Understanding changes

in the supply pattern of
Roman cooking pottery
from Morphou Bay to Nea
Paphos: evidence from the
Paphos Agora Project

Abstract: The thin-walled cooking pottery of the early to late
Roman period originating from the area of Morphou Bay in the
northern part of Cyprus, excavated by the Paphos Agora Project
of the Jagiellonian University in Krakéw, is studied in this paper
in order to shed new light on the nature of the supply patterns
of this extraordinary class of pottery. The collected data—on
the macroscopic characteristic of the ware and shape—and

a chronological analysis as well as quantitative study of the
assemblage have indicated a continuous presence of this group
in Nea Paphos, reflecting perhaps some sort of special social
requirements combined with an economic background.

Keywords: Nea Paphos, cooking pottery, Morphou Bay, early/late
Roman period, macroscopic fabric analysis, typological studies

Nea Paphos in Cyprus was a large city of huge impor-
tance during the Hellenistic and Roman periods. Estab-
lished in the late 4th or early 3rd century BCE, by the
early Roman period (30 BCE-2nd century CE) the city
reached a peak in its development, becoming the admin-
istrative center of a senatorial province, and the seat of
the governor and proconsul. Several factors of different
nature stood behind this advance, not the least a pro-
gressive Romanization of the citizens which led to many
economic and social changes (Mlynarczyk 1990), even

as destructive earthquakes (dated to 76/77 and 126 CE)
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impacted the architectural reorganization
of the city (Papuci-Whadyka 2020). By con-
trast, the middle and late Roman periods
(3rd—7th century CE) appear as the most
enigmatic in the city’s history. After several
centuries of prosperity, serious changes of
economic and cultural nature turned the
city into a place apparently full of contrasts
(Lichocka and Meyza 2001; Papuci-Wiadyka
2020: 79).

The Paphos Agora Project (PAP) of
the Jagielloni;m University in Krakow
(see Papuci-Wiadyka and Machowski 2016;
Papuci-Wiadyka et al. 2018; Papuci-Wiady-
ka 2020), in the field since 2011, has fleshed
out this picture with new data, mostly Te-
ﬂecting the material culture of the peri-
od. This concerns in particular the many
categories of imported pottery: tableware
(Kajzer and Marzec 2020), amphorae (Do-
bosz 2020), lamps (Kajzer 2020; Kajzer
ct al. 2021) and cooking pottery (Nocon
20202; 2020b). Most of these imports came
from poleis and production regions outside
of Cyprus, with a considerably lower pro-
portion of pottery sourced from different
parts of the island (Papuci-Wiadyka and
Miszk 2020: 511515, Table 1).

of particular interest among the ar-
tifacts found by the PAP expedition is a
group of early to late Roman cooking pot-
tery, exceptional in terms of vessel shape
and technology: wheel-turned, thin-walled
(thickness oscillating around 0.2-0.3 cm).
John W. Hayes was the first to recognize
it in Nea Paphos, in several deposits from
the House of Dionysos. He described it as

apresumed product of the city of Soli and
distinguished two phases of production
(Hayes 1991: 81); the second, from the 1st
century CE, is best invcstigatcd and the
sherds that could be related to it are pre-
sented in this paper.” Many scholars have
linked the pottery more specifically with
the neighborhood of Dhiorios, where pot-
tery kilns have been uncovered (C:xtling
1972; Hammond et al. 2018). Several studies
have shown that this category of pottery
was present in Paphos from the 1st century
BCE, but gained more popularity in the
carly Roman period and later again, in the
middle and late Roman times (Hayes 1991;
2007%; Giudice and Giudice 1999; Rowe
2004). The same trend is reflected at many
other sites on the island: Soli (Westholm
1936), Salamis (Diederichs 1980), Aghios
Philon (du Plac Taylor and Megaw 1981),
Agia Napa-Makronisos (Hadjisavvas 1997),
Panayia Ematousa (Wriedt Serensen and
Grenne 1992; Winther Jacobsen 2006),
Troodos (Winther Jacobsen et al. 2013),
Vassilikos Valley (Rautman 2016), Kourion's
Amathous Gate Cemetery (Hammond et
al. 2018) and Amathous (Touma 2018).
Thin-walled cooking pottery, :dthough
different from the Morphou Bay pottery in
terms of fabric and vessel shape, was also
produced in Nea Paphos, as demonstrated by
Sandrine E]aignc (2014), based on a deposit
of production waste from the carly Roman
pcriod found on Fabrika Hill. So far, howev-
er, this fabric has not been evidenced among
the cooking pottery collected from the PAP

excavations (Nocon 2020a; 2020b). Some

1 No examples from the earlier phase, dated from the 1st century BCE to the end of che 1st

century CE, have been discovered so far among the Cooking pottery from the PAP excava-

tions. This phase was represented by a limited number of vessels: a casserole (Hayes 1991: 167,
This ph p dbyal 1 ber of 1 le (Hayes 1991: 167

No. 16, Fig. 33:3) and a cooking pot (Hayes 1991: 171, No. 8, Fig. 29:7) from Well 17, found at

a depth of 3—4 m, accompanied by coins (see Nicolaou 1990: Nos 16, 136).
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similarity of fabric has been demonstrated
between local-made cooking pottery and the
thin-walled table pottery (RTW MG 6) from
the Augustan period, represented so far only
by bowls (Ka] zer and Marzec 2020: 254—255).

The collection studied here includes
163 fragments or partly reconstructed ves-
sels from the Agora (material excavated
between 2011 and 2016), as well as from tri-
al trenches (TT; material from 20172019,

found only in TT.IV and TTVIII). This

study provides new data on forms, sig-
nificantly supplementing the known rep-
ertoire of cooking pottery from Morphou
Bay. Moreover, the discussed fragmcnts
come for the most part from contexts with
well-established chronology, therefore en-
abling a more precise dating. A look at the
diversity and scale of production of the
pottery in question in the long term is also
useful for illustrating the supply patterns
in the case of the discussed imports.

METHODOLOGY

Systematic macroscopic examination of
the fabric was based on a system proposed
by Clive Orton and Michael Hughes (2013)
with some modifications resulting from
the nature of the PAP ceramic assemblage
overall (Marzec, Kajzer, and Nocon 2020).
The description of the fabric includes in-
formation on the ﬁcqucncy, size and shapc
of both inclusions and voids; hardness;
fresh break texture; feel of the surface; col-
or of the surfaces; and characteristic of
the fired core. Munsell Soil Color Charts
(2019) were applied for color descriptions.
All fragments were analyzed with the na-
ked eyein daylight, with occasional use of
a magnifying glass (10x).

The typology was based on diagnostic
sherds, that is, rims and bases. The assem-

blage was divided into forms (cooking
pots, casseroles and lids), then into types,
in order, based on rim and bottom shapes.

The fragments were dated by compari-
son with publishcd material from many
different archacological sites on Cyprus
and/or the stratigraphy of the Agora and
TTs, as well as a contextual dating of the
finds.

A quantitative approach was employed
to determine the proportions of the dis-
tribution of the pottery among the Agora
and TTs, as well as to describe the frequen-
cy of vessel types and sizes.

Rim diameters were measured using
rim charts; it was possible in the case of
149 ﬁ'agments with rims prescrved well
enough to allow measurement.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT AND MATERIAL

The share of cooking pottery from Mor-
phou Bay in the Agora and the trial
trenches was established in relation to
a contextual dating of the finds thanks
to a thorough examination of site stra-

tigraphy [Table 1]. Types dated to the
carly Roman period constituted 65%
of the studied assemblage, while 35% of
the sherds were assigned to the middle
and late Roman pcriods.2 Upon clos-

2 Several fragments found in late Hellenistic contexts were interpreted persuasively as later

contamination (Miszk 2020: 127-128).
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er inspection, the largest quantity of
fragments assigned to the thin-walled
pottery group was found in the East
Portico (T.IT), in rooms (R.) located in
its central part. Fragments dated to the
carly Roman period were found mainly
in contexts extending from the end of
the 1st to the 2nd century CE. Most of
them were found in rooms R.3 and R s,
in contexts linked to the last occupa-
tion phase of the East Portico until the
reign of Hadrian (Miszk 202o0: 1517152).
27 fragments came from strata in T.II
dated to the 2nd century CE. A few
sherds were also collected from the up-
per contexts in T.I, T.IIT and T.I, from
stratigraphic sequences corresponding
to the early Roman period. Examples
from the 3rd century CE or later were
found mostly in mixed surface layers in
T.11, however with very modest trac-
es of human activity dated to the late
Roman period (Miszk 2020: 155). Com-

pared to the Agora, the TTs yielded a
limited number of sherds from strata
corresponding to the late Roman period.
Cooking pottery from Morphou Bay was
recorded in several contexts (301, 302,
304, 332—334, 344) in TT.IV which is lo-
cated in the vicinity of the tombs in the
arca called Ammoi, and the hypothetical
line of the northern city walls (Papuci-
—Wiadyka 2020: 83, Fig. 5:22)4 The main
structure (S.31) here is a lime kiln, prob-
ably dating to the late Roman or early
Byzantine period (PAP Archive; Papuci-
“Whadyka 2017; 2018). A few fragments
representing this group were discovered
in the area of TTVIII located bcyond
the northwestern corner of the Agora
(Papuci-Wiadyka 2019).

The preservation of the bulk of
these pottery remains is very frag-
mentary. Only in a few cases could
a complete vessel, or profile at least,
be reconstructed.

Table 1. Chronological distribution of cooking pottery from Morphou Bay in the trenches in the

Agora and the Trial Trenches

Trenches in the Agora rial

Context trenches s
datece) T Tl TH TV TTIV TV 2

R1 R2 R3 R5 R9 R10 R.15 R16 R.18 R.21 R.30
1st and
ndc. 1 1 5 2 9
1stc. 1 5 6
Late
SHeSS 2 2
-2nd c.
First half
of 2nd c. 12 4 2 3 25
2nd c. 27 18 11 5 1 64
Middle
& Late 14 1 1 4 6 1 1 1 10 4 1k 2 57
Roman
Total 163
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CHARACTERISTIC AND PROVENANCE OF THE FABRIC

Based on macroscopic observation the fab-
ric was found to be characterized by the
presence of very few coarse (LS SA) yellow
inclusions visible on the external surface.
Revealed in a fresh break were a few to
medium frequent (HS R and HS SA) yel-
low, black, and orange inclusions, as well
as frequent fine (HS SR) white, yellow,
and black inclusions. Voids in the fresh
break are few to frequent, fine to medi-
um, rounded in shape. The fabric is fairly
hard, the fresh-break texture is hackly, the
surface feels smooth save for some irregu-
larities under the finger.

In terms of clay color, this fabric is not
homogencous [Table 2]. The differences in
the firing seem to be correlated with the
forms and their chronology. The color of
the external and internal surfaces, as well
as of the fresh break, of cooking pots and
lids is reddish brown to red, indicating
firing in an oxidizing atmosphere. Howev-
er, a lid from the early Roman period has
a fairly wide (about 1 cm), very dark grey
(5YR 3/1) band on the inside of the rim.
As for casseroles, the color of the external
and internal surfaces ranges extensively

between dark grey, very dark gray and red,

Table 2. Differences in the firing; fired core types: 2 - oxidized, 4 - not fully oxidized, 8 - fully

reduced (After Orton and Hughes 2013: Fig. 13.1)

Fired-

Period Shape

Color
external surface

Color
internal surface

Color
fresh break

core  Quantity
type

. reddish brown red reddish brown
Cooking pots 5 syp 4/3 2.5YR 4/6 2.5YR 4/3 z 2
& very dark grey red red 9 61
§ Casseroles 5YR 3/1 2.5YR 4/6 2.5YR4/6
> red red grey 4 5
S 2.5YR 4/6 2.5YR 4/6 2.5YR5/6
Lids red red red B 1
2.5YR 4/6 2.5YR4/6 2.5YR4/6
) ddish brown
) reddish brown re red
Cooking pots 2.5YR 4/3 2 13
2.5YR 4/3 to red 2.5 YR 4/6 2.5YR 4/6
- dark grey reddish brown reddish brown 9 28
g GLAY 1 4/N 2.5YR 4/3 2.5YR4/3
&£ reddish brown dark grey dark grey 4 1
% 2.5YR 4/3 GLAY 1 4/N GLAY 14/N
o Casseroles red 2.5YR 5/6 red red
2 to reddish brown 2 13
é 2 5YR 4/3 2.5YR5/6 2.5YR5/6
dark grey dark grey red 2 1
GLAY 1 4/N GLAY 1 4/N 2.5YR 5/6
) red red red
Lid 2.5YR 4/6 2.5YR 4/6 2.5YR 4/6 2 !
3 Abbreviations used in the description of inclusions: HS — high sphericity, LS — low spheric-

ity; SA — subangular, SR — subrounded, R - rounded (based on Orton and Hughes 2013: 283,

Fig. A.5).
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and the fresh break is reddish brown, red
or dark grey. This reflects different firing
atmospheres, especially in the middle and
late Roman pcriodSA

Thin section petrography and elemen-
tal analyses (WD-XRF) were performed
by Edyta Marzec on seven fragments
of early Roman date uncovered on the
Agora.* The examined fragments turned
out to bclong to a group matching in

mineralogical and elemental composition
the area of northern Cyprus, including
the region around Morphou Bay, where
the cities of Soli and Dhiorios are located
(Marzec et al. in preparation). The pro-
duction of this group of pottery could
be linked to other locations in Cyprus
(Hammond et al. 2018; for a discussion
of this issue see Marzec et al. in prepa-
ration).

FORMS AND TYPES

EARLY ROMAN PERIOD

Three forms of cooking pottery are
known from the carly Roman period:
cooking pot, casserole and lid, all of them
coming in a few types [Table 3].

The first type of cooking pot with
rims of triangular section, CP.1 [Fig. :1—4],
was introduced on the Agora by the end
of the 1st century CE and remained popu-
lar until the end of the 2nd century CE.
One cooking pot [see Fig. 1:4] was found
in one context with a casserole (PAP17/
[1/1624/P10) and a lid (PAP17/11/1624/
P12) of Western Cyprus make, dating
to the 2nd century CE (Nocon 2020b),
corroborating thus the dating of this
type. The other type, CP.2, is a cooking
pot with a short projecting rim [Fig. 1:5].
Cooking pot rim diameters indicate the
existence of several variants. The small-
est pots have a rim diameter between 11
cm and 15 cm, medium ones are between
16 cm and 20 c¢m, while the most com-
mon diameter is about 18 cm, suggesting
that this was a standard size for these
vessels. Only a few fragments are larger

than 20 cm in diameter.

Casseroles of type C.1 have a wide
rim with two shallow grooves [Fig. 2:1—3].
Other characteristic features include
two curved handles (rounded in cross-
section), an outward projection where
the wall meets the conical-shaped bottom
[Fig. 2:4]. Rim diameters range between
19 cm and 22 cm (most commonly 20 cm),
rarely 24 cm; however, smaller examples
(14 cm and 16 cm) were available as well.
These vessels appeared for the first time
at the end of the 1st century CE, becom-
ing prevalent in 2nd century CE contexts.
Casseroles of the C.2 type are represent-
ed on the Agora by a single fragment with
the rim facing strongly inwards [Fig. 2:5].
The nearest parallel from the cemetery
site at the Amathus Gate in Kurion
(Hammond et al. 2018) indicates that the
walls turned in strong]y toward a slightly
convex bottom. It is dated broadly from
the 1st to the 3rd century CE.

The third form is a lid, type L.1,
with a profiled rim and fine, profiled
knob that is circular in section [Fig. 2:6].

4 Samples from seven sherds representing different forms of early Roman date from the Ma-

loutena excavation were also provided by M. Miziolek; see Marzec et al. in preparation.
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Table 3. Range of forms and types of cooking pottery from Morphou Bay in a chronological break-

down; CP - cooking pot, C - casserole, L - lid

Diederichs 1980: 45, PI. 15:170; Hadjisavvas 1997:
107, Fig. 88:12, 115, Fig. 95:11, 128, Fig. 109:18, 137,

CP 28 114 Fig. 116:27; Hayes 2003: 476, Fig. 18:186; Rowe 2004:
172-173, Fig. 66:5; Hammond et al. 2018: Fig. 7:1,2
CP2 115 Hayes 1991: 197, No. 9, Fig. 36:3; Hadjisavvas 1997:
’ ’ 115, Fig. 95:18; Giudice et al. 2001: 275, Fig. 11:3(D3)
= Hayes 1991: 202-203, No. 10, Fig. 36.5; Wriedt Sgrensen
s S o and Grgnne 1992: 199, Fig. 9,48; Hadjisavvas 1997
% *Ia -% 56-57, Fig. 41,1 and 3; Rowe 2004: 182-183, deposit 90,
;‘ % :,E, c1 65 2:1-4 Inv. 7478, Fig. 74.3. and Inv. 7156, deposit 86; Giudice
S =l ’ ’ and Giudice 1999: 289, 290, No. 30, Fig. 3d:6; Winther-
'-“ Jacobsen 2006: 234-235, Fig. 125, CW5c.18, CW5c.19,
CW5e.21; Hammond et al. 2018: Form C4, Fig. 5:1-3;
Nocori 2020a: Pls 101:KW55, 102:KW58, 103:KW73
C.2 1 25 Hammond et al. 2018: 117, Form C17, Fig. 5:6
Catling 1972: 37-38, Fig. 23:P463; Hadjisavvas 1997:
L.1 11 2:6 Fig. 41,17 and 3; Rowe 2004: Fig. 77:1; Nocori 2020a:
PI. 100: KW44
CP.3 2 31 Hayes 2003: 481, Fig. 19:199
CP.4 9 3:2 -
CP.5 1 3:3 Hayes 2003: 481, Fig. 19:200
7 rims 41
- 5 C3 10 45_g Catling 1972:Fig. 23:P109
® = bottoms
° c4 3 42-3 -
- C5 1 44 Du Plat Taylor and Megaw 1981: 221, Note 381, Fig. 45;
g ) ’ Giudice et al. 2001: 275, Fig. 11:5(D5)
% L2 1 49 C'atllng.1972: 37-38, Fig. 23:P463; Rowe 2004:
= Fig. 77:1
§ C6 1 51 Similar to Winther Jacobsen et al. 2013: 147,
< ’ ’ No. TPC426
% Catling 1972: 39, Fig. 24:P448, 47, Fig. 29:346; Rowe
§ g & C7 8 5:2-4  2004:Fig. 75:5; Rautmann 2016: Fig. 14.60-P.25;
§ E Nocori 2020a: PI. 103:KW72
=8 Catling 1972: 38, Figs 23:P126, 20:436; Winther
= C.8 11 5:5 Jacobsen 2006: 235-236, No. CW5d.20; Winther
Jacobsen et al. 2013: 185, No. TPC688
C.9 1 5:6 -
=3 Rautmann 2016: 143, Fig. 5:10, 14.60-P.25; Touma 2018:
=5 CP6 VST g ’
= o
S8 c10 1 5:8-9  Closeto Catling 1972: Fig. 29:P436
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Other fragments of lids (with a rim di-
ameter between 17 cm and 21 ¢cm) were
found in contexts from the carly Roman
period, with an indication to the 2nd
century CE, however the occurrence of
the type also in the 3rd century CE is
not excluded, based on finds from the

excavation of the Theater in Nea Paphos
(Rowe 2004: Fig. 77:1). The lids probably
formed a sct for the casseroles of type
C.1 discussed above, as suggested by the
finds from the 2nd-century-CE tomb in
Agia Napa-Makronisos (Hadjisavvas 1997:
56—57, Fig. 41, 1 and 3).

7 N

I G

1 =type CP.1
‘ T
7~ N 5 =type CP.2
2 =type CP.1
’; N
3 = type CP.1

4 =type CP.1

Fig. 1. Cooking pots of early Roman date from Morphou Bay (PAP, Institute of Archeology Jagiel-
lonian University | photo K. Nocor; drawing A. Jurkiewicz-Cora, K. Nocor; digitizing K. Nocor)
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( ]

vy /

1=type C.1

g

3 =type C.1

5=type C.2
6 =type L.1
0 5cm
I S S -

Fig. 2. Casseroles and lid of early Roman date from Morphou Bay (PAP, Institute of Archeology Jag-
iellonian University | photos A. Oleksiak; drawing A. Jurkiewicz-Cora, K. Nocof; digitizing K. Nocor)
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MIDDLE AND LATE ROMAN PERIODS
Most of the fragments come from the 3rd
century CE [see Table 3). This chronologi-
cal phasc 1s rcprcscntcd by cooking pots
of two types, CP.3 and CP.4 [Fig. 3:1-2],
which were found mostly on the Agora.
Another type, CP.s, is a cooking pot with
a long projecting rim [Fig. 3:3]. The rim
diameters indicate that the pots were
produccd in two sizes: smaller, the rims
oscillating between 13 cm and 16 cm, and
larger with rim diameters close to 20 cm.
Close parallels are to be found at Saran-
da Kolones, in Deposit 8 from the 3rd
century CE (Hayes 2003: 448, 480—481).
Casseroles of the C.3 type from this
period differ in the particu]ars of rim
shape [Fig. 4:1]. Type C.4 is characteristic
because it lacks the grooves [Fig. 4:2-3].
Type C.5, with a strongly widened rim
with two grooves and a slight folding of
the wall [Fig. 4:4], is rare in the assem-

blage. Rim diameters vary from 21 cm to
24 cm (one example of 27 cm), suggesting
that the vessels became biggcr with time.
The main difference lies in the bottom of
casseroles of type C.3, which became shal-
lower [Fig. 4:577] or flat [Fig. 4:8]. Parallels
from Dhiorios suggest that these vessels
were quite wide and shallow (Catling
1972: Fig. 23:109), while the Nea Paphos
finds include very dccp casseroles dating
from this period; their provenance could
be linked to the Morphou Bay production
center (Hayes 2003: 481, Fig. 19:195).

There is also a fragment of a lid (L.2)
with a knob dating from this period
[Fig. 4:9].

Cooking pottery from the later phase
of the late Roman period are not frequent
in the Agora and the TTs and in most cases
only small sherds were found. Moreover,
casseroles prevail among the fragments

with hardly any cooking pots accested.

J

]

1 —

1=CP3

2=CP4

3=CP5
0 5cm
S S S - |

Fig. 3. Cooking pottery types from Morphou Bay from the 3rd century CE (PAP, Institute of Archeol-
ogy Jagiellonian University | drawing and digitizing K. Nocor)
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1=type C.3 9 =type L.2

2=type C.4

3=type C.4

5=type C.3

A —

6 =type C.3

L /

7 =type C.3

>y g

8 =type C.3

Fig. 4. Casseroles of different types and a lid, from Morphou Bay from the 3rd century CE
(PAP, Institute of Archeology Jagiellonian University | drawing and digitizing K. Nocor)

242



1=type C.6

2=type C.7

3=type C.7

7 )

4 =type C.7
J [
5=type C.8
r | 1
6 =type C.9
’ \ |
7 =type CP.6
7
‘ 7
8 =type C.10
4 | :
9 = type C.10
0 5cm
S T S T— |

Fig. 5. Middle and Late Roman period casserole types and a cooking pot from Morphou Bay
(PAP, Institute of Archeology Jagiellonian University | drawing and digitizing K. Noconr)
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The C.6 type is represented by just one
fragment [Fig. 5:1], a narrow rim with two
tiny vertical ribs and no grooves in be-
tween (rim diameter about 22 ¢cm). This
type differs from the ones described above,
and could be a slightly later product.
Casseroles of type C.7 are quite common
and stand out for features like a rounded
rim facing up, toward the vessel center,
and a massive horizontal handle, which
is oval in section [Fig. 5:2—4]. Rim diame-
ters vary from 20 c¢m to 26 cm. Based on
para]]c]s from Dhiorios (Cat]ing 1972: 39,
Fig. 24:P448, 47, Fig. 29:346) and from the
Theater excavation in Nea Paphos (Rowe
2004: FigA 75:5), the prcsumcd timespan of
this type is the 4th—sth centuries CE. Cas-
seroles of type C.8 [Fig. 5:5] developed from
the previous type; they have two massive

ribs on the external surface of the rim. The
rim diameter is between 16 cm and 22 em.
Type C.9 [Fig. 5:6] has no published paral-
lels; its dating is contextual. The ﬁagmcnt
was found in a dated context in T.II on
the Agora; amphorae from the 5th centu-
ry CE set the date for this context (PAP
Archive). The fragments of latest date in
the assemblage include a cooking pot of
type CP.6 with a rim diameter of about 22
cm [Fig. 5:7] and a casserole of type C.10
with two large ribs just below the rim
[Fig. 5:8—9] with a rim diameter of about
18 cm. These types can be dated to the 6th
and 7th centuries CE based on finds from
Amathus (Touma 2018: 151, Pl. 9:E79), Dhi-
orios (Catling 1972: Fig. 29:P436) and Vas-
silikos Valley (Rautman 2016: 143, Fig. 5110,
14.60-P.25).

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

An in-depth look at the assemblage of
thin-walled cooking pottery imported to
Nea Paphos has shown that all through
the Roman period these vessels were
brought to Paphos from a production
center located in the northern part of
the island, in the area of Morphou Bay.
Laboratory analyses have shown the fab-
ric of this ware to be consistent with the
geology of the northern part of the island.
So far, these are the only imports of cook-
ing pottery from other sites in Cyprus
recognized among the pottery studied
from the Agora and the TT trenches.

A typological and chronological study
of the group also made it clear that thin-
walled cooking ware was delivered to
Nea Paphos continuous]y from the late
1st through the 7th century CE. There is
considerable internal variability in the
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group. The evident development of forms
and types helps to narrow down the
chronology of this group in Nea Paphos.
The repertoire of forms which were
supplied to the Agora during the ear-
1y Roman pcriod is limited, just three
forms (cooking pots, casseroles and lids
with a few types cach), but they are quite
common, especially from the end of the
1st to the end of the 2nd century CE. The
large number of casseroles from the PAP
excavations may indicate a spccia] social
role assigned to these vessels, confirmed
by the quantities of vessels of this kind
found in the city in general (Giudice and
Giudice 1999; Hayes 1991; Rowe 2004).
The repertoire hardly changcd in the
middle and late Roman pcriods, but there
was a greater variety of types despite low-
er numbers overall. Vessels dating to the



3rd century CE, identified in this assem-
blage, are an important contribution to
the evidence of Middle Roman pottery
coming from the PAP excavations, es-
pecially tableware (Kajzer and Marzec
2020), lamps (Kajzer 2020; Kajzer et al.
2021) and amphorae (Dobosz 2020).

The later phase of the late Roman pe-
riod yielded less pottery, which was also
more difficult to date for lack of archae-
ological data, hence the cautious dating
of the types presented here. However,
certain trends appear to be repeated,
and casseroles are again among the most
common forms represented by a variety
of types.

These vessels were preferred for food
processing connected with fire, but none
of the collected fragments of cooking pots
and casseroles bear any evidence of soot-
ing on the rims and bottoms. Even so, it
cannot be excluded that chese vessels were
used in accordance with their function.
[t is also important to keep in mind that
both cooking pots and casseroles were
part of tomb offerings as demonstrated
by Cxamplcs from the Aghi:x Napa-Mac-
TONISSOS nccropolis (Hadjis:wvas 1997).

The data presented here give insight
into the economic background. Imports
of thin-walled cooking wares peaked in

Kamila Nocon

University of Warsaw
Polish Centre of Mediterranean Archaeology
k.nocon@uw.edu.pl

the 2nd century CE, correspoding with
the economic prosperity of Nea Paphos
in the Carly Roman pcriod. Reduced im-
ports in the 3rd century could be related
to a breakdown of Cyprus economy from
the end of the 2nd century CE, caused by
various factors with origins outside the
island (Lund 1992: 198-199; Duncan-Jones
1996; Hucebner 2021). This led to changes
in the circulation of goods and a rear-
rangement of supply chains, which is
especially reflected in the analysis of ta-
bleware and amphorae of the late Roman
period (Lund 1992; 2006; 2015; 2020; Vaag
2006; Winther Jacobsen 2013: 204-205).
The shortage could have led to a higher
demand for local products, as shown for
example by the evident growth of the
production of cooking pottery, seen on
a significant scale in the Dhiorios work-
shops (Catling 1972).

The wide distribution of products
from these workshops, which the finds
from the PAP excavations illustrate, gives
new insight into consumer needs. The
implications for understanding cook-
ing-pottery circulation on Cyprus from
the early to the late Roman periods are
significant and they impact an assessment
of the economic processes that took place
on the island in a diachronic perspective.

Nocon, K. (2021).
Understanding changes in the supply pattern of
Roman cooking pottery from Morphou Bay to Nea
Paphos: evidence from the Paphos Agora Project.
Polish Archaeology in the Mediterranean, 30/2,
231-249. https://doi.org/10.31338/uw.2083-537X.
pam30.2.21
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