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ANTIGONI ZOURNATZI

CYPRIOT KINGSHIP: PERSPECTIVES IN THE CLASSICAL PERIOD
To Myriam and Jim

Writing in the first century before our era, Diodoros of Sicily reports that there
existed on the island of Cyprus in the middle of the fourth century nine rwdAeLg
aEwdroyou (large cities), each ruled by a king who was a vassal of the Persian
ruler.' From the written record - classical references, as well as Assyrian and
Cypriot inscriptions, and the legends of Cypriot coinage” -we learn the names
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the British Museum (P1. 3), the French Mission of Kition-Bamboula (PI. 5), and the Trustees of
the National Museums and Galleries on Merseyside, Liverpool (P1. 6).

1. Diod. XVI42.4 , the reference is set to 351/0 B.C., at the time of the joint revolt of the
Cypriots and Tenes of Sidon against the regime of Artaxerxes III (358-338 B.C.).

2. For the relevant Assyrian texts, see C. Saporetti, “Cipro nei testi neoassiri,” Studi
Ciprioti e Rapporti di Scavo, fasc. 2, Rome 1976, 83-88, and A.T. Reyes, Archaic Cyprus. A
Study of the Textual and Archaeological evidence, Oxford 1994, 49-60, with bibliography. O.
Masson, Inscriptions chypriotes syllabiques. Récueil critique et commenté, 2nd ed. Paris 1983
(hereafter ICS?), is the basic reference for Cypro-syllabic inscriptions. The main collections
and discussions of the Phoenician inscriptions from Cyprus are the Corpus Inscriptionum
Semiticarum I, Paris 1881 (hereafter CIS I); A. Honeyman, “The Phoenician inscriptions of
the Cyprus Museum”, Iraqg 6, 1939, 103-10; O. Masson and M. Sznycer, Recherches sur les
Phéniciens a Chypre, Geneva and Paris 1972 (hereafter Recherches); M.G. Guzzo Amadasi
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of a total of thirteen major cities which existed in Cyprus in the archaic and
classical periods (Map 1: Amathous, Khytroi, Idalion, Kyrenia, Kition,
Kourion, Lapithos, Ledroi, Marion, Paphos (Palaipaphos), Salamis, Soloi,
Tamassos).’ Our sources also supply names of local kings, although complete
dynastic sequences are not possible to reconstruct in any case, and
occasionally the dynastic record of a city will be represented by merely one or
two names."

The division of Cyprus into several separate political units was well
adapted to the geography of the island which is divided by the Kyrenia range
to the north and the Troodos mountains in the central and western part of the
island into a number of natural units. The obstacles which the hilly terrain
would have placed in the way of communications and transportation among
these natural units before the construction of the modern road system are even

and V. Karageorghis, Fouilles de Kition I11. Inscriptions Phéniciennes, Nicosia 1977
(hereafter Kition III). A new publication of the literary and epigraphic testimonia on Kition
(including the Phoenician inscriptions) is to appear in 7estimonia. Kition-Bamboula V,
currently in preparation.

G.F. Hill, A Catalogue of the Greek Coins in the British Museum 24: Catalogue of the Greek
Coins of Cyprus, London 1904 (hereafter BMC, Cyprus), and E. Babelon, Traité des monnaies
grecques et romaines 11:1, Paris 1907, 569ff., and 11:2, Paris 1910, 691ff., offer the best
conspectus of Cypriot coinage but need to be complemented by subsequent numismatic
bibliography, on which see conveniently A. Destrooper-Georgiades, “Numismatique
Chypriote,” Transeuphraténe 10,1995, 213-24. An up-to-date, comprehensive treatment of the
coinages of the Cypriot city-kingdoms is currently under preparation by idem, Manuel de
numismatique chypriote archaique et classique (Sites et Monuments, Ecole francaise
d’Athénes).

3. Not all of those cities are known to have enjoyed an independent political existence at all
times during the archaic and classical periods. A systematic survey of the literary, epigraphic
and numismatic evidence for the status of those cities at different periods can be found in H.J.
Watkin, The development of cities in Cyprus from the Archaic to the Roman period, Ph.D
thesis, Columbia University 1988, 1-45. On the history of the Cypriot city-kingdoms in
general, see also G. Hill, A History of Cyprus|, Cambridge 1940 (hereafter HC I); E. Gjerstad,
The Swedish Cyprus Expedition IV.2: The Cypro-Geometric, Cypro-Archaic and Cypro-
Classical Periods, Stockholm 1948 (hereafter SCETV.2); A. Avtwviddng, MeAETes yia v
Kumoo xai tic oyéoels tng wé 1ov ‘EAANVInO xOouo tiv mepiodo Tav agxaiwy faotAelwv
(Tevixn Totopia - Oeauol - Oixovoula xai Kowvwvia), Nicosia 1980; P.J. Stylianou, The
Age of the Kingdoms. A Political History of Cyprus in the Archaic and Classical Periods (Me-
Aétaw nal “Ymopviuata IT), Nicosia 1989.

4. See for convenience L. Antoniades, “L’institution de laroyauté en Chypre antique,” Kv-
motaxai Zmovdai ME”, 1981, 49-52.



156 A. Zournatzi

visible in the western part of the south coast of Cyprus: in the cases of the
adjacent districts of Paphos, Kourion, and Amathous communications with
their neighbours would have been far easier by sea than by land. The division
into kingdoms (that is to say into several separate political entities) would also
appear to be appropriate to the size of the island (c. 9.250 km?. Each one of
these kingdoms, said by Diodorus to have consisted of a major city and
subordinate villages,” would have surpassed the size of the average Greek
polis.®

The number of the kingdoms, until their abolishment by the Ptolemies
around the end of the fourth century B.C.” was not constant. Thus while
Diodorus records nine separate territorial rules in the fourth century, in the
Neo Assyrian records, which are the earliest documents attesting to the
existence of kingdoms on Cyprus, the number of these kingdoms is variously
recorded as seven in the late eighth century, and ten in the seventh century.”
In the classical period that number seems to have been directly dependent on
the power, ambitions and dispositions of the various kings, the most striking
contrast being provided by the late fifth and early fourth century ruler of
Salamis, Evagoras, who aspired to place under his control the entire island,
and the fourth century king Pasikypros of Tamassos who, as Athenaios
reports, sold his kingdom to king Pumiathon of Kition for fifty talents.’

Information about the prerogatives, practices and powers of the Cypriot
rulers is by and large confined to the fifth and fourth centuries before our era,
when the institution was already developed. Evidence about the earlier

5. Diod. XVI42.4: Omthoye TeTayuéva luned ToAopata T Tpoorvoodva Tatg Evvéa
TOLEOLV.

6. Cf. A. Snodgrass, “Cyprus and Early Greek History”(Fourth Annual Lecture on History
and Archaeology of the Cultural Foundation of the Bank of Cyprus), Nicosia 1988, 14.

7. HC I(n.3) 156-172; Watkin (n. 3) 112-130.

8. Infra, p. 160f.

9. Douris of Samos (L Maxedovixav) FrGrHist 76 q”F 4 (=Athen. peipnos. 1v 167 c-d):
"AMEEaVOQOG et Thv Tov moltogxioy ITvutaydpav dmwootéAhwy dhlag Te dwQEedg
£dwne nal ywolov 0 fricato. Mpdtegov 6t Tovto Iacixvmpog [0] facthetwy dmédoTto o’
aowtioy TeEVIARovIa Tohaviwv IMuyuakimve (sic Pumiathon) t@ Kutiel, dua to xwoiov
xal v abto Pactheiav: xal Aoy Ta xenpoata xateynoaoey v "Apadovvit. For the
identification of the domain of Pasikypros’s rule with Tamassos, see Watkin (n.3)41 and 152
n. 35.
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periods is scanty and vague, resting mainly upon the testimony of Greek
legend and the more or less ambiguous indications provided by the
archaeological record of the island. It is instructive to look briefly into the
suggestions that have been made up-to-date concerning the origins of the
institution before we turn to the evidence for kingship on Cyprus during the
classical period.

Greek legend traced the foundation of a number of the states which
existed in the archaic and classical periods and of these states’ ruling
dynasties to Achaean heroes of the Trojan war.'® Although the veracity of
Greek foundation legends can often be placed to question, in this case the
legends of a migration of Mycenaeans to Cyprus around the end of the Bronze
Age seemed to be supported by the Cypriot Greek dialect spoken on the island
during the first millennium, because Cypriot Greek has affinities with the
Arcadian dialect spoken in the Peloponnese in Mycenaean times,"" and it was
written in a syllabic script which antedates the introduction of the alphabet.
The hypothesis of the antiquity of the use of the Greek language on Cyprus
was further supported by the discovery on the island, in an archaeological
context assigned to the 11th century B.C., of a bronze obelos inscribed with
symbols of the ancient Paphian script which have been interpreted to record
the Greek name "Ogéhtag in the genitive (O-pe-le-ta-u) (P1.1)."*

Until the early 1980’s, the archaeological record of the final phase of the
Cypriot Bronze Age (Late Cypriote III: ca. 1200 - ca. 1050 B.C.) and of the
ensuing early Iron Age (Cypro-Geometric IA-IB: ca. 1050 - ca. 950 B.C.)
was also generally held to confirm the Mycenaean origins of Cypriot states
suggested by Greek legends and by the archaic character of the Cypriot Greek

10. Copious collection of testimonia in K. Xattntwdvvov, ‘H doyaia Kimpog €is tdg
EAAnvixag Inyag A" Nicosia 1971, 46-67; discussion of the various legends in E. Gjerstad,
“The Colonization of Cyprus in Greek Legend,” OpArchlll, 1944, 107-23.

11. M. Sakellariou, “Achéens et Arcadiens,” in J. Karageorghis and O. Masson, eds., The
History of the Greek Language in Cyprus, Nicosia 1988, 9-17; M.E. Voyatzis, “Arcadia and
Cyprus: Aspects of their Interrelationship between the Twelfth and Eighth Centuries B.C.,”
RDAC 1985, 155-63. On the links between Arcadia and Cyprus in the Greek tradition, see
Paus. VIII 5.2 and VII 53.7.

12. Palaipaphos-Skales Tomb 49 no. 16. E. Masson and O. Masson, “‘Les objets inscrits de
Palaepaphos-Skales,” in V. Karageorghis, Palaepaphos-Skales. An Iron Age Cemetery in
Cyprus (Ausgrabungen in Alt-paphos auf Cypern Band 3), Konstanz 1983, 411f.
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dialect. The wider historical framework of the Eastern Mediterranean world
in the end of the Bronze Age links a widespread unrest to the twelfth-century
collapses of the Hittite and Mycenaean Bronze Age monarchies." These
disturbances in other regions would appear to coincide roughly with a series
of destructions or abandonment of sites (e.g., Kalavassos-Ayios Dhimitrios,
Maroni-Vournes, Pyla-Kokkinokremos) and the emergence of fortified
settlements on Cyprus (e.g., Pyla Kokkinokremos, Maa-Paleokastro), as well
as with the appearance on the island of novel architectural features with
Aegean connections and of pottery types which display close similarities to
Mycenaean wares."* Thus a hypothesis formed of a large scale migration in
the beginning of the twelfth century of displaced Mycenaean immigrants
which further postulates that these newcomers transplanted on Cyprus “their
political system: a network of warlike monarchies, each usually centered on
a fortified citadel, with the king called by the title of wanax , and performing
a leading religious role as well as his political one”." As a corollary to this
hypothesis, the Cypriot kingdoms of the Archaic and Classical periods would
also have been modelled on a Mycenaean prototype.**

However, while Greek was presumably spoken on Cyprus as far back as
the eleventh century, and was the dominant language on the island in the first
millennium, recent investigations no longer unequivocably support the
hypothesis that the Greek language was introduced to Cyprus along with an
imported Mycenaean political order."” At present there is a growing tendency

13. See in general (with reservations) N.K. Sandars, The Sea Peoples. Warriors of the
Ancient Mediterranean, London 1978, and the various contributions in W.A. Ward and M.S.
Joukowsky, eds., The Crisis Years: The Twelfth Century B.C. From Beyond the Danube to
the Tigris, Dubuque 1992 (hereafter The Crisis Years).

14. V. Karageorghis, “The Crisis years: Cyprus,” in The Crisis Years(n. 13) 79-86, is an apt
summary of the relevant, and much debated over, archaeological evidence.

15. This definition is given by A. Snodgrass (n. 6) 12. For an overview of the different
formulations of the hypothesis in earlier publications, see D.W. Rupp, “The Seven Kings of the
Land of [a’, a District of la-ad-na-na: Achaean Bluebloods, Cypriot Parvenus or Both?” in
Festschrift for Brunilde S. Ridgway, K.J. Hartswick and M. Sturgeon, eds., University of
Wisconsin Press, Madison (forthcoming).

16. This view is normally more or less moderated by the admission of the incorporation of
non-Greek elements in this “Mycenaean” institution, e.g., Antoniades (n. 4) 33-35.

17. And the evidence, namely, Linear B records, which would most explicitly make the case
for the exercise of a Mycenaean-type state organization on Cyprus, is lacking in the
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to think in terms of a “Greek penetration” rather than a massive migration (a
“colonization”) " and to acknowledge that the instances of destruction and
rebuilding of sites formerly connected to the arrival of Mycenaeans are not all

”)18

possible to link to a single cause or even to ascribe to a single period."

The thesis of the Mycenaean origins of the first-millennium political
organization on the island has thus lost some of its earlier appeal, and one is
allowed to consider a number of alternative possibilities.

One of these, proposed by James Muhly,” places the emphasis upon local
Cypriot phenomena. According to Muhly, a centralized state (Alasia) had
existed on the island since the sixteenth century. In the course of the thirteenth
century this state would have controlled a network of centers throughout the
island which focused on the exploitation of the local copper resources. With
the decline of this centralized state towards the mid 12th century, these
regional centers of copper production (Enkomi, Athienou, Pyla-Kokkino-
kremos, Kition, Hala Sultan Tekke, Maroni-Vournes, Kalavassos-Ayios
Dhimitrios, Kourion-Bamboula, Alassa-Pano Mandilaris, Maa-Palaeokastro,
Apliki Karamallos, and Myrtou Pighadhes) “were quick to take the
opportunity to claim autonomy and entered a path of development which led to
the formation of the Iron Age kingdoms, one of the earliest being the kingdom
of Paphos and one of the latest ones that of Salamis (1050/1000 B.C.).”*

archaeological record of the island.

18. Cl. Baurain, “Passé 1égendaire, archéologie et réalité historique: 1’hellénisation de
Chypre,” Annales. Economies Sociétés Civilisations 44:2, 1989, 471. Cf. V. Karageorghis,
The End of the Late Bronze Age in Cyprus, Nicosia 1990, and idem (n. 14) 8§2; B. Kling,
Mycenaean IIIC:1b and Related Pottery in Cyprus , Géteborg 1989 (=SIMA 87), 175-6; and J.
Vanschoonwinkel, “La présence grecque a Chypre au Xie siecle av. J.-C.,” in V. Karageorghis,
ed., Cyprus inthe I Ith century B.C. (hereafter Cyprus in the 11th Century B.C.), Nicosia 1994,
109-131.

19. E.g., Karageorghis (n. 14) esp. 79 and 83f. For an earlier plea to refrain from assigning
distinct breaks in the archaeological record of 13th to 11th century Cyprus with the arrival of
distinct peoples (in this case, the Achaeans) without “independently established supporting
evidence,” see F.G. Maier, “Kinyras and Agapenor,” in V. Karageorghis, ed., Acts of the
International Archaeological Symposium “Cyprus between the Orient and the Occident”
(Nicosia, 8-14 September 1985), Nicosia 1986, 311-318.

20. J. Muhly, “The Organization of the copper industry in Late Bronze Age Cyprus,” in E.
Peltenburg, ed., Early Society in Cyprus (hereafter Early Society), Edinburgh 1989, 298-314.

21. Muhly, op.cit., 303.



160 A. Zournatzi

Muhly’s formulation must, of course, be viewed as hypothetical as no
adequate documentation is available for the existence of any such kingdoms
prior to the eighth century.

Our lack of hard evidence concerning the political organization of
Cyprus from the twelfth/eleventh through the ninth century is also illustrated
by the hypotheses that the political organisation of the island during those
centuries may have relapsed “into some looser form of tribalism”* or to
“some form of a complex chiefdom system.”** If either of the latter forms of
organization reflects the state of affairs on Cyprus in the three or four
centuries following the end of the Bronze Age, then continuity between the
Bronze Age and the political institutions of the eighth century and later is also

difficult to establish.

As it is, the most recent reconstruction of the origins of the Cypriot
kingdoms of the Archaic and Classical periods also notes the significant
uncertainties that center around the hypotheses just summarized and places
the emphasis upon the historical events which surrounded the earliest
unambiguous attestations of the Cypriot kingdoms in the late eighth century.?*
Beginning in the eighth century, Cyprus begins to be mentioned in the records
of Neo-Assyrian rulers. The earliest such attestations occur in the records of
Sargon II (721-705), who boasts to have brought into submission “seven
kings of the land of Ia’, a district of Iadnana at seven-days’ journey in the sea
of the setting sun.” Sargonid references to the seven kings of Ia occur in eight
texts,?® the most famous one of which is inscribed on a stele, which was
discovered in the ruins of ancient Kition towards the middle of the last century
and is now displayed in Berlin (P1.2).”

22. For the continuous occupation of a number of those sites since the 11th century B.C.,
however, see M. lakovou, “The Topography of Eleventh Century B.C. Cyprus,” in Cyprus in
the 11th Century B.C. (n. 18) 149-165.

23. E.g., Snodgrass (n. 6) 18, who rejects, however, this possibility.

24. Rupp (n. 15), following Ch. S. Spencer, “On the Mode of State Formation:
Neoevolutionism Reconsidered,” Journal of Anthropological Archaeology 9, 1990, 1-3.

25. Rupp (n. 15).

26. Saporreti (n. 2).

27. Vorderasiatisches Museum VA 968; J. Borker-Kldhn, Altvorderasiatische Bildstelen
und Vergleichbare Felsreliefs, Mainz 1982, 202-3. A new study of this important document
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That Iadnana is to be identified with Cyprus is suggested by the more detailed
list recording the names and respective seats of rule of ten kings of JTadnana in
the “Display inscription” of Esarhaddon (680-669 B.C.) which
commemorates that monarch’s rebuilding of the royal palace at Nineveh and
dates to 673/2 B.C.* In Esarhaddon’s list one can identify, without pressing
the interpretation at least six of the place names mentioned with the names of
Cypriot cities attested in Greek texts and Cypriot inscriptions. The
correspondences are marked on the tentative sketch - owed to David Rupp - of
the location and boundaries of the reconstructed kingdoms shown on Map 2
». Edilhas been identified with Idalion, Kitrusi with Chytroi, Pappa with
Paphos, Kuri with Kourion, Tamesi with Tamassos, and Lidir with Ledra.
Less certain are the identifications of Si/li and Si/lua with Salamis and Soli,
and much disputed those of Niria and Qartihadast with Amathous and
Kition, respectively.*®

Rupp observes that beginning in the reign of Ashurnasirpal IT (883-859 B.C.)

and of its political implications for Cyprus has been prepared by F. Malbran-Labat, “La stéle
chypriote de Sargon (VA 968),” Testimonia, Kition-Bamboula V (forthcoming), summarily
announced in idem, “La stele de Sargon II a Chypre: Le texte de I’inscription,” in A. Caubet,
ed., Khorsabad, le palais de Sargon II, roi d’Assyrie. Musée du Louvre, Paris, 19-20 Janvier
1994 (Conférences et colloques du Louvre), Paris 1995, 169-179.

The earlier thesis, supported among others by H.J. Katzenstein, The History of Tyre, Jerusalem
1973, 241, that the stele was found at Idalion, is no longer considered to be valid. See E.
Gjerstad, “The Phoenician Colonization and Expansion in Cyprus,” RDAC'1979,237n.5, and
M. Yon, “La stele de Sargon II 2 Chypre: La découverte de la stele a Larnaca (Chypre),” in
Khorsabad, Ie palais de Sargon II, roi d’Assyrie, (Conférences et colloques du Louvre), Paris
1995, 161-168.

28. R. Borger, Die Inschriften Asarhaddons. Kdénigs von Assyrien, Graz 1956, 59-61; J.B.
Pritchard, ed., Ancient Near Eastern Texts, 3rd edn., Princeton, NJ, 1969, 290-291.

29. Transliterations of the names of the kingdoms after Borger (n. 28) 60. On the
identification with place names attested in Cypriot inscriptions and classical texts, see (among
others) Saporetti (n. 2) 86-87. For an overview of modern pronouncements on the Jocation and
geographical boundaries of the Cypriot kingdoms, see O. Masson and A. Hermary, “La
géographie des royaumes chypriotes chez les modernes,” Centre d’études chypriotes, Cahier
17,1992, 23-28 and pls. [-IV.

30. For Niiria as equivalent to “[Kin]nuria/e”, a presumably ancient designation of
Amathous, see C. Baurain, “Un autre nom pour Amathonte de Chypre,” BCH 105, 1981, 361-
72. For an overview of the long debate on the location of Qartihadast, see esp. M. Yon, “Le
Royaume de Kition: Epoque archaique,” Studia Phoenicia5,1987,366-7, who argues in favor
of the identification of that city with Kition.
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the Assyrian army began to conduct “with almost annual regularity ruthless
razzias” beyond the east to the Mediterranean coast, and that similar activities
in the area are documented in the reign of his son Shalmaneser (859-824).
Furthermore, following a brief interval of Assyrian military weakness, during
which Assyrian claims on the Levant were no longer pressed, pressure on the
area was renewed by Tiglathpileser III (747-727 B.C.) and his successors.
Rupp finds it surprising that “in this context of (Assyrian) military conquest
and economic exploitation of the Levant (the coast of which is in places less
than a day’s sail from Cyprus)” there would not be a single trace of official
Assyrian recognition of Cyprus’ existence and no formal economic
interaction with the island prior to the mid-eighth century.” He concludes,
therefore, that prior to that time, Cyprus must have lacked “a visual network
of formal states and their concomitant urban centers.” In his view the
prototypes for the eighth-century states of Cyprus should be sought in
contemporary models of political organization in the Levant, and in particular
in the practices of the Phoenicians, whose mother cities strung along the coast
of the Levant.

The Phoenicians, who were probably already consolidated into states as
early as the eleventh century,” had also by the ninth century established a
physical presence on the island (at least in the area of Kition)*? both with a
view to the exploitation of Cyprus’ highly marketable reserves of copper and
timber (including cedar!),”® and the use of the island as a way station and a

1

31. R.R. Stieglitz, “The Geopolitics of the Phoenician Littoral in the early Iron Age,’
BASOR 279, 1990, 9-12.

32. V. Karageorghis, Kition: Mycenaean and Phoenician discoveries in Cyprus, London
1976. The final report on the excavations of the Phoenician levels at Kition, V. Karageorghis
et al., Excavations at Kition V1, is currently under preparation. The literary and archaeological
evidence on the Phoenician presence on Cyprus from the ninth century B.C. onwards is
discussed by A. Dupont-Sommer, “Les Phéniciens a Chypre,” RDAC 1974, 75-94; E.
Gjerstad, “The Phoenician Colonization and Expansion in Cyprus,” RDAC 1979, 230-54; M.
Sznycer, “Salamine de Chypre et les Phéniciens,” in M. Yon et al., Salamine de Chypre:
Histoire et Archéologie, Paris 1980, 123-29. A stimulating discussion of possible literary
references and allusions to a still earlier Phoenician presence on Cyprus is offered by P.
Maynor Bikai, “Cyprus and Phoenicia: Literary Evidence for the Early Iron Age,” in G.C.
loannides, ed., Studies in Honour of Vassos Karageorghis, Nicosia 1992, 241-248.

33. For cedar on Cyprus, see J.E. Garfitt, “The Cyprus Cedar,” Quarterly Journal of Forestry
60.111, 1966, 185-189.
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staging post for commercial enterprises further west. Rupp has convincingly
put together evidence demonstrating that this early period of Levantine
political and economic activity in Cyprus went hand in hand with a
diversification of the material culture of the island (which becomes especially
noticeable in 850-750 B.C.) and with increasing indications in the
archaeological record for the emergence of a social hierarchy, such as “rich
burial assemblages” which may “be seen as conscious attempts to articulate
new status distinctions and to legitimize recently acquired power.” Further
indications for a social stratification from the mid-eighth century onwards
are, according to the same scholar, the increasing concentration of
monumental buildings, literacy, and the recovery of luxury items within or in
the immediate proximity of cities which continued as centers of administration
of the Cypriot states.™

For Rupp, it would be during this period, spanning the eighth and the
seventh centuries that monarchs who came to power also adopted the model
of a Levantine political system and its concomitant ideology and
iconography.

Of the views proposed so far for the origins of the Cypriot kingdoms,
Rupp’s argument that Cypriot kingship followed a Levantine model would
best seem to account for the increase in the archaeological record of evidence
attesting to the formation of a hierarchal state in Cyprus starting in the eighth
century, and for the timing of the earliest literary references to Cyprus.
However, as Rupp himself admits,* before the reign of Sargon, Assyrian
claims on the Levant were more or less tenuous. The absence of references to
Cypriot kingdoms in the records of Sargon’s predecessors need not indicate,
therefore, a political void on Cyprus prior to the mid-eighth century. One

34. The archaeological evidence is discussed in a series of articles: D.W. Rupp, * *Vive le
roi’: The emergence of the state in Iron Age Cyprus,” in D.W. Rupp, ed., Western Cyprus:
Connections. An Archaeological Symposium held at Brock University, St. Catharines,
Ontario, Canada, March 21-22, 1986 , Goteborg 1987 (=SIMA 77), 147-168; idem, “The
‘Royal Tombs’ at Salamis (Cyprus): Ideological messages of Power and Authority,” Journal
of Mediterranean Archaeology 1, 1989, 111-139; idem, “Puttin’ on the Ritz: manifestations
of high status in Iron Age Cyprus,” in Early Society (n. 20) 336-62.

35. Rupp (n. 15).
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should also note that evidence for the existene of social hierarchy in some
areas at least of the island prior to the mid-eighth century is available, for
instance, in the wealthy burials of Palaepaphos-Skales and Episkopi-
Kaloriziki.*

The point remains that none of the models that have been advanced until
now can securely account for the origins of Cypriot kingship. And the
relationship of the practices of earlier and classical period kings cannot be
traced since we lack the evidence on the particulars of Cypriot rule in the
earlier periods. In the case of Neo-Assyrian records, for instance, Cypriot
rulers are each designated as sharru, the Akkadian term for “king” also used
for Assyrian monarchs. Assyrian references to the eighth- and seventh-
century kings of Cyprus offer no information, however, about the status of
those rulers in their respective communities.

While one cannot obtain any specific information about the origins and
early stages of the institution of Cypriot kingship for the end of the second and
the early part of the first millennium, the foregoing review ought to still make
clear that, due to the island’s exposure to many different cultures and
influences, the realities of Cypriot kingship must have been very nuanced and
complex.” This is at least implied by the varied linguistic landscape of the

36. The archaeological evidence for the existence of a social hierarchy in Cyprus in the
course of the 11th and 10th centuries is discussed by Snodgrass (n. 6) 10 and J.N. Coldstream,
“Status symbols in Cyprus in the Eleventh century B.C.,” in Early Society (n. 20) 225-35.
However, the mace-heads, which have been discovered in Cypriot contexts of the late 10th,
mid-ninth and mid-8th centuries, and which were thought earlier to represent tangible evidence
for the existence of monarchical rule on Cyprus during that period, can no longer be
unquestionably accepted as such: N. Kourou, “Sceptres and maces in Cyprus before, during
and immediately after the 11th century,” in Cyprus in the 11th Century B.C. (n. 18) 203-27;
Rupp (n. 15).

37. Cf. F.G. Maier, “History from the earth: The kingdom of Paphos,” Ille Colloque
International de 1’Association pour la Syrie-Palestine a 1’époque perse: “La Transeuphraténe
a I'époque perse: Contacts et échanges culturels,” Paris 21-23 Avril 1994, (Summaries) 74,
who believes, however, in the continuous existence of the Cypriot kingdoms during the Late
Bronze and Iron Ages: “In Cyprus the local kingdoms had been a dominant form of political
organization since the Late Bronze Age, although it is difficult to assess to what extent the
traditions of Mycenaean monarchy and Canaanite kingship were instrumental in shaping the
peculiar system of Cypriot monarchy. Its institutions survived throughout the archaic and
classical periods, setting the island apart from the Greek world where (except for its northern
fringes and Cyrene) kingship had disappeared long before.”
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island in which a dialect of Greek was used side by side with Phoenician and
with a still undeciphered, presumably native, language which we call
Eteocypriot. The latter language survived tenaciously, at least in the kingdom
of Amathous, into the third century before our era.® Furthermore, alongside
the possible adoption by the Cypriots of a Levantine model of a monarchical
state, as Rupp suggested, the island’s Greek heritage also continued to
manifest itself in the institutions of the island through the use of such terms as
basileus and wanax, which have a venerable Mycenaean Greek past, and in
various (Greek) rulers’ claims to be descended from heroes of the Trojan war.
The terms basileus and wanax are both found (lines 1 and 2, respectively) in
the Cypro-syllabic portion of a bilingual dedication to Apollo at Idalion
dating from the 4th regnal year of Melekiathon, a fourth-century king of
Kition (P1. 3).%

The point also needs to be made that definitions of Cypriot royalty current
in the second millennium or in Neo-Assyrian times need not have remained
unchanged in the subsequent centuries. Whether or not Mycenaean presence
in the late second millennium was responsible for the transmission of
Mycenaean Greek ruling habits to Cyprus or contacts with the Levant were
responsible in the first place for the emergence of an eastern type of monarchy
on Cyprus, the island continued to be exposed to the political customs of
states and Empires that sprang in the East. Circumstances which could favor
the enrichment and modification of Cypriot kingship subsequent to the eighth
and seventh centuries would include, in addition to Assyrian rule, periods of
domination of the island by the Egyptians* and by the Achaemenid Persians,

38. For the “indigenous” origins of the Amathousians the main references are: FrGrHist
115(Theopompos) F 103; Stephanos of Byzantion, Ethnika, s.v.‘‘Amathous”; Pseudo-Skylax
of Caryanda, Periplous in Geographi Graeci Minores1,77-78, 103. See also the discussion of
C. Baurain, “Réflections sur les origines de la ville d’apres les sources littéraires,” in P. Aupert
and M.-Chr. Hellmann, Amathonte 1. Testimonial (Etudes Chypriotes IV), 1984 109-117. A
list of the “Eteocypriot” texts found on Cyprus has been put together by Reyes (n. 2) 22.

39. BM West. Asiat. Dept. Inv. 125-320. ICS? no. 220: line 1: pa-si-le-wo-se, pa-si-le-u;
line 2: wa-na-xe.

40. Hdt. 11 182.2: ("Apaoig) efke 8¢ KOmpov mo@tog avhommwy ®ail RaTeoTépato £g
@ogov amaywynv, is the only known explicit statement of Egyptian political control over
Cyprus. An overview of the political and cultural relations between Cyprus and Egypt in the
first half of the first millennium may be found in Reyes (n. 2) 69-84.
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whose control of Cyprus from the second half of the sixth century to the time
of Alexander is amply documented in the Greek sources. "'

Turning then to the classical period one may first observe that Persian
domination did not affect the position of Cypriot kings. Herodotus* reports
that Cyprus was incorporated, together with the Levantine coast, in the fifth
satrapy (geographical district for administrative and fiscal purposes) of the
Achaemenid Empire. Tribute, either in the form of fixed payments or in the
form of contributions of supplies or men and ships to the Persian armies and
navies,” and loyalty appear to have constituted the only obligations to the
Achaemenid dynasts by the Cypriot rulers, who were otherwise left to their
own devices. That the Persian monarchs recognized the royal status of Cypriot
kings is perhaps most clearly indicated by the prerogative of those kings to
mint autonomous coinage while they were vassals of the Persian Empire.*

Complete dynastic sequences are not available, and often names of kings
recorded on inscriptions and coinage is all that is known about the practice of
kingship in a number of the kingdoms. For those areas, however, for which
evidence exists, it is clear that only one monarch ruled at a time (unlike the
Spartan institution of dual monarchy, for instance) and that kingship was as a
rule hereditary. This for instance is equally true of the Greek-speaking cities
of Paphos and Salamis as it is of the city of Kition, which was ruled in this
period by a Phoenician dynasty.

41. The date of Cyprus’ incorporation in the Persian empire is discussed by H.J. Watkin,
“The Cypriote surrender to Persia,” JHS 107, 1984, 154-63. J. Wiesehofer, “Zypern unter
persischer Herrschaft, in H. Sancisi-Weerdenburg and A. Kuhrt, eds., Achaemenid History IV.
Centre and Periphery, Leiden 1990, 239-52, Th. Petit, “Présence et influence perses a Chypre,”
in H. Sancisi-Weerdenburg and A. Kuhrt, eds., Achaemenid History V1. Old Cultures ina New
Empire, Leiden 1991, 161-78, and A.-M. Collombier, “Organisation du territoire et pouvoirs
locaux dans I'fle de Chypre a 1’époque perse,” Transeuphraténe 4, 1991, 30-38, are useful
summaries of the relevant literary and archaeological evidence.

42. Hdt. 111 91.

43. See in general, C. Tuplin, “The Administration of the Achaemenid Empire,” in I.
Carradice, ed., Coinage and Administration in the Athenian and Persian Empires (The Ninth
Oxford Symposium on Coinage and Monetary History), BAR International Series 343, Oxford
1987, 137-158 and the recent extensive discussion of P. Briant, Histoire de I’ empire Perse. De
Cyrus 4 Alexandre, Paris 1996, 399-433 with bibliographical notes on 956-962.

44. Legends with royal names are standard on Cypriot coinage, see BMC, Cyprus (n. 2)
passim.
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Thus, in a Cypriot Syllabic inscription of the late sixth or early fifth
centrury from the Persian siege mound at Palaipaphos, an otherwise unknown
individual by the name of Onasicharis calls himself “king of Paphos” and
states his descent from a “Stasis king of Paphos” giving also the patronymic
of his father (Pl. 4).* Similar documents are available from Phoenician
Kition. For instance, Baalmelek II, who reigned in the second half of the fifth
century,* also traces in his inscriptions his lineage through his predecessors:
“Ba‘almelek, king of Citium and Idalium, son of king “Oziba‘al, king of
Citium and Idalium, son of king Ba‘almelek, king of Citium...”.*’ Likewise,
Pumiathon, the last known Phoenician king of the same city, always records
in his inscriptions* his descent from his illustrious predecessor Melekiathon,
whom we will be discussing in a moment. Although these genealogical lists
do not go beyond the third generation, the care with which various rulers
recorded their royal ancestors reveals the importance of heredity as a
requirement of legitimate rule on Cyprus.

Not all Cypriot kings inherited their rule, however. Kingship, as the
object of strife among sons of a deceased ruler or as the target of local civic
disaffection and revolt, has often been an extremely vulnerable institution.
Cypriot kingship appears to have been no exception in this respect. A direct
connection with the previous rulers appears to have been lacking, for
instance, in the case of Melekiathon of Kition, since his father, Baalram, does
not bear a royal title in Melekiathon’s inscriptions.*” Insights into the
strategies of legitimation employed by that ruler can possibly be derived from

45. Kouklia Museum KA 2141+KA 2098: ICS* (n. 2) 15, superseded by O. Masson et T.B.
Mitford, Les Inscriptions Syllabiques de Kouklia-Paphos (Ausgrabungen in Alt-Paphos auf
Cypern, Band 4), Konstanz 1986, 21-25 no. 2 and pl. 4.

46. For the conventionally accepted dates of rule of the fifth- and fourth-century dynasts of
Kition, see BMC, Cyprus, XXX-XLII.

47. A.M. Honeyman, “The Phoenician Inscriptions of the Cyprus Musem,” Iraq 6, 1939,
104-106, nos. 3 and 7, also considered by M. Yon, “Sur ’administration de Kition a 1’époque
classique,” in Early Society (n. 20) 365-66 and n. 5.

48. CIS 1 (n.2) nos. 10 and 11 =KitionI1I (n.2) A 2 and A 1; so also Yon, op.cit., 366 and
n. 6.

49. ICS? (n. 2) no. 220 (also supran. 39) = CIS 1 (n. 2) no. 89. Baalram bears, in the syllabic
portion of the text, the title F&vog, which is equivalent to “dn, “prince”, in the Phoenician
version of the text. The terms F dvaxtag/avaooag are used of the children of Evagoras in
Isoc. Evag. 72
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an inscription recently discovered in Larnaca and dated to the first year of his
reign (PL. 5).*° The inscription records a victory of Melekiathon king of Kition
and Idalion, son of Baalram, and all the people of Kition over their enemies,
who are not identified, and over their enemies’ auxiliaries, the Paphians. The
emphasis on the collaboration of the king with all the people of Kition, which
is previously unparalleled in the Phoenician texts from the island, has been
referred by M. Sznycer, who studied the inscription, to the untraditional
circumstances of Melekiathon’s rise to power.”’ As was noted earlier,
Melekiathon was not in the direct line of succession to the throne of Kition.
The victory commemorated in the inscription, and dating significantly from
the first year of Melekiathon’s reign, may have set, as Sznycer suggested, the
stage for his accession, and the popular support, which is repeatedly invoked
by Melekiathon in lines 1,3, and 5 of the inscription, may betray that in this
instance, military superiority and popular support superceded royal descent
as a prerequisite for kingship.*

Divine support, in this case the support of Ba'al ‘Oz (“Lord of Strength”)
invoked as a bestower of victory, was an essential prerequisite for legitimate
rule in the Near East, where royalty was conceived as a mark of favor
bestowed by the gods, and where monarchy as an institution was intimately
connected with divinity.* On Cyprus such theocratic associations were not
confined to the perceptions of kingship at Kition, the demonstrably Eastern,
Phoenician center of the island, but can also be found in Greek centers,
notably Paphos and Salamis.

The sacral character of Paphian kings emerges clearly from
inscriptions of fourth-century kings of that city in which the functions of king

50. Larnaca Museum, MLA 1513: M. Yon and M. Sznycer, “Une inscription phénicienne
royale de Kition (Chypre),”CRAI 1991, 791-823 (the essentials of this article were also
published in M. Yon and M. Sznycer, “A Phoenician victory trophy at Kition,” RDAC 1992,
157-165).

51. M. Sznycer, op.cit., 820-21.

52. For another notorious instance of a Cypriot ruler, namely Evagoras of Salamis, whose
connections with the legitimate dynasty of his city are quite shadowy, see A. Zournatzi,
“Evagoras I, Athens and Persia: ca. 412 - ca. 387/6 B.C.,” Ph.D thesis, University of
California, Berkeley, 1991, 9-29.

53. See H. Frankfort, Kingship and the Gods, Chicago 1978.
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and high priest are combined in one person.** These fourth-century rulers
appear furthermore to be perpetuating a much earlier tradition documented in
the fifth century by Pindar and traced to the mythical king Kinyras who is said
to be the founder of the famous shrine of the goddess Aphrodite of Paphos.™

Although there is no evidence for the performance of priestly functions by
the rulers of Salamis, an intimate association of kingship with divinity in this
city is suggested by certain literary references to Evagoras. These references
are to be found in the Evagoras, an encomium composed in honor of the
Salaminian ruler by the fourth-century Athenian orator Isocrates. In this
speech, the lineage of Evagoras is directly traced to Zeus through the mythical
A divine, and more
frequently an heroic, pedigree was often claimed in antiquity and it abounds
in Greek encomia, the literary genre to which the Evagoras belongs.

However, as M. Yon® notes in her analysis of the divine connections that are

personalities of Teukros, Telamon, and Aiakos.’

ascribed to Evagoras in this speech, the art of the orator lies in choosing such
mythological facts as would correspond to realities readily perceptible to the
audience. It may thus be significant that Zeus is the only divinity mentioned
in Isocrates’ account of Evagoras’ rule and personality and that this divinity is
mentioned repeatedly and only in connection with the person and the
functions of the king: twice to record that Zeus is the ancestor of Evagoras
and a third time in a parallelism of Zeus, the king of gods, with Evagoras, the
king of the Salaminians.® Furthermore, to acknowledge the assistance of
Evagoras in their struggle with the Spartans in the 390’s, the Athenians are
also known to have placed an honorary statue of that ruler near the image of
Zeus Soter.” These two associations of Evagoras with Zeus may not be
fortuitous if one assumes the existence in Salamis of a cult of Zeus which was

54. E.g., ICS*(n.2)nos.4,6,7, 16, 17; also in F.G. Maier, “Priest Kings in Cyprus,” in Early
Society (n.20) 387 n. 3.

55. Pind. Pyth. 11 15-16. Complete list of ancient references in Maier, op.cit., 377, 380 and
ns. 4-8.

56. Isoc. Evag. 13-18.

57. M. Yon, “Zeus de Salamine,” in Raymond Bloch, ed., Recherches sur les religions de
Iantiquité classique, Geneva and Paris 1980, 96-97.

58. Yon, op.cit., 96.

59. Isoc. Evag. 57 and Paus. 1.3.2. In the latter text the epithet of Zeus is "EAev0égLog.
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associated with the local rulers.* This suggestion may not be as far-fetched
as one may think considering the lack of native Salaminian evidence for this
period since the prominence of the cult of Zeus in this city is amply attested in
Roman Imperial times.*"

The prominent association of Greek Cypriot rulers of the classical period
with deities who bear Greek names, such as Aphrodite and Zeus, may be
misleading in the sense that it urges us to assume that the religious
foundations and character of Cypriot kingship were still rooted in Greek
tradition. Such an approach would overlook, however, the religious
syncretism that is likely to have taken place on the island prior to and during
the classical period.”

The fourth century inscriptions of the priest-kings of the goddess of
Paphos do not name the goddess, referring to her by the title wanassa,”
meaning “Queen/Lady”, which would seem to establish the Mycenaean
credentials of this goddess. * However, when the goddess of Paphos is first
named on local inscriptions a century later she is designated alternately

60. Among the testimony cited by Yon (n.57) 97-98 in support of this suggestion, the fourth-
century pottery fragments, inscribed, respectively, ZZQTHPOX ([AL0]g Zwtiipog) and ZQT
(Zwt[npog]), from the “Daimonostation” in Salamis (a likely location for the temple of Zeus
in the classical period) are of particular interest.

61. Yon (n.57) 92-95.

62. HC I (n. 3) 89-90: “(kingship in Cyprus)... as we see it in the fifth and fourth centuries,

it is a pure despotism, except perhaps at Idalium. At Paphos especially, but also probably
elsewhere, it was combined with, nay, rooted in, the high-priesthood. In the Homeric kingship
there was nothing despotic, nothing in the professional sense sacerdotal. It may be that
Achaean importations, such as the Teucrid dynasty, were grafted on to the original stock,
which must have existed in Cyprus as in Anatolia and Syria-Palestine.”
For a discussion of the iconographic evidence on the continually evolving perceptions of the
Salaminian cult of Zeus under Graeco-Roman influence from the eleventh century B.C. to
Roman imperial times, see M. Yon, “‘Du taureau a 1’aigle.” Documents figurés,” in
Mythologie Gréco-Romaine, Mythologies Périphériques. Etudes d’ iconographie, Lilly Kahil
et Christian Augé, eds., Paris 1981, 89-93.

63. ICS?*(n.2)nos.4,6,7,10, 16, 17,90,91.

64. For religious aspects of the wanax in the Mycenaean vocabulary, see L.R. Palmer,
“Mycenaean Religion: Methodological choices”, Res mycenaeae, Akten des VIL
Internationalen Mykenologischen Colloquiums in Niirnberg vom 6.-10. April 1981, Géttingen
1983, 338-365, esp. 352-360.
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Aphrodite Paphia® and Ashtarte Paphia,* Ashtarte being the Phoenician
goddess of fertility. At the same time, the generic title wanassa would have
allowed her to be readily associated with the primordial—and nameless—
Great Goddess of Cyprus whose manifestations are ubiquitous in the cults of
the island at least since the chalcolithic period (ca. 3000-2300).7

Just as the Paphian wanassa had the potential to be simultaneously
interpreted as a native, a Greek and a Near Eastern goddess, the religious
insignia, and iconography in general, of her custodians, the Paphian priest-
kings, might possibly also reflect such multiple associations.

In a wide ranging analysis, F. Maier has proposed the identification of a
late archaic limestone head, slightly larger than life size, found in the debris
of the Persian siege mound at Palaipaphos, as a representation of a Paphian
priest king (P1. 6).® And indeed the synthesis of elements attested in the
iconography of this sculpture, so far unique in Cypriot statuary, is imbued
with venerated Near Eastern symbols of power and religious authority, but no
single source of inspiration can acount for its combination of symbols. The
double crown is without a doubt a slight modification of the standard
Egyptian royal headress “depicted in countless statues and reliefs from the
Middle Kingdom onward.” Also Egyptian is the uraeus, the cobra of lower
Egypt and an emblem of the Egyptian royal crown. Departing from these
Egyptian models, however, the headdress is decorated with a scale pattern.
Also alien to the iconography of the Egyptian royal crown is the

65. Recherches (n. 2) 81. Dated by T.B. Mitford, “The Hellenistic Inscriptions of Old
Paphos,” BSA 56, 1961, 10ff., to the third century B.C. together with other alphabetic
examples.

66. STRT PP: The Cyprus Museum, “Ins. Ph.” 8. Dated to the third century B.C. at the
latest in Recherches (n. 2) 81-86.

67. J. Karageorghis, La Grande Déesse de Chypre et son culte a travers 1’iconographie, de
I’époque néolothique au Vieme s. a.C. (Collection de la Maison de I’Orient Méditerranéen
ancien No 5, Série archéologique: 4), Lyon 1977: representations found as early as the
Chalcolithic (3000-2300 B.C.) or even the Neolithic period; pp. 119ff. for the Cypro-
Geometric and Cypro-Archaic periods.

68. Merseyside County Museum, Liverpool, KA 730: Maier (n. 54) 61 no. 7 and fig. 1. V.
Wilson, “The Kouklia Sanctuary,” Appendix to F.G. Maier, “ Excavations at Kouklia
(Palaepaphos) 1973,” RDAC 1974, 140, proposes, however, that that head be “compared with
statues assigned to an early stage of the Archaic Cypro-Greek style.”
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representation of the winged disc. The use of this symbol, however, as an
emblem of power and authority was widespread in the Near East and Egypt
and is also consistent with the iconography on the local coinage struck by the
Paphian kings. Finally, the closest prototypes for the carefully executed
beard of the statue seem to derive from earlier Assyrian and contemporary
Achaemenian representations of royalty and nobility.

To return to the Paphian “priest-king”, this piece represents a unique
instance in which a representation of royalty can be identified with some
degree of plausibility in Cypriot statuary. Its value as evidence for Cypriot
royal practices in general may, therefore, be limited. It is still significant,
however, that a Greek-speaking king in Cyprus could employ insignia
imbued with eastern elements of authority and act in the capacity of a high
priest, practices which would have seemed alien to Greeks further west, but
which would have nonetheless been in line with contemporary perceptions
and representations of Eastern royalty.

The exceptional economic and social status which go hand in hand with
autocratic rule are normally reflected in royal residences. Greek authors
occasionally mention the extravagance and luxurious habits of Cypriot rulers
but give no descriptions of palaces.”” It may still be possible to reconstruct the
physical setting of Cypriot royalty from the testimony of archaeology.

There are in all five archaic and classical period sites where
archaeological explorations have recovered structures that have been
identified as palaces: Amathous,” Idalion,”* Palaipaphos,”

69. References in Antoniades (n. 2) and F.G. Maier, “Palaces of Cypriot Kings,” in V.
Tatton-Brown, ed., Cyprus and the East Mediterranean in the Iron Age, London 1989, 16-27.

70. F. Alabe and Th. Petit, “Rapport sur les travaux de 1’ Ecole frangaise a Amathonte de
Chypre en 1989: 2. ‘Le palais’,” BCH 114, 1990, 996-1023; Th. Petit, “Amathonte de Chypre:
bilan de deux campagnes de fouilles (1988 et 1989) au ‘palais’ d’ époque archaique et
classique,” Transeuphraténe4,1991,9-20.

71. Originally identified by E. Gjerstad, in E. Gjerstad et al., The Swedish Cyprus
Expedition 11: Finds and Results of the Excavations in Cyprus 1927-1931, Stockholm 1935
(hereafter SCE 11), 462. For subsequent excavations, see L. Stager, A. Walker, P. Gaber and
A. Graham, “Palace,” in L. Stager and A. Walker eds., American Expedition to Idalion,
Cyprus 1973-1980, Chicago 1989, 5-13; P. Gaber, “The University of New Hampshire
Expedition to Idalion, Cyprus. Preliminary Report,” RDAC'1992, 170-171.

72. J. Schifer, “Ein Perserbau in Alt-Paphos?” OpuscArchlll, 1960, 155-175: F.G. Maier
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Soloi” and Vouni.”* In the absence of epigraphic confirmation, none of
these identifications can be considered certain.” Yet, even if there can be no
certainty, there are a number of telling indications.”

With the exception of Vouni, a site which it has not been possible so far to
identify with any of the cities mentioned in the ancient record,” all of these
edifices are located in ruling cities of the kingdoms of the archaic and classical
periods. Furthermore, when the period of occupation of these buildings can
be determined, habitation does not appear to be continued beyond the end of
the fourth century,” that is beyond the time of the abolition of the Cypriot
kingdoms.

In spatial terms, the singularity of these buildings is reflected in the choice
of location, normally a hilltop, which may be fortified, as were seemingly the
acropoleis of Amathous and Idalion, and which normally commands wide
vistas of the natural surroundings (as at Amathous, Idalion, Soli and Vouni).”

and V. Karageorghis, Paphos. History and Archacology, Nicosia 1984, 207 ff.; F.G. Maier
and M.-L. von Wartburg in V. Karageorghis, ed., Archaeology in Cyprus 1960-1985, Nicosia
1985, 106f.; Maier (n. 68) 17.

73. Identified in the course of a “trial trench”, A. Westholm, in E. Gjerstad et al., The
Swedish Cyprus Expedition 111: Finds and Results of the Excavations in Cyprus 1927-1931,
Stockholm 1937 (hereafter SCE I1I), 413. Some information about the subsequent,
unpublished, Canadian excavations can be gleaned in V. Karageorghis, “Chronique des
fouilles a Chypre en 1973,” BCH XCVIII, 1974, 885-887 and fig. 82, and J. de Gagniers and
T. Tam Tinh, Soloi. Dix campagnes de fouilles (1964-1974)1, Sainte Foy 1985, xxir.

74. E. Gjerstad, SCE III (n. 73) 205-229, and idem, SCE 1V.2 (n. 3) 23-29.

75. See also Maier (n. 69) 19 n. 10, who refers to “the critical remarks” of J.-C. Margueron,
“L’apparition du palais au Proche-Orient”, in E. Lévy, ed., Le systéme palatial en Orient, en
Gréce et a Rome. Actes du Colloque de Strasbourg, 19-22 Juin 1985, Leyden 1987, 13-15, “on
the tendency to identify every monumental and complex building with a royal palace.”

76. For approaches similar to the one adopted here, see Maier (n. 69) and Th. Petit (n. 69) p.
11. The proposed function of those buildings is also followed by J. Mlynarczyk, “Palaces of
Strategoi and the Ptolemies in Nea Paphos: Topographical Remarks,” in W. Hoepfner and G.
Brands, eds., Basileia: Die paliste der Hellenistischen Konige (Internationales Symposion in
Berlin vom 16.12.1992 bis 20.12.1992), Mainz 1996, 197-200.

77. E. Gjerstad, “Four Kings,” OpArch 1V, 1946, 21-24, and idem, SCE 1V.2 (n. 3) 453-
477, proposed that the Vouni “palace” was constructed after 498 B.C. by a persofile king of
Marion in order to survey the city of Soloi. This suggestion is challenged in F.G. Maier,
“Factoids in ancient history: the case of fifth-century Cyprus,” JHSCV, 1985, 36-37.

78. Certainly in the cases of the edifices of Amathous, Palaipaphos and Vouni.

79. The “palace” of Palaipaphos rests against the inner face of the wall of the city.
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The fine ashlar masonry of their surviving walls betrays access to an elite of
stone masons (the degree of sophistication in the construction techniques
employed is perhaps best demonstrated at Palaepaphos where, according to
the excavators, the level of the foundation courses throughout the building
never varies by more than 2 cm.*”). When a comparison of these structures
with domestic architecture is possible as, for instance, at Idalion,” where a
section of the lower city has also been excavated, architectural contrast
further underlines the economic and social divide which must have separated
common people from the members of the highest echelon of the local social
hierarchy.

Evidence for the economic and administrative role of these buildings has
been increasing. The finds from the “palace” at Amathous include evidence
for the storage and redistribution of goods** as well as for the housing of
documents as indicated by finds of a fragment of a clay tablet* and clay
sealings.* At Idalion the earlier meagre corpus of inscribed ostraka found by
the first American expedition® has now been considerably expanded with the
discovery in the vicinity of the building complex identified as a palace of a
number of ostraka and limestone plaques—most of them inscribed in
Phoenician. According to Maurice Sznycer and Olivier Masson who have
been entrusted with the publication of these documents—they record
transactions of an economic nature.*

80. Maier (n.69) 17.

81. “Building 1, L.E. Stager, A. Walker, G. Ernest Wright, eds., American Expedition to
Idalion, Cyprus. First Preliminary Report: Seasons of 1971 and 1972, Cambridge, Mass.,
1974, 44 and fig. 36.

82. Petit (n. 70) 19, fig. 2 and pls. 1-3.

83. Petit (n. 70) 16 and pl. x1,2, and idem, “Syllabaire et alphabet au “palais” d’ Amathonte
de Chypre vers 300 av. J.-C.” in Cl. Baurain, C. Bonnet, V. Krings, eds., Phoenicia Grammalta.
Lire et écrire en Méditerranée (Actes du Colloque de Liége. 15-18 novembre 1989) (Studia
Phocnicia XIIT), Namur 1991, 484-485 and fig. 11.

84. Petit (n. 83) 485-486 and fig. 12.

85. F.M. Cross, “Inscriptions,” in L.E. Stager et al. (n. 81) 77-81.

86. Summarily announced by O. Masson and M. Sznycer in Nicosia in April 1994. See also
M. Hadjicosti, “the city-kingdom of Idalion,” (summary of paper presented in the 97th Annual
Meeting of the Archaeological Institute of America), AJA 100, 1996, 345, who identifies the
building in which the discovery was made as “the Phoenician administrative center used by
officials at Idalion” in the 4th century B.C.
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At Vouni affluence is also indicated by the abundance and quality of the
finds, such as imported objects of fine metalwork—as the silver bowls and
gold and silver bracelets with animal finials of a type favored by the Persians,
the latter indicating that Cypriot rulers may have been emulating Persian
standards of luxury.”’

We are reminded that the extant remains constitute only a meagre
reflection of the impressive furnishings and original appearance of these
buildings by the exceptional architectural elements which are found
occcasionally in their ruins. Such elements include Hathoric capitals of
ultimately Egyptian inspiration but executed in what appears to be a native
style.™

The religious functions of Cypriot kings and their privileged social and
economic status, as indicated by their hereditary rule and by the
monumentality of the buildings identified as royal palaces, all point to
affinities with eastern autocracies. In common with eastern monarchs,
Cypriot kings can be seen to have exercised considerable control over
military and diplomatic operations. Herodotus relates that the Cypriot kings
themselves commanded the armies of their respective cities in the Cypriot
Revolt of the 490’s™ as well as the contingents which their cities contributed
to the second Persian expedition against Greece in 480.” Furthermore,
Evagoras of Salamis appears to have been in sole charge of both diplomatic
relations with Athens, Persia and the king Acoris of Egypt and military
operations against the Persian monarch Artaxerxes II in the 390’s and the
380°s.”

87. E. Gjerstad, SCE III (n. 74) pls. XC, XClI, XCII. For the four gold and silver bracelets
of Achaemenid type, see P. Amandry, “Orfévrerie achéménide,” Antike Kunst 1, 1958, 20 and
pls. 11,21,22,12,26-29, who assigns to them a date “from the second half or last quarter of the
Sth century to the early years of the fourth.”

88. For “hathoric™ capitals associated with “palaces”, see: Alabe and Petit (n. 70) 1003-5
and fig. 24, and Petit (n. 70) 15 and n. 33 (Amathous); Gjerstad, SCEIII (n. 73) pl. LVII
(Vouni).

89. Hdt. V 104, 108-15.

90. Hdt. VII90,98; vir 11.

91. E.g., the Athenian decrees IG* 113 and /G II’ 20, granting Evagoras citizenship and
honors for his support of the Athenian cause; Evagoras’ dealings with Artaxerxes II, Ktesias,
Pers. 94 (= FrGrHist 688 F 30); with Acoris, Diod. XV 2-10.
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However, very little evidence actually exists as to how Cypriot rulers
interacted with the common people. Works composed by Aristotle and
Theoprastos on the government of the Cypriots’ no longer survive, and we
have no records of Cypriot laws to reconstruct the relationship between the
king and the community. Only two inscriptions have survived which might
be interpreted as royal decrees.”

The inscription on a famous bronze tablet found at Idalion may indicate
that Cypriot kings did not hold absolute power over their subjects.”* This
tablet refers to grants of land, to the equivalent in value of one talent of silver
and of four pelekeis and two Idalian didrachms, respectively, by the king
Stasikypros and the city of Idalion to a certain doctor, named Onasilos, who,
with his brothers, had provided free medical services to the community during
an attack on the city by the Medes and the people of Kition. In this inscription

which must belong to the fifth century,” and which is dated, quite

92. Arist. [ToAvtela Kvmpiwv, Theophr. Baotdeia Kvmoiwv, Harpocration and Suidas,
s.v.“dvanteg, dvaoool”.

93. The non-epigraphic evidence on the powers of the cypriot kings over the inhabitants and
the resources of their domain is also limited, see in particular Strabo XIV 684,65 and Theophr.
V 8.1: Strabo comments on the authority of Eratosthenes that *“in ancient times the plains of
Cyprus were thickly overgrown with forests and that, because the kings could not prevail over
the growth of the timber, they permitted anyone who wished, or was able, to cut out the timber
and to keep the land thus cleared as his own property and exempt from taxes.” The reference in
Strabo should probably not be taken to imply that all land belonged to the king. Interpreted in
the light of the reference in Theophrastus : &v KUmow yoUv oUx Etepvov ol BaoLhels, duo ey
TNOOUVTES %Ol TAULEVOLEVOL, dftar OF xal St TO HUOXOLOTOV lvad, it can also be seen to
allude to the sacred role of the king-one which was deeply rooted in Near Eastern state
ideology-in protecting and promoting the resources of his kingdom (without of course denying
the economic advantages that such a role would have conferred upon ruling individuals).

94. ICS*(n.2)no.217.

95. The date of the obviously unsuccessful siege on Idalion mentioned in the inscription
cannot be determined but must in any case fall within the fifth century. The reference to the
Medes would set the upper chronological limit of this event to after S00 B.C., because, as far as
we know, relations between the Cypriot kingdoms and Persia were peaceful until the 490’s,
when at the instigation of the king of Salamis, Onesilos, the Cypriots rebelled from Persia and
joined the Ionian revolt. The lower limit is set by the annexation of Idalion to the kingdom of
Kition sometime around the middle or in the second half of the fifth century during the reign of
Azbaal, see M. Marvin in L.E. Stager et al. (n. 81) XXV, who follows the reconstruction of the
political history of Kition in this period by J.B. Peckham, The Development of the Late
Phoenician Scripts, Cambridge, Mass., 1968, 17-21.
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exceptionally, by eponym (not by regnal year!),” the king is never mentioned
alone but is always accompanied by “xdg & wroMg "ESaAnFeg” or “nig & w1o-
Aic”, meaning “the city of the Idalians™ or simply “the city”. Both the king and
the people take an oath to honor the land grant to Onasilos his brother and their
sons and to refrain from taxing it in the future.

In his long analysis of the tablet, Konstantinos Spyridakis®’ has suggested
that this document, where the king and city “appear to be speaking with
separate voices,”” indicates that some measure of democracy existed in
Idalion, modelled on, or infuenced by, the Athenian constitution, which
granted the Athenian citizens the right to decide affairs of state, including the

collection of revenues and the allocation of resources.

In the lack of evidence as to who constituted the polis at Idalion and as to
who the eponym and his status were, it is difficult to evaluate the strength of
the suggested links of the Athenian and Idalian modes of governance.
Nevertheless, this inscription, which conveys a concept of state as
represented by both the king and the people, raises the possibility that fifth
century Idalion was not a pure autocracy but had some form of mixed
governance.

A second inscription (Pl. 7), discovered on the Acropolis of Kourion and
dated to the late sixth or early fifth century B.C., states, as reconstructed by
Terence B. Mitford, that a Cypriot king has reserved a plot of land for the “da.-
HOTEQWV™:

[-x]oétng O ZtafoL-]
-tvig 6 Kwgiw Baotke[vg]

[Ca(v)] ? dapoTéQWV TA(V)OE {zﬁaut[oaw].”

96. See the discussion of Watkin (n. 3) 146 n. 43.

97. K. Spyridakis, “Zvufokn eig v lotooiav The moAlteiog Tob doyaiov Idakiov (5 ai.
n.X.)," Kvrotaxal Emovdai A”, 1937, 70ff.

98. From T.B. Mitford, The Inscriptions of Kourion, Philadelphia 1971, 381.

99. Episkopi Museum, RR 32: Mitford (n. 98) no. 218, 377-382.
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Mitford considers “Sauotéowv” or “dapodtepov”'™ as a rare and poetic term
equivalent to Onpotirndg, a collective term referring to the city or
representatives of the city, comparing its suffix with the Mycenaean
occurence “Favaxtegov téuevoc,” which designates the royal domain.""" By
analogy, Mitford argues that “dopotépmv,” or “dapdtepov’” ought to refer to
persons or things of the demos, although, in the context of this inscription,
under the authority of the king. If the reading “douotépwv,” or “daudtegov” is
correct, and if developments in the study of Mycenaean still support Mitford’s
Mycenaean analogy (and as far as I know they do) the suggestion is attractive,
and would provide us with a second indication of the existence of a civic body
on Cyprus. In the lack of more precise information, however, as to who
constituted this body and what its functions were, it would seem unwarranted
to assume in this instance, as in the preceding example from Idalion, that
increased contacts of Cyprus with Greece, and Greek democratic practices in
the course of the classical period may have served to temper the absolute
character of Cypriot rule. We now know, furthermore, from the inscription of
Melekiathon recently discovered in Larnaca that official statements of joint
action or responsibility of king and people in state affairs were not confined to
the Greek-speaking centers of the island but also formed a part of Cypro-
Phoenician political expressions.

100. The reading of the crucial term,“dapotéomv’” or “Sandtepov”, is somewhat open to
ambiguity since the character interpreted as ro (line 3 fourth symbol from right on P1. 7)
deviates from the standard writing of the syllable in the Paphian script in which the inscription
is written. ro is normally represented by an X and an horizontal bar above it, and as Mitford,
op.cit., 379 remarks, “without the short stroke descending at right angles from the middle of the
horizontal.” An inscription on a plain white ware jug of the sixth century B.C., Mitford’s no.
13, provides another instance where this excrescence occurs.

101. From M. Ventris and J. Chadwick, “Evidence for Greek dialect in the Mycenaean
archives”, JHS 73,1953,99. The term is attested on a “cadastral” tablet from Pylos: PY Er O1:
1: wa-na-ka-te-ro te-me-no to-so-jo, and 3: ra-wa-ke-si-jo te-me-no GRAN 10. In that
instance, a certain quantity of grains is associated with the temenos of the wanax and the
temenos of the lawagetas. According to F. Gschnitzer, “Vocabulaire et institutions: la
continuité historique du deuxieéme au premier millénaire” in E. Risch and H. Miihlestein, eds.,
Colloquium Mycenaeum (Actes du sixieme Colloque International sur les textes Mycéniens et
Egéens tenu & Chaumont sur Neuchatel du 7 au 13 Septembre 1975), Neuchitel and Geneva
1979, 122, the term appears to be from the beginning as much “characteristic of the fiscal
regime as of the social and political order.”
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The evidence on Cypriot kingship, reduced for the purposes of this
presentation to a few representative examples, does not allow one to trace the
origins or chart the formative stages of the institution. Neither does it allow
us to expose all aspects of the role of kings in Cypriot society. However, from
the amalgam of cultural elements in the royal iconography and practices of
Cypriot kings, which can be traced to no single strand of tradition, it would
still emerge that kingship on Cyprus cannot be reduced to a Mycenaean
substratum with Phoenician elements, nor to a Near Eastern institution with
Greek accents. Instead, Cypriot kingship may be perceived as an institution
which, although not well understood, may nonetheless have blended many
heritages, each of which had the potential of contributing to its own
character—a character which, like that of Cypriot culture of all eras, would
have been at once cosmopolitan and uniquely Cypriot.

Maison de I'Orient Méditerranéen Antigoni Zournatzi

Université Lyon 2
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IIEPIAHYH

H BAZIAEIA ZTHN KYIIPO QZ KAI THN KAAZZIKH EITOXH:
MAPTYPIEZ KAI AITOWEIZ

Ol DITARYOVOES LAQTVQLES YVPW AT TOV BEGUO THE oy aicg xuTLanhc Ba-
OLAELOC ETUXEVTQWVOVTAL 0T TTQOVOULE, TIC TOAEELS, KOl TLG AQUOSLOTNTES TMV
Baotrhéwv TMV ®AAGORDV XOOVWV (S0 ®al 40V al. 7T.X.). "O GITO0TACUATIROG
XOQUXRTNQAG TV TINYDV SEV EMLTOETEL VO TYNUATIOOVUE TTANEN elxdva TOD Oe-
OUOT RATA TNV ETOYN AVTN. "AQULES KAl ACOPETS TAQUUEVOVY ETTLONG Ol TTANQO-
opieg Yo TNV TEOEAEVON KOl TA GTALA DLAUOQPWONG TOV.

Qg Tig oyt The dexaetiag To 1980, T TOOELEVON TOV HVTOLOKMV PoLOLAEL-
WV THS AOY A THNG 1Al ®AAOOLKTC ETOY NG GUVOEATAV RVOIWG e TNV ApLEN Munn-
valmwv RETAVAOTMOV 6TO YNoi TOV 120 ai. 7. X. "H tirdbeon adtn évopuoviCetol 1é
v pubdoroyun mapddoon, 1 droia Befatcvel TNV xTion Evog ALBUOD éx TV
Nyepovix®dy Tohewv Thg KOmpov xal v xataywyn Tov duvaoT@v ToVg Ao
TOUG "Ayatovg Hpweg ToD TPmTHo D TOMPOV. “QoTO00, i LapTVRLN TOD pibov dev
AroTeReT AxAOVNTO Emuyeiponuo ve THG EyrabidQUONg MuxNVA TXOD THTOV KO-
TWiwv oty Kvmpo. ITéga 8¢ dmo €uueoeg £voeiEelg mov dpootv TV Muxn-
VoLt Toovoior 6To ynol (Grmg elvon i ERpavion Muxnvaix@v 0ToLelmy 0TOV
TOALTLOUO TOD YNOLOD AITO TA TEAN THS EmoyNc TOU XaAXoU xoi i dLddoon g
EXAMvirig yAwooag oty Kumpo mbavov dmo tov 110 10 al. w.X.), OEv Exovie
0tN SLdBeoN Nag TNV TOQAULKOT) CUYKEXQLUEVN TANQOPOQLO YL TNV TTOALTIXN
doun g KUmpov arto T TéAN TS 2ng e Tiag g T¢ TéAn Tob 8ov al. t.X., dtav
7 Kumpraxeg TOAELS kol Ol AvTioTol ol BACLAELS TOVG AVAPEQOVTOL YL TTOWTN
POQU OTLG ETTLYQAMES TOD "TACTVQIOV duVEoTN Zoywv B'.

Y 710 aUTEG Tig ovvOTiKeg, ovte T Muxnvaiun rotoywyn the Kumouaxic Pa-
oLhetog, oUTe ®dv N EmBiwon oV 1n ¥LALETIC OLULTINTOTE TTOALTUXTIC OOUNG ETTL-
%QATOVOE 0TO YNOL TRONYOVUEVIS WITOQOTV VL BewnBotv Mg dedouéveg. -
PUVOL LAALGTA UE uio TEOopaTn éxdoyn, N tdovon TV Kumolaxdv factieiwy
TV LOTOQMY XQOVOV UTTOQET V(L ATTOTEM (PULVOUEVO THE QLOY 0L IHTIG ETTOYNC, ®atl
VO OROAOVOTN POLVIKLXAL, T YEVIRMDTEQO VATOALKAL, TOQOTUITA.

"Evd 68V elvot duvatov va dLamLoTMoouiE TLg ouvOnreg ®Gtw &mod Tig
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omoteg drapoepambnxe N Kvmoraun faocileia, N ouvexng Exbeon t1ov vnoLov o¢
TOMOVG SLAPORETIXOVG TTOMTLOLOVE KO ETLOQACELS 1Ak 1) TTOAVEDVIKN 0VOTOON
TOU ®UTTQLUKOT TANOUOUO T TOUAG(LOTOV UTTOVOO TV THV TTOAUTAOXOTNTA KL TTO-
Avpogpio To Beouot xad’ SANV v dudprela The DtapENg Tov. TTolvmhoxn kol
TOAVUOQEN elvai TGYRATL Xal ) eindva Thg Kumpraxig faotheiog tol oxynuoti-
Couv ol DITAEKOVOES MAQTVQIES YL TNV ®KAAOOURN ETTOYN. XAQARTNQLOTUXT ELVAL,
TAQAOELYUATOS XAQLY, T) GUVUTTAREN 0TO TOALTLRO AEELAGOYLO TRG EMOYNS Qv [1é
avaugpLopntnto Murnvotkd taeeh8ov, drtwg “facthevs” ral “avag”, xai tv
POLVXIX®V TOVG OpOAGYwV “mlk” ol “’dn”, v 1O Audlyouo oTolyeiwy Tou
TLOTOTTOLODUE OTNV EIXOVOYQO(PLL, 0TIG EEovoieg, nal OTIC TEAEELS TV PooLlé-
WV TG ETTOYNG dEV ELVaL dUVATOV Vi dvay B O¢ ia GuyxexLuévn Toddoon.
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PL. 1:  Bronze spit from Palaipachos inscribed in Cypro-syllabic with the genitive of the name
“Opheltes”. From an archaeological context ascribed to the eleventh century B.C.
(Courtesy Cyprus Department of Antiquities).

A. Zournatzi, “Cypriot Kingship”
Pl 3:  Bilingual inscription of Milkyathon from Idalion. Early fourth century B.C.
(Photograph British Museum).
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PL 2:

The stele of Sargon Il from Cyprus. Late eighth century B.C.
(Photograph Bildarchiv Preussischer Kulturbesitz, Berlin).
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Pl. 4:  Cypro-syllabic inscription of Onasicharis, king of Paphos. Late sixth or early fifth
century B.C.
(Courtesy Cyprus Department of Antiquities).
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Pl 5:  Inscribed base of naval victory trophy of Milkyathon. 392 B.C.
(Courtesy French Mission of Kition-Bamboula).
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Pl 7:  Cypro-syllabic inscription of a king of Kourion, [--%]oeTng son of Zta ot--].
Early fifth century B.C.
(Courtesy Cyprus Department of Antiquities).
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Pl 6:  Late archaic limestone head of “Paphian priest king” from Palaipaphos
(Courtesy Trustees of the National Museums and Galleries on Merseyside,
Liverpool).
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