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In 1982, the year of the 2nd International Congress of Cypriot" Studies, 

a new concise and annotated general bibliography· of Cyprus appeareq on the 

European and American markets 
1

. It is the 28th volume of the "World Bi­

bliographical Series", which is published by the Clio Press (Oxford, Eng­

land-Santa Barabara, California) and edited by -Robert L. Collison (Editor­

-in-chief), President of the Society of Indexers, former professor of Libra­

ry and Information Studies at the University of California, Los Angeles. To 

date about 40 volumes of the series have been published or are in ·press. 

The main aim of the bibliographical series is clearly defined .. In every 

volume there are "annotated entries on works dealing with . . . history, ge­

ography, ~conomy and poli.tics; ... with ... people, their cul_ture, customs, 

religion and social organization. Attention will also be paid to current liv­

ing conditions-housing, education, newspapers, clothing, etc ... The keynote 

of the series is to pr_ovide, in, a uniform format, an interpretation of each 

country that will expres its culture, its place in the world, and the qualit­

ies and background that make it unique" (p. V). In general we can say that 

as regards the presentation of Cyprus the compilers of the reviewed biblio-

' graphy have done quite a good job. 
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The bibliography of Cyprus was prepared by Paschalis M. Kitromilides 

and Marios L. Evriviades. Both are Greeks. P. M. Kitromilides, who is re­

sponsible for the bibli~graphy, "teaches political science at the University 

of Athens and is director of the Centre for Asia Minor Studies" (back cov-

er). His co-author, M. L. Evriviades, "studied political science at 

the University of New- Hampshire" and "has been a fellow at the Harvard 

University Center for Middle Eastern Studies" (back cover). He is also the 

autho; of several studies on the Cyprus question (d. items nos. 334, 476)
1
• 

This explains why 25 per cent of the contents of the bibliography (pp. 53-

-92) concerns only the Cyprus question since 1960. These items (i. e. nos. 

222-386) account for 38. 3 per cent of the total number of entries! I under­

stand the authors, especially as the Cyprus problem remains unsolved, but 

I think these proportions are not very well ba-lanced. I should like to stress 

that many publications present not only the Greek point of view on the 

question (cf. for-example items nos. 286, 312 f, 345 and remarks on p. XV). 

The authors have trie9 to present the literature ·on the problem as it is 

seen by different parties, both those directly involved and those outside Cy­

prus. But the picture is a bit distorted without the presentation of the 
• 2 

USSR attitude . 

I h~ve started the review with a few small points on what is the best 

balanced and a very wel I presented part of the Cypriot bibliography. Howe­

ver, I should like to take the reader (or, better, the user) of the compilat­

ion back to the "Introduction" (pp. IX-XX) and to go through some chapters 

where. I should like to make some more detailed remarks. 

The introduction is worthwhile to read carefully. It states the main 

c1ims of the compilers. Even if they follow the general rules of the series, 

they very openly stress both the goals and the shortcomings of their work. 

I understand that the compilation is "an orientation to available sources" 

with preference given to "recent editions and easily accessible sources". But 

accepting "primarily works in the English language" as a principle in my o­

pinion works against another aim of the bibliography, which is "to make a 

modest contribution toward an international infrastructure of Cypriot studies" 

(p. IX). I agree that English really is the most popular language used in re­

·search on Cyprus lately (even I myself mostly write in English, and this ·con-

233 

tributions is in Engl.ish, too) but there is some excellent research on Cyprus 

in French, Italian and German rather than English which should have been 

considered for selection. 

Prof. Kitromilides also stresses ·that "given both the editorial_ guidelines 

of the series and the state of research in different' disciplines, some fields 

are inevitably more aqequately covered than others. Archaeology, for instan­

ce is represented by a broad range of entries. . . Literature, on the other 
' ' 

hand, is presented by very few entries" (p. IX). I am not a specialist in Ii-

ter 9ry studies, but I think that if Cypriot literature had as important achie­

vements as have occured in archaeology, the West would certainly come to 

appreciate them. It is a simple truth that the cultural uniqeness of the is-

• land is due to. the exceptional position of Cyprus in the Eastern Mediterra­

·nean, where it was f.or a long tjme an intermediary between adjacent areas 

and also for millennia had important things to offer to its neighbours. This 

explains the ehormous number of archaeological publications. Maybe some 

people overestimate the contribution of Cypriot archae_ology, but certainly 

no one would agree that the bibliography should have the same number of 

items on archaeology and on literature. Archaeology is one of "those pecu­

liar aspects relevant to" Cyprus in accordance ·with the requirement~ of the 

general editors of the series (p. V). But I agree with the suggestion of Prof. 

Kitromilides that "the internal discrepancies of this volume in a way consti­

tute a topography of, research needs in the study of the civilisation of Cy­

prus" (p. X). 

In the next part- of·the introduction, Prof. Kitromilides gives a short 

survey of Cypriot studies in the 19th c~-ntury. I agree with his statement 

that "the foundation of systematic research .. -. owes its existence to ... the 

Greek, th~ British 'and the French" (p. X). But I _think that a kind of polite 

~ention should haye been made of the German scholars. The role of Max 

Ohnefalsch-Richter is of course properly presented, but in the persons of Jo­

seph von Hammer-Purgstall, Ludwig Ross, F. Unger, G. Kotschy; M. Ohne­

falsch-Richter, Johannes Doe I I, Paul Schroder, Justus Siegismund, Richard 

Meister and Eugen Oberhummer I see another line of scholarly tradition of 

Cypriot studies, now continued by Franz Georg Maier and Hans-Gunther 

Buchholz. It is worth mentioning that not even one contribution by E. Ober-
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hummer is mentioned in the bibliography. And at least his Die lns~I Cyj:)ern 3 ___ , 

vol. 1, should ·have been listed • 

Another inconsistency lies in the description of the Greek contribution: 

A. A. Sake I larios is mentioned as "the founder of research on the Cypriot 

dialect and folklore" (p. X) but it is hopeless to look for- even a mention, 

let alone an abstract, of his Ta KY.Rriaka. Why of al I of the Cypriots of the 

19th century only G. Louka appears. What ~bout the noble family of Pieri­

des? Their contribution to the development of Cypriot studi~s cannot be over­

estimated. They w~re the founders of the greatest private library and private 

collection of Cypriot antiquities. It was L. Pieri des who convinced E. Gjer­

stad to come to Cyprus to start professional excavations in the island 4 . Mo­

dest contributions- by member's of the family ,concerning Cyp:riot antiquities 

and epigraphy are among the first publlcations on a~cient Cyprus 5~ 

Speaking about the new, scientific phase of Cypriot archaeology, the 

author mer:itions the Swedish Cyprus Expedition, but why does he omit the 

name of the head of the expedition, founder and animator of the archaeolo­

gical research Prof. Einar Gjerstad? 6 . Incidentally, "the pioneering phase" 

_ of Cypriot archaeology comes .fo a close n?t • with the arrival of the Swedish 

Cyprus Expedition in Cyprus in 1927, but with the first visit of Einar Gjer­

stad in 1923. l-9e laid down the scholarly foundation for the discipline with 

the pub I ication of the results of his research of. 1923-1924 in the Studies 

on Prehistoric Cyprus, Uppsala 1926 (no: 91 in the bibliography). 

The role of Claude Deval Cobham, "the father of Cypriot biblio-

graphy'' (p. XII) seems to be underestimated. His Excerpta C:t.Rria: mater­

ials for a history of Cyj:)rus , Cambridge 1908 (item n. 136) remains the 

main textbook of sources concerning Cyprus since .antiquity and his library 

kept in Londpn remains the best collection of publications from Cyprus and 

concerning Cyprus up to his death in 1915 7. • 

A Historx of CyRrus by Sir George Hill ( Cambridge 1940-1952, item 

no. 135) is severely criticized by Prof. Kitromilides. In fact, only 

some chapters on the archaeology of 'Pre-dassical periods "have long. been 

outdated'_' (p. XIII) by ne~ discoveries. The chapter on Roman Cyprus· was 

"re-written" (if we can put it in this way) by. the late Terence B. Mit-

•. ford, and appeared in the ANRW series vol. II : 7.2 just recently, in 
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8 1980 . I do not know a better synthesis of the later periods, even if se-

veral handbooks have appeared recently (. D. Alastos, C. P. Kyrris 

and S. Panteli 9 . A handbook which remained useful and valid for half a 

century certainly cannot bi:! overestimated,-
\. 

Prof. Kitromilides rightly stresses that "British rule had a po-

werful impact on Cypriot bibliography" because. of "the wide use of English 

as a written language in Cyprus" (p. XIII). In his book "a special effort has 

been made to represent as much as possible of the locally published English­

-language material" (p. XIV). 

The subsequent paragraph on "the spiiit of the Greek' scholarly tradition" 

(p. XIV f), which has created in this century such important local journals 

and series as "Kypriaka Chronica" (Cypriot Annals, Larnaca 1922-1937), "Ky­

priakai Spoudai" (Cypriot Studies, Nicosia 1937 -), "Epeteris tou Kentrou 

Epistimonikon Erevnon" (Annual of the Cyprus Research Centre, Nicosia 

1967/8 -), and more recently "Melet 9i kai Ypomnemata" (Studies and Com­

mentaries, Nicosia 1984 -, published by the Archbishop Makarios Ill Found -

ation and edited by· the former Director of ·the Cyprus Research Centre, 

Dr. Theodoros Papadopoullos ), is very well bala;,ced. It is true that 

the Cyprus Research Centre was established under the Republic but it may 

be worth adding that as far as I know it is still subsidized by UNESCO. 

Cyprus still has no money to create its own university (the project exists 

and is to be implemented soon 
10

) or its ·own "na_tional library". If Cypr­

iot people like to infl,uence neighbouring countries, the development of so..:. 

cial sciences research shoyld be faster. Just to give one example: Turkish 

studies should be developed at once. In this way the Greeks would stress 

the unity of both parts of the divided island. The creation of the Res­

earch Foundation of Makarios Ill, with its new annual "Meletai kai Ypom­

nemata", is an optimistic sign. 

The remaining part of the introduction presents the characteristics 

of the subsequent chapters of the bibliography and the aims of the com­

pilers .. Rather than discuss all of them _now, I shall give mY opinio!1 in 

connection with the individual parts of the compilation. I .will start with 

the _last section, i. e. "Bibliographies", items nos. 673-689, pp. 155-158, 

because I am convinced that a good bibliographer should always start by 

presenting t'he achievements of his predecessors. 
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As we have indicated above, Prof. Kitromilides properly evaluates the 

role of C. D. Cobham in Cypriot bibliography. But is it not strange that 

in the whole book we do not find the date of Cobham 's first compilation? 

The first edition appeared in June 1886 ( this means that Cypriot bib I iogra­

phy is now one hundred years old!), the second in 1889, the third in 1894, 

the fourth in 1900, the fifth in 1908. The sixth edition, that of 1929, 

quoted by Kitromilides • and Evriviades as the "definitive edition", is in fact 

a· re-\vorked a_nd supplemented last edition of 1908. The changes were due 

to George Jeffery, the then Director of Antiquities, in cooperation with 

Sir Ronald Storrs, Governor of Cyprus, Mr. Luca Z. Pierides and Dr. A. 

H. Unwin. I relate this complicated history of Cobham's bibliography as 

the sentence "An updated edition of the first attempt at a "bibliography of 

Cyprus· initiated by C. D. Cobham and included in Excerpta CY.pria" (item 

673,, p. 155), describing the 1929 edition, is quite ambiguous. The edition 

of 1908 in the Exceri:ita C:tRria was certainly ,..not the first and as we see, 

at the beginning Cobham' s bibliography was a separate pub I ication. 

also cannot agree that Cobham and Jeffery' s compi I at ion "remains 

quite incomplete in that it ignores most"'of the Greek sources especially 

material pertaining to the cultural tradition of. Cyprus" (introduction, page 

XVIII). This is a half-truth and not fair to the authors. G. Jeffery intent­

ionally eliminated "Folklore": as he says in his introduction "the. very in­

teresting collection of poems by the village rhaQsodists so characteristic of 

the Romaic Levant ... demand special study and a particular bibliography 1111. 

And this was lat.er' done by N. G. Kyriazis in 1935, which is correctly ta­

ken note of both in the introduction and in the annotation to item 674 of 

the present bibliography. As for Cobham, it is enough to look inside the 

1908 compilation (the last one he published himself) to recognize that_ he 

does "register ... the titles of all books treating of Cyprus, its people, 

history, numismatics, epigraphy and language, of which (he has) found 

any trace" 
12

. On every page we can find publications in Greek, certain-

ly "pertaining to the cultural tradition of Cyprus". 

In connection with pioneering attempts in the field of Cypriot biblio­

graphy I should like to correct their number. Kitromilides and Evriviades 

quote three of them: that of Cobham, next that by Kyriazis ·and then the 
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work of the Cyprus Research, Centre. It is true a·s far as simple compilations 

go. But the work of i<itromilides and Evriviade~. has had its predecessor. The 

first annotated bibliography of Cyprus, which was the work of Eugen Ober­

hummer, appeared in 1893. • It contained several hundred items, with very 

good annotations 
13

. All available publications concerning the· island were in­

cluded. Of course the number of Greek publications (or publications in the 

Greek language) was small. But we should not expect them to have been 

ava_ilable in Germany at that time. Oberhummer's compilation, which is 

headed A Report on the Geog@R!:_ix of Greece. ?art Ill: Cxi:>rus , included 

items concerning- geography, tourism, political affairs, history and of course· 

archaeology. It is the real _prototype of Kitromilides and Evriviades's biblio­

graphy. The classification of items may be strange to us and the paragr-aphs . 

are not very clearly marked, but it is still valuable and the only annotated 

bibliography of Cyprus for the XIXth century. It is regrettable that Ober­

hummer did not continue his _&i:>ort ! Even the bibliography to his monu­

mental Die lnsel CY.pern (1903) is only a. very selective list of items. In 

any case, his ReRort of 1893 should certainly be added to Kitromilides's 

next edition. 

With regard to the "Cypriot Bibliography" (item no. 675) publisl"\ed in 

the "Annual of the Cypriot Research Centre'' regularly since 1967/8 with a 

description of items since 1~65, I can agree that this "is close to exhaust'­

,ive as far as items published in Cyprus are concerned" (p. 156). But I have 

to stress that that is very far from its main goal, which is "to list all ma­

terial written about Cyprus in every language". In my opinion it lists no 

more than only 30 to 50 per cent of foreign publications about Cyprus. It 

seems that it gives a much better picture 'of publications on Mediaeval Cy­

prus or on the Jurkish, period than on antiquity. 

If Kitromilides and Evriviades have decided to mention the bibliography 

appearing in the "Annual" of the Cyprus Research Centre, it might be ex­

pected that they would mention its compilers. It is always the same team: 

Dr. Costas P. Kyrris, responsible for Ancient and Mediaeval Cyprus, and 

Mr. Menelaos N. Christodoulou, who describes items 9n the later periods. 

The editor responsible for the bibliography. was until very recently Dr. The­

odore Papadopoullos, former Director of the Cyprus Research Centre. He 
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created the system of classification of items (fol lowing Dewey' s decimal 

system). Incidentally, the bib I iography is unexpectedly interrupted in vol. 

X 1979/80 with the years 1977/79 described. We do not find any sequel in 
' 14 

volumes XI and X,11, which is very regrettable 

In .fact the bibliography edited by Theodore Papadopoullos in the "Epet­

eris" (AnnuaJ) was a kind of continuation of another bibliography, which is 

completely missing in Kitromilides and Evriviades's volume. I have in mind 

an annual compilation by the Chief Librarian of the ?·edagogical Academy 

in Nicosia, Mr .. Costas D. Stephanou. He started it in the EPAK (Annual 

• .of .the Paedagogical Academy, Cyprus) 1962 at the moment the Cyprus Re­

public was· created, describing items from Cyprus and about Cyprus for the 

years 1960 and 1961 
15

. From 1963 it was continued' in the annual of the 

"Philologiki Kypros" (Literary Cyprus, cf. ite·m no. 663, p. 152) with a de-
16 

script ion of the material from the year 1962 . As far as I know, it con-

tinued 'to appear throughout the 1960s. I do not_ know if it is still continu­

ed 
17

. A~yhow, this important title giving access to the literature about 

Cyprus in the 1960s should not have escaped the attention of both Kitro­

milides and Evriviades. They qu~te the "Philologiki Kypros", so they should , .. -

have discovered the existence of this impbrtant bibliography. Each of the 

annual off-prints I have in my po,ssession consists of about .16 to 25 pages 

of compact text! The compilations of Mr. Stephanou start with the begin­

ning of the Cyprus Republic and are an invaluable and the only existing 

source of bibliographical information for that period,_ even if I have to warn 

readers loyally that the work is much less exhaustive than the late'r com­

pilation of T: Papadopoullos's team in the "Epeteris" of the Cyprus Research 

C8ntre. 

The section on bibliographies ends with the "Specialist" compilations. 

No cross reference is. made to them item ~o. 134, i. e. P. Astrom 's 

Who's who in Cypriote archaeology: bibliog@phical and bibliographical not-

• es (as the tille ~hould read). In fact this bib I iography should be re~oved 

from the. section on preh(story and archaeology, as it provides not "an 

effective introduction to Cypriot archaeology" (p. 31) but an effective bi­

blio'g@phical introduction to .the discipline. If the bibliography of numis­

matics (no. 687) appears in the section of specialist bibliographies, the ·ar­

chaeological one. should also be included there. 
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.1 Among the specii,ilis:t bibliographies we can find even small compilations 

of just a few pages (cf. nos. 677, 678, 688). If so, I think that other ar­

chaeologiqil bibliographies should be included. I do not have in mind my own 

compilations, which have appeared in a rare Polish series, the "Pr ace Arche­

ologiczne" (for the years 1969 and 1970-1971) and in the orientalistic journal 

"Folia Orie~talia" 
18

. Also my compilations which appeared in 1982-1983, i • 

e. "Kinyras 1978", "1979" probably came out too late 1 to be included into the 
• 19 th C • f bib I iography under review But I cannot understand why o er, ypr10 , 

archaeological bibliographies, which have appeared in journals well known to 

the authors, i. e. in the "Kypriakai Spoudai" (no. ·654) and the "Report of 

. the Department of Antiquities, Cyprus" (no .. 666) are not· even mentioned. 

I have in mind the work ,of Vassos Karageorghis which was pub I ished in the 

"Kyp(iakai Spoudai" during the 1960s and that by Lyghi°a leromonachou pu­

blished in the "Report of the Dep.artment of Antiquities, Cyp.rus" since 

1972 20 . Both registered al I the items concerning ancient Cyprus, its histo­

ry a~d archaeology ~hich were available in the main Cypriot libraries, in 

the Society of Cypriot Studie.s ar=id in the Departmen, of Antiquities. Pre­

viously regular, now irregular, they still remain· a valuable source of infor­

mation. for al I those interested in ancient Cyprus. 

After ,these remarks about Cypriot bibliographies i should like to take 

up the rrst few sections again: Tile Country and Its Peo~le (nos. 1-18, pp. 

1-4); Geography (including political geography and maps, nos. 19-41, pp .. 

5-9). I find them very useful to specialists. and_ the description of the items 

can even be practical for visJtors. Regarding the annotation concerning· the 

Kitchener trigonometrical _survey of Cyprus (item no. 37, p. 9) I should 

like to add that Kitchener's. map is for me the most beautiful of all maps 

h' t 21 of the island. It should certainly be reprinted as a cartograp 1c monumen 

Concerning the Cyprus touring map' of 1981 (no. 39, p. 9) I can comment 

that this is the most recent map of its kind, as I used an earlier edition 

in 1969. 

The section on "Travel and Tourism" nos. 42-13, pp. 10-16 begins 

with travellers' accounts, of which 13 are mentioned. I think many more 

such books have appear~d in the last century. Also some articles of this 

kind with beautiful pictures are to be found here and there. Of the numer-
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ous and varied handbooks for tourism, Paul. Watkins' s See C}:'prus of 1972 

is certainly the best and most useful 21 . 

The Section on "Flora and Fauna" (nos. 74-84, pp. 17-19) is a modest 

one, and· ends the part of the book which ·1s connected ·th wI general geogra-
phic description. 

The next section is devoted to "Prehistory and Archaeology" (nos. 85-

-134, pp. 20-31). I do_ not see any special plan in its contents. It looks 

I ike "general syntheses" at the beginning, followed by a review of the most 

important excavation sites, anb then the epigraphy, handboo:.:s, catalogues 

of exhibitions and at the very end Who's Who in Cypriote Archaeology_ 

(no. 134), which is a bibliography and which, if placed in this section at all 

should certainly have been put at the beginning. • 

• Now for some details: the section start.s with a boo. k by L p c . . di es-
nola. It is certainly not the book which should st"and first. I would begin 

with the book by Robert H. Lang, i;:tprus: it~. historY.'._,...,lh_ Qresent resourc­

se and future QrosQects, Londo~ 1878 (no. 201, p. 48), which not only pre­

sentes archaeological discoveries, but which is the first book ih English con­

taining ~Y.nthet ic'al chaQters on archaeology, numismatics, etc. Regarding 

the annotation to Cesnola's, £Y.Rrus: its' ancient cities, tombs and temQles 

(no• 85, • P • 20): if the authors express the opinion that "th1s is a record 

of ·the (Cesnola 's) archaeological surveys and excavations", the_y _should p~t 

the word record in inverted commas. His "records" are a clear example of 

how records should not be written. If the authors wish to tell ·the reader 

that the book is an account of the beginnings of the archaeological re­

search, I would prefer to have the thing called by its n~me: it is an ac­

count of the plundering of the island for its archaeologica.1 objects 22 

Item no. 86 '(Salaminia /C1prus/) concerning ancient Salamis and the 

activity of Cesnola 's_ brother. contains misleading information in the last 

sentence. The 14 000 objects acquired by Alexander Palma di Cesnola do 

not compose "the Cesnola Collection of Cypriot antiquities". That is a dif­

ferent' collection of Cypriot antiquities collected, by Louis Pal ma di Cesno­

la in the 1860s and· 1870s, To avoid the mistake another change should be 

made in the annotation to the Handbook of the Cesnola Collection of An 

_liguities from C:tprus (item no. 607·, p. 145), where the proper name of 

the collector, i. e. L. P. di Cesnola, should be mentioned. 

241 

It is surprising that the authors quote the doctoral dissertation of Max 

Ohnefalsch-Richter, i. e, Ancient Places of WorshiQ in K>::Rros (no. 87, p. 

20), l;>ut do not mention his monumental work .!SY.r;iros, die Bibel und Homer, 

Berlin 1893, and English edition: .!$>::Qros, the Bible and Homer, London 1893. 

Maybe I am wrong but I would put no. 90, p. 21 , Jeffery' s A Des:. 

_g:jption· of the historic monuments of C>::Qrus under other headings: history 

or geography. It is a handbook for people interested in historical archaeolo­

gy, not- very well fitting into prehistory and archaeology. 

Some minor corrections should be added to the description of the vo­

lumes of The Swedish CY.Qrus Exr;,edition. First, usually the volumes have 

some important appendices. Some of them are worth mentioning (e. g. a 

chapter on ancient Cypriot mining in vol. Ill; appendix V: Antiguities in the 

Mines of C>::Qrus, by James L. Bruce). Secondly, we still cannot decipher 

the Cypriot inscriptions of the Late Bronze Age, so speaking about the 

Greek colonization introducing the Arcade-Cypriot language (no. 95, p. 22) 

is rather unfortunate (even though the hypothesis is very probable). Thirdly, 

speaking about the synthesis of the Cypro-geometric, Cypro-archaic and 

Cypro-classical periods by E. Gjerstad we have to add: it is a kind of Bi­

ble for the archaeologist interested in Cyprus. It still remains the best 

handbook for the 1st millennium B. C. 
23

.' 

The items no. 101-104, which are chapters of The Cambridge Ancient 

History __ (R~vised edition) by H. W. Cat ling, are certainly "authoritative 

surveys" but now a bit outdated by new discoveries. To get the most recent 

picture of the Bronze Age we have to look into other books, too 24 
.- lra­

cidentally, I should rather have expected quotation from the original pam­

phlet here,· bacause the chapters are much older tha'i quoted (and date 

from the mid sixtiesi2
5 

In no. 107 (p. 25) _the second word of. the title should be changed to 

the proper one: "Prehistoric Crete and Cyprus". Conc_erning no. 108, i;Y.: 

.~us by V .' Karageorghis originally appeared in the "Archaeologia Mundi" 

series published in Geneva, which should by mention~d at the end of the 

bibliographical .description. Now it looks as if only the New. York reprint 

had appeared in this series. 
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I would have expected a few more words in the description of item 113: 

1Y.Qriot Inscribed Stones, by lno Nicolau. It is perfectly true that it is "a 

picture-book of representative items of ancient Cypriot epigraphy" (p. 26), 

but maybe it would be useful to add what kind of inscription:; are included,· , 

from what time and in what languages. 

Items nos. 115-117 (6 volumes) are not very well described. All three 

are parts of the same series "Salamis" (published by the Cypriot Department 

of Antiquities), a fact that should be mentioned together with their proper 

numbers. The series now has 7 volumes. The• remaining volume is item no. 

123 (p. 28). Incidentally, I should I ike to ask why al I the volumes of the 

series are listed and the similar French series on ·"Salamine de Chypre" is 

not even mentioned 26 . Similarly, the series about "Kit ion~ is missing 
27 

And where are the proceedings of the colloquium on Salam is, which are 

the most Important collection of essays concerning that city? Of Course 

they are ,to be found in the next chapter, on history (cf. p. 37, item no. 

156). Cross reference is necessary in this case,. and not only in this one., 

Publications of Cypriot inscriptions are similarly scattered (cf. items nos. 

123-125, 155, 157). It is worth adding that the "monumental study of the 

ancient Cypriot syllabic writing" (no. ~25: Les inscriptions chypriotes syl la­

bigues by O. Masson) now has a very important supplement which cannot be 

omitted 28 . The same concerns the definitive publications of Greek inscript­

ions from Kafizin 29 and Cypriot syllabic inscriptions from Karnak 
30 

The only mention of underwater excavations off Cyprus (no. 126: Re­

surrecting the Oldest Kno,m Greek ShiQ.) has the name of the chief of ex­

peditio,n misspelled: the correct form is M. L. Katzev. And the discovery 

was made not "ninety feet off Cyprus northern coast" but a few kilo metres 

off the Kyrenia Castle at the depth of 90 feet., In this connection another 

item of 1974 should be quoted 
31

. It is a more recent article by the same 

. author and his wife which contains final. observations on the discovery. 

It looks strange to me. that Kitromilides and Evriviades put nos. 131 

and 132 among books on prehistory and archaeology as this kind of books 

should be included in the chapter on museum guides (cf. pp. 144 ·f). -I 

would prefer both items to be transfered there and no. 608 of that chap­

ter to be put in its proper place, i. e. on page 30 in place of no. 131. 
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The reason is simple: no. 608 - Ancient CY.1:>rus by A. C. ·Brown, H. W. 

Catling, Oxford 1975 is not "an· illustrated catalogue of the collection of 

Cypriot antiquities at the Ashmolean Museum" (p. 145) but a kind of a hand­

book on ancient Cyprus illustrated with objects from the collection. The 

place of the removed no. 132 could be taken by another handbook of the 

same. type, which is based on the collections ;f -the British Museum 32 . 

In general I find the chapter on ·archaeology, with its quite random se­

lection of items, of little use. It does not give "an idea of the history of 

the field by citing some pioneering older sources from the pre-1927 period", 

nor does it present "the development and stat~ of the discipline through 

1980", even "giving preference to more general books" (p. XVI). The lack 

• of cooperation with someone like the Librarian of the Department of Anti­

quities in Nicosia is regrettable . All the necessary books can be found on 

the shelves of the Cyprus Museum library, where the compilers worked 

(cf. Introduction, p. XIX). 

The chapter on Cypriot history is the largest one ("History", items nos. 

135-299, pp. 32-69). It comprises nearly 40 pages and 165 items. It divid­

es into the following sections: general, ancient Cyprus, Byzantine period, 

Frankish and Venet_ian periods,, Ottoman rule, British rule, Cyprus ques,tion 

1945-1950, Cyprus Republic. I should like to express my opinions first of 

all about the items of the "general" and "ancient Cyprus" sections. 

I must stress the accuracy of the authors in starting the "general sect­

ions" with a description of item 135: G. Hi 11, A Historx of CY.Q.rus. One 

small remark only: would it not be useful perhaps to mention a reprint of 

the 1940-1952 editi,on in 1972? The quoted collections of excerpts on the 

history of. Cyprus by Cobham C. D. and A. H. Mogabgab (nos. 136-137) 

might be supplemented with a small pamphlet in Greek by P. Flourentzos 

concerning Czech sources, mostly of the Middle Ages 
33 

'. Incidentally I can 

add that there also exist some very interesting old Polish texts about the 

island, just to 117ention the description by the Polish historian Jan Dtugosz 

of Peter 11 's visit to Cracow in 1364 and a relation by a Polish pilgrim, / 

RadziwiH "the Orphan", concerning his short visit to .Cyprus in 1582 34 . 

A Brief History of CY.Q.rus by C. Spyridakis (item no. 140) was origi­

nally published in 1964.· The edition quoted is the second revised edition. 
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It contains numerous illustrations, which is not mentioned in its description. 

The mention of il_lustrations is also missing in the description of Alastos' 

survey (item no. 138: ~Y.Qrus in Histor>.'.l,-After the publicati9n of the vo­

lume under review _a new revised German edition of Maier's synthesis ap­

peared in 1983 
35

. It will be useful to mention here that several important 

new syntheses of the history of Cyprus have appeared since the publication 

of Kitromilides' bibliography in 1982; One is by Sir G. Hunt, Footr:>rints in 

fY.Rrus. An Illustrated HistorY._ (London 1982, Trigraph), a second by Stav­

ros Panteli, A New History of CY.r:>rus. From the Earliest Times to the 

Present Dax (London-Hague The 1984, East-West Publications) and a third 

by Costas P. Kyrris, History of CY.Qrus (Nicosia 1985, Nicocles Publishing 

House).. All three are very interesting_and useful. The first offers quite a 

thorough survey of the history of the island with lavish illustration, the 

second gives a new synthesis' of the period of "British rule and the Cyprus 

Republic• up to 1984 and the third is the best achievement of Cypriot scho­

larship in the area. An extensive review of Kyrris' book will soon appear 

in our annual. 

The section on ancient history is a random one (items nos. 147-159, 

PP. 35-38). I do not see any pattern in the selection of the items; The 
' most important collection of essays on ancient Cyprus, edited by Denis van 

Berhem in 1975, is missing 
36

. Not even one book or article on A lasia is 

quoted. At least the recent book by L. Helbing should be mentioned 31. 

The very extensive historical writings of the eminent Cypriot scholar 

Constantinos Spyridakis are represented in this section by just_ one item i. 

e. no. 149: Evagoras I. von Salamis, 1935. That is most unfair to him. 

First of al I, his synthesis of Cyprus in the fourth century B. C. has to be 

quoted, even if it was published in the Greek language 38 . Next, his col­

lected historico-philological essays should also be taken into consideration 

when a new edition of the biblio_graphy is being prepared 39 

The problem of pagan religion in ancient Cyprus is represented by two 

items: no. 152, an article by K. Nicolaou (The Religion of Ancient CY.R­

.!:!:!§), and no. 153, an article by J. Pouilloux (Sxncretisme religieux a Sa­

lamine de ChY.Rre?). It is true that the number of publications on the su-
, . 

bject is not very high, but at least three items ought to be added in the 

next edition of the bibliography 4o. 
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Only one item concerns the Phoenician presence in Cyprus, i. e. no. 

155: 0. Masson, M. Sznycer, Recherches sur les Pheniciens a ChY.Qre.· But 

that is not enough. An article by A. Dupont-Sommer should be quoted 
41 

and the publication of Phoenician inscriptions from Kition-cannot be left 

out 
42 

Several items cover the Hellenistic period. Why is there nothing· about­

the Roman history? How c~uld the best and detailed descriptions of Roman_ 

Cyprus by V. Chapot, A. H. M. Jones and T. B. Mitford have escaped the 
43 • 

authors' attention? . Nota bene: a presentation of the religion and cults 

of that period, also be l;. B. Mitford, will soon appear in another volume 

of the ANRW 
44 . 

The most important publication for the study of history of ancient Cy­

prus is quoted at the very end of the section. It is of course the "monu­

mental serie.s" by Kyriacos Hadjioannou • Ancient CY.prus in the· Greek Sour­

~. whlch assembles "all the Greek literary references to Cyprus covering 

the period from the earliest sources to A. D. 395" (no. 159, p. 38). In 

the description of this item we find the remark that five volumes appear­

ed between 1971 and 1980. In fact, three volumes in five parts had ap­

peared by 1980. The remaining volumes, i. e. vol 4 (in two parts) and 

vol 5 appeared in 1980-1983. I think that this source edition deserves a 

more detailrd description of the contents of all five volumes 
45 

Concerning the subsequent section on the Byzantine period (nos. 160-

-166, pp. 38-39) I should like to ask just one question: isn't any of the 

contributions by C. P. Kyrris devoted to this period worth including in the 

next edition of the Bibliography? The authors could easily choose some­

thing published by this prolific Cypriot scholar. 

The literature on the history of Cyprus is quite smal I. So it is not 

obvious why the authors have missed such an important thing as the pro­

ceedings of a colloquium on the Hellenistic period which took place in Ni­

cosia in 1973. The meeting was organised by the Philological Society of 
• ' 

Cyprus "Stasinos". Even if only two articles are in English, it is worth 

quoting as the contributions in Greek are significant 
46 

The selection and description of items on the post-Roman history of 

Cyprus is much better than that in the section devoted to Classical times. 
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Some annotations are very detailed (e. g. item no. 177: repririt of the book 

by Louis de Mas Latrie, Hist~ire de I 11le d~ Chtr:,re sous le regne des Rrin­

ces de la maison de LusigQfill_ of 1852-1861). In general the bib! iography und­

er review does much better with regard to ·the more recen-t periods ancl con­

cerning the section _on "Foreign Relations" (nos. 300-386, pp. 70-92). 

Conc;:erning the section on "Ethnic Groups and Ethnic Relations" (nos. 

387-412, pp. 93-98) I have only a minor comment: the description of items 

388-389 contains what is c~rtainly a misprint in the bib I iographical address. 

I mention it as an exception, because in general I have to say that the bi­

bliography has relatively few such mistakes. 

The section on "Languages and Dialect~" (nos. 413,-418, pp. 99-100) has 

some very ir,:iportant gaps. We find here neither the reprint -of Simon Menar- . 

dous on toponimics and folklore studies 
47

, nor. the co'llection of essays on 

the Cypriot dialect (both ancient and modern) prepared for print by· Mene-

laos N. Christodoulou in 1978. It is also astonishing. that the compilers do 

not include even one essay on the dialect of Turkish Cypriots. It is unknown 

to scholars'? 
49

. 

The section on "Religion" (nos. 419-435, pp. 101-104) unfortunately 

contains only descriptions of items on the history o_f the Cypriot Orthodox 

Church and descriptions of Greek church monuments on the island. If the 

authors had looked into the scholarly annual Turcological bibliography they 

would have found some interesting additions to this chapter. But even con­

cerning the history of the Greek church on the island some publications are 

missing, just to mention Kyrris's essay on the origin of Christianity on the 

island 
50 

and a series of articles by G. Papageorghiou on current discover­

ies in Christian archaeology and art 
51 

.' We also have no cross-referenc;:e 

to the pagan religion of Cyprus (cf. remarks on the section "Archaeology"). 

The subsequent sections on "Social Conditions" (nos. 436-449, pp. 105-

-107), "Society and Social ·change" (nos. 450-464, pp. 108-111), "Law and 

Constitution" (nos. 465-488, pp. 112-116), "Economics" (nos. 489-499, pp., 

117-119), "Trade and Industry" (nos. 500-519,, pp. 120-123), "Agriculture" 

(nos. 520-533, pp. 124-126), "Statistics" (nos. 534-537, p. 127) a~d "Edu­

cation" (nos. 538-549, pp. 128-130) again look very professional, but in 
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these cases I do not feel competent enough to make comments. The same 

concerns the section on "Literature" (nos. 550-563, pp. 
0

131-133). 

The section on "The Arts" (nos. 564-590, pp. 134-140) starts with two 

general items on contemporary Cyprus art (nos. 564-565, p. 134), imme­

diately' follow_ed by the Byzantine period. Even if we can suspect that the 

books on earlier art are included in the section on archaeology, this should 

be noted. In fact only a few of the broad range of album editions on Cy­

pr.iot 'art are mentioned in the archaeological section (nos. 109-112, 130, 

133). In the sub-section "Folklore" (nos. 580-590, pp. 138-140) we can find 

a special issue of the bi monthly "Cyprus To-Day''. It is regrettable that the 

compilers do not quote a previous issue on the same subject, vol. II, no. 

2 (March-Apri I 1964) 
52

, also with a basic bibliography. Maybe some other 

issues on Cypriot contemporary art, theatre, geography, etc., should also 

be used and q~oted in the next edition. The bimonthly offers very rich in­

formation on contemporary Cyprus. Besides , some pattern of classification 

should be made obvious to the user of the bibliography. For example I would 

have prefered to quote nos. 580 sqq in this sequence: 582, 580, 581, i. e. 

in chronological order. 

The section on "Numismatics, Philately and Heraldry" (nos. 591-602, 

pp. 141-143) should start with no. 687 (op. 158) H. Gesche, ~tRern Lite­

raturi..iberblicke der griechischen Numismatik, i .. _e. with an annotated bi-

bi iography of the subject. • If not, a cross-reference is necessary. Not a be­

ne: this bibliography was recently brought up to date by A. Destrooper in 

"The Numismatic Report" 1981 
53

. The evaluation of "The Numismatic Re­

port" _issued by M. L. Santamas (I think the name of the editor should be 

mentioned) since 1971 is correct. But it is necessary to mention that about 

half of the contents of the journal are reprints of old and new essays on_ 

Cypriot numismatics from other scholarly journals, sometimes rarely avail­

able (not only in Cyprus). In this way useful contributions on Cypriot nu­

mismatics become available to the subscribers. Conce_rning the description 

of item no._ 591, Hill's, Catalogue of the Greek Coins of CtQrus, I must 
I 

add, that the book also describes the coins of the Phoenician rulers of Cy-

prus in places like Kition. Sometimes it seems as if the compilers for~ot 

about al I but the Greek past_ of the island. Concerning the section on "Nu­

mismatics, Phi lately and Heraldry" I have to put one more question: why 

.. 
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not extend it to gems? The objects, for example from Paphos, are extreme­

ly important for Hellenistic and Roman Cyprus 54 . 

The section on "Museum Guides" (nos. '603-608, pp. 144-145) _is the some­

what irritating. If the Cesnola• collection handbook and the Ashmolean col­

lection are included, why not include other very important foreign collect­

ions: Louvre, Birmingham, the temporary Athens exhibition;- the Morris pri­

vate collection, to mention just a few 
55

. The compilers have totally ignor­

ed the most important series on ancient Cypriot art in the .world's museums. 

I have in mind the series edited and published by Paul· Astrom, Corpus of 

~>::Rriot Antiguities. So far nine volumes have appeared 56 

The section on "Mass Media" (nos. 609-668, pp. 146-153) mentions many 

. titles of dailies, weeklies and periodicals. But two important Turkish Cy­

priot publications are missing: the weekly "News from .the North" and daily 

"Special News Bulletin", a kind of a counterpart to the Greek "Cyprus Bul­

letin". Both items. are in English. The value of the "Speciaf News Bulletin" 
57 

is stressed in Purcell's monograph Among Greek periodicals we can find 

the "Report of the Department of Antiquities, Cyprusll, but unfortunately 

the "Annual Report of the Department of Antiquities" is missing. It has to 

be mentioned, especially as archaeology is so much underlined in th~ con­

tents of the bibliography. It presents not only official reports of the Di­

rector of the Dept. of Antiquities but above all concise English summaries 

of the preliminary reports of all archaeological expeditions currently work­

ing on the island. It is an absolute must for al I historians and archaeolo­

gists interested in Cypriot past and cannot be omitted in a scholarly bk 

bliography 
58

. Concerning "Apostolos Varnavas" (no. 647, p. 150); it has 

been a monthly (not bimonthly) since 1956. In connection. with the "Report 

of the Department of Antiquities, Cyprus" (no. 666, p. 153) let me add. 

that this important annual is lately becoming more like a typical archaeo-. 

logical journal. We can even find review articles and polemics inside. It is 

a leading journal in the field, one that the Dept. of Antiquities can be 

proud of. 

To conclude the remarks on this section I should like to point out to .. 
the compile~s (and to the readers of this review article) that .two new im-

portant journals concerning Cypriot past have appey.red recently, since 1982. 
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I have in mind a new half-annual mimeographed by the Centre d'ttudes 

Chypriotes "Cahier" at the University Paris X-Nanterre and edited by the 

, eminent French scholar Professor Olivier Masson, and the ·annual "Archaeo­

logia Cypria" edited by the Association of Cypriot Archaeologists, which 
59 

was ·created in Nicosia in the early 1980s 

I have no comment concerning the "Directories" (nos. 669-672, p. 154), 

and the "Bibliographies (nos. 673-689, pp. 155-158) were criticised at the 

beginning of this review article. In this way we reach the end of the book. 

The index prepared in the bibliography under review is unusual. It com­

bines author, subject and title indexes all in one. It comprises both data 

from the descriptions of the items and from the annotations. Unfortunately, 

the names and date from the fifteen pages of Introduction (one-tenth of the 

book) are not included. For example, it is impossible to find the name of 

Sakellarios (cf. p. X in the index). I think the introduction has to be in­

dexed' in the next edition. 

On the last~two pages of the bibliography we find a map of Cyprus. 

The ancient city name "Sol" is of course "Soloi". Petra tou Romiou ap­

pears but its place is 'not mc1rked on the map. Incidentally· Petra tou Ro­

miou is not "featured in the text" and is· mentioned on the map, but Pe­

tra tou Limniti is not marked on the map and is mentioned in the text of 

the bibliography. In the name of the village Louroudjina the letter "d" is 

missing. I cannot avoid saying one more thing. The _bibliography is expen~ 

sive even if its lavish lay-out may be an explanation. Regarding the lay­

-out of the book, I cannot understand why there is so much empty space 

inside the sections. The publishers could easily have saved one sheet by 

producing the book properly. In this edition the empty spaces are special-

ly irritating ~s they are not justified in any way by the system of sub-clas­

sification of data (cf. pages: 2, 3, 6, 7, 22, 27, 29, 36 etc, etc). 

In the eyes of a bibliographer, ~o other bibliography is perfect. I have 

listed some of my objections. I hope the authors will not. take offence at 

them. I really admire Kitromilides and Evriviades's work and I wish them 

success in, maki~g the bibliography better in the next edition, which as I 

am told is now under preparation. We have received a really useful and 

handsome introduction to Cypriot studies and we are waiting impatiently 
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for the revised edition. The bibliography is certainly helpful to everybody 

interested in Cyprus, and it is worthwhile to improve it from edition to 

edition, It should soon be in the hands of the students of the first Cypriot 

University, which I hope wi_ll be opened in the near future. The responsibi­

lity of the. authors is much greater than in the case of the other bibliogra-

phies of the series, and that is the reason why I have permitted myself to 

make a number of quite detailed remarks about the· book. 
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ETUDES IRANIENNES DE .lERZY KURYlOWICZ 

0. I'.. 'oeuvre scientifique .de Jerzy Kurytowicz (1895-1978) embrasse un 

groupe ~:l' ~tudes consacrees aux problemes indoiraniens, c 'est-a-dire a ceux 

qui s'averent communs aux langues indiennes et iraniennes, ou conc·ernant 

seulement les langues iraniennes. Le present article ne traitera que des tra­

vaux etudiant ces deux questions. Les sujet.s indo-iraniens sont consideres 

dans 18 etudes, essentiellement des articles., niais aussi des comptes ren­

dus et un livre, notamment le debut de Kurytowicz datant de 1925, Tra­

ces de la place du ton en gathigue 
1. II est evident qu~ de nos jours - les 

etudes en question n'ont. pas la meme valeur, _vu qu'elles .ont ete ecrites 

au long d'un demi-siecle. Sans aspirer a une evaluation complexe, je ta­

cherai de les caracteriser sommairement. A cette fin. j' ai divise les tra­

vaux de Kurytowicz en groupes, • relativement aux. langues auxquelles ils 

sont consacre. Ainsi distinguera-t-on 1) etudes des problemes indo-iraniens, 

2) travaux concernant la langue d' Avesta, 3) travaux sur le vieux-perse, 

4) autres. 

1. Kurytowicz a consacre 7 articles aux problemes in d o-i ran i en s. 

L 'un d'eux nous est connu dans .deux versions: polonaise et fran1raise peu 

differenciees entre elles et se rapportant. a un probleme morphologique. 


