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Abstract 
 
Settlement is an inevitability of human presence in a landscape; a collection of 
houses indicates settlement, but so too does a field system – the farmers must live 
somewhere. Wherever there are people there will be settlement, from large 
concrete and glass urban centres to the tented impermanence of a nomads’ camp. 
 
Settlement is a result of the human presence, but remains a sterile idea without 
some discussion of community. Certainly settlement can be studied without 
community, but it remains an abstract assembly of parts unless the people that 
constructed or occupied it are taken into account. A single settlement is home to 
numerous communities that continuously form, divide and reform in response to 
the changing practical and social situations that everyday life presents. 
 
Before any settlement is established a series of decisions has to be made with due 
consideration of an area’s topography and natural resources, as well as existing 
settlements in the landscape and any established social, economic or political 
systems. Physical considerations such as a settlement’s location and extent, or the 
definition of its boundaries, can be viewed individually, but are more usefully 
considered in conjunction with one another so that a settlement is treated as a 
working unit that is part of a wider system, rather than an abstract collection of 
components. 
 
This thesis approaches questions of settlement and community in historic Cyprus 
– from the Late Roman period to the end of the Ottoman period – through a  
 

 
 
presentation of the experience and results of fieldwork I carried out in 2003. The 
fieldwork comprised a survey project specifically conceived, planned and 
executed by myself for my PhD research. It focused on three discrete areas of 
Cyprus: Akrotiri, a low-lying area of salt marsh, batha and citrus groves in the 
south of the island; an area of agriculture and coastal maquis on the west coast, 
north of Peyia; and the Nikitari village territory, which stretches from the 
southern margins of the Mesaoria up into the lower reaches of the Troodos 
mountains. The topographical cross section evident in my chosen areas gave me 
the opportunity to study the diversity of settlement across most of the range of 
habitats of the island, from the coast, through plains, scrub and foot hills, to all 
but the highest reaches of the Troodos mountains. 
 
My experiences in the landscape undoubtedly influenced my observation, 
recording and interpretation of material evidence in the field, and are a vital, if 
elusive element of my data. I have exploited their influence to make my 
presentation the landscape I perceived coherent and vivid. Whilst they could not 
give me a complete understanding of the experiences of the erstwhile occupants 
of the settlements I have studied, my own experiences do lead me toward it 
through an appreciation of the landscape and the considerations necessary for 
anyone living, working or travelling in it. 
 
Through my data I examine the location of settlements in the landscape and their 
changing distribution over time, before endeavouring to identify evidence for 
community amongst the physical remains in the landscape.
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third had probably stood on a site now occupied by a modern mandra. One of the 
springs fed a concrete cistern and a series of troughs for the goats; the other two 
were less obvious, but at least one contributed to a very muddy slope below the 
mandra. 
 
One of the mills (SE0028, Figure 6.29, Figure 6.30) stood to two stories and was 
visible from the far side of the valley; it stood on a moderate south-facing slope 
just above the Avgas. SE0028 was built from dressed, but irregular, limestone 
blocks with limestone chinking and mud bonding; a large oven stood at the east 
end of the building. The two-storey section of the mill probably constituted 
storage and possibly living quarters; the surviving floor was made from roofing 
reeds on close-spaced wooden joists. The mill was built into the slope so that the 
penstock was only about 2 m tall and most of the water’s drop would have 
happened inside the building. There were several fragments of millstone amongst 
the tumbled walls of the main building and a little indistinguishable pottery. 
 
There were several buildings on the slopes above SE0028 and the modern 
mandra. SE0050 was a rectangular structure with two rooms, each approximately 
5 x 5 m; the roof of one had collapsed and the other was collapsing. On one end 
was a small, rectangular enclosure and on the other a smaller curved enclosure, 
neither of which showed any signs of ever being roofed. There were low terraces 
behind the structure, but the slope became steep two or three metres in front of it. 
SE0051 was on the same level as SE0050, but some 150 m to the northwest at 
Pano Arodhes Kaphkalla tis Kolonis. It sat above the dry gully of the Argaki ton 
Garaoudhion, which ran down to join the Avgas. The structure was square (5 x 5 
m) and well built from rough limestone blocks; two of the double walls included 

chinking and mud bonding. It had no roof and whilst it had a south-facing door 
there were no windows in the surviving walls. An amorphous enclosure 
measuring approximately 7 x 6 m had been built on its eastern end, and what 
appeared to be a square oven stood in front of them both. 

Figure 6.29  Mill (SE0028) at Koloni from northwest. 
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Figure 6.30  Sketch plan of mill at Koloni (SE0028). 

 
Domestic trees – including olive, carob, almond and walnut – grew below the 
mill and on the slopes and terraces above it, around the other structures. Cypress 
trees, terebinth and a palm also grew nearby. 
 
The second surviving mill (SE0052) had far fewer auxiliary buildings than 
SE0028, comprising solely of the leat, penstock and a structure that contained the 
stone and the wheel. The remains of an iron-bound millstone lay amongst the 
ruins of this building. All the structures were built from rough-dressed limestone 
blocks; the leat was particularly impressive, running out from the hillside to the 

top of the penstock, which stood about 5 m high. Some 20 m upslope from the 
start of the leat was another ruined structure (4 x 5 m); it had double walls built 
with rough stone and some mud bonding. The collapsed mud roof had been 
supported on unworked timbers. 
 
There was no obvious water supply for the mills; all three springs were down hill 
of them. SE0028’s leat ran into the road and disappeared, and SE0052’s stopped 
at the slope. The cadastral plan, however, shows Argakin tou Mylou (mill stream) 
leaving the Avgas and running behind all three mills before rejoining the main 



The Peyia Survey Area 184 

 

river; presumably its course had been deliberately altered to supply water to the 
three leats, although there was no clear sign of it on the ground. 

Figure 6.31  Leat running out to penstock (left of centre) and structure (bottom left) 
of mill (SE0052) at Koloni. 

 
There was very little pottery at either of the mills or any of the nearby structures, 
and none of it was identifiable. The exception was on and at the top of a steep, 
unstable slope to the north of SE0028 where there was a plentiful assortment of 

rough and fine, storage and table wares dating from the Late Hellenistic or Early 
Roman period. There were also a few small Hellenistic to Roman sherds on the 
slope directly across the river from SE0052. 
 
The preservation of the mills would suggest that they were in use in the 19th and 
possibly the 20th century, so the structures were probably built during the 
Ottoman period, and therefore contemporary with Toxeftra chiftlik. The locality 
name just south of the river is Frangika, meaning ‘Frankish things’ and 
presumably referred to the surrounding land and resources. This corroborates the 
identification of Kato Arodhes Koloni with the vanished medieval village of 
Coloni (Grivaud 1998: 247; p.com.), further supported by the presence of Ayios 
Yeorgios church some 600m to the north (Kitchener 1882). A second church, 
Ayios Savas, was marked 1600 m northeast of Koloni, but neither building was 
identified on the ground. Ayios Yeorgios may have survived as unmarked ruins 
on some of the more recent maps, and as the locality name Ayios Galatis; Ayios 
Savas certainly persists as a locality on the cadastral plan. The Hellenistic to 
Roman pottery confirms further that the area was frequented in earlier periods, 
and the distinct detour made by the ancient road from Cape Drepanum to Pano 
Arodhes (Bekker-Nielsen 2004: 133, map 13) suggests that there was probably a 
settlement here that attracted considerable traffic. Perhaps the perennial stream 
ensured a continuing tradition of milling on the site until the early 20th century. 
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GS017 

Peyia TZ2 
443000 / 3865000 
7/v/03 
 

  
GS017 was directly to the northeast of GS016. The road that ran across GS016, 
continued across the western half of GS017. Several smaller tracks led off to 
either side, but were seldom identifiable beyond about 100 m. The underlying 
bedrock was predominantly basalt and the vegetation much coarser than in 
GS016, tending to spiny burnet and gorse, with less grass. 
 
Several watercourses crossed the square, from east to west, heading toward the 
Avgas; rushes, grass and some impressive algal blooms choked what little water 
there was in them. Just north of the middle of the square was a pond. The patch 
of rushes surrounding it was at least 20 m across, but the water was rather more 
limited. A spring, marked on the cadastral plan, had created a damp, lush area 
below the mouth of a steep-sided gully, in the northeast of the square. 
 
In stark contrast to GS016, there were few signs of human activity in the square; 
some long straggling terraces ran across the igneous slopes in the south, and there 
were some walls around a cluster of almond trees in the northwest of the square. 
One very neglected terrace in the middle of the square on its southern edge 
marked the extent of the flatter ground that might have been cultivated in the 
past. Now, the transition was clear in a change of vegetation, from spiny burnet 
below it, to gorse with a thicker undergrowth of spiny burnet on the slope above. 

GS018 

Peyia TZ2 
444000 / 3864000 
7/v/03 
 

  
The gorge of the Argaki ton Kouphon cut across the southern quarter of this 
square. Above the gorge the ground was a mixture of vineyards and rough 
ground. Toward the edge of the gorge, in the west of the square, 3-4 m deep 
terraces had been cut into the rock; they were covered in rough grass, shrubs, and 
occasional cypress and almond trees. Some 5 m in from the lip of the gorge a 
vertical shaft about 1 x 1 m had been cut into the rock. The shaft went down 
several metres, but the interior was too dark and the edge of the cliff too close to 
be too inquisitive. It looked anthropogenic, but had no obvious use. 
 
Most of the vineyards had red/brown soil and had recently been rotavated. As a 
result pottery visibility was very poor and the situation exacerbated by shadows 
cast by the low morning sun. Nevertheless, a small number of coarse, non-
descript sherds did crop up in the northeast quadrant of the square. 
 
In the west of the square it was possible to scramble down the cliff onto a sort of 
mezzanine level, where there were several stretches of rough terracing across the 
rough, rock-strewn ground. To the east, along a narrow path between the foot of 
the cliff and a sheer drop, the ground opened out again at Pano Arodhes 
Kouphaes. The slope here was steeper, and there was even more tumbled rock on 
the ground, but amongst the confusion was an enclosure formed from a rough, L-
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shaped assembly of stones and natural faults. Presumably, despite the 
inauspicious location, it was an abandoned goat or sheep pen. 
 
GS019 

Peyia TZ2 
443000 / 3864500 
8-9/v/03 
 

 SE0026 Church 
SE0038 Spitaki 

All but about 30% of this square was covered in vineyards; the remainder was 
planted with cereal crops and a few rough, untended plots. In the south of the 
square, toward the west, a large clearance cairn and rubbish heap had grown up 
over a rectangular, dry-stone base, which was possibly a disused grape-loading 
platform. The vanished medieval settlement of Ayios Yeorgios (Grivaud 1998; 
Kitchener 1882) or Thermoklini (Goodwin 1984) was in or near to this square. 
 
Just outside the square to the west, beside the road through the vineyards at Pano 
Arodhes Kambos tis Feizous, was the site of Ayios Yeorgios Church (SE0026). 
All that remained was a low, modern, dry-stone wall, its top sealed with concrete, 
that enclosed an area between 10 and 20 m wide, and 30 m long. The maps 
describe the church as ruined, but there was nothing inside the enclosure but 
fennel and rough grass. Pottery was found all across the square; it was possibly 
thicker on the ground in the southeast, but due as much, perhaps, to ground 
conditions as to the presence of the church or attendant village. Nevertheless 

there were definite medieval sherds in the mix as well as Ottoman, although the 
majority of sherds were 19th century or later. 
 
A derelict spitaki (SE0038) stood some 500 m outside the square to the east at 
Pano Arodhes Maile; the area was covered in vineyards and this structure stood 
on the edge of one of them amongst thistles, terebinth and neglected vines. It 
measured 3 x 2 x 1.75 m; the walls of dry-stone, with some chinking, 
incorporated some very large rectangular blocks – up to 0.7 m long. There was a 
small window opposite the doorway, which was still spanned by an unworked 
lintel, and a single roof timber, also unworked, remained in place. There was a 
little thin, coarse pottery around it, but nothing that retained its original surface. 
 
GS020 

Peyia TZ2 
446000 / 3862500 
9-10/v/03 
 

 SE0027 Church 

A cliff cut across the southern half of this square. At its foot the steep-sided 
gorge ran down to the upper reaches of the Xeros, which ran southwest to Coral 
Bay. Parallel to, and about 100 m north of the cliff, ran the main road from 
Kathikas to Peyia. In the west of the square, where the road and the cliff ran 
closest together, was a gully full of modern detritus. 
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North of the cliff the ground was almost entirely covered in vineyards, except in 
the northwest corner, where the ground was rougher, and another, much smaller 
cliff marked the beginnings of the Aspros gorge. In this area some stretches of 
low, rough, dry-stone field boundaries and retaining walls had been superseded 
by large, modern terracing and check dams that were planted with olive trees, but 
the majority of the square was flat. The rough patches between the vineyards 
were covered with impenetrable fennel and thistles. 
 
Where visibility in the vineyards was good there was a steady background of 
sherds; there was a considerable amount of Late Roman to Byzantine – combed, 
ribbed and cooking ware – and some medieval to modern grooved fine ware. 
 
Below the cliff, the southern third of the square fell across sheer, rocky batha, 
and was impossible to survey. Just to the south of the square some very rough 
terracing, a few domestic olives and a derelict water cistern stood near to a 
spring, which ran out of the cliff face through a rusting pipe set in concrete. The 
cistern, some distance down the watercourse from the spring, was fine built from 
dressed limestone blocks and mortar, with buttressed corners and a plaster lining. 
 
Two hundred and seventy metres to the south of the square at Kathikas Koronia 
was the church of Ayios Nikolaos (SE0027); it stood toward the end of a spur 
running south from the cliff into the Xeros gorge, and was visible from the top of 
the cliff. There were two buildings on the site; a ruined stone-built structure (3 x 
2 m) and a working building made from pressed metal sheeting (4 x 2 m), which 
was full of the paraphernalia of devotion. The spur was covered in coarse grass, 
fennel, spiny burnet, gorse and wild olive, beneath which the stone structure had 

all but disappeared. The church’s position suggests that it was to be seen or 
deliberately visited, rather than passed by and visited opportunistically, and 
despite difficult access down a very steep, rough track, it was still attended and 
candles lit. It does not appear on Kitchener (1882), the cadastral or the most 
recent topographical maps, which suggests that it was ruined enough to be 
ignored or unknown by the end of the Ottoman period and, probably not restored 
until toward the end of the 20th century. 
 
GS021 

Peyia TZ2 
446000 / 3864500 
10/v/03 
 

 SE0035 Field System 
SE0036 Field System 
SE0037 Field System 

GS021 could be seen, almost in its entirety, at one glance. The upper reaches of 
one of the main tributaries to the Argaki ton Kouphon ran across it from east to 
west and a track ran along the top of the ridges to either side of it. The north and 
south edges of the square lay just beyond each of these ridges, so the square 
offered a neat cross section of a single stretch of gully. The river was dry except 
for a few standing puddles toward the west of the square. The slopes were 
covered in long, rough grass, which had definitely not been grazed by sheep or 
goats. Flowers grew abundantly amongst the grass; asphodel almost exclusively 
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on the south facing slopes, whilst several kinds of orchid favoured north-facing 
ground. 
 
The underlying bedrock was igneous, and loose, reddish basalt made progress 
difficult as well as causing considerable background confusion amongst the thick 
grass. I found no pottery in this square. There was, nevertheless, considerable 
evidence of human activity. Just west of the middle of the square, there was a 

short length of rough retaining wall on the north bank of the river, and tracks – 
some far from distinct – led down the slopes to cross the river. 
Most notable, however, were the systems of terrace walls and field boundaries 
that covered the area; two that fell within the square were photographed (SE0035, 
SE0037), as was one on the north facing slope of the gully to the south of GS021 
(SE0036, Figure 6.32). The slopes were covered in small fields and enclosures, 
and at least two generations could be discerned from the extent to which the 
walls had slumped, collapsed or been overgrown, the older of which could 

 

Figure 6.32 Field system (SE0036) on north facing slope to south of GS021. 
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reasonably be expected to date back to at least the Ottoman period. Large fields 
of oats straddled the roads along the ridge-tops and the sides of the gully in the 
east, closer to the villages, where the slope was less severe. The old field systems 
have fallen out of use as only the more accessible fields are still cultivated by the 
larger, modern, mechanised farm equipment that is less able to deal with the 
extreme conditions and restrictions of small, terraced fields. 
 

6.1.3 Topographical Zone Three – TZ3 
 
GS015 

Peyia TZ3 
446000 / 3866500 
3-4/v/03 
 

  
The road north to Polis ran through this square, and much of the land to either 
side was cultivated; mostly planted with vines, cereals and vegetable crops in 
plots clearly marked with dry-stone walls and terracing. Between the cultivated 
plots rough, untended areas suffered from various levels of neglect and 
overgrowth from weeds, fennel and terebinth. Some of the rough plots still 
showed vestiges of cultivation and nowhere were there signs of goat activity. As 
in GS021 the fields here were flatter and closer to the villages; the goats, sheep 
and their keepers tended to occupy the more remote areas, the edges of the 
villages, and rougher parts of the territory. Nevertheless mandres were not 
unknown amongst the agricultural fields (Ionas 1988: 10), and the animals were 
often grazed on harvested fields to manure the ground. 
 
West of the road in the north of the square, the ground had been badly disturbed 
when the road was widened; it was in this area that Baird (1984) located a 
Classical cemetery. There was one small, blocked hole in a cut to the west that 
might have been a tomb entrance, but the deep terracing and thick overgrowth 
had either destroyed or concealed any clear evidence of past activity on that side 
of the road. Despite this there was a small amount of early pottery on the 
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terraces: pre-medieval amphora and some small fragments of Hellenistic to 
Roman cookware. 
 
In the east of the square there was a mixture of Roman and Ottoman pottery. The 
different levels of cultivation in the square meant that pottery levels varied 
accordingly, from absolutely nothing on newly bulldozed cuts, through 
occasional sherds, to fairly abundant in some of the vineyards. The overall 
impression was that the northeast quadrant was sterile, whilst the rest of the 
square threw up a low background of coarse sherds, and occasionally an 
identifiable fragment. 
 
GS031 

Peyia TZ3 
447000 / 3864500 
4-5/xi/03 
 

 SE0042 Field Shelter 
This square was 1 km north west of Kathikas and the road to Polis clipped the 
southwest corner. Most of the square was covered in vineyards, and had been 
since the 19th century (Kitchener 1882). Where vineyards had been abandoned 
they were overgrown with gorse, spiny burnet and fennel, and there were several 
dilapidated, modern animals pens and spitakia amongst them. Some patches of 
fennel in the northwest were impenetrable and tall enough to hide anything under 
2 m tall. 
 

In the east of the square, at Pano Arodhes Xerolimni, the ground sloped away; it 
was cut with narrow terraces retained by dry-stone walls built with large blocks 
and standing about 1.5 m high. Just below the break in slope above the terraces 
was an abandoned spitaki, measuring 2.5 x 2.5 x 1.5 m. It had a corrugated iron 
roof, dry-stone walls of unworked limestone blocks, and was full of loose rubble 
that was probably field clearance. It stood on a low spur and the ground sloped 
away gently through the vines on all sides but the south. 
 
There was a thin scattering of pottery all over the square, amongst the vines, and 
also in a long stretch of field clearance in the north of the square. Much of it was 
Ottoman to modern, but in the middle of the square to the north there were 
several fragments of Late Roman amphora and tile. 
 
GS032 

Peyia TZ3 
447000 / 3863500 
5-6/ix/03 
 

 SE0043 Mandra 
SE0044 Spitaki 

The village of Kathikas, flanked by two main roads, occupied much of the 
eastern half of this square. The visitor's centre occupied the old school and sat at 
the western end of the village square. At the far end stood the cafeneion, whilst 
on the north side of the square stood the church of Panayia, with the memorial to 
the heroes of the war of independence opposite it on the south side. The village 
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plan shows a lime kiln next to the school building and an olive mill on the south 
side of the square. 
 
Many of the traditional houses in the village have been restored to let to tourists, 
whilst on the outskirts modern blocks have been built on more marginal land 
hitherto used for other purposes. In the north of the square new construction was 
taking place amongst vineyards that had already been planted over areas where 
the cadastral plan marks threshing floors. A similar apartment block in the south 
of the square announces the land’s former use in its name, Kathikas Aloni 
(Kathikas threshing floor). The cadastral plan shows an arc of threshing floors 
around the western margin of the village, and presumably such raised, flat sites, 
with a fresh breeze from the sea, make ideal building plots now that the 
processing of grain has been mechanised. 
 
West of the village was a mixture of viticulture, horticulture and orchards 
amongst which were a derelict mandra (SE0043) and ruined spitakia (SE0044). 
The mandra stood just east of the road and had clear views down to the gorges 
that cut through the west of the survey area, and of the sea beyond; this site may 
also have been earmarked for development. The enclosure was over 30 m wide 
and a three or four room structure with attached smaller pen stretched along most 
of its eastern side. Parts of the structure had a corrugated iron roof and both it and 
the enclosure were of rough, dry-stone construction. The whole complex stood on 
a limestone bank above the road and was overgrown with figs, capers, globe 
artichokes, fat hen and rough grass. 
 

There were two structures at SE0044 standing 4.5 m apart; one measured 5 x 4 
m, the other 4 x 4 m. Both were built into the boundary wall of a vineyard and 
had rough, dry-stone walls. The more southerly of the two was better preserved; 
about 50% of its walls survived to their original height and the vestiges of a 
traditional mud roof ran along them. The door lintel was a piece of reused timber. 
There was a good deal of modern refuse in and around both structures, but even 
this phase as a rubbish tip seemed to have ended as everything was overgrown 
with brambles, capers and mosphilo. 
 
Immediately to the west of the road between Kathikas and Polis there were the 
vestiges of a field system; most of the terraces and boundary walls were 
overgrown with wild oats and cow parsley, although some patches of horticulture 
and viticulture remained. Beyond them, where the land was still considered 
viable for modern machinery, were fields of wheat and barley. 
 
There was very little pottery in the square, but what there was came from the 
vineyards in the north. Amongst the rough modern sherds were a few 
yellow/brown glazed pieces from the 19th century. 
 
GS033 

Peyia TZ3 
444500 / 3868000 
9-10/ix/03 
 

 SE0045 House 
SE0083 Structure 
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This square fell across the village of Inea. A narrow strip in the east of the square 
skirted the built up area and passed through vineyards. To the north the ground 
was again given over to vines, whilst starting down the valley in the west was a 
mix of rough ground, almonds and horticulture. 
 
There were three churches in the village; two that are marked as ruined on the 
village plan have been rebuilt. Ayia Marina, a small church, was beside the road 
very close to the village boundary with Dhrousha. Archangel Michael, also small, 
was built on a crossroads in the centre of the village opposite the supermarket 
and the cafeneion, which had an olive mill in its yard. Evangelistra was large, and 
1883 was inscribed above the door, although this was a renovation, rather than 
the founding date. Beside Evangelistra was a basket-weaving museum, in the old 
boys’ school building; the current school was 100 m further up the same road. 
 
In the strip down the east of the square were several structures and enclosures 
built with dry-stone walls, mud brick and flat, mud roofs. Most were no longer in 
use, although one or two were still used for storage, and in some cases the whole 
plot had been abandoned. The abandoned plots and new buildings had lead to 
subtle shifts in the overall morphology of the settlement. For example, older 
buildings often stood between the occupied houses and the vineyards so that the 
newer houses seem to have been built closer together, making the main area of 
habitation more compact and freeing up wider spaces for cultivation. 
 
Most, if not all, of the threshing floors that once curved around the eastern and 
northern, uphill side of the village had long since been covered by vineyards; I 
found a doukhani blade in one to the north of the village. A little removed from 

the village, 150 m northwest of Ayia Marina church, a large, ruined structure 
(SE0083) stood amongst the vineyards, close to one of the former threshing 
floors. There was one large building built with rough worked stone, stone 
chinking and mud bonding. It had two rooms (8 x 5 m and 5 x 4 m), the larger of 
which had the remains of plaster inside. The smaller room had a concrete lintel 
across the door. Where the walls stood to their full height they were 2.5 m tall. 
Opposite the main structure was a smaller, dilapidated, but nonetheless locked 
building measuring 5 x 4 m and standing only 1.5 m high. Low, dry-stone walls 
ran between the ends of the two buildings forming an enclosure into which they 
both opened. The enclosure and perhaps the smaller building suggest that 
livestock might have been kept at the site, and its location would seem to 
associate it with agriculture, but the size, particularly the height, of the main 
building seem excessive for both of these. 
 
To the southwest of the village, above sloping and broad-terraced farmland, stood 
another large structure (SE0045, Figure 6.33). A passing priest told me that it 
was a family house; dogs and donkeys would have lived in the two narrow areas, 
whilst humans occupied the room that stretched the full width of the building (5 
m). Both sections were 6 m long. This was a typical dichoro (Ionas 1988: 46-48, 
199-201) and the structure consisted of two of them – semi-detached. 
 
The dichoro to the southeast incorporated concrete lintels, whilst the one to the 
northwest had a roof timber made from a tree trunk. The walls were made from 
rough limestone blocks – some of the better worked corner pieces had chisel 
marks on them – with stone chinking and mud bonding. There were several 
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alcoves inside the full-width section, at least one of which had a shelf made from 
a piece of old doukhani, and stone-built kouzostates to store water jugs. 
 

Figure 6.33  Composite photograph of the older dichoro (SE0045) at Inea 
Khoglakera, from northeast. The concrete lintel of the second unit is 
just visible above the wall in the left of the picture. Scale is 1m. 

The concrete in the second unit indicates that it was of later construction, 
possibly a dowry house built onto the family home. One of its ‘animal sections’ 
had been subdivided after the main building phase; a butt-joined wall created an 
area that was the right size and shape for an inside toilet, although it could 
equally have been a cupboard or store. Oddly this newer unit was more 
dilapidated than the older one and was overgrown with caper, terebinth and fig. 
This could be one outcome of increasing wealth and expectations in the 20th 

century; it is possible that the dowry 
house was built with modern 
materials for a daughter who felt the 
need for modern facilities in her 
home. When the married couple 
moved away from the family home in 
pursuit of more modern 
accommodation, the older generation 
remained in their original unit and the 
dowry house began to decay. Most of 
the walls in the unit with the wooden 
joist stood to roof height. In the 
western corner was a section of 
collapsed roof that had about half a metre of space below it. The floor of the 
building must have been dug down here, which would have made the interior 
height of the building close to 3 m; unless this was a low cellar or storage space 
below a collapsing section of floor. 
 

Figure 6.34  Kouzostates (SE0045) 
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6.2 Occupation, Exploitation and Communication 
Today most of the Peyia survey area is easily accessible. It is edged on three 
sides by roads; hard-packed and unsurfaced along the coast, concrete across the 
north and the main thoroughfare to Polis through the area’s eastern edge. The 
interior of the area is well served by a network of small tracks and roads, some of 
which are regularly used and maintained. The land itself ranges from the built-up, 
occupied strip around the villages in the east, through agricultural fields to rough 
pasture, maquis and forest on the ground sloping down to the coast in the west. 
Whilst the land is no longer exploited as intensively as it was in the past, it is far 
from abandoned or ignored. 
 
This continued occupation and exploitation of the landscape that preserves access 
routes into and across the area also means that there is little structural evidence 
that dates back beyond the late Ottoman or early British period. Pottery evidence 
from all periods was present in all three topographical zones, although it was 
more readily visible in ploughed fields and between vines than on rough pasture 
or beneath pine trees. Surprisingly, pottery was present in even the thickest 
maquis, probably surviving because it remained largely undisturbed. And it was 
visible because there was little ground cover beneath the juniper bushes and no 
thick carpet of pine needles to reduce or eliminate visibility as there was in the 
forested areas. 
 
Roman Period 

The evidence for Roman settlement in the Peyia survey area was sparse. No 
structures dating to the Roman period were identified, but several caves, since 
used as goat pens, might originally have been tombs. Small amounts of pottery  

 
were found in vineyards on the ridge in the east, and in the maquis near the coast. 
The low level of pottery found in TZ2 (300-600 m) might have been due to the 
reduced ground visibility amongst rough pasture and cereal crops, but in the 
Khrysokhou drainage the majority of Roman sites was recorded below 300 m 
a.s.l. (Adovasio et al. 1975; 1978), so it is possible that TZ2 was just used less 
during this period. 
 
There were no clear concentrations of Roman pottery that suggested settlement 
sites in the Peyia survey area, but fragments were found in two areas of 
agricultural land (GS002, GS016) that were also occupied during the Ottoman to 
modern period, possibly indicating the long-term use of a favoured site. GS016 
and the surrounding area comprised agricultural land, a permanently flowing 
river, several streams and springs, and good communication routes to both the 
east and the west. The evidence tentatively suggests that the area could have been 
occupied since at least the 2nd century B.C. The evidence for Roman settlement in 
GS002 was even less certain, but a little pottery was found near the later 
structures of SE0006. Roman amphora handles were found near two of the caves 
in the area, some of which had been carved out with arched roofs; the investment 
of energy required to create burials of this kind suggests a more substantial 
degree of settlement than a single farmstead. 
 
It is unlikely that any settlement in the Peyia survey area was as large as Ayios 
Kononas some 10 km to the north (Fejfer and Mathiesen 1995) or that at Cape 
Drepanum to the south, which appears to have been the focus of Roman 
settlement in the area (Christou 1992; 1993; Hadjisavvas 1977: 227; 
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Karageorghis 1971). Ayios Kononas sat close to intensively cultivated land 
(Fejfer and Mathiesen 1995: 77). Ayios Yeorgios at Cape Drepanum, on the 
other hand, had no such convenient resource, but agricultural workers could 
easily have reached fields in the interior of the Peyia survey area from the coast 
road that was in use during the period (Bekker-Nielsen 1995: 116; 2004: 135). A 
dependence on the road system might account for the low level of settlement in 
the interior of the Peyia survey area; north/south travel will always have been 
hampered by the deep gorges that cross it. 
 
Whilst the coast road might have given access to the lower fields, the upper road 
ran through cultivable land along the ridge. Given the proximity of Cape 
Drepanum and Polis there need not have been another large town on top of the 
ridge, but it seems unlikely, given the potential for cultivation, that it would have 
been entirely devoid of settlement. The combination of transport, storage and 
cooking vessels found with pieces of tile in GS031 offers evidence of a possible 
settlement area. Roman cooking and tablewares were also found in GS015 and 
GS020 some 2 km to the north and south respectively; all three squares lie on or 
close to the course of roads used during this period (Bekker-Nielsen 2004: 122, 
map 13). 
 
The settlements at Cape Drepanum and Ayios Kononas fit into the generally 
agreed pattern of Cypriot settlement patterns and land use during the Roman 
period; larger settlements, often on or near the coast, stood at the economic and 
social, if not the physical, centre of networks of small farmsteads and estates. The 
road system and pottery evidence further suggest that the Peyia survey area was 
well exploited throughout the Roman period and supported a considerable 

population. It is impossible to state, with certainty, the nature of the occupation, 
but it seems likely that the arable land of the Peyia area was dotted with 
farmsteads that were focused on Ayios Yeorgios at Cape Drepanum. 
 
Medieval Period 

None of the structural evidence recorded in the Peyia area could be definitely 
identified as medieval in origin, but the pottery evidence suggests that the 
buildings (SE0046, SE0047) on the slopes of Lipati dated to this period. 
Medieval to modern pottery appeared in all topographical zones, but was never 
very plentiful, despite the amount of activity in the area suggested by the 
Venetian village lists (Grivaud 1998). Interestingly I did not find any pottery 
identified as medieval in those squares closest to the modern villages, which were 
founded in that period. 
 
The Venetian lists included a settlement called Lara that may have been 
abandoned after an Ottoman raid in 1570 despite the fact that the Turks were 
driven off on that occasion (Grivaud 1998: 250; Hill 1952: 894). Its exact 
location is unknown, but the assumption is that the settlement was on or near the 
Lara promontory just northwest of the Peyia survey area. No settlement is 
marked on early maps (Stylianou and Stylianou 1980), no evidence of medieval 
settlement was found there by Megaw in 1954 (Fortin 1978) and the single sherd 
of 13th century pottery retrieved from the bay came from a wreck (Giagrande 
1987; Morris and Peatfield 1987). As an alternative location, Lara Peak, some     
7 km inland, is tempting. It is closer to most of the other settlements of the period 
and a Venetian watchtower might have been built on its summit (Goodwin 1984; 
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Jeffery 1983: 411), but it seems an unlikely target for a small, coastal raiding 
party. 
 

Figure 6.35 Settlement – current and vanished. Data for vanished settlements is 
taken from Grivaud (1998), which gives location to the nearest kilometre. 

 
The villages on the ridge are considered to be Frankish in origin; both Inea and 
Arodhes are known to have been estates owned by military orders (Goodwin 
1984; Grivaud 1998: 348). In addition, both villages have names that come from 
a French root, although Inea could also be traced back to an old Greek Cypriot 

dialect word (Goodwin 1984). The prehistoric and classical evidence that has 
been found along the ridge also indicate that it was occupied long before the 
medieval villages were established (Baird 1984). 
 
In addition to the surviving villages on the ridge, three vanished settlements are 
included on the lists: Temocrini, Ayios Yeorgios and Prus (Figure 6.35). 
Temocrini appears to have been in existence under the Franks; it was first 
mentioned in 1365 (Baird 1984; Grivaud 1998), but the other two settlements did 
not appear until the 16th century lists. The little Frankish sgraffito that was 
identified at Ayios Yeorgios, however, suggests some use, if not occupation, of 
the area during the 14th or 15th century. Temocrini and Ayios Yeorgios 
disappeared from the lists around the middle of the 16th century, shortly before 
the Ottoman invasion (Grivaud 1998: 248, 251); it has been suggested that the 
Greek occupants of Ayios Yeorgios moved to the current Kato Arodhes 
(Theodosiou and Pitta 1996: 24). The third vanished settlement, Prus, could attest 
to some continuity of settlement from the medieval into the Ottoman period if, by 
a change in scale and status, it became Prou Chiftlik (Goodwin 1984; Kitchener 
1882), approximately 1 km northeast of Dhrousha. 
 
The concentration of population centres along the ridge is in keeping with 
Grivaud’s (1998: 348) assertion that settlements at the time were situated close to 
productive and accessible land; in this area that would have consisted of 
vineyards at the top of the ridge, with agricultural land, rough pasture and forest 
down the slope toward the coast. It seems likely that the medieval inhabitants 
continued to exploit much the same land as their predecessors, but approached it 
from above, rather than below, presumably building seasonal settlements to 
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facilitate exploitation of land at some remove from the villages. It would appear, 
from this pattern, that the factors that caused the population to shift away from 
the coast to the preferred medieval location of the high ground had considerably 
less effect on the exploitation of the land. 
 
Ottoman Period 

In contrast to the Roman and medieval periods, structural evidence from the 
Ottoman is widespread; the Peyia survey area, particularly below the 400 m 
contour, is dotted with abandoned structures: houses, spitakia, enclosures, 
mandres, pens and mills. Sherds of glazed Ottoman vessels were found all across 
the area on ploughed soil as well as close to structures; none however could be 
safely tied to any particular building or establishment. 
 
It is clear, despite the loss of at least three villages, the area remained occupied 
and exploited throughout the Ottoman period. Several of the structures had 
remained in use until quite recently; plastic sheeting, oil drums and chain-link 
fencing incorporated into them attested to this, and one or two still had sound, 
padlocked doors. Nevertheless, it seems likely that most, if not all, of them were 
built before the arrival of the British toward the end of the 19th century, and it 
may be that they were perpetuating, and obscuring, a pattern established during 
the medieval period. 
 
Writing in Devia Cypria, 1889, Hogarth noted that the landscape north of Cape 
Drepanum was devoid of human habitation except for occasional shepherds’ 
refuges (Fejfer and Mathiesen 1995: 73). The coast road was not in evidence at 
this time, so Hogarth would have been travelling through the landscape, rather 

than skirting along its western edge (Fejfer and Mathiesen 1995: 78), and it 
seems reasonable to assume that by following established tracks, poor though 
they might have been, he would have come across a reasonable representation of 
the occupation of the region. That he did not suggests that there was little there. 
Alternatively, seasonal structures might have been temporarily unoccupied, 
although if they had been abandoned it would suggest that the exploitation of the 
area had ceased by the end of the Ottoman period. A combination of these two 
possibilities seems more likely than the final alternative that none of the 
structures I recorded were built until very late in the 19th century. 
 
There was an overall decrease in population on the island during the Ottoman 
period, but also some redistribution; Dhrousha appears to have grown 
considerably between 1565 and 1825, but all the other villages recorded on the 
Venetian list appear to have reduced in population over the same period; three 
had disappeared completely (Grivaud 1998; Papadopoullos 1965). Dhrousha’s 
apparent growth may simply reflect the different make up of the populations of 
the different villages; in 1825 all taxpayers were counted, whereas in 1565 only 
the francomati were. 
On the other hand if the village of Prus, which had disappeared from the lists by 
1825, had transformed into Prou Chiftlik, and was included in the same 
administrative territory as Dhrousha, the numbers might make more sense. 
 
According to the census of 1881 (Grivaud 1998) most of the surviving villages 
had increased in size – although again the taxed population of 1825 is not directly 
comparable with the total population in 1881. Inea’s decrease in population is 
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dramatic, but it has nevertheless survived and today thrives with a population of 
considerably more than 15. 
 
Exploitation of the Landscape 

Since most of the surviving structural evidence is taken to be of Ottoman origin, 
this discussion of how the landscape was exploited in all periods must be firmly 
rooted in the Ottoman period. The centres of population remained broadly the 
same from the medieval period onward and it seems likely that even when the 
settlements were closer to the coast the inhabitants worked the same parts of the 
landscape on the broad, west-facing slopes down to the coast. 
 
In the Peyia survey area there was clear evidence for the cultivation, husbandry 
and processing of cereal crops, olives, vines, carobs, sheep and goats. Field 
systems abounded, and there were threshing floors and mills, field shelters, 
seasonal houses and mandres, and countless olive and carob growing across 
much of the area. Close to SE0049 was a 300 year-old olive tree; individual trees 
like this were not uncommon – olive groves were rare until the middle of the 20th 
century. Before that, the carob was a more important cash crop and was exported 
to countries as diverse as Egypt, Russia and England (Burton 1998: 214; Lang 
1998: 276; Locke 1998: 11); its trees outnumbered even the olive until the 1950s 
(Christodoulou 1959: 167). During the Ottoman period, carob warehouses like 
those built in the 18th or 19th century on the coast at Keratidhi (Morris and 
Peatfield 1987: 201), south of the survey area, are common. 
 
Vines are still grown along the top of the ridge in the east of the area and down 
its eastern slopes. There is no clear evidence of long-term vine growing, but there 

are many abandoned spitakia in the current vineyards and Kitchener (1882) 
shows vines being grown in the same area, which suggests that they were 
established by the end of the Ottoman period. The pottery evidence confirms 
activity along the ridge since the Roman period, although there is nothing to 
show that the vineyards are this old. And there is no indication as to the age or 
location of the ‘ancient’ channels used to transport grape juice or wine around 
Kathikas, which have been spoken of by its inhabitants (Theodosiou and Pitta 
1996: 19). 
 
There appear to have been two distinct approaches to agriculture in the Peyia 
survey area, which seem to have been dependent upon the topography and the 
distance of a field from the village. As the topography changed with the 
underlying geology, so did the way in which the land was cultivated, and the type 
of buildings that were constructed. Closer to the permanent settlements on the 
ridge, where the bedrock is igneous and the ground steeper, the remains of field 
systems are clearly visible on the hillsides. Lower down toward the coast, on the 
gentler sloping limestone, the division between fields was harder to see, but 
many of the lower fields were still cultivated and cereal crops were growing in 
them during my survey of the area. 
 
The two generations of terracing discernable amongst the collapsed and 
overgrown field systems associated with GS021 (Figure 6.32) suggest that at 
least two generations of land division were built before the fields were 
abandoned as their size and steepness made them untenable in an increasingly 
mechanised world. Mechanisation of farming really took hold in the middle of 
the 20th century; the number of tractors imported trebled between 1947 and 1956, 
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from 118 to 372 (Statistical Abstract 1956). It seems likely, therefore, that at least 
some of the surviving field boundaries were established during the Ottoman 
period, if not before. 
 
There were very few field shelters near to the villages; presumably they were 
unnecessary because the fields could easily be reached and cultivated within the 
working day. Where there were buildings they were small, like the line of ruined 
spitakia built close to the road between Inea and the coast, above broad, terraced 
fields on the steep ground above the Potamos tis Elin Petras. These fields, it 
seems, were far enough from the centres of settlement for spitakia to be built as 
stores or for occasional accommodation (Given 2000). 
 
Further from the villages, on the limestone bedrock, where the ground was flatter 
and the fields larger, more hands were required for longer periods to work the 
land, and clusters of large structures were constructed, those in GS001 and 
GS002 for example, or the concentration in and around GS016. It is possible that 
many of the buildings were occupied seasonally as the agricultural cycle 
demanded (Ionas 2001) since none are recorded as distinct villages or 
settlements. The preservation of many of the structures indicated that they had 
been used well into the 20th century, but pottery that could date from the 
medieval and Ottoman periods suggests that the area was used well before that. 
 
Distance from the village cannot have been the only factor affecting the chosen 
method of farming, since the larger structures appeared as soon as the bedrock 
changed from basalt to limestone; it was, perhaps, more to do with the relative 
productivity of smaller, steeper terraces compared with the larger, flatter fields. 

Larger fields would have required more workers for longer periods at distances 
from their homes that would have made commuting impractical, and 
accommodation essential. More equipment would have been required too, 
necessitating storage facilities for it as well as produce from the fields. 
The transition between the two farming zones was particularly obvious in GS003 
where a small basalt construction (SE0075) sat toward the end of a ridge in the 
east of the square and a larger structure, built mostly of limestone (SE0011), was 
situated some 200 m to the southwest where the ridge had flattened out. The 
ground was as steep in GS017 as it was closer to the villages where the slopes 
had been cultivated in the past. The square was well watered, and yet there was 
virtually no sign of habitation or agricultural activity in it. Immediately to the 
southwest, by contrast, in and around GS016, where limestone dominated, the 
rolling fields had been intensively farmed and occupied at least since the Roman 
period. 
 
No threshing floors were marked on the cadastral plan around GS016, yet one 
was definitely identified, as were possible sites for several others. Threshing 
usually took place on the edge of the village (Given 2000), but where seasonal 
settlements were established the grain was threshed locally, as at Kato 
Koutraphas Mandres (James 2001) close to the Nikitari survey area. At 
approximately 12 m diameter, the recorded floor (SE0048) was well within usual 
size range for a family threshing floor (Given 2000). It could be then that this 
area was covered in small farms, rather than included in a large estate. If the 
threshing floors had fallen out of use by the early 20th century, they might not 
have been included on the cadastral plan, but the mills nearby are, so presumably 
were still in operation. The mills must have had an extremely wide catchment 
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area; they seem to be the only mills marked on the cadastral plans of the Peyia 
survey area, they were easily accessible from all directions, and stood on one of 
the few perennial streams in the area. So, it is quite possible that whilst grain was 
still brought here to be milled, it was no longer grown, threshed or winnowed in 
the immediate vicinity, and that sufficient time had passed since the practice had 
stopped for the threshing floors to be, without doubt, beyond use. 
 
Most structures in the Peyia survey area – igneous spitakia and limestone houses 
alike – were built on less productive or transitional zones on the margins of the 
worked land. Large structures were often built into the slope to lessen their 
impact on the cultivable land. The line of spitakia west of Inea ran along the 
break in slope and several structures recorded in GS001 and GS002 were built on 
a small, rocky step in the slope between two wide flat areas that were planted 
with carob and cereal crops. Two structures (SE0017, SE0018, Figure 6.14) took 
this marginal location to an extreme and were built into the southern lip of the 
gorge of the Potamos Kalamoulli; on one side was a broad expanse of flat, 
farmed land, on the other a sheer drop of about 100 m to the river below. Their 
location within the forest boundary dates their construction to the Ottoman period 
at the latest, but they were far more dilapidated than many in the area so perhaps 
the inauspicious location led to their abandonment at an even earlier date. 
 
Whilst SE0017 and SE0018 overlooked the gorge, SE0049, built right on the 
edge of the north side of the Kalamoulli gorge overlooked the fields in which its 
occupants, presumably, worked. This and at least one other, unrecorded structure 
were larger than the examples on the south side of the gorge, much better 
preserved and clearly part of the concentration of structures in and around GS016 

where, again, building was mostly confined to slopes between the fields or on 
less obviously productive land. The importance of accessible, cultivable land, and 
the efforts to which past inhabitants went to conserve it is illustrated by the small 
pocket terraces that were built on extreme slopes between far larger, more 
accessible areas of land. In GS010 and GS013 pocket terraces, some planted with 
carob trees and other, larger examples that may have been used for vegetable or 
cereal crops, had been built on slopes that were all but cliff faces. 
 
In 1889 Hogarth noted the remains of an ancient village on Lipati’s southern 
edge (Fejfer 1995: 57) where Kitchener (1882) marked Toxeftra Chiftlik. Tracks 
are still labelled as coming from Toxeftra Chiftlik on the margin of the cadastral 
plan, although its location is not marked on the adjoining sheet. It is possible that 
the chiftlik controlled the whole area around GS016 and Lipati, which 
incorporated agricultural land, with olives and carobs as well as the cereal crops, 
the mills and probably large mandres too. Activity in the area, and a degree of 
habitation continued into the 20th century, but it would seem that the chiftlik was 
abandoned and ruined before the end of the Ottoman period. 
 
Today Lipati is covered with well-spaced carob trees, but the ground beneath 
them is all but stripped bare by the goats kept there in large modern mandres. 
There are some older stone structures and a series of long, low walls, which 
could easily be the vestigial remains of a large pastoral operation based on the 
plateau before the arrival of the British. Whether or not they were part of the 
same enterprise this would clearly illustrate the physical separation of 
pastoralism from agriculture and habitation; the mandres were raised up,  
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Figure 6.36  Looking westward toward Lipati, across GS016 and the area to the south, see also Figure 6.22 and Figure 6.26. 
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separated from the cultivated fields on a transitional zone between field and 
forest. The sheer sides of the gorges prevented anything but east/west movement. 
To the east there was a single, narrow path leading down into the world of 
agricultural production and process, but for the most part the goats would have 
been restricted to the westward route off the plateau, into the prime grazing 
ground of the forest. 
 
The situation on Lipati may be spectacular, but it is not unusual; many 
abandoned mandres stood on or close to what is now the boundary of the state 
forest. Before the formalisation of the boundary and the reforestation initiative 
implemented by the British authorities, goats grazed in the forest (Thirgood 
1987) and much of what is now rough pasture was agricultural land. Where the 
mandres were associated with agricultural structures they tended toward the 
forest side of any clusters so that there was a clear path for the goats to reach 
their pasture without passing by, or through, growing crops. After the harvest the 
sheep and goats could just as easily be driven into the fields to graze down the 
stubble and manure the fields (Christodoulou 1959: 180). 
 
On the outskirts of Kathikas village more recently abandoned mandres (e.g. 
SE0043) were still situated on the margins of the settlement, between the village 
and its fields. They were larger than many of the examples lower down in the 
survey area and perhaps represented an initial phase of consolidation of flocks 
after the forest was first put off limits for grazing. Alternatively, it could reflect 
less reliance on pastoralism in a village that was surrounded by vineyards and 
arable land with limited access to the forest. 
 

Aside from grazing the forest was used as a source for building materials and fuel 
as well as for the production of charcoal (Thirgood 1987: 195). The charcoal 
production was probably on a small scale, for although evidence of copper 
smelting during the Roman period has been found close to the Peyia area it was 
on a domestic, self-sufficiency level (Adovasio et al. 1978; Fejfer 1995) and, 
unlike the Adelphi forest in the Nikitari survey area, the Peyia forest was never 
called upon to supply fuel for large-scale copper production. 
 
Community and Communications 

Without clear material evidence it is hard to trace communities in the Peyia 
survey area with any degree of certainty. The Roman period is most clearly 
represented by the sophisticated settlement at Cape Drepanum that would have 
been home to several layers of social, as well as numerous professional 
communities. If Cape Drepanum was the focus of local settlement then it is 
probable that communities of farmers and herders working in the interior of the 
survey area were closely associated with the town even if they did not actually 
live there. There is clearer evidence of occupation and exploitation of the 
landscape for subsequent periods, but it is impossible, with the survey results 
available, to distinguish concrete differences between the medieval, Ottoman, 
and later patterns of use across the whole landscape. 
 
The nucleated villages on or close to the ridge in the east of the survey area 
became the sole, permanent area of occupation from the medieval period onward. 
Each village was the focus of its own settlement level community, within which 
there were various nested communities based upon profession, age, gender and 
social standing. There are no stark differences in the topography of the survey 
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area, unlike the valley/plain juxtaposition in the Nikitari area or the 
mainland/island split on Akrotiri. As a consequence each village would have 
exploited the landscape in broadly similar ways, which presumably resulted in an 
intricate series of relationships between communities. 
 
The structural remains show that agriculture and pastoralism were important in 
the area. Mandres along the edges of villages or cultivated land marked the 
transition between one level or profession and another. On the edge of the village 
the herding community was physically close to its village community, but when 
mandres were built further away from the settlement they stood on the boundary 
between cultivable and rough, grazing ground, at the transition between the world 
of agriculture and that of pastoralism. These mandres were often associated with 
seasonal settlements, which suggests that despite the differences in profession the 
community bond of the village drew them together. It is probable that other, 
invisible, community ties such as those of marriage, shared labour or land 
ownership also led the different professional communities being based so close 
together. 
 
The concept of ‘imagined’ communities allows for a broader community of 
farmers, for example, to be drawn from all the settlements in the area, without 
affecting their bonds with their own village community. The professional ties that 
underlie such an association would be clearly visible in the landscape spreading 
far beyond the village community’s focal area. Whilst they may be known about 
and recognised by local inhabitants, the artificial boundaries between villages are 
seldom visible on the ground, and the homogeneity of agricultural cover allows 
the community of farmers to identify their space that unifies the landscape as 

broad swathes of fields are ploughed, or as crops grow, ripen and are harvested. 
Whilst agriculture may have unified communities in such broad and visible ways, 
it seems that the mills might have formed a point of unity in a far more focused 
way. It appears that the mills at Koloni (GS016) were the only ones in the area. If 
this is the case, the milling community would have been very small, but the 
community brought together by their use of the facility would have been drawn 
from all parts of the population of all the villages along the ridge. 
 
A clear hierarchy was present in the survey area during the medieval period, 
when the social levels of estate holders, francomati and serfs formed three 
distinct communities, the members of which were all also in some way part of, 
for example, the farming community. These communities would, with due 
adaptation, have survived into the Ottoman period when the hierarchy of the 
chiftlik would have been reflected in the social communities of the owners and 
the workers. In this period another community would have re-established itself 
with the reintroduction of agricultural smallholdings to the landscape 
(Christodoulou 1959; Gazioglu 1990). 
 
Much of the interior of the Peyia survey area, comprising most of TZ1 and TZ2, 
is inaccessible to most modern vehicles; the extensive network of paths, tracks 
and roads leading through and across the area are on the whole in poor condition, 
despite their classifications on the current 1:50,000 topographical map. Many of 
these small roads are marked on Kitchener’s (1882) map, especially on the slopes 
immediately to the west of the ridge, where today there are more, better 
maintained roads than elsewhere. Their appearance on Kitchener’s map indicates 
a well-established system by the end of the 19th century. The flow of these 



The Peyia Survey Area 204 

 

interior tracks was, perforce, east/west, as north/south travel was severely limited 
by the deep gorges that form the most spectacular part of the drainage down from 
the ridge. This is something that did not change between the Roman and Ottoman 
periods. The cadastral plan shows few tracks that actually cross the gorges 
anywhere but at the shore or toward their source; notably, however, there are 
crossings immediately to the west and to the east of Lipati. The former is the 
ancient route that runs from Cape Drepanum to Pano Arodhes (Bekker-Nielsen 
2004: 133, map 13) and the latter heads northeast across the area of activity in the 
vicinity of GS016. 
 
The main north/south routes skirt the survey area, one each along the coast and 
the ridge; interestingly they still follow much the same route as those laid down, 
or at least formalised, during the Roman period (Bekker-Nielsen 2004). It has 
been suggested that local north/south trips by boat rather than by road would 
have been likely (Morris and Peatfield 1987: 203), but given the uncertainty of 
the settlement at Lara and the decline of that at Cape Drepanum, it seems more 
likely that such trips simply would not have happened after the Roman period. 
The move of settlement inland was almost certainly the reason that the road 
northward from Cape Drepanum had been abandoned by the Ottoman period 
(Fejfer 1995). 
 
The continued exploitation of the Akamas peninsula (Gibson 2005) and the 
presence of the villages along the ridge ensured the survival of the upper road 
after the Roman period. It not only provided communication routes for 
landowners and producers, to transport their surpluses to markets and fairs, but 
also gave them access to the network of roads that led throughout the island. 

Additionally the roads facilitated the collection of taxes and tithes, and their 
transport to central storage when they were paid in kind. Here the network within 
the survey area would also have come into play as crops were taxed at the 
threshing floor under the Ottomans (Given 2000), which, given the number of 
small clusters of agricultural dwellings and seasonal settlements must have been 
numerous, and would have been approached down the drainage from the road 
along the ridge. 
 
The Changing Landscape 

Occupation and exploitation of the landscape are closely interrelated and a 
change in one will doubtless affect the other. The most obvious signs of change 
in the Peyia survey area belong to the period of British rule when the authorities 
limited access to the forests, and developing technology changed the face of 
agriculture. With these changes the role of particular areas of landscape in the 
local economy shifted dramatically. The forest was largely removed from the 
equation; grazing was all but forbidden and other exploitation of it severely 
limited (Thirgood 1987). Tractors, mechanised harvesting and threshing 
machines were faster and more effective than traditional methods, but it was 
either impractical or unprofitable to use them on small, scattered fields. This led 
to the virtual desertion of many of the seasonal settlements in the lower parts of 
the survey area and the encroachment of grazing goats, evicted from the forest, 
onto the now abandoned arable fields. 
 
Whilst the changeover was not as simple or as immediate as this brief summary 
seems to imply, one example of the end result of this pattern is evident on Lipati 
and in the land around GS016. Any goats kept on the plateau in the Ottoman 
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period or before would have been largely excluded from the farmland to the east, 
and they would have been taken westward into the forest to graze. Today the 
large flocks of goats are excluded from the forest by law and are taken eastward 
across the erstwhile farmland and abandoned structures to graze on the coarse 
grass and shrubs that grow there now. Taking this shift to an extreme it seems 
likely that the working mandra close by the two mills northeast of Lipati sits on 
top of a third mill, which is marked on the cadastral but not evident on the 
ground. 
 
The huge changes of the last 100 years or so mask much of what has gone before, 
but it does seem that the economy of the Peyia survey area remained fairly 
constant between the Roman and Ottoman periods as farmers and herders, from 
the permanent settlements, maintained a constant, small scale, and possibly 
seasonal presence in the interior. The favoured settlement form changed from 
small farmsteads and large estates under the Romans, to feudal estates with a 
servile work force in the medieval period, but agricultural smallholdings were 
again established amongst the chiftliks under the Ottomans (Christodoulou 1959; 
Gazioglu 1990), and overall the agricultural and pastoral exploitation of the 
landscape remained constant. 
 
Change is more evident in the centres of population; these were mostly on the 
periphery of the Peyia survey area, and, during the Roman period, outside it at 
Cape Drepanum (Hadjisavvas 1977). There has been little change in the pattern 
of settlement since the medieval period when villages and estates were 
established on the ridge in the east of the survey area. Whilst the settlement at 
Cape Drepanum may have remained occupied until the late 16th century (Grivaud 

1998), there was a clear shift to the higher ground for which the archaeological 
evidence recorded offers no clear explanation. Frequent Arab raids between the 
7th and 10th centuries (Hill 1940) are widely accepted to be the main reason for 
the Cypriot population’s move away from the coast during the Byzantine period 
(Drury 1972: 166), but an increase in the number of permanent settlements by the 
medieval period suggests that other factors, not least a growing population, must 
have played a part as well. 
 
Water supplies are notoriously fickle, but it is reasonable to assume that the 
higher ground was always well served by permanent springs for the whole year. 
As it is evident, on a local scale, that structures were built at the edges of 
cultivated fields, it is equally possible that villages were established on less 
productive land. To have built settlements close to the coast would have been to 
take easily cultivatable land out of commission; far better to establish permanent 
settlement on the higher, steeper ground, and to occupy the agricultural zones on 
a seasonal basis, having only the minimal impact upon agricultural production. 
With Polis and Pafos both within easy reach from the ridge, there was perhaps no 
need for a further port at Cape Drepanum, which would account for its decline 
and the abandonment of the coast road (Fejfer and Mathiesen 1995: 73, 78). 
 
It is quite possible that the landscape has changed little since it was occupied and 
worked, but today it has an air of abandonment and inaccessibility. The forest is 
thicker now that grazing is restricted and trees are no longer prey to those in 
search of timber, fuel or resin. When it was a resource to be exploited it would 
have been a permeable, frequented, if unoccupied area; now its density is 
isolating and the trees formed an impenetrable belt across the survey area, 
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passable by just a few rough roads. When the forest was thinner, the field 
boundaries maintained, the buildings stood to their full height and, most 
importantly, when there were people living and working in them all, the whole 
area would have appeared far more of a coherent unit and the idea of 
communities existing, interacting and overlapping in the landscape would be far 
more tenable. 
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7 Changing Settlement and Shifting Community in the 
Cypriot Landscape 

 
It is clear, and not in the least surprising, from the preceding chapters that 
settlement and its distribution was very different at the end of the 19th century 
from what it had been under the Romans. Yet the islanders’ dependence on the 
land, and the need for a majority of the population to be located within, or close 
to, cultivated areas or exploitable raw materials mean that similarities can be 
traced through all periods. Despite the havoc wrought by natural disasters such as 
earthquake, plague and famine (Grivaud 1998: 431-440), and the hostile 
attentions of coastal raiders and conquering powers (Kyrris 1996), settlement 
habits remained largely stable, with the one notable change between the Roman 
and medieval periods. Of course, nothing is completely static and changes occur 
even within a stable system, from small, day to day shifts that pass unnoticed, to 
the large-scale events that herald the end, or beginning, of a period of quiescence 
(Chapter 2; Roberts 1996: 120). 
 
Archaeological survey is best suited to registering large changes in settlement 
patterns across the landscape, rather than the constant shifting and alteration of 
individual settlements within an outwardly stable system. The changes apparent 
in Cyprus are two-fold: there appears to have been a considerable shift, almost a 
step change, in the focus of settlement location between the Roman and medieval 
periods, which was partially overlapped by a general move toward greater 
nucleation from the Late Roman period onward. In this chapter, using examples 
from across the island as well as from my own survey areas, I consider these 
changes in three broad sections. Firstly I trace changes in settlement pattern and  

 
 
 
form from the Late Roman to the Ottoman period, considering their possible 
origins in rules of land tenure, taxation and a fluctuating population. I also 
consider the effect of the material changes in settlement on the presence, form 
and manifestations of community in the landscape. Next I approach the 
relationships between land use and settlement; how prevailing habits of 
exploitation affected boundaries, distribution, and the formation of associated 
communities. Finally I address the step change in settlement focus that took place 
between the Roman and medieval periods, assessing factors that may have 
caused it, in addition to the oft-cited Arab raids, and briefly comparing it with a 
later desertion of low ground in the face of the Ottoman invasion. 
 
Changing distributions of settlement in the landscape 

Settlement patterns in Cyprus have always been largely dispersed. From the 
farmsteads of the Roman period to the medieval villages, centres of habitation 
were located within the landscapes that they exploited, necessitating a substantial 
separation of each settlement from its neighbours. The form of individual 
settlements has, over time, tended toward nucleation thus making the broader 
pattern still more dispersed as isolated farmsteads were abandoned, and villages 
established at wider intervals. 
 
The nature of the sources makes population a difficult criterion by which to judge 
settlement habits. There are village lists, counts, estimates and travellers’ 
accounts, but many of them ignore large sections of the population, such as 
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women, children and the elderly, simply recording men of working age 
(Christodoulou 1959: 51; Grivaud 1998: 70, 77; Hill 1948: 787, 875; 1952: 31; 
Papadopoullos 1965: 37-77). Early figures are so approximate as to be of little 
practical use, but it is possible that the population reached 250,000 during the 
Roman period, and had risen to 400,000 by the 14th century (Christodoulou 
1959). The population had dropped significantly by the end of the 15th but 
estimates show an overall upward trend during the 16th century to about 200,000 
(Hill 1948: 787-788). This rise was halted by the Ottoman invasion, when 
numbers initially dropped sharply, and then continued to fall until the middle of 
the 18th century, from which time they began to recover. The first statistically 
based census, taken by the British in 1881, registered a net drop in population 
under Ottoman rule (Christodoulou 1959: 51; Hill 1952: 34; Papadopoullos 1965: 
36, 78, flyleaf), but it was not as catastrophic as the accounts of some western 
European travellers seem to suggest. Many travellers were concerned to 
emphasise the failure of Turkish rule in Cyprus and, despite the 18th century 
upturn, sought to incorporate depopulation into their litany of evidence against 
the regime. The Reverend Clarke’s (1998: 124) summary perhaps sums up the 
prevalent opinion of the period most succinctly: ‘Agriculture neglected – 
inhabitants oppressed – population destroyed – pestiferous air – contagion – 
poverty – indolence – desolation.’ 
 
Land ownership and exploitation of resources varied across the Roman Empire 
throughout its period of dominance, but the pattern of dispersed estates and small 
farms paying tax to central government through provincial authorities based in 
nucleated towns and cities, which was prevalent in Cyprus, was a common one 
(Alcock 1993: 220-224; Michaelides 1996; Mitford 1980; Swiny and Mavromatis 

2000: 447; Whittow 1990: 28). Whilst the dispersed pattern persisted there was a 
gradual shift toward nucleated forms of settlement from the Late Roman period, 
as villages replaced scattered farms and working units. At this juncture it is worth 
reiterating the distinction between form, which pertains to the nature of a single 
settlement, and pattern, which addresses the distribution of a number of 
settlements across a landscape (Chapter 2; Knapp 1997: 24; Roberts 1996: 24) 
 
In the 5th century A.D. the tax burden shifted from individual farmers to groups 
of farming settlements, and in the 7th century to the village when assessment was 
expanded to incorporate all production, and included press-houses, orchards and 
barns in addition to agricultural units (Swiny and Mavromatis 2000: 442). Land-
holdings and estates became larger, and small farmers lost their independence, as 
the state, the nobility and the church increased their holdings through the Late 
Roman and Byzantine periods. The shift from small landowners to large-scale 
estates paved the way for the feudal system introduced by the Lusignans in the 
12th century (Christodoulou 1959: 70; Karouzis 1977: 22). 
 
The medieval period was characterised by a dispersed pattern of nucleated 
villages belonging to feudal estates. The initial distribution of land in the 
medieval period was largely concerned with establishing control over the 
indigenous population. The major landowners were still the crown, church and 
aristocracy, and their hereditary estates were worked by serfs and freemen who 
were tied to their village (Christodoulou 1959: 71; Karageorghis and Michaelides 
1996; Karouzis 1977: 28). The system was conducive to nucleation, and the 
increasing population naturally led to a growth in the number of villages, which 
facilitated the convenient collection and control of taxes and tithes and indeed, of 
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the workforce themselves. Within this social hierarchy the village was a prime 
identifier and defining bond for more than one community that clearly spread 
beyond the physical extent of the centre of habitation. Within the extended 
household of the estate community there were, broadly speaking, three socially 
derived communities: those of landowner, freedman and serf. 
 
Even this coarse level of community division is hardly visible in my survey data; 
in the villages that persist post-medieval construction has largely obscured any 
material from which the presence of community might be inferred. Presumably 
the size and standard of dwelling would have given clues to the social community 
to which its occupant belonged. At Kolossi, just outside the Akrotiri area, there 
was at least structural evidence for the ruling class in the shape of the 15th century 
castle, but no such centre was identified for any of the other estates. This 
reduction to three levels of community evident in the historical records is over-
simplistic and the inclusion of each individual in or their association with other 
communities, based on profession or gender for example, would have made the 
interrelation between nested and overlapping communities far more complex than 
it appears here.  
 
Many medieval villages have disappeared, but comparative maps (Grivaud 1998) 
show that the distribution of villages today represents a substantial remnant of the 
settlement pattern in medieval Cyprus. In addition to the documented vanished 
villages (Grivaud 1998) there is a handful, including Lakxia tou Agrioklimatou 
(SE0070), Vouni (TP031) and Mutallia (TP125) in the Nikitari survey area, 
which have been located in the field but do not appear on the medieval lists. 
These were found in the mountains, which suggests that their survival is due to  

 

Figure 7.1  Settlement in and around the Nikitari survey area. 
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the lower levels of continuing exploitation away from the plains, and may 
indicate that other, similar settlements existed in regions, such as the other two 
survey areas, where continued cultivation has erased all trace of them. This 
presents the possibility of a far denser distribution of settlement across the island 
than the medieval lists suggest. Substantial though they may be, these remains 
may have been unlisted because they were seasonal settlements and registered as 
part of a permanent village. The pottery evidence from all three indicates that 
they were occupied during, and possibly after, the medieval period, and the 
structural remains at Vouni and Mutallia suggests permanence. Both villages had 
churches; Vouni was located on the margin between the forest and the plain, 
which would have provided year-round resources between them, and Mutallia sat 
at a node in the local communication network, near a point where several tracks 
came together to cross the Potamos Rotson. The situation was less clear at Lakxia 
tou Agrioklimatou, but it was comparable in size to the other two settlements, 
and in location to Aspri (TP066), which was included on the village lists. 
 
Two possible explanations for the absence of these villages from the lists present 
themselves, but the confirmation of either is, unfortunately, beyond the scope of 
this project. Firstly, the lists record the number of francomati resident in each 
village; if no francomati lived there – if, for example, the entire population 
consisted of serfs – then the village might not have been included on the lists. 
Secondly, there could be some, unspecified, reason for not including a village on 
the lists. It is unlikely that these settlements were unknown to the estate holder, 
but could an individual landowner perhaps have omitted certain villages from the 
lists to hide the full extent of his income from the state, as a form of tax 

avoidance? It is possible that there was a tradition of ‘unwritten’ villages (Given 
2004: 120-126) during the medieval as well as the Ottoman period. 
 
Many of the surviving villages are known to have been situated at the centre of a 
medieval estate. The higher status of such a village might have been sufficient to 
ensure its survival, but it might also be that the estate would have been founded 
at a location favourable to longevity. Episkopi, Kolossi and several of the 
villages along the ridge in the west of the Peyia area were medieval estates 
(Goodwin 1984) and all stood along two major communication routes that date 
back to at least the Roman period. This preference is not unique to the medieval 
period; Kourion and the settlement at Cape Drepanum were both on the Roman 
coastal road (Bekker-Nielsen 2004: 133-136, 196-197, map 13, 25), and many of 
the villages that survived into the Ottoman period were those of medieval 
foundation that had stood along major communication routes. 
 
There is a possibility that the roads, as well as providing a link between the 
communities that were spaced along it, were also the focus of yet another layer of 
community. Those passing along a particular route, especially those who did so 
regularly, and no matter what their profession or social rank, would have had an 
identifying link with each other. Their movement through and experience of the 
landscape bound them together in a truly imagined community. Whereas the 
community of a village could conceivably be expected to assemble in its entirety, 
the likelihood of a similar gathering of the users of a particular route is most 
unlikely, but they nevertheless constitute a large community. This is a prime 
example of the reciprocal relationship between the population and the landscape. 
The landscape was changed when the route was established, but the longer it 
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exists the more the route becomes part of the landscape and the larger its 
associated community becomes.  
 
Such auspicious locations afforded fief holders the opportunity to display their 
wealth, status and power to all who passed along the route as well as to the more 
immediate village. It also meant that those members of the community who 
needed it had easy access to the main road network that spread across the island. 
Whatever fringe benefits were to be had from being located along arterial routes, 
however, all the estates derived the majority of their income from the land around 
them; by building nucleated settlements on, or close to, the road a minimum of 
productive land would have been taken out of service, thus increasing the 
potential agricultural yield. 
 
Opinions differ on the effectiveness, fairness and clarity of land tenure under 
Ottoman rule, but there was a general shift away from servitude to ownership for 
the peasant classes. Despite the granting of hereditary rights to tenant farmers, 
the medieval system of land ownership effectively carried on well into the 
Ottoman period; much of the land was state owned, but often medieval fief 
holders were simply replaced by sipahis (cavalry officers), vaqfs (religious 
bodies) or the Orthodox Church. Real reforms, and a new code enshrining land 
use and ownership categories, were not introduced until the middle of the 19th 
century, some 300 years after the Turks’ arrival and 25 before their departure 
(Christodoulou 1959: 72; Gazioglu 1990: 119; Hill 1952: 21; Karouzis 1977: 29; 
Sant Cassia 1986). 
 

Given the similarities in land tenure between the Ottoman and medieval periods, 
it was the falling population that had the greatest impact upon settlement patterns 
from the 16th century onward. Nucleated settlements were, by this time, the norm 
and the drop in population led to the abandonment of villages rather than the 
dispersal of the remaining population to exploit the maximum area. As discussed 
in Chapter 4, the ties of community and the interdependence fostered by the 
nucleated settlement appear to have proved stronger than the possibility of 
increased exploitable resources. It seems likely that the less favourably located 
villages were the ones to disappear, those in less hospitable surroundings for 
example or further away from the road system. Diminishing competition for 
resources made it unnecessary to exploit the more extreme locations, and 
therefore unnecessary to live there. In the Peyia area Koloni (GS016) and Ayios 
Yeorgios (SE0026) both disappeared from the village lists after the middle of the 
16th century (Grivaud 1998: 247-248), and both, whilst amongst cultivable land, 
were located away from the ridge road. In the Nikitari area most settlement in the 
valley south of Nikitari village appears to have been abandoned at this time; the 
falling population would have made it unnecessary to venture so far into the 
mountains for the same resources, and the nucleated settlement at Nikitari gave 
easy access to both plain and mountain. 
 
The power and influence of the villages on which medieval estates were centred 
perhaps explains why some them still survive today. Some of those that have 
disappeared may well have provided the basis for seasonal settlement or working 
units under the Ottomans. Koloni (GS016) and Ayios Yeorgios (GS019), located 
on agricultural ground, were perhaps finally abandoned in favour of the larger 
villages on the ridge thus freeing up more cultivable land as well as putting the 
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centre of habitation on the main communication route. The remains of field 
boundaries, structures and mills in the locality of Koloni indicate that it was 
occupied and worked into the 19th century, if not the beginning of the 20th, 
suggesting that its status had changed from permanent to seasonal village, which 
might explain its omission from the Ottoman register of 1825 (Grivaud 1998: 
471). A similar situation may have existed at Kato Koutraphas Mandres (TS07), 
close to the Nikitari area, which was a substantial seasonal settlement up to the 
middle of the 20th century (Given 2000: 218; Ionas 1988: 20; James 2001). 
According to Michalis Christodoulou Pantziaris, a resident of Tembria village 
whose father owned land at Mandres, however, it was accorded official village 
status for a brief period during the 1930s and 1940s. 
 
It is possible that new ownership and the falling population during the Ottoman 
period resulted in some medieval villages providing the basis for chiftliks. This 
seems to have been the case at Phasouri, and it is likely that Prus village in the 
Peyia area (Grivaud 1998: 226, 248; Kitchener 1882), under new ownership and 
with a population too small to be registered on the village lists, survived as Prou 
chiftlik (Goodwin 1984; Kitchener 1882). The census of 1881 recorded only 42 
occupied chiftliks in the whole of Cyprus (Grivaud 1998: 478), but others, 
including Prou and Toxeftra, close to Koloni, are marked on Kitchener’s (1882) 
map. This would suggest either that the first British census was not as thorough 
as is claimed, or that some of the chiftliks recorded by Kitchener were already 
close to desertion, continued only as seasonal establishments, or were recently 
abandoned, surviving only in the memory of the local populace. 

Figure 7.2  Settlement in and around the Peyia survey area. Data for vanished 
settlements is taken from Grivaud (1998), which gives location to the 
nearest kilometre. 

As the Ottoman period progressed, the new rules of land tenure (Christodoulou 
1959: 72) and the increasing size of the population after the middle of the 18th 
century (Papadopoullos 1965: flyleaf) brought a degree of stability to the 
settlement pattern in Cyprus. Whilst some chiftliks and even some villages still 
failed, the number of settlements that vanished in the 19th century was only a 
fraction of the number that disappeared in the preceding 200 years. By the end of 
the Ottoman period the dispersed pattern of nucleated villages that survived and, 
largely, flourished well into the 20th century was established, and small, working 
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settlements reminiscent of the kind of farmstead common in the early centuries 
A.D. had all but disappeared. 
 
Relationships between settlement and land use 

Cyprus has always had a largely agricultural economy and the link between the 
exploitation of the land and settlement is undeniable. Roman cities were net 
consumers, taxing and redistributing, amongst other things, the produce of the 
dispersed farmsteads. In the medieval period the village became the redistribution 
centre and focus of the farming community, and whilst the village remained the 
centre of focus in the Ottoman period, taxes were once more collected by a 
central authority. 
 
The vision of Roman Cyprus consisting of urban centres amidst an agricultural 
landscape is incomplete. Whilst agriculture was undeniably important to the 
population, towns were not the only non-producing consumers in the system. 
Large population centres were clearly identified in the Akrotiri and Peyia areas 
but there was nothing similar in the Nikitari area despite the presence of several 
Roman farmsteads (Given 2003a; 2003b). These farmsteads were to the 
northwest of the area and probably formed the basis of a farming community that 
supported the copper mining and smelting operation at Skouriotissa (Bruce 1937; 
Kassianidou 2000). Neither a town nor city, the mines nonetheless had a large 
working population that required feeding. The farmsteads identified by TAESP 
on the edge of the Mesaoria were almost certainly placed strategically around the 
mine; they were close enough to minimise the effort of transporting produce to 
the point of consumption and far enough away to be sited at the centre of the land 
that they worked. The separation from the mine may also have been an attempt to 

reduce the ill effects of the industrial process upon their crops; there is evidence 
that similar precautions were taken in the siting of houses near metal workings in 
the Lagoudhera valley to the east of the Nikitari survey area (Graham et al. 
2001). 
 
The farmsteads around Skouriotissa were only part of a network of farming 
communities all around the margins of the Mesaoria ideally situated to support 
the Roman copper mining communities along the northern foothills of the 
Troodos. The network continued to the east where farmsteads traded their 
agricultural surplus with Tamassos, which derived most of its wealth from copper 
production (Given and Knapp 2003: 282). The agricultural settlements tended to 
be sited in the foothills, overlooking the plain (Given and Knapp 2003: 307), 
through which ran the road connecting Tamassos to Soloi (Mitford 1980: 1331-
1337), the most probable point for goods from this part of Cyprus to leave the 
island. Much of the land around Skouriotissa lies in the Buffer Zone, but some 
archaeological survey has, nevertheless, been possible and it seems reasonable to 
assume that the network of farming settlements continued to the north to support 
and supply Mavrovouni mine and Soloi, interacting with them in much the same 
way that those communities to the east interacted with Tamassos. 
 
Whilst not on the same scale as the cities, towns like Katalimata and Katalimata 
ton Plakoton on Akrotiri, and Ayios Yeorgios at Cape Drepanum would also 
have been net consumers. It seems likely that their inhabitants were employed in 
the operation and servicing of the nearby ports and harbours and these non-
producing workers would have necessitated a supporting farming community. No 
concrete signs of farmsteads survive in the landscape around Cape Drepanum, 
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perhaps suggesting that farmers lived in the large settlement (Bekker-Nielsen 
1995: 116) and used the coast road to gain access to agricultural land to the north 
of the town. A similar situation appears to have prevailed at Kourion, where no 
farmsteads have been found in the immediate vicinity of the city, but at least ten 
Late Roman or Early Byzantine examples have been recorded between 4 and      
8 km from the city (Swiny and Mavromatis 2000: 449), beyond daily commuting 
distance. In the south of the Akrotiri area the limited cultivable land and the 
density of settlement suggests a different arrangement. Whilst some of the 
smaller sites (Last 1954) could have been farmsteads or farming villages it is 
more likely that they were mixed communities with a proportion of the 
population employed on the land, travelling the short distance to the fields each 
day, whilst the remainder worked in the harbours. 
 
There seems to be some correlation between the separation of farmsteads from 
Roman cities and the distance that many seasonal settlements and spitakia occur 
from medieval and Ottoman villages. The nucleation of the population into fewer 
centres in the Ottoman period may have facilitated the collection of taxes by the 
central authorities, but it also increased the necessity for field houses and 
seasonal settlements. More settlements spread more densely across the landscape 
would have enabled more workers to tend the land whilst based in their village. 
The decrease in the number of villages makes it inevitable that some cultivated 
land was further from the centres of habitation than before. Spitakia and seasonal 
villages were a practical response to this; in the Peyia area field shelters were 
noticeably thinner on the ground within 2 km of the villages. Similarly, field 
structures were rare in the Nikitari area where none of the current agricultural 
land within the village boundary was further than 2 km from Nikitari village. 

Other village territories close to Nikitari, and also those in the Akrotiri area, were 
small enough for any cultivated land to be within a similar distance of the village 
centres. Modern administrative boundaries, formalised by the British, were based 
upon existing landholdings and village limits. This may explain why there is very 
little structural evidence from the Ottoman period in fields close to the main 
centres of habitation, although intensive, modern cultivation of the land will also 
have had a detrimental impact upon the survival of such evidence. It is worth 
noting that Kato Koutraphas, to the northwest of the Nikitari area, covers a 
greater area than some of its neighbours, but it does have the seasonal settlement 
of Mandres (TS07) within its territory. The people that worked at Mandres came 
from mountain villages rather than Kato Koutraphas but, wherever they came 
from, the positioning of the two settlements means that nowhere in the territory is 
more than 3 km from a centre of habitation. It seems likely that 2-3 km was 
considered a reasonable distance to travel to the fields on a daily basis. 
 
Check dams and terracing indicate a certain amount of cultivation along the 
Rotson valley, but it was probably no more than subsistence level production. 
Whilst the small structures appear to be Roman in origin the terrace walls are not 
so easy to date, and may belong to the phases of reuse during the medieval and 
Ottoman periods. It is possible that these were shepherds’ dwellings. The forested 
foothills and mountains were prime grazing territory, and flocks were still taken 
there into the 20th century (Thirgood 1987). The absence of specialised items, 
such as milking vessels, amongst the small amount of pottery recovered refutes 
this however, suggesting that pastoralism was not the prime occupation of the 
inhabitants in any period. Smelting at the Roman copper mines would have 
required large quantities of charcoal for fuel and one possibility is that the 



 

Changing Settlement and Shifting Community in the Cypriot Landscape 215 

mountain settlements were primarily concerned with its production, as well as the 
extraction of resin and timber. These last two would have become more 
important in later periods as the demand for charcoal fell with the closure of the 
mines. 
 
The structures in the Rotson valley were unlike any mandres recorded in the 
Peyia survey area, which were assumed to be from the Ottoman period, where 
there was little variation in the overall design of one or two shelters and an 
attached enclosure (e.g. SE0014, fig. 6.12; Ellis Burnet 2004: fig. 103). It seems 
unlikely that sheep and goats were not grazed in the Rotson valley, however, and 
the second phase of building at Trimitheri (TP220) (Given 2003b: 10) appears to 
have been a double pen suitable for housing them. The difference in form may be 
because the Nikitari examples were originally of Roman construction, whilst the 
Peyia mandres were much more recent. Alternatively there might have been 
different approaches to herding between the two areas; perhaps the animals were 
never penned in the mountains, for example, although ruined mandres are 
common in the Makheras forest, and they tend follow a pattern similar to that 
observed in the Peyia area (Ellis Burnet 2004: 106-110). Kykko Monastery is 
known to have owned huge flocks in the 19th century (Thirgood 1987: 109), but it 
might be that the structures in the Rotson valley indicate that in earlier periods 
the mountain flocks were smaller and did not require anything on the scale of the 
mandres found on the west coast. 
 
Assuming, from the many locality names, that at least some of the structures in 
the Rotson valley were mandres, their location is in keeping with a general 
pattern that saw livestock and their quarters kept separate from living areas and 

cultivated land. In the Peyia area mandres that are still in operation are located 
several kilometres outside the villages, although the separation was by no means 
always this extreme; there were abandoned mandres on the margins of the built 
up area of Kathikas (GS032). There is even a modern mandra that faces onto the 
main road through the modern village of Katydhata in the Solea valley, although 
the village is narrow enough for the goats to be taken to and from their pens 
through the back of the mandra without passing through the village. The 
separation at Kato Koutraphas Mandres (TS07) was distinct, but did not 
approach the extremes of the Rotson valley. Despite its name, Mandres was 
essentially an agricultural village and the shepherds’ houses stood between it and 
the mountains, on the margin between the cultivated and the rougher land. Some 
300 m of productive fields, and the transitional belt of threshing floors lay 
between the shepherds and the village centre, so that their difference was 
emphasised not only by separation, but also by the use to which the intervening 
space was put. 
 
The exploitation of resources not only gives rise to the settlements of those that 
exploited it, but the professional communities which united them are also visible 
in the impact that they had upon the landscape. The impact is often considerable, 
although evidence of some activities survives better in the archaeological record 
than that of others. Slag heaps for example survive very well, as do the divisions 
of field boundaries and terracing. Rather less obvious to us now, due to the 
regenerative nature of the resource, are the results of grazing or forestry. When 
settlements are established for a specific purpose, such as the Roman farmsteads 
or those at the copper mines, the interaction between communities becomes more 
explicit. It is clear, for example, that a mining community would require charcoal 
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and food, but would be unable to produce them itself, and so needed to establish 
relations with communities that could. Specialist settlements such as mandres or 
farmsteads make profession-based communities even easier to see, but the 
gradual nucleation of settlement forms meant the integration of multiple 
specialised communities into a single living area with the result that some 
professions may be less obvious than others. That said, the co-existence of the 
more commonly encountered professions of farming and herding are clearly 
evident in the relative arrangements of dwelling structures, mandres and facilities 
such as threshing floors around settlements and in the landscape at large. 
 
Coastal abandonment/Upland refuge 

Between the Roman and medieval periods there was a marked shift in the 
settlement pattern as coastal sites were abandoned and inland villages 
established. The south of Akrotiri was clearly a busy area during the Hellenistic 
and Roman periods, and yet the only medieval occupation was at the monastery 
of Ayios Nikolaos and in Akrotiri village, both close to the salt lake and some 
1500 m north of the majority of the identified Roman settlements (Last 1954). 
Similarly the settlement at Cape Drepanum was probably abandoned by the 
medieval period, and villages established along the ridge to the east. The Arab 
raids of the 7th century are the most frequently cited cause for this fundamental 
shift in settlement pattern that changed the face of Cyprus (Dikigoropoulos 1958; 
Kyrris 1996: 178-202), but there were other factors at work, which sometimes get 
less attention than they deserve. Settlements were undoubtedly destroyed during 
the Arab raids. Kalavasos Kopetra, for example, was severely damaged around 
650 A.D. and abandoned soon afterwards (Rautman 2003: 10). It has been 
suggested, nevertheless, that the attacks did not entirely disrupt the normal round 

of life (Cameron 1996: 32) and impressions of waves of Cypriots fleeing from 
burning villages may not be truly reflect the situation. 
 
The two most obvious reactions to the threat of hostilities are flight and the 
preparation of defences. New, protective walls were built at many of the coastal 
cities in the mid-7th century in response to the first Arab raid (Balandier 2003: 
267; Cameron 1996: 30). The cities represented considerable investments of time 
and money, and were too large and important to abandon lightly, yet not all of 
them had their defences renewed. Notable by its absence amongst the list of 
newly fortified centres is Kourion, which relied upon existing walls and its 
naturally defendable position, ‘but they were no match for the forces of Islam’ 
(Swiny 1982a: 91) and the site was abandoned in favour of Episkopi (Megaw 
1993). 
 
Kourion’s move to Episkopi happened at the same time as the dispersed rural 
settlements were being abandoned and is a clear sign of the changing settlement 
pattern in the area (Swiny and Mavromatis 2000: 449). Why the nucleated village 
was at Episkopi and not at Kourion is another matter. The new site is barely 1 km 
further inland and its position near the river would have been far more accessible 
to any raiding parties than the city on the ridge ever was, so added security does 
not seem to have been a primary reason for the move. It has been suggested that 
Episkopi was chosen for its reliable water source, something that Kourion never 
had, relying instead on supplies piped in from springs several kilometres to the 
north (Swiny 1982b; Young 1982: 154). Control of this water supply – the 
Kouris River – came to be of great importance to the medieval sugar industry, 
and was the cause of protracted conflict between Episkopi and Kolossi. Ayios 
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Yeorgios at Cape Drepanum may or may not have been abandoned for want of a 
water supply, but there are certainly plentiful wells and springs all along the ridge 
where the majority of medieval villages were established, when the coastal 
settlement was abandoned during the 7th century (Steel 2004: 108). 
 
The later settlements in the Peyia area were some 9 km from the coast, which 
may have given raiders pause for thought, but there are accounts of the Arabs 
penetrating the island, even into the hills and mountains (Hill 1940: 293; Kyrris 
1996: 176). There was no tradition of walled villages in Cyprus (Christodoulou 
1959: 62) and it is possible that the rural population relied upon the benefits of 
high ground for their protection. Unable to defend their village, or to hide it they 
could simply use the extra time afforded to them by their vantage point to make 
an effective escape. 
 
Whilst the movement to higher ground might be attributed to the Arab raids, the 
move inland did not always mean a gain in height. Episkopi is somewhat lower 
than Kourion, and the difference in elevation between the villages on the north of 
the Akrotiri peninsula and the deserted Roman settlements to the south is 
negligible, albeit they are considerably less exposed. Here perhaps the shift was 
prompted by changing approaches to land use (Swiny and Mavromatis 2000: 
449). This seems to have been the case at Ayios Kononas, which was gradually 
abandoned during the 7th century and the land cultivated far less intensively by 
people living outside the immediate area (Fejfer and Hayes 1995: 68; Fejfer and 
Mathiesen 1995: 86). 
 

Changes in practice of a different kind might also be responsible for the desertion 
of Ayios Yeorgios at Cape Drepanum, and the south of Akrotiri. If the majority 
of these communities had been concerned with the operation and servicing of the 
ports, any change in their fortunes would have an inevitable impact upon the 
settlements. The harbours would, naturally, have been particularly vulnerable 
during the period of the Arab raids and perhaps the risk of attack led to the 
concentration of maritime traffic into fewer, more easily defended harbours. Only 
two ports were of any real significance in the early medieval period, Famagusta 
and Larnaka, making it far easier for the state to control international trade 
(Aristidou 1995a: 265). It is possible that having once been forced into an 
extended period of idleness during the Byzantine period, the smaller harbours 
were then unable to re-establish themselves to compete with their larger rivals 
once the threat of raiding had diminished. It should be stressed, however, that the 
threat from the sea did not disappear (e.g. Kyrris 1996: 234), and coastal raiding 
continued into the medieval period, which may also account for the failure of 
small harbours to be rejuvenated. 
 
It is worth remembering that there was also settlement shift between the Roman 
and medieval periods in the Rotson valley (Chapter 5) where the settlements 
were up to 20 km from the coast as the crow flies and in less immediate danger 
from raiding Arabs. Drury (1972: 167) suggests that valley bottoms were avoided 
because they became frost pockets in the winter, trapped heat in the summer and 
were prone to flooding when the river was in spate. All this may be true, but in 
the Rotson valley the survival of the small Roman settlements close to the river 
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Figure 7.3  Settlement in and around the Akrotiri survey area. 

indicates that any flooding was not too destructive, no matter that it might have 
made occupation untenable. Significant flooding would have limited the apparent 
reuse of the structures to seasonal reoccupation, a practice that might also have 

avoided the worst of the frosts and the heat. Villages built higher up the sides of 
valleys might have not only escaped the threat of flooding, but also have avoided 
the excesses of temperature fluctuation. 
 
The move to high ground above the Rotson put the settlements within easy reach 
of communication routes in and out of the valley. A track runs along the river, 
but this limited any inhabitants to north/south travel. The medieval villages, on 
the other hand, were within easy reach of the north/south routes along the 
watershed, and far more conveniently situated for east/west travel to and from the 
valley. As settlements became nucleated the distances between many of them 
increased, necessitating longer journeys for anyone seeking to move from one to 
another and making it desirable for villages to be located on or close to these 
main communication routes. It may be that the upper routes in the Nikitari area 
did not develop until the medieval period when the settlements moved to the 
higher elevations, but many of the villages both in the Peyia and the Akrotiri area 
were established along routes that were certainly established during the Roman 
period, and possibly before that. At the other end of the scale it is probable that 
the coast road north from Cape Drepanum fell into disuse as the populations of 
Ayios Yeorgios and Ayios Kononas diminished and the settlements were finally 
deserted (Bekker-Nielsen 2004; Fejfer 1995). 
 
It is clear there was considerable disruption between the Roman and medieval 
periods, and that there existed an atmosphere in which change was inevitable, but 
the Arab raids cannot be held entirely responsible for the shift in settlement 
patterns. It seems, rather, that they were at the time the most dominant of four 
elements that affect settlement location: the availability of water, the suitability 
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of the ground for agriculture, the desire for communication between communities 
and the need for physical security (Drury 1972: 169). 
 
A second major change in settlement distribution is attributed to the arrival of the 
Turks in 1571. It was neither so large nor so momentous as the previous shift, 
and once again could be attributed to more than the invading forces. It has been 
suggested that the populace took to the hills and the mountains in 1571 and chose 
to stay there even after hostilities had ceased, leaving Turkish farmers to work 
the land on the plains (Gazioglu 1990: 74). Work in Greece, however, suggests 
that the flight and abandonment of lower ground under the Ottoman occupation 
of the 18th and 19th centuries has been overestimated (Frangakis and Wagstaff 
1987; Frangakis-Syrett and Wagstaff 1992), and it seems as if the same might be 
true for Cyprus. The archaeological evidence is less clear than for the post-
Roman shift, as there was no equivalent, permanent alteration to distribution 
patterns. Four of the nine vanished medieval villages in the three survey areas 
covered in this study could have disappeared when their inhabitants abandoned 
them for the safety of high ground; all were in the Peyia area, but none are 
particularly hopeful candidates (Chapter 6). In the 18th century Pococke (1998: 
55) noted that much of the coastal land was uncultivated for fear of corsairs. 
Once more it would be wrong to dismiss this out of hand, but, firstly, the threat 
mentioned is not from the Ottomans and, secondly, the falling population up to 
the middle of the 18th century might simply have meant that less favourable, 
coastal land was not cultivated. Certainly the apparently empty landscape does 
not seem to have affected the island’s production (Aristidou 1995b; Light 1998: 
156; Turner 1998). 
 

The invading Ottomans may simply have become a catchall term used by 
Cypriots and visitors, ancient and modern, to describe a threat from the outside, 
which encompassed the corsairs noted by Pococke as well as the bandits along 
the Solea valley who, according to local tradition, forced the villagers of Kaliana 
to move their settlement higher up the valley side, away from the road. I do not 
know where the bandits came from: they may have landed at Morphou bay and 
raided inland from the coast. On the other hand they could have been Cypriot 
outlaws, of whom there was no shortage (Sant Cassia 1993), and whose activities 
against their own kind were conveniently disguised or ignored by attributing 
them to the Ottomans. It is worth considering our sources for the effects of both 
the Arab raids and the Ottoman invasion; historical and modern, they are almost 
entirely American, European or Greek and hence broadly Christian, particularly 
the historical sources. The arrival of the English, and later the Lusignans, in the 
12th century is deemed to have had far less impact upon the island and its 
inhabitants than the raids of the Arabs and the invasion of the Turks; and 
‘arrival’, ‘raid’ and ‘invasion’ are often the terms used. The majority of sources 
have seen western (Christian) intervention in Cyprus as a positive event, whilst 
the east has only brought destruction (and Islam). 
 
I am certainly not the first person to question the reliability of sources, and 
cannot be the first person to announce that we should approach them with 
caution. It is worth reiterating, however, that as scholars working today we are 
reliant upon presentations and interpretations of the past, from the past, far more 
than we are upon our own, objective, untainted data. It should also remembered 
that our data are, of course, neither objective nor untainted, no matter how hard 
we try, or how close we come to succeeding. Whenever we use a source we have 
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to be as aware as possible as the experience that went into creating it, from the 
nationality and background of the writer to the broader political climate in which 
they were working. We have to be aware of the layers of interpretation that 
comprise the basis of any study and, whilst not necessarily addressing them 
explicitly, make their presence clear to the reader, listener, viewer or audience of 
our work. 
 
This chapter has covered three broad areas pertaining to changing patterns of 
settlement and community in Cyprus between the 4th and 19th centuries A.D. It is 
by no means an exhaustive study of the subject, but by considering this selection 
of topics I have also considered three large sections of the population and their 
affect on the shifting patterns. The influences of tax and land holding are 
important because they represent the governing power and its influence over the 
island and the greater population that, in fact, occupies the greater portion of the 
settlement on the island. The relationships between land use and settlement 
effectively focus on this greater population and its effects on the patterns of 
habitation. Finally, the consideration of the impact of the Arab raids and their 
role in the desertion of coastal settlements brings into play an external 
population, whose actions affect all strata of Cypriot society. This, of course, is a 
simplification and, just as it is impractical to dwell too long upon dividing up the 
concept of settlement it into its constituent parts, or to separate settlement from 
community, so no section of the chapter can be solely devoted to one section of 
the population. In the following chapter I reunite the separate parts of the 
discussion to present a more general summary of human occupation, interaction 
and production in the landscape of Cyprus. In it I revisit some of the more 
important findings of my research, consider them in relation to the main points of 

my research theory, and revisit the concept of experience and the level of 
phenomenology in my work. 
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8 Conclusions 
 
From the outset of this study my intention was to investigate the changing nature 
of settlement in the Cypriot landscape, and identify manifestations of community. 
I gathered most of the data to address these issues during a field survey carried 
out in 2003. The very nature of survey means that I recorded evidence from all 
periods, but my interest lay in medieval and Ottoman Cyprus – post-Roman/pre-
British – a somewhat neglected part of the island’s archaeology. In the final 
analysis very little of the recorded evidence was entirely left out of my 
discussion, no matter what period it came from. In the absence of clear Byzantine 
evidence, I included Late Roman data into my study in order to observe the 
whole arc of medieval settlement practices from beginning to end. On the other 
hand, I baulked at becoming too embroiled in the transition from Ottoman to 
British rule and did not delve far beyond the census results of 1881, although 
much of the surviving structural evidence in the landscape continued in use well 
into the 20th century. 
 

In this map each modern village in 
Cyprus is represented by a black dot. 
From it we can see the distribution of 
settlement across the island, but little 
more; there is no indication of villages’ 
population or ethnic foundation, for 
example, as there are on some other 
maps. I have deliberately not drawn the 
coastline; the combined dots give a  

 
 
good approximation of the outline of Cyprus without it. It is even possible to 
discern one or two river valleys as linear concentrations of dots, and the more 
severe parts of the Troodos massif are indicated by the large areas free from dots. 
Human habitation is what makes the island interesting and one of the prime goals 
of landscape archaeology and settlement studies is to gain a broader picture of a 
settlement’s regional context. The dots on this map, which individually represent 
no more than a location, begin to reveal the political, economic, social and 
practical networks that make up Cyprus when viewed as a related whole. 
Landscape archaeologists consider settlements in a region in combination like 
this, rather than as isolated elements. I have endeavoured to take a step beyond 
the purely physical to consider the ‘imagined’ community or communities within 
my survey areas. Even if it is essential to plot the static distribution patterns of 
settlement to begin with, it is much more informative to move on to consider 
interactions within these distributions and between the people that inhabited 
them. 
 
In order that I might move beyond the rather general view of modern settlement 
on Cyprus displayed by our island of dots I carried out my own systematic survey 
of settlement in the landscape in three very different areas of the island. In the 
process I confirmed many dots that already appeared on the maps, and added 
more of my own, but individual dots only indicate location, and settlement is 
much more than merely a location. It is more too than the collection of structures 
that we might see upon first encountering it. It is the culmination of a process that 
was influenced not only by its location in the landscape, but also by the size of its Figure 8.1  Modern villages in Cyprus 
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population, the way in which they exploited the land, and their need to 
communicate with the inhabitants of other settlements. The prevailing laws of 
land tenure would also have had an input, as would the danger to the population 
of attack or oppression from within the island or from beyond its shores. 
Some of these factors were easier to identify in the landscape than others; there 
were those that did not appear at all and required recourse to historical sources, 
and still others that could really be no more than conjecture. Location was the 
first attribute of any settlement I noticed in the field; without a location there 
could be no settlement evidence. My evidence is in line with the generally held 
opinion that the dispersed pattern of farmsteads around cities and towns in the 
Roman period had, by the 12th century, given way to a more nucleated system of 
villages that shunned coastal sites. To the Roman pattern I was able to add small 
working units that were not concerned with agriculture; they were a similar size 
to the farmsteads, but were located in the mountains away from the fertile plains. 
Perhaps they have been ignored until now because they have not been identified, 
or perhaps because it is difficult to know what to call them without being sure 
what occupied their inhabitants. Even a broadly agricultural economy needed 
workers not directly involved in the production of crops to complement the 
farming communities, and these ’steads may have been mandres or lumber 
camps or the homes of charcoal burners. 
 
The Roman cities and towns, the farmsteads and their non-agricultural 
counterparts were replaced by medieval villages, and the settlement pattern of 
today echoes those villages that went on to survive the depopulation of the later 
medieval and early Ottoman periods. The landscape has always been a dynamic 
entity and as the relative importance of political, practical, economic and social 

influences waxed or waned so they were reflected in the form of individual 
settlements, their location and, therefore, their distribution across the island. The 
line of continuity may be clearest from the medieval period onward, but ancient 
settlements live on as part of the dynamic network, whether they lie unnoticed 
beneath a modern village, are preserved for public inspection like Kourion and 
Khirokitia for example, or have been abandoned like the small settlements in the 
Rotson valley, remaining part of the system just so long as someone remembers 
them or tells stories about them. 
 
The human factor is always present in settlement. It may not be immediately 
evident by the time the archaeologist encounters it, but without human input 
settlement does not occur. With human presence comes community; any 
inhabited settlement is home to a community. In fact most settlements provide a 
focus for several overlapping and interlocking communities, and some 
communities can be said to occupy more than one settlement, either 
consecutively or concurrently. Imagined communities allow us to envision 
changing populations, social relations and interconnections within and between 
physical settlements in the landscape. Community is not directly evident in the 
field; as a sociological construct it has no material evidence of its own. It is 
possible, however, to discern communities by considering the human activity in a 
landscape in conjunction with the material evidence, historical documents and, 
where possible, additional information from local informants. 
 
I was able to discern at least two professional or occupation-based communities, 
amongst the dispersed Roman settlements in and around the Nikitari area. 
Perhaps all the occupants of the small working units were also united in one 
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overarching community, but there is certainly reason to believe that there were 
smaller communities of farmers on the plains and foresters or shepherds in the 
mountains. In the Peyia area, the particular structure of mandres made the 
herders one of the easier communities to identify from the material evidence. 
That is, I was able to be sure that flocks had been kept at a certain place, and so 
that it was frequented by a member of the herding community, but it was not 
possible from this evidence to identify the actual extent of their operation or their 
relationships with other communities. If shepherds were identifiable from their 
structures, so the presence of farming communities were evident from the 
remains of field shelters, field walls and threshing floors, and ecclesiastical 
communities from the monasteries and churches in the landscape. 
 
Communities based on other criteria such as gender or social standing, for 
example, were less clear in the material evidence than some of the professional 
communities, but their presence can nevertheless be inferred. Large towns like 
those on Akrotiri would inevitably have been home to social hierarchies made up 
of several strata of community in parallel with other, more evident, communities. 
Monasteries may seem the most likely settlements to house single gender 
communities, but they were not necessarily closed institutions. Kykko, for 
example, became a large commercial operation during the Ottoman period, which 
would have involved interaction with outside communities. In addition, a 
considerable drawback for those that did strive for the eremitic lifestyle was that 
reports of their sanctity often attracted so many adherents that their goals were 
unachievable. These less obvious communities are far more rigid than those 
based on profession or livelihood and inclusion in more than one is unlikely; 
social mobility may have been possible, but gender mobility was far less likely. 

Ultimately all communities must be closely associated with their surroundings, 
the space in which they operate; whatever differences they may all have, all 
communities exist within the landscape, and by their occupation of it they change 
it. This is a vital element of the reciprocal, dynamic relationship between the two, 
so that as communities change the landscape in which they exist, so the changing 
background against which they act affects their actions and reactions to it. 
 
These impressions of settlement and community developed in no small measure 
during my interpretation and analysis of a dataset dominated by primary data that 
I gathered in the field. My project was no different from most archaeological 
projects; it was specifically tailored to answer a set of research questions using 
the available resources. In this case the project was designed to address 
manifestations of settlement and community in the Cypriot landscape. Given that 
the resources available necessitated a mono-survey my primary data are 
inevitably of a different calibre to those collected by a large-scale, 
interdisciplinary survey project or excavation, with its large teams of 
fieldworkers and specialists. The data and analysis resulting from it, however, are 
just as valid; differing methods and resources are one of the most important 
aspects any reader takes when approaching the results of a project, or comparing 
them to the results of another. 
 
One of the great advantages of working with others is the opportunity to discuss 
your work, your surroundings, your feelings and impressions or doubts as you go. 
Within a group of archaeologists there will almost certainly be a sufficiently 
diverse selection of ideas or points of view to promote lively debate. For the lone 
worker this banter, be it idle, constructive or downright revolutionary is not 
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available. I did carry on dialogues with myself, which helped me to solve 
problems, work through difficulties or simply let off steam. Sometimes this was 
no more than me talking to myself, or to trees or goats or the landscape in 
general. At other times the dialogue took place in the notebook, sometimes over 
several days, as a particular problem worked its way through my brain. Whilst 
the content of the notebooks is not always particularly relevant to this thesis these 
are the most useful dialogues as, once written down, they cease to be aberrant 
behaviour and become a record of my experience in the field. 
 
It was important for me to include elements of my experience in the field in my 
final report. I decided against imaginative reconstructions of a life in the 
landscape, or quotes from the oft-referred to notebooks, not because there is 
anything necessarily wrong with them, but because they were not right for my 
project. Many notebook entries would have required rewriting for them to be 
intelligible to anyone but me, which would defeat the object of including them as 
examples of my experience, and the fiction that occurred to me whilst I was in 
the field was seldom relevant or appropriate. I opted instead to use the experience 
that accumulated during my fieldwork to elevate description and discussion in the 
thesis above a flat summary of data, and to endeavour to present a fuller picture 
of my work and the landscape I encountered as a result. 
 
My experience was unique, broad ranging and personal, and could only have 
resulted from the unique, broad-ranging mono-survey that I carried out in 2003. 
As an archaeologist working in the 21st century I could not hope to recreate the 
experience of anyone, of whatever period, living and working in the landscape of 
my survey areas. They were inhabited very differently in the past; today the 

settlement pattern in the Akrotiri area may resemble the post-Roman distribution, 
but no one lives in the Rotson valley in the Nikitari area, and few people work 
there. The Peyia area is similarly, although not so completely, abandoned and I 
could not meet members of the once sizeable populations that used to occupy all 
three areas as they went about their work or travelled through the landscape. I 
even moved through the landscape differently to past inhabitants; long distance 
travel was by car, albeit often along some of the less frequently used, older roads, 
and much of my small-scale movement through it on foot, no matter how 
comprehensive, was limited within the grid squares. Whilst I was, perhaps, closer 
to the landscape when I was on foot, the systematic regime of 50 m passes 
ensured that I seldom approached it in the most obvious, economic or established 
manner. 
 
The process of looking at the landscape might reasonably be expected to lead me 
toward the experiences of past inhabitants, but for the most part development and 
modern land use prevented me from even beginning to share views that the 
previous occupants might have had from their homes or from the paths as they 
passed through the landscape. The Rotson valley is now covered in pine trees far 
denser than it has been at any time since humans began living and working in the 
area. The situation was similar in the Peyia area, although the forest is not 
managed to the same extent, and much of Akrotiri is now covered in citrus and 
eucalyptus plantations, and the RAF base that makes it the area worst affected by 
construction. 
 
As a novice GIS user I had planned to study the landscape through viewshed 
analyses, but my experience in the field persuaded me otherwise. Traditional 
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viewshed analyses that consider a static landscape from a single point are 
limiting; they offer an interpretation of a landscape that does not exist, even if the 
possibility of the two-way view along a line of sight is taken into account 
(Wheatley and Gillings 2002). Even those analyses that now apply a ‘fuzziness’ 
to the data to incorporate some level of perception or movement into their 
viewsheds cannot recreate the experience of a landscape (Bell and Lock 2000; 
Tschan et al. 2000; Wheatley and Gillings 2000; Witcher 1999). Individuals 
move about, often within a familiar territory, and their view of the landscape is 
extended by their knowledge of what lies beyond and behind. As I noted earlier a 
settlement is more than a dot on a map, and as the occupants of a settlement, even 
a small farmstead, moved about it they would be presented with multiple views 
of the landscape that surrounded them. 
 
Having established the multiple views of a static landscape from a changing point 
of view it is worth mentioning the multiple views offered by a changing 
landscape. Ignoring long term changes such as building work or reforestation, 
and leaving aside seasonal changes of tree cover and crops, we are still left with 
everyday changes that will affect any single view of the landscape (Brassley 
1999). The position of the sun in the sky can conceal or reveal different parts of 
topographical relief, whilst heavy rain or cloud may affect the distance to which 
the landscape can be seen. On a smaller scale people and animals move in and 
out of the field of view extending the image by the knowledge that they must 
have come from or gone to somewhere else in the landscape. And rising smoke 
may further enrich the picture by revealing an otherwise hidden settlement or 
working area. This assumes a silent landscape, but the animals and the people 
make noise as they work or talk or move, which may add them to an observer’s 

experience without them ever being seen. Similarly the smells of smoke or 
animals or cut timber may reveal an otherwise unseen activity. 
 
All this takes us far beyond the realm of GIS, toward the realm of 
phenomenology in fact, and serves to illustrate some of the difficulties faced 
when endeavouring to commit the depth of any experience in a three dimensional 
world to the flatland of words and pictures on the page (Abbot 1992; Tufte 1990: 
12-35). The experience of living in a landscape, of learning its subtleties and 
coming to know its other inhabitants glues the community together far more 
strongly than being able to see your neighbours or the ridgeline that marks the 
edge of your valley. 
 
The past is gone and to experience it is impossible. This somewhat gloomy 
assertion is essentially true; even the increased openness to intuitive 
understanding engendered by a phenomenological approach can do little about 
the gulf of time between our subject and our observation of it. Simply standing in 
the same place and seeing the same landscape as someone in the past, which in 
itself is unlikely, does not constitute sharing their experience of it (Smith 2003: 
65). That said, it can only be to the good to use our experiences to add facets to 
our understanding of a subject. Both Heidegger and Merleau-Ponty asserted that 
the human body is the privileged vantage point through which the world is 
viewed (Tilley 1994: 13-14). It is also an inevitable vantage point; no matter how 
hard we may try we can only see the world through our own body, and any such 
perception is filtered by all the experiences of our life up to that moment. To this 
extent all archaeologists have a phenomenological view of their subject, but only 
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some embrace and utilise it whilst others, with a preference for hard, immutable 
fact, repress it severely. 
 
My approach to this project was not intentionally phenomenological; I set out 
into the field with ideals of systematic recording, which I achieved, but because I 
was open to the possibility of experience, much of which I recorded, I was able at 
a later stage to imbue my objective data with a more subjective air. The contents 
of my notebooks were eclectic and generally written in the present tense as I 
described what I could see or what I thought at the time. They are the real record 
of my experience of the landscape. On the other hand the reports and discussion 
presented in Chapters 4, 5, and 6 take the data and filter the experience to present 
a combined, past tense archaeological view of the landscape as I perceived it. My 
experience did not replace my quantitative recording, but enhanced it making the 
body of primary that I collected a valuable, adaptable and extensive record with 
which to approach the existing opinions regarding settlement in Cyprus and add 
my voice to the discussion. 
 
What is clear from this research is that with a specifically tailored project it is 
possible for mono-survey to produce wide-ranging and comprehensive results 
that can address issues pertaining to regional economic patterns, shifts in the 
physical distribution of settlements, and more localised questions concerning 
preferred locations for settlement, or land use and the exploitation of natural 
resources. By combining elements of a more experiential approach with strict 
quantitative recording it has been possible to address not only material questions 
of settlement in the landscape, but also social relationships of power and 
dependence amongst the communities who occupied the landscapes. 

This thesis is a faithful representation of my time in the landscape and my 
reactions to what I found there, but much of the moment-by-moment experience 
has been removed; the background noise has been filtered out to avoid distorting 
the main theme. One thing in particular is missing – the smell. Every time I open 
my scuffed and tattered notebooks the smell of sweat and dust rises from the 
pages; it makes the recreation of my experience all the more vivid, and sharing it 
in such a direct manner all the less advisable. 
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