2.2 m, and that of Pit GG
2.8 m × 1.8–2.2 m. Since the contents of Pit V are processed it will be described
in greater detail. Pit GG was excavated in June 2017. Consequently, the descrip-
tion of the finds is preliminary and cursorily.
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Fig. 22: Pit V: since the remains of vessels were discovered all
over this double-pit they are not included in the drawing
(drawing M. Al-Bataineh).

Fig. 23: Pit V: photo during excavation
(photo T. Bürge).



Finds and chronology of Pit V

Except for a small fragment of a faience bowl there are only finds of pottery in
Pit V. Considering the large number of fragments it was not possible to recon-
struct all vessels in the short time at our disposal between the excavation and the
present report. Therefore, only the reconstructed vessels, which have complete
profiles or when large parts of the profile were preserved, will be mentioned (60
so far). Further conservation and study of the material will certainly increase the
number of vessels.
Amongst the locally produced wares are eleven White Slip II bowls (one in

fig. 24:1), two Base-ring I jugs with plastic decoration, three Base-ring II jugs
with painted decoration, a Base-ring II juglet with painted decoration, three Base-
ring bowls, a Base-ring jug or juglet, and a Base-ring juglet. In addition, two jugs
of Bucchero ware have been reconstructed so far. White-Painted Wheel-made
ware from Pit V includes five shallow bowls (one in fig. 24:3), a deep bowl (fig.
24:2), a spouted juglet of possible Mycenaean type, and a jug. Another bowl is of
Plain-White Wheel-made ware. A handle of a jug of Plain ware with a potmark
should be mentioned. There is also a White Shaved juglet and two Red Lustrous
Wheel-made spindle bottles, of which petrography and neutron activation anal-
yses are underway, in order to contribute to the study of the provenance of this
ware.
A total of 19 Mycenaean imports have been recorded so far: six piriform jars

(one in fig. 24:4), two straight-sided alabastra, a jug (fig. 24:7), a juglet, a jug with
cutaway neck (fig. 24:6), a beaked jug (fig. 24:5), a stirrup jar, a flask (FS
190/192), and a krater (FS 8/9). There are four Mycenaean amphoroid kraters (FS
54/55) which have pictorial motifs (two of them in figs. 25, 26).
The well-stratified excavations at Tell el-cAjjul with reference material from

Cyprus, the Levant, and Egypt brought to light “early”, “normal/mature”, and
“late” White Slip II.133 According to the Tell el-cAjjul classification, the “early
type” is missing in the White Slip material of this feature, and only “normal/ma-
ture” (see one in fig. 24:1) and “late” are represented. At Tell el-cAjjul, “nor-
mal/mature” White Slip II is dated to LC IIA–B.134 The Base-ring I and II vessels
are insecure chronological indicators: Base-ring I has a long life span and Base-
ring II was used parallel with Base-ring I. The latest Base-ring II can be dated to
the outgoing 13th century. The deep bowl ofWhite PaintedWheel-made ware (fig.
24:2) has a pre-LC IIIA shape and decoration. The shallow bowls with carinated
rim (one in fig. 24:3) are attested from the LC IIC–IIIA period.135

133 Fischer, 2003, 277.
134 Ibid., 289.
135 See references in Kling, 1989, 132 and fig. 5b.
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Fig. 24: Pit V: Selected pottery and figurines from Pit V
(drawings M. Al-Bataineh).



The earliest Mycenaean imports are represented, for instance, by a beaked jug (FS
144/145; fig. 24:5) decorated with curve-stemmed spirals (FM 49) on the shoul-
der/belly and a tassel (FM 72) below the handle. A beaked jug from LH IIIA1
Ialysos/Rhodes136 shows the same decoration, which makes a date of our beaked
jug into the LH IIIA1 period likely. In addition, one of the piriform jars (FS 47;
fig. 24:4) with scale pattern (FM 70) may be dated in the LH IIIA1 period. How-
ever, the fabric and surface treatment is more at home in the local pottery reper-
toire, which has been confirmed by our ongoing petrographic study. The jug with
cutaway neck (FS 132/133; fig. 24:6) and curved stripes (FM 67) is attested from
LH IIIA1, for instance, at Vourvatsi/Attica,137 and remains almost identical until
LH IIIA2 late, after which it dies out.138

Nevertheless, the great majority of the recorded Mycenaean vessels with com-
plete or almost complete profiles, which comprise mainly kraters and closed
shapes, can be dated to the LH IIIA2–B period. There is an import in the shape of
a narrow-necked jug FS 12 fig. : ), the ec ra i n, fabric, nd ur
face treatment of which strongly suggest an import from the Minoan sphere of
culture. The shape is attested from the LH IIIA2 period139 until the LH IIIB1
period. The decoration on the shoulder with semicircles (FM 43) and parallel arcs
in between has a parallel on a stirrup jar from LM/LH IIIA2 Karpathos/Dodeca-
nese.140

The lower part of the vessel with the large female figure next to a chariot and
another minor individual (fig. 25) a large

ration of this ve sel is nusua in many e pects, n que. The orial
decoration is applied on the lower part of the vessel, which usually is decorated
only with horizontal bands. Female figures appear on Mycenaean kraters with
chariots but are always very stylized. Our female with the bell-shaped dress with
panels and volants, who is painted in great detail, closely resembles representa-
tions of females on Aegean wall paintings and seals.141 A very remote and much
more stylized “parallel” is a fragment of a krater from Kouklia / Palaipaphos.142

We suggest a LH IIIA2 date for our vessel.

136Mountjoy, 1999, 991, fig. 401:10.
137Mountjoy, 1986, 58, fig. 66:1.
138 Ibid., 75.
139 Ibid., 67.
140Mountjoy, 1999, 976, fig. 397:13.
141 See e.g. Immerwahr, 1990, pls. 22, 23, 55, 56, 57; see also the compilation by Warren,
2005, 140–141.
142 Vermeule / Karageorghis, 1982, no. III. 11.
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Fig. 25: Pit V: LH IIIA2 chariot rater; ead reconstr cted
(photo P.M. Fischer, drawing M. Al-Bataineh).

The amphoroid kraters with chariot scenes on both sides (FS 53–55) could almost
completely be reconstructed. The first, (fig. 26), which depicts two chariots with
two people and a pair of horses on each side, is moving from left to right. There
are details in white paint and an “H”-shaped potmark under the base of this vessel.
On the second chariot krater the chariots, horses, and people are moving from
right to left. The direction is unusual, as by far the most frequent direction is from
left to right. Similar chariots are known from Cyprus,143Ugarit,144 and Tel Dan.145

Compared to the other chariot krater the decoration is more sloppily executed and
the details in white paint are missing. A good parallel as regards style, fill motifs,
and execution comes from Ugarit and was dated to the LH IIIB (ripe pictorial)
period.146 Both our chariot kraters can be dated to the LH IIIA2–IIIB period, and
should be located close to the end of this time span.

143 Ibid., nos. IV.2, 27, 48, 65–67 and V.1, 2.
144 Yon et al., 2000, 216, fig. 6, no. 39; 243 pl. I, no. 39 / VK 12.
145 Ben-Dov, 2002, 100–102, 110–111.
146 Yon et al., 2000, 217, fig. 7, no. 40; 243, pl. I, no. 40 / VK 10.



Fig. 26: Pit V: LH IIIA2–B amphoroid chariot krater
(drawing M. Al-Bataineh).

In general, the relatively high number of rare, skilfully executed, pictorial vessels
in Pit V, shows that that there was some demand for these exclusive objects at
Hala Sultan Tekke. The three vessels with chariots may indicate that their owners
participated in warfare and/or hunting, or they may refer to a (funerary) proces-
sion.147 The painted motifs are meant to highlight their social status: The posses-
sion of horses certainly was restricted to members of a high social class,148 as
these animals were not only expensive to acquire but also to maintain.
The two figurines from Pit V include a Mycenaean Psi-figurine (fig. 24:8) and

a Mycenaean part of a horse (fig. 24:9), which belonged to a chariot. In addition,
two fragments of other horse and chariot figurines were found. Considering the
rare occurrence of these figurines in the Levant and especially on Cyprus,149 it is
even more remarkable that more than two come from one and the same context.
In addition, it seems not to be coincidental that t h rate s n parts f
ceramic chariots were found in the same context. Despite a possible cultic mean-

147 Steel, 1998, 293–294.
148 Cf. e.g. Pappi / Isaakidou, 2015.
149 See discussion and references in Fischer / Bürge, 2017b, 208.
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in re 8, which s o he sou h f CQ1, here s anoth r very ich
tom , To b 3, IIA (see efs. bove).
Another area, Area 23 to the west of Area 22, contains four tombs (Tombs 20–

22, 24) and eight wells which were found in a spatially restricted zone (western
part in fig. 1). The four tombs are dated to L B– .151 re 2
it seems that h tombs re to some exten sepa a ed fro the e ls whi h
is not the case in Area A where the tombs are intermingled with the wells. The
authors also mentioned that two of these tombs, Tombs 20 and 24, might have
been intramural tombs and that the absence of architectural remains could be ex-
plained by destruction during farming. Prospecting by georadar, which our team
carried out in 2012, seems to confirm that farming has destroyed stone structures
in this area. Therefore, it seems that both burials in specifically reserved areas and
intramural burials occurred simultaneously at Late Cypriot Hala Sultan Tekke, at
least from IB nwar s.
Despite the relatively simple architectural design of Tomb X with two cham-

bers in the shape of a recumbent “8”, which could be approached from a single
shaft, the number and quality of the finds point to individuals of high rank who
might have belonged to the ruling class of the city of Hala Sultan Tekke. The
sequence of the buried seventeen individuals, who comprised eight infants and
nine adults, could not be fully established, because the remains of previously bur-
ied individuals were swept aside before each new interment.152 An explanation
for the find situation in Tomb Xmay be that a secondary treatment of the deceased
took place. Such treatments may include exhumations of older burials in order to
inter them into the new tomb together with the most recently deceased.153 This
practice was suggested by Keswani for a number of other tombs from the Early
and Middle Cypriot154 to the Late Cypriot period.155 It is also possible that the
tomb – at least partly – was emptied and refilled again with the same material,
which would explain the extremely high fragmentation of human bones. Judging
from local and imported pottery, Tomb X was in use from roughly the second half
of the 16th century to 1200 B.C.E., i.e. from L IB to IIC.
A similar secondary treatment of the skeletal remains of the deceased is evi-

dent in Tomb LL, where no complete skeletons but only parts were found. How-
ever, the material from this tomb needs further studies since it has been discovered
just a couple of months ago before this manuscript was submitted (June 2017).
The question if Tombs X and LL were used for related individuals – which is our
hypothesis – may be answered by the planned aDNA project. In addition, the
movements of these individuals during their life time and/or possible immigration
will be investigated by 87Sr/86Sr isotopic analyses.156

151 Åström / Nys, 2007, 27.
152 Cf. the corresponding situation at Toumba tou Skourou: Vermeule / Wolsky, 1990,
324–325.
153 Keswani, 2004, 101–104, 158.
154 Ibid., 191–192, table 4.1.
155 Ibid., 217–218, table 5.1.
156 These analyses will be carried out in connection with an advanced grant financed by
the Swedish Foundation for Humanities and Social Sciences, which will run from 2017 to
2021.
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The relatively high number of pits in Area A, which did not contain human
skeletal remains but complete objects including high amounts of tableware may
give us insights into feasts and rituals related to the burials. Pit V, only a couple
of metres north of Tomb X is also a double pit with a shape and orientation which
mirrors almost exactly that of Tomb X: a recumbent “8” aligned west–east. It
contained exclusively ceramic products of mainly fine tableware, and two figu-
rines – but no skeletons. All the vessels have been intentionally broken and thrown
into the chambers. No doubt, many lower parts of large vessels show an untypical
break-pattern, viz. they were deliberately cut to form cups, which points to their
secondary use as drinking vessels before they were thrown into the chambers –
possibly combined with deliberate breaking, i.e. “ritual killing” of vessels.157We
suggest that the vessels from this pit were deposited in the course of rituals and
worship of the departed – very likely in connection with burials and during cere-
monies honouring earlier deceased relatives or important persons. We can assume
a similar function of Pit GG. As the suggested time span based on the pottery from
Pit V, i.e. roughly 1350–1200 B.C.E. (see above), excludes a single deposition, it
is evident that this pit has been used for a considerable time. Thus, it is likely that
the contents of the pit come from somewhere else and were finally deposited
there: rituals connected with the burials or worship of the deceased might have
taken place at various locations in the area, and the material remains from these
ceremonies might have been moved to their final resting place in various pits: one
of them is Pit V, another seems to be Pit GG, the material of which needs further
study.
In addition, there are offering pits in Area A, which have a circular layout and

contain mainly complete objects including pottery, both table and kitchen ware
comprising cooking pots and baking trays, figurines, textile production tools,
metal objects and objects related to cultic activity such as astragali, notched scap-
ulae and other notched bones. These pits most likely reflect a single deposition
according to the life-span of the deposited objects. We have already suggested
elsewhere that Offering Pit P and Tomb 2 from 1976 – both are along the western
edge of the irrigation channel – are associated with each other.158 The fairly rich
but partly looted Tomb 2159 contained numerous skeletons whereas Pit P had sev-
eral complete vessels but no skeletons. We propose that Pit P functioned for the
deposition of offerings during a ritual connected with the earliest burial of Tomb
2 and/or other burials in its vicinity. Karageorghis dated the earliest burials of
Tomb 2 to the end of LC I or the end of the 15th century B.C.E.160We suggested
LC IB, roughly the 15th century B.C.E. for Pit P,161 based on White Slip I bi-
chrome which is present in both features. Offering Pits B, Z6 and Z7 may have
had similar functions: Pit B may reflect offerings connected to one (or more) of
the burials in Tomb 1, which is dated starting at the end of the LC IIB and lasting
to the end of the LC IIC period, i.e. covering roughly the time span from 1320–

157 On this topic see e.g. Morrison / Park, 2008.
158 Fischer / Bürge, 2016, 51–53; Fischer / Bürge, 2017b, 210.
159 Karageorghis, 1976.
160 Ibid., 89.
161 Fischer / Bürge, 2016, 52.



1200 B.C.E.162 No tombs can be associated to Offering Pits Z6 and Z7 – possibly
because the tombs have not been discovered yet. Other explanations may be that
all these offering pits are not directly associated to any specific burial or that the
position and the proximity between a burial and the associated offering pit was
less important to the people of Hala Sultan Tekke than we may expect.
Feasting rituals, and in specific those for the deceased, are not only attested in

Cyprus, but also in the Aegean, the Levant, and Egypt.163 However, in these re-
gions outside Cyprus there is plenty of written and iconographic evidence of such
rituals, whereas on Cyprus we have to rely solely on the archaeological evidence.
This evidence includes mainly deposits of tableware similar to that of our Pits V
and GG, in combination with large amounts of animal bones and other food re-
mains, such as seeds. This is reported from the administrative building X at Kalav-
asos Ayios Dhimitrios.164 Another interesting parallel are the fillings of two wells,
TE III and TE VIII, at Kouklia Evreti,165 which contained fragments of local, and
Mycenaean and Minoan imported ceramics, bronze vessels and weapons, faience
and stone objects, textile production and metallurgical tools, seals and weights,
worked bones, animal horns, and an ivory hoard. This deposit may at least partly
display the disposal of feasting debris, which was accumulated over a long period
of time.
The interior of the ashlar-built Tomb 66 at Enkomi, which is one of the wealth-

iest tombs known in Cyprus, with a low bench against two of the walls allowed
several persons to sit or stand inside. Crewe166 therefore suggested that such stone-
built tombs not only housed the deceased but were also places for ritual feasting,
a practice which has parallels in the Aegean and in the Near East, where this kind
of tomb architecture and such rituals are well-documented – for instance at Ugarit,
Byblos or Qatna.167

At Hala Sultan Tekke, not only Pits B, P, Z6, Z7, V and GG reflect the remains
of ritual feasting or offering. There are also a number of well fillings which may
display feasting debris,168 similar to those at Kouklia Evreti. In addition, there are
a number of shallow pits (AA1–AA5; see position in fig. 3), which may also be
interpreted as offering pits. As the evaluation of the material of these features is
still ongoing, no conclusions can be presented yet. Drinking and serving vessels
found in the Late Bronze Age tombs at Hala Sultan Tekke could also have been
used for feasting rituals, before they were placed next to the deceased. In order to
establish, what exactly might have been consumed during these rituals, residue
analyses of vessels in the tombs and offering pits are needed and planned. Narrow-
necked containers, which may have contained unguents or scented oils, were pos-
sibly used for libation or represent personal belongings of or gifts to the buried
persons. Jewellery, scarabs, seals and weapons from the tombs certainly were per-
sonal items disclosing the rank of the deceased.169

162 Karageorghis, 1976, 89.
163 E.g. Wright, 2004; Pfälzner et al., 2014.
164 South / Russell, 1993; Steel, 2004a, 169–174.
165 Von Rüden et al., 2016.
166 Crewe, 2009.
167 Niehr, 2015.
168 Bürge, 2017.
169 Keswani, 2004, 136–139.
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The particularly high amount of Mycenaean imported vessels in Tomb X
(roughly 20%) is not surprising, and is comparable to other Late Bronze Age élite
burials on Cyprus (Steel 1998; South 2006).170 The percentage of Mycenaean im-
ports in Pit V is even higher (roughly 35%) – which may have also chronological
reasons, as the bulk of material from this pit can be dated to the period of most
intense influx of pottery from the Aegean to Cyprus. In contrast, apart from a few
sherds, there are no complete Mycenaean imported vessels in Tomb LL – the only
Aegean import is the complete Late Minoan II/IIIA1 piriform jar with the bird
motifs which is quite a unique find on Cyprus. Therefore, we suggest that Tomb
LL should be dated to the period before the bulk of Mycenaean vessels reached
Cyprus, i.e. before the LH IIIA2 period (or around 1400 B.C.E.). However, the
high number of Mycenaean imports found in tombs during the LC IIB–C (LH
IIIA2–IIIB) period needs further explanations other than merely the presence of
Mycenaeans in Cyprus which certainly was the case. It seems that these imports
– especially the skilfully decorated pictorial vessels – functioned as status symbol
of the Late Cypriot élite and may first have been used in domestic contexts and
then deposited in tombs.171 This would explain the low percentage of Mycenaean
imports usually found in the settlement of Hala Sultan Tekke (approximately 1–
2%). It would go beyond the scope of this paper to discuss the complex topic of
functional development of Mycenaean imports in Cyprus in sepulchral or ritual
contexts but a gradual appropriation of Mycenaean imported drinking sets in the
14th and 13th centuries B.C.E. is well documented.172 This goes along with a de-
crease of the variety of shapes in local fine wares, such as White Slip II and Base-
ring, which is also visible in Tomb X and Pit V. Compared to the Greek mainland,
the range of shapes is restricted. At the same time, specific shapes are especially
popular or occur exclusively in Cyprus, which suggests that there was a specific
need and demand for this ware on the island173 and implies that these vessels met
the taste of a Cypriot élite.
The imported tomb gifts from the Late Bronze Age tombs at Hala Sultan

Tekke in general, and in specific fromTomb X, derived from a vast area stretching
from mainland Greece over Crete to the Levant and from Anatolia (possibly) to
Egypt to the south. This underlines the importance of Hala Sultan Tekke as a har-
bour and a hub for trade and intercultural relations in the Late Bronze Age. As
regards burial practices and the connection between the tombs and the offering
pits at Hala Sultan Tekke, the evidence from Area A contributes to a better under-
standing of burial practices in Late Bronze Age Cyprus.
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