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- ts'k “ME LATE BRONZE AGE I'EMPLE .
"IN PALESTINE

BY _ *
THOMAS 6. LEE

& -

. n

" The purpose of this thesis is to study tltle temples of the
Late Blzonze Period found within the geo;raphical area of.
Palestine. A number of previous studies have been done on this
subject, but they have. Erinccipally been all inclusive wo;ks, and
have not dealt -with any specifjé time period. In the présent
study, a number of fac%d}s have béen considered. The ground-plans
of the varieus temples, as well as their loéations within the

city plan, have been investigated both )chronologicallx and

geographically. The interior elements and objects have also been

sﬁidieafl'[he&p‘TpBEe is to try to discern it there is any
reiationship between ‘the temple plan, interior elements and the
objects, and their geographical location as yell as their
location within the city.

After -finishing this study, I have been able to draw some
interesting and new conclusions. The principle conclusion is that
during the ‘Late Bronze Period there were two.'types" of temples

in use: the "Official Cult Centres', which were of the "Langraum”

cella form, and the "Sec‘ondar)r" temples, which were of the .

"Breitraum" cella form. Those of the "Langraum" cella form, with

the -exception of Tell MevSfakh and the Lachish Fosse Temple I

¥

»

i



-»

which are special ~ecases, never had Lbenches as an inter;or' )
element. o Those :oE the "Breitraum" cella form, however, incitgled
benches ;a} an interior element. This factor had samething to do
with the functions of both types of temples. I also noted the
apparent change in the use of Ath'e platform (dias) ahd niche
throughout the three¢ phases of the Late Bronze Period‘rNo
definite cqnclusmns could be drawn from the obJects found thhm

the temples do to then' spotty preservation.

43
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INF&OIJJCTION

The purpose—of this thesis is to Study the class of
struc;ttxres called "temples', which have been discovered in the
area of Palestine and which date from the.Late Bronze Age. In
this study, a number of facets of the temples are to be
investigated. The ground-plans of the» various temples yrill be
described in order to try to determine common elements or traits .
shared among them. Along ‘with the ground-plan, thie \cultic
furnishings fgmd within the temples will be studied,'again for

, the purpose Iof determining the common elements, and/or:
differences between the cultié furnishings’ from the various
structures. Another element to be studied is the location of the

’:;e:nplé in relation to the rest of the sit':e at which it is found.

v

For instance, where is the temple located within the city plan,

”

and in relation to what other structures is it found? The purpose
of this inquiry isbto discover whether the location of the ten:ple
within tﬁe city has -any effect on the ground-plan or the
furnisHings. The temples' geographical locations ﬁll also be
considered for the same purpose. In addition the temples will be
considered chronologically, in order to see if there is any

sequence to be found in the . above elements. The ultimate purpose

is t& describe the Late Bronze Age temple.

’\f Of previous - stulies done on the Palestinian temples, there

have been non:-, that specifically deal with one period of time.

For the most part, they are either cursory studies covering all.



time periods from the Neolithic to the [ron Age, ;nd occasionally
up to the present, or they aré-includive studies which class the
temples based on the shape of their ground-plans. Those which do -
divide the temples into time periods - do so only for the
description of the individual structures, with no real attempt to
draw any chronol’ogicai conclusions. T[hus, th})ugh the vtanples are

discussed elsewhere, the present thesis looks at them in a new

i way, and for a' different purpose than those studies which have

preceded it.

L 3

In a study suwh, as this, a number of problems present

themselves. The first and foremost of these is the difficulty in

» getting the necessary published materials. The main groblem is

LY

the . occasional iack of any definitive publication for a site.
Thi‘s is especially true for the more recent sites %‘c have been
excavated, which, more offten than not, end up being published m
various shbrt‘? arti«zzles in a number of periodicalus. As a result,
the ne‘cessary detail in the description, especially of the
artifacts, is lost. I_.uckil_y} for this thesis, a temple structure
is considered important‘ enouéh to ensure that its ground-plan is
published somewhere, so that the necessary details can be‘picked
ou;c. The artifacts are another story, however, They are usually
just mentioned by types, with no further details, drawings or
photographs made avajlable. Another pq‘(\obllen is the question of
whether or not a designated’building really is a temple. A few
questionable bu:‘(ldings have been classél as templés based on

scanty finds and ‘speculations on plans‘of ‘structures which are



only partially preserved. For the sake of completeness, theseb

questionable structures will be included in this thesis, but will

" be designated as such.
* The third problem is that of classifying temples based on

the shape of their ground-plans. For this purpose, a number of

categories have been evolved which beganas general references to -

the architecturé of the Ancient Near East. Since this worl; was
almos;: entifely done by German scholars in the beginning, the
! German terminology will be uséd in this thes‘isl. These categories
are, 1) Langbau (Langraum), ii) Breitbau (Breitraum), and iii)
Knickachse (Herdhaus), with a more recegflt category termed the
centralized square plan. ‘Foru the purimsé of this thesis the
above terms will be defined as follows. A Langbau structure is a
rectangular building with its entrance in one of the short walls,
thus Mmg the main axis of the building long. It would follow;
therefore‘: rthat a Langraum is a rectangular room with its
entrahce,in‘u one of its short walls, creatzing a long main axis. A
Breitbau structure is a rectangular building with its entrance
located in one of the long walls, thus making the main axis of
the buiid’mg short. A-Breitraun is therefore a rectangular room
with its entrance located in one of its 1ong walls creatmg a
short main axis. A Knickachse (Herdhaus) building is a
combination of the above two structures. It is a rectangilar
“building with its entrance near one end of a long wall, but with

the main internal feature located at th% distant end against the

middle of the short wall, thus making the axis a bent one. The



"4

centra;ized square plan . is basically self-explanatory. This is
made up of a central square room which' is then surrounded by an
ﬁouter wall, or,‘ ser_ies of rooms. V
Tﬁ'? proﬁiem with :cheéé categories‘ is that the temples are
too sutiject to interpretation. , They‘ may be pla;ced in gore than
one of the categories, depending on one's point of view. For
example, a single temple may be classed as a Langbau structure
based on its overall plan, but it éo_uld also be classed as a

Knickachse structure based on the positioning of its entrance.

J B
The same could be said about a, Breitbau structure. Another

K element which can cloud the issue is the cella, or "sanctuary", .

. of the temple. The overall plan of ‘the temp;le may be classed as

a Langbau, but the cella might b_g a Breitramm. Therefore, ohe has
to be careful how one uses the. accepted categories, and one has
to decide which is more important, the overall plan, or the shape
of the cella itself. For thé purpose of -this thesis, both
elements will bé used with the emphasis placed on the cella. -
The method of presentation will be as follow#. The
geographical area ipvolved has been divided into three s;maller
aréas, i) Northern | Pélestine, ii) CentralfyPalesti;e, and iii)
Southern Palestine, each of which comprises a chapter (see Map.
1). In these chapters, each separate site will be discussed with
its temple(s) described by phases ‘chrohologicall;'. After these
chapters, the concl(:digg chapter will bring all the materials

together and draw any possible conclusions from them. The

bibliograpi?y which follows is based on relevent publications and



.
articles which deal with the temples 'ldiscussed in the thegis, and
is in no way an atfempt to list all t;_f the available materials on
the subject of the sites mentioned. It is hoped that a study
such as this will shed new 1light on the topic of temples.
Although ofie must be cautious about entering a study with

‘Qredisposed aims and conclusions in mind, it is hoped that this

"~ - |

thesis will show some connection between the temple 1o<n;1:ion

i
withiﬁ the city and geographically and the temple's ground-plan.

*r
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CHAPTER [
PREVIOUS STUDIES

g A number of articles and books have been wrltten on the
subject‘of the temples found in the area of Palestlne. Some have

been brlet' _accounts, while others .have been fairly in-depth '
J ' -

‘ stqdles which discussed a number of aspects of the temples.
- Before beginning the present work it is necessary first to review.

~what has been said on the subject by earlier scholars.

L

_ One of the first to discuss the Palestinian temples was G.

Ernest Wright. In his brief study on the temples (1), he started

by sumarizing the basic principles of the temples for the

- Ancient Near East 'as a whole. He then illustrated how the temples

of the Syro-Palestine area fit these basic principles. Basing his -
' |

investigation on the available archaeological evidence at the

time, he then dg.s;:ussed the form of the temple and the rituals

that took place in them. In his discussion of the temple form, he

_came to the conclusion that \\“prior to 1500 B.C.E., the pr‘mcipal

“form ~of the temple in Palestme was the "Breltbau" type. After

1500 B.C.E., he concluded that the tendency of the temple plan
wa; to be square, with a special vestibule or portico for the
entrance. In this discussion, he mennoned that the adytons of
the Level VII and VI temples of Beth- Shean were the beg;nmng o/f

, he

the '"Debir" or "Holy of Holies" (2). Following 1000 B.C.E
typified the temple as being of the general plan of theé SolomQ

temple. This was a long, narrow 'Langbau" structure with an

*
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entrance at one end, and a "Holy of Holies'" at the other., The
. temple at Tell Tainat in Syria served as an illustration of this
form of temple (3). The rest of the article t};en dealt with the
temple in Israel, focusing §n “the Temple of Solomon, and cagri_ed

_through to the synagogue and the present day churches.

In his article, M. V. Seton-Williams presented a more -

tdetailed: study of the temple plan for the area of Palestine
beginning with the Neolithic and ending with the Late Bronze
Period (4). 1In this study, he looked at the temples by periods,
and described their basic plans. For the Neolithic Period, he
only had the Stratum XI shrine discovered at Jericho, so he could
not draw aﬁy relevant conclusions for this period. For the Early
Bronze Peri‘od, however, he was ablebto distinguish between two
distinct - types of temple plans, The first of these was the
"Breitbau’ form, which was further distinguished by a massive

rear wall which served to separate the temple from the secular

complex, having two rooms and a niche (6). -
Having no temples of the Middle Bronze Period to base his
. study on, Seton-Williams postulated that the temples of Palestin?
followed ~a‘similar line of evolution as those in Assyria’ (7).
The'se Assyrian temples consisted of a cella and ante-cella.
With the Lite Bronze Period, he saw a distinct revolution in
temple archifecture. He stated that the principle of the three-

roomed shrine remained, but the inner shrine. was at a higher

level, as well as sepéfrated from the central courtyatd (8). In

- i il
v

e,

buildMgs surrounding it (5). The second type of temple was more



R —

-

conclusion, he saw the Palestinian temples as being more closely

allied to the Meésopotamian temples than to the Egyptian ones.

They were also much smaller than either the Egyptian and

Babylonian temples, lacked consistency in their ‘orientation, and
- ‘i

" were not as often in close connectiqp to the palace of the site.

ARother ‘arti‘cle to appear was by G. R. H. Wright (10). In
this, the author based his study .of the pre- Israelife temples in‘
Palestine on the form of the temple. Wright used the categories
of, "Langbau (Langraum)", '"Breitbau (Breitraum)", "Knickachse'
(Herdhaus)", and ‘'centralized square plan". Wright quickly
discarded thé "Breitbau" form of temple as not being relevant,

since all those temples which could be classed as "Breitbau"

could just as easily be classed as "Knickachse". Finally he then .

divided the available ten?ples into two categories, i) the

"Langbau {Langraum)" and ii) the "Knickachse (Herdhaus)". e then

compared the Palestinian temples with those . from Syria and

—_ — - [

“Mesopotamia.

In conclusion, Wright stated that the "Knickachse'" temple
form was the most prevalent type in the Early Bronze Period, but

with the Middle and Late Bronze Periods, the "Langbau" temple

~ form came to predominate over the previousiform (11). He also saw
both forms as falling into the broader continuum of Northern
Syria,and Mesopotamia {12). The origin and meaning of these two

distinct forms were not known to Wright, but it was clear to him

that ‘the "Langbau" form was the style that survived into

»

historical times.



In the book, 2"1 Tempel von Jerusalem, 2?2. . Salomo }3_13_
Herodes, Th. A. Busink has provided a fairly cong)iete list and
discussion of the temples ‘derived from the cultl.;ral area of the
We§tern Semites (13). The purpose of this work, however, was to
illustrate the architecture-and contelzts of the Solomonic Temple
from as many aspects as possible. This work is parallelled by his
earlier article, "Les origines du Temple de Salomon' (14). In
this article he tried to trace  the origins of the Solomonic
Te’mpie, first; by discussing the views of earlier scholars, and
secondly, by presenting his \riews;. In conclusion, he stated tha;:\
the plan and }construction was the result of a number of factors,
based on examples of CanaaniLp and Phoenician temples and on
Israelite innovations (15). In this article, as in his book, the
other temples were discussed soiel); to indicate"similarities and
possible 'proto-type" elements, which were later found - in the

'

Solomonick Temple.

Rudolf Naumann, in This book, Architektur_Kleinasiens,

provided a short section/ on the temples which are found in
Anatolia and Northern “Syr?a (16). Although it does not deal with
the subjeci of this thesi:;, it provides comparative material from
an ‘area outside ngéstine. ’ v

' The most re::ent work on templeé has beenh written by Magnus
Ottosson (17). In this work, he studied the temples found in
Palestine from the Early Bronze Period to the Iron Age. He
divided the temples into categories based on the form of the

plan. Osing these categories in combination with a number of

10



other elanénts, he then discussed them in separate chapters.
These are the '"Breitraum-Type, the 'Breitraum-Temple with
Portico", the 'Langhaus-Type', the "Palace and Temple", ''Separate
Cult  Sites", and "Cult Places Outside of Cities". In the fimal |
chapter, he discussed Israelite temples. .- ”

Ottosson arrived at a number of conclusions, some of which
reiterated those of the previous authors mentioned, and some of
which were new on his part. The first is that the "Breitraum"
plan was the earliest form of temple plan. The -addition of a
porch led into the "Langhaus' plan (18). He reiterated thaTt the
purpose ‘of the orientation of the temple is ﬁot known. One new
observation on his part was that he believed that the "Langhaus"
temples were associated with the palace of the site(19). i’inally
" he discussed the uses of the dais and niche, andrpointed out that

the screened niche may have been the fore-rumner to the adytor#or

third room of the temple (20).

\
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CHAPTER 11
“~-  NORTHERN PALESTINE

-

For the purpose of this thesis, WNorthern Palestine consists

of the region between, and iMgluding, the Upper Galilee and the

series of rift valleys which link the coast area to the Jordan
Valley, just to the north of the Carmel Mountain Range. These
valleys include the Zebulon, the Jezreel, the Harod, and the
Beth-Shean Valleys. 'ghere were ;five sites in thi; region at which
temples have been ] disco;elgd. These are Hazor, Megiddo,
Beth-Shean, Tell Kittan and Tell Abu Hawam (see Map i) .

fs

HAZOR

The site of Hazor, Arabic Tell el-Qedah, or Tell Waggas, is
situated at the-foot of the eastern ridge of the Upper Galilee

mountain range at the south-west corner.of the Hulah Plain. It

lies approximately 15.5 Kilometers north of the Sea of Galilee,

and 1in ancient times was situated strategically at the meeting
point* of the main road from Sidon to Beth-Shean with that from

Damascus to Megiddo (1). Thus, it wa{s a site of major importance,

a fact which has been 'verified through the excavations on the’

, Site,
" The site consists of two parts, the tell proper, and the
ilower City area (Figure 1). The tell . is a ﬂ)oft_le-shaped“momd
with its "neck" in the west and its base in the east. The-top of
the moind rises about 40 m. above the bed of the Wadi el-Waggas

»
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.and has a total area of 15 acres. In its present state the tell

slopes from west to east in four terraces, which were partially

caused by .the extention of . the city in various periods of

occupation (2). The lower city consists of a vdst enclosed
plateau which lies to the north and partially to the east of the

tell. It is basically rectangular in sflape. The northern area is

\ o
175 acres, while the eastern spur covers an area of 25 acres. The

northern and eastern boundaries conform to the original slopes of

the natural terrace, while the western side was artificially

formed by the digging of a deep fosse aMd the building of a

rampart to separate the  natural western plateau from the
enclosure. The tell and eastern spur are both bounded on the

south by the deep Wadi- el-Waggas and the northern end Qf the

~ lower city is bounded by another deep wadi (3). 7

The site of Hazor proved to be one of the richest sites .for
: ]

‘the discovery of temples. Of a total of fourteen areas excavated

bn the site four proved to have temples in them. Of these
temples, all went through two to four phases during their

existence, with most originating in the Middle Bronze Period.

THE.AREA A TEMPLE
STRUCTURE ,
| The first temle to be discussed is that found in Area A,

‘w

ythi““;‘:h lies in the centre of the tell (Figure 2). This particular
tewple stands in imediate proximity to a large structure to its

south, which the excavator believes to have been the palace of

.
F acd . .
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“this later period {5).

»

the site (4). The temple was first erected in the MBII period,

and was reused in the LBI period. Most of the finds come from

»

The plan of ' the i:emple is quite simple. = It consists of a
single-room "Langbau' structure, oriented on an east-west axis.

The entrance to the temple was located in the centre of the east

" owall, An orthostai; entrance, consisting of two basalt side

jambs, and four basalt slabs for the threshold, was-added during
the LBI phase of the temple. The' orthostat side jambs are .
identical in style to those found Yin the Area H temple 16} ‘The
structure measures }6 .2 m. east- st, and 11 6 m. north—-south
The. /mllmof mud brick on sfone foundations, and averaged
2.35 m. in thickness. The interior walls were 'covered with
plaster which was pain.ted in various colours. ‘Although there was
no evidence of interior colfmni,‘\at one time tl{eré must have beeq
at least two colums to support the roof. In.the interior of the
temple, aldng“ the 'back" (western) wall, there was a raised
platform (dais). This pla{tforxn mézsﬁi'eg 4.8 m. north-south, and
1.5 m. east-west. It was cohstructed of mud brick, which was
thén covered- by a thick layer of pllclst.er (7). Generally speaking,
this temple is similar to the class of temple known as ""Fortress"
or "Migdal" temples, with * the exception that it is lacking &h"e‘
two flankmg towers at 1ts en%nce

This temple was abandoned and destrayed during the LBI
period and was not rebmlt durmg the subsequent periods. The
area did, however, retai@ its sanctity during the-LBIIA and LBIIB

f’ & | ' |
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periods. This is® shown by the remains of several cultic

m ‘
installations found around the perimeter- of the ruined temple.

The sanctity of the destroyed’temple is illustrated by the fact
that the cultic® Functions seem to have taken place around the
remainsfpf the building, rather than on top of its debris (8).
OBJECTS .

The flnds from this temple were ‘not very spectacular. They
consisted mainly of ”a large quantity of votive bowls, wgh;lcﬁ were
strewn on the platform andg the floor. . It is interesting to note

that there were animal bones strewn on the platform as well,

Pottery of the same type was also found outs1de of the temple in’ '

several fav1sspe. An unusual form of pottery, found ‘only in thlS .

building, was a conical clay, phallus-like, vessel mth a hole at

the top and a flat base (Plate 1;1-11) (9).

THE_AREA_C "'STELAB" . TEMPLES

The next cqltic installationkto be considered is the small -

temple which was found in Area C in the lower city. Area C is
located in the southwestern corner of the lower city, next to the
rampari:. While excavating to learn about the construction methods

of the rampai't, the excavators discovered this small temple with

its cultic furnishings mostly intact. [his temple went through

two phases of construction, datiﬁg» to the LBIIA and the LBIIB

periods, with no indication of any earlier phasé. A number of

pottery shops and work-shops, along with some living quarters,

were discovered in this area also.

18



STRUCTURE .

The temple con“sisted‘ of a small "Breitbau", "Breitraum"
t} structure measuring 2.5 m. .north-south and 3.5 m. east-west
(Figure 3, see also Figure 5). The building lies on an east-west

axis with its door f&a\the centre of the east wall. The walls were

constructed of mud brick, with the north, south, and west walls

averaging about 1.25 m. in thickness. The east wall averaged

about 2.0 m. in thickness (10). This Ffirst pha;e of .the temple
was built direcﬁ’fy on the conglomerate of the rampart. A §1na11,
semi-circular niche was cut into the centre of the western wall
directly opposite to the: entrance near the level of the floor.

The niche had a diameter of 1.0 m. Benches of jmhewn stones, with

large smoothed stones set into their outer faces, were built
along the lower part of the south and east walls. These bnches

' T B
were approximately 40 cm. wide and 45-30 cm. in height (11).
OBJECTS

The finds from the first phase of the "Stelae" temple were

somewhat limited. It 1is assumed, however, that most of the ,
furniture found in the second phase originated in this one (12).
Of those artifacts recovered, one was a ‘"waster” jug, which was

. found in situ in the centre of the niche. ’l}ﬁs would have been
used for libations. Along the north

::i;?&: well-dressed stones
were found, which probably served ~a§ o erator); tables. Other

finds include a pair of bronze cymbals, which were. lying in a

'
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small bronze bowl found in the north-west corner of the cella

. (Plate 2,1-2) (13). Ornamented pottery finished the llst of

artifacts recovered from the temple.

“

THE _LBIIB ''STELAE' ‘TB(PLE i~
= : .

&
'

. STRUCTURE

’

The plan. of the f( second ph;lse, LBIIB temple, was almost
identical to that of the earhef temple, of which it reused the
north, south, and part of the east walls (Figure 4, see also

Figure 5). It continued to be a '"Breitbau" structure, with a

"Breitraum" cella. The main change took place with the niche. The

floor of the niche was raised above the floor of ;che temple and a

raised, sloping platform (dais) was builtgin front of 1t This
platform had three phases, all ob\uously secondary repalrs due to
collapses (14). Another cha.nge in this second phase was the
absence of any benches along the walls of» the cella. The
entrance was also altered. A small forecourt, with gts entrance
to the south, was added in front of éhe entrance to the cella.

This created a broken a;cis—ﬁay into the temple and effectively

. screened the cella from the street which ran in front of it.

OBJECTS
It is from this phase that one gets the most spectacular

finds. Along the rear wall of the niche, there were found ten

basalt -stelae. These had convex backs, rounded tops, and flat
faces. The heights of these stelae varied from 65 to 22 cm., but
they were imbedded in such a way that they all protruded t8 about

21
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the same height. Under the stela on the right, there was found a
small lion orthostat and a stela whiéh had not been reused (15).—
The lion orthostat was 44 cm. x 33 cm. in size and had originall}
been used as a door- jamb on some préﬁous building (16). The
central stela la_was- the ¢ only one which bore any relief (Plate-2;3).
Thls rellef consisted of two hands str:g::hed ~upwards towards a
crescent with a disc -within it, and with two small tassel-like
- circles hanging below the crescent (17). Also found within the
| row of stelae was a small basalt statue (Plate 2;4). This statue
" was of a beardless man wlth bare head and feet, sitting on a
square stool. He had a bowl in his &ht hand and his left hand
#  *Was placed on his knee in a fist. He-wore a long tunic with a
train *and a curving neckline. , There was a small inverted
cfescant hangiﬁg on' his chest. Although Ffairly well ;:arved
otherwise, the facial features were not accentuated to any great
ei{:ent (18).
In the centre of the niche, in front of the ste].ae, there was |
L placed a roughly finished basalt slab. This probably served as an
- , of feratory. table. Offering vessels were scattered in the vicinity
vof the niche and among tlulem was Eomdi a glass sceptre handle, a
mace head, a rough representation in basalt of a human figure, a
phallus-l1ike piece of stone, and possibly part of a potter's
' wheel, (Plate 3;1-4) (19). §
. Two other artifacts found in the vicinity of the temple may
also be associated with it. .The first of these was a bronze
standard (Plate 4;1i. This depicted a crescent with a stylized

¢ ! R

a
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snake, below which there was a woman's figure holding snakes in
her upraised hands (20). The second object was a small pottery
mask (Plate 4;2). As this did not have any perforations for the
mouth and nostrils, the excavator speculated that it might have
been meant to be placed> on the facBof a"s"tatue, such as the one

mentioned above (21).

‘ © .
Due to the numerous depictions of the ‘crescent and disc, the

- excavator; speculatéd that the deity worshipped in this small

temple was the moon god. Based on the upraised hands on the
central stela; the woman figure'on the standard, and the small
pottery mask, he also thought that the moon god's consort was

. . )
also worshipped here (22). Whereas the worship of the moon god is

accepted, that of his consort is questioned, by Magnus -Ottosson .

(23).

THE.AREA_F_"'SQUARE" TBMPLE

STRUCTURE . - .\

- The third area which proved to have remains of a temple, Was
“Area F, which is situated in the centre of the eastern part of
the lower city. This area had been the site of a temple since at
least tﬁe MBII period, ) -

As its name implies, the temple was based on a 'centralized

square”" plan (Figure 6). The plan consiste(i~ of a central square

room (locus - 8074), measuring 4.0 m. x 4.0 m. with its entrance
. t
in the south-west corner. The floor of this room was covered by a

layer of thick white plaster. This central room was then

24
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surfounded by an outer wall, with dimensions of approximately
18.0 m. x 18.0 m. The space between these two Structures was then
divided into ‘\a ‘number of small rooms by means of short walls
bonded at rig\ﬁt 'an.gles into the outer f;ce of the walls of the
central square (24). No other elements could be discerned from
the  poorly .preserved building. ~This type of plan has been
related to that of a number of Mesopotamian temples (Figure 9)
(25), as well as to that found on the slopes of Mount Gerizim
dating to the MBJI period (Figure 7) (26), and that found at the

Amman airport which dates to the LBII period (Figure 8) (27).

OBJECTS
Unfortunately, no significant artifacts were recovered from

this structure,

THE_AREA H_"ORTHOSTATS' TEMPLES

The fourth ahd Ffinal area t(; reveal a temple was Area H.
This area lies at the extreme end of the lower city, just inside
the northprﬁ earthen rampart. This area brought to light the most
spectacular temple to be fqynd at Hazor. The temple in ?Qquestion
went through four pha;:es of construction, starting in the MBII

period and continuing to the end of the LBIIB period. Of these

- temples, the MBII and the LBI buildings are identical in plan and

the LBIIA and the LBIIB buildings are basically of the same plan-
(28). the surrounding areas were not excavated so it is
impossible to say what other structures were in the vicinity of

this temple..

26
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THE . LBL™ TATS" . TEMPLE

o .
SIRUCTURE

The LBI "Orthostats" temple was identical to that of the

MBII penod but was of completely new-construction (Figure 10).

Its basu: plan is quite simple, consisting of a "Langbau"

structure, m&de up of a large cella (locus 2133) and a porcl{. The

, porch cons1sted of an entrance hall (locus 2139), Elanked by two

rooms or. towers {loci 2163, 2130). The temple was on a
south-north onentatxon, with “its entrance in the south. The

outer walls of the structure were 2.30 m. thick, constructed of

‘mud-brick on stone foundatwns.

The cella (1ocus 2133) was of the "Breitraum" form,
measuring 13.50 ‘ P" east-west, and 8.90. m. north-south. Although
no indication of: colums were EOut;d, based on analogy of the
later taniales,fﬁ thé;ey i#o{xld‘t};we been two colums across its width
(29). The floor of the room was constructed of large
cobblestones, ‘whic“h were then covered with a layer of plaster.
There was a niche located in the northern wall, which caused the
wall to pretrude outward for 1.0 m. The niche was 4.0 m. wide and
2.30 m, deep. In front of the niche, parallel te it, a partition
wall (locus 2565) was puilt, which closed off the niche from the
rest of the ceila. A small opening was left on the west which
allowed access into the niche. Just to the west of this oggjaing,
there was a small rectangular platform, measuring 1.20 n x 1.5‘6

m., which had a bench-like structure attached to its southern

)
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end. Running from this to the western wall, there was a bench.
Other benches were found near the south wall flanking the

‘entrance from the cella into - the porch. These benches were

approximately 1.50 m. in width (30).

The entrance into the porch was 3.0 m. wide, and originally
h}id doors to close off the cella from the outside..The eastern

socket of these doors was discovered in °situ and was of basalt,

‘-‘“—

shaped 1like a bowl. The central room of the porch (locus 2139) -

measured 4.90 m. x 4.30 m. It was separated from the flanking
rooms by 1.50 m. thick walls., Its ﬁloor" was of rough
cobble-stones, covered with a layer: of W‘; ime plaster. In the
western area of tl}is room,r there was found a stand for a krater
or pot. The two flanking rooms were of identical proportions,
measuring 2.70 m. Veast-west, and 4.25m. north-south. In the
eastern Toom (1ocus 2130),~ a 15 pn layer of ash containing
organic matter was found (31).

' Outside, the temple- was fronted by an i\Zer(loci 2138,
2149) and an outer court (loci 2170, 2120). These were separated
from each other by « gate-house and a wall. The gatf:-house
consisted of an entrance po:?ch (locus 2169), and an inner room
(10(:;\&5 \§172}. The entrance porch was a broad room measuring S.20
m. x“»l 60 m. Its entrance, whu:h was in the south, measured 3.60
m, wide, and had a threshold of three basalt slabs. Along the
ﬁorth and least walls, and possibly along the west wall, there
were  1ow nar‘row benches. Jixst inside the entrance, near the

jambs, there were two raised platforms of rubble stones. These

31



i L
measured 1.0 m. square, apd \}:ere 1prdl§ab1y"bases fof incense
s‘t‘andis,wor offering'tables (32). The inner\l'ﬁan, pggs\#n'ed 6.0 m.
x 2.50 m., and was off axis to the porch. It had a narrow bench
along the western whll, and a few circular and rectangular
courses of rubble stones to support some s¢;rt of vessels (33).

In fhe centre of the inner court (10(:11; 2138), on an axis
with t!he gate-ho;zse and the borch of the temple, there was a
large rectangular platform (locus 2534). This measured 3.50 m. x
i.D m. hand was pregerved to a height of 30 cm. This has been
identified as the bema, or the altar, of the temple (34). Two
meters south of this there was a smaller platform (locus 2554),
measuring 1.50 m. x 1.0 m. Imediafely to the south of the larger

platform, the cobbles of the floor were .1aid‘ to form a well

\/hked circle, 1.0 m., in diameter. This probably marked the

position of some cult object. In the .eastern part of the court,
to the right of the entrance to the temple there was ‘a
semi-circular installation (1ocusi 2188), which led into a

drainage channel (locus 2150). This channel ran to the south, to

rooms flanking the gate-house on the east. This installation was

interpreted as t;}}g drainage channel used to carry alvay the blood
and‘,water of thé sacrifices (35).

" West oé ‘the large platform, about 5.0 m., there was d
mud-brick potter's kiln (locus 2160), which served the temple.
Only the northern chamber was found. It rpeasu;‘ed 1.50 m. x 1.0
m., with its funnel to the west. Twenty miniature votive bowls

were found within this kiln. Just to the north of this, adjacent

=34
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to the west facade of the temple, there was a long room (locus
2146) built of mud-brick. This may have served as a store-room

for the potters, or for 1 e temple itself (36).
[ . .

OBJECTS , ’ .
The principal cultic remains from this temple were found

outside of the tem;ile building proper. In the cella, however,
there was Ffound a basalt bowl, upturned on the small bench-like
structure in front of the smll platférm situated to the west of
the niche. A favissa, discovered in the inner court, along wall
2548 just to the east o:f the gate-house, provided the largest

cache of artifacts. From this, there came a large number of

/ discarded vessels, including some broken incense stands, and an
J ' .

inscribed clay liver model (Plgte 5;1-2). Two figurines were

also discovered. The first of these was of bronze, and measured 5
cm. long (Plate 6;2). It depicted the r}aked body of a woman, with
only half of the features accentuated, (i.e. one eye, half a nose
'and a mouth, one breastu, v and half of the vulva). Yadin suggested
that it reﬁ?esented a U‘figure representing "life and death", or
"born and unborn" (37). The second figurine was of silver leaf,

*\agg belongs to the well known, tall-crowned type of goddess; with

-" ]
eyes, nose, breasts and vulva schematically represented by

protruding circles (Plate 6;3). - A- bronze plaque depicting a
Canaanite dignitary s was also found (Plate 6;1). This was a thin
bronze shéet, 9.50 cm. ld‘ng,‘ with rivets on its back, indicating

that it was once fastened to a wooden panel. The details of the

figure are incised, and show a man looking to the pight, with his

P 3
" €
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‘right ‘hand raised in greeting. He is wearing a long robe with

wrappings in its l&der parts similar to Egyptian wrappings.
Around his shoul&ers, hfa is‘wearin‘g a poncho-like garment with
fr{nged bands on its upper parts. The position next to the wall
2548 ‘may indicate that it was}r once. part of a whole procession
which went alc;pg the wall (38). Of the pottery found within and
around the temple, there were early types of Cypriote milk bowls,
base-ring ware'and bichrome war;.. The f)résem:e of a large amount

of animal bohes and ash found in the area around the large

platform in the court, would indicate that the main area of
kt » "

sacrifice was found here (39). _
The clay liver model, mentioned above, was used for

divination, and had Akkadian cuneiform inscriptions written on

its face, beside the protruding ridges, and wupon its back. An

interpretation of this is provided in Yadin's report,-and is

given below (40).

FRAGMENT A:
i) Oné king will bend down another. 3
An enemyr will attack my country.
ifl) Forgiveness (will be granted) by the god to the men.

A servant will rebel against his lord.
I

Fragment B:

Ishtar (?) will eat the land. .

Nergal will...
The gods of the city will come back. -

34
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THE_LBITA "ORTHOSTATS'" TEMPLE

STRUCTURE A

* With the LBLIA period, the temple goes through some changes
(Figure 11). The northern part of the temple followed the basic

plan of the previous building, with slight changes in the

" thickness of the walls and their exact positions. The innovation,

however, is_ seen in the addition- of a third element to the
temple, in the fo;'m of an entrance porch.

The - basic plan, therefore, cg}nsisted of, i) an entrance
pprch: ii) a middle hall, and ii) lt:jva cella. The cella (locus
2123) was still of the '"Breitraum" foné’. It occupied roughly the
same area as that of the previous tLe/xiible, and measured 13.30 m.
east-west and 8.0 m. north-south. The walls were 2,10 m. thick
ar:d were constructed of mud brick on stone foundations. The east

and west walls had insets in their outer faces 4.80 m. in length.

In the centre of the cella, there were two basalt column bases,

“‘one round and one square, which indicate that the roof of the

temple was supported by two colums. The floor of the cella was
30 cm. lower than that of the middi*ll, and was reached by two
s',tep;s. In the centre of the northern wall, there was a niche.
“This niche measured 3.75 m. wide, and 2.10 m. deep. As a result,
the north wall protruded outwards in step fashion a distance of
1.50 m. In the right and left corners, just inside the nich:a,
there were two depressions about 0.30 m. deep. It is thought that
_these se;yed as sockets for ;vooden poles which were used to

screen the niche from the rest of the cella. Along the rear of
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the niche, there was a. bench-like ledge, which was 0.40 m. wide,

. and 1.1 m. in height. In the centre of the cella, between the two

-colum bases, there was a deep pit (locus 2157}, measuring .70 m.

in diameter and 3.60 m. deep. The upper part of this pit was
built of courses of field stones. It is thought that it served as
an outlet for libations (41), or as a storage pit, as suggested
by Magnus Ottosson (423.

The middle hall was divided into three sections, i) a wide
central room (locus 2129), iij two narrow corridors to the west
(loc-:i 2108, 2112), and iii) a room to the east (locus 2107). 1t
is possible that the two corridors to the west were used as a
stairway, either to a second story, or up to the roof (43).

The new element was the porch (locus 2128). The porch was a
wide room measuring 9.80 m. x 4.80 m., being narrox;:_a;ithan the

front of the temple by 2.20 m. on either side. The walls were

only 1.20 m. thick, and were well bonded to the main structure

On the west side of the threshold from the middle hall 1nto the

porch, a small basalt door socket was found in situ, which
indicates that there were once doors to close off the middle hall
from the porch. Two colum bases, found on either side of the
entrance - into the middle hall from the following LBIIB temple,
may have originated with this temple (44). .

The area in front of the teiple was reorganized into an
inner {locus 2119) and a larggr square outer court (locus n2156).

The inner court measured 14.0 m. east-west, and 8.0 m.

north-south, and was separated from the.outer court by wall 2529.
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The entrance to the inner court lwas found on the east, between
the south-east corner of the porch, and- wall 2540 which runs
north-south and joins wall 2529. At th_e west end, wall 2529
turned north, and then angled off to the west, creating another
entrance to the court in the west. In the middle of the court,
slightlhy west of the porch entrance, there was found a basalt
obelisk, with a flat basalt 5@»@135 foot. To the west of the
porch, near the western entrance, a libgtion altar was found.
This installation was made up of a high platform, constructed of
slabs and field stones, and a libation table consisting of a
basalt slab with a square depression in its corner. Its location
may indicate thﬁt it was associated with some ritual of entering
and leaving the sacred area of th“e temple (45). The outer court
was approximately 15.0 m. square, and was bounded on the south by
wall 2546. The central area of this court was taken up by a large

pit, measuring 7.50 m. north-south, and 10.0 m. east-west. It was

approximately 1.6 m. deep. This served as a favissa for the

discarded items of the temple (46).

OBJECTS g x

The cultic furniture and remains from this phase of the
téinple were scarce, From the floor of the cella, there came ;1
fragment‘ of a Late Bronze Age Mycenaean bowl and a broken
cylinder seal. From the deep pif between the,tw&; colmm‘bases;
' there were a few fragments of pottery, and a basalt statue of a

" headless mai, similar to that found in the "Stelae" temple, but

without any emblem on it (Plate 7;1). A basalt obelisk with a.

-
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Pasalt slab at its foot, found in the middle of the inner court,
;nd the baéfilt libation altar found near the western entrance,
have already been mentioned. To the east of the obelisk, the
vtorso ‘of-a statue of a deity was found, and will be di§§:msed
- below with the objects of the LBIIB temple. In the large éavissa
of the OL;ter court, a large number of discarded vessels hand
objects were found. These included two broken libation tables,

zoomorphic vessels, and broken incense stands (47). -

.

THE. LBIIB."ORTHOSTATS" . TEMPLE

STRUCTURE ]

The LBIIB "Orthostats" temple followed a similar plan to
that o‘f the preceding temple (Figur; 12). The basic plan-
consisted of the same three elements, i) the entrance porch, ii)
the middle hall, and iii) the cella.

The cella (locus 2113) was still of the "Breitraum" form,
and measured 13.30 m. x 8.0 m. Its walls were 2.10 m. thick. The
construction was of mud brick on stone foundations. The outer
faces of .the east and west walls had insets, 4.80 m. in length.

The roof ?f the cella was supported by two columns, as is

indicated by the presence of. two colum bases set across the’

central area of ' the room. Situated in the centre of the north. -

‘wall, there was a nichey 3.75 m. wide and 2.10 m. deep. This
caused the wall to protrude outwards in step fashion for a

distance of 1.50 m. Along the rear of this niqhe, there was ;1

bench-1like ledger,f approximately 0.40 m. wide and 1.10 m. high. In
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front of the niche a partition wall was built to ciose off the

niche from the rest of the cella. An entrance td the njiche was
1

possibly situated in the central area of thls wéll (48) Along

the  east, west, and south walls, the remains qf bénches were

found. These had groups of vessels still on th Also f.ound in

B

, 51tu around the walls of the cella were basalt o thostats, 50-60
cin. hlgh and 40 cm. to 2.0 m. in length. These were placed in a
V

contmuous row around all the walls of the cella on a narrow

protrusion at the base of the walls, approximateliy 0.70 m. above

» 1
the 1level of the floor. These orthostats were i'h secondary use-:

from a previous temple (49). (

The entrance into the middle hall (locus 2115) was found in
the centre of the cellla s south wall, opposite #he niche. The
presence of door sockets found in the threshold indfg:ate that the
cella could be closed off from the rest of the builciing by a set
of doors. The middle hall was divided into two ell‘gnents; i)a

large rectangular room (locus 2107) taking up the Vieastern two

thirds of the area, and ii) two narrow passages takmg up the

!
i
I

western third of the area’ These narrow passages may have served
as a stairwell.to the second story, or roof of the temjle (50).
The porch (locus 2118) was similar to the preceding pgrch.
As mentioned above, in this porch area, in front of th«é entrance
into the mlddle hall, there were found two finely Wr -dressed,
slightly - conical column bases. These did not seem t:}o have any
structural function (51). During this phase of the ﬁorch some
orthostats were placed around its walls. In front of {the temple,
|

* ‘ |
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there was a court, with indications that it was bounded by a wall

on the west side, and probably on the other sides also.

OBJECTS

This parti;ular\ structure was unusually rvich in cultic
artifacts (Figufe"m.. In the cella, directly in front of the
niche, a basalt incense altar (H134/1) was found (Plate 7;3).
This alftar was 0.50 m. x 0.50 m. square, and 1.70 m. .in height.
Ranain§ of burning were still visible on its top. Tht; upper part
of one side had a relief of a disc in a square frame, with a
four-rayed sun eml‘?l,em in its centre. Two elongated depressions
were chiselled be;,low the relief, with two other depressions
chiselled on either of the flanking sides of t‘he‘ sha:lft. The back
of the shaft was dressed similar to the front, but without a

relief in the square depression. To the west of this altar, a

" large round baéin (H135) was found, with a circular depression ,

0.50 m. in diameter, in its centre, Two basalt libation tables

" (H137 § HL38) were found 2.50 m. to the south of the altar,

s
LY
A

approximately "1.50 m. apart. The one table (H137) had a deep
rectangular depressi\‘on on one half of its surface, and a shallow
rectangular deprégsion on the other half. The second table (Hlis)
had a deep rectangular depression in one ‘t:orr;cer, and a shallow
depression in the adjacent corner. On-the outer sides of each of

the libation tables there was a huge earthen-ware krater (H144 §
L)

Hi45). Near the western krater there was ‘ale found a basalt -

carinated krater (H136), with a Mycenaean-style spir! carved on
its upper part. ‘A number of dipper juglets and bowls were found
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on the floor among the above mentioned o’bject:;. In the south-east
corner of the céila; .4 rectangular basalt offeratory table was
fond (H143). On its wupper side, it ‘had four round and two
rectangular depressions arou *a central rectangular depression.
+The table was Eoﬁnd lying on its side among some charred wood,
whi;:h»could indicate that it was originally set ,on a wooden Erame
or stand (52). , |

Other small finds were “stréwn on the floor of the cella. In
the western part of the room, a group of nineteen cylinder seals
with a quantity of beads and shel\Ls//w;re found. One of the
cylinder seals was of haematite, and depicted a deity sitting aon

a chair under a winged "sun-disc", similar to the emblem on the

) incense“ altar described above. ,n front of the deity is a king

ot‘fermg gifts with a line of bearers behind him. Above these are
two cherubun facing each other. Four bronze figurines weré' also
found. One was of the "peg'" type, a ;g)xg narrow figure with a
pomted base whlch would allow 1t to be drwen and secured in

sone stand, two were in the form of a snake and a female

- respectively, and the foux'{h was of a bull {Plate 7;2,4: Plate

§:1,3). A basalt statue of ‘a seated man on a tall-backed chair
was also recovered (Plate,$;2). His head was broken off and was
fomd lying near by. The lack of any emblem, or the customary
costune of a deity wc;uld indicate fhat this represented a lay
figure, possibly a king (54). Finally,-a slightly broken faience
scarab with the name of Amenhotep III (Neb-ma'at-Re) was found

(s5). 7 “w
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As mentioned s with the LBIIA temple objects, the torso of a

stafiie was foynd in front of the temple (Plate 9;1). Its base was
found in a heap of stones in a pit at - the corner of the porch
(Plate 9;2). This statue depicted a fi“gure ‘holding a stick and
sword, and standing on the back of a bull. On his chestf was a -
pendant, comprised of a circle with a four-rayed emblem "in it.

Based on this statue, combined with the i‘ncanse altar's_emblem

- and the scene depicted on the seal described above, the excavator

sufgested that the deity worshipped in this temple was Haiiad, the
storm-god, or the wedther and sun-god (s6).

*

MEGIDD
8

The site.dot' Megiddo (Tell el-Mutesellim) is situated at the
point ﬁhere the Iron ('Aruna) Brook enters  the Jezreel Valley. “
This position gave it a strategic confrolh over the int“emation.al‘
Via Maris, which crossed from the Sharon Plain into the Jezreel
Valley by way of the Iron Valley. Thjis strategic position made
Megiddo one of the most important/gites in Palestine in ancient
times. The tell itself covers an area of approximately 15 acres,
and rises 40 m. to 60 m. above the surrounding plain.

At the site of Megiddo, four major strata have been
attribyged ;’o the Late Bronze Perifd (57).

in Ii ceessCa. 1550-1475 B.C.B. (LBI Period)
Stratum VIII ...ca. 1475-1350 B.C.E. (LBIIA Period)

Stra
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Stratum VIIB ...ca. 1350-  B.C.E. (LBIIB Period)

Stratum VIIA ...ca.  -1150 B.C.E. (into Iron IA Period).
~ During the Late Bronze Period, the temf)le of the site
(Temple 2048) was“:‘: located at the east side of th’ek. teli, facing

towards the Jordan, in Area BB. This area had been the location

of the temples of the city extensmg back to Stratum XIX, which

dates from 3300 to 3000 B.C.E. The principal remains of the Late
Bronze temple begin in Stratum VIII. Through xiew‘ stuéies of the
excavation reports and the actual remains, the date of the
original temple has been pushed back to at_least as far as
Stratum X (MBIIB, 1650-1550 B.C.E.) (58); Claire Epstein wishes
to push it back as far as Stratum XII (1750-1700 B.C.E.) (59).
From ‘: the evidence of foundation fill in Stratum IX, it would
appeaf that the plan of theé’tanp}e was similar to that of Stratum

VIII, with the possible exception of the " lack of the two towers

located on either side of the doorway (60). As nothing definite’

can be spid about this temple, the Stratum VIII temple will be
discussed first. \ ”

L.
¥
o

THE.STRATUM.VIII.TBMPLE

STRUCTURE

As stated above, Temple 2048 is located in Area BB on the
eastern side of the tell. The temple was situated in a temenos
area (61), with residential buildings located to the east of this

area. Unfortunately, the buildings to the‘ west of the temple were

destroyed “to make room for later structures. Temple 2048 was

|
|
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built on a massiveL scale, and is of the type of temple which is
commonly called a ';Fortress", or "Migdal" temple (Figure 15, see
also Figureld). | -

7 It con51sted of a "Langbau" structure, measuring 21.50 m.
north-south, and 16.50 nf _ east-west. It‘ contained a single

"Langraum" cella, measuring 11.50 m. X 9.60 m. The main walls of

the structure, of which only the foundations remain, averaged

about 3.0 m. in thickness, and were constructed of small-sized
rubble. The temple yas on a north-south orientation, with the
@

door located in the centre of the northern wall between two

protruding towers (62). These two towers were Of ‘different

widths, causmg the facade of the temple to be slightly
asyneetncal The eastern tower had two narrow chambers, whereas
the western one had one square room. It is believed that at least

one of these towers was used for a stairwell to reach a second

story, which is indicated by the width of the témple's walls

gGS). The eastern tower is constructed of large squared ashlar
blocks and may represent a later addition to the temple during
this phés,e. The space between the towers may have,‘haqd colums to
suf)port a roof, thus creating a little entrém?e porch. The
discovery of  a co‘imm base in this area during fhe Stratum VIIA
phase would seem to support its presence. ‘

As mentioned above, the cella of the temple was of the

"Langraum" form. Its floor had been destroyed by later

preserved. It would be assumed that there were two to four

46
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construction, so there was no indication of immer columniation
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colums to support the roof of the building. A niche was locatecl‘:',

in the centre of the south wall, It measured approximatfely 4.0 m.!
in width, and .50 mw. in depth. No other elements could be‘:g

i
\ discerned from this phase. ) : 'f,

|
OBJECTS

Unfortunately, i

the finds from Stratum VIII's temple were |

few, and not very enlightening.

excavator, all three have been shown to have come from an earlier
.phase, possiblym Stratom IX (64). These consisted of a small
i votive vessel, and two bowls.

A bronze "Reshef" figurine was found in the southeast corner
of the temple, close to the niche (Plate 10), as well as a bronze

cult standard that is similar to one found at Hazor in Area C

(Plate 11;1) (65). Also found were three bronze cymbals, one

i "
bronze blade, three bronze spear heads, two bronze arrow heads, a

bronze chisel, a bronze bowl, and a bronze toggle pin. A number
}

of beads and a steatite scarab round out thé list of artifacts

found in the temple (Plate 11;2-6: Plate 12;1-7).

THE. STRATUM_VIIB TEMPLE ° T

. STRUCTURE
With Stratum VIIB the area of the temple was levelled off,
and the new temple was built (Figure 16, see also Figure 14).
This building was constructed on a similar "Langbau, Langraum"

plan. Both the side walls and front wall coincided with those of

-
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Of the three pottery vessels i
found within this temple and yp;.buted to Stratum VIII by the |
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Stratum VITI, but the back wall was wider, and required

additional rubble foundations. One of the major differences was

_ seen in the masonry of the structure, which was constructed of

heavy ashlar blocks, some being as large as 1.20 m. x .55 m. x
.60 m., instead of ‘the earlier rubble construction. The major
interior alteration was:that the niche was no longer found in the
south  wall. Ih its 'place there was a platform (dais),
appfoiiﬁately 1.10 m. in height, extending across ﬁo thirds of
the"“length of the‘ south wall. This p}atform was plastered on all

of its faces.

The 5111 and part ot’ the jamb of the doorway were found in

the centre of the north wall. Just outside this door, between the

two towers, a single Eolumn base, about 0.65 m. in diameter, was
found. This would indicate that the area between the two towers
was roofed to create a small entrance porch. Another innovation
with this temple-is that the westernfower had a room attached to
it at an angle running to the north—west. This room subsequently
joined onto two long narrow rooms runnmg north to south, which
are believed to have formed a casemate wall system, which figiped
the temenos wall around the temple (66).

The floor of the temple was found intact, and had a)nunbgr of
objects imbedded in it. These¢ objects, which were reused in the
following temple, will be discussed directly below. Since,
however, there was no distinction made between the small objects
found in this temple and the following Stratum VIIA temple, they

will be discussed following the discussion on the VIIA temple.
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OBJECTS

‘ The first object in’:bedded. into the ’Eloor, was a large
r;f“ectangulallr stone box, which the excavator called a “bath". This
w#s probabiy j?used as a container to hold some kind of 1liquid for

libations, or as a laver for the cleansing of animals prior to

sacrifice. A limestone drain was found near the 'bath, which

would serve to carry away the liuquid of the libation, or the

water of the washed sacrifice. A smooth flat stone with cup-like
marks on its face was probably an offeratory table. Seven basalt
blocks, one circular and the rest square, complete the list of

objects. These have been interpreted as possible stelae from a

previous temple (67).

THE . STRATUM-VIIA_ TEMPLE

STRUCTURE - -

The temple of this stratum wds basically the same as those
preceding it, but with many minor differences in its comstruction
(Figure 17, see also Figure }4). The plan still consisted of a
large '"Langbau, Langraum" structure, with two “towers on its
northern end. The walls of this structure, Lhowevef, were.only
about half of their former thickness, and of extremely poor
rubble construction. A niche reappeared in the centre of the
southern wail, which necessitated a heavy masonry buttress
against the outside of this wall to off{et it. In front of the
niche, and along the entire rear wall of lhe cella, a stone and
mud-brick platform (dais) was constructed. Near the centre of the

4
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aoom, oppyslte to the niche, this platform was widened. In the
south-west corner of the cella, a flight of six basalt steps and
a landing led up to the top of the platform. As mentwned above,
the floor of the VIIB tanple, and the ob]ects imbedded in it,

were reused in this stratun (68).

1

THE OBJECTS OF S’IRATA VIIB AND VIIA

The objects from these strata were quite smular to those of

the Stratum VIII temple. Two statuettes were found bux;lt into the

platform wall, and the fragments of a third was foun@ on the
floor of the QWe from the platfofm wall was of “bronie,
~and. represented the torso of a female figurine (Plate 13; l') The
second flgurme from the platform was of a black stone, and
represented the seated figure of Thot- -hotep, an Egyptian official
under S%sos—t;; III, which has been attnbuted to an earlier
Stratum XV ' structure. The fragment' of the third figurine
consisted ‘of the hand and forearm of a gold covered bronze
figurine (Pla;:e 13;2).

Other 1tems included a fa{ience cylinder seal, a bronze
~Crescent pendant, a silver Astarte pend::mt:q a bronze and a
faience ring, a red stone stamp seal, 2a faience bead, a fatence
gaming piece, a bronze cymbal, two bronze spear heads, a bronze
chisel, a basalt; mort’ar, a bone whorl and some gold fragments
(Plate 14;1-6: Plate 1$;1~3). A clay liver model was also
attributed to Stratum VII (Plate-15;4). A hoard in the platform
consisted of a number of beads and pendants (Plate 14;7-12). The
repertoire of pottlery consisted of a number of flasks, “bowls,

-
-
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lamps, cup-and-saucer bowls, juglets, jars and chal‘ices.“ Also
attributed to this temple was a bronze "peg' étatué.‘tte,‘ a ceramic
statuette, depicting a naked female cupping her breasts and the

/

head of a statuette (69).
" BETH-SHEAN

The ancient city of Beth-Shean has been identified with Tell
el-Husn, modern day Bet-Shan. The tell stands at the junction of
three important roadways: i) the road running down \the Jordan
Valley, ii) ;:he road running from the Jezreel Valley pto Gilead,
and iii) a main branch of the Via Maris which passes right at .the
foot of the mound (70). The largc; mound rises 80 m. "above the bed

of the Harod River, with the southeastern side of the moxma\”'béing

-higher, creating a raised citadel-like area. The site was later

known as-Scythapolis, or Nysa, one of t}}é chief cities of the
Decapolis, and the only one of these cities situated west of the
Jordan (71). .

~ Throughout the Lé.tq Bronze Age, the southern end of the tell
was the site of the éity's temple. During this time, two major
temples occupied Eiig same basic location on the acropoli\% of the

1

tell close to the city's fortification wall (72). ‘3,

THE. STRATUM. IX.""THOTHMES I1I"_TEMPLE

- STRUCTURE

The first temple to occupy the site was found in Strlatun IX

b
i
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(Figure 18) and was dated to the reign of Thothmes IIL (1490-1436

B.C.B.) by the excavator A. Rowe (73). W. F. Albright, with whon
Rowe later agreed, dated this ievel to  the 14th Century B.C.E.,
thus '1ovfering the date by about 100 years (74).

As a result of the early date of the excavation by Rowe, and

a lack of comparative sites to draw from, a -number of

interpretational mistakes were made. The major_mistake was the
P .
overlooking of the temple structure proper, which Rowe called

"The Room North of the Inner Sar;ctuary", and which has turned out .

to be the actual témple of the site (Figure 18,#10) (75). This®

-structure consisted of a large "Lanébau" building, measuring

approximately 15.0 m. x 10.0 m., and oriented on a west-east

axis. The temple consisted of a main "Larigratm" cella measuring

{

<7.50 m. x 6.0 m.. A narrow adyton measuring 5.0 m. x 1.5 m. was

attached to thé eastern end of the cella. The entrance to the
temple ;as in the south-west cofﬁer. The entrance tou the adyton
was located in the centre of the wall between the cella and the
adyLome— V The excavator indicated that there was a pole socket
locitéd in the centre of this doorway, which may have| been used
to screen the adyton off from the cella area (76).‘ OpLx

entrance, in the east wall of the adyton, the plan provided by

" the excavator, indicates that there was a small miche. This

niche was approximately 0.75 m. long and 0.25 m, in| depth No
evidence of inner columnatmn was discovered, but at %least two

colums would have been necessary to support the roof. The walls

were constructed of mud brick on stone foundatlons, and average

-
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about 2.0 m. in thickness.

Directly to th; west of the temple there was a large enclosed
court)‘rgrd, with bﬁé egtranée in the south, and a possible second
entrance to the west opposite to the entrance into the temple.
The southern entrance is made up of a flight of stai‘rs down into

~ the ‘lucourtyérd, with a small g }‘rd room attached to the east. This
small room had a low bench iongl its northern and part of :::s
leastern wall. It had two entrances, one in the western v;all
opposit;'to the stairway, and the other in its eastern wall. Rowe
indicated that there were two mud-brick platforms, with a smaller
pedestal between them, located in this courtyard just to the
south of the temple. He interpreted these ~as offeratory tables
(77). Magnus Ottosson, however, " thought that these were probably
just piles of mud-brick from destruction material (78). A point
in fa:vour of this view is that one of these platforms is directly
opposite a buttfess ins: the wall that runs south from the
south-west corner of the temple,

Directly to the south of the temple was the area which Rowe
ihternpreted as "The Inner Sanctuary'' (Figure 18, #2). It is now
tl{ought that this "Inner Sanctuary" was either an enclosed "Altar ~

& Court™ (79), or possibly just a room comnected to a palace which
continues into the unexcavated area to the;' east (80). Magnus
Ottosson believes that what Rowe called altars were probably just
'gue:rd posts, since they were all found at entrances to and from

corridors (81). The present writer believes that it is very

‘possible that this was the entrance hall, or the throne room of
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the palace. If this is the case, what Rowe called the "'Stepped
Altar" may have been the dais. for the throne on which vﬁé(f:zg
sat to meef \’r{sitors. This would help to account for the
abtmdance~ of rich artifacts which were found 1lying on the floor .

around it.

OBJECTS u
mé artifacts found within the temple were few, and not very
enlightening. All that the excavator indicated as coming from the
temple were some - pottery miniatures of a bowl and pot, and a
quantity of basalt wéights. The most i.mpcii‘tant find, discovered .
ogtside - the teﬂxple, was the Stela of ﬁekal gPIate 16). This
i;ientifieé "Mekal" as the god who was worshipped at the temple.
__On the top register of the stela, whlch is identified as being
made for a builder named Amen- em-Apt -by his son Pa-Ra-em-Heb,
the‘ god Mel;al is shown seated on a throne, *holding ‘the "was"‘,,: )
scepter of "happiness" in his leftg hand andathe " W ]J'l—hls )
right. He is depicted with a bearfi, has an ofléamented‘ cgdlar and
is wearing a conic;,al hat with two horns and two streamers
attached to it (829. The god '"Mekal™ h?s been identifiqd with
three principal gods, i) the Mesopotamian god Nergal,ii) the .
Egyptian god Set, and iii) the Canaanite god Reshef, a1l of which

are chthonic deities (83).

THE, STRATUM. VI1_"AMENOPMIS . I11" TRPLE | .

. M

STRUCTURE

-~ The second temple excavated at the slite, comes from Stratum
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VII, and is dated to the 13th ‘century B.C.BE., ending about 1200

B.C.E (Figure 19) (84). Rowe called this the "Amenophis III" -

temple and mistakenly dated it to the 14th century B.C.E.

The temple was located m‘ the same general area.as the
Stratum IX temple. To the west of this temple, there was
excavated a fort tower, a bricklined underground silo, and a
house tentatively identified as the "commander's résidence’.

The temple is "Langbau" in shape, and 15 orlented on a south-

north axls. It can be divided into three d1st1nct areas, i) the

- entrance room (Rowe's ante-room 1086), ii) the cella (Ro#’e‘,s

great court 1072), and iii) the adyton (Rowe's upper altar room

1068). The temple, excluding the entrance room, measured 14.85 m.

north-south, and 14.20 m. east-west in the north‘ and 13.25 m. \

east-west in the south. The walls were of mud-bmck 1a1d :

imnediately on the debris, with no attanpt made to level off the

_ ground for the foundations (85). The walls vary in thickness from

1.50 m. to 1.25 m.

The cella (Room 1072) was "“Breitraus”" im form, measuring
8.40 m. north-south,u”émd an average 'oflio'.go n. east-west. There
were two colums to 7sugp/o‘;t the roof of the cella, which is
indicated Fb)r the presence of two. rubble sto;e foundations for
colum bases, located centrally in the cella (86). Rowe
postulated that only the north half of the cella was roofed,
leaving the southern half open to the air (87). Magnus Ottosson,
with whom this author agrees, stated that the whole cella was

roofed ‘as the mud-brick walls would not have mthstood the rain
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and no ‘evidence of a dqtalin was found (88), A 1ow bench,
approximately 50 cm. wide and 50 ca. high, ran along the east and
north walls, and it is, conjectured to have run along the west
wall as well. Two receptacles were found within the cella. The
'first, which was rectangular, was located in the'north-west
corner (of the room. The secondu receptac}é wa:. semi-circular in
~shape and -wad located in the south;west corner. These were
probably used as storage bins'. Two entrances to the cella were
located in the centre of the south wall. The west entrance gave
access to the entrance room, while the east one gave access to
another roo (1085) to the south of the cella. At the north end
of the celila, behind the eastern col"?mi ‘foundation, there was a
small brick altar, with a flight of seven steps leading up to ke
adyton. The altar was 0.87 m. highv, 1.45 m. wide, and 0.77 m. in
depth. This small altar was probably used to burn incense before
the statue of the god, which would have been loca‘ted‘ in the
adyton. The floor of the cella_ was of hard gacked' clay,
approximtely 0.10 m. thick; M :
To the north of the cella was located the‘adyton. This was a
narrow room, measuring 11.50 m. east-west, and an average of 2.75
mlgi ﬁorth-south. The floor of this room was 1.23 m. above the’
floor of )t};e cella, and was ~:eached‘by’the7f1‘ight" of seven steps
mentioned above. Ilhisi adyt;n vyas' diyided iﬁto two rooms. The
western ,room measured ‘4.0“n3. east-west, and had a rectangular
receptacle in its north-east corner. This room was useq s a
small storage room, possibly for the sacred’ equipment and cultic

s
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objects used in the temple (89). The eastern room measured 6.50 -

m. east-west, and was the central cult area. In the plans of the
excavation report, the excavator has restored walls to close off

this room ‘from the cella area. Based on analogy with the temple

~from Strgitm VI, which followed a similar plan, it is more

probable that the adyton was left apen to the cella. Although the

floor of the adyton was destroyed, again based on analogy with

- the Stratum VI temple, there was probably an upper platform

(dais) situated against the north wall, directly opposite to the
flight of seven steps (90).

To the south of the cella two rooms were located. The western

room was the entrance room (1086). This room measured 3.907m.” '

'north-south, and 6.50 m. east-west. The entrance to this roam was
. t

!

located in the west, thus creating a broken axis to the cella.
There was possibly another ante-room to the west of this (91),
but no trace of one was left. The second room was located to the

east of the entrance room, and measured an average of 4.75 m.

" north-south, and 5.25 m. east-west. Traces of a fireplace were

found in the western area of this room, and based on the artifact -

evidence, it would appeai' that it was used by the pries'ts for

storage and cooking. Further to the south of the above two rooms,
the beg;nnin’g's of two 'further rooms were discovef:red, which were
probably used for further storage (1089), and baking (1087).
OBJECTS

«

A number of artifacts were found within this temple. The

most impressive was a small basalt model of a throne, covered
\
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with Egyptqian emblems, which was recovered from the adyton (Plate

17;1). The throne was approximately 8.50 cm in height, 5 cm.
wide, and 5 Zm. in depth. On each side it had a Figwe of a
winged griffin, and the back was formed of a vulture with
extended wings. Below kthe vulture, - there was the "djed" emblem of
stability with out-stretched arms and "ankh" emblems suspended‘
fron each elbow (92). Another object which may relate to the
model of the throne was the model of a table altar, which was
found below the floor in the entrance room (Plate 17;2). This was
a circular tableh on a fluted base, measuring approximately 8 cm.
in diameter. Its top was painted in a checker-board pattern, and
hgd a painted desLign all around its base. Rowe interpreted these
as sacred tree designs (93). From the adyton, there also came.a
bronze dagger with a wood inlay handle, and a braze axe head
(?late 17;3-4). The axe head had a curved blade, and the other
end of the haft in the the form of a hand with outstretcﬁed
fingers, and the thumb pointing down. Rowe compared this axe to

one depicted on the face of one of the doors of Boghazkoy in*

Anatolia (94). A number of ceramic figﬁrineskggne also found"

-

within f:he temple (Plate 17;5-9). Several/pf ffﬂese were from the
cella. One found “near the southern receptacle depicted the
goddesé Ashtoreth (95). Another object of ivory had tile head of
Hathor or Qedesh on it (Plate 17;10-11). A number of faience
Ei‘gm'ines of go‘dd;ges were also found here. From the room east
of the entrance room, a pottery figurine of Ashtoreth was found.

Several scarabs, amulets, and seal rings. with the cartouches of

W
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such Egyptian rulers as Amenophi‘s III, Queen Hatéepsut; and
Amertophis IV were also found.

Also from the cella came a small decorated pottery qu with a
lid, a fragment of an alébaster cup, some broken Egyptian faience
cups, pottery duck heads (Plate 18;1-7), the horn of a gazelle,.

amulets, a SC&_I‘I‘_EIl{ with a lion figure on it, bead%, and a flint /

scraper. In the adyton were also found a small glass pot, pottei"y‘
duck hé‘aQs, cylinder seéﬁ'tls,ﬁ beads, amulets, spear and-arrow
heads, weights, faience bottles, and a scaraboid. A cylindrical
cult object with  the head of a boar or pig was discovered under
the east wall of the entrance room (Plate 18;8). Also worth
mentioning from the area surrounding the temple aré a bottery
m6de1 of a sn:aie coiled on a base, a number of Ashtoreth
f‘*g'urines, and a ‘smflll clay model of a serpenitj on a plaqpe"(Plgte
18;9-10) (96). ‘
The large unaiitity of Ashtoroth figurines and the strong
Egyptian connection with the temple would suggest that the deity
worshipped in this temple was Ashtoreth/Hathor. The presence,
however, of an Egyptian statue of Horus found in the adyton of ’
the following temple, which was almost identical in plan to the/

above temple, would make one hesitant to conclude the exclusive

worship of Ashtoreth/Hathor.
TELL XITTAN

1

The small- site of Tell Kittan, also known as Tell el-Sheikh

65



and Tell Musa,‘ is situated about 12 kilometers north of
Beth—‘Sheém on the we%t bank of the Jordan near its confluence
| )

with the Tabor River. 'l\fhe tell has a rounded suunut approximat‘ely
jwo acres: in area, andcommands the fords of the Jordan in this
ar;ea-. “Erqsion has destroyed the south-east section of the tell,
and much 66 the area has been damaged by construction. During the
excavation of the site, three temples were discovered. Those of
Strata V and IV date to the MBIIB period, and the third structure

of -Stratum13{-is-dated to the LBI period (97)

THE_LBI_STRATUM.III TEMPLE

STRUCTURE " . |

With the La;te Bronze Period, the site underwent several
changes., A nuuber ‘ buildings were constructed both over and
around the Middle Bronze Period temples. The majority of these
were ®residential buildings 1linked be‘ streets with an east-west
orientation (98). One structurg", however, was located directly
over the earlier temples, 'and has been tentatively identified as
a temple (Figure 26). Unfortm;;itely, this st;:.ucture was poorly
pxieserved, and not very much cah be said about it. The plan had
cﬁanged drastically from that of the preceding temple, and the
orientation is now to the north, rather than the east (99). The
possible temple was a "Langbau"\strmture, consisting of a large
"Langraum" cella with two small rooms 10cat3dﬁong the southen}
end of the cella. A small enclosed courtyard was.located to the

W

east of the temple.
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The cella was very‘%} paorly preserved. The northern wall was
missing, and tﬁe floor was badly damaged by 19th century Bedouin
tombs. The entrance was probably to be found in the missing‘ north
wall (100). Alﬁougﬁ tﬂ¢ excavator did not mention any evidence
of inner columliatio?,' the plam~ indicates a circular object
centrally *located near the eastern wall which may have been a
colum base. The second Vcorresponding base was not recovered. No
1nd1catlon of a platform or niche was found. The two rooms
located at the south end of the cella were where the major

artifacts were uncovered..They measure an average of 2.60 m. x

2. 60 m. in size. They were probably used as storage rooms for the

temple. “ | e

'lhé floor' of the courtyard to the east (locus 109) cons1sted

of several layers of pottery sherds, and measured 4.80 m. X 6.80
m. Although not mentioned in the réport, it appears that there
was an extra ‘thickness added along the northern wall of this
courtyard, wh1<:h may have been a bench. Between this- courtyard
and the othe;r structures, Lthere was a wide open area. In the
eastern sector of this - area, there was found a circular
structure, 2.0, m. in diameter, with a depressiom filled with
ashes in its centré. This may have been the bema of the temple,

where the principal sacrifices were performed (101).

OBJECTS -
The objects found within the temple were fairly scarce, with
the main finds located along the southern wall of the cella, and

in the two adjacent rooms. The most significant find was a large
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bronze knife found on the ‘floor of Room 123, which the excavator
called a “'slaughtering" knife (102). Also found within one of the

‘rear rooms were two re-used Stratum IV massebot and their bases,

and the large blanched antler of a fallow deer 6103). Other finds
includjed ‘a large number. of vessels with elaborate pots of
"chocolate ware", juglets, bowls, chalices, and goblets. Some of
these bowls contained jewelry which consisted of beads of faience
and semi-precious stones, and also some sil?rer pendants (104).
These silver.pendants had the common ra‘yed Ysun" symbols on them
(Plate 23; 3) Two large basalt bowls were found in the courtyard
to the east of the temple (105).

»

TELL ABU HAWAM

The site of Tell Abu Hawam ks situated ‘approximately SOILm,____*_\

from the Mediterranean coast where the Kishon River emptles into
the sea. Originally it would havé”bﬁeen situated right on the
coast, attthe point where the Kishon forméd a small harbour, but
due to silting the present day coastline has changed (106). In T
this " position thé‘ site would have commanded the road alopg. the

“shore towards Acre, as well as the road that leads inland to the

Jezreel Valley. The tell is oval in form, and is about 1.7 acr:es
in size on its summit. It is a maximum height of 9.0 m. above the
surrounding plain.

As a result of his excavation of the site, R. W. Hamilton

divided its long history into five principal strata; V through I.
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Stratum IV was further sub-divided into two sulf!phaseé; IVa and
IVb. The resulting dating of these strata by Hamilton is given
below (107).

Stratum V(phase a § b). ca. 1400 - 1230 B.C.E.
1195 B.C.E.
1100 B.C.E.
925(7?) B.G.E.

]

Stratum IVa .......c.... CAL 1230

Stratum I% vasessnaasss CA. 1195

)

Stratum III .........:.. ca. 1100

1

¥

Stratum II ............. late 6th - early 4th cemt. B.C.E.

52

Stratm I .............. Hellenistic and Roman Periods.

]

The attempt has Béen_ made to further clé.fify these dates g
based on new evidence gleaned from sites excavated since
Hamilton's report (108). Recent excavations at this site under B. -
Mazar in 1963 have further added to the understanding pi? the
dating oe‘%the Late Bronze Age strata. The result of this new

\\
—

]
T information is presented below.

T

Stratum Va ......e...... 14th Century B.C.E.
Stratum Vb .........c... 15th Century B.C.E.
Stratum VC ...cvveev.... end ofA 13th-12th Cent. B.C.E.
. Stratum Va belmﬁ\ to a te;nporary fishing village phase,
which represents the first settlement of the site. Str;\ttm Vb .
corresponds to Hamilton's Va phase, and Stratum Vc corresponds to
i Hamilton's Vb phase. For the purpose of this thesis; Mazar's )
éiassification of the strata will be used. — m__,

- .After the temporary fishing village of Stratum Va was

abandoned, the site was again settled on a more substantial
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basis, represented by Stratum Vb. The evidence indicates that

 this t®n was. fomded sometine aromd 1300 B.C. B., during the

reign of Sethos I. This stratum is represented by a fortxflcatwn
wall surromding the site and two public buildings, of which“one
was the "palace(citadel.", and the other a temple. This stratum
came to an end as a result of a destruction which most 1likely
occurred during the course of one of Ramesses LI's campaigns
through the area in the period.1276-1270 B.C.E. (109). As a
.result of this destruction, the "palace/citadel' was destroyed,
and the fortifications m;ere torn down.’/ Stratun Vc/,/ﬁ"wwhich
followed, saw/a rebuilding of the fortifications, t}ye(sidential
buildings, ahd the temple on new lines. The "palace/citadel” was
not rebuilt, and -its 1ocatioﬁ was cwqrec‘l, with further

residential buildings. This .stratum lasted until the early 12th
Century, at which time it was destroyed (110).

THE. STRATUM - VB . TBMPLE

“STRUCTURE

The Vb temple, building 50, was situated at the east end of
the site, dlrectly opposite to the "palace/mtadel" which was
located at the west end of the 31te (Flgure 21§ 22). Between
these two bmldmgs the residential bmldmgs were found. 'l‘he
area around the temple was left open: no surrounding temenos wall
was found.

The )strqcture was a "Langbau" building, consisting of a
single "Langraum cella. It measured approkinat;sly‘}.o.o m. x 8.0

o
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Flo 21 : TELL ABL HAWAH, TemeLe S0
{rw WAL, GLDAP, VoL. 4 , 1934 ,.Pare X1

FIG. 22 % TEL Aty MAWAM, TEMPLE 50 W AEAuon To REST oF S1TE.
(Luvmceur | AB | Vou. 94 |, 1935 L Fi6. 1)
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m. and was on an east-west orientation. A porch was attached to
the east end of the building, and possibly a niche was to be
‘ found at its west end (111). The two 1long side walls were
buttressgd by four buttresses:. The walls were constructed of
 medium sized stonés of Carmel limestone, interpacted by smaller
field stones, _and were approMtely 0.75 m. in width. The
foundations of the walls were well sunk into the sand.
- Unfortunately, the remaining foundations do mot stand high enough
to Hindicate“ ‘the placement of entrances. If a niche was indeed

situated at the west end of the building, the entrance would have

been located in the centre of the east wall, giving access into

the porch. The presence of four large stones placed in two rows
in the}‘t interior of the building, indicate fhat the roof was
supported by four colums. A shallow pit in the sand, lined with
" flat stones bearing traces of mortar, was situated in the centre .
. of the room.’ This may have served as either an outlet for
libations, or as a storage pit for the temple (112).

Since Hamilton, in his report, was ynot abl;a to distinguish
between the artifacts“ of this temple and the following temple,
the plan of the next temple will be discussed immediately below,

and the artifac.ts discovered in both structures will then follow.

Y

THE . STRATUM.VC _TBMPLE

STRUCTURE
The temple of Stratum Vc was built directly over the remains

of the preceding temple (Figure 23 § 24). The structure,
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building 30, was rectangular. in -plan, being of the ji!.gngbau"
form. It measm'ed 12.0 m. x 6.5 m., and was still on an east;w'est
orientation. The walls were similar in construction to those \\of
building 50, being medium sized stones interpacted mth s:naller
field stones. They were approximately 1.0 m. in width. As a
believed that the structure was left open to the air, except at
the west end where a small room wis located in the northern half ’,H
and a limestone pillar Just to the south of tlus (113) Vincent,
however, believes that the plan was a hypostyled roam, preceded
by an altar and an elevated niche, similar to the Fosse Temple at
Lachish (114). Unfortwnately, the archaeological evidence is
lacking to support: the presence of inner c'olunniation, or a
platform and niche. Nothing further can be discerned from the

remains of this structure.

OBJECIS OF THE VB § VC TEMPLES

As stated above, t}p‘éxcavator did not di;tinguish from which
phase the associated: artifacts came. Fof the most part, ‘the
objects. recovered were discovered at the west end of the tivo
structures, around the niche area of Vb, and the small room and
limestone pillar of Vc. 'I:he most imporfént object discovered was
a bronze and gilt statue of a deity (Plate 19;1). This statue was
16 cm. in height, and depicted a seated male deit’y. Its arms were

bent at the elbows and held over the knees. The 1left hand was

clenched,’ and originally it may have held some staff or emblem. -
\T(hg right hand was held open with the palm dowrwards. On its head

—_
f

;

result of a lack of any evidence for interior colums, Hamilton -
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there was a tall head-dress (115}. A mumber of rhytons and

_goblets were also found (Plate 19;2-6: Plates 20-,21) -Three

rhytons were in the ‘fqrm of .a bull, and were of Cypriote

T

baée-ring ware. A statue of a horse and aivu"’fragment of a {ion
rhyton were also d1scovered. A :faiehcé rhyfnn in the form of a
wmati's head along with two fragments of goblets of similar form
were dlscovered close to the plllar of bmldmg 30. A goblet in
the form of a ram's head and two fragments of smnlar form
comp}ete the repertoire of rhytons and goblets (116). ‘

‘Some of the smaller objects consisted of - three faience

A&
cylinder seals. One seal of the Syro-Hittite style depicted two -

-kneeling stags ‘beside a guilloche border and "is dated to around

- the XVIIIth Dynasty (117). The second depicted gazelles on either

1 T~

-
r

side of a paimette or stylized tree, and the third, which was
fragmentary, had a similar design. Also found was a scarab ﬁth
the head of a hunan oh the back instead of the beetle form, and a
des1gn of an ibex mth -averted head on the flat face (Plate
22;1). Three steatite cylinder seals depicting hnnan and animal
designs,. were also fom:i "along with a number of beads and
pendants. One pendallutx was_ of gold, and had a h:tggg figure
scratched on its front (Plate 22;2). Also found near the base of

the pillar was a paiili of bronze cynibgls ' (Plate 22;3). Two

* statuette arms, two mace heads, a Late Helladic IIT figurine

fragment, a model of a#grape cluster, the head of a lioness, an

ivory handle in the form of a twisted horn, two faience gaming

pieces, a flint knife, a bronze chisel, and two bronze nmails

% S,
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complete the 1list of small items }&over;zd (Plate 22;4-7: Plate
.23;2). Thé remains of a chair or bed, consisting of four legs and
some side pieces were discover;sd in the same area (Plate 23;1)
(118)., ‘

The pottery consisted of a number of juglets, bowls, lamps,
»

goblets, amphoras, and cup framunts. Worth mentioning were a.

mumber of Late Helladic IIT sherds, a Cypriote milk bowl, and
. base-ring ware fragments (119). An alabaster vase fragment was
also found, which was carved with a papyrus flower design (120).
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CHAPTER [II
CENTRAL PALESTINE

.
L3

The regioﬁ of Central Palestine consists of the area between
the series of rift valleys‘to ‘the north (Zebulon, Jezreel, Harod,
~and Beth-Shean), and the Soreq Valley and_ wadi system, wh}iﬁ:h is
. just north of Jerusalem, to the south. Three sites, Tell
. Mevorakh, Tell el-Far'ah (North), and _Shechem, have proved to
have temples located at them: Tell el-Far'ah (North) is v;ery

Lo

questionable (see Map 3).

TELL MEVORAKH

The site of Tell Mevorakh (Tell Mubarak) is-situated in the
Sharon P]:ain on the southern bank of the Taninim River. It is a
small rectangular mound, approximqteh: 2“ w'atcrv_.'.s in size and has a
maximum elevation of lz‘m. above the surrounding plain. The site
was excavated from 1973 to 1976 by the Institute of Archaeology
of the Hebrew Ihliifersity under the direction of E. Stern. From
the available evidence, the excavator believed that\ all of the
possible building space on the tell was taken up by the temple
complex. Since thgre was no sign of a settlement in the vicinity
of the tell, he drew the further conclusion that the siég was
_used as a sanctAuary by travellers along the Via‘{ b;l‘r\is _\(\1). From "
the evidence, it wox_ﬂ.d* appear tllat: tile ta;‘n; cmpI;f ad— _
éctually take up all of the available building space, and with ‘//‘;
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the evidence of the temple found at Nahariyah dating to the
Middle Bronze Period , there is a precedent for the presence of

single purpose sanctuary sites (2).

THE_TEMPLE

The temple is located at tf;e "Mnorth end of the tell, with its
northern wall abutting the inner side of the Middle Bronze Period
) eartﬁwork embankment (Figures 25,26). The upper courses of this
wall were separated from the embankment by a narrow passage paved
with beaten 1lime. The temple cons‘;sted of a "Langbau" structure
with a single "Langram” cella, measuring 10.0 m. X 5.0 m Tt as
" _“on “an“east‘—west"‘orientaﬁ}erp“'me#hole—éxAnLof_thiLtanple was
eféavatéd, éxcept for its north- east corner. The temple has two -
phases, the first dating to the 15th Century B.C.E. This phase of
the buil;ling was destroyed by fire and restored in the 14th‘
century B.C.E. The diiﬂensions and plan of the temple remained the “
 same, with the new masonry being 1aid on the original walls. The
walls, constructed of mud brick.on stone foundations, were 0.75
m. wide. The inner walls and floor of the cella were covered by
a thick ;chalkly pla§ter which, in the case of the walls, was
painted.
In the north-west corner of the cella, a raised rectangular
platform (d;.is), measuring 1.0 m. x 1.5m. and 1.0 m. m height,
was found. Five steps along its éaste;:n side led wup to it§ top.

grectangular depression was discovered in the south side of the
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platform, the function of which is umknown. Traces of a circulal;
deﬁressicm in the ﬁlastei' at the seuthern corner of the steps may
indicate that a column once stood there to supi)ort a canopy over
the platform (3). A plastered bench was situated elong the
western wall, and two square plastered installations were ’Jfound
in "front of it. Apotfxer plastered bench ran along the entire
north wall from the corner of the platform, to the nerth~eést
corner of the cella, where it turned along the east wall., A third
plastered bencﬁ was found along the south wall, which was
destroyed almost to its foundation, and is indicated by a wall
fragment in the south-west ’ corner, and by the edge of the
lgstered floor. The floor of the building sloped slightly to the
south, and the remains of a drainage ditch was discovered along
the front of the south “bench. A" large round stone, probably a
colum base (4), was located in ‘the centre of the room,
indicating that the structure was roofed. Near this colum base,
there wasy found a round empty pit, which may have served a-

similar purpose to those found in the temples mentioned above

(5). The entrance to the structure was' not found, but from the

‘ positioning of the benches, it would seem necessary for it to be

located in the south-east corner of the l;uilding, making it
either a straightforward "Langbau" structure, or a "'Knickachse"
structure, The temple was then boupnded on the south, east, and
west sides by courtyards.
The major innovations introduced for the 14th century temple
were ili"ghe platform. The fifth step was aﬁded in tHis phase, and
| -
% !
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the platform was enlarged and braced by stone walls. The benches
in the north and west were also reused, and a later structure has

obliterated this phase in the other parts of the temple.

L3

OBJECTS * ' \

The major cultic artifact found in the temple was a bronze

coiled snake (Plate 24;2). This measured approximately 20 cm: “in
length, and ciosely resembled a bronze snake found in fhe temples
of Hazor Area H (see above) and Timna (6). A pair of bronze
cymbals .. were éiso discovered. Other finds included two
'Mitannia.n-’-s"cyle cylinder seais {Plate 24;1), two faience gaming
discs, two identical cups, one of alabaster and the otmher of
clay, a bronze knife, a javelin head, some arrow heads, and a
ring decorated with a palmette. A large number of beads completed
the assemblage.

Of the pottery found, more than a dozen vessels were chalices
and cups, some plain and some decorated with geometric designs.
One of the bichrome chalices had a fish and a goat drawn on it,
and inside ’mther, a goat being attacked on both sides by bea;sts
of prey was depicted. Ja;rs; a jug, several bowls, lamps and
juglets were also found. Some Mycenaean pottery was found, but
the majority of imported ware was Cypriote. This group was made
up of the white-slip type (milk bowls and one cup) and many

base-ring and monochrome bowls (7).

SHECHEM
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The site of Shechem (Tell Balatah) is situated in the north
central Pale;tinian Hiil Country at the’eastern opening of the
Nablug pass, approximately 66 Kilometers north of Jerusalem. This
important site lies at a pivotalﬂ p(;sition near the crossroads of
all the ancient roads in the North Central Palestine area. The
plain which stretches east' and south of the tell furnished the
needed economic basis to make th_is one if the greatésf cities in
ancient Palestine (8). The southern slopes of the tell are
covered by the modern viilage of Balatah, but 'it has b;en
calculated that the ancient city covered an area of between 10 to
12.5 acres. The mound is oval in shape, and the ruins rise to a
height of approximately 21 meters above fhé, sufrounding plain
(g%

THE-SHF.CHBLTBAPLE

S’IRUCTURE
The site of Shechem had one temple which wemt through two

phases, and whlch was built directly over the remams of the.
MBIIC Fortress temple. This area, is located in the nokrth~west
quadrant of the tell, just south of the main northern gateway
into the c1ty, and was enclosed in a sacred precinct. This reglon
had been used as a sacred area as far back as approxmately 1800
to 1750 B.C.E. when Temenos I phase was con;tructed (10).

At some time during the 16th-century, before the Late Bronze
Period, “the site suffereci two conflagrations and was destroyed by
the Egyptians about 1550 ‘to 1540 B.C.E (11). After this

destruction, the site was slow to recover, and did not again rise

-
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to prominence witil some one hundred years fater. At this’ fime

3

the city was rebuilt and refort1f1ed It was durmg this time,.or

shortly afterward,s, that the Phmse 2a temple was. constructed over

the MBI'fC temple's foundatlons. After some unbpemfled time

pemod the Phase 2b temple was bllllt over Phase Za. Due to the
similarities of the two phases, they will both be discussed as
the same temple, and any dlvergenceb in plan will be pointed out
as they appear. ’ .

Unfortmétely, the Late Bronze temple was severely destroyed
due to later cohstrucfion, and onl); a limited amount 'oE its
remains were discovered (Figures 27,28,29). From the remains of
two wall sections, wall 5704 which crosses the naos of the MBIIC
temple near its eastern end and wall 5703 which rests on the min
wall of the same temple at its south-western corner, a ‘ a general
plan of the temple can be deduced. It appears that the femple“&s
constructed on a simple rectangular plan and was of the
"Breitbau" type of tani)le., Magnus Ottﬂoss_on 'sfdteél that he
heli;ved tl:at " it was a "Langbau" temple, oriented east-west and
roughly the ‘same size as the Hazor Area A temple (12). All of the
'evidence,' howe';rei', points to the fact that the cella of the
temple was of the t'Breitraun" form. In order for it to be
considered of the "Langrau" form, the orientation would have to
be chang;sd to a north-south axis. The walls of this temple had a
thickness of between 1.85 m. and 2.20 m., anji ﬁgfé constructed of
" semi-hewn stomes. The building had’ a measurement of 16.0 xﬁ. X

12.50 ., and was oriented 33 degrees south of east. This
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represented a shift of 5 degrees south from the orientation of
the MBIIC temple (13). G. Ernest: Wright speculated that the two
towers of the MBIIC temple were reconstructed during the 2a and
2b temples, but any evidence for this is lacking (14). It is more
probable that, 1f anything, a—small. enLance porch would have
been added to ’the fltont of the temple, making it a "Langbau"
temple, 'rath:r than the towers being reconstructed.

The interior of the temple had a plastered floor which was
~almost. entirely destroyed by pits during the Iron IA period. All
along the western end of the cella,‘ a podium was constructed over
the inner eélge of the thick west wall of the MBIIC temple. The
podium was constructed of plaster over the original wall socket
and two f11ghts of steps installed in the north and south corners
led up to ‘the top of the podium from the floor level. Two phases
of this podiun were distinguished, and these are the only clear
" evidence.in the cella area to distiﬁguish the 2a temple from %he
2b temple. Although no evidence of the entrance way w'as
recowaered, it is highly 1likely that it was leeei:ed in the east

wall opposite to the podiun.

In front of the temple, the forecourt was fllled over mth a
" layer of compact grey f111 to a depth of 1.20 m. (15). In this
court,* there were ipcated an altar and a large massebah, bth
“ “erected in the LBII period, as well as two smaller massebot which
had flanked the entrance to the MBNII(:Z\ temple aﬁd which would
still— be- visible during the LBII period. Although no later

excavation came across any indicaton of an altar during the 2a
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-phase, ~£Sellin, in his repggts, says that he was able to
‘distin gh a mud-brick alt:,ar between the MBIIC altar and the
later stone-based altar of the 2b phase Its dimensions are
recorded as being 5. 20 m. north-south, 1ts breadth 7.0 m\, ,ﬂ
its thickness 27 om: (}6) Thls altar, along with the later
stone-based altar of Ph“és‘e Zb, Was situated in fron} of and
.slightly to the north of the centre of the temple. Directly to
the east of these algars, there was “erected a large limestone
massebah, which was set up in a socket. As the forecourt is

located at a lower level than the platform of the temple, it is

postulated that there was a "ramp, or stairway, from the forecourt

up to the temple, although evidenée“ ﬁo} either is missing (17).

"
1
v

As a result of the poor preservation of the temples of 2a and

2b, no substantial artifacts were recovered wlthm it. From the

small caches of recovered pottery, the” majonty' “of the sherds was
merely described as dating to the Late Bronze Period, w‘ith no

descriptions given as to form, type, or function (18).
. \\ . - » B , & \

TELL EL-FAR'AH (NORTH) . -

The site of Tell el-Far'ah (North), which is identified as
the site of ancient Tirzah, is located 11 kilometers to the
northreast of Nablus on the road which runs fram Nablus to

Beth-Shean. The mound stands near the source of the Far‘a Brook,

which flows down to ?he Jordan.; The 'Wadi Far'a in which it is

=
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located is th: main thoroughfare between the Jordan Valley and |
thé western mountain district of Samaria (19). The summit of the
mound is 3pproximate1y 1.8 acres m size. _' “
The Laté Bronze Period 1evé1; at this site, which are dated .
between 1550 to 1200 B.C.E., were not well pi"eserved. As a-
result, it is impossible to make any reconstruction of the town
plan. In the south-western' area of the tiell, however, the
excavators came across a structure which they identified as a
“temple. ‘Toda)}, however, this is genera;lly ﬁeyed as a typical

four-room house (20).-

'IHE*TBJPLEh(?i : '

STRUCTURE
The western part of this structure was well preserved, with
some of the walls being reused in the Iron Age, but its eastern

half was completely destroyed by an Iron I Period house (Figure

30). The building was a "Langbau" structure; with a "Breitraun"
-cella and a narrov; adytori attached to its northern'enfme
' bdilding was‘ on {:; south-north-orientation.

The so-called cella, measuring 10.0 m. x 7.60 m., had its
eﬁtraqce in the south-west corner through a small ante-room or
vestibule. In this room three colum bases were found in situ in
locids 491 and a fourth is inferred by the length of the space -
Left between the third colum: base and the north wall (21). The
"cella", therefore, had two rows of foMImm_ to support its

roof. A long narrow room (locus 489) which the excavator called

o
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the “ adyton, occupied the gntire north end..of the building. Its

floor was 0.70 m. higher than that -of the "cella", and although 'k

there 1s no evidence left, a stairway must have once led up to it

(22)."

As mentioned above, the entrance to the building was located

in the southwest corner, preceded by a small ante-room (locus-
487). Just-inside the entrance way in the "cella" a jar was-.

1mbedded in the floor. The excavator believed that th15 may have ~

had some ritualistic function in connection with entemng and

leaving the "temple". The construction of the structure was very
poor, with its walls onlg‘ being one large stone in width, of an .

average of 0.60 m. Appareﬁtly, q*cou;tyard was situatedr'd'irectly

to the south of this building (23).

OBJECTS

u

In “the south of the eastern area (1ocus 491) of the cella,
i h
three dressed stones, wluch weré covered with a grltty mortar,

were found. The function of these is unknown. Next to them,

however,s.there was found the only object which is reported as

coming from the bulldmg (24). This is a small Hathor figurine
(Plate 25). The f1gur1ne was - approxmate; 10.5 cm. in helght,

~and was made of brméze, overlaid w1th silver 1eaf It has the

curly . hair-style which is one of the ggoddess Hathor's

characteristics, and there was a hole in the top of its head -

where the horns; which completed her headress, would have been

inserted. It was clothed in a dress with shoulder straps, which

went down to her ankles. Although both arms below the elbows are.

92



missing,  they were originally held out in front of her, being
bent at the elbows. Several clay female figurines were also found

in the general region of this structure (25).

t
-
——_
» b . -
q
S 5
. 1
q »
- Q »
| {
*
] .
3
o
|
v =
- 5,
Lad
5
|
i -
{
+
| -
;
)
- i -
r] L 4
.

v

) |
i
|
h

.



e

view to both the north and the south (1). -

The region of Southern Palestine covers the area south of the

‘Soreq Valley, all the way to the Gulf of Elat-Agaba.

. Unfortmate].y», only two sites have proved to have temples located

at them durihg the Late Bronze Period. These consist of Lachish

“and Tunna (see Map 4).

z

k LACHISH

The site of Lachish (Arabic Tell ed-Duweir) is a prominent
tell situated near the border of the Shephelah, about 30
kilometers south-east of Ashkelon. It is a 22 acre square-shaped
mound which commands the view from its sumit to the coastal

At

plain in the west, the Hebrion hills to the east, and'a commanding

&

Tc; da;te, four temples 'da?:ing to the Late Bronze Period have
been found at the site. Of th?se, three are the so»:ﬁlled Fosse
temples, because of their 1@tion in the fosse which surrounded
the site. The fourth was discovered on the acropoli's of the tell

in Area P.

THE. FOSSE .TEMPLES .

-The Fosse temples were built in the then disused MB fosse,
near the north-west corner of the mound. To the north and west of.

the temples, there were traces of buildings which apféared to be

-
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‘contemporary with the second and third structures. As a result of
‘ L te second 4 k3 Al o

v
)

their“ poor preservation, it is hard to distinguisli their ofigipal
'fmcﬁidn; but it has " been speculated that they had some diréct
_connection with the temple, either as priests’ dwellings or as’
store rooms (2). uSimi][a‘r“‘ suburbs ‘of the same period t‘oundb
;els‘ewhe;e near the fout-6t the mound, point to t:,h;}act that the
temple .and its subsidiary buildings were not unique in their&
location after the cinstrixction of the second- temple (3). It _1}_
only with the first‘témple that its pbsition in the fossé malsesn
it m‘iciue.r The Fosse témples went through- three bhaées, beginning .
with Temple I, which dates to a maicignun range of 1600 to 1450
: VB.C.B. (45. The l{uilding - of Temple II was dated to sometime
around 1400 B.C.E., with its destruction aromd 1325 B.C.E. °
during the upheavals of fhe Amarna Period (S). The third and
final temple was built shortly after the destruction of‘ the

preceding temple, andA" was destroyed with the rest of the city

probably around 1234 to 1223 B.C.E. (6).

w’//

- 2

THE FOSSE.TEMPLE _I

STRUCTURE .

As stated above, the first and smallest temp{e was
' copstructed in the disused fosse some time after 1600 B.C.E.
(Figuve 31). The temple was a "Langbau" structure, consisting of
a pr‘incipal large "Langraum" cella (Room D) with two smaller
chamber; attached,. one on thé north end (Room A) and the other on

the west (Room B). The temple was oriented morth-south, with the
£
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walls constructed of rough, unsquared stones. The cella's walls,

with the exception of the south wall, averaged approximately 0.60
n. in thicicness. The south wall of the cella, along with the
principal walls of the subsidiary rooms, were approximately 1.0
m. thick. The cella measured 10.0 m. x 5.0 m., and its floor was
of beaten earth. There were two entrances into the cella. The
main one was found in the west wall, about 2.0 m. from the north
corner. This entrance was qthenr screened on the outside by a
projecting wall runndng south to north from the north wall of
Room B. The second entrance was located centrally in the east

wall of the cella. A large £1lat stone outside of this doorway, at

- a higher level than the interior floor, served as a step or outer

threshold. Two stones set into the central area of the floor of
the cellaon the long axis served to support the roof of the

temple. A third doorway in the cella 1ed into Room B (7).

Against the cenfre of the south wald of the cella, there was

M | a low platform ’(dais)- of clay (see figure 34). This platform was
0,30 Iil‘. in height, 0.60 m. wide, and 3.0 m. in length. From the
‘face of this platform, three square (or rectangular) blocks
| ﬁrojecte& tow:n;ds the centre of the room. The central block was
‘the same height as the platform and projected D.Sg’n}.y‘l‘he two

. wblocks on either side of the central one were only half the

—

height of the blatform and projected 0.76 m. At the east end of
the platform, 4 small iéavity‘ was left between its Face and the
south wall of the cella, which may have served as a small

cupboard. These three projections have led to the speculation

—
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that three deities were worshipped in this "ce;nple, or another

" speculation that the three projﬁgctions were used as the places of

three types of offerings, (i.e. incense, meat, and drink) (8). .

Although it is quite possible that three deities were indeed
worshipped, there is no conclusive evidence to that effect. Based
on the analogy of the placement of the:cultic artifacts Found in

the Hazor Area H LBIIB temple, mentioned above, where there was a

. central portable, irtense altar flanked by two offeratory tables

and two large kraters, it is very possible that the three

projections were used for three types of offerings.

In front of the platform, two jars were set deep into the

floor on the central line of the cella. The jar nearest to the

platform was an ordinary two-handied water jar which had its base

removed before it was buried. This was JMebably used for

libations. The evidence points to the fact that this jar was out

gf use duri;ng the final phase of the occupation of the temple.

The second jar'%“was a large, four-handled jar, which h_a}d its base,
but which may have been perforated when it was buried. The

placement of small stones at the bottom of the hole in which this

'jar was buried may have been to facilitate drainage. The evidence

points to the fact that this larger jar was used as a replacement
I |

for the earlier jar (9). Between' the main entrance to the cella

and the entrance into Room B, a small §bench was located. This

‘ Bench was made of mud—b;ick and mouided clay.

Room B was a small room attached - to the west wall of the

temple. It measured 3.20 m. north-south, ‘and 2.10 m. east-west.
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This was probably used as a small storage room for the temple. -

_Room A was located at the north-west corner of the temple. Its

dimensions were 3.30 m. north-south, and 3.0 m. east-west. There
seems to have been no doorway con;lecting it with the cella, and
it tvas entered by a doorway locat‘ed -imits northern wall {10).
This inay have beep another stox;ageJ room, or, quite possibly, the
1ivi£1g quarl;ers of the priestz(s) of the temple.
OBJECIS

A large quantity of pottery was T‘l:y:;covered at- the east end of
the platform and in other areas of the tanp‘le;‘ Of the SZUZ vessels
found in the temple, 422 were bowls (11). A large rumber of tl'::

group found at the end of the platform were dipper flasks, and a

—

water jar was discovered in the north-east atea of the cella. A - i

-»
disc-shaped platter was leaning against one of the cornérs of the

cella. Of &he Amported pottery identit:ied, there were three
Cypriote milk bowls, one Cypriote monochrode bowl, and a Cypriot
base-ring II bowl. Also found was a ~Mycenaean cup, an Egyptian
drop vase, and a bottle with parallel.;. from Egypt, Syria, and
Cyprus (12). :

‘The smaller finds consisted of two stone beads, an onyx bead
with a gold band, and a plain “gold bead. Dnl} one scarab wag
discov;red in the cella (Plate 26;1). ‘It was of the type u§inlly
called "Hyksos" and dated to the XILIth - XVth Dynasties (13). A
bronze dagger with a tang was discovered r‘i,n the rubbish against
the south wall of Room B. Also found were two small buttons of

gold sheet, a star pendant, and a fragment of a gold toggle-pin
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(Plate 26;3,4,7,8).
| A ‘bronze s}atuette of a male dei‘c);v was foumhoutside of  the
east wall of the temple to the north-east {Plate 27;1-3). This
has been related to the Temple I phase. The statuette measured
about 8.30 cm. ‘in height with bronze pegs below the feet to
secure it in a stand. It had a pointed headress aﬁd a short
kilt. The excavators stated that tl}e deity depicted was Reshef or

Teshub (14). * ot 7
In the two libation jars set into thé floor of the cella, the

remains of animal bones were. discovered. A number of

;'lalmkiebones" were also found near the platform: practically all

* of the bones have been identified as the metacarpals of the right .

foreleg of young animals (15).

R

THE _FOSSE_TEMPLE 11

STRUCTURE

After the destruction of Temple I, a new temple, Temple II,

with a complei:ely new ‘plan, was constructed (Figure 32). Oﬂly the -

position of the platform remained unchanged. The temple was still
of the "Langbau" form, but the cella was uenlargéd towards the
west, so that it absorbed Room B of Temple I. An additional room-

(Room F) was constructed onto the south-east  corner of the

PUNRRET

temple. A new ante-room (Room A) was enlarged and bl;ilt over Room

A of the preceding temple. The width of the major walls was

approximately 1.20 m. The walls of the ante-room were 1.0 m. for
»

the eastern and northern”walls, and 0.80 m. for the western wall.

o
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The walls of Room F*gveraged about 0.50 m. in thickness. As in
Temple I, the walls were constructed of rough unsquared stpries‘
The cella (Room D) was enlarged until it was almost square in
shape. It measured 10.0 m. north-south, and 10.40 m. east-west.
The main entrance into the cella was located in the north-west
corner of the room and was preceded by the ante-room (Room A).

Two other doorways were found in the south wali on either side of

the platform. One, on the south-west, led to the outside, and the

other on the south-east led into Room F. Four stone bases, one of
¥ ‘

which was reused in Temple III,_'_wege situated in the central area

"of the cella, indicating that the cella's roof was supported by

four colums (16).

| A‘platt'orm (dais), dir‘ectly‘ over that of the earlier temple,
was constructed against the centre of the southern wall (see
‘Figure 34). It was built of rough stones and measured 3.50 m.
long, _0.6§ m. wide, and 0.25 m. in height. In place of three
projections, however, there was only one projection located at
the ce;ntre of the platform, It was thé same height and measured
about 0.38 m. square (175. A ‘small storage cupbodr | as
incorporated into the west end of the platform. Ft;rther t?o the
west of the platform there was a small butt of a wallfwhich
extended into the cella and screened the platform flfom the

[l
!

south-west entrance. \ j
About 1.0 m. in front of the platform, immediately above the
four-handled jar of Temple I, a hearth had been constructed. It

was formed by a small hollow in the floor, surromde;i‘}‘ by a curb
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~of plaster ‘and clay. Inside the hearth were ashes and an inverted

bowl (18). :

vF.xcept “for a break for the entrance into the cella, a

.contpmous row of 1low benches ran along. the western, the

northern, and three quarters of the eastern walls. A second bench
t

was placed in front of the western wall's bench for about half of

its qorthern length, and two extra rows of béhches were placed in

front of the northern and eastern‘ benches. These two rows were of

irregular lengths, with a break almost directly opp051te to the

centre of the platform.y The “benches, which were of mud and
plaster, measured approximately 0.20 . to 0.40 m. in he1ght, and
0.40 m. in width, and were separated from each other by an
interval of appronmately 0.30 m. (19). A number of bowls were

found sitting on or beside these benches.

The ante-room (Room A), was approximately 7.60 m. north-south

*
by 4.30 m. east-west. Its entrance was partially preserved in its

* northern wall (20). Room F, which was atflched to the south-east

end of the cella, had two means of access. The first was by an

entranceway from the cella mentioned above, and the second was by

an entrance to the outside located in its north-west corner. This.

room went through two phases of construction. During the earlier
phase, the eastern wall was placed approximately 2.30 m. to the
east of that of the second phase. During this phase, two Vrdws of

benches were placed along the northern and southern walls,

angled across the north-east corner of the room. These fell out:

of use during the later phase (21). During the second phase, the'
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eastern wall was moved inward some 2.30 m. whlch left the room
measuring 5.20 m. north-sout_h and 5.80 m. east-west. The floor
was some 0.20 m. higher than the rest of the temple, and a large
stone ﬁoﬁugi in the centre of the floor was the base of a colunn:

- which supported "the roof.. -

OBJECTS
The principal type of artifact recovered from Temple II was
pottery. 798 intact or restorable  vessels, of which 615 were
bowls, were recovered (22). Also found were twenty-five vessels
of imported wares. H
Besides the pottery, a bone inlay of a human - head and an
| ivory 1id of a toilet spoon, which had the figure of a duck
pegged to it, were found (Plate 28;1-2). Two pendants of sheet
gold with~ repouse work were also found (Plate 2;3,4). A bronze

arrow head, -and a steatite spindle whorl also come from the

Pl

TH1a. Three scarabs, one faience and the others of steatite,
were recovered from the cella (Plate 28;6-8). Some twenty-one

different beads rounded out the objects found in the temple.

THE.FOSSE.TEMPLE-III

< STRUCTURE . | |

‘ When Temple II was destroyed, it was quickly replaced by
Temple"‘I‘II, which was rebuilt on basically the same plan as the
preceding temple (Figure 33). The walls of the ante-room, cella,
and Room F, followed the exact lines. as those of Temple 1I. They

{{emained the same thickness, and were constructed of rough uncut -
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stones. The main innovations to be seen, are in the addition of a
second room at the soutwest end of the cella (Room E), opposite
to Room F, and in the conétruction of the platform against the
south wall of the cella, |
_ \,\\ ' .

The cella was again almost square in plan, measuring 10.0 m.

x 10.40 m. Four colum bases were placed exgétly over those of
I ) _‘J&/’ ‘

Temple ‘;;)[I, with one being reused from the préceding temple. The

three entranceways were positioned in the same locations as those
' b

~of Temple II (23). Low clay benches again ran along the west,

north, and east walls, withi two further rows of varying lengths,
placed in front of these (24). As in Temple II, the two auxiiary
rows of benches along the norfH*wall did not extend into the
space directly opposite to the centre of the platform. ,

As sta;ted above, the platform showeél a marked development’
over those of the precedmg temples and w\ent through two phases

of construction (see Figure 34). The flrst phase consisted of a

-large white plastered platform measuring 2.25 m. wide, 2.50 m.

long, and 0.60 m. in height. This was partly recessed into the
wall, thus creating a small niche. The south wall of the cella
was . thickened to take the niche. The s1de walls. of this niche

were extended about 0,60 m. into the Toom and left only about

.50 m. of the platform exposed to the ToOMm. 'I'he front edge of

o
the platform was raised slightly and a small rqused bench, about

0.40 m. wide, was found at the back of (f\the niche. ThlS is
o R ;}
reminiscent of tlie arrangement of the nicﬁxe' at the Hazor

. . ;
"Orthostats" temples discussed above. Unlike the preceding two 1§
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temples there was no altar attached to the front of the platform'

in this phase (25).

In the second phase of thé platform an altar of mud brick,
slightly 'highér than the platform, was built against its face. On
the west side of this a:&ar a flight of three steps led up to the
platform. During this phase the platform had béen slightly raised
and covered with a white plaster. At the s:;tme time a facing of
mud-bricks was added to the ba‘ck of the niche (26J.

Directly in front »fgthe platform there was a hearth placed
exactly above that of the preceding temple, which had two
depressiochs in place of the one of Temple 1I's hearth. A narrow
cupboard : of plastered mud contalmng lamps was located at the

west of the platform. At the foot of the sqaus, in front gf -this

cupboard stood a tall tubular pottery libation stand pierced by

two holes near its base. Inside it and scattered around its base
were the fragments of a bowl which had. been perforated in its
base. This originally sat upon the top of the libation stand. On

the east si‘de of the platform was a large four-handled pottery
bin (27).

Another innovation of lemple III, was the placing of three °

|

cupboards, or niches, in the east wall of the cella about 1.10 m.

above the floor. These measured an average of 0.75 m. high by - .

0.60 m. wide and 0.75 m. deep,” with the central one being
slightly 1arger than the other two. Although no traces remained
of them, there were probably immer selves placed in these

cupboards (28).
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OBJECTS

As in Temples I and II the main artifacts from Tezilple 111

~ were . pottery, of which 845" were complete, or nearly complete,

vessg!s. Of these, 769'we1*e bowls (293. Eighteen of the vessels
§howiaa‘ signs of Foreign influence. /"‘

On the platform of the temple a cache of vessels and
ornaments of ivory, glass, faience, and alabaster s Was fouﬁd.
Also in this cache were some scarabs, cylinder seals, and beads.
Of the ivory objects, two of the most spectacular consisted of a
pefftme flask »/in the shape of a lady (Plate 29), and a
cylindrical box with two registers of reliefs of bulls andy lions
(Plate 30). Other ivory objects consisted of a head for inlay, a
small statuette, an eye for inlay, and the figurines of ’5 cat, a4
reposing calf, and the heads of three antelopes and one duck
(Platé 31;]?-9). Three ivory 1lids for the bowls of toilet spoons,
two toilet‘Spoons (Plate 32;1-2: Plate 33;1), six sceptre rods

(Plate 33;2-7), a comb, two bowls and a bosse complete the list

of ivory artifacts (Plate 34;1-4). A number of élazedi glass and.

alabaster bowls were )also” found. Two pottery figurines, one human
. <

e ] )
and one of a lion, were also attributed to this temple (Plate

>

34;5-6). o

%

The smaller objects consisted of a small gold sheet pendant

with a rosette design on it, a gold ear-ring, 30 beads of

faience, glass, carnelian, paste, amfer and glaze, eight scarabs, -

and five cylindef seals (Plates 35636).. A number of glazed

pehdqnts in the shapes of a flower or shell, a flower, a grape

1
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cluster, a fish, and just a plain design finish off the list of _

artifacts (Plate 37).

THE.AREA P _TEMPLE : R

| During the 1973-77 excavations conducted at Tell Lachish an

LBIIB period temple was discovered on top of the tell in Area P,

. from Level VI (Figure 35). This temple may have been used in

' comection with the palace of the site and was built over the
site of the MBI[ period palace (30). As a result of the downward
;slope towards the north and west in this area, the templé was
built. in successive 1évels up the slope and was on a west-east

orientation.

K

The temple was made ’up of three principal wits, i) an-

ante-room, ii) the cella, and iii) an adyton (31). The temple was

constructed of wud brick on stone foundations, and its walls

measured approximately 1.75 m. in width. L

" The cella was of the "Langram;"‘ form, measuring apj:roi mately
16.§0 m. x 13.20 m. The southern end of the celf}i, ;xcept‘ for the
south-west Eorner, is unexcavated. The floor of the cella was
made of well-laid bi‘icfcs ~With the w,éstern side being iaid on a
layer of white plaster. In the centre of the room were two round
toughly hewn limestode bases, which supported colums that bore
the roof. The roof is attested to by the remains of charred beams
of  cedar of Lebanon “discovered on the floor where they had

" collapsed. The southern colum base, which was well preserved,

¢
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measured 0.85 m. in diameter (32). N :

The principal entrance into the cella was found in the centre
of the west wall and was preceded by the ante-room. A secondary
entrance was located.in the nOrthern'wall difectly opposite to
the twc;u coluﬁn bases,and gave access to the subsidiary units to
the north. This northern entrance was very well preserved and
gives one an indication of the elaborate mature of the structure.,
The threshold consisted of three chalk slabs 'with a wooden plank,
about 40.cm. wide, inserted between two of the slabs. The remains
- of two ro 7";3;6;1{ posts, each about 12 cm. in diameter, were .
found pro’%ruding at each end of the plank. The presence of the
posts was further ‘indicated by a vertiéaL Tecess, about 13 cm-
wide, in the plastered door jambs at each end of the threshold
_plank. The absence of door sockets would indicate that there was
no doors to this entrance (33).

Along the northern' half of the eastern wall of the cella
three round colum bases of hewn chalk were discovered. Bach of
these bases was attached to the wall by a plas;:ererd brick
pilaster c;r pier. The flat tops of the two outer basés (bases I §
I1I) were incised Hlth circles about 28-29 cm. in diameter with
four shallow inc%sions radiating from them. The centre column
base (base II’) was marked with an octagonal shape in high relief.
The remains of three tapering octagomal colum shafts, hewn of
chalic, were uncovered in thé Jtemple area and were probably

originally placed on the three bases. One oﬁ?\ these colums was

- - W .,
completely restorable and indicated that the column shafts and

L4
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capitals were 1.49 m. in height and were then attached with the
aid of pegs to a cornice (34).

Along .the southern half of “the eastern wall of the cella,
although not fuliy‘ excavated, there was found a large

1nstallat10n which is assumed to extend all the way into the .

corner of the room. The walls of this installation were about

1.10 m. high and were built of stone which was covered by several

layers of plaster. Its bottom was also covered: with several

~layers of plaster and had ,a depression approximately OLGQ m. in

diameter and 0.60 m. deep. This was | probably used to store some

sdr;t of liquid (35).

Directly in the centre of the egbtern wall, opposite to the
main entrance, “there was a monunental seven steﬁped ‘staii'case,
which led up to the raised adyton. This stalrcase was on a direct
east-west orientation. It was constructed of well-hewn stone
slabs, mostly oﬁ chalk, with the exception of the first two steps
and the two columm bases which were carved of nari. Each step was

|

carved from a single slab, except the lower two which were cut

fromn the same block. The 1lowest step served as a threshold since

it was wider 'and almost flush with the level of the floor.'A

circle, 54 cm. in diameter, w“'asvengraved on the right hand side

of this threshold and prc;babiy marked the position of a gtand or
a small' altar. This cu'% also marked the true central axis of
the cella, since the stalfcase was built sl1ght1y to the left of
centre, The four 1owest steps of the staircase were found intact

with the fifth and s1xth steps only partlally preserved The

[

i
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‘.(?one, now - missing, may have flanked it to the south. If this

se;renth step 1is inferred by the height of ‘the-raised landing in
front ol{ the entrance to the adyton (36). Flanking the four
lowest steps, on either side, was a parapet made of two yelI:hewn
slabs, which rest:.ed upon éalum) bases which were ‘ﬁlaced beside
the fifth step. These colums, which were of cedar of Lebanon,
must have supported a‘émall roof or canopy ove‘r' the staircasef o

'

(37). ‘The remains of numerous painted plaster fragments
? - .t

j{l discovered in the eastern part of the cella indicate that the ¢ -

walls were once pla?tered and paintede; The colours régresente‘d s
were black, white, red, yellow, “ with light blue being predcminanf © ;
(38). , - - . !
The adyton" (called the. cella by the-excavatorgj was ve"ry; .

badly preserved and its plan has }?eenE mostly reconstructed. It
“was a small ,Anarrow room bounded by wall 272 on Atl'le south, A line

of stones arranged near , the edge of wall 272 may represent the

eastern (béck) wall, and wall 256 was part of its northern wall
_(39). Thus the main room of the adyton measured approximately

2,75 m. east-west and 4.25 m. north-south. An entranceway “ e
between the north wall (256) and the west wall (288) gave access

into a subsidiary room- to the north. Perhaps this represented a

store room similar tq thait found at the Stratum VII temple at
. Beth-Shean.  The adyton :vas paved with stones which were then

covered with plaster, some of which was preserved. The remains of

a possible column base, which is tentatively assigned to thi§

level, was found in the northern area of the room and a second
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arrangement is correct, the colums may have supported a canopy
or roof over the principal element of the ad)rton. Based on the
ana10gy of the level UI temple at Beth-Shean, this may have been

. a raised platform (dais) on which the statue of the deity stood

. Like the adyton, the ante-room of - the temple was poorly

preserved and was only partially excavated. The northern and
<

western walls were completely eroded away but their presence was

indicated, first by the discovery of the coitinuation of the

south wall of the cella (W. 302) into the area of the ante-room

and secondly by the presence of a floor of paved stones, with

traces of plaster, located directly in front of “the west wall of

the cella. A large slab found on the west side of the ante-room ~

marks the position of the threshold to the ante-room since no

architectural remains were discovered beyond this point (41)

Although no remains of one were discovered, based on the fact

that 'the ante-room was 1.30 m. lower than the cella, a staircase

would: have been needed to reach the cella. A stone ledge or step
thickened the west wall of the cella on the ante~roomfside.‘ This
ledge may have helped - support the staircase and threshold into
the cella (42]5 The entrance tf;: the cella is indicated by a stone
slab found standing at the southern side of the' central part of
the ledge. This, along with a similar stone slab found lying near

the north side of the conjectured entrance, probably formed part

of the door jamb or the parapet of the staircase (43).

Other elements of the temple consisted of a small store room

(locus 3162) which opened onto the cella _a;t‘ its north-eastern

116
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corner. This room was also paved with bricks jand was the 10?51;‘1011
of most of the remains found within the temﬁle. To the north of
this store room, in the cornef of walls 288 and 295,"there was
located a large platform of well-laid bricks phich may have been
the base of a staircase up to a second;‘st‘oryf or the roof of the
temple. A large stone slab found in 5_121: may represent the lowest
step of the now _missing staircase. Other units consisting of open
courts and roo]ns continued to the north of the temple (44).
OBJECIS ) . |

Due to the vandalism and robbing prior to the“*'destfuctiqn of
the temple relatively few finds were recovered, and those that
were, were mostly fragmentary. Of main interest ‘were two chalk
51, with graffiti on them. One of,thes:e, discovered outside the
secondary northern entrance to the cella (mafked X on the plan)

portrayed what is believed to be a standifxg god (Plate 38;1). The

design depicted the head and torso of a deity brandishingv a lance

in his twl hands above his head. His head faced to the left, he.

had a long beard, large eyes, wore a conical hat or crowﬁ with a-

hanging ~streamer, and two straps cgossed from his shoulders to
his belted waist (45). A second graffiti from a slab from room
3161 (marked Y on the plan) portrayed , two heads back to back,
with a mai‘e on the right and a female on the left (Plate 38;2).
The male, who is beardless, wore a conical cap and had a long
neck: The weman is depicted with a possible ear-ring, Either her
hain was depicted by vertical 1'1n”és and long plaits, or she wore

a round cap with hanging streamers 546)@
" -
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Of the other objects recovered, the majority were located in
the small store-room (3162) or its entrance. These finds included

six broken pottery stands found standing in a row along the back

S

. wall of the room. The majdrity of the pottery vessels consisted
&

of small bowls of\ varying size and shapes. Other pottery

consisted of cup- and-saucer bowls, cooking pots, and storage
jars. The imported wares consisted of twelve sherds of imported
Mycenaean ware, of which two were from a pictorial amph;roid
krafer portraying chariots. The Mycenaean wares dated to
Mycenaean IIIA2-I11B (47).

: Other finds included alabaster and Egyptian type vessel
fragments, ivory blsques or> small box fragments, nunerousg'&,cgs

of gold foil, a stone 1id witha paifited lotus design, a bronze

_ chisel, beads and pendants, a scarab, painted fragments of an

ostrich egg, pieces of gesso wjth imprints of 'text“ile, and pieces
of oxidized iron (48). | !

Of special notice was a small plaque “of sheet goid found
outside the temple in locus 3323, the area directly behind the

lower step of the conjectured staircase north of the store room.

The gold sheet, which was discovered torn ian five pieces, .

ES

measured 19 x 11 cm. and was originally secured to some other
object. The plaque portrayed a naked goddess standing on the back
of a horse, which is shown in profile. The goddess was depicted
in frontal view with her ﬁead looking right. Her pubic area and
right eye were emphasized by. insets. I-Ier long hair, held in

position with a vertical band, ends in Hathor style, curls. Her
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headdress is composed of horizontal leaves and two horns at the
bottom. Tn each hand she holds two lotus flowers (49).

The botanical and osteological remains consisted of seeds of
wheat, barley; grapes, vetch, and olives. The bones of pigeons,
ducks, dogs, and 1arge‘sea fish were also fecovered (50).

£

' TIMNA

The Tima Valley (formerly ::he Wadi Mene'iyeh) is iocated 20
to 30 kilometers north of the Gulf of Elat- Aqaha ;md/is largq
semi-circular erosional formation of some 70 square kilometers.
It opens towards the Arabah on the east and is enclosed by 500 m.
to 700 m. high cliffs of dolomite and limestone on the north,
west, and south sides. In the centre of this valley rises Mount
Timna, a granite outcrop of some 435 m. in height. This valley
was used since the Chalcolithic Pefiod as a copper mining and
smelting area with the most intensive use being in the Late
Bronze to Iron I Periods (50). )

Beginning as early as 1845 the area of the Timna Valley has
been explored and excavated, with a number of individual sites
being uncovered. At one of these sites (Site 200) a Ha“thor temple
datmg to the 14th to 12th Centuries B.C. E was mcovered (51).
This® site was located by B. Rothenberg in 1966 and was a low
mound, measuring 15.0 m. x 15.0m. in size, and 1.50 m. in
height, which leaned against one of King Solomon's Pillars.

These pillafs are located at the south-west end of Mount Timna.
o
>
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The pillar' at this pomt formed a hugh rock ledge overhangmg a

major part of the mound Excavayhons at the site took place from
March to June of 1969 and agaxd in September to October of 1974,
During these excavatlons fwe distinct habltatlon levels were
distinguished—with that of Stratum. gV dating from the 14th to

13th centuries B.C.E.

THE _STRATUM.IV_"HATHOR" .TEMPLE

_ STRUCTURE .

The first temple erected at the site ﬁas built during the
reign ~ of either Sethos I (1“34&-1304 B.C.E.) or Ramesses If
(1304-1237 B.C.E.) of the Nineteenth Dyndsty {52) (see Figure
36). The shrine consisted of an open Court measuring 9.0 m—. x.7.0
m. and walls constructed of mainly Nubian sandstone and some

limestone boulders built against the face of the pillar. Although

* no entrance was discovered for this témple, it was probably

located - near the centre of the eastern wall opposite the naos

(53). TInside this court, built against the face of the pillar,

which constituted the western side of the court, a small naos or

shrine was constructed. This measure& 2.70 m. x 1.70 m. and was
constructed of white limestone, which must - have been carried to
tﬁe sife from quite a distance. Very little of the masonry of the
original naos yanainéd in situ, but enough was left to give some
ideaq of its construction. 7 .
TWo well-dressed square bases survived in situ at thedtwo

“outer corners of the naos. These were apparently bases for two
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square pillars bearing iﬁé"sculptural representations of the head

»

- of Hathor which were reused in a later temple. These pillars in

turn sup;iorted a large stone architrave, the outer edges of which

SN o

sat onsxthe pillars and the inner ends of which rested in two

niches cut into the face of ‘the rock. In all probability the naos
was not roofed since the overhang of the CLiff would ha\;e made a
natufal : roo:jE” for it (54); Inside the small naos, cut into the
face of the rock, was a large almost man-high semi-circular
711’1che. It.was here that the statue of the goddess would have
stood. The recovery of well’-dressed‘ and finely c;rnamented
architectural elem(;rits testify to the high aedthetic q;lality of

the origi;lal naos. “ ’ v

OBJECTS
As a result of the poof preservation of this temple it was
not possible tg distinguish between the main artifacts from this

and the later Iron Age I temples. It was, however, possible to

 distinguish certain larger items which were reused in the Stratum

11 temple construction, as belonging to the Stratum IV femple.
These consisted of a number of finely tooled Egypti;n\fincehse
altars, which were found in locus 106, and two flat rectangular
offering tables. One of these offering tables of white limestone |
measured 0.72 m. x 0.56 m. and had a groove all around its edges |
(55).

Although it was not possible to determine wﬁether the other
artifacts belonged to this t”emple or the following one, a number

of Egyptian-made votive offerings may relate to this phase of the

122 -



T

_temple. These included pottery, stone and alabaster vessels,

.

. faience beads, wands, ringstands, menats, glazed bowls and vases,

glass, gold ornaments, animal figures, scarabs and seals, and

several Hathor figurines and plaques. Many of these objects boré
hieroglyphic i;xscriptions and royal cartouches (56‘). h’l"he list of
kings represented in these 1ns;criptions‘and cartouches for this
temple were, Sethos I (1318-1304 B.C.E.), Ramesses II (1304-1237
‘B.C.E.), Merneptah (1236-1223 B“.C.E.) , and Sethos IT (1216-1210
B.C.E.) (57). : | :

T
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" CHAPTER V

CONCLUSIONS

rob

~ From the;,. preceding 'chaptérs, a number of“f ini:riguing factors

can be seen. The first of these concerns the chromological---.

‘elements and is illustrated by the first three c_haruts discussed

below. In each of these, the temples are presented in

.‘ chronological order, and are divided into the three geographical -

ateas. The charts discuss, i) ‘the. "Overall Form", ii) the "Cella

Forn", and iii) the "Interior Elements®, of _each of the temples

involved T
involved. | —
- | \\
CHART I:. THE LBI PERIOD TEMPLES. o
TEMPLE OVERALL FORM CELLA FORM  INTERIOR ELEMEN(S
HAZOR TEMPLE Langbau Langraum Platform
(AREA A) « o
. HAZOR TEMPLE Square Centralized -
(AREAF) = %+ - Square ,
HAZOR TEMPLE Langbau Breitramm Screened Niche e
(AREA H) : i Benches
TELL KITTAN  Langbau Langraum Sees
CENTRAL AREA g
TELL MEVORAKH Langbau Langratm " Stepped Platform
(PHASE 1) : Benches
SOUTHERN AREA
LACHISH FOSSE Langbau Langraumm Platform i
TEMPLE 1 Knickachse Bench
~From Chart I, it would appear that a number of tentative
conclusions wan be drawn. The first of Ehese is that the
principal "Overall Form" of the temples is the "Langbau" form, ’

with the exception of the Hazor Area F temple. This temple is am
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‘a.ngnolyﬁand does not fit futo the normal stream of temples. As a

result, it will not. figure in the following conclusions. Of the

L]

cellas of the temples, the principal form is the "Langraum'" type,

with one exception.  This exception is the Hazor Area H temple,
] . :

“——_which is of the "Breitraum” type. The interior elements consist-

mainly of a platform, occasionally stepped 4 usually in

~comb1natlon “with benches 1ocated along the sides of the cella.

Again, the Hazor Area H temple is an exception. In place of a
platform, this temple had a' niche, which was screened by a
partxtlon wall from the rest of the cella. It also had benches

located along the walls of the cella

GHART II: THE LBIIA PERIOD TEMPLES. =

TEMPLE - OVERALL FORM © CELLA FORM  INTERIOR ELEMENTS -
felletaleed CELSILIIIIL Lo ettt Aol keteiede
HAZOR TEMPLE Breitbau, Breitraum T -Semi-circular
(AREA C) 1 Niche & Benches
HAZOR TEMPLE Langbau Breitraum Screened Niche
(AREA H) with Ledge
MEGIDDO . Langbau Langraum Niche

TEMPLE VIII

BETH-SHEAN  Langbald Langraum ‘Niche

STRATUM IX - §Adyton .

CENTRAL AREA )
TELL MEVORAKH Langbau Langraum Stepped Platform
(PHASE 2) ) ' Benches

SHECHEM Breitbau? Breitraum Stepped -Platform
(PHASE 2A) . :

SOUTHERN AREA -

LACHISH FOSSE Langbau Square Platform

TEMPLE 11 Benches

With the LBIIA period, it appears that a number of

B, o ‘
intéresting changes are taking place. The principal “"Overall

¥
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M ‘15 still thé‘ "Langbau type. There are, however, two
;xceptitf??ns to this. g§lhe tazor Area C temple is of the "Breitbau"
form, and Shechem's temple is also believed to be of the
| "Breitb;u" form; however, due to its poor preservation, this is
not cert;j‘pin. |
n

Of the available temples, the trend in "Cella Fora" appears
to be changing also. Of the seven known temples, three are of the

. "Bre&trat@n" form. These are situated in the north and central

areas of Palestine and comsist ojf Hazor's Area C and Area H
’ te:nples; and Shechem's temple. Another three of the temples are
of the "Léngram" form. These consist of tite Megiddo Stratum VIII

“-temple, Beth-Shean's Stratum IX temple, and Tell Mevorakh's

“temple. ﬁese are also situated in the north and central areas’of
Palestine. Of these, Beth-Shean's temple has | the addition of an
‘adyton. Thé seventh qtemple, is the Lachish Fosse II temple ffmnd
in Southern Paiéstine. This temple has a cella w?hich is basically
square in shape, vé,rying only an additional 0.46 m. in width
from the length.

The‘most obvious change is seen in the "Interior Elements".
The principal LBI element was the platform, but with the LBIIA
period, the niche appears in all of the nqrthern temples. These
‘account for_four’ <;f the known seven temples. For the central and
southern areas, the- platform continu;s to be the principal

elenerit. Benches still appear occasionally in connection,wit};y

both the niche and the platform, throughout the entire area.

]

<

-
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QHART [II: THE LBLIB PERIOD TEMPLES.

‘ !
“TEMPLE OVERALL FORM CELIA FORM:  INTERIOR ELEMENTS

NORTHERN AREA
HAZOR TEMPLE Breitbau Breitraum Niche with
(AREA C) y,  Platform
HAZOR TEMPLE Langbau Breitramm Screened Niche
(AREA H) . with Ledge
) Benches
MEBGIDDO Langbau Langraun Platform
TEMPLE VIIB
MEGIDDO Langbau Langraum Niche with
TEMPLE VIIA . Stepped Platform
TELL ABU Langbau Langraum Niche?
HANAM VB ‘ﬂl\ N
TELL ABU | Langbau Langraom ———-
HAWAM VC “; '
BEIH-SHEAN|  Langbau Breitraum Platform?
STRATUM VIt §Adyton Benches
- CENTRAL AREA o
SHECHEM Breitbau? Breitraum Stepped Platform
(PHASE 2B) ‘ ﬂ
SOUTHERN AREA ~! , | -
LACHISH FOSSE Langbau ' Square ' Niche with
TEMPLE II1 Stepped Platform
- ) Benches
LACHISH = Langbau Langraun - R—
(AREA P) ‘ § Adyton

Fram. Chart I1I, one can see that the "Overall Form" of the
temple is still principally of the "Lanébau" type, with the
excei)tion of Hazor's Arc-:a temple and Shechem's temple, as it
was in the LBIIA period. &._, ‘ )

'With‘ the LBIIB period, of the ten rknown temples, fourf; are
now of the "Breitraum" cella‘form, and five are of the "Langraom'
cella form. When one further realizes that the Megiddo Stratum
VIIA® temple is a rebuilding of the Stratun VIIB temple, the

slight predcxninance of the "Langraum" form is basically cancelled
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out. It should be noted that the "Breitraum" cella form still
only appears  in tlie north and centrail areas of Palestine, while

the "Langraum" form is found throughout the area. The Lachish

" Fosse TII temple continued to be basically square in cella form.

With tﬂhis period, the "interior elements" of the temple again
show a change. While the niche alone, or the platform alone,
still appears in various temples, there is a pronounced trend to
combine these . two elements. Thus 'e;t Hazor's Area C temple,
Meglddo S Stratun VIIA temple, and Lach1sh's Fosse 111 temple,

one fi nds the platform in combination with the mche bemg the

' prmc1pa1 interior element. With the Lach1sh Fosse III temple,

the niche appears for the first time in the south of Palestine
during the Late Bronze Period. The niche was also a integral

element of the Timna shrine of the same period. Since it was

_essentially an Bgyptian shrine and out of the general area of

e

‘ -
of this thesis. N . X 3 ‘

Palestine, it does not feally have any bearilf on the conclusions

When all three.of the above charts are considered together,
there appear to be a nupber of interest;l“ng traits. It should be
noted, however, that due to the fact that only two temples are to

be found#in the southern area, any conclusions on trends have to

'be tentative, and any definite conclusions will have to be drawn

5
at the end of this chapter after all of the evidence has been
I - I

|
considered. The major trait is an apparent north-south division,

and a north to south drift of elements. This is somewhat evident

‘ from the cella forms, where the "Breitraun” form only appears in
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the north and central areas of ;alc;,stine The most evident
element which illustrates this north-south division and the north
to south drift is the interior elements. This 1,,s shown by the
appearance of the niche, first in the northern area, beginning

with the LBI period (it should be noted tt‘lat‘the niche was

_ present as early as the MBIf period at the Hazor Area H temple),

and finally appearing in the south by the LBIIB period. It is

also interesting to note how the platform and niche started out

- -

- as separate elements,-and then finally became united in the LBIIB

period.‘

The two following charts, Charts IV and V, illustrate the
effect that the location-of the temple, w1th;n or outside the
city, has on the temple form and its interior elements. The first
chart discusses the temples of the ''Langraum form, and the

second chart discusses those of the "Breitraum" form.

CHART IV: LOCATION OF THE LANGRAUM TEMPLES AND THEIR ELEMENTS.

TEMPLE LOCATION - INTERIOR ELEMENTS
HAZOR TEMPLE Central area of tell proper  Platform
(AREA A) next' to a possible palace
TELL KITTAN Tell proper in residential -

area :
MEGIDDO Bastern side of tell proper VIII - Niche
TEMPLES in temenos area with VIIB - -Platform ,

VIII-VIIA residential area to the east VIIA - Niche

and unknown to west with Platform
BETH-SHEAN  Southern end of tell next Niche in

STRATIM IX  to possible palace with Adyton
" residential area to the west . ‘}
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TELL ABU Eastern side of tell with VB - Niche?
HAWAM residences between it ) VC -7

VB § VC and the citadel/palace

TELL MEVORAKH Noy side of tell proper Stepped Platform
(PHASES 1-2) wifh no residential area Benches _
LACHISH FOSSE Outside of city and tell  .Platform "
TEMPLE I, proper in north-west corner  Bench-.

3 of the fosse 1

LACHISH On tell proper attached to  Adyton |

(AREA P) a possible palace ]
CGHART V: LOCATION OF THE BREITRAUM TEMPLES AND THEIR ELEMENTS.

HAZOR TEMPLES Lower city at extreme LBI-Screened Niche

(AREA H)  _ _northern end of the area Benches

LBI-LBIIB ™ LBIIA-Screened

! - Niche § Ledge

‘ Benches
LBIIB-Screened
Niche § Ledge
Benches

HAZOR TEMPLE South-west corner of lower LBIIA-Niche

(AREA C) city in commersial and Benches

LBITA-LBIIB  residential area LBIIB-Niche with
. Platform

Y

SHEGHEM North-west area of tell
(PHASE 1-2) next to gate area

Stepped Platform

Platform? in

~ BETH-SHEAN - Southern end of tell
Ty~ SIRATUM VII  next to possible Governor's Adyton
J residence and a Migdal Benches

From Chart IV, it will be noticed that the Tell h{gvorélgh, and
the Lachish Fosse I 'templvqs‘ were the onlywones to be located .
outside of a regular inhabitt:atecl area. Tell Mevorakh was located
by itself on a site, and Lachish's Fosse I temple was located in
the . fosse by itself, outside of the town proper. As' a result*,

&
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these will be viewed as special cases, and will be discussed
later, in connection with the later Fosse temples.

Of the remainir!g six temples, in three out of six cases, the}
aré in close proximity, or directly connected to, a possible
| palace. These temples are, i) Hazor Temple A, ii) Beth-Shean
vStratum IX, and iii) Lachish Area P. The other three, however,
are not known to be near a palace, but rather they are in
residential areas, usually set apart by open’ courts or temenos
areas. These tewmples are, i) Tell Kittan, ii) Mégiddo
(VILI-VIIA), and iii) Tell Abu Hawam (Vb § Vc). In his Stl}d)",
Ottosson believed that the "Langraum" form of temple waé always
_found in connection with the palace of the site, and so should be
considered as '"Royal" temples (1). This is not precisely the

case. It would be more accurate to consider the "Langraum"

temples as being the "Official Temple" or the "Official Cult™

Centre" of the site. The temples of Mevorakh and the Lachish
Fosse I temple would also f£it into the "Official Cult Centre"
view, as they also are of the '"Langraum" ¥orm and are the
) principal ten;ples of the sites where they are found. They are
not, however, connected to a palace. This is not to say tﬁat the
'fkiné" or leader of the city did not have control over the

temple. As the leader of the city he would of course have held an

important role ingthe functions and rituals celebrated in the

"0fficial Cult Centre" of the city.
From Chart V, two of the temples, Hazor Area H, and Area C,
are nbt th& principal temples of the site. They - are, rather,
g

1

v
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secondary temples, located away from thé city's official centre.
Two, however, are the principal temples of the.site. These are
the Shechem temple, and tﬁe Beth-Shean Stratum VII temple. When
one considers the poor preservation of Shechem's temple, and the
fact chat the Beth-Shean temple is heavily influenced by Egyptian
elements, and probably served as the temple fof the Egybtiah
garrison (2), one can tentativély state that the "Breitraum form
of templew was used For the {'Secondai;y" temple(s) on the site, if
there was any. - i

Another very interesting fact ,séqn from the above‘two charts,
which might substantiate the above \;new is - that the 'Langraum'
temples, with the exception of Mevoﬁaki; and Lachish's Fosse I, do
not have any benches located within their cellas. The "Breitraum"
temples, on the other hand, with the excepti;an of the poorly
preserved Shechem temple, hady benches as an elemént of their
cellas;i. Why would this be the case? The fmcfcion of the bénches

~seems to have been for the setting out of offerings given to the

temple. These were usually placed in bowls, as is attested by

those that were found in sit*n fhe benches at the Lachish Fosse
temples, Hazor's Area H and C temples, and Beth-Shean's Stratum
VII temple. It would seem, therefore, that offerings were not

displayed in the "Langraum" temples. This may be due to the

\_different uses of the two temple forms. As fhe wofficial Cult

Centre" of the site, the temple would have been principally for -

official use only. The ordinary people of the city would not have

been allowed into the cella area of these temples. The); would

"l -
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have been allowed into the court areas only, where they could
make their sacrifices, pet1t1on the priests to propitate the
god(s) for them, and take part in any official state sacrifices.
This arrangement is illustrated in the Bible in relation to the
Solomonic Temple, which was the "Official Cult Centre" for the
Israelites (1 Kings 8). In the dedication of the temple King
Solomon and the assembled Israelites gathered in the court before
the temple to pray and offer sacrifice, and the priests entered
into the temple to minister before the Ark. With the "Breitraum'
temples, however, the presence of benches may indicate that the
peoplye were able to enter the cella area, and place tl';eir
offerings on the benches before the god(s). Not being the
"Official" temple of the site, the ordinai‘y people could have
freer access to the deity(s) worshipped in the secondary temples.

This is where the Fosse Temples and Tell Mevorakh's temples
can now be gliscussed. As stated above, they are both situated
outside the regular residential areas. Mevorakh was a sanctuary
used by travellers on the Via Maris, and as such, the travellers
who stopped to worship at the site would probably have been
allowed to enter the cella area: The benches located within this
temple would have served for this purpose. A wayside sanctuary
would not have had the elaborate rituals, rules, and personnel,
ﬁhich would have governed a regular "Official Cult Centre" found
in a ;najor city. The Fosse Temples were also outside the city
proper??r: fact, Fosse Temple I was first constructed when there

was orﬁly a very nebulous settlement on the tell. It is quite
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possible that the Fosse temple started out as being used by

travellers who bassed by on the trade routes, just as the

Mevorakh temple was. This would possibly account for its location

in the north-west corner of the— fosse, since it would be of easy
access to travellers who passed the tell. They would not have had
" to climb up to the top of the tell,‘ in order to wor;;hip at the .
temple. Thgn, as the site of Lachish_b\ecamte mcjxfé Prosﬁerohs,i the
Fosse temple benéfited from this proéi:e?;giaty and w;s ggné_&gicted
on a iargex; scale.} As lachish grew inﬁ:thé ‘ﬁBiIA&and LBIIB
" periods, an "Official" temple was lixﬂt on the Js;{gmtof the
tell, possibly as early as the LBIIA perifd (3). The Fosse
temples would therefore have kept their original function as a ’
wayside temple and become a "Secondary" temple to 'the‘ site. This
may explain why Temples II and II[ -were not cﬁ‘st?ﬁé{ed as
"Langraum" temples when they were enlarged, but- ‘as square, or
slightly "Breitraum" temples. Tﬁe pre;sen_ce of benéhes-wouldualso
indicate’v"that‘ the people were given access to the cella area of

the temple. t ~

Ottosson suggested tl_:_at the Fosse ~;temple's were actﬁally
pottery shops. He based this view on the amount of pottery
recovered from the temples and on the comparison with the Hazor
Area C pc;ttery shops (4). This view does not take into account
the interesting aspect of the continuity preserved in the
position of the building's interior elements. The fact that the
platform's location was kept in precisely ~the same spot

throughout the temple's long history needs to be taken into
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account. This was not” the only instance of conti_quity found
within the building. ‘The ;;mcanent of the four- handled libation
jar ‘)of Temple I and the hearths of the two following temples also
remained constant éthroughout the structure'% long history. These
two facts would suggest that something other-than coincidénci ;vas
at wor&c, naﬁely the sacrednesé of the structure and the elements
found in it, especially the platform.

When “one Tooks at the artifacts found within the various
temples one is st:luck by the fact that most of the artifacts are
derived from the milieu of the North-West Semitic culture, rather
than that of the Egyptian. This is wespecially surprising since
Egypt was in‘ control of Palestine during this period. The
artifécts show a very thin overlay of Egyptianizing elements, l;ut
the bulk are straight out of the Semitic back-ground. The
figurines ' discovered bear this -out esp;ecially. One gets the
seated "Enthroned" god from Hazor, Megiddo and _Tell Abu Hawam
,(Piate 234 Platé 10;1: Plate 19;1), or the "Striking" god from
Hazor and Lachish (Plate 9;1: Plate. 27;1-3). The female deities
depicted also show their Semitic back-ground (Pla;ue 6;3; Plate
8;1: Plate 13;1,3,4: Plate 17;5,7-9). The exception to these are
those found at Beth-Shean which are Egyp“'tian in form (Plate
17;6,10,11). Other well known Semitic symbols which show up in
the figurines are the l;ull (Plate 7;4: Plate-9;2: Plate

“ 19;2‘,3,4,6:‘ Plate 30: Plate 31;6), the snake (Piate 4;1: Plate

- 8;3: Plate 18;9,10: Plate 24;2), and the lion (Plate 22;6: Plate

30: Plate ’34;6): Of special note are the two liver amen models,
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one, from Hazor  and one from Megiddo (Plate 5;1: Plate 15;4).
These are directly derived from the Mesopotamian culture,
especially the one f£rom Hazor ~with its Cuneiform inscription.

_ Although a number of scarabs do appear, many of them are local
: Lo

—

imitations of the Egyptian originals. Moreover, alt'hough they
have the Egyptian form, many of them ﬁave North—We;t éemitic
designs on the flaf: face instéad of Theiroglyphi¢ inscriptions
(e.g. Plate 11:2; Plate 26:1; Plate 35:5), with one subétituting ‘
the beetle form with a human head (Plate 22:1). There are also
nuerous cylinder seals in the-Mitannian style which are taken
. directly from the Semitic cultural ‘back-ground. The above |
discussion pf - the aftifacts illustrates how they were basically
derived from the North-West Semitic cultur;a, .and only partially
influenced- by“ the Egyptian culture. One ‘1Tast example to
illustrate how this Egyptian inf}uence was only a thin
over-laying, 1is shown by the model of a throne »which was
discovered at the Stratum VII temple at Beth-Shean (Plate 17;1).
This object was engraved on the ba;k with the Egyptian motif of a
vulture, with the "djed" and 'ankh" signs, but on either side of
the throne tﬁenre is the figure of a winged griffin, which is very
nch a North;West Semitic motif. The pervasive North-South
Semitic nature of the artifacts strengthens the north to south
drift of . interior glements within the temples. Whereas the
‘Canaanites were under the rule of the Egyptians, this rule did
not affect their culture to any great extent. The)f were still a

Semitic culture, influenced by the other Semitic cultures to the

[
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ilorth in .S)rria and ultima‘lf?ly in Mesopotamia. Since éhis is the
'case, one would expect to | find a north to south drift of new
elements which were entering the Palestine area. )

Unfortunately, other than the discussion given above, the
preservation of artifacts is too spotty to allow one to make any
definitive observations concerning them. Besides the obvious
statuettes of deities found in the various temp}es, a number of
items are fairly common throughout. These are basically small,
portable | luxury items and jewelry, such as beads, scarabs,
cylinder seals, amulets and pendants. Also interest“ing to z:ote
was the presence of spear ', and arrow heads Qt» a nwanf of the
temples. Three possible explanations for their. prgsj“ence come t§
mind. The fiI:St of these is that they may repxﬁesent votive
qfferings thanking - the god for some military victory. Secondly,
tI;ey may also reflect ‘the militaristic aspect of thé god being

N »woréhipped. The third explanation is possibly explained by the

Biblical passage, Judges 9:46-49. This ‘passage relates how the

last defenders of ®hechem sought to make their last stand against
Abi-Melech in the "house of Ba'al Berith", tﬂe, temple.
Unfortunately for them, Abi-Melech merely burned down the temple
with them in it. It may be,” therefore, that many ancient cities
used the temple as the place to make their last defence and may
‘have kept a supply of weapons stored within its walls. Of special
interest was a nunbér of | bronze cymbals uncovered in some of the
tempie% ,_{I‘hésg would substantiate the wri‘tten evidence_ to t;ﬁe
effect that mus‘:"ic was an integral element of the cultic rituals.

g ‘ .

I
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The presence of portable and non-portable altars, incen"se stands,

i

offeratory tables, and 11bat10n tables and jars, mdmates that
other rituals ‘took place in the temples. Thes#: mcluded the
burning of incense, the pouring of libations, and the piacxng of
solid offerings, possibly grains and meats, central y in| front of

the platform or miche of the temple, where th stathe(s) or
V

)
’1

To sum up, from Charts I to III, there .L.eemed to be a

emblem(s) of the deities wefe placed.

north-south division of the temples of ancient Paléstine between

_those of the "Langraum" cella form, found through ut, and those -

of the "Breitraun cella form, which appeared in i,the north and
central areas only. With the inclusion of Chai'ts IV and V,
however, this apparent division is discounted. I'here \Lare, rather,
two "tirpes" of temples involved, the "Official Cult!‘“‘:' temples of
the '"Langraum" cella. form and the "Secondary" telﬂples of the
"Breitraum” cella form. The recovery of these "Seconda;;y" temples
just gave the appearance that there was a north-south ciivision to

the temples. The criteria to distinguish these two "types" of

temples is as follows. The "Official Cult" temple is located

within the main residential areas, often attached to &r next to
¢

the palace of the site. Its cella is of the "Langraum' form and

it does not include benches as an interior eleﬂent The
"Secondary" temples are, on the other hand, located away from the
—mam centres of the site, have cellas of the "Bre1trjlm" form,
and include benches as an integral part of the1% interior

~ elements. . J
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In regard to the interior elements, from Charts I to III,

there was. a pronounced north to south drift of elements,

especialiy seen in the appearance and spread of thé niche. One
saw that ‘;he platform started out in the LBI period as the

principal i_:Wr element, bl;t gradually gave ;wéy to, or became .
onbined with the niche by the LBIIB period for most temples. The

¥

niche first appeared at Hazor, the northern most site, during the
MBIIC period, and it gradually spread south uatil it appeared in

combination with a piatform at the southern site of Lachish

during the LBIIB period. This north to south drift of inte{ior
elements is not effected by Charts IV an& V, and is further -

strengthened by the evidence provided by the artifacts, which

also drew their influence from the north.
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1
2
3
4
- S Stand
6
7
8
9

PLATE 1: Hazor

Reference

No Object Description ., Material
Stand “Phallic-like" ;;;tgw
Stand 'Phallic-like"  Pottery
Stand 'Phallic-like"  Pottery
Stand "Phallic-like" Pottery

“Phallic-1ike"  Pottery,

" Stand "Phallic-like"  Pottery |
Stand "Phaliic-»like“ Pottery
Stand ''Phallic-like"  Pottery
Stand "'Phallic-like"  Pottery
10 Stand "Phalf!ic-like" Pottery
11 Stand  "Phallic-like" Pottery

/e
158

Hazor II1I-1V,
P1. CLIX.26
Hazor III-IV,
P1, CLIX.27
Hazor III-1V,
P1. CLIX.28
Hazor III-1V,
P1. CLIX.29
Hazor III-IV,
P1. CLIX.30

Hazor III-1V, )

P1. CLIX.31
Hazor I1I-1V,
P1. CLIX.32
Hazor III-1V,
P1. CLIX.33
Hazor III-IV,
P1. CLIX.34
Hazor III-1V,
P1. CLIX.35
Hazor III-1V,
P1. CLIX.36
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PLATE 2: Hazor

NO OBJECT DESCRIPTION

MATERIAL REFERENCE

—

1, _Cymbal Bronze
2 Cymbal Bronze
3 Stele Relief of full Basalt

and crescent moon
~ with raised hands

- 4 Statue Seated deity Basalt
with crescent
pendant
160

Hazor1I,P1.CIXII.2
Hazor1I,P1.CIX11.3 /
HazorII,P1.XXIX.2 g

HazorTI,P1.X0XI.1
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PLATE 3: Hazor .-

NO OBJECT DESCRIPTION

1
2 Figurine Human
3
4

 MATERIAL REFERENCE

Dolerite HazorIl,P1.CIXI.3
Basalt  HazorII,P1.CIXIL.7 -

Stone "Phallis-shaped" . Hazor1I,P1.CIXI1.5

Sceptre  Egyptian-glass
g with bronze rod

|

-

----Glass - HazorII,P1.CIXIT.4
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PLATE .4: Hazor
NO OBJECT - DESCRI'PTION

1 Standard Crescent, Snake
§ female figure

7 Z Mask For Statue?
|
{
| 3
| |
e
. | .’ : 164

MA'leiIAL- REFERENCE
by

HazorSchw.P1.XV.c

Bronze

Pottery HazorSchw.PL.XV.b
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PLATE 5: Hazor

NO OBJECT  DESCRIPTION

—

1 Liver Divination model
Model with cuneiform
inscription
2 Stand Incense stand

MATERIAL REFERENCE

Pottery HazorSchw.Pl.X.a

Pottery HazorIl,P1.CCLXVII.4
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PLATE 6: Hazor

NO OBJECT

bt

1 Plaque

2 Figurine
3 Figurine

DESCRIPTION

Depiction of a
"dignitary"
Half anid half
female figure
Tall crowned
goddess

4

MATERTAL WME

"

Bronze

Bronze

Silver-

Leaf

HazorSchw.P1.X.c
HazorSchw.P1.XXI.c

Hazor 11I-1V,
P1.CCOXXXTX.9 -
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PLATE 7: Hazor "

MATERTAL REFERENCE

N0 OBJECT ~ DESCRIPTION
1 Statuette Seated "headless" Basalt

male figure
2 Figurine Male "peg" figurine Bronze
3 Altar Incense altar with Basalt

four-rayed sun disc
4 Figurine Bull Figurine Bronze
|

\%‘:

. 1

Hazor III-1V,
P1.CCCXXX.3
HazorSchw.P1.XXI.d
Hazor 1II-1V,

P1. CCOOXI.1
HazorSchw.P1.X0.b
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PLATE 8: Hazor K
NO OBJECT  DESCRIPTION . MATERIAL REFERENCE
" "1 Figurine Female goddess Bronze  Hazor III-IV,
- : P1CCCXXXIX.7
2 Statuette Male seated figure Basalt  HazorSchw.P1.XXI.b
3. Figurine Snake figurine Bronze  Hazor III-IV,
: o P1.CCCXXXIX.6
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PLATE 9: Hazor

NO OBJECT  DESCRIPTION . MATERTAL REFERENCE

1 Statue Torso of a standing Basalt  Hazor III-1V,

deity with four- P1.CCCXXIV.1
rayed sun pendant N :
2 Base of Bull figure, base Basalt  Hazor III-IV,
Statue of above P1.CCCXX1IV,2
4 ) 4
s
‘6'
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PLATE 10: Megiddo

NO OBJECT  DESCRIPTION
1 Figurine Seated "Reshef"
figurine
.
B A,

MATERIAL REFERENCE

Bronze ¢ Megiddo I1.P1.238.30
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PLATE 11: Megiddo

' DESCRIPTION

NO OBJECT

1 Standard Plaque, no clear
1 design S

2 Scarab’

3 Pendant

4 Pendant -

5 Pendant "Phallic"

6 Cymbals Three

MATERTAL REFERENCE

Bronze

Faience
Faience
Faience
Faience
Bronze

178

Megiddo I1.P1.283.3

Megiddo I1.P1.152.157
Megiddo 11.P1.213.66
Megiddo 11.P1.213.64
Megiddo II.P1.213.72
Megiddo I1.P1.185.4

i
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PLATE 12: Megiddo

§

DESCRIPTION

Spear
Head
Spear
Head
Spear
Head
Arrow
Head
Arrow

Knife
Chizel Found with Bronze
, Standard

~NOoy Lo R 2 H‘

MATERIAL -REFERENCE .

Bronze
Bronze
Bronze
Bronze
Bromnze

Bronze
Bronze

-

180

Megiddo 11.P1.175.29
Megiddo IT.P1.175.28
Megiddo I1.P1.175.25
Megiddo I1.P1.175.27
Megiddo II1.P1.175.26

Megiddo I1.P1.180.39
Megiddo I1.P1.184.12
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PLATE 13: Megiddo

e e e v SRR Do o o T T

REFERENCE

. ¢
NO' OBJECT - DESCRIPTION ~ MATRRIAL
. : N
— i
1 Figurine Tofso of female Bronze
2 Figurine Forearm and hand Brogze &
‘ Gol
3 Figurine Head of female Pottery
4 Figurine Female fertility Pottery
figurine,missing |
' its head
S Figurine 'Peg" figurine Bronze
3
b
s
o
AN
q |
ﬂ;T‘ —
L
5 f
; f
' [ 1
| A )
- 182

Megiddo 11.P1.236.28

Megiddo ITsP1.236.27
Megiddo 11.P1.242.12

Megiddo 11.P1.242.8

Megiddo II.P}.236.29

e
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- PLATE 14: Megiddo

NO OBJECT DESCRIPTION
1 Cylinder 'Mitannian" Style

Seal s
2 Pendant "Astarte" figure
3 Pendant  Crescent: shaped
4 Ring
5 Ring Figure on it
6 Bead
7 Stamp

- Seal

8 Cymbal
9 . Pendant Crescent shape
10 Pendant - Crescent shape
11 Pendant Crescent shape
"12 Ring

1

MATERIAL, REFERENCE

Faience Megiddo I1.P1.161:13
Silver  Megiddo 11.P1.214.80
Bronze  Megiddo I11.P1.214.85
Bronze  Megiddo 11.P1.224.9
Faience Megiddo 11.P1.224.10
Faience Megiddo 11.P1.214.87

Red stone Megiddo-II.P1.162.8

Bronze Megiddd 11.P1.185.5
Bronze  Megiddo I1.P1.214.83
Gold Megiddo II.P1.214.81
Gold Megiddo 11.P1.214.82
Gold § Megiddo 11.P1.224.26,
Faience ’

g

-
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3 PLATE 15: Megiddo

LN 3] 0—‘[

L .
NO OBJECT tggiugrmn

Spear

Head ’

Spear

Head

Chisel :
Liver For divination
Model

MATERTAL

REFERENCE

S

186

Bronze
Bronze

Bronze
Pottery

Megiddo i‘I.m.175.3’6 \
Megiddo 11.P1.175.40

Megiddo I1.P1.184.6
Megiddo IT.P1.255.1
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PLATE, 15: Beth~Shean
. . v¢ -
. NO OBJECT  DESCRIPTION MATERIAL REFERENCE .
1 Stele - Depiction of the  Stone. Rowe, 1940 . Front¥spiece
k! : God Mekal ’ .
24
vy ,
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PLATE 16
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PLATE. 17: Beth-Shean |

' NO OBJECT

DESCRIPTION
1 Modél of Egyptian designs.
a throne . )
2 Model of "Tree of Life"
an altar design
3 Daggar Wood mla? handle
4 Axe - End_of ha
Head o
5 Figurine Ashtoreth
6 Figurine Ashtoreth in
Egyptian dress
7 Figurine Ashtoreth )
8 Figurine Ashtoreth
Figurine Ashtoreth
10 Head Hathor headed
object
11 Head

San;easlo

€

190

MATERIAL REFERENCE

Basalt  Rowe,1940.P1.XIX.13
Rowe,1940.P1.XIX.14

Bronze ' Rowe,1940.P1.XXXI1.3
Bronze Rowe,1940.P1 . XXX1I1.2

Plaster

Pottery Rowe,1940.P1.XXXV.11
Limestone Rowe 1940.P1.XXXV.5
Drawing ~

Pottery Rowe,1940 P1.XXXV.15
Pottery. .Rowe,1940.P1,XXXV.16
Pottdry ~ Rowe,1940,P1.XXXV.14
Ivéry Rowe,1940.P1.XXXV.13

Ivory Rowe,1940.P1.XX. 23
E’.' -
*

g
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" PLATE 18: Beth-Shean o : e - -

NO OBJECT _  DESCRIPTION MATERTAL REFERENCE e )
1 Duck Pottery Rowe,1940.P1.XX.14
Head ’ ,
2 Duck ' Pottery Rowe,1940.P1.XX.15
Head
3 Duck Pottery Rowe,1940.P1.XX.16
Head
4 Duck Pottery Rowe,1940.P1.XX.17
Head \
5 Dzk Pottery Rowe,1940.P1.%X.18 5
Head . -
6 Duck Pottery Rowe,1940.P1.XX.13 R
Head * -
7 Duck Pottery Rowe,1940.P1.XXI.8
Head ‘ .
8 Boar Cylindrical cult - Pottery’ Rowe,1940.P1.XIX.2
Head object
9 Serpent gttached toa Pottery Rowe,1940.P1.XX.2
. ase
10 Serpent On a plaque Pottery Rowe,1940.P1.XX.3
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"PLATE 19: Tell Abu Hawam

NO OBJECT DESCRIPTION
1 Figurine Seated male deity
2 Rhyton Bull figure
3  Rhyton .  Bull figure
4 Rhyton Bull figure
5 Rhyton Horse figure
6 Rhyton Bull figure
— "*y»
A
|

MATRRIAL

»

REFERENCE

. Bronze &

Guilt |

Pottery
Pottery
Pottery

Pottery

Pottery

Hémilton,lQSzi.Pl.XV.Z *

Hamilton,1934.P1.XVI1.304
Hamilton,1934.P1.XVII1.303
Hami 1ton} 1934.P1.XVII. 286
Hamilton,1934.P1.XVI1.30S
Hamilton,1934.P1.XVI1.302
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‘PLATE 20: Tell Abu Hawam

'NO OBJECT  DESCRIPTION

1 Rhyton - Woman's head

2 Goblet Ram's head
“

196

f
MATERIAL REFERENCE

o

Faience
. Faience

Hamilton,1934.P1.XXVII,425
Hamilton,1934.P1.XXX.428
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'PLATE 21: Tell Abu Hawam

1
¥

. -

NO OBJECT | DE‘SC‘!}IPI'ION MATERIAL REFERENCE

1 Goblet Male head Faience Hamilton,1934,P1.XX1X.426
Z Rhyton Male head Faience Hamilton,1934.P1.XXVI1.427
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PLATE 22: Tell Abu Hawam

8

OBJECT DESCRIPTION
Scarab Human headed
» with antelope
Pendant  Female figure
scratched on
Cymbal One of -two
Figurine Amm only
Figurine Arm only
Lion's Hole for rivet
Head v
~Pendant  Grape cluster

»*

REFERENCE ‘

MATERIAL -
Steatite Hamilton,1934.p.63
Gold Hamilton,1934.P1.XXXIX. 416
Bronze  Hamilton,1934.p.60. "
Bronze § Hamilton,1934.P1.XXXIX.372
Gold o
Bronze  Hamilton,1934.P1.XXXIII.373
_ Hamilton,1934.p.60
Paste §  Hamilton,1934.P1.XXXIX.424
Glaze
&
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PLATE 23: 'r;n/ﬁgu Hawam § Tell Kittan

NO ORJECT  DESCRIPTION MATERIAL REFERENCE ]
1 Fragments Four legs and - Tvory  Hamilton,1934.P1.XXXII.375
of Table - some side pieces )
or Bed .
2 Handle Horn shaped - Ivory - Hamilton,1934.P1.XXXII.376
3 Pendant  Rosette "Sun" Silver  Eisenberg,BA.1977.p.81
|
i
ey L B
-
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PLATE 24: Tell Mevorakh

YW

—

1 Cylinder »

2

OBJECT

DESCRIPTION

Seal
Snake

"Mitannian" style

Coiled =

204

s

'MATERIAL REFERENCE

Stern,BA.1977.p.90
Bronze  Stern,BA.1977.p.90

-
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"PLATE 25: Tell el-Far'ah (North)

NO OBJECT  DESCRIPTION

MATERIAL REFERENCE

1 Figurine ‘*Hathor" figure 3y Silver

S

206

DeVamc,:RE. 64.P1.XI.a
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" PLATE 26: Lachish

NO OBJECT

DESCRIPTION
1 Scarab
2 Cylinder —
Seal
3 Bosse
4 Bc%sée -
5 Sﬁ’ud Embossed centre
6 Stud '
7 Pendant Rosette
8 Wire . Square
-
/ a
3
LY
oy

- Sheet U; “

MATERIAL REFERENCE

[

e

Steatite Lachish II.P1.XXXIIA.1
Faience Lachish IT.P1.XXXTIIA.40

‘Sieet | Lachish II.PL.XXVL.Z1

Gold I i ‘ t
Lachish I1.P1.XXVI.20

SheetH Q/”

f Lachish II.P1.XXVI.29
Gold “ i
Bronze § Lachish I1.P1.XXVI.30

Gold S “W !
Gold
Sheet Lachish I1.P1.XXVI.S

Gold .
Gold Lachish 1I.P1.XXVI.8.
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PLATE 27: LACHISH

NO OBJECT

DESCRIPTION

1§ Figurine
2 ‘

3 Figuririe

"Reshef" figure
before cleaning
"Reshef™ fi

after cleaning
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MATERIAL REFERENCE

Bronze

Bronze

Lachish IT.P1.XXVI.31

Lachish II.P1.XXVI.32
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PLATE 28: Lachish

NO

aoxxcxm-:-ut\n—tl

OBJECT

DESCRIPTION

Head
Lid

Pendant
Pendant
Stod ¢
Scarab

Scarab
Scarab

Used for inlay Bone

Duck figure

MATERIAL

REFERENCE  *

Ivory

For toilette spoon

RcPousse

Repousse of figure Sheet

Gold
Sheot
Gold
Bronze &
- Gold

. Faience

] Steatite
Steatite
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Lachish II.P1.XVI.2
Lachish II.P1.XIX.19

Lachish T1.PL.XXVI.4

Lachish IT.PLXVLG

Lachish I1.P1.XXVI.23

Lachish II.P1.XXXII.2 !

Lachish M.P1.XXXII.12
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PLATE 29: Lachish w

NO OBJECT = DESCRIPTION

ot

1 Perfume  Female figure
Flask

MATERIAL REFERENCE

i
'

e

Ivory
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Lachish 11.PL.XV



PLATE 29
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NO OBJECT

1 Box

PLATE 30: Lachish

l

.
-

DESCRIPTION

MATERTAL REFERENCE

Cylimdrical with  Ivory
two registers of

bulls and lions A

216

Lachish II.P1.XVIIIA-
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PLATE 31: Lachish

NO OBJECT DESCRIPTION

R - L L I

Head For inlay
Figurine  "Ptah Soker"
Bye . . For inlay
Duck
Head
Figurine Cat
Figurine Reposing calf
" Head - Antelope
Head Antelope
Head “Antelope
T 4
' ;‘:’ &
* . 4.;‘55,;\

218

" N‘A’I’.ERIAL REFERENCE

Ivory
Ivory

Ivory -

Ivory

Ivory
Ivory
Ivory
Ivory
Ivory

Lachish I1.P1.XVI.2
Lachish II.P1.XVI.4
Lachish II.P1.XVI.8
Lachish II.P1.XVII.10
Lachish II.P1.XVII.
Lachish IXI.PT.XVI

Lachish II.P1.XVII.12
Lachish I1.P1.XVII.13

. Lachish II.Pl.XVII.lft

9
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" PLATE 32: Lachish

NO OBJECT

1 Lid
2 Lid
3 Spoon
Spoon

T n

ES

DESCRIPTION

Lid of toilette
spoon

Lid of toilette
spoon .

Bowl of toilette

spoon
Bowl of toilette
spoon ‘

-
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MATERIAL REFERENCE

2

Ivory
Ivory

Ivory

Ivory

Lachish II.P1.XIX.16
Lachish | I1.P1 ‘XI’X. 17
Lachish II.P1.XX.21
Lachish I1.P1.XX.22
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PLATE 33: Lachish .

DESCRIPTION

NO OBJECT
1 Lid Lid of toilette
spoon
2- Sceptres
7
|
f\
Cr
!

T ey e L I 4 T o e e —

*
* ‘
MATERIAL REFERENCE .
Ivory Lachish II.P1.XIX.18
Ivory Lachish 1I.P1.XX.23-28 B
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' PLATE 34: Lachish

NO OBJECT {

DESCRIPTION
Final Rosette design
Bowl Rosette centre
Comb
Bowl
Figurine 'Reshef" figure
Lion .

OGP L DY

Figurine

REFERENCE |

MATERTAL

Ivory Lachish T1.P1.XIX.20 |
Ivory Lachish I1.P1.XX.31
Ivory  Lachigh 11 P1.XX.29
Ivory Lachish I1.P1.XX.30
Pottery Lachish II P1.XXVIII.2
Pottery Lachish I1.P1.XXVIIL.7-
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PLATE 35: Lachish

%

DESCRIPTION

Pendant Rosette "Sun"
design
Ear-ring

Stud™

Stwd

Scarab

Scarab

Anulet

Scarab . .
Scarab

10 Scarab

11 Scarab

12 Scarad

13 Scarab

WA Lt ,....,

MATERIAL REFERENCE
Sheet Lachish I1.P1.X{(VI.9
Gold
Gold - Lachish I1.P1.XXV1.17
Bronze §' Lachish II.P1.XXVI.24
Gold .
Bronze Lachish I1I.P1.XXVI.23
Steatite Lachish 1I.P1.XXXII.17
Steatite Lachish II.P1.XXX11.19
Glaze Lachish II.P1.XXXII.18
Faience Lachish I1.P1.XXXII1.29
' Glass Lachish II.P1.X0XXII.24
Steatite Lachish ITg1.XXXII.25
Faience: Lachish 111 .XXXII1.36
Faience Lachish I1.P1.XXXII.38
Faience Lachish 1I.P1.XXXI11.37
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PLATE 36: Lachish

{
NO OBJECT  DESCRIPTION MATERTAL REFERENGE
7 1 Scarab Faience Lachish II.P1.XXXI1.39
2 Cylinder Faience Lachish IT.P1.XXXIIIA.43
3 g;ﬁnder :  Paste Lachish I1.P1.XXXIIIA.48
"4 Cptinder ‘ Faience lachish IT.P1.XXXTIA.47
5 SC;ﬁnder ' " Steatite Lachish II.P1.XXXIIA.42
6 gyeﬁnder ’ Faience Lachish II.P1.XXXIIA.50
Seal kg .
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PLATE 36
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PLATE 37: Lachish

NO OBJECT DESCRIPTION
1 Pendant Shell design
. 2 Pendant Flower design
3 Pendant Fish design
4 Pendant Round
5 Pendant  Bud design
6 Pendant  Grape cluster
7~ Pendant Oblong
8 Pendant Triangular
9 Pendant  Rectangular
10 Pendant  Oblong
Triangular with

inlay

Glazed Lachish II.

1.P1.0XXVI.91
Glazed Lachish I1.P1.XXXVI.92
Glazed Lachish II.P1.X0XXVI.93
Glazed Lachish I1.P1.XXXVI.95
Glazed Lachish II.P1.XXXVI.96
Glazes Lachish I1.P1.XXXVI.94
Glazed Lachish II.P1.XXXVI.99
Tlazed  Lachish II.P1.XXXVI.100
Glazed Lachish I1.P1.XXXVI.97
Glazed Lachish II.P1.XXXVI.98

1.P1.XXXVI.102

' Glazed Lachish II.

s
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PLATE 38: Lachish
o

L

NO OBJECT DESCRIPTION MATERIAL REFERENCE

——

1 Graffiti Spear weilding Carved in Ussishkin,BA.1977.p.

male deity stone
2 -Graffiti Male and female Carved in Ussishkin,Tel Aviv.
"heads stone fig.3.p.1173
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