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Editorial 

This issue opens with an article by Dr John Wilkinson on a series of stone tables, 
identified as delphicae, which were uncovered in the ruined houses of the Herodian 
period during the late Avigad's excavations in the 1970s beneath the Jewish 
Quarter of Jerusalem. The tables clearly had some domestic function in these 
ancient households, and Wilkinson suggests that they may have been used as part 
of the Jewish ritual during which the head of the household recited grace over 
wine and bread. Wilkinson has previously published numerous articles and books 
on the archaeology and history of Jerusalem, including Jerusalem Pilgrims Before 
the Crusades (1977), and Jerusalem as Jesus Knew It: Archaeology as Evidence 
(1978). 

The discovery made by Professor Avraham Biran in July 1993 of a fragmentary 
stele at Tell Dan inscribed in Aramaic and mentioning the 'House of David' , has 
greatly excited scholars. The inscription was dated to the 9th century Be and 
promptly published by Biran, together with Professor J. Naveh . Since then , numer
ous articles on the subject have been published but the present article, by Dr 
Rupert Chapman, is the first which looks at the stratigraphic and chronological 
implications that this inscription has for the Stratum III gateway at Tell Dan. Dr 
Chapman is the Executive Secretary of the Palestine Exploration Fund and a 
member of the Editorial Board of the Bulletin . 

The third article deals with a dedicatory inscription to Herod the Great on a statue 
base from the Greek island of Kos, which proves that he was a full Roman citizen. 
The author , Dr David Jacobson , has contributed articles to the Bulletin before, 
including an important paper on Herod's Temple in Jerusalem (BAlAS 10) . 

The final article is a summary of excavations undertaken by Dr Dan Urman in 
1972 at Horvat'Ofrat in the Galilee . Architectural fragments had been observed 
at the site by explorers in the 19th century and it was suggested that they belonged 
to a synagogue. However, such a structure was not found during Urman's excava
tions, except for the fragmentary remains of large dwellings dating from the Early 
and Late Roman periods. 

The review article deals with Bryant Wood's The Sociology of Pottery in Ancient 
Palestine . The author of this review, Pamela Magrill , who is currently cataloguing 
the finds from the Lachish excavations of the 1930s, is from the Department of 
Western Asiatic Antiquities in the British Museum. 

Five reviews of recently published books are also included in this issue, including 
a review of Joan Taylor's Christians and the Holy Places. 
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EDITORIAL 

With the death of Anthony Lewison in 1993, the Anglo-Israel Archaeological 
Society lost one of its strongest supporters. As a Committee Member he was 
extremely dedicated and during the 1980s almost never missed the Society func
tions and lectures. Anthony could be a very loyal and generous person, and I am 
very proud to have known him. The obituary is by one of Anthony's colleagues 
on the Cipieres project, David Siddle, who has been working on the village arch
ives there. Dr Siddle is currently the Director of the Institute for European Popula
tion Studies at the University of Liverpool. An earlier version of this obituary was 
published in The Independent on 10 July 1993. I am grateful to Barbara Barnett 
for having updated and edited the present version with the author's permission. 

Last year also saw the premature death of Professor Aharon Kempinski and a 
moving evocation of his life and archaeological achievements is presented here by 
a good friend and colleague of his, Professor Claudine Dauphin. Kempinsky was 
an extremely talented archaeologist who conducted important work at numerous 
sites in Israel, notably Tel Masos and Tel Kabri. He was always a very controversial 
figure in Israel's archaeological community, he always spoke his mind and he could 
never resist a good scholarly controversy. He will be remembered not only for his 
archaeological work but also for the support he gave Palestinians and his battle 
for human rights. 

The present issue of theBulletin ends with the Honorary Secretary's report for 
1993-4, summaries of lectures by Dr Tessa Rajak on Caesarea and by Professor 
A. S. Kaufman on the location of the Second Temple in Jerusalem, and reports 
by grant recipients. Finally, the Bulletin is published due to the generosity of the 
J. C. Dwek Family Charitable Trust, the John S. Cohen Foundation and other 
anonymous donors. The Editor and the Society wish to thank them for their finan
cial sponsorship. 

Shimon Gibson 
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Stone Tables in Herodian Jerusalem 

JOHN WILKINSON 

When Professor Nahman Avigad excavated in Jerusalem during the 1970s, he 
found pieces of eleven stone tables known as delphicae. This article shows how 
the Jewish family used them, and suggests they were a model for the Christian 
altar. 

Round and Oblong Tables 

Through his excavation in Jerusalem Avigad became the first archaeologist ever 
to study Herodian furniture. He found eight round tables and eleven which were 
oblong, called delphicae (Fig. 1) . A twelfth oblong example , Table M, was put up 
for sale in Turmus Aiya, but had probably been stolen from Avigad's excavation 
in Jerusalem (Avigad, 1983, 172). 

Round tables were commonly used for food , as Roman sculptures from other 
provinces show (Avigad, 1983, 174-82). As they had three wooden legs they could 
be placed anywhere in the room. But oblong tables were fixtures, since they stood 
on a single stone pillar. They were in fact sideboards and stood against the wall, 
which is implied by some table tops which are decorated on three edges , leaving 
a plain edge to face the wall. The room was arranged in the way the Mishnah 
describes , when it speaks of a Jew entertaining a Gentile. Near the people's seats 
is a small table, like one of the round tables found in Jerusalem. The passage goes 
on to mention the side table, or delphica , attached to the wall: 

If an Israelite was eating with a gentile at a table , and he put flagons [of wine] on the table 
and flagons [of wine] on the delphica, and left the guest there and went out, what is on the 
table is forbidden [as possibly unclean], and what is on the side-table is permitted: but if 
he had said to him: 'Mix thy cup and drink' [which implied he had to go to the delphica], 
that which is on the delphica is forbidden also . (M. Abodah Zarah 5.5) 

The round tables will not be further mentioned here, since there is no sign that 
those in Jerusalem were used differently from those in the gentile world. This 
article will concentrate on the decoration of the oblong tables (Figs 2 and 3), and 
their possible use. 

The decorations were around the edge of the table-top . They are summarized 
in Figure 4, and Appendix 2 gives the location of the different tables, and where 
photographs of some of them can be found. As this summary makes clear, the 
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JOHN WILKINSON 

Fig.!. Oblong table found by Avigad in the Jewish Quarter excavations (courtesy of H . Geva and the 
Israel Exploration Society). 

tables were found in various states of preservation. Some were complete, but of 
others only small pieces have survived. The symbols summarized in Figure 4 form 
a wide assortment. For most of these examples there is a simple explanation. I 
agree with Pau Figueras that most of these motifs are not simply decorative, but 
have a religious meaning (Figueras, 1983, 78-86). 
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Fig. 3. Examples of decoration on the oblong tables found by Avigad. 
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STONE TABLES IN HERODIAN JERUSALEM 

Avigad (1983 , 168, 172) and L. Y. Rahmani (1976 , 68f) have compared the 
Jerusalem tables with other Greco-Roman furniture . Varro , for instance, had 
talked of 

An oblong stone table for vessels on a single column . .. Often people used to place it in 
the house near the central pool. On it and near it , when I was a young man , they used to 
put bronze vessels. (Yarro , Ling. Lat. 5,125) 

In the illustration on Table M (Fig. 3) the top of the Jewish table corresponds 
with Varro's description. Jews too used the oblong tables for metal vessels. But 
the jars below the table do not correspond quite so neatly. The picture does not 
show the material of which these jars were made , but when Avigad discovered 
some of these actual jars, they were found to be made from stone. Under Jewish 
religious law stone was not subject to uncleanness (Mishnah, Kel. 10.1 , Parah 3,2: 
see Avigad 1983, 183) so these jars may have been destined for religious use. The 
picture also shows something of the decoration of the tables, which includes circles. 
Six of Avigad's tables suggest that these circles were rosettes. 

Rosettes 

Rosettes are a common form of decoration , and often exist in secular designs 
without any suggestion of symbolism. But in the Herodian period they were so 
often used on coffins and ossuaries that they must have had a religious meaning. 
They may be clues that Jewish tables had a different purpose from the Roman 
ones. 

I agree with those who have said that in Herodian times the rosette and star 
seem to be interchangeable , and similar in meaning. But I disagree slightly 
with Goodenough (1953-1968 , Vol. 7, 175-201) and Figueras (1983 , 36-41). 
These scholars have conscientiously taken into account the many different 
cultures which affected Palestine, and concluded by attributing to the symbols 
too complicated a meaning. Since things marked with such symbols were 
supplied to the general public during the Herodian period, their meaning must 
have been much simpler. 

Josephus happens to explain what rosettes meant in Herodian times, when he 
describes how Moses made the Tabernacle (Josephus , Ant. 3,125). His source, 
Exodus 26.31, said that the two rooms in the Tabernacle were separated by a 
curtain, which was 'skilfully made, with cherubim' . Josephus knows that cherubim 
were 'winged creatures, but not like anything that has ever been seen by men' 
(Ant. 3.137). In this he agrees with modern archaeologists. But though a religious 
Jew could speak of the cherubim, to draw them was a very different thing. To 
represent such creatures might be to 'make the likeness of things that are in the 
heaven above', and thus to disregard the second of the Ten Commandments. 

In ordinary life the problem was simple. How were cherubim to appear in places 
where the Law demanded that they should , as on the entry curtain of the Temple? 
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STONE TABLES IN HERODIAN JERUSALEM 

This was legally assumed to match the inner curtain (see Exodus 26.31). The 
official solution must have been familiar to anyone in the Herodian period who 
had seen the Temple entrance. For where the Scriptures had said 'cherubim', 
according to Josephus (War 5.214) the curtain had the symbols of cherubim, 
namely stars or flowers. In his description of Moses's tabernacle (Ant. 3,124) he 
anachronistically included this Herodian feature, and emphasizes the reason: 

The curtain was of great beauty, being decked with every manner of flower that the earth 
produces, and interwoven with every other motif which could add to its beauty, except the 
forms of living creatures. 

On Jewish coffins or ossuaries, stars or flowers stood for angelic beings, either for 
the angels who protected the dead on the journey from earth to heaven, or the 
angels in heaven who welcomed the soul. This symbolism continued in Christianity, 
and when Jesus' sarcophagus is painted on the walls of the church at Dura-Europos 
(Lassus, 1976, 11, Fig . 5) the stars above its lid are the two angels of Matthew 
28.1 and John 20.12. Thus, in an appropriate context, stars or flowers symbolized 
cherubim or angels. Rosettes which decorate the tables found in Jerusalem are 
indicated in the second column of the summary in Figure 4. There may have been 
more on the broken pieces of tables which have not been preserved. 

The Letter of Aristeas 

If rosettes stood for angels, did these tables have a religious purpose? The answer 
is given in the next column in Figure 4, headed 'Documented symbols'. All these 
symbols are derived from the Letter of Aristeas, which, according to R. H. J. 
Shutt, was probably written in Alexandria in about 170 Be (Charlesworth, 1985, 
Vol. 2, 9). Josephus certainly regarded the Letter as authoritative, and copied it 
almost word for word in his Antiquities (12, 70 ff). Among other things, it describes 
a royal gift of a table. Ptolemy II (285-247 Be) presented to the Temple in Jerusa
lem a marvellously decorated Table of Shewbread, with the accompanying vessels. 
In 167 Be Ptolemy's Table was removed by Antiochus Epiphanes (Josephus, Ant. 
12.250) and in AD 70 it had been replaced by the undecorated one shown on 
the Arch of Titus. However, the wealth of decoration on Ptolemy'S table was 
remembered, and various features of it decorate the tables found by Avigad. The 
passage from the Letter is quoted below, with the symbols indicated in italics. On 
the right of the text are mentioned the tables on which the symbols are to be 
found. 

The Table of Shewbread 

On [top of the table] there were arrangements of precious stones 
. .. the way they were all connected together was a masterpiece. 
And for security they were drilled with holes through which golden 
pins were fastened . (61) 

Symbols on Tables 

(Table G) 
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As one looked at the top, all round its sides there was a border of 
eggs, set with precious stones ... with a succession of ribbed reliefs 
closely connected with each other, which surrounded the whole 
table . . .. (62) 

(Josephus, Ant. 12.72, simplifies this passage to read 'a 
rope-design'. ) 

On the actual table they made an intricate meander in relief, with 
very costly stones set in the middle . .. (66) 
They made the upper part of the feet into lilies, the lilies opening 
out beneath the table. (69) 

The Vessels 
All round the brim of the mouth [of the drinking-bowl] were 
fashioned the stalks and blossoms of lilies, and clusters of grapes 
... (76) 
They engraved the golden goblets with crowns of grapes in the 
middle , and around the edges they plaited in relief a crown of ivy, 
myrtle and olive. (79) (tr. Swete 1902, 530-3) 

(Tables A-B 
and D-G) 
(Table B) 

(Tables C
G) 
(Tables C, 
D) 

(Tables H , 
I?) 

(Tables H, 
I?) 
(Tables B, J) 

This text accounts for all the symbols in the third column of the summary, including 
such rare motifs as the jewels with gold nails (61) or the combination of the 
egg-and-dart and the two rope-designs (62). These correspondences thus show that 
Avigad's oblong stone tables were reminders of the Table of Shewbread and its 
vessels , and depended on the authoritative description in the Letter of Aristeas. 

Josephus likened the Table of Shewbread in the Tabernacle to 'a delphica' (Ant. 
3.139) , a word also used by the Mishnah (A.Zar. 5.5, Kef. 22,1,2,24.6, and 25 .1). 
Since the Delphic seer had given her oracles from a tripod, the name perhaps 
originally implied that the table had three legs. The example illustrated comes 
from sixth-century Be Cyprus (Fig. 5). But delphica gradually came to mean 'a 
small table', even with four legs , and this is certainly how Josephus used the word. 
As he knew very well , the Table of Shewbread had four legs. This is further 
pursued in Appendix 1. 

Rosettes could be described as 'codes' for angels. Where a rosette appears, 
according to general understanding it means 'angel'. A single motif stands for a 
single spiritual reality. But the assortment of 'documented symbols' on Avigad's 
tables all began with the decorations on Ptolemy'S Table in the Temple. But here 
we have a difficulty. If the aim had been to imitate the Temple table, it seems 
strange that more symbols were not combined. Avigad's tables are never exact 
parallels. They were made of stone not gold. They had one leg, not four. And 
where enough remains of Avigad's tables to judge their precise size, it was never 
exactly like that of the Table of Shewbread. They only recall that biblical table . I 
hope later in this article to give a more convincing explanation. 

The Meander 

The meander decoration of Ptolemy'S gifts deserves close attention, 'an intricate 
meander in relief, with very costly stones set in the middle' (Lett. Aris. 66). Even 

14 
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Fig. 5. An ancient Cypriot rectangular table with three legs (courtesy of the Trustees of the British 
Museum) . 
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JOHN WILKINSON 

the drinking bowls were decorated with 'a meander a cubit high' (Lett. Aris. 74). 
The meander stood for the firmament, the creation of which is described in the 
first chapter of Genesis: 

God made the firmament, and separated the waters which were under the firmament from 
the waters which were above the firmament. And God called the firmament the heavens 
. . . God put lights in the firmament. 

The Hebrew word for 'firmament' is raki'a, which means a thin beaten metal plate. 
The Greeks translated it by stereoma, which means 'framework' or 'skeleton', and 
Homer refers to this framework when he spoke of the 'iron' or the 'copper' sky. 
Modern English translations are 'vault' or 'dome'. According to the ancient Greeks 
and Hebrews this pierced dome holds up the sky. The meander design represented 
the firmament. The design in Figure 6 illustrates a stone panel discovered in the 
larger synagogue at Kefar Bar'am, founded in the 3rd century AD. It illustrates the 
way that the waters and lights are set in the firmament. The objects in the upper 
row are four signs of the zodiac, and two shells representing the waters. In the 
next row are two signs of the zodiac, and three rosettes and two garlands, perhaps 
representing lights . The bottom row contains six signs of the zodiac. These motifs 
all appear through the blank spaces in a meander which represents the firmament. 

Both on Ptolemy's table and on A vigad's Tables C to G, the meander represents 
the firmament: the heavenly lights are the jewels in the blank spaces. Indeed 
Josephus (Ant. 12.71) breaks off from quoting a long passage from Aristeas, to 
say that the jewels framed by the meander are 'like stars'. 

Sometimes a design of the meander is above the viewer. For instance the ceiling 
of the Double Gate of the Temple has a meander design with its blank spaces 
filled with flowers (1 Enoch 85), no doubt representing heaven with its angels. The 
viewers passed below it. But sometimes the viewer is assumed to be in heaven, 
above the firmament. Thus the central design of a floor in Avigad's House D3 is 
a meander (see Avigad, 1989, 50) . It was a traditional belief that in prayer human 
beings were united with the liturgy of the angels in heaven. This was present both 
in the regular orthodox belief but also in the Qumran documents. One of them 
says: 'May you attend upon the service in the [heavenly] Temple of the Kingdom, 
and decree destiny in company with the angels of the Presence' (1QSb 4). This 

Fig. 6. Meander on a stone panel from the larger synagogue at Kefar Balam (after Goodenough, 1953-
68, Vol. 3, Fig. 515). 
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STONE TABLES IN HERODIAN JERUSALEM 

Jewish belief that a place of prayer is heaven was a continuing tradition (Tos. Sotah 
6,5, Lam. Rabbah proem.31 , B. Hullin 91b) , and was passed on to Christianity . 

The Table of Shewbread 

We must return to the tables discovered by Avigad. The symbolism of the Table 
of Shewbread recalled the fertility of creation . Thus, Josephus said that the loaves 
and incense placed on it represented the year (War, 5.217) . Philo too took the 
food and unmixed wine (Numbers 4.7) on the Table as symbols of the greatness 
and munificence of God (Q. Ex. 2.71). God's gift of fertility is remembered at the 
Feast of Firstfruits, and a sign of this is the pair of cornucopias on Table L (Fig. 
2). These were probably the decoration on the edge of a table (Avigad, 1983, 168; 
1989, 46) and repeat a traditional Judaic motif, which as A vigad pointed out had 
appeared on Hasmonean coins. The sculpture is detailed enough to show that the 
cornucopias are made of metal , which were made as special baskets for the Feast 
of Firstfruits. According to Philo (Spec. leg. 2,2,15) rich people traditionally took 
their firstfruits to the Temple in gold cornucopias. 

Although the symbolism of these Jerusalem tables recalled the Table of Shew
bread and the vessels in the Temple, they were not to be confused with them. A 
Palestinian rabbi writing two centuries after these tables were made, expressed 
exactly the attitude which underlay their design: 

A man may not make a Temple according to the pattern of the Temple . . . nor a Table 
[of Shewbread] according to the pattern of the Table nor a Menorah [the seven-branched 
Candlestick] according to the design of the Menorah. He may however make a menorah 
with five, six, or eight branches, but with seven he may not make one . (B. Men 28b) 

The rabbi's statement mixes yes and no. Negatively it prohibits imitation. New 
things may not be identical with those in the Temple. However, it positively 
encouraged the making of signs which would remind people of holy buildings and 
objects. The mixture can most easily be explained by recalling the way the Temple 
and its furnishings were designed. Their models were in heaven. So Avigad's tables 
may appear to imitate the Table in the Temple, but they really imitate the ideal 
Table in heaven. This is borne out by the fish design on Table D (Fig. 2). In order 
to obey the Second Commandment the fish is represented without an eye. It is 
represented beside the top of the Table of Shewbread and is the food of the 
banquet in the after-life. For when their destiny is fulfilled the righteous will eat 
the great sea-monsters Behemoth and Leviathan (2 Bar. 29.4: Figueras, 1983, 21). 
Early Christian pictures of the Last Supper sometimes put a fish on the Table , to 
emphasize that it is heavenly food . 

Other Symbols 

Two other motifs in the fourth column of Figure 4, headed 'Other Symbols' , have 
still to be interpreted, the ship on Table M (Fig. 3), and the unusual symbol on 
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Table G (Fig. 7). The ship is ready to depart across the sea (Rahmani, 1976, 70f), 
which may be identified with the Red (or Erythraean) Sea which divided heaven 
from earth (1 Enoch 32.2). This is the same sea-journey which is referred to on 
the graves of the Maccabees (1 Mace. 13.29), and Essenes believed that the immor
tal souls of the righteous were transferred from this earth to an 'abode beyond the 
ocean, a place neither troubled by rain or snow or heat' (Josephus, War 2.155). 
At the cemetery at Beth She'arim the sculptured ships are also about to cross this 
ocean (Avi-Yonah, 1981,44-7, PI. 8, and Goodenough, 1953-1968, Vol. 8, 157). 

The symbol on Table G (Fig. 7) was probably the blue cloth cover for carrying 
the Table of Shewbread on journeys (Numbers 4.7). It seems to have been held 
in place by a cord. This cord would go through the loops which project from the 
sides, and run through the rectangles near the bottom of the picture. There are 
curved pieces taken out of each corner to allow the rings to appear. Exodus 25.26 
says: 

Thou shalt make for it four rings of gold , and put the rings in the four corners that are on 
the four feet thereof. The rings which are to receive the staves are to be next to the rim. 

- - - 4- ___ _ 

-,..--._----

Fig. 7. The symbol on Table G. 
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STONE TABLES IN HERODIAN JERUSALEM 

The process of wrapping the table up is illustrated in Figure 8. If the shape was 
not intended to be to a strict scale, the flaps might well have covered the bottom, 
and wrapped the whole Table. 

Grace Before Meals 

Since Avigad's oblong tables recall the Table of Shewbread they would form an 
excellent setting for saying grace over wine and bread. The Mishnah describes the 
passover kiddush, or ceremonial meal, and 'the man' in what follows is the head 
of the household. He begins by saying grace over the cup of wine and water: 

After they have mixed the man his first cup ... he says the benediction first over the day 
and then the benediction over the wine . . . They then mix him the second cup . . . After 
they have mixed for him the third cup he says the Benediction over the meal. [Over] a 
fourth [cup] he completes the Hallet, and says after it the Benediction over song. (M. 
Pesachim 10.2-7, tr. H. Danby) 

The delphica was the place where the cup was mixed before being brought to the 
head of the household. As we can see from the picture on Table M (Fig. 3), the 
wine was stored in the stone jars under the delphica and was transferred to the 

Size of the Table Cloth over the Table 

Folding avoids rings Ready for journey 

Fig. 8. Wrapping the Table of Shewbread. 
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bronze vessels. Perhaps it was transferred with the ladle on the table. Then the 
grace was said. 

The grace is a prayer, and angels were believed to witness prayers and to see 
they reached God. Hence the rosettes. When Tobit, for example, wanted to be 
cured of his blindness and Sarah wanted an untroubled marriage, both prayed to 
God . The archangel Raphael witnessed this prayer, and afterwards in heaven he 
reported what had been said. Later on he said to Tobit and Sarah, 'I brought a 
reminder of your prayer before the Holy One' (Tobit 12.12: see 3.17). 

Christian documents from the 3rd century until today have compared the Table 
of Shewbread with some part of the eucharist (for instance Origen, Hom. Lev. 
13.3). John Chrysostom (in 2 Cor. 18,3, 11, de Poenitent. IX.1) paralleled the 
Christian table on earth with the heavenly Table of Shewbread. Indeed, there are 
several tables at the east end of Syrian churches which are very like the Table of 
Shewbread in shape and size (see Baccache and Tchalenko, 1979, Figs. 36, 145, 
188,315,483). 

Professor Nahman Avigad will above all be famous for the series of excavations 
in the Jewish Quarter of Jerusalem with which he ended and crowned his life. This 
article has examined some of the furniture which he discovered there. However, 
this find is not of interest only to Jerusalem archaeologists, but of tremendous 
importance for the history of Judaism and of Christianity. He was the first to 
discover the domestic tables used in Herodian Jerusalem for the kiddush. And his 
set of tables will have to be taken into account by any historian of the design of 
Christian altars. 
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Appendix 1: The literary problem of the name delphicae 

Delphis and delphinis are words which make one think of dolphins . So for tables named 
delphicae some scholars quote a dialogue of Lucian of Samos, who lived in the 1st century 
of our era. It is the words from Lexiphanes 7: 'cups of every kind were arranged on the 
delphinidos table'. The word delphinidos is clearly the genitive of the adjective delphinis, 
but - suspiciously - occurs only here in Greek literature of the Classical period. Arethas, 
who commented on Lucian in the 10th century, believed it was a rare word meaning 'a 
table with feet in the shape of dolphins' (see Rabe , 1906, 197). Again some scholars -
disregarding logic - have taken this to be proved, since ancient tables with dolphin-legs 
have been discovered. 

In the dialogue, the character Lexiphanes tells the story of his life about town. But he 
uses such obscure words that the other characters sharply criticize him. In this context 
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delphinidos is certainly a strange enough word for Lexiphanes to choose. But it may not 
be what Lucian originally wrote . One manuscript of the dialogue has delphidos (a rare form 
meaning 'of Delphi' . Normal Greek would be delphikes). Delphidos happens to have been 
written with a wrong accent (Macleod, 1972, 60) . A later copyist may possibly have mistaken 
this accent for a sign for abbreviation , and may well have invented the word delphinidos . 

The wrong accent is better treated as a simple error; for delphidos is unusual enough to 
fit the context. If we were to imagine that 'Delphid' was a rare English word for 'Delphic' , 
Lucian's original version could thus be translated as, 'cups of every kind were arranged on 
the Delphid table'. 

Appendix 2: The Symbols on the Tables 

Details are given in the following order: (a) Location in Israel, Wohl or Haifa Museums; 
(b) Number; (c) Bibliography in DJ (= Avigad 1983) , HQ (= Avigad, 1989), or Rahmani, 
1976. 

Israel: (found in Burnt House): DJ, Fig. 131 , p. 137. 
Wohl: L.110.2088/11, L.110,2086112: DJ , Fig. 183 (3 , sprigs) . 
Wohl (D3):-:HQ , cover, 52. 
Wohl:-:DJ , Fig. 185(4) , p . 169, HQ, 44 (first) . 
Wohl and Israel: L.414, 20186/11: DJ, Fig. 185(2) , p. 169, HQ, 44 (second). 
Wohl: L.1373,0426. 
Wohl: L.2625,06231/1. 
Wohl: L.2699,07190. 
Wohl: black stone: L.1138.12221/11. 
Israel: IDAM 82-551: DJ, Fig. 94, p. 107, Fig. 105(1) , p. 169, Fig. 195, p. 173. 
Wohl (D5):-:DJ , Fig. 230, p . 197, HQ, Fig. on p. 67. 
Wohl (cast) :-:DJ, Fig. 186, p. 170, HQ, Fig. on p. 44. 

A. 
B. 
C. 
D. 
E. 
F. 
G. 
H. 
I. 
J . 
K. 
L. 
M . Haifa: IDAM 70-128: DJ, p. 172, Fig. 194, p . 173 , Rahmani Fig. 1, p. 67 and PI. 

VI , 2-2A. I have not seen this. 
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The Dan Stele and the Chronology of 
Levantine Iron Age Stratigraphy 

RUPERT L. CHAPMAN III 

The discovery of the Dan stele fragment during the archaeological preparation of 
the site for visitors has presented scholars with the first (potentially) precisely 
datable Iron Age inscription from a stratified context. The importance of this 
discovery for chronological purposes can scarcely be exaggerated. At the same 
time, the appearance of A. Biran's book, Biblical Dan, in which for the first time 
he presents a synthetic view of the excavations, including a table of the strata 
exposed so far and their dates, has given the precise context of the Dan stele its 
true significance. These excavations have revealed the presence of at least 19 strata 
at the site, with the earliest settlement so far revealed dating to the Pottery Neo
lithic period in the 5th millennium Be (see Appendix). 

The circumstances of the Dan stele's discovery are, by now, well known: in the 
course of the clearance of a stone-paved plaza outside the main city gate con
structed by King Ahab in Stratum III, the remains of a previously undiscovered 
gate were found. While Gila Cook, the expedition surveyor, was planning the 
area, she noticed that one of the stones in the newly discovered gate had writing 
on it. On closer examination the stone turned out to be a fragment of a large stone 
slab bearing a monumental inscription in the Aramaic language. A preliminary 
translation of the very fragmentary text was promptly published by Biran and J. 
Naveh (1993, 90 - text in square brackets is reconstructed): 

Line Text 
1 
2 ... my father went up . . . 
3 ... and my father died, he went to [his fate ... Is-] 
4 rael formerly in my father's land ... 
5 I [fought against Israel?] and Hadad went in front of me ... 
6 ... my king. And I slew of [them X footmen, Y cha-] 
7 riots and two thousand horsemen . . . 
8 the king of Israel. And [I] slew [ ... the kin-] 
9 g of the House of David. And I put ... 

10 their land . . . 
11 other ... [ ... ru-] 
12 led over Is[ rael] 
13 siege upon . . . 

23 



RUPERT L. CHAPMAN III 

Because the text is so fragmentary it is difficult to make much sense of the story 
it tells. However, it would appear to recount the military victory of a king's son 
(lines 2-3), who is himself the vassal of another king (line 6) , over the kings of 
Israel and Judah. It was customary for ancient kings to set up such monuments at 
the scenes of their victories , and equally customary for the conquered population, 
on regaining their independence, to smash them and put the fragments to some 
use which would wipe out the stigma of their initial defeat. This would appear to 
be what happened in this case. 

The Date of the Inscription 

Because the language of the inscription is Aramaic, the language of Syria, and not 
Hebrew, the language of the Israelite kingdoms , it seems reasonable to identify 
the king of line 6 as the Aramaic king of Damascus. On the basis of the script 
used the inscription 'can be dated to the middle of the ninth century BC. However, 
this date should not be taken as definite and it might fall within a range of some 
decades earlier or later' (Biran and Naveh, 1993 , 95). Unfortunately, as no name 
of a king has been preserved in this fragment of the inscription it is difficult to 
date the incident more closely. However, Biran and Naveh suggest that it may be 
the attack on Dan by Ben Hadad I of Damascus (1 Kings 15:16-20) in c. 883 BC 

(1993 , 86 , 95-6) . Since the initial publication of the inscription, four further articles 
have appeared. Two of these (Ahituv, 1993, 246-7; Puech, 1994,215-41) date the 
stele fragment to the attack of Ben Hadad II, equated with Adad-Idri of the 
Assyrian inscriptions (Ahituv 1993, 246; Puech 1994, 227), placing the conflict 
concerned in the time of Ahab of Israel and Jehoshaphat of Judah, between 860 
and 853 Be. There are , however, problems with the placement of the narratives 
concerned (I Kings 20; 22:1-38) , which it is generally agreed did not originally 
refer to Ahab and Jehoshaphat (Noth , 1976, 243; Donner, 1977, 400, 413-14; 
Bright, 1980, 242-3, n . 42; Soggin, 1984, 207-8). These narratives are attributed 
by other scholars to the reign of Jehoahaz of Israel and Jehoash of Judah (Miller 
and Hayes , 1986, 252-4, 298-302; cf. Soggin , 1984, 209-10; Tadmor, 1984, 381-
2, 410-11, n. 39), placing the conflict c. 798 BC . Pitard (1987), writing on the 
history of Damascus, followed by Klengel (1992) , writing on the history of Syria, 
both reject the link of the battles in I Kings 20, and 22:1-38 with Ahab and 
Jehoshaphat and the identification of Adad-'idri with the Ben-Hadad of these nar
ratives , though without certainty as to the true sequence of Damascene rulers and 
their dates, or the true dates , if any, of the battles . The placement of Hazael between 
Ben-Hadad I and Ben-Hadad son of Hazael in the second half of the 8th century BC 

has been confirmed by a number of inscriptions studied by Eph'al and Naveh (1989). 
A third scholar dates the stele to the last quarter of the 9th century BC (Lemaire 1994, 
37) without specifying any of the kings involved. (The fourth article [Kallai, 1993] is 
not relevant here.) It is , of course , far too soon to accept any view as definitive, and 
it is not the purpose of this article to enter the debate. Rather , I shall examine the 
chronological implications of the stele whatever its date. 
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The stratigraphic picture in the outer gate area in question appears to be as 
follows: The newly discovered gate was reduced (in antiquity) to a height of not 
more than c. 0.20 m above the level of its threshold (Biran and Naveh, 1993, Figs 
1-2, 4-5; Biran, 1994a, Figs 227-8). A carefully laid and beautifully preserved 
stone pavement is associated with the Stratum III gate, whose remains were found 
standing to a height of c. 0.50 m (Biran, 1994a, Fig. 200) to 1.00 m (Biran, 1994a, 
Fig. 195). This pavement runs up to the face of the stump of the eastern inner 
flanking wall of the newly discovered gate, in which the stele fragment was found 
(Fig. 1). The pavement does not reach the inner door of the gate itself due to a 
Roman irrigation channel, which has also cut through the eastern inner flanking 
wall, as may be seen on the plan (Fig. 1). Along the north side of this irrigation 
channel is a row of stones marking the edge of the Roman cut and the preserved 
edge of the pavement (Biran and Naveh, 1993, Fig. 2; Biran, 1994a, Fig. 227). 
Biran states that 'there is sufficient evidence, however, to suggest that [the pave
ment] extended further south to the threshold of [the newly discovered] gate' 
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Fig. 1. Plan of the Stratum III outer gate (hatched) and the newly discovered gate with projected lines 
(dashed) of the complete structure (after Biran 1994a) . 
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(Biran and Naveh, 1993, 84). It has been suggested to me by Shimon Gibson that 
the remains of the walls of the newly discovered gate may have been deliberately 
utilized by the builders of the Stratum III gate as a retaining wall providing the 
boundary for the stone-paved plaza, and that the approach to the Stratum III outer 
gate may have lain through the remains of the gate passage of the newly discovered 
gate. 

The stone pavement and the remains of the Stratum III gate are overlain by the 
destruction level resulting from the conquest by Tiglath Pileser III, king of Assyria, 
in 733/2 BC (Biran and Naveh, 1993 , 85), which means that the stele fragment must 
have been placed in secondary use in the wall some time earlier. From the pub
lished plan (Biran and Naveh, 1993, Fig . 3) it seems clear that the newly discovered 
gate neither aligns with nor forms part of the Stratum III gate complex, and that 
the pavement associated with this complex lies over the level of the gate passage 
of the newly discovered gate . As its remains were covered by the debris of the 
destruction of the Stratum III complex, it cannot be later than that complex, and 
as it does not align with that complex it seems most likely that the newly discovered 
gate belongs to an earlier stratum, either a hitherto unknown Stratum III B or, 
more probably, Stratum IV. While very little is known of the city or fortifications 
of Stratum IV, to judge from the published reports (Biran , 1994a, 142-6), there 
does appear to be evidence of a Stratum IV gate complex one metre beneath the 
Stratum III complex, including an earlier stone pavement (Biran, 1994a, 247-9) . 
The remains of the earlier gate found beneath the Stratum III gate are dated by 
the excavator 'to the 10th century B.C .E. , the construction of the earlier defences 
was most likely undertaken by Jereboam I' (Biran 1994a, 247) . This would place 
these remains in Stratum IV A. If the newly discovered gate is indeed earlier than 
the Stratum III gate, as I believe it to be, this would seem to be the most likely 
stratigraphic position for it. Since the initial discovery Biran has announced the 
discovery of two further fragments of the stele (Biran, 1994b) . The first of the new 
fragments 'was found about 50 feet northeast of the earlier fragment, on top of 
debris covering the pavement. When our Druze worker Nabil was removing the 
excavated material into the wheelbarrow, area supervisor MaIka Hershkovitz 
noticed writing on the basalt stone' (Biran , 1994b). The debris covering the pave
ment presumably refers to the debris resulting from the destruction of Stratum 
III, so this fragment would appear to have arrived in the context in which it was 
found after the destruction of Stratum III, and its stratigraphic position is later in 
the sequence than that of the original fragment. 'The second new fragment was 
found by Gila Cook .. . when she was setting a measuring rod into the ground. 
This new fragment had been used in the pavement that reaches the bottom of the 
Israelite city wall, built in the mid-ninth century B.C.E.' (Biran , 1994b). If the 
stratigraphic analysis set out above is correct, this fragment too is later in the 
sequence than the original find. If, on the other hand, the newly discovered gate 
belongs to Stratum III this third fragment would be from the same position in the 
stratigraphic sequence as the original find. While the two new fragments appear 
to have added a few words to the surviving text (Biran, 1994b), they do not appear 
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to alter the stratigraphic data in any significant way, or to resolve the chronological 
problems which result from them. On the plan (Fig. 2) I have included a recon
struction of the plan of the gate , which must be tentative pending further 
excavations . 

The Significance of the Discovery 

One of the greatest problems in the historical archaeology of any region is the 
process of linking the historical with the archaeological record . Each of these lines 
of evidence usually has considerable problems of lacuna: and of interpretation. In 
all cases, the successful linkage of the two depends above all on the discovery in 
a secure archaeological context of an historically datable object. If the Dan inscrip
tion does refer to one of the attacks of the kings of Damascus - that of Ben-Hadad 
I of Damascus in c. 883 BC, that of Ben-Hadad II1Adad-'idri at some date between 
860 and 853 BC, Hazael c. 820 BC, or Ben-Hadad son of Hazael c. 798 BC - and if 
the gate in which it was found in secondary use was built after that attack, and 
both of these premises appear to be true (whichever attack the inscription refers 
to) , then the inscription provides a very important key for dating the construction 
of the gate , and from this the pottery associated with the end of the use of the 
gate itself and the city which it guarded . It is essential at this point to recognize 
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that the inscription must date the pottery , and not the other way round, whatever 
problems this causes; to proceed in any other fashion would be methodologically 
unsound. If, in addition, the newly discovered gate should prove to belong to 
Stratum IV A, then it would necessitate a reconsideration of the dating of the 
ceramic assemblage of that stratum to 950-883 BC, with the date of the construction 
of the gate containing the inscription being lowered to at least 883 BC, whatever 
the taxonomic nature of the pottery concerned. Should such a chronological revision 
be required at Dan it would also be required at all other sites placed in the same 
archaeological horizon on the basis of their ceramic assemblages. While it is true 
on the one hand that this may require the most sweeping reassessment of Levantine 
Iron Age chronology since Albright's pioneering work in the 1920s, it is also true 
that the result should leave the dating of Levantine Iron Age stratigraphy more 
secure than it has ever been. 

Conclusion 

Whatever the answers to the many questions concerning the interpretation and 
dating of the Dan inscription and the details of its stratigraphic position, there can 
be no doubt that it is one of the most important discoveries ever made in Levantine 
archaeology, and that it will be at the centre of all discussions of the Israelite 
kingdoms for as long as the archaeology of this period and region are studied. 

Appendix I: The Stratigraphy of Tell Dan (after Biran, 1994a) 

Stratum Archaeological Period Date BC 

XVI Pottery Neolithic 5th millennium 
XIV Early Bronze Age II 30th-
XV Early Bronze Age III 23rd centuries 
XIII Middle Bronze I1EB IV 23rd-19th centuries 
XII Middle Bronze II A (MB I) 20th-19th centuries 
XI Middle Bronze II A-B 18th century 
X Middle Bronze II B 18th- 17th centuries 
IX Middle Bronze II C 17th-16th centuries 
VIII Late Bronze I 16th- 15th centuries 
VII Late Bronze II 14th-13th centuries 
VI Iron I 12th century 
V Iron I 12th-first half of 11th centuries 
IVB Iron I and II 2nd half of 11th-first half of 10th 

centuries 
IV A Iron II 2nd half of 10th- early 9th centuries 
III Iron II 9th- beginning 8th centuries 
II Iron II 2nd and 3rd quarters of 8th century 
I Iron II end of 8th-early 6th centuries 
Persian Persian 6th-4th centuries 
Hellenistic Classical 4th- 1st centuries 
Roman Classical 1st century Bc-4th century AD 
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King Herod, Roman Citizen 
and Benefactor of Kos 

DA VID M. JACOBSON 

In a recent study of the inscriptions on Koan statue bases dated to the Hellenistic 
and Augustan periods, K. Hoghammar (1993) has recorded a previously unpub
lished inscription naming King Herod (the Great) who ruled Judaea between 37 
and 4 BC. Hoghammar's theme is the connection between the inscribed statue bases 
and the political, economic and social history of the island. 

The dedication to Herod, which is one of 97 inscriptions catalogued and briefly 
discussed by the author, is treated only within this particular context. However, 
as the present study shows, the newly published inscription supplies the proof that 
Herod was a Roman citizen, which, in turn, helps to clarify the status of client 
kings of Rome. Additionally , it offers the first archaeological evidence of Herod's 
liberality to Kos, demonstrating the accuracy of the Jewish historian, Josephus, 
on this point. 

The Dedicatory Inscription to Herod at Kos 

The inscription naming Herod is carved on a cylindrical statue base of bluish 
marble, which is located in the museum yard of the Castro in the town of Kos. 

'0 Oa!LOt; ttC!LaOEV I ~aOLA.Ea f6Xov 'lovAL-1 ov 'HgwDl1v agE"tUt; I eVExa xal 
EiJvoCat; I "tat; tr; aV"tov (Hoghammar, 1993, Cat. No. 13 and Fig. 6V 
'The damos [people] honoured king Gaius Julius Herodes for his virtue and good
will towards it .' 

It complements two others that have come to light in Athens which also express 
appreciation by the body of its citizens (ofJf.-lO~) for Herod's virtue (aee-cij), good
will (fWOW) and also for his good deeds (fvfQyw[a) towards it. In these inscrip
tions Herod is styled 'King Herod the friend of the Roman people 
(cj>lAoQWf.-la'io~)',2 and 'King Herod the pious (fvaff3ij~) and the friend of Caesar 
(cj>lAo'Xa'iaaQ)'. 3 The statues, with their honorific inscriptions, were dedicated by 
the grateful population in appreciation of some benefaction made to the local 
community, which is not specified in these inscriptions. However, a plaque from 
Ephesus set up in honour of King Antiochus I (c. 70 - c. 36 BC) of Commagene 
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in the Upper Euphrates , records his virtue (aeer:ij) and goodwill (Ewma) 
expressed in a gift to that city's famous temple of Artemis.4 

In their patronage of famous Greek cities and cult centres, Herod and other 
rulers who owed allegiance to Rome followed a tradition established by the Hell
enistic kings and continued by their Roman successors, notably by Octavian Aug
ustus and his deputy, M. Vipsanius Agrippa (Jacobson, 1988, 389-91; Braund, 
1984, 55-73) . Their philanthropy is attested in a corpus of surviving inscriptions, 
particularly from Athens (Graindor, 1927, 81-93; Geagan, 1979, 376-82). In many 
cases, this generosity to cities was linked to a visit by the dignitary, as we learn 
from Josephus with regard to Herod (Jos. AJ 16.146; Braund, 1984, 76-7). We 
are told that, en route to Lesbos in 14 BC, Herod made an unscheduled stay in 
Chios, occasioned by strong winds which prevented sailing. There he learned that 
the city's portico had been in a ruined state for many years , and donated more 
than enough money to have it rebuilt quickly (Jos. AJ 16.18-19). 

The Jewish historian Flavius Josephus attests to Herod's largesse towards cities 
and districts beyond his realm, including those of Greece (Jos. BJ 1.422-8; AJ 
16.146-9; Kokkinos, 1995) . From this author we learn , for example, that Herod 
restored a stoa at Chios (Jos. AJ 16.18-19) and made gifts to the island of Samos, 
certain districts of Asia Minor and to the cities of Pergamum, Sparta and Athens 
(BJ 1.425; AJ 16.23-4). A fragmentary building inscription engraved in large 
Greek letters on two marble slabs has been identified as part of a dedication by 
Herod the Great: although found on the Aegean island of Syros, these remains 
are likely to derive from a public building belonging to the prestigious Panhellenic 
sanctuary on neighbouring Delos (Mantzoulinou-Richards, 1988) . These are just 
the sort of donations that would have called for honorific statues to the patron. 
As mentioned in the introduction , the newly published inscription from Kos elucid
ates the events and circumstances of Herod's life in two areas, and these will now 
be examined in turn. 

The Status of Herod and His Family as Roman Citizens 

Josephus informs us that Herod's father Antipater was awarded Roman citizenship 
by Gaius Julius Caesar in 47 BC for his support of Mithridates of Pergamum in a 
military campaign against the Egyptians (Jos. BJ 1.194; AJ 14.137; 16.53) . While 
the historian does not explicitly state that Herod himself possessed Roman citizen
ship, he might have considered this omission merely a failure to state the obvious, 
because once it was acquired by individuals Roman citizenship was normally 
extended to their offspring. The appearance of the nomen Julius on inscriptions 
referring to two of Herod's descendants is usually seen as confirmation that Herod 
and his family inherited Roman citizenship from Antipater. One of these is an 
Athenian dedication to Julia Berenice , the great-granddaughter of Herod, naming 
her father, King Agrippa I (king of Judea between 41 and 44 AD) as ' Julius Agrippa' 
(OGIS 428 = IG2 II 3449). The other is an inscription to the son of Alexander, 
king of Cilicia under the Emperor Vespasian, who is named as 'Gaius Julius 
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Agrippa' (OGIS 429; Braund, 1984, 44-5). This last is the standard form of a 
Roman appellation of the late Republic and early Empire , a tria nomina , compris
ing a praenomen (personal name) , a nomen (actual or adopted clan name , there
fore often qualified as the 'gentfllcium') , and a cognomen (additional family name), 
respectively (Salway, 1994). 

By referring to Herod as 'Gaius Julius Herodes', this newly published inscription 
from Kos supplies the necessary proof that Herod, too, was a Roman citizen. There
fore, as noted by Braund (1984, 39-53; 1988, 82-3), Herod was already enjoying this 
status at the time of his appointment as king of Judea in 40 BC. Possibly Herod was 
not exceptional in this respect , and it is likely that many, if not all , the client monarchs 
installed by Rome possessed Roman citizenship (Braund, 1988, 82) . 

The Relationship between the Herodian Dynasty and Kos 

Herod made an endowment to Kos to maintain its gymnasiarchy, according to 
Josephus (BJ 1.423) , probably coinciding with a visit to the island that may have 
taken place in 14 BC , during the journey that also brought Herod to Chios (Kokkinos, 
1995 , 28). Gymnasia had enjoyed the patronage of monarchs in the Hellenistic period 
and Herod was clearly following in their footsteps (Fraser, 1978, 368) . He provided 
similar endowments to Tripolis , Damascus and Ptolemais (Acre) (Jos. BJ 1.422) and 
also obtained for himself the honour of lifelong lrywvoetr'fJ~ (= 'patron of the games') 
at Olympia (Jos. BJ 1.426--7; AJ 16.149) . Hoghammar (1993 , 43 ; 66; 77) has sug
gested that the statue on its inscribed base was set up in gratitude for his support of 
the gymnasiarchy, recorded by Josephus, and has suggested that it stood in a gymnas
ium, but has no direct evidence for these suppositions. However, the statue base 
published by Hoghammar provides the first archaeological evidence of Herod the 
Great's beneficence to Kos. 

Links between Kos and the Jews can be traced back to the mid-2nd century BC, 

with the mention of a Jewish community on the island in 1 Macc. 15.15-24 
(Sherwin-White, 1976, 183-8) . The Herodian court in Judea appears to have forged 
close links with Kos and members of its elite. We learn that a Koan notable , Euratos, 
was received at Herod's court in 8 BC (Jos. BJ 1.532) . He may have been the same 
person as Gaius Julius Euaratos, the son of Euaratos , recorded on a priestly list from 
Halasarna on the island of Kos as having served as a priest of Apollo there in 9 BC 

(Herzog 1901 , p. 484 , no . 4 = IGR IV 1101; Hoghammar 1993, 45-6V While the 
name Euaratos is not uncommon in Koan inscriptions (Sherwin-White, 1978,250, 
n. 171), this high-ranking individual was a Roman citizen bearing the nomenclature 
of the imperial gens like Herod, and this might reflect a connection with the circle of 
Roman clientela. Another of its members was Gaius Julius Eurycles, the dynast of 
Sparta (Cartledge and Spawforth, 1989, 97-101). The friendly relationship between 
the Herods and Kos was maintained for another generation: several years later, 
Herod's son, Antipas (Tetrarch of Galilee from 4 BC to AD 39) , received a dedication 
from a Koan called Philion , the adopted son of Aglaos and natural son of Nikon 
(Hoghammar, 1993 , Cat. No. 16 = o GIS 416; Sherwin-White, 1978,249; Kokkinos, 
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1995).6 However, it seems that the high esteem enjoyed by the Herodian dynasty at 
Kos, which was so carefully cultivated , seems to have withered fairly rapidly because 
the statue-base was reused to honour a local boy for his achievements in wrestling at 
Olympia (Hoghammar, 1993, Cat. No. 21 and Fig. 10). Hoghammar (1993, 43--4) 
has suggested that the statue of Herod toppled in the strong earthquake of 6 BC and 
has claimed that its stone base was reused for the statue of the Koan youth Heliodros, 
son of Damokritos, soon thereafter. It is most unlikely that the base was reinscribed 
at such an early date, because its reassignment would have been an act of disrespect 
to Herod and his sons, including Antipas, who patronized the island. The date is not 
specified in the Heliodoros inscription but has been inferred by Hoghammar solely 
from the style of the lettering, which must be regarded as a tenuous basis for such a 
tight chronology, to say the least. 
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Notes 
1 The fifth word of this inscription must read rdiov, not rafov as given by Hoghammar. 
2 OGIS 414 = lG2 II 3440; cf. Braund (1984) , 105-7. 
3 OGlS 427 = lG2 II 3441. Phiiokaisar: see Fraser (1978) , p. 370, n . 27. Eusebes: see 

Jacobson (1988) , 391-3 . 
4 OGlS 405. See Fraser (1978) , 359-60. 
5 The identification of Euratos with Gaius Julius Euaratos was first proposed by Herzog 

(1901,484; 488). On the chronology of the Halasarnafasti, see Sherwin-White (1978, 148). 
The Gaius Julius Euaratos, son of Euaratos, mentioned in the Halasarna inscription cannot 
possibly be one and the same as Euaratos , son of Achelous, who held several priesthoods 
in Kos and the office of f{ova(}xOC; there (Sherwin White 1978, 194-5), contrary to Hogham
mar (1993, 45-6). 

6 OGlS, Sherwin-White and Hoghammar misread the name of the dedicatee as Philon. 
Kokkinos (1995) has examined the original stone and has verified the name as Philion. As 
noted by Kokkinos in a private communication to the author, it is all the more surprising 
that the mistake was perpetuated by Hoghammar, considering that she has identified and 
catalogued another inscription mentioning the very same Philion and rendered his name 
correctly in that entry (Hoghammar 1993, Cat. No. 17) . Another dedicatory inscription to 
Herod Antipas has been found on the island of Delos (OGlS 417) . See Smallwood (1981, 
184-5) . 
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A Salvage Excavation at Borvat eOfrat 
(Kh. et-Taiyiba) 

DAN URMAN 

During the Summer of 1972, following the construction of a new road between 
Shefar'am and Nazareth in the Galilee, salvage excavations were undertaken by 
the author immediately north of the point where the new road crosses l:Iorvat 
'Ofrat.! 

The Site 

Kh . et-Taiyiba or Kh. et-Taiyibeh (map. ref. 1692 2434) was first surveyed in 
1873 by the Survey of Western Palestine led by C. R. Conder (1881, 321). The 
British surveyors were quite impressed by the quality of the water in the ancient 
well at the site and in the spring flowing to the south of it. They reported 
finding the base of a double-cornered column near the well, a type of column 
which was typical of Galilean synagogues. On the basis of this column-base 
and others seen in the vicinity, Conder suggested that a synagogue may have 
been located at this site. 

In 1951 the late Professor M. Avi-Yonah (1951, 103) suggested the identifica
tion of the site with A<j>aQa8a, the 'missing fortress' of Flavius Josephus which 
was fortified during the Great Revolt. In July 1952 Avi-Yonah made a short 
survey of the site and reported seeing the architectural fragments previously 
investigated by the British surveyors near the well, as well as discovering pottery 
dating from the 2nd century AD (1953, 98) . Although 1st-century AD pottery 
was not found at the site, Avi-Yonah (1953, 97-8) continued to identify it 
with A<j>aQa8a .2 Following Avi-Yonah's suggestion, Kh. et-Taiyiba received its 
Hebrew name l:Iorvat 'Of rat. 

In July 1985 additional salvage excavations were conducted at the site by M. 
Peleg (1990, 92) . The remains of a structure with massive walls were exposed 
dating from the Late Roman Period (3rd to 4th centuries AD). 

The Excavations of 1972 

The excavations of 1972 were carried out at three locations (Areas A, Band C) 
north of the new road, at map ref. 1692824360. 
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Area A 

This area is located on the boundaries between two fields which had been very 
intensively cultivated with deep ploughing during the years prior to the excava
tions. This area was chosen for two reasons. Firstly, the eastern field was supported 
by a terrace which was about 2 metres higher than the western field, suggesting 
the possibility of a fortification there. Secondly, the base of a 'heart-shaped' corner
column, probably uprooted from its original location during the ploughing process , 
was found lying near the foot of the terrace in the western field (Fig. 1). 

Three 5 x 5-metre squares were examined in this area, in a row extending from 
west to east. The first two squares, AS and A6 , were located within the boundaries 
of the western field, and the third, A 7, on the terrace supporting the eastern field. 
As the excavation progressed, another two squares, A8 and A9, were opened up 
to the south of squares AS and A6 (see Fig. 2). 

Having removed the plough zone layer and erosion deposits - which had an 
average depth of abut 0.60 m - in squares AS, A6, A8 and A9 , two clear construc
tion phases were exposed . The upper phase can be dated by the pottery found in 
it to the 3rd and 4th centuries AD. The earlier phase probably dates from the 2nd 
and 1st centuries Be, and the first century AD. 

To the upper phase - Stratum I - we have attributed walls 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10. These 
walls had all been damaged by deep ploughing. They were generally preserved to 
a height of one to two courses of stones. Walls 6, 10, and a section of W8, were 
built of two rows of hewn stones. The other two walls - W7 and W9 - only had one 
row of ashlars , measuring about 0.70 x 0.40 metres , resembling stylobate-walls. 
However, there is no certainty that this was their function in the present structure, 
whose complete plan was not clarified by the end of the excavations. 

Near the surface, close to the point where wall 7 abuts wall 9, a patch of mosaic 
floor , measuring about 1.20 x 0.75 metres, had survived the ploughing. The floor 
was made out of tesserae measuring 10 x 10 mm. The mosaic fragment had a 
colorful border design , set in hues of black, grey, red, brown, orange and yellow 
on a white background. On the north side of this border were two parallel lines, 
each made of two rows of tesserae , one row in hues of red and grey, and the other 
in black and yellow. Further to the north , in the margin of the white floor, was a 
diamond-shaped pattern represented in black , grey, red and yellow tesserae. On 
the south side of the border was a corner-decoration represented in black, yellow 
and red tesserae . This decoration probably filled the space in the corner of a round 
medallion which has not been preserved. 

The patterns in the mosaic indicate that it was part of the corner of a floor 
panel. The location of this floor panel corresponds well with the junction between 
walls 7 and 9. However, one should take into account that the level of the mosaic 
floor is about 0.15 m higher than the top of wall 9 and about 0.55 m than that of 
wall 7. Hence, it would appear that the mosaic fragment belongs to a later struc
ture , whose walls have not been preserved in this area. Another possibility is that 
the mosaic floor belongs to a later building level of Stratum I. 

To Stratum II belong walls 5, 11, 12 and 13. These walls are only preserved to 
the height of one course of stones above virgin soil. In the limited area excavated 
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Fig. 1. The base of a 'heart-shaped' corner-column. Found prior to excavations in Area A. 
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it was difficult to work out the layout of the buildings from this stratum. However, 
the date is clear from the pottery found there, which could be dated from the 2nd 
and 1st centuries BC to the 1st century AD. In this stratum, in square A5, between 
W5 and W6, a fragment of a rounded stone was found with a diameter of about 
1.30 m. This might be part of an upper crushing-stone belonging to an oil press. 

In square A7, following the removal of the ploughzone layer (about 0.70 m 
thick), the top of wall W1 was exposed running in a north-south direction. The 
continuation of this wall was seen running for 2.50 m to the south of the square. 
The wall was built with one row of hewn stones, and was preserved to a height of 
four courses (1.10 m) in its southern part. The character of the wall seemed to 
suggest, at first, that it was an ancient terrace wall which supported the eastern 
field. However, excavation in the eastern half of the square exposed the remains 
of walls 2, 3 and 4. The uncertainty that this was a terrace increased when, in the 
spaces between W1 to W2 and W4 (Loci 8 and 9) large quantities of pottery were 
found, dating to the 3rd and 4th centuries AD, including sherds on a beaten earth 
surface. 

While cutting through this surface in the area of Locus 8, a small hoard of 
eleven bronze coins was discovered , the earliest of which was of Helena, mother 
of Constantine I (c. AD 324-30) , and the latest of Constantius II (c. AD 341-6). 
These coins are listed in Appendix 1, below. 

The character of the building exposed in square A 7 is unclear, but it seems as 
if its date is identical to that of the Stratum I finds in the other squares of Area 
A. The excavation in square A 7 was not completed and virgin soil was not reached. 

Area B 

This area, which consists of only one 5 x 5 metre square (= B 1), is located about 
20 metres to the southwest of Area A in the western field. After removing the 
0.70 m-thick ploughzone layer, the top of wall 25 was exposed running in a north
south direction. This wall, about 0.75 m wide, was preserved to a height of one 
course of stones constructed in 'header-and-stretcher' fashion (see Fig. 3). To the 
west of the wall was a well-preserved pavement of flat unhewn stones (Locus 102). 
Beneath a section of this paving was a built channel, with an inner width of 0.25 
m and a depth of about 0.20 m. 

The pottery found on the pavement was mainly from the 3rd and 4th centuries 
AD, but there were also a few sherds of Islamic date. The pottery from under the 
floor was mainly from the 1st century BC and 1st century AD, with a few sherds 
from the 2nd and 3rd centuries AD. It would appear that the wall and its adjacent 
paving are contemporary with the Stratum I remains exposed in Area A. 

Area C 

This area was opened to the southeast of Area B, along the line of the ditch of 
the old road. This area consists of two 5 x 5-metre squares (C1 and C2) which 
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were only partly excavated in their southern parts. Two superimposed floors were 
exposed, the upper made of flat un hewn stones, the lower - about 0.40 m beneath 
it - of well-hewn stone slabs . 

The pottery found on the upper floor was mainly from the 3rd and 4th centuries 
AD, mixed with sherds from the 5th and 6th centuries AD together with a few of 
Islamic date. The pottery from between the two floors was mainly from the 1st 
and 2nd centuries AD. Beneath the lower floor, pottery dated from the 2nd 
and 1st centuries BC and from the 1st century AD. It should be noted, that in the 
fill from between the two floors was a bronze coin of the Emperor Trajan's 
reign. 3 

Summary 

The salvage excavations which were conducted at the site over a period of one 
month brought to light, in a comparatively small area, abundant evidence for the 
existence of a multi-period settlement at I:Iorvat 'Ofrat. Pottery finds indicated 
that the site was already inhabited in the 2nd and 1st centuries BC, and continued 
to survive until the 1st century AD (Stratum II in Area A). In the areas probed by 
us very few remains of the late-1st and the 2nd centuries AD were found, except 
for pottery and a coin of the Emperor Trajan in the layer between the two floors 
in Area C. Most of the architectural remains exposed date from the 3rd and 4th 
centuries AD (Stratum I in Areas A and B, and perhaps also the upper floor in 
Area C). 

Our excavations were not able to provide an answer as to whether or not the 
site was fortified by Flavius Josephus during the Great Revolt. However, the 
survey which we conducted in the vicinity indicated that the fortified part of the 
settlement might have been located on the hill rising to a height of 272.80 metres 
(map ref. 16965 24380) about 350 metres to the northeast of our excavations. 

The discovery of a 'heart-shaped' corner-column base suggests the existence of 
some monumental building in Area A. This is also supported by the stylobates (?) 
and the patch of mosaic floor from this area . However, finds typical of synagogues 
were not found,4 and it is possible that the building was simply the house of a 
wealthy man, similar to those which have been uncovered in recent years in nearby 
Sepphoris. 5 

The proximity of the site to Sepphoris, and the fact that there are no coins 
dating from later than the year AD 346 in the small coin-hoard uncovered in Square 
A 7, suggests that the settlement at I:Iorvat 'Of rat may also have been involved in 
the Gallus Revolt of AD 351, and perhaps was also damaged during this revolt. It 
is evident, however, that this possibility could only be verified with further and 
more intensive excavations at the site. However, it should also be noted, that in 
the excavations by Peleg (1990, 92), no architectural remains were found dating 
from after the 4th century AD. Most of the coins found by Peleg on the surface of 
the site could be dated to the first half of the 4th century AD. 6 

Potsherds of the late-5th and 6th centuries AD, were also found at the site , as 
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well as sherds of the middle and late Islamic periods. However, architectural 
remains from these periods have not yet been uncovered. 

Appendix 1: Coin Hoard from Square A7 

No.1. 18 mm, 1.69 gm. 
Obv. Draped bust of Helena wearing pearl head-dress. 

FL HELENA AVGVSTA 
Rev. Pax standing left, olive branch in right hand. 

SECVRITAS REIPVBLICE 
Mint: Nicomedia. Date: AD 324-30. 
(Cf. Carson, Hill and Kent, 1965, 1.1115) 

No.2. 19 mm, 2.39 gm. 
Obv. Laureate head of Constantine I. 

CONSTANTINVS AVG 
Rev. Camp gate with two towers, star above. 

PROVIDENTIAE A VGG 
Mint: Nicomedia. Date: AD 324-30. 
(Cf. Carson, Hill and Kent, 1965, 1.1094) 

No. 3. 19 mm, 2.38 gm. 
Obv. Same as No. 2. 
Rev. Same as No.2. 

Mint: Antioch . Date: AD 324-30. 
(Cf. Carson, Hill and Kent, 1965, 1.1094) 

No.4. 18 mm, 1.55 gm. 
Obv. Laureate , cuirassed bust of Crispus. 

FL IVL CRISPVS NOB CAES 
Rev. Camp gate with two towers , star above. 

PROVIDENTIAE CAESS 
Mint: Cyzicus. Date: AD 324-30. 
(Cf. Carson, Hill and Kent, 1965, 1.1161) 

No.5. 17 mm, 1.81 gm . 
Obv. Laureate, draped, cuirassed bust of Constantine II. 

CONSTANTINVS IVN NOB C 
Rev. Two soldiers standing facing one another, each holding a spear and lean

ing on a shield. Between them are two standards. 
GLORIA EXERCITVS 
Mint: Cyzicus. Date: AD 333-4. 
(Cf. Mattingly et aI. , 1966, 655.84) 

No.6. 17 mm, 1.80 gm. 
Obv. Same as No.5. 
Rev. Same as No.5. 

Mint: Cyzicus. Date: AD 333-4. 
(Cf. Mattingly et ai., 1966, 655.84) 

No.7. 17 mm, 1.79 gm. 
Obv. Same as No.5. 
Rev. Same as No.5. 

Mint: Cyzicus. Date: AD 333-4. 
(Cf. Mattingly et aI. , 1966, 655 .84) 

No.8. 14 mm, 1.09 gm. 
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Obv. Veiled head of Constantine I. 
D V CONST ANTINVS PTA VGG 

Rev. Quadriga ascending to heaven, in which Constantine stands; above , hand 
of God. 
Mint: Antioch. Date: AD 337-41 (A commemorative coin which was 
issued after the death of Constantine) . 
(Cf. Carson, Hill and Kent , 1965, 1.1372) 

No.9. 15 mm, 1.30 gm. 
Obv. Pearl-diademed bust of Constantine II. 

CONSTANTINVS A VG 
Rev. Same as No.5, but one standard. 

Mint: Antioch. Date: AD 337-41. 
(Cf. Carson, Hill and Kent , 1965, 1.1378) 

No. 10. 15 mm, 1.29 gm. 
Obv. Same as No.9. 
Rev. Same as No.9. 

Mint: Antioch. Date: AD 337-41. 
(Cf. Carson, Hill and Kent , 1965, 1.1378) 

No. 11. 14 mm, 1.13 gm. 
Obv. Diademed-head of Constantius II . 

D N CONSTANTIVS P F AVG 
Rev. VOTIXXIMVLT/XXX within wreath. 

Mint: Nicomedia. Date : AD 341-6. 
(Cf. Carson, Hill and Kent, 1965, 1.1148). 

Notes 

1 The excavation was conducted on behalf of the Israel Department of Antiquities and 
Museums (Licence No. 361) , and financed by the Department of Public Works. The excav
ators were volunteers and youngsters from Haifa and Kiriat Ata . Measurements and photo
graphs during the excavation were taken by the author. The coins were identified by Mr 
Ariel Berman. 

2 For other opinions see: Har-EI , 1972, 129; Bar-Kochva, 1974, 108-10; Barag, 1981, 
391-3. 

3 The coin was identified by Mr Ariel Berman as follows : 
No. 12. 18 mm, 3.41 gm. 

Obv. Bust of Trajan. 
Rev. Hygieia seated on a rock holding a serpent which feeds from a phiale . 

TIBEPI KAA Y ~I 
Mint: Tiberias. Date: AD 98-100. 
(Cf. Hill, 1914, 6.10-17) 

4 Contrary to the opinion of the late Dr Zvi Ilan (1991, 206) . 
5 See Weiss and Netzer, 1991, 113-21. I refer also to the buildings which are being 

excavated by Professor J. F. Strange's expedition to Sepphoris. 
6 See Peleg, 1990, 92, note 7. Also personal communication from Mr Ariel Berman. 
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Review Article: The Social Life of Pots? 

PAMELA MAGRILL 

Wood, B. G., The Sociology of Pottery in Ancient Palestine: The Ceramic Industry 
and the Diffusion of Ceramic Style in the Bronze and Iron Ages. Journal for the 
Study of the Old Testament Supplement Series 103, JSOT/ASOR Monographs 
4: JSOT Press, Sheffield, 1990. £2S/US$42.S0. 

Pottery studies have always played a central role in the archaeology of Ancient 
Palestine, but they have traditionally concentrated on chronology and typology. 
Less attention has been paid in the past to what pottery can tell us about social and 
economic activities. Bryant Wood's The Sociology of Pottery in Ancient Palestine is 
an attempt to address some of these usually neglected questions. Part I of the 
book is devoted to 'The Nature of the Ceramic Industry' and Part II to 'The 
Diffusion of Ceramic Style'. Use is made of both archaeological and ethnographic 
evidence. 

According to Wood , so little remains of the traditional pottery industry of this 
region that it is only of limited value in reconstructing the ancient industries of the 
Bronze and Iron Ages. After discussing the use of ethnographic evidence from 
other regions with similar ecological, environmental and cultural characteristics, 
he states: 

Sufficient ethnographic studies have been conducted in various parts of the world to demon
strate that there are cross-cultural generalizations concerning the relationship of ceramics 
to environment and culture. Since these generalizations are universal in nature they apply 
to the past as well as the present. It is therefore methodologically correct , and , in fact, 
imperative, to use ethnographic analogies not only from the Mediterranean area, but from 
other parts of the world as well, to interpret archaeological data from Palestine (pp. 13-
14). 

This provides the rationale for Wood, particularly in Part II of the book, to 
introduce ethnographic analogies from areas as geographically and environ
mentally diverse as North Cameroon, Guatemala, Peru, Ethiopia and Western 
Tibet. As justification for this approach he cites in particular Ceramic Theory and 
Cultural Process by Dean Arnold. However, an examination of Arnold's work 
makes it clear that Wood has misunderstood his source. The aim of Arnold's study 
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is to formulate, through the analysis of ethnographic data, the kind of universal 
generalizations that Wood refers to above; but Arnold actually sees such general
izations as a means of freeing the archaeologist from any need to rely on ethno
graphic analogies at all (Arnold, 1985, 14-15, 231-2). He does not, as Wood 
appears to believe, provide carte blanche for the use of ethnographic analogies. 

In Part I Wood presents the evidence from published sources for particular 
aspects of the pottery industry, from potters' wheels and other tools to kilns and 
complete workshops. He ends with brief discussions of potters' marks and pottery 
guilds. This part of the book is quite straightforward. Each section follows the 
same format (introductory remarks, presentation of the archaeological evidence, 
ethnographic parallels) and is amply documented, providing, on the whole, a useful 
reference tool. 

There are, however, some problems. On p. 17 Wood contends that he has 
identified 'some rather unusual data testifying to the presence of an organised 
pottery industry . .. . recently discovered at Lachish'. Wood's discussion centres 
around the enigmatic 'sausage'- or 'cigar'-shaped clay objects most recently pub
lished and discussed by Ussishkin (Ussishkin, 1978, 74-6; 1983, 154-5). Wood 
feels that these are coils made in advance by potters in preparation for large-scale 
production of coil-formed vessels. They were for some reason never used, became 
part of the general debris and were conveniently baked in the fire which destroyed 
the Level VI city. This scenario seems implausible and the suggestion that these 
objects are potters' coils seems unlikely. Wood mentions in a footnote (p. 17, n. 
3) that Ussishkin believes the objects to have been intentionally fired. This 
reviewer, who has identified 16 unpublished fragmentary examples among the finds 
from the 1930s British excavations at Lachish, 1 is of the same opinion. One import
ant question which Wood does not seem to have addressed in formulating his 
theory is whether there is any evidence from the surviving masses of pottery to 
indicate that the coil-formation technique was used at the site in this period. 

Further difficulties arise in the section dealing with pottery workshops. Here 
Wood follows van der Leeuw's models for different types of production (van der 
Leeuw, 1977) and proposes that workshops in ancient Palestine best fit either the 
'workshop industry' or 'village industry' mode. The 'workshop industry' model is 
characterized by an individual workshop operated by a family, with or without 
hired help . Pottery production is the main source of income and a full-time occupa
tion. Wood suggests that this type of industry 'presumably would have been the 
predominant mode of production during times of a decentralized economy in the 
Bronze and Iron Ages, for instance , during the EBIV-MBI period' (p. 34). 

A 'village industry', or 'urban industry' as Wood prefers to call it, essentially 
consists of clusters of the individual workshops described above concentrated in 
urban centres. Wood feels that this would probably have been the dominant mode 
of production 'during periods of intense urbanization, i.e .... the EBII-III, MBII, 
Late Bronze and Iron Age periods' (p. 39). 

One of the examples Wood uses to illustrate his section on 'workshop industries' 
is Cave 4034 from Lachish, which he describes as 'early Iron Age' (p. 34) and 
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suggests is contemporary with the Level VI city (p . 36). It is puzzling that Wood 
should refer to the Lachish workshop as 'early Iron Age' . In volume IV of the 
Lachish report, where this context was originally published, Tufnell made it clear 
that the lifespan of the workshop was contemporary with the later stages of the 
Late Bronze Age city and that the pottery forms were in general comparable with 
those of Structure III of the Fosse Temple (Tufnell , 1958, 293). The results of 
the recent Tel-Aviv University excavations at Lachish , which have refined the 
chronology for the end of the Late Bronze period at the site , have demonstrated 
that Level VI, the final phase of the Late Bronze city , should now be dated to 
c.1200-U50 BC (Ussishkin, 1985, 219). Although traditionally the period 1200-
U50 BC has been called Early Iron Age, Ussishkin recently argued to include it 
within the Late Bronze Age (Ussishkin, 1985, 224-6). While this terminology is 
not universally accepted (for a discussion of the problem see Mazar, 1990, 290-
1) , it is appropriate with respect to Lachish , and to a number of other sites where 
Canaanite cities continued into the first half of the 12th century (Mazar, 1990, 
296-300). As it is , the Lachish pottery workshop clearly belongs to the final phase 
of the Late Bronze Canaanite city, which presents Wood with the problem of a 
single workshop industry found within an urban setting. The example does not fit 
his rather rigid approach of linking a particular type of production to a specific 
social/economic situation. However, the point here is that it should not have to. 
It is possible , and indeed highly likely, that a range of modes of production were 
in operation at any given period. He does acknowledge this point, but only in a 
footnote (p. 39 , n. 1) and it seems to have had little impact on the main body of 
his discussion. 

In Part II Wood examines the archaeological , literary and ethnographic evidence 
for ceramic diffusion. His discussion centres on three major topics - the spatial 
diffusion of ceramic style , the temporal variability of ceramic style , and vessel 
lifespan. The bulk of this section is composed of a series of descriptions of ethno
graphic studies relating to these topics. As mentioned earlier these studies are 
drawn from a wide range of cultures, but it is not always easy to see their direct 
relevance to the pottery industries of ancient Palestine . Wood also attempts to 
formulate hypotheses to explain the commercial manufacturing-distribution system 
and to explain temporal style change. He is hampered in places by the lack of 
relevant studies to provide sufficient basic data (pp. 71-2 , 76-7). 

This is , in fact , a problem underlying the book as a whole . Wood appears to 
acknowledge it on the first page of Part 1. Although he states in the text (p. 15) that: 

We possess more information about the pottery industry than any other ancient industry 
of Palestine. Not only do we have abundant , even overwhelming, remains of the almost 
indestructible products of the industry, but we also have remnants of the manufacturing 
process itself - parts of potter's wheels and other tools, kilns, and in some cases, nearly 
complete workshops 

this is immediately qualified by a footnote remarking that 'these data have not 
been systematically studied for Palestine' (p . 15 , n. 1). Surely, before we can hope 
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to attempt a meaningful reconstruction of the pottery industries of ancient 
Palestine it is essential that such basic groundwork be undertaken. 

Despite the criticisms made here, it must be said that Wood poses valid ques
tions. He is right to ask us to examine the wider relationships of pottery to its 
social and economic environment (although any consideration of the perhaps yet 
more basic relationship between pottery and the ecological environment is notably 
absent). This slim, expensive volume delivers less than Wood promises and can 
only be recommended with caution to students and non-specialists. 

Note 

1 Although 1. L. Starkey briefly mentioned these objects and published a photograph of 
one example in a preliminary report (Starkey, 1935, 202, Pl.XVI.4) , none ever appeared 
in the final excavation report. Starkey suggested they were hair curlers. Fifteen of these 
fragments are in the collection of the Department of Western Asiatic Antiquities, British 
Museum, and one in the Weingreen Museum of Biblical Antiquities, Trinity College, 
Dublin. The relevant accession numbers are: BM 1980,1214.1630-4, 2975, 3485-8, 4244--6, 
7253-4; and WM 798. It is possible that further specimens await discovery among the 
unpublished material from the 1930s excavations. 
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This volume gathers together articles presented to Father Emmanuel Testa on the 
occasion of his 70th birthday. 
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A scholar of international repute, Father Emmanuel Testa, who was professor 
at the Studium Biblicum Franciscanum of Jerusalem between 1957 and 1971, is 
well known for his works on ancient Judeo-Christianity . Famous amongst the 
latter, his doctoral thesis entitled Il Simbolismo dei Giudeo-Cristiani was published 
in Jerusalem in 1962. Father Testa has also contributed some remarkable essays 
to the study of the theology pertaining to the Virgin Mary. The volume under 
review opens with a complete bibliography (elaborated by G. C. Bottini) listing 
the numerous scientific works of Father Testa (no fewer than 123 items were 
published between 1955 and 1992!) . 

Twenty-eight articles, of which seventeen are archaeological and eleven literary, 
form this Festschrift which primarily focuses on the origins of Christianity, in 
particular on ancient Judeo-Christianity expressed through 'monuments and 
documents' . 

By way of an introduction, F. Manns has presented a survey of recent studies 
(those of the last twenty-five years) on ancient Christianity. In fact, only authors 
who have studied Judeo-Christianity closely or more generally, have been taken 
into consideration. These have been divided up for the sake of convenience into 
American, German, Italian, French, Spanish and Israeli schools of thought. One 
may have doubts concerning such a distribution, which is in any case more linguistic 
than geographic, but one may not doubt the existence of Judeo-Christianity, which 
it is difficult to dispute despite the opinion of a very restricted number of critics 
whose motivations stem from ideology rather than science. 1 

It is of course impossible to describe in detail all the contributions to this import
ant volume. We will, therefore, mention only the articles directly related to Judeo
Christianity, as well as those of notable importance for one or other aspects of the 
same subject. 

Among the archaeological studies we would like to draw attention to the articles 
by E. K. Meyers on the recent excavations at Sepphoris; S. Loffreda on the excava
tions of the house-church of Simon-Peter at Capernaum; C. Dauphin on the Judeo
Christians in the Golan; and by R. Riesner on the Judeo-Christian church on 
Mount Zion in Jerusalem. 

Those specializing in Samaritan studies will welcome five articles rich in new 
data by Y. Magen on his excavations in Samaria, in particular the useful description 
of the five Samaritan synagogues known so far. L. Di Segni also publishes six 
Greek inscriptions recovered from the new pavement of the Samaritan synagogue 
at EI-Khirbe. 

Among the other archaeological contributions, those of A. Negev on the excava
tions of a gymnasium at Mampsis and of M. Piccirillo on the excavations of yet 
another church at Umm er-Rasas are to be noted. 

The part of the volume devoted to the literary sources comprises an article by 
E. Ferguson on Justin Martyr, the Jews, the Christians and the Covenant; a study 
by C. Noce of the typology of Jacob in the works of the same Justin (Martyr) of 
Nablus; and a discussion by F. Manns of the list of the first bishops of Jerusalem. 
The latter is an excellent status quaestionis, whose author accepts the historicity 
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of the list of the first Judea-Christian bishops of the Holy City as transmitted by 
Eusebius of Caesarea (see notably Historia Ecclesiastica IV,S, 2-3). 

Those scholars specializing in Christian apocryphal literature will delight in E. 
Galbiati's study of the Testament of Adam and in 1. Grego's of the Story of Joseph 
the Carpenter . On the basis of a manuscript in the Ambrosian Library of Milan 
(X 201, f. 191a-206b), Galbiati has offered an Italian translation of the Arabic 
version of the Testament of Adam (whose transmission was Christian even though 
its origin may have been Jewish) accompanied by an introduction and a 
commentary. 

In a contribution entitled 'The Collection of Beatitudes in Hebrew and in 
Greek', E . Puech has taken up again the study of 4Q525, 1-4, and linked this 
fragment with Mt 5, 3-12. 

A toponymic index provides the reader with particularly rapid access to some 
of the articles mentioned above. Anthroponymic and scriptural indices (including 
canonical and apocryphal works) would have facilitated the thematic handling of 
this book. 

This is an excellent compendium whose articles describe and analyse the most 
recent discoveries in research pertaining not only to ancient Christianity (especially 
Judeo-Christianity), but to Romano-Byzantine Palestine in general. 

Note 

Simon Mimouni 
(Ecole Pratique des Hautes Etudes, Ve Section, 

Paris) 
[Translated from the French by Claudine Dauphin, 

CNRS, Paris] 

1 It is difficult to take seriously, for example, the opinion of J. E. Taylor (Christians and 
the Holy Places. The Myth of Jewish-Christian Origins, Oxford 1993), or that of her reviewer 
J. W. Drijvers (in Vigiliae Christianae 48, 1994, 84-6), for whom ancient Judeo-Christianity 
is a myth (and even a historiographic invention) created by modem scholars. 

LaBianca, O. S., Hesban 1. Sedentarization and Nomadization: Food System Cycles 
at Hesban and Vicinity in Transjordan. Andrews University Press, Berrien Springs, 
MI, 1990. Pp. 353. 

Biblical Heshbon is situated between Ammon and Moab in the hills of Transjor
dan, some 20 kilometres southwest of Amman. The area of the tell extends over 
about 50 acres, and its Arabic name , Hesban, is a modification of its biblical name 
(Deuteronomy 2:16-37). Archaeological excavations were carried out at the site 
between 1968 and 1978, as well as a regional survey which recorded some 155 sites 
in a 10-kilometre radius around the tell. The excavation was largely sponsored by 
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Andrews University (Michigan, USA). Nineteen strata, dating from 1200 BC to AD 

1500 were identified, with settlement gaps in the late Persian and early Hellenistic 
periods (500-200 BC) and in the Ottoman period (1500-1870) . Although the archi
tectural finds from the tell were not particularly remarkable, the excavators were 
rewarded with many small finds and pottery . On the basis of these finds, the 
excavators have initiated a multi-volume publication dealing with the development 
of the city and its surroundings throughout its history. This volume, the first of 
fourteen scheduled to be published by the Hesban Expedition, explains the theor
etical basis established by o. S. LaBianca in order to reconstruct the human society 
of the region . Several additional volumes containing the final summation of the 
excavations have since been published, and it looks as if the archaeological com
munity will eventually be able to benefit from one of the most comprehensive 
reports published on any archaeological site in the region. 

LaBianca, the author of this volume , began working for the Hesban Expedition 
in 1964 as a specialist in the identification of animal bones . He was captivated by 
the site and its finds, and has since then devoted his efforts to the publication of 
the results of the excavations. 

The main feature of the volume under discussion is the Food System Concept, 
which is the essence of human activity from ancient to modern times. This theory 
combines archaeological, geographical and historical data in a reconstruction of 
the economic and agricultural processes devised to supply food to individuals and 
to society as a whole during various agricultural periods. This is Marxist theory 
(although Karl Marx is not mentioned in the volume under discussion) , but the 
innovation lies in LaBianca's application and use of Marxist theory for the archae
ological investigation of an ancient site that includes various periods and strata. 

Archaeologists have for some time tended to concentrate on the material and 
economic finds from their sites . Today, almost all serious modern reports devote 
space to the study of botanical and osteological finds, and to types of agricultural 
and industrial installations, with the aim of reconstructing the economy of the 
ancient settlements. Yet the researchers of Heshbon and its vicinity have taken 
the even bolder step of making the food system itself the pivot around which the 
diverse finds from this site are then interpreted. 

All the auxiliary sciences were mobilized for the reconstruction of the food
supply system of ancient Hesban , in the course of which an impressive theoretical 
basis has been set forward for an analysis of the intensification and abatement of 
sedentarization and nomadization in that region. This paradigm is based on the 
'New Archaeology', which combines extensive interdisciplinary research in the 
social sciences and ethnographic parallels drawn from the life of the present-day 
Arab inhabitants of Hesban . LaBianca maintains that providing an adequate food 
supply necessitated a complicated system of social organization at the site. The 
author reconstructs the food systems of Hesban from the Iron Age to Ottoman 
times, based on an analysis of the floral and faunal remains from the excavations . 

In Iron Age I the site was an open village whose inhabitants engaged in the 
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cultivation of field crops and plantations, breeding cattle, spinning yarn and weav
ing cloth. They supplemented their diet with fish and fowl, and hunted gazelle, 
deer, wild boar, wild sheep and goats. 

This type of agriculture continued to be practised at Hesban and its vicinity until 
modern times, with only a few new additions. It should, however, be noted, if 
only for the sake of argument, that the discovery of the remains of fruits or plants 
on any specific site is not necessarily an indication that they were originally culti
vated in the immediate surroundings . They could conceivably have been brought 
to the site by commercial means or some other way. 

LaBianca considers Iron Age I and II to be periods of transition from nomadism 
to permanent settlement at the site and its environs, as is illustrated by the farms 
and agricultural structures discovered within a radius of 10 kilometres around the 
city. Throughout the long historical period stretching from the Hellenistic to the 
end of the Byzantine period (333 Be to AD 661), no dramatic changes are believed 
to have taken place in the food system of Hesban and its surroundings. The only 
variations are in the comparative quantities of different plants and animal species 
which were utilized in the different periods, but perhaps this is not so meaningful 
as LaBianca assumes. 

The volume under discussion is a classic example of the analysis of an excavation 
based on a methodology derived from the 'New Archaeology'. It is written in a 
flowing style, and deals with an abundance of theoretical material. This book, I 
believe, will serve as an intellectual challenge to all those involved in the archae
ology of the ancient Near East. 

Shimon Dar 
(Bar Han University) 

Taylor, J. E., Christians and the Holy Places. The Myth of Jewish-Christian Ori
gins. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1993. Pp. xxii + 384. ISBN 0-19-814785-6. £45.00. 

For a religion whose founder proclaimed a message of universal promise, no longer 
confined to a localized cult in Jerusalem, Christianity has displayed a paradoxical 
enthusiasm to identify and possess 'holy places', and its adherents over the centur
ies have gone on pilgrimage as much on the earthly journey to Jerusalem as on 
the spiritual highway to their heavenly city. When did this process commence? In 
facing this question the historian of Christian pilgrimage is confronted by a 'dark 
age' shrouding the generations between the world of the New Testament and the 
4th-century Constantinian development of the Holy Land, an era when the literary 
record of Christian involvement in the region is minimal, and the archaeological 
evidence controversial. 

Joan Taylor's enterprising book plunges headlong into this gap between the 
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Bible and Constantine. She offers a summary of the evidence for the religious 
demography (and diversity) of Palestine as a whole from the 2nd to the 4th centur
ies , as a prelude to a much more searching analysis of the literary and (especially) 
archaeological record of those sites which by the end of this period were firmly 
identified as Christian holy places - chiefly Mamre , Bethlehem, Golgotha, the 
Mount of Olives, Zion, Nazareth and Capernaum. The book ends with a narrative 
synthesis which aims in broader terms to survey and explain the emergence of 
Christian sites in the Holy Land and the pilgrimage habit. Her conclusion is cat
egorical: while the Jews had their tombs of prophets and patriarchs, and pagan 
cult centres were legion, there were no Christian holy places and no Christian 
pilgrims before the Constantinian revolution. The 'gap' between the 1st century 
and the 4th was thus absolute , until subsequently bridged by retrospective Chris
tian claims of continuity with the biblical past. 

There is much to be gained from this richly detailed book. When the historical 
view of the Holy Land is so often dominated by the Judeo-Christian perspective, 
it is welcome to see an exploration of the pagan complexion of Roman Palestine, 
and of the diversity of religious cults which it shared with the other provinces of 
the eastern Mediterranean. Dr Taylor'S familiarity with the archaeological remains 
'on the ground' is regularly apparent , as is her sensitivity to the constraints which 
these ought to impose on the interpretation of the literary tradition. She also 
performs a service in bringing Holy Land archaeology out of the specialist journals 
and publications of the institutions in charge of the sites, and in introducing its 
complexities and controversies to a wider readership. 

One such institution, the Franciscan Studium Biblicum, is a particular target of 
Dr Taylor's work. From its first page , her book, like the Edinburgh Ph.D. thesis 
from which it stems, embodies a critique of Franciscan scholars in Jerusalem ('the 
Bagatti-Testa school') who have maintained that there existed in Palestine identi
fiably distinct 'Jewish-Christian' congregations which preserved through the 2nd 
and 3rd centuries a continuous tradition of the Gospel locations, thus furnishing 
an authentic basis for the Christian holy places developed from Constantine 
onwards. By pointing to weaknesses in the Franciscans' interpretation of texts and 
archaeology, Taylor offers a convincing demolition of this 'hypothesis' of shadowy 
and hybrid communities surviving beyond the dispersal of Jews from Jerusalem 
and its surroundings in the wake of the Bar Kochba revolt ; yet she allows the 
pursuit of this argument disproportionately to dominate the entire volume (hence 
her subtitle) . Whether or not there existed in 2nd- and 3rd-century Palestine spe
cific heterodox religious groups which could be labelled 'Jewish-Christian' is surely 
an issue secondary to the larger question of the continuity - or otherwise - of 
Christian holy places. What truth, if any, resides in the claim that Constantine's 
Golgotha basilica was erected on the spot which preserved a continuous recollec
tion of Christ's crucifixion , does not have to depend entirely, indeed at all, on the 
supposed survival of a 'Jewish-Christian' congregation in Jerusalem. The tail of 
anti-Franciscan polemic is left to wag the dog of more substantial historical and 
archaeological enquiry. 
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Given that Dr Taylor adopts a partisan approach , perhaps a reviewer may be 
forgiven for responding in kind , and taking issue with her insistent conclusion that 
Christian holy places and pilgrimage to the Holy Land were a novelty manufac
tured in the Constantinian era. With the 'myth' of Jewish-Christians disposed of, 
the basis of the conclusion is twofold: there are no archaeological traces of Chris
tian veneration of holy sites prior to Constantine, and such literary references as 
there are to pre-Constantinian Christian travellers visiting biblical sites in the Holy 
Land do not amount to descriptions of pilgrimage. It is Taylor's view (especially 
pp. 310 ff.) that the scholarly investigation (histaria) of the biblical past in Palestine 
undertaken by the likes of Melito and Origen was 'mere Christian travel' and 
something other than pilgrimage, and that the sites visited by them were not 
deemed 'holy'; but to deny its element of histaria is to diminish the very essence 
of Christian pilgrimage, which demanded of the traveller to the Holy Land the 
requirement to retrace biblical history and set foot in places where particular sacred 
events were believed to have occurred. The holiness of places was as much in the 
eyes of the beholder (the 'eyes of faith ') as in any objectively observable topo
graphy. It does not follow from the absence of material evidence for Christian 
holy places that such destinations did not exist until the advent of Constantine's 
builders. 

Nor does Taylor's dossier of the widespread evidence for pagan cult necessar
ily entail an absence of Christian holy places. Whatever conclusions are drawn 
from her authoritative discussion of the topography of Golgotha, it remains 
true that pre-Constantinian Christians in Jerusalem looked to a central area of 
Aelia Capitolina, dominated by pagan temples , as the place of Christ's death 
and resurrection - can we deny that it was 'holy' in their eyes? To take another 
instance, what led Eutropia to the shrine of Mamre? Taylor speculates (p. 91) 
that her visit was politically contrived in order to confront her with the evidence 
of pagan rituals; yet she might equally well be a genuine pilgrim, conscious -
like her imperial son-in-law - of the 'ancient holiness' (Eus. V. Canst. 3.53.4) 
of Abraham's Oak, and eager to set eyes on the spot. Because of her status, 
and the dramatic consequences of her pilgrimage, we happen to know of her: 
yet how many other lesser figures before her had gazed on Mamre with the 
'eyes of faith ' , and like her had recoiled from its pagan worship? Bethlehem's 
sacred cave was being visited by Christians from at least the time of Origen. 
Like numerous other such caves it was probably a centre of pagan cult (although 
Taylor perhaps places too much confidence in the tradition - not recorded 
before Jerome - that it was a local shrine to Adonis), but none the less surely 
a place accounted holy by those Christians who were shown it and saw there 
the birthplace of Christ. Taylor accuses Constantine and 4th-century Christians 
of falsifying history (e.g. p. 93) in claiming that the removal of pagan cult from 
sites like Mamre and Golgotha was only the restoration of a more ancient 
tradition of Christian veneration ; we can agree that it was a tendentious claim -
for the continuity of locations across the 'dark age' from biblical times can 
rarely have been unbroken - but it was not entirely fraudulent: the age of 
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Constantine was heir to the knowledge that Christian holy places and pilgrim 
journeys had not been unknown amid the pagan landscape of Roman Palestine. 

E. D. Hunt 
(University of Durham) 

Schwartz, D. R., Studies in the Jewish Background of Christianity . Wissen
schaftliche Untersuchungen zum Neuen Testament 60 . J . C. B. Mohr/Paul Sie
beck: Tiibingen, 1992. Pp. xii + 304. 

This book is a very useful collection of articles published by Daniel Schwartz over 
the past fifteen years, with some new studies as well. Because the articles first 
appeared in Hebrew, Schwartz' arguments have been largely unavailable to the 
international academic world , since few scholars have a good reading knowledge 
of the language . 

Schwartz, with David Plusser, is a chief exponent of the Jerusalem School of 
New Testament research, which has made a significant contribution to biblical 
studies , particularly in regard to the Gospels and Acts. But Schwartz' interest is 
not so much in the exposition of the New Testament, as in Jewish history of the 
period, with special reference to Josephus and Second Temple Judaism. He also 
considers historiography, noting that 'various consensuses of assertion or denial 
have to do more with the religious or national needs of modern Jews or Christians 
than with the evidence of antiquity' (vii) . The chapter 'On Christian Study of the 
Zealots' demonstrates very well the case in point - in spicey prose that is a pleasure 
to read - and may open up the debate about Jesus as rebel once again . 

Schwartz proves himself to be unafraid of putting forward surprising theories 
that challenge previously held suppositions . For example, in the case of chrono
logy, Schwartz provides a highly convincing argument for Pilate having been 
appointed to office in the year AD 19 rather than 26 , and proves himself adept at 
source criticism of Josephus. No one interested in the chronology of the period 
can afford to ignore Schwartz' careful dissection of the relevant material. 

Schwartz' studies are so wide ranging and interesting that it would be hard to 
do justice to what he argues. A taste of the titles of some of his chapters will have 
to suffice as an introduction to his material: 'Temple and Desert: On Religion and 
State in Second Temple Period Judaea'; 'On Pharisaic Opposition to the Has
monean Monarchy'; 'On Sacrifice by Gentiles in the Temple of Jerusalem' ; 'On 
Barnabas and Bar Kochba' . If his titles sound like something from a classical 
author, so too does his dazzling way of discussing a very wide array of material 
from the ancient world with apparent ease . The present reviewer can find only a 
few points of disagreement which perhaps should be mentioned. 

In a discussion about who the 'scribes' of the New Testament might have been , 
Schwartz makes a strong case for scribes having come from the caste of Levites 
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(pp. 89-101). The writing of documents, along with their exposition, appears to 
have been a vocation open to Levites, in the same way that it was Levites who 
were the Temple policemen, or singers (cf. Testament of Levi 8:17). However, 
Schwartz then concludes that the scribes and the Pharisees were in opposition , 
which seems unnecessary, for, as Jacob Neusner has pointed out, the distinction 
between scribes and Pharisees is that a scribe follows a vocation, whereas a 
Pharisee belongs to a religious sect. Levites were represented in all the Jewish 
sects, including nascent Christianity , as were scribes. The scribes at the service of 
the High Priest in Jerusalem, and the priest-dominated legal system, may have 
been opposed to the Pharisees , but there were many types of scribes . 

In the case of John the Baptist, Schwartz follows Flusser in linking him with the 
Essenes , if only because the community of Qumran apparently shows us the setting 
in which he is to be understood (p . 3). According to Schwartz this is because they 
shared the same desert ; both used Isaiah 40:3; practised asceticism; had a priestly 
background; were concerned with ritual purity and immersion; called for the shar
ing of property; and had a special sensitivity to incest. Sharing the same desert, 
however, means little in terms of direct influence . Moreover, John immersed 
people along the banks of the Jordan River and in Samaria, not by the shores of 
the Dead Sea. Use of Isaiah 40:3 proves nothing, since all Jews of the time used 
the Scriptures as a resource , and John's interpretation of Isaiah 40:3 was quite 
different from that of the Qumran sectarians . His asceticism was more extreme 
than anything found at Qumran , and seems to reflect the desire to live only on 
foodstuffs found naturally in the wilderness, just like Josephus' teacher Bannos 
some twenty years later (Life 11) . His priestly background again is irrelevant since 
the priests as a caste were found in all sectarian groups. A concern with ritual 
purity and immersion was shared also by various groups , in particular the Phar
isees. John's stipulations on his disciples' sharing of property (Luke 3:11) were not 
connected with sharing within an Essene community, but within society in general. 
John's sensitivity to incest was based on the Scriptures (Lev. 18:16; 20:21); it was 
considered an unclean union the punishment for which was childlessness. 

The discussion about Acts 2 and the Pentecost story, which concludes that the 
historical Peter really spoke in a Galilean dialect to Judeans in Jerusalem and not 
to Jews from all over the Diaspora who were resident there at the time, seems not 
entirely convincing, though an excellent point is made concerning the meaning of 
metokisen (Acts 7:4) as 'exiled' . Schwartz observes that despite the emphasis of 
Acts 1:8, that the good news was designed to be preached ' to the ends of the 
earth', the apostles to whom this is addressed preach only in the land of Israel (p . 
127) . But this is not quite true . Acts provides us with very little evidence of where 
the apostles preached, and eclipses their story with that of Paul; but the tradition 
that Peter went to Rome must surely be granted some credence as it was so strongly 
asserted by the Roman Church from such a very early date. That the apostles of 
Jesus were not given the mandate to preach to Gentiles is certainly probable, but 
this does not discount the likelihood that they understood that they had some 
mandate to go to 'the ends of the earth', e.g. Rome and Alexandria, where Jewish 
communities might be receptive to the good news. 

58 



BOOK REVIEWS 

Nevertheless, these points are small ones, for overall Schwartz provides highly 
readable and intriguing proposals in all manner of different areas. For example, 
the supposed 'Pharisaic' slogan, 'a kingdom of priests' is given short shrift by 
recourse to a history of the writings of modern Reform Judaism on the matter. 
Perhaps especially important for archaeology is the evidence Schwartz finds in the 
Christian Epistle of Barnabas (16:3-4) for a temple to Jupiter being built by Had
rian on the site of the destroyed Jewish Temple. 

This book would be a highly valuable addition to any collection concerned with 
Second Temple Judaism and/or Christian origins. 

Joan E. Taylor 
(Waikato University, Hamilton, New Zealand) 

Negev, A., Personal Names in the Nabatean Realm. Qedem 32. Institute of Archae
ology, The Hebrew University, Jerusalem. 1991. ISSN 0333-5844. 

Graffiti were almost as common in antiquity as they are today and among the 
most active scribblers were the Nabateans and contemporary Arab tribes. They 
scratched their names on rocks and stones wherever they went, and it was in Sinai 
that the author began to collect their names. His study aims to explore the origins 
of the Nabateans in Sinai and their fate by listing and analysing their names, then 
comparing them with Nabatean names from other regions. The core of the book, 
therefore, is the General List of Nabatean Names (pp. 9-69), containing 1249 
entries. The list includes all names in the texts covered, whether Nabatean or not, 
with four columns showing their distribution within the Nabatean realm, seven 
columns noting occurrences of the same names in pre-Islamic Arabian inscriptions 
and one noting Palmyrene parallels. A final section tries to explain each name, 
usually through Arabic, largely following G . L. Harding. (It should be noted that 
names found in the Corpus Inscriptionum Semiticarum, the Repertoire d'epigraphie 
semitiques and J. Cantineau's Le Nabateen are not listed unless they also occur in 
the Sinai. For those names in part, see now F. al-Khraysheh, Die Personennamen 
in den nabataischen Inschriften der CIS, Marburg/Lahn, 1986, which was not avail
able when the author made his final revision.) 

After the list a series of tables analyses the distribution and types of names, 
with divisions by meanings - theophoric, occupational (e.g. storyteller, 'trw), 
animal, physical and spiritual attributes, etc. Here reliance on Lane's Arabic Lex
icon may be too heavy, resulting in some meanings which seem unlikely. Thus 
qnd', 'sugar candy' (no. 1034), needs clear historical substantiation for this period, 
shlmn is defined as 'a kind of tree' after Lane on p. 172, but in the list derived 
from the base shIm 'peace'; and there are other such inconsistencies. 

The comparisons between names from the various regions leads Negev to his 
final chapter, 'The Lost Ten Tribes of the Nabateans', his synthesis of the work 
in which he asks 'whether we should make any distinction between Nabatean, or 
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Nabatean-Aramaic and Safaitic-Thamudic personal names' because they have so 
much in common. He further observes that Nabatean gave way to Thamudic and 
Safaitic inscriptions in northern Arabia , Jordan and Syria from the time of Trajan's 
conquest (106), but in the Negev and Sinai Nabatean continued until late in the 
3rd century, and the others are relatively few there. He also notes that the contents 
of the texts are complementary, the Nabatean being religious , the Safaitic covering 
all aspects of life (epitaphs, taunts , declarations of love , prayers, etc.). Con
sequently, he suggests 'that the Nabateans who wrote Aramaic, and the tribes who 
recorded their inscriptions in the so-called Safaitic script, were in fact one ethnic 
unit , of which the Nabateans formed an integral part' (p. 216) . This is an important 
conclusion , further supported by historical and archaeological evidence, but one 
that needs further consideration in the light of all the linguistic factors before it 
can be accepted. 

Alan R. Millard 
(The University of Liverpool) 

Books Received for Review 
Ehrich , R. W. (ed .) , Chronologies in Old World Archaeology. 1992, 3rd edition, 

2 vols. University of Chicago Press , Chicago and London. 
Stern, E . (ed.) , The New Encyclopedia of Archaeological Excavations in the Holy 

Land. 1993, 4 vols. The Israel Exploration Society and Carta , New York and 
London. Kuperard Ltd, 9 Hampstead West, 224 Iverson Road, West 
Hampstead, London NW6 2HL. 

Shanks , H . (ed.), Christianity and Rabbinic Judaism: A Parallel History of Their 
Origins and Early Development. 1992. Biblical Archaeology Society, 3000 
Connecticut Avenue , NW, Washington, DC 20008. 

Gibson , S. , and Taylor, J . E., Beneath the Church of the Holy Sepulchre, Jerusa
lem. The Archaeology and Early History of Traditional Golgotha. Palestine 
Exploration Fund Monograph Series Maior 1. 1994. PEF, 2 Hinde Mews, Mary
lebone Lane, London W1M 5RR. Price £19.50. 
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Obituaries 

ANTHONY LEWISON, 1921-1993 

Anthony Lewison retired from his legal practice at the age of 50 and spent the 
next 20 years of his life following an alternative career, that of archaeology. 

His second career was of a kind which would have distinguished the early 
and middle years of most other successful people. First, because he had always 
wanted to go to university, he completed a degree in the Institute of Archae
ology at London University. He then moved into field archaeology and worked 
for two seasons (1977-8) with David Ussishkin at the Lachish excavations in 
Israel. He took with him his own team and supervised the excavation of the 
Middle Bronze Age cemetery to the east of the mound. He undertook this 
work with great enthusiasm and set about putting into practice, in the area 
ascribed to him, methods of work which he had recently studied in London; 
this was a multi-disciplinary approach and an experience he later put to far 
wider use. 

Anthony was a keen member of the Anglo-Israel Archaeological Society from 
the mid-1970s; he was soon elected to the committee and at the time of his sudden 
death had been a very active Vice-Chairman for some years. His considerable 
business and legal experience was quickly recognized, his advice sought - and 
generously given - on all manner of issues. He became a mainstay of the Society, 
widely respected and appreciated, and is very sorely missed. 

Then, in the late 1970s he began to explore the archaeologically rich landscape 
surrounding his second home in Cipieres, a village perched high in the Alpes 
Maritimes. Here he discovered such amazing potential, both in the landscape and 
in the rich archives of the village, that he became committed to the idea of recon
structing a full cultural ecology of the commune, building up an accurate picture 
of the changing relationship between people and land from the prehistoric past to 
the present day. He beavered away, excavating on the plateau, classifying and 
transcribing, arranging meetings and seminars, badgering busy academics with 
their heads full of projects of their own, into what became an extraordinary collab
oration. By the late 1980s the Cipieres project had become a major interdisciplin
ary research commitment involving archaeologists, geographers, historians, demo
graphers, botanists and geologists from four British universities and two national 
research institutes, not to mention a platoon of dedicated assistants and tran
scribers from at least four countries. 

Lewison was now writing academic papers for learned journals based on his 
findings in Cipieres and also produced a fine Master's thesis, completed just before 
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he died. It was on the basis of this achievement that in his last few months he 
received recognition as a scholar from the French academic community. He was 
awarded the unusual accolade of a French government research grant to carry 
forward the interdisciplinary and now international research enterprise in Cipieres 
under his leadership. Always diffident and uncertain about his academic creden
tials, he was delighted by this practical reward . 

Now, a year since Anthony's death, the French Ministry of Culture know this 
important study as 'Le Project Cipieres: l'association de recherche Anthony 
Lewison'. His colleagues are working steadily to produce studies - some broad, 
some detailed - that together will produce a comprehensive understanding of the 
area since prehistory and, as Anthony intended, to create a system with models 
of investigation that can be applied elsewhere in the future. 

Anthony Lewison was educated at St Paul's School and, against his inner 
promptings, used a small legacy to take his articles and become a family solicitor. 
After a brief period as a partner, he set up his own practice and embarked on a 
successful20-year career. But he always regarded his legal work as a lesser alternat
ive to his real ambitions. From his earliest years he had a fascination with the 
theatre and the arts, engendered mainly by his aunt Beatie, who , with her husband, 
Jack de Leon, had founded the Q Theatre in Kew, West London. For 30 years 
this was a seedbed for British acting talent. As a boy, Anthony would attend each 
weekly production. He desperately wanted to be involved. In his twenties, he 
wrote plays: one of them, 'Green Laughter', reached the West End for a short 
run. For a time he worked with Barry Took, writing material for Marty Feldman. 
He was also running amateur play-readings in his own home - usually Greek 
dramas, which held a fascination for him. 

Lewison was a great supporter and encourager - most particularly of his wife, 
Dinora, in the development of her distinguished career as a psychoanalyst. And 
he quietly encouraged and assisted numerous young people struggling to make a 
career in the arts, in crafts, in archaeology as well as his collaborators in all his 
many projects. He was a talented amateur painter and woodcarver, and encour
aged his two sons, and eventually his grandchildren , to develop their artistic tal
ents. He was a vigorous sponsor of the theatre , particularly of fringe theatre, but 
also as a backer of leading shows. His concerns for social improvement led to 
membership of the Ethics Committee of the Family Planning Association and to 
service on Lord Scarman's advisory committee for the welfare of young black 
people in the wake of the Brixton riots . 

Anthony Lewison was a free spirit , full of contradictions which, curiously, 
seemed fully resolved in his personality; a man of vulnerable sensitivities who still 
had the youthful enthusiasm and creative energy to encourage and convince others; 
single-minded to the point of obstinacy but always listening to reasonable argument 
and accepting the judgements of people he respected; a person of sudden anger, 
great tolerance and sound wisdom. His life was an inspiration. 

David J. Siddle 
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AHARON KEMPINSKI (1939-1994), FRIEND AND COLLEAGUE: AN 
EVOCATION 

'Here lies Aharon Kempinski (26 January 1939 - 2 July 1994), archaeologist, 
uncoverer of the mysteries of Kabri' . 

The tall avocado trees rustling in the wind cast shadows over the small cemetery 
established by members of Kibbutz Kabri with the permission of the late Yohanan 
Aharoni over the remains of the fortification walls of the Bronze Age city. Thus 
are archaeology, Western Galilee and Aharon Kempinski intimately bound 
together. Soon, the link will be further strengthened by a new museum in Kibbutz 
Kabri, created for him and dedicated to him at the instigation of Shalom Ginat 
with whom he had shared for nearly forty years an enthusiastic love for Western 
Galilee. There, besides the prime finds of his excavations will be exhibited the 
flints and scrapers which the seven-year old Aharon collected in the Nahariya sand 
dunes. 

The precocious child who had watched with fascination the famous Nahariya 
Canaanite temple being unearthed a few hundred metres from his parents' house, 
launched into an archaeological career particularly early. In 1952-3, he particip
ated in P. Delougaz' excavations of Tel Beth-Yerah, and in 1958-60, then a young 
archaeology student at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, he was Professor N. 
Avigad's assistant at Makmish, supervising the uncovering of the Persian period 

(By kind permission of the late Mrs B. Kempinski) 

63 

------------------------- ------



OBITUARIES 

cemetery. Soon he was directing his own excavations: two LBII cist graves at 
Palmahim in 1961; Hazor in 1965 and 1966; Megiddo in 1965; and with R. Frankel 
the EBI-II settlement of Beth ha-Emeq in 1973. He followed up his interest in 
the Protohistoric period with his excavations of an EBI-III settlement at Tel 
'Erani, the results of which complemented S. Yeivin's work in 1956-8 on the same 
site . Between 1972 and 1975, and again in 1979, Kempinski co-directed, first with 
his mentor Y. Aharoni, and later with V. Fritz of Mainz University, the extremely 
important excavations of a vast unfortified Iron Age I village covering 60 dunams 
at Tel Masos in the northern Negev, 12 kms east of Beersheva. The enormous tell 
of Kabri, east of Nahariya, where he first excavated in 1975, lured him back from 
the desert to his Galilean roots, and from 1986 to 1993 he devoted all his energy 
to examining its EBI-III and MBIIA-B levels, in harmonious cooperation with 
W.-D. Niemeier of Freiburg University and later of Heidelberg University. 

Beyond 'pots and pans', Aharon's interest in architecture was central to his 
understanding of archaeology, bringing him to co-edit with R . Reich a major study 
on The Architecture of Ancient Israel from the Prehistoric to the Persian Periods: 
In Memory of Immanuel (Munya) Dunayevsky (Jerusalem 1992). His eye had been 
moulded by his father, a prominent architect, trained in the traditions of Bauhaus 
and Art Deco, and further educated by another architect, Dunayevsky, whom 
Aharon admired greatly. Kempinski was blessed with the excitement of bringing 
to light at Tel Masos LB (13th-century BC) three-roomed pillared houses grouped 
in threes and fours, and IAI (mid-12th-mid 11th-century BC) four-roomed pillared 
houses. At Kabri, Kempinski made a sensational discovery: an MBIIA residential 
quarter, possibly a palace, comprising a hallway whose floor was plastered and 
painted with geometric motifs paralleled only in Crete and whose wall frescoes 
stylistically resembled those from Thera (Santorini). These latter discoveries rein
forced his concern for the preservation of antiquities. In the early 1970s, when the 
protection of archaeological sites in Israel amounted most often to daubing ancient 
walls with a generous dose of cement at the end of several excavation seasons, 
Kempinski was one of the very few archaeologists who dared to advocate the 
immediate and careful consolidation of sites during excavation - a policy which 
(20 years later) is at last being strictly implemented. 

A product of his milieu, the only son of enlightened and supremely kind German 
Jewish parents who were intellectuals (his mother was a biochemist) and for whom 
culture rhymed with art, architecture , literature and music, Aharon always saw 
the people behind the pots, analysed data with acuity, defined patterns, traced 
influences, took the best out of other disciplines - notably linguistics and anthropo
logy - and thought in terms of concepts. In his view, Tel Masos was not only an 
IA settlement; it was primarily a site where nomads had interacted with a settled 
community in a variety of ways and according to evolving economic systems. This 
he demonstrated brilliantly in an essay on 'L'Installation des Clans et des Tribus 
dans Ie Bassin de Beersheba' (in E.-M. Laperrousaz, ed., La Protohistoire d'Israel, 
Paris, 1990, pp. 299-337). 

Kempinski's knowledge of the archaeology and history of the Mediterranean 
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basin and of the Middle East was phenomenal. An insatiable learner with an 
encyclopaedic mind, Aharon read avidly and widely, his interests encompassing 
the modern history of the Near East, international politics and art. He travelled 
as often as possible across the globe , to Turkey, Egypt, England, France, Ger
many - where he had many friends and colleagues from his 1975 sojourn as Visiting 
Scholar at Tiibingen University - and to the United States where he had notably 
held a Visiting Professorship in Near Eastern Languages and Civilizations at Harv
ard University in 1981-2. His academic qualifications were impeccable (he had 
gained in rapid succession his BA, MA and PhD degrees from the Hebrew Univer
sity of Jerusalem) crowned by a Professorship in Archaeology and Ancient Near 
Eastern History in the Institute of Archaeology of Tel-Aviv University, as well as 
a Professorship in Archaeology at Ben Gurion University of the Negev in Beer
sheva. He was a brilliant teacher, devoted to the academic and personal welfare 
of his students, liberal with his time to the point of continuing to train in Hittitology 
in his Jerusalem flat those whom he had begun to teach , even after the study of 
Hittite had been dropped from the curriculum of the Hebrew University. To 
absorb and share information were his prime motors until the very end. In 
December 1993, already ill, he asked me: 'Why do I still allow myself to agree to 
lecture on archaeology to the general public, to groups and associations when I 
could stay at home and rest?', to which I replied: 'You know well that it is in your 
nature to give - always' . Because of his warmth and generosity, his students were 
devoted to him to the point of adoration , as were his parents , his two sisters and 
his close friends. 

Above all , Aharon was a thinker. The horror with which his parents had wit
nessed the growth of Nazism in Germany , and his own clear reading of Central 
and Eastern European history since 1945 , left an indelible mark on Aharon's mind. 
As a result, he held all national myths in profound distrust , leading him to advocate 
archaeological freedom from Zionist ideology, as he outlined in his 'Die Archaolo
gie als bestimmender Faktor in der israelischen Gesellschaft und Kultur' in the first 
issue of the Swiss learned journal Judaica , 1989, pp. 2-20. This attitude strongly 
influenced a theme central to his research throughout his life: the Israelite settle
ment of Canaan in the Early Iron Age and the Canaanization of the Early Israel
ites. His last sabbatical (1988-9) spent in Paris, holding a prestigious Fellowship 
of the Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique at the Institut d'Etudes Semi
tiques of the College de France, was devoted to learning perfect French (for char
acteristically Aharon asked: 'How could one call oneself "cultured" and not speak 
French fluently? ') and drafting a book (which he had nearly completed by the time 
of his death) of the utmost importance on the Israelite Conquest of Canaan, in 
which the Israeli-Zionist modes of interpretation of the archaeological data were 
dissected and related to political ideology. 

Aharon published fast and abundantly , both books and articles , of which some 
were seminal- notably (with V. Fritz) the final report of the Tel Masos excavations 
in three volumes, Ergebnisse der Ausgrabungen auf der ljirbet-EI-MsiiS (Tel 
Masos): 1972-1975, Wiesbaden 1983, and others controversial (both The Rise of 
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Urban Cultures: The Urbanization of Palestine in the Early Bronze Age, 3000-2150 
B. c. , Jerusalem, 1978, and lately Megiddo: A City-State and Royal Centre in North 
Israel , Bonn 1989) . Aharon compelled himself and his team to publish diligently 
the preliminary results of the Kabri excavations in the form of detailed mono
graphs . The first volume of the Kabri final report is ready to go to press . 

'Enfant terrible' of Israeli archaeology, Aharon will also be remembered for his 
very strong stands in archaeology, but especially in the field of human rights. His 
dedication to truth and self-respect brought him repeatedly into headlong collision 
with the Israeli archaeological and political establishment. He provoked and irrit
ated, but never played foul: his integrity was unimpeachable. He disturbed pro
foundly , not least because usually his was the only voice that cried in the wilder
ness, but also because most of his stubborn opponents knew deep-down that he 
was right. 

Aharon Kempinski was the conscience of the Israeli archaeological community, 
a light unto Israel. Who will follow his example? Such a voice, not even death can 
silence. In the minds and hearts of Aharon's friends and students, his voice con
tinues to urge us to take up the challenge, in the name of our old friendship and 
in his memory. 

Claudine Dauphin 
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The Anglo-Israel Archaeological Society: 
Hon. Secretary's Report 1993-4 

The academic year 1993--4 saw an excellent 
programme of lectures given to the Society. 
Eight papers were given in all as follows: 
Fanny Vitto, 'Prosperous citizens or squat
ters? The identity of the people at Beth 
Shearim'; Dr P. R. S. Moorey, 'Egyptians 
in Canaan: Sumerians in Egypt: merchant
venturers in late prehistory'; Professor R. 
Gophna, 'Crisis versus progress - settle
ment disintegration at the dawn of urbanism 
in Canaan'; Dr D. Bahat, 'New discoveries 
along the Western Wall of the Temple'; Pro
fessor D. Ussishkin, 'Megiddo - a royal city 
of King Solomon?' (The Richard Barnett 
Memorial Lecture); Dr R. Chapman, 'The 
defences of Tel-Beersheba'; Dr S. Shalev, 
'Metal technology and society in ancient 
Israel- evolution or revolution?' ; Professor 
A. S. Kaufman, 'The shape and precise 
location of the Second Temple at Jerusa
lem' . Three of the lectures were held jointly 
with other organizations: Dr Bahat's with 
the British-Israel Arts Foundation, Dr 
Chapman's with the Palestine Exploration 
Fund, of which he is the Executive Secret
ary, and the third was attended by members 
of the two other societies with whom the 
Richard Barnett Memorial Lecture rotates . 

The position of President of the Society 
has been vacant since the death , several 
years ago, of the late Lord Segal. A unanim
ous decision by the Committee led to an 
invitation to Viscount Allenby of Megiddo 
to become our new President. Happily he 
has accepted and we hope that his appoint
ment will be ratified at the 1994 AGM of the 
Society. 

Miss Fanny Vitto has resigned from the 
Committee as she has now returned to 
Israel, and we wish to thank her for the 
work which she undertook on our behalf 
during her time in this country. 

A sub-committee has been set up to look 
at ways and means to encourage member
ship of the Society, which has fallen a little 
as a result of the recession. Although 
several Life Members have generously 
donated funds to the Society to help during 
this very difficult financial period, we still 
need to raise more , and projects aimed at 
doing so are being carefully studied. 

In spite of sponsorship by a generous 
benef' -tor, this year's publication of the 
Society'S important Bulletin has had to be 
delayed due to financial problems. It is 
expected that two volumes will be pub
lished instead of three during the next 
three-year period. 

We have, however, still been able to give 
some grants during the 1993--4 academic 
year. Three were given in all, of which one 
was to an Israeli scholar visiting this coun
try for research purposes and the other two 
awarded to British students to take part in 
excavations in Israel. 

We are hopeful that there will be an 
improvement in our financial status during 
the coming year and that it will be possible 
to make more grants and to see the speedy 
publication of the Bulletin, which has 
become an important tool of international 
academic research in the hands of the pre
sent Editor, Shimon Gibson. 

I close this Report with, once again , our 
grateful thanks to the Friends of the 
Hebrew University who so kindly supply 
us with the office space without which it 
would be very difficult to function; and also 
to ask, as I did last year, for any help fin
ancial or in other ways practical, which 
members could contribute to make the 
Society'S operations easier. 

Roberta L. Harris 
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Caesarea: Archaeology and History 

T. Rajak 

Life in Palestine in the Greco-Roman 
period was a question of coexistence 
between different peoples. While Judea 
was Jewish territory, the coastal plain , in 
which Caesarea lay, was always a zone of 
mixed habitation, like trans-Jordan , Idu
maea , Samaria and Galilee. The coastal 
plain had been under Jewish kings in the 
days of Alexander Jannaeus, the last Has
monean, and then again under Herod. But 
not even Jannaeus, to whom ruthless pol
icies are ascribed , actually practised ethnic 
cleansing. 

Caesarea was essentially a Greek city, 
but these 'Greeks' were not so much 
Greeks, as native Semites with a thin 
veneer of Greek culture . Josephus speaks 
of them sometimes as 'Greeks', and some
times as 'Syrians' . Their deities were often 
Oriental or syncretized, a good example 
being Mamas, the Canaanite deity of Gaza 
who was identified with Zeus. 

While the Hasmonean period contained 
elements of confrontation between Greeks 
and Jews, right from the initial crisis of the 
Jewish Hellenizers under Antiochus IV, 
there was also a growing Hellenization of 
the dynasty and its associates , as is clear 
from their names. Herod fostered both 
Greeks and Jews , but separately. 

The phase of Roman rule which ended 
with the destruction of the Temple in AD 70 
emerges as a picture of unrelieved conflict 
between Greeks and Jews; though we must 
remember that ancient historians (or, 
indeed, any historians) like to focus on 
conflict . This culminated in the racial viol
ence of the years 66 and 73, which was 
intertwined with the Jewish revolt . The 
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trouble at Caesarea was a direct cause of 
the revolt. Even then , however , there were 
places where Greeks helped Jews , e.g . 
Gerasa (Jerash); and others, albeit further 
afield , where treacherous Jews aligned 
themselves with Greeks - Sidon , Apamea, 
Antioch. 

What explanations can be offered for 
such hostility? Some see in it fundamental 
cultural differences , most notably, in his 
recent writings, Arieh Kasher . Others 
point to religious differences, including the 
Jewish hatred of idolatry. The earlier town 
on the site of Caesarea had been called 
Strato's Tower, so the city was sometimes 
referred to as Migdal Shed ('tower of the 
evil spirit', or 'of the pagan god') . Pagan 
cities were organized around cults, which 
permeated politics and entertainment 
alike. Jerusalem was organized around its 
own distinctive cult . 

A third possible answer lies in the impact 
of Roman rule, with both sides fearing 
oppression, seeking favours from the 
ruling power and harbouring jealous 
resentment against rivals. In Palestine the 
locals made up the auxiliary units at the 
Roman procurator's disposal, and they 
could bully the Jews. The Sebastenoi from 
Samaria were the most noteworthy. Under 
the procurator Cumanus (48-52), a sol
dier's self-exposure at the Temple led to 
angry reactions and to more troops being 
sent in (Josephus , Jewish War , 2.223-7). 
The tearing up of a scroll of the Law, under 
the same procurator, caused demonstra
tions in Caesarea. 

We should accept all three explanations, 
up to a point. But what is interesting is the 
overall pattern: periods of extreme tension 
with sporadic explosions. What happened 
in between? How did people actually live 
as neighbours? 

About the years 70-135, we know rather 
little. The realignment of Jewish life after 
70 undoubtedly took time. The Bar 
Kokhba revolt may have involved some 
Greeks who assisted the Jews, as is sug
gested by one source. We may speculate 
that the destruction of 70 may have elicited 
some sympathy and friendship . 

A new phase begins in the mid-2nd cen-

tury and goes on to the Christianization of 
the Roman Empire in the first part of the 
4th. This was an open and fluid period in 
religious history . Antagonism was often 
expressed through competition, and that 
presupposed some mixing. The land of 
Israel was no exception. 

But we need to be able to look at the 
city life at 'ground level ', and Caesarea is 
one place where we have quite detailed lit
erary information for certain moments and 
where, also , there are significant material 
remains. Ideally, we would be able to tie 
the two types of documentation together; 
but this is not as easy as it sounds. Caesa
rea was a very important city, Herod's cre
ation and the location of his great harbour 
installation, the capital of the Roman prov
ince, the tinder that ignited the Great 
Revolt, a key place for the early Christians 
because of associations with both St Peter 
(who first ate unkosher food there) and St 
Paul. 

Later, Caesarea became a seat of 
rabbinic learning, and was reputedly the 
site of Bar Kokhba's burial and Akiva's 
martyrdom. Named rabbis are associated 
with it from the end of the third century. 
Soon afterwards it became the home of 
Christian scholarship and of the great 
30,000 volume library of Origen, in whose 
school 'one could learn about any theory, 
barbarian or Greek, mystical or moral , 
divine and human' . In the 4th century Cae
sarea was the city of Eusebius the first 
major Christian historian and Con
stantine's panegyrist. Traditional Greek 
education also flourished there . Yet viol
ence did not vanish. Verbally , Origen 
retaliated against what he saw as Jewish 
abuse about the messiahship of Jesus . But 
in the end, he himself fell victim to the 
Roman persecution of Christians, an event 
commemorated in Eusebius' Martyrs of 
Palestine. If only we had a proper portrait 
of the city in those years. 

The closest literary narrative which we 
do possess comes from the pre-70 period 
and is in Josephus' Jewish War. It reveals 
the quality of the relationships between the 
different parties. We hear how, when the 
popular Jewish King Agrippa I expired 
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suddenly and mysteriously in AD 44, while 
attending the theatre, that the local troops 
feasted , took images of his family to 
brothels , and poured libations to Charon 
(Josephus, Antiquities 19.357-8) . These 
units were not punished by Claudius. 
Archaeology can help to the extent of 
showing that the coins which the king 
minted in the city carry non-Jewish 
symbols. 

The Caesarean 'time-bomb' (to use 
Kasher's expression) was the question of 
the government of the city (for a Greek 
polis was in principle self-governing) . Both 
sides claimed that Herod had given it to 
them. Both were clearly quite numerous . 
Josephus gives fascinating details: the 
wealthy Jews despised the Syrians; the 
local magistrates (who were they?) admin
istered beatings to representatives from 
both sides; when the Jews seemed to be 
winning , the procurator, Felix, set his 
troops loose on them. 

The reason why this was a time-bomb 
was that the eventual reply from Nero, to 
whom the disputants had appealed , which 
came some five or six years later, gave the 
city to the Greeks. In the conflict that 
ensued , the religious element is very clear , 
with a dispute over the access to the syn
agogue, a deliberate act of sacrilege by the 
Greeks, and the need to take scrolls of the 
Law to a place of safety. The end of the 
story coincided with the crisis in Jerusalem, 
and it saw some 20,000 Jews slaughtered 
and 'the city emptied'. This means that in 
the first period after the war we may pre
sume the city to have been primarily 
Greek. The change away from that situ
ation , to a multi-ethnic one, is interesting. 

Relatively little of this varied history is 
so far represented on the ground. The gap 
between written records and archaeolo
gical testimony is itself instructive. Only a 
very small proportion of the city's large 
area has in fact been explored. This does 
include a strikingly isolated, spectacular 
promontory palace, which may have once 
been occupied by the procurators. 

What of Jewish Caesarea? For the 1st 
century we cannot tell , but the later Jewish 
quarter is thought to have lain in the 
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extreme northwest of the city. A syn
agogue was found there by Avi-Yonah in 
1956, with important inscriptions about its 
donors , and one quotation from the Septu
agint Isaiah: 'those who wait on the Lord 
shall renew their strength' (40.31) . The 
names of these donors are a splendid mix
ture , including Hebrew names such as 
Amos and Gabriel , Aramaic ones such as 
Maroutha , Jewish-Greek names such as 
Justus and Theodorus, pure Greek ones 
such as Olympus, and Roman ones like 
Matrona. Was this the synagogue where a 
certain Amoraic rabbi reported that he had 
heard the shema recited in Greek, or 
where the widely-travelled Rabbi Abbahu 
said that he was prepared to accept the cus
toms of whatever community he was in? 
Where perhaps too, Saint Susanna went to 
services there ; for we read in her Life that 
while her father was a pagan priest, her 
mother was a Jewish woman called Martha 
and that she was educated according to 
Jewish tradition. We might hope for fresh 
excavations, at least at the synagogue site. 
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The Shape and Precise Location of the 
Second Temple at Jerusalem 

oAsher S. Kaufman 

Research on the Second Temple over the 
last twenty years has proliferated in many 
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directions, to include the location of the 
First Temple, the determination of the 
length of the Hebrew cubit and the com
position of an ancient version of tractate 
Middot which describes the Second 
Temple in its latter days. 'We want to 
know where the Temple was', exclaimed 
Warren (1868- 70, 6). Avi-Yonah (1975, 
13) added: 'we know little more today 
about the Temple Mount than Warren did 
a century ago'. 

It is perhaps appropriate to continue 
with some more apparently discouraging 
references. On the conquest of Jerusalem 
in 638, Caliph 'Umar asked the Muslim 
Jew Ka'ab where he should place the 
mosque, the Kiblah (Palmer, 1871, 126--
7; see also Ie Strange, 1890, 142). Ka'ab 
answered: 'I should place it behind the 
Sakhrah [the Rock], so that the two Kib
lahs, namely, that of Moses and that of 
Mohammed, may be made identical'. 
From the text that follows, it is evident that 
behind the Sakhrah means to the north of 
it. Qiml:).i (RaDaQ, c.1160-1235) , in his 
commentary on Isaiah 64:10 wrote: 'And 
it [the Temple] is still in ruins, for the 
Temple site was never built on by the 
nations'. And in our time, Kenyon (1978, 
85-6) wrote: 'Absolutely nothing survives 
of the Temple built by Herod which 
Josephus remembered, .. .' 

The current research is based on three 
types of evidence. The literary evidence 
consists of the writings of Jewish sages who 
lived before and after the destruction of 
the Second Temple, and the writings of 
Josephus Flavius. The key text of the 
former group is tractate Middot (Kaufman, 
1991) of the Mishnah, while in the latter, 
the description of the Second Temple is 
concentrated in two passages, The Jewish 
War, V. 184-227 and Antiquities, XV. 380-
425. But important items of information, 
sometimes in a single sentence, may be 
gleaned elsewhere in Josephus' writings 
(e.g. Kaufman, 1987-8). Printed versions 
of the literature were not regarded 
adequate and variant texts were consulted. 

Archaeological finds on the Temple 
area, above and below today's ground 
level, provide the second testimony. A 

--------------------------- -- ------

group of these finds is oriented precisely 
east-west in trapezium-like shape,! with an 
angle of inclination of 9° with respect to 
west , or close to this. This is surely not 
coincidental, but points to the existence of 
a past structure. The most northerly find 
of the group (37; see the Figure for the 
numbered finds), large flagstones flush 
with the ground, is regarded as Herodian
like (Yeivin, 1981). Loose tesserae from a 
fragment of mosaic on the upper level of 
the large rock-mass (31) have been 
described as typical of the late Second 
Temple period (N. Avigad, personal 
communication) and similar to those on 
Masada (D. Bahat, personal commun
ication) . Likewise , the lower part (113) of 
the edge of a parapet bordering the 
northwest staircase (C) is Herodian (D. 
Bahat, personal communication) . Al
though this attempt at dating does not con
form to the strictest standards, neverthe
less it would seem that the archaeological 
finds of this group indicate the remains of 
a structure from the late Second Temple 
period. 

Although care has to be taken in inter
preting artistic representations of the 
Temple, a piece of gold glass depicting the 
House of the Temple within an open court 
is of particular significance (e .g. Barag, 
1971, 607-8) . The court at the position of 
the House is tapered with an angle of devi
ation from the straight of 9!0±1° 
(maximum uncertainty). 

As in all scientific investigations, 
assumptions are made. The main assump
tion is that the archaeological finds 
described above are part of the Second 
Temple and its close proximity. 

The plan and location of the Inner Court 
(,Azarah) of the Temple were determined 
by combining information from archaeolo
gical finds above ground with dimensions 
quoted in tractate Middot and simple 
calculations (Kaufman, 1977, 75-82). The 
length of the medium cubit necessary to 
relate Middot to reality was determined 
from finds on the site (Kaufman, 1984). A 
completely independent method relying 
solely on archaeological finds confirms the 
position of the Temple axis to within less 
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than 10 cm (Kaufman, 1977,83) , which is 
the approximate uncertainty in the 
mapping specially undertaken for this 
research. 

The plan view is shown in Figure 1. The 
Court of the Women (7) is conventional. 
The taper shape at the western end of the 
'A zarah (5) is dictated by the archaeolo
gical finds. The plan of the Hekhal (3; the 
House) conforms to Middot 4,7 (Kaufman, 
1980). The chambers abutting on the two 
principal courts (5,7) together with the 
various gates are also shown. There is no 
evidence as yet how to apportion the area 
for chambers to the west of the 'Azarah. 

The Figure shows the precise location of 
the Temple in the northern part of the 
Temple area. The most important result of 
the research , apart from the taper shape, 
is that the Dome of the Rock was not built 
on the site of the Temple. There are a 
number of details which conform precisely 
to the written record of the sages; for 
instance, cistern I (47) , at least its northern 
portion, is the Shit, the collection pit for 
the libation offerings (Middot 3,3; 
Jerusalem Talmud Sukkah 4,6). The 
Temple axis extended eastwards and cuts 
the eastern wall of the Temple area (109) 
close to the postern described by Wilson 
(1866, 25, plate X); see also Happarl;1i 
(1852, 17a) . 

The superimposition of the Temple on 
the area as shown in the Figure should pos
sess predictive qualities. Here is a striking 
example. The essential features of the 
Figure were already known in 1975 
(Kaufman, 1977, 91) . At that time, the 
thickness of the wall partition between the 

two courts (5 ,7) was taken as 11 cubits 
(Kaufman, 1977, 88) ; the written record is 
silent about this dimension. In 1978, I 
became aware of the existence of a wide 
ancient wall which had been seen in an 
excavation in 1970 and since demolished 
(Kaufman, 1981). If one supposes that the 
wall partition was 5 cubits thick, like the 
remaining peripheral wails, then the posi
tion of the ancient wall coincides exactly 
with that of the eastern outer wall of the 
Court of the Women, as shown by the 
blackened section in the Figure. 

It is claimed that if a scientific excava
tion, even of a Im-by-lm square, could be 
undertaken, it would be possible to con
firm further the superposition of the 
Figure. 

An octagonal figure (43) can be seen 
within the Holy of Holies (1). It is a small 
dome with three names, Dome of the 
Spirits , Dome of the Tablets (de VogUe, 
1864, 105) and Prison of the Genii. Appar
ently , from time immemorial, the floor of 
this dome was left unpaved except for a 
small area. The exposed bedrock sheltered 
by the dome is none other than the 
Foundation Stone (Mishnah Yoma 5,2), as 
attested by comparing existing rock levels 
with levels as known in the Temple 
(Kaufman, 1977,98). 

Note 

1 See finds 31 , 33 , 37, 41 , 44, 46, 75, 113 
and 154 in the Figure. Two more finds, one 
of which is cistern v in C. W. Wilson's 
numeration, are located to the south and 
not seen in the Figure. 

Fig. 1. Superposition of the Second Temple plan (in white) on a simplified map of the northern part 
of the Temple area . The arrow points west . The triangles indicate the watch posts of the Levites; the 
dashed lines, uncertain. 

1: Holy of Holies; 2: Holy Place ; 3: Hekhal (The House); 4: Altar of Sacrifice; 5: 'Azarah (Inner 
Court); 6: staircase to Porch; 7: Court of the Women; 9: ramp; 10-19,23: chambers; the numerous 
gates are indicated by the prefix G . 

The archaeological finds of interest here are 31: rock-mass ; 33: bed-rock cut as wall junction; 37: 
flagstone pavement ; 41: rock ledge; 43: Dome of the Spirits; 44: wall remains ; 46: cistern III in C. W. 
Wilson 's numeration ; 47: cistern I in C. W. Wilson's numeration ; 49: Golden Gate; 75: lowest step of 
the northwest staircase C; 113: edge of parapet bordering staircase C; 154: protruding stone; A: Dome 
of the Rock; B: platform of the Dome of the Rock ; C: northwest staircase. Some of the finds above 
ground are no longer visible today. 
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Grants Given by the Society 

Jon Nicholson 

I am sincerely grateful to the Anglo-Israel 
Archaeological Society for providing a 
travel grant towards my participation in the 
Shiqmim Excavations under the dir
ectorship of Dr Tom Levy, of the Univer
sity of California, San Diego. The excava
tions took place from September to 
October 1993. 

Shiqmim is a major Chalcolithic site 
along the Wadi (Nahal) Beersheva, some 
16 km west of the modern town of Beer
sheva, in the northern Negev Desert. This 
was the seventh season of excavations at 
the site , the first having taken place back in 
1982. Shiqmim has been one of two major 
Chalco lithic sites meticulously excavated 
by Dr Levy and David Allon of the Israel 
Antiquities Authority over the last ten 
years, as part of their study into the devel
opment of the social complexity of early 
societies in the northern Negev. The other 
site was Chalcolithic Gilat, 18 km northw
est of Beersheva. 

The excavations this season, in the area 
supervised by the grant recipient, covered 
an area of over 19 squares (5x5m) , in the 
NE area of Area D, continuing from the 
1989 excavations, along with the opening 
of 7 new squares. The excavations were 
carried out by students from the University 
of California and volunteers from Europe. 
They participated with vigour and dedica
tion in what could be very harsh desert 
conditions. They helped further to exam
ine the illusive nature of the subterranean 
village of Shiqmim (first discovered in the 
1989 season), together with its relationship 
to the surface village. 

The subterranean features are cut into 
the loessial hillside behind a NE-SW ter
race cut in the northern bank of the wadi; 
prior to this season's work they had been 

hard to relate to the surface village. 
Patience was rewarded by the excavation 
of an extremely impressive stone threshold 
and entrance passage which led from the 
surface above the terrace, into one of the 
largest of the subterranean structures. 
Other results of this season include: 1) The 
exposure of over 4 more subterranean fea
tures , helping to show their early construc
tion in the occupation of the site and their 
relationship to surface activity in the area. 
2) Further exposure of the northern 
extremities of the surface settlement on the 
hillside , dominated by rectilinear stone and 
mudbrick architecture , with large expanses 
of open exterior courtyards with associated 
pit activity. 3) The excavation of the sub
terranean features helped understand their 
continued use, abandonment or collapse, 
activities within them of a post
occupational date (including some interest
ing skeletal remains) , as well as deposits 
and sediments that accumulated during 
abandonment. 

One eagerly awaits the final publication 
of the 1993 seasons work at Shiqmim by 
Dr Levy and D . Allon, which promises to 
be beneficial for the overall understanding 
of the development of this major Chalco
lithic site and its role within the region of 
Nahal Beersheva during this period of c. 
5000 - c. 3500 Be. 

Brian Boyd 

The bone artefacts being used in this PhD 
research come from a number of late epi
palaeolithic (Natufian, c. 12,800-10,200 
BP) sites in the Levant. This, it is generally 
believed, is the time and place of the 
appearance of the first sedentary commu
nities, witnessing early steps towards the 
domestication of animals and a marked 
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increase in the intensity of the exploitation 
of wild-plant resources. The largest assem
blage comes from Hayonim Terrace, west
ern Galilee, and consists of approximately 
1500 pieces, the majority of which are frag
ments , but are recognizable as having been 
worked in one way or another. This mat
erial is held by the Centre de Recherche 
Franr;ais de Jerusalem, and has been made 
available to me for first-time study by the 
site director , Dr Fran~ois R. Valla 
(CNRS). 

Unlike recent archaeological studies in 
lithic and ceramic technologies , bone
artefact studies have rarely demonstrated 
any capacity for serious social analysis . 
Traditional research has taken three main 
forms . Firstly, there are detailed typolo
gical descriptions , concerned with classify
ing artefact types according to their form 
and functional traits . Secondly, there are 
those studies concerned with replication 
experiments and ethnographic compar
isons , and , thirdly, there is a growing 
number of studies on the microscopic ana
lysis of manufacturing and use-wear traces . 

Since the late 1970s, a body of literat
ure - mainly from France - has been con
cerned with what is commonly termed 
'prehistoric technology'. These studies 
recognize that techniques are social pro
ductions, and have attempted with varying 
degrees of success to analyse the relation
ships which exist between social knowledge 
and the gestures, movements and tech
niques involved in the production and use 
of prehistoric artefacts. 

The majority of the studies mentioned 
above have been concerned with lithic 
(e.g. flint) materials, and deal mainly with 
the specific knowledge drawn on by people 
in the various stages of artefact production. 
Bone-artefact analysis, with a few excep
tions, remains at the level of functional 
description or microscopic-trace identi
fication , often employing methodologies 
simply taken from lithic studies. The 
information that can be gained from all of 
these studies , the traditional and more 
recent, is certainly useful, but the kinds of 
questions they ask , and the unexamined 
assumptions employed in asking them, 
severely restrict the scope for any rigorous 
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study of the social uses of the material 
within a specific historical context. My 
PhD research is concerned with extending 
our understanding of the ways in which 
such artefacts operated within the context 
of human activity, attempting to observe 
the ways in which the various economic 
and technical practices involved in the 
appropriation , production, use and depos
ition of those artefacts intervened in cycles 
of social reproduction . In order to go 
beyond traditional fields of enquiry, I have 
been studying the artefacts (from Hayonim 
Cave and Terrace, Western Galilee; Mal
laha, upper Jordan Valley; other smaller 
samples from sites in Judea and the Medi
terranean coast) according to the following 
theoretical framework, which I have 
developed over the last two years. 

The natural world is continually trans
formed , through people's perceptions of it 
and through selective and culturally spe
cific practices, into a pool of what may be 
termed 'cultural resources'. In terms of 
bone material , this involves several stages: 
a) Appropriation. In approaching this area 
of study, detailed consideration has been 
given to the choice of particular animals, 
species, or bones in extracting the material 
for transformation into a cultural artefact. 
This has involved the integration of, where 
possible, results of each site's faunal and 
lithic analyses . b) Transformation. This 
stage involves the incorporation of the 
bone material into the technical system, 
and its transformation via a choice of spe
cific techniques into a cultural artefact. 
Unlike lithic-tool production, this stage in 
the technical chain of operations is not, I 
argue , complex enough in itself to warrant 
protracted analysis. c) Use. Similarly, if we 
wish to consider bone artefacts as an integ
ral part of social actions, then it is not 
enough to identify use-wear patterns on an 
implement and then to infer its utilitarian 
function . I am here concerned with how 
artefacts were used within different prac
tices and how the significance of a given 
artefact depends on the specific nature of 
those practices. The real focus of study, 
then, is an archaeology of human practices, 
rather than of material objects. d) Discard/ 
deposition. It follows that it should be pos-
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sible to identify culturally specific depos
itional practices through the detailed ana
lysis of the various archaeological contexts 
of deposition on each site. By examining 
the long-term history of depositional prac
tices - that is, how things actually get into 
the ground - then it should be possible to 
identify how certain categories of artefact 
may have been emphasized or redefined 
[see (a) above 1 through their use in differ
ent practices and their incorporation into 
different depositional contexts. 

From this (extremely summarized) per
spective my research is concerned with 
offering a different approach from that 
normally taken by archaeologists to the 
analysis and interpretation of prehistoric 
bone 'technology'. 

I must thank the Anglo-Israel Archae
ological Society, the British School of 
Archaeology in Jerusalem, Dr Fran,<ois 
Valla (CNRS, Paris), Dr Anna Belfer
Cohen (Hebrew University, Jerusalem) , 
Dr Nigel Goring-Morris (Israel Antiquities 
AuthoritylHebrew University, Jerusalem) 
and Lesley K. McFadyen (Cambridge 
Archaeological Unit) for their continuing 
help and encouragement. 

Carmen Lange 

This was the first year that a British contin
gent, led by Dr Eleanor Scott, took part in 
the long-running Sumaqa excavations 
which are being undertaken by Professor 
Shimon Dar (see BAlAS 8, 34-48). Dr 
Scott's brief was to extend the long-term 
excavations of buildings into landscape 
archaeology, and to undertake fieldwalk
ing in order to check on the possibility of 
slope terracing on both sides of the wadi 
near the Sumaqa settlement, with trial 
excavations to study the layout of any such 
terracing. 

My personal interest in the project stems 
from my current research on the origins of 
viniculture in Turkey, and I felt comparat
ive study from the Levant might prove 
useful. I spent two weeks at the site. A 
50x50-metre grid was pegged out and 
walked to determine the quantity and date 
of finds, though much of the slope was 

covered by coarse brush which made work 
difficult, and the area was used for military 
practice which meant we had to end our 
working day early. However, sufficient 
progress was made in the first days to war
rant the opening of a trial trench of 3x8 
metres to cut across two likely terraces. 
This was later extended by 3 metres length
wise, as the upper area of the slope 
remained unclear. 

A large infilled structure, 1 metre wide, 
was found at the lower end of the trench: 
two outer skin walls filled with a mix of 
small pebbles and chalk. Debate veered 
between this being the retaining wall of a 
terrace, and a Roman road surface. If the 
former, terrace walls would have been 
much wider than previously suspected. If 
the latter, it would fit in with the early 
occupation levels of the site. There 
appeared to be no upper terrace wall which 
might have been conclusive proof of the 
former theory , but , given the width of the 
possible 'retaining wall' , the trial trench 
might not have uncovered this. However, 
while exploring alone I found evidence of 
feral grapes in nearby shrubbery, which 
indicates that, at some time, it is likely the 
area was used for grape growing at least . 

Talks with the Israeli excavators gave me 
much-needed information on the growing 
conditions of grapes in Israel as a whole, 
and the Carmel region in particular. With 
the site surveyor's arrival I was fortunate 
to be able to work with him. This period 
of a few days was sufficient to train my 
eye to recognize possible terracing on the 
ground, and the difference between winter 
rain-rolled debris and actual terrace 
remains . 

The work progressed sufficiently well for 
further fieldwalking to be undertaken on 
the far side of the wadi, where the experi
ence gained during the first week stood me 
in excellent stead and provided good 
results for the directors. 

While concerned mainly with the land
scape archaeology of Sumaqa, I was able 
to study other aspects of the project, and 
the Israeli team, and Shimon Dar in par
ticular , were most helpful. My thanks to 
the Anglo-Israel Archaeological Society 
for the grant they provided. 
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Original manuscripts should be submitted 
to the Editors of BAlAS, type-written in 
English , on one side of A4 paper only, 
double-spaced , and with ample margins on 
each side of the sheet. Endnotes typed on 
separate sheets should be kept to a min
imum. The 'Harvard' reference system is 
employed in this publication . Works 
should be cited in the text by author's 
name and date of publication, i.e. 
'(Albright, 1949, 71), . An alphabetical bib
liography should be appended at the end 
of the text , i.e . 'Albright, W. F. , (1949) . 
The Archaeology of Palestine (Penguin 

Books; Harmondsworth),. Original photo
graphs and line drawings (in black and 
white only) , suitable for 1:1 reproduction , 
may accompany the text. Authors are 
responsible for obtaining permission to 
reproduce copyright material. A scale 
should be added to all drawings and photo
graphs where necessary. The authors of all 
published articles will receive a copy of the 
Bulletin and offprints . Book reviews 
should be kept to a minimum of 300 words 
but longer reviews will be considered for 
publication. Authors will receive three 
copies of their review. 
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