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Abstract: This paper examines fire destruction episodes in Early and Middle Bronze Age settlements on
Cyprus (ca. 2250-1650 BCE). Traces of fire destruction are recorded in the stratigraphy of units or areas of all the
main published sites known for these periods namely: Sotira Kaminoudhia, Marki Alonia, Ambelikou Aletri,
Alambra Mouttes and Erimi Laonin tou Porakou. The goal is to understand and interpret these events and
evaluate their possible implications in relation to the partial or final abandonment of these sites. The approach
adopted is material-oriented and stems from the analysis of artefact assemblages in tandem with the contexts and
stratigraphy of all the fire destruction episodes identified to reconstruct the relation between the characteristics of
the artefacts — conditions, location, and preservation — and the type of abandonment — rapid/gradual,
unplanned/planned — of the whole settlement or parts of it. A re-assessment of the assemblages in units affected
by fire destruction allows us to shed some light on the occurrence and the nature of these events.

Rezumat: Aceast articol examineazd episoadele de distrugere prin incendiu din asezarile de Epoca
Bronzului timpurie si mijlocie din Cipru (cca 2250-1650 1.Hr.). Urmele de distrugere prin incendiu sunt
Tnregistrate Tn unitdtile stratigrafice sau suprafetele tuturor principalelor situri cunoscute publicate pentru aceste
perioadesi anume: Sotira Kaminoudhia, Marki Alonia, Ambelikou Aletri, Alambra Mouttes si Erimi Laonin
tou Porakou. Scopul este de a ntelege si interpreta aceste evenimente si de a evalua posibilele lor implicatii Tn
legatura cu abandonarea partiald sau definitiva a acestor situri. Abordarea adoptatd Tn acest sens este orientatd pe
material si decurge din analiza ansamblurilor de artefacte Tn tandem cu contextele si stratigrafia tuturor
episoadelor de distrugere prin incendiu identificate pentru a reconstitui relatia dintre caracteristicile artefactelor
— conditii, locatie si conservare — si tipul de abandon — rapid/gradual, neplanificat/planificat — al Tntregii asezari
sau parti ale acesteia. O reevaluare a ansamblurilor din unitatile afectate de distrugerea incendiilor ne permite sa
clarificdm aspecte legate de aparitia si natura acestor evenimente.

Keywords: fire destruction, artefact assemblages, abandonment processes, Early and Middle Bronze Age,
Cyprus
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Introduction
Rapid destruction events provide key information on the function and organisation of
space in ancient settlements. Among these, damage or destruction by fire is among the most
recurring observable in the archaeological record. This work analyses destruction episodes
associated with fire in Early and Middle Bronze Age settlements on Cyprus (ca. 2250—

PhD Candidate, University of the Balearic Islands, Spain; andrea.villani@uib.cat.
Postdoctoral Researcher, CAARI, Nicosia, Cyprus; giulia.mutil@gmail.com.

Studii de Preistorie 21, 2024, p. 137-170. @Ol



Andrea VILLANI, Giulia MUTI

1650 BCE) (fig. 1). The goal is to make a review of such destructive events across the island to
compare and interpret the different episodes and evaluate their significance. To achieve these
aims, this paper is structured as follows. First, after establishing the historical background of
the study, we introduce relevant theory and interpretations of fire destruction events in
current literature on archaeological abandonments. Second, we present the case studies from
Early and Middle Bronze Age Cyprus (or Early Cypriot [EC] and Middle Cypriot [MC]);
namely, settlements showing episodes of fire damage or destruction. Within this section, an
accurate analysis of the material assemblages is provided and the Cypriot record is used to
test the idea that artefact-based analyses can be leading evidence to study abandonment as
stratigraphy and micromorphology are. In fact, the core idea behind this paper is that the
conditions, location and preservation of artefacts discovered in units and spaces that
underwent fire destruction can provide crucial information not only about the episodes
themselves but also on the processes of abandonment of the areas investigated. In addition,
they facilitate the identification of activities performed in the spaces that underwent the fire
episodes during their use, especially concerning their last function. This has led us to propose
a method for the analysis and evaluation of the material culture of a built unit or a site in
relation to different types of abandonments (i.e., the artefact assemblage to abandonment [AA-
A] relation). Lastly, the selected episodes of fire destruction are interpreted and the different
sites compared to obtain an overview of fire destructions across the island.

The periods considered in this study are of interest from both an archaeological and a
historical standpoint. While considerable emphasis has been placed on abandonments and
shifts in settlement patterns occurring between the end of the MC and the beginning of the
Late Cypriot (LC), less attention has been given to earlier periods, especially in relation to
social changes and strategies (Georgiou 2017 with references to his previous work). Therefore,
encouraging studies that provide detailed insights into specific phenomena associated with
abandonments (e.g., those related to fire) can contribute significantly to enriching our
understanding of these periods. This is particularly important in light of a re-evaluation of the
complexity of social dynamics of both the EC (Laoutari 2023) and MC (Webb, Knapp 2021,
p.204).

Historical background

The Philia period (ca. 2500-2200 BCE) marks the beginning of the Early Bronze Age in
Cyprus. This period saw the introduction of new technologies and lifeways, often attributed
to migrations from Anatolia, though alternative perspectives emphasise local developments
or the hybridization of traditions (e.g., Bolger 2013; Knapp 2013a, p. 264-276; Webb 2013; Crewe
2023). In contrast, the subsequent EC I-11 is characterised by regional differentiation in material
culture (in particular, ceramic styles), departing from the relative uniformity attributed to the
mature Philia phase (Webb, Frankel 2013a, p. 64-70; Bolger, Peltenburg 2014). Scholars
generally distinguish two broad cultural regions: the north coast and a larger area
encompassing the central Mesaoria plain and south-western Cyprus.

Despite regional variation, settlement continuity from the Philia to the EC I-I1 period is
evident at sites such as Marki Alonia and Kissonerga Skalia, as well as in funerary contexts at
Sotira Kaminoudhia (Swiny et alii 2003; Frankel, Webb 2006; Crewe 2015). The primary
disruption occurs on the north coast, where the significant Philia site of Vasilia is abandoned,
and Bellapais Vounous emerges as a prominent site, though primarily through its cemetery
rather than settlement evidence (Webb 2018a). Even though ceramic divergence suggesting
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cultural fragmentation, trade and exchange persisted, as seen in sporadic imports and
imitations of north coast pottery at sites like Psematismenos Trelloukkas (Webb, Frankel 2013a,
p. 73-74, fig. 13). Furthermore, metal objects at Vounous with non-Cypriot compositions point
to external contacts (Crewe 2015, p. 144-145). From the EC Il period onward, trade networks
expanded once more, with north coast ceramic styles spreading island-wide, driven in part by
copper production and exchange.

The EC and the following MC periods have traditionally been interpreted as a time of
small-scale, egalitarian village societies, with major transformations only occurring at the
MC II/LC | transition (e.g., Knapp 2013b). However, recent research suggests a gradual
increase in social complexity throughout, at least, the MC (Bombardieri 2017, p. 362-363;
Crewe 2017; Webb, Knapp 2021). While some settlements, such as Marki and Alambra,
retained a village-based organisation, others exhibited new spatial arrangements, including
communal gathering spaces and dedicated production areas, as seen at Ambelikou Aletri,
Erimi Laonin tou Porakou, and Politiko Troullia (Falconer, Fall 2013; Webb, Frankel 2013b;
Bombardieri 2017). The cemetery of Lapithos Vrysi tou Barba is the only MC site extensively
excavated in the north coast. The tombs and their assemblages suggest that the site played a
crucial role in metallurgy and trade, indicating early signs of hierarchy and interregional
connectivity (Webb 2018a).

Indicators of increasing complexity include monumental architecture, increase in
storage capacity, surplus production and the development of exchange networks. By the MC
I-1l period, non-domestic workspaces appear, sometimes as structured working areas
(e.g., Ambelikou, Erimi) and, at other times, as large communal, multi-functional courtyards
(e.g., Politiko, Kissonerga) (Crewe, Hill 2012; Falconer, Fall 2013; Webb, Frankel 2013b;
Bombardieri 2017). These spaces likely served both economic and social functions, reinforcing
community cohesion alongside production. The role played by the EC and MC towards
transforming into the LC society and economy remains a subject of debate, requiring further
investigation to elucidate the long-term trajectories of Cypriot social and economic structures.

Destructions by fire: types, definitions, and their relation to abandonments

The presence of burnt layers in collapsed buildings can be interpreted in a variety of
ways, but it is ultimately linked to two outcomes: damage repair, reconstruction and
reoccupation of the destroyed spaces, or abandonment. Concerning the latter case, the scale of
such events is a determining factor for the partial or complete destruction of single rooms,
areas or the totality of a settlement and to what extent they could have contributed to or caused
its abandonment. Throughout the history of a settlement, events of destruction by fire can
occur during its occupation, before its final abandonment (pre-abandonment), at the time of
its abandonment (peri-abandonment), or after its abandoned (post-abandonment). Recent
studies have remarked that fire destruction occurring at any of these stages can be the result
of unforeseen incidents as much as deliberate and even planned, gradual actions.

Chapman identifies six common causes of destruction by fire in antiquity, which may
have affected single units as well as entire settlements. These are: enemy attacks, accidental
destruction occurring during daily life, pest control, production of water-resistant structures,
deliberate destruction aimed at the reuse of building materials and ritual (Chapman 1999,
p. 115). Deliberate destruction is often manifested through “domicide” (Tringham 2005 and
2013). This act foresees the demolition of a house, often by burning it down by human agents
for different reasons such as forms of violence (repression, eviction, etc.) (e.g., Tringham 2013;
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Kirsteen, Cooper 2017), or ritual, once the owner had died to symbolise the parallel end of the
house’s life circle (Tringham 2005, p. 106-107). An exemplary case of domicide is represented
by destructions observed in settlements of the Vinca culture (Balkans). Here, the possibility
that fuel was introduced in the buildings before their destruction was highlighted
(Stevanovic 1997) and has now proven by experimental archaeology (e.g., Bankoff,
Winter 1979; Gheorghiu 2008 and 2019; see also Chapman 1999). Moving on to post-
abandonment fire-related events, it must be noted that these comprise either accidental or
voluntary actions due to natural or anthropic causes, which include return to or reoccupation
of a site (Schiffer 1987; Gerristen 1999, p. 88-89, fig. 5).

Based on the archaeological evidence, it may be difficult to determine which of the
above-mentioned causes is behind the formation of a burnt deposit. Also problematic, is how
to determine the relationship between fire destructions and abandonments. However, it is
common sense to consider fire destruction as a major reason for the abandonment of a building
or a site, especially when the damage is extensive and requires an investment in workforce
and resources that overcomes the effort of relocation. Instead, when fire destruction is
constrained to single units or areas and requires a sustainable investment of resources to
rebuild collapsed structures or renovate the spaces, it may not be a reason for abandonment.
It has been often remarked that ancient settlements were in constant renovation (Cameron
1993, p. 5; for Cyprus see Frankel, Webb 2006, fig. 11.1-11.8; 2012) but were also characterised
by periods of crisis and depopulation that could have caused the disuse and dismantling of
buildings and spaces (intra-site abandonment [Cameron 1993, p. 4]), altering the distribution
of the cultural materials left behind. Therefore, it will be crucial to determine at which point
of the settlements’ biographies a particular fire event occurred. Before proceeding to examine
the Cypriot case studies in detail, it is important to first introduce how the relationship
between artefact assemblages and abandonment is considered and investigated.

The artefact assemblage to abandonment (AA-A) relation

The type of abandonment (rapid/gradual, unplanned/planned) of a built unit or a site
and the state and composition of the residual artefact assemblage are inextricably bound
(Brooks 1993). Gradual abandonments of buildings and sites occur more frequently than rapid
ones in the archaeological record as these are due to exceptional circumstances (Cameron 1993,
p. 4). In contrast, rapid abandonments may crystallise the last — often dramatic — moments of
the life of a settlement through the remains of its architecture and artefacts. The majority of
artefact assemblages from areas abandoned gradually and not reoccupied are the result of
processes of disuse and discarding (on this topic, see Seymour, Schiffer 1987; see also
Stevenson 1982, p. 237). Therefore, these dynamics must be examined and understood before
hypotheses of the function of units and spaces abandoned gradually can be formulated. In
gradual abandonments, furthermore, areas of ruins and dismantled buildings may coexist
with areas that continued to be occupied and maintained. In this case, the quantity and quality
of artefacts that characterise the units’ assemblages depends on intra-site abandonment
behaviours, such as scavenging, relocation, misplacement and reuse, which can greatly alter
the original locations and distributions of the material culture (Cameron 1993, p. 5). Fire events
can have a strong impact on the usability of artefacts and building materials and reduce the
chances of alteration of the original assemblages in intra-site abandonment and the prospects
of immediate resettlement, sporadic frequentation or squatting during post-abandonment
(Seymour, Schiffer 1987, p. 553-554; Schlanger, Wilshusen 1993, p. 90).
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There is an informative relation linking destruction, abandonment and the conditions
of artefact assemblages retrieved from settlement units. In this work, this relation is indicated
as AA-A. Looking at artefacts, it is logical to propose that, in case of sudden, unforeseen
abandonments, the objects left behind highly reflect the picture of the original unit assemblage.
In the case of planned abandonments, a variable number of still usable objects can be moved,
depending on the needs, intentions and decisions of the movers and the modalities of
abandonment. The location of artefacts is also meaningful in relation to abandonments.
Doorways, corridors, and alleyways that are normally kept clear from refuse tend to appear
relatively empty in case of an unplanned destructive event. In contrast, in planned processes,
accumulations of discarded objects in spaces usually clean during the occupation are visible
(Stevenson 1982, p. 246).

Concerning fire destruction, patterns obtained from analysing the presence,
distribution and conditions of ceramics and other artefacts retrieved from a burnt context bear
important information towards establishing the nature of a fire event (e.g., voluntary,
accidental, planned, caused by a catastrophic event) (Lightfoot 1993). For example, in the case
of deliberate destruction for building renovation or pest control, items were tendentially
removed from building units before setting the spaces on controlled fire. Thus, the type of
assemblages and characteristics of single artefacts retrieved from a burnt context can be
extremely informative to determine the type of fire event. However, it cannot provide us with
an answer to all the questions related to the complex reconstruction of a fire event, for which
the integration of different data (e.g., stratigraphic and micro-stratigraphic, residue analyses,
artefact-related) is always the best strategy. Although objects in context can offer an enormous
informative insight, other data, when available, is necessary to integrate into the picture to
gain a fuller understanding of events leading up to a destructive episode.

Methodology for the analysis of the artefact assemblages

Different aspects of a unit assemblage can be considered to characterise the type of
abandonment a certain space underwent. Specifically, we consider the number of objects
retrieved, their preservation extent and their portability. In addition, the degree of
consumption and use-wear of certain artefacts, such as tools, which when contextualised, can
provide information on decision making during abandonment. The presence and types of
small finds can also add to this picture.

Concerning the extent of preservation of the objects, we note the percentages of
complete and intact objects and those restorable — namely, artefacts that are 2/3 or more
preserved (Frankel, Webb 2006, p. 153-154) — and consider these objects as being used before
the destructive episode, during the last occupational episode of the unit that yielded them
(Schiffer 1972, p. 160). In contrast, objects that are less than 2/3 preserved are more likely to be
residual or intrusive and this likelihood increases with a reduced level of preservation. In
relation to the extent of preservation, we also look at usability, namely whether the objects
retrieved from the analysed destruction contexts were still usable or unusable (e.g., exhausted,
refuse, faulted). We then reflect upon the portability of the objects: although most objects are
portable, meaning that can be moved from their original position by one or more people, some
were more difficult to transport due to their size and weight. In general, assemblages comprise
artefacts of different sizes from large and heavy storage vessels and grinding tools, such as
querns, to small-sized artefacts, for example, spindle whorls and ornaments, which can also
bear a personal or precious value (e.g., Douglas 2019, p. 272-278; Douglas, Muti 2019). By
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looking at this aspect, we evaluate whether concentrations of materials left behind comprise
large and heavy obijects, artefacts with mixed characteristics but predominantly medium and
large, or if it also includes small finds. This facilitates a better definition of the nature of the
destructive episode and allows us to link it to possible attempts to recover still usable objects.
In the examination of ground stone tools, we have taken into account the differentiation
between two typologies of objects that possess varying propensities for curation at the time of
abandonment. These comprise curated tools, requiring meticulous shaping to fulfil their
intended functions, and expedient tools, characterised by a more ad hoc or temporary nature
(Webb 1998, p. 797).

Considerations of the above indicators are combined with the level of fragmentation of
the assemblage. If large and heavy pots or tools are present in the assemblage, especially in
combination with fragmentary material, we interpret them as deliberately left behind after a
possible attempt to recover other materials. In contrast, a space abandoned with minimal or
no attempt to recover usable artefacts — where significant quantities of intact, small-sized
objects are present — can be associated with rapid abandonment, indicating an inability or
unwillingness to retrieve the material. However, it must be highlighted that contextual
situations can be more nuanced and will be evaluated case by case.

It is necessary to introduce a number of caveats concerning the sourcing of the data.
While scrutinising the site reports to produce the dataset of artefacts for this study, we have
come across issues of inconsistency in the number and description of the characteristics of the
material between publications regarding the same site or between chapters of a single volume.
Therefore, we have decided to use primary data sourced exclusively from the report volumes
of the sites. In the case of sites published in more than one volume (i.e., Marki Alonia), we have
considered the information in the most recent one, if reiterated or revised. In case of
inconsistencies between chapters, the diverging information was cross-checked with
illustrations, plans and photographs. Having defined the theoretical and methodological pillar
on which this study is based, we will move on to the analysis and discussion of the Cypriot
record in the next sections.

Fire destructions in Early and Middle Cypriot settlements

Few settlements have been systematically investigated for the EC and MC periods and
none were excavated on the north coast or in the east before the military occupation of 1974 (for
the extent and nature of the areas investigated at Ambelikou see below), limiting our
understanding of settlements on the central plain and south/south-western coast of the island.
Destruction layers produced by conflagration events are visible in the majority of EC and MC
settlements that have been identified so far. To characterise fire events and investigate
abandonment dynamics through the AA-A relation, the case studies selected below fit the
following conditions: settlements with buildings that displayed abandonment contexts that
were destroyed by fire and had artefacts left on the floors and were not disturbed by subsequent
resettlement. To date, the sites also correspond to the totality of settlements investigated for the
periods through extensive and systematic excavations and for which at least one full report is
published. These are: Sotira Kaminoudhia (Swiny et alii 2003), Marki Alonia (Frankel, Webb 1996
and 2006), Ambelikou Aletri (Webb, Frankel 2013b), Alambra Mouttes (Coleman et alii 1996;
Sneddon et alii 2022) and Erimi Laonin tou Porakou (Bombardieri 2017).
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Sotira Kaminoudhia

The settlement of Kaminoudhia and two cemeteries lay on a series of gently sloping
terraces on a hill rising to the east side of the Simvoulos stream, north of the modern village of
Sotira (Swiny et alii 2003; Swiny 2008, p. 21). Three areas (A, B and C) and two occupational
phases (1 and 2) were identified. Area A displays domestic units connected by long alleyways
that were occupied during both phases 1 (EC I-1l) and 2 (EC I1I) (Swiny et alii 2003, p. 10). Units
excavated in areas B and C show similar architectural features of domestic buildings, but their
function has been interpreted, respectively, as ritual and productive (Swiny 2008; Swantek,
Weir 2021, p. 221-222). Both areas are monophase, uniquely displaying the last occupational
phase of the settlement (phase 2) (Swiny et alii 2003, p. 34-52). Concerning areas B and C, the
present study does not include data from the most recent excavation campaigns, carried out
in the early 2000s and currently unpublished (Swiny 2008, p. 43; Swantek, Weir 2021, p. 221-
222).

Intra-site and final abandonments

Different pieces of evidence led the excavators to hypothesise that the settlement was
destroyed by an earthquake that caused its rapid abandonment (Swiny et alii 2003, p. 53). The
high occurrence of burnt layers in the uppermost sequence of the units in area C is one such
example and it will be analysed and discussed below in more detail. Another is the absence of
any signs of immediate or later reoccupation of the site, as well as the extensive damage
observed in the stone walls of units 1, 6, and 12 in area A. The presence of one unit “collapsed
with artifacts still in place” (unit 6, area A) and of human skeletal remains in units 6, 16, 44
(area A) and 22 (area C) are brought as additional pieces of evidence to support the rapid
abandonment due to a seismic event (Swiny et alii 2003, p. 53).

Skeletal remains in units 44 (area A) (Swiny 2008, p. 45-46) and unit 22 (area C) (Swiny
et alii 2003, p. 50-52) belong to two young female individuals and isolated bones were retrieved
from units 6 (Swiny et alii 2003, p. 21-23) and 16 (Swiny et alii 2003, p. 27-28) in area A. In this
respect, it must be anticipated here that intra-mural burials, even though rare, have been
attested in most EC and MC sites and are now considered to be part of the mortuary practices
of the period (Webb 2018b, p. 212-214; Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 14-17, 112-113; Bombardieri
2023a). Even if some of these burials show evidence of curation, such as burial features (stone
cysts?, pithoi) or association of significant material (e.g., metal artefacts, jewellery), such as at
Marki Alonia and Alambra Mouttes (see below), it cannot be excluded that some individuals
were placed in units under abandonment with no burial features or associated objects (Webb
2018Db, p. 214). In this light, it is uncertain to use the skeletal remains in domestic units at Sotira
as evidence for a large destructive event, as it will be further discussed below (also Swiny 2008,
p. 45 on the difficulties of interpreting the human remains from unit 44). Instead, the AA-A
analysis for each one of these units may shed more light on this piece of evidence and
combined can enhance our understanding of the events of the conflagration and abandonment
of the site.

The burnt units and their assemblages

Roofed units 8, 9, 17, 21, 22, 23 and external units 2 (courtyard) and 25 (alleyway),
concentrated in area C, yielded important traces of destruction by fire (Swiny et alii 2003,
p.39-52). Their stratigraphy shows the presence of consistent ashy layers that cannot be
interpreted with fire-related activities, such as cooking, but their extension and accumulation
suggest conflagration (fig. 2). An excellent example of this is unit 8, which displays a peculiar
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triangular plan (Swiny et alii 2003, p. 42-44). The ash that characterises the deposit which
underlies the final collapse of the unit’s wall was interpreted by the excavator as the result of
the accidental burning of the unit’s roof or the combustion of the material stored in the unit
(Swiny et alii 2003, p. 43). The only fireplace in area C was discovered in unit 2, a courtyard-
like space delimited by a wall shared with all the other rooms that yielded evidence of fire
destructions (Swiny et alii 2003, p. 39). As the ashy layers are recurrent in the stratigraphy of
contiguous units in area C, they seem to point to a series of fire events that probably originated
from one another within a short period. This can be a clue in support of an event that affected
more than one unit at the same time.

The artefact assemblages retrieved from these units comprise pottery, ground stone,
metals, chipped stones and small finds of various function, especially textile tools and
ornaments. Table 1 presents the relevant data concerning the analysis of the artefact
assemblages of these units. It can be noted that the number of complete or restorable vessels
recovered from the habitation surfaces are between zero and seven. These are of different sizes
but can all be considered as movable. It is not specified whether the fragmentary material
comes from the habitation level, or if it was also retrieved from the associated deposits. As
anticipated, units in area C are single-phased and the sherds can be assigned to their only and
last occupation episode. Unfortunately, the preserved extent of the incomplete diagnostic
pottery is not provided. It is thus impossible to establish whether incomplete vessels were
complete and underwent minimal loss at the moment of their abandonment or discard, a type
of analysis particularly suitable for the cases of sudden/violent collapse of architecture, of
which the destruction of materials is a direct consequence.

Concerning the ground stone tools, both unmovable and movable objects were
frequently left behind. A prevalence of unmovable grinding tools left in unit 8 can be linked
to the function of this space. Few, complete small finds of various types, especially tools and
ornaments, were also found in the units. The fact that these were left behind intact is
noteworthy and may be a clue for their abandonment while still functional or even in use. As
for the chipped stone assemblage, unit 21 yielded evidence of knapping stone reduction, with
evidence for raw materials, semi-finished products, waste, debris, and tools that points to
different steps of knapping (Kingsnorth 2003, p. 335). Kingsnorth observed that half to 2/3 of
flint specimens in the unit assemblages are burnt, and percentages are higher in the ashy layers
(Kingsnorth 2003, p. 309-311). Even though it was not possible to ascertain whether and if some
of the lithic assemblage were heated as part of the production process, it is likely that most
were accidentally heated due to contact with fire.

Marki Alonia

Marki Alonia is located on the south bank of the Alykos River, ca. 25 km south of the
modern capital city of Nicosia (Frankel, Webb 1996, 2006). Like Sotira, Marki is a
small/medium sized village displaying an agglutination of single or multi-roomed domestic
buildings or compounds, some enclosed by a walled courtyard. The site shows a long
occupational sequence ranging from the EC Philia to the MC Il over a total of nine phases (A-I)
(Frankel, Webb 2006, p. 1, 36-41).

Intra-site and final abandonments

Throughout its long life, Marki suffered periods of depopulation, resulting in the
disuse and subsequent collapse of some compounds, while others remained in use (Frankel,
Webb 2006, fig. 11.1-11.9). Compounds underwent multiple construction and refurbishment
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episodes, and the use and abandonment of the units produced artefacts in their primary
context or de facto refuse. In some cases, objects still usable were left on the floor or ended up
included in the preparation layers for the subsequent floors. In units IX, X, XIII or LXVI, for
example, different almost complete to complete artefacts were left behind in the disused rooms
prior to the final abandonment of the site, characterised by Frankel and Webb (2006) as the
result of a gradual process caused by social and environmental factors. The enormous quantity
and quality of data retrieved allowed the excavators to understand the dynamics of renovation
and intra-site abandonment of single domestic compounds and to relate them to a gradual
decrease in the village population and a long-paced process of abandonment (Frankel, Webb
2006 and 2012, p. 479). Before moving on to analyse the artefact assemblages, it is crucial to
observe that the site’s flat plateau was partially affected by erosion and slope washes which
caused the partial collapse of northern parts of the settlement towards the Alykos River.

It is also noteworthy that the highest percentage of >2/3 preserved objects was not
associated with the last phases H-1 and I-1 of the village life (Frankel, Webb 2006, tab. 4.14).
Such objects comprised vessels, metals, ground stones and small artefacts, including chipped
stone, textile tools and ornaments. The frequency and distribution of the material in tandem
with the stratigraphy and the absence of signs of rapid destruction suggest that these artefacts
are residual within a gradual process of abandonment (Frankel, Webb 2012, p. 479). Buildings
showing an early abandonment in the site’s sequence were dismantled but complete objects
mixed with exhausted, broken or fragmentary artefacts could be still found among their ruins
(Frankel, Webb 2012, p. 479-480).

The burnt units and their assemblages

Test excavations in squares R11 and S11 — 200 m south to the main area — brought to
light the four adjacent units I, 11, Il and IV, partially destroyed by modern terracing (Frankel,
Webb 1996, p. 29) (fig. 2). These units were disused and abandoned during the most recent
phase I-1 (Frankel, Webb 2006, fig. 3.1). A burnt layer and some complete and fragmentary
artefacts, in some cases likely discarded inside the units after disuse, were detected on the
uppermost floors (Frankel, Webb 1996, p. 28). The sherds’ distribution in the stratigraphy of
these units supports the hypothesis that some objects were tossed among collapsed
architecture (Frankel, Webb 1996, p. 29). Additionally, small finds were retrieved in a
fragmentary state, while the majority of ground stones were found complete (Frankel,
Webb 2006, tab. 6.3-6.45).

A burnt layer possibly associated with their disuse or immediate post-abandonment
was detected in units XXX and XXXI, with smashed artefacts underlying it (Frankel, Webb
1996, p. 37-38). Despite the fact that some ground stone tools and vessels were almost
complete, the assemblage was fragmentary (tab. 2). In contrast with units I, II, Il and IV, the
conflagrations that destroyed rooms XXX and XXXI can be ascribed to the previous phase H-1
(Frankel, Webb 2006, fig. 3.1). One other possible fire event is testified by the presence of some
thin and shallow lenses of burnt material in the northern sections of rooms IX and X. This fire
belongs to phase D-1 (EC 1ll) and was followed by cleaning, demolition of some walls and the
transformation of the area in an unenclosed space (Frankel, Webb 2006, p. 43).

Ambelikou Aletri

Two areas (1 and 2) of the site were excavated before 1974. These are located
respectively on the western and northern slopes of the Aletri hill, nearby the modern village
of Ambelikou, on the north-western side of the Troodos Mountains (Webb, Frankel 2013b).
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The two areas had a productive function and were located outside of the main extent of the
settlement, which remains largely uninvestigated. Area 1, characterised by 10 units divided
by stone walls, was designed to be a metallurgical workshop, while area 2, comprising six
units, functioned as a pottery workshop (Webb, Frankel 2013b, p. 56).

Intra-site and final abandonments

The abandonment of the two areas is described as coeval, sudden, and catastrophic,
probably caused by an earthquake (Webb, Frankel 2013b, p. 225). The short life of the site,
founded in the MC I, was interrupted no later than the MC I1l. No evidence for resettling could
be identified in the two productive areas and no archaeological materials dating beyond the
MC Il were recovered in the trial trenches excavated in the settlement and tombs investigated
in the nearby area of Ambelikou Theotokou (Webb, Frankel 2013b, p. 225). Area 2 shows
evidence for a sudden and destructive fire episode, whilst area 1 appears less damaged and
no signs of extensive fire could be identified (Webb, Frankel 2013b, p. 61-62). Also to be
remarked is that area 2 was probably not completely limited by walls on all its sides (see the
reconstruction in Webb, Frankel 2013b, p. 215, fig. 11.8). As a consequence, a higher dispersion
of materials could be hypothesised. However, the analysis of the artefacts assemblage
presented below suggests little alteration of the wvessels’ distribution and degree of
preservation by natural formation processes.

The burnt units and their assemblages

Ashes and “black or very dark material, probably the product of fire” were identified
in the deposits that can be ascribed to the final use and abandonment of area 2, the pottery
workshop (fig. 2) (Webb, Frankel 2013b, p. 62). Even though firing is key in pottery production,
these traces are extensive and cannot have been produced by usual pottery firing activities.
While re-examining the material, Webb and Frankel (2013b, p. 62) assessed two trays holding
a total of 1430 burnt sherds. If some can be production wasters and misfired sherds, most seem
to be “workshop debris”, namely the result of conflagration described by the excavator (Webb,
Frankel 2013b, p. 62). Furthermore, a large quantity of vessels and other artefacts were found
in situ (Webb, Frankel 2013b, p. 62-63, fig. 5.21).

Figure 3 and table 3 summarise the relevant data concerning the analysis of the artefact
assemblages of these units and provide details regarding the type of artefacts recovered and their
preservation extent. In total, 77 vessels were found, of which 66 were retrieved from unit I. Overall,
across all rooms in Area 2 (namely, those affected and not affected by fire destruction), 64 vessels
(83% of the pottery assemblage) are complete or preserved to at least two-thirds of their original
form, while 13 vessels are fragmentary (17% of the assemblage). As hypothesised by Webb and
Frankel (2013b, p. 63-69), the majority of vessels fell from a series of benches which were used to
store vessels off the floor in unit I, with the workshop’s floor most likely clean when in use and
immediately before abandonment. The location of the scattered vessels, thus, crystallises in the
archaeological contexts the result of the conflagration and its destructive power.

Four spindle whorls, 1/2 to completely preserved and showing use-wear traces, and 17
transportable ground stone and a quern and a rubber were also retrieved from area 2 (Webb,
Frankel 2013b, p. 151-157). A complete plank-shaped figurine was found at the entrance of the
workshop (Webb, Frankel 2013b, p. 170-172): the figurine, along with a stone example from
Politiko Troullia (Falconer et alii 2014), is the only intact example so far known from a
settlement context, where these kinds of artefacts are generally very fragmentary and the
result of disposal activities (Frankel, Webb 2006, p. 155-156; Falconer, Fall 2013, p. 110).
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Alambra Mouttes

Alambra is located south-east of Marki, in an area where the central plain meets the
Troodos foothills. Excavations in the locality of Mouttes exposed a small area with seven
single-phased domestic compounds, dated back to the MC I-11, with rectangular/trapezoidal
plans having direct access from the outside and architecture characterised by mudbrick
superstructures on stone foundations (area A, buildings I-VII) (Coleman et alii 1996, p. 33-107,
fig. 14). In the early 2000s, other domestic compounds of the same period were brought to light
in two nearby, different areas B and C (Sneddon et alii 2022) (fig. 2). The main areas are located
on the north-eastern part of the Mouttes hill (Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 6, fig. 1.4). Area C is
situated on flat land, while area B on a terrace further north.

Intra-site and final abandonments

The stratigraphy of area A suggests that the settlement was short lived but abandoned
gradually. None of the compounds exposed there showed traces of fire events. A massive
accumulation of “soil” and debris, indicated as the “filling”, overlying the occupational levels
seems the result of gradual, post-abandonment building collapse and disintegration (Coleman
et alii 1996, p. 19-20). Area A, built on the northeast side of the Mouttes hill, was particularly
exposed to slope wash. The presence of reinforced walls near a ravine, to counteract the action
of running water, may indicate a reason behind the abandonment of the area (Coleman
etalii 1996, p. 20). A large amount of still usable objects was left in the compounds. As observed
by the excavators, some objects retrieved from the “filling”, when found within rooms, may
have been part of the compounds’ assemblages (Coleman et alii 1996, p. 90-91). Typical
assemblages comprise complete or restorable vessels, spindle whorls, picrolite objects, metal
tools and stone tools, particularly concentrated in building IV (Coleman et alii 1996, p. 147). It
is interesting to note that the higher presence of ceramic sherds in specific rooms, such as 96
small and 43 large fragmentary bowls from room 3 in building 1 (Coleman et alii 1996, p. 41,
fig. 105), can be put in correlation to discard processes occurring during the disuse of the area.
In fact, some of the rooms in different compounds seem to have been out of use before the
abandonment of the area. One other case is room 6 in building 1V, that was disused before the
adjacent units (Coleman et alii 1996, p. 77) and yielded only a quern, a mortar and sherds
(Coleman et alii 1996, p. 85). Instead, the nearby room 8 in building 1V, probably used for
communal purposes, was abandoned with intact or almost complete objects.

In contrast to area A, diverse buildings in areas B and C show traces of fire events,
which will be analysed in more detail in the following section. It is worth anticipating, though,
that, in the light of the new evidence, the abandonment of the village could have been the
result of growing social tension within the local community, as it would be also reflected by
the fragmentary organisation of the village (Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 110). However, the
excavators propose an understanding of the stratigraphy that places the burnt layers
immediately after the abandonment of the structures, interpreting them as accidental events
(Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 113-114).

The burnt units and their assemblages

The compound excavated in area B, comprising units I-l1ll, shows traces of fire
destruction (Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 9-14, 112) (tab. 4). Unit | yielded six complete or reused
and one fragmentary ground stone tools (otherwise indicated as 15 [Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 11])
and vessels >1/3 preserved or sherds, suggesting that, if complete artefacts were present, they
were collected before its disuse (Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 11). In contrast, nearly 40% of pottery
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in the adjacent unit Il was found complete or >2/3 intact, probably used as a storage room
(Georgiou 2008, p. 135-137; Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 12). Almost all the ground stones were
complete and still usable; one spindle whorl, a metal pin and a chisel were also part of the
room assemblage, which could suggest an unexpected destruction and fast abandonment of
the compound (Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 11-13). However, for the excavators, the presence of
repaired and possibly damaged vessels and of large, heavy pithoi would indicate that
exhausted, non-usable and heavy objects were deliberately left behind, an action generally
suggesting planned abandonment (Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 112).

In area C, evidence of fire events was also detected in adjacent units | (trench 2), Il
(trench 11) and Il (trench 15) (Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 14-18). Unit | presents another case of
primary burial in a domestic context, like the one mentioned above for Sotira. The remains of
a female individual were found in the ashy levels of the unit, in association with jewellery and
two small ingots, the only complete objects retrieved from the room (Sneddon et alii 2022; Casa
2022). The presence of such objects allowed the excavators to exclude the possibility of
accidental death caused by the collapse of the structures (Sneddon et alii 2022, p.16-17).
Notably, the adjacent units Il and 111 yielded few but complete vessels and other artefacts.

Traces of fire destruction associated with structural collapse were also identified in the
compound excavated in trench 10, composed of two roofed units (units | and 1V), a courtyard
and a small space (units V and Il) (Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 22-23). Even though the excavators
report that several complete or nearly complete vessels were retrieved from the ashy mudbrick
deposit overlaying the floor of unit I, they do not seem to appear in the section dedicated to
the pottery analysis (compare p. 23, p. 33-66, and Appendix | in Sneddon et alii 2022). We are
thus unable to include them in this study. Burnt units | and IV yielded a larger number of
fragmentary than restorable or complete vessels along with three small and four not easily
transportable ground stone artefacts and nine almost complete and fragmentary small finds
(tab. 4). Notably, part of a unique, large anthropomorphic figure made of clay and plaster was
retrieved from unit IV (Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 24).

Erimi Laonin tou Porakou

Erimi is situated on a high limestone plateau in the middle course of the Kouris valley,
modern district of Limassol. Ongoing investigations at the site have allowed archaeologists to
identify two main settlement areas (areas A and B-B2+T2-T5), organised in a series of open
spaces and units, and two funerary clusters (area E) (Bombardieri 2017). Area A, interpreted
as a “workshop complex”, occupies the flat top of the hill (Bombardieri 2017, p. 21-58). Further
down on the first lower terrace, trenches B-B2+T2-T5 have yielded a series of possible domestic
units (Bombardieri 2017, p. 58-72; 2023b, p. 4). Two phases of use, A and B, have been
recognised in both the main areas.

Intra-site and final abandonments

A distinctive feature in the site’s architecture is that the foundations of built units are
carved in the bedrock. As a result, the plans of single units are rarely altered from the earlier to
most recent occupational phase. Phase B levels in both areas, normally appeared empty and
cleaned up on renovation, even though sherd counts vary from unit to unit (G. Muti, personal
observation). Unit SA | in area A seems to diverge from this pattern as it yielded both >2/3
preserved to complete artefacts and sherds, and fragmentary diagnostics in a burnt layer of
phase B, interpreted as the construction packing to the phase A floor (Bombardieri 2017, p. 32-33).
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The final abandonment of the site seems to coincide with important fire-related
destructions detected in some not contiguous units in the workshop complex (Amadio,
Bombardieri 2019; Amadio et alii 2020) (fig. 2). Among the 14 rooms so far excavated, four
appear burnt down (SA |, Ill, V and XII), five are partially burnt (SA lla, Ilb, IV, Xl and XV),
while no signs of conflagrations were noted in the reminder five ones (SA VI, IX, X, XI and
XIV) (Villani, Tripodi 2024; see also Amadio et alii 2023) (fig. 4). Due to the location of area A,
it must be also reminded that natural formation processes partially affected some of the units
(e.g., SA XII) that were found particularly exposed to erosion and slope wash on its northern
limit. With the exception of unit 6, no burnt units were identified in B-B2 and T5, interpreted
as domestic buildings. All are characterised by fragmentary assemblages.

Based on microstratigraphy and preliminary considerations of the archaeological
material, Amadio and Bombardieri (2019, p. 7) have hypothesised that the workshop was
deliberately set on fire with “selected objects left behind as part of collective memories”.
Specifically, microstratigraphic analysis has shown that the burnt deposits were overlaid by a
layer of mudbricks that would have sealed the fire event at the bottom of the abandonment
sequence (Amadio et alii 2020, p. 305). The presence of intact vessels, including four piled
complete bowls brought to light in front of the entrance of unit SA IV with the one on top
placed upside down, and the possible removal of exhausted or frequently used artefacts would
be part of a symbolic and deliberate act of closure (Amadio et alii 2020, p. 309-317). However,
a more refined analysis of the occurrence and degree of preservation of different categories of
artefacts from the workshop complex has shown that most artefacts were probably already in
a fragmentary state when the fire destroyed the structures (Villani, Tripodi 2024). Building on
this study, we propose below an analysis of the burnt units in the workshop and their
assemblages.

The burnt units and their assemblages

Destruction following fire events was identified in 9 out of 14 roofed workshop units
excavated and in settlement unit 6. This unit yielded objects complete or >2/3 preserved,
including a terracotta mould and ceramic and metal small finds (Bombardieri 2023b, p. 4). The
assemblage, however, is mostly composed of fragmentary artefacts, indicating that only a
small part of these objects was possibly intact when the unit was destroyed and abandoned.
Although still under investigation, preliminary analyses of the assemblage seem to indicate
that the unit’s abandonment process is comparable with the one detected in area A rather than
the one so far observed in the settlement (Bombardieri 2023b, p. 4-5).

Table 5 summarises the data concerning the assemblages of these units. Concentrations
of still usable objects in most of the burnt units led Villani and Tripodi (2024; see also
Villani 2022) to propose that such units were used until the final abandonment, whilst
concentrations of fragmentary artefacts and the low occurrence or absence of complete objects
in unburnt and some of the burnt units may indicate that they were disused before or during
the final abandonment. Even if the majority of most complete artefacts were recovered in burnt
or partially burnt units, >2/3 preserved to complete vessels represent only ca. 1/3 out of the
total amount of material retrieved from all the units. In addition, not all the burnt units yielded
high concentrations of artefacts, suggesting that some were left empty (at least, of non-
perishable material) upon abandonment (e.g., SA V [tab.5]) (Villani, Tripodi 2024). Generally,
traces of conflagrations are visible in phase A stratigraphy, with the exception of SAI
(Bombardieri 2017, p. 33-35). At Erimi, furthermore, the occurrence and level of preservation
of the artefacts in different units with a similar productive/communal function is not always
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consistent with a single abandonment pattern and some of them do not display a different
AA-A relation when compared to domestic units in coeval sites. SA Ilb is one of the richest
units, which has yielded a possibly complete assemblage. At the same time this unit is one of
the smallest in the Erimi workshop complex. Due to its size and position, its primary function
was that of a passage into SA lla, it was then transformed into a possible repository before
being abandoned, blocking the entrance to SA lla, dismissed, as a consequence, before the fire
episode related to the abandonment of the area (Villani 2022).

The most recent fire event in SA | can be connected with coeval fire destructions
observed in the workshop complex and related to the site abandonment (Amadio et alii 2020).
The previous episode, indicated as “charred material” and clearly visible from the
photographs taken during its excavation (fig. 5), may have caused extensive damage to the
phase B structures, resulting in the necessity of renovating the unit, that would bring to the
construction of the phase A structures. In both phases, the function of SA | seems unchanged,
showing liquid processing implements and fire-related structures connected to textile dyeing,
an activity that could have posed the unit a higher risk of fire outbreaks (Bombardieri 2017,
p. 28-38; Bombardieri, Muti 2018, p. 27-30; Muti 2020, p. 197-202).

Notably, this unit in phase B shows a richer assemblage of five restorable vessels (out
of a total of ten recovered from the unit) along with still usable ground stone, an almost
complete spindle whorl and pieces of unworked picrolite, when compared to the scarce,
residual artefacts and sherds retrieved from the earlier phases of other units. In addition, more
than 3000 nutlets were found in the fillings of two pits (Sciré-Calabrisotto et alii 2017, p. 282)
(fig. 6).

These finds suggest that the pits were not emptied of their contents and the unit was
roughly cleaned upon unexpected destruction, with most smashed vessels left on the floor. In
addition, microstratigraphy revealed that more than 10% of the ashy layer consists of
architectural material debris, such as lumps of plaster and vitrified mudbricks (Amadio 2017,
p. 156), putting in relation the fire event with the collapse of structures (Bombardieri 2017,
p. 31, fig. 3.18). The fact that the unit seems to retain the same function, perhaps optimised
(Muti 2020, p. 200), may be also a clue of accidental destruction by fire. Furthermore, the
plaster floor of phase A in WA V - the open space located in front of SA | — overlays an ashy
layer projecting from the southern limit of SA | and suggests that ashes dispersed towards
WAV when the roof collapsed (Bombardieri 2017, p. 34-35, fig. 3.23).

Discussion

‘S’i” fosse foco, arderei I mondo’ (If I were fire, | would burn the world [authors’
translation]), wrote the Medieval Italian poet Cecco Angiolieri at the beginning of his Sonnet 86
(Vitale 1956, p. 400-401). Fire’s nature is to burn; it is thus somehow expected that all the EC—
MC settlements investigated show evidence of conflagrations, being these extremely frequent
events in the past, and not uncommon in more recent times. Destruction and abandonment
episodes related to fire events analysed in the previous sections indicate how different their
occurrence and characteristics are within an EC-MC settlement, especially when examined in
relation to the object assemblages (fig. 7).

The AA-A analysis allowed us to distinguish the following patterns: rapid destruction
caused by a natural disaster, followed (or contributing to cause) site abandonment, fire
destruction possibly caused by an unexpected event upon site abandonment or in the
immediate post-abandonment, partial destruction caused by an accidental and unexpected
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event, followed by rebuilding, total/nearly total, deliberate, socially regulated object
abandonment and possible voluntary destruction upon site abandonment.

Fire destructions observed at Sotira (area C) and Ambelikou (area 2) can be associated
with accidental, unexpected and rather disastrous destruction, confirming the hypotheses
proposed respectively by Swiny et alii (2003) and Webb and Frankel (2013b). In the areas
affected by conflagration, the artefact assemblages are characterised by a large number of
different artefacts in different types of contexts, domestic, collective and productive, identified
in the two case studies. Generally, units yielded a large number of vessels of different sizes
that were likely complete when the fire events occurred, and light and heavy ground stones
and small finds. At Sotira, the low occurrence of discarded objects in area C is another clue for
sudden abandonment. Different scholars have stressed the habit of keeping clean domestic
spaces while in use as particularly evident in EC-MC settlements (Webb 2009; Falconer, Fall
2013, p. 110; Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 112). At both sites, destruction by fire seems to have
originated by a single fire, possibly from a fireplace and rapidly extended to the adjacent units,
provoking considerable damage and the final abandonment of the units. As already noted,
these extensive fire-events are associated to a major destructive event (earthquake) that would
have also caused the abandonment of the areas not affected by fire. Area 2 at Ambelikou and
area C at Sotira show thus similar patterns of AA-A relations as the event that probably caused
the abandonment of the sites overcomes the differences in chronology, function and, perhaps,
settlement organisation visible when the two sites are compared.

A different case is represented at Marki, where fire destruction was detected in a
limited area of the settlement, and in some rooms outside the area mainly investigated. This
long-lived settlement was renovated several times and the absence of conflagrations, even to
a small extent, in the vast majority of compounds may indicate that villagers did not use fire
in the process of renovation or as pest control. The scarce occurrence of fires in the
archaeological record of the site might also suggest proactivity or even prompt action to reduce
the exposure to the development of large fire events that would have left traces in the
stratigraphy. Fire events identified in R11 and S11 seem to be accidental and likely occurred
upon abandonment or during the immediate post-abandonment of the settlement, probably
when the occupants were no longer there nor interested in contrasting fire hazards. Post-
abandonment fire could also be initiated or facilitated not only by the presence of flammable
architectural parts but, perhaps, also by residual flammable materials used as fuel source (e.g.,
dung, oil residues). These fire events occurred in units almost empty of artefacts, with no
complete or still usable artefacts left behind and no attempts to re-build and re-occupy visible
in the stratigraphy. Generally, units at Marki were cleaned upon renovation and final phases
of compounds show a different range of fragmentary artefacts resulted from secondary or
tertiary deposition (Webb 1995; Frankel, Webb 2012, p. 478). Some examples of >2/3 preserved
or complete vessels, ground stones and small finds, reflecting the inventories of primary
contexts, were also found; however, these do not represent the majority of cases.

A similar case is represented at Alambra, where burnt layers seem the result of fire
events happening upon or post-abandonment and the units showing traces of conflagration
have yielded similar types of AA-A relations. With the exception of unit Il in area B (tab. 4),
the presence of material in all the remainder units is scarce and characterised by large items
showing traces of repair or nearly exhausted (Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 112); thus, not worthy of
being moved. A larger number of different types of material were retrieved from unit Il,
interpreted as a storeroom by the excavators (Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 12). The different function
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of this space may have been produced a different response/s by its users/leavers towards the
objects stored there, including the easily transportable, reusable ones.

The possibility to go back and recover still usable objects after the abandonment may
have played a role in the decision concerning taking or leaving behind the artefacts. As seen
above, Amadio and Bombardieri (2019) suggest, on a more symbolic level, the abandonment
of the Erimi communal areas was functional to transform it into a place of collective memory.
The abandonment dynamics of productive and storage spaces shared by different households
in a community, however, it may be the reflection of another type of social behaviour,
connected to the sense of property and, perhaps, transforming space function into the social
and purpose-related memory of the place. At Marki, long-term continuity in the use of some
of the large compounds without reducing their dimensions was based on the legitimate use of
the same plots and renovate households by the descendants of the original owner (Frankel,
Webb 2012, p. 496-497). If the concept of inheritance can be related to domestic compounds, it
is likely that no personal/familiar ownership was recognised in respect to the communal areas.
It is not the aim of this paper to discuss the many possible and intriguing relations that this
concept can find in the historical context of the MC, a period that opens up, to a vast degree,
to a community-centred life and heterarchical pushes (Bombardieri 2017; Webb, Knapp 2021,
Knapp 2023), but to observe that it could have impacted on the decision of leaving behind (or
not taking) artefacts stored or used in such spaces. Concerning the nature of the ground stone
assemblage, a noteworthy observation emerges when scrutinising the burnt units at Erimi: the
majority contain expedient tools (e.g., hammers or pounders) or shaped tools distinguished by
their substantial size and weight (e.g., mortars, querns). Based on this classification, it is
evident that a significant proportion of the ground stone tools unearthed in the gradually
abandoned burnt buildings are curated artefacts (e.g., querns, rubbers, and mortars),
deliberately left behind due to their weight and size.

When compared to unit |1 (area B) at Alambra, the case of the Erimi SA-named units does
not look dissimilar. It must be noted, however, that all three possibilities are not mutually
exclusive. Some indicators, such as four bowls of different dimensions found piled, with the top
one upside down near the entrance of SA 1V, seem to suggest possible symbolic closure practices
performed by the inhabitants (Amadio et alii 2020). Others, though, may be in support of the
latter hypothesis: for example, even though SA lla, likely minimally used before the
abandonment of the workshop, was left with few objects but not empty, including large and
small finds. In the Erimi workshop, however, the occurrence and level of preservation of the
artefacts in different units with a similar productive/communal function is not always consistent
with a single abandonment pattern, such as is the case of units SA Ila and SA Ilb (see analysis;
also Villani 2022). Furthermore, fire-related destruction events in the Erimi workshop are not
exclusively related to the final abandonment of the site, as demonstrated by the event that seems
to have extensively damaged SA | in phase B before the unit underwent full rebuilding and
restyling. In this respect, Erimi also offers the first example in an EC-MC settlement of partial
destruction caused by an accidental and unexpected event followed by rebuilding.

The presence and location of restorable vessels, still usable ground stone objects and
small finds along with the mineralised nutlets suggest that the basins in which they were
retrieved were not emptied of their contents and still in use, when the fire broke out in the
unit. When compared to the percentage of still usable vessels found in unit | of area 2 at
Ambelikou (57/66) or in room 8 of building IV in area A at Alambra (33/40), still, the ratio is
less significant (5/10), but this seems to be due to the fact that unit | and room 8 are not subject
to rebuilding and reuse. Concerning the ground stone, it can be observed that concentrations

152



There is no smoke without fire. Analysis and interpretation of fire destruction episodes and abandonments...

of easily transportable artefacts are found in unit I, area B at Alambra and unit SA IV, area A
at Erimi. In the former case, 13 easily transportable ground stone tools were retrieved,
predominantly expedient tools (e.g., pounders and hammers) with others exhibiting secondary
or multiple uses. Similarly, at Erimi, five easily transportable stone tools were uncovered in
Unit SA IV. Excluding the axe, these tools are again expedient in nature, yet despite their
transportability, they were deliberately left within the rooms. The analysis of ground stone
tools aligns with the interpretation of the rapid and gradual abandonment of the respective
units.

Conclusions

This paper investigated the AA-A relation at EC and MC settlements to explore the
conditions and dynamics of destruction and abandonment associated to fire events. In
combination with key stratigraphic data, the AA-A relation, has allowed us to identify four
main dynamics of intra-site and final abandonments in the analysed case studies. Overall, the
analysis has evidenced that fire episodes causing the destruction of settlement units and
leaving traces in their stratigraphy could be observed in all sites investigated but their
occurrence is relatively low. In this respect, it is likely that fire episodes were much more
frequent events, also, given the presence of fireplaces in domestic and productive units and
the flammable nature of parts of the building materials (e.g., wood, straws, textile or basketry-
like components). As these are not detectable in the stratigraphic sequence, it might imply that
attention was paid in restraining such events. Furthermore, conflagration does not seem a
primary cause for major destructions nor abandonment of settlements or single areas in the
EC and MC periods. In fact, the most destructive fire episodes appear as the consequence of
unpredictable, natural events, likely earthquakes.

Regarding the AA-A relation, a higher degree of overall preservation (2/3 to complete
artefacts), even though in a fragmentary state, is evidenced for the artefacts retrieved from fire
events caused by unexpected and highly destructive events. However, objects with different
functions and characteristics, from light and easily movable to medium sized or large and
heavy to transport, are left behind in slower-paced and planned processes, in both burnt and
unburnt units. This may be regarded as reflecting, as it depends on a variety of decisions that
seem connected to the function of the buildings abandoned, ranging from discard to possible
symbolic depositions. Even though the focus of the paper was to consider destructions caused
by fire, delving into the composition of unit assemblages in relation to abandonments, it has
also provided us with a research tool useful for investigating, more broadly, the dynamics and
behaviours of settlement abandonments in the EC and MC periods. Given the expected high
occurrence of fire destructions in the past, it would be worth extending the investigation to
other periods of Cypriot prehistory and protohistory to gain a better understanding of the
dynamics behind and management of these events in relation to abandonments (e.g., Frankel
2022; Klinkenberg 2022, p. 300, 304; Kreimerman 2023).
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Ambelikou Aletri

Marki Alonia

Alambra Mouttes |

Erimi Laonin tou Porakou

Sotira Kaminoudhia

Fig. 1. Map of Cyprus and analysed sites (by the authors).
Harta Ciprului si siturile analizate (de catre autori).
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Fig. 2. Plans and location of burnt areas in the selected settlements (readapted Coleman et alii 1996, fig. 10;
Frankel, Webb 1996, fig. 4.1, 4.38, 4.57; Swiny 2008, p. 45; Webb, Frankel 2013b, p. 30, fig. 3.6, p. 54, fig. 5.2;
Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 3, fig. 1.3, p. 10, fig. 2.1, p. 27, fig. 2.7; courtesy Archivio della Missione Archeologica
Italiana a Erimi (Cipro)/Erimi Archaeological Project).

Planurile si amplasarea suprafetelor arse Tn asezarile selectate (readaptat dupa Coleman et alii 1996,
fig. 10; Frankel, Webb 1996, fig. 4.1, 4.38, 4.57; Swiny 2008, p. 45; Webb, Frankel 2013b, p. 30, fig. 3.6,
p. 54, fig. 5.2; Sneddon et alii 2022, p. 3, fig. 1.3, p. 10, fig. 2.1, p. 27, fig. 2.7; prin bundvointa Archivio
della Missione Archeologica Italiana a Erimi (Cipro)/Erimi Archaeological Project).
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Fig. 5. Erimi, unit SA I. Distribution of the burnt layer on phase B floor (courtesy Archivio della Missione
Archeologica Italiana a Erimi (Cipro)/Erimi Archaeological Project).

Erimi, unitatea SA I. Distributia stratului ars pe podeaua din faza B (prin bunavointa Archivio della
Missione Archeologica Italiana a Erimi (Cipro)/Erimi Archaeological Project).

ey ta figurs
= pottery

= ground stone tools
 chipped ston tools
» picrolite objects

+ shells and bones

+ metals
* terracoltas
- gaming stones.

a. plan of unit SA 1 - phase B. d. jar smashed near hearth Fu 42.

b. nutlets of Boraginaceae, €. pottery fragments near Ft 43.

€. vessel destroyed on the floor. f. examples of almost complete artefacts.

Fig. 6. Erimi, unit SA | — phase B. Markers of accidental destruction (courtesy Archivio della Missione
Archeologica Italiana a Erimi (Cipro)/Erimi Archaeological Project).

Erimi, unitatea SA | — faza B. Markeri de distrugere accidentald (prin bunavointa Archivio della
Missione Archeologica Italiana a Erimi (Cipro)/Erimi Archaeological Project.
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Artefacts in the burnt areas

90

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

o | || i
. = ikl i am N\ in
Vessels C/R Vessels F Groundstone C/R Groundstone F Other C/R Other F

® Sotira 16 9 62 32 22 7
= Marki 5 18 18 7 0 6
= Ambelikou 62 9 15 0 2 1
Alambra 18 30 28 5 11 5
W Erimi 41 80 47 5 45 11

®m Sotira ™ Marki = Ambelikou Alambra = Erimi

Fig. 7. Bar-chart showing the artefacts distribution in the burnt areas of all the sites. The artefacts
discovered in the rebuilt rooms at Marki and the grave goods from Unit 1 at Alambra are excluded
(by the authors).

Diagrama care aratd distributia artefactelor in zonele arse ale tuturor siturilor. Sunt excluse artefactele
descoperite Tn incdperile reconstruite de la Marki si obiectele funerare din Unit 1 de la Alambra (autorii).
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Sotira | Pottery Ground stone Other
Unit C/IR C F| CIR E
2 ET: 7 ET: 7 8| ET:7 ET:2
(court | DT:0 DT:5 (3 spindle (2 awl
yard) (1 cooking, (1 axe, 1 gaming, 1 mortar, whorls, 1 bead, fragments)
1 amphora, 1 bowl, 1 perforated disc, 1 bone needle
1 miniature bowl, 3 pounders, 1 rubber- with an eye,
1 tankard, 2 juglets) pounder, 1 rubbing, 1 stone 1 worked
with depression, 2 weights) picrolite, 1 fallow
deer antler)
8 ET: 4 ET:1 2| ET:2 ET: 2
DT: 0 DT: 6 (1 bead, 1 metal | (1spindle
(2 jugs, 1 bowl, (1 rectangular slab, 1 mortar, awl or chisel) whorl,
1 juglet) 1 pounder, 4 rubbers) 1 worked
picrolite)
9 ET:1 ET:0 3| ET:2 ET:0
DT: 0 DT:3 (1 bone point,
(1jug) (1 mortar, 1 rubber-pounder, 1 picrolite
1 function uncertain) pendant)
17 ET:0 ET:3 3| ET:5 ET:1
DT:0 DT:1 (1 spindle (1 worked
(1 rubber-pounder, whorl, 4 stone picrolite)
3 pounders) ornaments)
21 ET:2 ET:9 8| ET: 4 ET:2
DT: 0 DT: 6 (1 spindle (worked
(1 bowl, 1 composite (2 querns, 1 hammerstone, whorl, 4 bone picrolite,
vessel) 1 mortar, 1 gaming, tools) TCfigurine)
8 pounders, 2 rubbers) + knapping
debris
22 ET:0 ET: 12 7| ET:1 ET:0
DT: 1 DT: 4 (1 spindle
(1 large bowl) (1 quern, 2 rubbers, 2 axes, whorl)
7 pounders, 1 hammerstone,
1 pecking stone, 1 mortar,
1 rubber-pounder)
23* ET:1 ET: 2 0| ET:1 ET:0
DT: 0 DT: 1 (1 picrolite
(1 bowl) (1 pounder, 1 pecking stone, pendant)
1 rubber)
25 ET:0 ET: 1 1| ET:0 ET:0
(alley | DT:0 DT: 1
way) (1 mortar, 1 pecking)

Tab. 1. Sotira Kaminoudhia. Artefacts in the burnt rooms (C/R = complete/restorable; F = fragmentary;
ET = easy transportable; DT = difficult to transport).
Sotira Kaminoudhia. Artefacte din camerele arse (C/R = complet/restaurabil; F = fragmentar; ET = usor
transportabil; DT = dificil de transportat).
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There is no smoke without fire. Analysis and interpretation of fire destruction episodes and abandonments...

Marki Pottery Ground stone Other
Unit C/R E |C E |CR E
I-1 ET:0 3 |ET:1 0 |ET:0 ET:0
DT:0 DT:0
(1 pounder)
-1 ET:0 2 |ET:1 3 |ET:0 ET: 4
DT: 0 DT:7 (3 spindle
(3 rubbers, 2 mortars, whorls,
2 socket stones, 1 bead)
1 pounder)
-1 ET:0 6 |ET:1 0 |ET:0 ET:0
DT:0 DT:1
(1 pounder, 1 socket
stone)
Iv-1 ET:0 3 |ET:0 1 | ET:0 ET:1
DT: 0 DT:1 (1 needle)
(1 mortar)
1X-11/ ET:0 2 |ET:0 0 |ET:0 ET:0
1X-10 DT:0 DT:0
X-11/ ET:0 1 |ET:0 0 |ET:3 ET: 2
X-10 DT: 0 DT: 0 (2 convex (2 bone points)
scarpers,
1 platform core)
XXX-1 ET: 2 1 |ET:0 0 |ET:0 ET:0
DT: 0 DT:1
(1 large bowl, (1 rubber)
1 cooking pot)
XXXI-1 | ET:3 3 |ET:2 3 |ET:0 ET:1
DT: 0 DT: 3 (1 zoomorphic
(1 cooking pot, (1 weight, 2 grinders, figurine)

1 jug, 1 small bowl)

2 rubbers)

Tab. 2. Marki Alonia. Artefacts in the burnt rooms(C/R = complete/restorable; F = fragmentary; ET = easy
transportable; DT = difficult to transport).
Marki Alonia. Artefacte din camerele arse (C/R=complet/restaurabil; F=fragmentar; ET =usor
transportabil; DT = dificil de transportat).
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Andrea VILLANI, Giulia MUTI

Ambelikou | Pottery Ground stone Other
Unit CIR E |C E |CR E
I (Area 2) ET:51 9 |ET:10 0 |ET:2 ET:0
DT: 6 DT: 0 (1 bead,
(1 amphora, 1 askos, (1 axe-shaped object, 1 spindle
33jugs, 3 juglets, 1 small stone instrument, whorl)
3 large bowls, 2 large 2 burnishers, 4 pounders,
jugs, 1 miniature 1 pounder/grinder,
flask, 2 pithoi, 1 rectangular igneous
1 cooking pot, stone)
9 small jugs, 1 spoon)
Il (Area2) | ET:0 0 |ET:0 0 |ET:0 ET:1
DT:0 DT:0 (1 spindle
whorl)
Il (Area2) | ET: 4 0 | ET:5 0 |ET:0 ET:0
DT:1 DT: 0

(2 jugs, 1 small bowl,
1 medium-size bowl,
1 large bowl)

(2 axe-shaped objects,
1 burnisher, 2 pounders)

Tab. 3. Ambelikou Aletri. Artefacts in the burnt rooms (C/R = complete/restorable; F = fragmentary;
ET = easy transportable; DT = difficult to transport).
Ambelikou Aletri. Artefacte din camerele arse (C/R =complet/restaurabil; F=fragmentar; ET = usor

transportabil; DT = dificil de transportat).
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There is no smoke without fire. Analysis and interpretation of fire destruction episodes and abandonments...

figure, 1 loom
weight >1/3)

Alambra Pottery Ground stone Other
Unit CR E|C F| CR E
| ET:0 2| ET:0 1| ET:0 ET:0
(T1; AreaB) | DT:0 DT:3
(1 rubbing stone,
1 quern, 1 basin)
1 ET:7 1| ET:13 0| ET:2 ET:1
(T1; AreaB) | DT:2 4| DT:3 (1 spindle (1 copper
(2 small open vessels, (2 pounders, whorl, chisel)
1 small bowl, 1 open 2 hammerstones/anvils, 1 copper pin)
vessel, 1 pithos, 2 hammers,
1 large jug, 1 small 3 miscellaneous, 1 lid,
jug, 1 cup, 1 shallow 1 weight, 4 rubbing
basin) stones, 1 mortar)
11 ET:0 0| ET:0 0| ET:0 ET:0
(T1; AreaB) |DT:1 DT:0
(1 large vessel)
| ET:0 2| ET:0 2| ET: 4 ET:0
(T2; area C) DT: 0 DT:1 (1 copper pin,
(1 rubber) 1 lead spiral
earring/s?,
2 ingots)
Il (T11; area ET:0 4] ET:1 0| ET:2 ET:0
C) DT: 0 DT:0 (2 spindle
(1 miscellaneous) whorls)
11 ET:1 0| ET:0 0| ET:0 ET:0
(T15;areaC) | DT: 2 DT:0
(1 small bowl, 1 large
bowl, 1 large jug)
| ET: 2 4| ET: 2 2| ET:1 ET: 1
(T10;areaC) | DT: 1 DT: 2 (1 spindle (1 spindle
(1 small juglet, (1 rubber, 2 hammers, whorl) whorl)
1 small/medium 1 rubbing stone)
amphora, 1 large
jar/pithos)
v ET:1 4| ET:1 0| ET:5 ET:3
(T10;areaC) | DT: 1 DT: 2 (1 spindle (1 pin,
(1 small bowl, 1 large (1 miscellaneous, whorl, 1 fragment
open vessel) 1 hammer, 1 mortar?) 2 marine of human
shells, figure)
1 anthropo-
morphic

Tab. 4. Alambra Mouttes. Artefacts in the burnt rooms (C/R = complete/restorable; F = fragmentary;
ET = easy transportable; DT = difficult to transport).
Alambra Mouttes. Artefacte din camerele arse (C/R =complet/restaurabil; F=fragmentar; ET = usor

transportabil; DT = dificil de transportat).
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Erimi Pottery Ground stone Other
Unit C/IR E|IC E| CR E
SAI ET:1 5|ET: 2 0| ET:3 ET:1
(phase DT: 4 DT:0 (1 spindle whorl, 2 picrolite | (1 spindle
B) (1jug, 3jars, 1 pithos) (1hammer, 1 pounder) cobbles) whorl)
SAI ET:5 9|ET:1 0| ET:2 ET:1
(phase DT:1 DT:1 (1 picrolite pendant, (1 spindle
A) (1pithos, 2juglets, 1 bowl, (1 hammer, 1 mortar) 1 chipped stone tool) whorl)
1 cooking pot, 1 pyxis)
SA lla ET:1 6|ET: 1 1/ ET:1 ET:2
DT: 2 DT:1 (1 picrolite tool) (1 bronze
(1 amphora, 1 bowl, 1 (1 quern, 1 pounder) knife,
jug) 1 picrolite
plaque)
SAlIb ET: 4 6 |ET:0 0| ET:9 ET:1
DT: 0 DT:0 (6 spindle whorls, (1 lithic
(2 juglets, 1 jug, 1 small 1 picrolite pendant, tool)
amphora) 1 marine shell, 1 lithic tool)
SA I ET:5 1ET:2 0| ET: 8 ET:0
DT: 1 1|DT: 14 (1 spindle whorl, 3 loom
(1 amphora, 1 askos, (4 querns, 1 pounder, weights, 4 loom weights
1 bowl, 1 cooking pot, 10 rubbers, 1 pecking >1/3)
1 jug, 1jug/tankard) stone)
SA IV ET:5 1|ET:5 3| ET:4 ET: 4
DT: 10 1|DT:5 (2 spindle whorls, (2 spindle
(1 amphora, (2 pounders, 1 rubber, 2 picrolite cobbles) whorls,
1 amphora/jar, 6 bowls, 1anvil, 1 axe, 2 marine
1 cooking pot, 1 jar, 3 weights, 1 gaming, shells)
4 jugs, 1 pithos). 1 hammer/pounder)
*4 complete piled in
front of the door
SAV ET:0 3|ET:3 1/ ET:1 ET:1
DT: 0 DT:5 (1 spindle whorl) (1 spindle
(1 quern, 1 pecking, whorl)
1 anvil, 1 hammer,
4 weights)
SAXII ET:2 3|ET:1 0| ET: 16 ET:1
DT: 3 1|DT:5 (1 bronze knife, 6 spindle (1 spindle
(1 amphora, 1 bowl, (1 quern, 1 rubber, whorls, 4 loom weights, whorl)
1juglet, 1 pan, 1 pithos) 1 mortar, 2 weights, 2 loom weights >1/3, 1 picrolite
1 grinder) pendant, 1 picrolite,
1 perforated stone chalk)
SAXI |ET:0 1|ET:0 0| ET:3 ET:1
DT: 0 DT: 1(1 rubber) (1 bronze knife, 2 picrolites) | (1 picrolite)
SA XV ET:2 2|ET:0 0| ET:1 ET:0
DT: 0 DT: 2 (1 spindle whorl)
(1 jug, 1 bowl) (1 quern, 1 mortar)
Tab. 5. Erimi Laonin tou Porakou. Artefacts in the burnt rooms (C/R=complete/restorable;

F = fragmentary; ET = easy transportable; DT = difficult to transport).
Erimi Laonin tou Porakou. Artefacte din camerele arse (C/R =complet/restaurabil; F=fragmentar;
ET = usor transportabil; DT = dificil de transportat).
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