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Εξώφυλλο: ‘Paphos Agora Project’, γενική όψη των ανασκαφών του Πανεπιστημίου Jagiellonian
στη Κρακοβία το 2016 (φωτογραφία του R. Słaboński)

Cover: ‘Paphos Agora Project’, general view of the Jagiellonian University in Kraków excavation
in 2016 (photo by R. Słaboński)
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Εις μνήμην / In memory of

JACQUELINE KARAGEORGHIS

ΑΝΤΙ ΠΡΟΛΟΓΟΥ

Η παρούσα έκδοση της Επιστημονικής Επετηρίδας
του Τμήματος Αρχαιοτήτων Κύπρου αφιερώνεται
στη μνήμη της Δρος Jacqueline Καραγιώργη, η οποία
απεβίωσε στις 10 Μαρτίου 2018, σε ηλικία 85 ετών. 

Η Jacqueline Girard-Καραγιώργη γεννήθηκε στην
Saint Etienne της Γαλλίας αλλά από πολύ νεαρή
ηλικία επέλεξε την Κύπρο ως δεύτερη πατρίδα της
κι εγκαταστάθηκε στο νησί μαζί με τον σύζυγό της,
τον γνωστό αρχαιολόγο Βάσσο Καραγιώργη, πρώην
Διευθυντή του Τμήματος Αρχαιοτήτων.

Σπούδασε στο Πανεπιστήμιο της Λυών κλασσική
λογοτεχνία και αρχαιολογία, σανσκριτικά, γαλλική
λογοτεχνία, και απέκτησε βαθιά γνώση των λατινικών
και των αρχαίων ελληνικών. Η αγάπη της για τον
κλασικό ελληνικό πολιτισμό την οδήγησε στα πρώτα
βήματά της προς την έρευνα των αρχαίων κειμένων,
υπογράφοντας σημαντικές μελέτες στον τομέα
αυτό, όπως είναι οι ‘Κυπριακές Γλώσσες του
Ησύχιου’. 

FOREWORD

This edition of the Report of the Department of

Antiquities, Cyprus is dedicated to the memory of Dr
Jacqueline Karageorghis, who passed away at 85 on
the 10th of March 2018.

Jacqueline Girard-Karageorghis was born in Saint
Etienne in France but from a very young age chose
Cyprus as her second home and settled on the island
with her husband, the renowned archaeologist Vassos
Karageorghis, former Director of the Department of
Antiquities.

She attended the University of Lyon where she
studied Classical literature and archaeology, Sanskrit,
and French literature, and became quite fluent in Latin
and ancient Greek. Her love for Classical Greek
civilization led her to take her first steps in the study
of ancient texts, publishing significant studies in this
field, such as the “Cypriot languages of Hesychios’.
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Τα πρώτα χρόνια μετά την εγκατάστασή της
στην Κύπρο εργάστηκε ως εκπαιδευτικός διδάσκοντας
Λατινικά και Γαλλικά στο Παγκύπριο Γυμνάσιο
και στο Παρθεναγωγείο Φανερωμένης και αργότερα
στο Γαλλικό Ινστιτούτο Κύπρου. Το εκπαιδευτικό
έργο της Jacqueline Καραγιώργη υπήρξε τεράστιο
αφού πολλές γενιές Κυπρίων έμαθαν τη Γαλλική
γλώσσα και μυήθηκαν στον Γαλλικό πολιτισμό από
την ίδια. 

Πολυπράγμων και ανήσυχο πνεύμα, παράλληλα
με το εκπαιδευτικό έργο, ασχολήθηκε με την θέση
της Κύπρου στη γαλλική λογοτεχνία, φέρνοντας
στην επιφάνεια λιγότερο γνωστά έργα που τονίζουν
όμως τις σχέσεις των δύο χωρών.

Αν και η ίδια δεν υπήρξε αρχαιολόγος του πεδίου,
ασχολήθηκε ενεργά με την αρχαιολογική έρευνα
στο πλευρό του Βάσου Καραγιώργη συνυπογράφοντας
πολλά άρθρα που αφορούσαν κυρίως την κυπρο-
συλλαβική επιγραφική και τη νομισματική.

Η σημαντικότερη συνεισφορά της Jacqueline
Καραγιώργη στην αρχαιολογία και στη μελέτη της
αρχαίας Κύπρου γενικότερα αποτελεί αναμφίβολα
το έργο της για την Μεγάλη Θεά της Κύπρου, την
Κύπριδα Αφροδίτη. Ύστερα από συμβουλή του
Jean Pouilloux, του πρώτου Διευθυντή της Γαλλικής
Αρχαιολογικής Αποστολής στη Σαλαμίνα, ανέλαβε
την έρευνα για τη θεά που έκανε την Κύπρο διάσημη
σε όλο τον κόσμο. Η έρευνα εκπονήθηκε στα πλαίσια
διδακτορικής διατριβής που υποστηρίχθηκε στο
Πανεπιστήμιο της Λυών το 1975. Όπως και στο
βιβλίο της για την Κύπριδα Αφροδίτη που εκδόθηκε
το 2005, για πρώτη φορά προτείνεται μια νέα επι-
στημονική προσέγγιση της λατρείας της θεάς της
Κύπρου μέσα από την εικονογραφία της και σε
συνδυασμό με τις γραπτές πηγές της αρχαιότητας,
την ομηρική ποίηση και την αρχαία ελληνική
λογοτεχνία. Η λεπτομερής και κριτική μελέτη του
συνόλου των αρχαιολογικών και λογοτεχνικών
πηγών που αναφέρονται στη θεά την οδήγησε στην
απόδειξη της ύπαρξης μιας πανάρχαιας λατρείας
της γονιμότητας στο νησί και ειδικότερα στην
περιοχή της Πάφου, η οποία ανάγεται στην 4η
χιλιετία π.Χ. και η οποία εξελίσσεται στη λατρεία
της Αφροδίτης. Η μελέτη αυτή και πάρα πολλές
άλλες που ακολούθησαν, έχουν συμβάλει έκτοτε
αποφασιστικά στην αναθεώρηση πολλών απόψεων
που είχαν εκφραστεί παλαιότερα για τη λατρεία

In her first years after moving to Cyprus, she worked
as a teacher of Latin and French initially at the Pancyprian
Gymnasium and the Faneromeni Girls School and
later at the French Institute of Cyprus. Her contribution
to education was significant to the extent that several
generations of Cypriots learnt French and were initiated
by her into the French culture.

Hers was an active and restless spirit, who apart
from her work in education, also studied the role of
Cyprus in French literature, and thus promoted lesser
known works that however emphasized the relations
between the two countries.  

Although she was not a field archaeologist,  Jacqueline
was active in the field of archaeological research in
cooperation with Vassos Karageorghis, co-authoring
many articles that centred primarily on the subjects
of the Cypro-syllabic script and numismatics.

Jacqueline Karageorghis’ greatest contribution to
archaeology and the study of ancient Cyprus is
undoubtedly her research on the Great Goddess of
Cyprus, Kypris Aphrodite. It was Jean Pouilloux, the
first Director of the French Archaeological Mission
to Salamis, who recommended that she research the
goddess that had made Cyprus famous throughout
the world. Her research was carried out as her doctoral
thesis that she defended in 1975 at the University of
Lyon. As she also wrote in her book on Kypris Aphrodite
that was published in 2005, a new scientific approach
was proposed regarding the worship of the goddess
of Cyprus through her iconographic depictions and
in combination with the ancient written sources,
Homeric poetry and ancient Greek literature. Through
her careful and detailed study of all the archaeological
and literary sources related to the goddess, she was
able to prove the existence of an ancient worship of
fertility on the island and specifically in the region
of Pafos, which eventually began to die out in the 4th
millennium BC and evolved into the worship of
Aphrodite. This project as well as the countless others
that she undertook over the years have contributed
significantly to the revision of many previous ideas
regarding the worship of Aphrodite on Cyprus, and
have given modern scholars new guidelines on how
to correctly interpret sources.     
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της Αφροδίτης στην Κύπρο και έδωσαν νέα
κατεύθυνση στους νεώτερους επιστήμονες για το
τρόπο με τον οποίο να προσεγγίζονται οι πηγές για
τη σωστή ερμηνεία τους.

Η ευγένεια του χαρακτήρα της, η καταδεκτικότητα,
η απέραντη αγάπη για την Κύπρο και τους ανθρώπους
της, σε συνδυασμό με την στέρεη επιστημονική
κατάρτισή της, οδήγησαν πολλούς να αγαπήσουν
την Κύπρο και την αρχαιολογία μέσα από το έργο
της και από τη γνωριμία μαζί της. 

Η Jacqueline Καραγιώργη δεν επεδίωξε ποτέ την
δημοσιότητα και την αναγνώριση αν και με το έργο
της κατάφερε να συνδυάσει δύο πολιτισμούς, τον
γαλλικό και τον ελληνικό και να φέρει κοντά δύο
διαφορετικούς κόσμους, την Ανατολή και τη Δύση.

It was through her work and by meeting her that
led many people to fall in love with Cyprus as she
was a gentle soul of noble character who never faltered
in showing her immense love for Cyprus and for the
people around her.

Jacqueline Karageorghis never sought publicity
and recognition even though it was through her effortless
work that she was able to associate the French and
Greek civilizations, and thus bring closer two different
worlds, East and West.
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ExcavationsatChlorakas-Palloures:
NewLightonChalcolithicCyprus

Bleda S. Düring, Victor Klinkenberg, Till Sonnemann
(Leiden University) 

Charalambos Paraskeva
(University of Edinburgh)

Paul Croft
(Lemba Archaeological Research Centre)

Ellon Souter
(University of Manchester)

INTroduCTIoN

InJuly–August2015thefirstseasonofexcavation
tookplaceatthesiteofChlorakas-Palloures.Thesite
hasbeenknownasoneofaseriesofimportant
ChalcolithicsitesinthePafosdistrictfromthe1950s
onwards,1 andhasbeenbadlydisturbedbyagricultural
developmentandurbanizationoftheregionfromthe
1970sonwards.Inthefaceofnewdevelopmentplans
forthemainsectionofthesite,thedepartmentof
AntiquitiesoftherepublicofCypruswantedrescue
excavationstotakeplacepriortothisdevelopment.
ItwasinthiscontextthattheLeidenuniversity
expeditiontoChlorakas-Palloures wassetupin
consultationwiththedepartmentofAntiquities.For
thetimebeingtheprojectfocusesonafieldknown
asPlot568,whichistheonethatisupfordevelopment.
Giventhattheownersdidnotallowarchaeological
researchtheplotwasexpropriatedforaperiodof
threeyears(2015–2017),andourexcavationwindow
isthusrestrictedtoonlythreecampaigns.Beyond
theseinitialthreecampaigns,ouraimistodevelop
thisexcavationprojectintoalong-termresearch
collaborationbetweenLeidenuniversityandthe
departmentofAntiquitiesoftherepublicofCyprus.
TheinitialthreepilotseasonsofthePalloures expedition
weremadepossiblethroughagrantoftheByvank
Fonds,associatedwithLeidenuniversity.

TheChlorakas-Palloures excavationsarebyno
meansthefirstinvestigationsintotheChalcolithicof
westernCyprus.Asystematicandlong-lastingresearch
projectbasedatLempaanddirectedbyProfessor

EdgarPeltenburgatthesitesofLempa-Lakkous (1976–
1983),Kisonerga-Mosfilia (1979–1992),Kisonerga-
Myloudia (1976–1996),andSouskiou-Laona and
Vathyrkakas (2001–2011),hastransformedour
understandingoftheChalcolithicofCyprus(Figure
1).2 Asaresultoftheseinvestigationswearewell
informedaboutthesubsistenceeconomyoftheperiod,3

mortuarypractices,4 houseforms,5 settlementsystems,6

andceramicandlithicrepertoires.7 Inlightofthese
considerationsonecouldaskwhat,apartfromthe
heritageconsiderationsofarescueproject,thescientific
argumentsareforexcavatinganotherChalcolithic
siteinthePafosdistrict.

First,whereas(Middle)Chalcolithichousesand
burialpracticesareoftenpresentedasrelatively
homogeneousandstandardized,8 thereisactuallya
fairamountofvariabilityinhousetypesandburial
traditions,9 andweneedtoscrutinizeandinvestigate
thisdiversityinordertoarriveatafullerunderstanding

1 ThesitewasfirstrecordedbyG.Eliadesin1951(28/51:8)
asChlorakas-Moutti.

2 Creweetal.2005;Peltenburged.1985;1991;1998;2003;2006.
3 Croft1998;Murray1998.
4 Creweetal.2005;Niklasson1991;Luntetal.1998.
5 Peltenburg1985;1998;Thomas1998.
6 Knapp2013;Peltenburg2014.
7 Bolgeretal.1998a;Bolgeretal.2004;Finlaysonetal.1998;

McCartney2003.
8 Knapp2013,204–6,217–27;Steel2004,86–91,95–99.
9 Peltenburg1985;1998;Niklasson1991;Luntetal.1998;

Creweetal.2005.
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oftheperiod.Thus,ourfirstresearchquestionishow
thePalloures buildingsandburialsfitintothebroader
datasetofChalcolithicexcavatedsitesinwesternCyprus.

Second,duetotheveryfactthatanumberofmore
orlesscontemporarysettlementsinarelativelysmall
regionhavebeenexcavatedithasbecomeclearthat
thesearenotsimplyhomologoussettlementsinterms
ofsizeorothercharacteristics.Whilethesesitesshare
alotofculturaltraditions,therearealsomarked
differencesinsettlementsize,proportionsofpottery
fabricsandfinewarespresent,typesofrawmaterial
usedforchippedstone,buildingmaterialsusedfor
largerbuildings,thedifferentiationofbuildingsizes
andthetypesofbuildingspresent,andthepresence
orabsenceofcemeteries.10 Thus,theexcavationsof
the‘LembaArchaeologicalProject’showusthatwe
needtoexploretheintricatedifferentiationandrelations
betweensettlementsinthisregiontoarriveatafuller
understandingofChalcolithicsocietyinwestern
Cyprus(andbeyond).AmongthesePalloures isone
ofthelargestsitesandhasarelativelyhighproportion
ofchippedstonemadeofMonichert,whichisconsidered
tohavebeenprestigiousanddesirable.Intermsof
pottery,however,Palloures hasrelativelymodest
amountsofpaintedfinewares,incontrasttoKison-
erga-Mosfilia,andismuchsmallerthanthatsite.11

Thus,oneofouraimsistounderstandbetterhow
Palloures fitsintothebroaderChalcolithicsettlement
systemoftheKtimalowlands.

Third,thetransitionbetweentheMiddleChalcolithic
(3400–2900BC)andtheLateChalcolithic(2800–
2400BC)ispoorlyknownfromthekeysitesofLem-
pa-Lakkous andKisonerga-Mosfilia12 andthePalloures

excavationscancontributetoafullerunderstanding
ofthistransition.GiventhattheLateChalcolithic
differsinkeyrespectsfromtheprecedingMiddle
Chalcolithic,withpossibleevidenceforwealth
differentiationemerging,thenatureofthistransition
isofconsiderableinterestintheprehistoryofCyprus.

Inordertoinvestigatethesethreeresearchquestions
andsafeguardasmuchdataaspossiblewehaveset
upthePalloures excavations.The2015campaign
tookplacebetweenthe10th ofJulyandthe10th of
August.Theteam,directedbydr.Bledadüring,com-
prisedatotalof24members,rangingfromstudents

tospecialists.Weworkedfor26daysinthefield,and
openedup6trenchesof5by10metres.Wealsocrea-
teda3dmodelofthesite,andexecutedageophysical
surveywithagroundpenetratingradardevice.Inthis
reportthemainresultsofourinvestigationswillbe
presented.

rESEArCHHISTory

Chlorakas-Palloures,oftendesignatedasChlo-
rakas-Vrysoudia,wasfirstidentifiedinthe1950sby
archaeologists.ItisoneofaseriesofChalcolithic
sitessituatedintheso-calledKtimalowlands,which
consistofawell-wateredlowlandareastretchingfrom
KoukliatoPaliokastrointhePafosdistrictinwestern
Cyprus.HereaseriesofChalcolithicsettlementshave
beenfoundthatareabout1.5kmapartfromeach
otherandarelocatedonhillsoverlookingthecoastal
plain.Palloures isoneof thesesites,situatedonahill
atthewesternedgeofthevillageofChlorakasand
duenorthofthecityofPafos.Todaythesiteisno
longerundercultivation,butintherecentpastthe
areawasusedfor(irrigated)bananacultivation.
Historically,however,vegetables,fruitsandwheat
wouldhavebeengrownhere,andtheregionhas
sufficientprecipitationfordryfarming(300–500mm
perannum),withdrybuthumidsummers,and
temperaturesrangingfromanaverageof13ºCinthe
winterto26ºCinthesummer.13

ThefirststudiesofthesiteappearinthePafos
districtSurvey.14Atthattimethesitereportedlyconsisted
ofahillslopeandwaslocateddownslopefromaspring
toitsnortheast.Itwasusedforthecultivationofprimarily
melonandgrape,andthesurfaceassemblageonthe
sitewasthinandscatteredoverabout3ha.

Inthemid-1970sthelandconsolidationprogram
thatwasundertakeninthePafosdistrictsignificantly
impactedthisandothersites.15Apartfromthemerging

10 Bolgeretal.2004;Peltenburg2011;2014.
11 Bolgeretal.2004,113(pottery),120(flintsources),121(site

sizes).
12 Knapp2013,246–47;Peltenburgetal.2013.
13 Christodoulou1959;Xenophontos1985.
14 Hadjisavvas1977;StanleyPrice1979,143.
15 Hadjisavvas2004,40.
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ofsmallplotsintolargerones,thisprogramalso
includedterracingofthehillatPalloures.Terraces
werecutdownfromthepre-existinglevelofthehill,
andthesoilwasspreadoutdownslope.WhenPeltenburg
visitedthesitein1977,amuchgreateramountof
artefactswasthereforevisible,nowspreadoveran
estimated5ha.Moreover,tracesofwallsbelonging
tocircularstructures,andplasteredandpebblepaved
surfaceswerevisible.16

Inthe1980sfurther(deep)terracingactivitiestook
placeonthesite, 17 importedsoilwasputonthefields
andabananaplantationwasdevelopedatPalloures.
Bananagrowingwasabandonedafteraboutadecade
orso,andduringthe1990suptothepresentthesite
hassufferedfromtheconstructionofbuildingsaround
itsedgesandroadworks.duringtheseconstruction
activitiesatleastonebuildingwasobservedbyresidents
duringroadconstructionworksanddr.PaulCroft,
fromtheLembaArchaeologicalresearchCentre,
triedinvaintohaltdeepexcavationsforabasement
thathittworoundhousesandaboutfiveburialsat
somemetresbelowsurfaceclosetothemaincoastal
road.unfortunately,norecordsofanykindexistfor
thesestructures.

Fortunately,thesitewasrepeatedlysurveyedby
the‘LembaArchaeologicalProject’duringrecent
decades.18 Inthesesurveysatotalof12,122sherds
werecollectedfromthesite,testifyingbothtothe
richnessofthearchaeologicaldepositsandthescale
oftheirdisturbance.Theidentifiableceramicsfrom
Chlorakas-Palloures includedmainlyred-on-White
(9.4%),redMonochromepottery(22.5%),redand
BlackStrokeBurnished(11.2%)fabrics,andthesite
canthereforebeconfidentlydatedtotheMiddle
Chalcolithic(rW&rMP)andLateChalcolithic
(rB/B).19 Nosubstantialassemblagesdatingtolater
orearlierperiodsarepresentatthesite.Thechipped
stoneassemblageanalysedforthesiteshowthatall
productionstagesarepresentandthatthecommunity
hadaccesstothehighqualityrawmaterialknownas
‘Monichert’.20

Thus,overrecentdecades,Chlorakas-Palloures

hassufferedsubstantiallyfromagriculturaldevelopment
andfromconstructionactivities.Thesitewasnot

classifiedasan‘AncientMonument’untilrecently,
andwasthereforenotprotected.Notwithstandingthis
upgradeinstatus,thesiteislikelytoexperiencefurther
destructioninthenearfuture.Theownersofthemain
plot(568)aimtoselltheirlandfordevelopment,
whichisnotsurprisinggiventhebuiltupnatureof
theareassurroundingtheplot,theseaviewfromthe
hill,andthehighpriceofbuildinglandinthispartof
Cyprus.Thisisthecontextinwhichexcavationsat
Palloures aretakingplace.

MAPPINGTHESurFACE
ANdSuBSurFACEoFPALLoURES

Asafirststepinourresearchweproducedahigh
resolutionelevationmodelofthesitetogainabetter
understandingofitstopographyandtouseasabasis
forGISanalysis.Themodelwascreatedusingpho-
togrammetrywithphotoswhichweretakenbyour
DJI Phantom vision+ quadcopterdrone.Thedrone
wasprogrammedtoflyautomatedflightpathsover
thesiteatanaltitudeof30m.Approximately500
photographsweretakenwithanaverage70%overlap
betweencontiguousphotos.Agisoft Photoscan was
usedtocomputea3dmodelfromtheseimages.With
theaidoftwelveGPS-measuredcontrolpointsaround
thesite,themodelwasaccuratelygeoreferenced.
Additionally,theuseofthesecontrolpointshelped
toanchortheinternalgeometryofthemodelforadded
accuracy.Thistechniqueenabledustocreateahighly
accurateelevationmodelwiththreecentimetre
resolution.Anaddedbenefitofthetechniqueisthat
inadditiontotheelevationmodel,highresolution
aerialimageryisalsocreatedwhichcanbeplotted
ontopoftheelevationmodel,ineffectresultingina
3dmodelofthesite(Figure2).Thesametechnique
wasusedtocreateaccuratephotorealisticplotsofthe
excavatedareas(seebelow).

16 Peltenburg1979.
17 Weestimatethatatleast4.400m³ofsoilwasmovedinthe

courseofterracingatthesite.
18 Bolgeretal.2004;Peltenburg1979,79.
19 Bolgeretal.2004,112.
20 Bolgeretal.2004,119–20.
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GPR Research

AgeophysicalsurveywasconductedusingGround
Penetratingradarbydr.TillSonnemann(Leiden
university)withtheassistanceofMartijnWarnaar
(delftuniversityofTechnology).usingTudelft’s
SensorsandSoftwares(Sensoft)GPrequipmentthe
surveywasfirstundertakeninthelowerterraceof
thecurrentfieldofexcavation(Figure2).unfortunately
theupperterraceofthisfieldwascoveredbybuilding
rubbleandhadaveryroughsurface,makingit
impossibletosurvey.Subsequently,thefieldsdownslope
oftheexcavationwerealsosurveyedwiththeGPr.
Theintentionherewastoreceiveafirstunderstanding
ofpotentialstructuresintheareaproposedforpotential
futureexcavations.Tofacilitatedatacollectionand
analysis,thewholeareawasdividedinto8grids(see
Figure3),coveringatotalareaof8981squaremetres.
Thetwo250Mhzshieldedtransmitterandreceiver
antennaswereplacedinlineontheskidplate,with
theinstrumentpreparedfordraggingwhichfacilitated
workontheroughsurfaceexpectedparticularlyin
theagrarianfields.Initialtrialsshowedthatsignal
penetrationwasreachingabout30ns,which,according
tohyperbolafittings,correspondstoabout1mdepth
inthisdryrockysoil.Withtheintentiontoimprove
thesignal’svelocity-to-depthcalculationinthefilter
process,thetwo-waytraveltimewassetto64ns,or
approximately2mdepth,butalreadystrongnoise
hinderedgoodsignalreturnabovethisdepth.

dataprocessingwasconductedusingSandmeier’s
ReflexW software.Processingandminorfiltering
whichwereperformedincludedanX-flipofevery
secondprofile,maximumphasecorrection,2d-
backgroundremoval,andagaincurvewasapplied.
However,theGPrprocessingyieldedambiguous
results,withveryfewclearfeaturesthatcouldbe
identifiedasstructural.

Anumberofpossiblestructuresweredetectedin
thefieldofthecurrentexcavation,andthefields
downslopefromit(Figure3).Mostpromisingresults
wereexpectedfromthenorthareaoftheexcavated
field,wheretheexcavationshadunearthedanumber
ofcircularwallsandotherstructuresclosetothe
surface.Thegridwassetupascloseaspossibleto
thefourexcavatedtrenchestotheeastoftheroad,
offeringthepossibilitytodirectlycomparethemeasured

featureswithalreadyexcavatedstructures.Although
thesurveyedareaisrelativelynarrow,itdoesindeed
showevidenceofseveralcircularandlinearfeatures.

Therewasnopositiveevidenceforarchaeology
inG2andG6(Figure3).TheG2areashavebeen
heavilytransformedbyterracingandarecoveredby
landfill.Theheterogeneoussubsurface,particularly
belowthedirtrampinthenorth,createdastrong
reflection;whilemodernfacilities,suchasconcrete
slabs,pipesandcablesweremapped,noapparent
archaeologicalfeaturesweredetected.

ThefieldsofG3,G4andG5areallheavilylittered
withceramicsherds,verylikelyfromtheterracing
process.overallthesefieldsastrongnoisefromthe
toptolowerstratigraphyhasaffectedthedata
interpretation.Towardsthesurfacethedatashowthe
effectofdeepploughing,particularlyevidentinthe
northernandsoutherncorners,wheretheturning
ploughhascreatedcircularanomaliesthatinsizeand
shapeshouldnotbemisinterpretedasstructures.
Neverthelessanumberofpotentialarchaeological
featurescouldbeidentified.Mostprominentcircular
structuresarelocatedontheeasternsideofeachplot,
alongsidethebottomoftheslopeadjacenttothenext
upperfield.Thiscouldindicatethatthearchaeology
hereisclosertothesurface,asgreateramountsof
soilhavebeenbulldozed.duetotheextensivesurface
litterofarchaeologicalmaterial,itisdebatablehow
extensivelytheterraceconstructionhasaffectedthe
underlyingarchaeology,andifnot,largeamountsof
archaeologyhavebeenremovedinthisprocess,or
materialpushedovertheescarpmenttocreatemore
arableland.Thesurveyendedabruptlyduringthe
inspectionofG6,whentheinstrumentfailed.

Concluding,thegeophysicalsurveyatPalloures
hasyieldedlimitedbutexcitingresults.Inparticular
onthefieldwhichiscurrentlybeingexcavatedmany
potentialstructureshavebeenobserved.Inthecoming
yearstheseinterpretationswillbetestedbyexcavation.
Asitstands,itisindicatedbythismethodologythat
otherfieldsatPalloures alsoconcealthepresenceof
prehistoricarchitecture.Theresultsarethereforein
linewiththeindicatedminimumextentofthesettlement
atPalloures asitwasperceivedbasedontheearlier
surveys.Clearly,despitemoderndestructionbyterracing,
thearearemainsofhigharchaeologicalvalue.
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Itshouldhoweverbestronglystressedthatinthe
areasinwhichnogeophysicalevidenceforarchaeology
isindicated,absenceofevidencecannotbeequated
withevidenceofabsence.Thetechniqueishampered
byterracing,buildingrubble,andmoderndrainsand
cesspits,whichhavemadeitdifficulttodetect
archaeologicalfeatures.Additionally,duetothesoil
compositionandcondition,theGPrdevicecanonly
detectfeaturesinthefirst1.5mofthesubsurface.
Frompastobservationsweknowthattowardsthe
coast,prehistoricbuildingsarepresent4mbelowthe
surface.Perhapsthisisareasonthat,atPalloures,
mostpotentialstructureswerevisiblenearthelower
endoftheslopesoneachterrace,wheremorematerial
hadbeenremovedintheterracingprocess.Itistherefore
importanttonotethatareaswhichhavenotyielded
ageophysicalsignalofarchitecturemayyetharbour
significantarchaeologicalremains.Thetechnique
canbeusedtoindicatethepresence,butneverthe
absenceofarchaeologicalremains.

STrATIGrAPHyANdCHroNoLoGy

AtthestartofthePalloures excavationswecould
drawonthesystematicanalysisofmorethantwelve
thousandsherdscollectedfromthesitebytheLemba
ArchaeologicalProject,whichweredatedincomparison
totheexcavatedsequencesofLempa-Lakkous and

alteredbysubstantialpick-ups,wedecidednotto
surveythesiteoncemore,buttousethisanalysisas
ourstartingpointtotryandidentifythepresenceof
thevariousChalcolithicphasesidentifiedthroughthe
potteryanalysis.

Alogicalstartingpointforuswasthelargeroad
cutalongthewesternedgeofPlot568onwhichwe
wereplanningtoexcavate.Wethereforestartedwith
cleaningthisroadcut,whichisabout100mlongand
1.5mhigh,inordertodocumentthevisiblestratigraphy.
Subsequentlywetookdetailedphotographsofthe
profile,whichwereusedinphotogrammetricsoftware
Agisoft Photoscan tocreateanaccurate3dmodelof
theroadcut.The3dmodelwasconvertedintoapdf
file,whichwethenusedtodrawourprofiledrawing
on,usinga10inchtabletwithaWacomdigitizing
penfunction.Inthismanneraverydetailedrecord
oftheroadprofilewasobtainedinaveryefficient
manner.

Intotal24stratigraphicunits(cuts,layers,and
walls)weredistinguishedintheroadprofile(Figure
4),andtheirpropertiesweredescribedinthesite
database.Wealsotookceramicsamplesfromthese
units,inordertotrytodatethevariousdeposits.

Twosetsoffeatureswereofspecialinterest.The
firstconsistsoflargecutsthroughthebedrock(units
4and10).Thesecondconsistofwhatappearedtobe

Table1.CharacterisationofPalloures potterycollectedfromthesurfacebyperiod.21

Kisonerga-Mosfilia. Theiranalysissuggestedapossible
presenceof1%EarlyChalcolithicmaterial,arobust
presenceofMiddleChalcolithicpotteryof72%,and
agoodamountofLateChalcolithicpotteryof27%
(Table1).Giventhethoroughnessofthisanalysis,
andthefactthatthesitesurfacepopulationhadbeen

aseriesofcurvedwallserodingoutoftheroadprofile
(units7,13and19).Thedatingoftheseunitswas
difficult,duetothesmallnumbersofsherdsthatcould
beextractedfromthesection.Therewashowever,a

21 Bolgeretal.2004,112.
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generalcorrespondencebetweenourHarrismatrix
sequenceandceramicchronology.Almostallunits
appeartodatetothe(Early)MiddleChalcolithic,and
LateChalcolithicsherdsweremostlyfromthetopsoil.
TheonlypossibleEarlyChalcolithicmaterialcame
fromunit17,anashylayerwithconsiderableamounts
ofpotterynearthestartofthesequence(Figure4).

Thedocumentationoftheroadsectionformedan
idealstartingpointforplanningourexcavationstrategy.
overthesitewecreatedagridof5×10mtrenches,
eachidentifiedthroughaletter/numbercombination,
whichwefeelisagoodsizeforateamofabout4to
5archaeologists/studentstoworkinefficiently.No
sectionbaulkswereretained;insteadadjacenttrenches
canbeexcavatedtodifferentdepthstoobtainand
documentprofilesthroughthedeposits.

Sixtrencheswereopened,ofwhichtwoarequite
smallduetotheroadcut.Inlocatingourtrencheswe
basedourselvesonfourparameters.First,wefeltthat
atthedownslopesideofterraceschancesofpreservation
andaccessibilityofarchaeologicalstrataareprobably
thebest.Thuswepreferredtodigontheloweredge
oftheplotalongtheroad.Second,weusedtheroad
cuttopositionourtrenchesadjacenttopossiblewall
featuresobservedintheroadcut.Third,wewanted
tohaveagoodspreadofthetrenchesovertheplot,
inordertosampletheoverallsitestratigraphy.Fourth,
weneededtoprioritiseareasthatwerescheduledfor
developmentinthenearfuture,asindicatedonamap
wereceivedfromthedepartmentofAntiquities(see
Figure5).

Fourofthesixtrenchesopenedinthe2015Palloures
campaignwerelocatedabovewhatseemedbepromising
wallfeaturesintheroadprofile.However,giventhat
wearedealingwithroundstructuresofwhichthe
wallswouldbecutatanangle,andthatthemasonry
ofChalcolithichousesisnotalwaysveryregular,it
shouldbeappreciatedthatrecognisingsuchwall
featuresisnotunproblematic.Thus,oneofourtrenches,
BT13,waslocatedoverwhatappearedtobeawall
inthesection,butinthetrenchitwasastoneconcentration
ratherthanawall.

Bycontrast,inTrenchesBQ10,BP10,andBP09,
ourexpectationsoffindingChalcolithicbuildingson
thebasisofourreadingoftheroadprofileweremet.

Inthesetrencheswefoundthepartiallypreserved
remainsofaboutfourdifferentbuildingsinarelatively
smallarea,onwhichwewillreportbelow.

Finally,weopenedtwotrenchesinordertosample
theplotanditsoverallstratigraphy,andoneofthese,
BX14,wasplacedoveraplannedbuildinginthatpart
oftheplot.WhereastrenchBr11yieldedverylittle
archaeologicalfeatures,apartfromitsnorthernedge,
trenchBX14didyieldthepartiallypreservedremains
ofasmallroundhouseandamiddendeposit,with
richconcentrationofdomesticwaste,suggestingit
islocatedontheedgeofasettlementarea.

ourpreliminaryassessmentofthemostdiagnostic
potterysherdsfromPalloures suggestthatwhilethe
northernTrenchesBP10,BQ10,andBr11ofthesite
havepredominantlyMiddleChalcolithicwares,with
theLateChalcolithiccomponentprobablyderiving
mostlyfromthetopsoil,theLateChalcolithicismore
prominentinthesouthofthesite,inTrenchesBT13
andBX14(Figure11).IndeedintrenchBX14we
haveexcavatedLateChalcolithicmaterialatthetop
andMiddleChalcolithicassemblagesfurtherdown.

Forthetimebeing,thereforeweappeartohavea
MiddleChalcolithicsettlementinthenorthernpart
ofPlot568,anditappearsthatintrenchBX14we
areattheedgeofaLateChalcolithicsettlementto
itsnorthandeast,probablysittingontopofaMiddle
Chalcolithicpredecessor,giventhatthemiddendeposits
inBX14alsodatetothatperiod.Nodoubtthis
interpretationwillappearnaivelysimplisticinfuture
seasons,butitdoesprovidetheclearestmodelfor
ourobservationssofar.

TrENCHTALES

Asmentionedabove,thelocationofalltrenches
exceptforBX14wasdeterminedbythepresenceof
featuresintheroadsection.Theexpectationthatthese
locationswouldyieldChalcolithicarchitecturewas
chieflymetinthenorthernmosttrenches.Trenches
Br11andBT13werecharacterizedmainlybylarge
heapsofstones,depositedinerosionalgullies.The
southerntrenchBX14ontheotherhanddidyieldthe
remainsofaChalcolithicroundhouseaswellasthe
deepestrecordedstratigraphyofthesite.despite
large-scaleerosionprocesses,bothhistoricaland
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modern,duringthefirstseasonoffieldworkatPalloures
wehaveestablishedthatatthesiteanumberoflarge
‘monumental’buildingsexistedduringtheChalcolithic.
Thediscussionbelowcommenceswiththesouthernmost
trench(BX14)andmovesnorthalongthetwotrenches
whichweremostlycharacterizedbystoneheaps
(BT13andBr11)andendswithadiscussionofthe
northerntrenchesinwhichmostofthearchitecture
wasfound(BP09,BP10andBQ10).

Trench BX14 

Inthesouthofthefieldatrenchwassituatedon
oneoftheareasonwhichconstructionwasplanned
accordingtotheexcavationpermitmap.duetorecent
large-scaleearthmovementandthicklayersofmodern
rubbleonthesurfaceinthisareaweoriginallydid
notconsiderthisahotspotforexcavation.Theaim
ofexcavatingtherewastoinvestigateiftherewas
anywell-preservedarchaeologyinthispartofthe
site.Interestinglyhowever,thetrenchyieldedboth
theremainsofaChalcolithicroundhouseaswellas
thedeepestarchaeologicaldepositsyetofthesite.

Thetopsoillayer(unit1)wasmixedwithmodern
buildingrubble.Acrossthesite,belowthetopsoila
colluvialdepositwhichcontainedsmall,abraded
sherdswasfound(unit2).Twostoneconcentrations
werediscoveredbelowthisdeposit(units3and5),
oneofwhichyieldedapartiallypreservedcircular
wallofaLateChalcolithicroundhouse,measuring
approximately6mindiameter(unit5).unfortunately,
dueto(deep)ploughing,onlythenorthernpartofthe
wallwaspreservedasinglecoursehigh(Figure6).
Noassociatedfloorlevelsorfeatureswerepreserved.

Belowthelevelofthewallweencounteredaseries
ofmiddendeposits(units6,8,12),whichweexcavated
inasoundingintheeastofthetrench.Thesemidden
depositscontainedmuchpottery,animalbone,and
groundstone(includingmanyaxes).Thefragmented
natureoftheceramicsindicatesthatthesewere
depositedassecondaryrefuse;theaxeswerehowever
inacompletestate,whichmayindicatethatthese
wereplacedinapitwefailedtorecognizeduringthe
excavation.Severalunusualfindsoriginatedfrom
thesedeposits:aboneofamarineturtle,astork,and
acrabclawrefashionedintoabeadwerediscovered.
AlloftheseobjectsareuniquefortheChalcolithic.

Alsoourprincipalfindoftheseasonwasdiscovered
inthesemiddendeposits.Thisisasmallpicrolite
figurineofaquadrupedwithoutaheadandwithtwo
piercings,oneofwhichmighthavebeenusedtoattach
aheadwithastring(Figure7).Notably,thispieceis
uniqueinthepicroliterepertoireofChalcolithic
Cyprus.

AnotherimportantresultoftrenchBX14wasthat,
followingtheceramicrepertoirefromthemidden,a
sequencefromtheLateChalcolithictotheMiddle
Chalcolithicispresentthere.Thishassofarnotbeen
documentedwellatotherChalcolithicsitesonCyprus.

Trenches BT13 and BR11

Thelocationofthetrenchesalongtheroadsection
wasdeterminedonthebasisoflargestoneswhich
werepresentinthesection.Itwasassumedthatthese
representedthewallsofroundhouses.Intrenches
BT13andBr11theseexpectationswereunfortunately
notmet.

TrenchesBT13andBr11yieldedhardlyanyarchi-
tecturalremains.Thestoneswhichwerewitnessed
intheroadsectionintheseareaswereinfactpartof
largeheapsofstoneswhichseemtolieinlargeerosion
gullies.Possiblythesestonesandlargeamountsof
Chalcolithicsherdsamongthem,originatedfroma
settlementwhichwaslocatedhigheruptheslope.
Thatthesedepositswerenottheresultofonemajor
eventisclearfromthefactthattwoseparateerosion
gullieswererecognizedinBT13(units3and5).
Fromunderthelargerofthesetwo(unit3,Lot262),
anamphorafragmentwasfoundbearingastamp,for
whichanexactmatchhasyettobefound.22

SomeChalcolithicmaterialwashowever,discovered
inbothtrenches.InthenorthwestcornerofBT13an
exteriorsurfacewasdiscoveredwithlargesherdsof
astoragevesselandafragmentedgrindingstone(unit
4,Lot17).InBr11thestoneheapswereconcentrated
inthesouthofthetrench.Inthenorth,aChalcolithic
wall(unit10)wasfoundwhichresteduponabedrock
outcropandrunsintothenorthernedgeofthetrench.
Geophysicalresearchhasalsoindicatedthatthiswall

22 Thebestmatchsofar:Grace1985,pl.3,no.19.

SECTION 2 K 6 - DURING_Layout 1  22/11/2018  3:34 ΜΜ  Page 473



BLEdAS.dürING,VICTorKLINKENBErG,TILLSoNNEMANN,CHArALAMBoSPArASKEVA,PAuLCroFTand ELLoNSouTEr474

ispartofalargerstructuretothenorthofthetrench.
Thewallcouldnotbelinkedtoanyoftheremains
discoveredinothertrenches.Abuttingthewalltoits
eastwasasmallashpitcontainingacoarsecooking
tray.Tothewestofthewallanexteriorsurfacewas
found,containingsomeceramicsandchippedand
groundstone(unit11).Belowthissurfacesiltydeposits
withmuchpotteryandstoneartefactswerefound.
Thedepositappearedverysimilartothemidden
depositsintrenchBX14andhasbeeninterpretedin
thesamevein.ThemiddeninBr11waspossiblyin
useduringthehabitationofthestructurestothenorth
ofthistrench.

The Northern Trenches: BP09 and BP10/BQ10

Threetrencheswereexcavatedinthenorthofthe
field.BecauseBP10wasverysmallduetoitslocation
ontheroadsection,itwasjoinedwithBQ10.Ineffect
twotrenchesaredescribedforthisarea(Figure9).
Similartotheabovedescribedtrenches,theposition
ofthesewasalsodeterminedbythepresenceofstone
concentrationsintheroadsection.Inthisareatheir
interpretationaswallremainswasconfirmedinthe
excavations.Fortunately,tothenorthofBr11there
wasnoevidenceforthestoneheapsanderosion
gullies.Ineffect,despitemoderndisturbances,trenches
BP09andBP/BQ10haveyieldedbyfarthemost
interestingarchitecturalremainsfromthesite.Three
substantialwalls,twohearthfeaturesandseverallarge
patchesofalimefloorwerefound.Becauseallthese
featuresweretruncateditwasdifficulttolinkthese
together.Hereaverytentativeinterpretationofat
leastfivehabitationphasesforthisareaisproposed,
whichmightbeadjustedasexcavationsproceed.

Thefirsthabitationphaseisindicatedbyahearth
(unit28)andasmallpartofawallwhichwasassigned
tounit9.Thecurvatureofthewallappearstocorrespond
tothelocationofthehearthasacentralpointofthe
house.Asthehearthislocated3mfromthewallthese
featurescomprisetheremainsofaChalcolithicround
housewithanouterdiameterof6m.Thesefeatures
were,however,linkedwitheachotherpost-excavation
andmaythereforenotholduptolaterscrutiny.

Afterthestructurewasnolongerinuse,itwas
probablylargelydemolishedanditsstoneswere

probablyusedfortheconstructionofalargewallin
thewestoftrenchBP/BQ10(unit8).Twopartsof
thiswallwerediscovered,withatotallengthof4.2
mandaminimumwidthof0.5m.Itscurvatureindicates
thatthewallwaspartofalargeroundhouselocated
tothewest.Althoughitisdifficulttoascertainits
originalouterdiameterwithprecision,basedonthe
fragmentaryremainsitisestimatedat10m.

Afterthissecondphase,ontopofthiswallanew
wallwasconstructedofanevenlargerstructure(unit
9).Thepreservedwallsectionshaveatotallengthof
5.4mandawidthof70cm.Theoutsideofthewall
displaysaclearcurvaturewhichseemstoindicatea
diameterofapproximately17m,evenlargerthanthe
precedinghouse.Notwithstandingtheproblemswith
calculatingthefullsizeofthestructurebasedonsuch
scantevidence,itisclearthatthesearetheremains
ofaverylargestructure.Toitsexteriortwodug-in
potbases(Lots48and49)werefoundwhichmay
havebeencontemporary.

Alsopossiblycontemporarytothislargehouseis
astructurewhichwasfoundtoitsnorthinBP09.Here
araisedhearthplatformofatleast2.5mindiameter
wasfound(unit11onFigure10).Theplatform
comprisedofapavementoflargerocks,whichmay
haveoriginallyhadamudorplasterfloor,asisindicated
bysomeplasterremainsintheeastofthefeature.
Twohearthswereconstructedinthemiddleofthe
feature(units14and15).Initiallyunit14servedas
acentralhearthuntilitwasreplacedbyunit15.The
featuremayhaveagainbeenpartofaverylargehouse,
orwasperhapslocatedintheopenair.Partofalime
floor(unit16)wasfoundsouthofthefeaturewhich
mayhavebeenrelatedtoit.Thehearthplatformis
withoutparallelintermsofsizeinChalcolithicCyprus.23

Nowallscouldbedirectlylinkedtothefeatureso
far;thenearestwallremainswerefoundatadistance
of7.5m(unit21).Iftheseshouldindeedberelated
toeachothertheywouldconstituteabuildingof15
mindiameter.

Thefinalphasewhichwasexcavatedinthenorthern
areaisillustratedbyseverallargepatchesofalime

23 Thomas1998,59.
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floor(unit3onFigure9).Fromamoderncutitcould
beobservedthatthefloorwasrenovatedonce;itis
composedoftwoconsecutivelimefloorsof0.5cm
thickness.Ifallpatcheswhichhavebeenobserved
inthetrencharepartofthesamefloor,thenitcovers
anareaofatleast5.5mfromnorthtosouth.Because
thisfloorissituatedontheexterioroftheotherobserved
housestructuresitisevidentthatitbelongstoyet
anotherstructure.Sinceitwasfoundatahigher
elevationthantheotherfeaturesinthetrenchitis
assumedforthemomentthatitconstitutestheyoungest
buildingofthetrench.

Althoughsomeofthehousesizecalculationsabove
areratherspeculative,itisevidentfromthepresented
datathatduringthisphasetheareawasbuiltupwith
several‘monumental’structures,whichareamongst
thelargestknownontheisland.

PALLoURES ASSEMBLAGES

Briefintroductionsareprovidedhereaboutthe
Palloures groundstoneindustries,ceramics,and
faunalremains,asthesehavebeenanalysedsystematically
inthecourseofthe2015campaign.othercategories,
suchaschippedstoneindustriesandbotanicalremains,
willbepresentedinfuturereports.

The Pottery (byCharalambosParaskeva)

duringthefirstseasonofexcavationsatChlo-
rakas-Palloures,thepotteryprocessingsystemand
thetypologyestablishedbytheLembaArchaeological
Project(LAP)werethestartingpoint,24 buttheywere
modifiedtoincreaseefficiency.FurthermoreLAP’s
nomenclatureandthemodeofrecordinghavebeen
altered,inordertoaccommodateadifferentapproach
towardspotteryanalysisandtheadventofcontemporary
digitalrecordingtechnologies.Abriefoutlineofthe
methodologyusedandthetypologychangesimplemented
isthereforeprovided.

Inthefield,potteryfromeachidentifiedcontext
wascollectedinseparatesealablebags.upontransfer
totheprojectbase,thepotterywascarefullywashed,
driedinthesunandthereaftereachbagwasassigned
auniquenumberassociatedwithabarcode.Interms
ofpotteryprocessingatwo-foldstrategywasemployed.
First,intheinitialprocessing,allsherdsfromeach

bagweresortedintowaresandafterwardssubdivided
infabric/surfacegroups.detailedcountsofopen-
closed-unknownbody,rim,base,handle/lugandspout
sherdswererecordedforeachfabric-surfacegroup
intoacustom-madedatabase.Notesondecorative
motifs,therelativethicknessofsherdsineachgroup,
aswellaspeculiaritiesandtechnologicaldetailswere
recordedperfabric-surfacegroupatthisstageand
introducedinthedatabase.Finally,diagnosticsherds
andthosebearingdecorativemotifsweresketched
andphotographed,whilethediagnosticsweretransferred
toseparatebagsforfurtheranalysis.Thesecondstep
consistedofdetailedprocessing,inwhichthediagnostic
sherdsweresubjectedtoahighlydetailedrecording
analysisoftheirphysical,functional,decorativeand
technologicaltraits,whichencompassesrecording
informationforca.110characteristics,whichwillbe
usedforpost-analyticalverificationofthetypology
establishedforthesite.

AnewtypologywasdevelopedforChlorakas-
Palloures,whichisbasedon,butalsodeviatesfrom
thetypologiesofthenearbysitesofKisonerga-Mosfilia
andLempa-Lakkous.25 ontheonehand,thedesignation
ofseparatewaresonthebasisofquasi-polythetic
attributeassociationswasabandoned,26 andsubstituted
bytheidentificationofoverarchingdistinctive
characteristicsthatprovidethewarename(e.g.red
Monochrome,red-on-White)coupledwiththe
distinctionoffabricandsurfacegroupswithinthe
warebasedonpolytheticattributes.Thisapproach
significantlyreducesnomenclature,precludesdata
homogenization,andaccommodatesattributeoverlaps
withinwares.ontheotherhand,insteadoffollowing
alumpingapproachtopotteryclassification,27 amixed
splitting-lumpingapproachwasendorsed,whichmay
attheleveloffabric/surfacegroupsleadtoanincrease
inthecomplexityofthetypology’sstructure,but
allowsmoredetailedandnuancedrecordingofpottery,
providesaframeworkfordistinguishingvariantsand

24 Bolgeretal.1998a,93–95;Bolgeretal.1998b,121.
25 Stewart1985,261–62;Bolgeretal.1998a,95–97.
26 Seeforexample:Bolgeretal.1998a,95–97.
27 Lumpinghasbeentheapproachadvocatedforbymostprehistoric

ceramicspecialistsinCyprus:Bolger1985,23;Bolgeretal.
1998a,95;Webbetal.2009,196.
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Table2.ConcordanceoftheChlorakas-Palloures andKisonerga-Mosfilia typologies,includingtheprominentcharacteristics
andabbreviationsfortheChlorakas-Palloures wares.
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subtlefunctional/technological/stylisticchangesand/or
differenceswithinwares,andencouragesapplication
ofmultivariatepotteryanalyses.Table2presentsthe
changesinoverarchingwarenomenclatureproposed
bythepresentanalysis.

AstheChlorakas-Palloures typologyisstillata
nascentstage,amoredetaileddescriptionoffabric
andsurfacegroupswithinthewaresisconsidered
untimely.However,somepreliminaryinferencesmay
bedrawnbasedontheinitialprocessingofasignificant
proportion(5497sherds,ca.30%)ofthetotalcollected
duringthefirstseason(Figure11).First,thepottery
fromthesitecanbesafelydatedtotheMiddle(ca.
48%)andLate(ca.27%)Chalcolithic,whilethere
arealsosmallquantitiesofEarlyChalcolithicorLate
Neolithic(<1%)androman(ca.3%)pottery.The
levelofabrasionisrelativelylow(ca.21%)andmost
non-recognisablepotteryderivefromupperlayers.

Second,althoughMiddleChalcolithicpottery
quantitiesappeartooutnumberLateChalcolithic,it
appearsthattheyalsorepresentalongerspanoftime.
Specifically,certaintechnologicalandstylistic
developmentsinpotteryproductionareapparent
withintheMiddleChalcolithicpottery,whichhints
toanEarlier(19.4%)andLater(28.5%)phaseequivalent
toKisonerga-Mosfilia Periods3Aand3Brespectively.28

Third,spatialpatternsstarttoemerge,asonaggregate
trenchesBT13andBX14producedmoreLate
Chalcolithicpottery,whereastrenchesBP10,BQ10
andBr11containedmostlylaterMiddleChalcolithic
pottery.Althoughtheanalysisisstillataveryearly
stage,thismayindicateshiftofspatialfocusof
habitationbetweenthetwoperiods.

Fourth,comparingthesite’sassemblagetopottery
fromnearbysites,suchasKisonerga-Mosfilia,Lem-
pa-Lakkous,andKisonerga-Myloudia,itappearsthat
themajorityofMiddle–LateChalcolithictypesappear
inallsites.oneparticularlyprominentexample
illustratingtheculturalhomogeneityoftheselowland
sites,concernstheLateChalcolithicfabricforthe
productionofrMandrrM(Kisonerga-Mosfilia
rB/B),29 whichisubiquitousandtheclayrecipenear-
identicalinallsitesattested.Nevertheless,small
quantitiesofpotteryatChlorakas-Palloures indicates
thatthesitealsomaintainedcontactswithotherparts

oftheisland,astypesmostlyfoundinthenorth(cir-
cum-Keryneiarangeareas)andsouth(Vasilikosvalley
andErimi-Pampoula)coastsoftheislandintheMiddle
andLateChalcolithic,suchascertaindM,BMand
rrMfabric/surfacegroups.30

Finally,thereisnoPhiliaorEarlyBronzeAge
potteryonthesite,whichmayindicateeithersite
driftingduringtheseeras,orsiteabandonment.

The Ground Stone (byE.M.Souter)

Thegroundstoneassemblagecomprisesatotalof
209objects,mostofwhichfitcomfortablywithin
Chalcolithicstoneworkingtraditions.194ofthe
objectswereclassedasbeingtools.Theseinclude
chopping(axes,adzesandchisels),grinding(handstones,
querns,grinders),percussive(pounders,hammerstones,
ananvil),polishing(polishingpebblesandburnishers),
compositeandre-usedtools.Theotheritems(15
items)arecuppedstones,vessels,figurativeitems,
conicalstones,agroovedstone,aperforatedstone
andapivotstone.ItemslackingfromthePalloures

collectiondonotalwaysoccuratothercontemporary
sitesand,whenfound,occurinlowfrequencies.only
onependantandnopicroliteanthropomorphicfigurines
werefound.However,theoneanthropomorphicitem
andpicrolitependantdiscoveredareunique,giving
adistinctlylocalcharactertothecollection.31

Thepercentagefrequencyofdifferentcategories
oftoolsfromChlorakas-Palloures wascomparedto
publisheddatafromthreeotherChalcolithicsitesin
theregion(Figure12).Twonotablefeaturesemerged;
Palloures exhibitedarelativelylowpercentageof
choppingtoolsandahigherfrequencyofpercussive
toolsthantheothersites.Althoughre-usedchopping
tools,particularlythosewithapercussivefunction,
arenotalwaysrecognisedelsewhere,only6.3%of

28 Peltenburg etal.1998b,244–49;Peltenburgetal.2013,321.
29 Bolgeretal.1998a,95.
30 Paraskeva2015.
31 ForKisonerga-Mosfilia seeElliott-Xenophontos(1998);for

theMiddleChalcolithicroundhouse200fromKisonerga-
Myloudia seeJackson(2003);forLempa-Lakkous seeElliott
(1985).
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thetoolsfoundatPalloures representchoppingtools
re-usedforpurelypercussivefunctions.Itislikely
thatthesefrequencies,tosomeextent,representa
truepattern,indicatingthat,inmostexcavatedareas
ofthesite,adzes,axesandchiselswereinlesser
demandornotashighlyvaluedatPalloures.In
addition,thelargecollectionofpercussivetoolscould
signifythatahigherfrequencyofindustrialprocesses
wasbeingundertakenatthesite.

units8and12intrenchBX14,representingthe
upperandlowerlevelsofthemiddendepositrespectively,
areexceptional.unit8hasahighpercentageof
completechoppingtools(33.3%ofallitems).Most
ofthesewerefoundtogetherinLot221(3adzes,an
axeandaxe-shapedpounder),likelyrepresentinga
worker’scache.Thestyleofadzesissimilartoitems
atKisonerga-Mosfilia,occurringfromthelateMiddle
Chalcolithiconward.Conversely,theassemblage
fromunit12isalmostcompletelydominatedby
pounders(64.7%oftoolsfromthiscontext),indicating
thatdifferentactivitieswereperformedinthislocale
duringaccumulationofthemiddendeposit.unit12
alsoproducedtheonlyevidenceforfigurative
representationonthesite.CPG246.1isthepicrolite
animalpendant(Figure7),describedabove,andCP
G231.1,anirregularpieceofdiabase,waslikely
chosenduetoitsanthropomorphicqualities,buthas
beenfurthershapedtoaccentuatethem.Farfrom
beinganareawhereitemswereforeverabandoned,
thismiddendepositwasprobablyaveryactivearea
ofthesite.

Althoughthisreportonlyconcernsasmallnumber
ofitemsrecoveredfromtheinitialseasonofexcavation,
thegroundstonefromthissitehasrevealedsome
interestingattributes.Futureanalysisofground
stonecanhopefullyshedlightonhowinhabitantsof
thedistinctivesiteofChlorakas-Palloures livedout
theirlives.

Palloures Faunal Remains (byP.Croft)

Theanimalbonesweremainlywell-preserved,
butoftencoveredwithamineralencrustationwhich
somewhatimpededidentification,recordingandmeas-
urement.Theentireexcavatedsampleof14.270kg
ofbonewasexamined,ofwhich65%couldbeidentified.
Numbers(NISP)andweights(g)ofidentifiedfragments
arepresentedinTable3.

ThePalloures faunalassemblageisdominatedby
remainsoffallowdeer(Dama mesopotamica)and
pigwhich,together,accountfor85%ofidentifiable
fragmentsor90%ofbonebyweight.Itshouldbe
notedthatwhilstdeerbonesaresomewhatmore
abundantthanpigbonesamongsttheidentified
fragments,theirremainsappearlessabundantthan
pigremainswhentheweightsofidentifiedmaterial
areconsidered.Theaverageweightofanidentified
deerfragmentis25gcomparedwith15gforpig.
Thisisduetothelargerbodysizeofdeer.Caprines
arefarlessabundantbyeithermeansofassessment,
andconsistedmainlyofgoats,butincludedsome
sheep.Thedeerwouldhavebeenfree-living,hunted

Table3.Numbers(NISP)andweights(g)ofidentifiedmammalianfragments.Notincludedarebird,marinecrabandmarine
turtle,whichareeachrepresentedbyasinglefragment.
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animals,whilstitispresumedthatatleastthemajority
ofthepigswerehusbandedswine.Goatsandafew
sheeparealsolikelytohavebeenherdedstock.Fox
mayhavebeenhuntedforitspeltanditisnosurprise
tofindthatthedomesticdogispresent.

Anequidisrepresentedbyasingleuppertooth
thatisencrusted,anditisclearlynotarecentintrusion.
However,itseemsunlikelytobeChalcolithicsince
equidhasnotbeensecurelyidentifiedinCyprusprior
totheBronzeAge.Thebirdbone,ametatarsusofa
stork(Ciconia cf.ciconia),andanulnaofamarine
turtlearemorelikelytobeChalcolithic.Thecrab
clawisasubstantialspecimenthathasbeenground
downatbothendssothatitcouldhavebeenthreaded
asabead.ItmostprobablyderivesfromEriphia verrucosa,
thewartyoryellowcrab,whichoccursthroughoutthe
MediterraneanSeaandmakesgoodeating.32

ThePalloures boneassemblageretrievedsofar
appearstofallintoaregionalpatternthathasbeen
establishedbythepreviousworkoftheLembaArchae-
ologicalProjectatnearbysitesinthecoastallowlands
ofwesternCyprus(Figure13).Itwillbeclearfrom
Figure13thattheChalcolithicboneassemblages
fromPalloures,Lempa-Lakkous andtheKisonerga
sitesofMosfilia and Myloudia allincludelarge
proportionsofbothdeerandpigswhichtogether
accountfor77–87%oftheremainsofthemainanimals.
Caprinesarealsocommonlyrepresentedatthesesites,
andtheseconsistmainlyofgoatswithonlyasmall
minority(aroundonetenth)ofsheep.Thesimilarity
betweenPalloures andtheMosfilia period3B(Middle
Chalcolithic)andperiod4(LateChalcolithic)samples
isparticularlyclose,withpigremainssomewhatout-
numberingdeerremainsinallthreeinstances,and
theoccurrenceofcaprineremainsrestrictedwithin
therange13–19%.

ThefaunalevidencefromLempaandMosfilia,
alongwiththatfromEarlyChalcolithicKisonerga-
Myloudia,haslongbeenunderstoodtoindicatea
declineindeer,andincreasingrelianceonpigduring
theChalcolithicperiod.Thesechangesprobably
reflectthediminishingcontributionthroughtime
thathunting wasabletomaketothesubsistenceof
anexpandinghumanpopulationintheregion.The
acquisitionofchronologicallydistinctChalcolithic

faunalsamplesfromPalloures iseagerlyanticipated
inthehopethatitwillnotonlyprovideevidencefor
thenatureandevolutionofsubsistenceatthisparticular
settlement,butalsoenhanceourunderstandingof
developmentswithinthebroaderregionaleconomy.

CoNCLuSIoNS

ThefirstexcavationseasonatChlorakas-Palloures

hasclearlydemonstratedtheimportanceofthesite
anditspotentialforextendingourknowledgeabout
theChalcolithicofwesternCyprusandbeyond.
Althoughthesitehasbeenseverelyimpactedby
agriculturaldevelopmentsandconstructionactivities,
aconsiderablearchaeologicaldepositremainsforthe
investigationofboththeMiddleandLateChalcolithic
occupationofPalloures.

Intermsofbuildingandburialtypesandhowthey
comparetoothersitesinvestigatedintheregionby
theLembaArchaeologicalProject(atLempa,Mosfilia,
andSouskiou),thefollowingpreliminaryconclusions
canbedrawn.Sofarwehavenotfoundanyburials
atPalloures. However,wedidfindfivesmallpieces
ofhumanboneinvariouscontextsacrossthesite
(BP09units2&13,BQ10unit1,BX14units8&
12).Thisindicatesthaton-siteburialswillprobably
befoundinthefutureseasons.

Wedidfindanumberofbuildingsinthe2015
season,however.InthenortherntrenchesBQ/BP10
andBP09wehavegood(buttruncated)evidencefor
aseriesofwhatappeartoberathermonumentalMiddle
Chalcolithicbuildings,andtheGPrdatasuggestthat
therearefurtherbuildingsadjacenttothem.More
workisnecessary,however,toevaluatehowour
buildingscomparetothoseatLempa-Lakkous and
Kisonerga-Mosfilia.

Suchwork,andamoredetailedcomparisonofour
ceramic,lithic,faunal,andbotanicalassemblagesis
necessaryinordertoassessinwhatrespectsPalloures
differsinitseconomyandotheraspectsfrompreviously
investigatedsettlementsinthearea.Alreadyceramic
investigationhasbeguntoshowhowPalloures isalso

32 datafromCroft2003,table20.12(Myloudia);Croft1998,
table22.10(Mosfilia);Croft1991,table2(Lempa).
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partofnetworksthatspanCyprusasawhole,butagain
weneedmoreworktofleshoutthispattern.

Finally,the2015seasonhasalreadybeguntoshow
usthatPalloures canprovideimportantdataonthe
transitionbetweentheMiddleandtheLateChalcolithic.
InthesoutherntrenchBX14wehaveexcavatedan
importantmiddensequencespanningtheLateChalcolithic
toMiddleChalcolithictransitionandwelookforward
tocontinuethiswork.

ACKNoWLEdGEMENTS

Wewouldliketothankthestaffofthedepartment
ofAntiquities,inparticulardr.MarinaSolomidou-
Ieronymidou,dr.despinaPilides,anddr.Efstathios
raptou.ourthanksalsogoouttothestaffofthe
ArchaeologicalMuseumofthePafosdistrictincluding
ElenaStylianouandMargaritaKouali.Alsowewould
liketothankthestaffofthedepartmentofLandsand

SurveysinPafos:AndreasdimitriosandKyriacos
Papadopoulos.Wearegratefulfortheopportunityto
usethefacilitiesoftheLembaArchaeologicalresearch
Centre,andwewouldliketothankPaulCroft,the
managerofthecentre,aswellasEdgarPeltenburg
andLindyCrewfortheirsupport.Wewouldalsolike
tothanktheByvanckFondsforfinancingourcampaign
andLeidenuniversityforlogisticalsupport.Finally
wewouldliketothanktheChlorakas-Palloures 2015
team(GeorgiaAndrou,FiekevandeBlink,IanCohn,
PaulCroft,LonnekeGrimbergen,diekHalbertsma,
JoëlleJorritsma,VasilisKaraiskos,ClaireKolton,
HollyKunst,EvaMol,CharalambosPareskeva,Aris
Politopoulos,EduardPop,BoSchubert,NicoSlaats,
TillSonnemann,EllonSouter,CharlotteSpiering,
WisketerSteeg,JackVictor,MartijnWarnaar),for
alltheirhardwork.

BIBLIoGrAPHy

Bolger,d.1985.“Fromtypologytoethnology:
TechniquesoftheErimipotters.”RDAC 1985:
22–35.

Bolger,d.,L.Maguire,A.Quye,S.ritson,andF.M.K.
Stephen.1998a.“Thepottery.”InExcavations
at Kissonerga-Mosphilia, 1979–1992,edited
byE.Peltenburg,93–147(LembaArchaeological
projectII.1A).Jonsered:PaulÅströmsFörlag.

Bolgerd.,E.Peltenburg,A.Quye,S.ritson,and
F.M.K.Stephen.1998b.“PotteryArchivereport
[onlineresource].” InExcavations at
Kissonerga‐Mosphilia1977–1995‐ Part0 2 ,
editedbyE.Peltenburg,121–75(LembaArchae-
ologicalProjectII.1B).Edinburgh:university
ofEdinburgh(www.shca.ed.ac.uk/projects/
lemba/publications/kissonerga-lastaccessed:
08.04.2016).

Bolger,d.,C.McCartney,andE.Peltenburg.2004.
“regionalinteractionintheprehistoricWest:
LembaArchaeologicalProjectWesternCyprus
Survey.”InArchaeological Field Survey in

Cyprus. Past History, Future Potentials,edited
byM.Iacovou,105–23.London:BritishSchool
atAthens.

Christodoulou,d.1959.The Evolution of the Rural

Land Use Pattern in Cyprus. TheWorldLand
useSurveyregionalMonograph2.Bude,
Cornwall:GeographicalPublications.

Crewe,L.,K.Lorentz,E.Peltenburg,andS.Spanou.
2005.“Treatmentsofthedead:preliminary
reportoftheinvestigationsatSouskiouLaona

Chalcolithiccemetery.”RDAC 2005:41–67.

Croft,P.1991. “ManandbeastinChalcolithicCyprus.”
BASoR 282/3:63–79.

—1998.“Animalremains:discussion.”Excavations

at Kissonerga-Mosphilia 1979–1992, edited
byE.Peltenburg,295–316(occasionalPapers
ofthedepartmentofArchaeology19).Edinburgh:
universityofEdinburgh.

—2003.“Theanimalbones.”InThe Colonisation and

Settlement of Cyprus. Investigations at Kissonerga-

SECTION 2 K 6 - DURING_Layout 1  22/11/2018  3:34 ΜΜ  Page 480



EXCAVATIoNSATCHLorAKAS-PALLoURES:NEWLIGHToNCHALCoLITHICCyPruS 481

Mylouthkia, 1977–1996,editedbyE.Peltenburg,
225–37(LembaArchaeologicalProjectIII.1).
Sävedalen:PaulÅströmsFörlag.

Elliott,C.1985.“Thegroundstone.”InExcavations
at Lemba Lakkous, 1976–1983,editedbyE.
Peltenburg,70–93,161–65,271–75(Lemba
ArchaeologicalProject).Göteborg:PaulÅströms
Förlag.

Elliott-Xenophontos,C.1998.“Thegroundstone.”
InExcavations at Kissonerga-Mosphilia, 1979–
1992,editedbyE.Peltenburg,168–187(Lemba
ArchaeologicalProjectII.1A).Jonsered:Paul
AströmsFörlag.

Finlayson,W.,B.Gratuze,andC.McCartney.1998.
“Thechippedstoneassemblage.”InExcavations
at Kissonerga-Mosphilia, 1979–1992,edited
byE.Peltenburg,202–206(LembaArchaeological
ProjectII.1A).Jonsered:PaulÅströmsFörlag.

Grace,V.1985.“Themiddlestoadatedbyamphora
stamps.”Hesperia 54:1–54.

Hadjisavvas,S.1977.“Thearchaeologicalsurveyof
Paphos.Apreliminaryreport.”RDAC 1977:
222–31.

—2004.“SurveyingafterCatling:Theworkofthe
departmentofAntiquitiesSurveyBranchsince
1960.”InArchaeological Field Survey in Cyprus.
Past History, Future Potentials, editedbyM.
Iacovou,37–41.London:BritishSchoolat
Athens.

Jackson,A.2003.“Thegroundstone.”InThe Colonisation
and Settlement of Cyprus: Investigations at
Kissonerga–Mylouthkia, 1976–1996,editedby
E.Peltenburg,177–89(LembaArchaeological
ProjectIII.1).Göteborg:PaulÅströmsFörlag.

Knapp,A.B.2013.The Archaeology of Cyprus from
Earliest Prehistory through the Bronze Age.
Cambridge:CambridgeuniversityPress.

Lunt,d.A.,E.Peltenburg,andM.E.Watt.1998.
“Mortuarypractices.”InExcavations at Kisson-
erga-Mosphilia, 1979–1992,editedbyE.
Peltenburg,65–92(LembaArchaeological
ProjectII.1A).Jonsered:PaulÅströmsFörlag.

McCartney,C.2003.“Thechippedstone.”InThe
Colonisation and Settlement of Cyprus.

Investigations at Kissonerga-Mylouthkia, edited
byE.Peltenburg,11–34(LembaArchaeological
ProjectIII.1).Göteborg:PaulÅströmsFörlag.

Murray,M.A.1998.“Archaeobotanicalreport.”In
Excavations at Kissonerga-Mosphilia, 1979–
1992,editedbyE.Peltenburg,215–23(Lemba
ArchaeologicalProjectII.1A).Jonsered:Paul
ÅströmsFörlag.

Niklasson,K.1991.Early Prehistoric Burials in
Cyprus.Jonsered:PaulAströmsForlag.

Paraskeva,C.2015.Chronology, Topography and
Social Change: A Multi-Linear Perspective on
the Chalcolithic to Bronze Age Transition in
Cyprus.unpublishedPhd,universityofEdin-
burgh.

Peltenburg,E.1979.“ThePrehistoryofWestCyprus:
KtimaLowlands.Investigationsof1976–1978.”
RDAC 1979:69–99.

—1985.“ThesettlementatLembaLakkous.”In
Excavations at Lemba Lakkous, 1976–1983,edited
byE.Peltenburg,313–29(LembaArchaeological
Project).Göteborg:PaulÅströmsFörlag.

—1998.“Thecharacterandevolutionofsettlements
atKissonerga.”InExcavations at Kissonerga-
Mosphilia, 1979–1992,editedbyE.Peltenburg,
233–60(LembaArchaeologicalProjectII.1A).
Jonsered:PaulÅströmsFörlag.

—2011.“ThePrehistoriccentreofSouskiouin
southwestCyprus.”InProceedings of the IV
International Cypriological Congres,edited
byA.demetriou,681–89.Nicosia:Societyof
CypriotStudies.

—2014.“CyprusduringtheChalcolithicPeriod.”In
The oxford Handbook of the Archaeology of
the Levant: c. 8000–332 BCE,editedbyA.E.
KillebrewandM.Steiner,252–64.oxford:
oxforduniversityPress.

Peltenburg,E.,ed.1985.Excavations at Lemba
Lakkous, 1976–1983 (LembaArchaeological
ProjectI).Göteborg:PaulÅströmsFörlag.

—1991.A Ceremonial Area at Kissonerga (Lemba
ArchaeologicalProjectII.2).Göteborg:Paul
ÅströmsFörlag.

SECTION 2 K 6 - DURING_Layout 1  22/11/2018  3:34 ΜΜ  Page 481



BLEdAS.dürING,VICTorKLINKENBErG,TILLSoNNEMANN,CHArALAMBoSPArASKEVA,PAuLCroFTand ELLoNSouTEr482
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Fig.1.Prehistoricsitesmentionedinthetext.1:Chlorakas-Palloures;2:Lempa-Lakkous;3:Kisonerga-Mosfilia;4:Kisonerga-Myloudia;
5:Souskiou-Laona;6:Souskiou-Vathyrkakas (byVictorKlinkenberg,imagesource:Esri).
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Fig.3.overviewoftheresultsoftheGPrgeophysicalsurvey(byTillSonnemann).

Fig.2.3dimageofChlorakas-Palloures withthe2015trenchesindicated(lookingnortheast)(byVictorKlinkenberg).
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Fig.4.TheHarrismatrixoftheroadcutonthewestsideofplot568(byVictorKlinkenberg).
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Fig.5.Plot568ofPalloures withthe2015trenchessuperimposed(byVictorKlinkenberg).
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Fig.6.overviewoftrenchBX14(byVictorKlinkenberg).

Fig.7.AnimalfigurinefromthemiddendepositinBX14,unit8,Lot246(PhotobyIanJ.Cohn).

Fig.8.damokratesstamp(ca.3cmacross),fromLot262,trenchBT13(PhotobyIanJ.Cohn).
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Fig.9.FeaturesintrenchesBP/BQ10withahypotheticalreconstructionofbuildings(byVictorKlinkenberg).
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Fig.10.Thelargehearthplatformunit11inBP09.Thestonesarelaidconcentricallyaroundunit14,thefirsthearth.unit15isalater
firebowl(byVictorKlinkenberg).
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Fig.11.Sherdquantitiesandpercentagesbytrenchandrelativedating.AnalysisofBP09isataveryearlystageandshouldnotbe
consideredaccurate.Legendabbreviations:BA/u=BadlyAbraded/unidentifiable;EMChal=EarlierMiddleChalcolithic;LMChal
=LaterMiddleChalcolithic;LChal=LateChalcolithic;Early=EarlyChalcolithicorLateNeolithic;Late=Post-Chalcolithic,at
presentallroman(byCharalambosParaskeva).

Fig.12.BarchartcomparingpercentagefrequencyofdifferenttoolclassesfromfourChalcolithicsites;CP=Chlorakas-Palloures;
Kmos=Kisonerga-Mosfilia;Kmyl=MiddleChalcolithicroundhouse200fromKisonerga-Myloudia;LL=Lempa-Lakkous1 (byEllon
Souter).

Fig.13.Identifiedremainsofthemainanimals(NISP)inseveralChalcolithicboneassemblagesfromtheKtimalowlands(byPaul
Croft).32
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NOTE FOR CONTRIBUTORS OF THE 

REPORT OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ANTIQUITIES, CYPRUS (RDAC)

The Editors welcome articles on subjects related to the archaeology, history and culture of Cyprus and to
conservation. The RDAC is divided into two sections. Section I includes articles concerning the study of
archaeological/historical objects/architecture, archaeological theory, the conservation of objects/architecture,
as well as other subjects deemed suitable for publication by the Editors. Section II consists of preliminary and
interim reports by archaeologists carrying out excavations and surveys (on land and underwater) with the
permission of the Department of Antiquities. 

SUBMISSION GUIDELINES

Articles may be submitted in Greek, English, German, Italian and French. It is the responsibility of the
author(s) to have the article reviewed prior to submission by a native speaker of the language in which the
article is written. 

The deadline for submission of an article for the RDAC is 31st of March of the year of publication. The final
version of the article should be submitted, both in electronic form and as a printed manuscript. The text should
be written in MsWord, New Times Roman (12pt), double spacing. Footnotes should be submitted as endnotes
(at the end of the article). Titles of sections in the article should be in the centre in capital letters, of sub-sections
aligned left in lower case and italics, and of sub- sub-section titles, aligned left, in lower case and bold.  

The spelling of Cypriot geographical names in the text must follow the publication by M.N. Christodoulou
and K. Konstantinides, A Complete Gazetteer of Cyprus (Nicosia 1987). 

Italics should be used for localities (i.e. Lempa-Lakkous, Kouklia-Evreti) but not for terms such as in situ
and et al. Capitals should be used for periods (i.e. Neolithic period, Bronze Age, Archaic period etc.) and for
wares (i.e. Black-on-Red ware, Red Polished ware etc.). 

Images should be submitted in electronic form only (TIF, PDF, EPS) at minimum 300 dpi resolution and
not inserted in MsWord documents. The author(s) may prepare to-scale plates and images that will be inserted
according to the page dimensions.

Articles must be accompanied by a short abstract in English or Greek accordingly (not exceeding one A4
page), which should also include the title of the article.

Complete contact information should be given for each author (name, email address, mailing address).   

REFERENCING

Articles submitted for the RDAC must follow the same referencing style as indicated by the Editors below.
Articles using other referencing systems will not be accepted and will be returned to the author(s). In-text
citations are not to be used. Authors may use footnotes for citation that will refer to a complete list of cited
works at the end of each article. Footnotes with biographical citation should consist of: author’s last name,
publication year, comma, pages/figures/plates etc (see examples below).

1 Boardman 2002, 39–45.
2 Karageorghis and violaris 2012, pl. Xv.
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3 Peltenburg et al. 2006, figs. 7, 8. 

Footnotes with more than one biographical citation should use semi-colons (see example below).
1 Nicolaou and Mitford 1974, 35–37; Nicolaou 2005.

For footnotes with both biographical citations and discussion, the following format should be used:
1 Boardman (2002, 39–45) explains this hypothesis further….. 
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Kiely, T. 2012. “The British Museum excavations on Cyprus in the 1890s.” In Ancient Cyprus: cultures in
dialogue, edited by D. Pilides and N. Papadimitriou, 28–30. Nicosia: Department of Antiquities, Cyprus.

Flourentzos, P., ed. 2007. Proceedings of the International Conference “From Evagoras I to the Ptolemies.
The transition from the Classical to the Hellenistic period in Cyprus” (29–30 November 2002). Nicosia:
Department of Antiquities, Cyprus.

Karageorghis, v., and A. Georgiou. 2012. “A Corpus of Late Minoan III pottery from Pyla-Kokkinokremos.”
RDAC 2010: 301–24.

Accepted abbreviations may be used for archaeological journals and reference books.

COPYRIGHT

As the publisher, the Department of Antiquities retains the copyright of the publication as a whole, and
shares the copyright of each article with the author(s).

It is the sole responsibility of the author(s) to acquire copyright permission to publish images from books
or institutions.

Each author will receive a print copy and a digital pdf file of the entire volume as well as of his/her own
article. 
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