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ABSTRACT

The Phoenicians were known as artisans, merchants, and seafarers by the 10"
century B.C.E. They exchanged raw and finished goods with people in many cultural
spheres of the ancient world and accumulated wealth in the process. A major factor that
aided their success was the establishment of colonies along the Mediterranean and
eastern Atlantic coasts. These colonies, established by the eighth century B.C.E.,
supplied valuable raw materials to the major Phoenician cities in the Levant, while also
providing additional markets abroad. Excavations at a myriad of these colonial sites have
recovered materials that can be used to identify connections between the colonies, the
Levantine cities, and non-Phoenician cultures across the ancient world. By establishing
these connections the system of maritime exchange can be better understood and
modeled as the Phoenician Trade Network. This network involved both direct and
indirect exchange of raw and finished products, people, as well as political and cultural
ideas. The colonies were involved in various activities including ceramics production,
metallurgy, trade, and agriculture. Native peoples they interacted with provided valuable
goods, especially metals, which were sent east to supply the Near Eastern Markets. The
Phoenician Trade Network was a system of interconnected, moderately independent
population centers which all participated in the advancement of Phoenician mercantilism
and wealth. Ultimately, the network collapsed in the sixth century B.C.E. allowing other
powers such as the Romans, Carthaginians, and Greeks to replace them as the dominant

merchants of the Mediterranean.
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CHAPTER
INTRODUCTION

Phoenician maritime trade from the ninth to sixth centuries B.C.E. extended from
the Levant to the Atlantic coasts of Portugal and Africa. While the extent of this trade
has been established through both material culture and literary traditions, the
connections within the network have rarely been explored. Extant studies have only
addressed material and cultural links with respect to individual sites or small
geographical areas. How these trade relations relate to and make up the Phoenician trade
sphere (which I term the Phoenician Trade Network or PTN), during Iron Age II, from
the late ninth to mid-sixth centuries B.C.E., has yet to be established. Without a general
overview of these links, the nature of this network cannot be fully understood or
contextualized in either localized site reports or broader studies. By investigating the
relationships between the many Phoenician colonies the diversity and complexity found
within their maritime trade network can be better understood. My research uses
established archaeological analysis of sites across the Mediterranean and Atlantic coasts
to identify where trade occurred, what the potential trade connections were, and the ideas
and cultures invested in the economic and social exchange. Most importantly it identifies
the relationships between the different Phoenician colonies and the greater trade
network. The result is an established baseline for understanding the exchange
infrastructure that allowed the Phoenicians to dominate Mediterranean trade for three

centuries.



Historical Background

The Phoenician civilization developed on the Levantine coast following the
disruptions at the end of the Bronze Age. During the 12" century B.C.E. the Syro-
Canaanites occupying much of the interior and coastal Levant faced internal collapse as
well as external pressure peoples moving into the region. A coalition of cultures
constituting the Sea Peoples attacked and raided cities along the coastline before some
settled to the south of modern Lebanon along the same coast. 2 The once stable Hittite
Empire to the north crumbled, resulting in an influx of refugees and foreigners such as
the Aramaeans and Assyrians.® To the southeast nomadic and displaced populations
including the Israelites moved in.* In addition to exterior pressures, local bickering
between city-states, raiding by groups such as the Shasu and Hapiru, and general societal
discord contributed to the destabilization of the entire Syro-Canaanite region (Fig. 1).°
By the end of the 12" century B.C.E. the territory controlled by the Syro-Canaanites,
who referred to themselves simply as Canaanites,® consisted of a small stretch of land in
modern Syria and Lebanon, bounded by the Mediterranean Sea to the west and the

mountains of Lebanon to the east (Fig. 3).”

! Albright 1961, 328; Aubet 1994, 13-5; Joffe 2002, 432-4.

? Stager (1995, 340-4) suggests this occurs before the battle with Ramses 111. He also addresses
the amount of influence Egypt may have had on this settlement process. See also Yadin 1991,
300-2; Tubb 1995; Bell 2006, Map 1; Kuhrt 1995, 425-6; Joffe 2002, 434; Bell 2006, 15-6.

¥ Kuhrt 1995, 393-5; Bell 2006, 13-4.

* Aubet 1994, 13-4; Kuhrt 1995, 425-6.

® Kuhrt 1995, 430.

® Muhly 1970, 26.

" Aubet 1994, 13, 17; Joffe 2002, 432.



Despite being displaced from their homelands and restricted to the limited
territory that they now occupied, the remnants of Canaanite civilization quickly
reestablished many ancestral maritime trading contacts from the Late Bronze Age
(LBA).® The Early Iron Age (EIA) Canaanites had a direct historic connection with the
Syro-Canaanite seamen of the LBA. Further, the importance of trade to the economic
systems of the LBA must have created a strong cultural memory for the Syro-Canaanite
descendants. ? Archaeological evidence suggests that maritime trade continued unbroken
between Cyprus, Sarepta, and Tyre from the end of the LBA to the EIA.*® These factors
helped the Canaanites to again become one of the most important mercantile cultures in
the eastern Mediterranean by the 10" century B.C.E. Their importance is evident both in
the archaeological record as well as in literary record where, for example, biblical
references associate the Tyrian king Hiram | with Solomon during the “Ships of
Tarshish” trade expeditions.™* It is during this century that modern scholars begin
identifying Syro-Canaanites by their Greek name Phoenicians.*?

During the ninth century B.C.E. the Phoenicians began their most well-known
endeavor: the colonization and subsequent exploitation of the Mediterranean and

Atlantic coasts. They engaged in the systematic procurement of these raw and cultural

® This fact is illustrated by the tale of Wenamun dating to 1075 B.C.E. (Egberts 1991, 57-9). In it
the priest Wenamun travels from Egypt to Byblos and finally to Cyprus on Syro-
Canaanite/Phoenician vessels (Wenamun, i.50-60).

® This trade network included Cyprus (Karageorghis 1982, 53, 56), Egypt (Lipinski 1977, 213;
Steffy 1994, 23-5; Wachsmann 1998, 9), the Aegean (Heltzer 1988, 11-2; Bell 2006), and North
Africa (Watrous 1992, 77-8; Warren 1995, 10-11; Davis 2001, 55).

' Joffe 2002, 432; Bell 2006, 99-101.

! Joffe 2002, 435-6; 1 Kings 10:22; 2 Chronicles 9:21.

12 Albright 1961, 328; Phoenicians referred to themselves as Canaanites, however their Greek
name will be used here for clarity. For a full discussion about the origin of the name
“Phoenicians” see (Muhly 1970, 24-35; Aubet 1994, 6-13).



resources beginning with the colonization of Kition on Cyprus.*® They acquired metals,
ivory, animals, hides, wood, salt, slaves, etc bringing these goods back to the Near
East.** Archaeological and ancient literary evidence places the Phoenicians in Sardinia,
Carthage (modern Tunis), and other North African colonies during this same century.™
While the literary documentation of Phoenician settlement and expansion has been
called into question, archaeological evidence confirms that Phoenicians crossed the
Mediterranean by the late 10" or early ninth centuries B.C.E. and began colonizing
Iberia, Sicily, Sardinia, and North Africa by the ninth or eighth centuries B.C.E.*® These
colonies were secured and expanded during the seventh century when the wealth and
success of Phoenician expansion peaked. During the sixth century B.C.E. colonization
began to decline and ultimately collapsed when an unknown crisis tore the trade network
apart. It was at this time that Babylon laid siege to and captured Tyre in 576-4 B.C.E.,
reflecting the empire’s control over Phoenicia. After the initial disruptions resulting from
capture, the political organization of the city was dramatically reorganized and altered
around 564 B.C.E." The sixth century also saw a new influx of Greek colonists in the
west at sites such as Huelva where the Phocaeans are said to have settled.™® These factors

and potentially others resulted in the mass abandonment and decline of the trade

13 Karageorghis 1982, 123-7; Hunt 1982, 62-4; Aubet 1994, 52.

Y Ezekiel 27

15 Cross 1972, 19-9; Shea 1991, 244-5, Negbi 1992, 610; Lipinski 2004, 234; Joseph. Ap. 1:106-
27; Dion. Hal. Ant. Rom. 1.74.1. The earliest evidence for Carthage’s establishment dates to the
late ninth century B.C.E. through carbon-14 dating while the pottery dates no earlier than 770
B.C.E. (Docter et al. 2008, 379-99).

1® Kuhrt 1995, 403; Nijboer 2008, 372-4; Aubet 1994, 161-7, 197-201; 2002, 100-1; 2008, 248;
Schubart 2002, 4-5; Mata 2002b, 266-94; Brody 2002, 76-7; Procelli 2008, 466; Docter et al.
2008, 379-84; Gonzales de Canales et al. 2008, 633, 637-42; Boardman 2010, 319.

" Lipinski 2006, 197-200.

'8 Gonzalez de Canales et al. 2008, 646-8; Dietler 2009, 7-8.



colonies.® The Phoenicians never recovered their former connections; soon other
cultural groups began to capitalize on and control the coasts that the Phoenicians had

exploited for over two centuries.

Current State of Research

The most extensive research to date has addressed the exchange systems and
multi-national nature of Phoenician trade.?" It has further identified the most important
trade hubs and the geographical extent of the exchange network. The trade connections
between smaller colonies, however, have only been identified regionally. In most cases
research has established relationships between two or three sites within a small
geographic area. Archaeological, architectural, historical, funerary, and metallurgical
evidence also connect the major Phoenician entrepéts: Gadir, Carthage, and Tyre.?
Smaller regional sites can in most cases be linked to their major local trade hub. These
entrepOts in turn relate the three regions of Phoenician trade to one another. These
regions are: the eastern Mediterranean, the western Mediterranean, and the central
Mediterranean.

The extant work that identifies material culture at individual sites is the

foundation of this study. Many of the reports documenting Phoenician colonies and

19 Aubet 1994, 4; 1995, 49-55; 2002a, 103-6; Rodriguez 1995, 96-8; Mata 2002a, 192-6; 2002b,
263-6; Ramon 2002, 146-52.

20 The primary successor to Phoenician control of the western and central Mediterranean was the
colony of Carthage (Aubet 1994, 161).

21 Aubet 1994; Lipinski 2004.

22 Aubet 1995, 49-50; 2002, 101; Mata 2002a, 181-2; 2002b, 287; Docter et al. 2008.



cities of the ninth to sixth centuries B.C.E. identify similarities between other local sites.
Reports on the many excavations throughout the Iberian Peninsula have thoroughly
documented numerous material connections between the different Phoenician
settlements in the region including the similarity of pottery and funerary traditions, local
exchange of resources including foodstuffs and finished goods, and potential political
and mercantile oversight via Gadir (modern Cadiz). These studies also note some
similarities between local material culture and that further east.?® Cultural parallels
between pottery, burial practices, and architecture have been recognized between
different sites across all three regions of Phoenician influence.?*

Carol Bell’s dissertation, The Evolution of Long Distance Trading Relationships
across the LBA/Iron Age Transition on the Northern Levantine Coast, identifies the trade
that continued from the end of the Bronze Age to the beginning of the Iron Age (12" to
early-loth centuries B.C.E.). In it she investigates the abundance of Levantine materials
at Cyprus as well as the Cypriot and Aegean artifacts found at Tyre, Sarepta, and Tel
Dor. Her research shows that exchange between the region around Tyre, the island of
Cyprus, and the Aegean continued unbroken from the LBA to the EIA.% This work
provides information about the activities that became the foundation for extensive
commercial exchange during the ninth to sixth centuries B.C.E. Much of the Phoenician

mercantilism in the eastern Mediterranean during this later period has been identified

% Niemeyer 1995; 2002, 37, 40; Mata 2002a, 171; 2002b 272, 285; Schubart 2002, 14; Catalan
2002; Ramon 2002, 126-30, 146-52; Prats et al. 2002, 123; Aubet 2006, 106.

24 Aubet 2002b, 101; Scubart 2002, 4; Catalan 2002, 62-4; Prats et al. 2002, 123; Gubel 2008,
87-9; Van Dommelen 2006, 144.

% Bell 2006.



and documented in the archaeological records of Egypt, Israel, Assyria, the Aegean, and
eastern North Africa.?° The local trade between major economic entities of the Iron Age
was crucial for Phoenician endeavors. The Assyrians stressed Phoenician resources
further by taxing them heavily early in the ninth century B.C.E.?” These factors provide
strong justification for their colonial expansion. Simply put, if the Phoenicians did not
exchange their goods or did not face Assyrian exploitation through taxation, there may
have been little motivation for establishing their colonies and importing the goods
acquired from them. The need for foodstuffs and overpopulation resulting from a small
amount of controlled territory in the Levant and heavily populated cities could have also
encouraged expansion out of the homeland.?® The Phoenician’s culture of seafaring,
exploration, and exchange is yet another potential influence for the movement west. The
economic and population stress, combined with cultural traditions all potentially
contributed to the colonization.?

The available information does not negate the problem of scale. While regional
and local connections have been identified, they have yet to be placed into the intricate
network of Phoenician trade. Further, the PTN does not consist of cultural and politically
homogenous people.*® Archaeologists have identified local variations in culture showing
that the people identified as “Phoenicians” within this network produced a range of

material culture forms based on traditional eastern designs. In many cases colonial

% |ipinski 1985; 2006, 181-201; Calvo 2008; Gilboa et al. 2008; Lehmann 2008; Doumet-Serhal
2008; Kourou 2008.

%" Aubet 1994, 88-95.

%8 Aubet 1994, 76-9.

2% Aubet, 1994, 70-96

% Purcell 2006, 25-6.



artifacts show unique material and stylistic derivations from Tyrian, Levantine, and
Cypriot forms.! The prevailing interpretation of Phoenician trade is of a homogenous
network of Tyrian settlements extending across the Mediterranean, all of which sent the
goods they acquired through trade and resource exploitation back to the Levant.** The
evidence described above, however, indicates that the system consisted of a disparate
conglomeration of both loosely and well-connected settlements. They were founded by
Phoenician cities in the Levantine homeland stressed by population and Assyrian
domination.* My research shows that while the people occupying the Phoenician
colonies were indeed associated with the Levant, this affiliation was most direct at the
major local trade centers. Ultimately the material culture that developed in each region

did so with respect to both local and Levantine ideas.

Methods

My research will focus on the archaeological connections that have already been
established between Phoenician colonies around the Mediterranean. The work at
individual sites has often documented similarities between artifacts at different locations
in an attempt to establish local chronologies, note imports that date the chronologies, or

list the known origins of uncovered artifacts.** This process has resulted indirectly in the

%! Niemeyer 1995, 74-7; Mata 2002a, 186-8; 2002b, 272, 285; Ramon 2002.

%2 Aubet 1994, 70-96; Kuhrt 1995, 409-10.

%% Aubet 1994, 76-80.

3 Aubet 1994; 2002; Schubart 2002; Mata 2002a; 2002b: Brody 2002; Procelli 2008; Docter et
al. 2008; Gonzales de Canales et al. 2008; Boardman 2010; Ramon 2002; Prats et al. 2002.



documentation of potential trade relationships between nearby locations. The studies
also identify local traditions, which vary by region, isolating unique forms of material
culture. These traditions can in most cases be associated with, or were influenced by, a
major entrepot. These trade hubs can be used to develop the extra-regional PTN. For
instance, the development of the Nuragic amphorae on Sardinia was heavily influenced
by Carthaginian pottery traditions from the eighth century B.C.E. It also coincided with
the development of wine production by indigenous and colonial populations on the
island.*® These two factors indicate the presence of exchange connections between the
indigenous Sardinians, the Phoenician colonists, and Carthage. The historical
documentation and archaeological materials at Carthage provide evidence for trade with
eastern Phoenician via Tyre.*® When combined with the fact that Tyrian products have
been found on Sardinia and the evidence implies indirect exchange between Tyre and
Sardinia via Carthage.®” The Tyrian goods may have come directly from the Levant,
however, the strong ties between Sardinia and Carthage suggest that eastern goods made
at least one stop at the North African entrepot.

The primary hole in the extant research is the establishment of such connections.
Where associations between local and imported materials, traditional and colonial
architecture, and cross Mediterranean funerary practices have been established by
researchers, these have not been examined to identify potential exchange networks. The

dilemma for accomplishing this is the ephemeral nature of trade and the inability to

% Bernardini 2008, 539-41.
% Aubet 1994, 215-17; Docter et al. 2008, 387, 401, 416.
3" Bernardini 2008, 543.



definitively state that a material made at one location and found at another represents
direct trade. To return to the Sardinia/Carthage example above, the influence of
Carthaginian wares on Nuragic amphorae development could have been the result of
non-Phoenician merchants bringing Carthaginian goods to Sardinia. In this case the
tradition would have developed independently of any direct Phoenician contact. It is the
association between the wares, wine production and export, and extant Phoenician
colonies that provide strong evidence for Carthaginian interactions and exchange on
Sardinia. Identifying solid associations through the archaeological record, regional
influence, and/or historical data will best clarify where a potential trade connection is
likely to have existed.

The most critical factor when building associations is the fact that all of the
proposed sites are considered to be culturally Phoenician and as such are either part of
western colonial expansion or are part of the eastern littoral. As a result, though the sites
investigated most certainly could have interacted with other cultures and maritime
groups, such connections do not play a major role in determining Phoenician
connections within the network. Three archaeological factors are used to identify the
primary contacts within the Phoenician maritime system: the dominant materials in the
archaeological assemblages, commonality between cultural practices, and the
development of local material culture traditions and forms.

The archaeological materials observed identify any imports that may have played
a major role at a given location, identify the dominant usage of a given style of material

culture, and help to identify the likelihood of influence from another material culture

10



tradition. Imports are subsequently used to identify what trade connections may have
existed, and their prominence in the record helps to indicate the regularity of the
connection and the local demand for the materials. The dominance of a specific style
shows what cultural traditions may play the most dominant role at a site, and if these can
be associated with another location, indicate strong cultural connection between them.
Lastly, as imports or less dominant materials appear in the archaeological assemblages
and/or the assemblages alter their appearance over time it suggests a change in cultural
practices. Such a change may be traced to, or related to, dominant internetwork
connections as a given colony or region develops.

Commonality of cultural practices within and across regions is important because
it implies communication between people. Two groups separated by a barrier such as the
Mediterranean Sea can only share cultures if they are somehow connected. Either a
given population must move from one location to another or the two populations must
share ideas through some form of interaction. As the cultural practices of two
populations become more similar, the degrees of interaction must increase. *® Nearly
identical societies must engage in constant, intimate interaction and communication.
These include population and technology exchange as well as common religious and
political practices.*® As a result, identifying the similar cultural practices such as cultic
traditions and burial acti