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Abstract
This paper discusses the range and distribution of Greek Geometric imports in Cyprus.
Nowhere do they imply the presence of expatriate Aegean Greeks, but wherein lay their
attraction for Cypriot users? Why are they so rare in most Greek-Cypriot kingdoms, but so
abundant at Amathus, stronghold of the indigenous Eteocypriots? Special scrutiny is devoted
to untypical accumulations at Salamis and (apparently) Kourion, suggestive of symposion sets
offered through gift-exchange between aristocrats, rather than through casual trade. Finally,
the character of these imports is compared and contrasted with those from Mycenaean
Greece, and also with Geometric imports in the Levant.

During the past 40 years I have been engaged, sporadically, in the study and
publication of Greek Geometric exports to Cyprus, concentrating mainly on their
various origins and their chronology. This article offers some retrospective reflections,
with special attention paid to those who acquired, used and enjoyed these imports.
My thoughts have been stimulated by a parallel study of why earlier Cypriots
welcomed imports of Mycenaean pottery,1 and also by a general survey of the ‘con-
sumption’ of Early Iron Age Greek imports to Cyprus and North Syria,2 to which
additional thoughts are offered here. We begin with some wide generalisations about
the general run of Greek Geometric imports to Cyprus, before concentrating on
some exceptions to the general rule that require special explanations. Inevitably,
some references to my previous articles will be made, but their message will be sum-
marised as briefly as possible.
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1 Steel 1998.
2 Crielaard 1999.
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The General Run
We may start with four general statements. With few exceptions, the Geometric
imports occur in tombs. By far the commonest shape among them is also the
most popular of Greek Geometric drinking vessels, the skyphos. More surprisingly,
the imports are very thinly distributed among the Greek-Cypriot kingdoms,
but are especially plentiful at the Eteocypriot kingdom of Amathus. Lastly, most
of the Geometric imports (with the exception of those from Salamis) came from
Euboea, home of the most active of early Greek merchants in the eastern Mediter-
ranean. Each of these general statements needs some qualification, and some detailed
comment.

It may be urged that the predominance of tombs as the source of the imports is
no more than the consequence of an inevitable bias towards the excavation of ceme-
teries, always more accessible than Cypro-Geometric settlements usually buried
under a heavy overlay from later antiquity. But the settlements, though as yet little
explored, have yielded no certain imports of Greek Geometric; only local imitations
of Greek skyphoi.3 From sanctuaries one would expect fine and unusual offerings
of pottery, and indeed the temple site of Astarte at Phoenician Kition has produced
a scattering of Greek Geometric imports.4 Others have come to light at the sanctu-
ary of Aphrodite at Amathus.5 There remains, however, a great preponderance found
in the cemeteries: never more than in a few tombs, but always in those of wealth
above average. A useful chart,6 showing 20 tombs with the quantity of imports
found in them, contrasts the majority with one to four imported vessels with three
tombs containing much larger concentrations, amounting to sets that could have
serves a symposion. Three tombs will receive special scrutiny.

Finds of Geometric skyphoi exported outside the Aegean invite two alternative
interpretations, depending on the local context: either as evidence for Greeks living
abroad, or as an exotic luxury with an appeal to foreign users. As a chattel essential
to the Geometric Greek way of life, much as the stemmed kylix had been for the
Mycenaeans, its presence abroad could indicate the presence of Greek settlers among
foreign communities. But in Etruria, for example, a persuasive case for some Greek
residents rests not merely on the exported skyphoi, but much more so on the imi-
tations in local clay that are so faithful to the originals in shape, decoration and

3 For example at Salamis (Calvert and Yon 1977, 12–13, nos. 31–34, pl. 4). No. 20 there may
perhaps be from an imported Euboean LG skyphos, of the one-bird type characteristic of Chalcis
(see Coldstream 2008).

4 Coldstream 1981, 17–22, pls. 16–18; Karageorghis 1981, 61–63, pl. 1; 2005, 2, 54, 58, 60–62,
70, 89-91, 136.

5 Thalman 1977, 65–67, nos. 1–5, pl. 1.
6 Crielaard 1999, 270, fig. 3.
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technique as to indicate the hand of the expatriate Greek potter.7 Only thus, with
such imitations at their disposal, could Greeks living beyond the Greek world enjoy
the amenity of the crockery made up to the standard to which they had become
accustomed – just as the earliest colonies in the West, from Pithekoussai onwards,
developed colonial imitations for their own use.

The skyphos was the only Greek Geometric shape to make any sustained impact
on the extensive repertoire of Cypro-Geometric (CG) pottery,8 by no means defi-
cient in its own drinking shapes; indeed, the standed bowl of CG III with two
handles is the distant cousin of the Greek Geometric skyphos, both descended ulti-
mately from the deep bowl of Mycenaean IIIB. To the skyphos, potters in Cyprus
paid the compliment of imitating its shape. Although it never became the most
favoured drinking vessel in Cyprus, the imitations enjoyed a limited vogue through-
out the 8th, 7th and early 6th centuries, eventually influenced by the East Greek
‘Ionian cups’.9 There was no consistent effort, however, to make faithful reproduc-
tions of the originals. Aegean Greek drinkers would have been accustomed to a
smooth coating of interior paint, such as we see in the close copies made in Etruria.
An interior coating is sometimes found in early imitations of Aegean Middle Geo-
metric (MG), decorated with hatched meanders or battlements,10 but already a
Cypriot element in the decoration appears in the concave chevrons, and in the use
of Bichrome.11 From the late 8th century onwards, Cypriot adaptations dispense
with solid interior paint in favour of groups of fine lines inside the lower body, in
the Cypro-Geometric tradition; and the Bichrome technique has become normal.12

In brief, like all foreign ceramic shapes with some appeal for Cypriot users, the
Greek skyphos has been modified to suit indigenous Cypriot taste; indeed, the ear-
liest known attempt at a local adaptation occurs not in any of the Greek-Cypriot
kingdoms, but at Amathus where, well back in the 9th century, the Euboean pen-
dent-semicircle skyphos gave rise to a large and rather clumsy imitation in the
Bichrome technique, with the pendent semicircles laboriously rendered freehand in
their concentric sets.13 The conclusion must be that the local copies of skyphoi do
not by themselves indicate the presence of expatriate Aegean Greek users; rather,
that the Aegean imports with their smooth coated interiors may have had some
initial attraction for prosperous and outward-looking Cypriots, but the shape was
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7 Blakeway 1932–33, 192, Class B.
8 Coldstream 1979, 255–69.
9 Coldstream 1979, 266, no. 26, pl. 31.6.
10 Coldstream 1979, 258–59.
11 Coldstream 1979, 258–59, nos. 4, 6, pl. 29.
12 Coldstream 1979, 262–66, pls. 30–31.
13 Coldstream 1987, 22–24, no. 4, pls. 8, 11.
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soon adapted to local taste, and absorbed into the Cypro-Geometric repertoire for
Cypriot users.

The overwhelming frequency of Greek Geometric pottery at Amathus14 requires
some comment. For non-Greek Eteocypriots, did the Geometric imports have a
special attraction as something ‘other’? Or are our statistics skewed by the com-
parative frequency of excavation in the cemeteries of Amathus? In answer to the
second suggestion, one notes at least five Greek-Cypriot sites of the Early Iron Age
(Lapithis, Marion, Kourion-Kaloriziki, Papho-Ktima and Palaepaphos-Skales)15

where at least ten chamber-tombs have been excavated, but are entirely lacking in
Greek Geometric imports. Especially remarkable in this respect is the abundantly
furnished Skales cemetery with some 50 tombs, where the only ceramic imports are
of Phoenician unguent vessels of the CG I period (1050–950 BC)16 and there is
nothing obviously from Greece, with the possible exception of a bronze tripod caul-
dron of the same early date.17 This is one of many bronze vessels in that cemetery,
where metal offerings might have been a more appropriate symptom of wealth than
fine painted pottery made by distantly related Aegean cousins of the wealthy Greek
Cypriots buried there.

With regard to the first suggestion, it should be noted that, whatever attraction
the imports may have had for the Amathusians, they were no less willing to receive
Phoenician pottery; indeed, a comprehensive study has drawn attention to Amathus
as by far the most prolific source in Cyprus of pottery exported from the Phoeni-
cian homeland18 – apart from the Tyrian colony of Kition. Perhaps the abundance
of ceramic imports at Amathus, both Greek and Phoenician, is best explained by its
favourable position, as a convenient port and staging-post in southern Cyprus, on
the safest maritime route between the Aegean and the Levant. This route was already
being plied as early as the first half of the 10th century, when exports of Greek pot-
tery were reaching the Phoenician metropolis of Tyre.19 Significantly, it is Amathus
that received the earliest Greek imports in Cyprus: from one tomb, a skyphos and
a cup of the late 10th century.20 These were followed by a steady flow of Greek
Geometric vessels, closely matching thise that reached Tyre.21 To preserve a sense of

24 J.N. COLDSTREAM

14 Statistics, now out of date, are given in the map, Coldstream 1986, 322, fig. 1. Add Coldstream
1995b, 187–214. I am informed that now (2007) over a thousand tombs have been excavated at
Amathus.

15 Coldstream 1986, 322, nn. 9–13.
16 Bikai 1983.
17 Karageorghis 1983, 116, tomb 58.37, pls. 89, 115.
18 Bikai 1987, 71–72.
19 Coldstream 1988, 38–40, pl. 10.24–26.
20 Coldstream 1987, 22, n. 10, pls. 10, 17, Lim 46/3–4.
21 Coldstream 1988, 42, fig. 1.
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proportion, however, we should concede that the Aegean vessels, however numer-
ous they may seem in comparison with those from other Cypriot sites, at Amathus
constitute only a very small part of the total corpus, and are confined to a small
minority of the richer tombs.22

We conclude this first section with some thoughts about the origin of the Greek
imports, and about those most likely to have brought them to Cyprus. For the
conveyors there are four possible candidates: Greeks, Phoenicians, Cypriots and
unknown middlemen. The last possibility cannot be wholly excluded, but it is dif-
ficult to take seriously the claims of middlemen who leave no trace in the archaeo-
logical record. Any active overseas initiative by the Cypriots is rendered unlikely by
the extreme scarcity of Cypro-Germanic exports to the Aegean – apart from the
export of small unguent vessels briefly considered below, for which the impulse
probably came from Phoenician settlers. As for the Phoenicians, Homer recalls them
as purveyors of trinkets when their merchants visited Aegean shores; some orientalia
found in the Toumba cemetery at Lefkandi23 may well have arrived in this way.
And in Cypro-Geometric pottery there was indeed some Phoenician influence on
the local repertoire, but it was mainly confined to slow-pouring unguent shapes. The
Cypriot Black-on-Red juglet with a neck ridge, already established as 9th century,
is an accomplished local adaptation of a cruder Phoenician prototype, adopting an
earlier Levantine practice, hitherto foreign in Cyprus, of decorating such vessels in
dark matt paint above an orange-red slip. Westward exports and their local imita-
tions form a reciprocal initiative from Cyprus to the Aegean, probably organised by
Cypro-Phoenician merchants – but that is another story.24

As exporters of Greek Geometric pottery to Amathus, however, by far the
strongest candidates are those who also made most of the exports, besides being the
most active maritime traders of the Aegean world: the Euboeans, some seeking
Cypriot copper, others calling at Amathus on their way to lucrative markets in the
Phoenician homeland. And Euboea is not merely the most frequent source of
Geometric imports in Cyprus; one imported shape, the plate, suggests a conscious
desire to satisfy local demand.25 The plate, very rare in Geometric Greece, had in
Cyprus become an essential domestic chattel from the early 10th century (CG IB)
onwards, probably introduced under Levantine influence; and of the Euboean Sub-
Protogeometric type decorated with pendent concentric semicircles, those found in
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22 For example Coldstream 1995b, 212–13.
23 For example Popham and Lemos 1996, pls. 141–145.
24 Coldstream 1984, 136–37 (Crete); 1969 (Dodecanese). It now appears that many Black-on-Red

exports to the Aegean came not from Kition, but from western Cyprus (see Schreiber 2003, 285–306;
2005, 385).

25 Coldstream 1995b, 200.
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the homeland are greatly outnumbered by exports to Cyprus and also to the Levant
where finely decorated plates were no less welcome.26

The Euboean imports to Amathus are accompanied by six Attic MG skyphoi,27

of finer fabric and with more fastidious linear decoration. The Euboeans at home,
however, also shaped a taste for fine Attic MG vessels;28 thus, those found at
Amathus could well have travelled in Euboean ships.

The Salaminian Exception
The Geometric imports to Salamis depart from the general run in several respects.
With the possible exception of a single Late Geometric (LG) skyphos fragment from
the settlement,29 there is nothing from Euboea. Instead, a large concentration of
34 vessels, Attic and Cycladic, was found with the earlier of two burials in Tomb 1
of the Royal Cemetery,30 the largest accumulation of Geometric imports ever to be
found in any single context in Cyprus, datable to the second quarter of the 8th cen-
tury by the Attic MG II vessels. And even at Salamis this find is exceptional. Tomb 1
contains the earliest well-furnished burials in the western area reserved for the
princely elite brought to their tombs on horse-drawn chariots and hearses whose
remains were found in the broad dromoi. In the subsequent tombs in this privileged
necropolis, imports of Geometric pottery are virtually absent.31 It may well be that,
as in the earlier rich tombs in the Skales cemetery of Old Paphos, indicators of
wealth are to be seen not in fine imported pottery, but rather in more costly mate-
rials: bronze vessels, and elaborate orientalia in ivory and faience. In no. 79,32 one
of the latest and by far the richest tomb in this cemetery, the bed and four thrones,
inlaid with ivory plaques of consummate Phoenician workmanship, are indeed wor-
thy of a local king, buried with a pomp suitable for rulers in the Near Eastern world
at a time when Cyprus was already enjoying the benefits of absorption within the
Assyrian empire, after the voluntary submission of the ‘seven kings of Ia’ to Sargon II
in 709 BC.

Be that as it may, the extraordinary accumulation of Greek ceramic imports in
Tomb 1 is sufficiently unusual as to provoke special explanations concerning the
individuals buried with them. First, however, we need to look closely into the strati-
graphical evidence within the tomb. The Attic assemblage consists of a pedestalled

26 J.N. COLDSTREAM

26 Coldstream 1988, 39.
27 Coldstream 1987, 26–27, nos. 14–16; 1995b, 207, nos. 15–17.
28 For example Popham and Lemos 1996, pls. 109–110.
29 Calvet and Yon 1977, 13, no. 30 (see n. 3 above).
30 Dikaios 1963.
31 Karageorghis 1967, 15, tomb 2.86b, large Greek Geometric fragment, not illustrated.
32 Karageorghis 1974.
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krater and 21 skyphoi, all of the MG II phase, and all well matched in single graves
of the Athenian Kerameikos cemetery. They form a remarkably homogeneous group;
all could have been made, and shipped together, within a very short time during the
second quarter of the 8th century.33 And the 12 non-Attic vessels decorated with
pendent semicircles – 2 skyphoi and 10 plates – are of types unlikely to occur later
than the middle of the 8th century.

Firm stratigraphical evidence within this tomb is not plentiful. Over the years,
rainwater seeping through the chamber roof had caused flooding of the floor.
The Attic krater had been removed by villagers, who fortunately handed it over to
the Department of Antiquities so that its Director could conduct a careful excava-
tion of the tomb. In a pit dug into the chamber floor he discovered the cremated
bones (an extreme rarity in Cyprus), with one of the Attic MG II skyphoi.34 Hence
arises a reasonable supposition that the entire corpus of imported Greek pottery
went with the first burial. This suggestion gains strength from the context of one
of the pendent-semicircle plates, found covering the mouth of one of the earliest
local amphorae in the dromos, of the CG IIIB phase.35 When CG III was thought
to have persisted until ca. 700 BC,36 it seemed that the Greek imports might have
been enjoyed as tableware for about a generation before their deposition in the
tomb; but a more recent reappraisal of the relative and absolute chronology has
raised the terminal date of the third period to not later than 759 BC.37 Thus there
need be no considerable interval between the arrival of the imports and their dep-
osition with the first burial of Tomb 1.

As was fitting for the princely dead of Salamis, both burials were brought to the
tomb in chariots, perhaps indicating a tradition of ‘heroic’ burials shared by Cypriot
and Aegean Greeks, as known to us from the Homeric description (Iliad 23.
108–261) of the funeral rites paid to Patroclus.38 The remains of the chariots, with
the horse skeletons and their trappings in bronze, were found in the wide dromos
where the stratification had been less seriously disturbed than in the chamber. Levels
corresponding to the two burials could be distinguished; the second incumbent, for
whom a fragmentary inhumation could be recovered, could be dated to ca. 700 BC
by local pottery well within the Cypro-Archaic I period.

With the first burial, how best can the extraordinary abundance of Attic Geo-
metric pottery be explained? Very rarely, even in Athens, do we find such a copious
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33 Coldstream 1963.
34 Dikaios 1963, 148; 186, no. 59.
35 Dikaios 1963, 192, no. 138, fig. 35.30.
36 Gjerstad 1948, 423.
37 Coldstream 1979, 266–67.
38 Coldstream 2003, 349–50.
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store of skyphoi in a single grave; the only comparable accumulation there is of
31 MG II skyphoi with meanders – like many of those at Salamis – found in a
grave south of the Acropolis,39 exceptionally rich in pottery, with 83 vessels in all.
Granted that rich burials in Cyprus are often accompanied by huge quantities of
pots, what is extraordinary is that, with the first burial in this tomb, there should
be such a large set of Attic Geometric imports, a fabric otherwise rare on the island.

One theory accounted for this Attic ‘dinner set’ as the dowry of an Athenian
noblewoman married into the Salaminian royal dynasty,40 on the assumption that
only a woman would have been buried with the gold and crystal beads found with
the cremation in the bronze cauldron. In Athens, however, men too could receive
finery, especially gold bands; and, in Athens, the combination of cremated remains
in a bronze cauldron, and a pedestalled krater with an abundance of drinking ves-
sels, is more consistent with a male incumbent:41 the vessels would constitute part
of his symposion set. This burial, then, will have been of a local prince, brought to
his tomb on a chariot according to the local custom for royalty, but with an inter-
est in acquiring large numbers of foreign vessels for his banquets. It is possible that
these vessels came to him through gift exchanges with elite families in Athens, and
in the Cycladic source of the 12 pendent-semicircle vessels;42 in favour of this action
is the circulation elsewhere of the Attic MG II pdestalled krater, in its homeland an
aristocratic vessel of high prestige, as also in the royal capitals of the eastern Mediter-
ranean, not only in Cyprus but also in the Levant, at Hama, Tyre and Samaria.43

But our prince’s taste in foreign pottery was not limited to Aegean products. Tomb 1
also contained at least 30 Phoencian vessels, distributed among both burials. From
a full study of imports to Cyprus from that source,44 it appears that, in Cypro-Geo-
metric tombs, imports from Greece are usually accompanied by Phoenician vessels,
mainly of closed shapes which would have complemented the drinking ware from the
Aegean. Thus it could be that, in any rich Cypriot tomb with foreign vessels, imports
from both directions signify nothing more than a manifestation of prosperity. Here
one might adduce a parallel case in a rich Protogeometric tomb at Knossos, where
a set of 23 Attic vessels, skyphoi and cups, are accompanied by a bronze bowl
inscribed with the name of a Pheonician owner, but with a burial in no way differ-
ing from the local practice.45 Still to be explained, however, is the fact that, whereas

28 J.N. COLDSTREAM

39 Brouskari 1979, pls. 35–40.
40 Gjerstad 1979.
41 Coldstream 1983a, 202–03.
42 Desborough 1979.
43 Coldstream 2000, 26.
44 Bikai 1987, 74, imports to Salamis tomb 1.
45 Coldstream and Catling 1996, 25–30, 400–02, figs. 65–66, pls. 64–66 (Teke tomb J).
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Phoenician imports are widely distributed in rich Cypriot tombs, in this tomb the
large concentration of Aegean Geometric pottery, especially Attic, is unique.

On the assumption that the prince of the first burial had a taste for feasting
crockery from overseas, one alternative solution to the problem may be found in the
ten SPG pendent-semicircle plates. For an aristocratic symposion in Geometric
Athens, a krater and numerous drinking vessels were essential, together with some
vessels for pouring; when Hesiod advises ‘do not leave the oinochoe upon the krater’
(Erga 7444), he is exhorting a host not to be mean with the wine. For our prince,
pouring vessels would be provided by the local pottery and the Phoenician imports;
but no princely banquet in Cyprus, whether in daily life or at the funeral, would
be complete without a set of plates, dispensable in Greece, but essential to the
Cypriot way of life. Unusually, the imported plates are not Euboean, but Cycladic
imitations thereof, containing abundant inclusions of mica characteristic of those
islands.46 It may be that the ship bringing this homogeneous service of Attic vessels
also called en route at the Cycladic source of the plates, which deserves investigation
from chemical analysis.

In CG tombs without imports, symposion sets are not easy to detect, mainly
because any local shape corresponding to the Greek krater is scarce. There are, how-
ever, some inklings of a taste for a symposion with imported pottery in some of the
Eteocypriot tombs at Amathus. Tomb 194 of the North-West Cemetery, though
much plundered, contains the remains of an Attic MG krater and, from Euboea,
an oinochoe and, with pendent-semicircle decoration, 14 skyphoi and 7 plates;47

these, however, lack the homogeneity of the Salaminian set and could have been
acquired piecemeal during the 9th and early 8th century. Tomb 2 of the Swedish
expedition, whose fine ashlar masonry is preserved today in the garden of the
Amathus Beach Hotel, contained a set of 12 Euboean LG skyphoi with birds in
metopal panels, with which a large Red Slip bowl imported from Phoenicia could
have served as a krater.48 In Tomb 321 a Euboean pedestalled krater was accompa-
nied by three assorted drinking vessels of the 8th century, but of different dates.49

All these signs of a desire for Greek Geometric crockery came from well-documented
excavations. It is an unfortunate paradox that the clearest indication of a homoge-
neous symposion set, made in a single workshop and perhaps specially intended
for export, comes from a source wholly lacking in any trustworthy archaeological
context.
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46 Coldstream 1988, 38, n. 38.
47 Coldstream 1995a.
48 Gjerstad 1935, 15; 1977, 27–28, nos. 66–77; Bikai 1987, 35, no. 430.
49 Coldstream 1987, 22–27, nos. 9 (krater), 2 (pendent-semicircle skyphos), 12 (kotyle); also

nos. 4 and 13 (imitations of Greek skyphoi).
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Kourion and Cesnola
Two excavated cemeteries in the Greek-Cypriot kingdom of Kourion, at the local-
ities Kaloriziki and Bamboula, were in use throughout the Early Iron Age, but are
wholly lacking in Greek imports. In this context the claim of L.P. di Cesnola, Amer-
ican consul in Cyprus during the 1870s, to have found in a ‘treasure chamber’50

three Greek Geometric figured vases – a huge krater and two oinochoai – has pro-
voked a reasonable scepticism; but his alleged find would prove no more exceptional
than the large concentration of Greek vessels in Royal Tomb 1 at Salamis, discussed
above. As at Salamis, so at Kourion, we must envisage the taste of a local grandee
for fine – and in this case spectacular – imports of Geometric pottery from the
Aegean.

Recently there has been a glimmer of hope in locating di Cesnola’s find of the
three Geometric figured vessels, rescuing them from his romantic and semi-
mythical account. A monumental built tomb excavated in 1989 at the locality Ayios
Ermoyiannis, in the plain below the hill on which the city of Kourion stood, pro-
duced only Classical finds; but some items of jewellery found there matched those
from di Cesnola’s treasure, in which the assorted objects range from the Early Iron
Age until Roman times.51 It seems likely, then, that the three figured vessels may
have been found in a rich tomb.

The huge ovoid krater,52 if we accept its export to Kourion, will be the largest
Greek Geometric vessel (height 1.15 m) known to have been shipped overseas.
Almost as large is an Attic MG II belly-handled amphora (height 1.04 m) found in
a rich tomb at Knossos.53 In both cases, the motives for export are likely to have
been personal rather than merely commercial. The Attic amphora, of a size compa-
rable to the grave-markers for aristocratic burials in Athens, is not likely to have been
sent to Knossos merely as a container for wine; accompanied by a krater and a pyxis
from the same workshop and found in the same Knossian tomb, it is most easily
explained as part of a set of prestigious vessels given by a noble Athenian family to
their peers at Knossos. Likewise, the three figured vessels found by Cesnola invite
explanation as a gift from Euboea to a local grandee.

The finder of these vessels has given his name to a leading painter of Euboean
LG pottery and his workshop. Its products and its influences are more widely spread
around the Mediterranean than those of any other personality in Greek Geometric
vase-painting. There are exports to Delos, Crete, Cyprus at Al Mina,54 and Euboean

30 J.N. COLDSTREAM

50 di Cesnola 1877, 332–33, 407.
51 Christou 1996, 176; Buitron 1997, 29.
52 Moore 2004, 79–84, the fullest publication of the krater, with its abundant bibliography.
53 Coldstream and Catling 1996, pls. 202–203, from tomb 219.
54 Coldstream 1971, 8–9.
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colonial imitations of the figure style at Pithekoussai,55 and even at Carthage.56

Of the painter’s three themes on the krater, the Oriental Tree of Life flanked by
animals, and horse grazing in the field and feeding indoors at the manger, the last
is exactly reproduced on the necks of the two oinochoai.57 All three refer to the
interests of a Euboean horse-owning aristocracy concerned with the fertility of their
land and the pasture of their horses.58

This Euboean LG figured repertoire differs from that of Athens in the omission
of any reference to death and funeral; and at Eretria, the most extensively excavated
site in Euboea, no figured pottery displaying the influence of the Cesnola workshop
has ever been found in a funerary context.59

These three vessels, then, were made to be enjoyed in daily life. They form the
kernel of a homogeneous symposion set; the krater, when filled with diluted wine,
would have served a most convivial party worthy of a prince. On its lid, the han-
dle in the form of a miniature hydria suggests the customary mixing of wine with
water, when poured out of the oinochoai. One would expect the set to have been
completed by a number of drinking vessels. The six Euboean skyphoi that came to
New York in the same lot, although their provenance is unknown, nevertheless are
consistent in date (apart from two pendent-semicircle examples) with the figured
vases, and one of them (74.51.478) faithfully repeats the one-bird metopal design
on the shoulder of the miniature hydria crowning the lid; this could well be a minor
piece from the Cesnola workshop.60

We know of only two other contexts in Cyprus where figured Geometric imports
have been found. Both occur outside the Greek-Cypriot sphere and both, in differ-
ent ways, are related to the repertoire of the Cesnola workshop.

From the British Museum’s excavations at Amathus in 1893–94, a seriously plun-
dered tomb61 contained, of pottery, ‘small fragments only’, including part of a krater
showing a grazing horse in the manner of the Cesnola workshop. The other recorded
finds – gems, glass and paste – suggest that this tomb would not have been poor.

Phoenician Kition, as we have noted, has produced a scatter of Greek Geometric
pottery, offered at the sanctuary of Astarte; but of Phoenician tombs in Geometric
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55 Coldstream 1994b.
56 Niemeyer and Docter 1994, 106–10, n. 26, figs. 5-6.
57 Moore 2004, pl. 50.
58 Coldstream 1983b, 242–45.
59 Blandin 2007, 147, n. 1625. However, the Cesnola Painter’s small hydria from Chalcis came

from a tomb (AthAA 2 (1969), 27–29, figs. 6–7).
60 Moore 2004, 86–89, pls. 1–2. The one-bird scheme of 74.51.478 is especially typical of Chalcis

(see Coldstream 2008). Of the two skyphoi with blank metopes (pl. 52), 74.51.594 looks like a local
imitation.

61 Murray et al. 1900, 116, tomb 18; 103, fig. 150.
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times, we as yet know but little. A surprising Greek find has come to light in
Tomb 11: an Attic LG kantharos, large enough (height 24 cm) to have served as a
krater, portraying the Oriental Tree of Life on both sides, and accompanied by 95
other items (as yet unpublished) of the CG III and Cypro-Archaic I periods.62

On one side the Tree is flanked by birds and pendent double axes; on the other, by
rampant goats (as on the Cesnola krater); with small birds flying in the field. This
kantharos, of Attic LG Ia, anticipates by a few years the more fully developed icono-
graphic programme of the Euboean Cesnola Painter, whose prime is contemporary
with the LG Ib phase of the Attic sequence.63

The Tree of Life, heraldically flanked by animals or birds, was well established in
the figured repertoire of the Levant well back in the Late Bronze Age.64 It is surely
no accident that its adoption into Greek Geometric iconography should have
occurred in the regional styles of those Greeks most active in eastward initiatives;
and, in Cyprus, a land close to the Near Eastern world, it would not be surprising
if their renderings of the Tree received a special welcome, both in Greek-Cypriot
Kourion and in Phoenician Kition.

The Wider Picture
When seen from the viewpoint of those who received and used the imported pot-
tery, it may be instructive to confront the Aegean Geometric imports to Cyprus
with the Mycenaean pottery that arrived during the Late Bronze Age. In both
periods, by far the greatest mass of imports comes from tombs, always richer than
the average. There is some evidence, too, for drinking sets of Mycenaean vessels,65

dominated by amphoroid krater. This shape, most frequently decorated with char-
iot scenes, in Cyprus enjoyed a vogue as a prestigious tomb offering that would
have been thought strange in Mycenaean Greece. And some Mycenaean shapes, like
the shallow bowl with wishbone handles in imitation of the local White Slip ware,
would have been made specially to appeal to Cypriot taste.

There are, however, two sharp contrasts to be noted. Geometric imports would
not have appeared wholly strange and exotic to Cypriot users, accustomed to the
well-established wheel-made technique and repertory of CG pottery, which included
distant cousins of the imported Greek shapes. Much more exotic would have seemed
the first Mycenaean imports, crisply thrown wheel-made vessels with sophisticated
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62 Coldstream 1994b. Some of the older finds are illustrated in BCH 114 (1990), 947–49,
figs. 23–30.

63 Coldstream 1971, 9–10.
64 Kahane 1973, 118, figs. 1–2. On CG pottery the Tree is flanked only by birds – see Karageorghis

and Des Gagniers 1974, 356–58, XXVe.1–2, for example.
65 Steel 1998, 289–90.
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painted decoration, arriving in a land where the normal wares, Base Ring and White
Slip, vigorously persevered with a handmade technique. After the 13th century these
Mycenaean imports had a not entirely happy result in stifling the local handmade
fabrics in favour of dull wheel-made imitations.

The second major difference lies in the much greater range of shapes among the
Mycenaean imports. These included many closed forms whose counterparts we do
not find among the Geometric imports. Prominent among them is the stirrup-jar
containing perfumed oil, a product of the Mycenaean palaces exported throughout
the eastern Mediterranean. From then onwards, Cyprus never experienced any lack
of slow-pouring vessels for dispensing unguents. In the earliest centuries of the
Iron Age, the local repertoire included globular flasks and bottles, often with a rein-
forcing ridge on the neck, usually in the Bichrome technique, and related to coun-
terparts in the Levant. Contemporarily with the imports of Greek drinking vessels,
Cypriot Black-on-Red juglets were being produced en masse, and even exported to
the Aegean.

In this context we should view the virtual absence of Corinthian imports to
Cyprus in Geometric times. During the late 8th century, the thin-walled and
superbly crafted pottery of Corinth was the most widely exported ware around the
Aegean and towards the West, even beyond the Greek colonies as far as Spain. In the
Greek world, Corinth had taken the lead in the export of choice unguents, bottled
in small globular aryballoi of Early Protocorinthian; but in Cyprus, with its own
plentiful production of unguent containers, there was no call for these finely deco-
rated little vessels.66 In Crete, too, there was a similar reluctance to receive Corinthian
aryballoi: Crete, too, had no lack of unguent flasks, augmented by Cretan imitations
of Black-on-Red imports from Cyprus.67

In the Levant, in contrast to Cyprus, Greek Geometric exports have been found
much more often in settlements than in tombs, but that is surely because excavations
of the Early Iron Age have been much more frequent there than in cemeteries.
Even so, there is a close congruence in the range of Greek exports with those that
reached Cyprus.68 In particular, one notes the popularity in the Levant of Euboean
pendent-semicircle vessels, skyphoi and especially plates, as welcome there as they
were in Cyprus: both shapes are represented in the few funerary contexts so far
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66 The only certain Corinthian Geometric import to Cyprus, an LG kotyle (Coldstream 1995b,
209, no. 18, fig. 5), preceded the vogue for, and wide distribution of the globular aryballoi. A coated
MG skyphos, published as ‘Corinthian’ (Gjerstad 1977, 23, no. 51), seemed to me to be of Attic
fabric.

67 Coldstream and Catling 1996, 351–58.
68 For a comparison of Greek Geometric exports reaching Tyre and Cyprus, see Coldstream 1988,

42–43, fig. 1.

2409-09_AWE_8(2009)_02  30-03-2010  15:12  Pagina 33



published,69 as well as in the settlements. Large concentrations of Greek drinking
vessels in a domestic context, for example at Al Mina, have been open to inter-
pretation as the crockery of Greek mercantile settlers;70 alternatively, they could be
attributed to an enthusiasm among Syrian residents for fine Aegean pottery used at
their banquets.71 Such an enthusiasm would be mirrored in Cyprus by the vogue
for Greek imports among the non-Greek inhabitants of Amathus, well placed for
negotiation with Euboean ships passing on their way to the Levant.

However, at two of the Greek-Cypriot kingdoms, rich accumulations of Greek
Geometric pottery seem to indicate something more personal than casual trade: per-
haps personal exchange between guest friends at a high social level. At Kourion – if
anything reliable can be retrieved from di Cesnola’s fantasy – the group of three
Euboean LG figured vases, including the enormous krater, could be construed as a
handsome present from a Euboean nobleman to a local prince. Likewise, at Salamis,
the Attic MG II ‘dinner set’ could have arrived as a gift from an Athenian aristo-
crat, perhaps mindful of the ancient links of Cypriot Salamis with the eponymous
island in the Saronic Gulf, home of Teucer, the legendary founder of the Cypriot
city.72 Even so, such a gift to a Cypriot prince would not have been complete with-
out a consignment of plates, scarce in Athens, but easily obtained en route in the
Cyclades.
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